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Abstract. We investigate how to add a symmetric monoidal structure to quantaloids
in a compatible way. In particular, dagger compact quantaloids turn out to have prop-
erties that are similar to the category Rel of sets and binary relations. Examples of
such quantaloids are the category qRel of quantum sets and binary relations, and the
category V -Rel of sets and binary relations with values in a commutative quantale
V . For both examples, the process of internalization structures is of interest. Discrete
quantization, a process of generalizing mathematical structures to the noncommutative
setting can be regarded as the process of internalizing these structures in qRel, whereas
fuzzification, the process of introducing degrees of truth or membership to concepts that
are traditionally considered either true or false, can be regarded as the process of inter-
nalizing structures in V -Rel. Hence, we investigate how to internalize power sets and
preordered structures in dagger compact quantaloids.
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1. Introduction

The work we present here evolved from the research on mathematical quantization via
quantum relations. Here, mathematical quantization, also briefly called quantization,
refers to the process of generalizing mathematical structures to the noncommutative set-
ting, typically in terms of operators on Hilbert spaces. For example, because of Gelfand
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duality between locally compact Hausdorff spaces and commutative C*-algebras, one can
regard general C*-algebras as noncommutative generalizations of locally compact Haus-
dorff spaces, and many theorems on locally compact Hausdorff spaces can be generalized
to arbitrary C*-algebras. This observation is crucial in the program of noncommutative
geometry [6], in which the concepts and tools of geometry are generalized to the non-
commutative setting. Another example is provided by von Neumann algebras, which
can be regarded as noncommutative generalizations of measure spaces. The reason why
one could be interested in such noncommutative generalizations is because most quan-
tum phenomena can be described in terms of noncommutative structures. Since many
of these phenomena have classical counterparts; noncommutative generalizations of the
mathematical structures describing these classical counterparts often can be used to de-
scribe the quantum phenomena. For example, complete partial orders (cpos), i.e., posets
in which every monotonically ascending sequence has a supremum, can be used to model
programming languages with recursion. Recently, cpos were quantized, and the result-
ing quantum cpos were used to model quantum programming languages with recursion
[22,24].

The quantization method employed for the quantization of cpos is called discrete quan-
tization, which is based on a noncommutative generalization of sets and binary relations.
The starting point of this approach are quantum relations between von Neumann alge-
bras, introduced by Weaver in [33] and distilled from his joint work with Kuperberg on the
quantization of metric spaces [26]. Quantum relations can be regarded as noncommutative
analogues of binary measurable relations between measure spaces.

As mentioned above, von Neumann algebras are noncommutative generalizations of
measure spaces. Just like sets can be regarded as a subclass of measure spaces (by
equipping them with the Dirac measure), one can identify a subclass of von Neumann
algebras that are noncommutative generalizations of sets. These von Neumann alge-
bras are called hereditarily atomic, and are by definition isomorphic to (possibly infinite)
sums of complex-valued matrix algebras [19], and can therefore be represented by a sum⊕

α∈AB(Hα) for some set-indexed family (Hα)α∈A of finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces.
We call such a set-indexed family of finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces a quantum set. Also
quantum relations between hereditarily atomic von Neumann algebras correspond to mor-
phisms between quantum sets, which we simply call binary relations between quantum
sets, as they are noncommutative generalizations of binary relations between ordinary
sets. Even though quantum sets and hereditarily atomic von Neumann algebras contain
the same information, we will see that categories of ordinary sets embed covariantly into
categories of quantum sets, whereas they embed contravariantly into categories of heredi-
tarily atomic von Neumann algebras. For this reason, as a generalization of sets, quantum
sets might feel more natural than hereditarily atomic von Neumann algebras.

Quantum sets and binary relations between quantum sets form a category qRel, which
is dagger compact and enriched over the category Sup of complete lattices and suprema-
preserving morphisms. Any category with such an enrichment is called a quantaloid.
Because of these properties, qRel admits a well-behaved calculus of relations, including
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notions of symmetry, antisymmetry, transitivity, and reflexivity. This makes it possible
to internalize classical structures within qRel, leading to noncommutative analogues of
familiar objects like graphs and posets. In this sense, the process of discrete quantization
can be understood as the internalization of classical structures in qRel.

Although a quantization process based on on arbitrary von Neumann algebras, discrete
quantization suffices for most applications in quantum information theory and quantum
computing. Moreover, the compact structure of qRel enables constructions, such as the
quantization of the power set monad, that appear impossible at the level of general von
Neumann algebras.

The strength of discrete quantization lies further in the fact that it allows one to
quantize theories instead of just categories. For instance, in [25], the category of quantum
posets was investigated, and many theorems in order theory carry over to the quantum
case. Similarly, in [24], ω-complete partial orders (cpos) were quantized, and the category
of the resulting quantum cpos was investigated. In practice, in order to prove noncom-
mutative versions of theorems in a theory one tries to quantize via discrete quantization,
one sometimes relies on arguments based on the structure of quantum sets. However,
more often, one can prove the theorems purely via categorical arguments based on the
categorical structure of qRel or WRel. This leads to the question whether we can reduce
the proofs completely to categorical arguments.

We note that Rel is the prime example of an allegory, a kind of category generalizing
Rel introduced in [8], just like topoi generalize Set. Allegories are strongly related to
topoi, since the latter are precisely the categories of internal maps in power allegories,
i.e., allegories with so-called power objects that generalize power sets. As a consequence,
allegories have a rich structure that allow for the systematic internalization of most mathe-
matical structures. However, qRel fails to be an allegory (cf. Example 2.66). Bicategories
of relations form another categorical generalization of Rel introduced in [5], but since ev-
ery bicategory of relations is an allegory, qRel cannot be a bicategory of relations either.
Fundamentally, the biggest issue seems to be that the category qSet of internal maps in
qRel inherits a monoidal product from qRel that is not cartesian.

Hence, we cannot rely on existing categorical frameworks that generalize Rel. Instead
we draw inspiration from recent axiomatizations of dagger categories such as the category
Hilb of Hilbert spaces and bounded linear maps [10] or the category Rel [21]. Hence,
we try to identify the essential categorical properties of qRel that allow for a systematic
quantization of most mathematical structures. We also hope that the identification of
these properties will be a step in the direction of an eventual axiomatization of qRel.

We also draw inspiration from fuzzification, the process of introducing degrees of truth
or membership to concepts that are traditionally considered either true or false. Just like
quantization, this process can also be regarded as an internalization process in a category
that resembles Rel, namely the category V -Rel of sets and binary relations with values
in a commutative quantale V , which represents the degrees of truth. One retrieves Rel
as a special case of V -Rel by choosing V to be the two-point lattice. There are ample
examples of choices of V for which V -Rel is not an allegory, for instance, when V is
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affine, but not a frame (cf. Example 2.58). We further note that the category V -Rel also
plays a role in the field of monoidal topology [14]. Here, one unifies ordered, metric and
topological structures in a single framework of lax algebras of lax monads on V -Rel for
some suitable quantale V .

Thus, the starting point for our work is the categorical structure that is shared by
Rel, qRel and V -Rel, which are both dagger compact categories that are simultane-
ously quantaloids, i.e., categories enriched over the category Sup of complete lattice and
suprema-preserving maps. In the preliminaries, i.e., Section 2, we explore (dagger) sym-
metric monoidal categories and quantaloids, and biproducts in these categories. In Sec-
tion 3, we discuss how to combine monoidal structures with a quantaloid structure in
a compatible way, leading to the main notions of this paper, which we call a (dagger)
symmetric monoidal quantaloids and (dagger) compact quantaloids. We show that the
former generalize infinitely distributive (dagger) symmetric monoidal categories with a
quantaloid structure. In Section 4, we investigate how to integrate the notion of dag-
ger kernel categories with dagger quantaloids, and how the existence of dagger kernels
imply that homsets are orthomodular. In the remaining sections, we internalize various
structures. Some of the obtained results were already proven for qRel in [23], but here
we reprove those results in the more general framework of dagger symmetric monoidal
quantaloids. In Section 5 we describe internal maps in symmetric monoidal quantaloids.
In Rel, these correspond to functions, in qRel to unital ∗-homomorphisms (as already
known from the work of Kornell [19]). In Section 6, we study internal preorders, monotone
maps, and monotone relations. In Section 7, we investigate under what conditions we can
embed categories of set-theoretic structures into categories of their internalizations in a
dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid. Finally, in Section 8, we use these structures and
some extra assumptions to derive the existence of power objects. The most important of
these assumptions is that the category of internal maps is symmetric monoidal closed. We
conclude by investigating when the existence of power objects imply a monoidal closed
structure of the internal maps.

2. Preliminaries

In the following, we will give the definitions of compact categories, biproducts and quan-
taloids. All these concepts can be combined with the notion of a dagger on a category.
Moreover, we present two quantaloids, the category V -Rel of sets and binary relations
with values in a quantale V , and the category qRel of quantum sets and binary relations
between quantum sets, which will provide examples of the material developed in this
article.

2.1. Definition. A category C is called a dagger category if it is equipped with a con-
travariant involutive functor (−)† that is the identity on objects. We refer to this functor
as the dagger on C. Furthermore, a morphism f : X → Y in C is called

� a dagger mono if f † ◦ f = idX ;
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� a dagger epi if f ◦ f † = idY ;

� a dagger isomorphism or a unitary if it is both a dagger mono and a dagger epi;

� selfadjoint if X = Y and f † = f ;

� a projection if X = Y and f ◦ f = f = f †.

2.2. Definition. A dagger functor F : C → D between dagger categories is a functor
such that for each morphism f : X → Y in C we have F (f †) = (Ff)†. If, in addition, F
forms an equivalence of categories with a dagger functor G : D → C such that the natural
isomorphisms GFX ∼= X and FGY ∼= Y for X ∈ C and Y ∈ D are unitaries, then
we call F and G an equivalence of dagger categories, and C and D equivalent dagger
categories.

2.3. Monoidal categories.We assume the reader is familiar with symmetric monoidal
categories. To fix notation, we will write symmetric monoidal categories as (C,⊗, I),
suppressing the associator α, the left and right unitors λ, ρ, and the symmetry σ. We
call a symmetric monoidal category (C,⊗, I) closed if for each object X ∈ C the functor
C → C, Y 7→ X ⊗ Y has a right adjoint, in which case we denote the right adjoint by
[X,−]. The counit of the adjunction is denoted by EvalX . We denote the Y -component
of EvalX by EvalX,Y , which is a morphism EvalX,Y : [X, Y ] ⊗ X → Y that satisfies the
universal property that for any morphism f : Z ⊗ X → Y there is a unique morphism
f̂ : Z → [X, Y ] such that EvalX,Y ◦ (f̂ ⊗ idX) = f . Often, we will simply write Eval
instead of EvalX,Y .

In a symmetric monoidal category, the morphisms with the monoidal unit as codomain
play a special role.

2.4. Definition. Let (C,⊗, I) be a symmetric monoidal category and let X ∈ C be an
object. Then a morphism e : X → I is called an effect on X.

The dual concept of an effect, i.e., a morphism with the monoidal unit as domain,
is usually called a state, but will be of lesser importance in this contribution. Another
special role is played by morphisms that are simultaneously states and effects:

2.5. Definition. Let (C,⊗, I) be a symmetric monoidal category. We call the mor-
phisms s : I → I scalars. For any two objects X and Y , we define (left) scalar
multiplication as the operation C(I, I) × C(X, Y ) → C(X,Y ), (s, f) 7→ s · f , where
s · f := λY ◦ (s⊗ f) ◦ λ−1

X .

The proof of the following lemma is straightforward.

2.6. Lemma. In a symmetric monoidal category (C, I,⊗) with a zero object 0 the follow-
ing statements are equivalent:

(1) I ∼= 0;

(2) idI = 0I ;
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(3) there is precisely one scalar.

If (C,⊗, I) is a symmetric monoidal closed category with a zero object 0 isomorphic
to I, it follows for any two objects X and Y of C that C(X, Y ) ∼= C(I, [X, Y ]) ∼=
C(0, [X, Y ]) = 1, hence, there is exactly one morphism X → Y . It follows that all objects
of C are isomorphic to each other, hence C is equivalent to the trivial category.

2.7. Compact categories. A symmetric monoidal category (C,⊗, I) is called compact
or compact closed if each object X in C has a dual X∗, i.e., an object for which there
are morphisms ηX : I → X∗ ⊗X and ϵX : X ⊗X∗ → I, called the unit and the counit,
respectively, such that

λX ◦ (ϵX ⊗ idX) ◦ α−1
X,X∗,X ◦ (idX ⊗ ηX) ◦ ρ−1

X = idX , (1)

ρX∗ ◦ (idX∗ ⊗ ϵX) ◦ αX∗,X,X∗ ◦ (ηX ⊗ idX∗) ◦ λ−1
X∗ = idX∗ (2)

In particular, any compact category (C,⊗, I) is symmetric monoidally closed with
internal hom [X,Y ] = X∗ ⊗ Y [16].

Let f : X → Y be a morphism in a compact closed category (C,⊗, I). Then we define
its name ⌜f⌝ : I → X∗ ⊗ Y and coname ⌞f⌟ : X ⊗ Y ∗ → I as the morphisms

⌜f⌝ := (idX∗ ⊗ f) ◦ ηX ;
⌞f⌟ := ϵY ◦ (f ⊗ idY ∗).

2.8. Lemma. Let X and Y be objects in a compact closed category (C,⊗, I). Then we
have bijections

C(X, Y )
∼=−→ C(I,X∗ ⊗ Y ), g 7→ ⌜g⌝

C(X, Y )
∼=−→ C(X ⊗ Y ∗, I), f 7→ ⌞f⌟,

with respective inverses

C(I,X∗ ⊗ Y ) → C(X,Y ), h 7→ λY ◦ (⌞idX⌟⊗ idY ) ◦ α−1
X,Y ∗,X ◦ (idX ⊗ h) ◦ ρX

C(X ⊗ Y ∗, I) → C(X, Y ), k 7→ λY ◦ (k ⊗ idY ) ◦ α−1
X,Y ∗,Y ◦ (idX ⊗ ⌜idY ⌝) ◦ ρ−1

X .

Proof. The existence of the bijections between the homsets is a basic result in the theory
of compact-closed categories, and is claimed in for instance [16].

Let (C,⊗, I) be a compact closed category. For each morphism f : X → Y , define
f ∗ : Y ∗ → X∗ to be the morphism

f ∗ = ρX ◦ (idX∗ ⊗ ϵY ) ◦ (idX∗ ⊗ (f ⊗ idY ∗)) ◦ αX∗,X,Y ∗ ◦ (ηX ⊗ idY ∗) ◦ λ−1
Y ∗ .

Then the assignment X 7→ X∗ on objects becomes a functor C → Cop by defining its
action on morphisms f : X → Y by f 7→ f ∗. Moreover, the functors idC : C → C and
(−)∗∗ : C → C are natural isomorphic.
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2.9. Dagger compact categories. A dagger symmetric monoidal category is a sym-
metric monoidal category (C,⊗, I) that is also a dagger category in such a way that
(f ⊗ g)† = f † ⊗ g† for all morphisms f and g, and such that the associator, unitors and
symmetry are unitaries. If, in addition, (C,⊗, I) is compact and satisfies σA,A∗ ◦ ϵ†A = ηA,
then we call (C,⊗, I) a dagger compact category.

2.10. Definition. Let (C,⊗, I) and (D,⊙, J) be symmetric monoidal categories. Then
a symmetric monoidal functor F : D → C is a functor F : D → C equipped with
coherence morphisms φ : I → FJ and φX,Y : FX ⊗ FY → F (X ⊙ Y ) for each X, Y ∈ D
satisfying the following axioms:

FαX,Y,Z ◦ φX⊙Y,Z ◦ (φX,Y ⊗ idFZ) = φX,Y⊙Z ◦ (idFY ⊗ φY,Z) ◦ αFX,FY,FZ (3)

FλY ◦ φJ,Y ◦ (φ⊗ idFY ) = λFY (4)

FρX ◦ φX,J ◦ (idFX ⊗ φ) = ρFX (5)

FσX,Y ◦ φX,Y = φY,X ◦ σFX,FY . (6)

for objects X,Y, Z of D. If all coherence morphisms are isomorphisms, we call F strong.
If, in addition, (C,⊗, I) and (D,⊙, J) are dagger symmetric monoidal categories, and
the coherence morphisms are unitaries, we call F a dagger strong symmetric monoidal
functor. If all coherence morphisms are identities, then F is called strict.

2.11. Lemma. Let f : X → Y be a morphism in a dagger compact category (C,⊗, I).
Then

(f ∗)† = (f †)∗;

ϵY ◦ (f ⊗ idY ∗) = ϵX ◦ (idX ⊗ f ∗);

(idX∗ ⊗ f) ◦ ηX = (f ∗ ⊗ idY ) ◦ ηY .
Proof. For the first equality, see [11, Lemma 3.55]. For the remaining equalities, see
Equation (3.10) in Lemma 3.12 of [11].

Finally, dagger compact categories enjoy the property of having a trace.

2.12. Definition. Let (C,⊗, I) be a dagger compact category. For each object X ∈ C,
we denote the map C(X,X) → C(I, I), f 7→ ϵX ◦ (f ⊗ idX∗) ◦ ϵ†X by TrX(f), or simply by
Tr(f).

We record the following properties of the trace:

2.13. Proposition. [11, Lemmas 3.61 & 3.63] Let (C,⊗, I) be a dagger compact cate-
gory. Then:

(a) TrI(s) = s for any scalar s : I → I;

(b) TrX(0X) = 0I for any object X of C if C has a zero object;

(c) TrX⊗Y (f ⊗ g) = Tr(f)X ◦ TrY (g) for any morphisms f : X → X and g : Y → Y ;

(d) TrX(g ◦ f) = TrY (f ◦ g) for any morphisms f : X → Y and g : Y → X.



MONOIDAL QUANTALOIDS 995

2.14. Definition. Let (C,⊗, I) be a dagger compact category. Then we define the di-
mension dim(X) of an object X of C to be the scalar Tr(idX).

2.15. Biproducts. Given a zero object 0 in a category C, we denote by 0X,Y the unique
morphism X → Y that factors via 0. If X = Y , we write often 0X instead of 0X,X .
Moreover, we define δX,Y : X → Y to be the morphism in C given by

δX,Y =

{
idX , X = Y ;

0X,Y , X ̸= Y.

If (Xα)α∈A is a set-indexed family of objects in C, we often will write δα,β instead of δXα,Xβ

for α, β ∈ A.

2.16. Definition. Let C be a category with a zero object 0. We say that a set-indexed
family (Xα)α∈A of objects in C has a biproduct if there exists an object

⊕
α∈AXα and

morphisms pXβ
:
⊕

α∈AXα → Xβ and iXβ
: Xβ →

⊕
α∈AXα such that:

�

⊕
α∈AXα is the product of (Xα)α∈A with canonical projections pXα;

�

⊕
α∈AXα is the coproduct of (Xα)α∈A with canonical injections iXα;

� pXβ
◦ iXα = δXα,Xβ

for each α, β ∈ A.

If, in addition, C is a dagger category, we call
⊕

α∈AXα the dagger biproduct of (Xα)α∈A
if the following condition is satisfied:

� p†Xα
= iXα for each α ∈ A.

If we only consider the biproduct of a single set-indexed family (Xα)α∈A of objects instead
of biproducts of several families, we sometimes write pα, iα and δα,β instead of pXα, iXα

and δXα,Xβ
, respectively, for α, β ∈ A.

Given set-indexed families (Xα)α∈A and (Yα)α∈A of objects in a category R with small
biproducts, and morphisms fα : Xα → Yα for each α ∈ A, we have

∏
α∈A fα =

∐
α∈A fα,

which we will denote by
⊕

α∈A fα.

2.17. Definition. We say that a (dagger) category C has small (dagger) biproducts if
it has a zero object and the (dagger) biproduct of any set-indexed family of objects in C
exists.

2.18. Definition. Given an object X of a category C with small biproducts, and given
an index set A, we denote the morphisms ⟨idX⟩α∈A : X →

⊕
α∈AX and [idX ]α∈A :⊕

α∈AX → X by ∆A
X and ∇A

X , respectively. If no confusion is possible, we drop subscripts
and/or superscripts.

The proofs of the following lemmas are straightforward.
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2.19. Lemma. Let R be a pointed category and let (Xα)α∈A be a set-indexed family of
objects in R whose biproduct exists. Then for each β ∈ A, we have pβ = [δα,β]α∈A and
iα = ⟨δα,β⟩β∈A
2.20. Lemma. Let C be a category with biproducts, let (Xα)α∈A be a set-indexed family of
objects in C, and let X =

⊕
α∈AXα. Let Y ∈ C, and for each α ∈ A, let fα : Y → Xα and

gα : Xα → Y be morphisms. Then ⟨fα⟩α∈A =
(⊕

α∈A fα
)
◦∆ and [gα]α∈A = ∇◦

(⊕
α∈A gα

)
.

2.21. Superposition rule. Let R be a category with all small biproducts. Given
objects X and Y in R and a set-indexed family (fα)α∈A of morphisms X → Y , we define
the morphism

∑
α∈A fα : X → Y by

∑
α∈A

fα := ∇ ◦

(⊕
α∈A

fα

)
◦∆.

Furthermore, given f1, f2 ∈ R(X, Y ), we define f1 + f2 : X → Y by

f1 + f2 :=
∑

α∈{1,2}

fα.

The first two properties in the next proposition express that homsets in a category R
with all small biproducts form complete monoids in the sense of Laird [28], which is a
generalization of the notion of Σ-monoids introduced by Haghverdi [9] to the uncountable
case. Combined with the sixth property, these properties express that R is enriched
over the category of complete monoids and sum-preserving maps, which is proven in [28,
Proposition 2.3]. The proof of the remaining properties is straightforward; the essential
steps are the same in the more familiar case of finitely-indexed families of morphisms. We
note that complete monoids are also studied by Andrés-Mart́ınez and Heunen [1].

2.22. Proposition. Let R be a category with small biproducts, and let X and Y be
objects of R. Then for any set-indexed family (fα)α∈A of morphisms X → Y , we have

(1)
∑

α∈A fα = fβ if A is the singleton {β};

(2)
∑

α∈A fα =
∑

β∈B
∑

α∈k−1[{β}] fα for each function k : A→ B;

(3)
∑

α∈A fα =
∑

β∈A fk(β) for each bijection k : A→ A;

(4)
∑

α∈∅ fα = 0X,Y ;

(5)
∑

α∈A fα =
∑

α∈A\B fα for each B ⊆ A such that fβ = 0X,Y for each β ∈ B;

(6) For each object Z and morphism g : Y → Z and h : Z → X, we have

g ◦

(∑
α∈A

fα

)
=
∑
α∈A

(g ◦ fα),

(∑
α∈A

fα

)
◦ h =

∑
α∈A

(fα ◦ h).
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2.23. Corollary. Let C be a category with all small biproducts, and let (Xα)α∈A be a
collection of objects in C. Then id⊕

α∈AXα =
∑

α∈A iα ◦ pα.

Proof. For each β ∈ A we have pβ◦
∑

α∈A iα◦pα =
∑

α∈A pβ◦iα◦pα =
∑

α∈A δα,β◦pα = pβ,
whence we must have

∑
α∈A iα ◦ pα = id⊕

α∈AXα .

2.24. Matrices. Let R be a category with small biproducts. Let (Xα)α∈A and (Yβ)β∈B
be collections of objects in R, and for each α ∈ A and β ∈ B let fα,β be a morphism
Xα → Yβ. Then we define the morphism (fα,β)α∈A,β∈B :

⊕
α∈AXα →

⊕
β∈B Yβ by

(fα,β)α∈A,β∈B :=
∑

α∈A,β∈B

iYβ ◦ fα,β ◦ pXα .

For simplicity, we will sometimes write (fα,β)α,β instead of (fα,β)α∈A,β∈B. If f = (fα,β)α,β,
we will refer to (fα,β)α,β as the matrix corresponding to f ; the morphisms fα,β are called
matrix elements of f .

The following lemma is an infinite version of Lemma 2.26 and Corollary 2.27 of [11].
Except for working with a possibly infinite index-set instead of a finite one, the proof is
the same.

2.25. Lemma. Let R be a category with small biproducts, let (Xα)α∈A and (Yβ)β∈B be
families of objects in R. Then any morphism f :

⊕
α∈AXα →

⊕
β∈B Yβ has a corre-

sponding matrix, i.e., f = (fα,β)α∈A,β∈B with matrix elements

fα,β := pYβ ◦ f ◦ iXα .

Moreover, f is uniquely determined by its matrix elements.

2.26. Lemma. Let R be a category with small biproducts, let (Xα)α∈A and (Yβ)β∈B be
families of objects in R, and let f :

⊕
α∈AXα →

⊕
β∈B Yβ be a morphism. Then

(a) pYβ ◦ f =
∑

α∈A fα,β ◦ pXα;

(b) f ◦ iXα =
∑

β∈B iYβ ◦ fα,β.

Proof. By Lemma 2.25, we have f =
∑

α∈A,β∈B iYβ ◦ fα,β ◦ pXα . The statements now
follow directly from (6) of Proposition 2.22 and from the definition of biproducts.

The following lemma is an infinite version of [11, Proposition 2.28]. Its practically the
same.

2.27. Lemma. Let R be a category with small biproducts, and let (Xα)α∈A, (Yβ)β∈B and
(Zγ)γ∈C be collections of objects in R. Let f :

⊕
α∈AXα →

⊕
β∈B Yβ and g :

⊕
β∈ Yβ →⊕

γ∈C Zγ be morphisms with matrices (fα,β)α∈A,β∈B and (gβ,γ)β∈B,γ∈C, respectively. Then

g ◦ f =

(∑
β∈B

gβ,γ ◦ fα,β

)
α∈A,γ∈C

.
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2.28. Lemma. Let R be a category with all small biproducts, and let (Xα)α∈A be a collec-
tion of objects inR. Then the (α, β)-matrix entry of id⊕

α∈AXα is given by (id⊕
α∈AXα)α,β =

δα,β.

Proof. By Lemma 2.25, we have (id⊕
γ∈AXγ )α,β = pβ ◦ id⊕

γ∈AXγ ◦ iα = pβ ◦ iα = δα,β.

2.29. Dagger biproducts. If a dagger category has small dagger biproducts, we can
calculate the adjoint of matrices as follows.

2.30. Proposition. Let R be a dagger category with small dagger biproducts. Let f =
(fα,β)α∈A,β∈B :

⊕
α∈AXα →

⊕
β∈B Yβ be a morphism in R. Then for each α ∈ A and

each β ∈ B, we have (f †)β,α = (fα,β)
†.

2.31. Lemma. Let R be a dagger category with all dagger biproducts. For any two families
(Xα)α∈A and (Yα)α∈A, and for any set-indexed family of morphisms (rα : Xα → Yβ)α∈A,

we have
(⊕

α∈A rα
)†

=
⊕

α∈A r
†
α.

2.32. Proposition. Let R be a dagger category with all small dagger biproducts. Let Y
be an object of R, and let (Xα)α∈A be a set-indexed family of objects in R with dagger
biproduct X. For each α ∈ A, let rα : Xα → Y be a morphism in R, and let r := [rα]α∈A :
X → Y . Then

(a) [rα]
†
α∈A = ⟨r†α⟩α∈A;

(b) r ◦ r† =
∑

α∈A rα ◦ r†α;

(c) (r† ◦ r)α,β = r†β ◦ rα for each α, β ∈ A;

(d) ∆A
Y = (∇A

Y )
†.

2.33. Distributivity. A symmetric monoidal category (C,⊗, I) is called infinitely dis-
tributive symmetric monoidal if it has all small coproducts and for each object X ∈ C
and each set-indexed family (Yα)α∈A of objects in C the canonical morphism

[idX ⊗ iYα ]α∈A :
∐
α∈A

(X ⊗ Yα) → X ⊗
∐
α∈A

Yα

is an isomorphism.
The following proposition is a standard result in category theory.

2.34. Proposition. Any symmetric monoidal closed category (C,⊗, I) with all small
coproducts is an infinitely distributive symmetric monoidal category.

2.35. Corollary. Any compact closed category with all small coproducts is infinitely
distributive symmetric monoidal.

The next proposition is a generalization of [11, Lemma 3.22], and its proof is essentially
the same.
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2.36. Proposition. Let (R,⊗, I) be an infinitely distributive symmetric monoidal cat-
egory with all small biproducts. For each X,Y, Z,W ∈ R, each morphism f : X → W ,
and each set-indexed family (gα)α∈A of morphisms Y → Z, we have

f ⊗
∑
α∈A

gα =
∑
α∈A

f ⊗ gα,

(∑
α∈A

gα

)
⊗ f =

∑
α∈A

(gα ⊗ f).

2.37. Lemma. Let (R,⊗, I) be an infinitely distributive symmetric monoidal category
with small biproducts. For any set-indexed family (sα)α∈A of scalars, and for any any
morphism f : X → Y in R, we have

∑
α∈A(sα · f) =

(∑
α∈A sα

)
· f .

Proof.(∑
α∈A

sα

)
· f = λY ◦

((∑
α∈A

sα

)
⊗ f

)
◦ λ−1

X = λY ◦

(∑
α∈A

sα ⊗ f

)
◦ λ−1

X

=
∑
α∈A

(λY ◦ (sα ⊗ f) ◦ λ−1
X ) =

∑
α∈A

(sα · f),

where we used Proposition 2.36 in the second equality, and Proposition 2.22 in the penul-
timate equality.

2.38. Quantales. Before we discuss quantaloids, we define quantales, which are par-
tially ordered structures that can be regarded as quantum generalizations of locales, and
they provide the right setting for describing graded or weighted notions of relation, such
as fuzzy membership.

2.39. Definition. A quantale (V, ·, e) consists of a complete lattice V equipped with an
associative operation (x, y) 7→ x · y, called the multiplication, and a neutral element e for
the multiplication such that(∨

α∈A

xα

)
· y =

∨
α∈A

xα · y, y ·
∨
α∈A

xα =
∨
α∈A

y · xα

for each set-indexed family (xα)α∈A of elements in V and each y ∈ V . We denote the
least and greatest element of V by ⊥ and ⊤, respectively. If, in addition, V is equipped
with a dagger, i.e., a map (−)† : V → V such that for each x, y ∈ V :

� x†† = x;

� x ≤ y implies x† ≤ y†;

� (x · y)† = y† · x†,
then we call V a dagger quantale.

In this work, quantales are always assumed to be unital, whereas some authors use
the term ‘quantale’ for the non-unital notion and treat the unital case as a special case.
We also note that in the literature, dagger quantales are called ∗-quantales or involutive
quantales, see for instance [13]. Because daggers play a crucial role in this work, we
decided to deviate from the standard terminology.
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2.40. Definition. We call a quantale (V, ·, e):
� trivial if V = 1;

� nontrivial if ⊤ ̸=⊥;

� affine or integral if e = ⊤;

� commutative if x · y = y · x for each x, y ∈ V ;

� idempotent if x · x = x for each x ∈ V .

It is straightforward to see that a quantale V is commutative if and only if the identity
is a dagger on V .

2.41. Example. When equipped with the order and multiplication inherited from the
real numbers, 2 := {0, 1} is a commutative, affine idempotent quantale, and [0, 1] is a
commutative affine quantale.

The proofs of the following two lemmas are straightforward.

2.42. Lemma. Let (V, ·, e) be a quantale. Then ⊥ · x =⊥= x · ⊥ for each x ∈ V .

2.43. Lemma. Let (V, ·, e) be a quantale. Then V is nontrivial if and only if e ̸=⊥.

Frames are special cases of quantales as follows from the following well-known result
(see for instance [3, Corollary 2], but note that the authors already assume idempotency
in the definition of a quantale):

2.44. Lemma. An affine and idempotent quantale (V, ·, e) is a frame with x ∧ y = x · y
for each x, y ∈ V . In particular, (V, ·, e) is commutative.

2.45. Quantaloids. Next, we review the definition of quantaloids and some basic prop-
erties.

A quantaloid is a category Q in which every homset is a complete lattice such that
composition or morphisms preserves suprema in both arguments separately. A homomor-
phism of quantaloids is a functor F : Q → R between quantaloids that preserves the
suprema of parallel morphisms, i.e., for each set-indexed family (fα)α∈A of morphisms in
a homset Q(X, Y ), we have F (

∨
α∈A fα) =

∨
α∈A F (fα). If, in addition, there is a functor

G : R → Q such that F and G form an equivalence of categories, then we call F an
equivalence of quantaloids, and we say that Q and R equivalent quantaloids.

We note that the functor G is automatically an homomorphism of quantaloids. Indeed,
if we denote the natural isomorphism FG → idR by ϵ, then the inverse of the bijection
R(X, Y ) → Q(GX,GY ), g 7→ Gg is the map Q(GX,GY ) → R(X, Y ), f 7→ ϵY ◦Ff ◦ ϵ−1

X ,
which preserves suprema because f 7→ Ff preserves suprema for F is a homomorphism of
quantaloids, and because composition in R preserves suprema. It is a standard result that
the inverse of a supremum-preserving bijection between complete lattices also preserves
suprema, which shows that G is a homomorphism of quantaloids.

The following example shows that quantaloids are obtained as oidificiations of quan-
tales.
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2.46. Example. Given a quantale V , we denote by V the quantaloid with a single object
1 whose single homset is given by V(1, 1) = V . Composition is defined by V(1, 1) ×
V(1, 1) → V(1, 1), (x, y) 7→ x · y. Furthermore, we have id1 = e.

As a special case, obtain 2 from the quantale 2 = {0, 1}.

2.47. Example. [7, Section 2.1] Let Sup be the category of complete lattices and supre-
mum-preserving maps. Given two complete lattices X and Y , the (external) homset
Sup(X, Y ) is a complete lattice when ordered pointwise. It is straightforward to show that
composition in Sup preserves suprema in each argument separately, hence Sup is a quan-
taloid. Moreover, (Sup,⊗, 2) is a symmetric monoidal category, where 2 is the two-point
lattice {0, 1}, and for complete lattices X and Y , we define X⊗Y := Sup(X, Y op)op. The
internal hom is given by the external hom. As a consequence, Sup is enriched over itself
[2, Proposition 6.2.6]. In fact, quantaloids are precisely the categories that are enriched
over Sup.

Our next example generalizes the categoryRel of sets and binary relations in a natural
way. It is motivated by fuzzy mathematics, which requires binary relations to take truth
values in a many-valued set rather than the usual two-point set 2 described in Example
2.41. In the next example, the many-valued sets of truth values is represented by a
quantale V . Taking V = 2 in the next Example yields Rel.

2.48. Example. [14] Let V be a quantale. Let A and B be sets. Then a function r :
A × B → V is called a V -valued relation or simply a V -relation from A to B, in which
case we write r : A −7→ B. Sets and V -valued relations form a category V -Rel if we
define the composition s • r of V -valued relations r : A −7→ B and s : B −7→ C by

(s • r)(α, γ) :=
∨
β∈B

r(α, β) · s(β, γ),

and the identity morphism on a set A as the V -relation eA : A −7→ A defined by

eA(α, α
′) :=

{
e, α = α′,

⊥, otherwise.

V -Rel becomes a quantaloid if we order parallel V -valued relations r, s : A −7→ B by r ≤ s
if and only if r(α, β) ≤ s(α, β) for each α ∈ A and β ∈ B. The supremum

∨
κ∈K rκ of

any set-indexed family (rκ)κ∈K of parallel V -valued relations A −7→ B is calculated via(∨
κ∈K

rκ

)
(α, β) =

∨
κ∈K

rκ(α, β)

for each α ∈ A and each β ∈ B.

The following example will be fundamental for the definition of a quantum set.
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2.49. Example. We define the category FdOS0 as the category whose objects are finite-
dimensional Hilbert spaces; any morphism V : X → Y between objects X and Y of FdOS0

is a subspace V ⊆ B(X, Y ). Since X and Y are finite-dimensional, so is B(X,Y ), whence
such V is closed, hence an operator space. Given another object Z ∈ FdOS0 and an
operator space W : Y → Z, the composition W · V : X → Z of V with W is defined as
the operator space span{wv : w ∈ W, v ∈ V }. FdOS0 becomes a quantaloid if we order
its homsets by inclusion. The identity operator space idX on the object X is given by
C1X , where 1X : X → X is the identity operator on X, so the identity morphism on X
regarded as object of the category FdHilb of finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces and linear
maps. The supremum

∨
α∈A Vα of a set-indexed family (Vα)α∈A of parallel operator spaces

X → Y is given by span
(⋃

α∈A Vα
)
. We denote the full subcategory of FdOS0 of all

nonzero finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces by FdOS, which is also a quantaloid because it
is a full subcategory of FdOS0.

The proof of the next lemma is straightforward.

2.50. Lemma. Let F : Q → R be a faithful homomorphism of quantaloids. Then, for
each X and Y in Q, the map FX,Y : Q(X, Y ) → R(FX,FY ), f 7→ Ff is an order
embedding. If, in addition, F is full, then FX,Y is an order isomorphism.

Since homsets of quantaloids are complete lattices, the following definition makes
sense:

2.51. Definition. Let Q be a quantaloid. For any two objects X and Y , we denote
the largest and least element of Q(X, Y ) by ⊤X,Y and ⊥X,Y , respectively. We write ⊤X

instead of ⊤X,X , and ⊥X instead of ⊥X,X .

The proofs of the next lemmas are all straightforward if one uses that ⊥X,Y=
∨
∅X,Y ,

where ∅X,Y denotes the empty subset of Q(X,Y ) in a quantaloid Q.

2.52. Lemma. Let X, Y , and Z be objects in a quantaloid Q, and let f : X → Y and
g : Y → Z be morphisms in Q. Then ⊥Y,Z ◦f =⊥X,Z and g◦ ⊥X,Y=⊥X,Z.

2.53. Lemma. Let Q be a quantaloid with a zero object 0. Then for any two objects X
and Y , we have 0X,Y =⊥X,Y .

2.54. Lemma. Let F : Q → R be a homomorphism of quantaloids, and let X and Y be
objects in Q. Then F (⊥X,Y ) =⊥FX,FY . If, in addition, both Q and R have a zero object,
then we have F (0X,Y ) = 0FX,FY .

2.55. Dagger quantaloids. When a mathematical object is endowed with multiple
structures, these structures often required to be mutually compatible. For instance, a
topological group is not just a group with a topology, but one also requires that the
group operations are continuous. Another example is the definition of a dagger compact
category above, where the unit and counit of the compact structure are required to be
related to each other via the dagger operation. In the same way, we aim to describe how
to combine the concepts of quantaloids and of dagger compact categories. We start with
the combination of dagger categories and quantaloids:
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2.56. Definition. A dagger quantaloid is a quantaloid Q that is at the same time a
dagger category, such that for each two objects X and Y in Q the bijection

Q(X, Y )
∼=−→ Q(Y,X), r 7→ r†

is an order isomorphism.

Note that since the dagger is involutive and a bijection on homsets, we could also have
required that (−)† is monotone, or that it preserves arbitrary suprema. In the literature,
dagger quantaloids are often called ∗-quantaloids or involutive quantaloids, see for instance
[12].

2.57. Example. Let V be a dagger quantale. Then the quantaloid V from Example 2.46
is a dagger quantaloid, where the dagger on V(1, 1) → V(1, 1), v 7→ v† is the dagger
V → V , v 7→ v† on V .

2.58. Example. Let V be a dagger quantale. Then V -Rel (cf. Example 2.48) is a
dagger quantaloid where the dagger r† : B −7→ A of a V -valued relation r : A −7→ B is the
V -valued relation (β, α) 7→ r(α, β)†.

We are in particular interested in the case that V is commutative. If, in addition, V
is affine, but not a frame, then V -Rel is not an allegory. Indeed, it follows from Lemma
2.44 that V cannot be idempotent, so there must be some v ∈ V such that v · v ̸= v. Since
V is affine, we have v ≤ e, hence v · v ≤ v · e = v, hence, we must have v ≰ v · v. Now, we
cannot have v ≤ v · v · v, because otherwise v ≤ v · v · v ≤ v · v · e = v · v. As a consequence,
taking r : 1 −7→ 1 in V -Rel given by r(∗, ∗) = v, we cannot have r ≤ r • r† • r, which
should hold in an allegory [15, Lemma A.3.2.1].

2.59. Example. FdOS and FdOS0 (cf. Example 2.49) become dagger quantaloids if
for each morphism V : X → Y we define V † : Y → X by V † = {v† : v ∈ V }, where
v† : Y → X denotes the adjoint of the operator v : X → Y .

2.60. Definition. A homomorphism of dagger quantaloids is a homomorphism of quan-
taloids F : Q → R between two dagger quantaloids Q and R that is also a dagger functor.
If, in addition, there is a dagger functor G : R → Q such that F and G form an equiva-
lence of dagger categories, we call Q and R equivalent dagger quantaloids.

In the quantaloid literature such as [31], biproducts are also called direct sums, and
can be characterized in the following way.

2.61. Proposition. [31, Proposition 8.3] Let (Xα)α∈A be a set-indexed family of objects
in a quantaloid Q. Let X be an object of Q. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(a) X is the product of (Xα)α∈A with canonical projections pα : X → Xα for each α ∈ A;

(b) X is the coproduct of (Xα)α∈A with canonical injections iα : Xα → X for each
α ∈ A;
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(c) X is the biproduct of (Xα)α∈A with canonical projections pα : X → Xα and canonical
injections iα : Xα → X for each α ∈ A;

(d) For each α ∈ A there are morphisms pα : X → Xα, iα : Xα → X such that∨
α∈A iα ◦ pα = idX and such that pβ ◦ iα = δα,β for each α, β ∈ A,

in which case the following identities hold:

� pβ = [δα,β]α∈A for each β ∈ A;

� iα = ⟨δα,β⟩β∈A for each α ∈ A;

� ⟨fα⟩α∈A =
∨
α∈A iα ◦ fα for each object Y of Q and each family (fα : Y → Xα)α∈A

of morphisms;

� [gα]α∈A =
∨
α∈A gα ◦ pα for each object Y of Q and each family (gα : Xα → Y )α∈A

of morphisms.

The next proposition is an infinite version of [11, Lemma 2.21], but the proof is
essentially the same.

2.62. Proposition. Let Q be a quantaloid with small biproducts. For objects X and Y
in Q, let (fα)α∈A be a set-indexed family in Q(X, Y ). Then

∑
α∈A fα =

∨
α∈A fα.

With the previous two proposition, the proof of the next proposition is straightforward.

2.63. Proposition. Let Q be a quantaloid with small biproducts. Let X ∈ Q, and let
(Yα)α∈A, (Zα)α∈A and (Wβ)β∈B be set-indexed families of objects in Q.

(a) Given parallel morphisms rα, sα : X → Yα for each α ∈ A, we have rα ≤ sα for each
α ∈ A if and only if ⟨rα⟩α∈A ≤ ⟨sα⟩α∈A;

(b) Given parallel morphisms rα, sβ : Yα → X for each α ∈ A, we have rα ≤ sα for each
α ∈ A if and only if [rα]α∈A ≤ [sα]α∈A.

(c) Given parallel morphism rα, sα : Yα → Zα for each α ∈ A, we have rα ≤ sα for each
α ∈ A if and only if

⊕
α∈A rα ≤

⊕
α∈A sα;

(d) Given parallel morphisms r, s :
⊕

α∈A Yα →
⊕

β∈BWβ, we have r ≤ s if and only if
rα,β ≤ sα,β for each α ∈ A and each β ∈ B.

2.64. Proposition. Let Q and R both be (dagger) quantaloids with small (dagger)
biproducts. If F : Q → R is a homomorphism of (dagger) quantaloids, then F preserves
(dagger) biproducts.

Proof. This follows directly from the alternative characterization of biproducts in Propo-
sition 2.61.
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2.65. Proposition. [13, Example 3.7] Let Q be a quantaloid. Then we define a new
quantaloid Matr(Q) whose objects are set-indexed families (Xα)α∈A where Xα is an object
of Q for each α ∈ A. A morphism f : X → Y where X = (Xα)α∈A and Y = (Yβ)β∈B are
objects of Matr(Q) is a ‘matrix’ of morphisms in Q. To be more precise, f is a set-indexed
family (fβα )(α,β)∈A×B where fβα : Xα → Yβ is a morphism in Q. The composition with a
morphism g : Y → Z where Z = (Zγ)γ∈C is an object in Matr(Q) is defined via

(g ◦ f)γα =
∨
β∈B

gγβ ◦ f
β
α

for each (α, γ) ∈ A× C. For α, β ∈ A, the (α, β)-entry (idX)
β
α of the identity morphism

idX on X is given by

(idX)
β
α =

{
idXα , α = β,

⊥Xα,Xβ
, α ̸= β.

We order parallel morphisms f, g : X → Y for objects X = (Xα)α∈A and Y = (Yβ)β∈B
of Matr(Q) by f ≤ g if and only if (fα)

β ≤ gβα for each (α, β) ∈ A × B. Clearly,
the supremum

∨
γ∈C fγ of any set-indexed family (fγ)γ∈C of morphisms X → Y is then

determined by (∨
γ∈C

fγ

)β

α

=
∨
γ∈C

(fγ)
β
α

for each (α, β) ∈ A× B. Finally, if Q is a dagger quantaloid, then so is Matr(Q), if for
each morphism f : (Xα)α∈A → (Yβ)β∈B in Matr(Q) we define f † by (f †)αβ := (fβα )

† for
each (β, α) ∈ B × A.

2.66. Example. Recall the dagger quantaloid FdOS (cf. Examples 2.49 and 2.59). We
denote the quantaloid Matr(FdOS) by qRel. Its objects are called quantum sets, typically
denoted by calligraphic letters X , Y, Z. The index set of a quantum set X is typically
denoted by At(X ), whose elements are called the atoms of X , so X = (Xα)α∈At(X ) For
any natural number n, we denote the quantum set (C)ni=1 by n. The morphisms of qRel
are called binary relations between quantum sets. qRel is no allegory, because its full
subcategory FdOS is not an allegory, which can be seen as follows. Let H be a finite-
dimensional Hilbert space and let a : H → H be an invertible linear map that is not a

unitary map. Then a† ̸= a−1. For instance, let H = C2, and let a =

(
1 1
0 1

)
. The

inverse of a is a−1 =

(
1 −1
0 1

)
, which clearly is not equal to a†. Let V,W ⊆ B(H) be

given by V = Ca and W = Ca−1. Then V and W are automorphisms of H in FdOS,
and V ·W = C1H and W · V = C1H , so W = V −1 in FdOS. However, it follows from
[15, Lemma A.3.2.3] that f−1 = f † for any invertible morphism f in an allegory, and
since a−1 ̸= a†, we have V −1 ̸= V †, so FdOS cannot be an allegory.

The matrix-like composition of V -valued relations suggest that V -Rel is the biproduct
completion of a quantaloid.
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2.67. Proposition. Let V be a (dagger) quantale. Define FV : V -Rel → Matr(V) by
A 7→ (1)α∈A on objects and by r 7→ (r(α, β))(α,β)∈A×B on morphisms r : A −7→ B. Define
GV : Matr(V) → V -Rel to be the functor that is defined on objects by (1)α∈A 7→ A and
that maps morphisms (fβα )(α,β)∈A×B : (1)α∈A → (1)β∈B to the V -valued relation A −7→ B,
(α, β) 7→ fβα . Then FV and GV are homomorphisms of (dagger) quantaloids and form an
isomorphism of categories, hence V -Rel and Matr(V) are equivalent (dagger) quantaloids.

Recall that in Rel, biproducts are given by
⊎
α∈AAκ = {(κ, α) : κ ∈ K,α ∈ Aκ}. Also

Matr(Q) has all small biproducts. In fact, we have:

2.68. Theorem. [31, p.43] Let Q be a (dagger) quantaloid. Then Matr(Q) is the uni-
versal (dagger) biproduct completion of Q:

� The (dagger) biproduct X of a set-indexed family (Xκ)κ∈K in Matr(Q) with Xκ =
(Xκ,α)α∈Aκ is given by (Xκ,α)(κ,α)∈A with A =

⊕
κ∈K Aκ. For each λ ∈ K, the

canonical projection pλ : X → Xλ and canonical injection iλ are given by

(pλ)
β
(κ,α) =

{
idXκ,α , λ = κ, α = β,

⊥Xκ,α,Xλ,β
, otherwise,

(iλ)
(κ,α)
β =

{
idXκ,α , λ = κ, α = β,

⊥Xλ,β ,Xκ,α , otherwise,

for each (κ, α) ∈ A and each β ∈ Aλ.

� There is a fully faithful homomorphism of (dagger) quantaloids EQ : Q → Matr(Q)
sending each X of Q to the family (Xα)α∈1 with X∗ = X, and which sends each
morphism f : X → Y to (fβα )(α,β)∈1×1 with f ∗

∗ = f .

� Given any other (dagger) quantaloid R with small (dagger) biproducts, and given
any homomorphism of (dagger) quantaloids F : Q → R, there is a homomorphism
of (dagger) quantaloids F : Matr(Q) → R that is unique up to natural isomorphism
such that the following diagram commutes up to natural isomorphism:

Q Matr(Q)

R,

EQ

F F

namely the functor that maps any object (Xα)α∈A in Matr(Q) to
⊕

α∈AXα in R and
that maps morphisms (fβα )(α,β)∈A×B : (Xα)α∈A → (Yβ)β∈B to

∨
α∈A,β∈B iYβ ◦fβα ◦pXα.

� If Q already has all small (dagger) biproducts, then Q and Matr(Q) are equivalent
(dagger) quantaloids via EQ and PQ := idQ.
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� Matr is functorial: for each homomorphism of (dagger) quantaloids F : Q → R, we
define Matr(F ) := ER ◦ F . Explicitly, Matr(F ) maps objects (Xα)α∈A in Matr(Q)
to (FXα)α∈A in Matr(R), and morphisms (fβα )(α,β)∈A×B : (Xα)α∈A → (Yβ)β∈B in
Matr(Q) to (Ffβα )(α,β)∈A×B in Matr(R). The homomorphism Matr(F ) is faithful if
F is faithful and full if F is full.

2.69. Example. Since for any (dagger) quantale V , the quantaloid Matr(V) has all small
(dagger) biproducts, it follows from Proposition 2.67 that the category V -Rel likewise has
all small (dagger) biproducts. Specifically, the (dagger) biproduct of a set-indexed family
(Aκ)κ∈K of sets is the disjoint union A :=

⊎
κ∈K Aκ, so A = {(κ, α) : κ ∈ K,α ∈ A}.

For each κ ∈ K, the canonical injection iκ : Aκ −7→ A and the canonical projection
pκ : A −7→ Aκ are the V -relations given by

iκ(α, β) =

{
e, β = (κ, α),

⊥, otherwise,

pκ(β, α) =

{
e, β = (κ, α),

⊥, otherwise,

for each α ∈ Aκ and each β ∈ A.

2.70. Dagger kernels. Let R be a dagger category. If the equalizer e of two parallel
morphisms f, g : X → Y exists and can be chosen to be a dagger mono, then we call it
a dagger equalizer. In addition, assume that R has a zero object. If the dagger equalizer
k : Kf → X of a morphism f : X → Y and 0X,Y exists, then we call k a dagger kernel of
f , in which case we write ker(f) := k. Sometimes we just write K instead of Kf . If every
morphism in R has a dagger kernel, we call R a dagger kernel category or we say that R
has dagger kernels.

We note that to show that a dagger mono k : K → X is the dagger equalizer of some
morphisms f, g : X → Y in a dagger category, it suffices to show that for each morphism
m : Z → K with f ◦ m = g ◦ m, there is some morphism h : Z → K with k ◦ h = m.
Uniqueness of h follows automatically because k is a dagger mono.

The notion in the following definition is originally due to Heunen and Jacobs [4].

2.71. Definition. Let C be a category with a zero object. A morphism m : Y → Z in C
is called a zero-mono if m ◦ f = 0X,Z implies f = 0X,Y for each object X of C and each
morphism f : X → Y . Dually, a morphism e : X → Y is called a zero-epi if for each
morphism f : Y → Z we have that f ◦ e = 0X,Z implies f = 0Y,Z.

The next lemma is a slight variation of [4, Lemma 4], providing an alternative descrip-
tion of zero-monos in dagger kernel categories.

2.72. Lemma. Let R be a dagger category with a zero object 0. Then a morphism m :
X → Y is a zero-mono if and only if its dagger kernel ker(m) exists and is the morphism
00,X : 0 → X.
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Let X be an object in a dagger kernel category. Two monomorphisms m1 : S1 → X
and m2 : S2 → X are called equivalent if there is some isomorphism f : S1 → S2 such
that m1 = m2 ◦f , in which case we write m1 ∼ m2. Then ∼ is an equivalence relation; an
equivalence class of a monomorphism m : S → X under ∼ is called a subobject of X, and
is denoted by [m]. Since we assume all our categories to be wellpowered, the class Sub(X)
of subobjects of X is a set, and is actually a poset if we ordered it via [m1] ≤ [m2] if there
is some morphism f : S1 → S2 such that m1 = m2 ◦ f for monomorphisms m1 : S1 → X
and m2 : S2 → X.

By definition, any dagger kernel k : K → X is a monomorphism, so a representative
of a subobject of X. Let k1 : K1 → X and k2 : K2 → X be dagger kernels such that
[k1] ≤ [k2] in Sub(X), so there is some morphism f : K1 → K2 such that k1 = k2 ◦ f .
It is shown in [4, Lemma 1] that f is a dagger kernel, so in particular it is a dagger
mono. We write k1 ∼ k2 if k1 and k2 are equivalent monomorphisms with codomain X,
so k1 = k2 ◦m for some isomorphism m : K1 → K2, in which case it immediately follows
that m−1 = m† ◦ m ◦ m−1 = m†, so m is a dagger isomorphism. The set KSub(X) of
equivalence classes of dagger kernels with codomain X under ∼ is contained in Sub(X),
and becomes a poset when equipped with the order inherited from Sub(X).

We will use the following lemma several times.

2.73. Lemma. [4, Proposition 7] Let f : X → Y be a morphism in a dagger kernel
category C, and let k : K → Y be the dagger kernel of f † : Y → X. Then f = ker(k†) ◦ e
for some zero-epi e : X → K.

Dagger kernels have the following nondegeneracy property:

2.74. Lemma. [11, Lemma 2.49] Let C be a dagger kernel category. Then for each mor-
phism f : X → Y , we have f † ◦ f = 0X if and only if f = 0X,Y .

2.75. Proposition. [4, Lemma 1, Lemma 2, Proposition 1] Let R be a dagger kernel
category. Then KSub(X) is an orthomodular lattice if we define the orthocomplement ¬[k]
of [k] for a dagger kernel k : K → X by ¬[k] = [k⊥], where k⊥ := ker(k†), whose domain is
denoted by K⊥. The pullback K of any two dagger kernels k1 : K1 → X and k2 : K2 → X
exists, and if k : K → X denotes the induced map by composing the the pullback maps
with k1 and k2, then k is a dagger kernel such that [k1] ∧ [k2] = [k]. Moreover, [k1] ⊥ [k2]
if and only if k†1 ◦ k2 = 0K2,K1.

3. Symmetric monoidal and compact quantaloids

As far as we know, quantaloids with a monoidal structure have never been investigated
before. We propose the following definition of symmetric monoidal category that is also
a quantaloid such that the quantaloid structure interacts with the monoidal structure:

3.1. Definition. A symmetric monoidal quantaloid is a symmetric monoidal category
(Q,⊗, I) for which Q is a quantaloid such that the map Q(X,W ) ×Q(Y, Z) → Q(X ⊗
Y,W ⊗Z), (f, g) 7→ f⊗g preserves suprema in both arguments separately. If, in addition,
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� (Q,⊗, I) is a dagger symmetric monoidal category and Q is a dagger quantaloid,
then we call (Q,⊗, I) a dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid;

� (Q,⊗, I) is compact, then we call it a compact quantaloid;

� (Q,⊗, I) is dagger compact, then we call it a dagger compact quantaloid.

Given two (dagger) symmetric monoidal quantaloids (Q,⊙, J) and (R,⊗, I), a homo-
morphism of (dagger) symmetric monoidal quantaloids F : (Q,⊗, I) → (R,⊙, J) is a
homomorphism of (dagger) quantaloids F : Q → R that is also a (dagger) strong sym-
metric monoidal functor (cf. Definition 2.10). If, in addition, there is a (dagger) functor
G : R → Q such that F and G form an equivalence of (dagger) categories, we call Q and
R equivalent (dagger) symmetric monoidal quantaloids.

If F is a homomorphism of (dagger) symmetric monoidal quantaloids, it is straightfor-
ward to see that G is also a homomorphism of (dagger) symmetric monoidal quantaloids.

We thank the anonymous reviewer for the following observation: the category of quan-
taloids and homomorphisms of quantaloids has a cartesian monoidal structure, and be-
comes a 2-category with natural transformations between homomorphisms of quantaloids
as 2-cells. We recall that a symmetric monoidal category is precisely a symmetric pseu-
domonoid in the 2-category of categories equipped with the cartesian monoidal structure.
In a similar way, a symmetric monoidal quantaloid is precisely a symmetric pseudomonoid
in the 2-category of quantaloids, and the preservation of suprema in both arguments sep-
arately emerges because of the cartesian monoidal structure of this 2-category.

3.2. Lemma. Let (Q,⊗, I) be a symmetric monoidal quantaloid. Then for any objects
W,X, Y, Z of Q and any morphism f : X → Y , we have f⊗ ⊥W,Z=⊥X⊗W,Y⊗Z and
⊥W,Z ⊗f =⊥W⊗X,Z⊗Y .

Proof. Straightforward if one uses that the monoidal product preserves suprema of par-
allel morphisms in both of its arguments and by using that ⊥W,Z=

∨
∅W,Z with ∅W,Z the

empty subset of Q(W,Z).

3.3. Scalars and types of symmetric monoidal quantaloids. Given a sym-
metric monoidal quantaloid (Q,⊗, I), it follows that its scalars (Q(I, I), ◦, idI) form a
quantale. Moreover, by [11, Lemma 2.3], this quantale is commutative. Inspired by
Definition 2.39, we say that (Q,⊗, I) is

� trivial if (Q(I, I), ◦, idI) is a trivial quantale;

� nontrivial if (Q(I, I), ◦, idI) is a nontrivial quantale;

� affine if (Q(I, I), ◦, idI) is an affine quantale;

� binary if (Q(I, I), ◦, idI) is isomorphic to the quantale (2, ·, 1) of Example 2.41.
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Recall that an affine quantale is also called integral. There is already a notion of
integral quantaloids, but this differs from our definition of affine symmetric monoidal
quantaloids, because identity morphisms of integral quantaloids are assumed to be the
largest endomorphisms of any object. For affine quantaloids, this condition is only as-
sumed for the monoidal unit. For our purposes, the condition of integral quantaloids is
too strong. For instance, we will see in Example 3.6 that FdOS is affine, even binary,
but it is not integral: the identity morphism idX of a finite-dimensional Hilbert space of
dimension H higher than 1 in FdOS is C1X , which is a one-dimensional operator space,
whereas ⊤X = B(X), which has a dimension higher than 1, hence idX ̸= ⊤X .

The next result justifies the terminology ‘trivial symmetric monoidal quantaloid.’

3.4. Lemma. Let (Q,⊗, I) be a trivial symmetric monoidal quantaloid. Then Q is equiv-
alent to the trivial category, i.e., the category with one object and one morphism.

Proof. Let X and Y be objects in Q, and f : X → Y a morphism. Then it follows from
Lemma 3.2 that f⊗ ⊥I=⊥X⊗I,Y⊗I . Using the naturality of the right unitor ρ, and Lemma
2.52, we have f = ρY ◦ (f ⊗ idI) ◦ ρ−1

X = ρY ◦ (f⊗ ⊥I) ◦ ρ−1
X = ρY ◦ ⊥X⊗I,Y⊗I ◦ρ−1

X =⊥X,Y .
We conclude that Q(X, Y ) = 1 for any two objects, hence all objects of Q are mutually
isomorphic, which implies that Q is equivalent to the trivial category.

3.5. Example. Let (V, ·, e) be a commutative quantale. If we define ⊗ : V × V → V
by 1 ⊗ 1 = 1 and v ⊗ w = v · w for each v, w ∈ V , then (V,⊗, 1) is a strict symmetric
monoidal category. Clearly, the symmetry of V follows from the commutativity of V .
Since ⊗ clearly preserves suprema in both arguments, (V,⊗, 1) is a dagger symmetric
monoidal quantaloid. It is straightforward to see that (V,⊗, 1) is in fact a dagger compact
quantaloid if we define the unit η1 : 1 → 1⊗1 and the counit ϵ1 : 1⊗1 → 1 to be the identity
on 1, i.e., the element e ∈ V . Clearly, V is nontrivial if and only if V is nontrivial, affine
if and only if V is affine, and binary if and only if V = 2.

So the monoid structure of V both induces the composition and the monoidal product
of morphisms in V. The Eckmann-Hilton argument prevents us from considering two dif-
ferent monoid structures on V , one inducing the composition, and the other the monoidal
product of morphisms in V. So the above example seems to be the most general way a
quantale V can be turned into a monoidal category that is a one-object quantaloid.

3.6. Example. The quantaloids FdOS and FdOS0 from Example 2.49 are dagger com-
pact quantaloids. The monoidal product of X⊗Y of objects in both quantaloids is the usual
tensor product of Hilbert spaces. The monoidal unit is C. Given morphisms V : X1 → Y1
and W : X2 → Y2, we define V ⊗W : X1⊗X2 → Y1⊗Y2 as span{v⊗w : v ∈ V,w ∈ W}.

The associator (X ⊗ Y ) ⊗ Z → X ⊗ (Y ⊗ Z) in both FdOS and FdOS0 is given by
CαX,Y,Z, where αX,Y,Z : (X ⊗ Y ) ⊗ Z → X ⊗ (Y ⊗ Z) is the associator in the category
FdHilb of finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces and linear operators. The unitors and the
symmetry of FdOS and FdOS0 are defined similarly, as are the unit and the counit of
the compact structure of FdOS and FdOS0. Here, the dual X∗ of an object X in both
quantaloids is the usual Banach space dual of X.
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Given finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces X1, X2, Y1, Y2 and operator spaces V : X1 → Y1
and W : X2 → Y2, it follows from (v ⊗ w)† = v† ⊗ w† for each v ∈ V and w ∈ W that
(V ⊗W )† = V † ⊗W †. Let (Vκ)κ∈K be a set-indexed family of operator spaces X1 → Y1.
Clearly, for each λ ∈ K, we have Vλ ⊗W ⊆

(∨
κ∈K Vκ

)
⊗W , whence

∨
κ∈K(Vκ ⊗W ) ⊆(∨

κ∈K Vκ
)
⊗ W . Let x ∈

(∨
κ∈K Vκ

)
⊗ W . Then there are v1, . . . , vn ∈

∨
κ∈K Vκ and

w1, . . . , wn ∈ W such that x = v1 ⊗ w1 + . . . + vn ⊗ wn. For each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, there
are κ(i,1), . . . , κ(i,mi) ∈ K and v1i ∈ Vκ(i,1) , . . . , v

mi
i ∈ Vκ(i,mi)

such that vi = v1i + . . . + vmi
i .

For i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and j ∈ {1, . . . ,mi}, it follows that x(i,j) := vji ⊗ w1 + . . .+ vji ⊗ wn ∈
Vκ(i,j) ⊗W . Since x =

∑n
i=1

∑mi

j=1 x(i,j) by linearity of the Hilbert space tensor product in

each argument, it follows that x ∈
∨
κ∈K(Vκ ⊗W ). We conclude that

(∨
κ∈K Vκ

)
⊗W =∨

κ∈K(Vκ⊗W ), and similarly, one shows that ⊗ preserves suprema in the second argument.
So FdOS and FdOS0 are indeed dagger compact quantaloids.

Finally, FdOS(C,C) is the space of all subspaces of B(C). Since the latter is one-
dimensional, there can only be two subspaces, namely B(C) itself and the zero space 0.
Hence, FdOS is a binary dagger compact quantaloid. Since FdOS0(C,C) = FdOS(C,C),
also FdOS0 is binary.

3.7. Theorem. Let (Q,⊗, I) be a symmetric monoidal category with small biproducts
such that Q is a quantaloid. Then (Q,⊗, I) is a symmetric monoidal quantaloid if and
only if (Q,⊗, I) is an infinitely distributive symmetric monoidal category.

Proof. Assume that (Q,⊗, I) is infinitely distributive. Then it follows directly from
combining Propositions 2.36 and 2.62 that it is a symmetric monoidal quantaloid. Con-
versely, assume that (Q,⊗, I) is a symmetric monoidal quantaloid. Let X ∈ Q be an
object and let (Yα)α∈A a family of objects in Q. In order to show that (Q,⊗, I) is in-
finitely distributive, we need to show that the canonical morphism

ψ := [idX ⊗ iYα ]α∈A :
⊕
α∈A

(X ⊗ Yα) → X ⊗
⊕
α∈A

Yα

is an isomorphism. Our candidate inverse is φ := ⟨idX ⊗ pYα⟩α∈A. Using the identities in
Proposition 2.61, we have

ψ =
∨
α∈A

(idX ⊗ iYα) ◦ pX⊗Yα , φ =
∨
α∈A

iX⊗Yα ◦ (id⊗ pYα).

Then, using the identities for canonical projections and canonical injections of biproducts,
and using that idX ⊗ (−) preserves suprema, which follows since (Q,⊗, I) is a symmet-
ric monoidal quantaloid, direct calculations yield ψ ◦ φ = idX⊗

⊕
α∈A Yα

and φ ◦ ψ =
id⊕

α∈AX⊗Yα , so ψ is an isomorphism.

3.8. Example. [7, Section 2.1] The quantaloid (Sup,⊗, 2) of Example 2.47 is a symmet-
ric monoidal closed quantaloid with small biproducts. This can be seen as follows. Given
a collection (Xα)α∈A of complete lattices, their set-theoretic product

⊕
α∈AXα is a com-

plete lattice when ordered coordinate-wise. The canonical projections pβ :
⊕

α∈AXα → Xβ
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preserve all suprema, hence
⊕

α∈AXα is the product of (Xα)α∈A. Since Sup is a quan-
taloid, it follows from Proposition 2.61 it has all small biproducts. Explicitly, the canonical
injection iβ : Xβ →

⊕
α∈A is given by x 7→ (xα)α∈A, where

xα =

{
x, α = β,

⊥, α ̸= β.

Since (Sup,⊗, 2) is symmetric monoidal closed and has small biproducts, it follows from
Proposition 2.34 that Sup is an infinitely distributive symmetric monoidal category. Hence
by Theorem 3.7, it is a symmetric monoidal closed quantaloid. Finally, it is straightfor-
ward to see that Sup(2, 2) ∼= 2, hence Sup is binary.

3.9. Corollary. Let (Q,⊗, I) be a compact-closed category with small biproducts such
that Q is a quantaloid. Then (Q,⊗, I) is a compact quantaloid.

Proof. This follows directly from combining Corollary 2.35 and Theorem 3.7.

3.10. Proposition. Let (Q,⊗, I) be a dagger compact category with small dagger biprod-
ucts such that Q is a quantaloid. Then (Q,⊗, I) is a dagger compact quantaloid.

Proof. Let X and Y be objects in Q and let r, s : X → Y be morphisms. By Proposition
2.62 and Lemma 2.31 we have r ≤ s if and only if r ∨ s = s if and only if r+ s = s if and
only if r†+ s† = s† if and only if r† ∨ s† = s† if and only if r† ≤ s†. So the involution is an
order embedding, which is also a bijection, hence it must be an order isomorphism. Thus,
Q is a dagger quantaloid. It remains to be proven that (Q,⊗, I) is a dagger symmetric
monoidal quantaloid, but this follows from Corollary 3.9.

3.11. Lemma. Let (Q,⊗, I) be a compact quantaloid. Then for any two objects X and
Y in Q, the following bijections are order isomorphisms:

Q(X, Y )
∼=−→ Q(I,X∗ ⊗ Y ), r 7→ ⌜r⌝,

Q(X, Y )
∼=−→ Q(X ⊗ Y ∗, I), r 7→ ⌞r⌟,

Q(X, Y )
∼=−→ Q(Y ∗, X∗), r 7→ r∗.

Proof. Since Q is a compact quantaloid, the operations r 7→ r ⊗ s and r 7→ s ⊗ r are
monotone for any morphism s. Moreover, pre- and postcomposition with a fixed morphism
are also monotone operations by definition of a quantaloid. Hence, by definition of ⌜r⌝,
⌞r⌟ and r∗, all bijections in the statement are monotone maps. In the same way, it follows
that the inverses of the first two bijections (cf. Lemma 2.8) are also monotone. Hence, the
first two bijections are order isomorphisms. We show that the last bijection is an order
isomorphism by showing that it is an order embedding, since a bijection order embedding
is an order isomorphism. Let f, g ∈ Q(X, Y ). We already showed that the last bijection
is monotone, f ∗ ≤ g∗. Conversely, assume that f ∗ ≤ g∗. Since from the last (monotone)
bijection we can deduce that also Q(Y ∗, X∗) → Q(X∗∗, Y ∗∗), h 7→ h∗ is a monotone
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bijection, it follows that f ∗∗ ≤ g∗∗. Notate the natural isomorphism idQ → (−)∗∗ by δ.
Then it follows from naturality that f = δ−1

Y ◦f ∗∗ ◦δX and g = δ−1
Y ◦g∗∗ ◦δX . Hence, using

that pre- and postcomposition in a quantaloid is monotone, we obtain f = δ−1
Y ◦f ∗∗◦δX ≤

δ−1
Y ◦ g∗∗ ◦ δX = g. Thus also the last bijection is an order isomorphism.

3.12. Lemma. Let (R,⊗, I) be a dagger compact quantaloid. Then for any object X of
R, the map Tr : R(X,X) → R(I, I), r 7→ Tr(r) preserves arbitrary suprema.

Proof. Since (R,⊗, I) is a dagger compact quantaloid, it is a symmetric monoidal quan-
taloid, hence the map R(X,X) → R(X ⊗X∗, X ⊗X∗), r 7→ r⊗ idX∗ preserves suprema.
Since Tr(r) = ϵX ◦ (r ⊗ idX∗) ◦ ϵ†X , and both pre- and postcomposition in quantaloids
preserve suprema, the statement follows.

3.13. Biproduct-induced quantaloid structure. Next, we give a proof that any
infinitely distributive symmetric monoidal category with small biproducts and precisely
two scalars is a symmetric monoidal quantaloid. This proof is essentially the proof of
[21, Proposition 4.3]. Our assumptions are slightly weaker, which causes the proof to be
slightly different. We first need a lemma, which is adapted from [21, Lemma 4.1].

3.14. Lemma. Let R be a category with small biproducts. If X is an object of R for
which every nonzero endomorphism is invertible, then (R(X,X),+, 0X) is an idempotent
commutative monoid.

Proof. Let R = R(X,X). It easily follows from Proposition 2.22 that (R,+, 0X) is a
commutative monoid. By assumption each nonzero morphism f : X → X has an inverse
f−1. Let ω =

∑∞
i=1 idX . Clearly, we have ω + ω = ω. Assume first that ω = 0X . Then

0X = ω = ω+idX = 0X+idX = idX , hence for each f ∈ R, we have f = f ◦idX = f ◦0X =
0X , i.e., R = {0X}, which is trivially an idempotent commutative monoid. Next, assume
that ω ̸= 0X . Then ω is invertible, whence idX+idX = ω−1◦ω+ω−1◦ω = ω−1◦(ω+ω) =
ω−1 ◦ ω = idX . It now follows for each f ∈ R that f + f = f ◦ (idX + idX) = f ◦ idX = f ,
hence (R,+, 0X) is a commutative idempotent monoid.

3.15. Theorem. Let (R,⊗, I) be an infinitely distributive symmetric monoidal category
with all small biproducts and with precisely two scalars idI and 0I . Then R is a symmet-
ric monoidal quantaloid where the supremum

∨
α∈A rα of a set-indexed family (rα)α∈A of

morphisms in a homset R(X, Y ) is given by
∑

α∈A rα.

Proof. Let X and Y be objects in R, and let r ∈ R(X, Y ). We have idI · r = λY ◦ (idI ⊗
r) ◦ λ−1

X = r ◦ λX ◦ λ−1
X = r by naturality of λ. Hence, for any nonempty set A, we have

∑
α∈A

r =
∑
α∈A

(idI · r) =

(∑
α∈A

idI

)
· r, (7)

where we used Lemma 2.37 in the last equality. In particular, for A = {1, 2}, we obtain
r+ r = (idI +idI) · r. Now, since idI is the only nonzero scalar, which is clearly invertible,
it follows from Lemma 3.14 that (R(I, I),+, 0I) is an idempotent commutative monoid,
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so idI + idI = idI . Thus r + r = idI · r = r, hence (R(X,Y ),+, 0X,Y ) is an idempotent
commutative monoid. It is well known that such a monoid is a join-semilattice with
r ∨ s = r + s for each r, s : X → Y . Hence, r ≤ s if and only if r ∨ s = s if and only if
r + s = s. Let (rα)α∈A be a set-indexed family of morphisms in R(X,Y ). It immediately
follows that

∑
α∈A rα is an upper bound for the family. As a consequence, we also obtain

idI ≤
∑

α∈A idI , and since idI is clearly the largest element in R(I, I) = {0I , idI}, we
must have

∑
α∈A idI = idI .

Assume s is another upper bound of (rα)α∈A. By (7), we obtain
∑

α∈A s =
(∑

α∈A idI
)
·

s = idI · s = s. Hence, for each α ∈ A, we have rα ≤ s, so rα + s = s, whence,
s =

∑
α∈A s =

∑
α∈A(rα + s) =

∑
α∈A rα +

∑
α∈A s =

∑
α∈A rα + s. Thus

∑
α∈A rα ≤ s,

showing that
∨
α∈A rα =

∑
α∈A rα. It now follows from Proposition 2.22 that R is enriched

over Sup, so it is a quantaloid. By Proposition 2.36 also the monoidal product ⊗ on R
is enriched over Sup, so R is a symmetric monoidal quantaloid.

3.16. Theorem. Let (R,⊗, I) be an infinitely distributive dagger symmetric monoidal
category with small dagger biproducts and precisely two scalars. Then R is a dagger
symmetric monoidal quantaloid, where the supremum

∨
α∈A fα of any set-indexed family

(fα)α∈A in any homset R(X, Y ) is given by
∑

α∈A fα.

Proof. By Lemma 2.6, it follows that idI ̸= 0I , so the only non-zero scalar in R is
invertible. By Theorem 3.15 it follows that R is a quantaloid and the supremum of
morphisms in a homset is provided by taking their sums.

In order to show thatR is a dagger quantaloid, we have to show that for eachX, Y ∈ R,
the map R(X, Y ) → R(Y,X), r 7→ r† is an order isomorphism. So let r, s : X → Y .
Using Proposition 2.32 and Lemma 2.31, we find r† ∨ s† = r† + s† = ∇ ◦ (r† ⊕ s†) ◦∆ =
∆† ◦ (r ⊕ s)† ◦ ∇† = (∇ ◦ (r ⊕ s) ◦ ∆)† = (r + s)† = (r ∨ s)†. Hence, r ≤ s if and only
if s = r ∨ s if and only if s† = (r ∨ s)† if and only if s† = r† ∨ s† if and only if r† ≤ s†.
Hence, R(X, Y ) → R(Y,X), r 7→ r† is an order embedding. Since it is also a bijection, it
is an order isomorphism.

Finally, we need to show that (R,⊗, I) is a symmetric monoidal quantaloid, but this
follows directly from Proposition 2.36.

3.17. Biproduct completion of monoidal and compact quantaloids.
Let (Q,⊗, I, α, λ, ρ, σ) be a symmetric monoidal quantaloid. We define ⊗ : Matr(Q) ×
Matr(Q) → Matr(Q) by X ⊗ Y = (Xα ⊗ Yβ)(α,β)∈A×B for objects X = (Xα)α∈A and
Y = (Yβ)β∈B in Matr(Q). If W = (Wγ)γ∈C and Z = (Zδ)δ∈D are two other objects in
Matr(Q) and f = (fγα)(α,γ)∈A×C : X → W and g = (gδβ)(β,δ)∈B×D : Y → Z morphisms in
Matr(Q), then we define

(f ⊗ g)
(γ,δ)
(α,β) := fγα ⊗ gδβ

for each α ∈ A, β ∈ B, γ ∈ C and δ ∈ D. We define J ∈ Matr(Q) to be the object
(Jα)α∈1 with J∗ = I.
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For objects X = (Xβ)β∈B, Y = (Yγ)γ∈C , and Z = (Zδ)δ∈D, we define

αX,Y,Z : (X ⊗ Y )⊗ Z → X ⊗ (Y ⊗ Z)

λX : J ⊗X → X

ρX : X ⊗ J → X

σX,Y : X ⊗ Y → Y ⊗X

by

(αX,Y,Z)
(β′,(γ′,δ′))
((β,γ),δ) =

{
αXβ ,Yγ ,Zδ

, β = β′, γ = γ′, δ = δ′,

⊥(Xβ⊗Yγ)⊗Zδ,Xβ′⊗(Yγ′⊗Zδ′ ), otherwise,

(λX)
β′

(∗,β) =

{
λXβ

, β = β′,

⊥I⊗Xβ ,Xβ′ , otherwise,

(ρX)
β′

(β,∗) =

{
ρXβ

, β = β′,

⊥Xβ⊗I,Xβ′ , otherwise,

(σX,Y )
(γ′,β′)
(β,γ) =

{
σXβ ,Yγ , β = β′, γ = γ′,

⊥Xβ⊗Yγ ,Yγ′⊗Xβ′ , otherwise.

3.18. Proposition. Let (Q,⊗, I) be a (dagger) symmetric monoidal quantaloid. Then
(Matr(Q),⊗, J) as defined above is a (dagger) symmetric monoidal quantaloid that is
nontrivial if and only if Q is nontrivial, affine if and only if Q is affine, and binary if and
only if Q is binary. Moreover, if (Q,⊗, I) is a dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid with
small dagger biproducts, then the functors EQ : Q → Matr(Q) and PQ : Matr(Q) → Q
in Theorem 2.68 form an equivalence of dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloids.

Proof. Clearly, ⊗ is a bifunctor on Matr(Q). We verify the triangle identity. Let
X = (Xβ)β∈B and Y = (Yγ)γ∈C objects in Matr(Q). Then for each β, β′ ∈ B and
γ, γ′ ∈ C, we have(

(idX ⊗ λY ) ◦ αX,J,Y
)(β′,γ′)
((β,∗),γ) =

∨
(β′′,(∗,γ′′))∈B×(1′×C)

(idX ⊗ λY )
(β′,γ′)
(β′′,(∗,γ′′)) ◦ (αX,J,Y )

(β′′,(∗,γ′′))
((β,∗),γ)

=
∨

β′′∈B,γ′′∈C

(
(idX)

β′

β′′ ⊗ (λY )
γ′

(∗,γ′′)
)
◦ (αX,J,Y )(β

′′,(∗,γ′′))
((β,∗),γ)

Note that for two morphisms f : U → V and g : V → W in Q, we have g ◦ f =⊥U,W if
either f =⊥U,V or g =⊥V,W by Lemma 2.52. By assumption, Q is a symmetric monoidal
quantaloid, hence given morphisms h : U → W and k : V ⊗ Z in Q, it follows from
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Lemma 3.2 that h⊗ k =⊥U⊗V,W⊗Z if either h =⊥U,W or k =⊥V,Z . Hence,(
(idX ⊗ λY ) ◦ αX,J,Y

)(β′,γ′)
((β,∗),γ) =

(
(idX)

β′

β ⊗ (λY )
γ′

(∗,γ)
)
◦ (αX,J,Y )(β,(∗,γ))((β,∗),γ)

=

{
(idXβ

⊗ λYγ )⊗ ◦αXβ ,I,Yγ , β = β′, γ = γ′,

⊥(Xβ⊗I)⊗Yγ ,Xβ′⊗(I⊗Yγ′ ), otherwise

=

{
ρXβ

⊗ idYγ , β = β′, γ = γ′,

⊥(Xβ⊗I)⊗Yγ ,Xβ′⊗(I⊗Yγ′ ), otherwise

= (ρX ⊗ idY )
(β′,γ′)
(β,γ) ,

where we used the triangle identity for Q in the penultimate equality. Hence, the triangle
identity holds for Matr(Q). The pentagon identity for Matr(Q) follows in a similar way
from the pentagon identity for Q.

Let (Xα)α∈A, (Yβ)β∈B, W = (Wγ)γ∈C and Z = (Zδ)δ∈D be objects in Matr(Q). It
remains to show that Matr(Q)(X,W ) × Matr(Q)(Y, Z) → Matr(Q)(X ⊗ Y,W ⊗ Z),
(f, g) 7→ f ⊗ g preserves suprema in each argument separately. So let (fκ)κ∈K be a family
of morphisms in Matr(Q)(X,W ). Then for each α ∈ A, β ∈ B, γ ∈ C and δ, we have((∨

κ∈K

fκ

)
⊗ g

)(γ,δ)

(α,β)

=

(∨
κ∈K

fκ

)γ

α

⊗ gδβ =

(∨
κ∈K

(fκ)
γ
α

)
⊗ gδβ

=
∨
κ∈K

(
(fκ)

γ
α ⊗ gδβ

)
=
∨
κ∈K

(fκ ⊗ g)
(γ,δ)
(α,β) =

(∨
κ∈K

(fκ ⊗ g)

)(γ,δ)

(α,β)

,

where the first and penultimate equalities are by definition of ⊗ on Matr(Q), the second
and last equalities by definition of suprema in Matr(Q), and the third equality because
Q is a symmetric monoidal quantaloid. Thus

(∨
κ∈K fκ

)
⊗ g =

∨
κ∈K(fκ ⊗ g), and in

a similar way, we show that ⊗ preserves suprema in the second argument. It is al-
ready asserted in Theorem 2.68 that Matr(Q) is a dagger quantaloid when Q is a dagger
quantaloid. Assume that (Q,⊗, I) is a dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid, and let
f = (fγα)(α,γ)∈A×C : (Xα)α∈A → (Wγ)γ∈C and g = (gδβ)(β,δ)∈B×D : (Yβ)β∈B → (Zδ)δ∈D
are morphisms in Matr(Q). Then for each α ∈ A, β ∈ B, γ ∈ C and δ ∈ D, we have

((f⊗g)†)(γ,δ)(α,β) = ((f⊗g)(γ,δ)(α,β))
† = (fγα⊗gδβ)† = (fγα)

†⊗(gδβ)
† = (f †)γα⊗(g†)δβ = (f †⊗g†)(γ,δ)(α,β),

where we used the Q is a dagger symmetric monoidal category in the fourth equality. So
(f ⊗ g)† = f † ⊗ g†. Hence, if Q is a dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid, then so is
Matr(Q). Since the functor EQ : Q → Matr(Q) is fully faithful (cf. Theorem 2.68), we
have Matr(Q)(J, J) = Q(I, I), hence Matr(Q) is nontrivial if and only if Q is nontrivial,
affine if and only if Q is affine, and binary if and only if Q is binary.

Assume that Q has all dagger biproducts. By Theorem 2.68, the functors EQ and
PQ are homomorphisms of dagger quantaloids, and form an equivalence of categories,
hence it suffices to show that only one of EQ and PQ is dagger strong monoidal. For
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X, Y ∈ Q, note that J = (I) = EQ(I), and EQ(X) ⊗ EQ(Y ) = (X) ⊗ (Y ) = (X ⊗ Y ),
hence the coherence isomorphisms for EQ can be chosen to be identities, hence EQ is a
strict symmetric monoidal functor, and since identities are in particular are unitaries, EQ

is dagger strong symmetric monoidal. We conclude that EQ and PQ form an equivalence
of dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloids.

3.19. Proposition. Let F : (Q,⊙, IQ) → (R,⊗, IR) be a homomorphism of dagger
symmetric monoidal quantaloids with coherence dagger isomorphisms φ : IR → FIQ
and φX,Y : FX ⊗ FY → F (X ⊙ Y ) for X,Y ∈ Q. Let JQ and JR be the monoidal
units of Matr(Q) and Matr(R), respectively. Then also Matr(F ) : Matr(Q) → Matr(R)
(cf. Theorem 2.68) is a homomorphism of dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloids with
coherence dagger isomorphisms Ψ : JR → Matr(F )(JQ) to be the ‘matrix’ (φ). For
objects X = (Xα)α∈A and Y = (Yβ)β∈B in Matr(Q), we define ΦX,Y : Matr(F )(X) ⊗
Matr(F )(Y ) → Matr(F )(X ⊙ Y ) for each α, γ ∈ A and β, δ ∈ B by

(ΦX,Y )
(γ,δ)
(α,β) =

{
φXα,Yβ , (α, β) = (γ, δ),

⊥FXα⊗FYβ ,F (Xγ⊙Yδ), otherwise.

Moreover, Matr(F ) is (fully) faithful if F is (fully) faithful, and preserves small dagger
biproducts.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 2.68 that in order to show that Matr(F ) is a homo-
morphism of dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloids, we only need to show that it is a
dagger strong symmetric monoidal functor, which is straightforward but tedious, so as
an illustration of the proof, we only verify condition (4) from the definition of a dagger
strong symmetric monoidal functor (cf. Definition 2.10). Since F is dagger strong sym-
metric monoidal, we have FλY ◦ φJ,Y ◦ (φ ⊗ idFY ) = λFY for each X,Y ∈ Q. Now, let
Y = (Yβ)β∈B be an object of Matr(Q). Then for (∗, β) ∈ 1 × B and δ ∈ B, we need to
show that (

Matr(F )(λY ) ◦ ΦJQ,Y ◦ (Φ⊗ idMatr(F )(Y ))
)δ
(∗,β) = (λMatr(F )(Y ))

δ
(∗,β).

By definition, the right-hand side evaluates to λFYβ if δ = β, and to ⊥IR⊗FYβ ,FYδ otherwise.
Because F ⊥=⊥, and both the monoidal product and composition preserve ⊥ in each
argument separately by definition of a symmetric monoidal quantaloid, we have also have
that the left-hand side eavluates to ⊥IR⊗FYβ ,FYδ if β ̸= δ. In case β = δ, the left-hand
side evaluates to

LHS =
∨

α,γ∈B

F ((λY )
β
(∗,α)) ◦ (ΦJQ,Y )

(∗,α)
(∗,γ) ◦ (Φ

∗
∗ ⊗ (idMatr(F )(Y ))

γ
β)

= F ((λY )
β
(∗,β)) ◦ (ΦJQ,Y )

(∗,β)
(∗,β) ◦ (Φ

∗
∗ ⊗ (idMatr(F )(Y ))

β
β)

= F (λYβ) ◦ φIQ,Yβ ◦ (φ⊗ idFYβ) = λFYβ = (λMatr(F )(Y ))
β
(∗,β)

The other conditions in Definition 2.10 are verified in a similar way, and it is also straight-
forward that the coherence morphisms of Matr(F ) are unitaries, and that Matr(F ) is
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(fully) faithful when F is (fully) faithful. Finally, it follows from Proposition 2.64 that
Matr(F ) preserves small dagger biproducts.

3.20. Theorem. Let (Q,⊗, I) be a (dagger) compact quantaloid with unit morphisms
ηY : I → Y ∗ ⊗ Y and counit morphisms ϵY : Y ⊗ Y ∗ → I for each object Y of Q. Then
(Matr(Q),⊗, J) becomes a (dagger) compact quantaloid if for each object X = (Xα)α∈A
in Matr(Q) we define X∗ := (X∗

α)α∈A, and ηX : J → X∗ ⊗X and ϵX : X ⊗X∗ → J by

(ηX)
(α,β)
∗ :=

{
ηXα , α = β,

⊥I,X∗
α⊗Xβ

, otherwise,
, (ϵX)

∗
(α,β) :=

{
ϵXα , α = β

⊥Xα⊗X∗
β ,I
, otherwise

for each α, β ∈ A.

Proof. Similar as in the proof of Proposition 3.18, we find for each α, β ∈ A:

(λX◦(ϵX ⊗ idX) ◦ α−1
X,X∗,X ◦ (idX ⊗ ηX) ◦ ρ−1

X )βα

=

{
λXα ◦ (ϵXα ⊗ idXα) ◦ α−1

Xα,X∗
α,Xα

◦ (idXα ⊗ ηXα) ◦ ρ−1
Xα
, α = β,

⊥Xα,Xβ
, α ̸= β

=

{
idXα , α = β,

⊥Xα,Xβ
, α ̸= β,

= (idX)
β
α,

where we used that Q is compact in the second equality. Thus, λX ◦ (ϵX⊗ idX)◦α−1
X,X∗,X ◦

(idX ⊗ ηX) ◦ ρ−1
X = idX , and in a similar way, we find ρX∗ ◦ (idX∗ ⊗ ϵX) ◦αX∗,X,X∗ ◦ (ηX ⊗

idX∗) ◦ λ−1
X∗ = idX∗ , so Matr(Q,⊗, J) is a compact quantaloid. If Q is a dagger compact

quantaloid, we have for each α, β ∈ A:

(σX,X∗ ◦ ϵ†X)
(α,β)
∗ =

∨
(γ,δ)∈A×A

(σX,X∗)
(α,β)
(γ,δ) ◦ (ϵ

†
X)

(γ,δ)
∗ =

∨
(γ,δ)∈A×A

(σX,X∗)
(α,β)
(γ,δ) ◦ ((ϵX)

∗
(γ,δ))

†

= (σX,X∗)
(α,β)
(β,α) ◦ ((ϵX)

∗
(β,α))

† =

{
σXα,X∗

α
◦ ϵ†Xα

, α = β,

⊥I,X∗
α⊗Xβ

, α ̸= β

=

{
ηXα , α = β,

⊥I,X∗
α⊗Xβ

, α ̸= β

= (ηX)
(α,β)
∗ ,

from which we conclude that ηX = σX,X∗ ◦ϵ†X , which shows that (Matr(Q),⊗, J) is dagger
compact.
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3.21. Example. Let V be a commutative quantale. Then × becomes a bifunctor on V -
Rel if for V -relations r : X1 −7→ Y1 and s : X2 −7→ Y2 we define r×s : X1×X2 −7→ Y1×Y2
as the function (X1 ×X2)× (Y1 × Y2) → V given by

(r × s)
(
(x1, x2), (y1, y2)

)
:= r(x1, y1) · s(x2, y2).

Then (V -Rel,×, 1) is a dagger compact quantaloid, which can be seen as follows. By
Example 3.5, V is a dagger compact quantaloid, hence by Theorem 3.20, so is Matr(V).
It is straightforward to see that the equivalence of dagger quantaloids Matr(V) ∼= V -Rel
in Proposition 2.67 is an equivalence of dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloids, hence
also V -Rel is a dagger compact quantaloid.

3.22. Example. Since (FdOS,⊗,C) is a binary dagger compact quantaloid (cf. Example
3.6), it follows that qRel = Matr(FdOS) is also a binary dagger compact quantaloid.
The monoidal product of qRel is typically denoted by ×. The monoidal unit of qRel is
1 = (C). Since the embedding EFdOS : FdOS → Matr(FdOS) = qRel is fully faithful
(cf. Theorem 2.68), it follows that qRel is also binary.

It might be odd to denote the monoidal product of qRel by ×, since in this article,
given a symmetric monoidal quantaloid Q, we denote the monoidal product on Matr(Q)
by the same symbol as the monoidal product of Q, and the monoidal product on FdOS
is the Hilbert space tensor product ⊗. Moreover, the monoidal product × on qRel is not
the categorical product. However, the monoidal product × on qRel is the noncommu-
tative generalization of the set-theoretic product on Rel, which is also not a categorical
product. In noncommutative mathematics, it is customary to use the same symbols for
noncommutative generalizations of structures, which we choose to follow, even though it
clashes with other conventions.

4. Dagger kernel quantaloids and orthomodularity

Dagger kernel categories require the existence of zero objects, which are not always present
in a dagger quantaloids. However, we will see that one can freely add a zero object to any
quantaloid. Since also the least elements of quantaloids with a zero object coincide with
the zero maps (cf. Lemma 2.53), we can exploit this freely-added zero object to generalize
the notion of dagger kernel categories to quantaloids without a zero object.

4.1. Freely adding a zero object to a quantaloid. Let Q be a quantaloid. By
Q0, we denote the category that has the same objects as Q, together with one addition
object, denoted 0. For objects X,Y ∈ Q0, we define

Q0(X, Y ) =

{
Q(X, Y ), X ̸= 0 ̸= Y,

1, otherwise.
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In case X = 0 or Y = 0, we denote the single morphism in Q(X,Y ) by ⊥X,Y . We define
composition g ◦0 f on Q0 of morphisms f : X → Y and g : Y → Z in Q0 by

g ◦0 f :=

{
g ◦ f, X, Y, Z ∈ Q,

⊥X,Z , otherwise.

In practice, we will just write g ◦ f instead of g ◦0 f . It is straightforward that if Q0 is
a quantaloid with a zero object 0. If Q is a dagger quantaloid, then clearly Q0 also is a
dagger quantaloid. If Q already had a zero object, then the (−)0-construction adds an
additional zero object.

If (Q,⊗, I) is a (dagger) symmetric monoidal quantaloid, then we can define a sym-
metric monoidal product ⊗0 on Q0 such that also (Q0,⊗0, I) is a (dagger) symmetric
monoidal quantaloid. Namely, for objects X, Y ∈ Q0 we define

X ⊗0 Y =

{
X ⊗ Y, X, Y ∈ Q,

0, otherwise.

For morphisms f : X → W , g : Y → Z in Q0 we define

f ⊗0 g =

{
f ⊗ g, f ∈ Q(X,W ), g ∈ Q(Y, Z),

⊥X⊗0Y,W⊗0Z , otherwise.

Since X ⊗ 0 = 0 and 0 ⊗ Y = 0 for each X,Y ∈ Q, it follows that the components of
the associator, unitors, and symmetry involving 0 must be ⊥. In a similar way, it easily
follows that (Q0,⊗0, I) is a (dagger) compact quantaloid if (Q,⊗, I) is a (dagger) compact
quantaloid by taking 0∗ = 0. In practice, we just write ⊗ instead of ⊗0.

Let Q be a dagger quantaloid. Then the inclusion ZQ : Q → Q0, which is clearly
a homomorphism of dagger quantaloids, has the universal property that for each dagger
quantaloid with zero objectR and each homomorphism of dagger quantaloids F : Q → R,
there is a homomorphism of dagger quantaloids F̂ : Q0 → R that is unique up to natural
isomorphism such that the following diagram commutes up to natural isomorphism:

Q Q0

R.

ZQ

F F̂

Indeed, for each object X ∈ Q0, we define

F̂X =

{
FX, X ∈ Q;

0, otherwise,

and for each morphism f : X → Y in Q0 we define

F̂ f =

{
Ff, X, Y ∈ Q,

⊥F̂X,F̂Y , otherwise.
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4.2. Example.The dagger compact quantaloid FdOS0 (cf. Example 3.6) can be obtained
from the dagger compact quantaloid FdOS by freely adjoining a zero object.

Our running examples V -Rel and qRel are obtained by applying the dagger biproduct
completion to a dagger quantaloid Q without a zero object. The following proposition
states that adding a zero object to Q yields the same quantaloid.

4.3. Proposition. Let Q be a dagger quantaloid. Then Matr(ZQ) : Matr(Q) and
Matr(Q0) is an equivalence of dagger quantaloids.

Proof. By Theorem 2.68, the inclusion ZQ : Q → Q0 induces a homomorphism of dagger
quantaloids Matr(ZQ) : Matr(Q) → Matr(Q0), which satisfies Matr(ZQ)◦EQ = EQ0◦ZQ.

Since Matr(Q) has a zero object, it follows from the universal property of ZQ : Q → Q0

that there is some homomorphism of dagger quantaloids G : Q0 → Matr(Q) such that

G ◦ ZQ = EQ, namely G = ÊQ. By the universal property of EQ0 : Q0 → Matr(Q0) as
the dagger biproduct completion of Q0 (cf. Theorem 2.68), it follows that there is some
homomorphism of dagger quantaloids H : Matr(Q0) → Matr(Q) such that H ◦EQ0 = G,
namely H = G. Then H ◦Matr(ZQ) ◦ EQ = H ◦ EQ0 ◦ ZQ = G ◦ ZQ = EQ, and by the
universal property of EQ, we find H ◦Matr(ZQ) ∼= idMatr(Q).

Furthermore, we have Matr(ZQ) ◦G ◦ZQ = Matr(ZQ) ◦EQ = EQ0 ◦ZQ, and from the
universal property of ZQ, we obtain Matr(ZQ) ◦G ∼= EQ0 . Then Matr(ZQ) ◦H ◦ EQ0 =
Matr(ZQ) ◦G ∼= EQ0 , and by the universal property of EQ0 , we obtain Matr(ZQ) ◦H ∼=
idMatr(Q0).

Now, in order to find the generalization of dagger quantaloids with dagger kernels, we
need the quantaloid analog of a zero-mono.

4.4. Definition. We call a morphism m : Y → Z in a dagger quantaloid Q a ⊥-mono
if m ◦ f =⊥X,Z implies f =⊥X,Y for each object X of Q and each morphism f : X → Y .

4.5. Example. Let F be a frame. Then F is an affine commutative quantale with x ·y =
x∧y. Given x ∈ F , we define the pseudocomplement x∗ of x by x∗ :=

∨
{y ∈ F : x∧y =⊥

}. We say that x is dense in F if x∗ =⊥. Then the dense elements of F are precisely the
⊥-monos of F(1, 1). Indeed, if x is dense, and y is an element of F such that x · y =⊥,
then x∧y =⊥, hence y ≤ x∗ =⊥, so y =⊥, which shows that x is a ⊥-mono. Conversely,
if x is a ⊥-mono, then a · a∗ = a∧ a∗ =⊥, which implies that a∗ =⊥, so a is dense. Since
Boolean algebras are precisely the frames for which ⊤ is the only dense element, it follows
that F is Boolean if and only if ⊤ is the only ⊥-mono in F.

The following two lemmas are straightforward.

4.6. Lemma. Let Q be a dagger quantaloid. Then a morphism m : X → Y in Q is a
⊥-mono if and only if it is a zero-mono in Q0. If Q has a zero object, then its ⊥-monos
coincide with its zero-monos.
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4.7. Lemma. Let Q be a dagger quantaloid. For each X, Y ∈ Q, if Q(X, Y ) has a
⊥-mono m, then any n ∈ Q(X,Y ) such that m ≤ n is a ⊥-mono.

In particular, ⊥-monos that are effects will be of importance.

4.8. Lemma. Let (Q,⊗, I) be a dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid such that for each
object X ∈ Q, there is precisely one ⊥-monic effect X → I. Then:

(a) ⊤X,I is the only ⊥-monic effect X → I for each object of Q;

(b) (Q,⊗, I) is affine;

(c) ⊤Y,J is the only ⊥-monic effect for each object Y of Matr(Q);

(d) (Matr(Q),⊗, J) is affine.

Proof. By Lemma 4.7, it follows that ⊤X,I is the only ⊥-monic effect of any object
X ∈ Q, which proves (a). Since idI is clearly a ⊥-mono, this forces idI = ⊤I , so Q is
affine, proving (b).

For (c), let Y = (Yα)α∈A be an object in Matr(Q). If A = ∅, then Y is the empty
family, which is the zero object in Matr(Q), from which it immediately follows that
⊤Y,J =⊥Y,J , and that ⊤Y,J is a ⊥-mono. So we may assume that A ̸= ∅. Clearly,
⊤Y,J = (⊤Yβ ,I)(β,∗)∈B×1. Let f = (fβα )(α,β)∈A×B : X → Y be a morphism such that
⊤Y,J ◦ f =⊥X,J . Fix α ∈ A. Then we have

⊥Xα,I= (⊤Y,J ◦ f)∗α =
∨
β∈B

(⊤Y,J)
∗
β ◦ fβα =

∨
β∈B

⊤Yβ ,I ◦ fβα ,

which forces ⊤Yβ ,I ◦ fβα =⊥Xα,I for each β ∈ B. Hence, for fixed β ∈ B, since ⊤Yβ ,I is a
⊥-mono, we must have fβα =⊥Xα,Yβ . We conclude that f =⊥X,Y , so ⊤Y,J is a ⊥-mono.

Let g : Y → J be another effect, not equal to ⊤Y,J . So there is some β0 ∈ B such that
g∗β0 < ⊤Yβ0 ,I

. Then g∗β0 : Yβ0 → I cannot be a ⊥-mono in Q, hence there is some nonzero
h : Z → Yβ0 such that g∗β0 ◦ h =⊥Z,I . Let W = (Wδ)δ∈1 with W∗ = Z, so W ∈ Matr(Q),
and let r :W → Y be given by

rβ∗ =

{
h, β = β0,

⊥Z,Yβ , β ̸= β0.

Then r ̸=⊥W,Y , but

(g ◦ r)∗∗ =
∨
β∈B

g∗β ◦ rβ∗ =
∨
β ̸=β0

g∗β◦ ⊥Z,Yβ ∨g∗β0 ◦ h = 0Z,I ,

so g ◦ r =⊥W,J . We conclude that g is not a ⊥-mono, so ⊤Y,J is the only ⊥-monic effect
on Y . Now (d) follows from (a).
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4.9. Lemma. In (FdOS0,⊗,C), an effect R : Y → C is a ⊥-mono if and only if R =
⊤Y,C.

Proof. We first show that ⊤Y,C is a ⊥-mono, so let S : X → Y be a nonzero morphism
in FdOS0. Then there is some s ∈ S such that s(x) ̸= 0 for some x ∈ X. Write
y = s(x). Let ŷ := ⟨y,−⟩ : Y → C, which is an element of B(Y,C) = ⊤Y,C. Then
t̂(s(x)) = ⟨y, y⟩ ̸= 0, since y ̸= 0. Thus, ŷr ̸= 0, hence ⊤Y,C · S ̸= 0, so ⊤Y,C is a ⊥-mono.
For the converse, assume that R : Y → C is not equal to ⊤Y,C = B(Y,C). So R is a
proper subspace of B(Y,C), It follows that there is a nonzero functional φ : Y → C that is
orthogonal to all functionals in S. The Riesz representation theorem states that the map
y 7→ ⟨y,−⟩ is an antilinear bijective isometry Y → B(Y,C). Hence, for any functional
ψ : Y → C, the Riesz representation theorem assures the existence of a unique yψ ∈ Y
such that ψ = ⟨yψ,−⟩. Write y = yφ. Note that y ̸= 0, for φ is nonzero. Let ψ ∈ S. Since
ψ ⊥ φ, it follows from the Riesz representation theorem that 0 = ⟨φ, ψ⟩ = ⟨yψ, y⟩ = ψ(y).
As a consequence, we have ψ(y) = ⟨yψ, yφ⟩ = ⟨ψ, φ⟩ = 0. Let y̌ : C → Y be function
λ 7→ λy. Note that Cŷ : C → Y is nonzero a morphism in FdOS0. Moreover, for each
ψ ∈ S and each λ ∈ C, we have ψ(y̌(λ)) = ψ(λy) = λψ(y) = 0, hence ψŷ = 0 for each
ψ ∈ S. It follows that S · Cŷ = 0, hence S cannot be a ⊥-mono in FdOS0.

In light of Lemma 2.72, a quantaloid without zero object cannot have kernels of ⊥-
monos, leading to:

4.10. Definition. Let Q be a dagger quantaloid. If the dagger equalizer k of a morphism
f : X → Y and ⊥X,Y exists, we call it the dagger kernel of f . We say that Q has dagger
kernels or that Q is a dagger kernel quantaloid if the dagger kernel of any morphism that
is not a ⊥-mono exists.

It follows immediately from Lemma 2.53 that the definition of a dagger kernel above
coincides with the definition of a dagger kernel category if Q has a zero object.

The next proposition shows that dagger kernel quantaloids generalize dagger quan-
taloids that are simultaneously dagger kernel categories, and justifies the terminology in
the previous definition.

4.11. Proposition. Let Q be a dagger quantaloid.

(a) If Q has a zero object, then it is a dagger kernel quantaloid if and only if it is
a dagger kernel category, i.e., if Q is a dagger kernel quantaloid, then the dagger
kernel of any morphism in Q exists.

(b) If Q does not have a zero object, then it is a dagger kernel quantaloid if and only if
Q0 is a dagger kernel category.

Proof. For (a), assume Q has a zero object. Then 0X,Y =⊥X,Y for each object X, Y ∈
Q (cf. Lemma 2.53), and zero-monos and ⊥-monos coincide (cf. Lemma 4.6). As a
consequence, if Q is a dagger kernel category, then clearly it is a dagger kernel quantaloid.
Conversely, if Q is a dagger kernel quantaloid, showing that Q is a dagger kernel category
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only requires showing that the dagger kernel of any zero-mono f : X → Y in Q exists,
but this follows from Lemma 2.72.

For (b), assume that Q does not have a zero object. By (a), it suffices to show that
Q is a dagger kernel quantaloid if and only if Q0 is a dagger kernel quantaloid.

Assume that Q is a dagger kernel quantaloid, and let f : X → Y be a morphism in Q0

that is not a ⊥-mono in Q0. Assume first that X ̸= 0 ̸= Y , so f ∈ Q(X, Y ). Since f is not
a ⊥-mono in Q0, there is some Z ∈ Q0 and g ∈ Q0(Z,X)\{⊥Z,X} such that f ◦g =⊥Z,Y .
The condition g ̸=⊥Z,X forces Z ̸= 0, and hence g ∈ Q(Z,X). As a consequence, f is
also a ⊥-mono in Q, hence the dagger equalizer k : K → X of f and ⊥X,Y exists in Q.
Let Z ∈ Q0 and g : Z → X another morphism such that f ◦ g =⊥X,Y ◦g, i.e., such that
f ◦ g =⊥Z,Y . Since k is the dagger equalizer of f and ⊥X,Y in Q, it follows that there is
some h ∈ Q(Z,K) = Q0(Z,K) such that k ◦ g = h. If Z = 0, then g =⊥0,X , hence there
is also some h ∈ Q0(Z,K) with k ◦ g = h, namely h =⊥Z,K .

Now assume that X = 0 or Y = 0. Then we must have f =⊥X,Y , hence the equalizer
of f and ⊥X,Y is idX ∈ Q0(X,X), which is clearly a dagger mono. We conclude that Q0

is a dagger kernel quantaloid.
Now assume Q0 is a dagger kernel quantaloid. Let f : X → Y be a morphism in Q

that is not a ⊥-mono in Q. Hence, there is some Z ∈ Q and some g ∈ Q(Z,X) \ {⊥Z,X}
such that f ◦ g =⊥Z,Y . Clearly, this implies that f is also a ⊥-mono in Q0, so the dagger
equalizer k : K → X of f and ⊥X,Y in Q0 exists. Now, we cannot have K = 0, because
f ◦ g =⊥Z,Y=⊥X,Y ◦g implies the existence of some h : Z → 0 such that k ◦ h = g, which
forces g = 0Z,X =⊥Z,X . As a consequence, K ∈ Q, so the dagger equalizer of f and ⊥X,Y

in Q exists.

4.12. Lemma. The associated quantaloid V of a commutative quantale (V, ·, e) (cf. Ex-
ample 2.46) is a dagger kernel quantaloid if and only if for each v, w ̸=⊥ in V we have
v · w ̸=⊥.

Proof. Recall that v† = v for each v ∈ V. We first show that the dagger kernel of v =⊥
in V always exists, and equals e. Since e† ◦ e = e, it follows that e is a dagger mono. We
have v · e =⊥ ·e =⊥. Furthermore, for each w ∈ V , we have v · w =⊥ ·w =⊥, but w
factorizes via e: w = e · w, so e = ker(⊥). Thus, V is a dagger kernel quantaloid if every
v ̸=⊥ that is not a ⊥-mono has a dagger kernel. Now, the condition v · w ̸=⊥ for each
v, w ̸=⊥ in V implies that any v ̸=⊥ is a ⊥-mono, so in this case V is a dagger kernel
quantaloid. We prove the converse implication by contraposition. Assume that there are
v, w ̸=⊥ in V such that v ·w =⊥. Thus v is not a ⊥-mono. Assume that there is a dagger
mono k ∈ V such that v · k =⊥. The condition that k is a dagger mono translates to
k · k = e. Then ⊥= v · k · k = v · e = v, contradicting that v ̸=⊥, hence v does not have a
dagger kernel. So V is not a dagger kernel quantaloid.

4.13. Example. Frames F in which v ∧ w ̸=⊥ for each v, w ̸=⊥ in F are pointfree
generalizations of hyperconnected topological spaces. The only Boolean algebra that has
this property is the two-element Boolean algebra 2.
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4.14. Example. Let (M, ·, e) be a commutative monoid. For each A,B ⊆ M define
A · B = {a · b : a ∈ A, b ∈ B}. Then (P (M), ·, {e}) is a commutative quantale such that
A ·B ̸= ∅ for each A,B ̸= ∅ in the power set P (M).

4.15. Lemma. FdOS and FdOS0 (cf. Example 2.49) are dagger kernel quantaloids.

Proof. By Proposition 4.11, it suffices to show that FdOS0 is a dagger kernel category.
Let R : X → Y be a morphism in FdOS0, so a subspace of B(X, Y ). Let K =⋂

r∈R ker r. Then K is a subspace of X, so we can denote k : K → X the inclusion
in FdHilb. Then E = Ck is a morphism in FdOS0(K,X), which we claim to be the
dagger kernel of R. Firstly, E is a dagger mono, because for each x, y ∈ K, we have
⟨k†kx, y⟩ = ⟨kx, ky⟩ = ⟨x, y⟩, so k†k = 1K . Hence, E† · E = Ck†k = C1K = idK .
It follows from k†k = 1K that p := kk† : X → X is a projection in FdHilb, i.e.,
p2 = p = p†. If x ∈ K, then px = pkx = kk†kx = kx = x. Let x ∈ X such that px = x.
Let r ∈ R. Then for each z ∈ K ⊆ ker r, we have 0 = rz = rkz, hence rk = 0. As a
consequence, we have rx = rpx = rkk†x = 0, so x ∈ ker r. Since r ∈ R is arbitrary, we
obtain x ∈

⋂
r∈R ker r = K. Thus, for each x ∈ X, we have x ∈ K if and only if px = x.

We found that rk = 0 for each r ∈ R. Hence, R · E = {rk : r ∈ R} = 0. Now, let
S : Z → X be another morphism in FdOS with R · S = 0. Let T ∈ FdOS0(Z,K) be
defined by T = {k†s : s ∈ S}. Fix s ∈ S and z ∈ Z. Then, for each r ∈ R, we have rs = 0,
hence r(s(z)) = 0, so s(z) ∈ ker r. Thus s(z) ∈

⋂
r∈R ker r = K. Thus ps(z) = s(z) for

each z ∈ Z, whence ps = s. As a consequence, we have E · T = {kt : t ∈ T} = {kk†s :
s ∈ S} = {ps : s ∈ S} = {s ∈ S} = S. We conclude that E : K → X is the dagger kernel
of R in FdOS0.

4.16. Lemma. A morphism r : X → Y in a dagger kernel quantaloid Q is a ⊥-mono if
and only if r† ◦ r is a ⊥-mono.

Proof. Assume r is a ⊥-mono in Q, and let s : Z → X be a morphism in Q such
that r† ◦ r ◦ s =⊥Z,X . By Lemma 4.6, r is a zero-mono in Q0, which is a dagger kernel
category by Proposition 4.11. By Lemma 2.53, we have r† ◦ r ◦ s = 0Z,X in Q0, so
(r ◦ s)† ◦ (r ◦ s) = s† ◦ r† ◦ r ◦ s = 0Z . By Lemma 2.74 we have r ◦ s = 0Z,Y . Since r is a
zero-mono, we obtain s = 0Z,X , so r

† ◦ r is a zero-mono in Q0. By Lemma 4.6, it follows
that r† ◦ r is a ⊥-mono in Q.

Conversely, assume that r† ◦ r is a ⊥-mono, and let s : Z → X be a morphism such
that r ◦ s =⊥Z,Y . Then r† ◦ r ◦ s =⊥Z,X , and since r† ◦ r is a ⊥-mono, it follows that
s =⊥Z,X , so r is a ⊥-mono.

4.17. Orthomodularity. An ortholattice is a bounded lattice L equipped with an
involutive order-reversing map x 7→ ¬x such that x ∧ ¬x = 0 and x ∨ ¬x = 1, where
0 and 1 denote the respective least and greatest element of L. If, in addition, for each
x, y ∈ L we have that x ≤ y implies y = x ∨ (¬x ∧ y), we call L an orthomodular lattice.
Orthomodular lattices generalize modular ortholattices, i.e., ortholattices L that satisfy
the modular law: x ≤ z implies x ∨ (y ∧ z) = (x ∨ y) ∧ z for each x, y, z ∈ L.
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The homsets ofRel and qRel are complete orthomodular lattices. In fact, the homsets
of the former category are even Boolean algebras, whereas the homsets of the latter are
complete modular ortholattices.

Affine dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloids with orthomodular homsets have the
following property:

4.18. Lemma. Let (Q,⊗, I) be an affine dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid such that
every homset of Q is an orthomodular lattice. Then (Q(I, I), ◦, idI) is a complete Boolean
algebra with r ∧ s = r ◦ s for each r, s ∈ Q(I, I).

Proof. Let V = Q(I, I). We already saw in 3.3 that (V, ◦, idI) is a commutative quantale.
By definition of affine symmetric monoidal quantaloids, we have idI = ⊤I . Let r, s ∈ V .
Then r ◦ s ≤ r ◦ ⊤I = r ◦ idI = r and similarly, r ◦ s ≤ s, so r ◦ s ≤ r ∧ s. Hence,
¬r ◦ r ≤ ¬r ∧ r =⊥I , forcing ¬r ◦ r =⊥I . Then r = idI ◦ r = ⊤I ◦ r = (r ∨ ¬r) ◦ r =
(r ◦ r) ∨ (¬r ◦ r) = (r ◦ r)∨ ⊥I= r ◦ r, so each r ∈ V is idempotent. By Lemma 2.44,
it follows that V is a frame with r ∧ s = r ◦ s for each r, s ∈ V , hence it satisfies the
distributivity property r∧ (s∨ t) = (r∧ s)∨ (r∧ t) for each r, s, t ∈ V . Now, since V is an
ortholattice satisfying this distributivity property, it is a Boolean algebra. Completeness
follows by definition of a quantale.

If Q is a dagger compact quantaloid such that every object of Q has precisely one
⊥-monic effect, then the existence of dagger kernels is sufficient to show that homset
of Q are orthomodular. We will see later that qRel is an example of a dagger kernel
quantaloid (cf. Proposition 4.25). We further note that in an orthomodular lattice, there
is an orthogonality relation ⊥ defined by x ⊥ y if and only if x ≤ ¬y.

We first start with the case of effects, for which we do not need compactness.

4.19. Definition. Let (Q,⊗, I) be a dagger symmetric monoidal category. Then for
each object X of Q, we define a binary relation ⊥ on the set of effects Q(X, I) by r ⊥ s
if and only if r ◦ s† =⊥I .

4.20. Lemma. Let (Q,⊗, I) be a dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid with dagger ker-
nels and a zero object. Let r : X → I be an effect with dagger kernel k : K → X (existence
assured by Proposition 4.11). Define ¬r : X → I by

¬r :=
∨

{s ∈ Q(X, I) : r ⊥ s}.

Then:

(a) For any two effects r, s : X → I, we have s ≤ ¬r if and only if r ⊥ s;

(b) For any effect s : X → I we have r ⊥ s if and only if s = t ◦ k† for some effect
t : K → I.

(c) ¬r = ⊤K,I ◦ k†.
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Proof. By Lemma 2.53, 0X,Y =⊥X,Y for any two objects X and Y of Q. If r ⊥ s then
s ≤ ¬r by definition of ¬r. Assume that s ≤ ¬r Then, since Q is a quantaloid, we have

s ◦ r† ≤ ¬r ◦ r† =
(∨

{t ∈ Q(X, I) : r ⊥ t}
)
◦ r† =

∨
{t ◦ r† : t ∈ Q(X, I) : r ⊥ t}

=
∨

{t ◦ r† : t ∈ Q(X, I) : t ◦ r† =⊥I} =⊥I ,

which forces s ◦ r† =⊥I . Thus r ⊥ s.
For (b), if s = t ◦ k†, then r ◦ s† = r ◦ k ◦ t† =⊥K,I ◦t† =⊥I,I=⊥I . Conversely,

if r ◦ s† =⊥I , then by the universal property of dagger kernels, there is a morphism
v : I → K such that k ◦ v = s†. Choosing t = v† now yields s = t ◦ k†.

Finally, for (c), it follows from (b) that ¬r =
∨
{s ∈ Q(X, I) : r ⊥ s} =

∨
{t ◦ k† : t ∈

Q(K, I)} = (
∨

Q(K, I)) ◦ k† = ⊤K,I ◦ k†.

4.21. Lemma. Let (Q,⊗, I) be a dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid with dagger ker-
nels and a zero object such that every object of Q has precisely one ⊥-monic effect. Then
any r : Y → I equals ⊤K⊥,I ◦ k†⊥, where k : K → Y is the dagger kernel of r (existence
assured by Proposition 4.11).

Proof. By Lemma 2.73, in which we take X = I and f = r†, we have r† = ker(k†)◦ e for
some zero-epi e : I → K⊥. Since k⊥ = ker(k†), we obtain r = e†◦k†⊥. Since e is a zero-epi,
it follows that e† is a zero-mono, hence by Lemma 4.6, e† is a ⊥-mono. By Lemma 4.7,
also ⊤K⊥,I is a ⊥-mono. By assumption, there is precisely one ⊥-monic K⊥ → I, whence
e† must equal ⊤K⊥,I .

4.22. Proposition. Let (Q,⊗, I) be a dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid such that
Q is a dagger kernel category and such that every object of Q has precisely one ⊥-monic
effect. Let X be an object of Q. Then KSub(X) and Q(X, I) are ortho-isomorphic
complete orthomodular lattices, where the orthocomplementation of the latter is the map
r 7→ ¬r of Lemma 4.20. The ortho-isomorphism Q(X, I) → KSub(X) is given by r 7→
[ker(r)⊥].

Proof. By Proposition 2.75 it follows that KSub(X) is an orthomodular lattice. Since
Q is a dagger kernel category, it has a zero object, hence ⊥X,Y= 0X,Y for each X, Y ∈ Q
by Lemma 2.53, and zero-monos are ⊥-monos by Lemma 4.6. We claim that the map
φ : Q(X, I) → KSub(X), r 7→ [ker(r)⊥] is an order isomorphism such that φ(¬r) = ¬φ(r)
for each r ∈ Q(X, I). Since KSub(X) is an orthomodular lattice, it then follows that r 7→
¬r defines an orthocomplementation on Q(X, I) such that Q(X, I) is an orthomodular
lattice. Completeness of Q(X, I) follows since Q is a quantaloid. Note that once the
ortho-isomorphism between Q(X, I) and KSub(X) is established, completeness of the
former implies completeness of the latter.

In order to show that φ is an ortho-isomorphism, we first check that φ is monotone.
So let r, s : X → I, and let Kr and Ks be the domains of ker(r) and ker(s), respec-
tively. Assume that r ≤ s, then r ◦ ker(s) ≤ s ◦ ker(s) = 0Ks,I =⊥Ks,I , which forces
r ◦ ker(s) =⊥Ks,I . It follows from the universal property of dagger kernels that there
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must be some a : Ks → Kr such that ker(s) = ker(r) ◦ a, hence [ker(s)] ≤ [ker(r)] in
KSub(X), implying φ(r) = [ker(r)⊥] ≤ [ker(s)⊥] = φ(s). Next, we show that φ is an
order embedding. So assume that φ(r) ≤ φ(s), i.e., [ker(r)⊥] ≤ [ker(s)⊥]. In other words,
ker(r)⊥ = ker(s)⊥ ◦ a for some morphism a : K⊥

r → K⊥
s , which is necessarily a dagger

mono, see 2.70. Using Lemma 4.21, we obtain r = ⊤K†
r ,I

◦ker(r)†⊥ = ⊤K†
r ,I

◦a† ◦ker(s)†⊥ ≤
⊤K⊥

s ,I
◦ker(s)†⊥ = s, so φ is indeed an order embedding. In order to show that it is an order

isomorphism, we only have to show it is surjective. So let k : K → I in KSub(X), and let
r = TK,I ◦ k†. Now, ⊤K,I is a ⊥-mono by Lemma 4.7, so a zero-mono. Moreover, we have
ker(m◦f) = ker(f) for each morphism f and each zero-monom by [4, Lemma 4.2]. Hence,
ker(r) = ker(TK,I ◦ k†) = ker(k†) = k⊥, which implies φ(r) = [ker(r)⊥] = [k⊥⊥] = [k].

Finally, for arbitrary r : X → I, we have ¬r = ⊤K,I ◦ (ker r)† by Lemma 4.20.
Again using that ⊤K,I is a zero-mono, we obtain φ(¬r) = [ker(¬r)⊥] = ¬[ker(¬r)] =
¬[ker(⊤K,I◦(ker r)†)] = ¬[ker(ker r)†] = ¬[(ker r)⊥] = ¬φ(r). Finally, it follows from (a) of
Lemma 4.20 that ⊥ is the associated orthogonality relation of the orthocomplementation
¬ on Q(X, I).

We note that we never assumed our categories to be well powered, so a priori, there is
no guarantee that KSub(X) in Q is a set. However, since Q is a quantaloid, it is locally
small, and the theorem above establishes a bijection between Q(X, I) and KSub(X),
which assures that the latter is indeed a set.

4.23. Corollary. Let (Q,⊗, I) be a dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid with dagger
kernels and a zero object such that every object of Q has precisely one ⊥-monic effect.
Then the set Q(I,X) of states on any object X is a complete orthomodular lattice.

4.24. Corollary. Let (Q,⊗, I) be a dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid with dagger
kernels such that every object in Q has precisely one ⊥-monic effect. Then Matr(Q) is a
dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid with dagger kernels such that for each object X of
Matr(Q), there is precisely one ⊥-monic effect, namely ⊤X,J .

Proof. By Proposition 4.3, we may assume that Q has a zero object, hence by Proposi-
tion 4.11 it follows that Q is a dagger kernel category. The latter proposition also assures
that it suffices to show that Matr(Q) is a dagger kernel category. By Lemma 4.8, each
object X of Matr(Q) has precisely one ⊥-monic effect, namely ⊤X,J , hence it follows from
Proposition 4.22 that KSub(X) is a complete orthomodular lattice for each object X of
Q.

Let X = (Xα)α∈A, Y = (Yβ)β∈B be objects of Matr(Q), and let f = (fβα )(α,β)∈A×B :
X → Y be a morphism. We show that the dagger kernel of f exists. For each α ∈ A and
each β ∈ B, the dagger kernel kα,β : Kα,β → Xα of fβα : Xα → Yβ in Q exists. Fix α ∈ A.
Since KSub(Xα) is a complete orthomodular lattice, it follows that kα := infβ∈B kα,β in
KSub(Xα) exists. Let Kα be the domain of kα, so kα : Kα → Xα. Then for each β ∈ B,
we have the inequality [kα] ≤ [kα,β] in KSub(Xα), so there exists a gβ : Kα → Kα,β such
that kα = kα,β ◦ gβ. As a consequence, for each β ∈ B, we have

fβα ◦ kα = fβα ◦ kα,β ◦ gβ = 0Kα,β ,Yβ ◦ gβ = 0Kα,Yβ . (8)
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Let K = (Kα)α∈A, and let k : K → X in Matr(Q) be given by

kα
′

α =

{
kα, α = α′,

0Kα,Xα′ , α ̸= α′

for each α, α′ ∈ A.
For the following, we will frequently apply Lemma 2.53, which states that in a quan-

taloid with a zero object, ⊥A,B= 0A,B for any two objects. Using this, it is straightforward
to see that (k† ◦k)α′

α = (idK)
α′
α for each α, α′ ∈ A, so k† ◦k = idK , i.e., k is a dagger mono.

Using Equation (8) it also readily follows that (f ◦ k)βα =
∨
α′∈A f

β
α′ ◦ kα

′
α = 0Kα,Yβ for each

α ∈ A and each β ∈ B. So f ◦ k = 0K,Y .
Let Z = (Zγ)γ∈C be an object of Matr(Q), and let h = (hαγ )(γ,α)∈C×A : (Zγ)γ∈C →

(Xα)α∈A be morphism such that f ◦h = 0Z,Y . Fix α ∈ A, and γ ∈ C. Using Lemma 2.73,
we find some mα

γ : Nα
γ → Xα in KSub(Xα) and some zero-epi eαγ : Zγ → Nα

γ such that
mα
γ ◦ eαγ = hαγ . Then for each β ∈ B, we have

Kα,β

Kα Xα Yβ

Zγ Nα
γ

kα,β

kα

gβ

fβα

hαγ

eαγ

mα
γ

Now, fix also β ∈ B. Then

⊥Zγ ,Yβ= 0Zγ ,Yβ = (f ◦ h)βγ =
∨
α′∈A

fβα′ ◦ hα
′
γ ,

which forces fβα ◦ hαγ =⊥Zγ ,Yβ= 0Zγ ,Yβ .
Now, since eαγ is a zero-epi and 0Zγ ,Yβ = fβα ◦ hαγ = fβα ◦mα

γ ◦ eαγ , we obtain fγα ◦mα
γ =

0Nα
γ ,Yβ . Since kα,β = ker(fβα ), there must be some nαγ : Nα

γ → Kα,β such thatmα
γ = kα,β◦nαγ .

This precisely expresses that [mα
γ ] ≤ [kα,β] in KSub(Xα). By definition of kα, we obtain

[mα
γ ] ≤ [kα], hence there must be some sαγ : Nα

γ → Kα such that mα
γ = kα ◦ sαγ . Let

rαγ : Zγ → Kα be given by rαγ = sαγ ◦ eαγ . Then r = (rαγ )(γ,α)∈C×A : Z → K is a morphism
in Matr(Q) such that for each γ ∈ C and α ∈ A we have

(k ◦ r)αγ =
∨
α′∈A

kαα′ ◦ rα
′

γ = kα ◦ rαγ = kα ◦ sαγ ◦ eαγ = mα
γ ◦ eαγ = hαγ ,

so h = k ◦ r. We conclude that k is the dagger kernel of f in Matr(Q).
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4.25. Proposition. The category qRel is a binary dagger compact quantaloid with dag-
ger kernels such that each quantum set X has precisely one ⊥-monic effect, namely ⊤X ,1.

Proof. By definition, we have qRel = Matr(FdOS), which is a binary dagger compact
quantaloid by Example 3.22. It follows from Proposition 4.3 that qRel ∼= Matr(FdOS0).
Since FdOS0 is a dagger kernel quantaloid (cf. Lemma 4.15) such that for each object
X in FdOS0 there is only one ⊥-monic effect X → C (cf. Lemma 4.9), the statement
follows from Corollary 4.24.

Since Tr(s) = s for any scalar s in a dagger compact category (cf. Proposition 2.13),
it follows that the definition of ⊥ and ¬ in the next theorem generalizes the definition of
⊥ and ¬ on sets of effects in Proposition 4.22.

4.26. Theorem. Let Q be a dagger compact quantaloid with dagger kernels such that
every object has precisely one ⊥-monic effect. Then Q is affine, and for any two objects
X and Y in Q, the homset Q(X, Y ) is a complete orthomodular lattice with orthocom-
plementation r 7→ ¬r given by ¬r =

∨
{s ∈ Q(X, Y ) : r ⊥ s}, where the orthogonality

relation ⊥ on Q(X,Y ) is given by r ⊥ s if and only if Tr(r ◦ s†) =⊥I . Moreover, the map
Q(X, Y ) → Q(X ⊗ Y ∗, I), r 7→ ⌞r⌟ is an ortho-isomorphism.

Proof. We first assume that Q has a zero object. By Proposition 4.11, Q is a dagger
kernel category, hence it follows from Proposition 4.22 that Q(X ⊗ Y ∗, I) is a complete
orthomodular lattice. We consider the order isomorphism Q(X, Y ) → Q(X ⊗ Y ∗, I),
r 7→ ⌞r⌟ = ϵY ◦ (r ⊗ idY ∗) from Lemma 3.11. Then for r, s : X → Y , we find Tr(r ◦ s†) =
ϵY ◦((r◦s†)⊗idY ∗)◦ϵ†Y = ϵY ◦(r⊗idY ∗)◦(s†◦idY ∗)◦ϵ†Y = ϵY ◦(r⊗idY ∗)◦(ϵY ◦(s⊗idY ∗))† =
⌞r⌟◦⌞s⌟†. It follows that r ⊥ s if and only if Tr(r ◦ s†) =⊥I if and only if ⌞r⌟◦⌞s⌟† =⊥I .
Hence, using that ⌞−⌟ is an order isomorphism, we obtain

⌞¬r⌟ = ⌞
∨

{s ∈ Q(X,Y ) : r ⊥ s}⌟ =
∨

{⌞s⌟ : s ∈ Q(X, Y ), r ⊥ s}

=
∨

{⌞s⌟ : s ∈ Q(X, Y ), ⌞r⌟ ◦ ⌞s⌟† =⊥I} =
∨

{t ∈ Q(X ⊗ Y ∗, I) : ⌞r⌟ ◦ t† =⊥I}

=
∨

{t ∈ Q(X ⊗ Y ∗), ⌞r⌟ ⊥ t} = ¬ ⌞r⌟.

So, ⌞−⌟ preserves the orthocomplementation, hence it is an ortho-isomorphism. It follows
that Q(X, Y ) inherits the structure of a complete orthomodular lattice from Q(X ⊗
Y ∗, I). It remains to be shown that ⊥ is the associated orthogonality relation of the
orthocomplementation ¬ on Q(X, Y ), but this follows directly from the result that r 7→
⌞r⌟ is an ortho-isomorphism with respect to ¬, and our previous calculation that r ⊥ s if
and only if ⌞r⌟ ◦ ⌞s⌟† =⊥I , which is equivalent to ⌞r⌟ ⊥ ⌞s⌟.

Now assume that Q does not have a zero object. Then (Q0,⊗, I) is also a dagger
compact quantaloid, and by Proposition 4.11, it is a dagger kernel quantaloid and every
object has precisely one ⊥-monic effect. Hence, the statement applies to Q0. As a conse-
quence, for any two object X and Y of Q, we have Q(X, Y ) = Q0(X, Y ) is orthomodular,
and the map Q(X, Y ) → Q(X ⊗ Y ∗, I), r 7→ ⌞r⌟ is an ortho-isomorphism. Since we
showed that the homsets of Q are orthomodular, it follows from Lemma 4.18 that Q is
affine.
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4.27. Corollary. Let (R,⊗, I) be a dagger compact category with dagger kernels, all
small dagger biproducts, with precisely two scalars, and such that every object has precisely
one zero-monic effect. Then R is a binary dagger compact quantaloid such that every
homset R(X, Y ) is a complete orthomodular lattice with orthogonality relation r ⊥ s if
and only if Tr(r ◦ s†) = 0I and orthocomplementation ¬r =

∨
{s ∈ R(X,Y ) : r ⊥ s}.

Proof. Combine Theorems 3.16 and 4.26.

5. Internal maps

From this section on, we will focus on internalizing structures in dagger quantaloids. We
will regard morphisms in dagger quantaloids as generalizations of relations, and will also
refer to them as ‘relations’. Then we can generalize properties of ordinary endorelations
as follows:

5.1. Definition. Let X be an object of a dagger quantaloid Q and let r : X → X be an
endorelation on X. Then we call r:

� reflexive if idX ≤ r;

� transitive if r ◦ r ≤ r;

� idempotent if r ◦ r = r;

� symmetric if r† = r;

� anti-symmetric if r ∧ r† ≤ idX ;

� a preorder if r is reflexive and transitive;

� an order if r is an antisymmetric preorder;

� a partial equivalence relation (PER) if r is symmetric and transitive;

� an equivalence relation if r is a reflexive PER, or equivalently, if r is a symmetric
preorder;

� a projection if it is a symmetric idempotent.

If, in addition, Q can be equipped with a dagger-compact monoidal structure, we say that
r is:

� irreflexive if Tr(r) =⊥I .

5.2. Definition and properties of internal maps. We proceed with introducing
internal maps in dagger quantaloids, whose definition is similar to the definition of an
internal map in an allegory.
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5.3. Definition. Let Q be a dagger quantaloid. We call a morphism f : X → Y in Q
a map if f † ◦ f ≥ idX and f ◦ f † ≤ idY .

5.4. Lemma. Let X, Y, Z be objects of a dagger quantaloid Q. Then:

(1) for any two maps f : X → Y and g : Y → Z in Q, also g ◦ f : X → Z is a map;

(2) idX is a map.

Proof. Let f : X → Y and g : Y → Z be maps, so f † ◦ f ≥ idX and f ◦ f † ≤ idY , and
g†◦g ≥ idY and g◦g† ≤ idZ . Then (g◦f)†◦(g◦f) = f †◦g†◦g◦f ≥ f †◦idY ◦f = f †◦f ≥ idX ,
and (g ◦ f) ◦ (g ◦ f)† = g ◦ f ◦ f † ◦ g† ≤ g ◦ idY ◦ g† = g ◦ g† ≤ idZ , so g ◦ f is indeed a
map. Finally, we have id†

X = idX , hence id†
X ◦ idX = idX = idX ◦ id†

X , showing that idX
is a map.

The previous lemma assures that the following category is well defined.

5.5. Definition. Let Q be a dagger quantaloid. Then by Maps(Q) we denote the wide
subcategory of Q of maps.

Note that Maps(Rel) = Set. This lead to:

5.6. Definition. We define qSet := Maps(qRel), the category of quantum sets and
functions.

It was shown in [19] that qSet is dually equivalent to the category of hereditarily
atomic von Neumann algebras and normal unital ∗-homomorphisms. We recall that a
hereditarily atomic von Neumann algebra is an operator algebra isomorphic to an ℓ∞-sum
of matrix algebras. Because of this dual equivalence, Set embeds dually into the category
of hereditarily atomic von Neumann algebras and normal unital ∗-homomorphisms, which
is the reason why working with quantum sets might feel more natural than working with
hereditarily atomic von Neumann algebras.

5.7. Definition. A map f : X → Y in a dagger quantaloid Q is called

� injective if f † ◦ f = idX ;

� surjective if f ◦ f † = idY ;

� bijective if it is both injective and surjective.

We note that given the dagger biproduct X of a set-indexed family (Xα)α∈A of objects
in a dagger quantaloid with small biproducts, the canonical injection iα : Xα → X is
indeed an injection in the above sense, since i†α ◦ iα = pα ◦ iα = idXα , whereas iα ◦ i†α ≤∨
β∈A iβ ◦ i

†
β =

∨
β∈A iβ ◦ pβ = idX (cf. Proposition 2.61).
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5.8. Lemma. Let f : X → Y be a morphism in a dagger quantaloid Q. Then the following
are equivalent:

(a) f is a bijective map;

(b) f is a dagger isomorphism in Q;

(c) f is an isomorphism in Maps(Q).

Proof. The equivalence between (a) and (b) is trivial. Let f be a bijective map, so
f † ◦ f = idX and f ◦ f † = idY . It follows immediately that f † is also a map that is
the inverse of f , hence f is an isomorphism in Maps(Q). Conversely, assume that f is
an isomorphism in Maps(Q), so there is a map g : Y → X such that g ◦ f = idX and
f ◦g = idY . Using that g is a map, it follows that g† = g†◦g◦f ≥ f and g† = f ◦g◦g† ≤ f .
Thus g† = f , hence f † = g. It follows that f † ◦ f = idX and f ◦ f † = idY , so f is a
bijective map.

5.9. Lemma. Let Q be a dagger quantaloid, and let f, g : X → Y be parallel maps in Q.
If f ≤ g in Q, then f = g.

Proof. Since f ≤ g, we have f † ≤ g†. We have g = g ◦ idX ≤ g ◦ f † ◦ f ≤ g ◦ g† ◦ f ≤
idY ◦ f = f , which yields equality between f and g.

5.10. Lemma. Any homomorphism of dagger quantaloids F : Q → R restricts and
corestricts to a functor Maps(F ) : Maps(Q) → Maps(R), which is (fully) faithful if F is
(fully) faithful.

Proof. Let X and Y be objects of Q. By definition of a homomorphism of dagger
quantaloids, the map FX,Y : Q(X,Y ) → R(FX,FY ), f 7→ Ff preserves the dagger
and suprema, hence it is in any case a monotone map, from which it is straightfor-
ward that FX,Y restricts and corestricts to a map Maps(F )X,Y : Maps(Q)(X, Y ) →
Maps(R)(FX,FY ). It is also evident that Maps(F ) is functorial, for F is a functor.
Clearly, Maps(F ) is faithful if F is faithful. Assume, in addition, that F is full. By
Lemma 2.50, it follows that FX,Y is an order isomorphism. Let g ∈ Maps(R)(FX,FY ),
so g† ◦ g ≥ idFX and g ◦ g† ≤ idFY . Then g ∈ R(FX,FY ), so there is some f ∈ Q(X, Y )
such that g = Ff . Since FX,Y preserves daggers, we have F (f †◦f) = g†◦g ≥ idFX = F idX ,
and F (f ◦ f †) = g ◦ g† ≤ idFY = F idY , and since FX,Y is an order isomorphism, it follows
that f † ◦ f ≥ idX and f ◦ f † ≤ idY , i.e., f ∈ Maps(Q)(X, Y ). Hence, also Maps(F ) is
full.

5.11. Lemma. Let (Q,⊗, I) be a dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid. Then Maps(Q)
is a symmetric monoidal subcategory of Q.

Proof. In order to show that Maps(Q) is a symmetric monoidal subcategory of Q, we
only have to verify that the associator, unitors and symmetry are maps, but this follows
immediately because in the definition of a dagger symmetric monoidal category, these
morphisms are required to be dagger isomorphisms.



1034 GEJZA JENČA AND BERT LINDENHOVIUS

5.12. Proposition. Let F : (Q,⊙, J) → (R,⊗, I) be a homomorphism of dagger sym-
metric monoidal quantaloids. Then Maps(F ) : (Maps(Q),⊙, J) → (Maps(R),⊗, I) is a
strong symmetric monoidal functor with the same coherence morphisms as F .

Proof. Let ψ : J → FI and ψX,Y : FX ⊗FY → F (X ⊙Y ) be the coherence morphisms
for X,Y ∈ Q, which are dagger isomorphisms, since any homomorphism of dagger sym-
metric monoidal quantaloids in particular is a dagger strong symmetric monoidal functor.
Since Q and Maps(Q) share the same objects, the statement follows if we can prove that
the coherence maps are bijective functions. But this follows from Lemma 5.8.

5.13. Proposition. Let (R,⊗, I) be a dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid with all
small dagger biproducts. Then the embedding Maps(R) → R creates all coproducts, i.e.,
if (Xα)α∈A is a collection of objects in Maps(R), then their dagger biproduct in R is their
coproduct in Maps(R), and the canonical injections in R are maps.

Proof. LetX be the dagger biproduct inR of a collection (Xα)α∈A of objects in Maps(R)
with canonical injections iα : Xα → X for each α ∈ A. Fix α ∈ A. Since X is a
dagger biproduct, the canonical projection pα : X → Xα satisfies pα = i†α. By definition
of a biproduct, we have i†α ◦ iα = pα ◦ iα = idXα . It follows from Corollary 2.23 that
iα ◦ i†α = iα ◦ pα ≤

∨
β∈A iβ ◦ pβ = idX , so iα is indeed a map.

Now, let Y be another object of Maps(R), and for each α ∈ A, let fα : Xα → Y be
a map. To show that X is the coproduct of (Xα)α∈A in Maps(R), we have to show that
f := [fα]α∈A : X → Y is a map. Using Proposition 2.32, we find

f ◦ f † =
∨
α∈A

fα ◦ f †
α ≤ idY ,

for fα ◦ f †
α ≤ idY because fα is a map. By the same proposition, we obtain (f † ◦ f)α,β =

f †
β◦fα. Let α, β ∈ A. First assume that α ̸= β. By Lemma 2.28, we have (idX)α,β = 0Xα,Xβ

for α ̸= β, so (f † ◦ f)α,β ≥ (idX)α,β. Now, let α = β. Since fα is a map, it follows that
(f † ◦ f)α,β = f †

α ◦ fα ≥ idXα = (idX)α,β, where the last identity also follows from Lemma
2.28. So (f † ◦ f)α,β ≥ (idX)α,β for each α, β ∈ A. It now follows from Proposition 2.63
that f † ◦ f ≥ idX , so f is a map.

5.14. The families construction. Given a dagger quantaloid Q, Proposition 5.13
begs the question whether Maps(Matr(Q)) is the free coproduct completion of Maps(Q).
We will see that for 2, this is indeed the case. However, in general the statement is false.

For an arbitrary category C, the free coproduct completion is the category Fam(C)
of set-indexed families (Xα)α∈A. A morphism (φ, f) : (Xα)α∈A → (Yβ)β∈B in Fam(C)
consists of a function φ : A→ B and for each α ∈ A, a morphism fα : Xα → Yφ(α).

Now in 2, there is only one map, which corresponds to the element 1 in 2 = {0, 1}.
Hence, as a category, we have Maps(2) ∼= 1, whence Maps(Matr(2)) ∼= Maps(Rel) =
Set = Fam(1) ∼= Fam(Maps(2)).

For an arbitrary dagger quantaloid Q, we have an inclusion I : Fam(Maps(Q)) →
Maps(Matr(Q)). Indeed, the objects in both categories are clearly the same, so I is the
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identity on objects. Given a morphism (φ, f) : (Xα)α∈A → (Yβ)β∈B in Fam(Matr(Q)), we
define I(f, φ) : (Xα)α∈A → (Yβ)β∈B in Maps(Matr(Q)) by

I(φ, f)βα =

{
fα, β = φ(α),

⊥Xα,Yβ , otherwise.

Using that each fα is a map, so a morphism of Maps(Q), it is straightforward to see
that I(φ, f) is a map, so a morphism of Maps(Matr(Q)). However, in general, I is not
full, so not an equivalence. For instance, let Q = FdOS. Let H be a two-dimensional
Hilbert space, and let p, q : H → H be two orthogonal projections that span the identity

1H of H in FdHilb. For instance, if H = C2, let p =

(
1 0
0 0

)
and q =

(
0 0
0 1

)
. Let

P,Q ∈ FdOS(H,H) be the morphisms P = Cp and Q = Cq. Then, in FdOS, we have
p, q ∈ P ∨Q, hence idH = C1H = C(p+ q)H ⊆ P ∨Q. Let H,X in qRel = Matr(FdOS)
be given byH = (H), and X = (Xα)α∈2, whereX0 = X1 = C. Let F : H → X be given by
F 0
∗ = ⊤H,C ·P and F 1

∗ = ⊤H,C ·Q. Then both F 0
∗ and F 1

∗ are not maps in FdOS, but F is a
map in qRel. To see that F is a map in Matr(FdOS), it is easiest to apply Theorem 7.10
below, which we are allowed to use by Theorem 5.22 below. We have P ·Q† = P ·Q = 0
because pq = 0, hence Tr(F 0

∗ · (F 1
∗ )

†) = Tr(⊤H,C · P · Q† · ⊤†
H,C) = Tr(0) = 0 =⊥C, so

F 0
∗ ⊥ F 1

∗ . Furthermore, we have F 0
∗ ∨F 1

∗ = ⊤H,C · (P ∨Q) ≥ ⊤H,C · idH = ⊤H,C. We have
⊤H,C = B(H,C) = H∗, the Banach space dual of H, which is also a Hilbert space. Hence,
F 0
∗ = ⊤H,C · P = H∗p = p∗H∗, where p∗ : H∗ → H∗, φ 7→ φ(−)p is the Banach space

dual of p. Also p∗ is a projection, but on the Hilbert space H∗. Since the map r 7→ rK is
a bijection between projections r on a finite-dimensional Hilbert space K and subspaces
rK of K, it follows that F 0

∗ is a proper subspace of ⊤H,C. In a similar way, we find that
F 1
∗ < ⊤H,C in FdOS. Since ⊤H,C is the only map H → C in FdOS by Proposition 5.16

below, it follows that F 0
∗ and F 1

∗ are not maps in FdOS. Hence, F is not of the form
I(φ, f) for some morphism (φ, f) : H → X in Fam(FdOS).

5.15. ⊥-monic partial equivalence relations. We recall that a morphism p in a
dagger quantaloid R is called a partial equivalence relation (PER) if it is symmetric, i.e.,
p† = p, and transitive, i.e., p ◦ p ≤ p. An important property of a dagger symmetric
monoidal quantaloid R will be whether ⊥-monic PERs are equivalence relations, as this
is one of the conditions that assures that the internal maps of R form a semicartesian
category, i.e., a symmetric monoidal category with terminal monoidal unit. We will see
that both in Rel and qRel ⊥-monic PERs are equivalence relations.

5.16. Proposition. Let (Q,⊗, I) be an affine dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid
with dagger kernels. Assume that for each object X of Q:

(1) there is a ⊥-monic effect e : X → I;

(2) any ⊥-monic PER on X is an equivalence relation on X.

Then:
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(a) I is terminal in Maps(Q), where for each object X ∈ Maps(Q) the unique map
X → I is ⊤X,I ;

(b) for each object X of Q, the morphism ⊤X,I : X → I is the unique effect that is
⊥-monic.

Proof. Let e : X → I be a ⊥-monic effect. Then e ◦ e† is a scalar, and since Q is affine,
it follows that e ◦ e† ≤ idI . Consider p = e† ◦ e. Then p† = p and p ◦ p = e† ◦ e ◦ e† ◦ e ≤
e† ◦ idI ◦e = p, so p is a PER. It follows from from Lemma 4.16 that p is also a ⊥-mono in
Q. Hence, by assumption, we have that p is an equivalence relation, so p ≥ idX . It follows
that e is a map. Let f : X → I be another map. Since Q is affine, we have e ◦ f † ≤ idI ,
hence e ≤ e ◦ f † ◦ f ≤ idI ◦ f = f , hence it follows from Lemma 5.9 that e = f . By
Lemma 4.7 it follows that ⊤X,I is a ⊥-monic effect, which is therefore a map, and any
other map X → I must be equal to ⊤X,I , proving that I is terminal in Maps(Q). For
(b), if e : X → I is another ⊥-monic effect, it follows that e is a map which necessarily
equals ⊤X,I , so ⊤X,I : X → I is the unique effect on X that is ⊥-monic.

5.17. Lemma. The only nontrivial commutative quantale (V, ·, e) whose associated quan-
taloid V (cf. Example 2.46) is affine, has dagger kernels, and that has the property that
every ⊥-monic PER is an equivalence relation is the two-element Boolean algebra 2.

Proof. We first note that because V is affine, it immediately follows that there is a
⊥-monic effect 1 → 1 in V, namely the identity e. In order to see that V must be 2, we
first note that the requirement that V is a dagger kernel quantaloid forces V to satisfy
v · w ̸=⊥ for any v, w ̸=⊥ in V (cf. Lemma 4.12), so any v ̸=⊥ in V is a ⊥-mono in V.
Moreover, V is affine, hence for each v ∈ V , we have v · v ≤ v · ⊤ = v · e = v. Since we
always have v† = v, it follows that every v ∈ V is a PER, hence for every v ̸=⊥, we must
have ⊤ = e ≤ v, which forces v = ⊤ for all v ̸=⊥.

Also ⊥-monic PERs in FdOS are equivalence relations. We first need a lemma. We
recall that in the finite-dimensional setting, a C*-algebra is a subalgebra of the algebra
of all linear operators B(H) on a finite-dimensional Hilbert space that is selfadjoint, i.e.,
closed under the dagger on FdHilb.

5.18. Lemma. Let H be a finite-dimensional Hilbert space and let A ⊆ B(H) be a C*-
subalgebra that acts on H in a nondegenerate way, i.e., for each nonzero x ∈ H, there is
some a ∈ A such that ax ̸= 0. Then 1H ∈ A.

Proof. Since A is a C*-subalgebra of a finite-dimensional C*-algebra, it must be finite-
dimensional itself, hence it should contain a unit element e [32, Lemma 11.1]. We will
show that e = 1H .

Since A acts in a nondegenerate way on H, we have that the span of {ax : a ∈ A, x ∈
H} equals H [32, Proposition 9.2]. Hence, for each x ∈ H, there are a1, . . . , an ∈ A and
x1, . . . , xn ∈ H such that x = a1x1 + . . . + anxn. Then ex = e(a1x1 + . . . + anxn) =
(ea1)x1 + . . .+ (ean)xn = a1x1 + . . .+ anxn = x. Thus e is indeed the identity 1H on H.
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5.19. Proposition. Let H be a nonzero finite-dimensional Hilbert space, and let P :
H → H be a PER in FdOS. If P is a ⊥-mono, then it is an equivalence relation in
FdOS.

Proof. Since P is a PER, we have P · P ⊆ P and P † = P . From the latter identity
it follows that P is a self-adjoint subspace of B(H). Furthermore, for each a, b ∈ P ,
we have ab ∈ P · P ⊆ P , so P is a self-adjoint subalgebra of B(H). Since B(H) is
finite-dimensional, it follows that P is a C*-subalgebra of B(H). Let x ∈ H be nonzero,
and let x̌ : C → H be the map λ 7→ λx. Define the morphism R ∈ FdOS(C, H) by
R = Cx̌. Then R ̸=⊥C,H , and since P is a ⊥-mono, we must have P ·R ̸=⊥C,H , so there
is some a ∈ P such that ax̌ ̸= 0. This means that λax = a(λx) = (ax̌)(λ) ̸= 0 for some
λ ∈ C, which is only possible if ax ̸= 0. Thus, P is a C*-subalgebra of B(H) that acts
in a nondegenerate way on H, so Lemma 5.18 implies that 1H ∈ P . As a consequence
idH = C1X ⊆ H, showing that P is reflexive, hence an equivalence relation on H in
FdOS.

5.20. Proposition. Let R be a dagger quantaloid such that every ⊥-monic PER in R is
an equivalence relation. Then every ⊥-monic PER in Matr(R) is an equivalence relation.

Proof. Let X = (Xα)α∈A be an object in Matr(R) and let p = (pβα)(α,β)∈A×A : X → X be
a ⊥-monic PER on X, p† = p and p ◦ p ≤ p. Fix α ∈ A. Let r : Y → Xα be a morphism
in R such that pαα ◦ r =⊥Y,Xα . Let f : (Y ) → X be the morphism in Matr(R) given by

fβ∗ =

{
r, β = α

⊥Y,Xβ
, β ̸= α

for each β ∈ A. Then p ◦ f =⊥(Y ),X , and since p is ⊥-monic, it follows that f =⊥(Y ),X ,
which forces r = fα∗ = (⊥(Y ),X)

α
∗ =⊥Y,Xα . So p

α
α is a ⊥-mono.

Moreover, since p is a PER, it follows that (pαα)
† = (p†)αα = pαα and pαα ◦ pαα ≤

∨
γ∈A p

α
γ ◦

pγα = (p ◦ p)αα ≤ pαα, so p
α
α is a ⊥-monic PER on the object Xα in R. It follows that pαα is

an equivalence relation, hence idXα ≤ pαα. As a consequence, (idX)
α
α = idXα ≤ pαα. Since

for each distinct α, β ∈ A we have (idX)
β
α =⊥Xα,Xβ

, it follows that idX ≤ p, so p is an
equivalence relation.

The following theorems on Rel and qRel summarize all their relevant properties in
this article. We note that stronger properties for Rel that actually characterize it as a
dagger category are presented in [21].

5.21. Theorem. Rel is a binary dagger compact quantaloid with dagger kernels, and
small dagger biproducts. Moreover, for each set X, there is a unique ⊥-monic effect,
namely ⊤X,1, and any ⊥-monic PER on X is an equivalence relation.

Proof. By Example 3.21, Rel is a dagger compact quantaloid that is equivalent to
Matr(2) as a dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid. Clearly, Rel is binary. Combining
Lemma 5.17 with Corollary 4.24 and Proposition 5.20, it follows that Rel is a dagger
kernel quantaloid, ⊤X,1 is the unique ⊥-monic effect X → 1 for each set X, and that
every ⊥-monic PER in Rel is an equivalence relation.
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5.22. Theorem. qRel is a binary dagger compact quantaloid with dagger kernels and
small dagger biproducts such that for each quantum set X the effect ⊤X ,1 is the only
⊥-monic effect, and such that any ⊥-monic PER on X is an equivalence relation.

Proof. By definition of qRel = Matr(FdOS), it follows that qRel has small dagger
biproducts. By Proposition 4.25, qRel is a binary dagger compact quantaloid with dagger
kernels, such that each quantum set X has a unique ⊥-monic effects, namely ⊤X ,1. Since
every ⊥-monic PER in FdOS is an equivalence relation (cf Proposition 5.19), it follows
from Proposition 5.20 that every ⊥-monic PER in qRel is an equivalence relation.

6. Internal preorders

6.1. Preordered objects. In this section, we investigate internal preorders in dagger
quantaloids (cf. Definition 5.1).

6.2. Lemma. Let r : X → X be an endorelation on an object X of a dagger quantaloid
R. Then:

(a) r† is reflexive if r is reflexive;

(b) r† is transitive if r is transitive;

(c) r† is symmetric if r is symmetric;

(d) r† is anti-symmetric if r is anti-symmetric;

(e) r† is irreflexive if r is irreflexive (under the additional assumptions that R is a
dagger compact quantaloid).

Proof. Statements (a)-(d) follow because (−)† is a functor whose action on homsets is
an involutive order isomorphism. Statement (e) follows from [11, Lemma 3.63(f)].

6.3. Lemma. Let r : X → X be an endorelation on an object X of a dagger compact
quantaloid R. Then r∗ on X∗ satisfies the following properties:

(a) r∗ is reflexive if r is reflexive;

(b) r∗ is transitive if r is transitive;

(c) r∗ is symmetric if r is symmetric;

(d) r∗ is anti-symmetric if r is anti-symmetric;

(e) r∗ is irreflexive if r is irreflexive (under the additional assumptions that R).

Proof. Statements (a), (b), and (d) hold because (−)∗ is a functor whose action on
homsets is an order isomorphism (cf. Lemma 3.11). Statement (c) follows from Lemma
2.11 and the symmetry of r. Statement (e) follows fromTrX∗(r∗) = TrX(r) by [11, Exercise
3.12(c)].
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6.4. Example. Let X be an object in a dagger quantaloid R. Then the identity morphism
idX on X is reflexive, transitive, symmetric, and anti-symmetric. We call idX the trivial
or flat order on X.

6.5. Definition. An preorder on an object X of a dagger quantaloid R is a reflexive
and transitive endomorphism ≼≼≼ : X → X. We call the pair (X,≼≼≼) a preordered object.
If, in addition, ≼≼≼ is anti-symmetric, we call ≼≼≼ a partial order and (X,≼≼≼) a partially
ordered object, or with a slight abuse of terminology a poset. Sometimes, we will say that
X is a preordered object or poset without mentioning the (pre)order ≼≼≼ explicitly.

We will often formulate inequalities between morphisms in a dagger quantaloid R
involving preorders ≼≼≼ on objects X of R. In order to increase the readability of those
expressions, we will sometimes write (≼≼≼) instead of ≼≼≼.

Given a preorder ≼≼≼ on an object X in a dagger quantaloid R, it follows from Lemma
6.2 that the dagger ≼≼≼† of ≼≼≼ is again a preorder. Similarly, if (R,⊗, I) is a dagger compact
quantaloid, it follows from Lemma 6.3 that the dual ≼≼≼∗ of ≼≼≼ is a preorder (on X∗). In
both cases, the resulting preorders are even orders when ≼≼≼ is an order. This leads to the
following definition:

6.6. Definition. Let (X,≼≼≼) be a preordered object in a dagger quantaloid R.

� We call the preorder ≽≽≽ := ≼≼≼† the opposite preorder, and the pair (X,≽≽≽) the opposite
preordered objects, also denoted by (X,≼≼≼)op, or simply Xop if it is clear that X is
preordered by ≼≼≼.

� If (R,⊗, I) is a dagger compact quantaloid, we call the preorder ≼≼≼∗ the dual pre-
order, and the pair (X∗,≼≼≼∗) the preordered object dual to (X,≼≼≼), also denoted by
(X,≼≼≼)∗, or simply X∗ if it is clear that X is preordered by ≼≼≼.

If ≼≼≼ is an order, we call Xop and X∗ the opposite poset and the dual poset of X, respec-
tively.

For R = Rel, the opposite preorder on an object coincides with the dual preorder.
However, for R = qRel both concepts differ, since objects are not naturally isomorphic
to their dual in this category, let alone equal as in the case of Rel.

We further note that by Lemma 2.11, we have (Xop)∗ = (X∗)op for each preordered
object X.

For the next definition, recall that a map from an object X to an object Y in a dagger
quantaloid R is a morphism f : X → Y such that f † ◦ f ≥ idX and f ◦ f † ≤ idY .

6.7. Definition. Let (X,≼≼≼X) and (Y,≼≼≼Y ) be preordered objects of a dagger quantaloid
R. Then a map f : X → Y is called:

� monotone if it satisfies satisfies one of the following equivalent conditions (hence
all):

(1) f ◦ (≼≼≼X) ≤ (≼≼≼Y ) ◦ f ;
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(2) f ◦≼≼≼X ◦ f † ≤ (≼≼≼Y );

(3) (≼≼≼X) ≤ f † ◦≼≼≼Y ◦ f .

� an order embedding if ≼≼≼X = f † ◦≼≼≼Y ◦ f ;

� an order isomorphism if it is a monotone map that has an inverse which is also
monotone.

We verify that the conditions in the definition are indeed equivalent. Assume that (1)
holds. We show that (2) holds:

f ◦≼≼≼X ◦ f † ≤ (≼≼≼Y ) ◦ f ◦ f † ≤ (≼≼≼Y ) ◦ idY = (≼≼≼Y ).

Now assume that (2) holds. We show that (3) holds:

(≼≼≼X) = idX ◦≼≼≼X ◦ idX ≤ f † ◦ f ◦≼≼≼X ◦ f † ◦ f ≤ f † ◦≼≼≼Y ◦ f.

Finally we show that (3) implies (1), so assume that (≼≼≼X) ≤ f † ◦≼≼≼Y ◦ f . Then:

f ◦ (≼≼≼X) = f ◦ f † ◦≼≼≼Y ◦ f ≤ idY ◦≼≼≼Y ◦ f = (≼≼≼Y) ◦ f.

It follows directly from the definitions that an order embedding is monotone.

6.8. Lemma. Let f : X → Y be a map in a dagger quantaloid R, and let ≼≼≼ be a preorder
on Y . Then f : (X, idX) → (Y,≼≼≼) is monotone.

Proof. By a direct calculation: f ◦ idX = idY ◦ f ≤ ≼≼≼ ◦ f .

6.9. Lemma. Let (X,≼≼≼X), (Y,≼≼≼Y ) and (Z,≼≼≼Z) be preordered objects in a dagger quan-
taloid R and let f : X → Y and g : Y → Z be monotone maps. Then g ◦ f is a monotone
map.

Proof. By monotonicity of f and g, we have f ◦(≼≼≼X) ≤ (≼≼≼Y )◦f and g◦(≼≼≼Y ) ≤ (≼≼≼Z)◦g,
hence g ◦ f ◦ (≼≼≼X) ≤ g ◦ (≼≼≼Y ) ◦ f ≤ (≼≼≼Z) ◦ g ◦ f .

It follows from the previous lemma that the following categories are well defined.

6.10. Definition. Let R be a dagger quantaloid. Then:

� PreOrd(R) is defined as the category of preordered objects and monotone maps. The
identity morphism on an object (X,≼≼≼) of PreOrd(R) is the identity idX on X.

� Pos(R) is defined as the full subcategory of PreOrd(R) of partially ordered objects.

If R = Rel, we have PreOrd(R) = PreOrd and Pos(R) = Pos.

6.11. Lemma. Let X and Y be preordered objects in a dagger quantaloid R and let f :
X → Y be a map. Then f : X → Y is monotone if and only if f : Xop → Y op is
monotone.
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Proof. Let ≼≼≼X and ≼≼≼Y be the preorders on X and Y , respectively. Assume that f :
(X,≼≼≼X) → (Y,≼≼≼Y ) is a monotone map. Then f ◦ (≼≼≼X) ≤ (≼≼≼Y ) ◦ f , hence (≽≽≽X) ◦ f † =
(≼≼≼X)

† ◦ f † ≤ f † ◦ (≼≼≼Y )
op = f † ◦ (≽≽≽Y ). Using the properties of a map, we obtain

f ◦ (≽≽≽X) = f ◦≽≽≽X ◦ idX ≤ f ◦≽≽≽X ◦ f † ◦ f ≤ f ◦ f † ◦≽≽≽Y ◦ f ≤ idY ◦≽≽≽Y ◦ f = (≽≽≽Y ) ◦ f,

so f is indeed a monotone map Xop → Y op. Now assume that f : Xop → Y op is a
monotone map. Then it follows that f : Xopop → Y opop is a monotone map, and since
Xopop = X and Y opop = Y , the statement follows.

6.12. Proposition. Let R be a dagger quantaloid. Then the assignment X 7→ Xop

extends to a functor (−)op : PreOrd(R) → PreOrd(R) that is the identity on morphisms.

Proof. Let X, Y and Z be preordered objects inR, and let f : X → Y and g : Y → Z be
monotone maps. Using Lemma 6.11, we have idop

X = idX = idXop , because the underlying
object of X and Xop it the same. The lemma also yields (f ◦ g)op = f ◦ g = f op ◦ gop, so
(−)op is functorial.

Next, we provide an alternative description of order isomorphisms.

6.13. Lemma. Let R be a dagger quantaloid and let (X,≼≼≼X) and (Y,≼≼≼Y ) be preordered
objects in R. Then a map f : X → Y is an order isomorphism if and only if it is a
bijection such that f ◦≼≼≼X = ≼≼≼Y ◦ f .

Proof. Let f be an order isomorphism. Then it is a monotone map, and there is a
monotone map g : Y → X such that g ◦ f = idX and f ◦ g = idY . Then g = idY ◦ g ≤
f † ◦ f ◦ g = f † ◦ idY = fY , and g = g ◦ idY ≥ g ◦ f ◦ f † = idY ◦ f † = f †, so f † = g.
Thus f † ◦ f = IX and f ◦ f † = idY expressing that f is both injective and surjective,
hence bijective. Moreover, since f and g are monotone, we obtain f ◦ (≼≼≼X) ≤ (≼≼≼Y ) ◦ f
and g ◦ (≼≼≼Y ) ≤ (≼≼≼X) ◦ g. From the latter inequality we obtain ≼≼≼Y ◦ f = idY ◦≼≼≼Y ◦ f =
f ◦ g ◦≼≼≼Y ◦ f ≤ f ◦≼≼≼X ◦ g ◦ f = f ◦≼≼≼X ◦ idX = f ◦≼≼≼X , whence f ◦≼≼≼X = ≼≼≼Y ◦ f .

Conversely, assume that f is a bijection such that f ◦ ≼≼≼X = ≼≼≼Y ◦ f . It follows
immediately that f is monotone. Since f is a bijection, we have f † ◦ f = idX and
f ◦ f † = idY , whence f

† : Y → X is also a map. Then f † ◦ ≼≼≼Y = f † ◦ ≼≼≼Y ◦ idY =
f † ◦≼≼≼Y ◦ f ◦ f † = f † ◦ f ◦≼≼≼X ◦ f † = idX ◦≼≼≼X ◦ f † = ≼≼≼X ◦ f †, so also f † is monotone.

6.14. Lemma. Let F : Q → R be a homomorphism of dagger quantaloids. Then for
each preordered object (X,≼≼≼) in Q, the pair (FX,F (≼≼≼)) is a preordered object in R, and
the assignment (X,≼≼≼) 7→ (FX,F (≼≼≼)) extends to a functor PreOrd(F ) : PreOrd(Q) →
PreOrd(R) that acts on morphism by f 7→ Ff . Moreover, PreOrd(F ) is (fully) faithful
if F is (fully) faithful.

Proof. Let (X,≼≼≼X) be a preordered object inQ. The map FX,Y : Q(X, Y ) → R(FX,FY ),
f 7→ Ff preserves daggers and suprema, hence is monotone. Hence, idFX = F (idX) ≤
F (≼≼≼X), and F (≼≼≼X) ◦ F (≼≼≼X) = F (≼≼≼X ◦ ≼≼≼X) ≤ F (≼≼≼X), so F (≼≼≼X) is a preorder on
FX in R, which assures that PreOrd(F ) is well defined on objects. Let (Y,≼≼≼Y ) be an-
other preordered object of Q, and let f : (X,≼≼≼X) → (Y,≼≼≼Y ) be a monotone map, i.e.,
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f ◦ (≼≼≼X) ≤ (≼≼≼Y ) ◦ f . Firstly, since the action of PreOrd(F ) on morphisms coincides with
the action of Maps(F ) on morphisms, it follows from Lemma 5.10 that Ff : FX → FY
is a map in R. We also obtain Ff ◦ F (≼≼≼X) = F (f ◦ ≼≼≼X) ≤ F (≼≼≼Y ◦ f) = F (≼≼≼Y ) ◦ Ff ,
hence Ff : (FX,F (≼≼≼X)) → (FY, F (≼≼≼Y )) is monotone. Thus, PreOrd(F ) is also well
defined on morphisms, and clearly it is functorial.

Clearly, if F is faithful, so is PreOrd(F ). Assume, in addition, that F is full, and
let g : (FX,F (≼≼≼X)) → (FY, F (≼≼≼Y )) be a monotone map. In particular, it follows
that g : FX → FY is a map in R, and by Lemma 5.10, it follows that there is a
map f : X → Y in Q such that Ff = g. Since g is monotone, and F functorial, we
have F (f ◦ ≼≼≼X) = g ◦ F (≼≼≼X) ≤ F (≼≼≼Y ) ◦ g = F (≼≼≼Y ◦ f). Now, since F is full, it
follows from Lemma 2.50 that the map FX,Y : Q(X, Y ) → R(FX,FY ), f 7→ Ff is an
order isomorphism, whence f ◦ (≼≼≼X) ≤ (≼≼≼Y ) ◦ f , so f is monotone. We conclude that
PreOrd(F ) is indeed full.

6.15. Lemma. Let (X,≼≼≼X) and (Y,≼≼≼Y ) be preordered objects in a dagger symmetric
monoidal quantaloid (R,⊗, I). Then (X,≼≼≼X) ⊗ (Y,≼≼≼Y ) := (X ⊗ Y,≼≼≼X ⊗ ≼≼≼Y ) is a
preordered object as well.

Proof. Since (R,⊗, I) is a dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid, the order relation
on morphisms respects daggers and the monoidal product. Hence, we have idX⊗Y =
idX ⊗ idY ≤ ≼≼≼X ⊗≼≼≼Y , so ≼≼≼X ⊗≼≼≼Y is reflexive. We also have (≼≼≼X ⊗≼≼≼Y ) ◦ (≼≼≼X ⊗≼≼≼Y ) =
(≼≼≼X ◦≼≼≼X)⊗ (≼≼≼Y ◦≼≼≼Y ) ≤ ≼≼≼X ⊗≼≼≼Y .

6.16. Lemma. Let (X,≼≼≼X), (Y,≼≼≼Y ), (W,≼≼≼W ) and (Z,≼≼≼Z) be preordered objects in a
dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid R. Let f : (X,≼≼≼X) → (W,≼≼≼W ) and g : (Y,≼≼≼Y ) →
(Z,≼≼≼Z) be monotone maps. Then f ⊗ g : (X,≼≼≼X)⊗ (Y,≼≼≼Y ) → (W,≼≼≼W )⊗ (Z,≼≼≼Z) is a
monotone map.

Proof. Using that the monoidal product in a symmetric monoidal quantaloid preserves
the order in both arguments separately, we obtain (f ⊗ g) ◦ (≼≼≼X ⊗≼≼≼Y ) = (f ◦≼≼≼X)⊗ (g ◦
≼≼≼Y ) ≤ (≼≼≼W ◦ f)⊗ (≼≼≼Z ◦ g) = (≼≼≼W ⊗≼≼≼Z) ◦ (f ⊗ g).

6.17. Theorem. Let (R,⊗, I) be a dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid. The category
PreOrd(R) becomes a symmetric monoidal category as follows:

� We define the monoidal product by (X,≼≼≼X)⊗ (Y,≼≼≼Y ) := (X ⊗ Y,≼≼≼X ⊗≼≼≼Y ) on ob-
jects, and on monotone maps by the monoidal product of their underlying morphisms
in R;

� The monoidal unit is (I, idI);

� the associator, unitors and symmetry between preordered objects are the respective
associator, unitors and symmetry between the underlying objects of R.

Moreover, the inclusion functor J : Maps(R) → PreOrd(R), X 7→ (X, idX) is strict
monoidal, and left adjoint to the forgetful functor U : PreOrd(R) → Maps(R), (X,≼≼≼) 7→
X.
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Proof. It follows from Lemmas 6.15 and 6.16 that ⊗ : PreOrd(R) × PreOrd(R) →
PreOrd(R) is a well defined bifunctor. By Lemma 5.11, Maps(R) inherits its monoidal
structure from R. Let (X,≼≼≼X), (Y,≼≼≼Y ) and (Z,≼≼≼Z) be preordered objects in R. We
need to show that the associator αX,Y,Z : (X ⊗ Y ) ⊗ Z → X ⊗ (Y ⊗ Z), the left unitor
λX : I⊗X → X, the right unitor ρX : X⊗I → X and the symmetry σX,Y : X⊗Y → Y⊗X
are order isomorphisms, which in the light of Lemma 6.13 means that we have to show
that

αX,Y,Z ◦ ((≼≼≼X ⊗≼≼≼Y )⊗≼≼≼Z) = (≼≼≼X ⊗ (≼≼≼Y ⊗≼≼≼Z)) ◦ αX,Y,Z ,
λX ◦ (idI ⊗≼≼≼X) = ≼≼≼X ◦ λX
ρX ◦ (≼≼≼X ⊗ idI) = ≼≼≼X ◦ ρX ,

σX,Y ◦ (≼≼≼X ⊗≼≼≼Y ) = (≼≼≼Y ⊗≼≼≼X) ◦ σY,X ,

but this follows directly because α, λ, ρ, and σ are natural isomorphisms in R.
Finally, it also follows from Example 6.4 and Lemma 6.8 that the assignment X 7→

(X, idX) extends to an inclusion functor Maps(R) → PreOrd(R). For any two object X
and Y of Maps(R), we have JX ⊗ JY = (X, idX) ⊗ (Y, idY ) = (X ⊗ Y, idX ⊗ idY ) =
(X ⊗ Y, idX⊗Y ) = J(X ⊗ Y ), and JI = (I, idI), from which follows that J is strict
monoidal. To show that J is left adjoint to U , let X be an object of Maps(R), we need a
candidate unit for the adjunction, so a map X → UJX. Since UJX = X, we can choose
this map to be the identity idX . Now let (Y,≼≼≼) be a preordered object of R, and let
f : X → U(Y,≼≼≼) = Y be a map. We need to show that there is a unique monotone map
g : JX → (Y,≼≼≼) such that the following diagram commutes:

X UJX

U(Y,≼≼≼).

idX

f
Ug

Since UJX = X and U(Y,≼≼≼) = Y , the only possible choice would be g = f , for which
we have to verify that f is a monotone map JX → (Y,≼≼≼). But this follows directly from
Lemma 6.8.

6.18. Proposition. Let F : (Q,⊙, J) → (R,⊗, I) be be a homomorphism of dagger
symmetric monoidal quantaloids with coherence dagger isomorphisms ψ : J → FI and
ψX,Y : FX ⊗ FY → F (X ⊙ Y ) for each X,Y ∈ Q. Then PreOrd(F ) defined in Lemma
6.14 is strong symmetric monoidal, with coherence isomorphisms ψ : (J, idJ) → F (I, idI)
and ψ(X,≼≼≼X),(Y,≼≼≼Y ) : F (X,≼≼≼X) ⊗ F (Y,≼≼≼Y ) → F (X,≼≼≼X) ⊙ F (Y,≼≼≼Y ) induced directly by
by the coherence dagger isomorphisms of F , namely ψ : J → FI and ψX,Y above.

Proof. Let (X,≼≼≼X) and (Y,≼≼≼Y ) be preorderd objects of Q. It follows from Propo-
sition 5.12 that ψ and ψX,Y are bijective maps in R. We need to show that these
maps are actually order isomorphisms. For ψ this is trivial. It remains to show that
ψX,Y : F (X,≼≼≼X) ⊗ F (Y,≼≼≼Y ) → F ((X,≼≼≼X) ⊙ (Y,≼≼≼Y )) is an order isomorphism, , or
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equivalently, that ψX,Y : (FX ⊗FY, F (≼≼≼X)⊗F (≼≼≼Y )) → (F (X ⊙Y ), F (≼≼≼X ⊙≼≼≼Y )) is an
order isomorphism. By Lemma 6.13 it is sufficient to show that F (≼≼≼X ⊙ ≼≼≼Y ) ◦ ψX,Y =
ψX,Y ◦ (F (≼≼≼X)⊗ F (≼≼≼Y )), but this follows from naturality of ψ.

6.19. Monotone relations.

6.20. Definition. Let (X,≼≼≼X) and (Y,≼≼≼Y ) be preordered objects in a dagger quantaloid
R. We say that a morphism v : X → Y in R is a monotone relation (X,≼≼≼X) → (Y,≼≼≼Y )
if it satisfies one of the following two equivalent conditions (hence both):

(1) (≽≽≽Y ) ◦ v ≤ v and v ◦ (≽≽≽X) ≤ v.

(2) (≽≽≽Y ) ◦ v = v = v ◦ (≽≽≽X).

Clearly, (2) implies (1). For the other direction, we have v = idY ◦ v ≤ (≽≽≽Y ) ◦ v, and
v = v ◦ idX ≤ v ◦ (≽≽≽X).

6.21. Example. Let (X,≼≼≼X) be a preordered object in a dagger quantaloid R. Then ≽≽≽X

is a monotone relation (X,≼≼≼X) → (X,≼≼≼X) as follows from the transitivity of ≽≽≽X .

6.22. Lemma. Let (X,≼≼≼X), (Y,≼≼≼Y ) and (Z,≼≼≼Z) be preordered objects in a dagger quan-
taloid R and let r : X → Y and s : Y → Z be monotone relations. Then s ◦ r : X → Z
is a monotone relation.

Proof. The monotonicity of r and s implies that r = r ◦ ≽≽≽X and ≽≽≽Z ◦ s = s, hence
≽≽≽Z ◦ s ◦ r = s ◦ r = s ◦ r ◦≽≽≽X .

It follows from the previous lemma that the following categories are well defined.

6.23. Definition. Let R be a dagger quantaloid. Then MonRel(R) is defined as the cat-
egory of preordered objects in R and monotone relations. The identity monotone relation
id(X,≼≼≼) on a preordered object (X,≼≼≼) is the monotone relation ≽≽≽. Instead of MonRel(Rel)
we write MonRel.

6.24. Lemma. Let R be a dagger quantaloid. Then MonRel(R) is a quantaloid: If
(X,≼≼≼X) and (Y,≼≼≼Y ) are preordered objects in R, then the supremum of a collection
(vα)α∈A monotone relations (X,≼≼≼X) → (Y,≼≼≼Y ) is given by the supremum

∨
α∈A vα of

(vα)α∈A in R.

Proof. We need to show that
∨
α∈A rα is a monotone relation. Since R is a quantaloid,

we find

≽≽≽Y ◦

(∨
α∈A

vα

)
=
∨
α∈A

(≽≽≽Y ◦ vα) =
∨
α∈A

vα =
∨
α∈A

(vα ◦≽≽≽X) =

(∨
α∈A

vα

)
◦≽≽≽X .
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6.25. Proposition. Let R be a dagger quantaloid with small dagger biproducts. Then
MonRel(R) is a quantaloid with small biproducts.

More specifically, let (Xα,≼≼≼α)α∈A be a set-indexed family of preordered objects of R.
Then

⊕
α∈A(Xα,≼≼≼α) = (X,≼≼≼X) where X =

⊕
α∈AXα and ≼≼≼X =

⊕
α∈A≼≼≼α. Moreover,

if pXβ
: X → Xβ and iXβ

: Xβ → X denote the respective canonical projection and the
canonical injection for each β ∈ A, then:

� the canonical projection map p(Xβ ,≼≼≼β) :
⊕

α∈A(Xα,≼≼≼α) → (Xβ,≼≼≼β) is given by

≽≽≽Xβ
◦ pXβ

= pXβ
◦≽≽≽X ; (9)

� the canonical injection map i(Xβ ,≼≼≼β) : (Xβ,≼≼≼β) →
⊕

α∈A(Xα,≼≼≼α) is given by

iXβ
◦≽≽≽Xβ

= ≽≽≽X ◦ iXβ
. (10)

Proof. Firstly, by Proposition 2.63 we have idX =
⊕

α∈A idXα ≤
⊕

α∈A≼≼≼α = ≼≼≼X , and
≼≼≼X ◦≼≼≼X =

(⊕
α∈A≼≼≼α

)
◦
(⊕

α∈A≼≼≼α

)
=
⊕

α∈A≼≼≼α◦≼≼≼α ≤
⊕

α∈A≼≼≼α = ≼≼≼X . Thus (X,≼≼≼X)
is a preordered object in R. By Lemma 2.31, we have ≽≽≽X =

⊕
α∈A≽≽≽α, whence (9) and

(10) hold. These two equalities immediately imply that p(Xα,≼≼≼α) and i(Xα,≼≼≼α) are monotone
relations for each α ∈ A.

By Lemma 6.24, MonRel(R) is a quantaloid. Using the characterization of biproducts
in quantaloids in Proposition 2.61, we have pXβ

◦ iXα = δα,β for each α, β ∈ A, and∨
α∈A iXα ◦ pXα = idX . From the first identity it follows that for each α, β ∈ that

p(Xβ ,≼≼≼β) ◦ i(Xα,≼≼≼α) = ≽≽≽β ◦ pXβ
◦ iXα ◦≽≽≽α = ≽≽≽β ◦ δXα,Xβ

◦≽≽≽α = δ(Xα,≼≼≼α),(Xβ ,≼≼≼β).

From the second identity, and using that R is a quantaloid, so pre- and postcomposition
preserve suprema, we obtain

∨
α∈A

i(Xα,≼≼≼α) ◦ p(Xα,≼≼≼α) =
∨
α∈A

≽≽≽X ◦ iXα ◦ pXα ◦≽≽≽X = ≽≽≽X ◦

(∨
α∈A

iXα ◦ pXα

)
◦≽≽≽X

= ≽≽≽X ◦ idX ◦≽≽≽X = ≽≽≽X = id(X,≼≼≼X).

Since suprema of parallel morphisms in MonRel(R) coincide with the suprema of these
morphisms in R, it follows from Proposition 2.61 that (X,≼≼≼X) =

⊕
α∈A(Xα,≼≼≼α) in

MonRel(R) with projection and injection morphisms p(Xα,≼≼≼α) and i(Xα,≼≼≼α), respectively.

6.26. Lemma. Let R be a dagger quantaloid. The assignment X 7→ Xop extends to a
functor (−)op : MonRel(R) → MonRel(R)op, which acts on monotone relations v : X →
Y by vop = v†. Moreover, this functor (−)op is involutory, hence an isomorphism of
categories.
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Proof. Let (X,≼≼≼X), (Y,≼≼≼Y ) and (Z,≼≼≼Z) be preordered objects inR. Let v : (X,≼≼≼X) →
(Y,≼≼≼Y ) be a monotone relation. Then v◦≽≽≽X = v = ≽≽≽Y ◦v, hence ≼≼≼X ◦v† = v† = v†◦≼≼≼Y ,
showing that v† : (Y,≽≽≽Y ) → (X,≽≽≽X) is a monotone relation. We check functoriality. We
have idop

(X,≼≼≼X) = (≽≽≽X)
op = ≼≼≼X = id(X,≽≽≽X) = id(X,≼≼≼X)op , and if w : (Y,≼≼≼Y ) → (Z,≼≼≼Z) is

another monotone relation, we have (w ◦ v)op = (w ◦ v)† = v† ◦ w† = vop ◦ wop. Finally,
we have ((X,≼≼≼X)

op)op = (X ,≽≽≽X)
op = (X ,≼≼≼X), and (vop)op = (v†)op = v†† = v, so (−)op

is involutory.

6.27. Definition. Let R be a dagger quantaloid, let X ∈ R be an object, and let (Y,≼≼≼Y )
be a preordered object in R. For any morphism r : X → Y in R, we define r⋄ : X → Y
and r⋄ : Y → X as the morphisms in R given by

r⋄ := (≽≽≽Y ) ◦ r; r⋄ := r† ◦ (≽≽≽Y )

6.28. Lemma. Let R be a dagger quantaloid. There are functors (−)⋄ : PreOrd(R) →
MonRel(R) and (−)⋄ : PreOrd(R) → MonRel(R)op, which are the identity on objects,
and which acts on monotone maps f : (X,≼≼≼X) → (Y,≼≼≼Y ) by f 7→ f⋄ and f 7→ f ⋄,
respectively (cf. Definition 6.27). Moreover, for each monotone map f : X → Y , the
following identities hold:

f⋄ ◦ f ⋄ ≤ id(Y,≼≼≼Y ), f ⋄ ◦ f⋄ ≥ id(X,≼≼≼X).

Proof. We first check that f⋄ is a monotone relation if f : (X,≼≼≼X) → (Y,≼≼≼Y ) is a
monotone map between preordered objects of R. We immediately find (≽≽≽Y )◦f⋄ = (≽≽≽Y )◦
(≽≽≽Y )◦f ≤ (≽≽≽Y )◦f = f⋄. By Lemma 6.11, f is also a monotone map (X,≽≽≽X) → (Y,≽≽≽Y ),
whence f◦(≽≽≽X) ≤ (≽≽≽Y )◦f . Moreover, we have hence f⋄◦(≽≽≽X) = (≽≽≽Y )◦f◦(≽≽≽X) ≤ (≽≽≽Y )◦
(≽≽≽Y )◦f ≤ (≽≽≽Y )◦f = f⋄. Next, we check functoriality. For idX : (X,≼≼≼X) → (X,≼≼≼Y ), we
have (idX)⋄ = (≽≽≽X)◦ idX = (≽≽≽X), which is indeed the identity monotone relation id(X,≼≼≼X)

on (X,≼≼≼X). Furthermore, given another preordered object (Z,≼≼≼Z) and monotone map
g : (Y,≼≼≼Y ) → (Z,≼≼≼Z), we have

(g ◦ f)⋄ = (≽≽≽Z) ◦ g ◦ f = g⋄ ◦ f = g⋄ ◦ (≽≽≽Y ) ◦ f = g⋄ ◦ f⋄,

so (−)⋄ is indeed a functor. In a similar way, one proves that (−)⋄ is a contravariant
functor.

Finally, given a monotone map f : X → Y , two direct calculations yield: f⋄ ◦ f ⋄ =
≽≽≽Y ◦f ◦f †◦≽≽≽Y ≤ ≽≽≽Y ◦≽≽≽Y ≤ ≽≽≽Y = id(Y,≼≼≼Y ), and f

⋄◦f⋄ = f †◦≽≽≽Y ◦≽≽≽Y ◦f = f †◦≽≽≽Y ◦f ≥
f † ◦ f ◦≽≽≽X ≥ ≽≽≽X = id(X,≼≼≼X).

We note that if R = Rel, then any monotone relation r : X → Y that has an upper
adjoint s : Y → X in Rel, i.e., s ◦ r ≥ idX and r ◦ s ≤ idY , must be of the form r = f⋄
for some monotone map f : X → Y , in which case s = f ⋄ [27, Footnote 3]. This does
not hold in general. For instance, take R = qRel. In Example 2.66, we construct an
invertible binary relation R : X → X in qRel that is not a dagger isomorphism, i.e., the
inverse S of R does not equal R†. Since S is the inverse of R, it is its upper adjoint in
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qRel. When we equip X with the trivial order, then R becomes a monotone relation. If
a monotone map F : X → X such that F⋄ = R exists, then it must be equal to R for
the order on X is trivial. In order for F to be a map, F † must be its upper adjoint in
qRel, but since upper adjoints are unique, we would obtain R† = F † = S, which is a
contradiction.

6.29. Proposition. For any dagger quantaloid R the following diagram commutes:

PreOrd(R) PreOrd(R)

MonRel(R) MonRel(R)op

(−)op

(−)⋄ (−)⋄

(−)op

Proof. Let (X,≼≼≼X) be a preordered object in R. Then

((X,≼≼≼X)
op)⋄ = (X,≽≽≽X)

⋄ = (X,≽≽≽X) = (X,≼≼≼X)
op = ((X,≼≼≼X)

op)⋄.

Let (Y,≼≼≼Y ) be another preordered object in R and let f : (X,≼≼≼X) → (Y,≼≼≼Y ) be a
monotone map. Then:

[[f : (X,≼≼≼X) → (Y,≼≼≼Y )]
op]⋄ = [f : (X,≽≽≽X) → (Y,≽≽≽Y )]

⋄

= f † ◦≼≼≼Y : (Y,≽≽≽Y ) → (X,≽≽≽X)

= [≽≽≽Y ◦ f : (X,≼≼≼X) → (Y,≼≼≼Y )]
op

= [[f : (X,≼≼≼X) → (Y,≼≼≼Y )]⋄]
op.

Recall Lemma 6.15 that states that the monoidal product (X,≼≼≼X)⊗ (Y,≼≼≼Y ) := (X⊗
Y,≼≼≼X ⊗≼≼≼Y ) of preordered objects in a dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid (Q,⊗, I)
is again a preordered object. We now define the monoidal product of monotone relations
between preordered objects.

6.30. Lemma. Let (X,≼≼≼X), (Y,≼≼≼Y ), (W,≼≼≼W ) and (Z,≼≼≼Z) be preordered objects in a
dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid (R,⊗, I). Let r : (X,≼≼≼X) → (W,≼≼≼W ) and s :
(Y,≼≼≼Y ) → (Z,≼≼≼Z). Then r⊗ s : (X,≼≼≼X)⊗ (Y,≼≼≼Y ) → (W,≼≼≼W )⊗ (Z,≼≼≼Z) is a monotone
relation.

Proof. By a direct calculation: (≽≽≽W ⊗ ≽≽≽Z) ◦ (r ⊗ s) = (≽≽≽W ◦ r) ⊗ (≽≽≽Z ◦ r) = r ⊗ s =
(r ◦≽≽≽X)⊗ (s ◦≽≽≽Y ) = (r ⊗ s) ◦ (≽≽≽X ⊗≽≽≽Y ).
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6.31. Proposition. Let (R,⊗, I) be a dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid. Then
MonRel(R) is a symmetric monoidal quantaloid if we equip it with a monoidal product ⊗
as follows:

� The monoidal product ⊗ coincides with the monoidal product on PreOrd(R) as
defined in Theorem 6.17, i.e., (X,≼≼≼X)⊗ (Y,≼≼≼Y ) = (X ⊗ Y,≼≼≼X ⊗≼≼≼Y );

� the monoidal product r ⊗ s of monotone relations r and s is given by the monoidal
product of r and s in R;

� the monoidal unit is given by (I, idI);

� if α, λ, ρ and σ denote the respective associator, left unitor, right unitor and sym-
metry of (PreOrd(R),⊗, (I, idI)), then the associator, left unitor, right unitor and
symmetry of MonRel(R) are given by α⋄, λ⋄, ρ⋄, and σ⋄, respectively.

Proof. Since ⊗ is a symmetric monoidal product on R, it follows from Lemma 6.30 that
it induces a bifunctor on MonRel(R). By Theorem 6.17, the underlying morphisms in R
of the components of the associator, left unitor, right unitor and symmetry of PreOrd(R)
are monotone maps, hence the components of α⋄, λ⋄, ρ⋄ and σ⋄ are indeed monotone
relations. We verify the naturality of these morphisms. So for i = 1, 2, let (Xi,≼≼≼Xi

),
(Yi,≼≼≼Yi) and (Zi,≼≼≼Zi

) be preordered objects in R, and let u : X1 → X2, v : Y1 → Y2 and
w : Z1 → Z2 be monotone relations. Then

(αX2,Y2,Z2)⋄ ◦ ((u⊗ v)⊗ w) = (≽≽≽X2
⊗ (≽≽≽Y2 ⊗≽≽≽Z2

)) ◦ αX2,Y2,Z2 ◦ ((u⊗ v)⊗ w)

= (≽≽≽X2
⊗ (≽≽≽Y2 ⊗≽≽≽Z2

)) ◦ (u⊗ (v ⊗ w)) ◦ αX1,Y1,Z1

= (u⊗ (v ⊗ w)) ◦ (≽≽≽X1
⊗ (≽≽≽Y1 ⊗≽≽≽Z1

)) ◦ αX1,Y1,Z1

= (u⊗ (v ⊗ w)) ◦ (αX1,Y1,Z1)⋄,

where we used naturality of α is associator of R in the second equality, and the fact that
u, v and w, hence also u⊗ (v ⊗ w) are monotone relations in the third equality. For the
unitors and the symmetry the proof proceeds analogously. Then, since α, λ, ρ, and σ
satisfy the coherence conditions for symmetric monoidal categories, and (−)⋄ is a functor,
it follows that α⋄, λ⋄, ρ⋄, and σ⋄ satisfy the same coherence conditions. So MonRel(R) is
indeed a symmetric monoidal category. Moreover, MonRel(R) is a quantaloid where the
supremum of parallel monotone relations is calculated in R by Lemma 6.24. Since also
the monoidal product of morphism in MonRel(R) is the same as the monoidal product of
morphism in R, which, by assumption is a symmetric monoidal quantaloid, it follows that
the monoidal product on MonRel(R) preserves suprema in both arguments separately.
Thus (MonRel(R),⊗, (I, idI)) is a symmetric monoidal quantaloid.

6.32. Theorem. Let (R,⊗, I) be a dagger compact quantaloid with respective unit and
counit morphisms ηX : I → X∗ ⊗ X and ϵX : X ⊗ X∗ → I for each object X. Then
(MonRel(R),⊗, (I, idI)) is a compact quantaloid with respective unit and counit morphism
η(X,≼≼≼) : (I, idI) → (X,≼≼≼)∗ ⊗ (X,≼≼≼) and ϵ(X,≼≼≼) : (X,≼≼≼) ⊗ (X,≼≼≼)∗ → (I, idI) given by
η(X,≼≼≼) := (≽≽≽∗ ⊗≽≽≽) ◦ ηX and ϵ(X,≼≼≼) := ϵX ◦ (≽≽≽⊗≽≽≽∗).
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Proof. By Proposition 6.31, MonRel(R) is a symmetric monoidal quantaloid.
Let (X,≼≼≼) be a preordered object of R. Since ≼≼≼ ◦ ≼≼≼ ≤ ≼≼≼, and idX ≤ ≼≼≼, we have

≼≼≼ = idX ◦ ≼≼≼ ≤ ≼≼≼ ◦ ≼≼≼ ≤ ≼≼≼, whence ≼≼≼ ◦ ≼≼≼ = ≼≼≼, so preorders are idempotent. We will
use this in the remainder of proof without mentioning it. Note that by Lemma 2.11,
we have (≼≼≼∗)† = (≼≼≼†)∗ = ≽≽≽∗. Note furthermore that if f : (X,≼≼≼) → (Y,≼≼≼Y ) is an
order isomorphism between preordered objects, functoriality of (−)⋄ yields that f⋄ is also
invertible in MonRel(R), and (f⋄)

−1 = (f−1)⋄ = ≽≽≽ ◦ f . We simply write f−1
⋄ instead of

(f⋄)
−1 or (f−1)⋄. We have show to that the unit and counit satisfy the zigzag identities

of a compact closed category, for which we used string diagrams. By definition, we have
the following identities.

ε(X,�)

(D1)
=

ǫX

� �∗
η(X,�)

(D2)
=

ηX

�∗ �
id(X,�)

(D3)
= �

Furthermore, we have the following identities, where the first is the first zigzag identity
for R as a compact category, the second by Lemma 2.11, and the third by combining
reflexivity and transitivity in the definition of a preorder, respectively:

ǫX

ηX

(I1)
=

ǫX

f∗
(I2)
=

ǫX

f �

�
(I3)
=

�

Then, suppressing associators and unitors, as usual with string diagrams, we find:

ǫ(X,�)

id(X,�) η(X,�)

id(X,�)

(D1)−(D3)
= �

�

ǫX

�∗

�∗

ηX

�

�

(I3)
=

�

ǫX

�∗

ηX

� (I2)
=

�

�

ǫX

ηX

�
(I3)
=

�

ǫX

ηX

� (I1)
=

�

�
(I3)
= � (D3)

=
id(X,�)

In a similar way, we show that MonRel(R) satisfy the second zigzag identity of compact-
closed categories, which proves the statement.
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6.33. Proposition. Let F : (Q,⊙, J) → (R,⊗, I) be a homomorphism of dagger sym-
metric monoidal quantaloids. Then there is a homomorphism of symmetric monoidal
quantaloids MonRel(F ) : MonRel(Q) → MonRel(R) defined as follows:

� on objects by (X,≼≼≼) 7→ (FX,F (≼≼≼));

� on morphisms by v 7→ Fv.

Moreover, MonRel(F ) is (fully) faithful if F is (fully) faithful.

Proof. By Lemma 6.14, the action of MonRel(F ) is well defined on objects. Let v :
(X,≼≼≼X) → (Y,≼≼≼Y ) be a monotone relation in Q, so (≼≼≼Y ) ◦ v = v = v ◦ (≼≼≼X). Then, by
functoriality of F , we have F (≼≼≼Y ) ◦ Fv = Fv = Fv ◦ F (≼≼≼Y ), so Fv : (FX,F (≼≼≼X)) →
(FY, F (≼≼≼Y )) is a monotone relation in R. The functoriality of MonRel(F ) clearly follows
from the functoriality of F .

By Lemma 6.24, MonRel(Q) and MonRel(R) are quantaloids, and the suprema of
parallel morphisms in these quantaloids can be calculated in Q and R, respectively. Since
F is a homomorphism of dagger quantaloids, it preserves suprema of parallel morphisms,
whence MonRel(F ) is a homomorphism of quantaloids.

Assume F is faithful. Then it follows immediately that also MonRel(F ) is faithful.
Now assume, in addition, that F is full, and let w : (FX,F (≼≼≼X)) → (FY, F (≼≼≼Y ))
be a monotone relation, so F (≼≼≼Y ) ◦ w = w = w ◦ F (≼≼≼X). In particular, we have
that w : FX → FY is a morphism in R, hence since F is full, there must be some
morphism v : X → Y in Q such that Fv = w. Then, by functoriality of F , we find
F (≼≼≼Y ◦ v) = Fv = F (v ◦≼≼≼X), and since F is faithful, we find (≼≼≼Y ) ◦ v = v = v ◦ (≼≼≼X),
i.e., v : (X,≼≼≼X) → (Y,≼≼≼Y ) is a monotone relation. We conclude that MonRel(F ) is full.

Let (X,≼≼≼X) and (Y,≼≼≼Y ) be objects of MonRel(Q). Then they are objects of PreOrd(Q)
as well, and the monoidal product (X,≼≼≼X) ⊙ (Y,≼≼≼Y ) in MonRel(Q) and in PreOrd(Q)
coincides by Proposition 6.31. Similarly, F (X,≼≼≼X) ⊗ F (Y,≼≼≼Y ) coincides in MonRel(R)
and PreOrd(R). Since PreOrd(F ) is strong symmetric monoidal by Proposition 6.18, we
have coherence order isomorphisms ψ(X,≼≼≼X),(Y,≼≼≼Y ) : F (X,≼≼≼X)⊗F (Y,≼≼≼Y ) → F ((X,≼≼≼X)⊙
(Y,≼≼≼Y )) and ψ : (J, idJ) → F (I, idI). Then (ψ(X,≼≼≼X),(Y,≼≼≼Y ))⋄ : F (X,≼≼≼X) ⊗ F (Y,≼≼≼Y ) →
F ((X,≼≼≼X) ⊙ (Y,≼≼≼Y )) and ψ⋄ : (J, idJ) → F (I, idI) form coherence isomorphisms for
MonRel(F ), hence the latter functor is strong symmetric monoidal.

7. The embedding of sets

For the next lemma, recall the quantaloid 2 (cf. Example 2.46).

7.1. Lemma. Let (Q,⊗, I) be a nontrivial dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid. Then
the functor IQ : 2 → Q that acts on the single object by 1 7→ I, and on the morphisms by
1 7→ idI and 0 7→ 0I is faithful. Moreover, if Q has precisely two scalars, then IQ is full.
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7.2. Theorem. Let (R,⊗, I) be a nontrivial dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid with
small dagger biproducts. Let ‘(−) : Rel → R be the functor that maps any set A to
‘A :=

⊕
α∈A I, and that maps any binary relation r : A→ B between sets to the morphism

‘r : ‘A→ ‘B whose matrix element (‘r)α,β is given by

(‘r)α,β =

{
idI , (α, β) ∈ r,

0I , (α, β) /∈ r,

for each α ∈ A and each β ∈ B. Then ‘(−) is a faithful homomorphism of dagger
symmetric monoidal quantaloids that preserve all dagger biproducts. Moreover, if R has
precisely two scalars, then ‘(−) is full.

Proof. Since R has small dagger biproducts, it follows from Proposition 3.18 that the
functors PR : Matr(R) → R defined in Theorem 2.68 is an equivalence of dagger sym-
metric monoidal quantaloids. By Proposition 3.19, the functor Matr(IR) : Matr(2) →
Matr(R) defined in Theorem 2.68 is a homomorphism of dagger symmetric monoidal
quantaloids that is faithful, because IR is faithful, and that is full if R has precisely two
scalars. Furthermore, by Example 3.21, the functor F2 : Rel → Matr(2) from Proposi-
tion 2.67 is an equivalence of dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloids. We now precisely
have ‘(−) = PQ ◦Matr(IQ) ◦ F2, which is a faithful homomorphism of dagger symmetric
monoidal quantaloids since it is a composition of faithful homomorphisms of dagger sym-
metric monoidal quantaloids. We saw that if R has precisely two scalars, then Matr(IR)
is also full, in which case clearly also ‘(−) is full. Finally, by Proposition 2.64 it follows
that ‘(−) preserves dagger biproducts.

By the identifications Set = Maps(Rel), PreOrd = PreOrd(Rel) and MonRel =
MonRel(Rel), and the functoriality of Maps (cf. Proposition 5.12), PreOrd (cf. Proposi-
tion 6.18) and MonRel (Proposition 6.33), Theorem 7.2 immediately yields the following
corollaries:

7.3. Corollary. Let (R,⊗, I) be a nontrivial dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid
with small dagger biproducts. Then ‘(−) : Rel → R restricts and corestricts to a faithful
strong symmetric monoidal functor Maps(‘(−)) : Set → Maps(R). Moreover, if R has
precisely two scalars, this functor is full as well.

7.4. Corollary. Let (R,⊗, I) be a nontrivial dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid
with all small dagger biproducts. Then there is a faithful strong symmetric monoidal
functor PreOrd(‘(−)) : PreOrd → PreOrd(R), which:

� is defined on objects by (A,⊑) 7→ (‘A, ‘⊑);

� is defined on morphisms by f 7→ ‘f ;

� is full if R has precisely two scalars.
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7.5. Corollary. Let (R,⊗, I) be a nontrivial dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid
with small dagger biproducts. Then we have a faithful homomorphism of symmetric
monoidal quantaloid MonRel(‘(−)) : MonRel → MonRel(R) that preserves all biproduct
that sends any preordered set (A,⊑A) to (‘A, ‘⊑A) and any monotone relation v : (A,⊑A

) → (B,⊑B) to ‘v. Moreover, MonRel(‘(−)) preserves small biproducts. If R has precisely
two scalars, then MonRel(‘(−)) is full.

7.6. Convention.With abuse of notation, we will denote the functors induced by ‘(−) :
Rel → R in Corollaries 7.3, 7.4 and 7.5 as well by ‘(−).

7.7. Proposition. Let (R,⊗, I) be a nontrivial dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid
with all small dagger biproducts. Let S = Maps(R). Then the embedding ‘(−) : Set → S
has a right adjoint given by S(I,−).

Proof.Given a set A, the A-component ηA : A→ S(I, ‘A) of the unit η of the adjunction
is defined by ηA(α) = iα for each α ∈ A, where iα : I → ‘A is the canonical injection of
I into the α-th factor of ‘A =

⊕
α∈A Iα. We note that iα is a map in R by Proposition

5.13, hence ηA is well defined. Now, let X be an object of S, and let f : A→ S(I,X) be a
function. We define g : ‘A→ X as the morphism [f(α)]α∈A. Since f(α) : I → X is a map
inR for each α ∈ A, it follows from Proposition 5.13 that g is a map inR, so a morphism in
S. Then for each β ∈ A, we have S(I, g)◦ηA(β) = g◦ηA(β) = g◦iβ = [f(α)]α∈A◦iβ = f(β),
so S(I, g) ◦ ηA = f . Given any other map h : ‘A → X such that S(I, h) ◦ ηA = f , we
have f(α) = S(I, h) ◦ ηA(α) = h ◦ ηA(α) = h ◦ iα for each α ∈ A, which shows that
h = [f(α)]α∈A = g.

In the following, we investigate when there is an object Ω in a dagger symmet-
ric monoidal quantaloid (R,⊗, I) for which there is a bijection between R(X, I) ∼=
Maps(R)(X,Ω). This will be of importance for the next section in which we investi-
gate the existence of power objects.

7.8. Lemma. Let (R,⊗, I) be an affine dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid with small
dagger biproducts. Let X be an object of R, let A be a set, and let (fα)α∈A be a set-indexed
family in R(X, I). Write f = ⟨fα⟩α∈A : X → ‘A. Then:

(a) f ◦ f † ≤ id‘A if and only if fα ⊥ fβ for every district α, β ∈ A;

(b) f † ◦ f ≥ idX if and only if
∨
α∈A f

†
α ◦ fα ≥ idX .

Proof.We denote the embedding of I onto the α-th factor of ‘A by iα. Its corresponding
projection is denoted by pα, which satisfies pα = i†α. Proposition 2.32 yields (f ◦ f †)α,β =
fβ ◦ f †

α for each α, β ∈ A. By Lemma 2.28, we have (id‘A)α,β = δα,β for each α, β ∈ A.
It now follows from Proposition 2.63 that f ◦ f † ≤ id‘A if and only if fα ◦ f †

α ≤ idI
for each α ∈ A and fα ◦ f †

β ≤ 0I =⊥I (using Lemma 2.53) for each α ̸= β. Since by
assumption, (R,⊗, I) is affine, idI is the largest scalar, hence the former condition always
holds, whereas the second condition translates to fα ⊥ fβ for α ̸= β.
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For (b), let gα = f †
α : I → X, and let g = [gα]α∈A : ‘A → X. Then f = g† by

Proposition 2.32, which also yields f † ◦ f = g ◦ g† =
∨
α∈A gα ◦ g†α =

∨
α∈A f

†
α ◦ fα, from

which the statement follows.

7.9. Proposition. Let (R,⊗, I) be an affine dagger compact quantaloid with dagger
kernels such that every object has exactly one ⊥-mono effect. Then an effect r : X → I
is a ⊥-mono if and only if r† ◦ r ≥ idX .

Proof. By Theorem 4.26, the homsets of R are orthomodular lattices under the orthog-
onality relation ⊥ given by f ⊥ g if and only if Tr(f ◦ g†) =⊥I . Assume r† ◦ r ≥ idX . Let
s : Z → X be a morphism such that r† ◦ r ◦ s =⊥Z,X . Then ⊥Z,X= r† ◦ r ◦ s ≥ idX ◦ s = s,
forcing s =⊥Z,X . Hence, r† ◦ r a ⊥-mono and it follows from Lemma 4.16 that also r is
a ⊥-zero in R. Conversely, assume r is a ⊥-mono. Let p = r† ◦ r. Then p† = p. Let
f : X → X such that p ⊥ f . Then ⊥I= Tr(f ◦ p†) = Tr(f ◦ p) = Tr(f ◦ r† ◦ r) =
Tr(r ◦ f ◦ r†) = r ◦ f ◦ r†, since r ◦ f ◦ r† is a scalar. Since r is a ⊥-mono, it follows that
f ◦ r† =⊥I,X , hence r ◦ f † =⊥X,I . Again, since r is a ⊥-mono, it follows f † =⊥X , so
also f =⊥X . Thus we have shown that f ⊥ p implies f =⊥X . Since R is a dagger com-
pact quantaloid, it follows from Lemma 3.12 that the trace preserves arbitrary suprema.
Hence, Tr(¬p ◦ id†

X) = Tr(¬p) =
∨
{Tr(f) : f ⊥ p} = Tr(⊥X) =⊥I . We conclude that

¬p ⊥ idX , i.e., idX ≤ ¬¬p = p.

7.10. Theorem. Let (R,⊗, I) be an affine dagger compact quantaloid with small dagger
biproducts and dagger kernels such that for each object X of R:

(1) there is a ⊥-monic effect X → I;

(2) every ⊥-monic PER on X is a equivalence relation on X.

Then for each object X of R and each set A, any morphism f = ⟨fα⟩α∈A : X → ‘A is a
map if and only if fα ⊥ fβ for each distinct α, β ∈ A and

∨
α∈A fα = ⊤X,I .

Proof. For any object X it follows from Proposition 5.16 that ⊤X,I is the unique ⊥-
monic effect on X. Now, if f : X → ‘A is a map, it follows from Lemma 7.8 that fα ⊥ fβ
for distinct α, β ∈ A and that

∨
α∈A f

†
α ◦ fα ≥ idX . Then, using that R is a dagger

quantaloid, we obtain(∨
α∈A

fα

)†

◦

(∨
β∈A

fβ

)
=
∨

α,β∈A

f †
α ◦ fβ ≥

∨
α∈A

f †
α ◦ fα ≥ idX ,

hence
∨
α∈A fα is a ⊥-monic effect on X by Proposition 7.9. Since ⊤X,I is the unique

⊥-monic effect on X, we conclude that
∨
α∈A fα = ⊤X,I .

Conversely, assume that f : X → ‘A satisfies fα ⊥ fβ for distinct α, β ∈ A and that∨
α∈A fα = ⊤X,I . It follows from Lemma 7.8 that f ◦ f † ≤ id‘A. Moreover, since ⊤X,I is a

⊥-mono, it follows that
∨
α∈A fα is a ⊥-mono.

For each α ∈ A, let sα = f †
α ◦ fα. Let s =

∨
α∈A sα. We are done if we can show

that s ≥ idX . Firstly, we clearly have s†α = sα for each α ∈ A, whence s† = s for R is



1054 GEJZA JENČA AND BERT LINDENHOVIUS

a dagger quantaloid. For each α ∈ A, since fα ◦ f †
α is a scalar and R is affine, we have

fα ◦ f †
α ≤ idI , hence sα ◦ sα = f †

α ◦ fα ◦ f †
α ◦ fα ≤ f †

α ◦ idI ◦ fα = sα. Now assume that
α and β in A are distinct. By assumption, fα ⊥ fβ, so fα ◦ f †

β = Tr(fα ◦ f †
β) =⊥I , using

Proposition 2.13 in the first equality. Hence, sα ◦ sβ = f †
α ◦ fα ◦ f †

β ◦ fβ =⊥X . Then

s ◦ s =
(∨

α∈A sα
)
◦
(∨

β∈A sβ

)
=
∨
α,β∈A sα ◦ sβ ≤

∨
α∈A sα = s, so s is symmetric and

transitive, hence a PER.
We claim that s is a ⊥-mono. So let r : Y → X be a morphism such that s◦ r =⊥Y,X .

Since R is a quantaloid, this implies
∨
α∈A sα ◦ r =⊥Y,X , which is only possible if sα ◦

r =⊥Y,X for each α ∈ A. Then r† ◦f †
α ◦fα ◦r = r† ◦sα ◦r =⊥Y= 0Y for each α ∈ A, where

we used Lemma 2.53 in the last equality. Since R has small dagger biproducts, it has a
zero object, hence it is a dagger kernel category by Proposition 4.11. As a consequence,
we may apply Lemma 2.74 to conclude that fα ◦ r = 0Y,I =⊥Y,I for each α ∈ A. Hence,
⊥Y,I=

∨
α∈A fα ◦ r = ⊤X,I ◦ r, which implies r =⊥Y,X for ⊤X,I is a ⊥-mono. So s is indeed

a ⊥-mono. It now follows from assumption (2) that s ≥ idX , i.e.,
∨
α∈A f

†
α ◦ fα ≥ idX .

7.11. Corollary. Let (R,⊗, I) be an affine dagger compact quantaloid with small dag-
ger biproducts and dagger kernels such that for each object X of R:

(1) there is a ⊥-monic effect X → I;

(2) every ⊥-monic PER on X is a equivalence relation on X.

Let Ω = I⊕I, and denote the projection Ω → I on the first factor by p0, and the projection
on the second factor by p1. Then for each object X, we have a bijection

Maps(R)(X,Ω) → R(X, I), f 7→ p1 ◦ f
whose inverse is given by r 7→ ⟨¬r, r⟩, where ¬r is defined as in Lemma 4.20.

Proof. For any object X it follows from Proposition 5.16 that ⊤X,I is the unique ⊥-
monic effect on X. Hence, we can apply Theorem 4.26 to conclude that homsets in R
are orthomodular lattices with respect to the orthocomplementation ¬. Let φ be the
map R(X, I) → Maps(R)(X,Ω), r 7→ ⟨¬r, r⟩. It follows directly from Theorem 7.10
that φ is well defined. Denote the map Maps(R)(X,Ω) → R(X, I), f 7→ p1 ◦ f by ψ.
Let r ∈ R(X, I). Then ψ ◦ φ(r) = ψ(⟨¬r, r⟩) = p1 ◦ ⟨¬r, r⟩ = r. Let f : X → Ω
be a map. Let f1 = p1 ◦ f and f0 = p0 ◦ f , so f = ⟨f0, f1⟩ as morphism in R. By
Theorem 7.10, we have f0 ⊥ f1 and f0 ∨ f1 = ⊤X,I , so f0 = ¬f1. As a consequence,
φ ◦ ψ(f) = φ(p1 ◦ f) = φ(f1) = ⟨¬f1, f1⟩ = ⟨f0, f1⟩ = f . We conclude that φ and ψ are
each other’s inverses, which proves the statement.

7.12. Lemma. Let (R,⊗, I) be an affine dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloid with
dagger biproducts. Let 2 be the two-point set {0, 1} ordered by ⊑ via 0 ⊑ 1. Let Ω = ‘2
with projections p0 and p1 on the respective zero-th and first component of Ω, and let
≼≼≼Ω = ‘(⊑). Then the following identities hold:

p0 ◦≼≼≼Ω = p0, p1 ◦≼≼≼Ω = ⊤Ω,I ,

p1 ◦≽≽≽Ω = p1, p0 ◦≽≽≽Ω = ⊤Ω,I .
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Proof. We first prove the statement for Rel, that is, we prove that

q0 ◦ (⊑) = q0, q1 ◦ (⊑) = ⊤2,1,

q1 ◦ (⊒) = q1, q0 ◦ (⊒) = ⊤2,1.

Here, for α = 0, 1, qα : 2 → 1 denotes the canonical projection on the α-th factor,
q0 = {(0, ∗)} and q1 = {(1, ∗)} if we regard q0, q1 as subsets of 2×1. Then, for each α ∈ 2,
we have (α, ∗) ∈ q0◦ ⊑ if and only if there is some β ∈ 2 such that α ⊑ β and (β, ∗) ∈ q0.
The latter condition forces that β = 0, which forces α = 0, i.e., q0 ◦ (⊑) = q0, and in a
similar way, we obtain q1 ◦ (⊒) = q1. For each α ∈ 2, we have (α, ∗) ∈ q1 ◦ (⊑) if and only
if there is some β ∈ 2 such that α ⊑ β and (β, ∗) ∈ q1. The latter condition forces β = 1,
and since α ⊑ 1 for each α ∈ 2, it follows that q1 ◦ (⊑) = ⊤2,1. In a similar way, we find
q0 ◦ (⊒) = ⊤2,1.

For the general case, we use that ‘2 = Ω, ‘1 = I and ‘(⊑) = ≼≼≼Ω. By Theorem 7.2, ‘(−)
preserves daggers and dagger biproducts, hence we have ≽≽≽Ω = ≼≼≼†

Ω = (‘⊑)† = ‘(⊑†) = ‘(⊒)
and ‘q0 = p0 and ‘q1 = p1. Since R is affine, the theorem also assures that ‘⊤2,1 = ⊤Ω,I .
The statement now follows from functoriality of ‘(−).

7.13. Proposition. Let (R,⊗, I) be an affine dagger compact quantaloid with small
dagger biproducts and dagger kernels such that for each object X of R:

(1) there is a unique ⊥-monic effect X → I;

(2) every ⊥-monic PER on X is a equivalence relation on X.

Let 2 be the ordinary set {0, 1} ordered by ⊑ defined by 0 ⊑ 1. Let Ω = ‘2 with projection
on the second factor denoted by p1, and let ≼≼≼Ω = ‘(⊑). Then for each preorderd objects
(X,≼≼≼X) in R, the map

PreOrd(R)
(
(X,≼≼≼X), (Ω,≼≼≼Ω)

)
→ MonRel(R)

(
(X,≼≼≼X), (I, idI)

)
, f 7→ p1 ◦ f

is a bijection.

Proof. Note that Ω coincides the Ω in Corollary 7.11. By that same corollary, we have
a bijection

Maps(R)(X,Ω) → R(X, I), f 7→ p1 ◦ f.

Let f : (X,≼≼≼X) → (Ω,≼≼≼Ω) be a monotone map. By Lemma 6.11 also f : (X,≽≽≽X) →
(Ω,≽≽≽Ω) is monotone, i.e., f ◦≽≽≽X ≤ ≽≽≽Ω◦f . Then, using Lemma 7.12, we find idI ◦p1◦f =
p1◦f = p1◦≽≽≽Ω◦f ≥ p1◦f ◦≽≽≽X , which shows that p1◦f : (X,≼≼≼X) → (I, idI) is a monotone
relation. If g : (X,≼≼≼X) → (Ω,≼≼≼Ω) is another monotone map such that p1 ◦ f = p1 ◦ g,
then it follows from Corollary 7.11 that f = g, so the map f 7→ p1 ◦ f in the statement
is injective. We proceed with showing surjectivity. So let v : (X,≼≼≼X) → (I, idI) be a
monotone relation. In particular, v ∈ R(X, I), hence by Corollary 7.11 there is a map
f : X → Ω such that p1◦f = v. We only need to show that f is monotone. First, we show
that⊤Ω,I◦f is a⊥-mono. So let r : Y → X be a morphism inR such that⊤Ω,I◦f◦r =⊥Y,I .
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Since ⊤Ω,I is a ⊥-mono, we obtain f ◦ r =⊥Y,Ω. Then ⊥Y,X= f †◦ ⊥Y,Ω= f † ◦ f ◦ r ≥ r for
f is a map, whence r =⊥Y,X . So, ⊤Ω,I ◦ f is a ⊥-mono X → I, and since by Proposition
5.16 ⊤X,I is the unique ⊥-monic effect X → I, we must have ⊤X,I = ⊤Ω,I ◦ f . Then,
again using Lemma 7.12, we obtain

p0 ◦ f ◦≽≽≽X ≤ ⊤X,I = ⊤Ω,I ◦ f = p0 ◦≽≽≽Ω ◦ f

and
p1 ◦ f ◦≽≽≽X = v ◦≽≽≽X = v = p1 ◦ f = p1 ◦≽≽≽Ω ◦ f.

It now follows from (a) of Proposition 2.63 that f ◦≽≽≽X ≤ ≽≽≽Ω ◦ f , so f is monotone.

8. Power objects

Dagger quantaloids can be regarded as categorical generalizations of the category Rel,
which allows different examples than allegories - other categorical generalizations of Rel.
In the theory of allegories, the notion of power objects is very important, since there is a
relation between allegories with power objects and topoi - categorical generalizations of
the category Set. The following definition is inspired by the definition of power objects
in allegories.

8.1. Definition.We say that a dagger quantaloid R has power objects if the embedding
Maps(R) → R has a right adjoint.

8.2. Existence of power objects. In this subsection, we explore conditions that
assure the existence of power objects in dagger quantaloids. We first state a more general
theorem for which neither a quantaloid structure nor daggers are necessary. We note that
in the theorem below, the object Ω can be interpreted as an object of truth values, and
ω can be interpreted as the dagger of a morphism that represents the element ‘true’ in Ω.
The proof of the theorem is heavily inspired by the proof of [25, Theorem 9.2].

8.3. Theorem. Let (R,⊗, I) be a compact-closed category and let (S,⊙, J) be a symmet-
ric monoidal closed category with internal hom [−,−] and evaluation morphism EvalA,B :
[A,B] ⊗ A → B for objects A,B of S. Let E : S → R be a strict monoidal functor
that is bijective on objects. Assume that there is an object Ω ∈ S and an R-morphism
ω : E(Ω) → I such that for each object A ∈ S, we have a bijection

S(A,Ω)
∼=−→ R(E(A), I), f 7→ ω ◦ E(f). (11)

For each object X ∈ R, let P (X) := [E−1(X∗),Ω]. Then the assignment X 7→ P (X)
extends to a functor P : R → S that is right adjoint to E. The X-component of the
co-unit ∋ of this adjunction is the unique R-morphism ∋X : EP (X) → X such that

ω ◦ E(EvalE−1(X∗),Ω) = ⌞∋X⌟. (12)

Before we prove the theorem, we need some lemmas. The first one follows directly
from the monoidal closure of S:
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8.4. Lemma. For any A in S and each X in R, we have a bijection

S(A,P (X))
∼=−→ S(A⊗ E−1(X∗),Ω), f 7→ EvalE−1(X∗),Ω ◦ (f ⊗ idE−1(X∗)).

We construct the counit of the theorem in the second lemma.

8.5. Lemma. For each X in R there is a unique morphism ∋X : EP (X) → X in R such
that (12) holds.

Proof. Since EvalE−1(X∗),Ω is a S-morphism P (X) ⊗ E−1(X∗) → Ω, it follows from the
assumption (11) that ω ◦ E(EvalE−1(X∗),Ω) is an R-morphism E(P (X) ⊗ E−1(X∗)) →
I. Since E is strict monoidal, we have that ω ◦ J(EvalE−1(X∗),Ω) is an R-morphism
EP (X) ⊗ X∗ → I. The existence of ∋X such that (12) holds follows now from Lemma
2.8.

Proof of Theorem 8.3. Let A be an object of S and let X an object of S. We
need to show that for each R-morphism v : E(A) → X there is a unique S-morphism
fv : A→ P (X) such that the following diagram commutes:

E(A)

EP (X) X.

vE(fv)

∋X

We define fv in steps. Since v ∈ R(E(A), X), it follows from Lemma 2.8 that ⌞v⌟ ∈
R(E(A) ⊗ X∗, I). Since E is strict monoidal and bijective on objects, we have ⌞v⌟ ∈
R(E(A ⊗ E−1(X∗)), I). Hence, by the assumption (11), there is a unique S-morphism
kv ∈ S(A⊗ E−1(X∗),Ω) such that

ω ◦ E(kv) = ⌞v⌟. (13)

Now, by Lemma 8.4, there is a unique fv ∈ S(A,P (X)) such that

kv = EvalE−1(X∗),Ω ◦ (fv ⊗ idE−1(X∗)). (14)

We check that the diagram in the statement commutes. We have

⌞∋X ◦E(fv))⌟ = ϵX ◦ ((∋X ◦E(fv))⊗ idX∗)

= ϵX ◦ (∋X ⊗idX∗) ◦ (E(fv)⊗ idX∗)

= ⌞∋X⌟ ◦ (E(fv)⊗ idX∗)

= ω ◦ E(EvalE−1(X∗),Ω) ◦ (E(fv)⊗ idX∗)

= ω ◦ E
(
EvalE−1(X∗),Ω ◦ (fv ⊗ idE−1(X∗))

)
= ω ◦ E(kv)
= ⌞v⌟,
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where we used (12) proven in Lemma 8.5 in the fourth equality, functoriality of E and the
fact that E is strict monoidal in the fifth equality (note that E(idE−1(X∗)) = idEE−1(X∗) =
idX∗), the definition of fv, i.e., equation (14), in the penultimate equality, and the def-
inition of kv, i.e., equation (13) in the last equality. It now follows from Lemma 2.8
that ∋X ◦E(fv) = v, i.e., the diagram commutes. Next, we check that fv is the unique
S-morphism for which the diagram commutes. So assume that g : A → P (X) is a
S-morphism such that ∋X ◦E(g) = v. Then ∋X ◦E(g) =∋X ◦E(fv), hence

ω ◦ E(EvalE−1(X∗),Ω ◦ (g ⊗ idE−1(X∗)) = ω ◦ E(EvalE−1(X∗),Ω) ◦ (E(g)⊗ idX∗)

= ⌞∋⌟ ◦ (E(g)⊗ idX∗)

= ϵX ◦ (∋X ⊗idX∗) ◦ (E(g)⊗ idX∗)

= ϵX ◦ ((∋X ◦E(g))⊗ idX∗)

= ϵX ◦ ((∋X ◦E(fv))⊗ idX∗)

= ϵX ◦ (∋X ⊗idX∗) ◦ (E(fv)⊗ idX∗)

= ⌞∋X⌟ ◦ (E(fv)⊗ idX∗)

= ω ◦ E(EvalE−1(X),Ω) ◦ (E(fv)⊗ idX∗)

= ω ◦ E(EvalE−1(X∗),Ω ◦ (fv ⊗ idE−1(X∗))),

where we used functoriality of E and the fact that E is strict monoidal in the first and
last equalities, whereas we used Lemma 8.5 in the second and penultimate equalities. It
now follows from the assumption (11) that

EvalE−1(X∗),Ω ◦ (g ⊗ idE−1(X∗)) = EvalE−1(X∗),Ω ◦ (fv ⊗ idE−1(X∗)).

We can now apply Lemma 8.4 to conclude that g = fv.

8.6. Corollary. Let (R,⊗, I) be an affine dagger compact quantaloid with small dagger
biproducts and dagger kernels such that for each object X of R:

(1) there is a ⊥-monic effect X → I;

(2) every ⊥-monic PER on X is an equivalence relation on X.

If S = Maps(R) is symmetric monoidal closed, then the embedding E : S → R has a right
adjoint P .

More precisely, if Ω = I ⊕ I, and ω : Ω → I be the projection of Ω onto the second
factor, and if [−,−] and Eval denote the internal hom and the evaluation of S, respectively,
then P is defined on objects X of S by P (X) = [X∗,Ω]. The X-component of the counit
∋ is the unique morphism ∋X : P (X) → X satisfying ω ◦ EvalX∗,Ω = ⌞∋X⌟.

Proof. This follows from combining Corollary 7.11 and Theorem 8.3, taking E to be the
inclusion and ω = p1.
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8.7. Corollary. Let (R,⊗, I) be an affine dagger compact quantaloid with small dagger
biproducts and dagger kernels such that for each object X of R:

(1) ⊤X,I is a ⊥-monic effect;

(2) every ⊥-monic PER on X is an equivalence relation on X.

If PreOrd(R) is symmetric monoidal closed, then the functor (−)⋄ : PreOrd(R) →
MonRel(R) has a right adjoint D.

More precisely, let (Ω,≼≼≼Ω) = ‘(2,⊑), where the order ⊑ on 2 = {0, 1} is determined
by 0 ⊑ 1. Let ω : Ω → I be the projection of Ω onto the second factor. Let [−,−] and Eval
denote the internal hom and the evaluation of PreOrd(R). Then D is defined on objects
(X,≼≼≼X) by D(X,≼≼≼X) = [(X,≼≼≼X)

∗, (Ω,≼≼≼Ω)]. The (X,≼≼≼X)-component of the counit ∋ is
the unique morphism ∋(X,≼≼≼X): D(X,≼≼≼X) → (X,≼≼≼X) satisfying ω ◦ Eval(X,≼≼≼X)∗,(Ω,≼≼≼Ω) =
⌞∋(X,≼≼≼X)⌟.

Proof. For each monotone map f : (X,≼≼≼X) → (Ω,≼≼≼Ω), we have ω ◦ E(f) = p1 ◦ f⋄ =
p1 ◦≽≽≽Ω ◦f = p1 ◦f , where the last equality follows from Lemma 7.12. Then the statement
follows directly from Proposition 7.13 and Theorem 8.3, where we take E = (−)⋄ and
ω = p1.

We provide some examples of adjunctions obtained via Theorem 8.3 or one of its
corollaries. The first example is a direct application of the theorem.

8.8. Example. Let V be a nontrivial commutative quantale. Let R := V -Rel, which is
dagger compact (cf. Example 3.21). Furthermore, we take S := Set, which is cartesian
closed. Let E : S → R be the functor ‘(−) : Rel → R of Theorem 7.2 restricted to
Set. The dagger biproducts of V -Rel are described in Example 2.69, and under the
identification

∐
α∈A 1 = A for any set A, it follows that E is the identity on sets, and

sends a function f : A→ B to the V -relation Ef : A −7→ B given by

(Ef)(α, β) =

{
e, f(α) = β,

⊥, otherwise.

Then E has a right adjoint that sends every set X to its V -valued powerset V X .
This follows from Theorem 8.3 by taking Ω = V , and by choosing ω : V −7→ 1 to be the

function V × 1 → V , (v, ∗) 7→ v. We only need to show that Set(X,V ) → V -Rel(X, 1),
f 7→ ω • Ef is a bijection. Indeed, for each set X, each function f : X → V , and each
x ∈ X, we have

(ω • Ef)(x, ∗) =
∨
v∈V

ω(v, ∗) · Ef(x, v) = ω(f(x), ∗) · Ef(x, f(x)) = f(x) · e = f(x).

As a consequence, if f, g : X → V are distinct functions, then f(x) ̸= g(x) for some
x ∈ X, hence (ω•Ef)(x, ∗) = f(x) ̸= g(x) = (ω•Eg)(x, ∗), showing that ω•Ef ̸= ω•Eg,
i.e., f 7→ ω•Ef is injective. For surjectivity, let r : X −7→ 1 be a V -relation, so a function
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X × 1 → V . Let f : X → V be the function x 7→ r(x, ∗). Then for each (x, ∗) ∈ X × 1,
we have (ω •Ef)(x, ∗) = f(x) = r(x, ∗), so r = ω •Ef , hence we indeed have a bijection.

As the special case V = 2 of the previous example, we obtain the ordinary power set
functor. We can also obtain this functor by applying one of corollaries.

8.9. Example. By Theorem 5.21, we can apply Corollary 8.6 to conclude that the em-
bedding E : Set → Rel has a right adjoint P , the covariant power set functor.

In an almost similar way, we can derive the existence of a quantum power set functor.

8.10. Example. Let R = qRel and S = Maps(R) = qSet. The latter category is sym-
metric monoidal closed [19, Theorem 9.1]. By the properties of qRel stated in Theorem
5.22, we can apply Corollary 8.6 to conclude that the embedding E : qSet → qRel has a
right adjoint P, which we call the quantum power set functor.

8.11. Example. If R = Rel, then PreOrd(R) = PreOrd and MonRel(R) = MonRel.
It is well known that PreOrd is cartesian closed. The properties of Rel in Theorem 5.21
allow us to apply Corollary 8.7, assuring the existence of a right adjoint D to the functor
(−)⋄ : PreOrd → MonRel, which is the lower set functor.

8.12. Example. IfR = qRel, then PreOrd(R) = qPreOrd andMonRel(R) = qMonRel.
In [25, Theorem 8.3], it was shown that the related category qPOS of quantum posets is
symmetric monoidal closed. The proof of this theorem can be simplified to obtain a proof
of the symmetric monoidal closure of qPreOrd. The properties of qRel stated in The-
orem 5.22 allow us to apply Corollary 8.7, assuring that the functor (−)⋄ : qPreOrd →
qMonRel has a right adjoint D, which we call the quantum lower set functor.

8.13. The reconstruction of internal homsets. In [19], Kornell showed that
qSet = Maps(qRel) satisfies properties that strongly resemble the axioms of an elemen-
tary topos.

Let R be a dagger compact quantaloid and let S = Maps(S). In the previous section,
we explored conditions that assure that the embedding S → R has a right adjoint, which
relied on the assumption that S is symmetric monoidal closed. In this section, assuming
some additional mild conditions, we prove the converse, namely that S is symmetric
monoidal closed provided that the embedding S → R has a right adjoint P .

We first make the following definition:

8.14. Definition. Let (S,⊗, I) be a semicartesian category. For any two objects X,Y ∈
S, let p1X⊗Y : X ⊗ Y → X and p2X⊗Y : X ⊗ Y → Y be the canonical projections given
by p1X⊗Y := ρX ◦ (idX⊗!Y ) and p2X⊗Y := λY ◦ (!X ⊗ idY ). Then we call a morphism

f : X → Y classical if there is a morphism f̂ : X → X ⊗ Y such that f = p2X⊗Y ◦ f̂ and

idX = p1X⊗Y ◦ f̂ .

8.15. Lemma. Let (S,⊗, I) be a semicartesian category. Then a morphism f : X → Y is
classical if and only if for each morphism g : X → Z there is a morphism h : X → Z ⊗Y
with p1Z⊗Y ◦ h = g and p2Z⊗Y ◦ h = f .
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Proof. Assume that for each g : X → Z, there is a morphism h : X → Z ⊗ Y with
pX◦h = g. Take, g = idX : X → X yields h : X → X⊗Y with pX◦h = idX and pY ◦h = f ,
so f is classical with f̂ = h. Conversely, assume that f is classical, and let g : X → Z be
a morphism. Let h = (g⊗ idY )◦ f̂ . Then, p1Z⊗Y ◦h = p1Z⊗Y ◦(g⊗ idY )◦ f̂ = ρZ ◦(idZ⊗!Y )◦
(g⊗ idY )◦ f̂ = ρZ ◦ (g⊗ idI)◦ (idX⊗!Y )◦ f̂ = g ◦ρX ◦ (idX⊗!Y )◦ f̂ = g ◦p1X⊗Y ◦ f̂ = g, and

p2Z⊗Y ◦ h = p2Z⊗Y ◦ (g ⊗ idY ) ◦ f̂ = λY ◦ (!Z ⊗ idY ) ◦ (g ⊗ idY ) ◦ f̂ = λY ◦ (!X ⊗ idY ) ◦ f̂ =

p2X⊗Y ◦ f̂ = f .

Let F : X → Y be a map between quantum sets. It was shown in [19, Lemma 10.7 &
Proposition 10.8] that there are canonical maps Q : X → ‘At(X ) and J : ‘qSet(1,Y) → Y
such that that F is classical in qSet if and only there is an ordinary function f : At(X ) →
qSet(1,Y) such that F = J ◦ ‘f ◦Q. This motivates the terminology ‘classical map’.

We will now state the main theorem of this section. For the remainder of this section,
we will assume that the conditions in the theorem hold. Note that by Lemma 5.11 S is a
monoidal subcategory of R

8.16. Theorem. Let (R,⊗, I) be a dagger compact quantaloid, and let S = Maps(R). If

(1) S is semicartesian when regarded as a monoidal subcategory of R (cf. Lemma 5.11);

(2) The embedding J : S → R has a right adjoint P with unit {·} and counit ∋;

(3) There exists an object Ω of S and an S-morphism true : I → Ω such that S(X,Ω) →
R(X, I), f 7→ true† ◦ f is a bijection;

(4) S has pullbacks;

(5) For each object X and each subobject m : A → X in S there is a unique classical
morphism χA : X → Ω such that the diagram below is a pullback square in S.

A I

X Ω.

!A

m true

χA

Then S is symmetric monoidal closed.

Our proof is essentially the proof that power objects in a topos imply the existence of
exponential objects, see for instance Section IV.2 of [30], which we followed quite closely.
We first need some lemmas.

8.17. Lemma. Let X ∈ S. Then there exists a unique classical morphism σX : P (X) → Ω
such that the following diagram is a pullback square:

X I

P (X) Ω.

!X

{·}X true

σX
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Proof. Since S is a subcategory of R, the functor J is faithful, hence the unit {·} of
the adjunction J ⊣ P is a monomorphism (which follows from the dual of [29, Theorem
IV.3.1].) Consequently, we can apply property (5) of Theorem 8.16, which yields the
statement.

8.18. Lemma. Let X ∈ S. Then there is a unique morphism ∋̄X : P (X)⊗X∗ → Ω such
that true† ◦ ∋̄X = ⌞∋X⌟.

Proof. Since R is dagger compact, we can take the coname ⌞∋X⌟ : P (X)⊗X∗ → I of
∋X : P (X) → X. Then, by the bijection S(X,Ω) → R(X, I), f 7→ true† ◦ f there is a
unique morphism ∋̄X : P (X)⊗X∗ → Ω in S such that true† ◦ ∋̄X = ⌞∋X⌟.

8.19. Lemma. Let f : X ⊗ Y ∗ → Ω be a morphism in S. Then there exists a unique
morphism f̂ : X → P (Y ) in S such that ∋̄Y ◦ (f̂ ⊗ idY ∗) = f .

Proof. By the third assumption in Theorem 8.16, we have a bijection

S(X ⊗ Y ∗,Ω) → R(X ⊗ Y ∗, I), f 7→ true† ◦ f.

By Lemma 2.8, we also have a bijection

R(X, Y ) → R(X ⊗ Y ∗, I), g 7→ ⌞g⌟.

By the second assumption of Theorem 8.16, we have a bijection

S(X,P (Y )) → R(X, Y ), h 7→∋Y ◦h.

So any morphism f : X ⊗ Y ∗ → Ω in S corresponds to a unique morphism true† ◦ f :
X ⊗ Y ∗ → I in R, for which there is a unique morphism g : X → Y in R such that
true† ◦ f = ⌞g⌟. By the last bijection, there is a unique f̂ : X → P (Y ) in S such that
∋Y ◦f̂ = g. Hence, f̂ is the unique morphism in S such that true† ◦ f = ⌞∋Y ◦f̂⌟.
We have ⌞∋Y ◦f̂⌟ = ϵY ◦ ((∋Y ◦f̂) ⊗ idY ∗ = ϵY ◦ (∋Y ⊗idY ∗) ◦ (f̂ ⊗ idY ∗) = ⌞∋Y
⌟ ◦ (f̂ ⊗ idY ∗) = true† ◦ ∋̄Y ◦ (f̂ ⊗ idY ∗), where we used Lemma 8.18 in the last equality.
Thus we obtain true† ◦ f = true† ◦ ∋̄Y ◦ (f̂ ⊗ idY ∗), hence the statement follows from the
bijection f 7→ true† ◦ f .

Proof of Theorem 8.16. Following [30], we assume that the associativity isomorphisms
are identities to simplify the notation. Consider objects X and Y of S. In order to
construct an object Y X that will be the inner hom of S, we apply Lemma 8.19 to define:

v := ¯̂∋X∗⊗Y , u := σ̂Y ◦ v, k := ̂true◦!I⊗X .

That is, v : P (X∗ ⊗ Y ) → P (Y ), u : P (X∗ ⊗ Y ) → P (X∗), and k : I → P (X∗) are the
respective unique morphisms in S such that

∋̄Y ◦ (v ⊗ idY ∗) = ∋̄X∗⊗Y ;

∋̄X∗ ◦ (u⊗ idX) = σY ◦ v;
∋̄X∗ ◦ (k ⊗ idX) = true◦!I⊗X .
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We now define Y X as the pullback of u and k, so the following diagram is a pullback
square:

Y X I

P (X∗ ⊗ Y ) P (X∗).

!
Y X

m k

u

(15)

In order to construct the evaluation map e : Y X ⊗X → Y , we need to prove that

true◦!Y X⊗X = σY ◦ v ◦ (m⊗ idX). (16)

Consider the following diagram:

Y X ⊗X P (X∗ ⊗ Y )⊗X P (Y )

P (X∗)⊗X Ω

I ⊗X I

m⊗idX

!
Y X⊗idX

v

u⊗idX σY

∋̄X∗

!I⊗X

k⊗idX true

Here, the left square commutes, since it diagram (15) tensored with X. The upper right
square commutes by definition of u, and the lower right diagram commutes by definition
of k. Since !I⊗X ◦ (!Y X⊗X ⊗ idX) =!Y X⊗X , it follows that (16) indeed holds. Thus, we have
the following diagram:

Y X ⊗X

Y I

P (Y ) Ω.

v◦(m⊗idX)

!
Y X⊗X

e

{·}Y

!Y

true

σY

and since the square is a pullback square in S, there must be a unique morphism e :
Y X ⊗X → Y such that the diagram commutes.

Next, for another object Z of S and a morphism f : Z ⊗X → Y in S, we claim that
there is a unique morphism g : Z → Y X in S such that e ◦ (g ⊗ idX) = f . To construct
g, we first consider the morphism

Z ⊗X ⊗ Y ∗ f⊗idY ∗−−−−→ Y ⊗ Y ∗ {·}Y ⊗idY ∗−−−−−−→ P (Y )⊗ Y ∗ ∋̄Y−→ Ω,

which, by Lemma 8.19, equals

Z ⊗X ⊗ Y ∗ h⊗idX⊗idY ∗−−−−−−−→ P (X∗ ⊗ Y )⊗X ⊗ Y ∗ ∋̄X∗⊗Y−−−−→ Ω
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for some unique morphism h : Z → P (X∗ ⊗ Y ) in S. Thus we obtain:

∋̄Y ◦ ({·}Y ⊗ idY ∗) ◦ (f ⊗ idY ∗) = ∋̄X∗⊗Y ◦ (h⊗ idX ⊗ idY ∗).

By definition of v, we obtain

∋̄Y ◦ ({·}Y ⊗ idY ∗) ◦ (f ⊗ idY ∗) = ∋̄Y ◦ (v ⊗ idY ∗) ◦ (h⊗ idX ⊗ idY ∗),

whence, using Lemma 8.19,

{·}Y ◦ f = v ◦ (h⊗ idX). (17)

Now, we obtain

∋̄X∗ ◦ (k ⊗ idX) ◦ (!Z ⊗ idX) = true◦!I⊗X ◦ (!Z ⊗ idX)

= true◦!Z⊗X = true◦!Y ◦ f
= σY ◦ {·}Y ◦ f = σY ◦ v ◦ (h⊗ idX)

= ∋̄X∗ ◦ (u⊗ idX) ◦ (h⊗ idX),

where the first equality follows from the definition of k, the fourth equality from the
definition of σY , the fifth equality from (17), and the last equality from the definition of
u. Lemma 8.19 now yields k◦!Z = u ◦ h. Note that automatically we have !Y X ◦ g =!Z , so
by definition of Y X as the pullback of u and k, it follows that there is a unique morphism
g : Z → Y X in S such that the following diagram commutes:

Z

Y X I

P (X∗ ⊗ Y ) P (X∗).

h

!Z

g

m

!
Y X

k

u

We verify that e ◦ (g ⊗ idX) = f .

e ◦ (g ⊗ idX) = (∋Y ) ◦ {·}Y ◦ e ◦ (g ⊗ idX) = (∋Y ) ◦ v ◦ (m⊗ idX) ◦ (g ⊗ idX)

= (∋Y ) ◦ v ◦ (h⊗ idX) = (∋Y ) ◦ {·}Y ◦ f = f,

where in the first and last equalities we used the triangle identities of the adjunction
J ⊣ P , while the second equality follows by definition of e, the third equality follows by
definition of g, and the penultimate equality follows from equality (17). Finally, assume
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that g′ : Z → Y X is another morphism in S such that e ◦ (g′ ⊗ idX) = f . Then:

∋̄X∗⊗Y ◦ (m⊗ idX ⊗ idY ∗) ◦ (g ⊗ idX ⊗ idY ∗)

= ∋̄Y ◦ v ◦ (m⊗ idX ⊗ idY ∗) ◦ (g ⊗ idX ⊗ idY ∗)

= ∋̄Y ◦ ({·}Y ⊗ idY ∗) ◦ (e⊗ idY ∗) ◦ (g ⊗ idX ⊗ idY ∗)

= ∋̄Y ◦ ({·}Y ⊗ idY ∗) ◦ (f ⊗ idY ∗)

= ∋̄Y ◦ ({·}Y ⊗ idY ∗) ◦ (e⊗ idY ∗) ◦ (g′ ⊗ idX ⊗ idY ∗)

= ∋̄Y ◦ v ◦ (m⊗ idX ⊗ idY ∗) ◦ (g′ ⊗ idX ⊗ idY ∗)

= ∋̄X∗⊗Y ◦ (m⊗ idX ⊗ idY ∗) ◦ (g′ ⊗ idX ⊗ idY ∗)

where we used the definition of v in the first and last equalities, and the definition of e
in the second and penultimate equalities. The remaining equalities hold by the assumed
properties of g and g′. Using Lemma 8.19, we obtain m ◦ g = m ◦ g′. Since we have
!Y X ◦ g′ =!Z , and by definition g is the unique morphism in S such that m ◦ g = h and
!Y X ◦ g =!Z , it follows that g

′ = g.

9. Conclusions and future work

We introduced symmetric monoidal quantaloids as a categorical structure that equips
quantaloids with a symmetric monoidal structure, and that generalizes the category Rel.
Our prime example is the category qRel of quantum sets and binary relations; our main
motivation is the internalization of mathematical structures in this category, which cor-
responds to the quantization of these structures. We showed that symmetric monoidal
quantaloids form a framework in which one can internalize functions and partially ordered
structures. For dagger symmetric monoidal quantaloids Q, there are still other connec-
tions to be investigated such as limits and subobjects in Maps(Q). It might be that these
concepts are best investigated in a 2-dimensional setting by combining Q and Maps(Q)
in a double category. Furthermore, we note that that qSet has properties resembling the
axioms of topoi [19]. qSet is the noncommutative generalization of the prime example
of a topos, namely the category Set of sets and functions. This suggests the existence of
notions of quantum allegories and quantum topoi with qRel and qSet as prime exam-
ples, respectively. The connection between power objects in Q and the monoidal closure
of Maps(Q) in the last section also points towards a notion that generalizes power al-
legories. We hope that this work eventually contributes to finding these notions and
generalizations.
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