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ABSTRACT: Hypergraph states are a special kind of multipartite states encoded by
hypergraphs. They play a significant role in quantum error correction, measurement—
based quantum computation, quantum non locality and entanglement. In a series of two
papers, we introduce and study calibrated hypergraph states, a broad generalization
of weighted hypergraph states codified by hypergraphs equipped with calibrations, an
ample extension of weightings. We propose as a guiding principle that a constructive
theory of hypergraph states must be based on a categorical framework for hypergraphs
on one hand and multi qudit states on the other constraining hypergraph states enough
to render the determination of their general structure possible. In this first paper, we
introduce graded {2 monads, concrete Pro categories isomorphic to the Pro category
{2 of finite von Neumann ordinals and equipped with an associative and unital graded
multiplication, and their morphisms, maps of {2 monads compatible with their monadic
structure. We then show that both calibrated hypergraphs and multi qudit states
naturally organize in graded (2 monads. In this way, we lay the foundation for the
construction of calibrated hypergraph state map as a special morphism of these (2

monads in the companion paper.
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1 Introduction

Graphs and hypergraphs are usefully employed to model binary or higher-order re-
lations of any kind of objects [1,2]. Graphs consist of a set of vertices and one of
edges connecting pairs of distinct vertices. Hypergraphs are a broad generalization of
graphs featuring vertices and hyperedges joining any number of vertices rather than
just two. Graphs and hypergraphs can be enriched with edge and hyperedge weight
data, yielding multigraphs and weighted hypergraphs.

Graphs and hypergraphs find many applications in the analysis of the data sets
occurring in many scientific disciplines. In quantum information and computation
theory, they can be utilised to address a number of fundamental issues as reviewed in

the next subsection.

1.1  Graph and hypergraph states

Graph states are a special kind of multipartite states encoded by graphs. They were
originally introduced by Schlingemann and Hein, Eisert and Briegel in refs. [3,4] over
two decades ago. Since then, they have been shown to be relevant in quantum error
correction [5,6], measurement-based quantum computation [7]|, quantum secret sharing
[8] and analysis of Bell non locality [9-11] and entanglement [12-14]. Ref. [15] provides
a comprehensive introduction to the subject.

Hypergraph states are a wider class of multipartite states encoded by hypergraphs.
They were first considered by Qu et al. and Rossi et al. in refs. [16,17] as a broad
extension of graph states. As these latter, they enter foremostly in quantum error
correction [18], measurement-based quantum computation [19, 20|, state verification
and self-testing [21, 22|, analysis of Bell non locality [23| and study of entanglement
[24,25|. Background material on hypergraph states can be found in ref. [26].

Qudits are higher level computational units extending the scope of normal 2-level
qubits. Compared to these latter, qudits have a larger state space that can be used
to process and store more information and allow in principle for a diminution of cir-
cuit complexity together with an increase of algorithmic efficiency. They were first

investigated in some depth in refs. [27,28|. Ref. [29]| reviews these qudits and their
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application to higher dimensional quantum computing.

Qudit graph states have been explored in a number of works, e.g. [30,31]. The
study of qudit hypergraph states was initiated in refs. [32,33]. These states were
considered for quantum error correction in ref. [34].

In spite of the breadth of the variety of the graph and hypergraph states which
have been extensively studied in the literature reviewed above, such states share some
common universal features. First they are stabilizer states, i.e. one-dimensional error
correcting codes [35,36]. Second, they are locally maximally entangleable states [37].

A fundamental issue in quantum information theory is the classification of multipar-
tite states in entanglement local equivalence classes. The main classification schemes
used, as is well-known, are local unitary/local Clifford, separable and stochastic local
operations with classical communications equivalence. Graph and hypergraph states
lend themselves particularly well to this kind of investigation because of the richness
of their mathematical properties. This matter has been investigated in refs. [38-41]
for graph states and [42] for hypergraph states and has been considered also for qudit
graph states in [43,44].

1.2 Plan of the endeavour

In the present endeavour, we introduce and study calibrated hypergraph states, a broad
generalization of weighted hypergraph states encoded by hypergraphs endowed with
calibrations, a non trivial extension of weightings. The guiding principle informing
our approach is that a working theory of hypergraph states should be formulated in
a categorical framework for both hypergraphs and multi qudit states and, making
reference to this, postulate conditions on hypergraph states strong enough to allow for
the determination of their general structure. It leads to a set—up general enough to
cover most of the graph state constructions surveyed in the previous subsection. Our
method is comparable to that of Ionicioiu and Spiller in ref. [45] whom we are indebted
to for inspiration. However, unlike theirs, our theory cannot be properly characterized
as axiomatic but rather as constructive.

The work is naturally divided in two parts, henceforth referred to as I and II, which

we outline next.
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In I, we introduce graded (2 monads, concrete Pro categories isomorphic to the
Pro category (2 of finite von Neumann ordinals and endowed with an associative and
unital graded multiplication, and their morphisms, mappings of {2 monads compatible
with their monadic structure. We then prove that calibrated hypergraphs on one hand
and multi qudit states on the other naturally form graded {2 monads. In this way, we
pave the way to the construction of the calibrated hypergraph state map as a special
morphism of these {2 monads carried out in II.

In II, relying on the graded {2 monadic framework elaborated in I and focusing
on qudits over a generic Galois ring, we explicitly construct a calibrated hypergraph
state map as a special morphism of the calibrated hypergraph and multi qudit state
{2 monads. We show furthermore that calibrated hypergraph states are locally maxi-
mally entangleable stabilizer states, elucidate their relationship to weighted hypergraph
states, prove that they reduce to the weighted ones in the customary qubit case and
demonstrate through examples that this is no longer the case for higher qudits. We
finally illustrate a number of special technical results and applications.

The present paper covers Part . Its contents are outlined in more detail in subsect.

1.3 below.

1.3 The graded monadic framework of hypergraph states

In this paper, we elaborate a categorical framework for the analysis and computation
of qudit hypergraph states. Our work has a somewhat abstract outlook and is rather
technical. To make its reading more straightforward, in this subsection we outline
the main ideas underlying its development. The discussion will be informal. Precise
definitions of the concepts presented and rigorous statements of the properties of the
set—up constructed are to be found in the main body of the paper.

The basic principle on which the theory we propose is based can be formulated as
follows. Hypergraphs and their data on one hand and multipartite quantum states
on the other are naturally described by Pro categories isomorphic to the Pro category
of finite von Neumann ordinals and equipped with a graded monadic multiplicative
structure. In subsect. 1.4 below, we shall justify this principle by showing how it

is implemented in and analysing its implications for hypergraph state theory. Refs.
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[46,47| and app. A provide background on category theory.

Pro and the related Prop categories were introduced long ago having in mind ap-
plications to algebraic topology [48-51], but with time through the development of
operads they found usage also in universal algebra and graph theory. A Pro category
is a strict monoidal category all of whose objects are monoidal powers of a single gen-
erating object. The category of finite von Neumann ordinals (2 is the prototypical
example of Pro category. It is a concrete category featuring the ordinal sets [I] as
objects and the ordinal functions f : [I] — [m] as morphisms. Its monoidal product
formalizes the set theoretic operation of disjoint union of ordinal sets and functions
through the usual ordinal sum.

The basic building blocks of hypergraphs are vertices. The fundamental components
of multipartite systems are dits. The ordinal Pro category (2 provides a combinatorial
model which describes such units avoiding the large redundancy associated with the
different ways in which they are concretely realized. Each set of [ units is identified
with the ordinal set [I] viewed as a standard unit set. The functions mapping a set
of [ units into one of m units are accordingly identified with the ordinal functions
f : [l] = [m] construed as standard functions of standard unit sets. The operation
of disjoint union of sets and functions of units are then described by the monoidal
products of the ordinal sets and functions which represent them.

The categories considered in this paper, such as the various hypergraph categories
and the multi dit mode categories, are instances of {2 categories, that is categories
‘modelled’ on the ordinal Pro category (2. An {2 category is a Pro category D2
together with a strict monoidal isofunctor D : 2 — DJf2. From the perspective of
category theory, therefore, an {2 category D{? is indistinguishable from (2. However,
when DJ{? is a concrete category, as is always the case in the applications of our theory,
the explicit incarnations of the objects D[l] and morphisms Df : D[] — D[m] of Df?
as sets and functions do matter.

A graded {2 monad is a concrete (2 category Df2 equipped with an associative
and unital graded monadic multiplication. The monoidal and monadic multiplicative
structures of D2 are compatible but distinct and should not be confused. The former

acts on the objects and morphisms of D2, the latter on the elements forming the
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objects of Df2. Indeed, monoidal and monadic multiplication stand in a relationship
analogous to that occurring between tensor multiplication of Hilbert spaces and vectors
belonging to those spaces. Graded {2 monad morphisms can be defined: they are
suitable maps of graded {2 monads compatible with their monadic structures.

Graded (2 monads and monad morphisms form a category GM,,. This category
bears a close relationship to the category GM of graded monads. Graded monads were
introduced in category theory relatively recently [52-55|. They have found applications
in computer science, bounded linear logic and probability theory. In our work, another

application has been found.

Theorem 1.3.1. For any small subcategory & of the graded {2 monad category GM,,,
there is a functor Hg : & — GM injective on objects and morphisms mapping & into

the graded monad category GM.

In this way, graded {2 monads and monad morphisms can be identified with genuine
graded monads and monad morphisms. This is what justifies their name.

The finite ordinal category {2, {2 categories and graded {2 monads are studied in
detail in sect. 2. The results presented there provide the formal categorical under-
pinning for the analysis of later sections. However, we do not insist on the abstract
categorical aspects of our theory beyond what is strictly necessary for its quantum
theoretic applications.

We outline next the main graded {2 monads entering our theory. The design of these
categories, however arbitrary it may seem at a first reading, is justified ultimately by
the function they fulfill in the qudit hypergraph state construction and the eventual
insight in hypergraph state theory which accrues to this latter.

Hypergraphs are collections of hyperedges and hyperedges are non empty sets of ver-
tices. Hypergraphs are organized in an appropriate graded {2 monad, the hypergraph
(2 monad G{2. For each ordinal [I], G[l] is the set of all hypergraphs over the vertex set
[[]; in similar fashion, for each ordinal function f : [I] — [m], Gf : G[l] — G[m] is the
function of hypergraph sets induced by f as a vertex set function. The monadic mul-
tiplicative structure of G{2 is shaped in a manner roughly patterned after the disjoint

union of hypergraphs as collections of hyperedges.
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Hyperedge calibration data are a generalization of hyperedge weights, whose nature
we shall make more precise later. The construction of calibrated hypergraph states
requires endowing the hyperedges of the underlying hypergraphs with calibration data.
The augmented hypergraphs obtained in this manner are called calibrated. Calibrated
hypergraphs are described by another graded {2 monad, the calibrated hypergraph (2
monad G¢f2. The {2 monadic structure of G¢f2 extends compatibly that of G2 and
therefore G2 can be regarded as an enhancement of Gf2. G2 has a richer content
than G2, but it has otherwise a very similar layout.

Hypergraphs augmented with ordinary hyperedge weights, or weighted hypergraphs,
organize in yet another graded {2 monad, the weighted hypergraph {2 monad Gy (2.
Unlike the 2 monads G2, G¢ {2 introduced above, which are essential to our analysis,
Gy §2 serves mainly the purpose of comparing our approach to hypergraphs states to
others existing in the literature. The relationship between G2 and Gy (2 is encoded
formally by a special morphism relating them that can be explicitly described.

The hypergraph (2 monad G2 and its calibrated and weighted enhancements G2
and Gy {2 are studied in depth in sect. 3.

In classical theory, the distinct configurations of a single cdit are indexed by some
finite set R. As long as one aims only to a mere cataloguing of the cdit’s configurations,
R can be assumed to be just a collection of labels. However, the theory of computation
invariably requires R to be endowed with some kind of algebraic structure depending
on the approach followed and the goals pursued. At the very least, R should be a
commutative monoid. In quantum theory, the independent states of a single qudit are
indexed by the same monoid R as its cdit counterpart by the principle of base encoding.
The independent states of a single qudit therefore span a state Hilbert space .74 of
dimension |R].

Multi cdit configurations are described by a specific graded 2 monad, the multi cdit
configuration 2 monad E (2. For each ordinal [[], E[l] is the set of all configurations of
the cdit set [I]; accordingly, for each ordinal function f : [I] — [m], Ef : E[l] — E[m]
is the function of configuration sets induced by f as a function of cdit sets, a map in-
tuitively describing the configuration ‘expansion/compression’ implemented by f. The

monadic multiplicative structure of E{? is defined as concatenation of configurations
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regarded as strings of R labels.

Multi qudit states are organized in a graded {2 monad that may be regarded as
the basis encoding of E {2, the multi qudit state {2 monad #%(2. The design of %2
mirrors therefore that of £{2 with multi qudit state Hilbert spaces replacing multi cdit
configuration sets and linear operators between those spaces taking the place of the
functions between those sets. Tensor multiplication of state vectors further substitutes
concatenation of configuration strings.

The multi cdit configuration and multi qudit state 2 monads E{? are J¢%(? are
defined and studied in detail in sect. 4.

1.4 Preview of the calibrated hypergraph state construction

The calibrated hypergraph state construction is at the same time the final goal and the
ultimate justification of the elaboration of the categorical set—up delineated in subsect.
1.3. In this subsection, we preview the construction of the calibrated hypergraph state
map carried out in part II of our endeavour and hopefully convince the reader that
the 2 monadic framework is indeed an appropriate one for the analysis of hypergraph
states, as claimed.

Before proceeding to showing how the calibrated hypergraph state construction can
be formulated in an {2 monadic framework, it is necessary to specify the notation used.
A calibrated hypergraph formed by a hypergraph H and a hyperedge calibration data
set o over H is indicated by a pair (H, ). The monadic multiplication of calibrated
hypergraphs is expressed by the symbol « to remind its analogy to disjoint union. The
calibrated hypergraph monadic unit is denoted by (O, ¢) to recall its being empty. A
multi qudit state vector is denoted by a Dirac ket |#). The monadic multiplication of
state vectors is indicated by the tensor multiplication symbol ®, in conformity with
its mathematical meaning. The state vector monadic unit is denoted by |0) signifying
just the complex unit.

The calibrated hypergraph state construction associates with any calibrated hyper-

graph (H, o) € G¢[l] a hypergraph state |(H, )y € #%[l]. It is covariant, since

Hef|(H, o)) =|Gef(H, 0)) (1.4.1)
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for any ordinal function f : [I] — [m]. It is further compatible with the monadic

multiplication in the sense that
((H,0) ~ (K,<))=|(H,0)®|(K,<)) (1.4.2)
for (H, 0) € Gell], (K, <) € Go[m] and moreover satisfies
(0.€)) = [0). (1.43)

By these properties, the maps |—) : Ggo[l] — H#%[l] assigning the hypergraph state
|(H, 0)) € #%|l] to each calibrated hypergraph (H, o) € G¢|l] for the different values
of [ specify a distinguished morphism of the graded {2 monads G¢{2, (2. An 2
monad theoretic interpretation of the calibrated hypergraph state map |—) such as
this, although interesting in its own, hides however a far more relevant point: relations
(1.4.1)—(1.4.3) provide valuable information about the nature of the hypergraph cali-
bration data, which we have not specified yet, and essentially determine the map |—).
This, ultimately, is the reason why our categorical set—up is not an end in itself but an
indispensable reference grid for the analysis of hypergraph states.

As recalled earlier, the set R labelling a cdit’s configurations must have some kind
of algebraic structure in computation theory. R is often supposed to be a Galois field.
However, this assumption may sometimes be relaxed. Our construction of hypergraph
states works also when R is more generally a Galois ring. Background on Galois ring
theory can be found in refs. [56-58| and app. A of II.

A Galois ring R is determined up to isomorphism by its characteristic p”, a prime
power, and degree d. It is a finite ring with ¢ = p" elements altogether. It further
includes a prime subring P, a minimal Galois subring isomorphic to the ring Z, of
integers modulo p". It finally features a trace function tr : R — P with important
surjectivity and non singularity properties.

Since a Galois ring R is finite, for any fixed € R the exponents v € N giving
distinct powers x* constitute a finite set Z, of exponents depending on z. Z, is in fact
a cyclic monoid. The monoids Z, for varying x € R can be assembled into the direct
sum monoid Z = @ Z,, called the cyclicity monoid of R. The power of a ring element

x € R to the exponent u € Z is defined to be 2" = 2" if u = (u,)er-
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Sect. 2 of II reviews the properties of Galois rings most relevant in calibrated
hypergraph state theory and other topics such as the qudit Pauli group and quantum
Fourier transformation, which enter as essential elements in its elaboration.

We illustrate next the calibrated hypergraph state construction in some detail. An
exponent function of a given vertex set X is any function w : X — Z. Since Z is a
monoid, the exponent functions of X form a monoid, the exponent monoid Z¥. A
calibration of X is any function ox : Z¥ — P. A calibration p over a hypergraph
H e G[l] is an assignment to each hyperedge X € H of a calibration px of X.

The hypergraph state |(H,0)) € #%[l] associated with a calibrated hypergraph
(H, o) € G¢ll] is given by

(H. 0)) = D11,0)|00), (1.4.4)

where Dy, is a linear operator of #3[l] of the form
Dy = 24 B |ayw i@ (z|F. (1.4.5)
zeE|(l]

Here, Fj is the quantum Fourier transform operator and w = exp(27i/p"). The vectors
|z), x € E|l], constitute the qudit Hadamard basis of ##%[l] to which |0;) belongs. The

phase function oy, : E[l] — P reads as
o) = X 3] oxtwytr (o) (1.46)
XeH wezX reX

with o € E[l]. The state |(H, g)) is encoded by the hypergraph (H, g) through o).
The definition of hypergraphs states we have submitted is justified ultimately by

the following theorem which is the main result reached in II.

Theorem 1.4.1. The calibrated hypergraph state map defined by expressions (1.4.4)—
(1.4.6) satisfies properties (1.4.1)-(1.4.3).

The hypergraph states obtained in this way have all the properties expected from such

states.

Theorem 1.4.2. The calibrated hypergraph states given by expressions (1.4.4)—(1.4.6)

are locally mazimally entangleable stabilizer states [37].
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The stabilizer group operators K(g(a) of the hypergraph states |(H,p)) and the
associated hypergraph orthonormal bases |(H, o), a) can also be obtained.

Our procedure for generating calibrated hypergraph states is in its main lines anal-
ogous to that yielding weighted hypergraph states appearing in earlier literature such
as refs. [16,17] or, in the qudit case, refs. [32,33]. Couched in our {2 monadic language
for the purpose of comparison, those authors associate with any weighted hypergraph
(H,«a) € Gy 2 a weighted hypergraph state |(H,«)) € #%[l] given by an expression
analogous to (1.4.4), (1.4.5) but with o(zq) of the form

Oray(T) = D4 axtr (l_[ x) (1.4.7)

XeH reX
where ay € P is the weight factor of hyperedge X. Albeit the weighted hypergraph
state construction is sound, the hypergraph states it produces are not sufficiently gen-
eral for all the properties (1.4.1)—(1.4.3) to be enjoyed. The calibrated hypergraph
states proposed in the present endeavour conversely possess those properties by design.

We quote next a further results which may support our proposal.

Theorem 1.4.3. For each weighted hypergraph (H, «) € Gy [l], there exists a calibrated
hypergraph (H, ) € Gc¢l[l] with the same underlying hypergraph H € G[l] with the
property that |(H,«)) = |(H, 0)).

So, the calibrated hypergraph approach subsumes the weighted hypergraph one. The
relationship of the two approaches could be summarized in simple words by saying that
while the phase functions of calibrated hyper graph states exhibit all possible powers
of the Galois qudit variables those of the weighted hypergraph states do only the 0-th
and 1-st ones. The critical question about whether genuinely new hypergraph state
entanglement classes are generated in this way will not be addressed in this work.
For qubits, for which the relevant Galois ring R is the simple binary field Fy, the
calibrated hypergraph state construction does not yield new states beyond the weighted

hypergraph ones already known.

Theorem 1.4.4. Assume that R = Fy is the binary field. Then, for each calibrated
hypergraph (H, ) € G¢[l] there exists a weighted hypergraph (K, o) € Gw|l] such that
(K, a)) = [(H, 0)) up to a sign.
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The calibrated hypergraph state construction and its properties are expounded in
sect. 3 of II, where the above results and more are obtained.

When the Galois ring R is a field, the general expression of the calibrated hyper-
graph state map can be recast into a fully polynomial form thanks to the existence of
a distinguished subset of polynomials taken from the polynomial ring R[x] computing
the powers of the field’s elements to the cyclicity monoid’s exponents. This and other
selected applications of the theory of calibrated hypergraph states we have developed

can be found in sect. 4 of II.

1.5 Scope and outlook of the work

With the present work, we have provided a more general definition of hypergraph states
based on and justified by an underlying graded monadic framework for hypergraphs
and quantum multipartite states. The approach we have followed is motivated by the

wish of

a) finding original applications of the methods of category theory to quantum infor-

mation theory,

b) achieving a more complete and precise theoretical understanding of hypergraphs

states,

c¢) providing an alternative formulation of the problems of hypergraph state theory

which might help to find their solution and
d) devising new computational techniques for hypergraph states.

Only time will say whether these goals will be fully achieved. More modestly, one
might concentrate on the first two of them.

The pending fundamental question is whether the hypergraph states generated in
this way represent genuinely new entanglement classes in the standard local classifica-
tion schemes — local unitary /local Clifford, separable and stochastic local operations
with classical communications — or else fall into already known entanglement classes.
This matter is non trivial and cannot be solved by us in the limited space of a single

work. We therefore leave it for future work.
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Conventions. In this paper, we adopt the following notational conventions.

1. We indicate by |A| the cardinality of a finite set A.
2. For any set A, we let e4 : @ — A be the empty function with range A.

3. Complying with the most widely used convention computer science, we denote by
N the set of all non negative integers. Hence, 0 € N. We denote by N, the set of all

strictly positive integers.

4. Forle N, we let [I[] = g if l =0 and [I] = {0,...,0l — 1} if [ > 0 be the standard

finite von Neumann ordinals.

5. Ifle Nand A c N, we let A+1 = {i+1|i e A}. Accordingly, if M < PN (the power
set of N) is a collection of subsets of N, we let M +1 = {A+{|Ae M}.

6. An indexed finite set is a finite set A together with a bijection a : [|A]] — A.
An indexed finite set (A, a) is so described by the |A|-tuple (a(0),...,a(]A| —1)).
As a rule, we shall write the indexed set as A and the associated |A|-tuple as
(ao, ..., aa-1) for simplicity. When A is a totally ordered set, e.g. a set of integers,
then it is tacitly assumed that the indexing employed is the one such that a, < as

for r, s € [|A|] with r < s, unless otherwise stated.

7. If A, B are finite sets and f : A — B is a function and furthermore A is indexed
as (ao, ..., aa-1), then f is specified by the |A|-tuple (f(ao),..., f(aja-1)a of its

values.
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2  The ordinal category (2, {2 categories and graded (2 monads

The {2 monadic framework is the universal categorical paradigm underlying our treat-
ment of calibrated hypergraph and hypergraph states. In this section, we introduce it
and study its main properties.

The theory of the finite ordinal category {2 is reviewed in subsect. 2.1. In subsect.
2.2, we present {2 categories, the kind of categories relevant in our analysis, and in-
vestigate their properties. Graded {2 monads are defined and studied in subsect. 2.3.
Some useful background material of category theory can be found in app. A. [46,47]
are standard references on the subject. The exemplification of the theory worked out

here will be provided in later sections.

2.1  The finite ordinal category (?

The category FinOrd of finite ordinals and functions plays a central role in our analysis.
FinOrd is a full subcategory and the skeleton of the category FinSet of finite sets and
functions thereof. We shall conveniently denote FinOrd and FinSet as (2 and X,

respectively.

Proposition 2.1.1. There exists a strict monoidal category (2 with the following layout.

1. The objects set Objg, of {2 is the collection of the finite von Neumann ordinals
[[] with e N.

2. For any l,m € N, the morphism set Homg([l],[m]) of £2 consists of all functions
fo{ = [m].

3. For any l,m,n € N, the composite g o f € Homg([l],[n]) of f € Homg([{],[m]),

g € Homg([m], [n]) is the usual composite of functions.

4. For any l € N, the identity id) € Homg([1], [1]) of [{] € Objg, is the usual identity
function of the set [I].

5. For any l,m € N, the monoidal product [l] — [m] € Obj,, of [I], [m] € Objy, is

[1] < [m] = [I +m]. (2.1.1)
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6. For any l,m,p,q € N, the monoidal product f — g € Homgp([l] « [m],[p] ~ [q])
of f € Homg([I]. o)), g € Homp([m]. [q]) is given by

f-al) :{ ;c((j)— D) +p Z:ZEEL] 1 =12)
7. The monoidal unit is [0] € Obj,,.
We notice that above one has
Homg([1],[0]) = & if 1 >0, (2.1.3)
Homyg([0], [m]) = {em)} (2.1.4)

for [,m € N.

Proof. The composition operation o and the identity assigning map id of {2 are the
same as those of the finite set category X and thus satisfy the associativity and unitality
relations (A.1.1), (A.1.2), rendering {2 a category. Using relations (2.1.1), (2.1.2), it
is also readily verified that the monoidal multiplication -« and unit [0] of (2 fulfil the
strict monoidality requisites (A.2.1) —(A.2.6), in this way making the category {2 strict

monoidal. 0

{2 is called the finite von Neumann ordinal or more simply ordinal category.
A distinguished property of the category (2 is that for all [ € N the object [I] is the
[~th monoidal power of the object [1]:

[[]=[1]~ -~ [1] (I terms). (2.1.5)

() is therefore an instance of Pro category [48-51|, a distinguished kind of strict

monoidal category reviewed in app. A.4.
Proposition 2.1.2. {2 is a Pro category with generating object [1].

Proof. By virtue of prop. 2.1.1, {2 is a strict monoidal category with monoidal product
. By relation (2.1.5), {2 satisfies moreover the defining requisite of a Pro category,

eq. (A.4.1), having [1] as its generating object. O
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Remark 2.1.1. The finite ordinal category {2 turns out to be in fact a symmetric strict
monoidal category (cf. def. A.3.1). The swap maps of the underlying symmetric

structure are the morphisms sp ) € Homg([l] ~ [m], [m] -« [{]), [,m € N, given by

(i) i+m ifie [l (2.16)
st (2) = 1.
b i—1 ifie[m]+l.

The swap map relations (A.3.1)-(A.3.4) are straightforwardly shown to be fulfilled.
Being both a symmetric strict monoidal and a Pro category renders {2 a Prop category
(cf. app. A.4). This property of {2 however plays no role in the subsequent analysis

and is mentioned here only for the sake of completeness.

2.2 () categories

The finite ordinal category {2 and its variants generated by narrowing its morphism sets
are relevant in various branches of mathematics. The reason why (2 is key in our work
is the following: {2 constitutes a universal combinatorial model for a number of concrete
Pro categories employed in the theory of calibrated hypergraph states developed by us,
the so called (2 categories. In this subsection, we introduce {2 categories and analyze

in some detail their general properties.

Definition 2.2.1. A Pro category C is an {2 category if C is isomorphic to (2, that is
such that there is a strict monoidal isofunctor D : 2 — C (cf. def. A.2.2).

C can therefore be conveniently identified with the image category D{2, whose object
collection Obj,, consists of the images D[l] of the objects [I] € Obj,, and whose
morphism sets Hompg,(D[l], D[m]) are constituted by the images D f of the morphisms
f € Homg([l],[m]). D furnishes so a one-to-one parametrization of the objects and
morphisms C by those of {2 and for this reason is called the stalk isofunctor of C.
The next proposition furnishes a general way of constructing (2 categories often
employed in practice. In essence, it delineates a method of generating strict monoidal

isofunctors D having the ordinal category (2 as source category.

Proposition 2.2.1. Let

a) a non empty class O,
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b) a collection of non empty sets H(l,m), l,m € N, such that for I,m,p,q € N with

(I,p) # (m,q) H(l,p) n H(m,q) = &,

¢) an injective map D : Obj, — O and

d) an injective map D : Homg([l],[m]) — H(l,m) for every l,m € N

be given. Then, there exists a strict monoidal category D2 with the following layout.

1.

2.

The set Objpg, = {D][l]|l € N} is the object set of DI2.

The sets Hompg(D[l], D[m]) = {Df|f € Homgu([l],[m])} for varying I,m € N
are the morphism sets of DS2.

For every I,m,n € N and f € Homgp([l],[m]), g € Homg([m], [n]), the composite
Dgo Df € Hompn(D[l], D[n]) of Df, Dg is given by

DgoDf = D(go f). (2.2.1)

For every l € N, the identity idpp) € Hompo(D[l], D[l]) of D[l] reads as
idpyy = Didy . (2.2.2)
For any l,m € N, the monoidal product D[l] —~ D[m] € Objp,, of D[l], D[m] is

D[l] « D[m] = D([l] ~ [m]). (2.2.3)

For every l,m,p,q € N and f € Homg([], [p]), g € Homg([m], [q]), the monoidal
product Df ~ Dg € Hompgn(D[l] « D[m], D[p] « D|q]) of Df, Dg reads as

Df~ Dg=D(f - g). (2.2.4)

7. The monoidal unit of D2 is D[0] € Objpg,-

D is further a Pro category with generating object D[1]. Moreover, the map D gives

rise to a strict monoidal isofunctor D : 2 — D{2. D2 is so an {2 category and D 1is

its stalk isofunctor.
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Proof. To begin with, we notice that the injectivity of the mapping D ensures that
both Obj,, and the Hompg(D[l], D[m]) are genuine sets and not multisets. It further
guarantees that the composition law and identity assigning map as well as the monoidal
multiplication on objects and morphisms of D{? are unambiguously defined. By prop.
2.1.1, £2 is a strict monoidal category. By (2.2.1), (2.2.2), the composition operation o
and the identity assigning map id of Df2 obey the associativity and unitality relations
(A.1.1), (A.1.2) as a consequence of those of {2 doing so, making D2 a category. Using
(2.2.3)-(2.2.4), it is also straightforward to verify that the monoidal product -« and
unit D[0] of D2 obey the strict monoidality relations (A.2.1)—(A.2.6) as a result of
those of 2 doing so, rendering the category D{?2 strict monoidal. From (2.1.5) and
(2.2.3), D{? satisfies moreover the defining condition of a Pro category, viz eq. (A.4.1),
having D[1] as its generating object. Finally, the way the object and morphism sets
of D2 are defined and relations (2.2.1)—(2.2.4) manifestly imply that the mapping D
gives rise to a strict monoidal functor D : 2 — D{2. As D is bijective on objects
and morphism, D is an isofunctor. It follows that Df2 is an {2 category with stalk

isofunctor D. O

Corollcorary 2.2.1. Let D : 2 — T be a functor injective on objects and morphisms,
where (2 is viewed as a plain category with no monoidal structure and I is some target
category. Then, there exists an {2 category DS2 with the design shown in items 1-7 of
prop. 2.2.1 having the functor D with the target category restricted from I to DS? as

its stalk isofunctor. Furthermore, D{2 is a non monoidal subcategory of T .

Proof. Prop. 2.2.1, taken in the special case where O = Objs is the object class, the
H(l,m) = Homg (D[], D[m]), I,m € N, are the morphism sets and the functor D is
the layout map, guarantees the existence of an {2 category D{2 described by items 1-7
and having D as its stalk isofunctor. The functoriality of D ensures further that D2,

as an ordinary non monoidal category, is a subcategory of 7. U

Remark 2.2.1. (2 categories are all isomorphic. Indeed, given two {2 categories D2,
EQ, the composite Dpp : E o D™t : D2 — ES of their stalk isofunctors is evidently

a strict monoidal isofunctor. Explicitly, @pg acts as

@ppD[l] = B, (2.2.5)
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®ppDf = Bf, (2.2.6)

where | € N and f € Homg([l],[m]) for some [;m € N. In spite of this, multiple
incarnations of {2 categories enter meaningfully and non trivially the constructions

elaborated in the present work.

Remark 2.2.2. As (2 itself, every {2 category D{2 is symmetric strict monoidal. Indeed,
via the stalk isofunctor D, it is possible to push-forward the swap map set sy
[,m € N, of {2 defined in (2.1.6) into D{2 yielding a swap map set sppj pm) of DS2
consisting of the morphisms sp,pjm) € Hompo (D[] ~ D[m], D[m] -« D[l]) given by

$D[1].0[m] = D51, [m]- (2.2.7)

From (2.2.7) and the strict monoidal functoriality relations (A.2.7)-(A.2.9) obeyed by
D, the sppy,ppm) satisfy the swap map relations (A.3.1)-(A.3.4) as a result of the sy m]
doing so. The stalk isofunctor D is in this way symmetric, as the corresponding con-
dition (A.3.5) is satisfied by construction by virtue of (2.2.7). Being both a symmetric
strict monoidal and a Pro category renders every (2 category Df2 a Prop category as
(2 itself. Again, this property of (2 categories plays no role in the subsequent analysis

and is mentioned here only for the sake of completeness.

2.3 Graded {2 monads

All (2 categories dealt with in the present work are graded (2 monads. In this subsec-
tion, we introduce this further notion and show how it can be framed in the broader
theory of graded monads.

Recall that a concrete category is a category whose objects and morphisms are sets

and functions between sets.

Definition 2.3.1. a graded {2 monad is a concrete {2 category D2 (cf. subsect. 2.2,
def. 2.2.1) equipped with:

a) for every I,m € N a map ~: D[l] x D[m] — D([l] —« [m]), called monadic
multiplication, associating the joint product o — 3 € D([l] « [m]) with every pair
a e D[l], B € D[m];
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b) a distinguished element 1 € D[0], called monadic unit.
The following properties must further hold.
1. Forl,m,ne N, Ae D[l], p€ D[m], v e D[n]

A (p—v)=Awp)—wr. (2.3.1)

2. For every l e N, X e DJ[l],
Avi=1v A=\ (2.3.2)
3. Foralll,m,p,q €N, f € Homg([l], [p]), g € Homg([m], [q]), A € D[l], p€ D[m]
Df ~ Dg(A— pn) = Df(A) ~ Dg(n). (2.3.3)

Notice that we denote the monoidal and monadic multiplication of the category D2
with the same symbol . This is not accidental: indeed, they stand in a relationship
analogous to that occurring between tensor multiplication of Hilbert spaces and vectors
belonging to those spaces, both denoted by &®. Said parenthetically, this is ultimately
the reason why the multiple monadic multiplicative structures dealt with in this paper
eventually have a Hilbertian realization.

There exists also a notion of morphism of graded {2 monads provided by the next

definition.

Definition 2.3.2. A morphism m : D2 — E{2 of graded {2 monads features for each
l €N a function m: D[l] — E|[l] with the properties which follow.

1. Forl,meN and f € Homg([l],[m]), one has
moDf=FEfom. (2.3.4)
2. Forl,meN and X € D[l], p € D[m],

m(A ~ p) = m(A\) — m(p). (2.5.5)
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3. Finally, it holds that

m(1) = t. (2.5.6)

In (2.3.4)—(2.3.5), the symbol o, — and ¢ denote composition, monadic multiplication
and unit of the monads D2 and E{2 respectively in the left and right hand side.

Graded (2 monads and their morphisms constitute a category.

Proposition 2.3.1. There is a category GM,, specified by the assignments below:

a) the class Objgm,, of all graded 2 monads as object class;

b) the set Homgw,(DS2, E(2) of all morphisms m : D2 — E{2 of graded 2 monads
as morphism set of the objects D2, ES2 € Objgy,,;

c) for all objects D2, ES2, F(2 € Objgy,, and morphisms m € Homgw,, (DS2, E£2),
n € Homgwm,, (ES2, F2) of GMy,, the function collection n o m : D[l] — F[l],
l € N, got by the composition of the functions m : D[|l| — E[l], n: E[l] — F|[]

at each | as composition of m, n;

d) for every object D§2 € Objgy , the function collection idpg : D[I] — D[l], l € N,
of the identity functions idppy at each [ as the identity idpo of DI2.

Proof. To begin with, we must show that if the function collections m : D[l] — E[l],
n: E[l] - F[l], | € N, satisfy all relations (2.3.4)-(2.3.6), then their composition
nom: D[l] — F|[l] also does and that the identity collection idpg : D[l] — D][I],
[ € N, also satisfy (2.3.4)—(2.3.5). This is a matter of a straightforward verification.
Next, we have to show the associativity of morphism composition and the neutrality
of the identity morphisms. Since morphisms are collections of functions indexed by N
and morphism composition consists of composition of functions at fixed index, the said
properties are an evident consequence of the corresponding properties of associativity

and unitality of function composition and identity functions. O

Graded monads and their morphisms [52-55] are a kind of abstract categorical

constructs illustrated in app. A.6 with ramifications in several branches of applied
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mathematics. They also provide an appropriate categorical framework for graded (2
monads and their morphisms. The analysis of these categorical properties is included
here only to show that the notions introduced in this subsection can be framed in a
broader well established categorical design. It is not however a precondition for the
understanding of the rest of this work. The uninterested reader can so safely skip
directly to the next section.

Graded monads and graded monad morphisms constitute a category GM. In gen-
eral, the specification of mathematical entities such as these involves a large amount
of data (cf. defs. A.6.1, A.6.2). Such a task can be simplified in certain cases using
paramonoidal graded monads and monad morphisms (cf. defs. A.6.3, A.6.4), a simpler
kind of categorical construct amenable to a more economical detailing. They also form
a category, pMGM, that is mapped into the graded monad category GM by a special
functor GM : pMGM — GM (cf. theor. A.6.3).

The following proposition can be shown.

Proposition 2.3.2. Let & be a small subcategory of the category GM,, of graded {2
monads and morphisms thereof. Then, there exists an encompassing strict monoidal
category Us with the following properties. Ug is a non monoidal subcategory of the
category Set of sets and functions. For any graded 2 monad D{2 € Objg, there is a

paramonoidal graded monad KsDS2 consisting of
a) the category DI2 itself as grading category,
b) the category Us as target category,

c) the restrictions ~ |ppjxppm) of the monadic multiplication function - of D2 to

the sets D[l] x D[m] for varying l,m € N as multiplication morphisms and

d) the monadic unit v of D{2 as unit morphism.

For any two graded 2 monads D2, E(2 € Objy and morphism m € Homg (D2, E(2),

there is further a paramonoidal graded monad morphism Kgm : Kg¢D§2 — KgES2 with

e) the functor pr : D2 — E acting on objects and morphisms according to

(2.2.5), (2.2.6) as grading category functor,
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f) the identity functor idy of Us as target category functor and

g) the restrictions m|ppy of the morphism function of m to the sets D[l] for varying

[ € N as entwining morphisms.

Finally, the mapping Ky : § — pMGM of the categories &, pMGM defined by items

a)-g) above constitutes a functor injective on objects and morphisms.

Proof. The details of the construction of Uy in a somewhat more abstract and gen-
eral perspective are given in the steps A), B) and C) at the end of app. A.6. The
quiver A mentioned in step A) has the monads D2 € Objg as vertices and the func-
tors @pp as edges (cf. def A.5.1). The monoidal quiver Q dealt with in step B) can
be described as follows (cf. def A.5.6). The vertex free monoid Verg of Q has the
objects DJl], | € N, of each monad Df2 € Objg as generating vertices. The edge
set Edggy comprises the morphisms Df € Hompo (D[], D[m]), [,m € N, the multi-
plication morphisms “ |ppjxppmy, [,m € N, and unit morphism ¢ of each category
D{(? € Obj¢ as morphism, multiplication and unit edges and the entwining morphisms
m|ppy, | € N, of each morphism m € Homyg(DS2, Ef2) with objects D2, Ef2 € Obj
as entwining edges and no other edges, upon regarding the sets D[l], D[l] x D[m],
etc. as the vertices D[l], D[l]D[m] etc. A strict monoidal category FMg)/Q is then
associated with the monoidal quiver Q as detailed in step in step B). Each object
Dyllo] ... Dp—1[ly-1] € Objgm,,,,0 of FMgyuQ can be identified with the set of ordered
p-letter words Ag...A\,—1 with g € Do[lo], ..., A\p—1 € D,_1[lp—1]. Each morphism
h € Homgmg,,0(Dollo] - - - Dp—1[lp-1], Eo[mo] - - - Eq—1[mg-1]) of FMgnQ can similarly
be identified with a function mapping each p—letter words of the set attached to its
source into a ¢ letter words of the set attached to its target. By replacing the compo-
sition operation om0 and identity assigning map idgm,,,0 of FMgaQ with their set
theoretic counterparts oge; and idge, the category FMg/Q generates a strict monoidal
category Uy, which is a monoidal subcategory of the category Set of sets and functions.
With the category Uy finally constructed, the rest of the proposition is straightforward
to show. For any 2 monad Df2 € Objg, the quadruple KsD{?2 defined by items a)-
d) satisfies by virtue of the properties (2.3.1)—(2.3.3) of the monadic multiplication
of D{? the requirements (A.6.11)—(A.6.13) stated in def. A.6.3 and is therefore a
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paramonoidal graded monad. Likewise, for any two {2 monads D2, Ef? € Obj and
morphism m € Hom (D2, E(2), the triple Kgm defined by items e)-g) meets thanks
to properties (2.3.4)—(2.3.6) of the morphism m all the conditions (A.6.14)-(A.6.16)
stated in def. A.6.4 and is consequently a paramonoidal graded monad morphism.
The correspondence Kg : & — pMGM of the categories &, pMGM defined by items
a)-g) above being a functor follows readily from (A.6.17), (A.6.18). The injectivity of

Ks on objects and morphisms is evident from items a)-g) again. O

The functor composite Hg = GMoKg : & — GM is injective on objects and morphisms
since both the functors Ky and GM are (cf. theor. A.6.3). For this reason, we can
identify the subcategory & of GM,, with its image Hg¢& in GM, a subcategory of GM.

This justifies the name we have given to GM,,.
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3  The hypergraph {2 monads

The categorical description of calibrated hypergraph states relies on an underlying
categorical description of calibrated hypergraphs. The categorical model we employ
for the treatment of hypergraphs, which we illustrate in the present section, is that of
graded {2 monad studied in sect. 2.

Hypergraphs by themselves are not sufficient for the construction of hypergraph
states. To that purpose, they need in fact to be supplemented with appropriate hyper-
edge data called calibrations. However, we have found conceptually more transparent
to treat separately in subsect. 3.1 the bare hypergraph {2 monad, which is of indepen-
dent interest by itself, and then based on this to move to the study of the full calibrated
hypergraph (2 monad, which is detailed in subsect. 3.2. It would however possible to
directly define and study the calibrated hypergraph {2 monad. A third related hyper-
graph monad, the weighted hypergraph {2 monad, is considered in subsect. 3.3 mostly
to illustrate the relationship of our approach to hypergraphs to others existing in the
literature. This subsection may be skipped in a first reading of the paper. Explicit
examples are illustrated in detail. Other examples will be provided in sect. 3 of II in
relation to hypergraph states.

The hypergraph categorical construction expounded in subsect. 3.1 is related in
some of its aspects to the approach of ref. [59]. The material presented in subsects.

3.2, 3.3 is instead fully original to the best of our knowledge.

3.1 The hypergraph 2 monad G{?

The hypergraph monad G{? is a key graded (2 monad playing a central role in our
analysis of hypergraphs and hypergraph states. In this subsection, we shall describe
its construction and study its properties.

The analysis presented below employs two endofunctors of the finite set category X
(cf. def. A.1.2): the finite power set endofunctor P : X' — X and the non empty finite
power set endofunctor P, : 2 — Y. The functor P associates with any finite set A its
power set PA, the set of all subsets of A, and with any function ¢ : A — B of finite
sets the induced power set function P¢p : PA — PB given by P¢(X) = ¢(X) € PB
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for X € PA, where in the right hand side ¢(X) < B denotes the image of the subset
X < A by ¢. The functor P, associates with any finite set A its non empty power
set P, A, the set of all non empty subsets of A, and with any function ¢ : A — B of
finite sets the induced non empty power set function P,¢ : P, A — P, B defined as
P,o(X) = ¢(X) e P, B for X € P, A analogously to before.

Hypergraphs are finite collections of hyperedges, which in turn are non empty sub-
sets of a finite set of vertices. For a fixed vertex set V', a hyperedge E is therefore
an element of the non empty power set P,V of V and consequently a hypergraph [
is an element of the power set PP,V of P,V . Thus, the iterated power set PP,V of
V' is the set of all hypergraphs that can be built with the vertices of V. For [ € N,
the ordinal [I] is an abstract vertex set model describing combinatorially all concrete
vertex sets V' with |V| = [. Correspondingly, the iterated power set PP, [l] of [I] is an
abstract hypergraph set model providing a combinatorial description of the concrete
hypergraph sets PP,V of V when |V| = .

Any map ¢ : V. — W of vertex sets V, W induces a map P,¢ : P,V — P, W
of the associated hyperedge sets and in turn a map PP,¢ : PP,V — PP,W of the
associated hypergraph sets. For [;m € N, an ordinal map f : [[] — [m] constitutes
an abstract vertex set map model furnishing a combinatorial description of a concrete
vertex set map ¢ as the above when |V| = [, |IW| = m. Correspondingly, the iterated
power set map PP, f : PP.[l] — PP,[m] of f provides an abstract hypergraph set
map model describing combinatorially the concrete hypergraph set map PP, ¢.

If ¢, v are composable vertex set maps, then the associated hypergraph set maps
PP.¢, PPy also are and PP;¢o PP.¢ = PP, (1o ¢). Further, if idy is the identity
vertex map of a vertex set V', then PP, idy is the identity hypergraph set map of
the hypergraph set PP,V as PP, idy = idpp,y. Therefore, the map PP, associating
a hypergraph set map with each vertex set map is compatible with composition and
identities. These properties are mirrored by totally analogous properties of the ordinal
maps construed as abstract vertex maps and their abstract hypergraphs correlates.

Recall the operation of disjoint union renders the category X of finite sets and
functions a (non strict) monoidal one. Not only is the disjoint union A 1 B of two

finite sets A, B defined but also the disjoint union ¢ L1 : Au B — C' 1 D of two finite
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set functionsis ¢ : A — C', ¥ : B — D is. The latter is defined in obvious fashion such
that 6 U la = 6, 6 L ¥]s = .

Given two vertex sets V', W, their disjoint union V u W is also a vertex set.
The disjoint union of the hypergraph sets PP, V, PP, W however differs from the
hypergraph set PP, (V uW). On vertices, therefore, the iterated power set map PP,
is not compatible with conventionally defined disjoint union. We can remedy to this
flaw by introducing a weld operation -« on vertex sets and hypergraph sets thereof
defined such that V.« W =V u W and PP,V —« PP.W = PP, (V u W) so that
the identity PP,V « PP, W = PP,(V — W) holds. For I,m € N, the analog of the
weld of the ordinals [], [m] regarded as abstract vertex sets is their monoidal product
[l] ~ [m], as is evident from eq. (2.1.1). Based on the above remark, we may directly
define the monoidal product of the abstract hypergraph sets PP.[l], PP.[m] to be
the hypergraph set PP, [l] « PP,[m] = PP, ([l] — [m]).

Likewise, given two maps ¢ : V' — R, ¢ : W — S of vertex sets, their disjoint union
ouy:VuW — RuT is also a vertex set map. However, the disjoint union of the
associated hypergraph set maps, PP,¢ u PP,v: PP,V wPP.W — PP,Ru PP.S,
differs from the hypergraph set map PP, (¢ u ) : PP, (Vu W) - PP,(Ru S). On
vertex set maps too, so, the iterated power set map PP, is not in step with disjoint
union. Again, we can remedy to this drawback by introducing a weld operation — on
vertex set maps and hypergraph set maps thereof defined by setting ¢ —« ¢ = ¢ L
and PP, ¢« PP, = PP,(¢u) so that the identity PP, ¢ « PP, = PP (¢ -« )
holds. For I,m,p,q € N, the analog of the weld of the ordinal maps f : [{] — [p],
g : [m] — |[¢] seen as abstract vertex set maps is their monoidal product f - ¢, as
follows from inspection of egs. (2.1.1), (2.1.2). By what said above, we may directly
define the monoidal product of the abstract hypergraph set maps PP, f, PP, g to be
the hypergraph set map PP, f -~ PP,g= PP, (f < g).

The above discussion suggests that abstract hypergraphs and their maps should
naturally organize as an {2 category whose stalk isofunctor acts as the composite functor
PoP, (cf. def. 2.2.1). This is indeed the line of thought that we find most useful and

follow in the present work.

Proposition 3.1.1. The functor G = P o P+}Q : 2 — X is injective on objects and
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morphisms. Thus, there exists an {2 category G2 having the functor G with the target
category restricted from X to G2 as its stalk isofunctor. Furthermore, G{2 is a non

monoidal subcategory of .

Proof. The X endofunctors P and P, are both injective on objects and morphisms. So
is thus their composite Po P, . Consequently, GG has the same property. The proposition

now follows immediately from cor. 2.2.1. O

We shall refer to the (2 category G2 and its stalk isofunctor G as the hypergraph
category and functor, respectively. Items 1-7 of prop. 2.2.1, with D replaced by G,
furnish an explicit description of Gf2. We notice that since G2 is a subcategory of
the finite set category X', the objects and morphisms of G2 are genuine sets and set
functions respectively and the composition law and the identity assigning map of G{?

are the usual set theoretic ones. As special cases, we have that G[0] = {J} and that
Gf(D) = & € G[m] for f € Homg([0],[m]).

Example 3.1.1. Hypergraph morphism action. Let f € Homg([5], [4]) be the function
f=1(0,1,3,3,1) (3.1.1)
(cf. convention items 6, 7). Consider further the hypergraph H € G[5] with
H={X" X' X?}, where X°={0,4}, X'={0,1}, X*>={1,2,3}. (3.1.2)
Then, Gf(H) € G[4] is the hypergraph
Gf(H)={Y°,Y'}, where Y°={0,1}, Y' = {1,3}. (3.1.3)

The disjoint union of two hypergraphs I € PP,V , J € PP,W is a hypergraph
I'wJe PP (VuW). In the abstract setting described by hypergraph category G2, a
corresponding operation must associate with any two abstract hypergraph H € PP, [l],
K € PP,[m] an abstract hypergraph H « K € PP, ([l] — [m]) that in the appropriate
sense to be defined is the disjoint union of H, K. This is formalized in the following

definition.

Definition 3.1.1. For I,m € N, the hypergraph monadic multiplication is the binary
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operation ~: G[l] x GIm] — G([l] < [m]) reading as
HeK=Hu(K+1) (3.1.4)
for H € G[l], K € G[m]. The hypergraph monadic unit is O = & € G[0].

In eq. (3.1.4), the right hand side features the set theoretic union of the sets H, (K +1)
regarded as subsets of P.[l +m]. We notice that H n (K + 1) = .

Example 3.1.2. Monadic product of hypergraphs. Consider the hypergraphs H € G[5],
K e G[4] specified by

H={X" X' X%}, where X°=1{0,4}, X' ={0,1}, X*={1,2,3}, (3.1.5)
K ={Y°Y"'}, where Y°={0,1}, Y'={1,3}.

Then, from (3.1.4), the joint H « K € G[9] of H, K is

He H={2°27"7% 7% 7%}, where Z°={0,4}, Z' = {0,1}, (3.1.6)
7? =1{1,2,3}, Z° = {5,6}, Z* = {6,8}.

A hypergraph 2 monadic multiplicative structure is now available (cf. def. 2.3.1).

Proposition 3.1.2. The (2 category G2 with the monadic multiplication — and unit O

s a graded {2 monad.

Proof. Using the defining relation (3.1.4) it is immediate to check that for [, m,n € N,
H e G[l], K € G[m], L € G[n]

He(KeL=(H<K)~L=H0U(K+Il)u(L+1+n). (3.1.7)

The monadic multiplication « thus obeys relation (2.3.1). It is furthermore readily

verified that for every [ € N, H € G[l],
HeO=0<H=H. (3.1.8)

The monadic unit O so satisfies relation (2.3.2). There remains to be shown that for

all [,m,p,q e N, f e Homg([l],[p]), g € Homg([m], [q]) and H € G[I], K € G[m]

Gf < Gg(H <« K) = Gf(H) - Gg(K) (3.1.9)
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to have also relation (2.3.3) satisfied. We have

Gf < Gg(H < K) =G(f - g)(H - K) (3.1.10)
— PP(f < g)(H « K) = P,(f ~ g)(H - K),

where P, (f < ¢g)(H — K) denotes the image of H « K < P,[l + m] by P.(f « g).
Let Y e Py (f « g)(H « K). Then, there is X € H « K such that

Y = Po(f < g)(X) = f < g(X), (3.1.11)

where f — g(X) denotes the image of X < [l+m] by f—g. AsH~ K =Hu (K+I)
and H n (K +1) = ¢, either X € H or X € K + [. By virtue of (2.1.2),

f=9(X) = f(X) = P, f(X) (3.1.12)
if X e H and
fo9X)=g(X=1))+p=Pg(X—-1)+p (3.1.13)

if X € K + 1. Seeing that in the former case P, f(X) € P, f(H) and in the latter
P,g(X—=1)+pe P g(K)+p, where P, f(H), Pyg(K) denote the images of H < P, [l],
K < P.[m] by P,f, P,g respectively, and taking furthermore into account that
Pyf(H)u(Pyg(K)+p) = Py f(H) « Prg(K), we have f — g(X) € P, f(H) ~ Pyg(K)
implying that Y € P, f(H) « P,g(K). Next, let Y € P, f(H) « P,g(K). Being that
Pyf(H) « Prg(K) = P, f(H) v (Prg(K) + p) and P, f(H) n (Prg(K) +p) = &, we
have that either Y e Py f(H) or Y € Pog(K) +p. If Y € P, f(H), there exists X € H
with the property that

Y =P, f(X) = f(X), (3.1.14)
while if Y € P, g(K) + p, there is X € K + [ such that
Y=PgX-0)+p=gX—-1)+p. (3.1.15)
Owing to (2.1.2),as H u (K +1) = H « K, there is X € H « K such that

Y = fog(X) = Po(f < 9)(X), (3.1.16)
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whence Y € P, (H « K). We conclude that
P.(f-g)(H - K)=P,f(H) - P.g(K). (3.1.17)
By (3.1.17), (3.1.10) takes the form

Gf < Gg(H < K) = P, f(H) - P, g(K). (3.1.18)
— PP, f(H) ~ PPyg(K) = Gf(H) ~ Gg(K),

showing (3.1.9). O

3.2 The calibrated hypergraph (2 monad G{?

Bare hypergraphs are not sufficient for the full construction of hypergraph states. To
that purpose, it is necessary to append to the relevant hypergraphs suitable hyperedge
data or calibrations. The calibrated hypergraph monad G¢{2 is a graded varOmega
monad describing hypergraphs equipped with such data. It is the topic of this subsec-
tion, where its multiple aspects are analyzed in depth.

Exponent functions and calibrations thereof are key elements in our construction
of calibrated hypergraphs states. Our analysis so begins with them.

Let A be a finite additive commutative monoid.

Definition 3.2.1. Let X < N be a finite subset of N. The exponent monoid of X is the

commutative monoid AX of all A~valued functions on X under pointwise addition.

When X = &, then A¥ = 0 is the trivial commutative monoid consisting of the neutral
element Oy = 0 only. The elements w € AX are called exponent functions of X in the
following.

It is important to have a concise notation for exponent functions. We index stan-
dardly the finite subset X < N as X = (ro,...,rx—1) with o < --- < 75— in
conformity with convention item 6. Convention item 7 then allows us to specify an

exponent function w € A% through an | X|-tuple of elements of A of the form

w = (w(rg), ..., w(rx-1))- (3.2.1)
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Definition 3.2.2. Let X,Y < N be finite subsets and f : X — Y be a function. The

exponent function push—forward map f. : AX — AY is given for each w € AX by
fw)(s) = 2 w(r) (5.2.2)
with se Y.

If s ¢ f(X), then f.(w)(s) = 0. In particular, when X = ¢ and so f = ey, we find
that ey.(0g) = Oy, the vanishing exponent function of Y, as expected. When f is

invertible, f,(w) = wo f~1.

Example 3.2.1. Exponent function push—forward. Let X,Y < N with X = {2,4,5,9},
Y = {0,3,7,8,9} be finite integer sets. Consider the function f : X — Y given in

accordance with convention items 6, 7 by
f=1(3.3738). (3.2.3)

Let A = Hj,, the commutative monoid with underlying set [4], additive unit 0 and
addition defined by u +3; v = min(u + v,3) for u,v € [4]. Let wy, wy, ws, w3 € AX be

the exponent functions

wo = (3,2,1,3), wy = (2,1,1,3), (3.2.4)
ws = (1,3,0,2), wy = (1,2,3,2).

Their push—forward f,(wq), fo(wy), fo(ws), fo(ws) € AY of wy, wy, we, ws are

fe(wo) = fulwr) = (0,3,1,3,0), fu(wy) = (0,3,0,2,0), (3.2.5)
fu(ws) = (0,3,3,2,0)

by a simple application of (3.2.2).

The exponent function push—forward operation we have introduced enjoys a number

of nice properties.

Proposition 3.2.1. Let X,Y < N be finite subsets and f : X — Y be a function. Then,

f. is a monoid morphism of AX into AY.
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Proof. The monoid morphism property of f, follow straightforwardly from the defining
expression (3.2.2). O

Proposition 3.2.2. Let X,Y,Z < N be finite subsets and f : X - Y, g:Y — Z be

functions. Then, the relation

(gofle=gso fu (3.2.6)
holds. Let X < N be a finite subset. Then, one has
idy, = idax . (3.2.7)

Let X,Y < N be finite subsets and f : X — 'Y be an invertible function. Then, f, is a

also invertible and moreover it holds that

=N (3.2.8)

Proof. We show first (3.2.6). Take w € A*. For t € Z,

geofuw)(t) = 21 fu(w)(s) (3.2.9)

seY,g(s)=t

- 2 2 w(r)

seY,g(s)=t reX,f(r)=s

= 20 25 Gy(e0ebsr.sw(r)

seY reX

= Z 5gof(r),tw(r)

reX

= 2 w(r)=(go faw)®),

reX,gof(r)=t

where the Kronecker delta functions have been used to turn restricted summations into
unrestricted ones. (3.2.6) is so shown. We show next (3.2.7). Take w € AX. For s € X,

idx. (w)(s) = >3 w(r) (3.2.10)

reX,idx (r)=s

= Y w(r) = idax (w)(s).

reX,r=s

(3.2.7) is thus also shown. (3.2.8) follows immediately from (3.2.6), applied to the
function pairs (f, f71), (f7%, f) and (3.2.7). O
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Props. 3.2.1, 3.2.1 together entail that the maps X — AX, f — f, define a functor from
the category of finite integer sets and set functions to the category of finite monoids
and monoid morphisms. However, we shall not insist on this categorical interpretation
in the following.

The definition of calibrations involves introducing another finite additive commu-

tative monoid M.

Definition 3.2.3. Let X < N be any finite subset. The calibration monoid of X is the

commutative monoid MA™ of all M—valued functions on AX under pointwise addition.

If X = &, then MA* = M since AX = 0. The elements @ € MA™ are called calibrations
of X and can be thought of as weight functions of the exponent functions of X.
It is important to have a compact notation also for calibrations. The exponent

monoid AX has no canonical indexing, but any chosen indexing reads as
AY = (wo,..., wax|_1) (3.2.11)

with distinct w; € AX, where |AX| = |A[XI. Once an indexing of A¥ is selected, a

calibration w € MA™ is specified by an |AX|-tuple of elements of M of the form
w = (w(wo), . .., w(wax|_1)). (3.2.12)

Definition 3.2.4. Let X,Y < N be finite subsets and f : X — Y be a function. The
calibration push—forward map f, : MAY — MAY s given for each w € MA® by
fl@w) = 2 @) (3.2.13)
weAX  f, (w)=v

with v e AY .

If v ¢ f,(AX) above, then f.(w)(v) = 0. In particular, when X = ¢ and so f = ey,
Notice that f.(w) = wo f~!, when f is invertible.

Example 3.2.2. Calibration push—forward. Consider again the subsets X,Y < N, func-
tion f : X — Y and monoid A introduced earlier on in ex. 3.2.1. Let M = Hys,
where Hj s is the commutative monoid underlying the order 5 cyclic group Zs. Let

X % : : X AY o
AY = (wp,...,wess5), A = (v, ..., wie3) be indexings of A*, AY with wg, wy, ws, w3



3.2 The calibrated hypergraph 2 monad G{? 36

given by expressions (3.2.4) and wvg, vy, vy given by the right hand sides of (3.2.5) for

. X . . .
convenience. Let e.g. @y, @, ws, w3 € MA" be the calibrations given by

wo = (0,2,4,3,0,...,0), @ =(2,1,0,4,0,...,0), (3.2.14)
@y = (4,2,4,3,0,...,0), ws = (4,1,3,4,0,...,0).

By (3.2.5) and (3.2.13), their push-forwards f,(wg), fu(w1), fu(@2), fu(ws) € MA" are

fo(wo) = (2,4,3,0,...,0), fo(@) = (3,0,4,0,...,0), (3.2.15)
fulws) = (1,4,3,0,...,0), fu(ws) = (0,3,4,0,...,0).

The calibration push—forward operation also enjoys several nice properties, reflect-

ing the corresponding properties of the underlying exponent functions.

Proposition 3.2.3. Let X,Y < N be finite subsets and f : X — Y be a function. Then,

f« is a monoid morphism of MAY into MA"

Proof. The monoid morphism property of f, is evident from the defining expression

(3.2.13). 0

Proposition 3.2.4. Let X,Y,Z < N be finite subsets and f : X - Y, g:Y — Z be

functions. Then, the relation

(g0 f)e=geo fu (3.2.16)
holds. Let X < N be a finite subset. Then,

idx, = idyax . (3.2.17)

Let X)Y < N be finite subsets and f : X — Y be an invertible function. Then, f, is a

also invertible and moreover one has

fhe=fTh (3.2.18)

Proof. We show first (3.2.16). Fix w € MA™. For u € AZ,

gofl@) = 2 f(@) () (3.2.19)
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-2 2 w(w)

VvEAY gy (v)=u weAX  f.(w)=v

- 2 g, (v),u fu (w) @@ (W)

veAY weAX

= Z 5g*of*(w),uw(w)

weAX

= 2 w(w) = (9o fw(w),

weAX (gof)(w)=u

where we used (3.2.6), giving (3.2.16). We show next (3.2.17). Fix @w € MA™. Then,

idy,(w)(v) = > ww) (3.2.20)

weAX idx . (w)=v

= Z w(w) = idMAX (w)(v)

weAX w=v

for v € AX, where (3.2.7) was employed. (3.2.17) is thus shown. (3.2.18) follows readily
from (3.2.16), applied to the function pairs (f, /=), (f7, f) and (3.2.17). O

Props. 3.2.3, 3.2.4 have a categorical reading analogous to that of props. 3.2.1, 3.2.1.
Calibrations can be used to ‘decorate’ the hypergraph category G2 introduced and

studied in subsect. 3.1. To this end, we need a further notion.

Definition 3.2.5. Let [ € N. A calibration o of a hypergraph H € G|l] is an assignment
to every hyperedge X € H of a calibration ox € MA™. C(H) is the set of all hypergraph

calibrations of H.

If H= (¥, then C(H) = {ex}, where ey is the empty function with range ¢J. This
follows from noting that

C(H)= [ M~ = {Q'Q H— UM vXeH:oxe MAX} (3.2.21)

XeH XeH

in general. By virtue of the above expression, C'(H) consists therefore only of ez when
H=.

The push—forward operation we defined for calibrations of any finite subset of the
non negative integers naturally induces an ordinal morphism push—forward action on

hypergraph calibrations as follows.
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Definition 3.2.6. Let [,m € N and f € Homg([l],[m]). Let H € G[l] be a hypergraph.
The hypergraph calibration push—forward map fy. : C(H) — C(Gf(H)) is given by
fusloy = 20 flxe(ox) (3.2.22)
XeH,f(X)=Y

with Y € Gf(H) for pe C(H).

In the right hand side of (3.2.22), the calibration f|yx.(0x) € MA"™ is the push—forward
by flx : X — f(X) of ox € MA" defined according to (3.2.13). Further, the summation
is to be regarded as monoid addition in MA". If H = Gf(H) = &, then fg,(eg) = ey

for reasons explained above.

Example 3.2.3. Calibrated hypergraph push—forward action. We assume that A = Hj 5,
the commutative monoid of the set [2] with additive unit 0 and addition obeying
1+111 =1, and that M = Hy3, the commutative monoid underlying the order 3
cyclic group Zsz. Consider the hypergraph H € G[5] shown in (3.1.2). To describe the
calibrations of H, we need suitable indexings of the exponent monoids AX", AX" AX®
of the hyperedges X% X! X? of H. We assume here these are AX" = (W, ..., w’%),

AX' = (wlo, ..., w'3), AX? = (w2, ..., w?;), where
w’ = (0,0), w’y = (0,1), w’y = (1,0), w’s = (1,1), (3.2.23)
wlo = (070)7 wll = (07 1)7 w12 = (170)7 w13 = (]-7 1)7
U}20 = (07070)7 U}21 = (0707 1)7 U}22 = (07 170)7 U}23 = (07 17 1)7
w?y = (1,0,0), w? =(1,0,1), w% =(1,1,0), w? =(1,1,1)

A calibration o€ C(H) is e.g.
oxo = (0,1,1,2),  ox1=(2,0,1,0),  oxz =(1,1,2,0,2,0,0,1).  (3.2.24)

Consider next the morphism f € Homg([5], [4]) given by eq. (3.1.1). The transformed
hypergraph G f(H) € G[4] is shown in (3.1.3). To express the push—forward action of f
on p, the push—forward action of f on the exponent functions w®; is required. We need
therefore indexings also of the exponent monoids AY”, A" of the hyperedges Y, Y? of
Gf(H). We assume these are AY’ = (1%, ..., 0%), AY" = (v'y,...,v's) with

0 = (0,0), % = (0,1), 005 = (1,0), W05 = (1,1), (3.2.25)
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vl =(0,0), o'y =(0,1), vly = (1,0), vls = (1,1).
The exponent functions f|xo.(w®), ..., flxo.(w’), flxi.(who), ..., flxi.(w's) € AT,
Flxze(w?), ., flxen(w?) € A are

flxou(w’) = (0,0),  flxo.(w’) =(0,1),  flxo.(w’)=(1,0),  (3.2.26)

flxou(w’s) = (1,1),

flxie(w'o) = (0,0),  flxun(w') =(0,1),  flxu(w's) = (1,0),

flxn(w's) = (1,1),

flxza(w?) = (0,0),  flxa(w’) = (0,1),  flxa(w?s) = (0,1),

flxzo(w?s) = (0,1),  flxan(w?s) = (1,0),  flxe(w’s) = (1,1),

flxz(w?s) = (1,1), flxz(w?) = (1,1)

by (3.2.2). Employing these identities, it is now straightforward using (3.2.13) and
(3.2.22) to obtain the push—forward fy.(0) € C(Gf(H)) of the calibration go. We find

fr(o)yo = (2,1,2,2), fre(0)yr = (1,0,2,1). (3.2.27)

The hypergraph calibration push—forward operation enjoys nice properties too.

Proposition 3.2.5. Assume that I,m,n € N, f € Homg([l],[m]), g € Homgp([m], [n]).
Let further H € G[l]. Then, one has

(90 f)ae = gasy© fre (3.2.28)
Let l € N. Let further H € G[l]. Then, one has
idgy e, = ideqr - (3.2.29)

Proof. We demonstrate (3.2.28) first. By virtue of prop. 3.2.3 and relation (3.2.16),
for oe C(H) and Z e Gg(Gf(H))=G(go f)(H)

gerane o @z = 2 glvi(fm(o)y) (3.2.30)
YeGf(H)g(Y)=Z

= Z Z gly«o flx«(0x)

YeGf(H),g(Y)=Z XeH,f(X)=Y
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- > 2 Sg(v),205(x),y (9] 50x) © flx)«(0x)

YeGf(H) XeH

= 2 Sgopxrz(g0 f)lxa(0x)
XeH

= 2 (g0 Plxlox) = (g0 Nue(0)z,

XeH,gof(X)=Z

yielding (3.2.28). Next, we show (3.2.29). For pe C(H) and Y € Gid(H) = H,

idpm(0)y = Z idp | x(0x) (3.2.31)
XGH,id[l] (X)=Y

= Z idx.(ox) = ide)(0)y,
XeH X=Y

leading to (3.2.29). O

Relying on the analysis of hypergraph calibrations developed above, we can now
introduce the 2 category of calibrated hypergraphs designed as the enhancement of
the hypergraph category G2 studied in subsect. 3.1 procured by appropriately incor-
porating the hyperedge calibration data.

Proposition 3.2.6. The prescription assigning
a) an object G¢[l] € Objy, given by
Geoll] = {(H, 0)|H € G[l], 0 € C(H)} (5.2.32)
for every l € N and
b) a morphism G¢f € Homy(Ge|l], Go[m]) given by
Gef(H, o) = (Gf(H), fus(0)) (3.2.33)

with (H, 0) € G¢ll] for every I,m € N and morphism f € Homg([l], [m])

defines a functor G¢o : 2 — X injective on objects and morphisms. Therefore, there
exists an {2 category Geof2 having the functor Go with the target category restricted
from X to Gef2 as its stalk isofunctor. Furthermore, G2 is a non monoidal subcat-

egory of X.
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Proof. Let I,m,n €N, f e Homg([l],[m]), g € Homg([m], [n]) and (H, 0) € G¢[l]. By
(3.2.33), recalling that G is a functor and using (3.2.28), we find

GogoGef(H,0) = (Ggo Gf(H),gasme«© [u«(0)) (3.2.34)
= (G(go f)(H),(go [)us0)) = Gelgo f)(H, o),

so that G¢ preserves morphism composition. Let further [ € N and (H, o) € G¢[l].
Then, by (3.2.33), exploiting the functoriality of G and using (3.2.29), we find

Geidy(H, o) = (Gidy (H), idpa.(0)) (3.2.35)
= (idep(H), e (o) = ideo(H, 0),

showing that G¢ preserves identity assignments. Therefore, G¢ is a functor. Next, let
I € N. There exists an obvious projection pp : Ge[l] — G[I] defined by pyy(H, 0) = H
for (H,p) € Ge[l]. It has the property that py(Gell]) = G[I]. Let [,m € N and
suppose that G¢[l] = Ge[m]. Then, for every (H, o) € G¢[l] = Ge[m] it holds that
ppy(H, 0) = ppm)(H, 0) = H. Hence, py) = ppmy- Consequently,

Gl1] = g (Gell)) = pug (Gelm]) = Glm). (3.2.36)

As the functor G is injective on objects by prop. 3.1.1, [I] = [m]. Therefore, the
functor G¢ is also injective on objects. Next, let I,m € N, f, g € Homg([l],[m]) with
Gof = Geg. Then,

Gef(H, o) = (Gf(H), fu(0)) (3.2.37)
= Geg(H,0) = (Gg(H), gn-(0))

for (H, 0) € G¢[l]. Hence, for all H € pyyGell] = G[l], Gf(H) = Gg(H). Given that
the functor G is injective on morphisms by prop. 3.1.1, f = g. It follows that G¢ is
injective on morphisms too. The existence of an {2 category G {2 with G as its stalk

isofunctor and its being a subcategory of X now follow readily from cor. 2.2.1. O

We shall refer to the (2 category Gf2 and its stalk isofunctor G¢ as the calibrated
hypergraph category and functor, respectively. Items 1-7 of prop. 2.2.1, with D
replaced by G¢, make available an explicit description of G 2. We note that given that
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G f? is a subcategory of the finite set category X', the objects and morphisms of G2
are again genuine sets and set functions respectively and the composition law and the
identity assigning map of G {2 are once more the usual set theoretic ones. In particular,
we have that G¢[0] = {(J,ex)} and that Geep (T, ey) = (J,ex) € Ge|m] for
efm) € Homy([0], [m]).

Let [ € N and let X < N + [ be a finite subset. The [-shift function of X is the
function tyx; : X — X — [ defined by

txi(r)y=r—1 (3.2.38)

with r e X. If X = &, then X — [ = J and ¢y = ey, the empty function with range
. 1t is straightforward to check that tx; is a bijection. We notice that

tx—mi © txm = txiem (3.2.39)
for any [, m € N and finite subset X < N + [ + m. Further,
txo = idx (3.2.40)
for any finite subset X < N.

Definition 3.2.7. For alll,m € N and H € G[l], K € G[m], the hypergraph calibration
monadic multiplication —: C(H) x C(K) — C(H « K) (cf. def. 3.1.1) is defined as

f X e H,
(ovax={ ¥ v (3.2.41)
Sx—10txie if X €K+

with X € H « K for pe C(H), ¢ € C(K). Further, e € C(O) is given by € = ey.

Example 3.2.4. Calibration monadic product. In ex. 3.1.2, we considered the hyper-
graphs H € G[5], K € G[4] given in (3.1.5) and obtained their monoidal product
H < K € G[9] exhibited in (3.1.6). The hyperedges X° X' X? of H were exam-
ined in detail earlier in ex. 3.2.3. We shall provide their exponent monoids AX"
AX' AX® with the convenient indexings AX" = (W, ..., w’%), AXT = (who, ..., w'3),
AX® = (w%, ..., w?) displayed in (3.2.23). The hyperedges Y°, Y of K were ex-

amined in ex. 3.2.3 too. We shall likewise furnish their exponent monoids AY’ AY!
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with the indexings AY’ = (1%, ..., v%), AY' = (v'o,...,v'3) shown in (3.2.25). The
hyperedges Z°, Z1, Z% 73, Z* of H — K are to be considered presently. Convenient in-
dexings AZ’ = (u®, ..., u%), AZ" = (uly, ..., u's), AZ* = (u?, ..., u%7) of the exponent
monoids AZ", AZ". AZ” are yielded by the right sides of the (3.2.23) with X° X! X2
replaced by Z° Z1, 7%, as we have Z° = X°, Z! = X! Z%? = X?. Suitable indexings
of exponent monoids AZ*, AZ" are AZ" = (udg, ..., u33), AZ' = (ug, ..., u'3), where
u3; = tges, (%), uty = tgzas, L (vY) recalling that Z3 = Y + 5, Z4 = Y1 + 5. Explic-
itly, they read as the right hand sides of the (3.2.25) with Y Y replaced by Z3, Z4.
Suppose again that M = H 5, the commutative monoid of the order 3 cyclic group Zs.
Assuming the above indexings, the following calibrations ¢ € C(H), ¢ € C(K) can be

considered

QXO - (O’ 1’ 1’2)’ QXl = (27 07 ]‘70)’ QX2 = (17 172707 2’07 0, ]-)7 (3242)
syo = (2,1,2,2), a1 = (1,0,2,1).

Their monadic product o~ ¢ € C(H « K) is

(0~ ¢)z0 = (0,1,1,2), (0~ <)z = (2,0,1,0), (3.2.43)
(Q ~ C)Z2 = (17 172707270707 ]-)7 (Q ~ g)Z?’ = (27 17 272)7
(0~ ¢)z =(1,0,2,1).

The calibration monadic multiplication we have introduced above turns out to be

associative and unital.

Proposition 3.2.7. For l,m,n € N, H € G[l], K € G[m], L € G[n] and ¢ € C(H),
se C(K), pe C(L), one has

o~ (swp)=(e-<) e (3.2.44)
Further, for everyle N, H € G[l] and p € C(H),
O~ E=€E~0=0. (3.2.45)

Proof. We show first (3.2.44). We have H « K« L = Hu (K +1)u (L +1+n), where
Hn(K+l)=Hn(L+l+n)=(K+U)n(L+1+n)=¢, by (3.1.7). From here,
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using (3.2.6), (3.2.39) and (3.2.41), it is readily verified that for X € H « K « L

0x if X e H,
(e~ (cvw)x=(ovs)v9)x =1 sxotxn if XeK+1, (3.2.46)
@XflfmotXler* if XelL+1+m.

This proves (3.2.44). Next, we show (3.2.45). Recalling (3.1.8) and using (3.2.7) and
(3.2.40), it is now simple to check that for X € H

(v e)x = (e~ 0)x = ox, (3.2.47)
showing (3.2.45). O

Proposition 3.2.8. Let I,m,p,q € N, f € Homg([l],[p]), g € Homg([m], [q]) and let
H e G[l], K € G[m]. Then, for pe C(H), s € C(K)

(f > guerlo~ <) = fulo) ~ gr«(<). (8.2.48)

Proof. To begin with, we verify the consistency of relation (3.2.48). On the left hand
side, we have that f « g € Homg([l] « [m],[p] < [¢]), H « K € G([I] —« [m])
and 9 — ¢ € C(H « K) so that (f —« g)g_k«(0 — <) € C(G(f — g)(H « K)) in
accordance with defs. 3.2.6 and 3.2.7. Similarly, we have that fu.(0) € C(Gf(H)),
g10-(<) € C(Gg(K) s0 that fira(0) < giea(s) € C(GF(H) — Gg(K)) on the right hand
side, again in keeping with defs. 3.2.6 and 3.2.7. Relation (3.2.48) so makes sense, as
G(fwg9)(H-K)=Gf - Gg(H~ K)=Gf(H) - Gg(K) by virtue of prop. 3.1.2.

AsH <« K = Hu(K+!l)with Hn(K+1) = &,if X € H « K, then either X € H or
X € K+, but not both. Likewise, given that Gf(H) « Gg(K) = Gf(H)u(Gg(K)+p)
with Gf(H) n (Gg(K)+p) = &, it Y e Gf(H) —« Gg(K), then either Y € Gf(H) or
Y € Gg(K) + p, but not both.

Let Y € Gf(H). Then, there is X € H such that Y = f(X) but for no X € K +1
one has Y = g(X — 1) + p, else Y € Gg(K) + p. Owing to (2.1.2), it follows that
XeHw Kand fwg(X)=Y if and only if X € H and f(X) =Y. Consequently,
by virtue of (3.2.22) and (3.2.41)

(f = @uerlo~ <)y = 2 (f ~ 9)lx«((e~¢)x) (3.2.49)

XeHvK, fog(X)=Y
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- 2 flxelox) = fae(o)y

XeH,f(X)=Y
when Y e Gf(H).

Let Y € Gg(K) + p. Then, there exists X € K + [ such that Y = g(X — 1) + p but
for no X € H one has Y = f(X), else Y € Gf(H). By (2.1.2) again, it follows that
XeHv-Kand fwg(X)=Yifandonlyif X € K+ and g(X —1)+p =Y. So, by
virtue of (3.2.22) again, when Y € Gg(K) +p

(f ~ 9uercilo~ )y = XGHvK;V oy 9)|x((e = )x) (3.2.50)

= Z (’59()(7l)+ppf1 o glx—i0txi)s(Sx—i 0 txis)
XeK+1,g(X—1)+p=Y

1 1
= Z typ «0g|x—iOtxmotx; w(Sx—1)
X+IleK,g(X-1)+p=Y

= Z 9lx(Sx) 0 type = Gra(S)y—p O typu-
XeK,g(X)=Y—p

In the second line above, we expressed (o « ¢)x through (3.2.41) and used the identity
(f ~ 9)x = tyx—t)4pp " ©g|x—10tx; ensuing from (2.1.2). In the third line, we used the
relation ¢x_jotx. = tXl_l*(gxfl), which can be shown easily from (3.2.13), and applied
(3.2.16). In the fourth line, we employed the relation g|x.(sx)otyp = typ ‘w0 g|x«(sx)
of the same form as the one used in the previous line. Finally, we used (3.2.22) again.

By the above calculations, owing to (3.2.41), we conclude that
(f = @uer<(e~ <)y = fir(0) = gru(s)y (3.2.51)
for Y e Gf(H) v Gg(K), showing (3.2.48). O

By these results, the monadic multiplicative structure of the hypergraph 2 monad

G2 (cf. subsect. 3.1, def. 3.1.1) extends to the calibrated hypergraph category G¢ 2.

Definition 3.2.8. For any two [, m € N, the calibrated hypergraph monadic multiplication
w1 Go[l] x Ge[m] — Geo([l] ~ [m]), reads for (H, 0) € Ge[l], (K<) € Go[m] as

(H,0) ~ (K,q) = (H < K,0~ ). (3.2.52)

(O,¢) € G¢0] is the calibrated hypergraph monadic unit.
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That the above defines indeed a genuine graded (2 monadic structure on the category

G {2 is established by the following proposition (cf. def. 2.3.1).

Proposition 3.2.9. The calibrated hypergraph category Go{2 equipped with the monadic

multiplication — and unit (O, €) is a graded {2 monad.

Proof. From the defining relation (3.2.52), using the identities (3.1.7), and (3.2.44),
it is immediately verified that for all I,m,n € N, (H,0) € G¢[l], (K,s) € Gg[m],
(L, ) € Ge[n] we have

(H,0) ~ ((K,5) ~ (L, 9)) = ((H, 0) ~ (K,5)) ~ (L, ). (3.2.53)

The monadic multiplication -« thus satisfies relation (2.3.1). Further, employing (3.1.8)
and (3.2.45), it is readily found that for every [ € N, (H, g) € G[l] it holds that

(H,0) ~ (0,¢) = (0,¢) ~ (H,0) = (H, 0). (3.2.54)

« so satisfies also relation (2.3.2). There remains to be shown that for all [, m,p,q € N,

J e Homo([1], [p]), g € Home([m], [¢]) and (H, 0) € Go[l], (K<) € Go[m]
Gef~ Geg((H,0) ~ (K<) = Gof(H, 0) ~ Gg(K,<) (3.2.55)

and so prove that relation (2.3.3) is satisfied too. The verification relies on a straight-
forward combination of the identities (3.1.9), (3.2.33), (3.2.48) and (3.2.52),

Gef ~ Geg((H,0) = (K<) =Ge(f ~ g9)(H - K,0~%) (3.2.56)
(G(f = 9)(H ~ K),(f > g)nr(0~))
= (Gf ~ Gg(H ~ K), fu:(0) ~ gr«(<))
(Gf(H) ~ Gg(K), fr(0) ~ gx+(s))
(Gf(H), [r:(0)) = (Gg(K), gr«(<))
= Gcf(H, 0) - Gg(K,<),

)
)

where the functorial relations G(f —« g) = Gf « Gg and Geo(f ~ g) = Gof ~ Geg

were used. O

Since the calibrated hypergraph {2 monad G2 has been fashioned as an enhance-

ment of the hypergraph (2 monad G2 (cf. prop. 3.1.2), the natural question arises
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about whether their relationship can be described through an {2 monad morphism.
There exists indeed a special morphism of the 2 monads G2, G2 projecting the first

onto the second which formalizes the above intuition.
Proposition 3.2.10. The assignment of the projection pc : Ge|l] — G[l] given by
pc(H, o) = H (3.2.57)

with (H, o) € G¢[l] to each | € N defines a morphism pc € Homay,, (Go82, GS2) of the
objects Gof2, GS2 e O‘bjG_l\/[Q in GM,,.

Proof. We have to check that pc meets the requirements (2.3.4)—(2.3.6). From (3.2.57)
and (3.2.33), we find

pcoGof(H,0) = Gfopc(H, o) =Gf(H), (3.2.58)

where f € Homg([l],[m]), (H,0) € G¢[l] with I,m € N. So, pc satisfies (2.3.4). Next,
from (3.2.57) and (3.2.52), we get further

pc((H,0) ~ (K,<)) = pc(H, 0) ~ pc(K,s) = H < K, (3.2.59)

where (H, o) € G¢[l], (K,<) € Ge[m] with I,m € N. In this manner, pc satisfies also
(2.3.5). Finally, since

pc(O,e) =0 (3.2.60)
by (3.2.57), (2.3.6) holds too. O
The elaboration of the formal calibrated hypergraph {2 monadic framework is with this

complete.

3.3 The weighted hypergraph (2 monad Gy {2

Hypergraph calibrations (cf. def. 3.2.5), quantifying the prevalence of exponent func-
tions, represent a refinement of hypergraph weights, describing quantitatively hyper-
edge occurrence. Just as hypergraph calibrations are constitutive elements of the cal-

ibrated hypergraph {2 monad G2 studied in subsect. 3.2, hypergraph weights are
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basic components of the weighted hypergraph (2 monad Gy {2 whose construction is
illustrated in the present subsection. Elucidating the relationship occurring between
G2 and Gy (2 will help putting G¢f2 in an appropriate perspective on one hand
and afford clarifying the connection of calibrated and weighted hypergraph states in
sect. 3 of II on the other. Given the formal similarities to the construction of G¢{2
carried out in subsect. 3.2, we shall limit ourselves to stating the basic definitions and
results leaving the details of the proofs to the reader.

The basic datum of the weighted hypergraph category Gy {2 is a finite commutative
monoid M, the same as the one used for calibrated hypergraph category G¢{2.

Definition 3.3.1. Let | € N and let H € G[l] be a hypergraph. The weight monoid of
H is the commutative monoid W(H) = M of all M—valued functions on H under

pointwise addition.

If H =, then W(H) = 0 is the trivial commutative monoid consisting of the neutral
element Og = 0 only. The elements o € W(H) are called the weight functions of H.
The push—forward operation we defined for hypergraph calibrations (cf. def. 3.2.6)

has an analog for hypergraph weight functions.
Definition 3.3.2. Let I,m € N and f € Homgp([l],[m]). Let H € G[l] be a hypergraph.
The hypergraph weight push—forward map fg.: W(H) — W(Gf(H)) is given by

fala)y = 2 ax (3.3.1)

XeH,f(X)=Y
with Y € Gf(H) for o e W(H).

If H= ¢ and so a = 0y, then Gf(H) = & and so fg.(a) = 0g.

Example 3.3.1. Weighted hypergraph push-forward action. Assume that M = Hj 3, the
commutative monoid underlying the order 3 cyclic group Z3. Consider the hypergraph

H € G[5] shown in (3.1.2), H = {X° X' X?}. A weight function o« € W(H) is e.g.
QA x0 = 2, Ax1 = ]_, A x2 = 2. (332)

Consider next the morphism f € Homg([5], [4]) given by eq. (3.1.1). The transformed
hypergraph Gf(H) € G[4] is shown in (3.1.3), Gf(H) = {Y°,Y'}. By (3.3.1), the
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push—forward fp.(«) of the weight function « reads as
fH*(Oé)yo = O, fH*(Oé)yl = 2. (333)

The weight push—forward operation enjoys the standard push—forward properties

which the calibration push—forward operation does (cf. prop. 3.2.5).

Proposition 3.3.1. Assume that [,m,n € N, f € Homg([l],[m]), g € Homg([m], [n]).
Let further H € G[l]. Then, one has

(g0 f)us = 9arun © fr (3.8.4)

Let l € N. Let further H € G[l]. Then, one has
idp s = idwm - (3.3.5)
Proof. The proof is analogous to that of prop. 3.2.5 and is left to the reader. U

Proceeding analogously to the construction of the calibrated hypergraph category
G f2 in subsect. 3.2, we introduce a new (2 category enhancing the hypergraph cate-

gory G2 studied in subsect. 3.1 through the addition of hyperedge weight data.
Proposition 3.3.2. The prescription assigning
a) an object Gy [l] € Objy, given by
Gwll] = {(H,a)|H € G[l],a e W(H)} (3.3.6)
for every l € N and
b) a morphism Gy f € Homy(Gw|[l], Gw|[m]) given by
Gwf(H,a) = (Gf(H), fa(a)) (3.3.7)
with (H, ) € Gw|l] for every I,m € N and morphism f € Homg([l], [m]).

defines a functor Gy : {2 — X injective on objects and morphisms. There is in this
way an {2 category Gw 2 having the functor Gy, with the target category restricted from

2 to Gw $2 as its stalk isofunctor. Gy (2 is further a non monoidal subcategory of .
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Proof. The proof proceeds along lines analogous to those of prop. 3.2.6 and is left to
the reader. 0

We shall refer to the {2 category Gw {2 and its stalk isofunctor Gy as the weighted
hypergraph category and functor, respectively. Items 1-7 of prop. 2.2.1, with D
replaced by Gy, describe the layout of Gy 2. We notice that since the Gy {2 is a
subcategory of the finite set category Y, the objects and morphisms of Gy (2 are again
genuine sets and set functions respectively and the composition law and the identity
assigning map of Gy §2 are once more the usual set theoretic ones. In particular,
we have that Gw[0] = {(J,04)} and that Gwep,(F,04) = (F,04) € Gw[m] for
efm) € Homg([0], [m]),.

A notion of monadic multiplication for hypergraph weight functions is available.

Definition 3.3.3. For all I,m € N and H € G[l], K € G[m], the hypergraph weight
monadic multiplication ~: W(H) x W(K) — W(H —« K) (cf. def. 3.1.1) is defined by

ax ZfXEH,

3.3.8
6)(,[ ZfX e K +1 ( )

(04\’5))(:{

with X € H « K forae W(H), e W(K). Further, ve W(O) is given by v = 0.

Example 3.3.2. Hypergraph weight function monadic product. In ex. 3.1.2, we con-
sidered the hypergraphs H € G[5], K € G[4] and determined their monoidal product
H < K € G[9]. The hyperedges X° X' X2 Y° Y! of H, K are displayed in (3.1.5);
the hyperedges Z°, Zt, 72 73, Z* of H « K are exhibited in (3.1.6). Suppose again
that M = H 3, the commutative monoid of the cyclic group Z3 already met in ex 3.3.1.
Weight functions o € W(H), € W(K) are e.g.

Qaxo = 2, ax1 = O, QA x2 = 17 (339)
Byo = 0, Byr = 1.

A simple application of formula (3.3.8) shows that their joint o« g€ W(H « K) is

(v~ B)z0 =2, (v~ B)7n =0, (v~ B)g2 =1, (3.3.10)
(v~ B)zs =0, (v~ B)ga = 1.
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The weight monadic multiplication we have introduced above turns out to be asso-

ciative and unital as its calibration counterpart (cf. prop. 3.2.7).

Proposition 3.3.3. For l,m,n € N, H € G[l], K € G[m], L € G[n] and o € W(H),
BeW(K), veME one has

a~ (Bwy)=(a~p)—nr. (3.3.11)
Further, for everyle N, H € G[l] and a € W (H),
a~vv=vvwa=a. (3.5.12)

Proof. The proof, which follows lines analogous to those of prop. 3.2.7 and is straight-

forward, is left to the reader O

Proposition 3.3.4. Let I,m,p,q € N, f € Homg([l],[p]), g € Homg([m], [q]) and let
H e G[l], K € G[m]. Then, forc € W(H), € W(K)

(f > @)oo~ B) = fra) < gr.(B). (3.3.13)
Proof. This result is analogous to prop. 3.2.8 and so is its proof. O

Definition 3.3.4. For any pair l,m € N, the weighted hypergraph monadic multiplication
~ GW[Z] X GW[m] - GW([Z] ~ [m]), reads fO?" (H7 a) € GW[Z]7 (Kv 6) € GW[m] as

(H,0) ~ (K, ) = (H~ K,a~ ). (3.3.14)
Moreover, (O,v) € Gw|0] is the weighted hypergraph monadic unit.

That the above defines indeed an authentic graded {2 monadic multiplicative structure

on the category Gy {2 is established by the following proposition (cf. def. 2.3.1).

Proposition 3.3.5. The weighted hypergraph category Gy {2 endowed with the monadic

multiplication — and unit (O,v) is a graded 2 monad.

Proof. This result is completely analogous to prop. 3.2.9 and is demonstrated in a

similar fashion. O

The calibrated hypergraph category G¢f? and the weighted hypergraph category
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Gw {2, therefore, share the property of being a graded {2 monad (cf. prop. 3.2.9).
There exists a special morphism of the monads G¢ (2, G2 (cf. def. 2.3.2). Its con-
struction, however, is not straightforward and requires the introduction of the notion

of hypergraph weight associated with a hypergraph calibration.

Definition 3.3.5. Letl € N and let (H, ) € G¢[l] be a calibrated hypergraph. The weight
function of (H, o) is the map jum,p) € W(H) defined by

prox = 25 ox(w) (3.8.15)

weAX

with X € H.

For the empty calibrated hypergraph (O,¢e) € Gw|[0], we have that po. = Oy, as
suggested by intuition.

Example 3.3.3. Weight function of a calibrated hypergraph. The setting assumed here
is taken from ex. 3.2.3. The basic commutative monoids A, M involved are A = Hj ;,
M = Hj 3. The hypergraph H € G[5] considered is the one shown shown in (3.1.2) with
hyperedges X°, X!, X?2. We use the indexings of the exponent monoids AXO, AX 1, AX?
of X% X' X? also introduced in ex. 3.2.3. A calibration g € C(H) is e.g.

0x0 = (07 17 172)7 Ox1 = (2707 170)7 Ox2 = (17 172707270707 1) (3316)

With this the hypergraph H is promoted to a calibrated hypergraph (H, o) € Gw|[5].
Using formula (3.3.15), the associated weight function jiy . € W(H) is

fi(gxo =1, fi(,g)x0 = 0, [0 x0 = 1. (3.3.17)

The calibrated hypergraph weight function p enjoys natural properties. First, u

behaves covariantly under the morphism action of the category G¢{2.

Proposition 3.3.6. Let I,m € N and f € Homgp([l],[m]). Let further (H, o) € G¢o[l] be
a calibrated hypergraph. Then,

fr(iime) = Hoos,e):- (5.3.18)

Above, Gof(H, p) is given by (3.2.33).
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Proof. From (3.3.15), employing (3.2.13), (3.2.22), (3.2.33), we compute

HGef(H, oY = H(GF(H) frs(e))Y (3.3.19)

= Z fH*(Q)Y(U)

veAY

=2 2 flxalex)w)

veAY XeH, f(X)=Y

=2, 2 2 ox(w)

veAY XeH,f(X)=Y weAX f|y.(w)=v

) > 2 Ol (wyw0x ()

veAY XeH,f(X)=Y weAX

= Z ZQX

XeH,f(X)=Y weAX

= > P x = frs(fim,e)y
XeH, f(X)=Y

with Y € Gf(H), confirming (3.3.18). O

Second, the weight function p behaves compatibly with respect to the monadic multi-

plications of the {2 monads G2, Gw 2.

Proposition 3.3.7. Let [,m € N and let (H,0) € G¢[l], (K,s) € Go[m] be calibrated
hypergraphs. Then, it holds that

H(H,0)~(K ) = H(H,0) ~ H(K.q)- (3.5.20)

Furthermore,

HO,e) = V. (3321)

We recall here that (H,p) —« (K,s) € Ge([l] ~ [m]) is given by (3.2.52) and that
(O,¢) € G¢[0] is the empty calibrated hypergraph.

Proof. From (3.3.15), using (3.2.52)

1,0 ()X = fiHoKoo)x = 2a (0 ¢)x(w) (3.3.22)

weAX

with X € H « K, where (o« ¢)x is given by (3.2.41). As H « K = H u (K + 1) with
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Hn(K+1)= (), either X € Hor X € K +1. By (3.2.41), if X € H we have

Z (0~ <)x(w) = Z ox (W) = fi(m,gx- (3.3.23)

weAX weAX

By (3.2.41) again, if instead X € K + [, we have

2 (0= )x(w) = 25 exaltxa(w)) (3.3.24)

weAX weAX

Z <X—l(w) = H(K)X—I)

weAX—1

where we used the bijectivity of the map tx;. : AX — AX~L. From (3.3.22)-(3.3.24),

I(H,0) (K. X = (W(H,0) = M(K,5)) X (3.3.25)

with X € H « K, yielding (3.3.20).
(3.3.21) follows immediately from the remark below def. 3.3.5 upon recalling that
(0,¢) = (I, ex) and that v = 0g. O

The morphisms relating the calibrated to the weighted hypergraph {2 monads G2

and Gy {2 mentioned earlier can now be displayed.

Proposition 3.3.8. The assignment of the function h: G¢o[l] — Gw|l] given by

h(H, o) = (H, ji(11,0)) (3.3.26)

with (H, 0) € G¢[l] to eachl € N defines a special morphism h € Homgy, (G2, Gw {2)
of the objects Go§2, Gy (2 € ObjmQ in GM,.

Proof. We have to check that h meets the requirements (2.3.4)—(2.3.6). From (3.3.26),
using (3.2.33), (3.3.7) and (3.3.18), we find

Gw [foh(H, o) =Gwf(H, pm,g) (3.3.27)
= (Gf(H), fr(p(0)))
= (Gf(H), ke o)
= (Gf(H), csun). o)
= h(Gf(H), fus(0)) = hoGef(H, o)
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where f € Homp([l],[m]), (H, o) € Ge[l] with I,m € N. So, h satisfies (2.3.4). Next,
from (3.3.26), using (3.2.52), (3.3.14) and (3.3.20), we get

h((H,0) ~ (K,<)) = h(H v K, 0~ <) (3.3.28)
= (H ~ K, jia K 0uq))
= (H K, juaag) ~ ps)
= (H, g ~ (K ) = h(H, 0) ~ h(K<).

where (H, 0) € Go[l], (K, <) € Go[m] with [, m € N. Therefore, h obeys (2.3.5). Finally,
from (3.3.26), using (3.3.21), we have

h(O,¢) = (O, o) = (O, v). (3.3.29)
So, h satisfies also (2.3.6). Owing to def. 2.3.2, h € Homgwm,, (Gcf2, Gw £2). O

There exists also a morphism of the weighted and bare hypergraph (2 monads
Gw {2 and G2 projecting the first onto the second analogous to the similar morphism

projecting the calibrated hypergraph {2 monad G¢ {2 onto G2 (cf. prop. 3.2.10).
Proposition 3.3.9. The assignment of the projection pw : Gw[l] — G|[l] given by
pw(H, o) = H (3.3.90)

with (H, o) € Gw[l] to each | € N defines a morphism pw € Homgn, (Gw 2, GS2) of
the objects Gy §2, Gf2 € Objgng in GM,,.

Proof. The proof is completely analogous to that of prop. 3.2.10. O
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4  The multi dit mode {2 monads

Dits are generalizations of bits with an arbitrary finite number of modes. Their classical
and quantum incarnations go under the names of cdits and qudits, respectively.

Multi cdit systems are characterized by their configurations; multi qudit systems
are so by their states. Multi cdit configurations and qudit states can be organized in
graded (2 monads, which we have studied in subsect. 2.2.

Since multi cdit configurations and qubit states are related by basis encoding, the
{2 monads describing them also are. We have found conceptually appropriate to treat
separately the the multi cdit configuration {2 monad in subsect. 4.1, though this by
itself is not directly relevant for the theory worked out in sect. 3 of II, and then
construct the important multi qudit state {2 monad in subsect. 4.2 via base encoding.
One could however directly define the latter without any reference to the former. In
subsect. 4.3, we report some useful results concerning the operatorial structure of the
multi qudit state {2 monad for later use. Some explicit examples are furnished. Others

will be provided in sect. 3 of II in relation to the construction of hypergraph states.

4.1 The multi cdit configuration (2 monad E{?

The multi cdit configuration monad E(? is a graded {2 monad describing the configu-
rations of a multi cdit classical register, as suggested by its name. In this subsection,
we shall delineate in detail its construction and study its main properties.

The states of a cdit constitute a finite ring R. Only the additive monoid underlying
R enters the definition of the configuration category F{2. Below, we therefore assume
only that R is an additive finite commutative monoid with R # 0, where 0 denotes the
trivial monoid.

The construction of the (2 category E {2 is carried out along lines analogous to those

of the hypergraph categories studied in sect. 3.
Proposition 4.1.1. The rule specifying
a) an object E[l] € Objy, given by

E[l] =R (4.1.1)
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for every l € N and
b) a morphism Ef € Homy(E|l], E[m]) given by

Ef(z),= 2, = (4.1.2)

refl]. f(r)=s

with s € [m] and x € E[l] for every l,m € N and morphism f € Homg([l],[m])

defines a functor E : {2 — X injective on objects and morphisms. Hence, there exists
an {2 category ES2 having the functor E with the target category restricted from X to

EQ as its stalk isofunctor. Furthermore, E{2 is a non monoidal subcategory of 3.

Above, the R! are regarded as sets, although they have an obvious monoid structure.
It is further understood that E[0] = 0. For m € N and f € Homg([0],[m]), Ef = 0,

the vanishing function with range R™.

Proof. Assume that [,m,n € N, f € Homg([l],[m]), g € Homg([m], [n]) and x € E[l].
Then, from (4.1.2), we obtain

Ego Ef(x),

Eg(Ef(x)), (4.1.3)

= Z Ef(x)s

sefml,g(s)=t

- 2 2w

s€[m],g(s)=t re[l],f(r)=s

= Z Z 5f(r),559(s),txr

re[l] se[m]

= 2 62[1]5f(r),8590f(r),t37r

rell] s

= 2.z =E(fog)(a),

refll.gof (r)=t

where t € [n], demonstrating that E preserves morphism composition. Suppose further

that [ € N and = € E[l]. Then, we have

Eidy(z),= 2, = (4.1.4)
re[ll,idp (r)=s

=Ts = idE[l](SL’)s
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with s € [l], showing that E preserves identity assignments. It follows that E is a
functor. Next, for every I,m € N, E[l] = E[m] = R =R™ = [ =m = [l] = [m].
Thus, E is injective on objects. Suppose further that [;m € N, f, g € Homg([l], [m])
and Ef = Eg but that, by absurd, f # g. Then, there is r € [I] with f(r) # g(r).
Set s = f(r), s = g(r). Thus, s,s' € [m] with s # . Let x € E[l] with =, # 0
and z,» = 0 for 7’ € [l], " # r. A straightforward calculation employing (4.1.2) gives
Ef(x)s = x,, Ef(x)y = 0, Eg(x)s = 0, Fg(z)y = x,, which is impossible because
x, # 0 and EFf = FEg by assumption. Therefore, f = g and so E is injective on
morphisms too. The existence of an (2 category E (2 with F as its stalk isofunctor and

its being a subcategory of Y are an immediate consequence of cor. 2.2.1. O

Items 1-7 of prop. 2.2.1, with D replaced by E, furnish a detailed description of E{2.
Since E(? is a subcategory of the finite set category X', the objects and morphisms of
E(? are again genuine sets and set functions respectively and the composition law and

the identity assigning map of F(2 are the usual set theoretic ones.

Example 4.1.1. Qudit configuration morphism action. We recall that we use the con-

ventions of items 6, 7. Consider the morphism f € Homg([5],[7])
f=10,6,1,2,2). (4.1.5)

Let R = Hpg, the monoid of the order 8 cyclic group Zg. Consider the following

elements z,y, z € E[5],
r=(7,1,1,0,2), y=(1,3,4,4,0), z=(1,0,7,2,2). (4.1.6)
Then, from (4.1.2),

Ef(x)=(7,1,2,0,0,0,1), Ef(y) =(1,4,4,0,0,0,3), (4.1.7)
Ef(z)=(1,7,4,0,0,0,0).
The three zero segment 0, 0, 0 shared by these 7 cdit configurations is a consequence of

3,4,5 € [7] not belonging to the range of f.

Definition 4.1.1. For every two l,m € N, there is defined a multi cdit configuration

monadic multiplication —: E[l] x E[m] — E([l] « [m]) by
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x,ifrell],
T~ Y, = 1.8
Y { Yy if re[m]+1. (4-18)

with x € E[l], y € E[m]. We also set o =0 € E[0].

Above, one has z ~ 4y, =y, t vy, =z, and z —~ 3y, =0 whenl =0 and m > 0,1 > 0

and m = 0 and [ = m = 0, respectively.

Example 4.1.2. Multi cdit configuration monadic product. Let R = Hyg as in ex. 4.1.1.
Consider the cdit configurations x € E[5], y € E[T7],

z=(0,1,1,2,0), y=(7,1,2,0,0,0,1). (4.1.9)

Then, by (4.1.8), the joint z « y € E[12] is
zwy=1(0,11,2,0712000,1). (4.1.10)
A multi cdit configuration {2 monadic structure is yielded in this way (cf. def. 2.3.1).

Proposition 4.1.2. The multi cdit configuration category ES2 equipped with the monadic

multiplication — and unit o is a graded {2 monad.

Proof. From the defining relation (4.1.8), it is immediately checked that
re(ywz)=(xvwy) =z (4.1.11)
for i,m,ne N, x € E[l], y € E[m], z € E[n] and that
Two0=0wT =2z (4.1.12)

for [ € N, x € E[l], verifying properties (2.3.1), (2.3.2). There remains to show that for
l,m,p,qeN, f e Homg([l], [p]), g € Homg([m], [¢]) and z € E[l], y € E[m]

Ef « Eg(z v y) = Ef(x) « Eg(y), (4.1.13)
demonstrating in this way property (2.3.3). Indeed, we have

Ef - Egw~y)=B(f-gz-ys= 2  zvy (4.1.14)

re[l+m],f-g(r)=s
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with s € [p + ¢]. Clearly, either s € [p] or s € [¢] + p, but not both. If s € [p],
then r € [+ m], f — g(r) = s < r e [l],f(r) = s; if s € [q] + p instead, then
rell+m], fwg(r)=s<re[m]+1,g(r—1)+p=s. Consequently,

Z T~ Yr if S € [p]
Ef ~ Eg(l‘ — y)s — rell],f(r)=s ) (4115)
relml sty LT Y WS E [q] +p
> .
= { TEU]yf(r)zsxr if se [p]a
TE[m]+l’§r*l)+p=s yril lf S € [q] + p
> .
= re[l],f(r)=s Lr if se [p]v
[]foyr if selq]+p
re[m],g(r)=s—p
Ef(x), if se[p],
) { i = Ef(z) ~ Eg(y)s,
Eg(y)s—p ifselql+p
as required. -

4.2 The multi qudit state 2 monad %2

The multi qudit state {2 monad #%f2 is a graded (2 monad describing the states of
a multi qudit quantum register. It is related, as already recalled, to the multi cdit
configuration monad E{? studied in subsect. 4.1 by basis encoding and is the last key
monad of our theory. J#%(2 is the object of the present subsection.

Consider the category fdHilb of finite dimensional Hilbert spaces and linear maps
thereof. For notational convenience, we shall set H = fdHilb. In keeping with standard
conventions, the composition symbol o of H is omitted and the identity assigning map
id of H is denoted by 1.

Let 27 be a finite dimensional Hilbert space equipped with a distinguished or-
thonormal basis |2),, z € R, where R is the same finite commutative monoid used in

the construction of the category E(2. Hence, dim J# = |R]|.
Proposition 4.2.1. The prescription assigning
a) an object #%[l] € Objy given by

Hyll] = A4S (4.2.1)
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for every l € N and

b) a morphism % f € Homy(H#%(l], #:[m]) given by

Heflr) = |Ef(x)) (4.2.2)

with x € E[l] for every l,m € N and morphism f € Homg([l], [m])

specifies a functor H#% @ 2 — H injective on objects and morphisms. Therefore, there
exists an {2 category HES2 having the functor 7% with the target category H restricted
to xS as its stalk isofunctor. Further, FgS2 is a non monoidal subcategory of H.

In a), #%[0] = C. In b), |z) = |21), ®...®|z;), with z € R" denotes the orthonormal
basis of #4®! associated with the basis |z), of 4, in keeping with the definition (4.1.1)
of E[l]. We shall not use the more precise notation |z), for |z), as the Hilbert space

(1] to which |z) belongs can be inferred from the set E[l] to which x belongs.

Proof. Suppose that [, m,n € N and f € Homg([l], [m]), g € Homn([m], [rn]). By prop.
4.1.1, E is a functor and so E(g o g) = Fgo Ef. Therefore, for z € E|[l],

Hi(go fle) =1E(go f)(x)) (4.2.3)
= [Eg(Ef(x)))
= Hig|Ef(x)) = HpgHpflr),

so that % preserves morphism composition. Assume further that [ € N and x € E[l].

As FE is a functor as already recalled, E'idy = idgp). So, for x € E[l],

Hidp|r) = |Fidy(v)) (4.2.4)

= [idep(2)) = Lgpmle),

showing that E preserves the identity assignment. Therefore, #% : is a functor. Next,
suppose that I,m € N and let J%[l] = H#%[m]. Then, dim #%[l] = dim #x[m]
so that |[R|"! = |R|™ whence [I] = [m], where we used that dim J#[p] = |R|P for
p € N. This shows that 7% is injective on objects. Assume further that {,m € N
and f,g € Homg([l],[m]) are such that Sz f = H%g holds. Then, for x € E[l],
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\Ef(x)) = Apflx) = Hrg|lr) = |Eg(x)) so that Ef(x) = Fg(x) whence Ef = Eg.
Since the functor F is injective on morphisms, f = ¢g. This proves that 7% is injective
on morphisms. Cor. 2.2.1 now guarantees that there is an (2 category %(? having

H% as its stalk isofunctor and that J#%(2 is a subcategory of H. O

Items 1-7 of prop. 2.2.1, with D replaced by 7%, provide the explicit layout of #%(2.
Now however, unlike previous similar instances, the objects and morphisms of 5#%(?
are Hilbert spaces and linear operators respectively and the composition law and the
identity assigning map of .7#%(2 are the customary Hilbert theoretic ones since the
functor 7% maps to the finite dimensional Hilbert space category H.

We notice here that by construction the monoidal product of objects and morphisms
in the category %f2 is just the ordinary tensor product of Hilbert spaces and linear

maps thereof.

Proposition 4.2.2. For l,m € N, it holds that
Hpll] ~ Hulm] = Hp|l] ® Hi[m]. (4.2.5)
Further, for any l,m,p,q € N and f € Homp([l], [p]), g € Homg([m], [¢]), one has
HApf = Hpg = Hpf @ Hpg. (4.2.6)
Finally, one has
L = C. (4.2.7)
Proof. By virtue of (2.1.1) and (4.2.1) and the monoidal functoriality of %, we have

H|l] — Hulm] = Hx([l] - [m]) (4.2.8)
= Au([l +m])
— %®l+m
= %' @ O™ = [l @ Hu[m],

showing (4.2.5). To prove (4.2.6). we note that for u € E[h], v € E[k] we have

lu~v) =luy® |v), (4.2.9)
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as follows from the remarks just below def. 4.2.1. Now, if z € E([l] « [m]) = E[l+m],
then z = x —« y, where x € E[l], y € E[m] with x, = 2, for r € [l] and y, = 2.4, for
r € [m] + 1 by (4.1.8). Then, by (4.1.13) and (4.2.2),

Hpf ~ Higlz) = Hp(f ~ g)lv ~y) (4.2.10)
=|E(f ~g)(x—y)
= |Ef < Eg(z -~ y))
= |Ef(z) « Eg(y))
= |Ef(z)) ®|Eg(y))
= i flr) ® Hrgly)
= Apf Q@ Higlr) ® |y)
= Hpf @ Hpgly = y) = Apf ® Hpglz).

As z € E([l] ~ [m]) is arbitrary, relation (4.2.6) holds. Identity (4.2.7) follows imme-
diately by noting that 1,, = #%[0] = C. O

The category #%S2 also has a monadic multiplication: it is nothing but the usual

vector tensor multiplication.

Definition 4.2.1. For any two I, m € N, the multi qudit state monadic multiplication is
the function —: Ap[l] x Hp[m] — HAE([l] — [m]) given by

&~ =1 m) (4-2.11)
for |&) € Hg(l], In) € HE[m]. The multi qudit state monadic unit is |0) € H#%[0].
We note that the above definition makes sense by virtue of (4.2.5). We note also that
)~ |y =z~ o) (4.2.12)

for z € E[l], y € E[m]. Indeed, from (4.1.8), it is apparent that |z « y) = [2)® |y). A

multi qudit state {2 monadic structure is so made available (cf. def. 2.3.1).

Proposition 4.2.3. The multi qudit state category #E{2 equipped with the monadic

multiplication — and unit |0) is a graded {2 monad.
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Proof. From (4.2.11) and well-known facts of Hilbertian tensor algebra, one has

1€~ (I~ [©) = (1& ~ [m) ~ [ (4.2.13)

for I,m,n e N, |&) e H#%[l], |n) € #r[m], |) € H#r[n] and

€~ 10) =10) ~ &) = 1&) (4.2.14)

for [ € N, |£) € #%[l], showing that properties (2.3.1), (2.3.2) hold true. Exploiting
(4.2.6), we find further that

Hpf ~ Hpgl§) ~ n) = Huf @ gl ®n) (4.2.15)
= Hpfl§) ® Hrgln) = Hefl§) ~ Hrgn)

for Lm,p.q & N, f € Homp([1].[p]). g € Homg([m]. [a]), u € #[l]. v € HAilm]. so
demonstrating that also property (2.3.3) holds. O

4.3 Some operatorial properties of %2

In this short final subsection, we examine further properties of the operator content
of the multi qudit state category .7##%(2 repeatedly cited in the hypergraph state con-
struction carried out in II.

From (4.2.2), for I,m € N the operator % f € Homy(#%|l], #%|m]) attached to a
morphism f € Homg([l], [m]) can be written as

Hisf = 2 |Ef(x)Xal. (4.3.1)
zeE[l]

This expressions is useful in many situations.

Let us denote by (£, %) the set of all isometric linear operators of the Hilbert
spaces £, £ and by U(¢") the group of unitary operators of a Hilbert space J¢".

Proposition 4.3.1. Let [,m € N and let f € Homg([l],[m]). Ifl < m and f is injective,
then A f € (HE|l], #E[m]). If l = m and [ is bijective, then % f € U(HA%[I]).

Proof. Suppose that [ < m and that f is injective. Then, there exists a morphism

g € Homg([m],[l]) such that g o f = id). By the functoriality of E, we have then
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that Ego Ef = idgp). Consequently, E f is injective too. On account of by (4.3.1), the
operator % f is isometric, since it maps the orthonormal vectors |x), x € E[l], into
distinct orthonormal vectors |Ef(x)). If [ = m and f is bijective, then the isometric

operator % f is evidently unitary. O
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A Monoidal categories and graded monads

In the following appendices, we review the basic definitions and results of the theory
of strict monoidal categories and graded monads. We assume that the reader has some
familiarity with the notions of category, functor, and natural transformation, although
we briefly recall these concepts as well. Our focus is on the aspects most relevant to
the material covered in the main text. As such, the exposition is neither systematic nor
complete, and its scope is intentionally limited. Further, for brevity, proofs are either
omitted or only outlined and the use of categorical diagrams, which are commonly
employed in category theory to provide intuition for its rather abstract constructions,
is avoided. Standard references for the topics discussed here are [46,47].

There is a whole wealth of examples of the notions dealt with below, which arise
across various areas of mathematics and could serve to illustrate them. Again, for lack
of space, we shall not detail any of them and refer the reader to the body of the paper,

where many of them are instantiated, and refs. [46,47].

A.1 Categories, functors and natural transformations

Category theory is a universal language of all areas of mathematics. The notion of

category is therefore central.

Definition A.1.1. A category C consists of the following data:

a) a collection of objects Obje;
b) a set of morphisms Home(X,Y) for any two objects X,Y € Obj;

c) a composition law oe : Home(X,Y) x Home (Y, Z) — Home (X, Z) for any three
objects X, Y, Z € Obj. associating with each pair of morphisms f € Home(X,Y),
g € Home (Y, Z) their composition g oc f € Home (X, Z);

d) an identity assigning map attaching to any object X € Obj, an identity morphism
idCX € HOIH@(X, X)

The following properties must further be satisfied.
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1. Composition is associative: for every objects X,Y,Z W € Obj, and morphisms
f e Home(X,Y), g € Home(Y, Z), h € Home(Z, W)

hoe (goe f) = (hoeg)oc f. (A.1.1)
2. Composition is unital: for every object X € Obje and morphism f € Home(X,Y),
idey oef = focidex = f. (A.1.2)

If X,Y € Obj, are objects and f € Home(X,Y) is a morphism, X and Y are called
respectively the source and target objects of f. The set of all morphisms of C, i.e the
union Home = (Jy yeon;, Home(X,Y) of all morphisms sets, is a relevant feature of
C. Two morphisms f,g € Home are composable if f € Home(X,Y), g € Home(Y, Z)
for some objects X,Y, Z € Obj, and their composite g oe f is defined. The subscript
C attached to the composition and identity symbols oe and ide can be omitted when
no confusion arises; we shall show them when required by conceptual clarity.
Functors are maps of categories suitably compatible with morphism composition

and identities.

Definition A.1.2. Let C and @D be categories. A functor F' : C — @D consists of the
following data:

a) a mapping associating with each object X € Obj, an object FX € Obj,;

b) for any two objects X,Y € Obje. a mapping associating with each morphism
f e Home(X,Y) a morphism F f € Homg (FX, FY).

Further the following two conditions must hold:
1. for any pair of composable morphisms f,g € Home,
F(goe f) = Fgon Ff; (A.1.3)
2. for every object for X € Obje,

Fidex = idgrx) - (A.1.4)
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If = C, F is called an endofunctor. If I is bijective on object and morphisms, F' is
called an isofunctor. Categories related by isofunctors are isomorphic. From a purely
categorical perspective, they are indistinguishable.

Small categories are categories whose object collection is a set. Small categories
and functors are the objects and morphisms of the category Cat of small categories.
The composition and identity symbols of Cat are denoted simply by o and id with no
subscripts. The composite G o F' : C — & of two functors F' : C —- D, G : D — &
is defined by setting G o FX = GFX and G o F'f = GF f on objects and morphisms
respectively. The identity functor ide : € — C acts as ide X = X and ide f = f.

Natural transformations describe relationships of functors between the same pair

of categories compatible the categorical structure of both.

Definition A.1.3. Let C and @D be categories and let F,G : C — D be functors. A
natural transformation o : F = G is a collection of morphisms ax € Homg (FX,GX),

X € Obj,, such that for all objects X,Y € Obj, and morphisms f € Home(X,Y)

OéyO@Ff:GfO@O{X. (A15)

The ax are the components of the transformation. If the ay are isomorphisms for all
X, a is a natural isomorphism.

Given two categories C, @, the functors F' : C — @ and the natural transforma-
tions « : ' = G are respectively the objects and morphisms of the functor category
Funct(C,®). The composition and identity symbol of Funct(C, D) are also denoted
by o and id. The composite S o« : F' = H of two natural transformations « : F' = G,
B : G = H is defined to be the one with components (5o a)x = fx op ax. The
identity natural transformation idp : F' = F has components idpx = idgprx. When
@ = C, the functor category Funct(C, D) becomes the endofunctor category End(C).

There exist a wide range of constructions yielding a new category out of one or
more given ones. We present here only Cartesian multiplication of categories for its
relevance in the theory of monoidal categories reviewed later. The Cartesian product of
two categories can be defined in straightforward fashion using systematically Cartesian

multiplication on objects and morphisms.
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Definition A.1.4. The Cartesian product C x Cy of two categories Cq, Cy is the category
specified by the following data.

a) The object collection of C; x Cq is Obje = Obje, x Obje, .

1 xC2

b) The morphisms set in C; x Cy of any two objects (X1, Xs), (Y1,Y2) € Obje, e, 05
Home, xe, ((X1, X2), (Y1, Ys)) = Home, (X, Y1) x Home, (X, Ys).

c) For any composable morphism pair (f1, f2), (91, g2) € Home, «e,

(91, 92) oc,xey (f1, f2) = (91 9¢, f1,92 ¢, f2). (A.1.6)
d) For every object (X1, X5) € Obje, v,
idclx(fg(Xl,Xg) = (idch17idc2X2)' (A17)

It is straightforward to check that the conditions listed in def. A.1.1 are satisfied by
C; x Cs.

A functor whose source category is a Cartesian product category is called a bifunc-
tor. A natural transformation of bifunctors is called binatural.

A.2 Strict monoidal categories

The notions of strict monoidal category and functor is central in the theory worked

out in this paper.
Definition A.2.1. A strict monoidal category is a category C equipped with
a) a bifunctor ®c : C x C — C called monoidal product and

b) a distinguished object 10 € Obj, called monoidal unit
such that the following properties hold.

1. Monoidal bifunctorial correspondence on objects and morphisms: for every objects
X,Y,U,V € Obj, and morphisms f € Home(X,U), g € Home(Y, V), one has
f®c geHome(X ®e Y, U®c V).
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2. Monoidal bifunctoriality of composition: for every morphisms f, g, h,k € Home

such that the pairs f, g and h, k are composable, the pair g Rc k, f Q¢ h is and
(goc f)®c (koeh) = (9®c k) oc (f ®c h). (A.2.1)
3. Monoidal bifunctoriality of identities: for every objects X, Y € Obj,,
idex ®cidey = idexgey - (A.2.2)
4. Strict monoidal associativity on objects: for all objects X,Y,Z € Obje
(X®cY)®c Z =X ®c (Y Qc Z). (A.2.3)
5. Strict monoidal associativity on morphisms: for all morphisms f, g, h € Home

(f®c9)®ch=f®ec (g®ech). (A.2.4)

6. Strict monoidal unitality on objects: for all objects X € Obje

X®cle =le®c X = X. (A.2.5)

7. Strict monoidal unitality on morphisms: for all morphisms f € Home
J ®cidy, =id1, Qcf = f. (A.2.6)

It can be checked that these properties are compatible with the conditions listed in

def. A.1.1.

Strict monoidal functors are functors of strict monoidal categories respecting their

monoidal structures. This property is formalized in the following definition.

Definition A.2.2. A strict monoidal functor F : C — @D of the strict monoidal categories

C, D 1is a functor obeying the following conditions.

1. Compatibility with monoidal multiplication of objects: for every X, T € Obje

F(X®cY)=FX ®qFY. (A.2.7)
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2. Compatibility with monoidal multiplication of morphisms: for every f,g € Home
F(f®cg)=Ff®aFy. (A.2.8)

3. Preservation of monoidal units:

Fle = 1. (A.2.9)

It is straightforward to verify that these properties are compatible with the conditions
listed in def. A.1.2.

Small strict monoidal categories and the strict monoidal functors between them are
the objects and morphisms of the category SMCat of small strict monoidal categories.
The composition of functors and the identity functors are defined as in the small
category category Cat, rendering SMCat a subcategory of Cat.

There exists also a notion of strict monoidal natural transformation.

Definition A.2.3. A natural transformation o : F = G of strict monoidal functors

F,G:C — C is strict monoidal when

for all objects X,Y € Obje.

For a given pair C, @ of strict monoidal categories, the strict monoidal functors
F : C — @ and strict monoidal natural transformations « : F' = G are respectively
the objects and morphisms of the strict monoidal functor category SMFunct(C,D).
The composition of natural transformations and the identity natural transformations
are defined as in the category Funct(C,®) and SMFunct(C,D) is so a subcategory
of Funct(C,®). For C = D, one has the the strict monoidal endofunctor category
SMEnd(C).

A.3 Symmetric strict monoidal categories

Strict monoidal categories often come equipped with a symmetric structure which

further enriches them. In such a case, we have symmetric strict monoidal categories.
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Definition A.3.1. A symmetric strict monoidal category is a strict monoidal category
C equipped with a collection of morphisms sexy € Home(X ®e Y, Y ®c X) for varying
pairs of objects X, Y € Obje, called swap maps, obeying the following conditions.

1. Naturality over monoidal multiplication: for all objects X,Y,U,V € Obj, and
morphisms f € Home(X,U), g € Home(Y, V),

scuy oc (f ®c g) = (9®c f)oc sexy- (A.3.1)
2. Compatibility with monoidal associativity: for all objects X,Y, Z € Obj,,
(idey ®e sex,z) oc (sexy ®cidez) = sexyeez- (A.3.2)
3. Normalization: for all objects X € Obje,
Sex,10 = Sele,x = idex. (A.3.8)
4. Validity of the inverse law stating that for every objects X,Y € Obje,
Sey,x %c Sexy = dexgey- (A.3.4)

It can be verified that these requirements are compatible with those listed in def. A.2.1.
Symmetric strict monoidal categories are also known as permutative categories in the
mathematical literature.

Symmetric strict monoidal functors are strict monoidal functors of symmetric strict

monoidal categories compatible with the symmetric structures of these latter.

Definition A.3.2. A symmetric strict monoidal functor is a strict monoidal functor

F:C — D of strict monoidal categories such that for all objects X,Y € Obje,
sorx,ry = Fsexy. (A.3.5)

A.4 Pro and Prop categories

Product or Pro (also written as PRO) categories are the kind of categories most relevant

in the present paper [48-51].
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Definition A.4.1. The A Pro is a strict monoidal category P for which there is a
distinguished object G € Obj, such that every object X € Obj,, is of the form

G =G®p Ry G (n factors) (A.4.1)
for some n € N,

The special object G with the above property is then called the generating object of
the Pro #. A product and permutation or Prop (also written as PROP) category is a
Pro & which is symmetric as a strict monoidal category.

A related notion is that of model (also known as representation) of a Pro. Let C

be a strict monoidal category.
Definition A.4.2. A model in C of a Pro P is a strict monoidal functor M : P — C.

The object MG € Obj, associated with a generator GG is called the underlying object
of the model M. For a Prop #, the functor F' is required moreover to be symmetric

strict monoidal.

A.5 Free strict monoidal categories

In this appendix, we present first the notion of free category, though we shall not need
it directly, and then use it to introduce the notion of free strict monoidal category,
which is key in the construction of certain graded monads described in full detail in
app. A.G.

Quivers and their morphisms [60,61| are the elementary constituents of free cate-
gories and functors. Our treatment therefore necessarily begins with them.

A quiver is an abstract model of a collection of objects and morphisms with specified
source and target objects but with no composition operation and identity assigning map

defined on them.

Definition A.5.1. A quiver Q consists of the following data:

a) a collection of vertices Verg;

b) a set of edges Edgo(X,Y) for any two vertices X,Y € Verg.
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The union Edgg = Ux yever, Edgo(X,Y) of all edge sets of Q is an item often useful
to express concisely statements about Q.

A morphism of quivers is analogously an abstract model for a map of two collections
of objects and morphisms with no composition operation and identity assigning map

defined on them.

Definition A.5.2. Let Q, R be quivers. A quiver morphism L : Q — R consists of the
following data:

a) a mapping associating with each verter X € Verg a vertexr LX € Verg;

b) for any vertices X,Y € Verqg, a mapping assigning to each edge e € Edgo(X,Y)
an edge Le € Edg,(LX,LY).

Small quivers are quivers whose vertex collection is a set. Small quivers and quiver
morphisms are the constituents of the small quiver category Quiv. The composition
and identity symbols of Quiv are denoted simply by o and id with no subscripts. The
composite Mo L : Q — & of two quiver morphisms L : Q — R, M : R — & is defined
by setting M o LX = MLX and M o Le = M Le on vertices and edges respectively.
The identity quiver morphism idg : Q@ — Q acts as idg X = X and idge = e.

Small categories and their functors are characterized by underlying quivers and

quiver morphisms specified by a special functor.

Definition A.5.3. The forgetful quiver functor is the functor U : Cat — Quiv of the
small category category Cat to the small quiver category Quiv defined thusly. U asso-

ciates with a small category C a small quiver UC so specified.

a) Verye = Obje is the vertex set of UC.

b) Edgye(X,Y) = Home(X,Y) is the edge set of UC of two vertices X,Y € Verye.

Furthermore, U associates with a functor F': C — @D of small categories the morphism

UF :UC — UD of small quivers specified as follows.

¢) One has UFX = FX € Veryg for each vertexr X € Verye.
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d) One has UFe = Fe € Edg\, for every edge e € Edge.

In this way, the action of the functor U completely erases all information about which
morphisms are composite of others and which are identities.

Conversely, it is possible to associate a small free category with any small quiver
and a functor of small free categories with any morphism of small quivers through an
apposite functor. To define this latter, it is necessary to introduce a few preliminary
notions.

Let Q be a quiver. The free categorical data of Q consists of a set of elementary
free symbols and a set of regular free expressions built with those symbols according
to certain rules. The elementary free symbol set comprises for each vertex X € Verg
an object symbol also denoted by X, for each edge e € Edg, a morphism symbol also
denoted by e, a composition symbol og and an identity assigning symbol idg. The reg-
ular free expressions are the bracketed expressions built with the symbols X, e, og and
idg following the same rules which would apply if they were objects, morphisms, com-
position and identity assigning operations of a category (cf. def. A.1.1). Expressions
made with the X and e which can be turned into one another by using the associativity
and unitality relations (A.1.1), (A.1.2) with C replaced by Q are identified. (This can
be made completely precise by employing suitable equivalence relations on specified
subsets of expressions.)

The free functorial datum of a morphism L : Q — R of two quivers Q, R is a
map also denoted by L of the free categorical data of Q to those of R acting in the
following manner. L maps the free elementary object and morphism symbols X and e
of Q into the corresponding free elementary symbols LX and Le of (R and turns each
regular free expression f of Q into one Lf of R by acting as if it was a functor of two

categories (cf. def. A.1.2).

We are now ready to introduce the free category construction.

Definition A.5.4. The free category functor is the functor F : Quiv — Cat of the small
quiver category Quiv to the small category category Cat defined as follows. F associates

with a small quiver Q a small category FQ specified as follows.

a) Objro = Verg is the object collection of FQ.
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b) For any two objects X,Y € Objgg, the morphism set Homgo(X,Y') consists of

the reqular free expressions of Q with source and target object symbols X and Y .

c) For every composable morphism pair f,g € Homgq, the composite morphism of
f and g is given by g opg f = gog f € Homgg, where the right hand side is a

reqular free expression of Q.

d) The identity morphism of an object X € Objgg isidrox = idox € Hompgg (X, X),
where the right hand side is a free identity symbol of Q.

Furthermore, F associates with a morphism L : Q — R of small quivers the functor

FL:FQ — FR of small categories defined in the following manner.

e) One has FLX = LX € Objgg for each object X € Objgg.

f) One has FLf = Lf € Homgg for all morphisms f € Homgqg, where the right hand
side Lf denotes the free reqular expression yielded by the action of L on the free

reqular expression f.

So, for a quiver Q, the distinct morphisms of FQ are just the unbracketed composable
strings e,,—1 09 ... 0g €g of edges e; € Edg, and the identities idgx. The composition
operation ogg is free concatenation of strings and the identity assigning map idgg as
compositionally neutral. The associativity and unitality relations (A.1.1), (A.1.2) are
therefore satisfied by construction.

The free category construction enjoys a universality property stated formally in the

following theorem.

Theorem A.5.1. Let Q be a small quiver. Then, there exists a small quiver morphism

I : Q — UFQ such that for any small category C and any small quiver morphism

L:Q — UC, there is a unique functor F': FQ — C obeying UF o I = L.

Presentations constitute a useful way of displaying a category as the result of the
implementation in a free category of a set of congruences compatible with morphism
composition and identity assignment. To define this notion, we recall some results from

set theory. A binary relation R on a set A is a subset R € A x A. The relation R
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is an equivalence relation if it reflexive, symmetric and transitive. In that case, the
quotient set A/R is defined as the set of the maximal subsets of A of elements related
by R. For every binary relation R on a set A, there is a smallest equivalence relation
R. on A such that R < R.. Below, we shall always tacitly identify any such R with R,
and treat it as an equivalence relation. When the set A is equipped with an algebraic
structure with certain operations, the binary relations R on A considered are as a rule
taken to be congruences, that is to have the property that the action of the operations

on elements of A equivalent under R give as result elements of A equivalent under R.

Definition A.5.5. Let Q be a small quiver and let R be a mapping assigning to each
object pair X,Y € Objrg of the free category FQ a congruence Rxy on the morphism
set Homgg (X, Y'). The category generated by Q with relations R is the quotient category
FQ/R, that is the category with object collection Obj ro/r = Objgg and morphism sets
Hompg/r(X,Y) = Hompo(X,Y)/Rxy. A presentation of a category C by means of Q
and R is an isofunctor F : C — FQ/R.

We introduce next the key notion of free strict monoidal category as a refinement

of that of free category.

Definition A.5.6. A monoidal quiver is a quiver Q whose vertex collection Verg is the

free monoid generated by a subcollection Ver® o — Verg.
We denote by ®q, 19 the monoid multiplication and unit of Verg.

Definition A.5.7. A morphism L : Q — R of monoidal quivers is a morphism of the

underlying quivers with the property that L : Verqg — Verg is a monoid morphism.

Small monoidal quivers and monoidal quiver morphisms are the constituents of
the small monoidal quiver category MQuiv. The composition of morphisms and the
identity morphisms are defined as in the small quiver category Quiv, making MQuiv a
subcategory of Quiv.

The object set of a strict monoidal category is a monoid, but this monoid is not
necessarily free. For this reason, there is no monoidal counterpart of the quiver forgetful
functor U defined in A.5.3. However, U one can still be applied to strict monoidal

categories and functors, since these latter are special cases of categories and functors.
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Conversely, analogously to the ordinary category case, it is possible to associate
a small free strict monoidal category with any small monoidal quiver and a strict
monoidal functor of small free strict monoidal categories with any morphism of small
monoidal quivers through an apposite functor by an appropriate monoidal generaliza-
tion of the free category construction detailed above as described next.

The free strict monoidal categorical data of a monoidal quiver are defined analo-
gously to the free categorical data of a quiver. Let Q be a monoidal quiver. The free
strict monoidal categorical data of Q consist of a set of elementary free symbols and a
set of regular free expressions built with those symbols according to certain rules. The
elementary free symbols are essentially those of the non monoidal case, viz the object
and morphism symbols X and e with X € Ver® g and e € Edg,, the composition sym-
bol og and the identity assigning symbol idg, and a further monoidal multiplication
symbol ®g. The regular free expressions are the bracketed expressions built with all
the symbols X, e, og, idg, ®q9 according to the same rules which would hold if they
were objects, morphisms, composition, identity assigning and monoidal multiplication
operations of a strict monoidal category (cf. def. A.2.1). Further, expressions with
the X and e which can be turned into one another by using the associativity and uni-
tality relations (A.1.1), (A.1.2), the bifunctoriality relations (A.2.1), (A.2.2) and the
monoidal associativity and unitality relations (A.2.3)—(A.2.6) are identified.

The free strict monoidal functorial datum of a morphism L : Q — R of two monoidal
quivers 2, R is a map also denoted by L of the free strict monoidal categorical data
of Q to those of R determined in the following manner. L maps the free elementary
object and morphism symbols X and e of Q into the corresponding free elementary
symbols LX and Le of R and turns each regular free expression f of Q into one Lf

over R by acting as if it was a strict monoidal functor of two strict monoidal categories

(cf. def. A.2.2).

Definition A.5.8. The free strict monoidal category functor FM : MQuiv — MCat is
the functor of the small monoidal quiver category MQuiv to the small strict monoidal
category category MCat so defined. F associates with a small monoidal quiver Q a

small strict monoidal category FMQ specified as follows.

a) The terms of items a)-d) of def. A.5.4 hold with FQ replaced by FMQ.
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b) For every morphism pair f,g € Homgmg, the monoidal product morphism of f
and g is given by f Qrvo [ = f ®q g € Homgmg, the right hand side being a

reqular free expression of Q.

Furthermore, F associates with a morphism L : Q — R of small monoidal quivers
the functor FML : FMQ — FM®R of small strict monoidal categories by requiring the
following.

c) The terms of items e), d) of def. A.5.4 hold with F, FL, FR replaced by FM,
FML, FMR.

With a few evident modifications and additions, the comments below def. A.5.4 apply
also here. The associativity and unitality relations (A.1.1), (A.1.2), the bifunctoriality
relations (A.2.1), (A.2.2) and the monoidal associativity and unitality relations (A.2.3)—
(A.2.6) are satisfied by construction.

As its ordinary counterpart, the free strict monoidal category construction enjoys a
universality property. To formulate it, one more notion is required. A quasi monoidal
quiver morphism is a quiver morphism L : Q — R, where Q is a monoidal quiver, R
is a quiver such that Verg is a monoid (not necessarily free) and L : Verg — Verg is

a monoid morphism. Clearly, monoidal quiver morphisms are quasi monoidal.

Theorem A.5.2. Let Q be a small monoidal quiver. Then, there exists a quasi monoidal
small quiver morphism I : Q — UFMQ such that for any small strict monoidal category
C and any quast monoidal small quiver morphism L : Q — UC, there is a unique strict
monoidal functor F : FMQ — C obeying UF o [ = L.

Presentations constitute a useful way of displaying also a strict monoidal category
through the imposition on a free strict monoidal category of a set of congruences

compatible with morphism composition, see def. A.5.5.

Definition A.5.9. Let Q be a small monoidal quiver and let R be a mapping assigning to
each object pair X,Y € Objgmg of the free strict monoidal category FMQ a congruence
Rxy on the morphism set Hompmo (X,Y). The strict monoidal category generated by
Q with relations R is the quotient category FMQ/R. A presentation of a strict monoidal
category C by means of Q and R is a strict monoidal isofunctor F': C — FMQ/R.
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A.6 Graded monads

A monad is a monoid internal to the category of endofunctors of a given category. The
monad is graded when it is equipped with a grading provided by a further monoidal
category [52-55].

For a strict monoidal category C and a category &, a C—graded monad over F is
a lax monoidal functor 7" : ¢ — End(¥). In more explicit terms, this notion can be

defined as follows.

Definition A.6.1. A graded monad X is a sextuple consisting of the following elements:
a) a grading strict monoidal category Cx, the monad’s grading category;
b) a category Fy, the monad’s target category;
c) a monad’s endofunctor Tyx : Fx — Fx for each object X € Obje s

d) a monad’s natural transformation Txy : Tyx = Tyy for every pair of objects
X,Y € Obje, and morphism f € Home, (X,Y);

e) a natural transformation pyxy @ Tyxx o Txy = TxX@)@ry for every pair of

objects X, Y € Obje ., the monad’s multiplication;

f) a natural transformation ny :idgy, = T;m@x, the monad’s unit.
These are required to satisfy the following conditions for all A € Objs, .
1. For X € Obje,, it holds that
Txide,xa =idg, rpga- (A.6.1)
2. For composable f,g € Home,.,
Txgoe, fa =Txgaog, Txya. (A.6.2)
3. For XY, Z € Obje ., one has

PXXY®c, ZA Oy TXXHXY,ZA = HXX®c, V,ZA OFy HXX YTy A (A.6.3)
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4. For X € Obje ., one has
[X1e, XA CFp NXTyxA = BXX1c, A 05y Torxnxa. (A.6.4)
5. For X,Y,U,V € Obj._, f € Home, (X,U), g € Home . (Y, V),
Txf@e, 94 07y Haxxya = paxvva Oy ToevToxga 05, Tox ey a- (A.6.5)

There exists a notion of morphism of graded monads. Since a graded monad is
ultimately a lax monoidal functor 7': C — End(F), it would seem natural to define a
morphism of two graded monads 7' : C — End(F), U : C — End(¥) as a monoidal
natural transformation ¢ : T = Y. A notion of this kind, albeit natural, however
constrains the intervening monads to share the underlying grading and target categories
C, F and for this reason is not sufficient to cover the multiple instances of maps of
graded monads treated in the present work. We propose as a substitute the following

more general definition.

Definition A.6.2. A morphism F : I — U of graded monads is a triple consisting of

the following elements:

a) a strict monoidal functor Op : Cx — Cy of the grading categories;
b) a functor @p : Fx — Fy of the target categories;

¢) a natural transformation ¢ppx @ Pp o Tyx = Tyg.x o Pp associated with each

object X € Obje , called entwining map at X.
These are required to satisfy the following conditions for all A € Objs, .
1. For X,Y € Obje ., f € Home, (X,Y),
Tyopfora 05, PFrxa = @rya oz, Prlxsa. (A.6.6)
2. For X,Y € Obje , one has

Prx@c, vA°Ty Pritrxya = Hyorx,00y opA 5, Tyor X Ory 405, OrxTyya- (A.6.7)
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3. It holds that
NyepA = PF10,.4 05 Prilxa. (A.6.8)
As one might expect, graded monads and graded monad morphisms constitute a cate-
gory.

Theorem A.6.1. Graded monads and graded monad morphisms form a distinguished
category GM. The composite of the morphism pair F : X — Y, G : Y — Z 1is the
morphism G o F': X0 — Z specified by the two functor composites Ogop = O o 0p,

DPaor = P o Pr and the component morphisms

PGorxA = PGorXopa O PaPrxa (A.6.9)

with X € Obje,., A€ Objg,. The identity morphism idx of a graded monad X is the

morphism with 6iq, = ide ., Pia, = idg, tdentity functors and component morphisms

Gidy xa = 1dg, 7y a (A.6.10)
with X € Obje ., A€ Objs, again.

Proof. The proof is lengthy but straightforward. We limit ourselves to provide a sketch
of it. To begin with, one shows that the composite of two graded monad morphisms as
defined in (A.6.9) is again a morphism. Next, one checks that the identity of a graded
monad defined in (A.6.10) is also a morphism. Finally, one proves the associativity

and unitality of composition verifying that relations (A.1.1), (A.1.2) are satisfied. O

Paramonoidal graded monads and monad morphisms, which we introduce next, are
data for the construction of the kind of graded monads and monad morphisms relevant

in the present work. They are not to be confused with monoidal monads [62].

Definition A.6.3. A paramonoidal graded monad K is a quadruple comprising:

a) a grading strict monoidal category Cy;

b) a target strict monoidal category Fu such that Cy is a subcategory of Fg if the

monoidal structures of both categories are disregarded,
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¢) a multiplication morphism pugxy € Homg, (X Qg, Y, X Qc¢, Y) for every object
pair X,Y € Obje_;

d) a unit morphism ng € Homg, (15,,1lc,).
These are required to satisfy the following relations.
1. For X,Y, Z € Obje,,

MU{X,Y@)@_WZ OFy (idij ®95(NU{Y,Z) (A'6'11)

= HKX®c, Y,Z OFy (axy Oz, 1dg, 7).
2. For X € Obje,, it holds that
151, % Oy (N Qv 1y x) = Haex 1, Oy (g x @) = 1dgyx . (A.6.12)
3. For X,Y,U,V € Obje,, f € Home, (X,U), g € Home, (Y,V), one has
(f ®cy 9) 05y Haxy = oy o5y (f @y 9). (A.6.13)

Definition A.6.4. A morphism P : K — L of paramonoidal graded monads is a triple

consisting of the following elements:

a) a strict monoidal functor Op : Cq — Cy of the grading categories;
b) a strict monoidal functor ®p : Fx — F of the target categories;

c) for each object X € Obje_, an entwining morphism ¢px € Homg, (PpX,0pX).
These are required to satisfy the following conditions.
1. For X,Y € Obje,, f € Home, (X,Y),
¢py o5, Ppf =0pf oy, dpx. (A.6.14)
2. For X,Y € Obje,, one has

PPx@c, v °F, Priaxy = firopx0py O, (PPx Rz, PPy ). (A.6.15)
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3. It holds that

Ne = ¢pic, °5. Prnx- (A.6.16)

Paramonoidal graded monads and paramonoidal graded monad morphisms also make

up a category.

Theorem A.6.2. Paramonoidal graded monads and paramonoidal graded monad mor-
phisms are the constituents of a category pMGM. The composite of two morphisms
P:K - L, Q:L — N is the morphism QQ o P : K — 111 specified by the functor

composites Ogop = g 0 0p, Poop = Pg o P, and the component morphisms

®Qorx = PQopx °5, Podpx (A.6.17)

for X € Obje . The identity morphism idg of a paramonoidal graded monad K is the

morphism with 64, = ide,, Pia, = idg, identity functors and component morphisms

Gidy x = g, x (A.6.18)
for X € Obje_ .

Proof. The proof proceeds along the lines of that of theor. A.6.1. Again, we restrict
ourselves to furnish a sketch of it. To begin with, one shows that the composite of two
paramonoidal graded monad morphisms as defined in (A.6.17) is again a morphism.
Next, one verifies that the identity of a paramonoidal graded monad defined in (A.6.18)
is also a morphism. Finally, one proves the associativity and unitality of composition

by checking that properties (A.1.1), (A.1.2) hold. O

The construction of graded monads and graded monad morphisms from para-
monoidal graded monads and paramonoidal graded monad morphisms mentioned ear-
lier proceeds consistently through a distinguished functor relating the corresponding

categories pMGM, GM.

Theorem A.6.3. There is a functor GM : pMGM — GM of the categories pMGM, GM
injective on objects and morphisms described thusly. GM associates with a paramonoidal

graded monad K the graded monad GMXK constructed as follows.
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a) Set Comx = Cx and Fomx = Fx.
b) For any object X € Obje, , put
TomrxA =X Qg, A, (A.6.19)
Tomxx X = idg, x @, X
with A € Objg, and x € Homg,, .
¢) For any morphism f € Home,,, set
Tomxra = f Qg idg,a (A.6.20)
with A € Objg,_ .
d) For any two objects X,Y € Obj._, define
pomxx,y A = pxx,y @, idg,a (A.6.21)
with A € Objg, .
e) Set furthermore
nomxa = Nx @, idg,a (A.6.22)

with A € Objy, .

The graded monad morphism GMP : GMK — GMJL associated by GM with a para-

monoidal graded monad morphism P : K — L is specified as follows.

f) Set Ogmp = O0p, Pemp = Pp.

g) For any object X € Obje, , put

dompxa = Opx Qg, 1d5,6pa

with A € Obj .

(A.6.23)

Proof. The proof involves a long series of verifications. We provide only a summary
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below. First, one shows that the data list (Comx, Fomxs Tomx, lomx, Nemx ) given
in items a)-¢) is indeed a graded monad by checking that relations (A.6.1)—(A.6.5)
are satisfied by virtue of (A.6.11)—(A.6.13). Second, one proves that the data list
(Oemp, Pomp, emp) furnished in items f), ¢) is a graded monad morphism, as required,
by verifying that relations (A.6.6)—(A.6.8) are also met. Third, one demonstrates that
GM enjoys the essential functor properties (A.1.3), (A.1.4) by checking that (A.6.9),
(A.6.10) follow from (A.6.17), (A.6.18). The injectivity on objects and morphisms of
GM follows from (A.6.21), (A.6.22) and (A.6.14) by setting A = 14,. O

The upshot of the above analysis is that although paramonoidal graded monads and
monad morphisms are not strictly speaking graded monads and monad morphisms,
the category of the former, pMGM, is isomorphic to the subcategory GMpMGM of the
category of the latter, GM, by virtue of theor. A.6.3, where GMpMGM is the range
category of the functor GM. The graded monads and monad morphisms relevant in
the present work are precisely those from GMpMGM.

We explain next how the results expounded above are applied to the theory of
concrete graded {2 monads and morphisms thereof worked out in subsect. 2.3. The set—
up considered there can be modelled abstractly within the above categorical framework
as a certain quiver Q whose vertex collection Verg is a set of paramonoidal graded
monads and whose edge set Edgg consists of morphisms between those monads with
the following property. There is an encompassing strict monoidal category U such that
for each monad K € Verg, F% = U is the target category of K and for each monad
pair K,.L € Verg and morphism P € Edgq(K,L), Pp = idy is the target category

functor of P. The careful construction of the quiver Q requires a number of steps.
A) Assignment of the grading categorical and functorial data.

These data are organized in a quiver A whose vertex collection Ver, is a set of small
strict monoidal categories and whose edge set Edg , is formed by strict monoidal func-

tors between those categories.

B) Assignment of multiplication, unit and entwining morphism data compatible with

the grading data.
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These data are organized in a monoidal quiver Q. Let Aq be the free monoid generated
by the disjoint union A%q = | leever , Obje of the object sets of the categories of Vera
and ®¢ and 1o the monoidal product and unit of Ag. Then, Q is specified in the

items set forth below.

a) The vertex set of Q is Verg = Ajq.
b) The edge set Edg, of Q contains all and only the edges listed in the next points.

c) There is a distinct edge f € Edgy(X,Y) for every category C € Vera, pair of
objects X,Y € Obj, and morphisms f € Home(X,Y), except for when X =Y
and f = idex.

d) There is a multiplication edge pex,y € Edgo(X ®o Y, X ®¢ Y') for each category
C € Vera and object pair X,Y € Obje.

e) There is a unit edge ne € Edgg(le, 1¢) for every category C € Vera.

f) There is a entwining edge ¢px € Edgy(X,0X) for every functor § € Edg, and
object X € Obje, where C € Verp is the source category of 6.

As explained in app. A.5 (cf. defs. A.5.4, A.5.8), there exists a free strict monoidal
category FMQ associated with the monoidal quiver Q. This category is however too
loose for our purposes. A refinement of the free strict monoidal category construction
is required here. The elementary free symbols and regular free expressions as well as
the rules used to assemble the former into the latter are the same as those of the free
strict monoidal category construction. The elementary free symbols are thus the object
symbols X € A9 and morphism symbols f, pexy, ne, ¢ox € Edgg, the composition
symbol og, the identity assigning symbol idg, and the monoidal multiplication symbol
®gq; the regular free expressions are the bracketed expressions built with the symbols
X, f, texy, Ne, ¢ox, 09, idg, ®g according to the same rules which would hold if they
were objects, morphisms, composition, identity assigning and monoidal multiplication
operations of a strict monoidal category, respectively. The novelty is that now we
identify expressions built with the X, f, pexy, ne, ¢ox which can be turned into one

another not only by using the associativity and unitality relations (A.1.1), (A.1.2), the
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bifunctoriality relations (A.2.1), (A.2.2) and the monoidal associativity and unitality
relations (A.2.3)—-(A.2.6) with C replaced by Q but also the following further specific
ones: relations (A.6.11)-(A.6.13) with Cx, Fx, pxxy and ng replaced by C, Q,
pex,y and ne for each category C € Vera; relations (A.6.14)-(A.6.16) with Cyx, Cr
and 0p replaced by C, @ and 6, further F%, F, replaced by Q with @p deleted and
finally pox,y, nx, pruvy, ne and ¢px substituted by pexy, ne, povy, no and ggx
for every functor 6 € Edg, with source, target categories C,% € Vera. A category
FMgQ is then defined by implementing the terms of items a)-d) of def. A.5.4 with
FQ exchanged with FMg,Q and those of item b) of def. A.5.8 with FMQ replaced by
FMan Q. FMaaQ is strict monoidal and has all the requirements which the pexy, ne
®ox would obey if they were the multiplication, unit and entwining morphisms in a

paramonoidal graded monad and monad morphism already satisfied by construction.
C) Assignment of a background category for the morphism data.

A background category B for the morphism data is a category with the following

properties.

a) Each object A € Objgy..,.o of FMga/Q can be identified with an object A € Objg
of B denoted by the same symbol.

b) Each morphism h € Hompy,,,,0(A, B) of FMgyQ can be identified with a mor-
phism h € Homg(A, B) of B denoted again by the same symbol. In particular,

each identity morphism idgm,,,04 of FMgyQ is identified with its counterpart
idggA of B.

c¢) Each category C € Verp is a subcategory of 3.

d) The f, pexy, ne, ¢ox as morphisms B obey the relations (A.6.11)—(A.6.13) and
(A.6.14)—(A.6.16) with the same notational changes mentioned earlier except for

replacing Fy, F with B.

The encompassing category U mentioned earlier is the strict monoidal category yielded

by imposing on FMg,,Q the congruences further on.



A.6 Graded monads &9

i) For every composable pair h, k € Homgm,,,0, k Ormgy0 b = k og h.

ii) For every object A € Objry.., 05 idrmey 04 = 1dga.

U is evidently a non monoidal subcategory of B. Further, for each category C € Vera,
the quadruple S¢ = (C,U, pe,ne) is a paramonoidal graded monad and for each
functor 6 € Edga(C, D), the triple Py = (0,idg, ¢) is a paramonoidal graded monad
morphisms Py : ¢ — &%. The monads §¢ and monad morphisms F, constitute

respectively the edges and the vertices of quiver Q mentioned at the beginning.
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