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Abstract

As composites of constant, finite (co)product, identity, and powerset functors, Kripke poly-
nomial functors form a relevant class of Set-functors in the theory of coalgebras. The main
goal of this paper is to expand the theory of limits in categories of coalgebras of Kripke
polynomial functors to the context of quantale-enriched categories. To assume the role of the
powerset functor we consider “powerset-like” functors based on the Hausdorff V-category
structure. As a starting point, we show that for a lifting of a Set-functor to a topological
category X over Set that commutes with the forgetful functor, the corresponding category of
coalgebras over X is topological over the category of coalgebras over Set and, therefore, it is
“as complete” but cannot be “more complete”. Secondly, based on a Cantor-like argument,
we observe that Hausdorff functors on categories of quantale-enriched categories do not
admit a terminal coalgebra. Finally, in order to overcome these “negative” results, we com-
bine quantale-enriched categories and topology a /a Nachbin. Besides studying some basic
properties of these categories, we investigate “powerset-like” functors which simultaneously
encode the classical Hausdorff metric and Vietoris topology and show that the corresponding
categories of coalgebras of “Kripke polynomial” functors are (co)complete.
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1 Introduction

Starting with early studies in the nineties to the introduction of uniform notions of behavioural
metric in the last decade, the study of coalgebras over metric-like spaces has focused on four
specific areas:

1. liftings of functors from the category Set of sets and functions to categories of metric
spaces (see [6-8]), as a way of lifting state-based transition systems into transitions
systems over categories of metric spaces;

2. results on the existence of terminal coalgebras and their computation (see [8,55]), as a
way of calculating the behavioural distance of two given states of a transition system;

3. the introduction of behavioural metrics with corresponding “Up-To techniques” (see
[8,12,57]), as a way of easing the calculation of behavioural distances;

4. and the development of coalgebraic logical foundations over metric spaces (see [6,36,
58]), as a way of reasoning in a quantitive way about transition systems.

In this paper we focus on the first two topics, with particular interest in metric versions
of Kripke polynomial functors. As composites of constant, finite (co)product, identity, and
powerset functors, Kripke polynomial functors form a pertinent class of Set-functors in the
theory of coalgebras (for example, see [13,48] and [37]), which is well-behaved in regard to
the existence of limits in their respective categories of coalgebras—assuming that the pow-
erset functor is submitted to certain cardinality restrictions. The latter constraint is essential
since the powerset functor P: Set — Set does not admit a terminal coalgebra; a well-known
fact which follows from the following:

e in [38] it is shown that the terminal coalgebra of a functor F: C — C s a fixed point of
F, and

e in [15] it is (essentially) proven that the powerset functor P: Set — Set does not have
fixed points.

On the other hand, being accessible, the finite powerset functor Pg,: Set — Set does
admit a terminal coalgebra (see [9]); in fact, the category of coalgebras for Pg,: Set — Set
is complete. Metric counterparts of the powerset functor are often based on the Hausdorff
metric, informally, we call them Hausdorff functors. This metric was originally introduced
in [25,44] (see also [11]), and, recently, has been considered in the more general context of
quantale enriched categories (see [5,52]) in which we discuss the results presented here.

A common theme of the papers [8] and [7] is to study liftings of Set-functors to categories
of metric spaces, or more generally to the category V-Cat of V-categories and V-functors, for
a quantale V), in the sense that the diagram
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Hausdorff Coalgebras 775

V-Cat —s V-Cat

! !

Set ﬁ Set

commutes. In Sect.2 we show that, for such a lifting of a Set-functor, the corresponding
category of coalgebras over V-Cat is topological over the category of coalgebras over Set
(see Theorem 2.5). This implies that it is possible to recast over V-Cat all the theory about
limits in categories of Kripke polynomial coalgebras over Set. However, this result also
highlights that “adding a V-category structure” does not improve the situation regarding
limits by itself. In particular, the Hausdorff functor that considers all subsets of a metric
space does not admit a terminal coalgebra.

Besides cardinal restrictions, another way to “tame” the powerset functor is to equip
a set with some kind of structure and then consider only its “structure relevant” subsets.
This is precisely the strategy employed in [27] where we passed from Kripke polynomial
functors to Vietoris polynomial functors on categories of topological spaces. For instance, it
is implicitly shown in [19, p. 245] that the classic Vietoris functor on the category of compact
Hausdorff spaces and continuous maps has a terminal coalgebra, and this result generalises
to all topological spaces when considering the compact Vietoris functor on Top which sends
a space to its hyperspace of compact subsets (see [27] for details). This fact might not come
as a surprise for the reader thinking of compactness as “generalised finiteness”; however, it
came as a surprise to us to learn that the lower Vietoris functor on Top, where one considers
all closed subsets, also admits a terminal coalgebra.

Motivated by the fact that finite topological spaces correspond precisely to finite ordered
sets, over the past decades several results about topological spaces have been inspired by their
finite counterparts; for a sequence of results see for instance [16,33,34]. One therefore might
wonder if the result regarding the lower Vietoris functor on Top has an order-theoretic coun-
terpart; in other words, does the upset functor Up: Ord — Ord admit a terminal coalgebra?
The answer is negative, as it follows from the “generalized Cantor Theorem” of [1 8].! Based
on [18], in Sect.3 we generalise Cantor’s Theorem further (see Theorem 3.16) and use this
result to show that the (non-symmetric) Hausdorff functor on V-Cat—sending a V-category
to the space of all “up-closed” subsets—does not admit a terminal coalgebra.

To overcome these “negative results” regarding completeness of categories of coalgebras,
in Sect.4 we add a topological component to the V-categorical setting. More specifically, we
introduce the Hausdorff construction for V-categories equipped with a compatible compact
Hausdorff topology. We note that these V-categorical compact Hausdorff spaces are already
studied in [30,54], being the corresponding category denoted here by V-CatCH. Also, we find
it worthwhile to notice that the notion of V-categorical compact Hausdorff space generalises
simultaneously Nachbin’s ordered compact Hausdorff spaces [42] and the classic notion of
compact metric space; therefore, it provides a framework to combine and even unify both
theories. For example:

e It is known that the specialisation order of a sober space is directed complete (see [35,
Lemma I1.1.9]); in [30] we observed that this fact implies immediately that the order
relation of an ordered compact Hausdorff space is directed complete. Furthermore, an
appropriate version of this result in the quantale-enriched setting implies that the metric
of a metric compact Hausdorff space (i.e. a metric space with a compatible compact
Hausdorff topology) is Cauchy complete, generalising the classical fact that a compact

! We thank Adriana Balan for calling our attention to [18].
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776 D. Hofmann, P. Nora

metric space (i.e. a metric space where the induced topology is compact) is Cauchy
complete.

e The Hausdorff functor H: V-CatCH — V-CatCH introduced in Sect.4 combines the
Vietoris topology and the Hausdorff metric; in particular, for a metric compact Hausdorff
space, the Hausdorff metric is compatible with the Vietoris topology (Proposition 4.19).
This result represents a variation of the classic fact stating that, for every compact metric
space X, the Hausdorff metric induces the Vietoris topology of the compact Hausdorff
space X (see [41]).

By “adding topology”, and under mild assumptions on the quantale V, we are able to
show that H: V-CatCH — V-CatCH preserves codirected limits (see Theorem 4.35); which
eventually allows us to conclude that, for every Hausdorff polynomial functor on V-CatCH,
the corresponding category of coalgebras is complete (see Theorem 4.47).

In the last part of this paper we consider a V-categorical counterpart of the notion of a Priest-
ley space. In [28] we developed already “Stone-type” duality theory for these type of spaces;
here we show that H: V-CatCH — V-CatCH sends Priestley spaces to Priestley spaces, gener-
alising a well-known fact of the Vietoris functor on the category of partially ordered compact
spaces. Consequently, many results regarding coalgebras for H: V-CatCH — V-CatCH are
valid for its restriction to Priestley spaces as well.

Throughout this paper we assume familiarity with the basic theory of quantale enriched
categories. For the readers convenience, in “Appendix A” we collect some notions and results
and, moreover, present some useful properties of the reflector into the category of separated
V-categories.

2 Strict Functorial Liftings

The main motif of this work is to expand the study of limits in categories of coalgebras of
Kripke polynomial functors to the context of quantale-enriched categories. In more general
terms, this means that given an endofunctor F on a category A and a faithful functorU: X — A,
our problem consists in studying a “lifting” of F to an endofunctor F on X. In a strict sense,
by “lifting” we mean that the diagram

N

>

@2.1)

c
> —— X
c

>

F

commutes.

Remark 2.1 If in (2.1) the functor _I_: has a fix-point, then so has F. Hence, if F does not
have a fix-point, then neither does F. In particular, any strict lifting of the powerset functor
P: Set — Set does not admit a terminal coalgebra.

Then, we obtain a faithful functor
U: CoAlg(F) — CoAlg(F)

by “applying U”. In [27, Theorem 3.11] we showed under additional conditions that, if the
forgetful functor U: X — A s topological, then so is the functor U: CoAlg(F) — CoAlg(F).
We start by improving upon this result.
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Hausdorff Coalgebras 777

In the remainder of this section, let U: X — A be a topological functor, for more infor-
mation about this notion we refer to [4]. We recall that X is fibre-complete, and for an object
A of A we use the suggestive notation (A, «) to denote an element of the fibre of A. Then we
writea < Bif14: (A, ) — (A, B) is amorphism of X. Since we also assume the existence
of functors F: A — A and F: X — X such that the diagram (2.1) commutes, with a slight
abuse of notation, we often write (FA, Fa) instead of F(A, «).

For a U-structured arrow f: A — U(B, B) in A, we denote by (A, f/;) the corresponding
U-initial lift. Similarly, for f: U(A, @) — B in A, we denote by (B, f) the corresponding
U-final lift. Below we collect some well-known facts.

Proposition 2.2 Let f: A — B be a morphism in A and (A, o) and (B, B) be objects in the
fibres of A and B, respectively. Then the following assertions are equivalent.

1) f: (A, o) — (B, B)is a morphism in X.

(i) o < f.

(i) fy = B.

Proposition 2.3 Let (A, o) and (A, B) be objects in the fibre of an object A of A. If a« < B
then Fa < FB.

Proposition 2.4 Let c: A — FA be a morphism in A and let A be a collection of objects
(A, @) in the fibre of A such that ¢: (A, @) — (FA, Fa) isin X. Let (A, a,) be the supremum
of A. Then, c: (A, ac) — (FA, Fa;) is a morphism of X.

Proof. First note that
(A, ) —— \/{(FA,Fa) | (X, ) € A)

is a morphism in X, and, by Proposition 2.3, so is
\/{(FA, Fa) | (X,a) € A} L (FA, Fa,). O

Theorem 2.5 The functor U: CoAlg(F) — CoAlg(F) is topological.

Proof. Let (A;, «;, ci)ics be afamily of objects in CoAlg(l_:), and (fi: (A, c) = (Aj, ¢i))iel
a cone in CoAlg(F). Consider

o = \/{O( lc: (A o) - (FA,Fa)isinXand, foralli € I, o < fig }.

Then, by Proposition 2.4, ¢: (A, a;.) — (FA, Fa,) is a morphism of X. Moreover, by
construction, a, < fl';,- for alli € I; hence, (fi: (A, a.) — (A;, ai))ies is a cone in X.
Therefore, (f;: (A, ac, ¢) — (A;, &4, ¢i))ie 1S acone in CoAlg(l_:). We claim that this cone
is U-initial.

Let (gi: (B,B,b) — (A;,«a;,ci) be acone in CoAlg(l_:), and h: (B,b) — (A,c) a
morphism in CoAlg(F) such that, for every i € I,

fi-h=gi (2.2)

We will see that /%, < «.. First observe that it follows from (2.2) and Proposition 2.2 that
h% < ﬁ;i for all i € I. Furthermore, since ¢ - h = Fh - b in A it follows that c: (A, h;) —
(FA, F(h';;)) is a morphism of X because %: (B, 8) — (A, h;) is final. Therefore, by
construction of «., we conclude that h; < . m|
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778 D. Hofmann, P. Nora

Corollary 2.6 The category COAlg(I_-') has limits of shape I if and only if CoAlg(F) has limits
of shape 1. In particular, CoAlg(F) has a terminal object if and only if CoAlg(F) has one.

This means that CoAlg(F) cannot be “more complete” than CoAlg(F), one of the reasons
why in Sect.3.1 we will lift the powerset functor on Set to V-Cat but only “up to natural
transformation”.

On the other hand, Corollary 2.6 also means that CoAlg(F) is “at least as complete” as
CoAlg(F), which allow us to recover known results about the existence of limits in CoAlg(l_:).
For example, in [8, Theorem 6.2] it is proven, by implicitly constructing the right adjoint
of U, that every lifting to the category of symmetric metric spaces of an endofunctor on Set
that admits a terminal coalgebra also admits a terminal coalgebra. A similar result was also
obtained in [7, Theorem 4.15] for “V-Catifications”—very specific liftings from Set to V-Cat.

Note that Theorem 2.5 even tells us how to construct limits in CoAlg(F) from limits in
CoAlg(F). In particular, if U is a forgetful functor to Set then a limit in CoAlg(F) has the same
underlying set of the corresponding limit in CoAlg(F). This behaviour was already observed
in [7, Theorem 4.16] for some particular liftings to V-Cat.

Example 2.7 Given a subfunctor F of the powerset functor on Set, the corresponding class
of Kripke polynomial functors is typically defined as the smallest class of Set-functors that
contains the identity functor, all constant functors and it is closed under composition with
F, finite sums and finite products of functors. If we are interested in strict liftings to V-Cat,
then Theorem 2.5 tells us that is possible to recast over VV-Cat all the theory about limits in
categories of Kripke polynomial coalgebras over Set. For example, if we consider a strict
lifting of the finite powerset functor, then every category of coalgebras of a Kripke polynomial
functor is (co)complete, and every limit is obtained as the initial lift of the corresponding
limit of Set-coalgebras.

In the sequel, we give an example of a generic way of lifting a functor F: A — Ato a
category X that is topological over A. In particular, this construction is used to lift Set-functors
to categories of metric spaces in [8], and to categories of }-categories in [7].

For a functor F: A — A and A-morphisms ¥: A — Aando: FA — A, we denote by
YO FA - A the composite

FA—L S FA—25 X
in A.

Con51der now a category X equipped with a topological functor U: X — A and an X-
object X whose underlying set UX carries the structure o : FUX — UX of a F- algebra. Then
(wo. FUX — UX) Vex(x.%) is a U-structured cone, and we define FX to be the domain of
the initial lift of this cone. Clearly:

Theorem 2.8 1. The construction above defines a functor F: X — X making the diagram

X —Fyx
ul lu
A—rs A

commutative.
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2. Foreveryy: X — Xin X, 1//0 is an X-morphism wo: FX — )?.Inparticular,cr = lgo
is an X-morphism o : EX —> X.

3. If X is injective with respect to initial morphisms, then F: X — X preserves initial
morphism (compare with [8, Theorem 5.8]).

4. Let a: F = G be a natural transformation such that o - oy = of. Then a lifts to a
natural transformation between the corresponding X-functors.

5. IfF = Tis part of a monad T = (T, m, e) on Aand o : TIX| — |X| is a T-algebra, then
T lifts naturally to a monad T = (7', m,e)onX.

Proof. The first affirmation follows immediately from the commutativity of the diagram

Fx L Fy

o
<w-f><>\ %w

and similarly the last two ones. The second affirmation is true by definition. In Proposition 2.10
we prove a slightly more general version of (3). O

Remark 2.9 We note that in Theorem 2.8 (4), the inequality oG - ¢y < of does not guarantee
that oy : FX — GX is an X-morphism (this contradicts [8, Theorem 8.1]). For instance,
consider X = Metsyn, X = [0, oc] and F, G: Set — Set with F = G being the identity
functor on Set, A = 1, o = 1[0,00] and oF = oo (constant). Clearly, oG - A[0,00] < OF.
However, G: Metgyy, — Metgyp, is the identity functor and F: Metgyy, — Metgyp, transforms
every symmetric metric space into the indiscrete space on the same underlying set. Hence,
for a non-indiscrete space X, Ax : FX — GX is not a morphism in Metgyn,.

In this context it is useful to note that Theorem 2.8 (3) gives a sufficient condition for the
preservation of initial morphisms that can be formulated in a slightly more general way.

Proposition 2.10 Let F: X — X be a]jmctor, o:FX > Xa morphisminX,andU: X - Aa
faithful functor. Assume further that X is injective in X with respect to initial morphisms and,
for every object X in X, the cone WO: FX — X)WEX(X,)N() in X is initial. Then F preserves
initial morphisms.

Proof. Let f: X — Y be an initial morphism in X. Since X is injective with respect to initial
morphisms, every morphism ¥ : X — X in X factors as hy - f, for some hy: Y — X
in X. Hence, FYy = Fhy - Ff. Now, suppose that #: Z — FY is a morphism in X, and
g: UZ — UFX is a function such that UF f - g = Uh. Then, for every morphism ¢ : X — X
in X, we have

Uy®.g=Uo-hy -Ff-g=Uo-hy -h.

Therefore, the claim follows because the cone (¥©: FX — X )yex(x,¥) 1s initial and U
is faithful. o

The injectivity-condition on X is often fulfilled; the proposition below collects some
examples.

Proposition 2.11 1. The V-category (V, hom) is injective in V-Cat with respect to initial
morphisms. Since V-Catyy,, <~ V-Cat preserves initial morphisms (see Theorem A.5),
the symmetrisation of (V, hom) is injective in V-Catgy,.
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780 D. Hofmann, P. Nora

2. The unit interval [0, 1] is injective in PosComp with respect to initial morphisms (see
[42]).

3. The Sierpinski space is injective with respect to initial morphisms in the category Top of
topological spaces and continuous maps.

The next proposition shows that the Hausdorff distance between subsets of metric spaces
(see [25]) emerges naturally in the context of V-categories from the construction discussed
earlier.

Proposition 2.12 The lifting of the powerset functor P on Set to V-Cat with respect to
A: PV — Vsends a V-category (X, a) to (PX, Ha), where for all A, B C X,

Ha(A,B) = J\ \/ a(x.y).
yeEB xeA

Proof. Let (X, a) be a V-category and Pa the V-category structure corresponding to the lifting
aforementioned. That is, for every A, B € PX,

PaA,B)= " N\ hom [ A v, v

YyeV-Cat(X,V) xeA YEB

First, observe that for every u € V the function hom(u, —): V — V preserves infima and
the map hom(—, u#): V — Vis antimonotone.
Hence, for every V-functor ¢: (X, a) — (V, hom),

Ha(4, B) < /\ \/ hom(y(x), ¥'(») < /\ hom (/\ v, wm)

yeB xeA yeB xeA

=hom [ A\ v, /\ v(»)

xXeA yeB

Therefore, Ha(A, B) < Pa(A, B).
To see that the reverse inequality holds, consider the V-functor f: (X, a) — (V, hom)
below that is obtained by combining Propositions A.3 and A.4.

f
"o va V
X —V'—V

Therefore, as hom(—, u) is antimonotone,

Pa(A,B) <hom | A\ fO)), /\ 7 | <hom [k, A \/ atx,

y'eA YEB YEB x€A
= A\ V ax.y) =Ha(A.B). O
yEB x€A

Remark 2.13 1t is well-known that the formula of Proposition 2.12 defines a V-category
structure on the powerset (for instance, see [5]).

Remark 2.14 The notion of a (symmetric) distance between subsets of a metric space goes
back to [44] and was made popular by its use in [25]. For more information on the history of
this idea we refer to [11].
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Corollary 2.15 The lifting of the powerset functor to V-Cat of Proposition 2.12 preserves
initial morphisms.

Another idea to tackle the problem of lifting an endofunctor F on Set to V-Cat is to consider
first a lax extension F: V-Rel — V-Rel of the functor F in the sense of [51]; that is, to require
1. r<r = Fr<Fr,
2. Fs-Fr <F(s-r),
3. Ff <F(f)and (Ff)° < F(f°).

It follows immediately (see [51]) that
F(s- f)=Fs-Ff and F(g°-r)=Fg°-Fr.

Then, based on this lax extension, the functor F: Set — Set admits a natural hftln/g to
V-Cat (see [54]): the functor F: V-Cat — V-Cat sends a V- category (X, a) to (FX, Fa).
One advantage of this type of lifting is that allows us to use the calculus of V-relations. The
following is a simple example.

Proposition 2.16 F: V-Cat — V-Cat preserves initial V-functors.

Proof. Let f: (X,a) — (Y, b) be a V-functor witha = f°-b- f. ThenFa = Ff°-Fb-Ff.
O

The result above generalises [8, Theorem 5.8].

Example 2.17 For a V-relationr: X -+ Y, and subsets A C X, B C Y, the formula

AV r@y

yeEB xe€A

defines a lax extension of the powerset functor on Set to V-Rel (see [51]). The corresponding
lifting to V-Cat coincides with the one described in Proposition 2.12. In particular, by Propo-
sition 2.16, we obtain another proof for the fact that this lifting preserves initial morphisms.

If we start withf monad T = (T, m, e¢) on Set, a lax exteAAﬂsion Qf T = (T, m, e)\to V-Rel
is a lax extension T of the functor T to V-Rel such that m: TT — T and e: Id — T become
op-lax:

my - TTr <Tr -my, ey -r <Tr-ex

for all V-relations r: X + Y.

For a lax extension of a Set-monad T = (T, m, ¢) to V-Rel, the functions ex : X — TX
and my : TTX — TX become V-functors for each V-category X, so that we obtain a monad
on V-Cat. The Eilenberg—Moore algebras for this monad are triples (X, a, @) where (X, @) is
a V-category and (X, «) is an algebra for the Set-monad T such that o : T(X, ag) — (X, ap)
is a V-functor. Amap f: X — Y isahomomorphism f: (X, a, @) — (Y, b, B) of algebras
precisely if f preserves both structures, that is, whenever f: (X, a) — (Y, b) is a V-functor
and f: (X, a) — (Y, B) is a T-homomorphism. For more information we refer to [31,54].

One possible way to construct lax extensions based on a (lax) T-algebra structure £ : TV —
Vis devised in [26]: for every V-relationr: X x Y — Vandforally € TX andy € TY,

Trew =\/ {&-Trtw) [ w e T x 1), T (0) = 1, Tra() = 0]

We note that?preserves the involution on V-Rel, that is, ?(r") = (:I'\r)o for all V-relations
r: X - Y (and we write simply Tr°).
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782 D. Hofmann, P. Nora

Example 2.18 Consider the ultrafilter monad U = (U, m, ) on Set, the quantale 2 and the
U-algebra

£:U2 — 2

sending every ultrafilter to its generating point. The category of algebras of the induced monad
on V-Cat is the category OrdCH of (pre)ordered compact Hausdorff spaces introduced in [42]
(see also [54)).

3 Hausdorff Polynomial Functors on V-Cat

In this section we study a class of endofunctors on V-Cat that intuitively is an analogue of
the class of Kripke polynomial functors on Set. We begin by describing a V-Cat-counterpart
of the powerset functor on Set that is based on the upset functor on Ord.

3.1 The Hausdorff Functor on V-Cat

We introduce now some V-categorical versions of classical notions from order theory. We
start with the “up-closure” and “down-closure” of a subset.

Definition 3.1 Let (X, a) be a V-category. For every A C X, put
1A = yeXlkS\/a(x,y)} and ¢“A=[y€X|k§\/a(y,x) .
X€A x€A

As usual, we write 19x and |%x if A = {x}. We also observe that 1A =% A which
allows us to translate results about 1 to results about |¢, and vice versa. Considering the
underlying ordered set (X, <) of (X, a), we note that

1SACHA  and  [SAC)A

for every A C X, with equality if A is a singleton. To simplify notation, we often write 1A
and |A whenever the corresponding structure can be derived from the context.

Remark 3.2 For an ordered set X, with a denoting the V-category structure induced by the
order relation < of X, 1A =19A and |=A =|?A.

Lemma 3.3 For every V-category (X, a) and every A C X,
ACPA, 11ACHA, ACIA, [IACIA.
Proof. 1t follows immediately from the two defining properties of a V-category. O

We call a subset A € X of a V-category (X, a) increasing whenever A =1A; likewise,
A is called decreasing whenever A =] A. Clearly, 1A is the smallest increasing subset of
X which includes A, and similarly for |A. For later use we record some simple facts about
increasing and decreasing subsets of a V-category.

Lemma 3.4 The intersection of increasing (decreasing) subsets of a V-category is increasing
(decreasing).

Lemma3.5 Let f: X — Y be a V-functor. Then the following assertions hold.
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1. For every increasing (decreasing) subset B C Y, f “L(B) is increasing (decreasing) in
X.
2. Forevery A € X, f(1A) €1/ (A) and f(JA) S1f(A).

In contrast to the situation for ordered sets, the complement of an increasing set is not
necessarily decreasing. This motivates the following notation.

Definition 3.6 Let (X, @) be a V-category and A € X. Then A is called co-increasing
whenever AC is increasing, and A is called co-decreasing whenever Al s decreasing.

For a V-category (X, a), we consider the V-category

HX = {A € X | Aisincreasing},
equipped with
Ha(A,B) = /\ \/ a(x.y).
yeB xeA

forall A, B € HX (see Remark 2.13).

Moreover, we have the following formulas.
Lemma3.7 Let (X, a) be a V-category. Then, for all A, B C X, the following assertions
hold.

1. k <Ha(A,B) < B C1A.

2. Ha(A,1B) = Ha(A, B) and Ha(1A, B) = Ha(A, B).

Proof. The first assertion is clear, and so are the inequalities Ha(A, 1B) < Ha(A, B) and
Ha(1A, B) > Ha(A, B). Furthermore, Ha(A, B) < Ha(A, B) ® Ha(B, 1B) < Ha(A, 1B)
and Ha (1A, B) < Ha(A, 1A) ® Ha(1A, B) < Ha(A, B). O

Corollary 3.8 For every V-category (X, a), the V-category H(X, a) is separated. Moreover,
the underlying order is containment 2.
For a V-functor f: (X, a) — (X, d’), the map
Hf:H(X,a) — H({Y,d)
sends an increasing subset A € X to 1 (A). Then, by Lemma 3.7,

Ha(A, B) < Ha'(f(A), f(B)) = Hda' (1f (A), 1/ (B))

for all A, B € HX. Clearly, for the identity morphism 1x: X — X in V-Cat, H(1x) is the
identity morphism on HX . Moreover, forall f: X — Yandg: Y — ZinV-Catand A C X,
by Lemma 3.5,

18(f(A) S18(1/(A) S 18(f (A)) S18(f(A));

which proves that the construction above defines a functor H: -Cat — V-Cat.

We note that this functor is naturally isomorphic to the dual construction H: V-Cat —
V-Cat of the “Hausdorff functor” of [52], witnessed by the family (dx: HX — HX)x
where A € HX is sent to the presheaf Ha(A, {—}) on X. By [52, Section 5.2], each dx
is fully faithful and surjective; since HX is separated, dy is an isomorphism in V-Cat. For
f:(X,a) — (Y,a')in V-Cat, A C X increasing and y € Y, we calculate
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\/ d(f@.» =\ Ve x)@d(fx).y)

z€A xeX zeA
<\ V@Fe, foned .,y < \/d(f @,y
xeX zeA zeA

which proves that (dx)x is indeed a natural transformation. Consequently, the functor H is
part of a Kock—Zoberlein monad H = (H, w, f) on V-Cat where

hx: X — HX, wyx : HHX — HX,
X —1x A+— UA

for all V-categories X. Clearly, £ corresponds to the unit of the “Hausdorff monad” of [52];
the following remark justifies the corresponding claim regarding the multiplication.

Remark 3.9 For all A € HHX,
JA=lxeX|3AeAdxeAl={xeX|treA=h(A),

therefore (_J A is indeed increasing. Furthermore, we conclude that wy — H fix in V-Cat.

3.2 Coalgebras of Hausdorff Polynomial Functors on V-Cat

The notion of Kripke polynomial functor is typically formulated in the context of sets and
functions. In this section we study an intuitive V-Cat-counterpart, where the Hausdorff functor
on V-Cat takes the role of the powerset functor on Set. For previous studies of Kripke
polynomial functors see [13,37,48].

Definition 3.10 Let X be a subcategory of V-Cat closed under finite limits and finite colimits
such that the Hausdorff functor H: V-Cat — V-Catrestricts to X. We call a functor Hausdorff
polynomial on X if it belongs to the smallest class of endofunctors on X that contains the
identity functor, all constant functors and is closed under composition with H, finite products
and finite sums of functors.

In the sequel, we will see that the category of coalgebras of a Hausdorff polynomial functor
on V-Cat is not necessarily complete. Nevertheless, thanks to the next theorem, we are some
small steps away from proving that equalisers always exist.

Theorem 3.11 ([43, Theorem 2.5.24]). Let F be an endofunctor over a cocomplete category
X that has an (E, M)-factorisation structure such that E is contained in the class of X-
epimorphisms and X is M -wellpowered. If F sends morphisms in M to morphisms in M, then
CoAlg(F) has equalisers.

Corollary 3.12 The Hausdorf{f functor H: V-Cat — V-Cat preserves initial morphisms.

Proof. Let f: (X,a) — (Y,b) be an initial morphism in V-Cat. Consider the map
N—=): P(Y,b) — H(Y, b) defined by A —1A. By Lemma 3.7, 1(—) is an initial morphism
in V-Cat. Therefore, by Corollary 2.15, we can express H f as the following composition of
initial morphisms Hy
H(X,a) —— H(,b)

| [

P(X,a) T P, b)
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Proposition 3.13 The Hausdorff functor H: V-Cat — V-Cat preserves initial monomor-
phisms.

Proof. We already know from Corollary 3.12 that H preserves initial morphisms, and from
Corollary 3.8 that the image by H of every V-category is separated. Therefore, H preserves
initial monomorphisms. |

Proposition 3.14 The category of coalgebras of a Hausdorff polynomial functor V-Cat —
V-Cat has equalisers.

Proof. Being a topological category over Set, the category V-Cat is (surjective, initial mono)-
structured and satisfies all conditions necessary to apply Theorem 3.11. By Proposition 3.13,
the Hausdorff functor preserves initial monomorphisms and the remaining cases follow from
standard arguments. Therefore, we can apply Theorem 3.11. i

In the remainder of the section, we show that the Hausdorff functor does not admit a
terminal coalgebra. This part is inspired by [18].

Given elements x, y of a V-category (X, a), we write x < yifk < a(x, y)anda(y, x) =
1, and we denote by Yx the set {y € X | x < y}.

Proposition 3.15 Let (X, a) be a V-category. Then, for every x, y € X, the following asser-
tions hold.

1. The set Y x is increasing.
2. x <yx in HX, a).
3. For every initial V-functor (X, a) — (Y, b), if x < y then fx < fy.

Proof. The set Y is the intersection of the increasing sets fx and a(—, x)~'{_L}. Regarding
the second affirmation, observe that Ha (v x, 1x) < \/ yew 4 (y, x) = L. The third affirmation
is trivial. |

Theorem 3.16 Let V be a non-trivial quantale, and (X, a) a V-category. A morphism of type
H(X, a) — (X, a) cannot be an embedding.

Proof. Suppose that there exists an embedding ¢ : H(X, a) — (X, a). We will see that this
implies that there exists x € X such that fx =Yx, which is a contradiction as Vis non-trivial.

Since HX is a complete lattice the map Ay -¢: HX — HX has a greatest fixed point A
that is given by

\/{I e HX | T <19 (D)}

We claim that x = ¢(A) has the desired property. The morphism ¢ is initial and tx <Yx,
hence, by Proposition 3.15, x = ¢ (fx) < ¢ (Yx) and, consequently, Yx <1¢ (Y x). Therefore,
Yx <fx because fx is the greatest fixed point. |

Corollary 3.17 Let V be a non-trivial quantale. The Hausdorff functor H: V-Cat — V-Cat
does not admit fixed points.

Remark 3.18 If Vis trivial, thatis V = {k}, then H: Set — Set is the functor that sends every
set X to the set {X}. Therefore, the fixed points of H: Set — Set are the terminal objects.

Corollary 3.19 Let V be a non-trivial quantale. The Hausdorff functor H: V-Cat — V-Cat
does not admit a terminal coalgebra, neither does any possible restriction to afull subcategory
of V-Cat.
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Example 3.20 In particular, the (non-symmetric) Hausdorff functor on Met does not admit a
terminal coalgebra, and the same applies to its restriction to the full subcategory of compact
metric spaces. Passing to the symmetric version does not remedy the situation. Here, for a
symmetric compact metric space (X, a), we consider now the metric Ha defined by

Ha(A, A’) = max {sup inf a(x, x’), sup inf a(x’,x)} 3.1
xeAX'€A xeA X'€A

on the set HX of all closed subsets. Note that Ha(&, A) = oo, for every non-empty subset

A C X. Then, if s: (HX,Ha) — (X, a) is an isomorphism, we construct recursively a

sequence (x,),ecN in X as follows:

xo =5(2) and xp41 = s{xu}).

Then a(x,,, x;) = oo, for all m, k € IN with m # k; which contradicts compactness of
(X, a).

Remark 3.21 If we disallow the empty set in the definition of H, then determining if H admits
a terminal coalgebra becomes a trivial problem since, in this variation, Hl ~ 1. In fact, if
a category X has a terminal object 1, and an endofunctor F: X — X preserves it, then the
unique arrow 1 — F1 defines a terminal coalgebra.

Variants of the Hausdorff functor on categories of metric spaces are studied by various
authors. For instance, in [57] it is shown that the category CMet of 1-bounded complete metric
spaces and non-expansive maps is accessible, and that the Hausdorff functor H: CMet —
CMet sending a complete metric space to the space of all non-empty and compact subsets
with distance defined as in (3.1) is accessible. Since the constant functor 1: CMet — CMet is
accessible, so is the functor CMet — CMet sending X to HX +1 (see [57, Propositions 2-4]),
which is isomorphic to the functor H: CMet — CMet sending a complete metric space to the
space of all compact subsets with distance defined as in (3.1). Therefore also H: CMet —
CMet admits a terminal coalgebra (see [57, Theorem 1]). Trading compact with finite, in [8,
Example 5.31 and Theorem 6.2] it is shown that the “finite Hausdorff functor” on Metgyny
admits a terminal coalgebra. Also, we point the reader to [1] where the terminal coalgebra for
the Hausdorff functor on the category CUMet of compact ultrametric spaces and continuous
maps is studied. Among other results, it is shown in [1] that the category CUMet is equivalent
to the category of second countable Stone spaces and continuous maps, and the Hausdorff
functor corresponds to the Vietoris functor on this category. Finally, an extensive study
of categories of coalgebras for Vietoris functors on categories of (compact) spaces was
conducted in [27].

4 Hausdorff Polynomial Functors on V-CatCH
In Sect. 3.2 we saw that the image of a V-category under the Hausdorff functor H on 1-Cat

has “too many” elements for H to admit a terminal coalgebra. To filter them, in this section
we add a topological component to our study of V-Cat.

4.1 Adding Topology

To “add topology”, we use the ultrafilter monad U = (U, m, e) on Set. Furthermore:
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Assumption 4.1 Throughout this section we assume that VVis completely distributive quantale
(see [20,47]).

Then
EUWW—V o— A\/A

Aev

is the structure of an U-algebra on V, and represents the convergence of a compact Hausdorff
topology. Therefore, as discussed at the end of Sect.2, we obtain a lax extension of the
ultrafilter monad to V-Rel that induces a monad on V-Cat. Its algebras are )-categories
equipped with a compatible compact Hausdorff topology (see [30,54]); we call them V-
categorical compact Hausdorff spaces, and denote the corresponding Eilenberg—Moore
category by

V-CatCH.
Then we have a natural forgetful functor
V-CatCH — OrdCH
sending (X, a, o) to (X, <, o) where
x <y whenever k <a(x,y).

Moreover, (V, hom, &) is a V-categorical compact Hausdorff space with underlying
ordered compact Hausdorff space (V, <, §), where < is the order of V. We denote by &<
the induced stably compact topology. We provide now some information on the topologies
of V.

Remark 4.2 Since Vis in particular a continuous lattice, the convergence £ is the convergence
of the Lawson topology of V (see [24, Proposition VII-3.10]). A subbasis for this topology
is given by the sets

ueVivgu}l and ueVivLdul (e,

where < denotes the way-below relation of V. Furthermore, by [2, Proposition 2.3.6], the
sets

fueVivkul @eV)
form a basis for the Scott topology of V. By the proof of [24, Lemma V-5.15], the sets

wevivgu =t @ev

form a subbasis of the dual of Scott topology of V, which is precisely &<.
Since, moreover, Vis (ccd), we have the following.

e By [24, Lemma VII-2.7] and [24, Proposition VII-2.10], the Lawson topology of V
coincides with the Lawson topology of V°P, and the set

{tulueVyU{lulueV)

is a subbasis for the closed sets of this topology which is known as the interval topology.

e Therefore the Scott topology of V coincides with the dual of the Scott topology of V°P;
in particular, the sets Jv (v € V) form a subbasis for the closed sets of the Scott topology
of V.
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¢ Finally, with < denoting the totally below relation of V), also the sets
fueVivkul (el

form a subbasis of the Scott topology of V.

We aim now at V-categorical generalisations of some results of [42] regarding ordered
compact Hausdorff spaces. Firstly, we recall [30, Proposition 3.22]:

Proposition 4.3 For a V-category (X, a) and a U-algebra (X, o) with the same underlying
set X, the following assertions are equivalent.

(1) a: UX,a) - (X, a) is a V-functor.
(ii) a: (X, @) x (X, a) = (V, <) is continuous.

For the quantale V = 2, the result above reveals that Nachbin’s ordered compact spaces
are precisely the separated V-categorical compact Hausdorff spaces: the topological space
(V, é<) is the Sierpinski space 2 = {0, 1} with {1} closed, and, therefore, the assertion (ii)
translates to “the order relation « is closed in X x X (see also [54, Proposition 4])).

Corollary 4.4 For a V-category (X, a) and a U-algebra (X, o) with the same underlying set
X, (X,a, ) is aV-categorical compact Hausdorff space if and only if, for all x, y € X and
u € Vwithu % a(x, y), there exist neighbourhoods V of x and W of y so that, for all x’ € V
andy € W,u £ a(x’,y").

Proof. 1t follows from the fact that the sets (Tu)c (u € V) form a subbasis for the topology
&< on V (see Remark 4.2). O

We consider now the full subcategory V-CatCHep, of V-CatCH defined by the separated
V-categorical compact Hausdorff spaces; i.e. those spaces where the underlying V-category
is separated. The results above imply that the separated reflector R: V-Cat — V-Catye,
lifts to a functor S: V-CatCH — V-CatCHsep which is left adjoint to the inclusion functor
V-CatCHgep — V-CatCH. In fact, for a V-categorical compact Hausdorff space (X, a, «), the
equivalence relation ~ on X is closed in X x X with respect to the product topology, therefore
the quotient topology on X /~ is compact Hausdorff and, with p: X — X/~ denoting the
projection map, the diagram

X xX 2 X/~ x X/~
\fi
a
%

commutes. Consequently, the V-category (X /~, @) together with the quotient topology on
X/~ is a V-categorical compact Hausdorff space. In contrast to Remark A.9, now we have
the following result.

Proposition 4.5 The functor S: V-CatCH — V-CatCH,,p, preserves codirected limits.

Proof. Let D: I — V-CatCH be a codirected diagram with limit cone (77;: X — X;)ies-
Let (pj: L — SX;)ier be a limit cone of SD in V-CatCHsep and g: SX — L be the
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canonical comparison map. By Corollary A.8, ¢ is initial with respect to the forgetful functor
V-CatCHsep — CompHaus. Since the diagram

X 2 ysx —1 4

n,i i""

X;

pi

commutes, g - p is surjective by [14, 1.9.6, Corollary 2] hence ¢ is surjective and therefore
an isomorphism in V-CatCHgep. O

Besides the compact Hausdorff space (X, «), we also consider the stably compact topology
a< induced by « and the underlying order of a, as well as the dual space (X, o<)°P of (X, a<).
We remark that the identity map 1x: X — X is continuous of types

X,0) — (X, a<) and X,a) — (X,ag)(’p.

Therefore a subset A € X of X is open (closed) in (X, o) if it is open (closed) in (X, a<)
or in (X, @<)°P. Moreover, every closed subset of (X, «) is compact in (X, @<) and in
(X, aS)OP.

Corollary 4.6 Let (X, a, a) be a V-categorical compact Hausdorff space. Then also
a: (X,a)” x (X,a<) — (V,é2)

is continuous. Hence, for all x,y € X and u € V with u jé a(x,y), there exist a neighbour-
hood V of x in (X, a<)? and a neighbourhood W of y in (X, a<) so that, for all x' € V
andy e W,u £ a(x',y’).

Proof. Follows from the facts that a: X x X — Vis continuous of type (X, @) x (X, «) —
(V, £<) and monotone of type (X, <) x (X, <) — (V, ). o

Remark 4.7 The result above allows us to construct some useful continuous maps. For
instance, for A € X compact in (X, a<)°P, the mapa: A x X — Vis continuous where we
consider on A the subspace topology. Therefore the composite arrow

)]
x Do Yy
is continuous of type (X, o<) — (V, £€<). Note that

1400 = \/la(z,x) | z € A},

for every x € X. Similarly, for A € X compact in (X, <), we obtain a continuous map
14 (X, a<)® — (V, £<) sending x € X to

B =\lak,2) | z € A).

Lemma4.8 Let (X, a,a) be a V-categorical compact Hausdorff space and A < X. Then
the following assertions hold.

1. If Ais compactin (X, a<)P, then 1* A is closed in (X, a<) and therefore also in (X, @).
2. If Ais compactin (X, a<), then [ A is closed in (X, a<)°P and therefore also in (X, o).
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In particular, if A is closed in (X, ), then 1* A and |* A are closed in (X, a<) and hence
alsoin (X, a).

Proof. Use the maps of Remark 4.7 and observe that
PA=DTIM  and A= (D7) o
From now on we assume the following condition.

Assumption 4.9 The subset
Vk={ueV|u<kk}

of Vis directed; which implies in particular that £ # L. A quantale satisfying this condition
is called value quantale in [22], whereby in [30] the designation k is approximated is used.

Example 4.10 Consider the quantale )V = PIN the powerset of IN with order given by subset
inclusion and with ® = N intersection. In this case, the neutral element of Vis given by IN
and, for A, B € PIN,

A <& B < A = {x}forsome x € B.

Hence, | IN = {{n} | n € IN} is not directed, that is, }V = PIN does not satisfy Assump-
tion 4.9.

Assumption 4.9 implies some further pleasant properties of V), as we recall next.

Lemma 4.11 The ®-neutral element k satisfies the conditions
k=uvv) = ((k=u)or(k <)),
forallu,v €V, and

k< \/ URu.

u<kk

Proof. See [21, Theorem 1.12] and [29, Remark 4.21]. O

Lemma4.12 Let (X, a, ) be a V-categorical compact Hausdorff space and A, B C X so
that AN B = @&, A is increasing and compact in (X, a<)’? and B is compact in (X, a<).
Then there exists some u << k so that, forallx € Aandy € B,u £ a(x,y).

Proof. Lety € B. Since A is increasing and y ¢ A, there is some vy, < k so that

vy 2 \/ a(x.y).

xeA

Hence, by Corollary 4.6, for every x € A there exists Uy, open in (X, a<)°P and Wy,
open in (X, a<) such that y € W, and

Vx' € Uyy, y' € Wiy vy £ax', y).

Therefore, by compactness of A, there exists an open subset U in (X, a<)°? and an open
subset Wy in (X, a<) such that A C Uy, y € W, and

Vx' € Uy, y € Wy.vy Za(x',y).
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Then B € (J{W, | y € X,y ¢ V} and, since B is compact, there are finitely many
elements yi, ..., y, € B with

BC Wy, U---UW,,.

Putu = vy, Vv ---Vu,, . Thenu < k since | k is directed; moreover, u £ a(x, y), for
allx e Aand y € B. i

Lemma4.13 Let A C Vbe compact subsetin (V, £<). If k < \/ A, then there is some u € A
withk <u.

Proof. Assume that 14N | A = @. Since 1k is increasing and compact in (V, £<)°P and
JA is compact in (V, é<), by Lemma 4.12, there is some u < k so that, for all v € A,
u £ hom(k, v) = v. Therefore k £ \/ A. O

Combining Remark 4.7 with Lemma 4.13, we obtain:

Lemma4.14 Let (X, a,a) be a V-categorical compact Hausdorff space with underlying
order <. Then, for every compact subset A C X of (X, a<)?, 1A =1=A; likewise, for
every compact subset A C X of (X, a<), {“A =|=A. In particular, for every closed subset
ACXof(X,a), l*A=|=Aand1*A =1=A.

Thanks to Lemma 4.14 we can transport several well-known result for ordered compact
Hausdorff spaces to metric compact Hausdorff spaces.

Lemma4.15 Let (X, a, «) be a V-categorical compact Hausdorff space, A C X closed and
W C X open and co-increasing with A C W. Then JA C W.

Proof. Apply Lemma 4.12 to wt c AC, |
The following result is [42, Proposition 5].

Proposition 4.16 Let (X, a, o) be a V-categorical compact Hausdorff space, A € X closed
and increasing and V. < X open with A C V. Then there exists W < X open and co-
decreasing with ACW C V.

Theorem 4.17 Let (X, a, ®) be a V-categorical compact Hausdorff space, A € X closed
and decreasing and B C X closed and increasing with AN B = &. Then there exist V C X
open and co-increasing and W C X open and co-decreasing with

ACV, BCW, VnW=g.
Proof. See [42, Theorem 4]. ]
For a V-categorical compact Hausdorff space X = (X, a, @), we put
HX = {A C X | Aisclosed and increasing}

and consider on HX the restriction of the Hausdorff structure Ha to HX and the hit-and-miss
topology, that is, the topology generated by the sets

Vo= {AeHX | ANV £}  (V open, co-increasing)
and
wH = {AeHX | AC W} (W open, co-decreasing).

Note that, by Lemma 4.14, the topological part of HX coincides with the Vietoris topology
for the underlying ordered compact Hausdorff space. In particular:

@ Springer



792 D. Hofmann, P. Nora

Proposition 4.18 For every V-categorical compact Hausdorff space X, the hit-and-miss
topology on HX is compact and Hausdorff.

Proposition 4.19 For every V-categorical compact Hausdorff space X, HX equipped with
the hit-and-miss topology and the Hausdorff structure is a V-categorical compact Hausdorff
space.

Proof. Consider a }-categorical compact Hausdorft space (X, a, ). To establish the compat-
ibility between the topology and the Hausdorff V-category structure, we use Corollary 4.4. Let
A,B e HX and u € V. Assume u £ Ha(A, B). Since Vis (ccd), there is some v << u with
v £ Ha(A, B). Hence, there is some y € B with v £ \/ .4 a(x, y). Therefore v £ a(x, y)
for all x € A. By Corollary 4.4 and compactness of A, there exist open subsets U,V C X
withA C U,y e V,andv £ a(x’,y’) forall x’ € U and y’ € V; by Proposition 4.16, we
may assume that U is co-decreasing and V is co-increasing. We conclude that

AeUY, BevV® u#£Ha(A,B)
forall A’ € U™ and B’ € V0. O
Lemma4.20 Let f: X — Y be in V-CatCH. Then the map
Hf: HX — HY, A+—1f(A)
is continuous and a V-functor.
Clearly, the construction of Lemma 4.20 defines a functor
H: V-CatCH — V-CatCH.
Moreover:

Proposition 4.21 The diagrams

ordCH —*— ordcH V-CatCH —H— V-CatcH
V-CatCH —— V-CatCH OrdCH ——— OrdCH

of functors commutes.

Remark 4.22 Despite the commutative diagrams of Proposition 4.21 above, we cannot apply
Theorem 2.5 because, in general, the functors are not topological. In fact, even the functor
Met — Ord fails to be fibre-complete since a metric d in the fibre of {0 < 1} is completely
determined by the value d(1,0) € (0, oo]. On the other hand, the functor V-CatCH —
CompHaus is topological and it is easy to see that the Hausdorff V-category structure is
compatible with the classical Vietoris topology on CompHaus. Therefore, Theorem 2.5 tell
us that equipping the Vietoris space on CompHaus with the Hausdorff V-category structure
yields a “powerset kind of” functor on V-CatCH that, in some sense, disregards the V-category
structure of the objects, but whose category of coalgebras is (co)complete.

Theorem 4.23 The functor H is part of a Kock—Zoberlein monad H = (H, w, k) on V-CatCH;
for every X in V-CatCH, the components hx and wx are given by

hx: X — HX, wyx : HHX — HX.
X —1x Ar— UA
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We recall from [32] that to every V-category one can associate a canonical closure operator
which generalises the classic topology associated to a metric space.

Proposition 4.24 For every V-category (X,a), A C X and x € X,

XeA & k< \/a(x,z)@a(z,x).
zeA

Moreover, the closure operator (—) is topological for every V-category and defines a
functor

Ly: V-Cat — Top

which commutes with the forgetful functors to Set. Moreover, Ly(X) = Ly(XP) for every
V-category X.

Proof. See [32]. ]
Recall that we assume |} & to be directed.

Proposition 4.25 1. For every V-category (X, a), the topology of L\y(X, a) is generated by
the left centered balls

Lx,y)={yeX|lu<kKalx,y)}) @xelX, u<kk)

and the right centered balls
Rx,u)=peX|lukaly,x)} (keX,ukk).
2. For every separated V-category (X, a), the space L(X, a) is Hausdorff.

Proof. Regarding first statement, see [29, Remark 4.21] and [21]. The proof of the second
statement is analogous to the one for classic metric spaces. In fact, assume that (X, a)
is separated and let x, y € X with x # y. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
k &£ a(x, y). Hence, there is some u <& k withu £ a(x, y). Take v, w << k withu < vQw.
Then

Lix,v)NR(y,w) =9
since, if z € L(x, v) NR(y, w), then
u<v®w=<a(x,z)Qalz,y) <alx,y),
a contradiction. i
Until the end of this section we require also the following condition.
Assumption 4.26 For all u, v € V,
k<u®v) = (k<u and k <v).
Remark 4.27 For every subset A C X of a V-category (X, a),
A CHAN |A.
In fact, if x € A, then

k< \/(ax 2)®a(z,x) < (\/ a(x,z)) ® (\/ a(z,x))

zeA zeA zeA
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and therefore k < \/,_4a(x,z) and k < \/,_, a(z, x)). In particular, every increasing and
every decreasing subset of X are closed with respect to the closure operator of (X, a).

Corollary 4.28 The identity map onV is continuous of type LV — (V, £<).
Recall from [30, Proposition 3.29] that the identity map on X x X is continuous of type
Ly(X,a) x Ly(X,a) — Ly((X, a) @ (X, a)),
for every V-category (X, a); hence, the composite map
Ly(X,a)*® x Ly(X,a) — Ly((X,&)® & (X, a)) —— LyV — (V.£<)

is continuous. Therefore, if (X, a) is separated and Ly(X, a) is compact, then these two
structures define a V-categorical compact Hausdorff space. In fact, with V-Catcomp, sep denot-
ing the full subcategory of V-Catse, defined by those separated V-categories X where Ly is
compact, the construction above defines a functor V-Cateomp,sep — V-CatCH (see [30, Theo-
rem 3.28]). Similarly to a well-known property of metric spaces, [30, Corollary 4.21] affirms
that, under suitable conditions, every compact separated V-category is Cauchy-complete.

For classical compact metric spaces, it is well-known that the Hausdorff metric induces
the hit-and-miss topology. Below we give an asymmetric version of this result in the context
of V-categories.

Lemma 4.29 For the V-categorical compact Hausdorff space induced by a compact separated
V-category X, the hit-and-miss topology on HX coincides with the topology induced by the
Hausdorff structure on HX .

Proof. Let (X, a) be a compact separated V-category. We show that the topology induced
by Ha is contained in the hit-and-miss topology; then, since the former is Hausdorff and the
latter is compact, both topologies coincide.

Let A € HX and u << k. For every v € Vwith u < v K k, put

U, = U L(x, v).

xeA

We show that L(A, u) = Uu<<<v<<<k Ul[,j. To see this, let B € L(A, u), hence, u <&
Ha(A, B). Let v € V with u <€ v << Ha(A, B). Then, for every y € B, exists x € A with
v K a(x,y), thatis, y € L(x, v). Therefore B € U,, which is equivalent to B € U‘l/j.
Let now B € UUD, for some u <« v << k. Then, for all y € B, there is some x € A with
v < a(x, y); hence

u<cv < \ \/alx y) =Ha(A, B).
yeB xeA

Let now B € R(A, u), and take u’, v € V with u << v’ << v <« Ha(B, A). For every
x € A, there exists y € B with v << a(y, x), thatis, y € B N R(x, v). Take w < k with
1’ <« v ® w. By compactness, there exist xp, ..., X, € A with

ACLx,w)U---UL(x,, w).

Then B € R(xq, v)oﬂ- --NR(xy, U)O;moreover,R(xl, v)<>0~ --NR(xy, v)<> C R(A, u).
To see the latter, let B’ € R(xy, v)<> N---NR(xpy,, v)<> and x € A, then x € L(x;, w) for
somei € {l,...,n}.Lety € B'NR(x;, v), then

W kv@w <al(y, x)®alxi,x) <aly,x),
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which implies u <« u’ < Ha(B’, A). O

Theorem 4.30 The functor H: V-Cat — V-Cat restricts to the category V-Catcomp,sep, more-
over, the diagram

H
V'Catcomp,sep —_— V'Catcomp,sep

| |

V-CatCH — V-CatCH

commutes.

4.2 Coalgebras of Hausdorff Polynomial Functors on V-CatCH

In this section we show that by “adding topology” we can improve the results of Sect.3.2
about limits in categories of coalgebras of Hausdorff polynomial functors. Throughout this
section we still require Assumptions 4.1 and 4.9.

We begin by showing that the category of coalgebras of the Hausdorff functor on V-CatCH
is complete. The following result summarizes our strategy.

Theorem 4.31 Let X be a category that is complete, cocomplete and has an (E, M)-
factorisation structure such that X is M-wellpowered and E is contained in the class of
X-epimorphisms. If a functor F: X — X sends morphisms in M to morphisms in M and
preserves codirected limits, then the category of coalgebras of F is complete.

Proof. The claim follows by combining Corollary 3.11, [10, Proposition 7 of Section 9.4],
[3, Remark 4.4] and [40, Corollary 2]. O

Also, the theorem bellow will help us to replace “preserves codirected limits” with “pre-
serves codirected initial cones”.

Theorem 4.32 ([4, Proposition 13.15]). Let U: X — A be a limit preserving faithful functor
and D: | — Xa diagram. A cone C for D is a limit in X if and only if the cone UC is a limit of
UD in A and C is initial with respect to U.

Proposition 4.33 The Hausdor{f functor on V-CatCH preserves codirected initial cones with
respect to the forgetful functor V-CatCH — CompHaus.

Proof. Let (fi: (X,a,a) — (Xi, ai, a;))icl be a codirected initial cone with respect to the
functor V-CatCH — CompHaus. We will show that for every A, B C X the inequality

u= /\Hai(Hfi(A), Hfi(B)) < Ha(A, B)
i€l
holds. Note that since Vis (ccd) it is sufficient to prove that v < Ha(A, B) for every v << u.
Let b € B and fix v € Vsuch that v < u. Then, for every i € I,

u < Ha; (fi(A), fi(B)) < \/ a; (fi(x), fi (b)),
X€A
since Ha; (Hf;(A), Hf;(B)) = Ha;(fi(A), fi(B)) by lemma 3.7. Hence, for every i € I,
there exists an element x; € A such that v < a; (f;(x;), f; (b)). Thus, for every i € |, the set

Ai=AN{x e X [v=a(filx), fi(h))}
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is non-empty and closed because v C V is closed (see Remark 4.2) and a: (X, «®) —
(V, £<) is continuous (see Proposition 4.3). This way we obtain a codirected family of closed
subsets of X that has the finite intersection property since the cone (fj);¢ is codirected.
Consequently, by compactness of X, there exists x, € ;¢ Ai such that for every i € |,
v < a;(fi(xp), fi(b)). Therefore, v < a(xp, b) since the cone (f;);¢ is initial, which implies
v < Ha(A, B). O

Corollary 4.34 The Hausdorff functor on V-CatCH preserves initial monomorphisms with
respect to the forgetful functor V-CatCH — CompHaus.

Theorem 4.35 The functor H: V-CatCH — V-CatCH preserves codirected limits.

Proof. From Proposition 4.21, the diagram below commutes.

V-CatcH —" 3 V.CatcH — 5 CompHaus

| |

OrdCH — OrdCH

Therefore, taking into account Theorem 4.32, the claim follows from Proposition 4.33.
O

Corollary 4.36 For H: V-CatCH — V-CatCH, the forgetful functor CoAlg(H) — V-CatCH is
comonadic.

Corollary 4.37 The category of coalgebras of the Hausdorff functor H: V-CatCH — V-CatCH
is complete. Moreover, the functor CoAlg H — V-CatCH preserves codirected limits.

Proof. Being a topological category over CompHaus, the category V-CatCH is (surjective,
initial mono)-structured. Therefore, the category V-CatCH satisfies all conditions necessary to
apply Theorem 4.3 1. Furthermore, the previous results show that H also satisfies the necessary
requirements to apply Theorem 4.31. |

In the sequel we describe the terminal coalgebra of the Hausdorff functor on V-CatCH;
which is the limit of the codirected diagram

l «— Hl «— HHl «— -+, 4.1

where the morphisms are obtained by applying successively H to the unique morphism
fii HIL — 1.

First, we analyse the case of V = 2. To do so, let (X, rd) denote the discrete space with
underlying set X, and observe that for every positive integer 7,

Hn, >t =m+1,>1%) and H'fi(k) = min(k, n).

Lemma 4.38 Consider the one-point compactification (IN + oo, T*) of the space (N, t9).
The cone

(min(—, 7): (N 400, 2, 7%) —> (n+ 1,2, 7))nen 4.2)
is a limit in OrdCH of the diagram (4.1).

@ Springer



Hausdorff Coalgebras 797

Proof. The assertion follows immediately from the “Bourbaki” criterion described in [27,
Theorem 3.297]: firstly, for every n € IN, the map min(—, n): (IN+ o0, >,t*) > (n+ 1, >
, 7¥) is surjective, monotone and continuous; secondly, the cone (4.2) is point-separating and
initial with respect to the canonical forgetful functor OrdCH — CompHaus. i

Theorem 4.39 The map f: (N + o0, >, 1*) — H(IN + 00, >, t*) defined by

a, n=20
fm)y={IN+o00, n=o0

MNn — 1), otherwise,
is a terminal coalgebra for H: OrdCH — OrdCH.

Proof. Since H: OrdCH — OrdCH preserves codirected limits we can compute its terminal
coalgebra from the limit of the diagram of Lemma 4.38. Therefore, the assertion holds by
routine calculation. =]

Remark 4.40 The set IN is an upset in (IN + oo, >, t*) but it is not compact.

As a consequence of the theorem above we can describe the terminal coalgebra of the
lower Vietoris functor on Top.

Corollary 4.41 Consider the lower Vietoris functor V: Top — Top and the space (IN+ 00, T)
whose topology is generated by the sets [n, o], for n € IN. The map f: (IN + oo, 1) —
V(IN + oo, 7) defined by

J, n=20
fm)={N+o00, n=00
MNn — 1), otherwise.

is a terminal coalgebra for V: Top — Top.

Proof. The lower Vietoris functor V: Top — Top restricts to the category StablyComp of
stably compact spaces and spectral maps (see [49]) which is isomorphic to the category
OrdCHgep (see [23]). As observed in [27, Theorem 3.36], the terminal coalgebra of the
lower Vietoris functor on Top can be obtained from the terminal coalgebra of the lower
Vietoris on StablyComp. Since H: OrdCHgep, — OrdCHgep, preserves codirected limits (see
[27, Corollary 3.33] or Theorem 4.35 and Proposition 4.5) and the limit and diagram of
Lemma 4.38 actually live in OrdCHgep,, the claim follows by applying the functor

OrdCHsep — StablyComp — Top
to the map of Theorem 4.39. O

In the following we will see that the terminal coalgebra of H: V-CatCH — V-CatCH
“coincides” with the terminal coalgebra of H: OrdCH — OrdCH.

Proposition 4.42 Consider the lattice homomorphismi: 2 — V; thatisi(0) = Landi(1) =

T.The map i induces a limit-preserving functor |: OrdCH — V-CatCH that keeps morphisms
unchanged and sends an ordered compact Hausdorff space (X, a, t) to (X,1i - a, 7).
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Proof. Let (X, a, t) be an ordered compact Hausdorff space. First, observe that i is a lax
homomorphism of quantales, hence (X, i - a) is a V-category; furthermore, it is clear that i is
a continuous function from (2, §<) — (V, £<), hence by Proposition 4.3, (X, i -a, 7) defines
an object of V-CatCH. Now, a limit in V-CatCH is a limit in CompHaus equipped with the
initial structure with respect to the functor V-Cat — Set. Therefore, since i preserves infima,
it follows that |I: OrdCH — V-CatCH preserves limits. O

Corollary 4.43 The map f: (IN 4+ o0,i- >, t*) > H(N + 00, i- >, T¥) defined by

J, n=0
fn)y={N+o0, n=00

MNn — 1), otherwise,
is a terminal coalgebra for H: V-CatCH — V-CatCH.

Proof. LetH’ denote the Hausdorff functor on OrdCH. Since |: OrdCH — V-CatCH preserves
limits then I(1) is the terminal object in V-CatCH. Moreover, the lattice homomorphism
i: 2 — Vpreserves infima and suprema, thus we obtain | - H' = H - I. Consequently,

(1 «—H1<«—HHIl<«—---)=1<«—Hl «—HHl «—--.
Therefore, the claim follows from Theorem 4.39 and Proposition 4.42. O

The corollary above affirms implicitly that, in general, the terminal coalgebra of the
Hausdorff functor on V-CatCH is rather simple. After all, independently of the quantale V,
we end up with a terminal coalgebra whose carrier is an ordered set. Hausdorff polynomial
functors seem far more interesting in this regard.

Definition 4.44 Let X be a subcategory of V-CatCH closed under finite limits and finite
colimits such that the Hausdorff functor H: V-CatCH — V-CatCH restricts to X. We call a
functor Hausdorff polynomial on X if it belongs to the smallest class of endofunctors on X
that contains the identity functor, all constant functors and is closed under composition with
H, finite products and finite sums of functors.

Proposition 4.45 Every Hausdor{f polynomial functor on V-CatCH preserves initial monomor-
phisms with respect to the functor V-CatCH — CompHaus.

Proof. Tmmediate consequence of Corollary 4.34 since the remaining cases trivially preserve
initial monomorphisms. O

Proposition 4.46 Every Hausdorff polynomial functor on V-CatCH preserves codirected lim-
its.

Proof. We already know from Theorem 4.35 that H: V-CatCH — V-CatCH preserves codi-
rected limits. Moreover, a routine calculation reveals that the sum of functors that preserve
codirected initial cones with respect to the forgetful functor V-CatCH — CompHaus also
does so. Consequently, the sum preserves codirected limits by Theorem 4.32 since the sum
on CompHaus preserves codirected limits (for instance, see [27]). The remaining cases are
trivial. |

In light of the previous results, now we can apply Theorem 4.31 to obtain:
Theorem 4.47 The category of coalgebras of a Hausdor{f polynomial functor on V-CatCH is

(co)complete.
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Note that for Hausdorff polynomial functors, in general, we cannot apply the same reason-
ing that led us to conclude that the terminal coalgebra of the Hausdorff functor on V-CatCH
“coincides” with the terminal coalgebra of the Hausdorff functor on OrdCH. For example, if
A is a V-categorical compact Hausdorff space that does not come from an ordered set, then
applying the Hausdorff polynomial functor H - (A x Id) to the terminal object of V-CatCH
does not necessarily yields a V-category structure that comes from an ordered set.

Now, by taking advantage of the results of “Appendix A”, we can deduce similar results
for Hausdorff polynomial functors on V-CatCHj.,. However, to avoid repetion, we conclude
this paper by generalising the more interesting case of Hausdorff polynomial functors on
Priest discussed in [27].

Assumption 4.48 Until the end of the section we assume that } is a commutative and unital
quantale such that for every u € V the map hom(u, —): (V, &) — (V, §) is continuous.

Definition 4.49 We call a V-categorical compact Hausdorff space X Priestley if the cone
V-CatCH(X, V°P) is initial and point-separating. We denote the full subcategory of V-CatCH
defined by all Priestley spaces by V-Priest.

Example 4.50 ForV = 2, our notion of Priestley space coincides with the usual nomenclature
for ordered compact Hausdorff spaces (see [45,46]).

Proposition 4.51 The category V-Priest is closed under finite coproducts in V-CatCH.

Proof. Let A and B be Priestley spaces. Note that for every morphism f: A — V°P and
g: B — VP in V-CatCH, the maps f + L and | + g, where L represents the constant
function L, are morphisms of type A + B — V°P in V-CatCH. Since A and B are Priestley
spaces, it follows that the cone of all these morphisms is initial and point-separating with
respect to the functor V-CatCH — CompHaus. i

Remark 4.52 The inclusion functor V-Priest — V-CatCH is right adjoint (see [4, Theo-
rem 16.8]); in particular V-Priest is complete and cocomplete and V-Priest — )V-CatCH
preserves and reflects limits. Moreover, a mono-cone (f;: X — X;)ies in V-Priest is
initial with respect to V-Priest — CompHaus if and only if it is initial with respect to
V-CatCH — CompHaus.

Proposition 4.53 The V-categorical compact Hausdorff space VP is an algebra for H with
algebra structure inf : HV°P — V°P that sends an element A € HVP to \/ A (taken in V).

Proof. Clearly, inf: HV°P — VP is a V-functor; moreover, by [24, Proposition IV-3.9], inf
is also continuous. a

We recall that, given a morphism ¥ : X — V°P of V-CatCH, we denote by WO the
composite

! -
HX —2 5 Hoery 20, yop

in V-CatCH. With respect to the algebra structure of Proposition 4.53 above, we have the
following result. For the pertinent notions from enriched category theory, we refer to [53].

Proposition 4.54 Let X be a V-categorical compact Hausdorff space. Consider a V-
subcategory R C VX that is closed under finite weighted limits and such that (Y : X —
VP)yer is initial with respect to V-CatCH — CompHaus. Then the cone WO HX —
VP)yer is initial with respect to V-CatCH — CompHaus.
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Proof. We denote by »- the totally above relation of ). Recall from Remark 4.2 that, for
every u € V), the set

lu={weV|uy w}

is open with respect to <. Let A, B € HX and

u»> Ha(A, B) = /\ \/ a(x,y).

yeB xeA

Hence, there is some y € B so that, forall x € A,

uya(x.y)= [\ hom@y(y). ¥ (x)).
YeER

Let x € A. There is some ¢ € R with u > hom(y(y), ¥ (x)). With v = ¥ (y) we put
¥ = hom(v, ¥ (—)). Then ¥ € R since R is closed under cotensors and

Uy and  k=Y0).
Therefore
AcUw ' dw v eRk<y(»k
by compactness, there exist finitely many v, ..., ¥, € R so that k < ¥;(y) and
Acy'dwu---Uy A,

Put 1? = Y1 A -+ A ¥p. By hypothesis, 1’/7 € R.Then k < @(y) and u > @(x), for all
x € A. Therefore R R
hom(y 9 (B), ¥ (A)) < hom(k, u) = u. O

Proposition 4.55 Let (f: X — X;)ics be a codirected cone in V-CatCH. Then
{pfiliel, ¢: X; - VP eV-CatCH) € VX
is closed under finite weighted limits.

By Proposition 4.54, the Hausdorff functor restricts to a functor H: V-Priest — V-Priest,
hence the Hausdorff monad H restricts to V-Priest.

Theorem 4.56 Every Hausdorff polynomial functor on V-Priest preserves codirected limits.

Proof. Every Hausdorff polynomial functor on V-Priest corresponds to the restriction to
V-Priest of a Hausdorff polynomial functor on V-CatCH and the inclusion functor V-Priest —
V-CatCH preserves and reflects limits (see Proposition 4.51 and Remark 4.52). |

Corollary 4.57 For every Hausdorff polynomial functor F on V-Priest, the forgetful functor
CoAlg(F) — V-Priest is comonadic.

Theorem 4.58 The category of coalgebras of a Hausdorff polynomial functor F on V-Priest
is complete. Moreover, the functor CoAlg(F) — V-Priest preserves codirected limits.

Proof. The category V-Priest inherits the (surjective, initial mono-cone)-factorisation struc-
ture from V-CatCH. Therefore, the previous discussion shows that we can apply Theorem 4.31.
O
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As a consequence of Theorem 4.56 and Remark 4.52, we can describe a terminal coalgebra
of the Hausdorff functor on V-Priest.

Corollary 4.59 The map of Corollary 4.43 is a terminal coalgebra for the Hausdor{f functor
on V-Priest.

Proof. Note that the sequence 1 «— H1 «— HHI <«— ... in V-CatCH actually lives in
V-Priest. O
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A Appendix

In this section we collect some facts about V-categories and V-functors, where Vis a quantale;
for more information we refer to [39,53]. Furthermore, we present some useful properties of
the reflector into the category of separated V-categories that follow from standard arguments,
but seem to be absent from the literature.

Definition A.1 Let V be a commutative and unital quantale. A V-category is a pair (X, a)
consisting of aset X andamap a: X x X — Vsatisfying

k<a(x,x) and a(x,y)®a(y,z) <a(x,z),

for all x, y, z € X. Given V-categories (X, a) and (Y, b), a V-functor f: (X,a) — (Y, b)
isamap f: X — Y such that

a(x,y) <b(f(x), f(y)),
forallx,y € X.

In particular, the quantale V becomes a V-category with structure hom: V x V — V. We
refer to [53] for a list of examples of quantales ) and the corresponding categories V-Cat of
V-categories and V-functors.

For every V-category (X, a), a°(x, y) = a(y, x) defines another V-category structure on
X, and the V-category (X, a)°P := (X, a°) is called the dual of (X, a). A V-category (X, a)
is called symmetric whenever (X, a) = (X, a)°P.

Clearly, V-categories and V-functors define a category, denoted as V-Cat. The full subcat-
egory of V-Cat defined by all symmetric )-categories is denoted as V-Catgym.

Remark A.2 Given V-categories (X, a) and (Y, b), we define the tensor product of (X, a)
and (Y, b) to be the V-category (X,a) ® (Y,b) = (X x Y,a ® b), with

a®b((x,y), ', y) =alx,x)®@b(y,y).

This operation makes V-Cat a symmetric monoidal closed category, where the internal hom
of (X, a) and (Y, b) is the V-category [(X, a), (Y, b)] = (V-Cat((X, a), (X, b)), [—, =],
with

[f.gl= \ b(f(x), g()).

xeX

We note that [(X, a), (Y, b)] is a V-subcategory of the X -fold product (Y, b)X of (Y, b).
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The following propositions are particularly useful to construct V-functors when combined
with the fact that V-Cat is symmetrical monoidal closed.

Proposition A.3 For every set I, the assignments f +— \/;c; f(i) and [ — N, f(©)
define V-functors of type V! — V.

Proposition A.4 For every V-category (X, a), the map a: (X, a)? @ (X, a) — (V, hom) is
a V-functor.
The category V-Cat is well behaved regarding (co)limits.

Theorem A.5 The canonical forgetful functor V-Cat — Set is topological. For a structured
cone (fi: X — (Xi, a;)), the initial lift (X, a) is given by
a(e,y) = \ai(fi(), fi(y),
iel
for all x,y € X. Moreover, V-Catyyy, is closed in V-Cat under initial cones, therefore the

canonical forgetful functor V-Catyy,, — Set is topological as well, and the inclusion functor
V-Catyy, — V-Cat has a left adjoint.

We also recall that V-Catsyy, < V-Cat has a concrete right adjoint which sends the
V-category (X, a) to its symmetrisation (X, as) given by
ag(x,y) = a(x,y) ANa(y, x),
forall x,y € X.
Every V-category (X, a) carries a natural order defined by

x <y whenever k < a(x,y),

which can be extended pointwise to V-functors making V-Cat a 2-category. The natural order
of V-categories defines a faithful functor V-Cat — Ord. A V-category is called separated
whenever its underlying ordered set is anti-symmetric, and we denote by V-Cats, the full
subcategory of V-Cat defined by all separated V-categories. Tautologically, an ordered set is
separated if and only if it is anti-symmetric.

Theorem A.6 V-Cat,,, is closed in V-Cat under monocones. Hence, the forgetful functor
V-Catse, — Set is mono-topological and the inclusion functor V-Catse, < V-Cat has a left
adjoint.

Let us describe the left adjoint S: V-Cat — V-Caty, of V-Catye, <> V-Cat. To do so,
consider a V-category (X, a). Then

x~y whenever x <y and y<ux

defines an equivalence relation on X, and the quotient set X/~ becomes a )-category
(X /~, a) by putting

a([x1, yD = a(x, y); (A.1)

this is indeed independent of the choice of representants of the equivalence classes. Then the
projection map

qx.ay: X — X/~, x —> [x]

is a V-functor ¢(x 4): (X, a) — (X /~,d), it is indeed the unit of this adjunction at (X, a).
Furthermore, by (A.1), ¢(x.a): (X, a) — (X/~,d) is a universal quotient and initial with
respect to V-Cat — Set.
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LemmaA.7 A cone (fi: (X,a) — (X;,a;))ier in V-Catsy, is initial with respect to
V-Caty,p, — Set if and only if

a(x,y) = \ai(fi(0), i), (A2)

iel
forallx,y € X.

Proof. Clearly, if (A.2) is satisfied then (fi: (X,a) — (Xi, a;))ies is initial with respect
to V-Catse, — Set since it is initial with respect to V-Cat — Set. Suppose now that
(fi: (X,a) — (X, a;))ies is initial with respect to V-Catge, — Set. Fix x, y € X. Then

a(x,y) < N\ai(fi(x), fi(y) =u
iel
because f;i: (X,a) — (X;,a;) is a V-functor for every i € [I. It is left to show that u <

a(x, y). This is certainly true if # = _L; assume now that | < u. Let 2, be the separated
V-category with underlying set {0, 1} and structure a@,, defined by

a,0,1)=u, a,0,0)=aqa,(,1) =%k, and a,(1,0) = L.

Consider /: {0, 1} — X with 2(0) = x and h(1) = y. Then f; - & is a V-functor, for
every i € I. Hence, since (fi: (X,a) — (Xi, a;))ies is initial, h: 2, — X is a V-functor,
which implies u < a(x, y). O

Corollary A.8 The functor S: V-Cat — V-Caty, preserves initial cones with respect to the
canonical forgetful functors.

Proof. Let (fi: (X, a) — (Xi, a;))ier be an initial cone with respect to V-Cat — Set. Then,
for every [x], [y] € S(X, a) = (X/~, d), and with S(X;, a;) = (X /~, a;) foralli € I,

alxl, yh = alxe, y) = N\ ai(fi0), i) = N\ @i LAHOD
iel iel

A\ @ S fixD. Sfi(y1).

iel

Therefore, the claim follows by Lemma A.7. O

Remark A.9 In[17]itis shownthatS: V-Cat — V-Cat, preserves finite products. However,
S does not preserve limits in general, in particular, S does not preserve codirected limits. For
instance, consider the “empty limit” of [56] and equip every X; (i € I) with the indiscrete
V-category structure a; where a;(x, y) = T for all x, y € X;. Then S(X;, a;) has exactly
one element, for each i € I; hence the limit of the corresponding diagram in V-Catse), has
one element.
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