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NAIVE HOMOTOPY THEORIES IN CARTESIAN CLOSED
CATEGORIES

ENRIQUE RUIZ HERNANDEZ' AND PEDRO SOLORZANO*

ABSTRACT. An elementary notion of homotopy can be introduced between ar-
rows in a cartesian closed category £. The input is a finite-product-preserving
endofunctor IIp with a natural transformation p from the identity which is
surjective on global elements. As expected, the output is a new category &,
with objects the same objects as £.

Further assumptions on £ provide a finer description of £, that relates it
to the classical homotopy theory where Iy could be interpreted as the “path-
connected components” functor on convenient categories of topological spaces.
In particular, if £ is a 2-value topos the supports of which split and is further-
more assumed to be precohesive over a boolean base, then the passage from &£
to &p is naturally described in terms of explicit homotopies—as is the internal
notion of contractible space.

MOTIVATION

Lawvere ﬂﬂ] investigates the properties of a space T in order for it to be an
unparameterized unit of time in the context of the foundations for Differential
Synthetic Geometry. It should be the case that for discrete spaces

AT = 4, (1)

i.e. no motion is posible. It ought to be a space so small as to contain only one
point yet far from isomorphic to the singleton. In particular, Lawvere considers a
reflector my that preserves finite products and the codomain of which is to consist of
spaces A of non-becoming. And in general, for any other space X, mo(X7) = mo(X)
if and only if the pullback R of evg : TT — T along the unique point 0 : 1 — T is
connected; i.e. mo(R) = 1.

Also, Lawvere M] discusses the notion of contractible space in the process of
deriving some consequences of his Axiomatic Cohesion. Therein, he suggests the
existence of a homotopy category within the definition of extensive quality. A guid-
ing idea is definitely that of homotopies between continuous maps. A topological
space is contractible if its identity map is homotopic to a constant map.

Intuitively, the category of homotopy classes is thus defined to have the same
objects and as arrows functions modulo homotopy, [X,Y]. For well-behaved topo-
logical spaces, regarding sets of path-connected components as topological spaces
with the discrete topology produces an endofunctor X — 7o(X) together with a

Date: May 8, 2024.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 18B25; Secondary 55U40.
Key words and phrases. Topos, connectedness, precohesion.

(¥) CONACYT-UNAM Research fellow.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.03793v1

2 RUIZ AND SOLORZANO

natural transformation X — mo(X). One can obtain the following identification
[X, Y] = mo(Y), (2)

once Y is endowed with a canonical topology (e.g. the compact-open topology on
sufficiently nice spaces). Conversely, one could begin with the natural transforma-
tion 1 = o, and use (2) as the definition of the equivalence classes of arrows that
are homotopic in some abstract sense. Marmolejo and Menni [6] provide a way of
formalizing this.

MAIN RESULTS

The main purpose of this report is to propose another method which has the
advantage of not requiring to look at enriched categories (cf. [6]). Starting from a
cartesian closed category (CCC) the name of an arrow f : X — Y is the transpose
“f:1 =YX of the arrow fonmyx : 1 x X = Y. It provides a way to internalize the
arrows: the exponential YX ‘contains’ all the arrows in a natural way and there
are internal compositions ¢ : Z¥ x YX — ZX that satisfy all the usual properties.

Define a homotopy theory on a cartesian closed category £ to be a natural trans-
formation p : 1¢ = Ilp : £ — & such the functor IIj preserves products and the
function

E(l,px): E(1,X) = E(1, (X))
is surjective for every X € £.

Two arrows f,g: X — Y in £ are p-homotopic to each other if and only if their
names ‘f,'g’ : 1 = YX satisfy

pyx o ‘f =pyxo‘g.

Denote this equivalence relation by ~,,.

Theorem A. For a cartesian closed category £ with a homotopy theory p : 1g =
Il : £ — &, there is a homotopic category &, for € as follows: Ob(E,) := Ob(E)
and

E(X,Y) :=E(X,Y)/~p
>~ £(1,T(Y)).

1t follows that &, is also cartesian closed; and if £ is further assumed to be extensive
and distributive, then so is &,.

Denote by H,, the obvious functor from £ to &,. The authors |[11] show that in a
topos € that satisfies a Nullstellensatz (NS, “any non-initial object has points”) and
the WDQO postulate (“For every object there exists a minimal decidable object
px : X — II(X) that uniquely factors arrows to 1 + 1”), Dec(€) is an exponential
ideal of &£: there is an adjunction II 4 Z : £ = Dec(€), where 7 is the inclusion
functor and IT preserves finite products.

Theorem B. If £ is a topos satisfying NS and WDQO, then the unit p : 1 = TII

is a homotopy theory for € and there is an adjunction
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with g H, =11 and ¢* = H,Z. In other words, that Dec(€) is an exponential ideal
of &p.

The identity functor is clearly a homotopy theory. In toposes that satisfy NS
!x : X — 1 is a homotopy theory on £. Moreover, in such toposes, any local
operatorﬂ Jj Q@ — Q induces a homotopy theory g; by considering the largest
j-separable quotient (which always exists, see Appendix [B]).

In the topological context, being homotopic is given explicitly by way of homo-
topies, continuous maps from the domain times an interval to the codomain. In
general, the relationship ~, does not explicitly have such a description. One direc-
tion is always true, provided that one substitutes “an interval” with “a connected
object”. This replacement is intuitively natural recalling that Iy is to abstract
“path-connected components”.

Theorem C. For any cartesian closed £ with a homotopy theory p, two arrows
frg : X — Y are p-homotopic if there is a connected object A with two global
elements a,b : 1 — A and an arrow h : A X X — Y such that the following
diagrams commute:

f

X" AxX——=Y
(a!,1) h

b,
P g x oy

g
Furthermore, in the case when £ is a topos satisfying NS and WDQO, the converse
holds for the induced homotopy theory.

The following result provides an explicit necessary condition to Lawvere’s unpa-
rameterized unit of time 7. For a homotopy theory p on a cartesian closed £ say a
pointed object A is p-contractible whenever the identity map 14 is p-homotopic to
the constant map a! for some point a : 1 — A.

Theorem D. Let £ be a cartesian closed category with a homotopy theory p. Let
A€ & and for any X let ox : X — X4 the transpose of the projection X x A — X.
The following are equivalent.

(1) The object A is p-contractible.

(2) For every object X € &, My(ox) : To(X) — To(XA) is an isomorphism.
Moreover, when £ is a topos satisfying NS, WDQO and McLarty’s DSO postulate
(“There exists a unique decidable subobject for any given object containing all its
points.”) and p is the associated homotopy theory, they are also equivalent to the
following.

(3) For every X € €, AX is connected.

(4) The object A has a point and A is connected.

Lawvere |4] defines a contractible object to be one that satisfies the property (3)
in the previous theorem. The authors [11] show that for a topos £ that satisfies
NS, WDQO and DSO it follows that Dec(€) is a topos and that £ is precohesive
over Dec(€). Therefore, in said context, an object is Lawvere contractible if and

IThese are also called (Lawvere-Tierney) topologies.
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only if it is p-contractible. Lawvere uses the definition of contractibility to define
the notion of sufficient cohesion (“Any object can be embedded in a contractible
object”) and proves a version of the following result (see also Menni ﬂﬂ])

Theorem E. Let £ be a topos satisfying NS, WDQO and DSO. The following
statements are equivalent:

(1) & is sufficiently cohesive.

(2) The identity map of the subobject classifier is p-homotopic to a constant
map; i.e. § is contractible.

(3) There is a bipointed connected object.

(4) Any nonempty ——-sheaf in € is connected.

In doing so, he proves that this condition is incompatible with being a quality
type (“having connected components with exactly one point each”). If the Law of
Excluded Middle is valid in one’s metalogic, one has an actual dichotomy in the
setting of precohesion over decidables in the presence of NS: A non degenerate topos
& that satisfies NS, WDQO and DSO is either sufficiently cohesive or a quality type
but not both.

Back to the context of Synthetic Differential Geometry, these techniques provide
an explicit verification of when T' any connected object and A decidable; and of
Lawvere’s Proposition 1 ir%]: if there is a retraction from 77 to R then T satisfies
property (2) of[Theorem DIif and only if R is connected (and in fact contractible)—
and thus there £ must be sufficiently cohesive.

Aknowledgements. The authors acknowledge Omar Antolin for his permanent
support and for several meaningful conversations which ultimately lead to some of
the results of this report.
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1. ELEMENTARY OBSERVATIONS ABOUT CARTESIAN CLOSED CATEGORIES

To set notation and to recall some basic features, let £ be a cartesian closed
category, axiomatically endowed with the adjunction

() x A ()4
Denote its evaluation map by ev‘;‘{ : X4 x A — X. For any A fixed, let af} X —

X4 denote the transpose of mx : X x A — X. It is natural in X. In the case
A=1, U}( : X — X' is an isomorphism, and its inverse is

X! — XIx1—=X.
71';(1 cvﬁ(

If X,A €&, then o4 : X — X is naturally isomorphic to X' : X! — X4 in the
sense that

X' ook =0%. (3)
The name ‘f’: 1 — YX of an arrow f : X — Y is the transpose of the arrow

fomx :1xX — Y. The maps ¢ assign to any point the name of the corresponding
constant function: If a : 1 — A is a point of A € £ and B is arbitrary, then

ofoa="‘aolp’. (4)
For a point ¢ : 1 — T and an object X € &, define evly : X7 — X as the composite

1

! ch
Y XT o X XT o SNy (5)

XT
It is naturally isomorphic to Xt : X7 — X1
X' =gk oevly, (6)
which justifies X* being considered as, or even called, evaluation at t. Also, since
1=lot,
eviy ook =1, (7)

which proves that U)T( is split monic.
The internal composition (see Section 6.3 in McLarty [8]) c: Z¥ x YX — Z¥ is
the transpose of

(ZY xYX)x X —= 2V x (VX x X) 2% 7Y xy <o 7,

and makes the following diagram commute:
1
(‘g’#f’)l \ (8)
ZY xyX — zX

for every arrow f : X — Y and every arrow g : Y — Zin &. If f: X — Y and
g:Y — Z are arrows in &, then

g oifr="‘gof, (9)

and
Zlotg ="go f. (10)
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If £ is distributive, then there is a natural isomorphism « : ZXTY — ZX x ZY for
every X, Y, Z € £ such that

aof=(ff) (11)
for any f : Ax (X +Y) — Z, where the arrows f; and fo are defined by the

following commutative diagram:

Ax X +AxY

:l \\\\Qifl

Ax (X +Y)——7.

2. MAIN DEFINITIONS AND FIRST CONSEQUENCES

Let £ be a cartesian closed category, a homotopy theory on £ is a natural trans-
formation p : 1¢ = Iy : £ — & such that the functor IIy preserves finite products
and the function £(1,px) : £(1,X) = £(1,IIp(X)) is surjective for every X € £.
In particular, it follows that the next diagram commutes:

PXxYy

X XY ——=TH(X xY)

\;;;;>\\* lm (12)

Io(X) x To(Y).
Two arrows f,g: X — Y in £ are said to be homotopic to each other if and only
if their names ‘f’,%g’ : 1 — Y satisfy
pyxo'f’=pyxo'g.

Denote this equivalence relation by ~.
Define the homotopy category &, for £ as follows: Ob(&,) := Ob(€) and

E(X,Y) = E(X,Y)/~ (13)
Composition is defined as the equivalence class of the composition of representa-

tives. To see that this is indeed well defined, let f,g € £(X,Y) with f ~ ¢g and
h,k € E(Y,Z) with h ~ k. Then, by () and (I2)), the following diagram commutes:

(R0 f7)
| ———= 7Y xY¥X pZY—XpYX>HO(ZY) x Mo (V™)

(K9
o Lc ln@)

zX Iy (Z2%).

Pyx

‘kog

Hence ho f ~kog.
Notice that £(X,Y)/~ = E(1,YX)/~', with ‘f’ ~' ‘g’ if and only if pyx o ‘f’ =
pyx o ‘g’. So one has a bijective correspondence

E(1, VX)) ~ —== £(1, (Y Y)).

2.1. Proposition. Let £ be a cartesian closed category with a homotopy theory
p:1=1y. For any arrow ¢ : B — A in &, the natural transformation E,(p, —) :
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Ep(A,—) = &E,(B, —) can be described as follows: Letr: X —Y be an arrow in &,
then

£(1,To(x4)) SLD e 11(xB)) = TI)(X¥) o u

5(1,H0(r“))l lg(l,Ho(rB)) I I

E(1, o (Y4)) Z L) E(1,TH(Y'P)) Ho(r?) o u ——=TlH(Y? 0 r4) o u.

Proof. Since Y% or4 =B o X%,

Ep(e,
£,(A, X) ", (B, x) P X% o
EP(A,T)\L \LEP(B,T) I I
5p(A7Y)mgp(B,Y) Ao fl—=Y¥ordof? = rBoX¥?o'f

where f € £,(A,X). Note that the following commutative diagram:

1o xA Ly x4y

TA\L lHO(TA)

YA ——To(Y*)
Y"’l lno(yv’)

YEB - o (Y B).
The conclusion follows from the functoriality of Ilj. O

2.2. Example. Let £ be a cartesian closed category. The identity 1:1g = 1g is a
homotopy theory.

2.3. Example. If &€ has an initial object and if X € € has a point for every X # 0,
then !: 1g = (=) is a homotopy theory.

2.4. Example. For a fized object A, o : 1 — (-)? might not be a homotopy theory
when A % 1.

2.5. Example. Let £ be a topos and let j : 2 — (2 be a local operator. Then, by
B2 q:1c = Q; is a homotopy theory in € if € satisfies NS.
3. CATEGORICAL PROPERTIES OF THE HOMOTOPY CATEGORY

Now that it has been established that &, is a category, the main purpose of this
section is to finish the proof of [Theorem Al That &, inherits the properties of being
cartesian closed, extensive and distributive.

3.1. Proposition. If &€ is a cartesian closed category with a homotopy theory, then
Ep has products.

Proof. Let f,f': Z — X and g,9' : Z — Y be such that f ~ f' and g ~ ¢’. To
verify that (f,g) ~ (f',¢'), let ¢ be the isomorphism (X x Y)? =2 X% x YZ. So

(f797) =Co(fg)
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since in general, for an arrow (ry,m3) : Ax Z - X x Y,

o —

(F1,72) = o (ri,m2).

Now, the following diagram commutes:

“frg) F,5")

ZXXY >< ZY

ZzX XPzYy
Pzxxy PzX xzY

o (ZX*Y) H—O(O>HO(ZX x ZV) —=To(Z%) x To(ZY).

Therefore (‘f7,‘g’) ~ (‘f"”,%g"). Hence ‘(f, gy ~ (f',q¢'). O

3.2. Proposition. If £ is a cartesian closed category with a homotopy theory, then
&p has exponentials.

Proof. Let f,f': X x Z — Y be such that f ~ f’. To verify that f ~ f/, let £ be
the isomorphism YX*% = (YZ)X. So

Lf7:§O(f7
since in general, for an arrow r: AX X X Z =Y,
F=Eor,

where on the left-hand side of the equation the inner ( A) is with respect to Z and
the exterior one with respect to X, and on the right-hand side of the equation the

(—) is with respect to X x Z. Therefore if f ~ f’, then f ~ f’ since the following

diagram commutes:

YX><Z

pYXXZL lp(YZ)X

I (Y **7) THO((YZ)X)- 0

3.3. Proposition. Let £ be a cartesian closed category with a homotopy theory. If
€ has finite sums then £, has finite sums and is therefore distributive. Explicitly,
if fi,91: X — Z and fa,92 :' Y — Z are such that fi ~ g1 and fo ~ g2, then

[f1: fa] ~ [91, g2].

Proof. By (I,
(fi, f27) = aot[fr, fo]
(‘g1’,'92") = ao'lgr, gal'.
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Hence the following diagram commutes:

‘91, 92]

1
(‘fl’,‘fz’)\u (‘g17,'g2")

ZX X ZY - ZX+Y

o
PzXxzY
Pyzx XPgzy PzX+Y

HQ(ZX) X Ho(Zy) —= HQ(ZX X ZY) S E—— HQ(ZX+Y),

wherefore the conclusion follows. O

3.4. Proposition. Let £ be a cartesian closed category with a homotopy theory. If
€ is extensive and distributive then so is &,.

Proof. Suppose the canonical functor

FE/X X E)Y = E/(X +Y)

A B A+ B
fl gl — lerg
X, Y X+Y

is an equivalence for every pair of objects X,Y € £. So consider the analogous
functor for &£, and name it H(+4). Hence, as + is dense, so is H(+). The fullness of
H(+) follows from that of +. Now, let h,7: A — A’ and k,s : B — B’ be arrows
such that the following diagrams commute:

[h+kK] [r+s]

A+ B A+ B A+ B A + B
X+Y X+Y
Suppose [h + k] = [r + s]. By33]
[ix]o[h] = [ix]or] and [iv] o [k] = [iv] o [s].

As &, is distributive (again by B3], injections are monic (see Carboni, Lack, and
Walters |2, Proposition 3.3]). Therefore [h] = [r] and [k] = [s]. Hence H(+) is
faithful. That is, H(+) is an equivalence of categories. O

Proof of [Theorem Al This is the content of B B2 B3] and B4l O

4. EXPLICIT HOMOTOPIES AND CONTRACTIBILITY I

Two notions are fundamentally associated with the concept of homotopy theory.
One is the concept of homotopy between maps and the other one is that of a space
being contractible. At this generality not much more than the definition can be
said, yet as advertised by the first parts of [Lheorem Cl and [Iheorem DI they are

consistent with one’s intuition.
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An explicit homotopy between two functions f and g in a cartesian closed cate-
gory £ with a homotopy theory p: 1 = Il is an arrow h: A x X — Y where A is
connected, IIp(A4) = 1, for which there are two points a,b: 1 — A such that

f

X s AxX ——=Y
(al,1) h

x U A x oy

g
An object A is said to be p-contractible if it has a point @ : 1 — A such that a! ~ 1 4.

4.1. Theorem. Let £ be a cartesian closed category with a homotopy theory p :
1 =Tly. If there is an explicit homotopy between f and g, then f ~ g.

Proof. Let h: A x X — Y be as required. The following diagram commutes:

Ix X —XsXx

axll /
(al,1)

Ax X f

N

Hence ha = ‘f’. Similarly, hb = ‘g,
On the other hand, since A is connected, a ~ b. Hence the following diagram
commutes:

P
m
a h

1m=—=A—= VX

b
pPA l lpyx
o (h)

HQ(A) %H()(YX) O

4.2. Theorem. Let £ be a cartesian closed category with a homotopy theory p :
1 = Iy, and let A € E. Then A is p-contractible if and only if, for every object
X €&, Ho(ox) : Tp(X) = To(XA) is an isomorphism.

Proof. By (@), it is enough to verify the claim for ITo(X'). By 2l Ip(X') is an
isomorphism if and only if

&0, x) e (4, x)

is a natural isomorphism. By Yoneda, this is equivalent to A =¢ 1, i.e. that there
is a point a : 1 — A of A such that a! ~ 14. O
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5. REFLECTIVITY OF THE SUBCATEGORY OF DECIDABLES UNDER HOMOTOPY

Given a topos & precohesive over a topos S, Lawvere |4] claims that S is also
an exponential ideal of an associated homotopy category. From [11] it is known
that a topos £ that satisfies the NS is precohesive over a boolean base if and only
if it also satisfies the WDQO and DSO postulates. From this, one can assume that
S = Dec(€). The purpose of this section is to exhibit Dec(€) as an exponential
ideal of &£, when £ is just assumed to satisfy NS and WDQO, as advertised by
[Theorem Bl

He suggests elsewhere in [4] that having an explicit homotopy between maps
should induce the same map between the objects of pieces. This is true when & is
a topos that satisfies NS and WDQO.

5.1. Proposition. Let £ be a topos that satisfies NS and WDQO. Then IIr = Ils
for any two r,s : X — Y homotopic arrows in E. If, furthermore, Y is decidable,
then r = s.

Proof. Notice that the following diagram commutes:

IxX—2> > X
‘r’xlil‘s x1 rlls\
YX x X Y 1156

Therefore, as px o wx is an epimorphism, IIr = IIs.
Lastly, py is an isomorphism when Y is decidable, thus finishing the proof. [

Proof of [Theorem B. By [11, Theorem B]), there is already an adjunction:

£
H< 431
Dec(€).
Its counit € : IIZ = 1 of II 4 Z is also the counit for an adjunction ¢ - ¢* :
Dec(€) — &,. Indeed, the only thing to check is that if two arrows f,g: X — TA

are homotopic, then their corresponding arrows €4 o Ilf,e4 o Ilg : IIX — A under
the adjunction IT 4 Z are the same. This follows from .11 O

5.2. Remark. Notice that since Z is full and faithful, the counit € of the adjunction
Dec(E)(TIE, A) =2 E(E,TA) is the isomorphism

€A=py
for every A € Dec(€).

6. DECIDABILITY AND THE IMPOSSIBILITY OF MOTION

Lawvere |5] proposes ([I) as part of the requirement for an object T to be an
unparameterized unit of time. If £ is a topos satisfying NS and WDQO, this turns
out to be satisfied by any connected exponent and any decidable base.
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6.1. Theorem. Let £ be a topos satisfying NS and WDQO. If T is a connected
object with a point 0:1 — T and A is decidable, then

evy AT 5 A
is an isomorphism.

Proof. Tt is clear that there are have natural isomorphisms

e e e
—x1
and
ExE
Hkoix /
ExE
Therefore the following horizontal composites are natural isomorphisms:
—x1 N
gor o gon T gop 0 gy (14)
c~— 7
1
and
EoP x gop
£oP 5 £op . (15)

\/

Now, suppose A € Dec(€) and X is any object of £. The following are natural
bijections:

E(X,AT) = (X x T, A)
E(X x T, A) = Dec()(II(X x T), A).
Dec(E)IU(X x T),A) = EIy(X x T), A)
E(Mp(X xT),A) 2 E(IHX x LT, A) by (@3]
E(MoX x T, A) = (I X, A) by ()
E(Mlo X, A) = Dec(€)(I1X, A)
Dec(E)(IIX, A) =2 £(X, A).

Therefore there is a natural isomorphism &£(—, AT) = £(—, A). So, by Yoneda,
AT = A,

More explicitly, consider arrows f : X — AT and ¢ : X — A in & related
by this chain of isomorphisms. Successive corresponding arrows in the chain are
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represented by radial arrows proceeding counter-clockwise from f in the following
diagram:

X><T—>X

YAl
NG A

o (X) x Ho(T)

Since the outer pentagon commutes, the whole diagram commutes with

f=gom, (16)

which by uniqueness must necessarily always hold. Thus, to finish the proof, it
remains to verify that

ev = 140 = evY omy. (17)
To this effect, recall that by (), evy = ev’ o(1,0!), so that

ev omp = ev o(mp, 01). (18)
Notice that

H0(<7T0, O'>) = ¢_1 o Ho(ﬂ'o), HQ(O')>

This implies that II(ev’) = Ip(evY omg) and—since p4 is an isomorphism—(I7)
as well, which finishes the proof. (|

7. EXPLICIT HOMOTOPIES AND CONTRACTIBILITY II

This section continues the exploration on the concepts of explicit homotopy and
of contractible space, first in the presence of NS+WDQO, and later under the full
precohesion assumption NS+WDQP+DSO. In particular it completes the proofs
of [I’heorem Cl and [I’heorem DI through the following two theorems.

7.1. Theorem. Let £ be a topos satisfying NS and WDQO with its associated
homotopy theory p. If f ~ g: X — Y then there is a bipointed connected object A
and an explicit homotopy h : A x X — Y between them.

7.2. Theorem. Let & be a topos satisfying NS, WDQO and DSO. Let A € £. Then
oA*) =1
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for every X € & if and only if there is a point a : 1 — A such that a! ~ 14. That
is, II(AX) =1 for every X € & if and only if A is contractible under the associated
homotopy theory p for E.

Proof of[7d} Let f,g : X — Y be two homotopic arrows in £. Let K be the
pullback

K%YX

| b

1 T (Y).

p(‘f")
Thus II(K) = 1 by Proposition 2.1 and Theorem 2.4 in [11]. Now, let a: 1 — K
and b: 1 — K be the corestrictions of ‘f’:1 — Y and ‘¢’ : 1 — YX to K, resp.
Let h: K x X — Y be the following composite:

Kx X>2LyX o x . vy

The following diagram commutes:

X —— (a! KXX>—>YX><X—>Y

N

1><X—>X

1

A similar diagram commutes for g. O
Proof of [7.3 Suppose II(AX) = 1 for every X € £. Hence, by definition,
Ep(X, A) = E(1,TTI(AY))
>~ £(1,1)
=&,(X,1).
Since £(X, 1) = 1, that isomorphism is natural. Therefore, by Yoneda, A =¢ 1.
That is, there is a point a : 1 — A of A such that a! ~ 14.

Conversely, suppose A is contractible; that is, there is a point @ : 1 — A in A
such that a! ~ 14. Hence

1—2> 474 AX
is a point of AX. Now, let g : X — A be an arbitrary arrow in £. So, by hypothesis,
g ~ a!. Hence 1 = &,(X,A) = E(1,ZII(AX)). Therefore II(A¥X) has just one
necessarily dense point, so by Theorems C, D and 7.2 in [11], IT(A%) = 1. (]

7.3. Corollary. Let £ be a nondegenerate topos satisfying NS, WDQO and DSO.
Let A be an object of & with a point. Then II(A?) = 1 if and only if A has a point
a:1— A such that a! ~ 14.

Proof. If A has a point a : 1 — A such that a! ~ 14, II(A4) = 1. Conversely, if
II(A%) =1 and A has a point b: 1 — A, then £,(A4, A) =1 and thus bl ~ 14. O



NAIVE HOMOTOPY THEORIES IN CARTESIAN CLOSED CATEGORIES 15

7.4. Remark. For £ non degenerate, 0° = I1(0°) = 1 yet 0 has no points.

8. QUALITY TYPES VS. SUFFICIENT COHESION

Let £ be a topos precohesive over a Boolean base and satisfying NS. By Theorems
C and D in [11], this can be explicitly realized by the following string of adjoints:

&
n (z("b A
Dec(€)

The following results within the section all have this assumption. Herein, two
postulates are compared: Being a “quality type” and having sufficient cohesion.
The former means § = p o+ is a natural isomorphism (see for example [11, Lemma
9.2]); the latter that every object is a subobject of a Lawvere contractible.

8.1. Proposition. If £ is a quality type and f ~ g, then f = g.

Proof. Let f,g: X — Y be two arrows in £. The following diagram commutes:

e YX STy )

K

Since , f equals g, and thus f equals g. O
8.2. Theorem. If £ is not a quality type, then it is sufficiently cohesive.

8.3. Lemma. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) € is sufficiently cohesive.
(i) The subobject classifier is connected.
(iii) There is a bipointed connected object.

Proof. Proposition 4 in Lawvere |4] yields (i)<(ii). Now clearly, (ii)=-(iii) since {2
is a bipointed connected object.

(iii)=-(ii). Let K be a bipointed connected object. Let a,b be those two different
points of K. So the following diagram commutes:

1 1
| b
K——s 1
Now, since b # a and {2 is strictly bipointed because £ satisfies NS, the following

diagram commutes:
1 1
|
0.

K——

- -

_—
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This yields a homotopy between 1, and L!:

1

NT—sKxN)——=NxN—=1
(a!,1) Xa X1 A

0 M e oXxL oo A

1!
Therefore, by [7.2] 2 is contractible and, accordingly, connected. ([l
Proof of[8.2. The “points-to-pieces” morphism fy : I'Y — IIY is monic in £ if and
only if it is monic in Dec(€) since Z is right adjoint to II. Therefore fy is not monic
in & if and only if it is not monic in Dec(&).
Suppose £ is not a quality type; i.e., 8 is not a natural isomorphism. Hence 6x
is not monic in £ for some X € £ and, accordingly, not monic in Dec(£). So, as

Dec(€) also satisfies NS, the local set theory Th(Dec(£)) is strongly witnessed and,
therefore, complete (see Theorems 4.31 and 4.32 in Bell [1]). Hence

Frn(ec(e)) Ox is injective or  Frppec(e)) —(0x is injective).
Therefore, by Proposition 3.33 in Bell [1], since 6x is not monic in Dec(&),
Fru(pec(e)) Ox is injective.
Therefore Frypecey) ~(0x is injective); equivalently,
Frn(Dec(e)) “VaVa' (z e TX Ao’ e TX A Ox(x) = Ox (') = x =2').
But Dec(€) is boolean since it is equivalent to €. (see McLarty [7]). Hence
Frn(ec(e)) Jz32’ (2 €e TX Ao’ € TX A Ox(x) = Ox(2') A =(x = 2)).

Now, by Theorem 4.31 in Bell [1], Th(Dec(£)) is witnessed because it is strongly
witnessed; therefore, using this fact twice, there are closed terms a, b of the appro-
priate type such that

FTh(Dec(S)) a€TXAbeTX ANbOx(a) =0x(b) A—(a=0D).

So there are two different points a,b: 1 — I'X of I'X such that 6x oa = 0x o b.
Whence, as 0x = px oyx by Lemma 9.2 in [11], the corresponding points a,b :
1 — X in X satisfy px ca =px ob, and px(a) = 0x(a). Let

K :=py'(px(a)).

Therefore, by Proposition 2.1 and Theorem 2.4 in [11], K is connected. Further-
more, K is bipointed. So, by Lemma R3] £ is sufficiently cohesive. O

9. CONNECTEDNESS AND CONTRACTIBILITY OF DOUBLE NEGATION SHEAVES

Taking advantage of the characterization given by [Theorem Clin the context
of precohesion over a boolean base in the presence of the Nullstellensatz, it is
possible to analyze the connectedness of ——-sheaves constructively in that context.
Furthermore, it is also posible to produce explicit homotopies to prove that the
sheafification of a contractible space is contractible too.
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9.1. Theorem. Let £ be a topos that satisfies NS+WDQO+DSO. Every nonempty
—-sheaf is connected if and only if there is sufficient cohesion.

Proof. In light of B3] suppose that £ is sufficiently cohesive and let K € &£ be
a connected object with at least two different points ki, ks. Let Ef, k) be the
corresponding points of k1, ko, resp. in ' K. Let G be a ~—-sheaf such that there is
an arrow [g1, g2] : 2 — IIG. Since & satisfies NS and p¢ is surjective, let g7, g5 be
two points in G such that pe(g]) = g1 and pe(gh) = g2. Now, as 'K is decidable,
define the following arrow f : 'K — G:

foe gy ifx=Fk
gy ifx £k

Therefore, since G is a ——-sheaf and g : K — K is monic ——-dense, there is a
unique arrow f’: K — G making the following diagram commute:

'Kk . K

N

G.

Hence
(f)"Hg1) + (f) 7 95) = K,

which, by Proposition 2.1 in |11, is a contradiction since IIK = 1. So IIG has
at most one point. If it has exactly one point, then IIG = 1 since that point is
——-dense in IIG (see Theorems C, D and 7.2 in [11]), and G = 0 if and only if
IIG = 0 (see Lemma 2.2 in [11]).

Conversely, suppose every ——-sheaf is connected or 0. Consider Is : 2 — A2. As
2 is decidable, 2 is ——-separated. Hence [y is monic ——-dense. That is, A2 has
exactly two points and is connected. (|

Let J : £&.- — & be the inclusion functor, L the ——-sheafification functor, and
l:1= JL the unit of the adjunction L — J.

9.2. Theorem. Let £ be a topos that satisfies NS+WDQO+DSO. If X € &£ is
contractible, then so is its sheafification LX.

9.3. Lemma. Let & be a topos that satisfies NS+DSO. Given arrows h : KxX —Y
and f:Y — LX, there is a unique arrow h' : K x LX — LX making the following
diagram commute:

KxX—" oy
1szJ/ lf (19)
KxLX-">LX

Proof. By the naturality of [, the following diagram commutes:

rx > .x

o

ILTX —= LX.
Lyx
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Now, as I'X is decidable, it is also ——-separated and thus Irx is =—-dense monic.
On the other hand, as yx is =—-dense monic, Lyx is an isomorphism (see Proposi-
tion 5.26 in Bell [1]). Therefore lx o yx is =—-dense monic (see Proposition A.4 in
[11]). Hence, since LX is a =—-sheaf and (1 xIx)o(yx xvx) : TK xTX — K xLX
is =—-dense monic, there is a unique /' : K x LX — LX making the following di-
agram comimute:

'K xT'X

YK X’Yxl

KxX—" sy

T

KxLX - - ~LX
Lastly, since yx X vx is =—-dense monic and LX is a ——-sheaf, (I9) commutes. O

Proof of[22 Let X € &€ be a contractible object. So, by [[Il there is a connected
object K with two points a,b and a homotopy h : K x X — X such that

1

/\
X—sKxX——X
(al,1) h

(b!,1) h
X—Kx X —X.

c!

for some point ¢ of X. Now, applying to h and lx, there is a unique h' :
K x LX — LX such that the following diagram commutes:

KxX—"ox
1><le llx (20)
KxLX s LX

Whence the following diagram commutes:

1
X——KxX——X
(al!,1) h
lxl 1><le llx
(al,1) n'

LX — K x LX — LX.
1

By the universality of lx,

al, ’
LX N g nx M Lx

\_/

1

commutes.
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Now, again, by the commutativity of (20), the following diagram commutes:

c!

X——KxX——X

(b1,1) h

lxl 1><lxl llx
(b!,1) n

LX — K x LX —— LX.

\_/7

L(c!)=L(c)!
By the universality of I,

(b1,1) n'
LX — KxLX —LX

L(c)!

commutes. Therefore, by AT L(c)! ~ 1 x. That is, LX is contractible. O

10. ADDITIONAL EXAMPLES OF CONTRACTIBLE SPACES

It was already remarked by Lawvere [4], that any space with an action of a
connected monoid with zero should be contractible. This would have the immediate
application to any monoid with zero acting on itself. [Theorem C] and [Theorem DI
provide a way to verifying this within their context of applicability (As was already
the case for ) once there is sufficient cohesion within the proof of B3]).

In fact, they also describe the behavior of Lawvere’s unparameterized unit of
time and its associated monoid R, which have been used as a basis for Synthetic
Differential Geometry.

10.1. Theorem. Let &€ be a topos satisfying NS, WDQO and DSO. Let X € £ be
a monoid with 0. Then X is connected if and only if X is contractible.

Proof. 1t is convenient to reason internally. Let S be the local set theory on the
local language of £. As X is a monoid with zero, there are closed terms 0 and 1 such
that: Fs 0 e X;2 € X Fgx-0=02=0;Fgle X;ande e X Fgx-1=1-z==x.
The following diagrams commute:

1x

X—Xx X ——=
(11,1) *

(0,1) .
—= X xX—X,

0!

where e is the multiplication of the monoid X and 0,1 : 1 — X are the points
corresponding to the closed terms 0, 1. Thus X is contractible if it is connected.
Conversely, by [[.2] if X is contractible, then TI(X?!) = 1. O

10.2. Corollary. Let £ be a topos satisfying NS, WDQO and DSO. Let T be an
object with point 0 : 1 — T. Let R be the pullback object of evy. : TT — T along 0.
Then R is connected if and only if it s contractible.
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Proof. The pullback of ev : TT — T along 0 is the same thing as calculating the
pullback of T° along o7 00, where o : T — T is the transpose of m : T'x 1 — T.
Reasoning internally, let .S be the local set theory on the local language of £. So

R={{u,x):uo00=0r00(x)}
in £. More simply,
R={ueT”:uo0=0}
Or equivalently,
R={ueT?:(0,0) € u},
taking ev and 0 instead of T° and o o 0, respectively. It is clear that
Fs 17,0! € R.

So let 17,0! : 1 — R be such that () = 17 and 0!(x) = 0!, resp.
Now

)

(u,v) e RFksu€e RAveER
FsueTTAveTT Auo0=0Av00=0
FsuoveTT Auovol=0
Fsuowv € R.
That is, there is an S-function ((u,v) — uov): R x R — R. Call this function o.
It is clear that

Fs (R,0,17,0!) is a monoid with zero.

Therefore, by 0.1l R is connected if and only if it is contractible. O

10.3. Remark. For any topos £ is a topos satisfying NS and WDQO epic images
of connected objects are connected. Indeed, if f : A — B is an epic arrow in &
with TIp(A) = 1, then, as Iy preserves epics since it is left adjoint, Iy f is epic and
monic and, accordingly, iso; that is, in that case IIp(B) = 1.

10.4. Corollary. Let £ be a topos satisfying NS, WDQO and DSO. If T is an
object of €& with a ——-dense point 0 : 1 — T, then if the pullback of 0 along T° is
connected, so are TT and T, and, accordingly, T is contractible.

Proof. Consider the following pullback diagram:

R>—i> TT
G
1 T.

Since 0 : 1 = T is =—=-dense, so is i : R = TT. Hence II(4) is epi. Therefore, if
II(R) = 1 then TI(7) is monic, and, accordingly, an isomorphism. Then II(TT) = 1
and, by [[.3] T is contractible. O
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11. FINAL THOUGHTS

Even though actual examples of CCC of topological spaces are frustratingly
hard to come by, the results proved herein suggest that the topological notions
postulated within the context of Axiomatic Cohesion (even without the Axiom of
Continuity) do recover some deep truth about cohesion, albeit reasoning within
a slightly unconventional logical framework—without the need to consider all-out
modal logics.

The notion of homotopy theory postulated in this report differs from the classical
axioms in that no reference is made about its construction—it is thus a synthetic in-
vestigation. However, the fact that for any (Lawvere-Tierney) topology on a topos
that further satisfies the Nullstellensatz there is a canonical homotopy theory asso-
ciated with it suggests yet another connection to classical theories. This direction
might still provide useful insights.

From the purely categorical viewpoint, and for the sake of completeness, the
following definition is proposed.

Definition (Morphisms between homotopy theories). Given two (€, p), (£/,p") ho-
motopy theories, a morphism (€,p) — (£’,p’) between them is a pair (F, q) where
F: & — &' is a cartesian closed functor and ¢ : FIIy = II{F a natural transforma-
tion such that

1 1
e I e - et W e
. I, I,
l {a l

That is, ¢ - Fp = p’F. Tt is clear that the identity morphism is (1, 1).

APPENDIX A. EXAMPLES OF THE NULLSTELLENSATZ IN PRECOHESIVE TOPOSES

Examples of toposes abound that do not satisfy the Nullstellensatz postulate.
However, Theorem [A_3] below, together with the following two propositions show
that pre-sheaf and Grothendieck toposes necessarily satisfy it if they are precohesive
over sets with the canonical four-adjoint string.

A.1. Proposition (Proposition 4.1 in Menni [9]). Let C' be a small category whose
idempotents split. The canonical p : C — Set is pre-cohesive if and only if C has
a terminal object and every object of C' has a point.

A.2. Proposition (Proposition 1.4 in Johnstone [3]). Letp : £ — Set be a bounded
geometric morphism. If p is precohesive, then € has a site of definition Sh(C, J) of
E which has a terminal object and all of its objects have a point.

A.3. Theorem. Let C be a small category with initial object and such that every
object ¢ € C has a copoint, an arrow ¢ — 0. Then Set® satisfies NS.

Proof. Let F € Set® be different from 0. So there is an object d € C such that
Fd # (. Since d has a copoint qq : d — 0, then FO # (). Now, let ¢ € C. Via
': 0 — ¢, it follows that Fc # {).

Now, let z € F0. Given ¢ € C, define p. : 1 — Fc as

pe(*) = F(1)(),
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where ! : 0 — ¢. Hence p is a natural transformation 1 = F. Therefore Set®
satisfies NS. O

A.4. Corollary. Let p : £ — Set be a geometric morphism. If p is the canon-
ical four-adjoint string from £ = C for a small category C, or if it is bounded,
then & satisfies the Nullstellensatz if p is precohesive. Furthermore, in these cases,
Dec(€) ~ Set and the discrete objects of € are its decidable objects.

Proof. In the first case, since for any small category C, its Karoubi envelope K(C)

has split idempotents, and Cis equivalent to I?(F), by [A.3] C satisfies NS. In the
second case let C be the site of definition Sh(C, J) of £. Now, by [A2] C satisfies
NS. By fullness, so do Sh(C, J) and, thus, &.

Finally, by Theorem D in |11, the conclusion follows. O

APPENDIX B. LAWVERE-TIERNEY TOPOLOGIES AND THEIR HOMOTOPY THEORY

The main goal of this section is to see that a topology induces a homotopy
theory on a topos. This is done first by recalling how equivalence relations induce
equivalence classes, which in turn induce quotient maps, in toposes. For topologies,
these quotients objects are seen to be functorial—and finite-product-preserving—
and their projections natural.

Throughout this section, the local language and local set theory of a topos £ will
be used extensively. As discussed by the authors thoroughly in |10], local languages
in general don’t have enough function symbols for all the syntactic functions that
can arise from internal constructions. The local language of a topos does not have
this problem. Yet in this section, several constructions are given as descriptions and
thus it is advantageous to work as if no function symbol is present. The way this is
dealt with is as in basic set theoretical considerations where a function f: X — Y
is defined by way of its graph |f| € X x Y (see [1]). The usual requirements are
expected to be satisfied by it. There is a special case given by any term 7 with
free variables x1, ..., x,. In that case, ((z1,...,z,) — 7) denotes the function the
graph of which is

{z1,.. s zn, )|y = T(21, ..., 20)},
restricted to the appropriate objects. As a particular case, when the term has no
free variables, i.e. a closed term, this yields a global element.

The internal language equivalent of a topology is a modality. This is an assign-
ment p to each formula «, i.e. a term of type Q, another formula p(«) such that:
(1) a ks pla); (2) if a kg B, then p(a) Fs u(B); and (3) p(u(a)) Fs p(a). From
these one also obtains (4) Fg p(a A B) = p(a) A u(B), which in turn yields that

w(a), T Fs p(B), (21)

whenever o, ' Fg .

Equivalence relations are defined word by word as in classical set theory: sub-
objects of the binary product that satisfy reflexivity, symmetry and transitivity.
Thus, let R be an equivalence relation on an object X. Define

Clz) ={y € X : (z,y) € R}
Qr:={t:Jz e Xt=C(x)}.
It is readily verified that there is a function ¢x := (x — C(2)) : X — Qg. Indeed,
re€EXtsgze XANC(x)=C(z) Fs Iz € X.C(z) =C(2) ks C(z) € Qr.
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It is also straightforward to verify the following entailments. Let f: X — Y and
g:Y —Z.

Fs (@, y) € lfl & (@ y) elf) & (@) efINGEY) elfl=y=y). (22)

and

Fslgo fl={{z,2) e X x Z: (r(x),2) € |g|}, (23)
when f = (z — 7) for some term 7. And, equivalently,
z € X kg (r(x),2) €lg| & (x,2) € |f]. (24)

The following theorem provides the expected universal property of quotients.

B.1. Theorem. Let R be an equivalence relation on X. Let f : X = Y be a
function such that

(z,2') € RFs (2,y) € |f| & (&', y) € |f]. (25)
Then, there is a unique function f : Qr — Y such that the following diagram
commutes:

X 5 Qn

|
N
Y.
From which it follows that qx is epic.
Notice that, since (z,z') € R kg C(x) = C(2'), any composite g o ¢x satisfies
@3), by (24) and 22]).
Proof of[Bl Define
[fl:={{t,y) : Fv € Xt = C(2) Az, y) € |f]}-
Then,
zeXNt=C(z) Fs Bly(z,y) € |f)) Nt =C(x)
Fg Ay (z,y) € |fINt=C(z)
Fs Jz3ly.(z,y) € |fINEt = C(x)
Fs 3yIz.(z,y) € |fIAt = C(x).
Hence, 3z.x € X ANt = C(x) bg y3a.(x,y) € |f| At = C(x). Therefore,
teQrtsMyTelz,y) e |fInt =C(z),

as required for a function f:Qr—Y.
To see that f o gx = f, one must prove that

Fs [fogx| = If].
To this effect, observe that
t=0C(x),t=C(a"), (2, y) € |f|Fs (z,2") € RA(2),y) € |f]
I_S <.’L’,y> € |f|
Hence
t=C(x),32'(t = C(a") A, y) € |f]) Fs (z,9) € |f].
Whence B
(z,t) € qx N (t,y) € fFs (z,y) € |f].
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and thus
Fs [fogx| C|fl.
Conversely, (x,y) € |f| Fs {z,C(x)) € |gx]|. On other hand,
(z,y) € |f|Fs Clz) = C(z) A (z,y) € |f]

Fs 32" € X(C(x) = Ca") A (2, y) €| f])

Fs (Clx),y) € |f].
Hence (z,5) € |f| s (z,C(@)) € lax| A (C(z),9) € . So

() € |1 s e, ) € lax| A (69) € 1]

Therefore

Fs [fI S 1f oax|
and thus f o qx = [.
To see that f is unique, let g : Qg — Y be such go gx = f. By @4),

z€XNt=C(z),(ty) €lglbs (Clz),y) € lgl ks (z,y) € |f]
Thus,

zeXAt=0C(x),(ty) €lglbst=Cz) A (z,y) € |f]

Fs 3z e Xt =C(x) A{x,y) €|f]
Hence, 3z € X(t = C(2)), (t,) € lg| s {t,3) € |f]. So, as
<t7y> € |g| FS t e QR FS dz € X(t = O(.I)),
it follows that
<t7y> € |g| l_S <t7y> € |f|
Uniqueness thus follows by reversing the roles of f and g.
B.2. Theorem. For any modality i the relation given by
Ru(X) ={{z,y) € X x X : p(x =y)}

is an equivalence relation the quotient of which Q,(X) is functorial and preserves

finite products. Moreover, the quotient map qff is natural.

B.3. Remark. Let D be the full subcategory of objects X for which qff is an
isomorphism and let ¢ : D — & be the inclusion functor. It can be further seen

that, by correstricting @, to D,
Qu =,
and that all objects of D are p-separated.

Proof of[B2. Tt is indeed an equivalence relation on X:

(a) Reflexivity. As © = 2 Fg pu(x = x) and Fg = = z, it follows that Fg p(x = x).

Hence
€ X kg plx=u1).
(b) Symmetry. As x =y bg y =z and p is a modality in S, thus

wx=y) ks ply = x).
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(¢) Transitivity. Asx =y Ay =2zFga =z and p is a modality in S,
wr=yAy==z)tspz=z2).
Astsp(x=y) ANy =2) = p(z =y Ay = 2), then
e =y) Auly =z) bs plz = 2).

Let f: X — Y be an function. It is needed to prove that q}: o f satisfies (23]).
By (22)), it is enough to verify that

<,’E,{E/> € RH(X) I_S <,’E,Z> € |qY © f| A <£L'/,Z/> € |qY o f| =z= 2. (26)
Now, clearly
z=2a' (z,y) €|f], (@ y) €lflFsy=y"
Hence, by 21I),
plx =a'),(z,y) € |f|.(@",y) € [fI ks nly =) (27)
On the other hand, by definition of ¢,
(y,2) € lay|Fs z = C(y).
Applying this twice and (27,
<I5I/> € R#(X)v <$,y> € |f| A <y,Z> € |QY|5 <I/ay/> € |f| A <y/,2/> € |QY|
Fsz=Cly)nz'=CH)NCly) =Cy)
Fgz=2.
Whence (28)) is proved.
Then, by [B.1] there is a unique function QI{ : fo — Q}: such that the following

diagram commutes:
)

X——Y

9 l lqi

Qﬁ?__7>4257
Qu

which established both the functoriality of ¢, and the naturality of g,. It remains
to see that it that preserves finite products. Since u is a modality and by (1),

z, 2y, y € X ks p((z,y) = (2'y) & (wz=2") Ay =19)).
So
z,2' yy € X ks C(z,y) = C((z',y") & Cz) = C(a") ANC(y) = Cy)
and thus
z, 7' y,y € X bs C((r,y)) = C({2, ") & ax x oy ({z,9)) = ax x qv (', ¢)).

Hence, by [B.I] there is a unique function r : Q,(X X Y) — Q,X x Q.Y such
that the following diagram commutes:

dXxYy

X XY —=QuXxY)

T
ax Xqy

QuX x QLY

Since gx X gy is epic, r is the promised isomorphism. O
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