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SOPHIE RAYNOR

Abstract. Circuit algebras originated in quantum topology and are a symmetric analogue of
Jones’s planar algebras. This paper is the second of a pair that together provide detailed con-
ceptual and technical study of circuit algebra combinatorics. Extending existing results for modular
operads, a graphical calculus and monad for circuit algebras is established and an abstract nerve
theorem is proved. A nerve theorem for wheeled props follows as a straightforward corollary. The
machinery used to prove these results relies on a subtle interplay between distributive laws and
abstract nerve theory, and provides extra insights into the underlying structures.

1. Introduction

To understand something large and complicated, it is generally helpful to break it up into pieces
and study these smaller components and their local interactions. This philosophy is particularly useful
for isolating ‘problems’ in the system as a whole. It is applied, in this paper, to monads and nerve
theorems.

Monads are categorical devices that encode algebraic structures. So, distributive laws [3], that
control ‘compositions’ of monads, encode the interactions of distinct algebraic structures on the same
object. Using iterated distributive laws [7], it may be possible to compose several algebraic structures
and describe their interactions. Abstract nerve theory (in the sense of [4, 47]), on the other hand,
provides a way to characterise objects that carry some given algebraic structure in terms of nice local
combinatorial properties: it relies on the structure described by algebras for a monad M on a category
C being completely fixed by some proper subcategory D ⊊ C. This is only satisfied under very specific
conditions. However, resolving a complicated algebraic structure into its simpler components means,
crudely, more monads. And more monads means more opportunities for such conditions to arise!

An accessible account of the interplay between abstract nerve theory and distributive laws is given
in Section 2. This method is used here to construct a graphical calculus and prove an abstract nerve
theorem for circuit algebras. These are a symmetric version of Jones’s planar algebras [20], introduced
in [2] as a framework for working with virtual tangles in the study of finite-type invariants of knotted
objects (see also [8, 19,45]).

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 7.9). The category CA of circuit algebras is equivalent to the Eilenberg-Moore
(EM) category of algebras for a monad O× on Joyal and Kock’s graphical species category GS [21].

Let psh(C) denote the category of presheaves (contravariant Set-valued functors) on a category C.
Theorem 1.2, establishes a categorical equivalence between circuit algebras and those presheaves on a
category Ξ× of undirected graphs that satisfy a ‘Segal condition’ (see Section 2.2 and e.g. [15]). Put
simply, the graphs encode ways of combining circuit algebra operations, and the Segal condition says
that complex combinations of these operations are completely determined by their constituent parts.
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Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 8.4). There is a full subcategory Ξ× ↪→ CA, whose objects are undirected
graphs. The nerve functor N : CA→ psh(Ξ×) induced by the inclusion Ξ× ↪→ CA is fully faithful.

A presheaf P on Ξ× is equivalent to the nerve of a circuit algebra if and only if it is Segal.

These theorems apply to a very general class of circuit algebras, including (un)oriented, coloured
and mixed versions. In particular, oriented circuit algebras are equivalent to wheeled props [9,
38], that govern classes of algebraic structures trace operations that appear in contexts including
Batalin–Vilkovisky quantisation and deformation theory (see e.g. [11, 32, 34]). Hence an abstract
nerve theorem for wheeled props, in terms of a category of directed graphs (see Corollary 8.7), is
obtained as an immediate corollary of Theorem 1.2.

This is the second of a pair of papers whose purpose is to provide a detailed account of the
combinatorics of circuit algebras and thereby describe their wider categorical context. The first paper
[38] presented equivalent descriptions of circuit algebras: as algebras over an operad (corresponding
to their original definition), as monoidal functors, and as modular operads with an extra product
operation. A circuit algebra description of algebras over the orthogonal and symplectic groups [38,
Theorem 6.3] was presented as an application of this general approach.

The present paper builds on the perspective of circuit algebras as modular operads. The monad
for circuit algebras in Theorem 1.1 extends the monad for modular operads in [36] and is constructed,
using an iterated distributive law, as a composition of three monads, each of which governs a different
aspect of the structure of circuit algebras. This approach greatly simplifies – and illuminates – the
circuit algebra monad construction. As with [36, Theorem 8.2], the combined application of (iterated)
distributive laws and abstract nerve theory is essential in the proof of Theorem 1.2.

In [36, Section 6], I explained how the so-called ‘problem of loops’, arising from the unit trace,
creates an challenge for constructing the monad for unital modular operads on GS. This is also an
issue for the circuit algebra monad. In [36, Section 7], the modular operad monad was obtained as the
composition DT, via a distributive law, of monads T and D on GS. For circuit algebras (Section 7.2),
it is even necessary to extend the construction in [36] to a triple of monads and an iterated distributive
law [7].

Theorem 1.3 (Proposition 7.8 & Theorem 7.9). There is a triple of monads L,D and T on GS and
an iterated distributive law [7] between them such that the induced composite LDT is the circuit algebra
monad O from Theorem 1.1.

The structures associated with the iterated distributive law used to prove Theorems 1.1-1.3 dovetail
nicely with the variations of circuit algebras that appear in the literature: Algebras for L are monoids
in GS so Theorem 1.3 implies that circuit algebras are equivalent to modular operads in the monoid
subcategory of GS. Moreover, algebras for the monad LT are nonunital circuit algebras, whose under-
lying modular operadic multiplication is not required to have a multiplicative unit (Proposition 5.14
and Lemma 7.4). By Section 5, these are symmetric monoidal functors from subcategories of ‘down-
ward ’ Brauer diagrams [41] (see also [38]). In particular, these structures – that have recently been
used in [26,41,44] – have applications to the representation theory of the infinite dimensional orthog-
onal and symplectic groups (see [41] and Sections 3.3 & 6.2 of [38]). Oriented versions (obtained via a
slice construction) are also familiar: these are nonunital wheeled props (see e.g., [43]) and are related
to the representation theory of the infinite dimensional general linear group (e.g., [41, Section 3]).

The combinatorics of unital circuit algebras are more complicated due to the ‘problem of loops’ [36]
that is closely related to the parameter (or dimension) specialisation associated to the unit trace of a
Brauer category [28,39,40,42]).
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Together with [38], this paper explores the combinatorics of circuit algebras from a range of per-
spectives. A main goal of these works is to highlight connections between subdisciplines and broaden
the toolbox of representation theorists, low-dimensional topologists and operad theorists alike.

Moreover, this paper aligns with a larger body of (recent) works aimed at describing the underlying
combinatorics of operad-like structures, such as cyclic and modular operads [12, 14, 17, 18, 36, 44, 46],
properads and props [16,24,43]. A key motivation of much of this research, and of nerve theorems in
general, is to find models that characterise operads and their algebras up-to-homotopy. The present
work is no exception.

Recently, Dancso, Halacheva and Robertson have used circuit algebras to relate the Kashiwara-
Vergne group KV and the graded Grothendieck-Teichmüller group GRT [10]. However, associativity
of the circuit algebra operations is not preserved under passage to pro-unipotent completion. So, to
relate GT and KV directly, it is necessary to adopt a weakened notion of homotopy or (∞, 1)-circuit
algebras (see [10, Introduction, Remark 1.1]).

Since Theorem 1.2 characterises circuit algebras in terms of a strong Segal condition, it is natural
to define (∞, 1)-circuit algebras as (simplicial set valued) presheaves that satisfy a weakened Segal
condition. Indeed, [18] and [36] described models for (∞, 1)-modular operads – via different methods,
and using slightly different graphical categories – in terms of a weakened Segal condition. Unfortu-
nately, neither of these models generalises straightforwardly to unital circuit algebras. Stoeckl [43] has
constructed a model for nonunital (∞, 1)-wheeled props, building on Ward’s proof that the operad for
nonunital modular operads is Koszul [46], and Kaufmann and Ward [23] have shown that the operad
governing (unoriented) nonunital circuit algebras (there called ‘Schwarz modular operads’) is Koszul.
It will be interesting to investigate whether these results can be extended to (unital) circuit algebras in
general, and if so, how the model so obtained compares with the Segal characterisation of homotopy
circuit algebras suggested by Theorem 1.2. More generally, it may be informative to explore how
weakening the Segal condition of Theorem 1.2 may be interpreted in the different characterisations of
circuit algebras described in [38].

The proof in [23] that the (monochrome) nonunital circuit algebra operad is Koszul utilises Markl’s
notion of ‘distributive laws for operads’ in [33], where he showed that the composition of Koszul
operads via an (operad) distributive law is Koszul. Future work will explore whether similar results
may be obtained using the monadic distributive laws in Theorem 1.3. See also Remark 7.12.

As discussed, this paper also explores the use of distributive laws to prove nerve theorems. The
proof of Theorem 1.2, as with [36, Theorem 8.2], depends on the iterated decomposition of the circuit
algebra monad [7] in order to apply the abstract nerve theory of [4]. Bek McCann and I are currently
applying the same technique to give an operadic description and nerve theorem for compact closed
categories. I am keen to discover whether this strategy of using distributive laws to broaden the scope
for applying abstract nerve theory has wider applications.

Finally, a word on potential applications outside mathematics. Given a circuit algebra A, the bar
construction for LDT and Amay be viewed as a rulebook for zooming in and out of networks decorated
byA, and my own interest in circuit algebras, modular operads, and other operadic structures governed
by (Feynman) graphs was originally motivated by questions involving complex networks with structure
at multiple scales. Indeed, there is an increasing body of work exploring this type of approach
to applications in fields such as systems engineering, dynamical systems, software engineering and
neuroscience. (See e.g., [35]. Research areas at The Topos Institute provide some indication as to
current applications of interest.) Cycles, or feedback loops, are the drivers of complexity in many
real world networks [13], just as they provide the main difficulty for constructing the circuit algebra
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monad. The approach of this work (and [36]) highlights the combinatorial structure of loops and may
therefore shed light on the properties of feedback loops as they appear in applications.

1.1. Details and overview. Section 2 provides a relatively informal and accessible introduction to
iterated distributive law and the abstract nerve machinery of [4, 5], on which the proofs of Theorems
1.1 and 1.2 are built.

While the sister paper [38] is concerned with circuit algebras (and modular operads) ‘enriched’
in a symmetric monoidal category (X,⊗, I), this paper gives constructions ‘internal’ to a category E

with sufficient limits. In Section 3, circuit algebras and modular operads are introduced as E-valued
presheaves over the category GS of graphical species [21] that satisfy certain axioms.

The technical work of the paper starts at Section 4. This section is largely a review of basic graph
constructions. As in [36] (and [17,18]), this is in terms of ‘Feynman graphs’ as introduced in [21].

A monad T× for nonunital circuit algebras is constructed in Section 5. This is almost identical to
the monad discussed by Kock in [25] and very similar to the monad T for nonunital modular operads
constructed in [36]. Section 6 reviews (and extends) the construction in [36] of the modular operad
monad DT by composing T with a unit monad D. However, in spite of the close similarities between
T× and T, it is not possible to obtain the monad for unital circuit algebras directly from a distributive
law involving T×. Instead, it is necessary to supplement the construction of [36] by observing that
T× is, itself a composite monad.

This happens in Section 7, in which an iterated distributive law is described and it is shown that
the resulting composite LDT of three monads on GS is indeed the desired circuit algebra monad.

Finally, Section 8 contains a description of the graphical category Ξ× for circuit algebras. From
there, the proof of the nerve theorem (Theorem 1.2) is straightforward. Let GS∗ be the EM category of
algebras for the monad D on GS. By the classical theory of distributive laws [3], there is a lifted monad
L̃T∗ on GS∗ whose algebras are circuit algebras. Theorem 1.2 is then implied by the observation that
the lifted monad L̃T∗ on GS∗ satisfies the conditions (it has ‘arities’) of the abstract nerve machinery
of [4] (see Section 2.2).

Acknowledgements. I thank Marcy Robertson for taking the time to explain her work on GT, for
motivating me to write this paper and for her unfailing guidance and support. Thanks also to Kurt
Stoeckl for great suggestions. The ideas in this work were incubated and nourished during my time at
the Centre of Australian Category Theory, Macquarie University. I thank my friends and colleagues
there, and at James Cook University, for their support, friendship, and mathematical input.

These ideas have grown during a particularly tumultuous period for humanity. I am incredibly
fortunate to work in safety and have access to a wealth of mathematical conversations across the
globe at a time when this cannot be taken for granted. I acknowledge and pay my respects to the
Darug Nation, the traditional owners of the land on which Macquarie is built, and to the Wulgurukaba
and Bindal Peoples upon whose lands I now live and work.

2. Distributive laws and abstract nerve theory

The main result of this work is the construction of a monad (Theorem 7.9), and a graphical
category (Section 8.3) and nerve theorem (Theorem 8.4) for circuit algebras. The proof method uses
the machinery of abstract nerve theory [4, 47], in combination with (iterated) distributive laws [3, 7].

This section is intended to provide an accessible explanation of these formal concepts and how they
combine to prove Theorem 8.4, as well as establish notation and terminology for what follows.
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Given its connections with knot theory and representations of classical groups (see [38]), this
overview is aimed at a diverse audience including topologists, representation theorists and category
theorists. I refer those interested in the full details to [4, 47], for abstract nerve theory, and [3, 7], for
(iterated) distributive laws.

2.1. Iterated distributive laws. The central principle underlying this work is that it is possible to
build up a description of complicated algebraic structures by suitably combining simpler ones. By
viewing monads as categorical gadgets that encode algebraic structures, this can be reframed as a
problem of defining and composing monads. To do this, we need distributive laws [3], that tell us
when and how monads can be composed and how the corresponding algebraic structures interact in
the composite.

A monad M = (M,µM, ηM) on a category C is given by an endofunctor M : C → C, together
with natural transformations µM : M2 ⇒M (called the monadic multiplication), and ηM : idCat ⇒M

(called the monadic unit), that satisfy certain axioms making M into an associative monoid in the
category of endofunctors on C. (See, for example [30, Chapter VI], for detailed review of the general
theory of monads and their algebras.)

An algebra (x, θ) for M consists of an object x of C, and a morphism θ : Mx→ x that satisfies two
axioms that assert the compatibility of θ with µM and ηM. Algebras are the objects of the Eilenberg-
Moore (EM) category of algebras for M, whose morphisms (x, θ) → (y, ρ) are given by morphisms
f ∈ C(x, y) such that ρ ◦Mf = f ◦ θ.

In general, given a pair of monads M = (M,µM, ηM) and M′ = (M ′, µM′
, ηM

′
) on a category C, the

composite functor MM ′ does not carry a monad structure, since the data of M and M′ is not sufficient
to define a multiplication (MM ′)2 = MM ′MM ′ ⇒ MM ′. However any natural transformation
λ : M ′M ⇒MM ′ induces a natural transformation µλ

def
= (µMµM′

) ◦ (MλM ′) : (MM ′)2 ⇒MM ′.

Definition 2.1. A distributive law for M and M′ is a natural transformation λ : M ′M ⇒MM ′ such
that the triple (MM ′, µλ, η

MηM
′
) defines a monad MM′ on C.

Distributive laws were first introduced by Beck [3] and are characterised by four axioms that
determine how the algebraic structures encoded by the separate monads interact with each other to
form the structure encoded by their composite.

Example 2.2. The category of small categories is isomorphic to the EM category of algebras for the
category monad on the category of directed graphs. This monad sends a directed graph G to the
graph ‹G with the same vertices, and a directed edge v ; w for each directed path (of length n ≥ 0)
from v to w in G.

This monad may be obtained as a composite of the semi-category monad – which governs associative
composition and assigns to each directed graph G the graph with the same vertices as G and edges
corresponding to non-trivial directed paths (of length n > 0) in G – and the reflexive graph monad that
adjoins a distinguished loop at each vertex of a directed graph. The corresponding distributive law
encodes the property that the adjoined loops provide identities for the (semi-categorical) composition.

Example 2.3. As for categories( Example 2.2), the monad for modular operads on the category GS

of graphical species (see Definition 3.5) is obtained in [36], as a composite DT: the monad T governs
the composition structure (multiplication and contraction), and the monad D adjoins distinguished
elements that encode the combinatorics of the multiplicative unit. The distributive law ensures that
the distinguished elements provide units for the multiplication (see also Section 6).
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By [7], the composite Mn . . .M1 of an n-tuple of monads M1, . . . ,Mn on C exists if there are pairwise
distributive laws λi,j : MiMj ⇒MjMi, for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n such that for each triple 1 ≤ i < j < k ≤ n,
the corresponding triple of monads and distributive laws satisfies the so-called Yang-Baxter conditions
described in (7.1).

Let CM denote the EM category of algebras for a monad M on C.

Given monads M and M′ on C, and a distributive law λ : M ′M ⇒MM ′, there is, by [3, Section 3],
a commuting square of strict monadic adjunctions:

(2.4) CM′

//

��

⊤ CMM′oo

��

⊢ ⊢

C

OO

//⊤ CM.
oo

OO

More generally, if a monad M = Mn . . .M1 is formed by composing an n-tuple of monads M1, . . . ,Mn,
there is an n-cube of adjunctions as illustrated in (2.5) for the case n = 3 (where only the left adjoints
are marked):

(2.5)

CM3M2 CM3M2M1

CM3 CM3M1

CM2 CM2M1

C CM1

2.2. Presheaves, slice categories and abstract nerve theory. Let E be a category and let C be
an essentially small category. An E-valued C-presheaf is a functor S : Cop → E. The corresponding
functor category is denoted by pshE(C).

If E = Set is the category of sets and all set maps, then we will write psh(C)
def
= pshE(C). There is an

inclusion of categories C ↪→ psh(C), the Yoneda embedding, given by c 7→ C(−, c). Let P : Cop → Set.
The category of elements elC(P ) of P is defined as follows:

Definition 2.6. Objects of elC(P ) are pairs (c, x) – called elements of P – where c is an object of C
and x ∈ P (c). Morphisms (c, x)→ (d, y) are given by morphisms f ∈ C(c, d) such that P (f)(y) = x.

A presheaf P : Cop → Set is represented by some c ∈ C if P = C(−, c). In this case, elC(P ) is
precisely the slice category C/c whose objects are pairs (d, f) where f ∈ C(d, c), and morphisms
(d, f)→ (d′, f ′) are commuting triangles in C:

d
g

//

f
��

d′

f ′
��

c

In general, a functor ι : D→ C induces a presheaf ι∗C(−, c), d 7→ C(ι(d), c) on D. For all c ∈ C, the
category elD(ι

∗C(−, c)) is called the slice category of D over c and is denoted by ι/c, or simply D/c.
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The slice category of D under c, denoted by c/D (or c/ι) is the category ιop/c whose objects are
morphisms f ∈ C(c, ι(−)) and whose morphisms (d, f) → (d′, f) are given by g ∈ D(d, d′) such that
ι(g) ◦ g = f ′ ∈ C(c, ι(d′)).

Observe, in particular, that the Yoneda embedding C → psh(C) induces a canonical isomorphism
elC(P ) ∼= C/P for all presheaves P : Cop → Set. These categories will be identified in this work.

Definition 2.7. Let F : D→ C be a functor (between ordinary categories). The induced nerve functor
ND : C→ psh(D) is given by ND(c)(d) = C(Fd, c) for all c ∈ C and d ∈ D.

Let ι : D ↪→ C be an inclusion of small categories. By [27, Proposition 5.1], the induced nerve
N : C → psh(D) if fully faithful if and only if every object c ∈ C is canonically the colimit of the
forgetful functor D/c→ C, (f : ι(d)→ c) 7→ ι(d). In this case, the inclusion ι : D ↪→ C is called dense.

Example 2.8. The nerve of a small category C is described by the image of C under the nerve functor
induced by the dense inclusion ∆ ↪→ Cat, where Cat is the category of small categories, and ∆ is the
simplex category of non-empty finite ordinals and order preserving morphisms.

Abstract nerve theory [4,47] is based on the idea that every functor admits an (up to isomorphism)
unique bo-ff factorisation as a bijective on objects functor followed by a fully faithful functor.

For example, if M = (M,µ, η) is a monad on a category C, and CM is the EM category of algebras
for M, then the free functor C → CM has bo-ff factorisation C → CM → CM, where CM is the Kleisli
category whose objects are the free M-algebras of the form Mc for c ∈ C. See e.g. [30, Section VI.5].

Hence, for any subcategory D ⊂ C, the bo-ff factorisation of the canonical functor D ↪→ C
free−−−→ CM

factors through the full subcategory ΘM,D of CM with objects Md, d ∈ D. This induces a diagram

(2.9) ΘM,D
f.f.

// CM

forget

��

NM,D
// psh(ΘM,D)

j∗

��

D �
�

//

jb.o.

OO

C
f.f.

ND
//

free

OO

psh(D).

where j∗ is the pullback of the bijective on objects functor j : D → ΘM,D. The left square of (2.9)
commutes by definition, and the right square commutes up to natural isomorphism (c.f. [4]).

The defining functor ΘM,D → CM is fully faithful by construction. Given a subcategory D ⊂ C, the
conditions under which D provides arities for M are described in [4,47]. It is proved that, if a monad
M on C has arities D ⊂ C such that M and D, then the induced nerve NM,D : C

M → psh(ΘM,D) is also
fully faithful. Moreover, by [47, Section 4], if D provides arities for M, then objects in the image of
NM,D in psh(ΘM,D) are (up to equivalence) precisely those that are mapped by j∗ to the image of ND

in psh(D). This is called the Segal condition for the nerve theorem.

2.3. Using distributive laws to prove nerve theorems. Now, let D ⊂ C be a dense subcategory
of an essentially small category, and let M be a monad on C.

The proof of the nerve theorem Theorem 8.4 for circuit algebras (like the proof of the modular
operad nerve theorem [36, Theorem 8.2]), exploits the idea that, even if M and D do not satisfy the
conditions of [4, Sections 1 & 2], if M = Mn . . .M1 is a composite monad, then each vertex of the
n-cube in (2.5) provides an opportunity for the conditions of abstract nerve theory [4] to apply.

Namely, the existence of pairwise distributive laws means that each of the n! paths of left adjoints
from C to CM in the cube (2.5) describes a distinct factorisation of the diagram (2.9) into n stages.
The nerve NM,D : C

M → psh(ΘM,D) is fully faithful if the conditions of [4] hold for any of these stages.
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For example, if M = Mn . . .M1, then there is a factorisation of the diagram (2.9) as

(2.10) ΘM,D
f.f.

// CM NM,D
// psh(ΘM,D)

ΘMn...M1,D
f.f.

// CMn...M1

forget
��

NMn...M1,D
// psh(ΘMn...M1,D)

j∗n
��

...

jnb.o.

OO

...

free

OO

��

...

��

ΘM1,D
f.f.

//

OO

CM1

forget

��

OO

NM1,D
// psh(ΘM1,D)

j∗1
��

D �
�

//

j1b.o.

OO

C
f.f.

ND
//

free

OO

psh(D).

Hence, to prove that the induced nerve NM,D = NMn...M1,D on CM is fully faithful, it is sufficient to
consider whether there is an 1 < i < n such that the conditions of [4] are satisfied by the lift of the
monad Mn . . .Mi+1 to CMi...M1 , together with the subcategory ΘMn...Mi,D ⊂ CMi...M1 . The same trick
can be attempted with every other path in the cube (2.5).

Example 2.11. (See also Example 2.3.) In [36, Theorem 7.46], the modular operad monad on GS is
obtained, via a distributive law, as a composite DT. Whilst DT does not have arities, the proof of the
nerve theorem and Segal condition ( [36, Theorem 8.2]) follows from the fact that the induced monad
T∗ on the EM category GSD does.

This method is used in Section 8 to prove Theorem 8.4, the nerve theorem for circuit algebras,
though this time, three monads are required: In Section 7.2, the monad for circuit algebras is described
as a composite LDT of three monads defined on the category GS of graphical species. On GS, the
composite LDT does not satisfy the conditions of [4]. However, the induced monad L̃T∗ on the
category GS∗ of D-algebras does. Hence (Theorem 8.4), there is a full subcategory Ξ× ⊂ CA of the
category of circuit algebras that induces a fully faithful nerve functor CA→ psh(Ξ×).

3. Graphical species, modular operads, and circuit algebras

Circuit algebras are introduced in [2], and defined in [9, 10, 38] (among others) as algebras over an
operad of wiring diagrams. In [38, Section 4.2], it was shown that operads of wiring diagrams are the
operads underlying particular strict monoidal categories of Brauer diagrams. (See [29] for a detailed
explanation of these ideas, and [38, Section 4] for a quick overview.) Hence, circuit algebras enriched
in a symmetric monoidal category (X,⊗, I) may be obtained as X-valued algebras over operads of
wiring diagrams or as symmetric (lax) monoidal functors from a category of Brauer diagrams to X.
Adding decorations (colourings) to the Brauer diagrams provides different flavours of circuit algebras.

A further axiomatic characterisation of such (X,⊗, I)-enriched circuit algebras was given in [38,
Proposition 5.4]: A circuit algebra A with values in X is a symmetric graded monoid in X equipped
with distinguished contraction and unit morphisms that interact nicely with the monoid operation
(i.e., conditions (c1)-(c3) and (e1) of [38, Proposition 5.4] are satisfied). Modular operads enriched in
X were defined similarly.

Here, we will consider the analogous algebraic structures, but now defined internal to a category
E with sufficient (co)limits. If X = E = Set, then these definitions coincide.
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3.1. Symmetric species. For each n ∈ N, let n denote the set {1, 2, . . . , n} (so 0 = ∅), and let Σn

be the group of permutations on n. Let Σ =
⊕

n Σn be the symmetric groupoid with Σ(n, n) = Σn

for all n, and Σ(m,n) = ∅ when m ̸= n. For any category E, an E-valued presheaf P : Bop → E,
also called a (monochrome or single-sorted) species [22] in E, is equivalently described by a sequence
(P (n))n of objects of E such that Σn acts on P (n) for all n.

Let Setf ⊂ Set denote the full subcategory of finite sets and let B ⊂ Setf be the groupoid of finite
sets and bijections. So, Σ ⊂ B is the skeletal subgroupoid on the objects n.

An E-valued presheaf P : Bop → E determines a presheaf Σop → E by restriction. Conversely, a
Σ-presheaf Q may always be extended to a B-presheaf QB, by setting

(3.1) QB(X)
def
= lim(n,f)∈Σ/XQ(n) for all n ∈ N.

This induces an equivalence of categories pshE(Σ) ≃ pshE(B).

Remark 3.2. In contrast to [38] (see, in particular, Section 2.1 thereof), which considered (covariant)
functors from Σ ⊂ B, for this work it is more convenient to focus on presheaves on B.

More generally, if D is a set and list(D) =
∐

n∈N Dn denotes the set of finite ordered sets c =

(c1, . . . , cn) of elements of D, then list(D) underlies the free associative monoid on D. The symmetric
groupoid Σ acts on list(D) from the right by σ : (cσ)

def
= (cσ1, . . . , cσn) 7→ c, for all c = (c1, . . . , cn)

and σ ∈ Σn. The groupoid so obtained is denoted by ΣD.

An D-coloured species in E is an E-valued presheaf on ΣD. This is equivalently described by a
collection (P (c))c∈list(D) of objects of E such that Σn (right) acts on P (n) =

∐
c∈Dn P ′(c) for all n.

Addition of natural numbers induces a symmetric monoidal structure – indeed a (monochrome) prop
(see [38, Section 2.1]) – on Σ and, more generally on ΣD: for c = (c1, . . . , cm) and d = (d1, . . . , dn) in
list(D), their (concatenation) product cd = c⊕ d is given by

cd
def
= (c1, . . . , cm, d1, . . . , dn).

The empty list is the unit for ⊕ and is denoted by ∅ (or ∅D). The D-coloured prop so obtained is
the free symmetric groupoid ΣD.

Example 3.3. If E has all finite products and coproducts, then the monoidal structure on Σ (or ΣD)
induces a (Cauchy) monoidal product on species in E by

(3.4) (S ⊗ T )X
def
=

∐
(Y,Z),Y⨿Z=X

SY × TZ , for all X ∈ B

for species S, T and all finite sets X. It is easily checked (see also [38, Section 2.1]) that monoids for
this product correspond to (lax) monoidal presheaves on Σ (or ΣD).

3.2. Graphical species. Graphical species (in Set) were introduced in [21] to provide a notion of
symmetric graded object (or coloured collection) for describing various generalisations of (coloured)
operads, and have been used to describe coloured modular operads (called compact closed categories
in [21]) in [17, 18, 21, 36]. For more details, particularly regarding the involutive palettes (C, ω) that
are so central to the notion, the reader is referred to [36], where graphical species in Set are discussed
at length.

This section provides a short discussion on graphical species taking values in an arbitrary category
E with finite limits.

As before, denote the groupoid of finite sets and bijections by B. The category B§ (called elGr

in [21]) is obtained from B by adjoining a distinguished object § that satisfies
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• B§(§, §) ∼= Z/2Z with generator τ (so τ2 = id);
• for each finite set X and each element x ∈ X, there is a morphism chx ∈ B§(§, X) that

‘chooses’ x, and B§(§, X) = {chx , chx ◦ τ}x∈X ;
• for all finite sets X and Y , B§(X,Y ) = B(X,Y ), and morphisms are equivariant with respect

to the action of B. That is, chf(x) = f ◦ chx ∈ B§(§, Y ) for all x ∈ X and all bijections
f : X

∼=−→ Y .

Definition 3.5. A graphical species S in a category E is a presheaf S : B§op → E. The category of
graphical species in E is denoted by GSE

def
= pshE(B

§). When E = Set, we write GS
def
= GSSet.

So, a graphical species S is described by an E-valued species (SX)X∈B, and an involutive ‘palette’
object (S§, Sτ ), where S§ ∈ E and Sτ ∈ E(S§, S§) is an involution, together with a family of projections
S(chx) : SX → S§, defined for all finite sets X, and all x ∈ X, and equivariant with respect to the
action by B and Sτ .

Henceforth, E will always denote a category with all finite limits.

Example 3.6. The terminal graphical species KE is the constant graphical species that sends § and all
finite sets X to the terminal object ∗ in E.

Definition 3.7. A morphism γ ∈ GSE(S, S
′) is colour- or palette-preserving if its component at § is

the identity on the palette object (S§, Sτ ). A graphical species S ∈ GSE is called monochrome if S§ = ∗.

Definition 3.8. Let S be a graphical species in Set. The element category (Definition 2.6) of S is
denoted by el(S)

def
= el

B§(S). Objects of el(S) are either of the form (X,ϕ) with ϕ ∈ S(X) and X

finite set, or of the form c ∈ S§ in which case c is called a colour of S.

For each c = (cx)x∈X ∈ S§
X , the c-(coloured) arity Sc is the fibre above c ∈ S§

X of the map
(S(chx))x∈X : SX → S§

X . For all finite sets X, SX =
∐

c∈CX Sc.

Example 3.9. For any palette (C, ω) in Set, the (C, ω)-coloured graphical species K(C,ω) in Set is given
by K

(C,ω)
c = {∗} for all c. Hence K

(C,ω)
X

∼= CX for all finite sets X. This is the terminal object of the
category GS

(C,ω)
E of (C, ω)-coloured graphical species in Set, and palette-preserving morphisms.

In particular, if (C, ω) = 0, then K0 has K0
0 = {∗} and K0

X = 0 for X ̸= 0.

Example 3.10. The palette {↑̄, ↓} was used in [38, Section 3.2] (and [36, Section 1.1]) to describe
(monochrome) oriented circuit algebras. (This was called (Di, σDi) in [36].) Let K{↑̇, ↓} be the
terminal {↑̄, ↓}-coloured graphical species in Set. For all finite sets X, K{↑̇, ↓}

X = { ↑, ↓}X is the set of
partitions X = X↑ ⨿X↓ of X into input and output sets. Morphisms K{↑̇, ↓}

X → K{↑̇, ↓}
Y are bijections

X
∼=−→ Y that preserve the partitions.

A monochrome oriented graphical species is a {↑̄, ↓}-coloured graphical species and the slice cate-
gory OGS

def
= GS/K{↑̇, ↓} is the category of oriented graphical species in Set.

More generally, we can define oriented graphical species in a category E with finite limits to be
E-valued presheaves over K{↑̇, ↓}. (For more details see Example 4.31 and [36, Example 1.10].)

In fact, for any palette (C, ω) in Set, a (C, ω)-coloured species in E is defined to be an E-valued
presheaf over K(C,ω). Equivalently, this is a graded object (Mc)c∈el(K(C,ω)) equipped with an action
of B compatible with the grading.

In case E also has finite coproducts (and initial object 0 = 0E), GSE has the structure of a symmetric
monoidal category:
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Given S, T ∈ GSE, to define a species S ⊗ T ∈ GSE, set (S ⊗ T )§
def
= S§ ⨿ T§, and let (S ⊗ T )X =∐

(Y,Z),Y⨿Z=X SY × TZ as in (3.4).

By the universal property of the coproduct, the involutions on S§ and T§ induce an involution on
(S⊗T )§ and the B-actions on S and T separately induce a B-action on the collection ((S⊗T )X)X∈B.

Finally, for x ∈ X, the morphism (S ⊗ T )(chX
x ) : (S ⊗ T )X → (S ⊗ T )§ is induced by the maps

(S ⊗ T )(chY⨿Z
x ) =

®
ιS ◦ S(chY

x ) ◦ pSY
: SY × TZ → S§ when x ∈ Y

ιT ◦ T (chZ
x ) ◦ pTZ

: SY × TZ → T§ when x ∈ Z.

Here, the maps p(−) from SY ×TZ are the projections and ι(−) are the maps to the coproduct (S⊗T )§.

Hence, S ⊗ T is a graphical species in E. It is straightforward to check that the species I defined
by I§ = 0, I∅ = ∗ and IX = ∅ for X ̸= ∅ defines a unit for ⊗ and that (GSE,⊗, I) is a symmetric
monoidal category.

3.3. Modular operads. This section generalises the definition of modular operads in Set from [36,
Section 1.3] to modular operads internal to arbitrary categories with finite limits.

Remark 3.11. In [17,18,38] modular operads and circuit algebras are defined palette-wise. By contrast,
the definitions (and constructions) in this paper are for modular operads and circuit algebras with all
palette objects.

Let S be a graphical species in a category E with finite limits. For finite sets X and Y with elements
x ∈ X and y ∈ Y , let (SX × SY )

x‡y → SX × SY denote the pullback

(3.12) (SX × SY )
x‡y //

��

SX

S(chx)

��

SY
S(chy◦τ)

// S§.

More generally, given distinct elements x1, . . . , xk ∈ X and y1, . . . , yk ∈ Y , let (SX × SY )
x1‡y1,...,xk‡yk

be the limit of the collection SX

S(chxi
)

−−−−−→ S§
S(chyi

◦τ)
←−−−−−− SY , 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

Let σ2 denote the unique non-identity involution on 2. A morphism ϵ ∈ E(S§, S2) is unit-like for
S if

(3.13) ϵ ◦ ω = S(σ2) ◦ ϵ : S§ → S2, and S(ch1) ◦ ϵ = idS§ .

Definition 3.14. A multiplication ⋄ on S is a family of morphisms

⋄x‡yX,Y : (SX × SY )
x‡y → S(X⨿Y )\{x,y},

in E, defined for all pairs of finite sets X and Y , with elements x ∈ X and y ∈ Y , and such that

(1) the obvious diagram

(SX × SY )
x‡y

⋄x‡y
X,Y

++
∼=

��

S(X⨿Y )\{x,y}

(SY × SX)y‡x
⋄y‡x
Y,X

33

commutes in E,
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(2) ⋄ is equivariant with respect to the B§-action on S: if σ̂ : X\{x}
∼=−→W \{w} and ρ̂ : Y \{y}

∼=−→
Z \ {z} are restrictions of bijections σ : X

∼=−→ W and ρ : Y
∼=−→ Z such that σ(x) = w and

ρ(y) = z, then
S(σ̂ ⊔ ρ̂) ⋄w‡z

W,Z = ⋄x‡yX,Y S(σ ⊔ ρ),

(where σ ⊔ ρ : X ⨿ Y
∼=−→W ⨿ Z is the block-wise permutation).

A multiplication ⋄ on S is unital if S there is a unit-like morphism ϵ ∈ E(S§, S2) such that, for all
finite sets X and all x ∈ X, the composite

(3.15) SX

(id×chx)◦∆
// SX × S§

id×ϵ
// SX × S2

⋄x‡2
X,2

// SX

is the identity on SX .

It is immediate from the definition (3.13) that any unit-like morphism in ϵ ∈ E(S§, S2) is monomor-
phic and, by (3.15) and condition (1) of Definition 3.14, if a multiplication ⋄ on S admits a unit ϵ,
then it is unique.

Let S be a graphical species in E, and let x ̸= y be distinct elements of a finite set Z. Let
(SZ)

x‡y = Sy‡x
Z denote the equaliser

(3.16) Sx‡y
Z

// SZ

S(chx)
//

S(chy◦τ)
// S§.

More generally, for any morphism f : C → SZ in E, let Cx‡y = Cy‡x denote the pullback of f along
the universal map Sx‡y

Z → SZ . Given distinct elements x1, y1, . . . , xk, yk of SZ , and a morphism
f : C → SZ in E, then Cx1‡y1,...,xk‡yk

def
= (Cx1‡y1,...,xk−1‡yk−1)xk‡yk is the obvious limit.

Invariance of Cx1‡y1,...,xk‡yk under permutations (xi, yi) 7→ (xσi, yσi), σ ∈ Aut(k) follows from
invariance of the defining morphisms

Cx1‡y1,...,xk‡yk // Sx1‡y1,...,xk‡yk

Z
// SZ .

Definition 3.17. A (graphical species) contraction ζ on S in E is a family of maps ζx‡yX : Sx‡y
X →

SX\{x,y} defined for each finite set X and pair of distinct elements x, y ∈ X.

The contraction ζ is equivariant with respect to the action of B§ on S: If σ̂ : X \{x, y}
∼=−→ Z \{w, z}

is the restriction of a bijection σ : X
∼=−→ Z with σ(x) = w and σ(y) = z. Then

(3.18) S(σ̂) ◦ ζw‡z
Z = ζx‡yX ◦ S(σ) : Sw‡z

Z → SX\{x,y}.

In particular, by (3.18), if ζ is a contraction on S, then ζx‡yX = ζy‡xX for all finite sets X and all
pairs of distinct elements x, y ∈ X.

Definition 3.19. A nonunital modular operad (S, ⋄, ζ) in E is a graphical species S ∈ GSE equipped
with a multiplication ⋄ and a contraction ζ such that the following four coherence axioms are satisfied:

(M1) Multiplication is associative (see Figure 1(M1)):
For all finite set X,Y, Z and elements x ∈ X, z ∈ Z, and distinct y1, y2 ∈ Y ,

(SX × SY × SZ)
x‡y1,y2‡z

⋄x‡y1
X,Y ×idSZ

//

idSX
×⋄y2‡z

Y,Z

��

(
S(X⨿Y )\{x,y1} × SZ

)y2‡z

⋄y2‡z
X⨿Y \{x,y1},Z

��

=

(
SX × S(Y⨿Z)\{y2,z}

)x‡y1

⋄x‡y1
X,Y ⨿Z\{y2,z}

// S(X⨿Y⨿Z)\{x,y1,y2,z}.
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(M2) Contractions commute (see Figure 1(M2)):
For all finite sets X with distinct elements w, x, y, z, the following square commutes:

Sw‡x,y‡z
X

ζw‡x
X

//

ζy‡z
X

��

Sy‡z
X\{w,x}

ζy‡z
X\{w,x}

��

=

Sw‡x
X\{y,z}

ζw‡x
X\{y,z}

// SX\{w,x,y,z}

.

(M3) Multiplication and contraction commute (see Figure 1(M2)):
For finite sets X,Y , distinct x1, x2 and x3 in X, and y ∈ Y , the following diagram commutes:

(Sx1‡x2

X × SY )
x3‡y

ζ
x1‡x2
X ×idY

//

⋄x3‡y
X,Y

��

(SX\{x1,x2} × SY ))
x3‡y

⋄x3‡y
X\{x1,x2},Y

��

=

Sx1‡x2

(X⨿Y )\{x3,y}
ζ
x1‡x2
X⨿Y \{x3,y}

// S(X⨿Y )\{x1,x2,x3,y}.

(M4) ‘Parallel multiplication’ of pairs (see Figure 1(M4)):
For finite sets X and Y , and distinct elements x1, x2 ∈ X and y1, y2 ∈ Y , the following digram
commutes:

(SX × SY )
x1‡y1,x2‡y2

⋄x1‡y1
X,Y

//

⋄x2‡y2X,Y

��

Sx2‡y2

(X⨿Y )\{x1,y1}

ζ
x2‡y2
X⨿Y \{x1,y1}

��

=

Sx1‡y1

(X⨿Y )\{x2,y2} ζx1‡y1X⨿Y \{x2,y2}
// S(X⨿Y )\{x1,x2,y1,y2}.

(Axioms (M1)-(M4) are illustrated in Figure 1.)

The category of nonunital, modular operads in E is denoted by MO−
E .

A (unital) modular operad (S, ⋄, ζ, ϵ) in E is a graphical species S ∈ GSE equipped with a unital
multiplication (⋄, ϵ) and contraction ζ such that (S, ⋄, ζ) ∈MO−

E . The category of modular operads
in E is denoted by MOE.

Remark 3.20. As discussed in Section 3.2, GSE has a monoidal category structure when E admits finite
coproducts. However, as will be explained in Remark 6.28, the categories MO and MO− are not
closed under the monoidal product in GSE.

3.4. Circuit algebras. A circuit algebra internal to a category E with finite limits is a graphical
species A in E that has a contraction, such that (A(n))n has a graded monoid structure analogous to
the (enriched) circuit algebra axioms (c1)− (c3), (e1) (see [38, Proposition 5.4]).

Definition 3.21. A (commutative) external product on a graphical species S in E is given by a
B×B-indexed collection of equivariant morphisms ⊠X,Y : SX × SY → SX⨿Y , in E such that ⊠Y,X =

⊠X,Y ◦ σY,X (where σY,X : SY × SX

∼=−→ SX × SY is the swap isomorphism) and, for all elements
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SX

SY

SZ

SX⨿Y \{x,y1}

SZ

SY⨿Z\{y2,z}

SX SX⨿Y⨿Z\{x,y1,y2,z}

(M1)

SX SX\{x1,x2}

SX\{x3,x4}

SX\{x1,...,x4}

(M2)

SX SY SYSX\{x1,x2}

SX⨿Y

SX⨿Y \{x1,x2,x3,y}

(M3)

SX SY

SX⨿Y \{x1,y1}

SX⨿Y \{x2,y2}
SX⨿Y \{x1,x2,y1,y2}

(M4)

Figure 1. Modular operad axioms (M1)-(M4).

x ∈ X, the following diagram commutes in E:

SX × SY

⊠X,Y
//

��

SX⨿Y

S(chX⨿Y
x )

��

SX
S(chX

x )

// S§

An external unit for the external product ⊠ is a distinguished morphism ⊖ : ∗ → S0 such that the
composite

SX

∼=
// SX × ∗

id×⊖
// SX × S0

⊠
// S(X⨿0) SX

is the identity on SX for all finite sets X.

Remark 3.22. Henceforth, the monoidal unit ⊖ for ⊠ will be suppressed in the notation since most
of the constructions in Sections 3-8 of this paper carry through without it. To agree with the circuit
algebra literature, external products in this paper are always assumed to have a unit. See also
Remark 5.17, and [25, Paragraph 4.7].
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Recall that, if E has finite coproducts, then GSE is a symmetric monoidal category. It follows
immediately from Definition 3.21 that:

Lemma 3.23. A graphical species S in E admits an external product (⊠,⊖) if and only if (S,⊠,⊖)

is a monoid for the monoidal product ⊗ on GSE.

An external product ⊠ and contraction ζ on a graphical species S induce an equivariant multipli-
cation ⋄ on S: for all finite sets X and Y , all x ∈ X and y ∈ Y , the multiplication ⋄x‡yX,Y is defined by
the composition

(3.24) ⋄x‡yX,Y : (SX × SY )
x‡y ⊠X,Y

// (SX⨿Y )
x‡y ζx‡y

// S(X⨿Y )\{x,y}.

Definition 3.25. A nonunital circuit algebra internal to E is a graphical species S in E, equipped
with an external product ⊠ and a contraction ζ, such that the following three axioms (illustrated in
Figure 2) are satisfied:

(C1) External product is associative (see Figure 2 (C1)):
For all finite sets X,Y, Z, the following square commutes:

SX × SY × SZ

⊠X,Y × idSZ
//

idSX
× ⊠Y,Z

��

SX⨿Y × SZ

⊠(X⨿Y ),Z

��

=

SX × SY⨿Z
⊠X,(Y ⨿Z)

// SX⨿Y⨿Z .

(C2) Order of contraction does not matter. This corresponds with Definition 3.19 (M2) (see also
Figure 1 (M2)).

(C3) Contraction and external product commute (see Figure 2 (C1)):
For all finite sets X and Y , and distinct elements x1, x2 ∈ X, the following square commutes:

Sx1‡x2

X × SY

⊠X,Y
//

ζ
x1‡x2
X × idSY

��

Sx1‡x2

X⨿Y

ζ
x1‡x2
X⨿Y

��

=

SX\{x1,x2} × SY
⊠X\{x1,x2},Y

// SX\{x1,x2}⨿Y .

SX

SY

SZ

SX⨿Y

SZ

SY⨿Z

SX
SX⨿Y⨿Z

(C1)

SX SY SYSX\{x1,x2}

SX⨿Y SX⨿Y \{x1,x2,x3,y}

(C3)

Figure 2. Circuit algebra axioms (C1) and (C3). For axiom (C2), see Figure 1(M2).



16 SOPHIE RAYNOR

Let CA−
E denote the category of nonunital circuit algebras internal to E and morphisms of graphical

species that preserve the external product and contraction.

A (unital) circuit algebra (internal to E) is given by a nonunital circuit algebra (S,⊠, ζ) together
with a unit-like morphism ϵ : S§ → S2 (Definition 3.14), such that for all finite sets X and all x ∈ X,
the composite
(3.26)

SX

(id×chx)◦∆
// (SX × S§)

x‡2 id×ϵ
// (SX × S2)

x‡2 ⊠
// (SX ⊠ S2)

x‡2
ζx‡2
X⨿2

// SX

is the identity on SX . (Here ∆: SX → SX × SX is the diagonal, and the last map makes use of the
canonical isomorphism (X ⨿ {1}) \ {x} ∼= X.)

Morphisms in the category CAE of circuit algebras internal to E are morphisms in CA−
E that respect

the unit.

Note that (3.26) is obtained from (3.15) by substituting the multiplication described in (3.24).

For E = Set, we will write CA
def
= CAE and MO

def
= MOE. Let CA be the category defined

in [38, Section 5.2] of circuit algebras (of all colours) enriched in Set. The following proposition
follows immediately from [38, Proposition 5.4] and by unpacking Definition 3.25:

Proposition 3.27. The categories CA and CA are canonically equivalent.

Remark 3.28. Henceforth, unless explicitly stated otherwise all circuit algebras and modular operads
will be assumed to be objects of the categories CAE and MOE (and CA−

E , MO−
E ) of (nonunital)

circuit algebras and modular operads internal to a category E with sufficient limits.

By (3.24), a (nonunital) circuit algebra (S,⊠, ζ) admits a (nonunital) multiplication ⋄S induced
by ⊠ and ζ. It follows immediately from (3.24) and axioms (C1)-(C3), that (S, ⋄S , ζ) satisfy (M1)-
(M4). Hence, circuit algebras in E canonically admit a modular operad structure. This will be used
in Sections 4-7.2, to construct the composite monad for circuit algebras by modifying the modular
operad monad of [36].

In fact, we have the following proposition, analogous to [38, Proposition 5.11], that will follow
from Theorem 7.9, Proposition 5.14 and Lemma 7.4, together with the classical theory of distributive
laws [3]:

Proposition 3.29. There are canonical monadic adjunctions

(3.30) CA−
E //

��

⊤ CAE

oo

��

⊢ ⊢

MO−
E

OO

//⊤ MOE

oo

OO

between the categories of (nonunital) modular and product modular operads in E.

Proof. By Theorem 7.9, CAE is the EM category of algebras GSELDT for the composite monad LDT on
GSE, constructed using iterated distributive laws. Now, MO−

E = GSE
T by Proposition 6.2, MOE =

GSE
DT by Theorem 6.26 (see also [36]), and CA−

E = GSE
LT by Proposition 5.14 and Lemma 7.4.

By the classical theory of distributive laws [3], there is a commuting square of monadic adjunctions:

(3.31) GSE
LT

//

��

⊤ GSE
LDToo

��

⊢ ⊢

GSE
T

OO

//⊤ GSE
DT.

oo

OO
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□

The right adjoints of the pairs MOE ⇄ CAE (and MO−
E ⇄ CA−

E ) in Proposition 3.29 corre-
spond to the forgetful functor (S,⊠, ζ) 7→ (S, ⋄, ζ) where the multiplication ⋄ is defined by suitable
compositions ζ ◦ ⊠ as in (3.24). The left adjoint is induced by the free graded monoid monad: Let
Core(X/Setf) be the maximal subgroupoid of the slice category X/Setf whose objects are morphisms
of finite sets f : X → Y , and whose morphisms (Y, f)→ (Y ′, f ′) are isomorphisms g ∼= Y → Y ′ such
that gf = f ′.

If S is a graphical species, then there is a graphical species LS defined by

LSX = colim(Y,f)∈Core(X/Setf)

∐
y∈Y

Sf−1(y).

The free monoid structure induces the external product on LS, and, if (S, ⋄, ζ) is a (nonunital)
modular operad, then the modular operad axioms imply that the pair of operations ζ and ⋄, define a
contraction on LS. (See Section 7.2.)

In particular, since units for the modular operadic multiplication are unique:

Corollary 3.32. The canonical forgetful functors CAE → CA−
E and MOE →MO−

E are inclusions
of categories.

Example 3.33. (See also [38, Proposition 3.26 & Example 5.10] and 3.9.) By [9], wheeled props are
equivalent to oriented circuit algebras. Hence, by Proposition 3.27, wheeled props in Set describe
Set-valued circuit algebras.

The image of a (nonunital) wheeled prop under the forgetful functor CA→MO is its underlying
(nonunital) wheeled properad (see [16,48]). See also Remark 6.27 and Corollary 8.7.

Remark 3.34. Let E have finite coproducts so GSE is a monoidal category. By Proposition 3.29, a
circuit algebra is a modular operad equipped with an external product that is compatible with the
modular operadic multiplication in the sense of (3.24). Since, by Lemma 3.23, a graphical species
with external product (S,⊠,⊖) is just a monoid object in GSE, it is natural to ask whether there is
a monoidal structure on MOE such that circuit algebras are precisely the monoid objects in MOE.
In fact, this is not the case since, as will be explained in Remark 6.28, MOE is not closed under the
monoidal product on GSE.

4. Background on graphs

The combinatorics of modular operads have been fully described in [36, Section 8] in terms of a
category Ξ of graphs. The remainder of the present paper is concerned with an analogous construction
for circuit algebras.

This section reviews the definition of the category Gr of graphs and étale morphisms – introduced
in [21], and used in [17,18,25,36] – and describes how the graphs in this category are related to wiring
diagrams as described in [38, Section 4.2]. The interested reader is referred to [36, Sections 3 & 4] for
more details and explicit proofs related to the graphical formalism.

4.1. Review of Brauer diagrams. In [38], circuit algebras were defined as algebras over an operad
of wiring diagrams or, equivalently, lax monoidal functors from a category of Brauer diagrams. This
brief section summarises the key features of categories of Brauer diagrams and operads of wiring
diagrams from [38, Sections 3 & 4] that are relevant to the constructions that follow.
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The strict symmetric monoidal category BD of Brauer diagrams has objects n ∈ N≥0. Morphisms
are described as follows: A Brauer diagram with source m and target n is a pair (τ, k) where k ∈ N≥0

is a natural number and τ is a fixed-point free involution (or perfect matching) on the disjoint union of
the sets S(f) = {s1, . . . , sm} and T(f) = {t1, . . . , tn}. If k = 0, then (τ, k) is an open Brauer diagrams.

By convention, there is a unique perfect matching on the empty set ∅. For all m,n, the hom set
BD(m,n) is the (infinite) set of Brauer diagrams (τ, k) : m→ n. In particular BD(0, 0) ∼= N≥0.

An open Brauer diagram (τ, 0) : m → n may be visualised as in Figure 3(b) by a univalent graph
comprising of a row of n vertices above a row of m vertices, with the bottom row bijectively labelled
by S = {s1, . . . , sm} and the top row labelled by T = {t1, . . . , tn} and such that there is an edge
connecting vertices x and y in S⨿T if and only if x = τy. When k > 0, the Brauer diagram for (τ, k)
is represented by k closed loops next to the graph for (τ, 0).

Given two Brauer diagrams f1 = (τ1, k1) ∈ BD(m1, n1) and f2 = (τ2, k2) ∈ BD(m2, n2), their
horizontal (monoidal) composition is defined by juxtaposition of the diagrams:

f1 ⊕ f2 = (τ1 ⨿ τ2, k1 + k2) ∈ BD(m1 +m2, n1 + n2).

The empty Brauer diagram 0 = (∅, 0) ∈ BD(0, 0) is a unit for this horizontal composition.

Vertical (categorical) composition of Brauer diagrams f1 = (τ1, 0) ∈ BD(l,m) and f2 = (τ2, 0) ∈
BD(m,n) is described by placing the graph of τ2 above that of τ1 and identifying their source and
target dots (Figure 3(a)). Deleting the middle m dots gives a new diagram with a matching τ2τ1

on the set S(f1) ⨿ T(f2) = {s1,1, . . . , s1,l} ⨿ {t2,1, . . . , t2,n} and k(τ1, τ2) ∈ N≥0 closed loops. Define
(τ2, 0) ◦ (τ1, 0)

def
= (τ2τ1, k(τ1, τ2)) ∈ BD(l, n) (Figure 3(a)).

(a) T(g)

S(g)

T(f)

S(f)

T(g)

T(f) = S(g)

S(f)

(b)
T(gf)

S(gf)

Figure 3. (a) Composition of Brauer diagrams f = (τf , 0) ∈ BD(5, 7) and g =

(τg, 0) ∈ BD(7, 3) (b) the resulting Brauer diagram gf = (τgτf , 1) ∈ BD(5, 3) with a
single closed component formed in the composition.

In general, if f1 = (τ1, k1) ∈ BD(l,m) and f2 = (τ2, k2) ∈ BD(m,n), then f2 ◦ f1 = (τ2τ1, k1 + k2 +

k(τ1, τ2)) ∈ BD(l, n).

It is straightforward to check that horizontal and vertical composition of Brauer diagrams is asso-
ciative and, together with the identity morphisms (idn, 0) ∈ BD(n, n), idn : si 7→ ti for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n,
defines a symmetric monoidal category BD.

By [28, Theorem 2.6] or [1, Proposition 2.15], the category BD is generated, under horizontal and
vertical composition by the open Brauer diagrams σ2 = ({s1 7→ t2, s2 7→ t1}, 0) ∈ BD(2, 2) and
id1 ∈ BD(1, 1), ∩ ∈ BD(2, 0) and ∪ ∈ BD(0, 2). With the exception of σ2, each of these generating
morphisms has the form (τ2, 0), where τ2 is the unique matching on the two-element set.

The subcategory dBD ⊂ BD of downward Brauer diagrams is generated, under horizontal and
vertical composition by σ2 = ({s1 7→ t2, s2 7→ t1}, 0) ∈ BD(2, 2), id1 ∈ BD(1, 1) and ∩ ∈ BD(2, 0)

(but not ∪ ∈ BD(0, 2)). Morphisms in dBD(m,n) have the form f = (τ, 0) where, for all ti ∈ T(f),
τ(ti) ∈ Sf . (So BD(m,n) = ∅ for m > n.)
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New categories of Brauer diagrams may be obtained by adding colours to the connected compo-
nents of the underlying graphs (c.f., [38, Section 3.2]). In particular, the category OBD of oriented
monochrome diagrams (whose objects are elements of the monoid list{ ↑, ↓}) may be defined similarly
to BD by orienting the edges of the Brauer diagrams. (See [38, Section 3.2] for a precise definition in
terms of the palette {↑̄, ↓} defined in Example 3.10.)

For a tuple of natural numbers (m1, . . . ,mk;n), the set of (monochrome) wiring diagrams of type
(m1, . . . ,mk;n) is given by WD(m1, . . . ,mk;n)

def
= BD(

∑k
i=1 mi;n) (where, for f ∈ BD(

∑k
i=1 mi;n),

the corresponding wiring diagram is denoted by f ∈ WD(m1, . . . ,mk;n)). Wiring diagrams form an
N-coloured operad (see [38, Section 4]) with composition

γ : WD(m1, . . . ,mk;n)⊗
k⊗

i=1

WD(li,1, . . . , li,ki
;mi)

given by
γ
(
g, (f i)i

) def
= (g ◦ (f1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ fn)).

The (list({↑̄, ↓}))-coloured operad of (monochrome) oriented wiring diagrams OWD is constructed
similarly from OBD (c.f., [38, Section 4.2]).

As in [38], wiring diagram composition may also be represented visually with punctured discs and
wires (Figure 4).

γ

Figure 4. Two representations of the same composition

γ : WD(2, 4, 3; 3)⊗ (WD(3, 1; 2)⊗WD(2, 0; 4)⊗WD(1, 1, 1; 3))→WD(3, 1, 2, 0, 1, 1, 1; 3).

4.2. The étale category of graphs. Consider the punctured disc representation of wiring diagrams
in Figure 4. Given a monochrome wiring diagram f ∈ WD(m1, . . . ,mk;n), it is clear that, by
shrinking the punctures to points, and deleting the outer disc, we obtain a graph with k vertices
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of degree m1, . . . ,mk and n loose edges. If f has no loops, i.e., it is induced by a Brauer diagram
f = (τf , 0) ∈ BD(

∑k
i=1 mi, n), then f may also be described by a diagram of finite sets:

(4.1) ∂fτf ;;

∐k
i=1 mi

inc
oo

p
// k

where, as usual, n
def
= {1, . . . , n} for all n, and p :

∐k
i=1 mi → k is the canonical projection. By

forgetting the orderings on n,k and each mi, 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we obtain the definition, of a (Feynman)
graph is originally due to Joyal and Kock [21] (see also [17,18,24,36]):

Definition 4.2. A graph G is a diagram of finite sets

(4.3) G = Eτ
77 H

s
oo

t
// V ,

such that s : H → E is injective, and τ : E → E is an involution without fixed points.

Elements of V are vertices of G and elements of E are called edges of G. The set Ẽ of τ -orbits in
E, where ẽ ∈ Ẽ is the orbit of an edge e ∈ E, is the set of connections in G. Elements h of the set H

are half-edges of G.

Remark 4.4. A graph is a rule for gluing closed intervals along their boundaries. The geometric
realisation of a graph G is the one-dimensional space |G|, obtained by taking the discrete space {∗v}v∈V ,
and, for each e ∈ E, a copy [0, 1

2 ]e of the interval [0, 1
2 ] subject to the identifications 0s(h) ∼ ∗t(h) for

h ∈ H and ( 12 )e ∼ ( 12 )τe for all e ∈ E.

Definition 4.5. The set E• ⊂ E of inner edges of G is the maximal subset of im(s) ⊂ E that is
closed under τ . The set of inner τ -orbits ẽ ∈ ‹E with e ∈ E• is denoted by Ẽ•. Elements of the set
E0 = E \ im(s) are ports of G.

A stick component of a graph G is a pair {e, τe} of edges of G such that e and τe are both ports.

Example 4.6. Brauer diagrams id1 ∈ BD(1, 1), ∩ = ⌊id1⌋ ∈ BD(0, 2) and ∪ = ⌈id1⌉ ∈ BD(2, 0) induce
wiring diagrams id1 ∈WD(1; 1), ∩ ∈WD(−; 2) and ∪(2;0) ∈WD(2; 0) and ∪(1,1;0) ∈WD(1, 1; 0). By
(4.1), these describe the following graphs, each of which has one edge orbit:

• for id1 ∈WD(1; 1), the corresponding graph is the ‘1-corolla’

C1
def
= 299 1oo // 1

with one vertex, no inner edges, and one port (see Figure 5(a));
• for ∩ ∈WD(−; 2), the corresponding graph is the stick graph (p)

(p) def
= 299 0oo // 0

with no vertices, no inner edges and two ports (see Figure 5(b));
• for ∪(2;0) ∈WD(2; 0), the corresponding graph is the wheel graph W

W def
= 299 2

id
oo // // 1

with one vertex, one inner edge orbit and no ports (see Figure 5(c));
• the graph corresponding to ∪(1,1;0) ∈ WD(1, 1; 0) has two vertices, one inner edge orbit and

no ports (Figure 5(d)):

299 2
id
oo

id
// 2 .

The stick and wheel graphs (p) and W are particularly important in what follows.

For any set X, let X† ∼= X denote its formal involution.
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(a)

2

1

(b)

1†

1

(c) (d)

Figure 5. (Realisations of) graphs with one edge orbit: (a) the 1-corolla C1; (b) the
stick graph (p); (c) the wheel graph W consists of a single inner edge orbit with one
end vertex; (d) a single inner edge orbit with distinct end vertices.

Example 4.7. (See also Figure 5(d).) The X-corolla CX associated to a finite set X has the form

CX : X ⨿X†† ;; X†? _inc
oo // {∗}.

When X = n, this corresponds to the identity wiring diagram idn ∈WD(n;n).

Let G be a graph with vertex and edge sets V and E respectively. For each vertex v, define
H/v

def
= t−1(v) ⊂ H to be the fibre of t at v, and let E/v

def
= s(H/v) ⊂ E.

Definition 4.8. Edges in the set E/v are said to be incident on v.

The map | · | : V → N, v 7→ |v| def
= |H/v|, defines the valency of v and Vn ⊂ V is the set of n-valent

vertices of G. A vertex v is bivalent if |v| = 2. An isolated vertex of G is a vertex v ∈ V (G) such that
|v| = 0. A bivalent graph is a graph G with V = V2.

Bivalent and isolated vertices are particularly important in Section 6.3.

Vertex valency induces an N-grading on the edge set E (and half-edge set H) of G: For n ≥ 1,
define Hn

def
= t−1(Vn) and En

def
= s(Hn). Since s(H) = E \ E0 =

∐
n≥1 En,

E =
∐
n∈N

En.

Example 4.9. The stick graph (p) (Example 4.6) has E0(p) = E(p) = 2, and E•(p) = ∅. Conversely, the
wheel graph W has E0(W) = ∅ and E•(W ) = E2(W) = E(W) ∼= 2.

The X-corolla CX (see Example 4.7) with vertex ∗ has set of ports E0(CX) = X and E/∗ = X†. If
X = n for some n ∈ N, then | ∗ | = n, so V = Vn, and E = En ⨿ E0 with Ei

∼= X for i = 0, n.

Definition 4.10. An étale morphism f : G → G′ of graphs is a commuting diagram of finite sets

(4.11) G

��

E oo
τ

//

��

E

��

H
s

oo

��

t
// V

��

G′ E′ oo
τ ′

// E′ H ′
s′

oo

t′
// V ′

such that the right-hand square is a pullback. The category of graphs and étale morphisms is denoted
by Gr.

It is straightforward to verify that the right hand square in (4.11) is a pullback if and only if, for
all v ∈ V , the map E/v → E′/f(v) induced by the restriction of the map V → V ′ is bijective. Hence,
étale morphisms describe local isomorphisms, as the name suggests.

Example 4.12. For any graph G with edge set E, there is a canonical (up to unique isomorphism)
bijection Gr(p,G) ∼= E. The morphism 1 7→ e in Gr(p,G) that chooses an edge e is denoted che, or chG

e .

Pointwise disjoint union defines a symmetric strict monoidal structure on Gr with unit given by the
empty graph ⊘ def

= ∅ ∅oo // ∅ .
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Definition 4.13. A graph is connected if it cannot be written as a disjoint union of non-empty
graphs. A connected component H of G is a maximal connected subdiagram of G.

In particular, any graph G is the disjoint union of its connected components, and the inclusion
H ↪→ G of a connected component H of G describes a pointwise injective étale morphism.

Disjoint union commutes with geometric realisation: for all graphs G and H, |G ⨿ H| = |G| ⨿ |H|,
and a graph G is connected if and only if it’s geometric realisation |G| is a connected space.

Example 4.14. Let X and Y be finite sets. Write DX,Y
def
= CX ⨿ CY for the disjoint union of X

and Y -corollas. This has ports E0(DX,Y ) = X ⨿ Y = E0(CX) ⨿ E0(CY ) and no internal edges. The
canonical inclusions ιX : CX → DX,Y ← CY : ιY are étale.

Example 4.15. Up to isomorphism, (p) is the only connected graph with no vertices. As in [36] (and
following [24]) a shrub S is a disjoint union of stick graphs. Any commuting diagram of the form
(4.11) where G = S is a shrub trivially satisfies the pullback condition, and hence defines a morphism
in Gr.

Example 4.16. (C.f. [38, Remark 3.12].) Let D be the small category •99 •oo // • . The
pair of parallel morphisms id, τ : (p) ⇒ (p) given by the endomorphisms of (p) in Gr has coequaliser
∗ ← ∅ → ∅ in psh(D). Since this is not a graph, the morphisms id(p) and τ do not admit a coequaliser
in Gr. This provided the key motivating example for [36].

The two endomorphisms idW , τW : W → W, viewed as morphisms of presheaves on D, have co-
equaliser ∗ ← ∗ → ∗ which is terminal in psh(D), and is not a graph. In particular, Gr does not have
a terminal object and is therefore not closed under (finite) limits.

As Example 4.16 shows, Gr does not, in general, admit finite colimits. However, if G is a graph and
e1, e2 ∈ E0 are ports of G with e1 ̸= τe2, then the colimit Ge1‡e2 of the parallel morphisms

(4.17) che1 , che2 ◦ τ : (p) ⇒ G

is the graph described by identifying e1 ∼ τe2 and e2 ∼ τe1 in the diagram (4.3) defining G.

Example 4.18. The graph Ce‡τe2 obtained by identifying the ports of the 2-corolla is isomorphic to the
wheel graph W.

Example 4.19. More generally, for X a finite set with distinct elements x and y, the graph Cx‡yX has
ports in E0 = X \ {x, y}, one inner τ -orbit {x, y} (bold-face in Figure 6), and one vertex v:

(X \ {x, y})⨿X†τ :: X†? _s
oo

t
// {v},

where τx† = y† and τz = z† for z ∈ X \ {x, y}. Graphs of the form Cx‡yX encode formal contractions
in graphical species.

Since the monoidal structure on Gr is induced by the cocartesian monoidal structure on diagrams
of finite sets, colimits in Gr, when they exist, commute with ⨿. In particular, for any graphs G and
H and distinct ports e1, e2 of G,

(4.20) Ge1‡e2 ⨿H = (G ⨿H)e1‡e2 .

Example 4.21. In particular, recall that DX,Y is the disjoint union CX ⨿ CY . Let x ∈ X, and y ∈ Y .
By identifying the edges x ∼ τy, y ∼ τx, we obtain a graph Dx‡y

X,Y
def
= (CX ⨿ CY )x‡y, that has two

vertices and one inner edge orbit {x, y}, highlighted in bold-face in Figure 6.(
(X ⨿ Y ) \ {x, y} ⨿ (X ⨿ Y )†

)
τ

99

(
(X ⨿ Y )†

)
? _s

oo
t

// {vX , vY }
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with s the obvious inclusion and the involution τ described by z ↔ z† for z ∈ (X ⨿ Y ) \ {x, y} and
x† ↔ y†. The map t is described by t−1(vX) = (X \ {x})† ⨿ {y} and t−1(vY ) = (Y \ {y})† ⨿ {x}.

In the construction of modular operads, graphs of the form Dx‡y
X,Y are used to encode formal mul-

tiplications in graphical species.

x y

|Dx‡y
X,Y |

x y

|Cx‡yX |

Figure 6. Realisations of Dx‡y
X,Y and Cx‡yX for X ∼= 4, Y ∼= 3.

In general, given ports e1, e2 of a graph G such that e1 ̸= τe2, then Ge1‡e2 is formed by ‘gluing’
the ports e1 and e2 (see Figure 6). As the following examples shows, the result of forming Ge1‡e2 is
somewhat surprising when the ports e1 = τe2 are the edges of a stick component:

Example 4.22. Observe that, ch(p)
1 : (p)→ (p), 1 7→ 1 is the identity on (p) and ch

(p)
2 : (p)→ (p), 1 7→ 2 is

precisely τ . Hence ch
(p)
2 ◦ τ = τ2 = idp, and therefore

(p)1‡2 = (p).

It follows that, if a pair of ports e1, e2 = τe1 ∈ E0(G) form a stick component of a graph G
(Definition 4.5), then Ge1‡e2 ∼= G.

Definition 4.23. A graph embedding1 is a morphism f ∈ Gr(G,H) that factors as

G → Ge1‡e
′
1,...,ek†e

′
k ↪→ H

where the first morphism describes a colimit G → Ge1‡e′1,...,ek†e′k of pairs of parallel maps

chei , che′i
◦ τ : (p) ⇒ G,

(with e1, e
′
1, . . . , ek, e

′
k a possibly empty set of distinct ports of G), and the second morphism is a

pointwise injection in Gr.

Embeddings form a subcategory of Gr that includes all isomorphisms.

Example 4.24. For k ≥ 0, the line graph Lk is the connected bivalent graph (illustrated in Figure 7)
with ports in E0 = {1Lk , 2Lk}, and

• ordered set of edges E(Lk) = (lj)
2k+1
j=0 where l0 = 1Lk ∈ E0 and l2k+1 = 2Lk ∈ E0, and the

involution is given by τ(l2i) = l2i+1, for 0 ≤ i ≤ k,
• ordered set of k vertices V (Lk) = (vi)

k
i=1, such that E/vi = {l2i−1, l2i} for 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

1The name ‘embedding’ comes from [17, 18]. In [36] (after Proposition 4.8), I mistakenly referred to embeddings
as ‘monomorphisms’. Whilst all monomorphisms in Gr are embeddings, the converse does not hold, as explained
in [17, Section 1.3]. As a consequence, statements about graph ‘monomorphisms’ in [36] should actually refer to graph
‘embeddings’. The substance is unchanged. (See [37] for full details.)
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So, Lk is described by a diagram of the form 2⨿ 2(k):: 2(k)oo // k.

The line graphs (Lk)k∈N may be defined inductively by gluing copies of C2:

L0 = (p)
Lk+1 ∼= (Lk ⨿ C2)2Lk‡1C2 , k ≥ 0.

Example 4.25. For m ≥ 1, the wheel graphWm (illustrated in Figure 7) is the connected bivalent graph
with no ports, obtained as the coequaliser in Grpshf(D) of the morphisms ch1Lm , ch2Lm ◦τ : (p) ⇒ Lm.
So, Wm has

• 2m cyclically ordered edges E(Wm) = (aj)
2m
j=1, such that the involution satisfies τ(a2i) = a2i+1

for 0 ≤ i ≤ m (where a0 = a2m),
• m cyclically ordered vertices V (Wm) = (vi)

m
i=1, that E/vi = {a2i−1, a2i} for 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

and is described by a diagram of the form 2(m):: 2(m)oo // m.

L4

l0 l1 l9

W4

a8 a0

Figure 7. Line and wheel graphs.

By [36, Proposition 4.23], a connected bivalent graph is isomorphic to Lk or Wm for some k,m.

Example 4.26. Let G be a graph. For each orbit ẽ ∈ Ẽ, the inclusion of the stick graph pẽ
def
=

{e, τe} ∅oo // ∅ induces a canonical embedding ιẽ : (pẽ) ↪→ G. Recall that, for each v ∈ V ,

E/v
def
= s(t−1(v)) is the set of edges incident on v. Let v = (E/v)† denote its formal involution.

Then the corolla Cv is given by

Cv =
(
E/v ⨿ (E/v)†

)
99

H/v
s

oo
t
// {v}.

The inclusion E/v ↪→ E induces an embedding ιGv or ιv : Cv → G. Observe that, whenever there is
an edge e such that e and τe are both incident on the same vertex v – so {e, τe} forms a loop at v –
then ιv is not injective on edges.

If E/v is empty – so Cv is an isolated vertex – then Cv ↪→ G is a connected component of G.

Definition 4.27. A neighbourhood of a vertex v ∈ V is an embedding u : H → G such that ιv : Cv → G
factors through u.

4.3. Evaluating graphical species on graphs. The category B§ may be viewed as a full subcate-
gory of Gr via the obvious embedding § 7→ (p), X 7→ CX .

The restriction of the Yoneda embedding to the image of B§ in Gr induces a functor Υ: Gr→ GS,
given by

(4.28) ΥG : C 7−→ Gr(C,G) for C ∈ B§.

Definition 4.29. The category el(ΥG) ∼= B§/G is called the category of elements of G and denoted
by el(G).
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The following lemma, that makes the intuitive idea that any graph G is obtained by gluing together
edges and corollas precise, is proved in [36, Lemmas 4.16 & 4.24]:

Lemma 4.30. For all graphs G, G = colim(C,b)∈el(G)C canonically. It follows that the embedding
Υ: Gr ↪→ GS (4.28) is fully faithful.

Hence Gr may be viewed as a full subcategory of GS and for graphs G ∈ Gr, I will write G ∈ GS,
rather than ΥG ∈ GS where there is no risk of confusion.

Example 4.31. The terminal oriented graphical species K{↑̇, ↓} was defined in Example 3.10. Observe
that a morphism ϕ : G → K{↑̇, ↓} in GS is given by a bijection {e, τe}

∼=−→ { ↑ , ↓} for each edge orbit
{e, τe} of G. Hence, the category OGr of directed graphs is defined as the slice category Gr/K{↑̇, ↓}.
This is a fully faithful subcategory of OGS by Lemma 4.30. (See also [36, Section 4.5].)

In particular, we may define the subcategory OB§ def
= B§/K{↑̇, ↓} ⊂ OGr whose objects are, by

inclusion B§ ⊂ Gr, the directed exceptional edge and words in { ↑ , ↓}. These may also be viewed as
directed corallas CX↑ ,X↓ – indexed (up to equivalence) by pairs of finite sets (see [36, Example 1.10])
– and orientation preserving morphisms. For each x ∈ X↑ , y ∈ X↓ , there are equivariant morphisms
ix, oy : CX↑ ,X↓ → ( ).

Then OGS ∼= psh(OB§). More generally, if E is a category with sufficient limits and colimits, we
may define the category OGSE of oriented graphical species in E to be the category pshE(OB

§) of
E-presheaves on OB§.

By [31, Section VII.2], the inclusion of presheaves GSE ↪→ pshE(Gr):

(4.32) S 7−→
(
G 7→ lim(C,b)∈el(G)S(C)

)
,

induced by the fully faithful inclusion B§ ↪→ Gr, is also fully faithful and henceforth, the same notation
will be used for graphical species viewed as presheaves on B§ and for their image as presheaves on Gr.

Let G be a graph. Families of jointly surjective morphisms on G define the covers at G for a canonical
étale topology J on Gr. Since el(G) refines every cover at G, the category GS of graphical species in
Set is equivalent to the category sh(Gr, J) of étale sheaves on Gr. It follows, in particular, that, for
all graphical species S in Set, and all graphs G, there is a canonical isomorphism S(G) ∼= GS(ΥG, S)
(see [36, Section 4.4]) .

Definition 4.33. If S is a graphical species in Set, an element α ∈ S(G) is called an S-structure
on G. Objects of the category Gr(S), of S-structured graphs, are pairs (G, α) with α ∈ S(G), and
morphisms (G, α)→ (G′, α′) in Gr(S) are given by morphisms f ∈ Gr(G,G′) such that S(f)(α′) = α.

Example 4.34. Let S be a graphical species in E. By (4.32), S(G)×S(H) = S(G ⨿H), for any graphs
G and H. In particular, for finite sets X and Y ,

(4.35) SX × SY = S(CX)× S(CY ) = S(CX ⨿ CY ).

So, an external product ⊠ on a graphical species S in E is defined by a collection of maps S(CX⨿CY )→
SX⨿Y where X and Y are finite sets.

Example 4.36. Let X be a finite set with distinct elements x and y. Recall from (3.16) that Sx‡y
X ∈ E

is the equaliser of the morphisms S(chx), S(chy ◦ τ) : SX → S§. Since the graph Cx‡yX is defined as the
coequaliser of the morphisms chx, chy ◦ τ : (p)→ CX (see Example 4.19 ), it follows from (4.32) that

(4.37) Sx‡y
X = S(Cx‡yX ).

So, a contraction ζ on a graphical species S in E is defined by a collection of maps S(Cx‡yX ) →
SX\{x,y} where X is a finite set with distinct elements x, y ∈ X.
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5. A monad for nonunital circuit algebras

This section gives a short outline, closely following [21] and [36, Section 5], of the construction of
the nonunital circuit algebra monad T× on GSE.

Henceforth, it will always be assumed that the category E has sufficient limits and colimits for all
given constructions.

5.1. Gluing constructions and labelled graphs. In Section 5.2, the monad T× whose algebras
are nonunital circuit algebras will be defined in terms of graphs.

Since CA ≃ CA by Proposition 3.27, and objects of CA are algebras for operads of wiring dia-
grams [38, Section 4.2], there must be constructions on graphs G ∈ Gr that play the role of operadic
composition or wiring diagrams. This section introduces those constructions.

The following terminology is based on [24]:

Definition 5.1. Let G be a graph. A G-shaped graph of graphs is a functor Γ : el(G) → Gr (or ΓG)
such that

Γ(a) = (p) for all (p, a) ∈ el(G),
E0(Γ(b)) = X for all (CX , b) ∈ el(G),

and, for all (CXb
, b) ∈ el(G) and all x ∈ Xb,

Γ(chx) = chΓ(b)
x ∈ Gr(p,Γ(b)).

A G-shaped graph of graphs Γ : el(G) → Gr is nondegenerate if, for all v ∈ V , Γ(ιv) has no stick
components. Otherwise, Γ is called degenerate.

In particular, the empty C0-indexed graph of graphs C0 7→ ⊘ is nondegenerate.

Figure 8. A G shaped graph of graphs Γ describes graph substitution in which each
vertex v of G is replaced by a graph Gv according to a bijection E0(Gv)

∼=−→ (E/v)†. If
Γ is nondegenerate, then taking its colimit corresponds to erasing the inner (blue)
nesting.

A nondegenerate G-shaped graph of graphs may be viewed informally as a rule for substituting
graphs into vertices of G as in Figure 8.

Proposition 5.2. A G-shaped graph of graphs Γ admits a colimit Γ(G) in Gr, and, for each (C, b) ∈
el(G), the universal map bΓ : Γ(b)→ Γ(G) is an embedding in Gr.

If Γ is nondegenerate and Γ(b) ̸= ⊘ for all (C, b) ∈ el(G), then

• Γ describes a bijection E(Γ(G)) ∼= E(G)⨿
∐

v∈V E•(Γ(ιv)) of sets;
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• Γ induces an identity E0(G)
=−→ E0(Γ(G)) of ports;

• there is a canonical surjective map V (Γ(G)) ↠ V (G) induced by the embeddings Γ(ιv) : Γ(ιv)→
Γ(G) for each vertex v of G.

Proof. If Γ is nondegenerate, then Γ admits a colimit Γ(G) in Gr by [36, Proposition 5.16]. In case Γ

is degenerate, the existence of a colimit in Gr follows from [36, Proposition 7.15].

The other statements follow directly from [36, Corollary 5.19]. □

Remark 5.3. Let G be a graph with n ports, k vertices, and such that each vertex vi ∈ V has
mi = |E/vi| adjacent edges. Up to ordering, G describes a wiring diagram g ∈ WD(m1, . . . ,mk;n)

with no closed components (loops), and a G-shaped graph of graphs Γ such that Γ(b) ̸= ⊘ for all
(C, b) ∈ el(G) describes a choice of k wiring diagrams f

i ∈WD(l1, . . . , lki ;mi) for (l1, . . . , lki) ∈ list(N)
and 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

Non-degeneracy of Γ corresponds to the condition, discussed in [38, Remark 3.12], that, for each f
i

in the composition, the underlying morphism f i of Brauer diagrams is a morphism of the downward
Brauer category f i ∈ dBD(l1 + · · ·+ lki

,mi). If Γ is nondegenerate, then its colimit Γ(G) is described
by the composition γ

(
g, (f i)i

)
in WD. (Colimits of degenerate graphs of graphs are discussed in

Section 6.3.)

In both the nondegenerate and degenerate cases, the colimit of Γ is induced by the pushout diagram
(3.13) [38, Remark 3.12]. Proposition 5.2 may also be proved using this construction.

Example 5.4. By Lemma 4.30, every graph G is the colimit of the (nondegenerate) identity G-shaped
graph of graphs IG given by the forgetful functor el(G)→ Gr, (C, b) 7→ C.

The identity G-shaped graph of graphs corresponds, as in Remark 5.3 to a composition of wiring
diagrams of the form γ

(
g, (idmi

)ki=1

)
.

Definition 5.5. The category Gr(G) of nondegenerate G-shaped graphs of graphs is the full subcategory
of nondegenerate G-shaped graphs of graphs Γ : el(G)→ Gr in the category of functors el(G)→ Gr.

Definition 5.6. Let X be a finite set. A generalised X-graph (henceforth X-graph) is a CX-shaped
graph of graphs. An X-graph is admissible if it is nondegenerate.

The maximal subgroupoid Core(Gr(CX)) ⊂ Gr(CX) is called the groupoid of (admissible) X-graphs
and X-isomorphisms and is denoted by X-Griso.

More generally, for any graph G and any (C, b) ∈ el(G), [b]-Griso denotes the groupoid of nondegen-
erate C-shaped graphs of graphs and isomorphisms.

Hence, a generalised X-graph is given by a pair X = (G, ρ), where G is a graph and ρ : E0

∼=−→ X.
An X-graph is admissible if it has no stick components, and an X-isomorphism in X-Griso(X ,X ′) is
an isomorphism g ∈ CGr(G,G′) that preserves the X-labelling: ρ′ ◦ gE0

= ρ : E0 → X.

Example 5.7. For any graph G, a (nondegenerate) G-shaped graph of graphs Γ : el(G)→ Gr is precisely
a choice of (admissible) Xb-graph Xb for each (CXb

, b) ∈ el(G).

Let S be a graphical species in E, and G a graph. If Γ : el(G) → Gr is a nondegenerate G-shaped
graph of graphs with colimit Γ(G) in Gr, then the composition

el(G)op Γop

−−→ Grop
S−→ E

defines a functor el(G)op → E with limit S(Γ(G)).
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Example 5.8. Recall Definition 4.33. If S is a graphical species in Set and G is any graph, then
a nondegenerate G-shaped graph of graphs Γ and choice of S-structure α ∈ S(Γ(G)) determines a
functor el(G) → Gr(S) – called a G-shaped graph of S-structured graphs – by b 7→ S(bΓ)(α) (where,
for all (C, b) ∈ el(G), bΓ is the universal map described in Proposition 5.2).

5.2. Nonunital circuit algebras. It is now straightforward to construct a monad T× = (T×, µT×
, ηT

×
)

on GSE, whose algebras are nonunital circuit algebras in E.

The underlying endofunctor T× = T×
E : GSE → GSE is defined, for all S ∈ GSE, by

(5.9)
T×S§ = S§,

T×SX = colimX∈X-GrisoS(X ) for all finite sets X

On isomorphisms in B§, T×S acts by relabelling graph ports. To see that T×S extends to all
morphisms in B§ and therefore defines a graphical species in E, let g : X ′ → X ′ be a port-preserving
isomorphism in X-Griso, and for each x ∈ X, let chX

x ∈ CGr(p,G) be the map chρ−1(x) defined by
1 7→ ρ−1(x) ∈ E0(G). Then,

S(g ◦ chX
x ) = S(chX

x )S(g) = S(chX ′

x ).

Hence, the projections T×S(chx) : T
×SX → S§ induced by S(chX

x ) : S(X ) → S(p) = S§, are well-
defined. The assignment S 7→ T×S is clearly natural on S ∈ GSE, and so T× defines an endofunctor
on GSE.

Lemma 5.10. For any graphical species S in E and any finite set X , there is a canonical isomorphism

(T×)2SX

∼=−→ colimX∈X-Griso

(
limΓ∈Gr(X)S(Γ(X ))

)
,

where, as usual, Γ(X ) is the colimit of the X -shaped graph of graphs Γ in Gr(X ).

Proof. By definition, for all finite sets X,

(T×)2SX = colimX∈X-GrisoT
×S(X )

= colimX∈X-Griso lim(C,b)∈el(X )T
×S(C)

= colimX∈X-Griso lim(C,b)∈el(X )colimY∈[b]-GrisoS(Y).

Since [b]-Griso is a groupoid by definition, colimY∈[b]-GrisoS(Y) = limY∈[b]-GrisoS(Y), for all (C, b) ∈
el(X ). By Definition 5.5,

limΓ∈Gr(X)S(Γ(X )) ∼= lim(C,b)∈el(X )

(
limY∈[b]-GrisoS(Y)

)
canonically, and therefore, by the universal property of (co)limits, there is a unique isomorphism

(5.11) T×2
SX

∼= colimX∈X-Griso

(
limΓ∈Gr(X)S(Γ(X ))

)
.

□

By Proposition 5.2, each Γ(X ) inherits the structure of an X-graph from X . Therefore, using
Lemma 5.10, there is a morphism µT×

SX : (T×)2SX → T×SX in E given by

(5.12) T×2
SX = colimX∈X-Griso

(
limΓ∈Gr(X)S(Γ(X ))

)
→ colimX ′∈X-GrisoS(X ′) = T×SX .

This is natural in X and in S and hence defines a natural transformation µT×
: T×2 ⇒ T×.

A unit for the endofunctor T× on GSE is provided by the natural transformation ηT
×
: idGS ⇒ T×

induced by the inclusion B§ ↪→ Gr : SX
=−→ S(CX)→ T×SX .

It is straightforward to verify that the triple T× = (T×, µT×
, ηT

×
) defines a monad.
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Example 5.13. Let X and Y be finite sets. Given an X-graph X and a Y -graph Y, the graph X ⨿ Y
has the structure of an X ⨿ Y -graph and is therefore trivially the colimit of a CX⨿Y -shaped graph of
graphs. It is also, by definition, the colimit of a CX ⨿ CY -shaped graph of graphs.

Disjoint union of graphs induces an external product ⊠ on T×S. Since ⊘ ∈ 0-Griso, there is a
morphism ∗ = S(⊘) → T×S0 from the terminal object ∗ in E, and this provides an external unit
(see Definition 3.21) for ⊠. For all admissible X-graphs X and admissible Y -graphs Y, the following
diagram – in which the unlabelled maps are the defining morphisms for T× – commutes in E:

S(X ⨿ Y)

++

S(X )× S(Y) // T×SX × T×SY

⊠

��

T×S(CX ⨿ CY ) // T×2
SX⨿Y

µT×
ss

T×SX⨿Y .

Similarly, T×S admits a canonical contraction ζ such that, for all finite sets X, distinct elements
x, y ∈ X, and all admissible X-graphs X , the following diagram commutes in E:

S(X x‡y) //

((

T×S(Cx‡yX ) //

ζ

��

T×2
SX\{x,y}

µT×
uu

T×SX\{x,y}.

It follows immediately from the definitions that ⊠ and ζ satisfy (C1)-(C3) of Definition 3.25.

Proposition 5.14. There is a canonical isomorphism of categories GSE
T× ∼= CA−

E .

Proof. Let (A, h) be an algebra for T×.

For finite sets X and Y , the morphism ⊠X,Y : AX × AY → AX⨿Y in E is obtained by composing
the morphism AX × AY = A(CX ⨿ CY ) → T×AX⨿Y with h : T×AX⨿Y → AX⨿Y . Moreover, the
composition

∗ = A(⊘)→ T×A0
h−→ A0

provides a unit for the external product ⊠ so defined.

If a finite set X has distinct elements x and y, then we may define a morphism ζx‡yX : AX → AX\{x,y}

in E by composing Ax‡y
X = A(N x‡y

X )→ T×AX\{x,y} with h.

The proof that (A,⊠, ζ) satisfies the axioms for a circuit algebra proceeds by representing each side
of the equations in (C1)-(C3) of Definition 3.25 in terms of graph of graphs, and then showing that
these have the same colimit in Gr.

For (C1), the external product ⊠X,Y is represented by the graph CX⨿CY , and so ⊠X⨿Y,Z ◦(⊠X,Y ×
idAZ

) is represented by the CX⨿Y ⨿ CZ-shaped graphs of graphs (ιX⨿Y 7→ CX ⨿ CY , ιZ 7→ CZ), with
colimit CX⨿CY⨿CZ . This is also the colimit of the CX⨿CY⨿Z-shaped graph of graphs (ιX 7→ CX , ιY⨿Z 7→ CY ⨿ CZ).

Precisely, it follows from the monad algebra axioms that, for all finite sets X,Y and Z, the following
diagram, in which the maps AX⨿Y × AZ → AX⨿Y⨿Z ← AX × AY⨿Z are just ⊠X⨿Y,Z and ⊠X,Y⨿Z ,
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commutes:

AX ×AY ×AZ

=

uu

=

��

=

))

AX⨿Y ×AZ A(CX ⨿ CY )×A(CZ)
(⊠,id)
oo = //

��

A(CX ⨿ CY ⨿ CZ)

��

A(CX)×A(CY ⨿ CZ)

��

=oo
(id,⊠)
// AX ×AY ⨿Z

A(CX⨿Y ⨿ CZ)

��

T×A(CX⨿Y ⨿ CZ)
h
oo

��

T×A(CX ⨿ CY ⨿Z)

��

h
//

��

A(CX ⨿ CY ⨿Z)

��

T×AX⨿Y ⨿Z

h

**

T×2
AX⨿Y ⨿Z

T×h

oo

µT×kA

// T×AX⨿Y ⨿Z

h

��

T×2
AX⨿Y ⨿Z

µT×kA

oo

T×h

// T×AX⨿Y ⨿Z

h

tt

AX⨿Y ⨿Z .

Hence, ⊠ satisfies (C1) of Definition 3.25.

For (C2), if w, x, y, z are mutually distinct elements of X, then, by the monad algebra axioms, the
following diagram commutes in E, and hence ζ satisfies (C2):

(AX)w‡x,y‡z

=

uu
=

��

=

))

(AX\{w,x})
y‡z (

A(Cw‡x
X )

)y‡zζw‡x
oo = //

��

A
(
(CX ⨿ CY )w‡x,y‡z)

��

(
A(Cy‡z

X )
)x‡y

��

=oo
ζy‡z
// (AX\{y,z})

w‡x

A(Cy‡z
X\{w,x})

��

T×A(Cy‡z
X\{w,x})

hoo

��

T×A(Cw‡x
X\{y,z})

��

h //

��

A(Cw‡x
X\{y,z})

��

T×AX\{w,x,y,z}

h

**

T×2
AX\{w,x,y,z}

T×hoo
µT×kA

// T×AX\{w,x,y,z}

h

��

T×2
AX\{w,x,y,z}

µT×kA
oo T×h// T×AX\{w,x,y,z}

h

tt

AX\{w,x,y,z}.

Finally, if X and Y are finite sets and x1 and x2 are distinct elements of X, then the diagram

(AX × AY )x1‡x2

=

uu

=

))

(AX⨿Y )x1‡x2 (A(CX ⨿ CY ))x1‡x2
⊠
oo

""

��

A(Cx1‡x2
X ) × AY

||

��

ζx1‡x2
// AX\{x1,x2} × AY

A(Cx1‡x2
X⨿Y )

��

T×A(Cx1‡x2
X⨿Y )

h
oo

��

T×A(CX\{x1,x2} ⨿ CY )

��

h
//

��

A(CX\{x1,x2} ⨿ CY )

��

T×A(X⨿Y )\{x1,x2}

h

))

T×2
A(X⨿Y )\{x1,x2}

T×h
oo

µT×kA
// T×A(X⨿Y )\{x1,x2}

h

��

T×2
A(X⨿Y )\{x1,x2}

T×h
//

µT×kA
oo T×A(X⨿Y )\{x1,x2}

h

tt
A(X⨿Y )\{x1,x2}

commutes. Therefore, (C3) is satisfied and (A,⊠, ζ) is a nonunital circuit algebra.
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Conversely, let (S,⊠, ζ) be a nonunital circuit algebra. For finite sets X1, . . . , Xn, let ⊠X1,...,Xn :∏n
i=1 SXi → S∐

i Xi
be the obvious morphism induced by ⊠. This is well defined since (S,⊠, ζ) satisfies

(C1)-(C3). Recall from Section 3.4 that, if x1, y1, . . . , xk, yk are mutually distinct elements of
∐

i Xi,
then (

∏
i SXi

)x1‡y1,...,xk‡yk is the limit of the diagram of parallel morphisms

⊠X1,...,Xn
◦ S(chxi

),⊠X1,...,Xn
◦ S(chyi

◦ τ) :
n∏

i=1

SXi
→ S∐

i Xi
→ S§,

and that this is independent of the ordering of the pairs (xi, yi).

Let X be a finite set and let X be an admissible X-graph. For each v ∈ V , let (CZv , bv) ∈ el(X ) be
a neighbourhood of v, and let Zv

∼= |v| be such that
∐

v Zv = X ⨿ {y1, z1, . . . , yk, zk}.

Since X has no stick components,

(5.15) S(X ) =

Ñ ∏
v∈V (X )

SZv

éy1‡z1,...,yk‡zk

.

apply ⊠ locally at vertices apply ζ on inner edges

Figure 9. S(X ) → T×SX and (below) the corresponding structure map
hX : S(X )→ SX .

In particular, the morphism
∏

v SZv → S∐
v Zv

induces a morphism

⊠V : S(X )→ Sy1‡z1,...,yk‡zk∐
v∈V Zv

.

Let hX : S(X ) → S(CX) = SX be the map (illustrated in Figure 9) defined, using (5.15), by the
composition

(5.16) S(X ) ⊠V

// Sy1‡z1,...,yk‡zk∐
v∈V Zv

(ζ)k−1

// SX

where (ζ)k−1 is obtained by the obvious iterated contractions. Since (S,⊠, ζ) satisfies (C1) and (C2),
these are independent of choices of ordering.

The maps hX so defined are the components of a morphism h : T×S → S in GSE.
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Moreover, for any X -shaped graph of graphs Γ, Γ(bv) is a Zv-graph. So, by (C3), we obtain mor-
phisms hΓ(bv) : S(Γ(bv))→ SZv , and by iterating (5.16), it is straightforward to show that h : T×S → S

satisfies the axioms for a monad morphism. (See Figure 10 for an illustration of coherence of h and
µT×

.) □

T×h

µT×
S h

h

Figure 10. The structure map h : T×S → S is compatible with the monad multi-
plication µT×

on (T×)2S.

Remark 5.17. The monad in [25] is defined identically to T× on GS except that, in [25], the empty
graph ⊘ is not included as a 0-graph. Consequently, algebras for the monad in [25] are equipped with
a nonunital external product. See also Remark 3.22

Remark 5.18. It is straightforward to verify that T× and Gr ⊂ GS satisfy the conditions of [4, Sec-
tions 1 & 2] and hence there is an abstract nerve theorem, analogous to Theorem 8.4, for Set-valued
nonunital circuit algebras. This construction is not described here since the nerve theorem for unital
circuit algebras is far more interesting (and challenging).

5.3. Nonunital wheeled props. Recall the category OGSE = pshE(K
{↑̇, ↓}) of oriented E-valued

graphical species defined in Example 4.31. Up to equivalence, an oriented graphical species P consists
of objects PX,Y for X,Y finite sets (with left and right actions of the permutation groups of X

and Y ) and an object P ( ) in E, together with equivariant morphisms pXx , pYy : PX,Y ⇒ P ( ) for all
x ∈ X, y ∈ Y .

The monad T× may be modified to obtain a monad OT× on OGSE by replacing the categories
X-Griso in the definition on T× with categories of directed graphs with labelled incoming and outgoing
ports and input and output preserving isomorphisms in OGr = Gr/K{↑̇, ↓}. The constructions in
Section 5.2 all admit oriented versions in terms of directed graphs.

The terminal oriented graphical species K{↑̇, ↓} (Example 3.10) admits a trivial T×- algebra struc-
ture. When E = Set, OGSOT× ∼= GST

×
.

Corollary 5.19. The EM -category OGSE
OT×

is equivalent to category WP−
E of nonunital wheeled

props internal to E.

Proof. This is immediate from [10] and [38, Example 5.10]. See also [43]. The second statement is
immediate. □
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Remark 5.20. In [43], a biased definition (following [48]) of wheeled props is given and a groupoid-
coloured operad W for nonunital wheeled props is described and shown to be Koszul. The wheeled
prop definition is essentially an oriented version of the description of circuit algebras in [38, Proposi-
tion 5.4]. The operad W is obtained from the operad of oriented downward wiring diagrams (see [38,
Section 5.1]]) by including isomorphisms in the (groupoid) colouring.

Proposition 5.14 uses the idea that a graph is obtained by iterated ‘contraction’ of a disjoint union
of corollas. This technique is closely related to the normal form of a graph used in [43, Section 5] to
prove that the wheeled prop operad W is Koszul.

6. Review of modular operads and pointed graphs

In [36], modular operads are constructed as algebras for a composite monad DT on GS. Since the
monads D and T are used in Section 7.2 to construct the circuit algebra monad, they are reviewed
here, in the more general setting of GSE where, as usual, E is a category that is assumed to have
sufficient limits and colimits.

6.1. Nonunital modular operads. The nonunital modular operad monad T = (T, µT, ηT) on GS

was described in [36, Section 5]. In this paper, T = TE is used to denote the nonunital E-valued
modular operad monad on GSE.

The endofunctor T : GSE → GSE is described, for all graphical species S in E, and all finite sets X,
by

(6.1) TSX
def
= colimX∈X-CGrisoS(X ),

where X-CGriso ⊂ X-Griso is the full subgroupoid of connected X-graphs.

By [36, Corollary 5.19] (which follows [24, Lemma 1.5.12]), if G is a connected graph, and Γ : el(G)→
CGr is a nondegenerate G-shaped graph of graphs such that Γ(b) is connected for all (C, b) ∈ el(G),
then the colimit Γ(G) is also connected. Hence, the triple T = (T, µT, ηT), where µT, ηT are the obvious
(co)restrictions, defines a monad on GSE.

Proposition 6.2. The EM category GSE
T of algebras for T on GSE is canonically equivalent to MO−

E .

Proof. This is proved in [36, Proposition 5.29] for the case E = Set. The proof for general E is similar.

The inclusion X-CGriso ↪→ X-Griso induces a monomorphism TSX → T×SX . In particular, since
X x‡y is connected for all connected X-graphs X and all pairs x, y of distinct elements of X, if (A, h)

is an algebra for T, then A admits a contraction ζ given by ζx‡yX : Ax‡y
X = A(Cx‡yX )

h−→ TAX\{x,y}. This
satisfies (M2) by the proof of Proposition 5.14.

Moreover, there is a multiplication ⋄ on A such that, for all finite sets X and Y and all elements
x ∈ X, and y ∈ Y , ⋄x‡yX,Y is induced by A(Dx‡y

X,Y )→ TA(X⨿Y )\{x,y}
h−→ A(X⨿Y )\{x,y}.

So, to show that (A, ⋄, ζ) satisfy the remaining axioms (M1)-(M3), we may construct (as in the
proof of Proposition 5.14 and [36, Proposition 5.29]), for each axiom, a pair of graphs of graphs that
have the same colimit in CGr.

The converse follows exactly the same method as the proof of [36, Proposition 5.29] and Proposi-
tion 5.14. □

6.2. The monad D. The modular operad monad on GSE will be described in terms of a distributive
law for composing T and, the pointed graphical species monad D = (D,µD, ηD). This was defined on
graphical species in Set in [36], and is generalised here to a monad on GSE, for E with sufficient limits
and colimits.
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The endofunctor D on GSE is given by DS§ = S§, DSτ = Sτ and, for finite sets X:

DSX =


SX X ̸∼= 2, and X ̸∼= 0,

S2 ⨿ S§ X = 2,

S0 ⨿ S̃§ X = 0,

where S̃§ is the coequaliser of the identity and Sτ on S§

There are canonical natural transformations ηD : 1GSE
⇒ D, provided by the induced morphism S ↪→

DS, and µD : D2 ⇒ D induced by the canonical projections D2S2 → DS2, so that D = (D,µD, ηD)

defines the pointed graphical species monad on GSE.

Algebras for D – called pointed graphical species in E – are graphical species S in E equipped
with a distinguished unit-like morphism (Definition 3.14) ϵ : S§ → S2, and a distinguished morphism
o : S§ → S0 that factors through S̃§.

Let B§
∗ be category obtained from B§ by formally adjoining morphisms u : 2 → § and z : 0 → §,

subject to the relations:

(i) u ◦ ch1 = id ∈ B§(§, §) and u ◦ ch2 = τ ∈ B§(§, §);
(ii) τ ◦ u = u ◦ σ2 ∈ B§(2, §) ;
(iii) z = τ ◦ z ∈ B§(0, §).

It is straightforward to verify that B§
∗ is completely described by:

(i) B§
∗(§, §) = B§(§, §) and B§

∗(Y,X) = B§(Y,X) whenever Y ̸∼= 0 and Y ̸∼= 2;
(ii) B§

∗(0, §) = {z}, and B§
∗(0, X) = B§(0, X)⨿ {chx ◦ z}x∈X ;

(iii) B§
∗(2, §) = {u, τ ◦ u}, and B§

∗(2, X) = B§(0, X)⨿ {chx ◦ u, chx ◦ τ ◦ u}x∈X .

It follows that:

Lemma 6.3. The EM category GSE∗ of algebras for D is the category of E-presheaves on B§
∗. In other

words, the following are equivalent:

(1) S∗ is a presheaf on B§
∗ that restricts to a graphical species S on B§;

(2) (S, ϵ, o), with ϵ = S∗(u) and o = S∗(z) is a pointed graphical species.

As a consequence of Lemma 6.3, the notation S∗ and (S, ϵ, o) will be used interchangeably to denote
the same pointed graphical species.

Remark 6.4. It is convenient to think of ϵ as a unit morphism for §, and of o as a contracted unit
morphism for S. Likewise, the monad D may be viewed as adjoining formal units to S2 and formal
contracted units to S0 as will now be explained.

6.3. Pointed graphs. The category CGr∗ of connected graphs and pointed étale morphisms, obtained
in the bo-ff factorisation of the functor CGr → GS∗ is described in detail in [36, Section 7.2]. Here,
CGr∗ is extended to the category Gr∗ of all graphs and pointed étale morphisms. In other words, Gr∗
is the category defined by the bo-ff factorisation of the functor Gr

Υ−→ GS → GS∗, as in the following
commuting diagram of functors:

(6.5) B§
∗

f.f.
//

f.f.
''

Gr∗
f.f.

Υ∗
// GS∗

forgetD

��

B§ � � //

b.o.

OO

Gr �
�

Υ
//

b.o.

OO

GS.

freeD

OO
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The inclusion B§
∗ → Gr∗ is fully faithful (by uniqueness of bo-ff factorisation), and the induced

nerve Υ∗ : Gr∗ → GS∗ is fully faithful by construction.

Let G ∈ Gr be a graph. By Section 6.2, for each edge e ∈ E, the che-coloured unit for Υ∗G is given by
ϵGe = che ◦u ∈ Gr∗(C2,G), and the corresponding contracted unit is given by oGẽ = che ◦ z ∈ Gr∗(C0,G).

Since the functor Υ∗ embeds Gr∗ as a full subcategory of GS∗, I will write G, rather than Υ∗G,
where there is no risk of confusion. In particular, the element category el∗(Υ∗G) is denoted simply by
el∗(G) and called the category of pointed elements of a graph G.

For all pointed graphical species S∗, the forgetful functor GS∗ → GS induces an inclusion el(S) ↪→
el∗(S∗), and, for all graphs G, the inclusion el(G) ↪→ el∗(G) is final (see [30, Section IX.3]) by [36,
Lemma 7.8]. Hence, for all pointed graphical species S∗ = (S, ϵ, o) in E,

(6.6) lim(C,b)∈el∗(G)S(C) = lim(C,b)∈el(G)S(C) = S(G).

Moreover, by [36, Section 7.3], the induced inclusion GSE∗ ↪→ pshE(Gr∗) is fully faithful.

To better understand morphisms in Gr∗, let G be a graph and let W ⊂ V0 ⨿ V2 a subset of isolated
and bivalent vertices of G.

The vertex deletion functor (for W ) is the G-shaped graph of graphs ΛG
\W : el(G)→ Gr given by

ΛG
\W (CX , b) =

®
(p) if (CX , b) is a neighbourhood of v ∈W (so X ∼= 0 or X ∼= 2),

CX otherwise.

By Proposition 5.2, this has a colimit G\W in Gr, and, for all (C, b) ∈ el(G), ΛG
\W describes a

morphism C → ΛG
\W (b) in B§

∗. Hence, ΛG
\W induces a morphism del\W ∈ Gr∗(G,G\W ).

Definition 6.7. The morphism del\W ∈ Gr∗(G,G\W ) induced by ΛG
\W : el(G)→ Gr is called the vertex

deletion morphism corresponding to W ⊂ V0
∼= V2.

Example 6.8. Assume that G ̸∼= C0 is connected (so V0 is empty). Let W ⊂ V2 be a subset of bivalent
vertices of G. Unless W = V (G) and G = Wm for some m ≥ 1, the graph G\W may be intuitively
described as ‘G with a subset of bivalent vertices deleted’ as in Figure 11.

In this case, the graph G\W is described explicitly by:

G\W = E\Wτ\W :: H\W
s\W

oo
t\W

// V\W ,

where
V\W = V \W,

H\W = H \
(∐

v∈W
H/v

)
,

E\W = E \
(∐

v∈W
E/v

)
,

and s\W , t\W are just the restrictions of s and t. The description of the involution τ\W is more
complicated than needed here. (The interested reader is referred to [36, Section 7.2] which contains
full descriptions of the vertex deletion morphisms).

Example 6.9. If G = C0 is an isolated vertex ∗ and W = {∗}, then del\W is precisely z : C0 → (p).

Example 6.10. If G = Lk, and W = V , then ΛG
\W is the constant functor to (p) and hence G\W = (p).

The induced morphism is denoted by uk def
= del\W : Lk → Gr∗ and described by the following diagram

in Gr∗:

(p)
ch1

//

id(p)
&&

C2

u

��

. . .
ch2◦τ

oo
ch1

// C2

u

��

(p)
ch2◦τ

oo

id(p)
xx

(p) . . . (p).
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del\W

Figure 11. Vertex deletion del\W : G → G\W .

In particular, u1 = u : C2 → (p) and u0 is just the identity on (p).

Example 6.11. Let G = W be the wheel graph with one vertex v. Then W/{v} = colimel(W)Λ
W
/{v}

exists and is isomorphic to (p) in Gr. The induced morphism κ
def
= del\{v} : W → (p) is described in

(6.12). Hence, there are precisely two morphisms κ and τ ◦ κ in Gr∗(W, p):

(6.12) W

(p)

cha

>>

ch2◦τ
//

ch1
// C2

1C2 7→a
``

u
��

(p)

(6.13) W

(p)

cha

>>

ch2◦τ
//

ch1
// C2

1C2 7→a
``

σ2

��

(p)
ch1◦τ

//

ch2
// C2

u
~~

(p).

More generally, letWm be the wheel graph with m vertices (vi)mi=1, and let ι ∈ CGr(Lm−1,Wm) be
an étale inclusion. If W is the image of V (Lm−1) in V (Wm), then V (Wm) ∼= W ⨿ {∗}, and by (6.12)
and Example 6.10, there are two distinct pointed morphisms, κm and τ ◦ κm, in Gr∗(Wm, p). Hence,
for all G,

Gr∗(Wm,G) = Gr(Wm,G)⨿ {che ◦ κm}e∈E(G) ∼= Gr∗(W,G).

For convenience, let us define W0 def
= (pẽ) = Wm

/V (Wm) (m ≥ 1). Then for all k ≥ 0, uk : Lk → (p)

factors canonically as Lk →Wk κk

−→ (p).

Remark 6.14. In [38, Remark 3.2], it was explained that the composition⃝ = ∩◦∪ of Brauer diagrams
is not described by a pushout of cospans as in [38, Diagram (3.13)]. Instead, the pushout for (∩ ◦ ∪)
is induced by the trivial diagram (p) id−→ (p) id←− (p), and therefore agrees with κ : W → (p) described in
Example 6.11. (See [36, Section 6] for more details on the combinatorics of contracted units.)

Definition 6.15. The similarity category Grsim ↪→ Gr∗ is the identity-on-objects subcategory of Gr∗
whose morphisms are generated under composition by vertex deletion morphisms and graph isomor-
phisms. Morphisms in Grsim are called similarity morphisms, and connected components of Grsim are
similarity classes. Graphs in the same connected component of Grsim are similar.

The following proposition summarises some important basic properties of vertex deletion mor-
phisms. Detailed proofs may be found in [36, Section 7.2].
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Proposition 6.16. For all graphs G and all subsets W ⊂ V2 of bivalent vertices of G,

(1) del\W : G → G\W preserves connected components, and may be defined componentwise;
(2) if G is connected and W = V , then G ∼= Lk or G ∼=Wm for k,m ≥ 0 and G\W ∼= (p);
(3) if G is connected, then, unless G ∼=Wm or G ∼= C0 and W = V for m ≥ 1, then del\W induces

an identity on ports: del\W : E0(G)
=−→ E0(G\W ).

The pair (Grsim,Gr) of subcategories of Gr∗ defines an orthogonal factorisation system on Gr∗.

Example 6.17. For all graphical species S in E, and all graphs G with no isolated vertices,

(6.18) DS(G) =
∐

W⊂V2

S(G\W ).

More generally, since DS0 = DS(C0) = S0 ⨿ S̃§ :

(6.19) DS(G) ∼= colim(H,f)∈G/GrsimS(H), for all graphs G ∈ Gr.

Example 6.20. Let S∗ = (S, ϵ, o) be a pointed graphical species in E. For k,m ≥ 0, there are
distinguished monomorphisms in E:

(6.21) S∗(u
k) : S§ → S(Lk), and S∗(κ

m) : S§ → S(Wm).

6.4. The distributive law TD ⇒ DT . For the remainder of this section, all graphs will be assumed
to be connected, unless stated otherwise.

Recall from Definition 5.6 that an X-graph X is said to be admissible if it has no stick components.
For any finite set X, we may enlarge the category X-CGriso of admissible connected X-graphs and
port-preserving isomorphisms, to form a category X-CGrsim that includes vertex deletion morphisms
morphisms out of X-graphs together with any labelling of ports from the domain.

• If X ̸∼= 0, X ̸∼= 2, then X-CGrsim is the category whose objects are connected X-graphs and
whose morphisms are similarity morphisms that preserve the labelling of the ports.

• For X = 2, 2-CGrsim contains the morphisms del\V : Lk → (p), and hence the labelled stick
graphs (p, id) and (p, τ). There are no non-trivial morphisms out of these special graphs, and
X is in the same connected component as (p, id) if and only if X = Lk (with the identity
labelling) for some k ∈ N. In particular, τ : (p)→ (p) does not induce a morphism in 2-CGrsim.
• Finally, when X = 0, the morphisms del\V : Wm → (p), and z : C0 → (p) are not boundary-

preserving, and, in particular, do not equip (p) with any labelling of its ports. So, the objects
of 0-CGrsim are the admissible 0-graphs, and (p).

In particular, Wm, C0 and (p) are in the same connected component of 0-CGrsim. Since (p)
is not admissible, there are no non-trivial morphisms in 0-CGrsim with (p) as domain.

To simplify notation in what follows, we write C0\V
def
= (p) and del\V = z : C0 → (p).

The following lemma is immediate from the definitions:

Lemma 6.22. For all finite sets X and all connected X-graphs X , the connected component of
X-CGrsim containing X has a terminal object X⊥ – without bivalent or isolated vertices – given by
X/(V2⨿V0).

If X ∼= Lk or X ∼=Wm, X ∼= C0 for some k,m ≥ 0, then X⊥ ∼= (p). Otherwise, X⊥ is an admissible,
connected X-graph.

Let S be a graphical species in E. By (6.19), if X is a connected X-graph and X-CGrXsim is the
connected component of X in XCGrsim, then there is a canonical isomorphism

DS(X ) ∼= colimX ′∈X-CGrXsim
S(X ′).



38 SOPHIE RAYNOR

By (6.18), for X ̸∼= 0,

TDSX = colimX∈X-CGrisoDS(X ) = colimX∈X-CGriso

∐
W⊂V2(X )

S(X\W ).

And, since vertex deletion morphisms preserve ports when X ̸= 0, each X\W ∈ X-CGriso is either
an admissible X-graph or X\W ∼= (p), and hence there are canonical morphisms

TDSX →
®

colimX∈X-CGrisoS(X ) = TSX = DTSX when X ̸∼= 0, X ̸∼= 2,

(colimX∈X-CGrisoS(X ))⨿ S§ = TS2 ⨿ S§ = DTS2 when X = 2

(since (p) is not a 2-graph by convention). These describe the morphisms λDTSX : TDSX → DTSX

in E for X ̸∼= 0.

When X = 0,

TDS0 = colimX∈0-CGrisoDS(X )

=

Å
colimX∈0-CGriso

X ̸∼=C0

∐
W⊂V2(X ) S(X\W )

ã
⨿DS(C0)

=

Å
colimX∈0-CGriso

X ̸∼=C0

∐
W⊂V2(X ) S(X\W )

ã
⨿ S0 ⨿ S̃§.

Vertex deletion maps del\W : G → G\W from 0-graphs preserve ports unless del\W ∼= z : C0 → (p) or
del\W ∼= κm : Wm → (p). So, λDTS0 : TDS0 → DTS0 is given by the canonical morphism

TDS0 =

Ñ
colimX∈0-CGriso

X ̸∼=C0

∐
W⊂V2(X )

S(X\W )

é
⨿ S0 ⨿ S̃§ → colimX∈0-CGrisoS(X )⨿ S̃§ = DTS0.

The verification that λDT satisfies the four distributive law axioms [3] follows by a straightforward
application of the definitions. To help the reader gain familiarity with the constructions, I describe
just one here, namely that the following diagram of endofunctors on GSE commutes:

(6.23) T 2D
TλDT +3

µTD

��

TDT
λDTT +3 DT 2

DµT

��
TD

λDT +3 DT.

Recall, from (5.12) and (6.18), that, for all graphical species S in E and all finite sets X,

T 2DSX = colimX∈X-CGriso lim(C,b)∈el(X )colimYb∈[b]-CGriso

∐
W b⊂V2

S(Yb
\W b)

= colimX∈X-CGriso limΓ∈CGr(X)

∐
WΓ⊂V2(Γ(X )) S(Γ(X )\WΓ),

where, as usual, ιv : Cv → X is the essential morphism. So, to describe the two paths in (6.23),
let X be a connected X-graph, Γ a nondegenerate X -shaped graph of connected graphs, and let
WΓ ⊂ (V0 ⨿ V2)(Γ(X )) be a subset of (bivalent or isolated) vertices of the colimit Γ(X ) of Γ in CGr.

For each (C, b) ∈ el(X ), let

W b def
= V (Γ(b)) ∩WΓ, so WΓ ∼=

∐
v∈V (X )

W ιv .

If (X ,Γ,W ) = (C0, IC0 , V (C0)), then Γ(X ) = C0, and (C0, b) is the unique object of el(X ).

Otherwise, since X is connected, it must be the case that WΓ ⊂ V2(Γ(X )).

In each case we may define W ⊂ V (X ) to be the set of vertices v of X such that W ιv =

V (Γ(ιv)). Then, there is a unique nondegenerate X\W -shaped graph of connected graphs Γ\W given
by Γ\W (del\W ◦ b) = Γ(b)\W b , and with colimit Γ\W (X\W ) in Gr∗:

(6.24) Γ\W (X\W ) = Γ(X )\WΓ .
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TλDT λDTT

DµTS DµT

λDT

Figure 12. Diagram (6.23) commutes. Here the vertices in W are marked in green.

Then, the two paths (illustrated in Figure 12) described by the diagram (6.23) are induced by
the following canonical maps (where, in each case, the vertical arrows are the defining universal
morphisms):
Top-right

(X , (Γ(b)\W b)b,W )

��

delete W in X
// (X\W ,Γ\W )

��

evaluate colimit Γ\W

##

(X , (Γ(b))b, (W b)b)

��

delete W b in Γ(b) 11

Γ\W (X\W )

��

limel(X )S(Γ(b)\W b) //

��

S(Γ\W (X\W )

##

��

limel(X )S(Γ(b)\W b)

11

��

S(Γ\W (X\W ))

��

TDTSX
λDTTSX

// DT 2SX
DµTSX

##

T 2DSX

TλDTSX

..

DTSX

Left-bottom

(X ,Γ,WΓ)

��

evaluate colimit Γ
// (Γ(X ),WΓ)

��

delete WΓ in Γ(X )
// Γ(X )\WΓ

��

S(Γ(X )\WΓ)

��

S(Γ(X )\WΓ)

��

S(Γ(X )\WΓ)

��

T 2DSX
µTDSX

// TDSX
λDTSX

// DTSX .

These are equal since S(Γ\W (X\W )) = S(Γ(X )\WΓ) by construction, and hence (6.23) commutes.

The proofs that λDT satisfies the remaining three distributive law axioms follow similarly (and are
somewhat simpler than the proof that (6.23) commutes.

By [3, Section 3], there is a monad T∗ = (T∗, µ
T∗ , ηT∗) on GSE∗ whose EM category of algebras is

equivalent to the EM-category of E-algebras for DT on GSE. In case E = Set, T∗ has been described in
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detail in [36, Section 7] and the description of T∗ – given in [36, Corollary 7.43] for graphical species
in Set – holds for graphical species in a general category E with sufficient (co)limits:

The endofunctor T∗ is the quotient of T given by

(6.25) T∗S§ = S§, and T∗SX = colimX∈X-CGrsimS(X )

for all pointed graphical species S∗ = (S, ϵ, o) in E. The unit ϵT∗S def
= T∗(ϵ) : S§ → T∗S2 is described

by the obvious composite

S§
ϵ
// S2

ηTS
// TS2

// // T∗S2,

and the contracted unit oT∗S def
= T∗(o) : S§ → T∗S0 is described by

S§
o
// S0

ηTS
// TS0

// // T∗S0.

In particular, ϵT∗S is defined by maps S(uk) : S§ → S(Lk) (for k ≥ 1), and oT∗S by maps S(κm) : S§ →
S(Wm), m ≥ 1 and S(o) : S§ → S(C0) such that o ◦ Sτ = o.

The multiplication µT∗ for T∗ is the one induced by µT, that forgets the pair (X ,Γ) – of an X-graph
X , and a nondegenerate X -shaped graph of connected graphs Γ – and replaces it with the colimit
Γ(X ). The unit ηT∗ for T∗ is defined by the maps SX = S(CX) 7→ colimX∈X-CGrsimS(X ).

It is then straightforward to derive the following theorem (that was the main result, Theorem 7.46,
of [36] in the case E = Set) for general E.

Theorem 6.26. The EM category GSE
DT of algebras for DT is canonically isomorphic to MOE.

Proof. Let (A, h) be a DT-algebra in E. Then h induces a T-algebra structure hT : TA → A by
restriction, and a D-algebra structure hD = h ◦DηTA : DA→ A. In particular, hT equips A with the
a multiplication ⋄ and contraction ζ such that (A, ⋄, ζ) is a nonunital modular operad in E, and hD,
equips A with the structure of a pointed graphical species A∗ = (A, ϵ, o) in E. To prove that (A, h)

describes a modular operad, we must show that ϵ is a unit for ⋄.

This is straightforward since (A, h) is a DT algebra and therefore (A, ϵ, o), together with hT, describe
a T∗-algebra. In particular, ϵ is a unit for ⋄, by (6.25).

Conversely, if (S, ⋄, ζ, ϵ) is a modular operad in E, then (S, ⋄, ζ) defines a T-algebra pT : TS → S by
Proposition 6.2, and (S, ϵ, ζϵ) defines a D-algebra by Section 6.2. In particular, since ϵ is a unit for ⋄,
and pT is induced by iterations of ⋄ and ζ, pT induces a T∗-algebra structure on (S, ϵ, ζϵ) by (6.25),
whereby (S, ⋄, ζ, ϵ) describes an algebra for DT. □

Remark 6.27. The results of this section may be modified for oriented graphical species (see Exam-
ple 4.31).

Define the monad OD with underlying endofunctor OD : OGSE → OGSE by For P ∈ OGSE, we may
define ODP ( ) = P ( ) and

ODPX↑ ,X↓ =


PX↑ ,X↓ for (X↑ , X↓ ) ̸∼= (0,0), and (X↑ , X↓ ) ̸∼= (1,1),

P(1,1) ⨿ P ( ) for (X↑ , X↓ ) ∼= (1,1),

P(0,0) ⨿ P ( ) for (X↑ , X↓ ) ∼= (0,0)

and, by restricting to connected directed graphs, we may obtain an oriented version of T as in Sec-
tion 5.3. A category OGr∗ of pointed directed graphs and a distributive law are obtained exactly as for
the undirected case. This is equipped with distinguished morphisms ẑ : C0,0 → ( ) and û : C1,1 → ( )

satisfying û ◦ i1 = û ◦ o1 = id .
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Since there are no orientation preserving automorphisms of in OGr, there is just one morphism
from the directed wheel graph OW to in OGr∗.

Algebras for the composite monad on OGSE so-obtained are wheeled properads in E.

Remark 6.28. Recall from Remark 3.34 that circuit algebras are, in particular monoid objects in GSE

and it was asked whether they could be characterised as monoids in the category MOE of modular
operads.

However, the category MOE ≃ GSE
DT is not closed under the monoidal product ⊗ in GSE. For,

given S, S′ ∈ GSE, there is, in general, no map DT (S ⊗ S′) → DT (S) ⊗ DT (S′). And hence, if
(A, h), (A′, h′) are algebras for DT it is not possible to construct a map DT (A⊗A′)→ A⊗A′.

To see this, consider an element of T (A ⊗ A′)2 ⊂ T (A ⊗ A′)2 represented by an A ⊗ A′ structure
on L2 as follows, where decoration by A is coloured in filled red, and decoration by A′ is blue:

Since the red and blue components are both connected, this represents an element of TA1 ⊗ TA′
1

(‘delete’ the black circle) and hence, applying h, h′, we obtain an element of A⊗A′.

However, in the following A ⊗ A′ structure on L3, the TA (red, filled) and TA′ (blue, unfilled)
components are no longer connected:

Hence this does not represent an element of (DTA ⊗ DTA′)2 and so GSE
DT ≃ MOE is not closed

under the monoidal product ⊗ on GSE.

7. A monad for circuit algebras

Despite the similarity between the definitions of the monads T and T× on GSE, it is not possible
to modify λDT by replacing T with T× to obtain a distributive law for D and T×:

Namely, for all graphical species S, since DS2
∼= S2⨿S§ by definition, there is a canonical morphism

S(p ⨿ p) = S§ × S§ → DS2 ×DS2 = DS(C2 ⨿ C2)→ TDS2⨿2.

However, there is, in general, no morphism

(S2 ⨿ S§)× (S2 ⨿ S§)→ TS2⨿2 = DTS2⨿2,

and therefore λDT : TD ⇒ DT does not extend to a distributive law T×D ⇒ DT×.

The problem of finding the circuit algebra monad on GSE is easily solved by observing that the
monad T× is, itself a composite: the free graded monoid monad on psh(Σ) (see Section 3.4) induces
a monad L = (L, µL, ηL) on GSE whose algebras are graphical species in E that are equipped with
an external product. Moreover, there is a distributive law λLT : TL ⇒ LT such that T× = LT is the
induced composite monad.

It is then straightforward to check that, for all (unpointed) graphical species S in E, LDTS describes
a circuit algebra in E.

By [7], there is a distributive law λL(DT) : (DT )L ⇒ L(DT ), and hence a composite monad LDT
on GSE, if and only if there are pairwise distributive laws λLT : TL⇒ LT , and λLD : DL⇒ LD, such
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that the following ‘Yang-Baxter’ diagram of endofunctors on GSE commutes:

(7.1) DTL
DλLT

// DLT
λLDT

((

TDL

λDTL
66

TλLD ((

LDT.

TLD
λLTD

// LTD

LλDT

66

In Section 7.1, the monad L is defined and the distributive laws λLT : TL⇒ LT and λLD : DL⇒ LD

are constructed. In Section 7.2, it is proved that the diagram (7.1) commutes, and the EM category
of algebras for the composite monad LDT on GSE is canonically equivalent to the category CAE of
circuit algebras in E.

7.1. The free external product monad L. Recall from Section 2.2 that, for any finite set X,
Core(X/Setf) is the maximal subgroupoid of X/Setf whose objects are pairs (Y, f) with f ∈ Setf(X,Y )

a morphism of finite sets.

As usual, let E be a category with sufficient (co)limits. The free graded monoid endofunctor L on
GSE is given by

(7.2)
LS§ = S§

LSX = colim(Y,f)∈Core(X/Setf)

∏
y∈Y Sf−1(y)

for all finite sets X. This underlies a monad L = (L, µL, ηL) with monadic multiplication µL induced
by disjoint union of partitions, and monadic unit ηL induced by inclusion of trivial partitions.

The following lemma is immediate from the definitions (see also Lemma 3.23):

Lemma 7.3. The EM category of algebras for the monad L on GSE is equivalent to the category of
graphical species with unital external product in E. In particular GSE

L is equivalent to the monoid
subcategory of GSE.

In order to describe a distributive law λLT : TL ⇒ for L and T, observe first that L ⊂ T× is a
subfunctor since, if S is a graphical species in E, and X a finite set, then

LSX = colim(Y,f)∈Core(X/Setf)

∏
y∈Y Sf−1(y)

= colimX∈X-Cor⊠iso
S(X )

where X-Cor⊠iso ⊂ X-Griso is the groupoid of X-graphs Xcor that are disjoint unions of corollas
Xcor =

∐
i∈I CXi

(with
∐

i∈I Xi = X). In particular, from this point of view, the multiplication µL

for L is just the restriction of the multiplication µT×
for T× (Proposition 5.14) to Xcor-shaped graphs

of disjoint unions of corollas, and the unit ηL for L, is the obvious corestriction.

Given a finite set X, and a connected X-graph X ∈ X-CGriso, let Cor(X )
⊠ denote the full subgroupoid

of Gr(X ) whose objects are nondegenerate X -shaped graphs of graphs Γ such that, for all (CXb
, b) ∈

el(X ), Γ(CXb
, b) ∈ X-Cor⊠iso is a disjoint union of corollas. Then,

TLSX = colimX∈X-CGriso lim(C,b)∈el(X )LS(C)
= colimX∈X-CGriso limΓ∈Cor

(X)

⊠

S(Γ(X )).

Since, for all Γ ∈ Cor
(X )
⊠ , the colimit Γ(X ) has the structure of an admissible (in general, not

connected) X-graph, there is a canonical morphism TLSX → colimX ′∈X-GrisoS(X ′). And, therefore,
since every graph is the coproduct in Gr of its connected components, S(X ′) =

∏
k∈K S(X ′

k) describes
an element of LTSX for all X-graphs X ′ =

∐
k∈K X ′

k.
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Let λLT : TL ⇒ LT be the natural transformation so obtained. In other words, λLT is induced by
the canonical morphisms,

colimX∈X-CGriso

(
colim

Γ∈Cor
(X)

⊠

S(Γ(X ))
)
→ colimX ′∈X-CGrisoS(X ′) (where S ∈ GSE, and X ∈ B),

that forgets pairs (X ,Γ) where X is a connected admissible X-graph and Γ ∈ Cor
(X )
⊠ , and remembers

only the X-graphs given by the colimit Γ(X ) =
∐

k∈K Γ(X )k, in the evaluation of S(Γ(X )).

Lemma 7.4. The natural transformation λLT : TL ⇒ LT satisfies the four axioms of a distributive
law, and LT = T× on GSE. Hence, algebras for LT are nonunital circuit algebras.

Proof. Since a graph is the disjoint union of its connected components, LT = T× : GSE → GSE.

Moreover, L ⊂ T× and T ⊂ T× so TL ⊂ (T×)2 is a subfunctor, and λLT is just the restriction to
TL of µT×

: (T×)2 ⇒ T× = LT on GSE. The four distributive law axioms then follow immediately
from the monad axioms. □

Observe also that there is an obvious choice of natural transformation λLD : DL⇒ LD that defines
the distributive law for L and D:

Lemma 7.5. The natural transformation λLD : DL ⇒ LD obtained by extending the natural trans-
formation LηD : L⇒ LD to a DL by

S§ → DS2
ηLDS−−−→ LDS2, and S§ → DS0

ηLDS−−−→ LDS0, for all S ∈ GSE

describes a distributive law.

Proof. Informally, λLD takes a tuple (SXi
)ni=1 ∈ LS∏

i Xi
of objects in the image of S, and regards it

as a tuple in the image of DS, and takes the image of S§ in DS0 or DS2 and regards it as a 1-tuple
in the image of DS ↪→ LDS. This construction is natural in S and it is simple to show, using the
monad unit axiom for ηD, that λLD so obtained satisfies the axioms of a distributive law. □

7.2. An iterated distributive law for circuit algebras. So far, we have defined three monads
T,D and L on GSE, and three distributive laws λDT : TD ⇒ DT , λLT : TL⇒ LT and λLD : DL⇒ LD.
It remains to show that the Yang-Baxter diagram (7.1) commutes and therefore there is an iterated
distributive law for the three monads such that the resulting composite monad LDT on GSE is the
desired circuit algebra monad.

h

Let G be any graph and W ⊂ V2 any subset of bivalent vertices of G. As in Section 6.3, let
G\W be the graph obtained from G by deleting the vertices in W . If Γ\W : el(G\W ) → Gr is a
nondegenerate G\W -shaped graph of graphs, then there is an induced nondegenerate G-shaped graph
of graphs ΓW : el(G)→ Gr defined by

(7.6) (C, b) 7→
®
C2 (C, b) is a neighbourhood of v ∈W

ΓW(del\W ◦ b) otherwise.

Moreover, ΓW induces an inclusion W ↪→ V2(Γ
W (X )) (see Figure 13), and

(7.7) ΓW (X )\W = Γ\W (X\W ).

Hence, the assignment Γ\W → ΓW defines a canonical full embedding Gr(G\W ) ↪→ Gr(G) of categories
that preserves similarity classes of colimits: In particular, the embedding Gr(G\W ) ↪→ Gr(G) restricts
to an inclusion Cor

(G\W )

⊠ ↪→ Cor
(G)
⊠ .
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Γ\W ΓW

G\W G

Figure 13. The colimits of the G-shaped graph of graphs ΓW described in (7.6),
and the G\W -shaped graph of graphs Γ\W are similar in Gr∗.

This will be used to prove:

Proposition 7.8. The triple of distributive laws λDT : TD ⇒ DT , λLT : TL⇒ LT , and λLD : DL⇒
LD on GS, describe a composite monad LDT on GSE.

Proof. By [7, Theorem 1.6], we must check that the diagram (7.1) commutes for λDT, λLT, and λLD:

For all graphical species S in E and all finite sets X,

TDLSX = colimX∈X-CGriso

∐
W⊂(V0⨿V2)(X )

lim
Γ\W∈Cor

(X\W )

⊠

S(Γ\W (X\W ))

is indexed by triples (X ,W,Γ\W ), where X is a connected X-graph, W ⊂ V2(X ) (or X ∼= C0 and
W = V (C0)) and Γ\W is a nondegenerate X\W -shaped graph of graphs such that Γ\W (b) is a disjoint
union of corollas for each (CXb

, b) ∈ el(X\W ).

Observe first that, if W = V (X ), then either X ∼= C0 or X ∼= Wm in 0-CGriso, or X ∼= Lk in
2-CGriso. In each case X\W ∼= (p) and hence Γ\W is the trivial graph of graphs id 7→ (p). In particular,
the maps S(Γ\W (X\W ))→ TDLSX → LDTSX induced by each path TDL⇒ LDT in (7.1) coincide,
since both factor through S§.

Assume therefore that W ̸= V (X ). The two paths in (7.1) are then described by the following
data:
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Top:

(X\W ,ΓW),

X\W ∈ X-CGriso

take colimit of Γ\W
//

��

Γ\W (X\W )

∈ X-Griso
LηDT

��

��(X ,W,Γ\W ),

X ∈ X-CGriso

delete W in X
66

��

S(Γ\W (X\W ))

��

// S(Γ\W (X\W ))

�� ��

Γ\W (X\W )

∈ X-Griso

��

S(Γ\W (X\W ))

��

33

DTLSX
DλLTS

// DLTSX

λLDTS

��

S(Γ\W (X\W ))

��

TDLSX

λDTLS

00

LDTSX

where, in each case, we evaluate S(Γ\W (X\W )) and take the appropriate colimit of such
objects.

Bottom: The bottom path of (7.1) gives

(X ,W,Γ\W ),

X ∈ X-CGriso

��

forget W

((

ΓW (X )\W

∈ X-Griso

��

S(Γ\W (X\W ))

�� **

(X ,ΓW ,W ),

X ∈ X-CGriso

��

take colimit of ΓW
//

(ΓW (X ),W ),

ΓW (X ) ∈ X-Griso

delete W in ΓW (X )

??

��

S(ΓW (X )\W )

��

TDLSX

TλDLS --

S(ΓW (X )\W )

��

// S(ΓW (X )\W )

@@

��

LDTSX

TLDSX
λLTDS

// LTDSX
LλDTS

>>

where ΓW is the nondegenerate X -shaped graph of graphs in Cor
(X )
⊠ obtained from Γ/W as

in (7.6).

So, Γ\W (X\W ) = ΓW (X )\W by (7.7). Hence, the diagram (7.1) commutes, and (λLD, λLT, λDT)

describe an iterated distributive law for L,D and T on GSE. □

It therefore remains to prove:

Theorem 7.9. The EM category of algebras for the composite monad LDT on GSE is isomorphic to
the category CAE of circuit algebras in E.

Proof. By [3], for a composite monad is equipped with an algebra structure for each of the component
monads. Hence, an algebra (A, h) for the composite monad LDT on GSE has an LT-algebra structure
hLT : LTA → A, and also a DT algebra structure hDT : DTA → A. Each structure is given by the
corresponding restriction LTA → LDTA

h−→ A, respectively DTA → LDTA
h−→ A. Therefore, by

Lemma 7.4, h induces an external product ⊠, and contraction ζ on A such that (A,⊠, ζ) is a nonunital
circuit algebra. And, by Theorem 6.26, h induces a unital multiplication (⋄, ϵ) on A, such that

⋄x‡yX,Y = ζx‡yX⨿Y ⊠X,Y : (AX ×AY )
x‡y → AX⨿Y \{x,y}.
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Hence

AX

(id×chx)◦∆
// (AX ×A§)

x‡2 id×ϵ
// (AX ×A2)

x‡2
ζx‡2
X⨿2◦⊠

// AX

is the identity on AX . So, (A, h)) has a canonical circuit algebra structure.

Conversely, a circuit algebra (S,⊠, ζ, ϵ) in E has an underlying modular operad structure (S, ⋄, ζ, ϵ),
where ⋄x‡yX,Y = ζx‡yX⨿Y ⊠X,Y and hence (S,⊠, ζ, ϵ) defines a DT-algebra structure hDT : DTS → S by
Theorem 6.26. By Lemma 7.3, (S,⊠) has an L-algebra structure where hL : LS → S is given by
⊠X,Y : SX × SY on SX × SY . It follows immediately from the circuit algebra axioms that hL ◦
LhDT : LDTS → S gives S the structure of an LDT-algebra.

These maps are functorial by construction and extend to an equivalence CAE ≃ GSE
LDT. □

Corollary 7.10. If E = Set, then for each palette (C, ω) in Set, the subcategory CA(C,ω) of (C, ω)-
coloured circuit algebras is the EM -category GS(C,ω)LDT obtained by restricting the monad LDT to
GS(C,ω).

The category GS(C,ω)LDT = CA(C,ω) of (C, ω)-coloured algebras for LDT is equivalent, by Proposi-
tion 3.27, to the category AlgSet(WD(C,ω)) = CA(C,ω) of Set-valued algebras for the operad WD(C,ω) of
(C, ω)-coloured wiring diagrams defined in [38, Section 5.2].

The terminal oriented graphical species K{↑̇, ↓} in Set trivially admits a circuit algebra structure
and so we may slice (8.3) over K{↑̇, ↓} (see also Examples 3.10 and 4.31).

Denote the slice category GSLDT/K{↑̇, ↓} ∼= OGSLDT of oriented LDT-algebras in Set by WP. The
following corollary to Theorem 7.9 is immediate from [9] (see also Corollary 5.19).

Corollary 7.11. The category WP is equivalent to the category WP of (any) coloured Set-valued
wheeled props defined in [38, Example 5.10].

More generally, the constructions of Sections 7.1 and 7.2 may be modified (as in Section 5.3 and
Remark 6.27) to obtain oriented versions of the monads and distributive laws on GSE and hence a
composite monad for wheeled props in E.

Remark 7.12. Like monads, operads encode algebraic structure. Indeed, for any operad in Set, one may
define a monad with the same algebras. Markl [33] defined distributive laws for operads and proved
that the operad obtained by composing Koszul operads via an (operad) distributive law is Koszul.
This result was used in [23] to compose an operad (of downward wiring diagrams [38, Section 5.1])
associated to the restriction of T to GS{∗} and an operad associated to the restriction of L to GS{∗}.
So, one would expect that if the operad obtained by restricting D is Koszul, then so is the operad (of
wiring diagrams) for monochrome unital circuit algebras obtained from LDT. This question is not
explored here.

8. A nerve theorem for circuit algebras

The abstract nerve theory conditions of [4] are not satisfied by the monad LDT on GS. So, to obtain
the nerve theorem for circuit algebras, it is necessary to use the method described in Section 2.3.

8.1. Overview of the method. This section recalls the nerve theorem for Set-valued modular op-
erads [36, Theorem 8.2] and gives a proof, by the same methods, of an analogous result for Set-valued
circuit algebras.

Let CGr∗ ↪→ GS∗ be the full subcategory of connected graphs and pointed étale morphisms from
Section 6.3, that is obtained in the bo-ff factorisation of the functor CGr → GS → GS∗, and, as in
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Section 6.4, let T∗ be the monad on GS∗ whose EM category of algebras is equivalent to the category
MO of modular operads (in Set).

So, there is a commuting diagram of functors

(8.1) Ξ
� �

f.f.
//MO

forgetT∗

��

N
// psh(Ξ)

j∗

��

B§
∗
� �

f.f.
// CGr∗

� �

f.f.
//

j b.o.

OO

GS∗

forgetD

��

� �

f.f.
//

freeT∗

OO

psh(CGr∗)

��

B§ � �

f.f.
//

88

b.o.

OO

CGr �
�

f.f.
//

b.o.

OO

GS �
�

f.f.
//

freeD

OO

psh(CGr)

where Ξ is the category, whose objects are indexed by connected graphs, obtained in bo-ff factorisation
of the functor CGr→ GS→MO.

In [36, Section 8], it was shown (for E = Set) that, though the modular operad monad DT on GS

does not satisfy the conditions of [4, Sections 1 & 2], the monad T∗ on GS∗ does, whereby the following
theorem holds:

Theorem 8.2. [36, Theorem 8.2] The monad T∗, and the category CGr∗ ↪→ GS∗, satisfy the conditions
of [4] (T∗ has arities CGr∗). Hence, the nerve N : MO→ psh(Ξ) is fully faithful. Its essential image
consists of those presheaves P on Ξ such that P (G) = lim(C,b)∈el(G)P (C) for all graphs G.

The abstract nerve theory conditions of [4] are also not satisfied by the the circuit algebra monad
LDT on GS. So, the idea is to modify the proof of Theorem 8.2 ( [36, Theorem 8.2]) to the circuit
algebra case as follows:

By (2.5) there exists a monad L̃ on GS∗, and a distributive law T∗L̃⇒ L̃T∗ for the monads L̃ and
T∗, such that the EM category of algebras for the composite L̃T∗ on GS∗ is canonically isomorphic
to the EM category of algebras for LDT on GS, which itself is just the category CA ≃ CA of circuit
algebras in Set.

The idea now is to show that L̃T∗ together with a suitable subcategory of GS∗, satisfies the condi-
tions of [4, Sections 1 & 2] and hence that the induced nerve is fully faithful.

Let Ξ× be the category obtained in the bo-ff factorisation of Gr→ GS→ CA. By Section 6.3 (see
also [36, Section 7.3]), the full subcategory Gr∗ ⊂ GS∗ of all graphs and pointed morphisms induces a
fully faithful inclusion GS ↪→ psh(Gr∗).

Hence, we may consider the following diagram of functors in which the left and middle squares
commute, and the right squares commute up to natural isomorphism:

(8.3) Ξ× � �

f.f.
// CA

forgetL̃T∗

��

NΞ×
// psh(Ξ×)

j∗

��

B§
∗
� �

f.f.
// Gr∗
� �

f.f.
//

j b.o.

OO

GS∗

forgetD

��

� �

f.f.
//

freeL̃T∗

OO

psh(Gr∗)

��

B§ � �

f.f.
//

dense

88

b.o.

OO

Gr �
�

f.f.
//

b.o.

OO

GS �
�

f.f.
//

freeD

OO

psh(Gr).

The remainder of this paper is dedicated to proving the following theorem using a modification of
the proof of Theorem 8.2 ( [36, Theorem 8.2]):
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Theorem 8.4. The functor N : CA → psh(Ξ×) is full and faithful. Its essential image consists of
precisely those presheaves P on Ξ× such that

(8.5) P (G) = lim(C,b)∈el(G)P (C) for all graphs G.

Remark 8.6. Unlike the modular operad case (Theorem 8.2), the category CGr∗ ⊂ GS∗ of connected
graphs and pointed morphisms cannot be used to prove an abstract nerve theorem for circuit algebras
(see Remark 8.18).

Observe that Theorem 8.4 implies an abstract nerve theorem for wheeled props: Let OΞ× def
=

Ξ×/K{↑̇, ↓} be the induced oriented graphical category. Recall from Corollary 7.11 that the cat-
egory WP given by GSLDT/K{↑̇, ↓} ∼= OGSLDT is the category of wheeled props in Set. Since
psh(G)/K{↑̇, ↓} ≃ psh(G/K{↑̇, ↓}) for G = Gr,Gr∗,Ξ

×, it follows from Theorem 8.4 that:

Corollary 8.7. The induced functor ON : WP→ psh(OΞ×) is full and faithful. Its essential image
consists of precisely those presheaves P on OΞ× that restrict to graphical species.

Sections 8.2-8.4 are devoted to proving Theorem 8.4.

8.2. The composite monad L̃T∗ on GSE∗. The first step is to understand the monad L̃T∗ on GSE∗.
Here E is, as usual, an arbitrary category with sufficient limits and colimits.

For all pointed graphical species S∗ = (S, ϵ, o) in E, the lift L̃(S∗) is given by L̃(S∗) = (LS, ηLϵ, ηLo)

where µL̃, ηL̃ are induced by µL and ηL in the obvious way.

The categories XCGrsim of similar connected X-graphs were defined in Section 6.4. Similarity
morphisms preserve connected components, and hence the category X-Grsim of all X-graphs and
similarity morphisms, may be defined as follows:

(8.8) X-Grsim
def
= colim(Y,f)∈Core(X/Setf)

∐
y∈Y

(
f−1(y)

)
-CGrsim.

The monad T∗ = (T∗, µ
T∗ , ηT∗) with T∗SX = colimX∈XCGrsimS(X ) was discussed in Section 6.4.

Let S∗ = (S, ϵ, o) be a pointed graphical species in E and let X be a finite set. Then, the endofunctor
L̃T∗ is described by the obvious quotient of T×:

(8.9)
L̃T∗SX = colim(Y,f)∈Core(X/Setf)

Ä∏
y∈Y T∗Sf−1(y)

ä
= colim(Y,f)∈Core(X/Setf)

Ä∏
y∈Y

(
colim(G,ρ)∈(f−1(y))-CGrsimS(G)

)ä
= colimX∈X-GrsimS(X ).

And,
T∗L̃SX = colimX∈XCGrsim lim(C,b)∈el(X )LS(C)

= colimX∈XCGrsim limΓ∈Cor
(X)

⊠

S(Γ(X )).

The distributive law T∗L̃ ⇒ L̃T∗ is induced by the distributive law λLT : TL ⇒ LT = T×, which is
compatible with similarity morphisms by construction: for each finite set X, a colimit indexed by
pairs (X ,Γ) of a connected admissible X-graph X , and Γ ∈ Cor

(X )
⊠ , is replaced by a colimit indexed

over (in general not connected) admissible X-graphs Γ(X ).

8.3. A graphical category for circuit algebras. For the remainder of the paper, E = Set.

The category Gr∗ obtained in the bo-ff factorisation of Gr → GS → GS∗ has been discussed in
Section 6.3. Let Ξ× be the category obtained in the bo-ff factorisation of Gr → GS → CA (and
Gr∗ → GS∗ → CA). This is the full subcategory of the Kleisli category GS∗L̃T∗

of L̃T∗ on free circuit
algebras of the form L̃T∗Υ∗G = LDTΥG for graphs G ∈ Gr. So, objects of Ξ× are given by graphs.
By definition, morphisms β ∈ Ξ×(G,H) are given by morphisms in GS∗(Υ∗G, L̃T∗Υ∗H).
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To understand Ξ×, the first step is therefore to describe L̃T∗Υ∗H for all graphs H.

Since each connected component of X-Grsim contains an (in general, not connected) admissible
X-graph X , it follows from (8.9) that, for all finite sets X, elements of (L̃T∗Υ∗H)X ∼= Ξ×(CX ,H)
are represented by pairs (X , f) where X is an admissible X-graph and f ∈ Gr∗(X ,H). In particular,
f factors uniquely as a morphism X → X\Wf

in Grsim followed by a morphism f⊥ ∈ Gr(X\Wf
,H).

Pairs (X 1, f1) and (X 1, f2) represent the same element [X , f ]∗ ∈ (L̃T∗Υ∗H)X if and only if there is
an object Xf ∈ X-Grsim and a commuting diagram

(8.10) X 1
g1

//

f1

''

X f

f⊥

��

X 2
g2

oo

f2

wwH

in Gr∗ such that gj are similarity morphisms in X-Grsim for j = 1, 2, and f⊥ ∈ Gr(X f ,H) is an
(unpointed) étale morphism.

In particular, for all H, e ∈ E(H) and m ≥ 1, the following special case of (8.10) commutes in Gr∗:

(8.11) C0
z

//

che◦z
&&

(p)

che

��

Wmκ
oo

che◦κ
ww

H.

Since Ξ×(G,H) ∼= L̃T∗Υ∗H(G) = lim(C,b)∈el(G)L̃T∗Υ∗H(C), morphisms γ ∈ Ξ×(G,H) are repre-
sented by pairs (Γ, f), where Γ : el(G) → Gr is a nondegenerate G-shaped graph of graphs, and
f ∈ Gr∗(Γ(G),H) is a morphism in Gr∗ (see [36, Section 8.1]).

The following lemma generalises [36, Lemma 8.9], and is proved in exactly the same manner.

Lemma 8.12. Let G and H be graphs and, for i = 1, 2, let Γi be a nondegenerate G-shaped graph of
graphs with colimit Γi(G), and f i ∈ Gr∗(Γ

i(G),H). Then (Γ1, f1), (Γ2, f2) represent the same element
γ of Ξ×(G,H) if and only if there is a representative (Γ, f) of γ, and a commuting diagram in Gr∗ of
the following form:

(8.13) Γ1(G) //

f1

''

Γ(G)

f

��

Γ2(G)oo

f2

ww
H,

where the morphisms in the top row are vertex deletion morphisms (including z : C0 → (p)) in Grsim,
and f ∈ Gr(Γ(G),H).

The following terminology is from [24].

Definition 8.14. A (pointed) free morphism in Ξ× is a morphism in the image of the inclusion
Gr∗ ↪→ Ξ×. An unpointed free morphism in Ξ× is a morphism in the image of Gr ↪→ Gr∗ ↪→ Ξ×. A
generic morphism [Γ] in Ξ× is a morphism in Ξ×(G,H) with a representative of the form (Γ, idH).

So, a free morphism in Ξ×(G,H) has a representative of the form (id, f) where id : el(G)→ Gr is the
trivial identity G-shaped graph of graphs with colimit G and f ∈ Gr∗(G,H). Generic morphisms [Γ]

in Ξ×(G,H) are described by nondegenerate G-shaped graph of graphs Γ with colimit H, and hence
induce isomorphisms E0(G)

∼=−→ E0(H) on boundaries.
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In particular, morphisms in Ξ×(G,H) factor as G [Γ]−−→ Γ(G)
del\W−−−−→ Γ(G)\W

f−→ H. Here Γ : el(G)→
Gr is a nondegenerate G-shaped graph of graphs with colimit Γ(G) ∈ Gr, and f ∈ Gr(Γ(G)\W ,H) is
an (unpointed) étale morphism Gr.

8.4. Factorisation categories and the nerve theorem. Let GS∗L̃T∗
be the Kleisli category of the

monad L̃T∗ on GS∗.

By [4, Proposition 2.5], to show that the monad L̃T∗, together with the category Gr∗ satisfy the
conditions of the nerve theorem [4, Theorem 1.10] (that is, L̃T∗ has arities Gr∗) and therefore the
nerve functor N : CA → psh(Ξ×) is fully faithful, it is necessary to show that certain ‘factorisation
categories’, associated to morphisms in GS∗L̃T∗

, are connected.

To construct these categories, let S∗ be a pointed graphical species in Set, G a graph in Gr, and let
β ∈ GS∗L̃T∗

(G, S∗) be a morphism in the Kleisli category of L̃T∗. By the Yoneda lemma,

GS∗L̃T∗
(G, S∗) ∼= GS∗(G, L̃T∗S∗) ∼= L̃T∗S∗(G) = colim(C,b)∈el(G)L̃T∗S∗(C)

where

L̃T∗S∗(C) ∼=
®

S§ C ∼= (p),
colimX∈X-GrsimS(X ) C ∼= CX .

So, β ∈ GS∗T∗(G, S∗) is represented by pairs (Γ, α) of

• a nondegenerate G-shaped graph of graphs Γ with colimit Γ(G), viewed as a generic morphism
[Γ] ∈ Ξ×(G,Γ(G)) = GS∗T∗(G,Γ(G)),

• an element α ∈ S(Γ(G)) viewed, by the Yoneda lemma, as a morphism α ∈ GS∗T∗(Υ∗Γ(G), S∗)

such that the induced composition G [Γ]−−→ Γ(G) α−→ S(Γ(G)) ↠ (L̃T∗S∗)(G) is precisely β.

Definition 8.15. Objects of the factorisation category fact∗(β) of β are pairs (Γ, α) that represent β
as above, and morphisms in fact∗(β)((Γ

1, α1), (Γ2, α2)) are commuting diagrams in GS∗L̃T∗

(8.16) [Γ1](G)

g

��

α1

''
G

77

''

S∗

[Γ2](G)
α2

77

such that g is a morphism in Gr∗ ↪→ GS∗L̃T∗
.

Lemma 8.17. For all pointed graphical species S∗ in Set, all graphs G ∈ Gr, and all β ∈ GS∗(G, L̃T∗S),
the category fact∗(β) is connected.

Proof. If G ∼= (p), then Γ is isomorphic to the identity (p)-shaped graph of graphs. If G ∼= CX for some
finite set X, and β ∈ L̃T∗SX

∼= GS∗T∗(G, S∗), then objects of fact∗(β) have the form (X , α) where
X ∈ X-Griso is an admissible (in general not connected) X-graph, α ∈ S∗(X ) and β is the image of α
under the universal morphism S∗(X )→ (L̃T∗S∗)X . Since (L̃T∗S∗)X = colimX ′∈X-GrsimS(X ′), if (X ′, α′)

also represents β, then X and X ′ are connected in XGrsim and hence they are similar in Gr∗. Hence,
if G = C is in the image of B§

∗ ⊂ Gr∗, then fact∗(β) is connected for all β ∈ GS∗T∗(C, S∗) ∼= L̃T∗S(C).

For general G ∈ Gr∗, and β ∈ GS∗T∗(G, S∗), observe first that, since colimits of graphs of graphs
are computed componentwise, we may assume that G is connected. Assume also that G ̸∼= C0. Let
(Γi, αi), i = 1, 2 be objects of fact∗(β). Then, for each (CX , b) ∈ el(G), Γ1(b) and Γ2(b) are in the
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same connected component of X-Grsim, since the lemma holds when G ∼= CX . Therefore, Γ1(G) and
Γ2(G) are similar in Gr∗. □

Theorem 8.4 now follows from [4, Sections 1 & 2].

Proof of Theorem 8.4. The induced nerve functor N : CA→ psh(Ξ×) is fully faithful by Lemma 8.17,
[4, Proposition 2.5], and [4, Propositions 1.5 & 1.9].

Moreover, by [4, Theorem 1.10], its essential image is the subcategory of those presheaves on Ξ×

whose restriction to Gr∗ are in the image of the fully faithful embedding GS∗ ↪→ psh(Gr∗). So, a
presheaf P on Ξ× described the nerve of a circuit algebra if and only if P (G) ∼= lim(C,b)∈el∗(G)P (C),
and hence, by finality of el(G) ⊂ el∗(G), P (G) = lim(C,b)∈el(G)P (C). Therefore, the Segal condition (8.5)
is satisfied and Theorem 8.4 is proved. □

Remark 8.18. To see that the category Grp of pointed connected graphs does not provide arities for
LDT, let S∗ be a pointed graphical species and G a connected graph. A morphism β ∈ GS∗L̃T∗

(G, S∗)

in the Kleisli category of L̃T∗ is represented by a pair (Γ, α) of

• a nondegenerate G-shaped graph of connected graphs Γ : el(G)→ CGr with (connected) colimit
Γ(G);

• an element α ∈ L̃S∗(Γ(G)) such that, for each (CX , b) ∈ el(Γ(G)), LS∗(b)(α) is given by a
tuple (ϕi)

k
i=1 ∈ LSX (with ϕi ∈ SXi

, and
∐k

i=1 Xi = X) of elements of S.

Such pairs (Γ, α) are the objects of the connected factorisation category fact∗(β)c of β. Morphisms
in fact∗(β)c((Γ, α), (Γ

′, α′)) are pointed morphisms g ∈ CGr∗(Γ(G),Γ′(G)) of connected graphs, such
that the following diagram commutes in GS∗L̃T∗

:

(8.19) Γ(G)

g

��

α

''
G

77

''

S∗.

Γ′(G)
α

77

By [4, Proposition 2.5], the full subcategory of Ξ× on the connected graphs induces a fully faithful
nerve functor from CA (i.e. CGr∗ provides arities for L̃T∗) if and only if fact∗(β)c is connected for all
connected graphs G, all pointed graphical species S∗, and all β ∈ GS∗L̃T∗

(G, S∗).

To see that this is not the case, let S∗ = Υ∗(p ⨿ p), and let G = C0. A C0-shaped graph of connected
graphs is just a connected graph H with empty boundary. Recall (from Section 7.1) that Cor

(H)
⊠

denotes the category of nondegenerate H-shaped graphs of disjoint unions of corollas. An element
α ∈ L̃Υ∗(p ⨿ p)(H) is just an H-shaped graph of disjoint unions of corollas Γ⊠ ∈ Cor

(H)
⊠ with colimit

Γ⊠(H) ∈ Gr∗, followed by a morphism f ∈ Gr∗(Γ⊠(H), (p ⨿ p)). In particular, each component of
Γ⊠(H) is either an isolated vertex, or of the form Lk or Wm (k,m ≥ 0).

So, let β ∈ GS∗L̃T∗
(C0, (p ⨿ p)) be the morphism represented by the unique C0-shaped graph of

graphs with colimit C0 ⨿C0, together with the componentwise morphism (z ⨿ z) ∈ Gr∗(C0 ⨿C0, p ⨿ p).

Then β is also represented by (H,Γ⊠, f), illustrated in Figure 14, where H = C1‡2,3‡44 is the graph
with two loops at one vertex, Γ⊠ is given by (C4, b) 7→ C2 ⨿ C2 with colimit Γ⊠(H) = W ⨿W, and
f = (κ⨿ κ) ∈ Gr∗(W ⨿W, p ⨿ p).

Since morphisms in CGr∗ factor as vertex deletion morphisms followed by morphisms in CGr, and
the single vertex of H has valency four, fact∗(β)c is connected if there is a morphism of the form
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=
(z ⨿ z)

(κ⨿ κ)

C0 ⨿ C0

C0

Γ⊠

H

Figure 14. There is no zigzag of morphisms C0 ; H in CGr∗ that connect (C0, C0⨿
C0) and (H,Γ⊠) in fact∗(β)c.

che ◦ z ∈ CGr(C0,H) making (8.19) commute. But then the image of C0 under the induced morphism
C0 → H→ (p ⨿ p) factors through an inclusion (p) ↪→ (p ⨿ p), so the diagram (8.19) does not commute.

Remark 8.20. Both the nerve theorem [36, Theorem 8.2] for modular operads on which Theorem 8.4
is built, as well as Hackney, Robertson and Yau’s nerve theorem [18, 3.6], lead to well-defined models
of (∞, 1)-modular operads in which the fibrant objects in the appropriate category of presheaves are
precisely those that satisfy the weak Segal condition: in the case of [36] it followed from the results
of [6] that these were given by P : Ξop → sSet such that, for all (connected) graphs G ∈ Ξ,

P (G) ≃ lim(C,b)∈el(G)P (C).

However, describing a similar model for circuit algebras (algebras) is more challenging. The presence
of unconnected graphs means that, neither the method of [18], nor that of [36, Corollary 8.14] may be
directly extended to a model structure on functors from Ξ×op (or some subcategory thereof) to sSet

that gives a good description of weak circuit algebras.
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