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Abstract • The program of internal type theory seeks to develop the categorical
model theory of dependent type theory using the language of dependent type theory
itself. In the present work we study internal homotopical type theory by relaxing
the notion of a category with families (cwf) to that of a wild, or precoherent higher
cwf, and determine coherence conditions that suffice to recover properties expected
of models of dependent type theory. The result is a definition of a split 2-coherent
wild cwf, which admits as instances both the syntax and the “standard model” given
by a universe type. This allows us to give a straightforward internalization of the
notion of a 2-coherent reflection of homotopical type theory in itself—namely as a
2-coherent wild cwf morphism from the syntax to the standard model. Our theory
also easily specializes to give definitions of “low-dimensional” higher cwfs, and
conjecturally includes the container higher model as a further instance.

1. Introduction

1.1. Internal type theory
Given a sufficiently expressive logical system L, it is interesting and productive to ask

To what extent does L internalize itself?

In more detail, one seeks to develop a suitable notion of interpreting structure, aka model,
of L, and to study the theory of such models, entirely within the language and logic of
L itself.1 The techniques and perspectives granted by the study of these inner models
have historically been used to surprising effect, e.g. to prove ZF-relative consistency of
the axiom of choice and the continuum hypothesis [Göd38], or to show independence
of the Whitehead problem—a statement in homological algebra about short exact se-
quences of abelian groups—from the traditionally accepted set theoretic foundations of
mathematics [She74].
The program of internal type theory, first articulated by Dybjer [Dyb96], seeks to

develop the same paradigm in the setting of dependent type theory2 by studying the
categorical model theory of intensional Martin-Löf type theory (MLTT) using MLTT.
Among the type theory community, this is also known as internal model theory of type
theory.

The foundational task of internal type theory is then to give a type theoretic definition
of the notion of a categorical “model” of type theory, ensuring that it captures all the

1Immediate disclaimer: in this paper the term “model” always refers to this logical notion, and not
to homotopy theoretic model structures. There are, of course, models of homotopy type theory in model
structures.

2For conciseness, henceforth simply “type theory”.
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2 joshua chen

examples we care about. In early work, Buisse and Dybjer [BD08] formalize the type
of 1-categories with families (1-cwfs) [Dyb96; Hof97] in MLTT, and discuss approaches to
constructing term models and the initial cwf. Later, Ahrens, Lumsdaine and Voevod-
sky [ALV18] consider a number of other kinds of model in the same setting,3 and show the
equivalence of 1-cwfs with (split) type categories [BG12, Definition 2.2.1; Pit95; Pit01] (aka
categories with attributes [Mog91, §6; Hof97]) and representable natural transformations
(aka natural models [Awo18]), via relative universes.

Two structures that we would particularly like to exhibit as internal models of a type
theory are its syntax and, if present, its universe type. Altenkirch and Kaposi [AK16] show
that if MLTTwith uniqueness of identity proofs (UIP) is extended with quotient inductive-
inductive types (QIITs) [Alt+18; KKA19] then the strongly typed term-cwf sketched by
Buisse and Dybjer [BD08, §6.1] can be internally constructed, thus yielding an internal
syntactic model. Even better, from this inductive construction it immediately follows
that internal 1-cwfs satisfy the initiality principle, which posits that syntax should give
rise to an initial object in an appropriate (higher) category of models. Assuming UIP
also allows any universe type in MLTT to be equipped with a canonical 1-cwf structure,
giving rise to an internal model known in the literature as the standard model [AK16, §4;
Kra21a, Example 3].

Now, for any internal definition of model of MLTT which includes as instances both
the syntaxSand a universe U, we may ask if the type of model morphisms fromSto U

is definable and inhabited. Elements of such a type may be viewed as self-interpretations,
or reflections of MLTT in itself.4 By the preceding discussion, in MLTT+U+UIP+QIITs
the type of 1-cwf morphisms from the syntax to the standard universe model is definable,
and moreover inhabited by eliminating the syntax into the universe. We may colloquially
summarize all of this by saying that any model5 of MLTT+U+UIP+QIITs has an inner
syntactic model Sof its MLTT fragment, as well as an internalized reflection function
S→ U.

1.2. Internal homotopical type theory
Can we tell a similar story about inner models of homotopicalMLTT, i.e. without assum-
ing UIP? Unfortunately, the account given in the previous section depends heavily on
the uniqueness of identity proofs—both for the semantics of QIITs, but also for the inter-
pretation of the universe as an internal model. In particular, it is well known that types
with their higher identities possess∞-groupoidal structure in the absence of UIP [Lum10;
BG11; KL21], which means that the canonical standard model on the universe U is no
longer a 1-cwf since its substitutions U(𝐴, 𝐵) :≡𝐴→ 𝐵 are not generally sets.
We must therefore return to the foundational task of internal type theory, and ask

what a good notion of internal model of homotopical type theory might look like.
This question is considered by Kraus [Kra21a] in the setting of a two-level type theory
(2LTT) [ACKS23] that extends homotopical MLTT with an additional layer of strict, aka
non-fibrant, types, including an equality type former satisfying UIP. With this extra
structure it is now possible to define∞-categories as semi-Segal types [CK17] having

3On occasion, assuming univalence.
4The self-interpretation—as opposed to just the internal representation—of type theory is a fascinat-

ing topic of study; Rendel, Ostermann and Hofer [ROH09, §2] give an excellent account of the subtle
distinctions involved, albeit in the context of typed lambda calculi.

5Taking 1-cwfs, or any of the equivalent notions mentioned previously.
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idempotent equivalences [Kra21a, §III]; to answer the question of models by defining
∞-categories with families; and to show that the syntax QIIT, the universe standard model,
and any slice of an∞-cwf are all∞-cwfs.

However, models of 2LTT are somewhat strong extensions of models of MLTT, and
it might therefore be argued that∞-cwfs should not be considered to be inner models
of homotopical MLTT in itself.6 Indeed, Kraus conjectures [Kra21a, §VI] that plain
homotopy type theory (HoTT) [Uni13] does not internalize itself, but instead considers
the definition of∞-cwfs to be a step towards showing that 2LTT internalizes HoTT and
also itself.

Another potential approach is to work in the axiomatic variation of simplicial homotopy
type theory [RS17; RS23] developed by Gratzer, Weinberger and Buchholtz [GWB24], in
which it is possible to give a straightforward definition of (∞, 1)-categories as Segal or
Rezk types. However, in this theory representable presheaves are defined using additional
modalities [GWB25], again making it a rather strong extension of plain HoTT.

1.3. Contributions
Thus, in the present work we stick with the original question and fix homotopical MLTT
to be the theory of our outer models (i.e. the theory in which we perform our con-
structions). Since defining a type of∞-categories and, a fortiori,∞-categorical models
in this theory remains an open problem, we take the notion of a wild, or precoherent
higher category with families as our starting point for “internal model of homotopical
MLTT” (Section 4). We then determine coherence conditions such that sufficiently co-
herent internal cwfs satisfy many good properties expected of any model of type theory
(Section 5). In particular, we show that requiring 2-coherence suffices to equip any wild
cwf Cwith the expected cloven fibrational structure, which furthermore satisfies a
coherent “splitting” property when the category of contexts of C is either set-level or
univalent (Section 6). This generalizes the well known result that 1-cwfs are also full
split comprehension categories. In order to do this, we first have to develop some wild
category theory (Section 2), as well as a theory of pullbacks in wild categories (Section 3).
The benefit of our approach is that we are able to capture, in a single internally

definable notion, both set-level models such as the syntax as well as untruncated higher
models such as the universe. We are then able to prove results simultaneously for all such
models by stating them as generally as possible in terms of coherence, without resorting
to truncation assumptions or restricting to some homotopy 𝑛-level. Our theory is still
easily applicable to models with “low-dimensional” higher homotopy: in particular, the
simple generalization of the theory of 1-cwfs to allow the type presheaf to be valued in
1-types is (almost trivially) an instance of our theory.

1.4. Assumptions and conventions
Logical setting. Our definitions and constructions are in the setting of MLTT with Π,
Σ and intensional identity types, without assuming uniqueness of identity proofs. We
assume function extensionality as well as η for Π-types throughout. We do not globally

6Of course, even the account we gave of inner models of MLTT+UIP in the previous section does not,
strictly speaking, provide models of MLTT+UIP in itself. One source of tension in inner model theory
is to make the gap between the theory of the outer and inner models (the “host” theory and the “object”
theory) as small as possible. How large this gap is allowed to be is typically a matter of some subjective
judgment.
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assume univalence, but instead take it to be a property that may or may not hold for a
given universe type.

Univalent 1-category theory. Of the reader, we assume familiarity with the basics of
homotopy type theory as well as the theory of 1-categories in univalent foundations,
standard references for which are [Uni13] and [AKS15].

Transport. We frequently work with explicit transports over complicated path concate-
nations, and use the notation

𝑎 ↓
𝑃
𝑒

to denote the transport of an element 𝑎 : 𝑃 (𝑥) along an equality 𝑒 : 𝑥 = 𝑦. We will also
use, without explicit comment, the equation

𝑎 ↓
𝑃
𝑒 ↓

𝑃
𝑒′ = 𝑎 ↓

𝑃
𝑒 ·𝑒′ ,

which holds by [Uni13, Lemma 2.3.9].

2. Wild Categories

To internalize categorical models of homotopical type theory we first have to define some
type of suitable category-like structure that captures both the 1-categorical syntax as
well as the∞-categorical universe. Until the problem of defining general∞-categorical
structures using only features of homotopical MLTT is solved, we consider the approxi-
mation given by wild, or precoherent higher, categories. Variations on this notion appear
a number of times in the literature and formalization libraries [CK17; HH24, §3.1; RSPB+;
Bau+], typically as an intermediate stage toward defining more coherent structures. We
use a particularly simple definition: they are almost precategories [AKS15, Definition 3.1],
except that morphisms form types instead of sets.

Definition 2.0.1. Wild categories. A wild or precoherent higher category Cconsists of:

❂ A type C0 of objects.
❂ For all 𝑥,𝑦 : C0, a type C(𝑥, 𝑦) ofmorphisms from 𝑥 to 𝑦.

❂ An composition operation⋄ of compatible morphisms, together with an associator
𝛼 witnessing associativity of composition

(ℎ ⋄𝑔) ⋄ 𝑓
𝛼𝑓 ,𝑔,ℎ

======= ℎ ⋄𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓

for all morphisms 𝑓 , 𝑔, ℎ.

❂ Identity morphisms id𝑥 for all 𝑥 : C0, together with unitors 𝜆 and 𝜌 witnessing
the left and right identity equations

id𝑦 ⋄ 𝑓
𝜆𝑓
===== 𝑓

𝑓 ⋄ id𝑥
𝜌𝑓

===== 𝑓

for all 𝑓 : C(𝑥, 𝑦).
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Crucially, no further coherence laws on hom-types are required in the definition of a
wild category. We frequently leave the indices on the associator, unitors and identity
morphisms implicit.

Examples 2.0.2. Wild categories. We are primarily interested in two particular kinds
of wild category, which are in fact completely coherent. These are distinguished by
the behavior of their hom-types: the “maximally truncated” and the “nontrivially fully
coherent”.
The first kind consists of the wild categories whose morphisms form sets: any

precategory—and hence, set-level or univalent 1-category—is immediately a wild cate-
gory.

The second kind consists of the type theoretic (sub-) universes. Any universe type U

gives rise to a wild category, also denoted U, with objects U0 :≡U, and whose hom-types
U(𝐴, 𝐵) are the function types𝐴→ 𝐵. Composition is given by function composition
and identity morphisms by identity functions. The associativity and unit laws hold
definitionally, i.e. 𝛼 , 𝜆 and 𝜌 are families of trivial equations. This definition applies
equally well to any reflective subuniverse [Uni13, Definition 7.7.1],7 and in this way the
𝑚-modal types for any modality𝑚 on a universe U [Uni13, §7.7; RSS20, §1] form a wild
category. In particular, we have wild categories whose objects are the 𝑛-types in U,
which might be seen as prototypical examples of wild (𝑛, 1)-categories.

We draw diagrams in wild categories after the familiar notation, with one important
difference. Since morphisms in a wild category can form arbitrary types, the commu-
tativity of a given face of a diagram is no longer property, but data. Hence we denote
commuting faces with the notation

𝑥 𝑦

𝑓

𝑔

𝛾

to make explicit the commutativity witness 𝛾 : 𝑓 = 𝑔. As this notation suggests, equal-
ities between morphisms in a wild category are considered to be 2-cells, and higher
equalities, higher cells. We stress that these cells are not explicitly axiomatized as part of
the generalized algebraic theory of a wild category, but instead arise out the ambient
homotopical type theory.

Remark 2.0.3. On the semantics of wild categories. The fact that a wild category is a proper
generalization of a precategory therefore relies crucially on the homotopical nature of
the identity type. This simple observation suggests that we distinguish the categorical
and typal directions of a wild category: the 1-cells belong to the categorical direction,
and the higher cells to the typal. This recalls the point of view—implicit in Rezk [Rez01]
and explicated by Joyal and Tierney [JT07]—that Segal spaces (i.e. bisimplicial sets
Δop × Δop → Set satisfying the Segal condition) have categorical and spatial directions.
Indeed, Capriotti and Kraus [CK17, Theorem 4.9] show (a version of) this to hold.8

Alternatively, following Lumsdaine [Lum10] and van den Berg and Garner [BG11] in
viewing types as Batanin-Leinster weak 𝜔-groupoids, it should also be possible to make

7This should also straightforwardly yield a notion of “wild reflective subcategory”; we do not develop
this in this paper.

8By interpreting their type theoretic proof in the simplicial model of HoTT [KL21].
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precise the point of view that wild categories are categories “wildly enriched” in weak
𝜔-groupoids.9

2.1. Common concepts
Expectedly, a large number of elementary concepts from univalent 1-category the-
ory [AKS15] and bicategory theory [Ahr+21] straightforwardly transfer into, and are
subsumed by, the wild categorical setting. We record them here, as well as in Sections 2.2
and 2.3, for completeness and future reference.

Definition 2.1.1. Terminal objects. An object𝑦 in a wild category C is terminal if C(𝑥, 𝑦)
is contractible for all objects 𝑥 : C0.

Definition 2.1.2. Sections and retractions. The type of sections of a morphism 𝑓 : C(𝑥, 𝑦)
in a wild category C is

Sect(𝑓 ) :≡ Σ (𝑠 : C(𝑦, 𝑥)) , 𝑓 ⋄ 𝑠 = id.

Similarly, the type of retractions of 𝑓 is

Retr(𝑓 ) :≡ Σ (𝑟 : C(𝑦, 𝑥)) , 𝑟 ⋄ 𝑓 = id.

In contrast to 1-categories, sections and retractions in wild categories are not solely
determined by their morphism component in general, but also by the identification of
the section-retraction composite with the identity.

Definition 2.1.3. Whiskering. Given an equality 𝛾 : 𝑔 = 𝑔′ of morphisms 𝑔,𝑔′ : C(𝑥, 𝑦),
for any morphism 𝑓 : C(𝑤, 𝑥) the right whiskering (𝛾 ∗ 𝑓 ) of 𝛾 with 𝑓 is the canonical
equality

ap (_ ⋄ 𝑓 ) 𝛾 : 𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓 = 𝑔′ ⋄ 𝑓 ,
and for any ℎ : C(𝑦, 𝑧) the left whiskering (ℎ ∗ 𝛾) of 𝛾 with ℎ is the equality

ap (ℎ ⋄ _) 𝛾 : ℎ ⋄𝑔 = ℎ ⋄𝑔′.

Proposition 2.1.4. Properties of whiskering. By induction, the following equations hold
for right whiskering:

refl ∗ 𝑓 ≡ refl,

𝛾 ∗ id = 𝜌 · 𝛾 · 𝜌−1,

(𝛾 ∗ 𝑓 )−1 = 𝛾−1 ∗ 𝑓 ,
(𝛾 · 𝛿) ∗ 𝑓 = (𝛾 ∗ 𝑓 ) · (𝛿 ∗ 𝑓 ),

as well as the analogous equations for left whiskering. We also have the following
associativity laws expressing “naturality” of 𝛼 ,

𝑔 ∗ (𝑓 ∗ 𝛾) = 𝛼−1 · ((𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓 ) ∗ 𝛾) · 𝛼,
(𝛾 ∗ 𝑔) ∗ 𝑓 = 𝛼 · (𝛾 ∗ (𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓 )) · 𝛼−1,

(𝑔 ∗ 𝛾) ∗ 𝑓 = 𝛼 · (𝑔 ∗ (𝛾 ∗ 𝑓 )) · 𝛼−1,

9That is, weakly enriched, but without requiring any coherences on 𝑛-cells for 𝑛 ≥ 2.
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and the interchange law

(𝑔 ∗ 𝛾) · (𝛿 ∗ 𝑓 ′) = (𝛿 ∗ 𝑓 ) · (𝑔′ ∗ 𝛾)

for all morphisms 𝑓 , 𝑓 ′, 𝑔, 𝑔′ and equalities 𝛾 , 𝛿 as in

𝑥 𝑦 𝑧

𝑓

𝑓 ′

𝛾

𝑔

𝑔′

𝛿 .

2.2. 2-coherence
The following two coherence conditions are familiar from bicategory theory.

Definition 2.2.1. Triangle coherators. A wild category Chas triangle coherators if for all
morphisms

𝑥
𝑓
−→ 𝑦

𝑔
−→ 𝑧

in C, there is an equality
△𝑓 , 𝑔 : 𝛼 · (𝑔 ∗ 𝜆) = 𝜌 ∗ 𝑓

filling the triangle

(𝑔 ⋄ id) ⋄ 𝑓 𝑔 ⋄ id ⋄ 𝑓

𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓

𝛼

𝜌∗𝑓 𝑔∗𝜆

Definition 2.2.2. Pentagonators. Chas pentagon coherators for associators, or (𝛼-) pen-
tagonators, if for all composable chains

𝑣
𝑓
−→ 𝑤

𝑔
−→ 𝑥

ℎ−→ 𝑦
𝑘−→ 𝑧

of morphisms in C, there is an equality

D𝑓 , 𝑔, ℎ, 𝑘 : (𝛼 ∗ 𝑓 ) · 𝛼 · (𝑘 ∗ 𝛼) = 𝛼 · 𝛼

filling the usual pentagon

((𝑘 ⋄ℎ) ⋄𝑔) ⋄ 𝑓

(𝑘 ⋄ℎ ⋄𝑔) ⋄ 𝑓 (𝑘 ⋄ℎ) ⋄𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓

𝑘 ⋄ (ℎ ⋄𝑔) ⋄ 𝑓 𝑘 ⋄ℎ ⋄𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓

𝛼∗𝑓 𝛼

𝛼 𝛼

𝑘∗𝛼

Definition 2.2.3. 2-coherent wild categories. We call a wild category 2-coherent if it has
triangle and pentagon coherators.
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In the literature, Hart and Hou [HH24] call 2-coherent wild categories bicategories; we
do not use this terminology as 2-coherent wild categories always have invertible 2-cells
(and higher cells). 2-coherent wild categories are also essentially the wild 2-precategories
of Capriotti and Kraus [CK17]; the difference is that their definition also includes the
other two triangle coherators of Proposition 2.2.6 in the data of the type. We also have
the following link to the univalent bicategory theory of Ahrens et al. [Ahr+21]:

Proposition 2.2.4. Any 2-coherent wild category is also a prebicategory in the sense of
Ahrens et al. [Ahr+21, Definition 2.1], by taking the type of 2-cells from 𝑓 to 𝑔 to be the
equality type 𝑓 = 𝑔, and using Proposition 2.1.4.

Examples 2.2.5. 2-coherent higher categories. Any precategory trivially satisfies all higher
equalities between equalities of morphisms. The universe wild categories Uhave defini-
tionally unital and associative composition of morphisms, and thus have trivial triangle
and pentagon coherators.

Many coherences involving 𝜆, 𝜌 and 𝛼 that hold in all bicategories also hold in 2-
coherent wild categories—namely, those that do not rely on uniqueness of equality of
2-cells. In particular,

Proposition 2.2.6. In a 2-coherent wild category C, there are witnesses (not necessarily
unique) that

❂ 𝜆id𝑥 = 𝜌id𝑥 for all 𝑥 : C0, and
❂ the diagrams of equalities

(id ⋄𝑔) ⋄ 𝑓 id ⋄𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓

𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓

𝛼

𝜆∗𝑓 𝜆

and
(𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓 ) ⋄ id 𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓 ⋄ id

𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓

𝛼

𝜌 𝑔∗𝜌

commute for all 𝑓 : C(𝑥, 𝑦) and 𝑔 : C(𝑦, 𝑧).
We refer to [JY21, Propositions 2.2.4 and 2.2.6] for proofs of these facts.

Non-example 2.2.7. A wild category lacking 2-coherators. In [Kra21b, Lemma 8], Kraus
uses the circle higher inductive type to construct a wild category Ewith an object 𝑥 : E0
that refutes 𝜆id𝑥 = 𝜌id𝑥 . By Proposition 2.2.6, Emust therefore also fail to have triangle
or pentagon coherators. In fact, one can see directly by [Uni13, Lemma 6.4.2] that the
existence of triangle coherators for E is a HoTT taboo.

We will also use the following coherence.

Proposition 2.2.8. Suppose that 𝛾 : 𝑔 = id ⋄ 𝑓 in a 2-coherent wild category. Then

id ⋄𝑔 id ⋄ id ⋄ 𝑓

𝑔 id ⋄ 𝑓
𝜆

id∗𝛾

id∗𝜆

𝛾

commutes, i.e. 𝜆𝑔 · 𝛾 =(id ⋄ 𝑔 = id ⋄ 𝑓 ) (id ∗ 𝛾) · (id ∗ 𝜆𝑓 ).
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Proof. We equivalently prove that id ∗𝛾 = 𝜆𝑔 ·𝛾 · (id ∗ 𝜆𝑓 )−1. Since id ∗𝛾 = 𝜆𝑔 ·𝛾 · 𝜆−1
id⋄𝑓

by properties of whiskering (Proposition 2.1.4), the result follows if id ∗ 𝜆𝑓 = 𝜆id⋄𝑓 .
Diagram 2.2.8.1 shows how to construct such an equality: its interior is divided into two
triangles and a bigon, which commute by the triangle coherator △𝑓 , id and the equalities
in Proposition 2.2.6. □

id ⋄ id ⋄ 𝑓 (id ⋄ id) ⋄ 𝑓 id ⋄ 𝑓

id∗𝜆𝑓

𝜆id⋄𝑓

𝛼

𝜌id∗𝑓

𝜆id∗𝑓

Diagram 2.2.8.1

2.3. Univalence
Definition 2.3.1. Wild equivalences. A morphism 𝑓 : C(𝑥, 𝑦) in a wild category C is a
wild equivalence if it has both a section and a retraction (i.e. is biinvertible).
The type of wild equivalences from 𝑥 to 𝑦 in C is denoted 𝑥 ≃C 𝑦. Its elements are

also called C-equivalences to avoid confusion with type theoretic equivalences.

Lemma 2.3.2. If 𝑓 : 𝑥 ≃C 𝑦 is a C-equivalence, then for any𝑤 : C0, the maps

𝑓 ⋄ _ : C(𝑤, 𝑥) → C(𝑤, 𝑦)
and _ ⋄ 𝑓 : C(𝑦, 𝑧) → C(𝑥, 𝑧)

are equivalences of hom-types.

Proof. Let 𝑠 and 𝑟 be, respectively, a section and retraction of 𝑓 in C. Then (𝑠 ⋄ _) and
(𝑟 ⋄ _) are, respectively, sections and retractions of (𝑓 ⋄ _), while (_ ⋄ 𝑟 ) and (_ ⋄ 𝑠) are,
respectively, sections and retractions of (_ ⋄ 𝑓 ). □

Definition 2.3.3. Wild isomorphisms. We also consider the type of wild isomorphisms
𝑥 �C 𝑦 in a wild category C, i.e. the type of morphisms 𝑓 : C(𝑥, 𝑦) having a two-sided
inverse 𝑔 : C(𝑦, 𝑥).

Any two-sided inverse is both a section and a retraction, so there is a canonical map

isotoeqvC : (𝑥 �C 𝑦) → (𝑥 ≃C 𝑦)

for any objects 𝑥,𝑦 : C0. If C is a precategory then isotoeqvC is an equivalence: its
inverse sends a section-retraction pair (𝑠, 𝑟 ) to the two-sided inverse (𝑟 ⋄ 𝑓 ⋄ 𝑠) of 𝑓 .

Definition 2.3.4. Dependent identity morphisms. If 𝑥,𝑦 : C0 are objects of a wild category
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such that 𝑒 : 𝑥 = 𝑦, there is a morphism10

idd(𝑒) :≡ id𝑥 ↓
C(𝑥, _)
𝑒 : C(𝑥, 𝑦).

By induction on 𝑒 , idd(𝑒) is an isomorphism, with inverse idd(𝑒−1). We thus get a map

idd : 𝑥 = 𝑦 → 𝑥 �C 𝑦.

In precategories, idd is essentially idtoiso [Uni13, Definition 9.1.4; AKS15, Lemma 3.4].

Definition 2.3.5. Wild univalence. A wild category C is univalent if, for all 𝑥,𝑦 : C0, the
map

idtoeqvC :≡ isotoeqvC ◦ idd : 𝑥 = 𝑦 → 𝑥 ≃C 𝑦

is an equivalence. Its inverse equivalence is denoted eqvtoidC.

Wild univalence subsumes both 1-categorical univalence (when C is a precategory)
and the univalence axiom (when C≡ U is a universe).

3. Pullbacks in 2-Coherent Wild Categories

In this section we develop the theory of pullbacks in 2-coherent wild categories. These
jointly generalize comma objects in (2, 1)-categories (including 1-categorical pullbacks)
as well as type theoretic homotopy pullbacks [AKL15].

3.1. Commuting squares
Definition 3.1.1. Cospans. A cospan in a wild category C is an element of

Cospan(C) :≡ Σ (𝐴, 𝐵,𝐶 : C0) (𝑓 : C(𝐴, 𝐶)) (𝑔 : C(𝐵, 𝐶)) .

We denote cospans graphically as𝐴 𝐶 𝐵
𝑓 𝑔

, or simply by (𝑓 , 𝑔) when the vertices
are understood.

Definition 3.1.2. Commuting squares. A commuting square in a wild category Cconsists
of

❂ a cospan𝐴 𝐶 𝐵
𝑓 𝑔

,

❂ a source object 𝑋 : C0,

❂ two legs𝑚𝐴 : C(𝑋, 𝐴) and𝑚𝐵 : C(𝑋, 𝐵),
❂ and an equality 2-cell 𝛾 : 𝑓 ⋄𝑚𝐴 = 𝑔 ⋄𝑚𝐵

as in the following diagram in C,

𝑋 𝐵

𝐴 𝐶

𝑚𝐴

𝑚𝐵

𝑔

𝑓

𝛾
.

10idd for “identity morphism dependent over an equality”.
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First, we consider the type of commuting squares on a cospan with fixed source.

Definition 3.1.3. Commuting squares, with fixed source and cospan. Indexing over cospans

c :≡𝐴 𝐶 𝐵
𝑓 𝑔

and source objects 𝑋 : C0, we define the type

CommSqc(𝑋 ) :≡ Σ (𝑚𝐴 : C(𝑋, 𝐴)) (𝑚𝐵 : C(𝑋, 𝐵)) (𝛾 : 𝑓 ⋄𝑚𝐴 = 𝑔 ⋄𝑚𝐵)

of commuting squares on c with source 𝑋 .

Avigad, Kapulkin and Lumsdaine [AKL15] also call CommSqc(𝑋 ) (instantiated in
universes) the type of cones over c with vertex 𝑋 .
Characterizing the equality of CommSqc(𝑋 ) is routine.

Proposition 3.1.4. Equality of CommSqc(𝑋 ). Let c ≡ 𝐴 𝐶 𝐵
𝑓 𝑔

be a cospan,𝑋 : C0
an object, and

S ≡ (𝑚𝐴,𝑚𝐵, 𝛾) and S′ ≡ (𝑚𝐴
′,𝑚𝐵

′, 𝛾 ′)
be elements of CommSqc(𝑋 ) in a wild category C. Then the equality typeS = S′ is
equivalent to

Σ (𝑒𝐴 : 𝑚𝐴 =𝑚𝐴
′) (𝑒𝐵 : 𝑚𝐵 =𝑚𝐵

′) , 𝛾 = (𝑓 ∗ 𝑒𝐴) · 𝛾 ′ · (𝑔 ∗ 𝑒𝐵)−1.

Proof. By a routine application of the fundamental theorem of identity types [Rij22,
Theorem 11.2.2], the algebra of Σ-types, and Proposition 2.1.4. □

We have the following operations on commuting squares.

Definition 3.1.5. Transpose. For any cospan 𝐴 𝐶 𝐵
𝑓 𝑔

and 𝑋 : C0, the transpose
map

_T : CommSq(𝑓 ,𝑔) (𝑋 ) → CommSq(𝑔,𝑓 ) (𝑋 )
is given by

(𝑚𝐴,𝑚𝐵, 𝛾)T :≡ (𝑚𝐵,𝑚𝐴, 𝛾
−1) .

Proposition 3.1.6. Transpose is an equivalence. Transpose is involutive: (ST)T = S for
allS, and so in particular _T is an equivalence.

Definition 3.1.7. Horizontal and vertical pasting. From a diagram

𝐴′ 𝐵′ 𝐶′

𝐴 𝐵 𝐶

𝑖

𝑓 ′

𝑗

𝑔′

𝑘

𝑓

q

𝑔

p

of commuting squaresQ :≡ (𝑖, 𝑓 ′, q) andP :≡ ( 𝑗, 𝑔′, p) we get the horizontal pasting

Q | P :≡
𝐴′ 𝐶′

𝐴 𝐶

𝑖

𝑔′⋄𝑓 ′

𝑘

𝑔⋄𝑓

q |p
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where q | p :≡ 𝛼 · (𝑔 ∗ q) · 𝛼−1 · (p ∗ 𝑓 ′) · 𝛼 . Similarly, from a diagram

𝐴′ 𝐴

𝐵′ 𝐵

𝐶′ 𝐶

𝑓 ′

𝑖

𝑓

𝑔′

𝑗
q

𝑔

𝑘

p

of commuting squaresQ :≡ (𝑓 ′, 𝑖, q) andP :≡ (𝑔′, 𝑗, p) we get the vertical pasting

Q

P
:≡

𝐴′ 𝐴

𝐶′ 𝐶

𝑔′⋄𝑓 ′

𝑖

𝑔⋄𝑓

𝑘

q
p

where q
p

:≡ 𝛼−1 · (p ∗ 𝑓 ′) · 𝛼 · (𝑔 ∗ q) · 𝛼−1.

Definition 3.1.7 is in some ways redundant: a straightforward calculation shows that

Q

P
= (QT | PT)T,

and so one could simply vertically paste squares by horizontally pasting their transposes.
However, this equality is only propositional, and it turns out to be more convenient later
to use the canonical form of the vertical pasting as we have defined it.

Definition 3.1.8. Vertical pasting map. For any 𝐴 : C0, 𝑓 : C(𝐴, 𝐵) and 𝑋 : C0, the
vertical pasting with

P :≡
𝐵′ 𝐵

𝐶′ 𝐶

𝑔′

𝑗

𝑔

𝑘

p

yields a map CommSq( 𝑗,𝑓 ) (𝑋 ) → CommSq(𝑘,𝑔⋄𝑓 ) (𝑋 ). That is, we have the family

–
P

: Π (𝐴 : C0) (𝑓 : C(𝐴, 𝐵)) (𝑋 : C0) CommSq( 𝑗,𝑓 ) (𝑋 ) → CommSq(𝑘,𝑔⋄𝑓 ) (𝑋 ) .

Morphisms in C act contravariantly on commuting squares by precomposition at
their source.

Definition 3.1.9. Precomposing squares withmorphisms. For any cospan c ≡ 𝐴 𝐶 𝐵
𝑓 𝑔

and 𝑋,𝑌 : C0, there is a precompositionmap

_ � _ : CommSqc(𝑌 ) → C(𝑋, 𝑌 ) → CommSqc(𝑋 )

defined by (𝑚𝐴,𝑚𝐵, 𝛾) �𝑚 :≡ (𝑚𝐴 ⋄𝑚, 𝑚𝐵 ⋄𝑚, 𝛼−1 · (𝛾 ∗𝑚) · 𝛼).

Lemma 3.1.10. Right action of morphisms on commuting squares. IfS : CommSqc(𝑋 ) is
a commuting square in a 2-coherent wild category then

S � id𝑋 = S,
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and for all 𝑓 : C(𝑋, 𝑌 ) and 𝑔 : C(𝑌, 𝑍 ),

S � (𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓 ) = S � 𝑔 � 𝑓 .

Proof. By calculation, properties of whiskering (Proposition 2.1.4), and coherence—
namely, the right identity triangle coherence (Proposition 2.2.6) for the first claim, and
the pentagon coherence for the second. □

Corollary 3.1.11. By induction on 𝑒 and Lemma 3.1.10,

S ↓
CommSqc (_)
𝑒 =CommSqc (𝑋 ′ ) S � idd(𝑒−1)

for everyS : CommSqc(𝑋 ) and 𝑒 : 𝑋 = 𝑋 ′.

Now we can characterize the identity of commuting squares on a cospan, allowing
their source objects to vary.

Definition 3.1.12. Commuting squares on a cospan. The type of commuting squares on a
cospan c is the total space

CommSq(c) :≡ Σ (𝑋 : C0) CommSqc(𝑋 ) .

Corollary 3.1.13. Equality of CommSq(c). Suppose that (𝑋,S) and (𝑋 ′,S′) are two
commuting squares on a cospan c :≡ (𝑓 , 𝑔). The equality

(𝑋,S) =CommSq(c) (𝑋 ′,S′)

is equivalent to
Σ (𝑒 : 𝑋 = 𝑋 ′) , S = S′ � idd(𝑒) .

Proof. By the equality of Σ-types and Corollary 3.1.11. □

Up to this point we have considered commuting squares with respect to a fixed cospan
(𝐴, 𝐵,𝐶, 𝑓 , 𝑔) : Cospan(C). We will also need to compare squares on cospans with
propositionally equal but definitionally distinct legs (𝑓 , 𝑔) and (𝑓 ′, 𝑔′). To this end, we
index the type of commuting squares over their vertices, and consider the following
type family.

Definition 3.1.14. Commuting squares, with fixed vertices. For 𝑋,𝐴, 𝐵,𝐶 : C0, define

CommSq(𝑋,𝐴, 𝐵,𝐶) :≡ Σ (𝑓 : C(𝐴, 𝐶)) (𝑔 : C(𝐵, 𝐶)) , CommSq(𝑓 ,𝑔) (𝑋 ).

That is, CommSq(𝑋,𝐴, 𝐵,𝐶) is the total space of CommSq(𝐴,𝐵,𝐶,𝑓 ,𝑔) (𝑋 ) fibered over
𝑓 : C(𝐴, 𝐶) and 𝑔 : C(𝐵, 𝐶).

We characterize the identity type of CommSq(𝑋,𝐴, 𝐵,𝐶) using the following version
of Rijke’s structure identity principle [Rij22, Theorem 11.6.2], which may be understood
as a dependent form of the fundamental theorem of identity types.

Theorem 3.1.15. Structure identity principle. Suppose that 𝐴 is a type pointed at 𝑎 : 𝐴,
and 𝐵 : 𝐴→ U is a type family over𝐴, pointed at 𝑏 : 𝐵(𝑎). Then for any type family

𝑅 : Π (𝑥 : 𝐴) 𝑎 = 𝑥 → 𝐵(𝑥) → U
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pointed at 𝑟 : 𝑅(𝑎, refl𝑎, 𝑏), the canonical family of maps indexed over 𝑥 and 𝑦

Π (𝑥 : 𝐴) (𝑦 : 𝐵(𝑥)) (𝑎, 𝑏) = (𝑥,𝑦) → Σ (𝑝 : 𝑎 = 𝑥), 𝑅(𝑥, 𝑝,𝑦)

is a family of equivalences if and only if the total space Σ (𝐵(𝑎)) 𝑅(𝑎, refl𝑎) is contractible.

Lemma 3.1.16. Equality of CommSq(𝑋,𝐴, 𝐵,𝐶). Let

(𝑓 , 𝑔,S), (𝑓 ′, 𝑔′,S′) : CommSq(𝑋,𝐴, 𝐵,𝐶)

be commuting squares with vertices 𝑋,𝐴, 𝐵,𝐶 : C0, whereS ≡ (𝑚𝐴,𝑚𝐵, 𝛾) andS′ ≡
(𝑚𝐴

′,𝑚𝐵
′, 𝛾 ′). The equality (𝑓 , 𝑔,S) = (𝑓 ′, 𝑔′,S′) is equivalent to

Σ (𝑒𝑓 : 𝑓 = 𝑓 ′) (𝑒𝑔 : 𝑔 = 𝑔′) (𝑒𝐴 : 𝑚𝐴 =𝑚𝐴
′) (𝑒𝐵 : 𝑚𝐵 =𝑚𝐵

′) ,

𝛾 = (𝑒𝑓 ∗𝑚𝐴) · (𝑓 ′ ∗ 𝑒𝐴) · 𝛾 ′ · (𝑔′ ∗ 𝑒𝐵)−1 · (𝑒𝑔 ∗𝑚𝐵)−1.

This last component is a proof that

𝑓 ⋄𝑚𝐴

𝑓 ′ ⋄𝑚𝐴 𝑔 ⋄𝑚𝐵

𝑓 ′ ⋄𝑚𝐴
′ 𝑔′ ⋄𝑚𝐵

𝑔′ ⋄𝑚𝐵
′

𝑒𝑓 ∗𝑚𝐴 𝛾

𝑓 ′∗𝑒𝐴 𝑒𝑔∗𝑚𝐵

𝛾 ′ 𝑔′∗𝑒𝐵

commutes.

Proof. Use the structure identity principle (Theorem 3.1.15) applied to the pointed type
(C(𝐴, 𝐶) × C(𝐵, 𝐶), (𝑓 , 𝑔)) and the type family

CommSq(𝐴,𝐵,𝐶, _ , _) (𝑋 ) : C(𝐴, 𝐶) × C(𝐵, 𝐶) → U

pointed atS : CommSq(𝑓 ,𝑔) (𝑋 ). We define (in curried form)

𝑅 : Π (𝑓 ′ : C(𝐴, 𝐶)) (𝑔′ : C(𝐵, 𝐶)) (𝑓 = 𝑓 ′) → (𝑔 = 𝑔′) → CommSq(𝑓 ′,𝑔′ ) (𝑋 ) → U

such that 𝑅(𝑓 ′, 𝑔′, 𝑒𝑓 , 𝑒𝑔) (𝑘𝐴, 𝑘𝐵, 𝛿) is the type

Σ (𝑒𝐴 : 𝑚𝐴 = 𝑘𝐴) (𝑒𝐵 : 𝑚𝐵 = 𝑘𝐵) ,

𝛾 = (𝑒𝑓 ∗𝑚𝐴) · (𝑓 ′ ∗ 𝑒𝐴) · 𝛿 · (𝑔′ ∗ 𝑒𝐵)−1 · (𝑒𝑔 ∗𝑚𝐵)−1,

pointed at (refl𝑚𝐴
, refl𝑚𝐵

, refl𝛾 ) : 𝑅(𝑓 , 𝑔, refl𝑓 , refl𝑔,S). Then it’s enough to show that
Σ (CommSq(𝑓 ,𝑔) (𝑋 )) 𝑅(𝑓 , 𝑔, refl𝑓 , refl𝑔) is contractible, which we have already done in
the proof of Proposition 3.1.4. □

3.2. Pullbacks
Definition 3.2.1. Pullbacks. Let

P :≡
𝑃 𝐵

𝐴 𝐶

𝜋𝐵

𝜋𝐴 𝑔

𝑓

p
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be a commuting square on c :≡𝐴 𝐶 𝐵
𝑓 𝑔

with source 𝑃 , in a wild category C. By
specializing the precomposition map (Definition 3.1.9) atP, we obtain the family of maps

P �_ _ : Π (𝑋 : C0) C(𝑋, 𝑃) → CommSqc(𝑋 ) .

We say thatP is a pullback of c if (P�_ _) is a family of equivalences, and a weak pullback
of c if (P �_ _) is a family of retractions, or split surjections.

Corollary 3.2.2. Universal property of (weak) pullbacks. By the characterization of equality
of CommSqc(𝑋 ) (Proposition 3.1.4), for each 𝑋 : C0 and commuting square S :≡
(𝑚𝐴,𝑚𝐵, 𝛾) on c with source 𝑋 , the fiber of (P �𝑋 _) atS is equivalent to

Σ (𝑚 : C(𝑋, 𝑃)) (𝑒𝐴 : 𝜋𝐴 ⋄𝑚 =𝑚𝐴) (𝑒𝐵 : 𝜋𝐵 ⋄𝑚 =𝑚𝐵) ,
𝛼−1 · (p ∗𝑚) · 𝛼 = (𝑓 ∗ 𝑒𝐴) · 𝛾 · (𝑔 ∗ 𝑒𝐵)−1.

Thus P is a pullback (respectively, a weak pullback) when this type is contractible
(respectively, pointed) for every 𝑋 andS.

Being a pullback is evidently a property: for any cospan c and 𝑃 : C0, the predicate

is-pullbackc, 𝑃 (P) :≡Π (𝑋 : C0) is-equiv (P �𝑋 _)

on CommSqc(𝑃) is propositional.

Proposition 3.2.3. Pullbacks are closed under transpose. PT is a (weak) pullback ifP is.

Proof. By a straightforward calculation,

(PT �𝑋 _) = (_T) ◦ (P �𝑋 _)

for all𝑋 : C0. Since _T is an equivalence (Proposition 3.1.6), (PT �𝑋 _) is an equivalence
(respectively, a retraction) when (P �𝑋 _) is. □

The following lemma is inspired by the proof of [AKL15, Proposition 4.1.11] and used
in the proof of the pullback pasting lemma (Lemma 3.2.5).

Lemma 3.2.4. Pasting maps of (weak) pullbacks. A commuting squareP in a 2-coherent
wild category C is a pullback (respectively, a weak pullback) if and only if the vertical
pasting map –

P (Definition 3.1.8) is a family of equivalences (respectively, retractions).

Proof. LetP :≡ (𝑔′, 𝑗, p) be a commuting square on (𝑘,𝑔) as in Definition 3.1.8. For any
𝐴 : C0, 𝑓 : C(𝐴, 𝐵) and 𝑋 : C0, the fiber of –

P𝐴,𝑓 ,𝑋
at

X :≡
𝑋 𝐴

𝐶′ 𝐶

𝑚𝐶′

𝑚𝐴

𝑔⋄𝑓

𝑘

𝜉

is equivalent to the Σ-type

Σ (𝑚 : C(𝑋, 𝐵′)) (𝑖 : C(𝑋, 𝐴)) (𝛾 : 𝑗 ⋄𝑚 = 𝑓 ⋄ 𝑖) ,
(𝑒𝐶′ : 𝑔′ ⋄𝑚 =𝑚𝐶′) × (𝑒𝐴 : 𝑖 =𝑚𝐴)

× (𝛼−1 · (p ∗𝑚) · 𝛼 · (𝑔 ∗ 𝛾) · 𝛼−1 = (𝑘 ∗ 𝑒𝐶′) · 𝜉 · (𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓 ∗ 𝑒𝐴)−1),
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by the equality characterization of Proposition 3.1.4. Contracting the singleton formed
by the components 𝑖 and 𝑒𝐴, this is equivalent to

Σ (𝑚 : C(𝑋, 𝐵′)) (𝑒𝐶′ : 𝑔′ ⋄𝑚 =𝑚𝐶′ ) (𝑒𝐵 : 𝑗 ⋄𝑚 = 𝑓 ⋄𝑚𝐴) ,
𝛼−1 · (p ∗𝑚) · 𝛼 = (𝑘 ∗ 𝑒𝐶′) · (𝜉 · 𝛼) · (𝑔 ∗ 𝑒𝐵)−1.

But this type is also the fiber of the precomposition map (P �𝑋 _) at the commuting
square

𝑋 𝐵

𝐶′ 𝐶

𝑚𝐶′

𝑓 ⋄𝑚𝐴

𝑔

𝑘

𝜉 ·𝛼

obtained by “reparenthesizing” the diagram X. Thus ifP is a pullback (respectively, a
weak pullback) then by its universal property (Corollary 3.2.2) the fiber

( –
P𝐴,𝑓 ,𝑋

)−1(X)
is contractible (respectively, pointed).
Conversely, for any 𝑋 : C0, we claim that the map

𝜑 : C(𝑋, 𝐵′) → CommSq( 𝑗,id𝐵 ) (𝑋 )
𝜑 (𝑚) :≡ (𝑚, 𝑗 ⋄𝑚, 𝜆 𝑗⋄𝑚

−1)

is an equivalence, and that the diagram of types and functions

CommSq( 𝑗,id𝐵 ) (𝑋 )

C(𝑋, 𝐵′) CommSq(𝑘,𝑔⋄id𝐵 ) (𝑋 )

CommSq(𝑘,𝑔) (𝑋 )

–
P𝐵,id𝐵,𝑋

𝜑

∼

P�𝑋 _
𝜓∼

commutes, where𝜓 is the equivalence (𝑚𝐶′,𝑚𝐵, 𝛾) ↦→ (𝑚𝐶′,𝑚𝐵, 𝛾 · (𝜌 ∗𝑚𝐵)). That is,
(P �𝑋 _) is the pre- and post-composition of –

P𝐵,id𝐵,𝑋
by equivalences. Thus, if –

P is a
family of equivalences then so is (P �_ _), and if –

P is a family of retractions then so is
(P �_ _).
Now, the map 𝜑 is clearly a section of fst : CommSq( 𝑗,id) (𝑋 ) → C(𝑋, 𝐵′). We show

that it’s also a retraction of fst, i.e. that

𝜑 (𝑚𝐵′) ≡ (𝑚𝐵′, 𝑗 ⋄𝑚𝐵′, 𝜆
−1) = (𝑚𝐵′,𝑚𝐵, 𝛾)

for all𝑚𝐵′ : C(𝑋, 𝐵′),𝑚𝐵 : C(𝑋, 𝐵) and 𝛾 : 𝑗 ⋄𝑚𝐵′ = id ⋄𝑚𝐵 . Taking the straightfor-
ward equalities refl : 𝑚𝐵′ =𝑚𝐵′ and 𝛾 · 𝜆 : 𝑗 ⋄𝑚𝐵′ =𝑚𝐵 of the morphism parts of the
commuting squares, we lastly need the equality of commutativity witnesses

𝜆−1 = ( 𝑗 ∗ refl) · 𝛾 · (id ∗ (𝛾 · 𝜆)−1),

or equivalently, that 𝜆 · 𝛾 = (id ∗ 𝛾) · (id ∗ 𝜆). This holds by Proposition 2.2.8.
Finally, given𝑚 : C(𝑋, 𝐵′) we calculate that

S :≡
(
𝜓 ◦ –

P𝐵,id𝐵,𝑋
◦ 𝜑

)
(𝑚)
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and
S′ :≡P �𝑋 𝑚

are commuting squares of type CommSq(𝑘,𝑔) (𝑋 ) with the same morphism components
𝑔′ ⋄𝑚 and 𝑗 ⋄𝑚. The commutativity witness ofS is

𝛼−1 · (p ∗𝑚) · 𝛼 · (𝑔 ∗ 𝜆−1) · 𝛼−1 · (𝜌 ∗ ( 𝑗 ⋄𝑚)),

while that ofS′ is
𝛼−1 · (p ∗𝑚) · 𝛼,

and these are equal since (𝑔∗𝜆−1) ·𝛼−1 · (𝜌 ∗ ( 𝑗 ⋄𝑚)) = refl by the triangle coherator. □

Lemma 3.2.5. Vertical pullback pasting. Suppose we have a diagram

𝐴′ 𝐴

𝐵′ 𝐵

𝐶′ 𝐶

𝑓 ′

𝑖

𝑓

𝑔′

𝑗
q

𝑔

𝑘

p

in a 2-coherent wild category C. Then if P :≡ (𝑔′, 𝑗, p) is a pullback of (𝑘,𝑔), the
commuting squareQ :≡ (𝑓 ′, 𝑖, q) is a pullback of ( 𝑗, 𝑓 ) if and only if the vertical pasting
Q
P is a pullback of (𝑘,𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓 ).

Proof. We claim that for any 𝑋 : C0, the triangle

CommSq( 𝑗,𝑓 ) (𝑋 )

C(𝑋, 𝐴′)

CommSq(𝑘,𝑔⋄𝑓 ) (𝑋 )

–
P𝐴,𝑓 ,𝑋

Q�𝑋 _

Q
P

�𝑋 _

commutes. Then sinceP is a pullback, the map –
P𝐴,𝑓 ,𝑋

is an equivalence (Lemma 3.2.4),

and it follows that (Q � _) is a family of equivalences if and only if (QP � _) is.
What remains is to construct a homotopy

(
Q
P

�𝑋 _
)
=
( –
P𝐴,𝑓 ,𝑋

)
◦ (Q �𝑋 _) for any

𝑋 , i.e. a witness that, for any𝑚 : C(𝑋, 𝐴′), the commuting squares

Q

P
�𝑋 𝑚 ≡

(
(𝑔′ ⋄ 𝑓 ′) ⋄𝑚, 𝑖 ⋄𝑚, 𝛼−1 ·

( q
p ∗𝑚

)
· 𝛼

)
and

Q �𝑋 𝑚

P
≡

(
𝑔′ ⋄ 𝑓 ′ ⋄𝑚, 𝑖 ⋄𝑚,

𝛼−1 · (q ∗𝑚) · 𝛼
p

)
are equal. By Proposition 3.1.4 together with the canonical equalities 𝛼 : (𝑔′ ⋄ 𝑓 ′) ⋄𝑚 =

𝑔′ ⋄ 𝑓 ′ ⋄𝑚 and refl : 𝑖 ⋄𝑚 = 𝑖 ⋄𝑚, it’s enough to show that

𝛼−1 ·
( q
p ∗𝑚

)
· 𝛼 = (𝑘 ∗ 𝛼) · 𝛼

−1 · (q∗𝑚) ·𝛼
p .
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𝑘 ⋄ (𝑔′ ⋄ 𝑓 ′) ⋄𝑚 𝑘 ⋄𝑔′ ⋄ 𝑓 ′ ⋄𝑚

(𝑘 ⋄𝑔′ ⋄ 𝑓 ′) ⋄𝑚 (𝑘 ⋄𝑔′) ⋄ 𝑓 ′ ⋄𝑚

((𝑘 ⋄𝑔′) ⋄ 𝑓 ′) ⋄𝑚 (𝑔 ⋄ 𝑗) ⋄ 𝑓 ′ ⋄𝑚

((𝑔 ⋄ 𝑗) ⋄ 𝑓 ′) ⋄𝑚 𝑔 ⋄ 𝑗 ⋄ 𝑓 ′ ⋄𝑚

(𝑔 ⋄ 𝑗 ⋄ 𝑓 ′) ⋄𝑚 𝑔 ⋄ ( 𝑗 ⋄ 𝑓 ′) ⋄𝑚

(𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓 ⋄ 𝑖) ⋄𝑚 𝑔 ⋄ (𝑓 ⋄ 𝑖) ⋄𝑚

((𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓 ) ⋄ 𝑖) ⋄𝑚 𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓 ⋄ 𝑖 ⋄𝑚

(𝑔 ⋄ 𝑓 ) ⋄ 𝑖 ⋄𝑚

𝑘∗𝛼

𝛼−1 𝛼−1

𝛼−1∗𝑚 p∗(𝑓 ′⋄𝑚)
𝛼

(p∗𝑓 ′ )∗𝑚 𝛼

𝛼

𝛼∗𝑚 𝑔∗𝛼−1

𝛼

(𝑔∗q)∗𝑚 𝑔∗(q∗𝑚)
𝛼

𝛼−1∗𝑚 𝑔∗𝛼

𝛼 𝛼−1

Diagram 3.2.5.1. Construction of 𝛼−1 ·
( q
p ∗𝑚

)
· 𝛼 = (𝑘 ∗ 𝛼) · 𝛼

−1 · (q∗𝑚) ·𝛼
p .

With a little path algebra (noting Proposition 2.1.4) this amounts to showing commuta-
tivity of the outer boundary of Diagram 3.2.5.1. By inserting associators 𝛼 as shown in the
interior of the diagram, we decompose the outer shape into a pasting of three commuting
pentagons (by the pentagonators) and two commuting squares (by Proposition 2.1.4).
Thus the entire diagram commutes. □

Corollary 3.2.6. Horizontal pullback pasting. Since the transpose of a pullback is a
pullback (Proposition 3.2.3), by taking transposes as appropriate we deduce the more
familiar horizontal version of the pullback pasting lemma.

Lemma 3.2.7. Pullback prism. Suppose we have a diagram

𝑃 𝐵

𝑃 ′ 𝐵′

𝐴 𝐶

𝜋𝐵

𝜋𝐴

𝑔
𝜋𝐵′

𝜋𝐴
′ 𝑔′

ℎ

𝑓

in a 2-coherent wild category C, such that 𝑐 : 𝑔 ⋄ ℎ = 𝑔′ is a commuting triangle,
p : 𝑓 ⋄ 𝜋𝐴 = 𝑔 ⋄ 𝜋𝐵 and p′ : 𝑓 ⋄ 𝜋𝐴′ = 𝑔′ ⋄ 𝜋𝐵′ , and where the squaresP :≡ (𝜋𝐴, 𝜋𝐵, p) :
CommSq(𝑓 ,𝑔) (𝑃) andP′ :≡ (𝜋𝐴′, 𝜋𝐵′, p′) : CommSq(𝑓 ,𝑔′ ) (𝑃 ′) are both pullbacks. Then
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there is a contractible type of data consisting of:

❂ a morphism𝑚 : C(𝑃 ′, 𝑃),
❂ equalities 𝑒 : 𝜋𝐴 ⋄𝑚 = 𝜋𝐴

′ and q : 𝜋𝐵 ⋄𝑚 = ℎ ⋄ 𝜋𝐵′ completing the boundary of
the prism, and

❂ an equality 3-cell 𝜂 filling the volume of the completed prism.

Even more, the top face (𝑚, 𝜋𝐵′, q) of the completed prism is a pullback of (𝜋𝐵, ℎ).

Proof. From the universal property ofP we get𝑚, 𝑒 , q and the equality

𝜂 : 𝛼−1 · (p ∗𝑚) · 𝛼 = (𝑓 ∗ 𝑒) · p′ · (𝑐−1 ∗ 𝜋𝐵′) · 𝛼 · (𝑔 ∗ q)−1

as the center of contraction of the fiber of (P �𝑃 ′ _) at the commuting square

S :≡
(
𝜋𝐴
′, ℎ ⋄ 𝜋𝐵′, p′ · (𝑐−1 ∗ 𝜋𝐵′) · 𝛼

)
on (𝑓 , 𝑔). LetQ :≡ (𝑚, 𝜋𝐵′, q); then by 𝜂 and Lemma 3.1.16 it follows that (𝑓 , 𝑔 ⋄ℎ, QP )
and (𝑓 , 𝑔′,P′) are equal commuting squares on 𝑃 ′,𝐴, 𝐵′,𝐶 . SinceP′ is a pullback, by
transport so is Q

P , and by pullback pasting (Lemma 3.2.5) so too isQ. □

3.3. The truncation level of pullbacks
Definition 3.3.1. Pullbacks on a cospan. As observed earlier, the predicate

is-pullbackc, 𝑃 (P) :≡Π (𝑋 : C0) is-equiv (P �𝑋 _)

on CommSqc(𝑃) is propositional. We obtain the subtype of pullbacks on a cospan c,
with fixed source

Pullbackc(𝑃) :≡ Σ (P : CommSqc (𝑃)) is-pullbackc, 𝑃 (P),

and with arbitrary source,

Pullback(c) :≡ Σ ((𝑃,P) : CommSq(c)) is-pullbackc, 𝑃 (P) .

Proposition 3.3.2. Pullback(c) is a set in set-level categories. If Cis set-level thenPullback(c)
is a Σ-type of sets and propositions for any cospan c, and thus also a set.

Proposition 3.3.3. Pullback(c) is a proposition in univalent 2-coherent wild categories. If
C is a univalent 2-coherent wild category, then Pullback(c) is a proposition for any
cospan c.

Proof. In summary, by univalence and the universal property of pullbacks. Suppose
that (𝑃,P) and (𝑃 ′,P′) are elements of Pullback(c). Then (P � _) and (P′ � _) are
equivalences, and from the centers of contraction of (P � _)−1(P′) and (P′ � _)−1(P)
we get𝑚 : C(𝑃, 𝑃 ′) and𝑚′ : C(𝑃 ′, 𝑃) such that

𝑒 : P′ �𝑚 = P and 𝑒′ : P �𝑚′ = P′.

Furthermore, by Lemma 3.1.10

P � (𝑚′ ⋄𝑚) == (P �𝑚′) �𝑚 == P′ �𝑚 == P,
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and so𝑚′ ⋄𝑚 = id𝑃 by contractibility of (P � _)−1(P) and Lemma 3.1.10 again.
By a similar argument𝑚 ⋄𝑚′ = id𝑃 ′ , and so𝑚 : C(𝑃, 𝑃 ′) is a C-equivalence. From

univalence of Cwe now get an equality

eqvtoidC(𝑚) : 𝑃 = 𝑃 ′,

with
P == P′ �𝑚 == P′ � idd(eqvtoidC(𝑚)) .

By Corollary 3.1.13, this proves (𝑃,P) = (𝑃 ′,P′). □

4. Wild Categories with Families

We can now define precoherent higher internal models of homotopical MLTT. We
begin by simply taking Dybjer’s generalized algebraic definition of a category with fami-
lies [Dyb96], and allowing contexts to form wild categories. This notion has previously
been briefly considered by Kraus [Kra21a, Definition 5].

4.1. Typed term structures
Definition 4.1.1. Typed term structures on wild categories. Let Ube a universe and Ca
wild category. A typed term structure on C (valued in U) consists of the following data:

❂ A wild U-valued presheaf of C-types over C, presented as a generalized algebraic
theory by the components11

Ty : C0 → U

_[_]T : TyΔ→ C(Γ, Δ) → Ty Γ

and equations11 expressing functoriality

[id]T : 𝐴[idΓ]T = 𝐴 for all 𝐴 : Ty Γ
[⋄]T : 𝐴[𝜏 ⋄ 𝜎]T = 𝐴[𝜏]T [𝜎]T for all 𝐴 : TyE, 𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ), 𝜏 : C(Δ, E) .

❂ A wild U-valued presheaf of C-terms over the (wild) category of elements of the
C-type presheaf, presented11 by

Tm : (Γ : C0) → Ty Γ → U

_[_]t : TmΔ𝐴→ (𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ)) → Tm Γ (𝐴[𝜎]T) for all 𝐴 : TyΔ

and

[id]t : 𝑎[idΓ]t = 𝑎 ↓
Tm Γ

[id]T−1 for all 𝐴 : Ty Γ, 𝑎 : Tm Γ 𝐴

[⋄]t : 𝑎[𝜏 ⋄ 𝜎]t = 𝑎[𝜏]t [𝜎]t ↓Tm Γ

[⋄]T−1 for all 𝐴 : TyE, 𝑎 : TmE 𝐴

𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ), 𝜏 : C(Δ, E) .

The actions _[_]T and _[_]t of the type and term presheaves on morphisms are called
substitution in types and substitution in terms, respectively.

11Implicitly quantifying over objects Γ,Δ, E : C0 as needed.
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We will often denote a typed term structure on a wild category simply by the object
parts of its component presheaves (Ty, Tm). We also frequently elide the first argument
of Tm and write, for example, Tm𝐴 instead of Tm Γ 𝐴.

Note the following equivalences and equalities in typed term structures (Ty, Tm) on
wild categories C.

Proposition 4.1.2. For every Γ : C0 and 𝐴 : Ty Γ, the equation [id]t (Definition 4.1.1)
implies that the function

_[id]t : Tm𝐴→ Tm (𝐴[id]T)
𝑎 ↦→ 𝑎[id]t

is equal to transport in Tm Γ along [id]T−1, and is hence an equivalence.

Definition 4.1.3. Assume objects Γ,Δ : C0, a C-type𝐴 : TyΔ, and an equality 𝑒 : 𝜎 = 𝜏

of morphisms 𝜎, 𝜏 : C(Γ, Δ). We write

[=𝑒]T :≡ ap (𝐴[_]T) 𝑒

for the induced equality𝐴[𝜎]T = 𝐴[𝜏]T. By induction on 𝑒 , we also have an equality

[=𝑒]t : 𝑎[𝜎]t ↓Tm[=𝑒 ]T = 𝑎[𝜏]t

for any C-term 𝑎 : Tm𝐴.

By [Uni13, Lemma 2.2.2], [=_]T respects trivial, composite and inverse equalities. Fur-
thermore,

Proposition 4.1.4. For any Γ,Δ : C0, 𝐴 : TyΔ, 𝑎 : Tm (𝐴[𝜎]T) and morphisms 𝜎, 𝜏 :
C(Γ, Δ) such that 𝑒 : 𝜎 = 𝜏 ,

𝑎 ↓
Tm (𝐴[_]T )
𝑒 = 𝑎 ↓

Tm
[=𝑒 ]T

by [Uni13, Lemma 2.3.10].

Definition 4.1.5. Suppose that 𝐴,𝐴′ : TyΔ are C-types such that 𝑒 : 𝐴 = 𝐴′. For any
𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ), we write

𝑒 [𝜎]T :≡ ap (_[𝜎]T) 𝑒

for the induced equality𝐴[𝜎]T = 𝐴′ [𝜎]T.
Similarly, if 𝑎, 𝑎′ : Tm𝐴 with 𝑒 : 𝑎 = 𝑎′, we write

𝑒 [𝜎]t :≡ ap (_[𝜎]t) 𝑒

for the induced equality 𝑎[𝜎]t = 𝑎′ [𝜎]t.

Proposition 4.1.6. Substitution in transported terms. If 𝑒 : 𝐴 =TyΔ 𝐴′, then for any
𝑎 : Tm𝐴 and morphism 𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ),

(𝑎 ↓Tm𝑒 ) [𝜎]t = 𝑎[𝜎]t ↓Tm𝑒 [𝜎 ]T
by induction on 𝑒 .
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Proposition 4.1.7. [⋄]T is a natural isomorphism. Suppose that 𝜎, 𝜎 ′ : C(Γ, Δ) are
morphisms such that 𝑒 : 𝜎 = 𝜎 ′. By induction on 𝑒 , we have that the square

𝐴[𝜏 ⋄ 𝜎]T 𝐴[𝜏]T [𝜎]T

𝐴[𝜏 ⋄ 𝜎 ′]T 𝐴[𝜏]T [𝜎 ′]T

[⋄]T

[=𝜏∗𝑒 ]T [=𝑒 ]T

[⋄]T

canonically commutes for all𝐴 : TyE and 𝜏 : C(Δ, E), and also that

𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ 𝜚 ]T 𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜚 ]T

𝐴[𝜎 ′ ⋄ 𝜚 ]T 𝐴[𝜎 ′]T [𝜚 ]T

[⋄]T

[=𝑒∗𝜚 ]T [=𝑒 ]T [𝜚 ]T

[⋄]T

canonically commutes for all𝐴 : TyΔ and 𝜚 : C(B, Γ).

The following two definitions are analogous to the conditions for a pseudofunctor
between weak (2, 1)-categories.12 In the case that C is 2-coherent, they improve the
wild presheaf Ty of a typed term structure on C to what might be called a wild weak
(2, 1)-presheaf.

Definition 4.1.8. Type triangulators. A typed term structure on a wild category C is
said to have type triangulators if for all morphisms 𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ) and C-types 𝐴 : TyΔ
the following triangles commute:

𝐴[id ⋄ 𝜎]T 𝐴[id]T [𝜎]T

𝐴[𝜎]T

[⋄]T

[=𝜆]T [id]T [𝜎 ]T
and

𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ id]T 𝐴[𝜎]T [id]T

𝐴[𝜎]T

[⋄]T

[=𝜌 ]T [id]T

Definition 4.1.9. Type pentagonators. A typed term structure on a wild category Chas
type pentagonators if for all morphisms

Γ
𝜚
−→ Δ

𝜎−→ E
𝜏−→ Z

and C-types𝐴 : TyZ, the following pentagon commutes:

𝐴[𝜏 ⋄ 𝜎 ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[(𝜏 ⋄ 𝜎) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T 𝐴[𝜏]T [𝜎 ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[𝜏 ⋄ 𝜎]T [𝜚 ]T 𝐴[𝜏]T [𝜎]T [𝜚 ]T

[=𝛼−1 ]T [⋄]T

[⋄]T [⋄]T

[⋄]T [𝜚 ]T

12See e.g. [JY21, §4.1].
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4.2. Context extension structures and wild cwfs
Definition 4.2.1. Context extension structures. Assume a typed term structure (Ty, Tm)
on a wild category C. A context extension structure on (C, Ty, Tm) is given13 by the
following components

_ ._ : (Γ : C0) → Ty Γ → C0

p : (𝐴 : Ty Γ) → C(Γ.𝐴, Γ)
q : (𝐴 : Ty Γ) → Tm Γ.𝐴 (𝐴[p𝐴]T)

_ , _ : (𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ)) → Tm Γ (𝐴[𝜎]T) → C(Γ, Δ.𝐴) for all 𝐴 : TyΔ

and equations (note Definition 4.1.3)

pβ : p𝐴 ⋄ (𝜎 , 𝑎) = 𝜎 and

qβ : q𝐴 [𝜎 , 𝑎]t = 𝑎 ↓
Tm
[=pβ]T−1 · [⋄]T

for all 𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ),
𝐴 : TyΔ, 𝑎 : Tm Γ (𝐴[𝜎]T)

, η : (p𝐴 , q𝐴) = idΓ.𝐴 for all 𝐴 : Ty Γ

, ⋄ : (𝜏 , 𝑎) ⋄ 𝜎 = (𝜏 ⋄ 𝜎 , 𝑎[𝜎]t ↓Tm[⋄]T−1) for all 𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ), 𝜏 : C(Δ, E),
𝐴 : TyE, 𝑎 : TmΔ (𝐴[𝜏]T).

We call p the display map, and q the generic term of the context extension structure.

We sometimes elide the argument𝐴 : Ty Γ to the display map p and the generic term
q of a context extension structure. When we need to be concise, we denote the display
map Γ.𝐴

p𝐴−−→ Γ by Γ.𝐴 ↠ Γ.

Definition 4.2.2. Cwf structures on wild categories. If C is a wild category, a cwf structure
on Cconsists of:

❂ a terminal object ˛ : C0,

❂ a typed term structure (Ty, Tm) on C, and

❂ a context extension structure on (C, Ty, Tm),
which model the structural rules of a Martin-Löf type theory over C.

Definition 4.2.3. Wild categories with families. A wild category with families (wild cwf) is a
wild category C together with a cwf structure on C. In this case, we call C the category
of contexts of the wild cwf, its objects contexts, and its morphisms substitutions.

We usually denote a wild cwf by its category of contexts.
Of course, every 1-cwf is a wild cwf.

Example 4.2.4. Universe cwfs. If a universe wild category Uhas Σ-types that satisfy
the η-rule, then it supports a canonical wild cwf structure given as follows.

❂ The terminal context ˛ is the unit type 1 : U.

13Again, implicitly generalizing over Γ,Δ, E : C0 as needed.
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❂ The typed term structure is as follows. U-types in context Γ are Γ-indexed type
families

Ty : U→ U+

TyΔ :≡ Δ→ U,

while U-terms 𝑎 : TmΔ𝐴 are sections of𝐴 : TyΔ

TmΔ𝐴 :≡ Π Δ𝐴.

Substitution of 𝜎 : U(Γ, Δ) in U-types 𝐴 : TyΔ and U-terms 𝑎 is given by
precomposition

𝐴[𝜎]T :≡𝐴 ◦ 𝜎,
𝑎[𝜎]t :≡ 𝑎 ◦ 𝜎.

This action is definitionally functorial—that is, [id]T, [⋄]T, [id]t and [⋄]t are all
families of trivial identities.

❂ The context extension structure is given by dependent pairing. The extended
context Δ.𝐴 is Σ Δ𝐴, and p and q are the functions fst and snd respectively. For
𝜎 : U(Γ, Δ) and 𝑡 : Tm Γ (𝐴 ◦ 𝜎), the extended substitution (𝜎 , 𝑡) : U(Γ, Σ Δ𝐴)
is given by

(𝜎 , 𝑡) (𝛾) :≡ (𝜎 (𝛾), 𝑡 (𝛾)) .
Again, the equations for context extension structures hold definitionally. In partic-
ular, the η-rule for Σ-types is used for , η.

We refer to the resulting wild cwf as the universe cwf.

Variations of this canonical universe cwf structure appear throughout the literature
as the “standard model”.

Example 4.2.5. Subuniverse cwfs and the 1-cwf of sets. The construction of the typed term
and context extension structures of Example 4.2.4 works equally well for any subuniverse
wild category (Examples 2.0.2) that has a terminal object and is closed under Σ-types
with η. In particular, the 1-cwf of sets SetU is a subuniverse cwf of U.

Definition 4.2.6. Univalent wild cwfs. A wild cwf C is called univalent if its category of
contexts is univalent.

Example 4.2.7. Univalent wild cwfs. Any subuniverse of a univalent universe Uyields a
univalent cwf. In particular, SetU and U are univalent cwfs if U is a univalent universe.

4.3. Structural properties of wild cwfs
From now on we assume that C is a wild cwf.

Lemma 4.3.1. Substitutions into extended contexts are pairs. Let Γ,Δ : C0 be contexts,
and𝐴 : TyΔ a C-type. There is an equivalence

C(Γ, Δ.𝐴) Σ (𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ)) , Tm (𝐴[𝜎]T),≃

𝜎 ↦→ (p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜎 , q𝐴 [𝜎 ]t ↓Tm[⋄]T−1 )

(𝜎 , 𝑎) ← � (𝜎, 𝑎)
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where the reverse function sends a pair (𝜎, 𝑎) to the extended substitution (𝜎 , 𝑎) given
by the context extension structure (Definition 4.2.1).

Proof. For one composition, it’s enough to show that for all 𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ.𝐴),

(p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜎 , q𝐴 [𝜎]t ↓ [⋄]T−1) , ⋄−1
======= (p𝐴 , q𝐴) ⋄ 𝜎

, η∗𝜎
======= id ⋄ 𝜎 𝜆

=== 𝜎.

For the other, we show the equality of pairs

(p𝐴 ⋄ (𝜎 , 𝑎), q𝐴 [𝜎 , 𝑎]t ↓ [⋄]T−1) = (𝜎, 𝑎).

Equality of the first components is given by pβ (Definition 4.2.1), and for the second
components we have that

q𝐴 [𝜎 , 𝑎]t ↓Tm[⋄]T−1 ↓
Tm (𝐴[_]T )
pβ

== q𝐴 [𝜎 , 𝑎]t ↓Tm[⋄]T−1 · [=pβ]T
(by Proposition 4.1.4)

== 𝑎 (by pβ and properties of transport). □

Corollary 4.3.2. Elimination principle for C(Γ, Δ.𝐴). By Lemma 4.3.1, to construct a
section of a family of types 𝑃 over C(Γ, Δ.𝐴), it’s enough to give an element of 𝑃 ((𝜎 , 𝑎))
for every 𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ) and 𝑎 : Tm (𝐴[𝜎]T).

Corollary4.3.3. Equality of substitutions into extended contexts. If𝜎 and𝜏 are substitutions
from Γ to Δ.𝐴, then by Lemma 4.3.1, the fact that equivalences induce equivalent identity
types [Uni13, Theorem 2.11.1], and Proposition 4.1.4, an equality 𝜎 = 𝜏 is equivalent to a
pair of equalities

𝑒 : p ⋄ 𝜎 = p ⋄ 𝜏 and q[𝜎]t ↓ [⋄]T−1 · [=𝑒 ]T · [⋄]T = q[𝜏]t.

An alternative but equivalent formulation is the following—for substitutions of the
form (𝜎, 𝑎), (𝜏, 𝑏) : C(Γ, Δ.𝐴),(

(𝜎, 𝑎) =C(Γ, Δ.𝐴) (𝜏, 𝑏)
)
≃

(
Σ (𝑒 : 𝜎 = 𝜏) , 𝑎 ↓Tm[=𝑒 ]T = 𝑏

)
.

To see this, write𝜑 for the forward equivalence of Lemma 4.3.1. In the proof of Lemma 4.3.1
we showed that the equalities of pairs 𝜑 ((𝜎, 𝑎)) = (𝜎, 𝑎) and 𝜑 ((𝜏, 𝑏)) = (𝜏, 𝑏) hold.
Then 𝜑 ((𝜎, 𝑎)) = 𝜑 ((𝜏, 𝑏)) is equivalent to the equality type of pairs (𝜎, 𝑎) = (𝜏, 𝑏),
which by Proposition 4.1.4 is equivalent to the Σ-type as claimed.

Lemma 4.3.4. Terms are sections of display maps. For all contexts Γ : C0 and C-types
𝐴 : Ty Γ, there is an equivalence

Tm𝐴 ≃ Sect(p𝐴)

whose forward map sends the C-term 𝑎 to the section (id , 𝑎[id]t) of p𝐴, witnessed by
pβ.
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Proof. We have that

Sect(p𝐴)
≡ Σ (𝜎 : C(Γ, Γ.𝐴)) , p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜎 = id
≃ Σ (𝑢 : Σ (𝜎 : C(Γ, Γ)), Tm (𝐴[id]T)) , p𝐴 ⋄ (fst𝑢 , snd𝑢) = id (by Lemma 4.3.1)
≃ Σ (𝑢 : Σ (𝜎 : C(Γ, Γ)), Tm (𝐴[id]T)) , fst𝑢 = id (by pβ (Definition 4.2.1))
≃ Σ (𝑢 : Σ (𝜎 : C(Γ, Γ)), 𝜎 = id) , Tm (𝐴[𝜎]T) (assoc. of Σ and comm. of ×)
≃ Tm (𝐴[id]T) (contractibility of singletons)
≃ Tm𝐴 (by the inverse of the equivalence _[id]t (Proposition 4.1.2)).

Tracing the composition of this chain of equivalences, we compute that its inverse is
equal to the map

Tm𝐴→ Sect(p𝐴)
𝑎 ↦→ ((id , 𝑎[id]t), pβ) . □

Analogues of Lemmas 4.3.1 and 4.3.4 were already observed for set-level 1-cwfs by
Dybjer [Dyb96] and by Hofmann [Hof97] in a traditional 1-categorical setting. In that
setting, these properties essentially follow from the fact that context extension structures
on (C, Ty, Tm) are choices of representing objects for particular presheaves on slices of
C.
It may seem slightly surprising that the fully coherent homotopical versions of the

same properties hold for arbitrary, even noncoherent, wild cwfs. On the other hand,
given that a context extension structure for 1-cwfs essentially spells out the universal
property of representability of a certain presheaf (and, relatedly, that the equivalent nat-
ural models [Awo18] have a relatively simple axiomatization in terms of representability
of pullbacks of presheaves), it is perhaps to be expected that certain consequences would
carry over immediately to higher generalizations even without imposing additional
coherence conditions.

5. 2-Coherence for Context Extension

We now construct and analyze in more detail a characterization of the equality of
substitutions into extended contexts.
First, consider the case where 𝜎 and 𝜏 are substitutions from Γ to arbitrary contexts

Δ, with𝐴 : TyΔ, 𝑎 : Tm (𝐴[𝜎]T) and 𝑏 : Tm (𝐴[𝜏]T). From the equivalence(
Σ (𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ)) , Tm (𝐴[𝜎]T)

) ∼−−−−→
(_ , _)

C(Γ, Δ.𝐴)

of Lemma 4.3.1, we obtain(
(𝜎, 𝑎) =Σ (C(Γ, Δ.𝐴) ) (Tm (𝐴[_]T ) ) (𝜏, 𝑏)

) ∼−−−−−−→
ap (_ , _)

(
(𝜎 , 𝑎) =C(Γ, Δ.𝐴) (𝜏 , 𝑏)

)
.

Precomposing this with(
Σ (𝑒 : 𝜎 = 𝜏) , 𝑎 ↓Tm[=𝑒 ]T = 𝑏

) ∼−−−−→
id ×𝜑 Σ (𝑒 : 𝜎 = 𝜏) , 𝑎 ↓

Tm (𝐴[_]T )
𝑒 = 𝑏

∼−−−→
pair=

(
(𝜎, 𝑎) =Σ (C(Γ, Δ.𝐴) ) (Tm (𝐴[_]T ) ) (𝜏, 𝑏)

)
,
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where
𝜑 : Π (𝑒 : 𝜎 = 𝜏)

(
𝑎 ↓

Tm
[=𝑒 ]T = 𝑏

∼−→ 𝑎 ↓
Tm (𝐴[_]T )
𝑒 = 𝑏

)
is the family of equivalences induced by Proposition 4.1.4 and pair= is the standard
characterization of the equality of Σ-types, we get an equivalence

sub=0 :
(
Σ (𝑒 : 𝜎 = 𝜏) , 𝑎 ↓Tm[=𝑒 ]T = 𝑏

) ∼−→ (𝜎, 𝑎) =C(Γ, Δ.𝐴) (𝜏, 𝑏)
sub=0 (𝑒, 𝑒′) :≡ ap (_ , _) (pair= (𝑒, 𝜑𝑒𝑒′)) .

Lemma 5.0.1. pβ is a natural isomorphism. By definition, sub=0 (refl, refl) ≡ refl. Hence
for all substitutions 𝜎, 𝜏 : C(Γ, Δ.𝐴), C-terms 𝑎 : Tm (𝐴[𝜎]T) and 𝑏 : Tm (𝐴[𝜏]T), and
equalities 𝑒 : 𝜎 = 𝜏 and 𝑒′ : 𝑎 ↓ [=𝑒 ]T = 𝑏 , we have that the square

p𝐴 ⋄ (𝜎 , 𝑎) 𝜎

p𝐴 ⋄ (𝜏 , 𝑏) 𝜏

pβ

p𝐴 ∗ sub=0 (𝑒,𝑒′ ) 𝑒

pβ

canonically commutes by induction on 𝑒 and 𝑒′. Equivalently,

p𝐴 ∗ sub=0 (𝑒, 𝑒′) = pβ · 𝑒 · pβ−1.

Definition 5.0.2. η-equality of substitutions. For all𝐴 : TyΔ and 𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ.𝐴), denote
by

ηsub
𝜎 : (p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜎 , q𝐴 [𝜎]t ↓ [⋄]T−1) = 𝜎

ηsub
𝜎 :≡ , ⋄−1 · ( , η ∗ 𝜎) · 𝜆

the equality in the first part of the proof of Lemma 4.3.1. This is an η-rule for substitutions
into extended contexts.

Definition 5.0.3. Equality of substitutions into extended contexts, revisited. Suppose that
𝜎, 𝜏 : C(Γ, Δ.𝐴) are substitutions into an extended context. We define an equivalence

sub=𝜎,𝜏 :
(
Σ (𝑒 : p ⋄ 𝜎 = p ⋄ 𝜏) , q[𝜎]t ↓ [⋄]T−1 · [=𝑒 ]T · [⋄]T = q[𝜏]t

) ∼−→ 𝜎 = 𝜏

as follows: if
𝑒 : p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜎 = p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜏

and
𝑒′ : q[𝜎]t ↓ [⋄]T−1 · [=𝑒 ]T · [⋄]T = q[𝜏]t,

then take sub=𝜎,𝜏 (𝑒, 𝑒′) to be the composite

𝜎
ηsub
𝜎
−1

======== (p ⋄ 𝜎 , q[𝜎]t ↓ [⋄]T−1)
sub=0 (𝑒,𝑒′′ )
============ (p ⋄ 𝜏 , q[𝜏]t ↓ [⋄]T−1) ηsub

𝜏
====== 𝜏,

where 𝑒′′ : q[𝜎]t ↓ [⋄]T−1 ↓ [=𝑒 ]T = q[𝜏]t ↓ [⋄]T−1 is canonically constructed from 𝑒′. This
definition yields an equivalence, being essentially the composition of sub=0 with the
equivalence given by path-composing with ηsub

𝜎

−1 and ηsub
𝜏 .
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Now, it is natural to ask if a β-rule holds for the first argument of sub=𝜎,𝜏 , i.e. if, for all
𝜎 and 𝜏 , the composition(

Σ (p ⋄ 𝜎 = p ⋄ 𝜏) , q[𝜎]t ↓ [⋄]T−1 · [=_]T · [⋄]T = q[𝜏]t
) sub=𝜎,𝜏−−−−→ 𝜎 = 𝜏

p ∗ _
−−−→ p ⋄ 𝜎 = p ⋄ 𝜏

is equal to the first projection. By Lemma 5.0.1, we calculate that

p ∗ sub=𝜎,𝜏 (𝑒, 𝑒′) = (p ∗ ηsub
𝜎

−1) · pβ · 𝑒 · pβ−1 · (p ∗ ηsub
𝜏 )

for all 𝑒 and 𝑒′. The desire to have this expression be equal to 𝑒 motivates the next
definition, whence Proposition 5.0.5 immediately follows.

Definition 5.0.4. Coherators for ηsub. We say that a wild cwf Chas coherators for ηsub if
for all Γ,Δ : C0,𝐴 : TyΔ and 𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ.𝐴), we have that

p𝐴 ∗ ηsub
𝜎 = pβ

as 2-cells of type p𝐴 ⋄ (p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜎 , q𝐴 [𝜎]t ↓ [⋄]T−1) = p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜎 .

Proposition 5.0.5. β-reduction for sub=𝜎,𝜏 . Suppose 𝜎, 𝜏 : C(Γ, Δ.𝐴) are equal substitu-
tions, witnessed by 𝑒 : p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜎 = p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜏 and 𝑒′ : q[𝜎]t ↓ [⋄]T−1 · [=𝑒 ]T · [⋄]T = q[𝜏]t. If Chas
coherators for ηsub, then

p𝐴 ∗ sub=𝜎,𝜏 (𝑒, 𝑒′) = 𝑒.

In fact, a wild cwf Chas coherators for ηsub if its category of contexts has triangle
coherators (Definition 2.2.1), and it further satisfies the following coherence condition:

Definition 5.0.6. Coherators for context extension. A wild cwf Chas coherators for context
extension if, for all Γ,Δ : C0, 𝐴 : TyΔ and 𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ.𝐴), the following diagrams of
equalities commute:

p𝐴 ⋄ (p𝐴 , q𝐴)

p𝐴 ⋄ id p𝐴

p𝐴∗ , η pβ

𝜌

and

p𝐴 ⋄ (p𝐴 , q𝐴) ⋄ 𝜎 (p𝐴 ⋄ (p𝐴 , q𝐴)) ⋄ 𝜎

p𝐴 ⋄ (p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜎 , q𝐴 [𝜎]t ↓ [⋄]T−1) p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜎

𝛼−1

p𝐴∗ , ⋄ pβ∗𝜎

pβ

Lemma 5.0.7. If a wild cwf Chas triangle coherators as well as coherators for context
extension, then it has coherators for ηsub. Thus, the conclusion of Proposition 5.0.5 also
holds if Chas coherators for context extension.

Proof. Having coherators for ηsub is equivalent to having the outer boundary of Dia-
gram 5.0.7.1 commute for all Γ,Δ : C0, 𝐴 : TyΔ and 𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ.𝐴). We show that
this holds by pasting together the regions shown in the interior of the diagram, where
the topmost interior square is filled by associativity of whiskering (Proposition 2.1.4),
the rightmost triangle by the triangle coherator, and the regions marked⟳ using the
coherators for context extension. □
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p𝐴 ⋄ (p𝐴 , q𝐴) ⋄ 𝜎 p𝐴 ⋄ id ⋄ 𝜎

(p𝐴 ⋄ (p𝐴 , q𝐴)) ⋄ 𝜎 (p𝐴 ⋄ id) ⋄ 𝜎

p𝐴 ⋄ (p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜎 , q𝐴 [𝜎]t ↓ [⋄]T−1) p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜎

p∗( , η∗𝜎 )

𝛼−1

p∗ , ⋄ p∗𝜆

(p∗ , η)∗𝜎

pβ∗𝜎⟳

𝛼

𝜌∗𝜎⟳

pβ

Diagram 5.0.7.1. Coherators for ηsub from coherators for context extension.

Presumably, the coherence conditions for context extension structures would arise
out of the universal properties of sufficiently coherent representable presheaves à la a
formulation via wild natural models. In any case, we can now define:

Definition 5.0.8. Structurally 2-coherent wild cwfs. We say that a wild cwf C is (struc-
turally) 2-coherent if Chas

❂ a 2-coherent wild category of contexts (Definition 2.2.3),
❂ type triangulators (Definition 4.1.8) and type pentagonators (Definition 4.1.9), and
❂ coherators for context extension (Definition 5.0.6).

Examples 5.0.9. 2-coherent internal cwfs. Any set-level 1-cwf is immediately 2-coherent,
and it is straightforward to check that the universe cwfs have type triangulators, type
pentagonators and coherators for context extension.

Conjecture 5.0.10. The container model. We also expect that the higher container model
of Altenkirch and Kaposi [AK21] is 2-coherent, to be shown by forthcoming work of
Damato and Altenkirch [DA24].

6. Context Comprehension in 2-Coherent Wild Cwfs

A central feature of the categorical semantics of dependent type theory is that types
form a cartesian fibration over contexts that is preserved by context extension. This is
summed up in the notion of a comprehension category [Jac93], and it is widely known
that 1-cwfs are equivalent to full split comprehension categories [Bla91; ALN24]. In this
section we show that analogous results hold for 2-coherent wild cwfs.

6.1. The universal property of context extension
Lemma 6.1.1. 2-coherent substitution in types is weak pullback. Suppose that C is a 2-
coherent wild cwf, 𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ) is a substitution, and𝐴 : TyΔ is a C-type. Then there is
a substitution

𝜎 . 𝐴 :≡ (𝜎 ⋄ p𝐴[𝜎 ]T , q𝐴[𝜎 ]T ↓
Tm
[⋄]T−1)
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from Γ.𝐴[𝜎]T to Δ.𝐴, such that the square

P𝜎,𝐴 :≡
Γ.𝐴[𝜎]T Δ.𝐴

Γ Δ

𝜎 .𝐴

p p

𝜎

pβ−1

is a weak pullback in C. That is, for any B : C0 and commuting squareS :≡ (𝜏, 𝜚,𝛾)
with source B as in

B Δ.𝐴

Γ Δ

𝜚

𝜏 p

𝜎

𝛾
,

the fiber (P𝜎,𝐴 � _)−1(S) is pointed, i.e. there is a mediating substitution

𝜇𝜎,𝐴,S : C(B, Γ.𝐴[𝜎]T)

such that
𝜃𝜎,𝐴,S : P𝜎,𝐴 � 𝜇𝜎,𝐴,S = S.

Proof. We claim that a mediating substitution is given by

𝜇𝜎,𝐴,S :≡ (𝜏 , q𝐴 [𝜚 ]t ↓Tm[⋄]T−1 · [=𝛾 ]T−1 · [⋄]T
),

where q𝐴 [𝜚 ]t : Tm𝐴[p𝐴]T [𝜚 ]T is transported in the family TmB along

𝐴[p]T [𝜚 ]T
[⋄]T−1

======== 𝐴[p ⋄ 𝜚 ]T
[=𝛾 ]T−1

========= 𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏]T
[⋄]T
====== 𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜏]T.

For brevity, denote 𝜇𝜎,𝐴,S by 𝜇. By Proposition 3.1.4, constructing 𝜃 : P𝜎,𝐴 � 𝜇 = S
is equivalent to constructing witnesses

𝛿 : p𝐴[𝜎 ]T ⋄ 𝜇 = 𝜏

and
𝜖 : 𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜇 = 𝜚

such that
𝛼−1 · (pβ−1 ∗ 𝜇) · 𝛼 = (𝜎 ∗ 𝛿) · 𝛾 · (p𝐴 ∗ 𝜖)−1.

Let 𝛿 :≡ pβ. Using the equivalence sub=_ , _ (Definition 5.0.3), we define

𝜖 :≡ sub=(𝜎 .𝐴⋄𝜇 ), 𝜚 (𝜖0, 𝜖1),

where
𝜖0 : p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜇 = p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜚

and
𝜖1 : q𝐴 [𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜇]t ↓Tm[⋄]T−1 · [=𝜖0 ]T · [⋄]T

= q𝐴 [𝜚 ]t
are the 2-cells14 constructed as follows.

14Since C-terms correspond to display maps in C (Lemma 4.3.4), we are justified in also calling 𝜖1 a
2-cell.
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First, let 𝜖0 be the concatenation of equalities

p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜇 𝛼−1 · (pβ∗𝜇 ) ·𝛼
============== 𝜎 ⋄ p𝐴[𝜎 ]T ⋄ 𝜇

𝜎∗pβ
======= 𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏 𝛾

=== p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜚 .

Now calculate that

q𝐴 [𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜇]t
= q𝐴 [𝜎 . 𝐴]t [𝜇]t ↓ [⋄]T−1 (by [⋄]t)
≡ q𝐴 [𝜎 ⋄ p𝐴[𝜎 ]T , q𝐴[𝜎 ]T ↓ [⋄]T−1]t [𝜇]t ↓ [⋄]T−1

= (q𝐴[𝜎 ]T ↓ [⋄]T−1 · [=pβ]T−1 · [⋄]T) [𝜇]t ↓ [⋄]T−1 (by qβ)

= q𝐴[𝜎 ]T [𝜇]t ↓ ([⋄]T−1 · [=pβ]T−1 · [⋄]T ) [𝜇 ]T · [⋄]T−1 (by Proposition 4.1.6)

= q𝐴 [𝜚 ]t ↓ 𝑒 (by qβ)

where the transports are all in TmB, and 𝑒 is the composition

𝑒 :≡ [⋄]T−1 · [=𝛾]T−1 · [⋄]T · [=pβ]T−1 · [⋄]T · ( [⋄]T−1 · [=pβ]T−1 · [⋄]T) [𝜇]T · [⋄]T−1.

So to construct 𝜖1, we may as well show that

q𝐴 [𝜚 ]t ↓ 𝑒 · [⋄]T−1 · [=𝜖0 ]T · [⋄]T = q𝐴 [𝜚 ]t.

We do this by showing that the equality

�̃� :≡ 𝑒 · [⋄]T−1 · [=𝜖0]T · [⋄]T

is in fact equal to the trivial identity. Some path algebra shows that �̃� is equal to the outer
boundary of Diagram 6.1.1.1. This boundary commutes, since we can fill the interior of
the diagram with the following commuting regions:

❂ (1), which commutes straightforwardly,

❂ (2) and (4), which commute by Proposition 4.1.7, and

❂ (3) and (5), which are filled by the type pentagonators.

This shows that �̃� = refl, which completes the proof 𝜖1 that

q𝐴 [𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜇]t ↓Tm[⋄]T−1 · [=𝜖0 ]T · [⋄]T
= q𝐴 [𝜚 ]t ↓ 𝑒 = q𝐴 [𝜚 ]t,

and thus also the proof 𝜖 :≡ sub=(𝜎 .𝐴⋄𝜇 ), 𝜚 (𝜖0, 𝜖1) that

𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜇 = 𝜚 .

Finally, what remains is to show that

𝛼−1 · (pβ−1 ∗ 𝜇) · 𝛼 = (𝜎 ∗ 𝛿) · 𝛾 · (p𝐴 ∗ 𝜖)−1.

But by Lemma 5.0.7 we have that (p𝐴 ∗ 𝜖)−1 = 𝜖−1
0 on the right hand side, and the

equality then follows by calculation. □

Theorem 6.1.2. 2-coherent substitution in types is pullback. The weak pullbacksP𝜎,𝐴 of
Lemma 6.1.1 are pullbacks.
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𝐴[p𝐴]T [𝜚 ]T

𝐴[p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜚 ]T 𝐴[p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏]T 𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏]T

𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜏]T 𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ p𝐴[𝜎 ]T ⋄ 𝜇]T

𝐴[𝜎]T [p𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T ⋄ 𝜇 𝐴[(𝜎 ⋄ p𝐴[𝜎 ]T ) ⋄ 𝜇]T

𝐴[𝜎]T [p𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜇]T 𝐴[(p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜎 . 𝐴) ⋄ 𝜇]T

𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ p𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜇]T 𝐴[p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜇]T

𝐴[p𝐴 ⋄ 𝜎 . 𝐴]T [𝜇]T 𝐴[p𝐴]T [𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜇]T

𝐴[p𝐴]T [𝜎 . 𝐴]T [𝜇]T

[⋄]T−1

[=𝛾 ]T−1

[⋄]T

(1)

[⋄]T

[=𝛾 ]T

[=pβ]T−1

[=𝜎∗pβ]T

[⋄]T

(2)

[⋄]T

[=𝛼 ]T

[⋄]T

(3)

[⋄]T−1 [𝜇 ]T

[=pβ∗𝜇 ]T

[⋄]T

(4)

(5)[=pβ]T−1 [𝜇 ]T

[=𝛼 ]T−1

[⋄]T [𝜇 ]T

[⋄]T−1

[⋄]T−1

Diagram 6.1.1.1. 𝑒 · [⋄]T−1 · [=𝜖0]T · [⋄]T = refl.

Proof. By Lemma 6.1.1 we have that, for any B : C0, the map

𝜇𝜎,𝐴 : CommSq(𝜎,p𝐴 ) (B) → C(B, Γ.𝐴[𝜎]T)
𝜇𝜎,𝐴 ((𝜏, 𝜚,𝛾)) :≡ (𝜏 , q𝐴 [𝜚 ]t ↓Tm[⋄]T−1 · [=𝛾 ]T−1 · [⋄]T

)

is a section of the precomposition map (P𝜎,𝐴 �B _). We show that it’s a retraction of
the same, and therefore that (P𝜎,𝐴 �_ _) is a family of equivalences.
That is, for𝑚 : C(B, Γ.𝐴[𝜎]T), we want the equality of substitutions

𝜇𝜎,𝐴 (P𝜎,𝐴 �𝑚) =𝑚.

By Corollary 4.3.3 and a calculation similar to the one in the proof of Lemma 6.1.1 we
have that

𝜇𝜎,𝐴 (P𝜎,𝐴 �𝑚) = (p ⋄𝑚, q𝐴[𝜎 ]T [𝑚]t ↓ 𝑒),
where

𝑒 :≡ ([⋄]T−1 · [=pβ]T−1 · [⋄]T) [𝑚]T · [⋄]T−1 · [⋄]T−1 · [=𝛼−1 · (pβ ∗𝑚) · 𝛼]T · [⋄]T.
On the other hand,

𝑚 = (p ⋄𝑚, q𝐴[𝜎 ]T [𝑚]t ↓ [⋄]T−1)

by Lemma 4.3.1, and thus by Corollary 4.3.3 again it’s enough to show that 𝑒 = [⋄]T−1.
By path algebra this amounts to showing the commutativity of a diagram of equalities

that looks like the one formed by regions (3), (4) and (5) of Diagram 6.1.1.1, but where
we replace 𝜇 with𝑚. Commutativity of this diagram then follows as in the proof of
Lemma 6.1.1, i.e. by Proposition 4.1.7 and type pentagonators. □
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6.2. Cleavings of 2-coherent wild cwfs
Definition 6.2.1. Cleavings. Let C be a 2-coherent wild cwf. A cleaving of C is an
assignment

cl : Π (Γ,Δ : C0) (𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ)) (𝐴 : TyΔ) Pullback(𝜎,p𝐴 ) (Γ.𝐴[𝜎]T)

of pullbacks

clΓ,Δ (𝜎,𝐴) :≡
Γ.𝐴[𝜎]T Δ.𝐴

Γ Δ

l𝜎,𝐴

p𝜎,𝐴

𝜎

to each cospan in Cof the form Γ Δ Δ.𝐴𝜎 p𝐴 . We call the component l𝜎,𝐴 of the
pullback clΓ,Δ (𝜎,𝐴) the chosen lift of 𝜎 at 𝐴.

The upshot of Theorem 6.1.2 is then that every 2-coherent wild cwf has a cleaving

clΓ,Δ (𝜎,𝐴) :≡P𝜎,𝐴,

which we call the type substitution cleaving. In particular, 𝜎 . 𝐴 is the chosen lift of a
substitution 𝜎 : C(Γ, Δ) at𝐴 : TyΔ.
With the type substitution cleaving, the chosen lift of the identity is the canonical

dependent identity.

Proposition 6.2.2. Let 𝑒 : 𝐴 = 𝐴′ be an equality of C-types𝐴,𝐴′ : Ty Γ. Then

idd(ap (Γ._) 𝑒) = (p𝐴 , q𝐴 ↓Tm𝑒 [p𝐴 ]T) .

Proof. By induction on 𝑒 it’s enough to show that idd(reflΓ.𝐴) = (p𝐴 , q𝐴), which holds
by , η (Definition 4.2.1). □

Lemma 6.2.3. The type substitution cleaving of any 2-coherent wild cwf satisfies

id . 𝐴 = idd(ap (Γ._) [id]T)

for any Γ : C0 and𝐴 : Ty Γ.

Proof. ByProposition 6.2.2 it’s enough to show that id . 𝐴 = (p𝐴[id]T , q𝐴[id]T ↓ [id]T [p𝐴 [id]T ]T),
which holds by Corollary 4.3.3 and the left type triangulator. □

Definition 6.2.4. Split cleavings of 2-coherent wild cwfs. A cleaving cl of a 2-coherent
wild cwf C is called split if for all substitutions

B Γ Δ𝜏 𝜎

and C-types𝐴 : TyΔ, the equality type(
B.𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏]T, clB,Δ (𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏,𝐴)

)
=
(
B.𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜏]T, clB,Γ (𝜏,𝐴[𝜎]T) | clΓ,Δ (𝜎,𝐴)

)
of the pullbacks

clB,Δ (𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏,𝐴) ≡
B.𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏]T Δ.𝐴

B Δ

l𝜎⋄𝜏,𝐴

p𝜎⋄𝜏,𝐴

𝜎⋄𝜏
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and

clB,Γ (𝜏,𝐴[𝜎]T) | clΓ,Δ (𝜎,𝐴) ≡
B.𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜏]T Γ.𝐴[𝜎]T Δ.𝐴

B Γ Δ

l𝜏,𝐴 [𝜎 ]T l𝜎,𝐴

p𝜏,𝐴 [𝜎 ]T

𝜏

p𝜎,𝐴

𝜎

on B Δ Δ.𝐴𝜎⋄𝜏 p𝐴 is contractible.

A split cleaving of a 2-coherent wild cwf, in our sense, may be considered a higher
version of a splitting of a full comprehension category. As is to be expected, set-level in-
ternal cwfs have split type substitution cleavings. We now show that the type substitution
cleavings of univalent 2-coherent wild cwfs are also always split.

Lemma 6.2.5. Suppose Cis a 2-coherent wild cwf. For all substitutionsB Γ Δ𝜏 𝜎

and C-types𝐴 : TyΔ,

(B.𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏]T, P𝜎⋄𝜏,𝐴) = (B.𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜏]T, P𝜏,𝐴[𝜎 ]T | P𝜎,𝐴) .

Proof. By Corollary 3.1.13 it’s enough to give

𝑒 : B.𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏]T = B.𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜏]T

such that
P𝜎⋄𝜏,𝐴 = (P𝜏,𝐴[𝜎 ]T | P𝜎,𝐴) � idd(𝑒).

Take
𝑒 :≡ ap (B._) [⋄]T,

then by Proposition 6.2.2 we may as well show that

P𝜎⋄𝜏,𝐴 = (P𝜏,𝐴[𝜎 ]T | P𝜎,𝐴) � (p , q ↓ [⋄]T [p]T),

or, equivalently, give three equalities

𝛿 : p𝐴[𝜎⋄𝜏 ]T = p𝐴[𝜎 ]T [𝜏 ]T ⋄ (p , q ↓ [⋄]T [p]T),
𝜖 : (𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏) . 𝐴 = (𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T) ⋄ (p , q ↓ [⋄]T [p]T)

and

𝜂 : p𝜎⋄𝜏,𝐴 =
(
(𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏) ∗ 𝛿

)
· 𝛼−1 ·

(
(p𝜏,𝐴[𝜎 ]T | p𝜎,𝐴) ∗ (p , q ↓ [⋄]T [p]T)

)
· 𝛼 · (p𝐴 ∗ 𝜖−1) .

Take 𝛿 :≡ pβ−1. We will define 𝜖 :≡ sub=(𝜖0, 𝜖1), where sub= is the equivalence defined
at Definition 5.0.3, and where we seek equalities

𝜖0 : p ⋄ (𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏) . 𝐴 = p ⋄ (𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T) ⋄ (p , q ↓ [⋄]T [p]T)

and

𝜖1 : q[(𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏) . 𝐴]t ↓ [⋄]T−1 · [=𝜖0 ]T · [⋄]T = q[(𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T) ⋄ (p , q ↓ [⋄]T [p]T)]t.

Now, from Proposition 5.0.5 we have that

p𝐴 ∗ 𝜖−1 = (p𝐴 ∗ 𝜖)−1 = 𝜖−1
0 ,
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and by rearranging the type of 𝜂 we may take

𝜖0 :≡ p𝜎⋄𝜏,𝐴−1 ·
(
(𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏) ∗ 𝛿

)
· 𝛼−1 ·

(
(p𝜏,𝐴[𝜎 ]T | p𝜎,𝐴) ∗ (p , q ↓ [⋄]T [p]T)

)
· 𝛼.

What remains, then, is to construct 𝜖1. By applying qβ and [⋄]t to reduce the generic
terms on the left and right, we calculate that its type is equivalent to

q𝐴[𝜎⋄𝜏 ]t ↓
TmB
𝑒1

= q𝐴[𝜎⋄𝜏 ]t ↓
TmB
𝑒2

,

where the left and right hand sides are transported, respectively, over equalities

𝑒1 :≡ [⋄]T−1 · [=pβ−1]T · [=𝜖0]T · [⋄]T

and
𝑒2 :≡ [⋄]T [p]T · [=pβ−1]T · [⋄]T · �̃� [p , q ↓ [⋄]T [p]T]T · [⋄]T

−1,

and where

�̃� :≡ [⋄]T−1 · [=pβ−1]T · [⋄]T ·
(
[⋄]T−1 · [=pβ−1]T · [⋄]T

)
[𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T]T · [⋄]T−1.

It’s now enough to show that 𝑒1 = 𝑒2. This amounts to giving a filling of Diagram 6.2.5.1,
which we divide into three regions filled with coherence cells as shown in Diagram 6.2.5.2
and Diagram 6.2.5.3. □
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𝐴[(𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏) ⋄ p]T
𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏]T [p]T 𝐴[p ⋄ (𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏) . 𝐴]T

𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜏]T [p]T 𝐴[(𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏) ⋄ p]T

𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜏]T [p ⋄ 𝜚 ]T 𝐴[(𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏) ⋄ p ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜏]T [p]T [𝜚 ] 𝐴[((𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏) ⋄ p) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜏 ⋄ p]T [𝜚 ] 𝐴[(𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏 ⋄ p) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[𝜎]T [p ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ] 𝐴[(𝜎 ⋄ p ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[𝜎]T [p]T [𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ] 𝐴[((𝜎 ⋄ p) ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[p]T [𝜎 . 𝐴]T [𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ] 𝐴[((p ⋄ 𝜎 . 𝐴) ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[p]T [𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ] 𝐴[(p ⋄ 𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[p]T [(𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T 𝐴[p ⋄ (𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

[⋄]T−1

[⋄]T [p]T

[=pβ−1 ]T

[=pβ]T

[=pβ−1 ]T [= (𝜎⋄𝜏 )∗pβ−1 ]T

[⋄]T [=𝛼−1 ]T

[⋄]T−1 [𝜚 ] [=𝛼∗𝜚 ]T

[=pβ−1 ]T [𝜚 ]T [= (𝜎∗pβ−1 )∗𝜚 ]T

[⋄]T [𝜚 ]T [=𝛼−1∗𝜚 ]T

𝜉 [= (pβ−1∗𝜏 .𝐴 [𝜎 ]T )∗𝜚 ]T

[⋄]T−1 [𝜚 ]T [=𝛼∗𝜚 ]T

[⋄]T−1 [=𝛼 ]T

[⋄]T

(I)

(II)

(III)

Diagram 6.2.5.1. The pasting proof of 𝑒1 = 𝑒2 splits into three regions, which are filled
with the cells shown inDiagram6.2.5.2 andDiagram6.2.5.3. We abbreviate the substitution
(p , q ↓ [⋄]T [p]T) by 𝜚 and the substitution ( [⋄]T−1 · [=pβ−1]T · [⋄]T) [𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T]T [𝜚 ]T by
𝜉 .
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𝐴[(𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏) ⋄ p]T
𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏]T [p]T 𝐴[p ⋄ (𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏) . 𝐴]T

𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜏]T [p]T 𝐴[(𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏) ⋄ p]T

𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜏 ⋄ p]T 𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏 ⋄ p]T

𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜏]T [p ⋄ 𝜚 ]T 𝐴[(𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏) ⋄ p ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜏 ⋄ p ⋄ 𝜚 ]T 𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏 ⋄ p ⋄ 𝜚 ]T
𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜏]T [p]T [𝜚 ]T 𝐴[((𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏) ⋄ p) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜏 ⋄ p]T [𝜚 ]T 𝐴[𝜎]T [(𝜏 ⋄ p) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T 𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ (𝜏 ⋄ p) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T 𝐴[(𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏 ⋄ p) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

[=pβ−1 ]T[⋄]T−1

[⋄]T [p]T [=pβ]T

[=pβ−1 ]T [= (𝜎⋄𝜏 )∗pβ−1 ]T

[⋄]T [=𝛼 ]T[⋄]T

[⋄]T [=𝛼−1 ]T

[=𝜏∗pβ−1 ]T [=𝜎∗(𝜏∗pβ−1 ) ]T

[⋄]T [=𝛼 ]T
[⋄]T

[⋄]T−1 [𝜚 ]T [=𝛼∗𝜚 ]T[=𝛼 ]T

[⋄]T

[=𝜎∗𝛼 ]T

[⋄]T [=𝛼 ]T

(1)

(2)

(2)

(2)

(1)

(3)

(4)

Region (I)

𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜏 ⋄ p]T [𝜚 ]T 𝐴[𝜎]T [(𝜏 ⋄ p) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T 𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ (𝜏 ⋄ p) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T 𝐴[(𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏 ⋄ p) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[𝜎]T [(p ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T 𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ (p ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[𝜎]T [p ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T 𝐴[(𝜎 ⋄ p ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ p ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T

𝐴[𝜎]T [p]T [𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T 𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ p]T [𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T 𝐴[(𝜎 ⋄ p) ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T 𝐴[((𝜎 ⋄ p) ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

pβ−1 [𝜚 ]T

[⋄]T

[=pβ−1∗𝜚 ]T

[⋄]T

[=𝜎∗(pβ−1∗𝜚 ) ]T

[=𝛼 ]T

[= (𝜎∗pβ−1 )∗𝜚 ]T

[⋄]T
[⋄]T

[⋄]T [𝜚 ]T

[=𝛼 ]T

[⋄]T
[=𝛼−1∗𝜚 ]T

[⋄]T [𝜚 ]T

[=𝛼−1 ]T [𝜚 ]T

[⋄]T [𝜏 .𝐴 [𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T [⋄]T [𝜚 ]T [⋄]T

(2)

(1)

(2)

(1)

(3)

(2)

Region (II)

Diagram 6.2.5.2. Filling regions (I) and (II) of Diagram 6.2.5.1 with coherence cells. Re-
gions marked (1) are filled using type pentagonators (Definition 4.1.9); those marked (2), by
naturality of [⋄]T (Proposition 4.1.7); (3), by associativity of whiskering (Proposition 2.1.4);
and (4), by the pentagon associator of the category of contexts (Definition 4.1.9).
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𝐴[𝜎]T [p]T [𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T 𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ p]T [𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T 𝐴[(𝜎 ⋄ p) ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T 𝐴[((𝜎 ⋄ p) ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ p]T [𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T 𝐴[(p ⋄ 𝜎 . 𝐴) ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T 𝐴[((p ⋄ 𝜎 . 𝐴) ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[p ⋄ 𝜎 . 𝐴]T [𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T 𝐴[p ⋄ 𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T 𝐴[(p ⋄ 𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[p]T [𝜎 . 𝐴]T [𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T 𝐴[p ⋄ (𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

𝐴[p]T [𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T 𝐴[p]T [(𝜎 . 𝐴 ⋄ 𝜏 . 𝐴[𝜎 ]T ) ⋄ 𝜚 ]T

[⋄]T−1 [𝜏 .𝐴 [𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T

[⋄]T [𝜏 .𝐴 [𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T [⋄]T [𝜚 ]T

[=pβ−1∗𝜏 .𝐴 [𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T

[⋄]T

[= (pβ−1∗𝜏 .𝐴 [𝜎 ]T )∗𝜚 ]T

pβ−1 [𝜏 .𝐴 [𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T [⋄]T [𝜚 ]T
[=𝛼 ]T [𝜚 ]T

[⋄]T

[=𝛼∗𝜚 ]T

[⋄]T [𝜏 .𝐴 [𝜎 ]T ]T [𝜚 ]T

[⋄]T [𝜚 ]T

[⋄]T
[=𝛼 ]T

[⋄]T−1 [𝜚 ]T [⋄]T

[⋄]T−1

(2)

(1)

(2)

(2)

(1)

Diagram 6.2.5.3. Filling region (III) of Diagram 6.2.5.1 with coherence cells. Regions
marked (1) are filled using type pentagonators (Definition 4.1.9); regions marked (2), by
naturality of [⋄]T (Proposition 4.1.7).



2-coherent internal models of homotopical type theory 39

Theorem 6.2.6. Split comprehension for set-level and univalent cwfs. The type substitution
cleavingP𝜎,𝐴 of any set-level or univalent 2-coherent wild cwf C is split.

Proof. By Propositions 3.3.2 and 3.3.3 and Lemma 6.2.5, the equality

(B.𝐴[𝜎 ⋄ 𝜏]T, P𝜎⋄𝜏,𝐴) = (B.𝐴[𝜎]T [𝜏]T, P𝜏,𝐴[𝜎 ]T | P𝜎,𝐴)

of pullbacks is an inhabited proposition for all appropriately typed 𝜎 , 𝜏 and𝐴 when C

is set-level, or 2-coherently univalent. □

Definition 6.2.7. We call a 2-coherent wild cwf split if its type substitution cleaving is
split.

Corollary 6.2.8. Thus, the syntax cwf QIIT of Altenkirch and Kaposi [AK16] as well as
any univalent universe cwf U is split 2-coherent.

7. Discussion

We have given a unified account of the cloven fibrational structure of internal models of
homotopical dependent type theory, in such a way so as to include set-level models such
as the syntax as well as the canonical higher models given by universe types.

While the “splitness” of a cleaving of a 2-coherent wild cwf (Definition 6.2.4) is propo-
sitional and ensures that composition of lifts is coherently unique, the same cannot
currently be said for lifts of identity substitutions. Even so, the type of morphisms of
split 2-coherent wild cwfs is internally definable, which opens the possibility of inter-
nally speaking of “transfers” of constructions that respect cloven fibrations of internal
models. Indeed, this is a large part of the motivation of the present work: the theory
developed here is intended to provide the correct formal setting in which to investi-
gate constructions of semisimplicial and other Reedy fibrant inverse diagrams [KS17] in
internal models of homotopical type theory [CK21; CK24].

Separately from questions of infinite higher coherent constructions, we hope that our
theory can still be useful by immediately specializing to yield notions of 1-truncated “2-
cwfs”. For instance, by modifying the definition of a 2-coherent wild cwf to additionally
require that (1) the category of contexts C is a precategory, (2) the presheaf of C-types
is valued in 1-types, and (3) the presheaf of C-terms is set-valued, we obtain a simple
higher generalization of the notion of a 1-cwf, which conjecturally includes the container
higher model of type theory [AK21] as an instance. Then via Rezk completion and our
results, any instance of such a higher cwf should be equivalent to a split one. A less naïve
approach would be to use univalent bicategory theory [Ahr+21], noting Proposition 2.2.4,
to develop a full theory of 2-cwfs.

As a final remark, we have developed wild categories with families for their anticipated
applicability to specific further internal constructions, but we also expect the study of
wild natural models [Awo18] to prove complementarily fruitful.
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