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Abstract. We present the first combinatorial proof of the Graham–

Pollak formula for the determinant of the distance matrix of a tree, via

sign-reversing involutions and the Lindström–Gessel–Viennot Lemma.

Our approach provides a cohesive and unified framework for the under-

standing of the existing generalizations and𝑞-analogues of theGraham–

Pollak formula, and facilitates the derivation of a natural simultaneous

generalizations for them.

1. Introduction

Consider a tree 𝑇 with vertices labeled from 1 to 𝑛, and edge set 𝐸. The

distance between vertices 𝑖 and 𝑗 , denoted by 𝑑 (𝑖, 𝑗), is defined as the num-

ber of edges along the unique path connecting them in 𝑇 . The distance

matrix of 𝑇 , denoted by 𝑀 (𝑇 ), is then defined as (𝑑 (𝑖, 𝑗))1≤𝑖, 𝑗≤𝑛 . In their

influential 1971 paper [GP71], Graham and Pollak established that the de-

terminant of the distance matrix of 𝑇 obeys what is now known as the

Graham–Pollak formula:

det𝑀 (𝑇 ) = (−1)𝑛−1(𝑛 − 1)2𝑛−2.

Observe that this formula implies that the determinant of the distance ma-

trix of 𝑇 is solely dependent on its number of vertices, and not on its tree

structure.

Multiple techniques drawn from linear algebra, ranging fromGauss elim-

ination to Charles Dodgson’s condensation formula, have been used to

prove the Graham–Pollak formula [GP71, YY07, ZD16, DY20]. None of

these proofs is combinatorial. However, the expression (𝑛−1)2𝑛−2 strongly
suggests that det𝑀 (𝑇 ) counts something. There is even an easy guess

([Til10]): (𝑛 − 1) is the number of edges of𝑇 , so (𝑛 − 1)2𝑛−2 is the number

of ways of selecting one edge and choosing an orientation for each of the

the other 𝑛 − 2.
The main contribution of this work is a purely combinatorial proof of

the Graham–Pollak formula that relies on the existence of sign-reversing

involutions, and on the celebrated Lindström–Gessel–Viennot Lemma about

signed enumeration of paths.
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We conclude our work by demonstrating how our combinatorial proof

serves not only as a unified framework for existing generalizations and 𝑞-

analogues of the Graham–Pollak formula but also enables the derivation

of a new one, which is the second contribution of this work.

Our journey starts in Section 3 where we introduce the notion of a cat-

alyst for a tree, and show that det𝑀 (𝑇 ) does a signed enumeration of all

catalysts of 𝑇 . Each catalyst induce in a natural way a digraph, an ar-

rowflow on 𝑇 . We observe that several catalysts can induce the same ar-

rowflow, and obtain in this way a partition of the set of catalysts for 𝑇 ,

the arrowflow partition, in which we base our combinatorial study. This is

done in Section 4.

The Graham–Pollak formula becomes transparent when expressed in

terms of the arrowflow partition. After designating an arrowflow class

either zero-sum or unital, we show that the signed sum of catalysts within

a zero-sum class is always equal to zero, while within a unital class it is

equal to (−1)𝑛−1. This is the content of Theorem 4.1 and constitute the

main result of this work.

To show that the signed sum of all catalysts in a zero-sum arrowflow

class is zero we establish a sign-reversing involution without fixed points.

This is done in Section 5.

To show that the signed sum of all catalysts on a unital arrowflow class

on𝑇 equals (−1)𝑛−1, we develop a new combinatorial framework. We con-

struct a 𝑛-network from a unital arrowflow 𝐴 on 𝑇 , the Route Map RA .
Then, we set up a sign-preserving map that embeds the catalysts with

arrowflow 𝐴 into a families of 𝑛 paths on RA . The Lindström–Gessel–

Viennot Lemma allows us to conclude that the signed sum of all catalysts

in the arrowflow class of𝐴 is equal to the signed count of non-intersecting

families of 𝑛 paths on RA . This is the content of Section 6.

The argument concludes with the determination, in Sections 7 and 8, of

all families of non-intersecting paths on R𝐴. Remarkably, non-intersecting

families of paths in the Route Map R𝐴, and their underlying permutation,

can be described by means of appropriate Depth-First-Search walks on 𝑇 .

Using this, we prove that the underlying permutations are always𝑛-cycles.

This concludes our proof of Theorem 4.1.

Section 9 is devoted to deformations of the distance matrix and of the

Graham-Pollak Formula. Multiple generalizations of the Graham–Pollak

formula have been found. Replacing the distances𝑑 (𝑖, 𝑗) by their𝑞-analogues
1 +𝑞 +𝑞2 + · · · +𝑞𝑑 (𝑖, 𝑗)−1, one gets a matrix whose determinant is given by

(−1)𝑛−1(𝑛 − 1) (1 + 𝑞)𝑛−2

in [BLP06, YY07]. The determinant is, again, and remarkably, independent

on the structure of the tree. Other deformationswith the same property are

obtained by putting weights on the edges [BKN05] or on the arcs [BLP09,

ZD16]. The two kinds of deformations (𝑞-analogues and weights) have
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been combined ([YY07, BLP06] for 𝑞-analogues with weights on edges,

[LSZ14] for 𝑞-analogues with weights on arcs).

Recently, Choudhury and Khare found a very general formula [CK23b,

Thm. A and Rem. 1.10] that specializes to all of the above.

Our approach based on paths and families of paths in networks suits

perfectly the study of deformations, since it allows introducing parame-

ters as weights on arcs. We interpret the distance 𝑑 (𝑖, 𝑗) as the number of

marked paths (paths with a distinguished step) from 𝑖 to 𝑗 . To each marked

path

(1) 𝑖0 𝑖1 . . . 𝑖𝑝−1 𝑖𝑝 𝑖𝑝+1 𝑖𝑝+2 . . . 𝑖𝑑−1 𝑖𝑑

we associate a monomial

𝑥𝑖0𝑖1 · · · 𝑥𝑖𝑝−1𝑖𝑝𝑦𝑖𝑝𝑖𝑝+1𝑧𝑖𝑝+1𝑖𝑝+2 · · · 𝑧𝑖𝑑−1𝑖𝑑
in three families of commuting variables attached to the arcs of the tree.

We consider the matrix 𝑀′(𝑇 ) whose entry 𝑖, 𝑗 is the generating series of

the marked paths from 𝑖 to 𝑗 . This is a deformation of the distance matrix,

that is recovered by specializing all variables to 1. We are able to calculate

a compact formula for the determinant of 𝑀′(𝑇 ) (Theorem 9.4). In this

generalization, the property of independence with respect to the structure

of the tree is lost. We observe it can be recovered easily by imposing simple

relations on the variables. This way, we re-derive very naturally not only

Choudhury–Khare’s Formula, but even a deformation of it, involving one

more family of parameters. We describe now this new deformation.

We attach to each edge 𝑒 two variables 𝛼𝑒 and 𝑥𝑒 , and to each arc 𝛾 one

variable 𝑧𝛾 . For each edge 𝑒 , let 𝑒+ and 𝑒− be the two arcs it carries (the

two orientations of 𝑒). To each marked path (1) we associate the weight

(2) 𝑥𝑖0𝑖1 · · · 𝑥𝑖𝑝−1𝑖𝑝𝛼{𝑖𝑝 ,𝑖𝑝+1} (𝑧𝑖𝑝𝑖𝑝+1 − 𝑥𝑖𝑝𝑖𝑝+1)𝑧𝑖𝑝+1𝑖𝑝+2 · · · 𝑧𝑖𝑑−1𝑖𝑑 .
where 𝑥𝑒+ = 𝑥𝑒 and 𝑥𝑒− = 1/𝑥𝑒 .

Theorem 1.1. The matrix whose entry 𝑖, 𝑗 is the sum of the weights (2) of

the marked paths from 𝑖 to 𝑗 has determinant

(−1)𝑛−1
∑︁
𝑒∈𝐸

𝛼2𝑒 (𝑧𝑒+ − 𝑥𝑒)
(
𝑧𝑒− − 𝑥−1𝑒

)∏
𝑓 ∈𝐸
𝑓 ≠𝑒

𝛼 𝑓 (𝑧 𝑓 +𝑧 𝑓 − − 1).

Note that the matrix depends on the structure of the tree, on the choice

of the arcs 𝑒+ and 𝑒− for each edge 𝑒 , and on the assignments of the weights

to the edges. But the determinant does not depend on any of these. In

particular, it is invariant under all permutations of the families of weights

(𝛼𝑒, 𝑥𝑒, 𝑧𝑒+, 𝑧𝑒− ) assigned to each edge.

The Choudhury–Khare deformation [CK23b, Thm. A, case 𝑥 = 0] is
obtained by the specialization 𝑥𝑒 → 1. Of course, all specializations of the
Choudhury–Khare deformation can be obtained as well as specializations

of the deformation in Theorem 1.1.
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2. Basic definitions

We assume familiarity with the standard concepts of graph theory from

the reader. Nonetheless, for the sake of consistency, we provide definitions

for some of the terms utilized in this work.

We say edge for non-oriented edge, arc for oriented edge, graph for sim-

ple graph and digraph for directed graph. In a digraph, vertex 𝑖 is a pre-

decessor (resp. successor) of vertex 𝑗 if (𝑖, 𝑗) (resp. ( 𝑗, 𝑖)) is an arc of the

digraph. The arcs supported on an edge {𝑖, 𝑗} of a simple graph are the

ordered pairs (𝑖, 𝑗) and ( 𝑗, 𝑖). The arcs supported on a graph are the arcs

supported on the edges of this graph. We consider vertex and node as syn-

onyms, but we try to consistently use vertex for the trees considered in

this work (𝑌 ,𝑇0, 𝑌 ), and node for the digraphs (H (𝑌 ),N , S, R𝐴) we build
from them, since some vertices (nodes) of the latter represent edges of the

former.

A walk on a graph (resp. on a digraph) is a sequence of vertices where

each pair of consecutive nodes is an edge (resp. an arc). Given a walk

𝑥 = 𝑥0𝑥1 · · · 𝑥𝑚 , we say that node 𝑥0 is its origin, node 𝑥𝑚 its terminus, and

that the ordered pairs (𝑥𝑖, 𝑥𝑖+1) are the steps of the walk. Finally, a path is

a walk with no repeated vertices. Given two vertices 𝑖 and 𝑗 of a tree, we

write 𝑃 (𝑖, 𝑗) to denote the unique path from 𝑖 to 𝑗 . Given a digraph 𝐺 , we

let arcs(𝐺) stand for the set of its arcs.

A 𝑛-network is an acyclic directed graph together with two sequences

of 𝑛 distinct nodes: the sources (Δ1, . . . ,Δ𝑛) and the sinks (∇1, . . . ,∇𝑛). A
family of 𝑛 paths in a 𝑛-network is a set of 𝑛 paths, where each path starts

from a different source, and ends at a different sink. It induces a permuta-

tion 𝜎 , determined by the fact that for all 𝑖 , the path that starts at source

Δ𝑖 ends at sink ∇𝜎 (𝑖) . The sign of a family of 𝑛 paths is the sign of the cor-

responding permutation. A family of 𝑛-paths is non-intersecting when no

node of the 𝑛-network belongs to more than one path of the family.

Given a 𝑛-network 𝑁 , we denote with 𝑃 (𝑁 ) the set of its families of 𝑛

paths, and with NIP(𝑁 ) the subset of the non-intersecting families of 𝑛

paths.

We denote the set of all steps of a path 𝑥 by steps(𝑥). Given a family

of 𝑛 paths Λ = {Λ1, . . . ,Λ𝑛} in a 𝑛-network, we set define steps(Λ) as
the multiset of the steps of the Λ𝑖 , where the multiplicity of a step is the

number of paths it belongs to.

We will make use of the following version of the Lindström–Gessel–

Viennot Lemma [Lin73, GV85].

Lemma 2.1. For any 𝑛-network 𝑁 , there exists a sign-reversing involution

on the set of all families of 𝑛-paths of 𝑁 with the following properties:

(1) its fixed points are the non-intersecting families of 𝑛 paths;

(2) it stabilizes the multiset of steps of the families of 𝑛 paths.
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As a consequence,

(3)

∑︁
Λ∈𝑃 (𝑁 )

sign(Λ) =
∑︁

Λ∈NIP(𝑁 )
sign(Λ).

A wider application is for 𝑛-networks whose arcs carry weights. Then

the weight of a path is is defined as the product of the weights of its steps,

and the weight𝑤 (Λ) of a family of 𝑛 paths Λ as the product of the weights

of its paths. Then:

(4)

∑︁
Λ∈𝑃 (𝑁 )

sign(Λ)𝑤 (Λ) =
∑︁

Λ∈NIP(𝑁 )
sign(Λ)𝑤 (Λ)

The simplifications (3) and (4) obtained from Lemma 2.1 are used in gen-

eral to evaluate the determinant of a matrix 𝐴 whose entry 𝑎𝑖, 𝑗 counts (or

gives the weights of) the paths from source 𝑖 to sink 𝑗 in a 𝑛-network. Be-

cause of that, “Lindström–Gessel–Viennot Lemma” usually refers to (3) or

(4), but it is clear from the proofs that it can be restated as the more general

Lemma 2.1, and applied as well to signed sums that are not determinants,

as we will do in this work.

3. Catalysts

Throughout the paper, we fix a tree 𝑇 with vertex set 𝑉 (𝑇 ) = [𝑛] and
edge set 𝐸, where [𝑛] denotes the set of integers between 1 and 𝑛. More-

over, we let 𝐸± = {(𝑖, 𝑗) : {𝑖, 𝑗} ∈ 𝐸} denote the set of arcs (oriented

edges) supported on 𝑇 .

Given a permutation𝜎 of [𝑛] and amap 𝑓 : 𝑉 (𝑇 ) → 𝐸±, the ordered pair
(𝜎, 𝑓 ) is a catalyst for 𝑇 if for each vertex 𝑖 , its image 𝑓 (𝑖) = (𝑣𝑖, 𝑣𝑖+1) is a
step in the path 𝑃 (𝑖, 𝜎 (𝑖)). The sign of a catalyst is the sign of its underlying
permutation.

Example 3.1. Consider the tree 𝑇 of Figure 1a. Figures 1b, 1c, 1d show

the diagrams of three of its catalysts.

1 2

3

4 5

6

7

8

9

(a) A tree 𝑇 (b) (c) (d)

Diagram 1b depicts the catalyst (𝜎, 𝑓 ) where 𝜎 and 𝑓 are given by:

𝑖 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
𝑓 (𝑖) 12 25 31 47 21 62 49 84 41
𝜎 (𝑖) 6 5 8 7 1 2 9 4 1

Figure 1. A tree𝑇 and the diagrams of three of its catalysts.
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Now, since 𝑑 (𝑖, 𝜎 (𝑖)) counts the steps of the unique path of 𝑇 from 𝑖 to

𝜎 (𝑖), the determinant det𝑀 (𝑇 ) does a signed enumeration of all catalysts

for 𝑇 . Indeed, by definition

det𝑀 (𝑇 ) =
∑︁
𝜎∈S𝑛

sign(𝜎) 𝑑 (1, 𝜎 (1))𝑑 (2, 𝜎 (2)) · · ·𝑑 (𝑛, 𝜎 (𝑛)) .

Therefore, det𝑀 (𝑇 ) = ∑
𝜅 sign𝜅, where the sum is taken across all cata-

lysts for 𝑇 .

It is worth noting that the definition of catalyst implies that its under-

lying permutation is a derangement (permutation without fixed point).

Partitioning catalysts according to their underlying permutations proves

to be ineffective in constructing a combinatorial proof for the Graham–

Pollak formula. The reason is that in general, there are no cancellations

between the resulting summands. In the following section we introduce

the arrowflow partition—an optimal partition for the set of catalysts.

4. Arrowflows and the Graham–Pollak formula

An arrowflow on 𝑇 is a multiset of 𝑛 arcs of 𝑇 . By definition, given any

catalyst 𝜅 = (𝜎, 𝑓 ), the image of 𝑓 , considered as a multiset (such that the

multiplicity of an arc 𝛾 is the number of vertices 𝑖 such that 𝑓 (𝑖) = 𝛾 ) is an
arrowflow on 𝑇 . We refer to it as the arrowflow induced by 𝜅 on 𝑇 .

Observe that different catalysts on 𝑇 can result on the same arrowflow.

On the other hand, there exist arrowflows on 𝑇 that are not induced by

any catalyst for 𝑇 .

The set of catalysts inducing 𝐴 on 𝑇 is termed arrowflow class of 𝐴, de-

noted by 𝐶 (𝐴). The arrowflow partition is the partition defined as the set

of nonempty arrowflow classes on the set of all catalysts for 𝑇 . Rewrit-

ing the signed enumeration of all catalyst that accomplished by det𝑀 (𝑇 ),
according to the arrowflow partition, we obtain that

det𝑀 (𝑇 ) =
∑︁
𝐴

arrowflow

∑︁
𝜅∈𝐶 (𝐴)

sign(𝜅),(5)

where the first sum is taken over all arrowflows on 𝑇 , and the second one

over all catalysts 𝜅 in the arrowflow class 𝐶 (𝐴). Observe that empty ar-

rowflow classes have no effect on this summation.

In Theorem 4.1 we show that the arrowflow partition defines an optimal

way of partitioning the set of catalysts for𝑇 . However, before stating it, we

need to introduce some additional definitions. We say that an arrowflow

𝐴 is connected when each edge {𝑖, 𝑗} of 𝑇 carries an arc (𝑖, 𝑗) or ( 𝑗, 𝑖) in
𝐴. If 𝐴 is a connected arrowflow, then there exist precisely one edge of

𝑇 carrying two arcs of 𝐴. We call them the marked arrows; we call the

underlying edge the marked edge.
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An arrowflow is said to be unital when it is connected and has no re-

peated arcs, as illustrated in Figure 2 (a). Otherwise, it is said to be zero-

sum. There are two possible causes for an arrowflow to be zero-sum. Ei-

ther the arrowflow is disconnected, as illustrated in Figure 2 (b), or the

arrowflow is connected, and there is a repeated arrow as illustrated in Fig-

ure 2 (c).

1 2

3
4 5

6

7
8

9

(a) Unital

1 2

3
4 5

6

7
8

9

(b) Disconnected

zero-sum

1 2

3
4 5

6

7
8

9

(c) Connected

zero-sum

Figure 2. Unital and zero-sum arrowflows.

Theorem 4.1. Let 𝐴 be an arrowflow. Then∑︁
𝜅∈𝐶 (𝐴)

sign(𝜅) =
{
(−1)𝑛−1 if 𝐴 is unital,

0 if 𝐴 is zero-sum.

(6)

A combinatorial proof of this result will unfold in the next two sections.

In the meantime, we show how to deduce a combinatorial proof of the

Graham–Pollak formula from it.

Theorem 4.1 implies the Graham–Pollak formula. Observe that Formula (6)

implies that there can be no cancellations between the different summands

in (5). Therefore, it suffices to observe that there exists (𝑛 − 1) 2𝑛−2 unital
arrowflows on𝑇 , which all have sign (−1)𝑛−1 by (6). Indeed, this will imply

that

det𝑀 (𝑇 ) =
∑︁

𝐴 unital

arrowflow

(−1)𝑛−1 = (−1)𝑛−1(𝑛 − 1) 2𝑛−2.

To count the number of possible unital arrowflows on 𝑇 note that the

factor (𝑛 − 1) counts the ways of selecting the marked edge of𝑇 , whereas

factor 2𝑛−2 counts the number of ways in which the remaining 𝑛− 2 edges
can be oriented. ■

5. Zero-sum arrowflows

Let 𝐴 be a zero-sum arrowflow. In this section, we show that the signed

sum of catalysts in 𝐶 (𝐴) is zero by exhibiting a sign-reversing involution

𝜑𝐴 of𝐶 (𝐴) without fixed points. This amounts to one half of Theorem 4.1.

The idea is to define 𝜑𝐴 (𝜎, 𝑓 ) = (𝜎 ◦ (𝑖 𝑗), 𝑓 ◦ (𝑖 𝑗)) where 𝑖 and 𝑗 are two
appropriately chosen vertices of 𝑇 .
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Lemma 5.1. Let 𝐴 be a disconnected zero-sum arrowflow on 𝑇 . Fix an edge

{𝑖, 𝑗} of 𝑇 among those carrying no arc of 𝐴.

For any (𝜎, 𝑓 ) ∈ 𝐶 (𝐴), set 𝜑𝐴 (𝜎, 𝑓 ) = (𝜎 ◦ (𝑖 𝑗), 𝑓 ◦ (𝑖 𝑗)) . Then 𝜑𝐴 is a

sign-reversing involution of 𝐶 (𝐴) without fixed points.

i j
σ(i)

σ(j)

(σ, f)

i j
σ(i)

σ(j)

(σ ◦ (i j), f ◦ (i j))

Figure 3. Involution 𝜑𝐴 on a zero-sum disconnected ar-

rowflow in which {𝑖, 𝑗} does not separate 𝜎 (𝑖) and 𝜎 ( 𝑗).

i

j

σ(i)

σ(j)

(σ, f)

i j

σ(i)

σ(j)

(σ ◦ (i j), f ◦ (i j))

Figure 4. Involution 𝜑𝐴 on a zero-sum disconnected ar-

rowflow in which {𝑖, 𝑗} separates 𝜎 (𝑖) and 𝜎 ( 𝑗).

Proof. It is enough to show that, for every 𝜅 = (𝜎, 𝑓 ) ∈ 𝐶 (𝐴), 𝜑𝐴 (𝜅) is a
catalyst. As the multiset of the arcs 𝑓 (𝑖), for 𝑖 ∈ 𝑉 (𝑇 ), is invariant under
𝜑𝐴, we will conclude that 𝜑𝐴 (𝜅) ∈ 𝐶 (𝐴).

Let 𝜅 = (𝜎, 𝑓 ) ∈ 𝐶 (𝐴) and 𝜑𝐴 (𝜅) = (𝜏, 𝑔). By construction, for any

vertex 𝑘 of 𝑇 distinct from 𝑖 and 𝑗 , the arc 𝑔(𝑘) is a step in 𝑃 (𝑘, 𝜏 (𝑘)). It
remains to show that it is also the case when 𝑘 is 𝑖 or 𝑗 . We will prove it

only for 𝑘 = 𝑖 , since the case 𝑘 = 𝑗 is similar.

Let (𝑎, 𝑏) = 𝑓 ( 𝑗). Let 𝑇 ′ the tree obtained from 𝑇 by deleting the edge

{𝑎, 𝑏}. For any vertex𝑘 , observe that (𝑎, 𝑏) is a step in 𝑃 (𝑘, 𝜎 (𝑘)) if and only
if 𝑘 and 𝑎 are in one connected component of 𝑇 ′ while 𝜎 (𝑘) and 𝑏 in the

other. Since (𝑎, 𝑏) = 𝑓 ( 𝑗), it is a step of 𝑃 ( 𝑗, 𝜎 ( 𝑗)). Therefore 𝑗 and 𝑎 are in
one component of 𝑇 ′, and 𝜎 ( 𝑗) and 𝑏 are in the other. Since {𝑖, 𝑗} ≠ {𝑎, 𝑏}
(because {𝑖, 𝑗} carries no arc of 𝐴 but {𝑎, 𝑏} carries (𝑎, 𝑏) = 𝑓 ( 𝑗)), the
vertex 𝑖 is still a neighbor of 𝑗 in 𝑇 ′. Therefore it is in the same connected

component as 𝑗 and 𝑎. Applying the property again, we obtain that (𝑎, 𝑏),
which is 𝑔(𝑖), is a step in 𝑃 (𝑖, 𝜎 ( 𝑗)), which is 𝑃 (𝑖, 𝜏 (𝑖)). ■

We remark that the involution described above does not change themul-

tiset of steps of the catalyst whenever {𝑖, 𝑗} is in the path 𝑃 (𝜎 (𝑖), 𝜎 ( 𝑗)), see
Figure 3. However, this is no longer true when we drop this assumption,

see Figure 4.

For connected zero-sum arrowflows, we introduce a similar involution.

Moreover, 𝑖 and 𝑗 will not depend on arbitrary choices.



DETERMINANT OF THE DISTANCE MATRIX OF A TREE 9

Lemma 5.2. Let 𝐴 be a connected zero-sum arrowflow on 𝑇 . Let (𝑎, 𝑏) be
the unique element of 𝐴 with multiplicity 2. For any (𝜎, 𝑓 ) ∈ 𝐶 (𝐴), set

𝜑𝐴 (𝜎, 𝑓 ) = (𝜎 ◦ (𝑖 𝑗), 𝑓 ◦ (𝑖 𝑗)) = (𝜎 ◦ (𝑖 𝑗), 𝑓 ) ,
where 𝑖 and 𝑗 are the two preimages of the marked arrow (𝑎, 𝑏) of 𝐴 under

𝑓 . Then 𝜑𝐴 is a sign-reversing involution of 𝐶 (𝐴) without fixed points.

i

j

σ(i)

σ(j)

(σ, f)

i

j

σ(i)

σ(j)

(σ ◦ (i j), f ◦ (i j))

Figure 5. Involution 𝜑𝐴 on a zero-sum connected ar-

rowflow.

Proof. As in the disconnected case, it is sufficient to show that 𝑓 (𝑖) is a step
in 𝑃 (𝑖, 𝜎 ( 𝑗)). By symmetry, we also have that 𝑓 ( 𝑗) is a step in 𝑃 ( 𝑗, 𝜎 (𝑖)).
Now, we proceed in the same way as the previous lemma. Since (𝑎, 𝑏) =
𝑓 (𝑖) = 𝑓 ( 𝑗) is a step in both 𝑃 (𝑖, 𝜎 (𝑖)) and 𝑃 ( 𝑗, 𝜎 ( 𝑗)), vertices 𝑖, 𝑗 and
𝑎 belongs to one connected component of the tree obtained from 𝑇 by

deleting {𝑎, 𝑏}, whereas 𝜎 (𝑖), 𝜎 ( 𝑗) and 𝑏 are in the other one. See Figure

5. ■

6. Unital arrowflows: the Route Map R𝐴
In this section and the following two, we proceed to prove (as Theorem

8.13) the second half of Theorem 4.1, corresponding to the case of unital

arrowflows.

This section is devoted to the description of the𝑛-networkR𝐴 (the “Route
Map”) associated to an unital arrowflow𝐴 on𝑇 , with the property that the

set of catalysts in 𝐶 (𝐴) embeds into the set of families of 𝑛 paths of R𝐴.

6.1. Construction of the Route Map. Overview: Let 𝐴 be a unital ar-

rowflow on 𝑇 . In 6.1.1 we build from 𝑇 and 𝐴 a plane rooted tree 𝑇0 by

adjoining a root 𝑟 to𝑇 , and equip it with an orientation𝐴0 derived from𝐴.

In 6.1.2 we describe a general construction 𝑌 ↦→ H (𝑌 ) that associates an
acyclic digraphH (𝑌 ) to a planar rooted tree 𝑌 . In 6.1.3 this construction

is applied twice to get two 𝑛-networks: the Southern Hemisphere S and

northern hemisphere N , as

S = H (𝑇0) , and N = Ψ(H
(
𝑇 ′0
)
)

where𝑇 ′0 is the mirror image of𝑇0, and Ψ is an anti-isomorphism. Then the

Route Map R𝐴 is obtained by gluing S andN with 𝑛 arcs from the former

to the latter.
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6.1.1. The plane rooted tree 𝑇0 obtained from 𝑇 and the unital arrowflow 𝐴.

Given an unital arrowflow 𝐴, let 𝑇0 = 𝑇0(𝑇,𝐴) be the rooted tree obtained

from𝑇 by subdividing the marked edge {𝑎, 𝑏} by inserting a new vertex 𝑟 ,

and choosing it as the root of 𝑇0.

Let 𝐴0 be the set of arcs obtained from 𝐴 by substituting the arcs (𝑎, 𝑏)
and (𝑏, 𝑎) of𝐴with (𝑟, 𝑎) and (𝑟, 𝑏). As a result, every edge {𝑖, 𝑗} in𝑇0 sup-
ports exactly one arc ((𝑖, 𝑗) or ( 𝑗, 𝑖)) of𝐴0. Thus, 𝐴0 defines an orientation

of 𝑇0. See Figures 6a and 6b.

Let 𝑖 and 𝑗 be vertices of 𝑇0 with 𝑗 a child of 𝑖 . We say that 𝑗 is an as-

cending child of 𝑖 if ( 𝑗, 𝑖) ∈ 𝐴0; otherwise (i.e. when (𝑖, 𝑗) ∈ 𝐴0) we say

that 𝑗 is a descending child of 𝑖 . In Figure 6b, the arcs connecting ascending

children to their parent are highlighted. We endow 𝑇0 with the structure

of a plane tree by choosing arbitrarily, for each vertex 𝑖 of 𝑇0, a total or-

der <𝑖 on its children, fulfilling the condition “ascending children precede

descending children”. More precisely, we require that 𝑗 <𝑖 𝑘 whenever 𝑗

and 𝑘 are, respectively, an ascending child and a descending child of 𝑖 . Fi-

nally, for any vertex 𝑖 of 𝑇0 that is not the root 𝑟 , extend the order <𝑖 to

the parent 𝑝 of 𝑖 by requiring that 𝑗 <𝑖 𝑝 for all children 𝑗 of 𝑖 . See Figure 6c.

1 2

3
4 5

6

7
8

9

(a) A unital arrowflow 𝐴

with marked edge {1, 2}
and marked arrows (1, 2)
and (2, 1).

𝑟

1

3

2

64

7 9

8

5

(b) The rooted tree𝑇0 with

root 𝑟 , extra arrows (𝑟, 1)
and (𝑟, 2), and its orienta-

tion 𝐴0.

𝑟

1

3

2

54

8 9

7

6

(c) In the plane struc-

ture for𝑇0, ascending chil-

dren come before descend-

ing ones.

Figure 6

6.1.2. The hemisphere construction. We describe here the hemisphere 𝑛-

network H (𝑌 ) built from a plane rooted tree 𝑌 , equipped with an ori-

entation 𝐴0.

This construction will be applied twice: with 𝑌 = 𝑇0 and with 𝑌 equal

to the mirror image 𝑇 ′0 of 𝑇0.
We start with an informal description ofH (𝑌 ). There are three types of

nodes in H (𝑌 ): the 𝑣-nodes, representing the vertices of 𝑌 ; the 𝑒-nodes,

representing the arcs of 𝑌 ; and the 𝑠-nodes, that represent oriented sectors

of 𝑌 .

Example 6.1. Consider for 𝑌 the plane rooted tree 𝑇0 of Figure 6c. Its

nodes are shown in Figure 7.
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𝑟𝑟

1

3

2

54

8 9
7

6

(a) 𝑣-nodes

𝑟

1

3

2

54

8 9

7

6

(b) 𝑒-nodes

𝑟

1

3

2

54

8 9

7

6

(c) 𝑠-nodes

Figure 7. Nodes ofH (𝑌 ).

Then one can walk in one step onH (𝑌 ):
(1) from an arc supported on 𝑌 entering vertex 𝑖 to a sector around 𝑖

adjacent to this arc;

(2) from a sector around 𝑖 towards the “next” sector around 𝑖 (the two

sectors have the same orientation);

(3) from a sector around 𝑖 towards the next adjacent arc leaving 𝑖;

(4) from vertex 𝑖 to the first arc leaving 𝑖;

(5) from vertex 𝑖 to the first oriented sector around 𝑖 .

Example 6.2 (Continuation of Example 6.1). Figure 8 shows the nodes of
a walk in H (𝑌 ) from the node representing vertex 4 to the node repre-

senting the arc (2, 6).

𝑟

1

3

2

54

8 9

7

6

Figure 8. Walk from 𝑣 (4) to 𝑒 (2, 6) inH (𝑌 ).

Let us now give a precise definition ofH (𝑌 ).
Firstly, for each vertex 𝑖 of 𝑌 , the order <𝑖 on the children of 𝑖 (defining

the plane rooted tree structure) is extended to all neighbors of 𝑖 (i.e. to its

parent 𝑝 if it exists) by imposing that 𝑗 <𝑖 𝑝 whenever 𝑗 is a child of 𝑖

("parent last").

The set of nodes ofH (𝑌 ) consists of:
(1) One 𝑣-node 𝑣 (𝑖) for each vertex 𝑖 of 𝑌 , including the root;

(2) Two 𝑒-nodes 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗) and 𝑒 ( 𝑗, 𝑖) for every edge {𝑖, 𝑗} of 𝑌 ;
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(3) Two sequences of 𝑠-nodes

𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗1, 𝑗2), 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗2, 𝑗3), . . . , 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑚−1, 𝑗𝑚) and

𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑚, 𝑗𝑚−1), 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑚−1, 𝑗𝑚−2), . . . , 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗2, 𝑗1)
for each vertex 𝑖 or𝑌 where 𝑗1 <𝑖 𝑗2 <𝑖 · · · <𝑖 𝑗𝑚 are the neighbours

of 𝑖 (children and, last of all, the parent, if 𝑖 is not the root).

The digraphH (𝑌 ) is obtained as

H (𝑌 ) =
⋃

𝑖∈𝑉 (𝑇0)

(
Γ(𝑖)+ ∪ Γ(𝑖)−

)
where Γ(𝑖)+ and Γ(𝑖)− are defined by Figure 9, in which 𝑗1 <𝑖 𝑗2 <𝑖 · · · <𝑖
𝑗𝑚 are the neighbors if 𝑖 . The digraphs Γ(𝑖)+ and Γ(𝑖)− intertwine to create
the graph Γ(𝑖) = Γ(𝑖)+ ∪ Γ(𝑖)− shown in Figure 10.

𝑒 ( 𝑗1, 𝑖 ) · · · 𝑒 ( 𝑗𝑚−1, 𝑖 )

𝑣 (𝑖 ) 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗1, 𝑗2 ) · · · 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑚−1, 𝑗𝑚 )

𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗1 ) 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗2 ) · · · 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗𝑚 )

(a) Digraph Γ(𝑖)+.

𝑒 ( 𝑗2, 𝑖 ) 𝑒 ( 𝑗3, 𝑖 ) · · · 𝑒 ( 𝑗𝑚, 𝑖 )

𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗2, 𝑗1 ) 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗3, 𝑗2 ) · · · 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑚, 𝑗𝑚−1 )

𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗1 ) 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗2 ) · · · 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗𝑚−1 )

(b) Digraph Γ(𝑖)− .

Figure 9. The local digraphs Γ(𝑖)+ and Γ(𝑖)−.

𝑣 (𝑖) 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗1, 𝑗2) 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗2, 𝑗3) 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗3, 𝑗4) 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗4, 𝑗5)

𝑒 ( 𝑗1, 𝑖) 𝑒 ( 𝑗2, 𝑖) 𝑒 ( 𝑗3, 𝑖) 𝑒 ( 𝑗4, 𝑖) 𝑒 ( 𝑗5, 𝑖)

𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗1) 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗2) 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗3) 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗4) 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗5)

𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗2, 𝑗1) 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗3, 𝑗2) 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗4, 𝑗3) 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗5, 𝑗4)

Figure 10. Digraph Γ(𝑖) for a vertex 𝑖 , different from the

root, and with neighbours 𝑗1 <𝑖 𝑗2 <𝑖 𝑗3 <𝑖 𝑗4 <𝑖 𝑗5. Note

that 𝑗5 is the parent of 𝑖 .

Observe that, by construction, every arc inH (𝑌 ) is part of one and only
one of the local graphs Γ(𝑖).

Two local digraphs Γ(𝑖) and Γ( 𝑗) intersect if and only if vertices 𝑖 and

𝑗 are neighbors. In this case, the intersection uniquely consists of the pair

of nodes 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗), 𝑒 ( 𝑗, 𝑖).

6.1.3. The hemispheres S, N and the Route Map R𝐴. We come back to the

case of the tree 𝑇 with arrowflow 𝐴 and the plane rooted tree 𝑇 ′0 with

orientation 𝐴0 obtained from them.

The Southern Hemisphere S is S = H (𝑇0).
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The Northern Hemisphere N , on the other hand, is a flipped version of

S. Let 𝑇 ′0 be the mirror image of 𝑇0. As a rooted tree, 𝑇 ′0 is identical to 𝑇0,
but their plane directed tree structures differ:

• Orientation: the orientation of 𝑇 ′0 is defined by 𝐴′0, the set of arcs
obtained by reversing the orientation of the arcs of 𝐴0. Therefore,

any descending child of 𝑖 switches to an ascending child in 𝑇 ′0, and
vice-versa.

• Plane tree structure: for each vertex 𝑖 of 𝑇 ′0, we define the order <
′
𝑖

on the children of 𝑖 in 𝑇 ′0 by reversing the order <𝑖 on the children

of 𝑖 in 𝑇0.

Thus, the tree𝑇 ′0 still follows the rule “ascending children precede descend-
ing children”. See Figure 11.

𝑟

1

3

2

54

8 9

7

6

(a) A plane rooted tree𝑇0 oriented by

𝐴0.

𝑟

1

3

2

5 4

89

7

6

(b) The flipped image 𝑇 ′0 of 𝑇0, with

orientation 𝐴′0.

Figure 11. A plane rooted directed tree and its mirror image.

The Northern Hemisphere N is obtained from H(𝑇 ′0) by reversing each

arc inH(𝑇 ′0), and replacing each node 𝑥 by Ψ(𝑥) where

Ψ(𝑣′(𝑖)) = 𝑣′(𝑖), Ψ(𝑒′(𝑖, 𝑗)) = 𝑒′( 𝑗, 𝑖), Ψ(𝑠′𝑖 (𝑢, 𝑣)) = 𝑠′𝑖 (𝑣,𝑢).

This makes of Ψ an anti-isomorphism of digraphs fromH
(
𝑇 ′0
)
to N .

The Route Map R𝐴 is obtained from the disjoint union of S and N by

adding 𝑛 arcs (𝑒 (𝑎), 𝑒′(𝑎)), one for each 𝑎 in 𝐴0. These arcs are referred to

as the bridges between hemispheres of R𝐴.

In Section 6.2, we will prove that the Southern Hemisphere, the North-

ern Hemisphere, and the Route Map are all acyclic digraphs. This obser-

vation allows us to endow each of them with a structure of network by

declaring that, given 𝐴0 = {𝑎1, 𝑎2, . . . , 𝑎𝑛}, the sources and sinks of each

are

• (𝑣 (1), 𝑣 (2) . . . , 𝑣 (𝑛)) and (𝑒 (𝑎1), 𝑒 (𝑎2), . . . , 𝑒 (𝑎𝑛)) for S;
• (𝑒′(𝑎1), 𝑒′(𝑎2), . . . , 𝑒′(𝑎𝑛)) and (𝑣′(1), 𝑣′(2), . . . , 𝑣′(𝑛)) for N ;

• (𝑣 (1), 𝑣 (2) . . . , 𝑣 (𝑛)) and (𝑣′(1), 𝑣′(2), . . . , 𝑣′(𝑛)) for R𝐴.
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6.2. Paths and walks inH (𝑌 ). We come back in this section to the set-

ting of 6.1.2, i.e. of a plane rooted tree 𝑌 with root 𝑟 . We study the relation

between paths in 𝑌 and walks in H (𝑌 ). The results will be used to lift

paths in 𝑇0 to paths in R𝐴.
Let us associate to every walk𝑊 in H (𝑌 ) an induced path on 𝑌 . With

this aim, we first define two maps 𝛼 and 𝛽 on the nodes of H (𝑌 ). If 𝑥 is

either a 𝑣-node or an 𝑠-node, there exists a unique vertex 𝑖 in 𝑌 such that

𝑥 belongs to the local graph Γ(𝑖); in this situation, we set 𝛼 (𝑥) = 𝛽 (𝑥) = 𝑖 .
On the other hand, if 𝑥 is an 𝑒-node 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗), we set 𝛼 (𝑥) = 𝑖 and 𝛽 (𝑥) = 𝑗 .

With this in mind, given a walk𝑊 inH (𝑌 ) with origin 𝑥 and terminus 𝑦,

we define the path of 𝑌 induced by𝑊 as the unique path in 𝑌 from 𝛼 (𝑥) to
𝛽 (𝑦).

Example 6.3 (Examples 6.1 and 6.2 continued). The path in H (𝑌 ) show
in Figure 8 is the unique path from 𝑣 (4) to 𝑒 (2, 6). Its sequence of 𝑒-nodes
is

𝑒 (4, 1), 𝑒 (1, 𝑟 ), 𝑒 (𝑟, 2), 𝑒 (2, 6).
Accordingly, its induced path of 𝑌 is 4, 1, 𝑟 , 2, 6.

Lemma 6.4. Let𝑊 be a walk inH (𝑌 ), and let 𝑖0𝑖1 · · · 𝑖𝑝 be its induced path
of 𝑌 . Then,

𝑊 = 𝑆0 𝑒 (𝑖0, 𝑖1) 𝑆1 𝑒 (𝑖1, 𝑖2) · · · 𝑆𝑝−1 𝑒 (𝑖𝑝−1, 𝑖𝑝) 𝑆𝑝,

where each 𝑆𝑘 is a sequence of 𝑣-nodes and 𝑠-nodes in Γ(𝑖𝑘).

Proof. Let 𝑥 and 𝑦 be the origin and terminus of𝑊 .

Let 𝑒 ( 𝑗1, 𝑘1), 𝑒 ( 𝑗2, 𝑘2), . . . , 𝑒 ( 𝑗𝑚, 𝑘𝑚) be the sub-sequence of the 𝑒-nodes
in𝑊 . Then𝑊 decomposes as

𝑆0 𝑒 ( 𝑗1, 𝑘1) 𝑆1 𝑒 ( 𝑗2, 𝑘2) · · · 𝑆𝑚−1 𝑒 ( 𝑗𝑚, 𝑘𝑚) 𝑆𝑚,

where each 𝑆ℓ is a sequence of 𝑣-nodes and 𝑠-nodes. Since removing all 𝑒-

nodes splits H (𝑌 ) into disjoint path digraphs, each contained in a single

Γ(𝑖), each of the 𝑆ℓ is either empty or contained in a single graph Γ(𝑖ℓ).
For ℓ such that 0 < ℓ < 𝑚, the sequence 𝑆ℓ is non-empty since no two e-

nodes are adjacent. In that case, there is unique 𝑖ℓ such that 𝑆ℓ is contained

in Γ(𝑖ℓ).
Any e-node 𝑒 ( 𝑗, 𝑘) has all its predecessors in Γ( 𝑗) and all its successors

in Γ(𝑘). Therefore, for ℓ such that 0 < ℓ < 𝑚, we have 𝑘ℓ = 𝑖ℓ = 𝑗ℓ+1. As a
consequence, the decomposition of𝑊 is actually

𝑆0 𝑒 ( 𝑗1, 𝑖1) 𝑆1 𝑒 (𝑖1, 𝑖2) · · · 𝑆𝑚−1 𝑒 (𝑖𝑚−1, 𝑘𝑚) 𝑆𝑚 .

For the same reason, if 𝑆0 is non-empty (resp. 𝑆𝑚 is non empty) then

𝑗1 = 𝑖0 (resp. 𝑘𝑚 = 𝑖𝑚). In that case, 𝛼 (𝑥) = 𝑖0 (resp. 𝛽 (𝑦) = 𝑖𝑚).
If 𝑆0 (resp. 𝑆𝑚) is empty (which implies𝑚 > 0, because𝑊 is non-empty),

just define 𝑖0 = 𝑗1 (resp. 𝑖𝑚 = 𝑘𝑚). In that case, 𝑥 = 𝑒 (𝑖0, 𝑖1) and it holds as

well that 𝛼 (𝑥) = 𝑖0 (resp. 𝑦 = 𝑒 (𝑖𝑚−1, 𝑖𝑚) and 𝛽 (𝑦) = 𝑖𝑚 .
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For each ℓ < 𝑚, the existence of the node 𝑒 (𝑖ℓ , 𝑖ℓ+1) shows that 𝑖ℓ and
𝑖ℓ+1 are adjacent in 𝑌 . Therefore 𝑖0𝑖1 · · · 𝑖𝑚 is a walk in 𝑌 . This walk has

no recoil (i.e. there is no ℓ such that 𝑖ℓ−1 = 𝑖ℓ+1), because there is no walk

from 𝑒 (𝑖ℓ−1, 𝑖ℓ) to 𝑒 (𝑖ℓ , 𝑖ℓ−1) in Γ(𝑖ℓ) (see Lemma 6.5 below). But in a tree,

a walk with no recoil is a path. Therefore 𝑖0𝑖1 · · · 𝑖𝑚 is the path from 𝑖0 to

𝑖𝑚 in 𝑇0. Since 𝑖0 = 𝛼 (𝑥) and 𝑖𝑚 = 𝛽 (𝑦), this path is the unique path from

𝛼 (𝑥) to 𝛽 (𝑦), i.e. the path of 𝑌 induced by𝑊 . ■

Lemma 6.5. Let 𝑖 be a vertex of 𝑌 . Then,
(1) There exists at most one walk in Γ(𝑖) between any two nodes of Γ(𝑖).
(2) There is no walk in Γ(𝑖) from 𝑒 ( 𝑗, 𝑖) to 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗) whenever 𝑗 is a neigh-

bour of 𝑖 .

(3) There exists a walk in Γ(𝑖) from 𝑣 (𝑖) to 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗) for any neighbour 𝑗 of
𝑖 .

(4) There exists a walk in Γ(𝑖) from 𝑒 ( 𝑗, 𝑖) to 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑘), for any two distinct
neighbours 𝑗 and 𝑘 of 𝑖 ,

Proof. Let 𝑖 be a vertex of 𝑌 . Let 𝑗1 <𝑖 𝑗2 <𝑖 · · · <𝑖 𝑗𝑚 be the neighbours of

𝑖 . Define the following height function ℎ on the nodes of Γ(𝑖):
𝑥 𝑣 (𝑖) 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗ℓ , 𝑗ℓ+1) 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗ℓ+1, 𝑗ℓ) 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗ℓ) 𝑒 ( 𝑗ℓ , 𝑖)

ℎ(𝑥) 0 ℓ + 1
2 ℓ + 1

2 ℓ ℓ

Any arc in Γ(𝑖) belongs either to Γ(𝑖)+ or Γ(𝑖)−. Call increasing arcs the

arcs in Γ(𝑖)+, and decreasing arcs those in Γ(𝑖)−. Observe that an arc (𝑥,𝑦)
of Γ(𝑖) is increasing when ℎ(𝑥) < ℎ(𝑦), and decreasing when ℎ(𝑥) > ℎ(𝑦).

Note that, given two arcs (𝑥,𝑦) and (𝑦, 𝑧) of Γ(𝑖), such that the end of the
first arc is the start of the second, it always holds that either they are both

increasing, or both decreasing. See Figure 9. Therefore any non-trivial

walk in Γ(𝑖) consists of only increasing steps, or only decreasing steps.

Consider two nodes 𝑥 and 𝑦 of Γ(𝑖). Since both Γ(𝑖)+ and Γ(𝑖)− are

directed trees, there is at most one walk from 𝑥 to 𝑦 in Γ(𝑖)+, and at most

one walk from 𝑥 to 𝑦 in Γ(𝑖)−. Moreover, if there is a walk from 𝑥 to 𝑦

in Γ(𝑖)+ (resp. in Γ(𝑖)−) then ℎ(𝑦) > ℎ(𝑥) (resp. ℎ(𝑦) < ℎ(𝑥)). Therefore,
there cannot exist at the same time a walk from 𝑥 to𝑦 in Γ(𝑖)+ and another
one in Γ(𝑖)−. This proves (1).

To prove (2), it suffices to observe that for any neighbour 𝑗 of 𝑖 ,ℎ(𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗)) =
ℎ(𝑒 ( 𝑗, 𝑖)).

To prove (3), we exhibit a path in Γ(𝑖) from 𝑣 (𝑖) to 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗). There exists ℓ
such that 𝑗 = 𝑗ℓ . The path is:

𝑣 (𝑖)𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗1, 𝑗2)𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗2, 𝑗3) · · · 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗ℓ−1, 𝑗ℓ)𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗ℓ).
Finally, let 𝑘 be a neighbour of 𝑖 , different from 𝑗 . There exists 𝑝 ≠ ℓ

such that 𝑘 = 𝑗𝑝 . Then,

if 𝑝 > ℓ : 𝑒 ( 𝑗ℓ , 𝑖)𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗ℓ , 𝑗ℓ+1)𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗ℓ+1, 𝑗ℓ+2) · · · 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑝−1, 𝑗𝑝)𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗𝑝),
if 𝑝 < 𝑖 : 𝑒 ( 𝑗ℓ , 𝑖)𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗ℓ , 𝑗ℓ−1)𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗ℓ−1, 𝑗ℓ−2) · · · 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑝+1, 𝑗𝑝)𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗𝑝).

is a path in Γ(𝑖) from 𝑒 ( 𝑗, 𝑖) to 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑘). This proves (4). ■
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Proposition 6.6. Given any pair of nodes 𝑥 and𝑦 ofH (𝑌 ), there is at most

one walk inH (𝑌 ) from 𝑥 to 𝑦. Therefore, any walk inH (𝑌 ) is a path, and
H (𝑌 ) is acyclic.
Proof. Assume there is a walk𝑊 in H (𝑌 ) from 𝑥 to 𝑦. Consider the de-

composition of𝑊 as in Lemma 6.4.

If 𝑝 = 0, then𝑊 = 𝑆0, thus𝑊 is the unique walk in Γ(𝑖0) from 𝑥 to 𝑦.

On the other hand, if 𝑝 > 0, then 𝑆0𝑒 (𝑖0, 𝑖1) is the unique walk in Γ(𝑖0)
from 𝑥 to 𝑒 (𝑖0, 𝑖1). Similarly, for every ℓ satisfying that 0 < ℓ < 𝑝 , the

walk 𝑒 (𝑖ℓ−1, 𝑖ℓ)𝑆ℓ𝑒 (𝑖ℓ , 𝑒ℓ+1) is the unique in walk in Γ(𝑖ℓ) from 𝑒 (𝑖ℓ−1, 𝑖ℓ) to
𝑒 (𝑖ℓ , 𝑖ℓ+1). Finally, 𝑒 (𝑖𝑝−1, 𝑖𝑝)𝑆𝑝 is the unique walk in Γ(𝑖𝑝) from 𝑒 (𝑖𝑝−1, 𝑖𝑝)
to 𝑦.

We conclude that any walk𝑊 is entirely determined by its origin 𝑥 and

its terminus 𝑦, thus ensuring its uniqueness. ■

6.3. Catalysts induce families of 𝑛 paths in R𝐴. We return to general

setting of the tree 𝑇 with arrowflow 𝐴, and of its derived plane rooted

tree 𝑇0 with orientation 𝐴0. We assume the plane rooted tree structure of

𝑇0 and the orientation 𝐴0 fulfill the condition "ascending children precede

descending children".

We apply the results of the previous section to show how any catalyst

(𝜎, 𝑓 ) ∈ 𝐶 (𝐴) induces a family of 𝑛 paths on the Route Map R𝐴.
Corollary 6.7. Any walk in S, N and R𝐴 is a path. Therefore, S, N and

R𝐴 are acyclic digraphs.

Proof. The result is immediate for S since it is H (𝑇0). The same results

hold for H
(
𝑇 ′0
)
and extend to N as the image of H

(
𝑇 ′0
)
by the anti-iso-

morphism Ψ.
Finally, since all bridges between hemispheres point from South toNorth,

the properties extend to R𝐴. ■

As defined in the introduction, a marked path in a tree is a pair con-

sisting of a path 𝜋 = 𝑖0𝑖1 · · · 𝑖𝑚 in the tree together with a distinguished

step (𝑖𝑝, 𝑖𝑝+1). Recall that 𝑇0 is constructed from 𝑇 by subdividing an edge

{𝑎, 𝑏}; a path 𝜋 in 𝑇 induces a path 𝜋0 in 𝑇0 by changing each instance of

the subwalk 𝑎𝑏 for 𝑎𝑟𝑏 and the subwalk𝑏𝑎 for𝑏𝑟𝑎. A marked path (𝜋 ;𝛾) of
𝑇 induces a marked path (𝜋0;𝛾0) of 𝑇0 in the following way: if 𝛾 = (𝑎, 𝑏),
then let 𝛾0 = (𝑟, 𝑏), and if 𝛾 = (𝑏, 𝑎) then let 𝛾0 = (𝑟, 𝑎); otherwise, let
𝛾0 = 𝛾 .

Let (𝜋,𝛾) be a marked path in 𝑇 , and let (𝜋0;𝛾0) be the corresponding
marked path in 𝑇0, with 𝜋0 = 𝑖0 · · · 𝑖𝑚 . If 𝛾 is in the arrowflow 𝐴, then

𝛾0 is in 𝐴0. In this situation, the marked path can be lifted to the Route

Map. Indeed, there exists a unique path from 𝑣 (𝑖0) to 𝑒 (𝛾0) in S (Lemma

6.5 (3) and (4)) and a unique path from 𝑒′(𝛾0) to 𝑣′(𝑖𝑚) in N (Corollary

6.7). Finally, since 𝛾0 ∈ 𝐴0, the bridge between hemispheres (𝑒 (𝛾0), 𝑒′(𝛾0))
belongs to R𝐴. Therefore, the concatenation

𝑣 (𝑖0) · · · 𝑒 (𝛾0)𝑒′(𝛾0) · · · 𝑣′(𝑖𝑚)
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is a path in R𝐴, that we call the lifting of the marked path (𝜋0;𝛾0). By abuse
of notation, we also call it the lifting of the marked path (𝜋 ;𝛾). The lifting
of a catalyst 𝜅 = (𝜎, 𝑓 ) in 𝐶 (𝐴) is the family of 𝑛 paths

Λ(𝜅) = {Λ1,Λ2, . . . ,Λ𝑛}
where Λ𝑖 is the lifting of the marked path (𝑃 (𝑖, 𝜎 (𝑖)); 𝑓 (𝑖)).
Example 6.8. Let 𝜅 = (𝜎, 𝑓 ) be the catalyst of Example 3.1, defined by the

table:

𝑖 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
𝑓 (𝑖) 12 25 31 47 21 62 49 84 41
𝜎 (𝑖) 6 5 8 7 3 2 9 4 1

Let R𝐴 be the Route Map in Figure 13. To lift 𝜅 into a family of 𝑛 paths in

R𝐴, we proceed as follows.

To obtain Λ9, note that 𝜎 (9) = 1 and 𝑓 (1) = 41. The marked path

(𝑃 (9, 1); 41) is 941, and its corresponding marked path in 𝑇0 is also 941.
To lift it to the Route Map, we trace the unique path from 𝑣 (9) to 𝑣′(1) that
goes through the edge (𝑒 (4, 1), 𝑒′(4, 1)). See Figure 12.

(a) A marked path.

r

1

3

2

54

8 9

7

6

r′

1′

3′

2′

5′4′

8′ 9′

7′

6′

(b) The path Λ9 of R𝐴.

Figure 12. Lifting of a marked path (𝑃 (9,1); 41) to R𝐴.

To obtain Λ1, note that 𝜎 (1) = 6 and 𝑓 (1) = 12. The marked path

(𝑃 (1, 6); 12) is 126, and its corresponding marked path in 𝑇0 is 1𝑟26. To
lift it to the Route Map, we trace the unique path from 𝑣 (1) to 𝑣′(6) that
goes through the edge (𝑒 (𝑟, 2), 𝑒′(𝑟, 2)).
Similarly, this can be done with the rest of vertices. The resulting family

Λ of path is illustrated in Figure 13, where a node gets subscript 𝑖 if it is

visited by Λ𝑖 .

A family of 𝑛 paths of R𝐴 is full when every bridge (𝑒 (𝑢, 𝑣), 𝑒′(𝑢, 𝑣))
belongs to exactly to one of its paths. Since any family that is not full must

contain an intersection at some bridge, non-intersecting families of paths

are always full. Moreover, the lifting of catalysts in a unital arrowflow class

are always full.

Lemma 6.9. The operation of lifting defines a sign-preserving bijection be-

tween the set of catalysts with unital arrowflow 𝐴 and the set of full families

of 𝑛 paths in R𝐴.
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(a) A catalyst.
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(b) Its lifting Λ(𝜅) = {Λ1, . . . ,Λ𝑛}.

Figure 13. Lifting of a catalyst to R𝐴.

Proof. In order to show that the lifting map is bijective, we give its inverse.

Let Λ = {Λ1, ...,Λ𝑛} be a family of 𝑛 paths in R𝐴. Let 𝜎 be its underlying

permutation. Define a map 𝑓 : 𝑉 (𝑇 ) → 𝐴0 that sends 𝑖 to the arc 𝑎𝑖
corresponding to the bridge

(
𝑒 (𝑎𝑖), 𝑒′(𝑎𝑖)

)
of Λ𝑖 . If {𝑎, 𝑏} is the marked

edge of the arrowflow 𝐴, post-compose 𝑓 with the map 𝐴0 → 𝐸± sending
(𝑟, 𝑎) ↦→ (𝑏, 𝑎) and (𝑟, 𝑏) ↦→ (𝑎, 𝑏) and that is the identity elsewhere. Then

the composition

𝑓 : 𝑉 (𝑇 ) → 𝐴0 → 𝐸±

together with 𝜎 is a catalyst (𝜎, 𝑓 ) ∈ 𝐶 (𝐴).
We have defined a left inverse for the lifting map. This suffices, since

there is a unique path in R𝐴 from a given 𝑣 (𝑖) to a given 𝑣′( 𝑗) and through
a given bridge; see Proposition 6.6 and Corollary 6.7.

Finally, since the underlying permutation of a catalyst is the permuta-

tion induced by its lifting, the liftingmap is a sign-preserving bijection. ■

Observe that Lemma 6.9 allows us to rewrite Equation (6) as∑︁
𝜅∈𝐶 (𝐴)

sign(𝜅) =
∑︁

Λ∈F(R𝐴)
sign(Λ),

where F(R𝐴) denotes the set of full families of 𝑛 paths on R𝐴 .

Theorem 6.10. Let 𝐴 be a unital arrowflow. Then,∑︁
𝜅∈𝐶 (𝐴)

sign(𝜅) =
∑︁

Λ∈NIP(R𝐴)
sign(Λ),

where NIP(R𝐴) denotes the set of non-intersecting families of 𝑛 paths of R𝐴.

Proof. Aswe have remarked above, Lemma 6.9 allows to rewrite the signed

enumeration of catalysts in 𝐶 (𝐴) as a signed enumeration of full families

of 𝑛 paths of R𝐴. Recall that R𝐴 is an 𝑛-network by Corollary 6.7. We can

thus apply the Lindström–Gessel–Viennot involution from Lemma 2.1. We

only need the simpler Equation (3); we choose to be more explicit to help

the reader. The Lindström–Gessel–Viennot involution:

(1) stabilizes the multiset of steps of the families, and thus it sends full

families to full families;
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(2) is sign-reversing, and thus non-fixed points cancel each other out

in the signed sum;

(3) fixes the set of non-intersecting families of 𝑛 paths, and therefore

those are the only surviving summands.

Moreover, recall a non-intersecting family is necessarily full. Altogether,∑︁
Λ∈F(R𝐴)

sign(Λ) =
∑︁

Λ∈F(R𝐴)∩NIP(R𝐴)
sign(Λ) =

∑︁
Λ∈NIP(R𝐴)

sign(Λ). ■

7. Non-intersecting families of 𝑛 paths inH (𝑌 )
The setting of this section is that of 6.1.2, i.e. of a plane rooted tree 𝑌

with root 𝑟 , but with the additional data of an orientation 𝐴0 such that

• the root 𝑟 of 𝑌 has exactly two children 𝑎 and 𝑏, which are either

both descending or both ascending (in order to cover as well the

cases 𝑌 = 𝑇0 where both children are descending and 𝑌 = 𝑇 ′0 where
both children are ascending).

• for each vertex 𝑖 of 𝑌 , in the local order <𝑖 ascending children pre-

cede descending children.

We say that an arc (𝑖, 𝑗) of 𝑌 is forward if (𝑖, 𝑗) ∈ 𝐴0, or backward if

( 𝑗, 𝑖) ∈ 𝐴0. We also say that (𝑖, 𝑗) is upward if 𝑗 is the parent of 𝑖 or down-
ward if 𝑗 is a child of 𝑖 . This partitions the set of arcs of 𝑌 in four parts:

forward backward

upward UF UB

downward DF DB

Using this language, we have that arcs (𝑟, 𝑎) and (𝑟, 𝑏) of 𝑌 are either both

forward of both backwards, that if (𝑖, 𝑗) is downward upward and (𝑖, 𝑗 ′)
is downward-backward, then 𝑗 <𝑖 𝑗

′
, and that if (𝑖, 𝑗) is downwards and

(𝑖, 𝑗 ′) is upwards then 𝑗 <𝑖 𝑗 ′.
We introduce notations to establish our conventions. For any set 𝐸 of

arcs within an 𝑛-network 𝑁 , the outdegree (denoted by out𝐸 𝑧), indegree
(denoted by in𝐸 𝑧), and degree (denoted by deg𝐸 𝑧) of a node 𝑥 in 𝑁 are

defined, respectively, by out𝐸 𝑧 = #{(𝑥,𝑦) ∈ 𝐸 | 𝑥 = 𝑧}, in𝐸 𝑧 = #{(𝑥,𝑦) ∈
𝐸 | 𝑦 = 𝑧}, and deg𝐸 𝑧 = (out𝐸 𝑧, in𝐸 𝑧). Moreover, the net flow passing by

a set 𝑋 of nodes of 𝑁 is defined as:

𝐹𝐸 (𝑋 ) =
∑︁
𝑧∈𝑋
(out𝐸 𝑧 − in𝐸 𝑧)

Therefore,

(7) 𝐹𝐸 (𝑋 ) = #{(𝑥,𝑦) ∈ 𝐸 | 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 and 𝑦 ∉ 𝑋 }
−#{(𝑥,𝑦) ∈ 𝐸 | 𝑥 ∉ 𝑋 and 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋 }.

If 𝑁 is an 𝑛-network with sinks Δ and sources ∇, Λ is a non-intersecting

path of 𝑁 , and 𝐸 = steps(Λ), then it holds that

(8) 𝐹𝐸 (𝑋 ) = #(Δ ∩ 𝑋 ) −#(∇ ∩ 𝑋 ).
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Lemma 7.1. Let 𝑁 be an 𝑛-network, in which no node simultaneously serves

as both a source and a sink, and let 𝐸 be a set of arcs of 𝑁 .

Then, there exist at most one non-intersecting pathΛ in𝑁 with steps(Λ) =
𝐸. Furthermore, given a non-intersecting family of 𝑛 paths in 𝑁 with set of

steps 𝐸, for every node 𝑧 in 𝑁 ,

deg𝐸 𝑧 =


(1, 0), if 𝑧 is a source of 𝑁 ,

(0, 1), if z is a sink of 𝑁 ,

(1, 1) or (0, 0), otherwise.

Lemma 7.2. Let Λ be a non-intersecting family of 𝑛 paths in H (𝑌 ). Let
𝐸 = steps(Λ). Let 𝑖 and 𝑗 be two vertices of 𝑌 such that 𝑖 is the parent of 𝑗 .

Then

out𝐸 𝑒 ( 𝑗, 𝑖) = in𝐸 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗) .
Proof. Let Σ( 𝑗) = ⋃

ℎ Γ(ℎ), where the union is over all vertices ℎ of the

subtree 𝑌 ( 𝑗) of 𝑌 formed by 𝑗 and all of its descendants (children, grand-

children, etc.). Let 𝐵 be the set of all nodes of Σ( 𝑗). Let us count the sources
and the sinks ofH (𝑌 ) in 𝐵.

The sources in 𝐵 are the nodes 𝑣 (ℎ) for ℎ vertex of 𝑌 ( 𝑗). Let𝑚 be the

number of such vertices.

The sinks in 𝐵, on the other hand, are the 𝑒-nodes 𝑒 (𝑝, 𝑞) where (𝑝, 𝑞) is
forward and {𝑝, 𝑞} is either {𝑖, 𝑗}, or an edge in 𝑌 ( 𝑗). There are𝑚− 1 such
edges, since𝑌 ( 𝑗), as any tree, has one edge less than vertices. This amounts

to𝑚 sinks. Therefore there are as many sources as sinks in Σ( 𝑗). By (8),

the total flow 𝐹𝐸 (𝐵) is zero. Moreover, by (7), we obtain that #{(𝑥,𝑦) ∈
𝐸 | 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵 and 𝑦 ∉ 𝐵} is equal to #{(𝑥,𝑦) ∈ 𝐸 | 𝑥 ∉ 𝐵 and 𝑦 ∈ 𝐵}.

Finally, for any arc (𝑥,𝑦) of H (𝑌 ), we have that (𝑥 ∈ 𝐵 and 𝑦 ∉ 𝐵) if
and only if 𝑥 = 𝑒 ( 𝑗, 𝑖). Similarly, we have that (𝑥 ∉ 𝐵 and 𝑦 ∈ 𝐵) if and
only if 𝑦 = 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗) . Therefore,

#{(𝑥,𝑦) ∈ 𝐸 | 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵 and 𝑦 ∉ 𝐵} = out𝐸 𝑒 ( 𝑗, 𝑖),
#{(𝑥,𝑦) ∈ 𝐸 | 𝑥 ∉ 𝐵 and 𝑦 ∈ 𝐵} = in𝐸 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗).

We conclude that out𝐸 𝑒 ( 𝑗, 𝑖) = in𝐸 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗). ■

We now have all the necessary ingredients to describe the nodes of a

non-intersecting family path in a hemisphere H (𝑌 ). This is achieved in

Lemmas 7.3 (the 𝑒-nodes), 7.4 (the 𝑠-nodes).

Lemma 7.3. Let Λ be a non-intersecting family of 𝑛 paths inH (𝑌 ), and let
𝑒 (𝛾) be an 𝑒-node ofH (𝑌 ). Then 𝑒 (𝛾) is:

(1) a terminus of Λ if 𝛾 is forward;

(2) an intermediary node (i.e. not a terminus nor an origin) of Λ if 𝛾 is

upward-backward;

(3) not a node of Λ if 𝛾 is downward-backward.

Proof. Let 𝐸 = steps(Λ). Let 𝑖 and 𝑗 be two vertices of 𝑌 , such that 𝑖 is the

parent of 𝑗 .
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Suppose (𝑖, 𝑗) is forward. Then, 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗) is a sink ofH (𝑌 ), thus in𝐸 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗) =
1. By Lemma 7.2, out𝐸 𝑒 ( 𝑗, 𝑖) = 1. And since 𝑒 ( 𝑗, 𝑖) is not a source, it is an
intermediary node of Λ. This shows (taking 𝛾 = ( 𝑗, 𝑖)) that 𝑒 (𝛾) is an in-

termediary node when 𝛾 is upward-backward.

Suppose (𝑖, 𝑗) is backward. In this case, 𝑒 ( 𝑗, 𝑖) is a sink of H (𝑌 ), thus
out𝐸 𝑒 ( 𝑗, 𝑖) = 0. By Lemma 7.2, in𝐸 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗) = 0. Since 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗) is not a sink, it
is not on Λ. This shows (using now 𝛾 = (𝑖, 𝑗)) that 𝑒 (𝛾) is not on Λ when

𝛾 is downward-backward.

The case 𝑒 (𝛾) when 𝛾 is forward is immediate: then 𝑒 (𝛾) is a terminus

of Λ, since it is a sink ofH (𝑌 ). ■

Lemma 7.4. Let Λ be a non-intersecting family of 𝑛 paths ofH (𝑌 ). Then,
the 𝑠-nodes of Λ are all the 𝑠-nodes of the digraphs Γ(𝑖)+, for 𝑖 different from
the root, and additionally, but only if the children of 𝑟 are descending, both

𝑠-nodes 𝑠𝑟 (𝑎, 𝑏) and 𝑠𝑟 (𝑏, 𝑎) of Γ(𝑟 ).
Proof. Let 𝐸 = steps(Λ). Let 𝑥 be a 𝑠-node of H (𝑌 ). Let 𝑖 be the unique
vertex of 𝑌 such that 𝑥 is in Γ(𝑖).
If 𝑖 is a leaf of 𝑌 , then Γ(𝑖) has no 𝑠-node and the assertion is trivially

satisfied. Let us assume from now that 𝑖 is not a leaf of 𝑌 . Let 𝑗1 <𝑖 𝑗2 <𝑖
· · · <𝑖 𝑗𝑚 be the neighbours of 𝑖 .

For any 𝑠-node 𝑧, we have out𝐸 𝑧 = in𝐸 𝑧, since a 𝑠-node is neither a

source nor a sink ofH (𝑌 ). For each 𝑘 from 1 to𝑚 − 1, set
𝑥𝑘 = in𝐸 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑘 , 𝑗𝑘+1) = out𝐸 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑘 , 𝑗𝑘+1),
𝑦𝑘 = in𝐸 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑘+1, 𝑗𝑘) = out𝐸 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑘+1, 𝑗𝑘).

Let 𝑘 > 1. From (7) applied to the set of nodes

𝑋 = {𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑘−1, 𝑗𝑘), 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑘 , 𝑗𝑘+1), 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑘+1, 𝑗𝑘), 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑘 , 𝑗𝑘−1), 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗𝑘), 𝑒 ( 𝑗𝑘 , 𝑖)},
we have:

out𝐸 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑘−1, 𝑗𝑘) + out𝐸 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑘+1, 𝑗𝑘) + out𝐸 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗𝑘)
= in𝐸 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑘 , 𝑗𝑘−1) + in𝐸 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑘 , 𝑗𝑘+1) + in𝐸 𝑒 ( 𝑗𝑘 , 𝑖)

that is, 𝑥𝑘−1+𝑦𝑘+out𝐸 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗𝑘) = 𝑦𝑘−1+𝑥𝑘+in𝐸 𝑒 ( 𝑗𝑘 , 𝑖). But since out𝐸 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗𝑘) =
in𝐸 𝑒 ( 𝑗𝑘 , 𝑖) (by Lemma 7.2), we get that 𝑥𝑘−1 + 𝑦𝑘 = 𝑦𝑘−1 + 𝑥𝑘 Hence,

𝑥𝑘−1 − 𝑦𝑘−1 = 𝑥𝑘 − 𝑦𝑘 As a consequence, the sequence
(𝑥1, 𝑦1), (𝑥2, 𝑦2), . . . (𝑥𝑚−1, 𝑦𝑚−1)

either has: all its terms (1, 0); or all its terms (0, 1); or all its terms (0, 0)
or (1, 1).

Let us determine (𝑥𝑚−1, 𝑦𝑚−1). Since there is only one arc ofH (𝑌 ) from
𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑚−1, 𝑗𝑚), and it is the only arc ofH (𝑌 ) to 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗𝑚), we have:

𝑥𝑚−1 = out𝐸 (𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑚−1, 𝑗𝑚)) = in𝐸 (𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗𝑚)) .
Similarly, there is only one arc of H (𝑌 ) to 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑚, 𝑗𝑚−1), which is the only

arc ofH (𝑌 ) from 𝑒 ( 𝑗𝑚, 𝑖). Thus,
𝑦𝑚−1 = in𝐸 (𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑚, 𝑗𝑚−1)) = out𝐸 (𝑒 ( 𝑗𝑚, 𝑖))
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Therefore, (𝑥𝑚−1, 𝑦𝑚−1) = (in𝐸 (𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗𝑚)), out𝐸 (𝑒 ( 𝑗𝑚, 𝑖))) .
We now consider several cases.

First, if 𝑖 is not the root of 𝑌 , then, by Lemma 7.3, and since 𝑗𝑚 is the

parent of 𝑖:

in𝐸 (𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗𝑚)) = 1 and out𝐸 (𝑒 ( 𝑗𝑚, 𝑖)) = 0.

Then (𝑥𝑚−1, 𝑦𝑚−1) = (1, 0). In this case, all of the (𝑥𝑘 , 𝑦𝑘) are (1, 0) wewell.
This means that all of the 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑘 , 𝑗𝑘+1), and none of the 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑘+1, 𝑗𝑘), belong to
the union of the paths of Λ. Their deg𝐸 are respectively (1, 1) and (0, 0).

If 𝑖 = 𝑟 , and its two children 𝑎 and 𝑏 are descending, then (𝑖, 𝑗𝑚) = (𝑟, 𝑏)
is downward-forward, and, by Lemma 7.3:

in𝐸 (𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗𝑚)) = 1 and out𝐸 (𝑒 ( 𝑗𝑚, 𝑖)) = 1.

Thus (𝑥1, 𝑦1) = (1, 1). This means that deg𝐸 (𝑥) = (1, 1) for both 𝑠-nodes
𝑥 = 𝑠𝑟 (𝑎, 𝑏) and 𝑥 = 𝑠𝑟 (𝑏, 𝑎).

If 𝑖 = 𝑟 , and its two children 𝑎 and 𝑏 are ascending, then (𝑖, 𝑗𝑚) = (𝑟, 𝑏)
is upward-forward, and, by Lemma 7.3,

in𝐸 (𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗𝑚) = 0 and out𝐸 (𝑒 ( 𝑗𝑚, 𝑖)) = 0.

Thus (𝑥1, 𝑦1) = (0, 0). This means that deg𝐸 (𝑥) = (0, 0) for both 𝑠-nodes
𝑥 = 𝑠𝑟 (𝑎, 𝑏) and 𝑥 = 𝑠𝑟 (𝑏, 𝑎). ■

We are now ready to show that there is at most one family of non-

intersecting paths inH (𝑌 ). This is achieved in the following lemmas.

Lemma 7.5. Let 𝑖 be a vertex of 𝑌 distinct from the root. Let 𝑗1 <𝑖 · · · <𝑖 𝑗𝑚
be the neighbours of 𝑖 , and let 𝑝 be the index such that 𝑗𝑘 is an ascending

child of 𝑖 if 𝑘 < 𝑝 , a descending child of 𝑖 if 𝑝 ≤ 𝑘 < 𝑚, and the parent of 𝑖 if

𝑘 =𝑚. Let Λ be a non-intersecting family of 𝑛 paths ofH (𝑌 ).
Then steps(Λ) ∩ arcs(Γ(𝑖)) is the arc set of the union of the path graph

𝑣 (𝑖) → 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗1, 𝑗2) → 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗2, 𝑗2) → · · · → 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑝−1, 𝑗𝑝) → 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗𝑝)
and the path graphs

𝑒 ( 𝑗𝑘 , 𝑖) → 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑘 , 𝑗𝑘+1) → 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗𝑘+1)
for all 𝑘 such that 𝑝 ≤ 𝑘 < 𝑚.

Proof. Since any arc of Γ(𝑖) is incident to some 𝑠-node, and all 𝑠-nodes of

Γ(𝑖) that are in Λ are in Γ(𝑖)+ (Lemma 7.4), all steps of Λ are in Γ(𝑖)+.
Let us consider the arcs of Γ(𝑖)+ that are incident to some 𝑒-node: they

either end at some 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗), or start at some 𝑒 ( 𝑗, 𝑖). The arc to 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗) is a
step of Λ if and only if 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗) is an intermediary node or a terminus of

Λ. By Lemma 7.3, the arc (𝑖, 𝑗) is either forward, or backward-upward.
Equivalently, “not backward-downward”. This means 𝑗 is not an ascending

child of 𝑖; it is 𝑗𝑘 for some 𝑘 ≥ 𝑝 .
The arc from 𝑒 ( 𝑗, 𝑖) is a step of Λ if and only if 𝑒 ( 𝑗, 𝑖) is an intermediary

node of Λ (since it cannot be an origin). By Lemma 7.3, the arc ( 𝑗, 𝑖) is
upward-backward. This means that 𝑗 is a descending child of 𝑖 , and hence
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it is equal to some 𝑗𝑘 with 𝑝 ≤ 𝑘 < 𝑚. Thus, steps(Λ) contains all arcs of
the paths 𝑒 ( 𝑗𝑘 , 𝑖) → 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑘 , 𝑗𝑘+1) → 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗𝑘+1) such that 𝑝 ≤ 𝑘 < 𝑚.

The 𝑠-nodes 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑘 , 𝑗𝑘+1) for 𝑘 ≥ 𝑝 have already 2 incident steps of Λ in

these paths and admit no other. The remaining steps of Λ in Γ(𝑖) must be

among the arcs of the path

𝑣 (𝑖) → 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗1, 𝑗2) → 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗2, 𝑗2) → · · · → 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗𝑝−1, 𝑗𝑝) → 𝑒 (𝑖, 𝑗𝑝)
and since all the nodes in this path are in Λ, steps(Λ) contains all the arcs
of this path. ■

Lemma 7.6. Let Λ be a non-intersecting path of H (𝑌 ). If both children 𝑎

and 𝑏 of 𝑟 are descending, then the steps of Λ in Γ(𝑟 ) are the arcs of
𝑒 (𝑎, 𝑟 ) → 𝑠𝑟 (𝑎, 𝑏) → 𝑒 (𝑟, 𝑏) and 𝑒 (𝑏, 𝑟 ) → 𝑠𝑟 (𝑏, 𝑎) → 𝑒 (𝑟, 𝑎).

On the other hand, if both children of 𝑎 and 𝑏 of 𝑟 are ascending, then Λ has

no step in Γ(𝑟 ).

Proof. The node 𝑣 (𝑟 ) is not on Λ. Therefore no step of Λ is incident to 𝑣 (𝑟 ).
The arcs non-incident to 𝑣 (𝑟 ) are those of the two paths

𝑒 (𝑎, 𝑟 ) → 𝑠𝑟 (𝑎, 𝑏) → 𝑒 (𝑟, 𝑏) and 𝑒 (𝑏, 𝑟 ) → 𝑠𝑟 (𝑏, 𝑎) → 𝑒 (𝑟, 𝑎).
If both children are descending, both 𝑠𝑟 (𝑎, 𝑏) and 𝑠𝑟 (𝑎, 𝑏) are intermediary

nodes of Λ (Lemma 7.4), therefore both arcs of both paths are steps of Λ.
If both children are ascending, none of 𝑠𝑟 (𝑎, 𝑏) and 𝑠𝑟 (𝑏, 𝑎) is onΛ (Lemma

7.4 again), and thus Λ has no step in Γ(𝑟 ). ■

Lemma 7.7. There exists at most one non-intersecting family of 𝑛 paths in

the 𝑛-networkH (𝑌 ).

Proof. Since the arcs of the local graphs Γ(𝑖) for 𝑖 ∈ 𝑌 cover the set of arcs

ofH (𝑌 ), the map

Λ ↦→
(
steps(Λ) ∩ arcs(Γ(𝑖))

)
𝑖∈𝑉 (𝑇 )

from the set of all non-intersecting families of𝑛 paths ofH (𝑌 ), is injective.
On the other hand, by Lemmas 7.5 and 7.6, all non-intersecting families of

𝑛 paths have the same image. ■

8. The uniqe non-intersecting family of 𝑛 paths in R𝐴
This section wraps up our combinatorial argument and show that there

is a unique non-intersecting family of 𝑛 paths in R𝐴, and that its under-

lying permutation is always an 𝑛-cycle. This amounts to the remaining

half of Theorem 4.1. This is achieved in two steps. First, we show that

there is at most one non-intersection path in R𝐴 (Lemma 8.1), and then we

describe in in terms of the Depth-First-Search algorithm. From this anal-

ysis, we are able to show that the underlying permutation of the unique

non-intersecting family of paths is always a cycle.

Lemma 8.1. There is at most one non-intersecting family of 𝑛 paths in R𝐴.
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Proof. Any path in R𝐴 from a source 𝑥 to a sink 𝑥′ splits uniquely as 𝜋𝜋 ′

where 𝜋 is a path in S with origin 𝑥 and 𝜋 ′ is a path inN with terminus 𝑥′.
Let 𝑦 be the terminus of 𝜋 and let 𝑦′ be the origin of 𝜋 ′. Then necessarily

(𝑦,𝑦′) is a bridge edge of R𝐴. In particular 𝑦′ = Ψ(𝑦), 𝑦 is a sink of S and

𝑦′ is a source of N .

It follows from what precedes that the above decomposition induces a

bijection NIP(R𝐴) → NIP(S) × NIP(N).
After Lemma 7.7, each ofNIP(S) andNIP(N) has at most one element.

The result follows. ■

For any vertex 𝑖 of𝑇0, let dfs (𝑖) be the sequence defined recursively by:
- If 𝑖 is a leaf then dfs (𝑖) is the one-term sequence (𝑖).
- Otherwise, let 𝑗1 <𝑖 𝑗2 <𝑖 · · · <𝑖 𝑗𝑚 be the children of 𝑖 , then

dfs (𝑖) = 𝑖 dfs ( 𝑗1) 𝑖 dfs ( 𝑗2) 𝑖 · · · 𝑖 dfs ( 𝑗𝑚) 𝑖 .
Let𝑤 = dfs (𝑟 ). This is the Depth-First-Search (DFS) walk on the plane

rooted tree 𝑇0, a closed walk of length 2𝑛. When convenient, we also con-

sider it as indexed by the integers modulo 2𝑛; in that case we refer to it as

the cyclic DFS walk.

For any arc (𝑖, 𝑗) of𝑇0, defineNext(𝑖, 𝑗) as the successor of 𝑖 with respect
to < 𝑗 among the neighbors of 𝑗 , if it is defined (i.e. if 𝑖 is a child of 𝑗 ); and

as the first neighbor of 𝑗 is 𝑖 is the parent of 𝑗 .

Lemma 8.2. The DFS walk on 𝑇0 has the following properties:
(1) Every arc supported on 𝑇0 appears exactly once as a step of𝑤 .

(2) It admits the following iterative definition:

- 𝑤0 = 𝑟 ,

- 𝑤1 is the first child of 𝑟 .

- for all 𝑘 from 2 to 2𝑛,𝑤𝑘 = Next(𝑤𝑘−2,𝑤𝑘−1).
(3) No downward-backward step follows an upward-backward step in𝑤 .

Proof. The first property is well-known, see [Eve11, Lemma 3.2]

The second property corresponds to the iterative presentation of Depth-

First Search with a stack, where a vertex is popped only after all its chil-

dren, and the children are pushed one at a time. In this context,𝑤0,𝑤1,𝑤2, . . .

are the successive values of the top of the stack. If𝑤𝑘−2 is a child of𝑤𝑘−1,
then at step 𝑘 − 1 of DFS, 𝑤𝑘−2 is popped from the stack, and at step 𝑘 ,

either the next child of 𝑤𝑘−1 is pushed on it, or (if 𝑤𝑘−2 is the last child)

vertex 𝑤𝑘−1 is popped as well. In both cases, the new top 𝑤𝑘 is the neigh-

bor of 𝑤𝑘−1 that comes after 𝑤𝑘−2. If 𝑤𝑘−2 is the parent of 𝑤𝑘−1, then at

step 𝑘 − 1, vertex 𝑤𝑘−1 is pushed on the stack, and at step 𝑘 , either the

first child of 𝑤𝑘−1 is pushed as well; or (if 𝑤𝑘−1 has no child) vertex 𝑤𝑘−1
is popped, and the new top 𝑤𝑘 is the parent of 𝑤𝑘−1. In both cases, 𝑤𝑘 is

the first neighbor of𝑤𝑘−1.
The last property is a consequence of the rule “ascending children pre-

cede descending children” imposed on the local orders <𝑖 of the neighbors

of 𝑖 . ■
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Example 8.3. The DFS walk for the plane rooted tree𝑇0 from the previous

examples is 𝑟13148474941𝑟26252𝑟 . See Figure 14(a).
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(b) The DFS walk unfolded, with vertices

corresponding to the in-indices circled.

Figure 14

Define the in-index of each vertex 𝑖 of 𝑇0 different from 𝑟 as the only

index 𝑘 such that

(1) 𝑤𝑘 = 𝑖 ,

(2) all occurrences of all ascending children of 𝑖 in the DFS walk are

before index 𝑘 ,

(3) all occurrences of all descending children of 𝑖 in the DFS walk are

after index 𝑘 .

Note that we do not associate any in-index to the root 𝑟 .

Example 8.4 (Ex. 8.3 continued). Consider the DFS walk from the run-

ning example. For the vertices different from 𝑟 , circle their occurrence

corresponding to their in-index and insert the arrows corresponding to

the orientation 𝐴0:

𝑟 → 1← 3⃝→ 1← 4← 8⃝→ 4⃝→ 7⃝← 4→ 9⃝ · · ·
· · · ← 4→ 1⃝← 𝑟 → 2← 6⃝→ 2⃝→ 5⃝← 2← 𝑟 .

See also Figure 14(b).

Lemma 8.5. Let 𝑘 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2𝑛}. Then 𝑘 is not an in-index if and only if

(𝑤𝑘−1,𝑤𝑘) is upward-backward or (𝑤𝑘 ,𝑤𝑘+1) is downward-backward.

Proof. Consider first the case when 𝑤𝑘 ≠ 𝑟 . The index 𝑘 is an in-index if

and only if both conditions are fulfilled: (1) 𝑤𝑘−1 is either an ascending

child of 𝑤𝑘 or the parent of 𝑤𝑘 ; and (2) 𝑤𝑘+1 is either an descending child

of𝑤𝑘 or the parent of𝑤𝑘 .
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𝑤𝑘−1

𝑤𝑘

𝑤𝑘+1

𝑤𝑘−1

𝑤𝑘

𝑤𝑘+1

𝑤𝑘−1

𝑤𝑘

𝑤𝑘+1 𝑤𝑘−1

𝑤𝑘

𝑤𝑘+1=

Condition (1) restates as: (𝑤𝑘−1,𝑤𝑘) is either upward-forward, or down-
ward. Equivalently, “not upward-backward”. Condition (2) restates as:

(𝑤𝑘 ,𝑤𝑘+1) is either downward-forward, or upward. Equivalently, “not

downward-backward”. Therefore, 𝑘 is an in-index if and only if (𝑤𝑘−1,𝑤𝑘)
is not upward-backward and (𝑤𝑘 ,𝑤𝑘+1) is not downward-backward, which
is a restatement of the equivalence in the lemma.

Consider now the case when 𝑤𝑘 = 𝑟 . Then 𝑘 is not an in-index of a

vertex different from the root. If both children or 𝑟 are descending, then

(𝑤𝑘−1,𝑤𝑘) is upward-backward and (𝑤𝑘 ,𝑤𝑘+1) is downward-forward. If
both children or 𝑟 are ascending, then (𝑤𝑘−1,𝑤𝑘) is upward-forward and

(𝑤𝑘 ,𝑤𝑘+1) is downward-backward. In both cases the equivalence holds.

■

Let Ω be the cyclically ordered set of all in-indices. Our next two lemmas

are key in relating the DFS walk to the Route Map. We aim to generalize

the following observation in our running example.

Example 8.6 (Ex. 8.4 continued). We work with the DFS walk of Figure

14(b). Consider the walks that start at a circled vertex, and stop at the next

one. Distinguish the unique forward (→) step in each of these: 3148, 84,
47, 749, 941, 1𝑟26, 62, 25, and (cycling) 52𝑟13. These marked paths encode

the unique 9-path of R𝐴.

Lemma 8.7. In the cyclic DFS walk, in-indices and forward arcs are inter-

laced: given any two in-indices 𝑢 and 𝑣 , consecutive in Ω, there is a unique

forward step in 𝑤𝑢𝑤𝑢+1 · · ·𝑤𝑣 . Moreover, all steps of 𝑤𝑢𝑤𝑢+1 · · ·𝑤𝑣 before
this forward step are upward-backward, and all steps after it are downward-

backward.

Proof. Let𝑢 and 𝑣 be two consecutive in-indices. Let 𝜇 be theword obtained

from the sequence of steps of 𝑤𝑢𝑤𝑢+1 · · ·𝑤𝑣 by replacing each step with

its type: UB for upward-backward, DB for downward-backward, or F for

forward. See Figure 14(b).

Lemma 8.5 implies that each pair of consecutive letters must either start

withUB or end withDB. Lemma 8.2 implies that the pair cannot beUBDB.

The only possible pairs are thus

UBUB, UBF, FDB, and DBDB.

As a consequence, the word 𝜇 is of the form (UB)𝑝F(DB)𝑞 for some non-

negative integers 𝑝 and 𝑞. ■
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Lemma 8.8. Let 𝑢, 𝑣 be two in-indices.
If 𝑢 and 𝑣 are consecutive in Ω, then the subwalk 𝑤𝑢𝑤𝑢+1 · · ·𝑤𝑣 of the

cyclic DFS walk is a path in 𝑇0.

Proof. Let us prove the implication in the lemma by proving its contrapos-

itive.

Suppose that 𝑤𝑢𝑤𝑢+1 · · ·𝑤𝑣 is not a path. Since any walk in a tree with

no recoil is a path, we deduce that there exists 𝑘 such that 𝑤𝑘−1 = 𝑤𝑘+1
and 𝑢 < 𝑘 < 𝑣 . As a consequence,𝑤𝑘 is a leaf of𝑇0, because the cyclic DFS

walk has recoils only at the leaves of𝑇0. And since each leaf is visited only

once, 𝑘 is the in-index of𝑤𝑘 . Thus 𝑢 and 𝑣 are not consecutive in Ω. ■

For any pair 𝑢, 𝑣 of in-indices consecutive in Ω, define Λ(𝑤𝑢,𝑤𝑣 ) as
the path of R𝐴 that is the lifting (see Section 6.2) of the marked path

(𝑤𝑢𝑤𝑢+1 · · ·𝑤𝑣 ;𝛾), where 𝛾 is the unique forward step of 𝑤𝑢𝑤𝑢+1 · · ·𝑤𝑣
as per Lemma 8.7.

Proposition 8.9. The set

Λ∗ = {Λ(𝑤𝑢,𝑤𝑣 ) | 𝑢 and 𝑣 are in-indices consecutive in Ω}

is a non-intersecting family of 𝑛 paths in R𝐴.

Proof. Let 𝑢, 𝑣 be two in-indices consecutive in Ω, and let 𝑤𝑢𝑤𝑢+1 · · ·𝑤𝑣
be the associated walk in 𝑇0. Let us show first that the paths Λ(𝑤𝑢,𝑤𝑣 ) do
not meet in the Southern hemisphere S. That is, we only care about the

subpath 𝑤𝑢𝑤𝑢+1 · · ·𝑤𝑚𝑤𝑚+1, where 𝑤𝑚𝑤𝑚+1 is the unique forward step

(cf. Lemma 8.7).

The lifting of this subpath𝑤𝑢𝑤𝑢+1 · · ·𝑤𝑚𝑤𝑚+1 starts at the 𝑣-node 𝑣 (𝑤𝑢),
ends at the 𝑒-node 𝑒 (𝑤𝑘 ,𝑤𝑘+1), and by Lemma 6.4 it is of the form

𝑣 (𝑤𝑢) 𝑆𝑢 𝑒 (𝑤𝑢,𝑤𝑢+1) 𝑆𝑢+1 𝑒 (𝑤𝑢+1,𝑤𝑢+2) · · · 𝑆𝑚 𝑒 (𝑤𝑚,𝑤𝑚+1),

where each 𝑆ℓ is a sequence of 𝑠-nodes in Γ(𝑤𝑘). By (the proof of) Lemma

6.5(3), 𝑆𝑢 is

𝑠𝑤𝑢
( 𝑗1, 𝑗2) 𝑠𝑤𝑢

( 𝑗2, 𝑗3) · · · 𝑠𝑤𝑢
( 𝑗𝑘−1, 𝑗𝑘)

and 𝑗𝑘 = 𝑤𝑢+1. Note that 𝑗1, ..., 𝑗𝑘−1 are the ascending children of 𝑤𝑢 . In

other words, those nodes for which ( 𝑗,𝑤𝑢) is a forward arc of 𝐸±. Similarly,

for ℓ > 𝑢, by (the proof of) Lemma 6.5(4), 𝑆ℓ is the one-term sequence

(𝑠𝑤ℓ
(𝑤ℓ−1,𝑤ℓ+1)). Note that𝑤ℓ−1 <𝑤𝑢

𝑤ℓ+1. We conclude:

(1) A 𝑣-node 𝑣 (𝑖) of S belongs to Λ(𝑤𝑢,𝑤𝑣 ) if and only if𝑤𝑢 = 𝑖 .

(2) A given 𝑒-node 𝑒 (𝛾) ofS belongs toΛ(𝑤𝑢,𝑤𝑣 ) if and only if𝛾 is a ei-
ther the forward step or an upward-backward step of𝑤𝑢𝑤𝑢+1 · · ·𝑤𝑣 .

(3) An 𝑠-node 𝑠𝑖 ( 𝑗, 𝑘) of S belongs to Λ(𝑤𝑢,𝑤𝑣 ) if and only if

(a) it belongs to Γ+(𝑖), and
(b) either𝑤𝑢 = 𝑖 with ( 𝑗, 𝑖) forward, or ( 𝑗, 𝑖) is an upward-backward

step of𝑤𝑢𝑤𝑢+1 · · ·𝑤𝑣 .
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This shows that each node of S on Λ∗ belongs to only one path Λ(𝑤𝑢,𝑤𝑣 ),
since each arc supported on 𝑇0 appears exactly once in the DFS walk, and

its subwalks𝑤𝑢𝑤𝑢+1 · · ·𝑤𝑣 for 𝑢, 𝑣 consecutive in Ω, have no step in com-

mon.

A very similar argument works for N , since all we have used are the

structural lemmas for a hemisphere. Hence, Λ∗ is non-intersecting. ■

Proposition 8.10. There is exactly one non-intersecting family of 𝑛 paths

in R𝐴.
Proof. This follows from Proposition 8.9 and Lemma 8.1, that say respec-

tively that there is at least and at most one non-intersecting path inR𝐴. ■
Lemma 8.11. The underlying permutation of the unique non-intersecting

family of 𝑛 paths in R𝐴 is a cycle of length 𝑛.

Proof. Let 𝑇0 be a fixed plane rooted tree structure on 𝑇 induced by 𝐴,

let Ω = 𝑤0𝑤1 · · ·𝑤2𝑛 be the DFS walk on 𝑇0. For each pair of in-indices

𝑢, 𝑣 consecutive in Ω, the underlying permutation of the unique non-in-

tersecting family of 𝑛 paths in R𝐴 sends 𝑢 to 𝑣 . In particular it is a cycle of

length 𝑛. ■

Corollary 8.12. The unique non-intersecting family of 𝑛 paths in R𝐴 is of

sign (−1)𝑛−1.
This shows the second half of Theorem 4.1.

Theorem 8.13. Let 𝐴 be a unital arrowflow. Then,∑︁
𝜅∈𝐶 (𝐴)

sign(𝜅) = (−1)𝑛−1.

Proof. By Theorem 6.10, we have∑︁
𝜅∈𝐶 (𝐴)

sign(𝜅) =
∑︁

Λ∈NIP(R𝐴)
sign(Λ).

By Proposition 8.10, the latter sumhas a unique summand, which is (−1)𝑛−1
by Corollary 8.12. ■

9. Deformations of the Graham–Pollak formula

In this section, we derive our new deformation of the Graham–Pollak

formula, Theorem 1.1.

9.1. Weighted distance matrix. Looking for a generalization as broad

as possible of the distance matrix, we interpret the distance 𝑑 (𝑖, 𝑗) as the
number of marked paths from 𝑖 to 𝑗 . We associate to each marked path

(𝜋 ;𝛾) = (𝑖0 𝑖1 . . . 𝑖𝑑 ; 𝑖𝑝𝑖𝑝+1) in 𝑇 the monomial

𝑤 (𝜋 ;𝛾) = 𝑥𝑖0𝑖1 · · · 𝑥𝑖𝑝−1𝑖𝑝𝑦𝑖𝑝𝑖𝑝+1𝑧𝑖𝑝+1𝑖𝑝+2 · · · 𝑧𝑖𝑑−1𝑖𝑑
in three families of commuting variables 𝑥𝛾 , 𝑦𝛾 , 𝑧𝛾 attached to the arcs 𝛾 of

𝑇 .
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We refer to the subsequences

𝑖0𝑖1 · · · 𝑖𝑝, 𝑖𝑝𝑖𝑝+1 and 𝑖𝑝+1𝑖𝑝+1 · · · 𝑖𝑑
that decompose 𝜋 as the tail, body, and head of (𝜋 ;𝛾). We define the fol-

lowing deformation of the distance:

𝑑′(𝑖, 𝑗) =
∑︁

𝛾∈steps(𝑃 (𝑖, 𝑗))
𝑤
(
𝑃 (𝑖, 𝑗);𝛾

)
.

This is the generating series of the marked paths from 𝑖 to 𝑗 .

The weighted distance matrix𝑀′(𝑇 ) is (𝑑′(𝑖, 𝑗))𝑖, 𝑗∈[𝑛] .

9.2. Weighted catalysts and the zero-sum involution. We can under-

stand a catalyst 𝜅 = (𝜎, 𝑓 ) as a set of marked paths in 𝑇 , each path of

the form (𝑃 (𝑖, 𝜎 (𝑖)); 𝑓 (𝑖)) for some 𝑖 ∈ 𝑉 (𝑇 ). The weight of a catalyst is

therefore defined to be

𝑤 (𝜅) =
∏
𝑖∈𝑉 (𝑇 )

𝑤 (𝑃 (𝑖, 𝜎 (𝑖)); 𝑓 (𝑖)) .

We define the tail (resp. body, head) of a catalyst to be the multiset of tails

(resp. bodies, heads) of its marked paths.

Note that body(𝜅) is the set of arcs of its arrowflow. The same reasoning

as in the unweighted case gives det𝑀′(𝑇 ) as a weighted sum of catalysts,

det𝑀′(𝑇 ) =
∑︁
𝜅∈𝐾

sign(𝜅)𝑤 (𝜅).

Next, we show that zero-sum catalysts do not contribute to this sum.

Lemma 9.1. Let 𝐴 be a disconnected zero-sum arrowflow. Assume 𝑥𝑘ℓ =

𝑥−1
ℓ𝑘

for all (𝑘, ℓ) ∈ 𝐸±. The involution 𝜑𝐴 defined in Lemma 5.1 is weight-

preserving.

Proof. Let 𝜅 = (𝜎, 𝑓 ) ∈ 𝐶 (𝐴), and let 𝑖 and 𝑗 as in Lemma 5.1.

If {𝑖, 𝑗} separates 𝜎 (𝑖) and 𝜎 ( 𝑗) (as in Figure 4), then 𝜑𝐴 (𝜅) and 𝜅 have

the same body and head. The tail of 𝜑𝐴 (𝜅) is obtained from the tail of 𝜅

by either removing or adding one occurrence of each of (𝑖, 𝑗) and ( 𝑗, 𝑖).
Accordingly, the weight of 𝜑𝐴 (𝜅) is obtained from that of 𝜅 by multiplying

or dividing by 𝑥𝑖 𝑗𝑥 𝑗𝑖 . This has no effect since 𝑥𝑖 𝑗𝑥 𝑗𝑖 = 1.
If {𝑖, 𝑗} does not separate 𝜎 (𝑖) and 𝜎 ( 𝑗) (as in Figure 3), 𝜅 and 𝜑𝐴 (𝜅)

have the same head, body and tail, and thus the same weight. ■

Lemma 9.2. Let 𝐴 be a connected zero-sum arrowflow. The involution 𝜑𝐴
defined in Lemma 5.2 is weight-preserving.

Proof. The involution 𝜑𝐴 just swaps the tails of two of the marked paths

of the catalyst (see Figure 5). In total, it preserves the tail, body and tail of

the catalyst. Hence, it is weight-preserving. ■
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As a result, the determinant of theweighted distancematrix is the signed,

weighted sum of all unital catalysts,

det𝑀′(𝑇 ) =
∑︁

𝐴 unital

∑︁
𝜅∈𝐶 (𝐴)

sign(𝜅)𝑤 (𝜅).

9.3. Weighted Route Maps and liftings. For each unital arrowflow 𝐴,

consider the plane rooted tree 𝑇0, and the corresponding digraph 𝐴0 ob-

tained by substituting (𝑎, 𝑏) and (𝑏, 𝑎) for (𝑟, 𝑎) and (𝑟, 𝑏). We introduce

two dummy variables 𝑦𝑟𝑎 := 𝑦𝑏𝑎 and 𝑦𝑟𝑏 := 𝑦𝑎𝑏 to alleviate notation.

Dummy variables 𝑥𝑟𝑎 , 𝑥𝑟𝑏 , 𝑧𝑟𝑎 , 𝑧𝑟𝑏 are defined similarly. We equip the Route

Map with a weight function𝑤 on its arcs by assigning

(1) for each arc 𝛾 supported on 𝑇0 different from (𝑏, 𝑟 ) and (𝑎, 𝑟 ), a
weight of 𝑥𝛾 to all arcs of S leaving 𝑒 (𝛾),

(2) for each 𝛾 ∈ 𝐴0 a weight of 𝑦𝛾 to the bridge (𝑒 (𝛾), 𝑒′(𝛾)) between
hemispheres,

(3) for each arc 𝛾 supported on 𝑇0 different from (𝑏, 𝑟 ) and (𝑎, 𝑟 ), a
weight of 𝑧𝛾 to all arcs of N arriving to 𝑒′(𝛾),

(4) a weight of 1 to any other arc.

The weight𝑤 (Λ) of a family of 𝑛 pathsΛ in R𝐴 is defined to be the product
of the weights of the steps of its paths.

Lemma 9.3. The lifting map of Section 6.3 is weight-preserving; if Λ𝑖 is the
lifting of the marked path (𝑃 (𝑖, 𝑗);𝛿), then𝑤 (Λ𝑖) = 𝑤 (𝑃 (𝑖, 𝑗);𝛿). Therefore,
if𝑤 (𝜅) is the weight of a catalyst, then𝑤 (Λ(𝜅)) = 𝑤 (𝜅).
Proof. Let (𝑃 (𝑖, 𝑗);𝛿) be a marked path in 𝑇 , and let (𝜋0, 𝛿0) be the corre-
sponding marked path in𝑇0. Let Λ𝑖 be its lifting. Let𝑢 and 𝑣 be the vertices
of 𝑇 such that (𝑢, 𝑣) = 𝛿 .

On the one hand, the weight of the marked path is

𝑤 (𝑃 (𝑖, 𝑗);𝛿) = ©«
∏

𝛾∈steps(𝑃 (𝑖,𝑢))
𝑥𝛾
ª®¬𝑦𝛿 ©«

∏
𝜂∈steps(𝑃 (𝑣, 𝑗))

𝑧𝜂
ª®¬ .

On the other hand, the weight of Λ𝑖 is the product of all arc weights of Λ𝑖 .
We have thus a factor of 𝑦𝛿 , since Λ𝑖 traverses the bridge (𝑒 (𝛿0), 𝑒′(𝛿0)).

If (𝑎, 𝑏) ∈ steps(𝑃 (𝑖, 𝑢)), then Λ𝑖 visits (𝑟, 𝑏) and and this is not the last

node of S that it visits; similarly if (𝑏, 𝑎) ∈ steps(𝑃 (𝑖, 𝑢)). For any other

𝛾 ∈ steps(𝑃 (𝑖, 𝑢)), the path Λ𝑖 visits 𝑒 (𝛾) and this is not the last node of S
that it visits. Altogether, the Southern part of the walk contributes with a

weight of

∏
𝛾∈steps(𝑃 (𝑖,𝑢)) 𝑥𝛾 .

For each 𝜂 ∈ steps(𝑃 (𝑣, 𝑗)), the path Λ𝑖 visits 𝑒
′(𝜂) (provided that 𝜂 is

not supported on {𝑎, 𝑏}) and this is not the first node of N that it visits.

The special case 𝜂 where is supported on {𝑎, 𝑏} is taken care of as above.

We arrive at the above formula again. ■

This implies that the determinant of the weighted distance matrix does

a weighted enumeration of families of 𝑛 paths in the Route Maps R𝐴, as 𝐴
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ranges over unital arrowflows. By the Lindström–Gessel–Viennot Lemma

2.1, we obtain

det𝑀′(𝑇 ) =
∑︁

𝐴 unital

∑︁
Λ∈NIP(R𝐴)

sign(Λ)𝑤 (Λ).

Indeed, for 𝐴 unital, the Lindström–Gessel–Viennot involution is weight-

preserving since it preserves the multiset of steps of the 𝑛 paths. We are

using the simpler weighted version of the lemma from Equation (4).

9.4. The formula. For each unital arrowflow 𝐴 there is a unique non-

intersecting family of 𝑛 paths Λ∗ in R𝐴, defined in Proposition 8.9. By

Lemma 8.7, we have

𝑤 (Λ∗) =
∏

𝛾∈𝑈𝐵 (𝐴)
𝑥𝛾 ·

∏
𝛿∈𝐹 (𝐴)

𝑦𝛿 ·
∏

𝜂∈𝐷𝐵 (𝐴)
𝑧𝜂,

where the sets 𝑈𝐵 (𝐴), 𝐹 (𝐴), and 𝐷𝐵 (𝐴) denote the sets of upward back-

ward, forward, and downward backward arcs of 𝐴, as defined in Section

7 and used in the proof of Lemma 8.7. The underlying sign is (−1)𝑛−1 by
Corollary 8.12. For each 𝑒 = {𝑎, 𝑏} ∈ 𝐸 define 𝑈 (𝑒) to be the set of arcs

supported on 𝑇 “pointing to 𝑒 .” That is,

𝑈 (𝑒) =
{
(𝑖, 𝑗) ∈ 𝐸± : {𝑖, 𝑗} ≠ {𝑎, 𝑏} and 𝑗 ∈ 𝑃 (𝑖, 𝑎)

}
.

Equivalently, it is the set of arcs (𝑖, 𝑗) that become upward in the rooted tree

obtained from 𝑇 by subdividing 𝑒 . We arrive at the following expansion.

Theorem 9.4. Under the hypothesis 𝑥 𝑗𝑖 = 𝑥−1𝑖 𝑗 for all edges {𝑖, 𝑗} of 𝑇 , the
determinant of the weighted distance matrix of a tree is

(−1)𝑛−1
∑︁

𝑒={𝑎,𝑏}∈𝐸
𝑦𝑎𝑏𝑦𝑏𝑎

∏
(𝑖, 𝑗)∈𝑈 (𝑒)

(𝑦𝑖 𝑗𝑥 𝑗𝑖 + 𝑦 𝑗𝑖𝑧𝑖 𝑗 ).

Proof. Express the determinant as

det𝑀′(𝑇 ) =
∑︁

𝐴 unital

∑︁
Λ∈NIP(R𝐴)

sign(Λ)𝑤 (Λ)

=
∑︁

𝐴 unital

(−1)𝑛−1𝑤 (Λ∗)

= (−1)𝑛−1
∑︁

𝐴 unital

∏
𝛾∈𝑈𝐵 (𝐴)

𝑥𝛾 ·
∏

𝛿∈𝐹 (𝐴)
𝑦𝛿 ·

∏
𝜂∈𝐷𝐵 (𝐴)

𝑧𝜂 .

Fix a unital arrowflow 𝐴 and let 𝑇0 be the plane rooted tree structure of 𝑇

induced by𝐴. Let 𝑎 and 𝑏 be the vertices of𝑇0 adjacent to the root 𝑟 . Then

(𝑎, 𝑟 ) and (𝑏, 𝑟 ) are forward and carry a weight of 𝑦𝑎𝑏 and 𝑦𝑏𝑎 . For any

other arc (𝑖, 𝑗) ∈ 𝐸±, suppose without loss of generality that 𝑖 is the parent
of 𝑗 in 𝑇0. Then either (𝑖, 𝑗) is forward and ( 𝑗, 𝑖) is upward backward, or
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( 𝑗, 𝑖) is forward and (𝑖, 𝑗) is downward backward. We obtain the desired

formula,

det𝑀′(𝑇 ) = (−1)𝑛−1
∑︁
{𝑎,𝑏}∈𝐸

𝑦𝑎𝑏𝑦𝑏𝑎

∏
(𝑖, 𝑗)∈𝑈 ({𝑎,𝑏})

(𝑦𝑖 𝑗𝑥 𝑗𝑖 + 𝑦 𝑗𝑖𝑧𝑖 𝑗 ). ■

For each edge 𝑒 of 𝑇 , let 𝑒+ and 𝑒− be the two arcs it carries. Similarly,

for any arc 𝛾 of 𝑇 , let 𝛾− be its reverse, and 𝛾0 be its underlying edge in 𝐸.
The above formula can be rewritten as

det𝑀′(𝑇 ) = (−1)𝑛−1
∑︁
𝑒∈𝐸

𝑦𝑒+𝑦𝑒−
∏

𝛾∈𝑈 (𝑒)
(𝑦𝛾𝑥𝛾− + 𝑦𝛾−𝑧𝛾 ).

9.5. Generalization independent of tree structure. The above gener-
alization of the distance makes the determinant depend on the tree struc-

ture, and, in this sense, is not a generalization of the result of Graham and

Pollak:

“the determinant of the distance matrix is independent of

the tree structure.”

A simple way to specialize further the formula to make it independent on

the tree structure is to impose

(𝑦𝛾𝑥𝛾− + 𝑦𝛾−𝑧𝛾 ) = (𝑦𝛾−𝑥𝛾 + 𝑦𝛾𝑧𝛾− ),
so that 𝛾 ∈ 𝑈 (𝑒) contributes to the formula as much as 𝛾− ∉ 𝑈 (𝑒), for all
𝛾 .

For this, we introduce a new variable 𝛼𝑒 for each 𝑒 ∈ 𝐸, and impose

𝛼𝑒 =
𝑦𝑒+

𝑧𝑒+ − 𝑥𝑒+
=

𝑦𝑒−

𝑧𝑒− − 𝑥𝑒−
.

Equivalently, 𝑦𝛾 = 𝛼𝛾0 (𝑧𝛾 − 𝑥𝛾 ).
Proof of Theorem 1.1. Specialize the formula of Theorem 9.4 as above, by

letting 𝑦𝛾 = 𝛼𝛾0 (𝑧𝛾 − 𝑥𝛾 ) to obtain an expression of det𝑀′(𝑇 ) equal to

(−1)𝑛−1
∑︁
𝑒∈𝐸

𝛼2𝑒 (𝑧𝑒+ − 𝑥𝑒+) (𝑧𝑒− − 𝑥𝑒− )
∏
𝑓 ∈𝐸
𝑓 ≠𝑒

𝛼 𝑓 (𝑧 𝑓 +𝑧 𝑓 − − 1).

Set now 𝑥𝑒 for 𝑥𝑒+ . Then 𝑥𝑒− = 𝑥
−1
𝑒 . ■

In this same spirit, we specialize 𝑥𝑒 = 1 to obtain [CK23b, Thm. A]. We

reiterate that this is a fully combinatorial proof, in contrast to the proof

found in the original paper.

Corollary 9.5 (Choudhury–Khare [CK23b]). Associate to each arc 𝛾 sup-

ported on 𝑇 a variable 𝑧𝛾 , and to edge 𝑒 of 𝑇 a variable 𝛼𝑒 .

Define the CK-weight of a marked path (𝜋 ;𝛾) to be

𝛼𝛾0 (𝑧𝛾 − 1)
∏

𝛿∈head(𝜋,𝛾)
𝑧𝛿 .

where 𝛾0 is the edge that supports 𝛾 .
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Define the CK-distance from 𝑖 to 𝑗 ∈ 𝑉 (𝑇 ) to be the weighted sum of all

marked paths from 𝑖 to 𝑗 . The determinant of the CK-distance matrix of a

tree is ©«
∏
𝑓 ∈𝐸

𝛼 𝑓 (1 − 𝑧 𝑓 +𝑧 𝑓 − )
ª®¬
∑︁
𝑒∈𝐸

𝛼𝑒 (𝑧𝑒+ − 1) (𝑧𝑒− − 1)
1 − 𝑧𝑒+𝑧𝑒−

.

Proof. Note that the CK-weight of a marked path is obtained from the

weight of a marked path of Equation (2) by letting 𝑥𝑒 = 1 for all 𝑒 . Theorem
1.1 then gives a formula for the determinant of the CK-distance matrix as

(−1)𝑛−1
∑︁
𝑒∈𝐸

𝛼2𝑒 (𝑧𝑒+ − 1) (𝑧𝑒− − 1)
©«
∏
𝑓 ≠𝑒

𝛼 𝑓 (𝑧 𝑓 −𝑧 𝑓 + − 1)
ª®¬ . ■

9.6. A remark on formal 𝑞-integers. Among the deformations of the

Graham-Pollak Formula, the 𝑞-analogue with weights 𝑢𝛾 on arcs [LSZ14]

deforms the distance 𝑑 (𝑖, 𝑗) into

𝑑𝑞 (𝑖, 𝑗) = [𝑢𝑖0𝑖1] + [𝑢𝑖1𝑖2] + · · · + [𝑢𝑖𝑑−1𝑖𝑑 ]

where 𝑖0𝑖1 · · · 𝑖𝑑 is the path from 𝑖 to 𝑗 , and [𝑢𝛾 ] stands for (𝑞𝑢𝛾 −1)/(𝑞−1).
The determinant of thematrix of the𝑑𝑞 (𝑖, 𝑗) is shown to be equal to [LSZ14,
Thm. 3]:

(−1)𝑛−1
∑︁
𝑒∈𝐸
[𝑢𝑒+] [𝑢𝑒− ]

∏
𝑓 ∈𝐸
𝑓 ≠𝑒

( [𝑢 𝑓 +] + [𝑢 𝑓 − ]).

In [LSZ14], the weights 𝑢𝛾 and the variable 𝑞 are restricted to be positive

numbers—the case 𝑞 = 1 has to be stated separately. We would like to

observe here that the above result can be stated formally, with variables

(instead of numbers) for the weights and the parameter 𝑞, allowing spe-

cializations. For this, we transfer the dependence on 𝑞 to the operation of

sum by introducing the operation 𝑞-sum, that we denote by 𝑞 and define

as

𝑎 𝑞 𝑏 = 𝑎 + 𝑏 + (𝑞 − 1)𝑎𝑏.
It has the properties that the ordinary sum is recovered with 𝑞 = 1, and

[𝑎 + 𝑏] = [𝑎] 𝑞 [𝑏] .

Then, changing [𝑢𝛾 ] for 𝛽𝛾 , we get

𝑑𝑞 (𝑖, 𝑗) = 𝛽𝑖0𝑖1 𝑞 𝛽𝑖1𝑖2
𝑞 · · · 𝑞 𝛽𝑖𝑑−1𝑖𝑑

and the determinant of the matrix of the 𝑑𝑞 (𝑖, 𝑗) becomes:

(−1)𝑛−1
∑︁
𝑒∈𝐸

𝛽𝑒+𝛽𝑒−
∏
𝑓 ∈𝐸
𝑓 ≠𝑒

(𝛽 𝑓 + 𝑞 𝛽 𝑓 − ).
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10. Closing remarks

While the framework of Choudhury–Khare has proven to be the correct

algebraic setting to study distance matrices, our work sets the grounds for

a natural enumerative approach to the area. More precisely: we believe

catalysts to be the natural objects with which to study distance matrices,

and RouteMaps to be the natural object withwhich to enumerate catalysts.

To support our idea we mention that a recently released formula for the

principal minors of the distance matrix of a tree [RSW24] has been eluci-

dated in [GL24] through slight generalizations of the combinatorial objects

presented here. Future research directions might explore (i) parametric de-

formations of this formula and (ii) formulas for the non-principal minors

of the matrix.

Another line of research is the study of multiplicative generalizations of

the distance matrix of a tree, in the sense of [CK23b, Thm. A, case 𝑥 ≠ 0],
[YY07, Corollary 2.2 and Thm. 3.3] and [BS13]. As it stands, these are

not explained by Theorem 1.1. Finally, and on a broader level, Choudhury

and Khare recently extended in [CK23a] their formulas to arbitrary graphs.

These remain out of the reach of our combinatorial framework.
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