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Abstract. This work presents a detailed analysis of the combinatorics of modular operads. These are
operad-like structures that admit a contraction operation as well as an operadic multiplication. Their
combinatorics are governed by graphs that admit cycles, and are known for their complexity. In 2011,
Joyal and Kock introduced a powerful graphical formalism for modular operads. This paper extends
that work. A monad for modular operads is constructed and a corresponding nerve theorem is proved,
using Weber’s abstract nerve theory, in the terms originally stated by Joyal and Kock. This is achieved
using a distributive law that sheds new light on the combinatorics of modular operads.

Introduction

Modular operads, introduced in [18] to study moduli spaces of Riemann surfaces, are a “‘higher genus’
analogue of operads . . . in which graphs replace trees in the definition.” [18, Abstract].

Roughly speaking, modular operads are N-graded objects P = {P (n)}n∈N that, alongside an operadic
multiplication (or composition) ◦ : P (n) × P (m) → P (m+ n− 2) for m,n ≥ 1, admit a contraction
operation ζ : P (n)→ P (n−2), n ≥ 2. For example, as in Figure 1, we may multiply two oriented surfaces
by gluing them along chosen boundary components, or contract a single surface by gluing together two
distinct boundary components.

Figure 1. Gluing (multiplication) and self-gluing (contraction) of surfaces along bound-
ary components. Moduli of geometric structures – such as Riemann surfaces – provide
many examples of modular operads.

This work considers a notion of modular operads due to Joyal and Kock [23],1 that incorporates a broad
compass of related structures, including modular operads in the original sense of [18] (see Example 1.26)
and their coloured counterparts [19], but also wheeled properads [20, 43] (see Example 1.29). More
generally, compact closed categories [27] provide examples of modular operads [37] (see Example 1.27).
These are closely related to circuit algebras that are used in the study of finite-type knot invariants [1, 14]
(see Example 1.28). As such, modular operads have applications across a range of disciplines.

The author acknowledges the support of Australian Research Council grants DP160101519 and FT160100393.
1Joyal and Kock used the term ‘compact symmetric multicategories (CSMs)’ in [23] to refer to what are here called

‘modular operads’. Indeed, I adopted their terminology in [36] and in a previous version of this paper.
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However, the combinatorics of modular operads are complex. In modular operads equipped with
a multiplicative unit, contracting this unit leads to an exceptional ‘loop’, that can obstruct the proof
of general results. This paper undertakes a detailed investigation into the graphical combinatorics of
modular operads, and provides a new understanding of these loops.

In [23], which forms the inspiration for this work, Joyal and Kock construct modular operads as algebras
for an endofunctor on a category GS of coloured collections called ‘graphical species’. Their machinery is
significant in its simplicity. It relies only on minimal data and basic categorical constructions, that lend
it considerable formal and expressive power.

However, the presence of exceptional loops means that their modular operad endofunctor does not
extend to a monad on GS. As a consequence, it does not lead to a precise description of the relationship
between modular operads and their graphical combinatorics. (See Section 6 for details.)

This paper contains proofs of the following statements that first appeared in [23] (and were proved –
by similar, though slightly less general methods than those presented here – in my PhD thesis [36]):

Theorem 0.1 (Monad existence Theorem 7.46). The category MO of modular operads is isomorphic to
the Eilenberg-Moore category of algebras for a monad O on the category GS of graphical species.

In particular, O is the algebraically free monad [26] on the endofunctor of [23]. Theorem 0.2 – the
‘nerve theorem’ – characterises modular operads in terms of presheaves on a category Ξ of graphs.

Theorem 0.2 (Nerve Theorem 8.2). The category MO has a full subcategory Ξ whose objects are graphs.
The induced (nerve) functor N from MO to the category psh(Ξ) of presheaves on Ξ is fully faithful.

There is a canonical (restriction) functor R∗ : psh(Ξ)→ GS, and the essential image of N consists of
precisely those presheaves P : Ξop → Set that satisfy the so-called ‘Segal condition’:
P is in the essential image of N if and only if it is completely determined by the graphical species R∗P .

An obvious motivation for establishing such results is provided by the study of weak, or (∞, 1)-modular
operads, by weakening the Segal condition of Theorem 0.2. To this end, Hackney, Robertson and Yau
have also recently proved versions of Theorems 0.1 and 0.2, by different methods, and used them to obtain
a model of (∞, 1)-modular operads that are characterised in terms of a weak Segal condition [21, 22]. A
number of potential applications of such structures are discussed in the introduction to [21].

The aim of this work is to prove Theorems 0.1 and 0.2 in the manner originally proposed by [23] –
using the abstract nerve machinery introduced by Weber [42, 6] (see Section 2) – and to use these proofs
as a route to a full understanding of the underlying combinatorics, and the contraction of multiplicative
units in particular. This method places strict requirements on the relationship between the modular
operad monad O and the graphical category Ξ. In fact, to apply the results of [6], the category Ξ must
– in a sense that will be made precise in Section 2 – arise naturally from the definition of O.

Neither the construction of the monad O for modular operads, nor the proof of Theorem 0.2 is entirely
straightforward. First, the method of [23], which is closely related to analogous constructions for operads
(Examples 5.1, 6.1, c.f. [20, 28, 33, 35]) does not lead to a well-defined monad. Second, as a consequence
of the contracted units, the desired monad, once obtained, does not satisfy the conditions for applying
the machinery of [6]. To prove Theorems 0.1 and 0.2, it is therefore necessary to break the problem into
smaller pieces, thereby rendering the graphical combinatorics of modular operads completely explicit.

Since the obstruction to obtaining a monad in [23] arises from the combination of the modular operadic
contraction operation and the multiplicative units (see Section 6), the approach of this work is to first
treat these structures separately – via a monad T on GS whose algebras are non-unital modular operads,
and a monad D on GS that adjoins distinguished ‘unit’ elements – and then combine them, using the
theory of distributive laws [4].
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Theorem 0.1 is then a corollary of:

Theorem 0.3 (Proposition 7.39 & Theorem 7.46). There is a distributive law λ for T over D such that
the resulting composite monad DT on GS is precisely the modular operad monad O of Theorem 0.1.

The graphical category Ξ, used to define the modular operadic nerve, arises canonically via the unique
fully faithful–bijective on objects factorisation of a functor used in the construction of O. Therefore, if
the monad O satisfies certain formal conditions – if it ‘has arities’ (see [6]) – then Theorem 0.2 follows
from [6, Section 1].

Though the monad O on GS does not have arities, the distributive law in Theorem 0.3 implies that
there is a monad T∗, on the category GS∗ of D-algebras, whose algebras are modular operads. Moreover,
Theorem 0.2 follows from:

Lemma 0.4 (Lemma 8.11). The monad T∗ on GS∗ has arities, and hence satisfies the conditions of [6,
Theorem 1.10].

I conclude this introduction by briefly mentioning three (related) benefits of this abstract approach.

In the first place, the results obtained by this method provide a clear overview of how modular operads
fit into the wider framework of operadic structures, and how other general results may be modified to
this setting. For example, by Lemma 0.4, T∗ and Ξ satisfy the Assumptions 7.9 of [10], which leads to a
suitable notion of weak modular operad via the following corollary:

Corollary 0.5 (Corollary 8.14). There is a model structure on the category of presheaves in simplicial
sets on Ξ. The fibrant objects are precisely those presheaves that satisfy a weak Segal condition.

Second, since this work makes the combinatorics of modular operads – including the tricky bits –
completely explicit, it provides a clear road map for working with and extending the theory.

One fruitful direction for extending this work is to use iterated distributive laws [11] to generalise
constructions presented here. In [38], an iterated distributive law is used to construct circuit operads
– modular operads with an extra product operation, closely related to small compact closed categories
– as algebras for a composite monad on GS (Example 1.28). Once again, the distributive laws play an
important role in describing the corresponding nerve. The approach of [11, Section 3] may also be used
to construct higher (or (n, k)-) modular operads. This can be used to give a modular operadic description
of extended cobordism categories.

Finally, the complexities of the combinatorics of contractions can provide new insights into the struc-
tures they are intended to model. In current work, also together with L. Bonatto, S. Chettih, A. Linton,
M. Robertson, N. Wahl, I am using these ideas to explore singular curves in the compactification of
moduli spaces of algebraic curves. (See also Example 1.26, and c.f. [2] for the genus 0 case.)

This work owes its existence to the ideas of A. Joyal and J. Kock and I thank Joachim for taking
time to speak with me about it. P. Hackney, M. Robertson and D. Yau’s work has been an invaluable
resource. Conversations with Marcy have been particularly helpful. I gratefully acknowledge the anony-
mous reviewer whose insights have not only improved the paper, but also increased my appreciation of
the mathematics.

This article builds on my PhD research at the University of Aberdeen, UK and funded by the EPFL,
Switzerland, and I thank my supervisors R. Levi and K. Hess. Thanks to the members of the Centre
for Australian Category Theory at Macquarie University for providing the ideal mathematical home for
these results to mature, and to R. Garner and J. Power in particular, for their reading of this work.
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Remark 0.6. The following errors appear in the published version [39] and are corrected here:

In [39, Section 4.1], graph embeddings (Definition 4.6) were mistakenly identified with graph monomor-
phisms ([39, Proposition 4.8]) and the terminology of ‘monomorphisms’ was used throughout the paper.
The incorrect [39, Proposition 4.8] – which served only to establish terminology in [39] – has been deleted
and [39, Lemma 4.7] has been replaced with Definition 4.6, of graph ‘embeddings’, and Lemma 4.7. The
examples in Section 4.1 have also been modified accordingly. The terminology of graph embeddings is
due to [21, Section 1.3], and replaces the incorrect use of the term (graphical) ‘monomorphism’ in [39].

On [39, page 61], there is a sentence that begins “But then el(©) ∼= el(p), and hence S(©) ∼= S(p)
. . . ". This should simply read “But this would imply that S(©) ∼= S(p) . . . ", and the rest of Section 6 is
unchanged.

Overview and key points. The opening two sections provide context and background for the rest
of the work. An axiomatic definition of modular operads is given in Section 1. Section 2 gives a brief
review of Weber’s abstract nerve theory, that provides a framework for the later sections. Both these
introductory sections include a number of examples to motivate the constructions that follow.

Section 3 is a detailed introduction to the (Feynman) graphs of [23], and Section 4 focuses on their
étale morphisms. The monad T for non-unital modular operads is constructed in Section 5.

Section 6 acts as a short intermezzo in which the appearance of exceptional loops in the theory, and
why they are problematic in the construction of [23], is explained.

The construction of the monad O for modular operads happens in Section 7. This is the longest and
most important section of the work, and contains most of the new contributions. Finally, Section 8
contains the proof of the Nerve Theorem 0.2, as well as a short discussion on weak modular operads.

There have been many other approaches to the issue of loops, some of which are mentioned in Remarks
6.6 and 6.7. But the graphical construction presented in this paper is unique, as far as I am aware, in
that it does not incorporate some version of the exceptional loop into the graphical calculus, in order to
model contractions of units. (See Remark 6.8.)

In other approaches, the contraction of units is described by adjoining a formal colimit of a diagram of
graphs, resulting in the exceptional loop object (see Example 3.16). By contrast, we will see in Section 7
that the definition of modular operads (Definition 1.24) implies that the contracted units are, in fact,
described in terms of a formal limit of the very same diagram. This is illustrated in Figure 2.

Moreover, this construction leads to a graphical description of the unit contraction, not by an ex-
ceptional loop, but as the singularity of a ‘double cone’ of wheel-shaped graphs (see Section 7.4 and
Figure 25).

1. Definitions and examples

The goal of this section is to give an axiomatic definition of modular operads (Definition 1.24), and to
provide some motivating examples. As mentioned in the introduction, the term ‘modular operad’ refers
here to what are called ‘compact symmetric multicategories (CSMs)’ in [23].

1.1. Graphical species. After establishing some basic notional conventions, we discuss Joyal and Kock’s
graphical species [23] that generalise various notions of coloured collection used in the study of operads.

Let Set be the category of sets and all morphisms between them. A presheaf on a category C is a
functor P : Cop → Set. The corresponding functor category is denoted psh(C).
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Formal colimit: glue endpoints of edge to form a loop object.

Formal limit: pick out midpoint of edge.

z

flip edge

id

Figure 2. An edge graph with no vertices may be flipped or left unchanged. The
exceptional loop that ‘glues the edge ends together’ arises as the formal colimit of these
endomorphisms. In Section 7, the graph category of Sections 3-5 (and [23]) is enlarged
to include the morphism z that ‘picks out the midpoint’ of the edge graph with no
vertices.

Definition 1.1. Objects of the category elC(P ) of elements of a presheaf P : Cop → Set are pairs (c, x) –
called elements of P – where c is an object of C and x ∈ P (c). Morphisms (c, x) → (d, y) in elC(P ) are
given by morphisms f ∈ C(c, d) such that P (f)(y) = x.

If a presheaf P , on an essentially small category C, is of the form C(−, c), for some c ∈ C, then elC(P )

is the slice category C/c whose objects are pairs (d, f) where f ∈ C(d, c), and morphisms (d, f)→ (d′, f ′)

are given by by commuting triangles in C:

d
g

//

f
��

d′

f ′
~~

c.

Given a functor ι : D→ C, let ι∗C(−, c), d 7→ C(ι(d), c) be the induced pullback on presheaves. For all
c ∈ C, the slice category of D over c is defined by D/c

def
= elD(ι∗C(−, c)). (This involves a small abuse of

notation, and D/c is more accurately denoted by ι/c.)

In particular, the Yoneda embedding C → psh(C) induces a canonical isomorphism elC(P ) ∼= C/P for
all presheaves P on C, and these categories will be identified in this work.

The groupoid of finite sets and bijections is denoted by B. For n ∈ N, the set {1, . . . , n} is denoted by
n. So 0 = ∅ is the empty set.

Remark 1.2. Let Σ ⊂ B denote the skeletal subgroupoid on the objects n, for n ∈ N. A presheaf
P : Bop → Set on B, also called a (monochrome or single-sorted) species [24], determines a presheaf on
Σ by restriction. Conversely, a Σ-presheaf Q may always be extended to a B-presheaf QB, by setting

QB(X)
def
= lim(n,f)∈Σ/XQ(n) for all n ∈ N.

Graphical species, defined in [23, Section 4], are a coloured or multi-sorted version of species.

Let the category B§ be obtained from B by adjoining a distinguished object § that satisfies

• B§(§, §) = {id, τ} with τ2 = id,
• for each finite set X and each element x ∈ X, there is a morphism chx ∈ B§(§, X) that ‘chooses’
x, and B§(§, X) = {chx , chx ◦ τ}x∈X ,

• B§(X,Y ) = B(X,Y ) for all finite sets X and Y , and morphisms are equivariant with respect to
the action of B. That is, chf(x) = f ◦ chx ∈ B§(§, Y ) for all x ∈ X and all bijections f : X

∼=−→ Y .
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Definition 1.3. A graphical species is a presheaf S : B§op → Set.

The element category of a graphical species S is denoted by el(S)
def
= el

B§(S), and the category of

graphical species by GS
def
= psh(B§).

Hence, a graphical species S is described by a species (SX)X∈B, and a set S§ with involution Sτ : S§ →
S§, together with, for each finite set X, and x ∈ X a B-equivariant projection S(chx) : SX → S§.

Definition 1.4. Given a graphical species S, the pair (S§, Sτ ) is called the (involutive) palette of S and
elements c ∈ S§ are colours of S. If S§ is trivial then S is a monochrome graphical species.

For each element c = (cx)x∈X ∈ S§X , the c-(coloured) arity Sc is the fibre above c ∈ S§X of the map
(S(chx))x∈X : SX → S§

X .

Remark 1.5. The involution τ on § is responsible for much of the heavy lifting in the constructions
that follow. Initially however, its role may seem obscure. I mention two key features here. First, the
involution provides the expressive power necessary to describe composition rules involving colours, such
as particle spin, that may have an orientation, or direction. (Directed graphical species are discussed in
Example 1.10.)

The second is more fundamental. As will be explained in Example 3.20, B§ embeds in a certain category
of graphs. Under this embedding, the distinguished object § is represented as the exceptional edge with
no vertices, and the involution τ as the ‘flip’ map that swaps its ends (see Figure 2). This enables us to
encode formal compositions in graphical species – described in terms of graphs – as categorical limits,
and thereby derive the results of this paper by purely abstract methods. For example, the involution
underlies a well-defined notion of graph nesting, or substitution, in terms of diagram colimits, without
the need to specify extra data (see Sections 5 and 6, and compare with, e.g. [43, 20]).

Example 1.6. The terminal graphical species K has trivial palette and KX = {∗} for all finite sets X.

Definition 1.7. A morphism γ ∈ GS(S, S′) is palette-preserving if its component γ§ at § is the identity
on S§. For a fixed palette (C, ω), GS(C,ω) is the subcategory of GS on the (C, ω)-coloured graphical species
and palette-preserving morphisms.

Example 1.8. For any palette (C, ω), the terminal (C, ω)-coloured graphical species K(C,ω) in GS(C,ω) is
described by K(C,ω)

X = CX with K(C,ω)
c = {∗} for all finite sets X and all c ∈ CX .

In particular, let σDi be the unique non-identity involution on the set Di
def
= {in, out}. A monochrome

directed graphical species is a graphical species with palette (Di, σDi). The terminal monochrome directed
graphical species is denoted by Di def= K(Di,σDi). See also Example 1.10.

Remark 1.9. In the graphical representation of the category B§, mentioned in Remark 1.5, a finite set
X is represented by a corolla or star graph CX with legs in bijection with X (Figure 3 left side).

An element φ ∈ SX of a graphical species S is represented as a labelling or decoration of the unique
vertex of CX , and a colouring of the legs of CX by S§ according to S(chx) for x ∈ X (Figure 3 right side).

Example 1.10. The graphical species Di was defined in Example 1.8. For each finite set X, DiX =

{in, out}X is the set of partitions X = XinqXout of X into input and output sets, with blockwise action
of the partition-preserving isomorphisms in el(Di).

In other words, el(Di) is equivalent to the category (B×Bop)↓, obtained from B×Bop by adjoining
a distinguished object (↓) (see Figure 4(a)) with trivial endomorphism group, and – for all pairs (X,Y )

of finite sets – input morphisms ix : (↓)→ (X,Y ) for all x ∈ X, and output morphisms oy : (↓)→ (X,Y )

for all y ∈ Y , that are compatible with the action of B×Bop (see Figure 4(d)).



GRAPHICAL COMBINATORICS AND A DISTRIBUTIVE LAW FOR MODULAR OPERADS 7

1 2

§ X = {x, y, z}

1 7→ x

chx

x

y

z

S
cx ωcx S(chx)

(x)

cx
(y)

cy

cz

(z)

φ

cx ∈ S§ φ ∈ SX

Figure 3. Graphical species may be represented graphically: φ ∈ SX is represented as
a X-corolla CX with vertex decorated by φ and x-leg coloured by cx = S(chx).

The objects (X,Y ) of (B×Bop)↓ may be represented, as in Figure 4(b), as directed corollas and the
distinguished object (↓) as a directed exceptional edge (Figure 4(a)). If Y = {∗} is a singleton, then
(X, {∗}) describes a rooted corolla as in Figure 4(c).

Hence GS/Di is equivalent to the category psh((B×Bop)↓) of directed graphical species. The subcat-
egory GS(Di,σDi)/Di of monochrome directed graphical species is equivalent to psh(B×Bop).

(a)

out

in

(b)

X

Y

out out

(in)

in

(out)

in

X

Y

X

∗

(c)

ix

oy
y

x

X

Y

(d)

Figure 4. (a) The directed exceptional edge (↓); (b) the pair (X,Y ) ∈ (B×Bop)↓

describes a directed corolla; (c) (X, {∗}) describes a rooted corolla tX ; (d) input and
output morphisms in (B×Bop)↓.

A PROP [30] is a strict symmetric monoidal category (E,+, 0) whose objects are natural numbers and
whose monoidal product + is addition on objects. More generally, for any set D, a D-coloured PROP
(ED,⊕, ∅) is a strict symmetric monoidal category whose monoid of objects is freely generated by D. By
Remark 1.2, this is equivalently a presheaf PD on (B×Bop)↓ with PD(↓) = D and,

PD(X;Y ) = lim (m,f)∈Σ/X
(n,g)∈Σ/Y

 ∐
(c,d)∈Dm×Dn

ED(c,d)

 for all pairs (X,Y ) of finite sets,

together with composition and monoidal product maps, and an injection PD(↓) ↪→ PD(1; 1) that induces
the identities for composition. In particular, PROPs may be described in terms of graphical species.

1.2. Multiplication and contraction on graphical species. Intuitively, a multiplication � on a
graphical species S is a rule for combining (gluing) distinct elements of S along pairs of legs (called
‘ports’) with dual colouring as in Figure 5:

The notation ‘⇀’ denotes a partial map of sets. So f : A ⇀ B is given by a subset A′ ⊂ A and a
function A′ → B.

Definition 1.11. A multiplication � on a graphical species S is given by a family of partial maps

(1.12) − �X,Yx,y − : SXq{x} × SYq{y} ⇀ SXqY ,
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(x)

c
φ

ωc

(y)
ψ −→ φφφφ ψ

φ �x,y ψ

Figure 5. Multiplication

defined (for all X,Y and x, y) whenever φ ∈ SXq{x}, ψ ∈ SYq{y} satisfy S(chx)(φ) = S(chy ◦ τ)(ψ).

The multiplication � satisfies the following conditions:

(m1) (Commutativity axiom.)
Wherever �X,Yx,y is defined,

ψ �Y,Xy,x φ = φ �X,Yx,y ψ

(m2) (Equivariance axiom.)
For all bijections σ̂ : X

∼=−→ W and ρ̂ : Y
∼=−→ Z that extend to bijections σ : X q {x}

∼=−→ W q {w}
and ρ : Y q {y}

∼=−→ Z q {z},

S(σ̂ t ρ̂)(φ �W,Zw,z ψ) = S(σ)(φ) �X,Yx,y S(ρ)(ψ),

(where σ̂ t ρ̂ : X q Y
∼=−→W q Z is the block permutation).

A unit for the multiplication � is a map ε : S§ → S2, c 7→ εc such that, for all X and all φ ∈ SXq{x}
with S(chx) = c ∈ S§,

φ �X,{1}x,2 εc = εc �{1},X2,x φ = φ.

A multiplication � is called unital if it has a unit ε. In this case εc is a c-coloured unit for �.

If (�, ε : C → S2) is a unital multiplication on a (C, ω)-coloured graphical species S, then εc ∈ S(c,ωc)

for all c ∈ C. Let σ2 ∈ B§(2,2) be the unique non-identity endomorphism.

Lemma 1.13. If � admits a unit ε : C→ S2, it is unique. Moreover, ε is compatible with the involutions
ω = Sτ on C and S(σ2) in that

(1.14) ε ◦ ω = S(σ2) ◦ ε : C→ S2.

Proof. If ε : S§ → S2 is a unit for � then, by definition S(σ2)εc = (S(σ2)εc) �{2},{1}1,2 εωc for all c ∈ C. By
equivariance (S(σ2)εc) �{2},{1}1,2 εωc = εc �{1},{1}2,2 εωc, so

S(σ2)εc = (S(σ2)εc) �{2},{1}1,2 εωc = εc �{1},{1}2,2 εωc = εωc,

whereby the second statement is proved.

Now, let λ : C→ S2, c 7→ λc be another unit for �. Then, for all c ∈ C,

εc = εc �{2},{1}1,2 λc = (S(σ2)εc) �{1},{1}2,2 λc = εωc �{1},{1}2,2 λc = λc.

Hence multiplicative units are unique. �

Remark 1.15. Equivalently, a multiplication � on (C, ω)-coloured graphical species S is a family of maps

(1.16) − �c,dc − : S(c,c) × S(d,ωc) → S(cd), for c ∈ C, c ∈ CX , d ∈ CY ,

Both (1.12) and (1.16) are used in what follows. Where the context is clear, the superscripts may be
dropped altogether.
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As one would expect, a multiplication � on a graphical species S is called ‘associative’ if the result of
several consecutive multiplications does not depend on their order. This is stated precisely in condition
(M1) of Definition 1.24, and visualised in the figure therein.

Example 1.17. A graphical species O equipped with a unital, associative multiplication (�, ε) is a cyclic
operad in the sense of [16]. When the involution is trivial, these are the entries-only cyclic operads of
[13] (see there for a comparison with cyclic operads as introduced in [17]).

Some advantages of the involutive, graphical species approach to cyclic operads are discussed in [16]
and [22, Introduction].

Example 1.18. Operads (see e.g. [7]) admit a description as graphical species with unital multiplication:

Recall, from Examples 1.8 and 1.10, the graphical species Di, and the category (B×Bop)↓ ' el(Di)

whose objects are either the exceptional directed edge (↓), or pairs (X,Y ) of finite sets.

If Y ∼= {∗} is a singleton, then (X, {∗}) is called a rooted corolla, and denoted by tX (Figure 4(c)).
Let B↓ ⊂ (B×Bop)↓ be the full subcategory on (↓) and all rooted corollas tX .

Presheaves O : B↓op → Set are described by a set D = O(↓) and sets O(c; d), defined for all d ∈ D

and c ∈ DX (for all X), and such that the action of B on O induces isomorphisms O((cx)x; d) ∼=
O((cf(x))x; d) for all f : X

∼=−→ Y . Hence, a D- coloured operad is a B↓ presheaf O, together with an
operadic composition, and a d-coloured unit 1d ∈ O(d; d) for each d ∈ D.

The graphical species RC ⊂ Di is given by el(RC)
'−→ B↓ under the restriction of the equivalence

el(Di)
'−→ (B×Bop)↓. So, RC§ = Di§ = {in, out}, RC0 = ∅, and RCXq{∗} consists of those φ ∈ DiXq{∗}

such that
Di(chx)(φ) = (in) for all x ∈ X, and Di(ch∗)(φ) = (out).

Clearly, RC inherits the trivial unital multiplication from Di. Moreover, a presheaf O : B↓op → Set has
the structure of an operad precisely when the corresponding graphical species OGS ∈ GS/RC is equipped
with an associative unital multiplication. Hence, the category Op of (symmetric) operads is equivalent
to the category whose objects are objects of GS/RC with an associative unital multiplication, and whose
morphisms are morphisms in GS/RC that preserve the multiplication and units.

Remark 1.19. Examples 1.17 and 1.18 highlight the expressive power of graphical species. The involution
τ on § means that (undirected) cyclic operads and (directed) operads may be expressed in terms of
presheaves on the same underlying category. (See also Examples 1.10 and 1.29.)

Intuitively, a contraction ζ on a graphical species S may be thought of as a rule for ‘self-gluing’ single
elements of S along pairs of ports with dual colouring (Figure 6). The presence of a contraction operation
enables modular operads to encode algebraic structures – such as those involving trace – that ordinary
operads cannot [33, 34].

c
(x) (y)

ωc
φ −→ (y) (x)

φ

ζx,y(φ)

Figure 6. Contraction
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Definition 1.20. A contraction ζ on S is given by a family of partial maps

(1.21) ζXx,y : SXq{x,y} ⇀ SX

defined for all finite sets X and all φ ∈ SXq{x,y}, such that S(chx)(φ) = S(chy ◦ τ)(φ), and equivariant
with respect to the action of B on S: If σ : X q {x, y}

∼=−→ Z q {w, z} extends the bijection σ̂ : X
∼=−→ Z by

σ(x) = w, σ(y) = z, then for any φ ∈ SZq{w,z}, we have

S(σ̂)
(
ζZw,z(φ)

)
= ζXx,y (S(σ)(φ)) .

If ζ is a contraction on S, then by, equivariance, ζXx,y(φ) = ζXy,x(φ) wherever defined.

Remark 1.22. A contraction ζ on a (C, ω)-coloured graphical species S is equivalently a family of maps

ζcc : S(c,c,ωc) → Sc

for c ∈ C, and c ∈ CX . Depending on context, both ζcc (and even ζc) and (1.21) will be used.

Let S be a (C, ω)-coloured graphical species equipped with a unital multiplication (�, ε) and contraction
ζ. By Lemma 1.13, there is a contracted unit map

(1.23) o
def
= ζε : C→ S0, satisfying ζc(εc) = ζωc(εωc) for all c ∈ C.

As will be explained in Sections 6 and 7, the contracted units o : S§ → S0 present the main challenge
for describing the combinatorics of modular operads.

1.3. Modular operads: definition and examples. Modular operads are graphical species with mul-
tiplication and contraction operations that satisfy the nicest possible (mutual) coherence axioms.

Definition 1.24. A modular operad is a graphical species S, with palette (C, ω), say, together with a
unital multiplication (�, ε), and a contraction ζ, that together satisfy the following four coherence axioms
governing their composition:

(M1) Multiplication is associative.
For all b ∈ CX1 , c ∈ CX2 , d ∈ CX3 and all c, d ∈ C, the
following square commutes:

S(b,c) × S(c,ωc,d) × S(d,ωd)

�c×id
//

id×�d

��

S(bc,d) × S(d,ωd)

�d

��

S(b,c) × S(c,ωc,d) �c
// Sbcd.

φ1

φ2

φ3

φ1 �c φ2

φ3

φ2 �d φ3

φ1
φ1 � φ2 � φ3
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(M2) Order of contraction does not matter.
For all c ∈ CX and c, d ∈ C, the following square com-
mutes:

S(c,c,ωc,d,ωd)

ζc
//

ζd

��

S(c,d,ωd)

ζd

��

S(c,c,ωc)
ζc

// Sc.

φ

ζw,xφ

ζy,zφ

ζy,zζw,xφ

(M3) Multiplication and contraction commute.
For all c ∈ CX1 , d ∈ CX2 and c, d ∈ C, the following
square commutes.

S(c,c,ωc,d) × S(d,ωd)

ζc×id
//

�d

��

S(c,d) × S(d,ωd)

�d

��

S(c,c,ωc,d)
ζc

// Scd

φ1 φ2 φ2ζcφ1

φ1 �d φ2 ζc(φ1 �d φ2)

(M4) ‘Parallel multiplication’ of pairs.
For all c ∈ CX1 , d ∈ CX2 , and c, d ∈ C, the following
square commutes:

S(c,c,d) × S(d,ωc,ωd)

�c
//

�d

��

S(c,d,d,ωd)

ζd

��

S(c,c,d,ωc)
ζc

// Scd

φ1 φ2
φ1 �c φ2

φ1 �d φ2
ζ(φ1 � φ2)

Modular operads form a category MO whose morphisms are morphisms of the underlying graphical
species that preserve multiplication, contraction and multiplicative units.

Informally, the multiplication and contraction operations describe rules for collapsing edges of graphs
that represent formal compositions of elements. The coherence axioms (M1)-(M4) say that this is inde-
pendent of the order in which the edges are collapsed.

Remark 1.25. A non-unital modular operad (S, �, ζ) is a graphical species S equipped with a multipli-
cation � and contraction ζ satisfying (M1)-(M4), but without the requirement of a multiplicative unit.
These form a category MO− whose morphisms are morphisms in GS that preserve the multiplication and
contraction operations. Non-unital modular operads are the subject of Section 5.
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To provide context and motivation for the constructions that follow, the remainder of this section is
devoted to examples.

Example 1.26. Getzler-Kapranov modular operads. The monochrome graphical species M given
by MX = N for all X ∈ B, admits a unital multiplication (+, 0 ∈ M2) induced by addition in N, and a
contraction t induced by the successor operation:

+: Mm ×Mn →Mm+n−2, (gm, gn) 7→ gm + gn (m,n ≥ 1);

t : Mn →Mn−2, gn 7→ gn + 1 (n ≥ 2).

Since a compact oriented surface with boundary is determined, up to homeomorphism, by its genus and
number of boundary components, the combinatorics of (M,+, s) describe gluing of topological surfaces
along boundary components (see Figure 1). A monochrome object (S, γ) of the slice category MO/M

describes a bigraded set (Sγ(g, n))g,n with operations

+S : Sγ(g1, n1)× Sγ(g2, n2)→ Sγ(g1 + g2, n1 + n2 − 2) for n1, n2 ≥ 1,

tS : Sγ(g, n)→ Sγ(g + 1, n− 2) for n ≥ 2,

and may encode (moduli spaces) of geometric structures on surfaces. For example, the Deligne-Mumford
compactification Mg,n of the moduli space of genus g smooth algebraic curves with n marked points,
may be described, via Belyi’s Theorem, in terms of the space of genus g Riemann surfaces with n nodes,
and the spacesMn

def
=
∐
g∈NMg,n form a monochrome modular operad (c.f. [18, Example 6.2]).

Getzler and Kapranov originally defined modular operads [18] in terms of the restriction to the stable
part Mst ⊂M of the graphical speciesM , bigraded by pairs (g, n) such that 2g+n−2 > 0. SoMst

n = Mn

for n > 2 but Mst
0 = {2, 3, 4, . . . } and Mst

1 = Mst
2 = {1, 2, 3, 4, . . . }.

In particular, since 0 6∈Mst
2 , modular operads in the original sense of [18] are non-unital.

These ideas may be extended to many-coloured cases: for example, one can describe a 2-coloured
modular operad for gluing surfaces along open and closed subsets of their boundaries. (See, e.g. [19].)

Example 1.27. Compact closed categories, introduced in [25], are symmetric monoidal categories
(C,⊗, e) for which every object c ∈ C has a symmetric categorical dual (see [5, 27]): there is an object
c∗ ∈ C, and morphisms ∩c : e→ c∗ ⊗ c and ∪c : c⊗ c∗ → e such that

(∪c ⊗ idc) ◦ (idc ⊗ ∩c) = idc = (∩c∗ ⊗ idc) ◦ (idc ⊗ ∪c∗).

Examples of compact closed categories include categories of finite dimensional vector spaces over a
given field, or, more generally, finite dimensional projective modules over a commutative ring. Cobordism
categories provide other important examples.

There is a canonical monadic adjunction MO � Compinv, where Compinv is the category of involutive
compact closed categories, whose objects are small compact closed categories C such that c = c∗∗ for all
c ∈ C. The right adjoint takes an involutive compact closed category (C,⊗, e, ∗) with object set C0 to a
(C0, ∗)-coloured modular operad SC with coloured arities

SC
(d1,...,dn,c∗m,...,c

∗
1) = C(c1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ cm, d1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ dn).

The modular operad structure on SC is induced by composition in C together with ∪ and ∩. The left
adjoint MO→ Compinv is induced by the free monoid functor on palettes and arities.

These observations underly the proof, in [37], of an ‘operadic’ nerve theorem for compact closed
categories in the style of Section 8.
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Example 1.28. Circuit algebras – so named because of their resemblance to electronic circuits – are a
symmetric version of Jones’s planar algebras, introduced to study finite-type invariants in low-dimensional
topology [1, 14].

The category of Set-valued circuit algebras is equivalent to a category CO of circuit operads [38] whose
objects are modular operads equipped, via a monadic adjunction MO � CO, with an extra ‘external
product’ operation. Moreover, the adjunction between modular operads and involutive compact closed
categories in Example 1.27 factors through the adjunction MO� CO.

This formal perspective on modular operads, circuit algebras, and compact closed categories leads to
interesting questions in a number of directions. For example, we can study the analogous relationships
if the definition of modular operads is relaxed by replacing the symmetric action with a braiding, or
by considering higher dimensional versions. Related ideas are being explored by Dansco, Halacheva and
Robertson in their work on algebraic and categorical structures in low-dimensional topology [15].

Example 1.29. Wheeled properads. Wheeled properads have been studied extensively in [20] and [43].
They describe the connected part (c.f. [41, Introduction]) of wheeled PROPs (i.e. coloured PROPs with
a contraction) that have applications in geometry, deformation theory, and other areas [33, 34].

The category WP of (Set-valued) wheeled properads is canonically equivalent to the slice category
MO/Di of directed modular operads. This is well-defined since the terminal directed graphical species Di
trivially admits the structure of a modular operad (see Example 1.10). An equivalence between wheeled
PROPs in linear categories and directed circuit algebras is established in [14].

2. Abstract nerve theorems and distributive laws

The purpose of this largely formal section is to review some basic theory of distributive laws, and
provide an overview of Weber’s abstract nerve theory. The simplicial nerve for categories, and the
dendroidal nerve for operads provide motivating examples for the latter.

For an overview of monads and their Eilenberg–Moore (EM) categories of algebras, see for example
[31, Chapter VI].

2.1. Monads with arities and abstract nerve theory. Given an essentially small category C, a
functor F : D→ C induces a nerve functor ND : C→ psh(D) by ND(c)(d) = C(Fd, c) for all c ∈ C, d ∈ D.
If ND is fully faithful, and F and D are suitably nice, then ND provides a useful tool for studying C.

In the crudest sense, monads with arities are monads whose EM category of algebras may be charac-
terised in terms of a fully faithful nerve, the construction of which is entirely abstract. The aim of this
section is to explain, without proofs, the key points of this abstract nerve theory (details may be found
in [6, Sections 1-3]). This motivates the framework of this paper, and underlies the proof of the nerve
theorem for modular operads, Theorem 8.2 in Section 8.

Recall that every functor admits an (up to isomorphism) unique bo-ff factorisation as a bijective on
objects functor followed by a fully faithful functor. For example, ifM is a monad on a category C, and CM

is the EM category of algebras forM, then the free functor C→ CM has bo-ff factorisation C→ CM → CM,
where CM is the Kleisli category of free M-algebras (see e.g. [31, Section VI.5]).

Hence, for any subcategory D of C, the bo-ff factorisation of the canonical functor D ↪→ C
free−−−→ CM

factors through the full subcategory ΘM,D of CM with objects from D.

By construction, the defining functor ΘM,D → CM is fully faithful. It is natural to ask if there are
conditions on D and M that ensure that the induced nerve NM,D : CM → psh(ΘM,D) is also fully faithful.
This is the motivation for describing monads with arities.
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Definition 2.1. The essential image imes(F ) of a functor F : E → C is the smallest subcategory of C
that contains the image im(F ) of F in C and is closed under isomorphisms in C.

A subcategory ι : D ↪→ C is a dense subcategory (and ι is a dense functor) if the induced nerve
ND : C→ psh(D) is full and faithful.

Once again, let M = (M,µM, ηM) be a monad on C. Let ι : D → C be the inclusion of a dense
subcategory, and let ΘM,D be obtained in the bo-ff factorisation of D→ CM. There is an induced diagram
of functors

(2.2) ΘM,D
f.f.

// CM

forget

��

NM,D
// psh(ΘM,D)

j∗

��

D �
� dense

//

jb.o.

OO

C
f.f.

ND
//

free

OO

psh(D).

where j∗ is the pullback of the bijective on objects functor j : D → ΘM,D. The left square of (2.2)
commutes by definition, and the right square commutes up to natural isomorphism.

By [29, Proposition 5.1], the inclusion ι : D → C is dense if and only if every object c of C is given
canonically by the colimit of the functor D/c→ C, (d, f) 7→ ι(d).

The monad M has arities D if ND ◦M takes the canonical colimit cocones D/c in C to colimit cocones
in psh(D). In this case, by [42, Section 4], the full inclusion ΘM,D → CM is dense, and the essential image
of the induced fully faithful nerve NM,D : CM → psh(ΘM,D) is the full subcategory of psh(ΘM,D) on those
presheaves P whose restriction j∗P to D is in the essential image of ND : C→ psh(D).

Remark 2.3. The condition that M has arities D ↪→ C is sufficient, but not necessary, for the induced
nerve CM → psh(ΘM,D) to be fully faithful.

In fact, by Theorem 8.2 and Remark 8.12, the modular operad monad O on the category of graphical
species, together with the full dense subcategory CGret ↪→ GS of connected graphs and étale morphisms
(described in Section 4), provides an example of a monad that does not have arities, but for which the
nerve theorem holds.

Necessary conditions on M and D ↪→ C, for the induced nerve to be fully faithful are described in [9].

Example 2.4. Recall that directed graphs G = (s, t : E ⇒ V ) are presheaves over the small diagram
category E def

= •⇒ •, and that the canonical forgetful functor from Cat to psh(E) – that assigns to a small
category C, the directed graph GC with vertex set VC indexed by objects of C, and edge set EC indexed
by morphisms of C – is monadic. So, every directed graph freely generates a small category.

For n ∈ N, the finite ordinal [n] may be viewed as a directed linear graph:

(2.5) [n] =
0• −→ 1• −→ · · · −→ n•.

The free category on [n] is the n-simplex ∆(n), and ∆ is the simplex category of simplices ∆(n), n ∈ N,
and functors between them. The category of ∆-presheaves, or simplicial sets, is denoted by sSet.

The classical nerve theorem states that the induced nerve functor N∆ : Cat → sSet is fully faithful.
Moreover, its essential image consists of precisely those P ∈ sSet that satisfy the classical Segal condition,
originally formulated in [40]: a simplicial set P is the nerve of a small category if and only if, for n > 1,
the set Pn of n-simplices is isomorphic to the n-fold fibred product

(2.6) Pn ∼= P1 ×P0
· · · ×P0

P1︸ ︷︷ ︸
n times

.

The nerve theorem and Segal condition (2.6) may be derived using abstract nerve theory:
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Let ∆0 ⊂ psh(E) be the full subcategory on the directed linear graphs [n] whose morphisms f : [m]→ [n]

satisfy f(i + 1) = f(i) + 1 for all 0 ≤ i < m. In particular, E embeds in ∆0 as the full subcategory on
the objects [0] and [1], and the full inclusion ∆0 ↪→ psh(E) is precisely the nerve induced by the inclusion
E ↪→ ∆0. Hence E is dense in ∆0. Since E ↪→ ∆0 is fully faithful, so is N∆0

(by [32, Section VII.2]), so
∆0 is also dense in psh(E).

Since ∆ is the category obtained in the bo-ff factorisation of ∆0 → psh(E) → Cat, we consider the
following diagram of functors

(2.7) ∆ �
�

f.f.
// Cat

forget
��

N∆
// sSet

j∗

��

E �
� dense

f.f.
// ∆0
� � dense

f.f.
//

j b.o.

OO

psh(E) �
�

//

free

OO

N∆0

f.f.
// psh(∆0).

It is straightforward to prove – using for example [6, Sections 1 & 2] – that the category monad on
psh(E) has arities ∆0. Hence N∆ : Cat → sSet is fully faithful, and a simplicial set P is in its essential
image if and only if j∗P is in the essential image of N∆0

. Segal’s condition (2.6) follows from the fact
that E is dense in ∆0.

Remark 2.8. The notion of graph in Example 2.4 is different and, in a suitable sense, dual to the one
used in Example 2.10, and in the rest of this paper (from Section 3), where edges function as ‘objects’
and connections between them as ‘morphisms’.

The classical Segal condition (2.6) may be generalised as follows:

As before, let D ⊂ C be a dense subcategory, and, as in Example 2.4, let C = psh(E) be the category
of presheaves on a dense subcategory E of D. So, the dense inclusion D ↪→ C is also full. If D provides
arities for a monad M on C, then by [6, Lemma 3.6], a presheaf P : Θop

M,D → Set is in the essential image
of NM,D if and only if

(2.9) P (jd) = lim(e,f)∈E/d j
∗(P )(e) for all d ∈ D.

Equation (2.9) is called the Segal condition for the nerve functor NM,D.

Example 2.10. The category B↓ – whose objects are the directed exceptional edge (↓), and the rooted
corollas tX (for all finite set X) – was describe in Example 1.18. Recall that an operad is a presheaf
O on B↓, together with a unital composition operation satisfying certain axioms. The forgetful functor
Op→ psh(B↓) is monadic, so every presheaf O on B↓ freely generates an operad. LetMOp be the induced
monad.

Rooted trees T are obtained as formal colimits of finite diagrams in B↓ that describe grafting of objects
of B↓ root-to-leaf as in Figure 7(b). Let Ω0 be the category whose objects are such rooted trees T and
whose morphisms S→ T are (up to isomorphism) inclusions of rooted trees that preserve vertex valency
(as in Figure 7(a)). Then B↓ ⊂ Ω0 is the full and dense subcategory of rooted trees with zero or one
vertex.

Hence, the induced nerve Ω0 → psh(B↓) is full and faithful, and B↓ canonically induces a topol-
ogy on Ω0 whose sheaves are precisely B↓-presheaves. In particular, Ω0 → psh(B↓) is also dense (see
e.g. Section 4.4 for comparison), and there is a diagram of functors

(2.11) Ω �
�

f.f.
// Op

forget
��

NΩ
// psh(Ω)

j∗

��

B↓ � � dense

f.f.
// Ω0
� � dense

f.f.
//

j b.o.

OO

psh(B↓) �
� NΩ0

f.f.
//

free

OO

psh(Ω0)
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(a)

e0
e0

(b)

colimit

Figure 7. (a) Subtree inclusion, (b) grafting of rooted corollas to form a rooted tree.

in which the left square commutes and the right square commutes up to natural isomorphism. The full
subcategory of Op induced by the bo-ff factorisation of the functor Ω0 → psh(B↓)→ Op is the dendroidal
category Ω of free operads on rooted trees. This is described in [35], where it was established that the
full inclusion Ω ↪→ Op is dense, and hence the dendroidal nerve NΩ is fully faithful.

It is easy to show, e.g. using methods similar to those described in Section 8, that the monad MOp on
psh(B↓) has arities Ω0. Hence, the abstract nerve theory of [6] may also be used to show that the nerve
functor NΩ : Op→ psh(Ω) is fully faithful and its essential image consists of those Ω-presheaves (or den-
droidal sets) O : Ωop → Set that satisfy the dendroidal Segal condition first proved in [12, Corollary 2.6]:

(2.12) O(T) = lim
(t,i)∈(B↓/T)

j∗O(t) for all symmetric rooted trees T.

In particular, since ∆0 is the full subcategory of linear trees in Ω0, the simplicial nerve theorem for
categories is a special case of the dendroidal nerve theorem for operads.

Definition 2.13. A pointed endofunctor on a category C is an endofunctor E on C together with a
natural transformation ηE : 1C ⇒ E. An algebra for a pointed endofunctor (E, ηE) on C is a pair (c, θ)

of an object c of C and a morphism θ ∈ C(Ec, c) such that θ ◦ ηCc = idc ∈ C(c, c).

For example, modular operads are algebras for the pointed endofunctor on GS described in [23].
However, as discussed in Section 6, the abstract nerve machinery of [6] cannot be modified for algebras
of (pointed) endofunctors:

For any monad M = (M,µM, ηM) on a category C, the EM category CM of M-algebras embeds canon-
ically in the category CM of algebras for the pointed endofunctor (M,ηM). The induced free functor
C → CM , c 7→ (Mc, µMc) factors through CM and depends crucially on the monadic multiplication
µM : M2 ⇒M of M.

By contrast, for an arbitrary pointed endofunctor (E, ηE) is on C, there is, in general, no canonical
choice of functor C→ CE .

2.2. Distributive laws. With Examples 2.4 and 2.10 in mind, let us return to the case of modular
operads. Recall that graphical species are presheaves on the category B§ and that modular operads are
graphical species equipped with certain operations.

Informally, monads are gadgets that encode, via their algebras, (algebraic) structure on objects of
categories. In [23], it is the combination of the contraction structure ζ, and the multiplicative unit
structure ε that provides an obstruction to extending the modular operad endofunctor on GS to a monad
(see Section 6). So, one approach to constructing the modular operad monad O on GS could be to find
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monads for the modular operadic multiplication, contraction, and unital structures separately, and then
attempt to combine them.

In general, monads do not compose. Given monads M = (M,µM, ηM) and M′ = (M ′, µM′ , ηM
′
) on a

category C, there is no obvious choice of natural transformation µ : (MM ′)2 ⇒MM ′ defining a monadic
multiplication for the endofunctor MM ′ on C.

Observe, however, that any natural transformation λ : M ′M ⇒MM ′ induces a natural transformation

(2.14) µλ : (MM ′)2 MλM ′ +3 M2M ′
2 µMµM′

+3 MM ′.

Definition 2.15. A distributive law [4] for M and M′ is a natural transformation λ : M ′M ⇒ MM ′

such that the triple (MM ′, µλ, η
MηM

′
) defines a monad MM′ on C.

A distributive law λ : M ′M ⇒M ′M determines how theM-structures andM′-structures on C interact
to form the structure encoded by the composite monad MM′.

Example 2.16. The category monad on psh(E) (Example 2.4) may be obtained as a composite of the
semi-category monad, which governs associative composition, and the reflexive graph monad that adjoins
a distinguished loop at each vertex of a graph G ∈ psh(E). The corresponding distributive law encodes
the property that the adjoined loops provide identities for the semi-categorical composition.

(There is also a distributive law in the other direction, but the two structures do not interact in the
composite. See also Remark 7.43.)

As usual, let CM denote the EM category of algebras for a monad M on C.

By [4, Section 3], given monads M,M′ on C, and a distributive law λ : M ′M ⇒ MM ′, there is a
commuting square of strict monadic adjunctions:

(2.17) CM′
//

��

> CMM′oo

��

` `

C

OO

//> CM.
oo

OO

In Section 4, it is shown that the category CGret of connected Feynman graphs and étale morphisms
(first defined in [23]) fits into a chain B§ ↪→ CGret ↪→ GS of fully faithful dense embeddings. And, in
Section 7, the modular operad monad O on GS is constructed as a composite DT of monads T (that
governs contraction and non-unital multiplication) and D (that governs multiplicative units) on GS.

Hence, by (2.17), there is a monad T∗ on the EM category GS∗ of D-algebras, such that GST∗∗ ∼= MO

and a diagram of functors

(2.18) Ξ
� �

f.f.
// MO

forget

��

N
// psh(Ξ)

j∗

��

B§
∗
� � dense

f.f.
// CGr∗

� � dense

f.f.
//

j b.o.

OO

GS∗

forget

��

� �

f.f.
//

free

OO

psh(CGr∗)

��

B§ � � dense

f.f.
//

b.o.

OO

CGret
� � dense

f.f.
//

b.o.

OO

GS �
�

f.f.
//

free

OO

psh(CGret)

in which the categories B§
∗, CGr∗ and Ξ are obtained via bo-ff factorisations.

In Section 8, it is shown that T∗ has arities CGr∗ (see Section 2), whence it follows that the induced
nerve N : MO→ psh(Ξ) is fully faithful and its essential image is characterised in terms of B§

∗.
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3. Graphs and their morphisms

This section is an introduction to Feynman graphs as defined in [23]. Most of this section and the
next stay close to the original constructions there. Since [23] was just a short note, it contained very few
proofs, and so relevant results are proved in full here. Extensive examples are also given. Where possible,
definitions and examples are presented in a way that builds on Section 1 and highlights similarities with
familiar concepts in basic topology.

This section deals with basic definitions and examples. The following section is devoted to a more
detailed study of the topology of Feynman graphs, in terms of their étale morphisms.

3.1. Graph-like diagrams and Feynman graphs. Roughly speaking, a graph consists of a finite set
of vertices V and a finite set of connections Ẽ, together with an incidence relation: if Ẽ is the set of
orbits of a set E under an involution τ , then the incidence is a partial function E ⇀ V that attaches
connections to vertices. In this paper, all graphs are finite, and may have loops, parallel edges, and loose
ends (ports).

Example 3.1. Section 15 of [3] provides a nice overview of various graph definitions that appear in the
operad literature. The definition that is perhaps most familiar is that found in, for example, [18] and
[8]. There, a graph G is described by sets V of vertices and E of edges, an involution τ̂ : E → E, and
an incidence function t̂ : E → V . The ports of G are the fixed points of the involution τ̂ . A formal
exceptional edge graph η is also allowed. Morphisms η → G are choices {∗} → E of elements of E.

Feynman graphs are defined similarly to the graphs described in Example 3.1, except the involution
on E must be fixed-point free, while the incidence is allowed to be a partial map E ⇀ V . These subtle
differences make it possible to encode the whole calculus of Feynman graphs in terms of the formal theory
of diagrams in finite sets.

The category of graph-like diagrams is the category pshf(D) of functors Dop → Setf , where D is the
small category •99 •oo // • , and Setf is the category of finite sets and all maps between them.

The initial object in pshf(D) is the empty graph-like diagram:

� = 099 0oo // 0,

and the terminal object F is the trivial diagram of singletons:

F = 199 1oo // 1.

Feynman graphs, introduced in [23], are graph-like diagrams satisfying extra properties:

Definition 3.2. A Feynman graph is a graph-like diagram

G = Eτ
77 H

s
oo

t
// V

such that s : H → E is injective and τ : E → E is an involution without fixed points.

A subgraph H ↪→ G of a Feynman graph G is a subdiagram that inherits a Feynman graph structure
from G.

The full subcategory on graphs in pshf(D) is denoted by Grpshf(D).

Elements of V are vertices of G and elements of E are called edges of G. For each edge e, ẽ is the
τ -orbit of e, and Ẽ is the set of τ -orbits in E. Elements of H are half-edges of G. Together with the maps
s and t, H encodes a partial map E ⇀ V describing the incidence for the graph. A half-edge h ∈ H may
also be written as the ordered pair h = (s(h), t(h)).
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In general, unless I wish to emphasise a point that is specific to the formalism of Feynman graphs, I
will refer to Feynman graphs simply as ‘graphs’.

Remark 3.3. A graph G may be realised geometrically by a one-dimensional space |G| obtained from
the discrete space {∗v}v∈V , and, for each e ∈ E, a copy [0, 1

2 ]e of the interval [0, 1
2 ] subject to the

identifications 0s(h) ∼ ∗t(h) for h ∈ H, and ( 1
2 )e ∼ ( 1

2 )τe for all e ∈ E.

Example 3.4. (See also Figure 8(a).) The graph (p) has edge set 2 = {1, 2} and no vertices.

(p) def
= 299 0oo // 0.

A stick graph is a graph that is isomorphic to (p).

For any set X, X† ∼= X denotes its formal involution.

Example 3.5. (See also Figure 8(b), (c).) The X-corolla CX associated to a finite set X has the form

CX : X qX†† ;; X†? _
inc

oo // {∗}.

(a)

2

1

(b)

x†

x

(c)

1† 2†

3†

1

2

3

1† 2†

3†

1

2

3

1† 2†

3†

1

2

3

Figure 8. Realisations of (a) the stick graph (p), and the corollas (b) C{x} and (c) C3.

Definition 3.6. An inner edge of G is an element e ∈ E such that {e, τe} ⊂ im(s). The set E• ⊂ E of
inner edges of G is the maximal subset of im(s) ⊂ E that is closed under τ , and Ẽ• is the set of inner
τ -orbits ẽ ∈ Ẽ such that e ∈ E•.

The set E0 = E \ im(s) is the boundary of G. Elements e ∈ E0 are ports of G.

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

Graph morphisms preserve inner edges by definition. The stick graph (p) has E0(p) = E(p) = 2, and,
for all finite sets X, the X-corolla CX has boundary E0(CX) = X.

Since Setf admits finite (co)limits, so does pshf(D), and these are computed pointwise. And, since
Grpshf(D) is full in pshf(D), (co)limits in Grpshf(D), when they exist, correspond to (co)limits in pshf(D).

Example 3.7. The empty graph-like diagram � is trivially a graph, and is therefore initial in Grpshf(D).
However, there is no non-trivial involution on a singleton set, so the terminal diagram F in pshf(D) is
not a graph. Hence, Grpshf(D) is not closed under finite limits in pshf(D). (By Examples 3.16 and 3.33,
Grpshf(D) is also not closed under finite colimits in pshf(D).)

The cocartesian monoidal structure on Setf is inherited by pshf(D) and Grpshf(D), making these into
strict symmetric monoidal categories under pointwise disjoint union q, and with monoidal unit given by
the empty graph �.

Example 3.8. Let X and Y be finite sets. The graph MX,Y
x0,y0

, illustrated in Figure 9, has two vertices
and one inner edge orbit (highlighted in bold-face in Figure 9). It is obtained from the disjoint union
CXq{x0}qCYq{y0} by identifying the τ -orbits of the ports x0 and y0 according to x0 ∼ τy0, y0 ∼ τx0. So,
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MX,Y
x0,y0

=
(
(X q Y )q (X q Y )† q {x0, y0}

)
τ

99

(
(X q Y )† q {x0, y0}

)
? _s

oo
t
// {vX , vY },

where s is the obvious inclusion, and the involution τ is described by x0 ↔ y0 and z ↔ z† for z ∈ X qY .
The map t is described by t−1(vX) = X† q {y0} and t−1(vY ) = Y † q {x0}.

In the construction of modular operads, graphs of the formMX,Y
x0,y0

are used to encode formal multi-
plications in graphical species.

Example 3.9. Formal contractions in graphical species are encoded by graphs of the form NX
x0,y0

(see
Figure 9): For X a finite set, the graph NX

x0,y0
is the quotient of the corolla CXq{x0,y0} obtained by

identifying the τ -orbits of the ports x0 and y0 according to x0 ∼ τy0 and y0 ∼ τx0. It has boundary
E0 = X, one inner τ -orbit {x0, y0} (bold-face in Figure 9), and one vertex v. So,

NX
x0,y0

=
(
X qX† q {x0, y0}

)
τ

99

(
X† q {x0, y0}

)
? _s

oo
t
// {v}.

y0 x0

|MX,Y
x0,y0

|

y0 x0

|NX
x0,y0

|

Figure 9. Realisations ofMX,Y
x0,y0

and NX
x0,y0

for X ∼= 2, Y ∼= 3.

Let G be a graph with vertex and edge sets V and E respectively. For each vertex v, define H/v
def
=

t−1(v) ⊂ H to be the fibre of t at v, and let E/v def
= s(H/v) ⊂ E.

Definition 3.10. Edges in the set E/v are said to be incident on v.

The map | · | : V → N, v 7→ |v| def= |H/v|, defines the valency of v and Vn ⊂ V is the set of n-valent
vertices of G. A bivalent graph is a graph G with V = V2.

A vertex v is bivalent if |v| = 2. An isolated vertex of G is a vertex v ∈ V (G) such that |v| = 0.

Bivalent and isolated vertices are particularly important in Section 7.

Vertex valency also induces an N-grading on the edge set E (and half-edge set H) of G: For n ≥ 1,
define Hn

def
= t−1(Vn) and En

def
= s(Hn). Since s(H) = E \ E0 =

∐
n≥1En,

E =
∐
n∈N

En.

Example 3.11. Recall the stick graph (p) from Example 3.4. Since H(p) is empty, both edges of (p) are
ports: E(p) = E0(p). The corolla CX (Example 3.5) with vertex ∗ has X ∼= E/∗ = H/∗. If |X| = n, then
| ∗ | = n, so V (Cn) = Vn, and E = En q E0.

Example 3.12. For finite sets X and Y , the graph MX,Y
x0,y0

(Example 3.8) has E/vX = X† q {y0} and
E/vY = Y † q {x0}. If X ∼= n for some n ∈ N, then vX ∈ Vn+1, and E/vX ⊂ En+1.

The graph NX
x0,y0

(Example 3.9) has E/v = X† q {x0, y0} ∼= H, so V = Vn+2 when X ∼= n.
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Since Grpshf(D) is full in the diagram category pshf(D), morphisms f ∈ Grpshf(D)(G,G′) are commuting
diagrams in Setf of the form

(3.13) G

f

��

E oo
τ

//

fE
��

E

fE
��

H
s

oo

fH
��

t
// V

fV
��

G′ E′ oo
τ ′

// E′ H ′
s′

oo

t′
// V ′.

Lemma 3.14. For any morphism f = (fE , fH , fV ) ∈ Grpshf(D)(G,G′), the map fH is completely deter-
mined by fE. Moreover if G has no isolated vertices, then fE also determines fV , and hence f .

If G has no stick components or isolated vertices, then f is completely determined by fH .

(A directed version of Lemma 3.14 appeared as [28, Proposition 1.1.11].)

Proof. The map fH : H → H ′ given by h 7→ (s′)−1fEs(h) is well defined since s is injective. If G
has no isolated vertices, then, for each v ∈ V , H/v is non-empty and the map fV : V → V ′ given by
v 7→ t′(s′)−1fEs(h) does not depend on the choice of h ∈ H/v.

If G has no stick components then, for each e ∈ E, there is an h ∈ H such that e = s(h) or e = τs(h),
and the last statement of the lemma follows from the first. �

Example 3.15. For any graph G with edge set E, Grpshf(D)(p,G) ∼= E. The morphism 1 7→ e ∈ E in
Grpshf(D)(p,G) – that chooses an edge e – is denoted che, or chGe .

Example 3.16. The stick graph (p) has endomorphisms ch1 = id and ch2 = τ in Grpshf(D). The coequaliser
of id, τ : (p)⇒ (p) in the category pshf(D) of graph-like diagrams is the exceptional loop ©:

© def
= 1<< 0oo // 0 .

Clearly © is not a graph since a singleton set does not admit a non-trivial involution. Hence Grpshf(D)

does not admit all finite colimits. This example is the subject of Section 6.

Definition 3.17. A morphism f ∈ Grpshf(D)(G,G′) is locally injective if, for all v ∈ V , the induced map
fv : E/v → E′/f(v) is injective, and locally surjective if fv : E/v → E′/f(v) is surjective for all v ∈ V .

Locally bijective morphisms are called étale.

Local bijections are preserved under composition, so étale morphisms form a subcategory, Gret of
Grpshf(D). This is the subject of Section 4.

Example 3.18. The following display illustrates the two morphisms fa and fb in Grpshf(D) described by
the commuting diagrams (a) and (b) below. Both morphisms are locally injective, and (b) is surjective,
and also locally surjective, hence étale. By Lemma 3.14, both fa and fb are completely determined by
the image of E(C2).

(a)

|C2|

e1
e2

|G|

fa

(b)

e1
e2

|C2|

fb

|W|

In each example, the horizontal maps are the obvious projections, and the columns in the edge sets
represent the orbits of the involution.
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(a)

C2

fa

��

{
1, 2,

1†, 2†

}
†
--

��

{
(1†, ∗), (2†, ∗)

}
oo

��

// {∗}

∗7→v1

��

G

{
fa(1), fa(2), τe3,

τfa(1), τfa(2), τe3

}
τ
--

{
(fa(1), v2), (fa(2), v2),

(τfa(1), v1), (τfa(2), v1), (e3, v1)

}
oo // {v1, v2}.

(b)

C2

fb

��

{
1, 2,

1†, 2†

}
†
--

��

{
(1†, ∗), (2†, ∗)

}
oo

��

// {∗}

��

W {fb(1†),fb(2†)}τ ′ ::

{
(fb(1

†), w), (fb(2
†), w)

}
oo // {w}

Example 3.19. Recall Examples 3.8 and 3.9, above. For finite sets X and Y , the canonical morphisms
CX //MX,Y

x0,y0
CYoo and CX // NX

x0,y0
are locally injective, but not locally surjective.

The canonical morphisms CXq{x0}
//MX,Y

x0,y0
CYq{y0}

oo are locally injective and locally sur-

jective (hence étale), but neither is surjective. However, the canonical morphism CXq{x0,y0} → NX
x0,y0

is
étale and surjective. (See Example 3.18(b) for the case X = ∅.)

Example 3.20. The assignment X 7→ CX describes a full embedding of Setf into Grpshf(D). Since
Grpshf(D)(p, p) ∼= B§(§, §) canonically, and any morphism in Grpshf(D) with domain (p) is étale, it follows
that B§ embeds in Grpshf(D) as the subcategory of étale morphisms between the corollas CX (X ∈ Setf),
and (p).

Remark 3.21. By Example 3.20, B§ will henceforth also be viewed as a subcategory of Grpshf(D). The
choice of notation for objects – (p) or §, X or CX – will depend on the context. The same notation will
be used for morphisms in B§ and their image in Grpshf(D). So chx ∈ B§(§, X) may also be written as
chx ∈ Grpshf(D)((p), CX), and f ∈ B§(X,Y ) also describes an étale morphism f ∈ Grpshf(D)(CX , CY ).

Example 3.22. For all finite sets X and Y , the diagram

(3.23) CXq{x0} (p)
chx0

oo
chy0◦τ

// CYq{y0}

is in the image of the inclusion B§ ↪→ Grpshf(D). It has colimitMX,Y
x0,y0

in Grpshf(D).

The graph NX
x0,y0

is the colimit in Grpshf(D) of the diagram of parallel morphisms

(3.24) chx0
, chy0

◦ τ : (p)⇒ CXq{x0,y0}

in the image of B§ in Grpshf(D). (See also Example 5.12 and Figure 15.)

As will be shown in Section 4, all graphs may be constructed canonically as colimits of diagrams in
the image of B§ ⊂ Grpshf(D).

3.2. Connected components of graphs. A graph is connected if it cannot be written as a disjoint
union of non-empty graphs. Precisely:

Definition 3.25. A non-empty graph-like diagram G is connected if, for each f ∈ pshf(D)(G,F qF),

the pullback of f along the inclusion F
incl1
↪→ FqF is either the empty graph-like diagram � or G itself.

A graph G is connected if it is connected as a graph-like diagram.

A (connected) component of a graph G is a maximal connected subdiagram of G.
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By Definition 3.2, a subdiagram H ↪→ G is a subgraph precisely when E(H) ⊂ E is closed under
τ : E → E. Hence:

Lemma 3.26. A connected component of a graph G inherits a subgraph structure from G. If H ↪→ G is
a subgraph of G, then so is its complement G \ H.

Therefore, every graph is the disjoint union of its connected components.

Remark 3.27. A graph G is connected if and only if its realisation |G| (Remark 3.3) is a connected space.

Example 3.28. Following the terminology of [28], a shrub S is a graph that is isomorphic to a disjoint
union of stick graphs. Hence a shrub S = S(J) is determined by a set J (of edges) equipped with a
fixed-point free involution τJ : J

∼=−→ J . A morphism in Grpshf(D) whose domain is a shrub is trivially
étale.

Given any graph G, the shrub S(E) determined by (E, τ) is canonically a subgraph of G. Components
of S(E) are of the form

(pẽ)
def
= {e, τe}�� ∅oo // ∅,

for each ẽ ∈ Ẽ. The inclusion {e, τe} ↪→ E induces a subgraph inclusion ιẽ : (pẽ) ↪→ G called the essential
morphism at ẽ (for G).

Recall from Definition 3.6 that a stick component of G is a τ -orbit {e, τe} in the boundary E0 of G.
In particular, {e, τe} is a stick component of G if and only if (pẽ) is a connected component of G.

Example 3.29. Recall that, for each v ∈ V , E/v def
= s(t−1(v)) is the set of edges incident on v. Let

v = (E/v)† denote its formal involution. Then the corolla Cv is given by

Cv =
(
E/v q (E/v)†

)
99

H/v
s

oo
t
// {v}.

The inclusion E/v ↪→ E induces a morphism ιGv or ιv : Cv → G called the essential morphism at v for
G. If there exists an edge e such that both e and τe are incident on v, then ιv is not injective on edges.

If E/v is empty – so Cv is an isolated vertex – then Cv ↪→ G is a connected component of G.

Example 3.30. For k ≥ 0, the line graph Lk (illustrated in Figure 10) is the connected bivalent graph
with boundary E0 = {1Lk , 2Lk}, and

• ordered set of edges E(Lk) = (lj)
2k+1
j=0 where l0 = 1Lk ∈ E0 and l2k+1 = 2Lk ∈ E0, and the

involution is given by τ(l2i) = l2i+1, for 0 ≤ i ≤ k,
• ordered set of k vertices V (Lk) = (vi)

k
i=1, such that E/vi = {l2i−1, l2i} for 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

So, Lk is described by a diagram of the form 2q 2(k):: 2(k)oo // k.

Example 3.31. The wheel graph W =W1 with one vertex is the graph

(3.32) W def
= {a, τa}:: {a, τa}oo // {∗}

obtained as the coequaliser in Grpshf(D) of the morphisms ch1, ch2 ◦ τ : (p)⇒ C2 (see Example 3.18(b)).

More generally, for m ≥ 1, the wheel graph Wm (illustrated in Figure 10) is the connected bivalent
graph obtained as the coequaliser in Grpshf(D) of the morphisms ch1Lm , ch2Lm ◦ τ : (p) ⇒ Lm. So Wm

has empty boundary and

• 2m cyclically ordered edges E(Wm) = (aj)
2m
j=1, such that the involution satisfies τa2m = a1 and

τ(a2i) = a2i+1 for 1 ≤ i < m,
• m cyclically ordered vertices V (Wm) = (vi)

m
i=1, that E/vi = {a2i−1, a2i} for 1 ≤ i ≤ m.
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L4

l0 l1 l9

W4

a8

a1

W =W1

Figure 10. Line and wheel graphs.

So Wm is described by a diagram of the form 2(m):: 2(m)oo // m.

In Proposition 4.22, it will be shown that a connected bivalent graph is isomorphic to Lk or Wm for
some k ≥ 0 or m ≥ 1.

Example 3.33. The wheel graph W with one vertex is weakly terminal in Grpshf(D): Since Ẽ(W) ∼=
V (W) ∼= {∗}, by Lemma 3.14, morphisms in Grpshf(D)(G,W) are in canonical bijection with projections
in Grpshf(D)(S(E), p). Hence, for all graphs G, there are precisely 2|Ẽ| ≥ 1 morphisms G → W in Grpshf(D)

and every diagram in Grpshf(D) forms a cocone over W.

In particular,

Grpshf(D)(W,W) = {idW , τW} ∼= Grpshf(D)(p,W) ∼= Grpshf(D)(p, p).

The morphisms idW , τW : W ⇒ W do not admit a coequaliser in Grpshf(D) since their coequaliser in
pshf(D) is the terminal diagram F, which is not a graph.

Example 3.33 leads to another characterisation of connectedness:

Proposition 3.34. The following are equivalent:

(1) A graph G is connected;
(2) G is non-empty and, for every morphism f ∈ Grpshf(D)(G,W qW), the pullback in pshf(D) of f

along the inclusion inc1 : W ↪→W qW is either the empty graph � or isomorphic to G itself;
(3) for every finite disjoint union of graphs

∐k
i=1Hi,

(3.35) Grpshf(D)(G,
k∐
i=1

Hi) ∼=
k∐
i=1

Grpshf(D)(G,Hi).

Proof. (1)⇔ (2): SinceW is weakly terminal, any morphism f ∈ pshf(D)(G,FqF) factors as a morphism
f̃ ∈ Grpshf(D)(G,W qW) followed by the componentwise projection W qW →FqF in pshf(D).

(1)⇒ (3): For any finite disjoint union of graphs
∐k
i=1Hi, and 1 ≤ j ≤ k, let pj ∈ pshf(D)(

∐k
i=1Hi,Fq

F) be the morphism that projects Hj onto the first summand, and
∐
i6=j Hi onto the second summand.

Then, for any graph G and any f ∈ Grpshf(D)(G,
∐k
i=1Hi), the diagram

(3.36) Pj //

��

G

f
��

Hj �
�

incj

//

��

∐k
i=1Hi

pj

��

F �
�

inc1

// FqF
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where the top square is a pullback, commutes in pshf(D). Since the lower square is a pullback by con-
struction, so is the outer rectangle.

In particular, if G is connected, then Pj is either empty or isomorphic to G itself. But this implies that
there is some unique 1 ≤ j ≤ k such that f factors through the inclusion incj ∈ Grpshf(D)(Hj ,

∐k
i=1Hk).

In other words, Grpshf(D)(G,
∐k
i=1Hi) ∼=

∐k
i=1 Grpshf(D)(G,Hi).

(3)⇒ (2): If G satisfies condition (3), then Grpshf(D)(G,WqW) ∼= Grpshf(D)(G,W)qGrpshf(D)(G,W).
So, taking

∐k
i=1Hk =W qW in (3.36), we have Pj = � or Pj ∼= G for j = 1, 2. �

3.3. Paths and cycles. Paths and cycles in a graph G may be defined using line and wheel graphs
(Examples 3.30 and 3.31).

Definition 3.37. For any graph G, a morphism p ∈ Grpshf(D)(Lk,G) is called a path of length k

in G. Given any pair x1, x2 ∈ E q V , x1 and x2 are connected by a path p ∈ Grpshf(D)(Lk,G) if
{x1, x2} ⊂ im(p).

A non-empty graph G is path connected if each pair of distinct elements x1, x2 ∈ E q V is connected
by a path in G.

Example 3.38. The isolated vertex C0 is trivially path connected. Since Grpshf(D)(Lk, C1) is non-empty
only when k = 0 or k = 1, the unique path L1 = C2 → C1 is the only path that connects the unique
vertex v of C1 with an edge e ∈ E(C1).

Corollary 3.39 (Corollary to Proposition 3.34). A graph G is connected if and only if it is path connected.

Proof. A morphism f : G → W1 qW2 that does not factor through an inclusion W ↪→W1 qW2 exists if
and only if there are distinct x1, x2 ∈ EqV such that f(x1) ∈ W1 and f(x2) ∈ W2. By Proposition 3.34,
since Lk is connected for all k, this is the case if and only if there is no p ∈ Grpshf(D)(Lk,G) connecting
x1 and x2. �

Lemma 3.40. Let G be a connected graph. For any pair (e1, e2) of edges of G, there is a locally injective
path connecting e1 and e2 in G.

Proof. For all edges e of G, che : (pẽ) = L0 → G describes an injective path connecting e and τe.

So, let e1 and e2 6= τe1 be distinct edges of a connected graph G. By Corollary 3.39, there is a path
p ∈ Grpshf(D)(Lk,G) connecting e1 and e2 in G. Moreover, we may assume, without loss of generality,
that, for i = 1, 2, p(iLk) ∈ {ei, τei}: if not, we may replace p with a path p ◦ ι – where ι : Lk′ → Lk

(1 ≤ k′ < k) is injective – for which this holds.

If p is not locally injective then there is some 1 ≤ j ≤ k, such that p(l2j−1) = p(l2j) ∈ E(G).

In this case, if j = 1, then p may be replaced by a path p1̂ : Lk−1 → G obtained by precomposing p
with the étale inclusion Lk−1 ↪→ Lk, l′i 7→ li+2, 0 ≤ i ≤ 2k − 1.

If 1 < j < k, then p(l2j−1) = p(l2j) implies that p(vj−1) = p(vj+1). Therefore, p may be replaced with
a path pĵ : Lk−2 of length k − 2 given by

pĵ(l
′
i) =

{
p(li) for 0 ≤ i ≤ 2j − 3,

p(li+4) for 2j − 2 ≤ i ≤ 2k − 3.

Finally, if j = k, then replace p with the path pk̂ : Lk−1 → G obtained by precomposing p with the
inclusion Lk−1 ↪→ Lk, l′i 7→ li, 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1.

By iterating this process (always starting with the lowest value of j for which the path p is not injective
at vj), we obtain a unique, locally injective path pI connecting e1 and e2. �
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Morphisms from wheel graphs Wm describe the higher genus structure of graphs (see Remark 3.43).

Definition 3.41. A cycle in G is a morphism c ∈ Grpshf(D)(Wm,G) for some m ≥ 1.

A connected graph G is simply connected if it has no locally injective cycles.

A cycle c : Wm → G is trivial if there is a simply connected graph H such that c factors through H.

It is straightforward, using the cyclic ordering on the edges of each Wm, to verify that a graph G is
simply connected if and only if its geometric realisation |G| is.

Example 3.42. For all finite sets X, the corolla CX is trivially simply connected since it has no inner
edges and therefore does not admit any cycles.

Since the edge sets of the line graphs Lk are totally ordered for all k, there can be no locally injective
morphism Wm → Lk. Hence Lk is simply connected. However, for all k ≥ 1, there are morphisms
Grpshf(D)(W2k,Lk+1) that are surjective on vertices and inner edges. For example, let V (W2k) = (wi)

2k
i=1

and V (Lk+1) = (vj)
k+1
j=1 be canonically ordered as in Examples 3.30, and 3.31. Then the assignment

wi 7→ vi for 1 ≤ i ≤ 2k + 1, and wk+1+j 7→ vk+1−j for 1 ≤ j < k induces a morphism q : W2k → L2k+1

that flattens W2k (Figure 11(a)). This fails to be a local injection at w1 and wk.

More generally, by flattening W2 as above, we see that, for any graph G, the set E• of inner edges of
G is non-empty if and only if Grpshf(D)(W2,G) is (see Figure 11(b)).

w2

w3

w4

w1

q

(flatten)

v3

v2

v1

(a) (b)

Figure 11. (a) A morphism q : W4 → L3 in Grpshf(D) that flattens W4. (b) If a graph
G has an inner edge, then Grpshf(D)(W2,G) is non-empty.

Remark 3.43. For any graph G, we may define an equivalence relation of path homotopy on paths in G.
Two paths in G are homotopic if applying the proof of Lemma 3.40 to each leads to the same locally
injective path pI in G. When E• 6= ∅, this relation extends to an equivalence relation on cycles in G.
If G is also connected, the set of equivalence classes of cycles has a canonical group structure that is
isomorphic to the fundamental group πi(|G|) of the geometric realisation of G.

The fundamental group construction can be extended, using Proposition 7.17, to all graphs G without
isolated vertices. These ideas are not developed in the current work.

4. The étale site of graphs

Recall that Gret ⊂ Grpshf(D) is the bijective on objects subcategory of graphs and étale morphisms and
that, by Example 3.20, there is a canonical categorical embedding B§ ↪→ Grpshf(D) whose image consists
of the exceptional graph (p), the corollas CX , and the étale (locally bijective) morphisms between them.

The goal of this section is to describe Gret – and its full subcategory CGret on the connected graphs –
in detail, and establish the chain

B§ � � // CGret
� � // GS

of dense fully faithful categorical embeddings discussed in Section 2.

The following is immediate from Definition 3.17 and the universal property of pullbacks of sets:



GRAPHICAL COMBINATORICS AND A DISTRIBUTIVE LAW FOR MODULAR OPERADS 27

Proposition 4.1. A morphism f ∈ Grpshf(D)(G,G′) is étale if and only if the right square in the defining
diagram (3.13) is a pullback of finite sets.

Example 4.2. For any graph G and each edge e of G, the essential morphism ιẽ : (pẽ)→ G (Example 3.28)
is trivially étale. For each vertex v of G, the essential morphism ιv : Cv → G (Example 3.29) is also étale.

Indeed, a morphism f ∈ Grpshf(D)(G,G′) is étale if and only if f induces an isomorphism Cv
∼=−→ Cf(v)

for all v ∈ V (G).

Example 4.3. As discussed in Example 3.42, there are no étale morphismWm → Lk, for any k ≥ 0,m ≥ 1.

All étale morphisms between line graphs are pointwise injective, and for k, n ∈ N,

Gret(Lk,Ln) ∼=

{
2(n− k + 1) n ≥ k
∅, n < k.

For m ≥ 1, a morphism f ∈ Gret(Lk,Wm) is pointwise injective precisely when k < m. For all k ≥ 0,
f is fixed by f(1Lk) ∈ E(Wm). Hence, Gret(Lk,Wm) ∼= E(Wm) ∼= 2(m).

Étale morphisms between wheel graphs are surjective and for l,m ≥ 1

Gret(W l,Wm) ∼=

{
2(m) if l

m ∈ N
∅, otherwise.

4.1. Pullbacks and embeddings in Grpshf(D). As local isomorphisms, étale morphisms of graphs have
similar properties to local homeomorphisms of topological spaces.

Lemma 4.4. The graph categories Grpshf(D) and Gret admit pullbacks. Moreover, étale morphisms are
preserved under pullbacks in Grpshf(D).

Proof. The pullback P = (E,H, V , s, t, τ) of morphisms f1 ∈ Grpshf(D)(G1,G) and f2 ∈ Grpshf(D)(G2,G)

exists in the presheaf category pshf(D). Moreover, since pullbacks in pshf(D) are computed pointwise, τ
is a fixed-point free involution, and s is injective. So, P is a graph, and Grpshf(D) admits pullbacks.

Étale morphisms pull back to étale morphisms since limits commute with limits, and therefore, by
symmetry, Gret admits pullbacks. �

Definition 4.5. For any morphism f ∈ Grpshf(D)(H,G), not necessarily étale, and any morphism
w : G′ −→ G, the preimage f−1(G′)→ G′ of G′ under f is defined by the pullback

f−1(G′) //

��

H

f

��

G′
w

// G.

In particular, by Lemma 4.4, if f : H → G is étale, then so is the preimage f−1(G′)→ G.

Observe that any (possibly empty) graph H has the form H′ q S where H′ is a graph without stick
components and S is a shrub.

Definition 4.6. A morphism f ∈ Grpshf(D)(H,G) (with H = H′ q S as above) is called an embedding
if the following three conditions hold:

(i) the images f(H′) and f(S) are disjoint in G;
(ii) the restriction of f to S is injective;
(iii) f is injective on V (H) and H(H) (but not necessarily on E(H)).

This terminology is due to Hackney, Robertson and Yau [21, Section 1.3].
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Lemma 4.7. An embedding f : H→G is either pointwise injective or there exists a pair of ports e1, e2 ∈
E0(H) such that

• τHe1, τHe2 ∈ s(H), and hence e2 6= τHe1 (where τH is the involution on E(H)),
• τGf(e2) = f(e1) ∈ E•(G) so {f(e1), f(e2)} forms a τG-orbit of inner edges of G.

If e1, e2 ∈ E0(H) and τGf(e2) = f(e1) ∈ E•(G), then f is said to glue e1 and e2 in G.

Proof. Let f ∈ Grpshf(D)(G,H) and assume that e and e′ are edges of H such that f(e) = f(e′). If f is
an embedding, then either e or e′ is a port, since otherwise e = s(h) and e′ = s(h′), so f(h) = f(h′).
Moreover, since f(τe) = f(τe′), either τe or τe′ is a port by the same argument.

Assume therefore, that e is a port. If τe is a port, then e and τe define a stick component of H and
so f violates either condition (i) or condition (ii) of Definition 4.6.

So, if f is an embedding, then either e, τe′ ∈ E0 and τe, e′ ∈ E•, or e, τe′ ∈ E• and τe, e′ ∈ E0. In
particular f(e) = f(e′) and f(τe) = f(τe′) are inner edges of G.

�

Remark 4.8. Monomorphisms in Grpshf(D) are pointwise injective morphisms and hence embeddings. If
f : H→G is an embedding such that e1, e2 ∈ E0(H) are ports and f(e1) = f(τe2) ∈ E•(G), then

f ◦ che1 = f ◦ chτe2 : (p)→ G

and hence f is not a monomorphism in Grpshf(D).

Example 4.9. Let W be the wheel graph with vertex v ∈ V (W). The essential morphism ιv : Cv→W is a
pointwise surjective embedding. In fact, for all k ≥ 1, the canonical morphism Lk →Wk (Example 3.31)
is an epimorphic embedding that is not a monomorphism.

For all finite setsX and Y , the canonical étale morphisms CXq{x0}qCYq{y0} →MX,Y
x0,y0

and CXq{x0,y0} →
NX
x0,y0

are epimorphic embeddings but not monomorphisms.

4.2. Graph neighbourhoods and the essential category es(G). A family of morphisms U = {fi ∈
Gret(Gi,G)}i∈I is jointly surjective on G if G =

⋃
i∈I im(fi). By Lemma 4.4, Gret admits pullbacks, and

jointly surjective families of étale morphisms {fi ∈ Gret(Gi,G)}i∈I define the covers at G for a canonical
étale topology J on Gret. Sheaves for this topology are those presheaves P : Gret

op → Set such that
P (G) ∼= limfi∈UP (Gi) for all graphs G, and all covers U = {fi ∈ Gret(Gi,G)}i∈I at G.

As will be shown in Proposition 4.25, the category sh(Gret, J) of sheaves for the étale site (Gret, J) is
canonically equivalent to the category GS of graphical species (Definition 1.3).

As motivation for this result, let us first establish more properties of étale morphisms.

Definition 4.10. A neighbourhood of an embedding w : G′→G is an étale embedding u : U→G such that
w = u ◦ w̃ : G′→U→G, for some embedding w̃ : G′→U .

A neighbourhood (U , u) of w : G′→G is minimal if every other neighbourhood (U ′, u′) of w : G′→G is
also a neighbourhood of (U , u).

Since vertices v of G correspond to subgraphs v : C0 → G, and edges e of G are in bijection with
subgraphs che : (p) ↪→ G, we may also refer to neighbourhoods of vertices and edges. Moreover, since
u : U→G is a neighbourhood of e ∈ E if and only if it is a neighbourhood of ιẽ : (pẽ)→ G, there is no loss
of generality in referring to neighbourhoods of τ -orbits ẽ ∈ Ẽ.
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Figure 12. The morphism iÎ : GÎ→G with bivalent subgraph I indicated in red.

Let S(E•) =
∐
ẽ∈Ẽ•(pẽ) be the shrub on the inner edges of a graph G. Given any subgraph I ↪→ S(E•),

there is a graph GÎ and a canonical surjective embedding iÎ : GÎ→G (see Figure 12):
(4.11)

GÎ
iÎ

��

E q (E(I))† oo
τÎ

//

����

E q (E(I))†

����

E? _oo H
s

oo
t

// V

G E oo
τ

// E H
s

oo
t

// V,

where

• (E(I))† is the formal involution e 7→ e† of the set E(I) of edges of I ,
• the involution τÎ on E q (E(I))† is defined by

e 7→

{
τe, e ∈ E \ E(I)

e†, e ∈ E(I),

• the surjection E q (E(I))† � E is the identity on E and e† 7→ τe, e ∈ E(I).

So, GÎ has inner edges E•(GÎ) = E• \ E(I), and boundary E0(GÎ) = E0 q (E(I))†.

Informally, GÎ is the graph obtained from G by ‘breaking the edges’ of I, as in Figure 12.

For ẽ ∈ Ẽ(I), the essential morphism ιẽ : (pẽ) ↪→ G (Example 3.28) factors in two ways through GÎ :

(4.12) (pẽ)
(e,τe)7→(e,e†)

//

(e,τe)7→((τe)†,τe)

// GÎ
iÎ

// G.

Hence there exist parallel morphisms I ⇒ GÎ , and a coequaliser diagram in Grpshf(D):

(4.13) I //
// GÎ

iÎ
// G.

(The choice of morphisms I ⇒ GÎ in (4.13) is not unique – there are 2|Ẽ(I)| pairs – but it is unique up
to isomorphism.)

For each I ⊂ S(E•), the set of components of I q GÎ , together with the canonical embeddings to G,
define an étale cover at G.

The collection {(GÎ , iÎ)}I⊂S(E•) ⊂ Gret/G inherits a poset structure from the poset of subgraphs
of S(E•), and the graph GŜ(E•)

with no inner edges is initial in this poset. Moreover, any surjective

embedding G′→G factors as G′
∼=−→ GÎ

iÎ−→ G for some unique I ⊂ S(E•). Hence, we have proved the
following:
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Lemma 4.14. A neighbourhood (U , u) of an embedding w ∈ Grpshf(D)(G′,G) is minimal if and only if
E•(U) = E•(G′) and the embedding G′ → U induces a surjection on connected components.

The essential morphisms ιẽ : (pẽ)→G and ιv : Cv→G describe minimal neighbourhoods of each edge e
and vertex v of G.

When G has no stick components, one readily checks that GŜ(E•)
=
∐
v∈V Cv. In particular, for any

graph G, there is a canonical choice of essential cover EsG at G by the essential morphisms ιẽ and ιv.

Definition 4.15. Let G be a graph. The essential category es(G) of G is the full subcategory of Gret/G
on the essential embeddings ιẽ : (pẽ)→G, ẽ ∈ Ẽ, and ιv : Cv→G, v ∈ V .

By definition, es(G) has no non-trivial isomorphisms. Hence, there is a canonical bijection h = (e, v)↔
(δh : ιẽ → ιv) between half-edges h of G, and non-identity morphisms δ in es(G).

Lemma 4.16. Each graph G is canonically the colimit of the forgetful functor es(G)→ Gret.

A presheaf P ∈ psh(Gret) is a sheaf for the étale site (Gret, J) if and only if for all G,

(4.17) P (G) ∼= lim(C,b)∈es(G)P (C).

Proof. If e ∈ E0 is a port of G, then there is at most one non-trivial morphism δh = δ(τe,v) with domain

pẽ in es(G). In this case, Cv is the colimit of the diagram pẽ
δh−→ Cv. The first statement then follows from

(4.12) and (4.13). The second statement is immediate since, by Lemma 4.14, the essential cover EsG

refines every étale cover U of G. �

4.3. Boundary-preserving étale morphisms. In general, morphisms f ∈ Gret(G′,G) do not satisfy
f(E′0) ⊂ E0. Those that do are componentwise surjective graphical covering morphisms in the sense of
Proposition 4.18 below. In particular, embeddings f ∈ Gret(G′,G) such that f(E′0) = E0 are component-
wise isomorphisms.

Proposition 4.18. For any étale morphism f ∈ Gret(G′,G), f(E′0) ⊂ E0 if and only if there exists
an étale cover U = {Ui, ui}i∈I of G, such that, for all i, f−1(Ui) is isomorphic to a disjoint union of
k(Ui, f) ∈ N copies of Ui.

In this case, k(Ui, f) = kf ∈ N is constant on connected components of G.

Proof. If u : U→G is an étale embedding for which there is a k ∈ N such that f−1(U) ∼= k(U), then also
f−1(V) ∼= k(V) for all embeddings V→U . So, we may assume, without loss of generality, that U = EsG is
the essential cover of G.

Observe first that, if f(E′0) 6⊂ E0, there exists a vertex v of G and a port e′ of G′ such that f(e′) ∈ E/v.
Hence (pẽ′) 6∼= Cv is a connected component of f−1(Cv).

For the converse, let v ∈ V be a vertex of G. Since f is étale, Cv ∼= Cv′ for all v′ ∈ V ′ such that
f(v′) = v. By the universal property of pullbacks, the canonical embedding

∐
v′ : f(v′)=v Cv→G′ factors

through f−1(Cv)→ G′, and therefore

f−1(Cv) ∼=

 ∐
v′ : f(v′)=v

Cv′

q S, for some shrub S.

By construction, a connected component of S must be of the form ιẽ′ : (pẽ′) → G′ for some port e′ of G′

satisfying f(e′) = e ∈ E/v. But f(E′0) ⊂ E0 by assumption, so there is no such port. Hence S is the
empty graph, and so f−1(Cv) ∼=

∐
v′ : f(v′)=v Cv, whereby k(Cv, f) = |f−1(v)| ∈ N.
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It is immediate that f−1(pẽ) ∼=
∐
e′∈E′,f(e′)=e(pẽ′) for all e ∈ E,. So k(pẽ, f) = |f−1(e)| ∈ N, and the

first statement of the proposition is proved.

By condition (3) of Proposition 3.34, it is sufficient to verify the second part of the proposition compo-
nentwise on G. Therefore, let f ∈ Gret(G′,G) satisfy f(E′0) ⊂ E0 , and assume, without loss of generality,
that G is connected.

If G ∼= (p) is a stick, there is nothing to prove. Otherwise, for any half-edge h = (e, v) of G, if e′ ∈ f−1(e),
then e′ = s′(h′) for some half-edge h′ = (e′, v′) ∈ f−1(h) of G′. Hence, the following diagram commutes:

∐
e′∈f−1(e)(pẽ)

∐
e′ δ(e′,v′)

//

��

∐
v′∈f−1(v) Cv′

∐
v′ ιv′

//

��

G′

f

��

(pẽ)
δh

// Cv ιv
// G.

The first part of the proof implies that both squares are pullbacks. So, if f−1(Cv) is isomorphic to
kv = k(Cv, ιv) copies of Cv, then f−1(pẽ) ∼= kv(pẽ) for all e ∈ E/v. Hence Cv 7→ kv extends to a functor kG
from es(G) to the discrete category N. Since G is connected, so is es(G), and therefore kG is constant. �

Definition 4.19. A morphism f ∈ Gret(G′,G) is called boundary-preserving if it restricts to an isomor-
phism fE0 : E0

∼=−→ E′0.

The following is an immediate corollary of Proposition 4.18.

Corollary 4.20. If G is connected, and G′ is non-empty, then an étale morphism f ∈ Gret(G′,G) such
that f(E′0) ⊂ E0 is surjective. If G′ is also connected and its boundary E′0 is non-empty, then f is
boundary-preserving if and only if it is an isomorphism.

Remark 4.21. The condition that E′0 is non-empty is necessary in the statement of Corollary 4.20. For
example, for any m > 1, each of the two étale morphisms Wm →W (Example 4.3) is trivially boundary-
preserving, but certainly not an isomorphism.

Recall from Example 3.30 that the line graph Lk has totally ordered edge set E(Lk) = (lj)
2k+1
j=0 with

ports l0 = 1Lk and l2k+1 = 2Lk . For each vertex wi ∈ V (Lk), E/wi = {l2i−1, l2i}.

Proposition 4.22. Let G be a connected graph with only bivalent vertices. Then G = Lk or G = Wm

for some k ≥ 0 or m ≥ 1.

Proof. Since G is bivalent, every embedding Lk→G from a line graph is étale.

The result holds trivially if G ∼= L0 is a stick graph. Otherwise, if V = V2 is non-empty, then, for each
v ∈ V , a choice of isomorphism L1

∼=−→ Cv describes an embedding L1→G. Since G is finite, there is a
maximum M ≥ 1 such that there exists an embedding f : LM→G.

Let f ∈ CGret(LM ,G) be such a map. By Lemma 4.7, f is either injective on edges, or f(2LM ) =

τf(1LM ) ⊂ E•. Let e1 = f(1LM ), and e2 = f(2LM ). If ej is not a port of G for some j = 1, 2, then
ej ∈ E/v for some vertex v ∈ V2.

If f is injective on edges, then v is not in the image of f . But then, since v is bivalent, this means that
f factors through an embedding LM→LM+1, contradicting maximality of M . Therefore, {e1, e2} ⊂ E0

so f is surjective and boundary-preserving, whence LM∼=G by Corollary 4.20.

Otherwise, if f is not injective on edges, then, by Lemma 4.7, it must be the case that f(l0) = f(l2M ).

Therefore, f factors through a cycle f : LM →WM f̃−→ G. Since f is an étale embedding, so is f̃ : WM →
G. Hence, f is boundary-preserving and G ∼=WM by Corollary 4.20. �
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Étale morphisms of simply connected graphs are either subgraph inclusions or isomorphisms. (This is
why the combinatorics of cyclic operads are much simpler than those of modular operads.)

Corollary 4.23. Let G be simply connected. If f ∈ Grpshf(D)(G′,G) is locally injective, then f is pointwise
injective on connected components of G′. Hence, if G′ is connected, it is simply connected.

It follows that any étale morphism of simply connected graphs is a pointwise injection.

Proof. We may assume, without loss of generality, that G′ and G are connected. Since the result holds
trivially when either G′ or G is an isolated vertex, assume further that both graphs have non-empty edge
sets.

Let f : G′ → G be a local injection. For any locally injective path p : Lk → G′, the path f ◦ p : Lk → G
is locally injective in G. If f ◦ p is not pointwise injective, then either f ◦ p factors through a locally
injective cycle in G – and hence G is not simply connected – or there are 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k such that
f ◦ p(vi) = f ◦ p(vj) ∈ V (G).

So, let 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k be such that f ◦ p(vi) = f ◦ p(vj) ∈ V (G). We may assume, moreover, that if
i ≤ i′ < j′ ≤ j also satisfy f ◦ p(vi′) = f ◦ p(vj′), then (i′, j′) = (i, j).

Let L = j−i. Then there is a cycle c : WL → G described by c(a2L−1) = f ◦p(l2j−1), c(a2L) = f ◦p(l2i),
and c(a2s) = f ◦ p(l2(s+i)) (and hence c(a2s−1) = f ◦ p(l2(s+i)−1)) for 1 ≤ s < L. In particular, for
1 ≤ s < L, c is injective at the vertex ws since f ◦ p is locally injective. And c(a2L) = f ◦ p(l2i) 6=
f ◦ p(l2j−1) = c(a2L−1) since f ◦ p is locally injective, so c is injective at wL. Therefore c is locally
injective, and G is not simply connected.

Hence, if f : G′ → G is a local injection from a connected graph G′ to a simply connected graph G,
then f is pointwise injective, so G′ is also simply connected.

The final statement is immediate since étale morphisms are locally injective by definition. �

Proposition 4.32 gives analogous results for directed acyclic graphs (Definition 4.31).

4.4. Étale sheaves on Gret. Recall that graphical species are presheaves on the category B§, and that
there is a full inclusion Φ: B§ ↪→ Gret. To prove that Φ induces an equivalence GS ' sh(Gret, J) between
graphical species and sheaves for the étale topology on CGret, first observe:

Lemma 4.24. The inclusion Φ: B§ ↪→ Gret is dense.

Proof. It is easy to check that any connected graph without inner edges is isomorphic to § or CX for some
finite set X, and therefore the essential image imes(Φ) of B§ in Gret is the full subcategory of connected
graphs with no inner edges. Moreover, it follows immediately from the definition of es(G) (Definition 4.15)
that the canonical inclusion es(G) ↪→ imes(Φ)/G is full and essentially surjective on objects, and hence
an equivalence of categories.

Therefore es(G) ' B§/G, and the lemma follows from Lemma 4.16. �

In particular, Gret is a full subcategory of GS under the induced nerve functor Υ
def
= NGret : Gret → GS,

and I will write G, rather than ΥG, where there is no risk of confusion. The category el(ΥG) = B§/G,
whose objects are elements of G, will be denoted by el(G).

Let JC be the restriction to CGret of the topology J on Gret.

Proposition 4.25. There is a canonical equivalence of categories sh(Gret, J) ' GS, and hence also an
equivalence sh(CGret, JC) ' GS.
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Proof. This is straightforward from the definitions and Lemma 4.24. Namely, the inclusion Φ: B§ → Gret

induces an essential geometric morphism between the presheaf categories psh(B§) = GS and psh(Gret).
The right adjoint to the pullback Φ∗ : psh(Gret)→ GS is given by

(4.26) Φ∗ : GS = psh(B§)→ psh(Gret), S 7−→ (G 7→ lim(C,b)∈el(G)S(C)).

Since Φ is fully faithful, so is Φ∗ (e.g. by [32, Section VII.2]).

By Lemmas 4.16 and 4.24, a presheaf P on Gret is a sheaf for the canonical étale topology J on Gret if
and only if, for all graphs G,

(4.27) P (G) ∼= lim(C,b)∈el(G)P (C).

Hence sh(Gret, J) ' GS. Moreover, for all J-sheaves P , and all graphs G, P (G) is computed componentwise
on G, whence sh(CGret, JC) ' GS and the proposition is proved. �

I will use the same notation to denote a graphical species S and the corresponding sheaf on (Gret, J).
So, for any graph G, S(G)

def
= lim(C,b)∈el(G)S(C).

Definition 4.28. An S-structured graph (G, α) is a graph G together with an element α ∈ S(G) (or
α ∈ GS(G, S)). The category of S-structured graphs is denoted by Gret/S, and CGret/S is the subcategory
of connected S-structured graphs.

4.5. Directed graphs. By way of example, and to provide extra context, this section ends with a
discussion of directed graphs.

Let Di be the terminal directed graphical species from Examples 1.8 and 1.10. For any graph G, a
Di-structure ξ ∈ Di(G) is precisely a partition E = Ein q Eout, where e ∈ Ein if and only if τe ∈ Eout.
So, τ induces bijections Ein

∼= Ẽ ∼= Eout, and an object (G, ξ) of Gret/Di – called an orientation on G –
is given by a diagram of finite sets

(4.29) Ẽ Hin
s̃in

oo
tin

// V Hout
tout

oo
s̃out

// Ẽ ,

where the maps s̃in, s̃out, and tin, tout denote the appropriate (quotients of) restrictions of s : H → E,
respectively t : H → V . Then morphisms in Gret/Di are quadruples of finite set maps making the obvious
diagrams commute, and such that the outer left and right squares are pullbacks. In particular, Gret/Di
is the category of directed graphs and étale morphisms used in [28, Section 1.5] to prove a nerve theorem
for properads in the style of [6].

Example 4.30. The line graphs Lk with E(Lk) = {li}2k+1
i=0 admit a distinguished choice of orientation

θLk ∈ Di(Lk) given by

θLk : E(Lk)→ {in, out}, l2i 7→ (in) and l2i+1 7→ (out) for 0 ≤ i ≤ k.

For m ≥ 1, the canonical morphism Lm → Wm induces an orientation θWm (with a2j 7→ (in)) on the
wheel graph Wm.

Definition 4.31. A directed path of length k in (G, ξ) is a path p : Lk → G in G such that, for all
l ∈ E(Lk),

Di(chl)(θLk) = Di(chp(l))(ξ) ∈ {in, out}.

A directed cycle of length m in (G, ξ) is a cycle c : Wm → G in G such that the induced morphism
Lm →Wm → G is a directed path.

A directed acyclic graph (DAG) is a directed graph (G, ξ) without directed cycles.
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It follows immediately from the definitions that any directed path or cycle in a directed graph (G, ξ)
is locally injective. Hence, if (G, ξ) admits a directed cycle, G is not simply connected. The converse is
not true.

The following directed version of Corollary 4.23 is not necessary for the constructions of this paper, so
I leave its proof as an exercise for the interested reader:

Proposition 4.32. For all étale morphisms f : (G′, ξ′)→ (G, ξ) between connected DAGs, the underlying
morphism f : G′ → G is an étale embedding.

Moreover, if (G, ξ) is a DAG and the set of morphisms (G′, ξ′) → (G, ξ) in Gret/Di is non-empty,
then (G′, ξ′) is a DAG. Hence, any morphism to a DAG in Gret/Di is pointwise injective on connected
components.

A consequence of Proposition 4.32 is that the combinatorics of properads, which are governed by
DAGs, are much simpler than those of wheeled properads or modular operads.

5. Non-unital modular operads

The goal of the current section is to construct a monad T = (T, µT, ηT) on GS whose EM category of
algebras GST is isomorphic to the category MO− of non-unital modular operads (Remark 1.25).

To provide context for this section, consider the following example:

Example 5.1. Recall, from Example 1.18, the category B↓, whose objects are finite sets X, viewed as
rooted corollas tX , and the directed exceptional edge (↓).

The operad endofunctor MOp on psh(B↓) from Example 2.10 is described in detail in [7, Section 3].
It takes a presheaf O : B↓op → Set to the presheaf MOpO on B↓ with MOpO(↓) = O(↓), and such that
elements of each MOpO(tX) are formal operadic compositions (i.e. root-to-leaf graftings of decorated
corollas as in Figure 7(b)) of elements of O. In other words, they are represented by rooted trees T ∈ Ω,
whose leaves are bijectively labelled by X, together with a decoration of the vertices of T by elements of
O (according to valency), that also determines a colouring of edges of T by O(↓).

The monadic unit ηMOp is induced by the inclusion of rooted corollas, or trees with one vertex, in Ω.
So, ηMOp(φ) = (tX , φ) for all φ ∈ O(tX) (Figure 13, left side). Applying the monad twice describes a
nesting of O-decorated trees, and the multiplication µMOp for MOp is induced by erasing the inner nesting
(the blue circles in the right hand side of Figure 13).

O(X) 3 φ
ηMOp

X

φ ∈MOpO(X)

µMOp

Figure 13. Visualising the unit and multiplication for the operad monad on rooted corollas.

If (O, h) is an algebra forMOp, then h describes a rule for collapsing the inner edges of each O-decorated
tree, according to the axioms of operadic composition.

Just as the operad endofunctor MOp takes a B↓-presheaf O to trees decorated by O, the non-unital
modular operad endofunctor T on GS takes a graphical species S to the graphical species TS whose
elements are formal multiplications and contractions in S, represented by S-structured connected graphs.
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5.1. X-graphs and an endofunctor for non-unital modular operads. The first step in defining
the endofunctor T : GS→ GS is to bijectively label graph boundaries by finite sets.

Definition 5.2. Let X be a finite set. An (admissible) X-graph is a pair X = (G, ρ), where G is a
connected graph such that V 6= ∅ and ρ : E0

∼=−→ X is a bijection, called an X-labelling for G.

An X-isomorphism X → X ′ of X-graphs X = (G, ρ) and X ′ = (G′, ρ′) is an isomorphism g ∈
CGret(G,G′) that preserves the X-labelling: ρ′ ◦ gE0

= ρ : E0 → X.

The groupoid of X-graphs and X-isomorphisms is denoted by X-CGriso.

Remark 5.3. It is sometimes convenient to use the same notation for labelled and unlabelled graphs. In
particular, an X-graph X = (G, ρ) is denoted simply by G when the labelling ρ is trivial or canonical.
For example, for any finite set X, the corolla CX canonically defines an X-graph CX = (CX , id).

Example 5.4. For k ≥ 0, the line graph Lk, with E0(Lk) = {1Lk , 2Lk}, k ≥ 0 is labelled by 1Lk 7→ 1 ∈ 2

and therefore has the structure of a 2-graph when k ≥ 1. However, L0 = (p) has empty vertex set and is
therefore not an (admissible) 2-graph.

For all finite sets X, there is a canonical functor X-CGriso → CGret ↪→ GS. A graphical species S
defines a presheaf on X-CGriso with S(X ) = S(G) for X = (G, ρ). Objects of the corresponding element
category X-CGriso/S are called S-structured X-graphs.

We can now define the non-unital modular operad endofunctor T on GS, that takes a graphical species
S to equivalence classes of S-structured graphs.

For all graphical species S, let TS be defined on objects by

(5.5)
TS§ = S§,

TSX = colimX∈X-CGrisoS(X ) for all finite sets X.

LetAutX(X )
def
= X-CGriso(X ,X ) be the automorphism group of anX-graph X . If g, g′ ∈ X-CGriso(X ,X ′)

are parallel X-isomorphisms, then there are σ ∈ AutX(X ) and σ′ ∈ AutX(X ′) such that g′ = σ′gσ.
Therefore, there is a completely canonical (independent of g ∈ X-CGriso(X ,X ′)) choice of natural (in X )
isomorphism

(5.6)
S(X )

AutX(X )

∼=−→ S(X ′)
AutX(X ′)

, [α] 7→ [g(α)], for α ∈ S(X ).

It follows from (5.6), that

(5.7)
TSX =

∐
[X ]∈π0(X-CGriso)

S(X )
AutX(X )

= π0(X-CGriso/S)

where [X ] ∈ π0(X-CGriso) is the connected component of X in X-CGriso.

Hence, elements of TSX may be viewed as isomorphism classes of S-structured X-graphs, and two
S-structured X-graphs (X , α) and (X ′, α′) represent the same class [X , α] ∈ TSX precisely when there
is an isomorphism g ∈ X-CGriso(X ,X ′) such that S(g)(α′) = α.

Since bijections f : X
∼=−→ Y of finite sets induce isomorphisms X-CGriso/S

∼=−→ Y -CGriso/S, the action
of TS on isomorphisms in B§ is the obvious one.

The projections TS(chx) : TSX → TS§ = S§ are induced by the projections X-CGriso/S → S§ given
by (X , α) 7→ S(chXx )(α), where chXx ∈ CGret(p,G) is the map chρ−1(x) defined by 1 7→ ρ−1(x) ∈ E0(G).
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This is well-defined since, if (X , α) and (X ′, α′) represent the same element of TSX , then there is an
X-isomorphism g : X → X ′ such that S(g)(α′) = α ∈ SX and hence

S(chX
′

x )(α′) = S(chXx ) ◦ S(g)(α′) = S(chXx )(α).

So TS describes a graphical species. Moreover, it is clear from the definition that the assignment
S 7→ TS extends to an endofunctor T on GS, with unit ηT : idGS ⇒ T given by the canonical maps
SX

∼=−→ S(CX)→ TSX for all X.

5.2. Gluing constructions. A monadic multiplication µT for the pointed endofunctor (T, ηT) will be
defined in terms of colimits of a certain class of diagrams in CGret. However, since CGret does not admit
general colimits (see Examples 3.16 and 3.33), a small amount of preparation is necessary.

Let S be a graphical species and Y a finite set. Since, elements of TSY are represented by S-structured
Y -graphs, it follows that, for all finite sets X, elements of T 2SX are represented by X-graphs X that are
decorated by S-structured graphs. In other words, each [X , β] ∈ T 2SX is represented by a functor

el(β) : el(X )→ el(TS),

{
(CXb , b) 7→ (CXb , S(b)(β)), where S(b)(β) ∈ TSXb
(p, che) 7→ (p, c) c ∈ S§

such that

el(β)(chxb)(S(b)(β)) = el(β)(che) ∈ S(p)

for all morphisms in el(X ) of the form

(p)
chxb

//

che   

CXb

b}}

X .

Then, as in the operad case (Example 5.1, Figure 13), we would like to think of the monad multipli-
cation as forgetting the vertices of the original graph X , to obtain an element of TSX (Figure 14).

Graphs of graphs are functors that encode this idea:

Definition 5.8. Let G be a graph. A G-shaped graph of graphs is a functor Γ : el(G)→ Gret such that

Γ(che) = (p) for all (p, che) ∈ el(G),

E0(Γ(b)) = Xb for all (CXb , b) ∈ el(G),

and, for all (CXb , b) ∈ el(G) and all xb ∈ Xb,

Γ(chxb) = chΓ(b)
xb
∈ Gret(p,Γ(b)).

A G-shaped graph of graphs Γ : el(G) → Gret is non-degenerate if, for all v ∈ V , Γ(ιv) has no stick
components. Otherwise, Γ is degenerate.

Informally, a non-degenerate G-shaped graph of graphs is a rule for substituting graphs into vertices
of G as in Figure 14. However, this intuitive description of a graph of graphs in terms of graph insertion
does not always apply in the degenerate case (see Sections 6 and 7).

By Lemma 4.16, every graph G is the colimit of the (non-degenerate) identity G-shaped graph of graphs
IG given by the forgetful functor el(G) → Gret, (C, b) 7→ C. It follows from Section 4.2 that, if G has no
stick components, this is equivalent to the statement that G is the coequaliser of the canonical diagram

(5.9) S(E•)
//
//

∐
v∈V Cv

∐
(ιv)

// G.
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Figure 14. A G-shaped graph of graphs Γ describes graph substitution: a graph Gv and
bijection E0(Gv)

∼=−→ (E/v)† is assigned to each vertex v of G. When Γ is non-degenerate,
taking its colimit in Gret corresponds to erasing the inner (blue) nesting.

To prove that all non-degenerate graphs of graphs admit a colimit in Gret, we generalise this observation
using a modification of [28, Section 1.5.1], where gluing data for directed graphs were described. A directed
graph version of Lemma 5.11 appears as [28, Proposition 1.5.2].

Definition 5.10. Let S =
∐
i∈I(pi) be a shrub, and let G be a (not necessarily connected) graph without

stick components. A pair of parallel morphisms δ1, δ2 : S ⇒ G such that

• δ1, δ2 are injective and have disjoint images in G; and
• for all i ∈ I, δ1(1i) and δ2(2i) are ports of G,

is called a gluing datum in Gret.

Lemma 5.11. Gluing data admit coequalisers in Gret.

Proof. Let G be a graph without stick components and let δ1, δ2 : S =
∐
i∈I(pi) ⇒ G be a gluing datum

with coequaliser p : G → G = (E,H, V , s, t, τ) in the category pshf(D) of graph-like diagrams.

Since δ1 and δ2 are injective and have disjoint images, the induced map τ : E → E is a fixed-point
free involution. Moreover H = H since, if half-edges h and h′ of G are identified in H, then there is an
edge l ∈ E(S) such that δ1(l) = s(h) and δ2(l) = s(h′). This contradicts the conditions of Definition 5.10
since G has no stick components. Likewise, edges e, e′ ∈ E(G) are identified in E if and only if there is an
l ∈ E(S) such that δ1(l) = e and δ2(l) = e′ (or vice versa). Since G has no stick components, and δ1, δ2
have disjoint images, we may assume that e and τe′ are ports and e′, τe ∈ s(H). Therefore,s : H → E is
injective, and G is a graph.

In particular, V = V since H = H and S is a shrub. It follows that p : G → G is an étale embedding,
and the lemma is proved. �

Example 5.12. The graphs MX,Y
x,y and NX

x,y (Examples 3.8, 3.9, 3.22 ) are coequalisers of gluing data
(3.23), (3.24):(

chx, chy ◦ τ : (p) ⇒ (CXq{x} q CYq{y})
)
−→MX,Y

x,y ,
(
chx, chy ◦ τ : (p) ⇒ CXq{x,y}

)
−→ NX

x,y.

This is visualised in Figure 15.

Proposition 5.13. A non-degenerate G-shaped graph of graphs Γ : el(G) → Gret admits a colimit Γ(G)

in Gret.
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x

CXq{x}

y

CYq{y}

−→ y x

MX,Y
x,y

x y

CX

−→ y x

NX
x,y

Figure 15. Construction ofMX,Y
x,y and NX

x,y as coequalisers of gluing data.

Proof. For all graphs G, el(G) is a connected category if and only if G is a connected graph. So, the colimit
Γ(G) of a G-shaped graph of graphs Γ : el(G)→ Gret, if it exists, may be constructed componentwise. In
particular, we may assume that G is connected.

A non-degenerate (p)-shaped graph of graphs is just an isomorphism (p)
∼=−→ (p).

Assume therefore, that G 6∼= (p) is a connected graph. Since Γ preserves graph boundaries objectwise
on el(G), we may apply Γ to each component of (5.9) to obtain a diagram in Gret:

(5.14)
∐
ẽ∈Ẽ•(pẽ)

//
//

∐
v∈V Γ(Cv, ιv).

This is a gluing datum since Γ is non-degenerate. Therefore (5.14) has a colimit G in Gret by Lemma 5.11.

For vertices v′ ∈ V , and inner edges e′ ∈ E•, there are canonical inclusions

(5.15) Γ(ιv′)
� � //

∐
v∈V Γ(ιv), and Γ(ιẽ′)

� � //
∐
ẽ∈Ẽ• Γ(ιẽ)

∼=
//
∐
ẽ∈Ẽ•(pẽ).

Moreover, since G 6∼= (p) is connected, for any port e ∈ E0(G), there is a unique half-edge (τe, w) ∈ H(G)

and the morphism Γ(δ(τe,w)) : Γ(ιẽ) ↪→ Γ(ιw) induces an inclusion

(5.16) Γ(ιẽ)
� � // Γ(ιw) �

�
//
∐
v∈V Γ(ιv).

The inclusions (5.15) and (5.16) describe a functor from es(G) to the diagram (5.14), and hence a
cocone of Γ above G.

Conversely, Γ has a colimit Γ(G) in the category pshf(D) of graph-shaped diagrams and the cocone of
Γ above Γ(G) factors through (5.14). Hence, by the universal property of colimits, Γ(G) = G is a graph.
It is the colimit of Γ in Gret since G is the coequaliser of (5.14) in Gret. �

Remark 5.17. In fact, as will follow from Proposition 7.17, all graphs of graphs admit a colimit in CGret.
However, the non-degeneracy condition simplifies the proof of Proposition 5.13, and is all that is needed
for now.

Corollary 5.18. If G is a graph, and Γ is a non-degenerate G-shaped graph of graphs with colimit Γ(G),
then the induced map E(G)→ E(Γ) on edges is injective, and restricts to the identity E0(G)

=−→ E0(Γ(G))

on ports. For each (C, b) ∈ el(G), the universal map Γ(b)→ Γ(G) is an étale embedding. In particular,

E(Γ(G)) ∼= E(G)q
∐
v∈V

E•(Γ(ιv)).

Proof. The final statement follows directly from the first two.

By the proof of Proposition 5.13, only the inner edges of G, and, for all (C, b) ∈ el(G), the τ -orbits of
ports of Γ(b) are involved in forming the colimit Γ(G) of Γ. Hence Γ induces a strict inclusion∐

ẽ∈Ẽ(pẽ)
∼=
//
∐
ẽ∈Ẽ Γ(ιẽ)

� � // Γ(G)
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that restricts to an identity E0(G) = E0(Γ(G)) of ports. The second part is immediate. �

The following corollary was proved, for directed graphs, in [28, Lemma 1.5.12].

Corollary 5.19. Let Γ be a non-degenerate G-shaped graph of graphs with colimit Γ(G) in Gret. If Γ(C, b)
is connected for each (C, b) ∈ el(G), then Γ(G) is a connected graph if and only if G is.

Proof. A (p)-shaped graph of graphs is isomorphic to the identity functor (p) 7→ (p) with colimit (p).

So, assume that G has no stick components and let Γ : el(G) → CGret be a non-degenerate G-shaped
graph of graphs with colimit Γ(G).

A morphism γ ∈ pshf(D)(Γ(G),FqF) is equivalently described by a commuting diagram in pshf(D):

(5.20) S(E•)
//
//

∐
v∈V (G) Γ(ιv) // FqF.

Let Γ(ιv) be connected for each v ∈ V . Then each map Γ(ιv) → F qF is constant, and morphisms∐
v∈V Γ(ιv)→FqF are in bijection with morphisms

∐
v∈V Cv →FqF.

So, pshf(D)(G,F q F) ∼= pshf(D)(Γ(G),F q F), and it follows from Proposition 3.34 that Γ(G) is
connected if and only if G is. �

Let G be a graph and S any graphical species. As usual, let K be the terminal graphical species.

Definition 5.21. A (non-degenerate) G-shaped graph of S-structured graphs is a functor ΓS : el(G) →
Gret/S such that the functor Γ : el(G)→ Gret induced by the unique morphism S → K

(5.22) Γ : el(G)
ΓS

// Gret/S // Gret/K Gret

is a (non-degenerate) G-shaped graph of graphs.

For a connected graph G, objects of the category (CGret/S)(G) are non-degenerate G-shaped graphs of
S-structured graphs ΓS : el(G)→ CGret/S, and morphisms are natural transformations.

Lemma 5.23. For G connected, G 6∼= C0, two G-shaped graphs of (connected) S-structured graphs Γ1
S ,Γ

2
S

are in the same connected component of (CGret/S)(G) if and only if, for all (CXb , b) ∈ el(G), Γ1
S(b) and

Γ2
S(b) are in the same connected component of Xb-CGriso/S.

In particular, if Γ1
S and Γ2

S are in the same connected component of (CGret/S)(G), then Γ1
S and Γ2

S

have isomorphic colimits in CGret/S.

Proof. Let G 6∼= C0 be connected. So, if (CXb , b) ∈ el(G), then Xb 6= ∅. Given a morphism φ : Γ1
S ⇒ Γ2

S in
(CGret/S)(G), its component φ(b) at b is, by definition, a boundary-preserving morphism in CGret/S, and
hence by Corollary 4.20, an Xb-isomorphism in Xb-CGriso/S.

The converse is immediate, as is the final statement. �

5.3. Multiplication for the monad T. The aim of this section is to describe the multiplication
µT : T 2 ⇒ T in terms of colimits of graphs of graphs.

From now on, all graphs will be connected, unless explicitly stated otherwise.

Let X be a finite set and X = (G, ρ) an X-graph. If Γ : el(X ) → CGret is a non-degenerate X -shaped
graph of graphs, then its colimit Γ(X ) = colimel(X )Γ exists by Proposition 5.13 and, by Corollary 5.18,
it inherits the X-labelling ρ of X .

Given a graphical species S and finite set X, elements [X , β] of T 2SX are represented by pairs (X ,ΓS)

where X is an X-graph, and ΓS is an X -shaped graphs of connected S-structured graphs. The colimit of
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ΓS in CGret/S is given by a pair (Γ(X ), α), where Γ(X ) is the colimit of the underlying X -shaped graph
of graphs Γ defined as in (5.22) and α ∈ S(Γ(X )).

For j = 1, 2, let (X j ,ΓjS) : el(X j) → CGret/S represent the same element [X , β] of T 2SX . Then, by
definition of T , X 1 ∼= X 2 in X-CGriso and, by Lemma 5.23,

(5.24) colimel(X 1)Γ
1
S
∼= colimel(X 2)Γ

2
S ∈ X-CGriso/S.

A multiplication µT : T 2 ⇒ T for (T, ηT) will be induced by the (by (5.24) well-defined) assignments:

(5.25) [X , β] 7→ [Γ(X ), α]

To see that (5.25) extends to a morphism µTS : T 2S → TS of graphical species, let [X , β] ∈ T 2SX be
represented by an X -shaped graph of S-structured graphs ΓS : el(X ) → CGret/S with colimit ΓS(X ) =

(Γ(X ), α) in X-CGriso/S.

By Corollary 5.18, there is a canonical inclusion E(X ) ↪→ E(Γ(X )) of edge sets, and for each e ∈ E(X ),

S(chΓ(X )
e )(α) = S(chXe )(β) ∈ S(p).

Hence, for all x ∈ X, there is a commuting diagram of sets

T 2SX
µTSX

//

T 2S(chx) ''

TSX

TS(chx)xx

T 2S(p) = TS(p).

Naturality of µTS in S is immediate from the definition and, by a straightforward modification of [28,
Section 2.2], it may be shown that T = (T, µT, ηT) satisfies the two axioms for a monad.

Remark 5.26. For all graphical species S, µTS and ηTS are palette-preserving morphisms in GS. So T
restricts to a monad T(C,ω) on GS(C,ω), for all (C, ω). If A is a (C, ω)-coloured graphical species and
h ∈ GS(TA,A), then (A, h) is a T-algebra if and only if it is a T(C,ω)-algebra.

Example 5.27. IfK is the terminal graphical species, then CGret/K ∼= CGret and hence elements of TK are
boundary-preserving isomorphism classes of graphs in CGret. The unique morphism ! ∈ GS(TK,K) makes
K into an algebra for T. Likewise, for any palette (C, ω), the terminal (C, ω)-coloured graphical species
K(C,ω) is a T-algebra together with the unique palette-preserving morphism !(C,ω) : TK(C,ω) → K(C,ω).

5.4. T-algebras are non-unital modular operads. Having constructed the monad T, it remains to
prove that T-algebras are non-unital modular operads.

Lemma 5.28. A T-algebra (A, h) admits a multiplication h� and contraction hζ, that are natural with
respect to morphisms in GST.

Proof. Let X and Y be finite sets and let MX,Y
x,y be the X q Y -graph (described in Examples 3.8 and

5.12) obtained by gluing the corollas CXq{x} and CYq{y} along ports x and y.

Let S be a (C, ω)-coloured graphical species. For c ∈ CX , d ∈ CY and c ∈ C, let Mc(φ, ψ) be
the element of S(MX,Y

x,y ) determined by an ordered pair (φ, ψ) ∈ S(c,c) × S(d,ωc). The canonical map
S(MX,Y

x,y ) → TSXqY is injective unless X = Y = ∅, in which case [Mc(φ1, ψ1)] = [Mc(φ2, ψ2)] when
(φ2, ψ2) = (ψ1, φ1) ∈ S{x} × S{y}.

If (A, h) is a (C, ω)-coloured T-algebra, then the maps given by the compositions

h� : S(c,c) × S(d,ωc)

[M(·,·)]
// TScd

h
// Scd
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are B§-equivariant by construction and hence induce a multiplication on A (see Figure 16).

Recall similarly that, for any finite set X, NX
x,y is the X-graph (described in Examples 3.9 and 5.12)

obtained by gluing the ports x and y of CXq{x,y}. For c ∈ CX and c ∈ C, let N S
c (φ) ∈ S(NX

x,y) be the
element determined by φ ∈ S(c,c,ωc) ⊂ SXq{x,y}.

The only non-trivial boundary-preserving automorphism of NX
x,y is the permutation σx,y ∈ Aut(X q

{x, y}) that fixes X and switches x and y. So, [N S
c (φ)] = [N S

c (ψ)] in TSX if and only if φ = ψ or
S(σx,y)(φ) = ψ.

If (A, h) is a (C, ω)-coloured algebra for T , then the maps given by the compositions

hζ : A(c,c,ωc)

[NA(·)]
// TAc

h
// Ac

are B§-equivariant and induce a contraction hζ on A (see Figure 16). Naturality of h� and hζ is immediate
from the construction. �

φφφφ ψ
h

φ �x,y ψ
y x

φ

h
ζx,y (φ)

Figure 16. If (A, h) is a T-algebra, h induces a multiplication and contraction on A.

We are now able to show that algebras for the monad T on GS are precisely non-unital modular
operads.

Proposition 5.29. There is a canonical isomorphism of categories GST ∼= MO−.

Proof. A T-algebra structure h : TA→ A equips a graphical species A with a multiplication � = h�, and
contraction ζ = hζ as in Lemma 5.28. We must show that (A, �, ζ) satisfies conditions (M1)-(M4) of
Definition 1.24.

The proof is based on the observation that (up to its boundary E0) any connected graph with two
inner edge orbits has one of the forms illustrated in Figures 17-20, and each of these relates to one of the
conditions (M1)-(M4).

Condition (M1) is illustrated in Figure 17. Let φ1 ∈ A(b,c), φ2 ∈ A(c,ωc,d) and φ3 ∈ A(d,ωd). By
Lemma 5.28 and the monad algebra axioms,

(φ1 �c φ2) �d φ3 = h
[
MA

d ((φ1 �c φ2), φ3)
]

= h
[
MA

d

(
h[Mc(φ1, φ2)], hηTA(φ3)

)]
= hµT [MTA

d

(
[Mc(φ1, φ2)], ηTA(φ3)

)]
,

and, likewise
φ1 �c (φ2 �d φ3) = hµT [MTA

c

(
ηTA(φ1), [MA

d (φ2, φ3)]
)]
.

Hence, to prove (M1), it suffices to show that, for all φ1, φ2, φ3 as above,

µT [MTA
d

(
[Mc(φ1, φ2)], ηTA(φ3)

)]
= µT [MTA

c

(
ηTA(φ1), [MA

d (φ2, φ3)]
)]
.

By Example 5.12 and since colimits commute, this follows from:

coeqCGret

(
chy, chz ◦ τ : (p)⇒MX1,(X2q{y})

w,x q CX3q{z}

)
= coeqCGret

(
chw, chx ◦ τ : (p)⇒ CX1q{w} qM

(X2q{x}),X3
y,z

)
.
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The coherence conditions (M2)-(M4) all follow in the same way from the defining axioms of monad
algebras. Figures 18-20 illustrate each condition.

MA
w,x(φ1, φ2)

ηA(φ3)

MTA
y,z (MA

w,x(φ1, φ2), ηA(φ3)))

φ2

φ1

φ3

MA
y,z(φ2, φ3))

ηA(φ1)

MTA
w,x(ηA(φ1),MA

y,z(φ2, φ3))

φ2

φ1

φ3

φ2

φ1

φ3

µA µA

‘Erase inner nesting’

Figure 17. Coherence condition (M1) Applying µTA : T 2A → A amounts to erasing
inner nesting.

w x

yz

NAw,x(φ)
φ

N TA
y,z NA

w,x(φ)

w x

yzNAy,z(φ)

φ

N TA
w,xNA

y,z(φ)

w x

yz

φ

µA µA

Figure 18. Coherence condition (M2)

The induced assignment (A, h) 7→ (A, �, ζ) clearly extends to a functor GST → MO−.

The proof of the converse closely resembles that of [18, Theorem 3.7]. Namely, let (S, �, ζ) be a non-
unital modular operads. We construct a morphism h ∈ GS(TS, S) by successively using � and ζ to
collapse inner edge orbits of S-structured X-graphs (X , α), resulting in a finite sequence of S-structured
X-graphs that terminates in an S-structured corolla (CX , φ).

As usual, let X be a finite set and let (X , α) be a representative of [X , α] ∈ TSX .

If X has no inner edges, then X = CX , and so [X , α] = ηTS(φ) for some φ ∈ SX . In this case, define

(5.30) h[X , α]
def
= φ ∈ SX .

Otherwise, let X have vertex set V , edge set E, and let ẽ ∈ Ẽ• be the orbit of a pair e, τe of inner
edges of X . Write t(e) def

= ts−1(e) for the vertex v with e ∈ E/v.
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NAw,x(φ) ηA(ψ)

MTA
y,z

(
NA
w,x(φ), ηA(ψ)

)

φ ψ

MA
y,z(φ, ψ)

φ ψ

N TA
w,x

(
MA

y,z(φ, ψ)
)

φ ψ

µA µA

Figure 19. Coherence condition (M3).

w x

y z

MA
x,z(φ, ψ)

N TA
x,z

(
MA

x,z(φ, ψ)
)

φ ψ
w x

y z
MA

x,z(φ, ψ)

φ ψ

N TA
w,y

(
MA

w,y(φ, ψ)
)

w x

y z
φ ψ

µA µA

Figure 20. Coherence condition (M4).

There are two possibilities: either t(e) = t(τe) or t(e) 6= t(τe).

Case 1: t(e) = v1 and t(τe) = v2 are distinct vertices of X .
Let X/ẽ be the graph obtained from X by removing the τ -orbit {e, τe} and identifying v1 and v2 to a
vertex v ∈ V�(v1 ∼ v2):

X/ẽ
def
= (E \ {e, τe})τ :: (H \ s−1{e, τe})s

oo
t

// V�(v1 ∼ v2) .

(Here t is the composition of t : H → V with the quotient V � V�(v1 ∼ v2).) So, X is the colimit of the
non-degenerate X/ẽ-shaped graph of graphs el(X/ẽ)→ CGret given by

(C, b) 7→

{
MX1,X2

x1,x2
if (C, b) = (CX1qX2

, b) is a neighbourhood of v ∈ V (X/ẽ),
C if (C, b) is not a neighbourhood of v.

In particular, if (C, b) ∈ el(X/ẽ) is not a neighbourhood of v, then it describes an element (C, bX ) ∈
el(X ).
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For i = 1, 2, let (CXiq{xi}, b′i) ∈ el(X ) be minimal neighbourhoods of vi in X such that b′1(x1) = τe

and b′2(x2) = e. And let φi
def
= S(b′i)(α) ∈ S(CXiq{xi}). Then there is an S-structure α/ẽ on X/ẽ defined,

for all (C, b) ∈ el(X/ẽ), by

S(b)(α/ẽ) =

{
φ1 �x1,x2 φ2 if (C, b) = (CX1qX2 , b),

S(bX )(α) if (C, b) is not a neighbourhood of v.

Case 2: t(e) = t(τe) = v ∈ V .
In this case, the graph X/ẽ obtained from X by collapsing {e, τe} has the form

X/ẽ
def
= (E \ {e, τe})τ :: (H \ s−1{e, τe})s

oo
t

// V ,

and X is the colimit of the non-degenerate X/ẽ-shaped graph of graphs el(X/ẽ)→ CGret:

(C, b) 7→

{
NXv
x,y if (C, b) = (CXv , b) is a neighbourhood of v,
C if (C, b) is not a neighbourhood of v.

As before, if (C, b) ∈ el(X/ẽ) is not a neighbourhood of v, then it describes an element (C, bX ) ∈ el(X ).

Now, let (CXvq{x,y}, b′) ∈ el(X ) be the neighbourhood of v in X such that b′(x) = τe and b′(y) = e.

Let φ def
= S(b′)(α) ∈ SXvq{x,y}. Then there is an S-structure α/ẽ on X/ẽ defined, for all (C, b) ∈ el(X/ẽ),

by

S(b)(α/ẽ) =

{
ζx,y(φ) if (C, b) = (CXv , b),
S(bX )(α) if (C, b) is not a neighbourhood of v.

It follows that an ordering (ẽ1, . . . , ẽN ) of the set Ẽ• of inner τ -orbits of X defines a terminating
sequence of S-structured X-graphs:

(X , α) 7→ (X/ẽ1 , α/ẽ1) 7→ ((X/ẽ1)/ẽ2 , (α/ẽ1)/ẽ2) 7→ · · · 7→ (((X/ẽ1) . . . )/ẽN , (α/ẽ1) . . . )/ẽN ).

Since ((X/ẽ1) . . . )/ẽN = CX has no inner edges, there is a φ(X ,α) ∈ SX such that

(α/ẽ1 . . . )/ẽN = ηTS(φ(X ,α)) ∈ TSX .

The coherence conditions (M1)-(M4) are equivalent to the statement that φ(X ,α) ∈ SX so obtained
is independent of the choice of ordering of Ẽ•. Moreover, by construction, the assignment (X , α) 7→
φ(X ,α) is equivariant with respect to morphisms in X-CGriso/S, and so also independent of the choice of
representative of [X , α] ∈ TSX . Hence it extends to a morphism h : TS → S, [X , α] 7→ φ(X ,α) in GS.

To complete the proof of the proposition, it remains to establish that h satisfies the monad algebra
axioms for T. Compatibility of h with ηT is immediate from equation (5.30). Compatibility of h with
µT follows since the coherence conditions (M1)-(M4) ensure that h[X , α] is independent of the order of
collapse of the inner edges of X .

So (S, �, ζ) defines a T-algebra (S, h), and this assignment extends in the obvious way to a functor
MO− → GST that, by Lemma 5.28 and (M1)-(M4), is inverse to the functor GST → MO− defined
above. �

6. The problem of loops

Before constructing the (unital) modular operad monad in Section 7, let us first pause to discuss the
obstruction to obtaining a monadic multiplication for the modular operad endofunctor in the construction
outlined in [23].
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Example 6.1. In Example 5.1, I sketched the idea behind the construction of the symmetric operad monad
MOp on psh(B↓), whose underlying endofunctor takes a D-coloured presheaf O to the D-coloured presheaf
of formal operadic compositions in O, encoded as O-decorated rooted trees. However, I did not describe
how the units for the operadic composition are obtained.

Unlike T on GS, the definition of MOp on psh(B↓) allows degenerate substitution of the exceptional
directed tree (↓) into the vertex of the rooted corolla t1 with one leaf (Figure 21). Grafting an exceptional
directed edge (↓) onto the leaf or root of any tree T leaves T unchanged (see Figure 7(b)). So, if (O, θ) is
a D-coloured algebra for MOp, and hence a D coloured operad, then the elements θ(↓, d) ∈ O(t1) provide
the D-coloured units for the operadic composition.

µMOp

Figure 21. The combinatorics of the operadic unit are represented graphically by the
degenerate substitution of the exceptional tree into t1. Applying the monad multipli-
cation µMOpO to nested trees in MOp

2O deletes vertices decorated by elements of O(↓).
(See also Figure 13.)

The endofunctor T ds : GS → GS defined in [23, Section 5], whose algebras are modular operads, is
obtained by a slight modification of the non-unital modular operad endofunctor T , to allow degenerate
substitutions analogous to those in Example 6.1.

For a finite set X, let X-CGrds

iso be the groupoid obtained from X-CGriso by dropping the condition
that X-graphs must have non-empty vertex set. So,

X-CGrds

iso = X-CGriso for X 6∼= 2 and 2-CGrds

iso
∼= 2-CGriso q {(p, id), (p, τ)}.

The endofunctor T ds : GS→ GS is defined pointwise by

T dsS§
def
= S§,

T dsSX
def
= colimX∈X-CGrds

iso
S(X ) for all finite sets X,

together with the obvious extension of T on morphisms in B§.

Since TS ⊂ T dsS (for all S), ηT induces a unit ηds for the endofunctor T ds (see Definition 2.13).

Proposition 6.2. Algebras for the pointed endofunctor (T ds, ηds) on GS are modular operads.

Proof. Since T ⊂ T ds, algebras for T ds have the structure of non-unital modular operads by Proposi-
tion 5.29. If (A, h) is an algebra for (T ds, ηds), then each c ∈ A§ defines an element (p, c) ∈ T dsA2, and
h(p, c) ∈ A2 provides a c-coloured unit for the induced multiplication. �

However (T ds, ηds) cannot be extended to a monad on GS:

For all graphical species S, an element of T ds2SX is represented by an X-graph X and a (possibly
degenerate) X -shaped graph of S-structured connected graphs ΓS : el(X ) → CGret/S. In particular, if
T ds admits a monad multiplication µds : T ds2 ⇒ T ds, then µdsS restricts to µTS on T 2S. But this cannot
be well-defined, as the following example shows:
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Example 6.3. As usual, let W be the wheel graph with one vertex v and edges {a, τa}. Its category of
elements el(W) has skeletal subcategory

(6.4) (p)

cha   

ch
C2
1

//

ch
C2
1 ◦τ

// C2

(1C2 7→a)~~

W

So, if S is a (C, ω)-coloured graphical species and c ∈ C, then there is a (degenerate) W-shaped graph
of S-structured graphs ΛS,c given by

(6.5) el(W)

ΛS,c

��

(p)
_

ΛS,c(cha)

��

ch
C2
1

//

ch
C2
1 ◦τ

// C2_

ΛS,c(1C2 7→a)

��

CGret/S (p, c)
ΛS,c(ch

C2
1 )

//

ΛS,c(ch
C2
1 ◦τ)

// (p, c).

In particular, ΛS,c(ch
C2
1 ) = id(p,c) = ΛS,c(ch

C2
1 ◦ τ) and hence ΛS,c has colimit idc : (p, c) → (p, c) in

CGret/S.

We observe immediately that E0(p) 6= E0(W) so Corollary 5.18 does not hold for ΛS,c.

Moreover, if ΛS,ωc is the W-shaped graph of S-structured graphs given by

(p, cha 7→ (p, ωc)) and (C2, (1C2 7→ a)) 7−→ (p, ωc),

and if τW : W → W is the unique non-trivial (but trivially boundary-preserving) automorphism, then
ΛS,ωc(C, b) = ΛS,c(C, τW ◦ b) for all (C, b) ∈ el(W).

Hence ΛS,c and ΛS,ωc represent the same element of T ds2S0. But ΛS,c has colimit (p, c) in CGret/S

while ΛS,ωc has colimit (p, ωc) ∈ CGret/S, and these are distinct if c 6= ωc.

As Example 6.3 shows, taking colimits in X-CGrds

iso of degenerate graphs of S-structured graphs does
not always lead to a well-defined class of S-structured graphs, let alone one in the correct arity. The issue
arises because the coequaliser in pshf(D) of the parallel morphisms id(p), τ : (p) ⇒ (p) is the exceptional
loop ©, which is not a graph (Example 3.16).

An obvious first attempt at resolving the problem outlined in Example 6.3, in order to extend µTS to
a well-defined multiplication µdsS : T ds2S → T dsS, is to enlarge CGret to include the exceptional loop ©:

Let CGret© be the category of fully generalised Feynman graphs and étale morphisms, obtained from
CGret by adding the object © and a unique morphism (p)→©.

By definition, © is the formal coequaliser of the diagram id, τ : (p) ⇒ (p) in B§ ⊂ CGret. So, we may
define its category of elements el(©)

def
= B§/©, and thereby extend any graphical species S : B§op → Set

to a presheaf on CGret
© according to G 7−→ limel(G)S. But this would imply that S(©) ∼= S(p) for all

graphical species S.

It follows that CGret© does not embed densely or fully in GS. In particular, there is no monad M on
GS with arities CGret© (see Section 2).

In particular, let X-Gr©iso be the groupoid of fully generalised connected X-graphs defined by

X-Gr©iso
def
= X-CGrds

iso for X 6∼= 0 and 0-Gr©iso
def
= 0-CGrds

iso q {©},
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and let the endofunctor T© : GS→ GS, such that T©SX = T dsSX for X 6∼= 0, be given by

T©S§
def
= S§,

T©SX
def
= colim(G,ρ)∈X-Gr©iso

S(G).

Then, the W-shaped graphs of graphs ΛS,c and ΛS,ωc described in Example 6.3 represent the same
element [W, β] ∈ T©2

S0. But, S(©) ∼= S(p) = S§ and so

[©, c] 6= [©, ωc] ∈ T©S0 whenever c 6= ωc ∈ S§

It follows that µT cannot be extended to a multiplication µ© : T©
2 ⇒ T©.

Indeed, this is not surprising: For all c ∈ S§, the contraction ζc : Sc,ωc → S0 factors through the
quotient S̃2 of S2 under the action of Aut(2). Hence, ζ(φ) loses data relative to φ ∈ Sc,ωc, and the
morphism (p) → © in CGret

© – that collapses a two-element set to a point – would seem to be in the
wrong direction!

Remark 6.6. In the graphical formalism of [18, 8] described in Example 3.1 (as well as in, for example
[20, 33, 43]), where graph ports are defined to be the fixed points of edge involution, the graph substitution
is not defined in terms of a functorial construction, but by ‘removing neighbourhoods of vertices and gluing
in graphs’. Therefore, the exceptional loop arises from substitution as in Figure 22.

−→

Figure 22. Constructing an exceptional loop by removing a vertex and substituting the
stick graph.

Remark 6.7. Hackney, Robertson and Yau [22, Definition 1.1] are able to construct the modular operad
monad on GS, within the framework of Feynman graphs, by including extra boundary data in their
definition of graphs. For them, a graph is a pair (G,ð(G)) of a Feynman graph G, and subset ð(G) ⊂ E0

of ports, that satisfies certain conditions. In their formalism, (p,2) and (p,0) are different graphs: (p,2) is
the stick, and (p,0) plays the the role of the exceptional loop ©.

However, this approach does not result in a dense functor from the graph category to GS. And, though
they construct a fully faithful nerve for modular operads in terms of a dense subcategory U ↪→ MO of
graphs, the inclusion is not fully faithful, and so U does not fully describe the graphical combinatorics of
modular operads.

The combinatorics of contracted units are examined more closely in Section 7 where the problem of
loops discussed in this section will be resolved by adjoining a map that acts as a formal equaliser, rather
than a coequaliser, of id, τ : (p)⇒ (p) (see also Figures 2 and 25).

Remark 6.8. To my knowledge, the construction that I present in Section 7 is unique among graphical
descriptions of unital modular operads (or wheeled prop(erad)s), in that all others include some version
of the exceptional loop as a graph. (See e.g. [33, 34, 20, 43, 3].)
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7. Modular operads with unit

Proposition 5.29 identifies the category of non-unital modular operads with the EM category of algebras
for the monad T on GS. The goal of this section is to extend this in order to obtain (unital) modular
operads. Some potential obstacles have been discussed in Section 6, where it was also explained why the
‘obvious’ modification of the operad monad (Examples 6.1 and 5.1) does not work for unital modular
operads.

This section begins by returning to the definition of modular operads in Definition 1.24 and looking in
more detail at the combinatorics of (contracted) units. This combinatorial information can be encoded
in a monad D = (D,µD, ηD) on GS.

Once D is defined, it is a small step to obtaining the distributive law λ : TD ⇒ DT , whose construction
provides us with an explicit description of the modular operad monad DT in terms of equivalence classes
of graphs structured by graphical species. Moreover, as discussed in Section 7.5, the construction of DT is
such that it is always possible to work with nice (non-degenerate) representatives of these classes, thereby
avoiding the problem of loops described in Section 6.

7.1. Pointed graphical species. By definition, if (S, �, ζ, ε) is a modular operad, then the unit ε : S§ →
S2 is an injective map such that

(7.1) ε ◦ Sτ = S(σ2) ◦ ε.

The key observation is that the combination of a unit and a contraction implies that, as well as the
unit elements in arity 2 provided by ε : S§ → S2, modular operads also have distinguished elements in
arity 0. Namely, as in (1.23), there is a contracted unit map o = ζ ◦ ε : S§ → S0 that satisfies

(7.2) o = o ◦ Sτ : S§ → S0.

Definition 7.3. Objects of the category GS∗ of pointed graphical species are triples S∗ = (S, ε, o) (or
(S, εS , oS)) where S is a graphical species and ε : S§ → S2, and o : S§ → S0 are maps satisfying conditions
(7.1) and (7.2) above. Morphisms in GS∗ are morphisms in GS that preserve the additional structure.

Example 7.4. For any palette (C, ω), the terminal (C, ω)-coloured graphical species K(C,ω) is trivially
pointed and hence terminal in the category of (C, ω)-coloured pointed graphical species and palette-
preserving morphisms.

The category GS∗ is also a presheaf category: Let B§
∗ be the category obtained from B§ by formally

adjoining morphisms u : 2→ § and z : 0→ §, subject to the relations

• u ◦ ch1 = id ∈ B§(§, §) and u ◦ ch2 = τ ∈ B§(§, §),
• τ ◦ u = u ◦ σ2 ∈ B§(2, §),
• z = τ ◦ z ∈ B§(0, §).

Lemma 7.5. The following are equivalent:

(1) S∗ is a presheaf on B§
∗ that restricts to a graphical species S on B§;

(2) (S, ε, o), with ε = S∗(u) and o = S∗(z), is a pointed graphical species.

Proof. It is easy to check directly that B§
∗ is completely described by

• B§
∗(§, §) = B§(§, §) and B§

∗(Y,X) = B§(Y,X) whenever Y 6∼= 0 and Y 6∼= 2,
• B§

∗(0, §) = {z}, and B§
∗(0, X) = B§(0, X)q {chx ◦ z}x∈X ,

• B§
∗(2, §) = {u, τ ◦ u}, and B§

∗(2, X) = B§(0, X)q {chx ◦ u, chx ◦ τ ◦ u}x∈X for all finite sets X,
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and the lemma follows immediately. �

By Lemma 7.5, a pointed graphical species (S, ε, o) may also be denoted by S∗, and these forms will
be used interchangeably. The category of elements of a pointed graphical species S∗ will be denoted by
el∗(S∗)

def
= el

B
§
∗
(S∗).

Lemma 7.6. The forgetful functor GS∗ → GS is strictly monadic: it has a left adjoint GS → GS∗, and
GS∗ is the EM category of algebras for the induced monad D = (D,µD, ηD) on GS.

Proof. The left adjoint (·)+ to the forgetful functor GS∗ → GS takes a graphical species S to its left Kan
extension S+ along the inclusion (B§)op ↪→ (B§

∗)
op. This does nothing more than formally adjoin elements

{ε+c }c∈S§ to S2 and {o+
c̃ }c̃∈S̃§ to S0 according to the combinatorics of contracted units (7.1), (7.2). Hence,

S+ is described by (DS, ε+, o+) = (DSεDS , oDS) where DS2 = S2 q {ε+c }c∈S§ , DS0 = S0 q {o+
c̃ }c̃∈S̃§ ,

and DSX = SX for X 6∼= 2, X 6∼= 0.

The monadic unit ηD is provided by the inclusion S ↪→ DS, and the multiplication µD is induced by
the canonical projections D2S2 → DS2. �

7.2. Pointed graphs. Let CGr∗ be the category obtained in the bo-ff factorisation of (Υ−)+ : CGret ↪→
GS→ GS∗, so that the following diagram commutes:

(7.7) B§
∗

dense

f.f.
//

f.f.
''

CGr∗
f.f.

Υ∗
// GS∗

forget

��

B§ � � //

b.o.

OO

CGret
� �

Υ
//

b.o.

OO

GS.

(·)+

OO

The inclusion B§
∗ → CGr∗ is fully faithful (by uniqueness of bo-ff factorisation), and also dense, since

the induced nerve Υ∗ : CGr∗ → GS∗ is fully faithful by construction.

Let G ∈ CGret be a graph. By Lemma 7.5, for each edge e ∈ E, εGe = che ◦ u ∈ CGr∗(C2,G) is the
che-coloured unit for Υ∗G, and the corresponding contracted unit is given by oGẽ = che ◦ z ∈ CGr∗(C0,G).

Since the functor Υ∗ embeds CGr∗ as a full subcategory of GS∗, I will denote Υ∗G ∈ GS∗ simply by
G where there is no risk of confusion. In particular, the element category el∗(Υ∗G) is denoted by el∗(G)

and called the category of pointed elements of a graph G.

For all pointed graphical species S∗, the forgetful functor GS∗ → GS induces injective-on-objects
inclusions el(S)→ el∗(S∗).

Recall [31, Section IX.3] that a functor Ψ: C → D is final if the slice category d/Ψ def
= Ψop/d is non-

empty and connected for all d ∈ D, and that this is the case if and only if, for any functor Φ: D→ E such
that colimC(Φ ◦Ψ) exists in E, colimDΦ also exists in E and the two colimits agree.

Lemma 7.8. For all graphs G, the inclusion el(G) ↪→ el∗(G) is final. Therefore, B§ is dense in CGr∗

and, for all pointed graphical species S∗ = (S, ε, o),

S(G) = lim(C,b)∈el(G)S(C) = lim(C′,b′)∈el∗(G)S∗(C′).

Proof. By definition, el∗(G) is obtained from el(G) by adjoining, for each e ∈ E, the objects (2, che ◦ u)

and (0, che ◦ z) = (0, chτe ◦ z) and the morphisms

(2, che ◦ u)
u

// (§, che) (0, che ◦ z).
z

oo

Hence, for all (C, b) ∈ el∗(G), the slice category b/el(G) is connected and non-empty. �



50 SOPHIE RAYNOR

By Lemma 7.8, a morphism f ∈ CGr∗(G,G′) is described by a functor el(G) → el∗(G′) such that, for
each (C, b) ∈ el(G), (C, b) 7→ (C, f(b)), and there is a commuting diagram

C
gf(b)

//

f(b) ��

C′

b′��

G′

where gf(b) ∈ B§
∗(C, C′) and (C′, b′) ∈ el(G′) is an (unpointed) element of G′.

Example 7.9. (Compare Example 6.3.) A surprising consequence of the definitions is that the morphism
set CGr∗(W, p) is non-empty. There are two morphisms κ, τ ◦ κ ∈ CGr∗(W, p):

(7.10) W

(p)

cha

>>

ch2◦τ
//

ch1
// C2

1C2 7→a
``

u
��

(p)

(7.11) W

(p)

cha

>>

ch2◦τ
//

ch1
// C2

1C2 7→a
``

σ2

��

(p)
ch1◦τ

//

ch2
// C2

u
~~

(p).

Hence, CGr∗(W, p) ∼= CGr∗(p, p) ∼= CGr∗(W,W). In particular, for all graphs G 6∼=W,

CGr∗(W,G) ∼= E(G) by che ◦ κ 7→ e.

These morphisms play a crucial role in the proof of the nerve theorem, Theorem 8.2.

Now, let W ⊂ V2 be a subset of bivalent vertices of a connected graph G.

Definition 7.12. A vertex deletion functor (for W ) is a G-shaped graph of graphs ΛG\W : el(G) → CGr∗

such that for (CX , b) ∈ el(G),

ΛG\W (b) =

{
(p) if (CX , b) is a neighbourhood of v ∈W,
CX otherwise.

If ΛG\W admits a colimit G\W in CGr∗, then the induced morphism del\W ∈ CGr∗(G,G\W ) is called the
vertex deletion morphism corresponding to W .

Note, in particular, that a vertex deletion functor ΛG\W is non-degenerate if and only ifW = ∅ in which
case ΛG\W is the identity graph of graphs IG : (C, b) 7→ C (Section 5.2).

Moreover, if W = W1 qW2 and del\W = delG\W : G → G\W exists in CGr∗, then so do

delG\W1
: G → G\W1

and del
G\W1

\W2
: GG\W1

→ (G\W1
)\W2

= GG\W

and del\W = del
G\W1

\W2
◦ delG\W1

.
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Example 7.13. For G = C2 and W = V = {∗}, ΛG\W is the constant functor induced by the cocone of
el(C2) over (p) in CGr∗:

(7.14) el∗(C2)

��

' (p)
ch1

//

id(p)
&&

C2

u

��

(p)
ch2◦τ

oo

id(p)
xx

el(p) (p) .

So, ΛG\W has colimit (p) in CGr∗ and del\W = u ∈ CGr∗(C2, p).

In fact, for all k ≥ 0, if G = Lk and W = V , then ΛG\W is also the constant functor to G\W = (p), and

uk
def
= del\W : Lk → CGr∗ is induced by the CGr∗-cocone under el∗(Lk):

el∗(Lk)

��

' (p)
ch1

//

id(p)
&&

C2

u

��

. . .
ch2◦τ

oo
ch1

// C2

u

��

(p)
ch2◦τ

oo

id(p)
xx

el(p) (p) . . . (p).

(So u1 = u : C2 → (p) and u0 is just the identity on (p).)

For any graph G, a pointwise étale injection ι ∈ CGret(Lk,G) describes a subset V (Lk) = W ⊂ V2(G)

of bivalent vertices of G. Hence, del\W ∈ CGr∗(G,G\W ) exists in CGr∗ and there is an edge e\W =

del\W (ι(1Lk)) ∈ E(G\W ) so that the following diagram commutes:

(7.15) Lk ι
//

uk

��

G

del\W

��

(p)
che\W

// G\W ,

Example 7.16. Let ∗ be the unique vertex of the wheel graphW. By Example 7.9,W\{∗} = colimel(W)Λ
W
\{∗}

exists and is isomorphic to (p) in CGret. (See also Section 6.) The induced morphism del\{∗} is precisely
κ : W → (p).

For m ≥ 1, letW ⊂ V (Wm) be the image of V (Lm−1) under an étale morphism ι ∈ CGret(Lm−1,Wm).
So V (Wm) = W q {∗}, and by (7.15), ι induces a vertex deletion morphism del\W ∈ CGr∗(Wm,W).

Therefore κm def
= del\V (Wm) is given by the composite κm = κ ◦ del\W : Wm →W → (p).

In particular, for all m ≥ 1, there are precisely two distinct morphisms, κm and τ ◦κm, in CGr∗(Wm, p).
Hence, for all graphs G,

CGr∗(Wm,G) = CGret(Wm,G)q {che ◦ κm}e∈E(G).

Proposition 7.17. For all graphs G and all W ⊂ V2, the colimit G\W of ΛG\W exists in CGr∗.

Moreover, E0(G) = E0(G\W ) unless G =Wm and W = V for some m ≥ 1.

Proof. If W is empty, then G\W = G and del\W is the identity on G. On the other hand, if W = V then,
by Proposition 4.22, G = Lk or G = Wm for some k ≥ 0 or m ≥ 1, and so G\W = (p) by Examples 7.13
and 7.16. For G = Lk, the vertex deletion morphism uk : Lk → (p) induces a bijection on boundaries, so
the proposition is proved when W = V or W = ∅.

Assume therefore, that ∅ 6= W ( V is a proper, non-empty subset of (bivalent) vertices of G.

Let GW ⊂ G be the subgraph with vertices V (GW ) = W , half-edges H(GW ) =
∐
v∈W

H/v and whose
edge set E(GW ) is the τ -closure of

∐
v∈W

E/v. (See Figure 23.)
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By Proposition 4.22, GW ∼=
∐m
i=1 Lki is a disjoint union of line graphs, with ki ≥ 1 for all i:

(7.18) E0(GW ) =

m∐
i=1

{1Lki , 2Lki }, and

(
m∐
i=1

{1Lki}

)
∩

(
m∐
i=1

{2Lki}

)
= ∅ in E(G).

The graph G\W is obtained by applying uki : Lki → (p) on each component Lki ↪→ G in turn. Since
W 6= V and components of GW are disjoint in G, this is independent of the order of {Lki}mi=1, and hence
del\W : G → G\W exists in CGr∗. The construction is summarised in the diagram

GW oo
∼=
//
∐m
i=1 Lki

ι
//

∐m
i=1 u

ki

��

G

del\W

��∐m
i=1(p) ∐

i che\Wi

// G\W ,

where, for 1 ≤ i ≤ m, ei = del\W (ι(1Lki )) in E(G\W ).

When W 6= V , the graph G\W (see Figure 23) is described explicitly by:

G\W = E\Wτ\W :: H\W
s\W

oo
t\W

// V\W ,

where
V\W = V \W,
H\W = H \H(GW ) = H \

(∐
v∈W

H/v
)
,

E\W = E \
(∐

v∈W
E/v
)
.

The maps s\W , t\W are just the restrictions of s and t and the involution τ\W : E\W → E\W is given by

τ\W (e) = τe for e ∈ E \ E(GW ),

τ\W (1Lki ) = 2Lki for 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

By (7.18), this is fixed point free and induces an identity E0(G) = E0(G\W ) on boundaries. �

del\W

Figure 23. Vertex deletion del\W : G → G\W , with colours indicating GW ⊂ G and
W ⊂ V2, and

∐3
i=1 u

ki(GW ) ⊂ G\W .

Definition 7.19. The similarity category CGrsim ↪→ CGr∗ is the identity on objects subcategory of CGr∗
whose morphisms are generated under composition by z : C0 → (p), the vertex deletion morphisms, and
graph isomorphisms. Morphisms in CGrsim are called similarity morphisms, and connected components
of CGrsim are similarity classes. Graphs in the same connected component of CGrsim are similar.

Example 7.20. Up to isomorphism, the only morphisms in CGr∗ with codomain (p) are similarity mor-
phisms of the form z : C0 → (p), κm : Wm → (p) (m ≥ 1), and uk : Lk → (p) (k ≥ 0).
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Corollary 7.21 (Corollary to Proposition 7.17). The pair (CGrsim,CGret) of subcategories of CGr∗ defines
a weak factorisation system on CGr∗.

In particular, if E0(G) 6= ∅ and f ∈ CGr∗(G,G′) is boundary-preserving, then f = f\Wf
◦ del\Wf

where
f\Wf

∈ CGr∗(G\Wf
,G′) is an isomorphism.

Proof. The only non-identity morphisms in CGr∗ with (co)domain C0 are of the form che ◦ z = chτe ◦
z : C0 → G for some graph G with edge e, and z has the left lifting property with respect to morphisms
in CGr∗. Moreover, any morphism f ∈ CGr∗(G,G′) between connected graphs G 6∼= C0 and G′ 6∼= C0 factors
uniquely as f = f\Wf

◦ del\Wf
, where Wf is the set of bivalent vertices w of G such that, if (C2, b) is a

minimal neighbourhood of w, then f ◦ b = che′ ◦ u : C2 → G′ for some (necessarily unique) edge e′ of G′.
Hence (CGrsim,CGret) describes a weak factorisation system on CGr∗.

The second statement follows immediately from Corollary 4.20. �

Example 7.22. For all graphical species S and all graphs G with no isolated vertices, by Corollary 7.21,

(7.23) DS(G) =
∐

W⊂V2

S(G\W ).

Example 7.24. In particular, for all graphs G and all k ∈ N, (7.23) gives

CGret∗(Lk,G) ∼=
k∐
j=0

(
k

j

)
CGret(Lj ,G).

By Corollary 7.21, a morphism f ∈ CGr∗(G,G′) is uniquely characterised by a commuting diagram of
the form (7.25), and such that f−1

V (Ẽ′) ⊂ V0 q V2 is either a single isolated vertex or a (possibly empty)
subset of bivalent vertices, and the induced square 7.26 is a pullback.

(7.25) E oo
τ
//

fE
��

E

fE
��

H
s

oo

fH
��

t
// V

fV
��

E′ oo
τ ′
// E′ H ′ q E′

s′qid′
oo

t′qq′
// V ′ q Ẽ′

(7.26) H

fH

��

t
// (V \ V0)

fV
��

H ′ q E′
t′qq′

// (V \ V0)q Ẽ′

If G 6∼= C0, and f = f\Wf
◦ del\Wf

where f\Wf
is a morphism in CGret, then Wf = f−1

V (Ẽ′) ⊂ V2.

Example 7.27. The morphisms z ∈ B§
∗(0, §) = CGr∗(C0, p) and u ∈ B§

∗(2, §) = CGr∗(C2, p) are described
by commuting diagrams (7.28) and (7.29):

(7.28) C0

z

��

∅

��

∅oo

��

// {∗}

��

(p) {1, 2}τ :: {1, 2}
id
oo

qp
// {1̃}

(7.29) C2

u

��

{
1C2 , 2C2 ,

1
†
C2
, 2

†
C2

}

��

{1†C2 , 2
†
C2}oo

��

// {∗}

��

(p) {1, 2}τ :: {1, 2}
id

oo
qp

// {1̃}

The following extension of Lemma 3.14 says that most morphisms in CGr∗ are completely determined
by their action on edges:
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Lemma 7.30. If G 6∼= C0 and G′ 6∼=W, then fE is sufficient to define f ∈ CGr∗(G,G′).

Proof. Let v ∈ V2 be a bivalent vertex of G with incident edges E/v = {e1, e2} ⊂ E2. If fE(e1) 6= fE(τe2),
then fV (v) = t′s′

−1
(fE(e1)) ∈ V ′. Otherwise, fE(e1) = fE(τe2). Then, either

fV (v) = q′(fE(e1)) = q′(fE(τe2)) ∈ Ẽ′,

or, there is a vertex v′ of G′ with E/v′ = {fE(e1), fE(e2)}, in which case G′ =W. �

Example 7.31. Lemma 7.30 does not hold if G′ = W. For example, there are only two maps of edges
E(W2)→ E(W) that are compatible with the involution, and these correspond to the two morphisms in
CGret(W2,W). However, there are six distinct morphisms in CGr∗(W2,W).

7.3. S∗-structured graphs. The étale topology on CGret extends to a topology on CGr∗ whose covers at
G are jointly surjective collections U ⊂ CGr∗/G. By Lemma 7.8, a presheaf P : CGrop

∗ → Set is a sheaf for
this topology if and only if, for all graphs G, P (G) ∼= lim(C,b)∈el(G)P (C). In particular, there is a canonical
equivalence sh(CGr∗, J∗) ' GS∗ (compare Section 4.4).

Let S∗ be a pointed graphical species.

Definition 7.32. (Compare Definition 4.28.) An S∗ structure on a connected graph G is an element
α ∈ S∗(G) ∼= GS∗(G, S∗). The category of (connected) S∗-structured graphs is denoted by CGr∗/S∗.

An S∗-structured graph (G, α) is called admissible if G 6∼= (p) is not a stick graph.

Example 7.33. For all pointed graphical species S∗ = (S, ε, o), all k ≥ 0, m ≥ 1, the vertex deletion
morphisms uk ∈ CGr∗(Lk, p) and κm ∈ CGr∗(Wm, p) induce injective maps

S∗(u
k) : S§ = S(p)→ S(Lk), and S∗(κ

m) : S§ → S(Wm).

For each c ∈ S§, there are c-coloured unit structures on Lk and Wm (as pictured in Figure 24):

Lk(εc)
def
= S∗(u

k)(c) ∈ S∗(Lk) and Wm(εc)
def
= S∗(κ

m)(c) ∈ S∗(Wm).

εc εc εc εc
ωc ωc ωc ωc ωcc c c cc

(1L4 ) (2L4 )

ε c

ε
c

εc

εc

ωc

c

c

ωc

ωc c

c ωc

Figure 24. The c-coloured unit structures L4(εc) and W4(εc).

For any subset W of bivalent vertices of a graph G, and any S∗-structure α\W ∈ S(G\W ), there is a
unique S∗-structure α ∈ S(G) such that del\W ∈ CGr∗/S∗(α, α\W ): If (C2, b) ∈ el(G) is a neighbourhood
of v ∈W , then del\W ◦ b = che ◦ u for some e ∈ E(G\W ). Hence α ∈ S(G) is determined by

S∗(b)(α) = S∗(del\W ◦ b)(α\W ) = S∗(u)S(che)(α\W ) = ε
(
S(che)(α\W )

)
.

Definition 7.34. Let (G, α) be an S∗-structured graph. Then

Wα
def
= {v | there is a neighbourhood (C, b) of v such that S(b)(α) ∈ im(ε) ∪ im(o)} ⊂ V0 q V2,

is the set of vertices α-decorated by (contracted) units.

An S∗-structure (G, α) is called reduced if Wα = ∅.
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Let G 6∼= C0 and W ⊂ V2(G). There exists an S∗-structure αW ∈ S(G\W ) such that del\W ∈
CGr∗(G,G\W ) describes a morphism in CGr∗/S∗((G, α), (G\W , α\W )) if and only if W ⊂ Wα. By def-
inition, (G\W , α\W ) is reduced if and only if W = Wα.

7.4. Similar structures. The issues that can arise from trying to build degenerate substitution by the
stick graph into the definition of the modular operad monad have been outlined in Section 6. Degenerate
substitutions, and therefore exceptional loops, can be avoided if there is a suitable notion of equivalence of
S∗-structured graphs, for which all constructions may be obtained in terms of admissible representatives.

This principle informs the construction of the distributive law λ : TD ⇒ DT .

By Proposition 7.17, any similarity morphism that is not of the form z : C0 → (p) or κm : Wm → (p)
preserves boundaries. Let G be a connected graph with non-empty vertex set. A boundary-preserving
similarity morphism f ∈ CGrsim(G,G′), together with an X-labelling ρ : E0 → X of G, induces an X-
labelling on G′.

Recall that X-CGriso is the category of (admissible) X-graphs and boundary-preserving isomorphisms.
The category X-CGrsim is obtained from X-CGriso by adjoining all similarity morphisms from objects of
X-CGriso and, where necessary, their X-labelled codomains:

• If X 6∼= 0, X 6∼= 2, then X-CGriso is a bijective on objects subcategory of X-CGrsim whose mor-
phisms are similarity morphisms that preserve the labelling of the ports.
• For X = 2, 2-CGrsim is obtained from 2-CGriso by adjoining the morphisms del\V : Lk → (p),

and hence also the labelled stick graphs (p, id) and (p, τ). An admissible 2-graph X ∈ 2-CGriso ⊂
2-CGrsim is in the same connected component as (p, id) if and only if X = (Lk, idLk) for some
k ≥ 1. In particular, τ : (p)→ (p) does not induce a morphism in 2-CGrsim.
• When X = 0, the morphisms del\V : Wm → (p), and z : C0 → (p) are not boundary-preserving,

and do not induce any labelling on the ports of (p). So, the objects of 0-CGrsim are the admissible
0-graphs in 0-CGriso, together with (p). In particular, Wm, C0 and (p) are in the same connected
component of 0-CGrsim, and (p) is terminal in this component.

To simplify notation in what follows, let C0\V
def
= (p) and del\V = z : C0 → (p) in CGr∗.

Definition 7.35. For all S∗ ∈ GS∗, the slice category X-CGrsim/S∗ induced by the canonical functor
X-CGrsim → CGr∗ ↪→ GS∗ is the category of similar S∗-structured X-graphs.

Admissible S∗-structured X-graphs (X 1, α1), (X 2, α2) are called similar, written (X 1, α1) ∼ (X 2, α2)

(or α1 ∼ α2), if they are in the same connected component of X-CGrsim/S∗.

Let (X , α) be an admissible S∗-structured X-graph such that (X , α) 6= (C0, oc̃). Then

(X⊥α , α⊥)
def
= (X\Wα

, α\Wα
)

is reduced and terminal in the connected component of (X , α) in X-CGrsim/S∗. It is admissible unless
(X , α) = Lk(εc), or (X , α)Wm(εc) for some c ∈ S§ and k,m ≥ 1.

If (X⊥α , α⊥) is not admissible, then it is represented by (p, c) for some c ∈ S§. If c 6= ωc ∈ S§, then
(p, c) and (p, ωc) are in disjoint components of 2-CGrsim/S∗. By contrast, z : C0 → (p) induces morphisms
(C0, oc̃) → (p, c) and (C0, oc̃) → (p, ωc) in CGr∗/S∗. So, for all c ∈ S§, c̃ defines a unique element
[p, c] = [p, ωc] in 0-CGrsim/S∗.

Moreover, the similarity maps κ : W → (p)← C0 : z in CGr∗ induce morphisms of S∗-structured graphs:

(7.36) W(εc) // (p, c) (C0, oc̃)oo // (p, ωc) W(εωc)oo .

So, W(εc) ∼ (C0, oc̃) and there is a double-cone shaped diagram in 0-CGrsim/S∗ (Figure 25).
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κ τκ
z

τW

Figure 25. The contraction of units is described in terms of a commuting diagram in
0-CGrsim that is strongly suggestive of a conical singularity.

Lemma 7.37. For all pointed graphical species S∗ and all finite sets X, there is a canonical bijection

(7.38) colimX∈X-CGrsimS∗(X ) ∼= π0(X-CGrsim/S∗).

Proof. SinceX-CGriso/S ⊂ X-CGrsim/S∗, there is a surjection of connected components π0(X-CGriso/S)→
π0(X-CGrsim/S∗). Every component of X-CGrsim/S∗ has a representative in X-CGriso/S, and the result
follows from (5.7) and Definition 7.35. �

7.5. A distributive law for modular operads. Let S be a graphical species and X a finite set. An
element of TDSX is represented by an X-graph X , with a DS-structure α ∈ DS(X ) = S+(X ). The idea
is to construct a distributive law λ : TD ⇒ DT such that λS is invariant under similarity morphisms.

Proposition 7.39. There is a distributive law λ : TD ⇒ DT such that for all graphical species S and
finite sets X, and all elements [X , α], [X ′, α′] of TDSX ,

λS[X , α] = λS[X ′, α′] in DTSX if and only if [X , α] ∼ [X ′, α′] ∈ X-CGrsim/S
+.

Proof. Since the endofunctor D just adjoins elements, there are canonical inclusions TS ↪→ DTS and
TS ↪→ TDS. The natural transformation λ : TD ⇒ DT will restrict to the identity on TS.

For a finite set X, elements of TDSX are represented by DS-structured X-graphs (X , α), whereas
elements of DTSX are either of the form εDTSc , oDTSc̃ for c ∈ S§, or are represented by S-structured
X-graphs (X ′, α′). Observe also that an object (X , α) ∈ X-CGrsim/S

+ is reduced and admissible if and
only if (X , α) ∈ X-CGriso/S, and hence [X , α] ∈ TSX .

Let (X , α) ∈ X-CGriso/DS. If X = 2, and (X , α) has the form Lk(εc), set

λS[X , α] = εDSc ∈ DTS2.

And, if X = 0, and (X , α) =Wm(εc) or (X , α) = (C0, oc̃), set

λS[X , α] = oDTSc̃ ∈ DTS0.

Otherwise, the component of (X , α) in X-CGrsim/S
+ has an admissible and reduced (hence terminal)

object (X⊥α , α⊥), so we can set

λS[X , α] = [X⊥α , α⊥] ∈ TSX ⊂ DTSX .

The assignment so defined clearly extends to a natural transformation λ : TD ⇒ DT .

The verification that λ satisfies the four axioms [4, Section 1] for a distributive law is straightforward
but unenlightening, so I prove just one here, that the following diagram of natural transformations
commutes:
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(7.40) TD2 λD +3

T (µD)

��

DTD
Dλ +3 D2T

(µD)T

��
TD

λ
+3 DT

Let [X , α] ∈ TD2SX . The result is immediate when X = C0. Moreover, all the maps in (7.40) restrict
to the identity on TS ⊂ TD2S.

Therefore, we may assume that [X , α] 6∈ TSX and that X 6∼= C0. For j = 1, 2, define the sets W j , of
vertices decorated by distinguished elements adjoined in the jth application of D:

W j def
= {v|v has a minimal neighbourhood (CX , b) with D2S(b)(α) ∈ im(εD

jS)} ⊂ V2.

Then TµDS[X , α] = [X , αµD
] ∈ TDSX , where αµ

D ∈ DS(X ) is given by

DS(b)(αµ
D
) =

{
εDSc if (C, b) is a minimal neighbourhood of v ∈W 1 qW 2,

D2S(b)(α) ∈ S(C) otherwise.

If W 1 ∪W 2 6= V , then(7.40) gives

[X , α] � λDS
// [X\W 2 , α\W 2 ] � DλS

// [(X\W 2)\W 1 , (α\W 2)\W 1 ]

[X , α] �
T (µD)

// [X , µDα] �
λS

// [X\(W 1qW 2), α\(W 1qW 2)] ∈ TSX

.

If W 1 qW 2 = V , then T (µD)[X , α] has the form Lk(εDSc ) or Wm(εDSc ) and both paths map to the
corresponding (contracted) unit in DTS. �

It follows that there is a composite monad DT on GS, induced by λ. Moreover, by [4, Section 3],
λ : TD ⇒ DT induces a lift T∗ of T to GS∗, such that the EM categories GSDT and GST∗∗ are canonically
isomorphic. (See also Section 2.2.)

Corollary 7.41. The monad T∗ = (T∗, µ
T∗ , ηT∗) on GS∗ is given by

T∗S§ = S§, and T∗SX = colimX∈X-CGrsimS(X ).

The unit ηT∗ : 1GS∗ ⇒ T∗ and multiplication µT∗ : T 2
∗ ⇒ T∗ are induced by the unit ηT : 1GS ⇒ T and

multiplication µT : T 2 ⇒ T for T. In other words, if [X , α]∗ denotes the class of [X , α] ∈ TSX in T∗SX ,
then

ηT∗(φ) = [ηTφ]∗ and µT∗ [X , β] = [µT[X , β]]∗.

Proof. Let S∗ = (S, ε, o) be a pointed graphical species, and let hD : DS → S denote the D-algebra
structure on S, so ε = hD(ε+) and o = hD(o+).

Observe first that

(µDµT) ◦ (DλT ) ◦ (DTDηT) = (µDT ) ◦ (Dλ) : DTD ⇒ DT.

So, by [4, Section 3], T∗(S∗) is described by the coequaliser

(7.42) DTDS
DThD

//

DλS
((

DTS
π

// T∗S∗.

D2TS.
µDTS

66
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The occurrence of λ means that the lower path of (7.42) identifies similar elements of TDS ↪→ DTDS

and, since ε = hD(ε+), it follows that similar elements of TS ⊂ DTS are identified by the quotient π.
Reduced elements of TSX ⊂ DTDSX → DTSX ⊃ TSX are unchanged under both paths in (7.42).
Therefore T∗SX = colimX∈X-CGrsimS∗(X ) as required. Clearly [Lk(ε)]∗ and [Wm(ε)]∗ = [C0, o]∗ provide
(contracted) units for T∗S∗.

Let (X , β) represent an element of T 2SX such that (X , β) 6∼= (C0, (C0, oc̃)), (X , β) 6∼= (C0, [Wm(εc)]).
And let del\W ∈ X-CGrsim((X , β), (X\W , β\W )), so W ⊂ W\α. Then (C2, b) ∈ el(X ) is a neighbourhood
of v ∈W if and only if there is a k ≥ 1, and a c ∈ S§, such that S(b)(β) = [Lk(εc)] in TS2. In particular,
µT[X , β] and µT[X\W , β\W ] are represented by similar objects of X-CGrsim/S∗.

Finally, let (X , β) ∈ TS(X ) be similar to (C0, (C0, oc̃)), and hence also (X , β) ∼ (C0, [Wm(εc)]) in
0-CGrsim/T∗S∗. Then, either µT[X , β] = (C0, oc̃) or µT[X , β] = [WM (εc)] for some M ≥ 1. It follows that
µT preserves similarity classes of (C0, [Wm(εc)]) in TS(C0)→ T 2S0.

Hence, µT∗ = [µT(−)]∗ is well-defined and provides the multiplication for T∗. Clearly ηT∗ = [ηT(−)]∗,
and the corollary follows. �

In particular, to compute the image of [X , β] ∈ T 2
∗S∗ under the multiplication µT∗(S∗) : T 2

∗S∗ → T∗S∗,
it is sufficient to chose a non-degenerate representative of β (i.e. a non-degenerate X -shaped graph of
S-structured graphs) and quotient by similarity at the end.

Remark 7.43. There is also a distributive law DT ⇒ TD. Algebras for the composite monad TD are
just the cofibred coproducts of algebras for D and T. There is no further relationship between the two
structures. (See also Example 2.16.)

7.6. DT-algebras are modular operads. At last we are ready to prove the first main theorem – that
modular operads are DT-algebras in GS.

Let (S, �, ζ, ε) be a modular operad. Since (S, �, ζ) is a non-unital modular operad, it is equipped with
a T-algebra structure pT = p�,εT : TS → S, by Proposition 5.29. Moreover S∗ = (S, ε, ζε) is a pointed
graphical species, and hence also a D-algebra.

Lemma 7.44. The defining functor X-CGriso/S � TSX
pT−→ SX factors through π0(X-CGrsim/S∗).

Proof. Since (S, �, ζ, ε) is a modular operad, pT satisfies

(7.45) pT[Mc(φ, εc)] = φ �c εc = φ = pT(ηTφ) wherever defined.

In particular, let α ∈ S(X ) for X 6∼= C0 and let W ⊂Wα be such that W 6= V (X ). Then

pT[X , α] = pT[X\W , α\W ]

by the proof of Proposition 5.29.

Therefore, it remains to check that pT[C0, oc̃] = pT[W(εc)] for all c ∈ S§. This is immediate since
W ∼= N 0

1,2 (Example 3.9), and hence

pT[C0, oc̃] = oc̃
def
= ζ(εc) = pT[N (εc)] = pT[Wm(εc)]

by construction, since (S, pT) is a T-algebra. �

It is now straightforward to prove that DT is the desired modular operad monad on GS.

Theorem 7.46. The EM category GSDT of algebras for DT is canonically isomorphic to MO.
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Proof. Let (A, h) be a DT-algebra with corresponding D and T structure morphisms

hD
def
= h ◦ (DηTA) : DA→ A, and hT

def
= h ◦ (DηDA) : TA→ A.

Since ηD is just an inclusion, hT = h|TA : TA → A is the restriction of h to TA ⊂ DTA. By Propo-
sition 5.29, A is equipped with a multiplication � = h ◦ [M(−,−)] and contraction ζ = h ◦ [N (−)], as
described in the proof of Lemma 5.28, so that (A, �, ζ) is a non-unital modular operad.

It remains to show that ε provides a unit for the multiplication �. By the monad algebra axioms, there
are commuting diagrams in GS:

(7.47) A
ηDηTA

// DTA

h

��

A,

(7.48) (DT )2A
DλTA

//

DTh

��

D2T 2A
µDµTA

// DTA

h

��

DTA
h

// A.

Let X be a finite set, c ∈ (A§)
X , and let φ ∈ Ac. By definition of λ,

DλTA[Mcx(ηTA(φ), εDTAcx )] = [CX , ηTA(φ)] = (ηT)2A(φ)

for all x ∈ X. So [Mcx(ηTA(φ), εDTAcx )] 7→ φ under the top-right path in (7.48).

Now, φ �cx εcx = h[Mcx(φ, εcx)] by definition, and [Mcx(φ, εcx)] = DTh[Mcx(ηT(φ), εDTAcx )] by the
monad algebra axioms. Then, since (7.48) commutes,

φ �cx εcx = h[Mcx(φ, εcx)] = hDTh[Mcx(ηT(φ), εDTAcx )] = φ,

and ε is a unit for �.

Conversely, a modular operad (S, �, ζ, ε) induces a pointed graphical species S∗ = (S, ε, o = ζε). By
Proposition 5.29, (S, �, ζ) has a T-algebra structure pT : TS → S such that

(7.49) � = pT ◦ [M(·, ·)] and ζ = pT ◦ [N (·)].

and, for all c ∈ S§ and all m ≥ 1, since ε is a unit for �,

(7.50) oc̃
def
= ζεc = pT[N (εc)] = pT[W(εc)] = pT[Wm(εc)].

Let p : DTS → S be defined by

(7.51) p(εDTS) = ε : S§ → S2, p(o
DTS) = o = ζε : S§ → S0, and p = pT : TS → S on TS ⊂ DTS.

Then (7.47) commutes for (A, h) = (S, p) since (S, pT) is a T-algebra.

It remains to check that (7.48) commutes for (A, h) = (S, p). This is clear for the adjoined (contracted)
units ε(DT )2S , and o(DT )2S in (DT )2S. Otherwise, if [X , β] ∈ TDTSX , then exactly one of the following
four conditions holds:

(i) X = 0 and [X , β] = [C0, oDTSc̃ ]. In this case, it is immediate from the definitions of p and λ that
the image of [X , β] under both paths in (7.48) is oc̃;

(ii) X = 0 and [X , β] = [Wm(εDTSc )] for some m ≥ 1, and c ∈ S§. The application of λTS means that
the top-right path takes [Wm(εDTSc )] to oc̃ ∈ S0.

Since p(εDTS) = ε, the bottom-left path takes [Wm(εDTSc )] first to [Wm(εc)] ∈ TS0 and then, by
(7.50), to oc̃.

(iii) X = 2 and [X , β] = [Lk(εDTSc )] for some k ≥ 1, and c ∈ S§. Once again, the application of λTS
means that the top-right path takes [Lk(εDTSc )] to εc ∈ S2.
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The bottom-left path takes [Lk(εDTSc )] first to [Lk(εc)] ∈ TS2 by applying p inside and then, by
Lemma 7.44,

p[Lk(εc)] = pT[Lk(εc)] = εc ∈ S2;

(iv) Otherwise, λTS[X , β] = [X⊥β , β⊥] where (X⊥β , β⊥) is the unique reduced and admissible S-structured
graph that is similar to (X , β) in X-CGrsim/S∗, and hence [X⊥β , β⊥] ∈ T 2SX .

So, for the top-right path we have

[X , β] 7→ p ◦ µTS[X⊥β , β⊥] = pT ◦ µTS[X⊥β , β⊥] ∈ SX .

Since (S, pT) is a T-algebra pT ◦ µTS[X⊥β , β⊥] = pT ◦ TpTS[X⊥β , β⊥] and, by Lemma 7.44, this is
precisely p ◦ Tp[X , β].

Therefore (7.48) commutes, and (S, p) has the structure of a DT-algebra.

It is straightforward to verify that the assignment (S, �, ζ, ε) 7→ (S, p) is natural and that the functors
MO� GSDT so defined are each others’ inverses. �

Remark 7.52. In particular, DT is the algebraically free monad [26] on the endofunctor T ds from Section 6.

8. A nerve theorem for modular operads

By Theorem 7.46 and [4], there is a diagram of functors

(8.1) Ξ �
�

f.f.
// MO

forgetT∗

��

N
// psh(Ξ)

j∗

��

B§
∗
� � dense

f.f.
// CGr∗

� � dense

f.f.
//

j b.o.

OO

GS∗

forgetD

��

� �

f.f.
//

freeT∗

OO

psh(CGr∗)

��

B§ � � dense

f.f.
//

dense

88

b.o.

OO

CGret
� � dense

f.f.
//

b.o.

OO

GS �
�

f.f.
//

freeD

OO

psh(CGret).

where Ξ is the category obtained in the bo-ff factorisation of CGret → GS → MO, and also in the bo-ff
factorisation of CGr∗ → GS∗ → MO.

The goal of this section is to prove the following nerve theorem for modular operads using the abstract
machinery described in Section 2.

Theorem 8.2. The functor N : MO→ psh(Ξ) is full and faithful. Its essential image consists of precisely
those presheaves P on Ξ whose restriction to psh(Ξ) are graphical species. In other words,

(8.3) P (G) = lim(C,b)∈el(G)P (C) for all graphs G.

Remark 8.4. A version of this theorem was stated in [23], and another version was proved, by different
methods from those presented here, in [21, Theorem 3.8]. In [36], I proved a version of Theorem 8.2 by
almost the same methods as presented here, but without the use of the distributive law. In all these
versions, the statement of the Segal condition (8.3) is the same.

An overview (following [6, Sections 1-3]) of monads with arities was given in Section 2. If the monad
DT on GS had arities CGret Theorem 8.2, then Theorem 8.2 would follow immediately from [6, Section 1].
Unfortunately, this is not the case. The obstruction, unsurprisingly, relates to the contracted units (see
Remark 8.12).

The remainder of this work is devoted to showing instead that T∗ has arities CGr∗ ⊂ GS∗. In this case,
the nerve N : MO→ psh(Ξ) is fully faithful. Moreover, because B§ is dense in CGr∗, the essential image
of N is characterised by the Ξ-presheaves P that satisfy the Segal condition (8.3).
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By construction, Ξ ⊂ MO is the full subcategory on the modular operads Ξ(G), free on connected
graphs G ∈ CGret. So, the first step is to study these in more detail.

8.1. The free modular operad on a graph. Fix a connected graph H = (E,H, V, s, t, τ). To stream-
line the notation, let TH def

= TΥH denote the free non-unital modular operad on H, and T∗H
def
= T∗Υ∗H

the corresponding free unital modular operad on H.

Of course, T∗H(p) = {che}e∈E = CGr∗(p,H). Recall that the unit for Υ∗H is given by che 7→ εHe
def
=

che ◦ u ∈ CGr∗(C2,H), and the contracted unit for Υ∗H is given by che 7→ oHẽ
def
= che ◦ z ∈ CGr∗(C0,H).

So, by Proposition 7.39, T∗H has units

che 7→ εT∗He
def
= [ηTεHe ]∗ = [Lk, che ◦ uk]∗,

and contracted units

che 7→ oT∗Hẽ
def
= [ηToHe ]∗ = [C0, che ◦ z]∗ = [Wm, che ◦ κm]∗.

Let X be a finite set. By Corollary 7.41, elements of T∗HX are represented by pairs (X , f) where X
is an admissible X-graph and f ∈ CGr∗(X ,H). Pairs (X 1, f1) and (X 2, f2) represent the same element
[X , f ]∗ ∈ T∗HX if and only if there is a commuting diagram

(8.5) X 1
g1

//

f1

''

X⊥

f⊥

��

X 2
g2

oo

f2

wwH

in CGr∗ such that, for j = 1, 2, gj is a morphism in X-CGrsim, and f⊥ : X⊥ → H is an (unpointed) étale
morphism in CGret.

Outside the (contracted) units, X⊥ is admissible. Otherwise f⊥ = che ∈ CGret(p,H) for some e ∈ E.
In particular, the following special case of (8.5) commutes in CGr∗ for all e ∈ E and all m ≥ 1:

(8.6) C0
z

//

che◦z
&&

(p)

che

��

Wmκm
oo

che◦κm
ww

H.

This will be essential in the proof of Theorem 8.2.

8.2. The category Ξ. By (8.1), Ξ is the restriction to CGr∗ of the Kleisli category of T∗. So, for all
pairs (G,H) of graphs

Ξ(G,H) = GS∗(G, T∗H) ∼= T∗H(G).

In particular, for G ∼= CX or G ∼= (p), Ξ(G,H) ∼= T∗H(G) has been described in Section 8.1.

For the general case, it follows from Section 8.1 that a morphism α ∈ Ξ(G,H) is represented by a non-
degenerate G-shaped graph of graphs Γ with colimit Γ(G), together with a morphism f ∈ CGr∗(Γ(G),H).

Let G 6∼= C0 and H be graphs. For i = 1, 2, let Γi be a non-degenerate G-shaped graph of graphs with
colimit Γi(G), and let f i ∈ CGr∗(Γ

i(G),H). For each (C, b) ∈ el(G), let ιib : Γi(b) → Γi(G) denote the
defining embedding.
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Lemma 8.7. The pairs (Γ1, f1), (Γ2, f2) represent the same morphism α ∈ Ξ(G,H) if and only if there
is a non-degenerate G-shaped graph of graphs Γ with colimit Γ(G), and a morphism f ∈ CGr∗(Γ(G),H)

such that there is a commuting diagram

(8.8) Γ1(G) //

f1

((

Γ(G)

f

��

Γ2(G)oo

f2

vvH.

in CGr∗ where the morphisms in the top row are vertex deletion morphisms.

Proof. If (Γ1, f1) and (Γ2, f2) represent the same morphisms α ∈ Ξ(G,H), then, for all (CXb , b) ∈ el(G),
(Γ1(b), f1 ◦ ι1b) and (Γ2(b), f2 ◦ ι2b) are similar in Xb-CGrsim/Υ∗H by definition. Therefore, by Section 8.1,
since G 6∼= C0, there is an admissible graph Γ(b) and a morphism fb ∈ CGr∗(Γ(b),H) such that the
following diagram – in which the horizontal morphisms are vertex deletion morphisms between graphs
with non-empty boundaries – commutes in CGr∗:

Γ1(b) //

f1◦ι1b
''

Γ(b)

fb

��

Γ2(b)oo

f2◦ι2b
ww

H.

If (Γ(G), f) is the colimit of the non-degenerate G-shaped graph of Υ∗H-structured graphs defined by
(CXb , b) 7→ (Γ(b), fb) for all (CXb , b) ∈ el(G), then (8.8) commutes by construction. The converse follows
immediately from the definitions. �

Since every graph G is trivially the colimit of the identity G-shaped graph of graphs IG : (C, b) 7→ C
(Section 5.2), the assignment f 7→ [IG , f ] ∈ Ξ(G,H) induces an inclusion of categories CGr∗ ↪→ Ξ.

It follows that there is weak ternary factorisation system on Ξ: Morphisms in Ξ factor as boundary-
preserving morphisms [Γ] : G → Γ(G) represented by non-degenerate graphs of graphs Γ, followed by
morphisms in CGr∗, which themselves factor as (CGrsim,CGret) by Corollary 7.21.

8.3. Factorisation categories. More generally, let GS∗T∗ be the Kleisli category of T∗ given by GS∗T∗(S∗, S
′
∗) =

GS∗(S∗, T∗S
′
∗) for all S∗, S′∗ ∈ GS∗. In particular, the graphical category Ξ ⊂ GS∗T∗ is the full subcategory

whose objects are graphs G ∈ CGret.

Let S∗ be a pointed graphical species. Elements of T∗SX correspond to similarity classes of S∗-
structured X-graphs (X , γ). So, for any graph G, a morphism β ∈ GS∗(G, T∗S∗) is represented by a
non-degenerate G-shaped graph of S-structured graphs ΓS . The colimit of ΓS describes an S∗ structured
graph (Γ(G), α), where Γ(G) is the colimit of the underlying G-shaped graph of graphs Γ : el(G) →
CGret/S → CGret, which represents a morphism [Γ] ∈ GS∗T∗(Υ∗G,Υ∗Γ(G)), as in Section 8.2.

So, let S∗ be a pointed graphical species, G a graph, and let β ∈ GS∗(G, T∗S). The following definition
is from [6, Section 2.4]:

Definition 8.9. The factorisation category fact∗(β) of β is the category whose objects are pairs (Γ, α),
where Γ is a non-degenerate G-shaped graph of graphs with colimit Γ(G) and α ∈ GS∗(Γ(G), S) ∼= S(Γ(G))

is such that β is given by the composition of morphisms in GS∗T∗ :

G
[Γ]

// Γ(G)
α

// S∗.
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Morphisms in fact∗(β)((Γ1, α1), (Γ2, α2)) are commuting diagrams in GS∗T∗

(8.10) Γ1(G)

g

��

α1

''
G

[Γ1]

77

[Γ2]
''

S∗

Γ2(G)

α2

77

such that g is a morphism in CGr∗⊂GS∗T∗ .

By [6, Proposition 2.5], the monad T∗ has arities CGr∗ if the following lemma holds for all pointed
graphical species S∗, all graphs G ∈ CGr∗ and all β ∈ GS∗(G, T∗S∗):

Lemma 8.11. The category fact∗(β) is connected.

Proof. This follows easily from the discussion above, and in particular Section 8.1:

Let S∗ be a pointed graphical species. For X a finite set, S∗-structured X-graphs (X 1, α1), (X 2, α2)

represent the same element of T∗SX if and only if they are similar in X-CGrsim/S∗ ∼= GS∗(CX , T∗S∗). So,
by Section 8.2, the lemma holds whenever G = (p) or G = CX is a corolla (including C0, by (8.6)).

Now, let G 6∼= C0 be any connected graph. Elements of GS∗(G, T∗S) ∼= T∗S(G) are represented by non-
degenerate G-shaped graphs of S∗-structured graphs. Since there is no object of the form (C0, b) in el(G),
two such non-degenerate S∗-structured graphs of graphs, Γ1

S∗
,Γ2

S∗
represent the same element of T∗S(G)

if and only if for all (CXb , b) ∈ el(G), Γ1
S∗

(CXb , b) ∼ Γ2
S∗

(CXb , b) in Xb-CGrsim/S∗, whereby the colimits
Γ1
S∗

(G) and Γ2
S∗

(G) are also similar in CGr∗/S∗. Hence, fact∗(β) is connected by Corollary 7.41. �

Theorem 8.2 now follows from [6, Sections 1 & 2].

Proof of Theorem 8.2. The category CGr∗ is dense in GS∗. By [6, Proposition 2.5], the monad T∗ on GS∗

has arities CGr∗ if and only if fact∗(β) is connected for all S∗, G and β ∈ GS∗(G, T∗S∗).

Hence, by Lemma 8.11, T∗ has arities CGr∗ ⊂ GS∗ and the induced nerve functor N : MO→ psh(Ξ) is
fully faithful by [6, Propositions 1.5 & 1.9].

Moreover, by [6, Theorem 1.10], its essential image is the subcategory of those presheaves on Ξ whose
restriction to CGr∗ are in the image of the fully faithful embedding GS∗ ↪→ psh(CGr∗).

In other words, a presheaf P on Ξ is in the essential image of N if and only if, for all G, P (G) =

lim(C,b)∈el∗(G)P (C). By finality of el(G) ⊂ el∗(G), this is the case precisely when P (G) = lim(C,b)∈el(G)P (C).
�

Remark 8.12. To see that the modular operad monad DT on GS does not have arities, let us use the
method of [6, Section 2] to construct its unpointed factorisation categories.

For any graphical species S and graph G, GSDT(ΥG, S) ∼= GS∗(Υ∗G, T∗S+) ∼= T∗S
+(G) canonically.

So, a morphism β : ΥG → S in the Kleisli category GSDT is represented by a G-shaped graph of graphs
Γ with colimit Γ(G), and a DS-structure α ∈ GS(Γ(G), DS) ∼= DS(Γ(G)).

Such pairs (Γ, α) are the objects of the unpointed factorisation category fact(β). Morphisms in
fact(β)((Γ, α), (Γ′, α′)) are morphisms in CGret(Γ(G),Γ(G′)) making the diagram (8.10) commute.

By [6, Proposition 2.5], DT has arities CGret if and only if fact(β) is connected for all S, G, and β.

To see that this is not the case, let S = Υ(p), and so TS ∼= S. Let G = C0 and let β = o = z : C0 → (p).
Then the diagrams C0 → C0

z−→ (p), and C0 → W
κ−→ (p) describe objects in fact(β). Since there are no



64 SOPHIE RAYNOR

non-trivial morphisms in CGret with domain or codomain C0, these objects are in disjoint components of
fact(β). Therefore, fact(β) is not connected and DT does not have arities CGret.

8.4. Weak modular operads. In [21, 22], Hackney, Robertson and Yau have proved a version of Theo-
rem 8.2 in terms of a bijective on objects subcategory U of Ξ that was constructed precisely so as to have
a generalised Reedy structure. The inclusion U ↪→ MO is not fully faithful since the category U does not
contain those morphisms in CGr∗ ↪→ Ξ that factor through z : C0 → (p) or κm : → (p), m ≥ 1, nor does it
contain any morphisms of CGret that are not embeddings. However, by [22, Theorem 3.6], U is dense in
MO and hence induces a fully faithful nerve.

Furthermore, by [21, Theorem 3.8], the category pshsSet(U) of sSet-valued presheaves on U admits
a cofibrantly generated model structure, obtained by localising the Reedy model structure at the Segal
morphisms

lim(C,b)∈el(G)P (C) −→ P (G),

and the fibrant objects for this model structure are those simplicial presheaves on U that satisfy the weak
Segal condition

(8.13) P (G) ' lim(C,b)∈el(G)P (C), for all graphs G ∈ U.

The method of [21, 22] cannot be applied in the current case since there is no (obvious) generalised
Reedy structure on Ξ. However, in [10], Caviglia and Horel describe a general class of rigidification
results whereby, given a dense inclusion D ↪→ C satisfying certain conditions, an equivalence is established
between sSet-valued presheaves on D that satisfy a weak Segal condition, and C objects internal to sSet

that satisfy the Segal condition on the nose. In [10, Section 7], this result is applied to a certain class of
monads with arities. This leads directly to the following corollary of Theorem 8.2:

Corollary 8.14. There is a model category structure on the category pshsSet(Ξ) of functors P : Ξop → sSet

whose fibrant objects are those P that satisfy the weak Segal condition:

(8.15) P (G) ' lim(C,b)∈el(G)P (C) for all graphs G ∈ CGret.

Proof. The monad T∗ has arities CGr∗ and el(G) is connected and essentially small for all connected
graphs G. Therefore the assumptions of [10, Assumptions 7.9] are satisfied. By [10, Section 7.5], MO is
equivalent to the category of models in Set of the limit sketch L = (CGr∗, {(G/B§op

)G∈CGret}).

Moreover, there is a Segal model structure on the category of sSet valued models for L and, by [10,
Proposition 7.1], this can be transferred to a model structure on pshsSet(Ξ) whose fibrant objects are
those presheaves that satisfy the weak Segal condition. �

In current work with M. Robertson, we are comparing the existing models for weak modular oper-
ads. We expect that there is a direct Quillen equivalence between the model structure on pshsSet(Ξ) of
Corollary 8.14 and the model structure on pshsSet(U) of [21].

Remark 8.16. Theorem 8.2 was originally formulated in [23], in terms of the graphical category Gr, whose
morphisms are described in [23, Section 6]. This is the bijective on objects subcategory of Ξ that does
not contain any morphisms in CGr∗ that factor through z : C0 → (p) or κ : W → (p). In particular Gr does
not embed fully in MO.

There are bijective on objects inclusions U ⊂ Gr ⊂ Ξ. Hence, since Ξ and U are both dense in MO,
so is Gr, and the inclusion yields a fully faithful nerve functor MO → psh(Gr) whose essential image
satisfies the same Segal condition (8.3). (See also [22, Theorem 3.6 & Section 4] for more details.)
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