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Abstract

Truth refers to the satisfaction relation used to define the semantics
of model-theoretic languages. The satisfaction relation for first order lan-
guages (truth classification), and the preservation of truth by first order
interpretations (truth infomorphism), is a motivating example in the the-
ory of Information Flow (IF) [1]. The abstract theory of satisfaction
is the basis for the theory of institutions [3]. Factoring refers to cate-
gorical factorization systems. The concept lattice, which is the central
structure studied by the theory of Formal Concept Analysis (FCA) [2], is
constructed by a factorization. The study of classification structures (IF)
and the study of conceptual structures (FCA) aim (at least is part) to
provide a principled foundation for the logical theory of knowledge rep-
resentation and organization. In an effort to unify these two areas, the
paper ”Distributed Conceptual Structures” [4] abstracted the basic theo-
rem of FCA in order to established three levels of categorical equivalence
between classification structures and conceptual structures. In this paper
we refine this approach by resolving the equivalence as the factorization of
three isomorphic versions: relation, function and Galois connection. We
develop the latter more algebraic version of the equivalence as the polar
factorization of Galois connections. We advocate this abstract adjunctive
representation of classification and conceptual structures.
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1 Categories with Factorization Systems

Let C be an arbitrary category. Let C2 denote the arrow category1 of C. An
object of C2 is a triple (A, f,B), where f : A→ B is a C-morphism. A morphism
of C2, (a, b) : (A1, f1, B1)→ (A2, f2, B2), is a pair of C-morphisms a : A1 → A2

and b : B1 → B2 that form a commuting square

A1 B1

A2 B2

f1

f2

a b

✲

✲

❄ ❄

1Recall that 2 is the two-object category, pictured as • → •, with one non-trivial morphism.
The arrow category C2 is (isomorphic to) the functor category [2,C].
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Figure 1: Categorical Factorization Equivalence

There are source and target projection functors ∂C
0 , ∂

C
1 : C2 → C and an arrow

natural transformation αC : ∂C
0 ⇒ ∂C

0 : C2 → C with component αC(A, f,B) =
f : A → B (background of Figure 1). A factorization system in C is a pair
〈E,M〉 of classes of C-morphisms satisfying the following conditions.

Subcategories: All C-isomorphisms are in E ∩ M. Both E and M are closed
under C-composition.

Existence: Every C-morphism f : A→ B has an 〈E,M〉-factorization (A, e, C,m,B),
a quadruple where e : A→ C, m : C → B, f = e ·m, e ∈ E and m ∈ M.

Uniqueness: Any two 〈E,M〉-factorizations are isomorphic; that is, if (A, e, C,m,B)
and (A, e′, C′,m′, B) are two 〈E,M〉-factorizations of f : A → B, then
there is a C-isomorphism h : C ∼= C′ with e · h = e′ and h ·m′ = m.

The uniqueness condition is equivalent to the following condition.

Diagonalization: For every commutative square e · s = r ·m of C-morphisms,
with e ∈ E and m ∈ M, there is a unique C-morphism d with e · d = r and
d ·m = s.

Note that E form M are C-subcategories with the same objects as C. Let E2

denote the full subcategory of C2 whose objects are the morphisms in E. Make
the same definitions for M2. Just as for C2, the category E2 has source and
target projection functors ∂E

0 , ∂
E
1 : E2 → C and arrow natural transformation

αE : ∂E
0 ⇒ ∂E

0 : E2 → C (foreground of Figure 1). The same is true for M2.
Let E⊙CM denote the category of 〈E,M〉-factorizations (top foreground of

Figure 1), whose objects are 〈E,M〉-factorizations (A, e, C,m,B) (composable
pairs e : A → C and m : C → B for e ∈ E and m ∈ M), and whose morphisms
(a, c, b) : (A1, e1, C1,m1, B1)→ (A2, e2, C2,m2, B2)
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A1 C1 B1

A2 C2 B2

e1 m1

e2 m2

a c b

✲ ✲

✲ ✲
❄ ❄ ❄

are C-morphism triples, where (a, c) : (A1, e1, C1) → (A2, e2, C2) is an E2-
morphism and (c, b) : (C1,m1, B1)→ (C2,m2, B2) is anM2-morphism. E⊙CM =
E2×|C|M

2 is the pullback (in the category of categories) of the 1st-projection of

E2 and the 0th-projection of M2. There is a composition functor ◦C : E⊙CM→
C2, which is defined on objects as ◦C(A, e, C,m,B) = (A, e ◦C m,B) and on
morphisms as ◦C(a, c, b) = (a, b).

An 〈E,M〉-factorization system with choice has a specified factorization for
each C-morphism; that is, there is a choice function from the class of C-morphisms
to the class of 〈E,M〉-factorizations. When choice is specified, there is a factor-
ization functor ÷C : C2 → E⊙CM, which is defined on objects as the cho-
sen 〈E,M〉-factorization ÷C(e,m) = (e, C,m) and on morphisms as ÷C(a, b) =
(a, c, b) where c is defined by diagonalization (÷C is functorial by uniqueness
of factorization). Clearly, factorization followed by composition is the identity
÷C◦ ◦C = idC. By uniqueness of factorication (up to iosomorphism) composition
followed by factorization is an isomorphism ◦C ◦ ÷C

∼= idE⊙CM.

2 The Category of Adjunctions

2.1 Monotonic Functions

A monotonic function (isotonic function) f : A → B from source preorder
A = 〈A,≤A〉 to target preorder B = 〈B,≤B〉 is a function f : A → B that
preserves (preserves and respects) order: if a1 ≤A a2 then f(a1) ≤A f(a2)
(a1 ≤A a2 iff f(a1) ≤A f(a2) for any two source elements a1, a2 ∈ A. For
any monotonic function f : A → B, the kernel preorder of f is the preorder
ker(f) = 〈A,≤f 〉 whose elements are the source elements of f and whose order
relation is define by a1 ≤f a2 when f(a1) ≤B f(a2). Three facts are clear
from the definition of the kernel order relation: the source order relation is a
subrelation of the kernel order relation ≤A⊆≤f , and hence the identity function
idA is an injective monotonic function idA : A → ker(f); the function f is an
isotonic function f : ker(f) → B; and the original monotonic function factors
as the composition of these two. It is also clear that a monotonic function is
isotonic iff the kernel preorder is the source A = ker(f).

2.2 Galois Connections

AGalois connection (adjoint pair of monotonic functions) g = 〈left(g), right(g)〉 =
〈ǧ, ĝ〉 : A ⇀↽ B from preorder A = 〈A,≤A〉 to preorder B = 〈B,≤B〉 is a con-
travariant pair of functions, a monotonic function left(g) = ǧ : A → B in the
forward direction and a monotonic function right(g) = ĝ : A ← B in the back-
ward direction, satisfying the fundamental adjointness property ǧ(a) ≤B b iff
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Figure 2: The Component Architecture for Adjunctions
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a ≤A ĝ(b) for every source element a ∈ A and every target element b ∈ B, or
equivalently the pair of inequalities ǧ(ĝ(b)) ≤B b for all b ∈ B and a ≤A ĝ(ǧ(a))
for all a ∈ A. Preorders and Galois connections form the category Adj. Posets
and Galois connections form the full subcategory Adj= ⊂ Adj. Projecting to
the left and right gives rise to two component functors, left : Adj → Set and
right : Adjop → Set.

2.2.1 Closure and Interior.

Let g : A ⇀↽ B be any Galois connection. The closure of g is the monotonic
function (-)•g = ǧ · ĝ = left(g) · right(g) : A → A. Closure is increasing
idA ≤ (-)•g and idempotent (-)•g · (-)•g ≡ (-)•g . Idempotency is implied by the
fact that ǧ · ĝ · ǧ ≡ ǧ. A source element a ∈ A is a closed element of g when
it is equivalent to its closure a ≡A a•g . A source element a ∈ A is closed iff
it is equivalent a ≡A ĝ(b) to the right adjoint image of some target element
b ∈ B. Let clo(g) ⊆ A denote the set of closed elements of g. The interior of
g is the monotonic function (-)◦g = ĝ · ǧ = right(g) · left(g) : B → B. Interior
is decreasing idA ≥ (-)◦g and idempotent (-)◦g · (-)◦g ≡ (-)◦g . Idempotency is
implied by the fact that ĝ · ǧ · ĝ ≡ ĝ. A target element b ∈ B is an open element
of g when it is equivalent to its interior b ≡B b◦g . A target element b ∈ B
is open iff it is equivalent b ≡B ǧ(a) to the left adjoint image of some source
element a ∈ A. Let open(g) ⊆ B denote the set of open elements of g.

2.2.2 Reflections and Coreflections.

A reflection is a Galois connection g : A ⇀↽ B that satisfies the condition
idB ≡ (-)◦g . Since ĝ(b1) ≤A ĝ(b2) implies b1 ≡B ǧ(ĝ(b1)) ≤B ǧ(ĝ(b2)) ≡B b2,
the right adjoint ĝ of a reflection is an isotonic function. A coreflection is a
Galois connection g : A ⇀↽ B that satisfies the condition idA ≡ (-)•g . Since
ǧ(a1) ≤B ǧ(a2) implies a1 ≡A ĝ(ǧ(a1)) ≤A ĝ(ǧ(a2)) ≡A a2, the left adjoint ǧ
of a coreflection is an isotonic function.

Theorem 1 The following properties hold.

• Let g = 〈ǧ, ĝ〉 : A ⇀↽ B be a reflection. If the source A is a poset, then
the target B is also a poset. If the source A is a complete lattice, then
the target B is a complete lattice with the definitions

∨

B B = ǧ (
∨

A ĝ[B])
and

∧

B B = ǧ (
∧

A ĝ[B]) for any target subset B. Also, the following
identities hold: ĝ (

∨

B B) = (
∨

A ĝ[B])
•
and ĝ (

∧

B B) =
∧

A ĝ[B].

• Let g = 〈ǧ, ĝ〉 : A ⇀↽ B be a coreflection. If the target B is a poset, then
the source A is also a poset. If the target B is a complete lattice, then the
source A is a complete lattice with the definitions

∧

A A = ĝ (
∧

B ǧ[A])
and

∨

A A = ĝ (
∨

B ǧ[A]) for any source subset A. Also, the following
identities hold: ǧ(

∧

A A) = (
∧

B ǧ[A])
◦
and ǧ(

∨

A A) =
∨

B ǧ[A].
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Proof. We prove the property for coreflections. The property for reflections
is dual. The following argument shows that the definition for meet is well-
defined.

∧

B ǧ[A] ≤B ĝ(a) for all a ∈ A. This implies that ĝ (
∧

B ǧ[A]) ≤A a
for all a ∈ A. Hence, ĝ (

∧

B ǧ[A]) ≤A

∧

A A. Assume x ≤A a for all a ∈ A.
Since the left adjoint is monotonic, ǧ(x) ≤B ǧ(a) for all a ∈ A. Hence, ǧ(x) ≤B
∧

B ǧ[A]. Since the right adjoint is monotonic and right inverse, x = ĝ(ǧ(x)) ≤A

ĝ (
∧

B ǧ[A]). Dually, the following argument shows that the definition for join
is well-defined. ǧ(a) ≤A

∨

B ǧ[A] for all a ∈ A. This implies that a ≤A

ĝ (
∨

B ǧ[A]) for all a ∈ A. Hence,
∨

A A ≤A ĝ (
∨

B ǧ[A]). Assume a ≤A x
for all a ∈ A. Since the left adjoint is monotonic, ǧ(a) ≤B ǧ(x) for all a ∈ A.
Hence,

∨

B ǧ[A] ≤B ǧ(x). Since the right adjoint is monotonic and right inverse,
ĝ (

∨

B ǧ[A]) ≤A ĝ(ǧ(x)) = x. The second identity is trivial, since ǧ is a left
adjoint. By monotonicity of the left adjoint, ǧ (

∧

A A) ≤B ǧ(a) for each element
a ∈ A. Hence, ǧ (

∧

A A) ≤B

∧

B ǧ[A]. By idempotency and monotonicity
of the g-interior, ǧ(

∧

A A) = (ǧ(
∧

A A))
◦
≤B (

∧

B ǧ[A])
◦
. For any element

a ∈ A,
∧

B ǧ[A] ≤B ǧ(a). Since the right adjoint is right inverse and monotonic,
ĝ (

∧

B ǧ[A]) ≤A ĝ(ǧ(a)) = a. Hence, ĝ (
∧

B ǧ[A]) ≤B

∧

A A. By monotonicity
of the left adjoint, (

∧

B ǧ[A])
◦
= ǧ(ĝ (

∧

B ǧ[A])) ≤B ǧ (
∧

A A).

2.2.3 Examples.

There is an existential direct image functor ∃ : Set→ Set, where the existential
direct image ∃A of any set A is the power set ℘A, and the existential direct
image ∃h : ℘A1 → ℘A2 of any function h : A1 → A2 maps a source subset
X1 ⊆ A1 to the target subset {a2 ∈ A2 | ∃a1 ∈ X1, h(a1) = a2} ⊆ A2. There

is an inverse image functor (−)
−1

: Setop → Set, where the inverse image A−1

of any set A is the power set ℘A, and the inverse image h−1 : ℘A1 ← ℘A2 of
any function h : A1 → A2 maps a target subset X2 ⊆ A2 to the source subset
{a1 ∈ A1 | h(a1) ∈ X2} ⊆ A1. There is a direct image functor dir : Set → Adj,

where dir ◦ left = ∃ and dir ◦ rightop = (−)
−1

; that is, where the direct image
dir(A) of any set A is the power preorder (poset) ℘A = 〈℘A,⊆〉, and the direct
image dir(A) = 〈∃h, 〉 : ℘A1 ⇀↽ ℘A2 of any function h : A1 → A2 is the Galois
connection with existential direct image as left adjoint and inverse image as
right adjoint.

2.2.4 Polar Factorization.

Let g = 〈left(g), right(g)〉 = 〈ǧ, ĝ〉 : A ⇀↽ B be a Galois connection. A bipole
(bipolar pair) (a, b) is a pair consisting of a closed element a ∈ clo(g) and an open
element b ∈ open(g), where a ≡A ĝ(b) (equivalently, b ≡B ǧ(a)). Let elem(g)
denote the set of bipoles of g. Define the bipolar order (a1, b1) ≤g (a2, b2)
when a1 ≤A a2 (equivalently, when b1 ≤B b2). The preorder axis(g) = ♦(g) =
〈elem(g),≤g〉 is called the axis of g. There is an obvious pair of projection
(monotonic) functions: the source projection proj0(g) = πg

0 : elem(g)→ A, and
the target projection proj1(g) = πg

1 : elem(g)→ B. There is also a pair of “em-
bedding” (monotonic) functions in the opposite direction: the source embedding

7



embed0(g) = ξg0 : A → elem(g) defined by ξg0 (a)
.
= (a•g , ǧ(a)) = (ĝ(ǧ(a), ǧ(a))

for all a ∈ A, and the target embedding embed1(g) = ξg1 : B → elem(g)
defined by ξg1 (b)

.
= (ĝ(b), b◦g) = (ĝ(b), ǧ(ĝ(b))) for all b ∈ B. It is straight-

forward to check that the source embedding and projection form a reflection
refl(g) = 〈ξg0 , π

g
0 〉 : A ⇀↽ ♦(g), the target projection and embedding form a

coreflection corefl(g) = 〈πg
1 , ξ

g
1 〉 : ♦(g) ⇀↽ A, and the original Galois connec-

tion factors as g = refl(g) ◦ corefl(g). This is called the polar (or reflection-
coreflection) factorization of g. If both source A and target B are posets, then
axis(g) is also a poset. If both source A and target B are complete lattices,
then axis(g) is also a complete lattices with meet and join define by

∧

C = and
∨

C =.

Lemma 1 Assume that we are given a commutative square

A B

C D

e

m

r sh

✲

✲

❄ ❄
�

��✠

of Galois connections between posets, with reflection e and coreflection m. Then
there is a unique Galois connection h : B ⇀↽ C with e ◦ h = r and h ◦m = s.

Proof. The fundamental adjointness property, the special conditions for (co)reflections
and the above commutative diagram, resolve into the following identities and
inequalities: ê · ě = idB, idA ≤ ě · ê, ŝ · š ≤ idD, idB ≤ š · ŝ, r̂ · ř ≤ idC ,
idA ≤ ř · r̂, m̂ · m̌ ≤ idD, idC = m̌ · m̂, ě · m̌ = ř · m̌, and m̂ · r̂ = ŝ · ê. By
suitable pre- and post-composition we can prove the identities: ě · š · m̂ = ř and
m̂ · r̂ · ě = ŝ, (and then) š · m̂ = ê · ř and r̂ · ě = m̌ · ŝ. [Existence] Define the
monotonic functions ȟ

.
= š · m̂ = ê · ř and ȟ

.
= r̂ · ě = m̌ · ŝ. It is straightforward

to check the equalities ĥ · ȟ = m̌ · ŝ · ê · ř = m̌ · m̂ · r̂ · ř = r̂ · ř ≤= idC ,
ȟ · ĥ = š · m̂ · r̂ · ě = š · ŝ · ê · ě = š · ŝ ≥= idB, ȟ · m̌ = ê · ř · m̌ = ê · ě · š = š,
m̂ · ĥ = m̂ · r̂ · ě = ŝ · ê · ě = ŝ, ě · ȟ = ě · š · m̂ = ř · m̌ · m̂ = ř and
ĥ · ê = m̌ · ŝ · ê = m̌ · m̂ · r̂ = r̂. These show that h = 〈ȟ, ĥ〉 : B ⇀↽ C is a Galois
connection satisfying the require identities e ◦ h = r and h ◦m = s. [Unique-

ness] Suppose k = 〈ǩ, k̂〉 : B ⇀↽ C is another Galois connection satisfying the
require identities e ◦k = r and k ◦m = s. These identities resolve to the identi-
ties ě · ǩ = ř, k̂ · ê = r̂, ǩ ·m̌ = š, and m̂ · k̂ = ŝ. Hence, ǩ = ǩ ·m̌ ·m̂ = š ·m̂ = ǩ,
k̂ = k̂ · ê · ě = r̂ · ě = ĥ and thus k = h.

Theorem 2 The classes of reflections and coreflections form a factorization
system for Adj= the category of posets and Galois connections. The axis con-
struction makes this a factorization system with choice.

Proof. The previous discussion and lemma.

2.3 Quartets of Galois Connections
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A ♦(g) B

ker(ǧ)

ker(ĝ)

clog lift0g

lift1g intg

refg ref∝g

refg
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✲ ✲
❄

❄

�
��✒ ❅

❅❅❘

❅
❅❅❘ �

��✒

A✲✓
✒ ✑

♦(g) B ✛ ✏
✒ ✑

g• g◦

ker(ǧ)

ker(ĝ)

idA

g•
(iso)

�
�
�✒
�

�
�✠

ǧ
(iso)

ĝ

❅
❅
❅❘

❅
❅

❅■
π
g
0 ξ

g
0

(iso)

ξ
g
1

(iso)
π
g
1

✻

❄

✻

❄

✲
✛

✲
✛

ξ
g
0

(iso)

π
g
0

π
g
1

(iso)

ξ
g
1

ǧ

ĝ
(iso)

❅
❅
❅❘

❅
❅

❅■ g◦

(iso)

idB�
�
�✒
�

�
�✠

Galois connection (iconic) Galois connection (detailed)

g
.
= 〈ǧ ⊣ ĝ〉 : A ⇀↽ B

refg
.
= 〈ξg0 ⊣ πg

0 〉 : A ⇀↽ ♦(g)
ref∝g

.
= 〈πg

1 ⊣ ξg1 〉 : ♦(g) ⇀↽ B
refg

.
= 〈ξg0 ⊣ πg

0 〉 : ker(ǧ) ⇀↽ ♦(g)
ref∝g

.
= 〈πg

1 ⊣ ξg1 〉 : ♦(g) ⇀↽ ker(ĝ)

lift0g
.
= 〈ǧ ⊣ ĝ〉 : ker(ǧ) ⇀↽ B

lift1g
.
= 〈ǧ ⊣ ĝ〉 : A ⇀↽ ker(ĝ)

liftg
.
= 〈ǧ ⊣ ĝ〉 : ker(ǧ) ⇀↽ ker(ĝ)

clog
.
= 〈idA ⊣ g•〉 : A ⇀↽ ker(ǧ)

intg
.
= 〈g◦ ⊣ idB〉 : ker(ĝ) ⇀↽ B

refg ◦ ref
∝
g = g

clog ◦ refg = refg
ref∝g ◦ intg = ref∝g
refg ◦ ref

∝
g = liftg

refg ◦ ref
∝
g = lift0g

refg ◦ ref
∝
g = lift1g

clog ◦ lift
0
g = g

clog ◦ liftg = lift1g
lift1g ◦ intg = g

liftg ◦ intg = lift0g

Figure 3: Combined Factorization of Galois Connections
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A1 ker(ǧ1) B1

A2 ker(ǧ2) B2
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clo(g1) lift(g1)

clo(g2) lift(g2)

g2
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✲ ✲
❄ ❄ ❄
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A1 ker(ǧ1) B1
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idA1 ǧ1
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1 ĝ1

idA2 ǧ2
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2 ĝ2
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� ❅❘✲ ✲
✛ ✛

✲ ✲
✛ ✛

❅■ �

❄

✻

❄
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❄

✻

Morphism of Reflections

A1 ker(ĝ1) B1

A2 ker(ĝ2) B2

g1

lift(g1) int(g1)

lift(g2) int(g2)

g2

a d b

� ❅❘
✲ ✲

✲ ✲
❄ ❄ ❄

❅ �✒

A1 ker(ĝ1) B1

A2 ker(ĝ2) B2

ǎâ ďd̂ b̌b̂

ǧ1

ǧ1 g◦
1

ĝ1 idB1

ǧ2 g◦
2

ĝ2 idB2

ĝ2

� ❅❘✲ ✲
✛ ✛

✲ ✲
✛ ✛

❅■ �

❄

✻

❄

✻

❄

✻

Morphism of Coreflections

Figure 4: Factorization of Quartets (with Poset 0-cells)
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A quartet of Galois connections 〈a,b〉 : g1 ⇒ g2 from vertical
source Galois connection g1 = 〈ǧ1, ĝ1〉 : A1 ⇀↽ B1 to vertical
target Galois connection g2 = 〈ǧ2, ĝ2〉 : A2 ⇀↽ B2, is a pair of
Galois connections, the horizontal source a = 〈ǎ, â〉 : A1 ⇀↽ A2

and the horizontal target b = 〈b̌, b̂〉 : B1 ⇀↽ B2, which form a
commuting square in the category Adj: g1 ◦b = a◦g2. In detail,
this quartet condition means that ǧ1 ·b̌ = ǎ·ǧ2 and ĝ2 ·â = b̂·ĝ1.

✲

✲

❄ ❄

A1 B1

A2 B2

g1

g2

a b

Let ✷(Adj) denote the double category, whose objects (0-cells) are preorders,
whose vertical and horizontal arrows (1-cells) are Galois connections, and
whose 2-cells are quartets of Galois connections.

2.3.1 Morphisms of Reflections.

This paragraph is applicable to the extentional aspect of conceptual structures.
A morphism of reflections is a morphism in the full vertical subcategory whose
horizontal arrows are reflections. When 〈a,b〉 : g1 ⇒ g2 is a morphism of
reflections between posets, the quartet condition implies the special conditions
b̌ = ĝ1 · ǎ · ǧ2 and b̂ = ĝ2 · â · ǧ1 (note that only the source needs to be
a reflection); that is, that the Galois connection b is defined by the Galois
connection a. In this case, just as a reflection factors horizontally g = clo(g) ◦
lift(g) : A ⇀↽ ker(ǧ) ⇀↽ B in terms of the kernel of its left adjoint, so also
a morphism of reflections factors horizontally 〈a,b〉 = 〈a, c〉 ◦ 〈c,b〉 in terms
of a Galois connection between the kernel of the left adjoint of source and
target (see the top of Figure 4); that is, given any morphism of reflections
〈a,b〉 : g1 ⇒ g2, there is a Galois connection c = 〈č, ĉ〉 : ker(ǧ1) ⇀↽ ker(ǧ2)
such that 〈a, c〉 : clo(g1) ⇒ clo(g2) and 〈c,b〉 : lift(g1) ⇒ lift(g2) are quartets
of Galois connections, and 〈a,b〉 = 〈a, c〉 ◦ 〈c,b〉 (horizontal composition of
quartets). The quartet conditions for 〈a, c〉 require that idA1 · č = ǎ · idA2 and
g•
2 · â = ĉ ·g•

1. The first gives the definition č
.
= ǎ. Define ĉ

.
= g•

2 · â. The second
holds, since g•

2 · â = ǧ2 · ĝ2 · â = (by the second quartet condition for 〈a,b〉)

ǧ2 · b̂ · ĝ1 = (by a special property of reflection morphisms) ǧ2 · ĝ2 · â · ǧ1 · ĝ1 =
g•
2 · â · g

•
1 = ĉ · g•

1. The quartet conditions for 〈b, c〉 require that ǧ1 · b̌ = č · ǧ2

and ĝ2 · ĉ = b̂ · ĝ1. The first holds, since ǧ1 · b̌ = (by the first quartet condition
for 〈a,b〉) ǎ · ǧ2 = č · ǧ2. The second holds, since ĝ2 · ĉ = ĝ2 · g

•
2 · â = (by

idempotency) ĝ2 · â = (by the second quartet condition for 〈a,b〉) b̂ · ĝ1. For the
Galois connection c = 〈č, ĉ〉 : ker(ǧ1) ⇀↽ ker(ǧ2), we prove that the fundamental
condition holds by chasing it around the left hand commutative square in the
top of Figure 4: č(a1) ≤ǧ2

a2 iff (by the fundamental condition for clo(g2))
č(a1) ≤B1 g•

2(a2) iff ǎ(a1) ≤B1 g•
2(a2) iff (by the fundamental condition for a)

a1 ≤A1 â(g•
2(a2)) iff (by the underlined equality above) a1 ≤A1 g•

1(ĉ(a2)) iff (by
the fundamental condition for clo(g1)) a1 ≤ǧ1

ĉ(a2) for every source element
a1 ∈ A1 and every target element a2 ∈ A2.

Refletions and their morphism form a category Refl with a horizontal source
component functor ∂h

0 : Clgopτ → Adj, a horizontal target component functor
∂h
1 : Clgτ → Set, and a natural transformation refl : ∂h

0 ⇒ ∂h
1 : Refl → Adj.
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The category Refl is a subcategory of Adj2 = ✷(Adj)vert the category of Galois
connections (as objects), the vertical category of the double cateogy ✷(Adj) of
quartets of Galous connections, with inclusion functor incl : Refl → Adj2. The
components are related as ∂h

0 = incl ◦ ∂h
0 , ∂

h
1 = incl ◦ ∂h

1 and refl = incl ◦ galcon.

2.3.2 Morphisms of Coreflections.

This paragraph is applicable to the intensional aspect of conceptual structures.
A morphism of coreflections is a morphism in the full vertical subcategory whose
horizontal arrows are coreflections. When 〈a,b〉 : g1 ⇒ g2 is a morphism of
coreflections between posets, the quartet condition implies the special conditions
ǎ = ǧ1 · b̌ · ĝ2 and â = ǧ2 · b̂ · ĝ1 (note that only the target needs to be
a coreflection); that is, that the Galois connection a is defined by the Galois
connection b. In this case, just as a coreflection factors horizontally g = lift(g)◦
int(g) : A ⇀↽ ker(ĝ) ⇀↽ B in terms of the kernel of its right adjoint, so also a
morphism of coreflections factors horizontally 〈a,b〉 = 〈a,d〉 ◦ 〈d,b〉 in terms
of a Galois connection between the kernel of the right adjoint of source and
target (see the bottom of Figure 4); that is, given any morphism of coreflections

〈a,b〉 : g1 ⇒ g2, there is a Galois connection d = 〈ď, d̂〉 : ker(ĝ1) ⇀↽ ker(ĝ2)
such that 〈a,d〉 : lift(g1) ⇒ lift(g2) and 〈d,b〉 : int(g1) ⇒ int(g2) are quartets
of Galois connections, and 〈a,b〉 = 〈a,d〉 ◦ 〈d,b〉 (horizontal composition of
quartets). The quartet conditions for 〈d,b〉 require that g◦

1 · b̌ = ď · g◦
2 and

idB2 · d̂ = b̂ · idB1 . The second gives the definition d̂
.
= b̂. Define ď

.
= g◦

1 · b̌.
The first holds, since g◦

1 · b̌= ĝ1·ǧ1·b̌= (by the first quartet condition for 〈a,b〉)

ĝ1 · ǎ · ǧ2 = (by a special property of coreflection morphisms) ĝ1 · ǧ1 · b̌ · ĝ2 · ǧ2 =
g◦
1 · b̌ · g

◦
2 = ď · g◦

2. The quartet conditions for 〈a,d〉 require that ǧ1 · ď = ǎ · ǧ2

and ĝ2 · â = d̂ · ĝ1. The first holds, since ǧ1 · ď = ǧ1 ·g
◦
1 · b̌ = (by idempotency)

ǧ1 · b̌ = (by the first quartet condition for 〈a,b〉) ǎ · ǧ2. The second holds, since

ĝ2 · â = (by the second quartet condition for 〈a,b〉) b̂ · ĝ1 = d̂ · ĝ1. For the

Galois connection d = 〈ď, d̂〉 : ker(ĝ1) ⇀↽ ker(ĝ2), we prove that the fundamental
condition holds by chasing it around the right hand commutative square in the
bottom of Figure 4: ď(b1) ≤ĝ2

b2 iff (by the fundamental condition for int(g2))
g◦
2(ď(b1)) ≤B2 b2 iff (by the underlined equality above) b̌(g◦

1(b1)) ≤B2 b2 iff (by

the fundamental condition for b) g◦
1(b1) ≤B1 b̂(b2) iff g◦

1(b1) ≤B1 d̂(b2) iff (by

the fundamental condition for int(g1)) b1 ≤ĝ1
d̂(b2) for every source element

b1 ∈ B1 and every target element b2 ∈ B2.

3 The Category of Classifications

3.1 Classifications

Classification structure A has three isomorphic versions: a relation version, a
function version and a Galois connection version.

The relation version of classification structure [1] consists of a set inst(A) of
things to be classified, called the instances of A, a set typ(A) of things used to
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classify the instances, called the types of A, and a binary classification relation
|=A⊆ inst(A)×typ(A). The notation x |=A y is read “instance x has type y in
classification A”. Classifications are known as formal contexts in the theory of
formal concept analysis as describe in Ganter and Wille [2], where instances are
called formal objects, types are called formal attributes, and the classification
relation is called an incidence relation.

3.1.1 Extent and Intent.

Let A be any classification. The function version of classification structure
consists of a pair of dual functions.

For any type y ∈ typ(A), the extent (or instance set) of y is the set extA(y) =
{x ∈ inst(A) | x |=A y}. This defines the extent function extA : typ(A) →
℘ inst(A). Types y, y′ ∈ typ(A) are coextensive in A when extA(y) = extA(y′).
A classification A is extensional when there are no distinct coextensive types;
that is, when the extent function extA is injective. Instance and power classifi-
cations are extensional. For any infomorphism f = 〈inst(f), typ(f)〉 : A1 ⇀↽ A2,

the following naturality condition holds: extA1 ·Set inst(f)
−1

= typ(f) ·Set extA2 .

Hence, there is an extent natural transformation ext : typ ⇒ instop ◦ (−)
−1

:
Clsn→ Set (bottom left Figure 6).

Dually, for any instance x ∈ inst(A), the intent (or type set) of x is the
set intA(x) = {y ∈ typ(A) | x |=A y}. This defines the intent function intA :
inst(A) → ℘ typ(A). Instances x, x′ ∈ inst(A) are indistinguishable in A when
intA(x) = intA(x′). A classification A is separated when there are no distinct
indistinguishable instances; that is, when the intent function intA is injective.
Instance and power classifications are separated. For any infomorphism f =
〈inst(f), typ(f)〉 : A1 ⇀↽ A2, the following naturality condition holds: intA2 ·Set
typ(f)−1 = inst(f) ·Set intA1 . Hence, there is an intent natural transformation

int : inst⇒ typop ◦ (−)
−1

: Clsnop → Set (bottom left Figure 6).

3.1.2 Derivation

Let A be any classification. The Galois connection version of classification
structure consists of a pair of derivation operators: XA = {y ∈ typ(A) | x |=A

y for all x ∈ X} for any instance subset X ⊆ inst(A), and Y A = {x ∈ inst(A) |
x |=A y for all y ∈ Y } for any type subset Y ⊆ typ(A). When X : inst(A)→ 1
and Y : typ(A) ← 1 are regarded as relations, derivation is seen to be residu-
ation, XA = X\A and Y A = A/Y , where the classification relation is repre-
sented as A. Derivation forms a Galois connection

〈(−)A, (−)A〉 : ℘ inst(A) ⇀↽ ℘ typ(A)
op
.

Hence, there are closure operations (−)• = (−)AA for instances and types.
Derivation is expressed by the following conditions, which indicate a natural
duality between instance and types.
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X1 ⊆ X2 implies XA
2 ⊆ XA

1 for X1, X2 ⊆ inst(A),
Y1 ⊆ Y2 implies Y A

2 ⊆ Y A
1 for Y1, Y2 ⊆ typ(A),

X ⊆ X• and XA = X•A = XA• for X ⊆ inst(A),
Y ⊆ Y • and Y A = Y •A = Y A• for Y ⊆ typ(A),
(
⋃

k∈K Xk)
A =

⋂

k∈K XA
k for Xk ⊆ inst(A),

(
⋃

k∈K Yk)
A =

⋂

k∈K Y A
k for Yk ⊆ typ(A).

Examples. Systemic examples of classifications abound. Any preorder A
is a classification incl(A), whose instance and type sets are the underlying set
inst(incl(A)) = typ(incl(A)) = A and whose incidence is the order ⊢incl(A) = ≤A.
Given any set X , the instance power classification ℘̌X = 〈X,℘X,∈〉 associated
with X , has elements of X as instances, subsets of X as types, with membership
serving as the classification relation. Dually, given any set Y , the type power
classification ℘̂ Y = 〈℘Y, Y,∋〉 associated with Y , has subsets of Y as instances,
elements of Y as types, with membership transpose serving as the classification
relation. Given any classification A, the dual (or transpose) classification (or
involution) A∝ = 〈typ(A), inst(A), |=∝

A〉 has types of A as instances, instances
of A as types, with classification being the transpose of the A-classification.
The transpose operator is idempotent: A∝∝ = A. The transpose of instance
power is type power, and vice versa: (℘̌X)

∝
= ℘̂X and (℘̂ Y )

∝
= ℘̌ Y .

Formal Concepts. A formal concept c = (X,Y ) is a pair of subsets, X ⊆
inst(A) and Y ⊆ typ(A), that satisfies the closure properties X = Y A and
Y = XA. The subset X = extA(c) is called the extent of c, and the subset
Y = intA(c) is called the intent of c. Let conc(A) denote the set of all con-
cepts of the classification A. There is a naturally defined concept order c1 ≤ c2
that holds when extA(c1) ⊆ extA(c2), or equivalently when intA(c1) ⊇ intA(c2),
for any two concepts c1, c2 ∈ conc(A). Then we say that c1 is more specific
than c2 or dually that c2 is more generic than c1. This partial order under-
lies a complete lattice lat(A) = 〈conc(A),≤A,

∧

A,
∨

A〉, where the meet and

join are defined by:
∧

A C = 〈
⋂

c∈C extA(c),
(
⋃

c∈C intA(c)
)•
〉 and

∨

A C =

〈
(
⋃

c∈C extA(c)
)•

,
⋂

c∈C intA(c)〉 for any collection of concepts C ⊆ conc(A).
Define the instance embedding relation ιA ⊆ inst(A)×conc(A) as follows: for

every instance x ∈ inst(A) and every formal concept c ∈ conc(A) the relation-
ship xιAc holds when x ∈ ext(c), x is in the extent of c. This relation is closed
on the right with respect to lattice order: ιA◦ ≤A= ιA. Instances are mapped
into the lattice by the instance embedding function ιA : inst(A) → conc(A),
where for each instance x ∈ inst(A), ιA(x) =

(

{x}•, {x}A
)

is defined to be the
smallest concept with x in its extent. This (not necessarily injective) function is
expressed in terms of the relation as the meet ιA(x) =

∧

A xιA. Conversely, the
relation can be expressed in terms of the function as: xιAc when ιA(x) ≤A c.
Concepts in ιA[inst(A)] are called instance concepts. Any concept c ∈ conc(A)
can be expressed as the join c =

∨

x∈ext(c) ιA(x) =
∨

A ιA[extA(c)] of a subset

of instance concepts; that is, ιA[inst(A)] is join-dense in conc(A). Subsets of
instances are mapped into the lattice by the instance subset embedding function
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Adj Adjop
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✁
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∝op
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✁✁☛
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Clgop Clg

Set Set

∝✲
∼=✛
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❄

ι
⇐

❄
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❄

τ
⇒

❄
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=

∝ ◦ left = right
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∝ ◦ typ = inst

inst
ι
⇒ left

typ
τ
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∝op◦ left = right
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∝ ◦ typ = inst

adjuntions classifications concept lattices

Figure 5: Components and Involution

iotaA : ℘ inst(A)→ conc(A), where iotaA(X) = 〈X•, XA〉 =
∧

A{c ∈ conc(A) |
X ⊆ extA(c)} for each instance subset X ⊆ inst(A).

Dually, define the type embedding relation τA ⊆ conc(A)×typ(A) as follows:
for every type y ∈ typ(A) and every formal concept c ∈ conc(A) the relationship
cτAy holds when y ∈ int(c), y is in the intent of c. This relation is closed on the
left respect to lattice order: ≤A ◦τA = τA. Types are mapped into the lattice
by the type embedding function τA : typ(A) → conc(A), where for each type
y ∈ typ(A), τA(y) =

(

{y}A, {y}•
)

is defined to be the largest concept with y in
its intent. This (not necessarily injective) function is expressed in terms of the
relation as the join τA(y) =

∨

A τAy. Conversely, the relation can be expressed
in terms of the function as: cτAy when c ≤A τA(x). Concepts in τA[typ(A)]
are called type concepts. Any concept c ∈ conc(A) can be expressed as the
meet c =

∧

y∈int(c) τA(y) =
∧

A τA[intA(c)] of a subset of type concepts; that

is, τA[typ(A)] is meet-dense in conc(A). Subsets of types are mapped into the
lattice by the type subset embedding function TA : ℘ typ(A)→ conc(A), where
TA(Y ) = 〈Y A, Y •〉 =

∨

A{c ∈ conc(A) | Y ⊆ intA(c)} for each type subset
Y ⊆ typ(A).

The quintuple clg(A) = 〈lat(A), inst(A), typ(A), ιA, τA〉 is a concept lattice,
the concept lattice associated with the classification A.

3.2 Infomorphisms

Basics. An infomorphism f = 〈inst(f), typ(f)〉 : A1 ⇀↽ A2 from source classi-
fication A1 to target classification A2 is defined by Barwise and Seligman [1]
to consist of a contravariant pair of functions, a function inst(f) : inst(A1) ←
inst(A2) in the backward direction between instances and a function typ(f) :
typ(A1) → typ(A2) in the forward direction between types, satisfying the fun-
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✟✟✟✯

❍❍❍❨
Setop

ext

⇐

(−)−1

instop

❍❍❍❥

✟✟✟✙
Set

Set

Clsn

Setop

typ
✻

instop

❄

typ

((−)−1)op

intop

⇐

instop ◦ (−)−1 ext
⇐ typ

typop ◦ (−)−1 int
⇐ inst

ext = ∝op ◦ int

int = ∝ ◦ ext

extent and intent

Figure 6: The Component Architecture for Classifications

damental condition inst(f)(x2) |=A1 y1 iff x2 |=A2 typ(f)(y1) for each target in-
stance x2 ∈ inst(A2) and each source type y1 ∈ typ(A1). The fundamental con-
dition for infomorphisms expresses the invariance of classification under change
of notation. Given any two infomorphisms f : A ⇀↽ B and g : B ⇀↽ C, there is a
composite infomorphism f ◦ g : A ⇀↽ C defined by composing the instance and
type functions: inst(f ◦g) = inst(g)· inst(f) and typ(f ◦g) = typ(f)·typ(g). Given
any classification A, there is an identity infomorphism idA : A ⇀↽ A (with re-
spect to composition) defined in terms of the identity functions on types and
instances: inst(idA) = idinst(A) and typ(idA) = idtyp(A). Using these notions of
composition and identity, classifications and infomorphisms form the category
Clsn. Classifications and infomorphisms resolve into components: there is an
instance functor inst : Clsnop → Set and a type functor typ : Clsn→ Set.

Examples. Systemic examples of infomorphisms abound. Any Galois connec-
tion g : A ⇀↽ B is an infomorphism incl(g) : incl(A) ⇀↽ incl(B), whose instance
and type functions are the left and right functions inst(incl(g)) = left(g) and
typ(incl(g)) = right(g). This fact is expressed as the functor incl : Adjop → Clsn

define by inclop ◦ inst = left and incl ◦ typ = right. The fundamental property of
infomorphisms is clearly related to the notion of adjointness. For any function
f : X1 ← X2, it and its inverse image function f−1 : ℘X1 → ℘X2 form an in-
stance power infomorphism ℘̌ f = 〈f, f−1〉 : ℘̌X1 ⇀↽ ℘̌X2 between the instance
power classifications. This defines an instance power functor ℘̌ : Setop → Clsn,
where ℘̌ ◦ instop = idSetop and ℘̌ ◦ typ = (−)

−1
(top left Figure 6). For any

function g : Y1 → Y2, it and its inverse image function g−1 : ℘Y1 ← ℘Y2

form a type power infomorphism ℘̂ g = 〈g−1, g〉 : ℘̂ Y1 ⇀↽ ℘̂Y2 between the type
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power classifications. This defines a type power functor ℘̂ : Set → Clsn, where

℘̂ ◦ instop = ((−)
−1

)
op

and ℘̂ ◦ typ = idSet (top left Figure 6).
Given any infomorphism f = 〈inst(f), typ(f)〉 : A1 ⇀↽ A2, the dual (or trans-

pose) infomorphism (or involution) f∝ = 〈typ(f), inst(f)〉 : A∝
2

⇀↽ A∝
1 , has the

transpose of the target classification of f as source classification, has the trans-
pose of the source classification of f as target classification, has the type function
of f as instance function, and has the instance function of f as type function.
The transpose operator is idempotent: f∝∝ = f . There is a transpose functor
∝: Clsnop → Clsn, where ∝op◦inst = typ and ∝◦typ = inst (top middle Figure 6).
Transpose is an isomorphism of categories, with ∝−1 = ∝op : Clsn → Clsnop.
The transpose of instance power is type power, and vice versa: (℘̌ f)

∝
= ℘̂ f and

(℘̂ g)∝ = ℘̌ g. Instance and type power functors are related through involution:
℘̂op◦ ∝= ℘̌ and ℘̌op◦ ∝= ℘̂ (top right Figure 6).

3.2.1 Unit and Counit.

Any classification can be compared with the power of its instance. Given any
classification A, the eta infomorphism ηA = 〈idinst(A), extA〉 : A ⇀↽ ℘̌ (inst(A))
from A to the instance power classification of the instance set of A, is the
identity function on instances and the extent function on types. For any info-
morphism f = 〈inst(f), typ(f)〉 : A1 ⇀↽ A2, the following naturality conditions
holds: ηA1 ◦Clsn ℘̌ inst(f) = f ◦Clsn ηA2 . Hence, there is an eta natural transfor-
mation η : idClsn ⇒ instop ◦ ℘̌ : Clsn → Clsn (bottom middle Figure 6), with
η ◦ instop = 1instop and η ◦ typ = ext.

Dually, any classification can be compared with the power of its type. Given
any classificationA, the epsilon infomorphism εA = 〈intA, idtyp(A)〉 : ℘̂ (typ(A)) ⇀↽
A to A from the type power classification of the type set of A, is the intent
function on instances and the identity function on types. For any infomor-
phism f = 〈inst(f), typ(f)〉 : A1 ⇀↽ A2, the following naturality conditions holds:
εA1 ◦Clsn f = ℘̂ typ(f)◦Clsn εA2 . Hence, there is an epsilon natural transformation
ε : typ ◦ ℘̂⇒ idClsn : Clsn→ Clsn (bottom middle Figure 6), with ε ◦ instop = int

and ε ◦ typ = 1typ.

3.2.2 Concept Morphisms

Let f = 〈inst(f), typ(f)〉 : A1 ⇀↽ A2 be any infomorphism between two clas-
sifications with instance function f̌ = inst(f) : inst(A2) → inst(A1) and type

function f̂ = typ(f) : typ(A1) → typ(A2). Since for any concept (X1, Y1) ∈

conc(A1) the equality f̌−1[X1] = f̂ [Y1]
A2

holds between direct and inverse im-

ages, the mapping (X1, Y1) 7→
(

f̌−1[X1],
(

f̌−1[X1]
)A2

)

=
(

f̌−1[X1], f̂ [Y1]
•
)

=
(

inst(f)
−1
× (∃typ(f) ◦ clo(A2))

)

(X1, Y1) = right(f)(X1, Y1) is a well-defined

monotonic function right(f) : conc(A1) → conc(A2) (Figure 9) that pre-
serves types in the sense that: τA1 · right(f) = typ(f) · τA2 . Dually,

since for any concept (X2, Y2) ∈ conc(A2) the equality f̌ [X2]
A1 = f̂−1[Y2]

19



conc(A1) conc(A2)

℘ inst(A1)×℘ typ(A1) ℘ inst(A2)×℘ typ(A2)

conc(A1) conc(A2)

right(f)

inst(f)−1× (∃typ(f) ◦ clo(A2))

(∃ inst(f) ◦ clo(A1))× typ(f)−1

left(f)

✲

✲
✛

✛

❄

✄�

❄

✄�

✻

✂✁

✻

✂✁

Figure 9: The Left-Right Galois Connection

holds, the mapping (X2, Y2) 7→
(

f̂−1[Y2]
A, f̂−1[Y2]

)

=
(

f̌ [X2]
•
, f̂−1[Y2]

)

=
(

(∃ inst(f) ◦ clo(A1))× typ(f)
−1

)

(X2, Y2) = left(f)(X2, Y2) is a well-defined

monotonic function left(f) : conc(A2) → conc(A1) (Figure 9) that preserves
instance concepts in the sense that: ιA2 · left(f) = inst(f) · ιA1 .

The left-right pair adj(f) = 〈left(f), right(f)〉 : conc(A2) ⇀↽ conc(A1) forms a
Galois connection (pair of adjoint monotonic functions) between complete lat-
tices. The quadruple clg(f) = 〈left(f), right(f), inst(f), typ(f)〉 is a concept lattice
morphism clg(f) : clg(A1) ⇀↽ clg(A2), called the concept lattice morphism of
the infomorphism f : A1 ⇀↽ A2.

3.2.3 The Concept Lattice Functor

The concept lattice functor clg : Clsn→ Clg, from the category of classifications
and infomorphisms to the category of concept lattices and concept morphisms,
is defined below via its object and morphism class functions.

4 The Category of Concept Lattices

4.1 Concept Lattices

[Encyclopedia Brittanica] In logic, extension and intension are correlative words
that indicate the reference of a concept: “intension” or “connotation” indicates
the internal content of a concept that constitutes its formal definition; and “ex-
tension” or “denotation” indicates the range of applicability of a concept by
naming the particular objects that it denotes. Concept structure has both ex-
tensional and intensional aspects (points of view). Rudolf Wille’s notion of a
conceptual knowledge system [?] is important in our development of the cate-
gorical analysis of conceptual structures. To paraphrase Wille, a specification
of conceptual knowledge is founded on three basic notions (instances or formal
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objects, types or formal attributes, and formal concepts), which are linked by
four basic relations:

type conc

inst K00 K01

conc K10 K11

K00 The has relation (“an instance has a type”) represents the case where things
are classified by the various properties that they possess.2

K01 The instance-of relation (“an instance belongs to a concept”) represents
the case where things are classified by what they are thought to be.

K10 The abstraction relation (“a type abstracts from, and distinguishes, a con-
cept”). The phrase “property category” corresponds to the concept gen-
erated by an attribute — all concepts in the abstraction relation are sub-
concepts of this.

K11 The subconcept relation (“a more specific concept is a subconcept of a more
generic concept”). In a conceptual knowledge system certain concepts
are distinguished as being of relevance, and this choice corresponds to
the kinds of classifications (categories) that tend to cleave the world in
meaningful and useful ways.

4.1.1 Extension (K01 and K11).

The extensional aspect of conceptual structure has three isomorphic versions: a
relation version, a function version and a reflection version.

2Note: the boundaries between instances and concepts and between concepts and attributes
is flexible; in fact, we could think of all concepts as instances (on the rows) and types (on the
columns), and then the whole matrix represents a has relation.
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The relation version of the extensional aspect of conceptual structure consists
of a hierarchy of concepts and a set of instances linked through a instance-of or
membership relation. For example, in a discussion about living things, we might
say that “All fish are vertebrates”, “Felix is a cat”, “Nemo is a fish” and “That
is a plant” (pointing at something on the windowsill); here, ‘Felix’, ‘Nemo’ and
‘That’ (an indexical) represent instances (individuals or objects), and ‘verte-
brate’, ‘cat’, ‘fish’ and ‘plant’ represent concepts. More precisely, the extensional
aspect of a concept lattice L consists of a preorder ord(L) = 〈elem(L),≤L〉 of ele-
ments called concepts in a generalization-specialization hierarchy (assumed to be
reflexive and transitive) called the concept order, a set of instances inst(L), and a
binary instance-of relation ιL ⊆ inst(L)×elem(L) that registers which instances
belong to which concepts: “x ιL c” means that instance x ∈ inst(L) belongs
to concept c ∈ elem(L). The fact that the concept order is a generalization-
specialization hierarchy means that, if instance x belongs to concept c1 and
concept c1 is more specialized that concept c2, then instance x belongs to con-
cept c1; that is, the instance-of relation is closed on the right with respect to
the concept order; in symbols, x ιL c1 and c1 ≤L c2 imply x ιL c2. The function
version of the extensional aspect of conceptual structure consists of a hierarchy
of concepts and a set of instances linked through an instance embedding function
ιL : inst(L) → elem(L). The instance embedding function can be expressed in
terms of the of-type relation as the meet ιL(x) =

∧

xιL. The of-type relation
can be expressed in terms of the instance embedding function, since x ιL c holds
iff ιL(x) ≤L c for every instance x ∈ inst(L) and every element c ∈ elem(L).

The reflection version of the extensional aspect of conceptual structure con-
sists of a pair of opposed functions (in opposite directions). The extent function
extL : elem(L) → ℘ inst(L) lists the instances of each concept c ∈ elem(L):
extL(c) = {x ∈ inst(L) | x ιL c}. Clearly, given the extent function we can define
the instance-of relation as x ιL c when x ∈ extL(c). The instance concept gen-
erator (iota) function iotaL : ℘ inst(L) → elem(L) computes the most specific
concept that contains all instances of a subset X ⊆ inst(L): iotaL(X) =

∧

{c ∈
elem(L) | ∀x∈X (x ιL c)} =

∧

{c ∈ elem(L) | X ⊆ extL(c)}. Here we have as-
sumed meets exist for all subsets of concepts. The instance embedding function
is the restriction of the iota function to single instances: ιL(x) = iotaL({x}) for
any instance x ∈ inst(L). The iota function can be expressed in terms of the
instance embedding function by iotaL(X) =

∨

L{ιL(x) | x ∈ X} =
∨

L ∃ιL(X)
for all instance subsets X ⊆ inst(L). Clearly, given the iota function we can
define the instance-of relation as x ιL c when iotaL({x}) ≤L c, and we can define
the extent function as extL(c) =

⋃

{X ⊆ inst(L) | iotaL(X) ≤L c} for each
concept c ∈ elem(L). Hence, the instance-of relation, the extent function and
the iota function are mutually equivalent.

Fact 1 The extensional aspect of conceptual structure is an extent reflection
(reflective Galois connection) from the instance power to the concept order

extentL = 〈iotaL, extL〉 : ℘ inst(L) ⇀↽ ord(L).

This reflection defines the abstract extensional aspect of a concept lattice. It is
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clear from the reflection part of Theorem 1 that we only need to assume the set
of concepts forms a preorder; antisymmetry, and existence of meets and joins
follows from reflection properties and the fact that instance power is a complete
lattice.

4.1.2 Intension (K10 and K11).

The intensional aspect of conceptual structure has three isomorphic versions: a
relation version, a function version and a reflection version.

The relation version of the intensional aspect of conceptual structure con-
sists of a hierarchy of concepts and a set of types linked through a has or of-type
relation. For example, in a discussion about living things, we might say that
”All cats are mammals”, “All fish swim” and “No plants are motile”; here, ‘cat’,
‘mammal’, ‘fish’ and ‘plant’ represent concepts, and ‘swim’ and ‘motile’ repre-
sent types (properties or attributes). More precisely, the intensional aspect of a
concept lattice L consists of a preorder ord(L) = 〈elem(L),≤L〉 of elements called
concepts in a generalization-specialization hierarchy (assumed to be reflexive
and transitive) called the concept order, a set of types typ(L), and a binary ab-
straction or of-type relation τL ⊆ elem(L)×typ(L) that describes the concepts
by recording the types of each: “c τL y” means that concept c ∈ elem(L) has type
y ∈ typ(L). The fact that the concept order is a generalization-specialization
hierarchy means that, if concept c1 is more specialized that concept c2 and con-
cept c2 has type y, then concept c1 also has type y; that is, the of-type relation
is closed on the left with respect to the concept order; in symbols, c1 ≤L c2 and
c2 τL y imply c1 τL y. The function version of the intensional aspect of conceptual
structure consists of a hierarchy of concepts and a set of types linked through a
type embedding function τL : typ(L) → elem(L). The type embedding function
can be expressed in terms of the of-type relation as the join τL(y) =

∨

τLy.
The of-type relation can be expressed in terms of the type embedding function,
since c τL y holds iff c ≤L τL(y) for every element c ∈ elem(L) and every type
y ∈ typ(L).

We define two opposed functions (in opposite directions). The intent func-
tion intL : elem(L) → ℘ typ(L) collects the types possessed by each concept
c ∈ elem(L): intL(c) = {y ∈ typ(L) | c τL y}. Clearly, given the intent func-
tion we can define the of-type relation as c τL y when y ∈ intL(c). The type
concept generator (tau) function tauL : ℘ typ(L)→ elem(L) computes the most
generic concept that has all types of a subset Y ⊆ typ(L): tauL(Y ) =

∨

{c ∈
elem(L) | ∀y∈Y (c τL y)} =

∨

{c ∈ elem(L) | intL(c) ⊇ Y }. Here we have as-
sumed joins exist for all subsets of concepts. The type embedding function is
the restriction of the tau function to single types: τL(y) = tauL({y}) for any
type y ∈ typ(L). The tau function can be expressed in terms of the type em-
bedding function by tauL(Y ) =

∧

L{τL(y) | y ∈ Y } =
∧

L ∃τL(Y ) for all type
subsets Y ⊆ typ(L). Clearly, given the tau function we can define the of-type
relation as c τL y when c ≤L tauL({y}), and we can define the intent function
as intL(c) =

⋃

{Y ⊆ typ(L) | c ≤L tauL(Y )} for each concept c ∈ elem(L).
Hence, the of-type relation, the intent function and the tau function are mutu-
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derivA = extentL ◦ intentL
(̌-)A = iotaL · intL
(̂-)A = tauL · extL

extentL = 〈iotaL, extL〉
iotaL : ℘ inst(L)→ ord(L)
extL : ord(L)→ ℘ inst(L)

intentL = 〈intL, tauL〉
intL : ord(L)→ ℘ typ(L)op

tauL : ℘ typ(L)op → ord(L)

Figure 11: Versions of Equivalent Structures

ally equivalent.

Fact 2 The intensional aspect of conceptual structure is an intent coreflection
(coreflective Galois connection) from the concept order to the type power opposite

intentL = 〈intL, tauL〉 : ord(L) ⇀↽ ℘ typ(L)
op
.

This coreflection gives the abstract intensional aspect of a concept lattice. It is
clear from the coreflection part of Theorem 1 that we only need to assume the
set of concepts forms a preorder; antisymmetry, and existence of meets and joins
follows from coreflection properties and the fact that type power is a complete
lattice.

4.1.3 Abstraction.

Hence, in the complete correlated sense of conceptual structure, a concept lat-
tice L has two aspects: an extensional reflection extentL and an intensional
coreflection intentL that are composable (as Galois connections). We further
assume that the horizontal source preorder of the extent and the horizon-
tal target preorder of the intent are free. More formally, a concept lattice
L = 〈inst(L), typ(L), extentL, intentL〉 consists of an instance set inst(L), a type
set typ(L), a reflection extentL and a coreflection intentL, where ∂h

0 (extentL) =
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℘ inst(L), ∂h
1 (extentL) = ∂h

0 (intentL) and ∂h
1 (intentL) = ℘ typ(L)

op
. If we make

the definition ord(L) = 〈L,≤L〉
.
= ∂h

1 (extentL) = ∂h
0 (intentL), we visualized a

concept lattice L as

℘ inst(L)
extentL⇀↽ ord(L)

intentL⇀↽ ℘ typ(L)
op
.

• The extent reflection unpacks into the adjoint functions

extL = right(extentL) : elem(L)→ ℘ inst(L)
iotaL = left(extentL) : ℘ inst(L)→ elem(L)

called the extent function and the instance concept generator (iota) func-
tion, respectively. These satisfy the adjointness condition iotaL(X) ≤L c
iff X ⊆ extL(c) for any instance subset X ⊆ inst(L) and any concept
c ∈ elem(L). Using this equivalence for the special case of singleton in-
stance sets, we can define the binary instance-of relation

ιL ⊆ inst(L)×elem(L)

by xιLc when iotaL({x}) ≤L c iff x ∈ extL(c) for any instance x ∈ inst(L)
and any concept c ∈ elem(L). And, we can define the instance embedding
function

ιL : inst(L)→ elem(L)

by ιL(x)
.
= iotaL({x}) for any instance x ∈ inst(L).

• The intent coreflection unpacks with the function definitions

intL = left(intentL) : elem(L)→ ℘ typ(L)
tauL = right(intentL) : ℘ typ(L)→ elem(L)

called the intent function and the type concept generator (tau) function,
respectively. These satisfy the conditions,

intL(c) ⊇ Y iff c ≤L tauL(Y )

for any concept c ∈ elem(L) and any type subset Y ⊆ typ(L).

Since extL and intL are injective, the elements (formal concepts) in elem(L) are
determined by both their extent and their intent; that is, two distinct elements
cannot have the same extent, and two distinct elements cannot have the same
intent.

Applying Theorem 1 to the intent coreflection, the meets and joins in the
complete lattice lat(L) are determined by the following expressions

extL(
∧

LC) =
⋂

c∈C extL(c)

intL(
∧

LC) =
(
⋃

c∈C intL(c)
)•

extL(
∨

L C) =
(
⋃

c∈C extL(c)
)•

intL(
∨

L C) =
⋂

c∈C intL(c)
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for any collection of concepts C ⊆ elem(L). This implies that meet and join
are definable in terms of the extent, intent, closure and interior operators (plus
the union and intersection of subsets of instances and types). This allows a
more abstract definition of the notion of a concept lattice — a concept lattice
L = 〈elem(L), inst(L), typ(L), extentL, intentL〉 consists of a preorder elem(L),
an instance set inst(L), a type set typ(L), an extent reflection extentL, and an
intent coreflection intentL

℘ inst(L)
extentL⇀↽ elem(L)

intentL⇀↽ ℘ typ(L)op.

4.1.4 Old Definition.

A concept lattice L = 〈lat(L), inst(L), typ(L), ιL, τL〉, consists of a complete lat-
tice lat(L) = 〈elem(L),≤L,

∧

L,
∨

L〉, an instance set inst(L), a type set typ(L), a
set of lattice elements (formal concepts) elem(L), a lattice order≤L ⊆ elem(L)×elem(L),
meet and join operations

∧

L,
∨

L : ℘ elem(L) → elem(L), an instance embed-
ding function ιL : inst(L)→ L and a type embedding function τL : typ(L)→ L,
such that ιL[inst(L)] is join-dense (up to equivalence) in lat(L) and τL[typ(L)]
is meet-dense (up to equivalence) in lat(L).

We can define an instance embedding relation ιL ⊆ inst(L)×elem(L) as fol-
lows: for every instance x ∈ inst(L) and every element c ∈ elem(L) the rela-
tionship xιLc holds when ιL(x) ≤L c. This relation is closed on the right with
respect to lattice order: ιL ◦ ≤L = ιL. The given function can be expressed
in terms of the defined relation as the meet ιL(x) =

∧

L xιL. We can also
define a type embedding relation τL ⊆ elem(L)×typ(L) as follows: for every
element c ∈ elem(L) and every type y ∈ typ(L) the relationship cτLy holds
when c ≤L τL(x). This relation is closed on the left respect to lattice order:
≤L ◦ τL = τL. The given function can be expressed in terms of the defined
relation as the join τL(y) =

∨

L τLy.

4.1.5 Examples.

Systemic examples of concept lattices abound. Given any set X , the instance
power concept lattice ℘̌X = 〈〈℘X,⊆,

⋂

,
⋃

〉, X, ℘X, {−}X , id℘X〉 associated
with X , has elements of X as instances, subsets of X as concepts and types,
with order being subset inclusion, meet being intersection and join being union,
with membership serving as the instance embedding relation and identity serv-
ing as the type embedding function. Join-density is proven by the set-theoretic
identity A =

⋃

{{x} | x ∈ A} for any instance subset A ⊆ X . Dually, given any
set Y , the type power concept lattice ℘̂ Y = 〈〈℘Y,⊇,

⋃

,
⋂

〉, ℘Y, Y, id℘Y , {−}Y 〉
associated with Y , has subsets of Y as instances and concepts, elements of Y
as types, with order being reverse subset inclusion, meet being union and join
being intersection, with identity serving as the instance embedding function and
membership transpose serving as the type embedding relation. Meet-density is
proven by the set-theoretic identity B =

⋂

{B} for any type subset B ⊆ Y .
Given any concept lattice L, the dual (or transpose) concept lattice (or invo-

lution) L∝ = 〈lat(L)
∝
, typ(L), inst(L), τL, ιL〉 with lat(L)

∝
= 〈elem(L),≥L,

∨

L,
∧

L〉
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has elements of L as elements, types of L as instances, instances of L as types,
with order being the transpose lat(L)-order, meets being lat(L)-joins and joins
being lat(L)-meets. The transpose operator is idempotent: L∝∝ = L. The
transpose of instance power is type power, and vice versa: (℘̌X)

∝
= ℘̂X and

(℘̂ Y )
∝
= ℘̌ Y .

Types y, y′ ∈ typ(L) are coextensive in L when τL(y) = τL(y
′). Instances

x, x′ ∈ inst(L) are indistinguishable in L when ιL(x) = ιL(x
′). A concept lattice

L is extensional when there are no distinct coextensive types; that is, when the
type embedding function τL is injective. A concept lattice L is separated when
there are no distinct indistinguishable instances; that is, when the intent func-
tion ιL(x) is injective. Instance and power concept lattices are both extensional
and separated.

4.1.6 Classifications (K00).

Any concept lattice L = 〈lat(L), inst(L), typ(L), ιL, τL〉 has an associated classifi-
cation clsn(L) = 〈inst(L), typ(L), |=L〉, which has L-instances as its instance set,
L-types as its type set, and the relational composition |=L= ιL◦ ≤L ◦τL = ιL◦τL
as its classification relation. In more detail, for any instance x ∈ inst(L) and
any type y ∈ typ(L) x |=L y iff ιL(x) ≤L τL(y).

Any concept lattice defines a classification by composition, either relational
composition or composition of Galois connections. Given any concept lattice L
there is a classification clsn(L) = 〈inst(L), typ(L), |=L〉. An instance x ∈ inst(L)
has a type y ∈ typ(L) when there is a concept c ∈ elem(L) that connects the
two; that is, when x is an instance of c and c is of type y; or symbolically, x |=L y
when ∃c∈elem(L) (x ιL c)&(c τL y) iff ιL(x) ≤L τL(y) iff ιL(x) τL y iff x ιL τL(y); or
abstractly, |=L= ιL ◦ τL. The discussion above develop a concept lattice as a
pair of compsable Galois connections, an extent reflection extentL and an intent
coreflection intentL. What is the composition of these two Galois connections?
The left adjoint iotaL · intL : ℘ inst(L)→ elem(L)→ ℘ typ(L) is the composition
of the instance concept generator (iota) function and the intent function. For
any subset X ⊆ inst(L), intL(iotaL(X)) = {y ∈ typ(L) | iotaL(X) ≤L τL(y)} =
{y ∈ typ(L) |

∧

{c ∈ elem(L) | ∀x∈X (x ιL c)} ≤L τL(y)} = {y ∈ typ(L) |
∀x∈X (x ιL τL(y))} = {y ∈ typ(L) | ∀x∈X (ιL(x) ≤L τL(y))} = {y ∈ typ(L) |
∀x∈X (x |=L y)} = Xclsn(L) the derivation of X in clsn(L) the classification of L;
that is, the left adjoint of iotaL · intL is the left derivation function of clsn(L).
The right adjoint tauL ·extL : ℘ typ(L)→ elem(L)→ ℘ inst(L) is the composition
of the type concept generator (tau) function and the extent function. For any
subset Y ⊆ typ(L), extL(tauL(Y )) = {x ∈ inst(L) | ιL(x) ≤L tauL(Y )} =
{x ∈ inst(L) | ιL(x) ≤L

∨

{c ∈ elem(L) | ∀y∈Y (c τL y)}} = {x ∈ inst(L) |
∀y∈Y (ιL(x) τL y)} = {x ∈ inst(L) | ∀y∈Y (ιL(x) ≤L τL(y))} = {x ∈ inst(L) |
∀y∈Y (x |=L y)} = Y clsn(L) the derivation of Y in clsn(L) the classification of L;
that is, the right adjoint of tauL ·extL is the right derivation function of clsn(L).
Hence, the derivation Galois connection is the composition

derivclsn(L) = extentL ◦ intentL.
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4.2 Concept Morphisms

4.2.1 Extension.

A morphism between the extensional aspect of conceptual structures consists of
a Galois connection between the hierarchies of concepts and a function between
the sets of instances, which together respect the instance-of relations. More
precisely, the extensional aspect of a concept lattice morphism h : L1 ⇀↽ L2 con-
sists of a Galois connection adj(h) = 〈left(h), right(h)〉 : ord(L2) ⇀↽ ord(L1) (in
the reverse direction) between the generalization-specialization hierarchies (con-
cept orders) called the concept connection, and a function inst(h) : inst(L2) →
inst(L1) (in the reverse direction) between instance sets called the instance func-
tion, which respect the instance-of relations in the sense that, the instance func-
tion image of a target instance x2 belongs to a source concept c1 iff the target
instance belongs to the right adjoint image of the source concept; in symbols,
inst(h)(x2) ιL1 c1 iff x2 ιL2 right(h)(c1) for any target instance x2 ∈ inst(L2) and
any source concept c1 ∈ elem(L1). Call this the extensional condition. This
closely resembles the fundamental conditions for Galois connections and info-
morphisms.

The sequence of equivalences, x2 ∈ extL2(right(h)(c1)) iff ιL2(x2) ≤L2 right(h)(c1)
iff x2 ιL2 right(h)(c1) iff inst(h)(x2) ιL1 c1 iff ιL1(inst(h)(x2)) ≤L1 c1 iff inst(h)(x2) ∈

extL1(c1) iff x2 ∈ inst(h)
−1

(extL1(c1)) for any target instance x2 ∈ inst(L2) and
any source concept c1 ∈ elem(L1), demonstrates the extent function identity

right(h) · extL2 = extL1 · inst(h)
−1

; in turn, this implies the extensional con-
dition. The sequence of equivalences, left(h)(ιL2(x2)) ≤L1 c1 iff ιL2(x2) ≤L2

right(h)(c1) iff x2 ιL2 right(h)(c1) iff inst(h)(x2) ιL2 c1 iff ιL1(inst(h)(x2)) ≤L1 c1
for any target instance x2 ∈ inst(L2) and any source concept c1 ∈ elem(L1),
demonstates the instance embedding function identity ιL2 · left(h) = inst(h)·ιL1 ;
in turn, this implies the extensional condition. The sequence of identities,
left(h)(iotaL1(X2)) = left(h) (

∨

{ιL2(x2)) | x2 ∈ X2}) =
∨

{left(h)(ιL2 (x2)) |
x2 ∈ X2} =

∨

{ιL1(inst(h)(x2)) | x2 ∈ X2} = iotaL1({inst(h)(x2) | x2 ∈ X2}) =
iotaL1(∃ inst(h)(X2)) demonstates the iota function identity iotaL2 · left(h) =
∃ inst(h) · iotaL1 ; in turn, this implies the extensional condition. The iota
and extent function identities are equivalent to the Galois connection identity
extentL2 · adj(h) = dir(inst(h)) · extentL1 ; in turn, this implies the extensional
condition.

Fact 3 The extensional aspect of morphisms of conceptual structure is an op-
posite morphism of conceptual structure reflections h : L1 ⇀↽ L2
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Figure 12: Extension, Intension and Combined Conceptual Structure

℘ inst(L1)

℘ typ(L2)

ord(L1)

ord(L2)

dir(inst(h)) adj(h)

extentL1

extentL2

✁✄ ✁✄

✂�

✂�

〈℘ inst(L1),⊆〉

〈℘ inst(L2),⊆〉

〈elem(L1),≤L1〉

〈elem(L2),≤L2〉

∃inst(h) inst(h)−1 left(h) right(h)

iotaL1

extL1

iotaL2

extL2

✲
✛

✲
✛

✻

❄

✻

❄

(iconic) (detailed)

The extensional aspect is abstracted as a category Clgι of extensional conceptual
structures, with a contravariant instance component functor inst : Clgopι → Set,
a contravariant adjoint component functor adj : Clgopι → Adj, and a natural
transformation extent : inst ◦ dir ⇒ adj : Clgopι → Adj. The category Clgopι
is a subcategory of Refl the category of reflections (Figure 12), with inclusion
functor incl : Clgopι → Refl. The components are related as inst ◦ dir = incl ◦ ∂h

0 ,
adj = incl ◦ ∂h

1 and extent = incl ◦ refl.
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4.2.2 Intension.

A morphism between the intensional aspect of conceptual structures consists of
a Galois connection between the hierarchies of concepts and a function between
the sets of types, which together respect the of-type relations. More precisely,
the intensional aspect of a concept lattice morphism h : L1 ⇀↽ L2 consists of
a Galois connection adj(h) = 〈left(h), right(h)〉 : ord(L2) ⇀↽ ord(L1) (in the
reverse direction) between the generalization-specialization hierarchies (concept
orders) called the concept connection, and a function typ(h) : typ(L1)→ typ(L2)
(in the forward direction) between type sets called the type function, which
respect the of-type relations in the sense that, the left adjoint image of a target
concept c2 has a source type y1 iff the target concept has the type function
image of the source type; in symbols, left(h)(c2) τL1 y1 iff c2 τL2 typ(h)(y1) for
any target concept c2 ∈ elem(L2) and any source type y1 ∈ typ(L1). Call this
the intensional condition. This closely resembles the fundamental conditions for
Galois connections and infomorphisms.

The sequence of equivalences, y1 ∈ intL1(left(h)(c2)) iff left(h)(c2) ≤L1

τL1(y1) iff left(h)(c2) τL1 y1 iff c2 τL2 typ(h)(y1) iff c2 ≤L2 τL2(typ(h)(y1)) iff

typ(h)(y1) ∈ intL2(c2) iff y1 ∈ typ(h)
−1

(intL2(c2)) for any target concept c2 ∈
elem(L2) and any source type y1 ∈ typ(L1), demonstrates the intent function

identity left(h) · intL1 = intL2 ·typ(h)
−1

; in turn, this implies the intensional con-
dition. The sequence of equivalences, c2 ≤L2 right(h)(τL1(y1)) iff left(h)(c2) ≤L1

τL1(y1) iff left(h)(c2) τL1 y1 iff c2 τL2 typ(h)(y1) iff c2 ≤L2 τL2(typ(h)(y1)) for any
target concept c2 ∈ elem(L2) and any source type y1 ∈ typ(L1), demonstates the
type embedding function identity τL1 · right(h) = typ(h) · τL2 ; in turn, this im-
plies the intensional condition. The sequence of identities, right(h)(tauL1(Y1)) =
right(h) (

∧

{τL1(y1)) | y1 ∈ Y1}) =
∧

{right(h)(τL1 (y1)) | y1 ∈ Y1} =
∧

{τL2(typ(h)(y1)) |
y1 ∈ Y1} = tauL2({typ(h)(y1) | y1 ∈ Y1}) = tauL2(∃ typ(h)(Y1)) demonstates
the tau function identity tauL1 · right(h) = ∃ typ(h) · tauL2 ; in turn, this implies
the intensional condition. The intent and tau function identities are equivalent
to the Galois connection identity adj(h) · intentL1 = intentL2 · inv(typ(h)); in
turn, this implies the intensional condition.

Fact 4 The intensional aspect of morphisms of conceptual structure is an op-
posite morphism of conceptual structure coreflections h : L1 ⇀↽ L2

ord(L1)

ord(L2)

℘ typ(L1)
op

℘ typ(L2)
op

adj(h) inv(typ(h))

intentL1

intentL2

✁✄ ✁✄

✂�

✂�

〈elem(L1),≤L1〉
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left(h) right(h) typ(h)−1
∃typ(h)

intL1

tauL1

intL2

tauL2

✲
✛

✲
✛

✻

❄

✻

❄

(iconic) (detailed)

The intensional aspect is abstracted as a category Clgτ of intensional conceptual
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Figure 13: Core elements for concept lattices
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Figure 14: Concept (Lattice) Morphism

structures, with a contravariant adjoint component functor adj : Clgopτ → Adj,
a covariant type component functor typ : Clgτ → Set, and a natural trans-
formation intent : adj ⇒ typop ◦ inv : Clgopτ → Adj. The category Clgopτ is a
subcategory of coRefl the category of coreflections (Figure 12), with inclusion
functor incl : Clgopτ → coRefl. The components are related as adj = incl ◦ ∂h

0 ,
typop ◦ inv = incl ◦ ∂h

1 and intent = incl ◦ corefl.

4.2.3 Old Definition.

A concept (lattice) morphism h = 〈left(h), right(h), inst(h), typ(h)〉 : L1 ⇀↽ L2

(Figure 14) from source concept lattice L1 to target concept lattice L2 [4],
consists of an instance function inst(h) : inst(L1) ← inst(L2), a type function
typ(h) : typ(L1)→ typ(L2), and a Galois connection (adjoint pair) 〈left(h), right(h)〉 :
〈elem(L2),≤L2〉⇀↽ 〈elem(L1),≤L1〉, where the left adjoint left(h) : elem(L1)←
elem(L2) is a monotonic function in the backward direction that preserves in-
stances ιL2 · left(h) = inst(h) · ιL1 , and the right adjoint right(h) : elem(L1) →
elem(L2) is a monotonic function in the forward direction that preserves types
τL1 · right(h) = typ(h) · τL2 . Since left(h) is a left adjoint, it is join-continuous
∨

L2
· left(h) = ∃ left(h) ·

∨

L1
. Since right(h) is a right adjoint, it is meet-

continuous
∧

L1
· right(h) = ∃ right(h) ·

∧

L2
.

Given any two concept morphisms f : L1 ⇀↽ L2 and g : L2 ⇀↽ L3, there
is a composite infomorphism f ◦ g : L1 ⇀↽ L3 defined by composing the left,
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Figure 15: Definition of Adjoint Pair Component

right, instance and type functions: left(f ◦ g) = left(g) · left(f), right(f ◦ g) =
right(f)·right(g), inst(f◦g) = inst(g)·inst(f) and typ(f◦g) = typ(f)·typ(g). Given
any concept lattice L, there is an identity concept morphism idL : L ⇀↽ L (with
respect to composition) defined in terms of the identity functions on instances,
types and concepts: left(idL) = right(idL) = idlat(L), inst(idL) = idinst(L) and
typ(idL) = idtyp(L). Using these notions of composition and identity, concept
lattices and concept morphisms form the category Clg. This is the category of
complete lattices with two-sided generators.

Concept lattices and concept morphisms resolve into components (top mid-
dle Figure 16): there is an instance functor inst : Clgop → Set, a type func-
tor typ : Clg → Set, a left functor left : Clgop → Set and a right functor
right : Clg → Set. Instance preservation can be viewed as a naturality condi-
tion. Hence, there is an instance embedding natural transformation ι : inst ⇒
left : Clgop → Set (top middle Figure 16). Type preservation can be viewed as a
naturality condition. Hence, there is a type embedding natural transformation
τ : typ ⇒ right : Clg → Set (top middle Figure 16). The continuity condition
of the right functions can be viewed as a naturality condition for meet. Hence,
there is an meet natural transformation

∧

: right◦∃ ⇒ right : Clgop → Set (bot-
tom left Figure 16). The continuity condition of the left functions can be viewed
as a naturality condition for join. Hence, there is an join natural transformation
∨

: left ◦ ∃ ⇒ left : Clg→ Set.

4.2.4 Examples.

Power examples. Involution example.

4.2.5 Extent and Intent.

For any concept lattice L and any element c ∈ elem(L), the extent (or instance
set) of c is the set extL(c) = {x ∈ inst(L) | ιL(x) ≤L c}, and the intent (or type
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Figure 16: The Component Architecture for Concept Lattices
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set) of c is the set intL(c) = {y ∈ typ(L) | c ≤L τL(y)}. These define the extent
and intent functions extL : elem(L) → ℘ inst(L) and intL : elem(L) → ℘ typ(L).
For any concept morphism h : L1 ⇀↽ L2, the following naturality conditions
hold: extL1 ·Set inst(h)

−1
= right(h) ·Set extL2 and intL2 ·Set typ(h)

−1
= left(h) ·Set

intL1 . Hence, there are two natural transformations ext : right⇒ instop ◦ (−)
−1

:

Clg→ Set and int : left⇒ typop◦(−)−1 : Clgop → Set (bottom middle Figure 16).

4.2.6 Subset Embeddings.

Let L be any concept lattice. For any instance subset X ∈ ℘ inst(L), the em-
bedding of X is the smallest concept whose extent contains X ; that is, the
embedding of X is the concept iotaL(X) =

∧

L{c ∈ elem(L) | X ⊆ extL(c)} =
∧

L{c ∈ elem(L) | (∀x∈X) x ∈ extL(c)} =
∧

L{c ∈ elem(L) | (∀x∈X) ιL(x) ≤L

c} =
∨

L{ιL(x) | x ∈ X} =
∨

L ιL[X ]. This defines the instance subset em-
bedding function iotaL = ∃ιL ·

∨

L : ℘ inst(L) → ℘ elem(L) → elem(L) as the
composition of existential direct image of instance embedding with join. For
any concept morphism h : L1 ⇀↽ L2, the following naturality condition holds:
∃inst(h) ·Set iotaL1 = iotaL2 ·Set left(h). Hence, instance subset embedding is a
natural transformation iota = (ι ◦ ∃) •

∨

: inst ◦ ∃ ⇒ left ◦ ∃ ⇒ left : Clgop → Set.
The join-dense assumption for concept lattices is equivalent to the condition
c =

∨

x∈ext(c) ιL(x) =
∨

L ιL[extL(c)] = iotaL(extL(c)) = (extL · iotaL)(c) for

every element c ∈ elem(L); that is, extL · iotaL = idelem(L). On the other
hand, extL(iotaL(X)) = {x ∈ inst(L) | ιL(x) ≤L

∨

L ιL[X ]} ⊇ X for ev-
ery instance subset X ∈ ℘ inst(L). Hence, there is a reflection extentL =
〈iotaL, extL〉 : ℘ inst(L) ⇀↽ elem(L) called extent. For any concept morphism
h : L1 ⇀↽ L2, the following naturality condition holds (see the lower parts of
Figure 17): dir(inst(h)) ◦Adj extentL1 = extentL2 ◦Adj adj(h). Hence, extent is
a natural transformation extent : inst ◦ dir ⇒ adj : Clgop → Adj, defined by
extent ◦ rightop = extop and extent ◦ left = iota.

For any type subset Y ∈ ℘ typ(L), the embedding of Y is the largest concept
whose intent contains Y ; that is, the embedding of Y is the concept tauL(Y ) =
∨

L{c ∈ elem(L) | Y ⊆ intL(c)} =
∨

L{c ∈ elem(L) | (∀y∈Y ) y ∈ intL(c)} =
∨

L{c ∈ elem(L) | (∀y∈Y ) c ≤L τL(y)} =
∧

L{τL(y) | y ∈ Y } =
∧

L τL[Y ].
This defines the type subset embedding function tauL = ∃τL ·

∧

L : ℘ typ(L) →
℘ elem(L)→ elem(L) as the composition of existential direct image of type em-
bedding with meet. For any concept morphism h : L1 ⇀↽ L2, the following natu-
rality condition holds: ∃typ(h) ·Set tauL2 = tauL1 ·Set right(h). Hence, type subset
embedding is a natural transformation tau = (τ ◦ ∃) •

∧

: typ ◦ ∃ ⇒ right ◦ ∃ ⇒
right : Clg → Set. The meet-dense assumption for concept lattices is equiv-
alent to the condition c =

∧

y∈int(c) τL(y) =
∧

L τL[intL(c)] = tauL(intL(c)) =

(intL · tauL)(c) for every element c ∈ elem(L); that is, intL · tauL = idelem(L).
On the other hand, intL(tauL(Y )) = {y ∈ typ(L) | τL(y) ≥L

∧

L τL[Y ]} ⊇ Y
for every type subset Y ∈ ℘ typ(L). Hence, there is a coreflection intentL =
〈intL, tauL〉 : elem(L) ⇀↽ ℘ typ(L)op called intent. For any concept morphism
h : L1 ⇀↽ L2, the following naturality condition holds (see the upper parts of
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Figure 17): intentL2 ◦Adj inv(typ(h)) = adj(h) ◦Adj intentL1 . Hence, intent is a
natural transformation intent : adj ⇒ instop ◦ inv : Clgop → Adj, defined by
intent ◦ rightop = tauop and intent ◦ left = int.

4.2.7 Intent Factorization.

We can define an type subset embedding relation tauL ⊆ elem(L)×℘ typ(L) as
follows: for every every element c ∈ elem(L) and every type subset Y ⊆ typ(L)
the relationship c tauL Y holds when c ≤L tauL(Y ); or equivalently when c ≤L

τL(y) for all types y ∈ Y ; or equivalently when cτLy for all types y ∈ Y . This
relation is closed on the left with respect to lattice order: ≤L ◦ tauL = tauL and
on the right with respect to reverse type subset order tauL◦ ⊇℘ typ(L)= tauL.
The given function can be expressed in terms of the defined relation as the join
tauL(Y ) =

∨

L tauLY .
The (Galois connection) interior of intentL is the function cloL = (−)•

.
=

tauL · intL : ℘ typ(L)→ ℘ typ(L), which maps a type subset Y ⊂ ℘ typ(L) to the
type subset cloL(Y ) = Y • = {y ∈ typ(L) | ∀c∈elem(L), c tauL Y implies cτLy} =
{y ∈ typ(L) | ∀x∈inst(L), x |=L Y implies x |=L y}. Note: we use the closure
notation for compatibility with logic and model theory; that is, the closure of
theories (subsets of types) is the usual closure used in logic and model theory,
but is the interior for Galois connections.

Since intentL is a coreflection (see Section 2.3.2), it factors in terms of the
kernel th(L)

.
= ker(tauL) = ker(tauL · intL) = ker(cloL) of its right adjoint:

intentL = liftL◦clsrL : elem(L) ⇀↽ th(L) ⇀↽ ℘ typ(L)op (Figure 18), where the left
and right adjoint form the lift Galois connection liftL = 〈intL, tauL〉 : elem(L) ⇀↽
th(L) and closure and target identity form the closure Galois connection clsrL =
〈cloL, id℘ typ(L)〉 : th(L) ⇀↽ ℘ typ(L)op. The kernel th(L) = 〈℘ typ(L),⊢L〉 is
a complete preorder. The elements of th(L), called theories, are subsets of
types. The order of th(L), called entailment order between theories, is define
by Y1 ⊢L Y2 when cloL(Y1) ⊇ cloL(Y2).

4.2.8 Unit and Counit.

Any classification can be compared with the power of its instance. Given any
classification A, the eta infomorphism ηA = 〈idinst(A), extA〉 : A ⇀↽ ℘̌ (inst(A))
from A to the instance power classification of the instance set of A, is the
identity function on instances and the extent function on types. For any info-
morphism f = 〈inst(f), typ(f)〉 : A1 ⇀↽ A2, the following naturality conditions
holds: ηA1 ◦Clsn ℘̌ inst(f) = f ◦Clsn ηA2 . Hence, there is an eta natural transfor-
mation η : idClsn ⇒ instop ◦ ℘̌ : Clsn → Clsn (bottom middle Figure 16), with
η ◦ instop = 1instop and η ◦ typ = ext.

Dually, any concept lattice can be compared with the power of its type.
Given any concept lattice L, the epsilon infomorphism εL = 〈intL, ∃τL·

∧

L, intclsn(L), idtyp(L)〉 :
℘̂ (typ(L)) ⇀↽ L to L from the type power concept lattice of the type set of L,
has the intent function on elements (concepts) as its left function, the compo-
sition of the direct image of type embedding with the meet operation as its
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(iconic) (detailed)

Figure 17: The Galois connection version of a concept morphism

right function, the intent function of its underlying classification as its instance
function and the identity function as its type function. The left function of εL
preserves instances, since the intent function of the classification is the restric-
tion to instances of the intent function: intclsn(L) = ιL · intL. The right function
of εL preserves types, since {−}L · ∃τL ·

∧

L = τL. The left and right functions
of εL form a Galois connection, since intL(c) ⊇ Y iff c ≤L

∧

L τL[Y ] for any con-
cept c ∈ elem(L) and any type subset Y ∈ ℘ typ(L). For any concept morphism
h = 〈left(h), right(h), inst(h), typ(h)〉 : L1 ⇀↽ L2, the following naturality con-
ditions holds: εL1 ◦Clg h = ℘̂ typ(h) ◦Clg εL2 . Hence, there is an epsilon natural
transformation ε : typ ◦ ℘̂⇒ idClg : Clg → Clg (bottom middle Figure 16), with
ε ◦ leftop = intop, ε ◦ right = (τ ◦ ∃) •

∧

, ε ◦ instop = clsn ◦ intop and ε ◦ typ = 1typ.

4.2.9 Infomorphisms

Any concept lattice morphism h = 〈left(h), right(h), inst(h), typ(h)〉 : L ⇀↽ K
from concept lattice L to concept lattice K has an associated infomorphism
clsn(h) = 〈inst(h), typ(h)〉 : clsn(L) ⇀↽ clsn(K). The fundamental property of
infomorphisms is an easy translation of the adjointness condition for adj(h) :
lat(K) ⇀↽ lat(L) and the commutativity of the instance/type functions with the
adjoint pair of monotonic functions (left/right functions).

4.2.10 The Classification Functor

The classification functor clsn : Clg→ Clsn, from the category of concept lattices
and concept morphisms to the category of classifications and infomorphisms, is
defined below via its object and morphism class functions.
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ker(ĝ2) 7→ th(L1)
g2 7→ intentL1
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Figure 18: Intensional Conceptual Structure
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4.2.11 Equivalence

In a concept preorder, if two elements c1 and c2 are equivalent c1 ≡ c2, then
they have the same extent and intent. Conversely, if two elements c1 and c2
have the same extent and intent, then c1 ≡

∨

L[ext(c1)] =
∨

L[ext(c2)] ≡ c2 and
c1 ≡

∧

L[int(c1)] =
∧

L[int(c2)] ≡ c2.
The functor composition clsn◦clg is naturally isomorphic to the identity func-

tor idClg. To see this, let L = 〈lat(L), inst(L), typ(L), ιL, τL〉 be a concept lattice
with associated classification clsn(L) = 〈inst(L), typ(L), |=L〉. We assert the iso-
morphism L ∼= clg(clsn(L))3. The instance derivation operator in clsn(L) is
given by Xclsn(L) = intL (

∨

L ιL[X ]) = {y ∈ typ(L) |
∨

L ιL[X ] ≤L τL(y)} for any
subset of instances X ⊆ inst(L). Dually, the type derivation operator in clsn(L)
is given by Y clsn(L) = extL (

∧

L τL[Y ]) = {x ∈ inst(L) | ιL(x) ≤L

∧

L τL[Y ]} for
any subset of types Y ⊆ typ(L). An element of (X,Y ) ∈ clg(clsn(L)), a formal
concept of clsn(L), is a pair (X,Y ), where X ⊆ inst(L), where Y ⊆ typ(L),
X = Y clsn(L) = extL (

∧

L τL[Y ]) and Y = Xclsn(L) = intL (
∨

L ιL[X ]). But,
∨

L ιL[extL(c)] = c =
∧

L τL[intL(c)] for every element c ∈ L. Hence,
∨

L ιL[X ] =
∧

L τL[Y ] for the pair (X,Y ). Hence, the map clg(clsn(L)) → L defined by
(X,Y ) 7→

∨

L ιL[X ] =
∧

L τL[Y ] is a well-defined monotonic function. Its inverse
is the monotonic function L→ clg(clsn(L)) defined by c 7→ (extL(c), intL(c)) for
every lattice element c ∈ L. Let h = 〈left(h), right(h), inst(h), typ(h)〉 : L ⇀↽ K
be a concept lattice morphism from concept lattice L to concept lattice K, with
associated infomorphism clsn(h) = 〈inst(h), typ(h)〉 : clsn(L) ⇀↽ clsn(K). Then,
up to isomorphism, clg(clsn(h)) = h. This defines the natural isomorphism:
clsn ◦ clg ∼= idClg.

The functor composition clg ◦ clsn is equal to the identity functor idClsn. To
see this, consider whether A = clsn(clg(A)) for any classification A. Obviously,
the type and instance sets are the same. What about the classification relations?
For any instance x ∈ inst(A) and any type y ∈ typ(A), any classification x |=L y
can be expressed in terms of the instance/type mappings and concept order as
ιL(x) ≤L τL(y), since x |=A y iff y ∈ {x}A iff {x}A ⊇ {y}• iff ιA(x) ≤A

τA(y). More completely, the classification relation decomposes as the relational
composition: |=A= ιA◦ ≤A ◦τA = ιA ◦ τA. Hence, A = clsn(clg(A)). What
about infomorphisms? The infomorphisms f and clsn(clg(f)) are equal.

For any classification clsn(L) = 〈inst(L), typ(L), |=L〉, two other identities
may also be useful: the intent function for A is the composition of the instance
embedding function with the intent function for clg(A), intA = ιA · intA; and
the extent function for A is the composition of the type embedding function
with the extent function for clg(A), extA = τA · extA. Both can be verified
using the fact that x |=A y is equivalent to ιA(x) ≤A τA(y) for any instance
x ∈ inst(A) and any type y ∈ typ(A).

3This is part of the fundamental theorem of formal concept analysis [2].
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