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Abstract

Grothendieck fibrations are fundamental in capturing the concept of dependency, notably in categorical
semantics of type theory and programming languages. A relevant instance are Dialectica fibrations which
generalise Gödel’s Dialectica proof interpretation and have been widely studied in recent years.

We characterise when a given fibration is a generalised, dependent Dialectica fibration, namely an iterated
completion of a fibration by dependent products and sums (along a given class of display maps). From a
technical perspective, we complement the work of Hofstra on Dialectica fibrations by an internal viewpoint,
categorifying the classical notion of quantifier-freeness. We also generalise both Hofstra’s and Trotta et al.’s
work on Gödel fibrations to the dependent case, replacing the class of cartesian projections in the base
category by arbitrary display maps. We discuss how this recovers a range of relevant examples in categorical
logic and proof theory. Moreover, as another instance, we introduce Hilbert fibrations, providing a categorical
understanding of Hilbert’s ǫ- and τ -operators well-known from proof theory.

1 Introduction

Gödel’s Dialectica interpretation (1958) aimed to reduce the problem of proving the consistency of first-order
arithmetic to the problem of proving the consistency of a simply-typed system of computable functionals, the well-
known System T [18, 17]. Thirty years later, de Paiva introduced a categorification of Gödel’s construction [12],
by assigning to (a finitely complete) category C its Dialectica category Dial(C). In the following years, several
people continued the study of the Dialectica interpretation from a categorical perspective. In particular, work of
Hyland [24], Biering [5], Hofstra [23], von Glehn, and Moss [35], generalised the Dialectica construction, assigning
to a Grothendieck fibration p : E → B its Dialectica fibration Dial(p). These works, particularly Hofstra’s paper
[23], highlighted an abstract property underlying the Dialectica interpretation, namely the universal property of
being an ∃∀-completion. The study of such free constructions involving quantifiers has played a significant role in
the investigation of realizability in categorical logic [22]. Hofstra’s result concerning the Dialectica interpretation
aligns with this line of research.

In the past decade, the study and the application of these free (quantifier-like) completions have been ad-
dressed in various fields and by several authors: the first author introduced a general notion of ∃-completion
in [41] in the context of Lawvere doctrines and proved that this construction is lax idempotent. Then, in joint
work with Maietti, they provided an intrinsic characterisation of the ∃-completion [29] and used this construction
to characterise the exact completion of elementary and existential doctrines [30]. At the same time, and inde-
pendently, Frey also provided an intrinsic description of the ∃-completion in the categorical setting of (posetal)
fibrations, in order to use this tool to further investigate realizability from a categorical perspective [15, 16]. In
the same setting, Maschio and Trotta used this notion to introduce and characterise a general notion of category
of assemblies [31]. We can also find applications of the ∃-completion in topos theory, through the notion of the
geometric completion [48].
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Concerning specific applications to the Dialectica interpretation, in recent work [42], Trotta et al. generalised
to the fibrational setting the characterisation presented in [29], proving an internal characterisation of the
Dialectica construction, introducing Skolem and Gödel fibrations as well as quantifier-free elements of a fibration.
A relevant application of these notions and results is that they allow us to prove (in the proof-irrelevant setting)
that the Dialectica doctrines satisfy the logical principles involved in Gödel’s translation [43, 45, 44].

The main purpose of this work is to generalise the results presented in [42] to the dependent case, namely
we are interested in characterising the constructions that freely add products and sums (or coproducts) to a
fibration along an arbitrary class of display maps on the base.

The main reason we are interested in such a generalisation is that, while it is quite rare to find non-syntactical
and genuine examples of fibrations arising as instances of the simple products and/or simple coproduct comple-
tions, we realized that the main used fibrations in the literature (such as the subobject or the codomain fibration)
arise as instances of the dependent version of these completions. Moreover, notions of polynomials can also be
captured through these dependent versions of the completions.

From a conceptual point of view, these generalisations provide us with a useful formal tool to properly
compare and highlight the underlying common structure and the differences of categories of fibrations which,
over the years, have been noticed to be similar to each other, such as Dialectica categories and categories of
polynomials [34].

From a technical point of view, the external generalisation of the Dialectica construction works as follows:
recall that the objects of a Dialectica fibration are given by tuples (I, U,X, α) where I, U,X are objects in
the base and α is an element in the fibre over their product, playing the role of a predicate ∃u∀xα(i, u, x).
To extend the previous setting to dependent types, we replace the objects of a Dialectica fibration, by tuples(
I, U → I,

∑
uXu, α(i, u, x)

)
where α is an object over the fibre of X . In the non-dependent case, the completion

process is done by adding products, then sums with respect to the class of cartesian projections {I×U → I}I,U∈C.
When we generalise to the dependent case we replace cartesian projections by maps of a fixed class of display
maps F and, (cartesian) exponents by F -dependent products. Thus the (simple) Dialectica fibration of a fibration
p gets replaced by its generalised variant DialF (p), which arises by freely adding fibred products and sums along,
more generally, display maps in F .

In order to provide an internal characterisation of this construction, following along the same lines as [42],
we start by generalising the crucial notions of

∐
-quantifier and

∏
-quantifier-free elements (on which the main

characterisation presented in [42] is built) as well as the notion of Skolem and Gödel fibrations.
The main intuition is that (dependent) Skolem fibrations are fibrations where every element can be written

as a
∐

F (or
∑

F ) of a
∐

F -quantifier-free element satisfying a form of Skolemisation (relative to the class of
display maps F). Gödel fibrations are Skolem fibrations where every element can be written as a

∐
F

∏
F (or∑

F

∏
F) of an element that is

∐
F -quantifier-free and

∏
F -quantifier-free (with respect to the full subfibration

of
∐

F -quantifier-free elements).
Notice that, while in the simple product-coproduct case we only need to require exponents in the base to

properly state the principle of Skolemisation, moving to the dependent case requires identifying another suitable
diagram in the base along with considering the dependent Skolemisation. To achieve this problem, we identify
the notion of strong dependent products, that are a strong version of the notion of weak dependent products
considered by Carboni, Rosolini [8] and Menni [32].

Moreover, in this work, we take further advantage of these notions, and we introduce the novel notion of
fibrations with Hilbert ǫ- and τ -operators. As we will prove, these notions provide a categorification in the
setting of fibrations of Hilbert’s ǫ- and τ -calculus [4, 13]. Recall that a categorification of the notion of Hilbert’s
ǫ-operator in the language of Lawvere doctrines has already appeared in the work [28] by Maietti, Pasquali, and
Rosolini, and it has been further studied and used in [29, 45]. However, its generalisation to the proof-relevant
setting is non-straightforward, and it requires proper categorical notions of quantifier-free elements for fibrations
to be properly addressed.
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p(g)=uw

p

∀ g

f

∃!h

∀w

Figure 1: Universal property of cartesian arrows

2 Grothendieck fibrations

In this section, we briefly recall some standard notions regarding fibrations. We borrow heavily from [25] and
[39] for our presentation of these definitions.

Definition 2.1 (cartesian arrow). Let p : E −→ B be a functor and X
f
−→ Y an arrow in E. Let us call

A
u:=p(f)
−−−−−→ B the arrow p(f) of B. We say that f is cartesian over u if, for every morphism Z

g
−→ Y in E and

every morphism C
w
−→ A in B with p(g) = uw there exists a unique arrow Z

h
−→ X of E such that g = fh and

p(h) = w.

Definition 2.2 (Grothendieck fibration). A (Grothendieck) fibration is a functor p : E −→ B such that, for

every Y in E and every I
u
−→ pY , there exists a cartesian arrow X

f
−→ Y over u. Such an arrow f is called a

cartesian lifting of u with respect to Y .

For a given fibration p : E −→ B, and for any A in B, let EA be the fibre category over A: its objects are
the objects X of E such that pX = A, and its morphisms, which are said to be vertical, are the morphisms

X
f
−→ Y of E such that p(f) = idA.
It is well-known that cartesian liftings of an arrow with respect to a fixed codomain are determined uniquely

up to unique vertical isomorphism. A choice of cartesian liftings is called a cleavage.
Recall from [25] that a fibration is called cloven if it comes together with a choice of cartesian listings, i.e. a

cleavage; and it is called split if it is cloven and the given liftings are well-behaved in the sense that they satisfy
certain strict functoriality conditions.

By the global axiom of choice, any fibration can always be assumed cloven (but not necessarily split).

In a cloven fibration p : E −→ B, for every morphism B
u
−→ p(Y ) of B we denote the chosen cartesian lifting

of u by u∗(Y )
uY
−−→ Y . Then we can define the substitution functor:

EB
u∗

−→ EA

sending X to u∗(X) and a vertical morphism X
f
−→ Y to the unique mediating map u∗(f) in:

u∗(X) X

u∗(Y ) Y
u(Y )

f

uX

u∗(f)

3
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The next concept we need to recall is the opposite of a fibration. Recall from [25, Lemma 1.4.10] that, given a
fibration p : E −→ B, for every cleavage of p one has the isomorphism of sets (or classes):

E(X,Y )
∼=
→

∐

u:pX→pY

EpX(X,u∗(Y ))

f 7→ (pf, f ′)

where
∐

is the disjoint union and f ′ is the unique vertical arrow such that f = (pf(pY ))f ′. This means that
a morphism in a total category E corresponds to a morphism in the basis together with a vertical map. The
intuition behind the definition of the opposite fibration is that all vertical maps in such composites are reversed.

Definition 2.3 (opposite fibration, cf. [25]). Let p : E −→ B be a fibration. We describe a new fibration over the
same base written as p(op) : E(op) −→ B, which is fibrewise the opposite of p, called the (fibrewise) opposite
or dual of p.

Let CV be the class:

{(f1, f2)|f1 is Cartesian, f2 is vertical and dom(f1) = dom(f2)}.

An equivalence relation is defined on the collection CV by (f1, f2) ∼ (g1, g2) if there exists an arrow h such that
f1 = g1h and f2 = g2h. The equivalence class of (f1, f2) is denoted by [f1, f2]. The total category E(op) has the
same objects of E, and morphisms X → Y are equivalence classes [f1, f2] of arrows f1 and f2, with f1 cartesian
and f2 vertical, as in:

X

• Y

f2

f1

The composition [g1, g2] ◦ [f1, f2] is described by the following diagram:

X

A Y

pf∗
1 (B) B Z

f2

f1

g2

g1pf1B

x

where x is the unique vertical arrow arising by cartesianness of f1 and making the diagram commute. We define
the composition [g1, g2] ◦ [f1, f2] to be the class:

[g1(pf1B), f2x]

which turns out to be well-defined. See [25, Definition 1.10.11] for more details.
The functor p(op) : E(op) −→ B is defined by the assignments X 7→ pX and [f1, f2] 7→ p(f1), and it is

well-defined since f2 is vertical.
We recall some well-known examples of fibrations:

Example 2.4 (codomain fibration). For an arbitrary category B we denote by B→ its arrow category: the

objects of B→ are arrows of B, and an arrow from X
f
−→ Y to K

g
−→ Z is given by a pair of morphisms X

u
−→ K

and Y
v
−→ Z such that vf = gu. The codomain functor cod : B→ −→ B is a fibration exactly when B has pullbacks

(cartesian morphisms coincide with pullbacks). The fibre category over an object X of B is given by the slice
category B/X . The opposite of the codomain fibration is the category of lenses, cf. [38, 7].

4
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Example 2.5 (family fibration of a category). For an arbitrary category B, we denote by Fam(B) the category
of set-indexed families of objects and arrows of B: objects of Fam(B) are collections (Xi)i∈I of objects Xi of
B such that every i is an element of a set I. An arrow (Xi)i∈I → (Yj)j∈J of Fam(B) is given by a function

I
u
−→ J and a family (fi)i∈I of morphisms Xi

fi
−→ Yu(i) in B. The projection functor p : Fam(B) −→ Set mapping

(Xi)i∈I → I and (u, (fi)i∈I) → u is a fibration called family fibration. The fibre category Fam(B)I over a set
I is the category of I-indexed families of objects and arrows in B.

2.1 Opfibrations and bifibrations

While fibrations admit contravariant transport between the fibres, there exists a dual notion of fibration whose
transport is covariant.

Definition 2.6 (cocartesian arrows and opfibrations). Let p : E −→ B be a fibration. A cocartesian arrow in
p is a cartesian arrow in pop : Eop −→ Bop. We call p a (Grothendieck) opfibration if pop is a fibration.

If p : E −→ B is an opfibration and A
u
−→ B an arrow in B then by cocartesian transport we get an induced

functor
∐
u : EA → EB. If a functor p : E −→ B is both a fibration and an opfibration we call it a bifibration.

If, in addition, for every arrow A
u
−→ B cartesian reindexing u∗ posesses a right adjoint, written

∏
u, we call

p : E −→ B a trifibration. Hence, trifibrations admit adjoint triples

∐

u

⊣ u∗ ⊣
∏

u

.

In logic, u∗ is reindexing or substitution, while
∐
u can be understand as existential quantification or a dependent

sum object former, and
∏
u is universal quantification or a dependent function object former. This fundamental

idea of viewing quantifiers as adjoints goes back to Lawvere [27]. We will make this more precise in the next
subsection. However, we will usually require the left and right adjoints to exist only for a subclass of morphisms
of the base category.

Notation. We will employ the following notation for the kinds of arrows in (op)fibrations. We denote:

• vertical arrows by  

• cartesian arrows by

• cocartesian arrows by

2.2 Fibred (co)products

In categorical logic, the notion of display map generalises the ordinary notion of product projection, and plays
a crucial role in the categorical semantics of dependent type theory. In the following definition, we recall the
notion of display map category from [25, Def. 10.4.1] that is, among the various definitions appearing in the
literature, the most general as it just requires the closure under pullbacks:

Definition 2.7 (display map categories). Let B be a category. A class F ⊆ Mor(B) is said to be a class of
display maps if F is closed under pullbacks along arbitrary maps in B, namely pullbacks along arrows of F
exist and belong to F . If an arrow u : K → I is in F we write it as u : K ։ I. A display map category is a
pair 〈B,F〉 where B is a category and F a class of display maps.

Definition 2.8 (closure properties of display map categories). A display map category 〈B,F〉:

• has units if all the isomorphism of B are in F ;

5
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• has F -dependent coproducts1 if F is closed under composition;

• is well-rooted if B has a terminal object 1 and for every object X of B the unique arrow X
!X−→ 1 is in F .

Given a display map category 〈B,F〉, we will denote by F→ the full subcategory of the arrow category B→

whose objects are arrows of F , and we denote by cod : F→ −→ B the corresponding (full) subfibration of the
codomain fibration cod : B→ −→ B (following the notation used in [25, p. 610].

Now we consider a “strong” and “display map-relative” version of the notion weak dependent products as
presented in [32, Def. 2.1] and [8]. Recall that among the categories with finite limits, those with weak dependent
products are exactly the ones whose exact completions are locally cartesian closed.

Definition 2.9 (F -dependent products). Let 〈B,F〉 be a display map category. An F -dependent product of
an arrow f : K ։ I of F along another arrow g : I ։ J of F consists of a commutative diagram

K Z E

I J

f

g

h

e

y

where the square is a pullback and h : E ։ J is an arrow of F , such that for every commutative diagram

K Z ′ E′

I J

f

g

h′

e′

y

there exists a unique pair of arrows w : Z ′ → Z and k : E′ → E (neither of them necessarily in F) such that the
diagram

Z ′ E′

K Z E

I J

f

g

h

e

y h′

e′

w

k

y

commutes. We say that 〈B,F〉 has F -dependent products if any pair of arrows of F has an F -dependent
product.

The “strong version” of the original definition of weak dependent products is obtained as a particular case of
the previous one by considering the class of all the morphisms of a given category B with finite limits. The use
of the word “weak” in the original setting is motivated by the fact that the uniqueness of the stipulated arrow
k in Definition 2.9 is not required.

Corollary 2.10. Note that the existence of an arrow k : E′ → E in Definition 2.9 implies, by the standard
properties of pullbacks, that the arrow w : Z ′ → Z is w = (h∗g)∗k. Hence, the condition of Definition 2.9 is
tantamount to just demanding the existence of a map k as indicated such that h′ = hk. Furthermore, note that
the maps g∗h and g∗h′ both are in F as well by pullback closure.

1A display map category satisfying this condition is said to have strong sums in [25, p. 610].

6
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Example 2.11. Let 〈B,F〉 be a display map category, where B is a cartesian category and F is the class
of product projections. Then, if the category B has F -dependent products in the sense of Definition 2.9 it
is cartesian closed. In particular we can define an exponent Y X and the evaluation map X × Y X

ev
−→ Y by

considering the F -dependent product of the product projection X × Y
πX−−→ Y along the terminal projection

X
!X−→ 1:

X × Y X × Y X Y X

X 1

πX

!X

πX !
Y X

π
Y X〈πX ,ev〉

y

Remark 2.12. Observe that when F is the class of all the morphisms of B the previous example can be
generalised to show that B is locally cartesian closed. For more details about some variants of the notion of
dependent products and their link with the notion of exact completions and locally cartesian closed category, we
refer to [32] and [14].

Definition 2.13 (Fibrations with fibred (co)products). Let 〈B,F〉 be a display map category. A Grothendieck
fibration p : E −→ B is said to have (fibred) coproducts along F or F-coproducts whenever the following
conditions are satisfied:

1. for any v : L։ J in F , the reindexing functor v∗ : EJ → EL has a left adjoint
∐
v : EL → EJ .

2. for each pullback of the form

K I

L J

g

u

v

f
y

in B, the following natural transformation is an isomorphism, i.e., the Beck–Chevalley condition holds:

∐

u

g∗
∼=
=⇒ f∗

∐

v

(1)

Analogously, p is said to have have (fibred) products along F or F-products if for any v ∈ F the
reindexing functor v∗ has a right adjoint

∏
v, and for any square as above the following Beck–Chevalley

condition for the adjoint pair v∗ ⊣
∏
v is satisfied, i.e., the following natural transformation is an isomor-

phism:

f∗
∏

v

∼=
=⇒

∏

u

g∗ (2)

Fixing v ∈ F , if (1) holds for all f as indicated, we say that v satisfies the left BCC. Analogously, we
say that v satisfies the right BCC if (2) holds for all f as indicated.2

The following proposition explains how having F -dependent (co)products for a display map category 〈B,F〉
provides a stronger property than having fibred F -(co)products for cod : F→ −→ B.

Proposition 2.14. Let 〈B,F〉 be a display map category, and let cod : F→ −→ B be the codomain fibration.
Then

2Maps for which reindexing has a left adjoint satisfying the left BCC are often called smooth in geometric contexts. Maps for
which reindexing has a right adjoint satisfying the right BCC are called proper. A unifying view of smooth and proper maps in
geometry and logic is given in [2].

7
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1. B has F-dependent coproducts if and only if the codomain fibration cod : F→ −→ B has fibred F-coproducts;

2. if B has F-dependent products then the codomain fibration cod : F→ −→ B has fibred F-products.

Proof. 1) This is a standard result of categorical logic. We refer to [25] or [39] for all the details.
2) Suppose that B has F -dependent products. Then for any arrow f : I ։ J of F , we can define a functor∏

f : F→
I → F→

J , where
∏
f (v) : E ։ J is part of the F -dependent product diagram

K Z E

I J

v

f

∏
f (v)

e

y

and the action of
∏
f on a morphism α : u → v in F→

I is defined by employing the universal property of
F -dependent products:

K ′ Z ′ E′

K Z E

I J

v

f

α u
∏

f (α)

∏
f (v)

∏
f (u)

y

y

These assignments provide a right adjoint to the re-indexing f∗, i.e.

F→
J (k,

∏

f

(v)) ∼= F→
I (f∗k, v)

because of the universal property of F -dependent products and the fact that f∗ acts as a pullback for codomain
fibrations. Now we show that these right adjoints satisfy the BCC: let us consider the following pullback

Y X

I J.

gi

f

h

y

We have to show that
∏
h i

∗(v) ∼= g∗
∏
f (v) for every v ∈ F→

I . Now let us consider the following diagram

8
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Z ′ E′

Z E

H Y X

K I J

e′
y

g∗
∏

f (v)

i∗(v)

y

h

i
y

g

v f

(I)

e
y

∏
f (v)

y

First, notice that the square (I) is a pullback by construction, and that we can define the unique arrow e′ : Z ′ → H
using the fact that the left square is a pullback. Combining the universal property of pullbacks with that of
F -dependent products, it is direct to check that

H Z ′ E′

X Y

i∗(v)

h

g∗
∏

f (v)

e′

y

satisfies the universal property of F -dependent products, and hence we can conclude that
∏
h i

∗(v) ∼= g∗
∏
f (v).

3 Fibred (co)product completions

3.1 Coproduct completion

In this section we present a proof-relevant generalisation of the generalised existential completion introduced in
[29]. The crucial idea is that, given a display map category 〈B,F〉 with F -dependent coproducts, where B has all
pullbacks, and a fibration p : E −→ B, we can freely construct a new fibration denoted by ΣF(p) : ΣF (E) −→ B

having F -coproducts. We will call this construction the ΣF -completion.
A particular case of this construction can be found in [23, Sec. 3.2], where the so-called family construction

is considered on the level of fibrations. It freely adds left adjoints to reindexing, along all the morphisms of a
fibration p : E −→ B where B is supposed to have finite limits.

For the rest of this section, let 〈B,F〉 be a fixed display map category with F -dependent coproducts, where
B has all pullbacks, and let p : E −→ B be a fixed fibration.
The ΣF -completion. The category ΣF(E) has:

• as objects pairs (g : X ։ I, α) where α is an object of the fibre EI ;

• as morphisms triples (f0, f1, φ) : (g : X ։ I, α) → (h : Y ։ J, β) where

α β

X Y

I J

φ

f1

g h

f0

9
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is a commutative square in B with a map φ : α→ β in E over f1.

In this case, the idea is that an object (g : X ։ I, α) is thought of as a predicate of the form ∃i, x.α(i, x)
The functor ΣF(p) : ΣF(E) −→ B is defined by the assignments ΣF(p)(g : I ։ X,α) := I and ΣF(p)(f0, f1, φ) :=

f0. It is straightforward to check that this functor defines a fibration.
Employing the assumption that the display map category 〈B,F〉 has F -dependent coproducts, one can easily

check that the fibration ΣF(p) : ΣF(E) −→ B has F -coproducts defined as follows: for every arrow k : I → J ,
the functor

∐
k : ΣF(E)I → ΣF (E)J acts as (g : X ։ I, α) 7→ (kg : X ։ J, α) on the objects and as

(f0, f1, φ) 7→ (idJ , f1, φ) on the vertical arrows.
As a construction, the functor ΣF (p) : ΣF (E) −→ B can be obtained as follows:

ΣF(E) E

F→ B

B

cod

dom

p

ΣF (p)

y

From this description it follows from general closure properties that ΣF (p) is, in fact, a fibration. By the universal
property of the pullback, this construction is easily seen to be 2-functorial in a suitable 2-categorical setting,
where we consider the 2-category DispFib defined as follows:

• 0-cells are pairs (p : E −→ B, 〈B,F〉), where p is a fibration and 〈B,F〉 is a display map category with
F -dependent coproducts;

• 1-cells are commutative diagrams

E E′

B B′

p

F

p′

F0

where F0 : E → E′ is a cartesian functor, i.e. it sends p-cartesian maps to p′-cartesian maps, and F : B → B′

is a functor preserving display maps, i.e., F (f) is an arrow in F ′ for every arrow f of F ;

• 2-cells are pairs (φ0, φ) : (F0, F ) → (G0, G) of natural transformations φ0 : F0 → G0 an φ : F → G such
that the component(φ0)X is sent by p to (φ)p′(X) for every object X of E.

A direct generalisation of [29, Thm. 3.11] and [23, Thm. 3.5] gives the following result:

Theorem 3.1. The assignment (p : E −→ B, 〈B,F〉) 7→ (ΣF (p) : ΣF (E) −→ B, 〈B,F〉) extends to a 2-monad on
the 2-category DispFib. The 2-category of pseudo-algebras is 2-equivalent to the 2-full sub category of DispFib

whose objects are pairs (p : E −→ B, 〈B,F〉) where p has F-coproducts and whose 1-cells are coproduct preserving
1-cells of DispFib.

Two relevant examples of fibrations arising as instances of the previous construction are the subobject and
the codomain fibrations:

Example 3.2. Let us consider a category with finite limits B and the class of display maps F := Mor(B) of all
the morphisms of B (in this case Mor(B)→ = B→). Then the codomain fibration cod : B→ −→ B can be easily

10
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proved to be an instance of the ΣMor(B)-completion, since it can be readily expressed via the pullback

ΣMor(B)(B) B

B→ B

B

cod

dom

id

ΣMor(B)(id)

y

of the identity fibration.

Example 3.3. Let us consider a category with finite limits B and the class of display maps F := Mon(B) of all
the monomorphisms of B. In this case the category Mon(B)→ is exactly that of subobjects Sub(B). Then the
subobject fibration sub : Sub(B) −→ B can be easily proved to be an instance of the ΣMon(B)-completion, since it
can be trivially defined via the pullback

ΣMon(B)(B) B

Sub(B) B

B

cod

dom

id

ΣMon(B)(id)

y

of the identity fibration.

3.2 Product completion

We conclude this section by presenting the dual construction of the ΣF -completion, namely the ΠF -completion.
Again, a particular case of this construction can be found in [23, Sec. 3.2].

The ΠF -completion. The category ΠF (E) has:

• as objects pairs (g : I ։ J, α) where α is an object of the fibre EI ;

• as morphisms triples (f0, f1, φ) : (g : X ։ Y, β) → (h : I ։ J, α) where

α f∗
1α f ′∗

0 β β

X I ×J Y Y

I J

φ

g

f1 f ′

0

y

h

f0

is a diagram in B and φ : α β is a vertical arrow in E over I ×J Y .

11
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In this case, the idea is that an object (g : X ։ I, α) is thought of as a predicate of the form ∀i, x.α(i, x).
The functor ΠF(p) : ΠF (E) −→ B is defined by the assignments ΠF (p)(g : X ։ I, α) := I and ΠF (p)(f0, f1, φ) :=

f0. It is straightforward to check that this functor defines a fibration.
Again, employing the assumption that the display map category 〈B,F〉 has F -dependent products, one can

check that the fibration ΠF (p) : ΠF (E) −→ B has F -products.
The following result presents the “dual theorem” of Theorem 3.1:

Theorem 3.4. The assignment (p : E −→ B, 〈B,F〉) 7→ (ΠF (p) : ΠF (E) −→ B, 〈B,F〉) extends to a 2-monad on
the 2-category DispFib. The 2-category of pseudo-algebras is 2-equivalent to the 2-full sub category of DispFib

whose objects are pairs (p : E −→ B, 〈B,F〉 where p has F-products and whose 1-cells are product preserving
1-cells of DispFib.

Comparing the ΣF - with the ΠF -completion reveals a kind of symmetry: as in the case of the simple coproduct
and product completions (see [23, Prop. 3.11]), the ΠF -completion can formally be obtained by combining the
ΣF -completion with the fibrewise opposite (see Definition 2.3). In detail, we have the following correspondence:

Proposition 3.5. There is an isomorphism of fibrations ΠF(p) ∼= (ΣF(p
(op)))(op), and this is natural in p.

Example 3.6. Let B be a category with finite limits. Then, combining Proposition 3.5 with Example 3.2, we
have that the opposite of the codomain fibration cod(op) : B→ −→ B on B is an instance of the ΠMor(B)-completion,

i.e. cod(op) ∼= ΠMor(B)(idB).

Example 3.7. Let B be a category with finite limits. Then, combining Proposition 3.5 with Example 3.3, we
have that the opposite of the monos-fibration sub(op) : Sub(B) −→ B is an instance of the ΠMon(B)-completion,

i.e., sub(op) ∼= ΠMon(B)(idB).

Taking advantage of the original intuition of Hosftra, who proved in [23] that the Dialectica construction can
be decomposed in terms of simple coproducts and simple products completions, we combine the ΣF -completion
with the ΠF -completion generalising the ordinary presentation of the so-called Dialectica fibration Dial(p) to the
dependent case:

Definition 3.8 (F -Dialectica fibration). Let 〈B,F〉 be a display map category with F -dependent coproducts
and let p : E −→ B be a fibration. We define the F -Dialectica fibration as the fibration DialF(p) := ΣFΠF (p).

The ordinary notion of Dialectica fibration can be then obtained as a particular instance of Definition 3.8 by
taking F to be the class of (cartesian) product projections.

Remark 3.9. Notice that when we consider a well-rooted display map category 〈B,F〉 (see Definition 2.8) with
F -dependent coproducts, then the fibre over 1 of the F -Dialectica fibration associated with the monos-fibration
over B provides the original notion of dependent Dialectica category as introduced in [11, 12].

Remark 3.10. By Example 3.3, we know that if B is a category with finite limits, then the monos-fibration
sub : Sub(B) −→ B is an instance of the ΣMon(B)-completion, namely sub ∼= ΣMon(B)(idB). Therefore, we have
that any F -Dialectica fibration DialF (sub) associated with the monos-fibration (assuming 〈B,F〉 to be a display
map category with F -dependent coproducts), can easily presented as combinations of corpoducts and products
completions of the identity fibration, i.e., DialF (sub) ∼= ΣFΠFΣMon(B)(idB). Similarly, by Example 3.2, we
have that any F -Dialectica fibration DialF (cod) associated with the codomain fibration cod : B→ −→ B can be
presented as DialF (cod) ∼= ΣFΠFΣMor(B)(idB).

Example 3.11 (Polynomial functors). Let 〈B,F〉 be a display map category where B is locally cartesian closed.
One recovers the category PolyF (B) of F-polynomial functors B → B as the fibre over 1 ∈ B of the fibration
DialF (cod : F −→ B). This plays a crucial role in the construction of Dialectica models of type theory in
the work of von Glehn and Moss [46, 33, 36]. The objects of PolyF (B) are display maps B ։ A ∈ F ,
written type-theoretically as

∑
a:AB(a) ։ A. Such a map corresponds to the polynomial functor B → B, X 7→∑

a:AX
B(a) [46, Section 4.1]. More generally, one can understand DialF (p) ∼= ΣFΠF (p) as the fibration of

F-polynomials internal to p, for a general fibration p [46, 34].

12
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4 Dependent Skolem fibrations

In this section, we introduce the notion of dependent Skolem fibration, validating a principle analogous to
Skolemisation

∀x∃yφ(x, y) ∼= ∃f∀xφ(x, fx).

The axioms for a Skolem fibration (to occur again later when introducing dependent Gödel fibrations) rely on
the important notion of quantifier-free objects that we study first.

This generalises the previous developments in [42] from the simple to the dependent case. Besides, as a special
class of Skolem fibrations we newly introduce Hilbert fibrations, admitting operations analogous to Hilbert’s ǫ-
and τ-operators from proof theory [20, 21, 1].

4.1 Quantifier-free objects

A first categorical description of the logical notion of existential-free objects has been presented in the proof-
irrelevant setting of Lawvere doctrines in the recent work [29] by M.E. Maietti and D. Trotta and in the works
[16, 15] by J. Frey. In such a setting, and for a given class of display maps, the authors identify a universal
property that an element of a doctrine has to satisfy in order to be considered “free from existential quantifiers
along display maps.”

Here we provide a proof-relevant generalisation of these notions. Since this further step of generality could
make the reader loses the intuition behind the categorical definitions, we start by presenting a simple example
in a non-fibrational setting that properly represents the picture we want to abstract.

Let us consider a locally small category B with (set-indexed) sums. Recall, for example from [9, Lem. 42],
that an object X of B is said to be indecomposable3 if its covariant hom-functor preserves sums, i.e., if the functor
B(X,−) : B → Set satisfies B(X,

∐
i∈I Yi)

∼=
∐
i∈I B(X,Yi). Notice that this property of X can be presented

in the following equivalent way: X is indecomposable if and only if for every arrow X
h
−→

∐
i∈I Yi there exist

a unique element i ∈ I (i.e., a function 1
i
−→ I) and a unique arrow X

h
−→ Yi such that the following diagram

commutes

X
∐
i∈I Yi

Yi

h

h ιi

where Yi
ιi−→

∐
i∈I Yi is the canonical “injection” of the coproduct.

In the following definition we generalise this notion of “indecomposable object” in the fibrational setting.
We fix a display map category 〈B,F〉 closed under F -coproducts.

Definition 4.1 (dependent (F ,
∐
)-quantifier splitting objects). Let p : E −→ B be a fibration with all F -

coproducts. For A ∈ B, an object α ∈ EA in the fibre is called (dependent) (F ,
∐
)-quantifier splitting in

case the following universal property holds: given an object β ∈ EB, in the fibre of some B ∈ B, together with a
vertical map

h : α 
∐

u

β

in EA, where u : B ։ A is an arrow of F , there uniquely exists the following:

• a section
B Au

g

of u (i.e., a right inverse, not necessarily in F itself);

3The notion is originally due to Bunge [6] who called them abstractly exclusively unary objects.
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• together with a vertical arrow h : α g∗β in EA such that the vertical arrow h decomposes as

h = g∗ηβ ◦ h (3)

where η : idEB ⇒ u∗
∐
u is the unit of the adjunction

∐
u ⊣ u∗ : EA → EB.

Condition (3) means that the following diagram of vertical arrows in EA commutes (up to composition with the
chosen isomorphism g∗u∗ ∼= idEA , as indicated):

α g∗(u∗
∐
u β)

∼=
∐
u β

g∗β

g∗ηβ

h

h

Remark 4.2. Notice that if α ∈ EA is (F ,
∐
)-quantifier splitting then we have that for every arrow u : B ։ A

of F having a section g that the post-composition

g∗ηβ ◦ (−) : EA(α, g
∗β) → EA(α,

∐

u

β)

is monic for every β ∈ EB.

Example 4.3. Let us consider the family fibration p : Fam(B) −→ Set, and let F be the class of all the
morphisms of Set. Recall from [25, Lem. 1.9.5] that the family fibrations has coproducts (along all the arrows
of Set) if and only if B has set-indexed coproducts. In this setting the (Set,

∐
)-quantifier splitting elements are

precisely those families (Xi)i∈I where every object Xi is indecomposable in B. We show this for the case I is
the terminal set 1 = {•}, but the following argument can be easily generalised to an arbitrary set.

Let us consider an object X of B, i.e., an object (X•)•∈1 of the fibre Fam(B)1, and let us consider another

object of Fam(B)1 given by
∐
i∈I Yi in B where I

!I−→ 1 is the “terminal function” and
∐

!I
: Fam(B)I → Fam(B)1

is the right adjoint to the reindexing !∗I : Fam(B)1 → Fam(B)I . By Definition 4.1, we have that (X•)•∈I is

(F ,
∐
)-quantifier splitting if and only if for every vertical arrow (X•)•∈1

h
−→

∐
!I
(Yi)i∈I there exists a unique

section g : 1 → I of !I and a unique vertical arrow h : (X•)•∈1 → g∗(Yi)i∈I such that the diagram

(X•)•∈1

∐
!I
(Yi)i∈I

g∗(Yi)i∈I

h

h η(Yi)i∈I

commutes, where η : id →!∗I
∐

!I
is the unit of the adjunction

∐
!I
⊣ !∗I . Since the coproducts of the family fibration

are given precisely by the coproducts of the category B we can conclude that (X•)•∈1 is (F ,
∐
)-quantifier splitting

if and only if X is indecomposable in B.

Notice that in general the property of being (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-splitting is not stable under reindexings, i.e.,

if α ∈ EA is (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-splitting, the object f∗α is not (F ,

∐
)-quantifier-splitting in general.

However, from a purely logical perspective where (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-splittings aim to represent existential-free

formulas, it is quite natural to require this further condition of being “stable under substitution.”
Hence, quantifier-splittings that are stable under reindexing are called quantifier-free elements, according to

the following definition:

Definition 4.4 (dependent (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free objects). Let p : E −→ B be a fibration with all F -coproducts.

For A ∈ B, an object α ∈ EA in the fibre is called (dependent) (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free if for every arrow

f : I → A in B, the reindexing f∗α is an (F ,
∐
)-quantifier splitting.

14
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Example 4.5. Let us consider the family fibration p : Fam(B) −→ Set, where B is a category with set-indexed
coproducts, and let F be the class of all the morphisms of Set. In Example 4.3 we show that an element (Xi)i∈I
of the fibre Fam(B)I is (F ,

∐
)-quantifier-splitting if and only if every object Xi is indecomposable in B. Since

the action of the reindexing of the family fibrations does not change the objects of a family (Xi)i∈I but just the
set-indexes, we have that if f : J → I is a function and (Xi)i∈I is an object of Fam(B)I such that every Xi is
indecomposable, then every object of f∗(Xi)i∈I is indecomposable. Therefore, we have that every Fam(B)I is
(F ,

∐
)-quantifier-splitting is Fam(B)I is (F ,

∐
)-quantifier-free.

Definition 4.6 (enough (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free objects). Let 〈B,F〉 be a display map category. A fibration

p : E −→ B is said to have enough (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free objects if it has all F -coproducts and the following

property holds: for all I ∈ B and α ∈ EI there exists some object A ∈ B, an arrow f : A։ I in F , and β ∈ EA
(F ,

∐
)-quantifier-free object such that α ∼=

∐
f (β) .

We conclude this section by presenting the dual of the previous notions for the case of dependent products:

Definition 4.7 (dependent (F ,
∏
)-quantifier splitting objects). Let p : E −→ B be a fibration with all F -

products. For A ∈ B, an object α ∈ EA in the fibre is called (dependent) (F ,
∏
)-quantifier splitting in case

the following universal property holds: given an object β ∈ EB, in the fibre of some B ∈ B, together with a
vertical map

h :
∏

u

β  α

in EA, where u : B ։ A is an arrow of F , there uniquely exists the following:

• a section
B Au

g

of u (i.e., a right inverse, not necessarily in F itself);

• together with a vertical arrow h : g∗β  α in EA such that the vertical arrow h decomposes as

h = h ◦ g∗εβ (4)

where ε : u∗
∏
u ⇒ idEB is the counit of the adjunction u∗ ⊣

∏
u : EA → EB.

Condition (4) means that the following diagram of vertical arrows in EA commutes:

g∗(u∗
∏
u β)

∼=
∏
u β α

g∗β

h

h

g∗εβ

Definition 4.8 (dependent (F ,
∏
)-quantifier-free objects). Let p : E −→ B be a fibration with all F -products.

For A ∈ B, an object α ∈ EA in the fibre is called (dependent) (F ,
∏
)-quantifier-free if for every arrow

f : I → A in B, the reindexing f∗α is (F ,
∏
)-quantifier splitting.

Definition 4.9 (enough (F ,
∏
)-quantifier-free objects). Let 〈B,F〉 be a display map category. A fibration

p : E −→ B is said to have enough (F ,
∏
)-quantifier-free objects if it has all F -products and the following

property holds: for all I ∈ B and α ∈ EI there exists some object A ∈ B, an arrow f : A։ I in F , and β ∈ EA
an (F ,

∏
)-quantifier-free object such that α ∼=

∏
f (β).

15



D. Trotta, J. Weinberger, V. de Paiva: Skolem, Gödel, and Hilbert fibrations

4.2 Fibrations equipped with Hilbert ǫ- and τ-operators

The notions of (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free and (F ,

∏
)-quantifier-free elements introduced in the previous section allow

us to formally introduce in the language of fibrations a generalisation of two concepts known as Hilbert’s ǫ- and
τ - operators, see [4] and [13] for more details. A first categorical presentation of the ǫ-operators was introduced
in the proof-irrelevant setting of Lawvere’s doctrines by M.E. Maietti, F. Pasquali and G. Rosolini in [28].

We briefly recall that, from a purely logical perspective, Hilbert’s ǫ-calculus is an extension of first-order logic
with ǫ-operators representing witness functions of existential quantifiers: the intuition is that, given a first-order
language, for every formula A and variable x, we add a term ǫxA representing some x satisfying A. These
ǫ-terms are governed by the so-called transfinite axiom:

A(x) → A(ǫxA).

Such an extension provides a quantifier-free calculus because, classically, we have that

∃xA(X) ≡ A(ǫxA)

∀xA(X) ≡ A(ǫx(¬A)).

Notice that, to properly apply such an approach in an intuitionistic setting, one needs to require also a dual-
notion of ǫ-operators since the previous second equivalence is not justified intuitionistically. This is precisely
the intuition behind the notion Hilbert’s τ -operators: in this case, for every formula A and variable x, we have
to extend our first-order intuitionistic language also with a term τxA representing a dual notion of ǫ-terms.
Extending an intuitionistic language with both ǫ- and τ -operatos provides a quantifier-free calculus because

∃xA(X) ≡ A(ǫxA)

∀xA(X) ≡ A(τxA).

In the following definitions, we aim to present a fibrational account for these notions, generalising the notion
introduced in [28, Def. 5.10] of doctrine equipped with Hilbert’s ǫ-operators.

To achieve this goal, we employ the idea and the characterisation presented in the language of Lawvere
doctrines in [29]: in particular, in [29, Thm. 5.1] the authors show that a given existential doctrine is equipped
with Hilbert’s ǫ-operators in the sense of [28] if and only if every element of the doctrine is ∃-free (i.e. the doctrine
is isomorphic to the existential completion of itself).

Motivated by this result in the proof-irrelevant setting, we introduce the following notion in the language of
fibrations:

Definition 4.10 (dependent Hilbert ǫ-fibration). Let 〈B,F〉 be a display map category. A fibration p : E −→ B

is called a (dependent) Hilbert ǫ-fibration if

• 〈B,F〉 is a display map category with F -dependent coproducts;

• the fibration p has fibred coproducts along F ;

• every object of the fibration p is a (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free object.

Theorem 4.11. Let 〈B,F〉 be a display map category with F-dependent coproducts, and p : E −→ B a fibration
with fibred coproducts along F . Then p is a dependent Hilbert ǫ-fibration if and only if every element α ∈ EI and
every display map f : I ։ J there uniquely exist an arrow ǫα,f : J → I and a vertical map

ǫα,f :
∐

f

α (ǫα,f )
∗α

such that

1. f ◦ ǫα,f = idI ;
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2. id = (ǫα,f )
∗ηα ◦ ǫα,f , where η : idEI ⇒ f∗

∐
f is the unit of the adjunction

∐
f ⊣ f∗;

3. if a vertical arrow u : α 
∐
g β admits a decomposition

α
∐
g β

t∗(β)

u

h t∗(ηβ)

for some vertical arrow h and some section t of u, then t = ǫβ,g and h = ǭβ,g ◦ u.

Proof. (⇒) By definition of dependent Hilbert ǫ-fibrations, we have that every element is a (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free

object. Therefore, we obtain ponits (1) and (2) by applying the definition of (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free object to the

identity vertical arrow on id :
∐
f α 

∐
f α. To show the last point, let us consider a factorization

α
∐
g β

t∗(β)

u

h t∗(ηβ)

of u, with t section of u. By hypothesis, every element is (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free, so this factorization, that is of

the correct form as required in the definition of (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free elements, is unique. But now notice that

also

α
∐
g β

∐
g β

t∗(β) ǫ∗β,g(β)

u

h t∗(ηβ) ǭβ,g ǫ∗β,g(ηβ)

id

provides another factorization of u, and it has the correct shape as required in the definition of (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-

free elements. Therefore, we can deduce that ǫβ,g = t and that h = ǭβ,g ◦ ǫ
∗
β,g(ηβ) ◦ h = ǭβ,g ◦ u. This concludes

the proof of point (3).
(⇐) Let α be an arbitrary object of EI , and let us consider a vertical arrow u : α 

∐
g β where g : A։ I is a

display map. To show that α is a (F ,
∐
)-quantifier splitting it is enough to apply our assumptions to the object∐

g β. In fact, by hypothesis, we obtain that there uniquely exist an arrow ǫβ,g : I → A and a vertical arrow
ǫβ,g :

∐
g β  (ǫβ,g)

∗β satisfying the conditions (1) and (2), and we can use these arrows to define a vertical
arrow ǫβ,g ◦ u : α (ǫβ,g)

∗β. By (1), we have that g ◦ ǫβ,g = id, and by (2), that u = (ǫβ,g)
∗ηβ ◦ (ǫβ,g ◦ u), i.e.,

such that the diagram

α
∐
g β

∐
g β (ǫβ,g)

∗β

u

u

ǫβ,g

(ǫβ,g)
∗ηβ

commutes. Finally, we have that such a factorization is unique by point (3). So we have proved that every object
α satisfies the conditions required in Definition 4.1, i.e., every element of the fibration is a (F ,

∐
)-quantifier

splitting. Therefore, since every object is (F ,
∐
)-quantifier splitting, we can conclude that every object is

(F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free, i.e., that p is a dependent Hilbert ǫ-fibration.

The previous characterisation allows us to prove in the language of fibrations the desired feature of the
ǫ-calculus, namely that ∃xA(X) ≡ A(ǫxA):
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Corollary 4.12. Let 〈B,F〉 be a display map category with F-dependent coproducts, and p : E −→ B a dependent
Hilbert ǫ-fibration. Then for every object α ∈ EI and every display map f : I ։ J , we have that there exists a
vertical arrow ǫα,f :

∐
f α (ǫα,f )

∗α and it is an isomorphism.

Proof. By Theorem 4.11 we have that id = (ǫα,f )
∗ηα ◦ ǫα,f , so we need to prove id = ǫα,f ◦ (ǫα,f )

∗ηα. To show
this, it is enough to observe that the diagram

(ǫα,f )
∗α

∐
f α

(ǫα,f )
∗(α)

(ǫα,f )
∗(ηα)

ǭα,f◦(ǫα,f )
∗(ηα) (ǫα,f )

∗(ηα)

commutes, since id = (ǫα,f )
∗ηα ◦ ǫα,f . In fact, from this we can conclude that id = ǫα,f ◦ (ǫα,f )

∗ηα from the fact
that (ǫα,f )

∗α is an (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free element and hence the factorization (ǫα,f )

∗(ηα) is unique.

We conclude this section by presenting the notion of dependent Hilbert τ -fibration and its characterisation.
Notice that since this notion is precisely the dual of the previous one, all the results and proofs presented for the
case of ǫ-operators can be dualized to the case of τ -operators.

Definition 4.13 (dependent Hilbert τ -fibration). Let 〈B,F〉 be a display map category. A fibration p : E −→ B

is called a (dependent) Hilbert τ-fibration if

• 〈B,F〉 is a display map category with F -dependent coproducts;

• the fibration p has fibred products along F ;

• every object of the fibration p is a (F ,
∏
)-quantifier-free object.

Theorem 4.14. Let 〈B,F〉 be a display map category with F-dependent coproducts, and p : E −→ B a fibration
with fibred products along F . Then p is a dependent Hilbert τ-fibration if and only if for every element α ∈ EI
and every display map f : I ։ J there uniquely exist an arrow τα,f : J → I and a vertical map

τα,f : (τα,f )
∗α 

∏

f

α

such that

1. f ◦ τα,f = idI ;

2. id = τα,f ◦ (τα,f )
∗εα, where ε : f

∗
∏
f ⇒ idEI is the counit of the adjunction f∗ ⊣

∏
f ;

3. if a vertical arrow u :
∏
g β  α admits a decomposition

∏
g β α

t∗(β)

u

t∗(εβ)
h

for some vertical arrow h and some section t of u, then t = τβ,g and h = u ◦ τ̄β,g.

Corollary 4.15. Let 〈B,F〉 be a display map category with F-dependent coproducts, and p : E −→ B a dependent
Hilbert τ-fibration. Then for every object α ∈ EI and every display map f : I ։ J , we have that there exists a
vertical arrow τα,f : (τα,f )

∗α 
∏
f α and it is an isomorphism.
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4.3 Dependent Skolem fibrations

Abstracting from the concrete class of product projections to an arbitrary class of display maps we are led to
the following generalisation of the notion of Skolem fibration introduced in [42, Definition 2.7].

Definition 4.16 (Dependent Skolem fibration). Let 〈B,F〉 be a display map category. A fibration p : E −→ B

is called a (dependent) Skolem fibration if

• its base category B has dependent products along F ;

• the fibration p has fibred products along F ;

• the fibration p has enough (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free objects;4

• (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free objects are stable under F -products, i.e., if for any (F ,

∐
)-quantifier-free object

α ∈ EI , I ∈ B, the object
∏
f (α) ∈ EJ is (F ,

∐
)-quantifier-free, too, for any map f : I ։ J in F .

As a convention, we will often abbreviate B for 〈B,F〉.
Again, as in the remark after [42, Definition 2.7], we get that by the last condition, given a dependent Skolem

fibration p : E −→ B its full subfibration p′ : E′ −→ B of (
∐
,F)-quantifier-free objects has fibred F -products.

Example 4.17. Every (dependent) Hilbert ǫ-fibration with fibred products and coproducts along F (and whose
base category has dependent products along F) is a Skolem fibration.

Dependent Skolem fibrations validate a Skolem principle, generalising the one from [42, Proposition 2.8].
Versions of this principle have been established in various related settings [3, 26, 23, 47, 10].

Theorem 4.18 (Dependent Skolemisation). Let 〈B,F〉 be a display map category with units and p : E −→ B a
dependent Skolem fibration over it. Let g : A ։ S and f : B ։ A be maps in F . Consider the F-dependent
product of f along g, as given by the diagram:

B Z X

A S

f

g

h

g′e

y

Then, there is a vertical isomorphism ∏

g

∐

f

(β) ∼=
∐

h

∏

g′

e∗(β)

for each β ∈ EB.

We remark that this in general does not seem to give rise to a natural isomorphism of functors.

Proof. We generalise the proof from [42, Proposition 2.8]. The difference is that we replace cartesian projections
by the given class F of display maps. The strategy is as follows: we first produce a family of bijections

Φσ,β : homEA

(
g∗σ,

∐

f

(β)
)
→ homES

(
σ,
∐

h

∏

g′

e∗(β)
)

with β ∈ EB and (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free σ ∈ ES . We then construct an inverse Ψσ,β. Finally we show how to lift

this to the case of general elements σ ∈ ES .
1) Construction of Φ. Let β ∈ EB. Assume σ ∈ ES is a (F ,

∐
)-quantifier-free object.

4In particular, p has fibred coproducts along F .
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Let m : g∗(σ)  
∐
f (β) be a vertical arrow in EA. By quantifier-freeness of σ the element g∗(σ) is a

(F ,
∐
)-quantifier splitting. Hence, there uniquely exist a section u : A → B in B of f and a vertical arrow

m ∈ EA(g
∗(σ), u∗(β)) such that m = u∗ηβ ◦m, for η : idEB ⇒ f∗

∐
f . Since B has F -dependent products and F

has units, we get induced maps k : S → X and k′ : A→ Z as follows:

A S

B Z X

A S

h′

g

h

e

f

u k′ ∃! k

g

y

y

g′

Note that k = ke,f,g,h,σ,β,m is uniquely determined with the property of making the respective subdiagrams
commute, and so is k′. For m ∈ EA(g

∗(σ), u∗(β)), consider the adjoint transpose m♭ across the adjunction
g∗ ⊣

∏
g given by

σ
∏
g(k

′)∗e∗β ∼=
∏
g u

∗β

∏
g g

∗σ

m♭

κσ ∏
g m

in ES . Since

A S

Z X

k′

g′

g

k
y

is a pullback with g, g′ ∈ F , we get from the Beck–Chevalley condition that

∏

g

(k′)∗ ∼= k∗
∏

g′

.

Consider the unit ν : idEA ⇒ h∗
∐
h. Applying k

∗ to να : α h∗
∐
h(α), for any α ∈ EA, yields

5

k∗να : k∗(α) k∗h∗
∐

h

(α) ∼=
∐

h

(α).

Now, let α :=
∏
g′ e

∗(β). Then, we find

k∗α = k∗
∏

g′

e∗(β)
BCC
∼=

∏

g

(k′)∗e∗(β) =
∏

g

u∗(β).

This means that
m♭ : σ  

∏

g

u∗(β) ∼= k∗(α).

5In due course, we will often suppress the isomorphisms mediated by cartesian liftings and the BCC so as to not further complicate
notation.
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Postcomposing with k∗να yields an arrow

σ k∗(α) k∗h∗
∐
h(α)

∼=
∐
h(α) =

∐
h

∏
g′ e

∗(β)m♭ k∗να

and we define, up to isomorphism,

Φσ,β : homES

(
g∗σ,

∐

f

(β)
)
→ homEB

(
σ,
∐

h

∏

g′

e∗(β)
)
, m 7→ k∗ν∏

g′ e
∗(β) ◦m

♭,

or more verbosely:

EB(g
∗σ,

∐
f β) EB(σ,

∐
h

∏
g′ e

∗β)

(
g∗σ

∐
f β

) (
σ k∗h∗

∐
h

∏
g′ e

∗β ∼=
∐
h

∏
g′ e

∗β
)

∏
g u

∗β ∼= k∗
∏
g′ e

∗β

Φσ,β

Φσ,β(m)

m♭

k∗ν∏
g′

e∗β

m

2) Construction of Ψ. We now have to construct an inverse for Φσ,β. We claim that this is given by the following
family of maps, where the composition is supposed to be read up to some chosen canonical isomorphisms:

Ψσ,β : homEB

(
σ,
∐

h

∏

g′

e∗(β)
)
→ homES

(
g∗σ,

∐

f

(β)
)
, r 7→ u∗ηβ ◦ r̃♯.

We are to describe its action on arrows. Starting with r : σ →
∐
h(
∏
g′ e

∗β), letting γ :=
∏
g′ e

∗β, we obtain by
the quantifier splitting a map r̃, such that:

σ k∗h∗
∐
h(
∏
g′ e

∗β)

k∗
∏
g′ e

∗β

r

r̃ k∗νγ

By the BCC, we have ∏

g

(k′)∗ ∼= k∗
∏

g′

and so
r̃ : σ  k∗

∏

g′

e∗β ∼=
∏

g

(k′)∗e∗β.

Its left adjoint transpose is given by:

g∗σ (k′)∗e∗β

g∗
∐
g(k

′)∗e∗β

r̃♯

g∗r̃ ε(k′)∗e∗β
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In sum, the candidate inverse map is then given by:

EB(σ,
∐
h

∏
g′ e

∗β) ES(g
∗σ,

∐
f β)

(
σ

∐
h

∏
g′ e

∗β
) (

g∗σ u∗f∗
∐
f β

∼=
∐
f β

)

(k′)∗e∗β ∼= u∗β

Ψσ,β

Ψσ,β(r)

r̃♯
u∗ηβ

r

3) Mutual inverseness. We claim that Ψσ,β and Φσ,β are inverse to each other. Let us suppress the indices
in the following. We explicitly treat the case for Ψ ◦ Φ = id, the case of Φ ◦Ψ = id is analogous.

First, we claim that Φ̃(m) = m♭, i.e., we want to verify that:

σ k∗h∗
∐
h(
∏
g′ e

∗β)

k∗
∏
g′ e

∗β ∼=
∏
g(k

′)∗e∗β

Φ(m)

k∗ν∏
g′

e∗β

Φ̃(m)

But, by definition of Φ, we have Φ(m) = k∗ν∏
g′ e

∗β ◦m
♭, and by uniqueness of the section-factorization pair due

to quantifier-freeness this yields Φ̃(m) = m♭.
Now, we recall the general formula for Ψ: let r : σ  

∐
h

∏
g′ e

∗β, then

g∗σ g∗
∏
g(k

′)∗e∗β (k′)∗e∗β ∼= u∗β u∗f∗
∐
f β

∼=
∐
f β.

g∗r̃ ε(k′)∗e∗β u∗ηβ

Ψ(r)

r̃♯

Now, for m : g∗σ  
∐
f β, taking r := Φ(m), we get r̃ = Φ̃(m) = m♭. But then

Ψ(Φ(m)) = u∗ηβ ◦ Φ̃(m)
♯

= u∗ηβ ◦ (m♭)♯ = u∗ηβ ◦m = m.

In sum, we have established bijections6

Φσ,β : homEA

(
g∗σ,

∐

f

(β)
)
→ homES

(
σ,
∐

h

∏

g′

e∗(β)
)
.

4) Non-quantifier-free case. What about general elements σ ∈ ES? Consider an arbitrary σ ∈ ES. Since p

has enough (
∐
,F)-quantifier-free elements, there exists a covering (

∐
,F)-quantifier-free element pσ for σ, i.e.,

there exist an object pS ∈ B, a morphism s : pS ։ S in F , and an object pσ ∈ E pS such that σ ∼=
∐
s(pσ).

We want to lift our previous proof to the general case.

6One can show that these bijections are “natural in β ∈ EB and (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free σ ∈ ES ,” but seemingly naturality fails

with respect to arbitrary σ.
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Consider the induced diagram, where all the squares involved are pullbacks:

pB pZ pX

B Z X

pA pS

A S

xh′

pg

pg′

ph

g

h

pe

pf

r′′

s′

r

s

y

y

y

y

y

y

h′

r′

g′
e

f

Via adjointness and Beck–Chevalley conditions we can reduce the general case to the quantifier-free case as
follows:

g∗σ
(def.)
∼= g∗(

∐
s pσ)

(BCC)
∼=

∐
s′(pg)

∗(pσ) 
∐
f (β)

(adj.)

pg∗pσ  (s′)∗
∐
f (β)

(BCC)
∼=

∐
pf
(r′′)∗(β)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=: pβ
(Skolem)

pσ  
∐

ph

∏
pg′(pe)

∗(pβ)

On the other hand, we also find:

σ
(def.)
∼=

∐
s pσ  

∐
h

∏
g′ e

∗β
(adj.)

pσ  (s∗
∐
h)

∏
g′ e

∗β
(BCC)
∼=

∐
ph
(r∗

∏
g′)e

∗(β)
(BCC)
∼=

∐
ph
(
∏

pg′(r
′)∗)e∗β

(BCC)
∼=

∐
ph

∏
pg′(pe)

∗ (r′′)∗(β)︸ ︷︷ ︸
(def.)
= pβ

Remark 4.19. Notice that the previous proof allows us to demonstrate the validity of Skolemisation only in the
local case. This result highlights and corrects an inaccuracy in the proof of the corresponding result, claiming
the validity of the iso in the global case, presented in [42, Proposition 2.8] for the non-dependent case. It is
natural to question whether this result extends to the global case. The main challenge in obtaining a global
natural isomorphism lies in the fact that the current notion of having enough quantifier-free elements does not
provide a canonical choice of witnesses. Specifically, given an element of a fibre, there may be multiple quantifier-
free elements representing that element. A potential solution could involve the imposition of the existence of a
canonical element, accompanied by appropriate coherence conditions relating these canonical elements.

Corollary 4.20. In the case of posetal fibrations, the previous “local” isomorphisms do assemble to a natural
(“global”) isomorphism.

5 Dependent Gödel fibrations

We can now naturally generalise the notion of Gödel fibration [42, Definition 2.9] to the dependent case.

Definition 5.1 (dependent Gödel fibration). Let 〈B,F〉 be a display map category and p : E −→ E a dependent
Skolem fibration over it. It is called a dependent Gödel fibration if the full subfibration p′ : E′ −→ B of (F ,

∐
)-

quantifier-free objects has enough (F ,
∏
)-quantifier-free objects.
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We shall henceforth drop the attribute “dependent” when referring to Skolem or Gödel fibrations in this
generalised sense.

We show that dependent Gödel fibrations admit prenex normal forms, generalising the existence of a formula
β = β(x, y, i) for each formula α = α(i) such that

α(i) ≡ ∃x∀yβ(x, y, i).

The statement and proof are generalised from [42, Proposition 2.11].
Note that, as in [42, Remark 2.10], (F ,

∏
)-quantifier-freeness in the fibration p′ does not necessarily entail

(F ,
∏
)-quantifier-freeness in the fibration p, for a dependent Gödel fibration p.

Example 5.2. By definition, every (dependent) Hilbert ǫ- and τ -fibration with fibred products and coproducts
along F (and whose base category has dependent products along F) is a Gödel fibration.

5.1 Prenexation

As in [42], Gödel fibrations do admit a kind of prenex normal form.

Proposition 5.3 (Prenexation). Let p : E −→ B be a dependent Gödel fibration over a display map category
〈B,F〉 with units. Then, for every object A ∈ B and every α ∈ EA there exist display maps an arrow f : C ։ A
and g : B ։ C together with an element β ∈ EB such that

α ∼=
∐

f

∏

g

β,

and β is (F ,
∏
)-quantifier-free in the subfibration p′ of (F ,

∐
)-quantifier-free elements of p.

Proof. Let α ∈ EA. Since p is a dependent Gödel fibration, it is a Skolem fibration. Thus, p has enough (F ,
∐
)-

quantifier-free objects, and in particular there exist an arrow f : C ։ A and an element γ ∈ Eγ with α ∼=
∐
f γ.

Then, since the full subfibration p′ of (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free elements has enough (F ,

∏
)-quantifier-free elements,

there exists a further map g : B → C together with a (F ,
∏
)-quantifier-free element β of p′ in EB such that

γ ∼=
∏
g β, hence α

∼=
∐
f

∏
g β, as desired.

Remark 5.4. Again, these isomorphisms between individual hom-sets do not in general assemble to give a
natural isomorphism between functors because of the lack of naturality of choice of covering quantifier-free
elements, see Remark 4.19.

5.2 Characterisation as Dialectica fibrations

We will now prove that Dialectica fibrations are the same as Gödel fibrations (up to fibred equivalence). Like
in [42], we show this in a modular fashion that makes use of a deeper analysis of the coproduct completion, and
the definition of the product completion in terms of the coproduct completion and the opposite of a fibration.

The roadmap is as follows. We will first establish a few technical results that finally enable us to show that
the coproduct completion has enough

∐
-quantifier-free-elements. Furthermore, we show that a fibration is an

instance of a coproduct completion if and only it has enough
∐
-quantifier-free-elements. Putting all the results

together will then yield the main theorem, that a fibration is Gödel if and only if it is (fibred isomorphic to)
the Dialectica construction of some fibration. Moreover, one can exhibit this fibration as the full subfibration of∏
-quantifier-free elements.
In the following, we will always consider a fixed display map category 〈B,F〉 with units and F -coproducts.

We will not explicitly mention these conditions anymore.
We furst give a description of the unit of the adjunction of the cocartesian and cartesian transport along

display maps in the coproduct completion of a fibration.
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Proposition 5.5. Let p : E −→ B be a fibration over a display map category 〈B,F〉 with units and F-dependent
coproducts. Let us consider the (F ,

∐
)-completion ΣF(p) : ΣF(E) −→ B. Consider an arrow u : A ։ J in F .

For A ∈ B, let σ = (A, g : B ։ A, β ∈ EB) ∈ (ΣF (E))A. Then the unit κ : id ⇒ u∗
∐
u of the adjunction∐

u ⊣ u∗ of ΣF (p) at σ is given by

κσ =
(
(g, idB) : g → u∗(ug), φg,β : β → (u′)∗β

)
,

where φ′ is the p-cartesian filler as given in:

β

u′∗β β

B

u∗B B

φg,β

(g,idB)

u′

Proof. We recall the following: let 〈B,F〉 be a display map category with units and coproducts. Let q : F −→ B

be a fibration and u : B ։ J be an arrow in F . Consider the adjunction
∐
u ⊣ u∗. Let α ∈ FA and β ∈ FB.

The transpose of a vertical map ψ :
∐
u α β is given by the vertical map ψ′ arising as the unique filler to the

cartesian map as below:

α
∐
u α

u∗β β

ψ′
ψ

Hence, in the case of the (F ,
∐
)-completion, the transposing map for this adjunction is given, for σ = (A, g :

B ։ A, β ∈ EB) and τ = (J, h : C ։ J, γ ∈ EC), by the map Ψσ,τ : hom(ΣFE)J (
∐
u σ, τ) → hom(ΣFE)A(σ, u

∗τ),
which maps a pair (k, φ) to (k′, φ′) as indicated in:

β γ β u′∗γ

B C B u∗C

J A

k

φ

ug h

k′

g u∗h

φ′

Ψσ,τ

Here, k′ = (g, k) : B → u∗C = A×J C is the cartesian gap map:

B B

u∗C C

A J

(g,k)

g

h′

k

h

ug

u

u′

y

25



D. Trotta, J. Weinberger, V. de Paiva: Skolem, Gödel, and Hilbert fibrations

Furthermore, φ′ : β → u′∗γ is the filler in the fibred square lying over the top square of the above diagram:

β β

u′∗γ γ

φ′
φ

Accordingly, the unit at σ is given by

κσ := Ψσ,
∐

u σ
(id∐

u σ
) =

(
(g, idB) : g → u∗(ug), φ′ : β → u′∗β

)

with u′ := (ug)∗u, and φ′ := φg,β being the unique section of the cartesian lift p∗(u′, β) : (u′)∗β β such that
with p(φ′) = (g, idB).

We now show that elements given by identity arrows together with some element in the fibre are (F ,
∐
)-

quantifier free elements in ΣF(p).

Proposition 5.6. Let p : E −→ B be a fibration over a display map category 〈B,F〉 with units and F-dependent
coproducts. Let us consider the (F ,

∐
)-completion ΣF (p) : ΣF (E) −→ B. Let I be an object of B and α be an

object of its fibre EI. Then the object
Iα := (idI : I ։ I, α ∈ EI)

in the fibre
(
ΣF(E)

)
I
is an (F ,

∐
)-quantifier-free element of ΣF (p).

Proof. We have to show that for all f : J ։ I in F , the element f∗Iα =
(
J, idJ , f

∗(α)
)
∈ (ΣFE)J is an

(F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free splitting. For this, we are to show the following: given any σ = (A, g : B ։ A, β ∈ EB) ∈(

ΣF (E)
)
A

together with u : A ։ J and Φ ∈ hom(ΣFE)J (f
∗Iα,

∐
u σ), there uniquely exist a section s : J → A

of u and a vertical arrow Φ : f∗Iα  s∗σ such that Φ = s∗κσ ◦ Φ, where κ : id(ΣE)A ⇒ u∗
∐
u is the unit of the

adjunction u∗ ⊢
∐
u :

(
ΣF(E)

)
A
→

(
ΣF(E)

)
J
.

By construction of the (F ,
∐
)-completion, any vertical morphism Φ as above takes the form of Φ =

(
(idJ , r), φ

)

for some r : J → B in B (not necessarily in F) and φ : f∗α → β with p(φ) = r, where furthermore u(gr) = idJ .
Hence, we set s := gr : J → A as the candidate section of u.

The desired factorization demands Φ = s∗κσ ◦Φ, vertically over J . Note that, using Proposition 5.5, s∗ acts
on κσ as follows:

(g∗s)∗β β

(s′)∗(u′)∗β (u′)∗β

s∗B B

B u∗B

J A

φ′′ φ′

s′′

s∗g

y

(g,B)

g

ug

y

u∗(ug)

s

s′

g∗s
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But to the right we have the following pasted squares:

(g∗s)∗β β

(s′)∗(u′)∗β (u′)∗β β

s∗B B

B u∗B B

J A J

φ′′ φ′

g∗s

s′′

s∗g

y

(g,B)

g

ug

y

u′

u∗(ug)
y

ug

s
u

s′

Since us = idJ , we get u
′s′ ∼= idB. Now, as identities pull back to identities, composing yields (up to isomorphism)

the following pasted diagrams:

(g∗s)∗β

β β

s∗B

B B

J J

φ′′

s′′
g∗s

s∗g ug
y

ug

But this means s′′ = g∗s and φ′′ = p∗(g∗s, β).
We claim that Φ =

(
(idJ , r), φ : f∗α→ (s′)∗β

)
is an appropriate candidate, where the maps arise as follows,

starting from the pullback in the middle:

f∗α (g∗s)∗β β

J s∗B B B

J J A J

φ

φ

r

r

g∗s

s∗g
y

g ug

s u

As desired, this gives rise to the factorization:
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f∗α β

(g∗s)∗β

J B

J s∗B J

J

r g∗s

s∗g

ug

r

φ

φ

As for uniqueness, assume we have another section q : J → A of u, together with a morphism Ξ = (m :
idB → q∗g, ψ : f∗α → q∗β). The action of q∗ on the unit gives rise to the induced morphism in:

q∗B B

B A×J B

J A

π

q∗g

ug

(g,idB)

u∗(ug)

g

q

y

y

The factorization condition Φ = q∗κσ ◦ ξ then in particular entails the factorization:

J q∗B B

J J J

m π

ug

r

q∗g

But then, the map m necessarily occurs as the gap map (r, idJ) in:

J

B ×A J B

J A

q∗g

q

π

g

r

y

m

So q = gr = s, and accordingly m = r′, as above, and ξ = φ′, i.e., Ξ = Φ.

Proposition 5.7. Let p : E −→ B be a fibration over a display map category 〈B,F〉. Then any vertical morphism
(h, φ) : (I, f : A ։ I, α) → (I, g : B ։ I, β) in the completion ΣF(p) factors uniquely, up to isomorphism,
as (I, h, φ) = ε(I,g,β) ◦

∐
f (h

′, φ′), where h′ = (idA, h) : A → A ×I B, and φ′ is the unique filler such that
φ = p∗(g∗f, (g∗f)∗β → β) ◦ φ′.

Proof. Let p : E −→ B be a fibration over a display map category 〈B,F〉. Fix an object I ∈ B, and in
(
ΣF (p)

)
I

consider an arrow (h, φ) : (I, f : A ։ I, α ∈ EA) → (I, g : B ։ I, β ∈ EB), i.e., h : A → B with g ◦ h = f , and
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φ : α → β in E with p(φ) = h. We have (I, f, α) =
∐
f (Aα), so for (h, φ) :

∐
f (Aα) → (I, g, β) we can consider

its right adjoint transpose

(h′, φ′) : Aα → f∗(I, g, β) = (A, f∗g : A×I B ։ A, (g∗f)∗β),

where h′ = (idA, h) : A→ A×I B in

A

A×I B B

A I

f∗g

f

g∗f

g

h

h′

y

and φ′ : α → (g∗f)∗β is the unique filler such that φ = p∗(g∗f, β) ◦ φ′. This is the unique map making the
following diagram commute, where ε denotes the counit of the adjunction

∐
f ⊣ f∗ for ΣF (p):

∐
f (Aα) = (I, f, α) (I, g, β)

∐
f (f

∗(I, g, β)) = (I, f ◦ f∗g, (g∗f)∗β)

(I,h,φ)

∐
f (h

′,φ′) ε(I,g,β)

Explicitly, this amounts to:

α (g∗f)∗β β

A A×I B B

I I I

f

h′

f◦f∗g

g∗f

g

φ′ cart

φ

h

Let g′ := f∗g and β′ := (g∗f)∗β, then g′h′ = idA. We write A′ := A ×I B, and by (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-freeness of

Aα, the arrow

(h′, idA, φ
′) : Aα = (A, idA, α) → f∗(I, g, β) = (A, g′, β′) =

∐

g′

(A′)β′

factors uniquely as:

Aα (A, g′, β′) ∼=
∐
g′

(
(A′)β′

)

Aβ′
∼= (h′)∗

(
(A′)β′

)

(h′,idA,φ
′)

(idA,φ
′) (h′)∗η(A′

β′
)

Here, η(A′)β′
: (A′)β′ → (g′)∗

∐
g′(A

′)β′
∼= (g′′ : A′′

։ A′, (g′′)∗β′) is the unit given by

(δg′ : idA′ → g′′, σg′,β′ : β′ → (g′′)∗β′)
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where δg′ is the diagonal of g′ in the sense of

A′

A′′ A′

A′ A

g′′

g′

g′′

g′

δg′

y

and σg′,β′ is the unique filler satisfying p∗(g′′, β′) ◦ σg′,β′ = idβ′ , with p(σg′,β′) = g′′. Cartesian reindexing by h′

then gives, up to isomorphism, the map

(h′)∗η(A′)β′
: (h′)∗(A′

β′) ∼= Aβ′ → (h′)∗(g′)∗
∐

g′

(A′
β′) ∼= (A, g′, β′)

defined by
(h′)∗η(A′)β′

= (h′ : idA → g′, σ′ : β → β′).

Here, we have used that (h′)∗(δg′) can be identified with h′′, as becomes transparent from the following diagram
and the pullback lemma:

A A′

A′ A′′ A′

A A′ A

h′

δg′

g′′

h′

h′

g′′

g′

g′

h′′

y

y

y

The map σ′ is computed as the following filler, in a diagram lying in the p-fibre over the top square on the left
hand side:

β ∼=(h′)∗β′ β′

β′ ∼=(h′′)∗(g′′)∗β′ (g′′)∗β′

cart

cart

σ

Using the elements Iα, we now show that ΣF (p) has enough (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free objects.

Proposition 5.8. Let p : E −→ B over a display map category 〈B,F〉. Then the (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free objects

of ΣF(p) are, up to isomorphism, the elements Iα = (I, idI , α). In particular, since every object (I, f : B ։ I, β)
of ΣF(p) satisfies

(I, f, β) ∼=
∐

f

(B, idB, β),

it is the case that ΣF (p) has enough (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free objects.

Proof. From Proposition 5.6, we know that the elements of the form Iα are (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free.
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We assume Φ := (I, f : A։ I, α ∈ Eα) is (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free. Then, we can factor the identity idΦ : (I, f, α) →

(I, f, α) =
∐
f Aα, using a section s : I → A of f , as:

Φ Φ =
∐
f (Aα)

s∗(Aα)

idΦ

ι
s∗κAα

where κ : id ⇒ f∗
∐
f is the unit of the adjunction

∐
f ⊣ f∗ of ΣF (p). At Aα, the unit is given by the pair

κAα =
(
δf : A→ A×I A, η

f
α : α→ f∗

∐

f

α
)
,

where δf : A → A ×I A is the diagonal of f , and ηf is the unit of the adjunction
∐
f ⊣ f∗ of the fibration p.

Reindexing by s yields

s∗κAα =
(
ρf : I → I ×A (A×I A), s

∗ηfα : s
∗α→ α

)

where the map ρf : I → I ×A (A×I A) arises from:

I A

I ×A (A×I A) A×I A A

I A I

δf

s

ρf

s

y

y

f

f

y

Now, by pasting of the two front pullback squares, this yields up to isomorphism the diagram:

I

A A

I I

f f

s

y

s

This means, up to isomorphism, we can write

s∗κAα =
(
s : I → A, s∗ηfα : s

∗α → α
)
.

By the factorization condition, we get:

α s∗α α

A I A

I I I

f s

s∗ηfα

f f

ψ
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But that means s ◦ f = idA, so s and f are both isomorphisms. This means that their (co-)cartesian liftings are
isomorphisms too. In particular, s∗ηfα

∼= ηfα, and we obtain

s∗κAα =
(
s : I → A, ηfα : α →

∐

f

f∗α ∼= α
)
.

By 2-out-of-3, since both p∗(f, α) and p!(f, α) are isomorphisms, then so is ηfα. Again, by 2-out-of-3, so must be
ψ. All in all, ι = ((f, idI), ψ) turns out to be an isomorphism Φ = (I, f, α) ∼= (I, idI , α) = Iα.

We now characterize the ΣF -completions as excatly those cocomplete fibrations with enough (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-

free elements.

Theorem 5.9. A fibration p : E −→ B with F-coproducts is an instance of an F-coproduct completion over B

(up to fibred equivalence) if and only if it has enough (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free elements.

Proof. Let p : E −→ B be the full subfibration of p arising when restricting to the (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free objects

of p. By the universal property of the F -coproduct completion, there exists a unique morphism of fibrations
with F -coproducts such that the following diagram commutes:

p p

∑
F (p)

ηp

ι

F

We will show that F is an equivalence. We abbreviate p′ :=
∑

F (p) : E
′ :=

∑
F(E) → B. We will denote the

cocartesian transports as
∑

f :=
∐p

f and
∐
f :=

∐p′

f =
∐∑

F
(p)

f . We observe that, on the (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free

objects, F acts as the projection to the E-part of E′ in the sense that:

F (Iγ) = F (I, idI , γ ∈ EI) = (F ◦ ηp)(γ) = ι(γ) = γ.

Essential surjectivity: Let α ∈ EI . Since p has enough (F ,
∐
)-quantifier-free elements there exists J ∈ B,

f : J → I in B s.t.
∑

f β
∼= α. Since F preserves F -coproducts, we obtain

F (I, f, β) = F
(∐

f

(J, idJ , β)
)
∼=

∑

f

F (J, idJ , β) =
∑

f

β.

as desired.
Full faithfulness: It suffices to show that F : p′ → p gives rise to a family of equivalences FI : E

′
I → EI . We have

shown essential surjectivity of the FI so it only remains to prove fully faithfulness. Recall from Proposition 5.8
the factorization of a morphism (h, φ) : (I, f, α) → (I, g, β) (up to isomorphism) as (I, h, φ) = ε(I,g,β)◦

∐
f (h

′, φ′),
where (h′, φ′) : Aα → f∗(I, g, β) is the right adjoint transpose of (I, h, φ):

(I, A, α) =
∐
f (Aα) (I, g, β)

∐
f f

∗(I, g, β)

(I,h,φ)

∐
f (h

′,φ′) ε(I,g,β)

Here, (h′, φ′) : Aα → f∗(I, g, β) factors as follows:

Aα f∗(I, g, β)

Aβ′
∼= (h′)∗((A′)β′)

(h′,φ′)

ιpφ
′=(idA,φ) (h′)∗ηA′

β′
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Taken together, we get the factorization

(I, h, φ) = εI,g,β ◦
∐

f

(h′, φ′) = εI,g,β ◦
∐

f

(
(h′)∗η(A′

β′ )

)
◦
∐

f

ηp(φ
′).

Since F preserves F -sums and commutes with the inclusions, we obtain

F (I, h, φ) = ε∐
g β

◦
(∑

f

(
(h′)∗ηA′

β′

))
◦
(∑

f

φ′
)

which is indeed an arrow
∑
f α →

∑
f β. Analogously, every arrow

∑
f α→

∑
f β in E′

I can be uniquely factored
as such a composition, using the same arguments, and by full faithfulness of ι : p →֒ p. Thus, the function

EI
(
(I, f, α), (I, g, β)

)
→ E′

I

(∑

f

α,
∑

f

β
)

induced by F |EI is bijectice, i.e., F |EI is fully faithful.

An analogous statement can be proven for the ΠF -completion by duality.
Finally, we can combine all of these results to prove our envisioned characterization of Dialectica fibrations

as exactly the Gödel fibrations.

Theorem 5.10. A fibration p : E −→ B over a display map category 〈B,F〉 with F-products is an instance of a
simple product completion if and only if it has enough (F ,

∏
)-quantifier-free objects.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.5 combined with Theorem 5.9.

Combining the last two results yields the following main result, characterising the dependent Gödel fibrations,
up to fibred isomorphism, as the dependent Dialectica fibrations, with respect to a fixed class of display maps:

Theorem 5.11. Let p : E −→ B be a fibration with F-products, F-coproducts and such that B has F-dependent
products. Then there exists a fibration p′ such that DialF (p

′) ∼= p if and only if p is a Gödel fibration.
In particular, p′ can be taken to be the full subfibration of (F ,

∏
)-quantifier-free elements of p.

6 Conclusions

Gödel’s Dialectica Interpretation has had many categorical conceptualizations. Philip Scott introduced a com-
pletely syntactic version [37]. de Paiva [12] introduced a categorification of the construction, by assigning to
(a finitely complete) category C its Dialectica category Dial(C). Work of Hyland, Biering, Hofstra, von Glehn,
and Moss, generalised the Dialectica construction, assigning to a Grothendieck fibration p : E → B its Dialectica
fibration Dial(p). In particular, Hofstra proved that the Dialectica fibration can be obtained as the composition
of two free constructions: one adding (simple) products to a given fibration, and the second adding (simple)
coproducts. Building on Hofstra’s work, Trotta et al. proved an internal characterisation of the Dialectica
construction, introducing Skolem and Gödel fibrations, through the key notion of quantifier-free elements of a
fibration.

In this work we extend the previous results to the “dependent” case, by replacing the completion process of
adding products, then coproducts iteratively with respect to cartesian projections, by adding dependent products
and coproducts, with respect to a class of display maps F .

Thus the (simple) Dialectica fibration of a fibration p gets replaced by its generalised variant DialF (p), which
arises by freely adding fibred products and coproducts along the display maps of F . We also introduce a new
class of fibrations, which provides a categorification of the calculus of Hilbert (ǫ- and τ -) operators. Then, we
show that every Hilbert (ǫ- and τ -)fibration is a particular (idempotent) case of a Gödel fibration.
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From an algebraic perspective, as a result of our previous analysis, we obtain that the Hilbert, (locally) Skolem
and Gödel fibrations correspond to (suitable) algebras for pseudomonads, unifying the previously unconnected
proof-theoretical constructions. These fibrations recover various relevant examples in categorical logic, including
the category of polynomials/containers and a fortiori (some kinds of) lenses.

For future work, we intend to thoroughly study under which conditions the local isomorphisms considered in
this work, i.e., Skolemisation and prenex normal form, extend to global isomorphisms. As previously mentioned,
the main idea is to require the existence of a canonical representative and to impose coherence conditions on the
representatives.

Finally, we plan to formalize our results in a proof assistant. We estimate that a well-suited framework is
given by Hazratpour’s recent formalization of fibred categories [19] in Lean 4, which would in particular allow
for integration into the Mathlib library [40].

Related work This paper builds on work of [23] and [42]. Both consider a fibrational view of Gödel’s Dialectica
Interpretation. The work in [24], [5], and [36] generalise the Dialectica construction, assigning to a Grothendieck
fibration p : E → B (over a finitely complete category B) its Dialectica fibration Dial(p) : Dial(E) → B.
The original dependent Dialectica category Dial(C) is recovered (see [34]) as the fibre over the terminal object
Dial(Sum(!C))1 of the Dialectica construction applied to the functor Sum(!C) : Sum(C) → Sum(1) ≃ Set, where
Sum(·) denotes the Set-indexed free sum completion of a category. In fact, Dial(p) turning out to be fibred
equivalent to the iterated completion of the fibration p by first adding fibred products and then fibred sums,
suggests a close connection to von Glehn’s polynomials [46].

Acknowledgments For fruitful discussions and helpful feedback we would like to thank Mathieu Anel, Carlo
Angiuli, Steve Awodey, Tim Campion, Matteo Capucci, Jonas Frey, Bruno Gavranović, Sina Hazratpour, Milly
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