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Pullbacks in tangent categories and

tangent display maps

Geoffrey Cruttwell and Marcello Lanfranchi

Abstract

In differential geometry, the existence of pullbacks is a delicate matter, since the category of smooth

manifolds does not admit all of them. When pullbacks are required, often submersions are employed as

an ideal class of maps which behaves well under this operation and the tangent bundle functor. This issue

is reflected in tangent category theory, which aims to axiomatize the tangent bundle functor of differential

geometry categorically. Key constructions such as connections, tangent fibrations, or reverse tangent

categories require one to work with pullbacks preserved by the tangent bundle functor. In previous work,

this issue has been left as a technicality and solved by introducing extra structure to carry around. This

paper gives an alternative to this by focusing on a special class of maps in a tangent category called tangent

display maps; such maps are well-behaved with respect to pullbacks and applications of the tangent functor.

We develop some of the general theory of such maps, show how using them can simplify previous work

in tangent categories, and show that in the tangent category of smooth manifolds, they are the same as

the submersions. Finally, we consider a subclass of tangent display maps to define open subobjects in any

tangent category, allowing one to build a canonical split restriction tangent category in which the original

one naturally embeds.
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1 Introduction

Tangent categories axiomatize one of the central features of differential geometry: the tangent bundle functor

on the category of smooth manifolds. However, one of the recurring issues when working with tangent

categories is the existence of pullbacks and their preservation by the tangent bundle functor and its iterates.

In particular, in the standard setting for differential geometry (the category of smooth manifolds), not all

pullbacks exist, and those that do not need be “correct”, in that they need not be preserved by the tangent

bundle functor. This paper gives one way to approach this issue, by considering the tangent display maps in

a tangent category.

To help understand the problems in greater depth, let us begin by looking at some of the issues with

pullbacks in the category of smooth manifolds. For one example, the pullback of the following diagram

R
2

1 R
0

<

where <(G, H) = GH, and 0 picks out the point 0 ∈ R, is the union of the two co-ordinate axes in R2, which

cannot be given the structure of a smooth manifold, and hence the pullback does not exist in the category

of smooth manifolds.

On the other hand, the pullback

R

1 R
0

B

where B(G) = G2, does exist in the category of smooth manifolds: it is simply a single point. However, when

we apply the tangent bundle functor T to this pullback, we get the diagram

1 T(R)

1 T(R)

(0,0)

(0,0)

T(B)

where T(B)(G, E) = (G2 , 2GE). However, this is not a pullback diagram - the pullback of the right and bottom

arrows is R, since for any E ∈ R, T(B)(0, E) = (0, 0).

Thus, since tangent categories aim to give a common framework for any setting in which one can discuss

differentials and tangents (including, in particular, the category of smooth manifolds), in an arbitrary tangent

category, one cannot assume all pullbacks exist, or that they are preserved by the tangent bundle functor.

Nevertheless, if one wants to recreate various constructions of differential geometry in an arbitrary

tangent category, one is naturally forced to consider various pullbacks. Here are some examples of this:

• Already in the definition of a tangent category [4, Definition 2.1] two kinds of pullbacks appear: (i) for

each = ∈ N and object ", the pullback of = copies of the projection ?" : T" → ", T=", is required
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to exist; T2" in particular is needed as the domain for addition, and (ii) the “universality of vertical

lift” axiom1 asks for a certain diagram to be a pullback which is preserved by T.

• Similar pullbacks to the previous point are needed to define differential bundles [4, Definition 2.1].

• To define a connection on a differential bundle @ : � → ", one needs to consider the associated

“horizontal bundle”, which is given as the pullback of ? : T" → " along @ [3, 4.1]. As we shall

discuss in Section 4, similar issues exist when one wants to define connections on more general maps.

• To build a tangent category structure on the slice of a tangent category, one needs various pullbacks

to exist (and be preserved by T) [4, Prop. 5.7].

• To build a fibration of differential bundles, one needs the pullback of a differential bundle along any

map to exist (and be preserved by T) [4, Prop. 5.7].

• To discuss “reverse tangent” structure, it is useful to have a fibration of differential bundles, which, as

above, requires pullbacks of differential bundles along arbitrary maps to exist [9, Defn. 24].

Thus, a natural question is to determine how to handle the existence of these pullbacks in an arbitrary

tangent category. Here are some ways this issue has been dealt with in previous work, and the drawbacks

they bring:

• The most common way to handle the existence of such pullbacks is to simply ask for them as needed:

for example, this was how the issue was handled in [2]. However, this gives the theory an ad-hoc feel,

and can make it unclear exactly which pullbacks are needed in general.

• As a result, some works have asked for a specified system of pullbacks and/or maps along which all

pullbacks exist; such an approach was first introduced in [4] (here we call such a system a tangent

display system). However, this is an additional structure that then needs to be “carried around” as one

passes to new tangent categories constructed from existing ones (such as tangent categories of vector

fields or tangent categories of connections). This viewpoint also does not seem to match examples

very well: it is very rare in differential-geometry-like settings that one needs to specify some system

of pullbacks.

• In the category of smooth manifolds, the important maps along which all pullbacks exist are the

submersions. Thus, any questions about pullbacks in this particular tangent category are usually only

considered along such maps. One can give an abstract definition of a submersion in an arbitrary

tangent category (see Definition 2.26); however, there is no reason in a general tangent category why

pullbacks along such maps should exist or be preserved by the tangent bundle functor.

• Any tangent category embeds in a tangent category in which all pullbacks exist and are preserved by

T (see [11]). Thus, in theory, any time one needs an appropriate pullback, one could ask for it “in

a larger tangent category in which this exists”. However, the existence of such pullbacks is not just

needed to make proofs easier - as noted above, it is needed in many of the fundamental definitions of

the subject itself. Given this, it is quite awkward to have definitions themselves rely on the existence

of some larger tangent category which may or may not be of interest.

In this paper, the solution we propose to this problem is to focus on well-behaved maps which we call

“tangent display maps”. These are the maps in a tangent category which enjoy all the properties one could

hope for in relation to pullbacks:

1Note that in the original paper, this was given as an equalizer.
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• All pullbacks along them exist.

• All such pullbacks are preserved by all powers of the tangent bundle functor.

• Applying any power of the tangent bundle functor to such a map produces another such map.

• The pullback of such a map along any morphism produces another such map.

We show that the collection of such maps forms the maximal tangent display system. We also show a number

of other important results related to such maps:

• (Theorem 2.31) In the tangent category of smooth manifolds, such maps are precisely the submersions.

• (Theorem 3.7) A natural condition is to ask that the differential bundles in a tangent category are tangent

display maps (as is the case in the category of smooth manifolds, where vector bundle projections

are submersions). We show that under relatively mild conditions, this is true so long as each tangent

bundle is itself a tangent display map.

• (Theorem 3.23) We show that a subcategory of the slice of a tangent category (focusing on the tangent

display maps) is well-defined and enjoys a strong universal property.

• (Sections 3.4 and 3.5) Several constructions and/or results in tangent category papers are greatly

simplified by focusing one’s assumptions on tangent display maps (as opposed to using some of the

other solutions mentioned above).

• (Section 3.6) By focusing on certain tangent display maps, one can generalize the notion of an open

subobject from differential geometry; these subobjects then provide a natural choice of split (tangent)

restriction category in which the original tangent category naturally embeds.

Thus, given these advantages, we argue that going forward, whenever one needs the existence of “nice”

pullbacks in a tangent category, one should ask that the appropriate maps be tangent display maps. In

other words, following from the principle that the best way to work is at the right level of generality, not

the maximum level of generality, we believe this is exactly the right level of generality for working with

pullbacks in tangent categories, and that our results about these maps in this paper reflect this.

1.1 Notation

We denote the composite of morphisms 5 : � → � and 6 : � → � of a category in the diagrammatic order,

i.e., 5 6 : � → �. For functors evaluated on objects or morphisms, we adopt the applicative notation, i.e.,

��� or �� 5 . We use (X, T) to denote a tangent category.

1.2 Acknowledgements

For this paper, the corresponding author for this paper is Geoff Cruttwell (gcruttwell@mta.ca). There is no

external data associated with this paper. Both authors worked equally on the research and writing aspects

of the paper. Neither author has any competing interests.
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2 Display maps and tangent display maps

The goal of this section is to introduce the protagonist of this paper: tangent display maps. We start by

discussing the concept of a tangent display system, which was one of the solutions suggested in previous

work to the problem of having a class of maps which behaves well under pullbacks and the tangent bundle

functor. We then introduce tangent display maps and show that they form the maximal tangent display

system.

Following this, we then discusses sufficient conditions for which tangent display maps are closed under

retract. This plays a role in the applications we explore later in the paper. One of these sufficient conditions

is linked to Cauchy completion. We briefly discuss this relationship and show that the Cauchy completion

of a tangent category is still a tangent category which preserves the tangent display maps. Finally, at the

end of this section we prove the promised equivalence between tangent display maps and submersions in

the category of smooth manifolds.

We assume the reader is familiar with the theory of tangent categories, as presented in [2].

2.1 Tangent display systems

We begin by setting up definitions involving pullbacks and their preservation by powers of an endofunctor.

Definition 2.1. In any category X:

• A morphism @ : � → " of X is a display map if for any morphism 5 : # → " the pullback of @ along 5

exists. The class of display maps of a category is denoted by �(X).

• A family of morphisms ℱ of X is closed under pullbacks if, whenever the pullback of a morphism @ : � → "

of ℱ along a generic morphism 5 : # → " of X exists, then the pulled-back morphism # ×" � → # is also a

morphism of ℱ.

• A family � of morphisms of X is a display system if each morphism @ of � is a display map and � is closed

under pullbacks.

Definition 2.2. Let (X, T) denote a category X equipped with an endofunctor T: X→ X.

• A T-limit is a limit diagram preserved by all iterates T= of the endofunctor T, for every positive integer =.

When (X, T) is a tangent category and T represents the tangent bundle functor, a T-limit is also called a tangent

limit. When the T-limit is of some shape (, we adopt the convention to call it a T-“name of the limit shape”,

e.g., a T-pullback is a pullback diagram which is a T-limit.

• A morphism @ : � → " of (X, T) admits all T-pullbacks if @ is a display map and for every morphism

5 : # → ", the pullback of @ along 5 is a T-pullback.

• A family of morphisms ℱ of (X, T) is closed under T-pullbacks if, whenever a T-pullback of a morphism

@ : � → " of ℱ along a morphism 5 : # → " exists, the pulled-back morphism # ×" � → # is also a

morphism of ℱ.

• A family of morphisms ℱ is stable under T-pullbacks if it is closed under T-pullbacks and each morphism of

ℱ admits all T-pullbacks.

• A T-display system is a family � of morphisms of X which is stable under T-pullbacks and stable under T.

Concretely, this last condition means that whenever @ is in � so is T@. When (X, T) is a tangent category and

T represents the tangent bundle functor, a T-display system is also called a tangent display system.
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2.2 Tangent display maps

It is a standard result in category theory that the left square of a diagram of type:

� � �

"′ �′ �′

(2.1)

is a pullback diagram provided that the right and the outer squares are. The next lemma extends this result

to T-pullbacks.

Lemma 2.3. LetX be a category equipped with an endofunctor T: X→ X. Consider also the diagram of Equation (2.1).

If the outer square and the right square are T-pullback diagrams, so is the left square.

Proof. The proof is a straightforward exercise of category theory we leave to the reader to spell out. �

The following seems to be folklore, but we could not find a proof of it, so we also record it here, along

with a proof, as it will also be useful in what follows.

Proposition 2.4. For a categoryX, the family �(X) of display maps ofX forms the (unique) maximal display system

of X with respect to inclusion. Moreover, �(X) is closed under composition.

Proof. Consider first a display map @ : � → " and let 5 : # → " be any morphism of X. Since @ admits all

pullbacks the pullback of @ along 5 exists. As a shorthand, let @′ : �′ → # denote the pullback of @ along

5 . We want to show that @′ also admits all pullbacks. So, let 6 : % → # be another morphism of X and

consider the following diagram:

�′′ �′ �

% # "

@′

5

@

6

@′′

6 5

where @′′ : �′′ → % denotes the pullback of @ along the composition 6 5 , which exists since @ admits all

pullbacks. However, this implies the existence of a unique morphism, indicated by a dash:

�′′ �′ �

% # "

@′

5

@

6

@′′

6 5

It is clear that the outer and the right squares are pullback diagrams, so thanks to Lemma 2.3, so is the left

square. Therefore, @′ is also a display map. In particular, @′ belongs to �(X), i.e., �(X) is closed under

pullbacks, thus �(X) is a display system. The next step is to show that �(X) is the maximal display system.

However, this is immediate since for a morphism to belong to a display system means being a display map.
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Finally, to see that �(X) is closed under composition, consider two display maps @ : � → " and

? : % → � and let 5 : # → " be any morphism of X. Since @ is a display map, @ admits a pullback along

5 ; let �2 : # ×" � → � be the projection to �. Since ? is a display map, the pullback of ? along �2 is

well-defined. It is not hard to see that the resulting pullback diagram is the pullback of the composition ?@

of ? and @ along 5 . �

Definition 2.5. If T is an endofunctor on a category X, a T-display map @ : � → " is a morphism such that for

every = ≥ 0, T=@ (when = = 0, T0@ = @ and for = = 1, T1@ = T@) admits all T-pullbacks. When (X, T) is a tangent

category and T represents the tangent bundle functor, a T-display map is also called a tangent display map. In the

following, let �(X, T) denote the family of T-display maps of a category X equipped with an endofunctor T. When

(X, T) is a tangent category and T represents the tangent bundle functor, we adopt the notation �(X, T) for �(X, T).

The following gives a slightly expanded version of this definition:

Lemma 2.6. A morphism @ : � → " of a tangent category (X, T) is a tangent display map if and only if for any

= ≥ 0 and any morphism 5 : # → T=" there are morphisms �1 : % → # and �2 : % → � such that for any < ≥ 0

the diagram:

T<% T=+<�

T<# T=+<"

T<�2

T<�1 T=+< @

T< 5

is a pullback.

Example 2.7. Each category X comes equipped with a trivial tangent structure 1, whose tangent bundle

functor is the identity functor and whose structural natural transformations are the identities. In such a

trivial tangent category, tangent display maps coincide with display maps.

Example 2.8. In the tangent categories of affine schemes and schemes (either the general categories or over

a fixed base; see [8, Section 4.1]), the tangent display maps are all maps, since in all cases these categories

are complete and the tangent bundle functor is a right adjoint.

Example 2.9. In the tangent category associated to a model of SDG (that is, the full subcategory of microlinear

objects; see [2, Prop. 5.10]), the category is cartesian closed and the tangent bundle functor is a right adjoint,

so again tangent display maps are all maps.

Example 2.10. We will see later (Theorem 2.31) that in the tangent category of smooth manifolds, tangent

display maps are the same as submersions.

Our first result about these maps is:

Theorem 2.11. �(X, T) forms the (unique) maximal tangent display system of (X, T) with respect to inclusion.

Moreover, �(X, T) is closed under composition.

Proof. It is straightforward to see that if @ is a T-display map, so is T@. Let us prove that �(X, T) is stable

under T-pullbacks. Consider a T-display map @ : � → " and let 5 : # → " be a morphism of X. Since @ is

T-display, the T-pullback of @ along 5 exists. Let @′ : �′ → # denote the pullback of @ along 5 . The goal is

to show that @′ is still T-display. Consider another morphism 6 : % → # . Since @ is T-display, @ also admits

7



the T-pullback along the composite 6 5 : % → ". Thus, we obtain the diagram:

�′′ �′ �

% # "

@′′ @′
y

@

6 5

where the dashed arrow is induced by the universality of the right square. Since the outer and the right

squares are T-pullbacks, by Lemma 2.3, so is the left square.

The next step is to show that each T=@ also admits all T-pullbacks, for each = ≥ 0. However, since the

pullback of @ along 5 is a T-pullback, T=@′ is the pullback of T=@ along T= 5 . However, T@ is also a T-display

map, and by induction, so is T=@. This proves that �(X, T) is a T-display system.

Finally, if ℱ is a T-display system and @ is a morphism of ℱ, then for every < ≥ 0, T<@ admits all

T-pullbacks, which is precisely the definition of a T-display map. So, each T-display system is a subfamily

of �(X, T). This implies that �(X, T) is the maximal T-display system with respect to inclusion. Finally, if

@ : � → " and ? : % → � are two T-display maps, by Proposition 2.4, the composite ?@ of ? with @ is also a

display map. Finally, using a similar argument, it is not hard to see that the composite ?@ is also a T-display

map. �

Definition 2.12. A well-displayed tangent category is a tangent category whose tangent bundles are tangent

display maps.

2.3 Retractive display systems

In this section we consider how tangent display maps interact with retractions. This will be useful not only

as a general result of interest, but also in particular in Theorem 3.7.

Definition 2.13. A family of morphisms ℱ of a category X is retractive when it is stable under retracts. Concretely,

this means that for each 5 : % → " in ℱ and each section-retraction pair B : � → %, A : % → �, the composition

B 5 : � → " is also in ℱ. A retractive display system of a category X is a display system which is also retractive.

Similarly, a retractive tangent display system of a tangent category (X, T) is a tangent display system which is

also retractive.

Definition 2.14. A tangent category (X, T) is retractive if the tangent display system �(X, T) of tangent display

maps of (X, T) is retractive.

In the following, we denote a section-retraction pair B : � → %, A : % → �, where BA = id� , by (B, A) : � ⇆ %.

The next lemma was proved in [17, Lemma 1.2.8]. Recall that a weak T-pullback is a commutative square

diagram which satisfies a similar universal property of a T-pullback which, however, does not require the

uniqueness of the induced morphism.

8



Lemma 2.15. (Weak) T-pullbacks are stable under retracts. Concretely, consider the following commutative diagram:

�1

%1 �2

%2 "1 �1

#1 %1 "2

#2 "1

#1

A�

@1

61

A%

?1

B�

@2

62

B%

?2

A"

@1

51

A#

61

?1

B"52

B#
51

Suppose that (B" , A") : "2 ⇆ "1, (B� , A�) : �2 ⇆ �1, (B# , A# ) : #2 ⇆ #1, and (B% , A%) : %2 ⇆ %1 are section-

retraction pairs. If the diagram:

%1 �1

#1 "1

61

?1 @1

51

(2.2)

is a (weak) T-pullback, so is:

%2 �2

#2 "2

62

?2 @2

52

Proof. This is a fairly straightforward exercise in basic category theory which we leave to the reader, or see

[17, Lemma 1.2.8]. �

Proposition 2.16. Let us consider a tangent category (X, T) and suppose that the following is a (tangent) pullback

diagram:

T% T�

T# T"

T6

T@′ T@

T 5

9



Then the following is also a (tangent) pullback diagram:

% �

# "

6

@′ @

5

Proof. Notice that, for any object ", (I, ?) : " ⇆ T" constitutes a section-retraction pair. Moreover, thanks

to the naturality of I and ?, the following diagram commutes:

T�

T% �

% T" T�

T# T% "

# T"

T#

?

T@

T6

?

T@′

I

@

6

I

@′

?

T@

T 5

?

T6

T@′

I
5

I
T 5

Thus, the central diagram is the retract of a (tangent) pullback and, by Lemma 2.15, is also a (tangent)

pullback diagram. �

Corollary 2.17. In Lemma 2.6, the indices = and < can be taken both strictly positive, i.e., =, < ≥ 1.

Definition 2.18. For a category X, we say that split idempotents are closed under pullbacks if for any pullback

diagram:

%1 �1

#1 "1

61

?1

y

@1

51

10



and for any section-retraction pair (B� , A�) : �2 ⇆ �1, the induced idempotent 4 : %1 → %1:

�1

%1 �2

" �1

# %1 "

# "

#

A�

@1

61

y

?1 4

B�

@2

@1

5 61

y

?1

5

5

splits, meaning there is an object %2 and a section-retraction pair (B% , A%) : %2 ⇆ %1, such that A%B% = 4.

Lemma 2.19. If X is Cauchy complete, meaning all idempotents of X split, then split idempotents are closed under

pullbacks.

Proposition 2.20. Suppose that the split idempotents of a category X are closed under pullbacks. Then the display

maps of X form a retractive display system �(X).

Proof. Consider a display map @1 : �1 → ". We want to show that if (B� , A�) : �2 ⇆ �1 is a section-retraction

pair, then @2 := B�@1 : �2 → " is also a display map. Consider a morphism 5 : # → �; let us prove that the

pullback of @2 along 5 is well-defined. First of all, consider the induced morphism 4 : % → % making the

11



following diagram commutative:

�1

%1 �2

" �1

# %1 "

# "

#

A�

@1

61

y

?1 4

B�

@2

@1

5 61

y

?1

5

5

It is not hard to see that 4 is an idempotent:

= 44?1 (4?1 = ?1)

= 4?1 (4?1 = ?1)

= ?1

and similarly:

= 44 61 (4 61 = 61A�B�)

= 4 61A�B� (4 61 = 61A�B�)

= 61A�B� A�B� (B�A� = id�2

= 61A�B�

Since 44 satisfies the same equations of 4, i.e., 4?1 = ?1 and 4 61 = 6@A�B� , by the universality of the pullback,

44 = 4. Since split idempotents of X are closed under pullbacks, 4 must split, meaning there exists an object

12



%2 and a section-retraction pair (B% , A%) : %2 ⇆ %1 such that 4 = A%B% :

�1

%1 �2

%2 " �1

# %1 "

# "

#

A�

@1

61

A%

y

?1

B�

@2

62

B%

?2 @1

5 61

y

?1

5

5

This implies that the diagram:

%2 �2

# "

62

?2 @2

5

is the retraction of a pullback, where ?2 : = B%?1 and 62 : = B% 61A� . By Lemma 2.15 this diagram is also a

pullback, proving that the pullback of @2 along 5 is well-defined. In particular, @2 is a display map. �

Corollary 2.21. In a Cauchy complete category, display maps form a retractive display system.

Proof. By Lemma 2.19, Cauchy completion implies that split idempotents are closed under pullbacks and

Proposition 2.20 implies that display maps are stable under retracts. �

Theorem 2.22. If the split idempotents of a tangent category (X, T) are closed under pullbacks, then (X, T) is retractive.

In particular, a Cauchy complete tangent category is retractive.

Proof. The proof is essentially identical to the proof of Proposition 2.20, so we leave it to the reader to fill in

the details. �

2.4 The Cauchy completion of a tangent category

Every category X is canonically embedded in a Cauchy complete category, called the Cauchy completion

of X (the notion of a Cauchy complete category was introduced by Lawvere in [15]. For more details on

Cauchy completion, we refer to [1]). Concretely the Cauchy completion of X, also known as the Karoubi

envelope of X, is the category Split(X) whose objects are pairs (", 4) formed by an object " of X and an

idempotent 4 : " → " of ", and whose morphisms 5 : (", 4) → ("′, 4′) are morphisms 5 : " → "′ of X

for which 5 4′ = 4 5 .
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Corollary 2.21 establishes an interesting relationship between Cauchy complete categories and tangent

structures, so it is natural to wonder if the Cauchy completion of a tangent category is still a tangent category.

Let us start by observing a simple fact.

Lemma 2.23. Given a categoryX, the functor (−) : End(X) → End(Split(X))which sends an endofunctor � : X→ X

to the endofunctor � : Split(X) → Split(X) so defined:

�(", 4) := (�", �4)

�( 5 : (", 4) → ("′, 4′)) := � 5 : (�", �4) → (�"′, �4′)

is a strict monoidal functor with respect to the monoidal structure defined by the composition of endofunctors.

Using Leung’s definition of a tangent category (X, T) (cf. [16]) as a strict monoidal functor Weil1 → End(X)

which preserves certain pullback diagrams, one can post-compose this strict monoidal functor with (−) and

obtain a strict monoidal functor Weil1 → End(Split(X)). It is not hard to show that such a strict monoidal

functor preserves the required pullbacks to define a tangent structure on Split(X).

Theorem 2.24. The Cauchy completion Split(X) of a tangent category (X, T) (with negatives) is still a tangent

category (with negatives) denoted by Split(X, T) and the fully faithful functor � : X→ Split(X) strictly preserves the

tangent structures. Moreover, � preserves tangent display maps and in particular, if (X, T) is a well-displayed tangent

category (with negatives), so is Split(X, T).

As a result, we also have the following:

Corollary 2.25. Every (well-displayed) tangent category (X, T) (with negatives) is strictly embedded in a retractive

(well-displayed) tangent category (with negatives).

2.5 Tangent display maps generalize submersions

The goal of this section is to show that the tangent display maps in the tangent category of smooth manifolds

are precisely the submersions. We begin with a general discussion of submersions and related maps in an

arbitrary tangent category (X, T) as introduced in [17, Definition 1.2.5].

Definition 2.26. A submersion in (X, T) consists of a morphism @ : � → " for which the commutative diagram:

T� �

T" "

?

T@ @

?

(2.3)

is a weak tangent pullback diagram. Concretely, this means that for any pair of morphisms 
 : - → T" and

� : - → � such that 
? = �@ there is a (not necessarily unique) morphism ! : - d T" such that !T@ = 
 and

!? = �. Moreover, all the iterates T= of the tangent bundle functor preserve the (uni)versality property of this diagram.

A display submersion in (X, T) is a submersion which is also a tangent display map.

One can similarly define étale maps in a tangent category.

Definition 2.27. An étale map in (X, T) consists of a morphism @ : � → " for which the diagram of Equation (2.3)

is a tangent pullback. A display étale map in (X, T) is an étale map which is also a tangent display map.
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In [17, Proposition 1.2.10], MacAdam proved that submersions in a tangent category form a retractive

tangent display system, provided that submersions are stable under pullbacks. Display submersions are the

correct class of morphisms which exactly satisfy this requirement. In the next proposition, we reformulate

in our language MacAdam’s result and extend it to étale maps as well.

Proposition 2.28. The families �(X, T) and ℰ́(X, T) of display submersions and display étale maps of (X, T),

respectively, form retractive tangent display systems of (X, T).

Proof. It is straightforward to see that both �(X, T) and ℰ́(X, T) are stable under the tangent bundle functor.

Furthermore, since (weak) pullbacks are stable under retracts, it is easy to prove that submersions and étale

maps are also stable under retracts.

We need to prove that they are also stable under tangent pullbacks. Let us start by considering a display

submersion @ : � → " and a morphism 5 : # → ". Since @ is a tangent display map, the tangent pullback

of @ along 5 is well-defined:

% �

# "

�2

�1

y

@

5

We want to show that �1 : % → # is still a display submersion. Since tangent display maps form a tangent

display system, we already know that �1 is a tangent display map. We need to show that �1 is a submersion.

If we have morphisms 
 : - → T# and � : - → % such that 
? = ��1, we need to show the existence of a

morphism ! : - → T% for which !T�1 = 
 and !? = �. Consider the following diagram:

- T� �

T% %

T" "

T# #

�




?

T@
@

T�2

?

T�1

�2

�1

?

T 5

?

5

Since @ is a submersion, there exists a morphism # : - → T� such that the following diagram commutes:

- %

T� �

T# T" "

�

#




�2

?

T@ @

T 5 ?

In particular:

#T@ = 
T 5
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#? = ��2

Moreover, the pullback diagram of @ along 5 is preserved by T, therefore, there exists a unique morphism

! : - → T% making the following diagram commutative:

-

T% T�

T# T"

!

#




T�2

T�1

y

T@

T 5

In particular:

!T�1 = 


!T�2 = #

We need to show that !? = �. Let us employ the universality of the pullback of @ along 5 and show that

!?�1 = ��1 and !?�2 = ��2, since this implies the desired equation:

!?�1

= !T�1?

= 
?

= ��1

!?�2

= !T�2?

= #?

= ��2

This shows that ! is the desired morphism. Let us now show that, whenever @ is a display étale map, the

morphism ! is the unique morphism such that !T�1 = 
 and !? = �. Suppose that !′ : - → T% is another

morphism with this property. Therefore:

!′T�2?

= !′?�2

= ��2

!′T�2T@

= !′T�1T 5

= 
T 5

However, the same equations are satisfied by # : - → T� and since @ is étale, # is the unique morphism

with this property. Thus, !′T�2 = #. However, ! is the unique morphism such that !T�1 = 
 and

!T�2 = #. Therefore, !′
= !. This proves that �1 is a display étale map whenever so is @. �
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Let Smooth denote the tangent category of finite-dimensional smooth manifolds.

Proposition 2.29. In the tangent category Smooth, submersions and étale maps according to Definitions 2.26 and 2.27

coincide with the usual notions of submersions and étale maps in differential geometry, respectively. Moreover, in

this tangent category, submersions and étale maps are automatically display submersions and display étale maps,

respectively.

Proof. The first claim is immediate upon examining the relevant definitions, and the second claim follows

from Theorem 35.13 (2) in [12] (using the particular case of T� being the tangent bundle functor). �

Next, we would like to show that the tangent display maps in Smooth are precisely the same as the

submersions. However, it is worth making some general comments about this result first. In particular,

[18, Lemma 71] claims the stronger result that in the category Smooth, every display map (not just a tangent

display map) is a submersion. However, some commentators have raised doubts about the proof2. It is not

clear to us whether [18, Lemma 71] is true or not; nevertheless, for our purposes, the weaker result we prove

here suffices. However, we should note that our proof is heavily inspired by the proof of [18, Lemma 71],

while also using the additional assumption that pullbacks along the given map are preserved by T.

We begin with a lemma which looks at a particular class of tangent display maps in Smooth.

Lemma 2.30. In the tangent category Smooth, any tangent display map with codomain R is a submersion.

Proof. For contradiction, suppose that @ : � → R is a tangent display map which is not a submersion; that

is, there is a point 0 of � for which the differential d0@ : T0� → T@(0)R of @ at 0 is not surjective. Without

loss of generality, assume that @(0) = 0. Since T0R is a one-dimensional vector space and that d0@ is a linear

non-surjective map, d0@ must be the zero map. Let us consider the morphism B : R→ Rwhich sends G ∈ R

to G2. Since @ is a tangent display map, by definition, the pullback diagram:

& �

R R

�2

�1

y

@

B

exists and is preserved by the tangent bundle functor T. The underlying set of & is computed as follows:

& = {(G, 1) ∈ R × �, G2
= @(1)}

In particular, if � has dimension =, R × � has dimension = + 1, and since G2
= @(1) imposes a constraint, &

has dimension = + 1 − 1 = =. Since T preserves the pullback of @ along B, the diagram:

T(0,0)& T0�

T0R T0R

d(0,0)�2

d(0,0)�1 30@

d0B

is a pullback diagram. So, we can compute the tangent space of & at (0, 0) as follows:

T(0,0)& = {(H, D) ∈ T0R × T0�, d0B(H) = d0@(D)}

However, d0B(H) = 2GH |G=0 = 0 and, by assumption, d0@ is also the zero map. Therefore, the equation

d0B(H) = d0@(D) does not impose any constraint. Thus, T(0,0)& � T0R×T0� � R×T0� has dimension = + 1,

contradicting that & has dimension =. �

2See, for example, mathoverflow.net/questions/71902/is-every-representable-map-a-submersion.
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We can now give a full characterization of submersions.

Theorem 2.31. In the tangent category Smooth, the following are equivalent:

(i) @ : � → " is a submersion in the usual sense of differential geometry;

(ii) @ is a submersion in the sense of Definition 2.26;

(iii) @ is a display submersion;

(iv) @ is a tangent display map.

In particular, submersions in the tangent category Smooth form the maximal tangent display system which coincides

with �(Smooth).

Proof. In Proposition 2.29 we have already shown the equivalence between (i), (ii), and (iii). It is also

immediate to see that (iii) implies (iv), since every display submersion is a tangent display map by definition.

We need to show that (iv) implies (i).

Let us consider a tangent display map @ : � → " and let 0 be a point of � and E a vector in T@(0)".

We want to find a vector D ∈ T0� for which d0@(D) = E. The tangent space TG" of a smooth manifold "

at a given point G of " consists of the first derivatives �′(0) of all the regular paths � : R → " for which

�(0) = G. So, in particular, we can choose a regular path � : R → " such that �(0) = @(0) and �′(0) = E.

Since @ is a tangent display map, the tangent pullback of @ along � is well-defined.

% �

R "

�1

y

@

�

We can compute % as follows:

% = {(C , 1) ∈ R × �, �(C) = @(1)}

Moreover, since the pullback is preserved by T, we have that the diagram:

T(0,0)% T0�

T0R T@(0)"

d(0,0)�1 d0 @

d0�

(2.4)

is also a pullback. Therefore, we can compute the tangent space of % at (0, 0) as follows:

T(0,0)% = {(B, D) ∈ T0R × T0�, d0�(B) = d0@(D)}

Theorem 2.11 establishes that tangent display maps form a tangent display system. So, in particular, the

tangent pullback of a tangent display map is again a tangent display map. This implies that �1 : % → R is a

tangent display map. Thanks to Lemma 2.30, �1 is a submersion. In particular, d(0,0)�1 : T(0,0)% → T0R is

surjective. This implies the existence of a pair (B, D) ∈ T(0,0)% such that d(0,0)�1(B, D) = 1. However, since the

diagram of Equation (2.4) is a pullback, d(0,0)�1 plays the role of the first projection, thus d(0,0)�1(B, D) = B.

Therefore, there is at least a D ∈ T0� such that (1, D) ∈ T(0,0)%. Therefore:

d0@(D) = d0�(1) = 1�′(0) = E

This concludes the proof. �
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3 Applications

In this part of the paper, we show that many previous results and ideas in tangent categories can be simplified

by asking that certain maps be tangent display maps.

3.1 Display differential bundles

In differential geometry, vector bundles are an important structure. Loosely speaking, a vector bundle

consists of a projection @ : � → " whose fibres carry the structure of a finite-dimensional vector space. The

tangent categorical analogs of vector bundles are differential bundles, first introduced by Cockett and the

first author in [2].

Definition 3.1. A differential bundle in a tangent category (X, T) consists of an additive bundle (@ : � →

", I@ : " → �, B@ : �2 → �) together with a morphism ;@ : � → T�, called the vertical lift, fulfilling the

following conditions:

(i) (;@ , I) : (@, I@ , B@ ) → (T@, TI@ , TB@ ) is an additive bundle morphism;

(ii) (;@ , I@ ) : (@, I@ , B@ ) → (?, I, B) is an additive bundle morphism;

(iii) The vertical lift is universal, that is, the following diagram:

�2 T�

" T"

�@

�1@

I@

T@

is a tangent pullback diagram, where:

�@ := (;@ ×" I)TB@

(iv) The vertical lifts ; and ;@ are compatible:

� T�

T� T2�

;@

;@

;

T;@

The interpretation of differential bundles as vector bundles in a tangent category acquires solidity in

light of MacAdam’s result, presented in [17, Theorem 4.2.7], which proves that differential bundles in the

tangent category of (connected) smooth manifolds are precisely vector bundles.

In [4, Corollary 3.5], Cockett and the first author also showed that given a point G : 1 → ", i.e., a

morphism from the terminal object 1 of X to the object ", the local fibre �G of a differential bundle

@ : � → " over G, obtained by pulling back @ : � → " along G : 1 → " as follows:

�G �

1 "G

@
y
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is a differential object.

The connection betwen differential bundles and differential objects is even deeper: under certain condi-

tions, differential bundles are precisely the differential objects in the slice tangent category (see Section 3.3).

However, to define the correct tangent structure on the slice category certain pullbacks are required to exist.

Tangent display systems were initially introduced specifically to solve this issue. With the new notion of

tangent display maps, we can instead require that differential bundles be tangent display maps.

Definition 3.2. A display differential bundle in a tangent category (X, T) consists of a differential bundle whose

projection is a tangent display map.

Remark 3.3. In [4, Definition 4.21], a display differential bundle in a display tangent category is a differential

bundle whose projection belongs to the given display system. Here we are defining a display differential

bundle in an arbitrary tangent category as one in which the projection is a tangent display map (that is, part

of the maximal display system).

[4, Lemma 2.7] shows that the tangent pullback of a differential bundle along a morphism is still a

differential bundle. This makes display differential bundles closed under tangent pullbacks. Furthermore,

[4, Lemma 2.5] shows that the tangent bundle functor sends differential bundles to differential bundles.

These two results make the family of differential bundles of a tangent category into a tangent display

system.

Proposition 3.4. The family of display differential bundles in a tangent category (X, T) forms a tangent display

system DBnd(X, T).

In a well-displayed tangent category every tangent bundle ? : T" → " is a tangent display map and

therefore a display differential bundle. However, it is not obvious that an arbitrary differential bundle would

be display as well. Let us introduce this concept.

Definition 3.5. A fully displayed tangent category is a tangent category in which every differential bundle is a

display differential bundle.

In particular, every fully displayed tangent category is a well-displayed tangent category. In [17, Co-

rollary 3.1.4], MacAdam proved an important characterization of differential bundles: when the tangent

category has negatives, every differential bundle is the retract of the pullback of a tangent bundle. We can

employ this characterization to show that when the tangent bundles are tangent display maps, the tangent

category has negatives, and the tangent display maps are stable under retracts, then every differential bundle

automatically becomes a tangent display map. Let us first recall MacAdam’s result.

Lemma 3.6. [17, Corollary 3.1.4] In a tangent category with negatives, a display differential bundle @ : � → "

is the retract of a pullback of the tangent bundle ? : T� → �. Concretely, there exists a section-retraction pair

(〈;@ , @〉, :) : � ⇆ +�, where +� → " denotes the vertical bundle of @, which is the pullback of T@ along the zero

morphism I : " → T", and ;@ : � → T� denotes the vertical lift of @.

Theorem 3.7. A retractive well-displayed tangent category with negatives is a fully displayed tangent category.

Proof. By definition, tangent display maps of a retractive tangent category (X, T) form a retractive tangent

display system. Therefore, �(X, T) is stable under retracts and under pullbacks. By Lemma 3.6, differential

bundles of a tangent category with negatives are retracts of pullbacks of tangent bundles. Finally, by

definition, the tangent bundles of a well-displayed tangent category are tangent display maps. Therefore,

every differential bundle is display, meaning the tangent category is fully displayed. �
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Thanks to Corollary 2.21, every Cauchy complete tangent category is retractive, so we also have the

following result.

Corollary 3.8. A Cauchy complete well-displayed tangent category with negatives is a fully displayed tangent category

with negatives.

Finally, putting together that the Cauchy completion of a well-displayed tangent category with negatives

is still a well-displayed tangent category with negatives (Theorem 2.24 and Corollary 2.25) and using

Corollary 3.8, we also obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.9. Every well-displayed tangent category (X, T) with negatives is embedded in a fully displayed tangent

category Split(X, T) with negatives.

3.2 Tangent fibrations

One of the motivations for introducing tangent display systems in [4] was to organize differential bundles of

a given tangent category into a fibration, satisfying some compatibility conditions with the tangent bundle

functor. [4, Section 5] showed that each tangent category equipped with a choice of a tangent display system

� defines a fibration whose fibre over an object " is the category of the maps of � whose codomain is ".

Furthermore, such a fibration is compatible with the tangent bundle functors.

Cockett and the first author distilled the property of this class of fibrations into the notion of a tangent

fibration. This section is dedicated to recalling this definition and discussing the relationship between

tangent display maps and the corresponding tangent fibration.

Let us start by briefly recalling that a fibration Π : X′ → X between two categories consists of a functor

for which every morphism 5 : " → "′ of the base category X admits a cartesian lift !�′

5
: 5 ∗�′ → �′ for

every object �′ on the fibre over "′, that is Π(�′) = "′. Concretely, a cartesian morphism ! : �′ → �′′

is a morphism of the total category X′ such that for any morphism # : � → �′′ of X′ and any morphism

6 : Π(�) → Π(�′) making the following diagram commutes:

Π(�′)

Π(�) Π(�′′)

Π(!)6

Π(#)

there exists a unique morphism � : � → �′ of X′ such that Π(�) = 6 and the following diagram commutes:

�′

� �′′

!�

#

A fibration Π : X′ → X equipped with a choice of a cartesian lift !�′

5
: 5 ∗�′ → �′ for each morphism

5 : " → "′ of X and each object �′ of the fibre over "′ is known as a cloven fibration and the choice

( 5 , �′) ↦→ !�′

5
is called a cleavage of the fibration.

In the following, every fibration is assumed to be cloven and we denote by !�′

5
the cartesian lift of

5 : " → "′ along �′ ∈ Π
−1("′) defined by the cleavage. When �′ is clear from the context we omit the

superscript �′. Moreover, we also denote a fibration Π : X′ → X as a triple (X,X′,Π).
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Suppose Π◦ : X′
◦ → X◦ and Π• : X′

• → X• are two fibrations and �′ : X′
◦ → X′

• and � : X◦ → X• are two

functors such that Π• ◦ �′ = � ◦Π◦. Given a morphism 5 : " → "′ of X◦, one can lift � 5 : �" → �"′ to

X
′
• using the cleavage of Π• and obtain a cartesian lift !� 5 : (� 5 )∗(�′�′) → �′�′ of � 5 over �′�′ ∈ X′

•.

However, the cleavage of Π◦ also defines a cartesian lift ! 5 : 5 ∗�′ → �′ of 5 over �′. Therefore, since

Π•�
′! 5 = �Π◦! 5 = � 5 , �′! 5 is a lift of � 5 . By employing the universal property of the cartesian lift !� 5 ,

there exists a unique morphism � 5 : �′( 5 ∗�′) d (� 5 )∗(�′�′) making the following diagram commute:

(� 5 )∗(�′�′)

�′( 5 ∗�′) �′�′

!� 5� 5

�′! 5

A morphism of fibrations (�, �′) : (X◦,X
′
◦ ,Π◦) → (X• ,X

′
• ,Π•) consists of a pair of functors � : X◦ → X• and

�′ : X′
◦ → X′

• which commute strictly with the two fibrations, that is Π• ◦ �′ = � ◦ Π◦ and which preserve

the cartesian lifts, meaning the unique morphism � 5 : �′( 5 ∗�′) d (� 5 )∗(�′�′) induced by the universality of

!� 5 is an isomorphism for each morphism 5 : " → "′ of X◦ and every object �′ ∈ Π
−1
◦ ("′).

Definition 3.10. Given two tangent categories (X′, T′) and (X, T), a tangent fibration Π : (X′, T′) → (X, T)

consists of a fibration Π : X′ → X whose underlying functor is a strict tangent morphism and such that the tangent

bundle functors preserve the cartesian lifts, meaning (T, T′) : (X,X′,Π) → (X,X′,Π) is a morphism of fibrations.

Cockett and the first author showed that a tangent display system � of a tangent category (X, T)

gives rise to a tangent category (�, T′) whose tangent bundle functor sends each map @ : � → " of � to

T@ : T� → T". Furthermore, the functor which sends each map @ : � → " to its codomain " defines a

tangent fibration (�, T′) → (X, T). Here, we recall this result and apply it to the setting of tangent display

maps.

Proposition 3.11. The functor Π : � → X which sends each map @ : � → " of a tangent display system � of a

tangent category (X, T) to its codomain " defines a tangent fibrationΠ : (�, T′) → (X, T). In particular, the maximal

tangent display system�(X, T) of the tangent display maps of (X, T) defines a tangent fibrationΠ : �(X, T) → (X, T).

By applying Proposition 3.11 to the tangent display system DBnd(X, T) of display differential bundles

(see Proposition 3.4) one also defines a tangent fibration DBnd(X, T) → (X, T). Similarly, one can also

apply the same construction to the tangent display systems �(X, T) and ℰ́(X, T) of display submersions and

display étale maps of (X, T) to get two additional tangent fibrations �(X, T) → (X, T) and ℰ́(X, T) → (X, T).

3.3 The universal property of slicing

The slice categoryX/" of a categoryX over an object " ofX is the category whose objects @�
"

are morphisms

of X of the form @ : � → " and whose morphisms 5 : @�
"

→ @′�
′

" are morphisms 5 : � → �′ of X for which

5 @′ = @. When the base category X is equipped with a tangent structure, one would like to lift the tangent

structure T of X to the slice category X/".

One approach is to define the tangent bundle functor T/" : X/" → X/" as the functor which sends a

bundle @�
"

to:

T@/" : T�
T@
−−→ T"

?
−→ "

The structural natural transformations of this tangent structure are precisely the same as the ones of the

tangent structure T. We refer to this tangent structure as the “trivial slice tangent structure”.
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A second, and more interesting construction, is the “non-trivial” slice tangent category. This plays an

important role in tangent category theory. In particular, (display) differential bundles are equivalent to

differential objects in the non-trivial slice tangent category. For its importance, in the following, we will

refer to this as the slice tangent category.

The idea is to define the tangent bundle of @ : � → " as the pullback of T@ along the zero morphism,

that is the bundle @(") : T(")� → ":

T(")� T�

" T"

@(") T@

I

�

y

(3.1)

Notice that T(−) is a functor on the slice category but not on the base category.

Unfortunately, in an arbitrary tangent category there is no need for the pullback diagram of Equation (3.1)

to exist for an arbitrary morphism @ : � → ". Furthermore, in order to properly define the desired tangent

structure on the slice category, this pullback should also be a tangent pullback and the pulled-back morphism

should also admit the corresponding tangent pullback3.

One approach is to focus only on objects " of the categoryX for which every @ ∈ X/" admits all tangent

pullbacks. In [14], the second author employed this approach. However, this has an important disadvantage:

in general strong tangent morphisms do not preserve this property on the objects. Consequently, the slice

tangent category so defined over an object " cannot be obtained as the fibre over " of a tangent fibration.

This obstruction led us to rethink the definition of the slice tangent category. This section is dedicated

to presenting this new approach.

Lemma 3.12. If @ : � → " is a morphism of a tangent display system � in a tangent category (X, T), then the

tangent pullback of Equation (3.1) is well-defined. Moreover, for each @ in the tangent display system, @(") is a

morphism of the same tangent display system.

Proof. Since, by definition, a tangent display system is stable under the tangent bundle functor, for every

bundle @ of the tangent display system, T@ is also part of the tangent display system. Moreover, since a

tangent display system is also stable under pullbacks, then the pullback of T@ along the zero morphism

is well-defined and it defines a new morphism of the tangent display system. Thus, also T(")@ = @(") is

part of the tangent display system. Finally, since every bundle of a tangent display system is necessarily a

tangent display map, the pullback diagram is a tangent pullback. �

In [4, Theorem 5.3], Cockett and the first author showed that the fibres of a tangent fibration come

equipped with a tangent structure, strongly preserved by the substitution functors between the fibres. In

Proposition 3.11, we employed another result of Cockett and the first author to define a tangent fibration

�(X, T) → (X, T) for each tangent category (X, T).

The display slice tangent category �(X, T; ") of (X, T) over an object " is the tangent category given

by the fibre of �(X, T) → (X, T) over ". Explicitly, it is defined as follows:

objects. The objects are tangent display maps @�
"

: � → " whose codomain is the object ";

morphisms. The morphisms 5 : @�
"

→ @′�
′

" are morphisms 5 : � → �′ of X such that 5 @′�
′

" = @�
"

;

tangent bundle functor. The tangent bundle functor T(") : �(X, T; ") → �(X, T; ") sends a tangent

display map @ : � → " to @("), defined by the pullback diagram (3.1). Moreover, T(") sends a

3The definition of these two tangent structures on the slice is due to Rosickỳ [19]. However, no mention there is made of the pullback

assumptions needed to define the second slice tangent structure.
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morphism 5 : @�
"

→ @′�
′

" to the unique morphism 5 (") : @(") → @′("), induced by the universality of

the pullback diagram (3.1):

T(")�′

T(")� " T�′

" T� T"

T"

@′(") �y
5 (")

@(") �y

I
T@′

I

T 5

T@

projection. The projection ?(") : T(") ⇒ idX/" is induced by the natural transformation:

T(")�
�
−→ T�

?
−→ �

for any object @�
"

;

zero morphism. The zero morphism I(") : idX/" ⇒ T(") is induced by the natural transformation defined

by the universality of the pullback diagram (3.1):

� T�

T(")� T�

" " T"

@(") T@

I

�

y

@

I

I(")

=-fold pullback. The =-fold pullback T
(")
= of the projection ?(") along itself is given by the pullback

diagram:

T
(")
= � T=�

" T="

〈�,...,�〉

@
(")
=

y

T= @

〈I,...,I〉

meaning that:

T
(")
= @�" = @

(")
=

and the :-th projection �
(")

:
: T

(")
= ⇒ T(") is given by the natural transformation induced by the
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universality of the following diagram:

T(")�

�
(")
= " T�

" T=� T"

T="

@
(")
=

T= @
〈I,...,I〉

〈�,...,�〉y

�:

�:

T@

��
(")

: @(")

I

y

sum morphism. The sum morphism B(") : T
(")
2

⇒ T(") is induced by the natural transformation defined

by the universality of the pullback diagram (3.1):

T(")�2 T2�

T(")� T�

" " T"

T@

I

B

〈�,�〉

@
(")
2

@(")

�

B(")

y

vertical lift. The vertical lift ;(") : T(") ⇒ T(")2 is induced by the natural transformation defined by the

universality of the pullback diagram (3.1):

T(")� T�

T(")2� TT(")� T2�

" " T" T2"

�

;(")

@(")

;

�

@(")2

y

T�

T@(")

y

T2@

I TI

canonical flip. The canonical flip 2(") : T(")2 ⇒ T(")2 is induced by the natural transformation defined
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by the universality of the pullback diagram (3.1):

T(")2� T(T")T� T2�

T(")2� TT(")� T2�

" " T" T2"

�

2(")

@(")2

�T

2

�

@(")2

y

T�

T@(")

y

T2@

I TI

Moreover, if (X, T) has negatives with negation = : T ⇒ T, so does �(X, T; "):

negation. The negation =(") : T(") ⇒ T(") is induced by the natural transformation defined by the univer-

sality of the pullback diagram (3.1):

T(")� T2�

T(")� T�

" " T"

@(")

I

y

�

T@

=

�

@(")

=(")

This construction was first introduced by Rosickỳ in his seminal article [19]. More recently in [4, Section 5],

Cockett and Cruttwell showed how this construction is naturally contextualized within the theory of tangent

fibrations. In particular, they proved that the fibres of the functor �(X, T) → (X, T) are precisely the slice

tangent categories �(X, T; "), parametrized by the objects " of X. This result inspired the second author

to investigate the relationship between tangent fibrations and the celebrated Grothendieck construction; for

more details, see [13].

Remark 3.13. In Rosickỳ’s original version for the construction of the slice tangent category the pullback

diagram (3.1) was replaced by the equalizer diagram:

T(")� T� T"
�

T@

T@?I

So, in Rosickỳ’s version, the tangent bundle functor T(") sends @�
"

to:

T(")�
�
−→ T�

T@
−−→ T"

?
−→ "

It is straightforward to show that these two definitions are equivalent.

Example 3.14. In [8, Section 4.1], the first author and Lemay showed that the tangent category (cAlg
op

'
, T)

of affine schemes of ' can also be characterized as the slice tangent category of (cRingop , T) over the ring

'. Indeed, unital and commutative algebras over a ring ' are equivalently characterized as morphisms

' → " of rings. Since the display maps in (cAlg
op

'
, T) are all maps (Example 2.8), this is the same as the

display slice tangent category.
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One can see that the display slice tangent category �(X, T; ") of any (not-necessarily cartesian) tangent

category over a given object is always a cartesian tangent category. Indeed, since the objects of �(X, T; ")

are the tangent display maps @ : � → " of (X, T) with codomain ", given two such tangent display maps

@ : � → " and @′ : �′ → ", the pullback @ ×" @′ : � ×" �′ → " in X of @ along @′ always exists.

However, @ ×" @′ is the cartesian product of @ with @′ in (X, T)/". By induction, all finite products (the

terminal objects will be the tangent display map id" : " → ") exist in (X, T)/". Moreover, the tangent

bundle functor T(") of �(X, T; ") preserves products in �(X, T; ") since T in X preserves pullbacks

between tangent display maps.

Lemma 3.15. The display slice tangent category �(X, T; ") of a tangent category (X, T) over a given object " ofX

is a cartesian tangent category.

Our goal for the rest of this section is to provide a universal property for the display slice construction.

We begin by introducing the category of tangent pairs.

Definition 3.16. A tangent pair consists of a pair ((X, T); ") formed by a tangent category (X, T) and an object

" of X. Moreover, a morphism ((X, T); ") → ((X′, T′); "′) of tangent pairs consists of a pair ((�, 
);!) formed by

a lax tangent morphism (�, 
) : (X, T) → (X′, T′) which preserves tangent display maps over " i.e., for which every

tangent display map @ : � → " is sent to a tangent display map �@ : �� → �", together with an isomorphism

! : �" → "′ of X′.

The composition of two morphisms ((�, 
);!) : ((X, T); ") → ((X′, T′); "′)and ((�, �);#) : ((X′, T′); "′) →

((X′′, T′′); "′′) of tangent pairs is defined as the tangent morphism (�, �) ◦ (�, 
) = (� ◦ �, �
��) together

with the isomorphism:

��"
�!
−−→ �"′

#
−→ "′′

Notice, in particular, that since � preserves tangent display maps and tangent display maps are closed

under composition, this defines a morphism of tangent pairs. Therefore, tangent pairs together with their

morphisms form a category, which we denote by TngPair.

Next, we introduce the pseudofunctor Term : cTngCat → TngPair (where cTngCat is the 2-category of

cartesian tangent categories). First, fix some terminal object ∗ of X. Then define Term to send a cartesian

tangent category (X, T) to the tangent pair ((X, T); ∗).

Notice that, since pullbacks over a terminal object are precisely cartesian products, tangent display maps

over a terminal object consist of those objects � of X for which the cartesian product �′ × � exists for any

other object �′ and for which this product is preserved by T, i.e., T(�′ × �) � T�′ × T�. Therefore, for a

cartesian tangent category (X, T), tangent display maps over a terminal object are all the objects.

This observation implies that Term is a well-defined functor. Indeed, given a cartesian tangent morphism

(�, 
) : (X, T) → (X′, T′) let Term(�, 
) be the pair ((�, 
); !) formed by (�, 
) (notice that since � preserves

the terminal object, � sends tangent display maps of (X, T) on the terminal object ∗ of X to tangent display

maps of X′ over �∗ � ∗′) and by the isomorphism ! : �∗ → ∗′ (which is trivially a tangent display map since

it is an isomorphism).

On the other hand, we can also define the pseudofunctor Slice : TngPair → cTngCat which sends a

tangent pair ((X, T); ") to the display slice tangent category �(X, T; "). To understand how Slice acts on

morphisms of tangent pairs, we first need to show that we can lift such a morphism to the slice tangent

categories.
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Remark 3.17. Term and Slice are not strict functors but rather pseudofunctors, since terminal objects and

slice tangent structures are only defined up to unique isomorphisms. Thus, the associators and unitors are

defined by the induced unique isomorphisms.

Proposition 3.18. Consider two tangent pairs ((X, T); ") and ((X′, T′); "′) and a morphism of tangent pairs

((�, 
);!) : ((X, T); ") → ((X′, T′); "′). Let @ : � → " be a tangent display map in (X, T) over ". Finally,

consider the morphism �@ : �T(")� → T′("′)�� as the unique morphism which makes the following diagram

commutes:

�T(")� �T�

T′("′)�� T′��

T′�"

"′ T′"′

�" �T"

��@

�@

�@(")




�T@

��@

(�@!)("
′)

y
T′�@

T′!

I

!

�I




Therefore, the functor:

� : X/" → X′/"′

�(@ : � → ") ↦→ (��
�@
−−→ �"

!
−→ "′)

�(6 : (@ : � → ") → (@′ : �′ → ")) ↦→ (�6 : (�@!) → (�@′!))

extends to a lax tangent morphism:

(�, 
)/! : (X, T)/" → (X′, T′)/"′

whose distributive law is defined by the natural transformation �@ : �T(")@ → T′("′)�@.

Proof. For starters, let us prove the compatibility between � and the projections:

�T(")@ T′("′)�@

�@

�?(")

?
("′)

�

�
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which corresponds to the diagram:

�T(")� T′("′)��

�T� T′��

�� ��

�

��

?�

��

�?




Let us consider the compatibility diagram between � and the zero morphisms:

�T(")@ T′("′)�@

�@

�

�I(")

I
("′)

�

To show that, first, consider the diagram:

�T(")� T′("′)��

�T� T′��

�� ��

�

��

�I(")

��




�I I�

I
("′)

�

Thus �I(")��� = I
("′)

�
�� and from the universality of �� we have that �I(")� = I

("′)

�
, as expected. The next

step is to prove the compatibility with the sum morphism:

�T
(")
2

@ T′("
′)

2
�@

�T(")@ T′("′)�@

�×�

�B(") B
(")

�

�

Thus, consider the following diagram:

�T
(")
2

� T′("
′)

2
��

�T2� T′
2
��

�T� T′��

�T(")� T′("′)��
�

��

�B(")

��




B
("′)

�

��×��

B�

��×��

�B


×


�×�
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Thus, �B(")��� = (� × �)B
("′)

�
�� and from the universality of �� we conclude that �B(")� = (� × �)B("

′), as

expected. Let us prove the compatibility with the lift:

�T(")@ T′("′)�@

�(T("))2@ T′("′)�T(")@ (T′("′))2�@

�

�;(") ;
("′)

�

�
T(") T′("′)�

As before, consider the following diagram:

�T(")� T′("′)��

�T� T′��

�T2� T′�T� T′2��

�T(")T� T′("′)�T� T′("′)T′��

�(T("))2� T′("′)�T(")� (T′("′))2��

�

;
("′)

�

�T′�

�;(")

��

;�

��




�;

�T(") �

��T


T T′


�
T(") T′("′)�

T′("′) �T′("′)��

T′("′)
�T

��T

Therefore, �;
("′)

�
T′("′)��T′� = �;(")�T(")T′("′)�T′("′)��T′� . By the universality of T′("′)��T′� we conclude

that �;
("′)

�
= �;(")�T(")T′("′)�, as expected. Finally, let us prove the compatibility with the canonical flip:

�(T("))2@ T′("′)�T(")@ (T′("′))2�@

�(T("))2@ T′("′)�T(")@ (T′("′))2�@

�2(") 2
("′)

�

�
T(") T′("′)�

�
T(") T′("′)�
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Thus:

�(T("))2� T′("′)�T(")� (T′("′))2��

�T(")T� T′("′)�T� T′("′)T′��

�T� T′�T� T′2��

�T2� T′�T� T′2��

�T(")T� T′("′)�T� T′("′)T′��

�(T("))2� T′("′)�T(")� (T′("′))2��

�T′�

�2(") 2��2

�T(") �

��T


T T′


�
T(") T′("′)�

T′("′) �T′("′)��

T′("′)
�T

��T Nat(
,�;�)

2
("′)

�

T′("′) �

�T′�

�T(") �

��T ��T


T T′


�T T′("′)


T′("′)��

�
T(") T′("′)�

This proves that �T(")T′("′)�2
("′)

�
T′("′)��T′� = �2(")�T(")T′("′)�T′("′)��T′� . Finally, using the universality

of T′("′)��T′� we conclude that �T(")T′("′)�2
("′)

�
= �2(")�T(")T′("′)�, as expected. �

Proposition 3.18 allows one to lift morphisms of tangent pairs to the corresponding slice tangent cat-

egories. We can define Slice to be the pseudofunctor which sends a morphism ((�, 
);!) : ((X, T); ") →

((X′, T′); "′) to the lax tangent morphism (�, 
)/!. Notice also that since � preserves tangent display maps

over ", it also preserves the cartesian products between tangent display maps over ".

Remark 3.19. To define morphisms of tangent pairs one could have simply asked ! to be a tangent display

map. However, in order for (�, 
)/! to preserve cartesian products we needed ! to be an isomorphism.

Definition 3.20. A morphism ((�, 
);!) : ((X, T); ") → ((X′, T′); "′) of tangent pairs is cartesian if the following

diagrams:

�T� T′��

�T" T′�"

�T@ T′�@






�T(")� �T�

�" �T"

�T@

�I

��@

�@∗

are pullback diagrams, for every tangent display map @ : � → " of (X, T) over ".

Remark 3.21. Even if the functor � underlying a morphism of tangent pairs preserves tangent display maps

over the given object " of the pair, it is not guaranteed that � preserves tangent display maps over T".

This is the reason why in Definition 3.20 we require the right diagram to be a pullback.

Lemma 3.22. A cartesian morphism of tangent pairs ((�, 
);!) : ((X, T); ") → ((X′, T′); "′) lifts to a strong

tangent morphism between the slice tangent categories. Concretely, this means that the natural transformation

�@ : �T(")@ → T′("′)�@ defined in Proposition 3.18 is invertible.

31



Proof. Consider the following diagram:

�T(")� �T� T′��

�T"

�" T′�"

"′ T′"′

�E 


�T(")@

�I

�T@




T′� 5

I�

!

I

T′!

y y

y

where we used that �I
 = I� . Since ((�, 
);!) is cartesian, such a diagram is formed by pullback diagrams,

thus it is itself a pullback diagram. (Notice that the bottom square diagram is a pullback because ! is an

isomorphism.) On the other hand, by definition, � is defined by the diagram:

T′("′)��

T′��

"′ �T� T′�"

�T(")� T′"′

�"

"′

�E




�T(")@

T′�@

!

I

T′!

��

T′("′)(�@!)

I

�

However, the top and the right rectangular sides of this triangular diagram are pullbacks, so � must be an

isomorphism. �

We can now characterize the operation which takes a tangent pair to its slice tangent category as an

adjunction between pseudofunctors.

Theorem 3.23. The pseudofunctors Term : cTngCat⇆ TngPair : Slice form an adjunction whose left adjoint is Term,

the right adjoint is Slice, the unit (U, �) : (X, T) → Slice(Term(X, T)) = (X, T)/∗, as a cartesian tangent morphism

between cartesian tangent categories, is the isomorphism:

U: X→ X/∗

U(") ↦→ (! : " → ∗)

U( 5 : " → #) ↦→ ( 5 (! : " → ∗) → (! : # → ∗))

� : (U(T")) = (! : T" → ∗)
idT"
−−−→ (! : T" → ∗) = T(U("))

and the counit ((�, �);!) : Term(Slice((X, T); ")) = ((X, T)/"; id" ) → ((X, T); ") is the morphism of tangent

pairs:

� : (X, T)/" → (X, T)
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�(@ : � → ") ↦→ �

�(6 : (@ : � → ") → (@′ : �′ → ")) ↦→ (6 : � → �′)

� : �(T(")(@ : � → ")) = T(")�
�@
−→ T� = T(�(@ : � → "))

! : �(id" : " → ") = "
id"
−−→ "

Proof. Let us start by noticing that the unit and the counit are well-defined morphisms. The underlying

functor U of the unit is clearly cartesian, so (U, �) is well-defined. Let us focus on the counit. A tangent

display map in (X, T)/" over id" : " → " consists of an object @ : � → " of (X, T)/", i.e., a tangent

display map of (X, T) over ", together with a morphism @′ : �′ → " for which @′id" = @. This implies

that tangent display maps of (X, T)/" over id" are also tangent display maps of (X, T) over ". So, the

underlying functor � of the counit sends tangent display maps to tangent display maps.

The next step is to show that the unit (U, �) and the counit ((�, �);!) satisfy the triangle identities. Let

us start by considering the following diagram:

Term(X, T) Term(Slice(Term(X, T)))

Term(X, T)

Term(U,�)

((�,�);!)Term

for a cartesian tangent category (X, T). It is straightforward to see that the underlying tangent morphisms

(�, �) and (U, �) of ((�, �);!)Term and Term(U, �) define an equivalence between (X, T) and (X, T)/∗ and

that, by the universality of the terminal object, the composition of the comparison morphisms ! = id∗ and

! : U∗ → ∗ is the identity over the terminal object. Similarly, by considering the diagram:

Slice((X, T); ") Slice(Term(Slice((X, T); ")))

Slice((X, T); ")

(U,�)Slice

Slice((�,�);!)

for a tangent pair ((X, T); "), it is straightforward to show the underlying tangent morphisms of Slice((�, �);!)

and (U, �)Slice define an equivalence between (X, T)/" and ((X, T)/")/id" and that the composition of the

comparison morphisms gives the identity. Finally, notice that the unit is always an isomorphism. �

Remark 3.24. As mentioned earlier, in [14], the second author used a different approach to defining the

slice tangent category. Instead of considering only tangent display maps as objects of the slice tangent

category, all morphisms with a fixed codomain were introduced. However, since the existence of tangent

pullbacks along these morphisms is required in order to define the slice tangent structure, only so-called

sliceable objects were considered. We suggest the interested reader to consult the original paper for details.

This discrepancy in the definition of the slice tangent category in the original paper results in a different

adjunction. The adjunction Term ⊣ Slice between tangent pairs and cartesian tangent categories was replaced

by an adjunction between tangent pairs and tangent categories with a terminal object.

We end this section by considering tangent display maps in the slice. While it is not clear how to

characterize all such maps, we at least have the following result.

Proposition 3.25. Let ℎ : � → % a morphism of X and suppose that ℎ6 = 5 for 6 : % → " and 5 : � → ". If ℎ is

a tangent display map of (X, T), then it is also a tangent display map of (X, T)/".
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Proof. Let = be a positive integer and let 0 : & → T(")=%. We want to show that the pullback of

T(")=ℎ : T(")=� → T(")=% along 0 exists and that is a tangent pullback. Let us start by showing the

existence. Since ℎ is a T-display map, the pullback:

/ T=�

& T(")=% T=%

y

T= ℎ

0

exists and it is also preserved by every T< . However, we also have the existence of a dashed arrow as

follows:
/ T=�

& T(")=� T=�

T(")=% " T="

0

y

T= 5

I=

Thus in turn gives a commutative diagram:

/ T(")=� T=�

& T(")=% T=%

T(")= ℎ T= ℎ

0

Since the outer and the right squares are pullbacks, by Lemma 2.3, so is the left one. This shows the existence

of the desired pullback. Now, we need to show that this pullback is preserved by every T(")< . First, notice

that the pullback is preserved by every T< . This is a direct consequence of ℎ being a tangent display map.

So, we have that:

T</ T<T(")=�

T<& T(")=%

y

T<T(")= ℎ

T< 0
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is a pullback diagram. Consider 
 : - → T(")<& and � : - → T(")<+=� such that:

- T</ T<T(")=�

T(")</ T(")<+=�

T<& T(")=%

T(")<& T(")<+=%

�




y

T<T(")= ℎ

T< 0

However, we also have:

- T</

T(")</ T</

T(")<& " T<"




y

We leave the reader to show that the dashed morphism is the unique morphism which satisfies the desired

equations. �

3.4 Reverse tangent categories

In the next two sections, we briefly consider how tangent display maps can be used to give alternate (simpler)

formulations of a couple of other notions in tangent category theory. As noted in the introduction, in a

reverse tangent category, one needs a fibration of differential bundles on which to define an appropriate

“involution” operation. In the paper which defines the notion, the authors thus ask for a system of differential

bundles, that is a tangent display system of differential bundles, and ask for an involution operation on the

corresponding fibration [9, Defn. 23]

However, this is additional structure which should not really be necessary, and is potentially a bit

awkward to “carry around” as one works with reverse tangent categories. A much more natural choice is

then to simply ask that a reverse tangent category be a tangent category which has an involution operation

with respect to the tangent fibration of display differential bundles.

3.5 Linear completeness and curve objects

In [5], the authors define a “linear curve object” to be an object which gives unique solutions for differential

equations, and also asks that solutions exist for linear differential equations. One of the issues with this

definition, however, is the question of when solutions of linear equations carry over to related tangent

categories. In particular, the authors want to determine whether or not a tangent category X has solutions

for linear differential equations, then so does its tangent category of vector fields.
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To do this, the authors focus on a particular class of “endemic fibre products”, and look at differential

bundles whose pullbacks lie in this class. Like in the previous section, this is then extra structure which has

to be “carried around”.

However, just as in the previous section, a natural choice is to simply consider the endemic fibre products

to be the class of “all pullbacks of tangent display maps”, and ask for linear completeness with respect to

the resulting class of display differential bundles. All the results of [5, Section 5.5] then hold for this class,

and again do not require any extra structure.

3.6 Restriction tangent structures

As a final application, in this section we look at the interaction between display maps in a tangent category

and restriction structure. In particular, we show that a certain class of tangent display maps allows one to

build a canonical (tangent) restriction category out of any tangent category.

A restriction category consists of a category for which each morphism 5 : � → � comes equipped with

an idempotent 5 : � → �, called the restriction idempotent of 5 . This structure abstracts the category of

partial maps between sets in which the idempotent 5 of such a morphism is the partial map which coincides

with the identity where 5 is defined and is undefined elsewhere. In particular, restriction categories provide

a simple equational theory for partial maps in an abstract category. For details, we suggest the reader to

consult [6].

In [2], Cockett and the first author extended the theory of restriction categories to the realm of tangent

categories, introducing the notion of a restriction tangent category (cf. [2, Definition 6.14]). In particular, a

restriction tangent category is a restriction category equipped with a structure similar to a tangent structure,

in which the tangent bundle functor preserves the restriction idempotents, the structural natural transform-

ations are total natural transformations, i.e., natural transformations with trivial restriction idempotents,

and for which the =-fold pullback of the projection along itself and the pullback of the universal property

of the vertical lift are replaced with restriction pullbacks.

Cockett and Lack in [6], showed a 2-equivalence between split restriction categories, i.e., restriction

categories with splitting restriction idempotents, and categories equipped with a display system of monics.

Let us briefly recall this construction.

Definition 3.26. A display system of monics of a category X consists of a collection ℳ of monomorphisms of X

satisfying the following conditions:

• ℳ forms a display system of X;

• ℳ is closed under composition;

• ℳ contains all isomorphisms of X.

A category X equipped with a display system of monics is an ℳ-category.

Remark 3.27. In [6], a display system of monics is called a stable system of monics.

Definition 3.28. An ℳ-functor from an ℳ-category (X,ℳ) to an ℳ-category (X′,ℳ′) consists of a functor

� : X→ X′ which sends each monic of ℳ to a monic of ℳ′ and which preserves each pullback diagram of type:

� �

� �

y

<

5
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where < is a monic of ℳ.

Definition 3.29. An ℳ-natural transformation from an ℳ-functor � : (X,ℳ) → (X′,ℳ′) to an ℳ-functor

� : (X,ℳ) → (X′,ℳ′) consists of a natural transformation ! : � ⇒ � for which, for every monic < of ℳ, the

naturality diagram:

�� ��

�� ��

!

�< �<

!

(3.2)

is a pullback diagram.

Remark 3.30. Note that the pullback diagram of Equation (3.2) is preserved by every ℳ-functor from

(X′,ℳ′), since �< is a monic in ℳ
′.

ℳ-categories, ℳ-functors, and ℳ-natural transformations form a 2-category denoted by ℳ-Cat. Split

restriction categories, restriction functors, i.e., functors which preserve the restriction idempotents, and total

natural transformations also form a 2-category denoted by sRestrCat. Cockett and Lack proved that ℳ-Cat

and sRestrCat are 2-equivalent.

In particular, each ℳ-category (X,ℳ) is sent to a split restriction category Par(X,ℳ) whose objects are

the same as the one of X and whose morphisms 5 : �9 � are classes of isomorphisms of spans:

�

� �

< 5 [ 5 ]

for which the leg < 5 is a monic of ℳ.

Our first goal of this section is to extend this result to split restriction tangent categories. The first step

is to introduce the correct notion of a display system of monics in this context.

Definition 3.31. A tangent display system of monics of a tangent category (X, T) consists of a collection ℳ of

morphisms of (X, T) satisfying the following conditions:

• Each element of ℳ is a monomorphism;

• Each element of ℳ is an étale map of (X, T);

• ℳ forms a tangent display system of (X, T);

• ℳ is closed under composition;

• ℳ contains all isomorphisms of (X, T).

A tangent category equipped with a tangent display system of monics is called an ℳ-tangent category.

Remark 3.32. We shall soon see why the étale requirement is important. Also, it is worth noting that each

element of a tangent display system of monics is automatically a display étale map since every morphism of

a tangent display system is a tangent display map by Theorem 2.11.

Definition 3.33. A lax ℳ-tangent morphism from an ℳ-tangent category (X, T;ℳ) to an ℳ-tangent category

(X′, T′;ℳ′) consists of a lax tangent morphism (�, 
) : (X, T) → (X′, T′), i.e., a functor � : X → X′ together with

a distributive law 
 : � ◦ T ⇒ T′ ◦ � compatible with the tangent structures, whose underlying functor � is an

ℳ-functor and whose distributive law 
 is an ℳ-natural transformation.
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Definition 3.34. An ℳ-tangent natural transformation from an ℳ-lax tangent morphism (�, 
) : (X, T;ℳ) →

(X′, T′;ℳ′) to an ℳ-lax tangent morphism (�, �) : (X, T;ℳ) → (X′, T′;ℳ′) consists of a tangent natural trans-

formation ! : (�, 
) ⇒ (�, �), i.e., a natural transformation ! : � ⇒ � compatible with the distributive laws 
 and

�, for which, for every monic < of ℳ, the naturality diagram:

�� ��

�� ��

!

�< �<

!

is a tangent pullback diagram.

ℳ-tangent categories, laxℳ-tangent functors, andℳ-tangent natural transformations form a 2-category

denoted by ℳ-TngCat.

Lemma 3.35. A morphism @ : � → " of a tangent category (X, T) is étale if and only if the naturality diagrams of

@ with all of the structural natural transformations of T are tangent pullback diagrams.

Proof. By definition, a morphism @ : � → " is an étale map if the naturality square of @ with the projection

is a tangent pullback. Therefore, we only need to prove that if @ is étale, all the naturality squares of @

with each of the structural natural transformations is a tangent pullback diagram. Let us start with the zero

morphism and consider the following diagram:

� T� �

" T" "

I

@

?

T@

y

@

I ?

However, by assumption, the right square is a tangent pullback. Furthermore, since I? = idX also the outer

square is a tangent pullback. By Lemma 2.3, also the left square is a tangent pullback diagram. Let us now

consider the diagrams:

T� T2� T�

T" T2" T"

;

T@

?T

T2@

y

T@

; ?T

T2� T2� T�

T2" T2" T"

2

T2@

?T

T2@

y

T@

2 ?T

One can notice that the right squares are tangent pullbacks. Furthermore, ;?T = ?I and 2?T = T?, thus,

using that the naturality square of @ with I is a tangent pullback, also the outer squares are tangent pullbacks.

So, again by Lemma 2.3, so are the left squares. Finally, let us prove it for the sum morphism. Let us consider

the diagram:

T2� T� �

T2" T" "

B

T2@

?

T@

y

@

B ?

(3.3)
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Notice that B? = �1? = �2?. Consider two morphisms 5 : - → T2" and 6 : - → � satisfying 5�1? = 6T@.

We find a morphism ℎ : - → T� such that:

-

T2� T� �

T2" T" "

ℎ

6

5

�1

T2@

?

T@

y

@

�1 ?

Let:

: : -
ℎ
−→ T�

Δ

−→ T2�

where Δ = 〈idT� , idT�〉 is the diagonal map. It is immediate to see that:

:�1 = ℎΔ�1 = ℎ

Moreover, notice that, since �1? = �2?, we have that:

5�1 = ℎT@ = 5�2

Therefore:

:T2@ = ℎΔT2@ = ℎT@Δ = 5�1Δ = 5�2Δ = 5

Now, let us suppose that :′ : - → T2� satisfies :′�1 = ℎ and :′T2@ = 5 . First, notice that:

:′�2? = :′�1? = ℎ? = 6

:′�2T@ = :′T2@�2 = 5�2 = 5�1

Thus, also :′�2 = ℎ. Therefore:

:′Δ = 〈:′�1 , :
′�2〉 = 〈ℎ, ℎ〉 = ℎΔ = :

Similarly, one can prove that such a pullback is preserved by all iterates of T. Thus, the outer square of

Equation (3.3) is a tangent pullback and thus, by Lemma 2.3, so is the left square. �

Lemma 3.36. The structural natural transformations of an ℳ-tangent category are ℳ-natural transformations.

Proof. By assumption, a monic < of a tangent display system is an étale map. By Lemma 3.35, the naturality

squares of the structural natural transformations of Twith < are tangent pullbacks. �

Since each tangent display system of monics is a display system of monics, given an ℳ-tangent category

(X, T;ℳ), Par(X,ℳ) defines a split restriction category.

Lemma 3.37. For an ℳ-tangent category (X, T;ℳ), the split restriction category Par(X,ℳ) comes equipped with a

restriction tangent structure.
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Proof. To equip Par(X,ℳ) with a restriction tangent structure, start by noticing that the 2-functor Par sends

the tangent bundle functor T: X → X to a restriction functor and each ℳ-natural transformation to a

total natural transformation. By Lemma 3.36, all structural natural transformations of T are ℳ-natural

transformations. Thus, Par sends them to total natural transformations.

To prove that the resulting structure Par(X,ℳ)[T] forms a restriction tangent structure on Par(X,ℳ),

first notice that all equational axioms only involve the structural natural transformations and thus are a

direct consequence of the functoriality of Par.

So, we just need to prove the axioms which involve the existence of restriction pullback diagrams, i.e.,

the existence of the restriction =-fold pullback of the projection along itself, and the universality of the

vertical lift. In [7], Cockett and Lack showed that in a split restriction category, restriction limits coincide

with ordinary limits on total maps. By specializing their result for restriction pullbacks, we conclude that

the restriction =-fold pullback of the projection along itself (recall that the projection is total) exists and the

universal property of the vertical lift (which also involves only total maps) holds. �

Lemma 3.37 only shows half of the story: the 2-category of ℳ-tangent categories and split restriction

tangent categories are indeed 2-equivalent. Our proof of this statement is based on the formal theory of

tangent objects which constitutes a formal approach to tangent category theory. Since this goes far beyond

the scope of this paper, we decided to only state this result here and postpone the proof to a future paper.

Theorem 3.38. The assignment which sends anℳ-tangent category (X, T;ℳ) to the split restriction tangent category

Par(X, T;ℳ) defined in Lemma 3.37 extends to a 2-equivalence between the 2-category of ℳ-tangent categories and

the 2-category of split restriction tangent categories.

In Definition 3.31, we assumed the monics of a tangent display system to be étale maps. This was a crucial

assumption to prove that the structural natural transformations of an ℳ-tangent category are ℳ-natural

transformations (Lemma 3.36). We also mentioned in Remark 3.32 that such monics are automatically

display étale maps. This suggests looking at tangent monic display étale maps. It turns out that such maps

classify open subsets of smooth manifolds in differential geometry.

First, let us introduce the notion of a tangent monomorphism.

Definition 3.39. In a category X equipped with an endofunctor T, a T-monic is a monomorphism < : � → � of X

such that, for each = > 0, T=< is still a monomorphism. When T represents the tangent bundle functor of a tangent

category, we call a T-monic a tangent monic.

Remark 3.40. Since a tangent display system of monics is a tangent display system, every monic of such a

system is automatically a tangent monic.

Lemma 3.41. In the tangent category Smooth of (finite-dimensional) smooth manifolds, the inclusion � ↩→ " of an

open subset � into a manifold " is a tangent monic display étale map. Furthermore, if � → " is a tangent monic

display étale map between two smooth manifolds, its image is an open subset of ".

Proof. By standard arguments of differential geometry (see for instance [12, Corollary 2.3]), every submersion

is an open map. Thus, since étale maps are submersions, the image of each étale map is an open subset.

Conversely, suppose that < : � ↩→ " is the inclusion of an open subset � of ". For each point G of �,

there exists an open neighbourhood * of G of " which is entirely included within �. Furthermore, since

the topology of " is obtained by gluing open balls of R= , without loss of generality, we can assume the

neighbourhood * to be diffeomorphic to an open ball of R= centred at G, where = is the dimension of " at

G.

Each tangent vector E at G of " is the first derivative of a smooth path � : R→ * such that �(0) = G. Up

to a diffeomorphism, we can assume each smooth path � to represent a ray in one of the directions of the

open ball * ⊆ R= from the centre to a point of the boundary.
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Since * ⊆ �, � also represents a tangent vector at G of � and viceversa. In particular, the differential

d<G of the inclusion < : � ↩→ " at G is bĳective. Thus, < is étale. Moreover, each T=< is monic since it

is injective and finally, étale maps in the category of smooth manifolds are automatically display étale (see

Proposition 2.29). �

Thanks to this, we can introduce the notion of an open subset in a tangent category.

Definition 3.42. An open subobject of an object " in a tangent category (X, T) consists of an object � together

with a tangent monic display étale map < : � ↩→ ".

In Lemma 3.41, to prove that the image of a tangent monic display étale map is open we used that

each submersion is always an open function. This suggests one could consider tangent monic display

submersions in Definition 3.42 instead of display étale maps. However, the next lemma tells us that these

two concepts coincide.

Lemma 3.43. A tangent monic submersion @ : � → " in a tangent category (X, T) is étale.

Proof. Let us consider two morphisms 5 : - → � and 6 : - → T" satisfying 5 @ = 6?. Since @ is a

submersion, there exists a morphism ℎ : - → T� satisfying ℎ? = 5 and ℎT@ = 6. Suppose that ℎ′ : - → T�

satisfies the same equations. In particular, ℎ′T@ = ℎT@. Since @ is tangent monic, T@ is monic, thus

ℎ′ = ℎ. �

The category of classes of isomorphisms of open subobjects of a tangent category (X, T) forms a poset

Open(X, T) which admits meets defined by pullbacks. In general, Open(X, T) does not admit joins. When it

does, Open(X, T) defines a frame for (X, T). Every morphism 5 : " → # of a tangent category is continuous

with respect to this frame. Concretely, this means that the pullback of each open subobject < : � ↩→ # along

5 exists and is an open subobject of ". Furthermore, submersions are always open maps.

Lemma 3.44. Every display submersion @ : � → " of a tangent category (X, T) is open, meaning that the composition:

�
<
−→ �

@
−→ "

is an open subobject of ", for each open subobject < : � → �.

Proof. Since< is tangent monic, <@ is also tangent monic. Furthermore, since display submersions are closed

under composition, <@ is also a display submersion. By Lemma 3.43, every tangent monic submersion is

étale. �

One can employ the class of open subobjects to construct a split restriction tangent category out of each

tangent category.

Theorem 3.45. The class Open(X, T) of monics underlying open subobjects of a tangent category (X, T) is the

maximal tangent display system of monics of (X, T). In particular, every tangent category is canonically embedded in

a split restriction tangent category Par(X, T) := Par(X, T; Open(X, T)).

Proof. We already know that tangent display maps form the maximal tangent display system. Furthermore,

tangent monics and display tangent étale maps are closed under composition and each isomorphism is

tangent monic, tangent display (since pullbacks along isomorphisms always exist), and étale. �

41



4 Conclusions

In this paper, we have argued that tangent display maps are an extremely important class of maps in an

arbitrary tangent category. As shown by the results of this paper, not only do they recreate important

classes of maps in specific examples (e.g., tangent display maps in the category of smooth manifolds

are precisely the submersions - Theorem 2.31), but one can also derive important results related to them

(Theorems 2.11, 2.22, 2.24, 3.7, 3.23, and Theorem 3.45). Given this, we suggest that whenever one needs

to consider maps which require tangent pullbacks in a tangent category, rather than making a choice of a

system of such maps, it is preferable to simply ask that such maps be tangent display maps.

As another example, this work was inspired by thinking about the issue of pullbacks when considering

more general types of connections in a tangent category. Previously, work on connections in tangent

categories ([3]) has focused on connections on differential bundles, which abstract connections on vector

bundles. However, differential geometry considers connections not just on vector bundles, but connections

on fibre bundles, or even more generally (going back to the work of Ehresmann [10]) connections on

submersions. A natural question is then: on which maps should one define connections on in an arbitrary

tangent category?

Since submersions are the most general type of map differential geometry considers connections on, it is

natural to assume that that is the collection one should consider, using the abstract definition (see Definition

2.26). However, one is immediately met with a problem when trying to define a connection on such a map

@ : � → ": one needs the “horizontal space” of @, which is the pullback of @ along ?" :

T" ×" � �

T" "?"

@

There is no reason why a submersion in an arbitrary tangent category need admit such a pullback. The

problem gets worse when one considers how to define the curvature of such connections, where additional

pullbacks are needed (and typically one needs these pullbacks to be preserved by T).

One possibility is to instead consider some system of maps which are closed under pullbacks and

applications of T. But as discussed previously, this is an artificial choice and level of generality which does

not seem to bring any benefit.

However, the results of this paper tell us what we should do instead: instead of considering connections

on an arbitrary submersion or being forced to add extra structure in the form of a system of maps, one can

instead simply consider connections on an arbitrary tangent display map. One immediately then has all

the pullbacks one needs. And, as an added bonus, by Theorem 2.31, when applied to the tangent category

of smooth manifolds, these maps are exactly the most general types of maps one considers connections on

in differential geometry, namely, the submersions. Thus, one follow-up to this paper will be defining and

working with the notion of a connection on a tangent display map in a tangent category.

Another avenue to pursue is the canonical split restriction structure given by the open subobjects of

a tangent category (Section 3.6). For example, can one determine under what conditions this restriction

structure has joins?

Thus, we hope to build upon the work of this paper in several different ways. However, we also hope

that that the results of this paper will encourage others to use tangent display maps in their own work on

tangent categories.
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