
ar
X

iv
:2

20
5.

05
65

7v
2 

 [
m

at
h.

L
O

] 
 7

 A
ug

 2
02

2

Fibered Universal Algebra for First-Order Logics

Colin Bloomfield, Yoshihiro Maruyama

August 9, 2022

Abstract

We extend Lawvere-Pitts prop-categories (aka. hyperdoctrines) to de-
velop a general framework for providing “algebraic” semantics for non-
classical first-order logics. This framework includes a natural notion of
substitution, which allows first-order logics to be considered as structural
closure operators just as propositional logics are in abstract algebraic logic.
We then establish an extension of the homomorphism theorem from uni-
versal algebra for generalized prop-categories and characterize two natu-
ral closure operators on the prop-categorical semantics. The first closes a
class of structures (which are interpreted as morphisms of prop-categories)
under the satisfaction of their common first-order theory and the second
closes a class of prop-categories under their associated first-order conse-
quence. It turns out these closure operators have characterizations that
closely mirror Birkhoff’s characterization of the closure of a class of alge-
bras under the satisfaction of their common equational theory and Blok
and Jónsson’s characterization of closure under equational consequence,
respectively. These “algebraic” characterizations of the first-order clo-
sure operators are unique to the prop-categorical semantics and do not
have analogs, for example, in the Tarskian semantics for classical first-
order logic. The prop-categories we consider are much more general than
traditional intuitionistic prop-categories or triposes (i.e., topos represent-
ing indexed partially ordered sets). Nonetheless, to our knowledge, our
results are still new even when restricted to these special classes of prop-
categories.

1 Introduction

There is a vast and ever-growing expanse of nonclassical logics and with it, a
need to develop a unified theoretical framework to classify, prove metalogical
results, and develop semantics for classes of logics. For propositional logics, the
field of abstract algebraic logic (AAL) provides a unified theoretical framework
rooted in universal algebra. However, for first-order logics, there is not a clear
consensus on what the unifying algebraic perspective should be [6, p. 104]. Two
main challenges mentioned in the literature are (1) a lack of general algebraic
approaches to providing semantics for first-order logics and (2) a lack of a notion
of formula substitution which preserves logical consequence [6, p. 106].
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To address (1), we use Lawvere’s theory of hyperdoctrines [13] to develop a
general approach to providing “algebraic” semantics for nonclassical first-order
logics. The key insight to this approach is to consider terms and formulas in
context, that is with a list of variable/sort pairs that at least include those
occurring in the formula. The use of contexts is ubiquitous in classical first-
order model theory where it allows one to unambiguously interpret terms as
term functions and formulas as definable sets. However, it is scarcely formally
presented1, which is unfortunate because contexts allow one to give an elegant
point-free/valuation-free definition of satisfaction.2

Since we model truth and not proof, we use a special class of hyperdoctrines
for our semantics called prop-categories by Pitts [18]. A prop-category is a pair
(C, P ), where is a category with designated finite products and P : C → Pos is a
contravariant functor to Pos, the category of partially ordered sets and mono-
tone maps. The prop-categories in [18] are assumed to satisfy additional adjoint
conditions so that they interpret the quantifiers and connectives of intuitionistic
predicate logic. To model a broad variety of logics, we allow arbitrarily many
quantifier and operation symbols in a first-order language L and we replace
the adjoint conditions with weaker algebraic ones. Despite this generalization,
the prop-categorical semantics of a logic can still be encoded in a 2-category
of prop-categories we denote FAL (or just FA), where roughly theories are
objects, structures are morphisms, and structure-preserving maps are 2-cells.

Moreover, the morphisms in FA determine a natural action of formula sub-
stitution which also addresses issue (2). A footnote in a standard reference on
AAL [6, p. 106] says:

In first-order languages we replace an individual (free) variable by
a term; we do not replace an atomic formula, inside a more com-
plex one, by and an arbitrary formula, which is what is done in a
sentential language.

However, if one unpacks the action of morphisms on theories it does exactly
that: atomic formulas are uniformly replaced by arbitrary formulas. Despite
being a elementary property of classical first-order logic, Church’s Introduction
to Mathematical Logic [5, p. 191] is the only textbook account we could find.
Already, for first-order logic without function symbols, the account in [5] which
does not use contexts is complicated and so this notion of formula substitution
is even easier to overlook without contexts when considering first-order logics
with function symbols.

Much like the study of algebraic semantics for first-order logic, currently, the
study of prop-categorical semantics for logics (in contrast with type theories)

1The usual justification is that the formal presentation is trivial enough to be omitted, and
the extension of the syntax is too burdensome.

2In Philosophy and Model Theory [4, p. 10], Tarski’s approach via valuations is presented
and the philosophical issues of assigning objects to variables is discussed. In order to mend this,
an alternative semantics due to Robinson is considered, which is also criticized for requiring
one to flood the signature with additional constant symbols. To resolve these philosophical
issues the authors adopt an approach which is a compromise between the two. However,
Lawvere’s semantics (which is not discussed) avoids these issues.
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appears to be focused on studying particular logics and not on establishing a
general framework in the spirit of AAL. An early exception is [21] (also see [20])
which provides complete prop-categorical semantics for substructural predicate
logics, and uses this semantics to prove their disjunctive and existence proper-
ties. In [15], complete hyperdoctrine semantics for substructural predicate logics
is also given and used to present a unified account of logical translations, in-
cluding Girard’s exponential translation in linear logic and Kolmogorov’s double
negation translation in intuitionistic logic. In contrast to these existing works
on general prop-categorical semantics we model nonclassical quantifiers and fo-
cus on (1) establishing minimal conditions on prop-categories and first-order
logics so that structures are morphisms in a 2-category of prop-categories and
(2) developing a toolkit of general algebraic/categorical results on the resulting
prop-categorical semantics.

Towards (1), we define a weak logic Lm such that whenever a logic L is
stronger than Lm, each L-theory T defines a classifying prop-category (CT , PT )
in FA, which contains a generic T -model G in (CT , PT ). Such a logic L is called
adequate and L ⊇ Lm is also necessary for L to be adequate. Moreover, Lm

has a complete semantics with respect to the class of all of its classifying prop-
categories (Theorem 2), as do many natural extensions of Lm by the addition
of various sequent rules (Theorem 3). We then develop an algebraic view of the
prop-categorical semantics of a logic L in analogy with the algebraic approach to
providing semantics for propositional logics. In this view, a full sub-2-category
FAL of FA replaces the usual quasivariety of algebras forming the algebraic
semantics of a propositional logic and we define the kernel of a morphism (Def-
inition 5.1) to give an algebraic/morphic view of logical entailment. These
results are directly applied to formulate and prove the later “fibered” universal
algebraic results.

After singling out the class of first-order logics which have nice categorical
semantics, in the second part of the paper, we develop a “fibered universal
algebra” for FA. The internal logic of a prop-category (C, P ) in FA is defined
and shown to be an Lm-theory T , such that (CT , PT ) ≡ (C, P ) in FA. Subprop-
categories and morphic images of prop-categories are defined and FA is shown
to have arbitrary products. The logical properties of products and subprop-
categories are considered which mirror the logical properties of submatrices and
products of matrices respectively in the matrix semantics of AAL [6, p. 183].

We then prove a “fibered” analogue of the homomorphism theorem from
universal algebra in two parts (Theorem 6). The first part, says that each
morphism F : (C, P ) → (D, Q) in FAL can be factored through a “quotient”
prop-category which is also in FAL. The second part characterizes when, given
morphisms F : (C, P ) → (D, Q) and K : (C, P ) → (E , R), there exists a unique
morphism H : (E , R) → (D, Q) such that H ◦K = F . Part 2, says that under
reasonable “surjectivity” assumptions on K, there is a unique completion H
iff kerK ≤ kerF . Our results on morphic images and the internal logic allow
an intuitively clear “algebraic” proofs of these results. Moreover, the fibered
homorphism theorem, determines an orthogonal factorization system for FAL.

In the final section, we use the fibered homomorphism theorem to character-
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ize two natural closure operators. The first operator characterizes the closure
of a class of structures under the satisfaction of their common first-order the-
ory. Taking submodels, homomorphic images and products does not preserve
the satisfaction of theories in the Tarskian semantics for classical first-order
logic. However, for logics L with prop-categorical semantics in FAL, the closure
operator is characterized by HSP where H, S and P close a collection of struc-
tures under natural notions of homomorphic image, submodel and product of
structures in the prop-categorical semantics (Theorem 7).

The second operator closes a collection X ⊆ Ob(FA) under logical conse-
quence: that is, the closure of X is the largest Y ⊇ X such that �Y = �X , i.e.
they define the same logic. Since FAL is stable under products and subprop-
categories, Y ⊇ SP(X ), where here S is closure under subprop-categories and P
is closure under products of prop-categories. It turns out that we need another
operation which we call U, and Theorem 9 shows that Y = USP(X ). This re-
sult is a natural extension of a corresponding result by Blok and Jónsson in [3],
which shows that for a collection of algebras V , closure under the equational
consequence is given by UλSP(V), where λ is the cardinality of the set of vari-
ables over which equations are defined, and B ∈ Uλ(V) if every λ-generated
subalgebra A ≤ B is in V . (See Theorem 8 for the directly analogous “fibered”
result which considers a fixed first-order signature and uses an operator USg.)

2 First-Order Logics

This section begins by presenting the first-order syntax using contexts. Contexts
allow us to unambiguously interpret well-formed logical expressions in prop-
categories which are introduced in the next section. After presenting typed
equational logic the section ends by defining a theories, first-order logics and
derivability.

Throughout the paper, we fix a first-order language L , which consists
of a collection Lq of quantifier symbols and a collection Lω of propositional
connectives each with a designated arity in ω. Let Ln denote the propositional
connectives of arity n ∈ ω in Lω. We consider multi-sorted first-order logic,
and so a signature Sg is specified by a collection of sort symbols σ, τ, γ, . . .,
typed function symbols f : σ1, . . . , σn → τ , (we write f : τ for n = 0), and typed
relation symbols R ⊆ σ1, . . . , σn

3. (we write R ⊆ ∅ for n = 0)
To provide prop-categorical semantics, well-formed terms and formulas must

be “in context”. A context Γ = [x1 : σ1, . . . , xn : σn] is a list of variables,
x1, . . . , xn where each variable xi is assigned a type (sort symbol) σi. We let
M : τ [Γ] be the assertion that the term M is of type τ and Γ is a valid
context for M . The (well-formed) terms-in-context are defined inductively via
the following typing rules:

x : σ [Γ, x : σ,Γ′]

M1 : σ1 [Γ] . . . Mn : σn [Γ] ,
f(M1, . . . ,Mn) : τ [Γ]

3f : σ1, . . . , σn → τ and R ⊆ σ1, . . . , σn are merely typing assignments and do not assert
that f is a morphism or R is a subset of some set.
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for each variable x and function symbol f : σ1, . . . , σn → τ in Sg. These are the
only typing rules for terms, and from these rules alone, one may prove that the
typing rule

M : σ [∆] N : τ [Γ, x : σ,Γ′]

N [M/x] : τ [Γ,Γ′]
(1)

is admissible, where N [M/x] denotes the operation of substituting each occur-
rence of x in N with M and the variable sort pairs in ∆ are contained in the
set of those in Γ,Γ′. We denote this by VS(∆) ⊆ VS(Γ,Γ′).

An equation-in-context M1 = M2 : τ [Γ] is well-formed if Mi : τ [Γ] holds
for i ∈ {1, 2}. In the sequel, all the logics we consider are built over the usual
(typed) equational derivation system. The rules of this system are as follows:

Equational Logic.

M = M : σ [Γ]
M = M ′ : σ [Γ]

M ′ = M : σ [Γ]

M = M ′ : σ [Γ] M ′ = M ′′ : σ [Γ]

M = M ′′ : σ [Γ]

M = M ′ : σ [∆] N = N ′ : τ [Γ, x : σ,Γ′]
VS(∆) ⊆ VS(Γ,Γ′).

N [M/x] = N ′[M ′/x] : τ [Γ,Γ′]

For a formula φ, we let φ : prop [Γ] be the assertion that φ [Γ] is a well-
formed formula-in-context. The atomic well-formed formulas-in-context are
constructed using the rules

M1 : σ1 [Γ] . . . Mn : σn [Γ]

R(M1, . . . ,Mn) : prop [Γ]

M1 : σ [Γ] M2 : σ [Γ] ,
M1 =σ M2 : prop [Γ]

for each n-ary relation symbol R ⊆ σ1, . . . , σn. Note that M1 =σ M2 [Γ] is
considered a formula-in-context whereas M1 = M2 : σ [Γ] is not. Thus we have
two different notions of equality and for many logics, =σ is coarser than =.

The well-formed formulas-in-context are recursively generated from the atomic
ones via the rules

φ1 : prop [Γ] . . . φn : prop [Γ]

✸(φ1, . . . , φn) : prop [Γ]

φ : prop [Γ, x : σ] ,
Ωx:σ(φ) : prop [Γ]

for each quantifier symbol Ω ∈ Lq, all n ∈ ω and each n-ary propositional
connective ✸ ∈ Ln. We consider formulas equal up α-equivalence, i.e. up to
renaming of bound variables. This allows us to define the action of simultaneous
term substitution on (α-equivalence classes of) formulas that avoids variable
capture which we denote by φ[M1/x1, . . . ,Mn/xn].

The well-formed sequents-in-context are of the form φ1, . . . , φn ⊢ φn+1 [Γ],
where n ∈ ω and for each i ≤ n + 1, φi : prop [Γ]. We call the sequents-in-
context and equations-in-context assertions and let ASg denote the collection
of all Sg-assertions. A theory T is an ordered pair T = (Sg(T ),A(T )), where
Sg(T ) is a signature and A(T ) is a collection of Sg(T )-assertions. For each sig-
nature Sg, we let ThSg denote the complete lattice of Sg-theories ordered by
T1 ≤ T2 if and only if A(T1) ⊆ A(T2).

5



Now that we have defined the well-formed expressions, a (first-order)
logic4 is a closure operator on the lattice of all Sg-theories for each signa-
ture Sg. In the sequel, we will also assume all logics we consider satisfy the
rules of equational logic in Figure 2. Given T, T ′ ∈ ThSg, we let TL denote the
L-closure of T and T ⊢L T

′, denote the assertion that T ′ is derivable from T ,
i.e. that T ′ ≤ TL.

3 Prop-Categorical Semantics

In this section, we define the class of prop-categories that provide semantics for
first-order logics and provide examples. Structures in prop-categories and the
notion of a structure satisfying a theory are then defined and it is shown how a
class of prop-categories defines a first-order logic.

A prop-category (C, P ), is a category C with designated finite products,
and a contravariant functor P : C → Pos, where Pos is the category of all
partially ordered sets and monotone maps. The objects of C interpret the sorts,
the morphisms interpret terms-in-context and the posets P (c) for each c ∈ Ob(C)
interpret the formulas-in-context. We define Ob(FA) to be the collection of all
prop-categories which additionally satisfy:

1. For each c ∈ Ob(C), P (c) is an Lω-algebra5 and for all f ∈ Mor(C), P (f)
is an Lω-algebra homomorphism.

2. For each c ∈ Ob(C), there is a designated element Eqc ∈ P (c× c).

3. For each c ∈ Ob(C), and each Ω ∈ Lq, there is a natural transformation
Ω(·),c : UP ( × c) ⇒ UP , where U : Pos → Set is the forgetful functor.

4. For each c ∈ Ob(C), P (c) has a designated binary operation ⊗P (c), and
nullary operation ec ∈ P (c) so that (P (c),⊗P (c), ec) is a monoid.

5. For all Ω ∈ Lq, and all b, c, d ∈ Ob(C),

Ωb,1 ◦ P (πb,1
1 ) = idP (b) and Ωb,c×d ◦ P (ab,c,d) = Ωb,c ◦ Ωb×c,d, (2)

where ab,c,d : b×(c×d) → (b×c)×d is the change-in-product isomorphism.

6. Eq1 = e1×1, and for all c1, c2 ∈ Ob(C), c = c1 × c2,

Eqc = P (〈πc1,c2
1 πc,c

1 , πc1,c2
1 πc,c

2 〉)Eqc1⊗P (〈πc1,c2
2 πc,c

1 , πc1,c2
2 πc,c

2 〉)Eqc2 . (3)

4In Section 5 we define an action by substitution which can be used to define a (first-order)
logic as structural closure operator.

5By Lω-algebra we mean any algebra in the signature Lω . We do not assume these
algebras satisfy any particular collection of equations, nor do we assume their operations are
monotone.
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Conditions 1-3 are necessary for structures in (C, P ) to interpret equations
and formulas in context. Condition 4 and the requirement that the codomain of
P is Pos are needed to interpret sequents6. Conditions 5 and 6 are properties
satisfied by the classifying prop-categories associated to certain theories and
are not strictly necessary to define the prop-categorical semantics. However,
they must be assumed to interpret structures as morphisms out of classifying
prop-categories, a key ingredient in the proofs of our main results.

Remark 1. There are adjoint conditions for the quantifiers {∀, ∃} (See Example
1) originally due to Lawvere [13] which asserts that for all objects a, b ∈ Ob(C),

∀a,b, ∃a,b are the left and right adjoints of P (πa,b
1 ) respectively. One can show

that Condition 5 follows from these adjoint conditions. In [14], Lawvere also pro-
vides an adjoint interpretation of the equality predicate. For an account in the
context of intuitionistic logic, see [9, p. 190]. We use conditions 5 and 6 instead
of the corresponding adjoint conditions, because they are simple, comparatively
weak and in a form that will be directly used to prove essential properties of the
fibered semantics7. Moreover, in the spirit of AAL, we seek to provide general
semantics for as broad of a variety of logics as possible and to use the property
of having this semantics – here, a semantics with classifying prop-categories –
as a means to classify nonclassical first-order logics. However, for many im-
portant examples Lq = {∀, ∃} and the quantifiers and equality do satisfy these
adjoint conditions. Thus, one may safely replace 5 and 6 with these adjoint
conditions provided corresponding “adjoint” derivation rules are added to the
minimal logic L m in Section 4 to preserve the completeness results therein.

Example 1. Let L be an algebra of signature Lω which is also a complete lattice
and let Lq = {∀, ∃}. Then the contravariant functor Set( , L) : Set → Pos
determines a prop-category in Ob(FA). The operations on L extend pointwise
to logical operations on Set(A,L) for all sets A. For each set X , let eX = ⊤,
⊗ := ∧ and

EqX(x1, x2) =

{

⊤ x1 = x2,

⊥ x1 6= x2.

For setsX,Y , the quantifiers ∃X,Y , ∀X,Y are defined as the left and right adjoints

of Set(πX,Y
1 , L) respectively. That is,

∃X,Y (R)(x) =
∨

y∈Y

R(x, y), and ∀X,Y (R)(x) =
∧

y∈Y

R(x, y).

In particular, Set( , 2) is the prop-category whose semantics corresponds to the
usual Tarskian semantics for classical first-order logic8.

6In AAL, a (logical) matrix 〈A,F 〉 consists of an algebra A in the propositional language
and a subset F ⊆ A of “truth values”[6, p. 183]. One can develop a “fibered” matrix semantics
by dropping Condition 4 on prop-categories and defining a fibered matrix as 〈(C, P ),F 〉 where
(C, P ) is a prop-category and F ⊆ ⊔

c∈Ob(C)P (c).
7Proving 6 from the adjoint conditions requires some work and is proved in [9, pg. 198] for

a slightly different setup.
8Except here we haven’t excluded structures which interpret sorts as the emptyset.
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Another important example in this class is Set( , [0, 1]), where for each set
A, the poset Set(A, [0, 1]) is known as the set of all fuzzy sets on A. There is a
vast literature on fuzzy set theory (for an introduction see [7]) which generalizes
set theory by considering partial or probabilistic membership to sets.

An important class of logical operations on fuzzy sets are T -norms [12, pg.
4] and dually S-norms. A T -norm is an operation ⊙ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] which
makes ([0, 1],⊙, 1) a partially ordered monoid. Canonical examples of T -norms
include minimum, product and the  Lukasiewicz T -norms which is defined for
x, y ∈ [0, 1] by x⊙y := max{0, x+y−1}. In [16], to each T -norm ⊙, a quantifier
Ω⊙, is defined on sets A,B and R : A×B → [0, 1], by

Ω⊙
A,B(R) := inf

U∈fin(B)
{
⊙

u∈U

R( , u)},

where fin(B) is the set of all finite subsets of B. In particular, note that if
⊙(a, b) = min{a, b} then Ω⊙ = ∀. One may verify that for an arbitrary T -
norm, ⊙, Ω⊙ satisfies Conditions 3 and 5. Thus Set( , [0, 1]) may be extended
with additional quantifiers Ω⊙ for each T -norm ⊙. Moreover, Ω⊙ may also
be extended with S-quantifiers corresponding to S-norms as defined in [16]. If
⊙ is the usual product, then for R : 1 × 2 → [0, 1], R(0, 0) = R(0, 1) = 1/2,
∀1,B(R)(0) = ∃1,B(R)(0) = 1/2, whereas Ω⊙

1,B(R)(0) = 1/4. Moreover, observe
that in this example ⊙ may be used for ⊗ instead of min.

The following is a toy example which suggests integral operators are an
fruitful place to look for nonclassical quantifiers and metrics for different notions
of equality:

Example 2. Let K be the collection of compact subsets of Rn for some n < ω,
each equipped with the Euclidean metric along with 1 = {∗}, where 1, has
the discrete metric. Let C be the category whose objects are finite products of
sets in K equipped with the associated product metric and continuous functions
between them. For A ∈ Ob(C), let P (A) be the collection of continuous real-
valued functions from A to R, which we denote C(A,R), and for f : A→ B, let
P (f) : C(B,R) → C(A,R) be precomposition by f . Then, post-composition by
any continuous map h : Rn → R can interpret each n-ary connective ✸ ∈ Ln.

For A ∈ Ob(C), we let eA be the constant zero function and EqA : A×A→ R
be defined by EqA(a1, a2) := −|a1 − a2|, where | · | is the Manhattan norm. For
f, g ∈ C(A,R), we define f ⊗ g := f + g. Then (A,⊗P (A), eA) is a monoid.
Moreover, Condition 6 is satisfied.

For all objects A,B we have a map
∫

A,B : P (A × B) → P (A), which sends

each continuous function p : A × B → R to
∫

B p(x, y) dy. One may verify that
∫

(·),C
is natural for each object C and since 1 was given the discrete metric,

∫

A,1
◦P (πA,1

1 ) = idP (A). from Fubini’s Theorem,
∫

(·),(·)
also satisfies the second

part of Condition 5. Thus (C, P ) ∈ Ob(FA). Note, in general,
∫

A,B
is not left or

right adjoint to P (πA,B
1 ). To see this, consider A = B = [0, 1], r(x, y) : A×B →

[0,∞), r(x, y) = y. Then
∫

A,B(r) = 1/2 whereas ∃A,B(r) = 0 and ∀A,B(r) = 1.

8



Let Sg be a signature and (C, P ) ∈ Ob(FA). An Sg-structure S in (C, P )
is an assignment of an object JσK to each sort symbol σ, a morphism JfK : Jσ1K×
· · · × JσnK → JτK to each function symbol f : σ1, . . . , σn → τ and an element
JRK ∈ P (Jσ1K × · · · × JσnK) to each relation symbol R ⊆ σ1, . . . , σn in Sg. (To
disambiguate between structures, we sometimes write SJ·K instead of J·K.) For a
context Γ = x1 : σ1, . . . , xn : σn, we define JΓK := Jσ1K×· · ·× JσnK, in particular
if n = 0, JΓK := 1. Each term-in-context M : τ [Γ] may be given a unique
interpretation JM : τ [Γ]K defined recursively as follows:

Jxi : σi [x1 : σ1, . . . , xn : σn]K := πi : Jσ1K × · · · × JσnK → JσiK

Jc : τ [Γ]K := JcK◦!JΓK

Jf(M1, . . . ,Mn) : τ [Γ]K := JfK ◦ 〈JM1[Γ]K, . . . , JMn[Γ]K〉,

where πi is the i-th projection map and !JΓK denotes the unique morphism from
JΓK to 1. Note we often abbreviate JM : τ [Γ]K as JM [Γ]K as the type τ can be
inferred from the term M and context Γ.

S interprets formulas-in-context recursively as follows:

JR(M1, . . . ,Mn) [Γ]K :=P (〈JM1[Γ]K, . . . , JMn[Γ]K〉)(JRK),

JM1 =τ M2 [Γ]K :=P (〈JM1[Γ]K, JM2[Γ]K〉)(JEqJτKK),

J✸(φ1, . . . , φn) [Γ]K :=✸
P (JΓK)(Jφ1 [Γ]K, . . . , Jφn [Γ]K),

JΩx:σ(φ) [Γ]K :=ΩJΓK,JσK ◦ P (aSΓ,x:σ)(Jφ [Γ, x : σ]K),

where aSΓ,x:σ : JΓK× Jx : σK → JΓ, x : σK is the change-in-product isomorphism9.
Then, S satisfies an equation-in-context M1 = M2 : τ [Γ], if

JM1 : τ [Γ]K = JM2 : τ [Γ]K

and S satisfies a sequent-in-context φ1, . . . , φn ⊢ φn+1 [Γ], if for n ≥ 0,

Jφ1[Γ]K ⊗ . . .⊗ Jφn[Γ]K ≤ Jφn+1[Γ]K.

In particular, for n = 0, if eJΓK ≤ Jφn+1[Γ]K. We define the theory of S, denoted
Th(S), to be the Sg-theory where A(Th(S)) is the collection of all assertions
satisfied by S. We say S satisfies T or S is a T -model if T ≤ Th(S).

Example 3. In [17], Mostowski introduced a general class of quantifiers and
studied classical first-order logic extended with these quantifiers. Instead of
Set( , 2), we consider the isomorphic powerset functor P : Set → Pos, which
sends a set A to its powerset P(A) and a function f : A → B to its preimage
operator. A Mostowski quantifier10 Ω, is specified for each set A, by a subset
Ω(A) ⊆ P(A). Then for A,B sets, and R ⊆ A×B, we define

ΩA,B(R) := {a ∈ A : {b ∈ B : (a, b) ∈ R} ∈ Ω(B)}.

9This handles the case where Γ = ∅ and JΓ, x : σK = Jx : σK 6= JΓK × Jx : σK = 1× Jx : σK.
10In Mostowski’s original formulation is more restrictive and requires quantifiers to be car-

dinality invariant. Our presentation here is essentially that of [22].
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Note that quantifiers ∀ and ∃ belong to the class, defined for a set A, by ∀(A) :=
{A} and ∃(A) := P(A) \ {∅} respectively. A nonstandard Mostowski quantifier
of early interest [10] is the “there exists uncountably many” quantifier Q1, where
for each set A, Q1(A) is the collection of all uncountable subsets of A.

One may verify that (Set,P) augmented with a Mostowski quantifier Ω
satisfies Condition (3) and so structures in (Set,P) can interpret the language
of classical logic augmented with Ω. However, in general, many such natural
quantifiers, fail to satisfy Conditions (5). The first part of Equation 2 requires
that Q1(1) = {1}, and the second part of Equation 2 requires for all sets A,B
and R ⊆ A×B, that

R(x, y) ∈ Q(A×B) ⇐⇒ {a ∈ A : R(a, y) ∈ Q(B)} ∈ Q(A). (4)

One sees that this condition also fails for Q1, by considering A = B = R and
R = R× {0}.

A subcollection X ⊆ Ob(FA), defines a logic �X , where given Sg-theories
T and T ′, T �X T ′ if every T -model S ∈ (C, P ) ∈ X is also a T ′-model. Given
a logic L, we let Ob(FAL) be the collection of all prop-categories in Ob(FA)
such that L is sound with respect to �Ob(FAL), that is, whenever T ⊢L T

′, then
T �Ob(FAL) T

′.

4 Classifying Prop-Categories and General Com-

pleteness Theorems

In the subsequent sections, we suppose L has designated operation symbols
e ∈ L0 and ⊗ ∈ L2. Given a sufficiently rich theory T , we will construct the
classifying prop-category (CT , PT ) ∈ Ob(FA), which is the first-order analogue
of the Lindenbaum-Tarski (LT) algebras of propositional logic. As with LT-
algebras, each classifying prop-category (CT , PT ) contains a generic T -model
G ∈ (CT , PT ), i.e. Th(G) = T , which interprets each term and formula in
context as its associated equivalence class obtained by “quotienting out” by the
theory T .

We call a logic L over L adequate if for each L-theory T , (CT , PT ) can
be constructed and (CT , PT ) ∈ Ob(FA). Define Lm to be the first-order logic
whose rules are listed in Figure 1.11

Theorem 1. If L ⊇ Lm, then L is adequate.

To construct CT , from an L-theory T , we consider contexts, formulas and
terms in context equal up to renaming of their free variables. Morphisms are

11In AAL, propositional logics which satisfy ✸-Cong for each connective are called self-
extensional, which is the weakest class of logics in the Fregean hierarchy. [23] [6, pg. 419]
Kleene’s strong 3-valued logic K3 [11, p. 332] is a simple example of a non selfextensional
propositional logic. However, A first-order version of K3 can still be modeled as the fragment
of an adequate logic by restricting to sequents with empty antecedent.
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Ax
φ ⊢ φ [Γ]

φ ⊢ ψ [Γ] ψ ⊢ θ [Γ]
Cut

φ ⊢ θ [Γ]

Φ ⊢ ψ [Γ]
Cwk

Φ ⊢ ψ [Γ, x : σ]

M = M ′ : σ [∆] Φ ⊢ ψ [Γ, x : σ,Γ′]
Sub

Φ[M/x] ⊢ ψ[M ′/x] [Γ,Γ′]

φ ⊣⊢ ψ [Γ, x : σ]
Ω-Con

Ωx:σ(φ) ⊢ Ωx:σ(ψ) [Γ]

φ1 ⊣⊢ φ′1 [Γ] . . . φn ⊣⊢ φ′n [Γ]
✸-Cong

✸(φ1, . . . , φn) ⊢ ✸(φ′1, . . . , φ
′
n) [Γ]

Φ, α, β,Ψ ⊢ θ [Γ]
⊗-Ref

Φ, α⊗ β,Ψ ⊢ θ [Γ]

Φ, e,Ψ ⊢ φ [Γ]
e-Ref

Φ,Ψ ⊢ φ [Γ]

Figure 1: Rules for Lm. (Where VS(∆) ⊆ VS(Γ,Γ′) and ∀Ω ∈ Lq, ∀n ∈ ω and
∀✸ ∈ Ln).

sequences of equivalence classes of terms in a common context:

γ : Γ′ → Γ = [N1 : σ1 [Γ′]/∼, . . . , Nn : σn [Γ′]/∼],

where, Γ = x1 : σ1, . . . , xn : σn and

N : τ [Γ] ∼M : τ [Γ] ⇐⇒ N = M : τ [Γ] ∈ T.

Composition of morphisms is by component-wise substitution and one may show
using the rules of equational logic that CT is a category with strictly associative
finite products [18, p. 30].

For each context Γ, we define φ [Γ] ∼ ψ [Γ] if φ ⊢ ψ [Γ], ψ ⊢ φ [Γ] ∈ T . From
Ax and Cut, ∼ defines and equivalence relation on formulas-in-context Γ and
we let PT (Γ) be the partial order of all such classes where φ [Γ]/∼ ≤ ψ [Γ]/∼ iff
φ ⊢ ψ [Γ] ∈ T . For each morphism γ : Γ′ → Γ, we define PT (γ) : PT (Γ) → PT (Γ′)
by simultaneous substitution:

PT ([N1 : σ1 [Γ′]/∼, . . . , Nn : σn [Γ′]/∼])(φ [Γ]/∼) := φ[N1/x1, . . . , Nn/xn] [Γ′]/∼ .

For each n ∈ ω and ✸ ∈ Ln, we define:

✸
Γ(φ1[Γ]/∼, . . . , φn[Γ]/∼) := ✸(φ1, . . . , φn)[Γ]/∼ .

For each context Γ, define eΓ := e [Γ]/∼. For each quantifier symbol Ω ∈ Lq,
and φ [Γ,Γ′], where Γ′ = y1 : τ1, . . . , ym : τm, we interpret ΩΓ,Γ′ as

ΩΓ,Γ′(φ [Γ,Γ′]/∼) := Ωy1:τ1 . . .Ωym:τm(φ) [Γ]/∼ .

11



For each Γ = x1 : σ1, . . . , xn : σn, let Γ′ = x′1 : σ1, . . . , x
′
n, σn. We define

EqΓ := x1 =σ1 x
′
1 ⊗ . . .⊗ xn =σn

x′n [Γ,Γ′]/∼ .

In particular, when Γ = [ ], Eq[ ] = e[ ]/∼= e[ ]×[ ]. Using the rules in Figure 1
one shows that these operations are well-defined and (CT , PT ) ∈ Ob(FA).

The generic T -model G ∈ (CT , PT ), is defined on sorts by GJσK := x : σ, on
function symbols f : σ1, . . . , σn → τ , by GJfK := [f(x̄) : τ [Γ]/∼] and on relation
symbols R ⊆ σ1, . . . , σn by GJRK := R(x̄) [Γ]/∼. By induction one shows that
GJM : τ [Γ]K = [M : τ [Γ]/∼] and GJφ [Γ]K = φ [Γ]/∼. From ⊗-Ref and e-Ref
it follows that Th(G) = T .

Theorem 2. The logic �K provides a complete semantics for ⊢Lm , where K is
any subclass of Ob(FA) containing {(CT , PT ) : T is an Lm-theory}.

Proof. To show that ⊢Lm ⊆ �Ob(FA), one verifies that each S ∈ (C, P ) ∈
Ob(FA) satisfies every interpretation of the rules defining Lm. Now suppose
T �K T ′. Then the generic 〈T 〉Lm-model satisfies T ′, and so T ⊢Lm T ′.

Corollary 1. If L is adequate, then ⊢L ⊇ ⊢Lm .

Since otherwise, the generic model of some L-theory will fail to satisfy an
instance of a rule of Lm. As a consequence, we let (CSg, PSg) := (CSgLm , PSgLm ).
In (CSg, PSg), morphisms γ : Γ → Γ′ are just lists of terms and the elements of
PSg(Γ) are just formulas, both up to α-equivalence and change in the name
of free variables, which are equivalences considered in mathematical practice.
Thus, (CSg, PSg) is a suitable “fibered” analogue of the formula algebra from
AAL.

Suppose L is adequate and let K = {(CT , PT ) : T is an L-theory}. Then
using generic models, one proves �K ⊆ ⊢L. All the remains to prove complete-
ness is to show soundness, i.e. ⊢L ⊆ �K. If L is defined by a sequent calculus,
we only need to show each structure in a classifying prop-category satisfies the
defining rules of L. We have the following general result:

Theorem 3. Suppose Lq = {∀, ∃} and L is an extension of Lm possibly by =-
Adj, ∃-Adj, ∀-Adj shown in Figure 2 and any number of structural and proposi-
tional connective rules12. Then ⊢L = �K, where K = {(CT , PT ) : T is an L-theory}.

Proof. Showing that �K satisfies the structural and propositional connective
rules of L is straightforward.

Suppose L satisfies ∃-Adj and let

φ1, . . . , φn, ψ ⊢ θ [Γ, x : σ],

12Propositional connective rules, are sequent rules whose metaformulas do not include equal-
ity or any quantifiers such as modus ponens. Structural rules additionally do not include
propositional connectives such as cut.
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be an interpretation of the top line of ∃-Adj. Let S ∈ (CT , PT ) ∈ K and
for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, let SJφi [Γ]K = φSi [ΓS ]/ ∼, SJθ [Γ]K = θS [ΓS ] ∼ and
SJψ [Γ, x : σ]K = ψS [ΓS ,Γσ]/∼, where SJσK = Γσ = x1 : σ1, . . . , xn : σn. Then,

n
⊗

i=1

SJφi[Γ, x : σ]K ⊗ SJψ[Γ, x : σ]K ≤ SJθ[Γ, x : σ]K

⇐⇒
n

⊗

i=1

GJφSi [ΓS ,Γσ]K ⊗GJψS [ΓS ,Γσ]K ≤ GJθS [ΓS ,Γσ]K

⇐⇒ T ⊢L φ
S
1 , . . . , φ

S
n , ψ

S ⊢ θS [ΓS ,Γσ]

⇐⇒ T ⊢L φ
S
1 , . . . , φ

S
n , ∃x1:σ1 . . . ∃xn:σn

(ψS) ⊢ θS [ΓS ]

⇐⇒
n

⊗

i=1

SJφi[Γ]K ⊗ SJ∃x:σ(ψ)[Γ]K ⊢ SJθ[Γ]K.

It follows that �K satisfies ∃-Adj. The proof that �K satisfies ∀-Adj is similar.
Now suppose L satisfies =-Adj and let S be a structure in (CT , PT ). Consider

an interpretation of =-Adj:

φ1, . . . , φn ⊢ ψ[x/x′] [Γ, x : σ]
.

φ1, . . . , φn, x =σ x
′ ⊢ ψ [Γ, x : σ, x′ : σ]

Let SJφi[Γ, x : σ]K = φSi [ΓS ,Γσ]/∼, where ΓS ∈ SJΓK, Γσ ∈ SJσK and SJψ[Γ, x :
σ, x′, σ′]K = ψS [ΓS ,Γσ,Γ

′
σ]/∼, where Γ′

σ ∈ SJσK. From Sub and Cwk, one may
derive the rule

Φ ⊢ ψ [Γ, x : σ, y : τ,Γ′]

Φ ⊢ ψ [Γ, y : τ, x : σ,Γ′]
(5)

Let Γσ = x1 : σ1, . . . , xn : σn and Γ′
σ = x′1 : σ1, . . . , x

′
n : σn. Let x̄ = x1, . . . , xn

and x̄′ = x′1, . . . , x
′
n be the lists of variables in Γσ and Γ′

σ respectively. Then
SJψ[x/x′][Γ, x : σ]K = ψS [x̄/x̄′][ΓS ,Γσ]/∼ and

SJφ1[Γ, x : σ]K ⊗ . . .⊗ SJφn[Γ, x : σ]K ≤ SJψ[x/x′][Γ, x : σ]K

⇐⇒ GJφS1 [ΓS ,Γσ]K ⊗ . . .⊗GJφSn [ΓS ,Γσ]K ≤ GJψS [x̄/x̄′][ΓS ,Γσ]K

⇐⇒ T ⊢L φ
S
1 , . . . , φ

S
n ⊢ ψS [x̄/x̄′] [ΓS ,Γσ]

⇐⇒ T ⊢L φ
S
1 , . . . , φ

S
n , x1 =σ1 x

′
1, . . . , xn =σn

x′n ⊢ ψS [ΓS ,Γσ,Γ
′
σ]

( =-Adj and 5)

⇐⇒ T ⊢L φ
S
1 , . . . , φ

S
n ,

n
⊗

i=1

xi =σi
x′i ⊢ ψ

S [ΓS ,Γσ,Γ
′
σ] (⊗-Ref or e-Ref)

⇐⇒ SJφ1[Γ, x : σ, x′ : σ]K ⊗ . . .⊗ SJφn[Γ, x : σ, x′ : σ]K ⊗ SJx =σ x
′[Γ, x : σ, x′ : σ]K

≤ SJψ[Γ, x : σ, x′ : σ]K.

Therefore, S satisfies all interpretations of =-Adj.

13



φ1, . . . , φn ⊢ ψ[x/x′] [Γ, x : σ]
=-Adj

φ1, . . . , φn, x =σ x
′ ⊢ ψ [Γ, x : σ, x′ : σ]

Φ ⊢ ψ [Γ, x : σ]
∀-Adj

Φ,⊢ ∀x,σ(ψ) [Γ]

Φ, ψ ⊢ θ [Γ, x : σ]
∃-Adj

Φ, ∃x:σ(ψ) ⊢ θ [Γ]

Figure 2: Adjoint rules for ∀, ∃ and =.

5 The 2-Categorical View of the Prop-Categorical

Semantics

We may extend Ob(FA) to a 2-category by defining morphisms F : (C, P ) →
(D, Q) by the following data: (1) a product preserving functor F o : C → D and
(2) a natural transformation F p : P ⇒ Q ◦ F o,

C Pos

D

P

F o Q

Fp

such that the following hold:

1. For each c ∈ Ob(C), F p
c : P (c) → Q ◦ F o(c) is an Lω-algebra homomor-

phism.

2. For all Ω ∈ Lq and all b, c ∈ Ob(C),

F p
b ◦ Ωb,c = ΩF ob,F oc ◦Q(a−1

F,b,c) ◦ F
p
b×c.

3. For all c ∈ Ob(C),

F p
c×c(Eqc) = Q(aF,c,c)(EqF oc),

where aF,b,c : F o(b × c) → F ob × F oc is the change-in-product isomorphism.
Given K : (D, Q) → (E , R), we define K ◦ F by (K ◦ F )o := Ko ◦ F o and
(K ◦ F )p := Kp

F o · F p. For parallel morphisms F,H : (C, P ) → (D, Q), we
define a 2-cell η : F ⇒ H to be a natural transformation η : F o ⇒ Ho such that
F p = Qη ·Hp. Compositions of 2-cells is just as it is in Cat. If η is a natural
isomorphism, we call η a 2-isomorphism. For a logic L, we now let FAL be the
corresponding full sub-2-category of FA.

Theorem 4. Let (C, P ), (D, Q) ∈ Ob(FA) and F : (C, P ) → (D, Q) be a mor-
phism. Then for each theory T , each T -model S in (C, P ) gives rise to a T -model
F (S) in (D, Q).
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Proof. First we define the structure F (S). For each sort symbol σ, F (S)JσK :=
F o(SJσK), for each function symbol f : σ1, . . . , σn → τ , F (S)JfK := F o(SJfK) ◦
a−1
Γ , and for each relation symbolR ⊆ σ1, . . . , σn, F (S)JRK := Q(a−1

Γ )◦F p
SJΓK(SJRK),

where aΓ : F o(SJΓK) → F (S)JΓK is the change-of-product morphism and Γ =
x1 : σ1, . . . , xn : σn. A product preserving functor preserves the satisfaction
of equations-in-context since by induction on the complexity of an arbitrary
term-in-context M : τ [Γ],

F (S)JM : τ [Γ]K = F o(SJM : τ [Γ]K) ◦ a−1
Γ .

If for each formula-in-context φ [Γ],

F (S)Jφ[Γ]K = Q(a−1
Γ )(F p

SJΓK(SJφ[Γ]K)), (6)

then if S satisfies a sequent-in-context φ1, . . . , φn ⊢ ψ [Γ], since F p
SJΓK and

Q(a−1) are monotone L -algebra homomorphisms,

n
⊗

i=1

SJφi[Γ]K ≤ SJψ[Γ]K

=⇒
n

⊗

i=1

Q(a−1
Γ ) ◦ F p

SJΓK(SJφi[Γ]K) ≤ Q(a−1
Γ ) ◦ F p

SJΓK(SJψ[Γ]K)

=⇒
n

⊗

i=1

F (S)Jφi[Γ]K ≤ F (S)Jψ[Γ]K,

where if n = 0, then
⊗n

i=1 = eSJΓK. And so F (S) satisfies φ1, . . . , φn ⊢ ψ [Γ].
It follows that F (S) is a T -model and so we only need to prove that Equation
6 holds.

Consider a formula-in-context φ [Γ]. Suppose φ [Γ] is atomic. Case 1: φ [Γ]
is of the form R(M1, . . . ,Mn)[Γ], where R ⊆ τ1, . . . , τn, and each Mi : τi [Γ] is
well-formed. If γ is the list γ = [M1[Γ], . . . ,Mn[Γ]], we define

SJγK := 〈SJM1[Γ]K, . . . , SJMn[Γ]K〉.

Note that
F (S)JγK = aΓ′ ◦ F o(SJγK) ◦ a−1

Γ

Then,

F (S)JR(M1, . . . ,Mn)[Γ]K

= Q(F (S)JγK)(F (S)JRK)

= Q(F (S)JγK) ◦Q(a−1
Γ′ )(F p

SJΓ′K(SJRK))

= Q(a−1
Γ ) ◦Q(F o(SJγK)) ◦ F p

SJΓ′K(SJRK)

= Q(a−1
Γ ) ◦ F p

SJΓK ◦ P (SJγK)(SJRK)

= Q(a−1
Γ ) ◦ F p

SJΓK(SJR(M1, . . . ,Mn)[Γ]K).
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Otherwise, φ [Γ] is of the form M1 =τ M2 [Γ]. Let Γ′ = [x1 : τ, x2 : τ ] and
γ : Γ → Γ′ be the context morphism represented by [M1[Γ],M2[Γ]]. Then,

F (S)JM1 =τ M2[Γ]K

= Q(F (S)JγK)(EqF (S)JτK)

= Q(a−1
Γ ) ◦Q(F o(SJγK)) ◦Q(aΓ′) ◦ EqF (S)JτK

= Q(a−1
Γ ) ◦Q(F o(SJγK)) ◦ F p

SJτK×SJτK(EqSJτK)

= Q(a−1
Γ ) ◦ F p

SJΓK ◦ P (SJγK)(EqSJτK)

= Q(a−1
Γ ) ◦ F p

SJΓK(SJM1 =τ M2[Γ]K).

Now suppose φ [Γ] is of the form ✸(φ1, . . . , φn)[Γ], where ✸ is some n-ary opera-
tion in Lω and for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, F (S)Jφi[Γ]K = Q(a−1

Γ ) ◦F p
SJΓK(SJφi[Γ]K).

Then,

F (S)J✸(φ1, . . . , φn)[Γ]K

= ✸
Q(F (S)JΓK)(F (S)Jφ1[Γ]K, . . . , F (S)Jφn[Γ]K)

= ✸
Q(F (S)JΓK)(Q(a−1

Γ ) ◦ F p
SJΓK(SJφ1[Γ]K), . . . , Q(a−1

Γ ) ◦ F p
SJΓK(SJφn[Γ]K))

= Q(a−1
Γ ) ◦ F p

SJΓK(✸
P (SJΓK)(SJφ1[Γ]K, . . . , SJφn[Γ]K))

= Q(a−1
Γ ) ◦ F p

SJΓK(SJ✸(φ1, . . . , φn)[Γ]K).

Suppose φ [Γ] is of the form Ωx:σ(ψ) [Γ] for Ω ∈ Lq. Let I = SJΓK and X =
SJσK. For c = c1 × · · · × cn, we let ac : F o(c) → F oc1 × · · · × F ocn, and
ac1,c2 : F o(c1 × c2) → F oc1 × F oc2 be the change in product isomorphisms.
Then

F (S)JΩx:σ(ψ)[Γ]K

= ΩF (S)JΓK,F (S)JσK ◦Q(a
F (S)
Γ,x:σ)(F (S)Jψ[Γ, x : σ]K)

= Q(a−1
I ) ◦ ΩF o(I),X ◦Q(aI × idF (X)) ◦Q(a

F (S)
Γ,x:σ)(F (S)Jψ[Γ, x : σ]K)

= Q(a−1
I ) ◦ ΩF o(I),X ◦Q(aI × idF (X)) ◦Q(a

F (S)
Γ,x:σ) ◦Q(a−1

SJΓ,x:σK) ◦ F
p
SJΓ,x:σK(SJψ[Γ, x : σ]K)

= Q(a−1
I ) ◦ ΩF o(I),X ◦Q(a−1

I,X) ◦Q(F o(aSΓ,x:σ)) ◦ F p
SJΓ,x:σK(SJψ[Γ, x : σ]K)

= Q(a−1
I ) ◦ ΩF o(I),X ◦Q(a−1

I,X) ◦ F p
I×X ◦ P (aSΓ,x:σ)(SJψ[Γ, x : σ]K)

= Q(a−1
I ) ◦ F p

I ◦ ΩI,X ◦ P (aSΓ,x:σ)(SJψ[Γ, x : σ]K)

= Q(a−1
SJΓK) ◦ F

p
SJΓK(SJΩx:σ(ψ)[Γ]K.

The next result says we can identify T -models S ∈ (C, P ) with morphisms
S : (CT , PT ) → (C, P ) which we use to develop an “algebraic” view of entailment.

Theorem 5. Let L be adequate and T an L-theory. For each (C, P ) ∈ Ob(FA)
and T -model S in (C, P ) there is a morphism S : (CT , PT ) → (C, P ) in FA,
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unique up to a 2-isomorphism such that S(G) = S, where G is the generic
T -model in (CT , PT ).

Proof. We define S
o

on objects by S
o
(Γ) := SJΓK, and on morphisms by

S
o
([M1[Γ]/∼, . . . ,Mn[Γ]/∼]) := 〈SJM1[Γ]K, . . . , SJMn[Γ]K〉.

Since S is a T -model, S
o

is well defined on morphisms and it is straightforward
to show that S

o
: CT → C is a product preserving functor such that S(G) =

S, where G is the generic T -algebra in CT . We can extend S
o
, by defining

S
p

Γ(φ[Γ]/ ∼) := SJφ[Γ]K, and S
p

Γ well-defined and monotone because S is a
T -model. By definition, S(G) agrees with S on relation symbols. It is also
straightforward to verify that S

p
: PT → P ◦S

o
is a natural transformation, and

that for each context Γ, S
P

Γ is an L -homomorphism.
We now verify Condition 2. For m > 0, let Γ = x1 : σ1, . . . , xn : σn,

Γ′ = xn+1 : σn+1, . . . , xn+m : σn+m, and for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n + m}, let
πi : SJΓ,Γ′K → SJσiK be the ith projection map. Let SJΓK = I, SJΓ′K = I ′ and
for i ∈ {1, . . . , n + m}, let SJσiK = Xi. Let a : SJΓ,Γ′K → SJΓK × SJΓ′K be the
change-of-product isomorphism. Then for each Ω ∈ Lq, if m > 0,

S
p

Γ ◦ ΩΓ,Γ′(φ[Γ,Γ′]/∼)

= S
p

Γ(Ωxn+1:σn+1 · · ·Ωxn+m:σn+m
(φ)[Γ]/∼)

= ΩI,Xn+1 ◦ . . . ◦ ΩI×Xn+1...×Xn+m−1,Xn+m
(SJφ[Γ,Γ′]K)

= ΩSJΓK,SJΓ′K ◦ a
−1∗(SJφ[Γ,Γ′]K) (by 5)

= ΩS
o
(Γ),S

o
(Γ′) ◦ a

−1∗ ◦ S
p

Γ×Γ′(φ[Γ,Γ′]/∼).

Otherwise, Γ′ = [ ] and

S
p

Γ ◦ ΩΓ,[ ](φ [Γ]/∼) = S
p

Γ(φ [Γ]/∼) = SJφ [Γ]K

= ΩSJΓK,SJ K ◦ P (π
SJΓK,SJ K
1 )(SJφ[Γ]K) (by 5)

= ΩS
o
Γ,S

o
[ ] ◦ P (a−1

S,Γ,[ ]
) ◦ Sp

Γ×[ ](φ [Γ]/∼).
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Let Γ = x1 : σ1, . . . , xn : σn, Γ′ = xn+1 : σ1, . . . , x2n : σn. If n > 0,

S
p

Γ×Γ′(EqΓ)

=

n
⊗

i=1

SJxi =σi
xn+i[Γ,Γ

′]K

=

n
⊗

i=1

P (〈π
SJΓ,Γ′K
i , π

SJΓ,Γ′K
i+n 〉)EqSJσiK

=
n

⊗

i=1

P (〈π
SJΓK
i π

SJΓK,SJΓ′K
1 , π

SJΓ′K
i π

SJΓK,SJΓ′K
2 〉 ◦ a)EqSJσiK

= P (a) ◦
n

⊗

i=1

P (〈π
SJΓK
i π

SJΓK,SJΓ′K
1 , π

SJΓ′K
i π

SJΓK,SJΓ′K
2 〉)EqSJσiK

= P (a) ◦ EqSo
(Γ). (by 6)

And if n = 0,

S
p

[ ](Eq[ ]) = S
p

[ ](e[ ]/∼) = SJe[ ]K = e1 ( by 6)

= P (aS,[ ],[ ])(e1×1) = P (aS,[ ],[ ])(EqSo
[ ]).

Now all that remains to show is that if F : (CT , PT ) → (C, P ) is another
morphism such that F (G) = S(G) = S then they are 2-isomorphic.

Let aF,Γ : F o(Γ) → F (G)
o
(Γ) = S

o
(Γ) be the change-of-product isomor-

phism. Then aF : F o ⇒ S
o

is a natural isomorphism, and PaF · S
p

= PaF ·
F (G)

p
= F p, from Equation 6. Thus aF is a 2-isomorphism from F to S.

Remark 2. In the proof of Theorem 5, we see that to interpret structures as
morphisms, all we need is for the prop-category (C, P ) to satisfy the identities
satisfied by the classifying prop-category (CT , PT ). In turn these identities are
determined the theory T and more generally, the syntax. In order to include
Mostowski Quantifiers which failed to satisfy Condition 5, one can extend the
syntax with the following quantifier rule

φ : prop [Γ,Γ′] ,
ΩΓ′(φ) : prop [Γ]

and define the interpretation of ΩΓ′(φ) [Γ] by a structure as

JΩΓ′ (φ) [Γ]K := ΩJΓK,JΓ′K ◦ P (a)−1(Jφ [Γ,Γ′]K),

where a is the change-in-product isomorphism. Thus Condition 5 may be
dropped and similar considerations hold for the equality predicate and Con-
dition 6.

Definition 5.1. Let F : (C, P ) → (D, Q) be a morphism in FA. We define the
kernel of F , denoted kerF to consist of the following data:
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1. A relation on Ob(C), such that c1 ∼ c2 iff F oc1 = F oc2.

2. A relation on Mor(C) such that f1 ∼ f2 iff F of1 = F of2.

3. A relation on ⊔c∈Ob(C)P (c) such that r1 ≺ r2 iff F p
c1(r1) ≤ F p

c2(r2), where
ri ∈ P (ci).

If K : (C, P ) → (E , R) is another morphism, we say kerK ≤ kerF , if and only
if the relations of kerK are contained in the corresponding relations of kerF .

Let S be an Sg-structure in (C, P ) ∈ Ob(FA) and let a ∈ ASg. If a =
φ1, . . . , φn ⊢ φ [Γ], define

SJaK := (

n
⊗

i=1

SJφi[Γ]K, SJφ[Γ]K),

and if a is and equation M1 = M2 : τ [Γ], define

SJaK := (SJM1 : τ [Γ]K, SJM2 : τ [Γ]K).

For each Sg-theory T , we define SJT K := {SJaK : a ∈ A(T )} and for F : (CT , PT ) →
(C, P ) where T is an Lm-theory, let Th(F ) be the Sg(T )-theory such that

A(Th(F )) := {a ∈ ASg : GJaK ∈ kerF}.

It is straightforward to verify that Th(F ) = Th(F (G)). Thus, for each structure
S ∈ (C, P ), Th(S) = Th(S(G)) = Th(S). Moreover, whenever F is 2-isomorphic
to a parallel 2-cell K, then Th(F ) = Th(K).

Let T , and T ′ be Sg-theories and (C, P ) ∈ Ob(FA). From our prior obser-
vations the following are equivalent:

1. T �(C,P ) T
′.

2. ∀F : (CSg, PSg) → (C, P ) such that T ≤ Th(F ), then T ′ ≤ Th(F ).

3. ∀F : (CSg, PSg) → (C, P ) such that GJT K ⊆ kerF , then GJT ′K ⊆ kerF .

Thus in the sequel, we take Sg-structures in (C, P ) to be morphisms F : (CSg, PSg) →
(C, P ). In the remainder of the section, we show how the prop-categorical se-
mantics provide a natural notion of structural action on theories. This material
is not necessary for the development of subsequent sections.

Let H : (CSg, PSg) → (CSg′ , PSg′) be a morphism and let T1, T2 be Sg-
theories. We can define an action of H on Sg equations and sequents in context
which can be extended to T1 by taking the union: that is H ·T1 is the Sg′ theory
whose assertions are ∪a∈A(T1)H · a. For equations-in-context M1 = M2 : τ [Γ],

H · (M1 = M2 : τ [Γ]) := {M1
i = M2

i : τi [ΓH ]}ni=1,

where Ho(M i : τ [Γ]) = [M i
1 : τ1 [ΓH ], . . . ,M i

n : τn [ΓH ]] for i ∈ {1, 2}. And for
sequents-in-context φ1, . . . , φn ⊢ φn+1 [Γ],

H · (φ1, . . . , φn ⊢ φn+1 [Γ]) = φH1 , . . . , φ
H
n ⊢ φHn+1 [ΓH ],
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where Hp
Γ(φi [Γ]) = φHi [ΓH ], for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n + 1}. Since products in

(CSg, PSg) are unique up to permutation of the list of their variable sort pairs,
if K : (CSg′ , PSg′) → (CSg′′ , PSg′′ ), then (K ◦ F ) · T1 = K · (F · T1) and clearly,
id(CSg,PSg) · T1 = T1. Moreover, suppose V ⊆ Ob(FAL ) and that T1 �V T2. Let
(C, P ) ∈ V and F : (CSg′ , PSg′) → (C, P ) such that GJH · T1K ⊆ kerF . Then
GJT1K ⊆ kerF ◦ H and since T1 �V T2, GJT2K ⊆ kerF ◦ H . It follows that
GJH · T2K ⊆ kerF and so H · T1 �V H · T2. Therefore, all logics defined seman-
tically by subcollections of Ob(FAL ) are structural with respect the actions by
morphisms.

This allows one to define a (first-order) logic as a class of closure operators

⊢Sg
L , one for each signature that is structural with respect to some subcate-

gory G of FAL whose objects are the prop-categories (CSg, PSg). Particularly
interesting candidates are when G is the full subcategory and when G is the
subcategory of all morphisms H : (CSg, PSg) → (CSg′ , PSg′ ) which map single
sort contexts to single sort contexts.

6 Basic Constructions in FA

Let (C, P ) ∈ Ob(FA) and consider the signature Sg whose sorts are Ob(C),
whose function symbols are f : c1, . . . , cn → c, for each f : c1 × · · · × cn →
c ∈ Mor(C) and whose relation symbols are R ⊆ c1, . . . , cn for each R ∈ P (c1 ×
· · · × cn). Note that f : c1 × · · · × cn → c ∈ Ob(C) is included both as an
n-ary operation symbol f : c1, . . . , cn → c and as a unary operation symbol
f : c1 × · · · × cn → c in Sg and similarly for relation symbols. There is a
canonical Sg-structure S in (C, P ) called the internal structure of (C, P ),
where JcK = c, JfK = f and JRK = R for each sort, function symbol and relation
symbol respectively. We define Th(C, P ) := Th(S).

Proposition 1. Let (C, P ) ∈ Ob(FA) and let S be the internal structure of
(C, P ), and T the theory of S. Then S : (CT , PT ) → (C, P ) determines a 2-
equivalence.

Proof. Define ι : (C, P ) → (CT , PT ) by ιo(c) := x : c for c ∈ Ob(C), ιo(f : c1 →
c2) := f(x) : c2 [x : c1]/∼ for f ∈ Mor(C) and ιp(R) := R(x) [x : c]/∼ for each
c ∈ Ob(C) and each R ∈ P (c). It is straightforward to verify that ιo is a finite
product preserving functor. Let f : c1 → c2 ∈ Mor(C). Then for R ∈ P (c2),

ιpc1 ◦ P (f)(R) = P (f)(R)(x)[x : c1]/∼

= R(f(x))[x : c1]/∼

= PT (f(x) : c2[x : c1]/∼)(R(x)[x : c2]/∼)

= PT (ιo(f)) ◦ ιpc2(R).

Thus ιp is a natural transformation. It is also straightforward to verify, for each
c ∈ Ob(C) that ιpc is an monotone L -algebra homomorphism. Let Ω ∈ Lq,
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c1, c2 ∈ Ob(C) and R ∈ P (c1 × c2). Then

Ωιoc1,ιoc2 ◦ PT (a−1) ◦ ιpc1×c2(R)

= Ωx2:c2(R(〈π1, π2〉(x1, x2)))[x1 : c1]/∼

= Ωc1,c2(R)(x)[x : c1]/∼

= ιpc1 ◦ Ωc1,c2(R).

Let c ∈ Ob(C). Then

PT (a−1) ◦ ιpc×c(Eqc)

= Eqc(〈π1, π2〉(x1, x2))[x1 : c, x2 : c]/∼

= Eqc(x1, x2)[x1 : c, x2 : c]/∼

= x1 =c x2 [x1 : c, x2 : c]/∼

= Eqx:c.

It follows that ι is a morphism.
Now S

o
◦ ιo = idC , and for each c ∈ Ob(C) and R ∈ P (c),

(S
p

ιo · ι
p)c(R) = S

p

ιoc ◦ ι
p
c(R) = S

p

ιoc(R(x)[x : c]/∼) = R.

It follows that S ◦ ι = id(C,P ).
In the other direction,

ιo ◦ S
o
([x1 : c1, . . . , xn : cn]) = [x : c1 × · · · × cn],

ιo ◦ S
o
([M1 : c1[Γ]/∼, . . . ,Mm : cm[Γ]/∼])

= 〈SJM1 : c1[Γ]K, . . . SJMm : cm[Γ]K〉(x) : c1 × · · · × cm [x : SJΓK]/∼

and
(ιp

S
o · S

p
)Γ(φ[Γ]/∼) = SJφ[Γ]K(x)[x : SJΓK]/∼ .

For each context Γ = x1 : c1, . . . , xn : cn, define η : ιo · S
o
⇒ idCT

by

ηΓ = [π1(x) : c1[x : SJΓK]/∼, . . . , πn(x) : cn[x : SJΓK]/∼].

One may verify that η is a natural isomorphism and that PT η·id
p
(CT ,PT ) = ιp

S
o ·S

p
.

It follows that η : ι◦S ⇒ id(CT ,PT ) is a 2-isomorphism and so (CT , PT ) and (C, P )
are equivalent.

Thus (CT , PT ) ≡ (C, P ) and so (CT , PT ) is a syntactic representation of
(C, P ) similar to the representation of an algebra as the free algebra over its
elements quotiented out by is equational theory. Moreover, it can be shown
that if (C, P ), (D, Q) ∈ Ob(FA) are equivalent in FA, then �(C,P ) = �(D,Q) and
so �(C,P ) = �(CT ,PT ).

Let (C, P ), (D, Q) ∈ Ob(FA). We say (D, Q) is a subprop-category of
(C, P ), if there exists a morphism ι : (D, Q) → (C, P ), such that ιo is faithful
and for each c ∈ Ob(C), ιpc is an order embedding. We call the morphism ι a
subprop-morphism.
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Proposition 2. If (D, Q) is a subprop-category of (C, P ), then �(C,P ) ⊆�(D,Q).

Proof. Suppose T �(C,P ) T
′ and consider F : (CSg, PSg) → (D, Q), such that

GJT K ⊆ kerF . Then GJT K ⊆ ker(ι ◦ F ), and since T �(C,P ) T
′, GJT ′K ⊆ ker(ι ◦

F ). Since ι is a subprop-morphism, GJT ′K ⊆ ker(F ) and so T �(D,Q) T
′.

Let F : (C, P ) → (D, Q) be a morphism in FA. In general, (F (C), F (P )), is
not a subprop-category of (D, Q) where F (C) is the image of C under F o, and for
all g : d1 → d2 ∈ Mor(F (C)), F (P )(g) := Q(g)|Fp

c2
P (c2) : F p

c2P (c2) → F p
c1P (c1),

where F oci = di for i ∈ {1, 2}. When (F (C), F (P )) does define a subprop-
category of (D, Q) we call it the image of F .

Lemma 1. Let F : (C, P ) → (D, Q) be a morphism in FA such that F o is
injective on objects. Then (F (C), F (P )) is a subprop-category of (D, Q) and
there exists a unique morphism H : (C, P ) → (F (C), F (P )) such that ι ◦H = F ,
where, ι : (F (C), F (P )) →֒ (D, Q) is the inclusion morphism. We call H, the
corestriction of F to (F (C), F (P )). Furthermore, H is strictly finite product
preserving, full, surjective on objects, and for each c ∈ Ob(C), Hp

c is surjective.

Proof. Since F o is injective on objects, F (C) is a sub-category of D. Let d1, d2 ∈
Ob(F (C)) and F o(ci) = di. Then the designated product diagram of d1 and d2
in F (C) which we denote (d1×̂d2, π̂1, π̂2) (to distinguish it from the designated
diagram of d1×d2 in D) is (F o(c1×c2), F o(π1), F o(π2)) where (c1×c2, π1, π2) is
the designated product diagram of c1×c2 in C. Given g1 : d→ d1 and g2 : d→ d2
we let <g1, g2> := F o(〈f1, f2〉), which is the unique morphism such that π̂i◦ <
g1, g2 >= gi for i ∈ {1, 2}. We also define the designated terminal object in
F (C) to be 1F (C) := F o(1C). Define F (P )(d1) := F p(P (c1)) ≤ Q(d1) and for g ∈
F (C)(d1, d2), if F o(f) = g, define F (P )(g) := Q(g)|F (P )(d2) = Q(F of)|Fp

c2
P (c2).

Since F p : P ⇒ Q ◦ F o, we have F (P )(g)(F (P )(d2)) ⊆ F (P )(d1). For Ω ∈ Lq

we denote the interpretation of Ω in (F (C), F (P )) by ΩF (P ), which we define
for r ∈ F (P )(d1×̂d2) as

Ω
F (P )
F oc1,F oc2

(r) := ΩF oc1,F oc2 ◦Q(a−1
F,c1,c2

)(r).

Let r′ ∈ P (c1 × c2) such that F p
c1×c2(r′) = r. Then,

Ω
F (P )
d1,d2

(r) = Ωd1,d2 ◦Q(a−1) ◦ FP
c1×c2(r) = F p

c1(Ωc1,c2(r′)) ∈ F (P )(d1).

Equality EqF (P ) is defined by

Eq
F (P )
F oc := Q(aF,c,c)(EqF oc) = F p

c×c(Eqc) ∈ F (P )(F oc ×̂F oc).

First we show that (F (C), F (P )) ∈ FA. Conditions 1 and 2 are immediate.
Condition 3 follows from the fact that for each F oc ∈ Ob(F (C)),

Ω
F (P )
(·),d = Ω(·),F oc ·Q(a−1

F,(·),c)|F (P )((·)×̂F oc).

Condition 4 is satisfied as we take ⊗F (P )(d1) := ⊗Q(d1)|F (P )(d1) and e
F (P )
d1

:=
F p
c1(ec1) = ed1 .
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Next we consider Condition 5. Let d = F oc ∈ F (C) and Ω ∈ Lq. Then

Ω
F (P )
d,F o(1) ◦ F (P )(π̂

d,F o(1)
1 ) = Ωd,F o(1) ◦Q(a−1

F,c,1) ◦Q(π̂
d,F o(1)
1 )|F (P )(d)

Ωd,F o(1) ◦Q(π
d,F o(1)
1 )|F (P )(d) = idF (P )(d).

Let d1, d2, d3 ∈ F (C), and F o(ci) = di. Let r ∈ F (P )((d1×̂d2)×̂d3) and r′ ∈
P ((c1 × c2) × c3) such that F p

(c1×c2)×c3
(r′) = r. Then

= Ω
F (P )

d1,d2×̂d3
◦Q(âd1,d2,d3)(r)

= Ωd1,d2×̂d3
◦Q(a−1

F,c1,c2×c3
) ◦Q(F o(ac1,c2,c3)) ◦ F p

(c1×c2)×c3
(r′)

= ΩF oc1,F o(c2×c3) ◦Q(a−1
F,c1,c2×c3

) ◦ F p
c1×(c2×c3)

◦ P (ac1,c2,c3)(r′)

= F p ◦ Ωc1,c2×c3 ◦ P (ac1,c2,c3)(r′)

= F p
c1 ◦ Ωc1,c2 ◦ Ωc1×c2,c3(r′)

= ΩF oc1,F oc2 ◦Q(a−1
F,c1,c2

) ◦ F p
c1×c2 ◦ Ωc1×c2,c3(r′)

= ΩF oc1,F oc2 ◦Q(a−1
F,c1,c2

) ◦ ΩF o(c1×c2),F oc3 ◦Q(a−1
F,c1×c2,c3

) ◦ F p
(c1×c2)×c3

(r′)

= Ω
F (P )
d1,d2

◦ Ω
F (P )

(d1×̂d2),d3
(r).

Thus Condition 5 is satisfied.
We now consider Condition 6.

Eq
F (p)
F o(1) = F p

1×1(Eq1) = F p
1×1(e1×1) = eF o1×̂F o1.

Let d1, d2 ∈ Ob(F (C)) and F oci = di. Let c = c1 × c2 and d = d1×̂d2. Then,

Eq
F (P )
d = F p

c×c(Eqc)

= F p
c×c(

2
⊗

i=1

P (〈πc
i π

c,c
1 , πc

iπ
c,c
2 〉)Eqci)

=

2
⊗

i=1

F p
c×c ◦ P (〈πc

i π
c,c
1 , πc

iπ
c,c
2 〉)Eqci

=

2
⊗

i=1

Q(F o〈πc
iπ

c,c
1 , πc

iπ
c,c
2 〉) ◦ F p

ci×ciEqci

=

2
⊗

i=1

F (P )(<π̂d
i π̂

d,d
1 , π̂d

i π̂
d,d
2 >)Eq

F (P )
di

.

It follows that (F (C), F (P )) ∈ FA.
Let ιo : F (C) →֒ D be the inclusion functor and for each d ∈ Ob(F (C)), let

ιpd : F (P )(d) →֒ Q(d) be the inclusion homomorphism. It is immediate that
ιp : F (P ) ⇒ Q ◦ ιo is natural. Let Ω ∈ Lq, d1, d2 ∈ Ob(F (C)) and F o(ci) = di.
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For r ∈ F (P )(d1×̂d2),

ιpd1
◦ Ω

F (P )
d1,d2

(r) = Ωd1,d2 ◦Q(a−1
F,c1,c2

)(r)

= Ωιo
d1

,ιo
d2

◦Q(a−1
F,c1,c2

) ◦ ιp
d1×̂d2

(r).

And,
ιp
d×̂d

(EqF (P )) = Q(aF,c,c) ◦ Eqιod.

It follows that ι = (ιo, ιp) ∈ FA((F (C), F (P )), (D, Q)).
Define H = (Ho, Hp) by Ho : C → F (C), where Ho(c) := F o(c), Ho(f) :=

F o(f) and Hp
c is the corestriction of F p

c to F (P )(F oc). The naturality of
Hp : P ⇒ F (P ) ◦ Ho follows from the naturality of F p : P ⇒ Q ◦ F o. By
definition Ho strictly preserves finite products and ι ◦ H = F . Since ιo is in-
jective on objects and faithful, and ιpd is injective, for each d ∈ Ob(F (C)), H
is uniquely defined so that H ◦ ι = F . Let c1, c2 ∈ Ob(C) and r ∈ P (c1 × c2).
That H commutes with the quantifiers and equality follows from the fact that
F does. Thus, H ∈ FA((C, P ), (F (C), F (P ))).

Proposition 3. FA has all products.

Proof. The terminal object 1FA is (∗, 1∗) where ∗ is the terminal category and
1∗ is its unique endofunctor. It is straightforward to verify that (∗, 1∗) ∈ FA
and that for each prop-category (C, P ) ∈ FA, there is a unique morphism
!(C,P ) : (C, P ) → (∗, 1∗), where !(C,P ) = (!C , !P ).

Let {(Ci, Pi)}i∈I ⊆ Ob(FA) be non-empty. Let
∏

I Ci denote the product
of the categories {Ci}i∈I , that is, the category whose objects a specify for each
i ∈ I, an object ai ∈ Ob(Ci), and whose morphisms f : a → b specify for each
i ∈ I a morphism fi ∈ Ci(ai, bi). Composition g ◦ f of morphisms f : a→ b and
g : b→ c is defined for each i ∈ I as (g ◦f)i := gi ◦fi : ai → ci. Since each Ci has
finite products, we define 1 so that 1i = 1Ci

and for a, b ∈ Ob(
∏

Ci), we define
a× b so that (a × b)i := ai × bi. For k ∈ {1, 2}, we define the projection maps

πa,b
k by πa,b

k,i = πai,bi
k . One verifies that this determines a product diagram for

a× b, where for every pair of maps f : c→ a and g : c→ b, 〈f, g〉i := 〈fi, gi〉.
Now we define

∏

I Pi :
∏

I Ci → Pos, on objects a ∈ Ob(
∏

I Ci) by (
∏

I Pi)(a) :=
∏

I Pi(ai) and on morphisms f ∈
∏

I Ci(a, b) by (
∏

I Pi)(f) :=
∏

I Pi(fi). Then
for f : a→ b and g : b→ c, (

∏

I Pi)(g ◦ f) =
∏

I Pi(gi ◦ fi) :=
∏

I Pi(fi)Pi(gi) :=
∏

I Pi(fi)
∏

I Pi(gi) = (
∏

I Pi)(f)◦(
∏

I Pi)(g). One also verifies that
∏

I Pi(ida) =
id∏

I
Pi(a), so that

∏

I Pi is a contravariant functor and thus (
∏

I Ci,
∏

I Pi) is a
prop-category.

For each a ∈ Ob(
∏

I Ci), we define Eqa and ea so that Eqa,i := Eqai
and

ea,i := eai
. Let b ∈ Ob(

∏

I Ci) and c = a × b. Then Eq1 = e1×1 since for each
i ∈ I,

Eq1,i = Eq1Ci
= e1Ci

×1Ci
= e1×1,i.

Also,

Eqc = (
∏

I

Pi)〈π
a,b
1 πc,c

1 , πa,b
1 πc,c

1 〉Eqa ⊗ (
∏

I

Pi)〈π
a,b
2 πc,c

1 , πa,b
2 πc,c

1 〉Eqb,
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since for each j ∈ I,

((
∏

I

Pi)〈π
a,b
1 πc,c

1 , πa,b
1 πc,c

1 〉Eqa ⊗ (
∏

I

Pi)〈π
a,b
2 πc,c

1 , πa,b
2 πc,c

1 〉Eqb)j

= Pj〈π
aj ,bj
1 π

cj ,cj
1 , π

aj ,bj
1 π

cj ,cj
1 〉Eqaj

⊗ Pj〈π
aj ,bj
2 π

cj ,cj
1 , π

aj ,bj
2 π

cj ,cj
1 〉Eqbj

= Eqc,j

For Ω ∈ Lq, Ωa,b :
∏

I Pi(a×b) →
∏

I Pi(a) is defined so that Ωa,b,i := Ωai,bi .
As with the conditions for equality, the remaining conditions for the quantifiers
follow from the fact that they hold coordinate-wise. Therefore, (

∏

I Ci,
∏

I Pi) ∈
Ob(FA).

For j ∈ I, the projection morphism πj : (
∏

I Ci,
∏

I Pi) → (Cj , Pj) con-
sists of the projection functor πo

j :
∏

I Ci → Cj and the natural transformation
πp
j :

∏

I Pi ⇒ Pj◦πo
j defined for each object a ∈ Ob(

∏

I Ci), by πp
j,a :

∏

I Pi(a) →
Pj(aj), i.e. πp

j,a is the (monotone) projection homomorphism. For all f : a →
b ∈ Mor(

∏

I Ci),

b
∏

I Pi(bi) Pj(bj)

a
∏

I Pi(ai) Pj(aj)

fop
∏

I Pi(fi)

πp
j,b

Pj(fj)

πp
j,a

commutes and so πp
j :

∏

i Pi → Pj ◦ πo
j is a natural transformation. For all

a ∈ Ob(
∏

I Ci),
πp
j,a×a(Eqa) = Eqa,j = Eqaj

= Eqπo
j
(a).

For Ω ∈ Lq, a, b ∈ Ob(
∏

I Ci) and A ∈ (
∏

I Pi)(a× b),

πp
j,a ◦ Ωa,b(A) = Ωaj ,bj (Aj) = Ωπj(a),πj(b) ◦ π

p
j,a×b(A).

It follows that πj : (
∏

I Ci,
∏

I PCi
) → (Cj , PCj

) is a prop-category morphism.
Let (D, Q) ∈ FA and for each j ∈ I, let Fj : (D, Q) → (Cj , Pj) be a morphism

in FA. Define 〈Fi〉I : (D, Q) → (
∏

I Ci,
∏

I Pi), so that 〈Fi〉oI := 〈F o
i 〉I and define

〈Fi〉
p
I : Q ⇒

∏

I Pi ◦ 〈Fi〉oI for d ∈ Ob(D), by 〈Fi〉
p
I,d := 〈F p

i,d〉I . Then for all
g : d1 → d2 ∈ Mor(D),

d2 Q(d2)
∏

I(Pi ◦ F o
i (d2))

d1 PD(d1)
∏

I(Pi ◦ F o
i (d1))

gop Q(g)

〈F p
i,d2

〉I

∏

I(Pi ◦ F o
i (g))

〈F p
i,d1

〉I

25



commutes since
∏

I

(Pi ◦ F
o
i (g)) ◦ 〈F p

i,d2
〉I = 〈Pi ◦ F

o
i (g) ◦ F p

i,d2
〉I

= 〈F p
i,d1

◦Q(g)〉I

= 〈F p
i,d1

〉I ◦Q(g).

It follows that 〈Fi〉
p
I : Q⇒

∏

I Pi ◦ 〈Fi〉oI is a natural transformation.
Let d ∈ Ob(D) and a ∈ Mor(

∏

I Ci) such that for each j ∈ I, aj : F o
j (d×d) →

F o
j d× F o

j d is the change-of-product isomorphism. Then for each j ∈ I,

〈F p
i,d×d〉I(Eqd)j = F p

j,d×dEqd = Pj(aj)EqF o
j
d,

and so
〈Fi〉

p
I,d×dEqd =

∏

I

Pi(a)Eq〈Fi〉oId

Let d1, d2 ∈ Ob(D) and a ∈ Mor(
∏

I Ci) such that for each j ∈ I, aj : F o
j (d1×

d2) → F o
j d1 × F o

j d2 is the change-of-product isomorphism. Then, for Ω ∈ Lq,

〈Fi〉
p
I,d1

◦ Ωd1,d2 = 〈F p
i,d1

◦ Ωd1,d2〉I

= 〈ΩF o
i
d1,F o

i
d2 ◦ P (a−1

i ) ◦ F p
i,d1×d2

〉I

= Ω〈Fi〉oId1,〈Fi〉oId2
◦
∏

I

Pi(a
−1) ◦ 〈Fi〉

p
I,d1×d2

.

Therefore, 〈Fi〉I is a morphism. Also, for each j ∈ I and d ∈ Ob(D),

(πp
j,〈Fi〉oI

· 〈Fi〉
p
I)d = πp

j,〈Fi〉oId
◦ 〈F p

i,d〉I = F p
j,d,

and
πo
j ◦ 〈Fi〉

o
I = F o

j .

Thus for each j ∈ I, πj ◦ 〈Fi〉I = Fj . If φ : (D, Q) → (
∏

I CI ,
∏

I Pi) is another
morphism such that for each j ∈ I, πj ◦ φ = Fj , then φo = F o

i and for each
d ∈ Ob(D),

(πp
j,φo · φp)d = πp

j,〈F o
i
〉Id

◦ φpd = F p
j,d.

It follows that φpd = 〈Fi〉
p
I,d, and so φ = 〈Fi〉I .

Proposition 4. Let L be a first-order language and {(Ci, Pi)}i∈I ⊆ Ob(FA).
Then

�(
∏

I
Ci,

∏
I
Pi)⊇�{(Ci,Pi)}i∈I

.

Proof. If I = ∅, then (
∏

I Ci,
∏

I Pi) = 1FA = (∗, 1∗) which satisfies every
sequent-in-context and equation-in-context. Thus, �1FA

= �∅. Otherwise, sup-
pose T �{(Ci,Pi)}i∈I

T ′ and let S ∈ (
∏

I Ci,
∏

I Pi) be a T -model. Then for each
i ∈ I, πi(S) is a T -model in (Ci, Pi). By assumption πi(S) satisfies T ′ for all
i ∈ I and it follows that S satisfies T ′.

As a consequence, for each logic L, FAL has all products.
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7 Fibered Homomorphism Theorem

In this section we present a fibered homomorphism theorem which closely mir-
rors the corresponding result from universal algebra. These results give an or-
thogonal factorization system for FAL. For a general reference on factorization
systems see [19].

Fix a logic L and let E be the class of morphisms ǫ in FAL such that ǫo is
bijective on objects, full and for each c ∈ Ob(C), ǫpc is surjective. Let M be the
collection of subprop-morphisms in FAL.

Theorem 6 (Fibered Homomorphism Theorem). Let F : (C, P ) → (D, Q) be a
morphism in FAL.

1. F factors as ψ ◦ ǫ, for some ǫ ∈ E and ψ ∈ M .

2. If K : (C, P ) → (E , R) ∈ Mor(FAL) where K is a full, surjective on objects
and for each e ∈ Ob(e), Kp

e is surjective, then there exists a unique mor-
phism H : (E , R) → (D, Q) such that HK = F if and only if kerK ≤ kerF .

Proof of Part 1 of Theorem 6. Let T be the theory of (C, P ) and S the internal
structure of (C, P ). Let T ′ be the theory of F (S) (which is an Lm-theory) and G
the generic T ′-model in (CT ′ , PT ′). Let ι : (C, P ) → (CT , PT ) be the morphism
which with S witnesses the equivalence of (C, P ) and (CT , PT ). We have the
following diagram:

(C, P ) (D, Q)

(CT , PT ) (CT ′ , PT ′)

ι

F

G F (S)

It is straightforward to verify that the above diagram commutes. Since G ◦ ι is
injective on objects, from Proposition 1, the following diagram commutes

(C, P ) (D, Q)

(CT ′ , PT ′)

(G ◦ ι(C), G ◦ ι(P ))

H

F

G ◦ ι F (S)

λ F (S) ◦ λ

where λ is the inclusion morphism and H the corestriction. Let ǫ = H , ψ =
F (S) ◦ λ and (G ◦ ι(C), G ◦ ι(P )) = (E , R). By construction, ǫ and ψ meet the
conditions of the theorem. Since ι is a subprop-morphism, from Proposition 2,
(E , R) ∈ FAL.

Proof of part 2 of Theorem 6. ( ⇐= ) Let e1 ∈ Ob(E). Since Ko is surjective on
objects, there exists c1 ∈ Ob(C), such that Ko(c1) = e1. Define Hoe1 := F oc1.
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Let e2 ∈ Ob(E), and h1 : e1 → e2. Then there exists c2 ∈ Ob(C) such that
Koc2 = e2 and since Ko is full, there exists f1 : c1 → c2 such that Kof1 = h1.
Define Hoh1 := F of1. Since kerK ≤ kerF , Ho is well defined. If h2 : e2 → e3,
let f2 : c2 → c3 such that Kof2 = h2. Then

Ho(h2h1) = Ho(Kof2K
of1) = Ho(Ko(f2f1)) = F o(f2f1) = Hoh2H

oh1.

Also, Ho(ide1 ) = Ho(Koidc1) = F oidc1 = idF oc1 = idHoe1 and so Ho is a
functor.

Let 1E be the terminal element in E . Then there exists c ∈ Ob(C) such
that Koc = 1E . Since Ko preserves finite products Ko1C is a terminal ele-
ment in E and so Ko1C ∼= 1E . Since Ho is a functor, it preserves isomor-
phisms and so Ho1E ∼= HoKo1C = F o1C , and so Ho1E is terminal in D since
F o preserves finite products. Let e1, e2 ∈ Ob(E) and c1, c2, c ∈ Ob(C), such
that Koci = ei and Koc = e1 × e2. For i ∈ {1, 2}, let fi : c → ci such
that Kofi = πe1,e2

i and let α = 〈Koπc1,c2
1 ,Koπc1,c2

2 〉. Since Ko preserves fi-
nite products, α is an isomorphism. For i ∈ {1, 2}, Koπc1,c2

i Ko〈f1, f2〉 =
Kofi = πe1,e2

i and so Ko〈f1, f2〉 = α−1. Then Ho(α−1) = F o〈f1, f2〉 is an
isomorphism and for i ∈ {1, 2}, F oπc1,c2

i ◦ F o〈f1, f2〉 = F ofi. Thus since F o

preserves finite products, F o〈f1, f2〉 is a change-of-product isomorphism from
(F oc, F of1, F

of2) to (F o(c1 × c2), F oπc1,c2
1 , F oπc1,c2

2 ). It follows that (Ho(e1 ×
e2), Hoπe1,e2

1 , Hoπe1,e2
2 ) = (F oc, F of1, F

of2) is a product diagram forHoe1, H
oe2

and so Ho preserves finite products.
Let e ∈ Ob(E), and r ∈ R(e). Then there exists c1 ∈ Ob(C) and r1 ∈ P (c1)

such that Kp
c1(r1) = r. Define Hp

e (r) := F p
c1(r1). If r2 ∈ P (c2), such that

Kp
c2(r2) = r, then (r1, r2), (r2, r1) ∈ OkerK ⊆ OkerF and so F p

c1(r1) = F p
c2(r2).

It follows that Hp
e is well-defined and by definition, Hp

e ◦ Kp
c1 = F p

c1 . Let
r1, r2 ∈ R(e) such that r1 ≤ r2. Then there exists c ∈ Ob(C) and r′1, r

′
2 ∈ P (c)

such that Kp
c (r′i) = ri for i ∈ {1, 2}. Then (r′1, r

′
2) ∈ OkerK ⊆ OkerF , and so

Hp
e (r1) = F p

c (r′1) ≤ F p
c (r′2) = Hp

e (r2). Thus Hp
e is monotone.

Let h : e1 → e2 and f : c1 → c2 such that Kof = h. Then

Q(Hoh) ◦Hp
e2 ◦K

p
c2 = Q(F of) ◦ F p

c2 = F p
c1 ◦ P (f)

= Hp
e1 ◦K

p
c1 ◦ P (f) = Hp

e1 ◦R(h) ◦Kp
c2 ,

and since Kp
c2 is surjective, Q(Hoh) ◦Hp

e2 = Hp
e1 ◦R(h). Thus, Hp : R ⇒ QHo

is a natural transformation.
Let e ∈ Ob(E). Then there exists c, c′ ∈ Ob(C), such that Koc′ = e× e and

Koc = e. Then for i ∈ {1, 2}, there exists fi : c′ → c such that Kofi = πe,e
i .

Then for i ∈ {1, 2},

Koπc,c
i Ko〈f1, f2〉 = Kofi = πe,e

i .

It follow that Ko〈f1, f2〉 = α−1, where α = 〈Koπc,c
1 ,Koπc,c

2 〉. Define:

a := 〈F oπc,c
1 , F oπc,c

2 〉 b := 〈Hoπe,e
1 , Hoπe,e

2 〉.

Then
aF o〈f1, f2〉 = 〈F of1, F

of2〉 = 〈Hoπe,e
1 , Hoπe,e

2 〉 = b,
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and so F o〈f1, f2〉 = a−1b. Also note that

F p
c×c(Eqc) = Q(a)(EqF oc) and Kp

c×c(Eqc) = R(α)(EqKoc).

Then

Q(b)(EqHoe) = Q(b)(EqF oc) = Q(b)(Q(a−1)F p
c×cEqc)

= Q(a−1b)F p
c×c(Eqc) = Q(F o〈f1, f2〉)F

p
c×c(Eqc)

= F p
c′P (〈f1, f2〉)(Eqc) = Hp

e×eK
p
c′P (〈f1, f2〉)(Eqc)

= Hp
e×eR(Ko〈f1, f2〉)K

p
c×c(Eqc) = Hp

e×e(R(α−1)Kp
c×c(Eqc))

= Hp
e×e(EqKoc) = Hp

e×e(Eqe).

Let e1, e2 ∈ Ob(E), and c1, c2, c ∈ Ob(C) such that Koci = ei and Koc =
e1 × e2. Let fi : c→ ci such that Kofi = πe1,e2

i and define

a := 〈F oπc1,c2
1 , F oπc1,c2

2 〉 b := 〈Hoπe1,e2
1 , Hoπe1,e2

2 〉.

Also, let α := 〈Koπc1,c2
1 ,Koπc1,c2

2 〉. Then for Ω ∈ Lq

= ΩHoe1,Hoe2 ◦Q(b−1) ◦Hp
e1×e2 ◦R(α−1) ◦Kp

c1×c2

= ΩF oc1,F oc2 ◦Q(a−1) ◦Q(b−1a) ◦Hp
e1×e2 ◦R(α−1) ◦Kp

c1×c2

= ΩF oc1,F oc2 ◦Q(a−1) ◦Q(Hoα) ◦Hp
e1×e2 ◦R(α−1) ◦Kp

c1×c2

= ΩF oc1,F oc2 ◦Q(a−1) ◦Hp
Ko(c1×c2)

◦R(α) ◦R(α−1) ◦Kp
c1×c2

= ΩF oc1,F oc2 ◦Q(a−1) ◦Hp
Ko(c1×c2)

◦Kp
c1×c2

= ΩF oc1,F oc2 ◦Q(a−1) ◦ F p
c1×c2

= F p
c1 ◦ Ωc1,c2

= Hp
e1 ◦K

p
c1 ◦ Ωc1,c2

= Hp
e1 ◦ ΩKoc1,Koc2 ◦R(α−1) ◦Kp

c1×c2

= Hp
e1 ◦ Ωe1,e2 ◦R(α−1) ◦Kp

c1×c2 .

Since R(α−1) ◦Kp
c1×c2 is surjective it follows that

ΩHoe1,Hoe2 ◦Q(b−1) ◦Hp
e1×e2 = Hp

e1 ◦ Ωe1,e2 .

Thus H is a morphism in FA and H ◦K = F .
( =⇒ ). Since K is full, surjective on objects and for each e ∈ Ob(E), Kp

e

is surjective, there is only one possible definition for H . One may verify that
if kerK � kerF , then either Ho is ill-defined or for some e ∈ Ob(E), Hp

e is
ill-defined or not monotone.

Remark 3. Like part 1 of Theorem 6, the internal logic can also be used to
prove part 2. In what follows we sketch the proof of the ( ⇐= ) direction. Let
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S be the internal structure in (E , R) and T its theory. We construct a T -model
A ∈ (D, Q), so that

(C, P ) (D, Q)

(E , R) (CT , PT )
K

F

A ◦ ι

ι

A

commutes.
For each e ∈ Ob(E), let ce ∈ Ob(C) such that Koce = e. For each h ∈

Mor(E), let fh ∈ Mor(C), such that Kofh = h and for each e ∈ Ob(E) and
r ∈ R(e), let qr ∈ P (c) for some c ∈ Ob(C) such that Kp

c (qr) = r. For each
each sort e, AJeK := F oce, for each unary function symbol h : e1 × · · · × en → e,
AJhK := F ofh and each unary relation symbol r ∈ R(e1×· · ·×en), AJrK := F p

cēqr.

For each n-ary function symbol h : e1, . . . , en → e, we define AJhK := fh ◦ a−1
ē

where aē : F o(cē) → AJe1K× · · · ×AJenK is the change-in-product isomorphism.
Similarly, for each n-ary relation symbol r ⊆ e1, . . . , en, we define AJrK :=
Q(aē)

−1 ◦ F p
cē(qr).

By induction, one may prove that for each term M : e [Γ], where Γ = x1 :
e1, . . . , xn : en, that AJM : e [Γ]K = F ofSJM :e [Γ]K ◦ a

−1
ē , and for each formula-in-

context φ [Γ], that AJφ[Γ]K = Q(a−1
ē ) ◦ F p

cē(qSJφ[Γ]K). It follows that A satisfies
each equation-in-context in T , and if φ1, . . . , φn ⊢ φn+1 [Γ] is in T , then

SJφ1 ⊗ . . .⊗ φn [Γ]K ≤ SJφn+1[Γ]K

=⇒ Kp
c (qSJφ1⊗...⊗φn[Γ]K) ≤ Kp

c (qSJφn+1[Γ]K)

=⇒ F p
c (qSJφ1⊗...⊗φn[Γ]K) ≤ F p

c (qSJφn+1[Γ]K)

=⇒ F p
c (qSJφ1[Γ]K) ⊗ . . .⊗ F p

c (qSJφn[Γ]K) ≤ F p
c (qSJφn+1[Γ]K)

=⇒ AJφ1[Γ]K ⊗ . . .⊗AJφn[Γ]K ≤ AJφn+1[Γ]K.

It follows that A is a T -model. By construction, we have K ◦A ◦ ι = F .

Proposition 5. The classes E and M form a factorization system in FAL.

Proof. Note that both M and E contain all the isomorphisms in FAL and are
closed under composition. From Part 1 of Theorem 6, each F ∈ Mor(FAL)
can be factored as m ◦ e with m ∈ M and e ∈ E . Now consider the following
commuting solid diagram of morphisms in FAL:

· ·

· ·

· ·

e

u

e′

m

∃!w

m

v

We want to to show there is a unique morphism w making the small squares
commute. Note that Th(e) ⊆ Th(vme) = Th(m′e′u) = Th(e′u), and since e

30



is bijective on objects, ker(e) ≤ ker(e′u). From part 2 of Theorem 6, there
exists a unique morphism w such that we = e′u. Moreover it is straightforward
to verify that the morphisms in E are epimorphisms in FAL and so e is an
epimorphism. From this fact and the fact that the large rectangle and small top
square commute, the small bottom square must commute as well.

8 Algebraic Characterizations of Logical Closure

Operators

Let Sg be a single-sorted algebraic signature, AlgSg the category of set-valued
Sg-algebras and EqSg the class of Sg-equations. Then there is an adjunction

P(EqSg) P(AlgSg)op

Alg(·)

Eq(·)

⊣
(7)

Where P is the operation of taking the powerset and both P(EqSg) and
P(AlgSg) are ordered by inclusion. This adjunction determines a closure oper-
ator Eq ◦Alg on P(EqSg), and a closure operator Alg ◦Eq on P(AlgSg). From
Birkhoff’s Completeness Theorem for equational logic, Eq◦Alg(Θ) is the closure
of Θ under the derivation rules of equational logic. Birkhoff’s HSP Theorem
asserts Alg ◦Eq(·) is HSP(·) where H, S, P are the operations which close a class
of algebras under the operations of taking homomorphic images, subalgebras
and products respectively [2].

In the categorical semantics for equational logic, AlgSg ≡ FP(CSg,Set)
where FP is the 2-category of categories with finite products and product pre-
serving functors. Birkhoff’s HSP Theorem interpreted in the categorical se-
mantics says Y ⊆ Ob(FP(CSg,Set)) is an equational class iff HSP(Y) = Y,
where

1. P(Y) is the smallest class containing Y stable under products.

2. S(Y) is the smallest class containing Y such that whenever F ∈ Y and
η : K ⇒ F is a monomorphism, then K ∈ S(Y).

3. H(Y) is the smallest class containing Y such that whenever F ∈ Y, and
η : F ⇒ K is a regular epimorphism, then K ∈ H(Y).

For an analogous characterization for a multi-sorted algebraic signature see [1].
Since we are considering first-order logics, we are interested in a similar result
where P(EqSg) is replaced by the complete lattice of all Sg-theories ThSg and
algebras by first-order structures. If Sg is single sorted and L is a language
for classical first-order logic, then the Tarskian Sg-structures of classical first-
order logic can be identified with morphisms F : (CSg, PSg) → (Set,P), where
P is the preimage functor. It is well-known that closing a class of Tarskian
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structures under their common theory, is equivalent to closing the class under
ultraproducts, isomorphic copies and ultraroots [8, p. 454]. In what follows, we
develop an analogous result for an arbitrary first-order logic L and its general
prop-categorical semantics.

Let ModL
Sg be the collection of all Sg-structures in FAL. Then we are

interested in characterizing Mod(·) ◦Th, where

ThSg P(ModL
Sg)op.

Mod(·)

Th(·)

⊣

We take ModL
Sg to be the collection of all morphisms F : (CSg, PSg) → (C, P )

such that (C, P ) ∈ Ob(FAL). Then for each Y ⊆ ModL
Sg, Th(Y) is the Sg-theory

whose assertions are {a ∈ ASg : ∀F ∈ Y, GJaK ∈ kerF} and for each T ∈ ThSg,

ModT = {F ∈ ModL
Sg : GJT K ⊆ kerF}. If FAL forms a complete semantics for

L, Th(ModT ) is the Sg-theory whose assertions are {a ∈ ASg : T ⊢L a}. For

Y ⊆ ModL
Sg, we wish to characterize Mod(·) ◦Th(Y). Let {Fi : (CSg, PSg) →

(Ci, Pi)}i∈I ⊆ Mod(·) ◦Th(Y). Then each (Ci, Pi) ∈ Ob(FAL), and from Propo-

sition 4, (
∏

Ci,
∏

Pi) ∈ Ob(FAL), and so 〈Fi〉i∈I ∈ ModL
Sg. Moreover, 〈Fi〉i∈I

satisfies each assertion satisfied by all Fi and so 〈Fi〉i∈I ∈ Mod(·) ◦Th(Y). We
define the (external) product of {Fi}i∈I to be 〈Fi〉i∈I and let P(Y) denote the
closure of Y under external products. And so, Mod(·) ◦Th(Y) is stable under
taking external products.

Let F : (CSg, PSg) → (C, P ) ∈ Mod(·) ◦Th(Y). Then for eachH ∈ FAL((C, P ), (D, Q)),
H ◦ F ∈ Mod(·) ◦Th(Y). We say H ◦ F is an (external) homomorphic im-
age of F and let H(Y) denote the closure of Y under external homomorphic
images. If H : (CSg, PSg) → (E , R) and ι : (E , R) → (C, P ) are morphisms such
that F = ι ◦ H and ι is a subprop-morphism, then we call H an (external)
submodel of F and let S(Y) denote the closure of Y under taking external
submodels. Since GJTh(Y)K ⊆ kerF , ι ◦H = F and ι is a subprop-morphism,
GJTh(Y)K ⊆ kerH and so H ∈ Mod(·) ◦Th(Y).

Remark 4. If we consider T -algebras as product preserving functors {Fi : CT →
C}i∈I , where C has arbitrary products then,

CT C

∏

i∈I C

F×

〈Fi〉i∈I
×

a

commutes up to a change-in-product natural isomorphism a, where × is the
right adjoint to the diagonal functor Diag : C →

∏

i∈I C and F× is the usual
“internal” product of the algebras {Fi}i∈I . Since × is faithful, 〈Fi〉i∈I and
F× satisfy the same equations. Then the external product 〈Fi〉i∈I satisfies the
same equational theory as the internal product F×. For first-order models, the
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internal product need not correspond to the external. The issue is that for
c ∈ Ob(

∏

i∈I C), in general,
∏

i∈I P (ci) 6∼= P (×(c)).

Theorem 7. Let L be a logic and Sg a signature. For each Y ⊆ ModL
Sg,

Mod(·) ◦Th(Y) = HSP(Y).

Proof. If Y is the class of all Sg-L structures of a given theory T , then we
showed Y is closed under taking (external) products, submodels and homomor-
phic images and so HSP(Y) ⊆ Mod(·) ◦Th(Y).

In the other direction, let T = Th(Y), F : (CSg, PSg) → (C, P ) be a T -model,
where (C, P ) ∈ Ob(FAL) and let {Ti}i∈I be the collection of all Sg-L theories
such that there exists Fi : (CSg, PSg) → (Ci, Pi) ∈ Y such that Th(Fi) = Ti.
Then T = ∩i∈ITi, and define ǫT := G : (CSg, PSg) → (CT , PT ), where G ∈
(CT , PT ) is the generic T -model. Then ker ǫT ≤ ker〈Fi〉I , and so from Theorem
6, there exists ι : (CT , PT ) → (

∏

I Ci,
∏

I Pi) such that

(CSg, PSg) (
∏

I Ci,
∏

I Pi)

(CT , PT )

ǫT

〈Fi〉I

ι

commutes. Moreover, since Th(〈Fi〉I) = T , ι is a subprop-morphism. From
Proposition 2, (CT , PT ) ∈ Ob(FAL) and so ǫT ∈ SP(Y) = Y. Since F is a T -
model, ker ǫT ≤ kerF . From Theorem 6, there exists a morphism ι : (CT , PT ) →
(C, P ), such that

(CSg, PSg) (C, P )

(CT , PT )

ǫ

F

ι

commutes and so F ∈ HSP(Y). Therefore, HSP(Y) ⊇ Mod(·) ◦Th(Y).

Let Log be the partial order of all logics. We now consider the following
adjunction:

Log P(Ob(FA))op

Ob(FA(·))

�(·)

⊣

(8)

In order to give a characterization of the closure operator Ob(FA�(·)
), we first

restrict the logics in Log to some fixed signature Sg. Let LogSg be the collec-
tion of all logics restricted to Sg-assertions and we denote the corresponding
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restrictions of Ob(FA(·)) and �(·), Ob(FASg
(·) ) and �

Sg
(·) respectively.

LogSg
P(Ob(FA))op

Ob(FASg

(·)
)

�
Sg

(·)

⊣

(9)

In the context of the (untyped) equational logic Adjunction 9 corresponds
to the following: Let Lω be an algebraic signature and V a set of variables
of cardinality λ. Let EqV be the collection of Lω-equations over V which we
identify with Fm2

V , the square of the formula-algebra. A collection of Lω-
algebras A determines a structural closure operator �A, defined by Θ �A ǫ = δ
if and only if for all homomorphisms h : FmV → A, where A ∈ A, if Θ ⊆ kerh,
then ǫ = δ ∈ kerh. Observe that �SP(A) = �A, but SP(A) may not be the
largest collection of algebras defining the same consequence. In [3] it is shown
that the largest such class of Lω-algebras is UλSP(A), where B ∈ Uλ(A) if
every λ-generated subalgebra of B is in A.

Taking the operation Uλ as inspiration, where λ up to renaming speci-
fies the propositional signature, given a signature Sg, and X a collection of
prop-categories, we define USg(X ) so that (D, Q) ∈ USg(X ), if each classi-
fying subprop-category (CT , PT ) of (D, Q) is in X , where Sg(T ) = Sg. For
X ⊆ Ob(FA), we take P(X ) to be the closure of X under taking products and
S(X ) to be the closure of X under taking subprop-categories.

Theorem 8. For each X ⊆ Ob(FA), Ob(FASg
(·) )◦ �

Sg
(·) (X ) = USgSP(X ).

Proof. From Proposition 2 and Proposition 4, Ob(FASg
(·) )◦ �

Sg
(·) (X ) is stable

under S and P. Let (D, Q) ∈ USg(Ob(FASg
(·) )◦ �

Sg
(·) (X )) and suppose T �X a.

Let F : (CSg, PSg) → (D, Q) be a T -model in (D, Q) and T ′ = Th(F ). From
Theorem 6 there exists ι : (CT ′ , PT ′) → (D, Q) which makes the diagram

(CSg, PSg) (D, Q)

(CT ′ , PT ′)

ǫT ′

F

ι

commute. Moreover, since Th(F ) = Th(ǫT ′), ι is a subprop-morphism. Then

(CT ′ , PT ′) ∈ Ob(FASg
(·) )◦ �

Sg
(·) (X ), because (D, Q) ∈ USg(Ob(FASg

(·) )◦ �
Sg
(·) (X )).

Since T �X a and GJT K ⊆ ker ǫT ′ , GJaK ∈ ker ǫT ′ . Thus GJaK ∈ kerF

and so T �(D,Q) a. It follows that (D, Q) ∈ Ob(FASg
(·) )◦ �

Sg
(·) (X ) and so

Ob(FASg
(·) )◦ �

Sg
(·) (X ) is stable under USg. Therefore, Ob(FASg

(·) )◦ �
Sg
(·) (X ) ⊇

USgSP(X ).

Now let (D, Q) ∈ Ob(FASg
(·) )◦ �

Sg
(·) (X ) and consider a subprop-morphism

ι : (CT , PT ) → (D, Q) such that Sg(T ) = Sg. If a ∈ ASg \A(T ), then the generic
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T -model G in (CT , PT ) does not satisfy a and so T 2(CT ,PT ) a. Since �(CT ,PT ) ⊇
�(D,Q) ⊇ �X for each a /∈ T , there exists a T -model Fa : (CSg, PSg) → (Ca, Pa)
such that (Ca, Pa) ∈ X and GJaK /∈ kerFa. Then ker(ǫT ) ≤ ker(〈Fa〉a/∈T ) and so
there exists a morphism λ : (CT , PT ) →

∏

a/∈T (Ca, Pa) such that

(CSg, PSg)
∏

a/∈T (Ca, Pa)

(CT , PT )

ǫT

〈Fa〉a/∈T

λ

commutes. Moreover, Th(ǫT ) = Th(〈Fa〉a/∈T ) and so λ is a subprop-morphism.
Thus (CT , PT ) ∈ SP(X ) and so (D, Q) ∈ USgSP(X ).

Adjunction 9 is relevant when one wants to consider a logic over a fixed
signature. However, in categorical logic, where internal logic is used, it makes
sense to have a logic be independent of a particular signature. Thus we also
provide a characterization of the closure Ob(FA�(·)

) in Adjunction 8. For X ⊆
Ob(FA), we define U(X ) by (D, Q) ∈ U(X ), if each classifying subprop-category
(CT , PT ) of (D, Q) is in X . That is, (D, Q) ∈ U(X ) if and only if for each
signature Sg, (D, Q) ∈ USg(X ).

Theorem 9. Ob(FA�(·)
) = USP(·).

Proof. Clearly Ob(FA�X
) is stable under S and P. Suppose (D, Q) ∈ U(Ob(FA�X

)).
Suppose T �X T ′ and let Sg = Sg(T ). Consider F : (CSg, PSg) → (D, Q) such
that T ⊆ Th(F ). Then F factors as

(CSg, PSg) (D, Q)

(CT ′′ , PT ′′ )

ǫT ′′

F

ι

where T ′′ = Th(F ) ⊇ T and ι is a subprop-morphism. Then (CT ′′ , PT ′′) ∈
Ob(FA�X

), and so T ′ ⊆ T ′′ = Th(F ) and so T �(D,Q) T
′. Thus Ob(FA�(·)

) is
stable under U.

Now suppose (D, Q) ∈ Ob(FA�X
). Then �(D,Q) ⊇ �X . Following the proof

of Theorem 8, one shows for each signature Sg, (D, Q) ∈ USgSP(X ) and so
(D, Q) ∈ USP(X ).

We would like to thank Adam Přenosil for his many insights and helpful
suggestions on this paper.
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