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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce differential exponential maps in Cartesian differential categories,
which generalizes the exponential function e” from classical differential calculus. A differen-
tial exponential map is an endomorphism which is compatible with the differential combinator
in such a way that generalizations of e’ = 1, e*™¥ = %Y, and %L; = € all hold. Every
differential exponential map induces a commutative semiring, which we call a differential ex-
ponential semiring, and conversely, every differential exponential semiring induces a differential
exponential map. In particular, differential exponential maps can be defined without the need
for limits, converging power series, or unique solutions of certain differential equations — which
most Cartesian differential categories do not necessarily have. That said, we do explain how
every differential exponential map does provide solutions to certain differential equations, and
conversely how in the presence of unique solutions, one can derivative a differential exponen-
tial map. Examples of differential exponential maps in the Cartesian differential category of
real smooth functions include the exponential function, the complex exponential function, and
the dual numbers exponential. And as another source of interesting examples, we also study
differential exponential maps in the coKleisli category of a differential category.
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1 Introduction

Cartesian differential categories [2], introduced by Blute, Cockett, and Seely, come equipped with a
differential combinator D which provides a categorical axiomatization of the directional derivative
from multivariable differential calculus. Important examples of Cartesian differential categories
include the category of real smooth functions (Example 2.3), the coKleisli category of a differential
category [4], the differential objects of a tangent category [10], and categorical models of Ehrhard
and Regnier’s differential A-calculus [14] (which are in fact called Cartesian closed differential
categories [19]). Other interesting (and surprising) examples include abelian functor calculus [1]
and cofree Cartesian differential categories [12, 17]. Since their introduction, Cartesian differential
categories have a rich literature and have been successful in generalizing many concepts from
classical differential calculus, and more recently have also started to find their way in applications.

In particular, Cockett and Cruttwell have introduced the notion of dynamical systems and
their solutions in tangent categories [8], which generalize ordinary differential equations in this
context, specifically initial value problems. As every Cartesian differential category is a tangent
category, this implies that dynamical systems allow one to study differential equations in a Cartesian
differential category. In classical differential calculus, one of the most important tools used for
solving differential equations is the exponential function e®. Therefore, it is desirable to generalize
the exponential function for Cartesian differential categories.

The exponential function e* admits numerous equivalent characterization. It can either be
defined as the (partial) inverse of the natural logarithm function in(z), or as the limit:

T __ : En
¢ _nh—I>noo(1+7’L)

or as the convergent power series:
> _n

x
e’ = Z )
n=0

or even as the solution to f’(x) = f(z) with initial condition f(0) = 1. However, in arbitrary Carte-
sian differential categories, one does not necessarily have partial functions, a notion of convergence,
infinite sums, or even (unique) solutions to initial value problems. Therefore one must look for a
more algebraic characterization of the exponential function. In classical algebra, an exponential
ring [22] is a ring equipped with an endomorphism e such that e(z + y) = e(x)e(y) and e(0) = 1,
with the canonical example being the field of real numbers R with the exponential function e®.
While this seems promising, arbitrary objects in a Cartesian differential category do not necessar-
ily come equipped with a multiplication. Rather than requiring this extra ring structure on objects,

it turns out that the differential combinator D will allow to bypass the need for a multiplication.
In the category of real smooth functions, which is the canonical example of a Cartesian differ-
ential category, the differential combinator D applied to the exponential function is precisely its
directional derivative D[e®](z,y) = e®y — so the multiplication of R appears in D[e*]. Inspired by
this observation, the generalization of the exponential function in a Cartesian differential category
can be defined simply in terms of an endomorphism A — A which is compatible with the differ-
ential combinator D in the sense that Dle|(0,z) = x and e(z + y) = D[e](z,e(y)). We call such
endomorphisms differential exponential maps, which is the main novel notion of study in this
paper, and these generalize the exponential function for Cartesian differential categories. Indeed
for e, the differential exponential maps axioms correspond precisely to e’z = x and e®e¥ = e* 1Y,



While we mentioned that not every object has a multiplication, it turns out that every differen-
tial exponential map A —— A does induce a commutative semiring structure on A, and thus A does
have a multiplication. The construction is once again inspired by the classical exponential function
e”. Applying the differential combinator on e” twice we obtain D[e*]((z,y), (z,w)) = e*yz + e*w.
Setting x = 0 and w = 0, one re-obtains precisely the multiplication of R, D[e*]((0,y), (2,0)) = yz.
This construction is easily generalized to an arbitrary Cartesian differential category, and one can
then use the differential combinator axioms to show that every differential exponential map induces
a commutative semiring. Conversly, one can alternatively axiomatize an object equipped with a
differential exponential maps instead as a commutative semiring equipped with an endomorphism
which satisfies the three fundamental properties of the exponential function: e = 1, e*™¥ = e%¢¥,
and %i:: = e”. We call such semirings, differential exponential semirings, and there is a bijec-
tive correspondence between differential exponential maps and differential exponential semirings —
which is one of the main results of this paper.

As one of the main motivations for their development, differential exponentials maps does allow
one to solve a certain class of linear dynamical systems in any Cartesian differential category.
Furthermore, it turns out that a differential exponential map is indeed the unique solution to the
dynamical system which generalizes the initial value problem f’(x) = f(z) with initial condition
f(0) = 1. Hopefully in future work on solving differential equations in a Cartesian differential
category, differential exponential maps will play a key role.

Outline and Main Results: Section 2 is a background section on Cartesian differential
categories where we briefly review the basic definitions, as well as to introduce the notation and
terminology used in this paper. In particular, we review the canonical commutative monoid struc-
ture @ on every object in a Cartesian differential category (Lemma 2.10), which plays a key role
throughout this paper. In Section 3 we introduce differential exponential maps (Definition 3.1)
and in particular show that the category of differential exponential maps is a Cartesian tangent
category (Proposition 3.6). In Example 3.7 we provide examples of differential exponential maps
in the category of smooth real functions, which include the classical exponential function, the com-
plex exponential function, and the dual number exponential function. In Section 4 we introduce
differential exponential semirings. We show that every differential exponential semiring induces
a differential exponential map (Proposition 4.4) and conversely that every differential exponential
map induces a differential exponential semiring (Proposition 4.5), and show that these construc-
tions are inverses of each other (Theorem 4.8). As an immediate consequence, the category of
differential exponential semirings is also a Cartesian tangent category (Proposition 4.9). In Section
5 we explain the relationship between differential exponential maps and solutions to differential
equations in arbitrary Cartesian differential categories. In particular, we show that every differen-
tial exponential map is the unique solution to the expected differential equation (Proposition 5.5)
and that a certain class of dynamical systems admit a solution (Proposition 5.12). We also show
that in the presence of unique solutions to differential equations, one can build a differential expo-
nential map (Proposition 5.13). In Section 6 we study differential exponential maps in the coKleisli
category of a differential (storage) category and give equivalent characterizations in these cases
(Proposition 6.3 and Proposition 6.5). We also introduce !-differential exponential algebras (Defi-
nition 6.6) for differential storage categories. We show that every !-differential exponential algebra
induces a differential exponential map in the coKleisli category (Proposition 6.7), and conversely
that every differential exponential map in the coKleisli category induces a !-differential exponential



algebra (Proposition 6.7), and that these constructions are inverses of each other (Theorem 6.9).
We conclude this paper with Section 7 which discusses some interesting potential future work to
do with differential exponential maps.

Conventions: We use diagrammatic order for composition: this means that the composite
map fg is the map which first does f then ¢. For a category with finite products, we denote the
binary product of objects A and B by A x B with projection A x B — A and A x B —— B,
pairing operation (—, —) and thus f x g = (nof, m1g), and the chosen terminal object as T.

2 Background: Cartesian Differential Categories

In this section, if only to introduce notation, we briefly review Cartesian differential categories,
their underlying Cartesian left additive structure, and their induced Cartesian tangent category
structure. That said, we assume that the reader is familiar with the theory of Cartesian differential
categories. For a more in-depth discussion we refer the reader to [2, 10].

Definition 2.1 A left additive category [2, Definition 1.1.1] is a category X such that each hom-
set X(A, B) is a commutative monoid with addition X(A, B) xX(A, B) SN X(A,B), (f,9) — f+g,
and zero 0 € X(A, B), such that composition on the left preserves the additive structure, that is:

flag+h)=rfg+rh f0=0 (1)

A map k in a left additive category is additive [2, Definition 1.1.1] if composition on the right by
h preserves the additive structure, that is:

(9+ h)k = gk + hk 0k=0 (2)

A Cartesian left additive category [2, Definition 1.2.1] is a left additive category X with finite
products x and terminal object T such that all projection maps A x B —25 A and A x B —5 B
are additive.

We note that the definition of a Cartesian left additive category presented here is not precisely
that given in [2, Definition 1.2.1], but was shown to be equivalent in [17, Lemma 2.4]. Also, note
that in a Cartesian left additive category, the unique map from an object A to the terminal object

T is the zero map A BN Also, an important map which will use throughout this paper is the
canonical interchange map (A x B) x (C' x D) = (A x C) x (B x D) defined as

¢ := (mg X w1, T X () (3)
which is a natural isomorphism such that cc = 1.

Definition 2.2 A Cartesian differential category [2, Definition 2.1.1] is a Cartesian left ad-
ditive category X equipped with o differential combinator D, which is a family of operators

X(A, B) b, X(A x A, B), f+ D[f], such that the following axioms hold:
[CD.1] D[f + g] = D[f] + D[g| and D[0] = 0;



[CD.2] (1 x (mo +m1)) D[f] = (1 x mo)D[f] + (1 x 71)D[f] and (1,0)D[f] = 0;
[CD.3] D[1] = m, D[mg] = mimo and D[mg] = my71;

[CD.4] D[{f.g)] = (D[], Dlg]);

[CD.5] D[fg] = (mof,D[f])Dlgl;

[CD.6] ((1,0) x (0,1)) D*(f] = D[f];

[CD.7] ¢D?[f] = D?[f].

A discussion on the intuition for the differential combinator axioms can be found in [2, Remark
2.1.3]. We also note that the definition of a Cartesian differential category given here is not precisely
that given in [2, Definition 2.1.1] but rather an equivalent version found in [11, Section 3.4]. Also
note that unlike in [2, 10, 11], we use the convention used in the more recent work on Cartesian
differential categories where the linear argument of D[f] is its second argument rather than its first
argument. The canonical example of a Cartesian differential category is the category of Euclidean
spaces and smooth maps between them — which will be our main example throughout this paper.

Example 2.3 Let R be the set of real numbers and let SMOOTH be the category whose objects
are the Euclidean vector spaces R” (including the singleton R = {x}) and whose maps are smooth

function R® 2 R™ which of course are in fact tuples F' = (f1, ..., f,) for some smooth functions

R™ i> R. SMOOTH is a Cartesian differential category where the finite product structure and
additive structure are defined in the obvious way, and whose differential combinator is given by the

directional derivative of smooth functions. Explicitly, recall that for a smooth map R” —i—> R, its

gradient R" &) R™ is defined as:

(U@, @),
vn@ - (42 @..... 0@
n . pn PUT o .
Then R™ x R® —— R is defined as:
I L = Of(@) .
ifl(a.h) = v(H@ 5= LD @y,
i=1 ¢
where - is the dot product of vectors. In the case of R" x, R™ with F = (f1,..., fm), we define

R x Rr 2L g o D[F]| = (D[f1]...,D[fn]). It is also possible to define D[F] in terms of the

Jacobian matrix of F.

Many other interesting examples of Cartesian differential categories can be found throughout the
literature such as categorical models of the differential A-calculus [14], which are called Cartesian
closed differential categories [19], the subcategory of differential objects of a Cartesian tangent
category [10], and the coKleisli category of a differential category [2, 4]. In particular, we will take
a closer look at the coKleisli category of a differential category in Section 6.

An important class of maps in a Cartesian differential category is the class of linear maps. Later
in Section 4, we will also discuss bilinear maps.



Definition 2.4 In a Cartesian differential category, a map f is said to be linear [2, Definition

2.2.1] if D[f] = m1.f.

Example 2.5 In the Cartesian differential category SMOOTH (as defined in Example 2.3), a map

R” X5 R™ is linear in the sense of Definition 2.4 precisely when it is R-linear in the classical sense,
that is, F'(sd 4 tb) = sF(@) + tF(b) for all s,t € R and @,b € R™.

Here are now some useful properties about linear maps for this paper:
Lemma 2.6 [2, Lemma 2.2.2] In a Cartesian differential category:
(i) If f is linear then f is additive (Definition 2.1);
(ii) Identity maps A 1y A and projection maps A x B —23 A and A x B — B are linear;

(iii) If A L B and B -5 C are linear then their composition A 95 0 is linear;

-1
(iv) If A L. Bis an tsomorphism and is linear then its inverse B T A linear;

(v) IfC L5 A and © %5 B are linear then their pairing C 9 4w B s linear;

(vi) If A L B and C <% D are linear then their product A x C X9, Bx D s linear;
(vii) Zero maps A 2 B are linear;
(viii) If A L B and A % B are linear then their sum A L% B is linear;

(ix) If A L5 B is linear then D[fg] = (f x f)D[g] and D[kf] = D[k|f;
(x) The interchange map (A x B) x (C x D) -+ (A x C) x (B x D) is linear.

For a Cartesian differential category X, define its subcategory of linear maps LIN[X] to be the
category whose objects are the same as X and whose maps are linear in X. Lemma 2.6 tells us
that LIN[X] is a well-defined category and also that it has finite biproducts, and thus is a Cartesian
left additive category where every map is additive. LIN[X] also inherits the differential combinator
from X and so LIN[X] is a Cartesian differential category where every map is linear. Therefore the

obvious forgetful functor LIN[X] Uy x preserves the Cartesian differential structure strictly.

The differential combinator of a Cartesian differential category induces an endofunctor and this
endofunctor makes a Cartesian differential category a Cartesian tangent category. We will not
review the full definition of a tangent category here but we will highlight certain properties that
will be important for this paper. We invite the reader to read the full definition of a tangent
category in [10, 11].

Proposition 2.7 [10, Proposition 4.7] Every Cartesian differential category X is a Cartesian tan-
gent category where the tangent functor T : X — X is defined on objects as T(A) := A x A and
on morphisms as T(f) := (mof,D[f]).



Corollary 2.8 For a Cartesian differential category X, LIN[X] is a Cartesian tangent category
where the tangent functor T : LIN[X] — LIN[X] is defined on objects as T(A) := A x A and

on morphisms as T(f) := f x f. Furthermore, the forgetful functor LIN[X] Y x preserves the
Cartesian tangent structure strictly.

Here are now some useful properties involving the tangent functor (which we leave to the reader
to check for themselves):

Lemma 2.9 In a Cartesian differential category:
(i) D[fg] = T(f)Dlgl;
(i) (1,O)T(f) = f(1,0);
(iii) If f is linear then T(f) = f x f;
T((f,9) = (T(f), T(9)e;
D[f x g] = ¢ (D[f] x Dgl) and T(f x g)c = c(T(f) x T(g));
T(f+9) =T(f) +T(g) and T(0) = 0;
[T()] = cT(OLD.

We conclude this section with the observation that in a Cartesian differential category, the
additive structure induces a commutative monoid structure for every object. Cartesian left addi-
tive categories can be axiomatized in terms of equipping each object with a commutative monoid
structure such that the projection maps are monoid morphisms.

(iv

(v
(vi

)
)
)
)
)
) D

(vii

Lemma 2.10 /2, Proposition 1.2.2] In a Cartesian differential category, for an object A define the

map A x A L Aase= 7o+ m1. Then the triple (A, ®,0) is a commutative monoid, that is, the
following diagrams commute

ALY axa Ax Ay x A—20 _aswa AxAT™ a4
<0’1>l\l® gl \l@
S5}
AxA——A Ax (AxA) ® A (4)
lx@l
Ax A A

&2

Here are now some useful properties involving this commutative monoid structure (which we
leave to the reader to check for themselves):

Lemma 2.11 In a Cartesian differential category:
(i) @ is linear, that is, D[®] = m®;
(i)
(iii) cT(®) =®;
(iv) A map f is additive if and only if ®f = (f X )@ and Of = f.

T(®) =& x ®;



3 Differential Exponential Maps

In this section, we introduce differential exponential maps, which generalizes the notion of the
classical exponential function e” for arbitrary Cartesian differential categories.

Definition 3.1 A differential exponential map in a Cartesian differential category is a map
A =5 A, such that the following diagrams commute:

A0V axa AxA— 1 A
\ lD[e} @l J{D[e] (5)
A A A

where @ 1is defined as in Lemma 2.10.

The intuition for a differential exponential map is best explained in Example 3.7.i, which shows
that the classical exponential function e® (which is, of course, the main motivating example) is a
differential exponential map. Briefly since e” is its own derivative, its directional derivative D[e”]
is simply e®y. The left diagram of (5) generalizes that ¢% = g (since ¢ = 1), while the right
diagram generalizes that e®e¥ = e*™Y. The differential combinator is the key piece that allows one
to bypass the need for a multiplication operation and a multiplicative unit in the definition of a
differential exponential map. That said, in Section 4 we will see that every differential exponential
map does induce a multiplication and that analogues of the three essential properties of the classical
exponential function are satisfied (Proposition 4.5). And conversely, we will also see how one can
also axiomatize differential exponential maps in terms of a multiplication and analogues of the three
essential properties of the classical exponential function (Proposition 4.4). And, as mentioned in
the introduction, we also highlight that the definition of a differential exponential map does not
require any added structure or property on the Cartesian differential category such as a notion of
converging limits or infinite sums. Before giving examples of differential exponential maps, which
can be found in Example 3.7, let us first consider the category of differential exponential maps and
constructions of differential exponential maps.

For a Cartesian differential category X, define its category of differential exponential maps as
the category DEM[X] whose objects are pairs (A, e) consisting of an object A € X and a differential

exponential map A — A, and where a map (4, ¢) EEIN (B,€) is a linear map A s Bin X such
that the following diagram commutes:

A ! B
[~
A—— B

and where composition and identity maps are as in X. The reason for why maps in DEM[X] are
restricted to being linear will become apparent in the proof of Theorem 4.8. There is the obvious

forgetful functor DEM[X] Y, LIN[X] which maps U(A4,e) = A and U(f) = f.

Lemma 3.2 The forgetful functor DEM[X] Y, LIN[X] reflects all limits.



PROOF: Let D —— DEMIX] be a functor such that the limit of D N DEM[X] N LIN[X] exists in
LIN[X], which we denote )1(111]}) U (F(X)) with projections 7x : )l(m]}) U (F(X)) — U (F(X)). Note that
€ €

U (F(X )) is the underlying object of F(X), and so it comes equipped with a differential exponential
map U (F(X)) XU (F(X)). Therefore F(X) = (U (F(X)) ,eX>. Now for every map X Ly

in D, since F(f) is a map in DEM[X], the following diagram commutes:

lim U (F(X))

XeD
U(F())

U (F(X)) U (F(Y))

exl ley
U (F(X U (F(Y

(F(x) e (FV)

lim ex
By the universal property of }(12"]11» u (F(X)), this induces a map }(12(}11) u (F(X)) LN }(12(}11) u (F(X)),

which is the unique map which makes the following diagram commute:

lim U (F(X)) ik U (F(X))

3! 11161’]11)6)( ex
lim U (F(X)) ——— U (F(X))

We now wish to show that )l{lH]fIl)) ex is a differential exponential map. To do so, first note that for
€

each X € D, 7y is linear and so by Lemma 2.6 it follows that:
D[}gg}%}ex} WX:(WXxﬂx)D[ex] (7)

Now since 7x is linear, it is also additive (Lemma 2.6) and therefore we obtain the following:

<O,1>D |:)1(H€IIlDJeX:| T = <O,1>(7TX Xﬂx)D[ex] (7)
(Orx,mx) Dlex]
= (0,7x)D [ex] (rx is additive + Lemma 2.11)
= 7Tx<0,1>D[ex]
= mx (5)
@(lim ex)TrX: P rxex (7)

Xeb



= (rx X Tx)®ex (rx is additive + Lemma 2.11)

= (mx x 7x)(1 x ex)Dlex] (5)

= <1 X )l(}IeI]%J)eX> (7TX X Wx)D[ex]

= <1 X )l(ne%)ex> D Ll{ne%)ex} TX (7)

Therefore for each X € D, we have that:

(0,1)D [lim ex} TY = Tx @(lim ex)mx = <1 x lim eX> D [lim ex] TX
Xeb Xeb Xeb Xeb

Then by the universal property of the limit, it follows that:

1)D |l =1 li =|1x 1 D |l

000 | e (mex) = (1 i ex ) © [ fm x|

and so we conclude that )l{lH]fIl)) ex is a differential exponential map. From here, it is straightforward
€

to conclude that the limit of D —— DEM[X] is the pair ()l(m]b U (F(X)) ,)l(ir% ex) with projections
€ €

lim U (F(X)), li l@(UFX ). 0
(Xlg]%)) ( ( ))’Xlgl]l])eX) ( ( ))76X

By Lemma 2.6, the projection maps of the product are linear in any Cartesian differential
category. Therefore, an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.2 is that the product of differential
exponential maps is again a differential exponential map.

Corollary 3.3 In a Cartesian differential category:

(i) For the terminal object T, T L Tisa differential exponential map;

(ii) If A —5 A and B - B are differential exponential maps, then A x B £X° s AxBisa
differential exponential map;

It is important to note that a differential exponential map of type A x B — A x B is not
necessarily the product of differential exponential maps, that is, of the form e x ¢/. That said,
another consequence of Lemma 3.2 is that the category of differential exponentials maps has finite
products.

Corollary 3.4 For a Cartesian differential category X, DEMI[X] has finite products where the ter-
minal object is (T,1), and where the product of (A,e) and (B,€') is (A x B,e x €') with projection
maps (A x B,e x €') =2+ (A,e) and (A x B,e x €/) — (B, ¢€).

Our next observation about the category of differential exponential maps is that it is a Cartesian
tangent category. We first show that the tangent of a differential exponential map is again a
differential exponential map.

-
Lemma 3.5 If A — A is a differential exponential map, then A x A —(e—)—> Ax A is a differential
exponential map.

10



PROOF: We first show that (0,1)D [T(e)] = 1:

(0,1)D [T(e)] = (0,1)cT(D[e]) (Lemma 2.9)
= T((0,1))T(Dle]) (Lemma 2.9)
= T((0,1)Dl[e]) (T is a functor)
- () 5)
=1 (T is a functor)
Next we show that (1 x T(e))D [T(e)] = ®T(e):
(1xT(e))D[T(e)] = (1 x T(e))cT(Dle]) (Lemma 2.9)
= ¢T(1 xe)T(Dle]) (Lemma 2.9)
= ((1 X e)D[e]) (T is a functor)
= cT (®e) (5)
= cT(®)T(e) (T is a functor)
@ T(e) (Lemma 2.9)
So we conclude that T(e) is a differential exponential map. O

Proposition 3.6 For a Cartesian differential category X, DEM[X] is a Cartesian tangent category
where the tangent functor T : DEM[X] — DEMIX] is defined on objects as T(A,e) := (A x A, T(e))
and on maps as T(f) = f x f, and where the remaining tangent structure is the same as for LIN[X]
(which is the same as for X and can be found in [10, Proposition 4.7]).

PrOOF: The tangent functor T is well defined by Lemma 3.5. Since all the maps of the tangent
structure of X are linear, it follows that by their respective naturality with the tangent functor
of X they are also maps in DEM[X] which are natural for its tangent functor. The existence of
the necessary limits for tangent structure in DEM[X] will follow from Corollary 2.8 and Lemma
3.2. And lastly, the required equalities for tangent structure will hold since they hold in LIN[X].
So we conclude that DEM[X] is a tangent category. Furthermore, since X is a Cartesian tangent
category, it follows that DEM[X] is also a Cartesian tangent category, that is, T(T,17) = (T,17)
and T(A x Byexe')=2T(A,e) x T(B,¢). 0

It may be tempted to think that DEM[X] is also a Cartesian differential category, but this is
not the case. Indeed note that even if (4, e) SN (B,€) and (A, e) -1 (A, ¢') are maps in DEM[X],
their sum f+ ¢ is not (in general) a map in DEM[X] since it is not necessarily the case that (f+g)e
equals €¢/(f + g). This implies that DEM[X] is not a Cartesian left additive category, and so in
particular not a Cartesian differential category.

Example 3.7 Here are now examples of differential exponential maps in the Cartesian differential
category SMOOTH (as defined in Example 2.3).

(i) Consider the exponential function R SN R, z — €. Since %(a) = e, we have that:

Dlel(a,b) = 2 (a)b = e

ox

11



The exponential function satisfies the left diagram of (5) since e = 1:
D[e](0,a) = e’a =a

while the right diagram of (5) is also satisfied since e®e? = ¢®+?

D[e®](a, e’) = eteb = eat?
Then the exponential function R 4 R is a differential exponential map.

(i) Consider the complex exponential function e**% = e” cos(y) + ie® sin(y), which can be seen
as the smooth real function R? == R2, (z,7) > (e” cos(y), e* sin(y)). By the Leibniz rule and
the derivative identities for both e* and the trig functions, we have that:

Dle] ((a,b), (¢,d)) = (e cos(b)c — e” sin(b)d, e* sin(b)c + e* cos(b)d)

Or using complex number notation: D[] (a + ib,c +id) = e**%®(c + id). Then by similar
arguments as the real exponential function, R? < R? is also a differential exponential map.

(i4i) Applying Corollary 3.3.ii to the exponential function R LN R, the point-wise exponential

functions R? —< X", R™ (z1,...,x,) — (€™, ..., "), are differential exponential maps
in SMOQOTH. One could also take the product of the real exponential function and the complex
exponential function to obtain another example of a differential exponential map.

(iv) Applying Lemma 3.5 to the exponential function R LN R, the tangent exponential function

R? ﬂ) R? (x,) > (€%, e%y), is a differential exponential map. To better understand this
differential exponential map, consider that for dual numbers: e*T% = e + e®ye (which can
be worked out directly using the power series expression of e* and that £2 = 0). Writing dual
numbers x + ye instead as (z,y), it becomes clear that T(e®) is the exponential function for
the ring of dual numbers R[e]. This relation was to be expected since tangent structure is
closely related to dual numbers and Weil algebras [18].

Corollary 3.3.i tells us that the identity map of the terminal object is a differential exponential
map. So we conclude this section with the observation that a differential exponential map is linear
if and only if it is the identity map of a terminal object.

Lemma 3.8 A differential exponential map A — A is reduced (i.e. 0e =0) if and only if A is a
terminal object (and therefore e = 14 = 0). Therefore, a differential exponential map A = A is
additive or linear if and only if A is a terminal object.

PROOF: Suppose that A — A is a differential exponential map which satisfies 0e = 0. Then we
have that:

e= (1,0)de (Lemma 2.10)
— (1,0)(1 x e)D[] (5)
= (1,0e)Dle]
= (1,0)D[e] (e reduced)
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=0 [CD.2]

So e = 0. Now note that in a Cartesian left additive category, A is a terminal object if and only if
14 = 0 (we leave this to the reader to check for themselves). Then we have that:

14 = (0,1)D[e] (5)
= (0,1)DI[0] (e=0)
=0 [CD.1]

So 14 =0, and so A is a terminal object. Conversely, if A is a terminal object, then we must have
that e = 14 = 0, and so clearly e is reduced. For the second statement, note that by definition every
additive map is reduced, and since linear maps are additive (Lemma 2.6), they are also reduced.
So if e is additive or linear, it is reduced and therefore A is a terminal object. Conversely, if A is
a terminal object, then e must be the identity, and identity maps are always linear and additive
(Lemma 2.6). O

Example 3.9 Every category with finite biproducts is a Cartesian differential category with dif-
ferential combinator defined as D[f] = m f, which means that every map is linear. Therefore, in
this case, the only differential exponential maps are the identity maps on terminal objects.

Note that for a Cartesian differential category X, Lemma 3.8 also implies that the only differ-
ential object [10] in the Cartesian tangent category DEM[X] is the terminal object.

4 Differential Exponential Semirings

In this section, we introduce differential exponential semirings, which provide an equivalent al-
ternative characterization of differential exponential maps. We will show that every differential
exponential map induces a differential exponential semiring (Proposition 4.5) and that conversely,
every differential exponential semiring induces a differential exponential map (Proposition 4.4).
We will also show that for a Cartesian differential category, its category of differential exponential
maps is isomorphic to its category of differential exponential semirings (Theorem 4.8). We begin
by reviewing differential semirings, which are semirings in a Cartesian differential category whose
multiplication is bilinear in the Cartesian differential category sense.

Definition 4.1 A differential semiring in a Cartesian differential category is a triple (A, ®,u)

consisting of an object A and two maps A x A O A and T % A such that (A,0,u) is a
commutative monoid, that is, the following diagrams commute:

A Ava Ax A)x A—20 _awa AxaAT™ a4
SN N
©
AxA——A Ax (AxA) © A (8)
1><®l
Ax A . A

13



and A x A 25 A is bilinear, that is, the following equality holds:
D[®] = (o x m1) © +(m1 X m)©® (9)

We should justify the use of the term semiring in differential semiring. Indeed, the term (commu-
tative) semiring should imply that there are two (commutative) monoid structures that satisfy the
expected distributivity axioms. But we know that in a Cartesian differential category, as discussed
in Lemma 2.10, every object A already comes equipped with a commutative monoid structure
(A,®,0). So every differential semiring (A, ®,u) does come with two commutative monoid struc-
tures. The required distributivity axioms are captured by the fact that @ is bilinear, and therefore
additive in each argument — which is an equivalent way of saying that @ and ©® distribute over one
another in the expected semiring sense.

Lemma 4.2 If (A, ®,u) is a differential semiring, then the following diagrams commute:

A% a4 Ax (Ax A) 28 (4% 4) (Ax A)x A-2X A x A
(0,1) \l@ (1><7r0,1><7r1>l (7r0><1,7r1><1>l
AxA—=A (Ax A) x (Ax A) © (Ax A) x (Ax A) o (10)
@X(Dl @X(Dl
Ax A = Ax A = A

and so (A, ®,u,®,0) is a commutative semiring (where @ is defined as in Lemma 2.10).

A differential exponential semiring is a differential semiring equipped with an endomorphism
which satisfies analogues of the three essential properties of the classical exponential function. This
endomorphism will, of course, turn out to be a differential exponential map.

Definition 4.3 A differential exponential semiring in a Cartesian differential category is a
quadruple (A, ®,u,e) consisting of a differential semiring (A,®,u) and a map A -+ A, such that
the following diagrams commute:

Ax A ex1 A T 0 A Ax A © A
O] e exe e 11
De] l \l l l()

A A Ax A - A

where @ is defined as in Lemma 2.10.

If one keeps in mind the classical exponential function e®, then the axioms of a differential
exponential semiring are straightforward to understand. The leftmost diagram of (11) generalizes
that the directional derivative of e* is D[e*](x,y) = €%y, the middle diagram generalizes that
e¥ = 1, and lastly the rightmost diagram generalizes that e*t¥ = e%e¥. Examples of differential
exponential semirings can be found below in Example 5.6 after we have proven Proposition 4.5 that
every differential exponential map induces a differential exponential semiring. We first show that
the endomorphism of a differential exponential semiring is indeed a differential exponential map.
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Proposition 4.4 Let (A, ®,u,e) be a differential exponential semiring. Then A 5 A is a differ-
ential exponential map.

PRrROOF: We first show that (0,1)Dl[e] = 1:

(0,1)D[e] = (0,1)(e x 1)@ (11)
= (0e,1)®
= (0u,1)® (11)
=1 (8)

Next we show that (1 x e)D[e] = ®e:

(1 xe)Dle] = (1 xe)(ex1)® (11)
= (exe)®
= @e (11)
So we conclude that e is a differential exponential map. O

In order to show the converse of Proposition 4.4, consider the classical exponential function
e? and note that its second order directional derivative (that is, the directional derivative of its
directional derivative) is D[e*]|((z,y), (z,w)) = e"yz + e"w. Setting x = 0 and w = 0, one obtains
yz, the multiplication of real numbers. The unit for this multiplication is obtain from e = 1.
Generalizing this construction allows one to show how a differential exponential map induces a
differential exponential semiring.

Proposition 4.5 Let A — A be a differential exponential map, and define the maps A x A ey A
and T —== A respectively as follows:

(0,1) x(1,0) D2[e]

Oe:i= Ax A (Ax A)x (Ax A) A

U i = T 0 A = A

Then (A, ®e, e, €) is a differential exponential semiring.

PrOOF: We will first prove that e satisfies the three identities of (11), as these will help simplify
the proof that (A, ®, u.) is a differential semiring. We first prove that D[e] = (e x 1)®,:

Dle] = ((0,1) x (1,0)) (& x @)Dle] (Lemma 2.10)
= ({(0,1) x (1,0)) D[we] (@ linear + Lemma 2.6)
= ((0,1) x (1,0)) D[(1 x €)Dle]] (5)
((0,1) x (1,0)) T(1 x e)D?[e] (Lemma 2.9)
((0,1) x (1,0)) ¢ (T(1) x T(e)) D?[¢] (Lemma 2.9)
= ((0,1) x (1,0)) e ((1 x 1) x T(e)) D?[e] (T is a functor)

= (my,mo) ({0,1) x (1,0)) ((1 x 1) x T(e)) D?[e]
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= (my,mo)(1 x ) (<O= 1) x <170>) D2[€] (Lemma 2.9)
= (e x 1) ({0,1) x (1,0)) D*[e]
= (e x1)®e¢

Using the above equality, we can easily show that e = (e x €)®,:

@e = (1 xe)Dle]
= (I1xe)(ex1)O¢
= (exe)®,
The remaining identity, Oe = u, is automatic by construction. So e satisfies three identities of (11).

Next we show that (A, ®¢,u.) is a differential semiring.
We first explain why ©, is bilinear. In [12, Section 3] it was shown that for every map A
/

— B, (Ax A) x A L Dx®0, g alti B was bilinear in context A, so bilinear in its
last two arguments A or equivalently bilinear with respect to the differential combinator of the
simple slice category over A [2, Section 4.5]. By [5, Proposition 4.1.3], bilinear maps in context are
preserved by pre-composition with maps which leave the bilinear arguments unaffected, that is, by

D2
pre-composition by maps of the form (g x 1) x 1. Therefore (T x A) x A O Do, p P g
is bilinear in context T. However maps which are bilinear in context T correspond precisely to
(0,1) x(1,0) B D3[f] B is

bilinear maps without context. In this case, we obtain that A x A
bilinear. Setting f = e, we conclude that ©, is bilinear.
Now we show that (A, ®.,u.) is a commutative monoid. First that ®, is commutative, that is,
(71, T0)®e = O, follows from [CD.7]:
(m1,m0)®e = (m1,m0) ((0,1) x (1,0)) D?[e]
((0,1) x (1,0)) cD?[¢]
= ((0,1) x (1,0)) D[e] [CD.7]
= O

By commutativity, we need only show one of the unit identities, (Ou,,1)®, = 1:

(Oue, 1)®e = (0e, 1)®, (11)
= (0,1)(e x 1)®¢
= (0,1)Dle (11)
=1 (5)

Finally we prove associativity, which in the author’s opinion is the most complex proof in this paper.
Let (A x A) x A %5 A x (A x A) be the canonical associativity isomorphism o = (m,m; x 1). By
Lemma 2.6, « is linear and so is its inverse a~!. First note that by [CD.5] and [CD.6], one can
show that (which we leave as an exercise to the reader):

a(1 x D[f])D[g] = ((1 x 1) x (0,1)) D [(1 x f)D[g]] (12)

Using the above identity, we compute that:

a(l x ©.)D[e] = a (1 % ((0,1) x <1,o>)) (1 x D2[¢])Dle]

16



~—

(12)

~—r

~~ I~ o~~~ o~

(Lemma 2.6

o N e e N N N N

N B g 3
N ~N

SR

: £

53

—

l_l ~—

—

—

o~

<

g

g

Q

—

N—
) —
—_— .d_
2 3
\8}

—
X — &
— Q
NI X
o o &
—~
— —~ S~
— — —
= = == -
S~ S~ ~ d_
X X X —
— — — \Dl/
— — — -
X X X X
— — —
~— ~— ~— m@
SN— S— SN— <
— — — —
_ _ _ _
_a 1L a 1L a 1L a.
o (| o [a)]
— — — —
— — — —
S o o o
~ ~ ~ ~
S o o o
~ ~ ~ ~
X X X X
— — — —
— — — —
— — — —
S o o o
~ ~ S~ ~
X X X X
— — — —
S~— N~— N— S~—
SN— S— SN— SN—

(Lemma 2.10)

So we have that:

(13)

Using this identity, we can simplify a/(1 X ®)®¢:
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So we have that:

(14)

a(l X ©e)@, = <(<0, 1) x (1,0)) % <<1,o>,o>> D3[¢]
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Now using the above identity and that we’ve already shown that ®, is commutative, we can show
that ©, is associative, that is, (©e X 1)@ = (1 X O¢)®e:

(®e X 1)®e = (®e X 1)(m1,m0)®e (8)
= (11, m0)(1 X ©)®e
= (mmo)at (((0,1) % (1,0)) x ({1,0),0)) D?[e] (14)
= (m,mp)a! ((<0,1> x (1,0)) x <<1,o>,o>) D [CD2[e]] ([CD.7))
= (m1,mo)at (((o, 1) % (1,0)) x <<1,o>,o>) (¢ x ¢)D[e] (Lemma 2.6)
= (m,mp)a! ((<0,1> x (1,0)) x <<1,o>,o>) (¢ x ¢)cD?[¢] ([CD.7))
- (((0,1> X (1,0)) x <<1,0>,0>) D3[e]
= a(l X ©¢)®¢ (14)

So (A, ®e, ue) is a differential semiring, and therefore we conclude that (A, ®, ue) is a differential
exponential semiring. O

In the proof of Theorem 4.8, we will show that constructions of Proposition 4.4 and Proposition
4.5 are in fact inverse of each other. The construction from Proposition 4.5 is also compatible with
some of the constructions of differential exponential maps in the following sense:

Lemma 4.6 In a Cartesian differential category:
(i) For the terminal object T, the following equality holds:

@1-r =0 U+ = 1T

(ii) If A<+ A and B . B are differential exponential maps, then the following equality holds

exe

for the differential exponential map A x B ———— A x B:
Oexer = C(Qe X Qe’) Uexe! = <ueaue’>
where recall that ¢ = (my X 7y, T X 71).

(i) If A 5 A is a differential exponential map, then the following equality holds for the differ-

ential exponential map A X A —T& Ax A:

®T(e) = CT(Qe) UT(e) = <u670>

PROOF:

(i) This is automatic by uniqueness of maps into the terminal object.
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(i1) For the unit, this is mostly straightforward:

Uexer = 0(e x €)
= (0e, 0¢")
= (e, Uer)
For the multiplication, we have that:
exer = ((0,1) x (1,0)) D*[e x €]

= ((0,1) x (1,0)) D[c (Dle] x D[e'])] (Lemma 2.9)
= ((0,1) x (1,0)) (¢ x ¢)D[D[e] x D[e']] (Lemma 2.6)
= ((0,1) x (1,0)) (¢ x ¢)e <D2[e] x D2[¢] (Lemma 2.9)
= ¢ (((0,1) x (1,0)) x ((0,1) x (1,0)) ) (D[D[e]] x D[D[]])
= ¢(@ec X Oc)

(77i) We first show the equality for the unit:

(e, 0) = (0e,0)

= 0e(1,0)
= 0(1,0)T(e) (Lemma 2.9)
= 0T(e) ((1,0) additive)
= UT(e)
For the multiplication, we have that:
®T(e) = (<07 1> X <17O>) Dz[T(e)]
= ((0,1) x (1,0)) D[cT(D[e])] (Lemma 2.9)
= ((0,1) x (1,0)) (¢ x ¢)D[T(Dle])] (Lemma 2.6)
= ((0,1) x (1,0)) (¢ x ¢)cT <D2[e]> (Lemma 2.9)
= ¢ (((0, 1) x (1,0)) x ((0,1) x (1, o>)> T <D2[e]>
_— ((<0,1> x (1,0)) D?[e] (Lemma 2.6)
= cT(®)
O

Example 4.7 Here we apply Proposition 4.5 to the examples of differential exponential maps from
the previous section to construct examples of differential exponential semirings in SMOOTH (which
are in fact rings, since SMOOTH has additive inverses).
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(i) For the exponential function R LN R, the induced multiplication is precisely given by the
standard multiplication of real numbers, that is:

Oex (2, y) = 2y
and e (%) = 1.
(ii) For the complex exponential function R? —5 R2, we obtain the multiplication:

Oc ((33171/1), (!132,@/2)) = (7172 — Y1y2, T1Y2 + T2Y1)

with unit u(*) = (1,0). It should come to no surprise that this ring structure on R? is precisely
that of complex numbers. Indeed, writing (x, %) as z+4y with i> = —1, it is clear that ®, gives
precisely complex number multiplication: (x1+iy;)(ze+iy2) = (x122 —y1y2) +i(21y2 +T2y1).

(i4i) Applying Lemma 4.6.ii to the point-wise exponential functions R™ X xer, R™, we obtain
the point-wise multiplication of vectors, that is,

Oerx...xew ((l‘l, ... ,:En), (yl, ... 7yn)) = (xlyl, . 7xnyn)
and uezx"'xez(*) = (17 ey 1)

(iv) Applying Lemma 4.6.iii to the tangent exponential function R? M) R?, we obtain the

multiplication:
O1(e) ((1,51), (22,92)) = (2172, 212 + Y172)

with unit ur() (%) = (1,0). Observe that this ring structure on R? is precisely that of the
ring of dual numbers R[e]. Indeed, writing (z,y) as x + ye with €2 = 0, we see that OT(e) 18
precisely the multiplication of dual numbers (21 4 y1€)(z2 +y2e) = 129+ (x1y2+y122)e. This
was to be expected since as discussed in Example 3.7.iv, the tangent exponential function is
the exponential function for dual numbers.

For a Cartesian differential category X, define its category of differential exponential semirings
as the category DES[X] whose objects are differential exponential semirings (A4, ®, u, e) and where

amap (A, ®,u,e) N (B,@' 4/, €) is a linear map A 4 B in X such that the following diagrams
commutes:

A ! B T u A AxA—I _pyB
l l \ l“ @l l@' (15)
A - B B A - B

and where composition and identity maps are as in X. Note that the two right most diagrams
above imply that f is a monoid morphism.

Theorem 4.8 For a Cartesian differential category X, its category of differential exponential maps
DEMIX] is isomorphic to its category of differential exponential semirings DES[X] via the functors

DEM[X] £ DES[X] and DES[X] LN DEM[X] defined respectively as follows:

E(4,e) = (A, O, te, €) E(f)=Ff
E~' (A, ®,u,¢) = (Ae) E-N () =F
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PRrOOF: We first need to show that E and E~! are well-defined functors. By Proposition 4.4, E~!
is well-defined on objects, while E is well-defined on objects by Proposition 4.5. If f is a map in
DES[X] then by definition it is also a map in DEM[X], so E~! is well-defined on maps. Furthermore,
E~! clearly preserves composition and identity, and therefore E~! is a well-defined functor. On the
other hand, if (4, e) N (B,€') is a map in DEM[X], we must show that f also satisfies the three
identities (15). By definition, one already has that ef = fe’, and so it remains to show that f is
also a monoid morphism. Recall that since f is linear, f is also additive (Lemma 2.6). Now we
first show that uef = ue:

ucf = Oef
= 0f¢ (6)
= 0¢ (f additive)
Next we show that O f = (f X f)®Oe:
®cf = ((0,1) x (1,0)) D*[e] f
((0,1) x (1,0)) D?[ef] (f linear + Lemma 2.6)
({0,1) x (1,0)) D*[fe] (6)
((0,1) x (1,0)) (f x f)D?[€/] (f linear + Lemma 2.6)
((0f, f) x (f,0f)) D?[¢]
= ({0, f) x (f,0)) D*[¢/] (f additive)
= (f x £)((0,1) x (1,0)) D?[¢]
= (fxfo

Therefore f is a map in DES[X], so E is well-defined on maps. And clearly E preserves composition
and identity, and therefore E is also a well-defined functor.
Next we show that E and E~! are inverses of each other. Clearly E7'E(A4,e) = (A, e) and
E-'E(f) = f. For the other direction, clearly EE7'(f) = f and so it remains to show that
(A, ®,u,e) = (A, ®,u,e), that is, we must show that ® = ®, and u, = u. Starting with the
unit:

ue. = Oe
= u (11)

Next for the multiplication, we first observe that:

D%e] = D[(e x 1)® o] (11)
= T(ex1)D [ ] (Lemma 2.9)
= ¢(T(e) x T(1)) D[] (Lemma 2.9)
= ¢(T(e) x 1) D[0] (T is a functor)
= c(T(e) X 1) c(mp X m) ® +c¢ (T(e) X 1) c(m X m)® (9)
= C(T(G)X1) 7T0><7T1)®+C( e)><1) T X o) {1, ) ®
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= c(T(e) X 1) (7‘(’0 X 7'('1) ® +c (T(e) X 1) (7‘(’1 X FQ)@ (8)

= ¢(mp x m)(e x 1) ® +¢(Dle] x m)® (Definition of T)
= (moxm)(ex1)®+c((ex1)x (1x1))(®xm)E (11)
= (moxm)(ex1) O+ ((ex1) x(1x1))c(®xm)®
= (moxm)(ex1) O+ ((ex1) x (1x1))c((1x1)xm)(®x1)®
= (moxm)(ex1) O+ ((ex1) x (1x1))c((1x1)xm)allxe)o (8)
= (mo xm)(ex 1)+ ((ex 1) x (1 x 1)) (m, (m x m))(L X (w1, m))(1 x ©)®
= (moxm)(ex 1) ©+ ((ex 1) x (1 x1)) (mm, (m1 X m))(1 x ©)® (8)
= (mo x m)(ex 1) ®+ ((e x 1) x (1 x 1)) (momo, (11 x mp))a (@ x 1)® (8)
= (moxm)(ex1) O+ ((ex1)x (Ix1))((Ix1)xm)(®x1)®
= (moxm)(ex1) O+ ((ex 1) xm) (O x1)®
= (mo x m1)D[e] + (D[e] x mp)®
So we have that:
D?[e] = (my x m1)D[e] + (Dle] x m)® (16)
Using the above identity, we can easily show that ®, = ®:
®e = ((0,1) x (1,0)) D*[]
= ((0,1) x (1,0)) (o x m1)D[e] + ((0,1) x (1,0)) (D[e] x m)® (16)
= (0x0)Dle] + (1 x 1)® (5)
=0+0 ([CD.2)])
= 0O

So (A, ®,u,e) = (A, ®c,ue,e), and so we conclude that E and E~! are inverse functors and that
DEMIX] is isomorphic to DES[X]. O

We conclude this section with the observation that as an immediate consequence of both The-
orem 4.8 and Lemma 4.6: the category of differential exponential semirings is a Cartesian tangent
category and that it is isomorphic as a Cartesian tangent category to the category of differential
exponential maps.

Proposition 4.9 For a Cartesian differential category X, DES[X] has finite products where the
terminal object is (T,0,17,17), and where the product of (A, ®,u,e) and (B, v €’) is:

(Ax B,c(®x @), (u,u'),e x €)

with the obuvious projection maps. DES[X] is also a Cartesian tangent category where the tangent
functor T : DES[X] — DES[X] is defined as follows:

T(A,®,u,e) :=(Ax A cT(®),{u,0),T(e)) T(f)=fxf

and where the remaining tangent structure is the same as for X ( which can be found in [10, Propo-

sition 4.7]). Furthermore, DEM[X] £ DES[X] and DEM[X] e DES[X] preserve both the finite
product structure and tangent structure strictly.
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5 Solutions to Dynamical Systems

In this section, we explain how differential exponential maps provide solutions to certain differential
equations and conversely how one can obtain a differential exponential map if one assumes that
solutions are unique. These concept generalize the fact that in the classical case, the exponential
function e can be defined as the unique solution to the initial value problem f'(z) = f(z) with
f(0) = 1. As introduced in [8, Section 5], ordinary differential equations in a Cartesian differential
category are described as dynamical systems, while solutions for these differential equations are
described as morphisms between these dynamical systems. We note that in [8], dynamical systems
were defined for tangent categories and thus involves the tangent functor. Here we present the
resulting definition specific to Cartesian differential categories, where dynamical systems can be
described in terms of the differential combinator.

Definition 5.1 In a Cartesian differential category,

(i) A dynamical system [8, Definition 5.15] is a triple (A, ag,a1) consisting of an object A, a
point T —2+ A called the initial state, and an endomorphism A -2 A called the differ-
ential state;

(ii) A morphism of dynamical systems (A, ap,a1) BN (A", af, ) is a map A Iy A such
that the following diagram commutes:

A A’ (17)
<17a1>l la‘ll
Ax A A
D[f]

(iii) If (A, ap,a1) 7, (A, ap,dy) is a morphism of dynamical systems, we say that f is an
(A, ag, a1)-solution of (A, af, ).

It is important to note that solutions need not be unique (though this assumption will come
soon in Proposition 5.13). See [8, Section 5] or Example 5.4 below for how morphisms of dynamical
systems do indeed correspond to solutions of ordinary differential equations.

For a differential semiring (A4, ®,u), there is a canonical dynamical system (A, 0,%) where the

differential state A — A is defined as follows:

A 0 T u A (18)

and we can ask that (A, 0,%)-solutions be compatible with the semiring multiplication.

Definition 5.2 Let (A,®,u) be a differential semiring and (A,ap,a1) a dynamical system. An
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(A, ®,u)-solution of (A, ag,a1) is a map A s A such that the following diagrams commute:

fx1 a1 X1

T 0 A Ax A Ax A Ax A
\ lf
ao
A ® (19)
DIf]
A

Lemma 5.3 Let (A, ®,u) be a differential semiring and (A, ag,a1) a dynamical system. If A A
is an (A, ®,u)-solution, then f is also an (A,0,7)-solution of (A, ag,a).

PROOF: The top triangle of (17) is precisely the left diagram of (19). So it remains to show that
f also satisfies the bottom square of (17):

(L@)D[f] = (L, a)(f x 1)(a1 x 1)© (19)
= fa1<17ﬂ>®
= fa1<170u>®
= fa (8)
So we conclude that f is an (A, 0,@)-solution of (A, ag,a1). O

Example 5.4 A dynamical system in SMOOTH can be seen as a triple (R", @, F') where R™ L Rre

is a smooth function, which is a tuple F' = (f1, ..., fn) where R" L R, and @ = (aq,...,a,) € R™.
Consider the differential semiring induced from the exponential function (R, ®cz,uex) (as defined
in Example 5.6.1). Its canonical dynamical system is (R,0,%Uez) where Tez(x) = 1. A (R, 0, e )-

solution of a dynamical system (R",d,F) is a smooth function R %, R such that G(0) = a
(which is the top triangle) and D[G](z,1) = F(G(x)) (which is the bottom square). Since G is a

tuple G = (g1, ..., gn) where R N R, this amounts to saying that G solves the following system
of differential equations:

20 0) = h@@), - g0(a) 90(0) =a
220 1) = fgr(@), - 0(2) 0(0) =
20 (2) = fulgr (@), 60 ) 0 (0) = e

Furthermore, note that when n = 1, G is always an (R, ®cz, tez )-solution.

For a differential exponential semiring, its differential exponential map is the solution to the
dynamical system which generalizes the initial value problem f’(z) = f(z) and f(0) = 1, and that
it is unique among certain solutions.
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Proposition 5.5 Let (A,®,u,e) be a differential exponential semiring. Then e is the unique
(A, ®,u)-solution of the dynamical system (A,u,1) such that Ge = (e x €)®.

PROOF: The left diagram of (19) is precisely the middle diagram of (11) that Oe = u. While the right
diagram of (19) is precisely the left diagram of (11) that D[e] = (e x 1)®. Now suppose that there

was another map A L A which was an (A, ®,u)-solution of (A,u,1) such that &f = (f x f)o.
This would imply that (A, ®,u, f) was also a differential exponential semiring. However by Theorem
4.8, (A,®,u,e) = (A,®,u, ) and so e = f. O

Example 5.6 Here we apply Proposition 5.5 to the examples of differential exponential semirings
in SMOOTH from the previous section.

(i) The exponential function R ¢, Ris the unique solution to the following differential equation:

af), _
T(l’)—f(x) f(0)=1

such that f(z +y) = f(z)f(y).

(ii) The complex exponential function R? —+ R? is the unique solution to the following system
of differential equations:

Of1(t1,t2)

o (@) = filz,y) £1(0,0) =1

1

8f2g;17t2)(x7y) = f2(33,y) f2(0,0) - 0
1

such that, using complex number notation:

fi(zr +22) +ifa(yr +y2) = (fr(z1) +ifa(yr))(fr(22) +if2(y2))

(i4i) The point-wise exponential functions R™ X xer, R"™, is the unique solution to the fol-
lowing system of differential equations:

pRRCLLEERIN A0 =1
i=1 ¢
ZW(QH”LE”) f2(0’70):1
i=1 !
ZW(QEI”LEn) fn(0’70):1
i=1 !

such that:

(fl(xl + yl)? e 7fn(xn + yn)) = (fl(xl)fl(yl)a o 7fn(xn)fn(yn))
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T x
(iv) The dual numbers exponential function R? L) R? is the unique solution to the following

system of differential equations:

W(x,y)ztﬁ(%y) £(0,0)=1

1

LT () = po(ay) £2(0,0) =0
1

such that, using dual number notation:
fi(zr +x2) + fa(yr + y2)e = (fr(z1) + f2(y1)e) (f1(z2) + fa(y2)e)
Differential exponential maps also provide solutions to certain dynamical systems in contezt.

Definition 5.7 In a Cartesian differential category,

(i) A parametrized dynamical system (over X or in context X ) is a triple (B,bg,b1) consist-

ing of an object B, a map X bo, B, and an endomorphism B by B;

(ii) If (A, ag,a1) is a dynamical system and (B,bg,b1) a parametrized dynamical system, then

a parametrized (A, ag,ar)-solution of (B,by,b1) is a map A x X L) B such that the
following diagram commutes:

{0ao,1) \
Ax X !

i (20)
<<7T0,7F1>,<7T1[11,0>>l ‘/f
Ax X Ax X B
(4% X) x (A x X) -

(iii) For a dynamical system (A, ag,a1), an endomorphism B s B s said to be (A, agp,a1)-

complete if for every map X BLUN B, there is an (A, ag,aq)-solution of the parametrized
dynamical system (B, by, b).

Dynamical systems can be described as parametrized dynamical systems over the terminal
object T and in this case (17) is the same as (20), modulo the isomorphism A = A x T.

Definition 5.8 Let (A, ®,u) be a differential semiring and (A, ag,a1) a parametrized dynamical
system over X.

(i) A parametrized (A,®,u)-solution of (A, ag,a1) is a map A x X s A such that the
following equalities hold:

(0,1)f = ao ((1x1) x (1,0)) D[f] = (f x 1)(a1 x 1)® (21)
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(ii) An endomorphism A My A s (A, ®,u)-complete if for every map X 204 A, there is a
parametrized (A, ®,u)-solution of the parametrized dynamical system (A, ag,aq).

Lemma 5.9 Let (A, ®,u) be a differential semiring.

(i) Let (A,ap,a1) be a parametrized dynamical system over X. If A x X Ty Aisa parametrized
(A, ®,u)-solution of (A,ap,a1), then f is also a parametrized (A,0,w)-solution of (A, ag,a1).

(ii) If an endomorphism A 2 A is (A, ®,u)-complete then ay is (A,0,7)-complete.

PROOF: Suppose that A x X Ty Aisa parametrized (A, ®,u)-solution of (A,agp,a;). The top
triangle of (20) is the left equality of (21). So we need only show the bottom square of (20):

far = fai(1,00)® (8)
= ((mo,m1),0u)(f x 1)(a1 x 1)®
= ({mo,m1),0u) (1 x 1) x (1,0)) D[f] (21)
= ({(mo,m1), (0u,0)) D[f]
= ((mo,m1), (mw,0)) D[f]

So we conclude that f is a parametrized (A,0,%)-solution of (A,agp,a;). Now suppose that an
endomorphism A -2 A is (A, ®,u)-complete. Then for every map X %04 A, there is a
parametrized (A, ®,u)-solution of (A,ap,a;), which is therefore also a parametrized (A,0,7)-
solution of (A, ag,a1). So we conclude that ag is also (A, 0, w)-complete. O

We wish to show that for a differential exponential semiring, a certain class of linear endomor-
phisms are complete, that is, always have a parametrized solution.

Definition 5.10 Let (A, ®,u) be a differential semiring. For a point T 25 A, define the endo-
morphism A 9y A as multiplication by a, that is:

(1,0a)

0= A Ax A © A

Lemma 5.11 Let (A, ®,u) be a differential semiring.
(i) @ =0 and % =1;
(ii) For every pair of points T — A and T SN A, (a+b) =0+ &b and 000 = @P0%;

(iii) For every point T 25 A, ©% is linear and the following diagrams commute:

Ax A © A T u A
1><®“l l@“ \ l@a (22)
Ax A A A
®
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(iv) For an endomorphism A N A, % = f if and only if the following diagram,

Ax A © A

1Xfl lf (23)
Ax A

(v) For every point T -5 A, oU©" = @°.
PROOF: We leave these as an exercise for the reader to check for themselves. O

Proposition 5.12 Let (A, ®,u,e) be a differential exponential semiring. Then for every point
T %5 A, the endomorphism A 9 Ais (A, ®,u)-complete.

PROOF: Let T —= A be point and let X -2+ A be an arbitrary map. Then (A ap,0%) is a
parametrized dynamical system over X. Now consider the following composite:

Dle]

Ax X — 970 4w A A

which by (11) is equal to:

(®% x ag)D[e] = (©* X ag)(e x 1)®
We need to show both equalities of (21). Starting with the left identity of (21), using that since by
Lemma 5.11 ®¢ is linear it is also additive, we have that:

(0, )(®* x ag)Dle] = (00, ag)Dle]

= (0, a0)Dle] (@ is additive)
= ao(0,1)Dle]
= ag ()
And for the right identity of (21):
(1x1) 1,0 ) (% x ag)D[e]] = ((1 x 1) x (1,0)) T(®" x ag)D? [e] (Lemma 2.9)
= ((1x1) x(1,0)) T(®" x ag)cD? €] ([CD.7])
(1 x 1) x (1,0)) ¢ (T(®") x T(ap)) D? (Lemma 2.9)
= (mox1 wom ((1x 1) % (1,0)) (T (@“) x T(ao)) D [e]
= (mo x 1, mom1) (T(®%) x ag) ((1 x 1) x (1,0)) D? [¢] (Lemma 2.9)
= (mo x 1, mom1) (T(®%) x ag) ((1 x 1) x (1,0)) (o x 71)Dl[e]
+ (mo x 1, mom) (T(®%) x ag) ((1 x 1) x (1,0)) (Dle] x mo)® (16)
= (o x 1, mom) (T(@) x ao) (mo % O)De] + (mo x 1, mom1) (T(E*) x ag) (Dfe] x 1)©
= 0+ (mo x 1,mom1) (T(®) x ag) (Dle] x 1)® ([CD.2])
= (mo x 1, momy) ((0% x ©%) x ag) ((e x 1) x 1)(® x 1)® (Lemma 5.11 + Lemma 2.9 + (11))
= (0% xag) x 1)((ex 1) x 1)(® x 1)® (Lemma 5.11 + (8))
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= ((®" x ap) x 1)(Dle] x 1)® (11)

So we conclude that (©* x ag)D[e] is an (A, ®, u)-solution of (4, ap, ®*) and therefore that © is
(A, ®,u)-complete. O

We would now like to prove the “converse” of Proposition 5.5, that is, we would like differential
exponential maps to arise as solutions to certain dynamical systems. To do so, we will require the
extra assumption that solutions are unique.

Proposition 5.13 Let (A, ®,u) be a differential semiring and suppose that:

(i) Parametrized (A, ®,u)-solutions are unique if they exists, that is, if both f and g are parametrized
(A, ®,u)-solutions of a parametrized dynamical system (A, ag,a1), then f =g

(ii) The dynamical system (A,u,1) has an (A, ®,u)-solution e.
Then (A, ®,u,e) is a differential exponential semiring.

PrOOF: We must show that e satisfies the three identities of (11). By definition of e being an
(A, ®,u)-solution of (A,u,1), 0e = u and D[e] = (ex1)®. So it remains to show that Ge = (e xe)®.
To do so, we will show that @e and (e x €)® are both parametrized (A,®,u)-solutions of the
parametrized dynamical system (A, e, 1). Starting with @e:

0,1) pe=ce (4)
((1x1)x(1,0)) Djwe] = ((1 x 1) x (1,0)) (& x @®)D[e] (Lemma 2.11 + Lemma 2.6)
= (@ x1)D[e] (4)

= (@®x1)(ex o (Assumption i + (19))

Next we work with (e x e)®:

0,1)(e x e)® = (0e,e)®
= (u,e)® (Assumption (i) + (19))
— ¢ (®)

(1 x 1) x(1,0)) D[(e x e)® ] = ((1x1)x(1,0)) T(e x e)D[®] (Lemma 2.9)
(1

= ((1x1)x(1,0)) c(T(e) x T(e))cD[®] (Lemma 2.9)
= <7T0X17T07T1>(1X1) 1,0)) (T ()xTe))cD[ ]
= (mg x 1,mom1)(T(e) X e) ((1 x 1) x (1,0)) cD[®] (Lemma 2.9)
= (mo x 1, mom1)(T(e) x e){mo x 1, mom) ((1 x 1) x (1,0)) D[]
= (m x 1,mom1){e x e,Dle]) ((1 x 1) x (1,0)) D[®]
= (mo x 1,momi){e x ¢,Dle]) (1 x 1) x (1,0)) (mo x 71)®

+ (mo x 1,mom1)(e x e,Dle]) ((1 x 1) x (1,0)) (w1 X m)® 9)

= <7T() X 1,7T07T1><€ X e, D[€]>(7T0 X 0) ® —|-<7T0 1,7T07T1><€ X e, D[€]>(7T1 X 1)@
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= 0+ (m x 1, mom)(mie, D]e])® (10)
<7T1€, (mo X 1,7?0711>D[e]> ®

<7T1€, (mo x 1, mom1) (e X 1)®> ® (Assumption (ii) + (19))
= ((exe)x1)(®x1HE (8)

So we have that @e and (e x e)® are both parametrized (A4, ®,u)-solutions of the parametrized
dynamical system (A, e, 1). However by assumption (ii), solutions are unique and therefore we have
that @e = (e x €)®. And so we conclude that (A4, ®,u,e) is a parametrized dynamical system. O

6 Differential Exponential Maps for Differential Categories

An interesting and important source of Cartesian differential categories are coKleisli categories of
differential categories [2, 4]. In this section, we study differential exponential maps the coKleisli
category of a differential (storage) category and also introduce !-differential exponential algebras
and show that these are bijective correspondence with these sorts of differential exponential maps.

If only to introduce notation, we first briefly review the full definition of a differential category.
Here we present the definition of differential category found in [3], which is mostly the same as the
one found in the original paper [4] but with the addition of the interchange rule, which has now
become part of the definition. Also, for simplicity and following the convention of other differential
category papers, in this section we allow ourselves to work in strict monoidal categories, that is, the
associator and the unitor of the tensor product ® are strict equalities. For a symmetric monoidal
category, we let K be the monoidal unit and ¢ : A® B — B ® A be the natural symmetry
isomorphism.

Definition 6.1 A differential category [/, Definition 2.4] consists of:

(i) An additive symmetric monoidal category [3, Definition 3] which is a symmetric monoidal
category X which is enriched over commutative monoids, that is, each hom-set X(A, B) is a

commutative monoid with addition X(A, B) x X(A, B) SR X(A,B), (f,g9) — f+g, and zero
0 € X(A, B), such that composition and the tensor product preserves the additive structure,
that is, the following equalities hold:

flg+h)k = fgk+ fhk f0g=0 (24)
fR@+thek=(fegek) +(foh®k) feleg=0 (25)

(ii) Equipped with a coalgebra modality [3, Definition 1], which is a quintuple (!,d,e, A, 1) con-

sisting of an endofunctor ! and natural transformations A LI NA, 1A =5 A, 14 2, IAR!A,
and 1A - K, such that (!,6,€) is a comonad on X and (A,A,1) is a cocommutative
comonoid, that is, the following equalities hold:

AA®1)=A1®A) Al®y)=1=A0L®1) Aoc=A (26)
and & is a comonoid morphism, that is, the following equalities hold:

A = A(d ®0) o=1 (27)
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(i) And equipped with a deriving transformation [3, Definition 7] which is a natural transfor-
mation |A® A 9514 such that the following equalities hold:

[d.1] Constant Rule: do =0

[d.2] Leibniz Rule: dA=(A®1)(1®d)+ (A®1)(1®o)(d®1)
[d.3] Linear Rule: de =1 ® 1

[d.4] Chain Rule: dd = (A ® 1)(d ® d)d

[d.5] Interchange Rule: (1®0)(d® 1)d = (d ® 1)d.

For a full detailed explanation of the deriving transformation axioms and a string diagram
representation, see [4, 3]. Examples of differential categories can be found at the end of this
section, while numerous other interesting examples can be found in [3, Section 9.

For a differential category with finite products, its coKleisli category is a Cartesian differential
category. As we will be working with coKleisli category, we will use the notation found in [5]
and use interpretation brackets [—] to help distinguish between composition in the base category
and coKleisli composition. So for a comonad (!,0,¢) on a category X, let X; denote its coKleisli
category, which is the category whose objects are the same as X and where X(A, B) = X(!A, B)
with composition and identity defined as:

[fg] = sW[fDIg] [1]=¢

If X if has finite products then so does X, where on objects the product is defined as in X and
where the remaining data is defined as follows:

[mo] = emo [m] = em [(f, )] = <[71. [a]) [f x g] = (!(mo)[f]. (m1)[9])

If X is a Cartesian left additive category then so is X where:

If + 9] =[f1+[d] [0l =0 [®] =e®

where @ is defined as in Lemma 2.10. Since every category with finite biproducts is a Cartesian
left additive category (where every map is additive), it follows that every differential category with
finite products (which by the additive enrichment are in fact biproducts) is a Cartesian left additive
category. Lastly, one uses the deriving transformation to define the differential combinator of the
coKleisli category.

Proposition 6.2 [2, Proposition 3.2.1] Let X be a differential category with finite products. Define
the natural transformation (A x B) =5 1A ® B as follows:

A (mo)®!(m1)

X = (A x B) (A x B)®!(A x B) 1A® !B

Then the coKleisli category X, is a Cartesian differential category with Cartesian left additive struc-

ture defined above and differential combinator D defined as follows on a coKleisli map 'A s B:

DIl = NAxA) —X —14@id—22 _ipgga—9 ~a— T _p
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A differential exponential map in the coKleisli category of a differential category would be a
map of type !4 - A satisfying the required identities, which we can simplify slightly.

Proposition 6.3 For a differential category X with finite products, a map 'A — A is a differential
exponential map in the coKleisli category Xy if and only if the following diagrams commute:

42 o iaeia 0% 1upa AxA)—X 140142 1404
ld d
> 1A (@) A (28)
A 1A A

e

PROOF: Let !A 5 A be an arbitrary map. Then we leave it to the reader to check for themselves
that we have the following equalities (which are mostly straightforward calculations):

[(0,1)D[e]] = A(}(0) @ e)de
[®e] = (D)e
[(1xe)Dle]] = x(1®e)de

Therefore, e is a differential exponential map in the coKleisli category if and only if [0, 1)Dle]] = [1]
and [@e] = [(1 x e)Dle]], which by the above equalities is precisely that both A(!(0) ® e)de = ¢
and !(®)e = x(1 ® e)de hold. 0

We now study differential exponential maps in the presence of the Seely isomorphisms.

Definition 6.4 A differential storage category [3, Definition 10] is a differential category with
finite products whose coalgebra modality has the Seely isomorphisms, that is, the natural trans-
formation (A x B) =5 |A® !B (as defined in Proposition 6.2) is a natural isomorphism and the

map ! T ERSENY ¢ defined as xT =t is an isomorphism.

There are numerous interesting consequences of having the Seely isomorphisms. Define the
natural transformations 14 ® 1A — 14 and K - 1A respectively as follows:

1(0)

—1
XT

< © 4 vi= K T

I(A x A) a4 (29

Vi=I1A®!A
By [3, Theorem 6], (14, V,v) is a commutative monoid, that is, the following equalities hold:
(Vel)V=>18V)V rel)V=1=18vV oV =V (30)

In fact, A is also a bialgebra and this makes ! an additive bialgebra modality [3, Definition 5]
and so in particular we have the following equalities:

(f+9) =AM @9V 1(0) = wv (31)
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One can also define the natural transformation A — A4, called the codereliction [3, Definition
9], as follows:

ni=A—" 1404 d 1A (32)
and the following equalities hold:

[cd.1] Constant Rule: ne =0

[cd.2] Leibniz Rule: nA =n@v+v®n

[cd.3] Linear Rule: ne =1

[cd.4] (Alternative) Chain Rule: 6 = (v @ n)(d @ n)V.

By [3, Theorem 4], for a differential storage category, one could have started with a codereliction
7 to construct a deriving transformation in the following way:

1®n

di= 1A A IA® A v 1A (33)

These constructions are inverses of each other and thus in the presence of the Seely isomorphisms:
deriving transformations are in bijective correspondence with coderelictions.

Proposition 6.5 For a differential storage category X, a map !A -+ A is a differential exponential
map in the coKleisli category X, if and only if the following diagrams commute:

A 7 1A IAQIA—22° 1494 d 1A
\ le vl le (34)
A 1A A

e

PROOF: Suppose that !A - A is a differential exponential map in the coKleisli category. Using
Proposition 6.3 we can show that e satisfies (34):

1= ne ([cd.3])
= nA(0) ® e)de (28)
= (nev)(1(0) ®e)de+ (v @n)(1(0) ® )de ([ed.2])
= 0+ne(v ® 1)de (Naturality of n and v)
= (r®1)de ([cd.3])
= ne (32)
Ve= x (@) (29)
= X 'x(1@e)de (28)

= (I®e)de

Conversely, suppose !A —— A satisfies (34). Then we can show that e satisfies (28):
A(N(0)®@e)de = A((0)®e)(l®n)Ve (33)
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= A )(rvel)(l®e)(l®n)Ve (31)

= ene ((26) + (30))
=€ (34)
x(1®e)de = xVe (34)
= v H(®)e (29)
= l(®)e
By Proposition 6.3, e is a differential exponential map in the coKleisli category. O

In a differential storage category, differential exponential maps in the coKleisli category can also
be characterized by commutative monoids in the base category

Definition 6.6 A !-differential exponential algebra in a differential storage category is a
quadruple (A, V,v,e) consisting of an object A and maps A ® A AN A K A and'A 5 A
such that (A, V¥,v) is a commutative monoid, that is, the following diagrams commute:

A9AR AT Aw A A—2 A A ARA—T>A® A
D By Y
A® A = A AR A = A A
and also that the following diagrams commute:
A L 1A K v 1A 1A®!1A v 1A
\ le \ le e®el le (36)
A A A®A = A

Note in particular that for a !-differential exponential algebra, the two rightmost diagrams of
(36) says that e is a monoid morphism. We now show that every !-differential exponential algebra
induces a differential exponential map in the coKleisli category and vice-versa.

Proposition 6.7 Let (A, V,v,e) be a !-differential exponential algebra. Then!A =5 A is a differ-
ential exponential map in the coKleisli category and furthermore the following diagrams commute:

I(A x A) X IARIA— 5 - A A [ K
| |
kw 2

where ®, and ue are defined as in Proposition 4.5.

PROOF: By Proposition 6.5, it suffices to show that e satisfies both diagrams of (34). However
the left diagram of (34) is precisely the left most diagram of (36). So it remains to show that
Ve = (1® e)de:

(1®ede= (1®e)(1®n)Ve (33)
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:(e

= 1ee)(len)(exe)a
e)A

®

= Ve

(36)
(36)
(36)

So we conclude that e is a differential exponential map in the coKleisli category. Next we show

that Jue] = xTo:

[ue] =

[Oe]

0!1(0)e

dwve (31)
we (27)
w (36)

= XTV

To show the other equality, we observe that in the proof of [2, Proposition 3.2.1], it was computed

out that we have the following equality for an arbitrary coKleisli map !A 1, B

[((1x1) x(1,0)) D*[f]l =x(x® 1) (1 ®e®e)(d®1)df (37)
Using the above identity, we can show that:
[©c] = [({0,1) x (1,0)) D?[e]]

= [({0,1) x 1) (1 x 1) x (1,0)) D*[e]]

= 31([{0, 1) x 1[((1 x 1) x (1,0)) D?[e]]

= 31({{(mo) [{0, )], W(m1) [1IN((1 x 1) (1, >) [ Il

= 8!(({(m0)(0,€),!(m1)e))[((1 x 1) x (1,0)) D[

= !((e(0, 7o), E7T1>)[[((1 x 1) x (1, O)) D2[ Il (Naturality of )

= 31(e)1({0, o), em1))[((1 x 1) x (1,0)) D*[e]]

= 1((0, 7o), m))[((1 x 1) x (1,0)) D*[e]] (Comonad)

= 1({0,m), m))x(x ® (1 ®e®e)(d ® 1)de (37)

= A(1((0,m)) ®@!(m)) (x®1)(1®e®e)(d® 1)de (Definition of x)

= Al@!(m)(A®1)((0) @ (m) @) (l®e®e)(d® 1)de (Definition of )

= AAR1)(1(0) @ !(m) @ (m))(1 ®e®@e)(d @ 1)de

= A1 ®@A)((0) @ !(m) @ !(m)) (1 @e@e)(d @ 1)de (26)

= Alex)((0)®e®e)(d®1)de

= A1)t ®191)(ree®e)(d®1)de (31)

— X(e®e)(n® 1)de ((26) + (32)

= x(e®e)(n®1)(1®n)Ve (33)

= x(e@e)nel)(l1en)(e®e)v (36)

= x(e®@e)v (36)
And so we have that [©.] = x(e ® ) V. 0
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Proposition 6.8 Let A —= A be a differential exponential map in the coKleisli category of a
differential storage category. Define the maps AQ A ey Aand K 255 A respectively as follows:

—AoA—""" _1ApiA v 1A ¢ A

Ve i= K Y 1A € A
Then (A, V., v, e) is a !-differential exponential algebra.

PROOF: We first show that (A, ¥, ) is a commutative monoid. Starting with showing that A is
commutative:

cA.= o(n®n)Ve
= (n®@n)oVe (Naturality of o)
= (n®@n)Ve (30)

Now that we’ve shown commutativity, we need only show one of the unit identities:

(1®v.)Ae = (1@v)(1®e)(n®n)Ve
= lev)hel)(l®e)(l®n)Ve
= 1lev)(nel)(1l®e)de (33)
= (1ev)(n®1)Ve (34)
= ne (30)
=1 (34)
Lastly, we show that A is also associative:
(1@ A)Ae= (1enen(leV)(lee)(n®@n)Ve
= (1enenlaeV)(nel)(lee)(l®n)Ve
= 1)1 V)(ne1)(1ee)de (33)
= (1enen(leV)(nel)Ve (34)
= nenen)(1l®V)Ve
= (nenen)(Vel)Ve (30)
= (nenen)(Vel)oVe (30)
= nenen)(Vel)e(lee)de (34)
= nenen)(Vel)e(lwe)(lwn)Ve (33)
= menen(Vel)(eo1)(n®1)oVe (Naturality of o)
= menen)(Vel)(exl)(nel1)Ve (30)
= (n®n® D(Vel)(e®1)(n®n)Ve
= (Ac®@1)Ac

So we conclude that (A, ¥.,v.) is a commutative monoid. Next we show that e satisfies the three
identities of (36). The left most diagram of (36) is precisely the left diagram of (34) and v, = ve
by construction. So it remains only to show that Ve = (e ® e) A,

(e@e)a. = (e®e)(n®@n)Ve
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= (e®1)(no1)(1®e)(l®n)Ve
= (e®1)(n®1)(1®e)de (33)
= (e®1)(n®1)Ve (34)
= (e®1)(n®1)oVe (30)
= oc(l®e)(l®@n)Ve (Naturality of o)
= o(l®e)de (33)
= oVe (34)
= Ve (30)
So we conclude that (A, ¥, v, €) is a |-differential exponential algebra. O

Finally we will now show that the constructions of Proposition 6.7 and Proposition 6.8 are
inverses of each other by showing that the category of !-differential exponential algebras is iso-
morphic to the category of differential exponential maps in the coKleisli category. For a dif-
ferential storage category X, define its category of !-differential exponential algebras !DEA[X] as
the category whose objects are !-differential exponential algebras (A, ¥,v,e) and where a map

(A, ¥, v,e) N (B,¥' v ¢)is amap A L, B such that the following diagrams commute:

m—9 g T v A AoA—1% _peB
T S T
A B B A B
f f
(38)

and where composition and identity maps are as in X. Note that the two right most diagrams
above imply that f is a monoid morphism.

Theorem 6.9 For a differential storage category X, its category of !-differential exponential alge-
bras \DEA[X] is isomorphic to the category of differential exponential maps of the coKleisli category

DEM[X|] via the functors |DEM[X] LN DEM[X|] and DEM[X)] LN IDEA[X] defined respectively
as follows:

F(A7 v, v, e) = (A7 e) [[F(f)]] =ef
F_l(A’ 6) = (Av Ve,ve,e) F_l([[g]]) = 77[[9]]

ProOOF: We first need to check that F and F~! are well-defined. By Proposition 6.8, F is well-
defined on objects and so it remains to check that it is also well-defined on maps. First note that
by [2, Proposition 4.2.5], a map in the coKleisli category X is linear if and only if it is of the form
9] = e¢’, and so every map in DEM[X|] is of this form. By definition [F(f)] is linear and so it
remains to show that [eF(f)] = [F(f)é€]:

[eF(S)] = o'(e)[F(H]
= ol(e)ef
= odeef (Naturality of ¢)
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= ef (Comonad)

= 1(f)e (38)
= 3l(e)(f)e (Comonad)
= SI[F(HDe

= [F(He]

So F(f) is a map in DEM[X|] and therefore F is well-defined. On the other hand, by Proposition
6.7, F~1 is well-defined on objects and so it again remains to check that it is also well-defined on
maps. Note that since every map in DEM[X|] is of the form [¢] = ¢/, it follows from [cd.3] that

“([g]) = neg’ = ¢’. Since [g] is a map in DEM[X|], by Theorem 4.8, we also have that the
following equalities hold:

leg] = [g€'] [©egl = [(g x 9)Oe] [ueg] = [uer]

Now since [g] = ¢/, the above identities can easily be simplified out to be:

eg’ =!(g)e’ [©c]g" =g x g)[oe] [uelg’ = [ue] (39)
Using these identities, we now show that F~!([g]) satisfies (38):
“H(lal) = ed
= (g (39)

= W(F~'([g])e

lg)) = m@n)(e©e)YF([g]) ([ed.3])
(n©n)x 'x(e®e)YF([g])
(n@n)x " [eIF ' ([9]) (Proposition 6.7)
= (nen)x '[odd
= (nen)x "¢ x g)e] (39)
= (dod)nonx o] (Naturality of x and 7)
= (o )nenx 'xe@e)V (Proposition 6.7)
= (dod)neonoa)v
= (d@g)V ([cd.3])

= (F (b @ F(LaD)) ¥/

= X7'xTvd

= XFl[[Ue]]g/ (Proposition 6.7)
= X‘T’l[[ue’]] (39)
— (Proposition 6.7)
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So F7!([g]) is a map in !DEA[X] and therefore F~! is well-defined. We leave it to the reader
to check for themselves that F and F~! preserves both identities and composition, and are thus
indeed functors. Lastly, we need to show that F and F~! are inverses of each other. Clearly
FF~1(A,e) = (A,e) and FF([g]) = [g]. In the other direction, we clearly have that F~!F(f) = f
and so it remains to show that (A, V¥,v,e) = FF~1(A, ¥, v,e) = (A, V., ., €), that is, we need to
show that ¥ = ¥, and v = v, — both of which follow immediately from (36):

V.= (77 @ n)ve

= mon(ewe)v (36)
=V (36)
e ; v (36)

So (A, ¥, v,e) = (A, V., ve,e), and so we conclude that F and F~! are inverse functors and that
IDEA[X] is isomorphic to DEM[X]. O

We conclude this section by briefly studying !-differential exponential algebras in two examples
of differential storage categories.

Example 6.10 Let REL be the category of sets and relations, that is, the category whose objects
are sets X and where a map X 5 Y is a subset R C X xY. REL is a differential storage category

where for a set X, X = {X AN N| |supp(f)| < oo}, with supp(f) = {z € X| f(z) # 0}, and where
the codereliction n € X x !X is defined as follows:

1 ify==x

(z,f)ene fly) = {0 oty

For more details on this example, see [4, Proposition 2.7]. It turns out that in fact ! is the free
exponential modality [20] on REL, that is, !X is the cofree cocommutative comonoid over X in
REL and therefore !-coalgebras are precisely cocommutative comonoids in REL. By self-duality of
REL, ! is also a monad such that !X is the free commutative monoid over X in REL and !-algebras
are precisely commutative monoids in REL. In fact, the codereliction 7 is the unit of the monad
structure of |. It turns out that the !-differential exponential algebras are precisely the commutative
monoids in REL (or equivalently the l-algebras). Indeed, every !-differential exponential algebra
(A, V¥, v,e) is by definition a commutative monoid (A, ¥,v) and its associated !-algebra structure
is precisely e C 1A x A. Conversely, given a commutative monoid (A, ¥,v), its associated !-algebra
structure e C ! A x A satisfies by definition that ne = 1 and is also a monoid morphism, and therefore
(A, Vv, v,e) is a !-differential exponential algebra. In particular, since for every X, (IX,V,v) is a
commutative monoid, there is a natural transformation p C !X x !X such that (IX,V,v,u) is a
I-differential exponential algebra. Explicitly, u is defined as follows:

(F.fleps Y. Flg() = f()

gEsupp(F)
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Therefore, 1 C !X x !X is a differential exponential map in the coKleisli category REL,. Also, it
turns out that every X comes equipped with a monoid structure in REL given by the dual of the
copying relation, and so the induced !-algebra structure e C !X x X is given by:

n ify=u

(f.2) € e flw) = {0 e

and so for every X, e C !X x X is a differential exponential map in the coKleisli category REL,.
For more examples, monoids in REL are studied in [15].

Example 6.11 Let k be a field and let VECj, be the category of k-vector spaces and k-linear maps
between them. For a k-vector space V', let Sym(V') be the symmetric algebra over V' [16, Section 8,
Chapter XVI], that is, the free commutative k-algebra over V. In particular, if X is a basis set for
V, then Sym(V') = k[X] where k[X] is the polynomial ring over the set X. This induces a monad
Sym on VEC;, such that the Sym-algebras are precisely the commutative k-algebras. Now suppose
that k has characteristic 0, then VECy, is a differential storage category where:

'V = P Sym(V)

veV

and where the codereliction V' —5 1V is defined as the injection of V into the 0 € V component
of V. For full details on this example, see [7]. Similarly to the previous example, ! is the free
exponential modality on [20] on VECy, that is, !V is the cofree cocommutative k-coalgebra over V'
[21] and therefore !-coalgebras are precisely cocommutative k-coalgebras. It turns out that once
again !-differential exponential algebras correspond precisely to commutative monoids in VECy
which are precisely the commutative k-algebras or equivalently the Sym-algebras. By definition,
every every !-differential exponential algebra (A, ¥,v,e) is a commutative k-algebra and it turns
out that its Sym-algebra structure is given by pre-composing !4 — A with the 0 € V injection

map Sym(A) —2 !A. Conversely, given a commutative k-algebra (A, ¥,v), let Sym(A) = A be its
induced Sym-algebra structure, and define !A ", A as the unique map which makes the following
diagram commute for all injection maps Sym(A) —%+ A4, a € A:

Sym(A) la 1A
\ le
A

then it follows that (A, ¥,v,e“) is a !-differential exponential algebra. In particular, since for every
V, (IV,V,v) is a commutative k-algebra, there is a natural transformation !'V 251V such that
(IX,V,v, pn) is a I-differential exponential algebra and therefore u is a differential exponential map
in the coKleisli category.

Other examples of !-differential exponential algebras should include the exponential function in

the differential category of convenient vector spaces [6], and the power series associated with the
exponential function as defined in [13, Lemma 19] for the differential category of finiteness spaces.
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7 Conclusion and Future Work

As the exponential function e® (and its generalizations) is so prominent and important throughout
various fields and has numerous applications, this opens the door to numerous possibilities and
applications for differential exponential maps. In particular, as the theory of differential equations in
Cartesian differential categories develops, differential exponential maps should be a key component
for this theory in the same way that the exponential function is a fundamental tool in solving
classical differential equations.

Another important path to take is to find and study more examples of differential exponential
maps. Indeed, while in this paper we provided interesting examples of such in the category of real
smooth functions and certain coKleisli categories of differential categories, one should also consider
exploring differential exponential maps in more exotic examples of Cartesian differential categories
such as in cofree Cartesian differential categories [12, 17] or abelian functor calculus [1]. Another
possible source of examples is to construct differential exponential maps in the presence of infinite
sums, which many categorical models of the differential A-calculus [14, 19] have.

There are also certain interesting potential generalizations of differential exponential maps to
consider. For example, the exponential function e can also be defined as the inverse of the natural
logarithm function In(x). Since In(x) is only partially defined, one must work in a differential
restriction category [9] to generalize the natural logarithm function in such a way that differential
exponential maps arise as their (partial) inverse. On the other hand, one could also generalize
differential exponential maps to tangent category [10] and differential bundle [11], and this notion
should be a generalization of exponential maps for manifolds and Lie groups.

Regarding !-differential exponential algebras, it is interesting to point out that in both examples
of differential storage categories studied in this paper, there was a natural transformation !' A 514
which induced !A with a !-differential exponential algebra structure. A natural question to ask is
when does the codereliction A — 1A and p provide a monad structure on ! (with one of the monad
identities already being a requirement for a !-differential exponential algebra), and conversely when
does a monad structure on ! induce a natural !-differential exponential algebra structure. Lastly,
another possible direction would be to generalize the trigonometric functions in the same way for
arbitrary Cartesian differential categories.

In conclusion, there are many potential interesting paths to take for future work with differential
exponential maps.
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