AREFERE /) 4 FEBETF Fy (B3 53wk — b

ChatGPT

2026 4F 3 K RD X €

BE
AT 4 F AWK LT

Fa(X) ={f: X — Alsupp(f) 2*GR },  supp(f) ={z € X | f(z) # 1a}

T % finitary endofunctor &2 %, &KX/ — bOHWNIE, ZOMF%

(i) [FinSet, Set] Oxt5 & LTH% viewpoint,

(ii) m-skeletal / n-coskeletal @ viewpoint,
(i) HARZH Fa = Fp OWRIGER
D=DDEED O XN EDITFZ 2 TH D, ANHATE, ROEZRCHEKRT 2 RE
D HkE Kori-Watanabe [1] TH D, Z2Z TR X SIZARE /) 4 FH 54T % branching
functor #E# L, source monoid 7% singly generated %455 @ Nat(Fa, Fp) OUHRIGER
52 T\w3, —77, multiset / finite powerset MJ72FERI35E 12DV T Dahlqvist—Neves
[3] DEATLT WD, AR/ — MIMEFHER bibliography Tl <, S EIOMBEITR WS E
BERLUTEMLIZDDTH 5,

1 EAFREL [FinSet,Set] DRRELTDREA
A#RE/ 4 N A WXL
Fu(X)={f:X — Alsupp(f) DA }
FED D, BRES S OVWTIERASEMFIEEENZDT
Fa(S) = AS.
B u:S — T3 2/EME

(Fat)(M®) = T f(s)

u(s)=t

ThHz o3, AEHEOB»IFTHAIE well-defined TH %,
ZOBTFIZ finitary THYH, @&

1 : FinSet — Set



25 k& Kan 5k LT
FA = Lani (FA|FinSet)

TEILEN D, L7edioT, Fy OFENLZRT — X3

FinSet — Set, S+ A%

W5 [FinSet, Set] D572 5 TEXWv, Z 2T [FinSet, Set] & theory of objects @ clas-
sifying topos & L CTHN S [8, 9, 16, TDEIKT, Fa I& lobject classifier DF5 ) ¥ # 2T
Fu,

Z ® viewpoint Tl&, EEDHES X ITHL

Fa(X)= lim A°

THYH, ZhiE [FinSet, Set] DXFR Fy X3 % finitary endofunctor X — X ® Fa & [A—
WCE2 (8,9, 16

2 SEHHELEEVWER
KRS RN E D 72 WFROENTH 5,
Proposition 1 (FLBONHR e 422 R). A€/ 4 R A,B &t %,

(1) A#1 725613, Fa BZEDOHER n LTS n-skeletal TIHIRWN,
(2) A#17261X, Fa & 3-coskeletal 7225 2-coskeletal TIE7E\,
(3) BRZER n: Fy = Fp i, b x5 CER

p:AXA—>B

THH»T
p(la,c)=1p,  p(ab,c) = p(a,bc)p(b, ac)

ZALTHOL 10 1ITHIET 5, XSl

(nx(f))(z) =p (f(x>, 11 f(y))

yF#T
THZH6M %,

Remark 1. (2) & (3) 3 X< MAEG > TS, EF, js3 : FinSet<s — FinSet £ < &,

3-coskeletal 72Xt REKIZ
cosks = Ranj, j3



THZ M5 reflective subcategory %725, LTzh3 5T target B3 3-coskeletal THAUE, HARZE
113 0,1,2,3 REGLTOT—XTREBWCRES, 22T 2 JESLDOE 1 15

p(a,b) = (n2)(a, b))(0)
AT —2THY, 3 AEGLOBEEMLB 25 Y
p(ab, ¢) = p(a, be)p(b, ac)
ZEREIT S, WD DA conceptual RFIATH %,

Remark 2. 7% < & b5 0ER L XEATX, LD (3) PMEBDOAIRE /A R A Bl TZ
DEFEDIET stated/proved TNTWVDEHDIFHONSRP o7, BITVDIE [1] THD, Z2Z
TlE source monoid % singly generated 7235&12 Nat(Fa, Fg) %257 D BARKNCEHR L TV 5,

3 mbIELXEk
3.1 Kori-Watanabe

S OFEEICH B LW recent reference 1& Kori-Watanabe [1] TH %, Z DX THELR DI
RDRTH %,

() OB AHRE ) 4 ¥ A oAU SHF Fa ZIRIICERL TV 5,

(b) il LT, A=NIZX? multiset functor %, A ={0,1} with V IZX % covariant finite
powerset functor Z&FH TV 5,

(c) BARZH: Nat(Fa, Fp) OFEMNIZFED—D L LTH#oTW3,

(d) & <1Z Theorem 4.1 T, source monoid A 23 singly generated 7235 &2 Nat(Fa, Fi)
% explicit IZFEH L TW 5,

(e) FEFMEPTIE, Z OFHANTI % finitely generated RIGANLIRT 2 Z & 5B DT E LT
KI5 TWd,

L7=h-T, 4Eo
Nat(Fa,Fp) = {p: Ax A— B|p(la,c) =1, p(ab,c) = p(a,bc)p(b,ac)}

WS —RIEMIE LTI, Z4UX [1] 12X % singly generated case & —ftDAMHEE /) £ FAH
LIKF72bD e LTaH® %,

BB, TOMXDELT7 V=0T =27 FDHDIE Watanabe-Junges-Rot-Hasuo [2] 12Xk %
coalgebraic product construction D—fEFHICZL X HNTWV 5B,



3.2 Dahlqgvist—-Neves
Dahlqvist—Neves [3] 1%, W< 22D monad T IZX LT
1—-1T, TxT—T

5 natural transformations #7383 %, Z DI multiset monad & FENTED, Kori—
Watanabe T#% finite powerset / multiset DRERID characterisation (& Dahlqvist-Neves (2
BRI TVS (1],

7272L, [3] ®EMRIX monad (7% binary operations D7FETH H, EEOAE /4 N A B
(S

Nat(F4, F)

DREENEEZDEFEEZ2HDTIERV, LidioT, SHOMEREIN LTI [3] 1& NE#
DIATXHR) WD & D TRAGEOEELIE TH 5,

4 BEIHER : coalgebra & set functor

4.1 Monoid-valued functor M 3ZHfk

Gumm-Schroder [4] 1& monoid-labeled transition systems Z#\, A€ 7 4 F (XD —f%
WZIEY 72 algebraic data) 22 BT 2 BREN Z2EBIF DY coalgebra FIICHATH 2 Z L 2R L
TW3, 5Hd F4 %, weighted / monoid-valued branching OXEAF L L THEDT 5745,
FIEIHTREKTDH 2,

4.2 Accessible / finitary set functor M3k

Adédmek-Gumm-Trnkova [5] {& accessible set functors @ presentation %5 Z % fi BLAY SRR
TH b, FulZ finitary functor DT, ZOFRMO XL [72E FinSet ~DHIRZ 1 T+532
ZHATAERELTAHATH %, SHICHMAER L LT Addmek—Trnkova (6] dERITDH 2,

5 HENXM . classifying topos, Lawvere theory, finitary functor

[FinSet, Set] % classifying topos of the theory of objects & A% viewpoint (X Mac Lane—
Moerdijk [8] iZ#1D, Borceux [9] 2% finite limit theory & Kan extension O8R5 & aiH &
%, F7, finitary monad / Lawvere theory ®—fi&Gfi & L Tid Kelly-Power [10], Lack—Rosicky
[11], Addmek-Rosicky [7] D3 EEREZBRATDH 2,

FREIOXARTIE, D fKGEwERD =D DT 2 FKiD,

(1) Fa % finitary 72D T, FinSet FOfH A5 LS OIEALZITEILTE 2 Z X,

4



(2) [FinSet, Set] DMRE LTD Fu IZHL, FE X N evaluation 25 coend / tensor
X ®Fy
TEFLZ L,
Z @ viewpoint IZ3.D ¥, skeleta / coskeleta %

Jn : FinSet<,, — FinSet

2R3 % Kan extension & L THMEXN S DT, SHEOD 3-coskeletality DakimlIIEFH ICHARICH
250

6 HENHEK : levels, skeleta, coskeleta, Aufhebung

skeleta / coskeleta / levels ®—fi¢#@i% Lawvere OEEFKICHK L, FEIEX Menni O—H#
DILH (14, 15] KXo TRV EHIATWVWS, HIMK2 O AR & L TEER DI Kennett—
Riehl-Roy—Zaks [13] T D, simplicial sets % cubical sets 12351F % n-skeletal / m-coskeletal
@ sharp RBFRZ 5 X 5,

¥ 7z, MFRHARES I T 2 Rab D E & LT Hora-Kamio-Maehara [17] 3% %, site (%[
@ [FinSet, Set] & =& L7Z2WAH, HREEX—ZD presheaf / functor category I2351F % levels
DFF) LWV FER TR DIEWELSZ R > T, FHO

"4 & 3-coskeletal

YW FiRIX, ZORNOFTHRUDDBHARTDH 3,

7 HENGBMUEDF
SEOTHIAEICES BENR RS, BBURAROMD TH 5,

(1) BF
Fy(X)={f:X — A|supp(f) finite}

BRI classical TH D, coalgebra / weighted transition system O XARTIEBEHITH %
4, 1],

(2) ZH% [FinSet, Set] DXfR & L TH % viewpoint % classical TH D, classifying topos of
objects, finitary functors, Kan extension O —f&Gfiicx > T3 [8, 9, 10, 11, 7, 16].

(3) =4,

A #1 = Fj4 is 3-coskeletal but not 2-coskeletal

W05 BHRIYZR statement (X, SEIEE L7 CERICIEIA R ZDE D TIER Y
B,



(4) BRI,
Nat(FA, FB)

ZEREOA#EE ) £ F A, B 12X LT binary datum
p:AxXxA—B

& cocycle-like relation
p(ab, C) = p(“? bC)p(b, ac)

T completely describe 3% statement ¥, SEIFEFR L 7z #iH CIXBH/RINCIEZ RO - T
WY,

(5) ZD# bW published / preprint context 1 [1] T® D, % Z Tl singly generated
source monoid DAL b, finitely generated 723551 future work & L THRINT
Wb, L7ehioT, SEO—BIEIE (1] ZEHNERT % candidate result & L THEDT
DHHARTH %,

8 ERICFIHTBRLHESH3ITHD

X/ — P THEBICHHT 245, ROLS AT 2D00EFEZPTVERS,
(1) BIF F4 DEFRZDDH DL coalgebra HISCHR :

[4, 1]
(2) multiset / finite powerset fJ7% special cases D EHAZHA

3, 1]
(3) [FinSet, Set], classifying topos of objects, Kan extension :

8, 9, 16]

(4) levels, skeleta, coskeleta, Aufhebung O —fGf - FHHEM :

[12, 13, 14, 15, 17]

DEbZgedzr, SEOGHE
coalgebraic branching functors + [FinSet, Set] @ classifying topos viewpoint + levels / coskeleta

DE=ARZ R/ RBBITR 5TV, closest prior work (& Kori-Watanabe [1] TH b, £ Z TR
L L THe > T\ 2 finitely generated / general commutative monoid case 12, ZT5 65D
3-coskeletality based RFLHBDH & 5 LA > TWVD, W OPHFFRTORS HARLHEET
b5
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