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RESOLUTIONS BY POLYGRAPHS

FRANCOIS METAYER

ABSTRACT. A notion of resolution for higher-dimensional categories is defined, by
using polygraphs, and basic invariance theorems are proved.

1. Introduction

Higher-dimensional categories naturally appear in the study of various rewriting systems.
A very simple example is the presentation of Z/2Z by a generator a and the relation
aa — 1. These data build a 2-category X :

Xo=—X1=—X)

where X, = {e} has a unique 0-cell, X; = {a"/n > 0} and X, consists of 2-cells a” — a?,
corresponding to different ways of rewriting a™ to a” by repetitions of aa — 1, up to
suitable identifications. 1-cells compose according to a” xqa? = a*?, and 2-cells compose
vertically, as well as horizontally, as shown on Figure 1, whence the 2-categorical structure

on X.

a™

0@. O/DO/Z;\*Q
L NN

al aP a

Figure 1: composition of 2-cells

In this setting, we recover the original monoidal structure of Z/2Z by collapsing the
2-cells (see [4]) to identities. Likewise, tree-rewriting systems could be expressed in the
framework of 3-categories. Thus we start from the fact that many structures of interest are
in fact n-categories, while computations in these structures take place in (n+1)-categories.

On the other hand, if a monoid can be presented by a finite, noetherian and confluent
rewriting system, then its homology groups are finitely generated, as proved by Squier
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and others (see [15, 1, 11, 13]). Precisely, it is shown how to build a free resolution of Z
by ZM-modules by using a complete (i.e. finite, noetherian and confluent) presentation
(33, R) of the monoid M. Subsequently, the notion of derivation type was introduced:
roughly speaking, one asks if the equivalence between rewriting paths with the same
source and target can be generated by a finite number of basic deformations. It turns out
that this property is independent of the (finite) presentation chosen, and that it implies
homological finiteness in dimension 3 (see [16, 12, 8]).

As regards oo-categories, homology can be defined through simplicial nerves (see [17,
6]). However, this does not lead to easy computations. What we would like to do is to
extract structural invariants from particular presentations. The present work is a first
step in this vast program: by using Burroni’s idea of polygraph, we propose a definition
of resolution for oco-categories, which can be seen as a non-commutative analogue of a
free resolution in homological algebra. These new resolutions generalize in arbitrary
dimensions the constructions which already appear in the study of derivation types.

The main result (Theorem 5.1) establishes a strong equivalence between any two res-
olutions of the same category, and yields homological invariance as a consequence (The-
orem 6.1).

All the material we present here was elaborated in collaboration with Albert Burroni,
whose companion paper [5] will be released very soon.

2. Graphs and Categories

2.1. BASIC DEFINITIONS. Polygraphs have been defined by Burroni in [4]. Let us briefly
recall the main steps of his construction: a graph X is given by a diagram
S0

Xo = X
0

X is the set of vertices—or 0-cells—X; the set of oriented edges—or 1-cells—and the appli-
cations s, ty are respectively the source and target. We usually denote z! : 2°
case the 1-cell ! has source z° and target 4°. More generally, an n-graph, also known as
globular set will be defined by a diagram

— 3% in

S0 S1 Sn—1

to t1 tn—1
with relations

$iSiy1 = Sitit1 tiSiy1 = titita

Figure 2 conveys the geometric meaning of these equations.
If diagram (1) is not bounded on the right, we get an co-graph. Elements of X; are
called i-cells and will be denoted by z?. By
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ST
/=
ssx = ttx
v

tx
Figure 2: cell

we mean that z'™! has i-dimensional source z}, and target z¢.
For i > 1, two i-cells 2° and y* are called parallel if they have the same source and the

same target. This is denoted by z’ || y*. Also any two O-cells are considered to be parallel.
A morphism ¢ : X — Y between n-graphs X and Y is a family of maps ¢; : X; — Y;

commuting with source and target:

Si
Xiz=—=Xin

¢il l¢i+1
o

(3

Yi==——Yin

(3

Warning: for simplicity, in all diagrams, double arrows will stand for source
and target maps, except otherwise mentioned. Throughout this paper, the
“commutativity” of a diagram containing such arrows means in fact the sep-
arate commutativity of two diagrams, obtained by keeping either all source

maps or all target maps.

The category of n-graphs (oo-graphs) will be denoted by Grph,, (Grph,_ ). Let X be
an oo-graph, and 0 <7 < 7, put

Sij = SiSi41---Sj-1

tij = titi+1 R tj—l

thus defining a new graph X;; for each pair 7 < j:

The following data determine a structure of co-category on X:
e For all 27, ¢/ in X such that s;;47 = t;;27 a composition 27 *; y/ € X

. . R i yl .
m]*iy.]: xl%y Hzl

We write composition in the order of the arrows, for no reason but personal conve-
nience. For simplicity, the index j does not appear on the symbol ;.



RESOLUTIONS BY POLYGRAPHS 151

Sl 7 i

Figure 3: exchange

e For each 2° € X;, a cell id’(z%) € X, the j-dimensional identity on z'.
e The compositions and identities just defined make each X;; a category.
e The X;;’s are compatible, precisely, for each 0 < i < j < k, 2%, y*, u* and o*
(¥ 5 ) s (g o) = (a8 0y (5 5 0%) 2)

provided the first member exists: this is the ezchange rule (see Figure 3).

Also for all 2,
id*(2") = id"(id’ («*)) (3)

Finally, for all i < j < k and ¢ composable j-cells 27, 7,

id* (27 #; 7)) = id"(27) *; id* (37) (4)

These properties allow the following notations:

e For each j-cell 27, and i < j, s;;27 = xf and t;;27 = 2.

e In expressions like 2% ;47 (i < j), 2 means in fact id’(z?).

Let i < j and 3’ = id’(2%), and e € {0,1}. With the previous notations:

yho= idF (o) (i <k <j)
= 7 (k=1)
= aF (0<k<i)

The morphisms between oo-categories are the morphisms of underlying oco-graphs
which preserve the additional structure. Now oo-categories and morphisms build a cat-
egory Cat,,. By restricting the construction to dimensions < n we obtain n-categories,
and the corresponding Cat,,. For each oco-category X, we denote by X" the n-category
obtained by restriction to cells of dimension < n.
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2.2. ALTERNATIVE NOTATIONS. Explicit labels for dimensions make our formulas
difficult to read. Hence the need for an alternative notation: let X be an co-category, the
source and target maps from X;,; to X; will be denoted in each dimension by d_ and d;
respectively. If j =i+ k, s;; and ¢;; from X, to X; will be denoted by d* and dﬁ, the
exponent means here iteration, not dimension.

Likewise, the identity id"™* from X;,; to X; will be denoted by I in each dimension,
and if j =i+ k, id’ : X; — X becomes I¥. Here again the exponent denotes iteration.
Both families of notations will be used freely throughout the paper, sometimes together.

2.3. EXAMPLE. An important example is the co-category BA associated to a complex
A of abelian groups (see [3], [6]).

AO 80 Al 81 . 8n—l An 8n
The set of k-cells is L,
(BA): =] A
i=0

The source and target maps from (BA)y,1 to (BA), are given by

S(CLQ, Ce ,ak+1) = ((Io, e ,ak)

t(ao,...,ap1) = (ao,...,ar + Opagy1)
which easily defines an oo-graph. To make it an oco-category, we define the identities by:
id(ag,...,ar) = (ag,...,a,0)

and, given 0 < j < k, @ = (ag,...,ax) € (BA), and b = (by,...,bx) € (BA)x such that
tjxa = sj;b, we define their composition along dimension j by:

a*]’b = (ao,...,aj,ajﬂ+bj+1,...,ak—i—bk)

We leave the verification of the axioms of co-categories as an exercise. In fact the category
of chain complexes is equivalent to the category of abelian group objects in Cat.

3. Polygraphs

3.1. FORMAL DEFINITION. It is now possible to define polygraphs, following [4]. For all
n > 0, there is a category Cat, given by the pullback:

Cat —— Grph,

l lvn

Cat,, U Grph,,
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So Sh S Ss

/1717

So S1 S3

Figure 4: polygraph

where U and V are obvious forgetful functors. An object of Cat; amounts to an n-
category with extra (n + 1)-cells making it an (n + 1)-graph. We get a forgetful functor
W41 from Cat,,; to Cat: factorizing the arrows from Cat,; to Cat,, and Grph,,_:

Catn—H

\wn+1

(jat;r —— Grph,,

Lk

Cat,, U Grph,,

It can be shown that W, has a left-adjoint L,1. Thus L,;;(X) is the free (n + 1)-
category generated by the n-category X with additional (n + 1)-cells.

An n-polygraph S is a sequence S®, where S is a set and for each 1 < i < n, S
belongs to Cat; ;, and built by the following induction process. First chose any set Sy
and define S = S;. Suppose i > 1 and S already defined as an object in Cat} ,, or a
set if i = 0. We get an i-category L;(S¥), and denote by S} the set of its i-cells. Then
S+ is determined by choosing a set S;;; of (i 4 1)-cells with source and target maps:

84
S,Zk ? S@'+1
7

defining an (i + 1)-graph in L;(S®¥). We have just defined an object of Cat;", which
completes the induction.

Thus an n-polygraph is entirely determined by successive choices of sets .S; together
with corresponding source and target maps (Figure 4).

The bottom row in Figure 4 determines the oco-category S* = Q.S generated by S.

Here should be emphasized that the i-category L;(S®) has the same k-cells as S
itself for all k < i. Moreover let

NgG) * S(Z) — WZLlS(Z)

be the unit of the adjunction on the object S®. It is a morphism in Cat;, whose
components in dimensions k < ¢ are just identities. As for the i-component, it is the
inclusion of generators:

Ji+S; — S;
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These are of course, in each dimension, the vertical arrows on Figure 4.

As a consequence of the above remark, the universal property of polygraphs will be
used in the sequel as follows : given a polygraph S, an (n + 1)-category X, a family
of maps ¢; : S — X, for i € {0,...,n} defining a morphism in Cat,, and a map
fos1 @ Snp1 — X4 defining together with the ¢;’s a morphism in Cat,, there is a
unique ¢, : S, — X, making the family (¢:)o<i<n+1 a morphism in Cat,; and
such that the following triangle commutes:

A morphism f between polygraphs S and T" amounts to a sequence of maps f; : S; — T;
making everything commute. f induces a morphism @ f in Cat,,. We get a category Pol
of polygraphs and morphisms, as well as a functor Q:

Pol —% Cat.,

3.2. A sMALL EXAMPLE. The 2-category we associated in the introduction to the usual
presentation of Z/2Z is in fact generated by the following polygraph:

So Sy S

vave

Sj = 5; == 5;

with Sy = {e}, S} = {a} where a is a loop:

a

9

and Sy = {aa — 1} where aa — 1 is a 2-cell:
[ ]
N
o —————> 0
id!(e)

3.3. LINEARIZATION. Now with each polygraph S we may associate an abelian complex
(ZS,0): (ZS); will be simply the free abelian group ZS; on the generators S;. 0 will
be defined together with a linearization map A; : (QS); — (Z95); in each dimension such
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that the following diagram commutes (the unlabeled arrow is of course the inclusion of
generators):

8 — (Q9);
N
(Z25)i
and, for each z' € (Q9);:
Dimhx' = Noitio@' — Nio18iaa (5)
In fact, when representing x by an expression built from cells of Sy, ...,.S; with compo-

sitions and identities, \;z* will be simply the linear combination of the non-degenerate
i-cells occurring in this expression, that is those in .S;. In particular, all identities are send
to zero.

The idea is to build simultaneously the desired complex ZS and the co-category BZS
(see example 2.3) together with a morphism QS — BZS, by induction on the dimension.

The precise induction hypothesis on n is as follows: for each i < n there is a unique
map \; : (QS); — (Z5); such that (i) the above triangle commutes (ii) 0; defined by (5)
makes (Z5,0) an n-complex, and (iii) the family (¢;)o<i<n given by

®i = AoSoi X - X Aim183i—1)i X Ai

determines a morphism of n-categories:

(QS)o == (@5 e (@S)n

| N

(BZS)y=—(BZS)1=—---=—(BZ9),

Now the right hand side of (5) is still defined for i = n + 1 and z"™ € S, ;. We may
extend it by linearity to ZS,,,1, thus extending ZS to an (n+ 1)-complex. Whence a map
frni1: Spe1 — (BZS),41 making the following square commutative:

Sn

(Qs)n <t— Sn+1

¢nl lfn+1

(BZS),, <<t: (BZS)ps1

The universal property of polygraphs then gives a unique ¢, 41 : (QS)ns1 — (BZS)n11,
which extends the previous ¢.s to a morphism of (n+1)-categories. Let 7 be the projection
(BZS)ni1 — ZS,11, and define A\, 11 = md,11. A\pq1 satisfies properties (i), (ii) and (iii)
in dimension n + 1, and is the unique such map. Hence the result.
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Finally, if S and T" are polygraphs, an u is a morphism of co-categories, v : QS — QT
it has a linearization (Figure 5) from ZS to ZT. Precisely, there is a unique Z-linear map
w: ZS — ZT, such that for each z° € (QS);,

Figure 5: linearization

In fact, the right member of (6) defines a map S; — ZT;, which uniquely extends by
linearity to ZS;. Now (6) follows by induction on the complexity of z*.

4. Resolutions

We introduce here the central notion of resolution for oo-categories. As we shall see,
invariants of an oo-category can be computed from a particular resolution, which compares
to the role of resolutions in homological algebra.

4.1. DEFINITION. let X be an oo-category. A resolution of X is a pair (S, ¢) where S
s a polygraph and ¢ is a morphism QS — X in Cat., such that

1. Forallt >0, ¢; : S — X, is surjective.

2. For all i > 0 and all 2',y" € S;, if 2* || y' and ¢z’ = ¢y’ then there ewists
2t e 8% such that 27 2t — Y and ¢ 12 = 1dT (gia).

Intuitively, think of the cells in S;,; as generators for X;,; as well as relations for X;.
We refer to the second condition as the stretching property. A similar notion appears in
[14] where it is called étirement.

Likewise an n-resolution is given by ¢ : QS — X where S is an n-polygraph, and in
the Definition 4.1, condition (1) holds for ¢ < n and (2) for i <n — 1.
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4.2. STANDARD RESOLUTION. We now turn to a standard resolution for an arbitrary
X in Cat,,. Let us define an n-resolution of X by induction on n, in such a way that the
(n + 1)-resolution extends the n-resolution.

e For n = 0, we simply take Sy = Xy and ¢y is the identity map S; — Xy. This is
clearly a O-resolution of X.

e Suppose (5, ¢) is an n-resolution of X, and define S, as the set of tuples "' =

(2" 2" y") where 2" € X\, 2" y" € SE, 2" || ¥y and 2" g2 — dy".
We may define f,11 @ Spp1 — Xng1 by 1™t = 2" and source and target
maps Spy1 — SF by s, = 2" and t,c""' = y". The universal property of
polygraphs gives then S’ | and ¢,,41 : S, | — X, 41 extending the previous data to
an (n + 1)-resolution of X (see Figure 6).

Sn Sn+1

pa

* < *
n<—~n+l fr+1

¢nl ¢n+1l

Xn <~ Xn+1

Figure 6: universal property

Thus

4.3. PROPOSITION. Fach co-category X has a resolution.

The polygraph underlying this standard resolution will be denoted by PX, and the
corresponding morphism by X : QPX — X.

Now let u be a morphism between co-categories X and Y, we may define a morphism
Pu between the polygraphs PX and PY, by:

(Pu)o = wug (7)
(Pu)ppa (2" 25 %) = (w2 (QPu)ia®, (QPu)ry®) (8)

where (2%, 2% y*) denotes a cell in (PX )y, that is 251 € Xy, 2% % € (QPX);, and

k+1 . Xk X,k
2Tl — ey
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The soundness of this definition is shown by considering the diagram:

(PX)ps = (PY )nss
<QPXn+p4e.QPX"””"QPYn<——fQPY%
65 EZ
a1 / n Un, Y” \ €nt1
Xn+1 Unt1 Yn+1

We make the induction hypothesis that Pu has been defined up to the dimension n in
such a way that the inner squares commute. Then there is a unique arrow from (PX),41
to (PY),4+1 (dotted line) making the whole diagram commutative, and it satisfies (8).
Whence a map:

(QPu)n+

(QPX)pi1 —=1QPY )i

such that the following diagram also commutes:

(Pu)n+1

(PX)TL—H

l QPu)p
(QPX ), 20

X
En+ll

Xn+1

(Py)n—H

|

(QPY )1

len-u

Yn+1

Un+1

This gives the required property up to the dimension n+1. The uniqueness of the solution
easily shows that P is in fact a functor:

Cat, L. Pol

and the previous diagrams also show that the arrows
€X
QPX —=X
define a natural transformation € : QP — I. In fact:

4.4. PROPOSITION. (@ is left-adjoint to P.
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PrOOF. We already have a natural transformation € : QP — I. It remains to check
that each €¥ is universal from @ to X, in other words, that for each polygraph S and
each g : QS — X there is a unique f : S — PX such that the triangle

OPX
y l X
QS — X
commutes.

We prove by induction on the dimension k that there is a unique family (fo,. .., fx),
such that the maps f; : — (PX); define a morphism of k-polygraphs and, for all
0 <@ <k, the triangle

QPX;
o
QS —5—X

commutes.

For k=0, QSy = Sy, (QPX)o = (PX)o = Xy, and ¢ is the identity, so that fo = go
is the only solution.

Suppose now that f has been defined up to the dimension k, satisfying the required
properties, and consider the following diagram:

fk+1

Sk—f—l )k—i—l

\S : / |

.S PX
Jk+1 Jk+1
Xk+1
9k+1 6k+1

(QS )y QPX)k+1

BT

Dotted arrows have not been defined yet but the remaining part is commutative. Now each
fr+1 such that the upper quadrangle (Sky1, (QS)k, (QPX )k, (PX)k41) commutes extends
(fo,---, fx) to a morphism of (k + 1)-polygraphs, hence determines a unique (Qf)g+1
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making the outer square commute. Now diagram chasing shows that there is a unique
choice for which the bottom triangle also commutes, namely:

fk+1uk+1 = (gk+1jl§+1uk+17 (Qf)ksuk+l7 (Qf)ktuk+1> (9)

where u**! € Sp4y.

4.5. LIFTING. A key property of resolutions is that they lift morphisms. We begin with
the following technical lemma.

4.6. LEMMA. Let (S,¢) be a resolution of X and k > 0. Let ™ € X3,y and xf, «¥
two parallel cells of Sy such that ¢paf = ¢ and paf = cf. There exists 2" € S}, such

that py1 28t = AL 25 || 2k and 2% || 2%,

PROOF. Let cf*! as in the hypotheses of the lemma and consider for each integer I,
0 <1 < k, the property
(P;) For each pair x), 2 of parallel i-cells of S; such that ¢;2! = ¢

21 such that ¢py12*tt = 1 and 2L || &

Let us prove P; by induction on | < k. Py holds: take any antecedent of ¢**! by ¢piq
(surjectivity), and recall that all O-cells are parallel to each other.
Suppose now that P; holds for [ < k, and let 5™ || 24" with ¢zl = ci+!. By defining

l

., e = 0,1, there exists

7l = szt and 2t = 2l we get 2l || Y, and ¢zl = ¢! because ¢ is a morphism.
By the induction hypothesis, we may chose 2**! above ¢**! in such a way that 2! || z!.

Point 2 in Definition 4.1 gives a!™! : 2, — 2} and b"*! : 2t — 2! such that

Grad™t = idT (gal) = idT (grzh) = id ()
Grab™ = 1dT (gual) = id T (re)) = 1dTH ()

Let
wk+1 — idk—H (al—i-l) %) Zk+1 % idkz—H (al—i-l)
We first get
Bpa Wl = By = AL
on the other hand
wé“ — oty zé“ s B
wl1+1 = gty ZiJrl w B!
so that, for e = 0,1,
swtt = sa™ =l = sl
tlwﬁfl = tlbl+1 = l‘ll = tll’l;_l

and w! || 251, Whence w**! satisfies the conditions of Py, ;.
Thus P; holds for all integers | < k, and especially for k itself, but Py is precisely the
claim of the lemma. [
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As a corollary of Lemma 4.6, resolutions have a strong lifting property: if x§ || ¥ and
drf ~ dpa¥, then xk ~ a%. It is enough to prove that ¢pzfRipgprt implies zf ~ z¥.
Lemma 4.6 gives zF*1 such that ¢p 12" = c*1 and 2% || 2%. On the other hand
dpat = & = g2k, whence a**! : 2k — 2k and 051 2F — 2% by the stretching property.
Thus

aP s, 2P s BT :Elg — ¥

k k
and xj ~ x7.

It is now possible to prove the desired lifting property.

4.7. PROPOSITION.  Let X be an oo-category, S and T polygraphs, ¢ : QS — X a

morphism and ¢ : QT — X a resolution. Then there is a morphism u : QS — QT such
that Yvu = ¢ (Figure 7).

Figure 7: lifting

Proor. We build ug, uy, ... by induction on the dimension.

We first choose wy : S5 — Tf; such that ¥yuy = ¢9. This is possible because of the
surjectivity of .

Suppose now that u has been defined up to dimension k, with

Vil = @5 for 0<i<k

We want a map u,41 : S, — T, extending the given data to a morphism in Cat,, ;.

By the universal property of polygraphs, it suffices to define w,,; on the set S, 1 of
generators. Let then 2! € Sy, . As f || 2%, we also have upzf || upz} and Lemma 4.6

yields zF*! € Ty, such that

Ura 2 = Gt (10)

and
2 upr® for e=0,1 (11)

By successively applying s; and 5 to the members of (10), we get:

k k k k1 k
Yrugry = oprg = Spop T = s 2 = Uz

Vrupay = opat = tpdp ™ = g 2T = P2t
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and, by (11), there are cells a*™! : upah — 25 and b**1 @ 2F — 2% such that

warlakJrl — 1dk+1(wkukmlg) — lkorl(wng)

¢k+1bk+1 — idk-i—l (¢kuk$lf) _ idk’-i—l (¢sz)

It is now possible to define

uk+1xk+1 — gkl %5 Skt % prt1
Thus
k+1 k
SpUE+1T = UrZ
k+1 k
TLUk1T = upT

Hence uyy1 extends u to a morphism up to dimension k + 1. Moreover

1/1k+1uk+1l'k+1 = (wk+1ak+1) *k (%szﬂ) *k (wk+1bk+1)
= id" T (k) #p (rpr ) s id5 T (pugat)
— ¢k+1xk+1
which proves the property in dimension k + 1. [

5. Homotopy theorem

In Proposition 4.7, the lifting morphism u is of course not unique. Two such morphisms
are however “homotopic”, which of course needs a precise definition. For doing this, we
associate to each co-category X a new oco-category H X, consisting very roughly of higher-
dimensional paths in X. The details of the construction are found in appendix A. For the
moment, the reader should look at Figure 11, as well as to the formulas (26) and (27),
which give the source and target of the cells involved.

5.1. THEOREM. Let X be an co-category, S and T polygraphs, ¢ : QS — X a morphism
and Y : QT — X a resolution. If u, v are morphisms QS — QT such that u = Yv = ¢,
then there is a morphism h : QS — HQT such that w=a,_h and v =a_h (Figure 8).

PrOOF.  We build, in each dimension i, a map h; : (QS); — (HQT); such that h
becomes a morphism QS — HQT and, for each ¢, a’, h; = u; and a’ h; = v;. We proceed
by induction on the dimension.

Let 2° € (QS)o = Sp. upx® || voz® and Yougz® = Yovez® = ¢z’ by hypothesis. (T,))
being a resolution, there is a 1-cell w! € (QT); such that

w! : ugz® — vya°
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HQT

e

QS —=QT

(2

RN

X

Figure 8: homotopy

and
'(blwl = idl(lpo’LLO(EO)
By definition of HQT, w' € (HQT)y and [w'] = w' € (QT);. We may define

hozr' = w!
Thus
al hor’ = d_[w'] = upa’
a’ hor? = dyfw'] = vea®

and we are done in dimension 0.
Suppose now that we have defined, for each 0 <7 < n, a map

in such a way that (ho,...,h,) is a morphism of n-categories, and for each 0 <7 < n,
alhi = w (12)

and for each z' € (QS);, ' ' '
Yipr[hix'] = idl+1(wiuixl) (14)

We now define hy, 11 : (QS)n+1 — (HQT),41 extending the previous data to a morphism
of (n + 1)-category, satisfying (12), (13) and (14) up to i = n + 1. We first define a map

Fng1 : Snp1 — (QHT)n+1
Let 2" € S, and consider the following expressions:

E = upz™ 5 [hoﬂfg] 1.k [l (15)

F = [hncr’ri] Xy oo K [hox(l] *q vn+1xn+1 (16)
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By induction hypothesis, £ and F' denote parallel cells in (QT"),+1, and

7pn—l—lE - wn—l—lun—s—lxn—i_l - ¢n+1xn+1

2/}n—i-l-F - ¢n+lvn+1xn+1 - ¢n+1xn+1

so that there is a cell w2 € (QT),4» with source E, target F, and

+2 _ idn+2 (wn+1un+1$n+l)

¢n+2wn
We may then define

n+l n n n+1 n+1 n+2
k1™ = (hpa”l, hp™ U1 2™ U™ W) (17)

But E and F are easily seen to be T"™ k,, ;2" and T%™ k,, 12"+ respectively, so that
kni12" ™! belongs to (HQT),;1. Note that

aiJrl kn+1 = Unp+i (18)
a" k1 = Upp (19)

and
wn+2[kn+1$n+1] = idn+2(¢n+1un+1xn+1) (20)

Moreover, k,, extends the h;’s to a morphism in Cat;. By the definition of polygraphs,
there is a unique hy, 11 : (QS)n+1 — (HQT),11 making (h;)o<i<n+1 & morphism in Cat,, 4
and such that the following diagram commutes:

Sni1 —"= (QS)ns1

hrnt1
mx l’

(HQT)n+1

It remains to check that (18) and (19) extend to h,1, and that (14) still holds for i = n+1.

As for (18) and (19), just remember that every cell in (QS),41 is a composite of ele-
ments of S, and identities on cells in (Q)S),, and that morphisms preserve composition
and identities. Thus

a’ffl g1 = Uppr (21)
a™ ! hpy1 = Unga (22)

Let us show that
Yng2 [hn+1xn+1] = idn+2(¢n+1un+1$n+l) (23)

for each " € (QS)p41-
If 2" € jpi15041, (23) is exactly (20) and we are done.
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If £7+1 = 12" for some " € (QS),,
= Ygalhnla”]

= Uny2[lhya"]

= niol[hnz"]

= Ipypr[hnz"]

= Lid"™ ($pu,a™)

= idn+2(1wnun$n)

= id" (Yngrun ")

Suppose finally that (23) holds for i-composable cells 2" and ™!, and check that
it still holds for z"*! = 2"+ x; 4"t Let k =n + 1 —i.

¢n+2 [hn—s—lx

n+1] n+1]

(L [thrliﬁnJrl i N1y

(Vg2 ST A g 2™ s Yo g1y 1) i

(Uns2lPnarz™ ] i o ST A By ay™)

= (Yn+ 2SZJrl d¥ Ry 2™ 1A (g1 y™ ) i
(id" (wn+1un+1$ ) i Ynt2 SZH dk 1hn+1y )

¢n+2 [hn+1z

But
ST A Byt = ST et
so that
Ypya STHA " = g, TR AT Ry 2t
= I (I a+ H thrlﬂﬂlJrl
= 1 ¢i+1ui+1$_+1
by using the expression of S (14) and (21).
On the other hand
idn+2(¢n+1un+1ﬂ3n+l) = Iwnﬂunﬂl‘"H
and
dﬁlwn+1un+lxn+l = ¢i+1ui+1$i_+1
The same argument shows that
Unpa ST A 1y = Phiauiy
and
A5 1d" P (Yt 1y ) = iy
By applying exchange, we get
¢n+2[hn+12n+l] = idn+2(¢n+1un+13€n 1) * idn+2(¢n+1un+1yn+1)

JF
idn+2 (wn+lun+lzn+l>
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6. Homological invariance

This section is devoted to the proof of the following corollary of Theorem 5.1.

6.1. THEOREM.  Let X be an oo-category, and (S,), (T,1) resolutions of X. The
complezes ZS and ZT have the same homology.

Thus H,(X) can be defined as H,(ZS), where S is any polygraphic resolution of X.

PrROOF. Let ¢ : QS — X a morphism, and (7,v) a resolution of X, and u, v two
morphisms QS — QT with Yu = yYv = ¢. By Theorem 5.1, there is an h : QS — HQT
such that v = a_ h and v = a_ h. The key point is that, when linearizing these equations,
one gets an algebraic homotopy between @ and ¥ (see 3.3).

We will define, for each i > 0, a Z-linear map 6;,, : ZS; — Z7T;, such that

where 6y = 0 by convention (see Figure 9).

784 <2— 78, <2 78,

o gl et o
Zﬂfl P Zﬂ 5 Zn+1

Figure 9: algebraic homotopy

Now for each i > 0, we have a map [ | : (HQT); — (QT);+1 (see appendix A) so that
we may also define a map
.Ti — )\H_l[hz.fz]

from S; to ZT;, 1, which extends by linearity to 6;,1 : Z5; — ZT;,,. Let us assume for
the moment that 6, just defined satisfies

9i+1)\ixi = )\z—i-l[hle} (25)

for all 2* € (QS); (see Figure 10).
We will return to (25) in Lemma 6.2 below.
Let us now evaluate 90,,,2" for 2* € S;. First

aei—i—lxi = a)\iﬂ[hilﬂi]
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S; (HQT);

gt

(QS); (QT )it

)\il l&'ﬂ

Z5i ZTin

i+1

Figure 10: commutation of 8

by using (5). But from the construction of H,

= [d_hi@'] #i_q - - %y [dDhia'] kg @5 it

167

In the last expression, only the two terms [d_h;z?] and a’ h;z" are non-degenerate, the
other ones are identities on cells of dimension < i. As linearization kills degenerate cells,

we get

Likewise

Thus

where

Now, by using the fact that h commutes with d, and d_, together with (25) and the

linearity of 6;, we get

and (24) follows, first for 2 € S;, then for any z' € ZS; by linearity.

= N[hioid 2] — \i[hi_1d4 2]
= ON_d_x’ — O;\_1d 2’

= O;(Ni_1d o’ — N\_1d o)

= —0;,0\at

In the case where (S, ¢) and (T,1) are both resolutions of X we conclude by familiar
arguments that o induces an isomorphism on homology.
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It remains to check the small but crucial point of the equation (25). In the hypotheses

of Theorem 6.1, we establish the following lemma:

6.2. LEMMA. For each © > 0, there is a Z-linear map 0,11 : ZS; — ZT;\1 such that
(25), that is, for each z* € (QS);,

O Nz’ = )\¢+1[hixi}
PROOF. Define 6;,; as in the proof of Theorem 6.1. Then we show (25) by induction on
the complexity of .

e If 2 € S, this is just the definition of 0;,;

e if 7' = id'(27), where j < i, \;@® = 0, and the left member of (25) is zero by linearity
of 6;41. On the other hand, & is a morphism, hence hyz' = id"(h;27), and by (44)
[hix'] = id" ([h;27]), so that A\iy1[hiz'] = 0 and we are done in this case;

o if 2" =y x; 2" for smaller cells y* and 2, and j < ¢, the induction hypothesis gives
Oz’ = Oy’ + O N2
= Aip1[hay] + N [hi2']
On the other hand, as h is a morphism
Aipi[hia'] = Nipa[hay' #; hi2']

Now the equation (47) of appendix A shows how | | behaves with respect to com-
position. In particular, only terms within brackets are non-degenerated, the other
ones being killed by linearization, whence

Nis1[hiy' %5 hiz') = Nga[hay'] + N [hi2']
and we are done again.

Thus the lemma is proved. [

Let us point out that (25) is the only place of our argument where we really need h
as a morphism between oo-categories, not just between oo-graphs.

7. Conclusion

As we indicated before, works on finite derivation types are a main source of the present
notion of resolution. Precisely, if we consider a monoid X as a particular case of oo-
category, it has finite derivation type if and only if it has a resolution (S, ¢) with finite
S3. This immediately suggests a notion of finite derivation type in any dimension, but we
need invariance properties of this notion, presumably based on Theorem 5.1.
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Another remark is that our resolutions are still too big for practical computations
Therefore, generalized versions of Squier’s theorems should be established, and will be
the subject of further work.

Let us simply point out for the moment that the relationship between finiteness and
confluence becomes much more intricate in dimensions > 2 than in the case of string
rewriting, so that even asking the correct questions seems far from obvious.

Finally, very similar motivations and techniques appear in recent works on concur-
rency, and we expect fruitful interactions in that direction (see [9, 10]).
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A. A category of paths

Given an oo-category X, we define an co-graph HX with identities and compositions
and show how HX becomes itself an co-category. We define sets (HX), by induction,
together with maps:

dy
(HX),1 3= (HX),

an

(HX), —= X,

(H X )n L> n+1

Figure 11 gives an insight into H in small dimensions. In particular the cylinder
represents [22], which has to be oriented from the front to the bottom (dotted lines).
Similar pictures already appear in [2], and since then in many works (see for instance
chapter 3 of [7]), though in a different context: we stress here the fact that the cells of
H X are built from material already present in X. Also the construction is carried out in
arbitrary dimensions.

From the above symbols we may build the following formal expressions which play a
crucial role in the construction:

Tz = a(jr x
T[}r r = a’x
TLz = alax[d, ]
Tiz = [d_a]xalx
and for n > 2
Tz = ala*g [dia]* [ 2] %g -k, g [dya] (26)
Trz = [doa]#n_q % [d" 2] % [A"2] 0" @ (27)
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ag_ 20 ag_ d_z! a}*_ x! aﬂ_ dyz!
2] [d_a'] /zl] [dyal]
a0 g0 a0 d_z! al gl al d+x1

Figure 11: HX in dimension 0, 1, 2

Why the signs on the right hand side of (26) and (27) do no agree with the one of the left
hand side will be explained later. Eventually T* and T% become maps (HX); — Xj.
Also the following truncated expressions will be useful for technical purposes:

T o = a% o [dha]x [d7 2] %o -k, [d ] (28)
TP o = [da] %y - #o [d" 7 2] %y [d"a] % 2" 2 (29)
foreach [ € {1,...,n+1}. As the case is of particular importance we define S™ = = "% ¢

2
and S v = T} x.

For n = 0, (HX)o will be simply Xj, [ ] is the identity. When we write [z] it is the
cell of X; we have in mind. For instance af and a’ are defined by:

alr = d_[z] (30)
a z = dy[x] (31)

here d_ and d. are of course the source and target on X;. Notice that T? and T9 define
maps (HX )y — Xo, because they are just al and a® in this case.

A.1. INDUCTION STEP. Suppose we have defined so far an n-category

dy dy

d
(HX), d::* (HX)1 3=+ =— (HX),

with maps [ ], a®, a* satisfying the following conditions:
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(H1) a, and a_ define morphisms of n-graphs, that is for all signs ¢, ¢ and each index
0 <i<n—1we get acommutative diagram

HX) <3 (X,

Xi Xi-i—l

€

(H2) For each i € {0,...,n} and = € (HX);, the expressions T z and T, x are well
defined, they denote i-cells in X and [z] is an (i + 1)-cell in X such that

T g Ti g (32)

We extend these data to an (n + 1)-graph by defining a set (HX),+; and morphisms
d+
(HX ) 3= (HX )11

as follows: a cell x in (HX),1 is a 5-tuple

(27, 2™ ot ot w2 (33)

whose components are subject to the following conditions:
(CO0) 2% and 2™ are parallel cells in (HX),.

(C1) v and v™*! are (n + 1)-cells in X,, such that

,Un+1
n ,n + n ,.n
all o —all a7
vn+1
a’ "0 ——a’ a7}
We defined,z = 2", d_z =z", a" 'z =v" " and a
+ 4+ y Ay +
condition (H1) still holds for i = n.

nHl e = o™ As a consequence

(C2) w™*?is an (n + 2)-cell in X,,,5 such that

,wn+2
TE—H X Ti—&-l T

and [x] = w™"? so that (32) still holds for i = n + 1.

That we get an (n + 1)-graph is obvious from the definition of d, and d_, and the
induction hypothesis. Notice that the above definitions do not guarantee that (HX), 1 #
(). Now we need to define (n + 1)-dimensional identities on i-cells as well as i-dimensional
composites of (n + 1)-cells, for all 0 < i < n, and check that these operations match the
axioms of (n + 1)-category.
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A.2. SOME PROPERTIES OF TJr AND T .

A.3. LEMMA. Forallx € (HX )11
d_T'e = T'd_a

d+ Terl xr = Ti d+x
d-T/z = Trd.g
d+ Tr_:_+1 r = T:l_ d+l’

PrROOF. Letn > 1 and z be in (HX),4+1. Consider

T o = alt wowg [d0 2] % - %, [dya] (34)
The construction of (HX), 1 requires that this composite be defined as a cell in X, ..
al™'x € X,41 and for each i € {2,...,n+ 1}, [d’, 2] denotes here the (n + 1)-dimensional
identity on a cell in X,,1o_;, so that for ¢ > 2
d_[dix] =d; [dix] = [dix] (35)
Thus
d-T"'z = d_(alt @ [T 2] %y %,y [d3 7))

= doal e xgd [dT T a] xg -,y do[d2 2]
= ald_zxo [d1a] kg - xp g [d2a]

= ald oo [dldia] *g - %, [dydya]

= Trd x
As regards the second equality
dy T" 2 = dy[dya] = T dyo (36)
from the definition of [ | on (HX),.
By symmetry we get the two remaining equalities as well. [

Also, for all 0 < k < [ and all signs ¢, €, we get
dbrrt =T gk (37)

as in the proof of Lemma A.3. The next lemma shows that our formal expression define
actual cells:

A.4. LEMMA. Suppose we are given x7;, " two parallel cells in (HX),, as well as U;H_l,
™t satisfying (C1). Then

O g [t ] g [ ] kg g, (2] (38)

and
[27] #py - - kg [P 2™ ] #y [d™ 2] %o 0™ (39)

are well defined and denote (n + 1)-cells in X.
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PROOF. Let us prove that (38) is well defined; define

up = v g (Al ] g (A 2] kg -k (A (40)
we show by induction on 4 that w; is well defined for i € {0,...,n}.
ug = v kg [d 2] where [d” "] is in fact a (n + 1)-identity on a 1-cell. Thus
+ +T+ +L+
dmH[d}alt] = d_[d}al] (41)
On the other hand
ATttt = did ottt = dtal ot = af dla? = d_[d}ah] (42)

using (C1) and (30). As a consequence, v/ and [d2"] are O-composable and ug is well

defined and belongs to X, ;1.
Suppose now that wu; is well defined for an ¢ < n. Because all factors but 'U”+1 and
[27] are identities, we get

di 7wy = AR e (AR ] e [d Y]
= drhal al kg [dEat] kg ok (A2
afft Ay e o [dal] ke [T

_ i+1 n—i—1,.n
= T di a2l

Now
dn z[dnzl ] d [dnzl } Tz+1dnzl +

It shows that u; is (i + 1)-composable with [d}*"'2"], and that w1 is well defined. This
gives the result for (38). (39) is proved accordingly. =

A.5. CONSTRUCTION OF IDENTITY CELLS. As a consequence, for each 2" € (HX),,
we may define a cell in (HX),1 which eventually becomes the identity on z". Precisely:

$n+l ($ " v_r"z_-i-l7 ’UE—H, wn+2) (43)
where
ot = id (el o)
'UﬁJrl —_ idnJrl(ari xn)
and
w2 = id" (") (44)

The first four components clearly satisfy (C0O-1). On the other hand Lemma A.4 proves
that the expressions
VI kg [dT ™) [ 2] g ey, [
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and
[27] - - g [T %y [d™ 2™] o 0"

are well-defined. But they are exactly T"™ 27! and T”' 2"*!. Now a closer inspection
of the formulas shows that in this particular case:

Tri+1 xn+1 — idnJrl(T?i xn) *,, [l‘n]

T7_:_+1 ZL‘n+1 — [[En] . idn-i—l(Ti xn)
but d_[z"] = T" 2™ and d; [2"] = T" 2", so that

TE—H xn—i—l — TTH xn—i—l — [an]

and
+2

T+l ot w™ T:L_+1 2t
Thus (HX), 1 contains at least as many cells as (HX),.
For readability, the previous construction will be denoted by the same symbol, say I,
in each dimension; here for instance

n+1

T = [z"

furthermore, if 2* € (HX);, and k > 0, I*2° will be the (i + k)-cell built from 2% by k
successive applications of the construction. Thus the symbol I behaves very much like d
and d_. Notice also that, for each [ < k,

dﬂrlkx =d' TFy = 1F g

A.6. COMPOSITION OF CELLS. Now we have to define the i-dimensional composition
between cells in (HX),,1 in such a way that we get an n + l-category. Suppose this
has been done up to (HX),. Suppose in addition that for each 0 < i < m < n and
i-composable m-cells u and v, the composite w = u *; v satisfies:

[w] = (ST A" w #; [v]) %501 ([u] *; Sfl dl;lu) (45)

where [ = m — i. Where the above equation comes from will be explained during the
induction process. Take now z, y two cells in (HX),.;. Let k € {1,...,n+1} and
1 =n+1—k. z and y will be i-composable iff

d’fr:c =dry
Recall that
v = (dyz,d_z,al a1, [2])

= (dyy,d_y,aly, ey, [y])

We define z = x *; y component by component:
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e lfk=1,i=n
d.z=dy d z=d«x

Ifk>1,d"dyo =dte =d*y = d*'d,y so that d,z and d,y are i-composable.
Likewise d_x and d_y are i-composable and we may define

diz=dyz % dyy d z=d xxdy

e By (HI1)
di altle =al, d]ix =a dby =d* altly
hence a’}fl x and a’/"' y are i-composable, and the same holds for a”*

mtlgand a™ty
such that we may define

n+1 n+1 n+1 71—&—1 »=a

— . n+1
ay Z=ay x*,a+ Yy a _

rxa Ty (46)

e Recall that [z] : T"™ 2 — T 2. Lemma A.3 shows that

dt 2] = d87'dy[x]
= dffl T’f’l x
n—k k—
— T+ +2 d+ 1$
= [d* 2] #pprp ST

= [d*a] % ST dE

Likewise d* [z] = S™ d*' x; [d® 2] and the same relations hold for [y]. But here
d*z = d*y, so that [z] and [y] look like:

gitl gk—1, gitl gk—1
* — _/ ° — _/ °
el o R
* 1+1 jk—1 i+1 jk—1
S:_Jr di 'z S”f di ™y
the above diagram being drawn in the 2-category:
d df
Xi % Xiv1 % Xigo
It is then possible to define:
(2] = (ST d¥ 7w x; [y]) #ig (2] % ST AiTy) (47)

We are now able to prove the following
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A.7. PROPOSITION. The 5-tuple
(dyz,d_z, a2z, 2™ 2, [2])

satisfies the conditions (C0), (C1), and (C2).

ProOOF. This is straightforward for (C0) and (C1). As for (C2) we know that [z] € X, 1o
and we must show that d,[2] = T%™ 2z and d_[z] = T"*' 2. We consider two cases (1)
k=1and (2) k> 1.

. Suppose k = 1. Then i = n and (47) becomes
2] = (STH T #y [Y]) *ng1 ([2] *5 STJ Y)
hence

d-[z] = d_(S""ax, [y])
= S"Mrx,d [y
= S"Hl gy, Ty
S™a %, S"Ty %, [dyy]

But [d, 2] = [d} y] for each | € {2,...,n + 1} and they are all identities in S"*'z, S"*'y.
Also a™™ 2z = a"™ %, a"" y and the exchange rule applies, giving

d_[z] =T"" 2

Likewise d, [2] = T 2z and we get the result.

. Suppose k > 1. Here

d_[z] = (ST twx T y) wipy (T 2 % ST dt'y) (48)
difz] = (S71dMaw T y) iy (TH @ ST y) (49)

and we have to prove that these expressions are respectively T z and T’}:’l z. But
this is the particular case [ = 1 in the next lemma. [

A.8. LEMMA. Letx,y, z be as above, and k > 2. Then

(ST A s T ) sy (T 2 % St dily) = T

i+1 jk—1 n+1,1 n+1,1 i+1 1k—1 . n+1,1
(ST AR o s, TH Y ) sy (T M 2%, S A Yy) = TP 2

foralllel,...;k—1.
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PrOOF. By induction on kK — 1 —[. Let us first examine the case [ = k — 1. We notice

that

1,k+1 1,k+1 1,k+1
TR g TPy = R, (50)

because a7l z = ! wx; a " y and [d72] = [dTy] = [d72] for all m > k+ 1, and are all
identities in (50). Let
A= (Si_-i-l d]i_lilf *; TTH’k_l y) i1 (TlH_l’k_l T % S:H dlj_—ly)
By using the exchange rule and the properties of the identities we get
A = (STHAE e T )
(T4 s [ 1 [0 1a]) o S5 i)
— (Slfl dliflx *; TT_LJrl,kfl y) it (TnJrl Jk+1 T % [dlj:rx] *; Sz+1 dli 1y>

i1 ([d5 1) %, ST A y)
(TT_H-l,k-i-l T % T?i—i—l,k—l y) i1 ([dljjlm] *; Sl_:rl dljjly>
Hence
(T2 (T2 y s [dhy]) i [A5719)) i
(e Sy
(
(

n+1, k+1 n+1, k+1 k
TR g T ) i
d*

*i [d
Sz+1 dk 11‘#< [dk 1 ]) i1 ([ -1 ]*z S::H dﬁ_—ly)
= Tﬁ+1 e+l Z *; [dﬁ_ ] i+1 [d]j_ 12’]

by (45) and (50). We get the result in case | = k — 1. Suppose now the relation holds for
an index [ such that 1 < < k — 1, we must evaluate

B = (S AR g s, T ) sy (TP sy ST dEy)

Repeated applications of the exchange rule give:

B = (ST ra (T ysp i (A1) #i
(T’frl’l T Fpp1—i41 [dﬂ:lx]) *; S’fl d’f[ly)
ST AR ¥ T Y) *n1-141 (Si—ﬂ d¥ 1t x [dfy_ly])) *it1
T s ST A y) s ([ 2] 5 ST AR y))
GiHL gkl 4, T Y) %101 (Tfﬂ’lx " Si:1 dlj_—ly)) S
ST AN (A ) s ([dY ] ST AR Ny))
= T 2 (A7)
i1

z

which is the result for [ — 1.

: +1,0
By symmetry, the relations on T}

z hold as well. m
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A.9. PROPERTIES OF THE COMPOSITION. We now check that the composition of cells
we just defined satisfies all the axioms of (n + 1)-categories.

A.9.1. Associativity. Taking first , y and z as in the previous section, and i € {0, ...,n}:
1 qhly 4 Sy = ST gL (51)
ST A ST Ay = ST (52)
Just notice that for all j € {k+1,...,n+ 1},
[da2] = [dhy] = [d2]

and are all identities in the expressions of (51). Repeated applications of the exchange rule
plus (46) give the result, and likewise for (52). Now the associativity of #; on (HX),11
directly follows from (51), (52) and the composition formula (47).

A.9.2. Identities. =~ We now verify that the cells Iz actually behave like identities. Let
i<nand k=n+1—k. Let x beacellin (HX);, y acellin (HX), 1, such that d*y = z.
Thus d* ¥z = 2 = d"y, and I*z, y are i-composable.

Let z = I¥z x; y. We have to show that z = y. But both cells clearly agree on their
first four components, so that we only need to prove [z] = [y]. Now by (47),

[2] = (ST A" 1TFa %, [y]) *ip ([T %, ST dE~Ly)
With A = S™ d* "%z and B = [I*2] x; S d5 1y,
[2] = (A% [y]) #i41 B (53)
We first evaluate A; formally:
A = sthatTry

= Sz

= a Iz o [ 2] % kg [d2 1]

= a, xxo [da] %y ... % [dya]

= Tz
whose value in (53) is the (n + 2)-identity on T® z. On the other hand

Ayl = dfd [y] =d" Ty = T by = T o

Hence A *; [y| = [y], and [z] becomes [y] ;1 B.
Let us evaluate B:

B = ["z] S dity
= (2] #; [y kg g [T AT Y] kg 2T ATy

= [@] % [dox] %y ..o [dha] ko 2Tt Ay
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which denotes in fact an (n + 2)-identity in (53). On the other hand,

dify] = di7'dify]
— dlj_—lT:L_-i-ly
= Ty

— [didlj:ly] [d1+1dljr ly] %0 az+1 dk 1

[2] *; [d_x] i1 [dEa] % jldil

so that B is the (n + 2)-identity on d* [y], whence [y] *;11 B = [y, and we get the desired
result. Of course the same holds for identities on the right.
We finally show that for i-composable n-cells 2", y™ in (HX),,

I(z" *; y") = 1o *; Iy"

Again the equality is obvious on the first four components. As regards the last component,
taking [ = n — i and applying (45) gives:

[[(z" % y™)] = 1d"([2" % y"])

= 1d" (ST AT " s [y"]) i (
(1dn+2(sz+1 dl 1 n) *; ldn+2<[y ])
(1d”+2([ ") 1d”+2(Sﬂ:r1 dl+ Lym
(ST AT A" (@) % [y"]) #iga
([I ] *; Si+1 le:lidn—i-l(yn))
= [Ia" *; Iy"]

A.9.3. Exchange. We prove here that H X satisfies the exchange rule.
Let x, y, z, t be cells in (HX )41, and 0 <i < j <n-+ 1. Definek =n+1—i and
l=n+1-7. We suppose that

d’ix = d]_‘;z =dFy =d"t
dix = d 2
dl+y = d't

such that the following composites are well defined in (HX),,11:

B = (zx%2)% (y=*t)
and we have to prove that A = B. Here again the equality on the first four components

is easy: it remains to prove [A] = [B].
First
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[B] = (ST A" (@ xj 2) % [y 1]) wiga ([25 2] % ST AT (y %5 1)

(54)

Notice that d* (2 ; 2) = d* 'z and A% (y *;t) = d¥"'¢, and these are identities in (54).

By using the exchange rule and (47), [B] rewrites in the form:

(T #5431 Y) i1 (Z %11 X)

where
X = (o] %S d )« S A
Y= S N ([y) 85T )
Z = (AT e [2]) ST AE T
T = SH s (ST AT« (1)

But + +1 < j + 1 so that the exchange rule applies and we get
[B] = (T 341 Z) #j41 (Y i1 X)
Let us evaluate T %;,1 Z: by distributing the identities,
T i1 Z = (Ux;U') i1 (V5 V')
where

U = ST dle s s drly
U = S*d 1w« [t

i+1 q1— i _
1% S7F dglx*i St dk it
VI o= [2] % S AT

Here the argument splits in two cases:

. Suppose 7 + 1 < j.

By applying exchange to (57):
T i1 Z = (Usipa V) ki1 (U %0 V')

First

UI *i41 V/ = (Sl:jk1 dkiill' *; [t]) *i41 ([Z] *; Sﬁl dliilt)
= (ST A e [t]) i ([2] % ST YY)

= [z ]

(55)

(58)
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because S™ d* 1z = S d*~1z On the other hand
Usip Vo= (ST d e s 71 aT y) sy (9T d e STt dk )
= (ST dF a7 AT y) wig (ST AT e #; ST A y)
S];Fl dl__l(fE ;i y)
because Sfl dl_flt = Sfl dl_fly, and the last step is a particular case of Lemma A.8.

Now '
T *it1 Z = SJ,—FI dl__l(l’ *; y) *j [Z *; ﬂ

and of course the same arguments show that
Yo X = [z y]#; S AT (2% 1)

such that
[B] = [(z *iy) *; (z ;)] = [A]

. Suppose 1+ 1 = 7.
Here
T *i41 Z =T *, Z

and we rewrite U’ x; V as V *; U’ where

U = S A1z« [t]

Vo= T d T s T d
In fact
Vo= S dlTe ST AR
= T/l (i) %, S dh
= T s T A
but - T2 d7e = S Ay and dL[t] = T4 dE 't such that exchange may be
applied to U’ x; V, giving
U's; Vo= (ST dE s [1]) s+ (T2 a7 e T A1)
= T3 Ay« (1]
(T3 At T AL t) +, (ST AR 12 [t])

The last equality comes from .
A =T dbe
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and

i+1,3 41— i ; _
AT Ay = 8 o = ST AR

Now

FRANCOIS METAYER

O V! = (S5 1)y ([2] 5 SE7 a7 10)
(ST A5y 1)) o ([2] % ST ST

This proves

Finally

[j/*j VI: [Z*Zt]

Usx; V= (SHdF g« 87T dlly)

But (37) gives

SU LA L

and also

s (T2 A e %, T2 dL o)

= T d
T 451y

= St g1y

dftsittdly = dy sttt dlYy
d+ T];+1’2 dl_—ly

= T d\y

= T/ d" ¢t

Thus exchange may be applied to (60), so that

because of (50) and finally

1,3 11—
TS -y

*; S]j_l dl__ly

Tj;+1,3 dl_—ll, *; T{+1,3 dl_—ly *; [dl—:rly]
T3 A (2 % y)

*; [y

by using

Now (59) and (61) show that

T iy Z

d

Ty =dH(zxy)

U x; (U

U *; (N
(U *; V)
ijldl_l(x

U

*V’
*V’
V')

iy) i1 [2 % t]

V)
)
U’ *

(59)

(60)

(61)
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By symmetry

Y osipn X =[x y] *; 4 A (2% 1)

so that in this case again

[B] = [(z xiy) #; (2% 1)] = [A]
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