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2-SEGAL SETS FROM CUTS OF ROOTED TREES

JULIA E. BERGNER, OLIVIA BORGHI, PINKA DEY, IMMA GÁLVEZ-CARRILLO,
AND TERESA HOEKSTRA-MENDOZA

Abstract. The theory of 2-Segal sets has connections to various important constructions such
as the Waldhausen S•-construction in algebraic K-theory, Hall algebras, and (co)operads. In this
paper, we construct 2-Segal sets from rooted trees and explore how these applications are illustrated
by this example.

1. Introduction

The notion of decomposition space was introduced by Gálvez-Carrillo, Kock, and Tonks in [4],
and independently by Dyckerhoff and Kapranov in [3] under the name of 2-Segal space. A 2-Segal
space is a simplicial object that satisfies a condition weaker than the Segal condition. Recall that,
given a simplicial set K, the Segal condition requires all maps

ϕn : Kn → K1 ×K0
· · · ×K0

K1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n

to be isomorphisms for n ≥ 2. A 1-Segal set, or simply a Segal set, is a simplicial set that satisfies
the Segal condition. Viewing 0-simplices of a Segal set as objects and 1-simplices as morphisms,
the fact that ϕ2 is an isomorphism allows us to define a unique composition law

K1 ×K0
K1

ϕ2

←− K2
d1→ K1.

A 2-Segal set is also a simplicial set, but it encodes a weaker algebraic structure. In particular,
composites may or may not exist, and even when they do exist, they need not be unique. However,
composition is associative in an appropriate sense.

Analogously to Segal spaces, 2-Segal spaces are homotopy-theoretic analogues of 2-Segal sets,
wherein simplicial sets are replaced by simplicial spaces, fibre products with their homotopy coun-
terparts, and isomorphisms by weak equivalences.

The output of the Waldhausen’s S•-construction constitutes an important family of examples
of 2-Segal spaces. In [2], it was proven that the category of augmented stable double categories is
equivalent to the category of 2-Segal sets via a generalized version of the discrete S•-construction,
and a homotopical version for 2-Segal spaces was proved in [1]. Another key feature of 2-Segal
sets is that, under some finiteness assumptions, they give rise to Hall algebras or more general
Hall categories. When this construction is generalized to more general 2-Segal objects, it can be
used to recover well-known Hall algebras in representation theory [3].

Dyckerhoff and Kapranov show that the category of 2-Segal sets is also equivalent to the cate-
gory of invertible (co)operads in Set by [3, Theorem 3.6.7]. This comparison uses a X1-coloured
cooperad QX corresponding to any simplicial set X ; this theory was further developed for 2-Segal
spaces by Walde [6].

In this paper, we give a construction of a 2-Segal set XT arising from a rooted tree T , for which
the face maps are described in terms of admissible cuts as defined in [4], where a homotopical
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version is given for a category of all rooted trees. This construction can furthermore be viewed as
a specialization of the construction of a 2-Segal set XG associated to a graph G as described in
[2]. Both of these families of examples give 2-Segal sets that are almost never 1-Segal.

By the results of [2], we can associate to XT a pointed stable double category, and for certain
families of trees we give an explicit description of this construction. We also investigate the Hall
algebra associated to XT , and determine a condition under which it is commutative.

Given a tree T , we can also forget its tree structure and think of its underlying graph G = U(T ),
and thus compare the 2-Segal sets XT and XG. Although the naturally arising map U : XT → XG

is a simplicial map, it is neither CULF nor relatively Segal; see Definitions 5.6 and 5.10. As a
consequence, the inclusion U : XT → XG does not necessarily induce a homomorphism between
the associated Hall algebras HT and HG. Intuitively, these negative results are a consequence of
the fact that decompositions of underlying graphs cannot always be lifted to decompositions of
trees.

We conclude with the study of the (co)operads QXT and QXG associated with the 2-Segal sets
XT and XG.

Organization. In Section 2 we discuss the basic notions of 2-Segal sets and in Section 3 we define
the construction of 2-Segal sets arising from rooted trees. In Section 4 we describe the stable
double category associated with the 2-Segal sets. The relation between the 2-Segal set arising
from a rooted tree and that from the underlying graph is studied in Section 5. The associated
Hall algebra structure is analysed in Section 6. Finally, in Section 7, we study the (co)operad
associated with the 2-Segal sets.
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2. Background on 2-Segal sets

Recall that a simplicial set is a functor K : ∆op → Set, where Set is the category of sets and
∆ is the category of finite ordered sets [n] = {0 ≤ 1 ≤ · · · ≤ n}, for n ≥ 0, and order-preserving
functions between them. We denote the set K([n]) by Kn. A morphism between simplicial sets
is a natural transformation of functors, and we denote the category of simplicial sets by sSet. In
other words, a simplicial set K is a collection of sets Kn for each n ≥ 0, together with face maps
di : Kn → Kn−1 for 0 ≤ i ≤ n and degeneracy maps si : Ki → Ki+1 for 0 ≤ i ≤ n that satisfy the
relations didj = dj−1di and disj = sj−1di for i < j, djsj = dj+1sj = id, disj = sjdi−1 for i > j + 1
and sisj = sj+1si for i ≤ j.

A key example is the n-simplex for any n ≥ 0, which is the representable simplicial set ∆[n]
defined by

∆[n]k = Hom∆([k], [n]).

By the Yoneda Lemma, we have that

HomsSet(∆[n], K) = Kn

for any n ≥ 0.
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An important sub-simplicial set of ∆[n] is the spine G[n], which is a union of 1-simplices, given
by the colimit of the diagram

∆[1]
d0

← ∆[0]
d1

→ ∆[1]← · · · ← ∆[0]
d1

→ ∆[1],

with n copies of ∆[1]. The inclusion G[n] →֒ ∆[n] induces, for any simplicial set K, a map of sets

HomsSet(∆[n], K)→ HomsSet(G[n], K).

Using the definition of G[n], one can check that

Hom(G[n], K) ∼= K1 ×K0
· · · ×K0

K1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n

.

We thus obtain, for each n, a Segal map

Kn → K1 ×K0
· · · ×K0

K1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n

.

Definition 2.1. A 1-Segal set, or simply Segal set, is a simplicial set K for which the Segal maps
are isomorphisms for n ≥ 2.

We often refer to the condition that the Segal maps be isomorphisms as the Segal condition. Note
that the Segal condition for n = 0, 1 is automatically satisfied, since in those cases G[n] = ∆[n].

If we think of the 0-simplices of a Segal set K as “objects” and its 1-simplices as “morphisms”,
then the Segal condition tells us that K behaves something like a category, in that any finite string
of composable arrows has a unique composite. More specifically, for any Segal map K, consider
the diagram

K1 ×K0
K1

(d0,d2)
←− K2

d1→ K1. (2.2)

If K is a Segal set, then the map (d0, d2) is an isomorphism, so we can define composition by
d1 ◦ (d0, d2)

−1.
To formalize this idea further, let us recall the definition of the nerve of a category.

Definition 2.3. Let C be a small category. Its nerve NC is the simplicial set given by

(NC)n = HomCat([n], C).

Using the composition law defined above, and verifying the required identity conditions, we
obtain the following result.

Proposition 2.4. A simplicial set is a Segal set if and only if it is isomorphic to the nerve of a
category.

Now we can generalize this idea to the notion of a 2-Segal set. Given any triangulation T of a
regular (n+ 1)-gon by its vertices, which are assumed to be labeled cyclically by {0, 1, . . . , n}, we
can define a simplicial set ∆[T ] with 0-, 1-, and 2-simplices as indicated by the triangulation.

Example 2.5. There are two triangulations of the square:

T1 : 3 2oo T2 : 3 2oo

0

OO

//

@@✁✁✁✁✁✁✁✁

1

OO

0

OO

// 1.

OO^^❃❃❃❃❃❃❃

Each of the associated simplicial sets includes naturally into the 3-simplex ∆[3].
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v0

v1

v2 v3 v4

Figure 1. Example of a rooted tree.

More generally, for a triangulation T of an (n+1)-gon, there is a natural inclusion ∆[T ]→ ∆[n]
that in turn induces a map

HomsSet(∆[n], K)→ HomsSet(∆[T ], K).

Similarly to the case of 1-Segal maps above, we can write these 2-Segal maps as

Kn → K2 ×K1
· · · ×K1

K2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n−1

.

Definition 2.6. A 2-Segal set is a simplicial set K such that the 2-Segal maps are isomorphisms
for every n ≥ 3 and every triangulation T of a regular (n + 1)-gon by its vertices.

Now, a 2-Segal map behaves something like a category, since it still has “objects” and “mor-
phisms”, but composition need not exist, and when it does it need not be unique. Looking back
at (2.2), there is now no reason for the map (d0, d2) to be an isomorphism, so all we can do is
take the preimage of X1 ×X0

X1 under this map and apply d1. If the preimage over some point is
empty, then there is no composite at all; if it has more than one element, and those elements are
not identified by d1, then we obtain multiple composites.

However, this composition is associative when the notion makes sense. Returning to Example
2.5, we can think of the arrow 0 → 2 in the left-hand square as a composite of the arrows 0 → 1
and 1 → 2, and then 0 → 3 is obtained by taking the composite of 0 → 2 and 2 → 3. We
can similarly think of the right-hand square as encoding the triple composite in a different order.
The 2-Segal condition essentially says that either of these two configurations in a simplicial set K
uniquely determines a 3-simplex, namely, that the triple composite 0 → 3 must be the same for
both.

3. Rooted trees and their associated 2-Segal sets

In this section, we recall some terminology for trees and then describe the construction of a
2-Segal set arising from a rooted tree.

Recall that a graph G consists of a pair (V (G), E(G)), where V (G) is a set of vertices and E(G)
is a set of edges between vertices. We assume all our graphs are finite, in the sense that both of
these sets are finite. A tree is a graph with no cycles. In particular, a tree has at most one edge
between any two vertices, and it has no loops, or edges that start and end at the same vertex.

A rooted tree T has a distinguished vertex v0, called the root. We can regard the set V (T ) =
{v0, v1, . . . , vn} of vertices of T as a partially ordered set with v0 ≤ vj for every vj ∈ V (T );
each non-root vertex vj has exactly one immediate predecessor vi, and the set of the pairs (vi, vj)
corresponds exactly to the set of edges E(T ). Thus for each vertex vj , the vertices vi with vi ≤ vj
form a totally ordered set v0 < · · · < vj .

We visually depict our trees with the root at the bottom and with the edges moving upward as
indicated by these total orders; we can hence speak of edges “above” or “below” a given vertex.
We also typically depict the root by a filled black vertex. See Figure 1 for an example.

We sometimes impose the additional condition that our trees be planar. A planar rooted tree
is a rooted tree together with, for each vertex vi, a total order on the set of edges (vi, vj) above
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vi. We typically depict the order from left to right. In Figure 1, we order the edges as (v1, v2) <
(v1, v3) < (v1, v4).

An isomorphism of graphs is a bijection between the vertex sets and a compatible bijection
between the edge sets. An isomorphism of rooted trees is given by a bijection f : V → V ′ of the
vertex sets such that f(v1) ≤ f(v2) if and only if v1 ≤ v2. An isomorphism of planar rooted trees
is further required to preserve the ordering of the edges at each vertex.

We can also consider collections of rooted trees. A rooted forest F is a disjoint union of rooted
trees. It is planar if it consists of an ordered disjoint union of planar trees. Again, we typically
depict the order of the trees from left to right. A isomorphism of (planar) rooted forests is given
by (ordered) disjoint union of isomorphisms of (planar) rooted trees.

Any rooted tree or forest is labelled by a set Λ if it is equipped with an injective function from
the vertex set to Λ. The only isomorphisms in this context are the identity functions.

Our aim is to associate a simplicial set to any rooted tree and show that it has the property of
being a 2-Segal set. To produce the simplicial structure, we use the notion of a cut. For simplicity,
we make our definitions for labelled planar trees, but the same construction can be applied to
unlabelled planar trees or to trees that are neither labelled nor planar.

Consider S ⊆ V (T ), with the induced partial order. The subforest of T spanned by S consists
of the vertex set S and includes an edge (vi, vj) whenever vi, vj ∈ S and (vi, vj) is an edge of T .
We use the notation S for both the subset of vertices and the subforest that it spans.

A subset L of the vertex set of T defines a lower subtree if, whenever vj ∈ L is the upper vertex
of an edge (vi, vj) of the tree, then vi ∈ L. Equivalently, whenever L contains vj it also contains
the chain v0 < · · · < vj . Lower subtrees of a tree are either empty or connected; in the latter case
they contain the root. If L defines a lower subtree, then the complement V (T ) \ L is called an
upper subforest of T .

Example 3.2. The following labelled rooted tree (considered as planar or not)

T =
a

b

c

d

e

has 10 possible lower subtrees:

T1=
a
b d,

e

T2=
a
d,
e

T3=
a
b

c
d, T4=

a
b

c

, T5=
a
b d, T6=

a
d , T7=

a
b ,

together with the trees T8 = •a, T9 = T and T10 = ∅.
If we consider T as unlabelled but planar, then T2 and T4 are indistinguishable, in that they are

isomorphic, as are T6 are T7. Thus, only 8 trees occur as lower subtrees of T :

• ∅.

If we consider T as neither labelled nor planar then T1 and T3 are also indistinguishable, and now
only 7 trees occur as lower subtrees of T :

• ∅.

Definition 3.3. Let T be a rooted tree. An admissible cut, or simply a cut, on T is a partition
of the vertices V (T ) = L ⊔ U such that L defines a lower subtree of T .
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h

e f

g

a

b c

d

g

d

e f

h

Figure 2. An example of a tree T with two cuts (left), and its image under the
map d0 (right).

Observe that this process determines a partition of the edge set E(T ) into three parts: the edges
of L, the edges of U , and the edges of the form (v, w) with v ∈ L and w ∈ U . Indeed, any of these
subsets uniquely determines the cut.

Definition 3.4. A layering of n− 1 cuts of T is a sequence of partially ordered subsets

V (T ) = L0 ⊇ L1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln = ∅,

where each Lk defines a lower subtree of T .

A layering defines a sequence of n− 1 cuts ordered from leaves to the root.

Example 3.5. For n = 0 we have, by convention, a unique ‘layering of −1 cuts’ V (T ) = L0 = ∅

of the empty tree T = ∅.
For n = 1 any tree T has a unique ‘layering of 0 cuts’ V (T ) = L0 ⊇ L1 = ∅.
For n = 2 there is a layering V (T ) ⊇ L ⊇ ∅ associated to any cut of T , where L defines the

lower subtree of the cut.
For n = 3, consider the tree T with two cuts as given on the left-hand side of Figure 2. Then

the associated chain is V (T ) = L0 ⊇ L1 ⊇ L2 ⊇ L3 = ∅, where L1 = {e, d, f, g, h} and L2 = {h}.

We now generalize some of the previous definitions to forests.

Definition 3.7. A rooted forest F is a disjoint union of rooted trees F =
⊔

Tα.

• A subset L =
⊔

Lα of the vertex set defines a lower subforest of F if each Lα defines a
lower subtree of Tα.
• Its complement V (F ) \ L defines an upper subforest U =

⊔
Uα of F .

• An (admissible) cut of F is a partition of the vertices L ⊔ U such that L defines a lower
subforest of F .
• A layering of n− 1 cuts of a rooted forest F is a sequence of nested subsets V (L) = L0 ⊇
L1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln = ∅, where each Lk defines a lower subforest of F .

The subforest defined by Li−1\Li is referred to as the i-th layer of the layering and the subforests
defined by Li \ Lj for 0 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n are admissible subforests.

Admissible subforests are sometimes also called subforests obtained via iterated cuts or convex
subforests [5, Example 7.12(1)].

Example 3.8. Consider the labelled trees with three vertices, with root vertex of degree 1 or
degree 2. Then the nonempty admissible subforests for these two examples are as follows:

a,
b

c

a,
b

b,
c

•a, •b, •c .

b,
a c

b,
a

b,
c

•a, •b, •c, •a •c .
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Definition 3.9. Let (T, v0) be a labelled rooted tree. We define a simplicial set XT associated to
T as follows.

(1) The set XT
0 contains just the ‘layering of −1 cuts’ of the empty tree.

(2) The set XT
1 is the set of admissible subforests of T .

(3) For n ≥ 2, the set XT
n is the set of all admissible subforests H ∈ XT

1 together with a
layering of n − 1 cuts V (H) ⊇ L1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln = ∅. Therefore, an element of XT

n can be
considered as a sequence of nested subforests H ⊇ L1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln = ∅.

(4) The face maps di : X
T
n → XT

n−1 are defined as follows.
(a) The map d0 removes the first cut and the top layer, replacing the subforest H by its

restriction H|L1 to the vertices L1:

d0(H ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln) = (L1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln).

(b) The map dn removes the last cut and the bottom layer:

dn(H ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln) = (H \ Ln−1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln−1 \ Ln−1).

(c) For 0 < i < n the map di removes the i-th cut and merges the i-th and (i+1)-st layer:

di(H ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln) = (H ⊇ · · · ⊇ Li−1 ⊇ Li+1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln).

(5) The degeneracy map si : X
T
n → XT

n+1 repeats the i-th cut, adding an empty i-th layer:

si(H ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln) = (H ⊇ · · · ⊇ Li ⊇ Li ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln).

We leave it to the reader to verify that these face and degeneracy maps satisfy the simplicial
relations. Observe that the modification for the face map dn is necessary to ensure that the last
subset in the layering is ∅, as required. Example 3.8 describes the set XT

1 for two particular
examples, namely the labelled trees on 3 vertices, and Figure 2 depicts the action of the face map
d0 on a particular element of XT

3 .

Example 3.10. For any admissible subforest H , when n = 2 we see that d0(H ⊇ L1 ⊇ ∅) is
just the lower subforest of the cut, d2(H ⊇ L1 ⊇ ∅) is just the upper subforest of the cut, and
d1(H ⊇ L1 ⊇ ∅) recovers the subforest H but forgets the cut.

Definition 3.11. Let T be an unlabelled (planar or non-planar) rooted tree. Two layerings of
n− 1 cuts of admissible subforests of T are isomorphic,

(H = L0 ⊇ L1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln = ∅) ∼= (H ′ = L′
0 ⊇ L′

1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ L′
n = ∅),

if there is an isomorphism f : H
∼=
→ H ′ of (planar or non-planar) forests inducing bijections Li

∼= L′
i

for each i.
The simplicial set XT associated to T consists of the sets XT

n of isomorphism classes of layerings
of n− 1 cuts of admissible subforests of T , with the simplicial face and degeneracy maps induced
by those of Definition 3.9.

The simplicial sets described in Definitions 3.9 and 3.11 are 2-Segal but not 1-Segal in general,
as we now show.

Proposition 3.12. If T is a tree, which may be labelled or unlabelled, planar or non-planar, then
XT is a 2-Segal set.
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Proof. By [3, Proposition 2.3.2(4)] it is enough to check that the following commutative diagrams
are pullback squares, for each n ≥ 3 and each 0 < i < n− 1:

XT
n XT

n−i XT
n XT

i+1

XT
i+1 XT

1 XT
n−i XT

1 .

d1...di

di+2...dn d2...dn−i

di+1···dn−1

d0...di−1 d0...di−1

d1...di d1...dn−i−1

For example, the case n = 3, i = 1 says that the 2-Segal maps XT
3 → XT

2 ×XT
1
XT

2 induced by the
triangulations of Example 2.5 are isomorphisms, as illustrated in Figure 3.

X3

X2

d3

d1

d1

X2

X1

d2

X3

X2

d0

d2

d1

X2

X1

d0

Figure 3. Example of the 2-Segal property. To recover the trees with two cuts in
the upper left corners, observe that the trees in the top right corners contain all the
necessary data except one cut. The information of this missing cut is present in the
bottom left corners. Their intersection, the tree in the bottom right corner, informs
us how to glue these two trees, hence determines the missing cut.

For the first diagram, the pullback is the set of triples
(
(H ′ ⊇ L′

1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ L′
i+1 = ∅), (H ′′′ ⊇ ∅), (H ′′ ⊇ L′′

1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ L′′
n−i = ∅)

)
∈ XT

i+1 ×XT
1 ×XT

n−i

such that H ′ = H ′′′ = H ′′ \ L′′
1. We can therefore construct an element

(H ′′ ⊇ L′
1⊔L

′′
1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ L′

i⊔L
′′
1 ⊇ L′′

1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ L′′
n−i = ∅) ∈ XT

n ,

providing the inverse of the canonical map from XT
n to the pullback. For the second diagram the

elements of the pullback are the triples
(
(H ′ ⊇ L′

1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ L′
n−i = ∅), (H ′′′ ⊇ ∅), (H ′′ ⊇ L′′

1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ L′′
i+1 = ∅)

)
∈ XT

n−i ×XT
1 ×XT

i+1

such that H ′ = H ′′′ = H ′′\L′′
i . Again, the map sending such an element to

(H ′′ ⊇ L′′
1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ L′′

i ⊇ L′
1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ L′

n−i = ∅) ∈ XT
n

provides the inverse to the canonical map XT
n → XT

n−i ×XT
1
XT

i+1. �

The simplicial set XT is never 1-Segal, unless T is the empty tree. Indeed, if T 6= ∅ then the
Segal map

(d0, d2) : X
T
2 → XT

1 ×XT
1

is not surjective as (T, T ) is not in the image.
In the unlabelled case the Segal map can also fail to be injective, as depicted in Figure 4.
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X2

X1

d2 d0

X1

X2

X1

d2 d0

X1

Figure 4. The failure of injectivity for the 1-Segal condition in the unlabelled case.

However, in the labelled case, injectivity always holds.

Proposition 3.13. If T is a labelled tree with vertex set V then the Segal map

(d0, d2) : X
T
2 → XT

1 ×XT
1

is injective. Its fibre over an arbitrary element (H1, H2) ∈ XT
1 ×XT

1 is either empty or consists of
a single element (H ⊇ V (H1) ⊇ ∅), where the vertex set of H is the disjoint union of the vertex
sets of H1 and H2 in V .

Proof. In the labelled case, the vertex sets L and U of H1 and H2 are specific subsets of V , and if
there is an element in the fibre it is given by (H ⊇ L ⊇ ∅) with V (H) \ L = U . There is no such
element if L, U are not disjoint, if their union does not define an admissible subforest H of T , or
if L does not define a lower subforest of H . �

A natural question is whether we can identify which subforests of T are obtained from admissible
cuts, and hence define elements of X1. For example, for a rooted tree with at least one edge, we
do not obtain a subforest consisting of both the root and any other vertex of T but no edges. We
do have the following result for trees, however.

Proposition 3.14. Let (T, v0) be a rooted tree and S a subtree of T . Then S can be obtained from
T by a sequence of admissible cuts.

Proof. Note that any single edge e of T determines an admissible cut, since T \ e always has two
connected components and, in particular, one of them must contain the root. We consider the
case v0 6∈ S; the other case is similar. Let w0 ∈ S be the closest vertex to the root v0. Given a
vertex v, denote by er(v) = (u, v) the edge that lies on the unique path between v and the root,
and has v as one of its endpoints. By cutting T along the edge er(w0), we obtain two trees, T1

and T2 where S ⊆ T1 and v0 ∈ T2. Given a subtree H , let dH(w) denote the degree of the vertex
w in H . If dS(w0) 6= dT1

(w0), then we may successively carry out cuts along the set of edges
{(w0, v) | v /∈ V (S)}. Denote the resulting subtree containing w0 by T3. Let w1, . . . , wm be the
vertices of S that are connected by edges to T3 \ S, and let c(wi) = {(wi, v) ∈ E(T3) | v /∈ V (S)}
for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Then the set of edges c(wi) determines an admissible cut ci of T3 and, after taking
the cuts c1, . . . , cm we obtain the subtree S. �

Remark 3.15. The only tree that produces only subtrees, rather than subforests, from cuts is the
linear tree Pn, in which the root and one other vertex have degree one, while the rest have degree
two. The only way to obtain a disconnected top layer is by taking a cut through edges with the
same lower vertex, or through parallel edges with incomparable lower vertices, and neither case is
possible for a linear tree.
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4. The associated pointed stable double category

In this section, we begin by recalling the relationship between 2-Segal sets and augmented stable
double categories. We then consider certain families of 2-Segal sets associated to rooted trees and
give explicit descriptions of their associated double categories.

Let us begin by recalling the definition of a double category.

Definition 4.1. A (small) double category is an internal category in the category of small cate-
gories, and a double functor between double categories is an internal functor.

In other words, a small double category D consists of a set of objects ob(D), a set of horizontal
morphisms hor(D), a set of vertical morphisms ver(D), and a set of squares sq(D), and these sets
are related by various source, target, identity and composition maps. In particular, HorD :=
(ob(D), hor(D)) and VerD := (ob(D), ver(D)) form categories. We typically denote horizontal
morphisms by ֌ and vertical morphisms by ։.

As described in [2], there is an equivalence of categories between 2-Segal sets and a particular
subcategory of the category of small double categories. Let us now set up the definitions we need
to describe this subcategory.

Definition 4.2. A double category D is pointed if it is equipped with a distinguished object ⋆
that is initial in HorD and terminal in VerD. A double functor F : D → D′ between pointed
double categories is pointed if it sends the distinguished object of D to the distinguished object of
D′.

Although most of the examples that we consider in this paper are pointed, we include the
following more general definition.

Definition 4.3. An augmentation of a double category D consists of a set of objects A such
that, for every object d of D, there exist unique morphisms a ֌ d in HorD and d ։ a′ in
VerD with a, a′ ∈ A. An augmented double category is a double category equipped with an
augmentation, and a double functor between augmented double categories is augmented if it
preserves the augmentation.

Observe that if an augmented double category has its augmentation consisting of a single point,
then we recover the definition of a pointed double category.

The next definition is meant to mimic the notion of bicartesian squares, which are both pullback
and pushout squares in an ordinary category, to the setting of double categories, in which horizontal
and vertical morphisms need not live in a common ambient category.

Definition 4.4. A double category is stable if every square is uniquely determined by its span of
source morphisms and, independently, by its cospan of target morphisms. That is, the maps

(sh, sv) : sq(D)→ ver(D)×ob(D) hor(D)

(th, tv) : sq(D)→ ver(D)×ob(D) hor(D)

given by

• • • • • • •

and

• • • • • • •

sv

sh th

sv

sh th

tv tv

are required to be bijections. A double functor between stable double categories is stable if it
preserves stability.
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Let DCatstaug denote the category of augmented stable double categories and augmented stable
double functors between them. Let 2Seg denote the category of 2-Segal sets and simplicial maps
between them. The main result of [2] is that there is an equivalence of categories

S• : DCat
st
aug ⇆ 2Seg : P.

The notation S• is suggestive of the fact that this functor generalizes the S•-construction in
algebraic K-theory as first defined by Waldhausen [7]. Here, we are more interested in the functor
P, since we want to start with known examples of 2-Segal sets and produce augmented stable
double categories from them.

Roughly speaking, the double category PX has as its set of objects X1, and both the horizontal
and vertical morphisms are given by the set X2, while the set of squares is X3. Although the
horizontal and vertical morphisms are both given by the same set abstractly, they do not have
the same behaviour. Given x ∈ X2, the corresponding vertical morphism in P(X) corresponds
to the map d1(x)→ d0(x), while the corresponding horizontal morphism corresponds to the map
d2(x)→ d1(x). The squares can be described analogously. Furthermore, the inclusion s0X0 ⊆ X1

defines an augmentation for PX . We refer the reader to [2] for more details, including the proof
that PX is stable.

Recall that a 2-Segal set X is reduced if the set X0 consists of a single point. Observe that, by
the above equivalence, reduced 2-Segal sets correspond exactly to pointed stable double categories.
In particular, if XT is the 2-Segal set associated to a rooted tree T , then PXT is a pointed stable
double category.

If we consider the 2-Segal set XT associated to a tree T , the set of objects of PXT are all
subforests of T obtainable by a sequence of admissible cuts, which by Proposition 3.14 includes
all subtrees of T . Both the horizontal and the vertical morphisms are given by rooted subforests
of T together with one admissible cut, and the squares correspond to the rooted subforests of T
with two admissible cuts.

Denote by Yn the tree that has one vertex of degree n and n vertices of degree 1, one of which
is the root. For specificity, let us consider the tree T = Y3 as a nonplanar tree without labelling.
Then PXT has seven objects: T , K1, 2K1, K2, P

1
3 , P

2
3 and the empty tree, where Ki is the

complete graph on i vertices, P i
3 is the path on three vertices having as root a vertex of degree i

for i = 1, 2, and 2K1 denotes the forest on two vertices and no edges. To visualize the morphisms,
assign to each element in X2, which corresponds to a subtree with a nontrivial cut, a different
colour. Then on the left of Figure 5, we can see the corresponding morphisms in PXT ; the root
of each subtree is the black vertex. Each element in XT

2 corresponds to one vertical and one
horizontal morphism. Both trivial cuts give us the vertical and horizontal identity morphisms,
and vertical and horizontal morphisms to the empty tree on each object.

We have three squares corresponding to elements in X3 which are subtrees with two nontrivial
cuts, which we can see on the right-hand side of Figure 5. Every other square corresponds to a
tree with either one or two trivial cuts.

If we instead regard the tree T as planar, then PXT has eight objects and twelve non-identity
horizontal and vertical morphisms, together with the morphisms to and from the empty tree.
Moreover, there are four squares that correspond to subtrees with two nontrivial cuts. Thus, in
this case, the associated double category is slightly larger than in the nonplanar case. To visualize
it, one can take the picture in Figure 5 and duplicate the object corresponding to P 2

2 together
with the three vertical and two horizontal morphisms adjacent to that object.

Finally, let us assign a labelling to the tree T and consider the associated double category. It
has thirteen objects, fourteen nontrivial horizontal and vertical morphisms, and seven squares
corresponding to subtrees with two nontrivial cuts. In all cases, we have more squares that
correspond to subtrees with one trivial cut and one nontrivial cut or two trivial cuts.
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P 2
3 T

K2

K1 K2

P 1
3

Figure 5. The objects, morphisms and three squares of PXT .

So, assume that T has vertices labelled by 1, 2, 3, 4, with root labelled 1, as follows:

1

2

43

.

We can denote each object by the labels of its vertices as shown in Figure 6.

∅ •1 •2 •3 •4
123 124 24 23 12 234

••34 T

Figure 6. The thirteen objects in PXT .

Then the morphisms corresponding to nontrivial cuts are shown in Figure 7, and the seven
squares corresponding to two nontrivial cuts are shown in Figure 8.

3 34 4

123 T 234 24

1 124

12
23

2

Figure 7. The fourteen morphisms of PXT that correspond to a subtree with a
nonempty cut.
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23 123

2 12

24 124

2 12

234 T

23 123

234 T

24 124

123 T

12 124

23 234

23 123

234 T

2 12

Figure 8. Squares from nontrivial cuts.

Now, let us consider the family of what are sometimes called linear trees. Let TPn denote the
tree defined by the path graph on n vertices having as a root a vertex of degree one:

.

Then the subtrees obtained by admissible cuts are the paths Pk with 1 ≤ k ≤ n, together with the
empty tree. Thus we have an object of PXPn for every positive integer k < n which, together with
the empty tree, gives us n + 1 objects. As we previously noticed, for every object Pk there exists
a vertical morphism from the empty tree to Pk and from Pk to the empty tree. Furthermore, we
have a horizontal morphism from Pi to Pj if i ≤ j and a vertical morphism from Pj to Pi if j ≥ i.

Finally, given integers i, j, k such that i < j < k < n, there exists a square with horizontal
morphisms k− i ֌ k and j− i ֌ j and with vertical morphisms k− 1 ։ j− i and k ։ j, which
means that there are

(
n

3

)
squares arising from a subtree with two nontrivial cuts.

Example 4.5. For example, consider the tree P4. Its associated double category has five ob-
jects, thirty morphisms including identities, and four squares corresponding to subtrees with two
nontrivial cuts. A depiction is given in Figure 9.

1 2 3 4

∅

Figure 9. The objects and arrows of the double category associated to the tree P4.

Now let K1,n denote the tree with n vertices of degree one and one vertex of degree n, with the
latter taken to be the root vertex. Then the subtrees obtainable by admissible cuts are the trees
K1,i for 0 ≤ i ≤ n, and the subforests we obtain are Fi for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, where Fi denotes the forest
on i vertices and no edges. Notice that F1 = K1,0, thus together with the empty tree, we have 2n
objects in the associated double category. The horizontal morphisms are Fi ֌ K1,j and Fi ֌ Fj

for 0 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n, and the vertical morphisms are K1,j ։ K1,i and Fj ։ Fi for 0 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n,
together with the morphisms from and to the empty tree. We thus have 2

(
n+1
2

)
+ 2n horizontal
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and vertical morphisms besides the identity morphisms. Finally, the squares are of the form

Fj K1,k

Fj Kk−i

Fk−i Fk

Fj−i Fj

where the right square corresponds to the subtree K1,k, where the first cut passes through i edges
and the second cut passes through j edges. The left square corresponds to the forest Fk with two
cuts where one cut separates i vertices, and the other cut separates j vertices for i < j.

Example 4.6. Consider the tree K1,3 having as root the vertex of degree three. Then the associ-
ated double category has seven objects and fifteen nonidentity horizontal and vertical morphisms.
In Figure 10, we see every object corresponding to a nonempty subtree and the morphisms between

F3

K1,3

F1

K1,1

K1,2

F2

Figure 10. The objects and morphisms corresponding to nonempty subforests in
the double category associated to the tree K1,3.

them. Finally, there are five squares that correspond to subtrees with two nontrivial cuts.

Finally, we consider the trees Zm,n obtained by subdividing one edge of the tree K1,m+1 into n
edges. Alternatively, it can be obtained by identifying the root vertices of Pn+1, with the root a
vertex of degree one, and K1,m, with root the vertex of degree m:

1
2

m
1

2

n

Zm,n.

Then the nonempty forests we obtain by taking cuts are:

• K1,ℓ for 2 ≤ ℓ ≤ m+ 1;
• the forest Fi on i vertices and no edges for 1 ≤ i ≤ m+ 1;
• the path tree Pj for 2 ≤ j ≤ n;
• the disjoint union Wi,j := Fi ⊔ Pj for 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 2 ≤ j ≤ n− 1; and
• the subtrees Zi,j for 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 2 ≤ j ≤ n.

See Figure 11 for examples.
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Z4,4 W4,4 P5 K1,5 F5

Figure 11. The trees and forests Z4,4,W4,4, P5, K1,5 and F5.

Notice that we can write F1 = K1,0 = P1 = W0,1 = W1,0 = Z0,1; while we are not considering
them as distinct objects, this observation is important for describing the morphisms. Furthermore,
W1,1 = F2, K1,1 = P2 and while K1,2 is the same tree as P3, they are considered to be different
since they have a different root; Pi always has as a root a vertex of degree one and K1,ℓ a vertex
of degree ℓ. Finally we also have Zi,0 = K1,i, Z0,i = Pi = W0,i, Zi,1 = K1,i+1 and Wi,0 = Fi.

We know from the previously considered families of trees that we have morphisms:

• Pi ֌ Pj and Pj ։ Pi for i ≤ j;
• Wi,j ֌ Wi,k and Wi,k ։ Wi,j for 2 ≤ j ≤ k;
• Fi ֌ K1,j and K1,j ։ K1,i for i ≤ j; and
• Fi ֌ Fj and Fj ։ Fi for every i, j.

Thus, it suffices to analyse morphisms associated to the subtree Zk,ℓ with a nontrivial admissible
cut for 1 ≤ k ≤ m and 2 ≤ ℓ ≤ n. To do so, denote by ej the admissible cut that passes through
the jth edge from the root of Pℓ ⊆ Zk,ℓ for 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ. Denote by gi the cut that passes through i
edges of K1,k ⊆ Zk,ℓ for 1 ≤ k ≤ ℓ, and denote by giej the cut that is the union of the cuts gi and
ej ; see, for example, Figure 12. Then:

Figure 12. The tree Z3,3 with the cuts g2, e3, g1e2 and g2e1 respectively.

• from (Zk,ℓ, ej) we obtain morphisms Zk,(j−1) ֌ Zk,ℓ and Zk,ℓ ։ Pℓ−j;
• from (Zk,ℓ, gi) we obtain morphisms Z(k−i),ℓ ֌ Zk,ℓ and Zk,ℓ ։ Fi; and
• from (Zk,ℓ, giej) we obtain morphisms Z(k−i),(j−1) ֌ Zk,ℓ and Zk,ℓ ։ Wi,ℓ−j.

For the squares, consider the tree Zm,n with the cuts giej and gℓek where i+ ℓ ≤ m and k < j ≤ n.
Then the corresponding square is

Wℓ Zm,n

Wℓ,j−k Zm−i,j−1.

Example 4.7. Consider the tree Z2,2. Then in Figure 13 we can see the objects of the associated
double category that correspond to nonempty subtrees and forests together with the morphisms
between them. The pink arrows are horizontal morphisms and the black arrows are vertical
morphisms.
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Figure 13. Part of the double category associated to the tree Z2,2.

5. Relationship with the 2-Segal set of the underlying graph

In this section, we explore the relationship between the 2-Segal set arising from a rooted tree
and that arising from the underlying graph. We begin by recalling the following definition of a
2-Segal set associated with a graph G from [2].

Definition 5.1. Let G be a finite graph. We define a simplicial set XG associated to G as follows.

(1) The set XG
0 has a single element that we denote by ∅.

(2) The set XG
1 is the set of all subgraphs of G.

(3) Any XG
n has elements (H ;S1, . . . , Sn) where H is a subgraph of G and the sets S1, . . . , Sn

form a partition of the set V (H) of vertices into n disjoint (but possibly empty) sets.
(4) The face maps di : X

G
n → XG

n−1 are defined as di(H ;S1, . . . , Sn) = (H ; , S1, . . . , Si ⊔
Si+1, Si+2, . . . , Sn) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n−1, d0(H ;S1, . . . , Sn) = (H\S1;S2, . . . , Sn) and dn(H ;S1, . . . , Sn) =
(H \ Sn;S1, . . . , Sn−1) where H \ S denotes the subgraph of H spanned by V (H) \ S for
S = S1, Sn.

(5) The degeneracy maps si : X
G
n → XG

n+1 are given by

si(H ;S1, . . . , Sn) = (H ;S1, . . . , Si,∅, Si+1, . . . , Sn).

While in [2], only the labelled case is considered, just as in the case of rooted trees and their cuts,
we can also consider the case where the graph is unlabelled and we take all unlabelled subgraphs.
In other words, when the graph is unlabelled we consider isomorphism classes of graphs with
partitions.

Example 5.2. Consider the labelled graph G with vertices a, b, c and edges (a, b), (b, c). If we
consider this graph together with its subgraphs, then XG

1 has 13 subgraphs (one empty, three
consisting of a single vertex, five with two vertices and four with three vertices). Then XG

2 has
34 non-degenerate elements, i.e., elements in which both subsets in the partition are nonempty.
In Figure 14 we depict half of them; the remaining half is obtained by exchanging the two parts
(that is, the colours) of the partition.
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a

b

c

b

a

b

c

b

a

c

a

b

c

a

b

c

a

b

c

a

b

c

a

b

c

a

b

c

a

b

c

a

b

c

a

b

c

a

b

c

a

b

c

a

b

c

Figure 14. Some elements in XG
2 , labelled case

There are 24 non-degenerate elements (H ;S1, S2, S3) in XG
3 , obtained by considering, for each

of the four subgraphs H of G that contain all three vertices, the six partitions of the three vertices
into three singleton sets S1, S2, S3.

If we consider the associated tree we only have, depending on the choice of the root, six or seven
non-degenerate elements XT

1 , as we saw in Example 3.8; four or seven in XT
2 , as we can see in

Figure 15, and one or two in XT
3 .

a

b

c

a

b

c

a

b

b

c

b

a c

b

a c

b

a c

b

c

b

a

a

c a

c

Figure 15. The nondegenerate elements of XT
2 when T has a root of degree one

(first row) and when T has a root of degree two (second row).

Observe in particular that the 2-Segal set obtained from a rooted tree and its cuts is much smaller
than the 2-Segal set obtained from the underlying graph and all of its subgraphs, reflecting both
the fact that not all subgraphs can be obtained by admissible cuts, but also that we have an
inherent ordering on a tree that is not present for the underlying graph.

We now consider an example of this construction applied to an unlabelled graph.

Example 5.3. Now consider the non-planar unlabelled tree T = K1,3 with one vertex of degree
three and three vertices of degree one. Then in the 2-Segal set XG associated to the underlying
graph G we see that the set XG

1 contains eleven elements: the subgraphs

together with the five subgraphs having no edges and 0 ≤ i ≤ 4 vertices. In contrast, for the
2-Segal set XT one can check that XT

1 has cardinality seven. In fact, in this case the cardinality
is independent of which vertex we choose to be the root.

In Figure 16, we depict the nondegenerate elements of XG
2 . The partition of the vertices is

indicated by the two colours. The number below each element indicates how many distinct (that
is, non-isomorphic) elements can by obtained by permuting the colours. Thus, there are 38
elements for which both parts of the partition are non-empty. In XT

2 , however, the number of
elements corresponding to a subtree with a nontrivial cut is either six or eight, depending on the
choice of the root.

In Figure 17, we illustrate the non-degenerate elements of XG
3 , where as before the partition is

indicated by the colouring and we record the number of distinct elements that can be obtained
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2 2 2 2 2 2 2

1 2 2 2 2 2 2

1 1 2 2 2 2 1

Figure 16. Some elements in XG
2 , unlabelled case

3 6 6 6 6 3 1

6 3 3 3 3 3 3

Figure 17. The non-degenerate elements of XG
3 .

by permuting the parts. Thus XG
3 has 55 non-degenerate elements. However, if we consider the

graph as a rooted tree, the set XT
3 has only three or four non-degenerate elements (depending on

the choice of the root). The 2-Segal set associated to a tree viewed as a graph is substantially
larger than the 2-Segal set obtained from admissible cuts of the tree itself.

Finally observe that XG
4 has just four non-degenerate elements, determined by which of the four

singleton parts has the vertex of degree 3, while XT
4 has just one.

Lemma 5.4. Consider the 2-Segal sets XT and XG associated to a rooted tree T and to the
underlying graph G = U(T ). There is a simplicial map U : XT → XG that sends a subforest F
with a layering of n − 1 cuts to the underlying subgraph with the vertex partition defined by the
layers

U(F ; L0 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln) = (H ;S1, . . . , Sn),

where L0 = V (F ), Ln = ∅, H = U(F ) and Si = Li−1 \ Li for i = 1, . . . , n.

Proof. We check that U : XT → XG preserves the simplicial degeneracy and face maps

XT
n XG

n

XT
n+1 XG

n+1

si

Un

si

Un+1

XT
n XG

n

XT
n−1 XG

n−1.

di

Un

di

Un−1

(5.5)

For the degeneracy maps si we have

siUn(F ;L0 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln) = si(H ;S1, . . . , Sn) = (H ;S1, . . . , Si,∅, Si+1, . . . , Sn)

and
Un−1si(F ;L0 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln) = Un−1(F ;L0 ⊇ · · ·Li ⊇ Li ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln),
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which agree.
Consider now the face maps di. Since XT

0 and XG
0 are singletons we can assume n ≥ 2. For

1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 we have

diUn(F ;L0 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln) = di(H ;S1, . . . , Sn) = (H ;S1, . . . , Si ⊔ Si+1, . . . , Sn)

and
Un−1di(F ;L0 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln) = Un−1(F ;L0 ⊇ · · ·Li−1 ⊇ Li+1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln).

They agree since Si ⊔ Si+1 = (Li−1 \ Li) ⊔ (Li \ Li+1) = Li−1 \ Li+1. In the case when i = 0, we
have

d0Un(F ;L0 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln) = d0(H ;S1, . . . , Sn) = (H \ S1; S2, . . . , Sn)

and
Un−1d0(F ;L0 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln) = Un−1(F |L1; L1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln),

which agree since H \ S1 = U(F |L1): removing the vertices of S1 = L0 \ L1 from H gives the
underlying graph of the forest F |L1 defined by restricting F to the vertices L1.

In the case when i = n, we have

dnUn(F ;L0 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln) = dn(H ;S1, . . . , Sn) = (H\Sn; S1, . . . , Sn−1)

and

Un−1dn(F ;L0 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln) = Un−1(F |(L0\Ln−1); (L0\Ln−1) ⊇ · · · ⊇ (Ln−1\Ln−1)),

which agree since Si = Li−1\Li = (Li−1\Ln−1) \ (Li\Ln−1) for i = 1, . . . , n − 1, and removing
the vertices of Sn = Ln−1\∅ from H gives the underlying graph of F restricted to the vertices
L0\Ln−1. �

Observe that the simplicial map U : XT → XG is bijective in simplicial degree zero, as XT
0 and

XG
0 are both singletons. However it is not CULF, nor it is relatively Segal, as we explain shortly.

Intuitively these negative results say that decompositions of underlying graphs cannot always be
uniquely lifted to decompositions of trees.

Let us define these two notions more formally.

Definition 5.6. A map of simplicial sets X → Y is conservative with unique lifting of factoriza-
tions, or simply CULF, if the squares

Xn Yn

Xn+1 Yn+1,

sj sj

Xn Yn

Xn−1 Yn−1

di di

are pullbacks for each 0 < i < n and each 0 ≤ j ≤ n.

By [4, Lemma 4.1] checking the CULF property for a map of simplicial sets U : XT → XG is
equivalent to checking the following diagrams are pullbacks

XT
n XG

n

XT
1 XG

1 .

λn

Un

λn

U1

for the vertical arrows λ0 = s0 and λn = dn−1
1 (where n ≥ 2). The case n = 1 is immediate

as λ1 = id. Equivalently, we must check that the function Un : X
T
n → XG

n restricts to bijections
between the fibres λ−1

n (H) and λ−1
n (U(H)). For n = 0, the fibres are singletons if H is the empty

subforest, and are empty otherwise. In other words, U is conservative. For n ≥ 2 the map
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λn = dn−1
1 is the function that forgets the cuts (or the partition of vertices) and returns just

the subforest (or subgraph), and the condition says that any partition of a graph underlying an
admissible subforest H must arise from a unique layering of cuts of H . This idea is the motivation
behind the terminology “unique lifting of factorizations”.

Example 5.7. Consider

T =
b

a c
d

G = U(T ) =
a b c d

. (5.8)

Then we see that U fails to be CULF as the element (G; {a, c}, {b, d}) of d−1
1 (G) is not in the

image of U2: the graph can be partitioned into two subgraphs containing no edges, but the tree
cannot.

The above example shows that U : XT → XG is not CULF in general; the same argument
applies also to the labelled and unlabelled contexts.

Proposition 5.9. Let T be a rooted tree and G = U(T ) its underlying graph. Then the induced
map on 2-Segal sets U : XT → XG is CULF if and only if

• T has just one vertex, in the case that T is a labelled tree, and
• T has at most one edge, in the case that T is an unlabelled tree.

Proof. If T is the tree with just one vertex then U : XT → XG is CULF as it is an isomorphism.
Suppose that T is a labelled tree with more than one vertex. Then choosing an edge we have

an admissible subforest

H =

(

a
b
)

∈ XT
1 .

The fibres of d1 over H and UH have 3 and 4 elements respectively:

d−1
1 (H) = {(H ⊇ {a, b} ⊇ ∅), (H ⊇ {a} ⊇ ∅), (H ⊇ ∅ ⊇ ∅)} ⊆ XT

2 ,

d−1
1 (UH) = {(UH ;∅, {a, b}), (UH ; {a}, {b}), (UH ; {b}, {a}), (UH ; {a, b},∅)} ⊆ XG

2 .

Therefore U : XT → XG is not CULF.
Now assume that T is an unlabelled tree with at least two edges. Then G = U(T ) contains a

subgraph UH = , and the fibre d−1
1 (UH) ⊆ XG

2 is given by six partitions

, , , , ,

(UH ;V (UH),∅), (UH ;∅, V (UH)), (UH ; ◦, ◦◦), (UH ; ◦◦, ◦), (UH ; , ◦), (UH ; ◦, ).

However, the fibre of d−1
1 (H) ⊆ XT

2 contains either four elements,

(H ⊃ ∅ ⊇ ∅), (H ⊇ H ⊃ ∅), (H ⊃ • ⊃ ∅), (H ⊃ ⊃ ∅),

or, in the case that T is planar and the root of H has degree two (when the last element listed
can arise in two non-isomorphic ways) five elements. In either case we see that U : XT → XG is
not CULF.

Finally we consider the unlabelled rooted tree T with just one edge and two vertices and show
that, for each admissible subtree H , the functions Un restrict to bijections between λ−1

n (H), the
n-layerings of H , and λ−1

n (UH), the n-partitions of the vertices of the underlying graph UH . In
the case H = T we observe that the two vertices of UH are indistinguishable up to an isomorphism
of the graph, and so there are just n+

(
n

2

)
partitions of the vertex set into n parts. These partitions

correspond under Un to the n+
(
n

2

)
layerings by n− 1 cuts of T .

In the cases where H has just one vertex or H = ∅ the result is immediate. �
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Let us now turn to the definition of relatively Segal.

Definition 5.10. A map of simplicial sets X → Y is relatively Segal if the square

Xn Yn

X1 × · · · ×X1 Y1 × · · · × Y1,

in which the vertical arrows are the Segal maps, is a pullback for each n ≥ 2.

Proposition 5.11. Let T be a rooted tree and G = U(T ) its underlying graph. Then the induced
map on 2-Segal sets U : XT → XG is relatively Segal if and only if T has just one vertex.

Proof. If T is the tree with just one vertex then U : XT → XG is relatively Segal as it is an
isomorphism. Suppose T has more than one vertex, so that it has an admissible subforest

H =

(

a
b
)

∈ XT
1 .

Then in all cases (labelled or not, and planar or not) the diagram

XT
2 XG

2

XT
1 ×XT

1 XG
1 ×XG

1

(d0,d2)

U2

(d0,d2)

U1×U1

fails to be a pullback: observe that the subgraph of S of G containing both vertices of H , but not
the edge, does not arise from an admissible subtree of T . Therefore the element σ ∈ XG

2 given by
a partition of S into two non-empty parts is not in the image of U2, though (d0σ, d2σ) is clearly
in the image of U1 × U1. �

In the next section, we discuss the consequences of these results for Hall algebras.

6. The associated Hall algebra

In this section, we consider the Hall algebra associated with the 2-Segal set obtained from a
rooted tree. Let us begin by recalling the following definition from [3]; here a 2-Segal set X is
reduced if X0 consists of a single point.

Definition 6.1. Let X be a reduced 2-Segal set with finitely many non-degenerate simplices in
each degree, and k a field. The Hall algebra Hk(X) = H(X) associated to X has underlying
k-vector space spanned by the elements of X1. If 1b denotes the basis vector corresponding to
b ∈ X1, then the multiplication in H(X) is defined by

1b ∗ 1b′ =
∑

b′′∈X1

cb
′′

bb′1b′′

where cb
′′

bb′ is the number of elements c ∈ X2 such that d0(c) = b, d2(c) = b′, and d1(c) = b′′. If ∗
denotes the single element of X0, then the unit of H(X) is 1s0(∗).

Let us start by considering some specific examples of trees. If T is a rooted tree, we denote by
HT the Hall algebra associated to XT .

Example 6.2. Let T = F1, the tree with a single vertex and no edges. Since the only nonempty
subtree is the tree T itself, HT is a 2-dimensional vector space with basis {1∅, 1T}, multiplicative
identity 1∅ and 1T ∗ 1T = 0.
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c1

c2

Figure 18. A tree T such that HT has two elements which commute.

Example 6.3. Let T be the labelled tree with root vertex a, one other vertex b, and a single edge
between them. Then HT is the 4-dimensional vector space with basis {T, •a, •b,∅}. The only
nontrivial multiplication is

[•b][•a] = [T ].

In particular, observe that
[•a][•b] = 0

due to the ordering on the vertices inherent in the tree structure, so in particular HT is not
commutative.

By the same reasoning all nontrivial labelled trees give noncommutative Hall algebras. For
unlabelled trees, although the corresponding Hall algebras still need not be commutative, we can
show that they are commutative for a certain family of trees classified by the following result.

Proposition 6.4. The Hall algebra associated to a unlabelled rooted tree T is commutative if and
only if T has no vertices of degree higher than two and its root has degree one, in other words if
T is a path tree whose root vertex has degree one.

Proof. By Remark 3.15, if T is a tree with a vertex of degree n ≥ 3 (or n ≥ 2 if it is the root
vertex, then the forest Fn with n vertices and no edges is an element in X1. Notice that this forest
is always the top layer of the tree, so in particular it is never the bottom layer and Fn 6= d0(C)
for all C ∈ X2. It follows that 1Fn

∗ 1Y = 0 for every Y ∈ X1. However since Fn = d2(Z) for some
Z ∈ X1, we have that 1d0(Z) ∗ Fn = 1Z , showing that HT is noncommutative.

Now let Pn denote the unlabelled path tree on n vertices with root a vertex of degree one. Then
the elements ofX1 are the path graphs Pm form ≤ n. Denote by 1m the basis vector corresponding
to Pm. Then 1i ∗ 1j = 1i+j if i+ j ≤ n and 1i ∗ 1j = 0 if i+ j > n. Thus HPn is commutative. �

While the associated Hall algebra is not commutative in general for trees having vertices of
degree higher than two, if the tree is symmetric enough there are elements that do commute with
each other.

Example 6.5. Consider the tree T depicted in Figure 18 where the root is the black vertex. Let
c1 and c2 be cuts of the tree and take the elements ei = (T, ci) ∈ X2. Then d0(e1) = d2(e2) = T1

and d0(e2) = d2(e1) = T2 thus 1T1
∗ 1T2

= T = 1T2
∗ 1T1

.

Proposition 6.6. For the Hall algebra HT associated to a labelled rooted tree T , all multiplications
are of the form x· y = εz, where ε = 0, 1.

Proof. In the labelled context composites are unique if they exist, as was shown in Proposition
3.13. �
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Since by Proposition 6.6, every coefficient in a multiplication is zero or one, we can depict
the multiplication via a directed graph G(HT ), where the vertices are the basis vectors, and there
exists a directed edge (1a, 1b) if 1a∗1b 6= 0. In this way, we can see which elements do not commute
with each other, and in particular, for the Hall algebra to be commutative, every arrow must be
symmetric.

Example 6.7. Recall the tree T = Y3 that has one vertex of degree three and three vertices of
degree one. Fix as a root a vertex of degree one. When the tree is unlabelled and nonplanar, the
elements of XT

1 are T, F1, P2, P
1
3 , P

2
3 , F2, and ∅ where Pi denotes the path on i vertices, Fi denotes

the forest with no edges and P i
3 is the path on three vertices having as a root a vertex of degree

i. Then on the left-hand side of Figure 19 we can see the graph G(HT ). If we consider the same

1F1
1F2

1P2
1P 2

3

1P 1
3

1T

1F1
1F2

1P2
1P 2

3

1L

1R 1T

Figure 19. The graphs G(HT ) and G(HTp)

unlabelled tree Tp with its planar structure, we obtain the same elements in X1, together with
another tree which is also a path on three vertices with a root of degree one. Denote these two trees
by L and R respectively. Then we can see on the right-hand side of Figure 19 the graph G(HTp).
As we can see, in both cases the only two elements different than 1∅ which could commute with
each other are 1F1

and 1P2
. However notice that 1P2

∗ 1F1
= 1P 1

3
+ 1P 2

3
while 1F1

∗ 1P2
= 1P 1

3
.

If we consider the case where the tree is labelled, no two elements other than 1∅ can commute.

Let us now compare the Hall algebraHT associated to a tree T to the Hall algebraHG associated
to its underlying graph G = U(T ). The following results are not difficult to check.

Proposition 6.8. Let XG be the 2-Segal set associated to a finite graph G. The associated Hall
algebra HG = H(XG) is characterized as follows.

(1) The element 1∅ is the multiplicative identity, so 1H ∗1∅ = 1H = 1∅ ∗1H for every subgraph
H of G.

(2) If H ∩K 6= ∅, then 1H ∗ 1K = 0.
(3) If a and b are distinct vertices of G, then

1a ∗ 1b =
∑

H

1H

where H is a graph for which v(H) = {a, b}. If there are n edges between a and b in G,
then there are 2n such subgraphs H.
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(4) More generally, if H ∩K = ∅ for two nonempty subgraphs H and K of G, then

1H ∗ 1K =
∑

J

1J

where J is a graph with:
• the disjoint union H ⊔K as a subgraph, and
• either J = H ⊔K or the difference between J and H ⊔K consists of edges connecting
vertices of H with vertices of K.

(5) It is commutative, so 1H ∗ 1K = 1K ∗ 1H for any subgraphs H and K of G.

Example 6.9. Consider the labelled graph G on three vertices with vertex set {a, b, c} and edge
set {(a, b), (b, c)}. Then the non-zero products in the commutative Hall algebra HG are ∅∗H = H
and

•a ∗ •b = •a •b + a• •b •a •c ∗ •b = •a •b •c + a• •b •c + a• b• •c +G
•a ∗ •c = •a •c •a •b ∗ •c = •a •b •c + a• b• •c
•b ∗ •c = •b •c + b• •c •a ∗ •b •c = •a •b •c + a• •b •c

a• •b ∗ •c = a• •b •c +G •a ∗ b• •c = a• b• •c +G.

The following result and its linear dual follow from [4, §8].

Proposition 6.10. Suppose F : X → Y is a simplicial map between reduced 2-Segal sets.

(1) If F is CULF then the linear map F ∗ : H(Y )→ H(X) given by

F ∗(1y) =
∑

F1(x)=y

1x

defines a homomorphism of Hall algebras.
(2) If F is relatively Segal then the linear map F∗ : H(X)→ H(Y ) given by

F∗(1x) = 1F1(x)

defines a homomorphism of Hall algebras.

That is, the Hall algebra construction is contravariantly functorial on CULF maps and covari-
antly functorial on relatively Segal maps of reduced 2-Segal sets.

Let T be a rooted tree and G its underlying undirected graph, and consider the associated
simplicial map U : XT → XG as described in Lemma 5.4. This map does not necessarily induce
an algebra homomorphism in either direction between the associated Hall algebras HT and HG,
as we saw above that U is neither CULF nor relatively Segal.

Example 6.11. If T and G are the tree and underlying graph displayed in (5.8) then

1{b} ∗ 1{d} = 0 in HT 1{b} ∗ 1{d} = 1{b,d} in HG,

since for the multiplication in HT there are no admissible subforests of T with vertex set {b, d}.

Let us examine the structure constants of the two Hall algebras HT and HG in more detail.
For F, F ′, F ′′ ∈ XT

1 and H,H ′, H ′′ ∈ XG
1 , write T F ′′

F,F ′ and GH′′

H,H′ for the subsets (which in the

labelled context must be either empty or singletons) of those elements τ ∈ XT
2 and γ ∈ XG

2 with
(d0τ, d1τ, d2τ) = (F, F ′′, F ′) and (d0γ, d1γ, d2γ) = (H,H ′′, H ′) respectively, so that

1F ∗ 1F ′ =
∑

F ′′∈XT
1

|T F ′′

F,F ′| · 1F ′′ and 1H ∗ 1H′ =
∑

H′′∈XG
1

|GH′′

H,H′| · 1H′′

Since U : XG → XT is a simplicial map it defines functions

UF ′′

F,F ′ : T F ′′

F,F ′ → GUF ′′

UF,UF ′.
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If these maps were bijections, then U : HT → HG would be an algebra homomorphism.

7. The associated invertible operad and cooperad

There exists a deep connection between the theory of operads and 2-Segal sets. In this section,
we describe how to associate a coloured operad to the simplicial set XT obtained from a rooted
tree T . We begin with the notion of coloured operad from [3, §3.6].

Definition 7.1. Let C be a set and let (V,⊗, I) be a symmetric monoidal category. A (non-
symmetric) C-coloured operad in V is given by the following data:

(1) for each n ≥ 0 and (n+ 1)-tuple of colours (c1, . . . , cn|c0) with ci ∈ C, an object

O(c1, . . . , cn | c0) ∈ V;

(2) for each colour c, a unit map Ic : I → O(c | c); and
(3) for each (n + 1)-tuple of colours (c1, . . . , cn | c0) and ki-tuples (ci1, . . . , c

i
ki
) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

an appropriately associative and unital composition map

O(c1, . . . , cn | c0)⊗O(c11, . . . , c
1
k1
| c1)⊗ · · · ⊗O(cn1 , . . . , c

n
kn
| cn)→ O(c11, . . . , c

1
k1
, . . . , cn1 , . . . , c

n
kn
| c0).

A (non-symmetric) C-coloured cooperad in V is the formal dual of an operad. More precisely, it
is given by the data (1) as in Definition 7.1 along with

(2′) for each colour c, a counit map εc : O(c | c)→ I;
(3′) for each (n + 1)-tuple of colours (c1, . . . , cn) and ki-tuples (c

′
i,1, . . . , c

′
i,ki

) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, an
appropriately coassociative and counital cocomposition map

O(c11, . . . , c
1
k1
, . . . , cn1 , . . . , c

n
kn
| c0)→ O(c1, . . . , cn | c0)⊗O(c11, . . . , c

1
k1
| c1)⊗ · · · ⊗O(cn1 , . . . , c

n
kn
| cn).

Definition 7.2. A (co)operad is invertible when the (co)unit and (co)composition maps are
bijective.

Given an invertible operad O the inverse of the unit and composition maps define a cooperadic
structure on the same class of objects. Similarly given an invertible cooperad we can use the
inverse of the counit and cocomposition maps to view this structure as an operad. In this way we
may view invertible (co)operads as both operads and cooperads.

To begin showing how the theory of operads connects to simplicial sets we construct a cooperad
from the standard simplices ∆[n].

Example 7.3. [3, Example 3.6.3] The collection of standard simplices {∆(n)}n≥0 forms a 1-
coloured operad in (sSet,⊔,∅). The operadic composition maps

νk1,...,kn : ∆[n] ⊔∆[k1] ⊔ . . . ⊔∆[kn]→ ∆[k1 + · · ·+ kn]

are defined as follows. The 0-th vertex of ∆[n] is mapped to the 0-th vertex of ∆[k1 + · · ·+ kn],
the i-th vertex of ∆[n] is mapped to the vertex of ∆[k1+ · · ·+kn] labelled by k1+ · · ·+ki, and the
j-th vertex of ∆[ki] is mapped into the vertex of ∆[k1 + · · ·+ kn] labelled by k1 + · · ·+ ki−1 + j.

This operad from standard simplices allows us to build a cooperad from any simplicial set
X . Since Hom(∆[n], X) is naturally identified with Xn, the maps νk1,...,kn define a cooperadic
cocomposition

fk1,...,kn : Xk1+···+kn → Xn ×Xk1 × · · · ×Xkn,

and the collection of sets (Xn) forms a 1-coloured operad in (Set,×, 1). Using this cocomposition
we can build the following X1-coloured cooperad.
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Figure 20. Composition in the operad associated to a tree.

, ,

Figure 21. A non-empty, non-singleton set of binary operations in the coloured
operad associated to a planar unlabelled tree.

Example 7.4. ([3, Example 3.6.4]) For any simplicial set X , there is an X1-coloured cooperad
QX with

QX(c1, . . . , cn|c0) = {x ∈ Xn | ∂{0,1}(x) = c1, ∂{1,2}(x) = c2, . . . , ∂{n−1,n}(x) = cn, ∂{0,n}(x) = c0}.

The cocomposition of this cooperad is inherited from the cocomposition maps fk1,...,kn obtained
from the operad of standard simplices.

In [3], Dyckerhoff and Kapranov show that the cocomposition maps of QX factor through the
2-Segal map and that the cooperad is invertible if and only if X is 2-Segal, so that the category of
2-Segal sets is equivalent to the category of invertible operads in (Set,×, 1). In this sense we may
view the cooperad associated to a 2-Segal set as either a cooperad or an operad. In particular we
may view the 2-Segal set XT associated to a rooted tree T as an operad QXT .

Example 7.5. Let T be a rooted tree. The invertible (co)operad associated to a rooted tree QXT

is defined by the following data. The colour set is XT
1 , and QXT (c1, . . . , cn | c0) is the set of

layerings of admissible subforests by n− 1 cuts, H = L0 ⊇ L1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln = ∅, such that c0 = H
and ci = Li−1 \ Li for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. The composition map

νk1,...,kn : QXT (c1, . . . , cn | c0)×QXT (c11, . . . , c
1
k1
| c1)× · · · × QXT (cn1 , . . . , c

n
kn
| cn)

→ QXT (c11, . . . , c
1
k1
, . . . , cn1 , . . . , c

n
kn
| c0)

is defined by the following assignment, where each Hi is the admissible subforest defined by
Li−1 \ Li:

(
(H ⊇ L1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln=∅), (H1 ⊇ L1

1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ L1
k1
=∅), . . . , (Hn ⊇ Ln

1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln
kn

=∅)
)

7→ (H ⊇ L1⊔L
1
1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ L1 ⊇ L2⊔L

2
1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ L2 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln−1 ⊇ Ln

1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ln
kn

=∅).

We illustrate the composition map in Figure 20.

Remark 7.6. As previously mentioned, there are three different choices of 2-Segal set associated
to a tree T , according to whether T is considered labelled, planar or neither. Only in the unlabelled
planar situation do we obtain sets QXT (c1, . . . , cn | c0) of n-ary operations of the coloured operad
that are neither empty nor singletons; see Figure 21.
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Figure 22. Composition in the operad associated to a graph.

Example 7.7. Let G be a graph, and let XG be its associated 2-Segal set. Following [2, Example
2.3], the invertible (co)operad QXG associated to G is defined as follows. The colour set C = XG

1 ,
the set of all subgraphs of G,

QXG(c1, . . . , cn | c0) = {(H ;S1, . . . , Sn) ∈ XG
n | S1 = c1, . . . , Sn = cn, H = c0},

and the composition map νk1,...,kn is given by
(
(H ;S1, . . . , Sn), (S1;S

1
1 , . . . , S

1
k1
), . . . , (Sn;S

n
1 , . . . , S

n
kn
)
)
7→ (H ;S1

1 , . . . , S
1
k1
, . . . , Sn

1 , . . . , S
n
kn
).

The composition map is illustrated in Figure 22.
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