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Abstract

In previous work, categories of algebras of endofunctors were shown to be enriched in categories of coalgebras of the same
endofunctor, and the extra structure of that enrichment was used to define a generalization of inductive data types. These
generalized inductive data types are parametrized by a coalgebra C, so we call them C-inductive data types; we call the
morphisms induced by their universal property C-inductive functions.
We extend that work by incorporating natural transformations into the theory: given a suitable natural transformation
between endofunctors, we show that this induces enriched functors between their categories of algebras which preserve C-
inductive data types and C-inductive functions.
Such C-inductive data types are often finite versions of the corresponding inductive data type, and we show how our framework
can extend classical initial algebra semantics to these types. For instance, we show that our theory naturally produces partially
inductive functions on lists, changes in list element types, and tree pruning functions.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation

Inductive types and inductively defined functions play a central role in functional programming languages.
Their categorical semantics arise from interpreting them as initial algebras of an endofunctor. Giving
categorical semantics to types, and more generally to programs, offers us rigorous tools to reason about
programs. Conversely, concepts emerging in category theory often find their way into functional program-
ming languages.
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In prior work [16], the categorical semantics of inductive data types was expanded by applying a
construction from Sweedler theory [4] to the category of algebras of an endofunctor. A key result showed
that this category is enriched in the category of coalgebras of the same endofunctor, leading to the definition
of C-inductive functions – inductively defined functions parameterized by a coalgebra C. By considering
algebras that admit a unique C-inductive function to any other algebra, we obtained C-initial algebras,
which generalize inductive data types, and call them C-inductive types.

In this paper, we extend this work by incorporating natural transformations into the theory. Natural
transformations between endofunctors provide the categorical account of how one inductively defines func-
tions between inductive types – they induce functions between the initial algebras. Thus, here we show
that they do the same thing for C-inductive functions.

We explain this concretely in the following three examples: first, an example of a C-inductive type;
second, an example of a natural transformation inducing a function between inductive types; and third,
an example of a natural transformation inducing a function between C-inductive types.

Example 1.1 The set of finite binary trees with labels in a monoid (M, •, e), denoted TM , is the initial
algebra for the endofunctor F (X) := 1 + M × X × X. Being initial entails that there exists a unique
algebra morphism TM → A for all algebras A. Now, consider the set Sn containing all possible binary tree
shapes of depth at most n ∈ N. The set Sn naturally carries a coalgebra structure which unpacks a tree
shape into the triple (e, ℓ, r), where ℓ and r are the shapes of subtrees. An example of an Sn-inductive
function is given by the function Sn × TM → A which takes a shape and a binary tree, prunes the tree
according to the shape, and then applies the algebra morphism TM → A. Since we are always pruning
trees to a maximum depth of of n, we can restrict ourselves to the algebra TM,n consisting of binary trees
of depth at most n. There exists a unique Sn-inductive function Sn × TM,n → A for every algebra A,
justifying calling TM,n a Sn-initial algebra, which corresponds to a Sn-inductive type.

Introducing the parameterization via a coalgebra facilitates a preprocessing step, allowing us to control
up to which point input is being considered. The elements of the coalgebra serve as witnesses of this,
ensuring that the input does not exceed a specified size, thereby enabling us to generalize inductive data
types by imposing size restrictions.

Another fundamental notion in categorical semantics for functional programming is the natural trans-
formation. Defining a function between inductive data types can be seen categorically as providing a
natural transformation between the endofunctors defining the types. Such an inductive function is given
by constructing an algebra morphism from the initial algebra of an endofunctor G to the initial algebra of
another F . To do so, the initial F -algebra is endowed with a G-algebra structure by employing a natural
transformation µ : G → F . The desired inductive function then arises as the unique algebra morphism
from the initial G-algebra.

Example 1.2 Continuing our running example, consider the endofunctor given by G(X) := 1+X, whose
initial algebra is the natural numbers N. We seek to define a function N → TM that maps an integer n
to the perfect binary tree (i.e., every node has 2 children) of depth n with each node labeled by e ∈ M .
This function is constructed using the natural transformation µX : 1 + X → 1 + M × X × X, defined
component-wise as µX(x) = (e, x, x). We show in Definition 3.7 that we can use µTM

to equip TM with
the G-algebra structure 1 +TM

µTM−−−→ 1 +M ×TM ×TM → TM . The unique G-algebra morphism N → TM
then realizes the desired function.

We now unify the previous two examples by combining the theory of C-inductive types with natural
transformations. In this example we see how natural transformations allow us to carry over C-inductive
functions from one functor to another, while retaining the underlying set of the coalgebra C.

Example 1.3 To conclude our running example, consider the set n = {0, . . . , n}, which can be given a
G-coalgebra structure by sending i 7→ i − 1. We can define the n-inductive function n × N → A, which
takes a pair of numbers (i, j) and applies the algebra morphism N → A to min(i, j). Observe the coalgebra
n serves a role similar to that of Sn when pruning trees, as they both allow us to control up to what point
the input is considered.
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Using µ : G → F , we equip the G-coalgebra n with an F -coalgebra structure n → 1+n
µn−→ 1+M×n×n,

which is called the pushforward of n (cf. Definition 3.8). We note the resulting F -coalgebra is isomorphic
to the F -coalgebra Sn,perf of perfect binary tree shapes of depth at most n, and hence the underlying sets
contain the same elements. In Definition 3.17 we see how the natural transformation µ acts on n-inductive
functions: for example, here it takes the function n×N → N to the function Sn,perf ×TM → TM . Following
the same reasoning as before, we can restrict to TM,n to obtain a function Sn,perf ×TM,n → TM , and we can
postcompose with TM → A to obtain φA : Sn,perf × TM,n → A for any F -algebra A. Intuitively, φA takes
a depth and a binary tree, prunes the binary tree to that depth and then applies the algebra morphism
TM → A to the result.

Using the natural transformation µ, we can leverage C-inductive functions on F -algebras using the
more insightful G-algebras and coalgebras. The key advantage is that µ preserves the underlying set of
the coalgebra C when acting on a C-inductive function as in Definition 3.17. In particular, the coalgebra
Sn,perf has the same underlying set as n, ensuring the coalgebraic control remains well-understood.

We remark the use of the coalgebra Sn,perf is essential, since simply defining an algebra morphism
TM,n → A does not work in general, as seen when taking A = TM . Moreover, the obtained function φA
is unique for every A, making TM,n an Sn,perf-initial algebra. Since Sn,perf is obtained from n it is easy to
handle – every element of Sn,perf corresponds to an element of n. At the same time, using µ we do obtain
the non-trivial Sn,perf-inductive data type TM,n, and Sn,perf-inductive functions defined on it come with
extra control given by the manageable Sn,perf.

Incorporating natural transformations into the theory of C-inductive types and functions gives us tools
to construct these types and functions from simpler ones. These types often impose size constraints,
and we theorize this could be used to reason about program termination and memory usage though that
will be left for future work. The C-inductive functions give us more control when compared to regular
inductive functions, and utilizing natural transformations to generate these functions allows us to reduce
the complexity of the coalgebras involved.

In this paper, we develop a more robust theory for C-inductive types. Previous work has adopted an
abstract perspective, focusing on enriched hom-objects defined via a universal property. Here, however,
we focus on C-inductive functions, as they admit concrete definitions in all examples considered. This
approach not only provides more constructive proofs but also enhances the feasibility of implementing the
theory within a programming language, given the explicit characterization of C-inductive functions.

1.2 Contributions

In previous work, it was shown that for any well-behaved lax monoidal endofunctor, the category of
algebras of that endofunctor is enriched in the category of its coalgebras [16, Thm. 31]. In this paper, we
unify this result with monoidal natural transformations, which demonstrates this enrichment is functorial.

To formalize this, we use the fibered category EnrCat in Definition 3.1, where objects are pairs (C,V),
with C as a V-enriched category. By [16, Thm. 31], the pair (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) is an object of this category.

To establish functoriality, we take a lax monoidal natural transformation µ : F → G between endo-
functors on C and construct functors (µ!, µ∗) : (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) → (AlgG,CoAlgG) in Theorem 3.20, as
well as (µ∗, µ¡) : (AlgG,CoAlgG) → (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) in Corollary 3.26. These functors are induced by
transformations of measurings, which are equivalent by Theorem 3.5. Since C-initial algebras play a key
role in our study, we show that the functor (µ!, µ∗) respects these structures in Theorem 3.21.

Additionally, we provide worked examples in Section 4, with a particular focus on expanding those
introduced in the introduction in Section 4.4. We also demonstrate how a lax monoidal natural transfor-
mation induces a transformation of partially inductive functions on lists to partially inductive functions
on natural numbers in Section 4.3.

1.3 Related work

Algebra and coalgebra are fundamental tools in computer science, particularly for giving semantics to
inductive data types and dynamical systems. Coalgebras are widely used to model state-based systems
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and behaviors over time (an overview of which can be found in [8]), while initial algebras provide semantics
for inductive data types such as natural numbers and trees. The theory behind inductive data types and
their categorical semantics has been well developed, and has resulted in the theory of W -types [11,14].

There has also been considerable interest in generalizing these ideas in the spirit of Sweedler’s theory
[4], originally developed for k-algebras and k-coalgebras, where k is some field. Analogues of Sweedler’s
theory have been developed for monoids [6,7], modules [3], dg-algebras [1], ∞-algebras over ∞-operads [17],
monads [13], and modules in double categories [19]. Among these settings, algebras over an endofunctor
are in a sense the most simple, as they avoid the coherence conditions required by more structured settings
such as monads or operads. Hence, here Sweedler’s theory is laid out in the most transparent form.

In many concrete cases, C-inductive types are a given by imposing size constraints on inductive types,
which is legitimated by the coalgebra C dictating to which extent the induction proceeds. This is related to
techniques which guarantee the termination of recursive functions by indexing the number of recursive calls
remaining before the function (forcefully) terminates [2,12,18]. For our C-inductive functions, elements
of a coalgebra C can also provide such indexing and we suspect C-inductive types can be used to reason
about program termination in a similar fashion.

2 Overview of prior work

In this section we give a brief exposition of the material found in [15]. We omit examples, as many are
supplied in [15, Sec. 5]. The punchline of this section is that for any sufficiently well-behaved endofunctor
F : C → C the category of F -algebras is enriched in the category of F -coalgebras. For a background on
monoidal categories and enrichment, see [10].

We will be stating many results without proof, for which we defer the reader to [15]. Throughout this
section we will fix a monoidal category (C,⊗, I) and a lax monoidal endofunctor (F,∇, η) : (C,⊗, I) →
(C,⊗, I). Later in this section, we will place some extra conditions on C and F . We will denote the
category of F -algebras by Alg and the category of F -coalgebras by CoAlg, and we will often denote
algebras by (A,α), (B, β) ∈ Alg and coalgebras by (C,χ), (D, δ) ∈ CoAlg. For the sake of consistency, we
will use terminology from previous work [16,15], calling C-inductive functions measurings and C-inductive
types C-initial algebras.

Let us start with what we will think of as the enriched morphisms. There are many different ways to
view these morphisms; as morphisms indexed by a coalgebra, as partial morphisms or as measurings.

Definition 2.1 [[16], Def. 18] Let (A,α), (B, β) ∈ Alg and let (C,χ) ∈ CoAlg. We call a morphism
φ : C ⊗A → B in C a measuring from A to B by C if it makes the diagram

F (C) ⊗ F (A) F (C ⊗A) F (B)

C ⊗ F (A)

C ⊗A B

∇C,A F (φ)

β

χ⊗idF (A)

idC ⊗α
φ

commute. The set of all measurings from A to B by C is denoted mC(A,B).

Precomposing a measuring with a coalgebra or algebra morphism or postcomposing with an algebra
morphism will again result in a measuring. Hence, we have a functor m : CoAlgop × Algop × Alg → Set.
If we place some conditions on C and F : C → C, we will see this functor is representable in each of its
three arguments.

Remark 2.2 The monoidal unit I carries a coalgebra structure through η : I → F (I). A measuring from
A to B by I and an algebra morphism A → B are equivalent.

Given two measurings φ : C⊗A → A′ and ψ : D⊗A′ → A′′ we would like to compose them to obtain a
measuring from A to A′′. This is a measuring by the coalgebra D⊗C, which is given a coalgebra structure
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through the composition D ⊗ C
δ⊗χ−−→ F (D) ⊗ F (C)

∇D,C−−−→ F (D ⊗ C). The composition is then given by
ψ ◦ (idD ⊗φ), which makes the diagram in Definition 2.1 commute. We will denote this composition of
measurings by ◦m : mD(B, T ) × mC(A,B) → mD⊗C(A, T ). Next, we define C-initial objects, which give
one motivation for our theory.

Definition 2.3 [[16], Def. 35] Given a coalgebra C ∈ CoAlg, we call an algebra A ∈ Alg a C-initial
algebra if for all B ∈ Alg there exists a unique measuring φ : C ⊗A → B.

In order to develop the theory further, we assume C and F : C → C satisfy the following extra
conditions. From now on, we ask that C is a symmetric and closed monoidal category, and that it is
locally presentable. Furthermore we ask that F is accessible. The motivation for these assumptions is that
with them, the free and cofree functors Fr : C → Alg and Cof : C → CoAlg always exist. These functors
are used when constructing the representing objects of m. Moreover, as remarked earlier, the categories
Alg and CoAlg are also locally presentable whenever C is, hence complete and cocomplete. Another
consequence is that F is not only lax monoidal, but also lax closed, respecting the closed structure of C.

The punchline is that Alg is enriched in CoAlg.

Theorem 2.4 ([16], Thm. 31) The category Alg is enriched, copowered, and powered over the symmet-
ric monoidal category CoAlg respectively via

Algop × Alg
Alg(_,_)
−−−−−−→ CoAlg, CoAlg × Alg _▷_−−−→ Alg, CoAlgop × Alg [_,_]−−−→ Alg.

Summarizing the above, we have that for A,B ∈ Alg and C ∈ CoAlg

mC(A,B) ∼= CoAlg(C,Alg(A,B)) ∼= Alg(A, [C,B]) ∼= Alg(C ▷ A,B),

and hence m : CoAlgop × Algop → Alg is representable in each of its three arguments. All these natural
isomorphisms will be very useful down the road.

Using the representing objects, we have different ways to take an algebra and construct a coalgebra
from it. Two of these we give special attention, and are defined below.

Definition 2.5 [[16], Def. 29] Let I ∈ Alg denote the initial algebra. We define the functor
(_)∗ : CoAlgop → Alg by C 7→ [C, I] and call C∗ the dual algebra of C. We also define the functor
(_)◦ : Algop → CoAlg by A 7→ Alg(A, I) and call A◦ the dual coalgebra of A.

Using the isomorphisms regarding the representing objects of mC(A,B), we can give some general
results regarding preinitial algebras, their duals and C-initial algebras.

Lemma 2.6 ([16], Lem. 37) Given algebras P,B ∈ Alg such that P is preinitial, the coalgebra
Alg(P,B) is subterminal.

Proof. An algebra P is preinitial if and only if Alg(P,B) contains at most one element. Dually, a
coalgebra S is subterminal if CoAlg(C,S) contains at most one element. Since we have the isomorphism
CoAlg(C,Alg(P,B)) ∼= Alg(P, [C,B]) and P is preinitial, we conclude our result. 2

Corollary 2.7 Given a preinitial algebra P ∈ Alg, its dual coalgebra P ◦ is subterminal.

Proof. The dual coalgebra P ◦ is defined as Alg(P, I), where I is the initial algebra. By Lemma 2.6 we
conclude our result. 2

Next up is a powerful general result which allows us to generate a large number of C-initial algebras
for specific coalgebras C.

Proposition 2.8 A preinitial algebra P ∈ Alg is P ◦-initial.
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Proof. The aim is to show mP ◦(P,B) ∼= 1 for all B ∈ Alg. Our first remark is that there exists at most
one measuring from P to B by P ◦, since mP ◦(P,B) ∼= Alg(P, [P ◦, B]) and P is preinitial, hence has at
most one morphism out of it. Second, since P ◦ is subterminal by the previous lemma, CoAlg(P ◦, P ◦) ∼= 1.
Moreover, we have the identification

1 ∼= CoAlg(P ◦, P ◦) ∼= Alg(P, (P ◦)∗) = Alg(P, [P ◦, I]) ∼= mP ◦(P, I),

where I is the initial algebra. Postcomposing the unique measuring φ ∈ mP ◦(P, I) with the morphism
¡B : I → B yields a measuring ¡B ◦ φ ∈ mP ◦(P,B). We have shown there exists a unique measuring from
P to B by P ◦ for all B ∈ Alg and conclude P is P ◦ initial. 2

As remarked before, the power of an initial algebra I is that for any other algebra B there exists a
unique morphism I → B. For any preinitial algebra P we know that there can be at most one algebra
morphism P → B, but there are no guarantees of it existing. The above result tells us we can circumvent
this disadvantage by not considering algebra morphisms P → B, but instead measurings P ◦ ⊗ P → B.
This gives the advantages of an initial algebra to a much broader class of algebras, namely all preinitial
algebras.

3 Enriched functors between categories of algebras

We build on [16,15], of which a summary is provided in Section 2. We write mC(A,B) for the set of
measurings from algebras A to B by a coalgebra C, which defines a functor m : CoAlgop ×Algop ×Alg →
Set. Moreover, we will assume the category C and endofunctors F,G on C satisfy the conditions of
Theorem 2.4, the most notable of which is that F and G carry the structure of lax monoidal functors,
denoted by (∇F , ηF ), (∇G, ηG), respectively. We will also assume all that natural transformations µ
mentioned are lax monoidal.

The goal of this section is to show that a lax monoidal natural transformation µ : F → G gives rise to
functors µ! : AlgF → AlgG and µ∗ : AlgF → AlgG which respect the enrichment of algebras in coalgebras.
To this end, we first define the category EnrCat in Section 3.1, which as objects has pairs (C,V), where C
is a V-enriched category. By Theorem 2.4 we know (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) and (AlgG,CoAlgG) are elements
of EnrCat. The main result of this section is that a coherent transformation of F -measurings into G-
measurings is equivalent to a morphism (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) → (AlgG,CoAlgG) in EnrCat. With this idea
in hand we show different ways in which a natural transformation results in transformations of measurings,
and by extension morphisms in EnrCat, in Section 3.2 and Section 3.3. We wrap this all up by showing the
functorial nature of these constructions, giving functors from the category of (lax monoidal) endofunctors
on C to EnrCat.

3.1 Transforming measurings

We start off by giving a definition for the category of enriched categories, EnrCat, which is defined
using the Grothendieck construction. We will denote the 2-category of monoidal categories, lax monoidal
functors and lax monoidal natural transformations by MonCat, and for any V ∈ MonCat we will denote
the 2-category of V-enriched categories, V-enriched functors and V-enriched natural transformations by
V-Cat. Consider the 2-functor

Enr : MonCat → Cat
V 7→ V-Cat

(π : V → V′) 7→ (π∗ : V-Cat → V′-Cat)
(ν : π → π′) 7→ (ν∗ : π∗ → π′

∗).

Applying the Grothendieck construction to this functor yields the following category.
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Definition 3.1 Let EnrCat be the category which as elements has pairs (C,V), where V is a monoidal
category and C is a V-enriched category. A morphism (ρ, π) : (C,V) → (C′,V′) is given by a pair of
functors π : V → V′ ∈ MonCat, ρ : π∗(C) → C′ ∈ V′-Cat, where π∗ : V-Cat → V′-Cat is the change of
base functor induced by the lax monoidal functor π and ρ is a V′-enriched functor.

Given pairs of functors (ρ, π), (ρ′, π′) ∈ EnrCat, its composition (C,V) (ρ,π)−−−→ (C′,V′) (ρ′,π′)−−−−→ (C′′,V′′)
is given by (ρ′′, π′

∗ ◦ π∗), where ρ′′ : (π′
∗ ◦ π∗)(C) → C′′ is given by the composition ρ′ ◦ ρ on objects. On

morphisms ρ′′ is given by the composition ρ′
ρ(A),ρ(B) ◦ π′(ρA,B) : (π′ ◦ π)∗(C(A,B)) → C′′((ρ′ ◦ ρ)(A), (ρ′ ◦

ρ)(B)). Identities are inherited from the underlying categories.

We can think of EnrCat as the category containing all enriched categories, indexed by their enrichment.
Note that EnrCat is a 2-category, though we will not make use of this fact in this paper.

This section is motivated by us wishing to give a bijective correspondence between morphisms
(ρ, π) : (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) → (AlgG,CoAlgG) ∈ EnrCat and a natural transformations mF

C(A,B) →
mG
π(C)(ρ(A), ρ(B)) which respects composition of measurings.

Definition 3.2 Let ρ : AlgF → AlgG be a functor, π : CoAlgF → CoAlgG be a lax monoidal functor and
let ΦA,B,C : mF

C(A,B) → mG
π(C)(ρ(A), ρ(B)) constitute a natural transformation from mF to mG◦(π×ρ×ρ).

We say Φ respects composition of measurings if the diagram

mF
D(B, T ) × mF

C(A,B) mG
π(D)(ρ(B), ρ(T )) × mG

π(C)(ρ(A), ρ(B))

mG
π(D)⊗π(C)(ρ(A), ρ(T ))

mF
D⊗C(A, T ) mG

π(D⊗C)(ρ(A), ρ(T ))

◦F
m

ΦB,T,D×ΦA,B,C

ΦA,T,D⊗C

◦G
m

mG
(∇π)(ρ(B),ρ(T ))

commutes.

Since Φ in the above definition is a natural transformation, it automatically respects identities by
Lemma A.2, so we need not state this explicitly. Since we think of measurings as our generalized algebra
morphisms, this consistent way of transforming measurings should be enough to obtain an equivalent
morphism in EnrCat.

Proposition 3.3 Let ρ : AlgF → AlgG be a functor and π : CoAlgF → CoAlgG be a lax monoidal
functor. A natural transformation ΦA,B,C : mF

C(A,B) → mG
π(C)(ρ(A), ρ(B)) which respects composition

induces a morphism (ρ, π) : (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) → (AlgG,CoAlgG) in EnrCat.

One might wonder if the converse is also true. This is the case, showing there is an equivalence between
natural transformations Φ which respect composition and morphisms in EnrCat.

Lemma 3.4 A morphism (ρ, π) : (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) → (AlgG,CoAlgG) in EnrCat induces a natural
transformation ΦA,B,C : mF

C(A,B) → mG
π(C)(ρ(A), ρ(B)) which respects composition.

Combing the above results, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 3.5 Let ρ : AlgF → AlgG be a functor, π : CoAlgF → CoAlgG be a lax monoidal func-
tor. There exists a bijective correspondence between natural transformations ΦA,B,C : mF

C(A,B) →
mG
π(C)(ρ(A), ρ(B)) which respects composition of measurings and morphisms (ρ, π) : (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) →

(AlgG,CoAlgG) in EnrCat.

This theorem confirms our intuition, and in the next sections we will see how we can apply this theorem
in different cases. We conclude this section with a corollary which cements our intuition about composition
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of measurings. Since we can compose morphisms in EnrCat and these are in bijective correspondence to
natural transformations Φ, it follows we can also compose these natural transformations.

Corollary 3.6 If two natural transformations ΦA,B,C : mF
C(A,B) → mG

π(C)(ρ(A), ρ(B)) and
ΨA,B,C : mG

C(A,B) → mH
π′(C)(ρ

′(A), ρ′(B)) respect composition, then their composite

(Ψ ◦ Φ)A,B,C : mF
C(A,B) → mG

π(C)(ρ(A), ρ(B)) → mH
π′(π(C))(ρ

′(ρ(A)), ρ′(ρ(B)))

respects composition as well.

3.2 Embedding measurings

In this section we will see our first application of the theory presented in the previous section. The guiding
intuition is that given an section µ : F ↣ G, this should result in an embedding AlgF ↣ AlgG which also
respects the enrichment. This shows that measurings can be embedded analogously to algebras, while also
serving as a stepping stone to the more involved constructions in Section 3.3.

Before we get there, we first need to demonstrate what we can do given a natural transformation
µ : F → G.

Definition 3.7 Given a natural transformation µ : F → G, the pullback functor is defined as µ∗ : AlgG →
AlgF , (α : G(A) → A) 7→ (α ◦ µA : F (A) → G(A) → A).

As expected, there is a dual to this definition for coalgebras.

Definition 3.8 Given a natural transformation µ : F → G, the pushforward functor is defined as
µ∗ : CoAlgF → CoAlgG, (χ : C → F (C)) 7→ (µC ◦ χ : C → F (C) → G(C)).

We also have that this functor is strict.

Proposition 3.9 Given a lax monoidal natural transformation µ : F → G, the pushforward functor
µ∗ : CoAlgF → CoAlgG is a strict monoidal functor µ∗ : (CoAlgF ,⊗, (I, ηF )) → (CoAlgG,⊗, (I, ηG)),

Proof. By µ being lax monoidal and the µ∗ not changing that carrier of the algebra, all coherence maps
are given identities. This implies µ∗ is strict. 2

Since we have already done a lot of work in the previous section relating transformations of measurings
to morphisms in EnrCat, we already have everything in place to state the key result of this section.

Theorem 3.10 Let (ν : G → F, µ : F → G) be a pair of lax monoidal natural transformations such that
∇F
C,A coequalizes idF ⊗ν and (ν ⊗ ν) ◦ (µ⊗ idG). Then (ν∗, µ∗) : (AlgG,CoAlgG) → (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) is

a morphism in EnrCat.

Returning to our intuition of a section µ : F → G resulting in an enriched embedding of categories, we
state the following result.

Corollary 3.11 Given a pair of lax monoidal natural transformations (ν : G → F, µ : F → G) such that
ν ◦ µ = idF , then (ν∗, µ∗) : (AlgG,CoAlgG) → (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) is a morphism in EnrCat.

Proof. Since ν ◦µ = idF , any morphism coequalizes id ⊗νA and (νC ⊗νA)◦ (µC ⊗ id) since the morphisms
coincide. By Corollary 3.11 (ν∗, µ∗) : (AlgG,CoAlgG) → (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) is a morphism in EnrCat. 2

As promised, we wrap everything up in a functor from the category of endofunctors to EnrCat.

Corollary 3.12 Let C be a locally presentable, closed symmetric monoidal category and let Endo(C)retr.
denote the category of accessible lax monoidal endofunctors on C. Morphisms G → F in Endo(C)retr.
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are given by pairs (ν, µ) of lax monoidal transformations such that ν ◦ µ = idF . There exists a functor

Endo(C)retr. −→ EnrCat
F 7−→ (AlgF ,CoAlgF )

(ν, µ) 7−→ (ν∗, µ∗)

3.3 Pushing forward and pulling back measurings

The previous section provides results which confirm our intuition. However, we did require a lot, asking
for a pair of lax monoidal natural transformations F µ−→ G

ν−→ F such that their composition is the identity
on F . Nicer would be if we could simply consider any lax monoidal natural transformation µ : F → G,
hopefully resulting in a morphism (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) → (AlgG,CoAlgG) in EnrCat.

To establish this, we turn to the left adjoint of the pullback functor and the right adjoint of pushforward
functor, denoted by µ! and µ¡ respectively. In this section we aim to show that given a lax monoidal natural
transformation µ : F → G, we obtain two morphisms (µ!, µ∗) : (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) → (AlgG,CoAlgG) and
(µ∗, µ¡) : (AlgG,CoAlgG) → (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) in EnrCat.

Remark 3.13 One might wonder if instead of the left adjoint of µ∗ we could also have considered the right
adjoint. Sadly the right adjoint does not exist, since in general µ∗ does not preserve colimits. Similarly,
the left adjoint to µ∗ does not exist since it does not preserve limits.

Before we can get anything done, we must show the left adjoint to the pullback functor exists. This
could be proven using some adjoint functor theorem, but we prefer to give an explicit construction.

Theorem 3.14 Given a natural transformation µ : F → G, the pullback functor µ∗ : AlgG → AlgF has
a left adjoint µ! : AlgF → AlgG given by the coequalizer in AlgG,

FrG(F (A)) FrG(A) µ!(A),
f̃

FrG(α)
coeq

for any algebra (A,α) ∈ AlgF . The morphism f̃ is obtained as adjunct under the free-forgetful adjunction
of the composition f : F (A) µA−−→ G(A) G(ηA)−−−−→ G(FrG(A))

αFrG−−−→ FrG(A) with η being the unit of the free-
forgetful adjunction.

We would also like to exhibit the behavior of µ! on morphisms. Given an algebra morphism g : A →
B ∈ AlgF , we can draw the following diagram where we abbreviate FrG to Fr:

Fr(F (A)) Fr(A) µ!(A)

Fr(F (B)) Fr(B) µ!(B).

Fr(F (g))

Fr(α)

Fr(β)
Fr(g)

qA

qB

µ!(g)

f̃B

f̃A

The morphism µ!(g) is induced by the morphism qB ◦ Fr(g) coequalising Fr(α) and f̃A.
Next is a slightly surprising result which will turn out to be absolutely key throughout this entire

section.

Lemma 3.15 Let F,G : C → C be lax monoidal endofunctors and let µ : F → G be a lax monoidal natural
transformation. Let B ∈ AlgF and let C ∈ CoAlgF , then the F -algebras [C, µ∗(B)] and µ∗[µ∗(C), B] are
equal.
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Proof. Both [C, µ∗(B)] and µ∗[µ∗(C), B] have C(C,B) as underlying set. We claim idC(C,B) is actually
an algebra morphism. If this is the case, then [C, µ∗(B)] and µ∗[µ∗(C), B] are equal. First, note µ is a
lax monoidal natural transformation, hence a closed natural transformation [5]. By definition of a closed
natural transformation C(F (C), µB) ◦ ∇̃F = C(µC , G(B)) ◦ ∇̃G ◦ µC(C,B). Verifying idC(C,B) is an algebra
morphism then amounts to a diagram chase. 2

Using the Yoneda embedding and Lemma 3.15, we obtain the following result which will be used later
to show µ! preserves C-initial algebras.

Lemma 3.16 For all coalgebras C ∈ CoAlgF and algebras A ∈ AlgF there exists a natural isomorphism
µ∗(C) ▷ µ!(A) ∼= µ!(C ▷ A).

Now we have enough tools at our disposal to start building towards the main result of this sec-
tion. We aim to show a lax monoidal natural transformation µ : F → G results in a morphism
(µ!, µ∗) : (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) → (AlgG,CoAlgG) in EnrCat. As a starting point, we will again make
use of a transformation of measurings Φ.

Definition 3.17 We define ΦA,B,C : mF
C(A,B) → mG

µ∗(C)(µ!(A), µ!(B)) as the composite

mF
C(A,B) ∼= AlgF (C▷A,B) µ!−→ AlgG(µ!(C▷A), µ!(B)) ∼= AlgG(µ∗(C)▷µ!(A), µ!(B)) ∼= mG

µ∗(C)(µ!(A), µ!(B)).

Having this transformation of measurings is nearly enough, but as seen in the previous sections we also
need to ask it respects composition to prove our main result.

Lemma 3.18 The natural transformation defined in Definition 3.17 respects composition.

Summarizing the above, we state the following theorem.

Theorem 3.19 Given a lax monoidal natural transformation µ : F → G, we obtain a morphism
(µ!, µ∗) : (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) → (AlgG,CoAlgG) in EnrCat.

Proof. By Lemma 3.18, the natural transformation defined in Definition 3.17 using µ : F → G re-
spects composition. Using Theorem 3.5, we conclude we obtain a morphism (µ!, µ∗) : (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) →
(AlgG,CoAlgG) in EnrCat. 2

We wish to wrap this up in a concise statement, and do so by proving the following functor is well-
defined. The proof is identical to the proof of Corollary 3.12

Corollary 3.20 Let C be a locally presentable, closed symmetric monoidal category and let Endo(C)
denote the category of accessible lax monoidal endofunctors on C and lax monoidal natural transformations.
There exists a functor

Endo(C) −→ EnrCat
F 7−→ (AlgF ,CoAlgF )
µ 7−→ (µ!, µ∗).

Since the enriched functor consists (µ!, µ∗) consists of left adjoints, one might wonder if it preserves
C-initial algebras. This is indeed the case, as shown by the following result.

Theorem 3.21 Given a lax monoidal natural transformation µ : F → G, the enriched functor
(µ!, µ∗) : (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) → (AlgG,CoAlgG) preserves C-initial algebras.

Proof. Let A be C-initial. We claim µ!(A) is µ∗(C)-initial. Since A is C-initial C ▷ A is the initial F -
algebra. Since µ! preserves initial objects by being a left adjoint we know µ!(C ▷A) is the initial G-algebra.
Finally, using Lemma 3.16, we see µ!(C ▷ A) ∼= µ∗(C) ▷ µ!(A) is the initial G-algebra, hence µ!(A) is
µ∗(C)-initial. 2
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We now continue on to the dual story, where the right adjoint to the pullback functor plays a central
role. There are some subtle differences which we point out, and these subtle differences are also the reason
we can not immediately dualize the statements above. We start out by giving an explicit construction of
the right adjoint µ¡.

Theorem 3.22 Given a natural transformation µ : F → G, the pushforward functor µ∗ : CoAlgF →
CoAlgG has a right adjoint µ¡ : CoAlgG → CoAlgF given by the equalizer in CoAlgF

µ¡(C) CofF (C) CofF (G(C))
f̃

Cof(χ)
eq

for any coalgebra (C,χ) ∈ CoAlgG, where f̃ is obtained as adjunct under the free-forgetful adjunction
of the composition f : CofF (C) χCof−−−→ F (CofF (C)) F (ε)−−−→ F (C) µC−−→ G(C) with ε being the counit of the
free-forgetful adjunction.

Proof. The proof is completely dual to that of Theorem 3.14 2

The functor µ¡ is lax monoidal if and only if µ∗ is strong monoidal by [9]. Since µ∗ is a strict monoidal
functor by Proposition 3.9, it is in particular a strong monoidal functor and hence µ! is a lax monoidal
functor.

At this point a subtle difference manifests itself. Recall that when defining the natural transformation in
Definition 3.17 which resulted in the morphism (µ!, µ∗) : (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) → (AlgG,CoAlgG) in EnrCat,
the natural transformation was defined by applying µ!, combined with a bunch of natural isomorphisms.
Here, we apply the pullback functor µ∗, as well as a natural transformation.

Definition 3.23 We define ΦA,B,C : mG
C(A,B) → mF

µ¡(C)(µ
∗(A), µ∗(B)) as the composite

ΦA,B,C : mG
C(A,B) ∼= AlgG(A, [C,B]) AlgG(A,[ε,B])−−−−−−−−−→ AlgG(A, [µ∗ ◦ µ¡(C), B]) µ∗

−→
AlgF (µ∗(A), µ∗([µ∗ ◦ µ¡(C), B])) = AlgF (µ∗(A), ([µ¡(C), µ∗(B)])) ∼= mF

µ¡(C)(µ
∗(A), µ∗(B)),

where ε is the counit of the adjunction µ∗ ⊣ µ¡.

Defining Φ in this way ensures it is well-defined, but does make for an opaque definition. Making it
explicit at the level of the underlying category C, Φ sends a G-measuring f : C⊗A → B to the F -measuring
f ◦ (εC ⊗ idA) : µ¡(C) ⊗A → B, where we ignore the pushforward functor µ∗ and pullback functor µ∗ since
they do not change the carrier of the coalgebra or algebra.

Again, we need the defined natural transformation to respect composition.

Lemma 3.24 The natural transformation defined in Definition 3.23 Φ respects composition.

Similar to before, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 3.25 Given a lax monoidal natural transformation µ : F → G, we obtain a morphism
(µ∗, µ¡) : (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) → (AlgG,CoAlgG) in EnrCat.

Proof. By Lemma 3.24, the natural transformation defined in Definition 3.23 using µ : F → G re-
spects composition. Using Theorem 3.5, we conclude we obtain a morphism (µ!, µ∗) : (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) →
(AlgG,CoAlgG) in EnrCat. 2

We wrap up this section in the following statement. Again, the proof is identical to the proof of
Corollary 3.12.
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Corollary 3.26 Let C be a locally presentable, closed symmetric monoidal category and let Endo(C)
denote the category of accessible lax monoidal endofunctors on C and lax monoidal natural transformations.
There exists a functor

Endo(C) −→ EnrCat
F 7−→ (AlgF ,CoAlgF )
µ 7−→ (µ∗, µ¡).

4 Examples

In this section we wish to exhibit the interplay between C-inductive functions and lax monoidal natural
transformations. Recall we call C-inductive functions measurings in order to be consistent with [16]. Since
measurings are our main object of interest, we will focus our attention on transformations of measurings
which take a measuring for a functor F and transforms it into a measuring for a functor G. These
transformations are equivalent to enriched functors constructed in the previous theorems by Theorem 3.5.

Before turning to the examples, we provide an overview of the method used to construct the more
involved among them. There are two variants: one for pushing forward measurings and one for pulling
them back. First, given an endofunctor F , we identify the free algebra (respectively, cofree coalgebra)
functor – a step that often requires some creativity. Using this (co)free functor, we then construct the
left (respectively, right) adjoint to the pullback (respectively, pushforward) functor, via Theorem 3.14
(respectively, Theorem 3.22). Finally, we apply Lemma 3.18 (respectively, Lemma 3.24) to obtain the
desired transformation of measurings.

We will often stress that a measuring is unique. Since the existence of a unique measuring implies any
other measuring between the same objects coincides with this unique measuring, this allows us to easily
prove two measurings coincide. Morphisms out of the initial algebras share this uniqueness property, and
was one of the motivations behind initial algebras as semantics for inductive data types.

Throughout this section we will use (A,α) and (B, β) to denote algebras and (C,χ) to denote a
coalgebra. We may omit the algebra and coalgebra maps α, β, χ if they are understood. Moreover, we will
denote the one-element set by 1 = {∗}.

4.1 Natural numbers as lists

As a first example we wish to exhibit the most simple transformation of measurings, given by an embedding
of measurings as seen in Section 3.2. The key observation is that natural numbers can be viewed as lists,
where a number corresponds to the length of a list, regardless of its elements. We apply this perspective
to arbitrary algebras and show that this embedding extends to measurings as well.

Let (M, •, e) be a monoid and consider the lax monoidal functors F : X 7→ 1+X and G : X 7→ 1+M×X.
The functor F has N as initial algebra, and the functor G has M∗ as initial algebra, where M∗ is the set
of all finite lists with elements in M . Define the lax monoidal natural transformations µ : F → G by
µX : 1 + X → 1 + M × X,x 7→ (e, x) and ν : G → F given by νX : 1 + M × X → 1 + X, (x′, x) 7→ x. We
remark ν ◦ µ = idF in advance, allowing us to apply Corollary 3.11 in the sequel.

We obtain the pullback functor ν∗ : AlgF → AlgG, which maps an F -algebra α : 1 + A → A to the
G-algebra 1 + M × A

µ−→ 1 + A
α−→ A. For example, equipping F -algebra N with the induced G-algebra

structure 1 +M × N → N, ∗ 7→ 0, (x, i) 7→ i+ 1 captures the intuition that the specific elements of M are
irrelevant - only the fact that they contribute to list length matters. Through ν∗, the category AlgF is
embedded in AlgG – ν∗ is a injective on objects and a fully faithful functor.

By Corollary 3.11, this embedding also carries over to measurings.

Definition 4.1 The transformation of measurings Φ : mF
C(A,B) → mG

µ∗(C)(ν
∗(A), ν∗(B)) is given by

sending a measuring φ : C×A → B to φ : µ∗(C) × ν∗(A) → ν∗(B), which acts the same on the underlying
objects A, B and C.
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Intuitively, the conditions ensuring that φ is an F -measuring are sufficient for it to be a G-measuring
when embedding F -algebras into AlgG via ν∗.

To establish that this embedding of measurings is well-defined, we provide the definitions of F -
measurings and G-measurings, both special cases of Definition 2.1. Given the similarity between F and
G, it is unsurprising their corresponding measurings closely resemble each other.

Definition 4.2 Given F -algebras α : 1 + A → A and β : 1 + B → B and an F -coalgebra χ : C → 1 + C,
an F -measuring is a function φ : C ×A → B such that
(i) φ(c)(α(∗)) = β(∗) for all c ∈ C

(ii) φ(c)(α(a)) = β(∗) if χ(c) = ∗
(iii) φ(c)(α(a)) = β(φ(c′)(a)) if χ(c) = c′.

An F -measuring can be thought of as a partial inductively defined function, where the coalgebra C
dictates the extent to which induction proceeds.

Definition 4.3 Given G-algebras α : 1 + M × A → A and β : 1 + M × B → B and a G-coalgebra
χ : C → 1 +M × C, a G-measuring is a function φ : C ×A → B such that
(i) φ(c)(α(∗)) = β(∗) for all c ∈ C

(ii) φ(c)(α(x, a)) = β(∗) if χ(c) = ∗
(iii) φ(c)(α(x, a)) = β(x′ • x, φ(c′)(a)) if χ(c) = (x′, c′).

Similarly, a G-measuring can be seen as a partial inductive function, though in this case the coalgebra
C also modifies the element x ∈ M in condition (iii). We check φ : µ∗(C) × ν∗(A) → ν∗(B) is indeed a
G-measuring by verifying the conditions given in Definition 4.3, using the fact that φ is an F -measuring.
(i) φ(c)(α(ν(∗))) = φ(c)(α(∗)) = β(∗) = ν(β(∗))
(ii) φ(c)(α(ν(x, a))) = φ(c)(α(a)) = β(∗) = β(ν(∗)) if µ(χ(c)) = χ(c) = ∗.
(iii) φ(c)(α(ν(x, a))) = φ(c)(α(a)) = β(φ(c′)(a)) = β(ν(e • x, φ(c′)(a))) if µ(χ(c)) = (e, c′).
Observing the above confirms the specific elements of M are irrelevant to the embedded measuring, rein-
forcing our intuition regarding the embedded F -algebras. This shows the embedding of AlgF into AlgG
through ν∗ respects measurings as well, and hence respects the enrichment of AlgF and AlgG in CoAlgF
and CoAlgG respectively.

4.2 Monoid homomorphisms inducing transformations of measurings

In this example we consider the simplest non-trivial monoidal natural transformation, given by a monoid
homomorphism. This example also sheds light on the question posed in [16], namely how two different
monoid structures on a set M interact with each other in this context.

Let us set the scene first. Take (M, •, e) to be a monoid and consider the lax monoidal functor
constM : Set → Set, X 7→ M . The algebras in question are functions α : M → A, and we can think of α
as embedding elements of M into A. Coalgebras are given by χ : C → M , assigning to every element of C
and element of M .

We give a general definition of a measuring for any lax monoidal functor in Definition 2.1, but would
like to restate it here for our specific case.

Definition 4.4 An M -measuring φ : C ×A → B is a function φ such that φ(c, α(x)) = β(χ(c) • x).

We see a measuring takes an element c ∈ C and an element x ∈ M embedded in A, multiplies χ(c)
and x and embeds it in B.

Now that we have our bearings, we can work towards the transformation of measurings. Given a monoid
homomorphism µ : M → M ′, we can define the lax monoidal natural transformation µ : constM → constM ′ .
In the sequel, the guiding intuition will be that we substitute elements of M for elements of M ′ using µ.
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By Theorem 3.14 we can construct the left adjoint to the pullback functor µ∗ : AlgM ′ → AlgM .

Definition 4.5 The left adjoint to pullback functor, denoted µ! : AlgM → AlgM ′ , sends an M -algebra A
to the pushout A+MM

′ of α : M → A and µ : M → M ′, given by µ!(A) = A+MM
′ = A+M ′/α(x) ∼ µ(x).

The algebra structure of µ!(A) is given by M ′ ∋ x′ 7→ [x′] ∈ A+M M ′.

The functor µ! : AlgM → AlgM ′ takes an algebra α : M → A and attempts to embed M ′ into A using
the image of µ. Of course, if µ is not surjective this can not be done for all elements of M ′, which is why
the coproduct of A and M ′ is used.

We now have everything in place to utilize Lemma 3.18 in order to obtain the following transformation
of measurings.

Definition 4.6 The transformation of measurings Φ : mM
C (A,B) → mM ′

µ∗(C)(µ!(A), µ!(B)) is given by
sending a measuring φ : C ×A → B to

Φ(φ) : C × (A+M M ′) → B +M M ′

(c, [a]) 7→ [φ(c, a)]
(c, [x′]) 7→ [µ(χ(c)) · x′].

Unpacking the above, the measuring Φ(φ) acts the same as φ on A in A+M M ′ and incorporates the
new monoid M ′ using µ.

Example 4.7 As a concrete example, consider the monoid homomorphism µ : ({⊤,⊥},∧,⊤) →
({⊤,⊥},∨,⊥) given by flipping truth values. In this case, an algebra A of ({⊤,⊥},∧,⊤) is given by
assigning two truth values ⊤A,⊥A ∈ A. On the other hand, a coalgebra C of ({⊤,⊥},∧,⊤) assigns a
truth value to every element of C. The functors µ! and µ∗ swap the interpretation of the two truth values
of A and the assigned truth values in C respectively. The induced transformation of measurings follows
the same pattern, again swapping the interpretation of the truth values.

4.3 Pulling back lists

In this example we expand on a standard way to define inductive functions by pulling back along natural
transformations, as in Example 4.8. Again, let (M, •, e) be a monoid and consider the lax monoidal
functors F : X 7→ 1 +X and G : X 7→ 1 +M ×X. Recall the functor F has N as initial algebra, and the
functor G has M∗ as initial algebra, where M∗ is the set of all finite lists with elements in M . Define the
lax monoidal natural transformation µ : F → G by µX : 1 +X → 1 +M ×X,x 7→ (e, x).

Example 4.8 As a starting point we wish to construct a function which takes a natural number n and
constructs a list of length n. Using µ we can pull back M∗ to the F -coalgebra 1+M∗ µM∗−−−→ 1+M ×M∗ →
M∗, giving us the unique F -algebra morphism N → M∗, n 7→ n ∗ [e].

Since measurings are our main object of interest, we provide the definition for a G-measuring according
to Definition 2.1, as also stated in a previous example in Definition 4.3. The definition of an F -measuring
is given by replacing the arbitrary monoid M for the trivial monoid 1.

Definition 4.9 Given G-algebras α : 1 + M × A → A and β : 1 + M × B → B and a G-coalgebra
χ : C → 1 +M × C, a measuring is a function φ : C ×A → B such that
(i) φ(c)(α(∗)) = β(∗) for all c ∈ C

(ii) φ(c)(α(x, a)) = β(∗) if χ(c) = ∗
(iii) φ(c)(α(x, a)) = β(x′ • x, φ(c′)(a)) if χ(c) = (x′, c′).

An important observation, and one of the most important features of a measurings, is that
φ(c)(α(x, a)) = β(∗) if χ(c) = ∗. In other words, if c ∈ C has no successor, our inductive definition
terminates. This allows us to have control up to what point we are doing induction using elements of C.
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In order to tie in the natural transformation µ, we first need to compute the right adjoint of the
pushforward functor µ∗ : CoAlgF → CoAlgG using Theorem 3.22.

Definition 4.10 The right adjoint to the pushforward functor is given by µ¡ : CoAlgG → CoAlgF ,
where

µ¡(C) = {c ∈ C | χ(c) = ∗ or χ(c) = (e, c′), c′ ∈ µ¡(C)}.

Note how µ¡(C) ⊆ C, and consists of all elements which when unpacked give the neutral element or
result in ∗.

We obtain the transformation of measurings which according to Lemma 3.24 is given by

ΦA,B,C : mG
C(A,B) → mF

µ¡(C)(µ
∗(A), µ∗(B))

φ 7→ φ|µ¡(C)×A.

We observe the transformation is given by restricting to µ¡(C), which intuitively carves out the part of a
G-measuring which is also an F measuring.

Example 4.11 As an example, consider the G-algebra 1+M×M∗
n → M∗

n which as elements contains lists
of length at most n. We also have the G-coalgebra M∗

n
◦ → 1 + M × M∗

n
◦, where we use ◦ to distinguish

the coalgebra from the algebra. There exists a unique G-measuring φ : M∗
n

◦ × M∗
n → M∗ which zips

together two lists using the monoidal structure on M . The G-measuring φ gets sent to the F -measuring
Φ(φ) : {e}∗

n
◦ ×M∗

n → M∗, which zips a list containing only the element e with a list of length at most n.
Note we omit µ∗ to ease on the notation. We could replace {e}∗

n
◦ by n◦, where n = {0, . . . , n}, since we

are always combining a elements of the list with the monoidal unit. From this new viewpoint, it becomes
clear we are restricting a list in M∗

n to a certain length i ∈ n.

Tying this back to our initial idea of using a natural transformation to define a function N → M∗, we
notice we can restrict ourselves to the F -algebra n ∼= {e}∗

n ⊆ M∗
n, similar to what we have done with the

coalgebra. This yields the unique measuring n◦ × n → M∗, (i, j) 7→ min(i, j) ∗ [e]. It is important to stress
the necessity of using a measuring here, since it is tempting to simply define a function n → M∗, i 7→ i∗ [e].
However, the defined function n → M∗ is not an F -algebra homomorphism.

One of the main motivations for using measurings is that we get guarantees about the size of the data
structures involved. Elements of the coalgebra n◦ can be seen as a witness of the fact that this size can not
exceed n, and hence are essential. The idea to limit the length of the list by using M∗

n instead of M∗ has
the disadvantage of leaving control of the list to the algebra structure on M∗

n. Instead, we use measurings
to actively limit the length of the list when mapping into M∗, which gives us maximal control.

4.4 Pruning trees

In this example we wish to exhibit to what degree measurings give us more flexibility and control than
regular algebra homomorphisms. We will showcase this by showing tree pruning naturally arises from
measurings, and see that we even get more control over the resulting tree than simply pruning. Introducing
natural transformations will give us more tools to easily define measurings, and hence pruning functions.

Consider the monoid (N,+, 0) and the functors G : X 7→ 1 + N × X and H : X 7→ 1 + N × X × X.
The initial G-algebra is given by N∗, the set of lists containing natural numbers, and the initial H-algebra
is given by finite binary trees with nodes labeled by integers together with the empty tree, denoted
T = {(x, ℓ, r) | x ∈ N, ℓ, r ∈ T} ∪ {∅}. We will also be considering the final H-coalgebra, which is the
set containing possibly infinite binary trees, denoted T ◦

∞, again using ◦ to signal we are dealing with
a coalgebra. Again, measurings are the central objects of study, so we apply the general definition of
measuring Definition 2.1 to our specific case. The definition of a G-measuring we have already seen in the
previous example, and see the definition of an H-measuring follows a similar pattern.
Definition 4.12 Given H-algebras α : 1 +M × A× A → Aand β : 1 +M ×B ×B → B and a coalgebra
χ : C → 1 +M × C × C, a measuring is given by a function φ : C ×A → B such that
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(i) φ(c, α(∗)) = β(∗) for all c ∈ C,
(ii) φ(c, α(x, aℓ, ar)) = β(∗) if χ(c) = ∗,
(iii) φ(c, α(x, aℓ, ar)) = β(x′ + x, φ(cℓ, aℓ), φ(cℓ, aℓ)) if χ(c) = (x′, cℓ, ce).
We examine H-measurings in more detail to get a feel for them. Intuitively, what a measuring does is take
a tree-like α(x, aℓ, ar) ∈ A and overlaps it with the tree-like structure resulting from unfolding an element
c ∈ C using its coalgebra structure. At all points where the tree nodes overlap we add the values in the
nodes, and otherwise we discard the nodes. Note there might be elements in A which are not of the form
α(x, aℓ, ar), and in that case we are free to choose where the measuring sends these elements.

Definition 4.13 To ease the notation, we introduce the sum of trees with values in the natural numbers
as

⊕ : T∞ × T → T

(∅, t) 7→ ∅
(t, ∅) 7→ ∅

((x, ℓ, r), (x′, ℓ′, r′)) 7→ (x+ x′, ℓ⊕ ℓ′, r ⊕ r′)

Note this is precisely the unique measuring from T to T by T∞, and many measurings considered
will be restrictions or adaptations of this measuring. This should come as no surprise, since the guiding
intuition behind H-measurings is what this measurings is doing; overlapping trees and adding the values
of the nodes.

Example 4.14 If we restrict ourselves to the coalgebra T ◦
∞,{0}, possibly infinite binary trees containing

only the value 0, we obtain the unique measuring ⊕0 : T ◦
∞,{0} × T → T . In this case, the coalgebra T ◦

∞,{0}
can be thought of as the object containing all possible tree shapes. The unique measuring ⊕0 is then given
by (t0, t) 7→ t0 ⊕ t, hence prunes the tree t according to the shape t0. It does not alter the values contained
in the tree t since t0 only contains the value 0, the monoidal unit of (N,+, 0).

We can extend this example to trees of finite depth. If we define Tn to be the set of binary trees of
depth at most n, and likewise for T ◦

n and T ◦
n,{0}, we can consider the unique measuring ⊕n

0 : T ◦
n,{0} ×Tn → T

This gives us control over the depth of the trees, and hence the size of the trees we are considering.

Now that we have a feel for H-measurings, we can introduce a natural transformation and witness the
interplay between G-measurings and H-measurings. We define the lax monoidal natural transformation by
µ : G → H,µX : 1 + N ×X → 1 + N ×X ×X, ∗ 7→ ∗, (x, a) 7→ (x, a, a). In order to define a transformation
from G-measurings to H-measurings, we need the left adjoint to the pullback functor µ∗ : AlgH → AlgG,
which can be constructed using Theorem 3.14.

Definition 4.15 The left adjoint to pullback functor, µ! : AlgG → AlgH , is given by

µ!(A) = ((M × µ!(A) × µ!(A)) +A) /α(x, a) ∼ (x, a, a).

We denote elements as [a], [x.ℓ, r] ∈ µ!(A).

Loosely speaking µ! views list-like elements in A as trees where all the nodes at the same level have
the same value which we call equilevel trees. Following notation from Example 4.11, let N∗

n denote the set
of lists over N with length at most n. Inspecting the definition of µ!, we notice the algebras N∗

n and N∗ all
get mapped to the initial algebra T since their algebra morphisms are surjective.

Now we have everything in place to see how a transformation of measurings plays out. By Lemma 3.18,
we obtain the following transformation

Definition 4.16 The of measurings Φ : mG
C(A,B) → mH

µ∗(C)(µ!(A), µ!(B)) sends a G-measuring φ : C ×
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A → B to the H-measuring

Φ(φ) : µ∗(C) × µ!(A) → µ!(B)
Φ(φ)(c, [a]) = [φ(c, a)]

Φ(φ)(c, [(x, ℓ, r)]) =
{

[β(∗)] if χ(c) = ∗
[x′ + x,Φ(φ)(c′, ℓ),Φ(φ)(c′, r)] if χ(c) = (x′, c′).

We see the transformation of measurings respects the intuition of list-like elements of A and B being
equilevel trees. It sends equilevel trees in µ!(A) to the equilevel trees in µ!(B) using φ, and otherwise
recurses on the separate branches until it finds an equilevel tree.
Example 4.17 The transformation Φ sends the unique measuring φ : N∗

n
◦ ×N∗

n → N∗ to Φ(φ) : µ∗(N∗
n

◦)×
T → T , which prunes a tree according to the coalgebra µ∗(N∗

n
◦). The coalgebra µ∗(N∗

n
◦) contains lists

of length at most n, but since we are pushing them forward by µ∗ they should again be thought of as
equilevel trees. In the context of the measuring Φ(φ), the coalgebra µ∗(N∗

n
◦) determines to what depth

we are pruning the tree using the length of the list, but also gives us the option to alter values stored in
the nodes. For instance, we can consider Φ(φ)([0, 1, 2, . . . , i], t) which is the tree t pruned to depth i, but
where we also have added the level of the node to the value stored at each node.

We wish to tie the above theory back to C-initial algebras and to do so focus our attention on the
algebra Tn, which contain the trees of depth at most n.
Lemma 4.18 The algebra Tn is µ∗(N∗

n
◦)-initial.

Proof. We can restrict the measuring Φ(φ) : µ∗(N∗
n

◦) × T → T the algebra Tn. There exists at most
one measuring out of Tn to any target since Tn is a preinitial algebra. We can explicitly construct
this measuring using the fact that T is the initial H-algebra and composition to obtain the measuring
µ∗(N∗

n
◦) × Tn → T

¡B−→ B. We conclude there exists a unique measuring µ∗(N∗
n

◦) × Tn → B for every
algebra B, hence that Tn is µ∗(N∗

n
◦)-initial. 2

As a final remark we would like to note we have restricted ourselves to the monoid (N,+, 0). However,
this idea works for any monoid (M, •, e). One could even combine ideas from this example with that of
Section 4.2 and take some monoid homomorphism h : M → M ′ and construct the natural transformation
µX : 1 +M ×X → 1 +M ′ ×X ×X, ∗ 7→ ∗, (x, x′) 7→ (h(x), x′, x′). This would still yield measurings which
prune a tree with values in M ′ up to a certain depth, and they also allow one to alter the values stored at
the nodes of the tree using the using the monoid homomorphism m and the monoid operation of M ′.

5 Conclusion & Outlook

We have shown the functorial nature of the enrichment of the category of algebras in the category of
coalgebras. In order to do so the category of enriched categories EnrCat in 3.1, of which (AlgF ,CoAlgF )
are elements for a sufficiently well-behaved endofunctors by [16, Thm. 31]. Functoriality was demonstrated
in Corollary 3.20 and Corollary 3.26 by constructing two functors

Endo(C) −→ EnrCat
F 7−→ (AlgF ,CoAlgF )
µ 7−→ (µ!, µ∗)

and

Endo(C) −→ EnrCat
F 7−→ (AlgF ,CoAlgF )
µ 7−→ (µ∗, µ¡)
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where µ! is the left adjoint of the pullback functor µ∗ : AlgG → AlgF and µ¡ is the right adjoint of the
pushforward functor µ∗ : CoAlgF → CoAlgG. We have taken measurings as our central object of study
and provided explicit constructions of all functors involved, making the theory amenable to implementation
in programming languages.

Since C-initial algebras exhibit categorical semantics similar to initial algebras, special significance
has been assigned to them. In Proposition 2.8 we have shown any preinitial algebra P is also P ◦-initial,
providing a broad class of C-initial algebras. Furthermore, we proved in Theorem 3.21 that the functor
(µ!, µ∗) preserves C-initial algebras.

We have also seen the theory in action, most notably in an example regarding tree pruning. In this
example we have seen how measurings give us full control over the shape of the trees involved by pruning
them, and natural transformations proved to be a useful tool to easily construct measurings. More control
over the shape and size of the data structure involved has been a general theme throughout our examples,
and came naturally from using measurings.

Previous work introduced the notion of n-partial algebra homomorphisms [15, Remark 4.7.5]. In
future work, we aim to study these homomorphisms in greater depth and leverage them to construct a
broader class of C-initial algebras. Additionally, we suspect that (µ!, µ∗) is left adjoint to (µ∗, µ¡) and plan
to investigate this conjecture further. Another direction of interest is extending our framework beyond
varying the endofunctor F , allowing for variations in the underlying category C, which has so far remained
fixed.

In this paper, we have taken a concrete approach using measurings, aiming to facilitate the implemen-
tation of this theory in a (possibly toy) programming language – an avenue for future research. Having an
implementation of measurings at our disposal should also enable the realization of C-initial algebras. This
introduces a new inductive principle guided by coalgebraic control, where the coalgebra dictates the extent
of induction, akin to prior methods ensuring program termination [2,12,18]. By implementing C-initial
algebras, we hope to further investigate the extent to which they can serve similar purposes.
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Proof. Consider the evaluation map evFA,B : AlgF (A,B) ⊗ A → B, which is the image of idAlgF (A,B)

under the natural isomorphism mF
AlgF (A,B)(A,B) ∼= CoAlgF (AlgF (A,B),AlgF (A,B)). Under Φ we

obtain the G-measuring Φ(evFA,B) : π(AlgF (A,B)) ⊗ ρ(A) → ρ(B). Then ρA,B : π(AlgF (A,B)) →
AlgG(ρ(A), ρ(B)) is obtained through the natural isomorphism mG

π(AlgF (A,B))(ρ(A), ρ(B)) ∼=
CoAlgG(π(AlgF (A,B)),AlgG(ρ(A), ρ(B))). 2

Before we continue, we define the category of measurings from A to B to be the category which has
measurings φ : C⊗A → B as objects and morphisms f : φ → φ′ given by coalgebra morphisms f : C → C ′

such that φ = φ′ ◦ (f ⊗ idA). Notice evA,B : Alg(A,B) ⊗A → B is the terminal object in the category of
measurings from A to B by the natural isomorphism mC(A,B) ∼= CoAlg(C,Alg(A,B)). This will be the
key to the following two proofs.

We now continue with the second step.

Lemma A.2 Let ρ : AlgF → AlgG be a functor, π : CoAlgF → CoAlgG be a lax monoidal functor
and let Φ be a natural transformation ΦA,B,C : mF

C(A,B) → mG
π(C)(ρ(A), ρ(B)). The induced morphism

ρA,B : π(AlgF (A,B)) → AlgG(ρ(A), ρ(B)) from Lemma A.1 respects identities.

Proof. We must show the following diagram commutes

(I, ηG)

π(I, ηF )

π(AlgF (A,A)) AlgG(ρ(A), ρ(A))

ηπ

jG
ρ(A)

π(jF
A )

ρA,A

where jA : I → Alg(A,A) is the family of identity elements of the enriched category. We will turn to the cat-
egory of measurings from ρ(A) to ρ(A) to show the above diagram commutes. Writing λ for the left unitor
in the monoidal category C, we have the measurings ((I, ηG), λρ(A)) and (π(AlgF (A,A)),Φ(evF (A,A))).
The above diagram is a diagram of coalgebra morphisms, which precisely corresponds to a diagram of
measurings from ρ(A) to itself

((I, ηG), λρ(A))

(π(AlgF (A,A)),Φ(evF (A,A))) (AlgG(ρ(A), ρ(A)), evρ(A),ρ(A))

π(jF
A )◦ηπ jG

ρ(A)

ρA,A

where ρA,A and jGρ(A) are a morphism of measurings by definition, and π(jFA ) ◦ ηπ is morphism of mea-
surings since π is a lax monoidal functor, hence respects the left unitor. The diagram commutes since
AlgG(ρ(A), ρ(A)) is the terminal object in the category of measurings from ρ(A) to itself. We conclude
jGρ(A) = ρA,A ◦ π(jFA ) and hence that ρ respects identities. 2

Notice that in the above two lemmas, we did not ask Φ to respect composition of measurings. We
conclude with the third step.

Lemma A.3 Let ρ : AlgF → AlgG be a functor, π : CoAlgF → CoAlgG be a lax monoidal functor and
let Φ be a natural transformation ΦA,B,C : mF

C(A,B) → mG
π(C)(ρ(A), ρ(B)) which respects composition. The

induced morphism ρA,B : π(AlgF (A,B)) → AlgG(ρ(A), ρ(B)) from Lemma A.1 respects composition.

Proof. One can use a similar strategy as when showing ρA,B respects identities for showing ρ respects
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composition. We must show the following diagram commutes

π(AlgF (B, T )) ⊗ π(AlgF (A,B)) π(AlgF (A, T ))

AlgG(ρ(B), ρ(T )) ⊗ AlgG(ρ(A), ρ(B)) AlgG(ρ(A), ρ(T )).

π(◦F )◦∇π

◦G

ρB,T ⊗ρA,B ρA,T

We turn to the category of measurings from ρ(A) to ρ(T ), and recognize (AlgG(ρ(A), ρ(T )), evGρ(A),ρ(T )) is
the terminal object in this category. Moreover, we have the following measurings from ρ(A) to ρ(T )(

π(AlgF (B, T )) ⊗ π(AlgF (A,B)), Φ(evFB,T ) ◦ (id ⊗Φ(evFA,B))
)(

AlgG(ρ(B), ρ(T )) ⊗ AlgG(ρ(A), ρ(B)), evGρ(B),ρ(T ) ◦(id ⊗ evGρ(A),ρ(B))
)(

π(AlgF (A, T )), Φ(evFA,T )
)
.

We claim the above diagram of coalgebra morphisms corresponds exactly to a diagram of measurings
in the category of measurings from ρ(A) to ρ(T ). The key step in verifying this is noting Φ(evFB,T ) ◦
(id ⊗Φ(evFA,B)) = Φ(evFB,T ◦(id ⊗ evFA,B)) ◦ ∇π, since we asked Φ to respect composition of measurings.
Together with the naturality of Φ this implies π(◦F ) ◦ ∇π is a morphism of measurings. Since in the above
diagram the composites map into the terminal object in the category of measurings from ρ(A) to ρ(T ),
they must coincide. 2

Inspecting the proof above, we can state the following corollary which reduces the amount of verification
needed to check if a natural transformation Φ respects composition.

Corollary A.4 A natural transformation ΦA,B,C : mF
C(A,B) → mG

π(C)(ρ(A), ρ(B)) respects composition
of measurings if and only if Φ(evFB,T ) ◦ (id ⊗Φ(evFA,B)) = Φ(evFB,T ◦(id ⊗ evFA,B)) ◦ ∇π.

Lemma 3.4 A morphism (ρ, π) : (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) → (AlgG,CoAlgG) in EnrCat induces a natural
transformation ΦA,B,C : mF

C(A,B) → mG
π(C)(ρ(A), ρ(B)) which respects composition.

Proof. We define the natural transformation Φ as

Φ: mF
C(A,B) ∼= CoAlgF (C,AlgF (A,B)) π−→

CoAlgG(π(C), π(AlgF (A,B)))
(ρA,B)∗−−−−−→ CoAlgG(π(C),AlgG(ρ(A), ρ(B))) ∼= mG

π(C)(ρ(A), ρ(B)).

By Corollary A.4 it suffices to check Φ(evFB,T ) ◦ (id ⊗Φ(evFA,B)) = Φ(evFB,T ◦(id ⊗ evFA,B)) ◦ ∇π, which is
readily done via a diagram chase. 2

Theorem 3.5 Let ρ : AlgF → AlgG be a functor, π : CoAlgF → CoAlgG be a lax monoidal
functor. There exists a bijective correspondence between natural transformations ΦA,B,C : mF

C(A,B) →
mG
π(C)(ρ(A), ρ(B)) which respects composition of measurings and morphisms (ρ, π) : (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) →

(AlgG,CoAlgG) in EnrCat.

Proof. Recall from the proof of Proposition 3.3 the category of measurings from A to B, which is defined
as the category which has measurings φ : C ⊗ A → B as objects and morphisms f : φ → φ′ given by
coalgebra morphisms f : C → C ′ such that φ = φ′ ◦ (f ⊗ idA). The measuring evA,B : Alg(A,B) ⊗A → B
is the terminal object, and we denote the unique coalgebra morphism from a measuring φ to the terminal
object by !φ.
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Recall that constructing the morphism (ρ, π) from a natural transformation Φ is done by constructing
the morphism ρA,B : π(AlgF (A,B)) → AlgG(ρ(A), ρ(B)) using the terminal object evρ(A),ρ(B). In the
category of measurings from ρ(A) to ρ(B), we can draw the following commutative diagram.

π(C) ⊗ ρ(A)

π(AlgF (A,B)) ⊗ ρ(A) ρ(B)

AlgG(ρ(A), ρ(B)) ⊗ ρ(A)

π(!φ)⊗idρ(A)
Φ(φ)

Φ(evA,B)

ρA,B⊗idρ(A) evρ(A),ρ(B)

The upper triangle commutes by Φ being a natural transformation, and the lower triangle commutes
by the definition of ρA,B. Conversely, constructing a natural transformation ΦA,B,C : mF

C(A,B) →
mG
π(C)(ρ(A), ρ(B)) from a morphism (ρ, π) is done by sending a measuring φ : C ⊗ A → B to the bot-

tom left composite in the diagram above. In this case, the diagram also commutes by definition.
Since the diagram commutes in both cases, this shows there is a bijective correspondence between

natural transformations Φ which respect composition of measurings and morphisms (ρ, π) in EnrCat. 2

B Details of Section 3.2

Theorem 3.10 Let (ν : G → F, µ : F → G) be a pair of lax monoidal natural transformations such that
∇F
C,A coequalizes idF ⊗ν and (ν ⊗ ν) ◦ (µ⊗ idG). Then (ν∗, µ∗) : (AlgG,CoAlgG) → (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) is

a morphism in EnrCat.

Proof. We define the natural transformation ΦA,B,C : mC(A,B) → mµ∗(C)(ν∗(A), ν∗(B)), φ 7→ φ. This is
well defined since given any F -measuring φ, the following diagram

F (C) ⊗G(A) G(C) ⊗G(A) G(C ⊗A) G(B)

C ⊗G(A)

C ⊗ F (A) F (C) ⊗ F (A) F (C ⊗A) F (B)

C ⊗A Bφ
id ⊗α

β

χ⊗id ∇F
C,A F (φ)id ⊗νA

χ⊗id
µC⊗id ∇G

C,A G(φ)

νBid ⊗νA νC⊗νA νC⊗A

commutes since ν is a lax monoidal natural transformation and ∇F
C,A coequalizes id ⊗νA and (νC ⊗ νA) ◦

(µC ⊗ id). This shows any F -measuring φ : C ⊗A → B is also a G-measuring φ : µ∗(C) ⊗ ν∗(A) → ν∗(B).
Observe Φ respects composition by Corollary A.4 and the fact that

Φ(evFB,T ) ◦ (id ⊗Φ(evFA,B)) = evFB,T ◦ id ⊗ evFA,B = Φ(evFB,T ◦(id ⊗ evFA,B)) ◦ ∇µ∗

since ∇µ∗ = id because µ∗ is a strict monoidal natural transformation. By Theorem 3.5 we conclude
(ν∗, µ∗) : (AlgG,CoAlgG) → (AlgF ,CoAlgF ) is a morphism in EnrCat. 2

Corollary 3.12 Let C be a locally presentable, closed symmetric monoidal category and let Endo(C)retr.
denote the category of accessible lax monoidal endofunctors on C. Morphisms G → F in Endo(C)retr.
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are given by pairs (ν, µ) of lax monoidal transformations such that ν ◦ µ = idF . There exists a functor

Endo(C)retr. −→ EnrCat
F 7−→ (AlgF ,CoAlgF )

(ν, µ) 7−→ (ν∗, µ∗)

Proof. We have already defined the functor, and the only thing left to check is that it respects composition.
Given two pairs of natural transformations (ν, µ) : H → G and (ν ′, µ′) : G → F , we obtain two morphisms
(ν∗, µ∗) and (ν ′∗, µ′

∗). Composing the latter two morphisms in EnrCat yields the morphism (ν ′∗, µ′
∗) ◦

(ν∗, µ∗). By definition we already know (ν ′∗, µ′
∗) ◦ (ν∗, µ∗) and ((ν ′ ◦ ν)∗, (µ ◦ µ)∗) agree on objects. It

remains to check the also agree on the enriched hom-objects. We need to verify the diagram

µ′
∗ ◦ µ∗(AlgF (A,B)) AlgH(ν ′∗ ◦ ν∗(A), ν ′∗ ◦ ν∗(B))

µ∗AlgG(ν∗(A), ν∗(B))

(ν′◦ν)∗
A,B

µ∗(ν∗
A,B) ν′∗

ν∗(A),ν∗(B)

commutes. This is the case, since by definition all coalgebra morphisms involved are actually morphisms of
measurings in the category of measurings from ν ′∗◦ν∗(A) to ν ′∗◦ν∗(B). Since AlgH(ν ′∗◦ν∗(A), ν ′∗◦ν∗(B))
is the terminal object in this category, the morphisms must coincide. We conclude the functor respects
composition. 2

C Details of Section 3.3

Theorem 3.14 Given a natural transformation µ : F → G, the pullback functor µ∗ : AlgG → AlgF has
a left adjoint µ! : AlgF → AlgG given by the coequalizer in AlgG,

FrG(F (A)) FrG(A) µ!(A),
f̃

FrG(α)
coeq

for any algebra (A,α) ∈ AlgF . The morphism f̃ is obtained as adjunct under the free-forgetful adjunction
of the composition f : F (A) µA−−→ G(A) G(ηA)−−−−→ G(FrG(A))

αFrG−−−→ FrG(A) with η being the unit of the free-
forgetful adjunction.

Proof. Throughout this proof, we will write FrG = Fr since we are only considering the free functor
C → AlgG. Also note that we will omit the forgetful functor UG : AlgG → C to avoid a notational mess.

Let g : A → B ∈ C. The idea is to show g ∈ AlgF (A,µ∗(B)) if and only if its transpose g̃ : Fr(A) → B
coequalizes Fr(α) and f̃ . If this is the case, then there is a one to one correspondence between algebra
morphisms AlgF (A,µ∗(B)) and algebra morphisms AlgG(µ!(A), B).

First, assume g ∈ AlgF (A,µ∗(B)). Since g̃ is the transpose of g it is given by g̃ = εB ◦Fr(g). Similarly,
f̃ = εFr(A) ◦ Fr(f). Then show g̃ ◦ Fr(α) = εB ◦ Fr(β ◦ G(g) ◦ µA) using the previous equation and that
g is an algebra morphism. Next, use the triangle identities εB ◦ ηB = idB and that g̃ is an algebra
morphism to deduce g̃ ◦ αFr = β ◦ G(g̃). Using this, continue to deduce g̃ ◦ Fr(α) = g̃ ◦ f̃ using the
triangle equalities, properties of natural transformations and transposes. Conclude g̃ coequalizes Fr(α)
and f̃ whenever g ∈ AlgF (A,µ∗(B)).

Second, assume g̃ : Fr(A) → B coequalizes Fr(α) and f̃ . Since g : A → B is the transpose of g̃, it is
given by g = g̃ ◦ ηA. Using that g̃ coequalizes Fr(α) and f̃ and properties of transposes we can deduce
g ◦ α = g̃ ◦ εFr(A) ◦ ηFr(A) ◦ f. Again, the triangle identities state εFr(A) ◦ ηFr(A) = idFr(A). Using this, we
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can continue our deduction by g ◦ α = β ◦ µB ◦ F (g), using the same properties as before. From this we
deduce g ∈ AlgF (A,µ∗(B)).

We conclude the left adjoint of µ∗ is given by the coequalizer of Fr(α) and f̃ . 2

Lemma 3.4 The natural transformation defined in Definition 3.23 Φ respects composition.

Proof. We aim to use the fact that the Yoneda embedding is full and faithful in combination with
Lemma 3.15. For any algebra B ∈ AlgG, we have the following natural isomorphisms

AlgG(µ∗(C) ▷ µ!(A), B) ∼= AlgG(µ!(A), [µ∗(C), B])
∼= AlgF (A,µ∗([µ∗(C), B]))
= AlgF (A, [C, µ∗(B)])
∼= AlgF (C ▷ A, µ∗(B))
∼= AlgG(µ!(C ▷ A), B).

Since the Yoneda embedding is full and faithful, we can conclude there is a natural isomorphism µ∗(C) ▷
µ!(A) ∼= µ!(C ▷ A). 2

Lemma C.1 For all coalgebras C,D ∈ CoAlg and algebras B ∈ Alg we have the natural isomorphism
[C, [D,B]] ∼= [D ⊗ C,B].

Proof. The underlying objects of these algebras are given by C(C,C(D,B)) and C(D⊗C,B) respectively.
Since C is a closed monoidal category, we know there is a natural isomorphism C(C,C(D,B)) ∼= C(D ⊗
C,B). We claim this isomorphism lifts to an isomorphism of algebras and this can be verified by a diagram
chase using the closed monoidal structure on C and naturality of the isomorphism C(C,C(D,B)) ∼=
C(D ⊗ C,B). 2

Lemma C.2 For all coalgebras C,D ∈ CoAlg and algebras A ∈ Alg we have the natural isomorphism

D ▷ (C ▷ A) ∼= (D ⊗ C) ▷ A.

Proof. We again aim to use the fact the the Yoneda embedding is full and faithful in combination with
Lemma C.1. For any algebra B ∈ Alg we have the following natural isomorphisms

Alg(D ▷ (C ▷ A), B) ∼= Alg(C ▷ A, [D,B])
∼= Alg(A, [C, [D,B]])
∼= Alg(A, [C ⊗D,B])
∼= Alg((D ⊗ C) ▷ A,B)

and by the Yoneda embedding we conclude our result. 2

Lemma 3.18 The natural transformation defined in Definition 3.17 respects composition.

Proof. We aim to show the diagram from Definition 3.2 commutes. To do so, we remark that
composition of measurings ◦m : mD(B, T ) × mC(A,B) → mD⊗C(A, T ), (ψ, f) 7→ ψ ◦ (idD ⊗f) un-
der the natural identifications mC(A,B) ∼= Alg(C ▷ A,B) corresponds to the the algebra morphism
◦m : Alg(D ▷ B, T ) × Alg(C ▷ A,B) → Alg(D ▷ (C ▷ A), T ), (ψ̃, f̃) 7→ ψ̃ ◦ (idD ▷f̃). Using Lemma C.2,
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we can state that Φ respecting composition of measurings is equivalent to verifying

AlgF (D ▷ B, T ) × AlgF (C ▷ A,B) AlgF (D ▷ (C ▷ A), T )

AlgG(µ!(D ▷ B), µ!(T )) × AlgG(µ!(C ▷ A), µ!(B)) AlgG(µ!(D ▷ (C ▷ A)), µ!(T ))

AlgG(µ∗(D) ▷ µ!(C ▷ A), µ!(T ))

AlgG(µ∗(D) ▷ µ!(B), µ!(T )) × AlgG(µ∗(C) ▷ µ!(A), µ!(B)) AlgG(µ∗(D) ▷ (µ∗(C) ▷ µ!(A)), µ!(T ))

◦F
m

µ!×µ! µ!

∼=

∼=

∼=
◦G
m

commutes. Given a pair (ψ̃, f̃) ∈ AlgF (D ▷ B, T ) × AlgF (C ▷ A,B), we need to verify µ!(ψ̃ ◦ (idD ▷f̃)) =
µ!(ψ̃) ◦ µ!(idD ▷f̃) corresponds to µ!(ψ̃) ◦ (idµ∗(D) ▷µ!(f̃)) under the isomorphism AlgG(µ!(D ▷ (C ▷

A)), µ!(T )) ∼= AlgG(µ∗(D) ▷ µ!(C ▷ A), µ!(T )). This is indeed the case by naturality of the isomorphism
µ!(D ▷ (C ▷ A)) ∼= µ∗(D) ▷ µ!(C ▷ A). 2

Lemma 3.24 The natural transformation defined in Definition 3.23 Φ respects composition.

Proof. We know Φ(f) = f ◦ (εC ⊗ idA), so we explicitly check composition of measurings is respected.
Given G-meausurings f : C ⊗A → B and ψ : D ⊗B → T , it is necessary to check the diagram

µ¡(D) ⊗ µ¡(C) ⊗A µ¡(D) ⊗B T

µ¡(D ⊗ C) ⊗A

idµ¡(D) ⊗(f◦(εC⊗idA))

∇µ¡

ψ◦(εD⊗idB)

(ψ◦(idD ⊗f))◦(εD⊗C⊗idA)

commutes. This is the case since ε : µ∗ ◦µ¡ → id is a monoidal natural transformation, hence as morphisms
in C we have εD ⊗ εC = εC⊗D ◦ ∇µ¡ . 2
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