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Pseudocolimits of Small Filtered Diagrams of
Internal Categories

Deni Salja

Abstract

Pseudocolimits are formal gluing constructions that combine objects in a
category indexed by a pseudofunctor. When the objects are categories and the
domain of the pseudofunctor is small and filtered it is known [1, Exposé 6] that
the pseudocolimit can be computed by taking the Grothendieck construction
of the pseudofunctor and inverting the class of cartesian arrows with respect
to the canonical fibration. In this thesis we present a set of conditions on
an ambient category & for defining the Grothendieck construction as an oplax
colimit and another set of conditions on £ along with conditions on an internal
category, C, in Cat(€) and a map w : W — C; that allow us to translate the
axioms for a category of (right) fractions, and construct an internal category
of (right) fractions. We combine these results in a suitable context to compute
the pseudocolimit of a small filtered diagram of internal categories.
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Introduction

The term ‘Grothendieck construction’ is used to describe a correspondence between
pseudofunctors A — Cat, and fibrations over A. For a given pseudofunctor A —
Cat the domain of the corresponding fibration is often the category of elements. This
happens to be the oplax colimit of the pseudofunctor [6], whose construction can be
thought of as ‘bundling up’ the original diagram in Cat into a single category. The
pseudocolimit of the diagram can be computed by formally inverting some arrows in
the category of elements; more precisely, by localizing with respect to the cartesian
arrows of the associated fibration. When the indexing category, A, is filtered the
Grothendieck construction satisfies the Gabriel-Zisman axioms [5] for a (left) cate-
gory of fractions and the pseudocolimit is given by a category of (left) fractions. A
weaker set of axioms is given in [14] which allows for localization with respect to a
smaller class of arrows.

Having colimits in a category is important for understanding how to glue diagrams
in that category together into a single representing object. The usual Grothendieck
construction, as an oplax colimit, is a gluing construction for categories indexed by a



pseudofunctor and this has been translated in various other settings such as (oo, 1)-
cats [6], enriched categories [3], and bicategories by [14]. The geometric realization of
the Grothendieck construction for a diagram of small categories has also been studied
as a homotopy colimit by Thomason in [12] and for a diagram of quasi categories
in [10]. In the first part of this thesis we will translate the usual Grothendieck
construction into the language of internal category theory in order to compute an
oplax colimit of a small diagram of internal categories. The fibration perspective of
the Grothendieck construction has already been developed for monoidal categories
[9], 2-cats and bicategories [4], and (oo, 1)-categories [6] as well but we focus more
on the colimit perspective because it is not possible to view the indexing category
as an internal category in general.

A different setting in which this would be useful is to describe the tom Dieck
fundamental group for a space equipped with a group action. This is a category
enriched in topological spaces that is the oplax colimit of fundamental groups of fixed
point sets of all the subgroup actions [13]. This is also useful for computing atlas
groupoids for orbifolds, which are pseudocolimits of categories internal to Top [11].
Yet another relevant setting is for double categories, which are internal categories in
Cat. Such a construction here would allow us to compute oplax colimits of diagrams
of double categories indexed by small categories.

To replicate these colimit constructions we need an ambient category, £, with
sufficient structure. In particular, to define an internal category of elements for a
pseudofunctor D : A% — Cat(E) we need that £ has pullbacks along certain source
and target maps of the internal categories in the image of D, has disjoint coproducts
of these pullbacks and of the objects of objects for the internal categories in the
diagram, and that these commute with one another. This allows us to construct an
oplax colimit of D, by Theorem 2.5.1 which we restate here:

Theorem (The Internal Category of Elements, D, as an oplax colimit). Let £ admit
an internal category of elements of D : A — Cat(E), as in Definition 1.1.1.Let D de-
note the internal category of elements. Then for every internal category X € Cat(E),
the category of lax natural transformations D = AX and their modifications is
isomorphic to the category of internal functors D — X and their internal natural
transformations.

(D, AX], = Cat(&)(D, X)

The pullback and coproduct commutativity is an extensivity property and is relied
on heavily to define the internal category structure and prove the required properties
are satisfied and makes the construction unlikely to work for arbitrary diagrams of
categories internal to non-extensive categories such as the category of vector spaces.



The internal category of fractions requires a special class of epimorphisms in the
ambient category to locally witness internalized versions of category of fractions
axioms in the sense of admitting lifts that define local sections. Part of what makes
these epimorphisms special is that the local data they witness (on their codomains)
can be combined to give global definitions of structure on their codomains provided
the pieces of local data satisfy a kind of compatibility /descent condition.

In the contexts we describe we show that the constructions used and the result
stated in [1] can be translated into the language of internal categories. The class
of epimorphisms we require for our internal category of fractions are coequalizers of
their kernel pairs, stable under pullback, and closed under composition. Such a class
always exists in any category, namely the identity arrows, but it is not always possi-
ble to get an internal fractions construction with this class. The Internal Fractions
Axioms are described in Definition 3.2.2 in terms of certain lifts of these epimor-
phisms and a section of an induced target structure map. Asking for sections in
settings where continuity is important can be a strong condition. For example, when
working with an arbitrary internal category in Top asking for continuous global sec-
tions is generally too much when the axiom of choice is being used, but there are nice
classes of effective epimorphisms given by open surjections or étale surjections which
give us local sections instead of global sections. In Section 5.1 we show that the in-
ternal category of elements, when it exists in a suitable context, satisfies the Internal
Fractions Axioms with respect to the object representing the canonical cleavage of
the cartesian arrows by global sections, meaning it only requires identities for the
class of epimorphisms in Definition 3.2.1. We prove this in the main theorem of this
thesis which we restate here:

Theorem. Let D : A% — Cat(€) be a pseudofunctor for which £ admits an internal
category of elements 1.1.1 and let w : W — Dy be the object of a canonical cleavage
of the internal category of elements as defined in Section 5.1.1. If the pair (D, W)
satisfies the Internal Fractions Axioms in Definition 3.2.2, then for any X in Cat(E)
there is an isomorphism

[D, AX],s = [D[W], X]

between the category of pseudonatural transformations D —> AX (and their modi-
fications) and the category of internal functors D[W 1] — X,

We begin in Chapter with a few words on notation and internal categories. In
Chapter 1 we present a context, £, in which we can define an internal category
of elements for a pseudofunctor A — £. We then define said internal category of
elements, D, and show it is a(n) (op)lax colimit. The context for an internal (right)
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category of fractions and its definition are given in Chapter 3 and an isomorphism of
categories that describes the universal property of the internal localization is proven
at the end in Section 4.3. Chapter 5 describes a setting in which we can compute
the pseudocolimit of D as the localization of the internal category of elements with
respect to the canonical cleavage of the cartesian arrows object, w: W — Djy.

Notation and A Word on Internal Categories

Composition is written diagrammatically, so that ‘f followed by ¢’ is written by
juxtaposition as ‘fg.” Internal categories are denoted with blackboard bold font,
C,D, X, and we use A to denote the indexing category for pseudofunctors we will
consider. We assume A is small for Chapter 1 and will assume it is also cofiltered in
Chapter 5.

The main point of this thesis is to take a technique for computing pseudocolimits
of small filtered diagrams of categories, give an internal category theoretic version
of it, and show that it satisfies the universal property of a pseudocolimit of a small
filtered diagram of internal categories. Internal categories are defined in Section
B2.3 in [7] when working in an ambient category with all pullbacks. Some of the
ambient categories we wish to consider in future applications of this thesis, such as
the category of smooth manifolds, do not have all pullbacks however. In this thesis,
we do note assume the existence of all pullbacks in an ambient category, rather
we make the existence of the necessary pullbacks and structure maps part of the
definition of an internal category.

Definition 0.0.1. An internal category, C in &£, consists of the following data.
e An object of objects, Cy € &.
e An object of arrows, C; € &,.

e Structure maps
(Cl :S; (C() —c (Cl
t

in & such that e is a common section of s and t.

e The iterated pullbacks of composable chains of arrows, C,, = C; ,x,... ;x,Cy
in 81.



e A composition structure map ¢ : Co — C; such that the squares

(CQ — (Cl (CQ — (Cl
IR
(Cl — (Cl (Cl —t> (Cl

commute in &, along with the associativity diagram,

1x
Cy —% C,

C2 — Cl
and the identity law diagrams

(1c, ,te}) C2 (<se,1<c1)
LA

lcl\l ley
C

(Cl C1

1 Internal Category of Elements

In this chapter we define (the category of elements for) the (internal) Grothendieck
construction of a pseudofunctor D : 4 — Cat(E) where £ is an extensive category
and show that it is the oplax colimit of D. Section 1.1 defines the internal category
structure of the (internal) Grothendieck construction, D, of D. Section 1.2 proves the
associativity and identity laws for composition and shows it is an internal category.
Section 2 shows the existence of a canonical lax natural transformation from D —-
AD, and then proves the universal properties that show I is the oplax colimit of
D. We often consider how the usual proofs and definitions look in the case £ = Set
to help our readers follow the internalized definitions and results for an arbitrary
extensive category &.



1.1 Internal Category Structure

Classical

Let A be a small category and let Cat(Set) denote the 2-category of small categories,
strict functors, and natural transformations. This is a fully faithful subcategory of
Cat so for every pseudofunctor

A —2 Cat(Set) ,

the Grothendieck construction of D is the strict 2-pullback of D along the canonical
projection, 7, from the lax-pointed 2-category of categories, Cat, , [7].

fF E— Catw

ol |»

AT)CQI

The objects of [ D are pairs (4,a), where A € Ay and a € (DA)o. The morphisms
are pairs (¢, f) : (4,a) — (B,b) where ¢ : A — Bisanarrowin Aand f : ¢(f)(a) —
bis an arrow in D(B). Let 94 : D(14) = 1p(a) and 6y : D(¢¥) = D(¢)D(v)
denote the identity and composition natural isomorphisms associated to A € Ay and
an arbitrary composable pair ¢, in A; respectively. The identity morphisms in D
are the pairs (14,044) : (A,a) = (A,a) where 04, € is the a-indexed component
the natural transformaiton d4. Two morphisms (¢, f), (¢.g) are composable when
cod(D(¥)1(f)) = dom(g) in D(C). Then

f:D(@)ola) = b, g:D(@)o(b) = d

and the following diagram

D()o (D(¢0)(a))) €= D(pw)o(a)
D(wn(f)l :
D()o(b) . s d

defines the composite

(0, /)W, 9) == (v, 0y, D(W)1(f)g)-

The so-called category of elements, [ D is an oplax colimit of D in Cat [6]. Next we
translate this into the language of internal categories.
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Internal

Let D : A — Cat(€) be a pseudofunctor. In this section we give a suitable context,
&, for defining an internal category of elements, D, in Cat(&) for a pseudofunctor,
A — Cat (&), that is inspired by the usual category of elements. The context given
in the following definition can be thought of as a kind of ‘local extensivity’ condition
on &£ with respect to the pseudofunctor D.

Definition 1.1.1. We say & admits an internal category of elements of D : A —
Cat(&) if

1. for every ¢ : A — B in A, the pullback

exists in &.

2. For any composable chain of maps ¢; : A; — A;y1 in A, where 1 < ¢ < n for
an arbitrary n € N, the pullback

D =D D

P15--3Pn ©1 7r1t><7r() st 7r1t><7ro Pnt+1

exists in &.

3. Let Ay denote the objects of A and let A, denote the composable paths of
length n > 1 in A. The coproducts

]D)O == H D(A)O

AcAp

and
Drym) = H Dyy;..som

(i )?:1 €An

exist for all n > 1 and are disjoint, with coprojections:
Lorsion © Dorison = D1I(n)

9



4. The coproducts, Dyy(,), are stable under pullbacks of source and target in the
sense that

]DH(") g]Dl txs]Dl X txs]Dl :]Dn

where s,t : D; — Dy are uniquely induced by the source and target maps.

P1 Lo
Dy > Dy < < D,

t
]D)l """"""""" > ]D)O
L
’ A
D,

These conditions allow us to define the objects and structure maps of our internal
category of elements, ID. The last condition above should be thought of as an exten-
sivity condition that allows us to to define the composition structure and prove I is
an internal category.

For the rest of this section we will assume that £ admits an internal category of
elements.

Define the object of objects to be

Remark 1.1.2. When £ = Set, we can think of the elements of Dy as elements
a € D(A), for each A € Ay. This implies that every element of D can be represented
as a pair (A, a) where A € Ay and a € D(A)o.

For any ¢ : A — B in Ay, we have the pullback

D, —*— D(B),

”“l l
D(A)o m D(B)o

10



which is used to define the object of arrows:

Remark 1.1.3. When £ = Set an arbitrary element of D; is an element of D, for
some unique ¢ € A;. In this case elements of D, are pairs (z, f) where x € D(A)o,
f € D(B); and D(p)o(x) = s(f). In this way every element of Iy can be represented
by a pair (¢, f) where f: D(¢)(z) = y in D(B).

To define source and target maps for D, it suffices to define them on the components,
D,, for each ¢ € A;. Let
Se, t<p : DSD — ]D()

be defined as the composites on the top and left in the following diagram.

T

D, —— D(B); — D(B), 2= Dy

o] B |
se| D(A)o Do) D(B)qg

LA

Dy

These induce the source and target maps s,t : D; — Dy by the universal property of
the coproduct ;. Their pullback defines the object of composable arrows, Ds.

P1 Lo
Dy > Dy < <D

Dl ot 5 DO
(27 /

@
D‘P

11



For any ¢,9 € A; we also pull ¢, back along s, and denote the object D..,. If ¢
and 1) are not composable in A then s, and ¢, land in different components of Dj.
In that case D, is trivial because coproducts are disjoint in £.

Using the universal property of the coproduct Dy we describe composition in D by
defining composition on the cofibers D, . Suppose ¢ € A(A, B) and ¢ € A(B,C).
Then 1) € A(A, C) and the outsides of the following diagrams commute

Dyy ——— D, —— D(B),

e Ch
pﬂl ..~.___f;‘»<%w) lD(w)l
A

D, D(C)y —2— D(C), (%)

of e

D(A)o 5—¢> D(C)1 —— D(C)o

D@;w L) Dw !
. C:o¢ \
Lo
D, D(C)y —2 D(C), - (%)
Tl'1l QO\L ls

D(B): D)y D(C)1 —— D(C)o

and

To see the first diagram commutes we can check directly that

Pom0dput = pomo D (@)D ()0 (Def. 0p.4)
= pom1sD(¥)o (Def. D)
= pom1D(¢)15 (D(¢) an internal functor )

and to see the second square commutes it suffices to show that the canonical monic
Lo = D(C)g — Dy coequalizes both sides of the diagram.

12



pomi D(Y)1tie = = pomitD()otc
= PoT1tiBXy
= PotyXy
= DP1SypXop
= P1TolB Xy
= p1moD(1)otc

= P17T1Slc

Since ¢ is monic, we can conclude that the outer squares above commute and induce
the maps ¢, and ¢,y by diagrams (xx) and (xx). Let go1, 12 : D(C)3 = D(C)2
denote the pullback projections of D(C')s3. Notice that

C:o;w% = Cg;(s@;w)%

6(eaw)
Céqsw

2<—D 3—>D

so there is a unique map

which we can postcompose with triple-composition in D(C') (given by associativity).
Notice that

PomoD(p)o = Pomodp,yS (Def. 0y4)
= Chi(psu) 405 (Def. ¢ p))
= Cop 401905 (Def. ¢54)
= Ch.pCS (source-composite law in D(C'))

so there exists a unique ‘cofiber-wise composition’ map as shown in the following
diagram.

13



6saw

D i — D(C) c
T Cow
pol - \

w—>D(C)
AN
0—>D(C)

Define composition in D as the universal map out of the coproduct Dy induced by
the family of maps {cyptep F(pw)e,-

The identity structure map

61D0—>D1

is defined as the universal map out of the coproduct Dy induced by a family of unique
maps €4

DO ........ €. 5 ID)l
1T
D(A)o T) DlA

where €4 = (1p(a),,64) is induced by the components d4 : (A)o — D(A); of the
natural isomorphism D(14) = 1p(4) and the identity map 1p4),. This is well-defined
because

5,48 = D(lA)O
by definition of d4:

14



DlA L D(A)l

”Ol l

D(A)o DA D(A)o

The following commuting diagram shows that the source and target maps of D are
compatible with these identity maps.

D0—6>D1

)

N\
LA L1 ~
Dy

D(Ao —> DlA

~, L

D0—6>D1

!

N
LA L1 ~
IDO

LA

D(AO —> DlA

~, b

LA

The top squares commute by definition of €, the bottom squares commute trivially,
and the squares on the right commute by definition of s;, and ¢;, respectively. The
left front triangle commutes by definition of €4 and the right front triangle commutes
by definition of d4. More precisely, on the left we have

€A7T1t = 5At = 1D(A)0-

15



1.2 Associativity and Identity Laws

Classical

When £ = Set, the identity arrows of the usual Grothendieck construction are pairs
(14,04,,) for each object (A, a) where A € Aand a € D(A)y. The coherence law be-
tween the natural isomorphisms, 01 ,,,,04 and d,.1,,, 0p respectively, says that pasting
the 2-cells 01 ,,, and 04 and the 2-cells d,,1, and dp is equal to 1p, respectively.
This means that at the level of components we have a commuting diagram

D(p)(a) —222 5 (D()D(15)) (a)

61A§<P,al \ lés,pw(a)

(D(14)D(¥)) (a) 55— D(p)(a)

in D(B) for each a € D(A)g. The upper and lower triangles are necessary for proving
the right and left identity laws for the Grothendieck construction respectively. For
example, the lower coherence precisely cancels the isomorphisms we pick up in our
definitions of identity and composition in order for the left identity law to hold.

(1a,04.0)(2, f) = (L4, 01,4500 D(0)(84.0) f) = (0, f)

The associativity law relies on the other coherence law for D that gives the
following commutating squares for every composable triple, ¢, ), and ~, involving
the components

D(py)(a) —22* s D(¢)D(1h7)(a)

5@¢;%ﬂJ/ l‘sw:%D(w)(a)) :

D(p¥)D(1)(@) 55— D) D) D(3)(a)

Internal

Now we give internal translations of the proofs of the associativity and identity laws
for the Grothendieck construction. The following proposition states that the identity
map € : D; — Dy of the internal category of elements satisfies the identity laws.

Proposition 1.2.1 (Identity Laws for D). Given the following pullbacks,

16



Dl X Do ID)O —_— ID)O

|
PO

D[) X Do Dy i > Dy P > ]D)[)
L)

let {poe,p1) and (po,p1€) be the universal maps induced by the pairs of pullback pro-
jections with € postcomposed respectively. Then the following diagram commutes.

Dy g D, (9067012 D, §p07p16> D, XD Dy

Proof. For each A € Ay and each ¢ € A;, we have the following commuting diagram

D; xp, Do s Dy < > Dy
v g =
pol " x
]D)O X Do ]Dl o Dl _t—) ]D)O
l mo l L o
Dl DSD ﬂltxl D(B)O _) D(B)O DlB

m TP ' ¥ w1t
_
i l o lﬂo
D(A)o D(A)o
DlA

17



where the dotted arrows are all coproduct monos by stability of coproducts under
pullback. Let (poea,p1) and (p1,poea) be universal maps out of Ds,., and Dy,
induced by the pairs poea, p1 and pg, p1ep respectively. We have a similar diagrams
for each of the triangles in the proposition.

DO X]D)O Dl <9057p1> ]D)

\l

Y

D(A)O XD <p0 A,Pl)DlA »

and so it suffices to show the component triangles commute. Each case similarly
follows by the universal property of the pullback D, so we only show the proof for
the diagram above. By the pullback square defining D(A)o X pa), D,, above we have
that

poD()o = prmoD(p)o = p17m1s.

This induces the unique map in the following commuting diagram.

p1

D(A)O X D(A)o Dga Dcp

18



It suffices to check that plugging in (poea,p1)ci,;, and p; as the dotted arrow both
make the triangles above commute. By definition of D(A)y X p(a), D, we have that

P10 = Po

and we tautologically know p;m; = pym so we only need to check what happens
when postcomposing (po€a, p1)ci . With my and 7. First notice that

(€4, 1p,)C1a0mota = (€4, 1D, )C1 4050 (Def : s

)
0
= (€4, 1p,)Po51, (Lemma A.1.1)
= POEAS1, (Def : (ea,1p,))
= Po€ATolA (Def : s,)
= pota (Def : €4)

implies that

<P06A,p1>01,4;¢7?o = Po

since ¢4 is monic. Now by definition of ep

sept = s

and this induces a unique map (seg, 1) D(B); — D(B)y which factors uniquely as

(sep, 1) = (s,1){ep, 1).

Recall that composition in D is defined cofiber-wise and is in part induced by com-
position in the internal category associated to the codomain of a composable pair in
A. It’s reasonable to think that the family of composable pairs of arrows in D(B)
indexed by the composite (poea, p1)c} ., should simplify in terms of identity maps,
ep, at the internal level. More precisely, we claim that

<p0€A7P1>C/1A;¢ = pimi(ses, 1)

and for this we use the universal property of the pullback D(B),. By pasting com-
muting squares we have that

19



p1

/\

D(A)o XD(A)) D

Ppo . Dl,q;(p
D(A)O po

€A

Dy, ————D

commutes. Now

@ D,
T (poeaspr) %

.. /
ClA;LP

pimi(ses, 1)gn = pim

and

pimi(sep, 1)qo = pimisep
= p1moD(p)oen
= poD(¢)oen
= poeaD(p)1
= poeami D(p)

so by uniqueness we have that

(Def D(A)O X D(A)o Dgo

((internal) functoriality

<p0€Aap1>C€lA;gp = p17T1<863, ]'>

This allows us to consider the following cone
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D(A)o X pay, Dw/_\ D

" (poeaspr)

61,4;50

which is construcucted by pasting commuting squares and triangles. Notice that

<p0€A>p1>C£5A;1A;gp = <p051A;<P7p05AD(90)1ap17T1>

where the left and right components can be seen in the commuting diagram above
and the middle component is verified by checking that

<p0€A7P1>CS;(1A;¢)Q1 = (po€a, p1)pom D(p)1 = <p0€A7P1>C/1A;¢QO-

In fact

(Po€a, p1)Pom1D(p)1 = poeam D ()1 = podaD(p)1

shows what the middle component must be in the composable triple. After forming
the composite of this triple in D(B) we should have the coherence isomorphisms
canceling by the coherence law for ¢;,., and 04, and we formalize this internally
by using associativity in D(B) first along with the coherence law for the structure
isomorphisms of D that say

<51A;¢, daD(p)1)c =eaD(o)h
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and

((P001 4505 P00 AD (0)1)C, pr71)C

= (Po(01450: 04D ()1)c, p1m1)C

= (poeaD ()1, p1m1)c

= (poD(p)oes, p17m1)c

= (p1moD(p)oes, p1mi)c (Def. D(A)o Xpay, D)
sep, P1mi)C

sep, 1)c

s, 1){ep, 1)c
s, 1)

(P01 410, 04D (@)1, p171)C =

= (p1m
i
pimi(s,
pimi(
17y

and now we can put our calculations above together to see that

<p0€A7p1>ClA;<p7T1 = <p0€A>p1>C:5;1A;goc (Def: ClA%SD)
= (D001 450, P1T1ER, P1T1)C (above)
=p1im (above)

and by the universal property of D, we can conclude

<P0€A7P1>01A;¢ = P1-
]

To see that ID is an internal category in £ with the structure defined above it only
remains to show that composition is associative. This proof is long and technical,
follows by a similar pattern to the proof for the identity laws, and ultimately relies on
proving associativity on the cofibers of the composable triples coproduct and using
the universal property of coproducts.

Proposition 1.2.2. Composition in D is associative.

Proof. By extensivity of £ it suffices to show that cofiber composition is associative
and this is shown using several lemmas along with the universal property of each
cofiber of ;. A complete proof can be seen in the appendix, precisely in Proposi-
tion A.1.5. O
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This brings us to the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 1.2.3 (The Internal Category D). The objects, (Do, D1), along with the
structure maps s,t : Dy — Dy and ¢ : Dy — Dy defined above form an internal
category in &.

Proof. The required objects, structure maps, and pullbacks exist when £ admits
an internal category of elements. The associativity and identity laws follow from
Propositions 1.2.2 and 1.2.1. O

2 Internal Category of Elements as an Oplax Col-
imit
In Sections 2.1 and A.3 we define the 1-cells and 2-cells of a canonical lax natural

transformation from a small diagram of internal categories that admits an internal
category of elements into the constant functor on said internal category of elements

(: D = AD.

In Section 2.3 we prove that a lax transformation D = AX corresponds uniquely
to an internal functor D — X. Section 2.4 shows modifications of lax transformations
D = AX correspond uniquely to internal natural transformations of internal
functors D — X. Section 2.5 combines these results with functoriality to give an
equivalence of categories that establishes D as the oplax colimit of D.

2.1 Canonical Transformation 1-cells

Classical

For a diagram of small categories D : A — Cat(Set), for each A € A there is a
functor ¢4 : D(A) — D. On an arbitrary object a € D(A)y, it is defined as

eA(a) = (A7 a)'
For an arrow f € D(A)(a,b), it is defined as

Ca(f) = (1a,0a,0f)
because $(044f) = $(04.4) = D(14)(a).
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Identities are preserved by the identity law in A in the left component along with
coherence in the right component, for any ¢ : A — B in A and any f : D(p)(a) — b
in D(B)l

Ca(La)(p, f) = (1a,044) (0, f)
= (14, 01,000 (¢)(044)f) Def.
= (», f) Coherence
= (1B, 031 5,a0B,D(p)(a) ] Coherence
= (¢1B,0415,aD(15)(f)0B) Naturality
= (¢, f)(1B,0Bp) Def.
= (¢, [)ls(1p).

Similarly, composition is preserved in the left component because it is defined as
composition in A, and in the right component we only need naturality of the identity
coherence isomorphism. For any f:a — band ¢g: b — ¢ in D(A);, we have that

Ca(f)lalg) = (1a,6aaf)(1a,049) Def.
= (1al4,01,14.0D(14)(0440f)049) Def.
= (14, 01414,aD(14)(04) D(14)(f)0B9) Functoriality
= (14,014;14,0D0(14)(64)04.0f9) Naturality 64
(1 2 014:1.4,a04,D(14)(a)04 afg) Naturalityd 4

= (14,044f9) Coherence
= (La)(f9) Def.

Internal

The definitions and proofs above can be internalized within an arbitrary extensive
category & as follows. For each A € Ay, notice that

so4t = SlD(A)O =5 = 1D(A)13
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so there exists a unique map (sd4, 1p(ay,) : D(A)1 = D(A) in £. Now

(864, 1p(ay,)cs = (804, 1p(ay,)qos = 5645 = sD(1a)o

induces a unique map (€4)} := (s, (504, 1p(a),)c) which we can use to define {4 =

((€a)o, (€a)1):

D(A), —= p(ay, —“% . p,,
\ I

Lemma 2.1.1. Identities are preserved by £ 4. That is, the diagram

D(A)y — D(A),

(ZA)ol l(EA)l

]DO—E>ID)1

commutes i .

Proof. First compute

eA(KA)'ﬁTO = €S = 1D(A)0

and

6A(€A)/17T1 = €A<55A, 1D(A)1>C
(easda,ealpay,)c
= <5A, 6A>C

=04

by the identity law in D(A) and then see
ea(la)y = (Lp(ay, 0a) = €a,

by definition of e4. Now post-composing with ¢;, and using the equality above along
with the definitions of €4 and € gives
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ea(la)i = ea(la)it, = eatr, = tac
as required. O

Due to extensivity and our definition of D involving coproducts, in order to prove
composition is preserved by ¢4 we need to prove that composition is preserved by ¢,
at the level of cofibers. This is done in Lemma A.2.1 in the appendix.

Lemma 2.1.2. For each A € Ay, composition is preserved by (4. That is, the
diagram

(QO(@A)Mll(@A)ﬁl l(EA)l
Dy — Dy
commutes in E.

Proof. First notice that

(q0(£a)1,a1(£a)1) 11451400 = (G0(€a)1,q1(€a)1)Pot1, Def. Dy .1,
= q0(€A>/lL1A
= qo(La) Def.
and

(qo(La)1,q1(€a)1) 10101 = (@0(a)1,q1(La)1) 1014
= q1(la)1t1,
=1 (gA)l

so by the universal property of Ds,

(@0(La)1,q1(€a)1) = (qo(€a)1,q1(£a)1) b1 a514-

Use the equation above along with Lemma A.2.1,
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(q0(La)1,q1(€a)1)e = {qo(La)1,q1(€a) )t 414
= (qo(€a)},q1(€a)} )Claiialia Def. ¢
= c(la))t1, Lemma A.2.1
= c(la) Def. (£4),
to see the square in question commutes. ]

The following proposition is the main result of this subsection.
Proposition 2.1.3. For each A € Ay, {4 : D(A) — D is an internal functor.

Proof. It preserves identities by Lemma 2.1.1 and it preserves composition by Lemma 2.1.2.
O

2.2 2-cells of Canonical Lax Transformation
Classical

When &£ = Set, for each ¢ € A(A, B) the natural transformation ¢, is defined with
components

eap,a = (307 1D(gp)(a))
such that for any f:a — bin D(A), the square

(©.1D(e)(a))
®)(a

D(p)(a)
(1A75A,af)l l(leéB,D(z,o)(a)D(gp)(f))

D()(b)

(@ 1Dy )

commutes. This calculation looks like

(1A,5Aaf)(<p,1a @)®)

(90 014100 D(#)(0a,af) 1D(s0)(b))

= (¢:01400 ( )(64,0)D()(f)) Functoriality
= (¢18,0p:15,a08.D(x)(a D(@)(f)) Coherence
(90137 150D (18) (1D(e)(@))0B,0(0) @ D(©) (f)) Functoriality
= (¢, @) (1B, 6B,0()@)D(@)(f ) Def.
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and can all be internalized to an arbitrary extensive category £. Note that the class
of cartesian arrows in the usual Grothendieck contruction are pairs (¢, f) : (4,a) —
(B,b) such that f is an isomorphism. The components of ¢, are a special subclass
of these which are actually a set when A is small and these are typically called the
canonical cleavage of the cartesian arrows.

Internal
Define the internal natural transformation ¢, : {4 = D(¢){p as the composite

(Ip(ayy-D(p)oer)

D(A)(] > Dcp
x [o
D,

and we can immediately check
(

= (Lp(aye: D(p)oen)mora Def. s,
1

and

bt = (1p(ay,,.D(@)oen)tpt
= (1p(a),,D(@)oen)mitLp Def. ¢,
= D(¢p)oeptip
= D(¢)olp(B),ts] Def. ep
= D(¢)o(fB)o Def. /5
= (D(¢)lB), Functoriality.

This shows us that £, is well-defined in terms of its source and target. Now we
need to check that it satisfies the naturality square. This is done in the proof of the
following proposition as a big calculation that involves manipulating pairing maps of
pullbacks. References to a few side calculations appearing as lemmas in Section A.3
of the appendix are included on the side along with references to definitions, internal
category structure laws, functoriality, and coherences.
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Proposition 2.2.1 ((Internal) Naturality of ¢,). For each ¢ : A — B, the map
= D(p)lp in the

U, : D(A); — Dy defines an internal natural transformation, €4
sense that the diagram,

D(A)1<wavD(¢)1(£B)1>D2

<(5A)1,t&o)l l‘l

Dy ———— Dy

commutes i .

Proof.
((€a)r, tly)c
= ((la)it14 < D(A)o> D(#)oen)itp)c
= ((€a)1 , t{1n(ayes D(®)oen))t1 4s0C
= ((€a)} s Hlp(ayes D(@)oen)crypte
= (s, (801, g0,55AD( )1, D(©)1)e) ey
= (s, ($(01450:0aD(@)1)c, D(p)1)c)ey
= (s, (8(0p15, D(¥)odB)c, D(p)1)C)ty
= (5, (80415, 8D(©)odp, D(p)1)c)iyp
= (s, (804515, D(@)o(D(1B)o, 0p)p1, D(p)1)c)ty
= (s, (80515, 5D(0)o(D(18)0, ) (Poen, P1)c, D(@)1)c) Ly
= (s, (804515, sD(@)o(D(1p)oen; o), D(p)1)c)ty
= (s, (8015, sD(p)olesD(1p)1,05)c, D(p)1)c)i,
= (s, (80015, 8D(p)oesD(15)1, (sD(p)odn, D(p)1)c)e)ty
= (s, (804515, 5D(p)oesD(1p)1, (D(p)1505, D(p)1)c)c)i,
= (s, (80p15,5D(p)oesD(15)1, D()1(s68, 1p(B),)c)C)ty
= (s, (80415, 8D (¢)oeD(15)1, D(p) (63)171>C>%
= (s(Lp(ayes eaD(@)) , (sD(p)o, D(9)1(€B)171))Cpi1 5t
= (s(1p(ay,s eaD(@)1) , (D(@)rs, D(9)1(€r)1T1))Cpipte
= (s(1p(ay,; eaD(p)1) , D(#)i(s, (€B)1m1))Cpipte
= (s{Lp(ay,, eaD(@)1) ; D()1(€B)1)Cpipte
= (s(Lp(ay eaD(ph) , D() (L)1) tpsc
= (s(1p(ay,; eaD(@)1)ty s D(@)1(€p)it1,)e
= (sly, D(p)1({p)1)
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2.3 Universal Property for 1-cells

Classical

Suppose £ = Set and v : D = AX is a lax natural transformation. That is, there
are functors

TA - D(A) — X
for each A € Ay and natural transformations

T, x4 — D(p)rp

for each ¢ : A — B in A that are coherent with respect to the pseudofunctor’s
structure isomorphisms. More concretely, for each a € D(A)q and each composable
©,1 € A where A = dom(p) we have

Tiaa =2a(0000) 5 Tppatc(Opwa) = Tp.aTy,D(p)a)-

Then we can define a functor 6 : D — X on an object (A, a) in D as

0((A,a)) = xa((A a))
and on a morphism (¢, f) : (4,a) — (B,b) in D as

9 ((90’ f)) = xgp,axB(.f)'

Identities are preserved by this assignment because the diagram

2a(0404,0)=ra(la)=14 , (a)

TN

IA(5Z}a) xA(éA,a)
ra(a) — xa(D(14)(a)) za(a)

~_ 7

0((1a,04,a))

commutes in X and composition is preserved by the following commuting diagram
in X.
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The top square commutes by coherence, the triangles on the left commute by defi-
nition of @, the middle square commutes by naturality of z,, and by functoriality of
ro we know the bottom right triangle commutes so we can see

9((§0> f))e((¢> g)) = $¢w,ax0(5¢ i, a)l’C’(D( )( ) ) Def.60
= ZippaC (O, a D(V)(f)9) Functoriality x¢
= 0((¢¥, 0gi0.a D () (f)g)) Def. 6

= 0((, 1), 9)).

Notice that
0(la(a)) =0((A, a)) = za(a)

and

0(Ca(f)) = 0((1a,04af))

= 21,.0%4(04,0f)

= xA(élla)xA((SA,af) Coherence
= 2404 0aaf) Functoriality
=z4(f) Functoriality
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so £40 = x4 for each A in A. Moreover, for any functor w : D — X and any
¢:A— Bin A one can get a natural transformation

Wy law = D(p)lpw

by whiskering. Componentwise this amounts to defining

Wea = w(lyq).

Functoriality of w makes w, coherent with respect to composition in A,

Wop,a = W(fcpw,a)
= w(lpaly, ()@ lc(0,y,4))
= W(ly,a)w Ly, D)) (Cc(04.4))
= Wy,aWy,D(p)(a) ((ECW)((S%M@))_I )

and with respect to identities in A

Wiga =w(l,6) = wla(05,)) = (Law)(5,5).

The assignments above are inverses to one another. On one hand if we start with
a family of natural transformations {z, : x4 = D(¢)Tp}ecaa,p), consider the
induced functor 6 and its induced lax natural transformation. For each ¢ : A — B
in A, the natural transformation

0, law = D(p)lpw

has precisely the same components as the natural transformation z,, from the family
we started with since £ w = x4 for each A in A.

Hsova = H(EW) = 9((% 1D(gp)(a))) = xgo,axB(lD(gp)(a)) =Zypa
Now if we start with a functor w : D — X, get the natural transformations w,, :

law = D(p)lpw, and then let 6, : D — X be the induced functor, we have that
for each (A, a) € D(A),

0.((4, a)) == (Law)((A; a)) = (W(la(a)) = w((A a))
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as well as

0.((, f)) = wo.a (Law)(f))

(s 1pge)@) (18, 08,p(0) @) f))

((¢18: 05150 D(18) (1D(g)(@)) 9B, D(o) (@) f))
((#:05:15,098,D(0)(0) f))

((

where the last equality is by coherence. This shows that 6, = w and it follows that
the assignments
{zo 124 = D(p)zplecaan — (6:D — X)

and

(w:D = X) = {w, : law = D()lpw}ecaa,b)
are inverses of one another. In particular, every functor D — X corresponds uniquely
to a lax natural transformation D — AX.
Internal

Let € be an extensive category and let X be an arbitary internal category in £ with
{zxa : D(A) — D} an Ap-indexed family of internal functors and {z, : x4 =
D(p)zp} an Aj-indexed family of internal natural transformations that satisfy the
following (internalized) coherences with respect to the pseudofunctor isomorphisms

<LU1A, 5A(QUA)1>C = eA(IA)l 9 <xg0¢7 6&0;¢xc>c = <x§07 D(‘P)Och
Define 6, to be uniquely induced by the maps {za}aca,

Dy o O » X,

(za)o
LA

D(A)o
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and define #; to be uniquely induced by the family of composites

Dy oo h X,

Lo Cc -

D Xo

—_—
¥ (mozy,mi(zB)1)

on each component. The following lemma shows 6 = (6, 0;) preserves identities and
will be used later to conclude # is an internal functor.

Lemma 2.3.1. The assignment (6y,601) : D — X preserves identities.

Proof. By the universal property of the coproduct, Dy, it suffices to see the following
diagram commutes.

]D)O .............................. > XO S Xl > XO % X]_
(za)o (za) (zA)o
LA c
(z14,04(za)1)
ea s N T
D(A)O \Z)(—A)l/ D(A)O <1D(A)076A> 4 D]-A <7T0$1A77T1($A)1>X2
LA ¢
L1,

~ . 0 ~
5 ID)l L % 1

The top left two squares commute by definition of 6, and e. They show that the
composite Ope is uniquely induced by the family of maps {ea(xa)1}ae4,- The other
two squares on the top commute by functoriality of x4 and coherence. In the middle
on the left we have the source-identity coherence in D(A), and a short calculation
on the right using the universal property of Xy shows that

<x1A7 5A(xA)1> = <1D(A)0a 5A><7r0x1,4> T (xA)1>-
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Recall that €4 := (1p(A)o,da) to see that the bottom left square commutes by
definition of € and the bottom right square commutes by definition of #;. Together
they show that €6, is uniquely induced by {€(mot1,, ma(a)1)c} aca,. Commutativity
above shows

eal{mot1 s ma(ra)1)e = eas(r1,,0a(xa)1)c = ea(Ta)

and therefore

691 = ‘906

by uniqueness. O
Lemma 2.3.2. The assignment (0y,601) : D — X preserves composition.

Proof. By definition of composition in D and the map 6#,, the composite cf; : Dy —
Xy is uniquely induced by the family of maps ¢y (ToZyy, ™1 (2c)1)c, where p : A — B
and v : B — C' are composable morphisms in A.

By the universal property of the coproduct D it suffices to show that

Comp{TaTpy, T (T )1)e = (PolmoTy, T1(TB)1) , Pr{mozy, T1(Tc)1))C
so that the middle pentagon (disguised as a triangle) in the diagram

0
Dy S € Sy o LU y X4
Lpsap Lpap c
D,. > D > X
f’w Copsep ey <W0xww,ﬁl(xc)1> 2
(po(mozy,m1(xB)1) , P1(moTy,m1(TC)1))
Loy X2 c
C
DZ ................................................ > X2 5 Xl

(po01,p1601)
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commutes. The remaining squares and triangle in the diagram above commute by
definition or by the identity law for composition in £. Let 5;;;) : D(A)y — D(C)
denote the ‘family of inverse coherence isomorphisms’ associated to ¢, . In partic-
ular,

(0510, 8,)e = D(9)oD(W)occ

Copp (M0Tiiy, T1(TC)1)C

= (PooTy, PomoD(p)oTy, po%%?ﬁ@c)n PoTo0p; (T)1,
pomiD(Y)1(zc)1, pimi(ze)i)e

= (Pom0Ty, PoToD(©)oTy, PomoD(@)oD(¢)o(zc)oe
pomiD(Y)1(zc), pmimi(ze)e

<07T0x30> oWOD(SD)ol”w, pomi D(¥)1(zc)1, prmi(ze)r)c
= (poT0Ty, PoT18Ty , PomiD(Y)1(zc)1, pimi(To)i)e Id. Law
= (poT0Zyp, Pom1(TB)1 , PomitTy, P171(TC)1)C Naturality z,
<P07T093¢ , PoT1(TB)1, P1TT0Leps pimi(ze)r)c Def. Dy
= ((po(moxy, m(zB)1)c, pr(mozy, m(zc)i)c)e Assoc. & Factor
]

Proposition 2.3.3. The assignment 0 = (6y,6,) : D — X is an internal functor.

Proof. Immediate from Lemmas 2.3.1 and 2.3.2. O

On the other hand, given an internal functor w : D — X for each ¢ : A — B in
A define

wa =Llaw and  w, = Lows.

Notice that wy is an internal functor (by definition of internal functor composition)
and we have that the source of w,, is wa

Wys = Lowi = Lyswy = (La)owo = (Law)o = (wa)o,

its target is D(¢)wp
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wpt = Lownt = Lytwo = (D()lp)owo = D(p)(Lpw)o = D()(ws)o,

and the (family of) naturality square(s)

(swe, (D(p)wp)r)e = (slowr, (D(p)lpw)i)e
= (slowr, (D(p)lp)rw)c
= (sly,, (D(p)lp)1)cw Functoriality w
= ((a)1, tly)cuwn
= ((La)1wr, tlyowr)c
= (wa, twy)c

commutes 80 w, : wa = D(p)wp is an internal natural transformation. Putting

these families of Ajp-indexed internal functors and A;-indexed internal natural trans-
formations together precisely defines an internal lax transformation

w': D = AX
where AX : A — Cat(€) is the constant functor on X.

Proposition 2.3.4. For each X € Cat(E), lax transformations D = AX corre-
spond uniquely to internal functors D — X.

Proof. Suppose x : D — AX is a lax transformation. Then for each object A in
A there exists an internal functor x4 : D(A) — X and for each morphism ¢ : A — B
in A there exists an internal natural transformation z, : x4 == D(p)xp that
is coherent with respect to the composition and identity isomorphisms of D. Let
f : D — X be the internal functor constructed above, and then consider the induced
lax transformation 8*. As seen above we have that

QAIKAQISL’A

for each A € Ay and for each ¢ € A; we have

0, = Ll,0, =z,

so 0* = .
On the other hand, let w* : D = AX denote the lax transformation constructed as
above from an arbitrary internal functor w : D — X. Let 6* be the induced internal
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functor as above, then 6 is uniquely induced by the Aj-indexed family of internal
functors of w*. These are precisely the maps (wa)o and so 65 = wy by uniqueness.
Using functoriality of w and the definition of w* we can see that 07 is uniquely induced
by the family of maps,.,w;. We break the calculation up with terms on separate lines
due to their length. We start with the functoriality of w giving us

<7T0€¢W1,7T1(€BW)1>C = <7T0€Sp, 7r1(€B)1>cw1

and then by definition of £, ,, the right-hand side is equal to

(mo(1pay,, D(@)oer)ty, (s, (sdB, Lpm),)c)tr)cw:.
The definition of ¢y, says the last term is equal to

(mo(Ipay,, D(p)oes); (s, (50, 1p(B),)C)) b1 pCwr
which is equal to

(mo(1p(ay,, D(p)oer), mi(s, (80, 1p(B);)C))Coi1ptow
by definition of c,,1,. The same definition gives that this is equal to

(0, (M0051 5, ToD(@)oD(1p)oen, T1(s08, Lp(B), )C)C)towr

which is equal to

(o, <7T05¢;1B, m1(s0p, 1D(B)1>C>C>L<pw1

by the identity law in D(B). Associativity of internal composition gives that this is
equal to

<7TO> <<7T0530;1B>7T1353>C,771>C>L<pw1

which becomes
(o, ((T00i1, ToD(9)0dB)C, T1)C)Lpwn

by definition of D,,. Factoring pairing maps makes the last term equal to

<7T0 ) <7r0<5<p;13a D(¢)05B>C> 7T1>C> Lsﬁwl

which, by coherence of the structure isomorphisms for the pseudofunctor D, is equal
to
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(o, (moD(@)oen, T1)C)lpws.

The definition of D, and the identity law in D(B) allows us to see the term above
is really the left-hand side of the final equality:

<7T0, 7T1>L4pw1 = LW
By the universal property of the coproduct ID; we have
9; = W1

and it follows that 6* = w. O

2.4 Universal Property for 2-cells

Classical

When £ = Set and let X be a small category. Then any natural transformation
«:0 = w where #,w : D — X induces a modification

a:r=y
where x,y : D = AX are the lax natural transformations corresponding uniquely

by Proposition 2.3.4 to 6 and w respectively. For each A € Ay and a € D(A)y we
have

Gpa:wa(a) = ya(a)
defined as the component
gy 2 0(Cala)) = w(la(a)).

For any g : a — o’ in D(A)y, the diagram

QA q
z4(a) 0(Ca(a)) —2% w(la(a)) == ya(a)
xA<g>l 0(ea (g))l l“““ (@) va(9)
za(0) == 0(04(@)) 7 w(la(a)) == ya(@)
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commutes by definition and naturality of o. Similarly, for any ¢ : A — B in A and
any a € D(A)y we have that the diagram

QA a

_

za(a) == ((af)(a) (Caw)(a) =———= yala)

:C%“l e(éva,a)l l‘*’(@a,a) ly%a

D(p)rp(a) === D(p)lpb(a) ; D(p)lpw(a) === D(p)ys(a)

—

QA q

commutes. It follows that & is a modification x = y.

Alternatively, given a modification v : = y between two lax natural transfor-
mations z,y : D = AX let #,w : D — X be the functors uniquely determined by
x and y respectively. Then the middle two squares in the following diagram commute
by definition of

B((A, ) === wala) — 2" ya(a) =——= w((4,a))
(.1 25(D(p)(a)) 22y (D (p)(a)) w((.1)

0((B,0)) == 2p(b) ——57— yn(b) == w((B,}))

and the left and right squares commute by definition of # and w respectively. This
means

¥ :={v4.4: (A, a) € D}

is a natural transformation # = w. Notice that the lax natural transformation &
has components

Qa0 = Oaa = Qpy(a) = QAa)
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so that & = a. The modification 7 has components

%A,a = 7&4((1) = W(A,a) = YAa

and so 7 = ~ by definition. The bijection follows and by uniqueness it suffices to see
functoriality in one direction. Let v : x = y and let n : y = z be modifications, then
their composite yn has components

za(a) = ya(a

> l"“

and so

77 :={(1M)aa: (A a) €D} ={yaanaa: (4,a) € D} = (7)(7)
where the right-hand side is the composite of lax natural transformations.

Y n
0 w o

and #,w,o : D — X are the internal functors uniquely determined by z,y, z re-
spectively. It follows that composition of modifications is preserved by the bijection
above and identities are trivially preserved because

(1e)aa = L3 4(a)
for each A € Ay and each a € D(A)q by definition of the identity modification
1, : 2= x.

Internal

Let € be a category that admits an internal category of elements of D : A — Cat(£)
and let X be an arbitrary internal category in £. Let « : # = w be an internal
natural transformation where 6,w : D — X are internal functors and further let
z,y : D = AX denote the unique lax natural transformations induced by # and
w respectively. For each A in Aj define

\l
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Proposition 2.4.1. The Ag-indezed family of maps s : D(A)y — X; defines an
internal modification

a:x=y.
Proof. First notice that

&AS = (fA)()OéS = (EA)OQO = (fAe)o = (ZL’A)Q

and
aat = (La)oat = (La)owo = (£aw)o = (ya)o-
Then
(saa)t = s(ya)o = (ya)1s
and

(IA)lt = t(SL’A)O = t@AS

so there are two composable pairs given by the maps

(sa, (ya)), ((xa)1,taa) : D(A); = X,

which coincide after composition in X.

((a)1, taa)e = ((La)101,t(a)ocr)c Def. &, x4
= ((La)10, (La)ita)c Functoriality/ 4

(La)1(br, ta)e Factor

= (La)1(sa,wr)c Naturality «

= ((La)1sc, (€a)1wr)c Factor

= (s(la)oc, (La)1w1)c Functoriality

= (sa@a, (ya))c Def. &, ya

This shows a4 : ©4 = y4 is an internal natural transformation for each A in Aj.
Now since {,s = (£4) and l,t = (D(p)lp)o we have that

at = (Law)o =y,s . D(p)oas = (D(p)lal)y = z,t
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by definitions of the induced internal natural transformations z,y : D — AX.
These give us the other two composable pairs which are equal in X after composition.

(@a,yp)c = ((La)oar, Lowr)c Def.
= (Lysa, Lywr)c Def.(,,

= l,(sa,wy)c Factor

=L (01, ta)c Naturality o

= (lyt, L ta)c Factor

= (L 01, D(p)o(€B)oar)c Def. ¢,

= (24, D(p)odp)c Def,

This last equality shows that the indexing of & is naturally compatible with the
components of the natural transformations x, and y,, for each ¢ : A — B in A. It
follows that & : x = y is a modification. O

On the other hand, suppose v : * = y is a modification between two lax natural
transformations x,y : D = AX. Let 0, w : D — X be the unique internal functors
corresponding to x and y respectively. Let 7 be the map uniquely induced by the
natural transformations of v indexed by Ajy.

DO """" V """ > Xl
2| %
D(A)o

Proposition 2.4.2. The map 7 is a natural transformation 6 — w.

Proof. For each A in Ay, the following diagrams commute by definition of # and ~.

O L
]D)Q """" 7 """ > X1—>X0 ]D)Q """" 7 """ > X1—>X0
SN SN
D(A)o (za)o D(A)o (ya)o
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and so by the universal property of the coproduct Dy we have that

Naturality is all that remains to show and this is done using the universal property
of the coproduct D;. For each ¢ : A — B in A; we can see

Lty = Tty = mityB

and

LpSY = TolAY = ToYA

and therefore

(

(
= <770373m 7T1<(93B)1,t713>0>0 Assoc.
= (moxy, T (5B, (UB)1)C)C Nat. vp
= ((mozy, msyB)c, T (ys)i)c Assoc.
= (Mo, Mo D(@)ovB)C, M (yB)1)C Def. D,
= <7TO<%=D(<P)0”YB>C, m(ys)i)c Factor.
= (mo(va, Yp)c, m(yBh)c Def.y
= (mova, (T0Yp: T1(YB)1)C)C Assoc.
= (157, Low)c Def.
= Lp(s7,w)cC Factor.

By uniqueness we must have that
(b, t7)e = (57, w)c
and it follows that 7 : # = w is an internal natural transformation. O

Proposition 2.4.3. There is a one-to-one correspondence between modifications of
lax natural transformations D = AX and internal natural transformations be-
tween the corresponding internal functors of Proposition 2.3.4.
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Proof. The assignments (—) and (—) are inverses. For any modification v : z = y
we have that for each A € Aj,

Fa = (La)oT = ta¥ =74
and so 7 = 7 by definition. On the other hand for any internal natural transformation
alpha : 0 = w, and any A € A we have that

LAE = O~éA = (gA)OOé = lpal

and by the universal property of the coproduct Dy, & = a. O

2.5 Internal Category of Elements as an OpLax Colimit

In the previous two subsections we’ve seen that internal functors D — X and internal
natural transformations between them correspond uniquely to lax natural transfor-
mations D = AX and modifications between them respectively. In this section
we put this together as an equivalence of categories that establishes ID as the oplax
colimit of D in Cat(€).

Theorem 2.5.1 (D is the oplax colimit of D). Let £ admit an internal category
of elements of D : A — Cat(£), as in Definition 1.1.1. Then for every internal
category X € Cat (&), the category of lax natural transformations D —> AX and
their modifications is isomorphic to the category of internal functors D — X and
their internal natural transformations.

(D, AX], = Cat(&)(D,X)

Proof. The objects and morphisms are in bijection by Propositions 2.3.4 and 2.4.3
respectively. We only need to show composition and identities are preserved in one
direction of the 2-cell correspondence. For any lax natural transformation x : D —
AX, the identity modification 1, consists by the family of identity internal natural
transformations 1,, for each A € Aj. Let § : D — X and 1x : 6 = 0 be
the internal functor and internal natural transformation corresponding to x and 1x
respectively. Then

taly = (Ix)a = 1., == ea(za)1 = (za)oe = tabpe

shows 1x is the identity natural transformation on .
Let v : * = y and ¢ : y = z be modifications of lax natural transformations
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x,y,z: D = AX. Foreach A € Ay let y4: 24 = ya and 04 : ya = za be
the internal natural transformations defining v and ¢ so the composite

YO i x = 2

is defined by the composite of internal natural transformations

(VU)A = 7404

Internally this is given by the composite

D(A)O <7A’UA> X2
vm lc

X
and now we can see that

LaY0 = (70)a = Y404 = (V4,04)C = (L4, L40)C = 14(7,0)c.

By the universal property of Dy we have that

Vo = <7’ E>C
where the right-hand side defines the (horizontal) composition of natural transfor-

mations 7 : ¢ = w , ow = v, where #,w,v : D — X correspond to x,y, and z
respectively. O

3 A Setting for an Internal Category of Fractions

In this chapter we give a suitable context, £, and conditions on an internal category,
C, and a map w : W — C; that allow us to express a set of axioms for an internal
category of (right) fractions. We show that such a pair (C, w) satisfying our Internal
Fractions Axioms allows us to define an internal category, C[IW '], which satisfies
an analogous universal property expressed by Theorem 4.3.10. We write (C, W) for
the pair from now on, as the map w : W — C; will be fixed and implied by W.
The contextual conditions on (C, W) allow us to build the objects of diagrams in C
we need in the Internal Fractions Axioms and also represent the arrows and paths
of composable arrows in our internal category of fractions as equivalence classes of
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spans and paths of composable spans respectively. The contextual conditions on
& then allow us formulate the Internal Fractions Axioms in terms of lifts of local
witnesses to the axioms. This local data can be glued together to give globally
defined structure maps provided a gluing condition is satisfied and we use this to
define the internal category of fractions, C[IW 1], along with its structure maps and
to prove it is an internal category. We will often give representations of our definitions
and constructions as they would appear in £ = Set to help our readers and we will
overload the symbols for structure maps of internal categories, namely s,t, ¢, and e.
We will also abuse some notation and language by referring to arrows W — C; as
representing ‘arrows in W’ when in general we mean it represents a family of arrows
in an internal category C indexed by W. The symbols, 7;, will be overloaded and
used for the i’th (pullback) projection of all pullbacks. Here i stands for ‘number of
components to the right of the left-most component,” naturally.

In Section 3.1 we describe the conditions we require for the pair (C, W) in order
to state the Internal Fractions Axioms that culminate to Definition 3.1.10. In Section
3.2 we define the structure we need on the ambient category £ in Definition 3.2.1
and present the Internal Fractions Axioms as part of Definition 3.2.2. We define the
objects and structure maps for the internal category C[IW~!] in Section 4. We show
that internal composition is assocaitive and satisfies the identity laws in C[W ],
making C[IW 1] an internal category, in Section 4.1. In Section 4.2 we define the
associated internal localization functor and prove that it inverts w : W — C; in a
suitable sense. In the last section, Section 4.3, we prove the universal property of
the internal category of fractions as Theorem 4.3.10.

3.1 A Suitable Context

This definition of an internal category of fractions requires working in suitably struc-
tured ambient category £ and with suitable internal categories C in £. The conditions
on &£ will allow us to define the required objects and structure maps for the internal
category of fractions, C[W~!]. The conditions on the internal categories, C, being
considered allow allow us to describe the Internal Fractions Axioms and describe
reflexive internal graphs of fractions. The following definitions will be important for
defining the context in this section and the Internal Fractions Axioms in the next
section.

Definition 3.1.1. An effective epimorphism in a category £ is the coequalizer of its
kernel pair.

Definition 3.1.2. A class of effective epimorphisms in & is called universal if they
are stable under pullback and composition.
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Universal effective epimorphisms appear in each of the Internal Fractions Axioms in
Definition 3.2.2 and are used to define the composition, source, and target structure
maps for the internal category of fractions. For the rest of this chapter we assume &
has a class of universal effective epimorphisms, 7, and we call these epimorphisms
covers. We will see these in the next section when we give the Internal Fractions
Axioms in Section 3.2.

For the rest of this section we focus on the conditions we will impose on an internal
category C and an arrow w : W — C; in £ in order to construct the building blocks
of our internal category of fractions, C[W 1], as well as the objects of diagrams in
C that we use to internalize the axioms for a category of fractions. For example, let
spn denote the object of spans in C whose left leg is in W,

e - — -,
let csp denote the object of cospans in C whose right leg is in W,
s -,

let WA denote the object of pairs of arrows whose terminal arrow and composite is
in W,

s

and let sb denote the object of the following commuting sailboat diagrams (in C)

AN

These are all obtained by the following pullbacks in £ respectively:

spn —— C, csp —— W Wap ——— W sh —— C;
| _J

ﬂ-Ol - ls Wol - lwt Wol lw ﬂ'ol ls

w —s (CQ Cl —t> Co (Cl X w — Cl Wa TomLW5 (CO

The pullback,
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W, ——— W

J
Wol w ,
Cl tst W wtst W —c> (Cl
is the object of composable paths of length three where the last two arrows are in
W and their composite is again in W. In £ = Set, the elements of this set would be
composable pairs of arrows in the image of w : W — C; along with a pre-composable

arrow in C; such that their composition (in C) gives an element in the image of W.

We use this object to express a weak composition axiom for internal fractions.
The pullback

Wog —2— C, x, W
_
!
W X s Cl — Cl
represents commuting diagrams in C that commonly known as Ore squares:

t 3

The arrows marked with o denote arrows in the image of w : W — C;. This object
is used to express the internal (right) Ore condition. Let P(C) denote the object of
parallel arrows in C given by the pullback of pairing of source and target maps:

P(C) —™ ¢,

|
Fol l(s,t)

CIW(COX(CO

Let P.,(C) and P.,(C) be the objects of equalized and coequalized parallel arrows in
C (that don’t satisfy any kind of internal universal property) given by the equalizers

Leg (mow,m1mo)c
Pey(C) —r——— W %, P(C) —= C,

(mow,m1m1)c

and
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Leq (momo,miw)e
Pey(C) ————— P(C) ;X W ———= C,

ws
(mom1,miw)e

in £ (that satisfy the usual universal property). Let P(C) denote the following
pullback

representing diagrams of the form:

where the o marked arrows represent arrows indexed by W. This will be used
for internalizing the so-called ‘right-cancellability’ or ‘lifting’ condition for internal
fractions. In this thesis we refer to this as ‘zippering’ in order to avoid confusion with
the lifts in the Internal Fractions Axioms and because of the way it applies in proofs
related to span composition. Note that these equalizers can be given as pullbacks of
pairing maps

(1, (momo, mw)c), (1, (momy, mw)e) : (P(C) ;X s W) = (P(C) ;X W) x Cy

ws

(1, (mow, mymo)c), (1, (mow, mymy)c) : (W, x, P(C)) = (W ,,x, P(C)) x C4

when they all exist in £ with the pullback projections being made equal by the iden-
tity maps in the left-hand components of the pairing maps above and the equalizer
condition being forced by the right-hand components respectively. The constructions
above allow us to formalize the axioms for a category of (right) fractions and we now
give a name to the collection of internal categories, C, of £ and maps, w: W — Cq,
in £ for which this happens. The next definition describes a setting in which we can
state the Internal Fractions Axioms. We'll be overloading notation for the structure
maps of an internal category, and suppress w : W — C; when describing internal
composition with arrows in C indexed by W.
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Definition 3.1.3. Let C be an internal category in £ and let w : W — C; be an

arrow in €. We say the pair (C,W) is a pre-candidate for internal fractions if the
following pullbacks

csp —— W spn —— C,
Wol - lwt Trol - ls
Cl —t) (C() |74 —us (CO
W, x,C =W Cy X W /5 C
10 )
(Cl —t) (CO %74 T) (CO
Wog ——— W ,,x,C W x, W "5 W
- J
T T
(CltXwSWT)Cl WT)(CO
Wy ——= W x, W W, —— W
_ _
ﬂol lwows WOJ/ lw
(Cl —t) (Co WA — C1
Wp ——— W sb —— C;
_ _
ﬁol/ lw Wol ls
C x, W ——C Wa st Co
P(C) —— ¢ W X rys P(C) —— P(C)
Fol - l(s,t) wol - lﬂos
Cl W) (CO X (C[) %74 T) Co
P(C) pyXps W —— W P(C) —— P,,(C)
Trol - lws ﬂol - T
P((C) T) Co Peq(C) 7T—1) P(C)

exist in £ along with the equalizers,

teg (mow,m1mo)c
Pey(C) —m—— W, x, P(C) —= C,

(row,m17m1)c

and
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(momo,m1w)c

Poy(C) ——— P(C) %, : = Ci -
T, T1W)C

These pullbacks and equalizers give us the building blocks we need to state the
internal fractions axioms and construct an internal category of fractions. For the
rest of this chapter we assume that (C, W) is a pre-candidate for internal fractions.
Our construction requires a bit of ‘scaffolding’ however, in the form of a family of
reflexive internal graphs encoding the equivalence relation on spans and paths of
composable spans. At this point we can only define the first one given by the two
maps po, p1 : sb — spn, defined explicitly as the pairing maps

po = (momom1,m1), p1 = (Mo, (Mmoo, m1)C)

by the universal property of the pullback spn. These maps represent projecting two
different spans out of a commuting diagrams (in C) which we call a sailboat. The
idea is that coequalizing these will produce equivalence classes of spans that are
related by being part of a common sailboat. For example, when £ = Set, the maps
po and p; can be seen to project sailboats in sb to spans in spn like this:

/l : po=(momoT1,71) X [ . ) ‘ }

/ l . p1=(mom1,(momom0,71)C) . / . \
J

The dotted arrow on the left-hand side is just emphasizing that the pair is composable
(in C) in order to make the mapping more clear. The arrows in a category of
fractions are equivalence classes of spans, where two distinct spans represent the
same equivalence class whenever there exists an intermediate span and two sail-
boats such that the intermediate span forms the p; span projection of two different
sailboats whose pg span projections are the original two spans. For & = Set the
coequalizer of py and p; describes precisely this set of equivalence classes of spans.
The following lemma shows py and p; form a reflexive pair in general.

Lemma 3.1.4. The parallel pair
Po
sb ——=< spn
p1
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is reflexive.

Proof. Define a map,
Vs spn — sb,

by the pairing map

¢s = (((mowse, mo), mo), ).

The component

wsmo = ((mowse, my), mp) = spn — Wa

is well-defined by the identity law for composition in C:

(mowse, mow)c = mow(se, 1)c = mow

The other component is well-defined because

PsTLS = TS = ToWS = PsT(S.

To see that ¢ is a common section of py and p; we get

PsPoTo = PsToToT1 PsPoT1 = PsT

by definition and by the identity law in C we also get

PsP1To = PsTOTL P11 = Qs(TomoTo, M1 )C
=y = (mowse, m )c
= (mse,m)c
=m(se, 1)c
= 7.

By the universal property of the pullbacks sb and spn

PsPo = ]-spn = PsP1-
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To define the source, target, and composition structure maps, and prove associativity
and identity laws we need to reason about paths (or zig-zags more accurately) of
composable spans and sailboats. In the following definition we give a sufficient
condition for obtaining these as reflexive internal graphs.

Definition 3.1.5. We say that a pre-candidate for internal fractions, (C, W), in &,
admits reflexive graphs of fractions if the source and target maps on spn and sb,

sb sb

spn spn
mﬂut\J A 7r07r07r1wt\4 A
Co

Co
admit pullbacks along one another.

The following lemma shows precisely which reflexive graphs are being referred to in
Definition 3.1.5.

Lemma 3.1.6. The pairs

Po
Sb X ... X4 8b ? SPN X g oot (X, ST
1

are reflexive for each mn > 1 where n = 1 is the case py,p1 : sb — spn and
Pl = (ToDi, T1Piy -y Tn_1Pi) 1S the unique map determined by the iterated pullback
projections and the map p; for i =0, 1.

Proof. The proof is by induction on the number of pullbacks. The base case, n =1,
follows from Lemma 3.1.4. Assume pj and p} have a common section 7. Let sb”
denote the n-fold pullback of ¢,s : sb — C,, similarly for spn”, for each natural
number n. The induction step follows from the following commuting diagram:

1
l N l
PGy XPo

n n n
SpR” (X Spn ———— sb™ ,x sb ————< spn™ ,x_ spn

vy
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The bottom commutes by the universal property of the pullbacks in the bottom row
above:

(s X 0s)(P5 X po) = (Mo, T1ps) (ToPy, T1P0)
= (%@?P&Pl%%)

TPy, T19s) (mopy, T1p1)

(
= (TP, P1psp1)
(
= (o7 X p5) (P} X p1).

This implies the top commutes and we get a reflexive graph:

1
Pyt

A

#s
sb X, ... X 8b ¢——spn X ... ;X spn

\_/

1
Pyt

The result follows by induction. O

The arrows and composable paths in the internal category of fractions should be the
coequalizers of the internal reflexive graphs in Lemmas 3.1.4 and 3.1.6 respectively.
For this we need to require the existence of these coequalizers and the pullbacks
of the induced source and target maps on the coequalizer of py and p;. In order
for this to define an internal category we need the coequalizers of the higher order
reflexive graphs to coincide with the iterated pullbacks of the first coequalizer. The
following definition is used to restrict our focus to internal categories for which these
coequalizers exist.

Definition 3.1.7. We say (C, W) admits internal quotient graphs of fractions if the
coequalizer,
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g .
sb X, ... X, sb ——=% spn,X,... X,spn ——s C[W], ,
pY
exists in & for each n > 1.

The coequalizers in Definition 3.1.7 are named suggestively. In particular C[IW ] is
how we will define the object of arrows for the internal category of fractions. Using
its universal property we can define source and target structure maps by the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.1.8 (Source and Target Structure for C[W ™). The source and target
maps for CIW ™1 are determined by the universal property of the coequalizer C[W 1],
and more precisely induced by s' = mowt and t' = m1t.

Cl—t>CQ

AL
! N
MT / L

sb % spn ——» C[W~1);

0 ]
s’ <~

W———GC

Proof. This is well-defined by the following calculations.

pos’ = (momomy,m)s’ pot = (momomy, mp )t
= (momom1,m1 ) Towt = (momomy, m1) M1t
= momm Wt =mt
= momoct = (momomo, T1)Ct
= momwt = (momy, (momomo, ™1 )C) 1t
= (o7, (TomoTo, T1)C)Mowt = (mom1, (momomo, 1))t
= (mom1, (momomo, m1)C) 8" =t
= plsl

0

Now we define the pairs, (C, W), that admit internal quotient graphs of fractions in
& for which the pullbacks of the induced source and target maps on the coequalizers
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C[W 1 exist. Notice this only requires the coequalizer of the pair pg, p; : sb — spn
so these could exist without the other reflexive graphs. Being able to construct proofs
for coherences for associativity of composition for longer paths of arrows becomes un-
clear without the universal property of the coequalizers of the other internal reflexive
graphs, py and pf.

Definition 3.1.9. We say the pair (C, W) admits paths of fractions if the coequalizer
C[W 1], exists and £ admits pullbacks of the induced source or target maps, s,t :

C[W~1]; — Cy, along one another as well as the source and target maps of spn and
sb.

The next definition is the last one in this section and describes all the structure we
need for the internal categories we consider.

Definition 3.1.10. We say the pair (C, W) is a candidate for internal fractions if
it satisfies Definitions 3.1.3, 3.1.7, and 3.1.9 and the induced left and right product
functors on the slice category for each of the source and target maps for sb, spn, and

C[W_l]l
(=) xs: tx(=):E/CH—E/Cy
preserve reflexive coequalizers.

For the rest of this thesis we will assume the pair (C, W) is a candidate for internal
fractions in €. The remainder of this chapter consists of general lemmas which are
combined to state that the coequalizers

Py gn
-1
sb X ... ;X sb ?; spn X, ... X spn ——» C[W™|,
1

exist in £ for each n > 1. The following lemmas combine in Proposition 3.1.14 to
show how the coequalizer, C[IW 1]y, of the reflexive pair, p3 and p?, above coincides
with the pullback, C[W~1]; ,x, C[W~!];, of the induced source and target maps in
Lemma 3.1.8.

Lemma 3.1.11. For any category &, the forgetful functor, U : £/Cy — &, which
maps objects A — Cq in E/Cy to objects A in € and is defined similarly on arrows,
reflects coequalizers.

Proof. Suppose we have a commuting diagram
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B——C

==
\é/

h
c

such that

7
A;&B%C

is a coequalizer in £. Now suppose there exists an arrow = : X — Cy and another
arrow  : B — X such that the diagram

f
A ;; B—— X
x lb /
Co
commutes in €. In £ we get a unique map 0 : C' — X such that 8z = ¢ by the
universal property of the coequalizer:

)
T

!
A—=B—" > C

0

This implies that for any ¢ : b — z in £/Cy, there exists a unique 6 : ¢ — x such
that the diagram

/ h
a _——tb———c
g :
¢ b
X

commutes. It follows that U reflects coequalizers. O
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Notice that the proof above holds for reflexive coequalizers as well, since a section
for a reflexive pair in £/Cy is a section of the underlying reflexive pair in £. Next we
restate and prove Lemma 4.7 from [2]. It will be used in the proofs of Lemma 3.1.13
and Proposition 3.1.14 immediately after.

Lemma 3.1.12. In any category, if the top row and right column are reflexive co-

equalizers and the middle column is a reflexive parallel pair, then the diagonal is a
coequalizer.

h//

5//
Proof. Let x : B — X be any arrow in the category such that
ffx=gg'z.

We claim the following diagram commutes where the notation for the sections, s, is
suppressed:

f N h
A B > C
g
g/ f/ 9.._;';]// f//
B’ —h—’> C’
x h!
s6
~ \._L\ ~
X <o e (04

Pre-composing the common section of f and g gives
f/x — glx
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and induces the unique map 6 : C' — X such that
ho = fx =g
by the universal property of the coequalizer C'. Then
hqg"s0 = ¢'h's0 = ¢'shf = ¢'sg'v = ¢'x

and similarly

hf"s0 = f'x
which implies
hg"s0 = hf"s0.
By the universal property of the coequalizer C'; we have that
g"s0 = ["s0
which induces the unique map ~ : C” — X such that
h'y = s6.

Now we can also see that

Wh'y=h's0 =sh) =sf'lv=u

and it is unique by the universal property of the coequalizer C”. It follows that the
diagonal is a coequalizer and it is reflexive with the section given by composing the
common section of f/ and ¢’ and the common section of f and g.

We now apply Lemmas 3.1.11 and 3.1.12 to get the coequalizers we need to from the

internal category of fractions.

Lemma 3.1.13. The pullback

C[W_lh +Xs (C[W_l]l L) C[W_l]l

s also a coequalizer

p2
sb X, sb :Z; Spn X, spn ——4 % C[W—1; ,x, C[W1]
Py

m .
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Proof. Since (C, W) admits internal quotient graphs of fractions we know that the
object C[W™!]; is a reflexive coequalizer of py and p;. By Lemma 3.1.11, the diagrams

sb #; spn ——s C[W~1);

and

are coequalizers in £/Cy. These coequalizers are preserved by the left and right
product functors on £/Cy induced by the source and target maps for sb,spn, and
C[W ™ in £/Cy. This means the top row and right column in the following diagram
are reflexive coequalizers in £/C,

1><p0 1><q 1

. _
sb ,x,sb &=———=—= sb ,x,spn > sb ,x, C[W~1];

1xp1
p1x1|||pox1 p1X1|||pox1
-1
—>

spn ;X spn o spn ,x, C[W~1];

gx1

CIW—y <, CW—']

where we suppress the arrows into Cy given by the commuting pullback squares.
The middle row is a reflexive pair whose coequalizer, ¢ x 1, is just not drawn in the
diagram. Lemma 3.1.12 says the diagonal is a coequalizer in £/Cy:

p2
sb ,x, sb :Z§ Spn X, spn ——+— C[W~1Y; ,x, C[W~ 1],

p1
ot
ot ot

Co
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Let ¢ : spn ,xspn — C[W '], denote the coequalizer of p3 and p? in €. Notice the
following diagram commutes in £

p2
sb ,x, sb :Z; spn X, spn ——=— C[W 1],

P

Ppo
sb ¢ spn > CW—1,

P1

by the universal property of the coequalizer, C[W™1],, in €. The same universal
property induces the following unique map between the coequalizer and the pullback
in the following commuting diagram:

p2
sb X, sb :Z§ spn , X, spn 2 » C[W1,
b7 :
ot ot axq éﬁ.qXﬂF_lq
Co < CW=1h x, CW 1,

ot
More precisely, since ot coequalizes p? and p? above, the universal property of
C[W 1]y says there is a unique mot : C[W ™!, — Cy such that gmet = met. In
particular, because the forgetful functor £/Cy — £ preserves commuting triangles,

mot = (Toq X T1q) ot = Toqt

Now the diagram
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p2
sb ,x, sb :Z; Spn ;X , spn —— 4 C[W1; ,x, C[W~1];

Py

ot
ot

— \la

commutes in £ and induces the map « on the right by the universal property of the
coequalizer, mot : C[W™1]; ,x, C[W™!]; — Cy, in £/Cy. In particular we have that
g2 = (¢ X q)7y. Finally we can see

02(Moq X )y = (¢ X q)7 = ¢
and
Y(7oq X T1q)mot = YToqt = mot.
By the universal property of C[I¥ '], we have that
(T0q:m1q)Y = lew-1),

and by the universal property of the coequalizer, C[W '], ,x, C[W ]y, in £/Cy
Y(T0q,71q) = lew 111 %, ciw 1, -
It follows that

C[W_l]g = C[W_l]l X C[W_l]l.
U

Proposition 3.1.14. The paths of composable arrows of length n in C[W 1] given
by pullbacks
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C[W_l]l txs txs C[W_l]l

of n copies of CI[W =1y are coequalizers of the parallel pairs

Py
Sb X g X 8b T/ X spn X ... X spn
I3
for every n > 2.

Proof. This proof follows by induction on the length of path of composable arrows.
Use Lemma 3.1.13 as the base case. Assume the result holds for paths of length n.
Then the following diagram is a reflexive coequalizer,

p'ﬂ
sb" pEi spn” — S CIW Yy x, L. X, CIWY,
1

where sb” and spn™ are pullbacks defining paths of composable sailboats and spans
of length n respectively. On the right we have iterated pullbacks of n copies of
C[W ;. By Lemma 3.1.11, we can view these as reflexive coequalizers in Cy using
the induces source and target maps given by taking the left-most or right-most
pullback projections and applying the source or target maps on sb, spn, and C[W 1],
respectively. Since (C, W) is a candidate for internal fractions, the top row and right
column in the following diagram are reflexive coequalizers in £/C,,

1Xpo 1xq

sb ,x, sb" &=——= sb ,x,spn” y sb,x, C[W™1],
1xp1
p1X1||[pox1 p1x1|||pox1
n -1
—
spn ;X spn T spn ,x,C[W=],, >

gx1

~

CIW =1, CW 1,
and the middle column is a reflexive pair with common section ¢4 x1 : spn,x spn™ —

sb ,x spn”. By Lemma 3.1.12, the diagonal is a (reflexive) coequalizer. Similarly to
the proof of Lemma 3.1.13
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CW o ZCIW 1 CW T, Z CIW 1 X (CIW Ty % e ¢ CWTH)

and we can drop the brackets on the right-hand side because taking pullbacks is
associative up to canonical isomorphism. ]

3.2 Internal Fractions Axioms

Here we give an internal description of a weakened version of the axioms in [5] that
allow us to define a category of fractions. The conditions for the class of arrows, W,
which we intend to invert are weakened by not assuming that W contains identities
nor that it is closed under composition. Instead we assume that every object in
Cy is the target of some map in W, and that every composable pair in W can be
pre-composed by some arrow in C; to give a composite in W. The purpose of this,
as shown in [15], is to allow for a smaller class of arrows to be inverted when con-
structing the category of fractions. In particular, when applied to the Grothendieck
construction, this allows us to invert a canonical cleavage of the cartesian arrows in
the category of elements rather than all of the cartesian arrows. In Section 5.1 we
see how the canonical cleavage of the cartesian arrows is easier to describe internally
than all of the cartesian arrows.

These axioms generally sound like, ‘for any diagram of a certain shape, there
exist some filler arrows that make a larger diagram commute.” Internalizing these
statements in a category of spaces like Top becomes an issue because, while we
can form the objects representing such diagrams in Set and give them topologies,
picking out the arrows to fill in the larger diagrams can rarely be done globally and
continuously. For topological spaces one might work with effective descent covers to
witness local information on a space that, when it satisfies a certain gluing condi-
tion, can be pasted together to give global information. On that note we ask that our
category & has a class of effective epimorphisms, 7, that are stable under pullback
and composition. These allow us to witness the fractions axioms in C locally and
then construct global maps with them provided their coequalizer condition is satis-
fied. The coequalizer condition for these amounts to saying the structures we wish
to define, like composition of spans for example, are well-defined. Stability under
pullback and composition is required in order to witness multiple applications of the
Internal Fractions Axioms.

Definition 3.2.1. We say (£,J) is a candidate context for internal fractions if J
is a class of effective epimorphisms that are stable under pullback and composition.
We will refer to the elements of J as covers.
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With a candidate context for internal fractions, (£, ), and a candidate for internal
fractions, (C, W), we can state the Internal Fractions Axioms below and ask whether
(€,J) is a context for internal fractions for a given candidate for internal fractions,
(C, W), as defined in Definition 3.1.10.

Definition 3.2.2 (Internal Fractions Axioms). Let (£, J) be a candidate context for
internal fractions, as in Definition 3.2.1, and let (C, W) be a candidate for internal
fractions in &, as in Definition 3.1.10. We say (C, W) satisfies the internal (right)
fractions azioms or admits an internal category of fractions (with respect to w :
W — C,) if the following conditions hold.

In.Frc(1) The identity map 1¢, : Co — Cy, admits a lift along wt : W — C,.

W

- R
lwt

Coy == Cy

In.Frc(2) There exists a cover U —4— W ,x, W that admits a lift, w : U — W&,
along momig : Wo = W ;X s W.

Wo

5

w o lﬂoﬂm

U ﬁ) thstW

In.Frc(3) There exists a cover U —f— C; ,x,, W that admits a lift, § : U —
WD, along (7T07T1,7T17T1) : W[] — Cl + X wt w.

Wo
LT
9 l(ﬂ'oﬂ'lﬂnﬂj)
U ﬁ C X wt W

In.Frc(4) There exists a cover U —/— P, that admits a lift, § : U — P(C),
along m; : P(C) — P (C).
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~
5 lm

U s Pal©)

The lifts in the axioms above represent the existence of fillers for diagrams in C
represented by codomains of the covers. In order to prove our composition is well-
defined, associative, and satisfies the identity laws, we want to have a notion of base
change. The following lemma shows how this works with stability of covers under
pullback.

Lemma 3.2.3. Ifu : U - B is a cover that admits a lift along f : A — B, then for
any map g : X — B, there exists a cover, v’ : U -» X, such that the diagram

commutes in E.

Proof. Since covers are stable under pullback, taking the pullback of the cover w :
U - B along the map g : X — B gives a cover v’ : U’ -+ X. Then the desired lift
¢: U — A; is given by post-composing the pullback projection with the lift . This
is seen in the following commuting diagram:

O

Lemma 3.2.3 allows us to apply the axioms In.Frc(1) - In.Frc(4), in Definition 3.2.2
a little more broadly. To simplify notation in later proofs we will typically suppress
the pullbacks in Lemma 3.2.3 and just write v : U — X for the cover v/ : U' — X
with lift £.
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4 Defining the Internal Category of Fractions

In this section we define structure for an internal category of fractions, C[W~!], for
a pair (C,W) that admits an internal category in a context for internal fractions,
(€,J), as in Definitions 3.1.10 and 3.2.2. Before we begin we should mention that the
proofs in this section and Section 1.2, using axioms In.Frc(1) - In.Frc(4), can be
difficult to follow so we have labeled and colour coded diagrams in a particular way.
The diagrams labeled with capital letters, (A), (B), (C), ..., are representing diagrams
in C which contain the data of the usual proofs for the case £ = Set. The ‘cover
diagrams’ labeled with stars, (%), (xx), ..., describe the corresponding applications
of In.Frc(1) - In.Frc(4) whose covers and lifts allow us to witness the arrows
represented by the diagrams (A), (B),(C),.... Any reference to these diagrams or
equations should be interpreted ‘locally” within the scope of the proof in which the
reference occurs. We use covers to define the composition structure for the internal
category of fractions and we also use the fact that they are epimorphisms to show
other maps out of spn ;X spn are equal by showing the can be equalized by covers
or their composites with other epimorphisms (such as coequalizer maps).

The composition, source, target, and identity notation for internal categories
is being overloaded, as well as notation for pullback and product projections. We
have included colours in both kinds of diagrams mentioned above as well as the
corresponding equations for the maps in £ of the star-labeled cover diagrams. The
reference scope between these diagrams is contained within respective lemmas and
propositions so there should be no issue with re-using labeling and colour patterns for
diagrams in different lemma and proposition representing these two things similarly.

The object of objects is Cy, and the object of arrows is the coequalizer from
Lemma 3.1.13:

CW ™y = Cy, ( sb % spn —— C[W '], )

The source and target maps s, : C[W~!|; — C[W ']y are defined by the universal
property of C[WW™1]; as seen in Lemma 3.1.8:
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t
C, — C
N
T t

sb % spn ——s C[W 1),
W ——— G

To define the identity map, e : C[W ']y — C[W ™1, it helps to think about the
case when £ = Set for a moment. In this case, the identity for an object, a, in a
category of fractions is represented by any span with two of the same legs in W:

a<+&—b—&—a

By In.Frc(1), we have a section, «, of the target map wt : W — C, we can use to
define the identity structure map. Take the unique span o, = (o, aw) : Cy — spn
induced by a and aw and post-compose it with the coequalizer map to define the
identity map for C[W™1].

Cy —2= spn

| i

Now we will prove that this definition does not depend on the choice of section,
a:Co— W, of wt: W — C,.

Proposition 4.0.1. The identity map, e : CI[W ]y — C[W ], does not depend on
the section, o : Co — W.

Proof. Let a and [ be two sections of wt, and let

0o = (o, qw) , s = (B, fw)

be two spans Cy — spn. We will show that o,q = 03¢ by finding a cover, u : U — C,,
to witness a family of intermediate spans o,5 : U — spn for which

U0 = Oqpq = UTB].

Since w is an epimorphism, this will imply 0,q = 0q. Notice that a(wt) = 1¢, =
B(wt) so there is an induced pairing map (aw, #) : Cy — csp which is a section of
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both myt and mwt. By In.Frc(3), there exists a cover, u; : Uy — Cy, and a lift, 0,4
of u(aw, )Cy — csp, along the cospan projection, W — csp, in the bottom right
of the following diagram:

(mom1,mom2)
W, W o, W
/:\
Wap T(@afﬂroﬂo,ula)
Uty N A BN o (%)
7 7 Yo 7 7 0

Oap l(ocw,ﬂ)

Wog —— = csp

(momw,m171)

By definition of W, we have that
Oapmomowt = Oupmomis = uy(Qw, 5)mes = ujaws

inducing the map Uy — W ,x W in the diagram abovel. By In.Frc(2), there exists
a cover, ug : U — Uy, and a lift, was : U — W, to make the square in the upper
left of the diagram above commute. When £ = Set the process can be represented
by the following picture with labels of arrows corresponding to the arrows in the
diagram above that would be witnessing those below internally to C.

WaBTOTOTO

~

uobapmomo " upbapgmimo
©

L ot

T uaw uB

where, since covers are stable under composition, we let ©u = ugu; denote the com-
posite cover of uy and u;. Note that by definition of W (ie. the Ore condition)
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WapT = (WapToToTo, UpBapToToW, UQW)C
(wagﬂ'oﬂ'oﬂ'o, (uobapmomow, uaw)c)c
(wagﬂ'oﬂ'oﬂ'o, (uobapmomow, u09a5W0W1)0>C
(wagﬂ'oﬂ'oﬂ'o, (uobapmimo, u09a57r17rlw)c)c
(wagﬂ'oﬂ'oﬂ'o, (uobapmimo, uﬁmmw)c)c
= (WapToToT0, UobapmiTo, uBmImTIW)C.
So the outer span in Diagram (A) can be represented by the map, 0,5 : U — spn,
defined by the pairing map

0o = (WapT1, (WapTomomo, Uobapmimo, uBmmW)C)

whose right component is the composite
(wapmomom0, U0Oapg™1T0, UBTITIW)C X C3

-

OapT1

Cy
This composite represents the internal triple composition in C of the arrows repre-
sented on the right side of Diagram (A) above. Now let

U

fa = (WapTomoTo, UobapTomo)cC , g = (WapTomoTo, UobapmiTo)C

and notice the map ¢, : U — sb given by

Pa = (((,Uow ua), waﬁﬂ-l% uaw)

is well-defined by associativity of composition and the definitions above. Similarly
we can see

PYaPo = %1(7T07T07T1,7T1) = (ua,uaw)

= U,
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and

YaP1 = Pa(mom, (om0, T1)C)
= (wagm, (,ua,uozw)c)
= (0apT0, OapT1)

= O0qap-
On the other hand we have another map 3 : U — sb given by

ws = (((up, up), wasm), ubw)
for which

wapo = pa(momomy, 1) = (uf, ufw) = uog

and

wpp1 = pa(mom, (Tomomo, T1)C) = (waﬁﬂ-lv (Mﬁauﬁw)c) = (0apT0, 0apT) = Tap-

From here we can conclude that

UOaq = PaPoqd = PaP1d = Oapqd = PpP1q = PpP0q = U0B]
and since wu is epic
0aq = 05q.
O

We can immediately see the identity structure map, o.q : Co — C[W 1], is a section
of both the source and target maps:

0.qs = (o, aw)qs oaqt’ = (o, aw)qt
= (o, aw)$ = (a, aw)t
= (a, aw)mowt (a aw)mt
= wi

oawt
1

The composition structure map needs to be defined out of the following pullback,
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>C0

t

in order for C[W™!] to be an internal category. Since (C,W) is a candidate for
internal fractions, by Lemma 3.1.13, this pullback is also the coequalizer of the
parallel pair pZ, p? : sb ,x sb — spn ;X spn. When £ = Set we can see how p3 maps
a pair of composable sailboats

to the pair of composable spans along the bottom

. & . > . &
S 7 ° N

and how p? maps a pair of composable sailboats

to the pair of composable spans

EaVWaN

The first thing to do is to use the Internal Fractions Axioms to obtain a cover,
u : U — spn ,x, spn, of composable spans which witnesses the span composition
operation in the form of a map

~

~
—

N

~

U —>- spn .

When £ = Set, span composition for fractions is defined by applying the right Ore
condition followed by the weak-composition axiom to get a span whose left leg is in
W, as shown in the following figure.
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To internalize this we construct a diagram of covers below, starting with a map,
spn X, spn — csp, picking out a cospan whose right leg is in W from a pair of
composable spans and apply Int.Frc.(3) along with Lemma 3.2.3 to get the cover
uy : Uy — spn ;X spn that makes the bottom right square below commute. Next
consider the map which picks out the composable pair in W from the Ore-square
filler and the left leg of the first span in the original composable pair and apply
Int.Frc.(2) along with Lemma 3.2.3 to get the cover uy : U — Uy that makes the
top left square below commute.

W, (rom1 moz) > Woxe, W
w]\ T(Grrorro,umoﬂo)
U = A y Uy ———+ > Spn X, spn
lao Gl l(ﬁom,ﬂﬂro)
spn Wn > CSp

(mom1,m171)
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Since covers are stable under composition we can take u = upuy, : U — spn ;X spn
as our cover, and define o, : U — spn by the pairing map

0o = (wm, (wmomomo, UOm1T0, u7r17r1)c).

We claim the construction represented by o, is well-defined on equivalence classes in
the sense that for any two choices of fillers for the Ore-square and weak-composition
conditions above, there exists a sailboat relating them. Internally this is translated
as independence of the choice of filler-arrows in the lifts, # and o, and is proven in
Lemma 4.0.2 by finding a cover @ : U — ker(u) and two families of sailboats,

ch:U—>sb , cpr—)sb,

which witness commutativity of the square

keruy ——— U

ml laoq

U Tq> C[W_l]l
in £. The proof is rather long and technical but full of colourful pictures. The
cover u is an effective epimorphism so it is the coequalizer of its kernel pair and in

Lemma 4.0.3 we use this universal property to induce a composition map on spans

d :spn ,x,spn — C[W™1;

such that the square

U—>" 5 spn

1 I

SPIL (X, SPI. Cw—1,
commutes in &. Finally, in the proof of Proposition 4.0.4 we show how to find an even
finer cover 4 : U — sb,x  sb witnessing that the map ¢’ respects the sailboat relation.
More precisely, the proof of Proposition 4.0.4, shows how to construct sailboats
Vi U — sb

witnessing equivalences between the spans
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o U— spn
so that

7:LPOC/ = Tp00q = PoPoqd = Pop1q = ... = PaPo = TM100q = ﬂplc/-

Then since @ is an epimorphism, we can conlude that pod = pi;¢ and induce the
composition map, ¢ : C[IWW 1]y — C[W™!];. For the rest of this section we prove the
lemmas and propositions we required to define composition.

Lemma 4.0.2. There is a cover @ : U — ker(u), together with two maps

wo: U — sb , 1 : U — sb
, which witness that the composite 0.q coequalizes the kernel pair of w: U — spn X

spn. That is, the diagram

keru ——— U

”’l laoq

U Tq> C[Wﬁl] 1
commautes.

Proof.

We are essentially showing that any two choices of fillers above represent equiv-
alent spans. Classically this can be done with the data in the following sketch.

e Take two composites (pictured in and teal below) of a single pair of
composable spans

e Apply the right Ore condition (corresponding to In.Frc(3)) on the cospan
determined by the left legs of the composites

e Apply the zippering axiom (corresponding to In.Frc(4)) to the parallel pair
which, after post-composing with the left leg of the first span in the original
composable pair, gives the two sides of the commuting Ore-square

e Apply zippering (corresponding to In.Frc(4)) to the parallel pair which is
coequalized after post-composing with the left leg of the second span in the
original composable pair
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e Apply weak-composition (corresponding to In.Frc(2)) three times to obtain a
span whose left leg is in W.

|
P

To translate this internally to &, first note that the definition of o, implies myo, and
m10, have the same source.

T00oS = Toumymowt = mMumyTowt = 1068

Now take covers to witness the application of the axioms above in that order as fol-
lows. First take the Ore-square and zippering lifts given by In.Frc(3) and In.Frc(4)
respectively:

P(C) —= Pe(C)
o] .
Us “ /s U, i /s U, % f— keru ’ ()
&i lél (d l( TOW,T10670)
PC) o Pu(C)  WE e

(mom1,m171)
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and then take the weak-composition lifts.

TOT12 TOT12
E—
W, 212 W x W W, Wx, W
@oT Two UBZT w2
U2t U, —— y Uy —2— > U (%)
5)1l lwl

1 7
Wy ——— W

TOT12 wt S ws

[e)

w

The first vertical map representing cospans with right legs in W, seen on the right-
hand side of Diagram (x), is witnessing the following cospan of Diagram (A).

Axiom In.Frc(3) along with Lemma 3.2.3 then give the cover and lift

U, ﬁ%’% ker u
|
Wn

that make the bottom right square in Diagram (x) commute. The map dy is induced
by a map, o, : U — P(C) ,x,, W, which can be found by expanding both sides of
the commuting Ore square equation

(éﬂ'oﬂ'ou), s WOM)C:((‘}THWO, UsT10oTOW)C

U4 ? (Cl

The arrows involved in this calculation are pictured:
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SN

On the bottom we have

(éﬂowow, Us 700 ToW ) C

:( ToToW, ’17/571)w'7T1U)>C
= (émﬂrow, U7 (wmomy, WremwW, LU7T07T2’UJ)C)C (1)
= (é?‘(‘o?‘(‘ow, Usmo(wmemo, wolmemew, 'u,m)m)u')c)c

= ((é?‘(‘o?‘(‘ow, Us oW T, UsTotolTemow)c, ag,m)zmom)zv)c
and on the top we have
(9~7r17ro, UsTT1TTW)C
= (éﬂ'lﬂ'o’w, Us T W W) C
(éﬂlwow, U5 (WTeTy, WM W, ’w‘ﬂ'o’ﬂ'g’w)c)c (2)
= (émﬁow, s (wmomo, upfmemow, 'll’/'T[)’/T(JlL')C)C
((éwlﬂow, UsT W, UsT UgHTemew)C, 1'2571‘11/7('07('011,')0.

Since mou = mu : ker u — spn X spn by definition of ker u, we have the equality

U UBTOUTQTOW="1U5TT] UTQTOW
4

)(Cl

between the final components in the bottom lines of calculations (1) and (2) which
says there is an arrow in W coequalizing a parallel pair in C. This determines a
unique map, oy : Uy — P(C) ,x,, W, by the fact that

domom = (Ommow, Usmiwmemo, Usmiugbmemew)ce,
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Shmomo = (Amemow, s mowmomo, s ToToW)C,
and
567T1 = UsTUTT0;
and that the equality
0o (momo, mw)e = O (o, TW)C
holds. The map &) uniquely determines the map dy : Us — P,,(C) for which the
equalizer diagram
(momo,m1w)c

Poy(C) —=— P(C) X, W —= C4

ws
A~ (mom1,mw)e

5o
. %
Us

commutes in £. By In.Frc(4) and Lemma 3.2.3 the cover and lift

from Diagram () exist. Similarly, the map d; is induced by a map 6] : P(C) ¥, W

For readability purposes, let @;,; = @;t;41...0; for 0 < ¢ < j < 5 with @ = 1g,5. Apply-
ing the zippering axiom and Ore conditions as we did above gives another equation,
from the definitions of P and W, which internally expresses the commutativity in
the following picture:

|
PN

(©)
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S;?T()Leqﬂ'o, 1~L497T07T0’LU, '&4;5 ToTo, 1~L4;5 7T17T0)C U45u(111/11u(; v)c

@:?’ N

07T0leqT0, ’&497’(’07’(’0111 '&4-5 o070, (’&4;5 1T, U45u(; LT 700 ' C)C
)Wobeq%, u4€7r07r0w Uyys ToTo, (U4;5 ToToW, U457T0U7T07T1 )C

)ﬂ-Ol/eqﬂ-Ov u4€7r07r0w, Ug;5 ToTo, U4ss 7T07T0w)0 Uy5TOUTOTL) C

o
( 07TT0legT0, ’U/4Q7T17T0, Uy;5ToW T T, U4-57TOU097T07TOU))C U4-57T0U7T07T1)C
J

I
AAA/—\/—\A/\

07TT0legT0, ’U/4Q7T17T0, U4 ;5T W, (U4 57T1U097T07TOU) U4 57T0U7T07T1>C)C
00T0leqT0, U497T17T0, U4 ;5T WTTTo, (U4 57171@97’(‘17’(‘0, U4 5770 17&"(;117)0)6

((§ ToleqT0, ’&4971’17'('0, 1~L4;57T1W7T07T0, ’&4;57(171/097'('171'0)6, 1~L4;57T()IL7T17T(;'ZI,'>C

The first and last lines in equation (3) correspond to the concatenations of the ‘inside’

paths in Diagram (C). They imply the existence of a map, &} : Us — P(C) ,x,. W,
uniquely determined by the projections

ws

/ N ) ~ ~

01T = (OoToLeqTo, UslToMoW, Tays oW T, Usys T1To)C,
5 = (4, i) lg.5 71 i 0

1T = (<(17T0Leq7To, UAUT1 Ty, Ug;5TWTQTT, U4:57T1UQ 7T17T0)C>

, ~
011 = Ug5ToUT TYW

for which

81 (momo, mw)e = &1 (momy, Tw)c

represents the inner cyan-colored arrow in Diagram C. The map ¢ induces the unique
map ¢; that makes the following equalizer diagram

Leg (momo,m1w)c
Pey(C) »—— P(C) ;x,,, W (:); Cy
A T, T1W)C
61
; ;
Us
commute in £. By In.Frc(4) the cover lift

02%03
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in Diagram (x) to make the bottom left square commute. The covers and lifts

W, W,
y
> Uy

@()T

Ul/

[ 2 nd

h
I
o
\\

> U()
W,
in Diagram (xx) are given by In.Frc(2) and Lemma 3.2.3. It suffices to define

wi U = W i Xws W, in Diagram (xx) that pick out composable pairs in W. The
relevant representative diagram in C to keep in mind is:

. T N
(D)

The maps w; : U; — WX, are defined in sequence as follows. First, the pair
of arrows obtained from the two diagram-extension conditions (colored in cyan in
Diagram (D)) are composable by definition of P(C):

(,gmoeeqwowt = (§17T0Leq7T17T08 Def. W ,x, P(C)
= (§17T1ch7T07T08 Def. P(C)
= U301LeqMoT0S Def. o,
= U30y TS Def. §;
= 2~L3(§()7TOLeq71'0$ Def. &}
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This uniquely determines the map

nd UJ2:(<517TOLeq7r07123(5()71'0Leq7r0)\

U2 7 W’thwSW

which gives the lift @, : U; — W, in Diagram (+%). The composite (in W) witnessed
by @y can be composed with the arrow in W (colored olive in Diagram (D) ) that
filled the Ore square because

d}gmwt = @27T07T127T1wt Def. WO
= 'lNLQCUQﬂ'l’LUt Def. (;}2
= a2;3(§('J7TOLeq7T0wt Def. wq
= 9300 T0leq M1 T0S Def. W ,,x, P(C)
= 112;35()%1@%07?05 Def. P(C)
= ’&2;4(50ch7'('071'08 Def.
= '&2;4(5671’071’05 Def. 50
= dg4Omymows Def. &,

and it induces the pairing map

~ w1=(D2m1,fi2;40m0m0)

Us

> WX ws W

This gives the cover @y : Uy — U)1 and lift &y : Uy — W, in Diagram (x+). Finally,
the composite witnessed by w; can be composed with the left leg of the original span

(colored in orange in Diagram D and) witnessed by ;.5 : Uy — spn because
W mwt = W mmemwt Def. W,
= ﬁlwlmwt Def. (:)1
= a1;4é7T07T0wt Def. Ql
= 121.5 Tows Def. 0.

This gives the unique pairing map

~ wo=(@171,71;5 m0)

UQ > W

X, W

wt ™ ws
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which induces the cover ug : U — Uy and lift & : U — W, in Diagram (x%). Now let

- w=(Womomo, UoW1TOm0,H0;1W2TIW)C

U >(Cl

witness the composite(s) of the three vertical violet-colored arrows and the two hor-
izontal cyan-colored arrows in Diagram (D):

By zippering we get commutativity of the following piece of Diagram (A)

l
N

Internally we can use associativity of composition, definitions of the pairing maps
involved, and the definition of P(C) to write this commutativity by the equation:

(w, ﬁo;4éﬂ'07’(’ow, U 7T1)C: (w, ﬁ0;49~71'17'('0, 1~L7F10'O7T1)C. (4)

or the commuting diagram
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(w, ﬁo;4()7r17r0, UT106T1)

U 7 Cg
(w, ﬂo;4(77ro7row, o ﬂ-l)‘/ [
C > (Cl

For readability we define p¢ and g1 by composition in C

(w, o, 4()7r07r0w (w, o, 4()7r17r0w

\\

to internally represent the composites in the following piece of Diagram (A):

\ N A
/ :

Note that equation (4) above gives two descriptions of the right leg of an intermediate
span og; : U — spn given by the pairing

oo1 = (Wom1, 00171),

where the right-hand component can be rewritten as either one of the terms in the
following equation:

(/Lo,ﬂ 7T1)C = 00171 = (/111,’1171'10'071'1)0
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The different representations of the right leg of this intermediate span can be seen
by the two paths in Diagram (A) given by combining Diagrams (C) and (E). Now
by expanding internal composition in terms of pairing maps; by associativity of
composition in C; and by the definitions of W,, P(C), and W5 we can represent the
left leg of the intermediate span oy, by:

(,U(),’a 71'0)0:(:}071'1 = (,ul,ﬁﬂ]()'oﬂ'o)c.

Note that the sources of the composites (in C) in the previous two equations are the
sources of the maps fug, 41 : U — C,, which have a common source in ws : U — C.
We can now give well-defined explicit descriptions of the two sailboats, U — sb, using
the universal property of sb. The first sailboat represents picking out the following
piece of Diagram (A):

This is determined uniquely by the components in the pairing map:

wo = (((pto, @ro.mo), Wommy), Wrpo.m).
By definition of ¢, we can compute

wopo = po(memom, M) = (U To, U m) =1

and additionally with the definition of oy; we can see
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wop1 = po(momy, (MomoTo, 1 )C)
= (d;mrl, (120, fm“mm)c)
= (@07T17 0017T1)

= 0o1-

The second sailboat represents picking out the following piece of Diagram (A):

This one is uniquely determined by the pairing map:

$1 = (((Hl, 17J7T1007T0), @om), ﬂmo’om).

By definition of ¢, we get

PY1Po = <P1(7T07T07T177T1)
= (Um o,mg, UT106TT)

= Um o,
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and by definition of ¢

Yop1 = 900(7T07T1, (7T07T07T0, 7T1)C)
= (@om1, (po, Groo.m)c)
= (Qom1, 0o171)

= 0o1-

Putting the previous few computations together we can see

un0.q = Popoq Det. ¢o
= $YopP19 Def. ¢
= 0014 Def. g
= Y1P1q Def. ¢,
= ¥1Poq Def. ¢
= UT10.q Def. ¢,

and since u is epic:
T00oq = M106q

That is, the diagram

keru ———— U

ml laoq

U Tq> C[Wﬁl]l
commutes. O
Lemma 4.0.3. There exists a unique ‘composition on representatives’ map ¢ :

spn X, spn — C[W ™ such that the diagram

U —+— spn X, spn

Oo éc’
~

spn ——» C[W 1],
commutes in E.

Proof. This follows by the universal property of u being the coequalizer of its kernel
pair and Lemma 4.0.2 showing that o,q : spn ,x, spn — C[W™!]; also coequalizes
the kernel pair of u. O
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Having defined composition on representative spans by a map ¢ :

spn X, spn —

C[W™!];, the next thing to do is to check it is well-defined. This is translated

internally by the following proposition.

Proposition 4.0.4. The composition operation on spans,
d :spn <, spn — C[W™,

is well-defined on equivalence classes in the sense that the square

b b pi
sb X, sb ———— spn X, spn

Spn X spn ———> Cw—1;

commutes in E.

Proof. By Lemma 4.0.5

aped = popoq = papoq = Upic

and since 4 is epic

24 9y
PoC = PiC

O

A direct consequence of Proposition 4.0.4 is it induces a unique composition map

c: C[W=1y — C[W~1; such that the diagram

spn X, spn —es C[W 1],

e
c <

Cw~1,

commutes in &, by the universal property of the coequalizer C[IW~!],. Lemma 4.0.5
is doing all the heavy lifting for showing that ¢’ is well-defined and subsequently
defining the composition map ¢ : C[W ™1y — C[W~!];. We now prove this lengthy

and technical lemma.

Lemma 4.0.5. There ezists a cover U — sb X b, and four families of sailboats,

Vi U — sb for 0 <11 < 3, such that the diagram
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Py

sb? :; spn?

N

U:;U

ol ™ e

sb —=— spn ——» C[W ]

commutes in the sense that
Popoq = foooq = Toud = apgc,
Papoq = F100q = Trud = apid,
and the sailboats glue together along comparison spans
PYoPoqd = PoP14 = $1P14 = P1Poqd = ¥2Poqd = P2P14 = P3P14d = P3Pog-

Proof. The main idea is to use the explicit definition

0o = (u)m, (wmemomo, Um0, u7r17rl)c)

and post-compose it with the maps p3 and p? to get two different spans. To show these
two spans are equivalent we construct a comparison span from the data involved in
each of their constructions and show they’re both equivalent to the comparison span.
Each of these equivalences in turn requires constructing an additional comparison
span and a witnessing sailboat. This accounts for the four sailboats.

To do this we need a common domain for the covers so take pullbacks of u : U —
spn ;X spn along p2 and p? to get two covers of sb ,x sb

_ - - _
UO y U < Uy

3 {: " )

sb ,x, sb 7 spn ;X . spn <p—2 sb ,x, sb
0 1

\% g (2)
ﬁL)

X

Now take a refinement

Qﬁ(—Qﬁ
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by taking a pullback of uy and u; to get a cover of the pairs of composable sailboats.
Note that
ﬂpg = 7T07T0p(2) = MyT1U

projects out the composable spans represented by

. & . > . &
S 7 ° S

~
—

while
_ 9 2
up] = mmeP] = TITU

projects out the composable spans represented by

AR

From this point the usual set-theoretic proof can be translated into a chain of covers
and lifts. The outline is that for any pair of composable sailboats,

e

the composites of the spans represented by upg and up? are equivalent to the com-
posite of a comparison pair of composable spans,

5 .
7

The following figure shows the construction of three different composites being con-
structed.
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>
ars

A
4
~

To internalize this we define the maps that pick out each of the three spans and their

composites by finding a corresponding cover U % U . Two of the spans can be
given in terms of the composition, o,, on the cover U but the comparison span needs
a finer covering to witness applying the Ore and weak composition conditions to
arrows from both of the first two spans. Denote the comparison pair of composable
spans by 7 and define it by the universal property in the following pullback diagram.

2
& / u N p1
U i » sb ,x,sb ———— spn ;X spn
e
~ T
u T
~ '-.,) ~
T 3
sb ,x sb pn X, spn —————— spn (3)
P% TroJ/ s
spn ;X spn —- > spn - > Co

The following diagram of covers shows how the intermediate span is constructed by
a similar span-composition construction for 7. Note there is another way to do this
by taking a pullback of the pairing map (mopo, m1p1) : sb ,x, sb — spn,x, along
u : U — spn X, spn and a refinement with the previous refinement of covers of
spn , X, spn above, and then using the span composition o, : U — spn to obtain
the intermediate span o, in Diagram (%) below. Both approaches lead to the same
result.
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(mom1,mom2)

W, > W oxe, W
W"fT T(G«, T00,U1YTOT0)

U o // > U() “ / > U (*)
Gﬂi ) o1 Q”J, l(vﬂom YTLT0)

spn Wo —— Gy}, W

(momy,m171)

The left and right curved arrows, and oy, into spn in the bottom left corner are
defined by applying the composite of spans, o,, to the composable spans given by
applying pg and p? to the pair of composable sailboats. Since o is only defined on U
we need to pass through the appropriate cover. The colours in the previous diagram
and following equations indicate which of the three different span compositions in
Figure (A) the arrows in the following equations are witnessing.

and

01 = UM M0,

(6)

= Umm (wm, (wmm;u,of)mﬂoﬁumm)c).
The arrow into spn on the bottom left side of the cover diagram is the universal map
~/ ~ o2
o, = (wym,(wyﬂoﬂo,u 977r17r0,uup17r17rl)c).

The data necessary to construct witnessing sailboats for the equivalences between the
pairs of spans o, o1, and o, can be obtained by applying the Ore condition, followed
by the diagram-extension twice, and then weak composition three times. Internally
this corresponds to a chain of six covers and lifts. All of this is color-coded below
using olive and brown for the Ore condition and cyan and violet for the zippering and
weak composition step(s) that follow. Note that in both cases the first zippering is
done to parallel pairs of composites that can be post-composed by the left leg of the
bottom left span. The second zipper is done to parallel pairs of composites that can
be post-composed with the left leg of the bottom right span in the pair of composale
sailboats. Weak composition is then applied three times in to get comparison spans,
00~ and oy, whose left legs are in W.
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Internally this is given by finding a cover U % U that witnesses application of
the Ore condition, zippering, and weak composition in that order. The first three
covers, s, Uy, and ug, witness the Ore condition being to each of the two cospans

and the two applications of zippering that follow from each Ore-square.

P(C) — ™ Pyy(C)

5A1w5x(, )\lw)\“

~ 7 ~ 7 2 i ~
O~ 4 0, -y 0, [ ()
Eplu(i,)l) p1| | PO 0y u&m (o1 mow,o~ m.)u(mmuur,m, 0)
—_— S EEE— X
P(C) T ch((C) Wo (mom1,m171) (Cl 7wt w
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The covers, s, U, and g, witness three applications of weak composition in each
case as seen in the following continued sequence of covers:

(mom1,mo72) (mom1,mom2)

W, W x¢c, W W, W xe, W
w1,0 | | wo,0 wy wa‘(’m wL?ww“-i wi,zw‘d().z
. ) 2 U1 2 P 3
U // U // > UQ // > U3
\u 0,1 W/1,1uw(/u
sh W, ——— Woxe, W

7r07r1,7r07rz)

(% * %)

The diagrams above will allow us to extract four sailboats that relate the three spans

above through two new intermediate spans, o, and oy ,. All of these will be defined

after we justify the maps in Diagrams (xx) and (x * x) above. The maps, \; and )\

are induced by maps A, and \] which pick out two parallel pairs of arrows in C along

with a post-composable arrow in W that coequalizes them (in C). The following
figure serves as a guide to defining these.

7N

as o\ .
7

The explicit definitions are obtained using the universal property of the equalizer
P.y(C). This is done similarly as in Lemma 4.0.2, by specifying two maps (on the
left below) that also equalize the parallel pair on the right below.
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A (momo,m1w)e

U5ﬁP(C)XCOW:;C1

A (mom1,m1w)c

The maps )\, and \| are uniquely determined in a similar fashion to ¢;, in Lemma 4.0.2,
namely by descending through the covers above and expanding both sides of the Ore-
square equations witnessed. The calculations are lengthy and technical and can be
found in Lemma B.1.1 of Section B.1. The proof shows that the map )| is uniquely
determined by the projections

! ~ o~ 2
)\071'1 = UsUTTTTPy 00
!/ A~ A~
Nymomo = (6, momow , Usll Tomo 5 Usl TToW)C

/ ~ A~
Nymomy = (0, mmow , Uswmomo , Usl' O, Tomow)c
and that the equalizer diagram

(momo,m1w)c

Le
Py ———— P(C) ;X s 1
(mom1,miw)e
/\(W
. Ao
Us

commutes in £. The map A}, inducing A; in Diagram (%), such that the equalizer

diagram

(momo,m1w)c

w
(mom1,m1w)c
AlT
. M

commutes in £ can be derived by a similar computation to the one in Lemma B.1.1
in the appendix where one replaces ¢, with ¢, and factors through the cover U;
instead of Uy to access the arrows used to construct the span o;. The map )\, is
uniquely determined by the following maps Uy — Cy:

/ ~ ~ 2
)\171'1 = U5U7T07T0p07T07T0,
)\/177'071'0 = (Hﬂﬂ'(ﬂ'{'ow s 1?65’17/71'171'1(,&177'077'0 s 1?65’1171'171'11[097’(’071’0’11] y ’115111277'071'077'071'0)0,

Nimomy = (0, mmow , Gsw,momo , Usll' 6 momow)e
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Applying In.Frc(4) along with Lemma 3.2.3 twice gives two covers and two lifts,
one for each of \j and \;. Since covers are stable under pullback and composition
we can take a common refinement by pulling one cover back along the other and get
the cover and two lifts

P(C)
5)\1w‘51\n
U4 a%;) Ug,

in Diagram (xx).

The violet and cyan arrows in the figure below are witnessed by post-composing
the maps, ¢,, and 0,,, with the projection 7y : P — P.,(C). There are two pairs
of parallel composites that begin at each of these arrows whose codomain is that
of the vertical arrow in the second of the composable sailboats. These pairs are
determined by the legs of the brown and olive spans respectively. As a consequence
of commutativity of the teal and purple Ore squares along with the previous diagram
extension, both parallel pairs are respectively coequalized after post-composing with
the left leg of the bottom span in the second of the composable sailboats. The parallel
pairs py and p; can be seen beginning at each e and ending at B in the following
figure with their common coequalizing arrow in W having domain B:
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¢
N
bl
|~

Let 4;,; = @ty1...u; for 0 < ¢ < 7 < 5 to make composition of covers a bit easier
to read, where @ = ;5. Internally, we use Figure (C) as a blueprint for defining the
maps /), 0, : Uy = Puy(C) in termds of parallel pair of arrows in C, Uy — P(C),
which are coequalized (in C) by an arrow Uy — W:

“ Ph (momo,miw)c
Uy =2 P(C) xc, W ——= C4
Po

(mom1,m1w)c

completely determined by the following maps:

/ ~ ~— 2
PoT1 = Ug;5UUPGTT1 T,
/ N ~ A ~ ~ o~
LPoT0oTo = (()/\“ﬂ'oLeqﬂ'()’w, UgW~, T1TT0, Ug;5WA T TT0, Ug;5U 9771'171'0, U4;5UU7T17T07T07T0)C,
/ Y ~ ~ o~ ~ o~
PoToT1 = (()/\[lﬁobeqﬂ'o’w, Ug~, T, U4;5U ToTo, U4;5U 7T17T0)C
Another lengthy but straight forward computation that comes down to the definition

of 0),teq : Us — Peg(C) and the Ore-square can be found in Lemma B.1.2 of the
appendix and shows that
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/ / / /
(Phmomo, pomi)e = (pymoT, Pom1)cC

implying the equalizer diagram

(momo,m1w)c

PC(]((C) >Lc—q> P((C) t X ws 1

N (mom1,m1w)c
PO
/
- Po

Us

commutes in £. The map inducing p; is a map g, : U” — P..,(C) similarly defined
but replacing 0,, with d,, and 0., with ¢, . It is uniquely determined by

)

/ ~ ~— 2
P11 = Ug;5UUPHT1 T,

P1omo = (0, TolegMoW, Ug-, T1 0,

~ A~ ~/ A~ ~_
U500~ T, Ug5U 0T, U4;5UU7T17T07T07T0)07

/ ~
P11 = (Ox, TolegTow, Usll, moTo,

’&4;5'&7(17(1(,071'071'0, 1AL4;51~L7T17T1 1,1,0971'17'('0, ﬁ4;5ﬁﬂ7T17T07T07T0)C

and a similar lengthy but straightforward computation found in Lemma B.1.3 of the
appendix shows that

(Pimomo, Py )e = (phmom, pimi)e.

(momo,m1w)c

Poy(C) —=— P(C) ;X e W (:); C,

p1
p1

Us
Applying In.Frc(4) along with Lemma 3.2.3 twice gives two covers and two lifts,

one for each of p, and p;. A common refinement given by pulling one cover back
along the other gives the cover and two lifts
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03 aﬁ:&;} U4
501&‘%1
P(C)

in Diagram (%%). It remains to define the ‘weakly-composable maps’ being picked
out by wj; for i = 0,1 and j = 0,1,2 in Diagram (xx*). First we have maps
Us = W wtXws W given by

Wy = (8 30 ) ) 30 )
Woo = (< poT0leqT0, U30N,TT0LeqT0 Wi 9 = (Op1 TToleqT0, U30X; TT0legT0

and by applying In.Frc(2) and Lemma 3.2.3 twice and taking a common refinement
of covers we get the cover and lift

W
szwwu?’
Uy 2/ Uy

in Diagram (x ). Next we have maps Uy — W ,x,,, W given by

o — (/) 7
“o,1 — (“‘4)-277-17'&2;497()7?07?0)
— ) Nl ? 9
= ((wo.2momo, G »C)C, Tigal-, Tomo)
= ((Ldo‘gﬂ'(]ﬂ'o, ’LLQ()/)”T('()LeqTF(), ’U/2;3()/\“7TOLeqﬂ'0>0, ’U/2;4H5’”7T07T0)
and
/ A
wl,l = (UJ1727T1, u2;4H“ 1 71-071-0)
— ( ~ o o0
= (w1,27T07To,U2UJ1,2C)Ca Uig;a0)-, o)

= ((OJ1,27T07T0, U25p1 ToleqT0, U2;35A1 7ToLquo)C, U2;49< | 7T07T0)

that, by applying In.Frc(2) and Lemma 3.2.3 twice and taking a common refinement
of covers, gives the cover and lifts

A ,&1 A
U1 ﬁL) U2
wl‘,luw(u

Wo
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in Diagram (x ). Finally, we have maps U; — W ,x,, W given by

and

Wi,o = (w1171, U1;501 )
== ((wl,moﬁo,ﬂlwi’lc)c, ’&1;50'177'0)

= ((w1,17T07T0, Uyw1 2T, U1320 5, ToLeqT0, U1:30, ToleqTo, Ut;40-, ToTo)C,

U

1;5017T0)

that, by applying In.Frc(2) and Lemma 3.2.3 twice and taking a common refinement
of covers, gives the cover and lifts

W

wLowwu.o
TN
in Diagram (x % ). The object U witnesses five spans, U — spn related by four
sailboats, U — sb, via the covers, 4g,; : U — Uj41, and lifts in Diagrams (x), (%),
and (% *«), and the covers and projections in Diagrams (1) and 2). The original

three spans 4o, 4o, and 4o, are immediate; and two intermediate spans, oy, and
01,, defined in technical Lemmas B.1.4 and B.1.5 in Section B.1 of the appendix.

Lemma B.1.6 in the same section shows that the sailboat ¢y : U — sb, defined by
the pairing map

~

Yo = (((,Um woom), wWoom), U 771)

is well-defined, where
Ho = (UJ(h UQ;497()7T07T0)C.
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The same lemma shows that ¢ : U — sb relates the spans wog, g, : U — spn in
the sense that

©opo = Polmomom1, 1) wop1 = @o(momy, (MomoTo, M1 )C)
= (uoymg, Woom)C = (wo,0m1, 00.471)
=1 = 00,;
and so
UWo0q = PoPoqd = PoP1q = 00.-4- (7)

Lemma B.1.7 of Section B.1 in the appendix similarly shows that the sailboat, ¢ :
U — sb, defined by

Yo,y = (((MO,’W ﬂUf)/?To), W(’).(Jﬂl)a TA/JOZ)/?H)
where
toy = (wo, Toul,mmo)c

is well-defined and relates o, to oy - in the sense that
PoyPo = UT ©oyP1 = 00,7
This implies
T0+q = PoAP1d = Po4Doq = 10~ (8)

By Lemma B.1.8, the sailboat, ¢ : U — sb, defined by

Y1 = (((:U’lv oy mo), wiom), 11017T1)

where
H1 = (w1,ﬂ0;4? Moo )C
is well-defined and relates the spans 0,0 : U— spn in the sense that

©Y1Po = U0 P1P1 = 014
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This implies

Uo1q = Q1poq = P1P1q = 01,4

By Lemma B.1.9, the sailboat, ¢, : U— sb, defined by

p1y = (19, @0ym0), wiom), 4o,m)

where

M1~y = (wb ﬂ0;49~‘7T17T0)C

relates the spans 0., 01, : U— spn in the sense that

P14P0 = UT~ P14P1 = 01 -

It follows that

0179 = P1,74 = P1,4P0q = 0+q.

Equations (7), (8), (9), and (10) imply

uo0q = Popoq
= ¥opP19q
= 004
= PoyP19
= ¥o,~Poq
= U0.q
= P1,yP0q
= Y14P19
= 0144
= ¥1P14q

= ¥1Poq
= ﬁ()']q.
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By the definitions of ¢’ : spn? — C[W™!]; in Lemma (4.0.2) and the spans o,
U — spn in (5)and (6) above along with commutativity of Diagrams (1), (2), (3),
and (x) we can see

where @i : U — sb X sb is a cover because covers are closed under composition.
The result follows by renaming the ¢; : U — sb for 0 < 4 < 3 to match with
©0, P0~, P14 and 1 (in that order). The cover 4 : U — sb ,x, sb in the statement
of the Lemma corresponds to the composite wuu mentioned above and constructed
in the proof. O

4.1 Associativity and Identity Laws

This section consists of technical proofs of associativity and identity laws for com-
position that are required to see that C[W~!], as defined in Section 4, is an internal
category in £.

4.1.1 Associativity

The proof for associativity of composition in the internal category of fractions is
rather involving so we have given it its own subsection. Before we prove associativity
we give a remark about induced projection maps for the quotient objects of the
reflexive graphs of fractions and prove a Lemma to give explicit descriptions of the
two possible compositions

Ixcex1:CW)s = CW1;,
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in terms of the representative composition, ¢ : spn — C[W ~1];, and the first quotient
map ¢ : spn — C[W~!];. We use these to differentiate between which maps are being
composed first for a triple composite in C[IW '] and then prove that they are equal
using the universal property of the coequalizer C[W~!]s.

Remark 4.1.1. By definition, the canonical pullback projections commute with the
coequalizer diagram maps:

k

p
sh¥ == spnt —% C[W 1),

P
Tig,... ijl lﬂ'io ..... ij lﬂio ,,,,, ij -
£

P,
sh! —= spn’ —— CIW~',

pl

Before we can prove associativity we need to define the maps that show up in the
statement. We use Proposition 3.1.14 and the universal property of the coequalizer
to do this.

Lemma 4.1.2. Let ¢ x 1 = (mp1¢,m2) and 1 X ¢ = (mp, m2¢) denote the pairing maps
(C[W_l]3 — C[W_l]g, and let

qx ¢ = (moq,mac) and ¢ xq= (701 ;m2q).

The diagram

spn
gxc l% c'xq
C[W_l]g P C[W—I]S ,,,,,,,,,,, N (C[W—l]2

commutes i &.

Proof. On the right we have

%(C X 1) = (Q37T0107 Q37T2) = (7T01Q2C, 7T2Q) = (7T01C/,7T2Q) = x q

and on the left we have

¢3(1 x ¢) = (gm0, gsm2¢) = (Toq, T12¢2C) = (qu,ﬂmcl) =qgxc.
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Now we can state and prove the associativity law. This proof is long and technical
but follows a similar pattern to the proofs in Section 4. Recall that diagrams labeled
with capital letters are guides for the usual proofs when & = Set and represent
diagrams in the internal category C, with diagrams labeled with stars giving the
internal translation involving covers and lifts from the Internal Fractions Axioms.

Proposition 4.1.3. The diagram

CW1); =L W1,

xe| 7 Ik

CW'y —— C[W™';

commutes i &.

Proof. The plan is to show there exists a cover U— spn® with two sailboats, ¢; :
U — sb, with a common sail-projection, pop; = p1p1, so that

gz (1 X c)c = popoq = pop1q = P1p1q = P1pogq = tgs(c x 1)c.

The result then follows from the fact that @ and g3 are epic. First we find rep-
resentative spans for the equivalence classes of spans being picked out by (¢ x 1)c
and (1 x ¢)c, then we build a comparison span and two sailboats witnessing their
equivalence.

Begin by taking pullbacks of the projections, 71, 72 : spn® — spn?, along the cover,
u: U — spn?, that witnesses the span composition construction

3 3
spn 7"—01> spn T spn

and since the outer squares are pullbacks, as seen in [8] we also have

o o1 m12 =
U() y U < Uq

S 2

3 2 3
spn 7r—01> spn T spn
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and then taking a common refinement
~7r1
™0 \x
U(] ﬁ S

This induces two maps, 0. x 1 and 1 x 0., U — spn? defined by

!

VRN

1
U1
pn®

Oe X 1 = (moTo100,Ume)  and 1 X 0. = (Umg, mT120¢).

Taking pullbacks of these induced maps along the composites that make up u : U —
spn? once again gives

U—— Spn2 «— U
oex1 1xoc

and taking a common refinement of the covers on the left and right
U L) U 1

o N o, (5)
LT

gives a cover 4 = ui : U — spn® that witnesses representatives for the two ways to
compose a composable triple of spans. Let

oo:U —spn and o, :U — spn
be defined by

09 = ToT010¢ and 01 = T{T120¢-

To see oy represents the equivalence class of tgz(c x 1)e : U — C[W™!]; we use
the left squares in the diagrams and definitions above along with the definitions of
d :spn? — C[W™!]; and ¢: C[W~!], — C[W~!]; to compute
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009 = ToT010cq
= myToruc
= motip(oe X 1)
= motp(o. X 1)gc
= Tollo(ToT10c, UTa)qC
= Tolo(ToM010q, UT2q)C
= Tolo(ToTo1uc , Umaq)c
= Tolo(ToloTo1C, UTaq)cC
= Toto(TotioTo1 ¢, UTaq)c
= u(umgyc, Umaq)c
= wi(mic, maq)c
=a(c x q)c

= ags(c x 1)c.

A similar computation using the right squares in the diagrams above shows the spans
o1 : U — spn represent
019 = ugs(1l x ¢)c.

To see these representatives are equivalent we will show there exists a cover, @ : U —
U, along with two sailboats ¢; : U — sb for ¢ = 0,1 such that

@opo = U0y,  Pop1 = L1P1 and  p1py = Uoy.

.The following algorithm outlines the necessary steps for constructing the cover
w:U—U

e Apply the Ore-condition to the cospan consisting of the left legs, oo : U—W
and oymg : U — W

e Apply three zippers, one for each left leg of each span in the composable triple
in order from initial to final.

e Apply weak-composition four times to get a span whose left leg is in W

The figure below illustrates it.
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Internally taking the Ore-square and zippering three times corresponds to applying
In.Frc(3) followed by In.Frc(4) four times to get the chain of covers and lifts:

P(C) = P.y(C) P(C) ——— P.y(C)
2 T . T
U,?, ﬁ4 // > U4 ﬁ5 / > U5 ﬁ6 / > Uﬁ ﬁ7 // > U (*)
o1 8] Oa (comow,o170)
P(C) —— Pe(C) Wo,—— csp

(momy,m171)



where 6 is induced by the map 0/ : Us — P(C) ,,XwsW that can be found by taking
the equality

ea(ﬂoﬂoa 7TO7T1)C = 9a(7T17T0, 7T17T1)C

from the definition of Wg; expanding the second components using the definitions of
0., 0. x 1, and 1 X 0. with the definition

0. = (wmy, (wmmo, uemi T, ummT)C) : U — spn

and finding a common final arrow in W in this expansion process. This arrow is
the left leg of the initial span in the original composable triple of spans and can be
seen in Figure (A) above. The composite obtained from the teal upper half of the
figure is longer than the other as it requires factoring through two weak-composition
triangles. This is formalized by expanding

9a7r07rl = TTL70'07TOU)
= U710 MW
= TTL77T077'01(A)7T1’UJ
T (11)
= UymoTo1 (WMo, UeOTeTow, UTemew ) C
= 17L77T0(77'01W7T07T0, 77'01U097T07T0w, 77'01U7T07T01U)C

= Urmo(To1W Ty, Uo:0T0:010Tomow, Uo(oe X 1)memow)c

and similarly

0,mm = Uro1 T

(12)
= ﬂ77T1 (77'120)77'077'0, ﬂ0117*r0:1297r07r0w, ’&1(1 X O'C)’]T()’]T()w)c.
Now recall that
0. X 1 = (moTg10¢, ume)  and 1 X 0. = (am, T T120.)
and we have
(0 X 1)Temow = ToTo10ToW
= oMo WM W (13)

= ToTo1 (WToTo, UpdTeTowW, UTHTEW)C
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where the last map, U — C; in this composite is:

7T077'01U7T07T0’UJ = 7T0?~L(]7T017T07TOU)
= 1~L7T017T07T0w
(14)

= UMoToW

= (1 X o.)memow

The definition of the cover @ from Diagram (5) and equation (14) imply the final
component of the internal composition defining 6,77 in equation (12) is the final
component of the internal composition defining ,mym; in equation (11):

11771'0176077'07?011,671'077'0’(1] = 1177T1?_L17T07?01U7T07T0w (15>
= ’&771'1’&1(1 X O'C)7T07T()w.

With these calculations and the commuting diagrams defining the covers above we
can see there exists a map J) : Us — P(C) ,,XwsW, uniquely determined by the
maps

dom = Uru(l X o.)meo,

" — — — =
0o ToTo = (9a7T17T07 U7y (T12wTo T, U0:17T0:1297T07T0w)0)07
and

56/7T07T1 = (9a7T07T07
Urmo(To1wToTo, Uo:0To:010ToTow,
ﬂo(ﬂ'oﬁ'gl ((A)?T()?T(), U0¢97T07TOU))C )C )C
= (9a7T07T07

’EL77T0(77'01(A)7T07T0, 120;07_?0;019#0#011), Q_L(](O'C X 1)7T07TOU))C).

Moreover, the equations five equations above imply
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8y (momo, m )¢ = (Bamimo,
Uy (T12wWTTo, Uo:1To:120Tomow)C,
tru(1l X O’C)7T07T0)C
= (0,m17m0, Oy C
= (0,momo, Oumom)C
= (6amomo,
Urmo(Tor1wmomo, Up.0To.010Tomow, Ug(0e X 1)7T07T0w)C)C

= 56/(71'077'1, 7T1)C.

By the universal property of the equalizer,P,,(C), equation (16) induces a unique
map 0 : Us = Pry(C) such that the diagram

PCQ(C) - P((C) tstW

/:\
: 56/

Us

commutes in £. Next, to define the map & : Us — Puy(C), we start by considering
the definition of the pullback, P(C), that says
607T0Leq(7T07 7T17T0)C = 507T0Leq(7T07 7T17T1)C : U5 — Cl
are equal in £ and represent that same family of arrows in C. We can post-compose
these internally to C with the family of arrows
'&6;71]127'('071'1 : U5 — Cl

and after re-associating the internal composition to find each of the two Ore-squares
arising at the two different covers in the following diagram.
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This diagram commutes in the sense that the two maps on the outside, Us — C4, are
equal. In the figure above this corresponds to the statement that the two left-most
Ore-squares on the top and bottom agree on the projection, mom; : Wn — C;. Notice
[10 represents one of the two Ore-squares in Diagram A of the triple composition
construction on the top (in teal) while represents the second of two Ore-squares
in the triple composition construction on the bottom (in orange). Now compute the
projection

T = g7 71 Up:1 To120m1 M1

U771 U0:1T0:12U1 T T

Ug;77 1 T12UoU T

Ug;777 1 T12UTT1 T

= Ugrm1 U1 (1 X 0p)mmg
= 126;712(1 X UC)7T17T0

= Ug,7UT1 TT120:T

= 116;71TL7T17}12M7T1 .

Since wmy = (wWmyTo, WTeT, WM )¢ With wmgme = umym by definition of w : U — W,
we can expand and notice that the final map,
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ﬂﬁ;7ﬂ71’1’ﬁ'12&)71’071’2 : U5 - W

is equal to

116;7?_L7T17}12U7T07T0 = D1707T17T1 : U5 — W.

This induces a unique map 87 : Us — P(C) ,XsW determined by the map Us — W
given by

1/7T1 = D1,07T17T1,
and the map 6{m : Us — P(C) whose left projection, ] momo, is the pairing map

(50Leq7T0w7
60,170,

Ug,77T1 T12W T,
U771 T12UoHT T,
Ug,7UT | T12W T,

ﬁ@gﬂ 77'12U097T07T0’LU>C
and whose right projection, 6] mmy, is the pairing map

(50Leq7T0w>
ﬂﬁeaﬂoﬂow,

g7 T To1 W0,
U7 ToTo1 U0 TToW,
g7 UT 1 To1W T,

716;7?_L7T07}01U097T17T0)C.
The fact that 6] satisfies the equalizer condition for P,,(C), namely
51/(71'077'0, 7T1)C = 51/(71'077'1, 7T1)C,

follows from the calculations above. This induces the unique map 97 that makes the
following diagram commute:
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—
5
N 1!
61

Us

Finally, the map & : Uy — P.y(C) is similarly induced by a map d5 : U, —
P(C) ,x,sW which can be deduced expanding the right and left-hand sides of the
equation

51Leq(ﬂ'0, 7T17T0>C = (51Leq(7T07T17T1)C
whose common target is the middle object of the original composable triple of spans,
post-composing with the arrow
715;6@1171'177'1 : U4 — Cl,

which is final map given by applying the projection mym; : Wg — C; of the Ore-
squares

Picking out the composable pairs in W to get a cover witnessing a family of spans
whose left leg is in W is done in order from right to left in the diagram before. This
is identical to how it was done in the proof of Lemma 4.0.5 from Section 4, except
this time an extra zippering step leads to an extra composable pair in W. The chain
of covers and lifts are given by applying In.Frc(2) four times as seen in diagrams
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(mom1,mo72)

Wo thstw
A
w1 T(woﬂ'l,ﬂB;S(SOLeqﬂ—o)
~ fio ~ a3 3
Uy £ > Us 7 > Us o)
wo : l((SQLeqﬂ'o,’ELzl(lequO)
<
Wy s W, XV
°  (momi,mom2) werws
and
(71'()Tl'1,ﬂ'07'|'2
W) W ok
A
w3 T(wzm,%;?UOWO)
N Q0 ~ 5 3
U —— Uy f > U ' Gex %)
7 /
wa l(w17l’1,7l2;69a71”07r0)
<

Wy ———— W XuwsW

° (momi,mom2)

At this point we can define two sailboats, ¢, @1 : U — sb, whose deck-projections
give the two composite representatives we care for,

$oPo = Uu0p , P1Po = U0y
and whose sail-projections agree,

©YoP1 = Y1P1

by virtue of zippering. To define these explicitly we first expand both sides of the
equation

ﬂo;gfszbeq(ﬂoa 7T17T0)C = 710;352Leq(7T07 7T17T1)C

into composites and post-compose both sides with the map represented by

'&ﬂﬁﬂ'gﬂ'l U — Cl.

This gives two equal representations of the right leg of the intermediate span,
$oP171 = P1P17,

and by re-associating the composites in both representations we can get
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wop17m1 = (po, UooT)C

and
p1p1T = (Mh 710’17T1)C

for two maps, uo, p1 : U — C, ‘which represent the masts of the sailboats being
picked out. This gives the maps U — sb defined by the pairing maps

wo = (((po, Uog), wemy), tiogm)
¢1 = (((1, 4o1), womy), tioymy).

It follows that

Uooq = Popoq = Pop1q = P1P1q = P1Poq = W01

and since u is epic,
0oq = 014.

4.1.2 Identity Laws

The only conditions left to check in order to see that C[I¥ '] is an internal category
are the left and right identity laws for composition. This rest of this section is
dedicated precisely to this. The identity laws are typically proven, when £ = Set,
by looking at the composites
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and

[N N

and producing the sailboats

4
~
4
N

that relate each composite to the span (f, g) respectively. Since proving the identity
laws requires a lot of source and target maps for different objects and we have been
overloading their notation, for the rest of this section we rename the source and
target maps for spans and sailboats to keep our calculations somewhat more legible.
Let s/,¢ : spn — Cgy denote the source and target maps for spans, given by the
pairing maps s’ = mowt and t' = w1t respectively. Also let s”,t” : sb — Cy denote the
source and target maps for sailboats given by the pairing maps s” = mwymt = momomyt
and t” = mt. Internalizing this will require covers that witness composition of spans
along with the canonical left and right identity inclusions,

(8'0a,l) (1,t'oq)
Sspn —— spn , X, Spn spn —— spn , X, Spn
and
(Sllwa’l) (Ltu‘,ﬁa)
Sb E— Sb t”XS” Sb Sb — Sb t//XS// Sb 9

induced by 0, = (a, aw), po = (((aswe, @), a), aw), and the fact that « is a section
of wt. The following lemma is used to define the identity inclusions C[IW~1]; —
C[W1]; ,x, C[W~; used in the identity law statement.

Lemma 4.1.4. The diagrams
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Po q

sb ¢ spn » C[W—1];

p1 :
(s”cpa,l)l l(SIUO“l) ;(5571)
g ¥

b X g b T8 spn yx, spn —— C[W 1, ,x, CIW™1];
% q

and

po q

sb ¢ spn » C[W—1],

pP1 :
(1,t”g0a)l l(l,t’aa) “(Lte)
5 M

b X 1 sb :Z; spn X spn —— C[W 1y ,x, C[W1];
pY q

commute in the sense that for i = 0,1

(5//()0117 1)]9,2 = pi(slaa, 1) ) (t”SOm 1>p7,2 = pi(t/aaa 1)7

which uniquely determines
(se, 1) and (1,te)
respectively.

Proof. To see the squares on the left commute first notice that

pos’ = pomowt = momomwt = s = mymwt = pymowt = py s’
and
pot’ = pomit = mt =t" = pymt = pit’.

Now for ¢z = 0,1 we have

(8" Pas ) = (5" ¢a )(Wopzﬂﬁpz)
( L)mopi, (5 (paal)ﬂ-lpi)

"

s" i, pz)

"(a, qw), Z)

(
(
(s"(
(s"0a, pi)
=(»
Di

iS' 00, Di)
(s'0q,1)
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and similarly

(t”waa ]-)p7,2 =D (t,0a7 1)

showing that the squares on the left commute as described. Then since pige = pigo
we get

p0(5'00, 1)q* = p1(s'04, 1)

and

po(1,t04)¢* = pi(1,t'04)q”
inducing the unique vertical maps on the right in the lemma’s diagrams by the
universal property of the coequalizer C[W™!];. Now we show these are precisely
(se,1),(1,te) : C[W™1]; — C[W1]; ,x, C[W~1];. Notice the outer squares of the
following pullback diagrams

commute because s’ = ¢s implies
et = o,qt = oot = o,mit = (o, aw)mt = awt = 1¢,
and similarly ¢ = ¢t implies
es = 0498 = 0,8 = awt = 1¢,.
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The triangles in the left diagram commute because
(5'00,1) 12 = (5'04,1)T0q = §'o0q = s'e
and
(5'00,1)*72 = (5'04,1)T1q = q
and a similar calculation shows the triangles on the right commute. Then we have

2

(800, 1)q” = (e, q) = (gse, q) = q(se, 1)

and
(1,t/aa)q2 = (q,t'e) = (q, qte) = q(1,te).

as required.

Lemma 4.1.5. The diagram

3,0'0471) (Ltloa)
spn — Spn t/xs/ Spn «<——— Spn

N

Cw~1,

commutes i &.

Proof. We show the left triangle commutes, the argument for the right triangle is
similar. Pullback w; along (s'0,,1) and then pullback along wuy as shown in the
diagram below to obtain a cover of spn that witnesses the entire composition process
of an arbitary span and a pre-composable span representing the identity in C[W~1];.
The following diagram commutes by definition.

T oo
U y U > spn
.
i o\
ug
st
Uj —— Uy q

_
uj
u* ul

SPIL — oy SPI X SpI ——— Cw—1,
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By commutativity of the outer square above and since u* is epic, it suffices to show

u'mo.q = u'q.

This can be done by translating the usual proof of the left identity law for span
composition and defining a sailboat ¢ : U* — sb such that

ppo =u" and @p; =m0,

to give
u"q = ppoq = PpP1q = T10.q.

First compute

MOos = Ty (wm, (wmomy, upfm o, u7r17r1)c)
= (mwm, (mwmom, Tiuedmmo, mum T )C)

* *
= (7r1w7rl, (mwmemy, ugm Om T, U 7T1)c).
Now notice that

mumemow = u*(s'o,, 1)memow
= u*(s'0y, 1)momow
= u*s'o,mow
= u*s'aw
=u*so,m
= udu;(s'oq, 1)mem
= Uy UL TOT,

= uymOmem

and use this in the third line of the following calculation along with the definition of
W5 (the Ore-condition) in the fifth line.
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mwm = (MW,

= (mwmoTo,

T1WT T,

T1WT T,

= (
=
=
= (

T1WTTo,

TIWTETW, TWTTW)C
T1UOTeToWw, TUTHTW)C
* *

ugm Omomow, uym OTET)C
ugm (Omymow, 97T07T1)c)c
ugm (0170, 97T17T1w)C)C

* *

ugmbmmo, usmOmmw)e
* *

U 0TI T, UGTI UL T TW ) C
ugm Ommy, u*(s'oy, 1)mmow)c

ugmOm T, urmow)c

The last calculation shows that the sailboat ¢ : U* — sb defined by

Y= ((((mmroﬂo,u37r197rl7row)c, u*mp), mwm), u*m)

is well-defined. Clearly we have

wpo = p(momom, ™) = (W, u'm) = u”

and the first calculation along with associativity of composition in the last equality

below shows us that

op1 = @(momy, (Tomomo, T1)C)

= (7T1W771> ((mwmomo, ugmi 01 7o) U*Wl)

T105.

Proposition 4.1.6 (Identity Laws). The diagram

(se,1)

Cw—),

commutes in E.

C[W_l]l X (C[W_l]l —
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Proof. By Lemma 4.1.4, the diagrams

spn 1 » C(W—1],
(S,Ua’l)l (se,1)

~

q

‘c
c ~

spn , Xy spn —— C[W 1], ,x, C[W 1]

Clw—1),
and
spn 1 s C(W~1,
(1,t'0a)l (1,te)

spn , % spn —— C[W™1; ,x, C[W~1];

q
‘e
c ~

CwW—1

commute and by Lemma 4.1.5 the composites on the left sides are both equal to q.
It follows that the right-hand sides are identities by uniqueness. O

4.2 The Internal Localization Funtor

In this section we define the (internal) localization functor, L : C — C[W™!], prove
it is an internal functor, define what it means for an internal functor to invert an
arrow w : W — Cy, and then show that L inverts w : W — C;.

4.2.1 Defining the Internal Functor

The localizing internal functor, L : C — C[W™!], is defined on objects to be the
identity map, Ly = lc,, because C[W ™!y = Cy. On arrows we use the section
a: Cy — W along with the source map and the identity to get a (family of) span(s)
which can be mapped to C[W™!]; as follows.

(sa,(saw,l)c)
C; ———5 spn

o b



When &£ = Set this says L; maps an arrow f : a — b in C; to the equivalence class
of spans represented by the span

ala)f
ol T
a < a A a s b .

Identities are preserved since es = 1¢, and by the identity law, (1,te)c = 1¢,, in C

el = e(sa,(saw,l)c)q
= (esa,(esaw,e)c)q

a,(aw,e)c)q

where the last line is the identity structure map, e = (a,aw)q : C[W =1y — C[W 1],
for the internal category C[W~!]. This shows the diagram

Cl L—1> C[W_l]l

commutes in £ so L = (Lg, L) preserves the identity structure. Composition is
preserved in a less obvious way. We need Lemma 4.2.1 to see

cLy = c(sa,(saw,1)c)q
= (esa,(csaw,c)c)q

Tosa,(mosaw,c)c)q

= (mo(sav,(saw,1)c), T (s, (saw,1)c))
))(a % q)c
= (mo(sav,(saw,1)c)q, mi (s, (saw,1)c)q)c

(
( )c)
= (mo(sa,(saw,1)c), T (s, (saw,1)c
( )c)
(

and conclude that the diagram
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C, =5 W'

Cy . Cw—

commutes in &. It follows that L = (Lo, L,) is an internal functor.

Lemma 4.2.1. The diagram

(71'0 (sa,(saw,1)c),m1(sq, (saw,l)c))

Co ¢ spn?
(ﬂ*osa,(ﬂ*osaw,c)c>J/ lcl
spn 7 » C[W—1;

commutes i .

Proof. Internalize the following figure
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where olive coloured arrows are fillers of Ore-squares, violet coloured arrows W-
composition fillers, and magenta coloured arrows are zippering fillers. To do this
internally, start by taking the pullback

U s s U

_
: ]L 0)
C, s spn?

<7r0 (sa,(saw,1)c),m1 (sa,(saw,l)c))

to give a cover witnessing span-composition along with the representative spans for
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L;. In Figure (A), this gives access to the teal and black coloured arrows. We begin
by internalizing the ‘inner’ part of Figure A

a(a)f , a(b)g
a<a(a) /‘a\?‘b’a() /‘b\?‘c

We can build diagram (1) below by noticing
TUTYTy = UTHSQ (a)

which means there is a unique map (uUmysaw, Tumymy) : U — csp. Applying the
internal Ore condition, Int.Frc.(3), witnesses the first (family of) Ore-square(s),
0y : Us — Wh, and using diagram (0) and equation (a) above we can rewrite

Ugmumem; = UgUmo(saw, 1)c = (totmpsaw, Uglimg)c = (Qomimiw, tglmg)c

and see its source coincides with the target of ym g : Ug — W by definition of Wg.
This induces the unique map

(9071'17'('0,71”&7’(’071’1) Ug — Cg.

Now the target of mumym : U — C, is the target of mum my : U—W by definition
of spn?, and this gives rise to the map

((907r17r0, TUTT)C, 7ru7r17r0) Ug — csp
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in diagram (1) below. Applying Int.Frc.(3) here witnesses the second (family of)
Ore-square(s), 0; : U; — Wpa. The map representing pairs of composable arrows in
W, that induce the cover i and the lift wy : Us — W, by Int.Frc.(2) in diagram (1)
below, are pretty self-explanatory. The one inducing wy : Us — W, can be justified

by chasing through the already established parts of diagram (1) below. First notice
that

'&7;89077-071-1 = 1AL7;91~L7TQSO/LU
and
WoeT = (WOWOWO,917T07T0,U8907T07T0)C-

The target of this last composite is the target of the last arrow which is the source

womwt = ﬁ7;8907T07T0’LUt = ﬁ7;8907T07T18 = ’&7;9’&71’050(1115.

Applying Int.Frc.(3) induces the map w; : 45 — W, and all together we get a
commuting diagram of witnesses to the the inner part of Figure (A).

(momy,m171)

Wg ———— c¢sp

(}IT T((Goﬁlﬂo,ﬁgTFUﬂ'Qﬁl)C,ﬁgﬁuﬁﬂro)
A~ ﬁs A ﬁg ~
U7 // > U8 / > U
()nl (tmosaw,mumomo)
Wn > CSp

(mom1,m171)

(mom1,mom2)
W, T W
wl]\ T(woﬂl,ﬁngﬁﬂosa)
A~ i A~ Q7 ~
U5 // > U6 / > U7
W()\L (9171'071'077180071'071'0)l
W, W o s W

(mom1,mom2)

Applying Int.Frc(3) once followed by Int.Frc(4) twice gives local witnesses to the
existence of the outer Ore-square and zippering arrows in magenta from Figure (A).
Note that the first and second magenta arrows equalize the parallel pairs obtained
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by going around either side of the Ore-square and ending at the domains of «(a) and
a(b) respectively.

afa)f a(b)
aa(a)‘/\a\\ a(b c o o

N / ©

./

For the additional Ore-square added in (C) recall the construction of the cover u :
u — spn? and notice that target of the left leg of the composite coincides with the
target of wym : Us — W,

126;97T0'07T0U)t = ﬁﬁ;gwwmwt
= ’Zl@;g?TU?T(ﬂTo’wt
= Uggsowt
= wlﬂ'oﬂ'g’wt

= wlmwt.

This induces a unique map (w7, Ue.9ToT) : Us — csp which in turn gives a
witnessing map 6y : U, — Wg in diagram (2) below. The map X : U, — Pey(C)
is induced by N’ : U — P(C) ot XsW, which itself is induced by the universal
property of the pullback P(C), ,x,W and can be defined explicitly as a pairing
map by expanding each side of the equality determined by commutativity of the last
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Ore-square. Internally this is captured by the definition of W and the lift 6 from
Int.Frc.(3). On one side of the equality we have

(927T07T0>927T07T1)C

(‘9277'071'0, TTL5M17T1)C

‘927’(’07’(’0, Us (wlﬂ'oﬂ'(], UeWoT, u6;gfbﬂ'080{w)C)C

= (‘927’(’07’(’0, TTL5UJ17T07T0, ?AL5;6(A)07T1, 715;9@71'05’0[11))0 (17)
= (927T07T07 U5W1 T, @5;6(W07T07T0, trth mo o, U7;8907T07T0)C, u5;9i27rosozw)c

2o, Usw1ToTo, Us;6W0T0 0, U5;7917T07T07 U5;8(907T07T0w7 UQUWOSOKU))C) C

(927T07T07 UsW1 T 70, Us;,6W0T0TT0, U5;7917T07T0, U5;8907T17T0, U5;9U7T0804w)0

and on the other we have

(g1 70, Gomimiw)cC
= (9271'171'0, '&5;977-0-077011])0

= (O mp, UsoTWTIW)C

= (6’27r17r0, U0 TWTOT, Us9TUOToToW, Us.0UT saw) c

Oy 0, Us.om (WMo, UgBTToW, uwow)c)c

Oom170, Us,9 MW, Us,oTUGOTeTOW, ﬂ5;97ru7row)c

Notice that the last coordinates of the internal compositions described in the last
lines of equations (17) and (18) coincide. Then the map X’ : Uy — P(C) X ,sW is
determined by the projections

N'my = dsgtumgsaw

" ~ ~ ~ ~
N'momy = (927T07T07~U,U5w17T07T0,U5;6w07707T0>U5;7917T07T0,U5;8907T17T0)C
>\//7T07T1 = (9271'171'0, 115;977'(4)77'077'0, ﬂ5;97TU097T07T0’UJ)C.

The left-hand sides of equations (17) and (18) are equal by definition of W and this
induces the unique map X' : Uy — P,,(C) such that the triangle

Py (C) 2 P(C) ;X s W

IN

N

~

Uy
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commutes by the universal property of the equalizer P.,(C). By definition of the
pullback P(C) we have

ATToleqT1 = AT1legTo = )\'chwo = \'mo,

so that
(Aotegmow, X' momo) e = (Amotegmow, X' momy )c. (19)

Define

n= (927’(’071’0’&0, ﬁ5w17r07ro, ’&5;6(4007'('071'0, ’&5;7917’(’171’0)0 (Def 7’])

and then by definition of the first two Ore-square maps in diagram (1) we have

()\"7r07r0, 1AL5;97TU7T07T1)C
(Bamomow, UswrToTo, Us,eWoToTo, Us;701 ToTow, Us,s00 170 )C, UsigTUTTL )
BT TW, st W0, Us:cWoT0 0, Ths761 ToToW, Tsyg (Bom1 70, UITUTT )C) €

Oamomow, Uswy T o, Us,6W0TT0 70, U5;7917T07T07~U, U5;7917T07T1) c

(
(
(
=
(
(

(20)
O oW, 501 Moo, Tis,sWoToTo, sy (61 momow, Oy o )c)
= (bamomow, tiswi oo, U600 om0, Ussr (110, i mw)cC) e
= (Bamomow, 5wy T, Tis6WoToTo, lis761 T1 70, Us:g MU TOW ) ¢
= (0, Us.gmum mow)c
It will help to define,
vV = (‘927’(’17’(’0, 125;971'&]71'071’0, 125;97TUO‘97T17TOU))C (Def I/)

and by definition of the Ore-square in the definition of composition on representative
spans, o, : U — spn, we have

()\”7'('071'1, 115;97TU7T07T1)C

(9271'171'0, 115;977'(4)77'077'0, 115;977'”0977'071'0’(1])0, ﬂ5;97TU7T07T1)C

Oam1 70, Us9oTWToT0, Us.9TUo(Omemow, ulﬁom)c) c

9271'171'0, 115;977'(4)77'077'0, ’EL5;97TUO(97T17T0’U], ‘971'171'1)0) C

= (9271'171'0, 115;977'(4)77'077'0, ’EL5;97TUO(97T07T0’U], ‘97T07T1)C)C (21)
(9271'171'0, 115;977'(4)77'077'0, iL5;97TU097T17TOU], iL5;97TU7T17T0’UJ) Cc
(

V, U, TUT ToW ) C
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Putting equations (19), (20), and (21) all together gives

A A ~ " ~
(ATToLeqmow, Tan), UgyoTum ToW)C = (ATToLegMoW, UaN ToTo, UgsgTUTHT ) C
= (Mrgtegmow, Uy N"mom1, lgomumomy)C (22)

= (AToLegMoW, UgV, Uy g TUT TW)C
and induces the unique map p” : Us — P(C),Xu,W which is determined by the

projections

p'm = lggmum ToW,
/! ~
p'momo = (AToLegmow, yn)c,

p'mom = (AMTotegmow, Uav)c.
equation (22) induces the unique map p' : Us — P,,(C) such that the triangle

ch((C) = P(C) tstW

Uy —2f—s Uy —f » Uy —f— U5 ' 2)
pl lp/ ()gl l(wlﬂ'l,ﬁ,ﬁ;gﬂ'goﬂ'o)
P(C) ——t Pul©) Wo o

(momy,m171)

Applying Int.Frc(2) three times gives a cover that ‘witnesses everything in Diagram
A, and from there we can find two sailboats, ¢, : U — sb, along with a comparison
span, p; = ¥p;, whose left leg is in W.
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7T07T1,7|'07T2 7r07r177r07r2

Wy ———— W XuwsW Wy ———— W, XuwsW
T T(W3W17ﬁ2;5wlﬂ'1) T pTl'Ol»qu(],’UB)\TFOLFq?TO)T
l w;gl l(LU27T1,’LAL2;4027T07F0)

W. W i XwsW

(mom1,mom2)

For defining the sailboats above we should notice that commutativity of the first two
Ore-squares and weak-composition triangle along with the commuting forks given by
zippering imply that the composites of solid arrows in Figure B below are equal.

This is seen internally by first taking the equation

(pﬂ-OLeqTrOwa PWOLquﬂTO)C = (pWOLqu0w> pﬂ-OLeqﬂ-lﬂ-l)c

from the definition of the equalizer P,,(C), post-composing (in C) on both sides with
Us.omumm : U3 — C; and using associativity to get the equation
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(PTTOLegTOW, PTTOLegT1T0, UsgTUTITL)C = (PT0LeqTOW, PTOLeqT1TL, Us.oTUTITL)C,  (23)

and then expanding the latter composites on both sides to get

(PToLeqmTo, UgoTUTITY)C = (PT1LegToT0, (Usolmy (SQW, 1)0)0

~ 12 ~ ~ N ~
= (U3 teqomo, UsigUT1 SQW, Us,gUT1)C

(

= (A3P”7T07T0, U3,9 TUTT ToW, @3;9117T1)C
(?lg()\?ToLeqﬂ'ow, ’&47])0, 123;97TU7T17TOU), 113;97177'1)0
(

3()\7T0L6q77'0w, Uy, U4;97TU7T17TOU))C, Ug;gU?Tl)C

from the left-hand side, and
(PToLegm T, UsomUTIT )C = (P LegToT, Us.oUm (SQw, 1)c)c
A~ / A~ ~ ~ ~
= (U3P LegToT1, U;0UTT SAW, u;),;gum)c

(

(
= (tUsp" o1, Ug.gmUT MW, Ug.9UT )C
= (Ug(ATolegmow, Ugl)C, Ug.gTUT TOW, Ug,gUT )C
(

= (Ug(ATolegMoW, UgV, Ug o TUT TOW ) C, Us,oUTY ) C

from the right-hand side. These expansions are used below in equation (24) where we
start establishing how the middle arrows for the sailboats picked out by ¢, 1 : U — sb
coincide. These middle arrows will be picked out by maps, o, 1 : U — Cy, which
will be internal composites, g = (W', Uoopy)c and py = (W', Ugopy ), for the arrow
w': U — C; that is defined after Figure (C). The map picking out the part of the
middle arrows in the sailboats determined by ¢ : U — sbis

/

Ho = (Pﬂobeqﬂowa UATTLeg TOW, U3;4927T07T0w7 U3;5W1 T, U3;6W07T1w)0

and by expanding the composites with the definitions of 6,6, and wy in 1 along
with the fact that Tumym = um(saw, 1)c from 0 we can see

(p?T(]Leqﬂ'(]w, ﬂg)\Leqﬂ'Ow, ’EL3;47], 113;97TU7T07T1)C = (,U/E), 113;9?10(804’(1], 1)0) C.

The middle of the sailboats being picked out by 1) are given explicitly by

/ ~ ~
[y = (PTolegToW, UgATolegToW, Us,4B2T1 70 ) C.
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Putting together equation (23) with the expansions and definitions of yf and p} and
the definitions (Def. 1) and (Def. v) and the definition of o, : U — spn.

(/Lg, ﬂg;g’aC(SOéw, 1)C)C = (pﬂ'obeqﬂ'ow, ’Zlg)\beqﬂ'ow, 713;47], ﬂ3;9WUW1W1)C
= (pﬂ'obeqﬂ'ow, ’Zlg)\beqﬂ'ow, ?7/3;41/, ’113;97TU7T17T1)C. (24)
= (,U/l, ’113;971'0'071'1)6

The maps ¢ and v picking out the sailboats can be seen in Figure (C) below as the
appropriate composites of the solid arrows.

Explicitly define w’ : U — C; to be the composite of the weak-composition arrows
in (3),
(.U, = (OJ47T07T0, ﬁo(x)gﬂ'g, ’&0;1@27’(’0)0, (Def w’)

and then pg : U — Cy by
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po = (W', Gosapig)c. (Def. 1)
By definition of wy : U — W, we have

Wy = (Mo, ?lfbﬂ'(]SOéw)C

so the map ¢ : U — sb, that picks out the sailboats in the bottom of Figure (C)
(consisting of orange and violet arrows and factoring through the bottom of the olive
coloured Ore-square arrows), given by

¢ = (((po, dumgsaw), wym ), tac(saw, 1)c) (Def. )

is well-defined. Similarly define

pin = (W', Ggapty)c. ( Def. p1)

By the first zippering, A : Us — P(C), in (2), in particular by Amg : Us — P.,(C)
and the equalizer in its codomain we have that

(T2t} , tooTwW 0T, UTtgOTemow )C
= (o2pToLeqMoW, Uo;aAToLegMoW, Uo;3ATOLeqT1TT1)C

= (Tp:2PT0leqg oW, Uo,3 AT LegToW, Up;3ATOLeg 10 )C

where the second to last line comes from the definition of gy and the Ore-square
picked out by 6y : Us — W and the last line is by definition of wy : U — W,. This
allows us to see

(1, Umoomow)c
= (W', g}, Umrwmemy, timugfmemow, UruTETEW ) C
= (W', o}, UTwmemeUTUOTOToW, UTUTEToW)C
= (W', tio,2pT0LegMoW, U3 ATT0LegTOW, U3 ANT0Leg ™10, UTUTHTW )C
= (', to.2p1g, UTUTETOW )
= (o, GumoSQW)
=w

4771

so that the map 1 : U — sb determined by
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Y = (((, imoomo), wam ), Umoom ) (Def. )
is well-defined. Notice the intermediate spans picked out by ¢ and ¥ coincide due
to the composites in Figure (B) being equal. Formally, by (Def. ¢), (Def. ¢), and
equation (24), we can see

op1 = @(mom, (TomoTo, T1)C)
= (w47r1, (o, Us.0Uc(s0w, l)c)c
= (w47r1, (W', To.apig, Uzotic(saw, l)c)c
= (wamy, (W', Qo] , Usglmoem)c)c (25)
= (w47r1, (11, ﬁfmaom)c)c
= Y (mom1, (Mmoo, 71)C)
=9Ym

Also notice that by (Def. ¢),

WYpo = <P(7T07T07T1,7T1)

(dumgsow, dc(sow, 1)c) (26)

= @i (msow, c(sow, 1)c)

and by (Def. v),

Ypo = Y(momom, 1)
= (Umoomg, UToLT ) (27)

= UTOo,.

Putting equations (25), (27), and (26) together gives

Ui (wosaw, c(saw, 1)c)q = ©pPoq
= P19
= Yp1gq

= poq

UTToq

muc

I
=)

(o (s, (saw,1)c),m (sa,(saw,1)c))
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and since uu : U — Cs is epic, we get

(mosaw, c(saw, 1)c)q = (mo(sa,(sow,1)e),m (sa,(saw,1)c))

as promised. O

4.2.2 Inverting the Canonical Cartesian Cleavage

Now that we know L : C — C[W™!] is an internal functor, we can show that it
satisfies an important property. The rest of this section consists of lemmas leading
to Proposition 4.2.9, which shows that the localization functor, L : C — C[W 1],
inverts w : W — C; in the sense of the following definition.

Definition 4.2.2. We say a map = : X — C; is invertible if there exists a map
x71 1 X — C, such that the diagrams

CQL)Clv (CQL)(C]_7

of ] of ]

Cl—t>C1 (Cl—t>(C1

x = ¢, x ¢,
T
C, ——C C,——C

1

commute in &£. In this case we say x= is an inverse for x in C.

The next definition describes what it means for an internal functor to invert a class
of arrows in its domain.

Definition 4.2.3. We say an internal functor, F' : C — D dnverts v : X — C; if
there exists a map F(z)~! : X — D such that F(z)~! is an inverse for the composite

X == Cl
Fm lFl
Dy
in ]Dl-

139



One might expect that internal functors preserve inverses, and sure enough the fol-
lowing lemma states and proves this:

Lemma 4.2.4. If x : X — C; is an arrow in € that has an inverse 7' : X — C;
and F : C — X is an internal functor, then the composite

X%Cl

Fm lFl
Dy

has an inverse given by

X

F(x)X lF '
Dy

Proof. By functoriality we can compute

(F(X),F(X) Ye= (vF, 2 Fl)e
= (2,27 Nk,
= zsel]
= xFise
= F(X)se

and

(F(X) " F(X))e= (v F,2F))c
= (271" cFy
= gtel
= xFite
= F(X)te

and the result follows from Definition 4.2.3. O

The following lemma shows how every span is equivalent to a canonical composite
of spans and will be useful for proving our main result, Proposition 4.2.9. The idea
is that every span, represented as
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is equivalent to a composite of the pair of composable spans, represented as

afa)f
C (—91}— aq — (—a(eb)— d —?g';)—> a ___f__> b

in particular. This is translated to the following statement about internal categories.

Lemma 4.2.5. The triangle

7r0,7rowse , (mowsa,(Trowsaw, 7r1)c)

\

Proof. Let v : spn — spn? be the unique pairing map

> spn

commutes in E.

v = ((mo,mowse) , (mowsa,(mowsa,m)c)).

Take the pullback of the cover u : U — spn®, used to define ¢ : spn* — C[W™']; in
Lemmas 4.0.2 and 4.0.3, along v to get a cover @ : U — spn that witnesses the span
composition process for the family of composable spans represented by ~.

U ——U

¥

spn —— spn’
It suffices to construct a (family of) sailboat(s) ¢ : U — sb such that

wpo =u and pp; = 7o,
because that would give
g = poq = Yp1q = Toq = Tuc = Uryc
and since u is epic we could conclude that
Ve =g
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as desired. This family of sailboats will be constructed using the definition of the span
composition, but let us take a moment to consider how this works when & = Set.
In this case, for each f :a — bin C; and u : a — ¢ in W we have a diagram that
looks like

which gives rise to the sailboat

hv'

(@)
A~
S
<+
(=l

showing that the span (u, f) is equivalent to the composite (u, 1) * (a(a), a(a)f).
The map picking out such sailboats internally, ¢ : U — sb, can be constructed by
picking out the corresponding arrows through the composition process witnessed by
the cover u : U — spn?. Explicitly, this is given by

p= ((((7rw7ro7ro, Tugfmomow)c, Um), TOMo), fml)

and this is well-defined because umy = uymymy and the definition of W, shows

((mwrowo, Tufmemow)e, fmow)c = (7TM7T07T0, Tuedm T, ﬂyﬂoﬁow)c
= (7TM7T07T0, 7TU()97T07TOU), 7TU7T07T0’UJ)C
= TWTW

= TOToW.
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We can immediately see that

opo = p(mmom1, M) = (UTy, Umy) = U (28)
and by adding an identity map, U — C;, given by
UTWSEe = UYToT, = TUTQT
into the following computation we can use the definition of W, the fact that

(ampwsaw, Um )c = wym = Tum,

and the definition of o, : U — spn in Lemma 4.0.2.

p(momomo, T1)C = ((7rw7r07r0, Tugfmomow)c, fml)c
= (TwmoTg, Tughmemew, UM )C
= (Twmomg, Tughmemew, UTgW Se, Uty )C
= (mwmemg, TUehTeToW, TUTYT, UTTL)C
= (rwmomy, (TuefmeTow, TUTHTY )C, U )C
= (rwmomo, (Tughm T, TUTI TOW)C, UT )C
= (mwmomo, TUeHT Ty, UTeWSQW, UT)C
= m(wmomo, Ughm T, UTY)C

= MO,T.

Now we can easily see

ep1 = (mom, (momomo, ™)C)
= (Toom0, TOOT1) (29)

= 0,

The result follows from equations (28) and (29) as discussed at the beginning of this
proof. O

The next lemma is used to give an equivalent representation of the identity spans in
C[W '] which we use in the proof of Proposition 4.2.9.

Lemma 4.2.6. The diagram
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(Lw)

W ——— spn
wtl qu
Co oaay, CWL

commutes, where a: Co — W is a section of wt : W — Cy from Int.Fre.(1).

Proof. By Int.Frc.(2) and Int.Frc.(3) there exist covers, iy and @, and lifts,
and 6, that make the squares in the following diagram commute respectively:

(mom1,mom2)
——= W i XwsW

W,

A

d U s "

U ) > Ug s > W
é (1,wtaw)
<
Wi > csp.

. (momy,m171) p

The map wm : U — W results in an intermediate (family of) span(s), (&, Omw) :
U — spn and by definition of W and the maps in the diagram above we have that

wm = (Wmemo, Uebmemow, Uw).
This gives a map U — W and since sb = Wa ., ,X,Cy we can see this determines

a sailboat, ¢ : U — sb, given by the unique pairing map

¢ = ((((@momo, Tofmomow)e, @), wmy), aw).

Similarly, we have
(:)71'1 = ((:)71'077'0, TTL097T17T0, ilwtozw)

giving another unique map U — W and determining a sailboat ) : U — sb, by the

unique pairing map

Y=
First we can use the calculations and definitions above (along with the definition of
the pullback projections and how they interact with pairing maps) to see

((((@momo, Gigfmymo) e, wtar), oy ), twtaw).
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PYPo = 80(7T07T07T1,7T1)
=u(l,w)

and

Yp1 = <P(7TO7T17 (7T07T07T0,7T1)C)
= (om, wmw)

= w(my, mw)
as well as

Ypo = Y(momoT1, 1)
= (Gwto, twtaw)

= (awt(a, aw)
and

Ypr = ¢(7T07T1, (7T07T07T0,7T1)C)
= (@m, wmw)

= w(m, mw).
Putting it all together shows
(1, w)qg = pog = p1q = Yp1q = Ypog = Wwt(, aw)q
and since u is epic we get that
(1, w)q = wt(a, aw)q
as desired. 0

An immediate corollary to Lemma 4.2.6 is that the internal localization functor,
L : C — C[W™'], maps the arrows from w : W — C; to arrows in C[I¥ ~!] that have
left inverses.

Corollary 4.2.7. The map Ly : C; — C[W™Y]; has left inverses with respect to
w: W — Cy, in the sense that the diagram
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<(1,wse)q,wL1)
_—

W Cw=1,
<1,w>l l
spn ———— C[W™'];
commautes.

Proof. Consider the following diagram.

(1,wse)q,wL
((1,wse) , (wsaw,(wsa,w)c)) < 1 1>

~

((7\'(),71’()11}56) , (Wowsa,(ﬂ'owsaw,ﬂ'l)c)>

spn Y spn2 — XL C[W 1),
\» VC/ /
Cw—),

The bottom left triangle commutes by Lemma 4.2.5; the bottom right commutes
by definition of ¢; the top left triangle commutes by the universal property of the
pullback spn?; and the top right triangle commutes by the universal property of the
pullback C[W 1], along with the definitions of L; and g x q. More precisely, post-
composing the upper right triangle with the projection m; : C[W ™1}y, — C[W™!];
gives precisely

(wsa,(wsa,w)c)qg = w(sa,(sa,1)c)g = wly.

It follows that the diagram above commutes, in particular the outer square commutes.
O

Next we prove a lemma that shows the internal localization functor, L : C — C[W ],
maps arrows coming from w : W — C; to arrows that have right inverses in C[W™!].

Lemma 4.2.8. The diagram

|74 C[W_l]g
(a,aw)\[ lc
spn ————— C[W1],



commautes.

Proof. Using the fact that
(wsa,(wsa,w)e)q = w(sa,(sa,1)c)qg = wly

and the universal property of the pullback C[WW 1], we can see the top triangle in
the diagram,

(wL1 ,(1,wse)q)

((wsa,(wsaw,w)c) , (l,wse))

W s spn? — 21 5 C[W ],
(wsa,wsaw)\[ l / )
spn 7 ;

commutes. The right triangle commutes by definition so it suffices to show the
bottom left square commutes.

Let v = ((wsa,(wsaw,w)c) , (1Lwse)) and take the pullback of the cover u : U —
spn? along 7.

Ug—"——U
] ¥
W—— spn?
The cover @ : U — W witnesses the composition of the spans being picked out by
7. Thinking momentarily about the case when £ = Set for visualization purposes,

this says that for every arrow v : @ — b in W there exists a point in U witnessing
the commuting diagram:




In this case the parallel pair of arrows, hv'a(a) and hk being coequalized by v : a — b
allows us to zipper before applying weak composition for W to get a span whose left
leg is in W, as pictured in the following diagram:

a(a)v

The zippering axiom says there exists a map d such that

dhw'a(a) = dhk

and the weak-composition axiom says there exists a map ¢ in the diagram above
such that gdv” = " is in W. This data gives rise to two sailboats with a common

projection,
" - ,J/ gdhk o d/l gdhk
ganv g
C .

implying that the composite of spans, (a(a), a(a)v)* (v,1,) = (v”, hk), is equivalent
to the span («(a),a(a)) by transitivity. Translating this argument to the internal
setting for € not necessarily equal to Set amounts to defining the map § : U — Pey(C)
in the following diagram,
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(mom1,mom2)

Wy ————= W, XuwsW

w]\ T(Swmeqrrg,ﬁlrraoﬂ'o)

4 g
7

Qz

<_
(=2}

P(C) ———— Pey(C)

applying Int.Frc(4) to get the cover @y : Uy — U and the lift § : U; — P(C), and
then applying by Int.Frc(2) to get the cover tg : U — Uy and the lift & : U — W,
The map 6 : U — P.,(C) is induced by the universal property of the equalizer
P.,(C) and the map &' : U — P(C) ,;XsW. The map ¢’ is induced by the universal
property of the pullback P(C),x,sW and to define it we start by using the definition

of Wr to see

7 (wmemo, upfmomow, UMY )¢ = T(WTYT, UeHT1 T, U TOW ) C.

Since
Tumem = Wymem = t(wsaw,w)c

the left-hand side of equation (%) becomes
T (WmoTo, UplTeTow, umem ) = (TWTETY, TUYHTTeW, UWSOAW, UW)C.
Rewriting equation (x) while recalling that 7u = @y and ymmy = 1y gives

(rwmoTo, TUNOTEToW, TGwsaw, tw)c = (TwTeTy, TUedT T, UW)C

and induces a unique & : U — P(C),X,,W such that

5/77'1 =1u
5 = ~
Tomy = (TwmeT, TUNTETW, Uwsaw)c

d'mome = (Twmemo, TUEHTTo)C.
equation (xx) can then be simplified as
8 (momo, 1 )e = &' (momy, 71

which induces the unique map 0 : U — P,,(C) such that
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The two (families of ) sailboats, ¢, v : U — sb, with a common projection, pm; = by,
can now be defined. By definition of

Wo = (Cq ;Xps W i Xws W) oXps W

ws c”Tws

we have

Wy = (WTeTo, UpdTolegToW, UTToTW)C

so let
o = (Wmmo, UgdToLegmow)C

to determine the unique pairing map
¥ = (((1o, tmoomy), @y ), i (wmomo, uefmimo)c).
Notice the last map in the composite
UTUT T = WUWSse

is the identity structure map for C. The identity laws in C[WW~!] and C can then
both be used in the final calculation we need to determine the span projections for
Y U — sb.

150



(Umwmomy, umuelmme)c = um(wmemy, Ughm M) C

W, UTugf o) c

WToTo, Umugfm me(1, te)c)c

WTOTo, UTUef T To, UTughm mote)c
WToTo, UTugf T To, UTugf T TIWSE)C
WTOTo, UTUef T T, UTUT TeWSE)C
W, UTUgf T To, WTUT T S€)C

U
U
U
U
U
w
UTWTToTo, Ul To, Ulwsese)c
U

WTOTo, UTUef T T, Utiwse)c

(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(

UTWTTy, UTUeH T Ty, UTUTI T )C

am(wmomo, upfm Ty, UTT)C

UTOTT
Now we can see
Ypy = Y(momomy, m) = (WMo, UTOT) = UTTO,

and
Wpy = P(momy, (momomo, 1)) = (@, (o, trwmomo, Gimugfmymo)c).

For ¢ : U — sb let
1 = (o, UMWY, UTUYTHTEW )C

and notice on one hand that
(1, Gtwsow)c = (p1, urumgmow)c = (g, UTCoTow)c = WOy
and on the other hand that

(p1, whwsaw)c = (WmeTg, ToLeqTo, OMolegT1T0)C
= (WmoTo, OToleqTo, OTolegM1T1)C

= (o, Umwmmy, UTUughmmTH)C
Then define

Y= (((M, Unwsa), Wy ), ﬂﬁwsaw)
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and we get

®Ypo = (7T07T07T1,7T1)

= (wawsa, Ghwsow)
and

¥pP1 = 90(7T07T17 (7TO7T07T077T1)C)
= (d}m,,ul,fulwsaw)c)
= (w1, (po, Umwmemo, UTUEOT T )C

= p1.

Combining our computations gives us that

uti(wsa, wsaw)q = Ppog = Pp1q
= ¥p1q = ¥poq
= Uumosq
= Gmruc

= uuyc
and since the composite uu is epic we can conclude

(wsa, wsaw)q = ¢

Now we prove the second main result of this section.

Proposition 4.2.9. The localization (internal) functor, L : C — C[W ™ inverts
w: W — Cl.

Proof. Consider the composite

(1,wse)

W—>spn

\l

In the proofs of Lemma 4.2.8 and Corollary 4.2.7 we have already seen that
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(1, wse)qs = wlit, (1,wse)qt = wls

so it suffices to show the last two diagrams from Definition 4.2.3 commute in this
setting.

First note that e = (a, aw)q : Co — C[W™!]; is the identity structure map on
C[W™!], and that the source map s : C[IW~!]; — Cy is uniquely determined by the
map gs = mowt : spn — Cy. Also recall that

wly = (wsa, (wsa, w)c)q

and then compute

wlise = wlis(a, aw)q
= (wsa, (wsa, w)c)qs(a, aw)q
= (wsa, (wsa, w)c)mowt (o, aw)q
= wsawt(a, aw)q

= ws(a, aw)q.

We can replace the left and bottom composite in the commuting square of Lemma 4.2.8
by the last equation to give the commuting square

(wL1 ,(l,wse)q)

W C[W_l]g
N l@
CwW™ 1) ———— Clw 1]

in £ and shows (1, wse)q : W — C[W™!]; satisfies half of Definition 4.2.3. For the
rest of it we recall that ¢t = mit : spn — Cy uniquely determines the structure map
t : C[W™']; — Cy and similarly compute

wlite = wLit(o, aw)q
= (wsa, (wsa, w)c)qt(a, aw)q
= (wsa, (wsa, w)e)mt(a, aw)q
= (wsa, w)ct(a, cw)q

= wt(a, aw)q.

Putting this together with Lemma 4.2.6 gives
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wlite = wt(a, aw)qg = (1,w)q

and allows us to rewrite the commuting square in Corollary 4.2.7 as

(1,wse)q,wLq
( B ) Cw—1],

whl |e

CW-y ———— ClW '},

This means (1,wse)q inverts (wL;) by Definition 4.2.3. O

4.3 Universal Property of Internal Fractions

The main result of this section is Theorem 4.3.10, the universal property of internal
localization. It is an isomorphism of categories between the category of internal
functors, C — D, that invert w : W — C; and their natural transformations, and
the category of internal functors C[I¥ ~'] — D and their natural transformations. In
Section 4.3.1 we prove that the objects in each category uniquely correspond to one
another in Proposition 4.3.5, and then in Lemma 4.3.8 we show that the 2-cells in
each category uniquely correspond to one another. In Lemma 4.3.9 we show that the
correspondence between natural transformations is functorial, and Theorem 4.3.10
follows immediately.

4.3.1 Correspondence Between 1-cells

The results in this subsection come together to prove that for any internal functor
F : C — X that inverts w : W — Ci, there exists a unique internal functor [F] :
C[W™'] — X such that the diagram

commutes. First we define [F] and prove it is an internal functor, then we notice
how every internal functor C[IW '] — X corresponds to an internal functor C — X
that inverts W by pre-composition with L : C — X. Finally we show that these
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assignments are inverses to one another to prove the main result of this subsection,
Proposition 4.3.5.
It’s clear how to define [F] on objects:

]O&XO

cw
H |

CO#XD
0

On arrows we use the universal property of the coequalizer C[W™!];. By Defini-
tion 4.2.3, there exists a map F(w)™! : W — X, that inverts wF;, : W — X; in X.
That is, the diagrams

W (wFy, F(w)™!) X, W (F(w)~twk) X,
wFll lc wFll lc
Xl T> Xl Xl t—e> Xl

commute in €. In particular we have that

F(w)™t =wFys

and this along with functoriality of F' and the definition of spn = W . x, C; is
enough to see that the outside of the diagram,

spn SN N o)
ﬂol [F], \

X2—>X1=

N
F(w)™! Xt — Xo

commutes and induces the unique map [F] : spn — Xy. This map is used to

define [F]; : C[W™!']; — X; in the following lemma by the universal property of the
coequalizer C[W™1];.

Lemma 4.3.1. The coequalizer diagram,
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commutes in € and uniquely determines the map [F|; : C(W™!]; — X;.

Proof. The main idea here is that the left legs of the two spans inhabiting a sailboat,
represented by pg,p; : sb — spn, are arrows coming from W. These are part of a
commuting triangle represented by 7y : sb — Wa. More precisely, the left leg of the
p1 projection factors through the left leg of the py projection by the arrow represented
by the map momomy : sb — C; in €. This is shown in the following calculation:

P1ToWw = T W
= mo(moTo, MoTIW)C
= (momoTo, MMM W)C

= (momoTo, PoTowW)c

Functoriality of F' then gives

pmmowFy = (momomo Fy, pomow FY)c.

The internal functor F' inverts the arrows coming from w : W — C; so we can
internally post-compose with pymoF (w)™! : sb — X to give the following calculation.
This calculation uses associativity and the identity laws for internal composition in
X, along with the definitions of F'(w)™! and sb and functoriality of F.
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(p1mowFYy, pomo F(w) ™) e = (momomo Fy, pomow Fy, pomo F(w) ™)
= (momomo F1, pomo(wFy, F(w)™)e)e
= (momomo 1, pomow Fise)c

= (momomo F1, momomiw F se)c

(7T07T07T0F1, 7T07T07T1U)SFO€)C
= (7T07T07T0F1,7T07T07T0tF06)C
= (7T07T07T0F1, 7T07T07T0F1t6)0

= 07T07T0F1(1, t@)C

A similar internal composition involving the first and last terms in the equation
above with pymoF(w)™! : sb — X gives

(p17T0F(w)_1, Tomomo L )c = (p17TOF(w)_17p17TOwF17pOWOF(w)_l)C
= (pimo(F(w) ™ wFy)e, pomo F (w) ™ ")e
= (pmowFite, pomo F'(w 1)c

= (pomowt Fye, pomo F'(w

)_

= (plﬂothoe,powoF(w)_l c
-
)—1

)
1)6
= (pomow Fite, pomo F'(w) ™" )c
= (pomo F'(w)~"se, pomo F(w) ™ )c

= pOWOF(w)_l(se, 1)e
D

Now we can substitute the last equation into the following calculation to see [F]'c
coequalizes the pair py and pq:
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Po [F]/C = po(ﬂoF(U))_l, 7T1F1)C
) pomi Fy)e
= ((prmo F(w) ™!, momomo Fr ), pomi ) ¢

= (pomoF'(w

= (p1moF(w) ™", momomo F1, pomi F1 )c
(pmoF(w) ™, (momomo 1, pom1 F1)c)e

= (pimoF(w) ™", (momomo, pom)cFY)c

= (mmoF(w) ™, prm Fy)c

= p1(moF (w) ™, m F1)e

= pm[F]c

The existence and uniqueness of the map [F]; : C[W™!]; — X, such that ¢[F]; =
[F)'c follows from the universal property of C[W™1];. O

The next step is to show that [F] = ([Flo, [F]1) is an internal functor. First we show
identities are preserved by proving the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3.2. The diagram

Co —2— X,

(a,aw)ql le

-1
CW=1y T Xy

commutes in E.

Proof. By the universal property of the pullback Xy, the definition of F'(w)™!, func-
toriality of F', and the fact that « is a section of wt we have



O

The following lemma shows that [F] preserves (internal) composition. When € = Set
this is saying that for any pair of composable spans

a<s— b f>c<v, d—5 ¢
with composite span,
a <% b fﬂ>e,
the diagram
v 1
Fla) 225 re) 22 p(e)
lf(v’)‘1
f@n F(d)
lF(f/)
/ N
F(b) F(f") 4 F(e>

commutes in X. To see this we look at the composition data

e
|

7 f//
d

and apply the functor F' to the weak-composition triangle on the left to get the
equation

F(") = F(h)F(vo)F(v).

Since F inverts W, we can pre-compose both sides by F(v”)~! and post-compose
them both by F(v)~! to get the equation

Fv)™ = F(")'F(h)F(v).
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Similarly, applying F' to the Ore-square gives the equation
Fluo)F(f) = F(k)F (V)
and post-composing with F'(v)~1 gives
F(uo)F(f)F(v)™" = F(k).

Put it all together with functoriality of F' to see the square commutes.

F(o) ' F(N)FW)F(f) = F(") " F(h

Lemma 4.3.3. The diagram,

—1
C[W ]1 T Xl

where [Fy X [F]y = (mo[F1, m1[F1) is the unique pairing map, commutes in X.

Proof. Recall that u : U - spn,xspn is the cover on which we defined composition,
with © = ugu, in the diagram constructed by the Internal Fractions Axioms:

(mom1,mom2)

W, > W X o %74
wT T(Hﬂ'oﬂ'o,ulﬂ'oﬂ'o)

U = / y Uy ——=— > Spn X, Spn
lao Ql l(%m,mm))
spn Whn > CSp

(mom1,m171)

We use this cover when we need to show certain maps out of spn ,x spn are equal.
More precisely, by showing it (or its composition with other epimorphisms) equalizes
two maps we are interested in proving are equal. We begin this proof with the weak-
composition triangle, w : U — W,, and the equation encoding it is commutativity.
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wom = (WoTeTo, UpfdTeToW, UTHTEW)C

By functoriality of F' we have

wmwkF; = (wememe F, ugbmomow Fy, umgmow FY ) c.

We can internally pre-compose both sides of X with the map wm F(w)™!: U — X4
and internally post-compose with umomoF (w)™! : U — X;. Before writing down the
new equation however we do the following intermediate calculation:

(wm F(w) ™ wmwFy)e = wr (F(w) ™ wky)e
= wmwkFite
= wmuwtel]
= umgmowtel}
= umgmow Fite

= umomoF (w) 'se

Using this along with the definitions of W, 6, and csp gives

(Uﬂ'(]ﬂ'(]wFl, U7T07T0F(U)>_1)C = U7T07T0(U)F1, F(U))_I)C
= umgmow Fse
= umgmowsek;
= uoumomwteFl
= uplfmomowteF

= U0¢97T07TOU)F1t6.
Now the pre/post-composed equation is
(umomo F(w) ™ se, umomo F(w) ™ Y)e
== (wm F(w) ™, wommo Fy, wofmomow Y, ugfmomow Fite)c

where the left side simplifies via the identity law in X as

(umomo F'(w) ™ se, umgmo F(w) ') e = umgmoF(w) " (se, 1) = umgmoF(w) ™
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and the right side simplifies similarly as

((A)?TlF(U))_l, w07r07r0F1, U(]H?T()?T()wFl, UO97T07TOU)F1t€>C
= (me(w)_l, womomo F, uebmemow F1 (1, te)c)c

= (me(w)_l, womomoF1, uoﬁﬁowowFl)c

giving the simplified equation:

umgmoF(w)™! = (me(w)_l, womomoF1, u097r07T0wF1)c. (%)

Now take the Ore-square, ugf : U — W, and the equation describing commutativity,
(upfmomow, umgmy )e = (upfm mo, um TOW)C,
and apply F' to get the equation
(ugOmomow Fy, umgmy F1)e = (ugfmimo by, ummow Fy)e.

Since F inverts w : W — C; we can post-compose both sides with ummoF(w)™! :
U — X, to get a new equation. The following computation showing how this is done
follows more or less by the definitions of F(w)™! and # and functoriality of F":

(ummowFy, ummoF (w) e = ummo(wFy, F(w) ™)
= ummowkFise
= ummowsek;
= upfm moteFy

= UQ97T17TOF1t6

Adding internal composition with ugfmmF; : U — X on the right of both side of
the internal compositions shown in the last equation and applying the identity law
in X gives:

(U0¢97T17TOF1, U7T17T0’UJF1, u7T17T0F(w)_1)C = (U0¢97T17T0F1, UO97T17T0F1t€)C
= upfmmoFi(1,te)c

= U0¢97T17T0F1 .

Then by the definition of W we get the equation

162



(upfmomow Fy, umom, Fy, umi o F(w)™Y)e

(U0¢97T07TOU)F1,U7T07T1F1)C, U7T17TOF w C
C

)

(w)

((ugOmymo by, ummow Fy ) e, umymo F'(w)
)7

= (upfmomow Fy, umom Fy, ummoF (w) ™" )c

U0¢97T17T0F1. (**)
which simplifies to the equality

(upfmomow Fy, umom, Fy, umimo F(w) ™Y e = uobmymo Fy. (xx)

which we use in following calculation that shows [F] preserves composition. By
equations (xx) and (%) along with functoriality of F' and the identity law in X we
have:

u(q x q)c[F
= ud[F];
= ch[F]l

(w)_1> Ucﬂ-lFl)C

|
Q
o]
3
o
kS

wm F(w) ™Y wrgmoFy, ugfmmoFy, umm Fy)c

wm F(w) ™Y wromo Fy, ugfmomow Fy, umom Fy, um o F(w) ™t umm Fy) e
(wm F(w) ™Y, wrgmo Fy, ugfmomow Fy e, umgm By, ummo F (w) ™ umym Fy ) e
= (umomo F (w) ™, umom Fy, umymo F (w) ™, umym Fy)e

= (umo(moF(w) ™", m Fy)c, um (mo F(w) ™', m Fy)c) e

= (umo[F)'c,um [F)'c)c

(moq[F1, mq[F1)e

(¢ x @)([F]1 x [F1)e.

The composite u(g X q) is epic, so we get
c[Fli = ([Fy x [Fl)e

as desired. O
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Proposition 4.3.4. The maps [Fly = Fy : Co — Xy and [F]; : C(W™ ', — X,
determine an internal functor [F]: CIW '] — X such that the diagram

C r s X

x (7]

Cw—1]

commutes i .

Proof. Functoriality follows from Lemma 4.3.2 and Lemma 4.3.3. To see the diagram
commutes we can immediately see

L(][F]O == 1(COF0 == F(]

and then use the definitions of Ly, [F];, and [F)’, along with functoriality of F', the
identity law, (se,1)c = 1, in X, and the fact that « is a section of wt to compute

Li[F|y =

sa, (saw, 1)c)q[Fy

(sev, ( )

= (sa, (saw, 1)c)[F]'c
= (sa, (saw, 1) Y(moF (w) ™, m Fy)e
= (saF(w) ™, (saw, 1)ck)e

= (saF(w)™ !, sawF, Fy)c

= (sa(F(w) ™, wF)e, Fy)c

= (sawFite, Fy)c

= (sawteky, Fy)c

= (seFy, Fy)c

= (Fise, Fi)c

Fi(se,1)c
Fy.

O

Proposition 4.3.5. FEvery internal functor F : C — X that inverts w : W — C4
corresponds uniquely to an internal functor [F] : C[W ] — X.

Proof. Lemma 4.3.4 implies the forward direction. Now notice that for any internal
functor G : C[W™'] — X, there is an internal functor LG : C — X given by pre-
composing with the localization functor L : C — C[W~!]. In Proposition 4.2.9
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we saw that L inverts w : W — C;, with (wL)™" = (1,wse)q : W — C[W™!];.
Functoriality of G implies (wL)™'G; : W — X, is an inverse of wLG : W — Xj in
X so this establishes the other direction of the correspondence.

For any F' : C — X inverting w : W — Cy, let [F] : C[W™!] — X be the
corresponding internal functor. Pre-composing with L : C — X gives

LIF|=F
so composing the assignments in one direction gives an identity. On the other hand,
for any G : C[W '] — X, if we pre-compose with L : C — C[IW~!] and then find the
corresponding internal functor C[IW '] — X we get that
[LG] : CW™! —» X
where ¢[LG]| = [LG]'c : spn — X;. Now expanding this with the explicit definition
of
[LG]' = (mo(LG)(w) ™", m1(LG)1)

we can use the definition

(LG)(w)™ = (wL)™'Gy = (1, wse)qGH,
functoriality of L and G, the definition

Ll = (SO&, (SO(’LU, ].)C)q,

a bit of factoring with pairing maps, the fact that goc = ¢ : spn ;X spn — spn, and
Lemma 4.2.5 in the last line to see:

[LG)e = (mo(LG)(w) ™", m(LG)1)e
= (mo(wL)'Gy, m LiGh)c
(7T0(’UJ ) 7T1L1)CG1

(

= (mo(1, wse)q, m1(sa, (saw, 1)c)q)cGy

o, Towse)q, (msa, (rysaw, m)c)q)cGy

((

((mo, mowse), (mosa, (mosaw, m1)c)qacGy
((7r0, mowse), (mosa, (mosaw, m )c)d Gy
qG
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This implies that [LG] = G, by the universal property of the coequalizer C[W™!];.
We have shown that the assignments in either direction are inverses to one another,
so this correspondence is unique. O

4.3.2 Correspondence Between 2-Cells

Next we show the 2-cell correspondence between internal natural transformations for
the internal functors in the 1-cell correspondence of Proposition 4.3.5.

In this subsection we see that internal natural transformations, o : FF — G,
between internal functors, F,G : C — X, that invert w : W — C; correspond
uniquely to natural transformations, [a] : [F] == [G], between the uniquely
corresponding internal functors [F],[G] : C[W~!] — X from Section 4.3.1. The main
result of Section 4.3 is the isomorphism of categories established in Theorem 4.3.10.

We begin with a lemma that shows one direction of the correspondence between
the aforementioned natural transformations,

Lemma 4.3.6. Every internal natural transformation,

Proof. Since C[W 1]y = Cy, define the components of [a] to be the components of
a:

cwo -2 x,

Lo

Co

«

To see this is well-defined we need to show the (naturality) square
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C[Wﬁl]l Xg
([f1 J/[C'f])l J/C
Xg ——m Xy

commutes in €. Let F(w)™, G(w)™ : W — X denote the inverses of wF;,wGy :
W — Xi. Naturality of o : F = G implies the diagram

(wsa,wG1)

w X
(wFy ,wta)J/ lc
Xy ——m Xy

commutes in €. Using internal composition in X to compose with F(w)™! : W — X
on the left and G(w)™! : W — X, on the right on both sides gives a new commuting
diagram,

1 wsa
W (FW)=7, 2X2

(wtaag(W)l)l lc )

Xy ——m Xy

by cancellation using the identity law in X. It will also be helpful to recall the follow-
ing commuting diagrams from the definition of C[J¥ 7] and its universal property.

spn ——» C[W~'];

(ﬂoF(w)’lvﬂlFl)l (Fla
Xy —— X,
spn ——» C[W~']; spn ———s C[W—1]
Fol s Wll t
W G C,———— G

Now consider the following diagram:
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Cw—1); «

([F]lvt[a])‘/ \ (S[O‘] [G]l)
(q[F)1,qt[e]) qs(a],q(G]

The inside commutes by the following calculation which uses associativity of compo-
sition along with naturality of « and the definitions of [F];, [G];, and the pullback
spn =W %, Cy:

(q[F)1, gte)e = ((moF (w) ™", w1 f1)e, gter)c Def. [F);
= (WOF(w)_l,mfl,mta)c Assoc.
= (moF (w) ™", m (FY, ta)c)c Assoc.
= (moF (w)™", mi (s, Gi)c)c Nat. «
= (WOF(w)_l,msa,mGl)c Assoc.
= (WOF(w)_l,wowsa,mGl)c Def. spn
= (mo(F(w) ™", wsa)e, mGy)e Assoc.
= (mo(wter, G(w) e, mGy)e Nat. «
= (mowtar, mG(w) ™", mGh)e Assoc.
= (gsa, (moG(w) ™!, mGy)c)e Assoc.
= (qsa,q[G]l)c Def. [g];.

Since ¢ is an epi we can conclude that|a] satisfies the appropriate naturality condition:

(Ftlad)e = ([ol,[Gl)e

It’s source and target can be computed component-wise by the following commuting
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diagrams

[a] [o]

cw, —2 s x, Cw — s x,
|~} |~
Co — Xo Co — a2 Xo >
H ™ H =
It follows that [o] : [F] == [G] is an internal natural transformation. O

We continue with another lemma establishing the other direction of the correspon-
dence between natural transformations.

Lemma 4.3.7. Every internal natural tranformation,

induces a canonical natural transformation:

LH
N
C ﬂw X

N7

LK

Proof. The notation is suggestive of the fact that this these are given by composing
with the internal functors H, K : C[W ™| — X and whiskering the internal natural
transformation : H = K with the internal functor L : C — C[IW~!]. Note that
the components of the whiskered transformation coincide with those of 3 because L
is the identity on objects:

(COL—’B>X1

A

CIwW—o

Lo
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Lemmas 4.3.6 and 4.3.7 show us the two directions of the correspondence we need
to prove. Now we show the assignments described in the proofs of these lemmas are
inverses to get the correspondence we need in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3.8. Let F,G : C — X be internal functors that invert w : W — Cy in
X. Then the internal natural transformations

Proof. Let a« : F© = G be an internal natural transformation between internal
functors C — X that invert w : W — C; in X. We will show whiskering the
internal natural transformation [a] : [F] = [G] with L : C — C[W™'] recovers
a:F = G:

L[F] F
R R
C ﬂua} X = C ﬂa X
\[G}/ N

L

By definition of [F],[G] : C[W '] — X we have

LIF] = F LG =G

and the following commuting diagram in £ shows the components of L] : FF = G
are precisely those of a:
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[a] T‘X

C[W_l]o — CO

On the other hand, for any natural transformation
/H\
C[w1] Hﬁ X

\/

we can see that

[Lh] H
Cw] ﬂ[w} X = C[w HB X
[LK] K
by first noticing that the triangles,
X o LILH] C LLK] |, «
Y. X
[LH B [LK]
L LK ,
C——F— C[W 1 «—F—C

commute in £ and imply that [LH] = H and [LK] = K by the 1-cell universal
property of the internal localization in Proposition 4.3.5. The following commuting
diagram shows that the components for the natural transformations agree too:

cw — 4 x,

Co



O

The only other piece we need to prove Theorem 4.3.10 is that the correspondence
between 2-cells in Lemma 4.3.8 is functorial. It suffices to show functoriality in one
direction. We show it in the direction of Lemma 4.3.6 and leave the other direction
(involving whiskering) as an exercise to the reader who wants to take a break.

Lemma 4.3.9. The assignment of natural transformations, o — [«], in Lemma 4.5.6
s functorial.

Proof. For any internal functor f : C — X, we have

C[W_l]o 1F] X,
H
Co Lr
|
C[W 1o

shows that the components of [1x] coincide with those of 1j;. This means [1p] = 1jp
are the same natural transformation and so identities are preserved.

To see composition is preserved suppose we have two vertically composable internal
natural transformations:
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We can see
e i O
CW—1] D¢ = Clw—1 H[aﬂ} X
(H]

by noticing that their components coincide via the following commuting diagram:

Cw", (o], [B] c

HA

[af]

O

The following theorem is a direct consequence of all the lemmas that came before
in this section and formalizes the universal property of the internal localization,

cw).
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Theorem 4.3.10. There is an isomorphism of categories

[C, X5y = [CW ], X)°

between internal functors C — X in & that invert w : W — Cy and their internal
natural transformations, and internal functors CIW =1 — X in € and their internal
natural transformations.

Proof. The objects are in bijection by Proposition 4.3.5, the arrows are in bijection
by Lemma 4.3.8, and functoriality follows from Lemma 4.3.9. O

5 Pseudocolimits of Small Filtered Diagrams of
Internal Categories

5.1 Internal Fractions Applied to the internal category of
elements

Exercise 6.6, of Exposé VI in [1] states that the pseudocolimit of a filtered diagram
A% — Cat can be obtained by localizing the Grothendieck construction with respect
to the cartesian arrows. A current paper in progress, [15], by Bustillo-Vazquez,
Pronk, and Szyld shows that with a weaker composition axiom for the category of
fractions, the class of arrows one needs to invert to get the pseudocolimit can be
reduced from all cartesian arrows to a convenient cleavage of them. For the rest
of this chapter we consider an arbitrary but fixed filtered diagram, D : A? —
Cat(€) so that every finite diagram in A has a cone. The main theorem of this
section states that, in a suitable context £, the pseudocolimit of a filtered diagram
of internal categories, A%? — Cat(£), can be computed by forming the internal
category of (right) fractions of the internal category of elements with respect to the
object representing the canonical cleavage of the cartesian arrows.

Note that the axioms we gave in Section 3.2 are for a category of right fractions,
so we need to use the contravariant form of the internal category of elements for a
functor D : A? — Cat(€). In Section 5.1.1 we introduce the object representing
the canonical cleavage and show that it satisfies the Internal Fractions Axioms in
Definition 3.2.2. Section 5.2 is all about proving the main result of this thesis.
Namely that, when it exists, the internal category of (right) fractions, D[W '], of the
internal category of elements with respect to the canonical cleavage object, (D, W),
is the pseudocolimit of the original filtered diagram D : A? — Cat(E).
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5.1.1 The Canonical Cleavage of the Internal Category of Elements

The internal category of elements we need for a contravariant functor and a calculus
of (right) fractions has an object of arrows defined by

D, —*— D(A),

D= [[ D,  where %J b

peEA; D(B D(A
( )Om> (Ao

whenever ¢ : A — B is an arrow in A. The subtle difference in this definition is
that the vertical map on the right is a target rather than a source and that D(¢y) :
D(B) — D(A) for ¢ : A — B in A. Another subtle but important difference is the
definition of cofiber composition for this version of the Grothendieck construction.
For p: A — B and v : B — C in A, the cofiber composition is given by

/

Dy 225 D(A)y .
ml G \

Doy —— D (A

\ l D(ﬁ)o

o D(ww

, . .
where g1 18 the universal map

DAy~ D(A)

nol lm

D(A)y — D(A)
given explicitly by the triple:

C:p;w;(s—l - (7T07T17 ﬂ-lﬂ-lD(SO)l? 7T17T05‘;§1ﬁ) (*)

in which 5;;1/} : D(C)o — D(A); represents the inverse components for the structure
isomorphism of the pseudofunctor, D : A — Cat(€&).

175



When £ = Set, the arrows represented by D; are pairs (¢, f) : (4,a) — (B,b)
where b € D(B)g and f : a — D(p)(b) is in D(A);. The arrows being picked out by
w : W — Iy should correspond to pairs (¢, 1p«,) (b)) : (4, D(p)(b)) = (B,b) where
b € D(B)o and 1pm) @ D(p)(b) — D(p)(b) is the identity map in D(A);. The
following definition describes an extra condition on £ that we need in order to work
with an object of the canonical cleavage of cartesian arrows in .

Definition 5.1.1. Suppose £ admits an internal category of elements of D : A% —
Cat(€). Then we say that D admits a canonical cleavage of cartesian arrows if for
each ¢ : A — B in A, the top pullback

W, —%— D(A),
_
wy;I 16
D, —*— D(A),
L0

D(B) D(A)o

0 D(p)o

exists and the coproduct

w= 1] w,

peA
over all ¢ € A; exists in .

When D admits an object of the canonical cleavage of cartesian arrows as in Definition
5.1.1 we can use the universal property of the coproduct, W, to get the map w : W —
D in & as follows:

W oy Dy

LWT /

W, e
This can be thought of as indexing the canonical cleavage of the cartesian arrows in
the internal category ID. From this point on we assume that D admit a canonical
cleavage of cartesian arrows. The first lemma we prove in this section shows that

(C[W ™1, W) satisfies Int.Frc.1. In the case when & = Set, the sections of the
target map are given by

(15, D(15)(b) : (B, D(15)(b)) — (B, )
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which are completely determined by B € Ay and the objects of D(B).
Lemma 5.1.2 (Int.Frc.1). There exists a section of the target map wt : W — Dy.

Proof. It suffices to show that the cofibers w,my : W, — D(B), have sections. For
each B € Ay, the cofiber section, ap : D(B)g — Wy, of the target map on, w7 :
Wi, — D(B)y, is induced by the pair of maps 1p(p),, D(1p)o : D(B)o — D(B)o.
This is shown in the following commuting diagram, where the outer square clearly
commutes and induces the dotted arrows on the left by the universal property of the
two pullback squares on the inside.

O D) D

(B)o

Using the universal property of coproducts, the section « : Dy — ID; is induced by
the family of maps {apti, : B € Ap}. Since the map wt : W — Dy is induced by
the family of maps {w,m : ¢ € A;} we have that

Lpawt = apliz Wt = w1, TolB.

This means the diagram
]D)Q N 4

Nk

commutes by the universal property of the coproduct Dy and it follows that o : Dy —
W is a section of wt : W — ID. O

Before we prove the second axiom, let us consider the case when £ = Set. Here one
typically shows that any composable arrows

(A,a) 22 (B,5) 2 (€ 0)
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in W C Dy can be precomposed by an arrow,

<1A ’51A o(«pow),cD(lA)(&pow,c))

(A7 D(SO © ¢)(C)) ’ (Av a)
in Dy to make the diagram
(A, D(po1)(c)) (pot,1)

(1A,alAo(wow),cD(lA)(aww,c))l

(A, a) — D (B,b) ~—wn (C,c)

commute in . A convenient way to show this is to first notice that a = D(¢)(b) and
b = D(3)(c) by definition, D(¢)(1pw)e)) = Lbw)enw) (e by functoriality of D(yp),
and the composite of the two arrows in W is:

(A,a) — Y (B,b)

(o 5N lw,l)
P ’ Yporh,c

(C,0)

Now computing the composite

(2481 4o(000). DAY Bos.c))

(4, D(¢ o 9)(c))

> (A, a)

l(wow » S apie)

(C,c)

(potp , 1)

in D is done by noting that 14 0 (p o) = ¢ o9 in A and checking that
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D(po4)(c) D(po)(c)

1
Jle(WOIP),CJ/ Téle(gpow)

D(14) o D(po)(c D(14) 0o D(po)(c) (%)
1A OD

commutes in the category D(A). The bottom left triangle commutes by functori-
ality of D(14) and then the outer triangle commutes by definition of the natural
isomorphism 01 ,o(poy). We now give an internal version of this proof.

Lemma 5.1.3 (Int.Frc.2). There exists a cover U —“4— W X, W and a lift
(.U — W, such that the diagram

oy Wo

lﬂoﬂm

U ﬁ@ W o X wsW

commutes in E.

Proof. By extensivity we have that W, x,sW =[]
are given by pullbacks

(o)eds Wi where the cofibers

Ww;w = ? W¢ ? = ? D¢

- 7T,¢,€
o e 1

W —— D(B)o «—— D(B)

v
We
b, —

®

Now using the component maps of the structure isomorphisms for the pseudofunctor
D : A°? — Cat(&) we represent the composable vertical maps on the left-hand side
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in Diagram (%) by the internally composable pair, D(C)y — D(A),, determined by
the unviersal property of the following pullback:

5w0w

01 4 0(porp)

D(A); ——— D(A)o

Specifying that such a pair comes from W, and composing with the composition
structure map of D(A) gives the internal version of one component of pre-composable
map in D that we need define the necessary lift:

T1Wy 7O

S’U}
Wi 27 D(C)o —*— D(A)

.

D(A)

To bring this together with the other component keeping track of the indexing, we
need to map into the proper cofiber, D;,, which can be done using the universal
property of the pullback:

Wso;w

MWy TO




along with the fact that

oyt = W1w¢ﬁoc§$owct
= M WyT0popD(14)1t
= MWy 0oyt D(14)0
= mwymoD(¥)oD(0)oD(14)o-

Now we need to compose the cofiber triple and show that it factors through W,
via some map cg,, in the following diagram.

(5}”14 o TOWe, T w¢>
7

ch;tb Laspsy
cn [ (34)
Wwow Weporh ’ D900¢

We break this up into a couple steps using associativity of composition. First we
compute the composite
(Towe,m1)

\
7

Wso;w DWZJ
lcvnb
(mwymo,m1W

D poyp

1
w700,y

by calculating

(Wowgmﬁww)cip%g—l Wowwvﬂ-lww) (mom, mm D ()1, 7T17T05;;1/;)

ToW,m1, T Wy D(9)1, ﬂlwwwoés;b})

~1
ToTpe, ToW,ToeD(p)1, MWyl )
p5

= (

= (

= (mompe, mmypeD (o)1, Wlwwwoés;b})

= (

= (mompe, mow,moD(9)oe, Wlwwﬁoég;b)
= (

1
o€, ToT e, Wlwwﬁoép;d})

and then using the identity law in D(A) twice in the last line below to see
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(Wowwvﬂlwdf)cso;df = (mowy, mwy ) (170, Clpryy5-1)
T W0, (oW, T Wy ), o6 10)

(Wlwwﬂ'o, T e, ToT e, Wlwwﬂoéwl}) )

= (7T1U)¢7T0, 7T1U)¢7T05<p;w) .
Now to see that we can pre-compose
(Mowy, Mwy) oy : Wy = Digoy

with 07’ : Wewpy — Dy, at the cofiber Dy ,.(p0y), We check that

145009 *

07 4 spopT0 = mwymoD ()0 D(¢)o
= T WyT0gpt
= ﬁlwwwoés;,b}s
= (mwymo, ﬁlwwwoés;b})ms

= (ToWy, T1Wy)CyprapT1 S-

To see this cofiber composition factors through W, we need to show that the arrow
given by post-composing with the first projection, my : Doy — D(A); is an identity.
To break this up a bit we first calculate

/
51”,4;@0%!” (mow,, mww)cgo;w) €1 a3 (porp);6-1

(ﬁvA 2pot s (Wowp,ﬂlw1p)€4p-¢> (7T07T1, 7T17T1D(1A)1, 7T17T061A Sﬁolﬁ))

= (51,4 o1 WlwdﬂTO(s D(lA)l’ ﬂ-lwwwoélfx (9007/’))
(6 " Wlwwﬂo(swwD(lA)la WlwwWO(SlA (cpod}))

Wlwwﬁoéwwc 7T1U)¢7T0(5¢ wD(lA)l, 7T1w¢7T051A (soow))

and then substituting it into the following calculation along with the definition

Sﬁow = (51A;<>(s00w> Oy D(14)1)

gives:
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01 por (MW, T1WY )Cy w)clA,(ww)

= (01, pot> ﬁowwmwd,)c@w)cu (porp);5-1€

= (mwd,woéwwc T1Wy o0, wD(lA)l, 7T1U)¢7T051A soow))

(mwd,woéwwc 7T1w¢71'0(5 . D(1A>1’51A§(4P0¢)) c)c

= m1wyTo (01 4i0( o) 5WD(1A)1, O D(L)1s 07 (o) €

= mwyo (01 4s0(pov), (O D(1a)1, 0oy D(La)1)e, 01 opy)C
TwyTo (S1ai0won)s (g ) D(La)1, 671 oy

= mwyo (O sio(pon)s €D(0 0 V) ID(La)1, 671 oyy)C

= MWy T (51,4 (o), D(po)oD(1a)oe, 51,4 (@Ow))

= MWy (O si0(p00) Oaiolpones 07, (oy))C

= MWy T0 (014:0000)1 O (o)) €

= mwymoD(14 0 (¢ ov))oe

= mwyToD(p o P)ge.

This internalizes the commutativity of Diagram (%) and shows that for every com-
posable p: A — B and ¢ : B — C in A there is a commuting diagram

T1wymoD(pot))o
Ww;w
~-'-~--.__C$;¢
o
Tporp
(hantmanion) W = b
|
wwowl Ie
ust
Do oo Do —— D(A)

The factorization we needed appears on the left of the diagram above and by asso-
ciativity of composition in D we can conclude that the diagram we originally wanted
(%*) involving composable triples commmutes. This allows us to compute
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5$;¢L1A, Wobgw, Wliotaﬁw)c

(

(
= (5$;¢L1A, TOWyliy, 7r1w¢e¢)c

(0ps oW, MWy ) L1 55

(53;;1#’ ToWep, Wlww) Clasp30bpory
Cg;wwwmﬁ%w
Cg;szgww
and induce the unique cofiber lift, £, : W, — W,, by the universal property of
the pullback, W,, that makes the following diagram commute.

w

P
Wow — > Weoy
I Loy S
poy
. +
Crae) * W, > W
N v
0 w
Dy, X (W Dy Xws(W X wsW
lat s( LPW) (T0L1 4,68,) et 3 ws( wt T ws ()7roy7r17r0w,7r17r1w el
T T2
W - Wy XwsW
plyp

The universal property of coproducts then gives us the desired lift

YA T
W s X s W s Wo =5 W 1 XwsW
LY
oY Lo
Ww;w -
Lo
where we take the identity map
Iw X wsW
W e Xws W W i XwsW
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as our cover. Ol

The next thing we need to show is the right Ore condtition. Taking a look at the
proof when €& = Set will be useful for guiding the reader through the internal version.
Start by assuming there exists a cospan in D whose right leg is in W:

(C. D) (b))
f(wle(m)(b))
(A, a) —7 (B,b)
Since A is filtered, there exists an object F € Ay and two maps ¢* : E — A and
Y* . ' — C such that the square

E-Y, ¢

w*l lw
commutes in A. Now letting x denote the composition of arrows in the non-indexing

compenent of the Grothendieck construction we can consider the commuting dia-
gram:

D(¢*)(a) D(¢")(a) —F s D(g*) 0 D(p) ()
lé;*l:%b
Lp(e*))y*f D(p" 0 ¢)(b)
D@ D(y* o 9)(b)
l‘sw*;w,b
D(¢*)(a) ———5— D(¥") o D()(b) I D(¢*) o D(1)(b)

where

9= D(©") ()04 0 0 b
In particular we have
9* Lpw)w) = 1pesm) * f
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and so the square

(B, D(¢")(a)) 22 (C, D(@)(b))
(¢*,1D(¢*)(a))$ j%(wle(w)(b))

(A, a) —wn (B,b)

commutes in D. Now we show how to internalize this proof when £ is not necessarily
Set.

Lemma 5.1.4 (Int.Frc.3).

There exists a cover, U —4— Dy ,XuW and a lift U — Y s Wy such that
the following diagram commutes:

l(ﬂ—oﬂ'lyﬂ'lﬂ'l)
U # Dltxth

where

Wo = (W, xsD1) Xe(Dy , XopsW).

Proof. Recall that csp = Dy ,x,,W and let csp(A) denote all the cospans in A for
simpler notation. Since £ is extensive we have the following isomorphisms:

csp = H Dgptvxwwthd,
() Ecsp(A)

Dy X s W = H Dy o Xwgsy Wy

(Y* )€ A2)
WDz [ We, , %D,
(4,0*,4,0)6./42)

Now we will define two families of maps

wa,o f;p;w,1
W<p* ww*tW* XS¢D¢ — Dcp tap wath¢ _— Dw* tw* wast¢
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before showing they agree after post-composing them each with the appropriate
cofiber compositions. The left-hand side is simpler so we start there. Consider the

following commuting pullback diagram:

Dwt¢xwwthw = Wy ——— D(A)1 — D(A),

D(¢*)o
A ~
»3,0 '

o } Ww* 71—4;0* D(E)O

D, Dy —™— D(E),

N D(A), —— D(A)y ——+ D(E),

D(¢*)o

The lower left commuting square above then induces the map we need, £,y o, by the
following commuting pullback diagram:

The map, £,.1, on the right-hand side is more involving to define, as we saw when
£ = Set, because it requires defining the map ‘g’ by composing with several other
maps at hand. We first compute
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7r07r05;*1ws = M0t
= momo D ()0 D(#%)o
= momtD(¢")o
= mom1 D(¢")1t

to get one composable pair and then

71'07'('05;*1;%015 = M0+, 5

= momoD (¢ 0 ©*)o

= momo D (¢ 0 ¢")o

= Tot, D (¢ 0 9")o
= mwyty D (1 o ¥%)g
= muwymoD(1) 0 1h*)o
= T WyT0y*2pS

to get another with the same map in the middle. This gives a unique map

(mom1D(¢*)1, 7r071'05;*1w, LW OOy )

Dwthwwthw > D(E)g

representing compsable triples in D(FE) whose composite we denote

(mom1D(*)1, 7T07T05;*1;¢, TLWYTO g qp)

» D(E)3
\ [
D(E)

The target of this composite is

DLp ththwW¢

gt = Wlwwﬂoéw*npt = 7T1U)¢7T0D(1/1)0D(1/1*)0

so there exists a unique map, ¢, in the commuting pullback diagram:
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D(%)o D(®*)o

The left side of the diagram above, along with the fact that s, = ms, allows us to
finally define the cofiber lift by the universal property of the pullback:

1

D@ t wathw
T Lo

Dy,

W W, et v D
» 7 (e 7 My

Tty Xwy sy,

It only remains to show that the outside of the diagram,
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<Pw1
D@t wwth¢
;ew;d)
v Loy ><L
Wno > Dy, X s W PR » wwaW
_
Low,0 o lc LD yu Xwy
thxS]Dl z > ]D)l Dw*;u,
Lo Xt \ Cyp*sep
S re—
W %o Do =i Do ' Dy,

commutes in £ in order to induce the cofiber lift /,,,. Then the universal property of
the coproduct, csp, will give the lift we need with the cover taken to be the identity on
csp. All of the arrows involved have been defined by universal properties of pullbacks
SO we use pairing map notation to expand and manipulate them. Starting with the
bottom composite, first we note, that by the universal properties of the pullbacks in

the codomains of the following maps we have

w, X 1p, = (Towy+, m1), Corsp = (T1T0; Clpe,p5-1C)
where similarly, by equation (%) at the beginning of this section,

C/

o* 61 = (7'('()71'1, 7T17T1D(g0*)1, 71-171-05%;*1%0) .

Then in one component of the bottom composite we have
Cipip0(Wer X 1D, )CpmipTo = Ly, 0(ToWipr, T1)Cipr; o
= (Ly,0M0Wepr, Lipryp 071 ) W10
= Ly, 0T
= ToTo

= 7T0tg0-

and in the other component we have
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Cipip0(Wer X 1D, )CmipT1 = Loy 0(ToWipr, T1)Copr; o1
o0, 0T0We 5 Lo 0T ) Ciprsp M1

@;0,0TO W ,ﬁwpom)% spi6—1C

2ap,0We 5 T0) (7r07T1, mmD(e")1, 7T17r05;3;§0) c

= (¢

= (¢

= (Lo.0Wer WO)Cs&*;so;&lC

= (£

( a0 W1, mom D (p™)1, ﬁoﬂoég*l;p)c.

Now the first component in the triple of the last line above can be rewritten using
the definition of the pullback W, along with the definition of £Z , ; and functoriality
of D(¢*):

bW M = Loy oTere
= 7T07T1$D(g0*)06
= momseD(p*);1.
Substituting this side calculation into the last line of the prior calculation and using

associativity of composition, functoriality of D(¢*), and the identity law in D(A)
allows us to finally see that

Cowp0(Wer X 1p, )Cpripm1 = ¢¢ow¢*W177T0W1D(90*)1, 7r07ro5;*1;§0)c

7T07T18€D 1,7T07T1D( )1,7’(’077'0(5;*1;%0)0

= (¢
(
((momseD(¢*)1, mom D(¢™)1)e, woﬂoé&lw)c
( momise, momy )eD (™)1, 7r07r05;*1;@)c

(

7T07T1 se, 1D )CD( )1, 7T07T05;*1;g0)0

= (707T1D(<P )1, WOWO(S@*;@)C'

By the universal property of the pullback D+, = Dy«oy, We can write the bottom
composite as the following pairing map:

Lo 0(Wer X 1p,)Cprip = (7r0t¢, (mom1 D(p™)1, 7r07r05;*1;¢)0)
For the top composite, we begin similarly by noting that
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Lps X wy = (o, Mwy), Cyrp = (T1T0; Cprryu5-1€)

where similarly, by equation (%) at the beginning of this section,

C:l}*;w;(;fl = (7T07T1> mm DY), 7T17T051}};¢)-

Then in one component of the top composite we have

Cow 1 (1py X Wy )eyr o = Lo (To, T1Wy) 70
= (L0105 Lpyap 1 T1 Wy ) Cypr 30T
= (L0, L1 T WY ) T1 T
= Loy, 1 MWy T
= T Wy

= Wlwwtw.

In the other component we get

Coump 1 (1D, X Wy )CypryT1 = Lo 1 (0, MWy ) ey
= (f 2,170, ¢ o3, 17T11U¢)C;ﬁ*;w;5710
¢1W0, w17T11,U¢)(7T07T1,7T17T1D(’17Z)*)1,71'171'0(51;*1;1!))0
03, 171'07'('1, 03, 17T1U)¢7T1D(1/1*)1, £¢;¢,17r1w¢7ro5_*1;¢)c

= (¢
(¢
(gwl,wlﬂweD P~ )1,7T1w¢7r05_3 )c
= (

g, mmyeD(y )1,7r1w¢7r05¢* )
= (9, (mmyeD(* )1,7r1w¢7r05¢*;w) ¢)c.

Now looking at the last line above recall the definition of g:

g = (7T07T1D( )1, 7T07T0(5§0 o3 7T1’UJ¢7T05¢*;¢)C

By definition of the pullback Wy, functoriality of D(1)*), the definition of the struc-

ture isomorphism components 5_*1#}, and the identity law for internal composition in
D(FE) we get

192



(7T17T¢6D('¢1*)1,7T1w¢71'05_*1; Je =

mmplpey,eD (W), Wlwwﬁoél}lw)c

= (mmylpey,eD(W™ ), Wlwwﬁoéﬁ;w)c

7T11U¢7TOD('¢1)0€D(’¢*)1, Wlwwﬂ'oé;*l;w)c

= 7T1ww7T0D(¢)oD(¢*)0€,Wlwwﬁofﬁsﬂl;w)c

= Wlwwﬁoéz}};wse,7r1w¢7T05_*1;w)c

(
(
= (
(
(

= Wlwwﬂ'o(;q;*l;w(sea 1D(E)1)C
= Wlwwﬁoé&};w.

Taking these side calculations into account and applying associativity of composition;

the definition of the structure isomorphism components dy«.,, and 5_3_w

tions of ¢y, ¢, and the pullback D, X

; the defini-

wyt, Wy the assumption that ¢ o = ¢ in

A which means ¢ o p* =1 o1* in A°; and the identity law for internal composition

in D(E) gives:

(9, (WlﬂweD(@b*)l,7r1w¢7ro5_*1;w)c)c
= (7T07T1D(g0 )1, 7r07r05@ or T1IWYTO0yxp, 7T1U)¢7T051;*1;¢)C
= (7T07T1D(g0*)1, 7T07T05@ o (7T1w¢7T05¢*;¢,7T1w¢7T05_*1;¢)C)C
= (7T07T1D(g0*)1, 7T07T05¢ o Wlwwﬁo(éw*;w,@};w)c)c
= (7T07T1D(g0*)1, 7r07ro5@ o Wlwwﬁoéw*;wse)c
= (7T07T1D(80*)1, 7To7T05¢ (o Wlwwofsw*-wse)
= (7T07T1D(80*)17 7T07T05¢ ) mwyToD (1 o Y )06)
= (7T07T1D(90*)1, 7T07T05¢ ) mwymeD(p 0 <P*)0€)
= (mom D ("), 7r07ro5@ o» MWty D(p o ©*)oe)c
= (mom D ("), 7T07T05@ o> TotoD(p o ¢” Joe)c
= (momD(¢")1, 7r07r06@ o> TomoD(p o ¢” )o€)c
= (mom D(¢*)1, 7r07ro5@ o> TOT00 . ! Jle)c
= (7T07T1D(g0*)1, (7‘(‘07‘(‘0(5%0 o 7TO7T05 - pte) )
= (7T07T1D(g0*)1, 7T07T05¢*;¢(1D(E)17 te) )
= (momD(¢")1, 7T07T0(5;*1W) c.
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Putting all these calculations together along with the universal property of the pull-
back D+, = Dysoy allows us to write the top composite as the following pairing
map:

gw;wl(lpzj X ww)cw*;d, = (7T1U)¢t¢, (7T07T1D(g0*)1, 7r07ro5;*1;¢)c).

By definition of the pullback Dy =Xy,
©

both components in the following pairing maps agree:

Wy, we know that mot, = mwyty, and so

Coip0(Wer X 1p, )Cprip = (Wotw (mom1 D(¢")1, Woﬁoé;*l;so)c>
= (7T1U)¢t¢, (7T07T1D((p*)1, 7T07T05;*1;g0)0>
= Lo 1 (1py X wy)Cyey-
This finally shows that the outside of the last diagram commutes and induces the

cofiber lift

D W, —22% W

Pt Kwyty

The universal property of the coproduct csp gives a candidate for the lift we need:

L¢XL$T Cons
®3

Dtp t Xw o W¢
To see this is in fact the lift we need we need to see that the diagram

(mom1,m171)

Wg ——— c¢sp

L.
4P,¢T LQOXL$

D@ thwwthw

also commutes. This can be done by considering the commuting diagram
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D

P, Ruwyty
;Zw;w
v ™ Lw* XL’ll’
Wo » Dy X 2 Dy s, W
Ly p Sy
_
Losp0 o J/C ™ lﬂuﬁ
thxS]Dl z > Dl W
LY X
® \
* e
WQO w, *tS@* XS“PDSO T1le Dl

@

and recalling that

£¢;¢707T0 = To and £¢;¢717T1 = T.

This allows us to see

gw;iﬁ(woﬂ-lvwlﬂl) ( e 7071, @¢7T17T1)
= (Lo 01t L1 M114))
= (.

L

0L4p77T1L1/;)

wa

and by the universal property of the coproduct csp we get the commuting diagram:

A

¢ T, M171)
L¢XL$T lor
D‘Pt thwww L‘PXL$

The top triangle in the previous diagram shows that when taking the identity map
lesp : €Sp — csp as our cover, the map ¢ : csp — W is precisely the lift we need. O
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The last condition we need to check is the internal right-cancellation property
which we have referred to as ‘zippering.” The objects in £ representing diagrams in
D that are important to recall for this part are those of parallel pairs, P(D), parallel
pairs that are coequalized by an arrow in W, P, (D), parallel pairs that are equalized
by an arrow in W, P,,(ID), and parallel pairs that are simultaneously equalized and
coequalized by arrows in W respectively, P(D). The explicit constructions of these
can be reviewed in Section 3.1.

As is our tradition by now, we first review the usual proof for when £ = Set
before translating it internally to a more general category £. Consider the following
commuting diagram in D:

(0,f) (V1D (e))
(4,0) == (B, D(7)(e) —== (C.0) -

By definition of composition in D), this means @ oy =1 o~ in A% and the diagram

D(¥) o D(v)(¢) +2— a —L= D(¢) o D()(¢)

D()(1p(y)(e)) ‘ HD(W)(ID('Y)(C))

D() o D(7)(c) D(y) o D(7)(c) ()
Dt 07)(c) D(gpo7)(c)

commutes in the category D(A). Since A is filtered, there exists a map p: £ — A
such that the square

E -2 A

| |

commutes in A and so po1) = poy in A°. There is an obvious candidate equalizing
arrow in W for the parallel pair, (f, p) and (g,%), seen in the following diagram:

(B, D(u)(a) L2282 (4,a) %& (B, D(7)(¢)) (55)

To see this diagram commutes in I first notice that the diagram
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«————— D(u)(a) —— D(u) o D(p) o D(7)(c)

D(po (¢ o))(c) D(po (pov))(c)

commutes in D(E). The top square commutes by functoriality of D(u) and commu-
tativity of diagram (%) above, the left and right squares commute by coherence of the
structure isomorphisms for the pseudofunctor, D, and the bottom square commutes
trivially because 1 oy = @ oy in A. Then the outside of the previous diagram
commutes and implies that the following diagram commutes as well:

D(g)(a) D(p)(a)
1D () (a)*9 1D (u)(a) LD (u)(a) 1D (uy(a)*f
D(p)(a) D(p)(a)
D(u)(9) D(p)(f)
D(u)o D)o D)) D()o Dig)o D()(e) ()
Do) 0 D(3)(c) ——— D(j o) o D(x)(c)
Sppoviy.c Spropiove
D((s10 ) 07)(¢) ———— D((s10%) 07)(c)

This shows that the original diagram (%) commutes in D and proves the desired
property in the case £ = Set.
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Lemma 5.1.5 (Int.Frc.4). There exists a cover U —4— P, (D) and a lift

. P(D)

U - P,(D)
Proof. For a more general extensive category £ with a terminal object, products can

be written as pullbacks over the terminal object and equalizers can then be written
as pullbacks over products. In particular we have the pullback diagram

¢

Peg(D) r——"—— P(D) Xos W
] - I ,
P(D) ;% usW ——— (P(D) xusW) x Dy
where
po = (1pm),(momo,mw)c)
and

p1 = (1P(1D>) ,(7T07T1,7T1w)0)-

Note that each object is a pullback of coproducts, and since £ is extensive each of
these pullbacks can be expressed as a coproduct of pullbacks of their corresponding
cofibers. The cofibers for the parallel pairs objects are denoted

P(D)(pw) = Dy (s,t)x(&t)Dw

The corresponding pullback diagram of the cofiber corresponding to the maps @, 9,
and v in A such that ¢y = ¢y is

Peg(D) ()17 - > P(D)(4,9)  Xwys, Wy
|
Wol lplv(w;w)w ) (*)
P(D)(%lﬁ) £ X w5y W’Y pmv (P(]D)(SWZ)) ¢ X w5y W’Y) X D‘PO’Y

where

Po,(p3)iy = (1P(D)(%¢) XWo (Woﬂo,ﬂlwﬁ,)cww)
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and

P1(es)y = (IP(D)@,MXWv?(Woﬂlaﬂlw’y)cwW)'
Similarly we have the pullback diagram for the object of parallel pairs that are
equalized by an arrow in W

Peg(D) ——=L—— W, X, P(D)

_
Lqu lM )
XsP(D) —— (W ,,x,P(D)) x Dy
where
Ao = (Ipm),(mw,momo)c)
and
A= (1P(]D>)7(771w7770ﬂ'1>c)'
The corresponding pullback of a cofiber indexed by a maps pu, ¢, and v such that
e = pp in A is

Peq(D)u;(@,w) — W, wMtMXS(P(D)(¢,¢)>
4
™0 lAl,u;(%w) ) (**)
Wity Xs(P(D)(%w)))\m) (Wu Wity XsP(D)(%w)) X Doy
where
A0 pis(p,0) = (1WuxP(D)<¢,¢)v(WOWMvWIWO)Cu;sD)
and

A pis(p) = (1Wu X P(D) () >(7T0wu>7rl771)cu;w) :

We use the cofibers in Diagrams (%) and (%) to translate the usual proof for when
£ = Set and then the universal property of coproducts will give us the result we
want. Since A is filtered, there exists a map pu: F — A in A such that the diagram

E—t-s A
b
A——B

commutes in 4. Picking out the arrow we need to precompose was done by taking
the source of the parallel pair and applying D(u) to it. Internally this is done at the
level of cofibers by first considering the following commuting diagram,
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ch(D>(<p,¢)w R D<P (s,t)x(s,t)Dw o Dso e D<A)1
TOTO D(A)O
D(w)o

~ } - 2
DAO (S’t)X(S t)DdJ WH _— D(E)O

™ wul . e

~ o - 2
DSO Du _ D(E)1

_

™ ﬂol t

D(A): 5 » D(A)o (Ao

The left side of the previous diagram then makes up the outside of the following
pullback diagram:

Peg(D) (.69 T0T0
g‘zu,(w,w)
Wi wt,, Xs PD) oy — Dy (o X(s.0Dy —— Dy
o J
™0 sl 1
W‘u Oty > D(A)O — D(A)l
Wy /
™0

DH

There are two ways to compose the arrows in the diagrams being represented by
the previous universal map. To show they agree we show the the following diagram
commutes
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5%(% )
Pea(D) (1) LW, X s P(D)(p,4)

122 t S
i Ot (mowy,m171)
Zu,(w,w)l \
Wit XsP(D)(p,p) Dy
\ lcu;w
(mowp,m1m0) Du;go T) Duogp

By definition of EM7(¢,¢) the first two maps on either both sides can be composed to
give the top and left arrows in the following square:

(Zﬁwu,ﬂomﬂn)

pcq(D)(Wb)w E— Du;w

(f,’fwu,ﬂoﬂoﬂo)l l‘fu;w

Du;so T) Duow
To see that this square commutes we use the universal property of the pullback D .
It will help to recall the definition of cofiber composition in D. In particular
Cusp = (M0, Cppps-1¢)  and  Cuy = (M0, C)p5-1€)

where

/

Cu;cp;(S*l = (7T07T1, 7T17T1D(,u)1, 7T17T05;;14p)

and similarly
C:L;¢;571 = (7T07T1, 7T17T1D(,u)1, 7T17T05;;}/}).

To see both sides agree on the projection my : D, 0o ¢ — D(FE), we can compute

w _ (pw
(eu’w‘u,ﬂ'oﬂ'oﬂ'o)cuowﬂ'o = (guwu77T07T07T0>7T17T0
= ToToToTo
and

(€$wﬂ,7r07ro7rl)cuo¢7ro = (gij’wlu,ﬂ'oﬂ'oﬂ'l)ﬂ'lﬂ'o

= TTT1To
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and notice that that the last lines are equal by definition of the pullback Peq(ID) (4.1):)-
To see that the other projection 7y : D, o ¢ — D(E) also coequalizes both sides of
the square is more involving. First notice that the diagram

P(D)(@ﬂ/)) tXw'yst’Y
ToT1
o
oo Do (5.0 % ) Dy —— Dy
o (m1s,m0) (A)
<+ ~ o
Dcp (m15.70) D(B)() X D(A)()
m
0 D(A)O

commutes and precomposing with the projection

ch(D) (p)iy — (Dso (s,¢) X (s,t) Dw) ¢ Xwysy W,

gives the last line in the following side-calculation:

w _pw
ﬁuwum = Euﬂue
= 7T07T07T07T18D(,u)06

= 7T07T07T07T1D(,u)186.

We use this side calculation in the fourth equality of the following calculation:

(4
= (¢
= (¢

wu 77T07T07T0)Cuog07T1

Wy, T )C, ps—1C

TETE T

U)u,ﬂ'oﬂ'()ﬂ'o)(ﬂ'oﬂ'l,7T17T1D(,u)1,7T17T05;;1<p)0
(Eﬁwum, momomom1 D ()1, 7r07r07ro7r05;;30)c
(7r07r07ro7r1D )1se, momomomi D (1)1, 7T07T07T07T05;;g10)6
(7T07T07T07T1D 1(se, 1)c, 7T07T07T07r05;;30)c

7T07T07T07T1D 1, 7T07T07T07T05;.310)C
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The last calculation we need requires a side calculation along with the coherences
for the structure isomorphisms of the pseudo functor D : A% — Cat(£). We start
similarly by noticing that the diagram

P(D)(w,w) tx“’ws'yW’Y
TOT1
™0
Dy, X (s:y Dy —————= Dy

%)
Tomo (s,t

o (m18,m0) (B)

<+ v TS

D, ————— D(B)y x D(A),

(m18,m0)

o

TS D(A)O
commutes in £ and noticing that pre-composing with the projection

™0

ch(D)(%w)w E— (Dso (s,¢) X (s,t)Dw) txw'ys'yW’Y
gives the last line in the following side-calculation:
tym.e = momomomisD(p)oe
(

= momemmsD(p)oe

= 7T07T07T17T1D(,U/)186.

Another side-calculation we will need can be seen in the following commuting dia-
gram:
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o) t
l

D, —=— D(B):

. 7,\ 1 A
PGD))(‘P#/’) txwvstV ’ W’Y Ty ’ D(B)O (C)

Y _J '
ﬂ'ol _ W~ e

Dy (s 1y ¥ s Dy D, —=— D(B)
ﬂ'll \ Sy s
t 4 4

D, —————— D(B); —— D(E),

In particular we will use commutativity of the outside several times which says:
Tom Ty = Tw,moD (7)o

Coherence of the structure isomorphisms of the pseudofunctor D says that the dia-
grams

(6powivy vD('Y)O‘Sw;'Y) .

D(C)o D(E)s
(85990 0y D(11)1) c
D(C)Q c > D(E)l
and
D(C)() (6MO<P?’Y’D(7)06<PW)> D(E)Q
(800, 0p5y D (12)1) c
D(C)Q c > D(E)l

commute in €. Using the internal composition in D(F) to pre-compose with the
inverse structure isomorphism components 5;:01ww : D(C)g — D(E); and 0., :
D(C)oy — D(E); respectively and then applying the identity law in D(E) gives new
commuting diagrams:
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-1
(8 0y Opiwpory Oy D(1)1) Oupiy

and

(5;01w;w:5uwov:5¢:7D(N)1) dpiy

D(C)3 ——— D(E),
Taking inverses in D(E) then gives the commuting diagrams,

D(C)y —220 s D(B),

-1 -1 -1
(6¢;7D('u)1’6u;¢07’6l‘°¢;7) 6#;#}

(6;§1YD(M)176/:;},90—\/76HO¢>;7) 5;719

D(C)s ——— D(E)

which we will use in the calculation(s) below. The first of the latest side-calculations
along with associativity of composition and the identity law for composition in D(E)
allows us to see
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(€} Wy, Moo ) Cpoy T
= (0w, ToTT) €51 C

= (0 wu,momom ) (momy, mim D ()1, Wlﬂoé};}b)c

-1
Cw,m, momomim D (1)1, 7T07T07T17T0(5mw>0

-1
momomim D (p)1se, momomimi D ()1, 7T07T07T17T05u;¢) c

((7T07T07T17T1D )186, 7T07T07T17T1D(,U/)1)C, 7T07T07T17T05;;}/})C
(7T07T07T17T1D ) (se, 1D(E)1)Cv 7T07T07T17T0(5;;11b)0

-1
7T07T07T17T1D )1, 7T07T07T17T05mw>0

The second of the latest side-calculations along with the left square deduced from
the coherence diagrams allow us to see

(momomymy D (1)1, Moo 700,y ) €

= (7T07T07T17T1D(,U/)1, 7T07T1w77T0D(”}/)0(5_1 )

= (momomm D (1)1, Tom1 wy 0 (Oysiy D (14)1,6 g0y Oprosin )€) €

The next side calculation shows how we can replace the last line above. The first line
below comes from the definition of Peg(ID) (v~ The second and third lines follow
from the definition of cofiber composition and the fourth line is a standard com-
putation using the calculus of pairing maps by the universal property of pullbacks.
The fifth, sixth, and seventh lines are consequences of the definition of W, and the
eighth line follows by definition of 5 . The ninth line comes from associativity of
composition, and in the tenth line we apply the identity law for composition in D(A).

206



7o (ToTo, MWy ) CpiyT1 D (1)1
LMoy, T1ws )y LD (1)1

(Woﬁl,ﬂlwy)cww veD(p)y
1(mom, mw,y ) (mmy, mm D ()1, 71'171'051;%)6[)(#)1
T TT 71, MW, T D ()1, 7T17T1w«,7T051;;17) cD(p),
MMMy, M TyeD ()1, 7T17r1w77ro51;;17) eD(p),
71'17'('071'171'1,7T17T17T-YD(’I7D)06,7T17T1'LU-Y7TO(51Z;%Y>CD(,U)1

T ToT17T1, 7T17T1U),Y7T0D(”)/>0D(1p>06, 7T17T1’UJ«/7T0(5;;1A/) CD(,U)l

= (7T17T07T17T1, 7T17T1w»y7T05;;17567 ﬁlwlwﬁ,ﬂoéi;ly)cD(,u)l
(7r17ro7r17r1, 7T17r11,uv7roc51;;1V (se,1pcay, )c) eD(p),
(7r17ro7r17r1, Wlﬁlwwﬂoéi;%y) eD(p),

7T17T07T17T1D(,U/)1, 7T17T1U),Y7T051;;2D(,U/)1)C

Functoriality of D(u) gives the final line in the computation above. Expanding the
composition in the last line of the previous calculation and recalling that that the

diagram
OO

ch(D)(cp,w);v ﬁ (P(D)(%lb)txﬂwsvwv) X DQOOV

T1T0

commutes by definition of the pullback P;(ID)(, )y allows us to see that up to this
point we have:

(ﬁﬁwu,ﬂowom)c“wm = (7TO7T07T17T1D(,u)1, 7T07T07T17T0(5;;11Z)) c

= (WO(WOWOv T1WA ) Cpn T D ()1, Wlﬂlwvﬂoéﬁuoyéuoww) ¢

A similar side calculation to the last one, where we can cancel composition with an
identity map in the middle, shows
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o (om0, M1y ) oy ™1 D (1)1
= To(mMoT0, 1WA ), 51D (1)1
= mo (oo, MWy ) (momy, mmy D (@)1, mmo0,. ) eD (1)
= (7T07T07TO7T1, Tomw,m1 D(p)1, Woﬂlwwwoég;lv)cD(,u)l
=

ToToToT1, ToT1TeD ()1, Woﬁlwwﬂo(;;;}y)cl)(,u)l

= (7TO7T07T07T1D(,u)1, ﬁoﬂlwywoés;{yD(,u)l)c.
Note that the parallel arrows

T1T1

Peg(D) o)y —— W,

TOT1

are equal by definition of the pullback P.;(ID) .4y Since 1oy = poy and potp =
i o @, composition in D(F) is associative, the commuting square(s) deduced from
the coherence of the structure isomorphisms for D, and by diagrams (C) and (A),
we have that

w
(gp wu77T07T07T1)Cpo¢7T1

)1, 7T07T1wﬁ,7T05;;17D(,u)1, 7T17T1w7ﬂ-05;;1<p0'y(5/.104p;’y)c
D(p)1, Tom1 w00, o, Opopin ) €
H 1,7To7r1w77ro(5;;{yD(u)1, ;;OW%WW)QC

D(p)
D(p)
D(p)
momomom1 D ()1, 7T07T1’UJ4/7T0D(’}/)05;;1§0)C
D(p)
D(p)

ToToToT1

—1

Tomomom1 D (1)1, Momiw,mod,

ToToTo71
5—1

ToToToT 1L/ )1, ToT0T1T00,,., ) C
-1

2 1,7To7T07T07T05m¢)C

w
= (ﬁu w,u,vﬂ-(]ﬂ-Oﬂ-O)Cuowﬂ-l

= (
= (
= (
= (
= (
= (7T07T07T07T1

It follows that
(0w, om0 ) Cpoyy = (£}, ToT0T1 ) Cpo

so there exists a unique map €, p4) © Peg(D) )y = Peq(D) (o) at the cofiber
level:
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,PCII(]D>(SD,¢)§“Y

gﬁu;(w;w)

()

1wty s P(D), XsP(D) ()
<1P(]ID)( ) Wowu Wm %ﬂ)) Tl'Owﬂ T C,u 11))

P(
N wutu ,u,o<p

~u (¢,%)
%4

M wyty

Since this is true for arbitrary parallel pairs (¢,1) in A and an arbitrary « in 4
which coequalizes them, the universal property of coproducts induces unique maps
by : Peg(D) = W ;X P(D) and €y : Pey(D) = Pey(D) such that the diagram

> > W, X P(D)
Lqu l(lp(n))a(mwﬁom)C)
W, xsP(D) » (W xsP(D)) x Dy

(1p(m),(m1w,momo)c)

commutes in €. The lift we need is then given by the following pullback diagram

where the upper triangle shows we can assume the cover to be the identity map
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1p., ) : Peg(ID) = Pey(D). The outside of the pullback diagram commutes because
by definition of ¢, we have

w
£0Leq7rl = 60 st

and then the following diagram

Peg(D) (o) m W wﬂtﬂst(D)(w,w) —m Dy (S,t)x(s,t)D@b
OO
commutes in &£. O

The preceding lemmas in this section come together to show that the object of
the convenient cleavage of cartesian arrows we consider for the internal category of

elements can be formally inverted to give an internal category of (right) fractions,
D[W 1.

Proposition 5.1.6. Let D : A — Cat(€) be a pseudofunctor such that € is a
candidate context for internal fractions and admits an internal category of elements,
D, which is a candidate for internal fractions. Let W = H@eAl W, be the object
of the canonical cleavage of the cartesian arrows we defined at the beginning of this
section. Then (D, W) admits an internal category of fractions.

Proof. Lemmas 5.1.2, 5.1.3, 5.1.4, and 5.1.5 come together to show that the Internal
Fractions Axioms of Definition 3.2.2 are satisfied and the result follows by Defini-
tion 3.1.9. U

5.2 Pseudocolimits of Small Filtered Diagrams of Internal
Categories

The crux of our main theorem is an observation that in the correspondence between
oplax natural transformations D =— AX and internal functors D — X for an
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arbitrary internal category X established in Theorem 2.5.1, the components of the
natural transformations factor through the family of arrows w : W — ID; that get
inverted by the internal localization L : D — D[W~!]. The oplax natural trans-
formations D = A are required here since we are dealing with a contravariant
pseudofunctor and constructing a category of right fractions.

Recall that there is a canonical oplax natural transformation D = AD whose
components are internal functors {p : D(B) — D defined by:

t,(lD(B>1,t6§1)C
D(B)l ( ) > DlA

(B

For each ¢ : A — B in A, the internal transformation , ¢, : D(¢)ls = Ip
is defined by its components, f,t, : D(B)y — Dy, which factor through W, as a
consequence of the commuting diagram:

D(B)o Doy D(A)g

More precisely, the components of the natural transformation, ¢,, are picked out by
the composite l,ip : D(B)y — Dy, which represents the arrows in the component
D,, which are given by applying the identity structure map, e : D(A)y — D(A);,
after applying D(p)o : D(B)o — D(A)o.

Definition 5.2.1. For an arbitrary oplax natural transformation x : D — AX|
the induced internal functor 6, : D — X is defined on components and then induced
by the universal property of the coproduct as follows:
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)[R y Xo D oot i sy X4
LBI (5o I T
D(B)o D, s Xo

(7‘(1(:17,4)1,7‘(0.&;)

The subtle difference here from the induced internal functor in Section 2.3 is the map

<7r1 (za)1 ,7'('01'@)

D, > Xo

which twists the order of composition in X to account for working with a contravariant
functor the covariant used in Lemma 2.5.1. Next we review how every internal functor
D — X induces an oplax natural transformation by whiskering. This is the same as
in Section 2.4 but we restate it for our reader’s convenience and the fact that we’re
working with a contravariant functor and oplax transformations.

Definition 5.2.2. For an arbitrary internal functor F' : D — X, the induced oplax
natural transformation F*: D = AX has components that are internal functors
F} . D(B) — X defined by post-composition

¥
.
X
For each ¢ : A — B in A, the induced transformation F; : D(p)F* = F"is

defined by whiskering. More precisely, the components are given by post-composing
the components of ¢, with F}:

D 0—>]D1

A similar proof to the one in Proposition 2.3.4 shows the assignments in Definitions
5.2.1 and 5.2.2 are inverses. The following Lemma shows that the induced internal
functor in Definition 5.2.1 inverts the cartesian arrows, w : W — D;.

212



Lemma 5.2.3. If v : D = AX is a natural isomorphism, then the induced

internal functor 0, : D — X inverts the family of cartesian arrows, w : W — D, as
in Definition 4.2.3.

Proof. By Definition 4.2.3 we need to show that the composite

is invertible in X as in Definition 4.2.2. It suffices to produce a map 0,(w)™!: W —
Xy such that such that

(O (W)™, 0, (w))e = 0, (w)te,  (0x(w), 0, (w) e = 0,(w)se.

Since x : D = AX is a natural isomorphism, for each B € Ay the components
z, : D(B)o — X are invertible in X. By Definition 4.2.2 there exists 2" : D(B)o —
X, such that

-1, _ —1;
T, 8 =Tpl, T, L= Tps

and
—1

(:E;l, Ty)e = zpte, (T, T,

Jc = z,se.

commutes in £. Define a candidate inverse for wd, : W — X; (with respect to
composition in X) to be the universal map induced by the family of composites,

We

W, —— D, —— D(B)g

-1
x )
0(Wy) ™t l ®

in & for each arrow ¢ : A — B in A. Note that by definition of z, and 6, (W)™}
0. (W,)"'s = wwwox;ls
= WMLt
= wy(m(xa)1, Toxy,)ct
= wy (0,1t
= 1gw(0z)1

= 150, (W).
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For the rest of our argument we need a nicer characterization of 6,(W) = w(#); :
W — the following commuting diagram

W, —*— D(A),
v

D, —™— D(A), % X,
_
o t t

+ @a)o
D(B)(] m) D(A)(] E— XO

m(P /
Xl s

in &£, where the pullback squares commute by definition, the bottom right square
commutes by functoriality, and the bottom part of the diagram commutes by defini-
tion of the natural transformation x, : D(¢)za = zp. Use the previous diagram’s
commutativity along with the identity law for internal composition in X to compute
the composite

W, (7r1 (xa)1,T0xp)C = (WuT1 (T 4)1,W,ToT,)C
Tpe(T4)1,W,Tot,)c
Tpete(r4)1,Ww,mo,)c
wemoD(@)oe(xa)1,wemoxy,)C
weToD(@)o(a)0e,wyToxy,)C

WyTHT pS€, WL, )C

(
(
(
(
(
(

|
S
A
3
=)
8
A
—~
w
o
—_
i
SN—
o

|
g
S
S
[en]
8
S

Now we can see the target of 6, (W,)~" is the source of 120, (W,) : W, — X,

214



0. (W,) 't = wwrozv;lt
= WHTTyS
= wy(m(xa)1, Toxy,)CS
= Wytp(0z)15
= ng(ﬁm)ls
=150, (W)s,

and get a convenient description of the cofibers of the map w(f,); : W — X as
shown in the commuting diagram:

W wo >]D1 .......................... >X1
ng/ wSD >D /XZ c >X1

0 \
(7r1 (za)1 ,WOCE@)
We
Ty

Ly (0(W) ™1, 0,(W))e =

)

Now we can compute

(L;’Hx(W)_l, Ltz (W))c

= (w¢wox;1, Lpw(0z)1)c

= (w¢ﬂo$;1, Wyty(04)1)c

= (w¢wox;1, Wy (m1(24)1, Tozy,)C)C
( )1, o) c)c
(w¢wox;1, WyTHT ) C

= w¢ﬂo($;1, T,)c



as well as

|
~ N N~ /N~

S
AN}
~
A
—
> 8B
N~—
—_
S
AN
|
[e=)
H
SN~—
o

=w ﬁo(xw,:cwl)c
= WL ,Se

= 0,(W,) 'te

= Lgﬁx(W)_lte

= 150, (W)se

and by the universal property of the coproduct W we get

(0 (W), 0a(W))e = 0,(W)te

and

(O, (W), 0, (W) He = 0,(W)se
It follows that 6,(W) has an inverse in X and that 6, inverts w: W — Djy. O

The next lemma we will need in our main result will help us establish that every
natural transformation induced by an internal functor that inverts w : W — Iy
under the equivalence in Theorem 2.5.1 is a pseudonatural transformation. This is
done by seeing that for each ¢ : A — B in A the internal natural transformation
obtained by whiskering ¢, with L,

D(B)
52
D(p) / )
Ly
D(A) D — D[]

gives a natural isomorphism. The key observation to make here is that the 2-cells
from the canonical oplax natural transformation ¢ : D = I have components that
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factor through w : W — ID; so that whiskering with the internal localization functor
L :D — D[W!] inverts them to give a natural isomorphism after whiskering.

Lemma 5.2.4. For each p : A — B in A, the internal natural transformation

&pL : D(QO)KAL — (gL

given by whiskering,

D(B) —£5 D L DW-Y D(B) -5, pw-1
Ly 15 — oL
7| s bo| |
D(A) —— D —— D[] D(A) ——» DY

1 an isomorphism.

Proof. Recall that the internal localization functor, L, inverts w : W — ;. In par-
ticular (wL;)™ = (1,wse)q : W — D[W™!]; is an inverse of wL1 : W — D[W~!]; by
Proposition 4.2.9. Also recall from Definition 2.1 that the components of the natural
transformation ¢, are given by f,t, : D(B)y — Dy where £, = (1p(s),, D(p)oe) is
the unique pairing map induced by the universal property of the pullback D,. Notice
this map factors through w : W — Dy since £, : D(B)y — D,, factors through W,
via the composite:

w

0—>W

N

Then since wyt, = tyw : W, — Dy, we have the following commuting diagram:

w
L8w,

D(B)y ——— D,

\ l (*)

W ——— Dy.

Abusing notation by reusing the label /,L we can see that the composite
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way; Lo
D(B)o ‘ D, ———— D
) lLl
D[Wﬁl]l

represents the components of the transformation ¢,L : D(p){4L = {pL. Diagram
(x) implies these components are all invertible in D[W™!] via an inverse given by the
composite

oy I
D(B)y —=— W, W
M l(WLl)
D[W 1],

in £. To see this is really an inverse we can use the definitions and diagrams above
in the proof of this lemma along with the fact that (wL;)™! is an inverse of wL; to
see

(CoLy (Lo L) e = (Cwgty Ly, €08 (wLa) e
= (ﬁgeng,ﬁgag(le)_l)c
= (204 (Ly, (wLy)™e
= KZ;’LZ;’Llse
= lGwyt,Lyse

= (l,L)se
and a similar proof shows
((L,L)~, e, L)e = (¢,L)te.
It follows that the whiskered transformation

&pL : D(QP)EAL — EBL

has an inverse, (¢{,L)~' and is an internal natural isomorphism between internal
functors for each ¢ : A — B in A. O
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Lemma 5.2.5. Fvery internal functor F' : D — X that inverts w : W — Dy corre-
sponds to a pseudonatural transformation D —> AX wia the oplax version of the
isomorphism of categories in Theorem 2.5.1

Proof. Suppose F' : D — X is an internal functor that inverts w : W — ;. Then
by the universal property of the internal localization, in Proposition 4.3.5, there
exists a unique [F] : D[W '] — X such that L[F| = F. The natural transformation
corresponding to F' under the contravariant version of the isomorphism of categories
in Theorem 2.5.1 is obtained by whiskering

D(B)
lp
D(p) /
Ly
D(A) >y D £ X

la

for each ¢ : A — B in A. Since F' = L[F] this whiskering can be done in two steps.
Starting with

D(B)
LB
D(p) / )
[59
D(4) ——— D —L— DWW —— X
we can use Lemma 5.2.4 to get a natural isomomorphism
D(B
(B) ot
D(¢)
0L
D(A) — w1 — L x
e

and then we can whisker once more to get
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D(B) D(B)

X@;L[F] W
D(w)l - D()
Recall that the components of £, are {,t, : D(B)y — D; and notice that the com-

ponents of £, F" are precisely

t,L
o e
(B)o , D, > DWW,

Lemma 5.2.4 shows that £,L : D(B)y — D[W™!]; is invertible in D[W '] and since
[F] : DI]W~!] — X is an internal functor, the total composite in the diagram above
is invertible in X by Lemma 4.2.4. O

The next two lemmas allow us to contextualize the previous two lemmas more pre-
cisely in terms of the oplax version of the isomorphism of categories in Theorem 2.5.1.
This helps us avoid many explicit but unnecessary details in the proof of the isomor-
phism of categories in our main result.

Lemma 5.2.6. The underlying-structure functor

(D, AX],s —Z— [D, AX],p
15 fully faithful.

Proof. 1f two modifications, u,v : @« — [ between pseudonatural transformations
a,B: D = AXare equal after forgetting the additional pseudonaturality structure
then they are the same modification by definition. This implies U is faithful. It is
clearly full because any modification between pseudonatural transformations is what
it is. O

Lemma 5.2.7. The underlying-structure functor

[]D)v X]%/ L> [Dv X]g
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15 fully faithful.

Proof. Any two natural transformations o, 5 : f = ¢ between internal functors
fy9: D — X that invert w : W — ID; which become equal after forgetting that f and
g invert w : W — Dy must be the same natural transformations by definition. This
implies U’ is faithful. Any natural transformation between internal functors D — X
that invert w : W — ID; is precisely that, so U’ is also clearly full. O

The previous four lemmas come together in the following lemma which does most of
the work for the proof of our main theorem which follows immediately after.

Lemma 5.2.8. There is an isomorphism of categories

[D, AX],s = [D, XJy

between the category of pseudonatural transformations D =—> AX and their modifi-
cations; and internal functors, D — X, that invert the cartesian arrows, w: W — D,
and their natural transformations.

Proof. By Lemma 5.2.3, every pseudonatural transformation D =— AX induces
an internal functor D — X that inverts w : W — D by the following composition of
functors

(D, AX],s

(D, AX]ope —= [D, X]¢

where the bottom isomorphism of categories is the oplax version of Theorem 2.5.1.
By Lemma 5.2.4, the composite

D, X]
[D, AX]ope +——=— [D,X]¢

factors through [D,AX],;. By Lemmas 5.2.6 and 5.2.7, we know [D,AX],s and
[D, X]§, are both fully faithful subcategories of [D, AX].pe and [D, X]¢ respectively so
the isomorphism of categories in Theorem 2.5.1 restricts to an isomorphism between
these subcategories. O
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We can finally state and prove the main theorem of this paper.

Theorem 5.2.9. Let A be a cofiltered category and let £ admit an internal Grothendieck
constructoin, D, for the pseudofunctor D : A? — Cat(E). If (D, W) admits an in-
ternal category of fractions, D[W '], then D[W ™| is the pseudocolimit of D : A% —
Cat(&).

Proof. Under the given assumptions, we can apply Lemmas 5.2.8 and Theorem 4.3.10
to get a chain of isomorphisms (of categories) which can be composed to prove the
result.

[D, AX],s = [D, X5, = [DW ], X)*

6 Denouement

Having given contexts for an internal category of elements and an internal category
of (right) fractions, we have implicitly described a context for computing (op)lax
colimits of small diagrams of internal categories and another for computing pseu-
docolimits of small filtered diagrams of internal categories. The purpose of doing
this was to isolate and better understand the categorical constructions that are used
when working in the context of Set, with diagrams of small categories, and to give
a new formalism for gluing constructions in categories of internal categories.

For the internal category of elements of a pseudofunctor we required specific
pullbacks along source (or target) maps of our internal categories, and certain disjoint
coproducts that commute with these pullbacks. Any extensive category that has
these pullbacks will satisfy these conditions, for example Set, Cat, and Top all
admit internal category of elementss for small diagrams of their internal categories
this way. We state these conditions so carefully in order to include other possible
examples of larger categories which may not be extensive overall, or which may not
contain all pullbacks, but which have enough coproducts and pullbacks that behave
well with one another to allow this construction to take place. For example, small
diagrams of Lie groupoids whose source and target maps are surjective submersions.

The internal category of fractions construction requires a collection of pullbacks
and equalizers in order to define the objects involved in the internal description of
(a weakened version) of the (right) fractions axioms, as well as the relations and
quotient objects which are required to define objects of paths of arrows with an
appropriate universal property.
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An interesting part of our main result, Theorem 5.2.9, is that some of the inter-
nal fractions structure from the definition of the Internal Fractions Axioms (Defini-
tion 3.2.2) becomes trivial when the internal category being considered is an internal
category of elements implying a kind of discreteness. In this case we proved a for-
mal gluing construction for these internal categories by showing that the resulting
internal category of fractions is the pseudocolimit of the original diagram.

Exploring more examples of diagrams of internal categories arising in contexts
that satisfy our conditions is ongoing work. We have plenty extensive categories
that allow for an internal category of elements, and it would be interesting to find an
example where the entire category is not extensive, but the pullbacks and coproducts
we have interact nicely for other reasons. Increasing the dimension of the indexing,
ambient, and internal categories with the goal of studying higher categorical colimit
constructions is the topic of my PhD thesis proposal at Dalhousie.

A Internal Category of Elements

This section of the appendix contains technical lemmas used in Chapter 1.

A.1 Associativity of Composition

This first lemma we need states that the source and target of a composite coincides
with the source and target of the first and second map in the composite respectively.

Lemma A.1.1. For any composable pair (p,¢) € AW, X)x A(X,Y) in A we have
that ‘the source (target) of the composite is the source (target) of the first (second)
map (respectively).’

Coloy = Pily ) CopSpyp = PoSep-

Proof. By definition of t,y, Spy, Ch. s Copr a0 Cpyp.
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Coptoy = CopTitly CopSepy = CopTolw
= CpupTitly = PoTolw
= Ch.puClly = PoSe
= Cyppi2qitly
- Cio;watw
= p1mitly
= pily
U

This next two lemmas contain calculations that show how to compute cofiber com-
position of the first and last two maps of a composable triple in the internal category
of fractions, ID. These results are used to prove associativity of composition in D in
Proposition A.1.5.

Lemma A.1.2. For any p,v,~y composable in A

061025;%0;«, = (Po1PoT00 0y pmcgwch(v)l, P12p171)
where

Cg;prD(V)l = (poT00yry D(7)1, o1 D(¥0)1 D(7)1, prmi D(7)1)c
Proof. By the universal property of the relevant pullback of ‘composable-triples,” it
suffices to check that

o VA,
C0165;p137 20190 = Co1C5;(py37) 90
g
= Co1P0T00py;y
= P01CuT00py:y

= p01p07fo5¢wm

Cé]lcg;eow;“/qmql - Célcg;(w;'y)m
= cypom D()1
= pm%;w?ﬁD(W)l
= P01C5. D (V)15
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and

€01 Chippyy D121 = Co1 oy 1201
= Cglc:owwch
= 1T
= P12P1T1

respectively. By functoriality of D(v) and associativity of composition the middle
component in that triple composite factors

oD (M1 = G (a1 D (V)15 @1 D (7)1, q2r D(7)1)e
= (P07T05go;wD(’Y)1apoﬂlD(iﬁ)lD(V)l,p17T1D(”Y)1)C-

Lemma A.1.3. For any ¢,,y composable in A

0/1203;@;1/,7 = (p(]lp(]ﬂ-(]éap;d}’yv P01p07T1D(¢7)17Plzcgmwc)-

Proof. By the universal property of the relvant ‘composable-triples’ pullback, it suf-
fices to check that

’ / I /
C12C55037 20190 = C12C5;057 401490
_ /
= C12Cs;(p;9y) 90
_ )
= C19P0T00yp;epy
_
= C19P0T00 0y

= P01p07T05go;m>

aCpipmy Q0101 = ChoClipip G010
= C,12CZS;(30;1ZW)Q1
= opom D ()1
= po1pom1 D (Yy)1,
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and

o A
G128,y D201 = C12C04 1
/
= C12P1T
= P12Cy;yT1

o /
= P12Csp G

O

The last lemma provides some calculations using the internal coherence for the com-
position natural isomorphisms associated to the pseudofunctor along with natural-
ity and functoriality. In the classical Grothendieck construction (when £ = Set),
Lemma A.1.4 internally encodes the intermediate step

Opiy.a D (1) Opi0a) DY) (D () (D(2)(f))) = Sprapn.a D7) (D(0) (f)) sy

for each a € D(A)y when proving associativity of composition.

Lemma A.1.4. For any ¢,,y composable in A

(Wodww;w 7T0530;¢D(7)1a T (D()1D(7)1))c = (Wodw;ww T D (W), Wltéww)c

Proof. By coherence of composition isomorphisms for the original pseudofunctor, D,
we have that

(5<p;w’y> D(Qp)oéw;’y)c = (530111;% 5@;¢D(7)1)Ca
and by definition of the natural isomorphism 6., : D(¢y) = D(¢)D(7)

(D(y)1, 80y ) = (80ysy, D(10)1D(7)1)e.

Putting coherence and naturality together with associativity we get the following
equality of triple composites
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(T00pwis T0045p D (V)1 M (D(¥)1D(7)1))e
= (M0 (057, O D(Y)1)e; (D(¥)1D(7)1))e
= (M0 (dppys D(9)00ys )c; D (1)1 D(

= (T00g;uy, (Mo D ()00, M D(1))
= (00> (T180yy, T D (V)1 D(y
= (M08 T1(80ysy, D()1D(7)1)c)c
= (005 T1 (D (7)1, L0y )C)C
= (M00pupry> M D(YY)1, Titdyy )

We’re now ready to prove associativity of composition in D.
Proposition A.1.5. Composition in D is associative.

Proof. The object of composable triples is given by pulling back the pullback pro-
jections pg, p1 : Dy — Dy. Denote its canonical maps by pf, and p} respectively. By
Definition 1.1.1 we have

D3 = H Dy
(807¢77)€A3

where D..,., is given by pulling back the projections py : Dy, — Dy and pg @ Dy, —
Dy,. More precisely, for any composable triple

w24 X w>Y RN/

we have the following commuting diagram where the squares on the front and back
are all pullbacks.
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3
v /

D@;’/’ Dw I > ]D)o
/
Po Saf
D, ———— Dy
22

By the universal property of the coproduct D3, we have maps ¢y; and ¢1o which rep-
resent composing the first two and last two maps in a composable triple respectively.
These are uniquely determined on cofibers by the maps ¢, and ¢}, respectively. The
following diagrams are pastings of commuting cubes that show how ¢j; and ¢y, are
related. The coproduct inclusions from left to right are suppressed for readability
but are indicated with the bent dotted arrows.

= Dy p12 D,

Pml COI
Doy —225 D D "D, 2, D
oy iy p1 ey 2 2 1
T Cor Hpwyiy o _
pml PO s ,

. C
b1 01
Dy Diyyy — Dy Dy —— Dy
_ o
pol J/S’y
oY Loy 0

A similar diagram shows the relation between ¢}, and ¢;2 and in particular the
following squares commute by the universal property of Ds.
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]D:;L]D& ]D)3L>]D>2

L«p;wWI Ibwbw L«p;wWI Ibw;dw

Dw;w;v L ’ Deow;v Dw;ww 0 ’ Dsonlw

cl ch

To show that composition is associative, we need to show that the front of the
commuting cube below commutes.

C12
]D)g > ID)Q
LAPV L::V
Cla
Dso;w;v 7 Dso;w ¢
Co1
Coipy

<01 D, c > Dy
Dyy Cove > Doyy

We'll use the universal property of the pullback D,,. First notice that

D(sml})v = Dyyy = Dso(wv)

because of associativity in A. That is,

()Y = w(¥7)

so we drop the parentheses and just write @iy for the triple composite in A without
loss of generality. On one hand by Lemma A.1.1 we have

Po1CTolA = Po1CSpyy = Po1P0Se = Po1PoTolA

and since ¢4 is monic,

Po1€To = Po1PoT0- (*)

Now recall by the definition of cofiber composition we have

C‘wa = (poﬂ-o, c:;;gm/};'yc) C‘PHVY = (p07r07 Cg;cp;w’yc)
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and so for the my projection we get:

CglcwwaO = Ct1 P00 Def. cppiy
= Po1CTo Dgm. (cgy)
= Po1PoTo Eq. *
= C12PoTo Dgm. (cp)
= Ch9Cyin Mo Def. ¢y

For the m; projection we have the following calculation split up on separate lines for
readability. By definition of cyy.,:

/ A
€016 ™1 = Co1Cs50017C

then by Lemma A.1.2 the right-hand side is:

(P01P0T00 1 p0103;¢;¢CD(7)1, p1ap1mi)C

The definition of cgw says this is equal to

(Pmpo%&wm Po1 (p07T05go;wD(7)17 poﬂlD(w)lD(V)la P17T1D(7)1)Ca P12p17T1)C

which, by associativity of internal composition (and factoring out a p, from the
pairing map into the object of composable paths of length 4, C,4) is equal to

((pmpoﬂo%wm P01p0(7T05go;wD(’Y)1, WID(¢)1D(7)1)C)07 p01p17r1D(7)1, p12p17T1)C-

More associativity of internal composition and factoring pg;po from the pairing map
being post-composing with internal composition gives

(Po120 (00 iy (T0dpsy D (7)1, T D ()1 D(7)1)c)c, porprmi D (7)1, prapimi)c

By associativity of internal composition and the definition of D this becomes:

(p01po(ﬂo5gowm 705go;wD(7)1, 7T1D(¢)1D(’Y)1)Ca p12p07T1D(”Y)17 p12p17T1)C

By Lemma A.1.4 this is equal to:
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(P0120 (T00 sy, T D(1)Y)1, M1ty )C, Pr2P1TL)C

By associativity of internal composition we get

(p01p07T05<p;1/1’yu p01p07r1D(¢7)1, p01p07T1t5¢;~/7p12p07T1D(7)17 p12p17T1)C

and then by more associativity

(p01p07T05<p;1/1’yu p01p07r1D(¢7)1, (p01p07T1t5wm p12p07T1D(”Y)17 p12p17T1)C)C

By definition of D, this becomes

(P01P0T00 a5y > Po1PoT1 D (V)1, (Po1P1 700wy, P12P0T1 D (7)1, Prapimi)c)c
and by definition of D, we get

(P01P0T00 a0y > Po1PoT1 D (V)1 (P12P0T00sy, P12P0T1 D (7)1, Prapimi)c)c

Factoring gives

(Pmpo%%;wm p01p07T1D(¢”Y)17 P12 (poﬂo%m p07T1D(’Y)17 p17T1)C)CP12

and the definition of ¢}, says this is equal to

(p01p07fo5go;m> p12pom1 D (7)1, por1pomi D ()1, P12(CS;(¢W)QO> Cis;(w;«ﬂb cﬁmql)c)c

The definitions of Def. cgm and Cg;(ww) imply the last term is equal to

(p01po7fo5¢;m, po1pom1 D ()1, p12(d5;wWQOIQO> Cf;;ww%lm, C:W;VQ12Q1)C)C

and the definition of cf,, makes it

(P01P0T00 3, PorPOT1 D (PY)1, p1203;¢;70)0
By Lemma A.1.3 this is equal to the left-hand side of the final equation

ro o
C12Cs50yC = C12Cp9n 1
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which follows from the definition of c,,. Then the universal property of pullbacks
says

/ g
Co1Coyiy = C12Cp0y-
This shows composition is associative on cofibers/components of the coproduct. As-

sociativity of composition in ID now follows by the universal property of the coproduct
Ds. O

A.2 Lemmas for 1-cells of the Canonical Lax Transformation

The following are technical lemmas used in Section 2 of Chapter 1.

Lemma A.2.1. For any A € Ay:

(q0(a)1,q1(€a)))crin, = c(la))

Proof. First compute the 0’th projection:

(q0(€a)1,q1(€a)1) e 1m0 = (q0(€a)1,q1(€a)1 ) P00 Def.
= qo(€4)} 7m0 Def.
= qos Def. (£4)]
=cs Def. ¢
= (L)} Def. (£4)}

For the first projection we break up equalities on separate lines and provide justifica-
tion for each step in between once again for readability. Starting with the equation,

(g0(Ca)1.a1(La)t)erasiam = (90(€a)1,q1(€a)1)Ci1 401,
the right-hand side is equal to

(90501 45145 G0(564, 1p(ay, )eD(1a)1 , q1(804, 1p(ay, )c)c

by definition of ¢} ;. By functoriality of D(14) the last term is equal to

(90561 4:145q0(504D(1a)1, D(14)1)c, q1(804, 1p(ay, )c)c
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which, by associativity of internal composition, is equal to

(905014314, Q0504aD(La)1, (@D (1)1, q150a)c, q1)c.
The definition of D(A), makes this equal to

(905614314, @0504D(14)1, (g0 D(1a)1, qotda)c, q1)c

which, by factoring maps with respect to pairing maps, is equal to

(90501 4:145 q050aD(14)1,q0(D(1a)1,t04)c, q1)c.
Naturality of 64 makes this equal to

(q0851A;1A7 q085AD(1A>17 q0(85A7 1D(A)1>C7 (h)c

and by associativity we get

(0501 41145 (@0s9aD(14)1,qosda)c, o, q1)c.

Factoring with respect to pairing maps gives

(q0551A;1A7 QOS(5AD(1A)17 6/4)07 40, (J1)C

and associativity then gives

((g0591 41490564 D(14)1)c, GoS0a, o, q1)c

By factoring again we get
(905(014514504D(1a)1)c, @084, qo, q1)c

and by coherence of the structure isomorphisms for the pseudofunctor D this becomes

(qosea, qosda, qo, q1)c-

By associativity of internal composition we have equality with

(qos(ea,da)c, qo, q1)c

and by factoring with pairing maps we get equality with

(qos(lD(A)oa da)(ea, 1D(A)1>Ca q0, ¢1)c]

233



The identity law in D(A) makes the last term equal to

(q05(1p(aye: 04)P15 Go, q1)c
and by definition of the pullback projections we get

(q0864, qo » q1)c
Definition of internal composition gives equality with

(085147 9o , ql)c

and associativity gives

(csda, (o, q1)c)e.
The universal property of the pullbacks D(A)s make this equal to

(eséa, 1pay,c)c
which becomes the left-hand side of the final equality:
C(S(SA, 1D(A)1>C = C(gA)/lﬂ'l

The result follows by the universal property of the pullback D,. O

A.3 Lemmas for 2-cells of the Canonical Lax Transformation

Lemma A.3.1.

((Ca)res 5 t(1p(ay, D(ploes)ty) = ((€a)y  t(1naye, D(P)oer)) e

Proof. By the universal property of I, it suffices to compute

((€a)} , t(Ipaye D(@)oes))t1appo = ((£a) 5 t(1ncay, D(@)oes))poti,
= (La)1t1,

and

((€a)1 5 t(1peayy, D(@)oen)) 1o = ((€a))  t(1peay,, D(®)oen))pity
t(lD(A)ov D(‘p)oeB)Lgo-
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Notice the following computation contains the first functoriality argument for the
naturality proof above in the case & = Set.

Lemma A.3.2.

((€a)1; t(Lpaye: D(#)0eB))Cs1 40 = (8014500 (564D(0)1, D(9)1)e, teaD(p)s)

Proof. By the universal property of D(B)s it suffices to check three equalities. First
we have

((EA)lla t(lD(A)m D(80)0€B))CS;1A;¢6101QO = ((EA)ID t(lD(A)m D(QO)OQB))pOWOélA;SD
= (L) 17001 430
= 851A54P

where the first equality is by definition of cj,, .., the second line is by definition of
the pullback projection, py, and the third line is by definition of (£4)}. Second,

(£4)1s t(Lp(aye, D(@)oen))pomD(#)
Ca)im D)

504, Lp(ay, )cD (o)
s04D(p)1, D(¢)1)c

((€a)1, t(lD(A)ov D(<P)O€B))CS;1A;¢QO1Q (
= (
= (
= (

where the first line is by definition of cj,, ,, the second line is by definition of the
pullback projection py and the pairing map it is precomposed with, the third line is
be definition of (£4)), and the last line is by functoriality of D(y). Finally we can
see

((€a)1s t(Ipcay, D(@)oer))Ch1 001201 = (
((€a)1s t(Ipeay, D(p)oen))pim
= t(lD(A)m D(p)oen)m
t
t
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where the first line is by definition of cf, ., the second line is by definition of ¢},
the third line is by definition of the pullback projection p;, the third line is by
definition of the pullback projection p;, the fourth line is by functoriality of D(¢p)
and the last line is by definition of the identity structure map, e4, of D(A). a

The previous calculation is an intermediate step for the following lemma which we
use in our naturality computation at the end of this subsection.

Lemma A.3.3.

((€a)1 » t(Apaye: D(@)oes))erue = (5, (801450, 504D(0)1, D(#)1)e)

Proof. By the universal property of D,, it suffices to compute the pullback projections
and check that they’re equal. First we can see

((EA)/I ) t(lD(A)m D(QO)OQB))ClA;sDTrO = ((EA)/I ) t(lD(A)m D(QD)OQB))pOWO
= (La)170

=S

by definition of the pullback projections, py and 7y, and the map (£4)}. Next we can
see

where the first line is by definition of ¢;,,,, the second line is by Lemma A.3.2,
the third line is by associativity of composition, the fourth line is by functoriality of
D(yp), the fifth line is given by factoring a pairing map, the sixth line is coming from
the identity law in D(A), and the last line is by definition of the pullback projection

Do-
O
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The remaining lemmas are side calculations that show different ways of representing
internal compositions involving certain pairing maps. We used them to prove results
about the 1-cells of the canonical lax natural transformation, £.

Lemma A.3.4. The cofiber composition, D(A)y — D, given by the term

(s(1p(ay,; €aD(@)1), (sD(@)o, D(¢)1(€B)171))Ch. 1,

15 equal to
(80415, 5€aD(9)1D(18)1, D(@)1(€p) 1)

Proof. By the universal property of D(B)s, it suffices to check the three projections
D(B)s — D(B);. First we have

(5(Lp(ayes eaD(9)1), (sD(9)o, D(#)1(€B)171))C5, 01,9010
= (s(1p m@AD(@l)a (sD(©)o, D(©)1(€B)171))PoT00p51 5
= S(lD A)o> eaD(¢)1)m00p;1,
= 8590; 1B

Second we have

(60)1(gB)llﬂl))Cfs;wlezCIo
(©)1()im))pomiD(15)1

(s(1p(aye, eaD(o)h
= (s(Lp(ay,, eaD(p
= 8(1py,; eaD()
= seaD ()1 D(1p) ;

w w
S 9
s %
S 35
vl

and finally

(8(1p(ayes €aD(#)1), (sD(9)o, D(9)1(€B)171))Cs. 01, D12t

(3(1D(A076AD( )1); (sD(p)o, D(p)1(£p)1m1))p1m
= (sD(¢)o, D(9)1(£p)1m1)m

= D(¢)1(¢p)1m
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Lemma A.3.5. The pairing map
(8, (80155 sD(p)oesD(1p)1, 8D(9)ods, D(p)1(€p)im1)c)
1s equal to the cofiber composition
(s(Lpay,, eaD()1), (sD(p)o, D(9)1(€p)1m1)) e
Proof. By the universal property of D,, it suffices to check that

(8(1p(ayes €aD(#)1), (sD(9)o, D(9)1(€B)171))Cpi15T0
= (s(1p(ay, eaD(p)), (sD(#)o, D(9)1(€)1m1))poT0
IS(lD(AO,eAD( )1)7'('0

:SlD(A)o

and by Lemma A.3.4 and functoriality of D(¢) we have

Lemma A.3.6.
(5(1p(ayes eaD(@)1), D(0)1(€)))tgns = (5(1n(ay, eaD(@)1)te, D(@)1(€B)1t1y)

Proof. By the universal property of Dy, it suffices to check

(s(1p(ayes €aD(#)1), D(0)1(€B)))tgispo = (s(Ipay,, eaD(9)1), D(¥)1(€B)1)poty
= s(lD( eAD( 1)ty

and

(s(Ip(aye, eaD()1), D(@)1(ls)1)tpispr = (s(Lpay, eaD(9)1), D(9)1(ls)1)p1t1y
= D(Qp)l(fB)llblB
]
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B Internal Category of Fractions

B.1 Defining Span Composition on Representatives

This appendix consists of technical lemmas which are really just computations used
in the proof of Lemma 4.0.5 in Chapter 3. We use these to define the composition
structure of the internal category of fractions and prove it forms an internal cate-
gory. They are heavily dependant on their context in that lemma so we restate the
beginning of that proof and include the diagrams of covers that define the lifts from
the fractions axioms being referred to in the lemmas.

First, pullbacks of u : U — spn ,X, spn are taken along p2 and p? to get two
covers of sb ,x sb that witness composition of the sailboat projections, p2 and p?:

_ - - _
Uo y U < Uy

U$J # L#I (1)

sb ,x, sb 7 spn ;X spn <p—2 sb ,x, sb
0 1

A refinement

U—" 7
\% 1< (2)
ﬂo sb (X sb

is given by a pullback of uy and #; and provides us with a common cover domain
for the cover. Next we need to describe composition for the intermediate pair of
composable spans:

The following figure shows the construction of three different composites being con-
structed.

239



>
ars

A
4
~

We define composition for this intermediate span similarly to how we defined o,. This
could actually have been done by taking a pullback of the cover, v : U — spn X spn,
witnessing span composition in general and finding a common refinement for this with
the previous refinement. The same result holds either way. Denote the comparison
pair of composable spans by v and define it by the universal property in the following
pullback diagram.

2
J AN P1
U 7 > sb ,X,sb ———— spn ;X spn
S
~~ ™
h ,\ v
T1
sb ,x sb pn X, spn ———— spn (3)
p% WOJ/ s
spn ;X , spn - > Spn - > Co

The following diagram of covers shows how the intermediate composite span is con-
structed for 7.
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(mom1,mom2)

W, > W oxe, W
W"fT T(G«, T00,U1YTOT0)

U o // > U() “ / > U (*)
Gﬂi ) o1 Q”J, l(vﬂom YTLT0)

spn Wo —— Gy}, W

(momy,m171)

The left and right curved arrows, and oy, into spn in the bottom left corner are
defined by applying the composite of spans, o,, to the composable spans given by
applying pg and p? to the pair of composable sailboats. Since o is only defined on U
we need to pass through the appropriate cover. The colours in the previous diagram
and following equations indicate which of the three different span compositions in
Figure (A) the arrows in the following equations are witnessing.

and

01 = UM M0,
(31)

= Umm (wm, (wmm;u,of)mﬂoﬁumm)c).
The arrow into spn on the bottom left side of the cover diagram is the universal map
~/ ~ o2
o, = (wym,(wyﬂoﬂo,u 977r17r0,uup17r17rl)c).

The data necessary to construct witnessing sailboats for the equivalences between the
pairs of spans o, o1, and o, can be obtained by applying the Ore condition, followed
by the diagram-extension twice, and then weak composition three times. Internally
this corresponds to a chain of six covers and lifts. All of this is color-coded below
using olive and brown for the Ore condition and cyan and violet for the zippering and
weak composition step(s) that follow. Note that in both cases the first zippering is
done to parallel pairs of composites that can be post-composed by the left leg of the
bottom left span. The second zipper is done to parallel pairs of composites that can
be post-composed with the left leg of the bottom right span in the pair of composale
sailboats. Weak composition is then applied three times in to get comparison spans,
00~ and oy, whose left legs are in W.
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The corresponding diagrams of covers and lifts which witness the arrows in the Ore
squares and zippering in Diagram B are:

P(C) —*— P, (C)

5>\1w5A[] )\lw)\“
Ug 3 / > U4 ha / > U5 s / > 0 (**)
Eplu(i,)u pluﬂu 0+, u&m (o1mow,o~ m.)u(mmuur,m ™)
P(C) ﬂ'—l) ch((C) WD —_— (Cl X wt w

(momy,m171)

The covers, s, U, and g, witness three applications of weak composition in each
case as seen in the following continued sequence of covers:
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(mom1,mo72)

Wy —— W X, W W, W xc, W
w1,0 | |wo.0 wi‘oww‘[[“) w1,2w’w‘n.z wﬁ_Qw'@(,_z
ﬁo 2 a1 i U 2

Wy, ——— W xg, W

(mom1,mom2)
(% % *)
The following lemmas refer to the labeled diagrams and equations above.

Lemma B.1.1. The maps

are defined in a similar fashion to &) in Lemma 4.0.2, namely by descending through
the preceeding covers and expanding both sides of the Ore-square equations witnessed.

Proof. To define )\, we expand both sides of the Ore-square equation

(Hfr()ﬂoﬁow , (75,()7r07r1)c = (ﬁﬁ,[)ﬂlﬂow , (75’()7r17r1w)c
On the left-hand side we have

(Hfr()ﬂoﬁow , (75,()7r07r1)c

(ﬁﬁ,[)ﬁoﬂow , Us 7T0’LU)C
= (ﬁﬁ,[)ﬁoﬂow , Ul aﬁow)c
= (ﬁﬁ,[)ﬁoﬂow , Ul 7T1w)c
= (ﬁﬁ,[)ﬁoﬂow , Ul 7T1w)c 39
= (ﬁﬁ,[)ﬁoﬂow , UsT (wmomo , UpfmemOW u7r07r0w)c)c (82)
= (ﬁﬁ,[)ﬁoﬂow , (ust ToTo 5 Usl ToToW ﬁ5ﬂ7r07rlu7r07r0w)c)c
= (ﬁﬁ,[)ﬁoﬂow , Ul ToTo , Usl ToMoW ﬁ5ﬂ7r07r1u7r07r0w)c
= (ﬁﬁ,[)ﬁoﬂow , Ul ToTo , Usl ToMoW ﬁ5ﬂ7r07ropg7r07row)c
= ((ﬁﬁ,[)ﬁoﬂow , UsTl ToTo 5 Usl TeTW)C ﬁ5ﬂ7r07ropg7r07row)c
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and on the right we have

(ﬁﬁ,[)ﬁlﬂow 0"707'('171'1111)6

ﬁg,mﬂrow)c

0., mmow
0

T T oW

1AL5CU~/7T11U) c

0., mmow , Us(w, T , Wy TeMW , w77r07r2w)c)c

(
(
(
= (Hfr()ﬂlﬁow , U (wymomo , WO, memOW ﬂvﬁoﬁow)c)c
(Hfr()ﬂlﬁow , U (wymomo , WO, memOW ﬂﬁoﬁluﬂoﬂow)c)c
(Hfr()ﬂlﬁow , U (wymomo , WO, memOW ﬁﬂ'oﬂ'op(z)ﬂoﬂ'ow)c)c
= 0., mmow , Us(w,momo , U6, memOW | ﬁﬁoﬂopgﬁoﬂow)c)c
= 0.

~ ~ o~ N~ 2
1 TOW , UsWAToTo , UsU 677T07T0’LU s U5U7T07T0p07T07T0’LU>C

" L " 2
= ((97()77'171'0111 , Usw,ToTo 5 UsW O, memow)C u5u7ro7r0p07ro7r0w)c

The last lines in equations (1) and (2) uniquely determine A\ by

! ~ o~ 2
)\(,71'1 = UsUTToToPyToToW
!/ A~ A~
Nymomo = (6, momow , Usll ToTo 5 Usl TToW)C

/ ~ N~
)\07'('071'1 = (H.,,Umwow , UsWA Ty , UsU 9771'077'0’11])0

The map M| is similarly determined by expanding both sides of the Ore-square equa-
tion:

(H,“]mﬂrow , (75‘171'07'('1)0 = (Hﬂmwow , m“]mmw)c

On the left-hand side we get
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—

0., momow, o, 7r07rl)c

I
—

0., momow, u5017r0w)c

I
—

0., momow, 115217r17rla7row)c

I
—

0., momow, 115217rl7r1w7r1w)c

I
—

0., momow, ﬁg,ﬂmmmrlw)c

I
—

0., momow,

=gy

st (wmemo, Uueldmemow, u7r07r0w)c) c

0., momow,

Il
—

>

5UTT T W, UsW 71 UoOTmow, ﬁ5ﬂ7r17rlu7r07r0w)c) c

0., Tomow, UsUT T1WTOTo, UsUm T UdTemow, ﬂ5127r17r1u7ro7row)c

I
—_—

0., momow, UsUT T1WTOTo, UsUm T Ul Temow, ﬂ5127r17r0pf7r07r0w)c
(0., momow, UsTr| T W T, UsUm T UOTemow)c,

~ 2
5U7T17T0p17T07T0’LU)C

(0., momow, UsWry T WTTy, UslUm T UOTemew)C,

5127r17r07ro7r07r1w)c

0., Tomow, UsUT| T1WTTg, UsWT 7T UnOTeTWw)c,

1 Y )

512117r07r07r1w)c

0., momow, UsUT| T1WToTg, UsWT 7T UnOTeTWw)c,
1 Y )

sUUTTHTOToT0, ﬁ5ﬂﬂwo7rowo7r1w)c)c

—~ =

L oW, UsUTy T W, UsWmy T UgOTTow, UsUUToTeToTo)C,

512117T07r07r07r1w)c

(0., momow, UsWry T WT(Tg, UsUT T1UITeTow, UsUUTHToTTo)C,

5127r07r07r07r07ro7r1w)c

I
>~ 2 ~ 2~ T —~ S~ 2~ S~

(0., momow, UsWry T W (T, UsUT T1UITeTow, UsUUTHToTeTo)C,

U5U7T07T0p(2)7T07T0’LU) C

and on the right-hand side we have
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0, mmw , 0., 7r17rlw)c

0, mmow , u50~/7r0w) c

0, mmow , u5w77rlw) c

I
N N N N N N /N /N

0., mmow , Us(w,ToTp , WA TeMW w77r07r2w)c)c

0., mmow , Us(w,momo , U6, momOW ﬂwroﬁow)c)c

(35)
= (0, mmow , Us(w,mmo , WO, oMW , u7T07T1u7T07T0w)C)C
~ ~/ ~ 2
= (0, mmw , Us(w,mmo , WO, memW , u7r07r0p07ro7r0w)c)c
~ ~/ ~ 2
= (0, mmow , Us(w,mmo , WO, memW , u7r07r0p07ro7r0w)c)c
= (0, mmow , Usw~momo , ﬂ5ﬂ'877r07row , ﬂ5ﬁ7ro7r0p(2)7ro7r0w)c
. A "o 2
= ((Hflﬂlﬁow , Usw~ToTg , Us O Tomw)C u5u7ro7r0p07ro7r0w)c
The last lines of equations (3) and (4) uniquely determine the A} by
! ~ o~ 2
)\171'1 = U5U7T07T0p07T07T0,
)\/177'071'0 = (Hﬂﬂ'(ﬂ'{'ow s 1?65’17/71'171'1(,&177'077'0 s 1?65’1171'171'11[097’(’071’0’11] y ’115111277'071'077'071'0)0,
Nimomy = (0, mmow , Gsw,momo , Usll' 6 momow)C
O

Lemma B.1.2. The equation

/ / / /
(pymomo, pom)e = (pymom, Py )C
holds.

Proof. This follows from equality between the first and last lines in the following
straightforward but tedious calculation. We repeatedly use associativity for internal
composition in C along with the definitions of the arrows and objects in Diagrams
(%), (3x), and * % %) of Lemma 4.0.5 in this calculation.
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~ A~ ~/ A~ ~_
(05, ToleqMoW, Uab- 1T, UswWToMo, Uasl O, T1T0, UssUUT THTHT0)C,

5uup07r17r0w)c

A

~ = ~ = 2
4;5UUTTL T T T, u4.5uup07r17r0w)c)c

ﬁ
) ]l ]l l9 T T IAI WA~ToT U U/l; T )C
( Ao OLeq ow, U4 Y0 1710, 4;5W~ 1010, u4;5 yN1710)Cy

~ N~
(02, ToleqMow, Uab- T, UaswToTg, Uzl 0,T1T0)C,
(g5 Uty T, u4.5ﬁﬂ7rl7r07ro7r1w)c)c

~ N~
((()Auﬂ'obeqﬂ'o'w Uyt 1T, U5~ ToTo, Us5U 0, m170)C,

" 512117rl7r07r1w)c

A

45U 0,170, u4.512ﬂ7rl7r07rlw)c)c

i
((()Auﬂ'obeqﬂ'o'w Uyl T T, Usg 504 ToT0)C,
(

(02, ToleqMow, Ul T1Tg, UaswT0T0)C,

U500 170, u4.5ﬁﬁpf7r17row)c)c

(
((()Auﬂ'obeqﬂ'o'w Uyl T T, Usg 504 ToT0)C,

(Gg50' 0 momoW, u4.5ﬂﬁp37r07r1)c)c
= ((()Auﬂ'obeqﬂ'o'w Uyl T T, Usg 504 ToT0)C,
(g5 0 momOW, u4.5ﬂﬁp37r07r1)c)c
(()Auﬂ'obeqﬂ'o'w Uyl T, U 5w ToTo, UssU O, momoWw)ce,
g5 UUPyTOT ) €
(()A[)ﬂ'obeqﬂ'o’w gl oMo, sl Moo, Uasl TeToW)C,
Ua 5uup07r07r1)c
= ( O TolegMoW, sl Tomo, Ugpll TOT0)C,
(Tg50 ToToW, ﬁ4;5ﬁﬁpo7r07r1)c)c
= ((()A[)ﬂ'obeqﬂ'o’w Uyt oo, Uss0 TOT0)C,
(g5 170, u4.5ﬁﬂp(2)7rl7r0w)c)c
(( 0TTolegMoW, U4H~ 0T, U4 5U ToTo, 124;512 7T17T0)C,

’&4;51,612])071'171'0’11])6.
uniquely determine the map p[, for which
/ AN a2
PoT1 = U4;5UUPGTTI T
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and p[m is the parallel pair with components

/ N N ~ ~A o~ N
PomoTo = (02 ToleqMoW, gl T1 0, UsysW~ToTo, Ua58 0, T1 0, U5 UUT TT T ) C

and
/ N ~ ~ ~ A~ ~
PoT0oT1 = (()/\[lﬁobeqﬂ'o'w,U4w7[)7T07T0,U4;5U ToTo, Ug;5U 7T17T0)C.

This means that the first and last terms of the calculation above precisely says

/ / / /
(pomomo, pomi)c = (pyToT1, Py )C.

Lemma B.1.3. The equation

(P’17T07T07 P/17T1)C = (P/17TO7T1, P,17T1)C

holds.

Proof. This follows from the first and last lines of the following computation which
is saimilar to the one in Lemma B.1.2:
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N ~ ~ ~/ ~ ~_
(07, ToLeqmow, Ul T T, UswWyToMo, Uasl O, T1T0, UssUUT TETHT0)C,
~_ 9
4;5uup07r17r0w)c

U5 UUTT T T T, ﬁ4;5ﬂﬂp(2)7r17r0w)c)c

)

U

- ~ ~ N~

- 1 g > 5 7
(05, Totegmow, Gal), Ty, Tigsw-momo, Uzl 0,mimo)e,
(

~ ~ N
(Ox, Totegmow, Uall T, Ugsw,ToTo, UasU 0, m1m0)C,
(g5 0Ty T, ﬁ4;5ﬂﬂ7rl7r07ro7r1w)c)c
~ ~ N
= ((0x,Totegmow, gt Mo, a5y ToTo, Ugstl'f,m1mo)C,

4;5ﬂﬂ7rl7r07rlw)c

A

U

((5)\17T0Leq71'0’w, 1AL4H7‘7T17T0, ’&4;5(,0771'07'('0)0,

( 4;5&’6771'171'0, ’&4;5&@7’(’171’07’(’1111)0)0

= ((5)\17T0Leq71'0’w, 1AL4H7‘7T17T0, ’&4;5(,0771'07'('0)0,

(g5 01700, ﬂ4;5ﬂﬂpf7r17row)c)c

= ((5)\17T0Leq71'0’w, 1AL4H7‘7T17T0, ’&4;5(,0771'07'('0)0,
(g5 0 momoW, ﬂ4;5ﬂﬂp37r07r1)c)c

= ((5)\17T0Leq71'0’w, 1AL49M7T17T0, ’&4;5(,0771'07'('0)0,

N4 N~ 2
(Tg;50' 0 momoW, u4;5uup07r07r1)c)c

This calculation continues below, we just had to separate because it wouldn’t fit on
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one page.

—

(Ox, ToleqMoW, Uyl T, U4;5ww7To7To)Ca

A ~

/ L~ o
Uy50 0, momoW, u4;5uup07ro7rl)c)c

—

~ ~ ~ o~
(5)\171'0[,6(]71'011), ’U/46)7|7T17T0, Ug;5WHTT, Ug;5U Hf)/ﬂ'oﬂ'ow)C,

I
> I/~

U4;5Uﬂp(2)7T07T1)C
= (((5)\171'0[,6(]71'011), ’1146)7177'077'0, TTL4;5TTL7Tl7TlOJ7T07T0,
U5 Uy T U OTO MW, Ug,5 UUTHTTO T ) C,
Qg5 UUpymoTy ) C
= ((5)\17T0Leq71'0w, ﬂ4ﬁ5,|7T07T0, 1AIJ4;51~L7T17T1W7T07T0, 'lAL4;5’l~L7T17T1/U/067T07T0’LU)C,
(Tg,5UuTOTTOTY, ﬁ4;5ﬂﬂpg7ro7rl)c)c
= ((5)\17T0Leq71'0w, ﬂ4ﬁ5,|7T07T0, 1AIJ4;51~L7T17T1W7T07T0, 'lAL4;5’l~L7T17T1/U/067T07T0’LU)C,
Qg5 UUp; ToTy )
((5)\17r0Leq7r0w, Uyl ToTo, U5 TWTHT))C,
(Tg5 Uy Ty U0 OT T, ﬂ4;5ﬂﬂp%7r17r0w)c)c
((5)\17T0Leq71'0w, ﬂ4ﬁ5,|7T07T0, 1AIJ4;51~L7T17T1W7T07T0, 'lAL4;5’l~L7T17T1/U,067T17T0)C,
ﬁ4;5ﬂﬂpf7r17r0w)c
((5)\17T0Leq71'0w, ﬂ4ﬁ5,|7T07T0, 1AIJ4;51~L7T17T1W7T07T0, 'lAL4;5’l~L7T17T1/U,067T17T0)C,
(g5 Uty T T, ﬁ4;5ﬂﬂ7r17r07r07r1w)c)c
((5)\17T0Leq71'0w, ﬂ4ﬁ5,|7T07T0, 1AIJ4;51~L7T17T1W7T07T0,
1?64;51171'177'1U097T17T0, ﬂ4;5ﬂﬂﬂlﬂoﬂoﬂo)0,
ﬂ4;5ﬂﬂW1WOWOW1W)C
= ((5)\17T0Leq71'0w, ﬂ4ﬁ5,|7T07T0, 1AIJ4;51~L7T17T1W7T07T0,
1?64;51171'177'1U097T17T0, ﬂ4;5ﬂﬂﬂlﬂoﬂoﬂo)0,

1?64;511’17/])(2)77'1 7T0’w) C.
Unsurprisingly we get the same coequalizing arrow in W for p) as for p,
/ I ~— 2
P1T1 = Ug;5UUPHTT1 T
and the parallel pair p|m is given by the pair of components
/ ~ ~ A~ ~/ ~ ~_
P1ToTo = (5)\17T0Leq71'0’w, Ugl~, T1TTY, Ud5WATTOTTY, Ug;5U 9771'171'0, U4;5UU7T17T07T07T0)C
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and

/ ~ A~
PoToT1 = (5)\17T0Leq7'('0’w, UJ4H~M7T07T0, U4;5UTT T WTTO T,

1?64;51177'177'1U097T17T0, TTL4;5TTL’17/7T17T07T07T0)C

The first and last terms of the big equation above being equal then reduces to

(P om0, Pymi)e = (ph o, pyi)e

O
Lemma B.1.4. There is a unique map o~ : U — spn determined by
00 ~To = Wo,071
004T1 = (wm Uo;49m7707T0, WWTl)C
= (wo, Ugub,mmo , UoyT)C
where wy : U — W, is defined by
Wy = (’udo.o7T07T07 UpWo,1 T, U0;1¢00.27T1)C
Proof. First, by definition of W, we have
WS = Wo,0TpToS = Wo,071S =
showing that w , : U — spn is well-defined. Now let Wy : U — C; be defined by
/ ~ o N
Wy = (’w‘o,oWon U, 1T, U0;1w0,27T07T0)C-
By definition of W, w, and w/ we have
= (Wo,0ToTo, oo, 1Mo, Uo;1W0,2T1)C
= (wo,0moTo, oo, 1Moo, U102, U02w Le)c
= (wo,0momo, oo, ToTo, Uo10 2ToT0, Uos20 p TolegTo, Uos305, ToleqT0)C (36)

((w( )ToTo, Uoln, 1 ToTo, Uo 1Wo 2T T, Uo2(>/;[,7T0Leq7T0)C U03(5A[)7T0Leq7fo)0

Wy U0:2(0,, TolegTo, U3()/\[)7T0Leq7T0)C)C
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Notice that by definition of o, and p/mym and the refinement of covers u : U —
sb ,x sb, we have

~ e 2
([) o7, u4.5uup07rl7rl)c

((\)/\Uﬂ'(]Leqﬂ'()’w ’U/4H 070, u45u s U4;5’U/7T07T1U()97T17T0>C,
ﬂ 5’(1 )C
k (37)
= ( 0TTolegMoW, ’U/4H~’,“7T07T0,
(u4;5u ; Ug5U s U4;5U7T07T1U7T17T1>C)C
= ((\)/\']W(]Leqﬂ'o’w, ’U/4H~’,“7T07T0, Uy:5 7T1)C
and similarly by definition of o, and p{ 7oy
(/) ToTo, U4 5u 9771'177'0)0
A~ ~/ A~ ~_
(( 0TTolegToW, U4H~ 170 U4 5WA T, Ug;5U nyﬂ'lﬂ'(), U4;5UU7T17T07T07T0)C,
’Zl 5U7T07T1U7T17T1)C
~ o~
= ( 0TTolegToW, U4H~ 170 U4 5WA T, Ug;5U nyﬂ'lﬂ'o)c,
(’Zl UTTL7T17T07T07T0, U4-5U7T07T1U7T17T1>C)C (38)
~
= (( 0TTolegToW, U4H~ 170 U4 5WATTOTT0, Ug;5U nyﬂ'lﬂ'o)c,

uuplmm)c

Uy
( 0TTolegToW, U4H~ 170
(U4;5w77T07T0, U4;5U 9771'177'0, u4;5uﬂp17r17rl)c)c

= (O)\”T{'()Leqﬂ'o’w, U4H~!”7T17T0 s U4;5O'77T1)C.

Also notice since P(C) is a pullback of P.,(C) and P.,(C) over the object of parallel
pairs in C, P(C), we have

00 TolegT1 = 0y T1Leeqg™0
= U3 P0lceqT0

= U3,
and then by definition of P,(C) the composable pairs

- - - N Ay
0o Toleq (0, T170) = (0,0 T0LeqT0, O py TolegT1T0) = (0,0 ToleqTos U3 ToT0)
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and
N N N N N
0y Tobeq(T0, T171) = (0, ToleqT0s 0 py Moleqm1T1) = (0, ToleqTo, Us ) ToT1)

are equal after post-composing with the composition structure map in C, ¢ : mCy —
Cli

- ~ / N A~ /
(0, ToleqTos UspTomo)C = (0, ToleqTo, Us P ToT)C (39)

Associativity of composition and equations (36); (37); (38); and (39), allow us to see

(1) ¥ Y f— / v/ > Y
(wo, Ug.al, om0, U m)c = (Wm U0;20 5, T0leq 0,
U0:3(0), TolegMoW, Ul ToTo, Uas 7r1)c)c
/ v/ Yy Y
= (W(Ja u0;2()/)()7T0Leq7T0a
A~ / N~
UO;g([)Oﬂ'(ﬂTl, U4;5U7T07T1U7T17T1)C>C
/ V/ Y S 7 /
= (wo’ Gio;2 (0, TolegTo, Us P ToT)C,
TTL();5TTL7T07T1’U/7T17T1)C
(o ) ~
— W u0;2((/)(.7TOLeq7T07 U3[)07T07T0)C,
TTL();5TTL7T07T1’U/7T17T1)C
— Y 9y 5
= ((“"(Jv u0;2(—/)u7T056q7T0)C=
~ / ~ ~
UO;g([)Oﬂ'(ﬂTo, U4;5U7T07T1U7T17T1)C)C
’ v/ ¥ S
= ((""(h Uo;g()puﬂobeqﬂo)C,
UO;g(())\Uﬂ'O{,eqﬂ'ow, U49~!U7T17T0, U4;5O'»Y7T1)C)C

= (woy, Gl mmo , WoyT)C

Lemma B.1.5. There is a unique map o : U— spn determined by

01T = W1,071
0'1777'('1 = (wl, UO;4;U7I7T07T0, UO'17T1)C

= (wl, UQ;4W~, 1T, UO'»Y7T1)C

where wy : U — W, is defined by
Wy = (w1,07T07T0, ﬁow1717T07T0, ﬂ0;1w1,27T1)C
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Proof. Similarly define

/ A ~
wp = (w1,07T07T0> UpW1,1T0TT0, U0;1w1,27T07T0)C

and we have:

w1 = (w1,07T07T07 UpW1,1 T, U0;1w1,27T1)C

(w1,07T07T0> UpW1,1 0T, U0;1W1,2T07T0, Uo;25p17fobeq7T0> U0;35A17T0Leq7fo)0

= (w’l, Tg,2(0,, ToLeqTo, 1135)\171'0%(171'0)6)6.

By definition of o, and p/|mom:

(P oy, s tupymim )
= (((5)\17T0Leq71'0’w, ’1146)7177'077'0, 124;51277'171’10.)71’071’0, ’114;5’1171'177'1/[10977'171'0, ’114;5’17/17/71'177'071'071'0)0,
1?64;511’17/])(2)7'('1 7T1) &
= (5)\17T0Leq71'0’w, ’1146)7177'071'0, 124;51277'171’10.)71’071’0, ’114;5’1171'177'1/[10971'171'0,
(A4;5TTL’17/7T17T07T07T0, ﬂ4;5ﬂ’ljp(2)7T17T1>C)C
= (5)\17T0Leq71'0’w, ’1146)7177'071'0, 124;51277'171’10.)71’071’0, ’114;5’1171'177'1/[10971'171'0, ’114;5’11’17/}9?77'177'1)0
= (03, Totegmow, s, moo,
1?64;5(1271'177'10.)7’(’071’0, ’1171'171'1/[10977'171'0, ’117T17T0p§7T17T1)C)C
= (6, Totegmow, s, moo,
1?64;5(1271'177'10.)7’(’071’0, ’1171'171'1/[10977'171'0, ’117T17T1U7T17T1>C)C

= (5,\17T0Leq7T0w7 Uyl moTo, U4;5017T1)C

(40)
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Similarly by definition of ¢, and p)mymo:

/ ~ ~ 2
(pymomo, U4;5UUP07T17T1)C

~ A~ ~ ~/ ~ ~
(031 T0LeqMow, U, T1Mo, UasoToTo, Ussl OoT1To, UasUUTIToMOT)C,

~_ 9
u4;5uup07rl7rl)c
~A ~ ~ ~/
= 5/\17T0Leq7Tow> Ug~, 1T, Ug;5W~TT0T0, UgsU 577T17T0,

(
(
A4;5’1~L’&7T17T07T07T0, ’&4;5'&’&]337’(’171’1)0)0 (41)
= ((5)\17T0Leq7'('0w, 'lAL4JJ5|7T17T0, '&4;5(,0771'07'('0, 1AL4;51~L,677T17T0, ﬁ4;5ﬁﬂpf7r17r1)c
(0rToteqmow, dae-, T,
Gy (wymomo, WO, mimo, WUPTTIT)C)C
= ((5)\17T0Leq7'('0w, 'lAL4JJ5|7T17T0, ’&4;50’77’(’1)0

Since P(C) is a pullback of P,,(C) and P.,(C) over the object of parallel pairs in C,
P(C),

01 ToLegT0 = Op; T1leeqTo
= U3P1lceqT0

= U3
By definition of P,,(C) the composable pairs
5p17T0[/eq(7T077T17T0> = (5p17T0Leq7T075p17TOLeq7T17TO> = (5p1 WOLeqﬂ'O,ﬂ?&p/ﬁTOﬂ'O)
and
Opy Toleq(T0, T171) = (0, ToLeqT0, Opy ToleqM1T1) = (0, ToleqTo, Usp) Mo )-

are coequalized (in &) by the composition structure map of C. This implies

((5p17T0Leq7T0, ’ljbgpllﬂ'oﬂ'o)c = ((5p17T0Leq7T0, ’Zlgpllﬂ'oﬂ'l)C (42)
Now the span

01,y = (W0,17T1, U1;y7T1)

is well-defined because
W1,0MWSs = Wy 0TS
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where the right leg, oy 7, is given by the composite

~ o ~ o / ~
(w1, Goaw-, T, UTT)C = (wl, 00205, ToLeq 0,
u0;3(6)\17T0Leq7T0a Uy, T T, U4;50“17T1)C)C
/ ~
= (wl, UO;Q(S/)I?T()L@Q’]T(),
~ / N e 2
tlo;3(py T u4;5uup07rl7r1)c)c
/
= (wb
A 6 A ,
T, 01 TT0leqT0, Usp| oM )C,
NP
Up;5UUPGTTY 7T1) C
_ !
= (Wp
A 6 A ,
u0;2( p17TOLeq7TOa U3p17T07T0)C,
N T
UO;5U’U/p07T1 7T1) C
/ ~
= (wl, u0;25p17TOLeq7T07
~ / ~ ~ =2
tio;3( 0y moTo, U4;5UU]907T17T1)C)C
[ ~
= (wl, u0;25p17TOLeq7T07
~ / ~ ~— 2
tlo3( 'y Moo, U4;5UU]907T17T1)C)C
[ ~
= (wl, u0;25p17TOLeq7T07
U03(0x, TolegMoW, Uglv-, 1T, u4;50'77r1)c)c

= (wl, Ug;4W~, T1 T, ’U/O'f)/ﬂ'l)c

O

Lemma B.1.6. There exists a sailboat g : U — sb, uniquely determined by the
paIring map

A

Yo = (((Mo, UWomo), Woom), U 7T1)

where

Mo = (’w'o, ﬂo;wwﬁoﬂo)c

such that
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Yopo = U
YoP1 = 00,~-

Proof. Recall that sb = Wa . x Cyi, where Wa = (Cy ;x,,, W) .x,, W so to see
Yo - U — sb is well-defined we need to show that

((po, womg), woom) U — WA
is well-defined and that

U T s = Mot =1 7oS.

By definition of p and the lift 0. : Us — Wg we have

ot = Uo,al momowt = Uomews = Wo( TS

showing that (ug,@om) : U — Cy ,x,, W are composable with respect to the
internal composition structure of C (after appliying w : W — C; in the right-hand
component) and that @0, is well-defined in the right-most component. It remains
to see that the ¢opy : U— W is well-defined. For this we use the definitions of ug
and the lifts in Diagrams (x%) and (%) along with associativity of composition in C
to compute
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(,U0> ﬂfftﬂfo), ’wo,oﬁl)ﬁ

This gives that

= Wo,0T1

Wo,0ToTo, Wo,0T0 71, wo,oﬁoﬂz)c

I
—~

Wo,0ToTo, UoWo,171, UfWTO)C

[l
—~

Wo,0To 7o,

=

0(M).17T07T0, Wo, 1771, ’W'U,17T0772)C>

>

O'(]']T())C

Wo,0MoTo, UoWo,170To, UWo,1To7T1, UpWo,1TT07T2, WWTO)C

I
—

Wo,0TTo, UWoWo,1TpTo, U0;1W0,27T1, U0;49~,o7707?0, WWTO)C

I
~—

(’w‘o.o7To7T0> U, 1070, Uo;lwo.ﬂl)C,

I
= o~~~

0:40-, Moo, ﬂfftlﬁo)c

I
/N

Wo, Uo;49~,o7707fo, WWTO)C
(wo, G-, momo)e, Goymy)c
Lo, UoTo)C

~

Mo, U(T(ﬂTo), wo,(ﬂﬁ)(ﬂoﬂoa 7T07T1)C-

I
o~

$oPo = (HO, ﬂfWTo), ’w'o.(ﬂTl) U — Wa

is well-defined. Similar techniques allow us to see

(Mmﬂfm?ﬁ)c = ((;u(), ﬂ0;49~,o7707fo)0> aﬁl)ﬂ-l)c

which shows

= (’w'm U0;497(.7T07T0, UfWﬁ)C

= 004T1-

wopo = po(momome, 1) Pop1 = 900(7T07T1, (7T07T07T0,7T1)C)

= (Goymo, Uoomy) = (wo.0m1, (po, oo )

- 'I:\LO_(]

= (’W'U,(ﬂ?b (70,7771)

= 00,-
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Lemma B.1.7. There exists a sailboat @q, : U — sb, uniquely determined by the
paIring map

Doy = (((MO,W UoTp), Wo0T1), ﬁavﬂl)

where

Mo~ = (C’U(Jv u0;4ewﬂ-1ﬂ-0)c

such that

Po~yPo = UT~
Po~P1 = 00,y

Proof. First note that the components of the pairing map defining ¢, : U — sb are
appropriately composable with respect to the internal composition structure of C:

foqt = Uo.al T Tt = U0, Tows = Uo, TS,

By Definition of pg, and the lifts, wq : U— W, and 0., : Ug, — Wg, we have

= (wo, Uoul,, momow, U Wow)c

wo, (Gl momow, Gomew c)c
wo, (tgsl,,mmo, UU~/7T07~U)C)C
= ((wo, tgal,,mmo)c, U(L/ﬂ'o’w)

= (o, U0, moW)cC.

Cc

showing that the map

©Yo,4To = ((Mom ﬁU«ﬂTO), ’uv'o.(ﬂTl) : U — Wa

is well-defined. Then by associativity of composition in C and the definitions of p
and o, we get

(po,y, oy )e = ((;uo, Ug40-, m1T0)C, ’[wwﬂrl)c

= ((,U(), U0;4Ha‘,']7T17T0, ’U/O'f)/ﬂ'l)c



The previous equation implies the unique pairing, U — sb, given by

vory = (((po,y, Goymo), woom), toym)

is well-defined. From here it is straightforward to calculate

PoPo = <P0,~y(7T07T07T17 ) ©o,4P1 = Po,y (7T07T1, (7T07T07T077T1)C)
= (w0, mo, Uoymy) = (’w‘o.o?ﬁ, (fo,q, ﬂO',yﬂ'l)C)
= ﬁUV = (’w'o.(ﬂTl, (70.5,7T1)

= 00,-

Lemma B.1.8. The sailboat, ¢y : U — sb, defined by

Y1 = (((Ml, oy mo), wi,0m1), ﬁ(fﬁfl)

where
H1 = (wu ﬁ0;47 17T07T0)C

is well-defined and relates the spans 0,0 5 : U — spn in the sense that

P1po = Uy ©Y1P1 = 014
Proof. First notice that the components defining ; are apporpriately composable
by checking
pat = Ug.ay 1 Tomowt = U0 T8 = UCT| THWS.
Now to see that the component

p1po = (1, @o1mp), wiom): U — Wa

is well-defined we use the definitions of the lifts w  : U — W, and 0., : U5 — Wh
to see
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W1,071 = (W1,07T07T0,OJ1,07T07T170J1,07T07T2)C
= (w1,07T07T0>ﬂowl,ﬂfbﬂ(fﬂo)c
= (w1,07T07T0,
Qo (w110, Wi,1 71, W1,1ToT2)C,
fwmro)c
= (w1,07T07T0, ﬂowl,lﬂoﬂo, ﬁow1717T07T1, ﬁow1717T07T2, ﬁJ0'17T0)C
= (w1,07T07T0, ﬂowl,lﬂoﬂo, ﬁo;lwl,zﬂl, ﬁo;ﬁmﬂoﬁo, ﬂUlﬂo)C
= ((w1,07T07T0, ﬂowl,lﬂoﬂo, ﬁo;lwl,ﬂl)C,
Ug;a0-, oo, ﬂolﬁo)c
= (wl, ﬁ0;4(95|7T07T0, ﬁ01W0>C
= ((wl, ﬁ0;4(95|7T07T0)C, 110'17'('0)0

= (,ul, ﬂ01W0>C.

This shows ¢, : U — sb is well-defined. By definition of ; and 01, in Lemma B.1.5
we have

(/111,’110'177'1)0: ((wl, ’110;46)7]77'071'0)0, ’110'177'1)0

= (w1, Gg.al,, momo, Uoim)C

= 014T1
which implies
¥Y1Po = 901(7T07T07T17 7T1) Y1ip1 = 901(7T07T1, (7T07T07T0, 7T1)C)
= (tomg, oy )C = (1, uom)C
= U0 = (w1,07T17 01,77T1)

=01y

Lemma B.1.9. The sailboat, 1 : U — sb, defined by
g017-y = (((ulm '&O’vﬂ'o), UJ1707T1), 110771'1)
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where

1y = (w1, Uoal, mmo)c

relates the spans 0., 01 5 : U — spn in the sense that

P14P0 = UT~ P14P1 = 01 -

Proof. First use the definition of pg, the lift ¢, : U5 — Wh, and the span o, to see
that the components of ¢, ., are appropriately composable in C:

,ul,,yt = ’110;497]77'171'015 = ’110'771'0’11]8 = ’110'771'15.

Now use those definitions to compute

W1,0m1 = (W1, ’U/04H ToToW, ’U/(Tlﬂ'ow)c

wi, (Gg.al, momow, tomew)c)e

)
)

(
(
(wl, ’U/(]-4H»;]7T17T0, ’110'771'0’11])0
(

(wl, ’U/04H 7T17T0)C ’U/O'f)/ﬂ'()’w Cc

(1,4, WO mOW)cC.

This shows that the component

01T = (1,4, UoyTg), Wi 0T1) U— Wa
is well-defined. Similarly,

(p1,4, Uoymy)C = ((wl, Ugal-, mTo)cC, ﬂmﬂrl)c

= (wl, Ug;al-, 1T, umﬂrl)c

= 01,T1.
implies
P1yPo = <P1,~/(7T07T07T1, ) P14P1 = P1y (7T07T17 (7T07T07T0,7T1)C)
= (w0, mo, Uoymy) = (W1,07T1, (ulmﬂavm)c)
= U0, = (w1,o7T1, Ul,ﬂfl)

= O'l,fy.
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