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BIVARIANT OPERADIC CATEGORIES

MARTIN MARKL

ABSTRACT. We develop a self-dual, bivariant extension of the concept of an operadic category, its
associated operads and their algebras. Our new theory covers, besides all classical subjects, also
generalized traces and bivariant versions of Kapranov’s charades. It is, moreover, combinatorially
rich and aesthetically pleasing.
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INTRODUCTION

PERADIC categories, the related operads and their algebras were introduced in [4], cf. also
Section 1 of the freely available article [3]. Any operadic category 0 is, by definition,
equipped with the cardinality functor 0 17l sFSet to the skeletal category of finite sets. Each
morphism /2: S — T in 0 has n fibers Fi, ..., F, €0, n € N, where [n] :={1,..., n} is the cardinality
of the target T of h. We will express this fact by writing

(1a) F,...F, >S5 T

Operadic categories support operads. An 0-operad is a collection P = {P(T)} ¢ of objects of
some symmetric monoidal category V = (V, ®, 1), with the compositions

(1b) Yr:P(T)@P(F) & ®@P(F,) — P(S),
associated to each morphism h : S — T with fibers Fj, ..., F,, as in (1a).

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 18M85, 18M60; secondary 18D70.
Supported by the Institute of Mathematics, Czech Academy of Sciences (RVO 67985840), and Praemium
Academiea of Martin Markl.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.12963v1
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Finally, operads have algebras; a P-algebrais collection A = {A.}ccz,0) of objects of Vindexed
by the set 7((0) of connected components of 0, equipped with structure operations
(1c) ar:P(Me Q) A.— A¢n), T€0,

ces(T)

where s(T), the source of T, is the list of connected components of the fibers of the identity
morphism 17 : T — T, and where t(7T), the target of T, is the connected component of 0 to
which T belongs. The operations (Ib) and (1d) are, of course, subjects of appropriate axioms
cf. the first sections of [4] or [3]. The situation is captured by the triad

— :>‘ operadic categories

in which “A == B” must be read as “A is governed by B.”

The above concept, inspired by Batanin’s n-operads [2], covers, either as ‘operads’ or as their
‘algebras,’ the most common operad-like structures, such as the traditional operads, their vari-
ants such as cyclic or modular operads, and also diverse versions of PROPs such as wheeled
properads, dioperads, and even more exotic objects such as permutads and pre-permutads.
However, it is still not fully satisfactory for the following reasons. First, the sources and the tar-
get of a given T € 0 are objects of different types — while the sources very crucially use the fiber
structure of 0, the target does not refer to it at all. Second, each T has only one target, so the
‘operads’ of the theory cannot have operations with multiple outputs.

Our goal is to modify and extend the standard concept of an operadic category so that mor-
phisms will possess, along with the fibers as before, also the cofibers, so instead of (1a) we would
have something as

Fi,...F,>S—~T<D,...Dp.
The target of an object T will then be the list of connected components of the cofibers of the
identity 17: T — T. As expected, we define cofibers by dualization of the properties of the fibers.
We will also need suitable compatibilities between fibers and cofibers. The emerging self-dual
concepts of di- and bioperadic categories will be the main subjects of this article.

Let us point out some salient features of these two new concepts. While operadic categories
have operads, dioperadic categories also have cooperads and new types of ‘bimodules.” How-
ever, it turns out that to define algebras for operads, coalgebras for cooperads, and traces for
bimodules, one needs to impose some additional conditions. Bioperadic categories are de-
fined as dioperadic categories that satisfy them. The landscape is sketched in Figure 1;. In our
setup, traces are objects governed by bimodules in the same way that algebras are governed
by operads and coalgebras are governed by cooperads. The terminology is explained by Exam-
ples 16 .and b1. By Proposition 49, the bivariant concept presented here does indeed generalize
the theory of unital operadic categories, their operads and algebras, introduced in [4].

Abelian categories admit a bioperadic structure, given by the kernels and the cokernels, hav-
ing an interesting, unexpected property. This property is abstracted in Section 4 by the notion of
a bicharadic category. The roles of algebras are played by bicharades, which are bivariant gen-
eralizations of the (absolute) Kapranov’s charades [6, Definition 3.2]. The charadic structure of
determinants and Steinberg modules naturally extends to our bivariant concept.
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algebras, coalgebras, traces

ﬂ

‘ operads, cooperads, bimodules ‘ -~ ‘ operads, cooperads, bimodules ‘

| ﬂ

‘ dioperadic categories ‘ 0 ‘ bioperadic categories ‘

FIGURE 1. Dioperadic duad (left) and bioperadic triad (right).

The layout of the paper. The article opens with a short section dedicated to a certain property
of fibers in an operadic category, and the induced maps. The main body of the article then
contains two parallel parts. In Sections 2 and 8we focus on di- and bioperadic categories, whose
morphism have only one fiber and one cofiber. The general case is postponed to Sections §
and 6. The correspondence between the individual items is described in

unary - Secs. 2,3 | general - Secs. 5, §

Definition 9 Definition 33
Definition14 Definition 41
Definition17 Definition 45

Proposition 19 | Proposition 48
Definition 48
Definition 50

We have chosen this arrangement for expository reasons. While the unary, i.e. one fiber-one
cofiber case, exhibits all the salient features of these novel concepts, it avoids complications
caused by the complex combinatorics of multiple (co)fibers, and the associated numerological
conditions. We assumed that starting directly with the general case would make the article
unreadable; the daring reader may of course skip Sections 2 and 8. Between the two parallel
parts mentioned above we have inserted one section on bicharades, which are unary in nature.
In the brief epilogue, as an inspiration for future work, we propose possible modifications of
our setup.

Conventions. Given a category C, we denote by C' the opposite category, and by (=)' : ¢ — ¢T
the corresponding contravariant isomorphism. If the meaning is clear from the context, we
will abuse the notation and use the same symbols for the maps in C and their images in C'. By
7o (C) we denote the set of connected components of C and by 7¢(T) the connected component
to which an object T € C belongs. We will assume that the set of connected components of
categories considered here is small with respect to a sufficiently large surrounding universe. By
a luff (full read backwards) subcategory we mean a subcategory with the same objects as the
overcategory.
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4 M. MARKL

Unless otherwise noted, all operadic categories considered here are strict and nonunital. The
latter means that we do not assume the existence of the chosen local terminal objects and the
associated axioms in [4, page 1634]. The simplified axioms for unary, i.e. one-fiber, operadic
categories, sufficient for Sections 2-4, can be found in [5].

We use the definition of operads in which the components of the fibers act, unlike in [4, Def-
inition 1.11], from the right on the component of the target. Also, operads in this article act,
unlike in [4, Definition 1.11], on their algebras from the left. This convention is closer to the
traditional setup.

Finally, we denote by N the set of natural numbers including 0 and, for n € N, by Z,, the sym-
metric group on n elements. All algebraic objects will live in a symmetric monoidal category
V=(V,®,1).

Acknowledgment. I am indebted to the participants of my seminar held at the Mathematical
Institute in Prague, especially Michael Batanin and Dominik Trnka, for many useful suggestions
and comments. Last but not least, I would like to thank Jaroslav Vodrézka for taking me back 50
years in my memories.

1. PERFECT OPERADIC CATEGORIES

UR original definition of operadic categories [4, Section 1] required the existence of selected
local terminal objects and the corresponding axioms, i.e. the unitality. In the course of
working on [8], it became clear that without assuming the existence of local terminal objects,
the theory takes on an unexpected flexibility, including new examples. We also understood
that the unitality is a combination of two conditions of different characters — the left and the
right unitality:

Definition 1. Let 0 be an operadic category equipped with a family
2) {U:€0| cemp(0)}

of local terminal objects of cardinality [1], such that U, belongs to the connected component ¢
of 0. The category 0 is left unital if the fibers of the identity automorphism 1s: S — S belong to
the family (2) of the chosen local terminal objects, for each S € 0. The category 0 is right unital
if the fiber functor restricted to 0/ U, is the domain functor, for each c € 7((0). Finally, 0 is unital
if it is both left and right unital.

The property introduced in the following definition is automatically satisfied by unary op-
eradic categories.

Definition 2. To each operadic category 0 we associate a substructure Oz c 0 consisting of the
fibers of morphisms of 0 and of the induced morphisms between them. We say that 0 is perfect
if O is a subcategory of 0. We then call Of the fiber subcategory of 0.
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Definition 2 needs an explanation. Each chain S L 1L Rot morphisms of 0 induces, for
i €|R|, the diagram

h;
F G
v v
S— .7

in which F — G is the induced map between the ith fibers of gh and g, respectively. The per-
fectness of 0 means that the composite of induced morphisms is again an induced morphism.
The structure O is then an operadic subcategory of 0.

Proposition 3. Each right unital operadic category 0 is perfect, with O = 0.

The proof is obvious. Later we will see several perfect operadic categories that are not right
unital.

2. UNARY DIOPERADIC CATEGORIES

IN this section we propose a ‘self-dual closure’ of the notion of a unary operadic category; the
non-unary case will be addressed in Section b.

2.1. Unary operadic categories. By definition, the cardinality of each object of an unary op-
eradic category 0 is [1]. Morphisms thus have only one fiber, so (1) reduces to F> S L. T. The
unarity brings some simplifications to the axioms, which are in this simplified form presented
in [B, Section 1]. The fiber structure is in the unary case expressed by a single fiber functor
F:D(0) — 0, cf. [b, Definition 3], from the décalage

3) D) :=eeq0/c

of the category 0. The following proposition describes a particular kind of unary operadic cate-
gories. We will refer to it at several places later in this paper.

Proposition 4. Let 0 be a small category and r : 0 — 0 an endofunctor. The rule that defines the

fiber ofamap h:S — T in0 to be r(S), that is, r(S)> S LA T, and the induced map between its
fibers as hg :=r(h) in

@ ) = fr=r ()

gh\ i

converts 0 to a (nonunital) unary operadic category if and only if r is idempotent, i.e.r° =r.

[bioperad.tex] [February 21, 2024]
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Proof. The proposition can be proved by checking the axioms of an operadic category for the
fiber functor F := rdgy : D(0) — 0, with dy : D(0) — 0 the domain functor, but we offer a more
elegant approach. The décalage assembles to an endofunctor D : Cat — Cat on the category
of small categories, and the domain functor dg : D(0) — 0 gives rise to a natural transformation
d : D ~ Tcas. By [B, Corollary 7], the pair (D, u) with p:= D(d) : D? ~ D is a nonunital monad
in Cat. Proposition 8 loc. cit. then states that the algebras for this monad are unary (nonunital)
operadic categories.

A functor F: D(0) — 0 is thus the fiber functor of a unary operadic category if it is an algebra
for the nonunital monad (D, p), i.e. if FD(F) = Fu. In the particular case with g = D(d) and
F = rdj this leads to

(5) Tdo@(rdo) = Tdo@(do).

We notice that rdy = dgD(r) since d is a natural transformation, so the left hand side of (5)
equals doD (r)D(rdg) which in turn equals doD (%) D (rdp) by the functoriality of D. Using the
naturality of d again, we eventually rewrite the left hand side to r?dyD(dg) and conclude that (5)
is equivalent to

T‘ZdDD(do) = rd[)@(do).
Since the functor dgD(d ) : D?(0) — 0 is surjective on both the objects and the morphisms of 0,
the latter equation is satisfied if and only if r? = r. O

Example 5. Each category 0 admits the tautological unary operadic category structure given
by choosing, in Proposition 4, r to be the identity endofunctor 1g : 0 — 0. The result is the rule

S>S LA T, for each morphism of 0.

Example 6. In the presence of a collection () we have an important idempotent functor fea-
tured in Proposition ¥ defined by r(S) := U,, where U, is the chosen object in the connected

component 7y(S) of S€ 0. Therule U, > S 2 T thus makes 0 a unary operadic category.

Proposition 7. The category 0 with the operadic structure given by an idempotentr :0— 0 is left
unital, cf. Definitionl, if and only r : 0 — O is the identity endofunctor. It is right unital if and
only if the image of r : 0 — 0 consists of the chosen local terminals in (2). Therefore0 is unital if
and only if it is discrete, i.e. a small set.

We leave the proof of Proposition 7 as an exercise. Thus the only left unital unary operadic
categories produced by Proposition 4; are the tautological ones in Example 5, and the only right
unital are those in Example 6.

Example 8. Each unary operadic category with the structure given by an idempotent r in Propo-
sition 4, is perfect, with O the image of r. Indeed, the maps between the fibers are of the form
r(h) for a morphisms & of 0. Since

r(g)r(h) = r*(g)r*(h) = r(r(g)r(h),

the subclass of morphisms of that form is closed under composition. Another example of a per-
fect unary operadic category is the tautological operadic category J7A) generated by A, cf. [5,
Definition 9], with JTA) ¢ the décalage D(A) of the category A.

[February 21, 2024] [bioperad.tex]



BIVARIANT OPERADIC CATEGORIES 7

2.2. Unary dioperadic categories — definition and examples. We will consider triples Q,Qz,Qr
consisting of a unary operadic category Q; with the underlying category Q, together with a unary
operadic category Q with the underlying category the opposite category Q'. We will express this
situation by writing Q = (Qz,Qr). Amorphism h: S — T of Q has thus its fiber, say F, in Q; and its
cofiber, say D, which is the fiber of the map h': TT — S' in Qz. We will abbreviate this by

(6) F>S—h»T<D.

Definition 9. We say that Q = (Qz,Qr) as above is left dioperadic if Q; is perfect. In this case we
denote by Qr the fiber subcategory of Q;. Dually, Q is right dioperadic if Qp is perfect, with Q¢
denoting the fiber subcategory of Qg. Finally, Q is dioperadicifiit is both left and right dioperadic.

Convention. The rest of this and the following section will concentrate on the unary case, thus
all dioperadic categories and their variants will be unary without mentioning it.

Example 10. In Example 1.22 of [4] we discussed a unary operadic structure on the subcategory
Epi(A) of epimorphisms of an Abelian category A, with the kernels of maps as the fibers. Oper-
ads over Epi(A) were the (absolute) Kapranov’s charades [6, Definition 3.2]. In the present ex-
ample we consider the whole A, with the fiber-cofiber structure A = (A, Ag) given by the scheme

Ker(a) > X - Y < Coker(a)

where Ker(a) resp. Coker(a) is a chosen kernel resp. cokernel of a morphism a of A. Let us verify
that the above definition of fibers is functorial. To this end, consider the diagram

preXox oo -y
/N 5/
al 1 s x y
P h T
gh g
Z

in which X & § resp. Y <. T is the kernel of gh resp. the kernel of g. Since g(hx) = (gh)x=0
and since y is an equalizer of g and the null morphism, i.e. y = Eq(g,0), there exists a unique
hz : X — Y making the upper rectangle of the diagram commutative. The functoriality follows
from the uniqueness of this construction.

Let us compare the domain F’ of the kernel «” of h to the domain F” of the kernel x” of h.
Since h(xx") = y(hzx") = 0 and since k' = Eq(h,0), there exist a unique a : F’ — F’ making
the left square commutative. Since gh(x’) = g(hx’) = 0 and since x = Eq(gh,0), there exists
adiagonal map s: F' — X such that the lower right triangle in the left square commutes. Finally,
yhzs = (hx)s =x'h = 0 and, thus, hzs = 0 since y, as a kernel, is a monomorphism. So there
exists B : F' — F" making the upper left triangle commutative. Let us prove that @ and § are
mutual inverses. By the standard diagram chase

K'af=xx"f=sx=«x" and xx"Ba=xsa=«"a=xx".

[bioperad.tex] [February 21, 2024]



8 M. MARKL

Since both k" and xx” are monomorphisms, af = 1 and fa = T as claimed. The cofiber side
can be attended to by dualizing the above steps.

Notice that we did not actually prove that F’ = F as required by Axiom (iv) of an operadic
category, we only constructed a natural and canonical isomorphism F’ = F”. This indicates
that this example must be taken cum grano salis. However, in some concrete cases when A is
concrete (pardon the pun) and the kernels are actual set-theoretic preimages of 0, we indeed
have F' = F” as required.

If A is the category of finite dimensional vector spaces, which is the only case relevant to our
applications, we can take, as the cokernel of amap h: X — Y, the space (Ker(h* )) * i.e.thelinear
dual of the set-theoretic kernel of the dual map h* : Y* — X*. With this choice, the canonical
isomorphisms became equalities also on the cofiber side.

It is easy to see that Ay is unital, with the collection of units (2) formed by the null object
0, so Ar = Ay, cf. Example 8. Dually, Ag = Ac, so both A; and Ay are perfect, and A = (Af,AR)
is dioperadic. The fiber-cofiber structure of A has however a very specific, subtle additional
property which will be the topics of Subsection 4. We postpone further discussion of A to that
subsection.

Example 11. Let Set® be the category of small pointed sets. Define the fiber of amap S LT as
the preimage of the base point of T, and its cofiber as the complement of Im(/) in T with the
formally attached base point o, that is

F:={se S| h(s)=o} >8 - T« (T\Im(h)) L fo} =

The induced map hp : F — G between the fibers in the diagram of pointed sets

h
F775>G

S—>T

AN

is the restriction of h to F = {s € S| gh(s) = o}. The induced map
hR:H = (T\Im(g)u{o} — D= (S\Im(hg))L (o}
between the cofibers in the diagram

R
D<f——H

T<7S

AN

HR(s) = h(s), if h(s) ¢Im(hg), and
"o, if h(s) e Im(hg).

is given by

[February 21, 2024] [bioperad.tex]
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The dioperadicity of Set® = (Set},Set}) follows, as in Example 10, from the (co)unitality of
Set] resp. Setj,.

Example 12. Let C be a category and Arr(C) the category of arrows in C. Objects of Arr(C) are
morphisms of C and morphisms of Arr(C) are commutative squares in C. We can make Arr(C)
a dioperadic category by postulating that the fiber resp. the cofiber of a morphism S — T in
Arr(C) given by the pair (F, D) of morphisms of C as in:

a c
s |r
b d

is F resp. D interpreted as objects of Arr(C), that is

F

-

()

D

e

F
a a——¢ b
D.

| Mi—DMllm i

A simple calculation reveals that the fiber subcategory Arr(C) r consists of morphisms (7) with D
the identity map. In other words, Arr(C) ¢ is the décalage D(C) = [[.c¢ C/c, with the fiber diagram

F
a a——Db.
Fl > s\ /T
b c
Similarly, Arr(C)¢c = [.ec c/C. We see that here both Qr < Q; and Q¢ < Qg are proper subcate-
gories.

Example 13. Take in the previous example as C the chaotic category Chaos(€) on a set € of
‘colors.” The associated category of arrows will be the chaotic category generated by the symbols
% with a, b € €, and the fiber-cofiber diagrams

a._a c b
c®>b—da

It is the unary version of the category of €-bibouquets in Example 35.

2.3. Operads, cooperads and bimodules. The main definition of this subsection involves a
non-unital Qr-operad P = {P(T)} req, and a non-counital Qc-cooperad & = {&(T)} req, with the
(de)compositions

(8) Yr: P @PEF) — P(S) and 6, : &(T) — L(D) @ L(S)

given for any 1 : S — T in (§) belonging to Qr in the operad case, resp. to Q¢ in the cooperad
case. An explicit definition of non-unital operads over unary operadic categories can be found
in [5, Section 1], axioms of cooperads are the formal duals of the operad axioms. While operads
and cooperads use only a part of the structure of Q, namely the subcategories Qr and Qc¢, the
structure introduced below uses the entire dioperad structure.

[bioperad.tex] [February 21, 2024]



10 M. MARKL

Definition 14. Let Q = (Qz,Qr) be a dioperadic category, P a Qr-operad and £ a Q¢-cooperad. A
&-P-bimodule is a collection M = {IM(S)} seq of objects of V with an action

(9a) wp : M(T) ® P(F) — £(D) ® M(S)

defined for each h as in (§). We moreover require a compatibility between this action and the
(co)operad structures of P and £. Namely we require, for each diagram

hz

(9b) F>X Y
Il v v
Fr>S T< D
gh 8 gs
VZV
H R
N
H

in which h resp. g° are the induced maps between the (co)fibers, and where the equalities
F = F resp. H = H follow from the axioms of the operadic categories Q; resp. Qg, the commuta-
tivity of

®Yhy

1
(9¢) M(Z)®P(Y)®P(F)

M((Z) @ P(X)
-
wg®1 &(R) ® M(S)
l5gs®'|]
&(H) @ M(T) ® P(F) e $(H) ® &(D) ® M(S).

Notice that all objects and maps in (9¢) are defined, since F > X 12,y is a scheme in Qr and

D-2-R< Haschemein Qc.

Remark 15. Assume that the base monoidal category V is the category of vector spaces. The
linear dual of the Q¢-cooperad d; in Definition 14 is a Qc-operad R with the structure operations
Pn:R(S) ® R(D) — R(T) for h: S — T as in (). The action (94) induces an action

(10a) @y : R(D) @ M(T) ® P(F) — M(S)

and the commutativity of (9¢) implies the commutativity of

Pes®18Yny,
(10b) R(D) & RH) @ M(Z) 8 P(Y) & P(F) RR) e M(Z) ® P(X)
Temg®1 Dgh
R(D) @ M(T) ® P(F) O M(S).

[February 21, 2024] [bioperad.tex]



BIVARIANT OPERADIC CATEGORIES 11
For ¢ € P(F), w € P(Y), { e M(Z), n € R(H) and 6 € R(D) the commutativity of (105) means
(10¢) Dgh (pgs(é,n),(,yhz(w,q))) =0y (6,0,0,0,9),9).

One may wonder why we did not define bimodules using more conventional action (10a)
that avoids the use of cooperads. One of the reasons was that the linear dual of an operad need
not be a cooperad, and that the action (104) need not induce an action (94) unless R satisfies
appropriate finitarity assumptions. Our approach is therefore more general. The main reason
for out choice was however the manifest self-duality of Definition 14,

Example 16. Let V be, as in Remark 15, the category of vector spaces. For the terminal one-
object, one-morphism dioperadic category ®, Definition 14 leads to an associative algebra R,
a coassociative coalgebra C, a vector space M, and a linear map

(11) w:M®R— C® M.

The compatibility of w with the associative multiplication ¢ : R® R — R and the coassociative
comultiplication 6 : C — C ® C means the commutativity of the diagram

MeR®R —— MoR
lw

w1 CeoM
lé@ﬂ

CeMeR—2° - CeCe® M.

In the disguise of Remark 15 this structure appears as an L-R-bimodule M for associative
algebras L and R, with L the linear dual of C. Equation (10¢) in this setup yields

[(d'd"),m, ("D =[d,ld,m,b",b], d,a" €L, b',b'eR, meM,

where [-,—,—]: L® M ® R — M is the structure operation of the bimodule M. This explains the
terminology used in Definition 14.

3. UNARY BIOPERADIC CATEGORIES

IOPERADIC categories in Definition 83 are structures satisfying the smallest set of condi-
D tions that guarantee the existence of operads, cooperads and bimodules. In this section
we analyze when also the notions of the associated algebras, coalgebras and traces make sense.
To do this, we resume our quest for a ‘bivariant’ definition of algebras by analyzing the unary
version of [4, Definition 1.20].

3.1. Operad algebras revisited. Let 0 be a unary operadic category and PP an 0-operad with
structure operations as in (8). A P-algebra is ‘classically’ a collection A = {A¢}cex, () Of objects
of Vindexed by the set 74 (0) of connected components of 0, equipped with structure operations
that are the unary versions of (1g), i.e.

(12) ar P(T)® As(T) — At(T)y T €O,

[bioperad.tex] [February 21, 2024]



12 M. MARKL

where s(7T) is the connected component of the unique fiber U7 of the identity 17 : T — T, and
t(T) := mo(T) € m(0) is the connected component of T. The associativity of the actions (12)
requires that the diagram

(13) P(T) ® P(F) ® Aty e P(T) ® Agirry OBPAPN ® Ag(T)
7h®ﬂl LaT
P(S) ® As(r) FeS-loT Aun
@ ©,
P(S) ® Ags) “ Ags)

commutes foreach F> S LN T.

Let us explain the equalities in (13). Equality (D) follows from the equality Us = Ur in the
diagram

g
Ur>F F
Il v v
Ts
Us>S S

AN

which is the particular case of [5, equation (4)]. Equality 2) follows from the mere existence of
the map h: S — T that implies that S and T belong to the same component of 0. Similarly, (3)
follows from the existence of the induced map hr: F — Uy from the fiber of h: S — T to the

fiber of 17 : T — T in the diagram
h
F T
\ \

s _r
hk /1]]‘
T.
3.2. Unary bioperadic categories — definition and examples. Let us try to formulate a bivari-
ant definition of operad algebras, i.e. the one that uses the sources and the targets satisfying

Ur

(14) s(X) =t(X") and t(X) =s(X"), forany XeQ.

If Q = (Qz,Qg) is a (left or/and right) dioperadic category, the obvious choice is to define the
source s(X) resp. the target t(X) of X as the connected component of the fiber Uy, resp. cofiber
Cx, of the identity 1y : X — X, in shorthand

(15) Ux DXkX<1 Cx = s(X):=mo(Uy), t(X) :=mo(Cx).

Such a choice obviously fulfills the self-duality property (14).
[February 21, 2024] [bioperad.tex]
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Let Q be a dioperadic category. To each morphism 4 : S — T in (§) we associate its analysis,
which is the scheme

1
(16) Upr> F ! F < Cr
[ v v
Ts
Us> S S < Cg
h analysis h
1
Ur> T d T < Cr
A A l
1p
Up> D D« Cp

in which the two equalities follow from the axioms of operadic categories Q; and Q.

Consider again the associativity diagram (13) for 0 = Qr, but now with the sources and targets
defined in (15). Equality (D) is implied by the equality Ur = Uy in the upper left corner of (16).
Equality (2) however requires m(Cs) = mo(Ct) which need not hold in general. Equality (3),
i.e. Ayr) = Ag(1), is moreover of very different nature, since it refers both to the fiber and cofiber
structures of Q.

Definition 17 below formulates conditions assuring that diagram (13) and the similar dia-
grams for coalgebras and traces make sense. The notation refers to the analysis (16) of h: S — T.

Definition 17. A left bioperadic category is a left dioperadic category Q such that, for an arbitrary
morphism /: S — T in the fiber subcategory Qf,

(17a) Cr=Uy, and

(17b) Cs=Cr.

Dually, aright dioperadic category Q is right bioperadicif, for an arbitrary h : S — T in the cofiber
subcategory Qc,

(18a) Up=Cs, and

(18b) Ur = Us.

Finally, Q is bioperadic if it is both left and right dioperadic, and if (17d) and (18a) are fulfilled
for any morphism i: S — T of Q.

Observe that (174), with the sources and targets (15), implies t(F) = s(T), thus Agr) = A1) as
required in 3) of (13). Similarly, (17B) implies t(S) = t(T). Dually, (18&) implies s(D) = t(S) and
(18h) implies s(T) = s(S).

Remark 18. Let F > S 2 T< D be a morphism of a bioperadic category Q. The equalities
s(F) = s(S) resp. t(T) = t(D) always hold by the axioms of the operadic categories Q;, resp. Qg.
Combining them with (17H)-(184d) we conclude that, for & in the intersection Qr N Qc,

(19) t(S) =t(T) =t(D) =s(D) and s(S) =s(T) =s(F) =t(F).
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14 M. MARKL

Proposition 19. The inclusion of sets
(20a) {Ur | TeQpt c{Cr | TeQr} implying {s(T) | T €Qr} < {t(T) | T €Qr}

where, as before, Ut resp. Cr is the fiber resp. cofiber of the identity 17 : T — T, holds in any left
bioperadic category. Dually, the inclusion

(20b) {Ur 1 TeQcl2{Cr | Teqc} implying {s(T) | T €Qc} 2 {t(T) | T €Qc}
holds in any right bioperadic category. If Q is bioperadic, then
(20¢) {s(D) | Teq}={t(T) | TeQ} implying {s(T) | TeQ}={t(T)| TeQ}.

Thus the sets of the sources and the targets of a bioperadic category are the same.

Proof. Apply equality (17d) to h = 1, i.e. to the situation Ug> S % §<4Cs to obtain Us = Cy; for
S € Qp, which implies (20a). Similarly, (184d) gives Uc, = Cs for S € Q¢, which implies (20b). In a
bioperadic category, Us = Cy, and U, = Cs hold for any S € Q, which gives (200). O

Example 20. Any abelian category A with the dioperadic structure A = (A, Ag) in Example 10;is
bioperadic. Indeed, the kernels and cokernels of the identities equal the null object, thus (175)-
(1'84) are trivially fulfilled. The similar argument holds also for the category Set® with the diop-
eradic structure in Example 11..

Example 21. Let us come back to the arrow category Arr(C) from Example 12. For F > S X raD
given by the commutative square (%) we compute

c c b b
CF: iﬂc, UT= iﬂc, UD= i]]b and CSZ iﬂb,
c c b b
so both (17a) and (18a) is fulfilled by all morphisms. We moreover have
d a
Cr= ‘Lﬂd and Ug = iﬂa.
d a

Since b = d if h belongs to the fiber subcategory, (17h) is fulfilled; (18h) is fulfilled for the similar
reasons. The category Arr(C) is therefore bioperadic.

3.3. Algebras, coalgebras and traces. Assume that Q is left bioperadic, F € Qr an object of the
fiber subcategory, and Ur > FﬂF < Cg. Itis clear that Ur € QF, but we claim that Cr € Qf too.
Indeed, F is a fiber of a map, say F > ST, s0 Cp = Ur by (17a), while clearly Ur € Q.

Dually, if Q is right dioperadic and D € Q¢ an object of the cofiber subcategory, then both Up

and Cp in the diagram Up > DhD < Cp belong to Q¢. The structure maps ar and bp in the
following definition are therefore well-defined.

Definition 22. Let Q be aleft bioperadic category and P a Qr-operad. A P-algebrais a collection
A={A¢}cenyqp) Of objects of V together with structure operations

ar: P(F)® As(ry — Aur), FeQp,
[February 21, 2024] [bioperad.tex]



BIVARIANT OPERADIC CATEGORIES 15

where the sources and targets are as in (15), such that the diagram

(21a) P(T) @ P(F) ® Ay o P(T) ® Agirry a7y P(T) ® As(r)
Yhml [aT
P(S) ® Ag(r) FrS—%T Ay
axiom of Q A7H)
P(S) ® Ag(s) i Ag(s)

commutes for each F> S LA T in OF.
Dually, suppose that Q is right bioperadic and & a Q¢-cooperad. A d;-coalgebra is a collection
B = {B¢}¢eny(@qc) together with structure operations

bp : £(D) ® Bs(p) — Byp), D €Qc,

such that the diagram
e
(21b) &(D) ® &(S) ® Bg(s) —> &(D) ® Bys) 18 a'l) &(D) ® Bg(py)
]6h®ﬂ LbD
h
&(T) ® Bgs) S—T<D Byp)
(:_1;3_1;.) axiom of Qg
br
&(T) ® By By

commutes for each S A T<DinQc.

Definition 23. Let Q be a bioperadic category and M a £-P-bimodule as in Definition 44. An
M-trace consists of a P-algebra A and an ¢>-coalgebra B as above, together with structure oper-
ations

cr : M(T) ® Agcry — By, T€Q,

such that the diagram
(22) M(T) ® P(F) ® Ag(r) LN M(T) ® Ayry === M(T) ® Ag(T) . By
wh@ﬂt
&(D) 8 M(S) ® Ag(rr F>S-% T<D axiom of O
axiom of Qr,
(182
& (D) @ M(S) ® Ag(s) 4&(D) ® Bys)y === &(D) ® Bg(p) LN By(p)

commutes for each F> S LA T<DinQ.

Notice that diagrams 214),21b) and (22) make sense because we assumed (170)-(18a). T
punchline of our approach thus reads:

[bioperad.tex] [February 21, 2024]



16 M. MARKL

Bioperadic categories are dioperadic categories for which algebras over operads, coalgebras
over cooperads, and traces over bimodules could be defined.

Example 24. In the situation of Example 16, Definition 23 describes structures consisting of an
associative algebra R acting on a left module A, of a coassociative coalgebra C acting on a left
module B, and of a vector space M with an action ¢: M ® A — B. The commutativity of (22)
requires that

(23) c(me(ra) =) cayc(me®a), me M, reR, ac A,

with ¥ ¢q) ® m) € C ® M denoting the image of m ® r € M ® R under the structure map (11).

Equation (23) assumes a particularly nice form when the coalgebra C equals the ground
field k with the comultiplication given by the canonical isomorphism k—lk ® k and when B
bears the trivial k-action. Equation (23) in this case says that the map

®: M — Hom(A, B),

adjointto c: M® A — B, is amorphism of right R-modules. Here the R-module structure of M is
given by the action (11) after the identification k@ M = M, and the right R-action on Hom(A, B)
is induced by the left R-action on A in the usual manner. Less simple-minded examples can be
found in Examples 51, and 52 below.

4. BICHARADES

N this section we explore a particular property of the dioperadic category A introduced in Ex-
I ample10. As before we consider triples Q = (Q;, Qr) of a unary operadic category Q; with the
underlying category Q, together with a unary operadic category Qg whose underlying category
is the category QT opposite to Q.

Definition 25. A bicharadic category is a triple Q = (Qz,Qg) such that, in the situation described
by diagram (9B), the fiber Q of g is naturally isomorphic to the cofiber U of h,. We moreover
require that each isomorphisms s: §' — §” and ¢: T' — T" in the commutative square

(24) FosS—".1ap
| |

Sl Sl = = l t I ts

PY// > SU h” T” 4 -DV//

induce functorial isomorphisms s, : ' — F" and t; : D' — D" such that s, for ¢ = 1resp. t; for
s = Tequals the induced map between the fibers in Q;, resp. Qg.
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BIVARIANT OPERADIC CATEGORIES 17

A strict bicharadic category is a triple Q = (Qz,Qg) such that the fiber of gs in diagram (9B)
equals the cofiber of /7 in the same diagram, so that we have

hz
Fr> X Y< =
Il v vV V
F>S T< D
gh g gs
VZV
H R
N\ v
H

The naturality of the isomorphism between the fiber Q and the cofiber U required in Defini-
tion 25 refers to commutative diagrams of the form

TH

For such a diagram denote by U’ the cofiber of the induced map h', between the fibers of g'h’
and g’, and by Q' the fiber of the induced map g’s between the cofiber of 4’ and the cofiber
of g'h'. Let 0" and Q" have the similar meanings, so that, in the notation parallel to (91),
h/
X2y a0 oD £ R X 22 v a G and Qs D" ES R,
The commutative triangle of the induced maps between fibers induces the map u : 0’ — 0" in

X

Ul __Z UII
V \
Yll

Ny

Similarly, we construct a map ul‘?e : Q' — Q. The naturality is expressed by the commutativity of

X
U 5
p/ l E S E l p//
Q' Ur Q"

where p': U0’ — Q' and p” : 0" — Q" are the isomorphism required in Definition 25,
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18 M. MARKL

Strict bicharadic categories seem to be rare. For instance, the arrow category Arr(C) of Ex-
ample 12 is strict bicharadic only if C has one object, i.e. when it is an associative monoid.
The following proposition however shows that some abelian categories produce (non-strict)
bicharadic categories.

Proposition 26. Assume that A is the abelian category R-Mod of modules over a ring R. Then A
with the fiber-cofiber structure of Example [( is bicharadic.

Proof. Assume that the fibers and cofibers are given by the standard kernels and cokernels in
the category of modules, that is

K Z
er(g) and Ker(g®) = Ker il

Coker(hz) = m Im(h) Im(gh)

where the map [g] takes the equivalence class of ¢ € T to the equivalence class of g(¢) € Z.
Define p : Coker(h,) — Ker(g®) as the map induced by the inclusion Ker(g) — T.

Let us prove that p is injective. Given an equivalence class [k] € Coker(hz) of some k € Ker(g),
p([k]) = 0 means k € Im(h), so k € Im(h) NnKer(g) thus [k] = 0 in Coker(hyz). To prove that p is
surjective, consider the class [¢] € T mod Im(h) of some t € T. Such [¢] belongs to Ker([g]) if
g(t) = gh(s) for some s € S. If this happens, we replace by ¢’ := t — h(s) which is the same mod
Im(h) on one hand, and which belongs to Ker(g) in the one hand. We conclude that [¢] = [¢'] €
Im(p).

The naturality of p : Coker(h) — Ker(g5) follows from the universality of the objects featured
in the proof. The existence of functorial induced maps in (24) is obvious. U

A natural morphism p : Coker(hy) — Ker(g>) exists in an arbitrary Abelian category. It is
induced by the composition 6 := Ker(g) — T — Coker(h) in the diagram

(25) Ker(gh) — Ker(g) —= Coker(hy)
Ker(g®)
. I
S T Coker(h)
S
gh ¢ ¢
V4 Coker(gh)

We were however unable to construct an inverse of p, though the full power of the axioms of
Abelian categories [7, IX.§2] might provide it.

If A is small, we can follow a suggestion of M. Batanin, invoke Mitchell’s full imbedding the-
orem [13, Theorem 4.4] and apply a fully faithful exact functor F : A — R-Mod on the diagram
in (25). We will get a similar diagram in the category of R-modules in which R(p) is an isomor-
phism. Since F is full and faithful, p must be an isomorphism too. However, the only Abelian
category we will use will be the category of finite dimensional vector spaces, so the current for-
mulation of Proposition 2§ is sufficient.
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Example 27. Let us return to the category Set° of pointed small sets with the dioperadic struc-
ture of Example 11, For the diagram

(26) {u, 0} ——— {x,y,0}
{v,0}

with h(u) 1=y, g(x) = g(y) := v, themap p : U — Q is the inclusion {o} < {x, o} of a proper subset,
not an isomorphism.

This illustrates the importance of linearity for bicharades: g(x) = g(y) does notimply that the
(nonexistent) difference x — y belongs to the ‘kernel’ of g. Let us compare that to the linearized
version of (26)

Span{h}
Span{u} —— Spanix, y}

Spa;;;;?\\\ ,//?i;;;g}
Span{v}
with Span{h}(u) := y, Span{g}(x) = Span{g}(y) := v. Then U = Span{x -y}, Q = Span{x} and
p : U — Qis the isomorphism given by p(x — y) := x.

Bicharadic categories admit the following bivariant version of Kapranov’s charades [6, Defi-
nition 3.2].

Definition 28. Let Q be a bicharadic category. A Q-bicharade is a functor Ch : Iso(Q) — V from
the luff subcategory of isomorphisms of Q to the base monoidal category V, with an action

xXn:Ch(T)® Ch(F) — Ch(D)® Ch(S)

defined for each morphism F > S 2. 14D, compatible with the isomorphisms (24) in the
sense that the induced diagram
(27a) Ch(T")® Ch(F") —— Ch(D")® Ch(S"
Gh(t)@@h(s,)l l@h(tsm@h(s)
Gh(T")@Gh(F") Gh(D")@Gh(S”)

commutes. We also require the commutativity of

(27b) Ch(Z2)®Ch(Y)®Ch(F) Gh(Z)@Gh(U)@Gh(X) Gh(Z)@Gh(X)@Gh(U)
Xg@ﬂl
Ch(H)®Ch(T)®Ch(F) Xen®Ch(p)

1]®7(hl
xX.,s®1
Ch(H)®Ch(D)eCh(S) ——— Ch(R)®ChQ®CAS) T2 eh(R)®Ch(S)©Ch(Q)

for each diagram (9b) and the isomorphism p : U — Q assumed in Definition 25,
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Example 29. The terminal category © is strict bicharadic. A ©-bicharade is an object B € V with
amorphism E: B® B — B® B such that

(I E)EeN=(EeN(Teo)(EeN(Ieo)(1e L)

where 0 : B® B — B ® B is the symmetry. We have no idea where to place this object.

Example 30. The arrow category Arr(M) of an associative monoid M considered as a category
with one object is strict bicharadic. An Arr(M)-bicharade is a collection B = {B(a)}4en of ob-
jects of V with structure operations B(a)®B(b) — B(c)®B(d) specified for any a, b, ¢,d € M with
ab = cd. An interested reader can easily figure out what diagram (27b) requires in this case. We
have no idea what kind of object we described.

Example 31. We will show that the determinant, i.e. the top exterior power, is a bicharade over
the abelian category fdVec of finite-dimensional vector spaces with the fiber-cofiber structure

of Example 10, cf. Proposition 28. First of all, it is clear that any isomorphism @ : §’ = §"in
fdVec induces a natural isomorphism

(28a) det(®) : det(S') — det(S")

of determinants. We will also use the fact that any short exact sequence S” — S — S’ in fdVec
induces a natural isomorphism

(28b) det(S") ® det(S") — det(S),
cf. [6, pages 122-123]. In particular, we have natural a isomorphism
(28¢) det(S'® S") = det(S') ® det(S")

relatedto " — S"& S — §'.

An arbitrary diagram Ker(h) — S LI N Coker(h) in fdVec extends to the exact sequence at
the bottom of the diagram

h
(29) F:=Ker(h) —— § @ T — D =: Coker(h)
which gives rise to two isomorphism as in (280), namely
*h: det (Im(h)) ® det(F) — det(S) and k' : det(D) ® det (Im(h)) — det(T).
We then define
(30) xn:det(T) ® det(F) — det(D) ® det(S)
via the span of isomorphisms

det(D) ® det(Im(h)) ® det(F)
h*®1 1®°h

=
=

det(T) ® det(F) det(D) ® det(S).

1l
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FIGURE 2. The standard form of S LA T8 2.

We claim that the isomorphisms (28a) together with structure operations (30) make the col-
lection det = {det(S)}sezqvec @ fdVec-bicharade. While the commutativity of (274) is immediate,
the commutativity of (27b) requires some attention.

By elementary linear algebra, each diagram S LTt zis isomorphic, in the category of
diagrams, to the ‘standard’ diagram with

(31) S=aefey, T=poyopey and Z=y®@ec¢
for some a, 8,7, ¢, v, ¢ € £dVec such that
h(a) =0, hlgey = Tpey, 8B Y) =0 and glysp = Tyap,

cf. the schematic Figure 2. For the vector spaces in (270) we have, besides (81)), canonical iso-
morphisms

X=aef, Y=Eyey, F=a, O=Q=y, H=¢, D=¢poy and R=¢ac.
Using the above isomorphisms we conclude that the spaces at the boundary of the diagram
ZeYe®F ZeUe X ZeXeOU

e

HoeToF<~—aofoyeopeyec

HeoDeS RoQeS RoeSeQ
are canonically isomorphic to the space in the center, so that the triangles and thus also the
boundary rectangle commutes. Applying det(—) on the boundary rectangle and invoking the
iterated (28¢) we verify the commutativity of

det(Z) ® det(Y) ® det(F) =<— det(Z) ® det(U) ® det(X) ~— det(Z) ® det(X) ® det(V)

|

det(H) ® det(T) ® det(F)

|

det(H) ® det(D) ® det(S) =—— det(R) ® det(Q)) ® det(S) =—— det(R) ® det(S) ® det(QQ)
[bioperad.tex] [February 21, 2024]



22 M. MARKL

which is (27b) for the determinant.

This proves the commutativity of (27h) for diagrams S 2 17 £ Z in the standard form. Since
the isomorphism

/ !
S'LT'LZ’

=) =) =

"
SII h TH g le

of diagrams induces compatible isomorphisms of the objects featured in (9b), and since each
diagram S Lt zis isomorphic to a diagram in the standard form, this establishes the com-
mutativity of (27H) for an arbitrary diagram by (274d). We believe there is a smarter proof not
using the standard forms, but we have not been able to find it.

Example 32. In this example we use the material of [, §3.3]. Let fdVec/F denote the category
of finite-dimensional vector spaces over a finite field F. The Tits building of an n-dimensional
vector space S € fdVec/F is the simplicial set B.(S) whose m-simplices are flags of subspaces
Soc--- < S, < S such that either Sy # {0} or S;;, # S. It is known that the homology H;(B.(S); k)
with coefficients in a field k is zero for i # 0, n—1. The space St(S) := H,—1(B.(S); k) is the Stein-
berg module of S.

Trustingin [6, page 132], each short exact sequence S’ — S — §” in fdVec/F induces a natural
map

Msissr: SI(S,) ® SI(S”) — St(S).

Mimicking the methods of Example 31, we get, for each morphism 4 as in (29), the span

St(D) ® St(Im(h)) ® St(F)

/y %

St(T) ® St(F) St(D) ® St(S).

Since neither *h nor h° are isomorphisms in general, the above diagrams interpreted as opera-
tions

Xn:St(T) ® St(F) — St(D) ® St(S)

can make St = {St(S)}setavec/F Only a fdVec/F-bicharade in the category of spans in fdVec.

5. GENERAL DIOPERADIC CATEGORIES

E focus again on a pair Q = (Qz, Qg) of two operadic categories such that Q is the underlying
W category of Q;, and the underlying category of Qy is the opposite category Q. If both
Qr and Qg are unary, we are in the context of Definition §. Although the structures discussed
below are straightforward generalizations of the corresponding ones in Section 2, several new
important examples will occur.
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5.1. Dioperadic categories — definition and examples. Recall from [4, page 1623] that each
operadic category comes with a cardinality functor |- | to the skeletal category sFSet of finite
sets. Objects of sFSet are linearly ordered sets [n] := {1,...,n}, n € N, and morphisms are ar-
bitrary maps between these sets. In the above situation we thus have two cardinality functors,
|-1, :Q — sFSet and |- |g : Q — sFSet, given by the operadic structures of Q; and Qg, which
together form the bicardinality functor

I - | :Q— sFSet x sFSet.
The latter category will be used so often that we introduce a condensed notation

:Slgggg = sFSet x sFSet'.

The objects of gg%ﬁg are pairs ([m], [n]) of finite ordinals; we will sometimes use the shorter
notation (m, n) instead of ([m], [n]).

Assuming ||S]| = (a,m) and | T || = (n, b), a morphism h : S — T of Q has n fibers F; and m
cofibers Dj, i € [n], j € [m], which we express by

(32) F,...F,>S—~T<Dy,...D,

We will sometimes denote the ith fiber F; of h in Qg by IS 1(z) and the ]th coﬁber Djof h, i.e.

the jth fiber of ' in Qg, by - 1(j). We emphasize that here neither T or I are actual maps,
the arrows only distinguish between fibers and cofibers.

Definition 33. We say that Q = (Qz,Qg) is left dioperadic if Q; is perfect. Dually, Q is right diop-
eradic if Qg is perfect. Finally, Q is dioperadic if both Q; and Qg are perfect. As in the unary case,
we denote by Qr resp. Q¢ the fiber, resp. the cofiber subcategory.

Example 34. The archetype of a dioperadic category is ggggg itself, with the identity automor-
phism playing the role of the bicardinality. A morphism ¢ : (a, m) — (n,b) is a pair ¢ = (¢, @)
of arbitrary maps ¢ : [a]l — [n] and @ : [b] — [m] of finite sets. The ith fiber of ¢ is the pair
(¢7'(),1) and the jth cofiber the pair (1,9 ' (j)), for i € [n], j € [m]. Here ¢ (i) is the ith
fiber of the map ¢ : [a] — [n] in sFSet defined, as in [4, Section 1], to be the pullback of ¢
along the map [1] — [n] which picks up i € [n]:

(33) ) ————1al
N
1 —=1 [n.

The fiber @’_1 (i) is unique by the skeletality of sFSet. The expression 2?_1 (j) has the obvious
similar meaning. It is easy to verify that

(34) (ggggg)F = (ggggg)c = sFSet.

Example 35. The subtle combinatorics of dioperadic categories is nicely illustrated by the cat-
egory BBq(€) of bibouquets, which is a ‘colored’ version of the dioperadic category ggggg and
simultaneously a bivariant version of the operadic category of €-bouquets in [4, Example 1.7].
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Given a set of ‘colors’ €, a €-bibouquet is a pair of maps B = (f,¢) : [n] x [m] = €x €, n,meN,
represented by the ‘fraction’

u]_,...,un

(35) Uly..., Um

, wi= P, vi:=¢d(j), i€lnl, jelm],

of ordered lists of colors. The biarity of B is (m,n). The symbol in (35) can be visualized as
a directed corolla with m inputs labelled vy,..., v;, and n outputs labelled u;,..., u,, asin

u ux us ... Un
septum mutpas
V1 23 " Um

Let B'= (f',¢’) : [al x [m] — €x € and B” = (8",¢") : [n] x [b] — € x € be bibouquets. Mor-
phisms @ : B’ — B" are arbitrary maps ¢ = (¢, ¢) : (a, m) — (n,b) in ggggg The ith fiber of ®
is the bibouquet

E_I(i) = (f'1;,1—g@): $ lx]—Cx¢ ielnl
where I; is the upper horizontal morphism in (33). The cofibers are defined similarly. For ex-
ample, for ¢ = (¢, @) : (4,3) — (2,3) given by
PM=9B):=2, QR =¢@:=1, p(1):=3, 9(2) = p@3):=2,
the fiber-cofiber diagram reads

1ol Il [ R A "1 ! / /
Uy, Uy Uy, Ug U, Uy, Uz, Uy, (0] up,u, Uy U, Vg

1A ) 1A ! ! ! I 1A 1A ) 1A [/A] -
u, u, V), Uy, Vg v, Uy, Uy @ Uy, Uy " V)

The fiber subcategory BBq(&)  consists of bibouquets of the form B = (8,¢) : [n] x [1] = €xC,
n € N. Notice that ¢ just picks an element of €, the ‘root color’ of B. The maps of bibouquets
B’ — B" in BBq(?) ; whose root colors coincide are arbitrary maps of BBq(¢), otherwise there is
no map between B’ and B”. We recognize BBq(€)  as the operadic category Bq(€) of €-bouquets
from [4, Example 1.7], with the maps existing only between ‘flowers’
Ur us

ul . un

with identical pots. The cofiber category BBq(¢) is isomorphic to Bq(&) too. Notice that the
fiber subcategory BBq(&) . is the proper subcategory of the full subcategory of BBq(<) of objects
of bicardinalities (n,1), n € N, and that BBq(€) is not the product BBq(&) ; x BBq(Q)}.
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Example 36. Let 0 be a right unital operadic category with a family of local terminal objects (2).
Then 0 = (0;,0r), with Oy := 0 and O the unary operadic category of Example §, is dioperadic.
Indeed, 0; is right unital, thus perfect by Proposition 3, with Or = 0. By Example 8, also O is
perfect, with O the discrete category with objects Uy, ¢ € my(0).

Example 37 (due to M. Batanin). Let 0 be a perfect operadic category. Consider 0 = (07,0g)
with 0; := 0 and O the category opposite to the underlying category of 0, with the cardinality
defined by | T|g := [0] for each T. Then 0 is dioperadic, with Or = 0 and O¢ the empty category.

Example 38. The décalage D(C) of a category C is a unital operadic category. The construction
of Example 38 leads to the dioperadic category D(A) with D(A)r = D(C) and D(A)¢ = Cgisc, the
discrete category with objects of C.

5.2. Operads, cooperads and bimodules. This subsection contains generalizations of the no-
tions introduced in Subsection 2.3. The only, but essential, conceptual difference is that the
translation of Definition 14 to the form in Example 15 does not make much sense if objects of
cardinalities different from [1] occur, cf. Remark #2 below.

Definition 39. A Q-operad over a left dioperadic category Q is a collection P = {P(T)} req, of
objects of a symmetric monoidal category V, with structure operations

(36a) Yn:P(T)@P(F)) ®---®P(F,) — P(S),

specified for an arbitrary morphism Fi,...,F, > S " Tin Qr, and satisfying the associativity
axiom in item (i) of [4, Definition 1.11].

Dually, a Q-cooperad over a right dioperadic category Q is a collection &> = {€(T)} req,. of ob-
jects of V with structure operations

(36b) Op: (1) — &(D1) @@L (D) ® &5(S)

that are given for any morphism S T4 Dy,..., Dy, in Qc, and that satisfy the obvious dual
form of the associativity diagram in item (i) of [4, Definition 1.11].

Example 40 (due to M. Batanin). The ‘dioperadic envelope’ 0 — 0 constructed in Example 37
defines a full and faithful embedding of the category of perfect operadic categories to the cat-
egory of dioperadic categories. The category of Og-operads is isomorphic to the category of
0-operads.

Inspired by the shorthand used in [4, Definition 1.1] we introduce, for h: S — T as in (82) and
a Q-operad P over a left dioperadic category Q, the notation
(37a) Ph):=P(F))®---@P(Fy).
If Q is right dioperadic and d; a Q-cooperad, we similarly denote
(37b) &(h) :=d(D1) ® -+ (D).
With this shorthand, the operations in (36d) and (86h) assume a nice concise form
Yr:P(T)®P(h) — P(S) and 6 : LH(T) — L(h) @ L(S).
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FIGURE 3. The structure of a bimodule. The rectangles represent the corre-
sponding pieces of the bimodule, the triangles the corresponding pieces of the
operad and the cooperad. The equalitiesa =a; +---+a,and b=b; +---+ by,
following from the axioms of the operadic categories Q; and Qg are assumed.

Definition 41. Let Q be a dioperadic category, P a Qg-operad and 4 a Q¢c-cooperad. A 4-P-
bimodule is a collection M = {M(S)}sey of objects of V with structure morphisms

(38) wp: M(T)@P(F)®---®P(F,) — &£(D1) ®---@dL(Dpy) @ M(S)

given for each Fy,...,F, >Sﬁ> T< Dy,...,Dy,.

We moreover require a compatibility between this action and the (co)operad structures of P
and &. Namely, let
h

N4

be a commutative diagram in Q. Both g and gh have a := |Z]|; fibers; denote by h;,..., h,
the maps between them induced by h. Likewise i and gh have b := |S|g cofibers; denote by
g',..., g" the maps between them induced by g. We demand the commutativity of the diagram

S

1]®Yh1®"'®7’ha

M(Z)@P(g)®P(hy)®---®P(hy) M(Z)eP(gh)
-
wg®1 &(gh) @ M(S)

l6g1®---®6gb®1]
&(g) @ M(T) ® P(h) e Lghe-odg)edh) eM(S)

which uses the shorthand (87a)-B70) and implicitly assumes the equality of the set of the
(co)fibers of a map and the set of the (co)fibers of the induced map between these (co)fibers
required by Axiom (iv) of the definition of an operadic category in [4, page 1634]. The structure
morphism (38) is symbolized by the ‘flow diagram’ in Figure 3.
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f L

[ L,

FIGURE 4. An attempt to rewrite bimodule action (38).

Remark 42. Assume, as in Example 15, that the base monoidal category V is the category of
vector spaces and try to rewrite the bimodule action (38) to the form (10d), with R the linear
dual of &. Instead of the diagram in Figure 8, we obtain a structure sketched in Figure 4, where
the row of triangles on the left symbolizes the spaces R(Dy),...,R(D;,). The bicardinality of the
the left figureis (a; +--- + ap, by +--- + by,), while the bicardinality of S is (a, m). The map ® may
exist only if the respective cardinalities agree, i.e. if

(39) a+---+ay,=a and by +---+ b, = m.

The first equality follows from the axioms of the operadic category Q;. But there is no reason
why the second equation should hold, unless we assume that b; = 1 for all j, which brings
us back to the unary case. Furthermore, equations (39) are not self dual. However, the struc-
tures like the one in Figure 4 make sense in the context of the ‘contramodules’ discussed in the
Epilogue.

Example 43. The category ggggg is the terminal dioperadic category. Since the fiber subcat-
egory of ggggg is sFSet, cf. (34), gg%ﬁg—operads are the same as sFSet-operads, which are,
by [4, Example 1.15], the most classical - (aka symmetric) operads of V.A. Artamonov [1}] in
1969, i.e. collections P = {P(n)},en of Z-modules in V with structure operations

Pm)ePk) @ - @Plky) — Plhky+---+ky),

that are given for any n, k1, ..., k, € N and that satisfy the standard associativity and equivari-
ance axioms [10, Definition 1]. Dually, §§§§E -cooperads are X-cooperads with structure oper-
ations
Sh+-+ 1) — L)@ Llm) @ H(m),

given for any m, [y, ..., l,;; € N and satisfying the formal duals of the operad axioms.

Finally, &-P-bimodules are bicollections M = {M(n, m)},,men such that each M(n, m) is a
2 m-Zn-bimodule in V, with structure operations

M, L+ +1)@Pk)®---®P(ky) — &£() @ - L (L) ®M(ky + -+ + ki, m)

defined for any n, m, ky,..., kn, 1,...,l, € N. We are however not going to write the bimodule
axioms explicitly here since they can be obtained easily by expanding the definition. Operads,
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cooperads and bimodules over the dioperadic category BBq(€) of €-bibouquets introduced in
Example 85 are the €-colored extensions of the above objects.

There are important particular cases of &-P-bimodules with M(n, m) = 0 whenever m # 0.
With M(n) := M(n,0) for n € N, the structure operations

M(I’l)@?(kl) ®®ﬂ)(kn) _’M(kl ++kn)

are that of a right P-module in the sense of [9, page 1476], cf. also [11, Definition 2.2]. In this
particular case the cooperad 4, does not enter the picture at all, since there are no cofibers.
&-P-bimodules thus generalize the ‘classical’ right operadic modules which capture e.g. the
structure of the compactification of the moduli space of points in a manifold [8, Proposition 6.4].
Example 44. The dioperadic category §§§§E has a dioperadic subcategory gAISIé 1= Agig % Allg,
where A, is the category of finite ordinals, including the empty one. The related objects,
i.e. operads, cooperads and bimodules, are non-Z versions of the corresponding objects in Ex-
ample 43.

6. GENERAL BIOPERADIC CATEGORIES

THE aim of this section is to generalize the material of Section 3 to categories with objects of
arbitrary bicardinality. The analysis of the morphism (82) now consists of the schemes

Ir,

(40) F; F; < CL,...,Cp®
v \
1
Ul...u¢ > S . S < C,....cr
h analysis h
1
Ul,..ur>T d T < Ch,...ch
A A
Ip.
1 |DjlL J
UDj""’UDj [>Dj Dj

given for each i € [n], j € [m].

6.1. Operad algebras and coalgebras revisited. We follow the principle formulated after Def-
inition 23 and try to define P-algebras, {-coalgebras and M-traces for general dioperadic cat-
egories. Guided by our philosophy, the source s(X) of an object X € Q must be the list of con-
nected components of the fibers of 1y : X — X and, similarly, the target t(X) the list of con-
nected components of the cofibers. That is, in the situation

UL, Ul b XX X<aCk...,Cl IX] = (n,m)
we shall define
(41) s = {moUL) [1<i<n} and t(X):={m(CL) 1< j<m}.
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For a collection C = {C¢}¢en, @ Of objects of the base monoidal category V parametrized by
the connected components of Q we will abbreviate

42) Cs(X) = ® CC and Ct(X) = ® CC.
ces(X) cet(X)
The non-unary version of the associativity (21a) of a P-operad action would require, for each

F,...,F,>S LA T in the fiber subcategory Qr < Q;, isomorphisms

(43a) Ayt = Ags), and

(43b) As() = Ay ® - ® Ag(ry)-

Likewise, the non-unary version (21B) of the associativity for a £-cooperad action needs
(44a) Bg(s) = Bg(1), and

(44b) By(s) = Bs(p,) ® - ® Bs(p,,,)

for arbitrary S I ora Dy, ..., Dy, in the cofiber subcategory Q¢ < Qg. Since (22) for the bimodule
action involves both P-algebras and {;-coalgebras, it requires all the isomorphisms above. The
isomorphisms @#3b) and (445) must moreover hold for arbitrary i : S — T as in (32), not only
for morphisms in Qr resp. Q¢c. Notice that the isomorphisms

As(ry) ® -+ ® Ag(r,) = As(s) and Byp,) ® -+ ® Byp,,) = By(n)

follow, as in the unary case, from [4, Axiom (iv), page 1634] which guarantees the equalities of
disjoint unions
s(S)=s(F)uU---us(Fy) and t¢(T) =t(Dy)U---Ut(Dy,).

6.2. General bioperadic categories, (co)algebras and traces. The central definition of this sec-
tion, formulated below, imposes on dioperadic categories additional conditions that imply iso-
morphisms (43a)—(445). Furthermore, every object of Qr must have exactly one ‘output,’ since
algebras for Qr-operads must be structures with many-to-one operations. For the same rea-
sons, every object of Q¢ must have exactly one ‘input.’ This gives rise to an extra numerological
condition, which is automatically satisfied in the unary case.

Definition 45. A left bioperadic category is a left dioperadic category Q in Definition 33 such
that all objects of the fiber subcategory Qr are of bicardinality (a, 1) with some a € N and, for

any morphism Fi,...,F, > § LN T in Qp,

TF; 1 n Ir i .
(45a) (Fi— F;< Cp &Uyp,..., U;>T—T)= (Cr,=U;), 1=i<n, and
(45b) (55,8 « Cs& T T < Cp) = Cs = C.

Dually, a right dioperadic category Q is right bioperadic if and all objects of the cofiber subcate-
gory Q¢ are of bicardinality (1, b) with some b € N and, for every Si» T <Ds,...,D;, inQc,

Tp. .
(46a) (Up,>Dj —-Dj &S =% 54 Ch,...,CIY = (Up, =C)), 1< j<m, and
(46b) (U > T-5T & Us > S—2-8) = Uy = Us.

Finally, a dioperadic category is bioperadic if it is both left and right bioperadic, and if (45a)

and (46a) are fulfilled for any morphism h: S — T of Q.
[bioperad.tex] [February 21, 2024]



30 M. MARKL

Notice that m = b = 1 in the analysis (40) of a morphism & : S — T of the fiber subcategory,
so the identity in (45h) indeed involves only one cofiber. Likewise, the identity in (460) involves
only one fiber. The equalities in (453) imply t(F;) uU--- L t(F,) = s(T) and the equalities in (46d)
imply thats(D;)u---us(Dy,) = t(S). The objects in the intersection QrNQ¢ have the bicardinality

(1,1), so the morphisms in Qz N Q¢ are of the form F > S  raDand they satisfy equalities (19)
in Remark 18.

Proposition 46. The inclusion of the sets

(ULIUL,.. .Ul T2 T, TeQp, ien}c{CLITLT<Ch,...,CIl, TeQy, jeml}
holds in an arbitrary left bioperadic category Q. In a right bioperadic category,

(ULIUL,.. .Ul > T-5 T, TeQe, icln}2{CL| T4 T<Ck,...,CI TeQc, jelml}.
If Q is bioperadic, then

(ULIUL,.. Ul T LT, Teq icm}={CL| T-L T< Ch,...,.CI", Teq, jeml},

so the sets of elements of the sources and the sets of elements of the targets are the same.
Proof. A straightforward modification of the proof of Proposition 19, U

Proposition 47. LetQ = (Qz,Qg) be left dioperadic. Then

(i) the subcategory Qr < Q is an operadic subcategory,
(ii) the fibers of all maps in Q have bicardinalities of the form (a, 1), _w_i)th someacN,
(iii) for each morphismh:S— T asin 82) andi€ [n], |7 @ || = 1R (H).

Dually, if Q = (Qr,Qg) is right dioperadic, then

(1) the subcategory Qc < Qg is an operadic subcategory,
(1) the cofibers of all maps in Q have bicardinalities of the form (1, b), with some b € N,
(1) for each morphism h:S— T asin ®2) and j € [m], | h7'(j) | = IR 171 ().

In item (iii), ||Z‘1(i) || is the biarity of the ith fiber of h and I71-1(i) is the ith fiber of the
induced map ||kl : S| = [IT|l. Recall from [4, page 1634] that the cardinality functor in any
operadic category satisfies

(47) I @I=1A1710), for f:8— T, ielTl.
The equalities in items (iii) and (1) are dioperadic versions of (47).

Proof of Proposition47. Ttem (i) is obvious. Item (ii) follows from the left bioperadicity and the
fact that the fibers of all maps belong to Qr. Let us analyze (iii). We have, by definitions

172 @ | = (|7 @], |[h " G)|,) and TRI17G) = (117 @), 1),

while |71>‘1 @], = |h]~(i) by property of the cardinality functor recalled in @7). Thus the equal-
ity in item (iii) is equivalent to |71>‘1 (i)| = [1], meaning that the ith fiber of h has the biarity
(a,1) with some a € N. This however follows from (ii). The proof of the second part of the
proposition is similar. 0
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Definition 48. Let Q = (Qz,Qr) be a left bioperadic category and P a Qr-operad. A P-algebrais a
collection A = {A¢}cen,qp) together with structure operations

ar : P(F) ® Asir) — Aur), F€Qp,

where s(F) and t(F) are as in (41), and the shorthand of (42) is used. Moreover, the diagram

I®ar, ®-®ar,

P ® fP(Fl) ® As(Fl) ®:---Q® fP(Fn) ® As(Fn) P ® At(Fl) [N At(Fn)

sy |
PN @PF) @ @P(Fp) ® Ag(ry) ® -+ ® Ag(E,) P(T) ® Ag(1)
Yh®1]l/ lar
P(S) ® Ag(ry) ® -+ ® Ag(r,) Ay
axiom of ;. (458)
P(S) ® Ag(s) ® As)

is required to commute for each Fi,...,F, >S— T in Q.

Dually, suppose that Q is right bioperadic and 4 a Q¢-cooperad. A d>-coalgebra is a collection
B = {B¢}ceny(@qc) together with structure operations

bp : £(D) ® Bs(p) — Bynp), D €Qc,

such that the diagram
1]®m®b3
&(D1) @+ (Dm) ® &(S) ® Bys) &(D1)®---d(Dyy) ® Bys)
5h®nT = [ Gied
&(T) ® Bgs) &(D1)® - (D) ® Bs(p,) ® -+ ® Bg(p,,)
@éf’.) = | symmetry
&(T) ® By &(D1) ® Bg(p,) ® -+ ® (D) ® Bs(p,,)
bT\L bDl ®---®b[)m
axiom of Qg
Byt Bip,) ® - ® By,

. h .
commutes for an arbitrary S— T < Dy, ..., Dy, in Qc.

Proposition 49. The ‘bivariant envelope’ 0 — 0 constructed in Example 36 defines a faithful
embedding of the category of unital operadic categories to the category of bioperadic categories
Q = (Qr,Qr) with unital Qy. The categories of 0- and ﬁ—opemds are isomorphic and so are also the
categories of the associated algebras.

Proof. We claim that the dioperadic category 0 = (0, 0p) is bioperadic if 0 is unital. Let us start
by verifying @53) for h: S— Te0=0asin

(49) Fl,...Fy ST« D, D:=U,, c:=mo(T),
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where Fi,..., F, are the fibers of /2 in 0 and U, belongs to the family (2). By definition, Cp; is the
chosen local terminal object U! in the connected component of F;, while U; is the ith fiber of
theidentity17: T — T,1<i < n, thatis

Ub,..,U'>T LT,

By the left unitality of 0, all U}, ..., U7 are chosen local terminal. The functoriality of the fiber
functors gives the map h; : F; — U} in the diagram

h;

F; UL

\ n \

N

thus F; and UZ are in the same connected component, therefore U} = UL for each 1 < i < n.
This proves (45a). By definition, Cs = U, and Cy = U, where a := m¢(S) and b := 7o(T). If S is
connected with T by a morphism, a = b, so Cs = Cr. This verifies (450).

For h:S— T < D, D = Uy with b:=n¢(T), so Up is the fiber of U}, 0, Uy, therefore Up = Uy,
by the right unitality of 0. By definition, Cs is the cofiber of S LR S, i.e. the chosen local termi-
nal object in the connected component of S. Since S and T are connected by a morphism, we
conclude that Cs = Uy, = Up, which is (@63). The equalities in (46d) are immediate because O¢
is discrete, cf. Example 86. The numerological assumptions about the biarities are clearly satis-
fied, so 0 is bioperadic as claimed. The rest of the the proposition is obvious. U

Unlike the Example 40, the embedding given by the bivariant envelope is not full, since there
may exist functors between the envelopes that do not preserve the chosen local terminals.

Definition 50. Let M be a £-P-bimodule. An M-trace consists of an P-algebra A and a -
coalgebra B as in Definition 48, together with structure operations

cr : M(T) ® Ascr) — Byr), T€Q,

such that the diagram
axiom of Q
M(T) ® Ag(r) Byr) =————= Byp,)®"* ® Byp,,
o) e
M(T) ®At(F1) ®--- ®At(Fn) &H(Dy)® BS(Dl) ®---0d (D) ® Bs(Dm)
1®ar, ®---®ar, ;I symmetry
M(T) ® P(F1) ® Agry) ® -+ ® P(Fp) ® Ag(r,) &(D1) @+ (D) ® Bs(py) ® -+ ® Bs(p,y,)
symmetry | = (:‘_1-6_-4)
M(T)@P(F) @ @ P(Fy) ® Ag(ry) ® -+ ® Ag(F,) (D7) ® - @ &(Dpy) ® Bys)
wh®1]®” T’ﬂ®m®03

axiom of Qp,

$D1) @ @dL(Dyy) ® M(S) ®Ag(r)) ® -+ ®Ag(F,)

&(DY) @@ (D) ® M(S) ®Ag(s)
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commutes for each morphism F,...,F, > § o T< Dq,...,Dy, inQ.

Notice that the algebra operations ag, : P(F;) ® Asr;) — Agry) in the diagram in Definition 50
are defined, since F; € Qr for each i € [n]. The coalgebra operations are defined for the similar
reasons.

Example 51. Let us return to the context of Example #3. The traces for the ‘traditional’ right
operadic modules were introduced in [11, Definition 2.6]. Denote Cycl(n) := Span{Z,_;}, the
k-linear span of the symmetric group on n—1 elements. As argued in [11, Example 2.8], the
collection Cycl = {Cycl(n)};>; is a right module over the operad Ass for associative algebras.
A Cycl-trace is given by a map T : A — W from an associative algebra A to a vector space W
such that

T(ab)=T(ba), a,be A,

i.e. T is a trace of an associative algebra in the traditional sense.

Example 52. The augmentation ideal Ass in the operad Ass for associative algebras bears an
obvious right Ass-action. An Ass-trace is given by an associative algebra A, a vector space B
and a bilinear map T': A® A — B satisfying

T(ab,c) =T(a,bc), forall a,b,ce€ A.

More interesting examples of traces involving Stasheff’s associahedra acting on the cyclohedra
can be found in [1'], Section 2].

EPILOGUE

HE structures studied so far have alternatives in the form of objects Q = (§/,Q"), where Q' and
Q" are operadic categories sharing the same underlying category Q. Morphisms of 0 would
then possess two sets of fibers, so instead of (32) we would have
Fi,...,F;>
F/,...,F,>
Given a Q'-operad P’ and a Q"-operad P”, the bimodules in Definition 41;would be replaced by
‘contramodules’ M = {M(S)}seq with structure operations

(51) wp:P'F)e-- 8P (F)eM(T) &P (F!)e---0P"(F!) — M(S)

(50) bs L

given for any i : S — T in (b0), visualized in Figure 5.
A typical example of Q = (Q',Q") is the category sFSet? := sFSet x sFSet. The structure oper-
ations (51) are of the form

Pa)®--- 0P (a,)eMn,meP'(b)e---@P"(b,) — M(ay+ -+ an, by + -+ by,,)
and defined for all n,m, a,,..., a,, b1,..., by €N.

Example 53. Each 3PROP P = {P(n.m)}, men, cf. [12, Definition 1], contains the ‘lower’ and the
‘upper’ suboperads P! = (P (n)},eny and P! = (P! (m)} e given by

P'(n):=P(n,1) and P'(n):=P1, m) for n,meN.
The triple (P!, P,P!) is a natural sFSet?-contramodule.
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FIGURE 5. A %PROPic version of Figure 3. The rectangles represent the corre-
sponding pieces of M, the triangles the pieces of P’ and P”, respectively. The
equalitiesa=a; +---+a, and b= b; +--- + b are assumed.

One may wish to develop a theory parallel to that for di- and bioperadic categories also for
the above structures generalizing %PROPS, but we won'’t do it here because in our opinion the
time is not yet ripe for that. A natural question is whether also fully-fledged PROPs or at least
properads can be described as operad-type objects over an operatic-like category. We don’t
have the slightest idea if or how to do it. We welcome any suggestion in this direction.
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