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ALGORITHMIC PROBLEMS IN CATEGORIES OF PARTITIONS

NICOLAS FAROSS AND SEBASTIAN VOLZ

Abstract. Categories of partitions are combinatorial structures arising from the
representation theory of certain compact quantum groups and are linked to clas-
sical diagram algebras such as the Temperley-Lieb algebra. In this paper, we
present efficient algorithms and data-structures for partitions of sets and their
corresponding category operations, including a concrete implementation in the
computer algebra system OSCAR. Moreover, we show that there exists a category
of partitions for which the natural computational problems of deciding membership
of a given partition as well as counting partitions of a given size are algorithmically
undecidable.

1. Introduction

Partitions are combinatorial objects given by a row of upper and a row of lower
points that are partitioned into disjoint subsets by strings, e.g.

. . .

Given a set of partitions, we can construct new partitions by applying various opera-
tions like a tensor product, an involution or a composition. A category of partitions
in the sense of [31] is a set of partitions that is closed under these operations and
contains the base partitions and .

Partitions appear naturally in the definition diagram algebras such as the Brauer
algebra [5] and are linked to the representation theory of certain classical groups via
Schur-Weyl duality [12]. In [4], Banica-Speicher introduced so-called easy quantum
groups, a class of compact quantum groups defined from categories of partitions.
These quantum groups extend Schur-Weyl duality to a larger class of diagram alge-
bras including the Temperley-Lieb algebra [26], which has many applications from
knot theory to quantum mechanics [1].
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Interest in easy quantum groups has lead to the study of categories of partitions
in [3, 30] with a full classification completed in [23]. Moreover, there exist vari-
ous generalizations like colored partitions [25] and three-dimensional spatial par-
titions [8] for which the classification is still ongoing. We refer to [31, 11] for an
introduction to compact quantum groups defined by categories of partitions and
to [16, 10, 6] for more information on the recent use of computational methods in
the setting of compact quantum groups.

1.1. Main results. In the first part, we present efficient algorithms and data-
structures for partitions, their category operations as well as generalizations to col-
ored and spatial partitions. Moreover, we provide a concrete implementation of
these algorithms and data-structures in the computer algebra system OSCAR [20].
This enables the study of easy quantum groups via computational methods, pos-
sibly leading to advances in the ongoing classification of categories of colored and
spatial partitions. In addition, our algorithm for computing the composition of two
partitions runs in quasi-linear time, which improves on the worst-case complexity of
existing implementations, for example in [27].

In the second part, we study the computational problems of deciding membership
of a given partition as well as counting partitions of a given size in categories of
partitions. These problems appear naturally when studying categories of partitions
and their corresponding quantum groups and can be easily solved for many con-
crete examples. However, our main theorem now shows that there exists a concrete
category of partitions for which these problems are algorithmically undecidable.

Theorem 1 (Theorem 4.9, Corollary 4.10). There exists a recursively enumerable
category of partitions C for which the following problems are algorithmically unde-
cidable:

(1) Decide if p ∈ C for a given partition p.
(2) Determine the number of partitions in C with k upper and ℓ lower points for

given k, ℓ ∈ N.

Here, a category of partitions is called recursively enumerable if its elements can
be enumerated by a Turing machine, and a problem is called algorithmically unde-
cidable if there exists no Turing machine solving the corresponding problem for all
possible input values in finite time.

1.2. Structure of the paper. We begin with some preliminaries in Section 2,
where we introduce various types of partitions, their basic operations as well as
categories of partitions. Then, we present efficient algorithms and data-structures for
partitions and their operations in Section 3, including a short demo of our OSCAR
implementation in Appendix A. Next, we study algorithmic problems for categories
of partitions in Section 4, where we prove that the problems of deciding membership
of a partition and counting partitions of a given size are generally undecidable.
Finally, we finish with some concluding remarks and open questions in Section 5.
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. Partitions. We begin by introducing basic partitions, which are the main com-
binatorial objects used in the following sections to define categories of partitions.

Definition 2.1 (Partition). Let k, ℓ ∈ N. A partition with k upper and ℓ upper
points is given by a decomposition of the set {1, . . . , k + ℓ} into disjoint subsets
called blocks.

In the following, we denote by P the set of all partitions, and by P(k, ℓ) the set of
all partitions with k upper and ℓ lower points. Given a partition p ∈ P(k, ℓ), we can
visualize it as a string-diagram as follows. First, we draw a row of k upper points
labeled by 1, . . . , k and a row of ℓ lower points labeled by k + 1, . . . , k + ℓ. Then,
we connect points by strings if their corresponding labels are in the same block in
p. Finally, we omit the labels and visualize each point as simple dot.

Example 2.2. Consider the partition p ∈ P(4, 3) with underlying decomposition
given by {{1, 6}, {2, 5}, {3, 4, 7}}. Then we can visualize p as follows:

{{1, 6}, {2, 5},
{3, 4, 7}}

∼=

1 2 3 4

5 6 7

∼=

Remark 2.3. Note that we distinguish partitions with a different number of upper
and lower points, e.g. the following partitions all have the underlying decomposition
{{1, 2}} but are distinct:

∈ P(0, 2), ∈ P(1, 1), ∈ P(2, 0).

2.2. Operations on partitions. Given a set of partitions, we can construct new
partitions using the following basic operations called tensor product, involution and
composition.

Definition 2.4 (Tensor product). Let p ∈ P(k1, ℓ1) and q ∈ P(k2, ℓ2). Then their
tensor product p ⊗ q ∈ P(k1 + k2, ℓ1 + ℓ2) is obtained by concatenating p and q

horizontally, e.g.

⊗ = .

Definition 2.5 (Involution). Let p ∈ P(k, ℓ). Then the involution p∗ ∈ P(ℓ, k) is
obtained by reflecting the upper and lower points along a horizontal axis, e.g.

( )∗

= .

Definition 2.6 (Composition). Let p ∈ P (ℓ,m) and q ∈ P (k, ℓ). Then the compo-
sition pq ∈ P (k,m) is obtained placing q above p and identifying each lower point of
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q with the respective upper point of p. Then, these intermediate points are removed
such that only the upper points of q and the lower points of p are left, e.g.

· = = .

Remark 2.7. Note that the composition of two partitions p and q is only defined if
the number of lower points of q equals the number of upper points of p. Moreover,
when removing the intermediate points, any isolated components that are not con-
nected to the top or bottom row are simply discarded. In particular, they do not
contribute a loop factor as in the case of diagram algebras.

In addition to the previous operations, it is often useful to additionally consider
rotations and vertical reflections. We refer to [23] for more information the use of
these operations and the combintorics of partitions in general.

Definition 2.8 (Rotations). Let p ∈ P(k, ℓ) with k > 0. Then the (top-left)
rotation prot ∈ P(k − 1, ℓ + 1) is obtained by rotating the left-most upper point to
the left-most position in the lower row while preserving the block structure, e.g.

( )

rot

= .

Analogously, we can also define a rotation of the left-most lower point to the
upper row as well as rotations of the right-most upper point to the lower row and
vice versa.

Definition 2.9 (Vertical reflection). Let p ∈ P(k, ℓ). Then the vertical reflection
p↔ ∈ P(k, ℓ) is obtained by reflecting the upper and lower points along the vertical
axis, e.g.

( )↔

= .

2.3. Categories of partitions. Given partitions and their basic operations, we
can finally introduce categories of partitions.

Definition 2.10 (Category of partitions). A category of partitions is a subset C ⊆ P
that contains the base partitions ∈ P(1, 1) and ∈ P(0, 2) and is closed under
tensor products, involutions and compositions.

As in the case of all partitions, we denote with C(k, ℓ) := C ∩P(k, ℓ) the set of all
partitions in a category C with k upper and ℓ lower points.

Remark 2.11. Note that categories of partitions are automatically closed under
rotations and vertical reflections since these operations can be constructed by com-
bining the previous category operations with the base partitions and . See [23]
for further details.
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Example 2.12. Examples of categories of partitions include

(1) the set P of all partitions.
(2) the set P2 of all pair partitions, i.e. partitions with all blocks exactly of size

two.
(3) the set B of all balanced partitions, i.e. partitions with the same number of

“even” and “odd” points in each block.
(4) the set NC of all non-crossing partitions, i.e. partitions that can be drawn

as a string diagram without crossing lines.

Note that categories of partitions are closed under intersections. Thus, any combi-
nation of the previous properties defines again a category of partitions. See also [23]
for further examples. In particular, it is also possible to define categories of parti-
tions via a generating set of partitions.

Definition 2.13 (Generating set). Let S ⊆ P be a set of partitions. Then we
denote with 〈S〉 the category generated by S. It is the smallest category of partitions
containing S and consists of all finite combinations of the base partitions, elements of
S and the category operations. Additionally, we call a category C finitely generated
if C = 〈S〉 for a finite set S.

Example 2.14. Consider again the previous categories of partitions from Exam-
ple 2.12. Then these categories can alternative be defined as follows:

P =
〈

,
〉

, P2 =
〈 〉

,

B =
〈

,
〉

, NC =
〈 〉

.

We refer to [23] for further information and additional examples of categories of
partitions that are not necessarily finitely generated.

Remark 2.15. Let us comment quickly on the connection between categories of
partitions and compact quantum groups. Given n ∈ N and a category of partitions
C, we can associate a linear operator Tp : (C

n)⊗k → (Cn)⊗k to every partition p ∈
C(k, ℓ). These operators define a concrete C∗-tensor category, which corresponds
to a compact quantum group Gn with distinguished fundamental representation u

via Woronowicz-Tannaka-Krein duality [32]. In the case of all partitions, we obtain
for example the classical symmetric group Sn, whereas the category NC of all non-
crossing partitions corresponds to Wang’s quantum permutation group S+

n [29]. We
refer to [31, 11] for more details on their construction and to [28] for the theory
compact quantum groups in general.

2.4. Generalizations of partitions. In addition to the previous partitions, there
exists a generalization to colored partitions [25], which yield the class of unitary
easy quantum groups [24].
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Definition 2.16 (Colored partition). A colored partition is given by a partition

p ∈ P(k, ℓ) with colorings x ∈ {◦, •}k and y ∈ {◦, •}ℓ of its upper and lower points
respectively.

Example 2.17. Consider again the partition p ∈ P(4, 3) from Example 2.2. By
choosing the upper colors ◦••◦ and the lower colors ◦•◦, we obtain the colored
following colored partition:

.

Remark 2.18. The operations for partitions can be directly extended to colored
partitions by additionally requiring that not only the number of upper and lower
points but also their colors agree when composing to partitions p and q. Moreover,
in categories of colored partitions, the the base partition and are replaced by

the colored base partitions , and , .

More recently, Cébron-Weber [8] also introduced spatial partitions by extending
the previous partitions along multiple levels into the third dimension.

Definition 2.19 (Spatial partition). Let k, ℓ,m ∈ N. Then a spatial partition
with k upper points, ℓ lower points and m levels is a decomposition of the set
{1, . . . , k + ℓ} × {1, . . . , m} into disjoint subsets called blocks.

As in the case of classical partitions, the first component {1, . . . , k + ℓ} divides
a spatial partition into k upper and ℓ lower points, whereas the second component
{1, . . . , m} divides the partition into m levels along the third dimension. In the
following, we denote with P(m) the set of all spatial partitions on m levels, and with
P(m)(k, ℓ) the subset consisting of all spatial partitions with k upper points and ℓ

lower points.

Example 2.20. The following example visualizes a spatial partition p ∈ P (2)(1, 2)
with one upper point, two lower points and two levels:

{{(1,1),(2,1)},{(1,2),(3,2)},

{(2,2),(3,1)}}

∼=
(1,1)

(1,2)

(2,1)
(2,2)

(3,1)
(3,2)

∼=

Remark 2.21. As before, we can extend the basic operations on partitions to spatial
partitions on the same number of levels.

(1) Tensor product:

⊗ =

(2) Involution:
( )∗

=
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(3) Composition:

· = =

Moreover, a category of spatial partitions is a subset C ⊆ P(m) that is closed under
these operations and contains the spatial base partitions (m) ∈ P(m)(1, 1) and (m) ∈

P(m)(0, 2). Here, p(m) ∈ P(m) denotes the spatial partition that is obtained by
placing a copy of a partition p ∈ P on each of the levels.

Remark 2.22. While the classification of categories of partitions was completed
in [22], it is still ongoing in the case of colored and spatial partitions. For more
information on these cases, we refer for example to [13, 25] and the recent work by
Mang-Weber [17, 18] in the case colored partitions, and to [8] in the case of spatial
partition.

3. Algorithms and data-structures for partitions

In the following, we present efficient algorithms and data-structures for partitions,
their basic operators as well as their generalizations to colored and spatial partitions.
Additionally, these algorithms and data-structures have been implemented in the
computer algebra system OSCAR [20]. We refer to Appendix A for a short demo.

3.1. Partitions. We begin by introducing a data-structure for partitions in the
sense of Definition 2.1.

Definition 3.1 (Partition structure). A partition p ∈ P can be represented by a
tuple (k, ℓ, b), where k denotes the number of upper points, ℓ denotes the number
of lower points and b ∈ Nk+ℓ encodes the block structure such that two points
1 ≤ i, j ≤ k + ℓ are in the same block if and only if bi = bj .

Example 3.2. Consider for example the partition p ∈ P represented by the tuple
(

3, 4, (1, 1, 2, 1, 3, 3, 2)
)

.

Then p corresponds to the following string diagram:

1 3 3 2

1 1 2

.

In the following, we identify partitions p ∈ P with a corresponding representation
(k, ℓ, b). In particular, we write p := (k, ℓ, b) ∈ P and denote with |p| := k + ℓ the
size of p.

Note that two different representations in the sense of Definition 3.1 can corre-
spond to the same partition as string diagram. However, this is exactly is the case
if both partitions are equivalent in the following sense.
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Definition 3.3 (Equivalence). Let p := (k, ℓ, a), q := (m,n, b) ∈ P be two parti-
tions. Then p and q are equivalent if k = m, ℓ = n and there exists a bijection

φ : {a1, . . . , ak+ℓ} → {b1, . . . , bk+ℓ}

such that φ(ai) = bi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k + ℓ.

While the representation of a partition is not unique, it is always possible to
normalize its block structure such that the following condition is satisfied.

Definition 3.4. Let p := (k, ℓ, b) ∈ P be a partition. Then p is normalized if b1 = 1
and aj ≤ ai + 1 for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k.

The following algorithm computes the normalization of a given partition using a
map data-structure. In particular, this allows us to efficiently compare partitions
since two partitions are equivalent if and only if their normalized versions agree.

Algorithm 1 Normalize p.

input: p = (k, ℓ, b)
output: equivalent partition satisfying Definition 3.4

1: m← 1
2: r ← empty map structure
3: a← (b1, . . . , bk+ℓ)
4: for i = 1, . . . , k + ℓ do

5: if r(ai) not defined then

6: r(ai)← m

7: m← m+ 1
8: ai ← r(ai)

9: return (k, ℓ, a)

Proposition 3.5. Let p ∈ P be a partition. Then Algorithm 1 computes an equiva-
lent partition that is normalized in the sense of Definition 3.4 using O(|p|) accesses
to a map structure.

Proof. The result is equivalent to p since it has again k upper points, ℓ lower points
and its block structure is related to p via the bijection r. Moreover, the result is
normalized because r(a1) = 1 and r(ai) ≥ r(aj) + 1 for all 1 ≤ j < i ≤ k + ℓ by
construction of the map r. Finally, Algorithm 1 requires 2 · (k+ ℓ) = O(|p|) accesses
to the map structure in the worst case. �

Remark 3.6. By implementing the map structure in Algorithm 1 as balanced search
tree, we obtain a worst case time complexity of O(n log n) for n := |p|. This can be
improved to an average complexity of O(n) by using a hash map.

Example 3.7. Consider the partition

p :=
(

2, 3, (1, 3, 1, 5, 5, 3)
)

∈ P.
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Then p is not normalized since b2 = 3 > b1+1. However, Algorithm 1 computes the
map

r(1) = 1, r(3) = 2, r(5) = 3,

which yields the normalized partition
(

2, 3, (1, 2, 1, 3, 3, 2)
)

.

In particular, this shows that p agrees with the partition from Example 3.2.

3.2. Operations on partitions. Next, we consider the basic operations on parti-
tions. In the case of the tensor product and composition, we will need the following
auxiliary procedure to ensure that the blocks of the two input partitions p := (k, ℓ, a)
and q := (m,n, b) are disjoint, i.e.

{a1, . . . , ak+ℓ} ∩ {b1, . . . , bn+m} = ∅.

Algorithm 2 Make blocks of p disjoint from blocks of q

input: p = (k, ℓ, a), q = (m,n, b)
output: partition equivalent to p and disjoint from q

1: t← 1 + max{bi | 1 ≤ i ≤ n +m}
2: c← (a1 + t, . . . , ak+ℓ + t)
3: return (k, ℓ, c)

Proposition 3.8. Let p, q ∈ P be two partitions. Then Algorithm 2 computes a
partition equivalent to p with blocks disjoint from q in time O(|p|+ |q|).

Proof. The result is equivalent to p since it has the same number of upper and
lower points and their blocks are related by the bijection x 7→ x+ t. Moreover, the
resulting blocks are disjoint to q since ci = ai + t > ai + bj ≥ bj for all 1 ≤ i ≤ |p|
and 1 ≤ j ≤ |q|. �

In the following, we now assume that the input partitions to our algorithms always
have disjoint blocks. This allows us to immediately compute the involution and
tensor products of partitions by rearranging and merging the corresponding block
structure.

Algorithm 3 Involution p∗.

input: p = (k, ℓ, b)
output: p∗

1: a← (bk+1, . . . , bk+ℓ, b1, . . . , bk)
2: return (ℓ, k, a)

Proposition 3.9. Let p, q ∈ P be partitions with disjoint blocks. Then

(1) Algorithm 3 computes the involution p∗ in time O(|p|),



10 NICOLAS FAROSS AND SEBASTIAN VOLZ

Algorithm 4 Tensor product p⊗ q.

input: p = (k, ℓ, a), q = (m,n, b)
output: p⊗ q

1: c← (a1, . . . , ak, b1, . . . , bm, ak+1, . . . , ak+ℓ, bm+1, . . . , bm+n)
2: return (k +m, ℓ+ n, c)

(2) Algorithm 4 computes the tensor product p⊗ q in time O(|p|+ |q|).

Proof. Follows immediately. �

Similarly, it is possible to implement rotations and the vertical reflection of a
partition p ∈ P in time O(|p|) by rearranging its points accordingly.

Next, we come to the composition of two partitions. However, we first need to
introduce an additional data-structure.

Definition 3.10 (Union-find structure). A union-find structure U is a data-structure
representing an equivalence relation on N that supports the following operations:

(1) unionU(i, j): Merge the equivalence classes [i] and [j] for i, j ∈ N.
(2) findU(i): Return a canonical representative of the class [i] for i ∈ N such

that
[i] = [j] ⇐⇒ findU(i) = findU(j) ∀i, j ∈ N.

Initially, an empty union-find structure represents the equivalence relations given
by the singletons [i] := {i} for all i ∈ N.

Remark 3.11. A union-find structure can be efficiently implemented by a disjoint-
set forest [7], which has a time complexity of O(n logn) for n subsequent union and
find operations when performing path compression. This can be further improved to
O(nα(n)) when additionally performing union by rank, where α denotes the inverse
Ackerman function [21].

Using a union-find structure, we can now implement the composition of two par-
titions. As before, we assume that both partitions have disjoint blocks.

Algorithm 5 Composition p · q.

input: p = (ℓ,m, a), q = (k, ℓ, b)
output: p · q

1: U ← empty union-find structure
2: for i = 1, . . . , ℓ do

3: unionU(ai, bk+i)

4: c← (b1, . . . , bk, aℓ+1, . . . , aℓ+m)
5: for i = 1, . . . , k +m do

6: ci ← findU(ci)

7: return (k,m, c)
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Proposition 3.12. Let p, q ∈ P be partitions with disjoint blocks that are compos-
able. Then Algorithm 5 computes the composition p · q using O(|p|+ |q|) union and
find operations.

Proof. Since the blocks of p and q are disjoint, we can compute the composition by
first identify the lower labels of q with the corresponding upper labels of q using
union operations and then relabel the upper points of q and lower points of p with
new canonical labels using find . The runtime of the algorithm is determined by the
ℓ = O(|p|+ |q|) union and the k +m = O(|p|+ |q|) find operations. �

Remark 3.13. When implementing the union-find structure as disjoint-set forest
using path-compression (see Remark 3.11), Algorithm 5 has a worst case time com-
plexity of O(n logn) for n := |p| + |q|. Note that it is also possible to achieve
a time complexity of O(n) by first constructing a graph with the O(n) vertices
{a1, . . . , aℓ+m, b1, . . . , bk+ℓ} and adding the O(n) edges (ai, bi) for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ during
the union operations. Then, we can use a depth-first search to compute all con-
nected components in O(n) and select a canonical vertex per component as final
label that is returned during find .

3.3. Generalizations of partitions. Next, we discuss how the previous algorithms
can be extended to colored and spatial partitions. In the case of colored partitions,
we can extend Definition 3.1 by additionally storing strings of upper and lower
colors.

Definition 3.14 (Colored partition structure). A colored partition can be repre-
sented by a tuple (x, y, p), where x ∈ {◦, •}k and y ∈ {◦, •}ℓ are the upper and lower
colors of an underlying partition p ∈ P(k, ℓ).

Given a colored partition of this form, all previous algorithms can still be applied
by restricting to the underlying partition p. Only in the precondition of the compo-
sition, it no longer suffices to check the number of points, but we need to compare
their complete color strings.

In the case of spatial partitions, we can use the bijection

Φ
(m)
k,ℓ : {1, . . . k + ℓ} × {1, . . .m} → {1, . . . , m · (k + ℓ)}

that identifies a point (i, j) with the point m · (i − 1) + j. It can be extended to a
bijection on partitions

Φ
(m)
k,ℓ : P(m)(k, ℓ)→ P(1)(mk,mℓ)

by rearranging the points accordingly, e.g.

∈ P(3)(1, 2) −→ ∈ P(1)(3, 6).

Thus, we can reduce the implementation of spatial partitions to the case of classical
partitions on one level.
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Definition 3.15 (Spatial partition structure). A spatial partition p ∈ P(m)(k, ℓ)
can be represented by a pair (m, q), where m ∈ N denotes the number of levels and

q := φ
(m)
k,l (p) ∈ P.

Since φ
(m)
k,l is bijective, we can represent any spatial partition uniquely (up to

equivalence) by the pair in the previous definition. Moreover, φ
(m)
k,l is functorial in

the sense that it respects the composition, tensor product and involution of spatial
partitions. Thus, we can reduce all operations to the underlying partition q after
verifying that the number of levels m agrees. See also [9] for further information on
this bijection and a proof of its functoriality.

4. Undecidability of category problems

Consider a category of partitions C. Then the following algorithmic problems
appear naturally when studying C or its corresponding quantum group:

(1) Is p ∈ C for a partition p ∈ P?
(2) What is the number of partitions in C(k, ℓ)?

While these problems can be easily solved for the categories of partitions in Ex-
ample 2.12, it is not clear how to solve these problems in general if for example the
category C is given in terms of generators as in Example 2.14. In this section, we
show that there exists a recursively enumerable category of partitions C for which the
previous problems are undecidable, i.e. there exists no Turing machine that solves
any of the previous problems for all possible input values.

Here, a category of partitions C is called recursively enumerable if there exists
a Turing machine that enumerates all partitions p ∈ C. Note that if we drop this
requirement, then the previous statement follows directly from [22] where it is shown
that the set of all categories of partitions is uncountable, while the set of all Turing
machines is countable. However, in this case, it might not even be possible to
explicitly describe the category C or enumerate its elements.

4.1. Varieties of groups. Our proof of the initial statement relies on a result of
Raum-Weber [22] that allows us to perform a reduction from the identity problem
for varieties of groups, which was shown to be undecidable by Kleiman in [15]. Thus,
we start by introducing varieties of groups and their corresponding identity problem.
See [19] for more information on the general theory of varieties of groups and [14]
for algorithmic problems in this setting.

In the following, all groups are written multiplicative with 1 as the identity ele-
ment. Further, we denote by F∞ the free group on the countably many generators
x1, x2, . . . . If w ∈ F∞ is a word in the variables x1, . . . , xn, then w is an identity in a
group G if w(g1, . . . , gn) = 1 for all g1, . . . , gn ∈ G, where w(g1, . . . , gn) ∈ G denotes
the element obtained by substituting each generator xi with gi. Using this notation,
we can now introduce varieties of groups.
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Definition 4.1 (Variety of groups). Let W ⊆ F∞. Then the variety of groups
V(W ) defined by W is the class of all groups G such that w is an identity in G for
all w ∈ W .

If V is a variety of groups, then a word w ∈ F∞ is an identity in V if it is an
identity in all G ∈ V. Moreover, we say that a variety of groups V(W ) is finitely
based if the set W is finite. In this setting, Kleiman [15] showed that the identity
problem for varieties of groups is undecidable in the following sense.

Proposition 4.2. There exists a finitely based variety of groups V(W ) such that the
problem of determining if a word w ∈ F∞ is an identity in V(W ) is undecidable.

Proof. See [15] or the proof sketch in [14]. An alternate proof can be found in [2]. �

In addition to the previous proposition, we need an additional fact from the theory
of varieties of groups that establishes a bijection between variety of groups and fully
invariant subgroups of F∞. Here, a subgroup H ⊆ G is fully invariant if φ(H) ⊆ H

for every endomorphism φ ∈ End(G).

Proposition 4.3. There exists a bijection between varieties of groups V and fully
invariant subgroups of H ⊆ F∞ such that

H = {w ∈ F∞ | w is an identity in V}.

Proof. See [19, Theorem 14.31]. �

Remark 4.4. Consider a variety of groups V(W ). Then [19, 12.31] shows that the
corresponding subgroup H ⊆ F∞ in the previous proposition consists of all words
that can be obtained by applying a finite number of the following operations to
elements of W :

v 7→ v−1,

(v, w) 7→ vw,

v 7→ v(u1, . . . , uk) ∀u1, . . . , uk ∈ F∞.

In particular, this shows that if a variety of groups is finitely based, then the corre-
sponding subgroup H is recursively enumerable.

4.2. Hyperoctahedral categories of partitions. In [22], Raum-Weber constructed
an embedding of varieties of groups into hyperoctahedral categories of partitions, i.e.
categories of partitions containing . It is based on a bijection between of these
categories and so-called sS∞-invariant normal subgroups of Z∗∞

2 . Here, Z∗∞
2 denotes

the countably infinite free product of Z2 with canonical generators a1, a2, . . . in each
factor. Moreover, a subgroup H ⊆ Z∗∞

2 is called sS∞-invariant if it is invariant
under all endomorphisms φ ∈ End(Z∗∞

2 ) of the form φ(ai) = af(i) for a function
f : N→ N.



14 NICOLAS FAROSS AND SEBASTIAN VOLZ

Proposition 4.5. There exists a bijection between sS∞-invariant normal subgroups
H ⊆ Z∗∞

2 and hyperoctahedral categories of partitions C such that

C(0, n) = {p(i1, . . . , in) | i1, . . . , in ∈ N
n, ai1 · · · ain ∈ H}

for all n ∈ N, where p(i1, . . . , in) denotes the partition with n lower points and two
points k, ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , n} in the same block if and only if ik = iℓ.

Proof. See [22, Theorem 4.4 & 4.6]. �

Now, consider the subgroup E ⊆ Z
∗∞
2 of all words of even length given by

E := {ai1 · · · ai2k | k ∈ N, i1, . . . , i2k ∈ N}.

Then one verifies that E is isomorphic F∞ via the map

Φ: F∞ → E, xn 7→ a1an+1 ∀n ∈ N.

The following proposition now shows that fully invariant subgroups of E yield sS∞-
invariant normal subgroups of Z∗∞

2 under this isomorphism. In particular, this
proposition corrects the original version in [22], which does not hold in full generality.

Proposition 4.6. The subgroup E ⊆ Z∗∞
2 is sS∞-invariant and normal. In partic-

ular, every fully invariant subgroup H ⊆ E is sS∞-invariant and normal in Z∗∞
2 .

Proof. Let a = ai1 . . . ai2k ∈ E and φ ∈ End(Z∗∞
2 ) of the form φ(ai) = af(i1) . . . af(i)

for f : N → N. Then φ(a) = af(i1) . . . af(i2k) ∈ E such that E is sS∞-invariant.
Similarly, let φ ∈ End(Z∗∞

2 ) be an inner automorphism of the form φ(x) = bxb−1 for
b ∈ Z

∗∞
2 . Then φ(a) = bab−1 ∈ E since both a and bb−1 have even length. Since a

subgroup is normal if and only if it is invariant under inner automorphism, it follows
that E is a normal subgroup.

In particular, this shows that any of the previous endomorphisms restricts to an
endomorphism φ|E ∈ End(E). Thus, any fully invariant subgroup H ⊆ E is also
invariant under these endomorphisms and therefore a sS∞-invariant and normal
subgroup of Z∗∞

2 . �

Thus, by combining the previous proposition with Proposition 4.3 and Proposi-
tion 4.5, we obtain an embedding of varieties of groups into the set of category of
partitions.

In particular, we can associate to each word w ∈ F∞ a partition p(w) by first
applying isomorphism F∞

∼= E to obtain an element ai1 . . . ain ∈ E and then con-
structing the partition p(i1, . . . , in) as in Proposition 4.5.

Example 4.7. Consider the word w := x1x2x
−1
1 x−1

3 x2x3 ∈ F∞ that corresponds to
the element

a1a2a1a3a2a1a4a1a1a3a1a4 ∈ Z
∗∞
2

under the isomorphism F∞
∼= E. Then the corresponding partition p(w) is given by

p(w) =

1 2 1 3 2 1 4 1 1 3 1 4

.
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4.3. Proof of the main theorem. Using the previous embedding of varieties of
groups into categories of partitions, we can now reduce the identity problem for
varieties to the membership problem for categories of partitions.

Lemma 4.8. Let V be a finitely based variety of groups. Then there exists a recur-
sively enumerable category of partitions C such that

w is an identity in V ⇐⇒ p(w) ∈ C ∀w ∈ F∞.

Proof. By Proposition 4.3, V corresponds to a fully invariant subgroup H ⊆ F∞

that can be identified with a sS∞-invariant normal subgroup of Z∗∞
2 using the iso-

morphism F∞
∼= E and Proposition 4.6. Moreover, this subgroup corresponds to

a category of partitions C by Proposition 4.5. Following this identification, every
identity w ∈ H yields a partition p(w) ∈ C. Conversely, if p(w) ∈ C for w ∈ F∞,
then w ∈ H since the mapping in Proposition 4.5 is bijective.

It remains to show that the category C is recursively enumerable. Let w ∈ H and
denote with a(w) the correspond element in E. Then, the sets

{(i1, . . . , in) | n ∈ N, i1, . . . , in ∈ N
n, ai1 · · · ain = a(w)}

can be enumerated by generating all words ai1 · · · ain and checking the equality.
Since the set H is recursively enumerable by Remark 4.4, we can interleave the
elements of the previous sets such that their union and the set

⋃

n∈N C(0, n) are also
recursively enumerable. Because partitions in C(k, ℓ) are exactly rotate version of
partitions in C(0, k+ ℓ), it follows that the category C is recursively enumerable. �

Using the previous lemma, we can finally transfer the undecidability of the identity
problem for varieties of groups to the membership problem in categories of partitions.

Theorem 4.9. There exists a recursively enumerable category of partitions C such
that the problem of determining if p ∈ C for a partition p ∈ P is undecidable.

Proof. Let V be the variety of group from Proposition 4.2 for which the word problem
is undecidable and let C be the category of partitions obtained from Lemma 4.8.
Then any Turing machine deciding if p ∈ C for arbitrary p ∈ P could be immediately
used to decide the identity problem for V. Thus, the membership problem for C also
has to be undecidable. �

Additionally, we obtain as an immediate consequence that the problem of counting
partitions of a given size is undecidable too.

Corollary 4.10. There exists a recursively enumerable category of partitions C such
that there exists no Turing machine that computes |C(k, ℓ)| for all k, ℓ ∈ N.

Proof. Let C be the category of partitions from Theorem 4.9. Assume that there
exists a Turing machine T that computes |C(·, ·)| and that we are given a partition
p ∈ P. We show that T allows us to determine if p ∈ C, contradicting Theorem 4.9.
First, we use T to compute the number of partitions m := |C(k, ℓ)|, where k, ℓ ∈ N

are the number of upper and lower points of p. Next, we start enumerating all
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possible partitions in C until we find m distinct partitions p1, . . . , pm ∈ C(k, ℓ) after
a finite time. Then, we stop the enumeration and can decide if p ∈ {p1, . . . , pm} =
C(k, ℓ). �

5. Conclusion and open questions

In this paper, we presented efficient algorithms and data-structures that allow us
to perform any category operation on partitions in quasi-linear time, which is near
optimal since for all operations the output size already grows linear in the input size.
Moreover, we provide a concrete implementation of these algorithms in the computer
algebra system OSCAR, which enables the study of categories of partitions and their
corresponding quantum groups via computational methods in future work.

In the second part, we constructed a category of partitions C for which the natural
problems of deciding the membership of a partition and counting partitions of a
given size are algorithmically undecidable. While the category C is constructed
from a finitely based variety of groups, we were only able to show that the resulting
category is recursively enumerable. Thus, it remains open if C is again finitely
generated. Using the previous approach, one would have to show that if H ⊆ Z

∗∞
2 is

finitely generated as fully invariant subgroup of E, then H is also finitely generated
as sS∞-invariant normal subgroup of Z∗∞

2 .
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Appendix A. OSCAR implementation

In addition to the pseudo-code in Section 3, we provide an implementation of
partitions and their operations in OSCAR [20], an open-source computer algebra
system written in Julia that combines the capabilities of various systems like GAP,
Polymake and Singular. The concrete implementation details can be found on the
official GitHub repository of OSCAR:

https://www.oscar-system.org
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https://github.com/oscar-system/Oscar.jl/tree/master/experimental/SetPartitions

In the following, we give a short demo presenting the basic functionality of our
implementation. The main data-structure is given by SetPartition, which im-
plements partitions and is accessible through the set_partition constructor. In
contrast to Definition 3.1, a partition is constructed from two vectors, where the
first vector represents the k upper points and the second vector the ℓ lower point.

In: using Oscar

In: set_partition([2, 4], [4, 99])

Out: SetPartition([1, 2], [2, 3])

Note that the resulting partition is automatically normalized as described in Al-
gorithm 1. Thus, it is possible to directly compare two partitions or store them
in a hash map. To apply basic operations on partitions, we can use the following
functions.

In: p = set_partition([1, 2], [2, 1])

In: q = set_partition([1, 1], [1])

In: tensor_product(p, q)

Out: SetPartition([1, 2, 3, 3], [2, 1, 3])

In: p = set_partition([1, 2, 2], [1, 1, 3])

In: involution(p)

Out: SetPartition([1, 1, 2], [1, 3, 3])

In: p = set_partition([1, 2, 2], [1, 2])

In: q = set_partition([1], [2, 2, 1])

In: compose(p, q)

Out: SetPartition([1], [1, 1])

Similarly, the vertical reflections and rotations can be computed using functions
like reflect_vertical and rotate_top_left. Moreover, we also support col-
ored partitions and spatial partitions via the structures ColoredPartition and
SpatialPartition.

In addition to the previous algorithms and data-structures, we provide a function
construct_category. The first argument is a vector of generating partitions and
the second argument is a bound n. The functions then constructs all partitions of
size n that can be constructed from the given generating set and base partitions
without the size of intermediate partitions exceeding n. The following example
corresponds to the category of all non-crossing partitions from Example 2.14.

In: p = set_partition([1], [1, 1])

In: q = set_partition([1], [1])

In: r = set_partition([], [1, 1])

In: length(construct_category([p, q, r], 6))

https://github.com/oscar-system/Oscar.jl/tree/master/experimental/SetPartitions
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Out: 924

Since the size of the output grows exponentially, the function might take a while
for larger bounds. Note that in this example, the algorithm constructs all non-
crossing partitions of size 6 since their number is given by 7 · C6 = 924, where Ck

denotes the k-th Catalan number. However, this is not guaranteed in general since
one might need to first construct larger partitions to obtain again smaller partition.
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