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Abstract

Higher-order notions of Kreweras complementation have appeared in the literature in
the works of Krawczyk, Speicher, Mastnak, Nica, Arizmendi, Vargas, and others. While
the theory has been developed primarily for specific applications in free probability, it also
possesses an elegant, purely combinatorial core that is of independent interest. The present
article aims at offering a simple account of various aspects of higher-order Kreweras com-
plementation on the basis of elementary arithmetic, (co)algebraic, categorical and simplicial
properties of noncrossing partitions. The main idea is to see noncrossing partitions as provid-
ing an interesting noncommutative analogue of the interplay between the divisibility poset
and the multiplicative monoid of positive integers. Just as the divisibility poset can be re-
garded as the decalage of the multiplicative monoid, we exhibit the lattice of noncrossing
partitions as the decalage of a partial monoid structure on noncrossing partitions encoding
higher-order Kreweras complements. While our results may be considered known, some of
the viewpoints can be regarded as novel, providing an efficient approach both conceptually
and computationally.
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1 Introduction

Although noncrossing partitions were initially studied out of combinatorial interest [16], they
have since found applications in many areas of mathematics and have been extensively studied
[23], [18]. They are enumerated by Catalan numbers, “probably the most ubiquitous sequence of
numbers in mathematics” [25], and can be put in bijection with many families of combinatorial
objects having the same generating series, such as binary trees, plane binary trees, Dyck paths,
to quote a few. The set of noncrossing partitions of a linear order [n] := {1,2,...,n} carries an
important lattice structure, which has been central to most applications of noncrossing partitions.
However, considering them together for all n, noncrossing partitions also carry shuffle-algebra
structures [9], as well as two operad structures [§], that further enrich the theory. All this
structure can be transported to other instances of Catalan combinatorics.

One feature characteristic for noncrossing partitions is the notion of Kreweras complement,
introduced by Kreweras in his foundational article [I6]. The Kreweras complement defines an
automorphism of the set of noncrossing partitions of [n], which is not an involution but has
period n. The standard way to define the Kreweras complement of a noncrossing partition « of
[n] is to embed this set as the odd elements of [2n] and look for the noncrossing partition S of
the set of even integers in [2n] such that the union o U § is a noncrossing partition of [2n] and
is maximal among such partitions. In a more algebraic notation, 8 solves the equation

(awy, B) v {{1,2},...,{2n — 1,2n}} = {{1,...,2n}},

for which L, B, the perfect shuffle of @ and 8 (see Definition [B.4.7]), is required to be noncrossing
— whereas v is the join in the lattice of noncrossing partitions of [2n] (rigorous definitions will
be given later).

In the present paper we are interested in higher versions of Kreweras complement, motivated
by applications in free probability (as very briefly indicated in Section [2 below). We regard these
higher Kreweras complements as a way to provide a noncommutative generalization of certain
features of the positive integers, more precisely the interplay between the divisibility poset (N* |)
and the multiplicative monoid (N* - ). Both feature notions of incidence (co)algebras and M&bius
inversion. For the poset, this is the standard theory initiated by Rota [21I]; for monoids the
analogous constructions were introduced by Cartier and Foata [4].

The relationship between the two approaches can be formulated elegantly using the fact that
posets and monoids are both examples of categories: Content, Lemay and Leroux [6] observed
that the assignment a | b — b/a constitutes a functor from the category (N* |) to the category
(N* -), and that this functor is CULF (“conservative” and possessing “unique lifting of factoriza-
tions”). They also identified the CULF functors as those that induce coalgebra homomorphisms
at the level of incidence coalgebras. This coalgebra homomorphism is precisely the one from
the (raw) incidence coalgebra of the divisibility poset to the reduced incidence coalgebra, where



two ‘intervals’ a | b and «' | b in the divisibility poset are identified when b/a = '/a’. This is
important as it is usually the setting of posets that is used to stage the whole theory, whereas
it is rather the reduced incidence algebra (which is the incidence algebra of the monoid) that
actually matters for Mobius inversion and related phenomena and tools.

It was observed more recently [11] that the CULF map of Content—Lemay-Leroux is actually
induced by decalage of simplicial sets: the (nerve of the) divisibility poset is the lower decalage
of the (bar complex of the) multiplicative monoid; it is a general fact that the map back from a
decalage is always CULF.

We show that all these features carry over to the noncommutative setting of noncrossing
partitions. Precisely, we exhibit the lattice of noncrossing partitions as the lower decalage of
a simplicial set obtained by defining a suitable composition product on noncrossing partitions.
The only caveat, and likely the reason why this composition product has remained under the
radar until now, is that it does not define a genuine monoid but rather a partial monoid in the
sense of Segal [22]. However, partial monoids are examples of decomposition spaces [3], and the
theory of incidence (co)algebras and Mobius inversion applies to decomposition spaces just as
it does to posets, monoids, and categories [12]. The incidence coalgebra of this partial monoid
is of some importance in free probability: the corresponding convolution algebra contains the
multiplicative functions used in Speicher’s free convolution (see Nica—Speicher [20], Lecture 18).

The article is organized as follows. Section [2] briefly gives some motivation and elements of
context for the current main application domain for our developments: free probability. Section Bl
lists various algebraic structures on noncrossing partitions, culminating with the definition of an
arithmetics-inspired composition product that happens to encode all the information of Kreweras
complementation and its higher generalizations. We will show, as an application, how various
key results of the theory can be formulated in terms of this partial monoid structure. Section [l
accounts for classical incidence (co)algebras of positive integers, their categorical and simplicial
interpretation. The last section [ develops coalgebraic, categorical and simplicial properties of
noncrossing partitions, showing that they behave as a noncommutative version of the integers
with respect to Mobius-inversion type calculus. We also briefly investigate coalgebraic properties
of k-divisible noncrossing partitions.

Notation 1.0.1. The set {1,...,n} is denoted [n]. We use the rationals Q as ground field for
our vector spaces.

2 Context and motivation

Higher-order Kreweras complements can be defined by generalizing the definition we have recalled
earlier, replacing the odd/even embedding of [n] into [2n] by the analogous embedding into [kn].
That these notions are meaningful is supported by combinatorial results in probability theory
appearing in the works of Krawczyk, Mastnak, Nica and Speicher [15], [20], [I7]. Our work
was initially motivated by the properties of the distributions of products of random variables
in free probability — specifically, multiplicative convolution. Similarly, our previous, technically
independent article [§] was driven by the properties of sums of random variables in free probability
and additive convolution.

Recall from [20] that a noncommutative probability space is a pair (A, ¢) consisting of an
associative algebra A and a unital linear form ¢ on A (say C-valued). Free cumulants are
multilinear maps x, from A®¥" n € N* to C defined by induction (or Mdbius inversion) in the
lattice of noncrossing partitions through the (nth-order) free moment-cumulant relation

olay---ap) = Z Rr(at, ..., ap).



Here, NCP(n) stands for the set of noncrossing partitions of [n] and x, denotes the multiplicative
extension of free cumulants to noncrossing partitions, that is, if 7 = {my,..., 7} € NCP(n), then

k
Kre(al,...,apn) = Hlim(al, ceey ),
i=1

where

),

for m; = {n},... ,n‘im‘}. Analogous to cumulants in classical probability, free cumulants in free
probability characterize free independence, which is a good notion of independence in noncom-
mutative probability theory [14], 19]: subalgebras A;,..., A, of A are freely independent if and
only if the free cumulants k,(a1,...,a,) vanish whenever at least two elements a; belong to
different subalgebras in Ay,..., A,.

One motivation for the present work is the following result connecting computations in free
probability with Kreweras complements, a consequence of |20, Thm. 1.12]. Indeed, it holds for
free cumulants of products of random variables that:

Kr (A1, ... an) = Bl (A 5 - -+ 5

2
|7 ]

mm(al---ap,...,ap(m_1)+1---apm) = Z Kﬂ(aly---,apm)’ (1)
TeNCPp-pres(m)
w={[pm]}

where
L. the apit1,---,ap(i11), 1 = 0,...,m — 1, belong to freely independent Ay,..., Ay,

2. in the summation on the right-hand side of (I}, NCP, pres(1m) denotes the set of p-preserving
noncrossing partitions, i.e. such that 4, j can be in the same block only if i = 7 mod p,

3. the partition 7 stands for the finest noncrossing partition which is coarser than 7 and such
that pi + 1,...,p(i + 1) belong to the same block for all ¢ =0,...,m — 1.

Below, we will not make further references to free probability. However, we point out that
formula () will drive our constructions on partitions m € NCPp_pres(m), such that 7 = {[pm]}.
They are called p-completing in the literature [I, Def. 2.1| and provide a natural p-fold generaliza-
tion of classical Kreweras complementation. When p = 2, the sum in () is indeed equivalently
formulated over pairs of a noncrossing partition and its Kreweras complement, as described
previously in this introduction — see also Lemma [B.6.1] below.

3 Algebraic structures

We shall now go through a series of algebraic and coalgebraic structures on noncrossing partitions.
Recall that a partition m = {m,...,m} of [n] is noncrossing, i.e., m € NCP(n), if and only if
there are no distinct blocks m; and 7; such that

da,cem, bydenmjla<b<ec<d.

Noncrossing partitions of an arbitrary totally ordered set S are defined similarly, and form
a lattice NCP(S). An increasing bijection ¢ : S 5 T induces a bijection NCP(S) = NCP(T)
denoted NCP(¢). In particular, the integer translation by p of an element m of NCP(n) is a
noncrossing partition of [n] + p := {1 + p,...,n + p} that we denote m + p. Similarly, the
dilation by p of an element m of NCP(n) is a noncrossing partition of p - [n] := {p,2p,...,np}
that we denote p - w. Finally, given an arbitrary totally ordered finite set S of cardinality n,
and given a noncrossing partition 5 € NCP(S), we write st(5) for the noncrossing partition in
NCP(n) obtained by transporting S along the unique increasing bijection between S and [n].
For example, st({{1,8},{3,5}}) = {{1,4},{2,3}}.



The blocks of a noncrossing partition, m = {m1,...,m}, are ordered by m; < 7; if and only if
inf(7;) < inf(m;) < sup(m;) < sup(rm;). (That is, the block m; is nested inside the block 7;.)

A noncrossing partition in NCP(n) is irreducible if and only if it has a unique maximal
block for the order <, that is, if 1 and n belong to the same block. In general, the irreducible
components of a noncrossing partition are the subsets of 7w of the form {C' | C < B}, where
B is a maximal block. The same definition extends to NCP(S). For example, the irreducible
components of {{1, 3}, {2}, {4, 8}, {5,6,7}} are {{1,3}, {2}} and {{4,8},{5,6,7}}. The irreducible
components of {{1,4}, {2}, {5,10},{6,7}} are {{1,4},{2}} and {{5,10},{6,7}}.

3.1 Order structure

The set NCP(S) has a natural partial order of coarsening which we write using notation borrowed
from arithmetics: 7 | p if and only if every block of 7 is contained in a block of p. This makes
NCP(S) a lattice. The meet and join are denoted as usual ™ A p and 7 v p, respectively. The
minimal partition (whose blocks are singletons) is written Og or simply 0,, when S = [n]. The
maximal element (with only a single block) is written 1g, respectively 1, if S = [n].

The lattice structure of noncrossing partitions has several interesting properties that will be
useful. Consider for example the set NCP(n) of noncrossing partitions p € NCP(n) containing
a given set of disjoint blocks 7y,...,m, with m; = {z%,... ,xfm|}. It is a subposet of NCP(n)
(actually a sublattice). Let us briefly explain this property, as it is fundamental for forthcoming
developments (we do not detail the arguments and refer the reader to [20] for details on the
standard general properties of noncrossing partitions that we implicitly use hereafter).

Write Ty for the minimal partition in this poset: it is the noncrossing partition containing
the m; and the singletons {z}, where x runs over the elements of [n] that are not contained in
the blocks ;. Write <, for the order of the blocks in myi,. Write g for the subset of [n] given
by all elements not nested inside any of the m;:

Ko = {xE[TL] |$¢ Uﬂ-i and Vj=1,...,]€, {,I} <kmin'ﬂ-j}-

i<k

Fori=1,...,kand j =1,...,|m| — 1, write ,ug for the subset of [n] containing elements nested
immediately inside the j-th gap of m; (i.e. between the elements z% and x; 41 of m;) but not
belonging to or nested inside any other block nested inside this gap:

,ug = {l E]$§,$§+1[ for which [ ¢ U m; and {l} min 7; forall j with m; <uyin 7}
i<k
Then
Tsup 1= {71, .., Tk, o} U U {,u}, .. ,uri‘_l}
1<i<k
is noncrossing and the maximal element in NCP.(n) (it has been constructed to be so). In
general elements € NCP,(n) are noncrossing partitions obtained as the union of {r1,..., 7}

with noncrossing partitions of yo and the p]. We summarize these constructions as follows:

Lemma 3.1.1. With notation as above, given a set of disjoint and noncrossing blocks my, ..., Tk
in [n], the set NCPr(n) of noncrossing partitions p € NCP(n) for which each of the m; is a block
is a sublattice of NCP(n). It is isomorphic as a lattice to the cartesian product of the lattices

NCP(uo) and NCiP(ug) withi=1,....,k and j =1,... |m| — 1.
As for any locally finite poset, we can associate to NCP(n) an incidence (co)algebra.

Definition 3.1.2 (Raw incidence (co)algebra). The incidence coalgebra IncCoalg(NCP(n),|) of
the poset (NCP(n),|) is spanned as a vector space by the intervals [c, ] (consisting of all 5 with
a| B17), and with comultiplication given by

Ale,y]) = D) [en Bl ®[8,7]

alBly
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and counit the “Kronecker delta” d([a,y]) = 1 for o =, and zero else.
The (raw) incidence algebra IncAlg(NCP(n), | ) is given by linear functions on IncCoalg(NCP(n), | )
with multiplication given by the convolution product

(f#9) (@) = >, fle,B)g(B,7)

alBly

and unit 0, where, for notational simplicity we have abbreviated f([c,7]) to f(a,7).

3.2 Power maps

Consider the ‘coface maps’
fir:[n] — [n+1]

) 7 for j <1
J j+1 forj>i,

where i = 0,...,n.

The i-th replication map (for i = 1,...,n), denoted r is the map from NCP(n) to NCP(n+1)
defined by sending a non crossing partition m = (my,...,m) to (7)) = {n},..., 7]}, where
m; = fi'(m;) v {i + 1} for i € mj, and 7} := f}*(m;) for i ¢ ;. In words, a copy of i is created,
labelled ¢ + 1 and put in the same block as i, and the elements above ¢ are translated by +1.

Definition 3.2.1. The p-th power of an element © = {my,...,m} of NCP(n) is the element of
NCP(pn) obtained as 7 = (1" 1 o... o riﬂn*l)p) oo (P 2o o) (x). In words, each
element 17 is replicated p times and all the replicas are put in the same block as ¢, integer labeling
being changed in a coherent way.

For example (with n = 4 and p = 2), if 7 = {{1,4}, {2, 3}} then 7% = {{1,2,7,8},{3,4,5,6}}.
One obtains the arithmetic rule
(7P)e = 71,

We shall see shortly (8:4.1)) that the p-th power is actually the p-fold perfect shuffle of an element
with itself.

Let us also immediately state an obvious but useful characterization of the image of the power
map: a noncrossing partition o € NCP(pn) is in the image of the p-th power map if and only if
1,...,;;p+1,...,2p; ---;pn—p+1,...,pn are respectively in the same block. In more abstract
(but equivalent) terms:

Lemma 3.2.2. A noncrossing partition o € NCP(pn) is in the image of the p-th power map if
and only if

a=av{{l,....ph{p+1,....2p}- s{pn—p+1,...,pn}}.

1
We will write 7 = V72 and more generally = = (7P)?. Notice that the p-th root operation is
1
not defined for general noncrossing partitions in NCP(pn): by Lemma [3.2.2] a7 is defined if and
onlyifa=av {{l,....ph{p+1,....20}--- ;{pn—p+1,...,pn}}.

3.3 Concatenation product

The concatenation of two noncrossing partitions, a € NCP(n) and 5 € NCP(m), is the noncross-
ing partition o - 5 := a U (f +n). It is an easy exercise to check the next

Lemma 3.3.1. NC := [ [, .y NCP(n) with the concatenation product is the free monoid on the
set of irreducible noncrossing partitions.



One also obtains the (noncommutative) arithmetic rule
(Oé 5)]? =aP _51)7

where power maps are defined as in the previous section (and not as powers for the concatenation
product).

Remark 3.3.2. Let NC denote the linear span on NC| i.e. the monoid algebra of NC', which is
the free associative algebra over the set of irreducible noncrossing partitions. It can be equipped
with a cocommutative Hopf algebra structure by letting the irreducible noncrossing partitions be
the primitive elements. The construction is natural and allows to relate the theory of noncrossing
partitions to the theory of free Lie algebras in a canonical way (see [5]).

3.4 Perfect shuffle product
Definition 3.4.1. Let o € NCP(kn) and 5 € NCP(In). The n-perfect shuffle of o and

a3 i= Zk(a) Uel(ﬁ)’ (2)

is a partition of [(k + [)n], defined in terms of the monotone embeddings

i { [kn] — [(k+1)n]

ak+j — a(k+1)+7, forO0<a<n-1,1<j<k

. { [in] — [(k+0)n]

al+j — alk+l)+k+j forO0<a<n—-1,1<j<l
Notice that « #, 8 is not a noncrossing partition in general.

For example (with n = 3, k = 2, and [ = 1), the 3-perfect shuffle of a = {{1,5,6},{2,4}, {3}}
with 8 = {{1},{2,3}} is {{1,7,8},{2,5},{4},{3},{6,9}} (it is not a noncrossing partition). For
example, the integer 5 = 2 * 2 + 1 in the first block of « is sent to 7 = 2 * 3 + 1, whereas the
integer 2 =11+ 1 in the second block of « is sent to 6 = 1 %3 + 2 + 1.

In the following picture, on top and below are indicated the initial values of the elements,
before they are shuffled and relabelled.

The n-perfect shuffle product is easily seen to be associative. Given a € NCP(n), it also
satisfies

of =asw, - xpav{{l. o phip+ 1,200 s {pn—p+1,... pn}}
where the product « #, --- %, a on the right-hand side has p factors.

Definition 3.4.2. With the same notation as above, when (and only when) the n-perfect shuffle
() is a noncrossing partition, that is, ix(a) U €;(8) € NCP((k + [)n), we say that the pair (a, f)
is admissible and, to notationally distinguish that case, set

oy B = a =, [.

When (o, ) € NCP(n)?, we will slightly abusively say that the pair is admissible for “the pair is
n-admissible".



Definition 3.4.3. More generally, given oy € NCP(kin),..., o, € NCP(kyn), we say that the
p-tuple (a1, ..., qp) is n-admissible if and only if o #y, - - - %, oy is noncrossing, in which case we
also write aq #y, -+ 0 =1 ap Wy - - Ly oy,

When (a1, - ,a) € NCP(n)F, we will slightly abusively say that the k-tuple is admissible
for “the k-tuple is n-admissible".

Lemma 3.4.4. With the same notation, a p-tuple (o, ..., o) is n-admissible if and only if all
pairs (o, o) with 1 <i < j < p are n-admissible.

Proof. The property for a partition to be noncrossing depends only on the pairwise behaviour of
its blocks. As, by construction, the blocks of a #y, - - - %, o, are all obtained from and in bijection
with the blocks of the «; and as furthermore the a; are noncrossing partitions, it is enough to
test the noncrossing property considering only the relative positions of blocks obtained from a
a; and from a o  for ¢ < j, that is to test if o; #, «; is noncrossing for 7 < j. O

Definition 3.4.5. An element o of NCP(kn) is said to be k-preserving if and only if it can be
written o Ly, - - - LWy, ax with the a; in NCP(n). Equivalently, « is k-preserving when it is the case
that any two integers in [kn] in the same block of « are equal modulo k. The set of k-preserving
partitions in NCP(kn) is written NCPj_pres(n).

We list (without proofs) some elementary properties of n-admissibility and of the n-perfect
shuffle product:

Lemma 3.4.6. If («, 3) in NCP(kn) x NCP(In) is n-admissible and o/ | o, B’ | B, then (¢, )
is n-admissible. Conversely, if (c, B) is not n-admissible (that is, o %, ¢ NCP((k + 1)n)) and
ald, BB, then (o/,B") is not n-admissible.

Lemma 3.4.7. The n-perfect shuffle product is increasing: if (o, ), (/,8") in NCP(kn) x
NCP(In) are n-admissible with o | &/ and B| ', then

all,B | o'w,p.

Lemma 3.4.8. Given o € NCP(n), the set of noncrossing partitions f € NCP(n) such that (c, B)
is admissible is ordered by coarsening. It is stable by meets and joins and forms a sublattice of
the lattice of noncrossing partitions in NCP(n).

Proof. Apply Lemma B.I.Tl to the case where 7y, ..., 7 is the set of blocks in the image & of «
when « is embedded into NCP(2n) as a partition of the set of odd elements. The result follows.
Notice that with these conventions, the lattice NCP,(2n) is the set of all « LU, 8, where (a, 3)
is admissible. O

3.5 The partial monoid structure

We have seen that the perfect shuffle ([2]) of two noncrossing partitions is not always noncrossing.
This creates some difficulties to provide a synthetic picture allowing to deal simultaneously with
noncrossing partitions as if they were at the same time the elements of a poset and of a monoid —
as occurs with the divisibility poset and the multiplicative monoid of the integers, see Subsection

411

Definition 3.5.1. The composition product on noncrossing partitions is the partially defined
product defined for «, 5 € NCP(n) such that a =, [ is noncrossing by

aofB:=+/(aw,B) v {{1,2},{3,4},...,{2n — 1,2n}}. (3)

Notice that this product is well defined as a consequence of Lemma [3.2.2] Recalling Lemma
B.4.7] the next Lemma shows that the composition product interacts well with the order structure:



Lemma 3.5.2. Given admissible pairs (o, 8), (¢, 8), (a, 8) with | &/ and B| ', we have
aof| o and aof|acp’.
Moreover, these inequalities are strict if a = o, respectively 3 = 3.

The Lemma can be seen as a restatement, in algebraic language, of standard monotonicity
properties of Kreweras complementation which can be found for example in [20]. However, as it
is interesting to see how they translate into our framework, we sketch the proof:

Proof. Since the composition product (3] is clearly weakly increasing, it is enough to assume
that a = o' (respectively = ') and show that the number of blocks in &/ o 8 and o ' is
strictly less than the number of blocks in a0 3. It is then also enough to study the particular
case where o’ has one block less than «, or similarly for 3" and £.

There are several possible configurations. Let us assume for example that 3’ is obtained from
B by the merge of two blocks f; and ;41 that are not comparable (for the coarsening ordering
of blocks inside ) and that inf(5;) < inf(B;4+1) (that is, the block indexed by i is to the left of
the block indexed by i + 1). Such a configuration implies that the subinterval [2-sup(f3;) + 1,2 -
sup(Bi+1)] of [2n] is an union of blocks in L, B (otherwise one can show that (o, 8’) would not
be admissible as the merge of 5; and ;11 would create a crossing when moving from « *, 3 to
ax, ). As 2-sup(B;) + 1 is odd and 2-sup(B;+1) is even, this in turn implies that 2-sup(B;+1)
does not belong to the same block as 2 - sup(8;) in (oW, B) v {{1,2},{3,4},...,{2n — 1,2n}}.
However, as 3’ is obtained from 3 by merging (; and f3;;1, they belong to the same block in
(awy, B) v {{1,2},{3,4},...,{2n —1,2n}}, so that the latter has at least one block less than the
former, which concludes the proof of this case. The other cases can be obtained similarly. ]

Definition 3.5.3. A partial monoid (in the sense of Segal [22]) is a set M equipped with a
partially-defined binary operation M x M — M required to be associative and unital. More
precisely, one is given a subset My ¢ M x M and a function Ms — M written with infix notation
(mq, mg) — mq - mg with the property that (mq - ms) - mg is defined if and only if m - (msg - m3)
is defined, and, in that case, the two expressions are equal. Finally there should be a neutral
element 1 such that 1-m and m -1 are defined and equal to m, for all m e M.

Proposition 3.5.4. The set NCP(n) equipped with the partially-defined binary operation (3]
from the set of admissible pairs to NCP(n) is a partial monoid. Its unit is the noncrossing
partition Oy,.

For the proof we shall use the following lemma. Its proof is omitted as it follows easily from
the definitions; it illustrates some of the power of noncrossing arithmetics techniques:

Lemma 3.5.5. Let a, 3 € NCP(n) and assume that they form an admissible pair. Then o2 *, 3
and o %, 8% are also noncrossing and the following identities hold:

aof =+/(aw,p
= ((o® W, B) v {{1,2,3},{4,5,6},...,{3n — 2,3n — 1,3n}})

B) v {{1,2},{3,4},...,{2n — 1,2n}}

)
= ((a® Wy B) v {{2,3},{5,6},...,{3n — 1,3n}})?

)

=

=

= ((awy, B v {{1,2,3},{4,5,6},...,{3n — 2,3n — 1,3n}})

Proof of Proposition[3.5.4 All pairs (o, 0;,) and (0,,a) being admissible, the fact that 0, is a
unit for the composition product o is a direct consequence of its definition (@) and is left as an
exercise.

Assume now that the triple («, 3,7) is not admissible. By Lemma B.4.4] this is equivalent to
having at least one of the three pairs («, 3), («,7), (8,7) being not admissible, and therefore at



least one of the three expressions awo 3, a o and § o v is not defined. From Lemma and
a,BaoB; B,y| B oy, we get that both (o ) oy and awo (5 0+y) are not defined.

Assume finally that the triple (o, 8,7) is admissible, which is equivalent to assuming that
the three pairs (a, ), (,7), (8,7) are admissible. Using associativity of joins in lattices and
Lemma B.1.1] we get:

(s Bxny) v {{1,2,3},{4,5,6},...,{3n —2,3n — 1,3n}}
= (@, By y) v {{1,2},{3},{4,5},...,{3n — 2,3n — 1}, {3n}}
v {{1,2,3},{4,5,6},...,{3n — 2,3n — 1, 3n}}
= (((a=*, B) v {{1,2},{3,4},...,{2n — 1,2n}}) =, v) v {{1,2,3},{4,5,6},...,{3n — 2,3n — 1,3n}}
= ((aoB)? #,v) v {{1,2,3},{4,5,6},...,{3n — 2,3n — 1,3n}},

so that, by applying Lemma B.5.5] we get

(@oB)ory = ((a*nBeny) v {{1,2,3},{4,5,6},....{3n — 2,3n — 1,3n}})5 .

The same reasoning shows that

W=

ao(Bory)=((a*,B*,7v) v {{1,2,3},{4,5,6},...,{3n —2,3n —1,3n}})3,
which implies (w0 ) oy = ao (S o+) and concludes the proof. O
We note that the same reasoning together with an inductive argument implies more generally:

Lemma 3.5.6. Given («,...,ax) an admissible k-tuple, we have

==

aro--roap = ((ag#p - xqap)v{{l,...;k},....,{kn—k+1,...,kn}})

3.6 The Kreweras automorphism

We account in this section for the notion of Kreweras complementation. This is a well-studied
and classical subject and we only hint at how it can be described in the algebraic formalism we
have introduced, omitting details of proofs that can be found (or easily adapted from) the Nica
and Speicher’s textbook [20].

Given a noncrossing partition o € NCP(n), the set of partitions 8 such that (o, 3) is admis-
sible is ordered by coarsening. We have seen in Lemma B.I.T] that it is stable by meets and joins
and forms a sublattice of the lattice of noncrossing partitions NCP(n). Its maximal element is,
by definition, the Kreweras complement of o, denoted K («). Concretely, the latter is determined
in the following way: if 1 < ¢ < j < n, then ¢ and j are in the same block of K(«) if and only if
{kli +1 < k < j} is the union of blocks of a.

This definition is the most common one, but not the best suited for our purposes. We will
often use instead another one that underlies the equivalence between Eq. (I) and its restatement
in terms of Kreweras complements when p = 2, see [20, Exercise 14.3].

Definition 3.6.1. Let o be a noncrossing partition in NCP(n). The Kreweras complement K ()
is the unique noncrossing partition in NCP(n) such that (o, K(«)) is admissible and

aoK(a) =1,. (4)

Proof. For the definition to be consistent, one has to show the existence and unicity of K(«)
solving Eq. 4l The existence follows from the classical construction of the Kreweras complement
[16]. Unicity follows from the strict monotonicity of the composition product o (Lemma [3.5.2).

O
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The same definition applies mutatis mutandis to define Kreweras complements in NCP(S).
We denote K°(a) the Kreweras complement in NCP(S) of an element o in NCP(S).

The Kreweras complement is a set automorphism (the equation awo 8 = 1j can be solved
uniquely for «a given ), and a non-involutive anti-automorphism of posets. Strict monotonicity
indeed implies that it reverses the order: a |y <= K(v)| K(«) and that, in this formula,
a=v < K(y) = K(a). See [16] for the classical presentation and proofs. Notice that non-
involutivity is equivalent to the noncommutativity of the composition product [B)): aof # Soa.

In particular, since K(0,,) = 1,, we have:

Lemma 3.6.2. Given o € NCP(n), the two intervals [0, ] and [K(«a),1,] are anti-isomorphic
lattices.

These notions generalize to the relative Kreweras complement setting:

Definition 3.6.3. Let « | § be two partitions in NCP(n). The relative Kreweras complement
Kj3(a) is the unique noncrossing partition in NCP(n) such that (o, Kg(a)) is admissible and

OéOKﬁ(Oc) Iﬂ. (5)

The relative definition actually boils down to the standard one: it can be understood as
performing Kreweras complementation on each block of 3. This follows from Lemma B.I.1], and
can be explained more directly as follows. Given such a block 5;, one considers its sub-blocks
in a. They form a noncrossing partition 7; of 3;. The Kreweras complement of -; in the set 3;
is a noncrossing partition K% (v;). The element Kps(c) is then obtained as the union of all the
KPi().

This observation allows to deduce the properties of the relative case from the absolute case.
In particular, Kz is a set automorphism and an anti-automorphism of posets of the interval
[0,,, 5] (it reverses the order: 0, |a|v|f «— 0,=K3(8) | Kzg(v) | Kg(a) | Kg(0,,)=5).

As Kg(0,) = 8 and Kg(B3) = 0,, we also get:

Lemma 3.6.4. Given o | f € NCP(k), the two intervals [0p,a] and [Kg(c), 3], respectively
[0, K5(a)] and [, B] are anti-isomorphic as lattices.

3.7 Some applications

To finish this algebraic part of the article we show how the formalism allows to recover and
rephrase two key results of the theory of noncrossing partitions obtained respectively in [20]
and [I], with a view towards applications to free probability. The point is that the arithmetic
formalism allows easily to perform computations with Kreweras complements. For example, for
(o, B) admissible, we have

aofoK(aof)=1,=ao0K(a),
so that, for («, ) admissible we always have
K(a) = o K(aop).
Proposition 3.7.1. Assume that («, 3,7) is an admissible triple. Then
Kaopoy(aoB) =7 = Kk, 4. () Kaop(a)).

Proof. The first equation is clear. For the second, use that Kyo5(a) = 8 and Kyogoy () = Bo7,
so that

KK popon(0) Baog (@) = Kk s () (B) = Kpoy(B) = 7.

11



Recall from [I] that a k-preserving noncrossing partition « in NCP(kn) is called k-completing
if and only if
av {{l,...,k},....{kn—n+1,... kn}} = Li,.

An admissible k-tuple in NCP(n), (aq,...,ax), is called complete if and only if aj o+ o0y = 1,,.
Recall also that a multichain of length k in a poset is a non-decreasing sequence of elements

To ST <0 < Tk

See [17] for applications of multichains in the lattice of noncrossing partitions to free probability.
The following proposition summarizes results due to Edelman [I0] and Arizmendi-Vargas [I].

Proposition 3.7.2. There are canonical bijections between
1. admissible k-tuples in NCP(n),

k-preserving noncrossing partitions in NCP(kn),

multichains of length k — 1 in the poset NCP(n),

complete admissible (k+1)-tuples in NCP(n),

S

(k+1)-completing noncrossing partitions in NCP((k + 1)n).

Proof. e 1. — 2. We already know that the two sets are in bijection by

(a1, .., 0p) — g Wy -+ - Wy oy

e 1. «— 3. The bijection is given by
(a1,...,a) — aq |aqoas | -+ | aqo - - - oqg.
The inverse bijection by

BilBal | Br—> (B, Kp, (B2),- .- Kp,_, (Br))-

e 1. — 4. The bijection is given by

((Xl,... ,Ock) — (al,... ,ak,K(alo---oak)).

e 4. < 5. This follows from Lemma [3.5.0]

4 From classical incidence (co)algebras to decalage

4.1 The standard construction

To proceed further, it will be useful to recall classical Mébius inversion [2I]. Consider the
poset of positive integers (N¥ |) with order given by divisibility, and its incidence coalgebra
IncCoalg(N* |) of intervals, with comultiplication given by

A(ln,m]) :== > [n, k] ® [k, m].

The incidence algebra IncAlg(N¥ |) associated to (N¥ |) is the convolution algebra defined by
duality from the coalgebra IncCoalg(N¥ |), in analogy with Definition B.I1.21 Its elements are
linear functions on IncCoalg(N* |). Among those functions are the zeta function (n,m) := 1

12



for all n | m, and its convolution inverse, the M&bius function p := ¢*~1. The Mé&bius inversion
formula says that

glm) = Y, f(n) ifand only if f(m) = Y] g(n)M(=),

nlm n|lm

where the Mobius coefficients M are given as M (™) = u(n,m).
n

Two observations are due here. First, the subspace IncAlg™®d(N* |) < IncAlg(N* |) of func-
tions whose value on (n,m) only depends on the number m/n that is, such that

f(n,m) = F(m/n)

is a subalgebra, called the reduced incidence algebra. Indeed,

(f*9)(nm) = Y f(n,k)g(k,m) = Y F(k/n)G(m/k) = F(k)G(m/kn).

Second, the restriction of the convolution product from IncAlg(N* |) to IncAlg™d(N* | ) identifies
with the convolution product of functions on the multiplicative monoid (N* -)

Am):= ) i®j.

ij=m

In other words, classical M&bius inversion, although generally formulated in terms of incidence
(co)algebras of posets, is actually rather a property of the multiplicative monoid, the two aspects
being related via the homomorphism of coalgebras

IncCoalg(N*, |) — IncCoalg(N* -)

[n,m] +— n/m.

4.2 Categorical and simplicial interpretation

The relationship between the two approaches (intervals in posets vs elements in a monoid) is
formulated elegantly via the fact that posets and monoids are both examples of categories: Recall
that a poset can be regarded as a category where there is a morphism x — y whenever x < y,
and that a monoid M gives rise to a category with a single object and whose arrows are the
elements of M, the composition of arrows being given by monoid multiplication in M. Content,
Lemay and Leroux [6] observed that the assignment a |b — % constitutes a functor from the
category (N* |) to the category (N* -). Furthermore, this functor is CULF (“conservative” and
having “unique lifting of factorizations”), which they identified as the class of functors that induce
coalgebra homomorphism covariantly at the level of incidence coalgebras, or equivalently, algebra
homomorphisms contravariantly between the incidence algebras. The functor thus induces the
above coalgebra homomorphism

IncCoalg(N* | ) — IncCoalg(N¥ -)
(which is a quotient map) and dually the embedding of convolution algebras
IncAlg(N* -) — IncAlg(N¥ |).

More recently, it was observed that in the setting of simplicial sets this relationship is an
instance of a very general phenomenon: the nerve of the divisibility poset (N* |) is the lower
decalage of the bar complex of the monoid (N* -), that the functor is the canonical map that
always exists from a decalage back to the original simplicial set, and that this functor is always
CULF [I1]. In this way, one may say loosely that (N* |) is just a “shift” of (N* -). Let us
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briefly explain the decalage viewpoint, as we will find exactly the same situation for noncrossing
partitions.

One way to have posets, monoids and categories on equal footing is in terms of their nerves,
which are simplicial sets, i.e. functors X : A° — Set where A is the category of finite
nonempty ordinals {0,..,n} and order-preserving maps. The unique order-preserving injection
from {0,1,...,n — 1} into {0,1,...,n} whose image does not contain i induces a face map
d; : X, > X,,—1. The unique order-preserving surjection from {0,1,...,n} to {0,1,...,n — 1}
that maps ¢ and ¢ + 1 to ¢ induces a degeneracy map s; : X,—1 — X,. The relations obeyed
by the face and degeneracy maps are called the simplicial identities; they can be used to define
simplicial sets without using the language of categories and functors. Recall that the nerve of
a category C is the simplicial set X := NC : A°® — Set where a k-simplex is a string of k
composable arrows in €. In particular, Xy is the set of objects, and X is the set of morphisms.
In the special case of a poset, X is also called the order compler: X is the set of elements in
the poset, X7 is the set of all intervals, and X}, is the set of all multichains of length & (meaning
that there are k steps, or equivalently k& + 1 poset elements in the multichain). For a monoid
M, the nerve is also called the bar comple:v and is traditionally denoted BM. Here the set of
k-simplices X}, is the set M*. The outer face maps project away the first or last element of a
k-tuple, while the inner face maps multiply adjacent elements.

For any simplicial set X, the lower decalage of X, denoted Dec; (X), is the simplicial set
obtained by forgetting Xy and shifting down all higher X}, so that

Dec (X)k = Xk11-

This is a simplicial set again: the face and degeneracy maps are all the face and degeneracy maps
of X except dy and sg, and they are shifted down by one index, so that the new d; are the old
d;+1 (and the new s; are the old s;41). There is a canonical simplicial map Dec; (X) — X, often
called the dec map, given by using the original dy maps. Altogether we get (degeneracy maps
are not represented):

—dy— —do—

X: Xo < do— X3 :Z(l): X5
| q ]

_ <—da—
Dec, (X) : X, 8T X Ch— X

The simplicial identities ensure that this map is a map of simplicial sets.
Applying this construction to the bar complex of (N* ), we obtain

d _
BN* o — N* tgz: N*xN*
dowx dow\ dow\
Dec | (BN*) : N Sl AN o N N*xN*
ecy ( ): T X :df: x N*x

In the left part of the bottom row, the face maps d; and dy send a pair (a,b) to ab and a,
respectively. Clearly we have a | ab, which can be interpreted as an interval in the divisibility
poset. This is in fact part of a canonical isomorphism of simplicial sets between the lower decalage
of the bar complex over the monoid of the integers and the nerve of the divisibility poset:

Dec, (BN*) = N(N¥ |).

!The word “bar” comes from the first paper on the subject (Eilenberg-Mac Lane), where an element in X was
denoted x1|z2|- - - |zk. Here we can not use that notation, as we employ the symbol | for divisibility and ordering.
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In degree k — 1 this isomorphism is given as the following bijection between k-tuples and (k— 1)-
multichains:

(al,ag,. .. ,ak) == a1 ‘ ai1ag ‘ ajagasg ‘ cee ‘ ajasag . ..ag.

The key point is that the face and degeneracy maps match up too, assembling the bijections into
*

an isomorphism of simplicial sets. As an example, the bottom face map d?eCL(BN ) is the original

dFN* so its effect on (ay,az,as,as) € (N*)* is to multiply a; and ag, giving (a1as, a3, as), which

maps to ajag | ajazas | ajazasay by the isomorphism. We obtain the same value when the face

)

e e ep s N (N*
map of the nerve of the divisibility poset d (N acts on ay | ajas | ajasas | ajazasay.

5 Coalgebraic and topological structures

The construction of incidence coalgebra, incidence algebra, and Mobius inversion makes sense for
simplicial sets more general than nerves of categories. The natural level of generality is that of
decomposition spaces [12] (also called 2-Segal spaces [7]). They are simplicial sets more general
than nerves of categories, and in particular they include posets and monoids (see [11] for many
examples). It is a general fact that the lower decalage of a decomposition space is always the
nerve of a category, and that the dec map is always CULF [12].

Many combinatorial coalgebras can be shown not to be the incidence coalgebra of any cat-
egory (or poset or monoid), but virtually all of them can be realized by decomposition spaces
(according to [I1]). Where categories encode the ability to compose, decomposition spaces owe
their name to having instead the ability to decompose, as happens abundantly for combinatorial
structures, even in situations where one cannot always compose. As a special case, partially
defined composition laws and multivalued composition laws can often fruitfully be interpreted
as defining decomposition spaces. This happens in particular for partial monoids, as first ob-
served by Bergner et al [3]: the bar complex of a partial monoid is a decomposition space.
Its k-simplices are given by admissible k-tuples of elements in the partial monoid [22]. The
partial associativity condition satisfied by partial monoids translates precisely into the axioms
for a decomposition space in this case. In particular, by the general theory of decomposition
spaces, partial monoids have incidence (co)algebras (where the (co)multiplication becomes an
everywhere-defined operation). The comultiplication is exactly the same as for genuine monoids:
A(m) = X0 mg—m ™1 @ M.

In this section we treat accordingly the partial monoid of noncrossing partitions. In a first
step (Subsection [B.I), we perform the constructions “classically”, appealing only to standard
Rota-type algebra arguments. In a second step (Subsection [(£.2)), just as we did for the positive
integers, we show how these results can be interpreted categorically and simplicially.

5.1 Noncrossing partitions coalgebras

We first note the following analogy with the reduced incidence algebra of the divisibility poset:

Proposition 5.1.1. The subspace IncAlg™(NCP(n),|) < IncAlg(NCP(n),|) of functions such
that f(a, B) = F(Kg(a)) for a function F on NCP(n) is a subalgebra, called the reduced incidence
algebra.

Proof. By Proposition [3.7.1] we have

(fx9)(B) = >, fla1)g(r,.8) = ) F(Ky(e)G(Ks(7))
aly|8 aly|8



Using then the bijection between ordered triples « | v | 8 and noncrossing partitions ¢ solution
of aog | B (the bijection is given by requiring « o ¢ = ~; the ¢ are also in bijection with divisors
of the maximal solution Kg(a) of the equation « |7 | 3), we finally get:

(frg)(@B)= > F(O)G(Kg,@)(9),

On|¢| Kg(c)

which concludes the proof. [l

Remark 5.1.2. The reduction taken here — identifying intervals in NCP(n) if they have iso-
morphic relative Kreweras complements — will match the partial monoid. It should be noted
that there are other possibilities for reduction. One is to identify intervals if they have the same
fibre monomial, namely for « | 5 the same family of preimages of the blocks in S. This came
up naturally in connection with the block-substitution operad of [8]. Another possibility, which
goes further than both of the previous two options, is to identify intervals if their Kreweras
complements have the same type (sizes of blocks). This is the one used by Speicher [24].

Just like for classical M6bius inversion, these properties can be abstracted into properties of
coalgebras. Any finite partial monoid gives rise to a coalgebra by the following process which
is the same as for monoids and relies on associativity, unitarity and the fact that (oo 3) o~y
is defined if and only if a0 (8 0 y) is. The proofs of coassociativity and counitality (as well as
Mébius inversion) are also the same (or one can invoke the more general results for decomposition
spaces [12]).

Definition 5.1.3. The incidence coalgebra IncCoalg(NCP(n), o) is spanned as a vector space by
NCP(n), and has comultiplication induced by the partial monoid structure of (NCP(n),o):

Ay —> Z a® B,

aof=m
with counit 0y, (7) := 1 if 7 = 0,, and zero otherwise.

Remark 5.1.4. This coalgebra structure is implicit in the works of Mastnak, Nica and Speicher.
It is closely related to techniques developed in the study of multiplicative families of functions
on the lattice of noncrossing partitions by Nica and Speicher [20]. Multiplicative families of
functions are a particular class of families of linear forms defined simultaneously on all the
IncCoalg(NCP(n),o0), n € N. They form a family of subalgebras of the convolution algebras
of linear forms on IncCoalg(NCP(n), o). This coalgebra structure is also closely related to the
Hopf algebra structure defined by Mastnak and Nica in [I7] to account for the group-theoretical
properties of multiplicative convolution. The objects they consider are slightly different, though,
as they also use noncrossing partitions to define multilinear forms on algebras of noncommuting
variables leading to a richer structure involving also words of an alphabet and multiplicativity
properties similar to the ones considered by Nica and Speicher.

We have finally a compatibility property, similar to the one established in the framework of
classical Mobius inversion. It will follow from general theoretical arguments of Subsection
below, but we also provide here a direct proof.

Proposition 5.1.5. The map

U : IncCoalg(NCP(n),| ) — IncCoalg(NCP(n),o)
[, 8] — Kp(a)

is a morphism of coalgebras.
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Proof. Indeed,
Ao(Ks(@) = > ¢®Kkya)(9)

On|o|Kp(a)

= Z Kao¢(a)®KK6(a)(KaO¢(a))’
alacd|B
using B.7.T1 we get:
Ao(Kp(a)) = Y Ky() ® Ka(v),

aly|s

= > (o7 @ ¥([v, 8])
alv|8

= (T®V)oAr([a,B]).

5.2 Categorical and simplicial aspects

In this subsection we show that the partial monoid (NCP(n), o) relates to the noncrossing parti-
tions lattice (NCP(n),| ) precisely as the multiplicative monoid (N¥ -) relates to the divisibility
poset (N* |).

Proposition 5.2.1. The lower decalage of the (bar complex of the) partial monoid (NCP(n), o)
is isomorphic to the (nerve of the) poset of noncrossing partitions (NCP(n), | ).

Proof. As explained, the nerve of (NCP(n), o) has Xy = * (singleton) and X the set of noncross-
ing partitions. The set X5 is the set of admissible pairs of noncrossing partitions. More generally
X, is the set of admissible k-tuples of noncrossing partitions. A k-simplex of the lower decalage
is thus an admissible (k+1)-tuple, and by Proposition this defines uniquely a k-multichain
in the noncrossing partitions lattice. So in each simplicial degree we have the required bijection.

The more interesting part is to check also that the face and degeneracy maps match up.
This check is completely analogous to the case of the divisibility poset and the multiplicative
monoid of positive integers. As a sample, let us consider a 2-simplex in the lower decalage (so
an admissible 3-tuple)

(Oél, 9, 013).

The three faces (applying dy, d, ds of the decalage, which are dy, da, d3 of the bar complex) are,
respectively
(1 0ag,a3), (a1,a200a3), (a1,a2),

and their images in the nerve of the noncrossing partitions poset under the bijections are the
intervals
apoag|aioasoas, aj|aioasoas, ai|agoas.

On the other hand, the 3-tuple (o, g, as) is sent to the 2-multichain
a1 |ajoas|agoazoas
whose 3 faces (applying dy, di, d2 of the poset’s nerve) are the same three intervals. ]

Remark 5.2.2. It is quite rare for a poset (or category) to admit an “undecking” like this —
a simplicial set whose decalage is the given category. According to Garner—Kock—Weber [13]
the existence of an undecking amounts to the category having the structure of unary operadic
category in the sense of Batanin and Markl [2], a general abstract framework for operad-like
structures. In particular, the noncrossing partitions lattice is thus an example of an unary
operadic category, where the so-called fibre functor is given by the Kreweras complement. As
far as we know, this example of operadic category had not been observed before — it is of a
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rather different flavour than the usual examples of operadic categories. (The undecking relevant
to operadic categories is actually upper decalage, not lower, but since the noncrossing partitions
lattice is self-dual, in the present situation this detail is not important.)

Composing with the dec map we get a CULF functor from the nerve of the noncrossing
partitions lattice to the bar complex of the partial monoid. In simplicial degree 1, this map
sends an interval in the noncrossing partitions lattice to its relative Kreweras complement:

alf —  Kg(a) (6)
This thus defines a coalgebra homomorphism
IncCoalg(NCP(n),| ) — IncCoalg(NCP(n), o)

which coincides with the one in Proposition B.I.5], with the same description as in (6l), and,
dually, the algebra homomorphism

IncAlg(NCP(n), o) — IncAlg(NCP(n),|)

on the dual incidence algebras (the inclusion of Proposition [5.I.T] of those functions whose values
on an interval only depends on its relative Kreweras complement).
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