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Chapter 1

Introduction

In this thesis, we develop the theory of effectuses as a categorical approach to quantum
theory. An effectus is a category satisfying certain axioms, providing a suitable
axiomatic framework for quantum theory, and also for general physical theories
including classical probabilistic and deterministic theories. ‘Predicates’ in an effectus
form effect algebras, which are algebraic models of unsharp quantum logic. Effectus
theory thus has an aspect of categorical quantum logic.

Axiomatic studies of quantum theory have a long history, forming the background
of this thesis. In the first two sections below, we briefly review quantum theory and
previous approaches. We then give an overview of effectus theory in Section [I.3] and
outline the thesis in Section

1.1 Quantum theory and foundations

Quantum theory describes physical phenomena at very small scales, for example, beha-
viours of atoms, electrons, and light. Such quantum physics has many counterintuitive
features, which classical physics does not have. For example, a quantum system can
be in a superposition of states, and thus roughly speaking, in several different states
simultaneously. In particular, this means that when we measure a physical quantity
(such as position and momentum) on the system, we get an outcome at random,
according to a probability distribution predicted by quantum theory. It is understood,
mainly due to the Bell-Kochen-Specker theorem [15] [173], that such randomness is
inherent in quantum physics and cannot be avoided. Another fundamental feature is
Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle |24, |121], which implies that some physical quantities
cannot be precisely measured simultaneously, and that measurement on a quantum
system necessarily disturbs the state of a system.

Over the last few decades, it has turned out that quantum phenomena can be
exploited for computation and communication [212], leading to growing importance of
a deeper understanding of quantum physics from a computer science perspective. An
example is a quantum key distribution protocol, such as BB84 |16], where eavesdropping
can be detected via the fact that measurement on a quantum system disturbs the
state. Moreover, quantum computers can solve certain problems, such as prime
factorization [238], faster than classical computers. One reason for the speed-up is
superposition, which allows us in effect to perform many computations at once.

Since quantum physics is counterintuitive and very different from classical physics,
we need a good mathematical framework to understand and utilize quantum physics.
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Let us first describe some basic postulates of the standard Hilbert space formulation
of quantum theory due to von Neumann [210]. A physical system is represented by
a Hilbert space %EHE A state of the system is represented by a density operator p
on J#, i.e. a positive operator p: # —  with trace one: tr(p) = 1. A physical
quantity that can be measured (observed) on the system— called an observable— is
represented by a self-adjoint operator A on 2. By the spectral theorem (see e.g. |73,
225|), any self-adjoint operator A can be written as A = erEA(dr) via a unique
projection-valued measure E4: g — Pr(s) on the Borel o-algebra Yy of the real
line R. The Born rule provides us a statistical prediction about measurement: if the
observable A is measured on the system of state p, the probability that the observed
value is contained in the Borel subset U C R is given by the trace tr(pE4(U)) € [0, 1].

Although the Hilbert space formulation is mathematically rigorous and ‘works well’
in the sense that its predictions agree with experimental results, it is unsatisfactory in
that the postulates are rather ad hoc and do not admit intuitive interpretations — why
is a state of a system represented by a density operator on a Hilbert space, and an
observable by a self-adjoint operator? For a fundamental understanding of quantum
physics, there is a clear need for an alternative, more insightful axiomatization of
quantum theory. Indeed, von Neumann himself was not satisfied by his Hilbert space
formulation [224] and made significant contributions to other approaches. Many
approaches to quantum theory have been studied, featuring various concepts such as
states, observables, propositions, and processes. In the next section we give a brief
overview of several approaches.

1.2 Approaches to quantum theory

This thesis studies a categorical approach to quantum theory based on effectuses. The
relevant structures in our approach —such as effect algebras and convex sets — have
been studied in prior approaches to quantum theory. Therefore first we give a brief
review of several relevant approaches.

Traditional quantum logic

Projections P on a Hilbert space 7 are in bijective correspondence with closed
subspaces U C 7 of the Hilbert space. Classical propositional logic is modelled by
subsets of a set, which form a Boolean algebra, and intuitionistic propositional logic
is modelled by open subsets of a topological space, which form a Heyting algebra.
By analogy, we can think of projections on a Hilbert space as a model of ‘quantum
logic’. This is the view of the traditional quantum logic initiated by Birkhoff and von
Neumann [18]. The set of projections (closed subspaces) Pr(7#) has the following
order-theoretic properties.

o There are a greatest element 1 (= ‘truth’) and a least element 0 (= ‘falsity’).

IThroughout the thesis, Hilbert spaces are over the complex numbers C.

2If the reader is not familiar with Hilbert spaces, consider the complex Euclidean space # = C".
Then the operators on C™ are complex n X n matrices. Any self-adjoint (Hermitian) matrix can
be written as A = Zj r; P; via diagonalization, where r; € R are the eigenvalues of A and P; are
the projection matrices corresponding to the associated eigenspaces.
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o There are meets P A Q (= ‘P and @’) and joins PV @ (= ‘P or Q).

e There are orthocomplements P+ (= ‘not P’), which satisfy P v P+ = 1,
P AP+ =0, and (P1)! = P; moreover P < (Q implies Q+ < P+,

That is, Pr(s#) forms an orthocomplemented lattice. However, Pr(.#) does not satisfy
distributive law: there exist P,Q, R € Pr(s) such that

PA(QVR)#(PANQ)V(PAR).
The lattice Pr(.) satisfies the following condition called the orthomodular law:
P<Q implies PV (PtAQ)=Q,

which is weaker than the distributive law. An orthocomplemented lattice satisfying the
orthomodular law is called an orthomodular lattice. Orthomodular lattice have been
studied extensively [17, 129, [168]. They generalize Boolean algebras, which are both
orthocomplemented and distributive. Orthomodular lattices contrast with Heyting
algebras, which are distributive but not orthocomplemented —the law of excluded
middle (or the double negation elimination) fails.

An orthomodular lattice L can be viewed as a representation of a physical system,
axiomatizing the set of ‘propositions’ on the system. We additionally assume that
L is a o-complete lattice. Then for instance, we can define a state of the system as
a suitable probability measure p: L — [0,1] on L (see e.g. |168} 251]). If L is the
orthomodular lattice Pr() of projections on a Hilbert space .77, states (probability
measures) on Pr(.) are in bijective correspondence with density operators on J¢ by
Gleason’s theorem [95] (when J# is separable and dim(.72) > 2).

Operational and unsharp quantum logics

An operational approach to quantum theory generally demands that primitive con-
cepts and axioms have operational interpretations: for example, we can interpret
‘propositions’ as (procedures of) measurements answering yes or no. Such operational
perspectives led to generalizations of orthomodular lattices such as orthomodular posets
[79,200] and orthoalgebras [83185]. In parallel, the convex operational approach (see
below) was developed, revealing the importance of effects, a concept related to ‘unsharp’
measurements — those that may not be ‘sharp’ (ideal or accurate). Concretely in the
Hilbert space formulation, effects are positive operators whose spectra are contained in
[0, 1], generalizing projections. Several authors [64, 82, 94, [178] gave axiomatizations
of effects, and hence unsharp quantum logic. The structures introduced there turned
out to be the same, and are now called effect algebras. Effect algebras generalize
orthomodular lattices/posets (hence Boolean algebras), orthoalgebras, and moreover,
MV-algebras— algebraic models of F.ukasiewicz infinitely-many-valued logic. Thus
effect algebras provide a general setting for both quantum and classical theories, and
also for both sharp and unsharp (fuzzy) logic.

Effect algebras will play an important role in this thesis. We will review basics of
effect algebras in Section More information about quantum logic approaches can
be found e.g. in |56}, |86} (206} [222] |239].
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Convex operational approach

The quantum logic approaches feature the structures of ‘propositions’ (or ‘predicates’,
or ‘yes-no measurements’) in a physical system. In contrast, the convex operational
approach features the structure of states of a system, namely the conver structure. In
other words, the starting point in this approach is a convex set of ‘states’, which are
abstract elements and not assumed to be density operators. Usually one assumes that
the set of states can be embedded in an ordered normed vector space in a suitable
way — more precisely, the set of states is the base (for the cone) of a base-norm space |9,
75),[77]. The assumption was justified by Ludwig [195H198| in his axiomatic framework.
In the standard Hilbert space formulation, the space of self-adjoint trace-class operators
on a Hilbert space ¢ forms a base-norm space, with the base consisting of density
operators. Using base-norm spaces as abstract state spaces, Davies and Lewis [66]
developed a framework about measurements, introducing the notion of instrument.

Given a base-norm space ¥ as a state space, suitable elements of the dual space ¥™*
are called effects. They play an important role in the convex operational approach,
representing predicates or yes-no measurements in a system. The duality pairing
(x,a) = a(z) yields the probability of observing effect a € ¥* in state © € ¥. A dual
pair of suitable ordered normed vector spaces can be viewed as a model of a physical
system, specifying the spaces of states and effects. Such a dual pair is called a convex
operational model in |11, |258], and also studied in this thesis in Section

In general, effects are unsharp (or fuzzy) — they represent ‘unsharp’ measurements
that may not be perfectly accurate. In the Hilbert space formulation, effects are
positive operators whose spectra are contained in [0, 1], generalizing projections that
correspond to sharp measurements. Unsharp effects are important because they
naturally and inevitably occur in sequential measurements, for a reason related to
the uncertainty principle. Mathematically this is because if P, @ are incompatible
(i-e. non-commuting) projections on a Hilbert space, then PQP (which is intuitively
understood as ‘P and then Q’) need not be a projection, but only an effect.

We study the relationship of the convex operational approach (in particular, convex
operational models) and effectus theory in Section where more details about
this approach can be found. For further information and references, we refer to (222,
Chapter 4] and the recent work of Barnum and others |[11414} [258].

Algebraic approach

In the algebraic approach, we represent physical systems by operator algebras, which
are viewed as ‘algebras of observables’. Operator algebras refer to both concrete
algebras of bounded operators on a Hilbert space and their axiomatizations such as
C*-algebras and W*-algebras. The theory of operator algebras was first developed
by Murray and von Neumann in a series of papers starting with [208], motivated
by foundational aspects of quantum theory (see [224]). Currently the usefulness of
the algebraic formulation of quantum theory is widely known. For example, the
algebraic approach has been applied to quantum field theory [6, 111} |112], quantum
statistical mechanics (22 23], and quantum information [171]. One of the advantages
of the algebraic formulation is that operator algebras can naturally represent classical
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systems —via commutative algebras—as well as quantum systems, and moreover
mixtures of them.

In this thesis we will use the category of W*-algebras and suitable morphisms as
the archetypal example of an effectus, which models quantum systems and processes.
We will review some basics of the algebraic formulation in Section For further
information about the algebraic approach, we refer to [187, (188, 222].

Categorical approaches

Category theory is a very general formalism about objects and morphisms. It provides
a suitably abstract language in which we can focus on essential aspects of a subject,
and has been used in various fields such as mathematics, logic, computer science, and
physics.

A general view in categorical approaches to quantum theory is to see objects A, B, . ..
as types of systems, and to see morphisms f: A — B as processes going from a system
of type A to a system of type B. Various categorical approaches exist, differing by
additional properties and structures assumed on a category.

Categorical quantum mechanics |2}, |54} [127] was initiated by Abramsky and Coecke
[1] and has been developed by many authors associated with Oxford. It is mainly
based on a compact closed category, a certain type of a monoidal category. The
archetypal example is the category of finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces. Morphisms
in a compact closed category can be conveniently described by string diagrams [164,
234], and thus categorical quantum mechanics emphasizes a formalism of quantum
theory as graphical calculus (as in the title of the book [54]).

The operational probabilistic framework is another approach based on categories.
It was introduced by by Chiribella, D’Ariano, and Perinotti [33-35, [61], aiming at
explaining quantum theory from an operational, information-theoretic point of view.
The basic notion in the framework is an operational probabilistic theory (OPT): a
monoidal category with the structure of tests, which represent physical operations
involving measurements. We will review a part of the operational probabilistic
framework in Section

There are approaches from the perspectives of categorical logic. Heunen and
Jacobs [122| (123} |136] studied dagger kernel categories, where kernel subobjects form
orthomodular lattices, capturing the traditional quantum logic. In topos approaches
to quantum theory |71} 122, |126], one studies a certain topos induced from a fixed
operator algebra. Toposes are categories that have the structure of intuitionistic logic
such as Heyting algebras. Thus the topos approaches are radically different from the
quantum logic approaches based on orthomodular lattices, effect algebras, etc.

1.3 Effectus theory: a new categorical approach
Effectus theory is yet another categorical approach to quantum theory, and it is the

main topic of this thesis. Here the central notion is effectus, a category satisfying
certain conditions which provides a suitable axiomatic framework for quantum theory.
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An effectus was first introduced by Jacobs in [140]EL and its theory has been developed
mainly by him and his colleagues in Nijmegen, including the author of the thesis. In
this thesis we aim to give a systematic introduction to effectus theory, and to show
the relevance of effectuses in quantum foundations.

One aspect of effectus theory is a new style of categorical logic, as emphasized by
Jacobs in [140]. In an effectus ‘predicates’ form effect algebras, capturing the essentials
of (unsharp) quantum logic, with probabilistic and Boolean logic as special cases. This
contrasts with the traditional categorical logic that often features intuitionistic logic.

Another aspect of effectus theory was revealed by Tull [248-250], who showed that
effectuses are closely related to the operational probabilistic framework of Chiribella
et al. Specifically, he proved that effectuses are equivalent to a variant of operational
probabilistic theories satisfying certain additional properties [248| Corollary 23]. The
effect algebra structure of predicates comes from these additional properties, and
can be understood as the distinguishing feature of effectus theory. We can thus view
effectus theory as the marriage of the operational probabilistic framework and quantum
logic.

Though effectus theory uses some assumptions stronger than the operational probab-
ilistic framework, it has good consequences. An effectus admits mathematically clean
and reasonably rich structures. As mentioned above, predicates in an effectus form
effect algebras. They moreover admit scalar multiplication, forming effect modules.
States in an effectus form conver sets. Predicates and states yield a ‘state-and-effect’
triangle constituted by categories and functors (see § and §, capturing the
duality between the Schrodinger and Heisenberg pictures. In this thesis we also study
the structure of substates, which are axiomatized as weight modules. The logical
structure of predicates further allows us to define notions of image, comprehension,
and gquotients in an effectus (see Chapter [5)).

We usually do not assume finite dimensionality in effectus theory, and indeed we
do not in this thesis. In contrast, both the operational probabilistic framework and
categorical quantum mechanics focus on the finite-dimensional setting, though in
the latter, there are attempts to deal with infinite dimension, e.g. [51, |96]. Indeed,
the archetypal example of an effectus is the category of W*-algebras and suitable
morphisms, where W*-algebras may be of arbitrary dimension. Thus results obtained
abstractly in an effectus are valid for arbitrary W*-algebras, algebraic models of
quantum systems. On the other hand, the definition of effectus assumes only finite
coproducts, limiting the strength of the results that can be obtained abstractly. This
issue will be addressed in Section by a notion of g-effectus, which is equipped with
countable coproducts.

There are two different formulation of effectuses, called total form and partial form.
The equivalence of the two formulations is one of the original contributions in this
thesis. An effectus in total form is a category with finite coproducts and a final object
that satisfies certain pullback and joint monicity conditions (Definition . It is
the original definition of effectus given by Jacobs [140]. The morphisms represent total
processes between systems. The author of this thesis showed [36] that effectuses can be
equivalently defined in partial form, i.e. via morphisms representing partial processes,

3The definition of effectus was established around 2014 and first appeared in an arXiv preprint
of [140]. The term ‘effectus’ was later introduced.
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in a way that each effectus in total form is a suitable subcategory of the corresponding
effectus in partial form. Specifically, an effectus in partial form is defined as a suitable
partially additive category equipped with an effect algebra structure (Definition .
By the equivalence of the two formulations, whether one starts with an effectus in
total form or in partial form is basically a matter of style. Although an effectus in
total form admits a simpler definition, an effectus in partial form is in most cases more
convenient to work with. Thus in this thesis we decided to develop the theory with
effectuses in partial form as a starting point. In particular, the default meaning of
‘effectus’ in this thesis is ‘effectus in partial form’. Effectuses in total form will appear
in this thesis as a secondary notion in Chapter

In general, a monoidal structure on a category allows us to express compound systems
A ® B and processes composed in parallel: f1 ® fo: A1 ® Ay — By ® Bs. There has
already been a reasonable definition of an extension of effectuses with a monoidal
structure, see monoidal effectuses in [40, § 10]. However, the development of monoidal
effectuses is still at an early stage and they will not be discussed in this thesis. In other
words, this thesis concerns a categorical axiomatization of physical/quantum systems
and processes which does not use parallel composition, but uses sequential composition
AL B oot processes and sum A 4+ B of systems (intuitively understood as ‘A or

B’). This makes a good contrast with categorical quantum mechanics of the Oxford
school, where the monoidal structure plays a central role.

1.4 Contributions of this thesis

The contributions of this thesis can be divided into two parts.

First, this thesis provides a comprehensive introduction to effectus theory. This thesis
develops the theory based on effectuses in partial form, unlike existing introductory
papers [40, 140] that are based on effectuses in total form. Effectuses in partial form
are defined more concretely in terms of partially additive structures, and more directly
related to operational probabilistic theories of Chiribella et al., see Chapter [} Our
approach to effectus theory in partial form is probably more accessible to readers who
are not very familiar with category theory.

Second, this thesis relates effectus theory to various topics and approaches, in order
to reveal the nature and advantages of effectuses. Specifically, it discusses the following
topics and approaches in relation to effectus theory.

(i) Effect algebras and orthomodular lattices (Chapter [3| and Section |5.5])
) Partially additive categories (Chapter |3 and Section
) State-predicate duality in the form of state-and-effect triangles (Section
(iv) Categorical logic in terms of fibrations (Chapter [5))
)

Janelidze and Weighill’s categorical axiomatization of non-abelian algebras
(Section

(vi) Operational probabilistic framework and measurement theory (Chapter @
(vii) Extensive categories (Section
(viii) Biproduct categories and ground structures (Section [7.1)
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(ix) Convex operational framework (Section

The relationships to these topics will demonstrate the mathematical generality and
cleanness of effectus theory, and also help to understand the nature of effectuses.
The topics and concern axiomatization of quantum theory, and
concerns the structures that have been used in categorical quantum mechanics. Thus
the relationships to these illustrate the relevance of effectuses in quantum foundations.
The topices |(ii)| are closely related to program semantics and logics. Although this
thesis does not explicitly deal with programming languages, it discusses concepts of
program semantics and logics in an abstract way.

Original results and publications

A number of people, often jointly, have contributed to effectus theory. Below I will list
the author’s own results together with relevant references.

(a) The definition of effectus in partial form (Definition called ‘FinPAC
with effects’ in [36]) and the related results. In particular, the 2-categorical
equivalence of effectuses in partial form and total form (§§4.1H4.2)).

(b) The notion of weight module and the related results (§[3.5] §[4.4).

(¢) The notion of division effect monoid (§[4.3), and the study of the normalization
property on weight modules and general effectuses. In particular, the equivalence
of the categories of convex sets and weight modules with the normalization
property (Corollary . Normalization in an effectus was first studied by
Jacobs et al. in [150], but in a restricted setting with the scalars [0, 1].

(d) The definition of sharp predicates in an effectus via comprehension and images,
and the study of sharp predicates based on this definition (§

(e) A systematic study of measurements/instruments in an effectus, via the language
from the operational probabilistic framework (§§ Note that the notion
of ‘instrument’ (or ‘assert map’) in [40} [140] is more restrictive, referring to a
fixed family of (canonical or ideal) instruments.

(f) The characterization of Boolean effectuses with comprehension (or quotients) as
an extensive category (§[6.6). This is a joint work with Abraham Westerbaan
and the result was included in the preprint [40]. Note that ‘Boolean effectus’ in
[40] is equivalent but differently formulated, due to the difference of the notion
of instruments.

(g) Totalization of effectuses and the definition of grounded biproduct categories,
which yields an coreflection (§ Totalization of effectuses was studied jointly
with Tull and related results are also found in his thesis [250, Chapter 3].

(h) The study of the relationship between effectus theory and the convex operational
approach. In particular, a categorical equivalence of convex operational models
and state-effect models (§[7.2.4) and an embedding of a real effectus with
the order-separation property into the category of convex operational models

(SFZ3).
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(i) The study of o-effectuses (§[7.3)). In particular, we establish state-and-effect
triangles over real o-effectuses (Corollaries [7.3.42] and [7.3.44)), and give an
improvement of the embedding into convex operational models for an o-effectus

(Corollary [7.3.46]).

Chapters [3|and [4] are based on [36], but largely expanded and rewritten. The notion
of weight module is newly added in this thesis. Chapter [f] except §[.5] on sharp
predicates, originates in [41]. It however discusses only concrete examples of quotients
and comprehensions, without using effectuses. Definitions of images, quotients, and
comprehension in terms of effectuses have appeared in the preprint [40]. Chapters |§|
and [7| have not been published, except that the preprint [40] includes a characterization
of Boolean effectuses as extensive categories and the results on grounded biproduct
categories (without totalization).

Other publications that the author worked on during his PhD are 38} [39]. To make
this thesis focused on effectus theory, the work of |38} [39] is not included here.

Finally let us mention the theses of Abraham and Bas Westerbaan, with whom the
author jointly developed effectus theory |40, |41]. Their theses are complementary to the
present one: their theses mainly focus more concretely on the category of W*-algebras
(the main example of an effectus), whereas the present thesis focuses on abstract theory
of effectuses. Abraham’s thesis [253] contains a concise yet comprehensive exposition
of the theory of operator algebras, and also includes Abraham and the author’s results
about W*-algebras from preprints [42, 43]. Bas’ thesis [256] studies effectuses too,
but focuses on the structure of ‘canonical’ measurements (see Remark and the
dagger structure, which are not covered in the present thesis.

1.5 Outline

Chapter [2| covers preliminaries for the thesis, and does not contain original results.

Chapter [3| develops basics of effectuses. To define an effectus, first we develop
finitely partially additive categories, which are a slight generalization of Arbib and
Manes’ partially additive categories [7]. We then give a definition of effectus, and
describe our leading examples of effectuses. The archetypal effectus for quantum
theory is given by W*-algebras. We study structures of predicates and (sub)states
in an effectus. Predicates form effect modules, i.e. effect algebras with a scalar
multiplication. States form convex sets. In addition, we introduce a new axiomatic
structure of substates (‘subnormalized states’) which we call a weight module. There
is a dual adjunction between the categories of effect modules and wight modules,
formalizing a duality between predicates and substates. These structures in an effectus
are neatly summarized as ‘state-and-effect’ triangles. At the end of the chapter we
give a convenient characterization of effectuses.

Chapter [4] is mainly concerned with total morphisms in an effectus. We introduce
effectuses in total form, which are the original formulation of effectus given by Jac-
obs [140]. In our setting (where we start with effectuses ‘in partial form’), effectuses
in total form can be considered as a characterization of the subcategories of effectuses
determined by total morphisms. In the other direction, one can recover an effectus
‘in partial form’ from its subcategory of total morphisms via the lift monad. This
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gives rise to a 2-equivalence of the 2-categories of effectuses in partial and total form:
Ef ~ Eft. The chapter continues studying how convex sets and weight modules—
axiomatizations of states and substates—are related. It will turn out that under the
assumption that the scalars admit division, the category of convex sets is equivalent
to the category of weight modules with the normalization property. It follows that
effectuses with the normalization property admit particularly clean state-and-effect
triangles, as diagrams in the 2-categories Ef ~ Eft.

In Chapter [5| we study effectuses from a logical point of view, systematically using
the language of (Grothendieck) fibrations. The fibrational perspective motivates the
notions of kernel, image, comprehension, and quotient in an effectus, which are defined
by certain universal properties. Via images and comprehension, we define sharp
predicates (which captures projections in quantum theory), and we prove under a
mild assumption that sharp predicates form orthomodular lattices. We then study
(bi)fibrations of sharp predicates and sharp morphisms. We conclude the chapter with
a comparison to Janelidze and Weighill’s theory of non-abelian algebras.

Chapter[6] discusses measurements in an effectus using the language of the operational
probabilistic framework (via Tull’s result). We study repeatable measurements, side-
effect-free measurements, and Boolean measurements, where Boolean is defined to be
a property of being both repeatable and side-effect-free. Repeatable measurements
are shown to be related to sharp predicates. We abstractly define Liiders instruments,
certain ideal measurements, and give several characterization of them. Side-effect-
freeness will be related to compatibility /commutativity of observables. The study of
Boolean measurements leads to a characterization of an extensive category (with a
final object) as a ‘Boolean’ effectus, in which Boolean measurements are possible.

The final chapter, Chapter [7} contains miscellaneous topics in effectus theory.
In Section we relate effectuses to biproducts or semiadditive structures via a
‘totalization’ construction. This makes some connection between effectus theory and
categorical quantum mechanics. In Section we investigate a relation between
effectuses and the convex operational approach. A main result here is that a certain
class of effectuses can be embedded into the category of convex operational models—
dual pairs of base-norm and order-unit spaces. In Section we study o-effectuses,
i.e. effectuses with countably partially additive structure. This is a natural extension
of effectus which goes back to the setting of Arbib and Manes’ partially additive
categories. Also from the viewpoint of quantum foundations, it is natural to assume a
countably additive structure (cf. Mackey’s formulation [200]). State-and-effect triangles
and the embedding result to convex operational models will be extended to the setting
of o-effectuses.



Chapter 2

Preliminaries

This chapter covers preliminaries for the thesis.

Prerequisites

We assume that the reader has a basic knowledge of category theory, including
(co)limits, adjunctions, and (co)monads. Concrete 2-categories (e.g. of effectuses)
will occasionally appear. For this, it is sufficient to know the definitions of (strict) 2-
categories, 2-functors, and 2-natural transformations, see e.g. [199, § XIL.3]. A minimal
introduction to algebraic quantum theory is included in this chapter (Section ,
but further knowledge on the subject will help to understand concrete examples of
effectuses that serve as models of quantum theory.

Notations

We use the following notations.

N={0,1,2,...} natural numbers
Z integers
Q rational numbers
R = (—00,00) real numbers
Nso={1,2,...} nonzero natural numbers
[n] ={1,2,...,n} n-element set
R4 =[0,00) nonnegative real numbers
R = (0, 00) (strictly) positive real numbers

2.1 Category theory

We assume that the reader is familiar with basic category theory. The standard
reference is [199], but see also 10} |19} 20, (191} [227]. Here we fix basic notations, and
recall some definitions and results.

Throughout the thesis, Set denotes the category of sets and functions.

Let C be a category. For objects A, B € C, the homset consisting of morphisms
f+ A— Bin C is denoted by C(A, B), or sometimes by Hom(A, B) when the context
is clear.
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For a family (A;); of objects, the product and coproduct of (A;); are denoted
by [1;A4; and ]_[j Aj, respectively. Projections and coprojections are denoted by
T jAj — Aj and Kj: A; — ]_[j Aj. A final object is denoted by 1, and an initial
object by 0. Note that 0 also denotes a zero object and zero morphisms.

Definition 2.1.1.
(i) A zero object, denoted by 0, is an object that is both final and initial.

(ii) A category has zero morphisms if there is a family of morphisms 045: A — B
such that Ogpof =04p = go0a¢ for any morphisms f: A — Band g: C — D.

A family of zero morphisms is unique if it exists. Indeed, if both (0sp)ap and
(0'y5) ap are families satisfying the condition for zero morphisms, then 045 = 04p ©
'va =0y 5. A zero object and zero morphisms are closely related:

Proposition 2.1.2. Let C be a category with an initial object 0. Then C has zero
morphisms if and only if it has a zero object, i.e. 0 is final too.

In particular, a category with finite coproducts has zero morphisms if and only if it
has a zero object.

Proof. If C has a zero object 0, it has zero morphisms given by A — 0 — B. Conversely,
suppose that C has zero morphisms (0ap)ap. We have idg = 0gp by initiality. Then
any morphism f: A — 0 is equal to 049: A — 0, since f =idgo f = 0gp o f = 049-
Thus 0 is final. |

We recall two standard constructions involving monads.
Definition 2.1.3. Let T: C — C be a monad with unit 1 and multiplication p. The
Kleisli category K¢(T) of T is defined as follows.
e K{(T') has the same objects as C.
e A morphism f: A - B in K{(T) is a morphism f: A — TB in C. That is,
KUT)(A, B) = C(A,TB).
o The identities in K¢(T) are ng: A — TA.

o For morphisms f: A+ B and g: B + C in K¢(T), the composite geo f: A -+ C
is defined to be
AL L% rre s e i C.

The composite uc oTg: TB — TC is called the Kleisli extension of g.

Definition 2.1.4. Let T: C — C be a monad with unit 1 and multiplication p. The
Eilenberg-Moore category EM(T) of T is defined as follows.

o Anobject in EM(T) is a pair (A, o) where A € C and a: TA — A in C such that
aony =ids and o = aoTa. These objects are called (Eilenberg-Moore)
algebras for T, or T-algebras.

o A morphism from (4,«) to (B, ) in EM(T) is a morphism f: A — B such
that foa=pBoTf.

e The identities and composition in EM(T') are those in C.
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These categories carry adjunctions C = K/(T) and C = EM(T'), which both recover
the monad T on C; see [199, Chapter VIJ.

The following elementary result will be used several times in the thesis, so we
explicitly state it here.

Lemma 2.1.5. Let T: C — C be a monad. Then the Kleisli category KU(T') inherits
coproducts from C: each coproduct ]_[j Aj in C, with coprojections r;: A; — ]_[j Aj,
is also a coproduct in KE(T') with coprojections no k;: Aj — T([1; A;).

Proof. Straightforward. |
Next we recall the definition of coreflection.

Definition 2.1.6. A coreflection is an adjunction

C D (2.1)

F
—
“— —

G
whose unit 77: id = GF is an isomorphism.

An equivalent definition of coreflection is:

Lemma 2.1.7. An adjunction is a coreflection if and only if the left adjoint functor
is full and faithful.

Proof. This is the dual statement of [199, Theorem IV.3.1]. |

Thus an example of a coreflection is a full subcategory C < D where the inclusion
functor has a right adjoint. Such a subcategory is called a coreflective subcategory.
Up to equivalence, any coreflection is identified with a coreflective subcategory F[C] <
D, where F[C] is the image of the left adjoint F.

A coreflection is a ‘well-behaved’ embedding F': C — D where one can transfer
certain structures/properties of D to C. Indeed, C inherits limits and colimits from D
[146, Theorem 2], and also inherits a monoidal structure from D under some mild
conditions [146, Theorem 5].

The dual notion is called a reflection: it is an adjunction such that the counit is
an isomorphism, or equivalently, the right adjoint is full and faithful.

The following is a well-known (e.g. [185, Part 0, Proposition 4.2]) result about
adjunctions.

Proposition 2.1.8. Consider an adjunction

C D

F
—
“—

G
with unit n: id = GF and counit e: FG = id. We write

o Cy — C for the full subcategory consisting of objects A € C such that na: A —
GF A is an isomorphism, and
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e Dy — D for the full subcategory consisting of objects B € D such that
eg: FGB — B is an isomorphism.

Then the restriction of the adjunction C = D to Cy and Dg yields an adjoint
equivalence Cy ~ Dy.

Proof. It only has to be shown that the restrictions of the functors F' and G to Cy
and Dy are well-defined. This follows from the zig-zag identities: epa 0 Fna = idpa
and GEBO’I?GB:idGB. |

2.2 Partial commutative monoids

In this section we review the notion of partial commutative monoid. Both partially
additive categories and effect algebras, introduced in the subsequent sections, are
based on partial commutative monoids.

Definition 2.2.1. A partial commutative monoid (PCM, for short) is a set M
with a partial binary operation @: M x M — M and an element 0 € M satisfying
the three conditions below. We write L y if @ y is defined (i.e. L C M x M is the
domain of definition of @).

(a) Associativity: * Lyand 2@y Lzimplyy Lz, 2z L (y@2),and (zQy) @z =
zQ(y @ 2).
(b) Commutativity: x L y impliesy L z and zQy =y @ .
(¢) Unitlaw: 0 Lx and 0@z = x.
We call z@y the sum of  and y, and 0 the zero. We say that elements z1,...,z, € M
are summable if the sum 1 @ ... @z, is defined. Summability is well-defined for any
finite family (or multiset) by the associativity and commutativity of @. By definition,

two elements x and y are summable iff z | y. Note that pairwise summable elements
need not be (jointly) summable.

Clearly any commutative monoid is a PCM, whose addition is a total operation. Ex-
amples of PCMs with proper partial operation @ can be found below in Example
as effect algebras.

Definition 2.2.2. Let M and N be PCMs. A homomorphism of PCMs f: M —
N (or more briefly a PCM morphism) is a function satisfying:

(a) = Ly implies f(z) L f(y) and f(z ©y) = f(2) @ f(y);

(b) f(0) =0.
PCMs and their homomorphisms form a category PCM.

For the sake of readability, we use the following convention: when we write an
expression containing a sum x @ y, then (unless stated otherwise) it is assumed that
summability « L y holds. For example, we simply write x @ y = z instead of ‘x L y
and Q@ y = 2.
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Categories enriched over PCMs, defined below, play an important role in this thesis.
For PCMs M, N, and L, a function f: M x N — L is called a PCM bimorphisnﬂ
if it preserves the PCM structure in each argument separately: that is, for all x € M
and y € N, both f(x,—): N — L and f(—,y): M — L are PCM morphisms.

Definition 2.2.3. We say that a category C is enriched over PCMs if every homset
C(A, B) is a PCM, and for each A, B, C' € C the composition o: C(B,C)x C(4, B) —
C(A,C) is a PCM bimorphism.

The category PCM is symmetric monoidal via a tensor product representing PCM
bimorphisms [146]. Therefore the definition above may be rephrased more abstractly
as a category enriched over the monoidal category PCM, see [170]. We will however
stick to the concrete definition.

Proposition 2.2.4. Any category enriched over PCMs has zero morphisms.

Proof. The homsets are PCMs and hence contain zeros 0: A — B, which form zero
morphisms. ]

2.3 Effect algebras

Effect algebras are partial algebraic structures that axiomatize quantum effects. They
are a common generalization of Boolean algebras, orthomodular lattices, and MV-
algebras. The term ‘effect algebra’ is due to Foulis and Bennet [82], but the same or
equivalent structures were introduced under different names in several papers [64] |94,
101, 178]E| We refer to |74] for a comprehensive account of the subject.

2.3.1 Basics

Definition 2.3.1. An effect algebra is a PCM (E,®,0) with an element 1 € E,
called the top, satisfying:

(a) For each a € E, there exists a unique b € F such that a @ b = 1.

(b) @ L 1 implies a = 0.
The unique element b € E in condition @ is written as a* and called the orthosup-
plement of a. We note that some authors call sums @ in an effect algebra orthogonal
sums (or orthosums), and use orthogonal as a synonym for summable.
Proposition 2.3.2. The following hold in an effect algebra.

(i) att = a, i.e. orthosupplementation is involutive.

(i) 0t =1 and 1+ =0.

(iii) Positivity: a @ b =0 implies a = b = 0.

1Be warned that some authors use the term ‘bimorphism’ differently, referring to a morphism that
is both monic and epic.

2The names used there are: weak orthoalgebra |94], unsharp orthoalgebra 64], D-poset [178|, and
D-algebra |101].
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(iv)
(v)
(vi)
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Cancellativity: a @ ¢ =b @ ¢ implies a = b.

There is a partial order given by a < b &L 3ea Qc=hb.

With respect to the partial order <, the zero 0 is a bottom and the top 1 is
indeed a top (i.e. a greatest element).

The partial order defined in is referred to as the algebraic ordering.

Proof. Points|(i)| and follow immediately from the definition.

(iii)
(iv)
(v)

(vi)

If a@b =0, the sum (a @b) @1 is defined. It follows that both @ L 1 and b L 1.
Hence a =b = 0.

Suppose a@c = b@c. Let d = (a@c)t (= (b@c)t). Then a@c®d = b@cwd = 1.
This implies that a = (c @ d)* = b.

We have a < a for any a, since 0 @ a = a. Suppose that a < b and b < ¢, i.e.
that a @ u = b and b @ v = ¢ for some u,v. Then a @ u @ v = ¢ and thus a < c.
Finally assume that ¢ < b and b < a, i.e. a @ u = b and b @ v = a for some u, v.
Then a @ u @ v = a. By cancellativity, u @ v = 0, and by positivity, u = v = 0.
Hence a = b. Therefore < is a partial order.

Straightforward. [ |

From a logical perspective, we view 0 and 1 respectively as the falsity and truth;

1

a— as the negation of a; and a < b as the entailment. The fact that at+ = a holds—

one can eliminate double negation —shows that effect algebras as a logical structure
are quite different from the intuitionistic logical structures such as Heyting algebras.
An example below shows that effect algebras generalize Boolean algebras.

Example 2.3.3. Here are examples of effect algebras.

(i)

(i)
(iif)

Any Boolean algebra is an effect algebra with the obvious top and bottom, and
© = ‘disjoint sum’, i.e.a L b <= aAb=0and then a@b = aVb. Clearly the
orthosupplement is the complement: a' = —a. Interestingly, George Boole, the
eponym of Boolean algebras, also considered sum/disjunction to be a partially
defined operation; see the first paragraph of [82] or the footnote of [140, p. 8§].

Similarly (and more generally), any orthomodular lattice (see Definition [2.3.15])
is an effect algebra viaa 1L b <— a < bt and a@b=aVb.

The unit interval [0, 1] of real numbers is an effect algebra with r L s <
r+s < land r@s = r+s. The bottom is 0 and the top is 1. The orthosupplement
is given by r+ =1 —r.

For each set X, the set [0, 1] of [0, 1]-valued functions on X forms an effect
algebra in a pointwise manner. These functions p: X — [0, 1] are known as fuzzy
subsets of the (ordinary, or ‘crisp’) set X in the theory of fuzzy sets and logic
1172, 262]. Two functions p,q: X — [0, 1] are summable when p(x) + g(z) <1
for all x € X, and then the sum is (p@¢q)(z) = p(x)+q(x). The orthosupplement
is given by p*(z) = 1 — p(z).
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(v) MV-algebras— algebraic models of the Lukasiewicz infinitely-many-valued lo-
gic—can be viewed as effect algebras, see Section for details. In fact,

I(ii1), and are examples of MV-algebras.

(vi) Let & be a C*-algebra—it represents a quantum system in the algebraic
formulation of quantum theory, see Section for a brief introduction. Then
the unit interval of &/

0,1l ={0<2x<1|z e}

is an effect algebra: =z 1L y iff z +y < 1, and then x @ y = =z + y. The
orthosupplement is #+ = 1 — z. The elements in [0, 1], are called effects in .«7.
In particular, when &/ = B(¢) is the C*-algebra of bounded operators on a
Hilbert space .7 (see Example , the effect algebra [0, 1]5() is called a
standard effect algebra [82]. These are the motivating examples of effect algebras,
as effects [0, 1] s represent unsharp measurements or observations in a quantum
system (27, 82]. Note that effects include projections (v € o with z* = z = 2?),
which represent sharp measurements.

(vii) More generally, if G is a partially ordered abelian group and u € G is a positive
element, then the interval [0,ulg = {z € G | 0 <z < u} forms an effect algebra
in the obvious manner. Effect algebras arising in this way (up to isomorphism)
are called interval effect algebras.

Definition 2.3.4. A PCM M is called
(i) positive (or conical) if @ @ b = 0 implies a = b = 0, for all a,b € M;
(ii) cancellative if a @ ¢ = b @ ¢ implies a = b, for all a,b,c € M.

Since the proof of Proposition [2.3.2(v)| uses only positivity and cancellativity, any
cancellative positive PCM forms a poset via algebraic ordering. Moreover 0 is a bottom.
In fact, one has the following characterization of effect algebras.

Proposition 2.3.5. Let M be a PCM and 1 € M an element. Then (M,1) is an
effect algebra if and only if M is positive and cancellative, and 1 is a greatest element
of M with respect to algebraic ordering.

Proof. The ‘only if’ is proved in Proposition Suppose that M is positive and
cancellative, and 1 is a greatest element of M. By the definition of < and by the
assumption that 1 is greatest, for any a there exists b such that a @ b = 1. By
cancellativity such b is unique. Suppose @ L 1. Then 1 < a @ 1, while a @ 1 < 1 since
1 is greatest. By antisymmetry, a @ 1 = 1, and then a = 0 by cancellativity. |

Corollary 2.3.6. Let M be a PCM, and 1,1' € M elements. If both (M,1) and
(M,1") are effect algebras, then 1 =1'. [ |

Thus a cancellative positive PCM can be thought of as an effect algebra without
top 1, and is sometimes called a generalized effect algebra [74).

If @ < b in an effect algebra (or more generally, in a cancellative positive PCM), by
cancellativity there is a unique ¢ with a @ ¢ = b. We denote this ¢ by b©S a and call the
difference of b and a. In other words, © is a binary partial operation determined by:

boba=c < b=a®ec.
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We list basic properties of the ordering and the difference, omitting a proof.

Lemma 2.3.7. The following hold in an effect algebra.
(i) a <b<c impliescob<cSa.
(i) a@b<ciffa<cob.
(iii) a <b iff b <a’t.
(iv) a Lbiffa<btiffb<a .
(v) a<bandb lcimplya lcanda@c<b@ec. [ ]

Definition 2.3.8. Let E, D be effect algebras. A unital (resp. subunital) morph-
ism of effect algebras is a PCM morphism f: E — D such that f(1) = 1 (resp.
f(1) <1). Note that any function f: E — D satisfies f(1) < 1, since 1 is a greatest
element in an effect algebra, and hence subunital morphisms are merely PCM morph-
isms. Note that in the literature (homo)morphisms of effect algebras refer to unital
morphisms.

We denote by EA the category of effect algebras and unital morphisms; and by
EA. the category of effect algebras and subunital morphisms. There are obvious

functors:
EA — EA. — PCM

Here the forgetful functor EA< — PCM is full and faithful, and moreover injective
on objects by Corollary Thus one can see EA< as a full subcategory of PCM.

Lemma 2.3.9. Let E and D be effect algebras. Let f: E — D be a subunital morphism
of effect algebras.

(i) f is monotone: a < b implies f(a) < f(b).
(ii) f preserves differences: f(b©a) = f(b) © f(a).
(iii) If f is unital, it preserves orthosupplements: f(a*) = f(a)*. [ |

Example 2.3.10. Natural examples of (sub)unital morphisms of effect algebras are
found in probability theory. Let (X, X x) be a measurable space. Then the o-algebra
Y x is a Boolean algebra and hence an effect algebra. Recall that the unit interval [0, 1] is
also an effect algebra. Then a probability measure p1: ¥x — [0, 1] is a unital morphism
of effect algebras. Indeed, it must satisfy pu(@) = 0, u(X) = 1, and p(A U B) =
1(A) + p(B) whenever A and B are disjoint. Similarly, a subprobability measure
w: Xx — [0,1] is a subunital morphism. In fact, (sub)probability measures u: Xx —
[0,1] are precisely (sub)unital morphisms of o-effect algebras, see Definitions
and @ Integration was studied from an effect-algebraic point of view in [151].

2.3.2 Ortho-sharpness and orthomodular lattices

Definition 2.3.11. Let F be an effect algebra.

(i) Two elements a,b € E are disjoint if a Ab = 0, that is, if c < a and ¢ < b
implies ¢ = 0 for all ¢ € E.

(ii) An element a € F is ortho-sharp if a and a are disjoint.
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In the literature of effect algebras (e.g. [103} {104} 161} 226]), ortho-sharp elements are
simply called sharp elements. In this thesis we reserve the term ‘sharp’ for a notion of
sharp predicates defined in an effectus, see Section [5.5

Lemma 2.3.12. Let a be an ortho-sharp element in an effect algebra. Then a is
disjoint with any element b such that a 1 b.

Proof. Assume ¢ < @ and ¢ < b. Then ¢ < b < at. Since a is ortho-sharp, c=0. W
The following property of effect algebras is quite useful.

Proposition 2.3.13. Suppose that in an effect algebra, a L b and a join a V b exists.
Then a meet a A'b exists too, and a @b = (aVb) @ (a Ab).

Proof. See [100, Theorem 3.5]. [ |

Corollary 2.3.14. Suppose that in an effect algebra, a L b and a join a V b exists.
Then a @ b= a Vb if and only if a and b are disjoint. |

Orthomodular lattices axiomatize the structure of ‘sharp’ quantum logic, that is,
the structure of projections on (i.e. closed subspaces of) a Hilbert spaces. They are
the central structure in the traditional quantum logic initiated by Birkhoff and von
Neumann [18]. We note that the orthomodular law was not used in [18] but was later
discovered independently by Husimi [131], Loomis [193], and Maeda [201]; see [86} § 3]
for a historical overview of quantum logic.

Definition 2.3.15. An orthomodular lattice is a lattice (L, V, A, 0, 1) with a unary
operation (—)*: L — L satisfying the following conditions.
(a) (=)' is antitone: a < b implies b+ < a*.
(b) (—)* is involutive: a*+ = a.
(c) a*
(d) The orthomodular law holds: a < b implies a V (a+ A b) = b.

The element at is called the orthocomplement of a.

is a complement of a: aVat =1 and a Aat = 0.

The orthomodular law @ is a weakening of the modular law:
a<c = aV({bArc)=(aVb)Ac,
which in turn is a weakening of the distributive law:
aV(bAc)=(aVb)A(aVc).

Thus orthomodular lattices generalize Boolean algebras (= distributive complemented
lattices).

Lemma 2.3.16. Every orthomodular lattice is an effect algebra via
aLb(z}aSbJ‘ a@b=aVb

and a* as orthosupplements.
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Proof. Straightforward. |

In fact, we can identify orthomodular lattices with effect algebras satisfying special
properties. An effect algebra whose partial order is a lattice is called a lattice effect
algebra.

Proposition 2.3.17. Let L be a lattice effect algebra. The following are equivalent.

1

(i) L is an orthomodular lattice (with orthosupplements (—)— as orthocomplements).

(ii) a L a implies a =0 for each a € L.

(ili) Ewvery element a € L is ortho-sharp: a A a® = 0.
(iv) a L b implies a Nb=0 for each a,b € L.

(v) a Lbimpliesa@b=aVb for each a,b € L.

Proof. = Let b € L such that b < @ and b < a*. Then b L b and hence
b=0.

:> Assume a | a. Then a < a*t, so that 0 = a A at = a.

= [(ii1)| is trivial, and the converse = |(iv)| follows by Lemma

Equivalence <= |(v)| follows by Corollary

We have proved that |(ii) are equivalent. Now note that |(i)| = holds by
definition (a* is a complement of a). To prove the converse, we assume and hence
all of Since L is self-dual via (—)*, we have a V at = (a* Aa)t = 0+ = 1.
Therefore a— is a complement of a. It only remains to prove the orthomodular law.
Assume a < b, i.e. @ L b*+. Then

b@a:(a@bL)L(avbi)LzaLAb

and hence
av (@ ab)=avbea)Daobea) =b. =

Remark 2.3.18. Conditions and of Proposition [2.3.17| are equivalent

also for any (non-lattice) effect algebras. Effect algebras satisfying these equivalent
conditions are called orthoalgebras.

2.3.3 Effect monoids

We introduce an extension of effect algebras with a (total) multiplication opera-
tion. Such an extension, called effect monoids, captures abstractly the notion of

probabilities [137].

Definition 2.3.19. An effect monoid is an effect algebra that is at the same time a
monoid, in a coherent way: it is an effect algebra (M, @,0,1) with a binary operation
-+ M x M — M satisfying:
(a) (M,-,1) is a monoid,;
(b) -: M x M — M is a PCM bimorphism, that is, for each s € M the mappings
s+ (=) and (=) - s are PCM morphisms.
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An effect monoid is commutative if the multiplication - is commutative.

Remark 2.3.20. Effect monoids can be abstractly described as monoids [199] § VIIL.3]
in the monoidal category EA of effect algebras. In [146] it is shown that EA is
symmetric monoidal via the tensor product of effect algebras ®, and the two-element
effect algebra 2 = {0, 1} as tensor unit. The tensor product ® has a universal property
given by the following natural bijections.

morphisms £ ® F' — D in EA
effect algebra bimorphisms £ x F — D

Here effect algebra bimorphisms are PCM bimorphisms f: E x F — D satisfying
f(1,1) = 1. Then it is not hard to see that effect monoids are identified with monoids
in EA. In fact, this is how effect monoids are first introduced in [137].

Example 2.3.21. We give several examples of effect monoids.

(i) The prime example of an effect monoid is the unit interval [0, 1] of real numbers.
The multiplication is the ordinary multiplication of real numbers.

(ii) The set 2 = {0,1} of Boolean values is an effect monoid. The multiplication is
the ordinary conjunction.

(iii) Generalizing|(i)| for any set X the set [0,1]% of fuzzy subsets is an effect monoid
in the pointwise manner.

(iv) Generalizing any Boolean algebra is an effect monoid with conjunction as
multiplication.

(v) If R is a partially ordered ring with 0 < 1, the interval [0, 1] is an effect monoid.
In fact, all of the above examples can be obtained in this way.

Examples [(i)| are all commutative effect monoids. We can find examples of
noncommutative effect monoids via see Example A simpler example can be
found in [255| §2.2.2].

2.4 Distribution monads and convex sets

The probability distribution functor/monad D: Set — Set, which assigns to each
set X the set D(X) of probability distributions on X, is fundamental in modelling
probabilistic systems [117, {141} 241]. Algebras for the monad D are (abstract) convex
sets, which have been important structure in a broad context, such as mathematics,
physics, computer science, and economics, see e.g. [81, |89, |106] (169, |176, 211} [223]
244}, 1245|. Here, following [137} |140|, we introduce generalizations of these notions by
replacing the unit interval [0, 1] with any effect monoid M.

Definition 2.4.1. Let M be an effect monoid. A distribution over M on a set X
is a function ¢: X — M with finite support, i.e. supp(p) = {z | ¢(z) # 0} is finite,
that satisfies ),y ¢(z) = 1. It is convenient to denote a distribution as a formal
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convex sum 7|x1) + - -+ + 7, |2y,), where 2; € X and r; € M satisfying §), ri = 1E|
We interpret such an expression as a distribution ¢: X — M by

o(z) = @ T4 where I(x):={i|z;=2x}.
iel(x)

Clearly, any distribution ¢: X — M can be written as the following formal convex

' S @),

zesupp(p)

For each set X we write

Du(X) = {go: X->M ‘ supp(¢) is finite and ) ¢(z) = 1}
reX

for the set of distributions over M on X. The assignment X — Dj;(X) extends to
a functor Dy : Set — Set. For a function f: X — Y, we define Dy (f): Dy (X) —

D (Y) by
Du(f)e)w) = ¢,
vef-1(y)

or in the formal convex sum notation,

Dar(f)Qo; milwa)) = >0, mal fq)) -

Moreover Dy is a monad with unit nx: X — Dy (X) and multiplication px :
DM(DM(X)) — DM(X) given by:

1 ifz=2

nx (@)(2) = {0 if x # 2
px(@)(z)= ) (p) - ela)

PEDM(X)
or in the formal convex sum notation:
nx(z) = 1|z)
X (Ei i 8z‘j|xz‘j>>) =22 Siglig) -

The monad D)y is called the distribution monad over M. Further information can
be found in [137}|140].

Example 2.4.2. Take M = [0, 1], the unit interval of real numbers. Then a distri-
bution over [0,1] on a set X is a finite discrete probability distribution on X. The
distribution monad Djy 1) over [0, 1] is called the probability distribution monad, or
simply, the distribution monad, and written as D = Dy ;; We will give several
variant of D in the next section.

3We use the ‘ket’ |—) notation to clearly distinguish elements = € X from scalars r € M, while some
authors simply write 71 -1 + -+ +7n - Tn.
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Definition 2.4.3. Let M be an effect monoid. A convex set over M is an (Eilenberg-
Moore) algebra [199, § VI.2] for the distribution monad Dys over M. Explicitly, it is a
set K with a function [—]: Dp;(K) — K, an operation that sends a formal convex
sum »_, r;|z;) to an actual convex sum [, r;|z;)] € K. The operation must satisfy
the following two axioms:

[12)] = 2

for 1|z) € Dy (K), and
[[27 T [[Z] Sij|l’ij>]] >]] = [[Z” ;- 3ij|$ij>]] (2.2)

for 3, mil>2; sijlwiz)) € D (D (K)).
An affine map f: K — L between convex sets over M is a homomorphism of
Dy-algebras. Explicitly, it is a function f: K — L satisfying

F(IEsrilea)]) = [ ril f=))] -

We write M-Conv = EM(Dyy) for the category of convex sets over M and affine
maps.

Example 2.4.4. Convex sets over [0, 1], i.e. Djg 1j-algebras, are simply called convex
setsﬁ For the category we write Conv = [0,1]-Conv. Any convex subset of a
real vector space forms a convex set. Conversely, it is known [107, [244] that every
cancellative convex set is isomorphic to a convex subset of a real vector space. In fact,
each cancellative convex set can be embedded in a certain ordered vector space. This
will be elaborated in Section [7.2

Remark 2.4.5. We give two remarks on the definition of convex sets.

(i) The equation (2.2) is equivalent to the following seemingly weaker one:

[[Zi ri| [ sisle)] >]] = [ i sijlas)] (: [>2,(@; m~sij)|xj>]]).

To see the equivalence, note that Zj Sijlzi;) = ij ik - Skjl|Try) in (2.2)), where
0;% is Kronecker’s delta, and consider kj as a single index. Some authors define
convex sets using this equation (e.g. |21} 176} |177]223]).

(if) Convex sets may also be defined in terms of a ternary operation (—; —, —): M X
K x K — K. See Remark for more details.

2.5 Probability monads

We discussed the ‘probability” distribution monad D = Dy 1) in Example where
D(X) consists of finite discrete probability distributions on X. For the purpose
of providing examples of effectuses, we will use several variants of the distribution
monad D.

4Many synonyms of ‘convex set’ exist: convex structure |106), semiconvex set |81} |245|, convex
space [89,|176|, convex module [223|, abstract convex set [169], barycentric algebra [169|. Historical
notes and further references on convex sets can be found in {169, Remark 2.9].
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Definition 2.5.1. The subdistribution monad D.: Set — Set is a ‘subprobability’
variant of the distribution monad D. For a set X, the set D<(X) consists of finite
discrete subprobability distributions on X (simply called subdistributions), namely:

D.(X) = {<p: X — [0,1] | supp(y) is finite and Z o(z) < 1}.

reX

The monad structure of D< is very much the same as the distribution monad D, see
Definition and hence not repeated here.

Next we define ‘infinite’ variants of the distribution and subdistribution monads.

Definition 2.5.2. The infinite distribution monad D*: Set — Set and the
infinite subdistribution monad D2°: Set — Set are respectively defined by:

D®(X) = {(p: X = [0,1] ‘ 3 la) = 1}

reX

DX(X) = {(p: X = [0,1] \ 3 ol < 1}.

zeX

The only difference from the (sub)distribution monad is that the finite support
requirement is dropped. The monad structures of D> and D2° are similar to D.

A basic important fact is that D2°(X) (hence also D*°(X)) consists of only countably-
supported (sub)distributions.

Lemma 2.5.3. Let ¢ € D°(X) be an infinite subdistribution on a set X. Then the
support supp(p) = {x € X | p(z) # 0} is countable.

Proof. Writing S,, = {z € X | ¢(z) > 1/n} we have supp(¢) C U, cn_, Sn- Because

each S, is finite, [, cy_, Sn is countable, so that supp(e) is countable. |

Algebras for the monad D> are known as superconvex sets [176] [177], which will
be used in Section [7.3]

Finally, we define measure-theoretic probability monads. The monad G defined
below is called the Giry monad after [93]. Its subprobability version G< appeared
in [214]. We write Meas for the category of measurable spaces and measurable
functions. When X is a measurable space, its o-algebra is denoted by X x.

Definition 2.5.4. The Giry monad G: Meas — Meas and the subprobability
Giry monad G.: Meas — Meas are defined as follows. For a measurable space X
with the o-algebra ¥ x, define:

G(X)={p: Ex = [0,1] | p is o-additive and pu(X) =1}
G<(X)={p: Bx — [0,1] | p is o-additive} .
In other words, G(X) consists of probability measures on X, and G<(X) consists

of subprobability measures on X. Since the rest of the definitions of G and G< are
basically the same, below we describe G only.
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We need to equip G(X) with a o-algebra. It is defined to be the smallest o-
algebra such that evy: G(X) — [0, 1] is measurable for all U € X x, where evy is the
‘evaluation’ map: evy(u) = u(U). For a measurable function f: X — Y, we define
g(f): 6(X) = G(Y) by

GHWV) = u(f~H(V))

for V € ¥y. The unit nx: X — G(X) of the monad is given by the Dirac measures:

1 ifzeU

nx(@)(U) = {o ifrdU.

The multiplication px: G(G(X)) — G(X) is defined by

i (®)(U) = /g e (= /g O )

for ® € G(G(X)) and U € ¥x.

The verification that these data indeed define monads G and G< requires some work,
based on results from measure theory. For details, we refer to the original work by
Giry [93], or |69, |70, [215].

2.6 C*-algebras and W*-algebras

In this section, we briefly review the basic definitions and results on C*-algebras
and W*-algebras (generally called operator algebras). As mentioned in Section
these operator algebras provide a powerful and convenient ‘algebraic’ formulation
of quantum theory that is alternative to the Hilbert space formulation, see e.g. [6]
112} (187 |188], [228]. In this thesis we use operator algebras to give examples of
effectuses that model quantum systems and quantum processes. Specifically, the
opposite WstarZ’ of the category of W*-algebras and subunital normal completely
positive maps serves as the archetypal example of an effectus. We note that this
thesis is mainly focused on abstract theory of effectuses, and not on the category of
W*-algebras itself. Complementary to this thesis are Abraham and Bas Westerbaan’s
theses [253], 256, which are focused more on the category of W*-algebras. Abraham’s
thesis [253] contains a concise yet comprehensive exposition of operator algebras. More
information about operator algebras can be found in the standard textbooks 167} 232]
246).

A general idea in the algebraic approach to quantum theory is that an algebra of
observables represents a system. Such algebras are axiomatized as follows.

Definition 2.6.1. A *-algebraﬂ o/ is a complex unital associative algebra (i.e. a
monoid in the category of complex vector spaces) with an ‘involution’ operation
(=)*: & — & such that for all a,b € & and A € C,

(a*)" =a (a+b)"=a"+b" (Aa)* = \a* (ab)* =b*a™.

5Note that in this thesis we require *-algebras and C*-algebras to be unital.
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A C*-algebra & is a complete normed x-algebra 7 such that ||ab|| < ||all||b|| and
la*al| = ||a||? for all a,b € .

A x-algebra is commutative if the multiplication is commutative. A #-homo-
morphism between x-algebras is a linear map that preserves the multiplication and
involution. A x-subalgebra of a x-algebra is a linear subspace closed under multiplic-
ation and involution. A x-homomorphism or *x-subalgebra is said to be unital if it
also respects the unit.

One can show that every x-homomorphism f: &/ — % between C*-algebras is
nonexpansive in the sense that || f(a)|| < ||a| for all a € & [217, Theorem 1.5.7].

Example 2.6.2. Let % be a Hilbert space. We denote by B(.%) the set of bounded
operators on . Then B(s) forms a C*-algebra with multiplication given by
composition of operators, involution given by adjoint operators, and the operator
norm. The C*-algebra B(.%¢) corresponds to the representation of a quantum system
by a Hilbert space ¢ in the standard formalism of quantum theory.

If &7 is a C*-algebra, then any norm-closed unital x-algebra of & is a C*-algebra.
In particular, any norm-closed unital x-algebra of B() is a C*-algebra. In fact, any
C*-algebra is of such a form, by the celebrated theorem of Gelfand and Neumark [92].

Theorem 2.6.3. Every C*-algebra is x-isomorphic to some norm-closed unital *-
subalgebra of B(A) for some Hilbert space .

Proof. See [246 Theorem 1.9.18]. [ |

Thus, C*-algebras characterize norm-closed unital *-subalgebras of B(), without
referring to a Hilbert space. The theorem generally justifies the relevance of C*-algebras
in quantum theory.

In fact, more than pure quantum systems can be represented by C*-algebras. In
particular, we can view commutative C*-algebras as classical systems, due to another
theorem of Gelfand and Neumark [92].

Theorem 2.6.4. Every commutative C*-algebra is x-isomorphic to the C*-algebra
C(X) of continuous functions p: X — C for some compact Hausdorff space X .

Proof. See [246, Theorem 1.4.4]. [

An important subclass of C*-algebras is W*-algebras. They characterize weakly
closed (i.e. closed under the weak operator topology (246, §11.2]) unital x-subalgebra of
B(H).

Definition 2.6.5. A W*-algebra is a C*-algebra o/ that has a predual, i.e. a Banach
space ¥ with an isometric linear bijection 7™* = &7.

Theorem 2.6.6. A C*-algebra is a W*-algebra if and only if it is x-isomorphic to a
weakly closed unital x-subalgebra of B(J) for some Hilbert space €.

Proof. See [246], Theorem II1.3.5]. [ |
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A ‘concrete’ W*-algebra, i.e. a weakly closed unital x-subalgebra of B(J¢), is often
called a von Neumann algebra. The theory of von Neumann algebras, which
preceded C*-algebras, was developed by Murray and von Neumann in a series of
papers starting with [208]. The abstract characterization above is due to Sakai [231]
232].

Example 2.6.7. By Theoremm7 B(s2) is a W*-algebra, since it is trivially weakly
closed. A predual of B(7¢) is the space TC(5) of trace-class operators on 7. The
isomorphism ®: B(5) 5 TC(H)* is given by ®(A)(T) = tr(AT). We refer to [246)
for the definition of trace-class operators and other details.

A predual of a W*-algebra is unique up to isometric isomorphism [246, Corol-
lary I11.3.9]. Therefore a W*-algebra &/ has an intrinsic topology, namely the weak™®
topology induced by the predual. A map f: &/ — % between W*-algebras is said to
be normal if it is continuous with respect to the weak* topologies. We write 7, for
the set of all normal linear functionals ¢: & — C. By the standard theory of dual
spaces (see [218| §2.4] or |58 § V.1]),  is the predual of &7, i.e. (#)* = o/. Note
that any finite-dimensional C*-algebra &7 is a W*-algebra since &/ = (&7 *)*.

We introduce some more terminology and notations.

Definition 2.6.8. Let o/ be a C*-algebra. An element a € «f is called
(i) self-adjoint if a* = a;
(ii) positive if a = b*b for some b € o

(iii) an effect if both a and 1 — a are positive;

(iv) a projection if a* = a = a?.

We write o, &4, [0,1], and Pr(<f) respectively for the set of self-adjoint elements,
positive elements, effects, and projections. It is easy to see that Pr(</) C [0,1]» C
ﬂJr g %aw

Clearly, <, forms a real vector space. Moreover 7, is an ordered vector space
(Deﬁnition with &7, as the positive cone [246, Theorem 1.6.1]. Explicitly, one has
a partial order < on &, defined by a < b <= b — a is positive. We thus write a > 0
to mean ‘a is positive’. Effects are precisely elements a € %, such that 0 < a <1,
which justifies the ‘unit interval’ notation [0, 1].. Note that if p € <7 is an effect (resp.
a projection), 1 — p is an effect (resp. a projection) too. We write p~ = 1 — p, which
can intuitively be understood as ‘negation of p’.

Below we include several results on the partial order on a C*-/W*-algebra.

Lemma 2.6.9. For each self-adjoint element a € <, of a C*-algebra <,
la] <1 <= —-1<a<1.

Proof. Write Sp(a) = {\ € C | a — Al is not invertible} for the spectrum of a € <.
Then for each self-adjoint a € %, one has Sp(a) C R and [[a]| = supycgp(e)|Al
[246|, Proposition 1.4.2 and 1.4.3]. Moreover a € &7, if and only if Sp(a) C R [246|
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Theorem 1.6.1]. Thus

la]] <1 <= —1< A <1 forall A € Sp(a)
<= Sp(l—a) CR;y and Sp(a+1) CRy
< l—a€d, and a+1€ 9,
<~ —-1<a<l. [ |

Corollary 2.6.10. For each self-adjoint element a € s, of a C*-algebra <f , one has
—llalll < a < |lal|1 u

As mentioned in Example for each C*-algebra o7, the set of effects [0,1]
forms an effect algebra. Projections can be characterized as ortho-sharp elements
there.

Proposition 2.6.11. Let .o be a C*-algebra. Then an effect p € [0, 1] s a projection
if and only if it is ortho-sharp in the effect algebra [0,1] o

Proof. See [254, Lemma 31]. [
The order on projections can be characterized in various ways.
Lemma 2.6.12. Let p, q be projections in a C*-algebra. The following are equivalent.
(i) p<gq. (ii) pgp = p. (iii) pgtp=0.
(iv) pg =p. (v) pgt=0.
Proof. Conditions and are equivalent because
p=plg+q")p=pap +pap.

Similarly and are equivalent.
=[G} Ifp<gq,

0<pgp<pprp=p-p=0.
[Gii)] = [(v)} 1 pg*p =0,
Ipa|1* = llpg™(pa™)*|| = llpa™pl =0,

so that pg= = 0.
(iv)] = [} If pg = p, then gp = (pg)* = p* = p and

g—p=q¢*—ap—pg+p*=(g-p)>*>>0,
whence p < q. |
We now recap striking order-theoretic properties of W*-algebras.

Proposition 2.6.13. Let o/ be a W*-algebra.

(i) o is ‘monotone complete’ in the following sense: in “,, every norm-bounded
directed subset has a join (= least upper bound).



2.6. C*-algebras and W*-algebras 29

(ii) Pr(<) is a complete lattice, i.e. all joins and meets exist.
(iii) [0,1)e is directed complete, i.e. all directed joins exist.

Proof. For |(i)| and [(ii)} see [232, Lemma 1.7.4 and 1.10.2] respectively. Point [(iii) m
follows from |(i)| since the set [0, 1] is bounded in norm.

In fact, W*-algebras can be characterized in order-theoretic terms, as monotone
complete C*-algebras with a certain requirement; see [246, Theorem II1.3.16].

Lemma 2.6.14. Let o/ be a W*-algebra and p € [0,1] be an effect. Then there
exist a least projection above p and a greatest projection below p.

Proof. See [254] Proposition 44] for the existence of a least projection above p. Since
[0,1] . is self-dual via p — pt = 1 — p, there also exists a greatest projection below p
(namely, [p*]+ in the notation introduced below). [ |

Definition 2.6.15. We denote by [p]| the least projection above p € [0, 1], and
by |p] the greatest projection below p. Note that |p| = [p*]* and [p] = |p* |+

Proposition 2.6.16. Let &/ be a W*-algebra. Joins (resp. meets) of projections in
Pr() are also joins (resp. meets) in [0,1] .

This means that the inclusion Pr(e/) < [0, 1] preserves joins and meets.

Proof. Let \/ U be the join of projections U C Pr(«/). Let ¢ be an effect such that
p < gqforallpe U. Then p < |g| for all p € U, so that \/U < |q|. Thus we have
VU < |q] < g and conclude that \/ U is a join in [0,1],. The case for meets is
similar. |

We turn to morphisms between C*-algebras. Since we are concerned with linear
maps only, we will refer to linear maps between C*-algebras simply as maps.

Definition 2.6.17. Let &/, % be C*-algebras.
(i) A map f: & — A is positive if f(a) >0 for all a > 0.
(i) A map f: o/ — £ is unital if f(1) = 1; and subunital if f(1) <1
(iii) A state on &/ is a unital positive functional w: &/ — C. When &/ is a W*-
algebra, a state is said to be normal if it is weak* continuous.

Proposition 2.6.18. Every positive map f: of — B between C*-algebras is bounded.

The proof below shows || f|| < 2[/f(1)]], but in fact, || f|]| = || f(1)] holds [216]
Corollary 2.9]. The latter is harder to prove.

Proof. By Lemma we have || f(a)]] < [|f(1)] - |la|l for each a € “,. Let a € &7
be an arbitrary element. Writing ar = (a + a*)/2 and a; = (a — a*)/2i, we have
aR,a; € Y, a = ag +iay, and |lag||, ||ar|| < |la]|. Therefore

(@)l <[l f(ar)l + [[f(a)] < NFI - Narll + [F N - llarll < 2[F O] - [lall -
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Note that positive maps are order-preserving on self-adjoint elements. Moreover,
normality is characterized by certain order-continuity:

Proposition 2.6.19. A positive map f: of — B between W*-algebras is normal (i.e.
weak™* continuous) if and only if [ preserves suprema of norm-bounded directed subsets

Proof. By (232, Theorem 1.13.2], the claim holds for £ = C, i.e. for functionals
p: o/ — C. The general claim follows because the predual 7, is spanned by normal
positive functionals [232, Theorem 1.14.3]. [ |

When a C*-algebra is viewed as an algebra of observables, a state can be understood
as a mapping that sends each observable to the expected value of outcomes. Indeed,
by a positivity of states, we have w(x) € R for any self-adjoint = € o/. The unit 1 € &
is seen as the constant observable whose outcome is always 1, so w(1) = 1.

Example 2.6.20. ‘States’ in the Hilbert space formulation of quantum theory, i.e.
density operators, can be captured as normal states on the W*-algebra B(¢) of
bounded operators on a Hilbert space .#. Since TC(5¢) a predual of B(), by the
theory of dual spaces, TC(4¢) is isomorphic to the space B(J7). of normal (= weak*
continuous) functionals on B(.#). This yields a bijective correspondence between
density operators on 2 (i.e. trace-class operators p with tr(p) = 1) and normal states
on B(#¢) (i.e. unital positive normal functionals).

If f: o/ — £ is a positive unital map, then it sends each state w on £ to a state
wo f on &. Therefore f can be understood as a transformation of the system %
to o7/. However, for the reason explained below, mere positivity is not enough, and
complete positivity is required. We need some preliminary definitions. We write
M, = C"*™ = B(C") for the C*-algebra of complex n x n-matrices. Given a C*-
algebra &7, let M,, ® &7 be the algebraic tensor product (i.e. the tensor product as
vector spaces). More concretely, M,, ® &/ is isomorphic to the set of n x n-matrices
with entries from /. Then M,, ® &/ can be equipped with a multiplication and an
involution, forming a C*-algebra [246, §IV.3]. We can view M,, ® & as a compound
system of M,, and 7. Let f: o/ — % is a map between C*-algebras. Then it yields a
map M, ® f: M, @ o/ — M, ® B between the tensor products. We can view it as a
map that transforms only a part of the system, leaving the M,, part alone. In general,
id ® f need not be positive when f is positive. Therefore, for f to be a physically
meaningful transformation —so that f can be partially applied to the system —we
need the following property:

Definition 2.6.21. A map f: &/ — % between C*-algebras is completely positive
(CP, for short) if for each n € N, the map M, ® f: M,, ® & — M, ® A is positive.

A more explicit definition for complete positivity can be given, see [246, Corollary 3.4].
Complete positivity is closely related to the notions of tensor products of C*-
algebras and W*-algebras. With respect to a suitable notion of tensor product,
complete positivity makes tensor product ® bifunctorial: for CP maps f1: @ — %
and fo: o — P>, one can construct a CP map f1 ® fo: o ® ol — Py ® B between
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the tensor products; see [246] and also [37]. Note however that tensor products are
not used in this thesis.
We note a convenient result about CP maps.

Lemma 2.6.22. A positive map f: o/ — B between C*-algebras is completely positive
whenever at least one of & and A is commutative.

Proof. See [246, Corollary IV.3.5 and Proposition IV.3.9]. |

Thus unital CP maps between C*-algebras can be viewed as ‘physical’ processes
between systems, inducing transformations of states. Similarly, subunital CP maps
represent physical processes that are ‘incomplete’ in some sense. It is possible to
explicitly relate normal (sub)unital CP maps between W*-algebras to the notions of
channels and operations used in the Hilbert spaces formulation.

Example 2.6.23. Let s be a Hilbert space. A linear map f: TC() — TC(5€)
on the space of trace-class operators is called a channel (resp. an operation) if it is
completely positiveﬁ and trace-preserving (resp. trace-decreasing), see e.g. [120, 181}
212]. The channels and operations are known to coincide with classes of transformations
on a quantum system that can be realized by preparation, unitary transformation
and measurement. Recall that TC(#) is a predual of B(5¢). Using a result form
the theory of dual spaces, it is not hard to see that channels (resp. operations)
f:TC() — TC(A) are in bijective correspondence with normal completely positive
unital (resp. subunital) maps g: B(2¢) — B(J¢).

In this thesis, we are interested in the following categories, whose objects and
morphisms represent quantum systems and processes.

Definition 2.6.24. We denote by Cstar (resp. Cstar.) the category of C*-algebras
and unital (resp. subunital) CP maps. We denote by Wstar (resp. Wstar.) the
category of W*-algebras and unital (resp. subunital) normal CP maps.

Note that Wstar is a non-full subcategory of Cstar.

6Defined similarly to completely positive maps between C*-algebras.






Chapter 3

Effectuses

An effectus is a category satisfying certain conditions which provides a suitable
axiomatic framework for quantum theory. In general, objects in an effectus are viewed
as types of systems, and morphisms as processes between systems. The archetypal
example of an effectus, which models quantum systems and processes, is the opposite
WstarZl of the category of W*-algebras and subunital normal completely positive
maps. Another simple example of an effectus is the category Pfn of sets and partial
functions, which models classical systems and deterministic processes. Yet another
example is the Kleisli category K¢(D<) of the subdistribution monad, which models
classical systems and probabilistic processes. These three effectuses are our leading
examples throughout the thesis. Note that the notion of effectus used here is ‘effectus
in partial form’; in Chapter [4| it will be shown to be equivalent to Jacobs’ original
formulation [140] of effectus (‘in total form’).

In this chapter we aim to establish basic notions in effectus theory. The definition
of effectus is based on finitely partially additive category, which will be covered in
Section Then in Section [3:2] we define an effectus and related notions, and describe
our main examples of effectuses in Section An effectus is equipped with a special
object I, representing the trivial system that has no information, i.e. ‘no system’ We
call morphisms p: A — I predicates, and w: I — A substates. States form a subclass of
substates that are total (‘normalized’). We study structures of them in the subsequent
sections (Sections . Predicates form effect modules, i.e. effect algebras with
scalar multiplication, and states form convex sets. We will introduce a new axiomatic
structure of substates called weight module. Similarly to a duality between effect
modules and convex sets established by Jacobs [140], there is a duality between weight
modules and effect modules. We find that weight modules are a fairly natural and
convenient structure, for example because the category of weight modules always forms
an effectus, while to prove that the category of convex sets forms an effectus, we need
some technical assumption (see Section .

Section 3.7 summarizes these structures associated with an effectus as ‘state-and-
effect’ triangles of categories and functors. The triangles describe neatly the duality
between states and predicates/effects, and thus between the Schrodinger and Heisen-
berg pictures.

In the last section (Section [3.8) we provide a characterization of effectuses via more
elementary, direct conditions that do not mention partially additive structure.
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3.1 Finitely partially additive categories (finPACs)

We introduce finitely partially additive categories (finPACs), a variant of partially
additive categories (PACs) studied by Arbib and Manes [7} |8, 202]. As the name
suggests, finPACs are equipped with the structure of finite partial sums, i.e. the PCM
structure. The definition relaxes the original definition of PACs, which have countable
partial sums. In this thesis we are mainly concerned with finite partial sums, but the
countable structure will also be studied in Section [Z.3

Definition 3.1.1. Let C be a category with zero morphisms.

(i) For each (possibly infinite) coproduct [];.; A; that exists in C, we define
morphisms >, : HjeJ A; — Aj by

N iy, ifk=j
o
TR T N 0aa, kA

We call the morphisms >; partial projectionsﬂ

(ii) A family of morphisms (f;: A — B,) ey in C is compatible if there exist a
coproduct [[; B; and a morphism f: A — [[; B; such that f; = >; o f for all
jed.

Definition 3.1.2 (cf. |7, §3.3]). A finitely partially additive category (finPAC,
for short) is a category C with finite coproducts (+,0) that is enriched over PCMs
and satisfies the following two axioms.

(Compatible sum axiom) If parallel morphisms f,g: A — B are compatible, then
f, g are summable in the PCM C(A, B).

(Untying axiom) If f,g: A — B are summable, then k; 0 f,k30g9: A — B+ B are
summable too.

Example 3.1.3.
(i) The definition of finPACs relaxes that of PACs (which have countable addition),
see Definition [7.3.27] Hence every PAC is a finPAC.

(ii) Every biproduct category (Definition [7.1.17)) is canonically enriched over com-
mutative monoids. It is thus a inPAC with total addition @ = +.

The theory of finPACs is much the same as that of PACs studied by Arbib and
Manes |7} [202]. For the sake of completeness, we elaborate the basic results here. A
family of morphisms (f;: A — B;)jes is jointly monic if f;og= fjohforall j € J
implies g = h for each pair of morphisms g, h: C — A.

Lemma 3.1.4 (cf. [202, Theorem 3.2.18]). The following hold in a finPAC.

(i) The morphisms k1 0>1,ka0>9: A+ B — A+ B are summable, and k1 0 >1 @
Ko O [>g = idAJrB.

L Arbib and Manes (7} 202] call i>; quasi projections.
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(i)

(iif)
(iv)

Every morphism f: C — A+ B can be decomposed as f = k1 0 f1 @ kg o fs,
where f1: C — A and fo: C — B are is given by f; =>j;o0 f.

The partial projections >1: A+ B — A and >5: A+ B — B are jointly monic.

Morphisms f1, fo: A — B are summable if and only if they are compatible. In
that case, for a (unique) morphism f: A — B + B with >; 0 f = f;, one has
fi@ fa=Vof. Here V =[id,id]: B+ B — B is the codiagonal.

The last point shows that the PCM structure of a finPAC is completely
determined by its finite coproducts. Clearly the structure is determined without
depending a choice of finite coproducts. Therefore if a category forms a finPAC, its
structure of a finPAC is unique; see also [202, paragraph after Example 3.2.13]. In
§[3.8.1] we give a characterization of finPACs, which makes it explicit that finPACs
can be defined as categories satisfying certain properties (rather than being equipped
with structures).

Proof.

(i)

Note that the sum k1 o >1 @ kg 0 I>5 is defined, since the maps are compatible
via k1 + ke: A+ B — (A+ B) 4+ (A+ B). Then

(k101 @KaoD>g) 0K =K1 01 0K @ Ky 0> 0K
:Hloid@n200

:K“].

and similarly (k1 o >1 @ K 0 [>2) 0 Ko = Kg. Hence k1 0> @ Ky 0 > = id a1 B.

This follows from as:

f=idof= (ko> @kKyol>3)0f
=KioD>10f@KeoD>go0 f

=HK10fi@Ka0 fo.

Immediate by

The ‘if’ part is the compatible sum axiom. Conversely, if fi, fo: A — B are
summable; then so are k1 o fi,k2 0 fo: A — B + B by the untying axiom.
Then f; and f; are compatible via f = k1 o fi @ k2 o fo. Thus the maps
f1, fo are summable if and only if compatible. To verify the latter assertion,
assume that fi, fo are compatible. If f: A — B + B satisfies > o f = f;, then

f=Ki0ofi1Qkg0 fo by and we have:

Vof=Vol(kiofi@rzo f2)
=Vokiofi@Vokpo fo
=ido f1 @ido fy
=Hh©fa. n



36 Chapter 3. Effectuses

The compatible sum and untying axiom mention only pairs of morphisms and hence
binary addition. In fact, the n-ary versions of the axioms are derivable. We write
[n] = {1,...,n} for the n element set, and n - A =[], A for the n-fold coproduct
of A.

Lemma 3.1.5. In a finPAC, the following hold.
(i) If a family of morphisms (f;j: A — B)jcn) s compatible, then (f;);cn 15
summable.
(ii) If a family (f;: A — B)je[n) is summable, then a family (kjo fj: A — n-B)jcn
is summable too.

Proof. We prove the following stronger statement by induction on n.

o If a family (f;: A — B)jeqn is compatible via f: A — n- B, then it is summable
and @je[n] fi=Volf.

The case n = 1 is trivial. Suppose that (f;j: A — B)jcu41] is compatible via
[+ A= (n+1)-B. Then (f;) e} is compatible via

AL (n+1) BSn-B+B2%n B,

where a is the associativity isomorphism. By the induction hypothesis, (f;);c[n] is
summable and ()¢, fj = Vo1 oao f. We claim that ()¢, fj and fri1 are
compatible via

AL n+1) BSn-B+BY By B.

Indeed we have

>1o(V+id)oaof=Vorjoaof= () f;
j€ln]

>oo(V4id)oaof=pgoaof=>p110f = fnr1-

Hence @je[n] fj and fn11 are summable, so that the family (f;);cin+1) is summable.
Then
@ Hi=(@ )0 fari EVo(V+id)oaof=Vo].

J€l

Jj€ln+1] n]

The marked equality = holds by Lemma

By induction on n. The case n = 1 is trivial. Let (f;: A — B)jecm41) be a
summable family. Then the n morphisms f1 @ fn+41, fo,. .., fn are summable. By the
induction hypothesis, the n morphisms

k10 (f1 @ fat1),k20 fa,.. . kpo fn: A—=n-B

are summable. Since k10 (f1 @ fna1) = K10 f1 QK10 fry1, it follows that @je[n] Kjo f;
and k1 o fp41 are summable. By the untying axiom, x; o @je[n] kjo fi = @je[n] K10
kjo f;j and kg o k1 o fr,41 are summable, which implies that the n 4+ 1 morphisms

K10K10 f1,...,K10KpO fn,ke0K10 frr1: A—=n-B+n-B
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are summable too. Via the associativity n- B +n - B = 2n - B, the morphisms

K10 f1,...yKpnt1© fryr1: A — 2n - B are summable. By postcomposing the obvious
‘projection’ map 2n - B — (n+ 1) - B, we see that the family (kjo fj: A—= (n+1)-
B)je[n+1) is summable. |

Clearly this implies that the compatible sum and untying axiom hold for families
(fj)jes indexed by any finite sets J. Reasoning as in Lemma we obtain the
following results.

Lemma 3.1.6. Let C be a finPAC. Let [[;c; B; be a finite coproduct.

(1) The family (r; o>;: [1; Bj — [1; Bj)jes is summable, and (); r;j o >; = id.

(ii) Fwvery morphism f: A — H]EJB can be decomposed as f = @ kj o fj, where
fi+ A— Bj is given by f; =0 f.

(i) The family (>;: [1; Bj — Bj)jes of partial projections is jointly monic.

(iv) A finite family (f;: A — B)jes of morphisms is summable if and only if it is
compatible. In the case, there is a unique morphism f: A — ]_[j B such that
>jo f=f; forallj€J, and one has ); f; = Vo f. Here V: [[;B — B
denotes the codiagonal. |

Given the fact that the partial projections t>; are jointly monic (Lemma [3.1.6(iii))),
we introduce the following ‘partial tuple’ notation.

Definition 3.1.7. Let (f;: A — Bj);cs be a finite family of morphisms in a finPAC.
Then we write (f;);: A — [[, B; for a morphism such that t>; o {(f;); = f; for
all j € J. The morphism (f J>§ may not exist, but if it does, then it is uniquely
determined by the joint monicity of ;. We call (( f;)); the partial tuple of (f;);.

definition, the partial tuple ((f;)); exists if and only if the family (f;); is compatlble

Specifically for the binary case, a partial tuple {(f,g): A - B+ C of f: A— B
and g: A — C is, if it exists, the dashed map below making the diagram commute.

A

f i g
/ 3<<m

B+—B+C — C
>1 >2

Thus a coproduct in a inPAC behaves ‘partially’ like a biproduct. In particular,
if the finPAC is a biproduct category, the partial tuple (f,g) is the usual tuple
(f,9): A— B ® C induced by the universality of products.

The partial tuple notation allows us to rephrase Lemma [3.1.6(iv)| more concisely.

Proposition 3.1.8. In a finPAC, a finite family (f;: A — B); is summable if and
only if (f;)); is defined. In that case we have

@ fi=Volfi)i- L

We can also see the partial tuple (f;)); as a shorthand for the sum ), £; o f;.
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Proposition 3.1.9. Let (f;: A — Bj)jcs be a finite family of morphisms in a finPAC.

Then
(fidi=Q;miofi
where (f;)); is defined if and only if (), rj o f; is defined.

Proof. If (f;)); is defined, then the morphisms r; 0 f;: A — [[; B; are compatible via

PRRRE Hj B, L ki Hj Hk B,.

Therefore the sum (), x; o f; is defined. Conversely, suppose that ), ;o f; is defined.
Then one has >; o (); kj o f;) = fi for all i € J. By definition, (f;)); exists and

(fidi=Q;rj0f; ]

Finally we show that coproducts in a inPAC are always ‘enriched over PCMs’ in
some appropriate sense (see e.g. |[170, §3.8]).

Lemma 3.1.10. The category PCM has (small) products, given by cartesian products
Hj M; of underlying sets equipped with operations defined pointwise.

Proof. See [146, Proposition 5. [ |

Lemma 3.1.11. Let C be a finPAC. Let Hj A; be a coproduct of (possibly infinitely
many) objects A; in C. Then the coproduct ]_[j Aj is ‘enriched over PCMs’ in the
sense that the canonical bijections

c(]_[j Aj,B) =], c4,.B). J— (Fory);. (3.1)

are isomorphisms of PCMs, where we interpret the right-hand side as the product of
PCMs by Lemma [3.1.10]

Proof. For each j, the coprojection r;: A; — ]_[j A; induces a PCM morphism
kj = (=)or;: C(I; 4;, B) = C(4;, B), and hence we obtain a PCM morphism

C<Hj A;,8) mHjC(AJaB) (3.2)

by the universality of the product in PCM. Clearly the underlying function of
coincides with the canonical bijection for the coproduct [ j Aj. We will prove
that the map is a PCM isomorphism. Since the underlying function is bijective,
it suffices to prove that the map reflects summability. Let f,g € C(]] ; A;,B) be
morphisms such that (x7(f)); and (x}(g)); are summable in [], C(4;, B), i.e. x}(f)
and £7(g) are summable for all j. Then there exist tuples (x7(f),x}(g9)): A; — B+ B
for all j, and thus we have [(x}(f),x}(9))];: [1; A4j = B+ B. Now

>y o [(k5 () w5(@Ns = [Br o (w5 (F), 5595 = [85 ()]s = [forjly = F

and similarly >3 o [(x7(f), x7(9))]; = g- Therefore f and g are compatible, and hence

summable. [
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3.2 Effectuses

We now give the definition of effectus and the related terminology.

Definition 3.2.1. An effectus is a finPAC C with a distinguished ‘unit’ object I € C
satisfying the following conditions.

(E1) For each A € C, the hom-PCM C(A4,I) is an effect algebra. We write 14 and
04 = 047 for the top and bottom in C(A4,I).

(E2) 1go f =04 implies f =04p forall f: A — B.

(E3) 1o f L 1gogimplies f L g for all f,g: A — B.

In an effectus, a morphism of the form p: A — I is called a predicate on A € C.
We write Pred(4) = C(A,I) for the set of predicates. By definition, predicates
Pred(A) form an effect algebra, in which the top predicate 14 is called the truth and
the bottom 04 is called the falsity.

A morphism f: A — B is said to be total if 1o f = 14. The total morphisms form
a (wide) subcategory of C, for which we write Tot(C) < C. As usual, the subscripts
of 14 and 04 may be dropped when it is clear from the context. For f: A — B
the predicate 1 o f € Pred(A), called the domain predicate of f, is often simply
written as 1f.

A state on A is a total morphism of the form w: I — A, i.e. a morphism with
1ow =1, while a substate is an arbitrary morphism w: I — A. We write St(A) =
Tot(C)(I, A) and St<(A) = C(I, A) for the set of states and substates, respectively.
Given a predicate p: A — I and a (sub)state w: I — A, the validity of p in w is
defined by composition:

wkEp = (I&Agl).
The formula may be seen as an abstract Born rule, giving the ‘probability’ that the
predicate p holds true in state w. The endomorphisms on I are called scalars and
viewed as abstract probabilities. We write S = C(I,I) (= Pred(I) = St<(I)) for the
set of scalars.

Let us explain some intuition. Objects in an effectus are understood as types of
systems. Then morphisms f: A — B are viewed as processes from a system of type A
to a system of type B. We primarily interpret ‘systems’ and ‘processes’ as physical
ones, but sometimes we interpret them in the context of computation: objects/types as
data types and morphisms/processes as computations or programs. From an operational
perspective, one can understand a morphism f: A — B as an operation on a system
of type A, which leaves the system in type B.

More specifically, in an effectus, morphisms in general represent partial processes,
which may or may not occur (happen, or succeed). On the other hand, total morphisms
represent ‘complete’ processes, which occur for sure. The difference is clearer in the
context of computation: morphisms in general represent possibly non-terminating
computation, while total morphisms represent terminating computation. A more
precise operational meaning of ‘partial processes’ can be given via the notion of tests
from the operational probabilistic framework |33} |35, 61} [248], which we will investigate
in Chapter [f] We will see concrete examples of effectuses in Section below, which
will hopefully give sufficient intuition for now.
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The object I is the trivial type that represents a system having no information. In
other words, I is the type of ‘no system’ Thus a state w: I — A is a total process
with no input, i.e. a process that ‘prepares’ a system of type A. A predicate p: A — I
is a partial process with no output, discarding the system. A predicate can be viewed
as a ‘yes-no’ observation/measurement —an effect in the terminology of Ludwig [197]
198] — by interpreting the occurrence of the process as answer ‘yes’.

Remark 3.2.2. It is often the case that the unit I of an effectus C is a monoidal unit,
that is, there is a monoidal structure (®,1) [199, Chapter XI] on C where I coincides
with the unit of the effectus. The monoidal structure allows us to compose systems A
and B into A ® B, and also to compose processes in parallel as f1 ® fo: A1 ® Ay —
By ® By. The monoidal unit I satisfies A® I =2 A= I ® A, which formally expresses
the idea that I is the type of ‘no system’ In this thesis, however, we do not deal with
monoidal structure on an effectus. In other words, our focus here is on sequential
composition o with sum types A + B, rather than parallel composition ®. We note
that an extension of effectuses with monoidal structure has been defined as monoidal
effectuses in [40, §10].

Let f: A — B be a morphism. Then pre-composition f*(q) = go f yields a mapping
f*: Pred(B) — Pred(A) between effect algebras. This defines a predicate functor.

Proposition 3.2.3. The mappings A — Pred(A) = C(A,I) and [ — f* defines
a (contravariant) functor Pred: C°P — EA.. Moreover the functor restricts to
Pred: Tot(C)°? — EA as follows.

Cop Pred EAS

i

Tot(C)or 24, EA

Proof. For each f: A — B, the mapping f* = (—)o f: Pred(B) — Pred(A) is a PCM
morphism and hence a subunital morphism, since C is enriched over PCMs. Clearly
Pred: C°? — EA. is a functor as the underlying mapping is a hom-functor, If f is
total, f*(1) =1o f =1, ie. f* is unital. Thus we obtain Pred: Tot(C)® — EA. N

Since every effect algebra is partially ordered and every subunital morphism is
monotone, we have a composed functor

cor P BA_ < Poset.

This is an instance of indexed categories, which are a fundamental structure in
categorical logic [133]. The mappings f*: Pred(B) — Pred(A) are called reindezxing
maps in general; substitution maps in the context of logic; or predicate transformers
in program semantics. Here we prefer the latter terminology, in order to emphasize a
duality between predicates and (sub)states.

Dually to predicate transformers, a morphism f: A — B induces a substate
transformer f,.: St<(A) — St<(B) via post-composition f.(w) = fow. If f is total,
the map f.: St<(A) — St<(B) restricts to a state transformer f.: St(A) — St(B),
since total morphisms are closed under composition. At this point we can already
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see them as functors St<: C — Set and St: Tot(C) — Set, but later we observe that
there are suitable structures on (sub)states.

The following are easy consequences from the definition of an effectus.
Lemma 3.2.4. In an effectus (C,I), the following hold.

(i) For each f: A — B, one has f =0ap if and only if Lgo f =04.

(ii) For each finite family (f;: A — B); of morphisms, (f;); is summable if and
only if (1f;) is summable. In that case,

1o®jfj:®j1fj‘

(iii) FEwvery split mono is total. In particular, every isomorphism is total.
(iv) Every coprojection rj: Aj — [[; A;j is total (in fact, split monic).
(V) 1[ = id[: I —1.

(i) This is immediate by definition.

(ii) This clearly holds if the family consists of two morphisms. The general case can
be shown by induction.

(iii) If go f =id, then 1o f > (log)o f=10id =1. Hence 1o f = 1.

(iv) A coprojection is split monic as I>; o k; = id, hence total by the previous point.

(v) Note that 1; oid; L 1; oidf and 1; oid; = 1;. Then 1; oidf = Oy, so that
idf = 077 = 0;. Hence id; = 1;. |

Recall that in a inPAC, morphisms f: A — ]_[j Bj can be decomposed as f =
{f;);- In an effectus, we can refine the decomposition property as follows.

Lemma 3.2.5. Let ]_[j Bj be a finite coproduct in an effectus. We have the following
bijective correspondence.

a morphism f: A — ], B;

a family (f;: A — B;); with (1f;); summable

They are related via f; = >, 0 f and f = (f;);. Moreover one has 1f = @j 1f;. In
particular, [ is total if and only if @j 1f; =1.

Proof. Let f: A — [[,; B; be given. Let f; = ;o f. Since the family (f;); is
compatible via {(f;)); = f, it follows that the family (x; o f;); is summable, see
Proposition Then (1f;); is summable because 1o f; = 1ok;o f;. Conversely, let
(fj: A— Bj); be a family with (1f;); summable. Then again by 1o f; =1ok;o f;
the family (1o x;o f;); is summable, and hence so is (x; o f;);. Then the partial tuple
(fih; = Q; Kj o fj is defined. Clearly the correspondence is bijective. Finally,
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We note that an effectus is always Poset-enriched, i.e. the homsets are partially
ordered and the composition is monotone.

Lemma 3.2.6. Let C be an effectus. For each A, B, the hom-PCM C(A, B) satisfies
the following properties.

(i) (Positivity) f @ g =0 implies f = g = 0.
(ii) (Zero-cancellativity) f @ g = f implies g = 0.
Proof.
(i) If f©g =0 we have
lofolog=10(f0g)=0.

By positivity of the effect algebra Pred(A), we obtain 1o f = 1og = 0. Therefore

f=9=0.

(ii) Assume f @ g = f. Then
lof@log=1o(f@g)=1of.

We obtain 1 o g = 0 by cancellation in Pred(A). Hence g = 0. |
Proposition 3.2.7. Let C be an effectus. For each A, B, the homset C(A, B) is
partially ordered via the algebraic order:

f<g <= FhfOh=g.
Therefore C is Poset-enriched.
Proof. 1t is clear that < is a preorder. We prove that it is antisymmetric. Assume
f <gand g < f. Then there exist h and k such that f @ h =g and ¢ @ k = f. Then
f=9Qk=fQhQk.

By zero-cancellation and positivity, h = k = 0. Therefore f = g. Note that the
composition is monotone since it respects ©. |

3.3 Examples of effectuses

In this section we describe our leading examples of effectuses. In particular, the
following three categories are our primary examples.

i n, the category of sets and partial functions, as a model of deterministic
i) Pfn, the cat f set d tial functi del of deterministi
processes.

(ii) Kl(D<), the Kleisli category of the (finite) subdistribution monad D, as a
model of probabilistic processes.

(iii) Wstar2’, the opposite of the category of W*-algebras and subunital normal
CP maps, as a model of quantum processes.

We will also describe a few variants of the above examples, such as the Kleisli
category K¢(G<) of the subprobability Giry monad, and the opposite Cstar2’ of the
category of C*-algebras.

For each example, we show that it forms an effectus, and describe states, predicates,
and validities there.
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3.3.1 Deterministic example

Let us start with a simple example of an effectus for deterministic processes, namely
the category Pfn of sets and partial functions. We will write f: X — Y for a partial
function from X to Y, and Dom(f) C X for its domain of definition. The category
Pfn has coproducts given by disjoint sums || ; Xj, with the obvious total functions
kit X5 — ]_[j X, as coprojections, just as in Set. (This is because the category Pfn
is isomorphic to the Kleisli category of the lift monad 1+ (—) on Set, and thus
Lemma can be applied.) In particular, the initial object is the empty set. The
sum f @ g of partial functions f,g: X — Y is defined by

fL1g <= Dom(f)NDom(g) =2

(f © g)(@) = {f(:v) if x € Dom(f)

g(z) if z € Dom(g) (3:3)

It is straightforward to see that Pfn forms a finPAC with this definition of sum.
One might be tempted to relax the definition of summability to f(z) = g(x) for all
x € Dom(f) N Dom(g). However, the relaxed definition of sum does not satisfy the
untying axiom, as noted in [7].

We take the singleton 1 as the unit of Pfn. Thus predicates are partial functions
p: X — 1 and identified with subsets P C X via

x € P < p(x) is defined .

Therefore the set of predicates on X is the powerset of X: Pred(X) = P(X), which is
a Boolean algebra and hence an effect algebra. The ‘truth’ map 1x: X — 1 is the
unique total function X — 1, corresponding to the greatest element X € P(X).

For each f: X — Y, the domain predicate 1f € Pred(X) is identified with the
domain of definition Dom(f) € P(X). Therefore 1f = 0 implies that f is a nowhere
defined function, i.e. f = Oxy. Since Pred(X) = P(X) is a ‘Boolean’ effect algebra,
see Example 1f L 1g means Dom(f) N Dom(g) = &, which is precisely the
definition of f L g above. This shows that Pfn is indeed an effectus.

As the domain predicate 1f is the domain of definition, a map f: X — Y in
Pfn is total if and only if it is a total function. Therefore Tot(Pfn) = Set. In
particular, states in Pfn are (total) functions w: 1 — X and are identified with
elements w € X, i.e. St(X) = X. The only non-total substate is the nowhere defined
function, i.e. the zero morphism 0;x: 1 — X. The scalars are Boolean truth values:
Pfn(1,1) 2 P(1) = {0,1}. Thus, for a state w € X and a predicate P € P(X), the
validity w F P corresponds to the membership w € P.

By Proposition |3.2.7] Pfn is enriched over posets. For partial functions f,g: X =Y,
one has f < g if and only if Dom(f) C Dom(g) and f and g agree on Dom(f) C X.
This is a standard ordering for Pfn, which is often used in program semantics, since
the ordering is w-complete.

3.3.2 Probabilistic examples

There are examples of effectuses for (classical) probabilistic processes. The simplest
one among them is the Kleisli category K¢(D<) of the (finite) subdistribution monad
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D.: Set — Set, see Definition m Explicitly, the objects in K¢(D<) are sets
(X,Y,Z,...), and the morphisms in K¢(D.) are functions of the form f: X — D.(Y),
where D.(Y) is the set of finite discrete subprobability distributions on Y. The
composite of two functions f: X — D(Y) and g: Y — D(Z), denoted as go f: X —
D.(Z), is defined by summing over Y:

(9o N = 3 9w)(=) - F@)).-
yey
The identity map nx: X — D (X) in KI(D<) is given by nx(z)(z) = 1 and
nx(z)(z') = 0 for every a’ # z, that is, nx(z) is the Dirac distribution (a.k.a.
point-mass) at x.

By Lemma the Kleisli category K¢(D<) inherits all coproducts from the base
category Set. Specifically, coproducts [[; X; in K¢(D) are coproducts of sets, i.e.
disjoint sums. The coprojections &; : Hj X,; = D<(X;) are given by £; = nok; where
n: X; = D<(X;) is the unit of the monad. The sum of maps f,g: X — D(Y) is
given pointwise:

(f ©9)(@)(y) = f(@)(y) +9(x)(y),
where f and g are summable iff }° . f(z)(y) + g(2)(y) < 1forallz € X. It is
straightforward to verify the axioms for finPACs.

The unit object is the singleton 1. Then predicates are functions p: X — D(1).
Since D (1) = [0, 1], predicates are identified with [0, 1]-valued functions p: X — [0, 1],
that is, fuzzy subsets of X. We already saw that Pred(X) = [0,1]* forms an effect
algebra in Example [2.3.3(iv)] The truth predicate 1: X — [0,1] is the constant
function 1(z) = 1.

To see that holds, suppose that f: X — D.(Y) satisfies 1 o f = 0. This
means that > .y f(2)(y) = 0, so that f(z)(y) = 0 for all y € Y, whence f is the
zero morphism. To see let f,g: X — D(Y) be such that 1o f 1 1o g. Then
doyey F@)(y) + 22,y 9(x)(y) < 1 for all z € X, which means that f and g are
summable. Therefore Kf(D<) is an effectus.

Note that f: X — D(Y) is total iff 37 .y f(z)(y) = 1, ie. f(z) is a ‘proper’
probability distribution, for each # € X. Therefore total morphisms in K¢(Ds) are
functions f: X — D(Y'), where D is the distribution monad, and the total subcategory
Tot(Kl(D<)) equals the Kleisli category K¢(D). In particular, states are functions
w: 1 — D(X), which can be identified with elements w € D(X). Hence states in K¢(D<)
are precisely distributions: St(X) = D(X). Similarly substates are subdistributions:
St<(X) & D (X).

Given a state w € D(X) and a predicate p: X — [0, 1], the validity is given as

wEp = Y plx)w(x),
zeX

where we identify scalars 1 — D<(1) = [0,1] with probabilities [0,1]. The valid-
ity w E p can be understood as the probability that the predicate p holds in the
state/distribution w.

The canonical partial ordering of morphisms (Proposition in K¢(D<) are the
obvious pointwise one: for f: X — D.(Y), one has f < g if and only if f(z)(y) <
g(z)(y) forallz € X and y € Y.
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It is instructive to describe states and predicates in K¢(D<) in the usual language of
probability theory and statistics. Let w € D(X) be a state on a set X. We introduce
an X-valued (discrete) random variable x that takes a value x € X with probability
w(z), that is,

P(x=1xz)=w(x).

For a predicate p € [0,1]%, we introduce a corresponding event p that occurs with
probability p(x) given x = z, that is,

P(p|x =) = p(a).

In this setting, the validity w F p is the probability of the event p, which is verified
using the standard probability calculation rules:

P(p) = Z P(p,x =1z) by marginalization
zeX

= Z Plp|x=2z)P(x==x) by the product rule
reX

ZZp(x)w(m) = wkEp.

zeX

Note. In the above discussion using random variables and events, the underlying
probability space (€, ) (often called the ‘sample space’) is made implicit, as is
often the case in probability theory and statistics. Precisely speaking, assuming the
probability space (£2, u), an X-valued random variable means a measurable function
x: Q — X. Then the probability that x takes a value x € X is defined as P(x = z) :=
u(x~1({z})). Similarly, an event p means a measurable subset p C €, for which one
writes P(p) = pu(p).

One can study topics in probability theory and statistics using effectus-theoretic
notions such as states and predicates. For example, Jacobs and Zanasi explained
Bayesian reasoning in terms of state and predicate transformers [152]. In this thesis
we do not pursue this direction, but refer the interested reader to |38, |39} [145] [153|
154].

Variants of K{(D.)

The discussions above remains valid if we consider the infinite subdistribution monad
D2 (Definition instead of the finite one D<. The effectus K¢(D2°) has the same
predicates as K¢(Dx<), fuzzy subsets [0,1]%. States in K¢(D°) are infinite discrete
probability distributions, i.e. members of D*°(X). Since the effectus K¢(D2°) is very
much the same as K{(D<), in the rest of this thesis, we will mention K¢(DZ°) only
when there is an interesting difference.

There is a more sophisticated version for measure-theoretic probability — namely, the
Kleisli category K¢(G<) of the subprobability Giry monad G<: Meas — Meas on the
category Meas of measurable spaces and measurable functions. See Definition [2.5.4] for
details of the monad G.. Let us describe the Kleisli category K¢(G<) concretely. Objects
in K¢(G<) are measurable spaces, and morphisms in K¢(G<) are measurable functions
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f: X = G.(Y). Here G.(Y) is the set of subprobability measures on Y equipped with
the smallest o-algebra such that for each B € ¥y the map G<(Y) — [0,1], u — p(B)
is measurable. The composite go f: X — G(Z)of f: X - G(Y) and g: Y — G<(Z)
is defined via integration:

(gef)(x)(C):/Yg(y)(C)f(w)(dy)

for x € X and C € Xz. The identity map nx: X — G<(X) sends z € X to the Dirac
measure 7x (z) = ;.

The singleton 1 is the unit in K¢(G<). We have G.(1) = [0, 1]. Hence predicates are
measurable functions p: X — [0, 1], which are called fuzzy events in [263]. A morphism
f: X = G.(Y) in Kl(G) is total if and only if f(x) is a probability measure for all
x € X. We write G(Y) C G(Y) for the set of probability measures on Y. Then G is
the (ordinary) Giry monad, and we have Tot(K/(G<)) = KU(G). States in K¢(G<) are
probability measures w € G(X). The validity w F p is given by integration:

wEp = /pdw.
X

Validity defined by integration in this way has appeared in the study of probabilistic
programs [180].

3.3.3 Quantum examples

The opposite Wstar2’ of the category of W*-algebras and normal subunital CP maps
is our archetypal example of an effectus, modelling quantum processes. The opposite
category is appropriate since W*-algebras are considered as algebras of observables,
which are dual to state spaces. The sum f @ g of maps f,g: & — £ is defined by

flg <= f(1)+g(1)<1
(f@g)(x) = f(z) +g(z).

The obvious zero maps 0: &/ — A are the neutral elements for addition. The trivial
algebra {0} is a final object in Wstar., and the direct sum o/ ® % of W*-algebras &/
and A is a product in Wstar<. The direct sum is defined as follows. The underlying
set of & ® A is the cartesian product of &/ and 4. The operations are defined
pointwise, e.g.

(@1, 91) + (22, 92) = (@1 + 22,51 +12) -

The norm is given by

1z, y) || = sup{llzl], llyll} = max{[l]], [ly[} -

It indeed forms a W*-algebra and a product in Wstar.; for more details, see [37].
Therefore the opposite Wstar2” has finite coproducts. Morphisms f,g: & — & in
WstarZ’ are compatible if and only if there is a map h: & — & & & in Wstar’
such that h(z,y) = f(z) + g(y). Thus compatibility implies f(1) + g(1) < 1, i.e. that
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f,g are summable. It is easy to verify the untying axiom, showing that Wstar2’ is a
finPAC.

The unit object of WstarZ is the algebra C of complex numbers. Predicates on
o/ —morphisms p: & — C in Wstar?’ —are normal (completely) positive maps
p: C — &/. Since a linear map from C is determined by its value on 1, predicates are
in bijective correspondence with elements = € &/ such that 0 < x < 1, that is, effects
in o7. As we saw in Example the predicates Pred(«/) = [0, 1] form an
effect algebra. In particular, the truth map 1: &/ — C in Wstar2?’ corresponds to the
unit 1 € 7.

Let us verify the axioms and of effectuses from Definition Suppose
that f: &/ — % in WstarZ® satisfies 1o f = 0. Then f is a normal subunital CP
map f: B — o such that f(1) = 0. We have f(x) = 0 for any self-adjoint x € &
since —||z| -1 < 2 < ||| - 1 (Corollary 2.6.10). This implies f(z) = 0 for arbitrary
T € % as x can be written as a linear combination of self-adjoint elements. Thus
f = 0. Next assume that f,g: &/ — % in Wstar? satisfy 1o f 1 1og. By definition
of the partially additive structure, it follows that f(1) + g(1) < 1 and hence f L g.
Therefore Wstar2® is an effectus.

In the effectus Wstar2”, total morphisms in Wstar2” are precisely unital ones, so
that Tot(Wstar2”) = Wstar®. States in Wstar2” are thus normal unital (completely)
positive maps w: &/ — C, which are exactly normal states on <7, see Definition
Therefore for a Hilbert space 5, states on B(J) are density operators on J#.
Substates are normal subunital positive maps w: & — C.

Given a state w € St(«) and a predicate p € [0,1], = Pred(«), the validity is
given by

wkEp = wp) €0,1].
Here scalars Wstar?’(C,C) are identified with probabilities in the unit interval
[0,1] € R. This agrees with the Born rule in quantum theory, calculating the
probability of a certain observation in a quantum measurement. In particular, if
o/ = B(A), (normal) states w: B(#°) — C are of the form w(A) = tr(Ap) for some
density operator p on . Given an effect P on 2 the validity is

tr(—p)F P = t(Pp),

which is a more common form of the Born rule.

A variant of the effectus WstarZ is the opposite Cstar? of the category of C*-
algebras. The effectus Cstar is more general than WstarZ’ in the sense that
WstarZ is a subcategory of CstarZ’. States in CstarZ’ are (not necessarily normal)
states on a C*-algebra &7, and predicates in CstarZ’ are identified with effects [0, 1] .
We take Wstar2”, rather than Cstar2”, as our main example, because extra properties
of W*-algebras allow us to show that the effectus Wstar2” admits extra structures
and properties, such as images, comprehension, and quotients, which will be discussed
in Chapter

Note that Wstar2? is a non-full subcategory CstarZ’, since morphisms in Wstar2”
are required to be normal. The full subcategory of CstarZ’ consisting of W *-algebras,
whose morphisms are arbitrary subunital CP maps, forms an effectus too. However,
proofs that Wstar?d admits extra structures use normality of morphisms and hence
are not valid when we consider arbitrary subunital CP maps.
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Further details about the category of W*-algebras can be found in [253] [254) |256].

Remark 3.3.1. The partial orders on the homsets in Wstar2® (or Cstar2’), given
by Proposition [3.2.7] are stronger than what one might expect. Indeed, it is easy to
see that two subunital (normal) CP maps f,g: & — 2 satisfy f < g in Wstar2® (or
Cstar2’) if and only if g — f is CP. By the definition of CP (Definition [2.6.21)), this
means for any n € N the map

My @(G—f)=Mp@g-—M,Qf M,Q@d — M, @B

is positive. It is equivalent to saying that (M, ® f)(z) < (M, ® g)(z) for all positive
re(M,®A),.

The ordering < is strictly stronger than the ‘pointwise’ ordering f <’ g defined
as f(a) < g(a) for all a € &;. To show this, we give an example from [261]. We
consider endomaps on the n x n-matrix algebra M,,, and thus the example works both
for WstarZ” and CstarZ”. Write (|i));c[, for the standard basis of C" and define
f: My — M, by

€
V2
The map f is CP because it is of the Kraus form, see [120, §4.2.3]. Then

f(A) = ZS- AS;;

*Z )l A1)l — 17) )

= Z(\z GLAINL = 18 G1AIG] = 1) GIAL ]+ 1) A1)
;|i><j\A|j><i| - ;Ii><j|A|i><]

=tr(A)Z — AT .

Z S”AS” where S;; =

i,j€[n]

(19) (gl = 1) al) -

We define g(A) = tr(A)Z and h(A) = AT, so that f +h = g. Here g is clearly CP. It
is well known (see e. g [120} Example 4.3]) that the transpose h(A) = AT is positive
but not CP. T hus f and 1 --g are subunital CP maps such that L ~f< L g but not
1 ~f < g, since fg — ff L —h is positive but not CP.

The strong order < is reasonably well-behaved. For example, with the order < the
homset Wstar. (<, ) is directed complete, so that the category Wstar. is enriched
over dcpos; see [37].

3.4 Structure of predicates: effect modules
Since scalars are predicates, i.e. S = C(I,I) = Pred(I), they form an effect algebra.

At the same time there is another (total) monoid structure on C(I,I) given by
composition o of morphisms. Therefore we immediately obtain the following result.
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Proposition 3.4.1. Scalars S = C(I,I) form an effect monoid via composition o as
multiplication.

Proof. The only nontrivial point, 1; = idy, is shown in Lemma [ |

The effect algebra Pred(A) = C(A, I) of predicates carries an extra action s-p = sop
of scalars s: I — I via composition, like modules over a ring or vector spaces. We call
the operation (s,p) — s - p scalar multiplication. The structure of predicates can
be axiomatized as follows.

Definition 3.4.2. Let M be an effect monoid. A partial moduleEI over M is a PCM
X equipped with an operation -: M x X — X satisfying:

(a) - is a monoid action, ie. (s-t)-z=s-(t-x) and 1 -z = x;
(b) : M x X — X is a PCM bimorphism.

Let X, Y be partial modules over M. A module map f: X — Y is a PCM morphism
that preserves the scalar multiplication: f(s-xz)=s- f(z). Partial modules over M
and module maps form a category M-PMod.

Definition 3.4.3. An effect module over an effect monoid M is a partial module
over M that is at the same time an effect algebra. Similarly to effect algebras (see
Definition , we use two types of morphisms f: E — D between effect modules:
unital module maps, i.e. module maps with f(1) = 1; and subunital module
maps, i.e. module maps with f(1) < 1. Since the latter condition is trivial, subunital
module maps are merely module maps.

We write M-EMod and M-EMod. for the categories of effect modules over M
with unital and subunital module maps, respectively. We simply write EMod =
[0,1)-EMod for the standard effect monoid M = [0, 1] of probabilities.

Remark 3.4.4. Effect modules over [0, 1] are also known as convez effect algebra [105]
109] (as they are indeed convex, see § Our terminology ‘effect module’, intro-
duced in [137}|147], is due to the following categorical fact. Recall from Remark
that effect monoids are monoids in the symmetric monoidal category EA. Similarly,
an effect module over an effect monoid M is identified with a module over a monoid
M in EA that is, an object F € EA with a morphism M ® EF — E making certain
diagrams commute. For the complete definition, see [199, § VIL.4] (where it is called
an action of a monoid).

With the notion of effect modules, we can more properly capture the structure of
predicates.

Proposition 3.4.5. For each A € C predicates Pred(A) = C(A,I) form an effect
module over scalars S = C(I, 1), with scalar multiplication given by composition, i.e.
s-p = sop. Moreover, the functors in Proposition can be lifted to the categories
of effect modules:

cor —rd 5 EMod.

T i)

Tot(C)°P x4 S-EMod

2Called a partial commutative module in 36} 139].
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Proof. Tt is clear that Pred(A) is an effect module over scalars. To prove the latter
claim it suffices to show that reindexing maps f*: Pred(B) — Pred(A) preserve scalars.
Indeed we have f*(s-q) =soqo f=s-f*(q). |

Example 3.4.6. We look at predicates and predicate transformers in effectuses,
continuing Section

(i) In Pfn the predicates on a set X are subsets: Pred(X) = P(X). The scalars in
Pfn are Boolean values 2 = {0, 1}. However, the scalar multiplication over 2 is
trivial, and hence effect modules over 2 are merely effect algebras: 2-EMod =
EA. Therefore the predicate functor is simply Pred: Pfn — EA., which
restricts to Pred: Set — EA. The predicate transformer f*: P(Y) — P(X)
for f: X =Y is given by, for Q C Y,

Q) ={x e X | f(x) is defined and f(z) € Q}.

In particular, if f is total then f*(Q) is the inverse image. Note that in this case
it is clear that we have functors Pred: Pfn — BA. and Pred: Set — BA into
the categories of Boolean algebras. Later we will show that this holds generally
for so-called Boolean effectuses, and in particular any extensive category with a

final object, see Sections [6.5] and

(ii) In the effectus K¢(D<), the predicates on a set X are fuzzy subsets p: X — [0, 1].
The fuzzy subsets [0,1]% form an effect module over [0,1] via the pointwise
scalar multiplication: (r - p)(x) = r - p(z). For a morphism f: X — D.(Y), the
predicate transformer f*: [0,1]Y — [0,1]¥ is given by:

yey

This yields functors Pred: K¢(D<)°® — EMod< and Pred: K¢(D)°? — EMod.
If f is total, then f(z) is a probability distribution on Y and the value f*(q)(z)
can be understood as the expected value of ¢ with respect to f(x).

We can also explain predicate transformation f*(g) in the language of probability
theory, following the discussion in §3.3.2l For a predicate ¢ € [0,1]Y, we
introduce a corresponding event q and a Y-valued random variable y such that

Plaly=y)=q(y).

We also introduce an X-valued random variable x and view a total morphism
f+ X = D(Y) as a conditional probability distribution:

Ply=y[x=2)= f(2)(y).

We assume that the event q is conditionally independent of x given y, i.e.
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(iii)

Plaly=vy)=P(q|y=y,x=x). Then

Fa)(@) =Y aly)- f(2)(y)

yey
=) Plaly=yPly=y|x=2)
yey
=) Plaly=yx=2)Ply=y|x=2)
yey
=Y Play=ylx=ux)
yey
=Plq|x=2),

that is, f*(q)(x) is the probability of the event q given x = . The last two
equalities hold by the usual probability calculation rules, assuming P(x = z) # 0.

Predicate transformers in K¢(G<) are similar. For a Kleisli map f: X — G.(Y),
the predicate transformer f: Pred(Y) — Pred(X) is given by integration:

F(@)(x) = /Y ¢df(z).

In the effectus Wstar2” of W*-algebras, the predicates on a W*-algebra &7 are
effects [0, 1]o. The effect algebra [0, 1], is an effect module over [0, 1] via the
obvious scalar multiplication, i.e. the restriction of the scalar multiplication on
o over C. If f: &/ — 2 is a morphism in Wstar2’, the predicate transformer
f*: 00,12 — [0,1] is simply given by restricting the map f: & — 7, i.e.
f*(a) = f(a). This defines a functor Pred: Wstar. — EMod. = [0, 1]-EMod.
and also a unital variant Pred: Wstar — EMod. Predicates and predicate
transformers for CstarZ’ are basically the same.

Note that the effectuses Wstar2?’, Cstar2’, K¢(D.), and K¢(G<) have the real unit
interval [0,1] C R as scalars. These form an important class of effectuses, since there
we can interpret scalars—hence validities w F p—as probabilities in the usual sense.
Therefore we introduce the following terminology.

Definition 3.4.7. A real effectus is an effectus (C, I) such that the effect monoid
S = C(I, 1) of scalars is isomorphic to [0, 1].

One may think that an isomorphism ¢: C(I,I) — [0,1] should be specified as a
structure of a real effectus. This is unnecessary, however, since the isomorphism is
unique by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4.8. The effect algebra [0,1] C R satisfies the following properties.

(i)
(i)

If ¢: [0,1] = [0,1] is a unital morphism of effect algebras, then ¢ = idg 1.

For each effect algebra E, if ¢,1: E — [0,1] are isomorphisms of effect algebras,
then o = 1.
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Proof.
(i) Let ¢: [0,1] — [0,1] be a homomorphism of effect algebras. For each n € Ny,

L=p() =9z ++7) =0+ o) =n-oz),
so that ¢(1) = 1. Then for each m € {0,...,n},

3=
33

p(M) =0+ ) =)+ o) =f 4+

Therefore ¢(q) = ¢ for all ¢ € [0,1] N Q. Let r € [0,1] be given. For any € > 0,
there are ¢,q' € [0,1] N Q such that ¢ < r < ¢ and ¢’ — ¢ < . Since ¢ is
monotone, ¢ < ¢(r) < ¢' and hence |r — ¢(r)| < e. Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we
conclude that ¢(r) =r.

(ii) By the previous point, @ o=t = idjo,1) and hence ¢ = 1. |

We study the category M-EMod. of effect modules over an effect monoid M. The
(opposite) category turns out to form an effectus.

Lemma 3.4.9. The category M-EMod< has all small products and a zero object.

Proof. Let (E;); be a (small) family of effect modules over M. It is straightforward
to verify that the set theoretic product || i Ej with the operations given pointwise, i.e.

(aj); L (bj); = Vj. a; Lb;
(aj); @ (bj); = (a; @b;); s-(a;); = (s-aj);
0= (0); 1=(1);

forms a product in M-EMod.. In particular, the trivial effect module 1 = {0} is a
final object. It is also initial: for any F € M-EMod< there is a unique subunital
module map i: 1 — FE given by i(0) = 0. |

The opposite category M-EModZ is a category with finite coproducts and zero
morphisms. Note that M itself can be seen as an effect module over M in the
obvious way. Taking M € M-EModZ’ as the unit object, we define the ‘truth’
maps 1g: E — M in M-EModZ, i.e. a subunital module map 1g: M — E, by
1g(s)=s-1.

Proposition 3.4.10. Let M be an effect monoid. The category M-EModZ is an
effectus with M as unit, and the truth maps 1g defined above. The total maps in
M-EMod2’ are unital maps: Tot(M-EModZ") = M-EMod®’.

Though it is not hard to prove this directly, we defer a proof to §[3.8-3] to give a more
concise proof via a characterization of an effectus. Let us quickly describe the structure
of the effectus M-EMod2’. For f,g € M-EMod2’(FE, D) = M-EMod.(D, E) we
define sum f @ g pointwise, namely:

fLg < VaeD.f(a) L g(a)
(f@g)(a) = f(a) ©g(a)
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Proposition 3.4.11. Let M be an effect monoid. Consider the effectus M-EModZ2’.

(i) For each E € M-EModZ", the set of predicates Pred(E) = M-EMod2"(E, M)
is isomorphic to E as an effect algebra.
(i) The set of scalars S = M-EModZ’ (M, M) is isomorphic to M as an effect
monoid.
(iii) Via the isomorphism S = M of the previous point, Pred(E) can be seen as an
effect module over M. Then Pred(FE) is isomorphic to E as an effect module
over M.

Proof.
(i) There is a bijection between M-EModZ’(E, M) = M-EMod<(M,E) and E
sending p: M — F to p(1) € E, with inverse taking a € F to (=) -a: M — E.
This preserves the structure of an effect algebra.
(ii) We show that the mapping M-EModZ (M, M) — M, ¢ s (1) preserves the
multiplication. Let ¢,v € M-EMod2” (M, M). Then

(iii) The isomorphism S = M induces an action of M on Pred(E) as follows: for
s € M and p € Pred(E), one defines s - p € Pred(E) by

(s-p)(t) =p(t-s) for each te M.
Then, for all s € M and p € Pred(F),

(s-p)(1)=p(L-s)=p(s-1)=s-p(1).

Therefore the bijection Pred(E) — E,p +— p(1) preserves the scalar multiplica-
tion. |

Remark 3.4.12. Since 2-EMod. = EA_, the opposite EAZP of the category of
effect algebras and subunital maps is an effectus. By Proposition [3.4.11(i)} each effect
algebra E is isomorphic to the effect algebra Pred(F) of predicates on E in EAZP.
Therefore every effect algebra may appear as the effect algebra of predicates in an
effectus.

Proposition 3.4.13. The predicate functor Pred: C — S-EModZ preserves all
small coproducts that exist in C. This means that Pred sends a coproduct in C to a
product in S-EMod<. Ezplicitly, if ]_[j A; is a coproduct of objects (A;); in C, the
canonical morphism

pred([] 4;) s, [T, Pred(4;) in S-EMod. (3.4)
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is an isomorphism, where x;: Pred([[; A;) — Pred(A;) is the predicate transformer for
the jth coprojection r;: A; — ]_[j A;. The inverse is given by cotupling (p;); — [p;];-

Proof. By Lemma [3.4.9, the product []; Pred(A4;) indeed exists. By the universality
of the coproduct [ ;A5 there is a canonical bijection between sets:

c(]_[j 4;,1) =T] c4;.0).

It is easy to see that this bijection coincides with the map (3.4). Moreover the bijection
is a PCM isomorphism by Lemma [3.1.11} Therefore, the morphism (3.4 is bijective
and reflects summability, so that it is an isomorphism in S-EMod.. |

Note that Pred(I) = C(I,I) = S, where S is the unit of the effectus S-EMod..
Thus the functor Pred: C — S-EMod< preserves finite coproducts and the unit
object, which basically says that Pred is a morphism of effectuses; see Section for
the precise definition of this term.

3.5 Structure of substates: weight modules

For each A € C, the set of substates St<(A) = C(I, A) is a PCM since an effectus is
enriched over PCMs. The substates w: I — A also carry an action of scalars s: I — I
via composition s-w = w o s. However, St<(A) is not quite a partial module over
S = C(1,1), because the action is defined by composition from the right, and hence
(s-1) -w=s-(t w) may fail if the effect monoid S of scalars is noncommutative. A
remedy is to use the opposite M°P of an effect monoid M. The effect monoid M°P has
the same structure as M except that the multiplication is given by s-°P¢ =¢-s. Then:

Proposition 3.5.1. For each A € C, the substates St<(A) = C(I, A) form a partial
module over S°P. The mappings A — St<(A) and f — f. yield a functor St<: C —
S°P-PMod.

Proof. To see that St<(A) is a partial module over S°P, note that
(s Pt) - w=wo(sPt)=wotos=(t-w)os=s-(t-w).

For f: A — B the state transformer f,(w) = f ow preserves the PCM structure, since
C is enriched over PCMs, and preserves the scalar multiplication:

fuls-w)=Fol(s-w)=fowos=fu(w)os=s-fuw). n

In other words, St<(A) is a partial right module over S, if the partial modules in
Definition [3.4.2] are called left ones. Clearly there is no such distinction if the scalars
are commutative, i.e. S°? = S.

Remark 3.5.2. It is quite common that an effectus has commutative scalars. Indeed,
the scalars in our main examples of an effectus are commutative, because they are
either {0,1} or [0,1]. Moreover, it is well known (see e.g. [2, §3.2]) that for any
monoidal category (A, ®,I) the homset A(I, ) forms a commutative monoid. Thus
whenever the unit I of an effectus C is a monoidal unit of some monoidal structure
on C (see Remark [3.2.2), the scalars are commutative.
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To every substate w: I — A there is an associated scalar |w| := 1 ow. We call |w|
the weight of w. This leads the following axiomatization of the structure of substates.

Definition 3.5.3. Let M be an effect monoid. A weight module over M is a partial
module X over M equipped with a weight map |—|: X — M satisfying:

(a) |-|]: X — M is a module map (over M);

(b) |z| = 0 implies z = 0;

(¢) |z| L |y| implies = L y.
Let X,Y be weight modules over M. A module map f: X — Y is said to be weight-
preserving if |f(x)| = |z| for all z € X, and weight-decreasing if |f(z)| < |z| for
all z € X.

We denote by M-WMod (resp. M-WMod.) the category of weight modules over

M and weight-preserving (resp. weight-decreasing) module maps. We simply write
WDMod = [0, 1]-WMod for the effect monoid M = [0, 1].

It will turn out that weight modules are closely related with convex sets; see
Sections and Weight modules (over [0, 1]) are also closely related to base-norm

spaces, see Section

Proposition 3.5.4. For each A € C the substates St<(A) = C(A,I) form a weight
module over S°P, with weight |w| = 1 ow. Moreover the mappings A — St<(A) and
f— [« define a functor St<: C — S°P~-WMod., which restricts to subcategories as
in the following diagram.

c =, Sop-WMod.

i i)
Tot(C) —25 SP-WMod

Proof. We already showed that St<(A) is a partial module over S°P. The weight map
|—|: St<(A) — S°P given by |w| = 1 ow is a module map; in particular, it preserves
the scalar multiplication:

|s-w|=1owos=|wos=sP|w.

Conditions [(b)] and [(c)] in Definition follow immediately from the axioms of an
effectus.

Let f: A — B beamorphism in C. Then the state transformer f,: St<(A4) — St<(B)
is a module map. It is moreover weight-decreasing;:

o) =1po fow< Lyow=ul,

so that we obtain a functor St<: C — S°°>~-WMod.. If f is total, i.e. 1p o f = 14,
then the inequality above becomes equality, and thus f is weight-preserving. Hence
the functor St< restricts to Tot(C) — S°P-WMod. |

Example 3.5.5. Continuing Section we review substates in effectuses.
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(i) Substates on a set X in Pfn are partial functions w: 1 — X. Clearly St<(X) =
X + {0}, i.e. a substate on X is either an element x € X or the zero 0. It is
a weight module over the Boolean values 2 = {0, 1}, with weight |z| = 1 for
x € X and |0] = 0. For a partial function f: X — Y, the substate transformer
fu: St<(X) — St<(Y) is given by fi(z) = f(z) for x € X and f.(0) = 0. This
yields a functor St<: Pfn — 2-WMod.. Similarly to effect modules over 2,
weight modules over 2 are degenerate and turn out to be equivalent to pointed
sets, as shown in Proposition below.

(ii) Substates in K¢(D<) are subdistributions: St<(X) = D.(X). The [0, 1]-module
structure on substates w: X — [0, 1] are given pointwise. The weight is given
by |w| = >, cxw(x), i.e. the total mass of w. A Kleisli map f: X — D(Y)
induces a substate transformer f.: D<(X) — D<(Y) by

fo@)(®) =D f(@)(y) - w(z).

zeX
This yields a functor St<: K¢(D<) - WMod..

In the effectus K¢(G<) for measure-theoretic probability, substates are subprob-
ability measures: St<(X) = G.(X). For f: X — G(Y), a substate transformer
is now given by integration:

fo(w)(B) = /X f(@)(B)w(dz),

for measurable subsets B € ¥y. We then obtain St<: K¢(G<) - WMod..

(iii) In the effectus Wstar2’ of W*-algebras, substates on 7 are normal subunital
positive map w: &/ — C. They form a weight module over [0,1] via |w| = w(1)
and the obvious pointwise operations. A morphism f: & — % in WstarZ | i.e. a
normal unital CP map f: % — &, defines a substate transformer f,: St<(</) —
St<(#) by post-composition f.(w) =w o f, yielding a functor St<: Wstar?® —
WMod.. Substates and substate transformers in Cstar2” are the same, except
that they need not be normal.

Proposition 3.5.6. The category 2-WMod< of weight module over 2 is isomorphic
to the coslice category 1/Set, i.e. the category of pointed sets.

Proof. Any weight module X over 2 forms a pointed set (X, 0). Conversely, if (X, zg)
is a pointed set, define the PCM structure on X by 2o @ x =2 =2 @ xg where z L y
iff £ = 2¢ or y = xg. With the zero element x, the trivial scalar multiplication over 2,
and the weight given by |zg| = 0 and |z| = 1 for © # ¢, the set X forms a weight
module over 2. It is straightforward to see that any weight module over 2 is defined in
this way, so that the constructions above yields a bijective correspondence between
weight modules over 2 and pointed sets. Moreover, a function f: X — Y between
weight modules over 2 is a weight-decreasing module map if and only if f(0) =0, i.e.
f is a morphism of pointed sets. We conclude that 2-WMod. = 1/Set. |

We study the category M-WMod< for an effect monoid M. For X,Y € M-WMod«
define
X+Y ={(z,y) e X xY ||| L |y[}
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and a weight map |—|: X +Y — M by |(z,y)| = |z| @ |y|. We define operations on
X +Y as follows.

(z,y) L(@y) <= |(zy)] LIy
(@,9) ©(@'¢) = (r 0",y 0y)
s (z, ) (s-x,5-y)

= (0,0).

Moreover there are coprojections k1: X — X +Y and ko: Y — X 4+ Y given by
k1(z) = (2,0) and k2(y) = (0,y) respectively. Then:

Lemma 3.5.7. X+Y with the coprojections given above is a coproduct in M-WMod..

Proof. We first verify that X +Y with the weight map |—| form a weight module over
M.

(The operations are well-defined.) Let (x,y),(2',y") € X +Y be elements with
(z,y) L («/,y), ie. [(z,9)] L |(«',y)]. Then |z|,|yl,|2|,|y'| are summable, and in
particular we have |z| L |2/| and |y| L |¢|, so that L 2’ and y L y’. We have
(@2, y@y') e X +Y since

[l olylel|oly|=ltosolyoy]
is defined. For any (x,y) € X +Y and s € M, we have |s-z| = s |z] < |z] and
similarly |s-y| < |y|. Thus |s-z| L |s-y|, and (s-z,s-y) € X + Y. It is clear that
(0,0)€ X +V.

(The operations satisfy the azioms.) Before proving that X + Y is a partial module,
we first verify that the weight map |—|: X +Y — M satisfies conditions @ and

in Definition Indeed, (z,y) L (¢/,y') < |(z,y)| L |(z,y')| by definition,
and
(@, 9) © (@) =[x,y oy)| =zl ylo o] =]yl o=y

Clearly |(0,0)| = 0. Conversely, if |(x,y)| = 0, then |z| @ |y| = 0. By the cancellativity
of an effect algebra, |x| = |y| = 0, so that (x,y) = (0,0). It preserves the scalar
multiplication:

|s(m,y)| = |(5$,3y)|

=|s-z[©@]s -yl
=s-|z[©s- |yl
=s-(lz| @1yl)
=5-[(z,9)|

We prove that X + Y is a partial module over M. For the associativity, using
[(z,y) © (¢, )] = [(z,y)| © [(2",y)| we have

(z,y) L (2",y) & (z,y) @ (2",y") L (2", y")

= |(z,y)| L@@, y)l & (@ ylol@,y)l LIE",y")

= @ ) L I(=",y")] & I(wvy)ul(w,y)\@I( 2yl

= (@) L(z ’Cy ) & (z,y) L ("y) @ @, y").
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It is clear that
((l’, y) © (x/’y/)) © (wl/’y”) = (x,y) © ((xlvyl> © (x/lvy”))

when both sides are defined, since @ is given pointwise. The commutativity and the
zero law are shown similarly. Tt is easy to check that s- (z,y) = (s, s-y) is a monoid
action. The mapping s - (=) is a PCM morphism. Indeed, (z,y) L (2/,y’) implies
s-(x,y) Ls-(2,y), since

s (@, 9)] = s-[(z,y)] < |(z,y)]
and similarly |s - (z/,y")| < |(2',y')|, hence |s - (x,y)| L |s- (2/,y")]. Tt is clear that
5-((,1) @ (2',y)) = s+ (2,5) 03+ («/, '), and s-(0,0) = (0,0). For each (z,y) € X+Y
the mapping (—) - (x,y) is a PCM morphism too. If s L ¢ then s- (z,y) L t- (x,y)
since

s (@)l =s-[(z,y)] < s

and similarly |t - (z,y)| < t. We clearly have (s @) - (z,y) = s (z,y) @t - (z,y) and
0 (z,) = (0,0).

Finally, we show that X 4+ Y is a coproduct. It is straightforward to check that the
coprojections k1: X — X +Y and k2: Y — X + Y are morphisms in M-WMod..
In fact, they are weight-preserving:

k1 (@) = [(2,0)] = |z © |0 = |].

To show the universality of the coproduct, let f: X — Z and g: Y — Z be morphisms
in M-WMod.. We define a cotuple [f,g]: X +Y — Z by [f,9](z,y) = f(z) @ g(y).
The sum is defined since |f(z)| < |z], |g(y)| < |y| and |z| L |y|, so |f(z)| L |g(z)].
The map [f, g] is weight-decreasing since
gl 9)| = |f(2) @ g(y)| = [f(2)| @ lgW)| < |z| @ |yl = [(z, )]
From this it follows that (z,y) L (2’,y’) implies [f, g](x,y) L [f,g](z',y"). The map
[f, g] preserves sum @:
[f:9)((z, ) @ (,9)) = [f. gl 02,y @ y)
=flxea)oglyoy)
=f@) 0 f@)og9(y) @gy)
= f(z) @g(y) @ f(2') @ g(/)
= [/, 9l(z,y) © [f.9](=",y/) -
Moreover
[,41(0,0) = £(0) @ (0)0© 0 =0,
and

[f.9l(s- (z,y) = [fgl(s - z,5-y)
f(s-z)@g(s-y)
=s- (1') @s- g(y)
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so that [f, g] is a morphism in M-WMod<. To show that [f, g] is a unique mediating
map, assume that h: X +Y — Z satisfies hok; = f and ho ky = ¢g. Because
(x,0) L (0,y) for each (z,y) € X +Y, we have

h(z,y) = h((z,0) @ (0,y))
= h(z,0) @ h(0,y)
= (hoki)(x) @ (hoka)(y)
= f(z) @ 9(y)
= [f,9l(z,y). L

The singleton 1 = {0} forms a weight module over M in a trivial way. It is a zero
object.

Lemma 3.5.8. The trivial weight module 1 = {0} is a zero object in M-WMod.. W

Proof. For each X € M-WMod< there is a unique function !: X — 1, which is a
weight-decreasing morphism. On the other hand, the function i: 1 — X given by
i(0) = 0 is a unique homomorphism of partial modules. The function i is trivially
weight-preserving. |

Thus M-WDMod. is a category with finite coproducts and zero morphisms. Note
that M itself can be seen as a weight module over M, via a weight |s| = s. Then
for each X € M-WDMod. the ‘truth’ map 1x: X — M given by 1x(x) = |z| is a
morphism in M-WMod, since 1x = |—|: X — M is a module map by definition,
and weight-preserving: |1x(z)| = 1x(x) = |z|.

Proposition 3.5.9. Let M be an effect monoid. The category M-WMod< is an
effectus, with the unit object M and the truth maps 1x: X — M defined above.

The total maps in M-WMod< are weight-preserving maps: Tot(M-WMod.) =
M-WMod.

We defer a proof to §[3.8:3] We here describe the PCM structure in M-WMod..
Let f,g: X — Y be morphisms in M-WMod<. They are summable, f 1 g, if and
only if |f(x)| @ |g(z)| < |z| for all z € X. In that case the sum f @ g is defined
pointwise: (f @ g)(z) = f(z) @ g(x). Tt is weight-decreasing by construction.

Proposition 3.5.10. Let M be an effect monoid. Consider the effectus M-WMod..
(i) For each X € M-WMody., the set of substates St<(X) = M-WMod<(M, X)
is isomorphic to X as PCMs.
(ii) The set of scalars S = M-WMod<(M, M) is isomorphic to M°P as effect
monotds.
(iii) Via the isomorphism S = M°P, or S°P = M, St<(X) can be seen as a weight
module over M. Then St<(X) is isomorphic to X as weight modules over M.

Proof.

(i) The bijection between M-WMod< (M, X) and X is given as follows: it sends
w: M — X tow(l), and x € X to (=) -x: M — X. The bijection preserves the
structure of PCMs.
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(ii) The bijection preserves the top 1. It preserves the multiplication (contravariantly)
since for ¢, 9 € M-WMod<(M, M),

1) -o(1) = 1) P (1),
(iii) The isomorphism S°P = M induces an action of M on St<(X) by:

(s-w)(t) = wit - s)

The M-valued weight of w is given by |w(1)|. Then the mapping w — w(1)
preserves the weight by definition: |w(1)] = |w|. It also preserves the scalar
multiplication: for w € St<(X) and s € M,

(s-w)(1) =w(l-s)
=w(s-1)
=s-w(l).
Thus St<(X) = X as weight modules. [ |

Proposition 3.5.11. The substate functor St<: C — S°°~-WMod. preserves finite
coproducts.

Proof. We have St<(0) = C(I,0) = 1 = {0} and hence it preserves the initial object.
For objects A, B € C the canonical map

Sto(A) + Ste(B) L2l gy (4 4 By
is given by
[(K1)x, (R2)«](0,7) = (K1)+(0) © (K2)«(T) = K100 @ K0T

This mapping is bijective by Lemma Since [(£1)+, (K2)«] is weight-preserving, the
inverse [(k1)«, (k2)+] 7! is also a weight-preserving module map. Hence [(k1)«, (k2)+]
is an isomorphism. [ ]

3.6 Structure of states: convex sets

States in an effectus are morphisms w: I — A with 1ow = 1. Since |w| = 1ow, states
can be characterized by the weight module structure of substates St<(A): states are
substates w of weight one. This motivates the following definition:

Definition 3.6.1. Let X be a weight module over an effect monoid M. The base of
X is the subset of elements of weight one, i.e.

B(X)={ze X ||z|=1}.
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Then it is quite straightforward to see that the base B(X) forms a convex set in the
sense of Definition 2.4.3]

Proposition 3.6.2. If X is a weight module over an effect monoid M, the base B(X)
is a convex set over M.

Proof. Let ), rilx;) € Dy (B(X)) be a distribution over M on B(X'). We define the
convex sum by
I3, rilzi)] = @z T X
The sum (), r; - x; is defined since
|T’i'$i| 27’1"|.I‘i|=’l"i'1=’l”i
and (), 7 is defined. We indeed have §), r; - ; € B(X) since
‘@i’l“i l‘l‘ = @Z_‘Ti l‘1| = @Z_ri =1.
The convex sum satisfies the axioms of convex sets:
[llx)]=1-2=x
and
[[Zj Sij|$ij>]] >]] = @Z T (@j 8ij * Tij)
=D, 7i - (i - wij)
=, (ri - sij) - w5
= [[ZU T S”|$ZJ>]] . .

Let f: X — Y be a weight-preserving module map between weight modules. If
|z| = 1, then |f(x)| = |z| = 1 and hence f restricts to f: B(X) — B(Y).

[[Zi Ti

Proposition 3.6.3. If f: X — Y is a weight-preserving module map between weight
modules, the restriction f: B(X) — B(Y) is an affine map.

Proof. For ). ri|z;) € Dy (X),

f([[Zl Tz|$z>]) = f(@ri : Il) = @Ti : f(l"z) = [[Zl 7’z|f($z)>ﬂ : L

Corollary 3.6.4. The assignment X — B(X) defines a functor B: M-WMod —
M-Conv. |

Now we turn back to states St(A) in an effectus C. We have St(A4) = B(St<(4)).
For a total morphism f: A — B, moreover, the state transformer f,: St(A) — St(B)
agrees with the morphism B(St<(f)) obtained via

Tot(C) S, S°P-WMod 25 S°P-Conv .

To summarize, we obtain the following result.
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Corollary 3.6.5. For each A € C the states St(A) form a convex set over scalars
S. Moreover, the mappings A — St(A) and f — f. define a functor St: Tot(C) —
S°P-Conv, which makes the following diagram commute.

S°P-Conv m

Example 3.6.6. Continuing Example [3.5.5] we briefly review states in our examples
of effectuses.

(i) In the effectus Pfn, states on a set X are elements z € X. By the general
theory, states form a convex set over 2 = {0,1}. However, convex structure over
2 is completely trivial and we simply have 2-Conv = Set. Therefore the state
functor St: Tot(Pfn) = Set — Set is simply the identity functor.

(ii) States in the effectus K¢(D<) are distributions w € D(X). The convex structure
over [0, 1] is obvious and we get a functor St: K¢(D) — Conv, where the state
transformer f,: D(X) — D(Y) for f: X — D(Y) is given by:

fo@)(@) =Y f(@)(y) - w(x).

rzeX

Similarly to Example we can explain state transformation in the usual
language of probability. Recall that a state w € D(X) can be viewed as a
probability distribution for an X-valued random variable via P(x = x) = w(x),
and a total morphism f: X — D(Y) as a conditional probability distribution
via Ply =y | x=1z) = f(x)(y). Then

T
o X
< <
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>|T ><
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==
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»
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Therefore the state transformation computes a probability distribution of y, via
what is often called the law of total probability.

Similarly, states in K¢(G<) are probability measures and state transformers are
given by integration, yielding St: K¢(G) — Conv.

(iii) States in the effectus WstarZ?’ are normal unital positive maps w: & — C,
i.e. normal states of a W*-algebra. These clearly forms a convex set over
[0, 1], yielding a functor St: Wstar®® — Conv from the subcategory of total
morphisms. Similarly there is St: Cstar®® — Conv for C*-algebras.
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3.6.1 Convexity of predicates and substates

Convexity is an important property in quantum foundations. Sometimes not only
states but also predicates/effects are assumed to form a convex set, see e.g. [197, [198].
Such assumption is compatible with our setting: every effect module is a convex set.
This explains why effect modules were called convez effect algebras in [105] [109]. In
parallel, we also show that weight modules are convex sets. In this subsection, M
denotes an effect monoid.

Definition 3.6.7. A partial module X over M is said to be convex if for each formal
convex sum y_.7;|z;) € Dp(X), the sum ), 7 - x; is defined in X.

Lemma 3.6.8. If X is a convex partial module over an effect monoid M, then X is

a convex set over M by

Moreover, if f: X =Y is a module map between convex partial modules, then f is

affine.
Proof. Straightforward. |

Proposition 3.6.9. Any effect module over M is convex, and any weight module over
M is convex. Therefore both of them form convex sets.

Proof. Let E be an effect module over M and let ), r;]a;) € Dpr(E). Then the sum
(Q; i) -1 =, ri-11is defined. Since r;-a; < r; -1 for each 1, it follows, by using
Lemma repeatedly, that the sum ), 7; - a; is defined.

Next, let X be a weight module over M, and let ) . r;|z;) € Dy (X). Because
|73 - x| = 7i - || < r; and the sum ), 75 is defined, the sum §),|r; - z;| is defined too
by a reasoning similar to the above. By the definition of weight module, it follows
that §), ri - z; is defined. [ |

3.7 State-and-effect triangles

In the previous sections, we studied the structures of predicates, substates, and states
in an effectus. Note that the notions of predicates and (sub)states are formally dual
in the effectus in the sense that predicates are morphisms A — I, while (sub)states
are morphisms I — A. In this section we further show that there are dualities
between their algebraic structures, namely, dual adjunctions between the categories
of effect modules and weight modules, and between the categories of effect modules
and convex sets. To put the pieces all together, it is shown that every effectus induces
state-and-effect triangles, which summarizes all the results so far.

3.7.1 Triangles with substates

We have seen that for each effectus C, there are a predicate functor Pred: C —
S-EMod2’ and a substate functor St<: C — S°*>~-WMod<.. We fix an effect monoid
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M. Then the categories M-EMod2¥ and M-WMod. are effectuses, and scalars in
both effectuses are identified with M:

M-EMod% (M, M) = M = M°*>~-WMod(M, M),

see Propositions [3.4.11] and [3.5.10} Therefore we have the following contravariant
functors.

St<
M-EMod2? M°P-WMod.
Pred

Note that both functors are given by ‘homming into M’:
St<(E) = M-EModZ (M, E) = M-EMod.(E, M)
Pred(X) = M°°*~-WMod.(X, M).

This is a typical situation where a dual adjunction exists, with M being a dualizing
object (see e.g. [162, § VI.4]). This is indeed the case:

Proposition 3.7.1. For each effect monoid M, one has the following adjunction
given by ‘homming into M’

Hom(—,M)
M-EMod? T ~ M°*-WMod.
Hom(—,M)

Proof. As shown above, the hom functors respectively coincide with the state and the
predicate functor, and thus are well-defined. To simplify the notation, in the proof we
will write:

EMod. = M-EMod. WMod. = M°°~-WMod. .

To give an adjunction, we establish the following natural bijective correspondence.

X L EMod.(E, M) in WMod.

(3.5)

E 2 WMod. (X, M) in EMod<

The correspondence is given by ‘swapping arguments’, i.e. f(z)(a) = g(a)(x) for
z € Xanda € E. If f: X - EMod<(F,M) is a morphism in WMod., then
g: E— WMod.(X, M) given by g(a)(z) = f(z)(a) is indeed a morphism in EMod<
as follows. Note that |z| > |f(z)| = f(2)(1) because f is weight-decreasing. If a L b
in E, then g(a) L g(b) since

[ = f(2)(1) = f(z)(a @b) = f(z)(a) © f(z)(b) = g(a)(z) © g(b)(x) .
We then have g(a @ b) = g(a) @ g(b) as

9(a @ b)(x) = f(x)(a @ b)
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We have ¢(0) = 0 since g(0)(z) = f(2)(0) =0, and g(s-a) = s - g(a) since

g(s-a)(z) = f(z)(s-a) = s f(z)(a) = s g(a)(z).
Thus g: F - WMod<(X, E) is a morphism in EMod.. Similarly a morphism in
EMod< defines one in WMod., establishing the bijective correspondence. It is
straightforward to check the naturality of the correspondence. |
We can now put a predicate and a substate functor into one picture.

Corollary 3.7.2. FEvery effectus (C, I) induces the following ‘state-and-effect’ triangle.

Hom(—,S)
S-EMod?® 7 T . T S8°®WMod.

Hom( ,S
C(—,I)=Pred St«=C(I,—)

where S = C(I1,1) is the effect monoid of scalars. [ |

The functors in the state-and-effect triangle need not commute, but there are
canonical natural transformations to fill in the triangle. Recall that for a predicate p
and a substate w, the validity (w F p) = p ow is defined via composition. The validity
gives a ‘bimorphism’

E: St<(A) x Pred(A) —» S
in the sense that w F —: Pred(4A) — S is a subunital module map, and — F
p: St<(4) — S is a weight-decreasing module map. Then we can ‘curry’ the bi-
morphism in two ways:

St<(A) 24 S-EMod<(Pred(A),S) via aa(w)(p) = (wk p)
Pred(A) ba, SP-WMod.(St<(A4),S) via La(p)(w) = (wEp).

Proposition 3.7.3. The ‘curried’ validities aa and B4 defined above are the natural
transformations below:

S-EMod? ™" sop wWMod.  S-EMod? "% sor - wMod.

a B
A =
Pred St< Pred St<

C C

The « and B are (a simple special case of) ‘mates’ with respect to the adjunction
S-EMod. = S°°-WMod< — namely, for each A € C the components aq and B4
correspond in the natural bijection (3.5) of the adjunction.

Proof. We need to show that
St<(A) 22 S-EMod<(Pred(A),S)

is a well-defined morphism in S°°’~-WMod. This boils down to the fact that F is a
‘bimorphism’. The naturality of o amounts to the formula f.(w) F p = w E f*(p).
Clearly o and § are mates, from this it follows that § is well-defined too. |
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We show that the triangle can be restricted to total morphisms.

Proposition 3.7.4. For any effect monoid M, the adjunction M-EMod2® =
M°P-WMod. of Proposition restricts to the adjunction

M-EMod® [~ T ~ M°*-WMod

between the subcategories of total morphisms.

Proof. The claim boils down to the fact that the bijective correspondence (3.5|) restricts
to weight-preserving and unital maps. ]

Corollary 3.7.5. By restricting all the functors in Corollary we obtain the
state-and-effect triangle over Tot(C):

op — =
S-EMod®? e T - S°P-WMod
‘\ / (3.6)
C(—,I) =Pred St<=C(I,-)
Tot(C)

Moreover, the natural transformations in Proposition given by ‘currying’ validity
E also restricts in the triangle above.

Proof. The first claim follows immediately from what we have shown. The latter claim
amounts to the fact that the components of the ‘validity’ natural transformations

St<(A) 22 S-EMod<(Pred(A),S)
Pred(4) 245 S°P-WMod.(St(A), S)

are weight-preserving and unital, respectively. |

3.7.2 Triangles with states

Let M be an effect monoid. Then for the effectus M-EModZ’ one has the state
functor:
M-EMod® = Tot(M-EMod?) 2% M°P-Conv,

via the identification of scalars: M-EModZ (M, M) = M. Explicitly, the functor is
defined by ‘homming into M’

St(F) = M-EMod°? (M, E) = M-EMod(E, M).
For the other direction, note that M itself is a convex set over M°P via convex sum:
[[Zz Tz|sz>]] = @z Si - Ti-

Then homsets M°P-Conv (K, M) yield a functor in the other way, forming an adjunc-
tion:
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Theorem 3.7.6 (Jacobs [140]). Let M be an effect monoid. By ‘homming into M’
we have an adjunction:

Hom(—,M)
op — —— * o
M-EMod LT’ M°P-Conv
Hom(—,M)

Proof. One can verify that the set M°P-Conv (K, M) of affine maps forms an ef-
fect module in a pointwise manner, and then can establish bijective correspondence
of morphisms by ‘swapping arguments’, similarly to Proposition See [140,
Proposition 2.6] for more details. |

Corollary 3.7.7. For every effectus C, there is the following ‘state-and-effect’ triangle:

Hom(—,S)
S-EMod®? @ S°P-Conv
r\{om(—,s/ (3.7)
C(—,I) = Pred St = Tot(C)(I,~)
Tot(C)

In the same way as Proposition [3.7.3] the validity F: St(A) x Pred(A) — S can be
‘curried’ into natural transformations

St(A) 24 S-EMod(Pred(4),S)  Pred(A) 245 $°P-Conv(St(A),S)

that fill in the triangle.

3.7.3 Examples

We summarize the examples we saw in Section [3.3] and Examples [3.4.6] [3.5.5] and [3.6.6
in state-and-effect triangles.

Example 3.7.8. For the effectus Pfn of sets and partial functions, we have the
following triangles:

Hom(—,2) Hom(—,2)
BAT T uSet  BAW T o
w"m("z)/\’ W‘)m(—’V
P = Pred Ste=(—)+1 P = Pred St=id
Pfn Set

Here we use the isomorphisms of categories 2-EMod< 2 EA_, 2-WMod. = 1/Set,
2-EMod = EA, and 2-Conv £ Set for the case where scalars are Boolean values: 2 =
{0,1}. These triangles capture the duality between state and predicate transformers
in the standard deterministic setting.
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Example 3.7.9. For the Kleisli category K¢(D<) of the subdistribution monad, we
have the following triangles:

Hom(—,[0,1]) Hom(—,[0,1])
o op — — >
EMod2 T WMod. BMod” T~ Conv
Hom(*7[0y Hom(—,[O,V
[0,1]7) = Pred St< =D<« [0,1]¢7) = Pred St=D
K¢{(D<) K4(D)

Similar triangles exist over K¢(G<), for measure-theoretic probability, and they capture
the duality between state and predicate transformer semantics of probabilistic programs
by Kozen [179, |180].

Example 3.7.10. For the effectus WstarZ of W*-algebras, we have the following
triangles, for a substate functor and a state functor:

Hom(—,[0,1]) Hom(—,[0,1])
EMod? _ T * WMod: EMod® — T  Conv
Wm( ’[OV W —o V
[0,1](—y =Pred St =Hom(—,C) [0,1](—) =Pred St =Hom(—,C
Wstar2” Wstar?

Similar triangles also exist for the effectus Cstar?® of C*-algebras. These triangles
capture the duality between state and predicate transformer semantics of quantum
programs [62, 235]. These triangles may also be seen as a concise presentation of the
duality between the Schrodinger and Heisenberg picture for quantum processes.

3.8 A characterization of effectuses

In §B.2] we defined an effectus as a finPAC with a suitable structure of effect algebras.
On the one hand, the definition is reasonable in the sense that both (fin)PACs and
effect algebras are well-established notions. On the other hand, it is not the most
convenient definition in order to check if a certain category is an effectus, since the
definition involves a lot of structures. In this section, we give a characterization of
effectuses that is simpler than the original definition; see Proposition [3.8.6] Using the
characterization, we prove that the categories of effect modules and Welght modules
are effectuses.

3.8.1 A characterization of finPACs

By definition, an effectus is a finPAC with additional structures and properties. There-
fore we start with a characterization of finPACs, which is similar to a characterization
of PACs given by Arbib and Manes |7}, §5.3]. Recall from Lemma that in a
finPAC, partial projections are jointly monic. We use this property to characterize
finPACs. First we show that several possible definitions of ‘partial projections are
jointly monic’ agree.
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Lemma 3.8.1. Let C be a category with finite coproducts and zero morphisms. The
following are equivalent.

(i) For each object A € C, the following two partial projections are jointly monic.
>1
A+A—= A
B>2

(ii) For each pair of objects A,B € C, the following two partial projections are
jointly monic.
o A
A+ B
o B

(iii) For each n-tuple of objects Aq,..., A, € C, the following n partial projections
are jointly monic.

A+ + A, —25 A (j=1,....n)

Proof. The implication = |(i)| is trivial, and = |(iii)| follows by induction.
We prove =

Let f,g: C — A+ B be morphisms with >; 0 f =3 0¢g and >yo f =g 0g. For
J € {1,2} we have

>jo(ki+hKe)of=kKjo>jof=kKjo>j0g9g=D>j0(Kk +kKa)og.
By the joint monicity of
>
(A+B)+(A+B) D:lg A+B
2
we obtain (k1 + ko) o f = (k1 + k2) 0 g. It follows that f = g, since k1 + ko is a split
mono as V o (k1 + k) =id. |

In the rest of this section, we use categories with this joint monicity property
repeatedly. For convenience, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 3.8.2. A butterfly coproduct category is a category with finite cop-
roducts (+,0) and zero morphisms 045: A — B that satisfies any of the equivalent
‘jointly monic partial projections’ conditions in Lemma The word ‘butterfly’
comes from the following commutative diagramﬂ

A 01 . B
aen
A+ B
o b

3Binary coproducts here form ‘butterfly product’ in the sense of [99, §2.1.7]. The term ‘butterfly
coproduct’ (requiring the joint monicity condition) is due to Tull (private communication).
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Clearly, every finPAC is a butterfly coproduct category. Recall from Definition
that we introduced partial tuples {(f;)); in a finPAC. For the definition to make sense
we only need the joint monicity of partial projections r>;. Thus we can use partial
tuples ((f;)); more generally in a butterfly coproduct category. For convenience, we
recall the definition here. Let (f;: A — Bj);jes be a finite family of morphisms in a
butterfly product category. Then we write (f;));: A — [[; B; for a morphism such
that ©>; o (f;)); = f; for all j € J. The morphism (f;)); may not exist, but if it does,
then it is uniquely determined by the joint monicity of >;.

Additionally, we will use the following notation: for two morphisms f: A — B and
g: A— C,wewrite f L gif (f,g)) is defined, i.e. if f and g are compatible. Then we
have the following basic calculation rules for partial tuples, which are pretty much
similar to those for ordinary tuples (f, g): A — B x C for products.

Lemma 3.8.3. Let C be a butterfly coproduct category. Let f: A— B and g: A — C
be morphisms with f L g.

(i) For each h: A’ — A, we have foh L goh and {(foh,goh)) = {(f,g) oh

(ii) For each k: B — B’ andl: C — C’, we have ko f L log and (ko f,log) =
(k+1)o(f,9)-

Proof. Both points follow from the following commutative diagram.
A/
h h
/ lh \
fl / l JN lq

B <—B+C*> C
1{ JkH Jz

/ ! ! !
Brg- B+ 0 520 m

The partial tuple operation in a butterfly coproduct category naturally induces a
partial sum operation @ on parallel morphisms f,g: A — B as follows:

f @ g is defined iff {f,g): A — B+ B is defined (i.e. f L g)

fog:=(A Lhgb, B+B—>B)

The definition is consistent with the addition in a finPAC by Proposition We
now see that a butterfly coproduct category is almost a finPAC.

(3.8)

Lemma 3.8.4. Let C be a butterfly coproduct category. For each f,g: A — B, the
sum @ satisfies:

(i) Commutativity: if f L g, theng L f and fQg=9g® f.
(ii) Unit law: f @ 0xy = f.

Moreover, the composition is a suitable ‘bihomomorphism’, namely, for each h: A’ — A
and k: B — B’ we have:
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(iii) If f L g, then (f@g)oh=foh@gohandko(f@g)=kofQkoyg.
(iv) Oxy oh=0x/y and koOxy = 0xy.
Finally, the following conditions hold.
(v) Compatible sum axiom: If f,g: A — B are compatible, then they are summable.
(vi) Untying aziom: If f,g: A — B are summable, then k1o f,koog: A— B+ B
is summable too.
Proof.

(i) If f L g, then g L f via {g,f) = [k2,k1] o {(f,g). Moreover, g @ f =
Vo ke, k1]o(f,g) =Vo(f.g)=Ffwg

(ii) One has f L Oxy via {0, f) = koo f,and f @ O0xy = Vpokso f=f.
(iii) If f L g, by Lemma|3.8.3|we have foh L gohand kof L kog, with ((foh, goh) =

(f,g)ohand (ko f, kog) = (k+k)o(f,g). Then foh@goh = Vpo(f,g)oh =
(f@g)ohand ko f@kof =Vpo(k+k)o(f,g) =koVpo(f,g)=ko(fRg).

(iv) Immediate by definition.
(v) Immediate by definition.
(vi) if f,9: A — B are summable, i.e. {(f,g) exists, then k1 o f L kg 0o g via
(k1o frr20g) = (k1 + K2) o (f,9)- u
This leads to the following characterization of finPACs.
Theorem 3.8.5 (cf. [7, §5.3]). Let C be a butterfly coproduct category. The following
are equivalent.
(i) Cis a finPAC.
(ii) For each A,B € C, the operation @ on C(A,B) defined by satisfies
associativity (see Definition m
(iii) For each A € C the following square is a pullback.

(A+A)+ A% 444

Jo o

A+A—Y 5 A

Proof. Implication = [(Q)] is clear by Lemma [3.8.4]
= To prove the pullback condition, let f, g: B — A+ A be morphisms with

Vof=rj0g. Let fy=0>;0fand g;=>;09 (i =1,2). Then f; L fo, g1 L g2, and
i@ fa=Vof=r>10g9=g,sothat fi, fa, g2 are summable. By (ternary) untying,
K101, K20 fo, K3oge: B — A+ A+ A are summable. Writing a: A+A+A — (A+A)+A
for the associativity isomorphism, we define h: B — (A + A) + A by

h:ao(nlofl@ngoﬁ@ngogg)
=K10K10f1@K10K20 fa @K20g2
= kK10 f @ k2092 (by f=r10f1 @K20 fa).
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Then we have >1 o h = f immediately, and
(V+id)oh=r10Vof@keoga =K1 091 Dkaoga=g.

Hence h is a desired mediating map. To see the uniqueness, let k,k': B — (A+A)+ A
be morphisms with >y ok = f =110k and (V+id)ok =g = (V +1id) o ¥’. Then
ook =190 (V+id)ok =90 (V+id) ok’ =>g0k’. Thus k = k' by the joint
monicity of partial projections.

:> Let f,g9,h € C(A, B) be morphisms with f 1 g and f @ g L h. By
definition, Vo (f,g) = f @ g =>10(f @ g, h)), so that we obtain a mediating map k
as in the diagram:

(fog,h)

(B+B)+B Y4 B+B

e o

(f.9h

It is straightforward to check that

(g.h) = (AL (B+B)+ B 22, B4 B)

(fgohy=@A% B+B)+B1 gy ).
and hence g L h and f L g @ h. Moreover we have

f@(g@h)=Volidpyp, ke ok
= [V,idp] ok
=Vo(V+idg)ok
=Vo(fwg,h)
=(fQg)Qh. [ |

3.8.2 A characterization of effectuses

We give a characterization of an effectus based on the characterization of finPACs in
§[3.8.1] There we have shown that a finPAC is a butterfly coproduct category with
certain additional requirements, see Theorem It turns out that the additional
requirements become redundant when we have other axioms for an effectus.

Proposition 3.8.6. Let C be a butterfly coproduct category. Then C with an object
I € C and a family of ‘truth’ maps 1a: A — I is an effectus if and only if all the
following hold.

(Ell) 1A+B = [1A71B]5 A+B—1T for all A, B.
(E'2) 10 f =045 implies f =04p for all f: A— B.
(E'3) 1o f L1gog implies f L g forall f,g: A— B.
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(E'4) For each p: A — I, there exists a unique p~: A — I such that p L p* and
pOp-=Vro(pp) =1a.

Proof. For the ‘only if’ part, |(E'1)| follows from Lemma [3.2.4(iv)|, and the other

conditions are a part of the definition of an effectus. We are going to prove the ‘if’
part.

First note that any codiagonal map V4 = [ida,ida]: A+ A — A is total in the
sense that 14 o V4 = 1444, because, for i = 1,2:

.
1A0VAom:1A01dA:1A!1A+Aoni.

By Theorem to prove that C is a finPAC it suffices to show that @ is
associative. Assume f 1 g and f @ g L h for morphisms f,g,h: A — B. Note that

1go(f©g) L 1poh by Lemma[3.8.3 By condition and

1pypo(f,9) =10 Veo(figh =1po(f0yg)
lgpoksoh=1goh

we obtain (f,g) L k2 o h. It follows that g L h, by Lemma again as

(b2 +>2) o ((f.g), k20 h) = (P20 (f,g) >2o k2 0h) = {g,h).
Note that the sum ((f,g) @ koo h: A — B + B exists and
>10((f,9) ©r2oh)=fQ0xy =f
>z 0 ((f,9) ©r2oh)=g@h.
Hence f L g @ h with (f,g) @ kg o h = (f, g @ h)). Then

J@@@h)=Vpo(f,gh)=Vpo((f g)@reoh)=(fDg)Dh,

as desired. Therefore C is a finPAC.

It only remains to prove that the homset C(A4,I) is an effect algebra for each A.
Note first that C(A,I) is positive, namely: p @ ¢ = 045 implies p = ¢ = 04;. Indeed,
if p@q =045 then

Oxr=1700ar=10Vio{(p,q) =1rrro(p,q),

so that (p,q) = 04,741 by [[E2)} Thus p =1 o (p,q)) = Ox7, and similarly ¢ = 0x.
Finally, assume p L 14 andlet ¢ =p©@14. Wehave p@ 14 @ gt =14 by But
then p @ g~ = 047 by the uniqueness of orthosupplements. By positivity p = 04; and
we conclude that C(A4,I) is an effect algebra. [ |

It is now easy to see when a subcategory of an effectus is a ‘sub-effectus’.

Proposition 3.8.7. Let (C,I) be an effectus. Then a subcategory D C C is an
effectus if the following conditions hold.

(i) IeD,0€D, and A+ B €D for each A, B € D.
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(ii) For each A € D the truth map 14: A — I belongs to D.
(iii) For each A, B € D the zero morphism 0ap: A — B belongs to D.

(iv) For each A,B € D, the coprojections k1: A — A+ B and ke: B - A+ B
belong to D.

(v) Foreach f: A— C and g: B — C in D, the cotuple [f,g]: A+ B — C belongs
to D.

(vi) For each h: A— B and k: A — C in D, the tuple {h,k): A — B+ C belongs
to D whenever ((h, k) exists in C.

(vii) For each p: A — I in D, p* belongs to D.

Proof. The conditions and ensure that the subcategory D inherits

finite coproducts and zero morphisms from C. Therefore D also inherits partial
projections such as >; = [id4,0p4]: A+ B — A. Clearly partial projections are
jointly monic in D too, and thus D is a butterfly coproduct category.

By D also inherits the truth maps. To prove that D is an effectus, we apply

Proposition It is obvious that |(E'])[and [(E'2)| in Proposition hold in D.

Note that by [(vi)| morphisms h: A — B and k: A — C are compatible in D if and only
if h and k are compatible in C. Therefore holds in D. Finally, condition
guarantees that [(E’4)| holds in D. [ |

Note in particular the following special case.

Corollary 3.8.8. Let (C,I) be an effectus. If D is a full subcategory of C such that
IeD,0eD, and A+ B €D for each A,B € D, then (D, I) is an effectus. [ |

By the characterization of Proposition the following result can easily be
verified.

Proposition 3.8.9. Let (C,I¢c) and (D, Ip) be effectuses. Then the product category
C x D with unit I = (Ic, Ip) and truth maps 14 gy = (14,1B) is an effectus. M

3.8.3 Deferred proofs

Proof of Proposition [3.4.10] Let E be an effect module over M. The partial projec-
tions >1,>9: E+ E — E in M-EModZ, i.e. subunital module maps >1,>9: E —
E x E, are given by >>1(z) = (x,0) and t>2(x) = (0, z), respectively. To prove that they
are jointly epic in M-EModg, let f,g: E x E — D be morphisms with fol>; = gol>;
for j =1,2. Then for any z,y € E

f(z,y) = f((z,0) @ (0,y))
= f(z,0) @ f(0,y)
= (for1)(x) @ (for2)(y)
=(gor1)(x) @ (go>2)(y) = =g(x,y),

so that f = g. Thus 1>1,>2 are jointly monic in M-EModZ’, and hence M-EMod2"
is a butterfly coproduct category.
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Recall that we choose M as a unit object and define truth maps 1g: M — E (in
M-EMod.) by 1g(s) = s-1. We prove that M-EMod2" satisfies the conditions in
Proposition [3.8.6] one by one.

(E'1) For effect modules E, D we have

Thus 1gxp = (1g,1p), i.e. Lgxp = [1g,1p] in the opposite category.

(E'2) Let f: E — D be a morphism with folg =0 in M-EMod.. We have

f(1) = (folg)(1)=0(1)=0.

Then for any € E we have 0 = f(0) < f(z) < f(1) =0, so f(x) = 0. Thus
f=0.

(E’3) Two morphisms f,g: D — F in M-EMod?2’, i.e. f,g: F — D in M-EMod.,
are compatible, f L g, if and only if there is h: D — F x E in M-EMod<
with hor>; = f and ho>g = g, i.e. h(z,0) = f(z) and h(0,z) = g(z) for
all z € E. We claim that f L g iff f(1) L g(1). Indeed, if f L g then
f(1) =h(1,0) and g(1) = h(0, 1) are summable. Conversely, if f(1) L g(1), then
f(z) L g(x) for any € E and we can define a mapping (f,g): Ex E — D
by (f,g)(z,y) = f(x) @ g(y). This is a subunital module maps and satisfies
{f,ghor>1 = fand (f,g)or>2 = g, so that f L g. Now the condition in question
is almost obvious: if folg L golg, then f(1) = (folg)(1) L (golg)(1) =g(1)
and thus f L g.

(E’4) This holds since M-EMod% (E, M) = M-EMod. (M, E) = E, with a bijection
that respects 0,1, @. [ |

Proof of Proposition [3.5.9 Let X be a weight module over M. The partial projections
>1,>2: X + X — X in M-WDMod. are defined by t>1(x,2') = z and >a(x,2') = 2.
Let f,g: X’ = X + X be morphisms in M-WMod. such that >, o f =, o g for
j =1,2. Since for any (z,2’) € X + X,

(z,2") = (2,0) © (0,2") = (>1(x,2),0) @ (0, >2(z, 7)),
for all y € Y we have

fy) = (>1(f()),0) © (0,>2(f () = (>1(9(%)),0) © (0, >2(9(y))) = 9(y) -

Therefore the partial projections are jointly monic, and M-WMod. is a butterfly
coproduct category.
We prove that M-WMod< satisfies the conditions in Proposition one by one.
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For any weight module X,Y,

Ixiy(z,y) = [(z,9)]
= [z| @ |y|
=1x(z) © 1y (y)
=[1x,1y](z,y).

Hence 1x+y = [1x, 1y]

Let f: X — Y satisfy 1y of = 0. For any « € X we have |f(z)| = 1y (f(x)) =0,
so that f(z) = 0. Hence f = 0.

Let f,g: X — Y be morphisms in M-WMod. We claim that f 1L ¢ in
M-WMod (i.e. {(f,g)) exists) if and only if |f(x)| @ |g(z)| < |z| for all = €
X. Suppose that there exists a partial tuple (f,g)): X — Y + Y satistying
1o {(f,g) = fand >2o(f,g) = g. Fixx € X and let (y1,42) = ([, 9))(2).

Then

f(@) =>1({f, 9) () = >1(y1,92) = 1
and similarly g(x) = ya, so that (f,g)(z) = (f(x),g(x)). Since (f,g) is
weight-decreasing,

|z = [(f, 9) (@) = |(f(2), g(2))] = [f (@) @ |g()]

as desired. Conversely, assume |f(z)| @ |g(z)] < |x\ for all x € X. Then in
particular |f(z)| L |g(z)| and hence (f(z),g(z)) € Y +Y for each z € X, so we
can define a function (f,g): X =Y + Y by

(f,9) (@) = (f(z),9(x)).

The assumption guarantees that {(f,g) is weight-decreasing: |{f,g)(z)| =
|f(z)| @ |g(x)| < |z|. Tt preserves the sum:

(fro)(zoy) =(f

Similarly it preserves 0 and the scalar multiplication, showing that {f, g)) is a
morphism in M-WMod. Clearly it satisfies >1 0 (f, g)) = f and >o0{(f,g) = ¢
Therefore f L g.

Let p: X — M be a morphism in M-WMod. Then p(z) = |p(z)| < |z|, so we
define p: X — M by p*(z) = |z| © p(z). Clearly p is weight-decreasing. It
preserves the sum:
pHEoy) =lroylepzay)
= (lzl @ ly]) © (p(x) @ p(y))
= (lz © p(=)) @ (Jyl © p(y))
=p*(2) 0p*(y).
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Similarly it preserves 0 and the scalar multiplication, so that it is a weight-
decreasing module map. We see that p L p* by the characterization of
compatibility given above. Note that f @ g = V o {(f,g)) is given pointwise:
(f@g)(x) = f(x) @ g(x). Thus we have

(p@pH)(2) = p(2) © (Jz| © p()) = |o] = Lx(2),

so p @ pt = 1x. It is clear that such a morphism p* is unique. [ |






Chapter 4

Total Morphisms in Effectuses

In this chapter we focus on total morphisms in an effectus. We introduce effectuses
in total form—the original formulation of effectus given by Jacobs [140] — which
characterize the subcategories Tot(C) of effectuses C determined by total morphisms.
Because any morphism f: A — B in an effectus C can be represented by a total
morphism of type A — B + I, the effectus C can be recovered from the subcategory
Tot(C) as the Kleisli category of the lift monad (—) + 1. Therefore effectuses in total
form are equivalent to our formulation of effectuses ‘in partial form’ In Section |4.2
we will make the ‘equivalence’ more precise, formulating it as a 2-equivalence of the
2-categories of effectuses in partial form and in total form.

The chapter then continues the study of states and their convex structure, relating
them to the weight module structure of substates. To do so, we introduce an additional
assumption of division on effect monoids, which is discussed in Section In
Section [4.4] we study convex sets and weight modules over a division effect monoid.
Assuming that the scalars admit division, we show that the category of weight modules
with the normalization property is equivalent to the category of convex sets. These
results will be applied to effectuses with the normalization property in Section The
two state-and-effect triangles over an effectus, with substates and states, are shown to
be related via the 2-equivalence of effectuses in total and partial form.

4.1 Effectuses in total form

In this section we focus on the subcategory Tot(C), consisting of total morphisms, of
an effectus C. This leads to the notion of effectuses in total form, see Definition [£.1.6]
As the name suggests, it gives an alternative formulation of effectuses.

We start with a few basic properties of Tot(C).

Lemma 4.1.1. Let C be an effectus. The category Tot(C) inherits all coproducts
that exist in C. In particular, Tot(C) has all finite coproducts.

Proof. Let []; A; be a coproduct in C. Since the coprojections r;: [[; A; — A; are
total, the coproduct diagram lies in Tot(C). Let (f;: A; — B); be a family of total
morphisms. Then the cotuple [f;];: [; A; — B satisfies

lo[fjljornj=1L1ofj =14, =10k

for all j. Thus 1o [f;]; =1, i.e. the cotuple [f;]; is total. The mediating map [f;]; is
unique in C and hence in Tot(C), so []; 4; is a coproduct in Tot(C). |
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Lemma 4.1.2. Let C be an effectus. The unit object I of C is final in Tot(C).

Proof. For each object A, the truth map 1: A — [ is a unique total map of this
type. |

The following observation relates any ‘partial’ morphisms to total ones.
Lemma 4.1.3. In an effectus C, there is the following bijective correspondence:

a morphism f: A — B

a total morphism g: A — B+ 1

given by g = (f,(Lf)*) and f =>10g.
Proof. First note that for any f: A — B,

(£ ) =riof@rao(1f)*

is defined and total by Lemma since 1 = 1f @ (1f)t =10 f@1o(1f)*.
We check that the correspondence between f and g is bijective. It is clear that
>1 0 {f,(1f)1) = f. For the other way,

(>109,(lo>i0g)t) =r10o>109@hrro(lo>iog)t
=KroP>10gWKooOD>20g
Here we used (Lo o g)l = [>5 o g, which holds because

l=1g=1o(kjo>109@kgo>20g)
=lop>jog@ljo>gog
=lop>jog@>0g.

We have shown the desired bijective correspondence. |

By Lemmas and Tot(C) has finite coproducts and the final object I.
We introduce a few definitions for such categories.

Definition 4.1.4. Let B be a category with finite coproducts (0,+) and a final
object 1.

(i) The lift monad on B is a monad defined by A — A + 1. It maps a morphism
f:A— Btof+1: A+ 1 — B+ 1. The unit and multiplication are given
respectively by the following morphisms.

Ki: A—A+1 [idat1,k2]: (A+1)+1—A+1

(ii) We denote by Par(B) the Kleisli category of the lift monad on B. We call
morphisms in Par(B) partial maps and write them as f: A - B. Explicitly,
Par(B) has the same objects as B. Morphisms f: A <« B in Par(B) are
morphisms f: A — B+ 1 in B. The identities in Par(B) are the unit x1: A —
A+ 1 of the monad. Composition is defined and denoted by ge f = [g, ka0 f
for f: A Band g: B - C.
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Now we can rephrase Lemma as follows.

Proposition 4.1.5. For any effectus C, the bijective correspondence of Lemma |4.1.3
defines an isomorphism of categories C = Par(Tot(C)). The map is identity on objects.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that the mapping Par(Tot(C)) — C given by
g:A—> B+ — >1og: A—> B

is functorial.

(Identity) The identity in Par(Tot(C)) is the coprojection k1: A — A+ 1 in Tot(C)
(and C). Then indeed, >1 0 k1 =ida.

(Composition) Let f: A <= B and g: B -» C be morphisms in Par(Tot(C)), i.e.
total morphisms f: A — B+ 1 and g: B — C + I. Then

>1o(ge f)=m>10[g Koo f
=[>10og,>10ko]0 f
=[>109,011]0 f
[>109,>10900r8]0 f
=p>1ogolidp,0rplof
=(>10g)o(>10f). u

The proposition says that the ‘partial map’ construction Par(Tot(C)) recovers the
effectus C from its ‘total’ part Tot(C). In particular, any effectus appears as the
category Par(B) of partial maps for some B.

Then the following question arises: can we characterize or axiomatize the categories
Tot(C) of total morphisms for effectuses C, in the way that from such categories B
we can obtain effectuses Par(B)? To answer this question, below we define effectuses
in total form. They have the name ‘effectus’ since they turn out to be equivalent, in a
suitable categorical sense, to the effectuses defined in Definition To distinguish
the two notions of effectuses, an effectus in the sense of Definition is also called
an effectus in partial form.

Definition 4.1.6. An effectus in total form is a category with finite coproducts
(4+,0) and a final object 1 satisfying the following three conditions.

(T1) Diagrams of the form on the left below are pullbacks.

A+ B A4 D A", A4 B
rral (1) [ |y e
C+B > C+D C—— C+D

(T2) Diagrams of the form on the right above are pullbacks.

(T3) The two morphisms below are jointly monic.

Ki1,R2,Kk2

[ ]
1+1+1 —/——=<1+1

[k2,k1,K2]
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The pullback of mentions only the first projections k1. Nevertheless, similar
pullbacks for k5 can be obtained from via symmetry of coproducts A+ B =~ B+ A

as follows.
K2

T
B—— B+A-—>A+B

%_‘ Lﬁf lerg
D-"sD+C-—=5C+D
T~

K2

We will refer to pullbacks of this form also by
In the remainder of this section, we prove that effectuses in total form are equivalent
to effectuses in partial form in the following sense.

1. For any effectus in partial form C, we prove that Tot(C) is an effectus in total
form. Moreover Par(Tot(C)) = C. (Theorem [4.1.11] and Proposition [4.1.5)

2. For any effectus in total form B, we prove that Par(B) is an effectus in partial
form. Moreover Tot(Par(B)) = B. (Theorem [4.1.24))

These two also show that effectuses in total form are exactly the class of the categories
that appear as Tot(C), for some effectus in partial form C.

Remark 4.1.7. Be warned that the definition of an effectus (in total form) used
in [150] is strictly stronger than Definition An example that separates the two
definitions is the category of convex sets (over [0,1]), which is an effectus in total
form in our sense, but not in the sense of [150|. The definition used in this thesis
agrees with the definitions used in the other publications (e.g. [36}, 40} 140, (144, [248|
256]). We note that if C is an effectus in our sense (in partial form) such that each
hom-PCM C(4, B) is cancellative (see §[2.3.1)), then Tot(C) is an effectus in the sense
of |150]. It is an open question whether the converse holds.

4.1.1 From partial to total form

Let C be an effectus in partial form. Recall from Lemmas and that the
category Tot(C) inherits coproducts form C and has the final object 1 = I.

Lemma 4.1.8 (Condition |(T1)). For any total morphisms f: A — C and g: B — D,
the following diagram is a pullback in Tot(C).

A+B 9% 44 p
f+id f+id

C+B % c4+D

Proof. Assume that total morphisms h and k are given as in the diagram, making the
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outer diagram commute.

S .

A+B -9 A4 p
f+id f+id
id+g
C+B——C+D

The morphism h can be decomposed as h = ((hy, ha)) for hy = >y 0h: E — C and
hy =g oh: C' — B. Similarly k = (k1, ko)) with k; = >; o k. Then

(ide +g) o h = (ide +g) o (ha, ha)) = (1,9 0 ha))

(f +idp) ok = (f +1idp) o (k1 ko)) = (f o k1, ka)) -
We obtain {h1,g o ha)) = (f o k1, k2)), and hence hy = f o k; and g o hy = ko. Note

that
1Coh1:1Cofok1:lek1.

Since 1h; @ 1hy = 1lg we have 1k; @ 1hy = 1lg, so we may define the tuple
{k1,h2): C — A+ B that is total. We claim that ((ki,hg)) is a desired mediat-
ing map, i.e. the ‘dashed’ map in the diagram above. Indeed it makes the diagram
commutes, since

(f +idp) o (k1, ha)) = (f © k1, ha)) = (ha, ha)) = h

and similarly (id4 + g) o {(k1, h2)) = k. To see the uniqueness, let i: E — A+ B be
such that (f +idg) ol =h and (ida + g) ol = k. Then

>rol=p>jo(idsa+g)ol=D>10k=Fk
\>2C>l:l>20(f—|-idB)Ol:I>20]’L=h27
so that [ = {k1, ha). [ ]

Lemma 4.1.9 (Condition |(T2)). For any total morphism f: A — B, the following
diagram is a pullback in Tot(C).

Proof. Assume that total morphisms h and k are given as in the diagram, with the
outer diagram commutative.




84 Chapter 4. Total Morphisms in Effectuses

Let k& be decomposed as k = k1, k2)) for k; = >; o k. Then

(f+9)ok=(f+g)o (ki ko) = (foki,goka)
kioh=kK10h@keo0gp = {(h,0ED)) .

By assumption (f o k1,90 k2)) = {h,0gp) and hence fok; = h and go ke = Opp.
But then

lpoky=1pogoky=0p,

so that ks = O0gp. We thus obtain
k= (ki,ko) =r10k1 @ra00zy =kK10k;.

Together with f o k; = h, we have shown that k; is a mediating map for the pullback.
The mediating map is unique: if [: £ — A satisfies k1 ol = k, then ky = >10k =
>rokro0l=1. |

Lemma 4.1.10 (Condition |(T3)). In the category Tot(C), the following maps are
jointly monic.
[F1,k2,k2]

I+1+] ————<I+1

[52)51752]

Proof. Assume that p,q: A — I + I+ I in Tot(C) satisfies

(K1, K2, ko] 0 p = [K1, K2, k2] 0 ¢ (4.1)

[@Mﬁ»@] op= [52751752] °q

We decompose p and ¢ as p = {(p1,p2,p3)) and ¢ = {q1, g2, ¢3)). Since p and ¢ are total
we have

P1OP2OP3s=14=q1 Qg2Qgs.
Note that equation (4.1)) amounts to

K10p1 Q@ ka0opa@kaops =K10q1 QK20q2 D K2043.

By composing the partial projection >1: I + 1 — I, we obtain p; = ¢;. By a similar
reasoning for equation (4.2]), we obtain ps = ¢2. Then we have
)t = (1 @)t

p3 = (p1 @ p2 =gqs,

concluding that p = q. ]

Theorem 4.1.11. For any effectus in partial form C, the subcategory Tot(C) of total
morphisms is an effectus in total form.

Proof. By Lemmas [4.1.1] [4.1.2] 4.1.8] [4.1.9|and [4.1.10} |
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4.1.2 From total to partial form
Let B be an effectus in total form. Let us start with a property of coproducts in B.

Lemma 4.1.12. Any coproduct A+ B in B is disjoint. This means that the coproduct
satisfies the following two conditions.

(i) The coprojections 1: A — A+ B and k2: B — A+ B are monic.
(ii) The following diagram is a pullback.
S |

i J»

B-"23 A+B

In other words, the intersection of the coprojections is the initial object.

Proof. The outer diagram below is a pullback, via a pullback on the left.

idJ{J J{id-&-i
A"y A+ B—— A+B
\/

K1

This implies (in fact, is equivalent to saying) that x;: A — A + B is monic. Similarly
the second projection is monic. Point also follows via a pullback |('T2)

0= 50+B =33

[i:d]

il_‘ li+id lﬁz
ALy A+ B=——= A+B
\/
K1 .

Recall from Definition that Par(B) is the Kleisli category of the lift monad
(=) + 1 on B. We introduce some notations.

Definition 4.1.13. As Par(B) is the Kleisli category, there is an identity-on-objects
functor B — Par(B) that sends

ALB o AL BBy

We denote this functor by «(—». Explicitly, <A> := A and <f> = Ky o f. By the
functoriality, g o f» = <g» e <f». The identities in Par(B) are <ida> = k1: A — A+ 1.
When no confusion is likely to arise, we simply write id4 for the identities in Par(B).

Lemma 4.1.14. The functor «(—>: B — Par(B) is faithful.
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Therefore the functor (—> embeds B into Par(B), so that B may be seen as a
subcategory of Par(B).

Proof. The mapping f — «f» = ky o f is injective since the coprojections k1 are monic

by Lemma [ |
The following is a general fact that holds for any Kleisli category.

Lemma 4.1.15. The functor «<—>: B — Par(B) preserves all coproducts that exist in
B. In particular, Par(B) has all finite coproducts, since so does B.

Proof. Straightforward. |

The coprojections A; - [[; A; in Par(B) are thus given by (k;» = k1 o k;, where
kit A; = [, A; is the coprojection in B. When the context is clear, we simply write
kit A; o [, A; for the coprojections in Par(B).

Lemma 4.1.16. The category Par(B) has zero morphisms 04p: A < B given by

A512,B4+1 inB
Proof. For any f: A - B and g: C < D in Par(B),

Oppe f=(k2olp)ef
= [k olp, ko]0 f
=Rool[lp,idy] o f
=koolpyiof
=#kools (=0ap)
=[g,k2]0ka0la
=go(kgoly)=goe0ac. |

Lemma 4.1.17. For any morphisms f: A — C and g: B — D in B, the following
diagrams are pullbacks in Par(B).

A+B Y% 44D A+B -5 A
<f>¢idj£/ ffw}id <f>¢~id}/ fﬁ
C+BY% o4p C+B %50

Proof. Note that the first diagram is a pullback in Par(B) if and only if the following
diagram is a pullback in B.

(A4 B)+1 1979 4 4 py 41
[<f><»id,f<,2]J/ J{[<f>«}id,m2]
(C+B)+1 M) (o pyy1



4.1. Effectuses in total form 87

This diagram can be recognized as a pullback of via the associativity of coproducts,
as below.

[id4<g>,k2]

B41) et 4 pia

(A+B)+1 — A+( ) =+ (A+D)+1
|
[<f>¢id,n2]l f+idl lf«kid l[(fw#id,rw]

o

(C+B)+1 =0+ B+1) Yo (pr1) 2 (C+D)+1

[id4-<g>,k2]

Similarly, the second diagram is a pullback in Par(B) if and only if the diagram on
the left below is a pullback in B.

(A+B)+1 522 449 A+(B+1) 25 A4+1

_
[<f><>id,nz]l lhfmz] f+idl ierid
C+B)+15 oy C+(B+1) 2 041

Up to the associativity isomorphism, the left-hand diagram is the same as a pullback
on the right. [ ]

We use the following general lemma on jointly monic morphisms.

Lemma 4.1.18. In a category, suppose that we have the following commutative
diagram. (Bullets o denote arbitrary objects.)

b
d
_9,

?

R

=
e<— o
.%..(7.

If each of the four pairs (a,c), (b,d), (f,h),(g,%) is jointly monic, then the composites
boa and h o c are jointly monic too. In particular, bo a and h o ¢ are jointly monic
whenever the three inner squares are pullbacks and the pair (g,1) is jointly monic.

Proof. In the proof we write simply gf for composite g o f. Let k and [ be parallel
morphisms such that
bak = bal and hck = hel .

Let m = da = fc. Then
gmk = gdak = ebak = ebal = gdal = gml

and similarly imk = iml. By the joint monicity of g and i, we obtain mk = ml. Since
we have bak = bal and dak = dal, by the joint monicity of b and d we obtain ak = al.
Similarly, by the joint monicity of f and h we obtain ck = ¢l. We conclude that k =1
by the joint monicity of a and c. |
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Lemma 4.1.19. Partial projections are jointly monic in Par(B).
Proof. Consider the following diagram in Par(B).

>1

/_X

AL B Jdgl 401 B 4

| ]
il*}id }/l«}id 1

bobl+ B 98t 141 By

B

B—3—1

It is commutative, and moreover, the three inner squares are pullbacks by Lemmal4.1.17}
since 1 = <I». Therefore by Lemmal4.1.18] it suffices to prove that the partial projections
>1,>9: 14+ 1 -0 10on 141 are jointly monic. They are jointly monic in Par(B) if and
only if the maps

[[>1,I€2}, [|>27I{2]2 (1 + 1) +1—=>14+1

are jointly monic in B. The latter holds since >; = [k1, k2] and >2 = [ke, k1] in B,
and the maps
(K1, K2, Kal, [ke, k1, ko] : 1+ 1+1 =141

are jointly monic by the condition [ |
Proposition 4.1.20. The category Par(B) is a finPAC.

Proof. We have shown that the category Par(B) has finite coproducts and a zero object,
and that partial projections are jointly monic, in Lemmas |4.1.15} 4.1.16|and [4.1.19]
By applying Theorem [3.8.5] it suffices to prove that the following square is a pullback
in Par(B).

(A+A) +AYEY 444

>1$ $I>1 (4.3)

A+A—YX 4

Here we write V' : A+ A - A for the codiagonal in Par(B), in order to distinguish
it from the codiagonal V4 in B. Since the identity in Par(B) is the coprojection
k1: A— A+ 1, we have

V'y = [k1, k1] = k1 0 [ida,ida] =K1 0 V4 =«Va>.

Thus by Lemma the square (4.3)) is a pullback. [ |

To prove that the category Par(B) is an effectus in partial form, we need to choose
a unit object in Par(B). There is a canonical choice —namely, the final object 1 in
B. Then the set of predicates on A will be Par(B)(A,1) = B(A,1+ 1). We define
truth predicates 14: A < 1 by 14 := <!4> = k1 o!l4. Moreover, there is an obvious
‘negation’ of predicates, via the swap isomorphism: for p: A — 1 4 1, we define

pro= (A1 gy,
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This satisfies:
(Pt =p 15=04 04 =14

where the falsity predicate is given by 04 :== 041 = ko 0! 4.
Before proving that these structures indeed define effect algebras, we show a lemma
that identifies the total morphisms in Par(B).

Lemma 4.1.21. For any partial map f: A < B, we have lg e f =14 if and only if
there exists g: A — B in B such that f = «g».

Proof. The ‘if” part is easy: if f = «g> then
lpef=pre«p=ddgpogp=dp=14.
Conversely, assume 1 o f = 1,4, that is,
kiola=1ly=1ge f=(p+idy)o f.

We then use a pullback |(T2)}, as below,

B -5 B+1

IJ - lmd

1 ——— 1+1

and obtain g: A — B with f = k1 0 g = ¢g», as desired. |

The following result that B(A,1 + 1) forms an effect algebra is due to Jacobs [140]
Proposition 4.4]. For the sake of completeness we include the proof.

Proposition 4.1.22. For each A € B, the hom-PCM Par(B)(A,1) =B(A,1+1) s
an effect algebra, Its top element is

—(A51514+1) B,
and the orthosupplement of p: A — 1+ 1 is given by

[r2,k1]

=A514+1251+1)

Proof. Let p: A < 1 be a predicate. Note that the following diagram in B commutes.

1
mz,m]

1+1<— 1+1 +1—>1+1
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Thus p and p* are compatible via po k1 = «p>: A < 1 4+ 1. The sum satisfies:
p@pt=«Vpem =«Viop=dp=1,,
as desired. To show that the p is a unique map with p @ p~ = 14, let us assume that

q: A - 1 satisfies p @ g = 14. This means that there is a map b: A <> 1+ 1 such that
the following diagrams in Par(B) commute.

A A
/”/fb\q\ %\1\
Lepm 1l = d Il = !

Since <V1» = <!l141> = 1141 in the diagram on the right, by Lemma [4.1.21] there exists
c: A— 1+ 1in B such that b = <¢». Then

p=Dje<cy=D>10c=c
g=Dge<c) =D>g0c= ke, Ki]0cC,
showing that ¢ = [kg, k1] o p = pt. To see that Par(B)(A, 1) is an effect algebra, it

only remains to prove that 14 1 p implies p = 04. So assume that we have a map
b: A - 1+1suchthat 14 =>jeband p=r>30b. We use a pullback|(T2)|as follows,

ey .

'“l - lm

A+ +1 2514+ (1+1) 141

[>1,k2]

where a: (1 4+ 1)+ 1 — 1+ (14 1) is the associativity isomorphism. Therefore
b=alokjoly=k10k10!l4 =<k o!lx,and hence

p=Dge<kiolyy =D>gokioly =kyoly=0y4. |

Lemma 4.1.23. Let B be an effectus in total form. Let f,g: A - B be morphisms
in Par(B).

(i) 1o f =04 implies f =04p.

(ii) 1o f L 1geog implies f L g.
Proof.

(i) Assume 1pe f =04. Then

KZQO!A:OA:].B@f:(!B—i-idl)of’
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so we can use a pullback [(T2)|

1243 B+1

i
id llﬂd

1T>1—|—1

Thus f = 045 by definition of zero morphisms in Par(B) (see Lemma 4.1.16)).

(ii) Assume 1g e f | 1g e g. Then the two morphisms are compatible, i.e. there
is a morphism b: A < 1+ 1 such that > 0b=1ge f and >og0ob=1geg.
Since 1 = «!p», we can use a pullback on the right in Lemma [4.1.17] obtaining
¢: A - B+1 asin the diagram:

(4.4)

This c satisfies:
1B @g:[>2©b:[>2©(1B-¢‘—id1)@C:|>2@C

we obtain d: A < B+ B, using a similar pullback (that exists via symmetry)
as in the diagram:

N

B+B -5 B (4.5)

-
id{»l}/ 1

B+1 %251

It follows that f and g are compatible via this d, as

pred=p>1e(ids1l)ed=p>rec=f
Doed=g

by the commutativity of diagrams (4.4) and (4.5)). |

Theorem 4.1.24. The category Par(B), with 1 as a unit object, is an effectus in
partial form. Moreover we have an isomorphism of categories B = Tot(Par(B)), which
is obtained by restricting codomain of the functor «<—): B — Par(B).

Proof. The first claim follows by Propositions [4.1.20| and [4.1.22] and Lemma
The second claim follows by Lemmas [£.1.14] and [.1.21] |
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4.2 Categorical equivalence of effectuses in partial
and total form

Recall that in the previous section we have proven effectuses in partial and total form
are equivalent in the following sense.

1. For any effectus in partial form C, we prove that Tot(C) is an effectus in total
form. Moreover Par(Tot(C)) = C. (Theorem [4.1.11] and Proposition [4.1.5)

2. For any effectus in total form B, we prove that Par(B) is an effectus in partial
form. Moreover Tot(Par(B)) = B. (Theorem [4.1.24))

Note that the word ‘equivalent’ here is used in an informal sense, rather than a
mathematically rigorous sense. We can make it rigorous by using the categorical
language —namely as a equivalence of 2-categories.

We first define 2-categories of effectuses. In this thesis, by 2-categories we mean
strict 2-categories.

Definition 4.2.1. The 2-category Ef of effectuses in partial form is defined as follows.

o An object (0-cell) is an effectus in partial form (C,I).

e A morphism (1-cell) of type (C,Ic) — (D, Ip) is a functor F': C — D that
preserves finite coproducts, together with an isomorphism w: Ip — Flg in D
such that F14 =wuwo1lp4 for each A € C.

o A 2-cell of type (F,u) = (G,v): (C,Ic) = (D, Ip) is a natural transformation
a: F' = G such that ay. ou = v.

The 2-category Eft of effectuses in total form is defined as follows.
e An object is an effectus in total form B.

e A morphism F': A — B is a functor that preserves finite coproducts and the
final object.

e A 2-cell @: F = @G is a natural transformation.
It is straightforward to check that Ef and Eft are indeed 2-categories, in a similar

manner to the 2-category of categories.

The definition of Ef is slightly complicated, compared to Eft. So we first give some
equivalent conditions for morphisms and 2-cells in Ef. Note that a morphism in Ef
involves an extra structure u: In — Fl¢, similarly to the structure of a (strong)
monoidal functor. It turns out that the structure u is uniquely determined, and thus
being a morphism of Ef can be considered as a property of a functor.

Lemma 4.2.2. Let F: C — D be a finite-coproduct-preserving functor between
effectuses in partial form.

(i) Ifu: In — Flc is an isomorphism, then u=' = 1p;.: Flc — Ip.

(ii) Let u: In — Flg be an isomorphism. The following are equivalent.

(a) The pair (F,u) is a morphism in Ef.
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(b) Fla: FA — Flg is total for each A € C.
(¢) F preserves total morphisms.

Therefore, an isomorphism Flc = Ip is unique if exists. The morphisms (C, Ic) —
(D, Ip) in Ef are identified with finite-coproduct-preserving functors F: C — D
satisfying Flc = In and either (hence both) of conditions @ and .

Proof.

(i) The map u~': FIc — Ip is an isomorphism and hence total by Lemma
Then u~! = lrig, since 1pr: Flc — Ip is the unique total map of this type.

(ii) By one has F1y =uolpy if and only if 1pj, 0 Flg = 1py, ie. Fly is
total. Hence @ = @ Assume and let f: A — B be a total morphism
in C. Then

1FBOFf: 1F[OFlBOFf: 1FIOF(1BOf) = 1FIOF(1A) - 1FA
and hence F'f is total. We are done since == @is trivial. |

Therefore we will simply say that F': C — D is a morphism in Ef, leaving u implicit.
We can then characterize 2-cells in Ef too.

We also note that for functors between FinPACs, preservation of finite coproducts
can be characterized via the PCM structure. This is analogous to a well-known result
for biproduct categories, see Lemma [7.1.30

Lemma 4.2.3. Let F': C — D be a functor between finPACs. Then F' preserves finite
coproducts if and only if both of the following hold.
(i) F is enriched over PCMs, i.e. for each A,B € C, the map F: C(A,B) —
D(FA, FB) is a PCM morphism.
(ii) F preserves compatibility of two morphisms: if f: A— B and g: A — C are
compatible, so are F'f and Fg.

Proof. 1t is easy to see that F' preserves the initial object if and only if F' preserves
zero morphisms. Now assume that F' preserves finite coproducts (so F' preserves zero
morphisms). Let f: A — B and g: A — C be compatible morphisms in C. Then F'f
and Fg are compatible via

(Ff,Fg) = (Fa YD B+ o) FB+ FC),

where the isomorphism is the inverse of [Fk1, Fro]. If B = C, we have F(f @ g) =
Ff @ Fg since the following diagram commutes.

FATYY by B

Ffm l

FB+FB—>FB

Conversely, assume that I satisfies the latter two conditions. Let A, B € C. Since
>1: A+ B — A and >o: A+ B — B are compatible, so are Fr>; and Fr>o by
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assumption. We claim that the tuple (F't>1, F>2)) is the inverse of [Fky, Fika]: FA+
FB — F(A + B). Indeed, we have

idpayp) = Fidats
= F(k1 01 @K o>2)
=Fr10Fr>1 Q Fryo F>g F' is enriched over PCMs
= [Fk1, Frol o (Fr>1,Fr>3) .

We also have (F>1, F>3) o [Fk1, Fke] = idpayrp since
>; 0 (Fr>1, F>2) o [Fki, Fka] o kK = > 0 K
for each j, k € {1, 2}. [ |

Lemma 4.2.4. Let F,G: C — D be morphisms in Ef, and a: F' = G a natural
transformation. The following are equivalent.
(i) «ais a 2-cell in Ef.
(ii) For each A € C the component as: FA — GA is total in D.
(iii) The component ajs: Flc — Glg is total in D.

Proof. The equivalence |(i)| <= follows from Lemma [4.2.2(i)l It is trivial that
= Assume [(ii1)}, i.e. that aj.: FIc — Gl is total. Then for each A € C,

lexoaa=1lgic0oGlaoay G1, is total
=lgrgoagoFly naturality of «
=1lpig 0o Fly o is total
=1pa F1, is total.

Hence holds. |

The goal of this section is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2.5. The mappings C — Tot(C) and B — Par(B) extend to 2-functors
Tot: Ef — Eft and Par: Eft — Ef respectively. Moreover, they form a 2-equivalence
of 2-categories Ef ~ Eft.

Lemma 4.2.6. The mapping C — Tot(C) extends to a 2-functor Tot: Ef — Eft.

Proof. Let F: C — D be a morphism in Ef. We define Tot(F): Tot(C) — Tot(D)
simply to be the restriction of the functor F. The restriction is well-defined: for any
total morphism f: A — Bin C, F'f: FA — FB is total, since

1FBOFf:1FIOFlBOFf:1FIOF1A:lFA

using the fact that F14 and Flg are total in D. The functor Tot(F') preserves finite
coproducts, since so does F'. It preserves the final object since Flc = Ip. Hence
Tot(F) is a morphism in Eft.
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For a 2-cell a: F = G in Ef, similarly we define Tot(«): Tot(F) = Tot(G) simply
by Tot(a)a := as. This works since Tot(F)A = F'A, and each component a4 is total,
so it sits in Tot(D). It is clear that Tot(a), is natural in A. Thus Tot(«) is a 2-cell
in Eft.

To say that Tot is a 2-functor means that the following equations hold.

(1) Tot(G o F) = Tot(G) o Tot(F') and Tot(idc) = idret(c)-
(2) Tot(yoa) = Tot(y) o Tot(a) and Tot(idr) = idrey(r).
(3) Tot(G o ) = Tot(G) o Tot(«) and Tot(S o F') = Tot(B) o Tot(F).
All the conditions are straightforward to check. |

‘We need more work for the other direction. We start with a definition of morphisms
vrpa: F(A+1) - FA+1 that ‘distributes’ [141} §5.2] the lift monads.

Definition 4.2.7. Let F': A — B be a morphism in Eft. For each A € A, the
mediating map below exists and is an isomorphism, since F' preserves the final object
and finite coproducts.

FA—2 3y FA4+1+2 1

1
I~ [}
Fh:l \L_ J/_

We denote the inverse of the isomorphism by ¢p a: F(A+1) - FA+ 1, or simply
by ¢4 when the context is clear. By definition it satisfies the following equations.

pra o Fry =k (4.6)
prA0Fry =roo!lp (4.7)

We need a few commutative diagrams involving the maps ¢ 4.
Lemma 4.2.8. Let F,H: A — B, and G: B — C be morphisms in Eft. The

‘distributive law’” maps ¢ defined above satisfies the following properties.

(i) For each morphism f: A — B+ 1 in A, the following diagram commutes.

F(A+1) 225 FA+1

f’fiz]l J{[‘PBOFf;'W]

F(B+1) 225 FB+1

(ii) For each natural transformation a: F = H and each A € A, the following

diagram commutes.
PF,A

F(A+1) 224 FA4+1

01A+1J/ J/OLA +id

$H,A

H(A+1) 2224 HA+1
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(iii) For each A € A, the following diagram commutes.

GF(A+1)
GWF’AJ/ PGF,A

G(FA+1) — GFA+1

PG, FA

Proof. Note that the diagram below is a coproduct

FAI pA+1) £ Fr

since F preserves finite coproducts. Thus we prove pp o F[f, k2] = [pp o Ff, k2] 0 va
by the following reasoning.

oo F[f, ko]0 Fry =ppoFf
= [pp o Ff, ko] 0 k1

=[ppo Ff ko|opao Fry by
¢ o F[f, k2] o Fra = pp o Fry
= Koolpg by
= [ppo Ff ko] orgolp
= [ppo Ff ko] opao Fry by
Similarly we prove (a4 +id) o pp a4 = ©g 4 © a1 by:
(s +1id) o pp a0 Fr1 = (aa +id) o kg by
=FKio0aQyu
=pg,a0Gr1oag by
=a,A00a41 0 Fry naturality of «
(s +1id) o pp a0 Frg = (ag +id) o ka0 lpq by
=koolp

=#rgolgroa
= @g,a0Gry 0 by (4.7)
= pa,A00a410 Fro naturality of a.

We use the coproduct GF'A GFm, GF(A+1) &EF% G F1 and show ©GFAO

Gor.a = var,a by:

wa,ra° GopaoGFKry = pg,rao Gk by for I
= K1 by for G
= @gr,a°0GFKy by for GF

0a,Fra©GopaoGFry = pa raoGraoGlp by for I
=hpolg oGl by for G
= k2 0lar

= 9gr,a o GFra by (&.7) for GF. ]
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Lemma 4.2.9. The mapping B — Par(B) extends to a 2-functor Par: Eft — Ef.
Proof. For a morphism F': A — B in Eft, we define Par(F): Par(A) — Par(B) by
Par(F)A := F A and

Par(F)(A L B+1) = (FA L F(B+1) 2% FB+1).

Note that Par(F) is a ‘lifting’ of F' in the sense that the following diagram commutes.

Par(A) " par(B)

Indeed, for f: A— Bin A,
Par(F)<h> = Par(F)(k1oh) = pgo Fky o Fh =10 Fh =<Fh.

In particular, Par(F') preserves the identities in Par(A) as Par(F)<ids» = «Fida» =
<idpar. For f: A~ B and g: B < C in Par(A),

Par(F)(ge f) = pc o Flg, k2] o F'f
=[pc o Fg,ka]oppoFf by Lemma [4.2.8(i)
= Par(F)g e Par(F)f,

showing that Par(F) is a functor. It preserves finite coproducts since Par(F') is a lifting
of F', and Par(A) inherits finite coproducts from A. We have Par(F)1 = F'1 = 1 since
F preserves the final object, and Par(F") preserves total morphisms as it is a lifting of
F. Therefore Par(F) is a morphism in Ef.

Let a: F = H: A — B be a 2-cell in Eft. We define Par(a): Par(F) =
Par(H): Par(A) — Par(B) by Par(a)a = <aa>: Par(F)A — Par(H)A. We prove
that Par(«) is natural: for f: A - B in Par(A),

Par(ap) e Par(F)f = <«ap>e (ppao Ff)
= (ap+idi)opppo Ff

=pupoapyioFf by Lemma
=@ poHfoau naturality of a

= Par(H)f o «an>

=Par(H)f o Par(ay) .

Since each component of Par(«) is total, it is a 2-cell in Ef.
We are going to verify that Par is a 2-functor. Let F': A — B and G: B — C be
morphisms in Eft. Then

Par(GF)f = SOGF,B o GFf
=¢a,rpoGorpoGFf by Lemma [4.2.8(iii)

= Par(G)(ppp o Ff)
= Par(G)Par(F)f.
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For an identity functor ida: A — A, we have Par(ida)f = @iqa,4 o f. It is easy to
see that wiqs,4 = iday1, so that Par(ida) = idpar(a). The rest of the verification of
2-functoriality is straightforward. |

Theorem 4.2.10. The 2-functors Par: Eft — Ef and Tot: Ef — Eft form a 2-
equivalence of 2-categories Eft ~ Ef. In other words, there are 2-natural isomorphisms
idgg = Tot o Par and idgs = Par o Tot.

Proof. Let ®g: B — Tot(Par(B)) be the isomorphism of categories in Theorem [1.1.24]
given by PgA = A and g f = «f>. It preserves finite coproducts and the final object,
so that ®g is a morphism in Eft. Let F': A — B be a morphism in Eft. Because
Par(F) is a lifting of F, and Tot(Par(F')) is a restriction of Par(F'), the following
diagram commutes.

A r B

ea | ~|en

Tot(Par(A)) D ot (Par(B))

Let a: F' = G be a 2-cell in Eft. Then
(Tot(Par(«))®a)a = (Tot(Par(a)))e,a = (Par(a))a = «av g = Ppag = (Ppa)a,

so that Tot(Par(«a))®a = Ppa. Hence @ defines a 2-natural isomorphism idgg =
Tot o Par.

Next let Ue: Par(Tot(C)) — C be the isomorphism of categories in Proposi-
tion defined by ¢ A = A and Y f = > 0 f. It preserves finite coproducts, the
unit object I, and total morphisms. Hence ¥ is a morphism in Ef. Let F': C — D
be an arrow in Ef. Note that the diagram below commutes,

F(A+Ic)
WTot(F),AJ/ e (4.8)

since (using the coproduct F'A Glm, F(A+I¢g) LEr Flg)

D>1 0 PTot(F),A © F'k1 = >10 k1 by (4.6)
=idra
= Fidy
= F>qi0FKy

D>1 0 Prot(F),A © Fho =>10k20 1R by (4.7)
=0Fr1g,FA
= F0j5,a

= F>q10Fky.
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Here FO75,4 = Op1o,Fa because F' preserves the zero object and hence zero morphisms.
Then for f: A - B in Par(Tot(C)),

UpPar(Tot(F))f = >1 0 rot(r),B © Ff

=F>10Ff by (4.8)
=F(>10f)
:F\I/Cfv

and hence ¥pPar(Tot(F)) = F¥c. Let a: F = G be a 2-cell in Ef. Then

(IpPar(Tot(a)))a = UpPar(Tot(a)) a
=[D>1 0y
=y
= QucA
= (a¥c)a,

so that ¥pPar(Tot(a)) = a¥e. Therefore ¥ defines a 2-natural isomorphism Par o
Tot = idgs. [ |

4.2.1 State-and-effect triangles revisited

Now we have the definitions of 2-categories Ef and Eft of effectuses in partial and
total form, and the equivalence Ef ~ Eft between them. Now we can describe
state-and-effect triangles (Section in a slightly better way, as diagrams in the
2-categories.

Lemma 4.2.11. Let C be an effectus in partial form. Then both predicate and substate
functors Pred: C — S-EModZ® and St<: C — S°°>~-WMod. are morphisms in Ef.

Proof. We already know that both functors preserve finite coproducts, see Propos-
itions |3.4.13| and [3.5.11} Moreover both functors preserve (strictly) the unit object
since

S =C(I,I) = Pred(I) = St(I) .

By verifying that Pred(14) = 1pyeq(a) and St<(1a) = 1g;. (a), we conclude that they
are morphisms in Ef. (Alternatively, we know that both functors preserve total
morphisms, so we can apply Lemma ) |

Lemma 4.2.12. For any effect monoid M, the adjunction

Hom(—,M)
M-EMod% 3 M°P-WMod.
Hom(—,M)

from Proposition is an adjunction in the 2-category Ef.
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Proof. The two functors Hom(—, M) are respectively the substate and predicate
functors of the effectuses M-EMod2” and M°P-WMod.. Therefore by Lemma
both functors are morphisms in Ef. Thus it suffices to prove that the unit and counit
of the adjunction are 2-cells in Ef. By Lemma it is equivalent to saying
that each component of the unit and counit is total. The latter is the case by

Proposition [3.7.4] [ |

Corollary 4.2.13. For each effectus in partial form C, the state-and-effect triangle
below, from Corollary sits in the 2-category Ef of effectuses in partial form.

St<
S-EMod?® 7 T . T 8°®WMod.

Pred (49)
C(—,I) =Pred Ste=C(I,—

Specifically, the categories, functors, and adjunction are objects, morphisms, and an
adjunction in the 2-category Ef, respectively. |

Corollary 4.2.14. The 2-functor Tot: Ef — Eft sends the state-and-effect tri-
angle (4.9) in Ef to the following one in Eft.

St<
o /\)
S-EMod®? S°P-WMod

P';ek Pred / (4.10)

Tot(C)

Since Tot: Ef — Eft is a part of the 2-equivalence, the two triangles (4.9) and (4.10)
are related in the 2-equivalence Ef ~ Eft. [ |

Note that we can also start with an effectus in total form B. Then we define the
predicate functor Pred: B — S-EMod®® by Pred(X) = Par(B)(X,1) = B(X,1 +
1), and the substate functor St<: B — S°°>~-WMod by St.(X) = Par(B)(1,X) =
B(1, X + 1), with scalars S = Par(B)(1,1) = B(1,14 1). Then we have the state-and-
effect triangle on the left below, which is sent by Par: Eft — Ef to the one on the
right, up to isomorphism.

St St<
S-EMod™ _ T  §"-WMod & EMod? ;. T  §°-WMod.

Prcd Pred
Pred Pred

Par(B)

(Here it is ‘up to isomorphism’ since the functor Par(Pred): Par(B) — Par(S-EMod°?)
is not equal but isomorphic to Pred: Par(B) — S-EMod2".)

In general, the equivalence Ef ~ Eft tells us that whether we start with an effectus
in partial form or in total form, we get ‘equivalent’ results. It is thus a matter of
choice to start with which one. On the one hand, the partial form is more convenient
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to work with, because we have the partially additive structure and we can avoid
distractions in dealing with the lift monad. On the other hand, definitions are
sometimes simpler in the total form; for example, compare the definitions of effectuses

(Definitions and see also Proposition [3.8.6)), and the definitions of the
1)

2-categories (Definition

4.3 Division effect monoids

Effect monoids with division operation t\s— called division effect monoids—are a
convenient and well-behaved class of effect monoids. In the next section we will prove
several additional results on convex sets over M, assuming that M is a division effect
monoid. They also naturally arise from effectuses with the normalization property,
see Section In this section we briefly study division effect monoids.

Definition 4.3.1. An effect monoid M it said to admit division if for all s,t € M
with s < ¢t and t # 0, there exists a unique ¢ such that ¢ - ¢ = s. The ¢ is called
the quotient and denoted by t\s. An effect monoid that admits division is called a
division effect monoid.

Since an effect monoid M may be noncommutative, M admitting division may
differ from M°P admitting division. In the latter case, one has ‘right’ quotients s/t
satisfying (s/t) -t = s in M. When M°P admits division, we call M a right-division
effect monoid.

The prime example of an division effect monoid is the unit interval [0, 1]. We note
that the two-element effect monoid {0, 1} also admits division in a trivial way.

Lemma 4.3.2. Let M be a division effect monoid. For r,s,t,u € M with r < s,
t-s<wu,s#0 andu#0, one has (u\ts) - (s\r) = u\tr. Setting t = 1, we have
(u\s) - (s\r) = u\r for all r < s <u with s # 0.

Proof. By u- (u\ts) - (s\r)=t-s-(s\r)=t-r. [ |
Lemma 4.3.3. A division effect monoid has no nontrivial zero divisors: if r-s =0,

thenr =0 or s =0.

Proof. We prove that r- s =0 and r # 0 imply s = 0. Note that the quotient r\rs
exists under the assumption. Then by r-s=0=1r-0 we have s = r\rs = 0. [

For an effect module E over an effect monoid M and for a € E, let
lla)={beE|b<a}

be the (principal) downset. Then |(a) is an effect module over M with the top a,
where the sum b @ c is defined iff b @ ¢ is defined in E and b @ ¢ < a. In particular, for
an effect monoid M and for t € M, the downset |(t) is an effect module over M°P,
since M itself is an effect module over M°P via s-r=1r"s.

Lemma 4.3.4. Let M be a division effect monoid. For each nonzerot € M, the
‘multiplication by t’ map t - (—): M — L(t) is a unital M°P-module isomorphism, with
the inverse t\(—): [(t) = M.
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Proof. Tt is easy to verify that (=) -¢: M — J(¢) is a unital module map. Moreover,
M admitting division implies that ¢ - (=): M — [(t) is bijective. To prove the claim,
therefore, it suffices to show that the map reflects the summability, namely that
t-rlt-sandt-r@t-s<timply r L s. If r =0, the condition is trivially satisfied.
Assume r # 0. Then ¢ - r is nonzero by Lemma Note that t-st =tSt-s>t-r
and hence ¢ - s* is nonzero as well. Using Lemma we have

r=t\tr=(t\(t-s1)) ((t-sT)\tr) = st ((t-sH)\tr) < st,
that is, r L s. [}

Corollary 4.3.5. Let M be a division effect monoid. For any nonzero t € M the
following hold.

(i) t\0 = 0.

(ii) t\t=1.
(iii) t\(r @ s) =t\r @ t\s for allr,s € M such that r @ s <t
(iv) t\(r-s) = (t\r)-s for allr,s € M such thatr-s <t.

Proof. Because t\(—): }(t) — M is a unital M°P-module map. [ |

Note that both {0,1} and {0} are division effect monoids, in a trivial way. In fact,
these are the only examples of finite division effect monoids.

Corollary 4.3.6. If a division effect monoid M is finite, then M = {0,1} or M = {0}.

Proof. Assume, towards a contradiction, that ¢ € M is an element that is neither 0 or
1. By Lemma we have M = |(t). But this is not possible if M is finite, since the
cardinalities of M and | (¢) are different. Thus M = {0,1} or M = {0}. [ |

One might wonder how many division effect monoids exist, other than obvious
examples such as [0, 1], {0,1}, and {0}. Below we will show that a partially ordered
division ring induces a division effect monoid under certain mild conditions. Based on
this result, we give examples of noncommutative division effect monoids. From this
it follows that there are examples of effectuses whose scalars form noncommutative
division effect monoids, since M-EModZ’ and M-WMod. are effectuses for any
effect monoid M.

Recall that a division ring is a ring R such that for each nonzero element a € R
there is a ‘multiplicative inverse’ a~! satisfying a™!-a =1 =a-a~!. (For each a
a multiplicative inverse a~! is unique.) A partially ordered division ring is a
division ring that is at the same time a partially ordered ring. A partially ordered
division ring is said to be division-closed if a > 0 implies = > 0.

Lemma 4.3.7. Let R be a division-closed partially ordered division ring with 0 < 1.
Then the unit interval [0,1]r is a division effect monoid. (It is also a right-division
effect monotid.)
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Proof. Tt is straightforward to see that the unit interval [0, 1] of a partially ordered
ring with 0 < 1 is an effect monoid. To prove that [0,1]r admits division, let
s,t € [0,1]g be such that s <t and ¢ # 0. We claim t\s =¢~1 - s. Since t7 > 0 we
have

0=0-s<tt.s<tl.t=1,

so that t71.s € [0,1]g. Clearly t- (t71-5s) = s. If ¢ € [0,1] satisfies t - ¢ = s,
then ¢ =t !-t.-q =115, so that the quotient is unique. (Similarly one proves
sft=s-t71) [ |

Lemma 4.3.8. Any totally ordered division ring R satisfies the assumption of
Lemma [£.377 Thus [0,1]g is division effect monoid.

Proof. 1f 1 < 0, then 1 <0< 1-1 =1, a contradiction. Since R is totally ordered,
0 < 1 holds. To see that R is division-closed, let a € R satisfy a > 0. If ! < 0, then
1=a-a ' <0, which contradicts 0 < 1. Since a~* # 0, we have a~! > 0. |

Example 4.3.9. We can now give examples of noncommutative division effect monoids,
using the ‘skew Laurent series ring’ construction of totally ordered division ring. We
here sketch the construction and refer to [184] for more details. Let R be a ring. A
formal Laurent series in an indeterminate x over R is a formal expression of the form
Diez a;x* where a; € R for each i € Z such that a; = 0 for all but finitely many
negative indices i < 0. We fix an automorphism ¢ on R. Then formal Laurent series in
x over R form a ring, denoted by R((x;0)), with the obvious addition and the ‘skewed’

multiplication:
(Z aixi) . <Z bjx]) = Z a;o'(b;)z' 7
i€ JEZ ijEZ

This means that a € R and the indeterminate x commute as za = o(a)z via the
automorphism o. It can be shown that if R is a totally ordered division ring and o is
an order-preserving automorphism, then R((x;0)) is a totally ordered division ring too
[184] Proposition 18.5]. (Concrete examples of R and o can be found in [184], see the
paragraphs after Corollary 18.6.) The positive cone of R((x;0)) is given by:

{0}u {g a;z’

By Lemma m the unit interval [0, 1] (4,0 is a division effect monoid. Explicitly,
[07 1]R((m;o')) is:

{O} U {i aixi
=0

U {1 + i aixi
i=n

n €7, (a;):2, in R, and a,, > O} .

(a;)2oin Rand 0 < ag < 1}

n € Z with n > 0, (a;)2

i=n

in R, and a, <O}.
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If the automorphism o is nontrivial, then [0, 1] g(z;,) is noncommutative. To see this,
let @ € R be such that @ > 0 and o(a) # a. Then both 1 —z and 1 — ax are in the
unit interval [0, 1] (0, but

(1—az)-1—-2z)=1-(a+ 1z + az?

(1—2)-(1—azx)=1-(a+ 1z +o(a)z?.

Hence (1 —az)- (1 —z) # (1 —2z) - (1 — ax).

4.4 From convex sets to weight modules
In Section [3.6| we defined a functor B: M-WMod — M-Conv by taking the bases:
B(X)={zeX||z]=1}.

In this section we give a construction in the other direction M-Conv — M-WMod,
under the assumption that M is a division effect monoid.

We use the ‘lifting’ construction for convex sets from [150, Definition 3], with a
generalization of the scalars [0, 1] to an arbitrary division effect monoid.

Definition 4.4.1. Let K be a convex set over a division effect monoid M. We define
the lifting £(K) of K to be the quotient

LK) = (M x K)/~,

where ~ is the equivalence relation generated by (0,z) ~ (0,y) for z,y € K. We write
(0, x) for the equivalence class consisting of (0, ). We may describe L£(K) concretely
as:

L(K) = ((M\{0}) x K) &{(0,%)}.

We equip £(K) with the structure of a weight module as follows. For (r,z) € L(K)
we define the weight by |(r, )| = r. This means that summability is defined as follows:

(rz) L (s,y) < |(r,x)] L(s,y)| <= r Ls.
We define the sum by

(&, [t\rfx) + t\sly)]) if ¢ #0

(r’@@(s’y):{(o,*) ift=0,

where ¢ := r @ s. Note that t\r @ t\s = 1 whenever ¢t # 0. The zero in L(K) is (0, %),
and the scalar multiplication is defined by s- (r,z) = (s - r, ).

In [150] the lifting £(K) is shown to be a convex set. Here we prove that L(K)
in fact forms a weight module. This then implies that £(K) is a convex set by

Proposition [3.6.9]

Lemma 4.4.2. The lifting L(K) is a weight module over M.
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Proof. We first show that £(K) is a PCM. Commutativity (r, z)@(s,y) = (s,y)@(r, z)
and zero law (r,z) @ (0,%) = (r,x) are easy. To see associativity, assume that
(ryz) L (s,y) and (r,2) @ (s,y) L (¢, 2). Then (s,y) L (¢,2) and (r,z) L (s,y) @ (¢, 2)
since the summability is determined by the associated scalars. We need to show that:

((r2) © (s,9) © (8, 2) = (r,2) @ ((s,9) @ (£, 2)) - (4.11)

If at least one of r, s,t is zero, this follows from the zero law. So assume all of them
are nonzero. Let u=rQ@sandv=uQ@t=r@s@t. Then

((r2) © (s,9)) © (£, 2) = (u, [u\r|z) +u\sly)]) © (2,1)
= (v, [o\u|[u\rlz) + w\sly)]) +v\t]2)]) -
By the axioms of convex sets,
[o\ul[w\r|z) +u\s[y)]) + v\t|2)]
= [(\w) - (u\r)[z) + (v\u) - (u\s)y) + v\t[2)]
= [o\rfz) + v\sly) + v\t|2)] -
Hence
((r,z) © (s,9)) © (£, 2) = (v, [v\r|z) + v\sly) + v\t[2)]) . (4.12)
Similarly one has
(r,z) @ ((s,9) @ (t, 2)) = (v, [v\r|z) + v\sly) + v\t|2)]),
proving the identity .
Next we show that £L(K) is a partial module over M. Clearly ¢ - (0,*) = (0, %), and

t-((r,z) © (s,9))

t- (u, [u\r|z) + u\s|y)]) where u :=r @ s
(tu, [u\r|z) + v\s|y)])

(tu, [tu\tr|z) + tu\ts|y)])
(
t-

tr,x) @ (ts,y) since tu = tr @ ts

(rz) @t-(s,y).
We also have 0 - (r,z) = (0, *), and

(s@t)-(r,z)=((s©1) r2)

= (sr @ tr, ac)

= (u, [1|=)]) where u = sr @ tr

= (u, [u\sr|z) @ u\tr|z)])

= (sr,2) @ (tr, x)

=s-(rz)Qt-(r,z).

Hence the scalar multiplication £(K) x M — L(K) is a PCM bimorphism. We can
easily verify that 1. (r,z) = (r,z) and (s-t) - (r,x) = s- (t- (r,x)), showing that L(K)
is a partial module.

Essentially by construction, the weight |(r,z)| = r satisfies the axioms of weight
modules. Thus £(K) is a weighed partial module over M. |
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In the proof we obtained the identity (4.12) about three summable elements in
L(K). This can be generalized to n-ary sum.

Lemma 4.4.3. Let (r1,21),...,(Tn, Tn) be summable elements in L(K). Then

W, (i) = (& [ t\rilas)])  where t =), -

This holds also for t = 0 if the right-hand side is interpreted as (0,*). In particular, if

), ri =1, we have
@, (rixi) = (L [ rilei)]) -

Proof. By induction on n. |

Lemma 4.4.4. The map nix: K — B(L(K)) defined by nk(x) = (1,z) is an iso-
morphism of convex sets.

Proof. Clearly ng is a bijection, with the inverse B(L(K)) — K given by the second
projection. By abstract nonsense (see [227, Lemma 5.6.1]), the forgetful functor

M-Conv = K¢(Dys) — Set

reflects isomorphisms. Hence it suffices to prove that 7x is affine. Let ), rifx;) €
Dy (K) be a formal convex sum. Then

ni ([22; rilza)]) = (L [22; rilza)])
= @ Ti, :L‘i by Lemma @
= @ ri - (1,2;)
= @Z i M (i) -

The last expression is the convex sum [», 7|0k (x;))] in B(L(K)). Thus ng is
affine. [

Proposition 4.4.5. The mapping K — L(K), with the unit ng : K — B(L(K)) from
Lemma forms a left adjoint to the functor B: M-WMod — M-Conv,

Proof. Let X € M-WMod, and f: K — B(X) be a morphism in M-Conv. We
define a map f: L(K) — X by f(r,z) = r- f(z). Then f is a weight-preserving
module map. For example, it preserves the sum as follows.

F((r,2) © (s,2)) = f(t, [t\r|z) + t\s[y)]) where t =1 © s
= t- f([t\r]z) + t\s[y)])
= t-[t\r|f(z)) + t\s[f(y))]
=t ((t\r) - f(2) @ (t\s) - f(y))
(- (E\r) - f(z) © (- (E\s)) - f(y)
r-flz) @s- fy)
= f(r,z) © f(s,y)
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It makes the following diagram in M-Conv commute.

B(L(K)) 22 B(x)

i / (4.13)

K

Indeed,

(B(f) o nr)(@) = B(f)(nx (x)) = B(f)(1,2) = f(Lx) =1 f(z) = f(z).

The map f is unique with this property. If g: £(K) — X makes the diagram (4.13)
commute, then

g(r,z) = g(r-(L,z)) =7-g(Lx) =7 gk (x)) = - f(x) = f(r,z). u
We thus have an adjunction:

B

M-WMod __ T ~ M-Conv (4.14)
L

In particular, the assignment K — L(K) extends to a functor £: M-Conv —
M-WDMod. Explicitly, for an affine map f: K — L between convex sets, the map
L(f): LK) —= L(L) in M-WMod is given by

L) (rx) =r- (1, f(x)) = (r, f(2)) - (4.15)

Moreover, by Lemma [£.4.4] the unit 7 of the adjunction is an isomorphism. We obtain
the following result.

Proposition 4.4.6. The adjunction (4.14)) is a coreflection (see Definition . In
particular, the left adjoint functor L: M-Conv — M-WDMod is full and faithful. W

Thus the category M-Conv may be seen, up to equivalence, as a coreflective
subcategory of M-WMod. Any convex set can be identified with the base B(X) of
some weight module X.

Next we aim to restrict the adjunction to an equivalence. Note that the
counit ex: L(B(X)) — X of is given by ex (r,z) = r - . By Proposition
we only need to characterize weight modules X such that ex: £(B(X)) — X is an
isomorphism.

Definition 4.4.7. We say that a weight module X satisfies the normalization
property if for each nonzero x € X, there is a unique y € B(X) with z = |z| - .

Lemma 4.4.8. For a weight module X, the component of the counit ex: L(B(X)) —
X is an isomorphism if and only if X satisfies the normalization property.
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Proof. Since the counit € x is weight-preserving, x L y if and only if e x (z) L ex(y), i.e.
ex reflects summability. From this it follows that €x is an isomorphism in M-WMod
if and only if ex is a bijection. The latter means that for each z € X, there is a unique
(r,y) € L(B(X)) such that r -y = x. Since || = |r-y| = r, when z # 0 it follows
that there is a unique y € Y with |z| - y = x. Conversely, suppose that X satisfies the
normalization property. Let € X be arbitrary. Define a function k: X — £(B(X))
by k(0) = (0, *) and k(x) = (|z|,T) for nonzero x € X, where T is the unique element
satisfying « = |x| - T. Then k is the inverse of ex. [

We denote the full subcategories consisting of weight modules with the normalization
property as follows.

M-WModn — M-WMod M-WModn. — M-WDMod.

Corollary 4.4.9. For any division effect monoid M, the adjunction M-WMod =
M-Conv restricts to an adjoint equivalence:

B
—_—
M-WNModn M;/ M-Conv [ |

Proof. By Lemma objects X € M-WModn are precisely X € M-WMod
such that ex: £L(B(X)) — X is an isomorphism. Thus we obtain the equivalence by

Proposition 2.1.8| |

The following useful result is an adaptation of the result of Tull about normalization
in an effectus, see Proposition [£.5.4

Proposition 4.4.10. Any weight module over [0, 1] satisfies the normalization property.
As a consequence, [0,1]-WMod = [0,1-WModn ~ [0, 1]-Conv.

As is clear from the proof below, the proposition also holds for suitably well-behaved
effect monoids, such as the unit interval [0, 1]g of rational numbers.

Proof. Let X be a weight module over [0,1]. Let z € X be a nonzero element. Note
that we can always find a natural number n and r € [0, 1] such that @?:1 r- x| = 1.

For instance, take n = [1/[z[] and r = 1/(n|z]). Then @}_, r - [z| = Qj_,|r - | is
defined in [0, 1], so that @]_, 7z € X is defined X. We claim that Q}_, 7 -z is a
normalization of . Indeed, @?:1 r-x € B(X) since

n n
@r-x‘z@r-m:l,
j=1 j=1

and moreover,
o - (@r-7) = Qlal - 7) 2= (@rJel) - w=1-2=2c.
j=1 j=1 =1

The normalization is unique: if x = |z| - y for y € B(X), then

n

v=(Q@r-lel) v = Qr-(al-1) = Qr-s. .

j=1 j=1
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Lemma 4.4.11. Let M be a division effect monoid. Let X be a weight module over
M, with the normalization property. For x,y € X andr € M, ifr -z =r -y and
r#0, then x = y.

Proof. Under the given condition, it follows that z = 0 <= y = 0, via Lemma
Hence we assume that x # 0 and y # 0. Let

s=lr-z|=1r-y|.

Then r - || = s =7 - |y|, so that |z| = r\s = |y|. There are 7,7, z € B(X) such that
T = |l’| ‘T, Y= |y‘ -y, and

Now

(s-|2) -7 =s-(jz] - 7)
.:L’:S.y
s~ (lyl-9)
=(s-lyh)-y="(s-1z])-7.

Il
VA

Since (s-|z|)-ZT = (s-|z|) - ¥ is nonzero, T = 7 by the uniqueness of the base condition.
Therefore x = |z| - T = |y| - J=vy. [ |
Lemma 4.4.12. If M is a division effect monoid, the subcategory M-WModn< —

M-WMod. is closed under binary coproducts: X +Y € M-WDModn< for each
X,Y € M-WModn..

Proof. Let X, Y € M-WModn.. Recall that the binary coproduct in M-WMod. is
given by:
X+Y ={(z,y) e X xY | [z] L |y[}
with |(x,y)| = |z| @ |y|. Suppose that (z,y) € X +Y is nonzero, i.e. x # 0 or y # 0.
By symmetry we may assume x # 0. Let T € X be the unique element with z = |z|- T
Case 1: y =0. The element (Z,0) € X + Y satisfies (Z,0) € B(X +Y) and (z,0) =
Case 2: y #0. Let 5 € X be the unique element with y = |y| - 7. Let r = |(z,y)| =
|z| @ |y|. Then we have

((r\[z]) -2, (r\]y[) - ) € B(X +Y)

and

(@,y) = [(z,9)] - ((\|2]) - 7, (r\[y]) - 7) -

We proved the existence part of normalization. To see the uniqueness, suppose that

|(I7y)‘ : (I/ay/) = (I7y) = |("E7y)‘ ’ (I//7y//)

for («/,y), (2",y") € B(X +Y). We have |(z,y)| -2’ = x = |(z,y)| - 2. Since
|(x,y)| is nonzero, by Lemma [4.4.11| we obtain 2’ = 2”. Similarly y" = y”, so that
(:L,/,y/): (:L,//’y//). .
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Note that we assume that M is a division effect monoid. in Lemma [£.4.12] It turns
out that division is necessary.

Lemma 4.4.13. Let M be an effect monoid, and let M + M be a coproduct in
M-WDMod.. If M + M satisfies the normalization property, then M admits division.

Proof. Let s,t € M be such that s < ¢ and ¢ # 0. Then (s,t©s) € M + M, and hence
there is a unique (q1,¢2) € B(M + M) such that |(s,t © s)| - (q1,¢2) = (s,t © s). Note
that

(s.tos)=lsloltos=sotos) =t.

that is, t- g1 = s and t - ¢ = t © s. Thus a quotient ¢; = t\s exists. To prove that the
quotient is unique, assume that ¢} satisfies t - ¢; = s. Then we have

t-(¢)t=tet q)=tes,

so that [(s,t © s)| - (¢1. (q1)") = (s,t © s), with (g, (¢1)") € B(M + M). By the
uniqueness of normalization, (¢f, (¢})*) = (q1, g2), hence ¢} = q1. [ |

Therefore the subcategory M-WModn. — M-WDMod. is closed under binary
coproducts if and only if M admits division.

Theorem 4.4.14. If M is a division effect monoid, the category M-WModn< is an
effectus in partial form.

Proof. The category M-WModnc is a full subcategory of the effectus M-WModx.
Clearly 1 = {0} and M are in M-WDModng, i.e. they satisfy the normalization prop-
erty, and the subcategory is closed under binary coproducts. Therefore M-WModn<
is an effectus by Corollary |

Corollary 4.4.15. If M is a division effect monoid, the category M-Conv is an
effectus in total form.

Proof. The total subcategory M-WModn = Tot(M-WDModn.) of the effectus
M-WModn. is an effectus in total form (Theorem . By Corollary
the category M-Conv is equivalent to M-WModn, and hence an effectus in total
form too. |

In fact, the lifting construction £(K') was introduced in [150] in order to obtain a
concrete description of finite coproducts in M-Conv. It is now obtained as a corollary.

Corollary 4.4.16. Let M be a division effect monoid. The coproduct of a finite
family (K;); in M-Conv can be obtained as follows.

Hj K; = B(Hjﬁ(fg-)) = {(%‘)j € Hj L(K;) ’ R 1}

Proof. Note that we have the equivalence M-WModn ~ M-Conv by Corollary [4.4.9]
and that the subcategories M-WModn — M-WModn. — M-WDMod. are closed
under finite coproducts, see Lemma [ |
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In particular, we have the following result, which explains the term ‘lifting” Note
that the final object in M-Conv is the singleton 1.

Corollary 4.4.17. Let M be a division effect monoid, and K € M-Conv. Then the
coproduct of K and the final object 1 in M-Conv is the lifting L(K), seen as a convex

set by Proposition [3.6.9]
Proof. Because £(1) = M, by Corollary 4.4.16| we have

K4+1={(e,r) € L(K)x M ||z|@r =1} = L(K). n

Hence partial maps in the effectus M-Conv are affine maps f: K — £(L). Since
M-WModn = Tot(M-WModn.), we have equivalences

Par(M-Conv) ~ Par(Tot(M-WModn.)) = M-WModn. .
Thus we have the ‘Kleisli’ adjunction
M-Conv = Par(M-Conv) ~ M-WModn.

between convex sets and weight modules with weight-decreasing maps, which induces
the lift monad on M-Conv. For a later reference, we note that this adjunction can be
explicitly described as follows.

Lemma 4.4.18. There is an adjunction:

L2 ()41
M-Conv @ M-WDModn.
forget

Proof. Tt is straightforward to see that for each X € M-WModn., any affine
map f: K — X extends uniquely to a morphism f: £(K) — X in M-WModn.
by f(r,z) = r- f(x). This means that £ is left adjoint to the forgetful functor
M-WModn. — M-Conv. |

We note that morphisms in M-WModn< are merely module maps, so the forgetful
functor M-WModn. — M-PMod is full and faithful. This is parallel with the fact
that any module map between effect modules is subunital.

Proposition 4.4.19. A module map f: X — Y between weight modules is weight-
decreasing if X satisfies the normalization property.

Proof. Let x € X be fixed. By normalization there is z € B(X) with « = |z|-Z. Then
[f (@) =[] - [f(2)] < |]. u

We end the section with some remarks.

Remark 4.4.20. Bas Westerbaan proved that M-Conv is an effectus in total form
under the assumption that the effect monoid M is a so-called effect divisoid, which
is a weaker assumption than being a division effect monoid; see [256]. It is an open
question whether M-Conv is an effectus in total form for arbitrary effect monoids
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M. In the general case, the singleton convex set 1 is still a final object in M-Conv.
Since M-Conv = EM(D,,) is the Eilenberg-Moore category of a monad on Set,
the category M-Conv also has coproducts as a consequence of a general result [20]
Theorem 4.3.5]. However, the verification of the axioms of effectus is not easy, because
for a general effect monoid M, we do not have a simple representation of coproducts
in M-Conv like in Corollary [£.4.16]

Remark 4.4.21. In this thesis, a convex set K over an effect monoid M is by
definition an Eilenberg-Moore algebra [—]: Dy (K) — K for the distribution monad
Dy over M. There is an alternative, more traditional definition of a convex set K

via an M-indexed family of binary operations, i.e. (—;—, —): M X K x K — K. The
supposed interpretation of the operation is a binary convex sum: (r;x,y) =r- z4rty.
The operation (—; —, —) is required to satisfy the following conditions:

(a) (riz,y) = (r'y.2).

(b) (0;z,y) =y.

(¢) (r;z,x) = .

(d) <r; x, (s; vy, z>> = <t; (t\r; z,y), z> whenever t =r @ rt - s # 0.
Since the last condition involves division, the effect monoid M is required to admit
division. This style of definition of convex sets over M = [0, 1] can be found in e.g. [106]
108, [134]. (The axiomatization of convex sets goes back to Stone [244], which uses a
slightly different formulation where scalars are given by an ordered division ring.)

Let M be a division effect monoid. Temporarily, let us mean by a binary convex
set over M a set K with an operation (—;—, —): M x K x K — K satisfying the
four requirements above. In [134] Theorem 4] it is shown that binary convex sets
over [0, 1] are the same as convex sets over [0, 1], i.e. Eilenberg-Moore algebras for the
distribution monad D. In fact, this holds generally for division effect monoids M. If
K is a convex set, then it is straightforward to verify that K is a binary convex set
via (r;z,y) = [r|z) + 7*|y)]. The other direction is more laborious since it involves
defining a Djs-algebra structure Dy (K) — K. In [134, Theorem 4] this is done by
induction. We here sketch an alternative proof via weight modules. Given a binary
convex set K, define the lifting £(K) of K and its weight module structure in the
same way as Definition [4.4.1] except that the sum is given by:

(r@s,{((r@s)\r;z,y)) ifr@s#0

(r,z)@(s,y){(oa*) ifros=0,

Then one can verify that £(K) is a weight module satisfying B(L(K)) = K. Since
B(L(K)) is a convex set, K is also equipped with the structure of a convex set.

4.5 Effectuses with the normalization property

In general, the weight modules St<(A) of substates in an effectus do not satisfy the
normalization property in the sense of Definition Normalization is a convenient
and also fairly reasonable condition to assume. In this section we study such effectuses
with the normalization property.
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Definition 4.5.1. An effectus C is said to satisfy the normalization property if for
each object A € C, the weight module St<(A) of substates satisfies the normalization
property. Explicitly, C satisfies the normalization property iff for each substate w: I —
A with w # 0, there exists a unique state w: I — A such that w = |w| - W =wo low,
see the diagram below:
1
|

A ¥

— > A
Iz
I

We say that an effectus in total form B satisfies the normalization property if Par(B)
satisfies the condition above.

The normalization property implies that the scalars admit division.

Proposition 4.5.2. If an effectus C satisfies the normalization property, then the
scalars 8 = C(I,1) admit right-division, that is, S°P is a division effect monoid.

Proof. Since the functor St<: C — S°P~-WMod< preserves finite coproducts (Pro-
position 3.5.11)), we have St<(I + I) = St<(I) 4+ St<(I) = S°P + S° in S°°>~-WMod..
By assumption, St<(I + I) satisfies the normalization property, and hence so does
S + §°P. Then S°P admits division by Lemma [4.4.13 |

Example 4.5.3. There are effectuses that do not satisfy the normalization property.
For example, the product categories Set x Set and K¢(D) x K{(D) are effectuses by
Proposition but either of them does not satisfy the normalization property.
Indeed, their scalars are respectively {0,1} x {0,1} and [0, 1] x [0, 1], which are not
division effect monoids. By Proposition they cannot satisfy the normalization

property.
The following useful result was originally shown by Tull (private communication).
Proposition 4.5.4. Any real effectus satisfies the normalization property.

Proof. Immediate from Proposition [4.4.10) |

Next we describe state-and-effect triangles over effectuses with the normalization
property.

Proposition 4.5.5. Let C be an effectus with the normalization property. Then
the substate functor St<: C — S°P~-WMod< restricts to St<: C — S°°>~-WModn..
Moreover the latter is a morphism of effectuses in partial form.

Proof. By definition, the functor restricts to St<: C — S°°~-WModn.. By Pro-
position the effect monoid S°P admits division, and thus S°°>~-WModn, is an
effectus by Theorem[£.4.174] The restriction St<: C — S°°>~-WModn. is a morphism of
effectuses since S°P~-WModn. inherits the effectus structure from S°>~-WMod<. B

Lemma 4.5.6. Let M be an effect monoid. The effectus M-EModZ satisfies the
normalization property if and only if M is a right-division effect monoid.
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Proof. The ‘only if’ part follows by Proposition since
S = M-EMod2*(M, M) = M,

see Proposition [3.4.11] Conversely, assume that M is a right-division effect monoid.
A substate on E in M-EModZ2 is a (subunital) M-module map w: E — M. Note
that w = 0 if and only if w(1) = 0. Suppose that w # 0. Then we define a state
w: E— M by ©(a) = w(a)/w(1). By Corollary we can verify that @ is indeed a
unital module map. Then we have

(lwf - @)(a) = w(a) - |w| = (wla)/w(1)) - w(1) = w(a),

hence |w| - @ = w. (Note that the states form an M°P-module, so the scalars act from
right.) To check the uniqueness, let w’ be a state such that |w|-w’ = w. For each
a € E, we have w'(a) - w(1l) = w(a), so that w'(a) = w(a)/w(l) = @(a). Therefore
W =w. [ ]

Lemma 4.5.7. Let M be a division effect monoid. Then the effectus M-WModn<
satisfies the normalization property.

Proof. By Proposition [3.5.10} for each X € M-WModn. the substates St<(X) are
isomorphic to X as weight modules. Since X satisfies the normalization property, so
does St<(X). [ |

Proposition 4.5.8. Let M be a right-division effect monoid. Then the adjunction
M-EMod2’ = M°-WMod. from Proposition restricts to an adjunction
M-EMod2’ = M°*-WModn..

Proof. Since M°P-WModn. — M°P-WMod. is a full subcategory, it suffices to show
that the functor St.: M-EMod2¥ — M°P-WMod. restricts to St<: M-EMod2?" —
M°P-WModn.. Indeed, this is the case by Lemma [£.5.6] [ |

Corollary 4.5.9. Let C be an effectus with the normalization property. Then we have
the following state-and-effect triangle, which sits in the 2-category Ef of effectuses.

St
S-EMod? T  S§°°-WModn.

P —
Pred (416)
Pred St<
C

We note that the triangle is filled by the two ‘validity’ natural transformations as in

Proposition [3.7-3]
Applying the 2-functor Tot: Ef — Eft to the diagram , we get the following
diagram in Eft.
Ste
S-EMod” T 8 WModn

Pred
Pred St<

Tot(C)
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Via the equivalence S°°>~-WModn ~ §°P-Conv that commutes with the substate and
state functors as below,

Tot(C) —%5 M-WModn

\ i

M-Conv

(see Corollaries and [4.4.9) we obtain the following result.
Corollary 4.5.10. The functor Tot: Ef — Eft sends the triangle (4.16) to the

following one in Eft, up to equivalence.

St
o m
S-EMod®? S°P-Conv

P’k Pred / (4.17)

Tot(C)

The two triangles (4.16]) and (4.17)) are related in the 2-equivalence Ef ~ Eft. [ |

Thus, if C is an effectus with the normalization property, the state functor
St: Tot(C) — S°P-Conv

is a morphism of an effectus, and in particular, preserves binary coproducts. In fact,
the converse is true if we assume that the scalars admit division.

Proposition 4.5.11. Let C be an effectus such that the scalars S = C(I,I) admit
right-division, that is, S°P is a division effect monoid. Then the following are equivalent.
(i) C satisfies the normalization property.

(ii) The state functor St: Tot(C) — S°P-Conv is a morphism of effectuses in total
form.

(iii) The state functor St: Tot(C) — S°P-Conv preserves binary coproducts.
Proof. = is shown by the discussions above, and |(ii)| = |(iii)| is trivial. We

will prove =

Assume that St: Tot(C) — S°P-Conv preserves binary coproducts. Let A € C.
Then there exist canonical isomorphisms:

L(St(A)) 2 St(A) + 1 =2 St(A) +St(I) 2 St(A+ 1) = St (A)

where the first isomorphism exists by Corollary and the last one by Lemmal4.1.3
Let a:: L(St(A)) — St<(A) be the isomorphism, which is affine. It is not hard to see
that « satisfies a(1,w) = w and a(0,*) = 0. Then

a(r,w) =a(r(l,w) ® 7“L(O7 %))
=7 a(l,w) @rt - a0, *)
=r-w@rt-0

=7 -w.
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Since St(A) = B(St<(A4)), the map « equals the component £: L£(B(St<(4))) — St<(A)
of the counit of the adjunction S°*~-WMod = S°P-Conv. By Lemma St<(A)
satisfies the normalization property. |

A
A

In particular, we obtain the following result about an effectus in total form.

Corollary 4.5.12. Let B be an effectus in total form such that the scalars S =
B(1,1+ 1) admit right-division. Then B satisfies the normalization property if and
only if the state functor St = B(1,—): B — S°P-Conv is a morphism of effectuses in
total form. [ |



Chapter 5

Logical Structures in Effectuses

In this chapter we study effectuses from a logical point of view, systematically using
the language of indexed categories/posets and fibrations, a standard tool in categorical
logic [133}, (163, {174, |189, |190, 221]. Specifically, for each effectus C we construct a
suitable category Pred,(C) of predicates p € Pred(A). It carries a ‘forgetful’ functor
Pred,(C) — C, forming a fibration. The notions of kernel and image in an effectus
can be then introduced as certain universal (i.e. cartesian/opcartesian) liftings along
the fibration Pred,(C) — C. We also introduce the notions of comprehension {p| A}
and quotient A/p for a predicates p on an object A in an effectus. They are nicely
captured categorically as right adjoint to truth and left adjoint to falsity, forming a
chain of adjunctions:

quotient — falsity - fibration 4 truth - comprehension

Our leading examples, Pfn, K/(D<), and WstarZ?’, all admit comprehension and
quotients, hence the chains of adjunctions.

After we establish these notions, in Section we study sharp predicates — which
capture projections among predicates/effects in the effectus Wstar2” — using images
and comprehension. We show under a mild assumption that sharp predicates form
orthomodular lattices. Additionally, we show that sharp predicates yields a bifibration,
and that the subcategory of an effectus determined by sharp morphisms forms an
effectus again.

Finally in Section we make a comparison to Janelidze and Weighill’s theory of
non-abelian algebras, where a similar chain of adjunctions appears.

5.1 Fibrational setup

In this section we review basics of fibrations, and describe fibrations of predicates
in an effectus. Then we look at the fibrations of predicates in our main examples of
effectuses.

5.1.1 The Grothendieck construction and fibrations

In Chapter [3] we saw that for each effectus C there is a predicate functor Pred: C°P —
S-EMod.. Since every effect algebra/module is partially ordered, the predicate
functor is an instance of an indexed poset, that is, a contravariant poset-valued
functor ®: C°P? — Poset. Here Poset denotes the category of posets and monotone
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functions. Indexed posets can be seen as models of predicate logic in a very general
sense [133] |221]: the category C interprets types and terms, and the functor ® assigns
to each object/type A € C a poset ® A of predicates on A, and to each morphism/term
f: A — B a substitution map ®f: ®B — ®A. In the context of program semantics —
here morphisms in C are thought of as programs — the reindexing maps ®f: ®B — ®A
may be seen as weakest precondition operators.

The following is a version of the so-called Grothendieck construction applied to
indexed posets (rather than more general indexed categories).

Definition 5.1.1 (Grothendieck construction). Let ®: C°? — Poset be a functor
(indexed poset). We define a category |, o @ as follows.

o Objects are pairs (A,a) of A € C and a € PA.
o Morphisms (A4,a) — (B,b) are f: A — B in C satisfying a < ®f(b).
There is an obvious forgetful functor ¢: [, ® — C, given by ¢(4,a) = A.

The construction pieces the posets A together into one category |, c ©. Intuitively,
if one sees f as programs and thus reindexing ®f: ®B — ® A as weakest precondition
operators, then one may think of the morphisms f: (4,a) — (B,b) in fC ® as Hoare
triples {a} f {b} —if predicate a holds before the execution of program f, then b holds
afterwards. The resulting functor ¢: |, o ® — C has a structure of so-called fibrations,
which we briefly recall below:

Definition 5.1.2. With respect to a given functor ¢: E — C, we use the following
notation and terminology.

(i) We say that an object X € E is above A € C if X = A, and a morphism
h: X - Y in E is above f: A — B in C if ph = f.

(ii) For an object A € C, the fibre E 4 over A is the subcategory E 4 C E consisting
of objects above A and morphisms above id4. In short: E4 = ¢~ 1(A).

(iii) Let f: A — B be a morphism in C and Y € Eg be an object above B. A
cartesian lifting of f to Y (along ) is a morphism /: X — Y above f (hence
©X = A) such that for any k: Z — Y in E and ¢g: ¢pZ — A in C satisfying
wk = f og, there exists a unique map m: Z — X in E above g such that
k =1 om. Pictorially:
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Definition 5.1.3. A fibration is a functor ¢: E — C such that for every f: A — B
in C and Y € Ep, there exists a cartesian lifting of f to Y. A poset fibration is a
fibration such that every fibre E 4 is a poset.

)

Cartesian liftings are unique up to isomorphism in general, and unique ‘on the nose
for a poset fibration. We write f(Y): f*(Y) — Y for the cartesian lifting of f: A — B
to Y. A fundamental result about fibrations is that they are equivalent to indexed
categories, via the Grothendieck construction. The following is a version of the result
for poset fibrations.

Proposition 5.1.4.

(i) Let ®: C°P — Poset be an indexed poset. The functor P: fC ® — C given
by the Grothendieck construction is a poset fibration. The cartesian lifting
of f A— B in C to (B,y) € [o® is given by f*(B,y) = (A, ®f(y)) and

f(By) = f.

(ii) Let p: E — C be a poset fibration. For each f: A — B in C, the mapping
Y — f*(Y) defines a monotone map f*: Eg — E 4. The assignments A — Ey4
and f — f* yield an indexed poset C°P — Poset.

The two constructions between poset fibrations and functors C°P — Poset are inverse
of each other in a suitable sense.

Proof. Tt is straightforward to verify and For the precise meaning of ‘inverse of
each other in a suitable sense’, we refer to [133, §1.10] (where a result about general
fibrations is presented). |

5.1.2 Fibrations of predicates in an effectus

Now let C be an effectus. We first focus on total morphisms and hence on the
subcategory Tot(C). Then we have a predicate functor Pred: Tot(C)°® — EA. Since
effect algebras are posets and there is inclusion EA < Poset, we can apply the
Grothendieck construction.

Definition 5.1.5. For an effectus C, we write

Pred(Tot(C)) = fTot(C) Pred

for the category obtained by applying the Grothendieck construction to the predicate
functor Pred: Tot(C)°? — EA. Explicitly, objects in Pred(Tot(C)) are pairs (4, p)
of A € C and p € Pred(A4), and morphisms f: (A,p) — (B, q) are total morphisms
f: A— B in C such that p < f*(q).

In this setting we can see falsity and truth predicates as functors 0,1: Tot(C) —
Pred(Tot(C)) by defining 0(A) = (A4,04) and 1(A) = (A,14). In fact they are adjoint
functors:
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Lemma 5.1.6. The falsity O and truth 1 form left and right adjoints to the fibration
as below.
Pred(Tot(C))

o] )2

Tot(C)

Proof. Let f: A — B be a morphism in Tot(C). Then f: (A,0) — (B,0) is indeed
a morphism in Pred(Tot(C)) since 0 < f*(0), and so is f: (A4,1) — (B, 1) since
1 < 1= f*(1). Thus they indeed form functors. Moreover, for each ¢ € Pred(B) and
p € Pred(A) there are the obvious bijections:

(4,0) — (B, q) in Pred(Tot(C)) (A,p) — (B,1) in Pred(Tot(C))
A — B in Tot(C) A — B in Tot(C)
This shows that they are left and right adjoints. |

We would like to have a similar result for general ‘partial’ maps. A naive attempt
would be to apply the Grothendieck construction to the predicate functor Pred: C°P —
EA_ and obtain a fibration [, Pred — C. A morphism f: (A4,p) = (B,q) in [ Pred
is f: A— B in C such that p < f*(¢). This requirement for morphisms in fc Pred is
however too restrictive: the obvious mapping A +— (4,14) does not form a functor
C— | o Pred, because 1 < f*(1) does not hold in general. Therefore we introduce a
more relaxed notion of predicate transformers, which is obtained via the De Morgan
dual of f*.

Definition 5.1.7. Let f: A — B be a morphism. We write f°(p) = f*(p*)* for
p € Pred(B) and call the mapping f°: Pred(B) — Pred(A) the liberal predicate
transformer for f.

Here the word ‘liberal’ comes from connection with weakest liberal preconditions,
and the notation f° comes from similarity to the box modality O in modal logic;
see examples in §[5.1.3] By the De Morgan duality, f* may be associated with the
diamond duality <, and indeed the notation f° = f* was used in [40]. We will not
use the notation f° in this thesis.

We show basic properties of f°.

Lemma 5.1.8. Let f: A— B and g: B — C.
(i) f° is monotone: p < q implies f°(p) < f7(q).
(ii

the mappings (—)° are (contravariantly) functorial: id° = id and (gof)° = f og°.

)
(i) f°(1) =

(iv) f ()—1<:>p of=0<«= 1o f=pof forall p € Pred(B)
(v) f°(p) = (L)t @ f*(p) for all p € Pred(B). In particular, f*(p) < f°(p).
(vi) If f is total, f°(p) = f*(p) for all p € Pred(B).

The points |(i)| and show that the assignments A — Pred(A) and f — f° define a
functor / indexed poset C°? — Poset. We denote it as Pred,: C°? — Poset.
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Proof.
(i) If p < q, then ¢= < pt. Thus f*(¢t) < f*(pt) and so f°(p) = f*(pt)*+ <
gt = 17 (a).
(ii) We have id® = id by id°(p) = id*(p*)* = p*+ = p. We prove (go f)° = fZog°
as follows:
(go )°(p) = (go /) ()" = f(g" (™))"
=g ) )T =) = (fFeg)p) -
(i) f°(1) = f*(0)* = 0" = 1.
(iv) The first equivalence holds as follows.
Ffp)=1<+= (prof)t =1« p-of=0.

The second one holds via 1o f =po f @ pt o f.

(v) We have:
o) =) =10 (16p)
=lo (" (Mo rfp)
=QQe @)oo
=(@1NH e ).
(vi) We have (1f)+ = 0if f is total. Thus f°(p) = f*(p) @ (Lf)* = f*(p). [ ]

Note that f°: Pred(B) — Pred(A4) no longer preserves the structure of effect
modules nor algebras. In particular, f° need not preserve the falsity O, but instead
preserves 1.

Definition 5.1.9. Let C be an effectus. We write Pred.(C) = [, Pred, for the
category obtained by applying the Grothendieck construction to Pred,: C°P — Poset.
Explicitly, the objects in Pred,(C) are pairs (A4,p) where A € C and p € Pred(A4).
The morphisms (A4, p) — (B, q) are morphisms f: A — B satisfying p < f°(q).

The fibration Pred,(C) — C nicely extends the fibration over total morphisms
defined in Definition [5.1.5} and indeed a result similar to Lemma holds.

Proposition 5.1.10. The category Pred(Tot(C)) from Definition is a subcat-
egory of Pred,(C), and the following diagram commutes.

Pred(Tot(C)) —— Pred,(C)

| |

Tot(C) —— C

Moreover, the inclusion functors preserves cartesian liftings — thus the inclusions are
a ‘morphism of fibrations’.
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Proof. Note that Pred(Tot(C)) and Pred,(C) have the same objects. Every morphism
f: (A,p) = (B,q) in Pred(Tot(C)) is a morphism in Pred,(C) too, because f7(q) =
f*(q) for a total map f. This also shows that inclusion preserves cartesian liftings.
Commutativity of the diagram is obvious. |

Proposition 5.1.11. The assignments A — (A, 0) and A — (A, 1) form functors C —
Pred, (C) that are respectively a left and a right adjoint to the fibration Pred,(C) — C.
Moreover, the obvious squares in the diagram below commute,

Pred(Tot(C)) — Pred,(C)
0<4l4 1 0<—|J{—1’>l
Tot(C) —— C

where the adjunctions on the left are the ones from Lemma |5.1.6|

Proof. The proof of the adjunctions is basically the same as that of Lemma [5.1.6
because reindexing f°: Pred(B) — Pred(A) preserves the top 1. [ |

The fibration Pred,(C) — C will play an important role in the subsequent sections.
We will see that notions of images, comprehension, and quotients in an effectus can be
formulated neatly using the fibration Pred,(C) — C. In particular, comprehension
and quotients yield a chain of adjunctions, extending the adjunctions given by falsity
and truth functors.

The following lemma shows that liberal predicate transformers f° interact nicely
with coproducts.

Lemma 5.1.12. Suppose that ]_[j A; is a coproduct of (possibly infinitely many)
objects Aj in an effectus.

(i) For any morphisms fj: A; — B and predicate p € Pred(B),
315 (a) =[5 (@)]; -

(ii) Suppose also that a coproduct ]_[j Bj ewists. Then for any morphisms g;: A; —
B; and predicates q; € Pred(B;),

(11, 95) "(lg5;) = g5 (a5)]; -
Proof. Point [(1)| follows by:
[fil5(@) = (@ o[£l =la" o fil = a0 )] = [ @)

The marked equality = holds by Proposition [3.4.13] To show note that [] ;9=
[kj © g;];. Thus we can apply [(i)| and obtain:

(I1; 95) " (lasy) = [(w5 0 93)"([as);)]
[(lgj 15 0 w50 95)*]
= (g5 099" 15 = 95 ()], - u
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5.1.3 Examples

We describe the fibrations Pred,(C) — C for our main examples of effectuses, for
deterministic, probabilistic, and quantum settings. It boils down to the description
of liberal predicate transformers f°: Pred(B) — Pred(A). We will see that in each
example, f° correspond to weakest liberal preconditions, while f* correspond to weakest
(‘conservative’) preconditions, capturing the well-known notion of weakest (liberal)
preconditions for deterministic programs [67], and also the suitable generalizations for
probabilistic programs [180}, 204] and for quantum programs [62, [78].

Example 5.1.13 (Deterministic). Consider the effectus Pfn. The morphisms, partial
functions f: X — Y, may be viewed as models of deterministic programs. A value
f(z) being undefined means that the program f does not terminate for the input/state
. Recall that predicates X — 1 are identified with subsets P C X. Let f: X =Y
be a morphism and Q C Y a predicate.

The predicate transformation f*(Q) C X is given by:

z € f[*(Q) < f(x) defined and f(z) € Q. (5.1)

This f*(Q) coincides with weakest (‘conservative’) precondition wp(f)(Q) in the
deterministic setting.
The liberal predicate transformation f°(Q) = f*(Q+)"* is:

z € f(Q) < f(z) defined implies f(z) € Q. (5.2)

We see that f°(Q) is the weakest liberal precondition wlp(f)(Q). Therefore f: X — Y
is a morphism (X, P) — (Y, Q) in Pred,(Pfn) if and only if for each 2 € P, f(z) € Q
whenever f(x) is defined. This coincides with the usual notion of a Hoare triple
{P} f{Q} for partial correctness.

Example 5.1.14 (Probabilistic). Next we consider the effectus K¢(D<). Let f: X —
D.(Y) be a morphism in K¢(D.). The predicate transformer f*: [0,1]¥ — [0,1]¥ is

calculated as:
F @)@ =Y aly) - fx)(y).

yeyY

To understand the meaning of the operation f*, let us view the map f: X — D.(Y)
as a probabilistic program: for each input = € X, program f returns an output y € Y
with probability f(x)(y), but with some probability f may return no output (i.e. may
diverge). We can express this in the usual notation of probability theory:

P(fly=ylx=1x) = f(z)(y)

where x and y are random variables for the input and output respectively, and f|
denotes the event that f terminates (returns some output). Following §[3.3.2 and
Example we introduce an event q corresponding to a predicate ¢ € [0,1]Y
such that P(q | y = y) = q(y). We assume that q is conditionally independent of x
and f| given y, so that

Pl fl,y=y,x=2)=Pla|ly=y).
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Then we can reason with the standard rules of probability as follows:

F@@) = aw) (@) ()
=Xy:P(q|y=y)P(f$7y=y|X=w)
=Xy:P(q|fi,y:y,xzx)P(fi,y=y|x=x)
—ZP flay=ylx=u1)

—P(fivqlx—zv)

Thus we can interpret the predicate f*(q) as the event ‘f] and q’ i.e. f terminates and
predicate ¢ holds. Therefore f*(q) can be understood as the weakest (conservative)

precondition in the probabilistic setting (cf. (5.1)).
[0, 1" —[0,1]

For the liberal predicate transformer f°: [0, 1 X we have

F@)@) = 1- 1)) + 1 (@)@) by Lemma
—1—P(fi|x=2)+P(f} and q|x=2)
:P(notf“xzm)—t—P(fi and q | x =)

P((not 1) or (f} and q) | x =)
P((not £1) or q|x = 2)
P(f| implies q | x =x).

Thus we can interpret f°(q) as the event ¢ f| implies q’ and hence the weakest liberal
precondition.

Morphisms in Pred, (K¢(D<)) can be understood in terms of weakest liberal precondi-
tions. Concretely, a morphism in Pred, (K¢(Dx<)) from (X, p € [0,1]%) to (Y, q € [0,1]Y)
is f: X = D(Y) with p < f°(g). The condition p < f°(g) can be read as ‘for each
given input x € X, the probability that p holds is less than or equal to the probability
that ¢ holds whenever f terminates’ It is a probabilistic analogue of a Hoare triple
for partial correctness.

Example 5.1.15 (Quantum). Consider the effectus WstarZ” of W*-algebras for
quantum processes. Let f: & — % be a morphism in WstarZ’, i.e. a normal subunital
CP map f: B — /. Predicates in Wstar2P are identified with effects a € [0, 1]/, and
the predicate transformer f* is simply the restriction f: [0,1]g — [0, 1].,. Generalizing
the definition in |62, § 3.1] to W*-algebras, we say that p € [0, 1], is a precondition of
q € [0,1]z for f if

wkEp < fi(w)Eq for every state w € St(). (5.3)

Since
wEp < filwkFq <<= wkp < wkE f*(q)

and normal states separate points of a W*-algebra, p is a precondition of ¢ if and only
if p < f*(q). We thus see that f*(q) is the weakest (i.e. largest) precondition of q.



5.2. Kernels and images 125

We can explain the condition (5.3) as follows. The validity f.(w) F ¢ can be
rewritten as:

fi(w)
f@Eq = £ (For Fa)-
| fi(w)]
Here |f.(w)| = w(f(1)) is the probability that ‘program’ f converges/terminates,
when executed in state w. If f converges, the state after the execution is given by
normalization f.(w)/|f«(w)|. Thus the product |f.(w)|- (f«(w)/|f«(w)| E ¢) is the
probability that f converges and g holds afterwords. Therefore the condition ([5.3))
can be read as ‘for every initial state, the probability that p holds is less than or equal
to the probability that f terminates and ¢ holds afterwords’.
By Lemma the liberal predicate transformer f°: [0,1]g — [0,1]. is given
by
flg)=1=f 1)+ f(q).
The validity of f°(q) in a state w € St(«7) is the probability that f diverges or f*(q)
holds:

wk f(q) = (1= |fi(w)]) + (wF [ (q),

that is, the probability that ¢ holds whenever f converges. Thus we can view f°(q) as
a quantum analogue of weakest liberal precondition. Morphisms in Pred,(Wstar2")
can be understood as a quantum analogue of Hoare triples for partial correctness.

Remark 5.1.16. Weakest preconditions have been studied in general categorical
settings [118],|128], which cover various examples from program semantics and logics.
So far our effectus theoretic framework does not cover as many examples from program
semantics/logics as [118] [12§], since the current examples of effectuses are motivated
by theories of physics, or come from extensive categories (see Section . For
instance, it is not obvious to accommodate nondeterministic computation in effectus
theory: the Kleisli category K¢(P) of the powerset monad P, the standard model
of nondeterministic computation, is not an effectus (in partial or total form). It
will be interesting future work to find more examples of effectuses motivated by the
programming perspectives.

5.2 Kernels and images

Throughout the section we consider an effectus C, and the fibration Pred,(C) — C
defined in the previous section. We will introduce and study notions of kernels ker(f)
and images im(f) for morphisms f: A — B in an effectus. We define kernels as
certain predicates ker(f) € Pred(A) on the domain of f, and images as predicates
im(f) € Pred(B) on the codomain, using the language of fibrations. Note that in
a traditional, more common sense, kernels and images in a category are certain
monos/subobjects (see e.g. [20]). One may see from Examples and that the
fibrational definitions suitably generalize the traditional ones.

5.2.1 Kernels

We define kernels in terms of fibrations.
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Definition 5.2.1. The kernel of a morphism f: A — B is the predicate ker(f) €
Pred(A) obtained by reindexing the falsity with respect to fibration Pred,(C) — C,
that is, ker(f) := f°(0). In other words, it is the predicate ker(f) € Pred(A) such that
f: (A ker(f)) — (B,0) is a cartesian lifting of f: A — B to (B,0).

By definition of f°, we have f°(0) = f*(0+)+ = (1f)*, that is, the kernel is
simply the orthosupplement of the ‘domain’ predicate 1f. Thus we can intuitively see
ker(f) = (1f)* as the predicate that ‘f is undefined’

Example 5.2.2. The following example is not an effectus, but it illustrates how
Definition captures fibrationally the notion of kernels. We write Grp for the
category of groups and group homomorphisms. There is a fibration Sub(Grp) — Grp
of subgroups over groups (it is an instance of subobject fibrations [133]): objects
of Sub(Grp) are subgroups S C G, and morphisms (S C G) — (T C H) are
group homomorphisms f: G — H that send elements of S to T. The functor
Sub(Grp) — Grp sends S C G to G. A cartesian lifting of f: G — H to a subgroup
T C H is given by (f*(T) C G) — (T C H) where f*(T) ={z € G| f(z) € T} is
the inverse image. In particular, the cartesian lifting of f to the smallest subgroup
{1} C H (here 1 € H is the unit) is given by

(1) ={z e G| f(x) =1} =kex(f),
that is, the kernel of a group homomorphism in the usual sense.

Example 5.2.3. We briefly review kernels (= orthosupplements of 1f) in our main
examples of effectuses.

(i) Let f: X — Y be a partial function, i.e. a morphism in the effectus Pfn.
Since the domain predicate 1f € Pred(X) = P(X) is precisely the domain of
definition, the kernel is the subset ker(f) = {z € X | f(z) undefined}.

(ii) In the effectus K¢(D<), the kernel ker(f) € [0,1]* of a morphism f: X — D.(Y)
is given by:

ker(f)(z) =1- ) f(a)(y)-
yey
This is the probability that f(x) is undefined.

(iii) In the effectus WstarZ the kernel of f: & — £, i.e. a morphism f: B — &
in Wstar, is ker(f) = 1 — f(1) € [0,1]or. This can be seen as the effect that
says ‘quantum process f does not occur’.

5.2.2 Images

We define images fibrationally, as a suitable dual of kernels. We thus need a notion
that is dual to cartesian liftings.

Definition 5.2.4. Let ¢: E — C be a functor. Let f: A — B be a morphism in C,
and X € E4 be an object above A. An opcartesian lifting of f to A along ¢ is a
cartesian lifting of f to A along the opposite functor ¢°P: E°P — C°P. Explicitly in
terms of ¢: E — C, it is a morphism [: X — Y above f (hence ¢Y = B) such that
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for any k: X — Z in E and g: B — ¢Z in C satisfying ok = g o f, there exists a
unique map m: Y — Z in E above g such that £k = mol. See the diagram:

A functor ¢: E — C is an opfibration if the opposite functor ¢°P: E°P? — C°P
is a fibration —i.e. if every morphism f: A — B in C has a opcartesian lifting to
each object above A. A functor that is both a fibration and an opfibration is called a
bifibration.

Definition 5.2.5. An image of a morphism f: A — B in an effectus is a predicate
im(f) € Pred(B) such that f: (A,1) — (B,im(f)) is an opcartesian lifting of f: A —
B to (A, 1) along Pred,;(C) — C. Note that images need not exist. We say that an
effectus has images if image im(f) exists for every morphism f: A — B.

For illustration we give an example of groups.

Example 5.2.6. Continuing Example we illustrate the fibrational definition
of images by the fibration of subgroups Sub(Grp) — Grp. (Note again that Grp is
not an effectus.) The fibration is in fact a bifibration, i.e. there exists an opcartesian
lifting of any homomorphism f: G — H to any subgroup S C G. The lifting is given
as (S,G) — (f[S], H) where f[S] ={f(g) | g € S} is the direct image. In particular
the opcartesian lifting of a homomorphism f: G — H to the largest subgroup G C G
is precisely the image im(f) = f[G] of the homomorphism.

We note that the usual notion of images in categories (i.e. the smallest subobject
of the codomain of f through which f factors) coincides with images in the sense of
Definition applied to subobject fibrations Sub(C) — C; see e.g. [133] §4.4].

The following proposition gives a more convenient, direct definition of images:

Proposition 5.2.7. Let f: A — B be a morphism in an effectus. Then q € Pred(B)
is an image of f if and only if q is a least predicate such that f°(q) = 14.

Proof. Suppose that ¢ = im(f), i.e. (A,1) — (B,im(f)) is an opcartesian lifting of
fto (A, 1). Then 1 < f°(im(f)) and thus f°(im(f)) = 1. Assume that ¢ € Pred(B)
satisfies f°(¢) = 1. Then f: (A,1) — (B,q) is a morphism in Pred,(C). By the
universality of a cartesian lifting, idg: B — B in C must lift to idg: (B,im(f)) —
(B, q) in Pred,(C). This implies im(f) < ¢g. Therefore im(f) is a least predicate such
that f°(im(f)) = 14.

Conversely, let ¢ € Pred(B) be a least predicate with f°(¢) = 14. Then f: (4,1) —
(B,q) is a morphism in Pred,(C). To prove that it is a opcartesian lifting, let
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h: (A,1) — (C,r) be a morphism in Pred,(C) and g: B — C'in C such that h = go f.
Note that

L<h2(r) =(go f)*(r) = [7(g°(r)).
Then by assumption we have ¢ < ¢°(r), so that ¢ is a morphism (B, q) — (C,r) in
Pred-(C). We conclude that f: (A,1) — (B, q) is an opcartesian lifting. [ |

An important fact about images, due to Abraham Westerbaan, is that they are
always ortho-sharp.

Proposition 5.2.8. Let im(f) € Pred(B) be an image of f: A — B. Then im(f) is
ortho-sharp in Pred(B), i.e. im(f) Aim(f)* = 0.

Proof. Suppose that p < im(f) and p < im(f)*. Then p L im(f)*. Using im(f)* o
f =0, we have

(p@im(f)*)o f=pof@im(f)=of=pof<im(f)=of=0,

so im(f) < (p@im(f)*)*, ie. p@im(f)* <im(f)*. Then p@im(f)* = im(f)* and
hence p = 0. |

This motivates the definition of sharp predicates in an effectus using images, see

Section [5.5]

Example 5.2.9. Our main examples of effectuses have images.

(i) In the effectus Pfn, the image of a partial function f: X — Y is given by
im(f) ={yeY |3dz e X.y = f(x)}. Indeed, it is easy to see via (5.2 that
im(f) is the least subset @ C Y such that f°(Q) = X.

(ii) Let f: X — D<(Y) be a morphism in K¢(D<). We claim that

im(f)(y) =

1 if there exists z € X with f(z)(y) >0
0 otherwise.

With this definition of im(f), indeed we have:

ffla)=1 <= ¢ of=0
— ¢ y) - flx)(y) =0 forallz € X and y € Y
< f(z)(y) > 0impliesg(y) =1 forallz € X and y € Y
— im(f)(y) <q(y) forallyeY.

(iii) Let f: &/ — % be a morphism in Wstar2’, i.e. a normal subunital CP map
f: % — /. By definition, the image of f is the least effect ¢ € Pr(#) such
that f(¢t) = 0, if such an effect exists. By Proposition the image im(f)
is ortho-sharp and hence a projection (see Proposition [2.6.11)). Thus im(f) is is
the least projection q € Pr(4#) such that f(q+) = 0. Conversely, we claim that
such a projection, if it exists, is the image of f. To verify this, let im’(f) be the
least projection q € Pr(%) with f(qt) = 0. Assume f(g') = 0 for an effect
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q € [0,1]%. By [254, Proposition 45], we have f(|q|*) = f([¢*]) = 0, where
|p] and [p] denote respectively the greatest projection below p and the least
projection above p (see Definition [2.6.15)). Then im’(f) < |¢| < ¢, showing that
im’(f) is the image of f.

What we have shown is that the image of a map f in Wstar2’ is precisely
the carrier of f in the sense of Westerbaan [253 631]. The image/carrier of a
normal subunital CP map f: £ — & exists and can be obtained by

= N\aePr(®)| f(a*) =0},

where the meet A is taken in the complete lattice Pr(Z%) of projections; see
Proposition [2.6.13] We refer to [253] for further details.

Remark 5.2.10. Images in the effectus K¢(G<) are not very well-behaved. Indeed,
even the Lebesgue measure p on [0, 1], seen as a state pu: 1 — G<([0,1]), does not
have an image. By definition, the image of the Lebesgue measure p € G<([0,1]) is a
least measurable function p: [0,1] — [0, 1] such that [ p*du = 0. Note that for each
z € [0,1], the obvious Dirac function d,: [0,1] — [0, 1] is measurable and [ d, du = 0.
Thus, if the image im(p) exists, one has im(u) < (6,)* for all 2 € [0, 1], which implies
im(,u)( ) =0 for all z € X. But then [im(u)*du = 1, which contradicts to the
assumption that im(p) is the image. Therefore the Lebesgue measure/state p does
not have an image in the effectus K¢(G<).

We note that in measure theory, there is a notion of support of a measure, which is
similar to images of states in K/(G.). However, the definition assumes a topology: the
support of a measure p is a least p-conegligible closed set. For example, the support
of the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1] is the whole space [0,1]. It seems impossible to
capture the notion of support in terms of the category Kf(G<), since K¢(G<) is defined
in terms of measurable spaces only, and not topological spaces.

Note that a morphism f: A — B is total iff 1f = 1 iff ker(f) = 0. For this reason,
total morphisms are also called internal monos in [40]. A dual notion (internal epis)
is defined as follows.

Definition 5.2.11. A morphism f: A — B is said to be faithful if (im(f) exists
and) im(f) = 1.
See Example [5.2.13(iii)| for the reason for the terminology ‘faithful’.

The following explicit characterization of faithful morphisms is convenient.

Lemma 5.2.12. Let f: A — B be a morphism. The following are equivalent:
(i) f is faithful, i.e. im(f) = 1.
(ii) f°(q) =1 implies ¢ = 1 for each q € Pred(B).
(iii) go f =0 implies ¢ = 0 for each q € Pred(B).
Proof. If f is faithful, then f°(¢) = 1 implies 1 = im(f) < ¢, i.e. ¢ = 1. Thus

holds. Conversely, if holds then clearly f°(¢) = 1 implies 1 < g. Therefore [o]
<= [(ii)l The equivalence |(ii)| < |(iii)| is straightforward.
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Example 5.2.13.
(i) Faithful maps in Pfn are precisely surjective partial functions.

(ii) In the effectus K¢(D<), a map f: X — D(Y) is faithful if and only if for each
y € Y there exists z € X such that f(z)(y) > 0. In particular, a substate
w € D(X) is faithful if and only if w has full support.

(iii) By Lemma[5.2.12(iii)} a morphism f: & — % in Wstar?®, ie. f: Z — o in
Wstar,, is faithful iff f(g) = 0 implies ¢ = 0 for every ¢ € [0, 1]g. In particular,
a state is faithful precisely when it is a faithful state w: & — C in the usual
sense, see e.g. [246| Definition 9.4]. This is where the terminology comes from.

Note that ‘external’ epis are ‘internal’ epis, i.e. faithful maps.
Proposition 5.2.14. Any epi f: A — B is faithful.
Proof. If go f =0, then go f =00 f, so ¢ = 0 since f is epic. |

In particular, all identities id: A — A and partial projections >;: A; + Ay — A; are
faithful, since they are (split) epis.

In the rest of the subsection, we investigate how images interact with the construc-
tions in effectuses such as composition, tupling, addition, and cotupling.
Lemma 5.2.15. Let f: A— B and g: B — C be morphisms.

(i) im(go f) <im(g) (if both sides exist).

(ii) If f is faithful, im(g o f) = im(g), where im(g o f) exists if and only if so does

im(g).

Proof.

(i) This follows from (g o f)°(im(g)) = f°(¢°(im(g))) = f°(1) = 1.

(ii) For any p € Pred(C),

(gof)*p) =1 = [ (") =1 < ¢°(p) = 1,
by the faithfulness of f. This proves the claim. |

Lemma 5.2.16. Let f: A — B and g: A — C be compatible morphisms (i.e.
{f,g): A— B+ C exists). For each predicate p € Pred(B) and q € Pred(C),

(f,oh"(lp,a)) =1 <= f°(p)=9"(a) = 1.

Proof. By the following equivalence:
(f,9)°(pal) =1 = [p,q] o {f,g) =0
— plof@qtog=0
= ptof=qltog=0
= f'p)=9"(¢=1. ]

The following result is useful, allowing us to calculate images componentwise.
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Proposition 5.2.17. In the setting of Lemma|5.2.16, im{(f, g)) = [im(f),im(g)]. Here
im{(f,g) exists if and only if both im(f) and im(g) exist.

Proof. Now assume that both im(f) and im(g) exist. By Lemma [5.2.16] for any
[p,q] € Pred(B + C) we have

(f,a)°(pd) =1 <= f(p)=9"(¢9) =1

<~ im(f) <p and im(g) <g¢
< [im(f),im(g)] < [p,dl,

proving that im(f, g)) = [im(f), im(g)].
Conversely, assume that im{(f, g)) exists. Then for any p € Pred(B),

[p) =1 < f(p)=9"(1)

= (f.9)" ([ 1)) =
> m(f,g) <Ip,

1
< kroim((f,g) <p

]

proving im(f) = k1 oim(f, g)). Similarly we obtain im(g) = k2 o im{(f, g)) and hence
im{(f, g) = [im(f),im(g)]. n

From this several interesting consequences follow.

Corollary 5.2.18. Let f: A — B and g: A — C be faithful morphisms that are
compatible. Then {f,g): A — B+ C is faithful. [ |

Corollary 5.2.19. Suppose that images of total morphisms exist in an effectus C.
Then images of arbitrary morphisms exist in C.

Proof. Let f: A — B be an arbitrary morphism. Then (f, (1f)*): A — B+ 1 is a
total morphism, so the image im{f, (1f)*)) exist. By Proposition 5.2.17 im(f) exists
too. |

Corollary 5.2.20. Let f: A— B and h: C — D be morphisms. Then im(f + h) =
[im(f),im(h)]. Here im(f + h) exists if and only if both im(f) and im(h) exist.

Proof. Since f +h = {(f o>1,ho>3)), the claim follows from Proposition [5.2.17] and
Lemma [5.2.15(ii)| |

Proposition 5.2.21.
(i) im(0) = O for zero morphisms 0: A — B.
(ii) Let f,g: A — B be summable morphisms. If images im(f) and im(g) exist, then

m(f @ g) =im(f) Vim(g).

Here the image im(f @g) exists if and only if the join im(f)Vim(g) (in Pred(B))
exists.
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Proof.

(i) we have 0°(p) =1 <= p* o0 =0, but the latter holds for any p and hence is
equivalent to 0 < p. Thus im(0) = 0.

(ii) For every p € Pred(B),

(f@9)(p)=1 <= po(fug)=0
< prof@prog=0
«— ptof=0and ptog=0
> ['(p) =1 and ¢°(p) =1
< im(f) <p and im(g) <p.

The equivalence proves the claim, since both im(f @ g) and im(f) V im(g) are a
least predicate p satisfying the above equivalent conditions. |

Corollary 5.2.22. One has im(x1) = [1,0] and im(k2) = [0,1] for coprojections
k1i:A—> A+ Band ky: B— A+ B.

Proof. Since k1 = ((id, 0), by Proposition we have im(x1) = [im(id), im(0)] =
[1,0]. Similarly im(xg) = [0, 1]. [ |

Lemma 5.2.23. Let (f;: A; — B); be a (possibly infinite) family of morphisms with
a common codomain. Assume that a coproduct [[; A; and images im(f;) exist for all
j. Then

im([f;);) =\, im(f;)-

Here the image im([f;];) of cotuple [f;];: [1; Aj — B exists if and only if the join
V;im(f;) exists.

Proof. We reason similarly to the proof of Proposition [5.2.21(ii)| using the following
equivalence for each p € Pred(B):

i) =1 = [ff ) = [1); by Lemma
< fj(p)=1 forallj
<= im(f;) <p forall j. |

5.3 Comprehension

Comprehension is an operation that turns a predicate p on A into a type/object
{A|p} which, intuitively, contains elements of A satisfying p. It carries an embedding
{A|p} — A. The prototypical example is set comprehension that turns a predicate
P into the subset {x € A | P(x)} — A. Comprehension has been well studied in
the context of categorical logic and type theory, using the language of fibrations |76,
132|133} |189]. Let us briefly describe a fibrational formulation of comprehension that
is known as a D-category (76|, a comprehension category with unit [132} [133], or a
fibration with subset types [133]. Let ¢: E — C be a poset fibration with a fibred final
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object — which means that each fibre E4 has a greatest element 14 (‘truth’) and each
reindexing f*: Eg — E4 preserves 1. The assignment A +— 14 then yields a right
adjoint 1: C — E to ¢. In this setting one defines comprehension as a right adjoint
to the truth functor 1: C — E, as in:

E

tpl 4}9 comprehension {—}

C

The bijective correspondence for the adjunction

1A.)Y in E
A—{Y} inC

captures introduction and elimination rules for comprehension/subset types [133} §4.6].

The discussion in § shows that for each effectus C, the fibration of predicates
Pred,(C) — C has a fibred final object. Therefore we can apply the above formulation
of comprehension to effectuses.

Definition 5.3.1. Let C be an effectus. A comprehension of a predicate p €
Pred(A) is a universal morphism from the truth functor 1: C — Pred,(C) to (A, p) €
Pred,(C). We write m,: ({A4]|p},1) = (A4, p) for the comprehension of p. Explicitly,
it is an object {A|p} € C with a morphism m,: ({A|p},1) — (A,p) in Pred;(C)
such that for each f: (B,1) — (A,p) in Pred,(C), there exists a unique morphism
f:B— {A|p}in C with f =7, 0 f.

We often write simply m,: {A|p} — A for comprehension maps, since morphisms
in Pred,(C) are morphisms in C satisfying extra condition. We say that an effectus
has comprehension if comprehensions m,: {A|p} — A exist for all A € C and
p € Pred(A). By the standard characterization of adjunction in terms of universal
morphisms [199], we obtain the following result.

Proposition 5.3.2. An effectus C has comprehension if and only if there is a right
adjoint {—|—}: Pred,(C) — C to truth 1: C — Pred,(C). [ |

We give explicit characterizations of comprehension in an effectus.
Lemma 5.3.3. Let p be a predicate on A and w: C — A a morphism. The following
are equivalent.

(i) m: C — A is a comprehension of p.

(ii) 7 (p) = 1, and for each f: B — A in C satisfying f°(p) = 1, there exists a
unique morphism f: B = C with f =mpo f.

(iii) The following diagram is an equalizer in C.

C#A::;I
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Proof. We obtain [(T)| <=>[(i)] by unfolding the definition. = follows from the
fact that f°(p) =1 <= lof=po fforany f: B— A (see Lemmal5.1.8(iv)). W

Example 5.3.4. Our main examples of effectuses have comprehension.

(i)

(iii)

In the effectus Pfn, predicates are subsets P C X. A comprehension {X | P}
is P itself, with inclusion P — X. The universality amounts to the following
bijection:
(Y CV) -5 (PCX) inPred,(Pfn)
Y L {X|P} =P inPfn

Here f is a morphism in Pred,(Pfn) iff f(y) € P whenever f(y) is defined, for
each y € Y. It is then obvious that f and g correspond one-to-one.

Next we consider the effectus K/(D<) for probability. Let p € [0,1]% be a ‘fuzzy’
predicate on a set X. We claim that comprehension is the set

{(X|pt={z e X |p(x)=1},

with the obvious embedding {X |p} — X — D<(X). We need to verify the
following correspondence:

1e0,1]Y) L (pe0,1)%) in Pred.(K(D<))
Yy 25 (X |p} in KU(D.)
In the top row f:Y — D.(X) satisfies for each y € Y,

L< f2(p)(@) = ) p@)f(y)(@) + 1= fy)(x),

zeX zeX

that is, > v p(z)f(y)(z) = > ,cx f(y)(x). It holds if and only if f(y)(x) > 0
implies p(z) = 1 for all y € Y. From this it is straightforward to see the bijective
correspondence, via:

9(y)(x) for x € {X | p}
fy)(x)=0 for x € X\ {X | p}.

We note that the effectus K¢(G<) also has comprehension, which can be shown
by much the same argument [41].

Consider the effectus WstarZ” of W*-algebras. Let p € [0,1] be a predicate
on /. Then the comprehension of p is:

{“ |p} = [p]|p| ={lplalp] | a € &}

with the map m,: & — {&/|p} in Wstar. given by m,(a) = [pla|p|. Note
that {< | p} = |p]</|p] is a (nonunital) *-subalgebra of & that is weak* closed
[232) Lemma 1.7.6]. It follows that {7 |p} is a W*-algebra (with unit |p]).
One can also show that m,: & — {<|p} is a morphism in Wstar.. The
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universal property of m, as comprehension amounts to: m,(p) = m,(1), and
for any f: o/ — % in Wstar satisfying f(p) = f(1) there exists a unique
f:{o|p} — % in Wstar. such that f om, = f. This property of 7, was
proved by Abraham and Bas Westerbaan [254]; see also [253, 256]. Here we
do not reproduce the proof, which requires substantial knowledge of operator
algebras.

We give a few basic properties of comprehension.

Proposition 5.3.5. Let C be an effectus.
(i) The identity map id: A — A is a comprehension of truth 14.
(ii) Every comprehension map m,: {A|p} — A is monic in C.
(iii) For a morphism f: A — B and a predicate q € Pred(B), if comprehensions for
q and f°(q) exist, then the following square is a pullback in C.

{Alf°(@)} -5 {Blg}

|
71'J"D(q)l l"”q

A—1 B

Here the dashed arrow f' is the canonical mediating map.

We note that these properties hold generally for poset fibrations with comprehension
(subset types), see [133, Lemma 4.6.2].

Proof.
(i) Straightforward.

(ii) By Lemma |5.3.3(iii)} every comprehension m,: {A|p} — A is an equalizer and
hence a (regular) mono in C.

(iii) First note that the dashed map f’ indeed exists since
(fomse)(q) = e (f7(q) = 1.
Assume that a: C — A and 8: C — {B| ¢} satisfy foa =mg0 5. Then
a’(f*(q)) = (fea)*(q) = (7g 0 B)"(q) = B*(my(q)) = (1) =1

Hence there is a unique @: C' — {A] f°(q)} with o = 7, o@. From the fact that
74 is monic it follows that f’ o @ = 8. Therefore the square is a pullback. M

Corollary 5.3.6. Let C be an effectus with comprehension. Then comprehensions are
closed under pullbacks along arbitrary morphisms. In particular, pullbacks/intersections
of comprehensions exist as below:

{Alptn{Alq} —— {Alq}
I [

{A|p}>ﬂ—”>A
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where
{Alprn{Alq} = {{Alp}m(0)} = {{Alg} 7y (p)} - u
Comprehension of falsity 0 is what you would expect (cf. Proposition [5.3.5(i)]).

Proposition 5.3.7. The unique morphism is: 0 — A from the zero object is a
comprehension of falsity 04 € Pred(A).

Proof. We prove this via characterization in Lemma m By initiality we have
l1p0ig =040i4. Suppose that f: B — A satisfies 1lsof =040 f. Then1la0f =0p,
so f =0pa. Thus f factors through is: 0 — A uniquely, as desired. |

Notice that in Example all the comprehension maps 7,: {A|p} — A are total.
We will now focus on comprehension with the extra property.

Definition 5.3.8. A total comprehension of p € Pred(A) is a comprehension
mp: {A|p} — A of p that is total: 1om, =1.

It is unclear whether there exists a non-total comprehension. In Proposition|s.4.10(we
will show that in an effectus with quotients (introduced in §, every comprehension
is total.

A nice fact about total comprehensions is that they are compatible with coproducts:

Proposition 5.3.9. Let 7,: {A|p} - X and ny: {B|q} = Y be total comprehen-
sions of p € Pred(X) and g € Pred(Y'). Then the coproduct

{Alp}+1{Blg} == A+ B
is a total comprehension of [p,q] € Pred(A + B).

Proof. Clearly 7, +m, is total. We prove the universality of mp,+m,. Let f: C — A+ B
be a morphism in C with f°([p,q]) = 1. Let f = {f1, f2)) be decomposed with

fi: C — Aand fo: C — B. Then, via Lemma
0=[pg of=p aloffio) =p 0fig ofs.

By positivity of an effect algebra, p~ o fi = 0 = gt o fo. Then by the universality
of 7, and 7,, we obtain fi: C — {A|p} and fo: C — {B|q} with f; = 7, 0 f1 and
f2 = my o fa, respectively. Since 7, and 7, are total, 1f; = 1f; and 1fs = 1fs, so the
tuple ((f1, fa)): C — {A|p} + {B]q} exists. Then (by Lemma

(mp +7q) o (f1, fo) = {mp 0 fromg 0 fo) = (fu. fa)) = £

To prove the uniqueness, assume that (m,+7,)og = f for some g: C — {A|p}+{B|q}.
Then

fi=viof=vio(m+m)og=moriog,
so that >, o g = f; by the universality of mp. Similarly >o 0 g = fa. Therefore

9=(f1, ). u

Corollary 5.3.10. Let C be an effectus with total comprehension. Then the compre-
hension functor {—|—}: Pred,(C) — C preserves finite coproducts.
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Proof. This follows from Proposition[5.3.7/and Proposition since (A, 04) is initial
in Pred,(C), and (A + B, [p,q]) is a coproduct of (A, p) and (B,q) in Pred,(C). W

Let C be an effectus with total comprehension. Then we can show (see Lemmal(5.3.12
below; also recall Lemma [5.1.6)) that the defining adjunction for comprehension can
be restricted to total morphisms as in:

Pred(Tot(C)) ——— Pred,(

TO} >>{|} l}) 1)

This means that the fibration Pred(Tot(C)) — Tot(C) has comprehension in the sense
of a right adjoint to truth. Then a natural question is whether the converse holds:
if fibration Pred(Tot(C)) — Tot(C) has comprehension, does Pred.(C) — C have
comprehension too? We give an affirmative answer to this, Theorem below,
under a reasonable assumption that comprehension commutes with coproducts. The
theorem characterizes total comprehension purely in terms of total morphisms, and
thus is convenient when we start with effectuses in total form.
For convenience we introduce some terminology.

Definition 5.3.11. Let C be an effectus. Let p € Pred(A) be a predicate. A T-
comprehension of p is a universal morphism from the truth functor 1: Tot(C) —
Pred(Tot(C)) to (A,p) € Pred(B). For T-comprehension we use the same notation
mp: ({A|p},1) = (A, p) as comprehension.

Then an effectus C has T-comprehension (i.e. T-comprehensions m,: {A|p} — A
exist for all p € Pred(A)) if and only if there is a right adjoint {— | —}: Pred(Tot(C)) —
Tot(C) to truth 1: Tot(C) — Pred(Tot(C)).

Note that T-comprehensions m,: {A|p} — A are total by definition, but need
not be comprehensions in the sense of Definition [5.3.1] Total comprehensions are
T-comprehensions.

Lemma 5.3.12. If m,: {A|p} — A is a total comprehension of a predicate p €
Pred(A), then m, is a T-comprehension of p.

Proof. Let f: B — A be a morphism in Tot(C) such that f*(p) = 1. Then there
exists a unique morphism f: B — {A|p} with m, o f = f. The morphism f is total,
since

10?:107@007:10]0:1.

Thus 7, is a T-comprehension. [ |
The following is a key lemma to prove Theorem [5.3.14

Lemma 5.3.13. Let C be an effectus. Let m,: {A|p} — A be a T-comprehension
of p € Pred(A). Then m, is a (total) comprehension of p in C if and only if
mp +idr: {Alp}+ I — X + I is a T-comprehension of [p,1;] € Pred(A + I).
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Proof. The ‘only if’ part follows by Proposition and Lemmal5.3.12] sinceid: I — I
is a total comprehension of 1;. To prove the converse, let f: B — A be a morphism
in C with f°(p) = 1. Let g == {f,ker(f)): B — A+ I. Then g is total and satisfies:

9" ([p, 1)) = [p, 1] o (/. ker(f))) = po f @ ker(f) = f*(p) = 1.

Hence by the universality of m, 1) = m, + id;, there exists a unique map g: B —
{A|p}+ I with (mp, +id;) og = g. Then

f=p>1og=p>1o0(mp+idj)og=mpo>107.

Hence >1 0g: B — {A|p} is a mediating map for f. To see the uniqueness, suppose
that f = m,oh for some h: B — {A|p}. Then the tuple (h,ker(h)): B — {A|p}+1
satisfies

(mp +1idy) o (h, ker(h))) = {mp o b, ker(h))) = (f, ker(h))) = (f, ker(f)) = g.
Thus ((h,ker(h)) =3, so that h =1>1 0 3. [ |

Theorem 5.3.14. For each effectus C, the following are equivalent.

(i) C has total comprehension — that is, the truth functor 1: C — Pred,(C) has
a right adjoint {—|—}: Pred,(C) — C, and each component of the counit
mp: ({A]p},1) = (4,p) is total.

(ii) C has T-comprehension that commutes with finite coproducts — that is, the
truth functor 1: Tot(C) — Pred(Tot(C)) for total maps has a right adjoint
{=|—=}: Pred(Tot(C)) — Tot(C) that preserves finite coproducts.

We note that is equivalent to a weaker condition that C has T-comprehension
which commutes with the lift (—) + . This is clear from the proof below.

Proof. That follows by Corollary [5.3.10| and Lemma [5.3.12] Conversely,

if we assume then for each T-comprehension m,: {A|p} — A the coproduct
mp +idr: {A|p}+1 — A+ 1 is a T-comprehension of [p,1;] since id;: I — I is a
T-comprehension of 1;. Thus|(i)| follows by Lemma [5.3.13 |

5.4 Quotients

We here study a notion of quotients by predicates. It is an operation that sends a
predicate p € Pred(A) to the object A/p where, intuitively, elements that satisfy p
are identified with zero/unit. This is thus reminiscent of quotient algebras such as
quotient groups by subgroups and quotient rings by ideals. These quotients can be
described via fibrations as a suitable dual of comprehension. We first illustrate this by
the example of groups, continuing Examples and

Example 5.4.1. Recall from Example the fibration of subgroups over groups
Sub(Grp) — Grp, (S C G) — G. The functor admits the following chain of
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adjunctions:

Sub(Grp)
(SCG)—G/S << l >> (SCG)—=S

The first left and right adjoints to Sub(Grp) — Grp are ‘falsity’ and ‘truth’ functors —
like in Proposition [5.1.11]— respectively, they send a group G to the smallest subgroup
0(G) = ({1} € G) and the largest subgroup 1(G) = (G C G). There is ‘comprehension’
of subgroups, i.e. a right adjoint to truth 1. It simply sends S C G to S. Dually, there
exists a left adjoint to falsity 0. The left adjoint sends S C G to the quotient group
G/S = G/~g where ~g is the congruence relation generated by z ~g y <= z 1y €
S. If S is a normal subgroup, the quotient is the set of cosets, i.e. G/S = {zS |z € X}.
Otherwise, G/S is equal to the quotient G/S by the normal closure S. To see that
quotients are indeed left adjoint to falsity O, we need to establish the following
bijections.

(SCG) L5 0(H) = ({1} C H) in Sub(Grp)
G/S -+ H in Grp

(5.4)

We here assume that S C G is a normal subgroup and leave the general case to
the interested reader. A morphism on the top of is a group homomorphism
f: G — H such that S C f~1(1), i.e. f(s) =1 for all s € S. Given such an f we
define g: G/S — H by g(xS) = f(x). The map g is well-defined: if 5 = yS, then
x~ 1y € S and hence

fy) = flaa™ y) = fa)fa'y) = f(z) - 1= f(a) .

Conversely, given g on the bottom of (5.4]), we define f: G — H by f(z) = g(xS).
Then f(s) = g(sS) = g(1S) =1 for all s € S, so it is indeed a map (S C G) — O(H)
in Sub(Grp). This establishes the desired bijection (5.4)).

Thus we define quotients in an effectus as follows.

Definition 5.4.2. A quotient for a predicate p € Pred(A) is a universal morphism
from (A4, p) € Pred,(C) to the falsity functor 0: C — Pred,(C). We denote a quotient
for p as &,: (A,p) — (A/p,0). Explicitly, it is a morphism &,: (4,p) — (4/p,0) in
Pred,(C) such that for each f: (A,p) — (B,0) in Pred,(C) there exists a unique
morphism f: A/q — B with fo¢&, = f.

We say that an effectus C has quotients if quotients £,: A — A/p exist for all
A € Cand p € Pred(A). The following proposition is immediate.

Proposition 5.4.3. An effectus C has quotients if and only if there is a left adjoint
(=)/(=): Pred,(C) — C to the falsity 0: C — Pred,(C). |

Recall that total comprehension commutes with finite coproducts. A similar claim
for quotients is immediate, since the quotient functor is a left adjoint.
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Corollary 5.4.4. Let C be an effectus with quotients. Then the quotient functor
(=)/(=): Pred-(C) — C preserves finite coproducts: 0/0 = 0 and (A+ B)/[p,q] =
A/p+ B/q. n

Example 5.4.5. All of our main examples of effectuses have quotients.

(i)

Let P C X be a predicate in the effectus Pfn. Then the quotient X/P is the
complement:

X/P={recX|x¢P}=P".

The universality amounts to the following bijective correspondence:

(PC X)L (@CY) in Pred,(Pfn)

PL=X/P 2 Y inPfn
Here on the top is a partial function f: X — Y such that
P C (@) ={x € X | f(x) is undefined} ,

that is, f(x) is undefined for every x € P. It is easy to see that those partial
functions are in bijection with partial functions g: P+ — Y. The quotient map
¢p: X — X/P is the partial function with {p(z) = x if * € X/P = P*, and
undefined otherwise.

Next consider a ‘fuzzy’ predicate p € [0,1]% in the effectus K¢(D<). The quotient
for p is given as
X/p={reX|pl)<1}.

We verify the universality, that is, the following bijections:
(p € [0,11%) L5 (0 € [0,1]¥) in Pred, (K¢(D.))
X/p-LY inKU(D<)

The morphism f on the top is a function f: X — D<(Y’) such that p < f(0),
Le. > ey f(@)(y) < p*(z) for each x € X. Given f we define f: X/p — D.(Y)

by f(x)(y) = f(x)(y)/pt(z) for x € X/p and y € Y. Note that p*(z) # 0 for

z € X/p. The value f(z) is a subdistribution since >y f(z)(y) < pt(z).

From the bottom to top, given g: X/p — D<(Y) we define g: X — D(Y) by
9(z)(y) = g(x)(y) - p*(x). Then for each z € X,

> 9@ W) = 9@ ) ptx) <p(a),
yey yey
showing that g is a morphism (p € [0,1]%) — (0 € [0,1]Y) in Pred,(K¢(D<)).

Clearly the mappings f + f and g +— g are inverses of each other. The quotient
map &,: X — D (X/p) is given by &,(z) = p*(z)|z).

One can similarly prove that the effectus K¢(G<) has quotients [41].
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(iii) Let p € [0,1] be a predicate/effect in the effectus WstarZ” of W*-algebras,
for quantum processes. The quotient for p is then:

o [p:=[p 1 [p] = {[p"alp*] | a € &},

where [¢] denotes the smallest projection above ¢g. The universal morphism
& o — o [p in Wstar?’, i.e.,: &/ /p — o/ in Wstar, is given by §,(a) =
\/p>L -a- \/pT . Here for positive € 7, we denote by /= the unique positive
element satisfying \/z - /& = 2. The universality of £, amounts to the following
statement: &,(1) < pt, and for any f: 2 — & in Wstar. satisfying f(1) < p*,
there exists a unique morphism f: % — &/ /p in Wstar< such that &po f=
f. The proof of this statement is highly nontrivial. See Abraham and Bas
Westerbaan’s paper [254] or their theses [253] |256] for details.

Lemma 5.4.6. Let p be a predicate on A. Let £&: A — @Q be a morphism. The
following are equivalent.

(i) € is a quotient for p, i.e. it lifts to a morphism &: (A,p) — (Q,0) in Pred,(C)
that is universal.

(ii) p < ker(€), and for each morphism f: A — B satisfying p < ker(f), there exists
a unique morphism f: Q — B such that fo& = f.

(iii) ker(§) = p, and for each morphism f: A — B satisfying ker(f) = p, there exists
a unique morphism f: Q — B such that fo& = f.

Proof. The equivalence — is immediate by unfolding the definitions. We
prove = Since ker(pl) = p, there exists pL: Q — I such that pt o & = p*.
Then pt =plo & <1o¢, ie ker(§) < p. Thus ker(§) = p. The latter part is trivial.

Now we prove the converse = It is trivial that p < ker(§). Let f: A — B
be a morphism with p < ker(f). Let

g =ker(f)op=ptolf and g={(f,q): A= B+1.
Then 1g = 1f @ ¢ = p™, i.e. ker(g) = p. Therefore there exists g: Q — B + I such

that g =go&. Then f=D>j0g=0D>10gG0&,s0>107: Q — B is a mediating map
for f. To check the uniqueness, assume that h: Q — B satisfies f = h o &. Then

ker(h)of =10f01lohoé=ptelof=q.

Thus the tuple (h, ker(h)): A — B+1 satisfies {(h,ker(h))o& = (f, q) = g. It follows
that {(h,ker(h)) =g and hence h =1>1 03. [ ]

Lemma 5.4.7. Let §,: A — A/p be a quotient for p € Pred(A).

(i) & is an epi.

(ii) If f: A — B satisfies ker(f) = p, then the mediating map f:A/p— B (such
that f = fo¢&,) is total.
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Proof.
(i) Let h,k: A/p — B be morphisms satisfying h o, = ko &, = f. Then

lof=1lohot<log =p",
i.e. p <ker(f). Therefore h = k by the universal property of §,.
(ii) Note that B
lofogpzlof:pl:logp.
Since §, is an epi, we obtain 1 o f=1. |

Let p € Pred(A) be a predicate such that quotients &,: A/p — A and &, : Alpt —
A exist. Since 1,1 = p and 1§, = pt, we can tuple the quotient maps as

()

T Afpt 4+ Afp.

The tuple is total: 1o((&,+,&) = p@pt = 1. We write dc, = (£,+, &), and call it the
decomposition map for p. In fact, the decomposition map dc, can be characterized
by a suitable universal property as follows.

A

Proposition 5.4.8. Let C be an effectus. Let p € Pred(A) be a predicate, and
d={d1,d2)): A — Ay + Az be a total morphism. The following are equivalent.
(i) d: A — Ay + Ay is (isomorphic to) the decomposition map dc, for p — that is,
di: A— Ay and dy: A — Ay are quotients for p- and p, respectively.
(ii) We have
(1a, +1a,)0d=(pp*): A= T+1.

Moreover, d: A — Ay + As is universal among such morphisms: for each total
morphism f: A — B+ C satisfying (1p + 1¢) o f = {(p,p*)), there exist unique
total morphisms g1: A1 — B and go: As — C such that (g1 + g2) od = f.

Proof. = We have
(1a, +1a,) 0d = (La, +1a,) 0 (di,d2)) = (1dy, 1do)) = (p,p™) -

If f: A— B+ C satisfies (1 +1¢)o f = {(p,p*)), then 1f; = p and 1fo = p* where
f1 =110 f and fy := >3 0 f. Since d; and ds are quotients, by Lemma
we obtain total morphisms ¢g;: A7 — B and go: As — C such that g1 ody = f; and
g2 0 dy = fo, respectively. Then clearly (g1 + g2) o d = f. To see the uniqueness
suppose that some maps hq, ho satisfy (hy 4+ ha) od = f. It follows that f; = hy ody
and fo = hy o dy. Therefore g1 = hy and g2 = ho By the universality of dy, ds.

— Clearly 1d; = p and 1dy = pt. We prove that di: A — A; is a
quotient for p~. Let f: A — B be a morphism with ker(f) = p*. Then the tuple
(f ker(f)): A — B+ I satisfies (1 + 1) o {(f,ker(f)) = {p,p*). Thus there exist
morphisms g;: A1 — B and go: Ay — I such that (g1 + g2) od = {f,ker(f)). It
follows that g1 o d; = f. To check the uniqueness let h: A; — B be a morphism with
hody, = f. Since 1 ody = pt = ker(f), we have (h+ 1) od = {f,ker(f)). By the
universality of the decomposition d, we obtain g = h (and g2 = 1). Therefore d; is
a quotient for p~, by Lemma We can similarly prove that ds is a quotient for
p. ]
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Note that condition involves only total morphisms. Therefore we obtain a
characterization of effectuses with quotients purely in terms of total morphisms.

Corollary 5.4.9. An effectus C has quotients if and only if for each predicate
p € Pred(A), there exists a universal decomposition map d: A — Ay + As in Tot(C)

with respect to (p,p): A — I + I, in the sense of Proposition [ |

We end the section with a useful observation, due to Bas Westerbaan, that in
presence of quotients, comprehension is always total.

Proposition 5.4.10. In an effectus with quotients, every comprehensionm,: {A|p} —
A is total.

Proof. We will prove ker(rw,) = (1m,)+ = 0. Let ¢ = ker(7,). By the universality of
the quotient &;: {A|p} — {A|p}/q, thereis f: {A|p}/q — A such that 7, = fo&,.
Then
lofo§,=L1lom,=pomy,=pofof,,

so that 1o f = po f, since &, is epic. Therefore f in turn factors through comprehension
mp via f: {A|p}/q— {A|p}as f=mpof. From 1, = fo&, = m,0 f o, we obtain
fofq = idg4py because 7, is monic. Thus &, is a split mono and hence total. Therefore
ker(m,) = g = ker(§,) = 0. |

5.5 Sharp predicates

We study sharp predicates in an effectus, using the notions of images and comprehension
defined above. We will use some results on Galois connections, which we first recap
briefly.

5.5.1 Recap on Galois connections

Recall that we can think of any poset as a category by viewing relation z < y as a
(unique) morphism from z to y. Functors f: P — @ between posets are precisely
monotone maps. Thus there are a notion of adjunctions P < @ between posets, and
notions of monads and comonads on posets. Adjunctions and (co)monads on posets
are quite special: they are always idempotent in the following sense.

Lemma 5.5.1. Let P,Q be posets. Let f: P — @ and g: Q — P be monotone maps
in adjunction f 1g, Let h=go f: P— P and k= fog: @ — Q be the monad and
comonad induced by the adjunction. Then the following hold for all x € P and y € Q.

(i) flg(f(@) = f(=).
(i) g(f(9(y))) = g(y)-
(i) h(h(z)) = h(x).
(iv) k(k(y)) = k(y)-

Proof. We only prove the first assertion. The rest is similar. From ¢(f(z)) < g(f(z))
we obtain f(g(f(x))) < f(z). From f(z) < f(z) we obtain = < g(f(x)), so that

f(x) < f(g(f(x))) by applying f. Thus f(g(f(x))) = f(). -
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An adjunction between posets is commonly called a Galois connection. A monad
on a poset is called a closure operator, and a comonad is called a co-closure (or
kernel, or interior) operator. For a function h: P — P we denote the set of h-fixed
points by

FP(h)={x € P | h(z) = z}.

Note that if & is a (co)monad / (co-)closure operator, FP(h) is the Eilenberg-Moore
category of h. Fixed points of a (co-)closure operator are often called (co-)closed
elements. They are of great importance in the theory of Galois connections.

Proposition 5.5.2. We continue in the setting of Lemma |5.5.1}

(i) An element x € P is an h-fixed point if and only if there is y € Q such that
x = g(y). In other words: FP(h) = ¢[Q]. Dually, we have FP(k) = f[P].

(ii) For each x € P, h(x) is a least h-fized point above x. Dually: for each y € Q,
k(y) is a greatest k-fixed point below y.

(iii) The inclusion FP(h) < P has a left adjoint h: P — FP(h) given by co-restricting
h: P — P. Dually: FP(k) — Q has a right adjoint k: Q — FP(k).

(iv) The restrictions f: FP(h) — Q and g: FP(k) — P are order-embeddings:
<z < f(z) < f(a') for each z,2’ € FP(h), andy <y' <= g(y) < g9(¥)
for each y,y’ € FP(k).

(v) The Galois connection f: P& Q: g restricts to a poset isomorphism FP(h) =
FP(k) between the fized points.

Proof. For (i) we prove only the first one of the two dual claims.

(i) If x = h(z) then z = g(f(z)), so x € ¢g[Q]. If x = g(y) for some y € Q, then
9(y) = 9(f(9(v))) = h(g(y)) by Lemma [p.5.1}

(ii) Since h is a closure operator / monad, h(x) is a h-fixed point above z, i.e.
h(h(z)) = h(z) and < h(x) hold. Let y € FP(h) be such that < y. Then
h(z) < h(y) = y. Thus h(zx) is least among those.

(iii) This just rephrases

(iv) If f(z) < f(a') for x,2" € FP(h), then

z = h(z) = g(f(x)) < g(f(2)) = h(z) = 2"

The converse is trivial.

(v) The restriction f: FP(h) — FP(k) is well-defined by and injective by
It is surjective since for each y € FP(k), we have y = k(y) = f(g(y)) with
o(y) € FP(h), .

5.5.2 Sharp predicates via a Galois connection

Henceforth in this section, we work in an effectus with images and total comprehension.
Let us give a name to such effectuses.

Definition 5.5.3. An effectus is pre-comprehensive if it has images and total
comprehension.
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As the name suggests, we later, in Definition define a comprehensive effectus
as a pre-comprehensive effectus satisfying a certain additional condition.

Our main examples of effectuses Pfn, K/(D<), and WstarZ’ are pre-comprehensive.
We note that the requirement of total comprehension is rather mild, but that of images
is relatively strong. Indeed, in Remark we observed that the effectus K¢(G<)
does not have all images. In Example we will also find an example of an effectus
that is extensive (in total form) but does not have images.

We recall the notion of subobjects.

Definition 5.5.4. A subobject of A € C is an equivalence class of monos m: U — A,
where two monos m: U > A and n: V >~ A are equivalent if there is an isomorphism

k:U S V such that nok = m. We denote by Sub(A) the set of subobjects of A. The
set Sub(A) is partially ordered: (U ¥% A) < (V »% A) iff the dashed map below exists.

————————— >V

\/

Subobjects U »5 A are denoted simply by U when no confusion is likely to arise.

For each predicate p € Pred(A), the comprehension map m,: {A|p} — A is a mono,

so ({A|p} *3 A) € Sub(A) is a subobject. If p < g, then there is a dashed map in the
diagram below

{Alp} -5 » {Alq}

Tp g

A

by the universality of 7, since m,(q) > 7m,(p) = 1. Therefore {A|p} < {A[q} in
Sub(A). Thus we have shown the following.

Lemma 5.5.5. The mapping p — ({A|p} 55 A) defines a monotone map {A|—}:
Pred(A4) — Sub(A). |
Now we claim that the mapping has a left adjoint given by images.

Proposition 5.5.6. The mapping (U ¥ A) + im(m) defines a left adjoint to
{A]—=}: Pred(A4) — Sub(A). We thus obtain the following Galois connection.

{Al-}
Pred(A) jj Sub(A)
Proof. We need to verify the following two points.
(1) (U A) < ({A]im(m)} » A) in Sub(A) for all (U ¥ A) € Sub(A).
(2) (U A) < ({A]p} = A) in Sub(A) implies im(m) < p in Pred(A) for all
(U4 A) € Sub(A) and p € Pred(A).
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For note that m°(im(m)) = 1 by the definition of image, and hence there is a
dashed map in:

Thus U < {A]|im(m)} in Sub(A). For assume that U < {A|p} in Sub(4), i.e
there is an morphism £ in the commutative diagram:

U—L— {A]p}

N

A

Then im(m) = im(m, 0 k) < im(m,) < p by Lemma [5.2.15 [

Definition 5.5.7. In a pre-comprehensive effectus, we define the floor operation
|—|: Pred(A) — Pred(A) on predicates by

lp| = im({A|p} % A).

We say that a predicate p € Pred(A) is sharp if |p] = p. We write ShPred(4) C
Pred(A) for the subset of sharp predicates. We use Fraktur symbols p, q, ... to denote
sharp predicates.

In Example [5.5.10| below, we will see that the floor notation |p| is consistent with
2.6.15

Definition that is: for a predicate p in a W*-algebra, |p| = im(n,) is the
greatest projection below p.
The basic fact that motivates the definition of sharp predicates is the following.

Proposition 5.5.8. Every sharp predicate p € ShPred(A) is ortho-sharp, that is,
p Apt =0 in Pred(A).

Proof. By Proposition [5.2.8 |
Note that the operation |—|: Pred(A) — Pred(A) is the co-closure operator induced
by the Galois connection im - {A | —} and sharp predicates are | — |-fixed points. Quite

a few desirable properties of floor |—| and sharp predicates follow immediately from
general results on Galois connections.

Proposition 5.5.9. The following hold for all p,q € Pred(A).
(i) p<q = Ip] < ld]
(i) [p] <

(iii) [lp]] = LDJ
{A|p} ={A]|p]} in Sub(A ) for each p € Pred(A).

(v) p is sharp if and only if p = im(m) for some (U = A) € Sub(A).

(iv

)
)
)
)
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(vi)
(vii)

(viii)

Proof.

|p] is a greatest sharp predicate below p.

The co-restricted floor map |—|: Pred(A) — ShPred(A) is right adjoint to the
inclusion ShPred(A) — Pred(A). In consequence:

(a) The inclusion ShPred(A) < Pred(A) preserves joins \/.

(b) The floor map |—]: Pred(A) — ShPred(A) preserves meets \.
The restricted map m(_y: ShPred(A) — Sub(A) is an order-embedding, i.e. for
each sharp predicates p,q € ShPred(A),

p<q << {A|p} <{Al|q} in Sub(4).

()| and are immediate since |—| is a comonad. and hold by
Lemma [(v)H(viii)| hold by Proposition [5.5.2 [ |

Example 5.5.10.

(i)

(i)

(iii)

Recall that for a predicate P C X in the effectus Pfn, we have comprehension
mp: {X|P} =P < X. Then

|P| =im(np) =7p[P]=P.

Therefore all predicates in Pfn are sharp.

In K/(D), the comprehension of a predicate p € [0,1]¥ is given by
{(X|pt ={z e X|pl)=1}
with m,: {X |p} — D<(X), mp(x) = 1]x). Thus |[p] € [0,1]¥ is given as:

1 ifplx)=1
0 otherwise.

[p)(2) = im(m,)(x) = {

It is easy to see that |p| = p if and only if p is Boolean-valued: p(z) € {0,1}
for all x € X. Hence sharp predicates p: X — {0,1} C [0,1] can be identified
with subsets P C X.

In the effectus Wstar2? of W*-algebras, we claim that a predicate/effect p €
[0,1]4 is sharp if and only if p is a projection. The ‘only if’ follows from
Proposition since ortho-sharp elements in [0, 1], are projections, see [254]
Lemma 31]. To prove the converse, let p € &7 be a projection. Then

o 25 (o |p} = palp
where 7, (a) = pap. Using the formula in Example
im(m,) = /\{q € o/ | q is a projection such that pqp = p}

We have pgp = p <= p < q by Lemma [2.6.12} so it follows that im(m,) = p, and
hence p is sharp. Therefore sharp predicates in [0, 1], are precisely projections.

By Proposition |p] = im(m,) is the greatest projection below p, and
hence the notation |p| is consistent with Definition [2.6.15
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Let Comp(A) C Sub(A) denotes the set of comprehensions of predicates on A,
modulo equivalence. In other words, Comp(A) is the image of the function

{A]|-}: Pred(4) — Sub(4).

By Proposition [5.5.2(i)) Comp(A) is the set of fixed points of the closure operator
Sub(A4) — Sub(A) induced by the Galois connection Pred(A) & Sub(A4). We obtain

the following result by Proposition

Proposition 5.5.11. The Galois connection on the left below restricts to the poset
isomorphism on the right.

{A|-} {A]-}
Pred(X) _ T~ Sub(X) ShPred(X) =~ Comp(X)
im im .

Proposition means that images of monos are always sharp. In fact, this is
the case for arbitrary maps.

Lemma 5.5.12. For any predicate p € Pred(A) and any morphism f: B — A, we
have f°(p) =1 <= [f*(lp]) =1

Proof. The implication <= is clear because [p| < p and f“ is monotone. To see =,
assume f7(p) = 1. Thereis then f: B — {A|p} with f = m,0f. Since 7, (im(7,)) = 1,
we have |p| o7, = im(mp) o m, = 1 o 7, and hence

plof=lplomoF=lomoF=1of.
Thus f°(|p]) = 1. [ |

Proposition 5.5.13. For any map f: B — A, the image im(f) € Pred(A) is sharp.

Proof. We have f°(im(f)) = 1 and hence f°([im(f)]) = 1 by Lemma [5.5.12] This
means im(f) < |[im(f)|. We are done since |im(f)] < im(f). |

We can thus characterize sharp predicates without mentioning comprehension.

Corollary 5.5.14. A predicate p € Pred(A) is sharp if and only if p = im(f) for
some morphism f: B — A. |

Remark 5.5.15. In a pre-comprehensive effectus, there too exists an adjunction
Pred(A) & C/A given by comprehension and images, between the poset of predicates
and the slice category over A. In fact, this is how Lawvere |189] originally described
comprehension categorically; see also [132, Example 4.18]. The induced comonad
coincides with the floor operator |—|. Corollary may also be shown via this
fact.

Proposition 5.5.16.
(i) For each A € C, the falsity O € Pred(A) is sharp.

(ii) For each A € C, the truth 1 € Pred(A) is sharp.
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(iii) For each predicate p € Pred(A) and g € Pred(B), i.e. [p,q] € Pred(A + B), we
have

Up;al) = [lp], La]]-

(iv) Predicates p € Pred(A) and g € Pred(B) are both sharp if and only if the cotuple
[p,q] € Pred(A + B) is sharp.

Proof.
(i) We have |0] <0,s0 [0] =0.
(if) Truth 1 € Pred(A) is the image of identity id: A — A.

(iii) By Proposition and Corollary
H 7Q]J = im(”[}o,q]) = im(wp + ﬂ'q) = [im(ﬂp%im(ﬂq)] = [ijy I_QJ]

(iv) This follows easily from the previous point. |

5.5.3 Lattice structure in sharp predicates

Here we prove that sharp predicates ShPred(A) form a lattice, i.e. that they admit
finite joins and meets.

Proposition 5.5.17. For any sharp predicates p,q € ShPred(A) there exists a join
p VvV q in Pred(A). The join is given by p V q = im([mp, 7q]) and it is sharp. Therefore
pV q is also a join in ShPred(A).

Proof. By Lemma [5.2.23
im([my, mq]) = im(my) Vim(mq) = [p] V [a] =pVg.
The join is sharp by Proposition [5.5.13 |

An important consequence is that sharp predicates are closed under partial addi-
tion ©@.

Proposition 5.5.18. Let p,q € ShPred(A) be sharp predicates with p L q. Then the
sum p @ q is sharp, and moreover pQ@ q=pVq.

Proof. By Corollary [2.3.14] one has p @ q = p V q since join p V q exists by Proposi-
tion and the predicates p and q are ortho-sharp (Proposition [5.5.8) and hence
disjoint. Then p @ q = p V q is sharp by Proposition [5.5.17] |

Lemma 5.5.19. Let (p;); be a family of sharp predicates on A. Suppose that an
intersection (;{A|p;} of the subobjects (i.e. a meet in Sub(A)) exists. Then the
image

im([) {41p;} = 4)
is a meet of (p;); in ShPred(A).
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Proof. Let m denote the subobject (,{A|p;} ~> A. We have im(m) < im(my;) = p;
since ();{A[p;} < {A[p,} in Sub(A). Now suppose that q € ShPred(A) satisfies
q < p; for all j. Then {A[q} < {A[p;} for all j, and hence {A[q} < ;{A|p,}.
Therefore q = im(mq) < im(m). [ |

We note that the lemma above is an instance of the general fact that a right adjoint
of a reflection (here {A|—}: ShPred(A) — Sub(A)) creates limits.

Proposition 5.5.20. For cach p,q € ShPred(A), there exists a meet p A q in
ShPred(A). Concretely it is given as the image of a composite of comprehensions (in
two ways):

pAg=im({{A|p}|m; (@)} {A[p} > A)
=im({{A|q}|75(p)} > {Ala} — A)

Proof. This follows by Corollary and Lemma [5.5.19 |

Corollary 5.5.21. In a pre-comprehensive effectus, sharp predicates ShPred(A) form
a lattice.

Proof. By Propositions [5.5.16} [5.5.17] and [5.5.20] |

Finally we note that sharp predicates even form a complete lattice when the effectus
has suitable limits or colimits (and satisfies a certain smallness condition).

Proposition 5.5.22. Let C be a pre-comprehensive effectus. Let A € C be an object.
Assume that ShPred(A) is a small set (the condition is met when C is locally small,
or when C is well-powered). Then sharp predicates ShPred(A) form a complete lattice
if at least one of the following conditions hold.

(i) C has all small coproducts.

(ii) C has all small wide pullbacks of comprehensions. (This, of course, holds when
C is complete).

Proof. Note that a lattice is complete if and only if it has either all joins or all meets.
Assume Let (p;); be a (small) family of sharp predicates on A. By assumption,
there exists a coproduct [];{A[p;}, and by the same reasoning as Proposition [5.5.17}

via Lemma '5.2.23|7 we have a join \/; p; = im([my,];) in ShPred(A).

Assume |(ii)| Let (p;); be a (small) family of sharp predicates on A. By assumption,
there exists an intersection (J{A|p;} of comprehensions. By Lemma [5.5.19, we have
ameet A;p; =im({A[p;} > A) in ShPred(A). |

All of our main examples of effectuses Pfn, K/(D<), and WstarZ® are locally small
and have small coproducts. Therefore sharp predicates in the effectuses form complete
lattices.
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5.5.4 Comprehensive effectuses

So far we have worked in a pre-comprehensive effectus, i.e. an effectus with images
and total comprehension. Under this rather natural assumption, we have already
proved quite a few properties of sharp predicates — for example, sharp predicates are
closed under addition and form a lattice. Unfortunately, however, it is unclear whether
sharp predicates are closed under orthosupplements. Since such a property is highly
desirable, we take it as a definition of comprehensive effectus.

Definition 5.5.23. A comprehensive effectus is a pre-comprehensive effectus in
which the orthosupplement p* is sharp for each sharp predicate p.

By Example [5.5.10 it is easy to see that Pfn, K¢(D<), and Wstar?’ are compre-
hensive effectuses.
By what we have already shown, we immediately obtain the following results.

Proposition 5.5.24. For each object A in a comprehensive effectus, sharp predicates
ShPred(A) form an effect subalgebra of Pred(A).

Proof. This follows from Propositions [5.5.16] and [5.5.18] and the definition of a
comprehensive effectus. |

Theorem 5.5.25. For each object A in a comprehensive effectus, sharp predicates
ShPred(A) form an orthomodular lattice.

Proof. By Corollary [5.5.21{and Proposition [5.5.24] sharp predicates ShPred(A) form a
lattice effect algebra. By Proposition every element p € ShPred(A) is ortho-sharp.

By Proposition [2.3.17] ShPred(A) is an orthomodular lattice. [ |
We introduce the De Morgan dual of |—].

Definition 5.5.26. In a comprehensive effectus, we define the ceiling operation [—]
on predicates p € Pred(A) by [p] = |p*]+.By the assumption of a comprehensive
effectus, [p] is sharp.

Proposition 5.5.27. For any predicate p in a comprehensive effectus, the predicate
[p] is the least sharp predicate above p. In other words, [—]: Pred(X) — ShPred(X)
is a left adjoint to the inclusion ShPred(X) — Pred(X).

Proof. We have p < [p] since |p*| < p* and hence p = p**+ < |pt]+ = [p]. Now

suppose that p < q for a sharp predicate q. Then g+ < p* and so q* < [p*], since

g+ is sharp too. Hence [p] = [p* ]|+ < gttt =q. u

Corollary 5.5.28. The following hold in a comprehensive effectus.
(i) The inclusion ShPred(A) — Pred(A) preserves joins and meets.
(ii) The floor |—]: Pred(A) — Pred(A) preserves meets.
(iii) The ceiling [—]: Pred(A) — Pred(A) preserves joins.
Proof. Claim |(i)| holds since the inclusion ShPred(A) < Pred(A) has both left ad-

joint [—] and right adjoint |—|. Then follows from |(i)| since the right adjoint
|—|: Pred(A) — ShPred(A) preserves meets. Similarly |(iii)| holds. |
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The definition of comprehensive effectuses is rather minimalistic. The following one
imposes an alternative stronger condition, which holds in Pfn, K¢(D<), and Wstar2”,
and might be more natural.

Definition 5.5.29. A strongly comprehensive effectus is a pre-comprehensive
effectus where every ortho-sharp predicate is sharp.

Strongly comprehensive effectuses are indeed comprehensive.
Proposition 5.5.30. Every strongly comprehensive effectus is comprehensive.

Proof. In a strongly comprehensive effectus, a predicate is sharp if and only if it
is ortho-sharp by Proposition Since p* is ortho-sharp for each ortho-sharp
predicate p, C is comprehensive. |

This stronger variant is sometimes more convenient than comprehensive effectuses, see

e.g. Corollary [5.5.49

5.5.5 The bifibration of sharp predicates

Throughout the rest of the section, C is a comprehensive effectus. In this setting
we show that sharp predicates form a bifibration, that is, both a fibration and an
opfibration.

Definition 5.5.31. Let f: A — B be a morphism. We define:

fo: Pred(A) — Pred(B) by fo(p) =im(fomp)
f*: Pred(B) = Pred(4) by f*(q) = | /()]

Clearly these maps can restrict to sharp predicates, yielding f,: ShPred(A) —
ShPred(B) and f": ShPred(B) — ShPred(A). It is nevertheless convenient to al-
low non-sharp predicates in their domains.

The notations f, and f* are taken from Bas Westerbaan’s notations f, and f° in his
thesis [256]. To avoid a clash of notation we use the closed diamond and box instead.

Lemma 5.5.32. Let f: A — B be a morphism. For each predicate p € Pred(A) and
q € Pred(B), we have

folp) <q = |p] < (@) <= |p] < (q)-

Proof. The latter equivalence holds since f*(q) = | f"(q)] is the largest sharp predicate
below f7(g). The first equivalence is shown as follows.

Jop)=im(fomy) <q <= (fom)’(q) =1

— m(f(e) =1

< [p] =im(mp) < f(q) n
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Proposition 5.5.33. For each morphism f: A — B, f,: ShPred(A) — ShPred(B)
and f*: ShPred(B) — ShPred(A) are monotone maps in a Galois connection:

f’
ShPred(A) ~ L ShPred(B)
Y
I
Proof. The map f* monotone since it is a composite of f° and | —]. By Lemma|5.5.32

we have f,(p) < q <= p < f"(q) for sharp predicates p and q, so f, is left adjoint to
f*. It follows that f, is monotone too. |

Lemma 5.5.34. For each morphism f: A — B and q € Pred(B), we have | f°(q)] =

LFo(lg))], i-e. f*(q) = f*(La))-
Proof. By | f*(q)] < f°(q) and
(D] < f(0) <= f(F(0) <q Lemma [5.5.32]
= f(f*(9) < 4] fo(f*(q)) is sharp
= (@) < (L)) Lemma [(.5.32]
— (@) < Lr(a)],
we have | f°(¢)] < [f®(lg])]. On the other hand, |f°(|q])| < [f°(¢)] holds since
f*(la]) < f°(q). We conclude that | f*(q)] = [f*(lg])]- u

Proposition 5.5.35. For a comprehensive effectus C, the mappings A — ShPred(A)
and

(A L5 B) s (ShPred(B) L ShPred(A))
define a functor ShPred.: C°P — Poset.
Proof. 1t preserves identities: for each sharp predicate p,
id*(p) = [1d*(p)] = [p] = p =1id(p).

We now check that it preserves composition: for each f: A — B and g: B — C, for
each p € ShPred(C),

(g0 f)*(p) = Llgo f)°(p)]
= [(/(g°(p))]
= [/ (Lg°(p)])] by Lemma [5.5.34]
= f"(g"(p))
Hence (go f)" = f" o g". [ |

We can thus obtain a fibration by the Grothendieck construction.

Definition 5.5.36. Let ShPred.(C) denote the category obtained by applying the
Grothendieck construction to ShPred.: C°? — Poset. FExplicitly, the objects of
ShPred.(C) are pairs (A4, u) of A € C and v € ShPred(A). The morphisms (A, u) —
(B, v) are morphisms f: A — B in C satisfying u < f*(v).
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We note that ShPred.(C) also arises as a subcategory of Pred,(C).

Proposition 5.5.37. The category ShPred.(C) equals the full subcategory of Pred,(C)
consisting of pairs (A, p) such that p is sharp. The inclusion commutes with the forgetful
functors, i.e. the following diagram commutes.

ShPred.(C) —“L Pred,(C)

\/

Proof. For objects the claim is obvious. Let (A, u) and (B, v) be objects in ShPred.(C).
Then u < f*(v) <= u < f°(v) for each f: A — B in C. Therefore f is a morphism
(A,u) = (A,v) in ShPred.(C) if and only if f is a morphism (4,u) — (B,v) in
Pred,(C). [ |

Note, however, that the inclusion need not be a morphism of fibrations, since it
need not preserve the cartesian liftings—usually f*(v) # f°(v).
There is a convenient result that characterizes bifibrations.

Proposition 5.5.38 (|133| Lemma 9.1.2]). A fibration ¢: E — C is a bifibration
if and only if for each f: A — B in C, the reindexing f*: Ep — E has a left
adjoint. ]

As an easy corollary we obtain:
Corollary 5.5.39. The fibration ShPred.(C) — C is a bifibration.

Proof. By Proposition |5.5.33} every reindexing map f*: ShPred(B) — ShPred(A) has
a left adjoint f,. [ |

Concretely, the opcartesian lifting of f: A — B in C to (A,p) in ShPred.(C) is
given by (A,p) — (B, fo(p))-

Remark 5.5.40. The indexed poset ShPred.: C°? — Poset sends objects A € C to
orthomodular lattices ShPred(A). However the reindexing maps f*: ShPred(B) —
ShPred(A) are in general not homomorphisms of orthomodular lattices. In particular,
it need not preserve orthocomplements p*, even if f: A — B is a total morphism.
Indeed, assuming that f is total we have f*(pt) = | f*(p)*]| and f*(p)* = [f*(p)*].
Thus f*(p) = f"(p)* implies that f*(p) is sharp— which is not the case in general.
A special class of morphisms that preserves sharpness will be studied in the next
section.

We can, nevertheless, view the mappings A — ShPred(A) as a functor C°P —
OMLGal. Here OMLGal is the category of orthomodular lattices and antitone
Galois connections between them. Explicitly, a morphism X — Y in OMLGal is a
pair (f, f*) of monotones maps f.: X°? — Y and f*: Y — X°P in adjunction f* 4 f,.
The category OMLGal was first studied by Crown [60], and later by Jacobs [136]
more systematically in terms of dagger kernel categories [123].

For a comprehensive effectus C, the functor F': C°°® — OMLGal is defined as
follows. For objects A € C we define FA = ShPred(A). For a morphism f: A — B
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in C, we define F'f = ((Ff)., (Ff)*): ShPred(B) — ShPred(4) in OMLGal by
(F£)u(q) = fo(q)t and (Ff)*(p) = f*(p*). The well-definedness of the functor follows
easily from Propositions [5.5.35] and [5.5.35}

5.5.6 Sharp morphisms

Continuing in the setting of a comprehensive effectus C, here we study morphisms
f: A — B that are compatible with sharp predicates. There are several equivalent
ways to express such compatibility.

Lemma 5.5.41. For a morphism f: A — B, the following are equivalent.

(i) f°: Pred(B) — Pred(A) preserves sharp predicates: f°(q) € ShPred(A) for all
q € ShPred(B).

(if) f*: Pred(B) — Pred(A) preserves sharp predicates: f*(q) € ShPred(A) for all
q € ShPred(B).

(iii) f2(qa) = f*(a) (= Lf°(a)]) for all g € ShPred(B).
(iv) f2(la)) = Lf*(@)] for all q € Pred(B).
Proof. 1t is obvious that |(i)| <= ((iii)| and |[(iv)| = |(i)| hold. Equivalence |(i)| <= [(ii)
[0 — [ ’

follows easily via f°(q) = f*(qt)*. Finally, = follows by Lemma
(L)) = Lro(la)] = Lo (@)

Definition 5.5.42. A morphism f: A — B is said to be sharp if it satisfies one,
and hence all, of the equivalent conditions of Lemma It is clear that sharp
morphisms (with all the objects) form a subcategory of C. The (wide) subcategory
is denoted by Sharp(C) C C. We also write Sharp(Tot(C)) C Tot(C) for the wide
subcategory of sharp total morphisms.

We first address the issue mentioned in Remark [5.5.40

Proposition 5.5.43. Let f: A — B be a sharp total morphism. Then reindexing
f": ShPred(B) — ShPred(A) is a homomorphism of orthomodular lattices. Therefore,
the restriction of the functor ShPred.: C°P? — Poset to sharp total morphisms yields
an ‘indexed orthomodular lattice’, i.e. a functor Sharp(Tot(C))°? — OML.

Proof. If f: A — B is sharp and total, then we have f*(q) = f°(q) = f*(q). The map
f* is a homomorphism of effect algebras, and thus preserves 0, 1, and (—)*. Since
f": ShPred(B) — ShPred(A) has a left adjoint f, (Proposition [5.5.33)), f* preserves
(arbitrary) meets A. Then f* also preserves joins V, because p V q = (pt A qt)*.
Therefore f* is a homomorphism of orthomodular lattices. ]

Next we list basic properties of sharp morphisms.

Lemma 5.5.44. Let C be a comprehensive effectus.
(i) All coprojections k1: A — A+ B and ko: B — A+ B are sharp.

(ii) All zero morphisms 0ap: A — B are sharp.
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(iii) If f: A— C and g: B — C are sharp morphisms, then the cotuple [f,g]: A+
B — C is sharp too. In particular, partial projections t>1 = [id, 0] and >o =
[0,id] are sharp.

(iv) If h: A— B and k: A — C are sharp morphisms that are compatible, then the
tuple (h,k): A — B+ C is sharp too.

Proof.
(i) Let p € ShPred(A + B). By Proposition [5.5.16(iv)} p = [p1,q2] for p; €
ShPred(A) and ps € ShPred(B). Therefore ki(p) = p1 and x5(p) = po are
sharp predicates.

(ii) For any p € ShPred(B) we have 0% 5(p) = 14 € ShPred(A).

(iii) For each p € ShPred(C), we have [f,g]°(p) = [f°(p),g°(p)]. Therefore by
Proposition [5.5.16(iv)] if f and g are sharp morphisms, so is [f, g].

(iv) Let p € ShPred(B+C), i.e. p = [p1, p2] for p1 € ShPred(B) and p2 € ShPred(C),
by Proposition [5.5.16(iv)] Then

(R, k) ([p1,p2]) = [p1,p2] o (h, k) =p1oh@paok,
which is sharp since so are both p; o h and ps o k. |

The lemma above shows that the subcategory Sharp(C) C C is closed under most
of the constructions in an effectus. As a result we obtain:

Theorem 5.5.45. Let C be a comprehensive effectus such that all truth maps 14: A —
I are sharp morphisms. Then the subcategory Sharp(C) is an effectus.

Proof. We apply Proposmon- 3:877 By Lemma[5.5.44] it is clear that all the conditions
in Proposition u but hold Thus we Wlll prove that if p: A — I is a sharp
morphism, then so is p — I. Let p: A — I be a sharp morphism and let
s € ShPred(I). Then

(pr)"(s) =sopt =s0losop.

This is a sharp predicate since both s o1 and s o p are sharp, and sharp predicates are
closed under &. |

The theorem above is rather unsatisfactory, not only because we have an additional
assumption that 14: A — I is sharp, but also because predicates in Sharp(C) do not
necessarily coincide with sharp predicates in C. Clearly we have Sharp(C)(A4,I) C
ShPred(A), since if p: A — I is a sharp morphism, then p = 17 o p = p*(1;) must be
a sharp predicate. However, it is not clear whether the converse is the case.

It turns out that such issues can be solved in a strongly comprehensive effectus.

Lemma 5.5.46. For each sharp scalar s € ShPred(I) we have s ost =0 =5t os,
sos=s, and st ost =5t

Proof. We have s 05+ < so1 < s and similarly s o s+ < s*. Thus by ortho-sharpness
s05° = (. Similarly we prove s- 05 =0. Then s =50 (5 ©s5°) =505Q0=s05,
and similarly s+ o st = 1. [ |



5.5. Sharp predicates 157

Lemma 5.5.47. For each sharp predicate p € ShPred(A) and sharp scalar s €
ShPred(I), the predicate s o p is ortho-sharp.

Proof. Let ¢ < sopand ¢ < (sop)t. Since ¢ < sop < p and p is ortho-sharp, to
prove ¢ = 0 it suffices to show ¢ < p*. By st og<stosop=0,ie st 0qg=0, we
have

q:50q®5j‘oq:50q.

We also have 50 (50p)+ =50 pt because (sop)t =sopt @st ol Then

g=sogq<so(sop)t =sop- <p. n

Theorem 5.5.48. In a strongly comprehensive effectus, a predicate p: A — I is a
sharp morphism if and only if p is a sharp predicate.

Proof. If p is a sharp morphism, then p = 1;0p = p*(1;) is a sharp predicate. Suppose
that p is a sharp predicate. Then for each s € ShPred(I), p*(s) = s o p is ortho-sharp
by Lemma In a strongly comprehensive effectus, p*(s) is a sharp predicate.
Therefore p is a sharp morphism. |

Corollary 5.5.49. Let C be a strongly comprehensive effectus. Then the subcategory
Sharp(C) is an effectus. Moreover we have:

(i) Predicates in Sharp(C) are precisely sharp predicates in C.

(ii) For each object A, predicates on A in Sharp(C) form an orthomodular lattice.

(iii) For each total morphism f: A — B in Sharp(C), reindexing f*: Pred(B) —
Pred(A) is a homomorphism of orthomodular lattice. Therefore the predicate
functor restricted on total morphisms is:

Pred: Tot(Sharp(C))°®* - OML,

where OMUL is the category of orthomodular lattices.
Proof. By Theorems [5.5.45| and [5.5.48 and Proposition [5.5.43 |

We conclude the section with examples of sharp morphisms.

Example 5.5.50.

(i) In the effectus Pfn, all morphisms are sharp since all predicates are sharp.
Therefore Sharp(Pfn) = Pfn.

(ii) In the effectus K¢(D<), a morphism f: X — D,(Y) is sharp if and only if

f(z)(y) € {0,1} for all z € X and y € Y. These sharp morphisms can be
identified with with partial functions f: X — Y via f(z) = y iff f(z)(y) = 1.
Thus Sharp(K4(D.)) = Pn.
We note that in K¢(G<)— for general measure-theoretic probability — sharp
morphisms f: X — G<(Y) can be characterized by condition f(z)(V) € {0,1}
for all x € X and V € Xy. But these morphisms cannot be identified with
partial measurable functions f: X — Y, since there can exist {0, 1}-valued
measures that are neither zero or Dirac measures.
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(iii) Let f: & — 2 be a morphism in the effectus WstarZ® of W*-algebras, i.e.
a normal subuntial CP map f: % — &/. Then f is sharp if and only if f(q)
is a projection for each projection q in #A. If f is multiplicative—thus a *-
homomorphism —then clearly f is sharp, as f(q) - f(q) = f(q-q) = f(q). In
fact, the converse is true: if f is sharp, then f is multiplicative [254, Propos-
ition 47]|H Therefore the subcategory Sharp(Wstar2”) precisely consists of
normal *-homomorphisms. (Note that any *-homomorphism is subunital.)

5.6 Comparison to Janelidze and Weighill’s theory
of forms

We have described comprehension and quotients in an effectus C as the following
chain of adjunctions.

Pred,(C

quotients @)C—( J{ —|>D comprehension
C

These comprehension and quotients were mainly inspired by the fibrational perspectives
in categorical logic [133]. Here we mention another related work where similar chains
of adjunctions appeared, namely a recent categorical study of non-abelian algebras
by (mainly) Janelidze and Weighill |97, [156-159} 252]. One can indeed find chains
of adjunction depicted in (252, §3.5] and in |97, §5]. In fact, the (bi)fibration of
subgroups over groups Sub(Grp) — Grp, presented in Examples|[5.2.2] [5.2.6|and [5.4.1}
is a prototypical example in Janelidze and Weighill’s theory. We briefly describe basic
notions and terminology in their theory.

(1) Their theory is based on a notion of forms, which are functors ¢: E — C that
are both faithful and amnestic. Recall that a functor ¢: E — C is amnestic if
every isomorphism f in E is an identity whenever ¢f is an identity in C. If
¢: E — Cis a form, every fibre E4 is a poset. Conversely, it is not hard to see
that any poset (op)fibration ¢: E — C is a form.

(2) Let ¢: E — C be a form and X € E be an object. For a morphism f: A — pX
in C with codomain ¢ X, consider the following property:

For each Y € E 4, there exists a morphism f/: Y — X in E

(LU) such that of’ = f.

A left universalizer of an object X € E is a universal (terminal) one among
morphisms f: A — F X satisfying the property . A right universalizer is
defined in the dual manner: it is a left universalizer with respect to ¢°P: E°P —
Cep,

(3) A form p: E — C is locally bounded if every fibre E4 is bounded as poset, i.e.
it has a least element O and a greatest element 1.

1The reference proves the result for unital maps, from which one can obtain a similar result for

subunital maps (e.g. using Lemma [5.5.44)).



5.6. Comparison to Janelidze and Weighill’s theory of forms 159

(4)

A form p: E — C is bounded if it is locally bounded and for each f: A — B in
C, there exist a cartesian lifting of f to 0 € Ep and an opcartesian lifting of f
to 1 € E4 —which are denoted by f*(0) — 0 and 1 — fi(1), respectively.

For a morphism f: A — B in C, the object f*(0) € E 4 is called the right norm
of f, and fi(1) € Ep is the left norm of f.

Objects in E of the form f*(0) for some f are said to be normal (or right
normal), and objects of the form f,(1) are conormal (or left normal).

A morphism f: A — B in C is called thin if f*(0) = 0; and thick if fi(1) = 1.

(From [252, §3.3]) Let ¢: E — C be a bounded form. Then the mapping
A € C+— 1€ E4 canonically extends to a functor 1: C — E that is a right
adjoint to ¢. Moreover, a left universalizer of X is precisely universal morphism
from 1: C — E to X. Therefore ¢ has all left universalizers if and only if
1: C — E has a right adjoint. The dual statement holds for 0O and right
universalizers.

To summarize, if ¢: E — C is a bounded form that has both left and right
universalizers, then we have the following chain of adjunctions:

E
right universalizers @)C—( J{ —|>D left universalizers

C

Now we consider an effectus C and the induced fibration Pred,(C) — C. Then
Pred,(C) — C is a locally bounded form. We can thus describe some basic notions of
effectus theory in the terminology of the theory of forms:

(4)

Let f: A — B be a morphism in the effectus C. A right norm of f is the kernel
ker(f) € Pred(A), and a left norm of f is an image im(f) € Pred(A). Therefore
Pred,(C) — C is a bounded form if and only if C has images.

A left universalizer of p € Pred(A) is precisely a comprehension m,: {A|p} — A.
A right universalizer of p is precisely a quotient &,: A — A/p.

Thin morphisms are precisely total ones, and thick morphisms are precisely
faithful ones.

Conormal objects in Pred,(C) are precisely sharp predicates, see Corollary|5.5.14

We note that the form Pred,(C) — C over an effectus C is rather ill-behaved from
the viewpoint of Janelidze and Weighill’s theory. As their motivating example is
the form Sub(Grp) — Grp of groups, their theory is often concerned with stronger
properties than effectus theory. For example, in their theory the form ¢: E — C is
often assumed to be a bifibration, but the fibration Pred,;(C) — C over an effectus
C is in general not an bifibration —in particular, it is not the case for our leading
examples K/(D<) and Wstar2’.

Another property that usually fails for the form Pred,(C) — C over an effectus C
is exactness, or the ‘first isomorphism theorem’ Note that in an effectus we have the
following factorization.
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Proposition 5.6.1. Let C be an effectus with images, comprehension and quotients.
Then any morphism f: A — B in C can be factorized as follows, for some unique
map 0Oy.

A ! B

gker(\ Af)

Afker(f) — {A]im(f)}

Proof. By the universality of quotient {er(s): A — A/ ker(f), there is f: A/ ker(f) —
B with f = f o &e(y) as in:

A
gker(f)J/ 4

A/ ker(f) ———f——) B

Now B
im(f)" o f 0 &ker(p) = Im(f)" 0 f =0 =00 &yery)

and because ier(f) is an epi, we have im(f)*~o f =0, i.e. 7 (im(f)) = 1. Therefore f
factors through comprehension {B |im(f)} as in:

Alker(f) —— B

Hfi

~

{B[im(f)}

Tim(f)

We thus obtain a desired factorization f = iy (s) © 0 © {ker(r)- The map 0 is unique
since iy, (r) is monic and &yer(y) is epic. |

In the terminology of Janelidze and Weighill, the proposition shows that the form
Pred.(C) — C is orthogonal, see [158, Definition 3.2 and Theorem 3.4]. An orthogonal
form is ezact (see [158, Definition 3.2 and Theorem 3.6]) if §; defined as above is an
isomorphism for every morphism f: A — B, i.e. if the ‘first isomorphism theorem’
holds.

The form Pred,(C) — C over an effectus is rarely exact: indeed, the exactness
fails for all our leading examples Pfn, K/(D.), and WstarZ’. In Bas Westerbaan’s
thesis [256], a morphism f: A — B in an effectus such that 6 is an isomorphism
is said to be pure, and such morphisms are studied in detail. Pure morphisms are
a very special class of morphisms: for example, a morphism f: B(2) — B(¢) in
WstarZ is pure if and only if it is given by f(A) = T*AT for some bounded operator
T: 9 — X .

Finally, let us mention Grandis’ work on categorical homological algebras [98] (99|,
which generalizes abelian categories. It is closely related to Janelidze and Weighill’s
theory. A comparison of effectus theory to Grandis’ work can be found in Bas
Westerbaan’s thesis [256].



Chapter 6

Measurements in Effectuses

The notion of measurement is at the heart of quantum theory [27} 28,120} [210]. In
this chapter we study measurements in terms of an effectus. Recall that for a state
w: I — A and a predicate p: A — I in an effectus, one has the validity (w F p) = pow,
which is understood as an abstract Born rule: w E p is the probability of predicate p
in state w. This captures an aspect of quantum measurements, but is not sufficient
because:

e it concerns only ‘yes-no’ measurement; and
e it gives no information about the state of the system after a measurement.

To discuss measurements in an effectus in a sufficiently general way, we use a notion
of ‘test’, which comes from the operational probabilistic framework of Chiribella et
al. [33135, 61]. The close connection of effectuses to the operational probabilistic
framework was discovered and studied by Tull [248-250]. We can think of an effectus
as a certain type of an operational probabilistic theory, and hence can use the language
of the operational probabilistic framework for an effectus.

Let X be a finite set, which represents the set of outcomes of a measurement. In
an effectus, a test with outcome set X from object A to object B can be defined as a

total morphism of the form:
fiA— X B,

where X - B = [[,cx B is the copower of B by X. It describes a measuring process
on a system of type A that yields an outcome x € X and leaves the system in type B
when the process ends.

In particular, we are interested in tests of the form f: A — X - A, called instruments.
An instrument represents a measurement that is ‘non-destructive’ in the sense that
after the measurement, the system is still present in the same type (but usually
in a different state; cf. side-effect-freeness). We mainly discuss three properties of
instruments: repeatability, side-effect-freeness, and Booleanness. Here Booleanness is
a property of being both repeatable and side-effect-free. In our abstract setting we
discuss repeatable instruments, relating them to sharp predicates. Side-effect-freeness
is shown to be related to compatibility /commutativity of observables. As the name
suggests, Boolean instruments are related to Boolean algebras.

We say that an effectus is Boolean if every observable can be measured by a
Boolean instrument. We will give a characterization of Boolean effectuses, under
some assumptions (comprehension or quotients), by extensivity of coproducts —a well-
established notion of ‘nice’ coproducts. This can also be seen as a new characterization
of extensive categories (with a final object) as Boolean effectuses.



162 Chapter 6. Measurements in Effectuses

6.1 The operational probabilistic framework

The operational probabilistic framework was introduced by Chiribella et al. [33H35|
61] to describe experiments on (physical) systems and predictions about them (i.e.
probabilities of outcomes from experiments). The framework is based on the notion of
operational probabilistic theories (OPTs), categories equipped with certain structures.
Tull first pointed out the close connection of effectuses to the operational probabilistic
framework, and he proved that effectuses may be identified with a certain kind of
OPTs [248].

In this thesis, we use the operational probabilistic framework as a language for
the theory of measurements in effectuses. For this purpose, we will introduce a
suitably modified version of OPTs (which we call abstract operational probabilistic
theories) based on Tull’s work [248]. For example, the original definition of OPTs uses
a monoidal category, but our modified version will be just a category, focusing on
sequential composition. For other differences, see Remark

Definition 6.1.1. A (tensor-free) operational structure is a category C with a
specified ‘unit’ object I € C and for each A, B € C and each finite set X, a specified set
Testx (A, B) of families (f,: A — B),ecx of morphisms, i.e. Testy (4, B) C C(A, B)X,
satisfying the following conditions.

(1) If (fx)mGX € TeStX(Aa B) and (gy)yGY € TeStY(B, C), then (gyofm)(x,y)eXxY €
TeStXXy(A7 C)

(ii) (ida)«e1 € Testy(A, A) for any singleton 1 = {*} and A € C.

(iii) If (fy)zex € Testx(A,B) and 0: Y 5 X is a bijection, then (fo@))yey €
Testy (A, B).

Let C be an operational structure. The objects in C are called types of systems.
The special unit type I represents the trivial system, i.e. ‘nothing’ or a system with
no information. Morphisms in C are called transformations or events. Families
(fo)zex in Testx (A, B) are called tests (with outcome set X), and elements x € X
are called outcomes. We interpret a test (f,: A — B).cx as an operation on a
system of type A that turns the system to type B and yields an outcome x € X.
An occurrence of outcome z € X corresponds to that of the event/transformation
fz: A — B, which determines how the system transforms. The condition |(i)| above
asserts that we can (sequentially) compose two tests: for tests f = (fp: A = B)gex
and g = (gy: B — C)y ey, the composed test is defined and denoted by

f[i9= (gy ofri A— C)(z,y)EXxY .

It has the cartesian product X x Y as outcome set.

A test of type (wy: I — A)zex is called a preparation test: it is a test starting
in ‘nothing’ I and resulting in a system A. Dually, a test of type (pz: A = I)zex
is called a observation test or observable. An observation test turns a system to
‘nothing’ I and hence discards the system, yielding only an outcome x € X.

We say that a test is closed if it is of type (sz: I — I)zex. An experiment
is a composable sequence of tests f(V), f) .. f(") such that the composed test
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FO. @ £ g closed — that is: (V) is a preparation test and f(™) is an obser-
vation test. We call transformations s: I — I scalars, and see them as ‘abstract
probabilities’. Then a closed test (s;: I — I)zcx may be viewed as an ‘(abstract)
probability distribution” on X. Thus each experiment induces a probability distribution
of outcomes — this is the basic intuition in the operational probabilistic framework.

We will make two assumptions on an operational structure: causality and coarse-
graining. Let us introduce some more terminology. Tests (f: A — B).c1 that have the
singleton outcome set 1 = {x} are called deterministic, in the sense that when one
performs such a test, the transformation f always occurs with the unique outcome * € 1.
We call a transformation f: A — B a channel if the singleton family (f: A — B).¢c1
is a test, and identify channels with deterministic tests. A channel of type w: I — A—
a deterministic preparation test —is called a state. Dually, a channel of type A — I
may be understood as the operation of discarding a system of type A without any
observation. The first assumption, called causality, is that for each type A there exists
a unique such discarding operation.

Definition 6.1.2. An operational structure C satisfies causality if for each A € C,
there is a unique channel of type A — I. We denote the unique ‘discarding’ channel
by 14: A— 1.

Later we will explain the causality property as the principle of ‘no signalling from
the future’, see Proposition See also [50}, 55] where causality in (monoidal)
categories is more systematically studied.

Next we introduce the coarse-graining operation, which yields a ‘coarse-grained’
test by identifying some outcomes of a test. For example, consider a test (fz,, fuys fos)
with outcomes {z1,x2,x3}. Suppose that we identify outcomes z; and zs, say as z12.
Then we obtain a ‘coarse-grained’ test (fu,,, fz;) With outcomes {x12, x5} together
with a ‘coarse-grained’ transformation f;,, = fz, @ fz,. Coarse-graining can be defined
axiomatically as the PCM structure compatible with the operational structure.

Definition 6.1.3. An operational structure (C, I, Test) admits coarse-graining if
(a) C is enriched over PCMs;
(b) every test (fy: A — B)gex is a summable family in the hom-PCM C(A, B);

(c) for each test (f.)zecx and each function a: X — Y (where Y is a finite set),
the family (gy)yecy defined by g, = ) (y) fo 15 a test.

re€a~1

Now we define the notion of ‘abstract’ operational probabilistic theory.

Definition 6.1.4. An abstract operational probabilistic theory (AOPT for
short) is an operational structure that satisfies causality and admits coarse-graining.

In an AOPT, every test f = (fi: A — B),ecx induces an observable on A by
composing the discarding channel 1: B — I, namely, the observable f;1 = (1f,: A —
Iyex. Foratest f = (fz: A — B)zex and an observable p = (p,: A = I),ex, we
say that f is p-compatible or f measures p if f;1 = p holds.

Since the discarding channel on I must be the identity, each observation test
p=(ps: A— I)zex is itself a p-compatible test. By performing the test p we obtain
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an outcome x € X but discard the system at the same time. Such measurements
are sometimes called ‘destructive’ measurements. In contrast, tests of type (f,: A —
A)zex, may be understood as ‘non-destructive’ measurements, which keep the system
in the same type. We call such a test (f: A = A),cx an instrument.

Although the scalars C(I,I) in an AOPT need not form an effect monoid, they
have a similar probability-like structure. We can multiply scalars s -t = sot via
composition and add scalars s @ t via the PCM structure. By causality, the unique
discarding channel 1;: I — I is equal to the identity id;: I — I and hence is the unit
of multiplication. The scalar 1; = id; is seen as ‘probability one’.

Proposition 6.1.5. In an AOPT, every observable (p,: A — I)zex salisfies

@szlA'

zeX

Proof. By coarse-graining along the unique function X — 1 = {x}, we obtain the
deterministic test (§), p»: A = I)se1. By causality, ), p. = 1a. [ |

Corollary 6.1.6. In an AOPT, every closed test (s;: I — I)zex satisfies (D, x Sz =
1. Thus every closed test is a ‘probability distribution’ on X.

Let fM ..., f be an experiment. Suppose that each test f(/) has outcome set
XU, Then the composite f(V);---: (") is a closed test with outcome set X x - .- x
X (™) je. a ‘joint probability distribution’ on XM ... X To reason about such
joint probability distributions, it is convenient to employ the common notation from
probability theory. We write o; for the random variable denoting the outcome from
the jth test in the experiment. Then we denote the probability (scalar) that outcomes
2z, 2™ occur from the experiment by

Pf(1)’m,f(n>(01 = x(l), e, 0 = x(n)) = fx?) o0--+0 fiil)) I —1T.

Following the usual convention, when no confusion is likely to arise, we omit random
variables o; and simply write:

Pray,.. 5o (1‘(1)7 e 733(n)) =P fm (01 = 33(1), <oy Op = x(n)) .

Marginal distributions can be defined in the usual manner via sum ©. For
instance, consider the experiment consisting of tests w = (wy: I — A)yey, f =
(fz: A — B)yex, and p= (p.: B — I),cz. Then the joint probability distribution is:

Pw,f,p(yaxvz) = Pw,f,p(ol =Y,02 =,03 = Z) =Pz° fm O Wy -

The marginal distribution, say on the variables o1 and o3, is defined by summing over
09!
Pw,f,p(yv Z) = @ Pw,f,p(ya-ra Z) = @ Pz © fw O Wy -

reX reX
In particular, if f is a deterministic test (channel), say with X = {z;}, then
Pu rp(y,21,2) = Py fp(y, 2), so the unique outcome z; may be omitted in the

notation.
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It is often the case that the scalars C(I,I) form a commutative division effect
monoid. In that case, we can also define conditional probability in the usual
manner via division, for example:

PW,fyp(x | Y, Z) = Pw»f»p(yvx’ Z)/Pwyf,P(yv Z) .

It is defined when P, ¢ ,(y, z) is nonzero. Clearly, the usual calculation rule such as
Porp(@ |y, 2) - Pu pp(y, 2) = Pu rp(y, z,2) is valid.

With this notation in hand, we now describe causality as the principle of ‘no
signalling from the future’

Proposition 6.1.7. Let f(V, ..., f™ be an experiment. For each number k such
that 1 < k < n, we have

Pray . pom (l‘(l), . ,x(k)) = Pf(l)"”’f(k)’l(l'(l), e ,J;(k)) .

In words, the (marginal) probability of the outcomes from the first k tests does not
depends on the subsequent tests, and in fact it is equal to the probability in the
experiment where we discard the system immediately after the kth test.

Proof. Calculate as follows.
Pf(l)"“’f(n) (Z‘(l), ‘e ,Jf(k))
= @ Pf<1)7m)f(n)(x(1),...,1:("))

2D p(n)
_ (n) (1)
= @ fx?mo"'ofxu)

s+ ()
_ (n) (k+1) (k) (1)
_( @ fm?")o"'o m(k+1))ofm(k)o"'ofm(1)

2k ()

=1o fi]fk)) 0--:0 i(ll)> by Proposition [6.1.5
:Pf(1)7.._7f(k),l($(1),...,x(k)) .

In the light of the above result, we can generalize the notion of experiments as
follows: an experiment is a composable sequence of tests f(1),..., f( where the
first test (1) is an preparation test (but f() need not be an observation test). Then
the probability of outcomes from the experiment is calculated by adding the discarding
channel 1 at the end, that is:

Pro . o ($(1)7 e ,x(n)) = Pf(l),,,.,f(n),l(x(l)v e ,x(n))
zlofifj) °"'°f§1)>'

Remark 6.1.8. Tull introduced a suitable reformulation of OPTs of Chiribella et al.
called operational theories with control |248, Definition 1]. Our AOPTs can be seen as
a simplification of Tull’s operational theories with control; for example we omitted the
control structure.

For comparison, let us describe the original definition of OPTs by Chiribella et
al. [33] |35} 61] stripped of its monoidal structure:
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o A (tensor-free version of) operational probabilistic theory is an operational
structure (C, I, Test) equipped with a monoid morphism [—]: C(I,I) — [0, 1]
such that ) _\[s.] = 1 for every closed test (s;: I — I)zex-

Here one has the interpretation [s] € [0, 1] of scalars in concrete probabilities, so that
every closed test induces an ordinary probability distribution. Although causality and
coarse-graining are not included in the above minimal definition of OPTs, both of
them are basic additional assumptions used in the operational probabilistic framework,
see 33} 35, [61]. We note that coarse-graining there is introduced via representation of
transformations in vector spaces, while Definition [6.1.3]is more axiomatic.

6.2 Effectuses as operational probabilistic theories

In this section we put effectuses in the context of the operational probabilistic frame-
work. To do so, we define tests in an effectus, and then show that every effectus can
be seen as an AOPT.

Definition 6.2.1. A test in an effectus C is a family (f,: A — B),ecx of morphisms
indexed by a finite set X such that @), .y 1f. = 1.

In other words, by Lemma a test in an effectus is a summable family (fy).
of morphisms such that the sum §), f. is a total morphism. Clearly, a channel is
precisely a total morphism.

Proposition 6.2.2. An effectus C with tests defined above and the unit I € C form
an AOPT.

Proof. Let (fy: A — B)gex and (g,: B — C)yey be tests. Then

W) 1Ogy0fx:@(@1Ogy>ofx:@lofmzl,

(z,y)eX XY zeX yey reX

whence (gy © fz)(@,y)exxy is a test. The rest of axioms of an operational structure
are obvious. The operational structure C satisfies causality since for each A € C, the
truth predicate 1: A — I is the unique channel (= total morphism) of this type. The
effectus C is enriched over PCMs, and every test (f,: A — B),cx is a summable
family since the domain predicates (1f;)zex are summable. Let (f;).cx be a test
and a a: X — Y be a function. Let g, = @Iea,l(y) fz- Then

@1914:@ @ 1fm:@1fz:17

yey YyeY zea1(y) reX

so that the family (gy)yey is a test. Therefore C admits coarse-graining, proving that
C is an AOPT. [ |

From now on, effectuses will be viewed as AOPTs in the manner above.

Proposition 6.2.3. An observation test (p,: A — I).ex in an effectus is precisely a
family of predicates p, € Pred(A) such that Q) ¢ x Pz = 1. [ ]
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For an effect algebra E, an n-tuple (ai,...,ay,) of elements a; € E satisfying
a1 @ - @a, = 1is called an n-test in E, see e.g. [229| {230, [243]. Therefore the
proposition above says that an observation test (p;: A — I);je[,) With n outcomes
[n] ={1,...,n} is precisely an n-test in the effect algebra Pred(A).

There is an alternative concise description of tests in an effectus, via copowers.

Definition 6.2.4. Let A € C be an object in a category. For a set X, the copower
X - Aof Aby X is the X-fold coproduct of A in C, namely:

xX-A=1]JA.
reX
In particular when X = [n] = {1,...,n} for n € N, we write:
n times
n-A=[n]-A=A4A+4+---+A.
Moreover, for a morphism f: A — B we will write X - f: X - A — X - B for the
morphism given as X - f =[] .y .

Proposition 6.2.5. In an effectus, tests (fr: A — B)zex are in bijective correspond-
ence with total morphisms of the form f: A — X - B, where X - B is the copower of
B by X. They corresponds via f =>4, 0 f and f = (fo)zex-

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma [3.2.5 |

We will henceforth identify tests (f;: A = B)zex in an effectus with total morphisms
of the form f = (fz)z: A — X - B. In particular, two-outcome observables are
identified with total morphisms of type A — I + I, which are precisely predicates in
the effectus in total form Tot(C).

Given tests f: A — X - B and g: B — Y - C, we can describe the composite
f;9: A = (X xY) - C concretely as follow. For this the obvious isomorphism
X (Y- -C)=2 (X xY)-C will be used.

Proposition 6.2.6. In the situation described above, the following diagram commutes.

A
f;
fl !
X B X (Y:C) — (X xY).C

Proof. The two morphisms are equal when composed with the partial projections
Dgy: (X XY)-C — C, as shown in the following commutative diagram:

o

At x.B X x.v.0) =5 (XxY).C

D S
B Y

Gy

Therefore the diagram in question commutes by the joint monicity of partial projections.
|
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As a special case we have:

Corollary 6.2.7. Let f: A— X - B be a test and p: A — X - I an observable. The
test f is p-compatible, i.e. f;1 = p, if and only if the following diagram commutes.

AL, x.B

N e

To discuss effectuses in the operational probabilistic framework, it is convenient
to introduce ‘operationally well-behaved’ effectuses by imposing some additional
assumptions. The first assumption is the normalization property from Section [£.5—
substates can be normalized into proper states. It is a fairly reasonable assumption
and indeed, any real effectus satisfies the normalization property. Chiribella et al. also
use normalization in their operational probabilistic framework, as an operation that is
possible under other operationally reasonable assumptions, see [61, §5.4.1] and [35,
§4.1.4].

The second assumption is the following separation property.

Definition 6.2.8. We say that an effectus satisfies the separation property if for
each pair of morphisms f,g: A — B, one has f = g whenever po fow =gqgo fow for
all w € St(A) and p € Pred(A4).

Two morphisms f,g: A — B may be considered to be ‘statistically equivalent’ if
pofow=gqo fow for all w e St(A) and p € Pred(A), because the scalar po fow
represent the probability of the predicate p holds after the transformation f in the
initial state w. The separation property thus asserts that any statistically equivalent
morphisms are equal. In the operational probabilistic framework of Chiribella et
al., they use the OPT quotiented by such statistical equivalence, and therefore the
separation property always holds; see |61, §3.2] or [35], §2.2] for details.

We note that possible variations of the separation properties are equivalent to the
one above, when normalization is assumed.

Lemma 6.2.9. The following are equivalent in an effectus with the normalization
property.

(i) The separation property in the sense of Definition holds.

(ii

Total morphisms are separated by states and predicates.

(iii) Morphisms are separated by substates and predicates.

)

)

(iv) Total morphisms are separated by substates and predicates.

(v) Tests are separated by preparation and observation tests: for each pair of tests

f,9: A= X -B,ifw; fip=w;g;p forall testsw: I =Y  -Aandp: B— Z-1,

then f = g.

(vi) The category C is well-pointed and well-copointed with respect to the object I.
Here well-pointedness w.r.t. I is the property that for each f,g: A — B in C,
if fow=gow forallw: I — A, then f = g. Well-copointedness is the dual

property.



6.2. Effectuses as operational probabilistic theories 169

Proof. Implications |(i)| = [(ii)| = and |(i)| = = [(iv)| are obvious. Below
we will first show = = [(i)} which implies that [)H(iv)| are all equivalent.
Then we will prove the rest of the equivalence.

== Assume that total morphisms f,g: A — B satisfies po fow =pogow
for all w € St(A) and p € Pred(B). Let w € St<(A) and p € Pred(B) be an arbitrary
substate and predicate. If w = 0 then po fow =0 = po gow. Thus assume w # 0
and let @ be the normalization of w such that w =@ o |w|. Then

pofow=pofomolw|=pogomolu|=pogow

using the assumption. By we conclude that f = g.
= Let f,g: A — B be possibly non-total morphisms such that po fow =
pogow for all w € St(A) and p € Pred(B). Then for each w € St(A) we have

(1f)Yfow=(lofow)r =(logow)t =(1g)t ow.
Therefore for any w € St(A) and p = [p1,p2] € Pred(B + I),

po((f,(Lf) )ew=piofow@pso(Lf) ow
= ogow@pgo(lg)low
=po{g,(1g) New.

Since {(f, (1f)*) and (g, (1g)*)) are total morphisms (of type A — B + I), we obtain
(£, (LH1) = (g, (19)*) and hence f = g.

— Suppose that two tests f,g: A — X - B satisfies w; f; p = w; g; p for all
tests w: I - Y - Aand p: B— Z-I. Then in particular for any state w € St(A) and
predicate p € Pred(A) we have w; f; {(p, p*) = w; g; {p, p)), so that po frow = pog,ow
for each x € X. Hence by |(i)| we obtain f, = g, for each z € X, that is, f = g.

:> Assume that two total morphisms f,g: A — B satisfies po fow = pogow
for all w € St<(A) and p € Pred(B). We will consider f,g as tests with singleton
outcome set, i.e. channels. Let w = (wy)y: I > Y -Aand p=(p.),: B— Z-1I be
arbitrary preparation and observation tests. By assumption, for any y € Y and z € Z
we have p, o f ow, = p, o g ow,. Therefore w; f;p = w; g; p. Bywe obtain f =g.

=> Suppose that fow =gow forall w: I =+ A. Then po fow =pogow
for all w € St(A) and p € Pred(A), so that f = g by Therefore C is well-pointed.
Well-copointedness is shown similarly.

= Suppose that po fow = pogow for all w € St<(A) and p € Pred(B).
By well-copointedness, for each w € St<(A) we have fow = gow. Then f = g by
well-pointedness. ]

Finally we assume that scalars are commutative. To summarize, we introduce the
following definition:

Definition 6.2.10. We say that an effectus C is operationally well-behaved if it
satisfies the following conditions.
(i) C satisfies the normalization property (see Definition [4.5.1]).

(ii) C satisfies the separation property.
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(iii) The scalars are commutative: s-t=1¢-s for all s,t: I — I.

By Proposition the normalization property implies that scalars S = C(I, 1)
admit division. Therefore in an operationally well-behaved effectus one can define
conditional probability: P(z | y) = P(z,y)/ P(y), see §[6.1]

Real effectuses are of great importance, since experiments ..., () yield probab-
ility distributions P¢a)  ¢m) in the usual sense. The following proposition is obvious
but worth noting.

Proposition 6.2.11. Any real effectus with the separation property is operationally
well-behaved.

Proof. Any real effectus satisfies the normalization property (Proposition |4.4.10|) and
has commutative scalars. |

We end the section with examples.

Example 6.2.12. We describe the notions in the operational probabilistic framework
in our main examples of effectuses.

(i) In the effectus Pfn of sets and partial function, tests with outcome set X
are families of partial functions (f,: A — B),ex satisfying the condition that
for each a € A, there exists a unique x € X such that f,(a) is defined. By
Proposition they are equivalently total functions f: A — X - B. As one
has X - B = [[,cx B = X x B, tests send states a € A to states b € B together
with outcomes z € X. In particular, observables are total functions of the
form p: A — X. They are identified with partition (p~1(z))zex of the set A.
Closed tests s: 1 — X correspond elements s € X, which may also be seen
as Boolean-valued distributions X — {0,1} in the obvious way. Thus each
experiment £ ... £ yields a ‘deterministic’ outcome (2(?, ... (™).

(ii) In the effectus K¢(D<) of sets and subprobabilistic maps, tests with outcome
set X are families of functions (f,: A — D<(B))zex such that for each a € A
one has >~ >, 5 fo(a)(b) = 1. Equivalently, they are functions f: A —
D(X - B) 2 D(X x B). Observables are functions p: A — D(X), i.e. ones that
map elements a € A to probability distributions p(a) € D(X) on the outcome
set X. Closed tests 1 — D(X) are exactly probability distributions on X. Thus
each experiment f(© ..., (") with outcome sets X (@, ..., X induces a ‘joint’
probability distribution me)’._ F(n) ON the product XO x ... x X0

(iii) In the effectus WstarZ’ of W*-algebras, tests (from &7 to %) with outcome set
X are families of normal subunital CP maps (f,: & — &),cx such that for
eachb € Bonehas ) _ fo(b) = 1, or equivalently the sum (), y fz is a unital
map. By Proposition [6.2.5 tests can also be described as normal unital CP maps
f: X -2 — of. Observables are families (p, € [0, 1] )zcx of predicates/effects
with > .y Pz = 1. When &7 = B(¢) for a Hilbert space ., the observables
are commonly known as positive-operator valued measures (POV measures or
POVMs) |27, 65, [181]. POVMs are a generalization of ‘sharp’ observables,
i.e. self-adjoint operators on 7, and thus also called unsharp observables or
simply observables. Note that general POVMs may have measurable spaces



6.3. Repeatable measurements and sharp observables 171

(X, Xx) as the spaces of outcomes, while in our setting outcome spaces X are
restricted to finite discrete ones. Similarly if & = & = B(J), tests/instruments
(fo: B(H) — B(S))zex are precisely instruments in the sense of Ozawa [213],
with finite outcome spaces X (in general, the outcome spaces may be measurable
spaces). See also |65}, |66] [120] for the notion of quantum instruments. Finally,
closed tests (s, : C — C)ex in Wstar2?® correspond to probability distributions
on X, via the identification of scalars s, : C — C with probabilities s,(1) € [0, 1].

6.3 Repeatable measurements and sharp
observables

Repeatability of measurement refers to a property that if a quantity is measured
twice consecutively, then the two measurements yield the same outcomes. Von
Neumann [210, §111.3 and §IV.3] introduced the property, sometimes called the
repeatability hypothesis. From the hypothesis he deduced the well-known projection
postulate (or collapse postulate) that determines the state after a measurement by
projection. His discussion was then refined by Liiders [194].

Later Davies and Lewis [66] initiated a modern quantum measurement theory based
on the notion of instruments, where repeatability is a property of instruments that is not
necessarily satisfied. In the modern framework repeatable measurements/instruments
have been studied in relation to sharp observables and measurements of von Neumann
and Liiders, see e.g. 25, |66, 183].

In this section we will discuss repeatability and related concepts in our abstract
setting of effectuses.

6.3.1 Repeatable and idempotent instruments
We start with the definition of repeatability and a stronger property of idempotency.
Definition 6.3.1. We say that an instrument f = (fy).: A = X - A is

(i) repeatable if f,s o f, =044 for each z, 2’ € X with z # 2;

(ii) idempotent if each f, is idempotent, i.e. f; o fz = f., for each z € X.

We give a few characterization of repeatable instruments.

Proposition 6.3.2.

(i) Aninstrument f = (fo)e: A = X-A is repeatable if and only if Lo fyo f, = lof,
for each z € X.

(ii) Suppose that the effectus is operationally well-behaved. Then an instrument f is
repeatable if and only if
Poflo1 =y,00=2) ifx=2a

P, (01 =y,00=2,03=2") = {0 ifv #x

for any preparation test w: I —Y - A.
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Proof.
(i) Assume that f is repeatable. Then for each =’ € X, one has

1Ofxf=10(z@(fw>0fzf=10<z@(fx0fwf> — 10 fuofu.

Conversely, assume that 1o f, o f, = 1o f, for each z € X. Then for each
7' € X we have

Lofu=10(Q fo)ofor=QLofeofu=10fu@ @ Lofrofu.

zeX zeX r#x’

By cancellation and positivity, for each z € X with x # 2’ we have 1lof,of, =0
and hence f, o fir =044.

(ii) If f is repeatable then for any preparation w: I —Y - A
Py rfloe=z,03=x)=10f,0f,ow=10f,ow=P, (03 =)
and if x # 2’
Py yrl02=w,03=1") =10 fyrofrow=0.
The converse follows by separation. ]

Proposition [6.3.2(ii)| expresses the condition that repeating measurement by the
instrument yields the same outcome. We obtain the following corollary as a consequence

of Proposition [6.3.2(i)|

Corollary 6.3.3. Any idempotent instrument is repeatable. |
We give a few characterization of idempotent instruments.

Proposition 6.3.4. An instrument f: A — X - A is idempotent if and only if the
following diagram commutes.

f

A—L s x.a A X-A
m J{A‘A that is: fl JA.A
(X x X)-A X A x. (X 4) 5 (XxX) A

where A: X — X x X is the diagonal.

Proof. Tt is easy to verify that D, . o (f; f) =Dy 0 (A- A) o f for each z, 2’ € X,
using
>, ifz=2a

(X-A%(XxX)-AMA): ,
0 ifzx#£a.

Thus f; f = (A - A) o f by the joint monicity of partial projections >, . [ |
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Proposition 6.3.5. In an operationally well-behaved effectus, an instrument f: A —
X - A is idempotent if and only if for any preparation test w: I — Y - A and observable
p: A— Z -1, one has

/
Pw,f,f,p(ol =Y,02 =T,03 =T ,04 = z)

Py frp(01 =y,00 =2,03 =2) ifw=2a
o if v £ a.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Proposition [ |

Therefore from an operational point of view, measuring twice with an idempotent
instrument is exactly the same as measuring only once. Note that, in contrast,
measuring twice with a repeatable instrument may introduce additional disturbance
of the state, compared to measuring once.

Definition 6.3.6. An observable p = (py).: A — X - I in an comprehensive effectus
is sharp if for each x € X the predicate p,: A — [ is sharp.

Example 6.3.7. We give example of repeatable (in fact, idempotent) instruments
in Wstar?’. Let & be a W*-algebra, and (p.)zcx be a sharp observable, that
is, a family (p;)zex of projections p, € & such that > _p, = 1. Then we
define an instrument f: & — X - &/ in Wstar?’, i.e. f: d)‘g — &/ in Wstar., by
Jf((az)z) = > ,cx P2azbe. In other words, f is the partial tuple of f,: A — A where
fu(a) = pgap,. Since fr(1) = pa, [ is a (p).-compatible instrument. For each z € X
we have fac(fm(a)) = PzPraPzPz = PgaPpy = fx(a) Therefore fz o fac = fm and the
instrument f is idempotent, hence repeatable. The instrument f is called the Liiders
instrument |27, 28 {120].

Note that this works only when the observable is sharp. For a general ‘unsharp’
observable (p,)zcx, one can still construct a (p,),-compatible instrument f: .o7X — o
by fz(a) = \/pza\/pz using square roots. The instrument is sometimes called the
generalized Liiders instrument (e.g. in [26]), or simply the Liders instrument (e.g.
in [120]). Tt is not repeatable in general, since f,(f.(1)) = p2 # pr = f2(1). Clearly it
is repeatable if and only if the observable (p, ). is sharp.

As one can see from the example above, there is a certain relationship between
repeatability of instruments and sharpness of observables. The examples below show,
however, that the relationship is not so easy as one might expect. This leads us
to consider additional conditions such as ideality on instruments in the following
subsections.

Example 6.3.8. The observable measured by a repeatable (or idempotent) instrument
is not necessarily sharp. We give a counterexample in Wstar2’. Consider the W*-
algebra Mz = C3*3 of 3 x 3-matrices. Let

Ao = 0)(0] + 512)(2 Av = 1)1 + 522

be matrices, and define maps fo, f1: M3 — M3 by
fo(B) = (0[B[0)Ao f1(B) = (1|B[1)A; .
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It is easy to verify that (fo, f1)): M3 — M3+ M3 is an instrument in Wstar2’, which
measures the observable given by fo(1) = A and f1(1) = Ay. Since (j|Ax|j) = 0k,
we have f;o f; = fj and fj o f, = 044 for k # j. Therefore the instrument (fo, f1)) is
idempotent and hence repeatable, but the measured observable (Ag, A1) is not sharp.

Note that the example involves only diagonal entries of matrices. Therefore we can
construct a similar counterexample as an instrument on the commutative algebra C3,
and also an counterexample in K¢(Dy).

Example 6.3.9. Conversely, not all instruments that measure sharp observables are
repeatable either. Consider the 2 x 2-matrix algebra My in the effectus WstarZ?. Let
Py =|0){0] and P, = |1)(1]| be projections, and H be the Hadamard unitary matrix,
that is, H = 7[1 71] Then define maps g1, g2: Mo — My by

go(B) = P()HBHPO gl(B) = Pprl

They form an instrument ((fo, f1)): M2 — My + My in WstarZ’ that measures
projections Py, Py (since go(1) = Py and ¢1(1) = P;). But the instrument is not
repeatable, because

1
91(90(1)) = PRPHPLHPy = §P0 #0,

that is, 1 0 gg 0 g1 # 0 in Wstar2’. The instrument f corresponds to the procedure
where we first perform the Liiders measurement for Py and P;, and if we obtain an
outcome 0 (associated to Py), we then apply the Hadamard gate. Thus if we see the
outcome 0, the state after the measurement is H|0) = (|0) + |1))/+/2. Therefore, if we
perform a measurement by f twice in a row, it is possible to get different outcomes.

Note. Davies and Lewis [66] use ‘repeatable’ for the property we call ‘idempotent’; and
‘weakly repeatable’ for what we call ‘repeatable’. We follow Busch and others |25 [27]
28| |183], who use ‘repeatable’ for the weaker property. Note that [66] uses ‘strongly
repeatable’ for the property even stronger than ‘idempotent’ (see Theorem and
the following paragraph), while ‘strongly repeatable’ in |[183] means ‘idempotent’ in
our sense.

6.3.2 C- and Q-idempotents

This subsection contains preliminary results about idempotents in effectuses. There
are two special kinds of idempotents in effectuses: C-idempotents and Q-idempotents.
Here C stands for comprehension and Q for quotients, and they respectively related
to comprehension and quotients in a certain way.

Recall that an idempotent is an endomap f: A — A such that fof = f. An
idempotent f: A — A splits if there exists morphisms m: A’ —+ A and e: A — A’
such that eom = id4 and moe = f. Note that m and e are respectively a split mono
and epi, and hence in an effectus, m is total and e is faithful.

m

Lemma 6.3.10. Let f: A — A be an idempotent that splits as A = A’ s A. Let
p=1f. The following are equivalent.

(i) m: A" — A is a (total) comprehension of p.
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(ii) h°(p) = 1 implies f o h = h for any h: B — A.

Proof. = Suppose that h: B — A satisfies h”(p) = 1. By the universality of
comprehension m: A’ — A we obtain h: B — A’ such that h = m o h. Then

foh=moeomoh=moh=h.

= |(i)f To prove that m: A" — A is a comprehension of p, suppose that
h: B — A satisfies h°(p) = 1. Then f o h = h, which shows that h :==eoh: B — A’
is a desired mediating map, as:

moh=moeoh=foh=h.

Moreover the mediating map is unique since m is monic. ]

Lemma 6.3.11. Let f: A — A be an idempotent that splits as A <> A" =5 A. Let
p=1f. The following are equivalent.

(i) e: A— A is a quotient for p*.

(ii) 1g < p implies go f =g for any g: A — B.
Proof. [i)| = If g: A — B satisfies 1g < p, then g factors through the quotient
e: A— A viag: A’ - Basg=goe. Then

gof=goeomoe=goe=g.

= Let g: A — B satisfy 1g < p (i.e. p* < ker(g)). Then go f = g, and
g:=gom: A’ = B is a desired mediating map, since

goe=gomoe=gof=g.

The mediating map is unique since e is epic. |

We define C- and Q-idempotents based on the observations above.
Definition 6.3.12. Let f: A — A be an endomorphism and p := 1f. We say that f
is
(i) C-idempotent if f is idempotent such that h”(p) = 1 implies f o h = h for
any h: B — A.

(ii) Q-idempotent if f is idempotent such that 1g < p implies g o f = g for any
g: A— B.

(iii) CQ-idempotent if f is both C-idempotent and @Q-idempotent.
It is well known that an idempotent f: A — A splits if and only if there exists

an equalizer or a coequalizer of f and id4q: A — A. Similar statements for C- and
Q-idempotents hold, but with comprehension and quotients instead of (co)equalizers.
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Proposition 6.3.13. Let f: A — A be a C-idempotent. Let p = 1f. Then the
tdempotent f splits if and only if there exists a comprehension m,: {A|p} — A of p.
In that case, the splitting of [ is given by the universality of the comprehension as
below.

{Alp}

- 21
f/’/ x
e

-7 f

S

Proof. If f splits, say as A = A’ 2 A, then s: A’ — A is a comprehension of p by
Lemma Conversely, assume that there exists a comprehension m,: {A|p} — A.
Since pof =1ofof =10 f andso f°(p) = 1, there exists f: A — {A|p} such that
f =m,o f. Note that m,(p) = 1 and hence f o, = m, by C-idempotency. Then

A A

mpoid=m, = fom,=m,0 fom,.
Since 7, is monic, f o m, = id. Therefore f splits. |

Proposition 6.3.14. Let f: A — A be a Q-idempotent. Let p = 1f. Then the
idempotent f splits if and only if there exists a quotient £, : A — A/p* forpt. In
that case, the splitting of f is given by the universality of the quotient as below.

Proof. If f splits, say as A — A" 5 A, then r: A — A’ is a quotient for p+ by
Lemma [6.3.11} Conversely assume that there is a quotient £,.: A — A/pt. Because
1f = p, ie. ker(f) = pt, we obtain the mediating map f: A/p* — A such that
f=fo&y. Since 1,1 = p we have §,1 o f = {,1 by Q-idempotency. Then
idoﬁpL :gpL :fpl Of:é'pL O?OSPL :gpL O?OﬁPL .
Then &,1 o f=id as §pL is epi. Therefore f splits. |
C- and Q-idempotent instruments will mean what you would expect:

Definition 6.3.15. An instrument f = (f;)),: A - X - A is C-idempotent (resp.
Q- and CQ-idempotent) if f, is C-idempotent (resp. Q- and CQ-idempotent) for
each z € X.

6.3.3 C-ideal and Q-ideal instruments

We define two kinds of ideality of instruments, which will turn out to be related with
comprehension and quotients, respectively.

Definition 6.3.16. An instrument f: A — X - A is said to be:
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(i) C-ideal provided that for any morphism h: B — A and o’ € X, if f,oh =0
for all z € X \ {«'}, then f,s o h = h;

(ii) Q-ideal provided that for any morphism g: A - B and 2’ € X, if go f, =0
for all z € X \ {2/}, then go fur = g;

(iii) CQ-ideal if it is both C-ideal and Q-ideal.

We first give characterizations of C-ideality in an operationally well-behaved effectus.
Intuitively, C-ideality is a property that the measurement does not disturb the state
of a system whenever some outcome is certain (deterministic). In fact, C-ideality is
equivalent to the property known as d-ideality [25| [27, [183], when interpreted in the
effectus WstarZd of W*-algebras.

Proposition 6.3.17. Let f: A — X - A be an instrument in an operationally well-
behaved effectus. The following are equivalent.
(i) f is C-ideal.
(ii) For each state w € St(A) and ' € X, if frow =0 for all x € X \ {2}, then
forow=w.

iii) For each preparation test w: I =Y - A andy € Y, if there exists ' € X such
prep Y )

that (P, (y) # 0 and) Py, (2’ | y) =1, then Py, 5 ,(y, z) = Po, p(y, 2) for any
observable p: A— Z -1 and z € Z.

(iv) (d-ideality) For each w € St(A) and 2’ € X, if Py, s(2') = 1, then fp ow =w.

Proof. <:> The direction = is trivial. We prove <. Suppose that h: B — A
and o’ € X satisfy f,oh =0 for all z € X \ {2’}. By the separation property, to
conclude that f,» o h = h it suffices to prove that f,s o how = how for all w € St(B).
Take an arbitrary state w € St(B). If how = 0 the desired equation clearly holds.
Thus assume how # 0 and let o € St(A) be the normalization of h ow. Then for all
ve X\ {'},

fzooolhow| = fyohow=0.

From |how| # 0 and |f, o o] - |how| = 0, we obtain f, oo = 0. By[{i) fr o0 =0.
Therefore
frrohow= fpooolhow| =0co0lhow|=how.

= Suppose that 2’ € X satisfies P, s(2’ | y) = 1. Then

Pw,f(yax,) = Pw,f(x/ ‘ y) Pw,f(y) = Pw,f(y) = @ Pw,f(yaz)'
rzeX

By cancellation, @zex\{x’} Po.#(y,2) = 0. Then for all z € X \ {2},
0=P, s(y,x)=1o frow,,

so that f, ow, = 0. Hence f; o wy = w, by C-ideality. Therefore for any observable
prA—Z-1,

Pw,f’p(y72) = @ Pz o f:r OWy =Pz 0 f:v’ OWy =Pz O0Wy = Pw,p(yyz)~
reX
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= Suppose that P,, s(z') = 1 for a state w: I — X and o’ € X. Let us
view w as a test with outcome set {y}. Then

Py p(y,2') =Py p(z') =1,

and by causality
P, fy) =Pu(y) =low=1.
Therefore
Po (@ |y) =Pus(y, ')/ Puys(y) =1.

Reasoning similarly to the proof of = we obtain frow =0forallz € X\ {z'}.
Now by for any observable p: A - Z -1 and z € Z,

P20 forow= @ P20 frow= PUJ,fm(yaZ) = Pw,p(yaz) =pzow.
zeX
By separation, f, ow = w.
= Suppose that w € St(A4) and 2’ € X satisfies f, ow = 0 for all
x € X \ {z'}. Then

P, (@) =1ofpow= ) lofrow=1.
reX

By we obtain f ow = w. |

Next we give characterizations of Q-ideality. Formally Q-ideality is dual to C-
ideality, but its operational meaning is slightly more complicated. It roughly means
the following: if a later observation z € Z makes some outcome from the measurement
by f certain, then the measurement by f does not change the probability that we
observe the outcome z.

Proposition 6.3.18. Let f: A — X - A be an instrument in an operationally well-
behaved effectus. The following are equivalent.

(i) f is Q-ideal.

(ii) For any p € Pred(A) and 2’ € X, if po f, = 0 for all x € X \ {2}, then
po fur =p-

(iii) For each observable p: A — Z -1 and z € Z, if there exists v’ € X such

that Py, rp(x’ | 2) = 1 (whenever P, r,(2) # 0) for all w € St(A), then
Po. rp(y, 2) =Py p(y, 2) for any preparation test w: I - Y - A andy €Y.

Proof. == Let p: A — Z - A be an observable and z € Z. Suppose that
x’ € X satisfies Py, s ,(2' | 2) = 1 for any w € St(A) with P, f,(z) # 0. Take an
arbitrary state w € St(A). If P, 7 ,(2) # 0, then

Pup(a’,2) = Pu p(@’ | 2) Py pp(2) = Pusp(2) = Q) Puppl, 2).
reX

By cancellation P, s ,(z,2) = 0forallz € X\a'. If P, s ,(2) =0, then P, ¢ ,(z,2) =0
for any € X. Thus in either case, we have py o f, ow = Py, ¢ p(z,2) = 0 for all
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x € X\{2'}. Since w was arbitrary, by separation we have f,op, = 0 for allz € X\{z'}.
Therefore f,, op, = p, by Then for any preparation test w: I — Y - A,

Py rp(y,2) = @ Pu oy, 2,2) = @ P20 feowy =psowy, =Py ,(y,2)
reX reX
= [(ii)f Suppose that p € Pred(A) and z € X satisfy po f, = 0 for all
x € X\ {z'}. Let p: A — Z - I be an observable given by Z = {21, 22}, p», = p and
P., = p+. For any state w € St(A), by assumption we have

Po.s5(z1) = ) Pusp(@,21) = Q) pofaow=po foow=Py ss(z',21). (6.1)
zeX zeX

It follows that P, r,(z’ | z) = 1 whenever Py, s ,(z) # 0. By for any state

w € St(A) we have Py, ¢ 5(21) = Py, 5(21), and hence

@p

pow =Py s(z1) =Py s p(21) wtp(@' 21) =po foow.

Therefore p = p o f, by separation.

[(ii)] = [(D)} Suppose that g: A — B and 2’ € X satisfy go f, =0 for all z € X\ {z'}.
Let p € Pred(B) be an arbitrary predicate. Then pogo f, =0 for all z € X \ {z'}. By
(ii), we obtain po go f,» = pog. Since p was arbitrary, g o f,» = g by separation. W

We will study repeatable instruments that are C- or Q-ideal. First of all, such
instruments are always idempotent:

Proposition 6.3.19. Let f: A — X - A is a repeatable instrument. If f is C-ideal or
Q-ideal, then f is idempotent.

Proof. Suppose that f is C-ideal. Let z € X be fixed. Since f, o f, = 0 for each
2’ € X\ {z}, we obtain f, o f, = f. by the C-ideality. Therefore f is idempotent.
The proof is similar when f is Q-ideal. |

Theorem 6.3.20. Let f: A — X - A be an instrument. The following are equivalent.
(i) f is repeatable and C-ideal.
(ii) f is C-idempotent.

Proof. We write f = (fz))» and p, = 1f,.
= By Proposition f is idempotent. Fix 2’ € X. Suppose that
h: B — A satisfies h”(p,s) = 1. Then p, o h = 0. Since p, = @x;ﬁx/ 1f,, we have
@m#y lo f, oh =0. Hence by positivity 1o f, o h =0 and so f, o h = 0 for each
xz € X \ {z'}. By C-ideality we obtain f,» o h = h. Therefore f,. is a C-idempotent.
— By Corollary f is repeatable. Suppose that h: B — A and 2’ € X
satisfy fp oh =0 for all z € X \ {a’}. Then

pi‘,oh:(® 1fx)oh: Q@ 1ofroh=0.
c#x! x#z!

Therefore h°(p,/) = 1, and f,» o h = h by the C-idempotency of f,. [ |
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Lemma 6.3.21. Let f = {fu)e: A = X - A be a Q-ideal repeatable instrument. Then
for each ' € X,

rH£x! cF£x!
Proof. Let g = @ziw, fz. Then

1fx/og: @ lofx’ofwzoa
r#x’

that is, ¢°((1f»)*) = 1. Now assume that p € Pred(A) satisfies ¢°(p) = 1, i.e.

ptog=0. Then
@ pJ— © fa: =0,
r#x!
and by positivity p* o f, = 0 for all z € X \ {2'}. By Q-ideality, p* o f,» = p*. Then

pL:pLofI/ <1lofu,
so that (1f,)* < p. |

Lemma 6.3.22. Assume that the effectus is comprehensive. Let f = (fy)s: A = X-A
be a Q-idempotent instrument. Then im(QD, 1, fo) = Wyopyr Lfa for each 2’ € X if
and only if im(f;) = 1f, for each z € X.

Proof. Let f = {(fu)z: A — X - A be a Q-idempotent instrument in a comprehensive
effectus. Since f is repeatable, for each =’ € X,

(Uafqmz(gqugoﬁcwgyononcw,

so that im(f,/) < 1f,.. In particular, the images im(f,) are summable. Hence by
Propositions [5.2.21 and [5.5.18] for each 2’ € X we have

im( @ £) =\ m(f) = @ m(f).

r#z! zHtz r#x!

Therefore if im(f;) = 1f, holds for each z € X, clearly im(Q), . fz) = Wy 1f2
holds for each 2’ € X.

Conversely, if im(Q), .,/ fo) = W, 1fo for each 2’ € X, then @, im(fz) =
WDt Lfz. Since im(f;) < 1fs, it follows that im(f,) = 1f, for all x € X \ {2’}
Thus we have im(f;) = 1f, for all z € X if X contains at least two elements. If X is
empty, the equivalence in question is trivial since both conditions are vacuous. Finally
suppose that X is a singleton, say X = {z}. Then f,: A — A is a Q-idempotent with
1f, = 1. By Q-idempotency, f, =ida o f; =id4. Therefore im(f,)=1=1f,. N

Theorem 6.3.23. For any instrument f = {(fo)e: A = X - A in an effectus, the

conditions |(i)| and|(ii)| below are equivalent. Moreover, in a comprehensive effectus, all
(i)

conditions |(i)H(iii)| are equivalent.
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(i) f is repeatable and Q-ideal.

(i) f is Q-idempotent and im(QD, 1, fo) = Wyopyr Lfe for each 2’ € X.
(iii) f is Q-idempotent and im(f,) = 1f, for each x € X.

Proof. Equivalence (ii)| <= in a comprehensive effectus holds by Lemma
Thus we focus on |(i)| <= |(ii)

i) = Lemma [6.3.21] proves im(Q), . fo) = Qyppr 1fo for each 2’ € X. By
Proposition f 1s idempotent. Fix =’ € X. Suppose that g: A — B satisfies
1g < 1f,,. Then for each z € X \ {a'},

logofy<1ofwof:=0,

so that go f, = 0. Then go f,» = g by Q-ideality. Hence f,, is a Q-idempotent.

= [()} Idempotency implies repeatability (Corollary [6.3.3]). To see Q-ideality,
suppose that g: A — B and 2’ € X satisfy go f, =0 for all x € X \ {z'}. Then

lgo(@ fx): @1ogof$20.

r#x’ r#x!
By Hn(@l#d:/ f$) = @J#L/ 1fI = (1fm/)L7 we obtain (1fx’)J_ < (1g)J_a ie. 19 < 1f”c/
Hence g o f,» = g by the Q-idempotency of f,. |

In a comprehensive effectus, images im(f,) are always sharp predicates; see Propos-
ition [p.5.13] Therefore we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 6.3.24. If f: A — X - A is a Q-ideal repeatable instrument in a compre-
hensive effectus, then the measured observable f;1: A — X - I is sharp. |

The corollary answers in a way the questions of the relationship between repeatable
instruments and sharp observables. Note that a similar statement for C-ideality does
not hold.

Example 6.3.25. In Example we saw an example of a repeatable instrument that
measures a non-sharp observable. In fact, the instrument given there is C-ideal. By
Theorem it suffices to show that the instrument f = {fo, f1)) is C-idempotent.
Recall that fo: M3 — Mas is given by fo(B) = (0|B|0) Ao using some matrix Ag. The
map [ is an idempotent that splits as:

Ms (0]—10) C (=)Ao Ms .

Here (0]—|0): M3 — C is a comprehension of the projection |0){(0|, as
0)(0lM3|0) (0] = {]0)(0|B|0)(0] | B € M3} =C.

This proves that fo: M3 — Mj is a C-idempotent by Lemma [6.3.10] Therefore the
observable measured by a C-ideal repeatable instrument is not necessarily sharp, unlike
Q-ideal repeatable instruments.

Under an additional assumption on instruments, however, we can prove a version of
Corollary [6.3.24] for C-ideality. The following definition comes from [66], |183].
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Definition 6.3.26. We say that an instrument f = {(f;).: A — X - A is nondegen-
erate provided that for each predicate p € Pred(A), if po f, =0 for all z € X, then
p=0.

Lemma 6.3.27. An instrument f = (fz)z: A — X - A is nondegenerate if and only
if the sum D, cx fo: A — A is faithful.

Proof. This follows from the fact that for each predicate p € Pred(A), one has

po(Qyex fz) = 0if and only if ),y po fo = 0if and only if po f, = 0 for all
zc X. |

Theorem 6.3.28. If f: A — X - A is a C-ideal, repeatable, and nondegenerate
instrument in a comprehensive effectus, then the measured observable f;1 is sharp.

Proof. Let f = {((fz)s be as in the hypothesis. We write p, = 1f,. Then f is
C-idempotent by Theorem [6.3.20} By assumption, the effectus has comprehension, so
by Proposition [6.3.13] every idempotent f, splits through comprehension as follows.

{Alp:}

o x4
fm /’/ Tpg

Az fs A

Note here that f, is faithful since it is a (split) epi. By assumption f is nondegenerate
and thus (), x fz is faithful by Lemma |6.3.27} So we have

1= im( W) fz> = \/ im(f,) by Proposition [5.2.21]

zeX z€X

= \/ lm(ﬂ-pz OE)
reX

= \/ im(m, ) by Lemma [5.2.15
reX

V L)

zeX

@ 129 by Proposition [5.5.18|.

rzeX

Since ,cx Pe = 1 and |p,| < p, it follows that [p,] = p, for all z € X, that is,
every p, = 1f, is sharp. [ |

Davies and Lewis [66] called C-ideal (= d-ideal), repeatable, and nondegenerate
instruments strongly repeatable. The theorem above captures a part of |66, Theorem 10]
in our abstract setting. In the next subsection we prove a statement that corresponds
to [66, Theorem 10] for finite outcome sets, under an additional assumption.
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6.3.4 Liiders instruments

In Example [6.3.7] we presented a ‘Liiders’ repeatable instrument for each sharp
observable in WstarZ’. We now define Liiders instruments in the abstract setting of
effectuses. They are defined in terms of comprehension and quotients.

Definition 6.3.29. Let C be a comprehensive effectus. We say that C has Liiders
instruments if for each sharp predicate p € ShPred(A), there exists a morphism
Cp: A— {A]|p} such that

o ({Alp} LLNJ/RLN {A|p}) =id{a)p}, so that {A|p} is a retract of A;
o the map ¢,: A — {A|p} is a quotient for pt.
Then for each p € ShPred(A), the retraction ¢, yields a split idempotent as below.

asrty == (A AL {Alp} = A)

It is called the assert map for p. It satisfies 1 o asrt, = p, see Lemma [6.3.30
below. Therefore, for each sharp observable p = (p,).: A — X - I one can define a
p-compatible instrument by

instr, == (asrty, e A — X - A.
It is called the Liiders instrument for observable p.

Lemma 6.3.30. For each p € ShPred(A), the following equations hold.
(i) 1oasrt, =p.
(ii) im(asrty) = p.
(iii) poasrt, =p.
(iv) ptoasrt, = 0.

Proof.
(i) Since 7, is total and ¢, is a quotient for pt,

loasrty, =1omo(,=10¢ =p.
(ii) Note that (,, is a split epi and hence faithful. Thus by Lemma
im(asrty) = im(m, 0 () = im(my) = [p] =p.
(iii) By |(i)|and idempotency of asrt,,
poasrty, = 1oasrt, oasrt, = loasrt, =p.

(iv) Byand we have poasrt, = p = loasrt,, which implies poasrt, =0. W

Example 6.3.31. Our main examples of effectuses have Liiders instruments. Recall
comprehensions and quotients in the effectuses from Example and Example[5.4.5
respectively.
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Let P C A be a predicate/subset on a set A in Pfn (all predicates are sharp in
Pfn). We have a quotient and a comprehension:

p

AT A Pl p— {A|P) 5 A

Here {p1 = (p is the obvious partial function defined on P, and 7p is the (total)
inclusion. Clearly, (p o mp = id. The assert map asrtp =wpo(p: A — A is:

tp(a) = a ifae P
WP = wndefined ifag P.

Now let p: A — X -1 be an observable with outcome set X. We identify it
with a partition (P)zex of the set A. Then the Liiders instrument instrp =
{asrtp, )»: A — X - A is given by for each a € P,

instrp(a) = Kz (a).

Let p be a sharp predicate on A in K{(D<). It is a predicate p € [0,1]4 such
that p(a) € {0,1} for all @ € A. Then the object parts of the quotient for p+
and comprehension of p agree:

Ayt ={acAlp(a) <1}
={acAlp(a) =1}
={acAlpa) >0} ={A|p}.
Since we focus on sharp predicates p — which are identified with subsets P C A —
assert maps and instruments in K¢(D<) are essentially the same as those in

Pfn. For example, for a sharp observable p = {(p, )zex, the Liiders instrument
instr,: A — D(X - A) is given by

instry(a) = 1|kz(a))

for each a € A with p,(a) = 1.

In WstarZ, sharp predicates on a W*-algebra & are projections i.e. elements
p € o with p* = p = p2. For such a sharp predicate p, recall from Examplesm
and [5.4.5] that

o [p* = [p]e/[p] = pal/p = [p) o/ |p] = { |}
The quotient map &, = (,: po/p — & and comprehension map mp: & — p.o/p

are given by (,(a’) = pa’p and m,(a) = pap. By definition, elements in p.o/p are
of the form pap for a € o7, and thus by

Tp(Cp(pap)) = pppappp = pap

we obtain m, o {, = id. Therefore (, o m, = id in the opposite Wstar2’, as
desired. Then the assert map asrt,: & — &/ is given by asrt,(a) = pap. For a
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sharp observable p = (p,), € &/, the Liiders instrument instr, = ((asrt,_ ), is
precisely what is called the ‘Liiders instrument’ in quantum theory, see e.g. [120].
As a morphism &/X — o7 it is given by:

instry ((ag)s) = Z PrazPy -

reX

Below in Proposition [6.3.33] we characterize Liiders instruments as unique CQ-ideal
repeatable instruments. For this we first observe the uniqueness of CQ-ideal repeatable
instruments.

Lemma 6.3.32. Let f = {(fu)o: A= X-Aand g = {92 )a: A — X-A be instruments
that measure a common observable, i.e. 1f, = 1g, for allx € X. If

o f is repeatable and Q-ideal; and

o g is C-ideal,
then f = g. In particular, CQ-ideal repeatable instruments that measure a common

observable are unique.

Proof. Let us fix an arbitrary € X. Then for each 2’ € X \ {«},
logzofi =10fy0frr =0

and hence g, o f,» = 0. By the Q-ideality of f, we obtain g, o f, = g,. On the other
hand, for each 2’ € X \ {z},

1ng’ofx:10fm’ofz:0

and thus g, o f, = 0. By the C-ideality of g, we obtain g, o f, = f,. Therefore

fw:gwof$:ga:- u

Proposition 6.3.33. Let C be a comprehensive effectus. The following are equivalent.
(i) C has Liders instruments.

(ii) For each sharp predicate p € ShPred(A), there exists a quotient £, : A — A/pt
for pt, and the composite

{Ap} T 4 55 Ayt

s an isomorphism.

(iii) For each sharp observable p: A — X - I, there exists a CQ-ideal repeatable
instrument f: A — X - A that measures p.

(iv) For each sharp predicate p € ShPred(A), there exists a CQ-ideal repeatable
instrument f: A — A+ A that measures {(p,p>)).

By Lemma [6.3.32], if CQ-ideal repeatable instruments exist, they are unique. When the
equivalent conditions above hold, the Liiders instrument instr,: A — X - A for a sharp
observable p: A — X - I is precisely the unique CQ-ideal repeatable instrument.



186 Chapter 6. Measurements in Effectuses

Proof. To see == let 6 be the inverse of the isomorphism §,. om,. Then the
composite

A5 At 2 ra)p)

is a quotient for p* and is a retraction of Ty, i.e. holds. Since the converse is

obvious, we have =

Implication = [(iv)|is trivial. We next prove = Let p € ShPred(A)
be an arbitrary sharp predicate, and let f = (f1, fo)): A - A+ A be a CQ-ideal
repeatable instrument that measures (p,p). Then 1f; = p. By Theorems
and the map f1: A — A is a CQ-idempotent. Since f; is a C-idempotent and
the effectus has comprehension, by Proposition the idempotent f; splits via
comprehension {A |p} as follows.

{Alp}

Then f; is a split Q-idempotent, so that fi: A — {A|p} is a quotient for p* by
Lemma Therefore condition is met.

Finally we prove —|(iii)| and the last assertion. Let p: A — X - I be a sharp
observable. We claim that the Liiders instrument instr, = ((asrty, )),: A - X - A
from Definition is CQ-ideal and repeatable. By construction, each asrt,, is
a split CQ-idempotent. Thus instr, is repeatable and C-ideal by Theorem
By Lemma we have im(asrt,,) = 1 o asrty,, so that instr, is Q-ideal by
Theorem [6.3.23] [ |

Existence of Liders instruments is a powerful assumption. For example, Corol-
lary [6.3.24] and Theorem [6.3.28| can be strengthened as follows.

Theorem 6.3.34. Let f: A — X - A be an instrument in a comprehensive effectus
with Liders instruments. Write p = f;1 for the observable measured by f. Then the
following are equivalent.

(i) p is sharp and f is equal to the Liiders instrument instr,: A — X - A.
(ii) p is sharp and f is C-ideal.
(iii) f is repeatable and Q-ideal.

)

(iv) f is repeatable, C-ideal, and nondegenerate.

Proof. By Proposition [6.3.33 Liiders instruments are CQ-ideal and repeatable. Thus
= and |(i)| = follow immediately. Also the Liiders instruments instr, =
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{(asrtp, ), are nondegenerate by Lemma [6.3.27| and

im( QL asrtpx) \/ im(asrt,, ) by Proposition [5.2.21
reX reX

= \/ Da by Lemma [6.3.30)
zeX

@ Dz by Proposition [5.5.18
zeX

=1.

Therefore |(i)| = holds.

Now assume Since p is sharp there is the Liiders instrument instr, for p. But

then f = instr, follows by Lemma [6.3.32l We proved = By a similar
reasoning one can prove [(iii)] = [(i)} as p is sharp by Corollary [6.3.24] and also
[ |

== by Theorem [6.3.28

Instantiating |(i)| <= in Wstar2’, we obtain Theorem 10], for finite outcome
sets. Similarly from [(i)| <= we obtain [183, Corollary 3] or Corollary 4.7.3].

As a corollary, sharp predicates can be characterized via repeatable instruments.

Corollary 6.3.35. Let p € Pred(A) be a predicate in a comprehensive effectus with
Liiders instruments. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) p is sharp.
(ii) There exists a (unique) repeatable Q-ideal instrument that measures {(p, p*).
(ili) There exists a (unique) repeatable, C-ideal, nondegenerate instrument that

measures ((p,pt)). [ |

We present another application of Liiders instruments, which shows that for instru-
ments that measures sharp observables, repeatability is equivalent to the property
called first-kindness and value reproducibility. The result was originally proved by
Busch et al. for usual quantum instruments Theorem D].

Theorem 6.3.36. Assume that the effectus is comprehensive, operationally well-
behaved, and has Liders instruments. Let f: A — X - A be a instrument that measures
a sharp observable, i.e. the observable f;1 is sharp. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) f is repeatable.

(ii) (first-kindness) P, (02 = x) = Py, ¢ (03 = x) for each state w € St(A) and
recX.

(iii) (value reproducibility) P, (02 = x) = 1 implies Py, ¢ (03 = ) = 1 for each
state w € St(A) and z € X.
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Proof. = is easy:

P, floa=2)=10fow
= @ lofyofwouw

z'eX

= ) Pusslo2=12",05=1)
z’'eX

= Pw’f,f(03 = x) )

and = is trivial. We will prove = We write p = (pa)e = (1fa)
for the measured observable, which is sharp by assumption. We fix z € X towards
proving p, o fz = p,. Let £ € X be an arbitrary outcome and w € St(A) an arbitrary
state. We assume |asrt,, ow| = py ow # 0 and let o be the normalization of asrt,, ow.
Then p, o0 =1, since

peooo(pgow)=pgoasrty, cw=prow=1>L10(pyow).
Therefore
Pyflog=2)=1ofyoo=p,o00=1.

By assumption, we have Py r(03 = ) = 1,1.e. ),/ cx 1o fz0 for 0o = 1. Multiplying
P ow to both sides, we obtain

Prow= @ lof,ofpooo(pyow)

z'eX

) bz o fo oasrty, cw

z'eX

=pg o fypoasrt, ow.

Here the last equality holds since for each 2’ # x, by Lemma [6.3.30(iv))}
0 < p,o fooasrty, 0w < g oasrt,, ow. < proasrt,, ow=0.

If pp ow =0, then p, o fyoasrty, ow = 0= p, ow. Therefore p, o f; oasrt,, = p,
by separation. Since p, = 1o asrt,,_, it follows that (asrt,,)°(ps o fz) = 1 and hence
pe = im(asrty, ) < py o fz. From pyo fo < 1o f, =p, we obtain p, o fr = pg, that is,
lo fyo fy =1o f,. By Proposition[6.3.2] f is repeatable. [ ]

Remark 6.3.37. We defined Liiders instruments only for sharp observables, following
the standard usage of ‘Liiders instrument’ in quantum theory [26H28]. Nevertheless,
as mentioned in Example in the effectus Wstar2® we can define the generalized
Liiders instrument f: of — X - & for general ‘unsharp’ observable (p;).cx by
fz(a) = \/Pza+\/Pz, Via square root. Bas Westerbaan in his thesis [256] worked on
a categorical axiomatization of generalized Liiders instruments in an effectus. Note
however that the axiomatization requires more assumptions on an effectus.
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6.4 Side-effect-free measurements

In the previous section we discussed (C- and Q-) ideality of instruments. Roughly,
ideality is a condition of ‘minimal’ disturbance: it asserts that a measurement does
not disturb the state of a system when some condition is satisfied. Here, in contrast,
we discuss side-effect-free instruments — measurements by such instruments cause no
disturbance at all.

It is well known that measurements on quantum systems necessarily cause disturb-
ance (cf. Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle), and thus side-effect-free measurements
are in general impossible. Below, indeed, we will show that in the effectus Wstar2? of
W*-algebras, if all observables on a W*-algebra o/ are side-effect-freely measurable,
then &7 must be a commutative W*-algebra— which means the system represented
by & is ‘classical’.

Definition 6.4.1. An instrument f = (f;).: A — X - A is side-effect-free if

Q) fo=ida.

reX

In words, side-effect-freeness is a property that if we perform a measurement by
the instrument and forget the outcome, then it is the same as doing nothing. We
give characterizations of side-effect-freeness as a commutative diagram and in the
operational language.

Proposition 6.4.2.
(i) An instrument f: A — X - A is side-effect-free if and only if the following
diagram commutes.

(ii) Suppose that the effectus is operationally well-behaved. An instrument f: A —
X - A is side-effect-free if and only if for all preparation and observation tests
w:l—=Y - Aandw: A— Z7-1,

VyeY.VzeZ Puip(y,2) =Pu,(y,2).

Proof.
(i) Immediate from

Vofzvo<<fw>>m€X: @fma

rzeX
see Proposition [3.1.8

(ii) Suppose that f is side-effect-free. Then for any preparation and observation
testsw: I Y -Aandw: A— Z -1,

Pw,f,p(yvz) = @ P20 fo OWy =Pz 0 (@ fJ:) OWy = Pz OWy = Pw,p(yvz)'
zeX zeX

The converse follows by separation. ]
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As is clear form the intuition, side-effect-freeness implies C- and Q-ideality.
Proposition 6.4.3. Any side-effect-free instrument is CQ-ideal.

Proof. Let f = (fu)a: A = X - A be a side-effect-free instrument. Suppose that
h: B— A and 2’ € X satisfies f, oh =0 for all x € X \ {«'}. Then

h:idoh:(@ fx>oh: Q froh=fuoh.

zeX reX

Similarly, if g: A — B and 2’ € X satisfies go f, =0 for all x € X \ {z'}, then

g=goid=90(@fw)=@gOfmZQOfx/- |
zeX rzeX
Definition 6.4.4.

(i) An observable p: A — X - I is side-effect-free if there exists a side-effect-free
instrument that measures p.

(ii) An object A is side-effect-free if all observables p: A — X - I on A are
side-effect-free.

Example 6.4.5.

(i) All objects in the effectus Pfn are side-effect-free. Indeed, for each observable
on a set A, i.e. a partition P = (P,).ex of A, the standard Liiders instrument

instrp: A — X - A from Example [6.3.31(i)| is side-effect-free: it is easy to verify
V oinstrp = id.

(ii) All objects in the effectus K{(D) are side-effect-free, too. Let p = {(p,).: A —
D(X - 1) be a observable in K¢(D<). We define an instrument f: A — D(X - A)
by f(a) =) ,cx Pz(a)|kz(a)). Then f is side-effect-free, as:

(Vo )@ =V(3 pl@ln(@)) = 3 paa)la) = 1]a)

rzeX zeX

Unlike the examples above, observables in WstarZ’ are in general not side-effect-free
(as expected!). We investigate side-effect-free instruments/observables in Wstar2” in
some detail below.

Proposition 6.4.6. Let p = {(pz).: & — X - C be an observable in the effectus
Wstar? of W*-algebras — that is, a family (p:)zex of effects p, € o such that
Qeex Pz = 1. Assume that p, is central for eachx € X. Then maps fo: o/ — o given
by fz(a) = py-a form a p-compatible side-effect-free instrument f = (fo)e: & — X o7 .

Proof. As \/p, can be defined by functional calculus for p,, \/p, belongs to the unital
C*-subalgebra of & generated by p, (see e.g. [246 §1.4]). Since p, is central, it
follows that /p, is central too. Thus f.(a) = p, - @ = \/Pza+/P> and hence f, is
a normal subunital CP map. Clearly {(f;))» is a p-compatible instrument, which is
side-effect-free as:

(@ £)@ = fela) =Y pea= (Y p)a=a. -

zeX zeX zeX zeX
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Proposition 6.4.7. Let f = (fu)e: o — X - o be a side-effect-free instrument in
Wstarl’, and let (p;). = (f2(1)) be the observable measured by f. Then p, is central
for each x € X. Moreover, the instrument f = {(f. ) satisfies fz(a) = ps - a for each
xr € X, or equivalently, f((az)rex) =D 4cx Pz -Gz a5 a Map dX = o

Proof. The side-effect-free instrument is a normal unital CP map f: &% — & such
that f o A =id,. Here A: & — &% is the diagonal map, given by A(a) = (a)sex,
which is a unital *-homomorphism. By Tomiyama’s theorem [247, Theorem 1] (see
also |91, Lemma 5]), we have

a-f(b) = f(Ala)-b) and f(b)-a= f(b-Ala)) (6.2)

for each a € o and b € &/X. Write d, € &/X for the tuple having 1 at xth coordinate
and 0 elsewhere, that is, 0, = >, (1) using the partial (co)projection >, : &7 — & X.
Then for each (a,), € &~ one has (az), =Y., 05 - Aa,) and hence

f((am)meX) = Z f((;r : A(am))

reX

= Z f((sz) s Qg by "
reX

= wa(l)aw: pr'ama
reX zeX

as desired. Similarly one can also prove f((az)zex) = D cx Gz - Pz- For each x € X,
this implies that p, - a = f.(a) = a - p,, showing that p, is central. [ |

Corollary 6.4.8. An observable p = (py)rex on a W*-algebra & can be measured
by a side-effect-free instrument if and only if p, is central for all x € X. |

As a consequence, we obtain a neat characterization of side-effect-free objects in
Wstar2l.

Corollary 6.4.9. A W*-algebra <f is side-effect-free if and only if o/ is commutative.

Proof. If o/ is side-effect-free, then for each effect/predicate p € o/, the yes-no
observable ((p,p)) is side-effect-free. By Corollary it follows that all effects in .7
are central. This implies that 7 is commutative, since any element of &7 is written as
a linear combination of effects. The converse is obvious by Corollary n

Remark 6.4.10. The results above for W *-algebras — Propositions and
and Corollaries and [6.4.9— hold more generally for the effectus Cstar?® of
C*-algebras, with the same proofs. (Note in particular that Tomiyama’s theorem
[247, Theorem 1] holds for C*-algebras.) Our proofs are a rather obvious adaptation
of Jacobs’s similar results in [140, § 7], see in particular [140, Corollary 8.7]. Note,
however, that our and Jacobs’ settings are different. For an observable p: A — X - I,
we call any morphism f: A — X - A satisfying f;1 = p an instrument for p. In
[140L § 7], on the other hand, instruments are defined as a fixed family of morphisms
instr,: A — n - A for n-outcome observables p: A — n - I satisfying certain conditions
[140, Assumption 2].
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We turn to general effectuses, showing that side-effect-free predicates satisfy a
certain effect-algebraic property, and can be related to MV-algebras.

Definition 6.4.11. A pair of elements a,b € E in an effect algebra is said to be
Mackey compatible [74] (or coexistent [87]), written a <+ b, if there exist summable
elements a’,b',c € E (i.e. ' @b @ c exists) such that a =a’ @ cand b =¥ @ c.

Following [74] we say that an effect algebra E has the Mackey property if every
pair of elements in E is Mackey compatible, that is, a <> b for all a,b € F.

Mackey compatibility a <+ b intuitively means that it is possible to jointly measure
a and b at once. More concretely, consider 2-outcome observables {(p,p~): A — I +1
and (q,q*): A — I+ 1. Then p and ¢ are Mackey compatible in Pred(A) if and only
if there exists a 4-outcome observable (r1,r9,73,74): A — I + I+ I + I such that
r1 @7y =pand r; @ r3 = ¢. In that case, instead of measuring (p,p*) and {q, ¢*)
separately, one can measure (1,79, 73,74)), getting an outcome in {1,2,3,4}. Then
outcome 1 is interpreted as the result ‘both p and ¢ are true’, and outcome 2 as ‘p is
true and ¢ is false’, and so on.

Proposition 6.4.12. Let p € Pred(A) be a predicate such that {(p,p*)) is side-effect-
free. Then p is Mackey compatible with any predicate g € Pred(A).

Proof. Let (f1, fa)): A — A+ A measure ((p,pt)). Then for any q € Pred(A), we have
p=lofi=(q@q¢ )ofi=qofi@q of
g=goida=gqo(fi©f2)=qofi@qo f2,

and sum qo f1 @ g~ o f1 @ qo fo exists. Hence p <> q. |

Corollary 6.4.13. If an object A is side-effect-free, then the effect algebra Pred(A)
of predicates has the Mackey property. |

We now recall a standard result that relates the Mackey property of effect algebras
to MV-algebras.

Definition 6.4.14. An M'V-algebra is a commutative monoid (E, +,0) with a unary
operation (—)*: E — E satisfying the three equations below, for each a,b € E:

att =a a+ 0t =0" (et +b0)F +b= 0" +a)t +a.
The element 0+ is denoted by 1.

MV-algebras are introduced as algebraic models of the infinitely-many-valued logic
of Lukasiewicz [32, [46], in a way analogous to Boolean algebras being models of
classical propositional logic. Chovanec and Képka [44], 45] showed that MV-algebras
can be identified with effect algebras satisfying extra properties.

Theorem 6.4.15. MV-algebras and lattice effect algebras with the Mackey property
are the same structures. More specifically, there is a one-to-one correspondence between
the two structures, given as follows.
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e Given an MV-algebra (E,+,0,(—)"), define a @ b if a* + b+ =1, and in that
case a@b=a+b. Then (E,©,0,1) is a lattice effect algebra with the Mackey
property.

o Given a lattice effect algebra (E,@,0,1) with the Mackey property, define
a+b=a® (at Ab). Then (E,+,0,(=)*%) is an MV-algebra.

Proof. See Theorems 1.3.4, 1.8.12, and 1.10.6 of [74]. [ |

Corollary 6.4.16. Let A be a side-effect-free object in an effectus. If Pred(A) has
binary joins p V q or meets p A q, then Pred(A) forms an MV-algebra.

Proof. Clearly if Pred(A) has binary joins or meets, then it has all finite joins and meets,
i.e. Pred(A) is a lattice effect algebra. Then the assertion follows by Corollary [6.4.13
and Theorem [.4.15 [ ]

We end the section by showing that in our main examples of effectuses, side-effect-
free objects do satisfy the assumption of Corollary — existence of joins/meets —
and hence the predicates form an MV-algebra. It is an open problem to find a more
natural condition on an effectus that implies the assumption of Corollary

Example 6.4.17.

(i) In Pfn, predicates Pred(A4) = P(A) admit joins and meets given by unions and
intersections. Hence predicates P(A) form an MV-algebra. (This is however
immediate from the fact that any Boolean algebra is an MV-algebra.)

(ii) In K¢(D<), predicates Pred(A) = [0, 1]4 admit joins/meets, calculated pointwise.
Therefore predicates [0, 1] form an MV-algebra too.

(iii) Let o be a commutative W*-algebra. Then by the Gelfand duality theorem,
&/ is isomorphic to the algebra C(K) of C-valued continuous functions on some
compact Hausdorff space K. Predicates/effects Pred(.«/) = [0, 1] (k) are then
[0, 1]-valued continuous functions, so that finite joins/meets exist, calculated
pointwise. Therefore in WstarZ’, predicates on a side-effect-free object (=
commutative W*-algebra) form an MV-algebra.

6.5 Boolean measurements

In Sections and we have studied repeatability and side-effect-freeness of
measurements. In this section we will study the combination of the two properties—
which we call Booleanness. We will relate Boolean measurements with Boolean algebra
structure of predicates.

Definition 6.5.1. We say that an instrument f: A — X - A is Boolean if it is both
repeatable and side-effect-free.
Lemma 6.5.2. In any effectus:

(i) Boolean instruments are CQ-ideal and CQ-idempotent.

(ii) For each observable p: A — X - I, a p-compatible Boolean instrument is unique
if it exists.
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Proof. Since Boolean instruments are side-effect-free by definition, they are CQ-
ideal by Proposition Then they are also CQ-idempotent by Theorems
and The uniqueness holds since CQ-ideal repeatable instruments are unique,
see Lemma [ |

Definition 6.5.3. We say that an endomorphism f: A — A is a Boolean idem-
potent if f belongs to some Boolean instrument g = (g, ).: A — X - A, i.e. f =g,
for some x € X. We write Bldem(A) for the set of Boolean idempotents on A.

By Lemma [6.5.2(i)| we immediately obtain:
Corollary 6.5.4. Boolean idempotents are CQ-idempotents. |

Boolean idempotents admit the following characterization.

Proposition 6.5.5. A morphism f: A — A is a Boolean idempotent if and only if
there exists a morphism g: A — A satisfying

e 1lg= (1f)L;
e fQg=ida;
e fog=0aa=go/f.
In that case, the partial tuple {(f,g): A — A+ A is a Boolean instrument.

Proof. 1f g: A — A is a morphism satisfying the required conditions, then clearly
(f,9): A— A+ Ais a Boolean instrument. Conversely assume that f is a Boolean
idempotent, i.e. there is a Boolean instrument h = {(h;),: A — X - A and f = hy.
Then it is easy to verify that the sum g = ), 2ar hat A — A satisfies the required
conditions. ]

Definition 6.5.6. Let f: A — A be a Boolean idempotent. Then the morphism
g: A — A given in Proposition is unique by Lemma We write f+ =g

for this morphism and call it the complement of f.
It turns out that Boolean idempotents are commutative:
Lemma 6.5.7. For any Boolean idempotents f,g: A — A, one has fog=go f.

Proof. Note that
O=foft=folg@g)ofr=Ffogofr@fogrof".
Hence fogo f+ = 0 by positivity (see Lemma|3.2.6)). Similarly we have f~ogo f = 0.
Then
fog=fogo(f@fh)
= fogof@fogoft
=fogof
=fogof@frogof
=(foft)ogof
=gof. ]
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Proposition 6.5.8. For each A € C the following hold.
(i) id4,044 € Bldem(A).

(ii) Boolean idempotents f,g € Bldem(A) are summable if and only if fog=0. In
that case, f @ g € Bldem(A).

(iii) BIdem(A) forms an effect algebra with the PCM structure of C(A, A), the
complement (—)*, and the top id 4.
Proof.
(i) Clearly ((id4,044): A — A+ A forms a Boolean instrument.
(ii) Assume f L g. Then 1f L 1g, so that 1f < (1g)* = 1gt. Therefore
lofog<logtog=0andso fog=0. Conversely, assume f o g = 0. Then
1f=1ofo(g@g*)=1ofog@lofog"
=lofogt
<logh=(lg)".
Hence 1f 1 1g and thus f 1L g. Now we assume f L ¢ and prove that

f © g € Bldem(A). To do so we show that (f @ g, f* o g*)) forms a Boolean
instrument. By fog =0, we have

f=Tfolg@gt)=fog@fogh=fog"
and similarly ¢ = f* o g. Then

id=(fo fHo(gogh)
=fog@fogt@ftogwfrogt
=fQgfrogh.

By the commutativity of Boolean idempotent, it is clear that
(fRg)o(frogh)=0=(fTogT)o(f@y).

Therefore f © g is a Boolean idempotent with (f @ g)* = f* o g*.

(iii) The previous points show that Bldem(A) is a sub-PCM of C(A, A). By the
definition of complements f*, we have f @ f+ = id. An element g € Bldem(A)
satisfying f @ g = id is unique: indeed, f L g implies go f =0, since Logo f =
loftof=0. Similarly fog = 0 and hence g = f*. Now assume f L id.
Then 1f L 1 in Pred(A), so that 1f = 0 and thus f = 0. We have proved that
Bldem(A) is an effect algebra. |

Since Bldem(A, A) is an effect algebra, there is a canonical partial order associated
to it. This order turns out to coincide with the one of C(A4, A4).

Lemma 6.5.9. Let f,g: A — A be Boolean idempotents. The following are equivalent.
(i) f < g in Bldem(A, A), i.e. there exists h € Bldem(A, A) such that f @ h = g.
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Proof. As is the case for any effect algebras, one has f < g in Bldem(A, A) if and only
if f L g*. The latter is equivalent to f o g = 0 by Proposition Therefore

(i)| < [(iii)l Now we prove the other conditions are equivalent.
:> If fOQh=g,then 0 =gogt =(f@h)ogt = fogt@hogt. By
positivity, f o gt = 0.

iii)| = |(iv)t f=fo(9@g")=fog@ fogt=[oy

)| = (i) g =(f@f")og=Ffogafrog=fafrog Thus f<gin
C(A,A). |

We continue to study the order structure of Boolean idempotents, showing that
Bldem(A) is a Boolean algebra.

Proposition 6.5.10. For each A € C the following hold.
(i) foge€ Bldem(A) for each f,g € Bldem(A), with

(fog)t=fogt@ftogu frogh.
Moreover f o g is a meet of f and g in Bldem(A).

(ii) Bldem(A) is a Boolean algebra.

(iii) Moreover Bldem(A) is a Boolean effect algebra with the effect algebra structure
from Proposition|6.5.8 —that is, f L g iff fAg =0, and in that case fQg = fVg.
Proof.
(i) Let
h=fogt@ftog@ frogh.
By the commutativity of Boolean idempotents, it is easy to verify that (fog, h)
forms a Boolean instrument. We prove that f o g is a meet of f and g. Clearly
f ogis alower bound of f and g. Now assume h < f and h < g. Then

hof=h=hog by Lemma [6.5.9 Therefore ho (fog) =hog=h, so that
h<fog.

(ii) Since meets in Bldem(A) are given by fAg = fog and (—)= is an order-reversing
involution on Bldem(A), joins are given via (—)* by

fVg=(frrngh)t=(frogh )t =fogofogtaftog
=foftoyg.
Note then that f* is an order-theoretic complement:

fAfE=Ffoft=0;
FVft=tant=o0t=id.
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Therefore Bldem(A) is a complemented lattice. Finally we prove that Bldem(A)
is distributive.

(fAGV(fAR)=(fog)V(foh)
= fog@(fog)to(foh)
=fog@(fogr@frog@ frogh)o(foh)
=fog@fogtoh
=fo(g@gtoh)
=fA(gVh).

(iii) By Proposition [6.5.8(ii)| we have f 1 g if and only if f Ag = f og=0. In that
case, we have g = (f @ f+)og = f+ og, and hence

fvg=fofreg=fag. n
Proposition 6.5.11. For each A € C, the mapping
Bldem(A) — Pred(A), fr—1f

that sends Boolean idempotents to their domain predicates is a homomorphism of effect
algebras that reflects summability.

Proof. Clearly 1(—): Bldem(A) — Pred(A) is a PCM morphism. It sends the top
id4 to 14, so 1(—) is a homomorphism of effect algebras. It reflects the summability:
if1f 1 1g, then f 1 g. |

Definition 6.5.12. An observable p = {(ps).: A — X - I is Boolean if there exists
a Boolean instrument f: A — X - A that measures p. A predicate p € Pred(A) is
Boolean if the 2-outcome observable (p,pt) is Boolean. We write BPred(A) C
Pred(A) for the set of Boolean predicates.

We will use the following standard facts on effect algebras.

Lemma 6.5.13. Let f: A — B be a homomorphism of effect algebras that reflects
summability. Then

(i) The image f[A] C B is an effect subalgebra of B.

(ii) f is injective.
Proof. 1t is straightforward to verify For see e.g. [230, Proposition 2.2.2]. N

Theorem 6.5.14. For each object A € C in an effectus, the following hold.

(i) A predicate p € Pred(A) is Boolean if and only if there exists a Boolean
idempotent f: A — A such that p =1f.

(ii) BPred(A) is an effect subalgebra of Pred(A).

(iii) The mapping f — 1f defines an isomorphism Bldem(A) = BPred(A) of effect
algebras. As a consequence, BPred(A) is a Boolean effect algebra.
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Proof. Assertion [(i)| holds by Proposition m But then BPred(A) is the image of
the summability-reflecting effect algebra homomorphism 1(—): Bldem(A) — Pred(A).

Therefore follows by Lemma [6.5.13(i)] Now by Lemma [6.5.13(ii)} the map 1(—)

is injective. Thus the co-restriction 1(—): Bldem(A) — BPred(A) is a bijective
homomorphism of effect algebras that reflects summability, which is an isomorphism.

We proved [ |
Proposition 6.5.15. An instrument f = {fu)e: A — X - A is Boolean if and only
if fu: A — A is a Boolean idempotent for each x € X.

Proof. The ‘only if” holds by definition. Conversely assume that f,: A — A is a
Boolean idempotent for each 2 € X. For each = # 2, by Proposition we have

fzo fzr = 0. Again by Proposition the sum (), x fz is a Boolean idempotent.
Then (), ¢ x f» = ida follows from

1o (@ fm) —1=1oid,.
reX
and the injectivity of 1(—): BIdem(A) — Pred(A). |
Corollary 6.5.16. An observable p = {(py))»: A — X - I is Boolean if and only if the
predicate p, is Boolean for all x € X. |

Definition 6.5.17. We say that an effectus C is Boolean if all observables in C are
Boolean, or equivalently (by Corollary [6.5.16)), if all predicates in C are Boolean.

Lemma 6.5.18. Let E, D be Boolean effect algebras. If f: E — D is a homomorphism
of effect algebras, then f is a homomorphism of Boolean algebras, that is, f preserves
A and V.

Proof. Since f preserves orthosupplements/complements (—)*, it suffices to prove that
f preserves V. Let a,b € E be arbitrary elements. Then we have a = (a Ab) @ (a AbL)
and b= (a Ab) @ (a+ Ab), and hence

aVb=(aAb)V(aAbL)V(at Ab) = (aAb) @ (aAbY) @ (at AD).
Therefore
F@)V f(b) = (flaAb) @ flanb)) V (flanb) @ fla* Ab))
aAb)V f(aAbE)V flat AD)

f(
f@anb)@ flaAbT) @ flat Ab)
flaVb). |

Theorem 6.5.19. Let C be a Boolean effectus. Then the predicate functor on total
morphisms is defined into the category BA of Boolean algebras, that is, Pred: Tot(C) —
BA°P,

Proof. For each A € C, Pred(A) = BPred(A) is a Boolean effect algebra by The-
orem [6.5.14] For each total map f: A — B, the predicate transformer f*: Pred(B) —

Pred(A) is a homomorphism of effect algebras, and hence a homomorphism of Boolean
algebras by Lemma [6.5.18 |
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Example 6.5.20. We describe Boolean predicates in our main examples of effectuses.

(i) In the effectus Pfn all predicates are Boolean, i.e. Pfn is a Boolean effectus.
Indeed, in Examples[6.3.31] and [6.4.5] we saw that all observables can be measured
by repeatable and side-effect-free instruments.

(ii) By Corollary Boolean predicates in a comprehensive effectus must be
sharp. But then by what we observed in Examples [6.3.31] and [6.4.5] all sharp
predicate in K¢(D<) are Boolean. Thus Boolean predicates in K¢(Dy) are
precisely sharp predicates, i.e. two-valued functions p: A — {0,1} C [0,1],
which are identified with subsets P C A.

(iii) By Proposition it is easy to see that Boolean predicates in WstarZ? are
precisely central projections p € 7, that is, projections p such that pa = ap for
alla € .

Remark 6.5.21. Manes and Arbib introduced a notion of guards in a partially
(countably) additive category, and proved that guards form a Boolean algebra [202}
§3.3]. Our notion of Boolean idempotents is basically the same as Manes and Arbib’s
guards (see Proposition , and so is our proof that Boolean idempotents form a
Boolean algebra. In Manes and Arbib’s proof, countable additivity is not necessary,
but we do use the property that sums @ are positive (i.e. f @ g = 0 implies f = g = 0),
which follows from countable additivity.

Remark 6.5.22. If we assume that the effectus is comprehensive, the Booleanness of
the effectus implies that all predicates are sharp by Corollary[6.3.24] and thus they form
orthomodular lattices. By Corollary predicates moreover form MV-algebras.
From this it follows that predicates form Boolean algebras, since effect algebras that
are both orthomodular lattices and MV-algebras are Boolean. In this section, however,
we have shown a stronger result that Boolean predicates always form Boolean algebras,
without the assumption that the effectus is comprehensive.

6.6 Extensive categories in effectus theory

FEaxtensivity is a notion that captures ‘well-behaved’ coproducts. The notion is well-
established and appears in a broad context, see e.g. 29131}, 4749 (182} 219} 240 |242].
Examples of extensive categories— categories with extensive coproducts —include:
any toposes, the category of topological spaces, and the opposite of the category of
commutative rings.

Jacobs [140] observed relevance of extensivity in effectus theory, proving that every
extensive category with a final object is an effectus (in total form). In this section,
we strengthen Jacobs’ observation by showing that extensive categories with a final
object can be characterized as Boolean effectuses (Definition , in total form,
satisfying certain additional properties. The result may be interpreted negatively:
extensive categories (in particular, any toposes) viewed as effectuses are ‘degenerate’
in the sense that all predicates are Boolean.
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6.6.1 Extensive categories

Here we briefly review basics of extensive categories. Extensive coproducts can be
defined in a few equivalent ways.

Proposition 6.6.1. Let B be a category with finite coproducts. Let A+ B be a binary
coproduct in B. The following are equivalent.

(i) The canonical functor given as below

B/A x B/B - B/(A+ B)

6.3)
(L A4,D% B)— (C+DLI A4 B)

is an equivalence of categories. Here B/A denotes the slice category over A.
(ii) The following two conditions hold.
(a) For any morphism h: E — A+ B, there exist objects E1,FE> € B, an

isomorphism 0: Fy + Es = E, and morphisms f1: E1 — A, fo: Es — B
such that fof = fi + fo.

(b) For any morphisms f: C — A and g: D — B, the following squares are
pullbacks.

C 25C+D+=2-D

L e

A" A+B+>=_B

(iii) The following two conditions hold.

(a) There exist pullbacks of any morphism h: E — A+ B along the coprojec-
tions into A+ B, as in:

E,q E E,
ook
A—"% A+B+«+~=—B

(b) Whenever we have a commutative diagram of the following form,

E1 E E2

| J |

A" A+ B+=2 B

the two inner squares are pullbacks if and only if the top row (B3 — E +
Es) is a coproduct.

Proof. Tt is not hard to see that holds iff the functor (6.3)) is essentially surjective;
and |(iD}(b)| holds iff (6.3]) is full and faithful (see |30, Lemma 1] for details). Therefore

< |[(ii)| holds.
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To see <= [(iii)| note first that the ‘if’ part of [fi)[b)|is equivalent to [(ii(b)l In
the presence of @] the top row of the pullbacks in i ii}(a)|is a coproduct, yielding

a canonical isomorphism E = E; + E3 and proving |(ii)(a)l Thus =
Conversely, in the presence of [(ii){(b), the decomposition E = E; + Es in
yields pullbacks in [(iii (a)l Since pullbacks are unique up to isomorphism, this also
implies that whenever we have pullbacks as in|(iii){a), the top row is a coproduct, i.e.
the ‘only if” part of [(iii)j(a)| holds. Therefore |(ii)] = [(iii)| [

Definition 6.6.2. Let B be a category with finite coproducts. A binary coproduct
A+ B in B is extensive if any (and hence all) of the equivalent conditions in
Proposition holds. A category B is extensive if it has finite coproducts and all
binary coproducts are extensive.

Below we will collect useful results on extensive categories. First we show that any
finite coproduct A; 4+ --- + A, in an extensive category is ‘extensive’, generalizing

Proposition [6.6.1(iii)|

Proposition 6.6.3. Let A; + ...+ A, be a coproduct in an extensive category.

(i) There exist pullbacks of any morphism f: B — Ay + --- + A, along any
coprojection kj: Aj — Ay + -+ Ay, as in:

o

A —s A+ + A,
(ii) Suppose that we have a family of commutative diagrams below, for j =1,... n.

B — B

QjJ/ f

A4>A1+ n

Then every diagram is a pullback if and only if the family (h;: B; — B); forms
an (n-ary) coproduct.
Proof. Condition |(i)| . and the ‘if” part of|(ii) m hold since n-ary coprojections x;: A; —
[1; A; may be seen as binary coprojections x1: A; — A; +][;; A5 = ]; 4;. To see

the only if” part of [(ii)} let a family of pullbacks be given. Usmg Proposmon 6.6.1(ii) (b)|
repeatedly, we can decompose f: B — [[; A; as [[; fj: [; B; — [l A; via some

isomorphism B = ]_[j B;. We thus have the following pullback for each j:

Bj % Bi+--+B, — B

_
fjJ/ J{fl"""f’r/
i f
A —s A4+ A,

By uniqueness of pullbacks, it follows that the family (h;: B; — B) is a coproduct. W
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Lemma 6.6.4. In an extensive category B, pullbacks are closed under taking cop-
roducts: if the first two squares below are pullbacks, so is the third one.

Ali)Bl AQL)BQ A1+A2M>Bl+B2
gll J{h1 92l J{hz 91+92l J{hl"!‘h&
ClL)Dl CQL}DQ Cl+Cng1+D2

Proof. Note that pullbacks are products in a slice category. Thus if the first two
squares above are pullbacks, they are products in B/D; and B/ D, respectively. Then
they together form a product in the product category B/D; x B/Ds. By extensivity,
the canonical functor +: B/Dy x B/Dy — B/(D; + D) is an equivalence, and
hence preserves products. It follows that the third diagram above is a product in
B/(D; + D3), that is, a pullback in B. [

Lemma 6.6.5. Let f,g: A — By + ---+ B, be morphisms in an extensive category.
Then f = g if and only if for each j = 1,...,n, there exists a common pullback of f
and g along the coprojection r;: Bj — By +---+ By, i.e. there exist hj: C; — A and
kj: C; — B; such that the square

is a pullback for both 7 = f,g.

Proof. The ‘only if’ is trivial. Conversely, assume the latter condition. Then we have
folhi,...,hp]=ki+-+kn=golh,...,hy].
By extensivity, (h;: C; — A); is a coproduct, so the cotuple
[hi,...y hp]: C1 4+ +Cp — A
is an isomorphism. Therefore f = g. |

Lemma 6.6.6. Let B be a category with finite coproducts and a final object 1. Then
B is extensive if and only if the coproduct 1 + 1 is extensive.

Proof. See [31], Proposition 4.1]. [ |

6.6.2 Extensive categories and Boolean effectuses

Notice that condition in Proposition for extensive categories are the same
as condition |(T2)| for effectuses in total form. This suggests some relationship between
extensive categories and effectuses. Indeed, the following result was shown by Jacobs.

Theorem 6.6.7 (Jacobs). FEuvery extensive category with a final object is an effectus
in total form.
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The result appeared in [140, Example 4.7] without a proof. Later a proof is presented
in a preprint |40, Proposition 88], but still some details on the joint monicity condition
are omitted there. For the sake of completeness, we will give a full proof here.

Proof. Let B be an extensive category with a final object 1. We verify that B satisfies
the three conditions [[T1)] [[T2)] and, [[T3)| for effectuses in total form.

Condition For any morphisms f: A — C and g: B — D, the first two squares
below are trivially pullbacks.

A A B-—2+D A+ B9 A4 p
fl - lf - H f+id - lf+id
C——C B-—%5D c+B ™% cip

By Lemma, the third square above is a pullback too.
Condition [(T2)} It is precisely Proposition |6.6.1(ii)(b)|
Condition We need to prove that the morphisms

W= [k1, K2, k2] T+ 141 =141
W= [/QQ,/Ql,/QQ]: 1+1+1—1+1

are jointly monic. To this end, let f,g: A — 1+ 1+ 1 be morphisms such that
Wof=Wog=h and Wof=Wog=:hso.

We invoke Lemma to prove that f = g. We construct a common pullback of f
and g along the first projection k1: 1 — 14+ 1 + 1 as follows, by taking a pullback
hi(k1): A1 — A of hy along k1 as in the outer rectangle below.

Al ********* > 1 d 1

J J
hI(I{l)J/ K»IJ J{fil
At 1+1+1 Y141
h1
Here 7 denotes either f or g. The right-hand inner square is a pullback by extensivity.
By the ‘pullback lemma’ |10, Lemma 5.8], the left-hand square is a pullback, which is
common for f and g, since the dashed morphism A; — 1 does not depend on them.

In a similar manner, we obtain a common pullback of f and g along ko: 1 — 14141
as in the following diagram.

_ _
h3 (k1 )l Kzi J/Hl
At s 1+1+1 1+1

hao
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It requires more work to construct a common pullback along the third coprojection
k3: 1 — 1414 1. First note that we have the following pullbacks similarly to the
above.

_ _ :
hf('w)l ' [fiz,ﬁa.]l Lﬂ (64)
A—"51+14+41 Yy 141
\/’
h1
Ay = 141 1

NS a :
h%(m)l [m,ﬁs]J( J{mz (6.5)
A—"51+141 5141
i

hz

Here k{')): Asg — 141 and k‘é : A13 — 1+ 1 might depend on 7 = f, g, but it turns
out that they do not:

kg) =W o [K2, k3] Okzg)

= Wo fohi(ka)

=Wogohj(k2)

=Yo [Hg, I<63] ° k}(g) k(g)
and similarly kéf ) = kég). Therefore we will simply write them as k1 and ko. Since
hi(k2) and hj(k2) are (isomorphic to) coprojections, we have a pullback:

l
A3 *2> A13

llj/ - h3 (k2) (66)
A23 hi(k2) A

The maps [; and Iy make the outer diagram below commute, so that the diagrams
involving the unique map A3z — 1 commute by a pullback.

l
A3 *2> A13

N k
llJ{ \\! \

g LT | (6.7)
\ l l[ml,ng]
R

Write m = hi(k2) oly = hi(kg2) o la. We now claim that the following square is a
pullback for both ? = f,g.

Ay ——1

mi im (6.8)

A5 1+14+1
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Let us prove that the square is a pullback for 7 = f. Its commutativity follows
by commutativity of . Let a: Z — A satisfy foa = k3o!z;. Then foa =
[K2, k3] 0 ka0 !z. By the left-hand pullback in , we obtain aag: Z — Ass such that
a = hi(k2)oass (and ke oly = kj o awg). Similarly by foa = [k1, k3]0 k20!, via the
left-hand pullback in , we obtain ay3: Z — Aj3 such that o = h}(k2) 0 ag3. But
then hj(k2) o s = o = hj(ka) 0 a3, so by the pullback (6.6), we obtain oy : A — A3
such that as3 =11 o 1 and a3 = I3 0 ;. The a7 is a desired mediating map:

moay = hi(ka)olyoag = hj(ka)oas =a.

The uniqueness of a mediating map follows automatically since m is monic. Similarly
the square is a pullback for ? = g, and we are done. |

Below we will give necessary and sufficient conditions for an effectus (in total form)
to be extensive— which include Booleanness, in particular. We thus obtain a new
characterization of extensive categories (with a final object) as Boolean effectuses in
total form with an additional property.

Lemma 6.6.8. Let p € Pred(A) be a predicate in an effectus C. The following are
equivalent.

(i) {p,pt) can be measured by a Boolean instrument (fi, fa): A — A+ A such
that both f1 and fo are split idempotents.

(ii) There exist A1, Ay and an isomorphism x: A 5 Ay + Ay such that (1+1)ox =
{p,p™)-
(iii) Comprehensions of p and p* exist; and the cotuple

[y, mpe]: {A[p} +{Alp"} — A

is an isomorphism. (Thus both 7, and m,. must be total comprehensions.)

(iv) T-comprehensions of p and pt exist; and the cotuple
[mpsmp]: {Alp} +{A[p"} — A

s an isomorphism.

(v) Quotients for p and p* exists; and the tuple of quotients (i.e. the decomposition
map dcp)
dep = (& &) A— Afp™ + Afp

is an tsomorphism.

Proof. == and Note that Boolean instruments are CQ-ideal and hence
CQ-idempotent (Theorems|6.3.20|and [6.3.23). Therefore f;: A — A is a C-idempotent,

and by Proposition [6.3.13| the splitting f; is given via a comprehension of p = 1f;:

{Alp}

PR
f1

A A
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At the same time f;: A — A is a Q-idempotent too, therefore by Proposition [6.3.14
the map (,: A — {A|p} is a quotient for p*. Similarly the splitting of fo is given by

fa = m,1 0,1 where 7,1 is a comprehension of p and (pr is a quotient for p. Then

the tuple ((p, (e )): A — {A|p} + {A]|p*} exists, and we have
[’ﬂ'p,ﬂ'pL] o <<<p7<pL>> = Tp O Cp Q Tyl O CPL = f1 (W) f2 =idy.

We claim that ((p,(,)) o [1p, 7,+] = id holds too. To prove this, it suffices to show
that the following equation holds for each j,k € {1,2},

S 0 (G G © [Ty s ] 0 55 = g 0 i 0 4y
namely, that the following four equations hold.

(pomp=1id Cprompr =1id

Cpoﬂ'pi:O gpLOTFp:O.

The upper two equations hold by construction. We have ¢, om,. = 0 since Lo(,om,. =
pom,. = 0. Similarly ¢,1 om, = 0 holds. Therefore both maps [m,, 7,.]: {A|p} +
{A]p*t} = A and ((p, (e )): A — {A|p} + {A|p'} are isomorphisms, where the
latter map is a universal decomposition for p.

= Let v = [1)1,v¢2]: A1 + Ay — A be the inverse of x. Let x =
{x1,x2): A = Ay + Ay decompose. Let f; = 1 o x1 and fo = 1) 0 x2. By
(L4+1)ox = (p,p*) we have 1xy; = p and 1lys = p*. Since ¢ is an isomorphism
and hence total, both ¢; and 5 are total too. Then 1f; =1looy; = 1x; =p and
similarly 1f» = pt. Now we have

ida = [1,9%2] o {x1,x2) = Y10oX1 QY20 x2 = f1@ fo.

Moreover, both f; and fo are split idempotents, since
X10¢p =>10x0tpor; =>10k =id

and similarly o o ¢ = id. Therefore {(f1, f2)): A — A+ A forms an instrument for p
that is side-effect-free and idempotent, and hence Boolean.
(ii1)] = [(iv)| is obvious, since total comprehensions are T-comprehensions.
M:> (i)} It suffices to prove that {(p,p*) o [mp, mu] =141, ie. (p,pt)om, =
k1oland {p,pt)o mpr = kg ol. By definition of T-comprehension we have pom, = 1
and p* o7, = 0. Therefore

k1ol=kiopomQhzoptom=(pom,p-om) = (pp-)om.

Similarly we prove ka0 1 = (p,p)) o 7.

(v)|= is immediate since (1 + 1) o dc, = (p, p*). |
Theorem 6.6.9. For an effectus C, the following are equivalent.

(i) The subcategory Tot(C) of total morphisms is extensive.

(ii) C is Boolean and all Boolean idempotents f: A — A split.
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(iii) C is Boolean and has comprehension.
(iv) C is Boolean and has quotients.

(v) C has comprehension or T-comprehension, and for each predicate p € Pred(A),
the cotuple
[mpmpe]: {A|p} +{A|p"} — A

s an isomorphism.

(vi) C has quotients, and for each predicate p € Pred(A), the tuple (decomposition
map)
dep = (&pe &) A— Afp~ + Afp
s an isomorphism.

Moreover, when any of these conditions hold, C has total comprehension.

Proof. The category Tot(C) is an effectus in total form and hence satisfies the pullback
condition |[(T2)| of Definition so that all binary coproducts satisfy (iij(b)| of
Propositio Since I is a final object in Tot(C), by Lemma Tot(C) is
extensive if and only if the coproduct I + I satisfies |(ii)}(a)| of Proposition This
is equivalent to saying that condition of Lemma olds for all predicates p in
C. It follows that Tot(C) is extensive if and only if all predicates in C satisfies any of
the equivalent conditions of Lemma m This proves that and are
equivalent; and that if any of the conditions holds, C has total comprehension. Now
note that Boolean idempotents are QC-idempotents. Hence by Propositions [6.3.13
and a Boolean idempotent f: A — A splits if and only if there exists a
comprehension of 1f if and only if there exists a quotient for (1f)+. Therefore

and are equivalent. |

We say that an effectus in total form B is Boolean if the effectus Par(B) is Boolean,
see Definition Note that an instrument is Boolean if and only if it is both
idempotent and side-effect-free, and that idempotency can be characterized by Pro-
position in terms of total morphisms. Thus Booleanness of B can be described
directly in B. We now characterize extensive categories as a special kind of effectuses
in total form.

Corollary 6.6.10. Let B be a category with finite coproducts and a final object. Then
B is extensive if and only if B is an effectus with total form and it satisfies any (and
hence all) of the following equivalent conditions.

(i) B is Boolean and all Boolean idempotents split in Par(B).
(ii) B is Boolean and has total comprehension.
(iii) B is Boolean and has quotients.
)

(iv) B has total comprehension (or T-comprehension) and for each predicate p: A —
1+ 1 in B, the cotuple

(7o, mpe]: {A|p} +{A|p*} — A

is an tsomorphism.
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(v) B has quotients and for each predicate p: A — 1+ 1 in B, the decomposition
map
dCP = <<€pi-7€p>>: A— A/pL + A/p

s an isomorphism.

Proof. By Theorems and and the equivalence of effectuses in partial and
total form, see Sections [£.1] and [

Hence, any extensive category with a final object is a Boolean effectus in total form
and moreover has total comprehension and quotients. In particular, predicates (i.e.
maps A — 1+ 1) in an extensive category with a final object form Boolean algebras.
This was also shown in [166, Theorem 4.11] as a corollary of more general results
about extensive restriction categories.

The example below shows that extensive categories, viewed as effectuses, may not
have images.

Example 6.6.11. The opposite BA°P of the category of Boolean algebras is an
extensive category with a final object, and hence an effectus in total form. This follows
from the standard fact that the opposite CRing®® of the category of commutative rings
is extensive, together with the fact that BA®P is identified with the full subcategory
of CRing®? consisting of Boolean rings, which is closed under finite coproducts and
pullbacks along coprojections. The 2-element Boolean algebra 2 is initial in BA
and hence final in BAP. Thus states in BA°P are Boolean algebra homomorphisms
w: A — 2, which correspond bijectively to ultrafilters U C Aviaa € U < w(a) = 1.
Since predicates on A are simply elements a € A, an image of a state/ultrafilter U C A
is precisely a least element in U. Therefore there exists an image of an ultrafilter
U C Aif and only if U is a principal filter. However, it is well known that nonprincipal
ultrafilters exist (assuming the Axiom of Choice). We conclude that the effectus BA°P
does not have images.

Therefore, extensive categories with a final object are not necessarily (pre-)compre-
hensive effectuses (Definitions and . They are, nevertheless, a reasonably
well-behaved class of effectuses. Indeed, the predicates p: A — 1 + 1 there form
a Boolean algebra (by Theorem , and hence an orthomodular lattice. This
suggests that it might be possible to improve the definition of comprehensive effectuses
so that it includes all extensive categories as examples. We leave it to future work.



Chapter 7

Miscellaneous Topics in Effectus
Theory

This chapter presents miscellaneous topics in effectus theory.

Section is concerned with totalization of effectuses. Totalization is a construction
that turns partial algebraic structures into total ones. Since the homsets of an effectus
(in partial form) are PCMs, one can apply totalization to effectuses. Totalization of an
effectus yields a biproduct (a.k.a. semiadditive) category, and moreover a 2-coreflection
between the 2-categories of effectuses and ‘grounded’ biproduct categories. The section
is concluded with an observation which reveals some connection between effectus
theory and categorical quantum mechanics.

In Section we reveal a relationship between effectuses and the convex operational
approach. The latter is a well-established framework for quantum theory or generalized
probability theory. There, a system is modelled by a dual pair of a base-norm and an
order-unit space, which is called a convexr operational model. The connection between
effectuses and convex operational models is made in two ways. First, we show that
the category of convex operational models forms an effectus. Second, we show that an
effectus that satisfies certain conditions (i.e. real and has an order-separation property)
can be embedded into the category of convex operational models, via a faithful functor
that preserves the structure of effectuses.

In Section we study partially o-additive (i.e. countably additive) structure in
relation to effectus theory. Such partially o-additive structures were studied by Arbib
and Manes [7, |202] in the context of program semantics, but countable structures
are also relevant in quantum foundations (e.g. [200]). We introduce o-effectuses, an
extension of effectuses with the structure of partially o-additive categories, and present
basic results about them.

7.1 Totalization and grounded biproduct categories

Totalization is a construction that turns partial algebraic structures into total ones. It
was studied in [146] from a categorical perspective for PCMs and effect algebras. For
example, PCMs can be totalized into commutative monoids, forming a left adjoint
to the forgetful functor. Moreover, equipping commutative monoids with a suitable
structure (i.e. downset), one obtains a coreflection (Definition [2.1.6). It means that
PCMs can be nicely embedded into such ‘total” structures.

In this section, we study the totalization of effectuses. Biproduct categories (a.k.a.
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semiadditive categories) will arise via totalization of effectuses. Furthermore, equipping
the ‘ground’ structure &+ with biproduct categories, we obtain a coreflection for
effectuses. Biproducts and ground structure are also used in categorical quantum
mechanics |2} [54L |127] of the Oxford school, and an example of grounded biproduct
categories naturally appears there. Thus the totalization of effectuses may be considered
as a first step in making connection between effectus theory and categorical quantum
mechanics. This direction has been further developed by Tull |250].

This section is based on (unpublished) joint work with Tull. See his thesis [250]
Chapter 3] for his account of this topic and further related results.

In §[7.1.1] we recall basic definitions and results about totalization of PCMs and
effect algebras. Then in §[7.1.2] we apply totalization to effectuses, and introduce
grounded biproduct categories. In §[7.1.3] we show a coreflection between effectuses
and grounded biproduct categories.

7.1.1 Totalization of PCMs

This subsection reviews basic definitions and results from Jacobs and Mandemaker’s
article [146] on totalization of PCMs and effect algebras. We also include results
that are useful to identify a concrete presentation of totalization, Propositions [7.1.11

and [T.1.13} these are new.

Definition 7.1.1. A finite multiset on a set X is a function ¢: X — N with finite
support, i.e. such that supp(p) = {z | p(z) # 0} is finite. We will refer to finite
multisets simply as multisets in this thesis, since we use only finite ones. Multisets
are ‘sets’ in which multiple instances of an element can occur: the number p(z) € N
is the multiplicity of an element . We denote by M(X) the set of multisets on X.
Similarly to distributions }_,rj|z;) € D(X), we represent multisets as formal
weighted sums >, nj|z;), where n; is the multiplicity of z; € X. For example, 1|z)
denotes the multiset containing a single element . We write 0 for empty multisets.

The set M(X) of multisets has the structure of commutative monoid in a pointwise
manner: for ¢, € M(X) the sum is defined by (¢ + v¥)(z) = p(z) + ¥(z), and the
empty multiset 0, which sends every element to zero, is the neutral element. It is
straightforward to see that M(X) is a free commutative monoid over X, that is:

Lemma 7.1.2. The assignment X — M(X), with the unit nx: X — M(X) given
by nx(x) = 1|z), forms a left adjoint to the forgetful functor CMon — Set. Here
CMon denotes the category of commutative monoids and monoid morphisms. |

Hence we obtain a monad M: Set — Set. The monad structure of M is similar to
the distribution monad D, see Definition [2.4.1]
We now introduce totalization of partial commutative monoids (PCMs). Let M be

a PCM. Then we have a commutative monoid M (M) (its structure is not related
to the PCM structure of M). We denote by ~ the smallest congruence on M (M)
satisfying

o 1z @y) ~ 1|z) + 1|y) for all summable z,y € M;

e 1/0) ~ 0.
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Definition 7.1.3. The totalization of a PCM M is the quotient 7 (M) := M(M)/~
of the monoid M (M) by the congruence ~ defined above.

Totalization yields free commutative monoids over PCMs:

Proposition 7.1.4. Totalization M — T (M) defines a left adjoint to the obvious
forgetful functor CMon — PCM. The unit nyr: M — T (M) is the map given by

nu(z) = 1|z).

In the proof below and elsewhere, we write n-a = a + - -- 4 a for the n-fold sum in a
commutative monoid.

Proof. Let f: M — A be a PCM morphism between M € PCM and A € CMon.
Since M(M) is a free commutative monoid over a set M, we have a monoid morphism
[l M(M) — A given by f'(3;njlz;)) = >, n; - f(zj). Now we claim that ¢ ~ 1
implies f'(¢) = f/(¢) for all ¢, € M(M). To this end, let

R={(e,9) [ f'(¢) = f'(9)} € M(M) x M(M).
Then R is a congruence on M (M) that moreover satisfies
(llz@y),1llx) +1ly)) € R and (110),0) e R

for all summable z,y € M. Since ~ is the smallest one among such congruences, we
have ~ C R, that is, ¢ ~ ¢ implies f'(¢) = f'(v). Therefore we obtain a monoid
homomorphism f”: M(M)/~=T(M) — A by

f”(zj”j\xﬁ) = f’(Zj njla;)) = Zj nj - f(z;).

Clearly no " = f. If g: T(M) — A is a monoid morphism such that g on = f, then
g(1|z)) = f(x) for all © € M. This implies that

g(zj njla;)) = Zj nj - fa;) = f"(zj njla;)) .
Therefore f” is a unique monoid morphism satisfying no f” = f, and we are done. W

Corollary 7.1.5. Totalization defines a functor T: PCM — CMon: for a PCM
morphism f: M — N, the monoid morphism T(f): T(M) — T(N) is given by
T2 nleg)) = 325 n1f (25)). L]
Example 7.1.6. Here are some examples of totalization. These can be easily verified
by Propositions [7.1.11] and [7.1.13] shown below.

(i) T(2) 2N, where 2 = {0,1} is the 2-element effect algebra.

(ii) 7([0,1]) =2 Ry, where [0,1] C R is the real unit interval.

(iii) For each set X, we can see X + {0} as a PCM where 0 is a zero element, and
any pair of z,y € X is not summable. Then we have:

T(X + {0}) = M(X)
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(iv) The powerset P(X) of a set X forms an effect algebra, and hence a PCM, with
disjoint union as sum. Then

T(P(X)) =2 {p: X = N| pis bounded} .

Here a function ¢: X — N is bounded if sup, y ¢(x) < co.

(v) The set [0,1]% of fuzzy subsets of a set X forms an effect algebra. Its totalization
is:
T(0,1]%) =2 {¢: X = R, | ¢ is bounded} .

(vi) For a C*-algebra 7, consider the effect algebra [0, 1] of effects. Then
T(0,1)) 2{z € o | x> 0}.

For later use, we prove that totalization 7: PCM — CMon sends PCM bi-
morphisms to monoid bimorphisms. Categorically this means that the functor
T: PCM — CMon is lax monoidal with respect to the tensor products, which
is (indirectly) shown in [146]. Here we give a more direct proof.

Lemma 7.1.7. Let M,N,L be PCMs. Let f: M x N — L be a PCM bimorphism.
Then the map f: T(M) x T(N) —= T(L) given by

f(Zj ngl@s), Doy melyk)) = ij ngmu| f (25, yk))
is well-defined, and moreover it is a monoid bimorphism.

Proof. For each x € M, we have a PCM morphism f(z,—): N — L, and hence a
monoid morphism 7T (f(z,—)): T(N) — T(L) given by T(f(z,—))(>_r mklyk)) =
Yo mulf(x,yr)). Now let >, mylyx) € T(N) be fixed, and let g: M — T(L) be
a map given by g(z) = T(f(x,—)) (O, mxlyk)). It is easy to see that g is a PCM
morphism (when 7 (L) is viewed as a PCM). By freeness of totalization, g extends to
a monoid morphism g: 7 (M) — T (L), which is given by

g nyles)) = 32 my - g(@s) = 325 my - Qo mul £ (25, uk)))
=2 gl f(z,yx)))
= f(Zj nila;), 32 mely)) -

This proves that f is well-defined, and it is a monoid morphism in the first argument.
By a symmetric argument, f is a monoid morphism in the second argument. |

The lemma below about ‘Kleene equality’ is convenient. To describe it we need
some definitions. Let ), njlz;) € M(M) be a multiset over a PCM M. Then we
define an interpretation of }_, n;|z;) in M as:

[X;nilep)] =@, ni -2 €M,

where n - z denotes the n-fold sum: = @ --- @ x. The interpretation [—]: M(M) = M
is a partial function, since @ is a partial operation. We say that two multisets
©, b € M(M) are Kleene-equal, and write ¢ ~ 1, if both
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o [¢] is defined <= [[¢/] is defined;
o [¢] = [¥] whenever either (hence both) side is defined.

Lemma 7.1.8 ([146, Lemma 6(i)]). Let M be a PCM and ¢, € M(M) multisets.
If o =4 in T(M) (i.e. ¢ ~ 1) for the congruence ~ defining T(M)), then ¢ and ¢
are Kleene-equal.

Proof. This holds since the Kleene equality ~ is a congruence on M (M) satisfying
1z) + 1|y) ~ 1lz @ y) for all summable x,y € M and 1|0) ~ 0. [ |

Now we describe a coreflection given by totalization of PCMs. Let A be a commut-
ative monoid. A downset in A is a nonempty subset U C A that is downward closed:
ifr <yandy € U, then x € U. Here < is the algebraic preorder on A: x < y iff
x + z =y for some z € A. Clearly every downset U in A contains 0 € A, and forms a
PCMviaz Ly < z+yecUandzQy=x+y.

We write DCM for the category of downsets in commutative monoids. The
objects are pairs (A,U) of A € CMon and a downset U C A. The morphisms
f: (A, U) — (B,V) are morphisms f: A — B that sends x € U to f(z) € V. Then
there is a functor Down: DCM — PCM given by Down(A,U) = U. For a morphism
f: (A, U) = (B,V), Down(f): U — V is the restriction of f.

Note that the totalization 7 (M) of a PCM M carries a canonical downset:

U={llz) |z e M} CT(M),
and thus the functor 7: PCM — CMon lifts to 7: PCM — DCM.
Theorem 7.1.9. The functors T and Down form a coreflection:

T

PCM~ | ~ DCM DownoT 2 id.
—

Down

Proof. See [146, Theorem 6]. [

It is often possible to find a concrete presentation of the totalization 7 (M). We
give two useful results (Propositions [7.1.11{and |7.1.13]) for that purpose.

Definition 7.1.10. A commutative monoid A has the refinement property [68]
(see also [110] and [141, §4.2]) if whenever a1 + ag = by + be in A, there exist
C11,C12,C21,C22 € A such that

a1 = C11 + C12 a2 = Co1 + C22

by =c11 +c1 by = c12 + o2

The equations can be described in the following table:
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Proposition 7.1.11. Let A be a commutative monoid with the refinement property,
and Uig A be a downset. Let U C A be the commutative monoid generated by U.
Then U is the totalization of the PCM U.

Proof. We will prove that the inclusion U < U has the universal property of totaliza-
tion, that is: for any B € CMon and f: U — B in PCM, there is a unique monoid
homomorphism f: U — B that extends f. Given such an f, we define f: U — B by

T ) = 0

for ay,...,a, € U. We need to show that the function is well-defined. Let
QA1y.veypyby, ..o by € U satish a; = b; inA.
et D )

We claim that 37, f(a;) = 32, f(bj). If n <2 or m <2, the claim is obvious since the
sum y_,a; = Ej b; is defined in U. We assume n,m > 2. By the refinement property,
there exists a matrix (¢;;);; of elements in A such that

a-zg Cij b-:E Cij
i j’Lj 7 PR

see [110| Proposition 5.10]. We have ¢;; € U since U is a downset. Then

Zi flai) = Zz f(zj cij) = Zl Zj fleiz) = Zj f(zi cij) = Zj f(bj).

Therefore the function f: U — B is well-defined. It is then easy “to see that fisa
unique monoid homomorphism that extends f. We conclude that U = 7 (U). [ ]

Definition 7.1.12.

(i) A rig (‘ring without negatives’ [80], also known as a semiring) is a set R
equipped with a commutative monoid structure (+,0) and a monoid structure
(-, 1) such that the multiplication - distributes over (+,0), i.e. -: Rx R — R is
a monoid bihomomorphism with respect to (R, +,0).

(ii) Let R be a rig. A module over the rig R (or simply, an R-module) is a
commutative monoid (4, +,0) with an R-action -: R x A — A that is a monoid
bihomomorphism (w.r.t. (R,+,0)) and satisfies 7 - (s - a) = (r - s) - a for all
r,s € Rand a € A.

Put categorically, a rig is a monoid in the monoidal category CMon (with the monoidal

structure given by tensor product), and a module over a rig is a module over a monoid
in CMon.

The following proposition is based on the result of Tull [250, § 3.2.5].

Proposition 7.1.13. Let A be a commutative monoid and U C A be a downset. We
assume that A is a module over the rig Ry of nonnegative reals, and that for each
a € A, there exists an n € Nsg such that (1/n)-a € U. Then A is the totalization of
the PCM U.
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We note that R, in the statement may be generalized to an arbitrary rig R with a
certain property used in the proof below. For example, the proposition holds true for
the rig Q4 of nonnegative rational numbers, with exactly the same proof.

Proof. We prove that the inclusion U < A satisfies the universal property of total-
ization. Let B € CMon and f: U — B in PCM be given. We define f: A — B
by

n times

Fla)=n-f(-a) = TG0+ 150

where n € N5 is a number with (1/n) - a € U, which exists by definition. We need
to show that f(a) does not depend on the choice of n. So suppose that n,m € N5q
satisfy (1/n)-a € U and (1/m)-a € U. Then (1/nm) -a € U because U is a downset
and

Thus

WS a) = e k) = 1 )

- fn k@) =me ()

showing that the function f: A — B is well-defined. It is easy to see that f is a unique
monoid morphism that extends f. |

Finally, we briefly review a coreflection given by totalization of effect algebras. A
barred commutative monoid is a commutative monoid A with a distinguished
‘unit’ element u € A that satisfies:

e positivity: a + b = 0 implies a = b = 0;
e barred cancellativity: a +b = a + ¢ = u implies b = c.

We write BCM for the category of barred commutative monoids. The morphisms
are monoid homomorphisms that preserve the units. For any barred commutative
monoid (A, u), there is a canonical (principal) downset [(u) = {a € A | a < u}. In
this way we can think of BCM as a (non-full) subcategory of DCM. Note that EA
can also be viewed as a subcategory of PCM.

Proposition 7.1.14. The corefiection PCM = DCM of Theorem restricts to
a coreflection of the subcategories:

T

EA~ | ’ BCM Downo7 2id.
S

Down

Proof. See [146, Proposition 3]. |

Explicitly, for each effect algebra F, the totalization 7 (E) (as PCM) together with
1/1) € T(E) forms a barred commutative monoid. For each barred commutative
monoid (A, u), the downset | (u) forms an effect algebra.
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7.1.2 Totalization of effectuses

We now apply the totalization construction to an effectus. More specifically, totalization
is applied to the hom-PCMs of an effectus, yielding a new category. (Recall that
‘effectus’ in this thesis means ‘effectus in partial form”.) Let C be an effectus. We define
a category T (C), called the totalization of C, as follows. The category T (C) has
the same objects as C. For each A, B € T(C), the homset is given by T(C)(4, B) =
T(C(A, B)). The identity on A is 1lida) € T(C)(A, A), where ida is the identity
in C. For morphisms >, n;|f;) € T(C)(A, B) and > ) mx|gr) € T(C)(B,C), the
composition is given as follows.

Ok mlgr)) o (325l f5)) = 2ok mwnlan o f;) € T(C)(A,C)

Proposition 7.1.15. For each effectus C, the totalization T (C) is a category enriched
over commutative monotids. Moreover there is an identity-on-objects faithful functor
C — T(C) given by f — 1|f).

Here a category D is enriched over commutative monoids if each homset
D(A, B) is a commutative monoid and the composition is a monoid bihomomorphism.

Proof. The composition is well-defined by Lemma [7.1.7] and it is easy to verify
the unit law and associativity, so that 7(C) is a category. By construction, every
homset T(C)(A, B) = T(C(A, B)) is a commutative monoid, and by Lemma [7.1.7]
composition in 7(C) is a monoid bimorphism. Therefore 7(C) is enriched over
commutative monoids. Clearly the mapping f — 1|f) defines an identity-on-objects
functor C — T(C). Since the totalization of PCMs yields injections C(A, B) —
T(C(4, B)), the functor C — T (C) is faithful. [ ]

We will study the structures/properties of categories T (C) arising from effectuses
via totalization. Most importantly, the categories 7 (C) have finite biproducts.

Definition 7.1.16. Let E be a category with zero morphisms. Let (A,),cs be a family
of objects. A biproduct of (4;);cs is an object @j A; that is both a product and a
coproduct of (A;);ecs such that the projections 7, : @j Aj; — A; and coprojections

kit Aj — D, Aj satisty
{id ifj=k
Tj O K =

0 ifj#£k
for all j,k € J.

Definition 7.1.17. A biproduct category (also called a semiadditive category)
is a category with zero morphisms and finite biproducts. Equivalently, it is a category
with a zero object 0 and binary biproducts A @ B. (Note that the zero object is a
nullary biproduct.)

For morphisms f: A — B and g: C — D in a biproduct category, a morphism
A®C — B@ D can be formed in two ways, as a product f x g and as a coproduct
f+g. The two morphisms turns out to be equal, and thus the morphism f xg = f+g¢g
is written as f & g.

We recall characterizations of biproduct categories.
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Lemma 7.1.18. Let E be a category. The following are equivalent.
(i) E is a biproduct category.
(ii) E has finite coproducts, and is enriched over commutative monoids.

(iii) E is enriched over commutative monoids, and for each A, B € E, there is an
object A& B and morphisms:

A K1 K2 B
AT B

such that k1 o w1 + ko 0 M = idagr and

id ifj=k
e
TIOER TN a4k

We write f + g for the sum in the commutative monoid E(A, B) in order to avoid
confusion with the coproduct f 4+ ¢g: A+ A — B + B of morphisms.

Proof. As the result is well known (see e.g. [20,205]), we only sketch the proof.
= For parallel morphisms f,g: A — B, the sum is defined as

f+g:(A£>A@A@>B@BZ>A),

where A and V are the diagonal and codiagonal.

[(if)] = [(ii)} Take A® B = A+ B, m = [id, 0], and m = [0,id].

[(ii)] = [} Let f: C — A and g: C' — B be morphisms. Then define (f,g): C —
A® B by

<f,g>:/€10f+f€209~

This tupling operation makes A® B into a product. Similarly A® B is a coproduct. W

Proposition 7.1.19. The totalization T(C) of an effectus C is a biproduct category.

Proof. We show that T (C) satisfies condition of Lemma [7.1.18] By Proposi-
tion|7.1.15] 7 (C) is a category enriched over commutative monoids. For each A, B € C
we have

A K1 K2 B
AST, =B

These maps satisfy k1 o >1 @ kg 0 >9 = id and

id ifj=k
ook — 71
39 Kk {o if j k. (7.1)



218 Chapter 7. Miscellaneous Topics in Effectus Theory

The functor C — 7 (C) sends the maps kj and >; in 7(C), preserving the equa-
tions ([7.1)). Moreover we have

1|1dA> = ].|I<61 o> @ Kg O [>2> = ].|I<61> o 1|[>1> + ].|I<62> o 1|>2> .
Therefore A ® B = A + B forms a biproduct in 7(C). [ |

Remark 7.1.20. Totalization can be applied more generally to finPACs, and it also
yields biproduct categories. Hoshino |130] studied a similar construction for (strong)
unique decomposition categories, which are a generalization of partially o-additive
categories.

The totalization 7 (C) of an effectus is not only a biproduct category, but also is
equipped with the ‘ground’ structure +. Below we will define grounded biproduct
categories, which are biproduct categories with the ground structure satisfying certain
axioms. Then it will be shown that 7(C) is a grounded biproduct category, and
conversely that every grounded biproduct category induces an effectus. In the next
subsection, §[7.1.3] these constructions are shown to form a coreflection.

Definition 7.1.21. A grounded biproduct category is a biproduct category
(E, ®,0) with a distinguished object I and a family of ‘ground’ maps F4: A — I for
A € E satisfying the four conditions below.

@)
(G2) Fagp =[Ta,TB]: A® B — I for each A,B € E.
(G3) Fpo f=0implies f =0 for each f: A — B.

(G4) p+q=p+r = T4 implies p = ¢ for each p,q,7: A — I.

%]Zid]l]%].

We say that a morphism f: A — B is causal if ¥go0 f = 4. A morphism f: A - B
is subcausal if 5 o f < %4 in the algebraic ordering, i.e. if there is p: A — I such
that ¥ o f + p = T4. Causal and subcausal morphisms form wide subcategories of
E, which will be denoted respectively by Caus(E) and Caus<(E).

Proposition 7.1.22. The totalization T(C) of an effectus C is a grounded biproduct
category with the ground maps given by the truth maps 1|14): A — I. Moreover, C is
isomorphic to the category Caus<(T (C)) of subcausal maps (via f — 1|f)).

Proof. Conditions [(GI)| and [(G2)] are immediate since the truth maps 1,4 satisfy
similar equations in C. To show (G3)|7 let f=>,njlfj): A— B be a morphism in
T(C) such that ¥ o f = 0. Then

1j0) = 0= 1[1) o (32 nlf5)) = 225 m411 0 fj) -

By Lemma [7.1.8} it follows that the sum (); n; - (10 f;) is defined in C(4,I) and
@j n; - (1o f;) = 0. By positivity of morphisms in C, 1o f; = 0 for all j, so that
f; = 0 for all j. Therefore f = Zj n;|f;) = 0. Note that follows easily from
the latter assertion Caus<(7(C)) = C; hence we prove the isomorphism. Since the
canonical functor C — T(C) is faithful, it suffices to prove that for each f: A — B in
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T(C), f is subcausal if and only if f = 1|g) for some g: A — B in C. The ‘if’ part is
immediate since

Fof=11)ollg)=1[log) <11) = +.

Conversely, assume that f: A — B is subcausal. Then we have ¥ o f 4+ p = ¥ for
some p: A — I. Let f = Zj n;|f;) and p = >, my|px) for morphisms f;,pr in C.
Then we have

donillo fi) + 30 milpe) = 111).
By Lemma [7.1.8] the interpretation of the left-hand side is defined, so the sum
@;nj- (Lo f;) in C(A,I) is defined. Hence the sum ();n; - f; is defined. It follows
that

F=%nlf) =1, ;)

as desired. [

We now describe a construction in the opposite direction: from grounded biproduct
categories to effectuses.

Lemma 7.1.23. In a grounded biproduct category, morphisms are positive: f +g =10
implies f =g =0.

Proof. Let f,g: A — B be morphisms with f + g = 0. Note that the codiagonal
Vp: B®B — Biscausal: 50V = [F5,7p5] = Fpgp.- Thus

Tpapo(f,g)=TpoVgo(f,g)=Fpo(f+g)=Fpo0=0.
Then (f,g) =0 by [(G3)] It follows that f =g =0. [ |

Lemma 7.1.24. Let E be a grounded biproduct category. Then the category Caus<(E)
of subcausal morphisms is a finPAC.

Proof. Since the subcategory Caus<(E) include all zero morphisms in E, the zero object
0 in E is a zero object in Caus<(E) too. Note that coprojections A = A@® B <2 B
are causal by Let f: A— C and g: B — C be subcausal morphisms. Then the
cotuple [f,g]: A® B — C is causal as

Foolf,gl=[Fcof,Tcogl <[FTa,TB]=TaeB-

Here the cotupling [—, —] preserves the (pre)order since it is a monoid morphism.
Therefore A® B is a coproduct of A and B in Caus<(E). We have shown that Caus<(E)
has finite coproducts and a zero object.

For each A, B € E, subcausal morphisms Caus<(E)(A, B) form a downset in the
commutative monoid E(A, B). Therefore Caus<(E)(A, B) is a PCM by defining sum
f@g=f+giff f+ gissubcausal. It is straightforward to see that compositions in
Caus<(E) are PCM bimorphisms. Therefore Caus<(E) is enriched over PCMs.

Finally we check the axioms of finPACs. Note that partial projections >;: A;® Ay —
A; in Caus<(E) are the projections 7; of the biproduct. Clearly, subcausal morphisms
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fyg: A — B are compatible in Caus<(E) iff the tuple (f,g): A — B @ B is subcausal.
Moreover,

Fpopo(f,9) =[Fp, Tplo(f,g)=Fpof+Tpog=Fpo(f+yg),

so that (f,g) is subcausal iff f + g is subcausal. From this it is immediate that
Caus<(E) satisfies the compatible sum axiom. The untying axiom also holds since

(f,g) =rK10f+rooy. u

Proposition 7.1.25. Let E be a grounded biproduct category. Then the category
Caus<(E) of subcausal morphisms is an effectus with I as the unit object and ground
maps Ta: A — I as truth maps.

Proof. By and Lemma for each A € E the homset E(A,I) is a barred
commutative monoid with ¥4 as unit. The canonical downset |(¥4) coincides with
Caus<(E)(A,I). Thus Caus<(E)(A,I) is an effect algebra with top 14 = F4, as
required by in the definition of an effectus (Definition . Note that
is immediate from Finally we check Let f,g: A — B be morphisms in
Caus<(E) such that ¥ o f @ ¥ o g is defined. The latter means that ¥o f +Fog < 7.
Thus
To(f+g)=Fof+Fog<T,

so that f + g is subcausal, i.e. f @ g is defined. |

Corollary 7.1.26. If E is a grounded biproduct category, then the category Caus(E)
is an effectus in total form. |

Example 7.1.27. To give examples of grounded biproduct categories, we generalize
the multiset monad M (Definition [7.1.1)), following [59} §5]. Let (R, +,0,,1) be a rig,
see Definition Then the multiset monad Mp: Set — Set over R is defined by

Mp(X) ={¢: X = R | supp(yp) is finite}

with the unit and the multiplication defined similarly to the distribution monads D)y,
see Definition Then the monad Mg is additive in the sense that Mp(X +Y) =
Mp(Y) x Mg(Y) and Mpg(0) = 1, which implies that the Kleisli category K¢(MRg)
is a biproduct category with X @Y = X 4+ Y, see [59, §4 and §5] for details.

We claim that the Kleisli category K¢(Mg) is a grounded biproduct category if the
rig R satisfies:

o (positivity) s +¢ = 0 implies s =t = 0; and
o (barred cancellativity) s +¢t = s+ r = 1 implies t = r.

The conditions are equivalent to saying that (R, +,0) is a barred commutative monoid
with unit 1. A sufficient condition is that R is a cancellative positive rig.

The ‘ground’ structure on K¢(MEg) is given as follows: the unit object is the
singleton 1 = {x}, and the ground map ¥x: X — Mpg(1) is defined by Fx = o !x,
ie. Fx(x) =1|x). We verify the axioms of grounded biproduct categories:

(G1) F1=moly =n.
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(G2) Txey =molxsy =mollx,ly]=[molx,moly] =[Fx,Tv]
(G3) If Fy o f =0 for f: X - Mg(Y), then

0=(Fy o N)@)(x) =Y Fr) - f@)y) = f)y).

yey yey

By positivity, f(z)(y) = 0. Thus f =0.

(G4) Note that the additive structure on homsets K{(MRg)(X,Y) = Set(X, Mg(Y))
is the obvious pointwise addition. Thusif p +q=p+r = Fx for p,q,7: X —
Mpg(1), for each z € X one has

p(x)(*) + () (x) = p(z)(x) + r(z)(x) = 1.

By the barred cancellation, ¢(z)(x) = r(z)(x). Therefore ¢ = r.
We now give concrete examples of rigs R.

(i) Take R =N, the rig of natural numbers. Then My is the usual (finite) multiset
monad introduced in Definition Clearly N is positive and cancellative,
so that K¢(My) is a biproduct category. The causal maps f: X — My(Y) in
Kl(My) are precisely (total) functions f: X — Y, and the subcausal maps are
partial functions f: X — Y. Thus it yields the effectus Caus<(K{(My)) = Pfn
for deterministic processes, and its total part Caus(K¢(My)) = Set.

We note that the totalization 7 (Pfn) does not coincide with K¢(My). By
Proposition it is not hard to see that 7 (Pfn) is isomorphic to the wide
subcategory of K¢(My) consisting of morphisms f: X — My(Y) that are
bounded in the sense that sup,cx ey f(2)(y) < occ.

(ii) Take R = R, the rig of nonnegative real numbers, which is positive and
cancellative. Then we obtain a grounded biproduct category Kf(Mpg_ ). The
causal maps f: X — Mg, (V) in K{(Mpg, ) are bijective with D-Kleisli maps
f+ X = D(Y), and the subcausal maps are D-Kleisli maps f: X — D(Y).
Thus it yields the effectus Caus<(K¢(Mg, )) = K¢(D<) for probabilistic processes,
and its total part Caus(K{( Mg, )) = KU(D).

Similarly to the previous example, the totalization T (K¢(D<)) does not coincide
with (Mg, , but by Proposition (or by Proposition , T(KUDL))
is isomorphic to the wide subcategory of K{(Mpg, ) consisting of morphisms
[: X — Mg, (Y) with SUD,e x, yey f(@)(y) < oo.

In general, if R is positive and barred-cancellative, then the unit interval [0, 1] in
R (with respect to the algebraic ordering) is an effect monoid. Thus we can form
the distribution monad Dy 1}, over [0,1]z. (The monad Djg 1}, can also be described
abstractly as the affine part [192] of the monad Mg, see [144, Proposition 11 and
Lemma 14].) Then Caus(K{(MRr)) = KU(Dj,1),,). Moreover, one can describe the
subcausal part Caus<(Kf(Mp)) as the Kleisli category of the ‘subdistribution monad
over [0, 1]’ We leave the details as an exercise to the reader.

Example 7.1.28. We turn to quantum examples. We claim that the opposite
Wstardl, of the category of W*-algebras and (arbitrary) normal CP maps is a
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grounded biproduct category. The category Wstarcp has finite products in the
same way as Wstar. does—that is, the trivial algebra {0} is a final object and the
direct sum .7 4 is a product; see Section[3.3.3] Clearly {0} is also initial in Wstarcp,
and hence a zero object. Moreover & @ 4 is also a coproduct. Indeed, there are
coprojections given by k1(a) = (a,0) and k2(b) = (0,b). If f: &/ — € and g: B — €
are normal CP maps, we can define [f,g]: & ® B — € by [f,g](a,b) = f(a) + g(b).
The map [f, g] is normal CP, and it is the unique mediating map. Therefore Wstarcp,
and hence Wstar(}},, is a biproduct category.

The ground structure on Wstarl, is as follows. The unit object is C, and the
ground map ¥, : & — C is the normal CP map ¥, : C — & defined by ¥,/ (\) = 1.
We verify the axioms of grounded biproduct categories:

(G1) Clearly, ¢ = idc.

(G2) In Wstarcp we have Tog2(N\) = (1, )X = (1IN 1X) = (Fo,T2)(A). Thus
Fwes = [Tw, Ta| in the opposite.

(G3) Assume Fgo f=0for f: &/ — % in Wstar{},. Then f(1) = 0, which implies
f =0 (use Corollary [2.6.10]).

(G4) Morphisms p: & — C in Wstar(},, i.e. normal CP maps p: C — &, can be
identified with positive elements p(1) € <7;. The addition + in Wstargi, (<7, C)
corresponds to the usual addition in &7, . Since 7, is cancellative, the desired
property is satisfied.

Therefore Wstar(y}, is a grounded biproduct category. The causal maps in Wstar(j},
are unital maps, and the subcausal maps are subunital maps. Thus it yields the effectus
Caus<(Wstar(},) = WstarZ” and its total part Caus(Wstar(l,) = Wstar.

Unlike the examples we saw in Example [7.1.27] in this case we have

T (Wstar?’) = Wstar(l, .

To see this, note that the subunital maps Wstarll (&7, #) form a downset in the
commutative monoid Wstar, (7, %), and that Wstarl, (<7, %) is a module over
the rig R;. For each normal CP map f: # — o/, take n € N5¢ such that n >
Ilf(1)]l. Then the map (1/n) - f: B — & is subunital, since ||(1/n) - f(1)]] < 1
and hence (1/n) - f(1) < 1 by Lemma By Proposition we obtain
T (Wstar?®(«/, #)) = Wstari,(«/, %), and therefore T(Wstarl”) = Wstargy.

The above arguments work also for C*-algebras. Therefore, the opposite Cstarfp
of the category of C*-algebras and CP maps is a grounded biproduct category, with
Caus<(Cstarg,) = Cstar?” and Caus(Cstar,) = Cstar®®. Moreover one has
T (Cstar2”) = Cstar,.

7.1.3 A coreflection between effectuses and grounded
biproduct categories

We have shown that every effectus C yields a grounded biproduct category 7 (C) via
totalization, and conversely that every grounded biproduct category E induces an
effectus Caus<(C) via subcausal maps. These constructions do not form an equivalence,
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unlike the equivalence between effectuses in partial and total form (Section 4.2)). Nev-
ertheless, there is a coreflection between effectuses and grounded biproduct categories
(Theorem [7.1.32)).

Definition 7.1.29. We define a 2-category GBC of grounded biproduct categories
as follows.

e An object is a grounded biproduct category (E, I).

o A morphism of type (E,Ig) — (F,Ir) is a functor F: E — F that preserves
finite biproducts, together with an isomorphism u: Ig — FIg in E such that
FF4=1uo0%py for each A € E.

o A 2-cell of type (F,u) = (G,v): (E,Ig) — (F,Ir) is a natural transformation
a: F = G such that ay. ou = v.

Lemma 7.1.30. Let F': E — F be a functor between biproduct categories. The
following are equivalent.

(i) F preserves finite biproducts.
(ii) F preserves finite coproducts.

(iii) For each A,B € E, the map F: E(A, B) — F(FA, FB) is a monoid morphism.
(In other words, F is a functor enriched over commutative monoids.)

Proof. 1t is not hard to see that F' preserves the zero object iff F' preserves the initial
object iff F' preserves zero morphisms. Thus we may assume that F' preserves the
zero objects and zero morphisms. Note then that for each A, B € E, the following two
canonical morphisms

(Fr1,Fma)

F(A® B) 4>< FA@QFB (7.2)

[Fr1,Fr2]
always satisfy (F'my, Fmo) o [Fk1, Fka] = idpagrp. Then clearly — holds,
since if [F'k1, F'ko] is invertible, then so is (F'my, F'ra). Now we assume Then the
morphisms in satisfies

[Fr1, Fko) o (Fmy, Fra) = Fky o Fy + Frg o Fray
= F(k10m + kg o ma)
= Fidagp = idpags)
Therefore the morphisms in (7.2)) are isomorphisms, showing that (and hold.

Finally we prove assuming For f,g: A — Bin E, equation F(f+g) = Ff+Fg
holds by the following diagram chasing.

F(Ae A) "% pB o B)

S = FB
s R —

FA®FA ™ FBo FB =

FA
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Proposition 7.1.31. The mapping E — Caus<(E) yields a functor Caus<: GBC —
Ef.

Proof. Let (F,u): (E,Ig) — (F,Ir) be a morphism in GBC. Let f: A — B be
a subcausal morphism in E. Then ¥ o f < ¥, so that F+ o Ff < F-, since
F preserves sums and hence the algebraic preorder. By F+ = wu o <+, we have
uoFoFf <wuo< and hence Fo Ff < ¥ by composing v~ !. That is, Ff is subcausal.
Therefore we can restrict F' to a functor Caus<(F'): Caus<(E) — Caus<(F) between
the subcategories. The functor Caus<(F') preserves finite coproducts, because finite
coproducts in Caus<(E) are biproducts in E. Note that

idF] ZFld] :F%[ ZUO%F[,
and hence u™! = 1, so ¥y ou = id; = F;. Therefore u: Iy — FIg is causal and
belongs to Caus<(F). Because 1 = +, the functor Caus<(F') forms a morphism of
effectuses. Let a: (F,u) = (G,v): (E,IE) (F,Ir) be a 2-cell in GBC. Then for
each A € E,

Fagaoaa=v 'oGFa0ay by GF4 =voTga

v ioaroFF

=uloFF, by ajou=v

FA by FF4=uoTpa.

I
.l

Therefore a4 is causal, so we can define Caus<(a): Caus<(F') = Caus<(G) by
Caus<(a)a = ay. Clearly Caus<(a) is natural and forms a 2-cell in Ef. It is
easy to check that Caus<: GBC — Ef is 2-functorial. |

Theorem 7.1.32. The totalization C — T(C) of effectuses yields a left (strict)
2-adjoint to the 2-functor Caus<: GBC — Ef.

.
Ef ~ | ~ GBC
e

Caus<

Moreover, it is a ‘2-coreflection’ in the sense that the unit of the 2-adjunction n: idgs =
Caus< o T is an isomorphism.

Proof. We define the unit by the isomorphisms nc: C — Caus<(7(C)), nc(f) = 1|f),
from Proposition It is clear that every nc is a morphism in Ef. We show
that nc is universal. Let F': C — Caus<(E) be a morphism of effectuses. It consists
of PCM morphisms F4 p: C(4,B) — Caus<(E)(FA,FB) for A,B € C. Since
Caus<(E)(F A, FB) is a downset in a monoid E(F A, F B), the adjunction 7: PCM &
DCM: Down yields monoid morphisms

Fap: T(C)(A,B) =T(C(A, B)) - E(A, B).

(Explicitly, F(ZJ n;lf;)) = >2;m;-Ff;.) It is straightforward to verify that these maps
F 4 p define a functor F: 7(C) — E. Since it is a CMon-enriched functor between
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biproduct categories, it preserves finite biproducts by Lemma [7.1.30, Therefore
F: T(C) - E (with u: Ig 5 FIc) forms a morphism in GBC. Clearly F =

Caus<(F) o nc holds. To see the uniqueness, let G: T(C) — E be a morphism in
GBC such that F = Caus<(G) o nc. Then GA = FA for each A € C, and the

following diagram commutes for each A, B € C:

Here Caus<(G) is a restriction of the monoid morphism
GA,B : T(C)(A, B) — E(FA, FB) .

Therefore it follows via adjunction PCM = DCM that G 4 p is equal to FA B given
above. Therefore G = F: T(C) — E. Now we verify the universality of nc with
respect to 2-cells. Let a: Fy = Fy: C — Caus<(E) be a 2-cell in Ef. We need to
define @: Fy = Fy: T(C) — E, but this is easy: simply define @4 = a4, since C and
7 (C) has the same objects and Caus<(E) is a subcategory of E. It is clear that @ is a
2-cell in GBC and is a unique one such that o = Caus<(@) o nc. We conclude that
the 2-adjunction 7 - Caus< holds, with the unit nc an isomorphism. |

Corollary 7.1.33. The mapping C — T (C) yields a 2-functor T: Ef - GBC. R

Even though Ef and GBC are not equivalent, the coreflection Ef = GBC gives us
a good justification to work with grounded biproduct categories instead of effectuses.
This may be seen as a first step in connecting effectus theory and categorical quantum
mechanics |2} |54, 127] initiated by Abramsky and Coecke 1] and deve