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Abstract. In general, all constructions of algebraic topology are functorial; the
notions of category, functor and natural transformation originated here. The arrow
categories are more simple forms of the comma categories and were introduced
by Lawvere in the context of the interdefinability of the universal concepts of cat-
egory theory. The basic idea is the elevation of arrows of one category C to ob-
jects in another. Given a category (as a ’geometric object”) C we can consider its
properties (the universal categorial commutative diagrams) preserved under ac-
tions of a comma-propagation operation {} in the infinite hierarchy of its arrow-
categories (n-dimensional levels, such that for any n > 1, C,,1 = C,, with
C; = C) and on the functors (and their natural transformations) between such n-
dimensional levels, which is a phenomena of a general categorial symmetry under
a categorial-symmetry group C'S(Z) of all comma-propagation transformations.

1 Introduction to Categorial Topology of n-dimensional Levels

Most related philosophical questions deal with specific symmetries, objectivity, inter-
preting limits on physical theories, classification, and laws of nature [TJ2/3l4]]. The re-
cent history of the philosophy of mathematics is largely focused on grasping and defin-
ing the nature and essence of mathematics and its objects [5l6[7]. Attempts to do this
include explicating versions of: mathematics is just logic, mathematics is just structure,
mathematics is a meaningless game, mathematics is a creation of the mind, mathematics
is a useful fiction, etc. Questions about how we can know numbers, shapes, and rules,
and how it is even possible to prove necessary arithmetical, algebraic, and geometric
relations; about whether mathematics is an internal cognitive structure (that evolved),
a learned one and/or one existing in an independent realm; and about whether we can
build a machine or a computer simulation that emulates our knowledge structures and
conscious experience, are quite old [SIOITOITT].

In Categorial Topology, given a category (as a ”geometric object”)
we can consider its properties preserved under continuous action (a “deformation’) of
a comma-propagation operation. However, the Metacategory space, valid for all cate-
gories, can not be defined by using well-know Grothendeick’s approach with discrete
ringed spaces as demonstrated in [16]. However we can consider any category C as
an abstract geometric object, that is, a discrete space where the points are the objects
of this category and arrows between objects as the paths. Based on this approach, we
can define the Cat-vector space V' valid for all categories with noncommutative (and
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partial) addition operation for the vectors, and their inner product. For the categories
where we define the norm (length”) of the vectors in V' we can define also the outer
(wedge) product of the vectors in V' and we show that such Cat-algebra satisfies two
fundamental properties of the Clifford geometric algebra [16].

So, in this paper we extend the work about Category symmetries provided in the
book by providing the category-symmetry group C'S(Z) and monoid C'S(N), and
Peano-like axiom system for n-dimensional levels. We will consider in this paper only
the global categorial symmetries valid for all categories.

In general, all constructions of algebraic topology are functorial; the notions of cate-
gory, functor and natural transformation originated here. The arrow categories are more
simple forms of the comma categories and were introduced by Lawvere in the con-
text of the interdefinability of the universal concepts of category theory. The basic idea
is the elevation of arrows of one category C to objects in another.

It is well known that, given a base category C, we can represent its morphisms
as objects by using a derived arrow category C | C (a special case of the comma
category), such that for a given arrow f : A — B between two objects A, B € Obc¢,
we have the object denoted by (A, B, f) € Obcc in this arrow category. What is
important for functorial semantics of derivation of the objects in a given category C
from its arrows, is that it needs to use necessarily the arrow categories C | C where the
arrows g : a — b of C are encapsulated as the objects in C | C denoted by J(g), so the
functorial representation has to be given by the functors F': C | C — C.

With this, we introduce the infinite hierarchy of the arrow categories, for a given
base category C, as follows. The notion of hierarchy of common arrow categories for a
given base category C is inductively defined for n > 1 by

(CLO)' =4s CLC, (CLO"™ =ps(CLOML(CLO™ (1)

and, derived from it, the n-dimensional levels based only on the base category C, instead
on the its first arrow category (C | C) used in (1) for n > 1, denoted by C,,1 =gcy
(C | C)" That is, the n-dimensional levels are defined inductively for n > 1 by

C1 =def C7 Cn+1 =def Cn J/ Cn (2)

that is, inductively, (n+1)-dimensional level is the arrow category obtained from the n-
dimensional level, where the arrows of the n-dimensional level are composed by 271
arrows of the base category C (considered as the first 1-dimensional level as well which
represents the leafs of the binary tree of this n-dimensional syntax structure).

Remark: Note that such an infinitary hierarchy of n-dimensional levels there exist for
any category. So it holds also for the minimal (non empty) discrete category 1 com-
posed by one unique object and unique identity arrow of this object. This infinitary
n-dimensional levels of the base category 1 there exist just on the compositionality of
the identity arrow with itself, and show to us how so atomic (minimal) category gen-
erates the infinity of the arrow categories derived from 1. The existence of the identity
arrows for each object in any other finite or infinite category guarantees the existence
of the infinitary n-dimensional hierarchy for each category.

U

So, this phenomena is a foundational and characteristic (distinguishable) property of



each category and hence of the Category Theory, similar to the foundational role of
sets in the traditional set-based Mathematics or to the primitive built-in binary identity
predicate in the First-order Logic. In what follows it will be used for the new multi-
dimensional categorial definition of the set of natural numbers N, different from the
standard von Neumann set-based flat bidimensional definition{].

Thus, we can define inductively the set of natural number in a categorial way based
on the base category C = 1 (and hence in a non set-based way, as in von Neumann
inductive definition) in the following way: the number zero is defined by empty cate-
gory 0, while other are defined inductively from the base category 1 (with single object
denoted by e and only identity arrow id of it), that is,

0=0
1=1
2=1,1

3=(101),(111)

4=((1LD AL L((1Ly LAl

etc...
That this inductive definition is not set-based but n-dimensional geometric definition is
easy to verify by the consideration of what geometrically represent the arrows in the ar-
row categories which define the natural numbers. To render more easy this presentation,
in the place of single identity arrow id : ® — e the labeled arrows like, f;, g;, hi, ki, ...
Heaving this in mind, that each labeled arrow is equal to the identity arrow, we obtain
the following multi-dimensional representation of natural numbers:

1. The number zero equal to empty category 0 geometrically is zero-dimensional
(without any dimension);

2. The number 1, equal to category 1, where each (that is, unique) arrow is one-
dimensional (geometrically a linear line segment)

id

e — o

3. The number 2, equal to arrow category 1 | 1, where each (again unique) arrow
(hi;k1) = J(f1) = J(g1) where J(f1) = J(g1) are equal to J(id) (the unique object
in 1 | 1), which in base category 1 must satisfy the equation &y o f1 = g1 o hy, thatis

"'In defining the natural numbers, von Neumann begins by examining the most fundamental
set, the empty set denoted by {} and create the following inductive patern for the set-based
definition of natural numbers:

- number zero, 0 = {} has zero lements;

- number one, 1 = {{}} has one element(the empty set);

— number two, 2 = {{}, {{}}} has two elements (the empty set and the set containing the
empty set);

and this process would continue infinitely until all the natural numbers have been defined. Note
that in this set-based definition of natural numbers is introduced the 'member of” relation €,
for example,0 € 1,0 € 2and 1 € 2, etc...



commutative diagram geometrically represented in a bidimensional surface

h

e ——> @

hy k1

f1

e ——> @

3. The number 3, equal to arrow category (1 | 1) | (1 | 1), where each (again
unique) arrow ((I1;12); (I3;14)) : J(h1; k1) — J(he; ko) where J(hy; k1) = J(ho; k2)
are equal to J(id; id) (the unique objectin (1 J 1) | (1 | 1)), which in base category
1 must satisfy the six equations (of each external surface of the cube in next diagram,
that is commutative diagrams geometrically represented in the following 3-dimensional
cube

h
[ ] [
k
ll ! 12
hl [ ] f2 [}
ha
[} gl [ ] kg
l3 ly
g2
[ ] [

representing six equations, the first two represented by the objects J(h1; k1) and J (ha; k2)
and the next four derived from the arrow ((I1;12); (I3; l4)) from the first into second ob-
ject:

giohy =kiofi

g2ohy =kaofo

faoli =10 fi

h2 (e] ll = l3 o hl

kg o lg = l4 o kl

g2ols=lsog:
etc...

Note that this definition is multi-dimensional, and not set-based, because the com-
mutative diagrams are not the sets but the complex composition of arrows. More over,
differently from the von Neumann set-based definition, we do not introduce the *'mem-
ber of” relation, and in fact 0 € 1, and 1 € 2 does not hold for this categorial multidi-
mensional commutative-diagram’s definition of natural numbers.



The commutative diagrams above distinguish clearly the Category Theory from the
set-based theory but also from the pure geometric theory: it is true that geometrically
these commutative diagrams have n-dimensional forms, but they are also commutative
and hence represents the algebraic equations. I remarked previously that this pattern for
definition of natural numbers can be defined for each finite or infinite category C, so that
in that case we have not only the commutative diagrams in such categories composed by
only identity arrows (the trivial case), but also by the non-identity arrows! That is, the
algebraic equations of the commutative diagrams in the pattern above are not trivial only
but can be significative for a model theory represented by such a category C different
from the minimal non-empty category 1.

From my point of view, this pattern above demonstrates clearly how the Category
Theory as a particular synthesis of geometric and algebraic equational theory, is distin-
guished (its own) mathematical theory different both from the pure geometry and from
the set-based mathematics.

We have provided not only a non set-theoretical definition of natural numbers, but
have shown how the commutative diagrams in any base category C are the sources
for a generation of the multi-dimensional cubes, and this basic categorial ’spatial’ (ge-
ometric) topology inside this base category is classified by its n-dimensional arrow
categories: in each n-dimensional arrow category derived from a base category C, we
have only the arrows that represent the n-dimensional commutative cubes of the base
category C. So, topologically a n-dimensional level represents a subcategory of C, com-
posed by the n-dimensional commutative cubes.

This categorial partition of a base category is categorial analogous to the partition
of a given set S by its powerset P(.S) whose elements are all subsets of S.

This presentation was a simple example of how we are using n-dimensional levels
(of the arrow categories) in order to obtain mathematical frame for definition of the cat-
egorial symmetry. In what follows we will use the following standard comma projection
functors for all n-dimensional levels of a given base category C, and n > 1:

— The first comma projection, Fyy; = (FY,, FL) : C,,41 — C,, such that:
for each object (a, b, f) in Cp 11, Fsi({a,b, f)) = F%({a,b, f)) = a;
for each arrow (h1, h2) in Cp i1, Fsi(h1, he) = FL(h1, ha) = hy.

— The second projection, Sy,q = (S%;,S},) : Coi1 — Cy, such that:
for each object (a, b, f) in Cpt1, Sna({a, b, f)) = S°,({a, b, f)) = b;
for each arrow (h1, ha) in Cpt1, Spa(hi, he) = S}, (h1, ha) = ha.

T

— The natural transformation 1) : Fyy —— S,4.
Note that a natural transformation v associate to every object X an arrow ¢x :
FY%(X) — SY,(X), and this mapping can be represented by the function denoted

by
J1:Obe, , — Morc, 3)

n+1

For example, we have that J = ((a, b, f)) = Y (a5 = f-
— We introduce the encapsulation operator operator .J : Morc, — Obc,,,, as op-

erator inverse to the operator J —1. such that for each arrow f:a—bin C,, we
obtain J(f) = (a, b, f).



The main concept in the n-dimensional levels theory of arrow categories is the fun-
damental coma-propagation process, based on the coherent transportation of the cate-
gories, functors and natural transformations for a given n-dimensional into next (n+1)-
dimensional level of this stratified theory.

2 Introduction to Comma Lifting and Comma-propagation in the
n-dimensional Levels Hierarchy

We will use the incrementing symbol ~ to denote such “coma lifting” of the categories,
functors between them and natural transformations between such functors, as follows:

1. For a category D, its comma lifting is D =ger D | D;
2. For a covariant functor F' : B — D, its comma lifting functor is F' : B— f);

3. For a natural transformation 7 : ' —— G, its coma lifting natural transformation
isT: F — @G.

Note that the comma lifting represents the transfer of the semantics from a given theory
into its metatheory. This fact is easy to understand if we consider that each arrow f :
a — b in the ’theory’ category B, equivalent to the commutative diagram f o id, =
idp o f where id, and id; are the identity arrows of the domain and codomain objects
of this arrow f, corresponds exactly to the arrow (f; f) : J(id,) — J(idp) in the
comma lifted metatheory category B= (B | B), and by using this correspondence, for
each commutative diagram in the theory category B (expressing some property of this
theory) there exists exactly the same commutative diagram in the metatheory (comma
lifted) category B = (B | B), by substituting each arrow f in this diagram in theory
category B, by the arrow (f; f) in the metatheory category B= (B | B). Consequently,
by this process of comma lifting we support the propagation of the properties of a given
theory to all higher metateories of this base theory. These facts explain why the n-levels
category theory has a general importance in the mathematics.

The following figure show the comma lifting of the functor /' : B — D (between
two commutative diagrams in the center of this figure) into the functor ' : B — D
(from left hand side arrow into right hand side arrow):

1 a—L v r@ N ry UG =)
(h: k) @Ih K F | F(h)y Fk)| o Flhk)|= (F'(h): F\(k)
Jo c—2t—a P2 pa) PO = (R
B r D
B=(B/B) F D= (D /D)

@)}



The comma lifting 7 of the natural transformation 7 : F¥ —— G can be represented by
the following figure (in next we will use the representation of natural transformations
as functions from the object of the domain category into the arrows of the codomain
category of functors, that is, instead of its components 7, for an object a, by 7(a)):

T =7(J(f))

J(f) FO(J(f)) = J(F'(f)) GU(J(f)) = J(G'(f))

(h; k) FY(hyk) | = (FY(h); F*(k)) G(h; k) |= (G (h); G} (k)

J(g) ﬁO(J(g)) = J(F'(9)) Tig =70 (9)

inB=(B|B) inD = (D | D)

where the components of this comma lifted natural transformation are 7y r) = 7(J(f)) =des
(TF%; 759 ,)(J(f)), that is, in functional representation of natural transformations, we
have that the comma lifted transformation is the following couple of functions:

T =def ( st’ TSnd) ObBiB — MOTDJ,D.

Example 1. Note that the commutative diagram in the figure above is just a commuta-
tive cube in the category D composed by the following six equations:

1. Functorial consequences of the same base’theory’ equation k o f = g o h: the
F(k)o F(f) = F(g) o F(h) and G(k) o G(f) = G(g) o G(h) on the two opposite
sides of the cube;

2. Consequences of the two arrows components of the "theory’ natural transforma-
tion 7 for the arrows f : @ — band g : ¢ — d in B: the G(f) o 7(FS,J(f)) =
G(f)ot(a)=7(b)o F(f) =7(S°,J(f)) o F(f) obtained from the arrow f : a — b,
G(g) o T(F}J(9)) = G(g) o 7(c) = 7(d) 0 F(g) = 7(S747(g)) o F(g), on the two
opposite sides of the cube;

3. Consequences of the two arrows components of the 'theory’ natural transforma-
tion 7 for the arrows h : @ — cand k : b — d in B:: the G(h) o 7(FS,J(f)) = G(h) o
7(a) = 7(c) o F(h) = 7(F§,J(g)) o F(h) and G(k) o 7(S4J (f)) = G(k) o 7(b) =
7(d) o F(k) = 7(S°,J(g)) o F(k), on the two opposite sides of the cube.

Remark: Thus, all equations are derived by natural transformation and two functors,
from the unique base ’theory’ equation (commutative diagram) ko f = goh in B, so that
the ’set of correlated equations’ is this result of the action of the natural transformation
7 and its two functors F and G.

So, as shown in the last figure above, from the fact that the (unique) arrow (h; k) :
J(f) = J(g) in the comma lifted category (metatheory) B = (B | B) is just an
equation (commutative diagram in ’theory’ B, the commutative diagram obtained from
this arrow by action of the comma lifted natural transformation 7 in effect represents
these six correlated equations (commutative diagrams in denotational semantics cate-
gory D) in a compact representation by unique commutative diagram in the comma
lifted D = (D | D).

O



Proposition 1 [I7] The operator of ”comma lifting” is defined for the categories by
B = (B | B). The following functors and natural transformation there exist as an
comma lifting consequence in the higer n-dimensional levels:

For each functor F = (F,F?) : B — D, there exists the following comma lifted
functor

F =gey (JEM, (F'FL; F'SL,)) : B — D )

and for each natural transformation T : F' —— G there exists the following comma
lifted natural transformation

T =def (TFft;rSSd) F—% G (5)
and the following functor denominated "nat-functor”

N; =4es (J7,00J7J) : B — (D | D) (6)

where the natural transformation 1) : Fyy —— S,4 is the comma lifted fundamental
natural transformation 1.

Note that we denominated the functor N, by “nat-functor” because it is a direct con-
sequence of the natural transformation 7. We have seen that the duality functor is a
particular case of such general nat-functor, so let us consider the other examples of this
nat-functor:

Example 2. Let us consider the following case of the general nat-functor N, in (& when
B = D, the nat-functor V., in (6D, obtained from the identity natural transformation
71 : Ide —— Idc obtained from the identity functor ' = G = Idc : C — C.

It is easy to show that this nat-functor is equal to the well known diagonal functor (we
will only substitute a category B by C, in order to obtain the same original syntax used
for n-dimensional levels), so from (@),

A= (Jr,9J7J): C— (CLC) (7)

such that for any object a € C, it holds that A°(a) = J17(a) = J(id,) = {(a,a,id,),
and for each arrow f : a — b, from the derivation in the prof above we obtain A (f) =

DITLI(f) = (FL G (f) = (Ldgs 1dE)(f) = (f3 f).

U
The next theorem demonstrates one of the fundamental structural properties pre-
served by the comma lifting:



Theorem 1 [I7] Given a functor G : D — C, for each universal arrow (d, g), with
d € Obp and arrow g : ¢ — G(d) in C, from c to functor G, presented by theﬁguréﬂ

C

G(f.
i ()

G(d;)

f.

d
s 8)
\4

d

/
4

there is the universal arrow (J(idq), (g, g)) from J(idq) to comma lifted functor G :
(D | D) — (C| C).IfF : C — Dis left adjoint functor to G, with adjunc-

tion (F,G,&,n) with natural transformations, unit 1 : Idec —— GF and counit
e : FG —— Idp then there exists the comma-lified adjunction (F, G, &, 7).
Comma-propagation: The phenomena of the comma-propagationin the n-dimensional
hierarchy, for the functors and their derived concepts as natural transformations and ad-
junctions, is based on the effects of the harmonics in the given spectra (like the spectra
of the sounds, waves, etc..). The existence of a functor between two basic categories
(1-dimensional level) causes the existence of comma lifted functors between the arrow
categories of higher n-dimensional levels.

Comma-propagation is a general transformation applied to n-dimensional levels,
their functors and natural transformations. In what follows, the operation of the comma-
propagation will be denoted by {_}, and hence applied to a category C, functor F' and
natural transformation n will be denoted by {C}, {F'} and {n} relatively. We will in-
troduce this operation for the n-dimensional levels by the following definition:

Definition 1. COMMA-PROPAGATION TRANSFORMATION OF N-DIMENSIONAL LEV-
ELS:

For any given n-dimensional level C,,, we define its comma-propagation by {C,} £
C, 11, such that

1. For each object c in Cy,, the comma-propagated object in {C,,} is defined by
{c} £ a%(c) = J(ide) ©
2. For each arrow f in C,,, the comma-propagated arrow in {C,,} is defined by

{f1EA )= 1) (10)

Let us show that each (n+1)-dimensional level C,,.+; = C,, | C,, = (C | C)", for
n > 1, with C; = C, of a given base category C, can be equivalently represented by the
category of functors C‘JL where C,, is n-dimensional level and the small index category
J is equal to the preorder category 2 with two objects a; = 0 and az = 1 and unique
non-identity arrow /12 : a1 — a9 (representing partial order 0 < 1).

2 Where for each pair (d, f;) there exists the unique arrow ford— dj such that f; = G(f Z_)og.



In fact, for an arrow (natural transformation) n : F' —— F" in Cfl between two
objects F' and F’ which are functors F, F’ : 2 — C,,, we have the corresponding arrow
(n(a1);n(az)) : J(F(li2)) = J(F'(l12)) in Cpq1 = (C | C)™, corresponding to the
following commutative diagram in C,,

F(al) 77(“1) F/(al)
F(l2) F'(l12)
F(CLQ) 77(“2) F/(ag)

Viceversa, for each arrow (h; k) : J(f) — J(g) in C,,11, we have the arrow (natural

transformation) i : ' —— F’ in C% with components 7(a;) = h and n(as) = k,
between functor F' defined by F(l12) £ f and functor F’ defined by F'(l;2) £ g.
Thus, C,,+1 is equivalent to Cfl. It is well know that small index categories J with
a category of functors C’ are used to define the limits in the base category C. With
comma-propagation we can see how the limits in the base category C; = C are induc-
tively propagated in all higher n-dimensional levels C,,.

In fact, we can generalize the specific (for arrow categories) arrow-diagonal functor
A : D — D | D and the standard diagonal functor A: D — D x D, into a more general
m

. . J moa T
diagonal functor (ascending case) A: D — C’, where C=D" = D x ... x D is n-ary
product of categories for finite m > 1, as follows:

Definition 2. We define the general diagonal functor A= (A°, AY) : D — C’, where

—
fora finitemm > 1, C =D™ £ D x ... x D with D' = D, such that

1. For each object c in D, we define the constant functor A° (c¢) : J — C, such that
for all indexed objects a; and arrows L, : a; — ay inJ,

A° (¢)(a;) =(¢,...,¢) and A° (o)) = idc,....c) (11)

2. For each arrow g : ¢ — ¢ inin D, A (g) is a constant natural transformations,
such that for each indexed object a; in J, the arrow component in C of this natural
transformation is

At (9)(ay) = (4,..59) (12)

The following figure with commutative diagram demonstrates the relationship between
the arrow-diagonal functor A : D — (D | D) and this more general diagonal functor

10



A:D— ) form=1,C=D"'=D,

c F=n"(c) F(a;) =c M Flagy) =c J(id,)

g n|=4"(9) n(aj) | =g n(ar) |=g < (9:9)
d G =n" () Glaj)=¢ RE(CION Gag) = ¢ J(ider)
p—°> . p inD
D 4 (DL D)

13)
Note that in the case when the small index category J = 2 is composed by only two
objects 0 and 1 and non-identity arrow e : 0 — 1, in the commutative diagram above
(forj = 1land k = 2) we have thata; = a1 = 0, a;, = a2 = 1 and arrow [, = l12 = ¢,
so we have the exact correspondence between the objects A? (¢) and J(id,.) and arrows
A' (g) and (g; g) in the categories D? and (D | D), respectively.

The following figure demonstrates the relationship between the standard diagonal
functor A: D — D x D and this more general diagonal functor A: D — CJ, in the case
when m = 2, C = D?> = D x D, and J = 1 is the category of only one object a; and
its identity arrow ¢d,,,

F(idg,) = id(w)F

c F=A"(c):1—=C F(a1) = (¢, ¢) (a1) = (¢, )

g n|=a'(g) n(a1) | = (9,9) n(ai) | = (9,9)

Glidy,) = idgw o
¢ G=n"():1=C G(al):(c/,c/)( ) = id “Cay) = (

d,d)

D—A>(D><D)1 inC=DxD
(14)
With this generalization, for the comma-propagation, we will introduce two new spe-
cific functors, called modulators, L and K as follows:

Definition 3. Ler C/ be a category of functors from some small index category J with
indexed objects a;, 1 < j < N, and indexed arrows l; , : aj — G, into the category
C. Then for each n-dimensional level C,, n > 1, with C,,.1 = C,, | C,, there the
following two functors: L = (L°, L") : (¢!, | ¢t) — (C, | C,), and K : (C,, |
C,) — (C) | 7)), defined by:

1. The object component L° of the functor L : (CY, | C) — (C,, | C,)! is defined
by:
For every object J(h) € Ob(cs yc1), where h : G — H is a natural transforma-
tion between functors G, H : J — C,,, we obtain the functor F = L°(J(h)) : J —

11



(Cy, | Cy), such that for each indexed object a; in J
Flaj) = J(h(ay)) (15)

where h(a;) : G(a;) — H(a;) is the i-th arrow component of the natural transfor-
mation h. For each arrow (g1;g2) = J(h) — J(k) in (C? | CY) which represents
the commutative diagram of natural transformation in C:L, composed by vertical
composition g2 ® h = k e g1, such that for each indexed object a; in J, we have the
commutative diagram in C,, equivalent to vertical arrow in (Cy, | Cy,),

Glay) M) pr(a)) Flay) = J(h(ay)
g1(ay) g2(ay) ~ a(aj) =1 (91(aj); g2(a;))
& (ay) M%) pr1(a) F'(a;) = J(k(a))

(16)
So, the arrow component L' is defined by a natural transformation L*(g1; g2) =
a : F —— F’ between the functors F = L°(J(h)) and F' = L°(J(k)), such
that for each indexed object a; in J,

a(aj) £ (g1(a;); g2(aj)) (17)

is the vertical arrow in the right hand side of figure (LG).

2. The object component K° of the functor K : (C,, | C,} — (C?, | €7 is defined
by:
For every object (functor) F in (C,, | C,)’ we define K°(F) = J(h) where
h is an arrow in C,’l and hence a natural transformation between some functors
G, H : J — C,, that must satisfy for each a-indexed arrow component

h(aj) £ ¢(F(ay) (18)

ie., J(h(aj) = F(aj). Let, analogously, K°(F') = J(k) for an arrow (natural
transformation) k in C{I

For each arrow o : F —— F' in (C,, | C,)!, which is a natural transformation,
the arrow K'(a) : KY(F) — K°(F") is an arrow in the arrow category (C,, |
C..)’ and hence represented by a pair of arrows (g1, g2) = K'(«), thatis K'(a) :
J(h) — J(k), so that this arrow represents a commutative diagram of vertical
composition of natural transformations g, e h = k e g1. So, natural transformation
K(«) is defined in the way that for each j-th object a; in J,

(K*(@))(a;) £ (g1(a;); g2(a;)) (19)
It is easy to verify that L and K are well defined, that is, they map identity arrows

(91,92) (when h = k and g1 = dom(h), g2 = cod(h)) into identity arrows. The
functorial property for the composition of arrows are satisfied by the commutativity of
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the extension of commutative diagrams in (L6)) for each indexed object a; in J. That is,
for a composition of two arrows [ o g in (C}, | C)), with g = (g1 92) and | = (I1;12),
let us show that L(l o g) = L(l) e L(g) is just the vertical composition of the natural
transformations L(!) and L(g), by using their components for each object a; in J:

L(lo g)(a;) = L((l1;12) (915 92)) ()

= L(l1 ® g1;12 ® g2)(a;) because 1,12, g1 and go are nat. transformations

= ((li @ g1)(a;); (I2 ® g2)(a;)) from definition of L

= (li(aj) o gi(a;);l2(a;j) o ga(a;)) from definition of vertical composition of
nat.transf.

= (l1(a;); l2(a;)) o (g1(ay); g2(a;))

= L(l;12)(a;) o L(g1; g2)(a;).
It is shown (in [17]]) that K is right adjoint of L, and that they are isomorphisms.

Proposition 2 [[[7] For each n-dimensional level C,,, n > 1, there the following iso-
morphism of the categories L = (L°,LY) : (CY, | ¢%) — (C,, | C,), and its right
adjoint functor K = (K°, K') : (C,, | C,)! — (€’ | C7), with

Lo K = I(Cnlcn)J and Kol = I(C{&CL) (20)

where (CnlCY, and I cr | c1) are two identity functors, relatively. This adjunction is de-
noted by (L, K, idy i ,idk 1,) where the identity natural transformation id, : I(C{zJ/C{L) —
KL is the unitand idpk : LK — I(c, ¢, s the counit of this adjunction.

In the case when J = 2 is the category of only two indexed objects a1 and as with
unique non-identity arrow lys : a1 — as, we obtain that

L=K: Cn+2 — Cn+2
that is, K and L are equal (the objects Cfl and Cp,11 = (Cy, | C,,) are equal up to the
isomorphisms in the Cat category).

So, we are able to define comma-propagation of functors and natural transformations
as follows:

Definition 4. For a given small index category J, we define the following four cases
of the comma-propagation of a given base covariant functor F' (considered as 1-level)
which for each n-dimensional level, will be denoted by F,, comma-propagated functor
with the n-dimensional levels C,, and D,,, as follows for n > 2:

1. Basic case: when the base functor is I' : D — C, with F} L F andlet F,_; :
D,,_1 — C,,_1 be (n-1)-dimensional comma-propagated functor. Then n-dimensional
comma-propagatet functor is its comma lifted
F, = {Fn—l} £ F,_1:D, — C,.

2. Descending case: when the base functor is I : D’ — C, with FL £ F, and let
Fr_1: D{l_l — C,,—1 be (n-1)-dimensional comma-propagated functor. Then, for
K :D) — (D _, | D! ), n-dimensional comma-propagated functor is
F,={F,_1}2 F,_10K:D\ = C,.

3. Ascending case: when the base functoris F' : D — C’, with Fi £ F and let
Fo_1:Dyp_ 1 — C{z—l be (n-1)-dimensional comma-propagated functor. Then, for
L: (C{l_1 b C{l_l) — C{l, n-dimensional comma-propagated functor is
F,={F,1}2 LoF,_,:D, — ..
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4. Balanced case: when the base functor is F' : (D | D) — (C | C), with F} = F,
and let F,,_; : D{Fl — C‘;’Fl be (n-1)-dimensional comma-propagated func-
tor. Then, for K : DY — (D) _, | D) _)and L : (C}_, | C ) — C3,
n-dimensional comma-propagated functor is
F,={F, 1}2 LoF, j0K:D) - C}

where J is another small index category.

The functors K and L in DefinitionBlare initial/final modulators relatively: K is used to
pass from the category of functors into an arrow category, from the fact that the comma
lifted functor works only for the hierarchy of arrow categories, while L is used to pass
from an arrow category (the result of comma lifting) into final category of functors.

Consequently, in the basic case, the comma-propagated functor £, is just the n-times it-
eration of the comma lifting of a functor defined by @), G = (JG', (G FL; G'S!))),
exactly as we obtained the comma-induced functor F;,. For the remaining three cases,
modulated by the functors K and L in Definition 3] the comma-propagation reduces
to the comma-induction (defined in [17])in the particular cases when the small index
categories J and J are equal to the one-arrow index category 2.

Let us show in an example how the comma-propagation of functors preserves their

original properties in the higher n-dimensional levels:

Example 3. Let us consider the general diagonal functor (which is an ascending case)
A:D = Clin Definition2] when C = D with m = 1, thatis, A: C — CJ, and suppose
that for n > 1 for comma-propagated diagonal functor A,: C, — Cfl it holds the
diagonal property, with A,,=A. That is, for each object ¢ € Obc,,, the object (a functor)
AY (c) : J — C,, satisfies the diagonal property in point 1 of Definition2} such that for
all indexed objects a; in J,

a3 (0)(a;) = ¢
and that for each arrow g € Morc,, the arrow (a natural transformation) A (g) sat-
isfies the diagonal property 2 of Definition 2] such that for all indexed objects a; in
J,

by, (9)(a;) = g.
Let us show that these diagonal properties are valid also for the comma-propagated
functor A, 410 Crg1 — Cfl_H, and consider an arrow (g1;¢2) : J(k1) — J(k2) in
C.+1 = (C, | C,,), for which there exists the commutative diagram g2 o k1 = kg 0 g1
in the lower n-dimensional level C,,. From the fact that the base functor A: C — ! is
an ascending case, we obtain the object (functor)

F =81 (J(k1)) = Lo 8(J (k1))

= L0 2} §)(J (k1))

= LOJ(2) (k1))
where h =AL (k1)) is an arrow (a natural transformation) in CJ. Thus, from (I3), for
each indexed object a; in J,

B (T (k1)) (ay) = Flag) = J(h(ay)) = J(82 (k1)(ay))

= J(k1), Dby inductive hypothesis and (12),
so that object-component of the coma-propagated functor A, satisfies the diagonal
property. Let us show that the arrow-component of the functor A, satisfies the diag-
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onal property, that is, for each arrow (g1; g2) in C,,41, the arrow  =A,, 11 (g1; g2) in
C‘JL 11 is a natural transformation, and hence for each index object a; in J, we have that
(Bn+1 (91592))(a5) = (Lo Bn(g15 g2))(ay)

= (LY(ay, Fos Al Sna)(91392)) ()

(Ll(A1 (g1); AL (gg))(aj) for nat.transf. AL (g;),% = 1,2 (arrows in C?)

= (&5 (91)(a5); 5 (92)(ay))  from (D)

= (g1; gg) from inductive hypothesis,
so that the arrow-component of the comma-propagated functor A,,; satisfies the diag-
onal property as well.
U

Definition 5. We define the following four cases of the comma-propagation of a given

base natural transformation T : F' —— G (considered as I-dimensional level de-
noted by 1) which for each (n-1)-dimensional level, n > 2, will be denoted by T,,_1 :

F,_1 — G,,_1 comma-propagated natural transformation, as follows:

1. Basic case: when the base functors are F, G : D — C. Then n-dimensional comma-

propagated natural transformation is its comma lifted (from ([3),
Tn = {Tnfl} = 7/:77,71 : anl — Gn 1,
that is the function 7,, = (Tp,— 1Fst, Thn_ 1Snd) as in the comma-induction.

2. Descending case: when the base functors are F,G : D! — C. Then n-dimensional
comma-propagated natural transformation, for the functors in point 2 of Definition
is,

Tn :{Tn—l} £ ?n—lK:F\n 10K — én 10K,
that is, the function 7, = (Tp—1F%; Tn— 1S0d)KO

3. Ascending case: when the base functor is F,G : D — C’. Then n-dimensional
comma-propagated natural transformation, for the functors in point 3 of Definition
is,

Tn :{Tn—l} £ L?n—l :Loﬁn 1 — Loén 1
that is, the function T, = L'(7,—1F%; T—159,).

4. Balanced case: when the base functors are F,G : D' — C” Then n-dimensional
comma-propagated natural transformation, for the functors in point 4 of Definition
is,

Tn = {Th-1} L2 LoTy 1K : Loﬁn 1o K —» Loan,l oK,
that is, the function T, = L'(7,_1F$; 7,-15%,) K°.

So, as in the case of the comma-propagated functors, also for the comma-propagated
natural transformations different from basic case, we have the modulation by the func-
tors K and L. It is easy to verify that in all four cases above, we obtain that for
each n > 1, the comma-propagated natural transformation is just between comma-
propagated functors derived from the base functors F' and G:
Tn: By — G,

The following distributive laws between the operation of comma-propagation’{_}’
and the following categorial operations, for n > 1:

1. The operation of composition of functors:
F,oG,=(FoG),
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2. The horizontal composition of natural transformations:
TnOoNn = (Ton),

3. The vertical composition of natural transformations:
Tn @ = (T ®0)y

3 Categorial Topology and Symmetries under Comma-
propagation Transformations

In mathematics, topology is concerned with the properties of a geometric object that
are preserved under continuous deformations, such as stretching, twisting, crumpling,
and bending; that is, without closing holes, opening holes, tearing, gluing, or passing
through itself. A property that is invariant under such deformations is a topological
property. The motivating insight behind topology is that some geometric problems de-
pend not on the exact shape of the objects involved, but rather on the way they are put
together. In one of the first papers in topology, Leonhard Euler demonstrated that it was
impossible to find a route through the town of Konigsberg (now Kaliningrad) that would
cross each of its seven bridges exactly once. This result did not depend on the lengths of
the bridges or on their distance from one another, but only on connectivity properties:
which bridges connect to which islands or riverbanks. This Seven Bridges of Konigs-
berg problem led to the branch of mathematics known as graph theory. But, the graph
theory is fundamental part of the category theory, that is, each graph can be extended
into a category as, for example the small index categories J derived from special graphs
and used for co(limits) and categories of functors .

Consequently, in Categorial Topology, given a category (as a “geometric object”)
C we can consider its properties preserved under continuous action (a ”deformation”)
of a comma-propagation operation {_} provided in previous Section. Indeed, we can
consider any category C as an abstract geometric object [[16], that is a discrete space
where the points of such abstract space are the objects of this category and arrows
between objects as the paths: given any two points (two objects of the category) we
can have a number of oriented paths from first to the second point.some of them equal
(commutative diagrams in this category between these two objects).

In geometry, groups arise naturally in the study of symmetries and geometric trans-
formations: The symmetries of an object form a group, called the symmetry group of
the object, and the transformations of a given type form a general group. Lie groups
appear in symmetry groups in geometry, and also in the Standard Model of particle
physics. The Poincare group is a Lie group consisting of the symmetries of spacetime
in special relativity. Point groups describe symmetry in molecular chemistry.

By consecutive application of the comma-propagation operation {_} in Definitions
@ and[3] we can obtain a number of infinite sets X :

Definition 6. Let X be an infinite set of all n-dimensional categories C,, or of cate-
gories of functors C{l, or of functors F,, or of natural transformations 7,, n > 1, so
that comma-propagation can be defined as the function {_} : X — X.

Then we can define the following subsets of X = {a1,as,as, ...}, foreach k > 1,

X 2 {am | am € X,m > k+1} (1)
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obtaining the following chain of infinite subsets of X,
XDOX1D0XoDX3D ...

Let us show how also in Category Theory the concept of the symmetries is related to
the group of transformations derived from the comma-propagation and what are more
significant invariances under such transformations.

Definition 7. We define the following infinite abelian category-symmetry group C'S(Z) =
(90,91, g—1, .-.) of comma-transformations, with composition operation -, identity el-
ement gg, comma-up transformation element g, (whose action on a given set X in
Definition [0l is the comma-propagation operation (function) 3 = {_}; X — X), its
inverse comma-down transformation element g_1, and for each k > 2,

k k
A

g 291 ... g1 and its inverse g L =G 1 ... g1 (22)
such that for any two elements g,, and g,,, n, m € Z, we have that gy, - gy = Gn-+m.-

So, if we denote by (Z,+) = (+,0,1,—1,...) the group of integers with addition as
group operation and 0 as identity element, then we have simple isomorphism of groups:

0;(Z,+) ~CS(Z) (23)

Let us consider now the actions of the category-symmetry group on the sets of n-
dimensional categorial concepts specified in Definition [6}

Definition 8. We define the action of the C'S(Z) group on any infinite set X of n-
dimensional categorial concepts specified in Definition[6 as possibly partial function
CS(Z) x X — X, written, foranyn,m € Zand k > 1, as

(Gn,ar) = gnar  ifk+n>0,
so that goay, = ay, but generally (9y, - gm)ar # gn(gmar) because if m + k < 0 then
gmay is not well defined. Generally, for each group element g, € CS(Z), if n > 0 we
have the (total) function

Gn : X = X such that for each a,, € X withk > 1, gn(am) = anim
while for each negative n < 0, we obtain a partial function on X,

Gn : X_p — X such that for each a,, € X_p, i.e, n+m > 1, gn(am) = antm
where the subset X _,, C X is given by (Z1).

This partiality of the action of the category-symmetry group to n-dimensional catego-
rial concepts, with n > 1 only, can be avoided reducing our attention only to comma-up
transformations from initial (base) concepts C;, or of categories of functors C{, or of
functors Fj or of natural transformations 7, into higher n-dimensional concepts in or-
der to verify what categorial properties of the basic category C = C; preserves (remains
invariant) under the comma-propagation transformations in all higher n-dimensional
levels C,, forn =2,3,4, ....

So, our categorial symmetry can be described by the Peano-like system of axiomatic
definition of natural numbers n = 1, 2, 3, ..., where instead of a number n we have the
n-dimensional level C,, and instead of Peano successor operation ”+1” the comma-
propagation operation {_}, with the following Peano-like axioms for n-dimensional
levels:
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—

C; = Cis a n-dimensional level.

2. Every n-dimensional level C,, has a successor which is also a n-dimensional level
Cn_;,_l = {Cn}

3. C; is not successor of any n-dimensional level.

4. 1If the successor of n-dimensional level x equals to the successor of n-dimensional

level y, then = equals y.

Thus, the principle of induction can be used to determine the fundamental invariance of
categorial statements (which generally is represented by kinds of universal categorial
commutative diagrams (that is, by mathematical equations of the composition of arrows
in a given category): If a category statement is true for C; (in base category C), and the
truth of this statement implies its truth for the successor C2 = {Cj }, then the statement
is true for every n-dimensional level C,,, n > 2.

In this, Peano-like approach to fundamental categorial symmetry based on comma-
propagation transformations in the space of n-dimensional levels, instead of the sym-
metry group C'S(Z), we can use only the categorial-symmetry commutative monoid
CS(N) = (-, 90,91, g2, -...) (which is a closed subalgebra of C'S(Z)), that is, its semi-
group with the same identity element gg), where N = {0,1,2,...} C Z is the set of
natural numbers, with the following isomorphism of monoids:

oo; (N, +) ~ CS(N) (24)

Let us consider now the actions of the category-symmetry group on the sets of n-
dimensional categorial concepts specified in Definition Gt

Definition 9. We define the action of the categorial-symmetry C'S(N) monoid on any
infinite set X of n-dimensional categorial concepts specified in Definition[6] as a func-
tion CS(N) x X — X, written, for any gpn, gm € CS(N) and ai, € X, as

(gn, ax) = gnak
so that goax, = ag, and (gn - gm)ak = Gn(gmax)-

In this way, as shown in the book [17]], by the action of the symmetry group C'S(Z) or
symmetry monoid C'S(N) on the sets X of the n-dimensional categorial concepts spec-
ified in Definition [6] we can show the validity of the Peano-like principle of induction
for categorial statements as co(limits) and categorial adjunctions, and their invariance
under comma-propagation transformations.

Adjunctions, (F, G, e, n) of the functor F' : C — D with its right-adjoint functor

G : D — C which generate two natural transformations (the unit  : Ic —— GF

and counit € : FG —— Ip, which in the dual version of the adjunction have op-
posite arrow direction) introduced by Kan in 1958, provide a descriptive framework
of great generality, capturing the essence of many canonical constructions. They turn
up throughout mathematics often as “closures” and “completions”, and as “free” and
“generated” structures. For example, the transitive closure of a graph, the completion
of a metric space, factor commutator groups, and free algebras are all examples of ad-
junctions. In categorical logic, quantifiers are interpreted as adjunctions with respect to
substitution of variables.

The canonical nature of these constructions is captured by universality. Indeed, ad-
junctions subsume the universal structures, both limits and colimits, when D = Clisa
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category of functors for a small indexed category J and F' = A is the diagonal functor.
Fundamentally, the adjunctions represents two “forces” generated by the composition
of these two functors creating the unit natural transformation such that for each object
¢ in the category C is generated the displacement (arrow) toward the object GF'(c), and
by the counit natural transformation such that for each object d in the category D, is
generated the displacement (arrow) from the object F'G(d) into this object d. From the
fact that these forces are applied to all objects of these two categories, we can consider
an adjunction as a kind of the scalar fields in these two categories: adjunctions-as-fields.
More about this interpretation of the adjunction has been discussed in [17].

(Co)limits are a generalization of the universally defined structures. The general-
ization is based upon diagrams in a category. We define diagrams and then the general
structure of a (co)limit. Limits and colimits can both be defined through universality.
More examples will be found in next. A curious result is the interdefinability of univer-
sal concepts in category theory. Universal concepts can be obtained from one another by
interpreting them in suitable categories. Limits and colimits give a unified treatment of
constructs such as products and sums of pairs of objects and limits of chains of objects.

Both of these important categorial concepts are built by using the more simple con-
cepts of universal arrows. By considering that, from Theorem[I] the comma lifting pre-
serves the universal arrows, the next theorem (proof can be find in [17]) demonstrates
the universal arrows are preserved by the comma-propagation:

Theorem 2 Given a functor G, for each universal arrow ”from c to functor G” which
is the pair (d, g), with object d in domain category of G and arrow g : ¢ — G(d) in the
codomain category of G, presented by the ﬁgureﬁ,

c—2 . G d
G ! 25
; (f) ;i (25)
G(d’) d

with Gy = G, there is the comma-propagated universal arrows as follows:

1. Basic case: when G : D — C then we have the universal arrow (J(idg), (9;9))
Sfrom J(id.) to comma-propagated functor G5 : (D | D) — (C | C).

2. Descending case: when G : D) — C then we have the universal arrow (L°.J (idy), (g; g))
from L°J(id.) to comma-propagated functor G : (D | D) — (C | C).

3. Ascending case: when G : D — C’ then we have the universal arrow (J (idg), L' (g; g))
from J(id,) to comma-propagated functor G5 : (D | D) — (C | C).

4. Balanced case: when G : D’ — C™ then we have the universal arrow (L°J (idy), L (g; g))
from L°J(id.) to comma-propagated functor Go : (D | DY — (C | C)”.

where L is modulator functor isomorphism specified in point 1 of Definition[3l
These results hold also for the dual concept of co-universal arrow “from functor G
to ¢”, with opposite direction of all arrows in figure (23) above.

3 Where for each pair (d’, f) there exists the unique arrow fid— d suchthat f = G(f) og.
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For example, let us consider the following co-universal arrows, for general diagonal
functor in Definition@lwith C = D x D and J = 1 is the category of only one object a;
and its identity arrow id,, with figure (I4).

Example 4. In this case A: D — (D x D)! (which is an ascending functor, as discussed
in details in Example (3)).

Let us consider the opposite descending functor G : (D x D)! — D with dual
concept of co-universal arrow “from functor G to ¢” (with opposite arrows w.r.t figure
in (23)), represented by the pair (d, g) such that

d(a1) = (c,c),
represented by the figure below, with its re-elaborated part here and with

d'(a1) = (a,b).

c—2 G d:15DxD (e, ¢) = d(ay)
A
s G(f) '/ (k1. ko) | = f(a)
G(d) d:1—-DxD (a,b) = d'(ay)
G
D (D x D)! D xD
(26)
In the case when G is the coproduct functor, so that
G(d)=c+ec,
G(d')=a+b,
G(f) = k1 + ke
so that
g = lid.,id,)
and hence

f=90°G(f) = [k1, k2],
we obtain an alternative definition of the commutative diagram representing the coprod-
ucts by the adjunction of the alternative (more general) diagonal functor A: D — D?P
where 2 is the discrete index category composed by two index-objects a; and as, and
the right adjoint to it modified functor G : D*” — D.

In this case for the coproducts we can use also the standard definition by functor
+ : D x D — D, from the simple product category D x D as presented in diagram
above.

With this we explained how the standard diagonal functor A: D — D x D can
be replaced in the large family of general diagonal functors A: D — (D x D)J, as
we explained it by figure (I3) for the representation of the arrow-diagonal functor A :
D — (D | D), and explains the mathematical importance for introduction of the more
powerful general diagonal functors.

O

Advantage of using the general diagonal functors A: D — C’ is that they are ascend-
ing cases in the comma-propagation of functors as well, and hence they are a consis-
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tent part of the comma-propagation theory, important for the extension of the comma-
propagation to all (co)limits (provided in next section).

The properties demonstrated previously for the comma-propagation of functors,
natural transformations and (co)universal arrows within the infinite hierarchy of n-
dimensional levels (arrow categories), are necessary in order to expand the comma-
propagation theory to the most useful category structures: adjunctions and (co)limits.
Category theory is the theory of typed composition of arrows and as such is a very
”weak” theory. The theory finds its strength in powerful and intricate descriptive mech-
anisms.

Thus, from the fundamental role of adjunctions and (co)limits, we will show how
these important categorial structures, presented in the base categories, propagates by

comma-propagation to all infinite hierarchy of n-dimensional levels (the proof is pro-
vided in [17])).

Proposition 3 COMMA-PROPAGATION OF ADJUNCTIONS:

Let C' be a category of functors from a small index category J into a base category C.
Then, for every adjunction (F,G,e,n) where F' : D — C’ is left adjoint of a functor G
with n and € the unit and counit of this adjunction, for each n-dimensional level C,, n >
1, there exists an adjunction between comma-propagated functors, (Fy,, Gp,nyn) -

Dn—>Cfl.

Based on this result of comma-propagation of the adjunctions, and on the result shown
in the Example 3 that the comma-propagation of the general diagonal functor A: C —
c’ preserves its diagonal functor properties, and from the fact that it will be used for
consideration of the (co)limits in the n-dimensional hierarchy, we can show this comma-
propagation of the (co)limit structures:

Theorem 3 Let C’ be a category from a small index category J into a given base cat-
egory C, such that for any object (functor) d' = J — C in C’, there exists a limit G(d')
in C generated by the functor G : d-c right adjoint to the general diagonal functor
AC— .

Consequently, for every functor d' : J — C,, which is an object in the category of
functors C, for n > 2, there exists a limit G,,(d') in C,,, where G,, : €}, — C,, is the
comma-propagated functor of G and right-adjoint to the comma-propagated diagonal
functor Ay: C,, — C,’l

Proof: By using the distributive laws at the end of previous section and Proposition
B with adjunction (A, G,e,n) where A: D — s general diagonal functor left ad-
joint of a functor G its right adjoint functor G with 7 and ¢ the unit and counit of
this adjunction, so that, for any object c in C, we have the universal arrow, i.e., pair
(d,g) where d = (d°,d*) =AY (c) is the constant functor from a small index category
J = Sch(graph) (derived as a sketch category from a finite graph, which in this case
represent the structure of the diagram of the limit cones) into C and g = 7(c), such that

for each pair (d’, f) there is a unique arrow (natural transformation) f : d —— d’ such
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that the following diagram commutes

G(d) d=n (0L s @)
e
/ o Ly .
a(d) d:J=C
C ¢ c’

where the object (functor) d’ : J — C in C’ represents the diagram for which the object
G(d’) in C is the limit (that is, G creates the limit of the diagram d').

From the fact that for each index object a; in J = Sch(graph), we have for the
constant functor d =A (c), from (I, d°(a;) = c and each arrow lj,,, in J, d' (Ij,,) =
id. from Definition[2]) of general diagonal functor, it holds that the diagram represented
by this functor d =A (c¢) is composed by all object equal to ¢ and all arrows equal to
its identity arrow id,, so that the diagram represented by this functor d =A (c) can
be reduced to the single object ¢ which is a vertex of the cone composed by arrow
components f(a;) : ¢ — d’(a;) for each index object a; in J, where d’(a;) is an object
of the diagram of the graph represented by the functor d’ : J — C.

That is, for each object ¢ in C, the arrow (a natural transformation) f : d —— d’
represents a cone with vertex equal to object ¢ toward the diagram represented by the
functor d’ (the arrow components f(a;) : ¢ — d/(a;) for each index-object a; in J
generate this cone). The limit cone is represented by the natural transformation e(d)
derived from the counit ¢ for thie given diagram (a functor) d’, with the vertex equal to
the limit G(d’) of this diagram d’ (from the fact that the functor A (G(d")) reduces to the
single object G(d’) in C as explained previously for the diagonal functor A: C — .

From the fact that the comma-propagation preserves the adjunctions, the diagram
above holds for each comma-propagated adjunction (A, Gy, &n, 1) : Cp — Cfl, for
n > 1, it holds that the limits in C are comma-propagated to all higher n-dimensional
levels C,,.

The proof for the dual case of the colimits is analog to this done above, by consid-
ering that in this way all arrows in the commutative diagrams in (27) are inverted.

U
Finally, we obtain the following closure property for the n-dimensional levels:

Corollary 1 Let C be a small-complete category. Then, every n-dimensional level C,,
forn > 2, is a small-complete category as well.

Proof: Directly from Theorem [ by considering every small index category (derived
from a finite diagram) J.

0

It is well known that a category C is a small-complete if every its finite diagram has
a limit: the enough condition that it is a small complete is that C has arbitrary finite
products and every pair of its arrows has an equalizer.
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Thus, these two particular limits, the products and the equalizers have particular
importance. One of the well known categories with such properties is the Set category.

4 Conclusions

We provided an abstract category theory for the arrow categories and global symmetries
of comma-propagation transformations with an introduction of the infinite hierarchy of
the arrow categories considered as ”Galilean reference frames” of a given base category
C (the n-dimensional levels C,,, for n > 1), the two fundamental comma projection-
functors with natural transformation 1/ between them and inverse to it encapsulation
operator JJ. We provides a new categorial-based (non set-based) definition of natural
numbers. Then we introduce the basic transformations of functors and natural along
this abstract dimension, from n-dimensional to (n+1)-dimensional level, denominated
as “comma lifting”.

Here we extended this approach to the more general phenomena of comma-propagation
transformations (a ”Galilean boost” of “uniform motion” between two n-dimensional
levels seen as different reference frames) and its invariant properties. Comma-propagation
is a general transformation between n-dimensional levels, applied to the functors and
natural transformations. If we consider the universal properties of a base category (uni-
versal arrows, adjunctions) as a kind of different “Lagrangian” in the Category Theory,
then we can consider their invariance under this comma-propagation transformations:
a global symmetry in this case means that these categorial universal structures are pre-
served under these general transformations in all n-dimensional levels (the law of con-
servation). The application of this kind of symmetry are provided as well in dedicated
sections in [17].
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