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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce a notion of categorified cyclic operad for set-based cyclic operads
with symmetries. Our categorification is obtained by relaxing defining axioms of cyclic oper-
ads to isomorphisms and by formulating coherence conditions for these isomorphisms. The
coherence theorem that we prove has the form “all diagrams of canonical isomorphisms com-
mute”. Our coherence results come in two flavours, corresponding to the “entries-only” and
“exchangeable-output” definitions of cyclic operads. Our proof of coherence in the entries-
only style is of syntactic nature and relies on the coherence of categorified non-symmetric op-
erads established by Dosen and Petri¢. We obtain the coherence in the exchangeable-output
style by “lifting” the equivalence between entries-only and exchangeable-output cyclic oper-
ads, set up by the second author. Finally, we show that a generalization of the structure
of profunctors of Bénabou provides an example of categorified cyclic operad, and we exploit
the coherence of categorified cyclic operads in proving that the Feynman category for cyclic
operads, due to Kaufmann and Ward, admits an odd version.

* The work on the final version of this paper was supported by Praemium Academiae of M.
Markl and RVO:67985840. The second author was additionally supported by the grant GA CR
P201/12/G028.

Introduction

For the purposes of higher-dimensional category theory and homotopy theory, various concepts
of categorification recently emerged in operad theory, where at least three definitions of cat-
egorified operads have been proposed. In [DS03], Day and Street define pseudo-operads by
categorifying the original “monoidal” definition of operads of Kelly [K05], which leads to an
algebraic, “one-line” characterization of the form: a pseudo-operad is a pseudo-monoid in a cer-
tain monoidal 2-category. In [DP15], Dosen and Petrié¢ introduce the notion of weak Cat-operad
by categorifying the definition of non-symmetric operads with (biased) composition operations
o4, which leads to an equational axiomatic definition, in the style of Mac Lane’s definition of a
monoidal category. In [DV15], Dehling and Vallette investigate higher homotopy (symmetric)
operads, by means of curved Koszul duality theory.

In this paper, we propose a categorification of the notion of cyclic operad with symmetries,
following the steps of [DP15], to which we add the categorification of the cyclic structure, and
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the action of the symmetric group, both with strict and (like in [DV15]) relaxed equivariance.
We replace sets (of operations of the same arity) with categories, obtaining in this way the
intermediate notion of cyclic operad enriched over Cat, for which we then relax defining axioms
to isomorphisms and exhibit the conditions which make these isomorphisms coherent. The co-
herence theorem has the form “all diagrams made of canonical isomorphisms commute”.

In the original approach of Getzler and Kapranov [GK95, Theorem 2.2], cyclic operads are
seen as enrichments of operads with simultaneous composition, determined by adding to the
action of permuting the inputs of an operation an action of interchanging its output with one of
the inputs, in a suitably compatible way. In [M08, Proposition 42], Markl gave an adaptation
of their definition, by considering underlying operads with partial composition. Both of these
definitions are skeletal, meaning that the labeling of inputs of operations comes from the skeleton
3. of the category Bij of finite sets and bijections. The non-skeletal variant of Markl’s definition,
obtained by passing from X to Bij, has been given in [O17, Definition 3.16]. We suggestively
refer to these three definitions as the exchangeable-output definitions of cyclic operads. The fact
that two operations of a cyclic operad can be composed along inputs that “used to be outputs”
and outputs that “used to be inputs” leads to another point of view on cyclic operads, in which
an operation, instead of having inputs and an (exchangeable) output, now has only “entries”,
and can be composed with another operation along any of them. Such entries-only definitions
are [O17, Definition 3.2] (non-skeletal) and [DJMS16, Definition 1.4] (skeletal).

The categorified cyclic operads that we introduce are obtained by categorifying the entries-
only definition [O17, Definition 3.2], which, thanks to the equivalence [O17, Theorem 2] of the
two presentations of cyclic operads, leads to the appropriate categorification of the exchangeable-
output definition [O17, Definition 3.16] as well.

We relax the axioms in three stages. In the first stage, which makes the most fundamental
part of the categorification, the associativity and commutativity axioms of non-unital entries-
only cyclic operads become the sequential associator and commutator isomorphisms, with in-
stances

Z,23Y,Y s
/Bﬁg’h* : (f:cogg)yogh — f:cog(gyogh) and ’Y;g : f:coyg_> g yOzx fs

respectively, while the equivariance axiom remains strict. At first glance, the coherence of this
structure seems easily reducible to the coherence of symmetric monoidal categories of Mac Lane
(see [MLO8, Section XI.1]): all diagrams made of instances of the sequential associator and
commutator are required to commute. However, in the setting of cyclic operads, where the
existence of operations is restricted, these instances do not exist for all possible f, g and h.
As a consequence, the coherence conditions of symmetric monoidal categories do not solve our
coherence problem. In particular, the hexagon of Mac Lane is not well-defined in this setting.

The coherence conditions that we do take from Mac Lane are the pentagon and the require-
ment that the commutator isomorphism is involutive. Borrowing the terminology from [DP15],
we need two more mized coherence conditions (i.e., coherence conditions that involve both se-
quential associator and commutator), a hexagon (which is not the hexagon of Mac Lane) and a
decagon, as well as three more conditions which deal with the action of the symmetric group on
morphisms of categories of operations of the same arity.

The approach we take to treat the coherence problem is of syntactic, term-rewriting spirit, as



in [ML98] and [DP15], and relies on the coherence result of [DP15]. The proof of the coherence
theorem consists of three faithful reductions, each restricting the coherence problem to a smaller
class of diagrams, in order to finally reach diagrams that correspond to diagrams of canonical
isomorphisms of categorified non-symmetric skeletal operads, i.e., weak Cat-operads of [DP15].
Intuitively speaking, the first reduction excludes the action of the symmetric group, the second
removes “cyclicity”, and the third replaces non-skeletality with skeletality.

In the second and third stages of categorification, we additionally relax equivariance, and we
take units into consideration and relax the unit law, respectively. The coherence for this notion
of categorified cyclic operads, for which all the axioms are relaxed, follows easily: we modify the
first reduction so that the relaxed equivariance is taken into account, and we add the reduction
zero, which removes units.

Categorified cyclic operads with strict equivariance appear “in nature”. We provide an
example where the operations are generalized profunctors. On the other hand, our coherence
theorem for categorified cyclic operads for which the equivariance is also relaxed is precisely the
tool needed to prove that the Feynman category for cyclic operads, introduced by Kaufmann
and Ward in [KW17], admits an odd version.

For cyclic operads in exchangeable-output style, in the first stage of categorification, the two
associativity axioms of the underlying operad O become the sequential associator and parallel
associator isomorphisms, with instances

5;:37;1 :(foz9) Oy h— foz(g Oy h) and G?jﬁ :(foz9) Oy h— (f Oy h) oy g,

respectively. Therefore, the operadic part of the obtained structure is the non-skeletal and sym-
metric counterpart of a weak Cat-operad of [DP15]. However, the correct notion of categorified
exchangeable-output cyclic operad should be equivalent with its entries-only counterpart, which,
by “categorifying” the equivalence [O17, Theorem 2] between the two presentations, implies that
an axiom of the extra structure (accounting for the input-output exchange) should also be re-
laxed. This leads to a third isomorphism, called the exchange, whose instances are

a7 Da(f ox 9) = Dzu(g) ov Daz(f),

where D,(X) : O(X) — O(X) is the endofunctor that “exchanges the input z € X with the
output”, and D,,(X) : O(X) — O(X\{z} U{y}) is the functor that “exchanges the input z € X
with the output and then renames it to y”. Likewise, in order to further relax the equivariance
and unit laws, one simply has to further adapt [O17, Theorem 2].

By “categorifying” the equivalence between non-skeletal and skeletal operads, established
in [MSS02, Theorem 1.61], and extending it to the corresponding structures of categorified
cyclic operads, the non-skeletal notions of categorified cyclic operads that we introduce can be
straightforwardly coerced to skeletal notions. In this way, categorifications of [M08, Proposition
42] and [DJMS16, Definition 1.4] are obtained.

Layout. In Section 1, we recall the entries-only definition [O17, Definition 3.2] and the
exchangeable-output definition [O17, Definition 3.16] of cyclic operads, both without the struc-
ture of units. In Section 2, we introduce the principal categorification of entries-only cyclic



operads, by relaxing the associativity and commutativity axioms, while keeping the equivari-
ance strict. The largest part of the section is devoted to the proof of the coherence theorem of this
notion of categorified entries-only cyclic operads. In Section 3, we further relax equivariance, add
units and relax the unit law. Section 4 shows alternative presentations (exchangeable-output,
skeletal) of our categorified notion. Section 5 is devoted to examples.

Notation and conventions. About finite sets and bijections. In this paper, we shall use two
different notions of union. In the category Set of sets and functions, for sets X and Y, X 4+Y will
denote the coproduct (disjoint union) of X and Y (constructed in the usual way by tagging X
and Y, by, say, 1 and 2). If 0 : X — X" and 7: Y — Y/ are bijections, 0 +7: X +Y — X' +Y’
will denote the canonically defined bijection between the corresponding disjoint unions. In the
category Bij of finite sets and bijections, we shall denote the ordinary union of already disjoint
sets X and Y with X UY. For a bijection ¢ : X’ — X and Y C X, we shall denote with o|¥
the corestriction of o on 0=1(Y). If o(2') = x, we shall denote with o[y/z] the bijection defined
in the same way as o, except that the pair (2/,x) € o is replaced with (y,y). If 7: Y’ - Y is a
bijection such that X’ NY’ ' = X NY =0, then cU7T: X’UY’ — X UY denotes the bijection
defined as 0 on X' and as T on Y. If k : X\{z}U{2'} — X is identity on X\{z} and k(z') = z,
we say that  renames x to 2’ (notice the contravariant nature of this convention). If a bijection
k: X — X renames x to y and y to z, we say that it exchanges = and y.

About categories and functors. We shall denote the singleton category with 1 and the category
of Abelian groups with Ab. For a functor € : Bij?” — Set (resp. C : Bij”” — Cat) and a
bijection ¢ : Y — X, we shall use the notation (—)? for C(o)(—).

1 Cyclic operads

This section is a reminder on the two biased definitions of cyclic operads with symmetries. These
are the definitions whose categorifications we introduce in the following sections.

1.1 The entries-only definition
We recall below [017, Definition 3.2]. We omit the structure of units.

Definition 1.1. An entries-only cyclic operad is a functor € : Bij? — Set, together with a
family of functions
20y 1 €(X) x €(Y) — €(X\{z} UY\{y}),

called partial compositions, indexed by arbitrary non-empty finite sets X and Y and elements
z € X and y € Y, such that X\{z} NY\{y} = 0. These data must satisfy the axioms given
below, where, for each of the equalities, it is assumed that both hand sides are well defined.

Sequential associativity. For f € C(X), g € C(Y) and h € C(Z), the following equality holds:
(A1) (fmoy g) uwoz h = fmoy (g uOz h)> where r € X, y,u€Y, z € Z.
Commutativity. For f € C(X), g € C(Y), z € X and y € Y, the following equality holds:

(Co) fxoyg:gyor f



Equivariance. For bijections o1 : X’ — X and 02 : Y/ = Y, and f € C(X) and g € C(Y), the
following equality holds:

(EQ) for o;l(m)oggl(y) g% = (fxoy g)"7 where o = Ul’X\{x} U 0-2‘3/\{@/}.

For a finite set X, the elements of C(X) are called the operations of € with entries indexed by
the elements of X. An entries-only cyclic operad € is constant-free if C(0)) = C({z}) = 0, for all
singletons {z}. O
1.2 The exchangeable-output definition

We now recall [O17, Definition 3.16], again leaving out the structure of units.

Definition 1.2. An exchangeable-output cyclic operad is an operad O : Bij’’ — Set (defined as
in [O17, Definition 2.3], with units omitted), enriched with actions

D, :0(X)— 0(X),
defined for all x € X and subject to the axioms given below (with f € O(X)):
Inverse. For x € X,
[DIN] Dy (Dx(f)) = f-
FEquivariance. For x € X and an arbitrary bijection o : ¥ — X
[DEQ] Dx(f)7 = Dy-1(2)(f7)-
Ezchange. For z,y € X and a bijection o : X — X that exchanges x and y,
[DEX] D, (f)7 = Da(Dy(f))-
Compatibility with operadic compositions. For g € O(Y'), the following equality holds:
[DC1] Dy(f oz g) = Dy(f) oz g, where y € X\{z}, and

[DC2] Dy(f oy g) = Dy(g)?" oy Dy(f)??, where y € Y, o1 : Y\{y} U {v} — Y renames
y to v and o9 : X\{z} U {y} — X renames x to y.

For a finite set X, the elements of O(X) are called the operations of O with inputs indexed by
the elements of X. An exchangeable-output cyclic operad O is constant-free if O(@) = 0. O

2 Categorified cyclic operads

This section deals with our principal categorification of entries-only cyclic operads. The cate-
gorification is made by relaxing the axioms (A1) and (CO) of Definition 1.1. In this section,
the axiom (EQ) remains strict. In Section 2.1, we introduce the categorified notion and exhibit
important properties. in Section 2.2, we state the coherence theorem. Sections 2.3 through 2.6
are dedicated to its proof.



2.1 The definition and properties

The quest for coherence led us to the following definition. Below, we use Latin letters for
operations of a categorified cyclic operad, and Greek letters for morphisms between them.

Definition 2.1. A categorified entries-only cyclic operad is a functor € : Bij°? — Cat, together
with

e a family of bifunctors
20y 1 €(X) x C(Y) = C(X\{z} UY\{y}),

called partial compositions, indexed by arbitrary non-empty finite sets X and Y and
elements z € X and y € Y, such that X\{z} N Y\{y} = 0, which are subject to the
equivariance axiom (EQ) of Definition 1.1, and

e two natural isomorphisms, 5 and -, called the sequential associator and the commutator,
whose respective components

Z,25Y,Y
Bron + (fooag)yoyh — faou(gyoyh) and (¥ fzoy9 = gyouf,

are natural in f, g and h, and are subject to the following coherence conditions:

- (B-pentagon)

((f 20z 9) y°y h)zo.k
Bt.a.
(fzoz(gyogh))zozk (fzozg)yog(hzogk)
Ly el

RTINS
Ly 2oz Bk

F a0 (404 h) z02 k) ———2"" 1 f 104 (g0 (h-02 k)

- (fy-hexagon)

ij%?syg ’y;,g oyh
(fzozg)yogh — f 20z (gyogh) 0, (9yoy h) 2 f

V;jyoglh 'y;’% 20z 1f
Y,y YoY3T,T
Vgz0u foh BZ,g,f
(9202 f) yoy h ————— hyoy (9202 f) ———— (hy0y g) 20z f

- (f~y-decagon)



B faonsit
(hgoy (f2029)) 20k ———— h yoy ((f 202 9) 202 k)

v,y 1 Yy
’Yfl.oig,hzoi k /yhv(fwogg)zoik

((f 202 9) yoy ) z0- k ((f 202 9) z0: k) yoy h
Y-y vy
B;i:gzozlk B;‘i;éyoglh
(floi(gyogh»zozk (f 20z (9 202 k))yogh
B ayoyhik By lavomkih
fmog((gyogh)zozk) fzog((gzozk)yogh)
1f ZOQ(’yyyyzozlk)\‘ Y,Y32,2 A’Evy’y o
gh 1y moﬁﬁ%,z7k7 hog=ozk

fzox ((hyoy g) 20 k) ——— froz(hgoy (9202k))

- (y-involution) 757’55 ° 7}65 = 1f,0,9, Where 1(_y denotes the identity morphism for (—),

as well as the following conditions which involve the action of C(o), where o : Y — X, on
the morphisms of C(X):

- (Bo) if the equality ((f zoz g) yoy h)7 = (f7* 0w g7?) yo h7® holds by (EQ), then

T,Z3Y,Y xxsy'y
(Brgx )" = Byor goa poss

- (yo) if the equality (f 0, 9)7 = f7' o g2 holds by (EQ), then
(V53)" = V5ot goas

- (EQ-mor) if the equality (f 0, g)7 = f7' wox g7 holds by (EQ), and if ¢ : f — f" and
Y :g— ¢, then

(90 xogw)a = 9001 x! Og' Wz-

We lift some of the vocabulary of Section 1 to the categorified setting: an object of C(X) is
an operation, the elements of X are its entries; a categorified entries-only cyclic operad € is
constant-free if () = C({z}) = 0 (the empty category), for all singletons {z}. O

Remark 2.2. The nodes of the diagrams of Definition 2.1 can be viewed as formal expressions
built over operations f,g,... and their entries z,z,y,y,.... For each diagram, the rules for
assembling correctly these expressions are determined T)y the predicate “is an entry of”. For
example, in (Sy-decagon), the legitimacy of all the nodes in the diagram witnesses that x is
entry of f, z, y and z are entries of g, y is the entry of h and z is the entry of k. From the
tree-wise perspective, these data can be encoded by the unrooted tree



This tree also illustrates that the morphism, say, ﬁi’}ﬂjg Y does not exist (for these particular
f, g and h), since its codomain is not well-formed. This exemplifies the difference with the
setting of symmetric monoidal categories, where an instance of the sequential associator exists
for any (ordered) triple of objects. The trees corresponding to (S-pentagon), (8y-hexagon)
and (y-involution) are

D@D and

respectively. In §2.4.2, we shall introduce a formal tree-wise representation of the operations of
a categorified cyclic operads, based on this intuition. Until then, we shall continue to omit the
data about the “origin of entries” whenever possible.

Remark 2.3. Observe that, for a categorified cyclic operad € and a finite set X, both the
objects and the morphisms of C(X) enjoy equivariance: at the level of objects, this is ensured
by (EQ), and at the level of morphisms, by (EQ-mor).

In the remainder of the section, we shall work with a fixed categorified entries-only cyclic
operad €. In the remark that follows, we list the different kinds of equalities on objects and
morphisms of €(X) which are implicitly imposed by the structure of C.

Remark 2.4. For an arbitrary finite set X, the following equalities hold in C(X):
1. the categorical equations:
polp=p=1gop, forp:f—yg,  (pod)otp=po(dov);
2. the equations imposed by the bifunctoriality of ,o,:
lpe0p1lg =15 0,95 (2 0 ¢1) 20z (Y2 0 Y1) = (P2 202 ¥2) © (P1 204 ¥1);
3. the naturality equations for 5 and ~:

z,Z3Y,Y z,Z3Y,Y
a) ﬁf%g%% o((p zOx o)) yogw) = (¢ xOz (¢yog¢)) © 5f1,g1,ﬁ1’
b) Vg, © (Pz0y 8) = (Syor ) 0 7y

4. the equations imposed by the functoriality of C:
Cllx) =lexy, (SO =177, (&) =",
5. the equations imposed by the functoriality of C(o):

19=1f,  (pot))? =7 0y,



2.1.1 Parallel associator in €

We introduce an important abbreviation: we define a natural isomorphism ¢, called parallel
associator, by taking

23,y Z,25Y,Y T .
ﬂf,g,h_ =, fyoyh Bg f.h (’Y}C;yoy 1p) + (f 22 9) yoyh — (f yOy h) 204 g (2.5)
for its components. Here are first observations about the natural isomorphism J.

Remark 2.6. The natural isomorphism 1 appears in (5y-hexagon) and (fSvy-decagon).

1. An isomorphism with the same source and target as ¥ f’ ’gy could be introduced as the

composition (’yg paozlg)o (ﬁy o m) ’Yfz_oz g.pe Which is as “natural” as the composition

(2.5). With this in mind, (ﬁ’y hexagon) can be read as: the two possible (and equally

natural) definitions of ¥ f7 }Zi Y are equal.

2. By using explicitly the abbreviations A yo’ ;7 py and 1ygop 19y y’z’g for the top and the
bottom horizontal sequence of arrows Of (By-decagon) respectlvely, (f~y-decagon) is
turned into a hexagon (which corresponds to the mixed hexagon of [DP15]).

Lemma 2.7. The following equalities hold in C(X):

. . YYTE  TTYY
1. (P=involution) Uy, “ o, 3" =1(f,0,g),0,hs

YT L2z T,y Z; Y¥i%.z
2. (BU-pentagon) U, goosk ﬁjfyz:hz’g kO (0 n" 202 1k) = (5;96; Z oy In) © ﬂfxoxgjl k?
3. (Y¥-hexagon)

T,ZY,Y T,T32,2 YY;z,2 o Y,Y;%:2 T, T32,2 T,ZY,Y
Vs voutgn © g vy 1n) 00 onn = Wpng w0xlg) oVpic iy po (pyh™ 05 1k)-

Proof. (¥-involution) follows by the commutation of the (outer part of) diagram
z,05Y,Y

Bytn
(ggoz D) yogh — % 0% (fyogh)

’YL""C yOy 1n ( = zj y) 1 ’Y?EO h,g
(f 2oz 9) yoy h LEE T (gg0n f)yoyh L gon(f yoy ) —=(f yoy h) z0z g

Y,
V,n vOy g

ﬁy YTT
h.f,
yOy (fzogg) — (hgo'y f) zCz g

in which the upper hexagon commutes by (y-involution) and the lower hexagon commutes
as an instance of (Sy-hexagon).

For (8v-pentagon), consider the diagram



(h y©°y (f 202 9)) 20z k

Yy 1
Vfooxgh 221k

((f 202 9) vy h) z0:k

((hgozu f) 20z g) z0:k h/goy ((f 202 9) 202 k)

/

Y.y

y.yiex P
B Fhgozk Lnyoy Bylg

7]€) —_— (f;tog(.q Zogk)) yogh

Z

Yy
Qi faon(gz02k)

Y, YT,z
Bhf.gzozk

(h’goy f)20x (9202 k) hyoy (f 20z (9202 k))

whose “inner” pentagon is (f1U-pentagon) and whose “outer” pentagon commutes as an instance
of (8-pentagon). The claim follows by the commutations of all the diagrams “between” the
two pentagons (two naturality squares for 8 and three squares expressing the definition of ).

We use an analogous diagram for proving (¢J-hexagon). The “inner” hexagon in the diagram

covy
g.f,h 2020k
(9 20z f)yoy h) z0: k (9292 (f yoy b)) 202 k
('Y;:fyoglh)zoi 1k 7§,1?y0£h2051k
Y.y @,y

T,T;2,2

9200 frh.k 9,fyoyh.k

PRI o
Froma.hik fyoyhak
(Of5 202 1) yoy 1y, V(Fyoyh)zozkg
((9z0x f) 202 k) yogh e ((f 202 9) 202 k) yogh ((f yoi_h) 202 k) 20g § ———— g0z ((f yOy h) z0. k)
gt
9 Y,y
Oz k.9,
h——— ((f 202 k) yoy h) 202 g
. y J 20z yOq zCz .
BETEZ oy 1, = Lgzoa 030"
z,z
J(fz02k)yoyhog
Byifrosinn
(9 20z (f 202 k) 4oy b - 9202 ((f 202 k) yoy h)

is (Y-hexagon), the “outer” hexagon is obtained from (Svy-decagon) by using explicitly the
abbreviations for the parallel associator (see Remark 2.6(2)), and the claim follows by the

10



commutations of all the diagrams “between” the two hexagons (the four naturality squares for
Y and two squares which express the definition of ¥J). |

2.2 Canonical diagrams and the coherence theorem

The coherence theorem that we shall prove has the form: all diagrams of canonical arrows
commute in C(X). In order to formulate it rigorously, we first specify what a diagram of
canonical arrows is exactly, by means of a syntax. Denoting with € the underlying (Set-valued)
functor of €, we essentially describe the free categorified entries-only cyclic operad built over C.
However, since the purpose of the syntax is solely to distinguish the canonical arrows of C(X),
the formalism will be left without any equations.

2.2.1 The syntax Freee

Let
Pe = {a]a € C(X) for some finite set X } (2.8)

be the collection of parameters of C, let V range over variables z,y, 2,z,y, z, ..., and let 3 range
over bijections of finite sets.

Our syntax Freee contains two kinds of typed expressions, the object terms and the arrow
terms (as all the other formal systems that we shall introduce in the remaining of the section).

The syntax of object terms is obtained from raw (i.e., not yet typed) object terms

W= a | (Wam,W) | W7

where a € Pe, x,y € V, and 0 € ¥, by typing them as W : X, where X ranges over finite sets.
The assignment of types is done by the following rules:

C(X) Wi:X We:Y zeXyeY X\[@lnV\{y}=0 W:X o:Y +X
: X Wi 28y Wo - X\{z} UY \{y} We Yy

a

ISEEO

Remark 2.9. The notation ,0, (rather then ,o,) for the syntax of partial composition op-
erations is chosen merely to avoid confusion with the symbol o, used to denote the (usual)
composition of morphisms in a category.

To the syntax of object terms we add the syntax of arrow terms, obtained from raw arrow
terms

T,Z5Y,Y z,25y,y 1 T,y
I [ By s | Bwiows s | 190 s,

. o1 1 o7 o,T zys2’ Yy zysz’ .y 1
€lg | €lq | 2w | 2yy | 3w | €3y EAW Waso | EAW Whso

Pod | P,o,d | D,

11



by assigning them types in the form of ordered pairs (Wi, W) of object terms, denoted by
Wi — Wh, as follows:

1WW—>W

ﬂ\x/\y}f?/\}%wg : (WIIDQWQ)yDgWS — leDQ(WZyDEV\%)

z,z3y,y ~1!
Byoy Waws * WiaOz(Way By Ws) — (W10, W), 0, Ws

z,Yy .
Ty W - Wi 28y Wa — W 0, Wi

€12 :a® — a% €12 ' 1a% = a° Eoyy 1 Widx — W Eayy 1 W — Widx

Egi{f s (Wo)T — Weer 53{‘/{771 S Weer — (We)T

0:Z— X\{z}UY\{y}
oo X\ {z}u{z'} 5 X o1 | =g XN 5 (2)=2
oz Y \{yHU{y'} =Y oo N =o MY oy (y)=y

z, 53’y o1 o2
€4y, Waio (Wl =0y WQ)U — Wl 2/ By W2

o1: X' =X o1(z)=x
o2:Y' =Y  o2(y)=y
o X\ {2 YUY\ {y'} = X\{2}UY\{y} o=01|X N TuoyY N

zya’,y’ —1 a0 o2
4, Whio Wit 2Oy Wy? — (W1 z0y WQ)U

<I>1:W1—>W2 ‘I)QZWQ—>W3 ‘1)12W1—>W£ @2:W2—>Wé
Py0P : W) — Wy q)lmDy(I)2:WImDyW2_>W{1DyW£

P W =Wy 0:Y =X
do W7 = W3

where it is also (implicitly) assumed that all the object terms that appear in the types of the
arrow terms are well-formed. Given an arrow term ® : &/ — V, we call the object term U the
source of ® and the object term V the target of .

Remark 2.10. Observe that, for all well-typed arrow terms ® : &/ — V of Freeg, the object
terms U and V have the same type.

Remark 2.11. Notice that the type of an arrow term ® of Freee is determined completely
by @ only, that is, by the main symbol of ®, the indices of ® and their order of appearance
in ®. For example, if & = 7195\72‘11/,1/\227 then the main symbol « of ®, together the indices Wi, W,
(the subscript of v) and z,y (the superscript of 7), appearing in this particular order in the
specification of ®, unambiguously determine W .0, W, as the source of ®. This allows us to
speak about the source and the target of ® without having to explicitly declare what those
object terms are. This property of arrow terms will hold for all syntactic systems that we shall
consider in the remaining of the paper.
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The collection of object terms of type X, together with the collection of arrow terms whose
source and target have type X, will be denoted by Freee(X). We shall use the same convention
for the other syntaxes that will be introduced in the sequel.

2.2.2 The interpretation of Freee in €

The semantics of Freee in € is what distinguishes canonical arrows (or fyo-arrows) of C(X):
they will be precisely the interpretations of the arrow terms of Freeg(X).

The interpretation function
[[~]]x : Freee(X) — C(X)

is defined recursively in the obvious way: it maps a to a, Wi ;0, Wa to [[Wi]]x, 20y [Wa]]lx,,
etc., and the ¢;’s and their inverses to id (reflecting the fact that the axiom (EQ) remains strict
in the transition from Definition 1.1 to Definition 2.1).

Lemma 2.12. The interpretation function [[—]]x : Freee(X) — C(X) is well-defined, in the
sense that, for an arrow term ® :U —V of Freee(X), we have that [[®]]x is a morphism from

[]x to [V]]x-

Proof. The claim holds thanks to the axiom (EQ) for C. |
A canonical diagram in C(X) is a pair of parallel morphisms (i.e., morphisms that share the

same source and target) arising as interpretations of two arrow terms of the same type of Freeg.

2.2.3 The coherence theorem

We can now state precisely the coherence theorem for C.

Theorem 2.13 (Coherence Theorem). For any finite set X and for any pair of arrow terms
O, W : Wy — Ws of the same type in Freee(X), the equality [[®]]x = [[¥]]x holds in C(X).

We prove this theorem in the remaining of Section 2. We make three faithful reductions,
each restricting the coherence problem to a smaller class of diagrams, in such a way that the
coherence problem is ultimately reduced to the coherence of weak Cat-operads of [DP15].

2.3 The first reduction: getting rid of symmetries
Our first goal is to cut down the coherence problem of € to the problem of commutation of all
diagrams of By-arrows of C. We introduce first the syntax of these diagrams.

2.3.1 The syntax Freee

The syntax Free is obtained by removing the term constructor (—)? from the list of raw object
and raw arrow terms of Freee, as well as the €;’s and their inverses, and by restricting the typing
system of Freee accordingly. We call the syntax Freee the 8vy-reduction of Freee. In passing
from Freee to Freep, we shall switch from calligraphic to italic letters for object terms, and
from uppercase Greek to lowercase Greek letters for arrow terms.

13



Remark 2.14. Notice that, in the syntax Freeg, for an arrow term ¢ : U — V/, the parameters
and variables that appear in U are exactly the parameters and variables that appear in V.

2.3.2 The interpretation of Freee in C

The semantics of Freee in € is what distinguishes #y-arrows of €(X) among Byo-arrows of
C(X). The interpretation function

[~]x : Freee(X) — C(X)
is defined simply as the appropriate restriction of the interpretation function [[—]]x.

Lemma 2.15. The interpretation function [~]x : Freee(X) — C(X) is well-defined, in the
sense that, for an arrow term ¢ : U — W of Freee(X), we have that [¢]x is a morphism from
[Ulx to [V]x.

2.3.3 An auxiliary typing system for the raw arrow terms of Free;

As will become clear in Remark 2.24 below, in order to pass from Freee to Freep, we shall
need an intermediate, slightly more permissive typing system Freee for the raw arrow terms of
Freep. It is the same as Freep, except for the composition rule for arrow terms, where we add
a degree of freedom by allowing the composition not only along the same typed object term,
but also along a-equivalent ones'. Intuitively, two object terms are said to be a-equivalent if
they have the same type, say X, and one can be obtained from the other one only by renaming
the variables that do not appear in X (i.e. that get “used up” in the construction of those
object terms by the syntax encoding partial composition operations). Thereby, a-equivalence
formalizes the instances of the axiom (EQ) (see Remark 2.3) for which the “outer” bijection is
the identity.

In order to rigorously define a-equivalence on object terms of Freee, we introduce some
terminology. For a parameter a € C€(X) of Pe, we say that X is the set of free variables of a,
and we write F'V(a) = X. For an object term W : Y, we shall denote with Pe(W) the set of
all parameters of Pe that appear in W. The a-equivalence = on object terms of Freee is the
smallest congruence (with respect to ,0,) generated by the rule -

Wi X WaY zeX yeY X\{z}nY\{y}=0 o',y ¢X\{z}uY\{y} z'#y
acPe(W1) FV(a)=X1 zeXinX
bePe(W2) FV(b)=Y1 yeviny
m:X1\{z}U{z' } = X1 T X\ {2} =X\ {2} T1(z')=x
2 YI\{yIU{y'} =1 mlyvp=idvpyy @)=y

Wi o8y Wa = Wila™ /a] 10y Wa[b™ /D]

where Wi[a™ /a] (resp. W5[b™/b]) denotes the result of the substitution of the parameter a™
(resp. b™) for the parameter a (resp. b) in Wy (resp. Wa).

!The terminology “a-equivalence” comes from M-calculus, where it is used to formalize the intuition that the
names of bound variables do not matter: the function f(x) is the same as the function f(y).
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Example 2.16. Returning to the syntax Freee, which encompasses terms of the form W7,
observe that, fixing a = [[a]]x and b = [[b]]y, by (EQ), we have

[l@ 20y bl x\{zyUy\{y} = @zOyb
= (azo, b) X \(=}U¥\ ()
= aTl x/Oy/ bT2
= [laZ 20y L2]lx\mov\iy)

where 71 : X\{z} U {2’} - X and 7o : Y\{y} U {y'} — Y are evident bijections. The first and
the last object term in this sequence of equalities of interpretations are object terms of Freee
and they are a-equivalent. O

The substitution of parameters of object terms canonically induces substitution of parameters
of arrow terms of Freee. For an arrow term ¢ : U — V of Freee, a € Pe(U) and a” ¢ Pe(U), such
that Ula” /a] (and thus also V]a” /a]) is well-typed, the arrow term p[a” /a] : Ula” /a] — V]a” /a]
is defined straightforwardly by modifying the indices of ¢ as dictated by Ula”/a].

Example 2.17. If p = 5;/?%% W, where € Xy, a € €(X1) and a € Pe(W1), then

T,y _rhmyy
B wa,ws (971 a] = Biy 14 ) wi
where 2/ = 77 1(x). O
We shall need the following property of the “interpretation of substitution”.

Lemma 2.18. Let W be an object term of Freee(X) and let v € X. Let a € Pe(W) be such
that © € FV(a), and suppose that T : FV(a)\{z} U {2’} — FV(a) renames x to x’. We then
have

[(Wld /dl] = [W]7,

where o : X\{z} U{z'} = X renames x to «’. Additionally, for any arrow term ¢ of Freep(X)
that has W as the source, we have

[pla’/a]] = [¢]°.
Proof. By easy inductions, thanks to (EQ), (o), (yo), (EQ-mor) and Remark 2.4(5). |
Lemma 2.19. If Wy = Ws, then [Wh]x = [Wa]x.
Proof. By induction on the proof of W7 = W5 and Lemma 2.18. |

We now specify the syntax Freee. The object terms and the raw arrow terms of Freee are
exactly the object terms and the raw arrow terms of Freee. The type of an arrow term ¢ of
Freee is again a pair of object terms, which we shall denote with F ¢ : U — V. The typing
rules for arrow terms are the same as the typing rules for arrow terms of Freep, except for the
composition rule, for which we now set: B
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F(p12W1—>W2 F(pg:WQ/—)Wg WQEWQ/
Fysopr : W) — Ws

The interpretation of Freee(X) in €(X), is defined (and denoted) exactly as the interpretation
[—]x. In particular, the interpretation of the “relaxed” composition is defined by [p2 0 v1]x =
[p2]x o [¢1]x. The following lemma is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.19.

Lemma 2.20. The interpretation function [—|x :Freee(X) — C(X) is well-defined.

The construction from the following lemma shows the transition from Freee to Freee, which
will be an important step of the first reduction.

Lemma 2.21. Ift ¢ : U — V is an arrow term of Freee(X) and if U = U’, then there exists
an arrow term @V 1 U — V' of Freep(X), such that

V=V and [elx = [¢Y]x.
Proof. Let Wy(1)) denote the target of an arrow term 1 in Freee. The proof goes by induction
on the structure of .
o If o = 1y, then V" = 1. We conclude by (EQ) and Remark 2.4(5), for o = idx.

T,y

e Suppose that ¢ = By "y 11.. The source of ¢ is then U = (Wi o0z Wa) 4o, W3, If the
parameters a; € Pe(W1), agi, a2 € Pe(Ws) and ag € Pe(W3) are such that r € FV(ay),
z,y € F'V(az) and y € FV(a3), then U" = (W{0,W3)y0, W3, where

Wilal' fai] = WY, Wala3i' fasilagd /age] = Wy and Wilaz® /as] = W3
and 71, 721, T22 and 73 rename x to 2, x to 2/, y to 3’ and y to y'. We set

U ﬁm’,z’;y’,g’
b= Pwywsw

We conclude by (EQ) and (80), for o = idx.
. -1
o If p= ﬁgﬁg{% Wy WE proceed analogously as in the previous case.

e Suppose that ¢ = 7%}14 w,- The source of ¢ is then U = Wj ,0, Wy. If the parameters

a; € Pe(W1) and ag € Pe(W3) are such that € FV(a;) and y € FV(ag), then U’ =
W{ 0y W3, where
Wilai'/ai] = W, and Walag® /as] = W

and 71 and 75 rename x to 2’ and y to ¥/, respectively. We set

v 2y
2 _WW{,WZ’

and conclude by (EQ) and (vo), for ¢ = idx.
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e Suppose that =1 : U — W, F ¢y : W — V and that W = W', and let ¢ = @9 0 1. By
the induction hypothesis for ¢1 and U’, there exists an arrow term

such

o U — Wi(e!)),

that W (V") = W and [p1]x = [¢Y]x. Since W = W, by the transitivity of =, we

get Wt(cpgl) = W’. By the induction hypothesis for @9 and Wt(gpllﬂ), there exists an arrow

term

such

v’ , v’
oy " W) = Wiy "),
that Wt(gngt(wy )) =V and [p2]x = [(pgvt(gogf )]X. We define
U’)

! W, /
WU =y T o .

e Suppose that = @1 : Uy — Vi, = 9 : Uy = Vo, and let ¢ = ¢1 .0, 2. In this case, the
source of ¢ is U = Uy ,0, U, and we have two possibilities for the shape of U'.

U' = Uj oy Uy, where, assuming that a1 € Pe(U1) and ag € Pe(Uz) are such that
x € FV(ai) and y € FV(ag), Uilal'/a1] = U] and Us[a3?/as] = Uj. Since aj' €
Pe(U}) and al* € Pe(U}), this means that, symmetrically, we have Uj[a;/a]'] = Uy
and Ujlag/al?] = Up. By the induction hypothesis for ¢ and Uj[ai /a]'], as well as
@9 and U} [a_?/ a3’], we get arrow terms -

Uilai/aj'] Utlai/ai']

@1 s Utlaa/a7'] — Wiy )
and Ujlaz/az?] Ujlaz/az?]

py' o Ublag/agt] - Wilp,” =),

Ullai/a7t] Ullai/alt] Ublaz/a5?]
such that Wilp, =) = Vi, [palx = o1 = lx, Wilpy' =) = Vo and
Ullas/as?

[po]x = [9022[*2/i]] x. By means of substitution on arrow terms, we define

/ U!la1/a]t] - Ublaz/as?] -

V= o T ] woy oy (03 faa).

U' = U 40, U}, where Uy = U} and Uy = U}. We define oV = gpllji =0y gszé.

We conclude by Lemma 2.19. -

2.3.4 The first reduction

We make the first reduction in two steps. We first define a (non-deterministic) rewriting algo-
rithm ~» on Freee(X) with outputs in Freee, in such a way that the interpretation of a term
of Freee matches the interpretations of (all) its “normal forms” relative to ~». We then use
Lemma 2.21 to move from Freee to Freee, while preserving the equality of interpretations from
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the first step. This allows us to reduce the proof of the coherence theorem, which concerns all
Bryo-diagrams, to the consideration of parallel Sy-arrows in C(X) only.

We first define the rewriting algorithm ~~ on object terms of Freee. The algorithm ~ takes
an object term W of Freeg and returns (non-deterministically) an object term W of Freee,
which we denote by W ~~» W, in the way specified by the following rules:

Wi~ W Wa ~ Wy
a~~a WlnyWZ“’")Wla:DyWZ

W s W WO s W
@ ~a? WX W V)T = W

0:Z—=X\{z}UY\{y} 2y eX\{z}U¥V\{y} a'#y
oo X \{zu{z'} = X oy |[ X8l =g| X2} 5y (2)=z
o2: 0 T YV\{HU{y'} =Y oo M=o MYE gy (y)=y

Wfl ~ W1 Wgz ~ W2
(W1 20y Wa)7 ~» W 0y Wo

The formal system defined above obviously has a termination property, in the sense that for all

object terms W of Freee there exists an object term W of Freee, such that W ~» W. Notice

also that the last rule is non-deterministic, as it involves a choice of 2’ and 1/. In what follows,

for an object term W of Freee, we shall say that the outputs of the algorithm ~~ applied on W

are normal forms of W. We shall denote the collection of all normal forms of W with NF(W).
The formal system (Freeg,~) satisfies the following confluence-like property.

Lemma 2.22. If Wi, W, € NF(W), then W1 = W,.

Proof. Suppose that (W) 0, Wa)7 ~» Wy 0y Wo is obtained from WY ~» Wy and Wy? ~» W,
and Wi 20y Wha)? ~» W oy Wy from W' ~» W] and W3* ~» W;. Let a € Pe(W;) and
b € Pe(W3) be such that FV(a) = Xy, FV(b) = Y1, v € X; and y € Y, and let xy :
X \{2z'}U{a"} — X; be the renaming of 2’ to 2" and ks : Y1\{¢/}U{y”} — Y3 the renaming of
y' to y”. It is then easy to show that W' ~» Wi[a"! /a] and W3? ~» W3[a"?/a]. By the definition
of = and the induction hypothesis for W{* (which reduces to both W} and W;[a"™ /a]) and W32
(which reduces to both W; and W»[b*2/b]), we then have

Wl {E’Dy’ W2 = Wl [a—’ﬂ/g] ! Dy// W2 [&/b] = Wll (E”Dy” W2,
|

Lemma 2.23. For an arbitrary object term W : X of Freee and an arbitrary W € NE(W), the
equality [W]]x = [W]x holds in C(X).

Proof. By induction on the structure of W.

o If W = g, we trivially have [[a]]x = a = [a]x.
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o If W = Wi,0Ws, where Wy @ X and W, : Y, then, for any W; € NF(W;) and Wy €
NF(Ws), Wi z0, Wo € NF(W). Hence, by Lemma 2.22, we have that W = W ,0, W,. By
the induction hypothesis for Wi and Ws, we have that [Wh]]x = [Wi]x and [Ws]]y =
[Ws]y, and, by Lemma 2.19, we get

Wil]x oy [WVally
Wilx zoy [Waly

[ Wr0,Ws ]]X\{:(:}UY\{y} [
[
W1 28y Walx\ 3oy \ {y}
[

WX\ zpov\{y}-

e Suppose that W = V7, where V : X and ¢ : Y — X. We proceed by case analysis relative
to the shape of V (and o).

— If V = q, for some a € Pe, then [[a”]ly = [[a]|% = [a]% = a” = [a7]y.

— If 0 = idx, and if V € NF(V), then V' € NF(W), and, by Lemma 2.22, we have that
W = V. By the induction hypothesis for V and Lemma 2.19, we get

[Vix]lx = [VIEY = Vx = [VIx = [Wlx.

— ItV =Vi,0)Vs, Vi € NF(V]') and V, € NF(V3?), then Vi0,V € NF(W), and, by
Lemma 2.22, W = V; 0,/ V2. By the induction hypothesis for V7' and V52, (EQ) and
Lemma 2.19, we get

[[(V120V2)Nly = [V Ivi Oy (V22 ]lva = Vilva w0y [Valy, = [Vi Dy Valy = Wy

—IfV=U",and if U € NF(U™®?), then U € NF(W), and, by Lemma 2.22, W = U. By
the induction hypothesis for 4™ and Lemma 2.19, we get

[@7)?]ly = ([U)]5)7 = [MX7 = [U™]ly = [Uly = Wly. -

We move on to the first reduction of arrow terms of Freeg. Our first step is to define a
(non-deterministic) rewriting algorithm ~», which “normalizes” arrow terms of Freee. In the
table below, in the rules defining the reductions

z,3Y,Y . z' 2’y Y zLYY "o z'alyy' T
(BWLWQ,WS) ~ BWLWQ,WS and (’BWLWZWS) ~ ’8W1,W27W3 ’

it is assumed that
o 0:U— X\{z} UY\{z,y} UZ\{y},
o g0 X\ {2 U{e'} = X, oM = oM gy () = o,
o op o Y\{z, )] U{e ¥} =Y, oo MV = o NMEU 0y(2)) =2, 0a(y) =y, and

ooz 0 {2\ U{y} = Z, o3/ = 0|\ ay(y) = .
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Also, in the rule defining the reduction

x?y
(7W1,W2)0
it is assumed that

o o0:Z— X\{z} UY\{y},

lod

1ot
x7y

Twy Wy

o oo [ X\{z} U {2} = X, oMot = XM} 4 (2)) = 2, and

o oo 'Y\ U{Y} = Z, oo\ =0

o () = .

W € NF(W7°T)

U e NF(U)
1y ~ 1y
W, € NF(Wi) 1€ {1,2,3} W, e NF(Wi) xS {1, 2,3}
TL3Y,Y E.L5Y.Y @,z3y,y 1 T,T5yy
By waws ~ B wa s B e, ws ™ B ws,w
W, € NF(Wi) xS {1,2}
Twiwe Y7 Ty W
W e NF(W) W e NF(W)
Elg ~ 1ﬂ €1g71 s 1ﬂ o ~ 1w 82;/\; ~ 1w

W € NF(W7°T)

o, T

o, 1

€3y ~ 1w eayy 1w
W € NF((W1,0,W2)7) Wy e NFOVY') Wy € NF(W35?)
A AN Wi 0 = IW
Dy~ o1 Py o Dy~ o1 Py o

@20®1w¢20(p1

W; € NEOV?)

(I)l sz (1)2 ~ P1 sz Y2

12W1£

W; € NFOW/)

T,T5Y,Y x'z'5y’ Yy z,z;y,y ~1 z'zhy'y 1
(BW17W27W3)U ~ ﬂWth,Wa (BWLW%WS)U ~ ﬁW17W27W3
W; e NFOWV') i€ {1,2}
(’yi\f,wz)g ~ ’y‘gﬁV;Y{Wz
W € NF(W") W € NF(W")

(Elg)ﬁ ~ 1aaom (f—:lgil)N ~ 1(1‘70"“

W 6 NF(WO’OTOI{)

(2m)" ~» 1w (e29p)F ~ 1w

W 6 NF(WO’OTOI{)

(eayy )™ ~ 1w (esyy )F ~ w
W € NF(Wi,0,W,)7°%) Wi € NEOW'°")  Wa € NF(Wg2°"2)
(ea sie ) = 1w (eai e )~ 1w
D~ DT ~o DT~ o1 DT~ o DT ~ o1 DT~
Pidx ~ (®9)7 ~ (@1 20y P2)7 ~ @1 20y P2 (P30 P1)7 ~» a0
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We make first observations about this rewriting algorithm.

Remark 2.24. Notice that, if ® : U/ — V and if & ~ ¢, then - ¢ : U — V|, for some U € NF(U)
and V € NF(V). Also, in the rule defining (®3 0 ®1)7 ~» @3 0 ¢1, the arrow term g o ¢y is not
well-typed in Freee in general (thus motivating the design of the intermediate system Freee).

As it was the case for the algorithm on object terms, this formal system is terminating. There-
fore, the algorithm gives us, for each arrow term ® : &/ — V), the set NF(®) of normal forms of
®, which are arrow terms of Freee. Here is the most important property of these normal forms.

Lemma 2.25. For arbitrary arrow term ® of Freee(X) and ¢ € NF(®), we have [[®]]x = [¢]x.

Proof. By induction on the structure of & and Lemma 2.23. |

2.3.5 The first reduction

Suppose that, for all object terms W of Freee, a normal form red;(W) € NF(W) in Freee has
been fixed, and that, independently of that choice, for all arrow terms ® of Freee a normal form
red;(®) € NF(®) in Freee has been fixed.

We define the first reduction function Red; : Freee — Freee by
Red;(W) =red;(W) and Red;(®) = red(®) %),

where ® : &/ — V. Observe that, in the definition of Red;(®), we used the construction of
Lemma 2.21, which indeed turns red;(®) (which is an arrow term of Freee) into an arrow term
of Freee. Also, for an arrow term ® : &/ — V of Freee, we have that Red;(®) is the arrow term
with source Red;(U) and target V, where, in general, V # Red;(V). However, the following
important property holds.

Lemma 2.26. For any two arrow terms ®,¥ : U — V of the same type in Freee, Reds(®) and
Red; (V) are arrow terms of the same type in Freee.

Proof. That Red;(®) and Red;(¥) have the same source is clear by the definition. We prove the
equality Wi (Red;(®)) = Wi(Reds(¥)) by induction on the proof of Wi(Red; (®)) = Wi(Reds (V)).
Suppose that W;(Red;(®)) = Wy .0, W5 and Wi (Reds (¥)) = Wi[a™ /a] 0, Wa[b™/b]. If, more-
over, at least one of 71 and 75 is not the identitiy, i.e., if, say, 2’ # x, then, by Remark 2.11, it
cannot be the case that Red;(®) and Red; (V) have the same source. ]

The following proposition, which is essential for the proof of the coherence theorem, is simply
a consequence of Lemma 2.23 and Lemma 2.25.

Proposition 2.27. For an arbitrary object term W and an arbitrary arrow term ® of Freeg,
the following equalities of interpretations hold:

[WIilx = [Reds(W)lx  and [[®]]x = [Reds(P)]x.
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2.4 The second reduction: getting rid of the cyclicity

Our second goal is to cut down the problem of commutation of all 37-diagrams of C(X) to
the problem of commutation of all f¥-diagrams of C€(X) (see Section 2.1.1). This reduction is
based on a transition from unrooted to rooted trees, and is easier to “visualize” using a tree
representation of our syntax, which we introduce next.

2.4.1 Unrooted trees

We first recall the formalism of unrooted trees, introduced in [CO17, Section 1.2.1] for the
definition of the free cyclic operad built over €. We omit the part of the syntax of unrooted trees
which accounts for units. Also, as the purpose of the formalism is to provide a representation of
the terms of Freee, which do not involve symmetries, the unrooted trees will not be quotiented
by a-equivalence, as it was the case in [CO17, Section 1.2.1].

A corolla is a term a(z,y,z,...), where a € C(X) and X = {z,y,2,...}. We call the
elements of X the free variables of a(z,y,z,...), and we write F'V(a) = X to denote this set.

A graph G is a non-empty, finite set of corollas with mutually disjoint free variables, together
with an involution ¢ on the set

k
V(G) =] FV(a)
i=1
of all variables, or half-edges, occurring in G. We write

G=Aa1(z1,...,2n),--sax(Y1,- .- Ym); 0}

We shall denote with Cor(G) the set of all corollas of G, and we shall refer to a corolla by its
parameter. The set of edges Edge(G) of G consists of unordered pairs (x,y) of distinct half-edges
such that o(z) = y. Next, FV(G) will denote the set of free variables of G, i.e., of the fixpoints
of . Finally, FCor(G) will denote the set of corollas f of G for which FV(f) N FV(G) # 0.

A graph is an unrooted tree if it is connected and if it does not contain loops, multiple edges
and cycles.

To give some intuition, here is an example.

Example 2.28. The graph G = {a(x1, 22,23, 74,%5),b(y1,Y2,y3,94); T}, where 7(z1) = yi,
T(z2) = yo and 7 is identity otherwise, is not an unrooted tree, since it has two edges between
a and b, which can be visualized as

Ts r1.Y1 Y3
a:4
T3 T2 Y2 Ya

The graph 7- = {a(l'l, XT2,X3,T4, ‘T5)7 b(y17 Y2,Y3, y4)7 C(Zla 22, 23); 0}7 where 0'(1'5) = Y2, 0(93) -
z1 and o is identity otherwise, is an unrooted tree. It can be visualized as
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Let 7, 71 and 75 be unrooted trees with involutions o, o1 and o9, respectively. We say that
T1 and T3 make a decomposition of T if Cor(71) N Cor(T3) =0, Cor(T1) U Cor(Tz) = Cor(T),
and there exist x € FV(T;) and y € FV (7z) such that

o1(z), if ze V(T1)\{z}
oa(2), if z € V(T2)\{y}
v, ifz=x
x, if z=y.

We write T = {771 (xy) T2} (or, equivalently, T = {72 (yx) T1}).

The set of subtrees of a tree 7 with involution ¢ is obtained by the following recursive

o(z) =

definiton:

o ifa(zy,...,zn) € Cor(T), then {a(z1,...,x,);idx}, where X = {x1,...,2,}, is a subtree
of T, to which we refer simply as a,

o if trees 71 and 73, with involutions o1 and o9, respectively, are subtrees of 7, and if
x € FV(T1) and y € FV(Tz) are such that o(z) =y, then {73 (yz) 71} is a subtree of T.

We shall denote with Te (resp. Te(X)) the collection of unrooted trees whose corollas belong
to Pe (resp. whose corollas belong to Pe and whose set of free variables is X).

2.4.2 A tree-wise representation of the terms of Freep

We introduce the syntax of parenthesized words generated by Fe, as

w = al (ww)

where a € Pe. We shall denote the collection of all terms obtained in this way by PWordse.

For an unrooted tree 7, we next introduce the T-admissibility predicate on PWordse. Intu-
itively, w is T-admissible if it represents a gradual composition of the corollas of 7. Formally:

o a is T-admissible if Cor(T) = {a}, and

o if T = {T1(xy) T2}, wy is Ti-admissible and wy is Tz-admissible, then (wjws) is T-
admissible.

We shall denote the set of all T-admissible terms of PWordse with A(T).
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Remark 2.29. Notice that, if w is T-admissible, then, since all the corollas of 7 are mutually
distinct, w does not contain repetitions of letters from Pe.

A parenthesized word can be admissible with respect to more than one unrooted tree. In
the second clause above, (wjws) is admissible with respect to any tree formed by 7; and 7Ts.

We introduce the syntax of unrooted trees with grafting data induced by €, denoted by T,
as follows. The collection of object terms of Ig is obtained by combining the formalism Te and
the syntax PWordse, by means of the T—admis;ibility predicate: we take for object terms of Ig
all the pairs (7T, w), typed as

T € Te(X) w €PWordse w € A(T)
(T,w) : X

The raw arrow terms of Ié‘ are the following:

e 1 ’B%%y,g ‘Bx721y7g - ‘ x,y ’ o ‘ O
P = HTw) P ), (T2,wa),(Tayws) | P(T1w1),(Towa),(Taws) | V(Tiw1),(Taqwg) | P OP | Paty®

Lemma 2.30. The object terms of Iér are in one-to-one type-preserving correspondence with

the object terms of Freee. The raw arrow terms of Iér are in one-to-one correspondence with
the raw arrow terms of Freee.

Proof. Straightforward (see Remark 2.2). [ |

Let A : Iér — Freee denote the correspondence from Lemma 2.30. The type of a raw arrow
term ¢ of TS is then determined as follows: if A(y) : Wi — Wa, then ¢ : AHWq) — AL (Wh).
Remark 2.31. Note that the source and the target object of each arrow term ¢ of Iér share
the same underlying unrooted tree, i.e., that we always have ¢ : (T,wy1) — (7, w2), for some

T, w1, ws. For example, the type of the arrow term ﬁzﬂﬁ z}l% (Ta,ws),(To,ws) is

5267’%511%7(7,2@2)7(73@3) : (T, (wlwg)wg) — (T,w1 (’LUQZUs)),
where T = {{71 (zz) T2} (yy) T3}

We define the interpretation function |—|x : T¢(X) — €(X) to be the composition [—]x o
Ax. The following lemma is an immediate consequence of the definition of |—|x.

Lemma 2.32. For arbitrary object term W and arrow term ¢ of FreeQ(X), the equalities

Wix = [AY(W)]x and [p]x = [A% (0)]x

hold in C(X).
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2.4.3 “Rooting” the syntax Iér

We now introduce the syntax of rooted trees with grafting data induced by C, denoted by rIg.

For a pair (7,z), where T € Te(X) and = € X, we first introduce the (7, )-admissibility
predicate on PWordse:

o ais (T, z)-admissible if Cor(T) = {a}, and

o if T =A{T1(2y) T2}, © € FV(T1) (resp. x € FV(T3)), wy is (T1,x)-admissible (resp. w;
is (72, z)-admissible) and ws is (72, y)-admissible (resp. wsq is (71, z)-admissible), then
(wrwy) is (T, z)-admissible.

We shall denote the set of all (7, x)-admissible terms of PWordse by A(T,x).

Intuitively, w is (7, z)-admissible if it is 7T-admissible and it is an operadic word with respect
to the rooted tree determined by considering x as the root of 7. As a matter of fact, (T, w)
enjoys the following normalization property, inherent to (formal terms which describe) operadic
operations: all 3~ !-reduction sequences starting from (7,w) end with an object term (7 ,w’),
such that all pairs of parentheses of w’ are associated to the left.

The object terms of rIér are triplets (7, z,w), typed as

TEIE(X) reX weAT,x)
(T, z,w): X

The class of arrow terms of rIé’ is obtained from raw terms

zZy zy
YT wa) | BT aun), (Tazwn). (Tagaws) | BT o), (Ta,z0),(Ta )
z23Y
O T o s01),(Taszrwn), (Tagw) | X © X | X By X

by specifying typing rules such as:

T={T(22)T2} (yy) T3} ye€FV(T) z€XNFV(Th)
o(z';yl,m,un)7(7—275-,71)2)7(73»2»71)3) : (Tv €T, (’LUﬂUQ)’LUg) - (T’ T, (w1w3)w2)

X1t (7-1,1',’11}1) — (ﬂuxuw/l) X2t (7-27y7w2) — (7—27y7w/2) z e FV(7-1) z 7& X
X1z x2 1 ({71 (29) To}s @, (wrws)) — ({T1 (2y) T2}, @, (w'1w'2))

Notice that, for an object term (7, z,w) of rT¢ (X), the choice of z € X as the root of T
determines the roots of all subtrees of 7, and, in particular, of all corollas of 7. In other words,

this choice allows us to speak about the inputs and the output of any subtree of 7. Formally,
for a subtree S of 7 and a variable z € FV (T ), we define

o in(7,)(T) = FV(T)\{z} and out (7 ,,(T) = =,
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o if § # T, if a € Cor(T) is such that x € FV(a), if ¢ € Cor(S) is the corolla of S with
the smallest distance from a, and if p is the sequence of half-edges from ¢ to a, then
iner ) (S) = FV(S)\{z}, where z € FV(c) Np, and out(7,(S) = z.

Example 2.33. For the unrooted tree 7 from Example 2.28, the choice of, say, y, € X, turns
T into a rooted tree, which can be visualized as

T3 T2 T1 T4 z3 Z2

We have

in(7y,)(0) = {y1,y2,y3} out (7.4 (b) = ua

in(7—,y4)(a) = {xlax2aﬂf3,$4} OUt(T,y4)(CL) = 5

in(7y,)(¢) = {22, 23} out (7 (€) = 21 .
Observe that, among all paranthesized words admissible with respect to 7, only (ba)c and (bc)a
are operadic, relative to the choice of y4 as the root of 7. 0

2.4.4 The interpretation of rIér in C

The interpretation function
[—]x: I'IE(X) — C(X)

is defined as the composition |— |y o Fe(X), where Fe(X) : rT{ (X) — T¢ (X) forgets the root of

object terms of rIér (X) and sends the arrow term 9('27% e01),(Taziw2),(To g ws) to the composition

fU,fE;yﬂ x,

oz o 3. o(y z a, 1 )
(T2w2),({ T (yy) Ts }wiws) ~ P (Tz,w2),(T1,w1),(T3,ws) (Ti,w1),(Ta,wa) ¥ ¥+ (T3ws) /s
while being defined in the canonical way on the remaining arrow terms.

Remark 2.34. Notice that [x]x is an arrow in C(X) all of whose instances of the isomorphism
~ are “hidden” by using explicitly the abbreviation . In other words, the semantics of arrow
terms of rT¢ is what distinguishes Sd-arrows of C(X).

2.4.5 The second reduction
We define the familly of second reduction functions
Reds (X, x) : Tg (X) — rT{ (X),
where x € X, as follows. For the object terms of IE(X ), we set
Redz (X, z)((T, w)) = (T, z,w™),

where w? is the (T, x)-admissible parenthesized word defined recursively as follows:
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o if w = a, then w* = a,
o if T ={T1 (r122) T2}, w = (wrw3), w; € A(T;) and (T;,w;) : X; for i = 1,2, then

— if 2 € Xy, then w? = (wfwy?),

— if z € Xy, then w?® = (wifw;™).

Moreover, the successive commutations which transform w into the operadic word w'?® are wit-
nessed in Iér by the arrow term

K(Twaz) - (T,w) = (T, w?),
defined recursively as follows:
o if w = a, then K7 4 2) = LT w)s
o if T ={Ti(x122)T2}, w = (wiwe), w; € A(T;) and (T;,w;) : X; for i = 1,2, then

— if € X7, then K(T w,z) = B(T1,w1,z) 1522 B(Ta,w0,22)5
T1,T2

— if o € X, then K(7.w.2) = (K(T,un.2) edm1 K(Tiw1,21)) © V(T 00, (Tawn)

Remark 2.35. Note that the second reduction functions Redy(X,z) are not sections of the
forgetful functions Fg(X) introduced in Section 2.4.4.

Before we rigorously define the second reduction of arrow terms, we illustrate the idea behind
it with a toy example.

Example 2.36. Consider the object term (7, (ab)c) : X, where T is defined as in Example
2.28. The arrow term

B e (Ts(@be) = (T.a(bo))

where 71, T2 and 73 are the subtrees of 7 determined by corollas a, b and ¢, respectively, is well-
typed and, by choosing y4 € X (as we did in Example 2.33), we have Reda(X,y4)((T, (ab)c)) =
(T,y4,(ba)c) and Redo(X,ys)((T,albc))) = (T,ya, (bc)a). For the two reductions of object
terms, the arrow term

O ) (T s (Toeng) * (T (2@)e) = (T ya, (bC)a)

is well-typed and it will be exactly the second reduction of ﬁzﬂ%y; 1)?%2; (Tosc)" O

Formally, for an arrow term ¢ : (7,u) — (T, v) of IE(X),
Reda(X, )(p) : Reda(X, 2)((T, u)) — Reda(X, 2)((T,v))
is defined recursively as follows:
o Reda(X, 2)(1(7w)) = Treds(X,2)(T\w)):

. 2,254,y
O P = B ), (T 02) (T > WhEre (T1, 1) 2 X, and
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— it € Xu, then Reda (X, 2)(P) = Breg, (X, 0)((Th 1)) Recta(X2,2)((Tas2)),Recta (Xs.) (T 03))’

3 _ nRY
— if o € Xy, then Reda (X, 2)(9) = Opgg, (x5 2)((7,19)) Reds (X1,2) (T wn ) Reda (X5.) (T 5))

y;z 1

— if o € X3, then Reda (X, 2)(9) = Frea, (x;.2)((75 3)) Reda (Xa.0)(T5.12)) Reda (X1.,2) (i wn))’

. z,z;y,y ~1 .
o if = 5(7_1@)7(7_2@2)’(7_3@3), where (71, w1) : X;, and

— if & € Xy, then Reda(X, 2)(©) = Ball (x, o)((75.100)) Rod (Xa.2) (T 02 Rt (Xa ) (T i)
— if & € Xa, then Reds(X, #)() = Oaq, (x, (75 u2)) et (Xo ) (T, 105)) Rt X1,2)((Th o))’
— if 2 € Xy, then Redo (X, 2)(9) = B (x, 2)((75 1)) et (X2.0)((Tsa02)) R (1, 2)((Ts o))
O 3 0 = VT 1), (Taswn)» then Reda (X, 2)(0) = Lneas (x.a)({7: (1) To}wn )
o if ¢ = g 0 1, then Redy(X, x)(¢) = Reda(X, x)(p2) o Reda(X, x)(v1),

o if ¢ = 1.0y 2, where 1 : (T1,wi) = (T{,w}), g2 : (T2, w2) = (T3, wh) and (T;, w;) = X,
then

— if 2 € Xy, then Reds(X, z)(¢) = Reda(X1,z)(¢1) 20y Reda (X2, y)(p2),
— if 2 € Xy, then Reds(X, z)(¢) = Reda (X2, 2)(p2) 40, Reda (X1, 2)(¢1).

The following theorem is the core of the coherence theorem. Intuitively, it says that, once the
action of the symmetric group has been removed, the coherence of non-skeletal cyclic operads
can be reduced to the coherence of non-skeletal operads®. As it will be clear from its proof,
(By-hexagon) is the key coherence condition that makes this reduction possible.

Theorem 2.37. For an arbitrary arrow term ¢ : (T,u) — (T,v) of T¢, the following equality
of interpretations holds: B

LT vy ) x o o) x = [Reda(X, z)(0)]x © [K(Tu2)] x-
Proof. By the definition of |—|x, the equality of interpretations that we need to prove is
[Ax (KT w,))]x o [Ax(p)]lx = [Red2 (X, 2)(¢)]x © [Ax (K(T,uz)lx- (2.38)
The proof goes by induction on the structure of . We only treat the most interesting case, i.e.,

_ RBEYY
Y = Bir ) (Taswa) (T ws)”

where (7;,w;) : X;. We proceed by case analysis relative to the “origin” of z € X.

2The syntax Ig does not encode canonical diagrams of non-symmetric categorified cyclic operads: non-

symmetric cyclic operads contain cyclic actions, while Ié does not encode any action of the symmetric group.
For definitions of non-symmetric cyclic operads, see [CGR14, Section 3.2] and [M16, Sections 1,2,3].
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e If x € Xy, then
K(T ) = (K(Tiw1,2) 20 K(To wa,2)) vy B(Tsws,9)
K(Tw,z) = BT ,z) 20 (K(T3,ws,2) y0y K(Tsws.y))-

By introducing the abbreviations

K1 = [Ax, (KT wy,2))] %3 K2 = [Ax, (K(T,w0,2))] %2 K3 = [Axy (K(T3,05,9))] %3
fi=[Ax, (T, w1))]x, J2 = [Ax, (T2, w2))] x5 = [Axy (T3, w3))] x5
fl. = [Red2(X17x)((7—17w1)).|X1 f2. = ’—Red2(X27 )(7—271”2)—‘)(2 [Red2(X37 )(7?371”3))—‘)(

the equality (2.38) translates to the equality

Z,23Y,Y 2,29y
2.835.03 ° (K1 20z k) yoy K3) = (K1 20z (K2yoy K3)) © By 1,5

which in turn holds by the naturality of 5.
o If x € X5, then

K(T u,x) = ((H(Tz,wzw) 282 K(Thwl,z)) ySy 5(7’3,w3,y)) °© (’Yg%i,’wl),(ﬁ,wg) ySy 1(7’3,1113))

KT wa) = ((B(T3wa0) y7y KT 05,9)) 252 B(Ti w1 ,2)) © (V(ﬁ,wl),({n(ygm}mwg)) :
By introducing the abbreviations

k1 = [Axy (Ker w2 X K2 = [Ax, (KT ws,2))] Xa K3 = [Axy (K(T3,ws5,9))] Xs
fi= [AXl((,Thwl))]Xl fa= [AXQ((%7M2))]X2 fz= [AXS((,Fva?’))]XS
JT = [Red2(X1, 2)((Th,w1))]x,  f3 = [Reda(X2,2)((T2,w2))|x, [f5 = [Reds(X5,y)((Ts,ws))]xs

the equality (2.38) can be read from the (outer part of the) commuting diagram

ﬁzZyu
f1,f2,f
(fl zogf2)yogf3 L fl zog(nyong)
sZ z,Z
’yJZ‘:fz y0£1f3 ryflvf2y°gf3
GETVY
f2,f1,f:
(f2gozf1)yogf3 2B (f?y yf)zozfl
(52302 /fl)yOg/fS (K/Q yOgKB)goz R1
GEFVY
° ° ° fs’fl"ff; ° ° °
(f3 2oz fl)yogf?, (f2 yogfg)goz 1

in which the upper square commutes by the definition of the isomorphism ¥ (see (2.5) on

Page 9) and the lower square is a naturality diagram for 9.

o If x € X3, then

R(T u,z) (K (Ts ws,2) ¥y (K(Tawa,) 202 K(Tiw1,2)))©

(L(73,w3) ¢ Nm,wnm,wz)) °7<{7gr1(zg>7a},w1wz>mwa>
KTwa) = (KTuwsa)y 'fwa,wz,y)) = K(Ti wi,7))©

(VT3 02, (T 05) 252 L(T300)) © W a0 (7 o) T s
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By introducing the abbreviations

w1 = [Ax, (Kem wy,2))] %0 K2 = [Ax; (KT ws,))] X2 K3 = [Axy (KT ws,2))] X5
fi = [Ax, (T, w1))]x, f2 = [Ax, (T2, w2))]x, f3 = [Axy (T3, ws))] xs
fT = [Red2(X1, 2)((T1,w1))x;  f2 = [Reda(X2,y)((T2,w2))]|x, f3 = [Red2(X3,2)((T5,ws))]xs

the equality (2.38) can be read from the (outer part of the) commuting diagram

/Bzyz;y,g
f1.f2,f3
(flzogf2)yogf3 L flzog(]‘éyogf?))
Y.y Z,Z
120z f2.f3 ryflvayong
f3goy(flzogf2) (f?yogfii)gozfl
Ly yoy ’Y.)Z‘fh ’Yz%% 20z 1p
ﬂg’y;z’z -1
f3.f2,f
f3g°y (f2 202 f1) 2l (f3goyf2)z°zjcl
K3 4Oy (K2 202 K1) (ks 4Oy K2) 20z K1
Y,Y;z,2 —1
o . o ﬁfg’fg’fl. ° ° °
f3g°y(f2302f1) (f3 goyfz)gozﬁ

in which the upper square commutes as an instance of (Svy-hexagon) and the bottom

square commutes by the naturality of 371

The following result is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.37.

Corollary 2.39. For arrow terms @1 and @2 of the same type in Iér(X), the equality |¢1]x =

lp2 | x follows from the equality [Reda(X, x)(¢1)]|x = [Reda(X, z)(p2)]x-

2.5 The third reduction: establishing skeletality

Intuitively, in the third reduction we pass from the non-skeletal to the skeletal operadic frame-
work. This will reduce the problem of commutation of all f¥-diagrams of C(X) to the problem
of commutation of all diagrams of canonical arrows of the skeletal non-symmetric categorified

operad Og, constructed from C in the appropriate way.

2.5.1 The skeletal non-symmetric categorified operad O¢

Starting from €, we first define a skeletal non-symmetric categorified operad O¢ = {O¢(n) }nen,

i.e., a weak Cat-operad in the sense of [DP15], as follows.
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e The objects of the category O¢(n) are quadruples (X, z,0, f), where | X|=n+1, z € X,
f€C(X)ando:[n] - X\{z} is a bijection (inducing a total order on X\{z}).

e The morphisms of Oc(n)[(X,z,0,f),(X,z,0,g9)] are quadruples (X,z,o,¢), such that
¢ is a morphism of C(X)[f,g] (in particular, Oc(n)[(X,z,0, f), (Y,y,T,g)] is empty for
(X,z,0) # (Y,y,7)). The identity morphism for (X, z, 0, f) is (X, z,0,1f). The composi-
tion of morphisms is canonically induced from the composition of morphisms in C(X).

e The composition operation o; : O¢(n) x Oe(m) — Oe(n + m — 1) on objects is defined by
(X,z,01, f)oi (Y,y,02,9) = (X UY\{y}, 2,0, f 5,(i)o, 9);
and on morphisms by
(X, w,01,0) 0 (Y,y,02,9) = (X UY\{y},2,0,0 4, (5)0, V)5

where o : [n+m — 1] — X\{z} UY\{y} is a bijection defined by

o1(4) for je{l,...,i—1}
o(j) =< 02(j —i+1) forje{i,...,i+m-—1} (2.40)
o1(j —m) forje{i+m,...,n+m—1}.

e For f~ = (nyvalaf)a g = (Yay7027g) and i” = (Z7Z7U37h)7 where o7 : [TL] - X\{.Z'},
o9 :[m] — Y\{y} and o3 : [k] — Z\{z}, the components

ﬂ}i;h : (fozg) oji~1—>fo,~ (G oj i~1) and H}ig,fz : (fozg) okal—> (fok h) o,il

of natural isomorphisms 3 and 6 are distinguished among the morphisms of O¢(n) as the
quadruples arising from the appropriate components of 5 and ¥ of C, as follows:

BE L = (X UY\[y} U 2\(z} o0 8757200

and
0 = (X UY\{y}UZ\{z},2,0 9707 )2,

f.g.h
where o and ¢’ are the bijections induced in the appropriate way from o1, 02 and o3.
We now show that O¢ indeed verifies the axioms of weak Cat-operads from [DP15, Section 7].
Lemma 2.41. For an arbitrary n € N, the following equations hold in Oe(n):
1. the categorical equations:
polj=p=1go0p, foro:f=§  (pod)o=po(pod);
2. the bifunctoriality equations:

lyoily =1p, 5, (2 04p1) 0; (P2 0h1) = (2 0 P2) 0 (1 0i P1);
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3. the naturality equations:
@) B 5, 0 (o1 0) 0j¥) = (poi(d0;9) 0 B 1
b) 65 o ((poid) o) = ((pog ) or6) o

4. the equations concerning inverse isomorphisms:

i 1 N i55 i 11 N
a) B ﬁf ah = Yoo Pr5n°Pran = Logoshy
b) 6fh~09 (fozg)
5. the coherence conditions:
gl il ] N\ _ Qg J;!
a) (1 O 5~ 7 ”) © ﬁf oy o (Bf,gﬁ o1 1k) = 5f Gohok © Bfoigﬁ i

b) (150 9]1 o il o (5i~;jg’~ o 1) = ¥ o (B o 1;) o 0 6%

g,h.k f.gojh.k f.a,h f.goih,k Fak I foig.h,
i1 15 N\ _ Qb i1 1. i/
) 05 50,2k © B 1) = Brop o s 50 ) o 0r o
iJ i1 1. Vi _ (pJil 1. i1 ] ~
W) 07 p a0 OF o W) o 07 hp= 075 poilg) o0 5 ro (0 1 oulp).

Proof. The first two groups of equations and the equation 3(a) follow from the appropriate
properties of € (Remark 2.4), 3(b) holds by the naturality of 1, 4(a) by the analogous equations
for €, 4(b) by Lemma 2.7.(1), 5(a) by (3-pentagon), 5(b) by (8y-decagon) and Remark 2.6(2),
5(c) by Lemma 2.7(2), and 5(d) by Lemma 2.7(3). [ |

2.5.2 “Skeletalization” of the syntax rIé’

In order to be in the position to apply the coherence result of [DP15], we introduce a “skeletal-
ization” of the syntax rIér.

Let 7 be an unrooted tree. Suppose that FV(7) = X and let x € X. For a corolla
c € Cor(T), such that |[in(r )(c)| = n (see the end of §2.4.3), we define the set of skeletaliza-
tions of ¢ (relative to T and x) as

X(T,w)(c) = Bij[[n], in(7 4)(¢) .

We set

S(Ta)= [] Sawmle

c€Cor(T)

We shall denote the elements of X(7,z) with &'.

Remark 2.42. Notice that o1 € %(71,z) and 75 € %(73,y) determine “by concatenation” an
element of @ € ({71 (zy) T2}, z), and that, symmetrically, any & € S({7; (zy) T2}, z) can be
“split” into o7 € (71, z) and o5 € ¥ (T2,y); we shall write T = 01-0%.

The skeletalization of the syntax rIér is the syntax skrlér, obtained as follows.
The objects terms of skrlér are quadruples (7, z, 7, w), typed by the rule
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TeTi(X) z€X 7 eX(T,x) we AT,
(T,z,7,w): X\{z}

The arrow terms of skrlér are obtained from raw terms

1(T:c7w ‘ 5(7‘1@ atw1),(T2,2,55,w2), (7§,y,03,w3 ’ 5(7-1,:2 ai,w1), (7—27&;2)7102)7(75@,;?:7103)

zZy
O T 0.1 10), (o2, w2), (Tosshos) | X O X | X0y X

by specifying typing rules such as:

T={{Ti (22) T2} (yy) Ts} ye€FV(Tz) x€XNFV(Ti)
TIES(Th,x) THEX(Taz) TEED(Tay)

ﬁ'(z,;i . a_{wl) (To.z <7_2>w2) (Ts, U(TS ws) (T r,01°02-03, (wlwg)w3) — (T,x,01-02-03,w1(w2w3))

X1 - (7—17'%70_-{7“}1) — (7-17'%70_-{7“/1) X2 - (7-27y70_'2>7w2) — (7-27y70_'2>7w12) PSS FV(,]—I) z 7é X
X1 sz X2 ({71 (Zy),]é}v'rval'a%’wlw?) — ({7d1 (Zy)%},z,01~02,w/1w/2)

2.5.3 The interpretation of SkrIér in Q¢

In order to define the interpretation of skrIé’ in Op, we first need to “order the inputs” of
unrooted trees figuring in object terms (7, x, ?, w) of SkrIér.
For an unrooted tree T, a variable z € FV(T) and an element & = (01,...,00) € ST 2)
the total order
o : [lingm) (T = ing ) (T)
on the set of inputs of T (relative to x) induced by 7 is defined as follows:
o if (T,z) = ({a(xy,...,xn);idx}, z;), then 0 = o,
o if (T, z) = ({Th (2y) o}, ), © € FV(Th), lin( a) (71)! =n, |in(py) (T)| = m, o1 : [n] =
iney 4)(Th) is the total order induced by o] € E(Tl 2)» 02 ¢ [m] = inep; y(T2) is the total
order induced by 75 € Y(Ta,y) and 01(i) = z, then

o:n+m—1] = FV(T)\{z}
is defined by (2.40).

The interpretation function
[—1% + sxrTg (X) = Oc(IX])
is defined recursively in the obvious way, e.g.
[ ({a(zy,...,20); z'dX},w,-,&’,gﬂi?\{xi} = {z1,...,2n},7i,0,0)
[(({T1 (2y) T2}, 2, 01—'02>,w1w2ﬂ§‘\{x} = [(Th,, ﬁawl)lié‘l\{x}% [(7-27?47 U2aw2ﬂxz\{y}
DBy x2 3 oy = Dal¥\) %ot Wﬂ}z\{y} )

where it is assumed that every total order o (resp. ;) is induced by & (resp. ;).
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2.5.4 The third reduction

In what follows, we shall denote with rT¢ (X, z,T) the subclass of rT¢ (X) determined by the
rooted tree (T, x) (i.e., by the object terms whose first two components are given by (7, z) and
by the arrow terms among them). We define the family of third reduction functions

Reds(X,z,7T,7) : tT{ (X, 2,T) = axrTe (X),

where 2 € X, T is an unrooted tree such that FV(7) = X and o € 3(T,z), as follows.

For object terms of I‘IE (X), we set
Reds(X, 2, T, 0 )(T,,w)) = (T, 2,7, w).

For an arrow term y of rIér (X), Reds(X,x, T, ?)(X) is defined recursively in the obvious way,
e.g.:

o Reds(X,z, {{T1 (22) T2} (yg) T3}, 01 '02‘0'3)(557;%75071”1),(7’27§,w2),(7§7g,w3)) =

ﬁafl(Z);Uz’l(y)

(T1,2,51,w1),(T2,2,55,w2),(T3,y,5%,ws3)

o if x = x1:0y X2, where x1 : (T1,z,w1) — (T1,z,w'1) and x2 : (T2,y,w2) — (T2,y,w'2),
and if o7 € Y (7,2 and 7 € Y(T5,y), then

Reds(X, z, {T1 (zy) T2}, 01-02) (X1 20y X2) =

Red3(X17 xz, 7dly OT{)(XI) Ufl(z)D Red3(X27 Y, 757 0_-2>)(X2)

o5 (y)

Remark 2.43. The type of the third reduction Reds(X,z, T, )(x) of an arrow term y :
(T,z,u) = (T,z,v) is

Reds(X,x, 7, 7)(x) : Reds(X,z,T,7)((T,x,u)) — Reds(X,z,T,7)(T,z,v)).

Therefore, the third reduction of a pair of arrow terms of the same type in rIé'(X ) is a pair of
arrow terms of the same type in grTe™ (X).

Remark 2.44. As opposed to second reduction functions Reds(X,z) (see Remark 2.35), each
third reduction function Reds(X,z, T, @) is a section of the function FE5(X) : skrTet(X) —

rIér (X,z,T), defined in the obvious way by forgetting the skeletalization data.

Theorem 2.45. For an arbitrary object term (T,x,w) and an arbitrary arrow term x of
rT (X), the equalities

(R'edS(Xavav ?)((Tvwi)ﬂg?\{m} = (vavav [(Tvwi)—‘X)

and
(R'edS(Xv Z, 7-7 ?)(X)—‘As)?\{x} = (X7 Z,0, (X—‘X)y

in which the total order o is induced from @, hold in O¢(|X\{z}|).
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Proof. Easy, by induction on the proof of the (7, z)-admissibility of w (for the first equality),
and by induction on the structure of x (for the second equality). |

The following result is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.45.

Corollary 2.46. For arrow terms x1 and X2 of the same type in rIE(X), the equality [x1]x =
[x1]x follows from the equality [Reds(X,x, T, 7)()(1)1%‘\{:0} = (Redg(X,x,T,?)(Xgﬂi‘\{x}.

2.6 The proof of the coherence theorem

We finally assemble the three reductions, by using the two invariance properties common to all
three reductions: by reducing a pair of arrow terms of the same type,

1. the result is always a pair of arrow terms of the same type, and

2. the equality of interpretations of the two resulting arrow terms implies the equality of the
interpretations of the respective starting arrow terms.

Proof of Theorem 2.13. By Proposition 2.27 (first reduction), it is enough to prove the equality
[Red; (P)]x = [Reds(¥)]x.
By Lemma 2.30 and Lemma 2.32, the problem translates to showing that
A% (Redy(®))]x = [} (Redy(T))] x.
By Corollary 2.39 (second reduction), this equality follows from the equality
[Reda(X, 2)(AY' (Reds (®)))]x = [Redz(X,x)(AY' (Reds(¥)))]x,

where z € X is arbitrary. By Corollary 2.46 (third reduction), the above equality holds if, in
Oe, we have

[Reds(X, 2, T, @) (Reda (X, 2)(AY' (Reds ()] o} =

Reds(X, 2,7, 7) (Reda (X, 2)(A (Redy (1))))1% ().

where 7 is the unrooted tree figuring in Ay (Red;(Ws(®))). Finally, the last equality holds by
the coherence of O¢, established in [DP15]. [ |

3 Relaxing the equivariance and unit law

In this section, we extend the notion of categorified entries-only cyclic operad, established in
Section 2, by additionally relaxing the equivariance axiom (EQ), as well as by including units
and relaxing the unit axiom. We do this in two stages: starting from Definition 2.1 (which does
not incorporate units), we first relax (EQ), and then we endow the resulting structure with units
and with two isomorphisms that account for the relaxed unit law. (Clearly, the unit law can
also be relaxed while keeping the equivariance strict; this notion of categorified cyclic operad
can easily be deduced from ours.)
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3.1 Relaxing the equivariance

For bijections o1 : X' = X, 03 : Y/ = Y and 0 = o1|X\M#} U oo |Y M} operations f € C(X)
and g € C(Y), and elements z € X, y € Y, 2/ € X and 3 € Y, such that o7 *(z) = 2/ and
0y 1(y) = ¢/, (EQ) is replaced by the existence of an isomorphim e, called the equivariance
isomorphism, whose respective components

! o)
Z,Y;T Y

€f7g;o' : (fxoyg)g — fcrl:c’oy’ 902
are natural in f and g and are subject to the following coherence conditions:

- (Be-hexagon)

Y,Yiy Y :c,:c':c/ !

z
Ep . ey = yo, 1o
fzoxz g,hio figion ¥ Ty ThO2
o — o1 g2 —_ 11 g12 o2
((fz029) yoy h)? ——— (f=°z 9) 'Oy’ h (f7" w0 g )yogh
T,T3Y,Y @,z;y,y
(Bf,g,h ) 6f011;90127’L02
z,z;x’ z’ syl oy
JEE L 1 o, LUy
fguolh‘o' fo11 z! ﬂgg,h;o'g

fo-llzloz_/ (galzy/0£h02)

- (ye-square)

1o

x,Y
('Yf,g ) "/}Ed’iy,gw
(g’yoz f)g gOQy/Oz’ fdl

The coherence conditions (Be-hexagon) and (ye-hexagon) replace the conditions (So) and
(yo) from Definition 2.1, respectively. Finally, the naturality of the equivariance isomorphism
replaces the condition (EQ-mor).

The coherence theorem for this notion of categorified entries-only cyclic operad has the
same statement as the original coherence theorem (see §2.2.3), except that the definition of the
interpretation function [[—]] : Freee — C(X) is adapted in the following way: we set

s ! !y —1 !y —1
leamwasollX = Spm, valingie 284 [Eamimye X = SEms, vl o
The coherence proof differs from the original coherence proof only in the first reduction. More
precisely, although the first reduction function will be defined in the same way as before, Lemma
2.23 and Lemma 2.25, and therefore also Proposition 2.27, which relied on strict equivariance,
will no longer hold. Instead, we shall proceed like in the second reduction. In order to take
relaxed equivariance into account, we declare the syntax of the first reduction arrow terms:
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Iw

. o o1 -1 o, o7 1 z,y;z’ Yy’ z,y;x Y —1
= eig lewg Teaw | ey | ey | esyy 4w Waso | E4W Whio

Dod | P,0,d,

to which we assign types in the same way as in Freee. By the following two constructions,
we express the reduction algorithm on object terms of Freee from §2.3.4 and the equivalence
relation = from §2.3.3, in terms of first reduction arrow terms.

The reduction algorithm. Observe first that, for an arbitrary object term W of Freee and
a fixed Red;(W), there exists an arrow term ey : W — Red;(WV) that belongs to = — such an
arrow term is induced from the algorithm from §2.3.4, as the algorithm becomes deterministic
by fixing Red; (W). Note that such an arrow term is not unique, since, for example, for a : X,
b:Y,z € X, yeY and bijections o, o1 and o2 which are the identities on X\{z} UY\{y}, X
and Y, respectively, the reduction

(a0 D)X\ =} \ (v}~ a0yb

can be expressed as

Z,Y5T,Y id
Eggxmyé, (Eggxﬂy EQQ) o and (512 X

T,Y2,Y
E4Q71_)77/dX\{$}UY\{U} ’

idy
) )o 64271_777;dX\{x}uY\{y}.

Nevertheless, we shall suppose that for each object term W of Freee and a fixed Red; (W), a
choice of )y : W — Red; (W) has also been fixed - for example, we can prioritize 9. We shall
refer to )y as the first reduction arrow term of W.

The equivalence relation =. Suppose that U = W .0, Wo and V = Wi [a™ /a] /0, Wa[b™ /]
and suppose that U = V is obtained as in §2.3.3. We define the arrow term

€UV - 14} zHy Wy — Wi [ﬂ/@] o/ By Wo [&/Q]

as follows3. We note that the codomain of

c zy;x’ Y’ 0 e
AW, Wasidx\ (oyovgyy 2 WizDyWa

is of the form W7 o, W32, with W' ~» Wi[a™ /a] and W32 ~» W5[b™ /b]. Then we set

vy = (Ew oy Ewg?) © S WL id (ryov ) © E2WAL0 W
where Eyo and eyy,o2 are the first reduction arrow terms of W' and Wy, tailored to the respec-
tive normal forms W[a™ /a] and W5[b™/b]. We say that ey is the witness of the equivalence
U = V. By the inductive character of the definition of =, the definition of witnesses extends
easily to arbitrary pairs U, V such that U = V. Note that, having fixed the first reduction arrow
terms of all object terms of Freee, the witness ey of an equivalence U = V' is unique.

Proposition 2.27 of the first reduction is then adapted as follows:

3 Attention: the symbol € used in the specification of the arrow term ey v is different than e.
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Theorem 3.1. For an arbitrary arrow term ® : U — V of Freee, the following equality of
interpretations holds:

([éReas v, v]]x © [[ev]lx o [[®]]x = [Reds (®)]x o [[eu]]x,

where V' is the target of Red;(®), € : Reds (V) — V is the witness of the equivalence Red; (V) =V,
and £y and €y are the first reduction arrow terms of V and U, respectively.

The soundness of the first reduction in the coherence proof follows directly by Theorem 3.1:

Corollary 3.2. For arrow terms ®1 and ® of the same type in Freeg, the equality [[®1]]x =
[[@2]]x follows from the equality [Red;(®1)]x = [Reds(P2)]x-

We can weaken even further the axioms by turning the action of symmetric groups into a
pseudo-action. In addition to €, one requires the existence of natural isomorphisms

eap : [ = f and &3 i (f7) =[O,
satisfying the following coherence conditions:

ggoeg =¢e30 (g3)” (starting from ((f9)7)")
ez = (e9)7 (starting from (f%4)7)
£3 = €9 (starting from (f7)%),

which are the well-known coherence conditions for pseudo-functors (see e.g. [B94, Definition
7.5.1]). The treatment above can be repeated without difficulty with €2y, and e37;] now inter-
preted as these stipulated coherent isomorphisms.

3.2 Adding the units and relaxing the unit law

For categorified entries-only cyclic operads with units, for each two-elements set {z,y}, we
require the existence of a distinguished operation id, , € C({x,y}), called the identity or unit
indezed by {x,y}. It is understood that id,, = id,,. In accordance with this convention,
we also require that id7!, = id7?,, where 01,02 : {u,v} — {z,y} are defined by o1(x) = u,
o1(y) = v, o2(x) = v and o3(y) = u. Finally, we endow the structure with the family of natural
isomorphisms

L?Lymdyyz : (_)on Z'dy7z — (_)Uﬂ

where ¢ renames z to z, and
v

Ty - (_)J © l{x,y} — l{u,v}a

where o(z) = u and o(y) = v and the functor 1y, : 1 — C({z,y}) “picks out” the unit indexed
by {z,y}, whose respective components

z,Y . ; o UL ., ;o .
Vfid,. fzoyidy, — f and Vply @ idg = idyy

satisfy the following coherence conditions:
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- (Bvyie-hexagon-1) - (Byie-hexagon-2)
25y, ©,z3Y,y
. ide,z,f.9 i . nyidg,y,g .
(idz,2 20z ) yoyg ———— ide,> 20z (f yogg) (f 20z idz,y) yoyg ——— J 20z (idg,y yogg)

[ Z,T N Yy
Vidy,rs v°u 1o Vidp, 2 f 4oy 9 Viidy., vy Lo Lf a0 Yoy
(f 20z idz,Z)yogg (fyogg)zoz ids,z f"yogg f a0z (ggoy idg,y)
x,T z,T WYy, y—1 vy
Uflida,. v0u 1o UF yoy grida.x i 1f20ptyig,
T,Y5T,T
R
f.g5id -
f7youg (fyogg)T fzoyg fz0e g
- (Bie-square) - (yt-square)
T,23Y,Y Y.y
) frg,idy, = ) ) Vfrogidy y,9 .
(f 20z 9) yOy. ng,z ——— fa02 (g yOy. ng@) (f 202 ida,y) yOyg —————— GyOy (f 20z idz,y)
vy vy vy Tz
Lf,;oig,zdg,z 1f‘TO£Lg,1d£,z by x0g gyidy,z Ly ¥%y Lfvidz-y
z,z;T,T vy
- t.gi0 P 4 Al 7
(f 202 9) f 029 f7y0u 9 9yoy f
- (et-square) - (tev-square)
z,z5w,z i’y
X Jzouidu,q,9:7 X . . fridy,z;0 .
((f 20u 74du,q) zogg)T > (f 20u 7fdu,q) zoggnz (f 2Oy Zdy,z)a — fal z/ Oy’ ZdZ?Z
zZ,u zZ,u T,y 1 _—1
(1 F iy, q w0z 10)" “fidu,g =0z g™ (fia, )7 Loy groy vl 72 @
TLITHT L?"yl id 1
( - . FrL,g57 f”l o oh2 a v o5 (2) fol o id
f fﬂogg) =0z g f — 2/ Oy’ ? yr,ozfl(z)
- (yw-pentagon) - (tv-pentagon)
v,z ;
4 , Vido,yridsru , o A Vay w0z Lid, , ‘
Zdz,y yoz 'Ldz,u d 7fdz,u zoy Zda:,y Zdaxyy uOz Zdz,v —_—> ’deﬂ,, 140z ’Ldz,'u
Y,z z,y JWE 2,y
ida,y,idz,u idzu,ida,y idg ,idz,0 idz uida,y
idg id? idg oy idy .,
% Vi Viy v
ida tda,v
U,
- (o) (vay)? = vhl, where o renames u to p and v to g,
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. . u,v v, u
- (v-involution) vg)y = Vzly.

The syntax uFreee, necessary for formulating the coherence theorem for this notion of cat-
egorified entries-only cyclic operad, is obtained by extending the syntax Freee with object and
arrow terms that formalize units and the corresponding isomorphisms. Accordingly, the inter-
pretation u[[—]]x : uFreeg(X) — C(X) is obtained by extending naturally the interpretation
[[=]]x : Freee(X) — C(X). The statement of the coherence theorem is then the same as in §3.1,
except that it concerns the extended interpretation function 4[[—]]x.

The proof of the coherence theorem now has four reductions: the last three are the same
reductions as in §3.1, while the first reduction, which we call the reduction zero for consistency
reasons, eliminates units, as one might expect.

In the sequel, we shall write id, , for the object term of uFreee which encodes the unit id; .

Let uFreeid be the part of the syntax uFreee determined by taking for object terms only
the instances of zdx 4 for z,y € V. Observe that this leaves only the instances of 1;4_ , as arrow
terms of uFree . The reduction zero is materialized by the reduction function

Redp : uFreeg — Freep U uFreeg,
which systematically “eliminates the units” contained in object terms of uFreee, in order to
reach either an object term of Free@ (if the starting object term contains at least one parameter
of Pg), or an object term of uFree (if the starting object term contains no parameters of Fe).
Here is the formal definition:

© Redo(id,,) = id, ,, for all z,y € V,

o Redp(a) = a, for all a € Pe,

ﬂu,v Wy = Zdw w? W, = —y v
Redo (W7 Wh € uFree s Wo =

o Redo(Wl 0y WQ) = ( i) zd
Redo(Wz) Wl —z s W2 € uFree

Redo(W1) zHy Redo(Wg) Wi, Wy € uFreeQ

where, in the second case, ¢ renames x to v, and, in the third case, 7 renames ¥y to u.

© Redo(W?) = Redo(W)?, if W & uFreee ; otherwise, assuming that W = id, , and that
o:{z,y} — {u,v}, Redo(id, ) = id,,,,
The definition of Redy on arrow terms involves a case analysis relative to the result of the

reduction on appropriate object terms. For Redo(ﬂ;\f;% Ws)’ here are some of the possibilities:

) ) .23,y T3,y
e if Redg(W;) & uFreee ,1=1,2,3, then Redo(ﬂWl W27W3) = BRedo(y—Vl)7Redo(w2)7Redo(W3),

e if Redg(Wi),Redo(W>) ¢ uFreeld and Redo(W3) = id,, ., then Redo(ﬁiv:fz\zwg) =

T, xr;T Z‘
(EQRedo(Wl) 202 LRedo (W)™ )o €4Redo(wl) Redo (Ws);0 where ¢ and 7 rename y to v,
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T3,y

o if W) & uFreegj, Ws = id, ,, and W3 = id,, ., then Redo(Byy, W, ) = Egg’e(;o(wl), where o
renames y to v and 7 renames x to ¥,

o if Redg(W)) = id,,,, Redo(Ws) = id, , and Redo(Ws) = id,,,, then Redo(Byy, vy ) =

Lid, -
The definition of Redy on the remaining arrow terms is obtained analogously. In particular,
Redo(hﬂi\’}%ﬁy,z) = TRedo (WD, id,..) and Redo(vzy) = lig,, -

Remark 3.3. Note that, for an arrow-term ® : &/ — V of uFreee, we have either that Redo (),
Redo(V) € Freeg, or that Redo(U) = id, , = Redo(V) and Redo(®) = 1,4,  (for some z,y).

Theorem 3.4. For arrow terms ® and ¥ of the same type in uFreee, the equality 4[[®]]y =
u[[V]] follows from the equality [[Redo(®)]]x = [[Redo(V)]]x-

Proof. The proof architecture is the same as for Corollary 2.39 and Corollary 3.2: for all object
terms U of uFreee, one should define arrow terms 7y : U — Redo(U) and exhibit commuting
diagrams of either of the following two forms (cf. Remark 3.3):

u (b u
o[[U]] & u[[V]] o[[A]] & u[[V]]
u[m]] u[[mv]] u[[med]] u[[nv]]
uﬂxy —>uﬂx’y edo(U)]] ————— [[Redo(V
[lid,,]] T [lid,,]] [Redo (U1)]] Fea @)l [Redo(V)]]

We shall only illustrate the proof in the second case, by considering one instance of the case
b = Bg\f% Wy with Wy = a .0, (ﬂuﬂ, »Op ﬂpﬂ), Wa = b and W3 = id, ,. The corresponding
diagram is then the (outer part of the) diagram below:
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BT Y
) ) ) @ 20y (idy,v vOp idp,q),bidy, = ) ) )
((az0u (idu,v vOp idp,q)) 20z b) yoy idy,- (@ 20u (1du,v vop idp,q)) 20z (byoy idy,=)

((Ta 29u tidy 4 idp,q) 292 1) yOy Lid,, .

(La 20u tidy v idp,q) 70z (16 0, idy, - )

goEYY
a 0q id/"y/ ,b,idﬂ,z . .
(@500 15.0) vog B oy iy % (@204 1d7, ) 20z (byoy idy,)

((1a 204 VZJJ::'g) zOx 1b) yoglidﬂyz

u,q .
(1a zO0u Vu,v) zOx lbyoﬂzdﬂ,z

T,ZT3Y,Y

@ zO0qy idib,quxidy,z
((a 204 iduy,q) 202 b) yOy ngyz (@204 iduy,q) 20z (b yOy ngyz)
v 1 ) o VY
(@ 204 idu,q) &0z byidy, - azoyidu,q © ibb,idg,z
T,z5T,z
azoyidy, q,b5T
. - . .
((a z0u idu,q) 20z b) (a 04 idu,q) 20 b™?
ERT T zZ,u )
(La:idu,q 20z 1p) balidu g 20z lpra
T,z3T,z
K T 6(1*‘1,17;7' K K
(a”! zoz b) a™ zog b2

which is shown to commute by using the naturality of 5 two times (the top two squares),
(Bie-square) (the third square) and (er-square) (the bottom square). [ |

4 Alternative presentations of categorified cylic operads

In this section, we indicate how to recast the definition of categorified cyclic operads of Section
2 in three alternative frameworks: exchangeable-output non-skeletal, exchangeable-output
skeletal and entries-only skeletal.

4.1 Categorified exchangeable-output cyclic operads

In [O17, Theorem 2], the equivalence between Definition 1.1 and Definition 1.2 has been worked
out in detail. We shall “categorify” this equivalence and translate Definition 2.1 to the exchange-
able-output formalism, thus synthesising a definition of non-skeletal categorified exchangeable-
output cyclic operads. The skeletal version of this definition is then obtained by “categorifying”
the equivalence between non-skeletal and skeletal operads ([MSS02, Theorem 1.61]), extended
naturally so that it also includes the cyclic structure.
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4.1.1 Non-skeletal categorified exchangeable-output cyclic operads

The categorification of Definition 1.2 is made by enriching the structure of a categorified non-
skeletal symmetric operad O by endofunctors D, : O(X) — O(X), whose properties need to be
such that the equivalence of [O17, Theorem 2] is not violated in the weakened setting. In other
words, the decision about whether some axiom of D, should be weakened or not must respect
the weakening made in passing from entries-only cyclic operads to their categorified version.

Before we give the resulting definition, we adapt the definition of categorified non-symmetric,
skeletal operads of [DP15] into the definition of symmetric, non-skeletal categorified operads.
As we did in Section 2, we keep the equivariance axiom strict.

Definition 4.1. A non-skeletal categorified symmetric operad is a functor O : Bij°’? — Cat,
together with

e a family of bifunctors
0, : O(X) x O(Y) = O(X\{z} UY),

indexed by arbitrary non-empty finite sets X and Y and element x € X such that X\{z}N
Y = (), subject to the equivariance axiom:

[EQ] for bijections 01 : X’ - X and o9 : Y’ — Y,
o ngl(m g7 = (f Ox g)

where o = 0'1|X\{“"”} U oy,

e two natural isomorphisms, 8 and @, called sequential associator and parallel associator,
respectively, whose respective components

ﬁﬁg’ (fozrg)oyh— foy(goyh) and H;’fjg’h :(forg)oyh = (foyh)oyg,
are natural in f, g and h, and are subject to the following coherence conditions:
— [B-pentagon] (1 o, é’ik) °© B?,;;oyh,k °© (ﬁjffé’,h oz 1) = Bfg hok Bfozgvh k>
— [Bf-hexagon] (150, ngz,k)oﬂjfj;oyh,ko(B;f,;g,h 0y 1) = 5?,;3ozh,ko(5?,;;,k Oy 1h)00?fzg,h,k7
— [50-pentagon] Hjx”,;;oyh,k o (5?3,h o, 1}) = ijfik,g,h o (Hfg k ©y 1n)© Hfo g,hk
— [0-hexagon] 077 o 50 (075 40y 1n) 007, o i = (05 1 0w Lg) 0070 g 10 (95 gy 0= 1h),
— [f#-involution] Hg’hg Hf,;g,h = 1(fo, g)oyhs

— [Bol if the equality ((f oz g) oy h)? = (f7" op g72) o, h? holds by [EQ], then
(BFY )7 = B35 o o

— [fo] if the equality ((f oz g) oy h)? = (f7" op g°%) o h holds by [EQ], then
(075)7 = 035" yos s
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— [EQ-mor] if the equality (f o, g)? = f7! o, ¢°2 holds by [EQ], and if ¢ : f — f" and
¥ig— g, then (¢ oy ¥)7 = 7 oy 2. O

We now introduce the categorification of Definition 1.2. Below, for f € O(X), z € X and
y & X\{z}, we write Dgy(f) for DO(f)?, where ¢ renames z to y.

Definition 4.2. A non-skeletal categorified exchangeable-output cyclic operad is a non-skeletal
categorified symmetric operad O, together with

e a family of endofunctors
D, :0(X)— 0(X),

indexed by arbitrary finite sets X and elements x € X, which are subject to the following

axioms, in which f and g denote operadic operations and ¢ and v morphisms between
operadic operations:

[DIN] D.(D.(f)) = f and D.(Dy(¢)) = ¢,
[DEQ] Dy (f)? = Dg-1(2)(f?) and Dy(p

[DEX] D.(f)? = Dz(Dy(f)) and Dy (¢
and v,

[DC1] Dy(f o g) = Dy(f) 0z g and Dy (¢ oy ) = Dy(¢p) oz ¢ , where y € X\{z},
[DS] D, (ﬂfgh) gf(f)g’h, where f € O(X), g€ O(y), he O(Z), z,z € X andy €Y,
(D01 D.(0%7,) = egi/(f),g,h’ where f € O(X), g € O(y), h € O(Z) and z,y,z € X,

)7 = Dy-1(3)(¢7), where o : Y — X is a bijection,
)7

D, (Dy(p)), where o : X — X exchanges x

e a natural isomorphism «, called the exchange, whose components

y,SE v

fg : Dy(f Og g) — Dyv(g) Oy D:cy(f),

are natural in f and g, and are subject to the following coherence conditions:

- [apBB-square] for f € O(X), g € O(y), h € O(Z), = € X and y,z € Y, the following
diagram commutes

Z,T;v
af,g Oy lh

D.((fozg)oyh) = D.(forg)oyh (D20(9) 00 Dz2(f)) oy b

T3y v
Dz(ﬁfyg,h) eDzz (9),Daz(f);h
Z,T;vV
Qo h

D (f oz (g 0y h)) zv(g 0y h) ov Daz(f) = (Dz0(g) 0y h) 00 Daz(f)

- [af-hexagon] for f € O(X), g€ O(y),h€ O(Z), x € X,y € Y and z € Z, the following
diagram commutes
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D-(f ou (g0, )
o5 |

Dzv(g Oy h) Oy sz(f)

(e 7) ow 1sz(f)\

2,950
Xfopg,h

Dzv(h) Oy Dyz(f Ox g)

\1Dzz,(h> oy (e g™)”

Dzv(h) Oy (Dyv(g) Oy Dry(f))a

Dzv(h) Oy (Dyv(g) Ov Da:z(f))

vz —1
//BDZU(h),Dyz(g),sz(f)

(DZ'U(h) Ov Dyz<g))o Ov sz(f) (Dzv(h) Oy Dy'u(g)) Oy Dacz(f)

where ¢ renames z to v and 7 renames y to z,

- [Dal Dz(ozjf:zw) = agZ;"(g)’DM(f), where f € O(X), g€ O(Y) and z €Y,

- [ao] if the equality (f o, g)7 = fo* O () g%2 holds by [EQ], then

_ -1
(az,x;v)g _ OéU 1(z),a1 (z);w
19 fo1,972 )

where v ¢ X\{z} UY\{z} and w ¢ o7 [X\{x} UY\{z}] are arbitrary variables. O

By comparing Definition 4.2 with Definition 1.2, one sees that the only axiom of D, from
Definition 1.2 that got weakened is [DC2]. Indeed, the proof of [O17, Theorem 2| testifies that
all the axioms of D,, except [DC2], are proved by the functoriality and the equivariance of
the corresponding entries-only cyclic operad, while the proof of [DC2] requires the axiom (CO0).
Therefore, since (CO) gets weakened in passing from cyclic operads to categorified cyclic operads,
[DC2] has to be weakened too. Henceforth, we shall restrict ourselves to constant-free cyclic
operads (as required by [017, Theorem 2]).

Theorem 4.3. Definition 2.1 and Definition 4.2 are equivalent definitions of categorified cyclic
operads.

Proof. The proof follows by “categorifying” the proof of [O17, Theorem 2]. In the table below, we
show how the coherence conditions of the entries-only definition imply the coherence conditions
of the exchangeable-output definition, which, in particular, reveals the correspondence between
the canonical isomorphisms of the two structures.
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ENTRIES-ONLY = EXCHANGEABLE-OUTPUT

(S-pentagon) [B-pentagon]
(By-decagon) [B6-hexagon]
(B¥-pentagon) (Lemma 2.7.2) [80-pentagon]
(¥-hexagon) (Lemma 2.7.3) [f-hexagon]
(Y-involution) (Lemma 2.7.1) [f-involution]
(Bo) [Bo]
(Bo), (yo), (EQ-mor) [Ho]
(EQ-mor) [EQ-mor]
Remark 2.3.5, (EQ) [DIN], [DEQ], [DEX], [DC1]
(Bo) [Dp]
(Bo), (yo), (EQ-mor) [Dd]
(2.5) [aB0-square]
(By-hexagon), (EQ), (Bo), (yo), (EQ-mor) [a-hexagon]
(yo), (y-involution) [Dal
(yo) [ao]

Remark 4.4. It is easily seen that relaxing other axioms of Definition 1.2 (besides [DC2])
would correspond, in the entries-only formalism, to relaxing the equivariance and the action of
the symmetric groups (cf. Section 3.1).

4.1.2 Skeletal categorified exchangeable-output cyclic operads

The categorification of skeletal exchangeable-output cyclic operads ([MO08, Proposition 42]) is
obtained by “categorifying” the equivalence of non-skeletal and skeletal operads ([MSS02, The-
orem 1.61]), extended naturally so that it also includes the endofunctors D, : O(X) — O(X)
(for non-skeletal operads) and D; : O(n) — O(n) (for skeletal operads).

It would be tempting to say that we could have replaced “non-skeletal” with “skeletal”
throughout the paper, adjusting the proofs. But this is not the case: as we explain in the
remark below, non-skeletality turns out to be crucial for the rewriting involved in our proof of
coherence in the presence of symmetries in Section 2.

Remark 4.5. In the non-skeletal setting of (cyclic) operads, an action of the symmetric group
can always be “pushed” from the composite of two operations to the operations themselves, by
directing (EQ) from right to left. This was essential for the first reduction made in §2.3. For the
skeletal setting of (cyclic) operads, this distribution of actions of the symmetric group doesn’t
work in general, as pointed to us by Petri¢. For example, let O : ¥? — Set be a (skeletal)
operad and let f,g € O(2). Consider the term (f oy g)?, where o : [3] — [3] is defined by
o(1) =2, 0(2) =1 and o(3) = 3. Clearly, it is not possible to distribute o on f and g in O(3).
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Remark 4.5 shows that the part of our coherence proof technique that eliminates symmetries
would not work in the skeletal setting. Nevertheless, the coherence in the skeletal setting holds
by reduction to the non-skeletal setting, followed by all the reductions of Section 2.

4.2 Skeletal categorified entries-only cyclic operads

We give below a definition of skeletal entries-only cyclic operads. Definition 4.6 is a variation
on a similar definition which appears in the unpublished manuscript [DJMS16]. We shall omit
its equivalence with the non-skeletal entries-only definition (whose categorification is Definition
2.1 here), which parallels the equivalence between skeletal and non-skeletal versions of cyclic
operads in the exchangeable-output setting that we exploited above. Again, this definition can
be categorified following the same approach as before. As an illustration, we shall describe the
translation of (Sy-hexagon) to the skeletal framework.

In the remainder of this section, as well as throughout Section 5, we shall denote the set of
permutations on the set [n] = {1,...,n} with S,,. We shall use the notation cS,, for the set of
cyclic permutations on [n].

4.2.1 Skeletal entries-only cyclic operads

Definition 4.6. A skeletal entries-only cyclic operad is a functor € : X°P — Set, together with
a family of functions
i0j : €(m) x €(n) = C(m+n —2),

defined for arbitrary m,n > 1,1 <i <m and 1 < j < n. These data must satisfy the axioms
given below.
Sequential associativity. For f € C(m), g € C(n), h € C(p), 1 <i<m,1<j<n, i<k<
i+n—2and 1 <1 < p, the following equality holds:
05 (g p—iviriorh), 1<k<i+m—j-—1
(sA1) (fio5 g) korh = Ji0j (gh-ijsrorh) . ] :
fi%4p-1(gk—i—n+jr100h), i+n—j<k<it+n-—2

Commutativity. For f € C(m), g € C(n), 1 <i<mand 1 < j <n, the following equality holds:
(sCO) fio; g =(gj [f)°,
where o € ¢S;,4n—2 is determined by o(1) = j +m —i.

Equivariance. For o1 € Sy, 09 € Sy, f € C(m), g € Cn), 1 <i <mand 1 < j < n, the
following equality holds:

(SEQ) f7' ,—1(3%51() 972 = (fi959)7,
where 0 € S, 1,2 is defined by

o =K 1 © @G+ o2lmngy) o (557

oy (i),04

where
rid” s m\{i} + [n\{j} — [m +n —2]
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is defined by

for k € [m]\{i}, and by

mn I+i+n—75—-1, 1<[I<j—1
i,J (l):

for I € [n]\{j}. O

The bijection /17;" provides a cyclic order of the entries of the composite f;o;g from the
cyclic orders of the entries of f and g. The correspondence given by /iznjn can be read from the
picture below:

4.2.2 Skeletal version of (Svy-hexagon)

Suppose that, in Definition 4.6, the category Set has been replaced by Cat, the functions ;o;
by the appropriate bifunctors and axioms (sA1) and (sCO0) by the appropriate isomorphisms.

Let f€@(m),geC(n),heCp),1<i<m,1<j<n 1<I<pandi<k<it+n—j-—1
(the case i +n —j < k <i+mn — 2 is treated analogously). Thanks to the equivariance axiom
(sEQ), (By-hexagon) gets translated into the following diagram:

- (s=fB~vy-hexagon)

’Bj‘”’j;,kf;l ’Yj'ljs.?lcfwrurw:h
(fi059) worh —""— f0;(ghi+js100h) - ((9 k—itjr1o1h) joi f)7
QI h(vs,h”j“’l joily)7t
(gjoi [)™ kot h ((hiok—itj+19)™ joi f)™

Kl
’Y(gjoif)TQ»h

(62:’€7—;+.7’+1;7'1(.7')7i)n |
(h1ok (g j0; )2)72 === (h1omx) (9j0i [))* —= ((hiok—itj+1 9) ri(j)0i f)”

in which
® 01 € cSyintp—3 is determined by o1(1) = j +m — ¢,

o 7| € cSp4p_2 is determined by 7 (1) =l+n—k+i—j—1,
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® 75 € cSyin—2 is determined by 7o(1) = j +m — i,

® 03 € cSyintp—3 is determined by o(1) =l +m+n —2 —k, and

p,m+n—2

® Kk € CSyqnip—3isdefined by k = K’l,}:n—i_n_2o(id[p]\{l}+7_2|[m+n—2}\{7’2(k)})0%17772(]6) 009, the
composition defining x being equal to H?jn_ZmO(Tl | lp+n—2)\{n (j)}—"_Z.d[m}\{i})oﬁij_(?)_’iz’moal'

Similarly, we can obtain the skeletal versions of the other coherence diagrams of Definition
2.1, and arrive to a formal full definition of skeletal entries-only categorified cyclic operad. We
omit the details.

5 Categorified cyclic operads “in nature”

In this section, we first give an example of a categorified entries-only cyclic operad obtained by
the principal categorification (Section 2), in the form of an easy generalization of the structure
of profunctors of Bénabou [B73]. We then show how to exploit the coherence conditions of
categorified entries-only cyclic operads for which all the axioms have been relaxed (Section 3)
in proving that the Feynman category for cyclic operads, introduced by Kaufmann and Ward
in [KW17], admits an odd version.

5.1 Generalized profunctors as categorified entries-only cyclic operads

In this example, the categorified entries-only cyclic operad structure arises because the cartesian
product of sets (which figures in the definition of the composition of profunctors, and a fortiori
of generalized profunctors) is neither associative nor commutative on the nose. On the other
hand equivariance holds strictly. It is more natural to work here in a skeletal setting.

5.1.1 D"-profunctors

Recall that, for small categories C and D, a profunctor from C to D is a functor F': D’ x C —
Set, denoted usually by F' : C ++ D. The composition of profunctors F': C -+ Dand G: D + E
is a profunctor G o F' : C + E defined by

GoF:/dF(d,—) x G(—,d).

Small categories, profunctors (with the above composition) and natural transformations yield
the bicategory Prof of profunctors. Profunctors first appeared in the work [B73] of Bénabou,
under the name of distributors.

Let D be a small category equipped with an isomorphism (—)* : D°? — D, called a duality
hereafter. Given that additional structure, a profunctor F' : D x D — Set is canonically
isomorphic to the profunctor F' o ((—)* x 1p), where F’ : D x D — Set is defined by F'(z,y) =
F(z*,y). Therefore, in the presence of a duality, a profunctor F' : D? x D — Set can be
considered as a functor F': D x D — Set. We shall call a functor of this type a D2-profunctor.
More generally, we shall call a functor F' : D™ — Set, where n > 2, a D™-profunctor. Let us
denote the functor category [D", Set] with C(n).
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We define the partial compositions on D™-profunctors as the family of bifunctors
i0j : €(m) x C(n) = C(m +n —2),
defined for arbitrary m,n > 1,1 <i <mand 1 < j < n, as follows: for F' € C(m) and G € C(n),

(Fi0; G) (Y1, Yman—2) =

u,v
/ F(xi,...,%i-1,u,Zi, ..., Tm—1) X G(Tmy o, Tt j—2, Uy T j—15 - - - s Tmgn—2) X D[u, v,

where the definition of z;, 1 <i < m 4+ n — 2, can be read from the following picture:

Ym+n—2 Yitn—1 Yi+n—2 . Yitn—j
Tm—1 xT; Tm+j—2 Tm

i
T L. Ti Tm+j—1 . Tm4n—2
Y1 Yi—1 Yi Yitn—j—1

Formally, we have that z; = ymn) ), where
2V

10005 Ym+n—2 (7‘

( m,n

Ti7j )y17~~~7ym+n72 : [m + n— 2] — [m + n— 2]

is the bijection defined by
k, 1<k<i-—1
k+n—1, i<k<m-—1

k+n—m+i—j5, m<k<m-4j—2
k—m—j4+it1+1, m+5j—-1<k<m+n-—2.

(T3 Vo oiymsm 2 (B) =

5.1.2 D"-profunctors as categorified cyclic operads

We next give evidence that D"-profunctors, together with the family ;o;, carry the structure of
a skeletal categorified entries-only cyclic operad.*

The family {C(n)},>2 extends to a functor € : ¥? — Cat, as follows. For ¢ € S, and
F : D" — Set, the profunctor F' is defined by F7(y1,...,yn) = F(Yo-1(1),-- > Yo-1(n)). We
define analogously the action of o on natural transformations.

We next prove that the equivariance axiom (sEQ) holds on the nose.
Lemma 5.1. For 01 € Sy, 03 € S, F € C(m), G € Cn), 1 <i<m, 1 <j <n and
0 € Sptn—2 defined via o1 and oo as in (sEQ), the following equality holds:

(F7 1% 1) G W1 Yman—2) = (F 0 G)7 (Y1, -, Ymgn—2)- (5.2)

D" profunctors actually carry the structure of a skeletal categorified entries-only cyclic operad with units
(and relaxed unit law), the unit id € C(2) being given by D[—*,—] : D x D — Set.
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Proof. Let
(5m7n)y1,---7ym+n72 : [m +n— 2] — {yh e 7ym+n—2}

and
md" s m\ i} + [p\ {5} = [m+n - 2]

be functions defined by (6™")y, . ,..(1) =y, for all 1 <i <m+n —2, and

for k € [m]\{i}, and

mn ) I+m—1, 1<1<j—1
. - =
b l+m—2, j+1<1<n

for I € [n]\{j}, respectively. The equality (5.2) then follows by the definition of (the inverse of)
o, combined with the equality

m,n m,n m,n\—1
ivj’ = iuj’ ( ivj’ )ylv"-vy’mﬁ*n*l © (6m7n)

For F € C(m), G €C(n), 1 <i<mand 1< j<n, we exhibit

Y1y Ymdn—2 |

’y}]G :Fi0jG— (Gjo; F)?,
where o € ¢S;,4,,—2 is determined by o(1) = j + m — i, as follows:

(’Y%‘,]G)yl,---,ymjmfz([(u? v,a,b, f)l~) = [(v,u,b,a, )]~
It is easily seen that this correspondence is well-defined and bijective.

We continue with sequential associativity. Let F' € C(m), G € C(n), H € C(p), 1 <i < m,
1<j<ni<k<i+n—2and 1 <[ <p. According to Definition 4.6, we distinguish two
cases:

e | <k<i+mn—j—1,in which case we define a natural isomorphism

gk
o (FiojG)gor H — Fi0j (G —itjp100 H),

e i+n—7j<k<i+mn—2, in which case we define a natural isomorphism

6,53k,
o (Fioj G)gor H = Fi0jip1 (G g—i—ntjrr0 H).
In both cases, the corresponding components are defined by

6,3kl
(5}7,]071{)311,...,ym+n+p73([(Ul, U1, (u27 v2,a, b7 f)7 ¢, g)]"v) = [(u27 v2, a, (u17 U1, bv ¢, g)v f)]N

Again, this correspondence (815 5 )y1,..yminip_s 1S @ bijection.
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An easy diagram chase shows that B?ijg and ’yj;jG satisfy (s-fy-hexagon). One would

check the other (skeletal versions of) the coherence diagram similarly.

Alternatively, at the price of using a slightly less standard presentation, but with the benefit
of a simpler definition of composition, we can reformulate the whole example in our main non-
skeletal setting, as follows. For each set X, considered as a discrete category, let DX be the
category of X diagrams in D, whose objects X, Y,... are thus named tuples of objects of D.
We set C(X) = [D¥, Set]. In this setting, composition is defined straightforwardly:

(F 4o, G)(Z) = /u F(Z'[z <+ u]) x G(Z"[y + v]) x D[u,v"],

where Z/ (resp. Z) is the restriction of Z to X\{z} (resp. Y\{y}), and where, say, Z'[x + u] is
the extension of Z' to X that maps x to u. We leave it to the reader to check that all conditions
of Definition 2.1 are verified.

5.2 Feynman category for anticyclic operads

This section is a development around Kaufmann and Ward’s Feynman categories and their
odd versions, introduced in [KW17]. Feynman categories are monoidal categories with some
additional structure, whose representations are operad-like notions.

Our goal is to illustrate the utility of categorified entries-only cyclic operads in proving that
the Feynman category for cyclic operads admits an odd version, which is, in turn, precisely
the Feynman category for anticyclic operads. In [KW17], the authors gave a sketch of the
underlying 2-categorical constructions. We recall here the relevant definitions, in particular,
that of an anticyclic operad and of an ordered presentation. The latter embodies a coherence
condition, which we make explicit. We complete the work in [KW17] by proving this coherence
condition in the cyclic case, as a consequence of our coherence result for categorified cyclic
operads.

5.2.1 Anticyclic operads

Anticyclic operads were defined by Getzler and Kapranov in [GK95, §2.10], as operads with
simultaneous composition equipped with an action of the cycles 7, whose compatibility with
operadic composition differs from the one of cyclic operads only in signs involved in the equations.
In [C06], Chapoton gave and equivalent definition, based on operads with partial composition.
The entries-only version of his structure follows from the equivalence of [O17, Theorem 2]. It is
obtained from Definition 1.1 by replacing the axiom (C0) by the equality

f:coyg:_gyoxf-

All other axioms remain the same.

5.2.2 Ordered presentations of categories

We begin by recasting the notion of a (small) category presented by generators and relations,
in the language of polygraphs (or computads) [B93, S76] which we now briefly introduce. A 1-
polygraph is given by sets 3y and 31 (the O-cells and the 1-generators), and a source and a target
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map from 3; to ¥p. A 1-polygraph freely generates a category whose objects are the 0-cells
and whose collection X7 of morphisms consists of the “well-typed” sequences of 1-generators.
A 2-polygraph is given by a 1-polygraph plus a set Yo of 2-generators, together with a source
and a target map from X9 to X7, such that the source (resp. the target) of the source of any
generating 2-cell is the source (resp. the target) of its target. A 2-polygraph freely generates a
2-category with objects and 1-morphisms as above, whose collection £3 of 2-morphisms consists
of the pasting diagrams (called “polygons” in [KW17]) that can be built out from the generating
2-cells (and their inverses).

In the language of polygraphs, a category presented by generators and relations can be
defined as a quotient of a 2-polygraph ¥ whose 0O-cells are the objects of the presented category,
whose 1-generators are its generators, and whose 2-generators are the relations s = ¢, represented
as (invertible) 2-cells from s to t. This polygraph generates a 2-category ¥*, as indicated above,
from which we can extract the category ||X|| whose objects are the 0-cells, and whose morphisms
are the equivalence classes of 1-cells for the relation defined by s = t if and only if there exists
a 2-cell in X% whose source and target are respectively s and ¢t. We refer to the survey [GM16]
and to [CM17] for more details on polygraphs, and on presentations of categories, respectively.

We now recall the notion of ordered presentation [KW17, Definition 5.2.3], expressed in
the language of polygraphs. An ordered polygraph is a 2-polygraph ¥ equipped with a map
v : Y9 — {+,—}, in such a way that the following sign-coherence condition holds: the sign
assignment v extends multiplicatively to every 2-cell in X3 (giving the same sign to a 2-generator
and to its inverse). We require that every two parallel 2-cells receive the same sign, so that this
sign can actually be attributed unambiguously to every pair of parallel 1-cells. A presentation
is called ordered when its associated 2-polygraph can be ordered.

From an ordered presentation (X,v), we can extract the Ab-enriched category ||(3, V)]
whose objects are the 0-cells A, B, . .., and whose homsets are defined as follows: ||(X, v)||*%[A, B]
is the abelian group freely generated by all parallel 1-cells with A as source and B as target,
quotiented by the subgroup generated by s —t (resp. s+t) for all pairs (s,t) of sign + (resp. of
sign —).

‘ odd
)

5.2.3 Feynman category for cyclic operads

The definition of the Feynman category for cyclic operads uses the formalism of graphs intro-
duced in §2.4.1, adapted by forgetting the decorations of corollas. Therefore, in what follows,
by a graph G, we shall mean a set of corollas of the form e(z,y,z,...), where e stands for
“unlabelled corolla”, together with an involution s on the set V(G) of all half-edges of G.

An aggregate is a totally disconnected graph, i.e., a graph whose involution is the identity.
We define morphisms between aggregates as follows: every pair (G, 7) of a graph G and a bijection
7 from some set Y to F'V(G) gives rise to a morphism from the aggregate formed by the corollas
of G (obtained by forgetting the involution s that specifies the edges of G) to an aggregate
which has as many corollas as there are connected components in G, each corolla being of the
form e(77!(z), 7 (y), 7 1(2),...), where x,7, 2, ... are the fixpoints of x in the corresponding
connected component. Furthermore, all morphisms are defined in this way.

Example 5.3. For
g = {.('1;7 y7 z) ) .(£7 u7 U) ) .(a7 b7 C);I{}7
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where k(z) = z and k(w) = w for all w € {y, z,u,v,a,b,c}, and 7 : {y, 2/, u/,v",d" V', '} —
{y,z,u,v,a,b,c} defined by 7(w') = w for all w € {y, z,u, v,a,b,c}, we have

(G.7) : {o(z,y,2) , o(z,u,v), o(a,b,0)} = {o(y, 2, v/, 0) , o(d .V, )} 0

The composition of morphisms of aggregates is given by (G',0’) o (G,0) = (G",000"), where
G" is obtained by inserting at every node of G’ the corresponding connected component of G,
using o to connect its free half-edges with those of the corolla that it replaces.

Aggregates and their morphisms form a monoidal category, the tensor product being the
juxtaposition of aggregates and graphs. We are interested in its monoidal subcategory Cyc
which has aggregates as objects and whose morphisms are pairs (F, o), where F' is a forest, i.e.,
a disjoint union of unrooted trees.

The monoidal category Cyc admits the following presentation. We take aggregates as 0-cells.
The 1-generators are of two kinds:

a) edge contractions

where o, stands for (F),id), with F' = : o , and

b) relabelling isomorphisms

Cyo
T UIl<17)

where C is the domain corolla. We shall write o for (C,0).
The 2-generators express that:
1. the two possible edge contractions of the same edge are equal, i.e., o, = ,0,,
2. edge contractions commute, i.e., ;0 0, = ;04 204 (With y, z attached to the same corolla),

3. relabellings commute with edge contractions, i.e., o7 (2) %05 (y) (01 X 02) = 040y, Where o

is induced in the obvious way from o; and o9, and

4. the obvious “action” laws regarding labellings, forcing the 1-generator id to be the identity
and the composition of two 1-generators 7 and o to be the 1-generator o o 7, hold.

5. l-generators acting on disjoint parts of an aggregate commute.

The 2-generators corresponding to (1)-(3) look like this:

54



<>H
¢}
<
x

]

<

n

[}

g

2

X

q

N

Q

&

q

—

S

yOx 20u % 20y /

Let us call ¥ ¢y, the 2-polygraph described above. It follows from the results of [CO17] (see
Remark 2.10 in that paper, in particular) that the category presented by ¥y, is isomorphic
to Cyc, and that the representations (in Set) of Cyc (endowed with its Feynman category
structure) are exactly the cyclic operads of Definition 1.1.

We are now ready to state our result.

Theorem 5.4. Y ¢y. can be turned into an ordered presentation by assigning — to the relation
20y = yOz and + to all other relations.

Proof. The coherence diagrams of categorified entries-only cyclic operads with relaxed equivari-
ance (and pseudo-actions) can be taken as 3-generators in a 3-polygraph Z’Cyc extending X cyec.
In this setting, we can read our coherence theorem as saying that the space between any par-
allel 2-cells can be filled with a combination of these 3-generators (and this is where we need
the isomorphisms ¢, 9,3 of Section 3.1 as explicit witnesses, or polygons). This can be made
formal by building a categorified cyclic operad € out of X7, .: one defines C({z1,...,2,}) as
the category whose objects are the 1-cells with the corolla e(xq,...,z,) as codomain and whose
morphisms are the 2-cells between them.

It follows that it suffices to check sign coherence for the pairs of cells forming the border of
the 3-generators. This in turn can be checked easily by reading the sequential associator, the
commutator, the equivariance and pseudo-action isomorphisms as

Z,Z3Y,Y
vagvh S (f xogg) yogh — f 2%z (g yOy h), 7}67’3 t f20y9 = —g 4oz f,

SV (faoy 9)7 = [Trwoy g7, eap i [ f, 7T (FO) = £
and by verifying that adding the sign information to the coherence diagrams leaves them well-

defined. This follows from the observation that each of these diagrams involves an even number
of instances of the commutator. |

Thus we can define an Ab-enriched Feynman category ||(Cye,v)||°%, where v is the sign

assignment from Theorem 5.4, whose representations are anti-cyclic operads.

Knowing that odd versions of Feynman categories arise in this way allows us to benefit
from general constructions. Indeed, the importance of Feynman categories which admit an odd
version is reflected in the fact that they also admit the bar and cobar costructions, as well as
the Feynman transform. For details, we refer to [KW17, §7.4].

Conclusion and further study

An overview of the categorifications established in this paper is given in the table below.
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CATEGORIFIED CYCLIC OPERADS

ENTRIES-ONLY EXCHANGEABLE-OUTPUT

DEFINITIONS Definition 2.1 Definition 4.2

COHERENCE PROOF §2.6 Theorem 4.3

As future work, we hope to use the categorification methods of this paper in order to cat-
egorify other variations of cyclic operads, primarily non-symmetric cyclic operads of [CGR14]
and [M16], as well as modular operads of [M16]. Finally, inspired by the combinatorial approach
to operadic polytopes made in [DP11] and further developed in [COI18], we hope to characterize
polytopes which describe coherences and higher coherences of categorified cyclic operads.
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