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indeed, the abstract language of higher topoi is so neat
that it even exists as a programming language: HoTT

This reflects exactly the structures that showed up above.
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Summary and Outlook

Grand Physics Problem of 21st Century:
nonperturbative global physics

Open Problem 1:
Confined hadrodynamics:
unknown hadronic corrections

infect all SM processes

Open Problem 2:
Strongly correlated electrons:
need control over topological order
for meaningful quantum computing

Attack strategy:
(1) Embed into higher dimensional higher field theories
(2) Globally complete these by proper flux quantization

Necessary math is: geometric homotopy (higher topoi),
a new form of global mathematics for nonperturbative physics

Rich in phenomena but extremely neat in the abstract (HoTT).
Possibly the 21st century math for the millennium problem of physics.
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(May 2026, see: ncatlab.org/schreiber/show/WIKO+2026)
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