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On The Discrete Morse Functions for Hypergraphs
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Abstract. A hypergraph can be obtained from a simplicial complex by
deleting some non-maximal simplices. In this paper, we study the embed-
ded homology as well as the homology of the (lower-)associated simplicial
complexes for hypergraphs. We generalize the discrete Morse functions on
simplicial complexes. We study the discrete Morse functions on hypergraphs
as well as the discrete Morse functions on the (lower-)associated simplicial

complexes of the hypergraphs.
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1 Introduction

Hypergraph is an important model for complex networks, for example, the collaboration

network. In mathematics,

e a hypergraph can be either a simplicial complex or a "non-closed simplicial complex"la

with some non-maximal faces missing;

e a simplicial complex can be regarded as a special hypergraph with no non-maximal

faces missing.

1* first authors.
2 A simplicial complex K is closed in the following sense:

(a). combinatorically closed: for any simplex o € K and any non-empty subset 7 C o, we have 7 € K;

(b). topologically closed: the geometric realization |K| (cf. [20]) of K is a closed subset of some
Euclidean space RN .

Note that (a) <= (b).
Definition. Let H be a hypergraph (cf. Definition ). Let K3 be an (abstract) simplicial
complex such that each hyperedge (cf. Definition 2] of H is a simplex of K. Let |[Ky| be the

geometric realization of Kz, in RV, For each o € K, let |o| be the geometric simplex in |K]|.
We define the geometric realization |H| of H to be the subset of |K4| given by

|H| = {x € RN | there exists o € H such that = € Int(|o])}.

A hypergraph H can be non-closed in the following sense:

(a)’. combinatorically non-closed: there exists an hyperedge o € H and an non-empty subset 7 C o
such that 7 ¢ H;

(b)’. topologically non-closed: the geometric realization || of H is not a closed subset of some Eu-
clidean space RN .

Note that (a)’<=(b)’.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.02384v1

It is natural to generalize the discrete Morse functions on simplicial complexes (cf. [7] -
[14]) and consider discrete Morse functions on hypergraphs.

Firstly, We review some backgrounds in (a), (b) and (c).
(a). Hypergraphs and Simplicial Complexes. Let V be a totally-ordered finite

set whose elements are called vertices. Let 2V denote the power-set of V. Let () denote the
empty set. A hypergraph H on V is a subset of 2V \ {0} (cf. [5, 22]). An element of H is
called a hyperedge. For any o € H, if o consists of n + 1 vertices in V', then way say that
o is of dimension n and write ¢ as o(™).

An (abstract) simplicial complex is a hypergraph satisfying the following condition (cf.
[15] p. 107], [26, Section 1.3], [6]): for any o € H and any non-empty subset 7 C o, we
have that 7 must be a hyperedge in H. A hyperedge of a simplicial complex is called a
simplez.

(b). The Usual Homology of Simplicial Complexes and The Embedded Ho-
mology of Hypergraphs. The homology theory for simplicial complexes (cf. [I5, Chap-
ter 2]) is well-known in algebraic topology. Let K be a simplicial complex. Let R be a
commutative ring with unit. For each n > 0, by taking all the (formal) R-linear combi-
nations of the n-simplices in K, we have a free R-module C,,(K; R). The n-th boundary

map
On: Cp(K;R) — Cr_1(K; R)

is an R-linear map such that
On(Vov1 ... 0p) = Z(fl)ivo UL Uy,

for any m-simplex vovy...v, € K with vg < v1 < -+ < v,. It can be verified that
On 0 Opy1 = 0 for each n > 0. The n-th homology of I, with coefficients in R, is defined to
be the quotient R-module

H,(K; R) = Kerd,,/Im0,+1.

In 2019, S. Bressan, J. Li, S. Ren and J. Wu [6] defined an embedded homology for
hypergraphs as an algebraic generalization of the usual homology of simplicial complexes.
Let H be a hypergraph. Let Ky be an arbitrary simplicial complex such that each hyperedge
of H is a simplex of K. For each n > 0, let 0,, be the n-th boundary map of K. Let
R, (H) be the free R-module consisting of all the (formal) R-linear combinations of the
n-hyperedges in H. The infimum chain complex of H is defined as

Inf,(H) = Ry (H) N0, H(Ru—1(H)), n>0
and the supremum chain complex of ‘H is defined as
Sup,,(H) = Rn(H) + On(Rn+1(H)), n>0.

It is proved in [6] that the homology of the infimum chain complex and the homology of the
supremum chain complex are isomorphic. This homology is called the embedded homology
of H. Particularly, if H is an (abstract) simplicial complex, then its embedded homology
coincides with the usual homology.

(c¢). The Discrete Morse Theories for Simplicial Complexes, Graphs and
Digraphs. During the 1990s and the 2000s, R. Forman [7] - [T4] has developed a discrete



Morse theory for simplicial complexes@. A discrete Morse function f on a simplicial complex
K was defined by assigning a real number f(o) to each simplex o € K such that for any n > 0
and any n-simplex o™ € K, there exist at most one 5"t > (™) in K with f(8) < f(a)
and at most one 7"~ < o in K with f(y) > f(a). The discrete gradient vector
field grad f on K was defined by assigning arrows from a to 3 whenever a(® < g»+1
and f(a) > f(B), for any n > 0 and any o™, 3"+ ¢ K. The critical simplices were
defined as the simplices which are neither the heads nor the tails of any arrows in grad f.
A chain complex consisting of the formal linear combinations of the critical simplices was
constructed and the homology of this chain complex is proved to be isomorphic to the
homology of the original simplicial complex. The Discrete Morse theory has applications
in both pure mathematics (cf. [16] [I7, 23] 25]) and data technologies (cf. [I8) 211, 24, 25]).

Inspired by the discrete Morse theory in [7] - [I4], people have studied the discrete
Morse theories for graphs and digraphs. During the 2000s, R. Ayala, L.M. Fernéndez, D.
Fernandez-Ternero, A. Quintero and J.A. Vilches [I] - [4] gave a discrete Morse theory for
graphs and studied related topics. In 2021, Yong Lin, Chong Wang and Shing-Tung Yau
[19] gave a discrete Morse theory for digraphs.

Throughout the discrete Morse theory for simplicial complexes in [7] - [14], the discrete
Morse theory for graphs in [I] - [4] and the discrete Morse theory for digraphs in [19], the
homology groups, the discrete Morse functions, the discrete gradient vector fields, and the

critical simplices play important and fundamental roles.

Secondly, we introduce the motivation of this paper. The paper is motivated by the

following question:

Question. Whether a discrete Morse theory for hypergraphs and their embed-
ded homology can be developed as a generalization of the discrete Morse theory

for simplicial complexes and their homology (cf. [A] - [13)])?

In this paper, we make a first step towards the answer. As a generalization of the homol-
ogy theory for simplicial complexes, we explore the embedded homology of hypergraphs
in Section [2] and study the homomorphisms between the embedded homology of hyper-
graphs in Theorem 2111 Moreover, as a generalization of the discrete Morse theory for
simplicial complexes, we study the discrete Morse functions on hypergraphs as well as the
corresponding discrete gradient vector fields and critical hyperedges, from Section Bl to
Section [G1

Thirdly, we summarize the outline of this paper. Let H be a hypergraph. In Section 2]
we review the definition of the associated simplicial complex AH (cf. [22]) which the
smallest simplicial complex such that each hyperedge of H is a simplex of AH. We define
the lower-associated simplicial complex dH to be the largest simplicial complex such that
each simplex of dH is a hyperedge of H. We prove in Theorem [Z.11] that a morphism of
hypergraphs induces a homomorphism of the embedded homology, a homomorphism of the
homology of the associated simplicial complexes, and a homomorphism of the homology of
the lower-associated simplicial complexes. From Section [ to Section [l we generalize the
discrete Morse functions on simplicial complexes and define the discrete Morse functions on
hypergraphs. We study the discrete gradient vector fields of the discrete Morse functions on
hypergraphs as well as the corresponding critical hyperedges. We characterize the critical

hyperedges in Theorem [5.41

3In fact, in [7] - [I4], R. Forman has developed a discrete Morse theory for general cell complexes. In

particular, the discrete Morse theory in [7] - [I4] is applicable for simplicial complexes.



2 The Associated Simplicial Complexes and The Em-
bedded Homology for Hypergraphs

In this section, we review some definitions as well as some basic properties about hyper-
graphs, their (lower-)associated simplicial complexes, and the embedded homology. We also
give some examples and show that the homology of the associated simplicial complexes,
the homology of the lower-associated simplicial complexes, and the embedded homology of

the hypergraphs detect the topology of hypergraphs from different aspects.

2.1 Hypergraphs, The Associated Simplicial Complexes, and The
Lower-Associated Simplicial Complexes

Let V be a finite set with a total order <.
Definition 1. A hyperedge o on V is a non-empty subset of V.

For any hyperedge o on V', we can write o uniquely as a subset
o= {vo,v1,...,Un} (2.1)
of V'; or equivalently, we can also write ¢ uniquely in the form of a sequence
0 =1vV1...Up

for some n > 0 where vg,v1,...,v, € V and vg < v1 < --- < v,. Throughout this paper,
we adopt the former notation in (2.I)) for an n-simplex.

Definition 2. We say that o given by (2] is an n-hyperedge and call n the dimension of
.

Definition 3 (cf. [B,[6l 22]). A hypergraph H on V is a collection of hyperedges on V.

Definition 4 (cf. [0, [15]). An (abstract) simplicial complex K on V is a hypergraph on V'

such that for any o € K and any non-empty subset 7 C o, we always have 7 € K.
A hyperedge of a simplicial complex is also called a simplez.

Definition 5. Let H and H’ be two hypergraphs. We say that H can be embedded in H’
and write H C H' if for any hyperedge o € H, we always have that o € H'.

Let H be a hypergraph on V.

Definition 6 (cf. [22]). The associated simplicial complex AH of H is the smallest simpli-
cial complex that H can be embedded in.

Let 0 = vgvy ... v, be an n-hyperedge on V. The next lemma is straight-forward from
Definition Bl and Definition

Lemma 2.1. (cf. [22, Lemma 8|). The associated simplicial complex Ao of o is the

collection of all the nonempty subsets of o
Ac = {{vig,Vig, -0, } |0<ig < i3 <+ <ip<mand 0 <k <n}. (2.2)

O



The next lemma is straight-forward from Definition [Bl and Definition
Lemma 2.2. Let H and H' be two hypergraphs such that H C H'. Then AH C AH'. O
The next lemma follows from the above.

Lemma 2.3. For any hypergraph H, its associated simplicial complex AH has its set of

simplices as the union of the Ac’s for all o € H, i.e.
AH={r€Ao|oecH]}. (2.3)

Proof. Firstly, the right-hand side of (23] is a simplicial complex whose the set of simplices
contains all the hyperedges of H. Thus by Definition [@]

AHC{re€Ao|oeH]}. (2.4)

Secondly, we take any hyperedge o € H and let {o} be the hypergraph with the single
hyperedge o. Since {o} C H, it follows from Lemma that Ac C AH. Letting o run
over all the hyperedges in H, it follows that

{reAo|oceH} = Useulo
C AH. (2.5)

Summarizing (Z4) and (1), we obtain (23). O

Definition 7. The lower-associated simplicial compler 0H of H is the largest simplicial

complex that can be embedded in H.
The next lemma follows from Definition [7

Lemma 2.4. Then the set of simplices of 0H consists of the hyperedges o € H whose

associated simplicial complexes Ao are subsets of H. In other words,

SH = {ocH|AcCH}
— {reAo|AcCH). (2.6)

Proof. Firstly, for any o € H, if Ao C H, then by Definition [7, we have
Ao C O0H.
Letting o run over all the hyperedges of H, it follows that

{T € Ao | Ao gH} = UAUQHAO‘
C OH.

Secondly, let o be any simplex of §H. Then by Definition [, we have Ao C H. Letting
o run over all the hyperedges of H, it follows that

OHC{oceH | Ao CH}.
Thirdly, since o € Ao, we have
{ceH|Ac CH} C{r€ Ao | Ao CH}.

Summarizing all the three points, we obtain (Z.6)). O



The next proposition follows from Lemma and Lemma 2.4

Proposition 2.5. As hypergraphs,
OH CH C AH. (2.7)

Moreover, one of the equalities holds iff. both of the equalities hold iff. H is a simplicial

complex.

Proof. The relations (271 follow from Definition [6l and Definition [ directly. Alternatively,
[20) also follow from Lemma 23 and Lemmal[Z4l In the following, we will prove the second
assertion. We divide the proof into two steps.

STEP 1. 0H = H <= H is a simplicial complex.

(«<=): Obvious.

(=): Suppose 0H = H. Then by Lemma[Z4] it follows that for any o € H, we always
have Ao C ‘H. Hence H is a simplicial complex.

STEP 2. AH = H <= H is a simplicial complex.

(«<=): Obvious.

(=): Suppose AH = H. Then by Lemma [Z3] it follows that for any o € H and any
non-empty subset 7 C o, we always have 7 € H. Hence H is a simplicial complex.

Summarizing both Step 1 and Step 2, we finish the proof. O

2.2 Chain Complexes and Homology Groups for Hypergraphs

Let R be a commutative ring with unit. Recall that any simplicial complex K gives a chain
complex C,(K; R). Let H be any hypergraph on V. The associated simplicial complex AH
gives a chain complex C,(AH; R). We use

On: Cn(AH;R) — Cp—1(AH;R), n=0,1,2,...,

to denote the boundary maps of this chain complex. For simplicity, we sometimes denote
On as 0 and omit the dimension n.

By Definition [6] Definition [7] and Proposition 23], the lower-associated simplicial com-
plex dH is a simplicial sub-complex of AH. Consequently, dH gives a sub-chain complex
C.(6H; R) of C.(AH;R). The boundary map of C.(6H;R) is the restriction of d, to
C.(0H; R), i.e.

On, |Cn(5’}-[;R): Cn(éﬂ; R) — Cn_l(é/H; R), n=20,1,2,....
Let D, be a graded sub-R-module of C\(AH; R).

Definition 8. (cf. [0, Section 2]). The infimum chain complex {Inf, (D, C.(AH; R))}}n>0
is the largest sub-chain complex of C.(AH; R) contained in D, as graded R-modules.

Lemma 2.6. (cf. [6, Section 2]). The infimum chain complex can be expressed explicitly

as

Inf, (D.,C.(AH; R)) = D, N0, (Dy_1), n>0.



Definition 9. (cf. [0, Section 2|). The supremum chain complez {Sup,,(D., C+«(AH; R)) }n>0
is the smallest sub-chain complex of C,(AH; R) containing D, as graded R-modules.

Lemma 2.7. (cf. [0 Section 2]). The supremum chain complex can be expressed explicitly

as

Sup,,(Dx, C«(AH; R)) = Dy + Ony1(Dpt1), n >0,

O
It is obvious that as chain complexes, we have
{Infn (D*; C. (AH7 R)), On |Infn(D* ,C*(A’H;R))}HZO
c {SuPn (D*’ C*(AH; R)), On |Supn(D*,C*(AH;R))}nZO
C {Ch(AH;R),0n}n>0. (2.8)
Consider the canonical inclusion
v: Inf,(D.,C.(AH; R)) — Sup,, (D, CL(AH; R)), n>0.
We have the next lemma.
Lemma 2.8. The canonical inclusion ¢ induces an isomorphism of homology groups
e Ho({Infy(Ds, C.(AH; R)), Oy |ut,, (D) }n>0)
=5 H.({Sup,,(Ds, CL(AH; R)), 0 |sup, (.) }nz0)- (2.9)

Proof. Let k > 0 be an integer. By the definition of homology groups, we have

Hk(Sup* (D*, C* (A,Ha R)))

= Ker(ak |Dk+6k+1 Dy 41 )/Im(akJrl |Dk+1+6k+2Dk+2)
and

Hy,(Inf,(D., C.(AH; R)))

= Ker(ak |ka6;1Dk71 )/Im(@kH |Dk+1m6;+11Dk)

Moreover, by the proof of [0 Proposition 2.4] or by a direct calculation, we have

Ker(ak|Dk+6k+le+l) = 6k-l-le-i-l +Ker(ak|Dk)a

Im(ak+1|Dk+1+6k+2Dk+2 O+1Dg1,

)
Ker(ak|ka6;1Dk71) = Ker(akh)k ),
)

m(Ok+1lp, ,nopt,p,) = Ker(Onlpy) 0Okt Ditr

For each k > 0, the canonical inclusion ¢ induces a homomorphism

Ly & Hk({Infn(D*,C* (A’H,R)),@n |Infn(D*)}n20)
— Hk({supn(D*a C*(AH7 R))7 On, |Supn(D*)}n20)

of homology groups. Precisely, ¢, sends an element

di, + Ker(0n|p, ) N Ok41Dk+1,



where di € Dj, such that 0rdi = 0, in the quotient R-module
Ker(9k|p, )/ (Ker(dn|p, ) N Okt1Dr+1)
to the element
di + Ok4+1Dky1
in the quotient R-module

(Ok+1Dp11 + Ker(9k|p,)) /Or1 Dyt
By the isomorphism theorem of modules, we have that ¢, is an isomorphism. O

Remark 1:In [0, Proposition 2.4], it is proved that for each k& > 0, the homology

groups
Hy,({Inf,,(D., C«(AH; R)), On |Infn(D*)}n20)
and
H.({Sup,,(Ds, C«(AH; R)), On |sup, (D.) }n>0)

are isomorphic. Here in LemmaZ.8] we strenthen [6, Proposition 2.4] and prove that

the canonical inclusion induces such an isomorphism.

With the help of Lemma 2.8 the embedded homology groups of D, can be defined:

Definition 10. (cf. [0, Section 2]). We call the homology groups in ([Z9) the embedded
homology of D, and denote the homology groups as H, (D.,C.(AH; R)), n > 0.

For each n > 0, we use R(H), to denote the free R-module generated by all the n-
hyperedges of H. We consider the specific graded sub- R-module

D,=R(H),, n>0

of C.(AH; R). As a special case of Definition [I0 the embedded homology groups of H can
be defined:

Definition 11. (cf. [6] Subsection 3.2]). We call the homology groups
Ho(H:;R) = Hy(R(H)s, Co(AH; R)), n >0

the embedded homology of H with coefficients in R and denote the homology groups as
H,(H;R), n > 0.

2.3 Homomorphisms Among The Homology Groups for Hyper-
graphs
We have the next lemma.
Lemma 2.9. The canonical inclusions
oH -5 H S AH
mduce homomorphisms

(

%), Ay,
H.(01; R) “5 H.(1; R) ““% H.(AH; R)

of homology groups.



Proof. As chain complexes, we have the inclusions

{Cn(éﬂ; R),0n |Cn(6H;R)}nZO
{Inf,,(R(H)+), On |tnt, (R(#).) }n>0
{Sup,, (R(H)+),0n [sup, (R(H).) }n>0
C {Cn(AH;R), 0} n>0-

N 1N

The inclusion ¢° of hypergraphs induces an inclusion
()% :  Cn(6H; R) — Inf, (R(H).), n>0

of chain complexes, which induces a homomorphism (:?), of the homology groups. The

inclusion ¢® of hypergraphs induces an inclusion
(1®)g: Sup,(R(H)s) — Co(AH;R)  n>0
of chain complexes, which induces a homomorphism (%), of the homology groups. O

Let V and V' be two totally-ordered finite sets. Let H be a hypergraph on V and H’
be a hypergraph on V',

Definition 12. (cf. [6, Subsection 3.1]). A morphism of hypergraphs from H to H' is a
map ¢ : V — V'’ (i.e. ¢ is a map sending a vertex of H to a vertex of H') such that

whenever o = {vg,v1,...,vr} is a k-hyperedge of H, we always have that

() = {p(vo), p(v1), -, p(vr)} (2.10)

is an [-hyperedge of H’ for some 0 < [ < k, where [ is the number of distinct vertices among

©(vo), p(v1), -+ P(vk).

Let ¢ : H — H' be a morphism of hypergraphs. By an argument similar to [6l

Section 3.1], we have the next lemma.

Lemma 2.10. A morphism ¢ : H — H' of hypergraphs induces two simplicial maps
dp: O0H— H'
and
Ap: AH— AH’
such that ¢ = (Ap) |y and dp = @ |53.-

Proof. Let n > 0. Let {vg, v1,...,v,} (these n+ 1 vertices are distinct) be an n-hyperedge
of H. Since ¢ is a morphism of hypergraphs, we have that {¢(vo), p(v1),...,9(vn)} (these
n + 1 vertices may not be distinct) is an m-hyperedge of H’' for some 0 < m < n.

For any k > 0 and any k-simplex {ug,u1,...,ur} of 6H, we define

(&P)({an U, - - - 7uk}) = {QD(UO)’ (p(U1), LR @(uk)} (2'11)

By Definition [7, there exists some n > k and some n-hyperedge {vg,v1,...,v,} of H such
that {ug,u1,...,ux} is a subset of {vg,v1,...,v,}. Since {p(vg), ©(v1),...,(v,)} is an
m-hyperedge of H' and {p(ug), (u1),...,@(ur)} is a subset of {p(vg), p(v1),...,0(vn)}, it



follows that {¢(ug), p(u1),...,e(ug)} is an I-simplex of §H’ for some 0 < [ < k. Therefore,
d¢p is a simplicial map.
For any k > 0 and any k-simplex {wo, w1, ..., wr} of AH, we define

(Ap)({wo, wr, ..., wi }) = {p(wo), p(wr), ..., p(wp)}. (2.12)

By Definition [ for any 0 < I < k and any subset {vg,v1,...,v} of {wo,wi,...,wk},
we always have that {vo,v1,...,v;} is an [-hyperedge of H. Hence there exists some 0 <
m < [ such that {p(vo),o(v1),...,¢(v)} is an m-hyperedge of H’. This implies that
for any subset {¢©(vo), p(v1),...,o(v)} of {p(wo), p(wr),...,p(wk)}, we always have that
{e(vo),o(v1),...,(v)} is an m-hyperedge of H' for some 0 < m < I. Consequently,
{o(wp), p(wr),...,o(wg)} is a simplex of AH’. Therefore, Ap is a simplicial map.
Finally, it is obvious that ¢ = (Ag) |y and dp = ¢ |su. O

The next theorem follows from Proposition 25 Lemma 29 Lemma[ZT0 and [6, Propo-
sition 3.7].

Theorem 2.11. A morphism ¢ : H — H' of hypergraphs induces homomorphisms be-

tween the homology groups

(69) :  H,(0H) — H.(6H'), (2.13)
(Ap),:  H.(AH) — H.(AH), (2.14)
Dy : H.(H) — H.(H') (2.15)

such that the following diagram commutes

1), A,
H.(0H; R) L H.(H;R) L) H.(AH;R)

(590){ W{ (Aw)*l
(%)« ().

H,(0H'; R) —= H,(H'; R) — H,(AM: R).

In addition, if both H and H' are simplicial complexes, then ¢ is a simplicial map and the
three homomorphisms (0¢)«, (Ap)s and @, in (Z13), (2-14) and (217) are the same.

Proof. The simplicial maps d¢ and Ay induce homomorphisms between the homology
groups (Z13) and ([ZI4) respectively. Moreover, by [0, Proposition 3.7], we have an induced
homomorphism between the embedded homology (ZI5). By a direct diagram chasing, we
can prove that the diagram in Theorem 2. ITcommutes.

Suppose in addition that both H# and H’ are simplicial complexes. Then by Proposi-
tion 5] we have AH = 6H = H and AH' = éH' = H'. It follows from the commutative
diagram that all the homomorphisms (:?)., (¢*)«, (). and (/2). are isomorphisms. It
also follows from (2Z.10), @11 and @2I2)) that the three homomorphisms (dp)., (Ay). and

s in (ZI3), I4) and 2I5) are the same. O

2.4 Examples

The associated simplicial complex, the lower-associated simplicial complex and the em-
bedded homology detect the topology of hypergraphs from different aspects. Given two
hypergraphs H and H’, we consider the following conditions:

10



(1). oH = H';
(2). AH = AH';
(3). Ho(H) = H.(H).
The next example shows that (1) and (2) cannot imply (3).
Example 2.12. Let

{{UOa U1’U2’U3}’ {UO}}’

{H{vo, v1,v2,v3}, {vo, v1}, {vo, va}, {vo, vs}, {v1, va}, {v1,v3}, {va, v}, {vo}}-

H
HI

Then 0H = dH' = {{vo}}. Moreover, both AH and AH' are the tetrahedron. Furthermore,
Hl(H) =0 and Hl(HI) = Z®3.

The next example shows that (1) and (3) cannot imply (2).
Example 2.13. (see Figure 1.) Let

{{vo}, {v1}, {v2}, {va}, {va}, {vs},
{vo, v1,v3}, {v1,v2,v4}, {v3,va, 05} },

H = {{Uo}v {Ul}a {UQ}a {1)3}, {’04}7 {’05}a

{’Uo, U1, ’1)3}, {vla V2, ’1)4}, {vla U3, ’1)4}, {U3a Vg, ’1)5}}.

H

Then 6H = dH' = {{vo}, {v1}, {va}, {vs}, {va}, {vs}}. Moreover, H,(H) = H,(H') =0
forn >1 and Hy(H) = Ho(H') = Z¥°. Furthermore, Hi(AH) = Z, and H,(AH') = 0.

U5 Us
’ N
’ Ay
/ Ay
/ Y
H V3@------ [ X AH U3 &
/N /7 N\
s \ s N
s Y 7’ \
’ Y ’ Y
€ W oo »
Vo U1 V2 Vo V1 V2
8Us Us
’ N
’ Ay
/ Y
/ Y
H' Uz ------ » Uy AH': v3 &
/7 N /7 N
s N 7 N
s \ 7’ \
’ N 7’ Y
€ RN »
Vo U1 U2 Vo V1 V2

Figure 1: Example 2.13]

For general hypergraphs H and #H’, the following example shows that the homomor-
phisms [2.13), (2.14) and ([2.I0) of the homology groups can be distinct.

Example 2.14. Let H = {{vo,v1}, {v1,v2}, {vo,v2}}. Let 0 = {vo,v1,v2}. Let H =
HU{c}. Let ¢ be the canonical inclusion of H into H'. Then

(a). Ho(H)=Ho(H')=0, H(H) =Z, and H1(H') = 0. Moreover, @, is

o the identity map from zero to zero for the homology groups of dimension 0,

11



e the zero map on Z for the homology groups of dimension 1;

(b). 0H =06H = 0. Moreover, (§p)« is the identity map from zero to zero for the homology

groups of all dimensions;
(c). AH ~ S and AH' ~ . Moreover, (Ap). is

o the identity map on Z for the homology groups of dimension 0,

e the zero map on Z for the homology groups of dimension 1.

3 Discrete Morse Functions on Hypergraphs and Criti-
cal Hyperedges

Let H be a hypergraph on V. In this section, we define the discrete Morse functions on
‘H and their critical hyperedges. We study the extensions of discrete Morse functions on

hypergraphs to discrete Morse functions on the associated simplicial complexes.

3.1 Discrete Morse Functions on Hypergraphs

Definition 13. A function f : H — R is called a discrete Morse function on H if for
every n > 0 and every a(™ € 7, both of the two conditions hold:

(i). #{B"Y >al™ | f(8) < fla),BeH} < 1;
(ii). #{y" "V <a™ | f(v) = f(a),y € H} < 1.

Remark 2: Note that Definition is a generalization of [9, Definition 2.1]. In
particular, we take H to be a simplicial complex in Definition [[3] Then the discrete
Morse functions defined in Definition [[3are the same as the discrete Morse functions
defined in [9, Definition 2.1].

The next lemma follows from Definition

Lemma 3.1. Let H and H' be two hypergraphs such that H' C H. Suppose f: H — R is
a discrete Morse function on H. Let f' = f |y be the restriction of f to H'. Then f' is a

discrete Morse function on H'.
Proof. For every a(™ € H, since H' C H,
{8 > ol | f(8) < (), € H'Y S {B"V > ol | (B) < f(a), 8 € H}.
Since f is a discrete Morse function on H,
#{BCD > ol | () < (), B e Y <#{BY > al | f(8) < fla).feH) < 1.
Similarly,
#{" T <a™ | f'(y) = fa),y e HY < #{TY <ol | f(7) = fla)y e H} < 1.
Hence f’ is a discrete Morse function on H’. O

Remark 3: In particular, if H is a simplicial complex, then Lemma [3.1] is reduced to
[9, Lemma 2.1].
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The next proposition follows from Lemma 3.1l immediately.

Proposition 3.2. (i). Let f : AH — R be a discrete Morse function on AH. Then
f = f |# is a discrete Morse function on H;

(ii). Let f : H — R be a discrete Morse function on H. Then f = f |s3 is a discrete
Morse function on 0H.

Proof. We apply Lemma Bl to the pair H C AH. We obtain (i). We apply Lemma 3] to
the pair H C H. We obtain (ii). O

The next corollary is a consequence of [9] and Proposition

Corollary 3.3. For any hypergraph H, there exist discrete Morse functions f on AH, f
onH, and f on 6H such that f =flu and f = f lsw=f lsn.-

Proof. By [0, Section 4], there exists a discrete Morse function f on A (in the sense
of [9, Definition 2.1]). By Proposition 32, we obtain a discrete Morse function f on H
(in the sense of Definition [[3)) and a discrete Morse function f on éH (in the sense of [9,
Definition 2.1]) such that f = f |3 and f = f [sy= [ |sn. O

3.2 Critical Hyperedges
Let f be a discrete Morse function on H.

Definition 14. A hyperedge o™ € H is called critical if both of the following two condi-

tions hold:
(i), #{80*D > o™ | f(B) < f(@), 8 € H} = 0;
(i). #{y" "V <al™ | f(y) > fla),y e H} = 0.

Remark 4:In particular, if H is a simplicial complex, then the critical hyperedges
defined in Definition [[4] are the same as the critical simplices defined in [9, Defini-
tion 2.2].

Definition 15. We use M (f, H) to denote the set of all critical hyperedges.
The next lemma is equivalent to Definition [T4l

Lemma 3.4. For any n > 0 and any o™ € H, we have that o ¢ M(f,H) if at least one
of the following conditions hold:

(A). there exists B > o™ 3 € H, such that f(B) < fla);
(B). there exists Y"~V < o™ v € H, such that f(v) > f(a).
Proof. The lemma is the contrapositive statement of Definition T4l O

Lemma 3.5. Let H and H' be two hyperedges such that H' C H. Let f : H — R be a
discrete Morse function on H and let f' = f |3. Then

M(f,H)NH C M(f',H).
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Proof. The lemma follows from a straight-forward verification by using Definition [[4l Let
o™ € M(f,H)N'H'. Then since ™ € M(f,H), by Definition 4}

#(BCTY > a™ | f(B) < fla),BEH} =0
and
#{y"D <™ | f(9) > fla),y € H} = 0.
Since H' C H, it follows that
#(BCD > o™ [ (8) < f'(a),BEH} =0
and
#{yD <a™ | f(7) = fl@),y eH'} =0.
Therefore, we obtain « € M (f’,H’). The lemma is proved. O

The next proposition follows from Lemma immediately.

Proposition 3.6. Let f : AH — R be a discrete Morse function on AH. Let f : H — R
and f: 6H — R be the discrete Morse functions induced from f. Then

M(f,AH)NH M(f,H), (3.1)
M(f,AH)NSH C M(f,6H),

N

M(f,H)NoH < M(f,oH).

Proof. We apply Lemma to the pair H C AH. Then we obtain [BJ). Similarly, we
apply Lemma to the pairs dH C AH and 0H C H. Then we obtain the other two
subset relations. O

3.3 Extensions of Discrete Morse Functions

The next lemma is proved in [9].

Lemma 3.7. (cf. [9, Lemma 2.5]). Let K be a simplicial complex. Let g be a discrete
Morse function on K. Let a be a simplex of K. Then the conditions

(A). there exists B > o™ 3 € K, such that g(3) < g(a);

(B). there exists v~V < o™ v € K, such that g(v) > g(a)

cannot both be true. O
The next lemma is a consequence of Lemma 3.7l

Lemma 3.8. Let H be a hypergraph. Let f be a discrete Morse function on AH. Let
a € AH. Then the conditions

(A). there exists Bt > o™ 3 € AH, such that f(B) < f(a);
(B). there exists Y"1 < o™ v € AH, such that f(v) > f(a).

cannot both be true.
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Proof. In Lemma 37 we let K be AH and let g be f. The lemma follows. O

The next proposition follows from Lemma

Proposition 3.9 (Obstructions for The Extensions of Discrete Morse Functions). Let H
be a hypergraph. Let f be a discrete Morse function on H. If there exists a € H such
that both (A) and (B) in Lemma[34] hold for «, then f cannot be extended to be a discrete
Morse function f on AH.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that f can be extended to be a discrete Morse function f
on AH. Then by Lemma B.8 for any o« € AH, the conditions (A) and (B) in Lemma

cannot both be true. Note that for any a € H, we have f(a) = f(«). Thus for any o € H,
the conditions (A) and (B) in Lemma 34 cannot both be true. This contradicts with our
assumption that there exists & € H such that both (A) and (B) in Lemma [3:4] hold for a.
Therefore, f cannot be extended to be a discrete Morse function f on AH. O

The next is an example for Proposition
Example 3.10. Let H = {{vo}, {vo, v1}, {vo,v1,v2}}. Let
f{uo}) =2, f({vo,v1}) =1, f({vo,v1,02}) = 0.
Then f is a discrete Morse function on H, and {vo,v1} is not critical.
(i). The hyperedge {vo,v1} satisfies both of the conditions (A) and (B);

(ii). The discrete Morse function f cannot be extended to a discrete Morse function on
AH.

The next proposition proves that under certain conditions, the obstruction for the ex-

tensions of discrete Morse functions given in Proposition 3.9 would fail.
Proposition 3.11. Suppose H satisfies the following condition

Condition (C). for any n > 1 and any hyperedges f"TD > o™ > (=1 of
H, there exists @™ € H, & # a, such that B> & > 7.

Then the conditions (A) and (B) in Lemma[37] cannot both be true.

Proof. The proof is similar with the proof of [9 Lemma 2.5]. Let H be a hypergraph
satisfying the condition (C). Let f be a discrete Morse function on H. Suppose (A4) in
Lemma [34] is true. Then by Definition [[3] we have

f(B) > f(a) (3.2)
for any @™ € H with & # o and > & > v. By 32) and (A) in Lemma 3.4, we have

fl@) < fla). (3-3)
Now suppose (B) in Lemma [3:4 is true. Then by Definition [I3] we have

f(v) < fa) (3.4)
for any @™ € H with & # o and § > & > ~. By 34) and (B) in Lemma [34] we have

f(@) > f(a). (3-5)
Note that (B3) and [B) contradict with each other. Therefore, the conditions (A) and
(B) cannot both be true. O
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There do exist hypergraphs H and discrete Morse functions f on H such that the condi-
tion (C) in Proposition BTl does not hold while the conditions (A) and (B) in Lemma 34
cannot both be true. We consider the next example.

Example 3.12. Let H = {{vo}, {v1}, {va}, {vo,v1,v2}}. Let f({vo}) = f({v1}) = f({w2}) =
2, f({vo,v1,v2}) = 0. Then f is a discrete Morse function on H. All the hyperedges are
critical. The condition (C) in Proposition [311] does not hold while for any o € H, the
conditions (A) and (B) in Lemma[3.4] cannot both be true.

Proposition 3.13. In Example[313, f cannot be extended to be a discrete Morse function
on AH.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary, f : AH — R is a discrete Morse function such that
f = f |2 Then there exists at least two edges among {vo,v1}, {v1,v2} and {vg,v2}, say
{vg,v1} and {v1,v2}, such that

F{wo,v1}) < F({vo,v1,v2}),  F{vr,v2}) < F({vo, vr,v2}).
Moreover, we have both of the followings
o f(u) < f({vo,v1}) for u = vy or vy;
e f(w) < F({v1,va}) for w = vy or va.

Hence there exists at least one 0-hyperedge {z} among {vo}, {vi} and {v2} where f({z})
is smaller than f({vo, v1,v2}). This contradicts that f is the extension of f. O

4 Discrete Gradient Vector Fields on Hypergraphs

Let H be a hypergraph. In this section, we study the discrete gradient vector fields on H.

4.1 Abstract Discrete Gradient Vector Fields on Hypergraphs

Definition 16. An (abstract) discrete gradient vector field V on H is a collection of pairs
{a™ < DY of hyperedges of H, n > 0, such that there is no non-trivial closed paths
of the form

ago’ 5(<)n+1> O N QRN (O} 5§n+1>,a§1>1 - agﬂ

Pl LI IR )

where for each 0 < i < r, we have {a\” < "™} €V, {aﬁ’l < ") € V and

(673 7& Q41

Definition 17. Let V be a discrete gradient vector field on H. If there does not exist any
n > 1 and any triple (v~ o™, 3("+1)) of hyperedges in H such that

7("_1) < a(") < B("H‘l)
and
{y<a}eV and {a<f}evV,

then we call V a semi-proper discrete gradient vector field.
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Definition 18. Let V be a discrete gradient vector field on H. If each hyperedge of H is
in at most one pair in V, then we call V a proper discrete gradient vector field.

Remark 5: By Definition[IT7 and Definition[I8] it is direct to see that a proper discrete
gradient vector field is semi-proper while semi-proper discrete gradient vector field

may not be proper.

Let V be a discrete gradient vector field on H.
Definition 19. We define an R-linear map
R(V): R(H)n — R(H)nt1 (4.1)
induced from V where for each a(™) € H, the R-linear map R(V) sends a to
o —(98,a)B if {aW < gV} eV,
e 0if {a™ < gty ¢ V.

Remark 6: In Definition [[9] the notion (98, «) is the incidence number of 8 and «
in the chain complex C\(AH; R) (cf. [9, p. 98]). Note that (03, ) takes the values
41 where 1 refers to the multiplicative unity of R.

Lemma 4.1. Let V be a discrete gradient vector field on H. Then V is semi-proper if and
only if the induced R-linear map R(V) satisfies

R(V) o R(V) = 0. (4.2)

Proof. Let V be a discrete gradient vector field on H. Let R(V) be the induced R-linear
map.

(=): Suppose V is semi-proper. In order to prove [@Z), we take an arbitrary o™ € H.
By the linear property of R(V) o R(V), it suffices to prove

R(V)o R(V)(v™) = 0. (4.3)

Case 1. R(V)(y™) = 0.

Then ([3]) follows immediately.

Casg 2. R(V)(y™) # 0.

Suppose a®t1) € H such that {y(™ < ("t} € V and (da, ) # 0. Since V is semi-
proper and {'y(") < oe("H)} € V, we have that « is not in any other pairs of the form
{a*+D) < g+ in V. Thus we have R(V)(a) = 0. Consequently,

RV)oRWV)(/™) = RW)( Y —(da.a)
(4™ <a(nt) jev,
(Do, v)#0

= > —(0a, M) R(V)()
(M <alnitDyey,
(Do, v)#0

= 0.

Summarizing both Case 1 and Case 2, we obtain (£3)). This implies (£2)).

(«<=): Suppose R(V) satisfies (£2)). In order to prove that V is semi-proper, we suppose
to the contrary that V is not semi-proper. Then by Definition [[7] there exist n > 1 and a
triple triple (y("~1, (™ g+1)) of hyperedges in H such that

41 < (m) < gln+D)
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and

{y<a}eV and {a<p}eV.

Consequently,
(R(V) o R(V)(y"~1), 80D) - = —(a,7)(R(V)(a™), 5+
= (9o, 7)(0B, ay(BHY, g D)
= (9a,7)(9B, a)
= +1.

This contradicts with our assumption that R(V) satisfies [@2]). Therefore, V is semi-
proper. O

Remark 7:1In particular, if #H is a simplicial complex, then the R-linear map (1]
is defined in [9] Definition 6.1].

4.2 Discrete Gradient Vector Fields of Discrete Morse Functions
on Hypergraphs

Let f be a discrete Morse function on H.

Definition 20. The discrete gradient vector field of f, denoted as grad f, is the collection
of all the pairs {a(™ < B(»+1} (n > 0) of the hyperedges in H such that f(8) < f(a).

Lemma 4.2. Let f be a discrete Morse function on H. Then grad f is a discrete gradient
vector field on H.

Proof. By Definition [I], to prove that grad f is a discrete gradient vector field on H, we

only need to prove that there is no nontrivial closed paths of the form

Oéén), én-i—l), agn), §n+1)’ agn)’ o ,Oég‘n), ﬁ£n+1)’ aE«Z.)l _ aén)

)

where for each 0 <4 < r, we have {az(-") < ﬁi(nﬂ)} € grad f, {agz)l < BZ-(HH)} € grad f and
a; # a;y1. Suppose to the contrary, there exists such a closed path. Then by Definition 20}

we have

F(Bi) < flay) and f(Bi) < flaiga).

This contradicts with Definition I3l Therefore, there is no such closed paths, which implies
that grad f is a discrete gradient vector field on H. O

Lemma 4.3. Let f be a discrete Morse function on H. Then for any n > 0 and any
o™ e M, the induced R-linear map R(grad f) of grad f is given as follows:

(i). If there exists ("D > o™ B € H, such that f(B) < f(a), then
R(grad f)(a) = — (08, ) B;
(i3). If there does not exist any B"+1) > o™ 3 € H, such that f(B) < f(a), then

R(grad f)(a) = 0.
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Proof. The lemma follows directly from Definition [T9l O

The next example shows that the discrete gradient vector fields of discrete Morse func-

tions on hypergraphs may not be semi-proper.

Example 4.4. Consider the hypergraph H and the discrete Morse function f given in
Example 510 Let grad f be the discrete gradient vector field of f. Then

(grad f)({vo}) = {wo,v1},
(grad f)({vo,v1}) = —{vo,v1,v2}.

Hence (grad f) o (grad f)({vo}) = —{wo,v1,v2} # 0.

Nevertheless, the next proposition shows that by imposing the condition (C) in Proposi-
tion [3IT)) on the hypergraphs, the discrete gradient vector fields of discrete Morse functions

must be proper.

Proposition 4.5. Let H be a hypergraph satisfying the condition (C) in Proposition [311l
Let f be a discrete Morse function on H. Then grad f is a proper discrete gradient vector
field.

Proof. Firstly, we prove that grad f is semi-proper. By Lemma[£.]] it is sufficient to prove
that

R(grad f) o R(grad f) = 0. (4.4)
The proof is similar with the proof of [9, Theorem 6.3 (1)]. Suppose v~V (™ € H and
R(grad f)(y"™Y) = o).

Then v»=Y < o and f(y(»~Y) > f(al™). Since H satisfies the condition (C), by
Proposition B.IT] we see that there does not exist any 5"+ € H such that a(® < g»+1
and f(B"*tY) < f(a™). Thus

R(grad f)(a™) =0,
which implies
R(grad f) o R(grad f)(v"~ ) = 0.

Therefore, we obtain ([44]).
Secondly, we prove that grad f is proper. Suppose to the contrary, grad f is not proper.
Then since grad f is semi-proper, it follows from Definition and Definition [I7 that at

least one of the followings is satisfied:

(a). There exist 7£n71), 75”71), a™ e H with y; # 2 such that

{1 <a} egrad f and {72 < a} € grad f;
(b). There exist 6§"+1),ﬁ§n+1), a™ e N with 8 # (2 such that
{a < pr1} €grad f and {a < B2} € grad f.

Equivalently, we can re-state (a) and (b) respectively as (a)’ and (b)’:
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(a)’. There exist fy§"_1), fyé"_l), a™ € H with 41 # 72 such that

R(grad f)(1{" V) = £a™  and  R(grad f)(1{" ") = £a(™.

(b)’. There exist ﬁ;nﬂ), énﬂ),a(") € H with 1 # B2 such that

R(grad f)(o(™) = 4"V and  R(grad f)(a(™) = £

Since R(grad f) is an R-linear map, we see that (b)’ is impossible. On the other hand, (a)’
implies that v; < « and f(a) < f(v;) for ¢ = 1,2. This contradicts that f is a discrete
Morse function on H. Therefore, grad f must be proper. O

4.3 Restrictions and Extensions of Discrete Gradient Vector Fields
Let H and H’ be two hypergraphs such that H' C H.

Lemma 4.6. Let V be a discrete gradient vector field on H'. Then V is also a discrete

gradient vector field on H.

Proof. Let V be a discrete gradient vector field on H’. We generalize the Hasse diagram
construction (cf. [I3l Section 6]) of simplicial complexes and apply a similar argument to

hypergraphs. Specifically,
e We construct a digraph Dy (resp. Dyy) as follows:

— THE VERTICES OF Dy, (RESP. Dy ): the vertices of Dy (resp. Dyy) are in 1-1
correspondence with the hyperedges of H (resp. H');

— THE DIRECTED EDGES OF Dy (RESP. Dy): for any hyperedges a and 8 of
H (resp. of H'), we assign a directed edge in Dy (resp. in Dy/) from S to «,
denoted as § — a, iff. o™ < g+ for some n > 0.

e We construct a digraph Dy v as follows:

— THE VERTICES OF D1y y: the vertices of Dy v are in 1-1 correspondence with
the hyperedges of H';

— THE DIRECTED EDGES OF Dy v: for any directed edge Bt — o™ in Dy,

x if {a(”),ﬁ("+1)} € V, then we reverse the direction of 5 — « in D3 and
obtain a new directed edge o — 3. We assign a — [ as a directed edge of
Dy v

s if {a(™ B+ ¢ V| then we assign 3 — « as a directed edge of Dy v.

e We construct a digraph Dy v as follows:

— THE VERTICES OF D4y v: the vertices of Dy v are in 1-1 correspondence with
the hyperedges of H;

— THE DIRECTED EDGES OF Dy v: Let E(—) denotes the set of directed edges
of a digraph and let
E(Dyy) = E(Dy v)U(E(Dy) \ E(Dy)). (4.5)

We notice that for any directed edge f — « in E(Dy) \ E(Dy), at least one of
a and f§ is not a vertex of Dy (otherwise the directed edge 8 — « would be in
E(Dy)). Hence the union in (@3] is a disjoint union.
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We note that the following two statements are equivalent:
(I). there is no non-trivial closed paths on H (resp. H’) of the form in Definition [TG

(IT). there is no non-trivial closed paths in the underlying graph of Dy v (resp. Dy )
of the form

oeé") (gn-i-l) agn)7 En-i—l), agn)7 . ,Ozgnn), ﬂ£n+1),a£721 _ agn)

) 3

such that for each 0 <4 < r, all of the three conditions are satisfied:

(). {a{™ < By eV,
(b). {al <"y eV,

(C). Q5 75 Q41

Since V is a discrete gradient vector field on H’, it follows from the definition that
there is no non-trivial closed paths on H’ of the form in Definition Thus there is no
non-trivial closed paths in the underlying graph of Dy v satisfying the conditions (a), (b)
and (c) in (II). By the construction of Dy v, it follows that there is no nontrivial closed
paths in the underlying graph of Dy v satisfying the conditions (a), (b) and (c) in (II) as
well. Consequently, there is no non-trivial closed paths on H of the form in Definition
Therefore, we have that V is a discrete gradient vector field on H. O

Remark 8: The last paragraph in proof of Lemma is a similar argument of [I3]
Theorem 6.2].

The next corollary follows from Lemma

Corollary 4.7. Let V be a proper discrete gradient vector field on H'. Then V is also a

proper discrete gradient vector field on H.

Proof. Let V be a proper discrete gradient vector field on #'. By Lemmal£.6, V is a discrete
gradient vector field on H. Since V is proper on H', each hyperedge of H' appears in at
most one pair in V. Let a € H. Then we have the following cases:

CAsSE 1: a ¢ H'.

Then o does not appear in any pair in V.

CASE 2: a e H'.

Then « appears in at most one pair in V.

Summarizing both cases, it follows that each hyperedge of H appears in at most one

pair in V. Hence V is proper on H as well. O
The next corollary is a consequence of Lemma

Corollary 4.8. Let V be a proper discrete gradient vector field on H. Then V extends to
a proper discrete gradient vector field V. on AH such that V |3=V and V |az\ = 0.

Proof. We substitute the pair H' C H of hypergraphs in Corollary 7 with the pair H C
A?H. Then from the proper discrete gradient vector field V on H we obtain a proper discrete
gradient vector field V on AH such that V [3=V and V |3, %= 0. O

Remark 9: In Corollary [£8] we use the following notations
o V|y=V for R(V) |g, )= R(V);

° V |A7—L\H: 0 for R(V) |R*(AH\H): 0.
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5 Discrete Morse Functions and Their Gradients on Hy-
pergraphs

Let H be a hypergraph. Let AH be the associated simplicial complex and 0H be the
lower-associated simplicial complex. Let f be a discrete Morse function on AH. Let f be
the restriction of f on H and S be the restriction of f on 6. Then f is a discrete Morse
function on H and f is a discrete Morse function on JH. In this section, we study the
discrete gradient vector field of f on A, the discrete gradient vector field of f on H, and
the discrete gradient vector field of f on dH.

5.1 Restrictions and Extensions of The Discrete Gradient Vector
Fields

Let H and H' be hypergraphs such that H' C H. Let f and f’ be discrete Morse functions
on ‘H and H' respectively such that f' = f |3;/. We consider the discrete gradient vector
fields grad f’ on H’' and grad f on H.

Lemma 5.1. Let w(H,H') be the canonical projection from R(H). to R(H'). sending an

R-linear combination of hyperedges

Z T;0; + Z YiTj

o, €H ,x; €ER TjE’H\’H/,ijR

to the R-linear combination of hyperedges

E ;0.

o, €H ,x;€ER

Then
R(grad f') = n(H,H') o R(grad f). (5.1)

Proof. Let o™, g(»+1) ¢ 3. We divide the proof into the following steps.
Step 1. Suppose «, 3 € H'. Then

R(grad f')(a) = — (983, a)3
if and only if both of the followings are satisfied:

o a<f

o [/(B) < fe)
if and only if both of the followings are satisfied:

o a<f

o f(B) < fle)
if and only if

R(grad f)(a) = —(08, a)B.
Step 2. Suppose a € H’. Then
R(grad f')(a) =0

if and only if there does not exist any 8 € H’ such that both of the followings are satisfied:
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o o< [
o f/(B) < fe)
if and only if there does not exist any 8 € H’ such that both of the followings are satisfied:
o a<f;
o f(B) < fle)
if and only if either of the followings is satisfied:
e there does not exist any v € H such that both of the followings are satisfied:
—a<;
= f(0) < fla)
o there exists v € H \ H' such that both of the followings are satisfied:
—a<;
= f(9) < f(a)
if and only if either of the followings is satisfied:
* R(grad f)(a) = 0;
e there exists v € H \ H' such that R(grad f)(«) = — (97, a)y.

Step 3. Suppose a € H'. Then either of the followings is satisfied:
* R(grad f')(e) = 0;
e R(grad f')(a) = —(98, ) for some 5 € H'.
Step 4. Suppose o € H'. We consider the following cases:
Cask 1. R(grad f')(«) = 0.
SUBCASE 1.1. R(grad f)(a) = 0.
Then R(grad f')(a) = n(H,H') o R(grad f)(a) = 0.
SUBCASE 1.2. R(grad f)(«) # 0.
Then by the last line in Step 2, we have that
R(grad f)(a) = —(97,a)y
for some v € H \ H'. Since
ﬂ-(Ha H/>(7<875 O‘>7> = 07
it follows that
m(H,H') o R(grad f)(a) = 0 = R(grad f') ().

CASE 2. R(grad f')(«) # 0.
Then by Step 3, we have that R(grad f')(a) = —(98, )8 for some 8 € H'. By Step 1,
we have

7(H,H') o R(grad f)(«) n(H,H')(—(9B,a)B)
= 7<8ﬂ,o¢>ﬂ

= R(grad f')(a).



Summarizing the cases, it follows that for any o € H' we always have
Rgrad f')(a) = 7(H, H') o R(grad f)(a).

Step 5. By the last line in Step 4 as well as the linear property of R(grad f), R(grad f’)
and m(H,H"), we obtain (B.]) and finish the proof. O

Let H be a hypergraph. The next proposition follows with the help of Corollary [£8]

Proposition 5.2. Suppose H is a hypergraph satisfying the condition (C) (cf. Proposi-
tion [F11)). Let g be a discrete Morse function on H. Then there exists a discrete Morse
function f on AH such that both of the followings are satisfied:

(i). grad f = grad g where f = f |3;
(ii). (grad f) [azn= 0.

Proof. Suppose H is a hypergraph satisfying the condition (C). Let g be a discrete Morse
function on H. Then by Definition [[4] Definition [[5land Proposition B.11] we have that for
any a € H, the conditions (A) and (B) in Lemma B.4] cannot both be true. It follows that
grad g is a proper discrete gradient vector field on H. By Corollary [£8] grad g extends to
a proper discrete gradient vector field grad g on AH such that

gradg 3= gradg
and
gradg [az\n=0.
By [13, Theorem 3.5], there exists a discrete Morse function f on A% such that
gradg = grad f.
Let f = f |3 be the restriction of f to H. Then
grad f = grad(f %) = (grad f) |n= gradg 3= gradg
and
grad f |z = grad g [as\ 2= 0.
We finish the proof. O

Remark 10: By Proposition [5.2] in order to study the discrete gradient vector fields
of discrete Morse functions on the hypergraphs satisfying the condition (C), it is
sufficient to study the discrete gradient vector fields of discrete Morse functions on
the associated simplicial complexes as well as the restrictions of the discrete gradient
vector fields to the hypergraphs.
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5.2 Discrete Gradient Vector Fields and Critical Hyperedges

By Corollary[3.3), we let f and [ be the discrete Morse functions on AH and dH respectively
such that f = f lsn- Let f = f |» be the discrete Morse function on . We consider the

discrete gradient vector fields
(i). V=grad f on H,
(ii). V = grad f on AH,
(iii). V

Let R(V), R(V) and R(V) be the R-linear maps induced by V, V and V respectively.

The next lemma follows.

= grad f on 0H.

Lemma 5.3. (i). R(V)o R(V)=0;
(ii). M(f,H)={oc € H|o ¢ Im(R(V)) and R(V)(c)=0};
(iii). #{y"D e 1 | R(V)(v* V) = +£a} < 1 for any o™ € H;

(iv). The following diagram commutes

Cn ((SH, R) inclusion R(H)n inclusion Cn (AH, R)
lR(Y) lR(V) lR(V)
w(H,0H) m(AH,H)

Ci1(6H; R) R(H)pns1 Crsr(AM; R).

Proof. The proofs of (i), (ii), (iii) are similar with the proofs of (1), (2), (3) of [9, Theo-
rem 6.3] respectively. The proof of (iv) follows from Lemma [5.11 O

With the help of Proposition and Lemma, [5.3] the next theorem follows.
Theorem 5.4. Let o € H. Then
o€ M(f,H)\ (M(f,AH)NH) (52)

if and only if one of the followings holds

(i). R(V)(c) = £n for somen € AH\H and R(V)(1) # +o for any T € AH;

(i). R(V)(o) = £n for somen € AH\H and there exists T € AH\H such that R(V)(1) =
+o;

(iii). R(V)(o) =0 and there exists T € AH \ H such that R(V)(t) = +o.

Proof. We divide the proof into the following four steps.
Step 1. Let 0 € H. We apply Lemma [5.3] (ii).

(a). By applying Lemma (ii) on f and AH, we have that
o€ M(f,AH)NH
if and only if both of the followings are satisfied:
e R(V)(o) =0;

e R(V)(7) # +o for any 7 € AH.
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By taking the contrapositive statement, we have that
od¢ M(f,AH)NH

if and only if either of the followings are satisfied:

o RT)(0) £0;
e there exists 7 € A such that R(V)(7) = +o.
(b). By applying Lemma [53] (ii) to f and H, we have that
o€ M(f,H)
if and only if both of the followings are satisfied:

e R(V)(o) =0;
o R(V)(1) # +o for any 7 € H.
Step 2. We apply Lemma B3] (iv).
(a). For any o € H we have that
R(V)(o)=0
if and only if
7(AH,H) o R(V)(c) =0

if and only if either of the followings are satisfied:

e R(V)(o) =0;
o R(V)(c) = +n for some n € AH \ H.

(b). For any 0,7 € H we have that
R(V)(r) # o
if and only if
7(AH,H) o R(V)(7) # +0o
if and only if
ROV)(7) # %0
if and only if either of the followings are satisfied:

o R(V)(r) =05
o R(V)(7) = 4n for some n € AH \ H.

Step 3. Summarizing Step 1 and Step 2, for any o € H we have that (5.2) holds if and
only if both of the followings are satisfied:

e o€ M(f,H);
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o o ¢ (M(f,AH)NH)
which happens if and only if both of the followings are satisfied:

e both of the followings are satisfied:

— either of the followings are satisfied:

x* R(V)(o) =0;
x R(V)(0) = %0 for some n € AH \ H;

— R(V)(7) # +o for any 7 € H;

e either of the followings are satisfied:

— R(V)(0) # 0;
— there exists 7 € AH such that R(V)(7) = +o.

Step 4. Let 0 € M(f,H)\ (M(f, AH) NH). We consider the following cases.

Case 1. R(V)(o) #0.

Then by line 9 in Step 3, we have that R(V)(c) = £n for some n € AH \ H. By the
last three lines in Step 3, we have the following subcases.

SUBCASE 1.1. For any 7 € AH, we always have R(V)(7) # +o.

Then we obtain Theorem [5.4] (i).

SUBCASE 1.2. There exists 7 € AH such that R(V)(7) = +o.

Then by line 10 of Step 3, we have 7 € AH \ H. Thus we obtain Theorem B4 (ii).

CasE 2. R(V)(o) = 0.

Then by the last line in Step 3, there exists 7 € AH such that R(V)(7) = +0. By line
10 in Step 3, we have 7 € AH \ H. We obtain Theorem [5.4] (iii).

Summarizing the above cases, we finish the proof. O

The next corollary is a consequence of Theorem .41

Corollary 5.5. Suppose R(V)(«) = R(V)(«) for o € H and R(V)(a) =0 for a € AH\H.
Then

M(f,H)=M(f,AH)NH.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove that there does not exist any o € H such that (5.2)) holds. Since
we assume R(V)(a) = R(V)(a) for a € H and R(V)(a) = 0 for « € AH \ H, it is direct
that there does not exist any o € H such that at least one of (i), (ii), or (iii) in Theorem 54

holds. Consequently, by Theorem [5.4] there does not exist any o € H satisfying (5.2). O
The next corollary follows from Proposition and Corollary

Corollary 5.6. Suppose H satisfies the condition (C) (cf. Proposition [311). Let g be a
discrete Morse function on H, f a discrete Morse function on AN given in Proposition[5.2,
and f = f |y. Then

M(g,H) = M(f,H) = M(f,AH)NH.
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Proof. By Proposition (i), we have grad f = gradg. Thus M(g,H) = M(f,H). By
Proposition [0.2] (i) and (ii), we have

R(grad f)(a) = R(grad f)(e)
for « € H and
R(gad f)(a) = 0

for & € AH \ ‘H. Thus by Corollary 5.5, we have M (f,H) = M(f, AH)NH. We finish the
proof. O

6 An Example

Example 6.1 (cf. Figure 2). Consider a hypergraph

H = {{vo}, {v1}, {v2}, {vs}, {vo, v1}, {vo, vs}, {v1,vs}, {vo, v1,v2}}
(i). The infimum chain complex is
Info(H) = R({vo},{vi},{v2}, {vs}),

Infl(H) = R({’UO,’UI}a{’UOa’U?)}a{UlaU?)})’
Infg(H) = 0

and the supremum chain complex is

Supg(H) = R({vo},{v1}, {v2}, {vs}),
Sup(H) = R({vo,v1},{vo,vs}, {v1,vs}, {v1,v2} — {wo, va}),
Supy(H) = R({vo,v1,v2}).

(i). By a direct calculation, the embedded homology is

Ho(H;R) = R®?, H{(H;R)=R, Hy(H;R)=0.

(iii). The associated simplicial complex AH is the simplicial complex obtained by adding

the 1-simplices
{UOa U2}7 {U17 UQ}
toH.
(iv). The lower-associated simplicial complex §H is the discrete set of the vertices {vg, v1, va, v3}.
(v). Let f be a discrete Morse function on AH given by
f({wo}) =1,
F{o1}) = F({v2}) = f({ws}) = 0,
F{vo,v1}) = F({vr, v2}) = fF({vr,03}) = 1,

F({wo,v2}) = fF({vo,v3}) = 2,
F({vo,v1,v2}) = 2.
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Then the set of the critical simplices of f in AH is
M(?a AH) = {{vl}a {UQ}a {U?’}a {’Uo, U3}a {vla U2}a {Ula U3}}‘
Let V = grad f be the discrete gradient vector field on AH. Then

V({vo}) = {vo, v1},
V({vo, v2}) = {vo, v1, v2},
V(o) =0 for any o € AH\ {{vo}, {vo,va}}.

(vi). Let f be the restriction of f on H. Then f is given by

f{vi}) = f({v2}) = f({vs}) = 0,
f({vo,v1}) = f({v1,v3}) = 1,
f({vo,vs}) =2,
f{wo,v1,v2}) = 2.

Moreover, the set of the critical hyperedges of f in H is

M(f, ") = {{v1},{va}, {vs}, {vo, vs}, {v1,v3}, {vo, v1,v2}}.

Let V = grad f be the discrete gradient vector field on H. Then

V({vo}) = {vo, v1},
V({vo, v2}) = {vo, v1,va},
V(o) =0 for any o € H\ {{vo}, {vo,va}}.

(vii). Let f be the restriction of f on 6H. Then f is given by

fuvod) =1, f({u}) = F{v2}) = f({vs}) = 0.

Moreover, the set of the critical simplices of f in 6H is

M(f,0H) = {{vo}, {v1},{v2}, {vs}}.
Let V = grad f be the discrete gradient vector field on 6H. Then

V({v})=0, i=0,1,2,3.

U3 Vo U3 Vo
H: \ AH and V:
V] § N V2 V1 U2

Figure 2: Example [G.11
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