2403.09716v1 [math.CT] 12 Mar 2024

arXiv

INTRODUCTORY NOTES ON REAL-ENRICHED CATEGORIES

DEXUE ZHANG

ABsTRACT. Real-enriched categories are categories with real numbers as en-
richment. Precisely, a real-enriched category is a category enriched over the
commutative and unital quantale composed of the unit interval and a contin-
uous t-norm. These notes present a brief introduction to real-enriched cate-
gories, focusing on the presheaf monad and its submonads in the category of
such categories.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Real-enriched categories are a very special kind of enriched categories, namely,
those categories of which the enrichment are real numbers. Precisely, a real-enriched
category is a category enriched over the unital quantale composed of the the inter-
val [0,1] and a continuous t-norm. To require enrichment be real numbers limits
drastically the scope of the theory, but the benefit is also apparent. First, real
numbers posses much richer structures than a general quantale or more generally, a
symmetric and monoidal closed category, one expects more can be said about such
categories because of the richer structures of the enrichment. Second, the study of
such categories is closely related to many-valued logic. In 1973 Lawvere [51] pointed
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out a deep connection between enriched categories and generalized pure logic. For
real-enriched categories, this “generalized pure logic” is the Basic Logic, called the
BL-logic, developed by Hajek [24]. As shown in Hajek [24] and Cignoli, Esteva,
Godo and Torrens [12], BL-logic is a logic of continuous t-norms. In particular,
real-enriched categories may be viewed as many-valued ordered sets, a viewpoint
emphasized in these notes.

Though being a narrow class, real-enriched categories are sufficiently general to
provide a common framework for ordered sets and quasi-metric spaces, they are
natural objects for Quantitative Domain Theory, see e.g. America and Rutten [4],
Antoniuk and Waszkiewicz [5], Bonsangue, van Breugel and Rutten [9], Flagg [16],
Flagg and Kopperman [I7], Gutierres and Hofmann [22], Hofmann and Waskiewicz
[32] B3], Kostanek and Waszkiewicz [40], Kiinzi and Schellekens [41], and etc.

There are many texts on enriched categories, e.g. Eilenberg and Kelly [15],
Lawvere [51], the book of Kelly [36], Chapter 6 in the Handbook of Borceux [11],
and the works of Stubbe [72] [73] [74] on quantaloid-enriched categories. The aim
of these notes is to explain basic ideas about real-enriched categories, focusing on
the presheaf monad and its submonads. Special attention is paid to how the logic
structure of the truth-value set affects mathematical results, see e.g. Proposition
2.8, Theorem [I4.10] Theorem [I5.271 Many topics are not covered here. Mac Neille
completion of real-enriched categories, Formal Concept Analysis of fuzzy contexts
(see Bélohlavek [6]) are not touched; topology of real-enriched categories, except the
notion of open ball topology, is not touched either, interested readers are referred
to Goubault-Larrecq [20], Hofmann [27], Lowen [53| 54], and the book [30] edited
by Hofmann, Seal and Tholen.

These notes are arranged into four parts. The first part consists of Section
and Section [Bl This part recalls, for convenience of the reader, some basic ideas
in theories of ordered sets and continuous t-norms. Many notions for real-enriched
categories find their roots in the theory of ordered sets; the interval [0, 1] together
with a continuous t-norm is our truth-value set. The second part consists of Section
M — Section [l This part deals with basic structures of real-enriched categories,
including (adjoint) functors, (adjoint) distributors, Yoneda lemma, weighted limits
and weighted colimits. The third part consists of Section [l — Section [TIl focusing
on special kinds of colimits and limits. The last 5 sections constitute the fourth
part, dealing with the presheaf monad in the category of real-enriched categories,
its submonads and algebras.

2. (GALOIS CONNECTION AND DOMAINS

This section recalls some basic ideas in order theory, and fixes some notations.
The materials can be found in many places, e.g. Davey and Priestley [13], Gierz,
Hofmann, Keimel et al [19], and Goubault-Larrecq [20].

Definition 2.1. Let X be a set. An order (or a preorder) on X is a binary relation
< on X such that, for all z,y, 2z € X,

(i) z <w,

(ii) z <y and y < z imply z < z.
These conditions are referred to, respectively, as reflexivity and transitivity. A set
X equipped with an order relation < is called an ordered set (or a preordered set).
Usually we say simply “X is an ordered set”. When it is necessary to specify the
order relation we write (X,<). If z < y and y < x, we say that x and y are
equivalent and write z =2 y.

A partial order on a set X is an order that satisfies additionally the axiom of
antisymmetry:
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(iii) = &y implies z = y.

Example 2.2. (i) The identity relation on a set X is a partial order, called
the discrete order on X.

(ii) For each set X, the inclusion relation C is a partial order on the powerset
2X = {A|AC X} of X.

(iii) The smaller than or equal to relation < is a partial order on the set R of
real numbers. But, the strict smaller than relation < on R is not an order
since it is not reflexive.

(iv) The divisibility relation C, defined by m C n if m = kn for some natural
number k, is a partial order on the set N of natural numbers.

If < is an order on a set X, then the opposite relation <°P, given by x <°P y if
y < x, is also an order on X, called the opposite of <.

Suppose X is an ordered set, A is a subset and z is an element of X. We say
that z is an upper bound of subset A if a < x for all a € A. We say that x is a join,
or a supremum, of A if z is the least upper bound of A; that means, x is an upper
bound of A and x < y whenever y is an upper bound of A. It is clear that any two
joins of a subset A are equivalent, hence every subset of an ordered set has at most
one join, up to isomorphism. So, we will speak of the join of a subset. Dually, x is
a lower bound of A if x < a for all a € A. The greatest lower bound of A, if exists,
is called the meet, or the infimum, of A.

Definition 2.3. Suppose X is an ordered set and A C X. We say that A is

(i) alower set if x € A and y < z imply y € A;
(ii) an upper set if z € A and z < y imply y € A.

For a subset A of an ordered set X, let
tA={reX|JacAa<z}

and

JA={re X |Jac Az <a}
Then 1 A and | A are, respectively, the smallest upper set and the smallest lower
set containing A. So, | A is the lower set and T A the upper set generated by A,
respectively. When A is a singleton set {a}, we write 1 @ and | a. A lower set of
the form | a is called a principal lower set. Likewise, an upper set of the form 1 a
is called a principal upper set.

Example 2.4. For each topological space (X, 7), define a relation <, on the set
X by
x <,y <= z€{y}

Then <, is an order on X, called the specialization order of the space (X, 7). The
specialization order <. is antisymmetric if and only if (X, 7) is To; <, is the discrete
order if and only if (X,7) is T7. Every open set is an upper set and every closed
set is a lower set with respect to the specialization order. For each x € X, the
principal lower set | z is the closure of {z}, i.e. | 2 = {z}.

Suppose X is an ordered set and A C X. Let
ubA={zreX|Vae€ A a<xa}
and
IbA={ze X |Vaec A,z <a}.
In other words, ub A and Ib A are the set of all upper bounds and the set of all
lower bounds of A, respectively. Then, ub A is an upper set and lb A is a lower set;

A has a join if and only if ub A is a principal upper set; A has a meet if and only
if Ib A is a principal lower set.
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Definition 2.5. Suppose X is an ordered set.

(i) A subset D of X is directed if D is not empty and for all z,y € D, there is
some z € D such that < z and y < z. A directed lower set of X is called
an ideal of X.

(ii) A subset F of X is filtered if F is not empty and for all z,y € F, there is
some z € F such that z < z and z < y. A filtered upper set of X is called
a filter of X.

In particular, an ordered set X is directed if it is a directed subset of itself. This
means that X is not empty and every pair of elements in X has an upper bound.

Example 2.6. Suppose X is an ordered set.

(i) For each x € X, the principal lower set | x is an ideal.
(ii) For each x € X, the principal upper set 1 z is a filter.
(iii) Let X be a topological space. Then for each z € X, the family N, = {U C
X | # € U°} of all neighborhoods of x is a filter of (2%, C).
(iv) For each set X, the family of finite subsets of X is an ideal of (2%, C).

Definition 2.7. Suppose X is an ordered set. We say that X is

(i) bounded if it has a least and a greatest element.
(ii) a join semilattice if it is antisymmetric and every pair of elements z,y in
X has a join, denoted by x V y.
(iii) a meet semilattice if it is antisymmetric and every pair of elements z,y in
X has a meet, denoted by = A y.
(iv) a lattice if it is at the same time a join semilattice and a meet semilattice.

If X is a lattice, then so is the opposite X°P of X. The ordered set (R, <) is a
lattice, but not bounded.

Lemma 2.8. For each ordered set X, the following are equivalent:
(1) FEwvery subset of X, including the empty one, has a join.
(2) FEwvery subset of X, including the empty one, has a meet.

Proof. (1) = (2) We show that each subset A of X has a meet. For this consider
the set 1b A of lower bounds of A. By assumption, Ib A has a join, say x. If we could
show that x is a lower bound of A, then it would be the greatest lower bound, hence
the meet of A. Since every element a € A is an upper bound of 1b A, it follows
that A is a set of upper bounds of Ib A. Since x, being the join of 1b A, is the least
element of ub(lb A), then x < a for all a € A, hence z is a lower bound of A.

(2) = (1) Similar. O

Definition 2.9. Suppose X is an ordered set. We say that X is

(i) complete if it satisfies the equivalent conditions in Lemma
(ii) a complete lattice if it is complete and antisymmetric.

The empty subset of an ordered set X has a join (meet, respectively) if and only
if X has a least (greatest, respectively) element. So, every complete ordered set is
bounded.

For each set X, (2%, C) is a complete lattice. For any a < b in R, the partially
ordered set ([a,b],<) is a complete lattice. For each ordered set X, the set PX
of all lower sets of X ordered by inclusion is a complete lattice. In particular, if
(X, <) is discrete then (PX, C) coincides with the complete lattice (2%, C).

Definition 2.10. Suppose X,Y are ordered sets and f: X — Y is a map. We
say that

(i) f preserves order if 1 < xzo = f(x1) < f(x2).
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(i) f reflects order if f(z1) < f(x2) = x1 < za.
(iii) f preserves joins (meets, resp.) if for each subset A of X and each join
(meet, resp.) a of A, f(a) is a join (meet, resp.) of {f(z) |z € A}.

The identity map on any ordered set is order-preserving; the composite of order-
preserving maps is order-preserving. So with ordered sets and order-preserving
maps we have a category Ord.

It is clear that an order isomorphism (i.e. an isomorphism in the category Ord)
preserves both joins and meets. A map f: X — Y is called an order-reversing
isomorphism if f: X°? — Y is an order isomorphism, or equivalently, f: X —
Y°P is an order isomorphism. Every order-reversing isomorphism transforms joins
to meets and meets to joins.

Suppose {X;}ics is a family of ordered sets. Define a binary relation on the
product set [[,.; X; by

(SCz)z S (yz)z if for each i, ZT; S Yi in Xz
Then < is an order on [], X; and for each j, the projection p;: [[, Xi — X
preserves order.
Example 2.11. Suppose X is an ordered set.
(i) The diagonal map
A: X — X xX, Ax)=(x,x)
preserves and reflects order.
(ii) The map
y: X —PX, z—lz
preserves and reflects order, where PX is the set of all lower sets of X
ordered by inclusion. This is a special case of Yoneda embedding in category
theory.
(iii) The map
v X —PiIX, 2t
preserves and reflects order, where PTX is the set of all upper sets of X

ordered by converse inclusion. This is a special case of coYoneda embedding
in category theory.

Galois connection

Definition 2.12. Suppose X,Y are ordered sets; f: X — Y and g: Y — X are
a pair of maps. We say that f is left adjoint to g, or g is right adjoint to f, and
write f - g, if for all z € X and y € Y it holds that

f(@) <y = z<g(y).

In this case, the pair (f,g) is called a Galois connection, or an adjunction, with f
being the left adjoint and ¢ the right adjoint.

If f: X — Y is an order isomorphism, then f is both left and right adjoint to
its inverse 1.

Lemma 2.13. If both f1: X — Y and fo: X — Y are left adjoint to g: Y —
X, then fi(x) = fo(x) for allx € X.

Therefore, the left adjoints of a map, if exist, are essentially unique; likewise for
right adjoints. So, we shall speak of the left adjoint and the right adjoint.

Lemma 2.14. Left adjoints and right adjoints preserve order.
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Proof. Suppose f: X — Y is left adjoint to g: Y — X. We show that both f and
g preserve order. Assume that 21 < zo. Since f(z2) < f(z2), then 25 < gf(z2), so
21 < gf(x2), hence f(x1) < f(x2). This shows that f preserves order. Likewise, g
preserves order. O

Lemma 2.15. Each composite of left adjoints is a left adjoint. Dually, each com-
posite of right adjoints is a right adjoint.

Example 2.16. Suppose X is a topological space, O(X) is the set of open sets and
C(X) is the set of closed sets. Then the interior operator (—)°: 2%¥ — O(X) is right
adjoint to the inclusion O(X) — 2%; the closure operator (—)~: 2% — C(X) is
left adjoint to the inclusion C(X) — 2.

Example 2.17. Suppose X is an ordered set; PX and PTX are the ordered sets
of lower sets and upper sets of X, respectively, as in Example 211l For all A € PX
and B € PTX, it holds that

uwbADB <= Vee AVyeB, <y < ACIbB,
so ub: PX — PTX is left adjoint to Ib: PTX — PX.
Example 2.18. Suppose X,Y are sets and f: X — Y is a map. Let
f3: 2% — 2V
be the map that sends each subset A of X to its image {f(a) | a € A}; let
[V 50X
be the map that sends each subset B of Y to its preimage {z € X | f(z) € B}.
Then f5 is left adjoint to f~'. The map f~! also has a right adjoint, given by
for2¥ —2V fy(A)={yeY|f(y) C A}.
Thus, we have a string of adjunctions:
fadf Tt fer 2 — 2%,
Example 2.19. Suppose X,Y are ordered sets and f: X — Y preserves order.
For each lower set B C Y, the inverse image f~1(B) is a lower set of X, so we have

an order-preserving map

7L PY — PX.
For each lower set A C X, let
fa(A) ={y €Y |y < f(a) for some a € A}.

Then

f3: PX —PY
is order-preserving and it is left adjoint to f~!. The map f~! also has a right
adjoint

fv: PX — PY
given by

fA)={yeY|f(ly) CA}
Thus, we have a string of adjunctions:
A PX — PY.

If both X and Y are discrete ordered sets, then this string of adjunctions reduces
to that in the above example.

Theorem 2.20. Suppose X,Y are ordered sets; f: X — Y and g: Y — X
preserve order. The following are equivalent:

(1) fg.
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(2) idx < gf and fg <idy.
(3) For each x € X, f(z) is a least element in g~ (1 ).
(4) For eachy €Y, g(y) is a greatest element in f~(] y).

Proof. (1) = (2) For each z € X, since f(z) < f(x), then z < gf(z), so idx < gf.
For each y € Y, since g(y) < g(y), then fg(y) <y, so fg <idy.

(2) = (3) First, since z < gf(x), then f(z) € g~ '(1 z). Second, for each
y € g~ 1(1 x), since x < g(y), then f(z) < fg(y) <y. So f(x) is the least element
in g~ (1 ).

(3) = (1) Suppose f(z) < y. Since f(x) € g~ (+ 2), then < gf(x) < g(y).
Conversely, suppose = < g(y). Since fg(y) is the least element in g~!(1 g(y)) and
y € g (1 g(y)), then f(z) < fg(y) < y. Therefore, f is left adjoint to g.

That (2) = (4) = (1) can be proved in a similar way. O

Proposition 2.21. Suppose X,Y are partially ordered sets; f: X — Y is left
adjoint to g: Y — X. Then f = fgf and g = gfg, hence both gf: X — X and
fg: Y — Y are idempotent.

Proposition 2.22. Suppose XY are partially ordered sets, f: X — Y is left
adjoint to g: Y — X. The following conditions are equivalent:
(1) g is surjective.
(2) f(x) =ming=(x) for all x € X.
(3) gf =1x.
(4) f is injective.
Likewise, the following conditions are equivalent:
(1*) g is injective.
(2*) g(y) = max f~'(y) for ally €Y.
(3%) fg=1y.
(4%) f is surjective.

Theorem 2.23. FEvery left adjoint f: X — Y preserves joins. Conversely, if X
is complete and f: X — Y preserves joins, then f is a left adjoint.

Proof. Suppose f: X — Y has a right adjoint, say g: ¥ — X. We show that
for any subset A of X, f(sup A) is a join of {f(a) | a € A} whenever sup A exists.
Since f preserves order, then f(sup A) is an upper bound of {f(a) | a € A}. If y
is an upper bound of {f(a) | a € A}, then a < g(y) for all a € A, so sup A < g(y),
hence f(sup A) < y.

Conversely, suppose X is complete and f: X — Y preserves joins. Since f
preserves joins, for each y € Y the join of f=1(] ) is also a member of f~1(] y).
Assigning to y the join of f=1(] y) yields a right adjoint of f. (]

Dually, every right adjoint preserves meets. Conversely, if f: X — Y preserves
meets and X is complete then f is a right adjoint.

Galois connections are of fundamental importance in order theory. Many con-
cepts in order theory are postulated, or can be characterized, in terms of Galois
connections.

Proposition 2.24. For each ordered set X, the following statements are equivalent:
(1) X is complete.

(2) The Yoneda embedding y: X — PX has a left adjoint.
(3) The coYoneda embedding y': X — PTX has a right adjoint.

Proof. (1) = (2) If s: PX — X is left adjoint to y, then for all + € X and
AePX,
AClz < s(A) <u,
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which says that x is an upper bound of A if and only if > s(A4). So s(A) is a least
upper bound of A.

(2) = (1) Suppose that X is complete. Let s: PX — X be a map such that
s(A) is a join of A for each A € PX. Then s is a left adjoint of y.

The equivalence (1) < (3) is verified in a similar way. O

Proposition 2.25. Suppose X is a partially ordered set.

(i) X is a meet semilattice if and only if the diagonal map A: X — X x X
has a right adjoint.
(ii) X is a join semilattice if and only if the diagonal map A: X — X x X
has a left adjoint.
(i) X is a lattice if and only if the diagonal map A: X — X x X has, at the
same time, a left and a right adjoint; that is, there is a string of adjunctions:
VAAAA: X x X — X.

Quantales provide another kind of interesting examples. Here we only include
the definition of commutative and unital quantales, standard reference for quantales
is Rosenthal [64]. A commutative and unital quantale

Q=(Q & k)

is a commutative monoid with k being the unit, such that the underlying set Q is
a complete lattice and for each = € Q, the map z & —: Q — Q has a right adjoint
r — —: Q — Q. This is equivalent to that & distributes over joins. In particular,
a frame is a complete lattice L such that (L, A, 1) is a quantale; or equivalently, for
each a € L the meet operator a A —: L — L distributes over joins.

Completely distributive lattices

Suppose X is a partially ordered set. By Proposition[2.24], X is a complete lattice
if and only if the Yoneda embedding y: X — PX has a left adjoint sup: PX —
X, which sends each subset A of X to its join sup A.

Definition 2.26. A complete lattice X is completely distributive if the left adjoint
of the Yoneda embedding y: X — PX also has a left adjoint; that means, there
is a string of adjunctions

J-dsup-y: X — PX.

Lattices satisfying the requirement in the above definition are also said to be
constructively completely distributive, see e.g. Wood [80], because, compared with
the complete distributivity law (see Theorem 2.27)), it does not resort to the Axiom
of Choice.

To characterize completely distributive lattices, we need the notion of totally
below relation. Suppose x,y are elements of a complete lattice X. We say that x
is totally below y, in symbols z <1y, if for each subset A of X,

y <supA = x < a for some a € A.

The following facts are easy to check:

If x <y then x < y.

z <y ifand only if x € {A € PX |y <sup A}
Ifa<x<y <bthen a<bd.

If x < sup,;c;y; then x < y; for some i € 1.

Theorem 2.27. For each complete lattice X, the following are equivalent:

(1) X is completely distributive.
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(2) For each family {A;}icr of lower sets of X,

sup ﬂ A = 115 sup A4;.
iel
(3) FEvery element x of X is the join of the elements totally below it, i.e. x =
sup{z € X | z < z}.
(4) X satisfies the complete distributivity law: for any family {z; ; |i € I,j €
Ji} of elements of X,

infsupx;; = sup infx; g
lteEJi fEHief Ji el

Proof. (1) = (2) This follows from that sup: PX — X is a right adjoint.
(2) = (3) This follows from that an element z is totally below z if and only if

zeﬂ{AE’PX | z <sup A}.
(3) = (4) Let

x =inf sup z; ;
i€l je;

and suppose z < z. By definition of the totally below relation, for each ¢ € I, there
is some element in .J;, say g(i), such that z < a; 4;). Thus

z< sup infx;
fell, 5. i€1 i,f (@)
and consequently,

infsupz; ; < sup infa; p
1€Ij€-]i f€ll;er Js i€l

by arbitrariness of z. The converse inequality is obvious.
(4) = (1) For each z € X, let

lz= ﬂ{A € PX | x <supA}.
We show that for all z € X and A € PX,
lzCA <<= x<supA,
which entails that
: X —PX
is left adjoint to
sup: PX — X.

To this end, we check that each = € X is the join of | x, i.e. supx = =z.

Index the family {A € PX | © < sup A} as {4;}icr; for each 4, index the
elements of A; as {x;; | j € J;}. Since each A; is a lower set, it follows that for
each f € [[,c; Ji

?elg Ti i) € iOIAl.
Then, from the complete distributivity law it follows that x is the join of |}  which
is, by definition, the intersection ;. A;. O

Corollary 2.28. The totally below relation in a completely distributive lattice X is
interpolative in the sense that if x <y then there is some z € X such that x <1z <1y.

Proof. This follows immediately from the fact that the map {|: X — PX, being
a left adjoint, preserves joins. (I
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For each ordered set X, the set PX of all lower sets of X ordered by inclusion is
a completely distributive lattice. That (PX, C) is a complete lattice is trivial. For
each A € PX, it is clear that for every x € A, the lower set | x is totally below A,
and A is the join of {| z | x € A}, so, PX is a completely distributive lattice.

Proposition 2.29. The complete distributivity law is self dual in the sense that if
X s a completely distributive lattice, then so is X°P.

Proof. By Theorem 227 it suffices to check that for each family {A;};er of upper
sets in X,
inf ﬂ A; = supinf A;.

iel el

We only need to check that the left side is smaller than or equal to the right
side. To this end, we check that if x is totally below inf ﬂiel A;, then z < inf A;
for some i € I. Suppose on the contrary that x € inf A; for any ¢ € I. Take some z
such that x <1 z <inf ﬂiel A;; for each i take some a; € A; with x € a;. Since each
A; is an upper set, it follows that

supa; € ﬂ A;.

el icl

Thus, z £ sup,c; a;, contradicting that z <inf(;.; 4;. O

Domains

Suppose X is an ordered set and Idl X is the set of ideals (= directed lowers sets)
of X ordered by inclusion. Since for each z € X, the principal lower set | = is an
ideal, the Yoneda embedding y: X — PX factors through Idl X. We also use the
symbol y to denote the Yoneda embedding with codomain restricted to Idl X. This
will cause no confusion, it is easily detected from the context which one is meant.

Let x,y be elements of a partially ordered X. We say that x is way below y, in
symbols z < y, if for each directed set D of X with a join,

y<supD == x < d for some d € D.

The following facts are easily verified:

o If x <y then x <y.
e z < yifand only if x € ({I € Id1 X | I has a join and y < sup I}.
o Ifa <z < y<bthen a < b.

Definition 2.30. Suppose X is a partially ordered set. We say that

(i) X is a directed complete partially ordered set, a dcpo for short, if every
directed subset of X has a join.
(ii) X is a continuous partially ordered set if for each z € X, the set {y € X |
y < x} is directed and has z as a join.
(iii) X is a domain if X is a continuous dcpo.

We say that a map f: X — Y between ordered sets is Scott continuous if it
preserves directed joins. With depos and Scott continuous maps we have a category

dcpo.

Theorem 2.31. Suppose X is a partially ordered set.
(i) X is a depo if and only if the Yoneda embedding y: X — 1d1 X has a left
adjoint, which is denoted by sup: Idl X — X.
(ii) X s continuous if and only if for each x € X, there is a directed set D
consisting of elements that are way below x such that x = sup D.
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(iii) X 4s a domain if and only if the left adjoint sup: Id1 X — X of y: X —
Idl X has a left adjoint, which is denoted by {: X — Idl X. In this case,
te={ze X |z}

Therefore, a partially ordered set X is a domain if there is a string of adjunctions
$ dsupdy: X — Idl X.

Corollary 2.32. The way below relation in a continuous partially ordered set X
is interpolative in the sense that x < y implies that * < z K y for some z € X.

Example 2.33. For each ordered set X, the set Idl X of all ideals of X ordered
by inclusion is a domain. For each directed family {Iq}4ep of ideals in X, the
union J,ep Ia is an ideal in X, and it is the join of {I4}4ep in (Idl X, C), hence
(Id1 X, C) is directed complete. For each ideal I of X, it is clear that I is the join
of the directed family {| = | € I} of ideals. Since for each = € I, the principal
ideal | z is way below I in (Idl1 X, C), it follows that Idl X is a domain.

Definition 2.34. (Scott [68]) A partially ordered set is a continuous lattice if it is
at the same time a domain and a complete lattice.

It is clear that a subset A of a join semilattice X is an ideal if and only if A is a
lower set and closed under binary joins. So, the intersection of a family of ideals in
a bounded lattice is also an ideal, though the (set-theoretic) intersection of a family
of ideals in a partially ordered may fail to be so.

For a bounded lattice X, the set of ideals Idl X is closed under meets in PX, so it
is a complete lattice and the inclusion Idl X — P X has a left adjoint. In particular,
if X is a completely distributive lattice, then the composite of {}: X — PX and
the left adjoint of the inclusion Idl X — PX is left adjoint to sup: Idl X — X.
This shows that every completely distributive lattice is continuous.

Theorem 2.35. For each complete lattice X, the following are equivalent:

(1) X is continuous.

(2) The map sup: Idl X — X is a right adjoint.

(3) X satisfies the directed distributivity law: for any family {z;s |t € T,s €
St} of elements of X such that {xys | s € St} is directed for each t € T, it
holds that

inf i inf @4, 5)-

Definition 2.36. Suppose X is a lattice and x € X. We say that
(i) @ is meet-irreducible if, aAb=2 = x =a or z = b.
(ii) z is prime if, aAb <2 = a<zorb<uz.
(ili) x is join-irreducible if, z=aVb = x=aorx =b.
(iv) x is coprime if, t <aVb = z <aorx <h.

It is clear that x is meet-irreducible in X if and only if x is join-irreducible in
X°P; x is prime in X if and only if x is coprime in X°P. Every prime element is
meet-irreducible, but the converse is not true.

Proposition 2.37. Every meet-irreducible element in a distributive lattice is prime.

Proposition 2.38. Suppose x and y are elements of a continuous lattice X with
x £ y. Then there is a meet-irreducible element p with y < p and x £ p.

Proof. Since X is a continuous lattice and x £ y, there is some z < z such that
z £ y. By interpolation property of the way below relation, there is a sequence of
elements {z,}, with

Z<<...<<Zn<<zn71<<...<<2:1:1"
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Let U = ﬂ —1 T 2zn. It is clear that U is an upper set and closed under finite meets.

Pick a maximal chain C' in X \ U that contains y and set p = sup C. We claim
that p is not in U, hence maximal in X \ U. Otherwise, there is some n such that
zn < p. Since z,4+1 <K z, and C'is a chain, it follows that z,,41 < ¢ for some ¢ € C,
contradicting that ¢ ¢ U. It is obvious that y < p and « £ p, so, it remains to
check that p is meet-irreducible. Suppose that p = a A b. Since U is closed under
finite meets, either a ¢ U or b ¢ U. Finally, since p is maximal in X \ U, it follows
that p =a or p = b. O

The above conclusion shows that each element in a continuous lattice is the meet
of a family of meet-irreducible elements. In other words, every continuous lattice
has enough meet-irreducible elements.

We say that a complete lattice X has enough coprimes if every element of X is
the join of a set of coprimes.

Theorem 2.39. For each complete lattice X, the following are equivalent:

(1) X is a completely distributive.
(2) X is distributive and both X and X°P are continuous lattices.
(3) X is continuous and has enough coprimes.

Proof. (1) = (2) First, it follows from the complete distributivity law that X is
distributive. Second, since complete distributivity is self-dual and every completely
distributive lattice is continuous, it follows that both X and X°P are continuous
lattices.
(2) = (3) Apply Proposition [Z38 to X°P.
(3) = (1) Since X is continuous and has enough coprimes, for each = € X,
x

=sup{z € X | z < 2} =sup{z € X | z is coprime and z < x}.

Since for each coprime z, z is way below x implies z is totally below z, the conclusion
thus follows. (I

3. CONTINUOUS T-NORM

The interval [0, 1] together with a continuous t-norm is our truth-value set. So,
the structure of continuous t-norms is of fundamental importance in the develop-
ment of real-enriched categories. For sake of self-contaiment and convenience of
the reader, proofs of the well-known characterization of continuous Archimedean
t-norms (Theorem B.20) and the ordinal sum decomposition of continuous t-norms
(Theorem [B.25)) are included. Standard references for continuous t-norms are the
monographs: Alsina, Frank, Schweizer [3], and Klement, Mesiar, Pap [38].

Definition 3.1. A triangular norm (a t-norm for short) on an interval [a, b], where
a is allowed to be —oo and b is allowed to be oo, is a binary operator & such that
for all x,y, z € [a, b],

(T1) z&y=y&u;
(T2) (z&y)&z=2&{y&z2);
(T3) z&y < x& =z whenever y < z;
(T4) z&b==z.

From (iii) and (iv) we immediately obtain that a & x = a for all x € [a, b].

In the vocabulary of lattice theory, a t-norm on [a,b] is a binary operator &
such that ([a,b],&,b) is a commutative lattice-ordered monoid, see e.g. Birkhoff
[8]. In the language of category theory, a t-norm is a binary operator & such that
([a, b, &,b) is a commutative monoid in the category of ordered sets and order-
preserving maps, see e.g. Mac Lane [55].
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Suppose & is a t-norm on [a1, b1] and & is a t-norm on [ag, bs]. We say that &1
is isomorphic to &s if there is an order-preserving bijection f: [a1,b1] — [as2, bo)
such that for all z,y € [a1, b1],

fa&ry) = fz) &2 f(y).
Given a t-norm & on [¢,d] and an order isomorphism f: [a,b] — [c,d], the
binary operator
&y fa,b] x [a,0] — [a,0], w&py=f'(f(z) & f(y))
is a t-norm on [a,b] and isomorphic to &. This fact shows that we only need to
consider t-norms on the unit interval [0, 1].
Example 3.2. Some basic t-norms on [0, 1]:
(i) The Godel t-norm: z & y = min{z, y}.
(ii) The product t-norm: x &y =z - y.

(iii) The Lukasiewicz t-norm: z & y = max{z +y — 1, 0}.

(iv) The nilpotent minimum t-norm:

0 r+y<l,
r&y= .
min{z,y} x+y> 1.
(v) The drastic product t-norm:

& 0 T,y <1,
x =
Y min{z,y} otherwise.

It is clear that every t-norm on [0, 1] lies between the drastic product and the
Godel t-norm.

Example 3.3. The addition + is a t-norm on the interval [—oo, 0]. The correspon-
dence  — e® defines an isomorphism ([—o0, 0], +,0) — ([0, 1],-, 1).

Example 3.4 (Truncated addition). For each a € (—o0,0), the truncated addition
+a: [a,0] X [a,0] — [a,0], x4,y =max{a,x+y}
is a t-norm on [a, 0].
Example 3.5 (Truncated product). For each b € (0,1), the truncated product
i b, 1] x [b,1] — [b,1], x -y = max{b,x -y}
is a t-norm on [b, 1].
Proposition 3.6. For all a € (—00,0) and b € (0,1), the following t-norms are

isomorphic to each other:

(i) The truncated addition on [a,0].
(ii) The truncated product on [b,1].
(i) The Lukasiewicz t-norm on [0, 1].

Proof. Tt is clear that the truncated addition on [a, 0] is isomorphic to the truncated
addition on [—2, 0] and the truncated product on [b, 1] is isomorphic to the truncated
product on [1/4, 1], so it suffices to show that both the truncated addition on [—2, 0]
and the truncated product on [1/4, 1] are isomorphic to the Lukasiewicz t-norm on
[0, 1].
The map
f:00,1] — [1/4,1],  f(x) = 22D

defines an isomorphism between the Lukasiewicz t-norm on [0, 1] and the truncated
product on [1/4,1]; the map

g:[0,1] — [-2,0], g(z) =2(z—1)
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defines an isomorphism between the Lukasiewicz t-norm on [0, 1] and the truncated
addition on [—2,0]. The proof is thus completed. O

Given a t-norm & on [0,1] and =z € [0, 1], the powers (with respect to &) is
defined recursively by
=2 and 2"Tl'=2"&=z
for all positive integers n. For all z and n, 2" < 2", so {#"},en is a decreasing
sequence. By associativity of & we have
"t =" & = 2" & 2™ and 2™ = (z™)" = (")
for all m,n > 1.

Definition 3.7. Suppose & is a t-norm on [0, 1] and x € [0,1]. We say that
(i) « is idempotent if z & x = x;
(ii) « is nilpotent if ™ = 0 for some n > 1.

The Godel t-norm and the product t-norm have only one nilpotent element.
Every element in [0,1) is nilpotent for the Lukasiewicz t-norm and the drastic t-
norm. For the nilpotent minimum t-norm, every = € [0,1/2] is nilpotent.

Definition 3.8. A t-norm & on [0, 1] is Archimedean if for all 2,y € (0,1), there
is some n such that " < y.

Both the product t-norm and the Lukasiewicz t-norm are Archimedean.

Proposition 3.9. Suppose & is an Archimedean t-norm. If & has a nonzero
nilpotent element, then all x € [0,1) are nilpotent.

Proof. Suppose that a > 0 is a nilpotent element of &. Then a™ = 0 for some
m > 1. For each z < 1, since & is Archimedean, there is some n such that 2™ < a.
Then 2™ < a™ = 0. [l

A t-norm & on [0, 1] is left continuous on the first variable if for each y and each
increasing sequence {z, }nen in [0, 1],

sup(z, & y) = (sup z,,) & y.
neN neN

By commutativity of &, left continuity on the first variable implies left continuity
on the second variable.

Definition 3.10. Let & be a t-norm on [0, 1]. We say that
(i) & is left continuous if it is left continuous on each variable;
(ii) & is continuous if it is a continuous map [0, 1] x [0, 1] — [0, 1] with respect
to the usual topology.

Said differently, a left continuous t-norm is a binary operator & on the unit
interval such that ([0, 1], &, 1) is a commutative and unital qutantale. Every con-
tinuous t-norm is left continuous. The Goddel t-norm, the product t-norm and
the Lukasiewicz t-norm are all continuous; the nilpotent minimum t-norm is left
continuous but not continuous; the drastic product t-norm is not left continuous.

Suppose & is a left continuous t-norm on [0, 1]. For each x € [0, 1], the map

x& —:10,1] — [0,1]
has a right adjoint
x — —:[0,1] — [0, 1].
For all x,y,z € [0, 1] it holds that
r&y<z < y<z— =z
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Because of this property, in fuzzy logic left continuous t-norms and their right ad-
joints are employed to model the logic connectives “conjunction” and “implication”,
respectively. So, the binary operator

—:1[0,1] x [0,1] — [0,1], (z,y)—x—y

is called the implication of the t-norm &.

Example 3.11. (i) The implication operator of the Gédel t-norm:
1 <
r—y= { v=Y
y x>y

It is continuous on [0,1]?\ {(z,2) | < 1}.
(ii) The implication operator of the product t-norm:

1 r <y,
Ty =
y/x x>y.

It is continuous except at (0, 0).
(iii) The implication operator of the L.ukasiewicz t-norm:
z—y=min{l,1 —z+y}.

It is continuous on [0, 1]%.
(iv) The implication operator of the nilpotent minimum t-norm is given by

N 1 r <y,
x =
Y max{l —z,y} x>y.

It is continuous on [0,1]?\ {(z,z) | z < 1}.

Proposition 3.12. (Hajek [24]) For each left continuous t-norm & on [0, 1], the
following are equivalent:
(1) & is continuous.
(2) & is divisible in the sense that if x <y, then x =y &z for some z € [0, 1].
(3) For all z,y € [0,1], z&(z — y) = min{x, y}.

Proof. (1) = (2) Suppose that < y. Since y& 0 =0 and y & 1 = y, by continuity
of &, the function y & — maps [0, 1] onto [0,y], then there is some z € [0, 1] such
that x = y & 2.

(2) = (3) The equality is trivial if * < y. Assume that = > y. Since & is
divisible, y = 2 & z for some z € [0,1]. Then, by definition of —, z < & — y, hence

y=z&z<z&(zx—y) <y,
and consequently, z &(x — y) = min{z, y}.
(3) = (1) It suffices to show that & is separately continuous. Suppose on the

contrary that there is some y such that y& —: [0,1] — [0, 1] is not continuous.
Since y & — preserves joins, there must exist some z such that

y&z < ir;f(y&z).
Pick some b with
y&ao <b< ir;f(y&z).
Then b < y and y& z # b for all z € [0, 1], contradicting y &(y — b) = b. O

Corollary 3.13. Suppose & is a continuous t-norm on [0, 1] and b is an idempotent
element. Then

(i) y& = min{z,y} = = whenever x < b < y.

(ii) y = « = = whenever x < b < y.
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Proof. (i) Since b& b = b, then
r=0&(b—12)=b&b&(b—2x)<b&kx <z,

hence
r=b&kax<y&zr <z,
soxr=y&x.
(ii) Since & is continuous, then y &(y — ) = = < b, so we must have y — z < b.
Thus, by (i) we have

r=y&(y—>z)=y— =z O

Corollary 3.14. Let & be a continuous t-norm on [0,1]. Then for any idempotent
elements a and b with a < b, the restriction of & on [a,b] is a continuous t-norm
on the interval [a, b).

Continuous Archimedean t-norm

Proposition 3.15. A continuous t-norm & is Archimedean if and only if it has
no idempotent element other than 0 and 1.

Proof. Necessity is clear. For sufficiency, we show that lim z” = 0 for each z < 1.
n—oo

Since {z"},en is a decreasing sequence, the limit lim 2™ exists. Let b = lim z™.
n—oo

n—oo
From continuity of & one infers that b& b = b, so b is idempotent and b = 0. O

Proposition 3.16. Suppose & is a continuous Archimedean t-norm on [0, 1].
(i) If 2™ > 0 then z™ > z"™*1.
(ii) If ™ > 0 then a™ > y™ whenever x > y.

Proof. (i) Suppose on the contrary that 2™ = z™ & 2. By induction we have 2™ =
™ & ™ for all m > 1. So,
2" = lim (z"&a2™)=2"& lim 2™ =2"&0=0,
contradicting that =™ > 0.
(ii) Suppose on the contrary that 2™ < y™. Since & is divisible, y = z & z for

some z < 1. Then

<yt =y k& <" &z
Consequently,

2" <z"& lim z2m =2"&0=0,

m—»o0
contradicting that ™ > 0. O

Suppose t: [0,1] — [—00, 0] is continuous and strictly increasing and ¢(1) = 0.
Since t preserves meets, it has a left adjoint

t7: [~o0,0) — [0,1], t7(2) =

t=H(z) =z € [t(0),0],
0 x < t(0).

Proposition 3.17. The left adjoint t™: [—00,0] — [0, 1] satisfies:

(i) t7ot(zx) =z for all € [0,1].

(ii) tot™(z) = x for all x € [t(0),0].

(iii) t7 is continuous and is strictly increasing on [t(0),0].
Proposition 3.18. Suppose t: [0,1] — [—o00, 0] is continuous and strictly increas-
ing and t(1) = 0. Define a binary operator & on [0,1] by

z&y=t"(tz) +t(y)),

where t7 is the left adjoint of t. Then
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(i) & is a continuous Archimedean t-norm.
(ii) & has a nonzero nilpotent element if and only if t(0) > —oo.
(iii) & is isomorphic to the truncated addition on [t(0),0].

The function t: [0,1] — [—00,0] is called an additive generator of the t-norm &.

Proof. (i) The verification of that & is a continuous t-norm is routine. To see that
& is Archimedean, suppose 0 < = < y < 1. Since t is strictly increasing, then
0> t(y) > t(x) > —oo. Pick some n > 1 with nt(y) < t(x), then

y" = i (nt(y)) < £ (t(x)) = 2.

(ii) Suppose ¢(0) > —oo. For each < 1, since t(z) < 0, there exists n > 1
such that nt(z) < t(0), then ™ = ¢t(nt(z)) = 0, hence every x < 1 is a nilpotent
element of &. Now suppose t(0) = —oo. For each = < 1, since t(x) > —oo and ¢~
is strictly increasing on [—o00, 0], it follows that for all n > 1,

" =t"(nt(z)) > t7(—o0) = 0,
so & has no nilpotent element other than 0.
(iii) By definition. O
Example 3.19. (i) The function
t:[0,1] — [—00,0], t(z)=Inz

is an additive generator of the product t-norm.
(ii) The function

t:[0,1] — [-00,0], tx)=2-1

is an additive generator of the Yukasiewicz t-norm.
(iii) For each p > 0, the function

t:[0,1] — [—00,0], t(z)=2aP -1

is continuous and strictly increasing and ¢(1) = 0. The t-norm &, with ¢
as additive generator is given by

z &,y = (max{z? + y? — 1,0})%.

The Gédel t-norm is the limit of &, when p tends to 0; the drastic product
is the limit of &, when p tends to infinity.

Theorem 3.20. Every continuous Archimedean t-norm & on [0, 1] has an additive
generator. That means, there exists a continuous and strictly increasing function
t: [0,1] — [—o00,0] with t(1) = 0 such that for all z,y € [0,1],

w&y=1t"(t(z) + ty)),
where t is the left adjoint of t.

We make some preparations first. Under the assumption of Theorem 320, define
for each natural number n > 1 a function

fn:[0,1] — [0,1]
by
fn(x) = 2™
Then f,(0) =0, fn(1) =1, f, is continuous and is strictly increasing whenever it is
positive. In particular, f,: [0,1] — [0, 1] preserves joins, so it has a right adjoint

gn: [0,1] — [0, 1],

which sends each = > 0 to the unique y with y™ = z.
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Lemma 3.21. For each n > 1, let
an = gn(0) = sup{z € [0,1] | fn(x) = O}

Then for all n,m > 1, we have:

(i) fnlan) =0 and f, is continuous and strictly increasing on [an, 1].
n(0) = a,, and g, is continuous and strictly increasing on [0, 1].

(i

i) g
(iii) For all x € [0,1], fn o gn(x) = x; for all x € [an, 1], gn o fu(x) = .
(iv) f ( ) 2 fn+1( ) and gn(x) = gn+1().
(V) foo fm(x) = fum(z) = fm o fu(z).
(vi) gnogm( ) = Gnm(T) = gm © gn(T).
(vii) For each natural number k > 1, fin © Gkm = fn © gm

Proof. (1)-(v) are left to the reader. (vi) follows from the fact that all of the
functions g, © gm, gnm and g, o g, are right adjoint to f,,,. As for (vii), since
fin © gkm = fn o ft o gk © gm by (v) and (vi), the conclusion follows from (iii)
immediately. (]

For each rational number » = —n/m < 0, define
fr:[0,1] — [0, 1]
by
fr = [no gm.
Lemma [B.2T](vii) ensures that f, is well-defined.
Lemma 3.22. Fiz some ¢ € (0,1). Define a function
h: QN (—o0,0] — [0,1]

by
h(0) =1, h(r)= f.(c) for allr < 0.

Then

(i) If r <s and h(s) > 0, then h(r) < h(s)

(ii) Forallrse( 00,0], h(r+s) (r) & h(s)

(iii) hm h(r) =

(iv) h is uniformly continuous.
Proof. (i) Assume that r = —m/k,s = —n/k and m > n. Then

h(s) = fa 0 gr(c) = gr(c)" > gr(c)"™ 2 gr(e)™ = fmn 0 gu(c) = h(r).
(ii) Assume that r = —m/k,s = —n/k. Then
h(r) & h(s) = (fm © gr(0)) &(fn 0 gi(c)) = gr(©)™ ™™ = finin 0 gilc) = h(r + s).
(iii) This follows from (i) and that nh_}n;@ h(—n) = nli}ngo fnlc) = nh_}ngo " =0.

(iv) It suffices to show that for each € > 0, there is a rational number [ > 0 such
that for all € Q N (—o0, 0],

h(r+1)—e<h(r)<h(r—1)+e

where we agree that h(r +1) =1if r+1 > 0.
Since & is continuous and [0, 1]? is compact, there exists § > 0 such that

&y —u&v| <e

whenever | —u| < € and |y —v| < e. Since g, (c) tends to 1 when n tends to infinity,
there is a natural number N such that 1 — gy (c) <. Let I = 1/N. Then

1—h(-l)=1- fiogn(c)=1—gn(c) <é.

We claim that [ satisfies the requirement.
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Since
h(r) —h(r —=10)=|h(r) &1 = h(r) & h(-=1)| <,
it follows that h(r) < h(r —1) + €. As for the inequality h(r +1) — e < h(r), we
proceed with two cases. If » + 1 < 0, then
h(r+1)—h(r) = |h(r+ 1) &1 —h(r+1)&h(=1)| < e
If r+1>0, then
h(ir+1)—h(r)=1—h(r) <1—-h(-1) <e.

In either case we have h(r +1) — e < h(r). O
Proof of Theorem [3.20. Consider the function

h: QN (—00,0] — [0,1]
given in Lemma Since h is uniformly continuous and lim h(r) = 0, then h

T—>—00
can be extended to a continuous function

h: [~00,0] — [0,1].
By continuity of & and Lemma B22(ii), for all u,v € [—o00, 0] we have
h(u+v) = h(u) & h(v).
Moreover, if u < v and h(v) > 0, then h(u) < h(v) by Lemma B.22(i).
Since h: [—00,0] — [0, 1] preserves joins, it has a right adjoint
t:[0,1] — [—o0,0].

We claim that ¢ satisfies the requirement.

By definition A is the left adjoint of ¢, i.e. ' = h. It is readily verified that
t(1) = 0 and that ¢ is continuous and strictly increasing, in particular, ¢ is injective.
Then by Proposition 222 ¢ (t(x)) = x for all € [0,1]. Therefore, for all x,y €
[0,1] we have

which completes the proof. (I

An immediate consequence of Theorem [B.20] is the following conclusion which
asserts that there are essentially only two continuous Archimedean t-norms: the
product and the Fukasiewicz.

Corollary 3.23. Suppose & is a continuous Archimedean t-norm on [0, 1].

(i) If& has a nonzero nilpotent element, then & is isomorphic to the Lukasiewicz
t-norm.

(ii) If & has no nonzero nilpotent element, then & is isomorphic to the product
t-norm.

Proof. By Theorem [B.20] there is a continuous and strictly increasing function
t: [0,1] — [—00,0] with ¢(1) = 0 such that
vy =t'(t() +t(y))
for all z,y € [0,1].
(i) If & has a nonzero nilpotent element, we must have ¢(0) > —oo. Then & is

isomorphic to the truncated addition on [t(0), 0], hence to the Lukasiewicz t-norm
on [0,1].
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(ii) If & has no nonzero nilpotent element, we must have ¢(0) = —oo. Then & is
isomorphic to the addition on [—o0, 0], hence to the product t-norm on [0,1]. O

Suppose & is a left continuous t-norm on [0,1]. We say that ([0,1],&,1) (or
simply &) satisfies the law of double negation if

(x—>0)—0==x

for all z € [0, 1].
Both the FLukasiewicz t-norm and the nilpotent minimum satisfy the law of double
negation.

Proposition 3.24. Let & be a continuous t-norm on [0,1]. Then & satisfies the
law of double negation if and only if & is isomorphic to the fukasiewicz t-norm.

Proof. First we show that & is Archimedean. Otherwise it has a nontrivial idem-
potent element, say b. Then by Corollary BI3, b — 0 = 0, hence (b — 0) — 0 =1,
contradicting that & satisfies the law of double negation. Next, since the product
does not satisfy the law of double negation, then by Corollary B.23] & must be
isomorphic to the Lukasiewicz t-norm. (I

Ordinal sum decomposition theorem

Suppose {(a;, b;) }ier is a countable set of pairwise disjoint open intervals in [0, 1]
and for each ¢ € I, &; is a t-norm on the closed interval [a;, b;]. It is readily verified
that

$&zy (‘T’y) S [aiabi]2a

&:[0,1] x [0,1] — [0,1], z&y=
[0,1] x [0, 1] 0,1], &y {min{:c,y} otherwise

is a t-norm on [0, 1], called the ordinal sum of {&;};cr. Each &; is called a summand
of &. The ordinal sum is (left) continuous if and only if so is each of its summands.
In the case that the ordinal sum & is left continuous, its implication operator is
given by

1 z <y,
T=yYy=9x >y a <y<z<b; for some 17,
Y otherwise,

where —; is the implication operator of the t-norm &; on [a;, b;].

A fundamental result says that every continuous t-norm is an ordinal sum of
continuous Archimedean t-norms. To see this, let & be a continuous t-norm on
[0,1] and let E be the set of idempotent elements of &. Then E is a closed set by
continuity of &. The open set [0, 1]\ E is a countable union of disjoint open intervals
Uier(ai, b;). By Corollary [5.14, the restriction of & on each [a;, b;] is a continuous
t-norm without nontrivial idempotent elements, hence a continuous Archimedean
t-norm. By Corollary BI3, = & y = min{z, y} whenever (z,y) ¢ U,c;lai, bi]>. This
proves the following ordinal sum decomposition theorem for continuous t-norms.

Theorem 3.25. (Mostert and Shields [61, Theorem B]) Every continuous t-norm
& on [0,1] is an ordinal sum of continuous Archimedean t-norms. This means, for
each continuous t-norm & on [0,1], there exists a countable set of disjoint open
intervals {(ai,b;) yier in [0, 1] such that
(i) for each i € I, both a; and b; are idempotent and the restriction of & on
the closed interval [a;,b;] is Archimedean;
(i) z&y = min{z,y} whenever (z,y) ¢ U;c lai, bi]*.
Each [a;,b;] with the restriction of & is called an Archimedean block of &.
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Proposition 3.26. Suppose & is a continuous t-norm on [0,1]. For eachp € [0, 1],
let p~ be the greatest idempotent element in [0, p] and let pT be the least idempotent
element in [p,1]. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) For each non-idempotent element p € [0, 1], the restriction of & on [p~,p™]
is isomorphic to the product t-norm on [0, 1] whenever p~ > 0.

(2) The implication operator —: [0,1]> — [0,1] is continuous at every point
off the diagonal {(z,z) | = € [0,1]}.

(3) For each p € (0,1], the function p — —: [0,1] — [0, 1] is continuous on
the interval [0, p).

Proof. (1) = (2) It suffices to show that — is continuous at each point (z,y) with
x > y. If there is some idempotent element b satisfying y < b < z, then (b, 1] x [0, b)
is a neighborhood of (z,y) such that 2’ — 3’ = ¢ for all (z/,y’) € (b,1] x [0,b),
hence — is continuous at (z,y). If there is no idempotent element between x and y,
then x and y belong to the same block by the ordinal sum decomposition theorem.
That means, there exists a non-idempotent p such that p~ < y < 2 < p* and
that the restriction of & on [p~,p™] is a continuous Archimedean t-norm. Now we
proceed with two cases.

Case 1. p~ = 0. Then the conclusion follows from the fact that the implication
operator of a continuous Archimedean t-norm on [0, 1] is continuous except possibly
at (0,0).

Case 2. p~ # 0. In this case, the restriction of & on [p~, p*] is isomorphic to the
product t-norm on [0,1]. We only need to show that for all > p~, the function
x — —:[0,1] — [0, 1] is continuous at p~. Since x — z = z for each z < p~, the
right limit of x — — at p~ is equal to p~, then lim (z — 2) =p~ =2 = p~,

Z*}pi
hence x — — is continuous at p~.

(2) = (3) Obvious.

(3) = (1) Suppose on the contrary that there is some non-idempotent element
p for which p~ > 0 and the restriction of & on [p~,p*] is isomorphic to the
Lukasiewicz t-norm. Then the function p — —: [0, 1] — [0, 1] is not continuous at
p~, a contradiction. (I

Thus, for a continuous t-norm &, the implication operator
—:[0,1]* — [0,1]
is continuous at every point off the diagonal {(z,z) | z € [0,1]} if and only if it
is almost Lukasiewicz free in the sense that & has at most one Archimedean block

that is isomorphic to the Lukasiewicz t-norm and that block should start at 0. Such
t-norms are first studied by Morsi [59, [60].

Convention. From now on, we always assume that & is a continuous t-norm on
the interval [0, 1].

4. REAL-ENRICHED CATEGORIES

Suppose X, Y are sets. A [0, 1]-relation r: X—+ Y isamapr: X xY — [0, 1],
the value r(x,y) is interpreted as the degree that z is related to y. For a [0, 1]
relation r: X —— Y, the [0, 1]-relation

P Y= X, rP(z,y) =r(y,x)

is called the opposite of r.
[0, 1]-relations can be composed. Given [0, 1]-relationsr: X —— Y ands: Y —— Z,
the composite s o r is the [0, 1]-relation X —+ Z given by

sor(z,2) = sup s(y, 2) &r(z,y).
yey
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For each set X, write idy : X—+ X for the [0, 1]-relation given by
: L z=y,

dx(z,y) =
x(z,y) {0 vty

Then id x is a unit for the composition of [0, 1]-relations; that is, roidx = r = idy or
for each [0, 1]-relation r: X —— Y. So, we call idx the identity relation on X.

The composition of [0, 1]-relations is associative. Therefore, with sets as objects
and [0, 1]-relations as arrows we obtain a category

[0, 1]-Rel.
The category [0, 1]-Rel has an important property: for all objects X,Y’, the hom-set
[0, 1]-Rel(X, Y)

is a complete lattice under the pointwise order, the composition of [0, 1]-relations
preserves joins in both variables.

Proposition 4.1. For all sets X,Y, Z, the composition
o: [0,1]-Rel(Y, Z) x [0,1]-Rel(X,Y) — [0, 1]-Rel(X, Z)
preserves joins on each variable.

Therefore, [0,1]-Rel is a quantaloid in the sense of [65] [72]. This fact has far-
reaching consequences, it plays a crucial role in the calculus of [0, 1]-relations, as
we see Now.

For each [0, 1]-relation r: X —+ Y, since o preserves joins in each variable, the
map

—or: [0,1]-Rel(Y, Z) — [0, 1]-Rel(X, Z)
has a right adjoint
-/ r:[0,1]-Rel(X, Z) — [0, 1]-Rel(Y, Z).

Explicitly, for each t: X—— Z, the [0,1]-relation t ,/ r: Y—— Z is computed as
follows:

(t 1)y, 2) = inf (r(z,y) = (2, 2)).

X —4—Y
>
t/T
Z
Likewise, for each [0, 1]-relation s: Y —— Z, the map
so—:[0,1]-Rel(X,Y) — [0, 1]-Rel(X, Z)
has a right adjoint
s\ —: [0,1]-Rel(X, Z) — [0, 1]-Rel(X,Y")
given by
(s N\ 0)(2,9) = nf (5(3,2) = 1(z2))
forallt: X—— Zandz e X andyeY.
Yy —4+—— 7
<
SN\t
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Some basic properties of the [0, 1]-relation calculus are listed below:
(i) For all [0, 1]-relations r: X—— Y, s: Y—— Z and t: X—— Z,

s<ty r <= sor<t < r<s\(t.
(ii) For all r: X—— Y and s: X—— Y,

dy <r\s < r<s < idy <s /.
(iii) Forallr: X—+— Y, s: Y—— Z and t: X—+— W,

ty (sor)=(t 1)/ s
(iv) Forallm: X—— Y, s: Y= Zand t: W— Z,

(sor) Nt=r N\ (s \ 1)
(v) Forallr: X—— Y, s: W= Zand t: X— Z,

(s \t) o r=s N (tL7)
Definition 4.2. A real-enriched category is a pair (X, a), where X is a set and
a: X x X — [0,1] is a function such that
(i) a(z,z) =1 for all z € X;
(i) a(y,2) & alz,y) < a(z,z) for all z,y,z € X.

If we interpret the value a(z,y) as the truth degree that z is smaller than or
equal to y, then (i) is reflexivity and (ii) is transitivity. So, real-enriched categories
can be viewed as many-valued ordered sets.

To ease notations, for a real-enriched category (X, ), we often omit the symbol
a and write X (z,y) for a(z,y).

Two elements x and y of a real-enriched category X are isomorphic if X (z,y) =
1= X(y,x). A real-enriched category X is separated if its isomorphic elements are
identical.

Example 4.3. (i) The pair ([0,1], ) is a separated real-enriched category,
where for all 2,y € [0,1], ar(z,y) = 2 — y. The opposite of ([0, 1], ar)
is denoted by ([0, 1], ag); that means, ar(z,y) = y — x. In the language
of enriched category theory, «y is the internal hom of (the truth-value
set) ([0,1],&,1). In the sequel we write V for ([0, 1], ar), hence V°P for
([0,1], «r). Both V and V°P play an important role in the theory of real-
enriched categories.

(ii) For each set X, ([0,1]%,subx) is a separated real-enriched category, where
for all A\, u € [0,1]%,

subx (A, p) = ;g( Az) = p(z).

If we, following Zadeh [85], view A and p as fuzzy subsets of X, then the
value subx (A, 1) measures the truth degree that A is contained in p, so the
category ([0,1]%,subx) is also known as the enriched powerset of X.

Suppose X,Y are real-enriched categories. A functor f: X — Y is a map
such that X (z,y) < Y(f(z), f(y)) for all z,y € X. The category of real-enriched
categories and functors is denoted by

[0, 1]-Cat.

Given an ordered set (X, <), define a map w(<): X x X — [0,1] by w(<
Jz,y) = 1if ¢z < gy, and w(<)(x,y) = 0 otherwise. Then (X,w(<)) is a real-
enriched category. In this way we obtain a full and faithful functor

w: Ord — [0, 1]-Cat.
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The functor w has both a left and a right adjoint. We spell out the right adjoint
here. For each real-enriched category X, define a binary relation C on X by z C y
if X(x,y) = 1. Then C is a reflexive and transitive relation, hence an order on X,
called the underlying order of X. We write Xy for the ordered set (X,C). The
assignment X — X, defines a functor

(-)o: [0,1]-Cat — Ord,
a right adjoint of w.

Definition 4.4. Suppose X,Y are real-enriched categories, f: X — Y and
g: Y — X are functors. We say that f is left adjoint to g, or g is right adjoint to
f, and write f Hg,ifforallz € X andy €Y,

Y(f(x),y) = X(z, 9(y))-
The pair (f, g) is called an adjunction, or a(n enriched) Galois connection.

This is an extension of Galois connections between ordered sets; and a special
case of adjunction in the theory of enriched categories.

Theorem 4.5. For each pair of maps f: X — Y and g: Y — X between real-
enriched categories, the following are equivalent:

(1) Both f and g are functors, and f is left adjoint to g.

(2) Both f and g are functors, and f: Xo — Yy is left adjoint to g: Yo — Xp.

(3) Forallze X andy €Y, Y(f(2),y) = X(z,9(y)).
Proof. (1) = (2) Obvious.

(2) = (3) Since f(z) C f(x), then  C gf(z), hence 1 < X(z,gf(x)) for all
x € X. Likewise, 1 <Y (fg(y),y) for all y € Y. So we have
X(z,9(y) <Y(f9(y), ) &Y (f(z), fo(y)) <Y (f(z),y)

and
Y(f(2),y) < X(9f(2),9(y)) & X (z,9f(x)) < X(z,9(y)).

Therefore X (z,g(y)) = Y (f(z),y).
(3) = (1) It suffices to check that f and g are functors. For all z1, 29 € X,
X(21,22) <Y (f(22), f(22)) & X (21,22)
= X(w2,9f(72)) & X (x1,72)
< X(21,9f(22))
=Y(f(21), f(2)),
it follows that f is a functor. Likewise, g is a functor. O
Example 4.6. Suppose X,Y areset, f: X — Y is a map. Then,
F71([0,2] suby) — ([0,1]%,subx), 7N (n) =po f
is a functor, it has both a left adjoint and a right adjoint. The left adjoint
fa: ([0,1]%,subx) — ([0,1]¥, suby)
is given by
f5(N)(y) = sup{A(z) | f(z) = y};

the right adjoint
fv: ([0,1]%,subx) — ([0,1]¥, suby)
is given by
feM(y) = inf{A(z) | f(z) =y}

Therefore, we have a string of adjunctions

faAr A fe
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5. THE YONEDA LEMMA

Definition 5.1. Suppose X,Y are real-enriched categories. A distributor ¢ from
X to Y, written ¢: X—»Y, is amap ¢: X x Y — [0, 1] such that

(i) for all 1,20 € X and y € Y, ¢(x2,y) & X (z1,22) < ¢(21,9);

(ii) for all z € X and y1,y2 € Y, Y(y1,92) & od(z, 1) < oz, y2).

If ¢ is a distributor from X to Y, then ¢°P(y, x) := ¢(z,y) is a distributor from
Y°P to X°P. As we have agreed, for each real-enriched category X, the symbol “X”
also denotes the real-enriched category structure on X. So, a distributor ¢: X -+ Y
is a [0, 1]-relation ¢: X —— Y such that ¢ 0 X < ¢ and Y o ¢ < ¢, or equivalently,
po X =¢p=Y oo

Let ¢: X—e>Y be a distributor. Fixing the first argument x gives a functor

¢(:L',7): Y*)Va y’_>¢('r7y)a
where V = ([0, 1], a.); fixing the second argument y gives a functor
¢(_ay): XOP_)Va x»—>¢($,y)
Example 5.2. Every functor f: X — Y induces a pair of distributors:

for X—o2Y, fulz,y) =Y (f(2),9)
and
[fY— X, [y, 2) =Y (y, f(2)).
The distributors f, and f* are called, respectively, the graph and the cograph of f.

A functor f: X — Y is fully faithful if for all 21,29 € X,

X(z1,m2) =Y (f(21), f(22)).
We leave it to the reader to check that a functor f: X — Y if is fully faithful if
and only if f*o f, = X.
For every pair of real-enriched categories X and Y, the set of distributors from
X to Y is a subset of the [0, 1]-relations from X to Y. The following proposition
says that this subset is closed with respect to various operations on [0, 1]-relations.

Proposition 5.3. Suppose XY, Z are real-enriched categories.
(i) For any distributors ¢: X—>Y and ¢: Y—e> Z, the composite ¥ o ¢ is a
distributor X —e» Z.
(if) For each family {¢;}; of distributors X —e»Y, both the pointwise join sup; ¢;
and the pointwise meet inf; ¢; are distributor X —>Y .
(iii) For any distributors ¢: X—e>Y, ¢: Y- Z and &: X—o> Z, both of the
[0, 1]-relations £ ./~ ¢ and ¥ \ & are distributors.

With real-enriched categories as objects and distributors as morphisms we have
a category, indeed a quantaloid
[0,1]-Dist,
called the category of distributors.

Definition 5.4. Let ¢: Y—> X and ¥: X—o>Y be a pair of distributors. We say
¢ is right adjoint to 1, or v is left adjoint to ¢, and write ¢ 4 ¢, if X < ¢ 0o1) and
Yoh<Y.

Example 5.5. For each functor f: X — Y, the graph f.: X—e>Y is left adjoint
to the cograph f*: Y- X.

The following lemma, contained in Heymans [25] Proposition 2.3.4], is very useful
in the calculus of distributors.
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Lemma 5.6. Suppose {: X—o>Y is left adjoint to ¢: Y —> X.

(i) For each distributor £: Y —e>Z, Eotp =&/ ¢. In particular, v =Y / ¢.
(ii) For each distributor \: W—e>Y | po X = \ \. In particular, ¢ = Y.

Proof. We prove (i) for example. On the one hand, since £otpop < oY =&,
then £ o) < &  ¢. On the other hand, since (§ " ¢) o potp < £ o1, then
§ @ <o O

In particular, a distributor has at most one right (left, resp.) adjoint. So, we
shall speak of the right (left, resp.) adjoint of a distributor.

Proposition 5.7. Suppose f: X — Y and g: Y — X are functors. The follow-
ing are equivalent:

(1) f is left adjoint to g.

(2) fu=g"

(3) As distributors, g. is left adjoint to f..

(4) As distributors, g* is left adjoint to f*.

Suppose X is a real-enriched category. A weight of X is defined to be a distrib-
utor ¢: X —e»* from X to the terminal real-enriched category x. In other words,
a weight of X is a functor ¢: X°P — V, where V = ([0,1], ). Weights of X
constitute a real-enriched category PX with

PX(¢1,¢2) = ¢2 /" ¢1 = subx (¢1, $2).

$1

P2 D1
*

Dually, a distributor of the form x—e+ X is called a coweight of X. In other words,
a coweight of X is a functor ¢: X — V, where V = ([0, 1], ). All coweights of
X constitute a real-enriched category PTX with

PIX (1, 92) = 2 \ 11 = subx (¢a,¢1).

* —wez—> X
P2 NP1 ?];wl
*

Convention. Every functor f: X — V determines a distributor x—+ X, (%, ) —
f(x); conversely, every distributor 1: * —e» X determines a functor X — V, xz —
Y(*,x). So, sometimes we’ll view a functor X — V as a distributor x—e+ X, and
vice versa. To avoid confusion of notations, we make an agreement here.

(i) For each functor f: X — V, f* denotes the distributor x—e+ X, (x,z)
f(z). For each distributor ¢: x—e+ X, 9% denotes the corresponding functor
X —V, 2= ¢(x, ).

(ii) For each functor g: X°° — V, g* denotes the distributor X —e+ %, (z, %) —
g(z). For each distributor ¢: X —e+ %, ¢! denotes the corresponding functor
X — Vx> ¢z, *).
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Remark 5.8. For each real-enriched category X, the underlying order of PX
coincides with the (pointwise) order on [0, 1]-Dist(X, ), while the underlying order
of PTX is the reverse order on [0, 1]-Dist(%, X). That is to say, for any weights
(bl, ¢2 : X—e> *,

¢1 E ¢z in (PX)y < Vz € X, ¢1(z) < ¢a(w);
while for any coweights 11, 99: * —o» X,
Y1 Caho in (PTX)g <= Vz € X, 1(x) > vo(a).
Suppose X,Y are real-enriched categories, f: X — Y is a functor. The map
fLPY —PX, ) =q0f

is readily verified to be a functor. The functor f~! has at the same time a left
adjoint f3 and a right adjoint fy. The left adjoint is given by

fa: PX — PY, fa(¢) =¢o [
the right adjoint is given by
fo: PX —PY, fy(d) =9 fu

In the vocabulary of category theory, f3 and fy are called the left and the right
Kan extension of f, respectively.
Dually, the functor

fFUHPY = PIX, ) = frop

also has a left adjoint fJ and a right adjoint f;f Before spelling out the left adjoint
and the right adjoint, we would like to remind the reader that the underlying order
of PTX is opposite to the pointwise order of coweights. The left adjoint of f~! is

e PIX — PIY, () = £\
the right adjoint is
f:PIX — P, i) = food.
Proposition 5.9. For each functor f: X — Y, we have
fa4f 4 fy: PX — PY
and
fo4 4 A ptx — ply,
Proposition 5.10. Suppose f: X — Y s a fully faithful functor.
(i) Forall¢ € PX, f~'o fa(¢) = ¢ = f~ o fu(¢).
(i) For all € PYX, f~ o fl() =4 = f o fi(¥).
Proof. (i) Since f is fully faithful, f* o f. = X, then for all ¢ € PX,
fTlofa(@)=gof ofe=0¢
and
fhofy(@) = (¢ fo)o f
=@ fI) (fe A f7)
=9/ (f"of)
= ¢
(ii) Similar. O
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Assigning to each f: X — Y the functor
Pf=fa:PX —PY

defines a functor
P:[0,1]-Cat — [0, 1]-Cat,

called the presheaf functorﬂ This functor plays a central role in the theory of
real-enriched categories. Dually, we have a copresheaf functor

Pt [0,1]-Cat — [0,1]-Cat
that maps f: X — Y to
Pif=f:PIX —PlY, ¢ fioy.
For an element a of a real-enriched category X, we write y(a) for the weight
X-eo3x, =+ X(z,a),
write yf(a) for the coweight
*—> X, x— X(a,x).

Weights of the form y(a) and coweights of the form y'(a) are said to be representable.
As distributors, the representable coweight yf(a): » —e+ X is left adjoint to the
representable weight y(a): X —e x.

The following lemma, a special case of the Yoneda lemma in the theory of en-
riched categories, implies that for each real-enriched category X, both of

y: X — PX, aw—yl(a)
and
yi: X — PIX, a~yi(a)

are fully faithful functors.

Lemma 5.11 (Yoneda lemma). Suppose X is a real-enriched category and a € X.
(i) For each ¢ € PX, PX(y(a),d) = ¢(a).
(ii) For each ¢ € PIX, PIX(¢,y'(a)) = ¢(a).
Proof. (i) Since
¢(a) = sup ¢(z) & X (a,2) = ¢ oy'(a)

reX
and y(a) is right adjoint to y(a), by Lemma we have
¢la) = oy'(a) = ¢ y(a) = PX(y(a), ).
(ii) Since ¥(a) = y(a) o4 and y'(a) is left adjoint to y(a), by Lemma 5.6 we have
w(a) =y(a) o =y'(a) e v = PTX (¢, y'(a)). o

From the Yoneda lemma one infers that for each real-enriched category X, the
functor y: X — PX is fully faithful, so, it is called the Yoneda embedding. Dually,
the fully faithful functor y': X — PTX is called the coYoneda embedding.

Proposition 5.12. Suppose X is a real-enriched category.

(1) (yx)v =ypx, ie (yx)v(¢) =PX(—, ) for all p € PX.
(i) (vi)l =vh, o, ie (V)L () = PIX (9, ) for all 4 € PTX.

IThe terminology comes from the fact that, in category theory, a contravariant functor from a
category to the category of sets is called a presheaf of that category.
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Proof. (i) For all v € PX,

yw(®)(7) = (¢ y+)(7)
nf (PX(y(2),7) = ¢(2))

;g{( Y () = b))

=PX(7,9).
(ii) Similar to (i). O

Yoneda embeddings constitute a natural transformation
y:id — P
from the identity functor to the presheaf functor P. Dually, coYoneda embeddings
constitute a natural transformation
y'id — PT

from the identity functor to the copresheaf functor PT.
There exist natural connections between PX and PTX. We present two examples
here. The first is the Isbell adjunction. For ¢ € PX and ¢ € PT X, let

wé =X ¢ b=\ X

X—e—>* *—e—)X

AN

Proposition 5.13 (Isbell adjunction). The functor ub: PX — PIX is left ad-
joint to the functor lb: PTX — PX.

Proof. Because
PIX(ubg, ) = N\ (X v ¢) = (¥ \  X) " ¢ = PX(,1by)). O
The second is the distributor
o: PIX - PX

that assigns to each pair (¥, ¢) € PTX x PX the real number ¢ o). A close look
at this distributor in a special case may help us understand its role in the theory of
real-enriched categories. Let X be a set, viewed as a discrete real-enriched category.
Then, PX is ([0,1]%,suby) and PTX is ([0, 1]%,sub$’). For each ¢ € [0,1]%, the
functor
po—: (PTX)P —V

obtained by fixing the second argument of o: PTX-e+PX turns out to be the
functor

¢o—:([0,1]%,subx) — ([0,1]),ar), ¢+ sup ¢(z) &(z).

reX
Intuitively, the value ¢ o9 = sup,cx ¢(x) & (x) measures the truth degree that ¢
and ¢ have a common point.
Suppose ¢ is a weight and v is a coweight of a real-enriched category X. For
all p € [0, 1], write ¢ — p for the weight %, " ¢ and write ¢ — p for the coweight
@\« *p of X, where %, denotes the distributor x—e+x with value p.

Lemma 5.14. Let X be a real-enriched category.
(i) For all g € PX, v € PTX and p € [0,1], PX (¢, — p) = po) — p.
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(ii) For all ¢ € PX and 1 € PTX, ¢ otp = inf,e0.1)(PX (¢, — p) = p).
(iii) For all ¢1,¢2 € PX, PX (1, ¢2) = inf,cjo,1)((¢1 0 (¢2 — p)) — p).

6. COLIMIT AND LIMIT

A colimit of a weight ¢: X —e+x is an element colim ¢ of X such that for all

re X,
X (colim 6,2) = PX(9,y(2)).

It is clear that each weight has, up to isomorphism, at most one colimit. So, we
shall speak of the colimit of a weight.

Since

PX(¢y(x)) =yx(z) v/ ¢ = (X ¢)(x)

for all z € X, it follows that ¢ has a colimit if and only if the coweight X " ¢ is
representable. A colimit of ¢ is then a representation of the coweight X ¢, i.e.

X (colimep,—) =X / ¢.

X—g—>*
>
X
Xé
X

For each functor f: K — X and each weight ¢ of K, the colimit of ¢o f*, when
exists, is called the colimit of f weighted by ¢. In particular, colim ¢ is the colimit
of the identity functor X — X weighted by ¢.

We write colimg f for the colimit of f weighted by ¢. By definition, b is a colimit
of f: K — X weighted by ¢: K-« if and only if for all x € X,

X(b,z) =PX(¢o [*, X(= 2)) = PK(¢, X (f(=), 7).

Example 6.1. Suppose f: X — V is a functor, where V = ([0,1],«z). Then
for each weight ¢: X —e—» %, the colimit of f weighted by ¢ exists and is equal to
the composite ¢ o f¥, i.e. colimg f = ¢ o f¥ where f#: x —e+ X is the distributor
corresponding to f. To see this we calculate: for all r € [0, 1],

PV(¢ © f*av(_a T)) = PX(¢aV(f(_)a T))
= inf (6(x) — (f(x) 7))
= (sup o(x) &f(x)) —r

rzeX
=V(¢o f%,r),
hence ¢ o f* is a colimit of f weighted by &.

Definition 6.2. A real-enriched category X is cocomplete if every weight of X has
a colimit.

It is readily seen that X is cocomplete if and only if all weighted colimits of
functors to X exist; that means, for each functor f: K — X and each weight ¢
of K, the colimit of f weighted by ¢ exists.

Proposition 6.3. A real-enriched category X is cocomplete if and only if the
Yoneda embedding y: X — PX has a left adjoint.

Proof. If X is cocomplete, the correspondence ¢ — colim ¢ defines a left adjoint of
y: X — PX. Conversely, any left adjoint of y: X — PX must send a weight ¢
of X to a colimit of ¢. (I
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Example 6.4. Example shows that V = ([0,1], ) is cocomplete. The left
adjoint of y: V — PV is given by
PV —V, ¢— o(1).

Or equivalently, for each weight ¢ of V, colim ¢ = ¢(1).
In fact, since for all z € [0,1], 2 =1 — 2z < ¢(2) = ¢(1), then

d(1) = sup ¢(z) & z = colim ¢,

z€[0,1]
the second equality holds by Example [6.11

Example 6.5. For each real-enriched category X, PX is cocomplete. For this
consider the Yoneda embedding yx: X — PX. Since

(yx)z Ty¥ - (yx)v

and (yx)v = ypx (@3 and B.12), it follows that ypx has a left adjoint, so PX is
cocomplete. For each weight ®: PX —e+»* of PX, the colimit of & is y)_(1 (D), ie.
colim® = P o (yx ).

(YX)*

PX
colim ® Ji

*

(y

Since Pyx = (yx)3, yx = colimpx and
adjunctions

X)v = Ypx, we obtain a string of

Pyx dcolimpx 1ypx: PX — PPX.

Example 6.6. For each real-enriched category X, the real-enriched category P X
is cocomplete. We check that for each weight ® of PTX, the coweight (y/)* , @
of X is a colimit of ®.

pix & 4

o

colim ®

X
First we note that for all ) € PTX,

YN = inf (U(@) = PIX(—,y1(2)) = PTX (=, ).

Thus for all ¢ € PTX,
PIX((y1)"  @,9) =\ (V)" @)
AT ARPA:
= P(PTX)(®, PIX (=, v)),
showing that (y")* ,/ ® is a colimit of ®.
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In particular, for each weight ¢ of X, the colimit of the coYoneda embedding
yI: X — PTX weighted by ¢ is X / ¢, because

*

colimy yI = colim¢ o (yT)

=" (go(yh))

=)o) e

= (") oy ¢ ((yHs H(yH)")
=X ¢ (y' is fully faithful)

The dual notion of colimit is limit. Precisely, a limit of a coweight ¢: * —e+ X
is an element lim in X such that for all x € X,

PIX(y!(2), ¥) = X (2, lim)).
It is obvious that each coweight has at most one limit up to isomorphism.
Since
PIX (v (2),9) = ¥ Ny (@) = (¥ N\ X)(2),
it follows that 1 has a limit if and only if the weight ¢ \, X is representable.

*—g—>X

<

X
PNX

X

Remark 6.7. Let X be a real-enriched category and let ¢: x —e» X be a coweight
of X. Then, a € X is a colimit of ¥°P of the weight ¥°P of X°P if and only if for
allz € X,
X%(a,z) = P(XP) (PP, XP(—,2)).
Since
PX) (U, X (=) = inf (4(=) = X (a,2)),
it follows that a is a colimit of ¢°P if and only if
X(z,a) = PIX(y'(2), 9).
Therefore, a limit of a coweight 1) of X is precisely a colimit of the weight °P of
X°P,

For each functor f: K — X and each coweight ¢ of K, the limit of f;f (W),
when exists, is called the limit of f weighted by 1. In particular, lim v is the limit
of the identity functor X — X weighted by 1. We write lim,, f for the limit of f
weighted by .

Example 6.8. Suppose X is a real-enriched category and f: X — V is a functor.
Then, for each coweight 1 of X, the limit of f weighted by 1 exists and is given by
limy f = PTX(f%,¢), where f*: x —+ X is the distributor corresponding to f. To
see this we calculate: for all r € [0, 1],
PV (), feowh) = & N (fe V()
= inf (¥(2) = (r = f(2)))
= inf (r = (Y(2) = f(2)))

= V(r, PTX(f*,9)),
so PTX(f¥,4) is a limit of f weighted by 1.
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Definition 6.9. A real-enriched category X is complete if each coweight of X has
a limit.

It is readily seen that X is complete if and only if for any functor f: K — X
and any coweight 1 of K, the limit of f weighted by 1 exists. Dual to Proposition
[6.3] we have the following:

Proposition 6.10. A real-enriched category X is complete if and only if the coY-
oneda embedding y': X — P X has a right adjoint.

Example 6.11. The real-enriched category V = ([0,1], az) is complete. For each
coweight ¢ of V, by Example 6.8 inf.¢[o,1)(¢(2) — 2) is a limit of 1.

Example 6.12. For each real-enriched category X, PTX is complete. For this
consider the coYoneda embedding y; : X — PTX. Since

(b4 ) H R4
and (y&)@ = y;ﬁX (E9 and B12), it follows that y;ﬁX has a right adjoint, so PTX
is complete. For each coweight U: % —e+PTX the limit of ¥ is (yﬁ()_l(\ll)7 ie.
lim ¥ = (y})* oW.
*—o s PIX

T o\*
lim @ vx)

X
Thus, we have a string of adjunctions

yhix limpix A Plyl: PTIX — PIPIX

Example 6.13. For each real-enriched category X, the real-enriched category PX
is complete. For each coweight ¥ of PX, the weight ¥ \ y. of X is a limit of W.

*—& s PX
<

lim ¥

X

In particular, for each coweight i of X, the limit of the Yoneda embedding
y: X — PX weighted by ¢ is ¢ \, X, i.e. limyy =9 \, X.

Theorem 6.14. (Stubbe [(2]) A real-enriched category is complete if and only if
it is cocomplete.

Proof. Let X be a complete real-enriched category. We show that each weight ¢ of
X has a colimit, so X is cocomplete. Consider the coweight X " ¢ of X. Since X
is complete, there is some a € X such that

X(=a) = (X o) X
Then
X(a,-) =X/ X(—a) =X/ (X ) \X)=X ¢,
showing that ¢ has a colimit. Likewise for the converse implication. O
In the following we examine the relation between functors, colimits of weights

and limits of coweights. First of all, for any functor f: X — Y and any weight ¢
of X, if both colim ¢ and colimg f exist, then colimy f T f(colimg), because

1 = X (colimg, colime)
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PX (¢, X (—,colimg))

< PX (6. Y ((-), f(colimg)))

=PX(¢,Y(—, f(colime)) o f)

=PY(¢po f*,Y(—, f(colimg)) (—of*4—of)
= Y (colimy f, f(colimg)).

Suppose f: X — Y is a functor. We say that f preserves the colimit of a weight
¢ of X, if f(colim¢) is a colimit of f weighted by ¢, i.e. f(colim¢) = colimy f,
whenever colim ¢ exists. Likewise, f preserves the limit of a coweight v of X if
f(lim) is a limit of f weighted by ¢ whenever lim 1) exists.

We say that a functor f: X — Y preserves colimits if it preserves all colimits
that exist. Likewise, f preserves limits if it preserves all limits that exist.

Theorem 6.15. Fach left adjoint preserves colimits. Dually, each right adjoint
preserves limits.

Proof. Suppose that f: X — Y is left adjoint to g: ¥ — X. We show that f
preserves colimits and g preserves limits.
Assume that ¢: X —e+ % has a colimit. Since for all y € Y,

Y(f(colim¢),y) = X (colim ¢, g(y)) (f +9)
=PX(p, X(—,9())) (definition of colim ¢)
=PX(¢,Y(f(=)v) (f 19)
=PX(¢,Y(—y)o f+)
=PY(do Y (- y)), (—ofrH-0of)
it follows that f(colim ¢) is a colimit of f weighted by ¢.
By duality, g preserves limits. [

Theorem 6.16. If f: X — Y preserves colimits and X is cocomplete, then f is
a left adjoint.

Proof. Since X is cocomplete, the Yoneda embedding yx: X — PX has a left
adjoint colimx: PX — X. Let g be the composite

ft colim x

y 2Py PX X:

that is, g(y) = colimx Y (f(—),y). We claim that g is a right adjoint of f.
By Theorem 5] we need to check that for all z € X and y € Y, f(z) C y if and
only if z C g(y). If f(x) C y, then

1<Y(f(x),y)

=PX(X(—,2),Y(f(—),9) (Yoneda lemma)
< X (colimx X (—, z),colimxY (f(—),y))) (colimy is a functor)
= X(x,9(y)), (definition of g)

showing that = C g(y).

For the converse implication, first we show that 1 <Y (f(g(y)),y) for all y € Y.
Since f preserves colimits and ¢(y) = colimx (Y (—,y) o f«), then

f(g(y)) = colimy (Y(—,y) o fi o f*) < colimy Y (—,y) =y,

so 1 <Y (f(9()),v)-

Now, suppose that  C g(y). Then

1< X(2,9(y) <Y (F(9(y),y) &Y (f(2), f9() <Y (f(2),9)

hence f(z) C y. O
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Proposition 6.17. The Yoneda embedding y: X — PX preserves limits; the
coYoneda embedding y': X — PTX preserves colimits.

Proof. For the first conclusion, we need to show that for each coweight ¢ of X, if
lim ¢ exists, then y(lim ¢)) is the limit of y, ot in PX, i.e. y(lim ) = limp x (y. 01).
To see this, we calculate:

lim(y. 0 ) = (y« 0 1) v« (Example G.13)
= N\ (Ve \ys)
=¥\ (Y oys) (v« 1y")
=y N X (y is fully faithful)
= X(—,lim) (definition of lim )
=y(lim).
The second conclusion follows by duality. (I

A functor f: X — Y is colimit-dense if for each y € Y, there is a weight ¢ of
X such that y is a colimit of f weighted by ¢. Likewise, f is limit-dense if for each
y €Y, there is a coweight 1 of X such that y is a limit of f weighted by .

There is a nice characterization of colimit-dense and limit-dense functors.
Proposition 6.18. (Lai and Shen [43]) Suppose f: X — Y is a functor.

(i) f is colimit-dense if and only if f« v/ fo =Y.
(ii) f is limit-dense if and only if f*\ f*=Y.

Proof. (i) Assume that f is colimit-dense. We wish to show f. " f. =Y. For
this it suffices to show that for each y of Y, (f« " f+)(y,—) < Y(y,—). Since f is
colimit-dense, y = colimy f for some weight weight ¢ of X. So,

hence ¢ < f.(—,y). Therefore,

Conversely, suppose that f. ./ f« =Y. Then for each y of Y,

showing that y is a colimit of f weighted by f.(—,y), hence f is colimit-dense.
(ii) Similar to (i). O

Proposition 6.19. For each real-enriched category, the Yoneda embedding is colimit-
dense and the coYoneda embedding is limit-dense.

Proof. For each ¢ € PX, by Example we have
colimgy = colimpoy* =goy oy, = ¢,

the last equality holds since y is fully faithful, hence y: X — PX is colimit-
dense. O

Theorem 6.20. (Kelly [36]) For each functor f: X — Y with Y separated and
cocomplete, there is a unique left adjoint f: PX — Y such that f = foyx.

Proof. Let f be the composite of left adjoints

VE colimy

PX PY Y,

where colimy : PY — Y is the left adjoint of yy: ¥ — PY. Then Z satisfies
the requirement. This proves the existence. For uniqueness, suppose f satisfies




36 DEXUE ZHANG

the conditions. For each ¢ € PX, since ¢ is the colimit of the Yoneda embedding
yx: X — PX weighted by ¢ and f preserves colimits, then

F(¢) = F(colimy yx) = colimy(f o yx) = colimy f,
showing that f is unique. (I

7. TENSOR AND COTENSOR

Cocompleteness of a real-enriched category X requires that every weight of X
has a colimit. The aim of this subsection is to show that in order that a real-
enriched category X be cocomplete, it suffices to require certain subclass of weights
of X have colimits.

Let X be a real-enriched category. For each € X and r € [0, 1], the tensor of
r with x, denoted by r ® x, is an element of X such that for all y € X,

X(rowzy) =r— X(z,y).
Tensors are a special kind of colimits. Actually, r ® x is the colimit of the functor
Sz * —> X weighted by ry, where, s, is the functor sending the unique object of
* to x, and 7, is the weight of x with value r. Said differently,

r® x = colim(r & y(z)).
For each y € X and r € [0, 1], the cotensor of r with y, denoted by r —o y, is an

element of X such that for all z € X,

X(x,r —oy)=r— X(z,y).

The cotensor r —o y is the limit of the functor s, : + — X weighted by r.. Said
differently,

r—oy = lim(r &y (y)).
Definition 7.1. A real-enriched category X is tensored if the tensor r ® = exists

for all z € X and r € [0,1]; X is cotensored if the cotensor r —o y exists for all
y€ X and r € [0,1].

It is clear that X is tensored if and only if its opposite X°P is cotensored. Every
complete (hence cocomplete) real-enriched category is both tensored and coten-
sored.

If X is both tensored and cotensored, then for all r € [0,1] and =,y € X,

reezCyin Xo < r < X(x,y)
<= zLCr—oyin Xg.
Therefore,
re—: Xog— Xo
is left adjoint to
r—o —: Xg — Xop.
This shows that in a both tensored and cotensored real-enriched category, tensors

and cotensors are determined by each other.

Example 7.2. The real-enriched category V = ([0, 1], ) is tensored and coten-
sored. For each r € [0,1] and each x € V,

rer=r&x, r—oxr=r— 21

The real-enriched category V°P = ([0,1],ag) is also tensored and cotensored.
For each r € [0, 1] and each y € VP,

rey=r—y, r—oy=y&r.
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Example 7.3. Let X be a real-enriched category. In P X, the tensor and cotensor
of r € [0,1] with ¢ € PX are, respectively, 7 & ¢ and 7 — ¢. In PTX, the tensor
and cotensor of 7 € [0,1] with ¢ € PTX are r — 1 and r &1, respectively.

Let BX be the subset of PX consisting of weights of the form r & y(x); that is,
BX ={r&y(z) |z € X,r €0,1]}.

Since for each functor f: X — Y, each z € X and each r € [0, 1], fa3(r&yx(z)) =
r&yy (f(x), it follows that the assignment X — BX defines a subfunctor of the
presheaf functor P, through which the natural transformation y: id — P factors.

Write i: BX — PX for the inclusion functor and t: X — BX for the Yoneda
embedding with codomain restricted to BX. It is clear that y =1iot.

Proposition 7.4. For each real-enriched category X, the following are equivalent:

(1) X is tensored.

(2) The functor t: X — BX has a left adjoint.

(3) For each x € X, the functor X(x,—): X — V is a right adjoint, where
V= ([0,1],ar).

In this case, X (x,—): X — V is right adjoint to — @ xz: V — X.

Proof. (1) < (2) This follows from the fact that the tensor r ® x of r with z, if
exists, is precisely the colimit of the weight r & y(x).
(1) & (3) A restatement of the equality X (r @ z,y) =r — X (x,y). O

Dual conclusions hold for cotensored real-enriched categories. We spell them out
for later use. Let BfX be the subset of PTX consisting of coweights of the form
r&yi(y), y € X,r €[0,1].

Write if: BfX — PTX for the inclusion functor and tt: X — BX for the
coYoneda embedding with codomain restricted to B X.

Proposition 7.5. For each real-enriched category X, the following are equivalent:

(1) X is cotensored.

(2) The map t': X — BT X has a right adjoint.

(3) For each y € X, the map X(—,y): X — VP is a left adjoint, where
VP = 1[0,1], ag).

In this case, X(—,y): X — VP is left adjoint to — —o y: VP — X.

Proposition 7.6. Suppose f: X — Y is a map between real-enriched categories.

(i) If both X andY are tensored, then f is a functor if and only if f: Xg — Yj
preserves order and r @ f(z) C f(r®x) for allz € X and r € [0,1].

(ii) If both X andY are cotensored, then f is a functor if and only if f: Xo —
Yo is order-preserving and f(r — y) & r — f(y) for all y € X and
r e [0,1].

Proof. We prove (i) for example. Suppose f is a functor. First, it is trivial that
f+ Xo — Yo preserves order. Next, let r € [0,1] and = € X. Since X is tensored
and k < X(r®z,r ® x), it follows that r < X (z,r ® x), then r <Y (f(z), f(r ® x))
and consequently, 7 ® f(z) < f(r ® ). This proves the necessity.

Now we prove the sufficiency. Let z,y € X. Since X (z,y) < X(z,y), it follows
that X (z,y) ® <y, then

X(z,y)® f(z) < f(X(z,y) @ x) < f(y),
and consequently X (x,y) <Y (f(x), f(y)), so f is a functor. O
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A weight ¢ of X is conical if there is a functor f: K — X such that ¢ =!, 0 f*,
where !, is the graph of the unique functor !: K — %. Dually, a coweight v of
X is conical if there is a functor f: K — X such that ¥ = f.o!*, where !I* is
the cograph the unique functor !: K — %. It is easily verified that a weight ¢ is
conical if and only if

¢ = supy(a)
acA

for a subset A of X; a coweight v is conical if and only if
¢ = supy'(b)
beB
for a subset B of X.

Definition 7.7. (Kelly [36], Stubbe [73]) Suppose X is a real-enriched category.
We say that

(i) X is conically cocomplete if every conical weight of X has a colimit.

(ii) X is conically complete if every conical coweight of X has a limit.
(iii) X is order-complete if the underlying ordered set X is complete.

Theorem 7.8. (Kelly [36], Stubbe [73]) For each real-enriched category X, the
following statements are equivalent:
(1) X is cocomplete.

(2 is complete.
( 15 tensored and conically cocomplete.
( 15 cotensored and conically complete.
( is order-complete, tensored and cotensored.
Proof. By duality and Theorem we only need to check that (1), (3) and (5)
are equivalent.

(1) = (3) Obvious.

(3) = (5) First we show that X is order-complete. Suppose A is a subset of X.

We show that each colimit of the conical weight ¢ = sup,c 4 y(z) is a join of A in
Xo. For all x € A, we have

3
4
5

SRRl

X (x,colim ¢) = X (colim ¢, —) N\, X (z, —) (Yoneda lemma)
=X v o)\ X(z,—) (definition of colim ¢)
> (X o/ X(—2) N\ X (z,-) (v € 4)
— X(2,-) \ X (2, )
=1,

which shows that colim ¢ is an upper bound of A in X(. Suppose that y is another
upper bound of A in Xy. Then

X (colime,y) = X(—,y) v ¢
Inf (X(=,y) v X(=,2))

= inf X(z,y)

=1

)

hence colim ¢ C y in Xy. Therefore, colim ¢ is a join of A in Xj.
Next we show that X is cotensored. For each r € [0,1] and y € X, let

A={ae X |r<X(a,y)}

We show that the colimit of the conical weight ¢ = sup,¢c 4 y(a) is the cotensor of
r with y; that is, X (z,colim ¢) = r — X (z,y) for all z € X. For all s € [0,1],

s<r— X,y < r<s— X(z,y)
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— r<X(s®azvy)
<— s®ux LC colimg¢ (colim ¢ is a join of A in Xj)
<— s < X(z,colim¢),
hence colim ¢ is the cotensor of r with y.
(5) = (1) For a weight ¢ of X, let a be the join in X of the set A = {p(x) @ |

x € X}. We show that a is a colimit of ¢, hence X is cocomplete. For all y € X,
since a is a join of A in X, then

X(a,y) = ireng(z,y) (Proposition [H(3))
= iIelg(X(—, y) v X(—,2)) (Yoneda lemma)
= X(=y) v sup X (-, 2)
z€EA
zeX
= il (X(~,9)  X(~6(x) @)
= 122 X(p(x) @ z,y) (Yoneda lemma)
= 12§(¢(x) — X(x,v)) (definition of tensor)
=PX(¢,y(y)),
hence a is a colimit of ¢. O

Corollary 7.9. Let X,Y be cocomplete real-enriched categories. Then a functor
f: X — Y is aleft adjoint if and only if
(i) f: Xo — Y preserves joins;
(ii) f preserves tensors in the sense that f(r @ x) = r & f(x) for all r € [0,1]
andz € X.

Proof. Necessity is trivial since tensors are a special kind of colimits. For sufficiency,
let g: Y — X be the map such that g: Yy — X is right adjoint to f: Xo — Yj.
We claim that g: Y — X is a right adjoint of f: X — Y. By Theorem [£.5] and
Proposition [0, we only need to check that r ® g(y) < g(r ® y) for all r € [0, 1] and
y €Y. Since

frogy) =ra flgy) <rey,
it follows that r ® g(y) < g(r ® y), as desired. O

Corollary 7.10. Let X be a complete real-enriched category. Then for each functor
f: K — X and each weight ¢ of K, the colimit of f weighted by ¢ is given by the
join of {¢(2)® f(2) | z € K} in Xy. Dually, for each coweight ¢ of K, the limit of
f weighted by v is given by the meet of {1(z) — f(2) |z € K} in Xp.

Proof. Since ¢ o f* is the join in (PX)g of the subset {¢(2) & X(—, f(2)) | z € K},
the functor colim: PX — X preserves colimits, it follows that

colimg f = colim¢ o f* = sup colim(¢p(z) & X (—, f(2))) = sup ¢(z) ® f(z).
zeK

zeK

The second conclusion follows by duality. (I

Corollary 7.11. Suppose X is a real-enriched category and f: K — PX is a
functor.

(i) For each weight ¢ of K, colimg f = sup,cx ¢(2) & f(2).

(ii) For each coweight ¢ of K, limy f = sup,cx(¥(2) = f(2)).
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Since Px =V, Example and Example are then special case of the above
corollary. The following conclusion, proved in Lai and Zhang [46], extends the
Tarski fixed point theorem, which says that every order-preserving map from a
complete lattice to itself has a fixed point, to the enriched context.

Theorem 7.12. If X is a complete real-enriched category and f: X — X is a
functor, then the subcategory

Fix(f) ={z € X | f(z) =z}
of X composed of fixed points of f is complete.

Proof. First we show that the subcategory
Y ={zeX|xzC f(x)}
of X is complete. Let i: Y — X denote the inclusion. Then for each weight ¢ of
Y, the join
a=sup{¢p(z)@z|zeY}
in X is a colimit of the functor ¢ weighted by ¢. Since f is a functor,

fa) Tsup{f(o(z) @ z) | x € Y} T sup{¢(z) ® f(z) [z €Y} D a,
which shows that a € Y. Therefore, Y is closed in X under formation of colimits.
In particular, Y is cocomplete, hence complete.
Next, restricting the domain and codomain of f to Y we obtain a functor
f:Y — Y. A similar argument shows that

Z={yeY|fly) Ty}
is closed in Y under formation of limits, hence a complete real-enriched category.
It is clear that Fix(f) = Z, the conclusion thus follows. O

Definition 7.13. Suppose X is a partially ordered set. A (left) action of [0,1] on
X isamap ®: [0,1] x X — X subject to the following conditions: for all x € X
and 7, s, € [0, 1],
(i) 1®@x=ua
(i) s (roez)=(s&r)@x;
(iii) r® —: X — X is a left adjoint;
(iv) —®a:]0,1] — X is a left adjoint.

By the condition (iv) one sees that for each z € X, 0 ® x is a bottom element
of X. By (iii), the map 0 ® —: X — X has a right adjoint, which is denoted by
r—o —: X — X. Then, for each z € X, 0 —o z is a top element of X. So, the
partially ordered set X is bounded; that is to say, it has both a bottom element
and a top element.

A lax morphism f: (X,®) — (Y, ®) between [0, 1]-actions is an order-preserving
map f: X — Y such that

r® f(z) < freax)
for all 7 € [0,1] and z € X.

0,1]xX —2 X
1xf < f
0,1 xY ———Y

Let X be a separated, tensored and cotensored real-enriched category X. As-
signing to each pair (r,x) the tensor r ® x defines a [0, 1]-action on the partially
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ordered set Xy. Proposition says that X — (Xo,®) is a functor from the
full subcategory of [0, 1]-Cat consisting of separated, tensored and cotensored real-
enriched categories to the category of [0, 1]-actions and lax morphisms. This functor
is indeed an isomorphism of categories.

Proposition 7.14. Suppose ® is an action of [0,1] on a partially ordered set
(X,<). Forall z,y € X, let
ag(z,y) =sup{r € [0,1] [r @z < y}.
Then (X, ag) is a separated, tensored and cotensored real-enriched category with <
being its underlying order.
Proof. First of all, it is clear that for all r € [0,1] and z,y € X,
r<ag(r,y) < rez<y.
Since 1 ® x = z, then ag(z,z) > 1 for all x € X. If r < ag(x,y) and s <
ag(y, z), then
(s&r)@r=s@(rez)<sey< z,
which shows that s&r < ag(x, z), hence ag(y, 2) & ag(z,y) < ag(x, z) and con-
sequently, (X, ag) is a real-enriched category. It remains to show that (X, ag) is
tensored, cotensored, separated, and has < as underlying order
For all r,s € [0,1] and x,y € X, since
s<agrery) < s(rex)<y
— s&r <oaglx,y)
— s<r—=ag(zy),
then r ® x is a tensor of r with z in (X, ag), hence (X, ag) is tensored.

For each r € [0,1], let r — —: X — X be the right adjoint of r® —: X — X.
For all z,y € X and all s € [0, 1], since

s<X(z,r —oy) <= s@r<r-—oy
—= re(sexr)<y
— (r&s)@z<y
= r&s< X(z,y)
— s<r— X(z,y),

then r —o y is a cotensor of r with y in (X, ag), hence (X, ag) is cotensored.
Finally, since

1<ag(r,y) <= 1z <y < z <y,

it follows that (X, ag) is separated with < being its underlying order. (]

Proposition 7.15. The category of [0, 1]-actions and lax morphisms is isomorphic
to the full subcategory of [0,1]-Cat consisting of separated, tensored and cotensored
real-enriched categories.

8. CAUCHY COMPLETENESS

A weight ¢: X—e»* of a real-enriched category X is Cauchy if it is a right
adjoint, as a distributor. That means, there is a distributor 1: * —e+ X such that
potp>1and Y(y) &o(x) < X(z,y) for all z,y € X.

Let f: X — Y be a functor between real-enriched categories and let ¢ be a
weight of X. If ¢ is a Cauchy weight, as a composite of right adjoints, ¢o f* is a right
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adjoint, hence a Cauchy weight of Y. So, assigning to each real-enriched category
X the subcategory CX of PX composed of Cauchy weights defines a subfunctor

C: [0,1]-Cat — [0, 1]-Cat

of the presheaf functor P. Since each representable weight is Cauchy, the natural
transformation from the identity functor to P with Yoneda embeddings as compo-
nents factors through the functor C.

The following conclusion is a special case of the characterization of Cauchy
weights of enriched categories in Street [71].

Proposition 8.1. Suppose X is a real-enriched category and ¢ is a weight of X.
The following are equivalent:

(1) ¢ is Cauchy.
(2) The colimit colimy f of any functor f: X — Y weighted by ¢, when exists,
is preserved by every functor g: Y — Z, i.e. g(colimg f) = colimy(go f).

In particular, every Cauchy weight with a colimit is representable.

Proof. (1) = (2) Since colim, f, when exists, is the colimit of the Cauchy weight
¢o f* of Y, it suffices to show that if b is a colimit of a Cauchy weight £ of Y, then for
every functor g: Y — Z, g(b) is a colimit of g weighted by &, i.e. g(b) = colime g.
By definition of colimit we have Y /£ =Y (b, —). Since Y /£ is left adjoint to &
by Lemma [5.6] then

E=Y(b,—)\Y =Y(-,b).
This shows in particular that £ is representable. Since
€ © g* = Y(_a b) © g* = Z(_ag(b))a

it follows that g(b) is a colimit of £ o g*, i.e. g(b) = colimg g.
(2) = (1) We show that the coweight ¢ := X /¢ is left adjoint to ¢. Consider
the coYoneda embedding y': X — PTX and the functor

g:PTX —V, £ PX®,),
where V = ([0,1], @r). On the one hand, by Example [6.6] we have
colimg y' = X /¢ = ¢,
so g(colimy y') = 1. On the other hand, since for each z € X,
goy(z) = PIX (¥, X (2, -)) = ¥ (),
ie. goyl =4*: X — V, then by Example 6.1 we have
colimy (g o yT) = colimy 1h* = ¢ o .

Therefore, ¢ o 1» = 1. The inequality 1 o ¢ < X is trivial, so ¢ is left adjoint to ¢,
as desired. 0

The next characterization of Cauchy weights is a special case of that in Kelly
and Schmitt [37].

Proposition 8.2. Suppose X is a real-enriched category and ¢ is a weight of X.
The following are equivalent:

(1) ¢ is Cauchy.

(2) The functor subx (¢, —): PX — V preserves colimits.

(3) The functor ¢ o —: (PTX)°P — V preserves limits.
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Proof. (1) = (2) If v is a left adjoint of ¢, then for all £ € PX,
subx (¢,§) =€ ¢ =Eo,

from which one deduces that subx (¢, —): PX — V preserves colimits.

(2) = (1) Assume that the functor subx (¢, —) preserves colimits. We show
that ¢ = X /" ¢ is left adjoint to ¢, hence ¢ is Cauchy. It suffices to check that
¢ o1 > 1. Since subx (¢, —) preserves colimits and

¢ = colimyy = Slel)p((aﬁ(x) ®y(z)),
it follows that
porp = sup d(z) & p(z)
rzeX
sup (¢(x) & subx (¢, y(z))

TE

= subx (¢, ¢)
=1.

(1) = (3) If ¢ is a left adjoint of ¢, then for all A € PTX,
por =1\ A=PIX(\ ),

from which one infers that ¢ o —: (PTX)°P — V preserves limits.
(3) = (1) Assume that the functor ¢ o —: (PTX)°P — V preserves limits. We
show that ¥ .= X /' ¢ is left adjoint to ¢. It suffices to check that ¢ o1 > 1. Since

X ¢ = inf ($(y) = X(y,-)
and ¢ o —: (PTX)°P — V preserves limits, it follows that
¢otp = inf (¢(y) = ¢o X(y,—)) = inf (¢(y) = ¢(y)) = 1.
yeX yeX

The proof is completed. i

Definition 8.3. A real-enriched category X is Cauchy complete if it is separated
and all of its Cauchy weights are representable.

In other words, X is Cauchy complete if each of its Cauchy weight has a unique
colimit. Suppose ¢: X —o+x is a Cauchy weight of X, and ¢: * —e» X is a left
adjoint of ¢. Then Y°P: X°P—es x is a Cauchy weight of X°P. Since all Cauchy
weights of X°P arise in this way, it follows that the notion of Cauchy completeness
is self-dual; that is, if X is Cauchy complete, then so is its opposite X°P.

Each functor f: X — Y generates an adjunction of distributors f, 4 f*. The
following proposition shows that when Y is Cauchy complete, every such adjunction
arises in this way.

Proposition 8.4. (Lawvere [51]) Suppose Y is a real-enriched category. The fol-
lowing are equivalent:

(1) Y is Cauchy complete.
(2) For any pair of distributors ¢: X—e>Y and p: Y- X, if ¢ is left adjoint
to v, then there is a unique functor f: X — Y such that ¢ = f. and
v =f
Proof. Tt suffices to observe that if ¢: X —e+ Y is left adjoint to ¢: Y —e+ X, then for
each z € X, the distributor ¢(x, —): x—e+Y is left adjoint to ¢(—, z): Y—e>x. O

For a real-enriched category X, let CX be the subcategory of PX composed of
Cauchy weights. Let i: CX — PX be the inclusion functor, and let c: X — CX
be the Yoneda embedding with codomain restricted to CX. The composite i o c is
then the Yoneda embedding y: X — PX.
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Lemma 8.5. (Stubbe [72]) Suppose X is a real-enriched category. Then
cxkoc*=CX and c*oc,=X.
Therefore, X is isomorphic to CX in the category of distributors.

Proof. The equality c* o c, = X follows from that c: X — CX is fully faithful.
For the equality c. oc* = CX, let ¢,9 € CX. Since X ¢ is left adjoint to ¢ by
Lemma 5.6 then

C* o C* (¢a 1/1)

SU.p Cx (‘Ta w) & C* (¢a 'T)
reX

= sup CX(y(x),v) &CX(¢,y(x))

= sup () &(X (=, z) v §)

reX

sup ¢ (z) &(X v ¢)(x)

reX
=90 (X ¢)
=Y ¢
= CX (¢, ). O

Theorem 8.6. (Kelly [36]) Suppose X is a real-enriched category.

(i) CX is Cauchy complete.

(ii) For each functor f: X — Y with Y Cauchy complete, there is a unique
functor f: CX — Y that extends f. Furthermore, if f is fully faithful,
then so is f.

Proof. (1) We show that for each Cauchy weight ® of CX, the colimit ¢ of the
inclusion functor i: CX — PX weighted by ® is a Cauchy weight of X, which
implies that X is Cauchy complete. In other words, we show that CX is closed in
PX under formation of colimits of Cauchy weights. Since the composite ioc is the
Yoneda embbeding, from Example it follows that

¢ = colimgi = colimP oi* = Poi*oi,0c, = P oc,.
Let 1 be the coweight
cfoW: x e (CX—- X,

where U: x —e»>CX is the left adjoint of ®: CX—e>x. We claim that ¢ is a left
adjoint of ¢, hence ¢ is Cauchy.
On the one hand, since ¢: X — CX is fully faithful, we have

Ypop=c*oWodoc, <c'oc, =X.
On the other hand, by Lemma B3 we have
potp=Poc,oc* o U =PoW >1.

Therefore, v is left adjoint to ¢, as claimed.
(ii) It is readily verified that the functor

f:CX —Y, ¢ colimyf

extends f. Uniqueness follows from that each Cauchy weight ¢ is the colimit of
c: X — CX weighted by ¢ and that colimits of Cauchy weights are preserved by
all functors.

Finally, we check that if f is fully faithful, then so is f; that is, CX(¢1, ¢2) =

Y (f(¢1), f(¢2)) for all Cauchy weights ¢1, ¢2 of X. Since

PX(¢15¢2) SPY((blof*a(bQOf*)
<PX(d10f o fu,d20f 0 fi)
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= PX(¢17 ¢2)7
it follows that

CX(d1,¢2) =PY(d10 ", d20 f7) =Y (f(¢1), f(92)),
where the last equality holds because for i = 1,2, the weight ¢; o f* is Cauchy,
hence represented by f(¢;). ([

An immediate corollary of the above theorem is that the full subcategory of
[0, 1]-Cat composed of Cauchy complete real-enriched categories is reflective, with
reflection given by y: X — CX. The real-enriched category CX is called the
Cauchy completion of X.

Corollary 8.7. Cauchy completion is idempotent in the sense that CX = C(CX)
for every real-enriched category X .

Proof. Since CX is Cauchy complete, all of its Cauchy weights are representable,
then the conclusion follows. O

The following characterization of Cauchy completion is taken from Hofmann [2§],
Hofmann and Tholen [31].

Proposition 8.8. For each real-enriched category X, the Cauchy completion of X
is the equalizer in [0, 1]-Cat of the parallel pair

Pyx
PX — 2 PPX

YPX
Proof. We show that a weight ¢ of X is Cauchy if and only if Pyx(¢) = ypx(9).
For sufficiency consider the coweight v = X /¢ = y% v PX(—,¢). We wish
to show that ¢ is right adjoint to %, hence a Cauchy weight. Since Pyx(¢) =
ypx(¢) = PX(—, ), then
pop=¢o (X 9)

=¢o(yx « PX(—,9))

= Pyx(¢) o PX (¢, )

=PX(—,¢9)oPX(¢,—)

=1.
The inequality ¢ o ¢ < X is trivial. Thus, ¢ is right adjoint to .

For necessity suppose ¢ is a Cauchy weight. Then ¢ := X / ¢ is left adjoint to
¢, hence

l=¢otp=g¢oyx oPX(¢,—) =Pyx(¢) o PX(¢,—),

therefore
ypx(¢) = Pyx(¢) o PX(¢,—) o PX(—,¢) = Pyx (). U

In the following we characterize Cauchy completeness in terms of topological

property. Let X be a real-enriched category. For each x € X and r < 1, the set
B(z,r) ={ye X | X(z,y) > r}

is called the open ball of X with center x and radius r. The collection {B(z,r) |

x € X,r < 1} is a base for a topology on X, the resulting topology is called the

open ball topology of X.

For each real-enriched category (X, o), the symmetrization of (X, «) refers to the
symmetric (in an evident sense) real-enriched category (X, S(a)), where S(«)(z,y) =
min{a(z, y), a(y, )}

It is clear that the open ball topology of the symmetrization of X is the least
common refinement of the open ball topology of X and that of X°P.
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Proposition 8.9. A net {x;}icp of a real-enriched category X converges to x w.r.t
the open ball topology if and only if sup,cpinf;>; X (z,z;) = 1.

Assigning open ball topology to real-enriched categories yields a functor from
enriched categories to topological spaces.

Definition 8.10. Suppose {z;};cp is a net and a is an element of a real-enriched
category X. We say that

(i) {=i}iep is Cauchy (also called biCauchy) if

sup inf X(z;,zx) = 1.
ieD J,k>i

(ii) a is a bilimit of {x;};ep if for all x € X

supinf X (z,z;) = X(x,a), supinf X(z;,z) = X(a,z).
i€DJ2i i€D J21

It is clear that a net has at most one bilimit up to isomorphism.

Lemma 8.11. Let {z;}icp be a Cauchy net and a be an element of a real-enriched
category X . Then the following are equivalent:
(1) a is a bilimit of {x;}iep.
(2) sup;epinfj>; X(a,z;) =1 and sup;cp inf;>; X(x;,a) = 1.
(3) {zi}ticp converges to a in the open ball topology of the symmetrization of
X.

Proof. (1) = (2) trivial.
(2) < (3) This follows from Proposition and the fact that the requirement
in (2) is equivalent to that

sup inf min{ X (a, z;), X (z;,a)} = 1.
ieD J2t

(2) = (1) For all z € X, we calculate:
X(z,a) = (sup ian(a,xj)) & X(x,a)
ieDJj2t
< supinf X (a,25) & X (,a)
i€eD J=i
< supinf X (x,z;)
i€eDJ=i
= (sup inf X (z;, a)) & (Sup inf X (x, xj))
ieDJ>t ieDJ>t
=supinf X (z;,a) & X (z, ;)
ieDJ=>t
S X(:Ea a)a

which implies sup;c p infj>; X (z, ;) = X (x,a). The other equality is verified like-
wise. So a is a bilimit of {x; }iep. O

Proposition implies that if a net of X converges in the open ball topology of
the symmetrization of X, then it is a Cauchy net of X.

Example 8.12. Let & be the product t-norm. Consider the real-enriched category
V =([0,1],ar). Then, a sequence {x, }nen is Cauchy if and only if it is eventually
constant with value 0 or converges in the usual sense to some point other than 0.
Likewise for VP = ([0, 1], ar).

Proposition 8.13. For each real-enriched category X, the following are equivalent:

(1) FEvery Cauchy weight of X has a colimit.
(2) Fvery Cauchy net of X has a bilimit.
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(3) FEvery Cauchy sequence of X has a bilimit.
Proof. (1) = (2) Suppose {z;}iep is a Cauchy net of X. Then the weight

¢ = sup inf X (—, z;)
i€eDJZt

is Cauchy with a left adjoint given by the coweight

1 =sup inf X (z;, —).
i€eD Izt

Actually, a slightly stronger conclusion will be proved in Proposition Let a be
a colimit of the Cauchy weight ¢. Then ¢(z) = X (z,a) and ¥(z) = X (a,x) for all
2 € X, which implies that a is a bilimit of {z;}iep.

(2) = (3) Trivial.

(3) = (1) Suppose ¢: X —e+ * is a Cauchy weight, with a left adjoint ¢): *—e> X.
Then, sup,cx ¢(z) &¥(z) > 1 and Y(y) & ¢(z) < X(z,y) for all z,y € X.

For each n > 1, pick some x,, such that

d(xn) &Y(x,) > 1—1/n.
Since for all n,m > 1 we have
X (T, xm) > V(@m) &d(x,) > (1 —1/m) &(1 —1/n),

then {x,}n>1 is a Cauchy sequence, hence has a bilimit, say a. This means that
forall x € X,

sup inf X(z,2,)=X(z,a), sup inf X(x.,z) = X(a,z).

n>1m2n n>1m2n
We claim that a is a colimit of ¢. For this it suffices to show that

¢ =sup inf X(—,zn).

n>1m2n
For all x € X and k > 1, since

(1 —1/k)&sup inf X(z,z,) <sup inf ¢(zy,)& X (z,z.,) < o(x),

n>1m2n nzkan
it follows that
sup inf X(z,z,) < ¢(z)

n>1m2n
by arbitrariness of k. On the other hand, since
X(@,2m) 2 P(m) &(x) = (1 —1/m) & ¢(z)
for all m > 1, then

sup inf X(z,z,,) > sup inf (1 —1/m)&¢(z) > ¢(x). O

n>1m2n n>1m2n

The following conclusion was first observed by Lawvere [51] for metric spaces.

Theorem 8.14. A real-enriched category X is Cauchy complete if and only if
each of its Cauchy sequences converges uniquely in the open ball topology of its
symmetrization.
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9. YONEDA COMPLETENESS

This section deals with an important notion in the theory of real-enriched cate-
gories, that of Yoneda completeness. Yoneda complete enriched categories may be
viewed as analogue of directed partially ordered sets in the enriched context.

The following definition is taken from Bonsangue, van Breugel and Rutten [9],
and Wagner [77].

Definition 9.1. Suppose {z;}icp is a net and b is an element of a real-enriched
category X. We say that

(1) {=i}tiep is forward Cauchy if

s f X 1.
p i, X ) =

(ii) bis a Yoneda limit of {x;};cp if for all y € X,
X (b,y) =supinf X (x;,y).
ieD 1<
Every Cauchy net is forward Cauchy; every bilimit is a Yoneda limit; and every

net has at most one Yoneda limit up to isomorphism. The following proposition
says that for Cauchy nets, Yoneda limits coincides with bilimits.

Proposition 9.2. Suppose {x;},cp is a Cauchy net and b is an element of a real-
enriched category X. Then b of X is a Yoneda limit of {x;}iep if and only if it is
a bilimit of {x;}iep-

Proof. Sufficiency is trivial, for necessity we show sup,cp inf;>; X (b, ;) > 1. Since
b is a Yoneda limit of {z;};ep, then

sup 1nf X(b x;) = supinf sup inf X(xk,x])

ieDJZ ieD 2t heDk2h
> sup inf X(zg,z;)
i€D k,j>1
> 1,
which completes the proof. O

Definition 9.3. A real-enriched category is Yoneda complete if each of its forward
Cauchy nets has a unique Yoneda limit. A functor between real-enriched categories
(not necessarily Yoneda complete) is Yoneda continuous if it preserves Yoneda limits
of all forward Cauchy nets.

It is clear that X is Yoneda complete if it is separated and every forward Cauchy
net of X has a Yoneda limit.

Suppose (X, <) is an ordered set, {x;};cp is a net and b is an element of X. It
is readily verified that

(1) {wi}tiep is forward Cauchy in the real-enriched category w(X, <) if and only
if it is eventually monotone.

(ii) bis a Yoneda limit of {x;};cp if and only if it is the least eventual upper
bound of {x;}iep.

Therefore, w(X, <) is Yoneda complete whenever (X, <) is a dcpo. Furthermore,
an order-preserving map f: (X, <) — (Y, <) is Scott continuous if and only if
frw(X, <) — w(Y, <) is Yoneda continuous.

Lemma 9.4. Suppose {a;}icp is a forward Cauchy net of V = ([0,1], o).

(i) sup;epinfj>;a; is a Yoneda limit of {a;}icp, so V is Yoneda complete.
(ii) {ai}iep is order convergent; that is, sup;cp inf;>; a; = infiep sup;>; a;.
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Proof. The first conclusion is contained in Wagner [77], the second in Lai, D & G
Zhang [49].
(i) We wish to show that for each x € [0, 1],

(sup inf a]—) — z =supinf(a; — ).
i€D It ieD J21

Since {a;}iep is forward Cauchy,

1 = supinf inf (a; — ax)
iepizikzj ’

< supinf sup inf (a; — ax)
i€DJ2teD k2l

< sup inf [a» — (sup inf ak)}
jepi>il”’ leD k>l ’

then

supinfa-) —x < Ksup inf ak) — :E] & sup inf [a- — (sup inf ak)}
(iGDjZi ! leD k2! iepizil’ leD k2l

< supinf(a; — ).
i€D J21

For the converse inequality, since the index set D is directed, then
(sup inf aj) & (sup inf(a; — x)) <supinfa; &(a; — x) < z,
ieDJj2t ieDJj=t ieDJj2t
hence

supinf(a; — x) < (sup inf aj) — .
i€DJ2t i€D J21

(ii) Since sup;cp infj>;a; is a Yoneda limit of {a;}iep, it follows that for all
x € 1[0,1],

(supinf aj) — z =supinf(a; — z) < ( inf supaj) — x.
ieDJ>t ieDJ2t €D >4

Putting x = sup,cp inf;>; a; we obtain that

sup inf a; > inf supa;.
icDJ=>t €D i>i

The converse inequality is trivial. (I
The following lemma, from Lai, D & G Zhang [49], is not the dual of Lemma [0.4]

Lemma 9.5. Suppose {a;}icp is a forward Cauchy net of VP = ([0, 1], ag).
i) inf;ep sup.~; a; is a Yoneda limit of {a;}icp, so V°P is Yoneda complete.
VE R
(ii) {ai}iep is order convergent; that is, sup;cp inf;>; a; = infiep sup;>; a;.

Proof. (i) We wish to show that for all z € [0, 1],

x — inf supa; = supinf(z — a;).
€D j>; ieD J=>i

Since {a;}iep is a forward Cauchy net of VP,

1<sup inf ag(aj,ar)=sup inf (ar — a; ),

ieD k>j>i ieD k>j>i
then
sup inf {sup inf (ay, — aj)] >1
ieDJ2i Lhepk=h ’
hence

sup inf K inf su ) %a} > 1,
iebizi L\heDyon !
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and consequently,
x — inf supa; < [:I: — inf sup ak} & sup inf [( inf sup) — aj}
€D j>; heD p>p ieD =i L\hED p>p

< supinf(z — a;).
i€D J=1

On the other hand, since for each i € D we always have
sup mf (x — ax) < x —supay,
heDk j>i
then
x — inf supa; = inf (m—>su a<)
i€D ]>Iz) 7 ieD j>Ii) !
> sup inf (z = a
heg k>h( k)
= sup inf(z — a;).
ieDJj=t
Therefore, inf;cp sup;>; a; is a Yoneda limit of {a;};ep in VOP.
(ii) Since inf;ep sup;>; a; is a Yoneda limit of {a;} in ([0, 1], ar), it follows that
for all z € [0,1],
z — inf supa; =supinf(zx — a;) <z — suplnfaj
€D j>; ieDJ2t ieDJ2t
Putting x = 1 we obtain that
inf supa; < supinf a,
€D ]>E) ’ ZEBJ>1 7

The converse inequality is trivial. ([

Remark 9.6. Lemma[@4implies that every forward Cauchy net of V = ([0, 1], o)
is order convergent; Lemma implies that every forward Cauchy net of VP =
([0,1], «r) is order convergent too. But, V and V°P may have different forward
Cauchy nets. For example, in the case that & is the product t-norm, the sequence
{1/n}n>1 is forward Cauchy in V°P but not in V.

Lemma 9.7. (Wagner [77]) Suppose X is a real-enriched category and {¢;}icp is
a forward Cauchy net of PX. Then, sup;cp inf;>; ¢; is a Yoneda limit of {¢;}icp.
In particular, PX is Yoneda complete.

Proof. We wish to show that for each ¢ € PX,
PX(sup inf ¢;, qﬁ) = sup inf PX(¢;, ¢).
i€DJZ ieD J21
For each x € X, it is clear that {¢;(x)}iep is a forward Cauchy net of ([0, 1], ar),
hence

(supinf 65(2) — o) = sup inf (6;(x) — 6(z).

€D
Thus, we only need to check that

inf sup mf(gb]( x) = ¢(x)) = sup 1nf PX(QS], ®).

z€X jep it ieDJ>

Since {¢;}iep is forward Cauchy,
inf sup mf(qﬁj( ) = o))

z€X ieD

< [ inf sup inf (¢g(z) — d)(x))} & {sup inf inf PX (¢, d)k)}

z€X pep k>h ieDJj>1k>j

< supinf inf [( sup mf (¢k( ) — Qﬁ(:ﬂ)) & (lgfj PX(¢j, st))}

ieDjzizeX heDk
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<supinf inf sup inf (¢r(z) — ¢(x)) &(9;(x) = dr(x))

lED-7>l rzeX heD k>h,j

< sup mf mf ((bj( r) — ¢(z))
ieDJ2

= sup mf PX(p;,0).
ieDJ2t

The converse inequality is trivial. (I
Proposition 9.8. A forward Cauchy net {x;};cp of a real-enriched category X is
Cauchy if and only if the weight ¢ = sup;cpinf;>; X (—, x;) is Cauchy.

Proof. The conclusion is contained in Hofmann and Reis [29], Li and Zhang [52].
Suppose {z;};ep is a Cauchy net. We show that ¢ is right adjoint to

1/} = sup 1an(ZL']7 7),
ieD J2t

that is, potp > 1 and ¥ o ¢(x,y) < X(x,y) for all x,y € X. For this we calculate:
¢ o1h = sup ¢(z) & Y(z)
zeX

sup [(sup inf X (x, x])) & (sup inf X (z;, x))}

zeX L \ieD J2i i€DJ2i
= sup sup [(inf X(x,:cj)) & (ian(:cj, z))] (D is directed)
reXieD L\j>t j>i
> ngg |:(11;f X(,TZ,.T])) & (;IgX(xj, xz))} (let & = x; for each 1)
= (sup inf X (;, z])) & (sup inf X(xj,zz)) (D is directed)
ieD i>i ieD i
=1; ({zi }iep is Cauchy)
and
Yoo(r,y) = (sup inf X (z;,y )) & (sup ian(x,xj))
i€DJ21i i€D J21
= sup [( inf X (z;, y)) & (inf X(x, xj))} (D is directed)
ieD L\j=i Jj=i
< supX(:cl, y) &',X(ZL', zz)
ieD
< X(z,9).

Conversely, suppose ¢ is a Cauchy weight. By Proposition [5.6] the left adjoint
of pisp =X  ¢. By LemmalQ.7 ¢ is a Yoneda limit of the forward Cauchy net
{X (=, ;) }iep of PX, then for all z € X,

=sup inf PX(X(—,zk), X(—,x))
ieD k=i
Therefore,

sup inf X(zg,z;) > supsup inf X(z,z;)& X(zk, )
i€eD k,j=>i z€X i€D k.j21

> sup Ksup inf X (x, xj)) & (sup inf X(zk,x))}
zeX L\ieDJj2t ieD k=i

= sup ¢(z) & ()
reX
=1

)

which shows that the net {z;};,cp is Cauchy. O
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In the following we show that Yoneda limits of forward Cauchy nets can be
characterized as colimits of a special kind of weights — ideals of real-enriched
categories.

We say that a functor f: X — Y between real-enriched categories preserves
finite colimits if for any finite real-enriched category K (that means, K has a
finite number of objects), any functor h: K — X, and any weight ¢ of K,
f(colimg h) is a colimit of f o h weighted by ¢ whenever colimg h exists; that is to
say, f(colimg h) = colimg(f o h).

Definition 9.9. Let X be a real-enriched category. A weight ¢ of X is called an
ideal if the functor

subx (¢, —): PX — V

preserves finite colimits, where V = ([0,1], ar).

The term ideal is chosen because of the fact that an ideal of an ordered set P
(i.e. a directed lower set of P) is exactly a non-empty join-irreducible element in
the set of lower sets of P.

Every Cauchy weight is clearly an ideal; in particular, every representable weight
is an ideal. Since PX is complete, it follows from Corollary [0l that a weight ¢ of
X is an ideal if and only if it satisfies the following conditions:

(I1) subx(¢,—): PX — V preserves tensors; that is,
subx (¢, 7 & \) = r & subx (¢, A)
for all A\ € PX and all r € [0,1].
(I2) subx(¢,—): (PX)o — [0, 1] preserves finite joins; that is,
subx (¢, AV u) = subx (¢p, A) V subx (¢, p)
for all \,p € PX.

Suppose that ¢ is an ideal of X. Since subx (¢, 1x) = 1, then subx (¢, px) =p
for all p € [0,1] and ¢ is inhabited in the sense that sup,x ¢(z) = 1.
For each real-enriched category X, let

X

be the subcategory of PX composed of ideals of X. Suppose f: X — Y is a
functor. Making use of the equality suby (f3(¢),u) = subx (¢, f~*(u)) for every
weight ¢ of X and every weight p of Y, one readily verifies that if ¢ is an ideal,
then so is f3(¢). Thus, the assignment X — ZX defines a functor

Z:10,1]-Cat — [0, 1]-Cat,

a subfunctor of the presheaf functor P: [0,1]-Cat — [0, 1]-Cat.
Proposition B.13] shows that for each real-enriched category X, the following
conditions are equivalent:

e Every Cauchy weight of X has a colimit.
e Every Cauchy net of X has a bilimit.

A parallel result holds for Yoneda limits and colimits of ideals.
Theorem 9.10. Let X be a real-enriched category. Then, every forward Cauchy

net of X has a Yoneda limit if and only if every ideal of X has a colimit. Therefore,
X is Yoneda complete if and only if each of its ideals has a unique colimit.

Proof. This is a consequence of Lemma [9.T1] and Proposition [9.13] below. O

The following lemma, from Flagg, Stinderhauf and Wagner [I8], relates Yoneda
limits of forward Cauchy nets to colimits of weights.
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Lemma 9.11. Suppose {x;}icp is a forward Cauchy net of a real-enriched category
X. Then, an element of X is a Yoneda limit of {x;}icp if and only if it is a colimit
of the weight sup;c p infj>; X (—, x;).

Proof. Since y: X — PX is fully faithful, { X (—, z;) }iep is a forward Cauchy net
of PX. By Lemma 0.7, the weight
¢ = supinf X (—,x;)
ieDJj=t
is a Yoneda limit of {X(—, z;)}iep. Then for each y € X,
PX(¢, X(—,x)) =supinf PX(X(—,z;), X(—,z)) =supinf X(z;,x).
ieDJ>i ieD Jj=>i
Therefore, for each b of X,
b is a Yoneda limit of {z;}iep
— Vz e X, X(bx)=supinf X(z;,z)
ieDJ21
— VreX, X(bz)=PX(¢,X(—,x))
<= b is a colimit of ¢. O

For every dcpo (X, <), the real-enriched category w(X, <) is Yoneda complete.
Conversely, as a consequence of the above lemma we show that the underlying order
of a Yoneda complete real-enriched category is directed complete.

Corollary 9.12. The underlying ordered set of each Yoneda complete real-enriched
category s a dcpo.

Proof. Suppose X is Yoneda complete, D is a directed subset of X,. We view D
as a forward Cauchy net of X and let b be its Yoneda limit. By Lemma 0111 b is
a colimit of the weight sup,p inf,>, X(—,y). Since inf,>, X(—,y) = X(—,z) for
every € D, it follows that b is a colimit of the conical weight sup,cp X (—, z),
hence a join of D in Xy by the argument of Theorem [T.8 O

To state and prove Proposition [0.13, we need the notion of formal balls of a
real-enriched category. Suppose X is a real-enriched category. A formal ball of X
is a pair (z,r) with € X and r € [0,1], « is called the center and r the radius.
For formal balls (x,r) and (y, s), define

(x,r) E(y,s) ifr <s&X(x,y).

The relation C is reflexive and transitive, hence an order on the set of formal balls.
We write BX for the set of formal balls of X ordered by C. It is obvious that
(x,0) C (y,s) for all z,y € X and s € [0, 1], so any formal ball with radius 0 is a
bottom element of BX.

The ordered set of formal balls is introduced by Weihrauch and Schreiber [79] for
metric spaces. It has been extended to quasi-metric spaces and quantale-enriched
categories in general, and has been investigated extensively, see e.g. Edalat and
Heckmann [14], Goubault-Larrecq and Ng [21], Kostanek and Waszkiewicz [40],
Rutten [67].

The ordered set BX of formal balls is closely related to PX. For all x,y € X
and r, s € [0, 1], since

PX(r&y(z),s&y(y)) =r = PX(y(z),s&y(y)) =r — (s& X(z,y)),
it follows that
(,r) E(y,8) <= 1< PX(r&y(z),s&y(y)).

So, if we identify a formal ball (z, r) with the weight r & y(x), then the order relation
between formal balls is essentially the order relation inherited from (PX)o.
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The following proposition, from Yu and Zhang [84], is an improvement of related
results in Lai, D & G Zhang [49)]. It shows that ideals of a real-enriched category X
are precisely those weights generated by forward Cauchy nets of X.

Proposition 9.13. For each weight ¢ of a real-enriched category X, the following
are equivalent:
(1) ¢ is an ideal.
(2) sup,ex ¢(z) =1 and By == {(z,r) € BX | ¢(z) > r} is a directed subset
of BX.
(3) ¢ =sup;cpinf;>; X(—, ;) for some forward Cauchy net {z;}icp of X.

Proof. (1) = (2) We only need to check that (B¢, C) is directed. For (z,r) and
(y,s) of B, consider the weights

o1 =X(x,—)—=r and ¢o=X(y,—)— s.
Since ¢ is an ideal, it holds that
PX(d, 01V ¢2) = PX(d,01) VPX (¢, ¢2) = (¢(zx) = 1)V (d(y) = 5).

Since
(p(x) = 1)V (B(y) = s) <1,
there exists z € X such that

d(z) > (X(z,2) = r)V(X(y,z) = s).
Pick ¢ € [0, 1] such that
d(z) >t > (X(z,2) > r)V(X(y,z) = s).

Then (z,t) € Bé. We assert that (z,t) is an upper bound of (z,r) and (y, s), hence
(Bg,C) is directed. To see this, let w = X (x,2z) — r. Then u is, by definition,
the largest element of [0,1] with u& X (z,z) < r. Since ¢t > w, it follows that
r <t& X(z,z), then (z,r) C (z,t). Likewise, (y,s) C (z,1).

(2) = (3) Index the directed set (B¢, C) by itself as {(x;, r;)}icp; that means,
(xi,7;) C (z4,7;) if and only if ¢ < j. We show in two steps that the net {z;}iep
satisfies the requirement.

Step 1. {z;}iep is forward Cauchy.

Let r < 1. Pick (x;,7;) € B¢ with r; > r. Then

r<r <r; <rp&X(zj,zr) < X(zj,zk)

whenever i < j < k. Thus, {z;},cp is forward Cauchy by arbitrariness of r.
Step 2. For all z € X,
¢(z) = supinf X (z, z;).
ieDJ21i
If r < ¢(z), then (x,r) € Bo, so (x,r) = (xx,r;) for some k € D. Therefore,

r < inf X (xg,z;) <supinf X (z;, z;),
Jzk ieDJj2t
and consequently,
¢(x) < supinf X (z,z;)
ieDJ=1
by arbitrariness of r.
Conversely, if
r < sup inf X (z, z;),
ieDJj2t
then there exist k € D and s € [0, 1] such that

< inf X ).
r<s_;gk (x, ;)
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Since sup,c x ¢(z) = 1, there is I € D such that r < s&r;. Take an upper bound
(xp,rh) of (zk,rx) and (z7,7;). Then

r<s&r <s&rp < X(z,zp) & d(zn) < ¢(2).

Therefore,
6(a) > sup inf X (z,;)
ieDJi
by arbitrariness of r.
(3) = (1) Suppose {z;};ep is a forward Cauchy net of X. We wish to show that

¢ = supinf X (—,z;)
ieDJj=t

is an ideal.
Step 1. We show that for each weight A of X,

subx (¢, A) = inf sup A(z;).

ED i
Since \ is a weight, {A(z;)}iep is a forward Cauchy net of VOP, then
subx (¢, A\) = subx (sup ian(—,:Ej),)\)

i€DJ>
=supinf PX(X(—,z,),\) (Lemma [0.7))
ieDJ2i
= sup inf A(x;) (Yoneda lemma)
ieDJ=>t
= inf sup A(x;). (Lemma [9.5(ii))
€D j>i

Step 2. For all A € PX and all r € [0, 1], subx (¢, 7 & N) = r &subx (¢, \).
By Step 1, we have
subx (¢, & A) = inf supr & A(z;)
= r & inf sup A(z;) (& is continuous)
€D j>;

=r&subx(d, A).

Step 3. For all weights A\, p of X, subx (¢, AV ) = subx (4, ) V subx (¢, u).
For this we calculate:

subx (¢, A) V subx (¢, 1)
= Inf sup Mz;) V inf ng?u(wj) (Step 1)
= inf sup(A(z;) V p(z;

Sélpiglz( (@5) V plz;))

= subx (¢, AV u). (Step 1)
The proof is completed. O

Suppose {(x;,7;) }iep is a directed subset of BX. If r; tends to 1, the net {z; }:cp
is clearly forward Cauchy. Such nets are said to be weightable in Goubault-Larrecq
[20].

We list here some consequences of Lemma [0.11] and Proposition .13

(i) A functor f: X — Y is Yoneda continuous if and only if it preserves
colimits of all ideals.

(ii) For each forward Cauchy net {z;};cp, there is a weightable forward Cauchy
net {y;}jer such that {z;}icp and {y;};cr have the same Yoneda limits.
In particular, a real-enriched category is Yoneda complete if and only if
each of its weightable forward Cauchy nets has a unique Yoneda limit.
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Another consequence of Proposition [0.13] is that for real-enriched categories,
ideals in the sense of Definition coincide with those in the sense of Flagg,
Siinderhauf and Wagner [18, Definition 10].

Corollary 9.14. Suppose ¢ is a weight of a real-enriched category X. Then ¢ is
an ideal of X if and only if it satisfies the following conditions:
(i) sup,ex 6(z) = 1.
(i) If r < 1, s1 < ¢(x1) and s2 < ¢(x2), then there exists x € X such that
r<¢(x), s1 < X(x1,2) and s3 < X (z2, ).

Corollary 9.15. (i) A weight ¢ of V = ([0,1],ar) is an ideal if and only if
either ¢(z) = x — a for some a € [0,1] or ¢(x) = sup,.,(x — b) for some
a>0.

(if) A weight ¢ of V°P = ([0, 1], agr) is an ideal if and only if either ¢(z) = a —
x for some a € [0,1] or ¥(z) = supys,(b — x) for some a < 1.

Proof. We prove (i) for example. Sufficiency is easy since the weight sup, ., (z — b)
is generated by the forward Cauchy sequence {a—1/n},>1. For necessity suppose ¢
is an ideal of ([0, 1], az). Then there is a forward Cauchy net {x;};cp of ([0, 1], L)
such that
¢(x) = supinf (z — 2;).
i€DJ2i
Let a = sup;cp inf;>; z;. Then

¢(z) =supinf(z — z;) = sup (x — inf :cj),
ieDJ2t i€D Jj>i

hence either ¢(x) = x — a or ¢(x) = sup,,(x — b). O

Corollary 9.16. Fvery functor f: X — Y with X symmetric is Yoneda contin-
UOUS.

Proof. Let b be a Yoneda limit of a forward Cauchy net {z;};cp of X. From symme-
try of X one infers that {z;}icp is a Cauchy net, hence ¢ = sup,cp inf;>; X(—, z;)
is a Cauchy weight by Proposition and consequently, f preserves the colimit of
¢ by Proposition Bl O

Theorem 9.17. Let X be a real-enriched category. Then

(i) ZX is Yoneda complete.
(ii) For each functor f: X — Y with Y Yoneda complete, there is a unique
Yoneda continuous functor f: ZX — Y that extends f.

Proof. Write i: ZX — PX for the inclusion functor and write t: X — ZX for
the Yoneda embedding with codomain restricted to ZX. The composite iot is then
the Yoneda embedding y: X — PX.

(i) We show that ZX is closed in PX under formation of colimits of ideals. That
means, for each ideal A of ZX, the colimit of the inclusion functor i: ZX — PX
weighted by A is an ideal of X. Since the composite i ot is the Yoneda embedding
y: X — PX, from Example it follows that

colimpi = colimAoi* =Aoi*oi,ot, = Aot,,
hence for each weight ¢ of X,
subx (colimpi, ¢) = subx (A o t., ¢) = subzx (A, subx(—, ¢)).
Then, for each weight ¢ of X and each r € [0, 1],
subx (colimpi, r & ¢) = subzx (A, subx (—, r & ¢))
=subzx (A, r&subx(—, ¢))
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=7 &Subzx(A, SUbX(*a ¢>>
= r & subx (colimai, ¢),

showing that subx (colimpi, —) preserves tensor. In the same fashion one verifies
that subx (colimai, —) preserves finite join. So colimi is an ideal of X, as desired.
(i) The functor
fiIX —Y, ¢+ colimyf

clearly extends f. It remains to check that f preserves colimits of ideals. It
is clear that f is equal to the composite colimofs: ZX — Y — Y. Since
colim: ZY — Y is left adjoint to t: Y — ZY, it preserves colmits. Since ZX
and ZY are, respectively, closed in PX and PY under formation of colimits of
ideals, and f5: PX — PY preserves all colimits, it follows that the composite f
preserves colimits of all ideals. Uniqueness of f follows from that each ideal ¢ of X
is the colimit of t: X — ZX weighted by ¢. (I

Proposition shows that forward Cauchy nets are closely related to directed
subsets of the set of formal balls. Actually, there exist interesting interactions
between Yoneda completeness of a real-enriched category and directed completeness
of its set of formal balls.

In the following, we agree by convention that a directed subset {(z;,7;)}icp of
BX is always indexed by itself; that means, (z;,7;) C (z;,r;) if and only if ¢ < j.

Lemma 9.18. Suppose X is a real-enriched category and {(x;,r;)}icp s a directed
subset of BX with r; > 0 for some i € D.

(i) If sup;epri =1, then the net {x;}icp is forward Cauchy.

(ii) If & is Archimedean, then the net {x;};ep is forward Cauchy.
Proof. (i) Since r; < rj & X (x;,x;) whenever i < j, it follows that

1=supr; <supinfr; <sup inf X(x;,xy),
i€eD i€D 1<J ieD 1<j<k

then {z;};ep is forward Cauchy.
(ii) Since & is Archimedean, it is readily verified that for all r, s,t € [0, 1],

O<r<s&t = t>s—r.

Without loss of generality we assume that r; > 0 for all ¢ € D. Since r; <
r; & X (x;,z;) whenever ¢ < j, then X (x;,x;) > r; — r; whenever i < j. Since the
net {r;};ep converges to its join and the implication operator of an Archimedean
continuous t-norm is continuous except possibly at (0,0), it follows that X (x;, z;)
tends to 1, so {x;}iep is forward Cauchy. O

We say that a real-enriched category X has property (R) if, for each pair (s,t)
of elements of [0, 1] with 0 < s < ¢, there exists r < 1 such that

(z,t&1") T (y,5) <= (2,7) E (y,t = 3)
for all z,y € X and all v’ > r.

Lemma 9.19. Let X be a real-enriched category with property (R). Then for all
z,y € X, the following are equivalent:

(1) (z,1) E (y,1).
(2) (z,8) E (y,s) for all s #0.
(3) (z,s) C (y,s) for some s # 0.

Proof. Tt suffices to check (3) = (1). Since 0 < s < s, there is some r < 1 such that
(x,5&7") E (y,8) <= (2,7) E(y,5 = )
whenever 7’ > r. Putting v’ = 1 gives that (z,1) C (y, 1). O
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Proposition 9.20. (Yang and Zhang [81]) The following are equivalent:

(1) The continuous t-norm & 1is Archimedean.
(2) FEwvery real-enriched category has property (R).

Proof. (1) = (2) Since & is Archimedean, it is either isomorphic to the Lukasiewicz
t-norm or to the product t-norm. In the following we check the conclusion for the
case that & is isomorphic to the Lukasiewicz t-norm, leaving the other case to the
reader. Without loss of generality, we assume that & is, not only isomorphic to,
the Lukasiewicz t-norm; that is, r & s = max{0,r + s — 1}.

Suppose X is a real-enriched category and 0 < s < t. If t = 1, it is trivial that

(z,t& ") C (y,8) = (z,7") C (y,t — s)

for all ¥ > 0 and z,y € X, so each r > 0 satisfies the requirement. If ¢ < 1, pick
r € (1—t,1). Then for all ¥/ > r and z,y € X,

(2, t &) C (y,8) <= " +t—-1<s+ X(z,y)—1
— ' <s—t+ X(z,y)
= (z,7) E (y,t = s),

which shows that r satisfies the requirement.

(2) = (1) We wish to show that & has no nontrivial idempotent element. It
suffices to show that for all s # 0 and ¢ € [0,1], if s < s& ¢ then ¢ = 1. Consider
the real-enriched category X = {z,y} with X (z,2) = X(y,y) = 1 and X (z,y) =
g = X(y,z). Since (z,s) C (y,s) and X has property (R), then (z,1) C (y,1),
hence 1 < 1& X (z,y) = q. O

Corollary 9.21. For each real-enriched category X, the following are equivalent:
(1) X has property (R).
(2) For all z,y € X, if X(x,y) > p for some idempotent element p > 0, then
X(z,y)=1.

Proof. (1) = (2) Suppose X(z,y) > p > 0 with p idempotent. Let s = ¢ = p. Since
t=p=s&X(z,vy), it follows that (x,p) C (y,p). Then by property (R) one gets
that (x,1) C (y,1), hence X (z,y) = 1.

(2) = (1) By Proposition we may assume that & is non-Archimedean with
a nontrivial idempotent ¢. Let X be a real-enriched category such that X (z,y) =1
whenever X (z,y) > p for some idempotent element p > 0. We wish to show that
X has property (R). For this we show that if 0 < s <t and r > ¢, then

(z,t& ) C (y,8) < (z,7) C (y,t = 9)

for all z,y € X. The direction <= is trivial. For the other direction, suppose
(x,t&r) C (y,s). We proceed with two cases. If ¢ < ¢, then ¢ < t&r < s& X(x,vy),
so X(z,y) = 1 by assumption, hence t&r < s. Therefore r < t — s and conse-
quently, (z,7) C (y,t — s). If ¢ > ¢, then t = t&r < s& X (x,y), so t = s and
X(z,y) > p, where p is the least idempotent element in [¢,1]. By assumption we
have X (z,y) = 1, then (z,r) C (y,t — s). O

Lemma 9.22. Suppose X is a real-enriched category with property (R), {(x:,7:)}ieD
is a directed subset of BX. If

(i) supjepri =1,
(ii) (b,1) is a join of {(x;,r:)}iep, and
(ili) for each t >0, the directed set {(z;,t& ;) }iep has a join,

then b is a Yoneda limit of the forward Cauchy net {xz;}icp.



INTRODUCTORY NOTES ON REAL-ENRICHED CATEGORIES 59

Proof. We wish to show that for all y € X,

X (b,y) =supinf X (x;,y).
i€eD It

Fix i € D. For each j > i, since (z;,7;) C (b,1), then
ri& X(b,y) <r;&X(b,y) < X(x;,b) & X(b,y) < X(z;,y),

hence
ri& X (b,y) < inf X(z;,9).
J=0

Therefore,

X (b,y) = sup(r; & X (b,y)) < sup inf X (z;,y).
i€D i€D J2t

For the converse inequality, let
t = supinf X (z;,y).
ieDJj=t
We show that ¢t < X (b,y). We assume ¢ > 0 and finish the proof in two steps.

Step 1. (b,t) is a join of {(z;,t& ;) }ien-

By assumption {(z;,t & r;) }iep has a join, say (z,s). We only need to show that
(b, t) is equivalent to (z, s). Since (b,t) is an upper bound of {(z;,t & r;)}iep, then
(z,8) C (b,t), hence s < t. Since r; tends to 1 and t & r; < s& X (x4, 2) for alli € D,
it follows that ¢t < s. Therefore 0 < s = t. Since r; tends to 1, we may assume that
all r; are large enough. Since (z,t) is a join of {(x;,t & r;) biep, t& 1y < t& X (24, 2)
for all ¢ € D, then by property (R) of X, r; < (t = t) & X (24,2) = X (x4, 2) for all
i € D. This shows that (z,1) is an upper bound of {(z;,r;)}iep, so (b,1) C (z,1),
and then (b,t) C (z,t). Therefore, (b,t) is equivalent to (z, s).

Step 2. t < X(b,y).

For each i € D,

ri&t =r; & sup inf X (z;,y)
keD J=k
=r; &sup inf X (z;,
kZIZjZk (j,9)
=sup inf r; & X (z;,y)
k>i ik
<sup inf r; & X (z;, ;) & X (z;,y)
k>id2k
S X(.I'“ y)a

then (z;,t & ;) C (y,1). This shows that (y, 1) is an upper bound of {(x;,t & ;) }iep,
then (b,t) C (y,1) and t < X (b,y), as desired. O

The condition (iii) in Lemma [0.22] cannot be dropped.

Example 9.23. (Yang and Zhang [81]) Suppose & is the Lukasiewicz t-norm or the
product t-norm. Consider the real-enriched category X, where X = {1}U{1—1/n|
n > 2} and

r — 1y otherwise.

X(xay):{

We assert that X is not Yoneda complete, but every directed subset {(z;,7;)}ien
of BX with sup;cp 7 = 1 has a join.

The sequence {1 —1/n},>2 is forward Cauchy but has no Yoneda limit, so X is
not Yoneda complete. Now we show that every directed subset {(x;,7;)}iep of BX
with sup;cp 7 = 1 has a join. Since {z;};cp is forward Cauchy, either {x;}icp is
eventually constant or {z; };cp converges to 1 (in the usual sense).
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Case 1. {x;}iep converges to 1. Then we claim that (1,1) is the only upper
bound, hence a join of {(x;,r;)}iep. Since X (z,1) =1forall z € X, thenr; <1 =
1& X (24,1) for all ¢ € D, hence (1, 1) is an upper bound of {(z;,r;)}iep. Let (y, s)
be an upper bound of {(z;,7;)}iep. Then s = 1 and r; < X(x;,y) for all i € D.
Since both {r;}icp and {x;};ep converge to 1, we must have y = 1. Therefore,
(1,1) is the only upper bound of {(z;,7:)}ien-

Case 2. {x;}icp is eventually constant. Then there is some b € X and some
i € D such that z; = b whenever j > i. It is clear that (b, 1) is a join of {(x;, ;) }iep-

Lemma 9.24. (Kostanek and Waszkiewicz [40]) Suppose X is a real-enriched cat-
egory and {(z;,7;) }iep is a directed subset of BX. If {x;}icp is a forward Cauchy
net with x being a Yoneda limit, then (x,r) is a join of the directed set {(x;,7:)}icD,
where r = sup;cp ;.

Proof. First, we show that (z,r) is an upper bound of {(x;,7;)}i;cp; that is, r; <
r& X (x;,x) for all i € D.
For each i € D and each e < r;, by continuity of & and that

1= X(z,z) = sup inf X(z;,x),
keD ik

there is some k € D such that € < r; & X(z;,2) whenever j > k. Thus, for all
7 >1,k, we have

e<ri&X(zj,x) <r;&X(z;z;)&X(zj,z) <r&X(z,z).
By arbitrariness of € we obtain that r; < r & X (z;, ).
Next we show that (z,7) C (y, s) whenever (y, s) is an upper bound of {(x;,7;) }iep-
Since (y, s) is an upper bound, then r; < r; < s& X (x;,y) whenever ¢ < j, hence

r=supr; <supinf s& X(z;,y) =s&X(z,vy),
i€D ieDJ2i

which shows that (z,7) C (y, s), as desired. O

Theorem 9.25. If the continuous t-norm & is Archimedean, then for each real-
enriched category X, the following are equivalent:

(1) FEwvery forward Cauchy net of X has a Yoneda limit.
(2) The ordered set BX of formal balls is directed complete.

Proof. (1) = (2) Let {(x;,7:)}iep be a directed subset of BX. If r;, = 0 for all
i € D, then (z,0) is a join of {(z;,7;) }iep for any x € X. If r; > 0 for some i € D,
by Lemma [0I8(ii) the net {x;};ep is forward Cauchy, so it has a Yoneda limit,
say . By Lemma [@.24] (z,r) is a join of {(x;,;)}icp, where r = sup;cp r;. This
shows that BX is directed complete.

(2) = (1) We show that every ideal ¢ of X has a colimit. By Proposition [0.13]
there is a directed subset {(z;,7;)}icp of BX such that sup;cpr; =1 and

6 = supinf X(—,z;).
i€eDJ21

By assumption {(x;, ;) }iep has a join, say (b,1). By Proposition [0.20land Lemma
022 b is a Yoneda limit of the forward Cauchy net {z;};cp, hence a colimit of ¢
by Lemma O

Theorem [@.25 shows that, when & is a continuous Archimedean t-norm, Yoneda
completeness of a real-enriched category is equivalent to directed completeness of
its set of formal balls. This is proved in Edalat and Heckmann [I4] for metric
spaces, then extended to quasi-metric spaces in Ali-Akbari, Honari, Pourmahdian
and Rezaii [2] and Kostanek and Waszkiewicz [40]. The form stated here appears
in Yang and Zhang [8I]. The following examples show that the requirement that
& is Archimedean is indispensable.
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Example 9.26. (Yang and Zhang [81]) This example shows that if & is non-
Archimedean, then there is a real-enriched category that is Yoneda complete, but
its set of formal balls is not directed complete. Since & is continuous and non-
Archimedean, there is some b € (0, 1) such that & b = b. Consider the real-enriched
category X, where X = (0,b) and

1 T =1y,
min{z = y,y >z} x#vy.

X(xay):{

Since X (z,y) < b whenever z # y, every forward Cauchy net of X is eventually
constant, so X is Yoneda complete. In the following we show that BX is not directed
complete. Pick a strictly increasing sequence (zy,)n,>1 in (0, b) that converges to b.
For each n let 7, = x,. We claim that the subset (2,,7)n>1 of BX is directed
and has no join.

By continuity of &, for all n < m, we have

T = Tn = T &(Tm = ) = 7 & X (20, Tin),

SO (Zn,Tn) C (m, rm) and consequently, (x,, r,)n>1 is directed.

Next we show that (,,7,)n>1 does not have a join. Suppose on the contrary
that (x,7) is a join of (z,, 7y )n>1. Since z < b, there is some ng such that = < z,,
whenever m > ng. Since (z,r) is an upper bound of (z,,7,)n>1, for each m > ng
we have

Tm < r&X(xm, ) < zpm — x,

this is impossible since the left side tends to b, while the right side tends to x.

Example 9.27. (Yang and Zhang [81]) If & is the Gddel t-norm, then there is a
real-enriched category that is not Yoneda complete, but its set of formal balls is
directed complete. Consider the real-enriched category X, where X = {1} U {1 —
1/n|n>2} and
1 T =1y,
X(z,y)=q1/3 r=1Ly#1,
min{z,y} otherwise.

We claim that X is not Yoneda complete, but BX is directed complete.

For each n > 2, let z,, = 1 —1/n. It is readily verified that the sequence (2, )n>2
is forward Cauchy and has no Yoneda limit, so X is not Yoneda complete. It
remains to check that BX is directed complete. Let {(x;,7;)}icp be a directed
subset of BX. Then {r;};cp is a monotone net of real numbers. Let r = sup;cp 7;.
We distinguish two cases.

Case 1. The net {x;}icp is eventually constant; that is, there exist b € X and
i € D such that x; = b whenever j > 4. In this case (b,r) is a join of {(z;, ;) }iebn.

Case 2. The net {z;};cp is not eventually constant. Then for each i there is
some j > ¢ such that z; # z;, hence

ri <r; & X (x5, 25) < min{r;, z;, z;} < 2.

Let b= min{x € X | r < z}. Then (b,r) is a join of {(x;, ;) }ien-

10. FLAT COMPLETENESS

Definition 10.1. Suppose ¢ is a weight of a real-enriched category X.

(i) ¢ is conically flat if the functor ¢ o —: (PTX)°P — V preserves limits of
finite conical coweights, where V = ([0, 1], o).
(ii) ¢ is flat if po —: (PTX)P — V preserves all finite limits.
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The definition of flat weights is based on the notion of flat distributors in Bénabou
[7, Section 6] and the characterization of flat functors in Borceux [10]. When the
continuous t-norm is isomorphic to the product t-norm, conically flat weights appear
as flat left modules of quasi-metric spaces in Vickers [70].

As we shall see below, in contrast to the characterization of Cauchy weights in
Proposition B2 flat weights and ideals are not the same things in general.

We remind the reader that the underlying order of Pt X is opposite to the point-
wise order of coweights, the underlying order of (PTX)°P agrees with the pointwise
order, the cotensor of r with v in (PTX)°P is given by r — .

Consider the following conditions:

(a) 1=¢olx =sup,cx ¢(z); that is, ¢ is inhabited.

(b) For all coweights 1 and 13 of X, ¢ o (1 Aha) = (P oth1) A (¢ 0 1ba).

(c) For all r € [0,1] and all coweights ¥ of X, ¢po (r — ) =r — ¢ o .
Then, ¢ is conically flat if and only if it satisfies (a) and (b); ¢ is flat if and only if
it satisfies (a)—(c).

The following characterization of conically flat weights is due to Gutiérrez Garcia,
Hohle and Kubiak [23].

Proposition 10.2. Suppose ¢ is a weight of a real-enriched category X. Then, ¢
is conically flat if and only if it is inhabited and

(1 & (1)) A (P2 & P(22)) = Slelg((l?l & X(z1,2)) A (p2 & X (22, 7))) & ¢()

for all x1,22 € X and all p1,ps € [0,1].
Proof. Necessity is obvious, sufficiency follows from that
¢ = sup ¢(z) & X(z, —)
reX
for each coweight ¢ of X. (I

We leave it to the reader to check that when the continuous t-norm & is the
Godel t-norm, ¢ is conically flat if and only if it is inhabited and satisfies

d(x1) A d(x2) = sggX(acl,x) A X (z2,2) A ¢(x).

Proposition[R2lshows that every Cauchy weight is flat. The following conclusion,
due to Lai, D & G Zhang [49], says that every ideal is conically flat.

Proposition 10.3. FEvery ideal is conically flat.

Proof. Suppose ¢ is an ideal of a real-enriched category X. We wish to show that
¢ is conically flat. Since every ideal is inhabited, we only need to check that for all
coweights 11 and 1y of X, ¢ o (Y1 Atha) = (o 1) A(¢o¢2).
By Proposition there is a forward Cauchy net {x;};cp such that
¢ = sup inf X (—, z;).
ieDJ=1
We claim that for each coweight ¢ of X,

¢ 01 = sup inf ¢(z;).

i€eD iz
Since 1 is a coweight, {¢(z;) }iep is a forward Cauchy net of V = ([0, 1], 1), then

po) = iI[lf ](subx(gb, Y — p) = p) (Lemma [5.14)
p€l0,1
= ity (ox (sopt X0 =) —+2)
= peu[%)f,l} ((fgg;gfisubx (X (=, zj), v — p)) — p) (Lemma [0.7))
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= peu[%)f:u (( f:g ;Ig(z/)(:cj) — p)) — p) (Yoneda lemma)

= peu[lof,l} ((f:g;gfzw(%) — p) — p) (Lemma [9.4])
= sup inf ¢(z;).
ieDJ=t
Now for any coweights 17 and ¥s of X, we have
(¢ 0 th1) A (@0 ¢2) = supinf ¢y (x;) A sup inf ¢ (z;)
i€D J21 ieDJj>t
= sup inf (¢1(z;) A th2(z;))

ieDJ2i

= ¢o (Y1 ANa),
which completes the proof. [l

In 2005, Vickers [76] proved that every flat left module of a generalized metric
space is generated by a forward Cauchy net. Said differently, when the continuous
t-norm is isomorphic to the product t-norm, a weight of a real-enriched category is
conically flat if and only if it is an ideal. The following theorem, from Lai, D & G
Zhang [49], says that a necessary and sufficient condition for ideals, flat weights,
and conically flat weights to coincide with each other is that the continuous t-norm
is Archimedean.

Theorem 10.4. The following are equivalent:

(1) The continuous t-norm & 1is Archimedean.
(2) Every ideal is a flat weight.
(3) FEwvery conically flat weight is an ideal.

In this case, ideals, flat weights, and conically flat weights coincide with each other.
Proof. (1) = (2) It suffices to show that if ¢ is an ideal of a real-enriched category

X, then ¢o(r — ) =r — ¢op for all r € [0,1] and all coweights ¥ of X. First we
note that when & is continuous and Archimedean, for each r € [0,1] the function

r — —:[0,1] — [0, 1] is continuous. Pick a forward Cauchy net {x;},cp such that
¢ = supinf X (—,a;).
ieDJ21

Then by the argument of Proposition we have
¢o(r— ) =supinf(r — ¥(z;)) =r = supinf Y(z;) =r = p o,
ieDJ=t ieDJ2t

the second equality holds due to the continuity of » — —: [0,1] — [0, 1].
(2) = (1) Suppose on the contrary that & is not Archimedean. Take an idem-
potent element b of & other than 0 and 1, consider the ideal

¢ =supar(—,z)
x<b

and the coweight ¢ = o (b, —) of V = ([0,1], rz,). Then

po(b—=Y)=supb— (b—oz)=b<l=b—-supz=b— ¢po,
x<b r<b
contradicting that ¢ is flat.
(1) = (3) Since a continuous Archimedean t-norm is either isomorphic to the
product t-norm or isomorphic to the Lukasiewicz t-norm, one readily verifies

e if 0 < r&s, then & is strictly monotone at (r, s);
e if0<t<ré&s,thenr -t <s.
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Suppose ¢ is a flat weight of a real-enriched category X. Let
Bo ={(z,r) € X x (0,1] | ¢(z) > r}.
We assert that B¢ is a directed subset of the ordered set BX of formal balls of X.
It is clear that B¢ is not empty. For (z,r) and (y, s) of B¢, consider the coweights
1 = max{r = 0,5} & X (x,—) and 2 =max{s — 0,7} & X (y,—).
Since
popy =max{r — 0,s} &o(x) >r&s
and
¢ oo = max{s = 0,7} & d(y) > r&s,
it follows that

po (1 ANh2) >1&s.
So, there exists z € X such that

min{¢(z) &1 (2), ¢(2) & a(2)}) > r&es,
which implies that
o(2) &(max{r — 0,s} & X (x,2)) >r&s
and
o(2) &(max{s = 0,r} & X (y,2)) > r&s.
Let t be the larger one of
(max{r — 0,s} & X (z,2)) — (r&s)
and
(max{s — 0,7} & X (y,2)) — (r& s).
Then
d(z)>t, r<t&X(z,z), s<t&X(y,z),
which implies that (z,t) is an upper bound of (z,r) and (y, s). So, B¢ is directed.

Index the directed set B¢ by itself as {(z;,7;)}iep. Then by the argument in

Proposition one sees that the net {z;};ep is forward Cauchy and
¢(x) = supinf X (z, z;)
ieDJj2t
for all x € X, hence ¢ is an ideal.

(3) = (1) Suppose on the contrary that b is a non-trivial idempotent element of
&. Pick a € (0,b). Consider the weight ¢ of V given by ¢(x) =bV (z — a). Since
neither ¢(z) < b for all = nor ¢(z) < x — a for all x, then ¢ is not an ideal. In the
following we derive a contradiction by showing that ¢ is conically flat.

It is clear that ¢ is inhabited. It remains to check that for all coweights 1, ¥
of V, ¢po (1 Aha) = (¢ o1p1) A (¢po1hs). Since b is idempotent and ; (i = 1,2) is
monotone, then

pori = S%Pl]((b&%(x)) V((# = a) &oi(x)))
xe€|0,
= (0 AYi(1)) V ¢i(a)
= (bVti(a)) A1),

therefore

(@ovn) A(¢ovz) = (bVi(a)) Ahr(1) A(bV 2(a)) Apa(l)
= (bV (¢1(a) Aa(a)) A (1 (1) Adha(1))

¢ o (11 Niha). O
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Definition 10.5. A real-enriched category is (conically, resp.) flat complete if it
is separated and each of its (conically, resp.) flat weights has a colimit.

For each real-enriched category X, let
FX

be the subcategory of PX composed of flat weights of X. The assignment X — FX
defines a functor F: [0,1]-Cat — [0, 1]-Cat, which is a subfunctor of the presheaf
functor P: [0,1]-Cat — [0, 1]-Cat.

Theorem 10.6. Suppose X is a real-enriched category. Then

(i) FX is flat complete.
(ii) For each functor f: X — Y with Y flat complete, there is a unique functor
f: FX — Y that extends f and preserves colimits of flat weights.

Proof. Write i: FX — PX for the inclusion functor and t: X — FX for the
functor obtained by restricting the codomain of the Yoneda embedding y: X —
PX to FX. It is clear that the composite i ot is the Yoneda embedding y: X —
PX.

(1) We show that FX is closed in PX under formation of colimits of flat weights.
That means, for each flat weight ® of FX, the colimit of the inclusion functor
i: FX — PX weighted by @ is a flat weight of X. Since the composite iot is the
Yoneda embbeding, by Example it holds that

colimgpi = Poi*oi,ot, = Dot,.

We wish to show that ® ot, is a flat weight of X.
Step 1. ¢ ot, is inhabited. This is easy, since

sup @ ot,(x) = sup sup P(¢) & ¢(x) = sup (@(qﬁ) & sup qﬁ(m)) =1
reX zeX peFX peFX zeX

Step 2. For any coweights 1 and 15 of X,
Dot,o(thy Ahy) = (Potyoth) A (D oty othy).
To see this, for each coweight ¥ of X consider the coweight
—oYp: FX —V
of FX. Then
Do(—ov) = sup (D(6)& sup(9(x) & ()

peEFX zeX

sup sup (®(¢) & p(x)) &1p(x)

rzeX peFX

= sup(® o t.)(z) &1(x)
reX

=dot, 0.
Since ® is flat and each element of FX is flat, it follows that
Pot,o (P Athz) =Po (=0 (1 Aea))
=®o ((—ov1) A (—o12))
= (Po(=op)) A (Po(=01p))
=(Potiot) A(Potioty).

Step 3. Similar to Step 2, one verifies that for all r of [0,1] and all coweight 1)
of X, it holds that

Potyo(r—9)=r—>dot, 0.
Therefore, ® o t, is a flat weight of X.
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(ii) The functor
T FX —Y, ¢~ colimy f
clearly extends f. It remains to check that f preserves colimits of flat weights. It is
clear that f is the composite colimofs: FX — FY — Y. Since colim: FY —»
Y is left adjoint to t: Y — FY, it preserves colmits. Since FX and FY are
closed in PX and PY under formation of colimits of flat weights, respectively, and
fa: PX — PY preserves all colimits, it follows that the composite f preserves
colimits of all flat weights. Uniqueness of f follows from that each flat weight ¢ of
X is the colimit of t: X — FX weighted by ¢. O

For conically flat weights, there is a similar result. For each real-enriched cate-
gory X, let
FX
be the subcategory of PX composed of conically flat weights of X. The assignment
X — F.X defines a functor F.: [0,1]-Cat — [0, 1]-Cat, which is a subfunctor of
the presheaf functor P: [0,1]-Cat — [0, 1]-Cat.

Theorem 10.7. Suppose X is a real-enriched category. Then

(i) FX is conically flat complete.

(ii) For each functor f: X — Y with Y conically flat complete, there is a
unique functor f: FeX — Y that extends f and preserves colimits of
conically flat weights.

11. SMYTH COMPLETENESS

Smyth completeness originated in the works of Smyth [69] [T0] on quasi-uniform
spaces. The following postulation is a direct extension of that for Smyth complete
quasi-metric spaces given in Goubault-Larrecq [20], Kiinzi and Schellekens [4T].

Definition 11.1. A real-enriched category is Smyth complete if each of its forward
Cauchy nets converges uniquely in the open ball topology of its symmetrization.

Proposition implies that if a net of X converges in the open ball topology of
its symmetrization, then it is a Cauchy net of X. Therefore,

Proposition 11.2. If a real-enriched category X is Smyth complete, then it is
separated and all of its forward Cauchy nets are Cauchy.

Example 11.3. This example concerns Smyth completeness of the real-enriched
categories V = ([0, 1], o) and V°P = ([0, 1], ar). We distinguish three cases.

Case 1. The continuous t-norm & is not Archimedean. Pick some a € [0,1]
with 0 < a < a* < 1, where a™ is the least idempotent element in [a,1]. Since
sup,.q(a = x) < at, then [a,1] is open in V and [0, a] is open in V°P, hence the
singleton set {a} is open in the symmetrization of V. Since {a — 1/n},, is forward
Cauchy in V and {a + 1/n}, is forward Cauchy in V°P, it follows that neither V
nor V°P is Smyth complete.

Case 2. & is isomorphic to the Lukasiewicz t-norm. In this case, the open ball
topology of V is {@,[0,1]} U {(a,1] | @ < 1}, the open ball topology of VP is
{2,10,1]} U {[0,a) | a > 0}. It is easily seen that a net {z;};cp is forward Cauchy
in V if and only if it is Cauchy in the usual sense, if and only if it is forward Cauchy
in VP so, both V and V°P are Smyth complete.

Case 3. & is isomorphic to the product t-norm. In this case, the open ball
topology of V is {@,[0,1]} U {(a,1] | @ < 1}, the open ball topology of VP is
{2,{0},[0,1]} U{[0,a) | a > 0}. Since the sequence {1/n},>1 is forward Cauchy in
VP but not convergent in its symmetrization, V°P is not Smyth complete. Since
a net {x;}iep is forward Cauchy in V if and ouly if it is eventually constant or
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converges (in the usual sense) to some element other than 0, it follows that V is
Smyth complete.

The following theorem says that Smyth completeness of a real-enriched category
can be characterized purely in terms of its categorical structure, without resort to
its symmetrization and open ball topology.

Theorem 11.4. (Yu and Zhang [84]) For each real-enriched category X, the fol-
lowing are equivalent:

(1) X is Smyth complete.

(2) Every forward Cauchy net {x;}icp of X has a unique bilimit.
(3) X is separated and every ideal of X is representable.

(4) X is Cauchy complete and every ideal of X is a Cauchy weight.

In this case, X is Yoneda complete.

Proof. (1) = (2) By Proposition [[T.2] every forward Cauchy net of a Smyth com-
plete real-enriched category is a Cauchy net, then the conclusion follows from
Lemma [RTT]

(2) = (3) It suffices to show that every ideal ¢ of X is a Cauchy weight and has
a colimit. By Proposition there is a forward Cauchy net {z;};ep of X such
that

¢ =supinf X(—,z;).
ieDJ=1

By assumption, there is some a € X such that for all x € X,

supinf X (x,z;) = X(z,a), supinf X(z;,z) = X(a,x).

i€D J21 i€D J21
Putting © = a one sees that {z;};cp is a Cauchy net of X, then ¢ is a Cauchy
weight by Lemma [0.8 and consequently, a is a colimit of ¢ by the argument of
Proposition

(3) = (4) Obvious.

(4) = (1) Suppose {z;}iep is a forward Cauchy net of X. Since every ideal of
X is a Cauchy weight, by Lemma [0.§ the net {x;};cp is Cauchy, so it has a unique
bilimit by Cauchy completeness of X and the argument of Proposition 8.13] then by
Lemma BTT] it converges uniquely in the open ball topology of the symmetrization
of X. O

Corollary 11.5. A Yoneda complete real-enriched category X is Smyth complete
if and only if y: X — ZX is Yoneda continuous.

Corollary 11.6. For each real-enriched category X, the following are equivalent:

(1) X is Cauchy complete.
(2) The symmetrization of X is Smyth complete.
(3) The symmetrization of X is Cauchy complete.

A separated real-enriched category X is Smyth completable if there is a fully
faithful functor f: X — Y with Y Smyth complete.

Proposition 11.7. (Yu and Zhang [84]) For a separated real-enriched category X,
the following are equivalent:

(1) X is Smyth completable.

(2) FEvery ideal of X is a Cauchy weight.

(3) FEwvery forward Cauchy net of X is a Cauchy net.

(4) FEvery ideal of TX is representable, hence Z(ZX) = TX.
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Proof. The equivalence (2) < (3) follows from Proposition and Lemma

(1) = (2) Suppose f: X — Y is fully faithful with ¥ being Smyth complete.
Let ¢ be an ideal of X. Then ¢ o f* is an ideal, hence a Cauchy weight of Y. Let
1 x—=>Y be a left adjoint of ¢ o f*: Y —e+*. We show that ffoy: x—-> X isa
left adjoint of ¢: X —e+x. First, since ¥ 4 ¢o f*, then ¢po(f*orp) = (¢po f*)orp > 1.
Next,

GHGo S = Yoo <Y
= Yoo < fa (f*o fi=X)
= (f"ov)odp < X. (f*ofi=X)
Therefore, f* o1 is a left adjoint of ¢.

(2) = (4) Since ZX = CX by assumption, it suffices to check that every ideal
of CX is representable. Suppose ¢: CX —e+ % is an ideal of CX. By Lemma [R5]
Ci: X—>CX is an isomorphism in the category of distributors, it follows that
¢ocy: X—o+CX—e>x* is an ideal, hence a Cauchy weight of X. Again by that c,
is an isomorphism, ¢ is a Cauchy weight of CX. Therefore, ¢ is representable since
CX is Cauchy complete.

(4) = (1) Since every ideal of ZX is representable, then ZX is Smyth complete
and consequently, X is Smyth completable. ([l

Corollary 11.8. A separated real-enriched category is Smyth completable if and
only if its Cauchy completion is Smyth complete.

Proof. Sufficiency is clear, for necessity assume that f: X — Y is a fully faithful
functor with Y Smyth complete. Since Y is Cauchy complete, there is a unique
functor f: CX — Y that extends f. It is not hard to check that f is also fully
faithful, hence CX is Smyth completable. By Theorem [IT.7] every ideal of CX is
Cauchy, hence representable by Cauchy completeness of CX, and consequently, CX
is Smyth complete. (I

12. THE PRESHEAF MONAD

In this section we show that the presheaf functor P is a monad in [0, 1]-Cat, the
subfunctors C and Z are its submonads.
For each real-enriched category X, let mx be the functor

colim: PPX — PX

that maps each weight ® of PX to its colimit. Then, m is a natural transformation
P? — P and the triple
P=(P,m,y)
is a monad, where y denotes the natural transformation from the identity functor
to P given by Yoneda embeddings. We call P the presheaf monad in [0, 1]-Cat.
Instead of checking directly that (P, m,y) satisfies the requirements for a monad,
we show that it arises from an adjunction.
Let
[0,1]-Sup
denote the category with separated and cocomplete real-enriched categories as ob-

jects and left adjoints as morphisms.
Theorem [6.20] implies that the assignment

fi X—Y = f3: PX —PY

defines a functor
P:[0,1]-Cat — [0,1]-Sup
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that is left adjoint to the forgetful functor

U: [0,1]-Sup — [0, 1]-Cat.
The monad in [0, 1]-Cat defined by the adjunction P 4 U is precisely the presheaf
monad P = (P, m,y).

The monad P is a typical example of KZ-monads in a locally ordered category.
A category € is locally ordered if the home-set (A, B) is an ordered set for any
objects A and B, and the composition preserves order. A 2-functor between locally
ordered categories is a functor that preserves order on the hom-sets. For 2-categories
and 2-functors we refer to Borceux [10] or Lack [42]. The functor P: [0,1]-Cat —
[0,1]-Cat is clearly a 2-functor.

In a locally ordered category, we say that a morphism f: A — B is left adjoint
to a morphism g: B — Aif gof > 14 and fog < 1p. In this case, we write
f - g. The following proposition, extracted from Kock [39] and Zdberlein [86], is
taken from Hofmann [28].

Proposition 12.1. Let (T, m,e) be a monad in a locally ordered category € with
T a 2-functor. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) Tex < erx for all objects X.
(2) Tex 4mx for all objects X .
(3) mx derx for all objects X.

Proof. (1) = (2) Since mxoTex = lpx, it remains to check that Texomyx < lprz2x.
This is easy since

Tex omx =mpx o T?ex < mpx o Terx = 1r2x.
(2) = (1) Since Tex 4 mx, then
Tex =Texomxoerx <lr2xoerx =erx.
(1) < (3) Similar to (1) < (2). O
A monad in a locally-ordered category is of Kock-Zdberlein type, or a KZ-monad,

if it satisfies one (hence all) of the equivalent conditions in Proposition TZ1l A KZ-
monad is also called a KZ-doctrine in the literature.

Proposition 12.2. Suppose (T, m,e) is a KZ-monad in a locally ordered category.
Then, for any object X and any morphism h: TX — X, the pair (X,h) is a
T'-algebra if and only if hoex = 1x; in which case h 4 ex.

Proof. If (X, h) is a T-algebra, then hoex = 1x by definition of T-algebra. Con-
versely, suppose that hoex = 1x. Then

hoTh<hoThoerxomyx =hoexohomyx =homx.
Since T is a KZ-monad, it follows that Tex o mx < l7x, hence
hoTh>hoThoTexomyx =hoT(hoex)omx =homx.

Therefore, h o Th = homx and consequently, (X, h) is a T-algebra.
It remains to check that h 4 ex for each T-algebra (X, h). Since T is of Kock-
Zoberlein type,

exoh=Thoerx >ThoTex =T(hoex) =1rx.
Therefore h 4 ex, as desired. O

Proposition 12.3. The presheaf monad P = (P, m,y) is a KZ-monad in the locally
ordered category [0, 1]-Cat.
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Proof. By Example [6.5] for each real-enriched category X we have
Pyx 1mx dypx,

the conclusion thus follows. O

Since (P, m,y) is a KZ-monad, for each real-enriched category A, the following
are equivalent:

(1) There is a functor h: PA — A such that (A, ) is a P-algebra.
(2) The Yoneda embedding y4: A — PA has a left inverse.
(3) A is separated and the Yoneda embedding y4 has a left adjoint.

In this case, the P-algebra structure map h: PA — A is a left adjoint of y 4, hence
h maps each weight of A to its colimit. Therefore, a P-algebra is a separated and
cocomplete real-enriched category; a P-homomorphism is a left adjoint between
separated cocomplete real-enriched categories. All told,

P-Alg = [0, 1]-Sup.
From this fact one immediately infers:
Proposition 12.4. The forgetful functor P-Alg — [0, 1]-Cat is monadic.

The forgetful functor P-Alg — Set is also monadic. This can be proved with
the criterion of Beck directly. Here we present a proof via the characterization of
P-algebras as [0, 1]-modules.

Definition 12.5. (Joyal and Tierney [35]) A (left) [0, 1]-module is a pair (X, ®),
where X is a complete lattice and ® is a [0, 1]-action on X. A [0, 1]-module ho-
momorphism f: (X,®) — (Y, ®) is a join-preserving map f: X — Y such that
r® f(z) = f(r®z) for all r € [0,1] and z € X.

With [0, 1]-modules and [0, 1]-module homomorphisms we have a category
[0, 1]-Mod.
Theorem 12.6. (Stubbe [73]) The category [0,1]-Mod is isomorphic to P-Alg.

Proof. If X is a P-algebra, then the [0, 1]-action (Xo,®) is a [0,1]-module. If
f: X — Y is a homomorphism between P-algebras, then f: (Xo,®) — (Yo, ®) is
a [0, 1]-module homomorphism since any left adjoint preserves tensors. Conversely,
if (X,®) is a [0,1]-module, then the real-enriched category (X, ag) is separated,
order-complete, tensored and cotensored, hence a P-algebra. If f: (X,®) — (Y, ®)
is a [0, 1]-module homomorphism, then the map f: (X, ag) — (¥, ag) preserves
tensors and joins (with respect to the underlying order), hence a left adjoint by
Corollary The conclusion thus follows. O

For each set X, consider the action
®: [0,1] x [0,1]F — [0,1]%, (1 A) = r& A

Then ([0,1]%,®) is a [0, 1]-module. The assignment X + ([0,1]%,®) defines a
functor

F: Set — [0,1]-Mod
that is left adjoint to the forgetful functor

G: [0,1]-Mod — Set.
The monad

(T,m,e)
in the category of sets defined by the adjunction F' - G is given as follows:
e for each map f: X — Y, T(f): [0,1]X — [0,1]Y sends each v € [0,1]¥
to f(7);
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e for each set X, the unit ex: X — [0,1]X sends each x € X to 1,;
e for each set X, the multiplication my: [0,1]1" — [0,1]¥ sends each
A:[0,1]%X — [0,1] to Sup,ep,1yx A7) & 7.
This monad is called the [0, 1]-enriched powerset monad in Set [26, [56], it contains
the usual (covariant) powerset monad in Set as a submonad.

Suppose (X, h) is an algebra of (T, m,e). Then X together with the restriction
of h on 2¥ C [0,1]% is an algebra of the usual powerset monad, hence X is a
complete lattice and h maps each subset of X to its join (see e.g. Mac Lane [55]
page 142]). Define ®: [0,1] x X — X by r ® © = h(rz). Then (X, ®) is a [0, 1]-
module. Therefore, an algebra of (exp, m,e) is essentially a [0, 1]-module, hence a
P-algebra. This proves:

Corollary 12.7. (Pedicchio and Tholen [62]) The forgetful functor P-Alg — Set
is monadic.

Every P-algebra A is clearly a quotient of the free algebra PA in P-Alg. The
following result shows that whether every P-algebra is a subalgebra of a free one
depends on the structure of the truth-value set ([0, 1], &, 1).

Proposition 12.8. (Lai and Zhang [46]) The following are equivalent:

(1) The continuous t-norm & 1is isomorphic to the Lukasiewicz t-norm.
(2) Fach P-algebra A is a subalgebra of PX in P-Alg for some real-enriched
category X.

Proof. (1) = (2) Let A be a P-algebra. Since the coYoneda embedding y': A —
PTA is a fully faithful left adjoint, it suffices to show that PTA is isomorphic to
PA. Since & is isomorphic to the Lukasiewicz t-norm, it is readily verified that

PIA—PA, 19 —0

is an isomorphism.

(2) = (1) It suffices to show that (r — 0) — 0 < r for all » € [0,1]. Consider
the P-algebra V°P = ([0, 1],ar). By assumption, there is a real-enriched category
X and a fully faithful left adjoint f: VP — PX. Note that 1 is the least element
of VgP. Since f is a left adjoint, f(1) must be the least element of (PX)o, i.e. the
weight Ox of X with constant value 0. Since f preserves tensor and the tensor of
r with z in V°P is r — z, it follows that for each r € [0,1],

r® f(r)=f(r—r)=f1)=0x,
where ® denotes tensor in PX. Thus, f(r) <r — 0x and consequently,
f(((r=0)=0)=r)=((r—=0 —=0)®f(r)
<((r—=0—=0®&((r—0x)
< Ox,
where the last inequality holds because r — Ox is the constant function with value

r — 0. Since f is injective, one has ((r — 0) — 0) — r =1, hence (r - 0) - 0 < r,
as desired. g

By a class of weights we mean a subfunctor 7 of the presheaf functor P through
which the natural transformation y: id — P factors. Explicitly, a class of weights
is a functor

T:[0,1]-Cat — [0, 1]-Cat
subject to the following conditions:
(i) for each real-enriched category X, 7X is a subset of PX together with
category structure inherited from P.X;
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(ii) for each real-enriched category X, TX contains all representable weights
of X
(iii) for each functor f: X — Y and each ¢ € TX, T(f)(¢) = fa(¢).

Condition (ii) implies that for each real-enriched category X, the Yoneda em-
bedding yx: X — PX factors through 7 X.

Suppose T is a class of weights on [0,1]-Cat and i: T — P is the inclusion
(natural transformation). If the natural transformation mo (ix1i) factors (uniquely)
through i, where i x i is the horizontal composite of i with itself, then we say that
T is closed under multiplication.

T?—T

PP

In this case, we also use the symbol m to denote the unique natural transformation
T2 — T that makes the above square commutative.

If T is closed under multiplication, then (7, m,y) is a submonad of (P, m,y),
with the inclusion transformation i being a monad morphism, see e.g. Manes [57].
In this case, we also say simply that 7 is a submonad of (P, m,y).

Proposition 12.9. Suppose T is a class of weights on [0,1]-Cat. The following
are equivalent:

(1) T is closed under multiplication, hence a submonad (P, m,y).

(2) For each real-enriched category X, TX is closed in PX under formation of
T -colimits; that is, for each ® € TT X, the colimit of the inclusion functor
ix: TX — PX weighted by ® belongs to TX.

(3) For each real-enriched category X and each ® € TT X, it holds that Doy, €
TX, wherey: X — T X is the Yoneda embedding with codomain restricted
to TX.

Proof. This follows directly from that for each ® € TTX,
(ixi)x(P) =Poik
and that
colimgix = colim(P oi%y) = Poiy o (ix). oy, = Poy.. O

Definition 12.10. A class of weights 7 : [0, 1]-Cat — [0, 1]-Cat is saturated if it
satisfies one, hence all, of the equivalent conditions in Proposition [12.9

In other words, a saturated class of weights on [0,1]-Cat is a submonad of
the presheaf monad P = (P, m,y). For a saturated class of weights T, we write
T = (7, m,y) for the corresponding monad, which is a submonad of the preheaf
monad. The monad T is of Kock-Zoberlein type since so is P. Therefore, for the
Eilenberg-Moore category T-Alg:

(i) an object is a separated real-enriched category A such that every ¢ € TA
has a colimit;
(ii) a morphism is a functor that preserves T-colimits.

Proposition 12.11. Suppose T is a saturated class of weights on [0,1]-Cat. Then,
every retract of a T-algebra in [0, 1]-Cat is a T-algebra, where T denotes the monad

(T, m,y).
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Proof. Suppose that B is a T-algebra; s: A — B and r: B — A are functors
with 7o s = 14. We wish to show that A is a T-algebra. Let yq: A — TA
be the Yoneda embedding with codomain restricted to 7 A; and let colim4 be the
composite

TA-T 7 g "4
Then
colimy oys =rocolimgo7Tsoys =rocolimpoygos=ros=14g4,
hence colimy4 is a left inverse of y4 and consequently, A is a T-algebra. (I

For each real-enriched category X, since 7 X is closed in PX with respect to
T-colimits, it follows that 7 X is a T-algebra and the the assignment

i X—Y — f3:TX—TY

defines a functor
T:1[0,1]-Cat — T-Alg.

Proposition 12.12. Suppose T is a saturated class of weights on [0,1]-Cat. Then,
the functor

T:[0,1]-Cat — T-Alg
is left adjoint to the forgetful functor
U: T-Alg — [0, 1]-Cat.
Hence for each real-enriched category X, T X is the free T -cocompletion of X .
Proof. Let f: X — Y be a functor with Y a T-algebra. It is readily verified that
f:TX —Y, ¢+ colimyf

is the unique T-homomorphism that makes the diagram
X —"=TX
f
Y

commutative, the conclusion thus follows. ([l

The monad defined by the adjunction 7 4 U is precisely T = (7, m,y). Further-
more, the forgetful functor U: T-Alg — [0, 1]-Cat is monadic.

Example 12.13. (i) By Theorem[R6the class of Cauchy weights is saturated.
The resulting submonad C = (C, m,y) of P = (P, m,y) is called the Cauchy
weight monad in [0, 1]-Cat. A C-algebra is a Cauchy complete real-enriched
category; a C-homomorphism is just a functor between Cauchy complete
real-enriched categories (colimits of Cauchy weights are preserved by all
functors).

(ii) By Theorem [0I7] ideals of real-enriched categories constitute a saturated
class of weights. The monad I = (Z,m,y) is called the ideal monad in
[0,1]-Cat. An algebra of I is a Yoneda complete real-enriched category; an
I-homomorphism is a Yoneda continuous functor between Yoneda complete
real-enriched categories. Corollary[@.12]shows that restricting domains and
codomains of the functors w and (-)p gives us an adjunction between the
category of dcpos and that of I-algebras.
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(iii) By Theorem the class of flat weights is saturated. The resulting sub-
monad F = (F,m,y) is called the flat weight monad in [0,1]-Cat. An
F-algebra is a flat complete real-enriched category; an F-homomorphism
is a functor between flat complete real-enriched categories that preserves
colimits of flat weights. Likewise, by Theorem [I0.7] the class of flat weights
is saturated. The resulting submonad F. = (F., m,y) is called the conically
flat weight monad in [0, 1]-Cat.

(iv) For each real-enriched category X, let BX = {r&y(x) |z € X,r € [0,1]}.
Then B is a saturated class of weights on [0, 1]-Cat. To see this, it suf-
fices to observe that for all x € X and all r,s € [0,1], the colimit of
the inclusion functor BX — PX weighted by s& BX(—,r&y(z)) is the
weight (s& r) & y(z) of X. Write B = (B, m,y) for the resulting monad. A
B-algebra is precisely a separated and tensored real-enriched category; a B-
homomorphism is a functor between separated and tensored real-enriched
categories that preserves tensors.

(v) (Stubbe [75]) The class of conical weights is saturated, algebras for the
resulting monad are the separated and conically cocomplete real-enriched
categories.

Theorem 12.14 (Morita equivalence). (Kelly [36]) For all real-enriched categories
X and Y, the following are equivalent:
(1) X is isomorphic to'Y in [0,1]-Dist.
(2) CX is isomorphic to CY in [0,1]-Cat, hence in C-Alg.
(3) PX is isomorphic to PY in P-Alg.
We make some preparations first. Suppose ¢: X—e+Y is a distributor. Since
the functor
¢3: PY — PX, £—Eo0¢
is left adjoint to
ov: PX — PY, A=A/ 0o,

it follows that the assignment
¢o: X—->Y — ¢3: PY — PX
defines a functor
PB: ([0, 1]-Dist)°? — P-Alg.
Lemma 12.15. The functor B: ([0, 1]-Dist)°? — P-Alg is full and faithful.
Proof. Since for each distributor ¢: X—+Y, each x € X and each y € Y,

$3(yy () (z) = yy (y) 0 d(z) = ¢(x,y),
it follows that P is faithful.
To see that P is full, assume that f: PY — PX is a left adjoint. Define a
distributor ¢: X —+Y by ¢ =y} o f* o (yx)«; that is,
oz, y) = flyy () (2).
Then, for all y € Y,

Palyy (¥)) = yy () o & = flyr (v))-
Since the Yoneda embedding yy : Y — PY is colimit-dense and both ¢3 and f
preserve colimits, it follows that f = ¢3. ([
Proof of Theorem[IZ.1]] Firsr, we show that (1) is equivalent to (2). If ¢: X -+ Y
is an isomorphism in [0, 1]-Dist, then

—0¢:CY —CX
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is an isomorphism in [0, 1]-Cat. Conversely, if f: CX — CY is an isomorphism in
[0, 1]-Cat, then the composite

X (yx )« X f cy Yy

is an isomorphism in [0, 1]-Dist, where yx is the Yoneda embedding for X with
codomain resricted to CX; likewise for yy.
Next, we show that (1) is equivalent to (3). If ¢: X—e>Y is an isomorphism in
[0, 1]-Dist, then
¢3: PY — PX

is an isomorphism in P-Alg.

Conversely, assume that f: PX — PY is an isomorphism in P-Alg. Since
the functor P is full, there exist distributors ¢: Y —e+ X and 1: X —> Y such that
f = ¢3 and f~! = 15. Since the functor 9 is faithful, it follows that o ¢ =Y
and ¢ otp = X. Therefore X and Y are isomorphic in [0, 1]-Dist. O

The Morita equivalence can be strengthened to the following;:

Theorem 12.16. (Kelly and Schmitt [37]) Suppose T is a saturated class of weights
that contains all Cauchy weights. Then, for all real-enriched categories X and Y,
the following are equivalent:

(1) X is isomorphic toY in [0,1]-Dist.

(2) TX isisomorphic to TY in T-Alg.

Proof. (1) = (2) Consider the isomorphism
’L/Jg:PX—)PK f)—)fow

in the proof of Theorem [2.141 If we can prove that ot € TY for all £ € TX,
then restricting the domain and the codomain of 3 would yield an isomorphism
TX —TY.

For each z € X, let f(z) be the weight ¥)(—,z) of Y. Since v is an isomorphism
in [0,1]-Dist, f(z) is a Cauchy weight. Hence we obtain a functor f: X — TY.
Since T is saturated, the colimit of the composite functoriyof: X — 7Y — PY
weighted by £ belongs to 7Y, then

ot = sup &(z) &Y(—,x) = sup £(z) & f(x) = colime (iy o f) € TY,
reX reX

as desired.

(2) = (1) We say that a distributor ¢: X —e>Y is of type T if ¢(—,y) € TX for
ally € Y. In particular, a weight £: X —e+ xis of type T if and only if £ € T X. Since
T contains Cauchy weights, every isomorphism in [0, 1]-Dist is of type 7. Since
T is saturated, T-distributors of type T are closed under composition. Therefore,
they form a subcategory of [0, 1]-Dist, denoted by T-Dist. A slight improvement
of the argument in Lemma shows that the correspondence

¢: XY = —0¢:TY —TX
defines a full and faithful functor
(T-Dist)? — T-Alg,

which implies that if 7X is isomorphic to 7Y in T-Alg, then X isomorphic to Y
in [0, 1]-Dist. O

The characterization of Cauchy completion in Proposition B8 can be strength-
ened as follows. Suppose 7T is a saturated class of weights that contains all Cauchy
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weights. For each real-enriched category X, let tx: X — T X be the Yoneda em-
bedding with codomain restricted to 7 X. Then, by commutativity of the diagram

Ttx
TX —XTTX
trx

ix (ixi) x

Pyx
PX { PPX
YPX
one sees that the Cauchy completion of X is the equalizer in [0, 1)-Cat of Ttx and
trx.

13. CATEGORIES OF T-ALGEBRAS

In this section, unless otherwise specified, 7 always denotes a saturated class of
weights, T = (7, m,y) denotes the corresponding submonad of the presheaf monad
in [0,1]-Cat. This section concerns function spaces in the category T-Alg of T-
algebras.

For any real-enriched categories X and Y, let [X, Y] denote the set of all functors
from X to Y. For f,g € [X,Y], let

[X,Y](f.9) = inf Y(/(2), 9(2))

Then [X,Y] becomes a real-enriched category, called the functor category.
For any functors f: Xo — X7 and ¢g: Y7 — Y5, the assignment h — go ho f
defines a functor [X1,Y7] — [X2, Y2]. In this way we obtain a bifunctor

[—,—]: ([0,1)-Cat)°? x [0, 1]-Cat — [0, 1]-Cat.
For any real-enriched categories X and Y, it is readily verified
ar X xY— X xY, of(z1,y1), (22,92) = X(21,22) &Y (y1, 92)

is a real-enriched category structure on the product set X x Y. The resulting
category (X x Y, a) is called the tensor product of X and Y and is denoted by
X ® Y The assignment (X,Y) — X ® Y defines a bifunctor

®: [0,1]-Cat x [0, 1]-Cat — [0, 1]-Cat.

It is not hard to check that the tensor product is symmetric and has the terminal
real-enriched category x as unit, and that for each real-enriched category X, the
functor

—®X:[0,1]-Cat — [0, 1]-Cat
is left adjoint to
[X,—]: [0,1]-Cat — [0, 1]-Cat.
Therefore, the triple ([0, 1]-Cat, ®, %) is a symmetric monoidal closed category.
Suppose X,Y are real-enriched categories, ¢ € PX and ¢ € PY. The function

p@YP: X xY —[0,1], (7,y) = ¢(z) &Y(y)

is a weight of X ® Y. By continuity of the t-norm & one verifies that the assignment
(¢,0) — ¢ @1 defines a functor PX @ PY — P(X ®Y'). So, the presheaf functor
P is a lax functor on the symmetric monoidal closed category ([0, 1]-Cat, ®, *).

2The symbol ® is used to denote both the tensor in a real-enriched category (i.e. r ® z) and
the tensor product of real-enriched categories. Fortunately, it is easy to detect from the context
which one is meant.
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Theorem 13.1. (Lai and Zhang [45]) Assigning to each pair (X,Y) of T-algebras
the subcategory hom(X,Y) of [X,Y] composed of T-homomorphisms gives rise to a
bifunctor
hom: (T-Alg)°P? x T-Alg — T-Alg.

Lemma 13.2. Suppose X,Y are real-enriched categories and Y is T -cocomplete.

(i) [X,Y] is T-cocomplete and T -colimits in [X,Y] are computed pointwise;

that means, for each ® € T[X,Y], the map
h: X —Y, h(z) = colimg[z]

is a colimit of ®, where [z] is the projection [ X, Y] —Y, f— f(x).
(ii) The subcategory hom(X,Y) of [X,Y] consisting of functors that preserve
T -colimits is closed under T -colimits, hence T -cocomplete.

Proof. (i) We prove the conclusion in two steps.
Step 1. h is a functor. Let z1,22 € X. For each y € Y, since

Do) (y)= sup O(f)&[n]*(y,f) = sup O(f)&Y(y, f(z1)),
fEX,Y] fEX,Y]

it follows that
P o [z1]*(y) = ® o [22]*(y)
> inf (®(f) &Y (y, f(z1)) = () &Y (y, f(z2)))

T felxy]

> it (V. f@0) = Y (5. (w2)

> X (x1,22).
Therefore,
Y (h(z1), h(z2)) = Y (colimg[21], colime [x2])
= PY(®o [a1]", P o [22])
= ylg}f,(‘b o [z1]"(y) = @ o [22]"(y))
> X (21,22),

so h is a functor.
Step 2. h is a colimit of ®. For each g € [X,Y],

[X,Y](h,g) = inf Y(h(z),g(z))
= inf Y (colime[z], g(x))

inf PY(® o [z]*,Y(—,g()))

rzeX
= inf PIXY)(®,Y(~ g(x)) o [a].) (—ofz]" 4 —ofx]s)
= inf fei[r;(fy](¢(f) = Y(f(2),9(x)))
— fei[l)l(f,y]@(f) = [X,Y](f,9))

= [Xv Y](fag) el
so h is a colimit of ®.
(ii) We prove that for each ® € T hom(X,Y), the functor

h: X —Y, h(z)= colimg[z]
preserves T -colimits, where [z] denotes the projection

hom(X,Y) —Y, f+— f(x).
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Let ¢ € TX and a be a colimit of ¢. We check by calculation that h(a) is a
colimit of h3(¢). On the one hand,

Y(h(a),y) = Y (colimg[a], y)

=PY(®ola]",Y(—,y))

= P(hom(X,Y))(®,Y (=, y) o [a]x)
*fehom(xy)@(f) Y (f(a).1)

_ fehom(X Y)((I)(f) — Y(colimy f, y))

— () 5 PY (60 1Y (—0)
= (@) 5 PX(6.Y (- )

= inf inf (®(f) = (¢(z) = Y(f(2),y)))

f€hom(X Y)zeX

= et inf (2() &éle) = Y (f(2),)).

On the other hand,
PY (h3(9),Y (=, y)) = PX (¢, A~ (Y (. )))
inf (6(x) = ¥ ((z), )
= inf (9(z) > PY(® o [a]", Y (~.9)))
= inf (¢(z) = P(hom(X,Y))(®,Y (=, y) o [].))

reX

= inf inf (O(f)&o(z) = Y(f(2),y))

z€X fehom(X,Y)

Therefore Y (h(a),y) = PY (ha(¢), Y (—,y)), so, h(a) is a colimit of h3(¢). O

Proof of Theorem 131l By lemma [I3:2](ii), it suffices to show that
(i) for any T-algebras X,Y,Z and any T-homomorphism f:Y — Z, the
functor
hom(X, f): hom(X,Y) — hom(X,Z), h+ foh
preserves 7 -colimits;
(ii) for any T-algebras X,Y,Z and any T-homomorphism g: X — Y, the
functor
hom(g, Z): hom(Y,Z) — hom(X,Z), h+ hog
preserves T -colimits.

For (i), assume that ® € 7 hom(X,Y"). For each z € X and each h € hom(X,Y),
since

[z] o hom(X, f)(h) = f o h(x) = f o [z](h)
and
hom(X, f)(colim ®)(x) = f o colim ®(z)
f(colimg[x]) (definition of colim )

= colimg (f o [z]), (f preserves T-colimits)

it follows that
(colimg hom(X, f))(z) = colimg ([z] o hom(X, f))
= colimg (f o [z])
= hom(X, f)(colim ®)(z),
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hence colimg hom(X, f) = hom(X, f)(colim @), as desired.
The assertion (ii) can be verified in a similar way. O

Theorem 3] leads to an interesting question in the theory of real-enriched
categories:

Question 13.3. Does there exist a bifunctor
O: T-Alg x T-Alg — T-Alg
and a bijection
hom(Z0OX,Y) = hom(Z, hom(X,Y))
natural in all variables X,Y and Z7
If the answer is positive and O has a unit, say I, then the triple (T-Alg, O, I) is

a monoidal closed category. A general problem is to find subcategories o7 of T-Alg
that satisfy the following conditions:

(i) Restricting the domain of the bifunctor
hom: (T-Alg)°? x T-Alg — T-Alg
yields a bifunctor
hom: &/°P x & — 7.

That means, for any objects X,Y,Z and any morphisms f:Y — Z,
g: X — Y of &7,
e the real-enriched category hom(X,Y") composed of .&Z-morphisms be-
longs to «7;
e both

hom(X, f): hom(X,Y) — hom(X,Z), h+— foh
and
hom(g, Z): hom(Y,Z) — hom(X,Z), h+ hog

are morphisms of 7.
(ii) There exists a bifunctor

O XA —
and a bijection
hom(Z0OX,Y) = hom(Z, hom(X,Y))
natural in all variables X,Y and Z.

By a result in category theory, see e.g. Mac Lane [55] page 102, Theorem 3|, in
the presence of (i), condition (ii) is equivalent to that for each object X of &7, the
functor

hom(X, —): & — &
has a left adjoint.

For the class of Cauchy weights, the class of ideals, and the largest class of
weights, the answer to Question [[3.3]is positive, as we see below.

Proposition 13.4. The triple (C-Alg, ®,*) is a symmetric monoidal closed cate-
gory.

Proof. Since C-Alg is a full subcategory of the closed category ([0, 1]-Cat, ®, ) and
the terminal real-enriched category x is Cauchy complete, we only need to check
that for all Cauchy complete real-enriched categories X and Y, both the tensor
product X ® Y and the functor category [X,Y] are Cauchy complete. Cauchy
completeness of [X,Y] follows from Theorem I3l In the following we use the
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characterizations in Proposition to verify that X ® Y is Cauchy complete.
Suppose {(Zn, Yn) }nen is a Cauchy sequence of X @Y. It is clear that {x, }nen is a
Cauchy sequence of X and {y, }nen is a Cauchy sequence of Y. Suppose {zp, }nen
converges to a and {y, }nen converges to b. It is readily verified that {(z,, ¥n) }nen
converges to (a,b), so X ® Y is Cauchy complete. O

Theorem 13.5. (Lai and Zhang [47]) The triple (I-Alg, ®,%) is a symmetric
monoidal closed category.

Proof. Since ([0, 1]-Cat, ®, ) is a monoidal closed category and  is Yoneda com-
plete, it suffices to show that for all Yoneda complete real-enriched categories
X,Y, Z, it holds that
(i) X ® Y is Yoneda complete;
(ii) the subset hom(X,Y") of [X,Y] consisting of Yoneda continuous maps is
Yoneda complete;
(iii) f: X ®Y — Z is Yoneda continuous if and only if f: X XY — Z is
Yoneda continuous separately.

Assertion (ii) is contained in Theorem[I3.Il Assertions (i) and (iii) are contained,
respectively, in Lemma [[3.6 and Lemma [[3.7 below. O

The following fact will be used in Lemma and Lemma [[3771 Suppose X,Y
are real-enriched categories and {(z;, y;) }iep is a net of X @ Y. Then {(x;,v:)}ien
is a forward Cauchy net of X ® Y if and only if {z;};cp is a forward Cauchy net
of X and {y;}iep is a forward Cauchy net of Y, in which case,

sup 1nf X(zj,xl)&Y(yk,yl) =1,
ieD 1<),k
where “i < j,k <" means“i < j<land i < k<[’

Lemma 13.6. If both of the real-enriched categories X andY are Yoneda complete,
then so is the tensor product X @ Y.

Proof. We prove that for any real-enriched categories X and Y and any forward
Cauchy net {(x;,y:)}iep of X ® Y, if a is a Yoneda limit of {z;}icp and b is a
Yoneda limit of {y;};cp, then (a,b) is a Yoneda limit of {(x;,y;)}icp. For this we
check that for all z € X and y € Y,
X @Y((a,b), (z,y)) = supinf X (z;, ) &Y (y;,y).
ieDJ>i
On the one hand,

X ®@Y((a,b),(z,y)) = X(a,z) &Y (b,y)
= (supinf X(wy.2)) & (supinf Y (5;.9))

ieDJ2t ieD J2t
= sup Ki_nf_X(acj,x)) & (me(acJ, ))}
ieD L\j=>i Jj>i
< sup inf X(xj’ 'T) & Y(yja y)
i€D J2t

On the other hand, since both {x;};ep and {y;}iep are forward Cauchy, then
supinf X (z;,2) &Y (y;,y)

ieDJ=t

:(supme(x], )&Y(yj,y))&(sup inf X(x],xl)&Y(yk,yl))
ieD J=>t ieD 1<7,k<l

<sup inf X(x,2)&Y(y,y)& X (), 1) &Y (Y, vi1)
ieD 1<7,k<l

< sup inf 1nf X(x], ) &Y (yr,y)
’LGDJ>Z
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= sup [(mf X(zj,z )) & (llcgf;y(ykvy))}

ieD L\j>i
= (sup inf X (z,, )) & (sup inf Y(yk,y ))
ieDJ2t ieDk
= X(a,z) &Y (b,y)
=X ®Y((a,b),(z,y)). O

Lemma 13.7. Suppose X,Y, Z are Yoneda complete real-enriched categories. Then,
a functor f: X Y — Z is Yoneda continuous if and only if f: X XY — Z is
Yoneda continuous separately.

Proof. For necessity we check that f is Yoneda continuous in the first variable
for example. Let b € Y and let {z;};cp be a forward Cauchy net of X with a
Yoneda limit a. We show that f(a,b) is a Yoneda limit of {f(x;,b)};cp. Because
f: X®Y — Z is Yoneda continuous, it suffices to check that (a,b) is a Yoneda
limit of the forward Cauchy net {(z;,b)}iep of X ® Y. This follows from that for
alze X andy €Y,

X @Y ((a,b), (z,y)) = X(a,2) &Y (b,y)

= (sup inf X (z;, z)) &Y (b,y)
i€eDJ=i

= sup inf (X (z;,2) &Y (b, y))
ieDJj=t
= sup lnf X® Y((:ij b)a (ZL', y))
ieDJ2i
For sufficiency suppose {(x;,4:)}icp is a forward Cauchy net of X ® Y and
(a,b) is a Yoneda limit of {(x;,y;)}iep. We show that f(a,b) is a Yoneda limit of
{f(zi,yi) }iep- Since Z is Yoneda complete, {f(z;,y;)}iep has a Yoneda limit, say
c. We wish to show that ¢ is isomorphic to f(a,b).
Since
Z(c, f(a, b)) = Sélg}anZ(f(wj,yj), f(a,b))

> supinf X ® Y((z;,y;), (a, b))
lEDJ>7‘

=X ®Y((a,b),(a,b))

=1,
it follows that ¢ C f(a,b). It remains to check that f(a,b) C ¢. On the one hand,
since {z;}iep is a forward Cauchy net of X and {y;}:cp is a forward Cauchy net

of Y, by Yoneda completeness of X,Y and Lemma [13.6] one sees that a is a Yoneda
limit of {x;}iep, b is a Yoneda limit of {y;}iep, then

Z(f(a’ab)vc) = Supinf_ Z(f(xjvb)ac)

= supinf sup inf Z(f(z;,yx),c)
i€DJIZiheD kzh

> supmf inf Z(f(zj,yk),c).
ieDJj2ik>i

On the other hand, since {(z;,v;)}icp is a forward Cauchy net of X ® Y and ¢ is
a Yoneda limit of the net {f(x;,y;)}iep, then

1=2Z(c,c)

= sup inf_ Z(f(l'la yl)a C)
ieD1>i

= (félgmfZ(f(wz,yz),C)) & (ZSSBKTEGX QY ((z5,yx), (:Ez,yz)))
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< (Supinf_Z(f(:cl,yl),c)) & (sup inf Z(f(xjayk)vf(xlayl)))

i€D 121 ieD i<4,k<1
<sup inf Z(f(zi,y1),c) & Z(f(z;,yx), [ (21, 91))
ieD 1<5,k<l
< sapia it 21200
Therefore, Z(f(a,b),c) =1 and consequently, f(a,b) C c. O

Proposition [3.4] and Theorem show that the category C-Alg of C-algebras
and the the category [-Alg of I-algebras are closed in the monoidal closed cate-
gory ([0, 1]-Cat, ®,*) with respect to various operations, so they are themselves
monoidal closed categories. But, the situation for the largest class of weights, i.e.
the class P of all weights, is quite different, as we see below.

Example 13.8. Let & be the product t-norm on [0,1]. Then the tensor product
V ® V of the complete real enriched category V = ([0, 1], ) with itself is not
tensored. Otherwise, there is some (a,b) € [0,1] x [0, 1], the tensor of 1/2 with
(1/2,1/2), such that

VoV((a,b),(x,y) =1/2 = V(1/2,2) &V(1/2,y)

for all (x,y) € [0,1] x [0,1]. Putting « = 1/4 and y = 1/2 gives that a < 1/4;
putting z = 1/2 and y = 1/4 gives that b < 1/4. Then

V@ V((a,b), (1/4,1/4)) = (a — 1/4) &(b — 1/4) =1,

but
1/2 = V(1/2,1/4) &V(1/2,1/4) = 1/2,

a contradiction.

Theorem 13.9. (Joyal and Tierney [35] page 9]) For each P-algebra X, the functor
hom(X, —): P-Alg — P-Alg has a left adjoint.

Lemma 13.10. For all P-algebras X andY, the real-enriched categories hom(X,Y)

and hom(Y°P, X°P) are isomorphic.

Proof. For each f € hom(X,Y), let G(f): Y°P — X°P be the opposite of the right
adjoint of f. We claim that G: hom(X,Y) — hom(Y°P, X°P) is an isomorphism.
For this we check that G preserves tensors and joins (w.r.t. the underlying order).

We check that G preserves tensors for example. Let f € hom(X,Y) and r € [0, 1].
It is readily verified that if g: Y — X is a right adjoint of f, the correspondence
y — r —o g(y) defines a right adjoint of r ® f, which shows that G preserves
tensors. O

Proof of Theorem[I3.9. First of all, we note that
hom(Z, hom(X,Y)) = hom(X, hom(Z,Y))

for all P-algebras X,Y and Z.
For each P-algebra Y, let

YDOX = hom(Y, X°P)°P.
For each morphism f: Y — Z in P-Alg, let
fOdx: YOX — Z0OX
be the opposite of the right adjoint of
hom(f, X°P): hom(Z, X°?) — hom(Y, X°P).
The correspondence f +— fOidx gives rise to a functor
—0X: P-Alg — P-Alg.
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We claim that this functor is left adjoint to
hom(X, —): P-Alg — P-Alg.
To see this, we show that for any Y, Z of P-Alg, there is a bijection
hom(Z0OX,Y) = hom(Z, hom(X,Y))
natural in both Y and Z. The correspondence f — f displayed below exhibits one
such:
f:Z0X —Y
f: hom(Z, X°P)°P — Y definition of ZOX
g: Y — hom(Z, X°P)°P the right adjoint of f
g°P: Y°P — hom(Z, X°P) the opposite of g
h: Z — hom(Y°P X°P) switch Y°P and Z
f:Z — hom(X,Y) hom(Y°P, X°P) = hom(X,Y) O
The bifunctor O is symmetric, associative, and has V = ([0, 1], «z) as unit. All
told,
Proposition 13.11. The triple (P-Alg,0,V) is a symmetric monoidal closed cat-
egory.

Let F be the monad (F,m,y) in [0,1]-Cat. As a special case of Question
we ask the following:

Question 13.12. Is the category F-Alg of F-algebras monoidal closed?

14. CONTINUOUS T-ALGEBRAS

As in the previous section, unless otherwise specified, in this subsection 7 always
denotes a saturated class of weights on [0, 1]-Cat, and T denotes the corresponding
submonad of the presheaf monad in [0, 1]-Cat.

Definition 14.1. Suppose A is a T-algebra. We say that A is continuous if the
left adjoint colim: TA — A of y: A — T A has a left adjoint. In other words, A
is continuous if there exists a string of adjunctions

¢ dcolim-Hy: A — TA.

Suppose A is a continuous T-algebra. We claim that colim { x = x for each
x € A. On the one hand, since

A(z,colim{z) =T (lx,{x) =1,
then x C colim | z, where C is the underlying order of A. On the other hand, since
A(colim | z,2) = TA({ z,y(z)) = A(z, colimy(x)) = A(z,z) = 1,
then colim | x C x. Therefore, colim { x = x since A is separated.

Example 14.2. Consider the saturated class C of Cauchy weights and the monad
C = (C,m,y). Then every C-algebra A is continuous, because every Cauchy weight
of A is representable, so y: A — CA is an isomorphism.

Proposition 14.3. For every real-enriched category A, the T-algebra TA is a
continuous.

Proof. Since T = (T, m,y) is a KZ-monad, for every real-enriched category A, there
is a string of adjunctions

TyA = ma - YTA: TA — TTA,
which shows that 7T A is continuous. O
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For a T-algebra A, the distributor
t == colim® \ y.: A—+ A
is called the T -below distributor on A.

Vi
A—e—TA
colim™

A
Explicitly, for all z,y € A,

(y.2) = inf (A(w,colim) — 6(y)).

Putting ¢ = y(x) gives that t(y,z) < A(y, x).
Suppose X,Y are real-enriched categories. For each functor f: Y — PX, the
distributor

X-o3Y, (z,y)~ f(y)(z)

is called the transpose of f. In particular, the transpose of the Yoneda embedding
y: X — PX is the identity distributor X —e+ X. Conversely, for each distributor
¢: X—o>Y, the assignment y — ¢(—,y) defines a functor Y — PX, called the
transpose of ¢. Taking transpose defines a natural bijection between functors ¥ —
PX and distributors X -+ Y.

Proposition 14.4. Suppose A is a T-algebra. Then A is continuous if and only if
for all x € A, the weight t(—, ) belongs to TA and has x as colimit. In this case,
the left adjoint |: A — T A and the T -below distributor t: A—e~> A are transpose
of each other.

Proof. We prove the necessity first. Given a continuous T-algebra A, we show that
for each x € A, t(—,x) = |, so t(—, z) belongs to T A and has z as colimit. On
the one hand, since colim | x = z, then

t(—,z) < A(z,colim{z) = Lz = |z
On the other hand, since for all ¢ € T A we have
A, colim¢) & Lo = TA(La, ) & L < 6,

it follows that | © < A(z, colim ¢) — ¢ for all ¢ € T A, hence | z < t(—,x).

As for the sufficiency, we show that the assignment x +— | z := t(—, x) defines a
left adjoint of colim: TA — A. Let x € A and ¢ € T A. By definition of t(—, ),
we have |z < A(x,colim¢) — ¢, so A(z,colim¢) < TA({ z,$). Since colim is a
functor and colim | z = x, then T A({ z, ¢) < A(colim | z, colim ¢) = A(x, colim ¢).
Therefore, | is a left adjoint of colim and A is continuous. O

Proposition 14.5. Suppose A is a continuous T-algebra. Then the T -below dis-
tributor t: A—e> A interpolates in the sense that tot =t.

Proof. Before proving the conclusion, we would like to note that the conclusion (or
for some specific class of weights) has been proved in several places, e.g. Hofmann
and Waskiewicz [32] [33], Stubbe [74], and Waskiewicz [7§].

Since t is the transpose of the left adjoint {: A — T A, it suffices to show that
for all x € A,

tx=suplz(z)&z.
z€A
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Since A is a continuous T-algebra, colim { x = z forallz € A. Since |: A — T A
is a left adjoint, it preserves colimits, so | x is the colimit of the functor |: A — T A
weighted by | x, i.e.
L :colimimy
Since T A is closed under T-colimits in P A, then colimi L= colimi z(i o), where
i: TX — PX is the inclusion functor. Thus, by Corollary [[.TT]

i,r:colimi (iod)=supla(z) &z O
* z€EA
Proposition 14.6. FEvery retract of a continuous T-algebra in T-Alg is a contin-

uwous T-algebra. Furthermore, a T-algebra A is continuous if and only if it is a
retract of T A in T-Alg.

Proof. Suppose B is a continuous T-algebra; s: A — B and r: B — A are
T-homomorphisms with 7 o s = 14. We show that

g =Trolgos:A—B—TB—TA

is left adjoint to colima: TA — A, so A is a continuous T-algebra.
On the one hand,

colimg o |, =colimyoTrolyos

=rocolimpoigos (r is a T-homomorphism)
=ros (colimp o | 5 = idp)
=14.

On the other hand,

{ ocolimy =Trolgzosocolimy

=TrolgocolimpoTs (s is a T-homomorphism)
<TroTs ({5 " colimp)
=174a.

Thus, |, is left adjoint to colimy, as desired.
The second conclusion follows from that colim4 o | , = id4 for every continuous
T-algebra A. O

Corollary 14.7. Suppose A, B are separated real-enriched categories, g: A — B
is a right adjoint that preserves T -colimits.

(i) If g is surjective and A is a continuous T-algebra, then so is B.
(ii) If g is injective and B is continuous T-algebra, then so is A.

Proof. (i) Let f: B — A be the left adjoint of g. Then go f = 1p, so B is a
T-algebra by Proposition I2.11] hence a retract of A in T-Alg, and consequently,
a continuous T-algebra by the above proposition.

(ii) Let f: B — A be the left adjoint of g. Then fog =14, so A is a retract
of B in T-Alg, hence a continuous T-algebra. O

Definition 14.8. A continuous P-algebra is called a real-enriched completely dis-
tributive lattice.

Continuous P-algebras are said to be totally continuous in Stubbe [T4], they are a
special case of completely (totally) distributive categories in the sense of Marmolejo,
Rosebrugh and Wood [568]. As a special case of Proposition 43}, we obtain that
the real-enriched category PX is completely distributive for every real-enriched
category X. In particular, V = ([0, 1], ) is completely distributive.



86 DEXUE ZHANG

Proposition 14.9. A P-algebra is a real-enriched completely distributive lattice if
and only if it is a retract of some power of V = ([0,1],ar) in P-Alg.

Proof. For each set X, the power VX in P-Alg is isomorphic to PX when X is
viewed as a discrete real-enriched category. Then sufficiency follows from Propo-
sitions and Necessity follows from that each real-enriched completely
distributive lattice A is a retract of PA and that PA is a retract of P|A|, where
|A| is the discrete real-enriched category with the same objects as those of A. [

Proposition 2.29] says that for complete lattices, the notion of complete distribu-
tivity is self-dual. But, this is in general not true in the enriched context.
Theorem 14.10. (Lai and Shen [44]) The following are equivalent:

(1) The continuous t-norm & 1is isomorphic to the Lukasiewicz t-norm.
(2) If X is a real-enriched completely distributive lattice, then so is X°P.
(3) The real-enriched category VP is completely distributive.

Proof. (1) = (2) First, since & is isomorphic to the Lukasiewicz t-norm, it is readily
verified that for each real-enriched category X, the map

—: (PX)? — P(XP), ¢—¢d—0
is an isomorphism of real-enriched categories. Next, let X be a real-enriched com-
pletely distributive lattice. Then the Yoneda embedding y: X — PX is a right
adjoint and its left adjoint colim: PX — X is also a right adjoint. The left
adjoints
colimo—: P(XP) — (PX)? — X°P
and
—oy: XP — (PX)P — P(X°P)
exhibit X°P as a retract of P(X°P) in P-Alg, so, by Proposition [[43 and Proposi-
tion [[4.6] X°P is completely distributive.
(2) = (3) Trivial, since V = ([0, 1], z,) is completely distributive.
(3) = (1) Since V°P is completely distributive, the functor
colimyep : P(VP) — VP
is a right adjoint. Since P(V°P) = (PTV)°P it follows that
limy: PV — V
is a left adjoint. So the functor limy : PtV — V preserves tensors. Since the tensor
of 7 with (the constant coweight) Oy in PTV is given by
(r—0y)(z)=r—20
for all z € [0,1], then for all » € [0, 1],
r=r & limvov (limvov == 1)
= limy (r — Ov)

= inf —0) —
IEH[})’”((T ) = )

=(r—0)—0
which shows that & is isomorphic to the Lukasiewicz t-norm. [l

Since every P-algebra is a T-algebra, it is natural to ask whether every real-
enriched completely distributive lattice is a continuous T-algebra. The answer
depends on whether the copresheaf monad PT distributes over the monad T (to
be explained below). First of all, we have the following:
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Proposition 14.11. Every real-enriched completely distributive lattice is a contin-
uous T-algebra if and only if for every real-enriched category X, PX is a continuous
T-algebra.

Proof. Necessity is trivial. For sufficiency assume that A is a real-enriched com-
pletely distributive lattice. By Proposition [I4.6] we know that A is a retract of PA
in P-Alg, hence a retract of PA in T-Alg. Since PA is a continuous T-algebra by
assumption, then so is A again by Proposition [14.6l O

Theorem 14.12. (Lai and Zhang [48]) The following are equivalent:

(1) FEwvery real-enriched completely distributive lattice is a continuous T-algebra.
(2) The copresheaf monad P distributes over T.

Before proving this theorem, we make some preparations first.
For each real-enriched category X, let

ml : PIPTXx — Pix
be the functor that sends each coweight of PTX to its limit. Then
mi: (P12 — PT
is a natural transformation and
Pl = (pr, mT’yT)

is a monad in [0, 1]-Cat, called the copresheaf monad. The copresheaf monad P is
a co-KZ-monad in the locally ordered category [0, 1]-Cat in the sense that

Plyle b ml Fyl, Pl — PIPTX

for each real-enriched category X.

Since P! is co-KZ, a Pf-algebra is a separated real-enriched category A such
that the coYoneda embedding yL: A — PT A has a right adjoint. Therefore, the
category

Pi-Alg

of Pf-algebras and Pf-homomorphisms is precisely the category of separated and
complete real-enriched categories and right adjoint functors.
Mapping each f: A — B in P-Alg to its right adjoint f: B — A defines an
isomorphism of categories
(P-Alg)°P = Pi-Alg.
Let o be a subcategory (not necessarily full) of [0, 1]-Cat. If

e for each morphism f: A — B of &/, Tf: TA — T B is a morphism of
o/; and

e for each object A of o7, the Yoneda embedding y 4 with codomain restricted
to T A is a morphism of &7,

then we say that (the restriction of) 7 is a class of weights on < .

Proposition 14.13. The following are equivalent:

(1) The restriction of T is a class of weights on PT-Alg.
(2) For each PT-algebra A, TA is a P'-algebra.
(3) For each PT-algebra A, the inclusion TA — PA is a right adjoint.

In this case, T = (T,m,y) is a monad in PT-Alg and the forgetful functor
T-ConLat — Pf-Alg is monadic, where T-ConLat denotes the category with
complete and continuous T-algebras as objects and right adjoint T-homomorphisms
as morphisms.
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Proof. (1) = (2) Obvious.

(2) = (3) By the dual of Corollary [Z.9] it suffices to check that T A is closed in
P A with respect to cotensors and meets. For r € [0,1] and ¢ € T A, let r — ¢ be
the cotensor of r and ¢ in T A. Then for all z € A,

(r— ¢)(z) = TA(y(z),r — ¢) =1 —= TA(y(z),¢) =1 — (),
thus, T A is closed in PA with respect to cotensors. Let ¢ be the meet of a subset
{¢i}ier of TA. Since T A is complete, by Proposition [ for all z € A,

() = TA(ya(z),¢) = inf TA(ya(z), ¢i) = inf ¢i(x),

so T A is closed in PA with respect to meets.

(3) = (1) First, we show that if f: A — B is a morphism of PT-Alg, then so is
Tf:TA— TB. Since the inclusion TA — P A is a right adjoint, T A is a retract
of PA in [0, 1]-Cat, it is a P-algebra by Proposition [ZI1] then a Pf-algebra. Since
T, being a subfunctor of P, preserves adjunctions, it follows that 7f: TA — T B
is a right adjoint, hence a morphism of Pf-Alg. Second, we show that for each
Pf-algebra A, the Yoneda embedding y: A — T A is a morphism in Pf-Alg. This
follows from that it is right adjoint to the functor colim: 7 A — A. Therefore, the
restriction of 7 is a class of weights on Pf-Alg.

Finally, we show that T = (7, m,y) is a monad in Pf-Alg. It suffices to check that
for each object A of P*-Alg, the component m4: 7T A — T A of the multiplication
m: 72 — T at A is a morphism of PT-Alg. Since T is a KZ-monad in [0, 1]-Cat,
for each real-enriched category X,

my =colim: TTX —TX

is both a left and a right adjoint. In particular, for each Pf-algebra A, the functor
ma: TTA— TA is a morphism of Pf-Alg. O

A lifting of the monad T = (7, m,y) along the forgetful functor
U: Pf-Alg — [0,1]-Cat
is a monad T = (7~', m,y) in PT-Alg such that

PrAlg — ™ pi_Alg

[0,1]-Cat ——— [0, 1]-Cat
(T,m,y)
Uo%:ToU, Uom=moU, Uoy=yoU.
It is clear that such a lifting exists if and only if

e for each morphism f: A — B of P1-Alg, Tf: TA — T B is a morphism

of Pt-Alg;

e for each object A of P*-Alg, ya: A — T A is a morphism of Pf-Alg.
Therefore, such a lifting exists if and only if the restriction of T is a class of weights
on PT-Alg. In this case the lifting is exactly the restriction of T to the subcategory
Pt-Alg. This implies that the lifting of T along the forgetful functor, when exists,
is unique.

If T = (7,m,y) is a lifting of T = (7, m,y) along U: Pi-Alg — [0, 1]-Cat, the
monad in [0, 1]-Cat defined by the composite adjunction

U U
(Pt-Alg)T , T "Pi-Alg, T "[0,1]-Cat
T Pt
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is called the composite of Pt and T, denoted by T o P, where (Pf-Alg)T denotes
the Eilenberg-Moore category of the monad T.

It is known in category theory, see e.g. [30, II1.3.8], that a lifting of the monad
T = (7, m,y) along the forgetful functor U: Pf-Alg — [0, 1]-Cat determines, and
is determined by, a unique distributive law of the monad Pt = (PT, mT, yT) over the
monad T = (7, m,y). A distributive law of P over T is a natural transformation
§: P'T — TPT satisfying certain conditions, the details are omitted here. Since
the lifting of T along the forgetful functor, when exists, is unique, there is at most
one distributive law of Pt over T. So, it is safe for us to say simply “P! distributes
over T”.

From Proposition the following conclusion follows immediately.

Proposition 14.14. The following are equivalent:

(1) The copresheaf monad P distributes over T.

(2) The monad T in [0,1]-Cat has a lifting to PT-Alg along the forgetful func-
tor.

(3) For every Pt-algebra A, T A is a complete real-enriched category.

(4) For every Pt-algebra A, the inclusion TA — PA is a right adjoint.

(5) The restriction of T is a class of weights on PT-Alg.

Proof of Theorem[I7.12 (1) = (2) By Proposition [[£14] it suffices to show that
for each Pf-algebra A, the inclusion functor iz: TA — PA is a right adjoint.

Since P A is completely distributive, it is a continuous T-algebra by assumption.
Thus, we have a string of adjunctions

L dcolimdyps: PA— TPA.

Since the Yoneda embedding y4: A — P A has a left adjoint colimy: PA — A
and any 2-functor preserves adjunctions, 7 colima: 7TPA — T A is left adjoint to
Tya: TA— TPA. Thus,

Tcolimgof: PA— TPA—TA

is left adjoint to
colimoTys: TA— TPA — PA.

Since ya: A — PA is fully faithful, by Proposition £.10] and Example [6.5] we
have 1pg = ygl o(ya)3 = colimp 4 oPyy4. Since T is a subfunctor of P, the diagram

TA—" L TPA

PA—PPA
Pya

‘ colim

colimp 4
1pa

PA

is commutative. Therefore, i4: TA — PA, being equal to colimoTy4, is a right
adjoint of Tcolimg o |: PA — TA.

(2) = (1) Suppose A is a completely distributive real-enriched category. Since
Pt distributes over 7, by Proposition [4.14] the inclusion TA — PA has a left
adjoint. The composite of the left adjoint of colim4 : PA — A with the left adjoint
of the inclusion T A — PA is then a left adjoint of colim: TA — A, so A is a
continuous T-algebra. O
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Proposition 14.15. If the copresheaf monad Pt distributes over T, then for each
separated real-enriched category A, the following are equivalent:

(1) A is a complete and continuous T-algebra.

(2) A is an algebra for T when T is viewed as a monad in PT-Alg.

(3) A is an algebra for the composite monad T o Pf; that means, there is map
h: TPTA — A such that (A,h) is an algebra for the composite monad
T o PT.

Proof. We check (1) < (2) first. Let A be a complete and continuous T-algebra.
Then T A is an object of Pf-Alg by Proposition [Z14l So, the string of adjunctions

{ dcolimHy: A—TA

ensures that colim: 7A — A is a morphism in P-Alg and consequently, A is an
algebra for T when viewed as a monad in Pf-Alg. Conversely, suppose A is an
algebra for T when viewed as a monad in Pf-Alg. Then y: A — T A has a left
adjoint colim: 7TA — A which is also a morphism in Pf-Alg. That means, colim
has a left adjoint. Hence A is a continuous T-algebra.

The equivalence (2) < (3) is a special case of a general result in category theory,
see e.g. |30, I1.3.8.4], which says that the Eilenberg-Moore category of the lifting T
is isomorphic to that of the composite monad T o PT. (|

Corollary 14.16. Suppose the copresheaf monad Pt distributes over T. Then the
category T-ConLat with complete and continuous T-algebras as objects and right
adjoint T-homomorphisms as morphisms is monadic over [0,1]-Cat. In particular,
the category [0, 1]-CDL, of which the objects are real-enriched completely distribu-
tive lattices and the morphisms are functors that are at the time left adjoints and
right adjoints, is the Eilenberg-Moore algebra category for the composite monad
P o P! in [0,1]-Cat, hence monadic over [0,1]-Cat.

Question 14.17. Is the full subcategory of T-Alg composed of complete and
continuous T-algebras monoidal closed?

15. REAL-ENRICHED DOMAINS

For each real-enriched category X, let
JX ={¢ € IX | ¢ has a colimit}.

Then, every forward Cauchy net of X has a Yoneda limit if and only if 7X =7X.

The Yoneda embedding y: X — PX factors through JX, so we’ll write
y: X — JX for the Yoneda embedding with codomain restricted to JX. It
is clear that y: X — JX has a left adjoint colim: JX — X that sends each
¢ € JX to its colimit.

Definition 15.1. (Waszkiewicz [78]) Suppose X is a real-enriched category. If
colim: JX — X has a left adjoint, then we say that X is continuous. In other
words, X is continuous if there exists a string of adjunctions

{ dcolimHy: X — JX.

A Yoneda comlete and continuous real-enriched category is called a real-enriched
domain.

A real-enriched category A is a real-enriched domain if and only if it is a contin-
uous I-algebra, where I = (Z, m,y) is the ideal monad in [0, 1]-Cat; that means, A
is a separated real-enriched category such that there is a string of adjunctions:

| dcolimHy: A — TA.
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For each ordered set (X, <), it is readily verified that w(X, <) is a real-enriched
domain if and only if (X, <) is a domain. But, the underlying ordered set of a
real-enriched domain may fail to be a domain.

Example 15.2. (Yu and Zhang [82]) In this example we assume that the impli-
cation operator —: [0,1]> — [0,1] is continuous at every point off the diagonal.
Consider the real-enriched category X, where X = [0,1] U {oo} and

r—y x,y€l0,1],

1 T =1y =00,
X(z,y) =
E=V0 sepy=co
y r =00,y € [0,1].

Since forward Cauchy nets in X are forward Cauchy nets in ([0, 1], az,) plus
constant nets with value oo, X is Yoneda complete. Since —: [0,1]> — [0,1] is
continuous at every point off the diagonal, a routine calculation shows that

X (—,00) T = 00,

d: X — IX, d(z)={X(=0) z =0,

sup X(—,y) =z € (0,1]
y<x

is left adjoint to colim: ZX — X, so X is a real-enriched domain. But, X is not
a domain.

Let X be a real-enriched category. The way below distributor of X refers to the
distributor w: X —e+ X given by

w(y,7) = _inf (X(z,colime) = o(y).

It is clear that to(y,z) < X (y,x).

Proposition 15.3. ( Waszkiewicz [78]) A real-enriched category X is continuous if
and only if for all x € X, the weight w(—,x) belongs to JX with x being a colimit.
In this case, | © = to(—,x).

Proof. We prove the necessity first. Suppose X is continuous. We show that for
each ¢ € X, w(—,x) = |z, hence r(—,z) belongs to JX and has = as colimit.
Since colim | x = z, then

w(—,z) < X(z,colim{z) = oz = |z
On the other hand, since for all ¢ € JX, we have
X(z,colimp)&lx=TX({z,¢)& Lz < ¢,

then | z < X(z,colim¢) — ¢ for all p € JX, hence |z < w(—,z).

For sufficiency we show that the assignment z — |z := w(—,z) defines a left
adjoint of colim: JX — X. Let x € X and ¢ € JX. By definition we have
oz < X(zx,colim ¢) — ¢, hence

X (x,colime) < TX (L z, ).
Since taking colimit is functorial 7X — X and colim | z = x, then
JX(x,¢) < X(colim | x,colim¢) = X (x, colim ¢).
Therefore, | is a left adjoint of colim: JX — X, as desired. O

Proposition 15.4. (Kostanek and Waszkiewicz [40]) The way-below distributor o
of a continuous real-enriched category interpolates in the sense that 1o o to = tv.
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Proof. By Proposition[I5.3] to(—, x) is the least element of JX having x as colimit.
Since w(y,z) < X(y,z) for all y,x € X, it follows that w o to(—,2) < w(—,z), so
we only need to show that to o to(—, z) belongs to ZX and has z as colimit.

Step 1. wow(—,z) € ZX.

Let A\, € PX. Since

subx (ro(—,y), \) & X (z,y) &w(—,z) < A,
it follows that
subx (to(—,y), \) & X (z,y) < subx (w(—, z), A),
so the assignment y — subx (w(—,y), \) defines a weight of X. Then,
subx (o ot(—, ), AV u)
= Inf subx (w(y, ») &w(=,9),AV )

= inf (m(y,x) — subx(m(—,y),)\\/,u))

yeX
= inf (w(y,2) = (subx (10(~.y). ) V subx (w(~.1). )
= inf, (m(y,x) %subx(m(f,y),k)) v inf (m(y,z) %SHbX(m(ﬁy),H))

=subx(wow(—,z),\) Vsubx(wow(—,z),u).
Likewise, one verifies that for all A € PX and r € [0, 1],
subx (o or(—,z),r& A) = r&subx (v ot(—,x),A).

This proves that w o to(—,z) € ZX.
Step 2. colimw o w(—,z) = z.

For all b € X,
X(z,b) = yig)f((m(y, z) — X (y,b)) (colim (-, ) = )
= inf (w(y, 7) = PX(w(=y), X(=0)  (colimw(—y) =)

= PX(colimtw o w(—,z), X(—,b)),
hence colimt o to(—, z) = x. O

The following definition is a direct extension of that for generalized metric spaces,
see e.g. Bonsangue, van Breugel and Rutten [9], and Goubaul-Larrecq [20].

Definition 15.5. An element a of a real-enriched category X is compact if the
functor

X(a,—): X —V
is Yoneda continuous, where V = ([0,1], ar).

It follows from Proposition 8.2 that a Cauchy weight of a real-enriched category
X is precisely an ideal of X that is a compact element of PX.

Lemma 15.6. For each real-enriched category X and each element a of X, the
following are equivalent:

(1) a is compact.

(2) X(a,colim¢) = ¢(a) for all p € TX.

(3) w(—,a) = X(—a).

Proof. For all ¢ € JX, by Example the colimit of X (a,—): X — V weighted
by ¢ is equal to the composite of X (a,—) and ¢; that is, colimy X (a,—) = ¢ o
X (a,—) = ¢(a). This proves (1) < (2).
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(2) = (3) For each y € X,
oya) = inf, (X(acolimg) — 6(y)
= nf (9(a) > ()
= X(y,a).

(3) = (2) Since taking colimit is functorial, then
6(a) = PX(X(—,a), ¢) < X(a, colim 9)
for all ¢ € JX. On the other hand, since by definition
oya) = inf (X(a,colim ) = 0(0),
then X (a, colim¢) < to(y,a) = ¢(y) for all y € X and all ¢ € JX, hence
X(a, colim ¢) < PX(w(—,a),¢) = PX(X(—,a),¢) = ¢(a).
Therefore, X (a,colim ¢) = ¢(a). O

A real-enriched category X is algebraic if it is Yoneda complete and each of its
elements is a Yoneda limit of a forward Cauchy net consisting of compact elements of
X. Said differently, X is algebraic if it is Yoneda complete and for each z € X, there
is an ideal ¢ of the real-enriched category K (X) composed of compact elements of
X such that z is a colimit of the inclusion functor i: K(X) — X weighted by ¢.

Example 15.7. This example shows the real-enriched category V = ([0, 1], ar,) is
algebraic if and only if so is its opposite V°P if and only if the continuous t-norm
& is Archimedean. We distinguish three cases.

Case 1. & is isomorphic to the Lukasiewicz t-norm. Then all elements of V and
V°P are compact, so both V and V°P are algebraic.

Case 2. & is isomorphic to the product t-norm. Then all elements of V are
compact, 0 is the only non-compact element of V°P, both V and V°P are algebraic.

Case 3. & is not Archimedean. Let b be an idempotent element other than 0 and
1. For each a € [0, b] consider the ideal ¢ = sup,, V(—, ) of V. Since colim ¢ = a
and

¢(a) = sup(a — z) < b <1 =V(a,colim ¢),
rx<a

it follows that a is not compact. By help of this fact one readily verifies that V is
not algebraic. Likewise, one sees that each a € [0,b] is not compact in V°P, so V°P
is not algebraic.

Proposition 15.8. Fvery algebraic real-enriched category is a real-enriched do-
main.

Proof. Tt suffices to check that the functor colim: ZX — X has a left adjoint. For
each a € X, take a forward Cauchy net {a;};ep of compact elements of X with a
as a Yoneda limit, let | a be the Yoneda limit of the forward Cauchy net {y(a;)}icp
in ZX (existence is guaranteed by Proposition [@.I7]). Then, for every ideal ¢ of X,

IX({a,¢) = jng supZX(y(a;),®) ({ a is a Yoneda limit)
€D >4

= inf sup ¢(a;) (Yoneda lemma)
€D j>;

= inf sup X (a;, colim @) (a; is compact)
€D j>i

= X (a, colim ¢), (a is a Yoneda limit)

hence | is a left adjoint of colim. ([
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Proposition 15.9. A real-enriched category is a real-enriched domain if and only
if it is a retract of an algebraic real-enriched category in the category of I-algebras.

Proof. This follows from Proposition [I4.6] and the fact that for each real-enriched
category X, the category ZX of ideals of X is algebraic. O

Proposition 15.10. For a Smyth completable real-enriched category X, the functor
y: X — JX is both left and right adjoint to colim: JX — X. In particular, X
18 continuous.

Proof. First we show that every element of X is compact; that is, X (a, colim ¢) =
¢(a) for all « € X and all ¢ € JX. Since X is Smyth completable, ¢ is Cauchy,
hence representable because it has a colimit. This means ¢ = X(—,b) for some
b € X. Therefore,

X (a,colim¢) = X (colim X (—,a),b)
=PX(X(—,a),X(—,b))

=PX(X(—,a),9)
= ¢(a).
Next we show that y: X — JX is left adjoint to colim: JX — X. This is
easy, since J X (y(a), 9) = ¢(a) = X (a,colim¢) for all a € X and ¢ € TX. O

Corollary 15.11. Every Smyth complete real-enriched category is algebraic, hence
a real-enriched domain.

The equivalence between (1) and (3) in the next corollary is due to Ali-Akbari,
Honarii, Pourmahdian and Rezaii [2].

Corollary 15.12. For each separated real-enriched category X, the following are
equivalent:
(1) X is Smyth complete.
(2) The functor y: X — TX is both left and right adjoint to the functor
colim: ZTX — X.
(3) FEvery forward Cauchy net of X has a Yoneda limit and every element of
X 1s compact.

Theorem[.25 shows that when the continuous t-norm & is Archimedean, Yoneda
complete real-enriched categories can be characterized purely in terms of their set of
formal balls. Theorem[I5.Thbelow shows that in this case, under a mild assumption,
there is a parallel result for continuous real-enriched categories.

The following notion is a direct extension of that of standard quasi-metric space
in Goubault-Larrecq and Ng [21].

Definition 15.13. Suppose & is a continuous Archimedean t-norm. A real-enriched
category X is standard provided that for each directed subset {(z;,7;)}iep of BX
with sup;cp 75 > 0, if {(x;,7) }iep has a join, then so do the following subsets:

(1) {(zi,t&ri)}iep for all t > 0;

(i) {(xi,t = i) }iep for t = sup;cp 7.

By Lemma and Lemma [0.24] when & is a continuous Archimedean t-norm,
every Yoneda complete real-enriched category is standard. The real-enriched cate-
gory in Example is not standard, otherwise, it would be Yoneda complete by
Lemma

Lemma 15.14. Suppose & is a continuous Archimedean t-norm. Let X be a
standard real-enriched category and let {(x;,7;)}iep be a directed subset of BX
with sup;epr; > 0. If (z,r) is a join of {(x:,7:)}icD, then
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(i) z is a Yoneda limit of the forward Cauchy net {x;},cp and r = sup;cp 7:;
(ii) (z,1) is a join of {(xi,r — ri)}iep;
(ili) for each t €[0,1], (z,t&r) is a join of {(x;,t&1i)}ien-

Proof. Tt suffices to show that z is a Yoneda limit of the forward Cauchy net
{z;}ieD, the other conclusions will follow by Lemma 024 Let ¢ = sup,cp r;. Since
& is Archimedean, sup;,cp(t — 7;) = 1. Since X is standard, the directed set
{(z;,t = ;) }iep has a join, say (b,1). By Lemma [0222] b is a Yoneda limit of the
forward Cauchy net {z;};cp, then (b,t) is a join of {(z;,r;)}iep by Lemma
Therefore, r = t and x is isomorphic to b, so x is a Yoneda limit of {z;};ep. O

The following theorem is a combination and a slight improvement of related
results in Goubault-Larrecq and Ng [21], Section 3| and Kostanek and Waszkiewicz
[40, Section 9]. It implies that for standard quasi-metric spaces, continuity in the
sense of Definition [[5.1] coincides with that in the sense of Goubault-Larrecq and
Ng [21], Definition 3.10].

Theorem 15.15. Suppose & is a continuous Archimedean t-norm and X is a
standard real-enriched category. The following are equivalent:

(1) X is continuous.
(2) The ordered set BX is continuous.

In this case, the way below distributor v of X and the way below relation < of BX
determine each other via (z,7) < (y,s) <= r < s&m(z,y).

Proof. (1) = (2) First we present a fact that will be used in Step 1 below. Suppose
X is a real-enriched category and {(x;,7;)}iep is a directed subset of BX with
sup;cpri = 1. Let ¢p = sup,cpinf;>; X(—,z;) and let Bop = {(z,7) | ¢p(x) >
r}. By Proposition [II3] B¢p is a directed subset of BX. We assert that for each
(x,7) € B¢p, there exists j € D such that (z,r) C (z;,7;). To see this, suppose
(z,7) € Bop. Since ¢p(x) = sup,cpinf;>; X(x,x;), there is i € D such that
r < infj>; X(z, ;). Since sup;>,r; = 1, there is j > i such that r < r; & X (=, x;),
so (z,7) C (xj,75).

Now we turn to the proof of the conclusion. Since X is continuous, the functor
colim: JX — X has a left adjoint {: X — JX. For each y € X, let

d(y) ={(z,r) € BX | r < w(x,y)}.

Then d(y) is a directed subset of BX with (y, 1) as a join. In the following we prove
in two steps that every element of BX is the join of the elements way below it, so
BX is continuous.

Step 1. We show that (z,r) < (y,1) for all (x,r) € d(y), hence (y, 1) is the join
of the elements way below it.

Let (x,r) € d(y). Suppose D = {(zi,t;)}iep is a directed subset of BX with a
join, say (z,t), larger than (y, 1). It is clear that ¢ = 1 and X (y, z) = 1. Since X is
standard, sup,;cp t; = 1 and z is a Yoneda limit of the forward Cauchy net {z;}icp.
So, z is a colimit of the ideal ¢p generated by {z;}icp. Since { is left adjoint to
colim we have

X({z,¢0p)=X(z,colim¢pp) = X(z,2) =1,
then | z < ¢p and d(z) C Bop. Since X (y,z) = 1 and { is a functor, then | y < | z.
Therefore, d(y) C d(z) C B¢p and consequently, (x,7) C (z;,t;) for some j € D.
This proves that (z,7) < (y, 1).
Step 2. We show that (:c r) < (y,s) whenever r < s& w(z,y), in particular

(r,8&1) < (y,s) for all (z,r) € d(y), hence by Step 1, (y,s) is the join of the
elements way below it.
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Suppose D = {(z;,t;)}iep is a directed subset of BX with a join, say (z,t),
larger than (y,s). We wish to show that (x,7) C (z,,¢,) for some j € D. Since X
is standard, the monotone net {t;};cp converges to ¢. Since s < t& X (y,z) and
r < s&w(z,y), it follows that

r<t&X(y,z)&w(x,y) < t&(z,z).

Let ¢ = sup;epinfj>; X(—,x;). Since ¢ is an ideal of X with z as a colimit, it
follows that ro(—, z) < ¢, then
r<t&w(z,z)
=t & sup (w(w, z) & o(x, w))
weX
<& sup (¢(w) & w(z, w))
weX

= t&jlell))( KZS:B;I;;X(M’%)) &m(z,w)}

< t&sup ( sup inf X (w, ;) &m(m,w))
i€D \weX It

< (Supti) & (sup inf m(x,:cj)).

ieD i€D 21
Therefore, there is some j € D such that r < ¢; &w(z,z;) < t; & X(x,x;), hence
(SC,T) C (Zjvtj)'

(2) = (1) First we present a fact that will be used in Step 3 below. Suppose X
is a real-enriched category, ¢ € JX, and (x,r) € BX. We assert that if (z,7) <
(colim ¢, 1), then ¢(x) > r. To see this, index the directed subset {(y, s) | ¢(y) > s}
of BX as {(vi,s:)}iep. Then sup,cps; = 1 and {y;}icp is a forward Cauchy net
with colim ¢ as a Yoneda limit. By Lemma[@.24] (colim ¢, 1) is a join of {(y;, $i) }ie D,
then (x,r) C (y;, s;) for some ¢ € D, hence

r <& X (2,y:) < o(yi) & X (2, 9:) < d(),

showing that ¢(z) > r.
Now we turn to the proof of the conclusion. For each y € X, let

D ={(z,r) | (z,r) < (y, D}
Then D is a directed set of BX with (y,1) as a join. Index D by itself, i.e. D =
{(xi,7i)}iep. Then sup;cpr; =1 and {x;}iep is a forward Cauchy net. Let

k(y) = supinf X (—, z;).
ieD J21

Then k(y) is an ideal of X with y as a colimit. We show that the assignment
y — k(y) defines a left adjoint of colim: JX — X, so X is continuous. We do
this in three steps.

Step 1. k(y) = sup;ep i & X(—,2;). This implies that if k(y)(xz) > r then
(w,r) < (y,1).

For any (x;,r;) C (z;,7;) we have r; < X (x;,x;), thenr; & X (—, ;) < X(—, z;).
Therefore,

Ti &X(_a ‘Tl) < ;I;EX(_a :E])a
hence
k(y) > supr; & X(—, x;).
ieD

To see the converse inequality, let ¢ < 1. Since r; tends to 1, there exists ig € D
such that r; > ¢ whenever j > i9. Then

t&k(y) < supinfr; & X(—, z;) <supr; & X(—,x;),
i>ig J21 ieD
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hence k(y) < sup,cp i & X(—, x;) by arbitrariness of ¢.

Step 2. If (z,r) < (y,1), then (z,t&r) < (y,t) for all t € [0, 1].

If ¢t & r = 0 there is nothing to prove, so in the following we assume that t & r >
0. Index the directed set {(z,s) | (z,8) < (y,t)} as {(zi,8i)}iep. Since BX is
continuous, (y,t) is a join of {(z;,s;)}icp, then (y,1) is a join of the directed set
{(#i,t — si)}iep, so there exists ¢ € D such that (z,r) < (z,t — s;), hence
(@, t&r) < (2i,8) < (y,1).

Step 3. k: X — JX is left adjoint to colim: JX — X.

For y1,y2 € X, let t = X (y1,y2). If (z,7) < (y1,1), then (z,t& ) < (y1,t) by
Step 2. Since (y1,t) C (y2, 1), it follows that (x,t& r) < (y2, 1), and then,

t&k(y) =sup{t&r& X(—,z) | (z,7) < (y1,1)}
< Sup{T&X(*,SC) | (:C,T) < (yQa 1)}
S k(yQ)a

which shows that & is a functor. By Theorem it remains to check that for all
ye Xand ¢ € JX,
k(y) < ¢ < y C colim¢.

The direction = is obvious since colim is functorial and colimk(y) = y. For
the other direction it suffices to check that k(colim ¢) < ¢. This follows from that
¢(x) > r whenever (z,r) < (colim ¢, 1). O

Corollary 15.16. (Goubault-Larrecq and Ng [21]) Suppose & is a continuous
Archimedean t-norm. Then a Yoneda complete real-enriched category X is a real-
enriched domain if and only if BX is directed complete and continuous.

The following corollary is a direct extension of the characterization of Smyth
complete quasi-metric spaces in Romaguera and Valero [66].

Corollary 15.17. Suppose & is a continuous Archimedean t-norm. Then for each
separated and standard real-enriched category X, the following are equivalent:

(1) X is Smyth complete.
(2) BX is directed complete and continuous, and for all x,y € X and r > 0,
(z,r) < (y,1) if and only if r < X (z,y).

Proof. (1) = (2) Since X is Smyth comple, it is a real-enriched domain with way
below distributor given by r(z,y) = X (z,y). Then, by Theorem [3.25 and Theorem
[[515 BX is directed complete and continuous, and (z,r) < (y,1) if and only if
r< X(z,y).

(2) = (1) By Theorem and Theorem [[5.10] X is a real-enriched domain
with way below distributor given by w(z,y) = X (x,y), then every element of X is
compact and X is Smyth complete. O

Consider the real-enriched category X in Example Since every forward
Cauchy net of X is eventually constant, it follows that X is Smyth complete. But,
the ordered set of formal balls of X fails to be directed complete. This shows that
in [[5.16) and 5.7 the assumption that & is Archimedean is indispensable.

Real-enriched continuous lattices

A complete (hence cocomplete) real-enriched domain is called a real-enriched
continuous lattice.

For a real-enriched category X, denote by Idl X, the set of ideals of the ordered
set Xgo. For each ideal I of X, the conical weight

A(I) = iléII)X(—,x)
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is an ideal of X. If X is finitely complete and finitely cocomplete, then, with help
of Proposition [Z.5] one verifies that for each ideal ¢ of X,

x(¢) ={x e X | ¢(x) =1}
is an ideal of Xg.

Lemma 15.18. For each finitely complete and finitely cocomplete real-enriched
category X, A: 1dl Xog — (ZX)o is left adjoint to x: (ZX)o — Idl Xp.

Proof. Suppose [ is an ideal of the ordered set Xy and ¢ is an ideal of X. Then
ICx(¢) < Vel ¢x)=1 <= A() < 9,
hence A - y. O

Proposition 15.19. Let X be a separated and cocomplete real-enriched category.
Then for each weight ¢ of X, the following are equivalent:

(1) ¢ is an ideal of X.

(2) ¢ = A(I) for some ideal I of the ordered set Xj.

In this case, the colimit of ¢ is the join of x (&) in the complete lattice Xo.

Proof. (1) = (2) We show that the ideal x(¢) satisfies the requirement; that is,
Ao x(¢) = ¢. Since A is left adjoint to x, it follows that A o x(¢) < ¢. For the
converse inequality, pick a forward Cauchy net {x;};ep of X such that

¢(z) = supinf X (x, z;).
ieDJ2i

Let
I:{z€X|:c§iI;ij forsomeiGD},
J=

where inf;>; x; denotes the meet in Xy. Then [ is an ideal of Xy and

¢ = SupX(_7 .Z'),
xzel
so I C x(¢) and consequently, ¢ < A o x(¢).

(2) = (1) View the ideal I of X, as a forward Cauchy net of X, then the
conclusion follows.

Finally, we check the equality the colimit of ¢ is the joint of x(¢); that is,
colim ¢ = sup x(¢), where sup x(¢) denotes the join of x(¢) in Xy. Since the ideal
I given in (1) = (2) is contained in x(¢) and

colim ¢ = sup ¢(2) ® z,
zeX
then colim¢ > sup x(¢). The converse inequality follows from that colim¢ =
sup I < sup x(¢). O

Corollary 15.20. A functor f: X — Y between cocomplete real-enriched cate-
gories is Yoneda continuous if and only if f: Xg — Yy is Scott continuous.

As another consequence of Proposition [[5. 19 we present a useful characterization
of ideals of a separated and cocomplete real-enriched category.

Proposition 15.21. Suppose X is a separated and cocomplete real-enriched cate-
gory. Then, a weight ¢ of X is an ideal if and only if
(1) ¢(z) > 0 for some xz € X.
(ii)) ¢(xVy) = o(x) Ad(y) for all x,y € X, where x Vy denotes the join in Xo.
(iii) ¢(r ® x) =1 whenever r < ¢(z).
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Proof. We prove the necessity first. Since ¢ is an ideal, it is inhabited, hence there
is some z for which ¢(z) > 0. In the following we use Proposition to check
that ¢ satisfies both (ii) and (iii). Pick an ideal I of X, such that ¢ = A(I). We
index the elements of I by itself; that means, we write an element of I as x;, with
1 <jif x; © x; in Xo. Then

¢(xVy)=supinf X (x Vy,x;)
iel 324

— supinf X (a,2;) A X (y,7)

iel J2%
= sup (inf X(z,z;) Ainf X(y, xj))
iel \Jj=i jzi
= (sup inf X (z, x])) A (sup inf X (y, x]))
i€l J2i i€l J21
= () A o(y),

which shows that ¢ satisfies (ii). For (iii), assume that ¢(z) > r. Then there exists
io € I such that inf;>;, X (x,x;) > r, hence
¢(r®@x) =supinf X(r @ z,x;)
i€l J2t

=supinf(r — X(z,x;))
iel 721

>r — inf X(z,z;)
J=io
=1.
Now we prove the sufficiency. Let

I={zeX|o(x)=1}.
By (i) and (iii) one sees that I is not empty. By (ii) one sees that I is directed. So
I is an ideal of Xj. It is clear that A(I) < ¢. To see that ¢ is an idea, it suffices to
check that ¢(x) < A(I)(x) for all x € X. If ¢(x) > r, then ¢(r ® x) = 1 by (iii),
hence r ® x € I and consequently, A(I)(x) > X (z,r®x) > r. Then ¢(z) < A(I)(x)
by arbitrariness of r. O

Corollary 15.22. For each complete real-enriched category X, the set ZX of ideals
of X is closed in [0,1] (ordered pointwise) under meets and directed joins.

Proof. Let {¢;}ics be a subset of ZX. The meet inf;c; ¢; clearly satisfies (i) and
(ii) in Proposition [5.211 It remains to check it also satisfies the condition (iii).
If r < inf;ey ¢i(x), then for each i € J, r < ¢;(x), hence ¢;(r ® ) = 1 and
consequently, inf;cy ¢;(r ® 2) = 1. Likewise, ZX is closed in [0, 1]* under directed
joins. (I

Theorem 15.23. (Lai and Zhang [48]) For each separated and complete real-

enriched category X, the following are equivalent:

(1) X is an enriched continuous lattice.
(2) Xo is a continuous lattice and for each x € X and each ideal ¢ of X,

X (x, colim ¢) = yl?<fz é(y),

where < denotes the way below relation in Xj.
(3) Xo is a continuous lattice and the map

d: X —7X, d(z)=sup X(—,v)
y<Lx

is a functor, where < denotes the way below relation in Xj.
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Proof. (1) = (2) Since ZX is closed in [0, 1] under meets and directed joins, then
(ZX)o is a continuous lattice since so is [0, 1]. The adjunction | 4 colim: ZX — X
ensures that Xy is a retract of (ZX ) in the category of depos, so X is a continuous
lattice. To see that

X (x,colim¢) = yl?jz o(y)

for all x € X and all ¢ € ZX, it suffices to show that the left adjoint |: A — TA
of colim: ZA — A is given by | x = sup, ., y(y), because

IX(ysgy(y), ¢) = subx (jigy(y), ¢) = Inf o(y).

Since z is a colimit of the ideal sup,, y(y), then [z < sup,.,y(y). Since
sup x({ ) = colim { z = x by Proposition [[5.I8 then every element way below x
in Xo belongs to x({ ), so sup,«, y(y) < .

(2) = (3) Obvious.

(3) = (1) By virtue of Theorem [£.5] we only need to show that d: Xo — (ZX)o
is left adjoint to colim: (ZX )y — Xo. This follows directly from Proposition [[5.19]
which guarantees that for each » € X, sup, ., X(—,y) is the smallest ideal of X
(w.r.t. underlying order) that has x as a colimit. O

Proposition 15.24. Suppose X is a real-enriched continuous lattice. Then for all
r,yeX,

1 (y,x) = sup X (y, z) = sup w(y, z),
2L 2L

where < refers to the way below relation in the complete lattice Xg.

Proof. The first equality follows from the argument of Theorem [[5.23] The second
equality follows from the first one and the interpolative property of the way below
relation in Xj. 0

Corollary 15.25. Suppose X is a separated and complete real-enriched category.
If Xy is a continuous lattice and for all p € [0, 1], the map
Xg— Xy, z—p—ox
is Scott continuous, then X is a real-enriched continuous lattice.
Proof. We show that for each z € X and each ideal ¢ of X,
X (z, colim ¢) = inf ¢(y),
y<Lz

where < denotes the way below relation in Xj.
On the one hand, since {y € X | y < z} is a directed set of X with join z, the
conical weight sup, ., X(—,y) is an ideal of X with x as colimit, then

Xz, colim @) > TX (sup y(y), ¢) = inf o(y).
y<Lx y<Lz
On the other hand, for all p € [0, 1],
p < X(z,colim¢) = x < p —o colim ¢

=2 < sup (p—od)
dex(¢)

= Vy <z, y <p—od for some d € x(¢)
= Vy <z, p < X(y,d) for some d € x(¢),

= Vy < z,p< sup X(y,d)
dex(¢)

— Vy < z,p < 9(y)
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= p < inf ¢(y).

y<Lz
Therefore, X (z, colim ¢) < inf,« ¢(y). O
Example 15.26. For each continuous t-norm &, V°P = ([0,1],ag) is a real-

enriched continuous lattice. We use Corollary to verify the claim. First,
since the underlying order of V°P is the opposite of the usual order between real
numbers, (V°P)g is a continuous lattice. Second, since the cotensor p — x of p with
x in V°P is given by p & x, the map p — —: (V°P)y — (V°P)q is Scott continuous.

Theorem 15.27. (Lai and Zhang [48]) The following are equivalent:

(1) Ewvery real-enriched completely distributive lattice is a real-enriched domain.

(2) The real-enriched category V = ([0,1],ar) is a real-enriched domain.

(3) The implication operator —: [0,1]> — [0,1] is continuous at every point
off the diagonal.

(4) For each PT-algebra X, the inclusion X — PX is a right adjoint.

(5) The copresheaf monad Pt = (PT,mf,y") distributes over the ideal monad
I=(Z,m,y).

Proof. (1) = (2) Obvious.
(2) = (3) By Theorem [[5.23 it suffices to show that if

t—0 z =0,
d:V—1V, d(z)(t)= sup(t = y) = >0
y<z

is a functor, then the implication operator —: [0,1]> — [0,1] is continuous at
every point off the diagonal.

Suppose on the contrary that —: [0,1]> — [0, 1] is not continuous at some
point off the diagonal. Then there are idempotent elements p,q > 0 such that the
restriction of & on [p, ¢ is isomorphic to the Lukasiewicz t-norm. Pick = € (p, q).
Then

TV(d(),d(p)) = inf (sup(t = y) = sup(t - 2))

te[0,1] \y<x z<p

< sup(x — y) = sup(z — 2)
y<zx z<p

=q—=p
<Tr—Dp,
which shows that d: V — ZV is not a functor, a contradiction.

(3) = (4) It suffices to show that for each Pf-algebra X, ZX is closed in PX
under meets and cotensors. That ZX is closed in PX under meets is ensured by
Lemma [I5.22] so we only need to show that ZX is closed in PX under cotensors.

For p € [0,1] and ¢ € X, set

D={dec X [p<d(d)}.
Then D is a directed subset of X,. First we show that

{p—ylyex(®}cD.
Since ¢ = sup, ¢, (4) X (=, 2), then for all y € x(¢),

p—¢p—oy)=p— sup X(p—oy,2)
z€x(¢)
>p—X(P-—oy,y)
=X(p—yp—y)
:1,
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which implies that p —o y € D.
Next, let

p = sup X(—,d).
deD

We wish to show that p — ¢ = p, from which the conclusion follows since p is an
ideal of X and p — ¢ is the cotensor of p with ¢ in PX.

That p < p — ¢ is clear. It remains to check that p — ¢(x) < p(z) for all z € X.
If p < ¢(x), then z € D and

p(x) = gleng(w,d) = X(z,2) =1=p— ¢(x).

If p > ¢(x), then the implication operator — is continuous at (p, ¢(x)), so,

p—éd(x)=p— sup X(z,y)
yexX(4)

= sup (p— X(z,y))

yex(¢)
sup X (z,p —y)

yex(¢)

< sup X(z,d) (p—~yeD)
deD

= p(x).

(4) = (5) Proposition [4.14
(5) = (1) Theorem M4.12 O

Remark 15.28. (i) Continuity of the implication operator off the diagonal is

Let

related to the equivalence of the logic formulas
Jz(p — q(x)) and p — Jxg(x).

So, in many-valued logic whether complete distributivity implies continuity
depends on the structure of the truth-values.

Ideals of real-enriched categories may be thought of as analogue of ind-
objects of categories (enriched over sets), however, in contrast to the fact
that the category of ind-objects of a small category with finite colimits is
complete and cocomplete (see e.g. Johnstone [34, Chapter VI, Section 1]),
the real-enriched category ZX of ideals of a complete real-enriched category
X may fail to be complete. Actually, by Proposition and the above
theorem, in order that ZX be complete for every complete real-enriched
category X, it is necessary and sufficient that the implication operator of
the continuous t-norm & is continuous at every point off the diagonal.

[0,1]-ConLat

be the category composed of real-enriched continuous lattices as objects, Yoneda
continuous right adjoint functors as morphisms. This category is an analogue of
the category of continuous lattices in the enriched context. When the implication
operator of the t-norm & is continuous at every point off the diagonal, [0, 1]-ConLat
is the Eilenberg-Moore category of the composite monad I o P of the copresheaf
monad and the ideal monad, hence monadic over [0, 1]-Cat. Furthermore, in this
case it is also monadic over the category of sets.

Theorem 15.29. If the implication operator of & is continuous at every point off
the diagonal, then the forgetful functor U: [0,1]-ConLat — Set is monadic.
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We say that a functor k: X — X is a kernel operator if k? = k and k(z) C z in
Xo forall z € X. If k: X — X is a kernel operator, then k: X — k(X) is right
adjoint to the inclusion k(X) — X, so k(X) is a retract of X in [0,1]-Cat. In
particular, if X is a real-enriched continuous lattice and k: X — X is a Yoneda
continuous kernel operator, then k: X — k(X) is a Yoneda continuous right
adjoint, hence k(X) is a real-enriched continuous lattice by Corollary [[47]

The verification of the following lemma is routine.

Lemma 15.30. Suppose that X is a separated and complete real-enriched category.
If R is an equivalence relation on X subject to the following conditions:

(1) R is closed w.r.t. directed joins in Xo x Xo,
(ii) R is closed w.r.t. meets in Xo x Xo,
(iii) If (x,y) € R, then (r —o z,7 —oy) € R for all r € [0,1],
then the map k: X — X that sends each © € X to the meet of {y | (z,y) € R} in
Xo is a Yoneda continuous kernel operator.

Proof of Theorem [I5.29. Since the forgetful functor U: [0,1]-ConLat — Set is
the composite of the forgetful functors [0, 1]-ConLat — Pf-Alg and Pf-Alg —
Set, it is a right adjoint. So, it suffices to check that it creates split coequalizers.

Let f,g: X — Y be a parallel pair of morphisms in [0,1]-ConLat and let
h:Y — Z be a split coequalizer of f, g in Set. By definition there exist morphisms
Z—3Y —15 X in Set such that

hof=hog, foj=id, hoi=1id, goj=1ioh.
Let
R={(y1,92) €Y x Y | h(y1) = h(y2)}.

It is not hard to check that (y1,y2) € R if and only if there exists (z1,22) € X x X
such that g(x1) = g(z2), y1 = f(z1) and yo = f(z2). With help of this fact, one
readily verifies that R satisfies the conditions (i)-(iii) in Lemma [I530, hence R
determines a Yoneda continuous kernel operator k: ¥ — Y. Since k(Y) is a real-
enriched continuous lattice with an underlying set equipotent to Z, Z can be made
into a real-enriched continuous lattice so that h: Y — Z is a Yoneda continuous
right adjoint. This proves that the forgetful functor [0, 1]-ConLat — Set creates
split coequalizers. (I

It is shown in Pu and Zhang [63] by a similar argument that for every contin-
uous t-norm, the category [0, 1]-CDL is monadic over the category of sets, where,
objects of [0, 1]-CDL are real-enriched completely distributive lattices, morphisms
of [0, 1]-CDL are functors that preserve limits and colimits.

Let F: Set — [0,1]-ConLat be the left adjoint of U. In the following we
present a description of the monad determined by the adjunction F' 4 U.

We determine the composite functor U o F' first, which turns out to be the conical
filter functor defined below.

Suppose X is a real-enriched category. Following Antoniuk and Waszkiewicz [5],
by a filter of X we mean an ideal of its opposite X°P. In other words, a filter of X
is a coweight 1) of X such that

¥ =supinf X (x;, —)
ieD J21
for some net {z;}iep that is backward Cauchy in the sense that
inf X ) =1
Sup it X (@, 75)
Definition 15.31. Suppose X is a set. A conical filter on X is defined to be a
filter of the real-enriched category ([0, 1], subx).
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Proposition 15.32. (Morsi [59]) Suppose X is a set. Then, F: [0,1]%X — [0,1]
is a conical filter on X if and only if for all A\, € [0,1]% and all v € [0,1],

(CF1) subx (A 1) < 30 = §(1);

(CF2) 3(1 X) —1;

)
(CF3) §(X) A (1) = (A A p):
(CF4) §(r — A) =1 whenever F(A) > r.

Proof. Follows from Corollary [5.21] directly. O

Proposition 15.33. Suppose X is a set.

(i) If each member of {Fi}tics is a conical filter on X, then so is the meet
infies §i-
(ii) If{§i}ics is a directed family of conical filters on X, then the join sup;c ; §i
is a conical filter.
(iii) If the implication operator —: [0,1] x [0,1] — [0, 1] is continuous at each
point off the diagonal, then for each p € [0,1] and each conical filter § on
X, p—F is a conical filter.

Proof. (i) and (ii) are a special case of Corollarym (iii) is a special case of the
implication (3) = (4) in Theorem [[5.27 O

For each set X let CFil(X) denote the set of all conical filters on X. For each
function f: X — Y and each conical filter § on X, the map

F®: 00,1 —[0,1], pF(pof)
is readily verified to be a conical filter on Y. In this way we obtain a functor
CFil: Set — Set,

called the conical filter functor.
When the implication operator —: [0,1] x [0,1] — [0, 1] is continuous at each
point off the diagonal, the forgetful functor

[0,1]-ConLat —; Pi-Alg

has a left adjoint that maps each Pf-algebra A to ZA. Since the left adjoint of the
forgetful functor PT-Alg — Set maps each set X to the PT-algebra ([0, 1]%, subyf),
we obtain the following:

Proposition 15.34. Suppose the implication operator —: [0,1] x [0,1] — [0, 1] 4s
continuous at each point off the diagonal. Then the composite U o F' is isomorphic
to the conical filter functor CFil.

Now we determine the unit and the multiplication of the monad defined by the
adjunction F' 4 U. For each set X and each z € X it is clear that

ex(z): [0,1]%¥ — [0,1], A= A(z)

is a conical filter on X. The maps {ex } x constitute a natural transformation from
the identity functor on Set to CFil.

Lemma 15.35. Suppose the implication operator —: [0,1] x [0,1] — [0,1] is
continuous at each point off the diagonal. Then for each set X and each conical
filter o on CFil(X), the map

nx(p): (0,11 — [0,1], nx(p)(\) = p(N)
is a conical filter on X, where \: CFil(X) — [0,1] is given by X(S) =3N).
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Proof. Since g is a conical filter, there is a directed subset T of [0, 1]°F"X) (ordered
pointwise) such that

o = sup subcriix) (&, —).
el
Then for each A € [0,1]% it holds that

n \) = p(\) = supsub ; ,X = su inf —=35)(\),
x(p)(A) = p(\) 561; CF|(X)(§ ) gelj)SGClFil(X)(g(%) N
which implies

nx(p) = S;é%eci%lfm(g(g) - ).

Therefore, nx(p) is a conical filter on X by Proposition O

The conical filter nx(p) is called the diagonal filter or the Kowalsky sum of
. Tt is routine but a bit tedious to check that n: CFil> — CFil is a natural
transformation, and that the triple (CFil,n,e) is the monad determined by the
adjunction F' 4 U. We omit the verification here, instead, we display (CFil, n,e) as
a submonad of the double fuzzy powerset monad E = (E, n,e).

Consider the functor exp: Set®® — Set that maps each f: X — Y to

exp(f): [Oal]y — [07 1]X7 H'—>Mof
It is readily verified that exp: Set®® —— Set is right adjoint to its opposite
exp®?: Set — Set°?. The monad E = (E,n,e) defined by exp°®® - exp is called
the double fuzzy powerset monad in the category of sets. Explicitly, for each set X
and each function f: X — Y,
o E(X)=[0,1]017,
e E(f): E(X) — E(Y) is given by E(f)(2)(n) = A(po f) for all A € E(X)

and p € [0,1];
e the unit ex: X — E(X) is given by ex(z)(A) = A(z) for all z € X and
A€ 0,1]%;

e the multiplication ny : E2(X) — E(X) is given by nx (H)(A) = H()) for
all A\ € [0,1]% and all H: [0,1]EZ) — [0,1], where A: E(X) — [0,1]
sends A € E(X) to A(A) = A(N).

The conical filter functor CFil is clearly a subfunctor of E': Set — Set through
which the unit e of the monad E factors. If in addition the implication operator
is continuous at each point off the diagonal, then CFil is closed with respect to the
multiplication n of the monad E, hence

Proposition 15.36. If the implication operator —: [0,1] x [0,1] — [0,1] is con-
tinuous at each point off the diagonal, then (CFil,n,e) is a submonad of the double
fuzzy powerset monad E = (E, n,e).

Question 15.37. A conical filter § on a set X is said to be proper if F(px) = p
for all p € [0,1]. Let PFil(X) denote the set of all proper conical filters on X. Then
we obtain a functor PFil: Set — Set, which is a subfunctor of CFil. It is not hard
to check that if the implication operator —: [0,1] x [0, 1] — [0, 1] is continuous at
each point off the diagonal, then PFil is a submonad of (CFil,n,e). What are the
Eilenberg-Moore algebras of the proper conical filter monad?

Question 15.38. Suppose T is a submonad of the presheaf monad over which the
copresheaf monad P! distributes. By Corollary 0416}, the category T-ConLat with
complete and continuous T-algebras as objects and right adjoint T-homomorphisms
as morphisms is monadic over [0, 1]-Cat. Is T-ConLat monadic over the category
of sets too?
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Question 15.39. When does the copresheaf monad P' distributes over the the flat
weight monad or over the conically flat weight monad?

16. SATURATION

For each class of weights 7, no matter 7 is saturated or not, we write
T-Alg

for the category of separated T-cocomplete real-enriched categories and 7T -colimits
preserving functors. If 7 happens to be saturated, then 7-Alg is the category of
Eilenberg-Moore algebras of the monad T = (7,m,y). In this section, we show
that for each class of weights 7, there is a unique saturated class of weights T
such that 7-Alg = ’7~’—A|g, which implies, in particular, that 7-Alg is category of
Eilenberg-Moore algebras of a unique submonad of the presheaf monad.

The main result of section, namely Theorem [I6.1] is a special case of a result of
Albert and Kelly [I] on saturation of class of weights in enriched category theory.

Theorem 16.1. For each class of weights T, there exists a unique saturated class
of weights T, called the saturation of T, such that
(i) a real-enriched category X is T -cocomplete if and only if it is ’%—cocomplete;
(ii) a functor f: X — Y between T -cocomplete real-enriched categories pre-
serves T -colimits if and only if it preserves T -colimits.

In particular, T-Alg = %—Alg.
To prove the theorem, we need to introduce two classes of weights: T and T.
For each real-enriched category X, define a subcategory
TX
of PX by putting a weight ¢ of X in TX if, for any morphism g: ¥ — Z of T-Alg
and any functor f: X — Y, the colimit of f weighted by ¢ always exists and is

preserved by g, i.e. g(colimy f) = colimg(g o f).
It is readily verified that
(i) T is a class of weights and contains the class T
(i) T =7;

(iii) T is the largest class of weights for which 7-Alg = T-Alg.

Now we define the the class 7. Suppose X is a real-enriched category, A is a
subset of PX, viewed as a subcategory. We say that A is closed under T -colimits
if, for each ¢ € T A, the colimit of the inclusion functor i: A — PX weighted by
¢ belongs to A. It is readily seen that if A C PX is closed under T-colimits, then
for each functor g: K — A and each ¢ € T K, the colimit of i o g weighted by ¢
belongs to A.

For each real-enriched category X, let

TX
be the intersection of all subsets of PX that contain all representable weights of X
and are closed under 7-colimits. Then 7 X is the least such subset of PX. Let

o ix: TX — PX be the inclusion functor; and o
e ty: X — TX be the Yoneda embedding with codomain restricted to 7 X.

The composite ix otx is the Yoneda embedding yx: X — PX.

Lemma 16.2. For each real-enriched category X, TX C TX.

Proof. Because for each weight ¢ of X, ¢ is the colimit of ix otx weighted by ¢. O
Lemma 16.3. For cach functor f: X — Y and each ¢ € TX, fa(¢) € TY.
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Proof. Let
Z={peTX|[f3(¢) €eTY}.
It is clear that Z contains all representable weights of X. If we can show that Z is
closed under 7T-colimits, then Z = 7 X and the conclusion follows.
Let j: Z — PX be the inclusion functor. We show that for each ® € TZ, the
colimit of j weighted by ® belongs to Z.
Since f3: PX — PY preserves colimits, then

fa(colimgj) = colime (f3 0 j).
Since f3o0j factors through 7Y by definition of Z, TY is closed under T-colimits,
it follows that
COhHLp(fg [¢) j) S W,
which implies that colimgj € Z, as desired. O

The above two lemmas imply that 7 is a class of weights on [0,1]-Cat. The
assignment X — 7T X defines a functor

T:[0,1]-Cat — T-Alg,

which is indeed left adjoint to the forgetful functor U: T-Alg — [0, 1]-Cat, as we
see below. This is a special case of a general result of Kelly [36] in the theory of
enriched categories.

Proposition 16.4. The functor T: [0,1]-Cat — T-Alg is left adjoint to the
forgetful functor U: T-Alg — [0, 1]-Cat.

To prove Proposition [I6.4] we need a lemma.

Lemma 16.5. For each T -cocomplete real-enriched category Y,
TY C{p € PY | ¢ has a colimit}.
Proof. 1t suffices to show that
W = {¢ € PY | ¢ has a colimit}
is closed under 7 -colimits.
Let j: W — PY be the inclusion map. We wish to show that for each ® € TW,
the colimit colimg j, as a weight of Y, has a colimit. First of all, by Corollary [.11]

we have

colimgj = sup ®(¢) & ¢.
peEW

Since every ¢ € W has a colimit, assigning to each ¢ € W its colimit defines
a functor h: W — Y. Since Y is T-cocomplete, the colimit of h: W — Y
weighted by ® exists, say b. We claim that b is a colimit of the weight colimg j of
Y. For this we calculate: for all y € Y,

Y (b,y) = PY (colimg h,y(y))
=PW(®,h (y(y)))
(

= Jnf (2(¢) = Y (h(¢),y))
= d)lélév [ — ( inf (¢(z) — Y(z, y)))}
= inf [(sggv ®(¢) &¢(Z)) = Y(z, y)]

= PY (colimg j,y(y)),
which shows that b is a colimit of the weight colimg 7 of Y. (I
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Proof of Proposition [16.4 It suffices to show that for each functor f: X — Y
with Y in 7-Alg, there is a unique 7-colimits preserving functor f: TX — Y
such that f = fotx.

Since the real-enriched category W given in Lemma [[6.5] is 7-cocomplete, it is
readily verified that 7 X is contained in

{0 e PX | fa(¢) e W}
Let h: W — Y be the functor that sends each ¢ of W to its colimit. Then
f=hofs:TX —W —Y

satisfies the requirement. This proves the existence. To see the uniqueness, suppose
g: TX — Y satisfies the requirement. Then

{0 €TX | g(¢) = F(o)}

contains all representable weights of X and is closed under 7-colimits. Hence,
g = f by definition of T X. O

For each Y of T-Alg, the functor colim: 7Y — Y sending each ¢ to its colimit
is the component of the counit of the adjunction 7 4 U in Proposition [16.4l Hence
for each morphism g: Y — Z of 7'—A|g7 the following square is commutative:

TY ——

T7
colim ‘/cohm

Y —F—— 7
This fact will be used in the proof of Theorem [16.1]

Proof of Theorem [I6.1l For existence we show that T = T satisfies the require-
ment. Since T-Alg = 7A'-A|g7 it remains to show that 7 is saturated.

Since T X is closed under T-colimits in PX, if we can prove that 7X = TX for
each real-enriched category X, then T X is closed under T-colimits, hence under
T- colimits, and consequently, ’T is saturated.

First we prove that 7X C TX. That means, if € TX and g: Y — Z is a
morphism in 7-Alg, then for any functor f: X — Y, the colimit of f weighted by ¢
exists and is preserved by g. Since f3(¢) € TY, the colimit of f weighted by ¢ exists.
By commutativity of the above square we have colim(gz o f3(¢)) = g(colim f3(¢)),
hence the colimit of f welghted by ¢ is preserved by g

Next we prove that 7X C 7X. Since T- Alg = T-Alg, each A of T-Alg is T~
cocomplete. Since 7X belongs to T-Alg, it is T- cocomplete Since the inclusion
ix: ’TX — PX preserves T-colimits, it preserves T -colimits too. Then, for each
o c TX,

colimg tx = colimy(ix otyx) = colimyyx = ¢,
hence ¢ € TX.

To see uniqueness, suppose S is a saturated class of weights Wlth S-Alg = T-Alg.
Then we prove that S = T by showing that S is a subclass of T and contains the
class T.

Since 7T is the largest class of weights for which 7-Alg = ’?—Alg, S is a subclass
of 7. To see that S contains the class T, first we show that S contains the class 7T
that is, 7X C SX for each real-enriched category X. Since S is saturated, then

e SX is S-cocomplete, hence T-cocomplete;
e the inclusion functor jx: SX — PX preserves S-colimits, hence T-
colimits.
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Let sx: X — SX be the Yoneda embedding with codomain restricted to SX.
Then for each ¢ € TX,

colimg sx = colimg (jx o sx) = colimgyx = ¢,

hence ¢ € SX and TX C SX.

Now we show that S contains 7. Since S is saturated and contains the class
T, it follows that for each real-enriched category X, SX is closed in PX under
T-colimits, then TX C SX. O
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