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Frobenius and commutative pseudomonoids in

the bicategory of spans

Ivan Contreras∗ Rajan Amit Mehta† Walker H. Stern‡

September 10, 2024

In previous work by the first two authors, Frobenius and commutative algebra objects
in the category of spans of sets were characterized in terms of simplicial sets satisfying
certain properties. In this paper, we find a similar characterization for the analogous
coherent structures in the bicategory of spans of sets. We show that commutative and
Frobenius pseudomonoids in Span correspond, respectively, to paracyclic sets and Γ-
sets satisfying the 2-Segal conditions. These results connect closely with work of the
third author on A∞ algebras in ∞-categories of spans, as well as the growing body of
work on higher Segal objects. Because our motivation comes from symplectic geometry
and topological field theory, we emphasize the direct and computational nature of the
classifications and their proofs.
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Introduction

The present paper is part of a program aimed at understanding Frobenius algebras and topological
field theories valued in categories of Lagrangian correspondences. There are two main constructions
of such Lagrangian correspondence categories: the Wehrheim-Woodward construction of [46] and
[5], which is more 1- and 2-categorical in flavor, and the derived category of Lagrangian correspon-
dences (see, e.g., [7] and [26]), which is fundamentally ∞-categorical. Because (higher) categories of
spans play a significant role in both of these constructions, such span categories provide a common
framework that can shed light on both approaches.

In this paper, we consider the bicategory of spans of sets, which we simply denote as Span. In
this setting, one can define a pseudomonoid, which is a coherent version of a monoid or algebra. As
a special case of a result of one of the authors [43], pseudomonoids in Span are in correspondence
with simplicial sets satisfying the 2-Segal conditions [16, 20]. Our main results are that a Frobenius
structure on a pseudomonoid in Span corresponds to a paracyclic structure on the corresponding
simplicial set, and that a commutative structure on a pseudomonoid in Span corresponds to a
Γ-structure on the corresponding simplicial set.

These results could be generalized in various ways. However, since the eventual aim of this project
is to draw together threads from classical mechanics, symplectic geometry, topological field theory,
and higher category theory, we hope that it will be of interest to a broad mathematical audience,
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whose members may not be versed in all of the techniques of these disparate fields. Working in
the context of spans of sets allows us to describe the various concepts and prove the results in an
accessible setting. In particular, a large part of the paper is devoted to reviewing all the concepts
mentioned in the previous paragraph, making the paper relatively self-contained.

In the following, we give an extended introduction with more details and motivation.

Spans and categorification

Partially defined functions, unbounded operators, cobordisms, and (derived) Lagrangian correspon-
dences all share a common feature: they are examples of spans in some category or ∞-category. A
span in a category or ∞-category C is a diagram

F

X Y

s t

in C. If C has finite limits, then spans can be composed, so a span as above can be interpreted as a
morphism from X to Y in some appropriate (higher) category. In particular, one can consider the
following:

• The (1-)category for which the objects are the objects of C, and the morphisms are isomor-
phism classes of spans in C. We will denote this category as Span1(C).

• The bicategory for which the objects are the objects of C, the morphisms are spans in C, and
the 2-morphisms are morphisms of spans. We will denote this bicategory as Span(C). This
bicategory (with C = Set) will be the main focus of our paper, and it is described in more
detail in Section 1.

• When C is an ∞-category, a coherent version of the construction of the bicategory of spans
yields an (∞, 2)-category. We will use the same notation as in the case where C is a 1-category,
i.e., Span(C), to denote this (∞, 2)-category. In practice, many of the results we refer to about
this (∞, 2)-category are really about its underlying (∞, 1)-category.

We note that Span1(C) can be recovered from Span(C) as the homotopy 1-category.
Such span categories have been the subject of much interest in recent decades. Motivated by

mathematical physics, Baez’s groupoidification program (see [6]) sought to understand linear algebra
in terms of spans of groupoids. In that article, Baez, Hoffnung, and Walker, following ideas sketched
in [3], recast creation and annihilation operators on Fock space, Feynman diagrams, and various
combinatorial algebras in terms of spans of groupoids.

The threads introduced in [6] have also been taken up in the higher categorical setting. For exam-
ple, the more recent homotopy linear algebra [21] of Gálvéz-Carrillo, Kock, and Tonks extended the
categorification into the realm of ∞-groupoids. Their work was aimed at studying categorifications
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of combinatorial (co)algebras, but otherwise bears close relations to that of Baez, Hoffnung, and
Walker.

In both [6] and [21], the key principle is that for certain sufficiently well-behaved spans

X F Y
s t

of sets, groupoids, or spaces, one can obtain a linear map of free vector spaces

Q[π0(X)] Q[π0(Y )]

by a certain push-pull operation. The matrix elements of the linear maps are given by set, groupoid,
or ∞-groupoid cardinalities of the appropriate fibers of (s, t) : F → X × Y . This construction
allows one to lift the structure maps defining (co)algebras in vector spaces to spans, and study the
categorified algebraic structures in the appropriate span category.

Algebraic structures in spans and 2-Segal objects

One key to unraveling the structure of algebras of spans is their close relation to simplicial objects
in C satisfying the 2-Segal conditions, which were introduced independently by Dyckerhoff and
Kapranov in [16] and Gálvéz-Carrillo, Kock, and Tonks in [20] (under the name decomposition
spaces). An associative algebra in Span(C) consists of an object X1 ∈ C which carries the algebraic
structure, together with a unit

{•} X0 X1
s0

and n-fold multiplications

X1 × · · · ×X1︸ ︷︷ ︸
n

Xn X1

satisfying coherence conditions which encode unitality and associativity. From these data, one can
extract a simplicial object

· · ·X2 X1 X0

in C. The associativity and unitality conditions then require that the squares

Xn Xi,...,j

X0,...,i,j,...,n Xi,j

and

Xn Xn+1

X0 X1

si

{i,i+1}

s0

are pullback squares in C. These are the 2-Segal conditions of [16].1

1Technically, only the associativity conditions — those encoded by the the left-hand squares — are the 2-Segal
conditions as defined in [16], but the result of [17] shows that, remarkably, in this case associativity implies
unitality, and so the right-hand squares follow.
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Both groups of authors in [16] and [20] noted that there was a natural construction that yielded an
algebra in Span(C) from a given 2-Segal simplicial object in C. In [43], the last-named author showed
that this construction was, in fact, an equivalence of ∞-categories, with suitable restrictions placed
on the 1-morphisms. In a similar vein, the first- and second-named authors classified algebras in
Span1(Set) in terms of 2-coskeletal simplicial sets satisfying weaker versions of the 2-Segal conditions
[10].

The present paper is aimed at expanding these results to algebras with additional structure:
commutative (E∞) algebras and Frobenius algebras. While we focus exclusively on the case C = Set
throughout this paper, many of our results hold in greater generality. We also focus here on bijections
of equivalence classes of objects, rather than equivalences of categories. This focus allows for more
explicit constructions that should make the work accessible to a wider audience. In future work, we
will prove higher-categorical analogues of the main results here.

Topological field theories

In addition to the motivation coming from symplectic geometry, the work here is partially motivated
by a desire to study 2-dimensional topological field theories and 3-2-1 topological field theories. In
the long term we will, in fact, study topological field theories valued in categories of Lagrangian
correspondences, uniting the two motivations we have mentioned.

A 2-dimensional closed (oriented) topological field theory consists of a symmetric monoidal functor

Bordor2 C

out of the category Bordor2 whose objects are disjoint unions of circles. Classically, the morphisms
of Bordor2 are boundary-preserving diffeomorphism classes of (oriented) cobordisms. There are,
however, variants of this category which remember more of the structure. In the realm of 2-
categories, one can, instead, define a monoidal bicategory Bordor2 whose 2-morphisms are the isotopy
classes of boundary-preserving diffeomorphisms, so that Bordor2 remembers the mapping class groups
of the cobordisms. Pushing these upward extensions to their logical conclusion, one could instead
define an (∞, 1)-category, in which all of the higher isotopies are also encoded.

2-categorical and (∞, 1)-categorical topological field theories are desirable inasmuch as the cor-
responding surface invariants come equipped with (possiby coherent) actions of the mapping class
groups. However, they are often quite difficult to construct and classify. In the 1-categorical setting,
functors out of Bordor2 to a symmetric monoidal 1-category C are known to correspond to commu-
tative Frobenius algebras in C. As such, the results of [10] are aimed at providing a classification of
closed 2-dimensional topological field theories in the homotopy 1-category of spans of sets.

No such classification is known for the 2-categorical and (∞, 1)-categorical cases. In the 2-
categorical case, it should be possible to give classifying data in terms of generating 1- and 2-
morphisms and relations, though to the best of our knowledge, this has not yet been accomplished.
However, underlying a symmetric monoidal 2-functor Z : Bordor2 → C, there should be the following
data:
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• A coherently commutative algebra in C, obtained by restricting Z to many-legged pairs of
pants.

• A homotopically non-degenerate trace Z(S1)→ Z(∅), given by applying Z to the cap.

This means that, even in the absence of a full classification, a higher-categorical closed 2-dimensional
topological field theory must contain a categorification of a commutative Frobenius algebra. A
formal reflection of the presence of this data is implicit in [12], where the authors explore coherent
algebraic structures which are present in the data of a 3-2-1 topological field theory.

In this work, we classify Frobenius pseudomonoids and commutative (E∞) pseudomonoids in the
bicategory of spans of sets, effectively laying the groundwork for later work to construct 2-categorical
topological field theories valued in spans. We defer a systematic treatment of such constructions,
and of related state-sum constructions, to later work.

Main results

The two main results of this paper are classifications of algebraic structures in spans. Let Span =
Span(Set). In keeping with traditional bicategorical terminology, we term what might otherwise be
called an associative algebra in Span a pseudomonoid in Span.

Our starting point in the paper is the following corollary of [43, Theorem 2.25]

Theorem. There is a bijection between equivalence classes of pseudomonoids in Span and isomor-
phism classes of 2-Segal simplicial sets X : ∆op → Set.

A pseudomonoid X in a bicategory B equipped with a non-degenerate trace from X to the
monoidal unit I is termed a Frobenius pseudomonoid. Our first main result extends the classification
of the theorem above to Frobenius pseudomonoids. To do so, we must replace the simplex category
∆ with the paracyclic category Λ∞. A paracyclic set, i.e., a functor from Λop

∞ → Set, consists of a
simplicial set X together with Z-actions on each Xn compatible with the simplicial maps. Such a
paracylic set is called 2-Segal when the underlying simplicial set is 2-Segal. Our first main result is
then

Theorem (Theorem 4.2). The bijection between pseudomonoids in Span and 2-Segal simplicial
sets lifts to a bijection between equivalence classes of Frobenius pseudomonoids in Span and 2-Segal
paracyclic sets X : Λop → Set.

Similarly, a pseudomonoid equipped with symmetry 2-isomorphism relating the composites of the
multiplication with permutations to one another is called a commutative pseudomonoid. To classify
these, we must consider the category Φ∗ of finite pointed cardinals, which admits a bijective-on-
objects functor Cut : ∆op → Φ∗. A functor X : Φ∗ → Set is then said to be 2-Segal if the simplicial
set X ◦Cut is 2-Segal.

Theorem (Theorem 5.6). The bijection between pseudomonoids in Span and 2-Segal simplicial
sets lifts to a bijection between equivalence classes of commutative pseudomonoids and isomorphism
classes of 2-Segal functors X : Φ∗ → Set.
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Future directions

One of the expected applications of Theorem 4.2 is in the higher categorical interpretation of
the symplectic category and its connections to TQFT. In particular, we intend to describe the
Wehrheim-Woodward construction [46] of the symplectic category and algebraic structures therein
in terms of 2-Segal simplicial objects. This approach differs from the derived version of the sym-
plectic category in AKSZ theories [7], but we plan to relate the two descriptions in specific cases,
e.g. when the target category is linear.

In a related direction, we plan to obtain (coherent) state sum models for open–closed TQFTS
with values in the bicategory Span, following [31]. In a work in progress, we prove that a state sum
construction arising from a Frobenius pseudomonoid in Span satisfies the (2, 2)- and, under certain
conditions, the (3, 1)-Pachner moves, which proves that in those cases, the partition function is
independent of the triangulation of the corresponding surface. Additionally, we plan to lift 3-2-1
TFTs and related algebraic structures valued in Kapranov-Voevodsky 2-vector spaces to spans of
groupoids (c.f. e.g. [35]), providing a conceptual and categorical generalization of some of the ideas
in [12].

Structure of the paper

In Section 1, we review the definition of the bicategory Span, as well as its symmetric monoidal
structure In Section 2, we review the definitions of Frobenius and commutative pseudomonoid in a
(symmetric) monoidal bicategory.

In Section 3, we review the basics of 2-Segal sets and sketch the correspondence in [43] between
2-Segal sets and pseudomonoids in Span. In particular, in Section 3.2, we describe a graphical
calculus for face and degeneracy maps in 2-Segal sets that is used extensively in the proofs of our
main results.

In Section 4, we review paracyclic structures and then prove our first main result, that Frobenius
pseudomonoids in Span correspond to 2-Segal paracyclic sets.

In Section 5, we review Γ-structures and then prove our second main result, that commutative
pseudomonoids in Span correspond to 2-Segal Γ-sets.
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1 The bicategory of spans

In this section, we briefly review the bicategory of spans and its symmetric monoidal structure. This
isn’t intended to be a thorough treatment, but only a sufficient amount of information required to
understand the definitions in Section 2. For more details, we refer the reader to [8] for a construction
of the symmetric monoidal bicategory of spans in a category with finite limits, and to [42], where a
clear and complete definition of symmetric monoidal bicategories is given, and where bicategories
of spans appear as an example. We also refer to [1], which gives a nice overview, eliminating
some redundant conditions in [42] (but doesn’t cover symmetric structures), and [27], where the
construction of the bicategory of spans is explicitly described in Example 2.1.22.

Remark 1.1 (Bicategorical conventions). Before proceeding further into our discussion of spans,
let us fix some notational conventions for bicategories which we will use in the remainder of the
paper. In a bicategory B, we will denote by idX (or sometimes simply id, where the object is clear
from context) the identity 1-morphism on an object X. We will denote by Idf (or, as before, simply
Id) the identity 2-morphism on a 1-morphism f . In the case of a monoidal bicategory B, we will
use I to denote the monoidal unit.

The bicategory Span is given by the following data:

• objects are sets;

• a morphism from a set X to a set Y is a span X
f1
←− A

f2
−→ Y , which we will sometimes also

denote as f : X ← A→ Y ;

• a 2-morphism from X
f1
←− A

f2
−→ Y to X

g1
←− B

g2
−→ Y is a map h : A→ B such that gih = fi;

• the identity morphism is the span idX : X
id
←− X

id
−→ X;

• the composition of f : X
f1
←− A

f2
−→ Y with g : Y

g1
←− B

g2
−→ Z is g ◦f : X

f1p1
←−−− A×Y B

g2p2
−−−→ Z,

where
A×Y B = {(a, b) ∈ A×B : f2(a) = g1(b)}

and pi are the projection maps onto the two components.

The remaining bicategorical data (horizontal composition of 2-morphisms, associator, and unitors)
arise naturally from the universal property of pullbacks. In particular, the associator is given by
the canonical rebracketing isomorphism

(A×X B)×Y C ∼= A×X (B ×Y C),

and the unitors are given by the canonical isomorphisms X×X A ∼= A ∼= A×XX. We will generally
use these isomorphisms freely without making them explicit.
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Remark 1.2. Throughout this paper, we will depict 1-morphisms in the monoidal bicategory Span
with the aid of a variant on string diagrams. Since there are many conventions for diagrammatically
depicting morphisms in various flavors of higher category, let us briefly comment on our conventions
here. In general, our pictures will be of the form described in [2, §2.3] for monoidal 1-categories.
While this convention necessitates some imprecision (as we will discuss below), we feel that this
graphical representation is best suited to quickly connecting the reader’s intuition to the technical
definitions given.

• We will draw a 1-morphism f from X to Y in as a labeled strand

X

f

Y

read from top to bottom. In most cases, where it is clear from context what the objects X
and Y are, we will omit the corresponding labels.

• Compositions will be depicted by vertical concatenation of diagrams, so that, for instance

f

g

represents the composite morphism g ◦ f .

• We will depict monoidal products by drawing two strands next to one another, so, for instance,
the diagram

f m

X Y Z

U V

represents f ⊗m : X ⊗ (Y ⊗ Z)→ U ⊗ V .

As mentioned above, when implemented in a monoidal bicategory, rather than a monoidal 1-
category, this method of drawing diagrams involves some imprecisions. In particular:

• The composition and is not strictly associative, but rather has associativity data given by
2-isomorphisms. This means that diagrams involving, e.g., a 2-fold composition do not yield a
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single, well-defined 1-morphism. However, the coherence of bicategories means that, given two
ways of reading a given diagram, there is a unique 2-morphism built from associators which
relates the two resulting 1-morphisms. Since the associators in Span are simply rebracketing
isomorphisms, we feel that this does not substantially detract from the understandability of
the diagrammatics.

• Nearly identical considerations to those in the previous point apply to the monoidal prod-
uct. Once again, associativity only holds up to rebracketing isomorphisms, but this does not
substantially hinder the reader in understanding the diagrammatics.

One final word of warning for those already familiar with string diagrams for bicategories. One
common convention is to draw pictures in which objects are represented by regions, morphisms by
lines and 2-morphisms by vertices. We do not make use of this pictorial formalism in this paper.

The symmetric monoidal structure on Span comes from the Cartesian product. We highlight the
data that appears in the definitions in Section 2.

• Part of the data of a monoidal bicategory is what Stay [42] calls the tensorator, which is
an invertible 2-morphism controlling the failure of the monoidal product to commute with
composition. In the case of Span, it has the following form. Given two pairs of composable
spans X ← A → X ′ ← A′ → X ′′ and Y ← B → Y ′ ← B′ → Y ′′, the tensorator is the
canonical isomorphism

(A×B)×X′×Y ′ (A′ ×B′) ∼= (A×X′ A′)× (B ×Y ′ B′),

arising from the universal property of pullbacks, relating the composition of products to the
product of compositions.

In particular, given spans f : X ← A→ X ′ and g : Y ← B → Y ′, the tensorator and unitors
give canonical isomorphisms

(A× Y )×X′×Y (X ′ ×B) ∼= (A×X′ X ′)× (Y ×Y B) ∼= A×B

and
(X ×B)×X×Y ′ (A× Y ′) ∼= (X ×X A)× (B ×Y ′ Y ′) ∼= A×B.

Composing these isomorphisms gives an invertible 2-morphism

(idX′ × g) ◦ (f × idY )
cf,g
==⇒ (f × idY ′) ◦ (idX × g).

Graphically, cf,g implements the “slide move” shown by the following string diagrams:

f

g

cf,g
==⇒

f

g

10



• The braiding data in a braided monoidal bicategory includes, for every pair of objects X,Y , a
morphism ρX,Y : X ⊗ Y → Y ⊗X and, for every pair of morphisms f : X → X ′, g : Y → Y ′,
a 2-morphism ρf,g : ρX′,Y ′ ◦ (f ⊗ g)⇒ (g ⊗ f) ◦ ρX,Y .

In Span, we take ρX,Y to be the span X × Y
1
←− X × Y

ρ̃
−→ Y × X, where ρ̃ is the map

that exchanges the components. Given spans f : X ← A → X ′ and g : Y ← B → Y ′, the
2-morphism ρf,g is given by the isomorphism

(A×B)×X′×Y ′ (X ′ × Y ′) ∼= A×B ∼= (X × Y )×Y×X (B ×A),

where on the left the projection of A×B onto the first component is the identity, and on the
right the projection of A×B onto the second component is ρ̃.

Graphically, we represent ρX,Y as a crossing of strings

and then ρf,g implements the following move:

f g ρf,g
===⇒

g f

• The braiding data in a braided monoidal bicategory also includes, for objects X,Y,Z, an
invertible 2-morphism

(idY ⊗ ρX,Z) ◦ αY,X,Z ◦ (ρX,Y ⊗ idZ)
RX|Y Z
=====⇒ αY,Z,X ◦ ρX,Y⊗Z ◦ αX,Y,Z , (1.1)

called the (left) hexagonator. Here, αX,Y,Z : (X ⊗Y )⊗Z → X ⊗ (Y ⊗Z) is the associator for
the monoidal structure.

In Span, we take αX,Y,Z to be the span (X × Y )×Z
1
←− (X × Y )×Z

α̃
−→ X × (Y ×Z), where

α̃ is the natural rebracketing map. Then RX|Y Z is the isomorphism of spans that arises from

the unique identification of the compositions on both sides of (1.1) with (X × Y ) × Z
1
←−

(X × Y )× Z → Y × (Z ×X).

In the graphical notation, the associators do not explicitly appear, which helps to see the
true nature of the hexagonator as relating the two different ways to use braiding maps to go
from X × Y × Z to Y × Z ×X: exchanging X and Y and then exchanging X and Z, versus
exchanging X and Y × Z:

RX|Y Z
=====⇒

11



• The data of a symmetric monoidal bicategory2 includes, for objects X,Y , an invertible 2-
morphism

ρY,X ◦ ρX,Y
vX,Y
===⇒ idX×Y ,

called the syllepsis.

In Span, vX,Y is the unique isomorphism from the composition X × Y
1
←− X × Y

ρ̃
−→ Y ×X

1
←−

Y ×X
ρ̃
−→ X × Y to the identity morphism on X × Y .

Graphically, we have

vX,Y
===⇒

2 Pseudomonoids with Frobenius and commutative structures

In this section, we review definitions of Frobenius and commutative pseudomonoids. The notion of
pseudomonoid dates back to [13]. As is the case for Frobenius algebras, there are several different
essentially equivalent definitions of Frobenius pseudomonoid. The definition we use coincides with
that of [44], which seems to be the simplest possible approach. We also mention [30] and [14], which
use an essentially identical definition with graphical presentations of the coherence conditions. A
nice reference for commutative pseudomonoids is [45] (where the term “symmetric” is used instead
of “commutative”), which includes string diagrams that are similar in style to those here.

2.1 Pseudomonoids

Let C be a monoidal bicategory. A pseudomonoid in C consists of

• an object X,

• morphisms η : I → X (unit) and µ : X ⊗X → X (multiplication),

• invertible 2-morphisms a : µ ◦ (µ⊗ idX)⇒ µ ◦ (idX ⊗ µ) (associator), ℓ : µ ◦ (η ⊗ idX)⇒ idX
(left unitor), and r : µ ◦ (idX ⊗ η)⇒ idX (right unitor),

satisfying two coherence conditions. The coherence conditions can be described using string di-
agrams, as follows. We represent η and µ, respectively, by the following diagrams (read top to
bottom).

2The definition of commutative pseudomonoid only requires a sylleptic monoidal structure. However, since symmetry
is a property, not requiring additional data, and since Span satisfies this property, there is no need in this paper
for us to consider structures that are sylleptic but not symmetric.
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Note that we here depict the monoidal unit as a black circle, and do not label the strings.
With these definitions, a, ℓ and r can be drawn as morphisms of diagrams:

a
=⇒ ℓ

=⇒
r
=⇒

The coherence conditions consist of the triangle equation

a
=⇒ ℓ

=⇒ =
r
=⇒ (2.1)

and the pentagon equation

a
=⇒

a
=⇒

a
=⇒ =

a
=⇒

cµ,µ
===⇒

a
=⇒ (2.2)

In the above equations, the dotted boxes indicate the portion of the diagram where the 2-morphism
is applied.

We will see in Section 3.3 that this bicategorical manifestation of associativity is closely related to
the associahedra: polytopes introduced by Stasheff in [41] which control coherent associativity for
topological spaces. In particular, the pentagon equation can be reinterpreted as the commutativity
of a diagram corresponding to the associahedron K4, which is simply a pentagon (c.f. figure 6).

A reader who is unfamiliar with pseudomonoids may find the following examples to be helpful
for developing intuition for the definition.

Example 2.1. Let C be a monoidal category, viewed as a monoidal bicategory where the only 2-
morphisms are identities. Then the notion of pseudomonoid reduces to that of a monoid object in
C. In particular, the coherence conditions are trivial in this case.

Example 2.2. Consider the bicategory Cat, for which the objects are categories, the morphisms are
functors, and the 2-morphisms are natural transformations, equipped with the Cartesian (symmet-
ric) monoidal structure. A pseudomonoid in Cat is the same thing as a monoidal category.

2.2 Frobenius pseudomonoids

Let C be a monoidal bicategory. A Frobenius pseudomonoid in C is a pseudomonoid X equipped with
a counit morphism ε : X → I such that the pairing α := ε ◦ µ : X ⊗X → I is biexact, in the sense
of [44]. Explicitly, biexactness means that there exists a copairing β : I → X ⊗X and invertible
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2-morphisms z : (idX⊗ε)◦(idX⊗µ)◦(β⊗ idX)⇒ idX and n : (ε⊗ idX)◦(µ⊗ idX)◦(idX⊗β)⇒ idX
where, if we depict ε, α, and β respectively as

=

and show z and n as

z
=⇒

n
=⇒

then the following coherence conditions are satisfied:

n
=⇒ =

cα,α
===⇒

z
=⇒

n
=⇒ = cβ,β

===⇒
z
=⇒

Given a pseudomonoid X, we consider two Frobenius structures on X to be equivalent if their
associated counit morphisms are 2-isomorphic.

Remark 2.3. In [14, 30], the copairing β and the 2-morphisms z, n are included as part of the data
of a Frobenius pseudomonoid. This is in contrast to the above definition, taken from [44], where β
and z, n are required to exist but are not specified. However, it can be shown that this data, if it
exists, is unique up to coherent isomorphism. In this sense, the two versions of the definition are
essentially equivalent.

Example 2.4. Following up on Example 2.1, the notion of Frobenius pseudomonoid reduces to that
of Frobenius object (see, for example, [29]) in the case where C is a monoidal category. In particular,
when C = Vect is the category of vector spaces with tensor product as the monoidal structure, we
recover the notion of Frobenius algebra.

Example 2.5. This is actually more of a nonexample, following up on Example 2.2. The only
category that admits the structure of a Frobenius pseudomonoid in Cat is the terminal category
with one object and only the identity morphism.

This fact is a categorification of the fact that the only Frobenius object in the category Set is the
one-point set. One way to rectify this situation is to pass to Rel, the category whose objects are
sets and morphisms are relations. Frobenius objects in Rel have been studied in detail in [11, 34].
In the categorified setting, the analogue is to consider Frobenius pseudomonoids in the bicategory
of profunctors.
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2.3 Commutative pseudomonoids

Let C be a symmetric monoidal bicategory. A commutative pseudomonoid in C is a pseudomonoid
X equipped with an invertible 2-morphism γ : µ⇒ µ ◦ ρX,X satisfying the symmetry equation

γ
=⇒

γ
=⇒ =

v−1

X,X
===⇒ (2.3)

and the hexagon equation

a
=⇒

γ
=⇒

ρidX,µ

====⇒
a
=⇒

= γ
=⇒

a
=⇒

γ
=⇒

RX|XX
=====⇒

(2.4)

Example 2.6. Following up on Example 2.1, the notion of commutative pseudomonoid reduces to
that of commutative monoid object in the case where C is a symmetric monoidal category.

Example 2.7. Following up on Example 2.2, a commutative pseudomonoid in the symmetric monoidal
bicategory Cat is the same thing as a symmetric monoidal category.

3 2-Segal sets and pseudomonoids in Span

The notion of a 2-Segal set (and more generally, 2-Segal space) was introduced by Dyckerhoff and
Kapranov [16] as a generalization of the Segal conditions that hold when a simplicial set is the nerve
of a category (also see [4] for a nice exposition). The equivalent concept of decomposition space was
independently introduced by Gálvez-Carillo, Kock, and Tonks [20].

In [43], it was shown that there is an ∞-categorical equivalence between 2-Segal spaces and
coherent algebra structures in ∞-categories of spans. It follows from this result that there is a
correspondence between 2-Segal sets and pseudomonoids in Span.

In Section 3.1, we review the definition and some properties of 2-Segal sets. In Section 3.2, we
describe a simple but useful graphical calculus for visualizing face and degeneracy maps on 2-Segal
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sets. In Section 3.3, we sketch the correspondence between 2-Segal sets and pseudomonoids in Span.
Because the proof of the correspondence in [43] is ∞-categorical, it is difficult for an uninitiated
reader to follow; we hope the more elementary description here, using an approach via dual graphs
that originates in [15], will be useful to such readers.

In Section 3.4, we describe some examples of 2-Segal sets. These are all examples that have
appeared elsewhere in the literature (e.g. [16, 20, 4]), but we present them here so that we may
return to them later when considering Frobenius and commutative structures.

In Section 3.5, we briefly discuss the relationship between pseudomonoids in Span and monoids
in the 1-category Span1, which were studied in [10]. In particular, in Example 3.10, we describe an
infinite family of monoids in Span1 that do not admit lifts to pseudomonoid structures.

3.1 2-Segal sets

Let X• be a simplicial set with face maps dni : Xn → Xn−1 and degeneracy maps sni : Xn → Xn+1.
As is usual in the literature, we will sometimes drop the upper index when it is clear from context.

For n ≥ 2, any triangulation T of the regular (n + 1)-gon (with vertices labeled from 0 to n

clockwise) induces a map
T̂ : Xn → X2 ×X1

· · · ×X1
X2, (3.1)

defined as follows. Each triangle in T is specified by its three vertices v0 < v1 < v2, inducing a
map [2] = {0, 1, 2} → [n] = {0, . . . , n} and thus a map Xn → X2, forming a component of T̂ . The
compatibility conditions between the components on the right of (3.1) arise from the edges shared
by triangles.

0 3

21

T13
0 3

21

T02
0 4

3

2

1

T

Figure 1: The triangulations of the square and a triangulation of the pentagon.

The first nontrivial cases arise from the two triangulations of the square in Figure 1. The associ-
ated maps T̂13 and T̂02 can be described in terms of the face maps as follows.

T̂13 : X3 → X2 d1×d2X2, T̂02 : X3 → X2 d0×d1X2,

ψ 7→ (d3ψ, d1ψ), ψ 7→ (d2ψ, d0ψ).
(3.2)

There are five triangulations of the pentagon, and one of them is shown in Figure 1. The associated
map T̂ is given by

T̂ : X4 → X2 d1×d2X2 d1×d2X2,

ψ 7→ (d34ψ, d14ψ, d12ψ),
(3.3)
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where dij : X4 → X2 arises from the monotonic injection [2]→ [4] that skips i and j. If we order the
indices such that i < j, then we may explicitly write dij as the composition of face maps dij = didj .

Definition 3.1. A simplicial set X• is 2-Segal if, for every triangulation T , the map T̂ is an
isomorphism.

The following example helps to illustrate the relationship between the 2-Segal conditions and
associativity. This relationship is described in more detail in Section 3.3.

Example 3.2. Let G be a group, and let X• be the nerve of G. Then the maps associated to the
triangulations of the square are given by

T̂13 : (g1, g2, g3) 7→ ((g1g2, g3), (g1, g2)), T̂02 : (g1, g2, g3) 7→ ((g2, g3), (g1, g2g3)).

We can think of these two maps as corresponding to the two different bracketings for the triple
product g1g2g3; specifically, T̂13 corresponds to (g1g2)g3, and T̂02 corresponds to g1(g2g3). The
fact that T̂13 and T̂02 are isomorphisms means, roughly, that X3 plays the role of an associator,
connecting the two bracketings.

Similarly, the triangulations of the pentagon correspond to bracketings of the 4-fold product
g1g2g3g4. For example, the triangulation of the pentagon in Figure 1 corresponds to ((g1g2)g3)g4.
We note that the relationship between triangulations of the (n + 1)-gon and bracketings of n-fold
products is well-known. See, for instance [32] and [25].

It is known [17] that 2-Segal sets satisfy the unitality conditions that

X1 X0

X2 X1

d0

s1 s0

d0

X1 X0

X2 X1

d1

s0 s0

d2

(3.4)

be pullback diagrams. There are also higher unitality conditions that are automatically satisfied
(see [4, 16]). In particular, we will later use the fact that

X2 X0

X3 X1

d02

s1 s0

d03

(3.5)

is a pullback diagram.

3.2 More on 2-Segal sets: face, degeneracy, and edge maps

A nice feature of 2-Segal sets is that high-dimensional simplices can be understood in terms of
polygons, which can be drawn in two dimensions. This point of view leads to a graphical calculus
for face and degeneracy maps.
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Let X• be a 2-Segal set. To visualize the face map di : Xn → Xn+1, choose a triangulation T of
the (n+ 1)-gon that includes the triangle with vertex i and its two adjacent vertices. Any element
ψ ∈ Xn can then be identified with its image under the corresponding isomorphism T̂ in (3.1). If
we delete the component of ψ corresponding to the triangle at vertex i, the remaining components
form a triangulated n-gon whose vertices can be relabeled, giving us diψ.

For example, the triangulation of the pentagon in Figure 1 gives an identification of any ψ ∈ X4

with a triplet (ξ, ξ′, ξ′′) ∈ X2 ×X1
X2 ×X1

X2, as in (3.3). To get d41ψ, we delete ξ, which is the
2-simplex corresponding to the triangle at vertex 1. The remaining components (ξ′, ξ′′) correspond,
under the map T̂13 in (3.2), to d1ψ. This process is illustrated in Figure 2.

0 4

3

2

1
ξ ξ′

ξ′′

ψ

delete ξ
7−−−−−−→

0 4

3

2

ξ′

ξ′′
relabel
7−−−−−→

0 3

21

ξ′

ξ′′

d1ψ

Figure 2: Graphical calculus for face maps.

Any 0 ≤ i < j ≤ n induces a map [1] → [n] and thus a map Xn → X1, which can be visualized
as picking out the edge from i to j in the (n + 1)-gon. Such an edge will only appear explicitly in
the graphical calculus if the edge is part of the chosen triangulation. However, the exterior edges of
the polygon are special, because they appear in every triangulation. It will be useful to introduce
notation for the maps associated to the exterior edges.

For 1 ≤ i ≤ n, let eni : Xn → X1 denote the map that picks out the edge from i − 1 to i. The
map that picks out the remaining edge, from 0 to n, is denoted as enout; the reason for this notation
will become clear in Section 3.3.

To describe degeneracy maps, we first note that any x ∈ X1 induces two degenerate 2-simplices,
s0x and s1x. Each degenerate 2-simplex has one degenerate edge, and the other two edges are x.

Given a higher-dimensional simplex ψ ∈ Xn, n ≥ 2, viewed as an (n + 1)-gon, we can obtain
siψ by attaching a degenerate 2-simplex so that the resulting (n+2)-gon has degenerate edge ei+1.
For example, the images of ψ ∈ X2 under degeneracy maps are shown in Figure 3. Each has two
presentations that are equivalent, in the sense that they relate to each other under the isomorphisms
(3.2) and thus represent the same element of X3.

3.3 Pseudomonoids in Span

Instead of only considering triangulations of the regular (n+1)-gon, one can more generally consider
subdivisions. More precisely, if X• is a simplicial set, then any subdivision T of the (n+1)-gon into
(ki + 1)-gons induces a map T̂ from Xn to an iterated pullback of the Xki over copies of X1. For
example, in the case of the subdivision in Figure 4a, the associated map is

X5 X2 ×X1
X4.
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0 3

21

s0e1

ψ
=

s0ψ

0 3

21

ψ

s0eout

1

0 3

2

s1e1

ψ
=

s1ψ

1

0 3

2

s0e2

ψ

21

0 3

ψ

s1eout
=

s2ψ

21

0 3

s1e2

ψ

Figure 3: Graphical calculus for degeneracy maps. Dotted edges are degenerate. Here, siej is
shorthand for siejψ.

The 2-Segal maps (3.1) form the special case where the subdivision is a triangulation. The following
result, which characterizes the 2-Segal conditions in terms of subdivisions, appears in [16].

Proposition 3.3 ([16], Proposition 2.3.2). A simplicial set X• satisfies the 2-Segal conditions if
and only if, for every subdivision T of Pn+1 into polygons, the associated map T̂ is an isomorphism.

0 5

4

32

1

(a)

0 5

4

32

1

out

3

4

51

2

(b)

out

3 4 51 2

(c)

(X1)
5

X2 ×X1
X4

X1

(d)

Figure 4: (a) A subdivision of the hexagon. (b) The subdivided hexagon with the dual graph
superimposed. (c) The dual graph redrawn as a labeled rooted tree. (d) The associated
span.

The relationship between the 2-Segal conditions and associativity is elucidated by considering
dual graphs. This perspective appears in [15]. The dual graph of a subdivided (n + 1)-gon is a
labeled planar rooted tree, where the root is associated to the edge eout, and the ith leaf is associated
to the edge ei. For example, Figure 4b shows the dual graph superimposed on a subdivided hexagon,
and Figure 4c shows the same graph drawn as a labeled rooted tree.

Let X• be a (for now, not necessarily 2-Segal) simplicial set. Then we can produce a span from
a labeled rooted tree by assigning the span

(X1)
n Xn X1

(e1,...,en) eout (3.6)
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to each (n+ 1)-valent vertex. In particular, a trivalent vertex is sent to the span

X1 ×X1 X2 X1,
(d2,d0) d1 (3.7)

which defines a multiplication morphism µ in Span. In this way, we can view a labeled planar rooted
tree with n leaves as being the string diagram for a span from (X1)

n to X1.
The span associated to the unsubdivided (n+ 1)-gon is (3.6). A key observation is that the map
T̂ in Proposition 3.3 is a morphism of spans from (3.6) to the span associated to the subdivided
(n + 1)-gon. Applying this map component-wise allows us to associate a map of spans to any
refinement of a subdivision.

The upshot of all this is that any simplicial set X• induces, for all n ≥ 2, a “2-Segal functor”
from the poset category of subdivided (n+ 1)-gons to the category HomSpan((X1)

n,X1). Then we
can reinterpret Proposition 3.3 as saying that X• is 2-Segal if and only if the image of this functor
consists of isomorphisms of spans.

0 3

21

out

31

2

⇐=

0 3

21

out

1 3

2

=⇒

0 3

21

out

1 3

2

Figure 5: The poset category of subdivided squares with dual graphs superimposed. This poset can
be viewed as a cellular model of the associahedron K3.

We can now use these 2-Segal functors to show that, if X• is a 2-Segal set, then the span (3.7) is
the multiplication for a pseudomonoid in Span. To do this, we need to define an associator a that
satisfies the pentagon equation 2.2, a unit morphism η, and unitors r, ℓ that satisfy the triangle
equation 2.1.

For n = 3, the poset of subdivided squares is a cellular model of the associahedron K3, which
relates the two different ways of multiplying three inputs with a binary operation; see Figure 5. In
this case, the image of the 2-Segal functor is the following diagram in HomSpan((X1)

3,X1), consisting
of the 2-Segal maps in (3.2):

T̂13⇐==
T̂02==⇒

If X• is 2-Segal (so these maps are isomorphisms), then we can define an associator a = T̂02 ◦ T̂
−1
13 .

For n = 4, the poset of subdivided pentagons is a cellular model of the associahedron K4, which
relates the five different ways of multiplying four inputs with a binary operation; see Figure 6. If X•

is 2-Segal, then the commutativity of the associated diagram in HomSpan((X1)
4,X1) immediately

implies that the associator a satisfies the pentagon equation.
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=⇒

=⇒=⇒

=⇒

=
⇒

=
⇒

=⇒

=⇒

=
⇒

=⇒

=⇒

=⇒

=
⇒

=⇒

=
⇒

Figure 6: The poset of subdivided pentagons is a cellular model of the associahedron K4.

The unit morphism η associated to X• is defined by the span

{•} X0 X1.
s0

The composition µ ◦ (η × idX1
) can be canonically identified with the span

X1 X0 s0×d2X2 X1,

d0ξ (u, ξ) d1ξ.

The map X1
(d1,s0)
−−−−→ X0 s0×d2X2 is a map of spans idX1

⇒ µ ◦ (η × idX1
). If X• is 2-Segal, then it

follows from the unitality property (3.4) that this map is an isomorphism. The inverse map then
gives the unitor 2-morphism ℓ : µ ◦ (η × idX1

)⇒ idX1
. The other unitor 2-morphism r is obtained

in a similar way.
To verify the triangle equation 2.1, we consider the diagram
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for which the associated span is canonically isomorphic to

(X1)
2 X0 s0×e2X3 X1,

(e1ξ, e3ξ) (u, ξ) eoutξ.
(3.8)

The map S : X2
(d02,s1)
−−−−−→ X0 s0×e2X3 is a map of spans from µ to (3.8). If X• is 2-Segal, then it follows

from (3.5) that S is an isomorphism. We then have the following diagram in HomSpan((X1)
2,X1):

T̂13⇐==
T̂02==⇒

~wS

Now we observe that the maps in the triangle equation can be expressed in terms of the maps in
the above diagram:

a = T̂02T̂
−1
13 , r = S−1T̂ −1

13 , ℓ = S−1T̂ −1
02 .

The triangle equation r = ℓ ◦ a follows.
We will only briefly sketch the other direction of the equivalence, as later sections primarily make

use of the direction that we have described. Given a pseudomonoid in Span, let us suggestively
denote the underlying object by Y1, the unit by

{•} Y0 Y1
s0

and the multiplication by

Y1 × Y1 Y2 Y1.
d1(d2,d0)

By iterated composition of the multiplication with itself, we can obtain an n-fold multiplication

Y ×n
1 Yn Y1.

We can then construct a simplicial set whose set of n-simplices is Yn. The degeneracy maps are
induced by composition with the unit, and the face maps are induced by restriction to subproducts,
sometimes requiring the use of the associator. The 2-Segal conditions hold as a result of associativity:
for n > 2, Yn is constructed as an iterated composite of 2-fold multiplications, and by associativity,
the canonical 2-morphism (associator) between any two such composites must be an isomorphism.

22



3.4 Examples

In this section we review some examples of 2-Segal sets. We will return to these examples later, in
Sections 5.7 and 4.4, where we will consider when the corresponding pseudomonoids in Span admit
Frobenius and/or commutative structures.

Example 3.4 (Categories). If C is a small category, then the nerve NC of C is a 2-Segal set; see [16,
Proposition 2.3.4] for a proof.

Example 3.5 (Partial monoids). The notion of partial monoid and its nerve construction appeared
in [40], and it was shown in [4] that the nerve of a partial monoid is 2-Segal. We briefly review the
construction here.

A partial monoid is a set M equipped with a partially-defined multiplication map M2 → M ,
(x, x′) 7→ x · x′, for some subset M2 ⊂M ×M , satisfying the following conditions. In the following,
all equations should be taken to mean that either both sides are undefined or both sides are defined
and equal.

1. (Associativity) For all x, x′, x′′ ∈M ,

(x · x′) · x′′ = x · (x′ · x′′),

2. (Unitality) There exists 1 ∈M such that 1 · x = x · 1 = x for all x ∈M .

The nerve N•M of a partial monoid M has N0M = {•} and, for n ≥ 1, NnM consists of fully
composable n-tuples of elements of M . The face and degeneracy maps are given by the same
formulas as those for the nerve of a monoid. We refer to [4] for details as well as a proof that the
2-Segal conditions hold.

Example 3.6 (Twisted cyclic nerves). Let C be a small category equipped with an endofunctor
F : C→ C. The twisted cyclic nerve NF

• C is defined as follows. The set NF
n C consists of composable

(n + 1)-tuples (fn, . . . , f0) of morphisms in C such that the composition F (f0)fn is defined. For
0 < i ≤ n, the face map dni is given by

dni (fn, . . . , f0) = (fn, . . . , fifi−1, . . . , f0),

and dn0 is given by
dn0 (fn, . . . , f0) = (F (f0)fn, fn−1, . . . , f1).

The degeneracy map sni inserts an identity morphism after fi. It is shown in [16, Theorem 3.2.3]
that NF

• C is 2-Segal.

Example 3.7 (Twisted inertia groupoids). Let G be a group equipped with an endomorphism F :
G→ G. Then, as a special case of Example 3.6, we obtain the 2-Segal set NF

• G. This can be seen
to be isomorphic to the nerve of a groupoid for which the set of objects is G, and where the set of
morphisms is G ×G. Specifically, (g, h) ∈ G ×G is a morphism from h to F (g)hg−1. In the case
where F = id, this construction produces the inertia groupoid of G, which encodes the conjugation
action of G on itself. More generally, we could view it as a twisted inertia groupoid, where the
conjugation action is twisted by F .
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Example 3.8 (Buildings). Let X be a poset equipped with an order-preserving map F : X → X.
Then, as another special case of Example 3.6, we obtain the 2-Segal set NF

• X, where

NF
n X = {(x0, . . . , xn) : x0 ≤ · · · ≤ xn ≤ F (x0)},

where the face map dni deletes xi, and where the degeneracy map sni duplicates xi. In this case,
NF

• X is called the building of X. See [16, Proposition 3.1.4] for a direct proof that buildings are
2-Segal.

Example 3.9 (Graph partitions). Let G be a graph. In [4, Example 2.3], an associated 2-Segal set
X(G)• is given via a modification of the construction of [19, Example 1.1.5]. Here, the elements of
X(G)n are of the form (H;S1, . . . , Sn), where H is a subgraph of G and (S1, . . . , Sn) is a partition
of the set of vertices of H. We omit a detailed description for now, since we will see in Section 5.7
that this example fits more naturally in the more structured framework of Γ-sets.

3.5 Relation to monoids in the 1-category of spans

Recall that Span1 denotes the homotopy 1-category of spans of sets. In [10], monoids in Span1 were
similarly described in terms of simplicial sets, yielding conditions that are weaker than the 2-Segal
conditions. The simplicial sets considered there are 2-truncated, meaning they only include data
up to X2. One can then form the taco spaces X2 d1×d2X2 and X2 d0×d1X2 that correspond to the
two triangulations of the square (see (3.2)). Via the edge maps e1, e2, e3, and eout, we can view the
taco spaces as spans from (X1)

3 to X1.
In this 1-categorical setting, the associativity condition is the existence of an associator, i.e. an

isomorphism of spans X2 d1×d2X2 ⇒ X2 d0×d1X2. We stress that one only needs existence; the
associator is not part of the data, and there is no coherence condition.

In general, pseudomonoids in a bicategory descend to monoids in the homotopy 1-category, and
thus a pseudomonoid in Span descends to a pseudomonoid in Span1. On the simplicial set side,
we see this relationship in the fact that, if X• is a 2-Segal set, then we have a natural associator
a = T̂02 ◦ T̂

−1
13 , which witnesses the 1-categorical associativity condition.

In the other direction, given a monoid in Span1, one could ask whether there exists a lift to a
pseudomonoid in Span. In terms of simplicial sets, this amounts to asking whether it is possible to
choose an associator X2 d1×d2X2 ⇒ X2 d0×d1X2 such that the pentagon equation is satisfied.

It turns out that the existence of such a lift can be somewhat restrictive, as the following example
shows.

Example 3.10 (Monoids that do not lift to pseudomonoids). Consider the 2-truncated simplicial set
given by X0 = {0}, X1 = {0, 1}, and X2 = {(0, 0), (1, 0), (0, 1)} ⊔ A, where A is an arbitrary set.
The face maps are given by

d0(k, ℓ) = ℓ, d1(k, ℓ) = k + ℓ, d2(k, ℓ) = k,

for (k, ℓ) ∈ {(0, 0), (1, 0), (0, 1)}, and

d0(a) = 1, d1(a) = 0, d2(a) = 1,
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for a ∈ A. The degeneracy maps are given by s00(0) = 0 and

s10(k) = (0, k), s11(k) = (k, 0),

for k ∈ X1. Intuitively, we can think of X• as being similar to the (2-truncation of the) nerve of
the group Z2, except that the 2-simplices that represent the sum 1 + 1 = 0 are labeled by elements
of A. We observe that, when |A| = 1, X• is the nerve of Z2, and when A = ∅, X• is the nerve of a
partial monoid.

We can partition the taco spaces as

X2 d1×d2X2 =
⊔
Mijk, X2 d0×d1X2 =

⊔
M ′
ijk,

where the indices i, j, k ∈ X1 indicate the images under the edge maps e1, e2, e3. Note that, in this
example, eout is uniquely determined by the other three edges. An associator is equivalent to a
collection of isomorphisms Mijk

∼=M ′
ijk.

In the cases ijk = 000, 100, 010, 001, the sets Mijk and M ′
ijk are both singletons, so there is a

unique isomorphism between them. For example,

M100 = {((1, 0), (1, 0))}, M ′
100 = {((1, 0), (0, 0))}.

In the other cases, Mijk and M ′
ijk can both be identified with A. Specifically,

M110 = {(a, (0, 0)) : a ∈ A}, M ′
110 = {(a, (1, 0)) : a ∈ A},

M101 = {((1, 0), a) : a ∈ A}, M ′
101 = {(a, (0, 1)) : a ∈ A},

M011 = {((0, 1), a) : a ∈ A}, M ′
011 = {((0, 0), a) : a ∈ A},

M111 = {(a, (0, 1)) : a ∈ A}, M ′
111 = {((1, 0), a) : a ∈ A}.

The existence of an associator is clear. This example is a special case of [10, Example 3.8] and [28,
Example 2.8].

In [28], it is further claimed that, because the associator can be canonically chosen, it must satisfy
the pentagon equation. However, it turns out that this is not true. The set X2 d1×d2X2 d1×d2X2

corresponds to the triangulation of the pentagon in Figure 1 (see (3.3)). As with the triangulations
of the square, we have a partition

X2 d1×d2X2 d1×d2X2 =
⊔
Pijkℓ,

where the indices i, j, k, ℓ ∈ X1 indicate the images under the edge maps e1, e2, e3, e4. It is then a
straightforward check to see that

P1111 = {(a, (0, 1), a′) : a, a′ ∈ A},

and that the automorphism of P1111 obtained by using the canonical associator to go around the
pentagon diagram is the map (a, (0, 1), a′) 7→ (a′, (0, 1), a), which is different from the identity map,
except when |A| = 0 or 1. More generally, for any choice of associator, the pentagon diagram gives
a map of the form (a, (0, 1), a′) 7→ (φ′(a′), (0, 1), φ(a)), where φ, φ′ are automorphisms of A.

To summarize, in this example we have described an infinite family of monoids in Span1, parametrized
by the set A, which only admit lifts to pseudomonoids in Span in the cases |A| = 0, 1.
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4 Paracyclic structures and Frobenius pseudomonoids in Span

In this section, we consider Frobenius structures on pseudomonoids in Span. We find that Frobenius
structures correspond to paracyclic structures on 2-Segal sets.

In Section 4.1, we review the definition and basic properties of the paracyclic category Λ∞, which
is closely related to the cyclic category of Connes. The paracyclic category has appeared in the
study of cyclic homology [22, 36] and crossed simplicial groups [15, 18].

A paracyclic set is a functor Λop
∞ → Set. There is a natural inclusion of the simplex category

∆ into Λ∞, so one can think of a paracyclic set as a simplicial set with some additional structure.
This additional structure is explicitly written down in Section 4.2. Then, in Section 4.3 we prove
one of our main results, that a paracyclic structure on a 2-Segal set is equivalent to a Frobenius
structure on the corresponding pseudomonoid in Span. We conclude the section with examples in
Section 4.4.

4.1 The paracyclic category

The paracyclic category Λ∞ has the same objects [n] as the simplex category ∆. A morphism from
[m] to [n] is defined to be an order-preserving map f : Z→ Z such that

f(i+ k(m+ 1)) = f(i) + k(n+ 1) (4.1)

for all k ∈ Z. This definition of Λ∞ may seem a bit mysterious, so it may help to give some intuition
for how it arises. For each n, consider the covering map Z→ [n], i 7→ i (mod n+1). Associated to
this covering map is the action of Z on itself by deck transformations ϕnk : Z→ Z, i 7→ i+ k(n+1).
Condition (4.1) can then be interpreted as saying that f is equivariant, i.e. f ◦ ϕmk = ϕnk ◦ f .

A consequence of the equivariance condition is that any morphism f ∈ HomΛ∞([m], [n]) covers
an underlying map f̃ : [m]→ [n]. The fact that f is order-preserving implies that f̃ preserves cyclic
order, so f 7→ f̃ defines a functor from Λ∞ to the cyclic category Λ.

Condition (4.1) implies that any f ∈ HomΛ∞([m], [n]) is determined by its values on {0, . . . ,m}.
Conversely, any order-preserving map f : {0, . . . ,m} → Z such that f(m) ≤ f(0) + n + 1 uniquely
extends to a morphism f ∈ HomΛ∞([m], [n]). As a result, we can identify the simplex category ∆
with the subcategory of Λ∞ consisting of morphisms f ∈ HomΛ∞([m], [n]) that map {0, . . . ,m} into
{0, . . . , n}. In particular, we have the coface maps δni ∈ Hom∆([n − 1], [n]) and the codegeneracy
maps σni ∈ Hom∆([n + 1], [n]).

There are two special families of morphisms in Λ∞ that are not in ∆. For each [n], let σnn+1 ∈
HomΛ∞([n + 1], [n]) be given by σnn+1(i) = i for i ∈ {0, . . . , n + 1}, and let T n ∈ HomΛ∞([n], [n])
be given by T n(i) = i+ 1 for all i. A direct calculation shows that these morphisms are related to
each other via the equation

σnn+1δ
n+1
0 = T n. (4.2)

The notation is intended to suggest that σnn+1 should be viewed as an extra codegeneracy map. The
role of T n is that it is invertible and is a generator of AutΛ∞([n]) ∼= Z.
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An important fact about the paracyclic category is the following unique factorization property.
The proof is usually omitted in the literature, but we include it here because it is constructive and
useful for calculations.

Proposition 4.1. Every morphism f ∈ HomΛ∞([m], [n]) can be uniquely factored in the form
f = g ◦ (Tm)−a, where g ∈ Hom∆([m], [n]) and a ∈ Z.

Proof. Let a be the minimum value such that f(a) ≥ 0. Setting g = f ◦ (Tm)a, we see that
g(0) = f(a) ≥ 0 and g(m) = f(m + a) = f(a − 1 + (m + 1)) = f(a − 1) + n + 1 ≤ n, so g maps
{0, . . . ,m} to {0, . . . , n}. For uniqueness, one can check that any smaller value of a would have
g(0) < 0, and any larger value of a would have g(m) > n.

It follows from Proposition 4.1 that Λ∞ is generated by T n (and its inverse), the coface maps
δni , and the codegeneracy maps σni . One can also use the factorization of Proposition 4.1 to obtain
the following relations which, together with the cosimplicial relations, are sufficient to completely
characterize Λ∞.

T nδni =

{
δni+1T

n−1, 0 ≤ i < n,

δn0 , i = n,
(4.3)

T nσni =

{
σni+1T

n+1, 0 ≤ i < n,

σn0 (T
n+1)2, i = n.

(4.4)

We note that (4.3)–(4.4) differ from other sources (e.g. [18, 22]) due to a difference of convention in
the indexing of the cosimplicial maps.

As a special case of Proposition 4.1, we have σnn+1 = σn0T
n+1. From this, one can obtain the

following relations:

σnn+1δ
n+1
i =





T n, i = 0,

δni σ
n−1
n , 0 < i < n+ 1,

id, i = n+ 1,

(4.5)

σnn+1σ
n+1
i = σni σ

n+1
n+2, 0 ≤ i ≤ n+ 1. (4.6)

The interpretation of σnn+1 as an extra codegeneracy map is justified by the fact that these relations
agree with the usual cosimplicial relations, with only one exceptional rule σnn+1δ

n+1
0 = T n.

4.2 Paracyclic sets

A paracyclic set is defined to be a functor Λop
∞ → Set. Equivalently, a paracyclic set can be defined

as a simplicial set X•, with face maps dni : Xn → Xn−1 and degeneracy maps sni : Xn → Xn+1,
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equipped with isomorphisms τn : Xn → Xn satisfying relations dual to (4.3)–(4.4):

dni τ
n =

{
τn−1dni+1, i < n,

dn0 , i = n,
(4.7)

sni τ
n =

{
τn+1sni+1, i < n,

(τn+1)2sn0 , i = n.
(4.8)

Following the discussion in Section 4.1, a paracyclic set possesses extra degeneracy maps snn+1 :
Xn → Xn+1, which can be defined as snn+1 = τn+1sn0 , and the simplicial relations extend with the
exceptional rule dn+1

0 snn+1 = τn.
On the other hand, suppose that X• is a simplicial set equipped with extra degeneracy maps snn+1

satisfying relations dual to (4.5)–(4.6):

dn+1
i snn+1 =

{
sn−1
n dni , 0 < i < n+ 1,

id, i = n+ 1,
(4.9)

sn+1
i snn+1 = sn+1

n+2s
n
i , 0 ≤ i ≤ n+ 1. (4.10)

Defining τn : Xn → Xn by τn = dn+1
0 snn+1, the relations (4.7)–(4.8) can be deduced from (4.9)–

(4.10). If we additionally verify that the maps τn are isomorphisms, then we can conclude that they
give a paracyclic structure on X•.

4.3 Frobenius pseudomonoids in Span

This subsection is devoted to the proof of the following result.

Theorem 4.2. Let X• be a 2-Segal set. Then there is a one-to-one correspondence between para-
cyclic structures on X• and equivalence classes of Frobenius structures on the corresponding pseu-
domonoid in Span.

A paracyclic structure determines a Frobenius structure

We begin with the following Lemma, the proof of which is formally identical to the proof of unitality
in [17].

Lemma 4.3. Let X• be a paracyclic set whose underlying simplicial set is 2-Segal. Then the diagram

X1 X0

X2 X1

d1

s2 s1

d1

(4.11)

is a pullback.
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Suppose that X• is a 2-Segal paracyclic set. Then we may form the span

X1 X0 {•},
s1

which will be the counit morphism ε for a Frobenius structure on the pseudomonoid in Span con-
structed in Section 3.3. Using Lemma 4.3, we find that the induced pairing α = ε ◦µ is canonically
isomorphic to

(X1)
2 X2 X1 X0 {•}.

(d2,d0) s2 d1

Since both d22s
1
2 = id and d20s

1
2 = τ1 are isomorphisms, it follows that α is biexact, so ε gives a

Frobenius structure.

A Frobenius structure determines a paracyclic structure

Suppose that X• is a 2-Segal set for which the corresponding pseudomonoid in Span is equipped
with a Frobenius structure, i.e. a counit ε : X1 → {•} such that α = ε ◦ µ : X1 × X1 → {•}
is biexact. By [43, Lemma 3.4] (also see [10, Corollary 4.2] for the 1-categorical analogue, which
directly extends to the present context), it follows that α is uniquely isomorphic to

X1 ×X1 X1 {•}
(id,τ1)

(4.12)

where τ1 : X1 → X1 is an automorphism.
Define s01 = τ1s00 : X0 → X1.

Lemma 4.4. The counit ε is uniquely isomorphic to the span

X1 X0 {•}.
s0
1

Proof. The existence of the isomorphism is shown in [10][Lemma 4.5]. Uniqueness follows from the
fact that s01 is injective.

By the transitivity of 2-isomorphism, two Frobenius structures are equivalent if and only if their
associated maps s01 given by Lemma 4.4 are equal.

Lemma 4.5. 1. d11s
0
1 = id,

2. There is a unique map s12 : X1 → X2 such that

• d20s
1
2 = τ1,

• d21s
1
2 = s01d

1
1,

• d22s
1
2 = id,

and where the diagram (4.11) is a pullback.
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Proof. Consider the equation α = ε◦µ. Using (4.12) and Lemma 4.4, we have that there are unique
maps X1 → X2 and X1 → X0 such that the diagram

X1

X2 X0

(X1)
2 X1 {•}

(id,τ1)

(d2,d0)

d1 s1

(4.13)

commutes, and where the middle square is a pullback. We define s12 to be the map from X1 to X2

in (4.13). The second part of the lemma will follow if we can show that the map from X1 to X0 in
(4.13) is d1. Before doing this, we will prove the first part of the lemma.

For u ∈ X0, let ψ = s2s0u. From the commutativity of (4.13), we have d22s
1
2 = id and d20s

1
2 = τ1,

so it follows that

d2ψ = s0u,

d0ψ = τs0u = s1u.

Using the above equations and the simplicial identities, we then have d1s1u = d1d0ψ = d0d2ψ =
d0s0u = u, which proves the first part of the lemma.

It remains to show that the map from X1 to X0 in (4.13) is d1. For x ∈ X1, let u be its
image in X0 under said map. Since s01 is injective, we have that u is uniquely determined by the
equation s1u = d1s2x. Taking d1 of both sides and using the first part of the lemma, we have
u = d1d1s2x = d1d2s2x = d1x.

Lemma 4.6. 1. s10s
0
1 = s12s

0
0,

2. s11s
0
1 = s12s

0
1.

Proof. For u ∈ X0, let ψ = s0s1u. Then d1ψ = s1u, so by the pullback property in Lemma 4.5,
there exists a unique x ∈ X1 such that ψ = s2x. Applying d2 to both sides and using the simplicial
relations together with the relations in Lemma 4.5, we get x = d2ψ = d2s0s1u = s0d1s1u = s0u.
Thus, ψ = s2s0u, which gives the first identity. The proof of the second identity is similar.

For n ≥ 2, we define snn+1 : Xn → Xn+1 in a similar way to the description of the degeneracy
maps in Section 3.2. Given ψ ∈ Xn, n ≥ 2, viewed as an (n+1)-gon, we obtain sn+1ψ by attaching
the “degenerate” 2-simplex s2eoutψ along the edge eoutψ; see Figure 7.

Lemma 4.7. The relations (4.9) hold for all n ≥ 2, and the relations (4.10) hold for all n ≥ 1.
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4

3

2

1

0

ψ

s4ψ

Figure 7: Graphical calculus for the extra degeneracy maps. The 2-simplex appended to ψ is s2eoutψ.
The edge from 0 to 4 is dashed to emphasize that it is in the image of s01.

3

21

0

ψ
s2d1

=

s3ψ
3

21

0

d2s3

d27−−−−−→

2

1

0

d2s3ψ

Figure 8: Constructing d2s3ψ for ψ ∈ X2.

Proof. The graphical calculus makes it straightforward to see that (4.9) holds for 0 < i < n and for
i = n+ 1. For i = n, the situation can be reduced to the case n = 2, since the maps involved only
affect the 2-simplex with vertices 0, n− 1, and n.

For ψ ∈ X2, the process of constructing d2s3ψ involves attaching the 2-simplex s2d1ψ, applying
the 2-Segal map T̂02T̂

−1
13 to change the triangulation, and then deleting the 2-simplex at vertex 2.

This is illustrated in Figure 8. Let ξ = d2s3ψ. Since d1ξ is in the image of s1, it follows from the
pullback property in Lemma 4.5 that there exists a unique x ∈ X1 such that s2x = ξ. Applying d2
to both sides, we get x = d2ξ = d2ψ, where in the last step we used the fact that the 2-Segal map
fixes the boundary edges. Thus, d2s3ψ = ξ = s2d2ψ, and it follows that (4.9) holds for i = n.

The graphical calculus makes it straightforward to see that (4.10) holds for i < n + 1. For
i = n + 1, the situation can be reduced to the case n = 1, since the maps involved only depend on
the edge eout. The proof for this case is similar to the analysis in Figure 8, and we leave it as an
exercise.

Lemmata 4.5, 4.6, and 4.7 cover all the cases of relations (4.9)–(4.10). The following lemma
provides the remaining result needed to conclude that the maps snn+1 give a paracyclic structure.

Lemma 4.8. The maps τn := dn+1
0 snn+1 are invertible.

Proof. The proof for n ≥ 2 can be reduced to the n = 2 case, since the maps involved only affect the
2-simplex with vertices 0, 1, and n. For ψ ∈ X2, the process of constructing τψ = d0s3ψ involves
attaching the 2-simplex s2d1ψ, applying the 2-Segal map T̂02T̂

−1
13 to change the triangulation, and

then deleting the 2-simplex at vertex 0. This is illustrated in Figure 9.
The invertibility of this process amounts to the fact that the deleted 2-simplex d2s3ψ can be

reconstructed from τψ. Specifically, using the fact that τ1 is invertible, we have d2s3ψ = s2d2ψ =
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s2d1

=

s3ψ
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τψ d07−−−−−→

2

1

0

τψ

Figure 9: Constructing τψ for ψ ∈ X2.

s2τ
−1τd2ψ = s2τ

−1d1τψ.
Finally, it can be shown using the paracyclic relations that d11(τ

1)−1s00 is the inverse of τ0.

To summarize this section so far, we have shown that a paracyclic structure on a 2-Segal set X•

induces a Frobenius structure on the corresponding pseudomonoid in Span, and conversely, that a
Frobenius structure on the pseudomonoid induces a paracyclic structure. To complete the proof of
Theorem 4.2, we observe that the two directions are inverses (up to equivalence). This follows from
the fact that the construction of s12 in Lemma 4.5 is unique, and that the higher maps snn+1 are
uniquely determined by s12.

Remark 4.9. Recall from Section 4.1 that there is a natural (full) functor from the paracyclic
category Λ∞ to the cyclic category Λ. Thus we can view cyclic sets, i.e. functors Λop → Set, as
paracyclic sets that factor through Λ. In terms of the generator- and-relation description in Section
4.2, a paracyclic set is cyclic if (τn)n+1 = id for all n.

Given a 2-Segal paracyclic set X•, one can use the 2-Segal conditions to show that X• is cyclic if
and only if (τ1)2 = id and (τ2)3 = id. The one necessary relation, τ0 = id, which does not follow
from the 2-Segal conditions follows directly from the paracyclic identities since

τ0 = d10 ◦ s
0
0 ◦ τ

0 = d10 ◦ (τ
1)2 ◦ s00 = d10 ◦ s

0
0 = id.

In [43], it was shown (in a more general setting than ours) that 2-Segal cyclic objects correspond
to Calabi-Yau objects (a categorification of symmetric Frobenius objects) in Span. Thus we see
that a Frobenius pseudomonoid in Span is in fact Calabi-Yau if it satisfies the symmetry condition
(τ1)2 = id and the coherence condition (τ2)3 = id.

4.4 Examples

Example 4.10 (Groupoids). Let G be a groupoid. As a special case of Example 3.4, the nerve N•G
is 2-Segal. We can define additional degeneracy maps by s01(u) = s00(u) = idu and

snn+1(g1, . . . , gn) = (g1, . . . , gn, (g1 · · · gn)
−1)

for n ≥ 1. This gives a cyclic structure where the associated automorphisms τn : NnG → NnG are
given by

τn(g1, . . . , gn) = (g2, . . . , gn, (g1 · · · gn)
−1).
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More generally, suppose that G is equipped with a bisection, i.e. a map ω : N0G → N1G such that
d1ω = id and d0ω is bijective. Then we can take s01 = ω and

snn+1(g1, . . . , gn) = (g1, . . . , gn, (g1 · · · gn)
−1ω(d1(g1)))

for n ≥ 1. This gives a paracyclic structure where the associated automorphisms τn are given by

τn(g1, . . . , gn) = (g2, . . . , gn, (g1 · · · gn)
−1ω(d1(g1))).

This paracyclic structure is cyclic if and only if ω is central, in the sense that ω(d1(g))
−1gω(d0(g)) =

g for all g ∈ G.

Example 4.11 (A partial monoid example). Here is a simple example of a partial monoid for which
the nerve (see Example 3.5) admits a cyclic structure. For a fixed natural number L, consider the
set M = {0, . . . , L} with the partial monoid structure given by addition, where the operation is
undefined for sums larger than L. Then the nerve N•M has N0M = {0} and

NnM =
{
(x1, . . . , xn) ∈M

n :
∑

xi ≤ L
}

for n ≥ 1.
We define additional degeneracy maps by s01(0) = L and

snn+1(x1, . . . , xn) = (x1, . . . , xn, L−
∑

xi)

for n ≥ 1. This gives a cyclic structure where the associated automorphisms τn are given by

τn(x1, . . . , xn) = (x2, . . . , xn, L−
∑

xi).

This example fits into a larger class of examples of 2-Segal cyclic sets, which are associated to
effect algebroids. In [37, Theorem 5.1.4], Roumen shows that there is a fully faithful embedding of
effect algebroids into 2-Segal cyclic sets. In this example, the partial monoid M is an effect algebra,
with orthocomplement a⊥ = L− a.

Example 4.12 (Twisted cyclic nerves). Let C be a small category equipped with an automorphism
F : C→ C. Then the twisted cyclic nerve NF

• C (see Example 3.6) has additional degeneracy maps
snn+1 that insert an identity in the first entry. This gives a paracyclic structure where the associated
automorphisms τn are given by

τn(fn, . . . , f0) = (F (f0), fn, . . . , f1).

We note that invertibility of F is needed to ensure the invertibility of τn. This paracyclic structure
is only cyclic in the case where F = id.

As special cases, one can obtain paracyclic structures on the twisted inertia groupoid associated
to a group equipped with an automorphism (see Example 3.7), and on the building associated to a
poset equipped with an automorphism (see Example 3.8).
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5 Γ-structures and commutative pseudomonoids in Span

In this section, we consider commutative structures on pseudomonoids in Span. We find that
commutative structures correspond to Γ-structures on 2-Segal sets.

In Section 5.1, we provide some background information on the category (which we denote Φ∗) of
finite pointed cardinals, which is a skeleton of the category of finite pointed sets. It is also opposite
to Segal’s category Γ, which first appeared in [39] as a tool to study infinite loop spaces, and is now
a significant part of in the Connes-Consani approach to the field with one element [9].

A Γ-set is a functor Γop = Φ∗ → Set. In Section 5.2, we describe a functor Cut : ∆op → Φ∗. Via
Cut, we can obtain from any Γ-set an underlying simplicial set, so one can think of a Γ-set as a
simplicial set with some additional structure.

The next parts of the section are devoted to explicitly describing this additional structure. In
Sections 5.3 and 5.4, we use a generator-and-relation description in [23] of the category Φ of finite
cardinals to obtain a generator-and-relation description of Φ∗. In Section 5.5, we arrive at Theorem
5.3, which says that a Γ-set is equivalent to a simplicial set X• where each set Xn is equipped with
an action of the symmetric group Sn, satisfying certain compatibility relations.

In Section 5, we prove the second main result of the paper, that a Γ-structure on a 2-Segal set is
equivalent to a commutative structure on the corresponding pseudomonoid in Span. We conclude
the section with examples in Section 5.7.

5.1 The category of finite pointed cardinals

Let Φ∗ denote the category of finite pointed cardinals. Its objects are the sets

〈n〉 = {∗} ∪ {1, . . . , n}

for n ≥ 0, and its morphisms are maps f : 〈n〉 → 〈m〉 such that f(∗) = ∗.
The category Φ∗ appears in relation to commutative algebraic structures in numerous ways. First,

it is a skeleton of the category Fin∗ of finite pointed sets, which is the category of operators for the
commutative operad. Additionally, Φ∗ is equivalent to the opposite category of Segal’s category Γ,
which is closely related to commutative algebraic objects in higher categories. In particular, in [39],
Segal defines a Γ-space to be a functor

A : Γop ∼= Φ∗ S

(where S is the category of topological spaces) such that A(〈0〉) is contractible, and where the maps

A(〈n〉)→ A(〈1〉)× · · · ×A(〈1〉)

induced by the morphisms

ρi : 〈n〉 〈1〉

j

{
1 if j = i,

∗ otherwise
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0 1 2 3

1 2 3∗ ∗

Figure 10: Elements of 〈3〉 depicted as interstices of the elements of [3].

0 1 2 3
1 2 3∗ ∗

0 1 2
1∗ ∗2∗ ∗

Figure 11: A morphism f ∈ Hom∆([2], [3]), where f(0) = 0, f(1) = f(2) = 2. The in-
duced morphism Cut(f) ∈ HomΦ∗(〈3〉, 〈2〉) is given by Cut(f)(∗) = Cut(f)(3) = ∗,
Cut(f)(1) = Cut(f)(2) = 1.

are homotopy equivalences. Segal’s Γ-spaces are one model for E∞-spaces, and thus for infinite loop
spaces (the latter under additional conditions).

5.2 The Cut functor

There is a functor Cut : ∆op → Φ∗, defined as follows. On objects, we have Cut([n]) = 〈n〉. Given
a morphism f ∈ Hom∆([n], [m]), the induced morphism Cut(f) ∈ HomΦ∗(〈m〉, 〈n〉) is defined by
Cut(f)(∗) = ∗ and, for i = 1, . . . ,m,

Cut(f)(i) =

{
∗ if f(0) ≥ i or f(n) < i,

min{k : f(k) ≥ i} otherwise.

One can visualize the Cut functor by depicting the numerical elements of 〈n〉 as representing the
interstices between the elements of [n], with ∗ representing the exterior regions (see Figure 10).

A morphism f ∈ Hom∆([n], [m]) can be depicted by arrows from each k ∈ [n] to f(k) ∈ [m].
Since f is monotonic, the arrows are noncrossing. Thus, for each i ∈ 〈m〉, the interstice representing
i can be connected to a unique interstice representing Cut(f)(i) ∈ 〈n〉 or to the exterior region. An
example is shown in Figure 11.
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5.3 The category of finite cardinals

It is often useful to describe simplicial sets in terms of face and degeneracy maps. Similarly, it will
be useful to have a description of Φ∗ in terms of generators and relations, in a way that is compatible
with the functor Cut. To derive such a description, we will make use of the well-studied category
Φ of finite cardinals.

The category Φ is the full subcategory of Set with objects 0 = ∅ and n = {0, . . . , n− 1} = [n− 1]
for n ≥ 1. In [23], Grandis obtained a generator-and-relation description of Φ, which we summarize
in this subsection. In Section 5.4, we will use the description of Φ to obtain a generator-and-relation
description of Φ∗.

The simplex category ∆ is a subcategory of Φ. We therefore have the coface maps δni : n→ n+ 1
for 0 < n and 0 ≤ i ≤ n and codegeneracy maps σni : n+ 2 → n+ 1 for 0 ≤ i ≤ n, satisfying the
cosimplicial relations

δiδj = δj+1δi, i ≤ j, (5.1)

σjσi = σiσj+1, i ≤ j, (5.2)

σjδi =





δiσj−1, i < j,

id, i = j, j + 1,

δi−1σj , i > j + 1.

(5.3)

In Φ, there are also main transposition maps rni : n+ 2 → n+ 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ n which exchange i
and i + 1. The main transposition maps generate the permutation groups and satisfy the Moore
relations

(ri)
2 = id, (5.4)

rirjri = rjrirj, i = j − 1, (5.5)

rirj = rjri, i < j − 1. (5.6)

An arbitrary map g : n → m can be factored as g = hρ, where ρ : n → n is a permutation and
h : n→ m is monotonic, so the coface, codegeneracy, and main transposition maps generate Φ. In
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addition to the cosimplicial and Moore relations, there are the following mixed relations:

riδj =





δjri, i < j − 1,

δi, i = j − 1,

δi+1, i = j,

δjri−1, i > j,

(5.7)

riσj =





σjri, i < j − 1,

σiri+1ri, i = j − 1,

σi+1riri+1, i = j,

σjri+1, i > j,

(5.8)

σiri = σi. (5.9)

In [23], it is shown that the above relations are sufficient, so that Φ is the category generated by
the coface, codegeneracy, and main transposition maps under the relations (5.1)–(5.9).

5.4 A generator-and-relation description of Φ∗

There is a forgetful functor P : Φ∗ → Φ which, on objects, takes 〈n〉 to n+ 1, and on morphisms,
takes f ∈ HomΦ∗(〈n〉, 〈m〉) to P (f) : n+ 1→ m+ 1, given by P (f)(0) = 0 and

P (f)(i) =

{
0 if f(i) = ∗,

f(i) otherwise

for i = 1, . . . , n.
The functor P is faithful; its image consists of maps g : n → m with n,m > 0 and such that

g(0) = 0. In particular, the image of P contains the coface maps δni for n ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ i ≤ n, all
of the codegeneracy maps σni , and the main transpositions rni for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. We now consider the
preimages of these maps in Φ∗.

For 0 ≤ i ≤ n, let sni ∈ HomΦ∗(〈n〉, 〈n+ 1〉) be given by P (sni ) = δn+1
i+1 . Explicitly, this is the

map that skips i+ 1:

sni (k) =

{
k if 1 ≤ k ≤ i,

k + 1 if i < k ≤ n.

For 0 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, let dni ∈ HomΦ∗(〈n〉, 〈n − 1〉) be given by P (dni ) = σn−1
i . For i > 0, this is the

map that collapses i and i+ 1:

dni (k) =

{
k if 1 ≤ k ≤ i,

k − 1 if i < k ≤ n.

Additionally, dn0 collapses ∗ and 1. Specifically, dn0 (1) = ∗ and dn0 (k) = k − 1 for 1 < k ≤ n.
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For 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, let θni : 〈n〉 → 〈n〉 be given by P (θni ) = rn−1
i . This is the map that swaps i

and i+ 1:

θni (k) =





k if 1 ≤ k < i,

i+ 1 if k = i,

i if k = i+ 1,

k if i+ 1 < k ≤ n.

Lemma 5.1. The maps sni , d
n
i , and θni generate Φ∗.

Proof. Since P is faithful, it suffices to show that the image of P is generated by the coface maps
δni for n ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ i ≤ n, all of the coboundary maps σni , and the main transpositions rni for
1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Let g : n→ m be a map such that g(0) = 0. Let g = hρ be a factorization of g into a permutation
ρ : n→ n and a monotonic map h : n→ m. Let a = ρ(0) and b = ρ−1(0). Using the monotonicity
of h, we have g(b) = h(0) ≤ h(a) = g(0) = 0, so g(b) = 0. As a result, if we define ρ′ : n → n

by ρ′(0) = 0, ρ′(b) = a, and ρ′(i) = ρ(i) for other values of i, then we obtain a new factorization
g = hρ′.

Since ρ′ is a permutation such that ρ′(0) = 0, it can be written as a composition of rni for
1 ≤ i ≤ n. Since h is a monotonic map such that h(0) = 0, it can be written as a composition of δki
for 1 ≤ i ≤ k and σni .

Since P is faithful, the relations satisfied by generators of Φ∗ are exactly the relations satisfied by
their images in Φ. The relations induced from the cosimplicial relations (5.1)–(5.3) are as follows:

sisj = sj+1si, i ≤ j, (5.10)

didj = dj−1di, i < j, (5.11)

disj =





sj−1di, i < j,

id, i = j, j + 1,

sjdi−1, i > j + 1.

(5.12)

We note that these are the simplicial relations, except that the final face maps dnn are not included.
The relations induced from (5.4)–(5.6) are as follows:

(θi)
2 = id, (5.13)

θiθjθi = θjθiθj, i = j − 1, (5.14)

θiθj = θjθi, i < j − 1. (5.15)

These are again the Moore relations.
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The relations induced from (5.7)–(5.9) are as follows:

θisj =





sjθi, i < j,

si−1, i = j,

si, i = j + 1

sjθi−1, i > j + 1,

(5.16)

θidj =





djθi, i < j − 1,

diθi+1θi, i = j − 1,

di+1θiθi+1, i = j,

djθi+1, i > j,

(5.17)

diθi = di. (5.18)

Remark 5.2. As noted above, (5.10)–(5.12) look like the simplicial relations for face maps dni and
degeneracy maps sni , except that the generators we have given for Φ∗ do not include the final face
maps dnn. This situation is remedied by defining

dnn = dn0θ
n
1 · · · θ

n
n−1. (5.19)

Then one can use (5.10)–(5.18) to show that (5.11), (5.12), and (5.17) hold for dnn as well.

5.5 Γ-sets

Recall that a Γ-set is defined to be a functor Φ∗ → Set. The following theorem immediately follows
from the results of Section 5.4.

Theorem 5.3. A Γ-set is equivalent to a simplicial set X•, equipped with an action of the symmetric
group Sn on Xn for each n, such that the relations (5.16)–(5.19) are satisfied.

Remark 5.4. The fact that any Γ-set has an underlying simplicial set can be understood conceptu-
ally by the fact that a functor Φ∗ → Set can be pulled back along the functor Cut : ∆op → Φ∗. One
can see that this pullback agrees with the simplicial structure described in Section 5.4 by directly
applying Cut to the coface and codegeneracy maps in ∆, and seeing that their images are exactly
the face and degeneracy maps in Φ∗.

Remark 5.5. We warn the reader that there are structures on simplicial sets that superficially
seem similar to Γ-sets but are in fact different. A symmetric simplicial set is defined (see, e.g.,
[23]) as a functor X : Φop → Set. Similarly, there are ∆S-sets where ∆S is the symmetric crossed
simplicial group (see, e.g., [33, Theorem 6.1.4], [18, Example 6]). In both of these situations, one
has a simplicial set X• where Xn carries an action of the symmetric group Sn+1.

As a point of contrast between Γ-sets and these other notions, one can see (either by directly
applying Cut or by deducing from the relations in Section 5.4) that d10 = d11 in Φ∗, whereas the
above two structures admit examples that do not satisfy this equation. For example, the nerve of a
groupoid has the structure of a symmetric simplicial set [24] but does not satisfy d10 = d11 in general.
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5.6 Commutative pseudomonoids in Span

This subsection is devoted to the proof of the following result.

Theorem 5.6. Let X• be a 2-Segal set. Then there is a one-to-one correspondence between Γ-
structures on X• and equivalence classes of commutative structures on the corresponding pseu-
domonoid in Span.

A Γ-structure determines a commutative structure

Suppose that X• is a 2-Segal Γ-set. For simplicity of notation, we will write θ = θ21. From (5.13),
(5.18), and (5.19), we have that d20θ = d22, d

2
1θ = d21, and d22θ = d20. Thus θ : X2 → X2 defines a map

of spans (i.e. a 2-morphism in Span) from the multiplication morphism µ (see (3.7)) to µ ◦ ρX,X ,
where the latter is canonically identified with the span

X1 ×X1 X2 X1.
(d0,d2) d1 (5.20)

We will take θ to play the role of γ in the definition of a commutative pseudomonoid. The symmetry
condition in Section 2.3 follows from the fact that θ2 = id.

Recall from Section 3.1 that we can use the 2-Segal conditions to identify X3 with either X2 d1×d2
X2 or X2 d0×d1 X2, corresponding to the two triangulations of the square in Figure 1. These
identifications allow us to visualize the maps θ31 and θ32 as in Figure 12. There is another map

0 3

21

ψ3

ψ1

θ3
17−−−−−→

1

0 3

2

θψ3

ψ1

1

0 3

2

ψ0

ψ2

θ3
27−−−−−→

21

0 3

θψ0

ψ2

Figure 12: The maps θ31 and θ32 are uniquely determined by the equations d31θ
3
1 = d31, d

3
0θ

3
2 = θd30,

d33θ
3
1 = θd33, and d32θ

3
2 = d32.

c : X3 → X3 that will be useful to define. It is given by d31c = θd32 and d3c = d0; see Figure 13.

1

0 3

2

ψ0

ψ2

c
7−−−−−→

0 3

21

ψ0

θψ2

Figure 13: The map c : X3 → X3, given by d31c = θd32 and d3c = d0.

We now turn to the hexagon equation (2.4). We first observe that canonical identifications can
be made such that the 2-morphisms ρ1,µ and RX|XX correspond to identity maps of spans. This
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allows us to collapse the corresponding maps in the hexagon equation, so that it actually has the
form of a hexagon.

Next, we observe that every composite morphism in the hexagon equation can be canonically
identified with a span of the form

X1 ×X1 ×X1 X3 X1,
eout (5.21)

where the map on the left is some permutation of (e1, e2, e3), and where there is a chosen identifi-
cation of X3 with either X2 d1×d2X2 or X2 d0×d1X2. With this understanding, we can realize the
hexagon equation as requiring the commutativity of the diagram of triangulated squares in Figure
14. If we identify each node of Figure 14 with X3, then each associator becomes the identity map,

0 3

21

ψ3

ψ1

a

7−−
−−
−→

1

0 3

2

ψ0

ψ2

c
7−−−−−→

0 3

21

ψ0

θψ2

a7−−−−−→ 21

0 3

θξ0

ξ2
θ 3
1

7−−−−−→

0 3

21

θψ3

ψ1

a
7−−−−−→

1

0 3

2

ξ0
ξ2

θ
3
2

7−−
−−
−→

Figure 14: The hexagon equation.

and the hexagon equation becomes c = θ32θ
3
1. By the definition of c, this is equivalent to the pair of

equations

d31θ
3
2θ

3
1 = θ21d

3
2, d33θ

3
2θ

3
1 = d30, (5.22)

which hold by (5.17) and (5.19).

A commutative structure determines a Γ-structure

Suppose that X• is a 2-Segal set for which the corresponding pseudomonoid in Span is equipped
with a commutative structure, i.e. a map of spans γ : µ ⇒ µ ◦ ρX,X satisfying the symmetry (2.3)
and hexagon (2.4) equations. In low degrees, the construction of a Γ-structure is simply the reverse
of the other direction.

We define θ = θ21 : X2 → X2 to be the map obtained from γ upon identifying µ ◦ ρX,X with the
span (5.20).

Lemma 5.7. 1. (θ21)
2 = id.
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2. The following face map compatibility conditions hold:

• d20θ
2
1 = d22,

• d21θ
2
1 = d21,

• d22θ
2
1 = d20.

3. The following degeneracy map compatibility conditions hold:

• θ21s
1
0 = s11,

• θ21s
1
1 = s10.

Proof. The first equation holds as a result of symmetry of γ. The face map compatibility conditions
hold as a result of the fact that γ is a map of spans. The degeneracy map compatibility conditions
follow from the unitality conditions (3.4) and the face map compatibility conditions.

Next, we define θ31, θ
3
2 : X3 → X3 as in Figure 12, and we define c : X3 → X3 as in Figure 13.

Then the hexagon equation has the form in Figure 14 and is equivalent to the pair of equations
(5.22).

Lemma 5.8. The maps θ31 and θ32 satisfy all applicable cases of relations (5.13)–(5.19).

Proof. The equations (θ31)
2 = (θ32)

2 = id hold by construction. All of the face map compatibility
conditions hold either by definition of θ31, θ

3
2, or by the equations (5.22) that correspond to the

hexagon equation.
To check that θ31θ

3
2θ

3
1 = θ32θ

3
1θ

3
2, we use the fact that, by the 2-Segal conditions, it is sufficient to

show that both sides have the same images under d31 and d33. This is indeed the case, since by the
face map compatibility conditions, we have

d31θ
3
2θ

3
1θ

3
2 = θ21d

3
2 = d31θ

3
1θ

3
2θ

3
1,

d33θ
3
2θ

3
1θ

3
2 = θ21d

3
0 = d33θ

3
1θ

3
2θ

3
1.

The degeneracy map compatibility conditions can be proved similarly, using relations that have
already been established. For example, since d31θ

3
1s

2
1 = d31s

2
1 = id = d31s

2
0 and d33θ

3
1s

2
1 = θ21d

3
3s

2
1 =

θ21s
1
1d

2
2 = s10d

2
2 = d33s

2
0, we conclude that θ31s

2
1 = s20.

More generally, we define θni for n ≥ 2 as follows, using the graphical calculus of Section 3.2.
Choose a triangulation T of the (n+1)-gon that includes the triangle with vertices {i− 1, i, i+1}.
For ψ ∈ Xn, consider the image (ξ1, . . . , ξn−1) ∈ X2 ×X1

· · · ×X1
X2 under the 2-Segal map T̂ in

(3.1). Apply θ = θ21 to the component that corresponds to the triangle with vertices {i− 1, i, i+1}.
Then the corresponding element of Xn is θni ψ. This is illustrated in Figure 15.

Lemma 5.9. The maps θni satisfy relations (5.13)–(5.19).
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0 4

3

2

1
ξ ξ′

ξ′′

ψ

7−−−−→

0 4

3

2

1
θξ ξ′

ξ′′

θ41ψ

Figure 15: Graphical calculus for θni . To produce θ41ψ, we choose a triangulation that includes the
triangle with vertices {0, 1, 2}, and we apply θ to the corresponding 2-simplex.

Proof. Relation (5.13) follows from the fact that θ2 = id. For (5.15), we observe that, when
i < j − 1, one can choose a triangulation that simultaneously includes the triangles {i− 1, i, i + 1}
and {j−1, j, j+1}. Then it is clear from the graphical calculus that, in this case, θi and θj commute.

When i = j−1, we have that the maps θi and θj = θi+1 only affect the quadrilateral with vertices
{i− 1, i, i + i, i+ 2}. Thus (5.14) can be deduced from the case n = 3, which holds by Lemma 5.8.

Relations (5.16)–(5.18) can be similarly proven with the graphical calculus. In every case, one
either has operations that involve non-overlapping triangles and thus commute (possibly with an
index shift) or operations that take place within a quadrilateral and thus follow from the n = 3
case. For the face map compatibility conditions, we have that dj deletes the triangle with vertices
{j − 1, j, j +1}, and θi applies θ to the triangle with vertices {i− 1, i, i+1}. If i < j − 1, then it is
possible to choose a triangulation that includes both triangles, and one can see that the operations
commute. If i = j − 1, then the two operations take place within the quadrilateral with vertices
{i−1, i, i+1, i+2}, so it follows from (5.22) that θidj = diθi+1θi. The arguments for the remaining
cases, as well as the degeneracy map compatibility conditions, are similar.

Finally, we prove (5.19) by induction, as follows. The base case n = 3 holds by the hexagon equa-
tion (see (5.22)). We then use the simplicial relations, (5.17)–(5.18), and the inductive hypothesis
to see that

dn−1
0 dn0θ

n
1 · · · θ

n
n−1 = dn−1

0 dn1θ
n
1 · · · θ

n
n−1

= dn−1
0 dn1θ

n
2 · · · θ

n
n−1

= dn−1
0 dn0θ

n
2 · · · θ

n
n−1

= dn−1
0 θn−1

1 · · · θn−1
n−2d

n
0

= dn−1
n−1d

n
0

= dn−1
0 dnn
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and

dn−1
n−2d

n
0θ

n
1 · · · θ

n
n−1 = dn−1

0 dnn−1θ
n
1 · · · θ

n
n−1

= dn−1
0 θn−1

1 · · · θn−1
n−3d

n
n−1θ

n
n−2θ

n
n−1

= dn−1
0 θn−1

1 · · · θn−1
n−3θ

n−1
n−2d

n
n−2

= dn−1
n−1d

n
n−2

= dn−1
n−2d

n
n.

By the 2-Segal property, (5.19) follows.

5.7 Examples

Example 5.10 (Commutative partial monoids). Recall from Example 3.5 that the nerve of a partial
monoid is a 2-Segal set. A partial monoid M is commutative if x · x′ = x′ · x for all x, x′ ∈M .

If M is a commutative partial monoid, then each NnM admits an Sn-action given by permutation
of the components. It is then straightforward to check that the compatibility conditions (5.16)–
(5.19) hold. Thus N•M has the structure of a 2-Segal Γ-set.

Example 5.11 (Graph partitions). Recall (see Example 3.9) the construction from [4, Example 2.3] of
a 2-Segal set X(G)• associated to a graph G. The elements of X(G)n are of the form (H;V1, . . . , Vn),
where H is a subgraph of G and (V1, . . . , Vn) is a partition of the set of vertices of H. In particular,
in low degrees, X(G)0 = {•} and X(G)1 consists of subgraphs H ⊆ G. Each X(G)n admits an
Sn-action given by permutation of the Vi, giving X(G)• the structure of a Γ-set.

In fact, we feel that in this example it is more straightforward to directly define the Γ-structure
as a functor Φ∗ → Set than it is to define the simplicial structure together with symmetric group
actions satisfying the compatibility conditions. Namely, given a morphism f : 〈n〉 → 〈m〉 in Φ∗, we
define a map

f∗ : X(G)n X(G)m

as follows.
f∗(H;V1, . . . , Vn) = (H ′;V ′

1 , . . . , V
′
m)

where
V ′
j =

⋃

i∈f−1(j)

Vi

and H ′ is the full subgraph of H on the vertices
⋃m
j=1 V

′
j . One can check that this assignment is

functorial, and so defines a Γ-set.
One can also see that this construction coincides with that of [4] by giving its values on the face

and degeneracy maps from 5.4. Explicitly,

• For si : 〈n〉 → 〈n + 1〉, we have

(si)∗(H;V1, . . . , Vn) = (H;V1, . . . , Vi−1,∅, Vi, . . . , Vn)
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• For 0 < i < n and di : 〈n〉 → 〈n− 1〉, we have

(di)∗(H;V1, . . . , Vn) = (H;V1, . . . , Vi−1, Vi ∪ Vi+1, Vi+2, . . . , Vn)

• For d0 : 〈n〉 → 〈n − 1〉 we have

(d0)∗(H;V1, . . . , Vn) = (H ′;V2, . . . , Vn)

where H ′ is the full subgraph of H on V (H) \ V1.

• For dn : 〈n〉 → 〈n− 1〉 we have

(dn)∗(H;V1, . . . , Vn) = (H ′;V1, . . . , Vn−1)

where H ′ is the full subgraph of H on V (H) \ Vn.

As such, the underlying simplicial set of X(G) is precisely the simplicial set of [4, Example 2.3] and
so is 2-Segal.

Example 5.12 (Graph complexes). There is a variant of the previous example, more in line with
the original construction of [19, Example 1.1.5]. Instead of fixing a graph G whose subgraphs we
consider, we can instead consider a simplicial object

X : Φ∗ Set

for which Xn is the set3 of equivalence classes of graphs equipped with an n-component partition
of their vertex set. We can define X on morphisms in a manner identical to the preceding example,
and so obtain a 2-Segal Γ-set.

The original example in [19] might lead us to suppose that this 2-Segal Γ-set is a categorification
of Schmitt’s coalgebra4 of graphs from [38], and that the fact that we can promote this 2-Segal
object to a Γ-set is a result of the cocommutativity of this coalgebra, as remarked in [38].

However, this is too coarse, since there are abstractly isomorphic partitioned graphs which repre-
sent different terms in Schmitt’s comultiplication (just as remarked about the Butcher–Connes–Kreimer
bialgebra in [19, p. 2.5.4]). However, we can rectify this by defining a 2-Segal Γ-groupoid

X : Φ∗ Grpd

In which Xn is the groupoid of graphs equipped with a n-component partition of their vertex set.
While this Γ-groupoid goes beyond the scope of this paper, it adds another layer of evidence that
our results generalize naturally to the higher-categorical setting.

3This definition clearly runs into some substantial size issues, which can be addressed by appealing to alternate
foundations, e.g., Grothendieck Universes.

4Notice that the obvious duality on Span obtained by reading spans backwards canonically identifies (pseudo)
algebras and (pseudo) coalgebras in Span. Thus both correspond to 2-Segal simplicial objects.

45



References

[1] Fatimah Ahmadi. “Monoidal 2-Categories: A Review”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:2011.02830
(2020).

[2] J. Baez and M. Stay. “Physics, Topology, Logic and Computation: A Rosetta Stone”. In: New
Structures for Physics. Ed. by Bob Coecke. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer Berlin Heidelberg,
2011, pp. 95–172. doi: 10.1007/978-3-642-12821-9_2. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-12821-

[3] John C Baez and James Dolan. “From finite sets to Feynman diagrams”. In: Mathematics
unlimited—2001 and beyond (2001), pp. 29–50.

[4] Julia E. Bergner et al. “2-Segal sets and the Waldhausen construction”. In: Topology Appl. 235
(2018), pp. 445–484. issn: 0166-8641. doi: 10.1016/j.topol.2017.12.009. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.topol.2017.12.009

[5] David Li-Bland and Alan Weinstein. “Selective Categories and Linear Canonical Relations”. In:
SIGMA 10.100 (2014). doi: https://doi.org/10.3842/SIGMA.2014.100. url: https://www.emis.de/journals/SIGMA/2014/100/

[6] John C.Baez, Alexander E. Hoffnung, and Christopher D. Walker. “Higher dimensional alge-
bra. VII: Groupoidification.” In: Theory and Applications of Categories 24 (2010), pp. 489–
553. url: http://eudml.org/doc/227150.

[7] Damien Calaque. “Three lectures on derived symplectic geometry and topological field theo-
ries”. In: Indagationes Mathematicae 25.5 (2014). Poisson 2012: Poisson Geometry in Mathe-
matics and Physics, pp. 926–947. issn: 0019-3577. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indag.2014.07.005.
url: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0019357714000597.

[8] A. Carboni et al. “Cartesian bicategories II”. In: Theory Appl. Categ. 19 (2007), pp. 93–124.

[9] Alain Connes and Caterina Consani. “Absolute algebra and Segal’s Γ-rings: au dessous de
Spec(Z)”. In: J. Number Theory 162 (2016), pp. 518–551. issn: 0022-314X,1096-1658. doi:
10.1016/j.jnt.2015.12.002. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnt.2015.12.002.

[10] Ivan Contreras, Molly Keller, and Rajan Amit Mehta. “Frobenius objects in the category of
spans”. In: Rev. Math. Phys. 34.10 (2022), Paper No. 2250036, 34. issn: 0129-055X,1793-6659.
doi: 10.1142/S0129055X22500362. url: https://doi.org/10.1142/S0129055X22500362.

[11] Ivan Contreras et al. “On Examples and Classification of Frobenius Objects in Rel”. In: Con-
temporary Mathematics 802 (2024), pp. 75–92.

[12] Louis Crane and David Yetter. “On algebraic structures implicit in topological quantum field
theories”. In: Journal of Knot Theory and its Ramifications 8 (1999), pp. 125–163.

[13] Brian Day and Ross Street. “Monoidal Bicategories and Hopf Algebroids”. In: Advances in
Mathematics 129.1 (1997), pp. 99–157. issn: 0001-8708. doi: https://doi.org/10.1006/aima.1997.1649.
url: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0001870897916492.

[14] Lawrence Dunn and Jamie Vicary. “Coherence for Frobenius pseudomonoids and the geom-
etry of linear proofs”. In: Log. Methods Comput. Sci. 15.3 (2019), Paper No. 5, 30. doi:
10.23638/LMCS-15(3:5)2019. url: https://doi.org/10.23638/LMCS-15(3:5)2019.

46

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-12821-9_2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-12821-9_2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.topol.2017.12.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.topol.2017.12.009
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.3842/SIGMA.2014.100
https://www.emis.de/journals/SIGMA/2014/100/
http://eudml.org/doc/227150
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indag.2014.07.005
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0019357714000597
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnt.2015.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnt.2015.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0129055X22500362
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0129055X22500362
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1006/aima.1997.1649
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0001870897916492
https://doi.org/10.23638/LMCS-15(3:5)2019
https://doi.org/10.23638/LMCS-15(3:5)2019


[15] T. Dyckerhoff and M. Kapranov. “Crossed simplicial groups and structured surfaces”. In:
Stacks and categories in geometry, topology, and algebra. Vol. 643. Contemp. Math. Amer.
Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2015, pp. 37–110. doi: 10.1090/conm/643/12896. url: https://doi.org/10.1090/conm/643/12896

[16] Tobias Dyckerhoff and Mikhail Kapranov. Higher Segal spaces. Vol. 2244. Lecture Notes in
Mathematics. Springer, Cham, 2019, pp. xv+218. doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-27124-4. url:
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-27124-4.

[17] Matthew Feller et al. “Every 2-Segal space is unital”. In: Commun. Contemp. Math. 23.2
(2021), Paper No. 2050055, 6. issn: 0219-1997. doi: 10.1142/S0219199720500558. url: https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219199720500558

[18] Zbigniew Fiedorowicz and Jean-Louis Loday. “Crossed simplicial groups and their associ-
ated homology”. In: Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 326.1 (1991), pp. 57–87. issn: 0002-9947. doi:
10.2307/2001855. url: https://doi.org/10.2307/2001855.

[19] Imma Gálvez-Carrillo, Joachim Kock, and Andrew Tonks. Decomposition spaces in Combina-
torics. 2016. arXiv: 1612.09225 [math.CO].

[20] Imma Gálvez-Carrillo, Joachim Kock, and Andrew Tonks. “Decomposition spaces, incidence
algebras and Möbius inversion I: Basic theory”. In: Adv. Math. 331 (2018), pp. 952–1015. issn:
0001-8708. doi: 10.1016/j.aim.2018.03.016. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2018.03.016.

[21] Imma Gálvez-Carrillo, Joachim Kock, and Andrew Tonks. “Homotopy linear algebra”. In:
Proceedings of the Royal Society of Edinburgh Section A: Mathematics 148.2 (2018), pp. 293–
325. doi: 10.1017/S0308210517000208.

[22] Ezra Getzler and John D. S. Jones. “The cyclic homology of crossed product algebras”. In: J.
Reine Angew. Math. 445 (1993), pp. 161–174. issn: 0075-4102. doi: 10.1515/crll.1995.466.19.
url: https://doi.org/10.1515/crll.1995.466.19.

[23] Marco Grandis. “Finite sets and symmetric simplicial sets”. In: Theory Appl. Categ. 8 (2001),
pp. 244–252.

[24] Marco Grandis. “Higher fundamental functors for simplicial sets”. In: Cahiers Topologie Géom.
Différentielle Catég. 42.2 (2001), pp. 101–136. issn: 0008-0004.

[25] Mark Haiman. Constructing the associahedron. url: https://math.berkeley.edu/~mhaiman/ftp/assoc/manuscript.pdf

[26] Rune Haugseng. “Iterated spans and classical topological field theories”. In: Mathematische
Zeitschrift 289.3 (2018), pp. 1427–1488. doi: 10.1007/s00209-017-2005-x. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/s00209-

[27] Niles Johnson and Donald Yau. 2-dimensional categories. Oxford University Press, Oxford,
2021, pp. xix+615. doi: 10.1093/oso/9780198871378.001.0001. url: https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780198871378.001.0001

[28] Toby Kenney and Robert Pare. “Categories as monoids in Span, Rel and Sup”. In: Cah. Topol.
Géom. Différ. Catég. 52.3 (2011), pp. 209–240. issn: 1245-530X,2681-2363.

[29] Joachim Kock. Frobenius algebras and 2D topological quantum field theories. Vol. 59. Lon-
don Mathematical Society Student Texts. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2004,
pp. xiv+240.

47

https://doi.org/10.1090/conm/643/12896
https://doi.org/10.1090/conm/643/12896
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-27124-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-27124-4
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219199720500558
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219199720500558
https://doi.org/10.2307/2001855
https://doi.org/10.2307/2001855
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.09225
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2018.03.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2018.03.016
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0308210517000208
https://doi.org/10.1515/crll.1995.466.19
https://doi.org/10.1515/crll.1995.466.19
https://math.berkeley.edu/~mhaiman/ftp/assoc/manuscript.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00209-017-2005-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00209-017-2005-x
https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780198871378.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780198871378.001.0001


[30] Aaron D Lauda. “Frobenius algebras and planar open string topological field theories”. In:
arXiv preprint math/0508349 (2005).

[31] Aaron D. Lauda and Hendryk Pfeiffer. “Open-closed strings: two-dimensional extended TQFTs
and Frobenius algebras”. In: Topology Appl. 155.7 (2008), pp. 623–666. issn: 0166-8641,1879-
3207. doi: 10.1016/j.topol.2007.11.005. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.topol.2007.11.005.

[32] Carl W. Lee. “The Associahedron and Triangulations of the n-gon”. In: European Journal of
Combinatorics 10.6 (1989), pp. 551–560. issn: 0195-6698. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0195-6698(89)80072-
url: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0195669889800721.

[33] Jean-Louis Loday. Cyclic Homology. 2. edition. Berlin: Springer-Verlag, 1998.

[34] Rajan Amit Mehta and Ruoqi Zhang. “Frobenius objects in the category of relations”. In: Lett.
Math. Phys. 110.7 (2020), pp. 1941–1959. issn: 0377-9017. doi: 10.1007/s11005-020-01281-1.
url: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11005-020-01281-1.

[35] Jeffrey Morton. 2-Vector Spaces and Groupoids. 2008. url: https://arxiv.org/abs/0810.2361.

[36] V. Nistor. “Group cohomology and the cyclic cohomology of crossed products”. In: Invent.
Math. 99.2 (1990), pp. 411–424. issn: 0020-9910. doi: 10.1007/BF01234426. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01234426

[37] Frank Anton Roumen. “Effect Algebroids”. PhD thesis. 2017.

[38] William R. Schmitt. “Incidence Hopf algebras”. In: Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra 96.3
(1994), pp. 299–330. issn: 0022-4049. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-4049(94)90105-8.
url: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0022404994901058.

[39] Graeme Segal. “Categories and cohomology theories”. In: Topology 13 (1974), pp. 293–312.
issn: 0040-9383. doi: 10.1016/0040-9383(74)90022-6. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/0040-9383(74)90022-

[40] Graeme Segal. “Configuration-spaces and iterated loop-spaces”. In: Invent. Math. 21 (1973),
pp. 213–221. issn: 0020-9910. doi: 10.1007/BF01390197. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01390197.

[41] James Dillon Stasheff. “Homotopy Associativity of H-Spaces. I”. In: Transactions of the Ameri-
can Mathematical Society 108.2 (1963), pp. 275–292. issn: 00029947. url: http://www.jstor.org/stable/1993608
(visited on 05/22/2024).

[42] Michael Stay. “Compact closed bicategories”. In: Theory Appl. Categ. 31 (2016), Paper No.
26, 755–798.

[43] Walker H. Stern. “2-Segal objects and algebras in spans”. In: J. Homotopy Relat. Struct. 16.2
(2021), pp. 297–361. issn: 2193-8407. doi: 10.1007/s40062-021-00282-8. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/s40062-

[44] Ross Street. “Frobenius monads and pseudomonoids”. In: J. Math. Phys. 45.10 (2004), pp. 3930–
3948. issn: 0022-2488. doi: 10.1063/1.1788852. url: https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1788852.

[45] Dominic Verdon. “Coherence for braided and symmetric pseudomonoids”. In: arXiv preprint
arXiv:1705.09354 (2017).

48

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.topol.2007.11.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.topol.2007.11.005
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0195-6698(89)80072-1
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0195669889800721
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11005-020-01281-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11005-020-01281-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/0810.2361
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01234426
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01234426
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-4049(94)90105-8
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0022404994901058
https://doi.org/10.1016/0040-9383(74)90022-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0040-9383(74)90022-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01390197
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01390197
http://www.jstor.org/stable/1993608
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40062-021-00282-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40062-021-00282-8
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1788852
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1788852


[46] Katrin Wehrheim and Chris T. Woodward. “Functoriality for Lagrangian correspondences
in Floer theory”. In: Quantum Topol. 1 (2010). doi: https://doi.org/10.4171/qt/4. url:
https://ems.press/journals/qt/articles/2736.

49

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.4171/qt/4
https://ems.press/journals/qt/articles/2736

	Introduction
	The bicategory of spans
	Pseudomonoids with Frobenius and commutative structures
	Pseudomonoids
	Frobenius pseudomonoids
	Commutative pseudomonoids

	2-Segal sets and pseudomonoids in Span
	2-Segal sets
	More on 2-Segal sets: face, degeneracy, and edge maps
	Pseudomonoids in Span
	Examples
	Relation to monoids in the 1-category of spans

	Paracyclic structures and Frobenius pseudomonoids in Span
	The paracyclic category
	Paracyclic sets
	Frobenius pseudomonoids in Span
	Examples

	Gamma-structures and commutative pseudomonoids in Span
	The category of finite pointed cardinals
	The Cut functor
	The category of finite cardinals
	A generator-and-relation description of the category of finite pointed cardinals
	Gamma-sets
	Commutative pseudomonoids in Span
	Examples


