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MODULAR OPERADS, DISTRIBUTIVE LAWS AND A NERVE THEOREM FOR
CIRCUIT ALGEBRAS

SOPHIE RAYNOR

ABsTrRACT. 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 , that
control ‘compositions’ of monads, encode the interactions of distinct algebraic structures on the same
object. Using iterated distributive laws , it may be possible to compose several algebraic structures
and describe their interactions. Abstract nerve theory (in the sense of )7 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 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. The category €A of circuit algebras is equivalent to the Filenberg-Moore
(EM) category of algebras for a monad QO on Joyal and Kock’s graphical species category GS .

Let psh(C) denote the category of presheaves (contravariant Set-valued functors) on a category C.
Theorem establishes a categorical equivalence between circuit algebras and those presheaves on a
category =% of undirected graphs that satisfy a ‘Segal condition’ (see Section and e.g. ) 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 == — €A, whose objects are undirected
graphs. The nerve functor N: €A — psh(E%) induced by the inclusion 2% — €A is fully faithful.

A presheaf P on Z* 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 |9l
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 , is

obtained as an immediate corollary of Theorem [T.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 Theoremextends 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

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 wnital 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 ,
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 & 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 [I_1].

The structures associated with the iterated distributive law used to prove Theorems [[.I{I.3]dovetail
nicely with the variations of circuit algebras that appear in the literature: Algebras for I are monoids
in GS so Theorem 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
and Lemma . 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 [1214,(17,|1836}44}46],
properads and props [16[24L[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-Teichmiiller 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 (oo, 1)-circuit
algebras (see |10, Introduction, Remark 1.1]).

Since Theorem characterises circuit algebras in terms of a strong Segal condition, it is natural
to define (0o, 1)-circuit algebras as (simplicial set valued) presheaves that satisfy a weakened Segal
condition. Indeed, [18] and [36] described models for (oo, 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 (co, 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 More generally, it may be informative to explore how
weakening the Segal condition of Theorem 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 See also Remark

As discussed, this paper also explores the use of distributive laws to prove nerve theorems. The
proof of Theorem 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 A may be viewed as a rulebook for zooming in and out of networks decorated
by A, 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



4 SOPHIE RAYNOR

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
[[1l and are built.

While the sister paper [38] is concerned with circuit algebras (and modular operads) ‘enriched’
in a symmetric monoidal category (X, ®,T), 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 [l 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 [f] reviews (and extends) the construction in [36] of the modular operad
monad DT by composing T with a unit monad . 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 =* for circuit algebras. From
there, the proof of the nerve theorem (Theorem 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
LT, on GS, whose algebras are circuit algebras. Theorem is then implied by the observation that

the lifted monad ET* on GS, satisfies the conditions (it has ‘arities’) of the abstract nerve machinery

of [4] (see Section [2.2).
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2. DISTRIBUTIVE LAWS AND ABSTRACT NERVE THEORY

The main result of this work is the construction of a monad (Theorem , and a graphical
category (Section and nerve theorem (Theorem 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, ™ ™) on a category C is given by an endofunctor M: C — C, together
with natural transformations uM: M2 =M (called the monadic multiplication), and nM: ideat = 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 (z,0) for M consists of an object = of C, and a morphism 6: Mx — z that satisfies two
axioms that assert the compatibility of § with ™ and n™. Algebras are the objects of the Eilenberg-
Moore (EM) category of algebras for M, whose morphisms (x,0) — (y,p) are given by morphisms
f € C(z,y) such that po M f = fo6.

In general, given a pair of monads M = (M, p™, n™) and M’ = (M’, ;™ 7™ on a category C, the
composite functor M M’ does not carry a monad structure, since the data of M and M’ is not sufficient
to define a multiplication (MM')? = MM'MM’ = MM’'. However any natural transformation
A M'M = MM’ induces a natural transformation g et (MM o (MAM'): (MM')2 = MM’

Definition 2.1. A distributive law for Ml and M is a natural transformation \: M'M = MM’ such
that the triple (MM’ ux, ?Mn™') 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.

Ezxample 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 reflezive 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.

Ezample 2.3. As for categories( Example , the monad for modular operads on the category GS
of graphical species (see Definition 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 |§[)
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By [7], the composite M, ... M of an n-tuple of monads My, ..., M, on C exists if there are pairwise
distributive laws A; j : MyM; = M;M;, for 1 <7 < j < n such that for each triple 1 <7 < j <k <mn,
the corresponding triple of monads and distributive laws satisfies the so-called Yang-Bazter 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 A\: M'M = MM, there is, by [3] Section 3],

a commuting square of strict monadic adjunctions:

(2.4) v T oM

- H

M
C T .

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

CMsM: CMsM2My
CMs / W CMaM,
(2.5)
CMQ CMng
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: C°? — E. The corresponding

functor category is denoted by pshg(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(—,c). Let P: C°P — Set.
The category of elements elc(P) of P is defined as follows:

Definition 2.6. Objects of elc(P) are pairs (¢,x) — called elements of P — where ¢ 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: C°P — Set is represented by some ¢ € C if P = 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——d

N

In general, a functor ¢: D — C induces a presheaf (*C(—, ¢), d — C(c(d), ¢) on D. For all ¢ € C, the
category elp(¢*C(—, ¢)) is called the slice category of D over ¢ and is denoted by ¢/¢, or simply D/c.
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The slice category of D under ¢, denoted by ¢/D (or ¢/t) is the category ¢t°P/c whose objects are
morphisms f € C(e,¢(—)) and whose morphisms (d, f) — (d', f) are given by g € D(d,d’) such that
ug)og=f" € Clc,ud)).

Observe, in particular, that the Yoneda embedding C — psh(C) induces a canonical isomorphism
elc(P) = C/P for all presheaves P: C°? — 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
Np: C — psh(D) is given by Np(c)(d) = C(Fd,c) for allc € C and d € D.

Let ¢: 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 is canonically the colimit of the
forgetful functor D/c — C, (f: ¢(d) = ¢) — ¢(d). In this case, the inclusion ¢: D < C is called dense.

Ezxample 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 A < Cat, where Cat is the category of small categories, and A 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, p1,7) is a monad on a category C, and C™ is the EM category of algebras
for M, then the free functor C — CM has bo-ff factorisation C — Cpy — CM, where Cy is the Kleisli
category whose objects are the free M-algebras of the form Mec for ¢ € C. See e.g. |30, Section VL5].

Hence, for any subcategory D C C, the bo-ff factorisation of the canonical functor D — C free, cm

factors through the full subcategory Ow p of Cy with objects Md, d € D. This induces a diagram

g N
(2.9) Om,p L M ne psh(Om,p)
b.ol\j freeTJforgct Jj*
D¢ C Nr; ; psh(D).

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

The defining functor ©y,p — CM is fully faithful by construction. Given a subcategory D C 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 C such that M and D, then the induced nerve Ny p: cM psh(Ow p) is also
fully faithful. Moreover, by [47, Section 4], if D provides arities for M, then objects in the image of
Nuip in psh(Onp) are (up to equivalence) precisely those that are mapped by j* to the image of Np
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 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 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 = M"™...M! is a composite monad, then each vertex of the
n-cube in 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 Ny p: CM — psh(Op) is fully faithful if the conditions of [4] hold for any of these stages.



8 SOPHIE RAYNOR

For example, if M = M" ... M!, then there is a factorisation of the diagram (2.9) as

Nu,p
(2.10) Owm,p i M : psh(Om,p)

£f M. M Ny, ...mq,D
Om,.. vy, p —— Cn M psh(Ow,, .., ,0)

bo. Tjn freeuforget J/j:‘
ﬁ I L

@Ml,D = cMy pSh(eMl,D)
b.o. le freeTJ/forget iy
DS C N[f) : psh(D).

Hence, to prove that the induced nerve Ny p = Nu,,..m,,p o1 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 M, ...M;; to CM:i-M1 together with the subcategory Om,..m;,0 C CMi-Mi  The same trick
can be attempted with every other path in the cube (2.5)).

Ezample 2.11. (See also Example ) 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 GS” does.

This method is used in Section [8| to prove Theorem 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 LT, on the
category GS, of D-algebras does. Hence (Theorem 7 there is a full subcategory =% C €A of the
category of circuit algebras that induces a fully faithful nerve functor €A — psh(E*).

3. GRAPHICAL SPECIES, MODULAR OPERADS, AND CIRCUIT ALGEBRAS

Circuit algebras are introduced in [2], and defined in [9,/10L|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 wunit morphisms that interact nicely with the monoid operation
(i.e., conditions (c1)-(c3) and (el) 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 = 0), and let %,
be the group of permutations on n. Let ¥ = @, X, be the symmetric groupoid with X(n,n) = 3,
for all n, and X(m,n) = @ when m # n. For any category E, an E-valued presheaf P: B°® — E,
also called a (monochrome or single-sorted) species [22] in E, is equivalently described by a sequence
(P(n))y of objects of E such that ¥,, acts on P(n) for all n.

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

An E-valued presheaf P: B°? — E determines a presheaf ¥°? — E by restriction. Conversely, a
Y-presheaf () may always be extended to a B-presheaf Qg, by setting

(3.1) Qe(X) &f limy fyexn/x@(n) for all n € N.
This induces an equivalence of categories pshg(X) ~ pshg(B).

Remark 3.2. In contrast to [38] (see, in particular, Section 2.1 thereof), which considered (covariant)

functors from ¥ C B, for this work it is more convenient to focus on presheaves on B.

More generally, if © is a set and list(D) = [], . D©"™ denotes the set of finite ordered sets ¢ =

neN
(c1,...,cn) of elements of ©, then list(D) underlies the free associative monoid on ®. The symmetric
groupoid ¥ acts on list(®D) from the right by o: (co) def (Co1y---1Con) = ¢, for all ¢ = (c1,...,¢p)

and o € ¥,,. The groupoid so obtained is denoted by £®.

An D-coloured species in E is an E-valued presheaf on ©®. This is equivalently described by a
collection (P(c))ceiist() of objects of E such that ¥,, (right) acts on P(n) =[] cqn P’'(c) for all n.

Addition of natural numbers induces a symmetric monoidal structure — indeed a (monochrome) prop
(see |38, Section 2.1]) — on X and, more generally on ¥®: for ¢ = (c1,...,¢y) and d = (dy, ..., d,) in
list(®), their (concatenation) product ed = ¢ @ d is given by

def
cd = (c1,... Cm,dy, ... dp).

The empty list is the unit for @ and is denoted by & (or @5). The D-coloured prop so obtained is
the free symmetric groupoid ¥°.

Ezample 3.3. If E has all finite products and coproducts, then the monoidal structure on ¥ (or ¥°)

induces a (Cauchy) monoidal product on species in E by

(3.4) SoT)x = J[ Sy xTz foral XeB
(Y,2),YIZ=X
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 ¥ (or £°).

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 (€,w) 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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e B3(§,8) = Z/27 with generator 7 (so 72 = id);

e for each finite set X and each element x € X, there is a morphism ch, € B¥(§, X) that
‘chooses’ =, and B8(§, X) = {ch,. , chy 0 T}zex;

e 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, chy,) = foch, € B3(§,Y) for all x € X and all bijections
XSy,

Definition 3.5. A graphical species S in a category E is a presheaf S: B§Y — E. The category of
graphical species in E is denoted by GSg def pshE(B§). When E = Set, we write GS def GSeet -

So, a graphical species S is described by an E-valued species (Sx)xen, and an involutive ‘palette’
object (Ss, S-), where Sg € E and S; € E(S, Ss) is an involution, together with a family of projections
S(chy): Sx — S, defined for all finite sets X, and all z € X, and equivariant with respect to the
action by B and S;.

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

Ezample 3.6. The terminal graphical species Kg is the constant graphical species that sends § and all
finite sets X to the terminal object * in E.

Definition 3.7. A morphism v € GSg(S,S") is colour- or palette-preserving if its component at § is
the identity on the palette object (Sg, Sr). A graphical species S € GSg is called monochrome if Sg = *.
Definition 3.8. Let S be a graphical species in Set. The element category (Definition of S is
denoted by el(.S) &f elgg(S). Objects of el(S) are either of the form (X, ¢) with ¢ € S(X) and X

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

For each ¢ = (¢y)zex € S§X, the c-(coloured) arity S. is the fibre above ¢ € S§X of the map
(S(chy))zex: Sx — S§X. For all finite sets X, Sx = [ cex Se-

Ezample 3.9. For any palette (€,w) in Set, the (€, w)-coloured graphical species K (&) in Set is given
by K& = {x} for all . Hence K& = ¢X for all finite sets X. This is the terminal object of the

category GS(EG’w) of (€, w)-coloured graphical species in Set, and palette-preserving morphisms.

In particular, if (€,w) = 0, then K° has K3 = {x} and K% = 0 for X # 0.

Ezample 3.10. The palette {m} was used in [38, Section 3.2] (and |36 Section 1.1]) to describe
(monochrome) oriented circuit algebras. (This was called (Di,00;) in [36].) Let K ¥ be the
terminal {m}—coloured graphical species in Set. For all finite sets X, K};’A” = {1, }}¥ is the set of
partitions X = Xy I1.X| of X into input and output sets. Morphisms K){Q’A” — K}{,m} are bijections
X =Y that preserve the partitions.

A monochrome oriented graphical species is a {1, |}-coloured graphical species and the slice cate-

def

gory OGS = GS/K 1T} 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 (T ¥, (For more details see Example and [36, Example 1.10].)

In fact, for any palette (€, w) in Set, a (€,w)-coloured species in E is defined to be an E-valued

¢w)

presheaf over K Equivalently, this is a graded object (Mc)ced( k(e equipped with an action

of B compatible with the grading.

In case E also has finite coproducts (and initial object 0 = Og), GSg has the structure of a symmetric

monoidal category:
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Given S,T € GSg, to define a species S ® T € GSg, set (S ® T')s et Sg LI Ty, and let (S®T)x =

H(Y,Z),YHZ:X Sy x Tz as in 1D
By the universal property of the coproduct, the involutions on Sg and 75 induce an involution on
(S®T)g and the B-actions on S and T separately induce a B-action on the collection ((S®T)x)xeB-

Finally, for € X, the morphism (S ® T)(chX): (S®T)x — (S ® T)s is induced by the maps

tsoS(chY)opg,: Sy xTz — S; whenz €Y

S®@T)(chX1?) =
( I ) troT(ch?)opr,: Sy x Tz — Ty when z € Z.

Here, the maps p(_ from Sy x Tz are the projections and ¢(_y are the maps to the coproduct (S®T)s.

Hence, S ® T is a graphical species in E. It is straightforward to check that the species I defined
by Iy = 0, Iy = * and Ix = () for X # () defines a unit for ® and that (GSg,®,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
re€XandyeY,let (Sx x Sy)™ — Sx x Sy denote the pullback

(3.12) (Sx X Sy)™ — 4 gy
J JS(chx)
SY S(chyot) S§.

More generally, given distinct elements x1,...,2; € X and y1,...,yx €Y, let (Sx x Sy )Tt @k ive
S(cha;) S(chy,oT) X
S§ - Sy,1<i<k.

be the limit of the collection Sx

Let o2 denote the unique non-identity involution on 2. A morphism e € E(Ss, S2) is unit-like for
S if

(3.13) eow=S8(0z)0€: Sy — Sz, and S(chy)oe=idg,.
Definition 3.14. A multiplication ¢ on S is a family of morphisms
o (Sx X Sy)™ = S(x1v )\ (2}
in E, defined for all pairs of finite sets X and Y, with elements x € X andy € Y, and such that
(1) the obvious diagram

(SX X Sy)wiy

orty

S(xXuy)\{z.y}

(Sy x SX)yiz v

R

commutes in E,
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(2) o is equivariant with respect to the BS-action on S: if 5: X \{z} =N WA\{w} and p: Y\{y} =
Z\ {z} are restrictions of bijections o: X — W and p: Y — Z such that o(z) = w and
ply) =z, then

S Up) oty = XY S(aup),
(where o Up: XTIY Sy WL Z is the block-wise permutation,).

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

(idx chy)oA idxe 5

(3.15) Sx — e Sy xS —— Sy X Sy ———2 4 Gy

is the identity on Sx.

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

Let S be a graphical species in E, and let © # y be distinct elements of a finite set Z. Let

(Sz)™ =S¥ denote the equaliser

S(chy)

—

(3.16) S 45, Ss.

S(chyoT)
More generally, for any morphism f: C — Sy in E, let C*#¥ = C¥* denote the pullback of f along
the universal map S;iy — Sz. Given distinct elements z1,¥1,..., Tk yr of Sz, and a morphism
f:C — Sy in E, then @iy antyn X (Cwitys,me—riye—1)oxtvr i3 the obvious limit.

Invariance of C*1#v1:--@xi¥k yunder permutations (z;,v;) = (Toi,VYoi), 0 € Aut(k) follows from

invariance of the defining morphisms

Cr1tyn,mriyk ; Sgliyh---,wkiyk Sy

Definition 3.17. A (graphical species) contraction ¢ on S in E is a family of maps C}”{iy: Sf(iy —
Sx\{z,y} defined for each finite set X and pair of distinct elements x,y € X.

o

The contraction ( is equivariant with respect to the action of B8 on S: If 5: X \{z,y} — Z\{w, 2}
is the restriction of a bijection o: X — Z with o(x) =w and o(y) = z. Then

(3.18) S(6) 0 Cy™ = (5 0 8(0): S5 = Sx\(a)-

In particular, by l) if ¢ is a contraction on S, then ffy = gfz for all finite sets X and all
pairs of distinct elements x,y € X.

Definition 3.19. A nonunital modular operad (S,¢,¢) in E is a graphical species S € GSg equipped

with a multiplication ¢ and a contraction ¢ such that the following four coherence axioms are satisfied:

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

ziyl o, .
ox,y Xidsy

(Sx x Sy x Sz)y"rwats —————— (S(x1y)\{zy} X Sz)yﬂz

yo2iz

. z
zdsx X0y, = Y2k

Xuy\{z,y1},2

ziy
(Sx X Syuznfyes}) o SXUYIZ)\ (21,7}
OX,Y1z\{ys,2}
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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:

cute
P

wiz,yiz yiz
Sx SX\{ww}
g{iz — Cé]{i\z{w,x}
Su S
X\{y.z} wiz X\{w,z,y,2}
CX\{v.2}

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

C;l tag xidy

(S;C(li?@ % SY)raiy o >(SX\{11,12} % SY))ﬂcaiZI

z3i — z3ty
X - Ox\{e1.02).¥
SzliIQ S
(XTY)\{=z3,y} (XOY)\{z1,22,23,y}*

g11112
XUy \{z3,y}

(M}) ‘Parallel multiplication’ of pairs (see Figure [1](M})):
For finite sets X and Y, and distinct elements x1,x9 € X and y1,y2 € Y, the following digram

commutes:
03)0(1;@/141
z11y1,221y2 ’ z21y2
(Sx > Sv) SN (o1}
zo 1ty
oratyzx,y = C){21_1‘;’2\{sn11y1}
Smliyl S X1y
(XTOY)\{z2,y2} leileUY\{x27y2} ( Mz1,z2,91,y2}

(Azioms (M1)-(M4) are illustrated in Figure[i])
The category of nonunital, modular operads in E is denoted by MO .

A (unital) modular operad (S,¢,(,€) in E is a graphical species S € GSg equipped with a unital
multiplication (o, €) and contraction ¢ such that (S,0,() € MO . The category of modular operads
in E is denoted by IMOE.

Remark 3.20. As discussed in Section[3.2] GSg has a monoidal category structure when E admits finite
coproducts. However, as will be explained in Remark the categories MO and MO~ are not

closed under the monoidal product in GSg.

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)), has a graded monoid structure analogous to

the (enriched) circuit algebra axioms (cl) — (¢3), (el) (see |38, Proposition 5.4]).

Definition 3.21. A (commutative) external product on a graphical species S in E is given by a
B x B-indexed collection of equivariant morphisms Rx y : Sx x Sy — Sxny, i E such that Ky x =

Kxy ooy,x (where oy x: Sy X Sx = Sx x Sy is the swap isomorphism) and, for all elements
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S R I
w Ko 8

| | |
%C (1) < -5 (12) o
l l l l

\/‘\

5,
byuz\{y ‘, ~0 xnvn7\{ Y1Y2 } . TN
—_— e . — _‘Q‘— B — —— S\ T

/-

Sx\ {0} T

/

O (M3) L ~X (M4) -
! ! ! !

\ \ < _
~ - T ~Sxmv\ (s ~ N

) — 7 \{2,2}, / N\

Sxuy — ‘\C):t e — 5xnv\( 5} U < — \;% —_ \"f?fuy\{’”"“'y"%f}/‘
o~ — e

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

x € X, the following diagram commutes in E:

Xx vy
Sx x Sy —————— Sxny

J( lS(ch;‘HY)

S S
X S(chf) 5

An external unit for the external product X is a distinguished morphism ©: x — Sg such that the

composite

idXxX O

Sx —— Sy xk —— % G X Sp ——2 5 S(x110) = Sx

is the identity on Sx for all finite sets X.

Remark 3.22. Henceforth, the monoidal unit © for X will be suppressed in the notation since most
of the constructions in Sections 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 and Paragraph 4.7].
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Recall that, if E has finite coproducts, then GSg is a symmetric monoidal category. It follows
immediately from Definition that:

Lemma 3.23. A graphical species S in E admits an external product (X, 0) if and only if (S,X,O)
is a monoid for the monoidal product ® on GSg.

An external product X and contraction ¢ 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 owiy is defined by
the composition

ziy

(3.24) oﬁf?{,- (Sx x Sy)*H —> (Sxuy )™ —————— S(x1y)\{a,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 ¢, such that the following three axioms (illustrated in
F igure@) are satisfied:

(C1) External product is associative (see Figure[q (C1)):

For all finite sets X,Y, Z, the following square commutes:

gxy X ’LdsZ
SXxSyX524>SXHyXSZ

idsy x Ry z = Mxuy),z

Sx X Syuz Sxuynz.
Mx (viuz)

(C2) Order of contraction does not matter. This corresponds with Definition (M2) (see also
Figure |1l (M2)).
(C3) Contraction and external product commute (see Figure[d (C1)):

For all finite sets X and Y, and distinct elements x1,29 € X, the following square commutes:

‘XXY

12 ’ z1iT2

Sy X Sy Sxiy
zqtx . _ zqiw
¢ x ids,y, = Xy

SX\ {1,202} X Sy~ Sx\ {21, 22}11Y -
BX\ {2y 00},

Q/W\/\ (1) AN o< (C3) d=C
!

! ! !
S >~ \

N quy L!A

Syuz D —\) \ - A~ I
/ \ / \ Sxuy A\ = 2 ‘:SYuY\(“.zq m.y‘;‘

S~ — <

FIGURE 2. Circuit algebra axioms (C1) and (C3). For axiom (C2), see Figure [[(M2).
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Let €A 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,X, () together
with a unit-like morphism e: Sy — Sa (Definition , such that for all finite sets X and all x € X,
the composite
(3.26)

12

(tdXchg)oA X112

SX _—> (SX X S§)x12

idXe X

(SX X 5’2)3312 _—> (SX X Sz)xiz SX

is the identity on Sx. (Here A: Sx — Sx x Sx is the diagonal, and the last map makes use of the
canonical isomorphism (X T {1})\ {z} 2 X.)

Morphisms in the category €A of circuit algebras internal to E are morphisms in €Ag 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 €21 def €A 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
Proposition 3.27. The categories CA and €A 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 €Ag and MOE (and €A, MO ) of (nonunital)
circuit algebras and modular operads internal to a category E with sufficient limits.

By (3:24), a (nonunital) circuit algebra (S,X,¢) admits a (nonunital) multiplication og induced
by X and ¢. It follows immediately from and axioms (C1)-(C3), that (5,¢g, () satisfy (M1)-
(M4). Hence, circuit algebras in E canonically admit a modular operad structure. This will be used
in Sections [47.2] 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) e T CAe

i

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

Proof. By Theorem CRAg is the EM category of algebras GSe™T for the composite monad LDT on
GSg, constructed using iterated distributive laws. Now, 91O = GSe™ by Proposition MOE =

GSe”" by Theorem (see also [36]), and €Ag = GS™" by Proposition and Lemma

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

(3.31) GSeMT T GSg!PT

H_

GSeT T GSgPT.
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O

The right adjoints of the pairs 9O = €A (and MO = €AL) in Proposition corre-
spond to the forgetful functor (S,X, () — (5, ¢, ) where the multiplication ¢ is defined by suitable
compositions ¢ o X 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/Sets whose objects are morphisms
of finite sets f: X — Y, and whose morphisms (Y, f) — (Y, f') are isomorphisms ¢ 2 Y — Y’ such
that gf = f'.

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

LSx = colimy, f)eCore(x/Set;) H Sr-1(y)-
yey

The free monoid structure induces the external product on LS, and, if (S,¢,() is a (nonunital)
modular operad, then the modular operad axioms imply that the pair of operations ¢ 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 €Ag — €A and MO — MO are inclusions

of categories.

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

The image of a (nonunital) wheeled prop under the forgetful functor €A — 9O is its underlying
(nonunital) wheeled properad (see |1648]). See also Remark and Corollary

Remark 3.34. Let E have finite coproducts so GSg 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 . Since, by Lemma a graphical species
with external product (S,X, ©) is just a monoid object in GSg, it is natural to ask whether there is
a monoidal structure on MO such that circuit algebras are precisely the monoid objects in MTOE.
In fact, this is not the case since, as will be explained in Remark [6.28] 99Ok is not closed under the

monoidal product on GSg.

4. BACKGROUND ON GRAPHS

The combinatorics of modular operads have been fully described in [36, Section 8] in terms of a
category = 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}{1825,[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 |36l 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>q. Morphisms
are described as follows: A Brauer diagram with source m and target n is a pair (7, €) where £ € N>
is a natural number and 7 is a fixed-point free involution (or perfect matching) on the disjoint union of
the sets S(f) = {s1,...,8m} and T(f) = {t1,...,tn}. I =0, then (7,¥) 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 (7,%): m — n. In particular BD(0,0) = N>.

An open Brauer diagram (7,0): m — n may be visualised as in Figure 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 & = {s1,...,8m} and the top row labelled by ¥ = {t1,...,t,} and such that there is an edge
connecting vertices x and y in G 11T if and only if z = 7y. When ¢ > 0, the Brauer diagram for (7, £)
is represented by ¢ closed loops next to the graph for (7,0).

Given two Brauer diagrams f; = (m,&) € BD(mi,n1) and fo = (72,€) € BD(ms,ng), their
horizontal (monoidal) composition is defined by juxtaposition of the diagrams:

fi @ fo=(nOm,t + &) € BD(my + mao,ni + na).

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

Vertical (categorical) composition of Brauer diagrams f; = (11,0) € BD(l,m) and fo = (72,0) €
BD(m,n) is described by placing the graph of 75 above that of 71 and identifying their source and
target dots (Figure [3(a)). Deleting the middle m dots gives a new diagram with a matching o7
on the set &(f1) LE(f2) = {s1,1,...,81.t I {ta1,....t2n} and &(1,72) € N>( closed loops. Define
(72,0) 0 (71,0) % (rymy, ¥(r1, 7)) € BD(L, n) (Figure|g[a)).

/ﬁé: =~ () (o) (b) T(9/)
S
S;}'i RRN (f) = 6(g) O

% S(f) oo S(f) « S(gf)

FIGURE 3. (a) Composition of Brauer diagrams f = (74/,0) € BD(5,7) and g =
(14,0) € BD(7,3) (b) the resulting Brauer diagram gf = (7,7¢,1) € BD(5,3) with a
single closed component formed in the composition.

In general, if f; = (71,81) € BD(I,m) and fy = (72,%) € BD(m,n), then fo o f1 = (o711, + 2 +
E(T177'2)) c BD(L’I’L)

It is straightforward to check that horizontal and vertical composition of Brauer diagrams is asso-
clative and, together with the identity morphisms (idy,0) € BD(n,n),id,: s; — t; for all 1 < i <mn,
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 oo = ({s1 — t2,s2 — ¢1},0) € BD(2,2) and
id; € BD(1,1), N € BD(2,0) and U € BD(0,2). With the exception of oa, each of these generating

morphisms has the form (73, 0), where 72 is the unique matching on the two-element set.

The subcategory dBD C BD of downward Brauer diagrams is generated, under horizontal and
vertical composition by oo = ({s1 — t2,52 — t1},0) € BD(2,2), id; € BD(1,1) and N € BD(2,0)
(but not U € BD(0,2)). Morphisms in dBD(m,n) have the form f = (7,0) where, for all ¢; € T(f),
7(t;) € Sf. (So BD(m,n) =0 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{ 1, |}) 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 {m} defined in Example @l)

For a tuple of natural numbers (my, ..., mg;n), the set of (monochrome) wiring diagrams of type
(mq,...,my;n) is given by WD(myq,...,mg;n) def BD(Z:';C=1 m;;n) (where, for f € BD(Z?=1 mi;n),
the corresponding wiring diagram is denoted by f € WD(my,...,my;n)). Wiring diagrams form an

N-coloured operad (see |38, Section 4]) with composition
k
~v: WD(my,...,mg;n) ® ®WD(Z¢,1, v ik my)
i=1

given by

v (@ F)) Elgo (i@ & fa))

The (Iist({m}))—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)).

/ﬁ% ‘ o .
| | 6] | joj0 @] [06]9
1 2 1 1
? | .
1 f1 1
2 4 2 3 2
g \ ‘r’(@(?i)i)
3 2

fa f3

FIGURE 4. Two representations of the same composition

v: 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 Given a monochrome wiring diagram f € WD(my,...,my;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 my,...,ms and n loose edges. If f has no loops, i.e., it is induced by a Brauer diagram
f=(14,0) € BD(ZL1 m;,n), then f may also be described by a diagram of finite sets:

(4.1) o (Cofe—— Il m ————k
where, as usual, n def {1,...,n} for all n, and p: ]_[le m; — k is the canonical projection. By

forgetting the orderings on n,k and each m;, 1 < i < k, we obtain the definition, of a (Feynman)
graph is originally due to Joyal and Kock |21] (see also |17,/18.[24L36]):

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

(4.3) G=r C E : H ! v,
such that s: H — E is injective, and 7: E — E s an involution without fized points.
Elements of V are vertices of G and elements of E are called edges of G. The set E of r-orbits in

E, where ¢ € E 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 {*, }vev,
and, for each e € F, a copy |0, %]e of the interval [0, %] subject to the identifications Oy ~ *4(p) for
h € H and (§)c ~ (3)r for all e € E.

Definition 4.5. The set E, C E of inner edges of G is the maximal subset of im(s) C E that is
closed under 7. The set of inner T-orbits € € E with e € E, is denoted by E,. Elements of the set
Ey = E \ im(s) are ports of G.

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

Ezample 4.6. Brauer diagrams id; € BD(1,1), N = |id;| € BD(0,2) and U = [id;] € BD(2,0) induce
wiring diagrams id; € WD(1;1), N € WD(—;2) and Urz,0) € WD(2;0) and Ugq 1,0y € WD(1,1;0). By
(4.1)), these describe the following graphs, each of which has one edge orbit:

e for id; € WD(1;1), the corresponding graph is the ‘1-corolla’

cy C2‘714’1

with one vertex, no inner edges, and one port (see Figure a));
e for N € WD(—;2), the corresponding graph is the stick graph (1)

()& (L2—0—0
with no vertices, no inner edges and two ports (see Figure [5|(b));
o for Uiz,0) € WD(2;0), the corresponding graph is the wheel graph W
we (22—
with one vertex, one inner edge orbit and no ports (see Figure [5|(c));
e the graph corresponding to Uy 1,0y € WD(1,1;0) has two vertices, one inner edge orbit and
no ports (Figure [f(d)):
22"z,

The stick and wheel graphs (1) and W are particularly important in what follows.

For any set X, let XT = X denote its formal involution.
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(a) (b) () (d)
1 1
! 2 (O |

FIGURE 5. (Realisations of) graphs with one edge orbit: (a) the 1-corolla Cy; (b) the
stick graph (1); (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.

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

Cx : (X 1 xte—0xT {+}

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

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

H fy def t~1(v) C H to be the fibre of ¢ at v, and let £/u def s(Hf) C E.

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

The map |-|: V =N, v |v] f |7 /v], defines the valency of v and V,, C 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 = V3.

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,
C - 1(V,) and E,, = s(H,). Since s(H) = E\ Ey =[5, En,

define H,, =
E= ]_[ E,.
neN

Ezample 4.9. The stick graph (1) (Example [1.6) has Eo(1) = E(1) = 2, and E,(1) = (). Conversely, the
wheel graph W has Eg(W) = 0 and E,(W) = E;(W) = E(W) = 2.

The X-corolla Cx (see Example with vertex * has set of ports Eg(Cx) = X and £/« = XT. If
X =n for some n € N, then || =n,s0V =V, and E = E,, Il Ey with E; 2 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 T E : H ! 1%
g/ E/ - El - Hl 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.

Ezample 4.12. For any graph G with edge set E, there is a canonical (up to unique isomorphism)
bijection Gr(1,G) & E. The morphism 1+ e in Gr(i,G) that chooses an edge e is denoted che, or ch9.

Pointwise disjoint union defines a symmetric strict monoidal structure on Gr with unit given by the
empty graph © Ly e —— 0.



22 SOPHIE RAYNOR

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 mazximal 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 11 H| = |G| IT |H],

and a graph G is connected if and only if it’s geometric realisation |G| is a connected space.

Ezample 4.14. Let X and Y be finite sets. Write Dx y def Cx I Cy for the disjoint union of X
and Y-corollas. This has ports Eo(Dx,y) = X 1Y = Ey(Cx) II Ex(Cy) and no internal edges. The
canonical inclusions tx: Cx — Dx y < Cy: vy are étale.

Ezample 4.15. Up to isomorphism, (1) 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.

Ezample 4.16. (C.f. [38, Remark 3.12].) Let D be the small category C ei——eo—e. The
pair of parallel morphisms id,7: (1) = (1) given by the endomorphisms of (1) in Gr has coequaliser
* <— () — 0 in psh(D). Since this is not a graph, the morphisms id(,y and 7 do not admit a coequaliser
in Gr. This provided the key motivating example for [36].

The two endomorphisms idyy, T : 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 shows, Gr does not, in general, admit finite colimits. However, if G is a graph and

e1,es € Ey are ports of G with e; # Tes, then the colimit G¢1¥¢2 of the parallel morphisms
(4.17) che,,Che,o7: (1) =2 G
is the graph described by identifying e; ~ Tes and ey ~ 7e; in the diagram (4.3)) defining G.

Ezxample 4.18. The graph C;im 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 z and y, the graph C;Iy has
ports in By = X \ {,y}, one inner 7-orbit {z,y} (bold-face in Figure [6), and one vertex v:

(X \{z.yp o X {v},

where 72" = ¢yT and 72 = 2f for 2 € X \ {z,y}. Graphs of the form Cf(iy encode formal contractions

s t

> xt

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 II. In particular, for any graphs G and

H and distinct ports e1, eq of G,
(4.20) ge1162 OH=(GI 7_[)61162.

FEzample 4.21. In particular, recall that Dx y is the disjoint union Cx IICy. Let z € X, and y € Y.
By identifying the edges x ~ Ty,y ~ Tz, we obtain a graph D?Z{/ def (Cx I Cy)™, that has two

vertices and one inner edge orbit {z,y}, highlighted in bold-face in Figure @

(X TIY)\ fa, y} (X V)" ((X TTY)F) ———— {ux, vy}
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with s the obvious inclusion and the involution 7 described by z < zf for 2 € (X 1Y) \ {x,y} and
zt 5 . The map ¢ is described by ¢t~ (vx) = (X \ {z})" I {y} and t~'(vy) = (V' \ {y})" 11 {z}.

In the construction of modular operads, graphs of the form D?f{, are used to encode formal mul-

tiplications in graphical species.

I
|D§<Z{/ ‘ |Ca)c(iy |

FIGURE 6. Realisations of Df(ig, and Cf(iy for X @4, Y =3.

In general, given ports ej,es of a graph G such that e; # Teq, then G1¥¢> is formed by ‘gluing’
the ports e; and ez (see Figure @ As the following examples shows, the result of forming Ge¥¢> is

somewhat surprising when the ports e; = Tes are the edges of a stick component:

Ezample 4.22. Observe that, chg‘): () = (1), 1 — 1 is the identity on (1) and chg): ()= (), 1—2is

precisely 7. Hence chg) o1 =12 = id,, and therefore
() =().

It follows that, if a pair of ports e;,ea = Te; € Ep(G) form a stick component of a graph G
(Definition 7 then geitez o~ g,
Definition 4.23. A graph embeddinéﬂ is a morphism f € Gr(G,H) that factors as
G — gelieiw‘,eﬂek — H
where the first morphism describes a colimit G — gertel,entey, of pairs of parallel maps
che,ycher oT: (1) =2 G,
(with e1,€el,..., ek, €} 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 L* is the connected bivalent graph (illustrated in Figure [7)
with ports in Eg = {1.x, 2.k}, and

e ordered set of edges E(LF) = (lj)if(;l where lp = 1,1 € Ey and lagp41 = 271 € Ep, and the
involution is given by 7(l;) = la;41, for 0 < i <k,
e ordered set of k vertices V(L¥) = (v;)F_,, such that £/u;, = {lg; 1,12, } for 1 <i < k.

IThe 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 C 2112(k) 2(k) k.
The line graphs (L£F)eny may be defined inductively by gluing copies of Ca:

L° ()
Lh+1 o~ (Ckﬂcz)zﬁkilc% k>0.

Ezample 4.25. For m > 1, the wheel graph W™ (illustrated in Figure is the connected bivalent graph

with no ports, obtained as the coequaliser in Grpsh¢(D) of the morphisms chq pm , cha, . 071 (1) = L.
So, W™ has

e 2m cyclically ordered edges E(W™) = (a;)3™;, such that the involution satisfies 7(az;) = agi11
for 0 < i < m (where ag = agm),
e m cyclically ordered vertices V(W™) = (v;),, that £/v; = {ag;—1,a2;} for 1 < i <m,

and is described by a diagram of the form G 2(m) 2(m) m.

ag ¢ a0

L wi
FIGURE 7. Line and wheel graphs.

By [36, Proposition 4.23], a connected bivalent graph is isomorphic to £¥ or W™ for some k, m.
Ezample 4.26. Let G be a graph. For each orbit é € E, the inclusion of the stick graph iz et
{e,Te} +— 0 —— () induces a canonical embedding tz: (1z) — G. Recall that, for each v € V,
E/y et s(t~%(v)) is the set of edges incident on v. Let v = (E/») denote its formal involution.

Then the corolla Cy, is given by

¢ = (BT (ER)—— 1} Ly (o).

The inclusion £/y < E induces an embedding ¥ or ¢,: C, — G. Observe that, whenever there is
an edge e such that e and 7e are both incident on the same vertex v — so {e, re} forms a loop at v —
then ¢, is not injective on edges.

If £/, is empty — so Cy is an isolated vertex — then Cy, < 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 v,: Cy — G
factors through wu.

4.3. Evaluating graphical species on graphs. The category B8 may be viewed as a full subcate-
gory of Gr via the obvious embedding § — (1), X — Cx.

The restriction of the Yoneda embedding to the image of B$ in Gr induces a functor Y: Gr — GS,
given by
(4.28) TG: C — Gr(C,G) for C € BS.

Definition 4.29. The category el(YG) = B8 /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 = colimc pycei(g)C canonically. It follows that the embedding
T: Gr— GS 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 TG € GS where there is no risk of confusion.

Ezample 4.31. The terminal oriented graphical species K™ *} was defined in Example Observe
that a morphism ¢: G — K™ ¥ in GS is given by a bijection {e, 7} = {1, J} for each edge orbit
{e, e} of G. Hence, the category OGr of directed graphs is defined as the slice category Gr/K”'A”.
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 OBS$ def BS/K{" 1 c OGr whose objects are, by

inclusion B® C Gr, the directed exceptional edge { and words in {1, {}. 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 z € X , y € X , there are equivariant morphisms
iz,0y: Cx, x, — (T)

Then OGS = psh(OB$). More generally, if E is a category with sufficient limits and colimits, we
may define the category OGSg of oriented graphical species in E to be the category pshg(OB8) of
E-presheaves on OBS.

By [31} Section VII.2], the inclusion of presheaves GSg < pshg(Gr):
(4.32) S+ (G — limc p)eeig)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(T1G, S)
(see [36] Section 4.4]) .

Definition 4.33. If S is a graphical species in Set, an element o € S(G) is called an S-structure
on G. Objects of the category Gr(S), of S-structured graphs, are pairs (G,«) with o € S(G), and
morphisms (G,a) — (G',a’) in Gr(S) are given by morphisms f € Gr(G,G") such that S(f)(c/) = a.

Ezample 4.34. Let S be a graphical species in E. By (4.32), S(G) x S(H) = S(GILH), for any graphs
G and H. In particular, for finite sets X and Y,
(435) SX XSY:S(C_)() XS(Cy):S(CX HCy)

So, an external product X on a graphical species S in E is defined by a collection of maps S(CxIICy ) —
Sxmy where X and Y are finite sets.

Ezample 4.36. Let X be a finite set with distinct elements x and y. Recall from (3.16) that S;“fy €k
is the equaliser of the morphisms S(chy), S(chyo7): Sx — Ss. Since the graph Cf(iy is defined as the
coequaliser of the morphisms chy, chy, o 7: (1) = Cx (see Example ), it follows from (4.32)) that

(4.37) ST — g(Cih).

So, a contraction ¢ on a graphical species S in E is defined by a collection of maps S(Cffy) —
Sx\{z,y} Where X is a finite set with distinct elements z,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 GSg.

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 the monad T* whose algebras
are nonunital circuit algebras will be defined in terms of graphs.

Since €A ~ 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 T': el(G) — Gr (or TY)
such that
T'(a) = (1) for all (1,a) € el(G),
Eo(T(b)) =X  for all (Cx,b) € el(G),
and, for all (Cx,,b) € el(G) and all x € X3,
['(ch,) = chE® e Gr(1,T(b)).

A G-shaped graph of graphs T': el(G) — Gr is nondegenerate if, for all v € V, T'(¢,) has no stick
components. Otherwise, I is called degenerate.

In particular, the empty Cp-indexed graph of graphs Co — © is nondegenerate.

FI1GURE 8. A G shaped graph of graphs I' describes graph substitution in which each
vertex v of G is replaced by a graph G, according to a bijection Fy(G,) =N (Bf)t. If
T" 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

Proposition 5.2. A G-shaped graph of graphs T' admits a colimit T'(G) in Gr, and, for each (C,b) €
el(G), the universal map br: T'(b) — T'(G) is an embedding in Gr.

If T is nondegenerate and T'(b) # @ for all (C,b) € el(G), then
o T describes a bijection E(T'(G)) = E(G) 1 [],cy Fe(T'(1y)) of sets;
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o T induces an identity Eo(G) — Eo(T(G)) of ports;
e there is a canonical surjective map V(L'(G)) — V(G) induced by the embeddings T'(t,): T'(1y) —
T'(G) for each vertex v of G.

Proof. If T' is nondegenerate, then I' admits a colimit I'(G) in Gr by [36, Proposition 5.16]. In case I’

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]. O

Remark 5.3. Let G be a graph with n ports, k vertices, and such that each vertex v; € V has
m; = |E/v;
with no closed components (loops), and a G-shaped graph of graphs I' such that T'(b) # @ for all
(C,b) € el(G) describes a choice of k wiring diagrams 7 € WD(ly,...,lg,;;m;) for (I,...,1k,) € list(N)
and 1 <1 <k.

adjacent edges. Up to ordering, G describes a wiring diagram g € WD(my, ..., mg;n)

Non-degeneracy of T' corresponds to the condition, discussed in |38, Remark 3.12], that, for each fi
in the composition, the underlying morphism f? of Brauer diagrams is a morphism of the downward
Brauer category f? € dBD(ly + - -+ +ly,,m;). If T is nondegenerate, then its colimit I'(G) is described
by the composition ~ (ﬁ, (?Z)Z) in WD. (Colimits of degenerate graphs of graphs are discussed in

Section [6.3])

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

Ezample 5.4. By Lemma [4.30] every graph G is the colimit of the (nondegenerate) identity G-shaped
graph of graphs 19 given by the forgetful functor el(G) — Gr, (C,b) — C.

The identity G-shaped graph of graphs corresponds, as in Remark to a composition of wiring
diagrams of the form ~ (g, (idm, ), ).

Definition 5.5. The category Gr9 of nondegenerate G-shaped graphs of graphs is the full subcategory
of nondegenerate G-shaped graphs of graphs T : 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.

Cx)

The mazimal subgroupoid Core(Gr(¢¥)) c Grl is called the groupoid of (admissible) X-graphs

and X-isomorphisms and is denoted by X-Grigo.

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, p), where G is a graph and p: Ey =X,
An X-graph is admissible if it has no stick components, and an X-isomorphism in X-Gris (X, X”) is
an isomorphism g € CGr(G,G’) that preserves the X-labelling: p' o gg, = p: Ey — X.

Ezample 5.7. For any graph G, a (nondegenerate) G-shaped graph of graphs I': el(G) — Gr is precisely
a choice of (admissible) X;-graph A& for each (Cx,,b) € el(G).

Let S be a graphical species in E, and G a graph. If I': el(G) — Gr is a nondegenerate G-shaped
graph of graphs with colimit T'(G) in Gr, then the composition

(@) I 6rr S E

defines a functor el(G)°* — E with limit S(T(G)).
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Example 5.8. Recall Definition If S is a graphical species in Set and G is any graph, then
a nondegenerate G-shaped graph of graphs IT' and choice of S-structure a € S(I'(G)) determines a
functor el(G) — Gr(S) — called a G-shaped graph of S-structured graphs — by b — S(br)(«) (where,
for all (C,b) € el(G), br is the universal map described in Proposition [5.2)).

X

5.2. Nonunital circuit algebras. It is now straightforward to construct a monad T* = (T, MTX T

)

on GSg, whose algebras are nonunital circuit algebras in E.
The underlying endofunctor T* = T*g: GSg — GSg is defined, for all S € GSg, by

T*Ss = S,

5.9
(59) T*Sx = colimyex gr,S(X) for all finite sets X

On isomorphisms in B8, 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-Grs,, and for each x € X, let ch? € CGr(1,G) be the map chy-1(y) defined by
1+ p~(z) € Eo(G). Then,

S(gochy) = S(chy)S(g) = S(chy).

Hence, the projections 7% S(ch;): T*Sx — Sy induced by S(chy): S(X) — S(1) = Sg, are well-
defined. The assignment S — TS is clearly natural on S € GSg, 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*)*Sx — colimyex-r., (limpeg ) ST(X))),

where, as usual, T'(X) is the colimit of the X-shaped graph of graphs T in Gr),

Proof. By definition, for all finite sets X,

(TX)QSX = COlimXex_GnsoTXS(X)
= colimyex-Gr., lim(c pyecei( )T S(C)

= COthGX—Gr;SO lim(C,b)Eel(X) COlimyE [b]-Griso S(y)

Since [b]-Griso is a groupoid by definition, colimye(p)-gr,.,S(V) = limyepp)-cr,., S(Y), for all (C,b) €
el(X). By Definition

limpe g0 S(T(X)) 2 lime pyear) (limyep)-cr., S(V))
canonically, and therefore, by the universal property of (co)limits, there is a unique isomorphism
(5.11) T*Sx = colimyex g, (limpeg oo S(T(X))).
O
By Proposition each T'(X) inherits the structure of an X-graph from X. Therefore, using
Lemma there is a morphism T Sy : (T*)2Sx — T*Sx in E given by
(5.12) T**Sx = colimyex-gr., (limpeg o S(T(X))) = colimrex-gr,, S(X') = T*Sx.

This is natural in X and in S and hence defines a natural transformation ,uTX 7% = T,

A unit for the endofunctor T on GSg is provided by the natural transformation nTX Didgs = T
induced by the inclusion B8 < Gr: Sx — S(Cx) — T*Sx.

It is straightforward to verify that the triple T* = (7%, ;LTX , nTX) defines a monad.



A NERVE THEOREM FOR CIRCUIT ALGEBRAS 29

Example 5.13. Let X and Y be finite sets. Given an X-graph X and a Y-graph ), the graph X 11 Y
has the structure of an X IT Y-graph and is therefore trivially the colimit of a Cxry-shaped graph of
graphs. It is also, by definition, the colimit of a Cx II Cy-shaped graph of graphs.

Disjoint union of graphs induces an external product X on T*S. Since @ € 0-Griy, there is a
morphism * = S(@) — T*Sp from the terminal object * in E, and this provides an external unit
(see Definition for X. For all admissible X-graphs X and admissible Y-graphs Y, the following
diagram — in which the unlabelled maps are the defining morphisms for 7 — commutes in E:

S(XIY) == S(X) x S(V) — T*Sx x T*Sy =—— T*S(Cx 1 Cy) — T**Sxuy
o|
w
TXSX]_[y.

Similarly, TS admits a canonical contraction ¢ such that, for all finite sets X, distinct elements

z,y € X, and all admissible X-graphs X', the following diagram commutes in E:

S(ATH) 5 TXS(CF) —————— T Sx\(ay

L

T*Sx\{z,y}.

It follows immediately from the definitions that X and (¢ satisfy (C1)-(C3) of Definition

Proposition 5.14. There is a canonical isomorphism of categories GSETX = CA.

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

For finite sets X and Y, the morphism Mx y: Ax X Ay — Axny in E is obtained by composing
the morphism Ay x Ay = A(Cx UCy) — T*Axny with h: T*Axny — Axny. Moreover, the

composition
« = A(@) = T* Ao 2 Ag

provides a unit for the external product X so defined.
If a finite set X has distinct elements = and y, then we may define a morphism C;”fy: Ax = Ax\{zy}
in E by composing A?gy = A(N;éiy) — T* Ax\{2,y} With h.

The proof that (A4, X, () satisfies the axioms for a circuit algebra proceeds by representing each side
of the equations in (C1)-(C3) of Definition in terms of graph of graphs, and then showing that

these have the same colimit in Gr.
For (C1), the external product Kx y is represented by the graph CxIICy, and so Kxnuy,zo(Kx,y X
ida,) is represented by the Cxiy I Cz-shaped graphs of graphs (exny — Cx I Cy, 1tz — Cz), with
colimit CxIICy IIC. This is also the colimit of the Cx IICy11z-shaped graph of graphs (tx — Cx, tynz — Cy U 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 AXHY X AZ — AXHYHZ — AX X AYL[Z are just ‘ZXHY,Z and ‘ZX,YLIZ,
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commutes:

RAYNOR

Ax X Ay X Az

(K,id)

AXLIY X AZ «~ — (CX HCY) X A(CZ) i} A(C

l

A(Cxuy LI Cz) <T T*A(Cxuy LLCz)

! !

_ id,X
< T1Cy T1Cs) < A(Cx) x A(Cy T1C2) % Ay x Ayus

l |

“A(Cx I Cynz) -0 A(Cx I Cynz)

! !

T* Axuyuz <— T Axuyuz 4) T* Axuyuz <— T>< Axuvuz 4) T* Axuvuz

*h ,u kA

Hence, X satisfies (C1) of Definition

T *h

kA

AXLIYHZ .

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 ( satisfies (C2):

(Ax)wiz,yiz

=

wiz

(Ax\(w.ey)”

|

ytz h yiz
A(Cgfi\{w,m}) — TXA(C}y{i\{w,z})

! L.

T*h 2 m A
T* Ax\(w,ey,23 $— T Ax\(w,ey,.y —> T Ax\

iz éi _ (A(C;m))yiz = A ((CX Hcy)wiz,yiz)

=

—

yiz\\ =iy Cyiz wix
(ACCE))™ ==+ (Ax\(n.y)

| |

wix h wiz
XA(CXi{y,z}) E— A(CXJ{{%Z})

a |

2 T*h
(woysy S T Ax\fwioy 2y — T Ax\{w,o.y,2}

AX\{w,2,y,2} -

Finally, if X and Y are finite sets and x; and x5 are distinct elements of X, then the diagram

(AX><A

/

xr1ix
Y112

T

¢r1ize

X
(Axuy)lli” < — — (A(Cx IICy)) zy1izg

1t
x\
T kA

z1jzg
XY

J

A(C ) — X aAcC

TXh

A(Clliiz) x Ay —

/\{11 @y
T kA

= 7 AX\{eg,2p) X Ay

} HCy) *} A(CX\{.L‘I z9} HCy)

!

T h

T Ay )\ (o122} € T PAIY )\ (21,001 — TCAKXIYN (2,22} e AN\ (1 ,ma) 7 TOAKIYN (21,22}

AXuy)\{= .22}

commutes. Therefore, (C3) is satisfied and (A4, X, {) is a nonunital circuit algebra.
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Conversely, let (5,X, () be a nonunital circuit algebra. For finite sets Xi,..., X, let Kx, . x,
I, Sx, — S11, x, be the obvious morphism induced by &. This is well defined since (S, K, ¢) satisfies
(C1)-(C3). Recall from Section that, if x1,y1,..., 2k, yx are mutually distinct elements of [], X;,
then ([], Sx,)*1#¥2@x3¥ is the limit of the diagram of parallel morphisms

Mx, ..x, 0S(chs,),Rx,. . x, 0S(chy, oT): H Sx, = Si1. x; = Ss;

i=1
and that this is independent of the ordering of the pairs (z;,y;).

Let X be a finite set and let X be an admissible X-graph. For each v € V', let (Cz,,b,) € el(X) be
a neighbourhood of v, and let Z, = |v| be such that [, Z, = X I {y1, 21, ..., Yk, 2k }-

Since A has no stick components,

Y1iz1,..,ykizk

(5.15) sSx)={ ][ Sz

veV(X)

apply X locally at vertices apply ¢ on inner edges /
,_\/ ﬁ

/N

FiGure 9. S(X¥) — T*Sx and (below) the corresponding structure map
hx: S(X)— Sx.

In particular, the morphism [] Sz, — S11, z, induces a morphism

RV S(X) — SppEe v

veV “v

Let hy: S(X) — S(Cx) = Sx be the map (illustrated in Figure [J) defined, using (5.17)), by the
composition

k—1
(5.16) Sy — gt g

veV “v

where (¢)*~! is obtained by the obvious iterated contractions. Since (S, () satisfies (C1) and (C2),
these are independent of choices of ordering.

The maps hy so defined are the components of a morphism h: T*S — S in GSg.
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Moreover, for any X-shaped graph of graphs I', I'(b,) is a Z,-graph. So, by (C3), we obtain mor-
phisms hp,): S(T'(by)) — Sz, , 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

'EX
ue) O

F1GURE 10. The structure map h: T*S — S is compatible with the monad multi-
plication 4™ 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. Tt is straightforward to verify that T* and Gr C GS satisfy the conditions of [4, Sec-
tions 1 & 2| and hence there is an abstract nerve theorem, analogous to Theorem 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 OGSg = pshg(K T 1) of oriented E-valued
graphical species defined in Example [£:31] Up to equivalence, an oriented graphical species P consists
of objects Pxy for X,Y finite sets (with left and right actions of the permutation groups of X
and Y) and an object P(f) in E, together with equivariant morphisms pX ,p;/: Pxy = P(f) for all

reX,yeY.

The monad T* may be modified to obtain a monad OT* on OGSg by replacing the categories
X-Grjgo 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 {11} The constructions in
Section [5.2] all admit oriented versions in terms of directed graphs.

The terminal oriented graphical species K™V} (Example [3.10) admits a trivial T*- algebra struc-
ture. When E = Set, 0GSOT" =~ Gs™".

Corollary 5.19. The EM -category OGSEOTX is equivalent to category WP 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. 0
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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 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 GSg 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, u",n") on GS
was described in [36, Section 5]. In this paper, T = Tg is used to denote the nonunital E-valued

modular operad monad on GSg.

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

(6.1) TSx def COthEX—CGriSDS(X)»
where X-CGriso C X-Grig, 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 IT": el(G) —
CGr is a nondegenerate G-shaped graph of graphs such that I'(b) is connected for all (C,b) € el(G),
then the colimit T'(G) is also connected. Hence, the triple T = (T, uT, "), where u™, 7" are the obvious
(co)restrictions, defines a monad on GSg.

Proposition 6.2. The EM category GSg" of algebras for T on GSg is canonically equivalent to MO, .

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-Grjs, induces a monomorphism T'Sx — T*Sx. In particular, since
X®% is connected for all connected X-graphs X' and all pairs z, y of distinct elements of X, if (A, h)
is an algebra for T, then A admits a contraction ¢ given by Cf(iy: Af(iy = A(Cffy) LN T Ax\{z,y}- This
satisfies (M2) by the proof of Proposition

Moreover, there is a multiplication ¢ on A such that, for all finite sets X and Y and all elements
r € X, and yey, Oﬁ(ig/ is induced by A(D;c(jig{/) — TA(XHY)\{z,y} i} A(XHY)\{w,y}-

So, to show that (A, 9, () satisfy the remaining axioms (M1)-(M3), we may construct (as in the
proof of Proposition 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 5141 O

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

SX X%z, andX;“éO,
DSx =4 SpIIS; X =2
SollS; X =0,

where ’SE is the coequaliser of the identity and S on Sy

There are canonical natural transformations n°: 1gs, = D, provided by the induced morphism S <
DS, and p”: D? = D induced by the canonical projections DSy — DSs, so that D = (D, P, n®)

defines the pointed graphical species monad on GSg.

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)) e: S — S2, and a distinguished morphism
o: Sg — So that factors through Sj.

Let BY be category obtained from B¥ by formally adjoining morphisms u: 2 — § and z: 0 — §,

subject to the relations:

(i) wochy =id € B¥(§,§) and uochy =7 € B5(§,§);
(i) Tou=1wuooy € B8(2,8) ;
(iii) z =702z € B¥0,8).

It is straightforward to verify that BS is completely described by:
(i) B3(§,§) = B5(5,8) and BS(Y, X) = BS(Y, X) whenever Y 20 and Y % 2;
(i) BY(0,§) = {z}, and B(0, X) = B8(0, X) 11 {ch, © z}sex;
(iii) B¥(2,8) = {u, 7 o u}, and B¥(2, X) = BS(0, X) I {chy o u,chy 0 T 0 u}pex.
It follows that:

Lemma 6.3. The EM category GSg, of algebras for D is the category of E-presheaves on BE. In other

words, the following are equivalent:

(1) S, is a presheaf on BE that restricts to a graphical species S on BS;
(2) (S,¢€,0), with e = Sy (u) and o = S.(z) is a pointed graphical species.

As a consequence of Lemma the notation S, and (5, €, 0) will be used interchangeably to denote

the same pointed graphical species.

Remark 6.4. It is convenient to think of € 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 Sz and formal

contracted units to So 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 T 65— GS., as in the following

T T
T

commuting diagram of functors:

(6.5) B!} Gr, - GS.
f.f. f.f.
b.o.T b.ol\ free” Tlforgetm
BSc GrC€ GS.
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The inclusion B$ — Gr, is fully faithful (by uniqueness of bo-ff factorisation), and the induced
nerve Y, : Gr, — GS, is fully faithful by construction.

Let G € Gr be a graph. By Section[6.2] for each edge e € E, the ch.-coloured unit for TG is given by
€9 = cheou € Gr,(Ca,G), and the corresponding contracted unit is given by og = ch.oz € Gr,(Co, 9).

Since the functor Y, embeds Gr, as a full subcategory of GS,, I will write G, rather than T ,G,
where there is no risk of confusion. In particular, the element category el.(Y.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, = (5,¢€,0) in E,

(66) hm(C,b)eeI*(g)S(C) = lim(c’b)eel(g)S(C) = S(g)

Moreover, by [36] Section 7.3], the induced inclusion GSg, < pshg(Gr,) is fully faithful.
To better understand morphisms in Gr,, let G be a graph and let W C V11 V5 a subset of isolated

and bivalent vertices of G.

The vertex deletion functor (for W) is the G-shaped graph of graphs A%W: el(G) — Gr given by

() if (Cx,b) is a neighbourhood of v € W (s0 X = 0 or X = 2),

Cx  otherwise.

Ay (Cx,b) = {

By Proposition this has a colimit G\ in Gr, and, for all (C,b) € el(G), A%W describes a
g

morphism C — A\W(b) in BS. Hence, A%W induces a morphism del\y € Gr..(G,G\w ).

Definition 6.7. The morphism del\yy € Gr.(G,G\w) induced by A%W: el(G) — Gr is called the vertex

deletion morphism corresponding to W C Vg & V5.

Ezample 6.8. Assume that G % Cp is connected (so Vj is empty). Let W C V5 be a subset of bivalent
vertices of G. Unless W = V(G) and G = W™ for some m > 1, the graph G\ may be intuitively
described as ‘G with a subset of bivalent vertices deleted’ as in Figure

In this case, the graph Gy is described explicitly by:

s t
Q\W = "T\w CE\W<\7W H\W R Vv\v[/7
where
‘/\W =V \ W7

Hyw = H\ (Hq)EW H/U) )

Ew =B\ (Upew /) »
and s\y,t\w are just the restrictions of s and ¢. The description of the involution 7y 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).
Ezample 6.9. If G = Co is an isolated vertex x and W = {x}, then del\y is precisely z: Co — (1).
Ezample 6.10. If G = £¥, and W =V, then A%W is the constant functor to (1) and hence G\w = (1).

The induced morphism is denoted by u* def del\yy : L¥ — Gr, and described by the following diagram
in Gr,:

chy chgot chy chooT

0) Ca Ca (1)

() —= = (1).
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deI\W

FIGURE 11. Vertex deletion del\y : g— Q\W.

In particular, u* = u: C2 — (1) and u® is just the identity on ().

Example 6.11. Let G = W be the wheel graph with one vertex v. Then W, = colime|(W)A}"fv}

exists and is isomorphic to (1) in Gr. The induced morphism & Lof del\fp3: W — (1) is described in
(6.12). Hence, there are precisely two morphisms x and 7 o k in Gr,(W,1):

(6.12) w (6.13)
h:; Ca h:§ Ca
:; Ca

\W/

More generally, let W™ be the wheel graph with m vertices (v;)™,, and let « € CGr(L™~1, W™) be
an étale inclusion. If W is the image of V(£™~1) in V(W™), then V(W™) = W 11 {x}, and by (6.12)
and Example there are two distinct pointed morphisms, ™ and 7o k™, in Gr.(W™,1). Hence,
for all G,

Gr.(W™,G) = GrW™,G) 11 {che 0 ™ }ecp(g) = Gr (W, G).

For convenience, let us define WO L) = WL oymy (m = 1). Then for all k > 0, ub: LF — ()

factors canonically as £F — WF = LN 0).

Remark 6.14. In |38, Remark 3.2], it was explained that the composition () = NoU of Brauer diagrams
is not described by a pushout of cospans as in |38 Diagram (3.13)]. Instead, the pushout for (N o U)
is induced by the trivial diagram (1) d, (1 & (1), and therefore agrees with x: W — (1) described in
Example (See 36}, Section 6] for more details on the combinatorics of contracted units.)

Definition 6.15. The similarity category Grsm <> Gr, is the identity-on-objects subcategory of Gr,
whose morphisms are generated under composition by verter deletion morphisms and graph isomor-
phisms. Morphisms in Grgm are called similarity morphisms, and connected components of Grgm, are

similarity classes. Graphs in the same connected component of Grgm 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 C V, 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 = LF or G=W™ for k,m >0 and Guw =();
8) if G is connected, then, unless G Z W™ or G = Co and W =V for m > 1, then del\y induces
\
an identity on ports: del\y, : Eo(G) — Eo(G\w)-

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

Ezample 6.17. For all graphical species S in E, and all graphs G with no isolated vertices,
(6.18) DS@G) = [ S@Gw)-

WCVa

More generally, since DSo = DS(Co) = So II :9v§ :
(6.19) DS(G) = colimy, f)eg/GrynS(H),  for all graphs G € Gr.

Ezample 6.20. Let S, = (S,¢,0) be a pointed graphical species in E. For k,m > 0, there are

distinguished monomorphisms in E:

(6.21) S.(u¥): Sy — S(£F), and S.(k™): S5 — SOW™).

6.4. The distributive law T'D = 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-CGris, of admissible connected X-graphs and
port-preserving isomorphisms, to form a category X-CGrg, that includes vertex deletion morphisms
morphisms out of X-graphs together with any labelling of ports from the domain.

o If X 220, X 222, then X-CGrg,, is the category whose objects are connected X-graphs and
whose morphisms are similarity morphisms that preserve the labelling of the ports.

o For X = 2, 2-CGrg, contains the morphisms del\y : L£F — (1), and hence the labelled stick
graphs (1,id) and (1,7). There are no non-trivial morphisms out of these special graphs, and
X is in the same connected component as (1,id) if and only if X = L* (with the identity
labelling) for some k € N. In particular, 7: (i) — (1) does not induce a morphism in 2-CGrgjg,.

e Finally, when X = 0, the morphisms del\y: W™ — (1), and z: Co — (1) are not boundary-
preserving, and, in particular, do not equip (1) with any labelling of its ports. So, the objects
of 0-CGrgj, are the admissible 0-graphs, and (1).

In particular, W™, Co and (i) are in the same connected component of 0-CGrgy,. Since (1)
is not admissible, there are no non-trivial morphisms in 0-CGrg,, with (1) as domain.

To simplify notation in what follows, we write Co\y/ e (1) and del\y = z: Co — (1).

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-CGrgim containing X has a terminal object X+ — without bivalent or isolated vertices — given by
X/ (van1vy) -

If X = LF or X 2 W™, X = Cg for some k,m > 0, then X+ = (1). Otherwise, X1 is an admissible,
connected X -graph.

Let S be a graphical species in E. By li if X is a connected X-graph and X-CGr is the

sim

connected component of A in X CGrgj,, then there is a canonical isomorphism

DS(X) = COth'EX—CGr;}:"S(X,)'
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By (6.18), for X 0,

TDSx = colimyex-car, DS(X) = colimyex-car, || S(Aw).
WCVa(X)

And, since vertex deletion morphisms preserve ports when X # 0, each X\ € X-CGrig, is either

an admissible X-graph or X\y, = (1), and hence there are canonical morphisms

colimyex._cer,S(X) =TSx =DTSx when X 220, X #2,

TDSx — 3
(colimyex-cer, S(X)) Sy =TS, 1Sy =DTSy when X =2

(since (1) is not a 2-graph by convention). These describe the morphisms A\prSx: TDSx — DTSx
in E for X 0.
When X =0,
TDSy = colimyeo.cr,DS(X)
<‘30hm9(eo—ccriso HWCVQ(X) S(X\W)) I DS(Co)
X%*Co

(conmm,mrm Hwevar S(X\W)) I So IT S.
X%Co

Vertex deletion maps del\y: G — Gy from 0-graphs preserve ports unless del\yy = 2: Co — (1) or
del\y = &™: W™ = (1). So, AprSo: T'DSp — DTSy is given by the canonical morphism

TDSO = COthGO'CG'iso H

S(Xw) | 1 So I1.S5 — colimco car, S(X) 11 S5 = DT'So.
XFCo vy ()

The verification that Apr 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 GSg commutes:

(6.23) T°D —2 . 7pT —22L__ pT?
MTD\H/ \HD“T
TD Aot DT.

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

T?DSx = colimyex-CGr, im(c pyeei(x)colimyr e p-car, Lo, S(yfwb)

COlimXGX'CGrisolimFGCGT(X) HWFCVQ(F(X)) S(F(X)\Wr),

where, as usual, ¢,: Cy — X is the essential morphism. So, to describe the two paths in (6.23)),
let X be a connected X-graph, I' a nondegenerate X-shaped graph of connected graphs, and let
WY C (Vo 11 V3)(T'(X)) be a subset of (bivalent or isolated) vertices of the colimit T'(X) of T' in CGr.

For each (C,b) € el(X), let
W EVEo)nwT, sowt= [ we.
VeV (X)
If (X,T,W) = (Co, 1%,V (Cp)), then T'(X) = Cop, and (Cp, b) is the unique object of el(X).
Otherwise, since X is connected, it must be the case that WT C V5(T'(X)).

In each case we may define W C V(X) to be the set of vertices v of X such that Wt =
V(T(ty)). Then, there is a unique nondegenerate X\ -shaped graph of connected graphs T'\y given
by T'\w (del\y 0 b) = T'(b)\w+, and with colimit 'y (X\1) in Gr.:

(6.24) T\ (Xgr) = T(X), e
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\
!

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

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

Top-right

delete W in X

dete W X005 (2, (T (b)), W)

(2, (D))o, (W))

~

s ST ) ——— S () —

_.evaluate colimit I
’ (X\Wv F\W) e \W

»
T\w(X\w)

lime|(X)S(F(b)\Wb) S(F\W X\W))
TDT DT?
T?DSx DTSx

Left-bottom

evaluate colimit T' delete WT in T'(X)

(x,T, Wr) » (T(X), WF) 5 I‘(X)\Wr
S(T(X) ) ST (X) e ST (X) e
T2DSX D5 TDSx >orS DTSx.

These are equal since S(I'\y (X\)) = S(T'(X)\wr) by construction, and hence (6.23) commutes.

The proofs that Apy 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, = (7%, u"*,n"*) on GSg, whose EM category of algebras is
equivalent to the EM-category of E-algebras for DT on GSg. In case E = Set, T, has been described in
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detail in |36l 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 = COtheX-CGrsimS(X)

for all pointed graphical species S, = (S,¢,0) in E. The unit e’ def T.(€): Sy — T.S2 is described
by the obvious composite

€ UTS
Sz 7 TSz T* 527

Sy
and the contracted unit o%*° def T.(0): Sg — T, Sp is described by

o WTS
SO TSO T* SO .

Sg

In particular, €7+ is defined by maps S(u*): Sg — S(LF) (for k > 1), and o™ by maps S(k™): S5 —
SW™), m > 1 and S(o0): S5 = S(Co) such that 0o S, = o.

The multiplication ™ for T, is the one induced by u, that forgets the pair (X, T) — of an X-graph
X, and a nondegenerate X-shaped graph of connected graphs I' — and replaces it with the colimit
['(X). The unit ™ for T, is defined by the maps Sx = S(Cx) + colimyex_car,, S(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 GSgPT of algebras for DT is canonically isomorphic to IMOE.

Proof. Let (A,h) be a DT-algebra in E. Then h induces a T-algebra structure h™: TA — A by
restriction, and a D-algebra structure h® = h o DnTA: DA — A. In particular, h' equips A with the
a multiplication ¢ and contraction ¢ such that (A,¢,() is a nonunital modular operad in E, and KD,
equips A with the structure of a pointed graphical species A, = (4,¢€,0) in E. To prove that (A, h)

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

This is straightforward since (A, h) is a DT algebra and therefore (A, €, 0), together with hT, describe
a T,-algebra. In particular, € is a unit for ¢, by (6.25)).

Conversely, if (9,0, (, €) is a modular operad in E, then (S, ¢, () defines a T-algebra p*: T'S — S by
Proposition and (S, €, Ce) defines a D-algebra by Section In particular, since € is a unit for o,
and p” is induced by iterations of o and ¢, p” induces a T,-algebra structure on (S, ¢, Ce) by (6.25),
whereby (5,0, (, €) describes an algebra for DT. O

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: OGSg — OGSg by For P € OGSg, we may
define 0DP(}) = P({) and

Px, x, for (X4, X, )% (0,0), and (X4 , X, ) % (1,1),
ODPx, x, ={ PapnlU Pl for (X3 ,X,)=(1,1),
Pooy 1 P{)  for (X4, 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 2: Co o — (T) and 4: C1,1 — (T)
satisfying tioiy =@ 00y = idi.



A NERVE THEOREM FOR CIRCUIT ALGEBRAS 41

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 OGSg so-obtained are wheeled properads in E.

Remark 6.28. Recall from Remark [3.34] that circuit algebras are, in particular monoid objects in GSg
and it was asked whether they could be characterised as monoids in the category 9tOg of modular
operads.

However, the category 9tOg ~ GSEM is not closed under the monoidal product ® in GSg. For,
given 5,5’ € GSg, there is, in general, no map DT(S ® S') — DT(S) ® DT(S’). And hence, if
(A, h), (A, 1) 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')a C T(A® A’)a represented by an A ® A’ structure
on £? as follows, where decoration by A is coloured in filled red, and decoration by A’ is blue:

(o o)
/

Since the red and blue components are both connected, this represents an element of TA4; ® T A}
(‘delete’ the black circle) and hence, applying h, k', we obtain an element of A ® A’.

However, in the following A ® A’ structure on £3, the TA (red, filled) and T A’ (blue, unfilled)

components are no longer connected:

(o) (oo
NN

Hence this does not represent an element of (DTA ® DT A’)s and so GSEPT ~ 9MOE is not closed
under the monoidal product ® on GSg.

7. A MONAD FOR CIRCUIT ALGEBRAS

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

Namely, for all graphical species S, since DSy = S211S5 by definition, there is a canonical morphism
S(I) =S5 x Sg = DSz x DS3 = DS(C2 I C2) — T DSarra.
However, there is, in general, no morphism
(S2 I1.S5) x (S2 11 S5) = T'Sanz = DT Sanz,
and therefore A\pt: T'D = DT does not extend to a distributive law TXD = DT*.

The problem of finding the circuit algebra monad on GSg is easily solved by observing that the
monad T* is, itself a composite: the free graded monoid monad on psh(X) (see Section induces
a monad L. = (L, u*,n%) on GSg whose algebras are graphical species in E that are equipped with
an external product. Moreover, there is a distributive law App: 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, LDT'S describes
a circuit algebra in E.

By [7], there is a distributive law Aty : (DT)L = L(DT), and hence a composite monad LDT
on GSg, if and only if there are pairwise distributive laws A\pp: TL = LT, and A\p: DL = LD, such
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that the following ‘Yang-Bazter’ diagram of endofunctors on GSg commutes:

(7.1) prr — 2 . prr

TDL LDT.

TLD —— LTD
ALrD

In Section[7.1] the monad L is defined and the distributive laws Ay : TL = LT and Aip : DL = LD
are constructed. In Section it is proved that the diagram (7.1]) commutes, and the EM category
of algebras for the composite monad LDT on GSg is canonically equivalent to the category €Ag of

circuit algebras in E.

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

GSk is given by
LSy = Ss

(7.2) .
LSx = colimy, f)ecore(x/set) [ [ey Sr-1()

for all finite sets X. This underlies a monad L = (L, ", n%) with monadic multiplication p* induced

by disjoint union of partitions, and monadic unit n™ 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 I on GSg is equivalent to the category of
graphical species with unital external product in E. In particular GSgY is equivalent to the monoid

subcategory of GSg.

In order to describe a distributive law Apr: T'L = for L and T, observe first that L C T is a

subfunctor since, if S is a graphical species in E, and X a finite set, then

LSx = colim(y, pyecore(x/set) [,ey Si-1(y)
= colimxex-corg,, S(X)
where X-Corgis, C X-Griso is the groupoid of X-graphs X, that are disjoint unions of corollas
Xeor = [1;e; Cx, (with [],.; Xy = X). In particular, from this point of view, the multiplication e
for L is just the restriction of the multiplication MTX for T* (Proposition to Xeor-shaped graphs
of disjoint unions of corollas, and the unit n* for L, is the obvious corestriction.

Given a finite set X, and a connected X-graph X € X-CGri,, let Corg() denote the full subgroupoid

of Gr'®) whose objects are nondegenerate X-shaped graphs of graphs I' such that, for all (Cx,,b) €
el(X), I'(Cx,,b) € X-Corgi, is a disjoint union of corollas. Then,

TLSX = COlimXGX_CGriSOhm(c,b)eel(X)LS(C)

= colimyex car, limFGCOrggX) S(T(X)).

Since, for all T' € Corg()7 the colimit I'(X) has the structure of an admissible (in general, not
connected) X-graph, there is a canonical morphism T'LSx — colimysex_Gr,., S(X’). And, therefore,
since every graph is the coproduct in Gr of its connected components, S(X”) = [, c x S(&X};) describes
an element of LT'Sx for all X-graphs X' =[], o x X}
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Let Aur: TL = LT be the natural transformation so obtained. In other words, Arr is induced by

the canonical morphisms,

colimye x-CGr, (colimFeCorg«)S(F(){))) — colimyrex_car, S(X’) (where S € GSg, and X € B),

that forgets pairs (X,T') where X" is a connected admissible X-graph and T' € Corg(), and remembers
only the X-graphs given by the colimit T'(X) = [[, . x T'(X)x, in the evaluation of S(T'(X)).

Lemma 7.4. The natural transformation Ayr: TL = LT satisfies the four axioms of a distributive

law, and LT = T* on GSg. Hence, algebras for LT are nonunital circuit algebras.

Proof. Since a graph is the disjoint union of its connected components, LT = T* : GSg — GSg.

Moreover, L C T* and T C T* so TL C (T*)? is a subfunctor, and Apt is just the restriction to
TL of u™" : (I'*)? = T* = LT on GSg. The four distributive law axioms then follow immediately

from the monad axioms. U

Observe also that there is an obvious choice of natural transformation \yp: DL = LD that defines
the distributive law for L. and D:

Lemma 7.5. The natural transformation A\pp: DL = LD obtained by extending the natural trans-
formation LnP: L = LD to a DL by

L L
Sy — DSy 2% DSy, and S — DSo 222 LDSo, for all S € GSg

describes a distributive law.

Proof. Informally, Aup takes a tuple (Sx,)j-; € LST, x, of objects in the image of S, and regards it
as a tuple in the image of DS, and takes the image of Sy in DSy or DS 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 nD , that Arp so obtained satisfies the axioms of a distributive law. O

7.2. An iterated distributive law for circuit algebras. So far, we have defined three monads
T,D and L on GSg, and three distributive laws Apr: 7D = DT, Ayr: TL = LT and Ayp: DL = LD.
It remains to show that the Yang-Baxter diagram commutes and therefore there is an iterated
distributive law for the three monads such that the resulting composite monad LDT on GSg is the

desired circuit algebra monad.

h

Let G be any graph and W C V5 any subset of bivalent vertices of G. As in Section let
G\w be the graph obtained from G by deleting the vertices in W. If T\w: el(G\w) — Gr is a
nondegenerate Gy -shaped graph of graphs, then there is an induced nondegenerate G-shaped graph
of graphs T : el(G) — Gr defined by

Ca (C,b) is a neighbourhood of v € W
T'yy(del\y 0b)  otherwise.

(7.6) (C,b) — {
Moreover, I'" induces an inclusion W — Vo(T'W (X)) (see Figure , and

(7.7) I'(X)\w =T\w(Xw).

Hence, the assignment T'\y, — I'" defines a canonical full embedding Gri9w) < Gr9) of categories

that preserves similarity classes of colimits: In particular, the embedding Gri9w) y Grl9) restricts

to an inclusion Corg\W) — Corg).
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/

Q

G\w
\
F\W I\W _/

\

FIGURE 13. The colimits of the G-shaped graph of graphs ' described in (7.6)),
and the G\y-shaped graph of graphs I'\y, are similar in Gr.,.

This will be used to prove:

Proposition 7.8. The triple of distributive laws Apy: TD = DT, A\yr: TL = LT, and M\p: DL =
LD on GS, describe a composite monad LDT on GSg.

Proof. By |7, Theorem 1.6], we must check that the diagram (7.1) commutes for Apr, ALt, and Arp:

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

TDLSX = COthGX—CGriSO H lim (X\w) S(F\W (.)C\W))
W (VoIlVa) () 1"\W€Cc>rg

is indexed by triples (X, W,T'\y), where X’ is a connected X-graph, W C V5(X) (or & = Cp and
W =V(Co)) and T'\yy is a nondegenerate X\ -shaped graph of graphs such that T'\y(b) is a disjoint
union of corollas for each (Cx,,b) € el(X\w).

Observe first that, if W = V(X), then either X = Cy or X = W™ in 0-CGris, or X = LF in
2-CGris. In each case X\yy = (1) and hence T'\yy is the trivial graph of graphs id + (1). In particular,
the maps S(I'\w (X\w)) = TDLSx — LDTSx induced by each path TDL = LDT in (7.1) coincide,
since both factor through Ss.

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\W7 FW), take colimit of I'\ N I‘\W(X\W)
N X\W € X-CGrig € X-Griso B o
delete W in X.- ) Ln T
X, W, I‘ > '\ (X
W), STy (X)) r\w X)) w (Fw)

X e X- CGI’,S/ ‘/ € X-Griso
(I"\W(X\W DTLSx s DLTSX X\W
AprLS ALpT'S

TDLS X LDTSX

where, in each case, we evaluate S (F\W(X\W)) and take the appropriate colimit of such
objects.
Bottom: The bottom path of (7.1)) gives

(X, W,T\w), Y (X)\w
X € X-CGriso € X-Griso
) -
- forget W delete W in FW(.@)- )
v Ty w. w ~
X r take colimit of TW (F (X), W), w
S(D\ (X > sS@TW(x
\W \W\} XeX- CGr.SO r(x) e XGriS/ (X)\w)
TDLSx I‘W(X Nw) STV (X)\w) LDTSx
Thp§ TLDSX LTDSx %‘

ALrDS

where ' is the nondegenerate X-shaped graph of graphs in Corg() obtained from Iy as

in .

So, T\w (Xw) = I‘W(X)\W by 1) Hence, the diagram 1} commutes, and (ALp, ALT, ApT)
describe an iterated distributive law for IL,ID and T on GSg. O

It therefore remains to prove:

Theorem 7.9. The EM category of algebras for the composite monad LDT on GSg is isomorphic to
the category €RAg 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 GSg has an LT-algebra structure
RET: LTA — A, and also a DT algebra structure h®T: DT A — A. Each structure is given by the
corresponding restriction LTA — LDTA LN A, respectively DTA — LDTA n A Therefore, by
Lemma h induces an external product X, and contraction ¢ on A such that (A, X, ¢) is a nonunital
circuit algebra. And, by Theorem h induces a unital multiplication (o, €) on A, such that

o = (L Rxy (Ax x Ay)™ = Ayiy (ay)-
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Hence

(miz oX

(idX chy)oA w2

AX _— (AX X A§)112

idXe

(AX X Az)miz AX

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

Conversely, a circuit algebra (S, X, ¢, €) in E has an underlying modular operad structure (S, ¢, (, €),
where o34, = (%, Kxy and hence (S,%,(,¢) defines a DT-algebra structure APT: DTS — S by
Theorem By Lemma (S,X) has an LL-algebra structure where h%: LS — S is given by
Mxy: Sx x Sy on Sx x Sy. It follows immediately from the circuit algebra axioms that KL o
LAhPT: LDTS — S gives S the structure of an LIDT-algebra.

These maps are functorial by construction and extend to an equivalence €A ~ GSgPT. g

Corollary 7.10. If E = Set, then for each palette (€,w) in Set, the subcategory eA®w) of (C,w)-

LDT
coloured circuit algebras is the EM -category GS(&w) obtained by restricting the monad LDT to
GS(&w)

LDT
The category GS(&w) = (&) of (€,w)-coloured algebras for LDT is equivalent, by Proposi-
tion to the category Algset(WD(c’“)) = CA®) of Set-valued algebras for the operad WD(&*) of
(€, w)-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 KT 1} (see also Examples and [4.31]).

Denote the slice category GS“PT JEKT 0 =~ OGS™T of oriented LDT-algebras in Set by 209. The
following corollary to Theorem [7.9|is immediate from [9] (see also Corollary [5.19)).

Corollary 7.11. The category 20°PR 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 and may be modified (as in Section and
Remark [6.27) to obtain oriented versions of the monads and distributive laws on GSg 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 Gst+h,
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 that is obtained in the bo-ff factorisation of the functor CGr — GS — GS,, and, as in
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Section 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) = MmO N e
Jw\b.o. free™ H forget™ lj*
BSC T CGr,¢ " GS,.C — psh(CGr..)
b‘ow Tb»a free® Hforgetm J
B £f. CGre £f. GS¢ T psh(CGr)

where = is the category, whose objects are indexed by connected graphs, obtained in bo-ff factorisation
of the functor CGr — GS — INO.

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: IO — psh(Z) is fully faithful. Its essential image
consists of those presheaves P on Z such that P(G) = limc p)cei(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 ( [36, Theorem 8.2]) to the circuit
algebra case as follows:

By there exists a monad L on GS,, and a distributive law T*Z = ET* for the monads L and
T,, such that the EM category of algebras for the composite LT, on GS, is canonically isomorphic
to the EM category of algebras for LDT on GS, which itself is just the category €24 ~ CA of circuit
algebras in Set.

The idea now is to show that LT, 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 £* be the category obtained in the bo-ff factorisation of Gr — GS — €2(. By Section (see
also |36l Section 7.3]), the full subcategory Gr. C 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:

Nz x
(8.3) =xC n <A — psh(E%)
wab.o. frCCf‘T* W\J(forget]i'ﬂ'* JJ*

8¢ C C

B} o Gr, o GS. o psh(Gr.)
b.ol\ Ib.o. free” AH forget”
dense

§ C C

B £.f. Gr £.f. GS £.f. psh(Gr).

The remainder of this paper is dedicated to proving the following theorem using a modification of
the proof of Theorem (136, Theorem 8.2|):
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Theorem 8.4. The functor N: €A — psh(E*) is full and faithful. Its essential image consists of

precisely those presheaves P on =% such that
(8.5) P(G) = limc p)ecei(g)P(C) for all graphs G.
Remark 8.6. Unlike the modular operad case (Theorem , the category CGr, C GS, of connected

graphs and pointed morphisms cannot be used to prove an abstract nerve theorem for circuit algebras

(see Remark [3.18)).

Observe that Theorem implies an abstract nerve theorem for wheeled props: Let OZ* def
ZX /K% be the induced oriented graphical category. Recall from Corollary [7.11] that the cat-
egory 2P given by GSLDT/K 1 =~ OGS™T is the category of wheeled props in Set. Since
psh(G)/K 1 ~ psh(G /K 1) for G = Gr, Gr,,Z%, it follows from Theoremthat:

Corollary 8.7. The induced functor ON : Q3P — psh(OZ*) is full and faithful. Its essential image

consists of precisely those presheaves P on OZ* that restrict to graphical species.
Sections [8:28:4] are devoted to proving Theorem [8:4]

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

For all pointed graphical species S, = (S, €, 0) in E, the lift L(S,) is given by L(S,) = (LS, ¢, n=0)
where p, n" are induced by p" and 5™ in the obvious way.

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

def . —
(88) X-Grgim = COhm(Yj)ECore(X/Setf) H (f 1(19)) -CGrsim.
yey

The monad T, = (T, ™, n") with T,.Sx = colimye xcar,, S(X) was discussed in Section

Let S, = (S, ¢, 0) be a pointed graphical species in E and let X be a finite set. Then, the endofunctor
LT, is described by the obvious quotient of T'*:

-ZT*SX = COlin’l(Y,f)ECore(X/Setf) (HyEY T*Sf—l(y))
(8.9) = colimy. pyecore(x/set)) ([Tyey (COim(g e (s—1(1))-carmS(9)) )
= colimyex_gr,, S(X).
And,

T*iSX = COlimXeXCGrsgmhm(C7b)63|(X)LS(C)

= COthGXCGrsTmhml"eCorgz,X) S(F(X))

The distributive law T,L = LT, is induced by the distributive law Ayp: TL = LT = T*, which is
compatible with similarity morphisms by construction: for each finite set X, a colimit indexed by
pairs (X,T) of a connected admissible X-graph X, and T € Corg()7 is replaced by a colimit indexed
over (in general not connected) admissible X-graphs I'(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 Let Z* be the category obtained in the bo-ff factorisation of Gr — GS — €2 (and
Gr, — GS, — €2). This is the full subcategory of the Kleisli category GS*M* of ]I:']T* on free circuit
algebras of the form LT,Y,G = LDTYG for graphs G € Gr. So, objects of 2% are given by graphs.
By definition, morphisms 8 € 2% (G, H) are given by morphisms in GS,.(Y.G, ET*T*”H).
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To understand =%, the first step is therefore to describe LT, Y, for all graphs H.

Since each connected component of X-Grg, contains an (in general, not connected) admissible
X-graph X, it follows from that, for all finite sets X, elements of (ET*T*H)X ~ =ZX(Cx,H)
are represented by pairs (X, f) where X is an admissible X-graph and f € Gr,(X,H). In particular,
[ factors uniquely as a morphism X — X\, in Grgm followed by a morphism fte Gr(X\Wf,’H).
Pairs (X1, f1) and (X!, f?) represent the same element [X, f]. € (LT.Y.H)x if and only if there is
an object Xy € X-Grgm and a commuting diagram

1 2

g g

(8.10) Al X7 X2
|
I s
H

in Gr, such that ¢ are similarity morphisms in X-Grgy, for j = 1,2, and f+ € Gr(X/,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) Co z (1) z wm
\ lC}/
cheoz cheok
H.

Since ZX(G,H) = LT,Y,H(G) = lim(c,b)eel(g)ZT*T*’H(C), morphisms v € 2% (G, H) are repre-
sented by pairs (T, f), where I' : el(G) — Gr is a nondegenerate G-shaped graph of graphs, and
f € Gr.(I'(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 TV be a nondegenerate G-shaped graph of
graphs with colimit T*(G), and f* € Gr.(TY(G),H). Then (T, f1), (T2, f2) represent the same element
v of 2X(G,H) if and only if there is a representative (T, f) of v, and a commuting diagram in Gr, of
the following form:

(8.13) r'(g) L'(g) r*(g)
H7

where the morphisms in the top row are vertex deletion morphisms (including z: Co — (1)) in Grem,

and f € Gr(T'(G), H).

The following terminology is from [24].

Definition 8.14. A (pointed) free morphism in E* is a morphism in the image of the inclusion

X

Gr, <= Z*. An unpointed free morphism in =% is a morphism in the image of Gr — Gr, — =Z%. A

generic morphism [I'] in =

is a morphism in 2% (G, H) with a representative of the form (T, idy).

So, a free morphism in 2% (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 [I']
in 2%(G,H) are described by nondegenerate G-shaped graph of graphs I" with colimit H, and hence
induce isomorphisms Eo(G) — Eo(H) on boundaries.
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del\w

In particular, morphisms in 2% (G, H) factor as G LN r'(G) T'(Gh\w 1. Here T el(g) —
Gr is a nondegenerate G-shaped graph of graphs with colimit I'(G) € Gr, and f € Gr(T(G)\w,H) is

an (unpointed) étale morphism Gr.

8.4. Factorisation categories and the nerve theorem. Let GS.;; be the Kleisli category of the
monad LT, on GS,.

By |4, Proposition 2.5], to show that the monad LT,, together with the category Gr, satisfy the
conditions of the nerve theorem |4, Theorem 1.10] (that is, LT, has arities Gr,) and therefore the
nerve functor N: €A — psh(Z*) is fully faithful, it is necessary to show that certain ‘factorisation
categories’, associated to morphisms in GS.z; , are connected.

To construct these categories, let S, be a pointed graphical species in Set, G a graph in Gr, and let
B € GSuip_ (G, S+) be a morphism in the Kleisli category of LT,. By the Yoneda lemma,

GS.ir.(G,8.) = GS.(G, LT.S,) = LT,.S.(G) = colimc p)cei(g) LT4 S+ (C)
where
Sy C=(),

LT,S.(C)
©) { colimyex._gr,, S(X) C

So, B € GS.r, (G, S«) is represented by pairs (I, ) of

e a nondegenerate G-shaped graph of graphs I with colimit I'(G), viewed as a generic morphism
[T] € 2%(G,T(9)) = GSur. (6, T(9)),
e an element o € S(I'(G)) viewed, by the Yoneda lemma, as a morphism o € GS,t_(T.I'(G), S«)

such that the induced composition G LN I'(G) % S(T(G)) — (LT.S,)(G) is precisely f.

Definition 8.15. Objects of the factorisation category fact.(8) of 8 are pairs (T, «) that represent 8

as above, and morphisms in fact,(B)((T', o), (T?,a?)) are commuting diagrams in GS.tq

(8.16) [r(9)

such that g is a morphism in Gr, < GS*M*.

Lemma 8.17. For all pointed graphical species Sy in Set, all graphs G € Gr, and all 8 € GS.(G, ET*S),
the category fact,(B) is connected.

Proof. If G 2 (1), then I' is isomorphic to the identity (1)-shaped graph of graphs. If G = Cx for some
finite set X, and 8 € LT,Sx = GS.r, (G, S«), then objects of fact,(5) have the form (X, «) where
X € X-Grig is an admissible (in general not connected) X-graph, a € S,(X) and f is the image of «
under the universal morphism S, (X) — (LT,S,)x. Since (LT.S,)x = colimysex-gr,, S(X'), if (X', o)
also represents 3, then X and X’ are connected in X Grg,, and hence they are similar in Gr,. Hence,
if G = C is in the image of B¥ C Gr,, then fact, (3) is connected for all 8 € GS.r,(C, Sy) = ZT*S(C).

For general G € Gr,, and 8 € GS.r, (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 2% Cqo. Let
(T%,a?), i = 1,2 be objects of fact,(8). Then, for each (Cx,b) € el(G), T''(b) and T'?(b) are in the
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same connected component of X-Grgpm, since the lemma holds when G = Cx. Therefore, I'' (G) and
I'?(G) are similar in Gr,. O

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

Proof of Theorem[8-]} The induced nerve functor N: €2 — psh(=*) is fully faithful by Lemma |8.17]
|4l 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 =*
whose restriction to Gr, are in the image of the fully faithful embedding GS, < psh(Gr,). So, a
presheaf P on Z* described the nerve of a circuit algebra if and only if P(G) = limc p)ce. () P(C),
and hence, by finality of el(G) C el.(G), P(G) = limc p)cei(g) P(C). Therefore, the Segal condition
is satisfied and Theorem is proved. O

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 8 € GS.zp (G, Sx)
in the Kleisli category of LT, is represented by a pair (T, a) of

e a nondegenerate G-shaped graph of connected graphs I': el(G) — CGr with (connected) colimit
L'(G);

e an element a € LS. (T(G)) such that, for each (Cx,b) € el(I'(G)), LS,(b)(a) is given by a
tuple (¢;)F_, € LSx (with ¢; € Sx,, and ]_[f:1 X; = X) of elements of S.

Such pairs (T, @) are the objects of the connected factorisation category fact,(8). of 5. Morphisms
in fact.(8).((T', ), (I',a’)) are pointed morphisms g € CGr,(T'(G),I'(G)) of connected graphs, such

that the following diagram commutes in GS.pq :

(8.19) IN(%

* on the connected graphs induces a fully faithful

By |4 Proposition 2.5, the full subcategory of =
nerve functor from €2 (i.e. CGr, provides arities for ILT,) if and only if fact.(8). is connected for all

connected graphs G, all pointed graphical species Si, and all 8 € GS. (G, S«).

To see that this is not the case, let S, = T, (111 1), and let G = Co. A Cop-shaped graph of connected
graphs is just a connected graph H with empty boundary. Recall (from Section that Corg{)
denotes the category of nondegenerate H-shaped graphs of disjoint unions of corollas. An element

U with colimit

a € LY, (1 111)(H) is just an H-shaped graph of disjoint unions of corollas 'y € Cor
I'w(H) € Gr.,, followed by a morphism f € Gr.('x(*),( II 1)). In particular, each component of

T'm(H) is either an isolated vertex, or of the form £¥ or W™ (k,m > 0).

So, let 8 € GSujp (Co, (1 1T 1)) be the morphism represented by the unique Co-shaped graph of
graphs with colimit Cg IT Cg, together with the componentwise morphism (z I z) € Gr,(Co L1 Co, 1 IT 1).

Then S is also represented by (H,'w, f), illustrated in Figure where H = Cf2’3i4 is the graph
with two loops at one vertex, I'y is given by (C4,b) — Ca II C2 with colimit Pg(H) = W I W, and
f=®Lk) e Gr,WLOW, 1I).

Since morphisms in CGr, factor as vertex deletion morphisms followed by morphisms in CGr, and

the single vertex of H has valency four, fact.(8). is connected if there is a morphism of the form
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Co 1 Co
------ LY -------) o0
_ G Gl
r,, NN*}
° |
. >
o

COw Q000 ™

FIGURE 14. There is no zigzag of morphisms Co ~ H in CGr,. that connect (Cq,Co LI
Co) and (H,T'g) in fact.(5)e.

che o z € CGr(Co, H) making (8.19) commute. But then the image of Co under the induced morphism
Co — H — (1 I11) factors through an inclusion (1) < (1 IT1), 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
is built, as well as Hackney, Robertson and Yau’s nerve theorem [18| 3.6], lead to well-defined models
of (00, 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: Z°P — sSet such that, for all (connected) graphs G € E,

P(Q’) ~ hm(C,b)eel(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

=X OP

[l

directly extended to a model structure on functors from (or some subcategory thereof) to sSet

that gives a good description of weak circuit algebras.

REFERENCES
[1] Markus Banagl. Positive topological quantum field theories. Quantum Topol., 6(4):609-706, 2015.
[2] Dror Bar-Natan and Zsuzsanna Dancso. Finite type invariants of w-knotted objects II: tangles, foams and the

3

4

(5]
(6]

[7
[8

[9

[10]

Kashiwara-Vergne problem. Math. Ann., 367(3-4):1517-1586, 2017.

Jon Beck. Distributive laws. In Sem. on Triples and Categorical Homology Theory (ETH, Zirich, 1966/67), pages
119-140. Springer, Berlin, 1969.

Clemens Berger, Paul-André Melliés, and Mark Weber. Monads with arities and their associated theories. J. Pure
Appl. Algebra, 216(8-9):2029-2048, 2012.

John Bourke and Richard Garner. Monads and theories. Adv. Math., 351:1024-1071, 2019.

Giovanni Caviglia and Geoffroy Horel. Rigidification of higher categorical structures. Algebr. Geom. Topol.,
16(6):3533-3562, 2016.

Eugenia Cheng. Iterated distributive laws. Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc., 150(3):459-487, 2011.

Celeste Damiani and Vincent Florens. Alexander invariants of ribbon tangles and planar algebras. J. Math. Soc.
Japan, 70(3):1063-1084, 2018.

Zsuzsanna Dancso, Iva Halacheva, and Marcy Robertson. Circuit algebras are wheeled props. J. Pure Appl. Algebra,
225(12):106767, 33, 2021.

Zsuzsanna Dancso, Iva Halacheva, and Marcy Robertson. A topological characterisation of the Kashiwara-Vergne
groups. Trans. Am. Math. Soc., 376(5):3265-3317, 2023.

[11] Harm Derksen and Visu Makam. Invariant theory and wheeled PROPs. J. Pure Appl. Algebra, 227(9):30, 2023.
Id/No 107302.
[12] Gabriel C. Drummond-Cole and Philip Hackney. Dwyer-Kan homotopy theory for cyclic operads. Proc. Edinb.

Math. Soc., II. Ser., 64(1):29-58, 2021.



[13]
[14]

[15]

[16]
[17]
(18]

[19]
[20]

21]

22]
(23]

[24]
[25]
[26]
1271
28]
[29]
130
131]
132

[33]
[34]

[35]
[36]
[37]
(38]
[39]
[40]
[41]
[42]
[43]

[44]
[45]

A NERVE THEOREM FOR CIRCUIT ALGEBRAS 53

David G. Green. Emergence in complex networks of simple agents. Journal of Economic Interaction and Coordi-
nation, 18(3):419-462, July 2023.

Philip Hackney. Categories of graphs for operadic structures. Math. Proc. Camb. Philos. Soc., 176(1):155-212,
2024.

Philip Hackney. Segal conditions for generalized operads. In Higher structures in topology, geometry, and physics.
AMS special session, virtual, March 26-27, 2022, pages 161-194. Providence, RI: American Mathematical Society
(AMS), 2024.

Philip Hackney, Marcy Robertson, and Donald Yau. Infinity properads and infinity wheeled properads, volume 2147
of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer, Cham, 2015.

Philip Hackney, Marcy Robertson, and Donald Yau. A graphical category for higher modular operads. Adv. Math.,
365:107044, 2020.

Philip Hackney, Marcy Robertson, and Donald Yau. Modular operads and the nerve theorem. Adv. Math.,
370:107206, 39, 2020.

Iva Halacheva. Alexander type invariants of tangles, 2016. arXiv: 1611.09280.

V. F. R. Jones. The Potts model and the symmetric group. In Subfactors (Kyuzeso, 1993), pages 259-267. World
Sci. Publ., River Edge, NJ, 1994.

A. Joyal and J. Kock. Feynman graphs, and nerve theorem for compact symmetric multicategories (extended
abstract). Electronic Note in Theoretical Computer Science, 270(2):105 — 113, 2011.

André Joyal. Une théorie combinatoire des séries formelles. Adv. in Math., 42(1):1-82, 1981.

Ralph M. Kaufmann and Benjamin C. Ward. Schwarz Modular Operads Revisited. Preprint, arXiv:2404.17540
[math.AT] (2024), 2024.

Joachim Kock. Graphs, hypergraphs, and properads. Collect. Math., 67(2):155-190, 2016.

Joachim Kock. Cospan construction of the graph category of Borisov and Manin. Publ. Mat., 62(2):331-353, 2018.
Alexander Kupers and Oscar Randal-Williams. On the Torelli Lie algebra. Forum Math. Pi, 11:47, 2023. 1d/No
el3.

Joachim Lambek. Completions of categories. Seminar lectures given in 1966 in Ziirich. Lecture Notes in Mathe-
matics, No. 24. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1966.

G. I. Lehrer and R. B. Zhang. The Brauer category and invariant theory. J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), 17(9):2311—
2351, 2015.

Tom Leinster. Higher operads, higher categories, volume 298 of London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series.
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2004.

Saunders Mac Lane. Categories for the working mathematician, volume 5 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics.
Springer-Verlag, New York, second edition, 1998.

Saunders Mac Lane and Ieke Moerdijk. Sheaves in geometry and logic. Universitext. Springer-Verlag, New York,
1994. A first introduction to topos theory, Corrected reprint of the 1992 edition.

M. Markl, S. Merkulov, and S. Shadrin. Wheeled PROPs, graph complexes and the master equation. J. Pure Appl.
Algebra, 213(4):496-535, 2009.

Martin Markl. Distributive laws and Koszulness. Ann. Inst. Fourier, 46(2):307-323, 1996.

Sergei A. Merkulov. Wheeled props in algebra, geometry and quantization. In Furopean Congress of Mathematics,
pages 83-114. Eur. Math. Soc., Ziirich, 2010.

Evan Patterson, Andrew Baas, Timothy Hosgood, and James Fairbanks. A diagrammatic view of differential
equations in physics. Mathematics in Engineering, 5(2):1-59, 2023.

Sophie Raynor. Graphical combinatorics and a distributive law for modular operads. Adv. Math., 392:Paper No.
108011, 87, 2021.

Sophie Raynor. Corrigendum to: “Graphical combinatorics and a distributive law for modular operads”. Adv. Math.,
422:5, 2023. Id/No 109000.

Sophie Raynor. Circuit algebras, modular operads and invariant theory. Preprint, 2024.

Andrew Reynolds. Representations of the oriented Brauer category. PhD thesis, University of Oregon, 2015.
Hebing Rui and Linliang Song. Representations of Brauer category and categorification. J. Algebra, 557:1-36, 2020.
Steven V. Sam and Andrew Snowden. Stability patterns in representation theory. Forum Math. Sigma, 3:Paper
No. ell, 108, 2015.

Steven V. Sam and Andrew Snowden. The representation theory of Brauer categories. I: triangular categories. Appl.
Categ. Struct., 30(6):1203-1256, 2022.

Kurt Stoeckl. Koszul operads governing props and wheeled props. Adv. Math., 454:80, 2024. 1d/No 109869.
Robin Stoll. Modular operads as modules over the Brauer properad. Theor. Appl. Categor., 38:1538—-1607, 2022.
Daniel Tubbenhauer. Virtual Khovanov homology using cobordisms. J. Knot Theory Ramifications, 23(9):1450046,
91, 2014.



54 SOPHIE RAYNOR

[46] Benjamin C. Ward. Massey products for graph homology. Int. Math. Res. Not., 2022(11):8086-8161, 2022.

[47] Mark Weber. Familial 2-functors and parametric right adjoints. Theory Appl. Categ., 18:No. 22, 665-732, 2007.

[48] Donald Yau and Mark W. Johnson. A foundation for PROPs, algebras, and modules, volume 203 of Mathematical
Surveys and Monographs. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2015.



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Details and overview
	Acknowledgements

	2. Distributive laws and abstract nerve theory
	2.1. Iterated distributive laws
	2.2. Presheaves, slice categories and abstract nerve theory
	2.3. Using distributive laws to prove nerve theorems

	3. Graphical species, modular operads, and circuit algebras
	3.1. Symmetric species
	3.2. Graphical species
	3.3. Modular operads
	3.4. Circuit algebras

	4. Background on graphs
	4.1. Review of Brauer diagrams
	4.2. The étale category of graphs
	4.3. Evaluating graphical species on graphs

	5. A monad for nonunital circuit algebras
	5.1. Gluing constructions and labelled graphs
	5.2. Nonunital circuit algebras
	5.3. Nonunital wheeled props

	6. Review of modular operads and pointed graphs
	6.1. Nonunital modular operads
	6.2. The monad D
	6.3.  Pointed graphs
	6.4. The distributive law TD DT

	7. A monad for circuit algebras
	7.1. The free external product monad L
	7.2. An iterated distributive law for circuit algebras

	8. A nerve theorem for circuit algebras
	8.1. Overview of the method
	8.2. The composite monad T* on 
	8.3. A graphical category for circuit algebras
	8.4. Factorisation categories and the nerve theorem

	References

