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LIMITS AND COLIMITS IN THE CATEGORY OF PASTURES

STEVEN CREECH

ABSTRACT. The category of pastures was introduced by Baker and Lorscheid [BL18], [BL21].
In this paper, we shall show that the category of pastures will have arbitrary limits and col-
imits indexed by small diagrams. We shall do this by constructing fibered products, fibered
coproducts, equalizers, coequalizers, arbitrary products, and arbitrary coproducts (indexed
over a small category, i.e. a set). We begin by recalling the definition of pastures and the
notion of morphisms of pastures. We then proceed to construct fibered products, fibered
coproducts, equalizers, coequalizers, arbitrary products, and arbitrary coproducts.

1. THE CATEGORY OF PASTURES
Let us recall the definitions that define the category of pastures.

Definition 1.1. A pasture is a multiplicative monoid with zero P such that P* = P — {0}
is an abelian group. There is an involution x — —x which fixes zero, and there is a subset
Np < P? called the nullset of P (we write a + b + ¢ = 0 to mean that (a,b,c) € Np) that
satisfies the following properties:

(1) Np is invariant under permutations

(2) Np is invariant under multiplication. That is for a,b,¢,d € P if a + b+ ¢ = 0, then
da + db + dec = 0.

(3) a+b+0=0if and only if a = —b.

We shall view the multiplication of monoids in the following light. We have that P> is an
abelian group, and 0 is an absorbing element.

Definition 1.2. A morphism of pastures if a multiplicative map f : P, — P, such that
f(0)=0, f(1) =1, f(—a) = —f(a), and f(a)+ f(b)+ f(c) = 0in Np, whenever a+b+c =0
in Np, for any a,b,ce P;.

In some sense the category of pastures is nicer than that of fields as it has initial and final
objects as well as (co)products, fibered (co)products, and (co)equalizers. See [BL20] for the
initial object, final object, product, and coproduct.

2. FIBERED PRODUCTS

In this section we shall define the fibered product of pastures, and we shall prove that this
is the correct notion of the fibered product. Recall that given pastures P, and P, with maps
fi:PL— P and fy: P, — P, the fibered product is the pasture P, xp P, along with maps
m : Pp xp P, > P, and my : P, x P, — P, that satisfies the universal property that for
any pasture P’ with morphisms ¢g; : P’ — P; and g3 : P’ — P; there is a unique morphsim
g+ : P — Py xp P5 such that the following diagram commutes:
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Definition 2.1. The fibered product of pastures Py and P, over the pasture P, denoted
Py xp Py, is defined as follows. As a set we have that P, xp P, = 0 U {(a,b) : fi(a) =
fa(b),a € P,be Py }. The multiplication is defined component wise with 0 as an absorbing
element and the involution is given by (a, b) — (—a, —b) for nonzero elements. The additive
relations are given by the following rules (and permutations of them):

e 0+0+0=0

e (a,b) + (—a,—b) +0 =0 for (a,b) € (P, xp P»)*

e For (al, b1)+(&2, bg)—i—(&g,bg) = 0if and only ifa;+as+as = 0in P, and by +by+b3 = 0
in Pg for (al, bl), (0,2, bg), (ag, bg) € (Pl Xp PQ)X

The map ; is given by m(0) = 0 and m;((a, b)) = a. Similarly, we have that m2(0) = 0 and
m((a, b)) = b

We will now show that this is indeed the correct notion of the fibered product. We shall
do this in 3 lemmas. First we will show that P, xp P is indeed a pasture. Second, we will
show that 7m; and 7y are morphisms of pastures such that f; om = fy o m. Finally, we shall
show that P, x p P, satisfies the universal property of fibered products.

Lemma 2.2. P, xp P, as we have defined is indeed a pasture.

Proof. We begin by proving that P, xp P, is indeed a pasture. We shall first show that
(Py xp P,)* is an abelian group.

We note that by definition we have that 0 is an absorbing element under multiplication.
Furthermore, I claim that (1,1) is the multiplicative identity of P; xp P;. We know that
this is indeed an element of P, xp P, as f; and fy are morphisms, so f1(1) =1 = fo(1). For
any other (a,b) € P x p P, we have that (1,1)(a,b) = (1(a), 1(b)) = (a,b), so (1, 1) is indeed
the multiplicative identity.

Now let us show that nonzero elements have multiplicative inverses. Now say that (a,b) €
(Py xp P5)*; thus, we have that fi(a) = fi(b) where a € P, and b € P,. Since f; and
fo are morphisms,we know that fi(a™') = fi(a)™" and fo(b™') = fo(b)~!. Hence, we have
that fi(a™!) = fi(a)™' = fo(b)~! = fo(b~!). Thus, we have that (a=!,b7!) € P, xp P, and
(a,0)(a™ 1,071 = (aa™t,bb71) = (1,1).

We need to show that multiplication is closed in (P; x p Py)*. Say that (a1, b1), (az,bs) €
(P xp P2)*. We wish to show that (a1, b1)(ag,by) = (ajas, bibs) € (P1 xp Py)*. This will be
true if fi(ajas) = fao(b1be). This is true as fi(a;) = fo(b;) for i = 1,2. Hence, we have that
filaraz) = fi(ar) fi(az) = fa(b1) fo(b2) = fa(b1by). Furthermore, the fact that multiplication
is commutative easily follows from the commutativity of multiplication in P! and P?. This
concludes the proof that (P, xp P5)* is an abelian group.

We know that the involution fixes 0 and is indeed an involution. However, we must show
that if (a,b) € (P, xp P5)*, then (—a, —b) € (P, xp P»)*. This follows since f; and f, are
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morphisms. Thus, we have that fi(—a) = —fi(a) = —f2(b) = fo(—b). Thus, we have that
(—a,—b) e (P, xp Py)*.

Thus, it simply remains to show that the additive relations satisfy the properties of being
a nullset. We note by definition, we have that the additive relations will be invariant under
permutations which is property (1) of the nullset. Furthermore, as (a,b) + (—a,—b) +0 =10
we have that property (3) of being a nullset is satisfied.

To show that property (2) is satisfied if (a1, 1) + (—ay, —b1) + 0 = 0, then for (ag, be) we
have that (CLQ, bg)(al, bl) + (CLQ, b2)(—a1, —bg) +0= (CLQCLl, bgbl) + (ag(—al), bg(—bg)) +0=0.
This is true as we know that a; + (—a;) + 0 = 0 in P; implies that asa; + az(—ag) +0 =0
in P; (as additive relations in P; are closed under multiplication). Similarly, we know that
bab1 +bo(—b1)+0 = 0in P,. Now we also wish to show that for (ay, by)+ (as, by)+ (as, bs) = 0,
then multiplying by (a4, bs) also adds to 0. This is indeed true as we have that a; +as+az =0
in Py, so aga; + asas + agaz = 0 in Py. Again, we similarly have that byb; + byby + bybs = 0.
This guarantees that (ay,bs)(a1,b1) + (a4, bs)(ag, bo) + (ay,bs)(as, bs) = 0. Hence, we have
that the nullset satisfies property (2) which is the final property which we needed to show
to prove that P; x p P, is a pasture. ]

Lemma 2.3. m; and wy are morphisms of pastures such that f; om = fooms. That is the
bottom square of the diagram commutes.

Proof. Now let us show that m; and 7y are morphisms of pastures. Without loss of generality,
we shall simply show that m; is a morphism of pastures.

Since m(0) = 0 we have this property is satisfied and m;(1,1) = 1, so m sends zero and
the multiplicative identity to zero and the multiplicative identity, respectively.

Let us show that m; is a group homomorphism of (P, xp P5)*. Say (a1,b1), (ag,bs) €
(Pl Xp PQ)X, then

7T1((0l1, bl)(a2>b2>> = 7T1(0l1&2>blbz) = ajaz = 7T1(a1>bl)7fl(a2>bz)

That is 7 is a group homomorphism in the nonzero elements.

Now Let us show the involution property, consider (a,b) € P, xp Py, then 7 (—(a,b)) =
m1(—a,—b) = —a = —m(a,b); thus, we have the involution is preserved under m;. Now it
remains to show that (ai,by) + (az,b2) + (a3, bs) = 0 implies that m (a1, b1) + 71 (as, by) +
m(as, bs) = 0, but this follows immediately from how the additive relations are defined in
P, xp Py. Thus, we have that m and my are morphisms.

Now let us show that the diagram commutes, so let (a,b) € P, xp P, then f; om(a,b) =
fi(a), and fs o my(a,b) = fa2(b), but we have that the (a,b) € P, xp P, are precisely the
elements that fi(a) = fo(b). Thus, the diagram commutes in the lower square. O

Now it simply remains to show that P x p P, satisfies the universal property of the fibered
product. We shall state that it satisfies the condition as a lemma.

Lemma 2.4. If P’ is a pasture and g, : P' — Py and gy : P’ — P, are morphisms such that
fiog1 = faogqy, then there is a unique morphism g, : P’ — Py xp Py such that the entire
diagram commutes.

Proof. Let us define g,(z) = (g1(x), go(z)) for x # 0 and ¢,(0) = 0. We first note that this is
the only possible morphism that would make the diagram commute since m o g.(x) = g1(x)
and my 0 g4(x) = go(x). Thus, we have uniqueness of g,. Furthermore, we have that g, is
well-defined, since f; 0 g1 = fy0 g2, s0 (g1(x), go(x)) € P, xp Ps.
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It simply remains to show that g, is a morphism. Since g; and go are morphisms, we have
that g.(1) = (g1(1),92(1)) = (1,1), and by definition g,(0) = 0, so we have that g, sends
zero and the multiplicative unit to zero and the multiplicative unit, respectively. Now let us
show that g, is a group homomorphism on the nonzero elements. So let z,y € P’, then

g«(zy) = (91(zy), 92(2y)) = (91(2)91(y), g2(7)g2(y))

= (91(), 92(7))(91(¥), 92(y)) = 9x() g (v)

So we have that g, is a group homomorphism on the nonzero elements.
Now to show that the involution property holds, we note that:

g«(=) = (91(=12), g2(=7)) = (=g1(2), =92(2)) = —(91(2), ga2(2)) = —gu ()

It now remains to show that g, preserves the additive relations. Say = + y + 2z = 0 in P’.
We wish to show that g.(x) + g«(y) + g«(2) = 0, but

9:(2) + 9+(y) + 9:(2) = (91(2), g2()) + (91(¥), 92(y)) + (91(2), 92(2))

Since ¢; is a morphism, we know that ¢;(z) + ¢1(y) + g1(2) = 0. Similarly, g2(z) + ¢2(y) +
g2(z) = 0; thus, by how the additive relations are defined in P; x p P, we have that g.(z) +
9+(y) + g«(z) = 0. Thus, g, respects the additive relations, and g, is a morphism of pastures.

0

We will summarize the following three lemmas as a theorem.

Theorem 2.5. The category of pastures has fibered products.

3. FIBERED COPRODUCTS

In this section we shall define the fibered coproduct of pastures, and we shall prove that
this is the correct notion of the fibered coproduct. Recall that given a pastures P, and P;
with maps f; : P — P; and fy; : P — P;, then the fibered coproduct is the pasture P, ®p P
along with maps i1 : P, > P, ®p P, and iy : P, — P ®p P, that satisfies the universal
property that for any pasture P’ with morphisms ¢; : P, — P’ and ¢, : P, — P’, there is a
unique morphism g, : P, ®p P, — P’ such that the following diagram commutes:

Py+—— P

f2
Definition 3.1. The fibered coproduct of pastures P, and Py over the pasture P, denoted
Py ®p Py, is defined as follows. As a set we have that Py®p P, = P} x P,/ ~ where P, x Py is
the Cartesian product, and the equivalence relation ~ is defined as follows. (a1, b;) ~ (ag, bs)
if and only if one of the following hold:

o a1b1 =0 or agbg =0
e (fi(x)a,b) ~ (a, fo(x)b) for x € P*.
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We can restate the second condition as (a,b) ~ (c,d) if and only if (¢, d) = (fi(z) ta, f2(x)b)
for some x € P*. Denoting the equivalence class of (a, b) as [(a,b)]. We have that Py®p P, is
a pasture where we have that 0 = [(0,0)], 1 = [(1,1)], —[(a,b)] = [(—a,b)] = [(a, —b)]. The
multiplicative structure on P;®p P, is given by [(0,0)][(a,b)] = [(0,0)], and [(a,b)][(c,d)] =
[(ac,bd)] for [(a,b)], [(c,d)] € P, ®p P». The additive relations of P, ®p P, are the given by:

o [(a,y)] +[(b,y)] +[(c,y)] =0 for y e P, and a,b,c€ P, witha+b+c¢=0in P,

o [(xz,a)] + [(x,b)] +[(x,¢)] =0 for z € P, and a,b,c € P, witha+b+c =0 in P;.
We then define the maps i; and i by iy : P, — P, ®p P» is given by 0 — [(0,0)] and
x— [(x,1)], and iz : P, > Py ®p P, is given by 0 — [(0,0)] and y — [(1,y)].

Now we will begin by showing that ~ is indeed an equivalence relation. Then we shall
show that P, ®p P, is indeed a pasture. We will then show that ¢; and i, are homomorphisms
of pastures that make the correct diagram commute, and conclude by showing that P, ®p P,
satisfies the universal property of fibered coproducts.

Lemma 3.2. The equivalence relation defined in the definition of P, ®p P» is actually an
equivalence relation.

Proof. We first note that the first condition says that any pair that has some 0 is equivalent
to the pair (0,0). That is [(0,0)] = {(a, b) : one of a or b is 0}.

Let us now simply focus on the case of [(a, )] where a,b # 0.

Reflexive: We note that fi(1) = fo(1) = 1, so (a,b) = (fi(1)a,b) ~ (a, f2(1)b) = (a,b)
that is ~ is reflexive.

Symmetric: Using the equivalent statement of the second condition, say we have that
(a,b) ~ (c,d) that is (¢,d) = (fi(z) ta, fo(x)b). We wish to show that (fi(z) ta, fo(x)b) ~
(a,b), but (a,b) = (fr(x=)71fi(z)7L, folz™) fo(z)b); thus, we we have that (c,d) ~ (a,b).
Hence, it is symmetric.

Transitive: Say (a,b) ~ (c,d) and (c,d) ~ (e, f). Thus, (c,d) = ((fi(z))ta, fo(x)b) for
some x € P* and (e, f) = (f1(y)'e, f2(y)d) for some y € P*. Thus, we get that:

(e,.f) = (L) "e, o(y)d) = ((F1(y) "' (f1(2)) " a, foy) fo(2)b) = ((Fr(wy)) " a, fo(zy)b)

That is (a,b) ~ (e, f). Thus, ~ is an equivalence relation. O
Lemma 3.3. The pasture P, Qp P as defined is indeed a pasture.

Proof. The first step that we shall take is to show that multiplication is well-defined in
P ®p P;.
Since for (a,b) ~ (a’,V') and (¢, d) ~ (¢, d"), we have that:

(a,b)(c,d) = (ac,bd)
and
(', 0)(d,d) = (', bd)
However, a' = (fi(z)) ta and O/ = fo(x)b for some z € P* and ¢ = (fi(y))"'c and d' =
f2(y)d for some y € P*; thus,

(a'c,bd) = ((fi(x) " alfi(y)"'e, fol@)bfa(y)d) = ((fi(zy)) " ac, fo(xy)bd)
Thus, we have that (a'c’,b'd") ~ (ac, bd). Thus, the multiplication is well-defined.
Now by definition we have that [(0,0)][(a,b)] = [(0,0)], so zero is an absorbing element.
Let us now show that (P, ®p P»)* is an abelian group. We note that by showing that
multiplication is well-defined, we have that (P, ®p P»)* is closed under multiplication.
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We now claim that the multiplicative identity is [(1,1)]. This is true since we have that
[(1,D][(a,0)] = [(1(a),1(b))] = [(a,b)]. We have inverses as [(a,b)]™* = [(a™!,b7!)] since
[(a,b)][(a,b)] ! = [(a,b)][(a"%,b71)] = [(1,1)]. This concludes showing that (P, ®p P,)* is
an abelian group.

Let us now show that the involution is indeed an involution. This is fairly obvious from the
definition that —[(a,b)] = [(—a,b)] = [(a, —b)]. However, we should show that [(—a,b)] ~
[(a,—b)]. This follows from the fact that in a pasture we have that —1-a = —a. This is
easily seen by seeing that 1 + —1 + 0 = 0, so multiplying by a gives a + (—1)a + 0 = 0, and
this implies that —a = —1 - a. Thus, we observe that [(—a,b)] ~ [(a,—b)] since (a, —b) =
(f1(=1)7!(=a), fo(=1)D).

Now we will show that the additive relations satisfy the properties of the null set. Without
loss of generality, let us just focus on the additive relations of the form [(a,y)] + [(b,y)] +
[(c,y)] =0 for y € P, and a,b,c € P, with a + b+ ¢ = 0. We note that if we permute these
element since any permutation of a + b+ ¢ = 0 also is an additive relation, we have that any
permutation of [(a,y)] + [(b,y)] + [(c,y)] = 0 is also an additive relation. Thus, we have
that property (1) of the null set is satisfied.

Say that [(a,y)] + [(b,y)] + [(c,y)] = 0 and [(d,z)] € P, ®p P». Then we have that
[(d, 2)][(a, »)] + [(d, 2)][(b, y)] + [(d, 2)][(c, )] = [(da, zy)] + [(db, zy)] + [(dc, zy)] = O since
we have that a +b+c¢ = 01in Py, so da + db+ dc = 0 in P, and we have that zy € P5. Hence
we have that property (2) of the null set is satisfied.

Finally, say that we have that [(a,y)] + [(b,y)] + [(0,0)] = 0, then this is an additive
relation if and only if a + b+ 0 = 0 in P;. However, this occurs if and only if a = —b. We
note that —[(b,y)] = [(—b,y)] = [(a,y)]. Thus, property (3) of the null set is satisfied.

Thus, we have that P; ®p P, satisfies all the axioms of a pasture. O

Lemma 3.4. The functions i1 and iy are morphisms of pastures such that iy o fi = iy 0 fs.

Proof. Without loss of generality, let us show that ¢; is a morphism of pastures. Let us
first show that ¢; is a homomorphism of the abelian groups P* — (P, ®p P,)*. Say that
x,y € P, then we note that

i(zy) = [(ey, V] = [(z, D[y, D] = ia()ir(y)

so 41 is a homomorphism of groups. Furthermore, we note that i,(0) = [(0,1)] = [(0,0)],
and 4;(1) = [(1,1)]. Thus, i sends the zero and multiplicative identity to zero and the
multiplicative identity respectively.

Now let us show that i; preserves the involution. This is clear since we have that i;(—x) =
(=2, )] = =[(z, )] = =iz ().

Now it simply remains to show that the additive relations are preserved that is if a+b+c =
0in Py, then i1(a) +i1(b) +i1(c) = 0in P, ®p P». This is fairly clear since this just says that
[(a, )]+ [(b,1)] + [(c,1)] =0 in P, ®p P> whenever a + b+ ¢ = 0 in P;, but this is exactly
how the additive relations are defined. Hence we have that i; is a morphism.

Now let us show that i o f; =iy 0 fo. So consider x € P. Then we have that i;(f1(z)) =

[(fi(x),1)] and is(fa(x)) = [(1, fo(x))]. However, we have that [(fi(x),1)] ~ [(1, fo(z))], so
we have that i o f; = iy 0 fo. O

Lemma 3.5. If P’ is a pasture and g, : P, — P’ and g5 : P, — P’ are morphisms such that
g1 0 fi1 = go o fa, then there is a unique morphism gy : P, ®p Py — P'. That is P, Qp P
satisfies the universal property of fibered coproducts.
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Proof. Let us define g, ([(a,b)]) = g1(a)g2(b). Let us show that g, is well-defined. Let (a,b) ~

(a',b). So gx((a,b)) = g1(a)g2(b), and g.((a’,t)) = g1(a)g>(t/). Since (a,b) ~ (a’,tf), we
have that @’ = (fi(z)) ta and V' = fo(z)b for some x € P*. Thus,

91(a)g2(V)) = g1((f1(x)) " a)ga(fo(2)b) = g1((f1(2)) " )gr(a)g2(fa(2))g2(D)
= g1(a)g2(b) (g1 (f1(2))) ' g2(fa())

However, since we have g; o fi = go o fo, we must have (g1(f1(2))) *ga(f2(z)) = 1. Hence
g1(a)g2(b) = g1(a’)g2(b') that is g, is a well-defined function.

Now let us show that g, is a morphism of pastures. First let us show that ¢, is a group
homomorphism of the nonzero elements. This is clear since

9«([(a,0)][(c, d)] = g«([(ac, bd)]) = g1(ac)gz(bd) = g1(a)ga(b)g1(c)g2(d)
= g*([<a7 b)])g*([(cv d)])

Thus, we have that g, is a group homomorphism of the nonzero elements. Now we have that
g+« preserves the involution since

9+(—[(a,b)]) = g«([(=a,b)]) = g1(=a)gz(b) = —g1(a)g2(b) = —g([(a, b)])
Now it remains to show that g, preserves the additive relations. Without loss of generality,
say that we have that [(a,y)] + [(b,y)] + [(¢,y)] = 0, then:

9+ (L(@, y)]) + gx([(6, »)]) + g« ([(c,

y)

= g1(a)g2(y) + 91(0)g2(y) + g1(c)g2(y) =

Since a + b+ ¢ = 0 and g; is a morphism gy(a) + g1(b) + g1(c) = O thus, the multiplication

by ga(y) still preserves the additive relation. Thus, we have that g, preserves the additive
relations, and g, is a morphism.

Now let us show that g, as it has been defined will make the entire diagram commute.
Let x € P, we wish to show that g, oi;(x) = gi(x). This is the case since g, o ii(x) =
g«([(z,1)]) = g1(x)g2(1) = g1(x). Similarly, we have that g, o iy = go. Thus, the diagram
will commute.

It now only remains to show that the morphism g, is the unique morphism from Pi®p P, —
P’ that makes the diagram commute. We note that for the diagram to commute, we require

that g.«([(a,1)]) = g1(a) and g.([(1,b)]) = g2(b). Observe:
9+([(a,0)]) = g+([(a, D][(1,0)]) = g«([(a, 1)])g«([(1,b)]) = g1(a)ga(b)

That is g, is the only such morphism that will make the diagram commute. Showing that
we have that g, is unique. O

])

We summarize our results as the following theorem

Theorem 3.6. The category of pastures has fibered coproducts.

4. EQUALIZERS

In this section, we shall show that equalizer of two functions f and g exists in the category
of pastures. We shall then show that the notion of equalizer as we define it is indeed the
correct notion. Recall that given pastures P, P, and maps f,g : P, — P,. The equalizer
of f and g is a pasture ) along with a map ¢ : Q — P; such that for any other pasture @’
with a map ¢’ : Q' — P; there is a unique map u : Q" — @ such that the following diagram
comimutes:
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I

Q#Plépz

Q
Definition 4.1. Given pastures P; and P, and maps f,g : P, — P, the equalizer of f and
g will be given by the subpasture @ = {z € P, : f(z) = g(x)}. Thus, we have that the
multiplication is just given by the multiplication in P;. The additive relations are given by
a+b+c=0in Q if and only if a + b+ ¢ = 0 in P; for a,b,c € (). The map q: Q) — P, is
just given by inclusion.

Lemma 4.2. @) is a pasture, namely it is a subpasture of Py, and the inclusion q : Q — P,
is a morphism of pastures such that f oq = goq.

Proof. We begin by noting that 0,1 € @) since we have that f, g are morphisms we must
have that f(0) = ¢(0) = 0 and f(1) = ¢g(1) = 1. To show that the nonzero elements of
(@ form an abelian group, let us show that if x,y € @, then zy € ). This simply follows
from f, g being morphisms, so we have that f(zy) = f(x)f(y) = g(x)g(y) = g(zy). Now
let us show that we have inverses in @, so if € Q, let us show that 27! € ). Again this
follows from using the fact that f(x) = g(z), and f and g are morphisms we have that
fla™h) = f(z)™' = g(x)™ = g(x™1). Thus, we have that 27! € Q. This assures that Q* is
an abelian group.

Now we have that @) is closed under taking the involution. That is for x € () we have that
—z € (). This is clear since f(—z) = —f(z) = —g(z) = g(—z).

Now the last thing that remains to show is the additive relations satisfy the properties of
a nullset. We note that since a+b+c = 0 in @ is true if and only if a+b+c¢ = 0 in P;. Thus,
if we permute a, b, ¢ in Py, then it will still add to 0 in Py, so it will add to 0 in Q). Thus, Ng
will satisfy property (1) of the nullset. Now if a + b+ ¢ =0 in @ and d € @, then we know
that a + b+ c=01in P, so as P; is a pasture and d € P;, we have that da + db+ dc = 0 in
Py, but this gives us that da + db + dc = 0 in (). Thus, we have that Ny satisfies property
(2) of being a nullset. Finally, we know that if a+b+0=01in Q, then a+b+ 0= 0in Py,
but as P is a pasture this implies that @ = —b. Thus, the N, satisfies property (3) of being
a nullset. Thus, we have that @) is indeed a pasture, namely it is a subpasture of P;.

Since () is a subpasture of P;, we have that the inclusion ¢ : Q — P, is a morphism.
Furthermore, we have that for x € @ that f(q(x)) = f(z) = g(z) = g(q(z)), so we have that

feqg=goq O
Lemma 4.3. If Q' is a pasture and ¢' : Q' — Py is a morphism such that foq = go ¢/,
then there is a unique map u : Q' — @ such that gou = ¢'.

Proof. We have that @) is a subpasture of P;. Thus, we will show that the image of )’ under
¢ is contained in (). To see this we note that since foq = go(q/, so for x € )/ we have that
f(d'(z)) = g(¢'(z)), so we must have that ¢'(z) € Q. Now let us define the map v : Q" — @
by u(z) = ¢/(x). This is clearly a morphism of pastures as ¢'(x) is a morphism; furthermore,
we have that q(u(z)) = ¢'(z).

Now let us show that any such morphism is unique. That is if v’ : Q' — @Q is a map such
that gou’ = ¢ then u = «’. This is quite clear since we have that ¢ is just an inclusion map,
so we must have that ¢ = go v = «/, but we have that ¢ = u. Thus, we indeed have that
the map u is unique, and () satisfies the universal property of equalizers. O
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We summarize our results in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.4. The category of pastures has equalizers.

5. COEQUALIZERS

In this section, we shall show that coequalizers exist in the category of pastures. Recall
that given pastures Py, P, and maps f, g : I} — F; the coequalizer of f and g is a pasture
Q@ along with a map ¢ : P, — @ such that for any other pasture @)’ with a map ¢’ : P, — @)’
there is a unique map v : Q — @’ that makes the following diagram commute:

f
P1 L} P2 L) Q

% »
O

Definition 5.1. Given pastures P, and P, and maps f, g : P, — P the coequalizer of f and
g, the coequalizer of f and g is given by ). As a set we have that Q = {0} U P,*/ ~ where
the relation ~ is given by x ~ y if 2y~ = f(2)g(2)~! for some z € P;. We denote [z] to be
the equivalence class of x, and for simplicity we will let [0] = 0. In that case we have that
the multiplicative relations are given by [x][y] = [zy] for [z], [y] € @*. The involution of z
is given by —[z] = [—x], and the involution will fix 0. Then the additive relations will be
given as follows. If a + b+ ¢ = 0 in P,, then we have that [a] + [b] + [¢] = 0 in Q. Finally,
we have that the map ¢ : P, — @ will be given by ¢(z) = [z].

Now we will begin by showing that ~ is actually an equivalence relation. Then we will
show that () is a pasture, and ¢ : P, — @ is a morphism of pastures. Finally, we shall show
that @) satisfies the universal property of being a coequalizer of f and g.

Lemma 5.2. The equivalence relation on Py given by v ~ y if vy~ = f(2)g(2)~! for some
z € Py is indeed an equivalence relation.

Proof. To see that ~ is reflexive. This is true since zz=! = 1 = f(1)g(1)"'. Now to

show that ~ is symmetric, say that z ~ y, so there is some 2z € P, such that zy~! =
f(2)g(2)~t. Thus, we have that yz=' = f(271)g(27!)7!, so y ~ x. Finally to show that ~ is
transitive, say that z ~ y and y ~ 2. Thus, we have that zy~' = f(w;)g(w;)™! and yz~! =
f(w3)g(ws) ™t for some wy, wy € Py. Thus, we have that z27! = f(wy)g(wy) " f(we)g(wy) ™

f(wiwy)g(wiws)~t. Thus, we have that ~ is transitive and an equivalence relation. O

Lemma 5.3. The coequalizer () as defined is a pasture, and the map q : P, — @ is a
morphism of pastures.

Proof. We first note that [0] is the absorbing element under multiplication. Now we will
show that Q* is an abelian group. The main thing that we will show is that multiplication
is well-defined. Thus, for x,y,2',3y € P, say that x ~ 2’ and y ~ v’ let us show that
ry ~ 2'y’. Since z ~ 2/ we have that z(z')™! = f(2)g(z)~! for some z € P,. Similarly,
we have that y(y')™' = f(2)g(2’)~! for some 2’ € P;. Thus, we have that zy(z'y’)~! =
f(2)g(2) f(2)g(2)™t = f(22')g(22')"t. Thus, we have that zy ~ 2’y that is multiplication
is well-defined.

Now that we have that multiplication is well-defined. Let us show that * is an abelian

group. The identity element will be [1] since [1]|[z] = [1z] = [z] for any [z] € Q. We also
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have multiplication is closed since for [z], [y] € Q@* we have that [z][y] = [zy] € @*. Now
let us show that we have inverses. This is also clear for [z] € Q* we have that [27!] € @ x,
and [z]|[z7] = [xz~!] = [1]. Thus, we have that Q* is an abelian group.

Now we note that the involution is given by —[z] = [—z] for [z] € (). Let us show that
this is well-defined. To do this we shall show that for x ~ y for z,y € P,, then we have that
—x ~ —y. This is clear since x ~ y we have that zy~' = f(2)g(2)~! for some z € P;. We wish
to show that —z ~ —y, but we have that (—z)(—y) ™' = (=1D)z(-1)y = zy~' = f(2)g9(2)".
Thus, we know that the involution is well-defined, and it is clearly an involution.

Finally, we wish to show that the nullset Ny satisfies the additive relations. This is
relatively straight forward to see since [a] + [b] + [¢] = 0 in @ if there is some d’ € [a],
b € [b], and ¢’ € [¢] such that @’ + ¥ + ¢ =0 in P,. Thus, as P, is a pasture, we know that
any permutation of the a/, ¥, ¢ still adds to zero in P,, so any permutation of [a], [b], [¢] still
adds to zero in (). That is Ng satisfies property (1) of being a nullset.

Now say that [a]+ [b]+[c] = 0in @ and [d] € Q). Thus, we have that there is some o’ € [a],
b € [b] and ¢ € [¢] such that o’ + ¥ + ¢ = 0 in P». However, as P, is a pasture, we must have
that da’ + dV/ + dd = 0 in Py, so we get that [d][a] + [d][b] + [d][c] = [da] + [db] + [dc] =0
in ). Thus, we have that N satisfies property (2) of being a nullset.

Now say that [a] + [b] + 0 = 0 in @, so we have that there is some o’ € [a] and b’ € [b]
such that @’ + b + 0 = 0 in P, but as P, is a pasture this tells us that ' = —'. Hence we
have that —[a] = —[d/] = [—d'] = [-V] = —[b'] = —[b]. That is we have that N satisfies
property (3) of being a nullset. This concludes the proof that @ is a pasture.

Now let us show that ¢ : P, — @ given by ¢(x) = [z] is a morphism of pastures. We
see that ¢(0) = [0] = 0 and ¢(1) = [1]. Now let us show that ¢ : P;* — @Q* is an abelian
group homomorphism. To see this we simply note that ¢(zy) = [zy] = [z][y] = ¢(x)q(y).
Thus, is is an abelian group homomorphism. Now let us show that ¢ respects the involution.
This is also clear since ¢(—x) = [—z] = —[z] = —q(x). Finally, to show that g respects
additive relations. We note by definition that if a + b + ¢ = 0 in P, then we have that
q(a) + q(b) + q(c) = [a] + [b] + [¢] = 0 in Q. Thus, we have that ¢ is indeed a morphism of
pastures. [

Now it remains to show that () satisfies the universal property of coequalizers. That is if
@' is another pasture and ¢’ : P, — @' is a morphism of pastures such that ¢ o f = ¢ o g,
then there is a unique morphism u : Q — @’ such that uwoq = ¢'.

Lemma 5.4. If Q' is a pasture and ¢' : P, — Q' is a morphism such that ¢’ o f = ¢’ o g,
then there exists a unique morphism u : QQ — Q' such that uoq = ¢'. That is Q) satisfies the
universal property of being a coequalizer of f and g.

Proof. Let us define the morphism u : @ — @’ as follows u([z]) = ¢/(x). We note that by
defining w in this way it is clear that u(q(z)) = u([z]) = ¢/(z), so we have that the diagram
will commute. Thus, we simply need to show that u is well-defined, and is indeed a morphism
of pastures. Then we will show that « is unique.

Let us first by showing that u is well-defined. This amounts to showing that for z ~ y for
x,y € Py, we have that ¢'(x) = ¢/(y). We note that we restrict to the case of P, since we have
that [0] = 0, and u(0) = ¢’(0) = 0. Since we have that z ~ y we know that xy~ = f(2)g(z)!
for some z € P). We shall show that ¢'(zy~!) = 1 as this will imply that ¢'(z) = ¢/(y). Now
let us consider ¢'(zy ™) = ¢'(f(2)9(2)™") = ¢'(f(2))d'(9(2)™") = ¢'(f(2))d'(9(2)) " = 1 since
we know that ¢'(f(z)) = ¢’(g(z)). Thus, we have that our function u is well-defined.
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Now let us show that u is in fact a morphism of pastures. First we note that u([1]) =
¢(1) = 1, and u([0 ]) ¢ (0) = 0. Now let us show that u is an abelian group ho-
momorphlsm of @ and (Q')*. This is clear since we have that u([z][y]) = ¢(zy) =
7 (x)d(y) = u([z])u ([ Now let us show that u respects the additive relations. This
is also clear. Since if ] [b] + [¢] = 0 in @, then we must have that there is some
a € [a], V' € [b], and ¢ € [c] such that ¢’ + ¥ + ¢ = 0 in P,. However, as ¢’ is a mor-
phism of pastures, we have that ¢'(a’) + ¢'(0') + ¢/(¢) = 0 in @'. Thus, we have that
u([a]) + u([b]) + u([c]) = u([a']) +u([t]) + u([]) = ¢(a') + (V) + ¢'(¢") = 0. This tells us
that u preserves the additive relations, and is hence a morphism of pastures.

The final thing which remains to show is that u is the unique morphism with this property.
Thus say that v’ : Q — @’ is a morphism such that v’ o ¢ = ¢’. Let us show that v’ = w.
Since u’ is a morphism we have that «/([0]) = 0. Thus, let us show that «'([z]) = u([x]) for
[z] € @*. This is clear, since we know that u([x]) = ¢/(z). Furthermore, since we have that
u' o q = ¢. We must have that u'(q(x)) = ¢'(x), so it is the case that u'(q(x)) = v/ ([z]) =
¢ () = u(x). Thus, we have that u is unique, and @ satisfies the universal property of being
the coequalizer of f and g. O

ﬁj{l I

We summarize our results as the following theorem.

Theorem 5.5. The category of pastures has coequalizers.

6. ARBITRARY PRODUCTS

In this section, we shall show that arbitrary products exist in the category of pastures.
Thus, if I is some indexing set, and for each i € I we have some pasture P;. Then the product
of the P; is some pasture | [._; P, along with maps 7; : [[..; P, — F; for j € I. Such that
for any pasture P’ with maps f; : P’ — P; for each i € I, then there is a unique morphism
f«: P'— 1],; i such that m; 0 f, = f; for all i e I.

Definition 6.1. Given some indexing set I, and for each i € I we have pastures P;, then
we have the product [ [,.; P; is a pasture. As a set, we have that [ [,.; B = {0} U [ [.c; B~
Now we define the multiplication on [[,_; P; as follows We let 0 be an absorbing element,
and for (z;)ier, (¥i)ier € (] [;e; Pi)*, we define the product (z;)ier(¥i)ier = (2i¥i)ier. Then the
involution we will have that the involution fixes 0, and for (z;);er € ([ [,c; P»)*, we have that
—(24)ier = (—7)ier- Now to define the additive relations, we say (a;)ier + (b;)ier + (¢i)ier = 0
if a; + b; + ¢; = 0 in P, for each ¢ € I. For simplicity in this definition, we let 0 = (0);c;. Now
we define the maps 7, : [ [,.; B — P by m;((xi)ier) = ;.

el

We shall begin by showing that [[,_.; P is indeed a pasture. We will then go ahead to
show that the m; are morphisms of pastures. Finally we will show that [ [,_; P; satisfies the
universal property of being a product.

Lemma 6.2. [ [,

Proof. Let us show that [[,.; P is a pasture. We note by definition we have that 0 is
an absorbing element under multiplication. Now let us show that (] [..; P)* is an abelian
group. Let us begin by showing that the multiplication is closed. We note for (z;)icr, (i )ier €

(I Lic; B))* we have that for each i € I that z;,y; € P;*. Thus, when we take the product

P; is a pasture.

(2:)ier(Yi)ier = (2;y;)ier Now since for each i € I, we have that z;,y; € P, so x;y; € P*. Thus,

we have that (z,y;)icr € [ [,c; P = (I Lie; £i)™, 50 ([ Lie; F2) ™ is closed under multiplication.
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Now let us show that we have an identity element. We note that for each i € I, P; is a
unit, so there is some identity 1; € P;. I claim that the identity element of (Hze] )< s
(1;)ier- This is indeed true since we have that (1;)ier(x;)ier = (1i%i)ier = (4)ier. Thus, we
have an identity element of ([ [,.; Pi)*.

Now let us show that every element (x;)icr € (] [,c; F3)* has an inverse. This is indeed
true since if (2;)ier € ([ [i; F5)*- Then we have that for each i € I that z; € P*. Thus, as
each P is a pasture, we have that for each x; € P there is an element x_l € P, such that
ziw;t = 1;. I claim that (z; 1), is the inverse of (@i)ier € ([ [;e; P )>< ThlS is clear since
(ZEZ)ZEI(ZE Yier = (2w, Y)ier = (1)ier. Furthermore, we note that (x;');c; € (I Le; £)*. This
is clear since for each i € I, we have that (z;') € P, so (z; Vier € [Lie; P = ([ ie; P2)*-
This concludes the proof that (I Lic; P)* is an abelian group.

Now we make a note that the involution of [ [,.; P, is an involution, and —(z;)s is an
element of [ [,.; ;. By definition the involution fixes 0. Thus, for (z;)ier € ([ [,c; £5)*. Then
we have that (—z;)ier € ([ [,c; P)* as for each i € I we have that —z; € P*. Thus, the
involution will be well-defined.

Now let us show that Npj._ p, satisfies the properties of a nullset. Say that we have that
(a;)ier + (bi)ier + (¢i)ier = 0in [ [..; P;. Thus, we have that for each i € I that a; +b;+¢; = 0
in P;. Thus, if we permute the order of addition, since each P, is a pasture, we know that any
permutation of a; + b; + ¢; will also add to 0 in P;. Hence, we will have that any permutation
of (a;)icr + (bi)icr + (¢i)ier also sums to 0. That is Nyj_ p, satisfies property (1) of being a
nullset.

Now say to show property (2) of being a nullset is satisfied. Say that (a;)ier + (b;)ies +
(¢i)ier = 0in [ [,.; P, and (d;)ier € | [ie; Pi- let us show that (d;)ier(ai)ier + (di)ier(bi)ier +
(di)ier(¢i)ier = (di@i)ier + (dibs)ier + (dici)ier = 0 in [ [,.; Pi. This corresponds to showing
that for every ¢ € I that we have that d;a; + d;b; + d;c; = 0 in P,. This is true. Since we
know that a; + b; + ¢; = 0 in P; for every ¢ € I, and each P; is a pasture. We then have
that d;a; + dib; + dic; = 0 in P;. Thus, we have that Nj_, p, satisfies property (2) of being
a nullset.

Finally, let us show that N[y _, p, satisfies property (3) of being a nullset. That is say that
we have that (a;)ier + (0;)ier +(0)ier = 0in [ [,; P, then we have that (a;)ier = —(b;)ier. This
is equivalent to saying that a; = —b; for every ¢ € I. However, we have that a; + b; + 0 =0
for each ¢ € I. Thus as each P, is a pasture, we have that a; = —b; for each i € I that is
N1y, p, satisfies property (3) of being a nullset. This concludes the proof that [Lie; Diis a
pasture. [

Lemma 6.3. For each j € I the map 7; : | [,.; P; — P; is a morphism of pastures.

el

Proof. Say that j € I, and consider the map 7; : [ [..; P» — P; given by m;((x;)ier) = x;. Let
us show that this a morphism of pastures. We first note that W]((O)Ze[) = 0 and 7;((1;)er) =
1;. Thus, we have that 7; preserves the zero and multiplicative identity.

Now let us show that 7; : (] [,c; 5)* — P;* is a homomorphism of abelian groups. This
is clear since we have that Wj((xi)ie[(yi)ie[) = Wj((l’iyi)ie[) = T;Y; = Wj((xi)ie[>ﬂ'j((yi>ie[).
Thus, we have that m; restricts to a homomorphism of abelian groups.

Now let us show that m; respects the involution. This is clear since m;(—(x;)ier) =
mi((=2i)ier) = —x; = —m;((%i)ier)-

Finally, let us show that 7; preserves the additive relations. Say that (a;)ier + (bi)ier +
(¢i)ier = 0'in [ [,; P, then we know that a; + b; + ¢; = 0 in P, for each ¢ € 1. Thus, we have
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that 7;((ai)ier) + mj((bi)ier) + mj((¢i)ier) = a; + b; + ¢; = 0 in P; that is m; preserves the
additive relations. Hence, we have that 7; is a morphism of pastures. O

Lemma 6.4. Say that P is a pasture, and for each i € I there is a morphism f; : P' — P;,
then there is a unique morphism f,. : P' — [ [,.; P; such that m; o f. = f; for each j e I.

Proof. We shall first define what the map f, and show that it is a morphism, then we shall
show for each j € I that m; o f, = f;. Lastly, we will show such a morphism f, must be
unique.

We define f, : P' — [[,.; P; as fu(x) = (fi(x))ier, we note that f,.(0) = 0, and f.(1) =
(fi(1))ier = (1;)ier, so we have that f, preserves the zero and multiplicative identity. Now
let us show that f, will be an abelian group homomorphism of (P')* and (] [,.; ). Thus,
let © € (P')*. Then we have that f;(z) € P for each ¢ € I. Hence, we have that f.(z) =
(fi(@))ier € ([T,es P)*. Furthermore, we have that fu(zy) = (f(zy))er = (fi(z) fi(y)er =
(fi(x))ier (fi(¥))ier = fo(x)fs(y). Now we have that f, will preserve the involution since
fe(=z) = (fi(=2))ier = (= fi(@))ier = —(fi(2))ier = —fi().

Now consider a,b,c € P’ such that a + b+ ¢ = 0 in P’. Now we wish to show that
fa(a) + fu(b) + fe(c) = (fi(a))ier + (fi(0))ier + (fi(¢))ier = 0. That is we wish to show that
fila)+ f;(b)+ fi(c) = 0in P, for each i € I. However, since each f; is a morphism of pastures,
and we have that a + b+ ¢ = 0 in P’, then f;(a) + f;(b) + fi(c) = 0 in P, for every i € I.
That is we are have that f, will preserve the additive relations, and is indeed a morphism
of pastures.

Now it let us show that m; o f, = f; for every j € I. This is clear as we have that
73 fu(@) = i ((fiw)ier) = (1),

Finally, let us show that if we have some other morphism say g, : P’ — [[..; P such
that m; o g, = f; for every j € I. Let us show that g, = f.. To do this, say that z € P,
let us show that g.(z) = fi(z). We know that g.(x) = ((¥;)ier), and by definition we have
that f.(x) = ((fi(z)ir). To show that these functions are the same, we will show for every
j € I that y; = f;(x). This follows from the fact that m; o g, = f;. Thus, we have that
7Tj(g>l<(x)) =Y = fj(x)a 80 g« = [y« and f, is unique. O

We summarize our findings in the following theorem.

Theorem 6.5. The category of pastures has arbitrary products.

Now using Theorems 2.5, 4.4, and 6.5, we have fibered products, equalizers, and arbitrary
products in the category of pastures. Thus, it is a well-known theorem that a category
having these properties will have arbitrary limits of diagrams indexed by a small category.
We state this as the following theorem (see for example section 2 of chapter 5 of [ML13]).

Theorem 6.6. The category of pastures has limits of diagrams indezed by any small category.

7. ARBITRARY COPRODUCTS

In this section, we shall show that arbitrary coproducts exist in the category of pastures.
Thus, if I is some indexing set, and for each i € I we have some pasture FP;. Then the
coproduct of the P; is some pasture ®;erF; along with maps i; : P; — ®er P for j € 1.
Such that for any pasture P’ with maps f; : P; — P’ for each i € I, then there is a unique
morphism g : ®;e; P — P’ such that goi; = f; for each j € I.
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Definition 7.1. Given some indexing set I, and for each ¢ € I we have a pasture P,
then we have that the coproduct ®;c;P; is a pasture. As a set, we have that ®;c;P; =
{0} U (@®ier(P))/ ~), we will say that 0 = [(0);e7], and all other elements will look like
[(z;)ier] such that all x; = 1; except for finitely many x;. Where we have that ~ is the
equivalence relation given by (;)ie; ~ (;)ier if and only if there is an even number of indices
say i1, i2, ...lop, € I such that for all other indices j we have that x; = y; and for these indices
we have that z; = —y;, for k = 1,..,2n. We now will define the multiplication on ®;e;F;
as [(z:)ier|[(Wi)ier] = [(z:yi)ier]. Now the involution will be given as follows —[(z;)ics] =
[(yi)ier] where (y;)ier is given by picking some j € I such that x; = —y; and x; = y; for all
i € I with i # j. Finally, we define the additive relations (for nonzero elements) as follows
[(zi)ier] +[(yi)ier] +[(2)ier] = 0 if and only if there are [(2})ier] ~ [(@)ier], [(¥i)ier] ~ [(yi)ier],
and [(2;)ier] ~ [(2i)icr] such that there is some index j € I such that z’ + ¢} + 25 = 0 in P},
and for each i # j we have that 2} = y/ = 2]. Furthermore, the additive relations with [0]
are given by permutations of elements of the form [(z;)ier] + [(vi)ier] + [(0)icr] = 0 if and
only if [(z;)ier] = —[(vi)ier]. Then for each j € I we define the maps i; : P; — ®;er P by
i;(0) = [0] and i;(x) = [(vi)ier] where y; = 1; for all ¢ € I such that i # j, and y; = .

We will begin by showing that ~ is actually an equivalence relation. Then we shall show
that ®;er P is a pasture, and for j € I we have that i; : P; — ®,erF; is a morphism of pastures.
Lastly, we will show that ®;c;P; satisfies the universal property of being a coproduct of the
P,

Lemma 7.2. There is an equivalence relation on @1 P given by (z;)ier ~ (Yi)ier if and
only if there is an even number of indices say iy, 1z, ...12, € I such that for all other indices
J we have that x; = y; and for these indices we have that z;, = —y,;, fork =1,..,2n.

Proof. 1t is fairly clear that ~ is reflexive since for (x;)ic; € @ier P we have that for each
i € I that z; = x;, so ~ is reflexive (just taking the empty set to be the indices which we

involute).

Now to see that ~ is symmetric, if we have that (x;)er ~ (¥i)ier, then we have that we
have that there are an even number of indices say i1, 72, ..., %2, € I such that x;, = —y,;, for
k =1,...,2n, and z; = y; for all other indices. However, this is equivalent to y;, = —;,

for i = 1,...,2n and y; = z; for all other indices which implies that (y;)ier ~ (%i)ier, SO ~ is
symmetric.

Finally, let us show that ~ is transitive. Say that (x;)icr ~ (¥i)ier and (Yi)ier ~ (2i)ier-
Thus, we have that there are an even number of indices say iy,is,...,72, € I such that
x;, = —v,, for k =1,..,2n and z; = y; for all other indices. Similarly, we have that there
are an even number of indices say ji, jo, ..., jom € I such that y;, = —z;, for all [ = 1,...,2m
and y, = z for all other k € I. Now if we have some index ¢ # iy, j; for any k = 1, ..., 2n and
[l =1,...,2m we have that z; = y; and y; = z;, so x; = z;. Now if we consider the remaining
indices, then we shall consider two cases depending on the parity of the number of indices
1y and j; which are the same. The first case is that if we have that an odd number of indices
i, and j; are the same. In this case let us say that we have ki, ..., ko, 41 are indices both of

the form ), and j;, so we have that z;, = —yp, = 2, for ¢ = 1,2,...,2p + 1. Then we have
that there will be an odd number of the 7, which are not k,, and an odd number of j; which
are not k,, and of these we will have that z;, = —z;, and x; = —z;,, and there are an even

number of such indices, so we have that (z;)er ~ (2i)ier. Similarly, in the case that we have
ki, ..., kop are the number of indices both of the form i; and j;, then for these indices we have
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that zp, = —yx, = 2z, for ¢ = 1,...,2p. Then we have that there will be an even number of
the 45, which are not k, and an even number of the j. which are nor k,;, and of these we have
that x;, = —z;, and x;, = —z;,, and of there are an even number of such indices, so we have
that (x;)ier ~ (2i)ier- Thus, we have that ~ is transitive and an equivalence relation. O

Lemma 7.3. The arbitrary coproduct ®;e; P; is indeed a pasture, and for j € I we have that
the map i : P; — QerP; is a morphism of pastures.

Proof. We begin by showing that multiplication is well-defined. To see this say that we have
that we have (z;)ier ~ (2})ier and (y;)ier ~ (Yi)ier. Say that iy, ..., d9,, are the indices such
that z;, = —; for k=1,...,2m. Similarly, let ji, ..., j2, be the indices such that y;, = —y;,
for 7 = 1,...,2n. We note for any index not equal to any of the iy, j we will have that
x;y; = xhyi. Furthermore, of the indices iy, ..., i9,, and ji, ..., jo, if there is overlap of indices
say ki, ..., ki, then we will have that xy,yx, = 7}y, while the remaining indices will be those
with z;y; = —2ly,. And as in the transitivity of ~ argument, we will have that there will be
an even number such indices that is we will have that (z;)ier(Yi)ier = (2})icr(y})ics. That is
we have that multiplication is well-defined.

Now we note that [0] is an absorbing element under multiplication. Now since we have
that multiplication is well-defined, it is clear that it will be a closed operation. The iden-
tity element will be [(1;)s7] since we have that given any [(z;)ier] € ®ierPi, we have that
[(1)ier][(z:)ier] = [(%i)ier], so we have an identity element. Now for inverses, say that we
have [(x;)icr], and we have that iy, ...,4, are the indices such that for j # i; we have that
z; = 1. Then we will have that [(z;)ier] ™ = [(z; ')ies] since 177 = 1; we have that this will
indeed be an element which is clearly a multiplicative inverse. Thus, we have that (®;e;P;)*
will be an abelian group.

Now to see that the involution is indeed an involution. We note that given [(z;)s], then

we have that —[(z;)ier] = [(¥i)ier] chooses some index say j and sets y; = —x; and y; = z;
for all i # j. We note that involuting again gives us ——[(z;)icr] = [(2i)ier] twice corresponds
to picking two indices say j, k and setting z; = —x;, 2, = —xy, and z; = x; for all ¢ # j, k.

Thus, we see that — — [(x;)ier] = [(x;)ier] by the definition of the equivalence relation. Thus,
the involution is well-defined.

Now we show that the additive relations satisfy the axioms of the null set. We note
that it is clear from the additive relations that they will be invariant under permutations.
Similarly, we note that the relations involving 0 make it such that property (3) of the null
set is satisfied. Thus, for property (2), say that we have that (non-zero) [(x;)ier] + [(vi)ier] +
[(2:)ier] = 0 where we have chosen these representatives such that there is an index j such
that x; + y; + 2, = 0 and x; = y; = z; for i # j. Then for any [(w;):e;] if we consider

[(Ii)ief][(wi)ief] + [(yi>iel][(wi>iel] + [(Zi>iel][(wi>iel] =0

Since the jth index will be z;w; + y;w; + zjw; = 0, and for i # j we have that z;w; = y,w; =
ziw;. Thus, we have that property of the null set (2) is satisfied. we note in the case where
there is a zero element in the sum, a similar proof holds. Thus, the additive relations are
satisfied, and we have that ®;c;P; is a pasture.

Now to see that for each j € I we have that the function ¢; : P; — ®erF; is a morphism
of pastures. First it is clear that i;(0) = 0 and ¢;(1) = [(1;)ier]- To see that i; respects
multiplication we note that for =,y € P;, we have that i;(zy) = [(2;)ier] where z; = xy and
z; = 1y for every i # j. Furthermore, we note that i;(x) = [(2;)ier] where z; = x and z; = 1,
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for i # j. Similarly, 7;(y) = [(¥:)ier] where y; = y and y; = 1; for i # j. From this it is clear
that i;(zy) = i;(2)i;(y). Thus, we have that i, respects multiplication.

Now to see that ¢; respects the additive relations, we note that if x +y + 2z = 0 in P;, then
we have that i;(x) = [(2;)ier] where x; = x and z; = 1; for ¢ # j, and similarly for i;(y) and
i;(z). Thus, if we consider i;(z) + i;(y) + i;(2) = 0 since we have for all i # j we have that
x; = y; = % = 1;, and for the index j we have that z; +y; + 2; = x + y + z = 0. Thus, we
have that ¢; respects the additive relations, and is a morphism of pastures. 0

Lemma 7.4. If P is a pasture and for each i € I we have that f; : P — P is a morphism
of pastures, then there exists a unique map g : Qie; Py — P; such that for each j € I we have
that f; = goi; that is Qier P satisfies the universal property of the coproduct.

Proof. We shall begin by defining g : ®ic;P; — P. For [(x;)icr] € ®ierP;, we know that
all z; = 1; except for finitely many say for 4y,...i,, € I we have that z;; # 1;; and for the
remaining indices x; = 1;. Thus, we define g([(x;)icr]) = fi, (xiy) fir (%iy) ... fi, (z5,). We make
the note that if we also include indices j € I such that x; = 1;, then as f;(1;) = 1 adding
this to the product will not change it, so it is helpful to allow some of the indices to be 1.
In the case of where z; = 1; for each i € I we define g([(1;)]icr) = 1, and we also define
9(0) = 0.

We first will show that g is well-defined. That is if we have that [(z;)ier] ~ [(¥:)ier], then
9([(xi)ier]) = 9([(yi)ier])-

Let 4y, ..., i, be the indices where either x;, # 1 or y;, # 1. Furthermore, since [(z;)er] ~
[(vi)ier], we have an even number of indices just order them say i, ...,7, are such that
x;, = —Y;, for k. =1,...,2n. Then we have that

2n m 2n m
g([@ier]) = (] [ faleaDC T F@n)) = (] o)) C T Fr(wi)) = F([(0)ier])
k=1 k=2n+1 k=1 k=2n+1
Thus, we have that g is a well-defined function.

We now show that g is a morphism of pastures. We have by definition that g([(0)./]) = 0,
and ¢([(1;)ier]) = 1. To see that ¢ is multiplicative say that we have [(x;)icr], [(vi)icr] €
®ier P, and let ¢y, ..., 1, be indices such that either x; # 1; ory,; # 1, for k=1,...,n, and
x; = y; = 1, for j # 4. Then we have that

9([(@s)ierl[(Wi)ier]) = 9([(xiyi)ier]) = fir (i Yir ) - i (T4, Yi)
= fi (i) fir iy ) - fi (@i,) fir, (W) = 9([(%)ier]) 9([(yi)iex])

Thus, we have that g preserves the multiplication. Now to see that g preserves the involution
say that we have [(2;)ier] € ®ier P, and say that 4y, ..., 7, are the indices such that x;, # 1;,.
Then we have that —[(x;)ier| = [(¥i)ier] where say x;, = —y;, and z; = y; for all other j # .
Then we have that

—9([(xi)ier]) = = fir (i) fin (i) = fir (i) fi (i) = fiy (Wir) - fins (Vi) = 9([(Yi)iex])

Thus, we have that g preserves the involution.

Finally, to see that the additive relations are preserved. That is let us say that we have
[(zi)ier), [(Wi)ier], [(2i)ier] € ®ier Pi such that [(z;)ier] + [(i)ier] + [(2i)ier] = 0. Now we wish
to show that g([(x:)ier]) + 9([(¥i)ier]) + 9([(2i)ier]) = 0. To see this we have that there is
some index j such that x; + y; + z; = 0 in P;, so we have that f;(x;) + f;(y;) + fi(z;) =0
in P’. Let us first make the assumption that each of these values are nonzero, then for all
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other indices ¢ # j we have that x; = y; = z;. Now if we consider the values say j, i1, 22, ..., in
in which we have that each of the z;,,v;,, 2, # 1;, for k=1, ..,n. Then we have that

9([(@i)ier]) + g([(W)ier]) + 9([(22)ier])
= fi() (@i ) fin (@,) + Fi i) fir Wi ) fio (i) + £3(25) fir (200 fin (20,
= fil@j) fi (@) fin @i,) + [5(y;) fir (@ar) - fi (2i,) + () fir (@) fi (20,) = O
In the case when we have that one of the elements is 0, without loss of generality say we
have [(2i)ier] = [(0)ier], then we have that [(x;)ier] = —[(¥i)ier]. Then we have that

9([@aier]) + 9([(aier]) + 9([0)ier]) = g([(zi)ier]) + —g([(z1)ier]) + 9([(0)ier]) = O

Thus, we have that g preserves the additive relations and that ¢ is indeed a morphism of
pastures.

Now let us show that for j € I we have that f; = g o4;. This is clear since we have that
for z € P we have that g(i;(z)) = g([(i)ier]) where y; = x and y; = 1; for all i # j. Thus,
we have that g([(vi)er]) = fj(x), and we have that ¢g(i;(0)) = g(0) = 0 = f;(0). Hence, we
have that f; = g o¢; for each j € I.

Now let us show that g is unique. Say that we have some other function say h such
that f; = h o, for each j € I. let us show that h = ¢g. Say that we have some element
[(z:)ier] € ®ier P, and say that iy, ..., 4, are the indices such that z; = 1; for j # 4y, ..., 1,.
Now since we have that f; = hoi; we have that if [(2;)ier] € ®ier P; such that x; = x; and
x; = 1; for all i # j, then we have that h([(z;)ier]) = f;j(z;). Now let us denote [(y;-’“)je[] be
such that y;, = =;, and y; = 1; for all j # i. Then we have that [(x;)es] = HZ:I[(y;k)je[];
thus, we have that

h([(@:)ier]) = A J1w)ser]) H ([(y)ser]) H (w3,) = g([(@:)ier])
k=1 k=1 k=1

Thus, we have that ¢ = h, so g must be unique. O
We summarize our results as the following theorem.
Theorem 7.5. The category of pastures has arbitrary coproducts.

Now using Theorems 3.6, 5.5, and 7.5, we have fibered products, equalizers, and arbitrary
products in the category of pastures. Thus, by the dual theorem we used to show we had
limits, we have that the category of pastures have arbitrary colimits of diagrams indexed by
a small category. We state this as the following theorem.

Theorem 7.6. The category of pastures has colimits of diagrams indexed by any small
category.
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