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A CLASSIFYING LOCALIC CATEGORY FOR LOCALLY COMPACT
LOCALES WITH APPLICATION TO THE AXIOM OF INFINITY

DR CHRISTOPHER F. TOWNSEND

Abstract.

For an internal category C in a cartesian category C we define, naturally in objects
X of C, PrinC(X). This is a category whose objects are principal cC-bundles over X

and whose morphisms are principal c(C↑)-bundles. Here c( ) denotes taking the core
groupoid of a category (same objects but only isomorphisms as morphisms) and C↑ is
the arrow category of C (objects morphisms, morphisms commuting squares). We show
that X 7→ PrinC(X) is a stack of categories and call stacks of this sort lax-geometric.
We then provide two sufficient conditions for a stack to be lax-geometric and use them
to prove that the pseudo-functor X 7→ LKSh(X) on the category of locales Loc is a
lax-geometric stack. Here LKSh(X) is the category of locally compact locales in the
topos of sheaves over X , Sh(X). Therefore there exists a localic category CLK such
that LKSh(X) ≃ PrinCLK

(X) naturally for every locale X .

We then show how this can be used to give a new localic characterisation of the Axiom
of Infinity.

This is a copy of the poster presented to CT2024. Proofs are outline only.

1. A problem with morphisms between Principal Bundles

A problem with principal bundles is that all morphisms between them are isomorphisms.
So if we are hoping to use principal bundles to represent stacks of categories rather just
stacks of groupoids we are stuck. Here we are proposing a way round this by defining a
category of principal bundles relative to any internal category. We then ignore the gener-
ality (from groupoids to categories) at the level of objects but use it to define morphisms.
The idea is encapsulated in the following definition.

1.1. Definition. For an internal category C in a cartesian category C, define for each
object X of C, the data PrinC(X) by:

1. Objects. The objects are principal cC-bundles over X.
2. Morphisms. For any two principal cC-bundles P0 and P1 over X, a morphism

from P0 to P1 is a principal c(C↑)-bundle P over X together with two principal cC-bundle
maps over X, α0 : P0

✲ ΣD0
P and α1 : ΣD1

P ✲ P1. Here ΣDi
P is obtained

from the cocycle of P by composition with the domain/codomain internal functors Di :
c(C)↑ ✲ cC.
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3. Composition. The composition P ′ ◦ P of P0
P
✲ P1 and P1

P ′

✲ P2 is the
principal bundle associated with the cocycle

ψP
′◦P : P×X P1 ×X P

′ (ψP π1,γ,ψ
P
′
π3)
✲ c(C)↑ ×cC c(C

↑)
M
✲ c(C↑)

where γ is the internal natural transformation (α1)π12 followed by (α′
0)

−1
π23

.

4. 2-cells. A 2-cell P
ρ
✲ P̃ consists of a c(C↑)-bundle morphism over X compatible

with the isomorphisms defining P and P̃ ; i.e. α̃0ΣD0
ρ = α0 and α̃1ΣD1

ρ = α1.

2. We have a well defined category

2.1. Proposition. PrinC(X) is a bicategory, with all 2-cells isomorphisms and there is
at most one 2-cell between any two morphisms.

Because there is at most one isomorphism between morphisms we can treat PrinC(X)
as a category.

3. We haven’t ‘thrown the baby out with the bathwater’

Crucially we haven’t introduced or lost any of the usual morphisms (isomorphisms) be-
tween principal bundles because by taking the core of PrinC(X) we get, up to equivalence,
the usual category of principal bundles over the core of C:

3.1. Proposition. Given an internal category C in a cartesian category C,

PrincC(X) ≃ c(PrinC(X))

naturally in objects X of C.

4. Introducing ‘lax’ geometric stacks

Now that we have defined new morphisms between principal bundles, it is natural to
isolate the categories PrinC(X) via a stack.

4.1. Definition. A pseudo-functor M : Cop ✲ CAT is a lax-geometric stack if it is
naturally equivalent to PrinC( ) for some category C internal to C.

The following is a lax version of a well established characterisation of geometric stacks:

4.2. Proposition. A simple characterisation of lax-geometric stacks. A pseudo-
functor M : Cop ✲ CAT is a lax-geometric stack if and only if it is a stack and:

(i) There exists an object C in M(C0) for some object C0 of C such that for any other
object A of M(X), there exists a cover pA : Y ✲ X, a morphism qA : Y ✲ C0 and
an isomorphism M(pA)(A) ∼=M(qA)(C0).
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(ii) There exists an object C1 and a bijection

C(X,C1) ∼= {(f, θ, g)|f, g : X ✲ G0, θ :M(f)(C) ✲ M(g)(C)}

natural in X.

Our Main Theorem is that these conditions hold for the stack of locally compact
locales:

4.3. Theorem. The stack LK defined by

Locop ✲ CAT

X 7→ LKSh(X)

is lax geometric.

Proof. Check (i) and (ii) of Proposition 4.2. Checking (i) follows the now well established
trick of seeing a particular type of frame (here a continuous frame) as always coming
from the completion of a model of a geometric theory (see for example Proposition 4.4 of
[HT23]). The relevant geometric theory to use is an information system ([V93]) augmented
with the notion of strength taken from [K17]; the completion is taking rounded ideals.

For (ii), note that the C derived in the verification of (i) is locally compact over some
locale C0. Therefore the localic pullback π

∗
iC is locally compact where πi : C0×C0

✲ C0

for i = 1, 2. But locally compact locales are exponentiable. Define C1 = (π∗
2C)

π∗
1
C ; the

exponentiation is in the category of locales over C0 × C0.

5. How is this related to the Axiom of Infinity?

Andreas Blass proved ([B89]) that an elementary topos E has a natural numbers object
if and only if there is an object classifier relative to E (see Theorem 4.2.11 of [J02] for a
textbook account).

Having a natural numbers object is, in the context of topos theory, essentially the
same thing as satisfying the Axiom of Infinity. So Blass’s remarkable result effectively
provides a novel characterisation of the Axiom of Infinity.

But having an object classifier is really the same thing as knowing that X 7→ Sh(X)
is a geometric stack. This can be seen by [B90], which is applicable since by Joyal and
Tierney, [JT84], we know that the object classifier must be of the form BG for some
localic groupoid G. With this viewpoint what we can derive from our Main Theorem is:

5.1. Theorem. Main Theorem as Axiom of Infinity. For any elementary topos E ,
E has a natural numbers object if and only if the pseudo-functor

LK : LocE ✲ CAT

X 7→ LKShE(X)
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is a lax geometric stack with a localic category CLK whose core is stably Frobenius.

We say that an internal groupoid G is stably Frobenius if it has a stably Frobenius
connected components adjunction. For any cartesian C there is a 2-categorical functor
SFGpdC ✲ TC that universally inverts essential equivalences. Here TC is the 2-category
whose objects are stably Frobenius connected component adjunctions and whose mor-
phisms are stably Frobenius adjunctions over C. The paper [T17] provides a lot of tech-
nical details about the 2-category TC; the key properties for our context being that all
2-cells are isomorphisms and it has finite 2-limits. We use this information to give an
outline proof of our characterisation of the Axiom of Infinity:

Proof. Outline Proof of the relationship to the Axiom of Infinity.
The main theorem shows how CLK is constructed. Further it is the completion of an

open localic groupoid that classifies a geometric theory. So we can use the fact the any
open localic groupoid is stably Frobenius to show that cCLK is stably Frobenius.

For the other direction note that the stack cLK can be extended to a pseudo functor
T
op
LocE

✲ GPD which is then representable by assumption. But moreover cLK↑ can
also be so extended and is also representable; it is represented by the core of the arrow
category of CLK. Now there are two natural transformations S( ), PL( ) : cLK ✲ cLK

which therefore correspond to two maps in TLocE ; their equalizer must represent discrete
locales because a localeX is discrete if and only if SX ∼= PL(X). Because we have classified
discrete locales and we have a classifying localic groupoid for morphisms between locales
we can construct a classifying groupoid for morphisms between discrete locales (because
TC has limits). Moreover, we can construct a classifying groupoid for objects of the
form 1 ✲ A ✲ A where A is discrete. But then, even though we don’t know
that the groupoid constructed is étale complete, it is still possible to construct a direct
image from its connected components adjunction. This is done by exploiting how natural
transformations between frames correspond to dcpo homomorphisms, [VT04]. Then the
argument of Theorem 4.2.11 of [J02] can be repeated to prove that E has a natural numbers
object.

The above represents a proposed Axiom of Infinity for locales; that is, it could be
explored in the context of axiomatic approaches to locale theory (e.g. [T24]). It can
be used to show aspects of Hyland’s result on ‘locally compact = exponentiable’ even
without any underlying set theory. It is symmetric under open/proper duality and implies
the existence of a classifying category for both discrete objects and compact Hausdorff
objects (c.f. [HT23]). We conjecture that because of this symmetry it cannot imply that
a discrete axiom of infinity holds relative to axiomatic locale theory.
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