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NAIVE HOMOTOPY THEORIES IN CARTESIAN CLOSED

CATEGORIES

ENRIQUE RUIZ HERNÁNDEZ† AND PEDRO SOLÓRZANO⋆

Abstract. An elementary notion of homotopy can be introduced between ar-
rows in a cartesian closed category E. The input is a finite-product-preserving
endofunctor Π0 with a natural transformation p from the identity which is
surjective on global elements. As expected, the output is a new category Ep
with objects the same objects as E.

Further assumptions on E provide a finer description of Ep that relates it
to the classical homotopy theory where Π0 could be interpreted as the “path-
connected components” functor on convenient categories of topological spaces.
In particular, if E 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 E

to Ep is naturally described in terms of explicit homotopies—as is the internal
notion of contractible space.

Motivation

Lawvere [5] 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 ∼= A, (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 π0 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 , π0(X

T ) ∼= π0(X)
if and only if the pullback R of ev0 : T T → T along the unique point 0 : 1 → T is
connected; i.e. π0(R) = 1.

Also, Lawvere [4] 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 7→ π0(X) together with a
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2 RUIZ AND SOLÓRZANO

natural transformation X → π0(X). One can obtain the following identification

[X,Y ] ∼= π0(Y
X), (2)

once Y X 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 ⇒ π0, 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 → Y X of the arrow f ◦ πX : 1×X → Y . It provides a way to internalize the
arrows: the exponential Y X ‘contains’ all the arrows in a natural way and there
are internal compositions c : ZY × Y X → ZX that satisfy all the usual properties.

Define a homotopy theory on a cartesian closed category E to be a natural trans-
formation p : 1E ⇒ Π0 : E → E such the functor Π0 preserves products and the
function

E(1, pX) : E(1, X) ⇒ E(1,Π0(X))

is surjective for every X ∈ E .
Two arrows f, g : X → Y in E are p-homotopic to each other if and only if their

names ‘f ’,‘g’ : 1 → Y X satisfy

pY X ◦ ‘f ’ = pY X ◦ ‘g’.

Denote this equivalence relation by ∼p.
Theorem A. For a cartesian closed category E with a homotopy theory p : 1E ⇒
Π : E → E, there is a homotopic category Ep for E as follows: Ob(Ep) := Ob(E)
and

Ep(X,Y ) := E(X,Y )/∼p

∼= E(1,Π0(Y
X)).

It follows that Ep is also cartesian closed; and if E is further assumed to be extensive
and distributive, then so is Ep.

Denote by Hp the obvious functor from E to Ep. The authors [11] show that in a
topos E 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 → Π(X) that uniquely factors arrows to 1 + 1”), Dec(E) is an exponential
ideal of E : there is an adjunction Π ⊣ I : E ⇒ Dec(E), where I is the inclusion
functor and Π preserves finite products.

Theorem B. If E is a topos satisfying NS and WDQO, then the unit p : 1 ⇒ IΠ
is a homotopy theory for E and there is an adjunction

Ep

q!

��
⊣

Dec(E),

q∗

ZZ
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with q!Hp = Π and q∗ = HpI. In other words, that Dec(E) is an exponential ideal
of Ep.

The identity functor is clearly a homotopy theory. In toposes that satisfy NS
!X : X → 1 is a homotopy theory on E . Moreover, in such toposes, any local
operator1 j : Ω → Ω induces a homotopy theory qj 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 ∼p 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 Π0 is to abstract
“path-connected components”.

Theorem C. For any cartesian closed E with a homotopy theory p, two arrows
f, g : 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 → Y such that the following
diagrams commute:

X
〈a!,1〉

//

f

((
A×X

h
// Y

X
〈b!,1〉 //

g

55A×X
h // Y.

Furthermore, in the case when E 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 T . For a homotopy theory p on a cartesian closed E say a
pointed object A is p-contractible whenever the identity map 1A is p-homotopic to
the constant map a! for some point a : 1 → A.

Theorem D. Let E be a cartesian closed category with a homotopy theory p. Let
A ∈ E and for any X let σX : X → XA the transpose of the projection X×A→ X.
The following are equivalent.

(1) The object A is p-contractible.
(2) For every object X ∈ E, Π0(σX) : Π0(X) → Π0(X

A) is an isomorphism.

Moreover, when E 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 ∈ E, AX is connected.
(4) The object A has a point and AA 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 E that satisfies
NS, WDQO and DSO it follows that Dec(E) is a topos and that E is precohesive
over Dec(E). Therefore, in said context, an object is Lawvere contractible if and

1These 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 [9]).

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

(1) E is sufficiently cohesive.
(2) The identity map of the subobject classifier is p-homotopic to a constant

map; i.e. Ω is contractible.
(3) There is a bipointed connected object.
(4) Any nonempty ¬¬-sheaf in E 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
E 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 (1) when T any connected object and A decidable; and of
Lawvere’s Proposition 1 in [5]: if there is a retraction from T T to R then T satisfies
property (2) of Theorem D if and only if R is connected (and in fact contractible)—
and thus there E must be sufficiently cohesive.

Aknowledgements. The authors acknowledge Omar Antoĺın 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 E be a cartesian closed
category, axiomatically endowed with the adjunction

( · )×A ⊣ ( · )A.

Denote its evaluation map by evAX : XA ×A → X . For any A fixed, let σAX : X →
XA denote the transpose of πX : X × A → X . It is natural in X . In the case
A = 1, σ1

X : X → X1 is an isomorphism, and its inverse is

X1

π
−1

X1

// X1 × 1
ev1

X

// X.

If X,A ∈ E , then σAX : X → XA is naturally isomorphic to X ! : X1 → XA in the
sense that

X ! ◦ σ1
X = σAX . (3)

The name ‘f ’: 1 → Y X of an arrow f : X → Y is the transpose of the arrow
f ◦πX : 1×X → Y . The maps σ assign to any point the name of the corresponding
constant function: If a : 1 → A is a point of A ∈ E and B is arbitrary, then

σBA ◦ a = ‘a◦!B’. (4)

For a point t : 1 → T and an object X ∈ E , define evtX : XT → X as the composite

XT
〈1,!〉 // XT × 1

1×t // XT × T
evT

X // X. (5)

It is naturally isomorphic to Xt : XT → X1:

Xt = σ1
X ◦ evtX , (6)

which justifies Xt being considered as, or even called, evaluation at t. Also, since
1 =! ◦ t,

evtX ◦σTX = 1, (7)

which proves that σTX is split monic.
The internal composition (see Section 6.3 in McLarty [8]) c : ZY × Y X → ZX is

the transpose of

(ZY × Y X)×X
∼= // ZY × (Y X ×X)

1×ev // ZY × Y
ev // Z,

and makes the following diagram commute:

1
‘g ◦ f ’

%%❏❏
❏❏❏

❏❏
❏❏❏

❏

〈‘g’,‘f ’〉
��

ZY × Y X
c

// ZX

(8)

for every arrow f : X → Y and every arrow g : Y → Z in E . If f : X → Y and
g : Y → Z are arrows in E , then

gX ◦ ‘f ’ = ‘g ◦ f ’, (9)

and

Zf ◦ ‘g’ = ‘g ◦ f ’. (10)
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If E is distributive, then there is a natural isomorphism α : ZX+Y → ZX × ZY for
every X,Y, Z ∈ E such that

α ◦ f̂ = 〈f̂1, f̂2〉 (11)

for any f : A × (X + Y ) → Z, where the arrows f1 and f2 are defined by the
following commutative diagram:

A×X +A× Y

[f1,f2]

&&▼▼
▼▼▼

▼▼▼
▼▼▼

▼

∼=

��
A× (X + Y )

f
// Z.

2. Main definitions and first consequences

Let E be a cartesian closed category, a homotopy theory on E is a natural trans-
formation p : 1E ⇒ Π0 : E → E such that the functor Π0 preserves finite products
and the function E(1, pX) : E(1, X) ⇒ E(1,Π0(X)) is surjective for every X ∈ E .
In particular, it follows that the next diagram commutes:

X × Y
pX×Y //

pX×pY ''❖❖
❖❖❖

❖❖❖
❖❖❖

❖ Π0(X × Y )

∼=

��
Π0(X)×Π0(Y ).

(12)

Two arrows f, g : X → Y in E are said to be homotopic to each other if and only
if their names ‘f ’,‘g’ : 1 → Y X satisfy

pY X ◦ ‘f ’ = pY X ◦ ‘g’.

Denote this equivalence relation by ∼.
Define the homotopy category Ep for E as follows: Ob(Ep) := Ob(E) and

Ep(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 ∈ E(X,Y ) with f ∼ g and
h, k ∈ E(Y, Z) with h ∼ k. Then, by (8) and (12), the following diagram commutes:

1
〈‘h’,‘f ’〉 //
〈‘k’,‘g’〉

//

‘h ◦ f ’

..
‘k ◦ g’ ..

ZY × Y X
p
ZY ×p

Y X //

c

��

Π0(Z
Y )×Π0(Y

X)

Π(c)

��
ZX

p
ZX

// Π0(Z
X).

Hence h ◦ f ∼ k ◦ g.
Notice that E(X,Y )/∼ ∼= E(1, Y X)/∼′, with ‘f ’ ∼′ ‘g’ if and only if pY X ◦ ‘f ’ =

pY X ◦ ‘g’. So one has a bijective correspondence

E(1, Y X)/ ∼′
∼= // E(1,Π0(Y

X)).

2.1. Proposition. Let E be a cartesian closed category with a homotopy theory
p : 1 ⇒ Π0. For any arrow ϕ : B → A in E, the natural transformation Ep(ϕ,−) :
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Ep(A,−) ⇒ Ep(B,−) can be described as follows: Let r : X → Y be an arrow in E,
then

E(1,Π0(X
A))

E(1,Π0(X
ϕ)) //

E(1,Π0(r
A))

��

E(1,Π0(X
B))

E(1,Π0(r
B))

��

u ✤ //
❴

��

Π0(X
ϕ) ◦ u
❴

��
E(1,Π0(Y

A))
E(1,Π0(Y

ϕ))
// E(1,Π0(Y

B)) Π0(r
A) ◦ u ✤ // Π0(Y

ϕ ◦ rA) ◦ u.

Proof. Since Y ϕ ◦ rA = rB ◦Xϕ,

Ep(A,X)
Ep(ϕ,X)//

Ep(A,r)

��

Ep(B,X)

Ep(B,r)

��

‘f ’
✤ //

❴

��

Xϕ ◦ ‘f ’❴

��
Ep(A, Y )

Ep(ϕ,Y )
// Ep(B, Y ) rA ◦ ‘f ’ ✤ // Y ϕ ◦ rA ◦ ‘f ’ = rB ◦Xϕ ◦ ‘f ’

where f ∈ Ep(A,X). Note that the following commutative diagram:

1
‘f ’ // XA

p
XA //

rA

��

Π0(X
A)

Π0(r
A)

��
Y A

Y ϕ

��

p
Y A

// Π0(Y
A)

Π0(Y
ϕ)

��
Y B

p
Y B

// Π0(Y
B).

The conclusion follows from the functoriality of Π0. �

2.2. Example. Let E be a cartesian closed category. The identity 1 : 1E ⇒ 1E is a
homotopy theory.

2.3. Example. If E has an initial object and if X ∈ E has a point for every X 6= 0,
then ! : 1E ⇒ (−)0 is a homotopy theory.

2.4. Example. For a fixed object A, σA : 1 → ( · )A might not be a homotopy theory
when A 6∼= 1.

2.5. Example. Let E be a topos and let j : Ω → Ω be a local operator. Then, by
B.2, q : 1E ⇒ Qj is a homotopy theory in E if E satisfies NS.

3. Categorical properties of the homotopy category

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

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

Proof. Let f, f ′ : Z → X and g, g′ : Z → Y be such that f ∼ f ′ and g ∼ g′. To
verify that 〈f, g〉 ∼ 〈f ′, g′〉, let ζ be the isomorphism (X × Y )Z ∼= XZ × Y Z . So

〈‘f ’, ‘g’〉 = ζ ◦ ‘〈f, g〉’
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since in general, for an arrow 〈r1, r2〉 : A× Z → X × Y ,

〈r̂1, r̂2〉 = ζ ◦ ̂〈r1, r2〉.

Now, the following diagram commutes:

1‘〈f, g〉’

�� ‘〈f ′, g′〉’
��

〈‘f ’,‘g’〉

��

〈‘f ′’,‘g′’〉

��

ZX×Y

ζ
//

p
ZX×Y

��

ZX × ZY

p
ZX×p

ZY

))❙❙
❙❙❙

❙❙❙
❙❙❙

❙❙❙

p
ZX×ZY

��
Π0(Z

X×Y )
Π0(ζ)

// Π0(Z
X × ZY ) ∼=

// Π0(Z
X)×Π0(Z

Y ).

Therefore 〈‘f ’, ‘g’〉 ∼ 〈‘f ′’, ‘g′’〉. Hence ‘〈f, g〉’ ∼ ‘〈f ′, g′〉’. �

3.2. Proposition. If E is a cartesian closed category with a homotopy theory, then
Ep has exponentials.

Proof. Let f, f ′ : X × Z → Y be such that f ∼ f ′. To verify that f̂ ∼ f̂ ′, let ξ be
the isomorphism Y X×Z ∼= (Y Z)X . So

‘f̂ ’ = ξ ◦ ‘f ’

since in general, for an arrow r : A×X × Z → Y ,

̂̂r = ξ ◦ r̂,

where on the left-hand side of the equation the inner ˆ(−) 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 × Z. Therefore if f ∼ f ′, then f̂ ∼ f̂ ′ since the following
diagram commutes:

1
‘f ’

�� ‘f ′’
��

‘f̂ ’
��

‘f̂ ′’

��
Y X×Z

ξ
//

p
Y X×Z

��

(Y Z)X

p
(Y Z )X

��
Π0(Y

X×Z)
Π0(ξ)

// Π0((Y
Z)X).

�

3.3. Proposition. Let E be a cartesian closed category with a homotopy theory. If
E has finite sums then Ep has finite sums and is therefore distributive. Explicitly,
if f1, g1 : X → Z and f2, g2 : Y → Z are such that f1 ∼ g1 and f2 ∼ g2, then
[f1, f2] ∼ [g1, g2].

Proof. By (11),

〈‘f1’, ‘f2’〉 = α ◦ ‘[f1, f2]’

〈‘g1’, ‘g2’〉 = α ◦ ‘[g1, g2]’.
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Hence the following diagram commutes:

1

〈‘f1’,‘f2’〉
��

〈‘g1’,‘g2’〉
��

‘[f1, f2]’

&&

‘[g1, g2]’

&&

ZX × ZY
α−1

//

p
ZX×p

ZY

��

p
ZX×ZY

))❘❘
❘❘❘

❘❘❘
❘❘❘

❘❘❘
ZX+Y

p
ZX+Y

��
Π0(Z

X)×Π0(Z
Y ) ∼=

// Π0(Z
X × ZY )

Π0(α
−1)

// Π0(Z
X+Y ),

wherefore the conclusion follows. �

3.4. Proposition. Let E be a cartesian closed category with a homotopy theory. If
E is extensive and distributive then so is Ep.

Proof. Suppose the canonical functor

+ : E/X × E/Y → E/(X + Y )

A

f

��

B

g

��
7→

A+ B

f+g

��
X, Y X + Y

is an equivalence for every pair of objects X,Y ∈ E . So consider the analogous
functor for Ep and name it H(+). Hence, as + is dense, so is H(+). The fullness of
H(+) follows from that of +. Now, let h, r : A → A′ and k, s : B → B′ be arrows
such that the following diagrams commute:

A+B
[h+k] //

[f+g] %%❏❏
❏❏

❏❏
❏❏

❏ A′ +B′

[f ′+g′]yysss
sss

sss
s

A+B
[r+s] //

[f+g] %%❏❏
❏❏

❏❏
❏❏

❏ A′ +B′

[f ′+g′]yysss
sss

sss
s

X + Y X + Y

Suppose [h+ k] = [r + s]. By 3.3,

[iX ] ◦ [h] = [iX ] ◦ [r] and [iY ] ◦ [k] = [iY ] ◦ [s].

As Ep is distributive (again by 3.3), 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. �

Proof of Theorem A. This is the content of 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, and 3.4. �

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 Theorem C and Theorem D, 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 E with a homotopy theory p : 1 ⇒ Π0 is an arrow h : A×X → Y where A is
connected, Π0(A) = 1, for which there are two points a, b : 1 → A such that

X
〈a!,1〉

//

f

((
A×X

h
// Y

X
〈b!,1〉 //

g

55A×X
h // Y.

An object A is said to be p-contractible if it has a point a : 1 → A such that a! ∼ 1A.

4.1. Theorem. Let E be a cartesian closed category with a homotopy theory p :
1 ⇒ Π0. If there is an explicit homotopy between f and g, then f ∼ g.

Proof. Let h : A×X → Y be as required. The following diagram commutes:

1×X

a×1

��

πX // X

〈a!,1〉zz✈✈
✈✈
✈✈
✈✈
✈

f

��

A×X

ĥ×1
��

h

##❍
❍❍

❍❍
❍❍

❍❍
❍

Y X ×X ev
// Y.

Hence ĥa = ‘f ’. Similarly, ĥb = ‘g’.
On the other hand, since A is connected, a ∼ b. Hence the following diagram

commutes:

1

‘g’
$$

‘f ’

$$
a //
b

// A
ĥ //

pA

��

Y X

p
Y X

��
Π0(A)

Π0(ĥ) // Π0(Y
X). �

4.2. Theorem. Let E be a cartesian closed category with a homotopy theory p :
1 ⇒ Π0, and let A ∈ E. Then A is p-contractible if and only if, for every object
X ∈ E, Π0(σX) : Π0(X) → Π0(X

A) is an isomorphism.

Proof. By (3), it is enough to verify the claim for Π0(X
!). By 2.1, Π0(X

!) is an
isomorphism if and only if

Ep(1, X)
Ep(!,X)// Ep(A,X)

is a natural isomorphism. By Yoneda, this is equivalent to A ∼=Ep
1, i.e. that there

is a point a : 1 → A of A such that a! ∼ 1A. �
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5. Reflectivity of the subcategory of decidables under homotopy

Given a topos E 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 E 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(E). The purpose of this section is to exhibit Dec(E) as an exponential
ideal of Ep when E is just assumed to satisfy NS and WDQO, as advertised by
Theorem B.

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 E is
a topos that satisfies NS and WDQO.

5.1. Proposition. Let E be a topos that satisfies NS and WDQO. Then Πr = Πs
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:

1×X
πX //

‘r’×1
��

‘s’×1
��

X

r

��
s

��

pX

%%▲▲
▲▲▲

▲▲▲
▲▲▲

Y X ×X

p
Y X×X

((PP
PPP

PPP
PPP

P ev
//

p
Y X×pX

��

Y

pY

%%❑❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑ ΠX

Πr

��
Πs

��
Π(Y X)×ΠX ∼=

// Π(Y X ×X)
Πev

// ΠY.

Therefore, as pX ◦ πX is an epimorphism, Πr = Πs.
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:

E

Π

��
⊣

Dec(E).

I

]]

Its counit ǫ : ΠI ⇒ 1 of Π ⊣ I is also the counit for an adjunction q! ⊣ q∗ :
Dec(E) → Ep. Indeed, the only thing to check is that if two arrows f, g : X → IA
are homotopic, then their corresponding arrows ǫA ◦Πf, ǫA ◦Πg : ΠX → A under
the adjunction Π ⊣ I are the same. This follows from 5.1. �

5.2. Remark. Notice that since I is full and faithful, the counit ǫ of the adjunction
Dec(E)(ΠE,A) ∼= E(E, IA) is the isomorphism

ǫA = p−1
A

for every A ∈ Dec(E).

6. Decidability and the impossibility of motion

Lawvere [5] proposes (1) as part of the requirement for an object T to be an
unparameterized unit of time. If E 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 E be a topos satisfying NS and WDQO. If T is a connected
object with a point 0 : 1 → T and A is decidable, then

ev0A : AT → A

is an isomorphism.

Proof. It is clear that there are have natural isomorphisms

E

1
((

−×1

66
✤✤ ✤✤
�� ϕ E

and

E
Π0

""❋
❋❋

❋❋
❋❋

❋❋

E × E

×

::✉✉✉✉✉✉✉✉✉✉

Π0×Π0 $$■
■■

■■
■■

■■
✤✤ ✤✤
�� ψ E .

E × E

×

<<②②②②②②②②

Therefore the following horizontal composites are natural isomorphisms:

Eop
Π0 // Eop

−×1
**

1

44
✤✤ ✤✤
�� ϕ Eop

E(−,A)// Set (14)

and

Eop × Eop

×

%%❏❏
❏❏❏

❏❏❏
❏❏

Eop × Eop

Π0×Π0

77♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣

×
''◆◆

◆◆◆
◆◆◆

◆◆◆
◆

✤✤ ✤✤
�� ψ Eop

E(−,A)// Set.

Eop
Π0

99ssssssssss

(15)

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

E(X,AT ) ∼= E(X × T,A)

E(X × T,A) ∼= Dec(E)(Π(X × T ), A).

Dec(E)(Π(X × T ), A) ∼= E(Π0(X × T ), A)

E(Π0(X × T ), A) ∼= E(Π0X ×Π0T,A) by (15)

E(Π0X ×Π0T,A) ∼= E(Π0X,A) by (14)

E(Π0X,A) ∼= Dec(E)(ΠX,A)

Dec(E)(ΠX,A) ∼= E(X,A).

Therefore there is a natural isomorphism E(−, AT ) ∼= E(−, A). So, by Yoneda,
AT ∼= A.

More explicitly, consider arrows f : X → AT and g : X → A in E 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 f̂ in the following
diagram:

X × T

Π0(X × T )

Π0(X)×Π0(T )

Π0(X)

X

A


✕✕
✕✕
✕✕
✕✕
✕✕
✕✕
✕✕

p

##❍
❍❍

❍❍
❍❍

❍❍
❍❍

❍

ψ

;;✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈
π0

��✮
✮✮
✮✮
✮✮
✮✮
✮✮
✮✮
✮

p

//
π0

OO44✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐
jj❯❯❯❯❯❯❯❯❯❯

��✻
✻✻

✻✻
✻✻

✻✻
✻✻

f̂

��✟✟
✟✟
✟✟
✟✟
✟✟
✟✟

g

Since the outer pentagon commutes, the whole diagram commutes with

f̂ = g ◦ π0, (16)

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

evTA = 1̂AT = ev0A ◦π0. (17)

To this effect, recall that by (5), ev0A = evTA ◦〈1, 0!〉, so that

ev0A ◦π0 = evTA ◦〈π0, 0!〉. (18)

Notice that

Π0(〈π0, 0!〉) = ψ−1 ◦ 〈Π0(π0),Π0(0!)〉

= ψ−1 ◦ 〈Π0(π0), !〉

= ψ−1 ◦ 〈Π0(π0),Π0(π1)〉

= ψ−1 ◦ 〈π0 ◦ ψ, π1 ◦ ψ〉

= ψ−1 ◦ 〈π0, π1〉 ◦ ψ

= 1.

This implies that Π0(ev
T
A) = Π0(ev

0
A ◦π0) and—since pA is an isomorphism—(17)

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 Theorem C and Theorem D through the following two theorems.

7.1. Theorem. Let E 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 → Y between them.

7.2. Theorem. Let E be a topos satisfying NS, WDQO and DSO. Let A ∈ E. Then

Π(AX) = 1
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for every X ∈ E if and only if there is a point a : 1 → A such that a! ∼ 1A. That
is, Π(AX) = 1 for every X ∈ E if and only if A is contractible under the associated
homotopy theory p for E.

Proof of 7.1. Let f, g : X → Y be two homotopic arrows in E . Let K be the
pullback

K // j //

��

Y X

p

��
1 //

p(‘f ’)
// Π0(Y

X).

Thus Π(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 X and ‘g’ : 1 → Y X to K, resp.
Let h : K ×X → Y be the following composite:

K ×X // j×1 // Y X ×X
ev // Y.

The following diagram commutes:

X
〈a!,1〉//

〈!,1〉 ##❋
❋❋

❋❋
❋❋

❋❋

1

==

K ×X // j×1 //

h

##
Y X ×X

ev // Y

1×X

a×1

OO

‘f ’×1

99rrrrrrrrrr

πX

// X

f

;;✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈

A similar diagram commutes for g. �

Proof of 7.2. Suppose Π(AX) = 1 for every X ∈ E . Hence, by definition,

Ep(X,A) ∼= E(1, IΠ(AX))

∼= E(1, 1)

= Ep(X, 1).

Since E(X, 1) = 1, that isomorphism is natural. Therefore, by Yoneda, A ∼=Ep
1.

That is, there is a point a : 1 → A of A such that a! ∼ 1A.
Conversely, suppose A is contractible; that is, there is a point a : 1 → A in A

such that a! ∼ 1A. Hence

1
a // A

σA // AX

is a point of AX . Now, let g : X → A be an arbitrary arrow in E . So, by hypothesis,
g ∼ a!. Hence 1 = Ep(X,A) = E(1, IΠ(AX )). Therefore Π(AX) has just one
necessarily dense point, so by Theorems C, D and 7.2 in [11], Π(AX) = 1. �

7.3. Corollary. Let E be a nondegenerate topos satisfying NS, WDQO and DSO.
Let A be an object of E with a point. Then Π(AA) = 1 if and only if A has a point
a : 1 → A such that a! ∼ 1A.

Proof. If A has a point a : 1 → A such that a! ∼ 1A, Π(A
A) = 1. Conversely, if

Π(AA) = 1 and A has a point b : 1 → A, then Ep(A,A) = 1 and thus b! ∼ 1A. �
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7.4. Remark. For E non degenerate, 00 = Π(00) = 1 yet 0 has no points.

8. Quality types vs. sufficient cohesion

Let E 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:

⊣⊣ ⊣

E

Γ

��
Π

''
Dec(E)

I

EE

Λ

ii

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 θ = p ◦ γ 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 E is a quality type and f ∼ g, then f = g.

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

1
‘f ’ //
‘g’

//

f̄

))ḡ ))

Y X
p
Y X // Π(Y X)

Γ(Y X)

γ
Y X

OO

Since , f̄ equals ḡ, and thus f equals g. �

8.2. Theorem. If E is not a quality type, then it is sufficiently cohesive.

8.3. Lemma. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) E is sufficiently cohesive.
(ii) 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 Ω
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 //

a

��

1

⊤
��

K
χa

// Ω .

Now, since b 6= a and Ω is strictly bipointed because E satisfies NS, the following
diagram commutes:

1 //

b

��

1

⊥
��

K
χa

// Ω .
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This yields a homotopy between 1Ω and ⊥!:

Ω
〈a!,1〉

//

1

((
K × Ω

χa×1
// Ω × Ω

∧
// Ω

Ω
〈b!,1〉 //

⊥!

66K × Ω
χa×1 // Ω × Ω

∧ // Ω .

Therefore, by 7.2, Ω is contractible and, accordingly, connected. �

Proof of 8.2. The “points-to-pieces” morphism θY : ΓY → ΠY is monic in E if and
only if it is monic in Dec(E) since I is right adjoint to Π. Therefore θY is not monic
in E if and only if it is not monic in Dec(E).

Suppose E is not a quality type; i.e., θ is not a natural isomorphism. Hence θX
is not monic in E for some X ∈ E and, accordingly, not monic in Dec(E). So, as
Dec(E) also satisfies NS, the local set theory Th(Dec(E)) is strongly witnessed and,
therefore, complete (see Theorems 4.31 and 4.32 in Bell [1]). Hence

⊢Th(Dec(E)) θX is injective or ⊢Th(Dec(E)) ¬(θX is injective).

Therefore, by Proposition 3.33 in Bell [1], since θX is not monic in Dec(E),

0Th(Dec(E)) θX is injective.

Therefore ⊢Th(Dec(E)) ¬(θX is injective); equivalently,

⊢Th(Dec(E)) ¬∀x∀x
′(x ∈ ΓX ∧ x′ ∈ ΓX ∧ θX(x) = θX(x′) ⇒ x = x′).

But Dec(E) is boolean since it is equivalent to E¬¬ (see McLarty [7]). Hence

⊢Th(Dec(E)) ∃x∃x
′(x ∈ ΓX ∧ x′ ∈ ΓX ∧ θX(x) = θX(x′) ∧ ¬(x = x′)).

Now, by Theorem 4.31 in Bell [1], Th(Dec(E)) 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

⊢Th(Dec(E)) a ∈ ΓX ∧ b ∈ ΓX ∧ θX(a) = θX(b) ∧ ¬(a = b).

So there are two different points a, b : 1 → ΓX of ΓX such that θX ◦ a = θX ◦ b.
Whence, as θX = pX ◦ γX by Lemma 9.2 in [11], the corresponding points ā, b̄ :
1 → X in X satisfy pX ◦ ā = pX ◦ b̄, and pX(ā) = θX(a). Let

K := p−1
X (pX(ā)).

Therefore, by Proposition 2.1 and Theorem 2.4 in [11], K is connected. Further-
more, K is bipointed. So, by Lemma 8.3, E is sufficiently cohesive. �

9. Connectedness and contractibility of double negation sheaves

Taking advantage of the characterization given by Theorem C in 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 E 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 8.3, suppose that E is sufficiently cohesive and let K ∈ E be
a connected object with at least two different points k1, k2. Let k′1, k

′
2 be the

corresponding points of k1, k2, resp. in ΓK. Let G be a ¬¬-sheaf such that there is
an arrow [g1, g2] : 2 ֌ ΠG. Since E satisfies NS and pG is surjective, let g′1, g

′
2 be

two points in G such that pG(g
′
1) = g1 and pG(g

′
2) = g2. Now, as ΓK is decidable,

define the following arrow f : ΓK → G:

f :=

{
g′1 if x = k′1
g′2 if x 6= k′1.

Therefore, since G is a ¬¬-sheaf and γK : ΓK → K is monic ¬¬-dense, there is a
unique arrow f ′ : K → G making the following diagram commute:

ΓK
γK //

f !!❉
❉❉

❉❉
❉❉

❉ K

f ′

��
G.

Hence

(f ′)−1(g′1) + (f ′)−1(g′2) = K,

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

Conversely, suppose every ¬¬-sheaf is connected or 0. Consider l2 : 2 → Λ2. As
2 is decidable, 2 is ¬¬-separated. Hence l2 is monic ¬¬-dense. That is, Λ2 has
exactly two points and is connected. �

Let J : E¬¬ → E be the inclusion functor, L the ¬¬-sheafification functor, and
l : 1 ⇒ JL the unit of the adjunction L ⊣ J .

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

9.3. Lemma. Let E be a topos that satisfies NS+DSO. Given arrows h : K×X → Y
and f : Y → LX, there is a unique arrow h′ : K ×LX → LX making the following
diagram commute:

K ×X
h //

1×lX
��

Y

f

��
K × LX

h′

//❴❴❴ LX.

(19)

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

ΓX
γX //

lΓX

��

X

lX

��
LΓX

LγX

// LX.
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Now, as ΓX is decidable, it is also ¬¬-separated and thus lΓX is ¬¬-dense monic.
On the other hand, as γX is ¬¬-dense monic, LγX is an isomorphism (see Proposi-
tion 5.26 in Bell [1]). Therefore lX ◦ γX is ¬¬-dense monic (see Proposition A.4 in
[11]). Hence, since LX is a ¬¬-sheaf and (1× lX)◦(γK×γX) : ΓK×ΓX → K×LX
is ¬¬-dense monic, there is a unique h′ : K × LX → LX making the following di-
agram commute:

ΓK × ΓX

γK×γX

��
K ×X

h //

1×lX
��

Y

f

��
K × LX

h′

//❴❴❴ LX

Lastly, since γK×γX is ¬¬-dense monic and LX is a ¬¬-sheaf, (19) commutes. �

Proof of 9.2. Let X ∈ E be a contractible object. So, by 7.1, there is a connected
object K with two points a, b and a homotopy h : K ×X → X such that

X
〈a!,1〉

//

1

((
K ×X

h
// X

X
〈b!,1〉 //

c!

55K ×X
h // X.

for some point c of X . Now, applying 9.3 to h and lX , there is a unique h′ :
K × LX → LX such that the following diagram commutes:

K ×X
h //

1×lX
��

X

lX

��
K × LX

h′

// LX.

(20)

Whence the following diagram commutes:

X
〈a!,1〉

//

1

''

lX

��

K ×X
h

//

1×lX
��

X

lX

��
LX

〈a!,1〉 //

1

66K × LX
h′

// LX.

By the universality of lX ,

LX
〈a!,1〉 //

1

66K × LX
h′

// LX

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

X
〈b!,1〉

//

c!

''

lX

��

K ×X
h

//

1×lX
��

X

lX

��
LX

〈b!,1〉 //

L(c!)=L(c)!

66K × LX
h′

// LX.

By the universality of lX ,

LX
〈b!,1〉 //

L(c)!

66K × LX
h′

// LX

commutes. Therefore, by 4.1, L(c)! ∼ 1LX . That is, LX is contractible. �

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 D
provide a way to verifying this within their context of applicability (As was already
the case for Ω once there is sufficient cohesion within the proof of 8.3).

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 E be a topos satisfying NS, WDQO and DSO. Let X ∈ E be
a monoid with 0. Then X is connected if and only if X is contractible.

Proof. It is convenient to reason internally. Let S be the local set theory on the
local language of E . As X is a monoid with zero, there are closed terms 0 and 1 such
that: ⊢S 0 ∈ X ; x ∈ X ⊢S x ·0 = 0 ·x = 0; ⊢S 1 ∈ X ; and x ∈ X ⊢S x ·1 = 1 ·x = x.
The following diagrams commute:

X
〈1̄!,1〉

//

1X

((
X ×X

•
// X

R
〈0̄!,1〉 //

0̄!

55X ×X
• // X,

where • is the multiplication of the monoid X and 0̄, 1̄ : 1 → X are the points
corresponding to the closed terms 0, 1. Thus X is contractible if it is connected.

Conversely, by 7.2, if X is contractible, then Π(X1) = 1. �

10.2. Corollary. Let E 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 ev0T : T T → T along 0.
Then R is connected if and only if it is contractible.
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Proof. The pullback of ev0T : T T → T along 0 is the same thing as calculating the
pullback of T 0 along σT ◦ 0, where σT : T → T 1 is the transpose of πT : T × 1 → T .
Reasoning internally, let S be the local set theory on the local language of E . So

R = {〈u, ∗〉 : u ◦ 0 = σT ◦ 0(∗)}

in E . More simply,

R = {u ∈ T T : u ◦ 0 = 0}.

Or equivalently,

R = {u ∈ T T : 〈0, 0〉 ∈ u},

taking ev0T and 0 instead of T 0 and σT ◦ 0, respectively. It is clear that

⊢S 1T , 0! ∈ R.

So let 1T , 0! : 1 → R be such that 1T (∗) = 1T and 0!(∗) = 0!, resp.
Now,

〈u, v〉 ∈ R ⊢S u ∈ R ∧ v ∈ R

⊢S u ∈ T T ∧ v ∈ T T ∧ u ◦ 0 = 0 ∧ v ◦ 0 = 0

⊢S u ◦ v ∈ T T ∧ u ◦ v ◦ 0 = 0

⊢S u ◦ v ∈ R.

That is, there is an S-function (〈u, v〉 7→ u ◦ v) : R × R → R. Call this function ◦.
It is clear that

⊢S 〈R, ◦, 1T , 0!〉 is a monoid with zero.

Therefore, by 10.1, R is connected if and only if it is contractible. �

10.3. Remark. For any topos E is a topos satisfying NS and WDQO epic images
of connected objects are connected. Indeed, if f : A → B is an epic arrow in E
with Π0(A) = 1, then, as Π0 preserves epics since it is left adjoint, Π0f is epic and
monic and, accordingly, iso; that is, in that case Π0(B) ∼= 1.

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

Proof. Consider the following pullback diagram:

R // i //

��

T T

T 0

��
1 //

0
// T.

Since 0 : 1 ֌ T is ¬¬-dense, so is i : R ֌ T T . Hence Π(i) is epi. Therefore, if
Π(R) = 1 then Π(i) is monic, and, accordingly, an isomorphism. Then Π(T T ) = 1
and, by 7.3, T is contractible. �
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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 (E , p), (E ′, p′) ho-
motopy theories, a morphism (E , p) → (E ′, p′) between them is a pair (F, q) where
F : E → E ′ is a cartesian closed functor and q : FΠ0 ⇒ Π′

0F a natural transforma-
tion such that

E

1
((

Π0

66
✤✤ ✤✤
�� p

F

��

E

F

��

= E
F // E ′

1
))

Π′

0

55
✤✤ ✤✤
�� p

′ E ′.

E ′

Π′

0

//

✤✤ ✤✤
�� q

E ′

That is, q · Fp = p′F . It 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 : Ĉ → 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]). Let p : E → Set be a bounded
geometric morphism. If p is precohesive, then E 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 ∈ C has a copoint, an arrow c→ 0. Then SetC satisfies NS.

Proof. Let F ∈ SetC be different from 0. So there is an object d ∈ C such that
Fd 6= ∅. Since d has a copoint qd : d → 0, then F0 6= ∅. Now, let c ∈ C. Via
! : 0 → c, it follows that Fc 6= ∅.

Now, let x ∈ F0. Given c ∈ C, define pc : 1 → Fc as

pc(∗) := F (!)(x),
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where ! : 0 → c. Hence p is a natural transformation 1 ⇒ F . Therefore SetC

satisfies NS. �

A.4. Corollary. Let p : E → Set be a geometric morphism. If p is the canon-

ical four-adjoint string from E = Ĉ for a small category C, or if it is bounded,
then E satisfies the Nullstellensatz if p is precohesive. Furthermore, in these cases,
Dec(E) ≃ Set and the discrete objects of E are its decidable objects.

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

has split idempotents, and Ĉ is equivalent to K̂(C), by A.3, Ĉ satisfies NS. In the

second case let C be the site of definition Sh(C, J) of E . Now, by A.2, Ĉ satisfies
NS. By fullness, so do Sh(C, J) and, thus, E .

Finally, by Theorem D in [11], the conclusion follows. �

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 E 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 × Y (see [1]). The usual requirements are
expected to be satisfied by it. There is a special case given by any term τ with
free variables x1, . . . , xn. In that case, (〈x1, . . . , xn〉 7→ τ) denotes the function the
graph of which is

{〈x1, . . . , xn, y〉|y = τ(x1, . . . , xn)},

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 µ to each formula α, i.e. a term of type Ω, another formula µ(α) such that:
(1) α ⊢S µ(α); (2) if α ⊢S β, then µ(α) ⊢S µ(β); and (3) µ(µ(α)) ⊢S µ(α). From
these one also obtains (4) ⊢S µ(α ∧ β) = µ(α) ∧ µ(β), which in turn yields that

µ(α),Γ ⊢S µ(β), (21)

whenever α,Γ ⊢S β.
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

C(x) := {y ∈ X : 〈x, y〉 ∈ R}

QR := {t : ∃x ∈ X.t = C(x)}.

It is readily verified that there is a function qX := (x 7→ C(x)) : X → QR. Indeed,

x ∈ X ⊢S x ∈ X ∧C(x) = C(x) ⊢S ∃z ∈ X.C(x) = C(z) ⊢S C(x) ∈ QR.
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It is also straightforward to verify the following entailments. Let f : X → Y and
g : Y → Z.

⊢S 〈x, y〉 ∈ |f | ⇔ 〈x′, y〉 ∈ |f |) ⇔ (〈x, y〉 ∈ |f | ∧ 〈x′, y′〉 ∈ |f | ⇒ y = y′). (22)

and
⊢S |g ◦ f | = {〈x, z〉 ∈ X × Z : 〈τ(x), z〉 ∈ |g|}, (23)

when f = (x 7→ τ) for some term τ . And, equivalently,

x ∈ X ⊢S 〈τ(x), z〉 ∈ |g| ⇔ 〈x, z〉 ∈ |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

〈x, x′〉 ∈ R ⊢S 〈x, y〉 ∈ |f | ⇔ 〈x′, y〉 ∈ |f |. (25)

Then, there is a unique function f̄ : QR → Y such that the following diagram
commutes:

X
qX //

f !!❇
❇❇

❇❇
❇❇

❇ QR

f̄

��✤
✤
✤

Y.

From which it follows that qX is epic.

Notice that, since 〈x, x′〉 ∈ R ⊢S C(x) = C(x′), any composite g ◦ qX satisfies
(25), by (24) and (22).

Proof of B.1. Define

|f̄ | := {〈t, y〉 : ∃x ∈ X.t = C(x) ∧ 〈x, y〉 ∈ |f |}.

Then,

x ∈ X ∧ t = C(x) ⊢S (∃!y.〈x, y〉 ∈ |f |) ∧ t = C(x)

⊢S ∃!y.〈x, y〉 ∈ |f | ∧ t = C(x)

⊢S ∃x∃!y.〈x, y〉 ∈ |f | ∧ t = C(x)

⊢S ∃!y∃x.〈x, y〉 ∈ |f | ∧ t = C(x).

Hence, ∃x.x ∈ X ∧ t = C(x) ⊢S ∃!y∃x.〈x, y〉 ∈ |f | ∧ t = C(x). Therefore,

t ∈ QR ⊢S ∃!y∃x.〈x, y〉 ∈ |f | ∧ t = C(x),

as required for a function f̄ : QR → Y .
To see that f̄ ◦ qX = f , one must prove that

⊢S |f̄ ◦ qX | = |f |.

To this effect, observe that

t = C(x), t = C(x′), 〈x′, y〉 ∈ |f | ⊢S 〈x, x′〉 ∈ R ∧ 〈x′, y〉 ∈ |f |

⊢S 〈x, y〉 ∈ |f |.

Hence
t = C(x), ∃x′(t = C(x′) ∧ 〈x′, y〉 ∈ |f |) ⊢S 〈x, y〉 ∈ |f |.

Whence
〈x, t〉 ∈ qX ∧ 〈t, y〉 ∈ f̄ ⊢S 〈x, y〉 ∈ |f |.
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and thus

⊢S |f̄ ◦ qX | ⊆ |f |.

Conversely, 〈x, y〉 ∈ |f | ⊢S 〈x,C(x)〉 ∈ |qX |. On other hand,

〈x, y〉 ∈ |f | ⊢S C(x) = C(x) ∧ 〈x, y〉 ∈ |f |

⊢S ∃x′ ∈ X(C(x) = C(x′) ∧ 〈x′, y〉 ∈ |f |)

⊢S 〈C(x), y〉 ∈ |f̄ |.

Hence 〈x, y〉 ∈ |f | ⊢S 〈x,C(x)〉 ∈ |qX | ∧ 〈C(x), y〉 ∈ |f̄ |. So

〈x, y〉 ∈ |f | ⊢S ∃t.〈x, t〉 ∈ |qX | ∧ 〈t, y〉 ∈ |f̄ |.

Therefore

⊢S |f | ⊆ |f̄ ◦ qX |

and thus f̄ ◦ qX = f .
To see that f̄ is unique, let g : QR → Y be such g ◦ qX = f . By (24),

x ∈ X ∧ t = C(x), 〈t, y〉 ∈ |g| ⊢S 〈C(x), y〉 ∈ |g| ⊢S 〈x, y〉 ∈ |f |

Thus,

x ∈ X ∧ t = C(x), 〈t, y〉 ∈ |g| ⊢S t = C(x) ∧ 〈x, y〉 ∈ |f |

⊢S ∃x ∈ X.t = C(x) ∧ 〈x, y〉 ∈ |f |

⊢S 〈t, y〉 ∈ |f̄ |.

Hence, ∃x ∈ X(t = C(x)), 〈t, y〉 ∈ |g| ⊢S 〈t, y〉 ∈ |f̄ |. So, as

〈t, y〉 ∈ |g| ⊢S t ∈ QR ⊢S ∃x ∈ X(t = C(x)),

it follows that

〈t, y〉 ∈ |g| ⊢S 〈t, y〉 ∈ |f̄ |.

Uniqueness thus follows by reversing the roles of f̄ and g. �

B.2. Theorem. For any modality µ the relation given by

Rµ(X) := {〈x, y〉 ∈ X ×X : µ(x = y)}

is an equivalence relation the quotient of which Qµ(X) is functorial and preserves
finite products. Moreover, the quotient map qXµ is natural.

B.3. Remark. Let D be the full subcategory of objects X for which qXµ is an
isomorphism and let ι : D → E be the inclusion functor. It can be further seen
that, by correstricting Qµ to D,

Qµ ⊣ ι,

and that all objects of D are µ-separated.

Proof of B.2. It is indeed an equivalence relation on X :

(a) Reflexivity. As x = x ⊢S µ(x = x) and ⊢S x = x, it follows that ⊢S µ(x = x).
Hence

x ∈ X ⊢S µ(x = x).

(b) Symmetry. As x = y ⊢S y = x and µ is a modality in S, thus

µ(x = y) ⊢S µ(y = x).
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(c) Transitivity. As x = y ∧ y = z ⊢S x = z and µ is a modality in S,

µ(x = y ∧ y = z) ⊢S µ(x = z).

As ⊢S µ(x = y) ∧ µ(y = z) = µ(x = y ∧ y = z), then

µ(x = y) ∧ µ(y = z) ⊢S µ(x = z).

Let f : X → Y be an function. It is needed to prove that qYµ ◦ f satisfies (25).
By (22), it is enough to verify that

〈x, x′〉 ∈ Rµ(X) ⊢S 〈x, z〉 ∈ |qY ◦ f | ∧ 〈x′, z′〉 ∈ |qY ◦ f | ⇒ z = z′. (26)

Now, clearly
x = x′, 〈x, y〉 ∈ |f |, 〈x′, y′〉 ∈ |f | ⊢S y = y′.

Hence, by (21),

µ(x = x′), 〈x, y〉 ∈ |f |, 〈x′, y′〉 ∈ |f | ⊢S µ(y = y′). (27)

On the other hand, by definition of q,

〈y, z〉 ∈ |qY | ⊢S z = C(y).

Applying this twice and (27),

〈x, x′〉 ∈ Rµ(X), 〈x, y〉 ∈ |f | ∧ 〈y, z〉 ∈ |qY |, 〈x
′, y′〉 ∈ |f | ∧ 〈y′, z′〉 ∈ |qY |

⊢S z = C(y) ∧ z′ = C(y′) ∧ C(y) = C(y′)

⊢S z = z′.

Whence (26) is proved.
Then, by B.1, there is a unique function Qfµ : QXµ → QYµ such that the following

diagram commutes:

X
f //

qXµ
��

Y

qYµ
��

QXµ
Qf

µ

//❴❴❴ QYµ ,

which established both the functoriality of Qµ and the naturality of qµ. It remains
to see that it that preserves finite products. Since µ is a modality and by (21),

x, x′, y, y′ ∈ X ⊢S µ(〈x, y〉 = 〈x′, y′〉) ⇔ (µ(x = x′) ∧ µ(y = y′)).

So

x, x′, y, y′ ∈ X ⊢S C(〈x, y〉) = C(〈x′, y′〉) ⇔ C(x) = C(x′) ∧ C(y) = C(y′)

and thus

x, x′, y, y′ ∈ X ⊢S C(〈x, y〉) = C(〈x′, y′〉) ⇔ qX × qY (〈x, y〉) = qX × qY (〈x
′, y′〉).

Hence, by B.1, there is a unique function r : Qµ(X × Y ) → QµX × QµY such
that the following diagram commutes:

X × Y
qX×Y //

qX×qY &&▼▼
▼▼▼

▼▼▼
▼▼▼

Qµ(X × Y )

r

��
QµX ×QµY

Since qX × qY is epic, r is the promised isomorphism. �
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in toposes, 2023.
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