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—— Abstract

The symbolic method, introduced by P. Flajolet and R. Sedgewick to compute (ordinary, expo-
nential, and multivariate) generating functions in a systematic way, makes use of basic objects
and some construction rules — which, for certain of them, are shown to be functorial in the present
contribution — to combine them in order to obtain more complex objects of the same kind (combin-
atorial classes) so that their generating functions are computed in a way (actually also functorial)
that reflects these combinations. In this paper, in which we adopt a functorial point of view, is
provided a more general framework to study these objects, allowing transfinite cardinalities. We
prove that the functional (actually functorial) association of a class to its generating function is a
universal (Grothendieck) invariant. Finally we also present some constructions of (combinatorial
or not) classes that extend the known ones by application of universal algebra.
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1 Introduction

As described in [8], a combinatorial class is a collection C of objects of a similar kind (e.g.
words, trees, graphs), endowed with a suitable notion of size or weight (whatever it is, for
instance p: C — N) in a way that there are only finitely many objects of each size, i.e.,
Ip~1({n})| < N for all n € N. These collections are therefore subject to an enumeration:
counting the number of objects of size n (to make simpler the presentation), for every integer
n, completely describes their combinatorial content which is summarized under the form
of formal power series, traditionally referred to as generating functions, Z lp~t({n})z".

n>0
These power series are not only a compact way to describe combinatorial informations but

above all to mirror some possible combinations of combinatorial classes, such as disjoint
sum and product for the more simple of them, using algebraic operations provided by their
algebra structure. In [8], P. Flajolet and R. Sedgewick introduced the symbolic method in
order to compute in a systematic way generating series of combinatorial classes obtained
by the use of some admissible constructions (such as the sequence or multiset constructions
for instance). It was not then in the intention of these authors to study their objects from
a categorical (or algebraic) point of view. Their objective, achieved masterfully, was to
develop a certain number of elaborate techniques from complex analysis in order to describe
combinatorial properties from an analytic combinatorics perspective. Therein, the symbolic
method was only a useful trick for this purpose.

In this contribution is made a study of some of these objects, the so-called combinatorial
classes, introduced in [8] from a categorical viewpoint. More precisely we present another
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equivalent, and obvious, description of these objects under the form of presheaves, namely as
functors from a monoid M (seen as a discrete category) to a category of sets, C: M — Set,
where C(z) is interpreted as the set of elements of weight x. We also allow transfinite cardinals
as number of elements of some given size rather than only finite cardinals. We think that it
is not a pointless generalization for at least three reasons. First, this gives us the opportunity
to deal with infinite sums without any topological device. Secondly, this also enables us
to present a coherent and unified treatment for similar objects, independent of the size of
sets. Thirdly, in this way we can introduce new concepts that happen to be classical and
well-known notions when restricted to finite sizes (e.g. finite decomposition monoid, locally
finite sum).

We also substitute natural integers for an arbitrary monoid as the range of the weight.
More precisely, the size of a combinatorial structure is usually a positive integer; in this
contribution, the size function is allowed to take its values in a monoid. This greater
generality, similar to weighted species of [14], makes possible a more accurate analysis of
some properties. For instance, the construction of a disjoint sum of two classes is based only
on allowed cardinals as size for the set of elements of a given weight, while the Cartesian
product (following terminology of [8]) depends on a particular property of the monoid of
weight values (namely the fact that the set of decompositions in two parts of each of its
elements has a cardinality less than some given cardinal, hereafter called k decomposition
monoids for a transfinite cardinal k; this generalizes finite decomposition monoids).

Transfinite cardinal numbers and arbitrary monoids for the weight lead to generating
functions with (possibly infinite) cardinals as coefficients and members of the monoid as
terms. All these series are organized into an algebra (over a semiring) that generalizes the
large algebra of finite decomposition monoids to x decomposition monoids. Generating series
not only characterize the combinatorial content of species of structures, as it is well-known,
but they actually represent a universal Grothendieck invariant in the sense that maps with
certain properties from the set of all classes (of a given kind), constant on equivalent classes
within the relation of isomorphism, to a semiring factorize through generating functions (see
subsection 4.3).

The categorical viewpoint adopted here is also illustrated by the repeated use of internal
monoids in a monoidal category, or in other terms objects of some given category equipped
with two morphisms, a multiplication and a unit, subject to the usual axioms of associativity
and two-sided identity. As many categorical notions, we refer to [16] for this concept, briefly
recalled hereafter. We thus introduce, and use, the notion of x decomposition monoids which
are monoids internal to a category of sets with maps with fibers of cardinality < x, and we
show that the sequence and multiset constructions of [8] may be seen as, respectively, free and
free commutative monoids internal to the category of combinatorial classes. This incidentally
shows that monoids, one of the most fundamental tools of algebraic combinatorics, also
belong to the heart of enumerative combinatorics.

Some constructions of classes from [8] (such as trees and binary trees for instance) are
extended to the setting of universal algebra. We show how to define free algebras equipped
with a weight function, which allows a great amount of generality. This also clarify the
relation between the sequence (and multiset) construction and these new ones since the
former does not fit in the universal algebra scheme (this is due to the definition of the weight
function, see section 5).

We mention that we are obviously aware of another well-known and successful categorical
description of all these concepts under the notion of species of combinatorial structures
(see [14]). Tt is not the point of view adopted here since we deal with functors from a monoid,
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seen as a discrete category, to a category of sets rather than endofunctors of the groupoid
of finite sets. It is quite clear that our approach is more simple since one-dimensional
(they are no arrows in a discrete category except the identities), and probably less powerful
(for instance we do not deal with substitution that does not fit immediatly in our setting).
Nevertheless the main interest of our approach is its similarity with Flajolet and Sedgewick’s
work in [8], that allows a quick understanding from a non-specialist of category theory, and
thus makes it more easy to use.

Section 2 is devoted to some elementary set-theoretic notions and results about large
cardinals which are used afterwards. In section 3 is introduced the algebra of series with
possibly transfinite cardinals as coefficients that extends the notion of large algebra of a
finite decomposition monoid. Such series serve as generating functions. The notion of
decomposition monoid for x an infinite regular (this notion is recalled hereafter) cardinal
(which turns to be finite decomposition monoid in case & is the first infinite cardinal Rg) is
presented in this section. Categories of weighted classes (set with a size, or weight, function
with values in some monoid), that generalize the combinatorial classes of [8], are described in
section 4, where is given an account about their cocartesian and monoidal structures (based
on a categorical coproduct and a coherent tensor bifunctor), following ideas from [8] whose
categorical content is precised. Finally, in section 5 is proved that the sequence and multiset
constructions of [8] define free and free commutative monoids internal to the (monoidal)
category of weighted classes. Moreover we also prove the existence of free algebras (in the
universal algebra point of view) which are also weighted classes, and that extend significantly
some already known constructions based on trees.

2  The set-theoretic setting

Since we deal with categories, we assume one for once that some universe U (see [9, 16])
is given and fixed, and, hereafter our sets refer to elements (small sets) or subsets (large
sets) of this universe. The axiom of foundation is also assumed so that we actually deal with
artinian universes (the membership relation is Noetherian; see [10]).

We assume that the first transfinite ordinal w is a member of ¥ (that is, | U/ is uncountable,
see below), and therefore all usual number-theoretic algebraic structures (Z, R, ---) also
belong to U; see below. For basic notions concerning ordinal and cardinal numbers our main
reference is [11]. Since we deal with a universe, and therefore with a strongly inacessible
cardinal, some results from [19] will be used. Finally we denote by Set the category of all
(small) sets (elements of U), and = denotes the relation of isomorphism in any categories
and in particular in Set.

We recall that A’ < A means \' € A while A’ < XA means \' C ) for every ordinal numbers
A, \. Cardinal numbers are also totally ordered by the order induced from the ordinal
numbers, which may also be described as follows: k < x’ whenever there is a one-to-one map
from « to k’.

A set x is said to be transitive whenever y € x implies y C x. In particular, every
ordinal number is transitive, any universe is transitive, and the elements 7 (A being an
ordinal number) of von Neumann’s cumulative hierarchy (see [11]) also are transitive. The
cumulative hierarchy is defined by transfinite induction on ordinals: % = 0, %11 = P(9))
for every ordinal A, and %) = U Yy for every limit ordinal A. If A < 3, then 7 C V3.
Note that for any set z, there)\ej{i\sts an ordinal number A such that z € 7). The least
ordinal number A with z € 74, is called the rank of the set . Finally, for any universe
U, k = |U| is a strongly inaccessible cardinal (see [10]), and U = ¥, see [19]. We recall
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that a cardinal number « is said to be a strongly inaccessible cardinal number whenever the

following properties are satisfied:

1. If ¥ < &, then 2% < k.

2. If (ki)ier is a collection of cardinal numbers, all of them < x, and if |I| < &, then
Z K; < k. A cardinal number that satisfies this condition is said to be regular. This
Izlf)ltion of regularity will be used later on.

For instance, 0 and R are strongly inaccessible cardinal numbers.

We know from [19] the following characterization of membership relation in a universe:
if k is a strongly inaccessible cardinal number, then for every set x, x € v if, and only if,
|z] < k and © C ¥,. The fact that |x| < k is not sufficient in general to guarantee that
x € V; take for instance x = { ¥ }.

» Lemma 1. Let k be a strongly inaccessible cardinal. Then, for every cardinal numbers k',
k' < k if, and only if, k' € V... Thus, V. contains all the cardinal numbers < k.

Proof. According to [19], if ' is a cardinal number, then " € 9/ if, and only if, ¥’ C 9/, and
k' < k. According to transitivity of universes, k' € % implies that " C ¥;. So to prove our
lemma, it is sufficient to prove that x’ < k implies that x' C ;. So let us assume that <’ < x.
As any ordinal numbers (see [11]) «/ is its own rank in von Neumann’s cumulative hierarchy,
in other terms k' € V.11, and if k" € 41 for some ordinal number A, then k" < \. Because
we assume that £ < &, so that ¥ + 1 < k + 1, it follows that ¥, 11 C V.q1 (see [11]), so
that k' € V1. But V.11 = P(¥,), then &’ C v, as expected. <

In what follows, we denote by k the cardinal number of the universe U we deal with
(that is U = ). Since we assumed that w € U, then w C U and therefore Xy < k. Because
11 is a universe, then P(w) € U in consequence of what P(w) C U and |P(w)| = 2% < k.
Disregarding the continuum hypothesis, |R| = 2%, and therefore U also contains the real,
and complex numbers, etc. In what follows for every cardinal number k < k (and therefore
Kk € U if k < k), we denote by Card <, the set of all cardinal numbers < k. It is clear that
Card <. C U for each cardinal number x < k (according to lemma 1). Moreover, again in case
Kk < K, when |Card ;| < K, then Card .., € U (because we already know that Card ., C U).
In particular Card <x, = Rg € U. (We remark that Card <, C T, but Card <, & W, indeed
Card <y, = Ng.) Actually it is possible to prove that Card <., € U for every cardinal number
k < K (lemma 3 given below). We first prove the following.

» Lemma 2. For every ordinal number § < Kk, |V3| < k and V3 € U.

Proof. Let us prove by transfinite induction that for every ordinal number § < k, |¥3] < k.
The base case (8 = 0) is obvious. Suppose that 8 = « + 1, and by induction hypothesis
|7%,| < . Then, |93 = 21" < « since « is strongly inaccessible. Now, let us suppose
that 8 is a limit ordinal, and by induction hypothesis |¥,| < k for every o < 8. Then,
| V3| = |U{ Vo: oo < B} < Kk by regularity of , (see [11] Lemma 1.6.11 page 63). Because,
for every 5 < k, V3 C ¥k, we conclude that V3 € 9 = U since according to [19], z € U if,
and only if, x C U and |z| < k. <

» Lemma 3. For every cardinal number k < K, Card <., € U, that is Card <, is a small set.

Proof. Let k' € Card -, i.c., k' is a cardinal number and ' < x. Then, k' € V111 C Viey1.
Therefore Card <, C V41 so that |Card ;| < |Vet1]. Since k < k, and K is a limit ordinal,
k+ 1 < k. Due to lemma 2, |Card <,;| < |Vi41| < k. Therefore Card -, € U. <
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3 Semiring from cardinal numbers

Let us assume that x < k is any transfinite cardinal number. The following lemma is obvious.
» Lemma 4. Fori=1,2, let k; < Kk be cardinal numbers. Then, k1 + ko < K, and K1ks < K.

Together with cardinal sum and product, Card «, becomes a semiring. It suffices to check
that for every cardinal numbers k1,k2 < K, K1 + k2 < K, and K1k < k which are valid
according to lemma 4.

Let X be any set (X € ). Then, the set of all set-theoretic maps Can{i(,g
equipped with a commutative monoid structure as usually: let f,g: X — Card -, then
(f+9)(x) = f(x) + g(zx) for every x € X. The map 0: x — 0 is the identity element.

» Remark. We note that if kK < k, then CarcffN is a small monoid, while Carc[f,(

monoid (since Card « C U).

may be

is a large

It is also possible to provide Card fn with some particular infinite sums using the notion
of cofinality (see [7, 11]) and without taking into account any topological considerations. Let
A be any limit ordinal number, and let cf(\) be its cofinality, 7.e., the least ordinal § such
that there is an increasing sequence (7, ),<g of ordinals with U v, = A, which is a cardinal

v<6
number, and satisfies cf(\) < A.

» Lemma 5. Let k > 0 be a cardinal number. Let (k;)icr be a family of cardinal numbers
such that k; < k for every i € I, and |I| < cf(x). Then, Zfii < K.
iel
Proof. Let us first assume that x = 0. Then the result holds vacuously. So let us assume
that k > 0. If I = (), then we are done because Zm = 0 < K. So let us assume that
iel
I # (). We have Zm < |I|sup{k;:i € I} < cf(k)k. The case “x finite and non-zero” is
iel
impossible because this means that cf(k) =1 (since & is a successor cardinal, see [11]) and
since |I| < cf(x) = 1, this contradicts I # 0. Therefore, x is a transfinite cardinal number.
Then, cf(k)x = k (because k > cf(k) > 0). So, Z k; < k. Let us assume that Z,‘ﬁli = K.
icl iel
But, (k;)ier is a sequence of cardinal numbers k; < &, and |I| < cf(k), therefore the case
Z k; = k is impossible according to Theorem 3.8.5 p. 89 in [7]. This theorem says that if «
il
denotes the least ordinal number such that there is a sequence (k))x<q of cardinal numbers
kx < Kk with kK = Z Kx, then oo = cf(k). So, let ¢: I — |I| be a bijection (its existence is
A<
guaranteed by the axiom of choice), and consider the sequence (Ha)a<| 1 indexed by ordinal

numbers, and defined by ko = Ky-1(q) for every a € |I| (that is o < [I| as ordinal numbers).

Then, Z/@i = Z Ko If Z Ko = K, then |I| > cf(x) which is absurd. So Z/ﬁ <k <
i€l a<|I| a<|I| el

» Corollary 6. Let k > 0 be a cardinal number. Let (k;)icr be a family of cardinal numbers
such that k; < K for every i € I, and let us assume that |{i € I: k; #0}| < cf(k). Then,
—_——

Zlii < K.

iel

=I

Proof. This is obvious by lemma 5 since Z K; = Z K- |
el i€lp
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Let k < « be any cardinal number (transfinite or not). A family (f;);cr of members of
Can{i(H is said to be locally k-summable if, and only if, for every x € X, the set I, = {i €
I: fi(x) # 0} has a cardinal number < cf(k).

» Remark. Let us assume that 1 < k < Wy, and let (f;)icr € (Can{fﬂ)l. Then (f;)icr is a
locally x-summable family if, and only if, for every « € X, |I,| < 1 = cf(x). The null and
empty families are then the unique locally x-summable families of Card fm. As expected, the
empty family is the unique locally 0-summable family of Card )<(0 = 0.

» Lemma 7. Let k be any cardinal number, and let (f;)icr be a locally k-summable family

of members of Carz{fﬁ. Then, for every x € X, Zfz(ac) < K.
iel

Proof. It is clear that Z fi(z) = Z fi(z) < k by lemma 5. <
iel icl,

Lemma 7 allows us to define elements of Card fﬁ from a locally k-summable family (f;);cr of

members of Card %, by (Z fz) (z) = Zfz(af) = Z fi(@).

icl i€l i€y
Let g < k. Let k' € Card .. and f € Carc[fm then we define an element of Carc[i(ﬁ by
the rule (k' - f)(x) = &' f(x). This endows (Card 2, +, 0) with a structure of module over the
semiring Card <, (see [13] for the notion of module over a semiring). This module structure is
compatible with infinite sums in the following sense. Let (k;);er such that Z ki < k. Then,

iel
<Z Iii> f = Z(m - f), and if (f;)ser is a family such that for every z € X, Zfl(x) < K,
iel icl iel
then & - Z fi= Z(Iil - fi). Moreover, for every f € Can{)ém

i€l i€l

F=Y f@) 1,

zeX

where 1, € Carz[fﬁ is defined as 1,(y) = 0 if z # y, and 1,(x) = 1 for every z,y € X. Indeed,
first, (f(x)-1:)zex is a locally k-summable family of members of Card )<( .. since for every zy €

X, {z € X: f(z) 14(x0) # 0}] < 1. Moreover (Z flz)- 1x> (@)= Y [fl@)L@E)=

zeX ze{z’}
f(z') for every 2’ € X. We note that Z flx) 1, + Z g(x) - 1, = Z(f(x) +g(x)) - 1.
zeX reX zeX

» Remark. Let x be a transfinite cardinal number. We may define another binary operation
on Card’,. Let f,g € Card’,.. Define (f©g)(x) = f(x)g(x) for every x € X. It is associative,

and x — 1 is the two-sided identity. It is usually called the Hadamard product. It takes

the following well-known form for elements f,g € Canffn: fog= <Z f(z) - 1w> ®
reX

<Z g(z) - 1w> = Z f(x)g(x) - 1,. Nevertheless it is not studied in this contribution.
reX reX

For every transfinite cardinal number x, we already know that (Card )<(K, +, 0) is a commutative
monoid. When X is a monoid P, it is sometimes also possible to define a usual convolution
product on Card”, . Tf one defines (at least formally) (f x g)(z) = Z f(z1)g(z2), then

X1T2=T
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even if f(z1) < k, g(z2) < K, this does not ensure that (f x g)(z) < x. For instance, take
P to be the additive structure of R, k = RXg, f = g: 2+ 1. Then, (f x g)(z) = Z 1=
T1To=T
{ (x1,22) € R*: 21290 = 2} = [R| = 2% > R;. We now introduce a class of monoids
admissible to define the Cauchy product. Recall that a cardinal number  such that k = cf(k)
is called a regular cardinal. Any transfinite successor cardinal is a regular cardinal, as 0, 1,
Yo and any strongly inaccessible cardinal number (in particular, 0 and 1 are the only finite
regular cardinal numbers).

» Definition 8. Let x < k be a transfinite regular cardinal. The category Fib., has

objects the elements of U (all small sets), and its morphisms are set-theoretic maps f: X —

Y such that for every y € Y, |f71({y})| < x. The composition is the usual function

composition. We have (go f)71({z}) = {z € X: g(f(zx)) = 2z} = U ).
yeg~'({z})

Then, |(go f) 1 ({2})] < Z If'({y})| < » according to lemma 5 since cf(x) = &.

yeg~t({z})
So that the composition of two morphisms is a morphism.

» Remark. 1. Because Xy is regular, then i6.y, is defined and a set-theoretic map f: X —
Y is a morphism in this category if, and only if, |f~1({y })| is finite for every y € Y.

2. The two finite regular cardinal numbers, 0 and 1, are excluded from the definition of the
category Fib.,. First for 0, there is no map f: X — Y such that |f~1({y })| < 0 for every
y € Y, and in a non-void category there are at least the identity morphisms. Now, let us
consider the regular cardinal number 1. Let f: X — Y such that 0= |[f~1({y})] < 1 for
every y € Y. Then, f is the empty map, which contradicts the fact that the identity map
belongs to the category.

We here take the opportunity to recall some definitions about monoidal categories and
internal monoids that come from [16]. Let C be a category, ®: C' x C — C be a bifunctor,
and I be a distinguished object of C. Let a: = ®(_® o) = (o ® )®@ o, i I® o — Idc,
p: = ®I — Idc be three natural isomorphisms (where Ide denotes the identity functor of C)
respectively called associativity, left unit and right unit constraints. Then, (C,®,I,a, A, p) is
said to be a monoidal category when these constraints satisfy some coherence conditions, not
recalled in this contribution because quite easily checked, that (very) roughly assert that the
positions of parentheses in “words” constructed with tensor ® and objects from C' as letters,
are irrelevant with respect to associativity and identity laws. A monoidal category is said to
be symmetric whenever the bifunctor ® is commutative up to (coherent) isomorphism. A
monoidal category is said to be strict whenever a, A, p are trivial. Given such a monoidal
category C, we may define internal monoids. These are objects M of C' with two morphisms
(of C), p: M @M — M and n: I — M, such that po (idy @ ) = ppo (p ® idar) o anm,m
(associativity law), Ays = po (n®idas) (left unit law) and par = po (idpr @) (right unit law).
For instance, a monoid internal to the category of vector space with the usual tensor product
is an algebra, a monoid internal to the category of topological spaces with the topological
Cartesian product is a topological monoid. Let (M, i, 1), (M’, u',n’) be two internal monoids
of C. A morphism ¢: (M, pu,n) — (M', 1/, n’) of internal monoids is a morphism ¢: M — M’
in C such that i/ o (p ® ¢) = ¢ o and ¢ o = n’. Internal monoids and their morphisms
form a category.

We remark that the cartesian product of the category of sets does not define a product
in Fib., because the natural projections may have fibers of cardinality greater than . (As
an example, consider the projection onto the first factor 7: k X k — &, then |7 ({z})| = &
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for every x € k. We also note that k X £ and k are objects of Fib.,, and for instance any
bijection £ X k — K gives a morphism in Fib.,..) But this product endows Fib_, with a
monoidal structure. It is clear that the usual associativity and unit isomorphisms from
Set are isomorphisms in the category Fib., (since these are bijective maps). Moreover if
f: X =Y and g: W — Z are morphisms of Fib_,, then also is (f x ¢g)(z,y) = (f(z),9(y))
since (f x g) ' ({ (w,0) }) = {(2,9): f(2) = u, g(y) = v} = f({u}) x g7 ({v}), s0
that |(f x ¢)71({ (u,v) })| < kK% = K. Tt is then possible to define internal monoids in the
monoidal category Fib... It is an easy exercise to check that such a monoid is a non-void
set P with a morphism p: P x P — P and an element 1p € P satisfying the usual axioms
of associativity and left /right units. Saying that u is a morphism in b, is equivalent to
say that [{ (z,y) € P: u(x,y) = z}| < k for every z € P. When k = R, we recover the
usual notion of finite decomposition monoids (see [2]): for all z € P, there are only finitely
many pairs (x,y) € P2 such that z = xy. In what follows an internal monoid in the category
Fib-,. is called a Kk decomposition monoid (when k = Vg, it is called a finite decomposition
monoid, rather than an Xy decomposition monoid, to be in accordance with the mainstream
terminology).

» Remark. Let k9 < k1 be two transfinite regular cardinal numbers. Then, Fib.,, is a
(non full) subcategory of Fib,,. Similarly, the category of internal monoids in Fib., is a
subcategory of that of Fib,, .

» Example 9. 1. The monoid (R, +,0) is a £ decomposition monoid, where 2o < k. and k
is the least transfinite regular cardinal with this property (such a cardinal number exists
since k is a transfinite regular cardinal such that 2% < k, and the class of all cardinal
numbers is well-ordered, see [12]). In a situation where the continuum hypothesis is
assumed, then 2% = X; which, as a successor cardinal, is regular.

2. Let (X,0) be any commutation alphabet (i.e., 8 is a symmetric and irreflexive relation
on X). Then the free partially commutative monoid Mon(X, 6) is a finite decomposition
monoid (see [5]). So are also the free monoid X* and the free commutative monoid N(X)
on a set X.

3. Let k be a transfinite regular cardinal. Then, (Card <, +,0) is a x decomposition monoid.

Let P be any monoid, z € P and n € IN. We define the set of decompositions of x of

length n by D,(z) = {(z1, -+ ,z,) € P": x1 -z, = z }. In particular, Do(z) = 0, and

Di(z)={=x}.

» Lemma 10. Let k be a transfinite reqular cardinal number. Let P be a k decomposition
monoid. Then, for every n >0, |D,(z)| < k.

Proof. Clear by induction. <

Now, let us assume that x is a transfinite regular cardinal, and that P is an internal
monoid in Fib.,. We define a product on Can[lzﬁ as follows. Let f,g € Carz{g{. Let

x € P. Then, (f x g)(z) = Z

T1TX2=T

f(z1) g(z2) < K according to lemma 5 (since |{ (z1,z2) €
— ——
<K <K

P2 g3 = 2 }| < K, cf(k) = ). Then, f x g € Card”, . This product is patently associative.
Then, 1., is the two-sided identity for x (where ep is the identity of P and for each x € P,
we recall that we defined 1,: P — Card <., by 1,(x) = 1, and 1,(2') = 0 for every =’ # x.).
Moreover, 0 X f = 0 = f x 0. Therefore, (Carn{zm X, lep, 0) is a monoid with a zero. It is
easy to check that x distributes over +, so that (Card 1<3m +,0, X, 1.,,) is a semiring whenever

K is a transfinite regular cardinal number, and P is a x decomposition monoid.
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» Example 11. Let P be a finite decomposition monoid. Then Card ]<DN0 is the large semiring

NI[P]] of the monoid P (see [2]) that consists of all formal sums Z ngx with n, € N for
zEP

every z € P (because Card .y, = N). Let 6, € NP be the usual indicator map. If Z is

assumed to be discrete, and Z” has the product topology, then for every f € Z%, the family

(f(2)0z)zep is summable with sum Z f(x)é, = f. This is the description by infinite sums

rEP
of the large algebra Z[[P]] of the monoid P. Then, N[[P]] is a sub-semiring of the ring Z[[P]].

» Remark. Let f,g € Carz[i,,i. Then,

fxg= (z @) ) . (ng - zx) -y ( 3 f(xl)g(x2)> -

zeP rEP rEP \z1x2=T

In order to emphasize the use of this notation by transfinite sums, the semiring structure
of Card”_ is denoted by Card ~[[P]]. If K < K, then Card - [[P]] is a small semiring, while
Card < [[P]] is a large semiring.

The semiring Card <;[[P]] generalizes the large semiring IN[[P]] of a finite decomposition
monoid — in particular the semiring N[[z]] of ordinary generating series — to larger cardinals.

» Lemma 12. Let k be a transfinite reqular cardinal. Let M, N, P be three k decomposition
monoids, and ¢: M — N, 1: N — P be homomorphisms (that is an homomorphism of
monoids, with |¢~*({y})| < k for every y € N, and similarly for 1). Let f € Carch Then
we have:
1. For everyy € M, Z f(z) < k.

z€p~1({y})
2. The family (f(x) - 14(z))zem of members of Can{g,{ is locally k-summable, and Z f(x)

zeM
Loy = ) Y. @)1
yeN \z€o~'({y})
3. The map ¢: Can{i/[N — Can[iv defined by ¢ Z f(x) - 14(5) is a homomorphism of

reM
semirings from Card < ;[[M]] to Card <;[[N]].

4. w/o\qb = ’IZO 5, and ’LE]\\/[ = iy (M) (T other terms, with point (8), this means that
(*): Mon(Fib.) — SemiRing is a functor from the category of monoids internal to Fib.
to the category SemiRing of semirings).

Proof. 1. Since ¢ is a morphism in Fib_,, it is the case that |¢~!({y})| < x. Since for
every ¢ € M, f(x) < k. According to lemma 5, Z f(z) < k.

z€o~'({y})
2. Let y € N. We have [{z € M: f(z) - 1y (y) # 0} < |07 ({y})| < & = cf(x), so

the family is locally xk-summable. We have for each y € N, Z flx)- 14 w)> (y) =
zeM

zeM $€¢*1({y}) zeM yeN \z€o~1({y})

3. First of all, for every y € N, 8(0)(;/) =4 < Z 0(x) - lz) (y) = Z 0(x) - 14(2)(y) = 0 s0

xeM zeM
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that (;AS( 0) =o0. Wealsohaveqb enr) = <Z Ie,, (z) - x) = Z Z Ie,, ()

=€l VEN \ 266 ({4}) 1 7 amens
1y = 1., (since ¢(enr) = eN) Now, let f,g € Card™. Let us prove that o(f+g) = o(f)+
0(9)- Let y € N. We have 6(f +9)(y) = D_ (f(@) +9(@)1sm®) = > (fla)+

zeM zeo~({y})
g@)= > flat+ D, g(@). Moreover, o(f)(y)+6(9)w) = D>, fla)+
z€d 1 ({y}) zep=1({y}) R eeot({yh)
Z g(x), and we are done. Finally it remains to prove that ¢(f x g) = &(f) x ¢(g).
z€p=1({y})

Let y € N. We have $(f x g)(y) = Z Z f(z1)g . Moreover,

zep~({y}) Trze=a

@) x dN) = D Yoo f@) D gla)

yiva=y \az1cé ({1 }) w2€6~1({y2}) (1)

= > > flan)glas)

zep—1({y}) maa=

because ¢ is a homomorphism of monoids.
4. The fact that idy = id gy, [ar) is obvious. Let f € Card ([[M]]. We have ¥ o ¢(f) =

) Y@= X )| (since (pog)({2}) =

z€P \we(od) 1 ({z}) z€P \ye¥'({z})zed " ({y})

|_| # *({y}) and by the general associativity rule for cardinal numbers; see [11]).
yeyp~1({z})
Moreover,

D(d(f)) Y0 Y f@) g

yeEN zeop=1({y}) (2>

> Z Y. f@)) 1.

yev'({zhHzes ' ({y})

<

We also remark that the map 1_: x — 1, is a homomorphism of (usual) monoids from
P to the multiplicative monoid of Card . [[P]] since 1., is the multiplicative identity, and
Ipy (z) = Z 1y (21) 1 (z2) = 0 whenever za’ # 2", and is equal to 1 when zz’ = 2" so
Tizo=2a'"
that 1, X 1, = 1,,. Moreover it is obviously one-to-one (so that it is a morphism of Fib_,).
The following lemma is obvious.

» Lemma 13. The map 1_:x € P +— 1, embeds a k decomposition monoid P into the
underlying multiplicative monoid (Card < ;[[P]], X, 1ep ), in particular Card [[P]] contains
NI[[P]] as a sub-semiring. If (X,0) is a commutation alphabet, then 1_: Mon(X,0) —
Card < ;[[Mon (X, 0)]] is the unique homomorphism extension of the map © € X — 1.

» Remark. If X is a set seen as a discrete category, and C: X — Set, then for every z € X,
1_ is the Yoneda embedding (see [16]).
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4 Categories of weighted classes

In the first part of their book [8], P. Flajolet and R. Sedgewick introduced symbolic methods
to enumerate combinatorial objects. In a first approximation, it can be seen as a bilingual
dictionary between constructors of combinatorial classes and ordinary generating functions (at
least for non-labelled structures). The constructors, also called admissible constructions, such
as the combinatorial sum or the Cartesian product, allow the definition of new combinatorial
classes from older. A combinatorial class is a set C' with a size function p, i.e., p: C' — N,
with finite fibers. Such classes may be enumerated using ordinary generating functions: let
Cn=p t({n}), then C(z) = Z |C]2". In this current section, we present a generalization
n>0
of these combinatorial classes to larger cardinals, more precisely we allow non-finite fibers

size functions, hereafter called weight, and size functions with values in more general monoids
than natural integers. Using results from section 3, we show that a kind of generating
functions, with transfinite cardinal numbers as coefficients, may be used to “enumerate"
such collections. Moreover these generating functions, which coincide with usual ones when
restricted to combinatorial classes (with N-valued sizes), appear to form a universal invariants
(see Subsection 4.3). In what follows we give two (naturally) equivalent presentations for
these generalized classes. For the first one, a collection is a function from the monoid of
weights to the universe U. The image of a weight x by this function should be interpreted as
the set of all elements of the class of weight x. The second is much closer to the usual notion
of combinatorial classes: here a class is a set with a size function whose fibers are allowed to
be infinite. Both definitions are actually two descriptions of the same notion. In categorical
language, they define categories which are naturally equivalent. This allows us to pass from
one description to the other without trouble.

Let X be any (small) set (that belongs to the universe ). Let x < k be any cardinal
number. A functor C: X — Set, where X is treated as a discrete category, such that for every
x € X, |C(x)] < k is called a k-restricted weighted presheaf (or k-restricted weighted class for
reasons made clear hereafter). Since for every x € X, C(z) € U, then |C(x)| < « so that a
k-restricted weighted presheaf is just a functor from X to Set. Such a functor will be referred
to as a weighted class while an Rg-restricted class may be called a combinatorial class (while
in the spirit of [8], a combinatorial class should be a functor C: N — Set, with |C(n)| < R¢ for
each integer n). Let C and D be two x-restricted weighted presheaves. A morphism between
two functors is a natural transformation (see [16]). Such a natural transformation a: C — D
is just a sequence of set-theoretic maps «,: C(z) — D(z) for x € X. They may be composed
in an evident way (a0 ), = a, o 3, (this composition is sometimes refereed to as vertical
composition, see [16]). Then, k-restricted presheaves with these natural transformations
form a category denoted by Ccy(X). For all kg < k1 < K, Cero(X) is a full subcategory of
Cery (X). Tt is easy to check that a: C — D is an isomorphism in Cc.(X) if, and only if,
for every x € X, o, : C(x) — D(x) is a bijective set-theoretic map. The following lemma is
obvious.

» Lemma 14. Let C and D be two weighted presheaves. We have C = D if, and only if, for
every z € X, C(z) = D(x).

Another description, similar to combinatorial classes of [8], for generalized weighted
classes is possible. We define a k-restricted weighted class as a pair (C,p) where C is a set
and p: C' — X is a set-theoretic map such that its fibers p~!({ 2 }) have cardinal number < &
for every z € X; p is referred to as the weight function of C and the elements of p~*({x })
are referred to as elements of weight x. When X is a (finite decomposition) monoid M, and

11
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Ip~1({z})| < Vg for each x € M, then we recover the weighted sets of [14]. A morphism
between two such k-restricted classes f: (C,p) — (D, q) is a set-theoretic map such that for
every ¢ € C, p(c) = q(f(¢)), or, equivalently, ooy pt({z}) = ¢ 1({x}) for every
x € X. These weighted classes with their morphisms form a category. An isomorphism from
(C,p) to (D, q) is a morphism f: (C,p) — (D, q) such that the underlying set-theoretic map
f:C — D is a bijection. Restricted weighted presheaves and restricted weighted classes
are essentially the same categories. To any -restricted weighted class (C, p) is associated a
r-restricted weighted presheaf: ¢ p)(x) = p~' ({2 }) for every 2 € P. This is the object level
of a functor given at the arrow level by Cr: Cicp) = Cip.q), Cr(T) = f\p—u{m}) for all z € X.

Conversely, to any functor C: X — Set is associated a pair (C¢, pc) where Ce = |_| C(x)
reX

and pc: Cec — X such that pe(c) = @ for every ¢ € C(z), and in particular p;'({z }) = C(z).

To say that C is k-restricted is equivalent to say that the fibers p;'({x }) have cardinal

number < k for every x € X.

» Remark. We note that |_| C(x) € U because X € U, and for every x € X, C(z) € U, and
reX

U is a (Grothendieck) universe.

Let f: C — D be a morphism of k-restricted weighted presheaves. Then, we define

f: (Ce,pc) — (Dp,pp) by f(c) = fi(c) for every ¢ € C(x). Using both functors, it is

not difficult to show that the categories of k-restricted weighted classes and k-restricted

weighted presheaves are naturally isomorphic. Since both categories are naturally equivalent,

we may use the relevant category to prove a given property. In what follows we denote by

(C,p) or (C,pc) the restricted weighted class associated to a restricted weighted presheaf

C. Moreover we sometimes use the same terminology for both objects calling them simply

K-restricted weighted classes.

» Remark. Note that by construction if (C,p) is a weighted class, then we have p~1({z }) N

p1({2'}) = 0 whenever z # 2/, and the p~1({z })’s cover C, that is, C' = U pt{z}),
zeX

but since it may happen that p~1({x }) = 0 for some z € X, the support of the sequence

(p~1({z }))zex is not, in general, a partition of C' but rather a partage (following Joyal [14])
or a decomposition (according to [1]) of C.

Let k¥ < k be a cardinal number. It is easy to check that Card fﬁ is the class of objects of a
skeleton Card - (X)) of the category C<(X), namely the full subcategory of Cc.(X) with class
of objects Card .. Let f,g € Card’,.. Ttis clear that f 2 g if, and only if, f = g, and for each k-
restricted presheaf C, fc(z) = |C(z)| < &k defines an object of Card (X)) isomorphic to C. We
remark that |-|: C<.(X) — Card <.(X) defined by |C|(x) = |C(z)| and |a|, = ¢P o, o (¢S) !
for a: C — D (where for each presheaf C and each z € X, a bijection ¢$: C(z) — |C(z)|
is chosen) is an equivalence of categories. Indeed, let I.,: Card <, (X) < C<x(X) be the
inclusion functor, and let C be a s-restricted presheaf, then I..(|C|) = C, while if f is an
object of Card (X)), then |I.(f)| = f. We note that 0 is an initial object of each categories
Card < .(X) and Ccx(X) for every 1 < k < k. The following lemma is almost trivial.

» Lemma 15. Let C and D be two weighted presheaves. We have C = D if, and only if,
IC| = D]

The functor |- | will play the role of generating functions of combinatorial classes for restricted
weighted classes. In what follows (in particular in subsection 5.2), when (C, p) is a s-restricted
P-weighted class, then we denote by |C| the image by | - | of the k-restricted P-weighted

presheaf equivalent to (C,p), i.e., |C| = Z p {2z} Lo
zeP
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4.1 The coproduct

The coproduct of two k-restricted weighted presheaves C and D is defined pointwise by
(CuD)(x) =C(z)UD(zx). It is not difficult to check that this defines a categorical coproduct
in the categories C<.(X) for every transfinite cardinal number Ry < k < k. The empty
coproduct is 0.

» Remark. If k is finite, then a binary coproduct C LI D does not always exist. For finite
non-zero cardinal numbers, zero-ary and unary coproducts always exist.

Let f and g be objects of Card -, (X) with 8¢ < k < k. Then, fllg is isomorphic to a unique
object h of Card ,,(X) (since Card ,,(X) is a skeleton), and z — f(x) + g(x) is an object of
Card < ,(X), isomorphic to fUg, therefore |fUg| = f+g. The monoid structure (Can[i(m +,0)
of section 3 is actually the object level of a (strict) cocartesian structure on the category
Card <.(X), while C.,(X) is a cocartesian category (by “cocartesian category” is meant a
category with all finite coproducts). Moreover since it is obvious that |C U D| = |C| + |D|
and |0| = 0, then |- |: C<x(X) — Card <.(X) is a cocartesian functor! (which is a kind of
decategorification).

» Remark. At the level of weighted classes, the coproduct takes the following form. Let
(C,p) and (D, q) be two weighted classes. Their coproduct is given by (C' U D, p U q) where
plq: C'UD — P is obtained by the universal property of LI in the category of sets. In other
terms, (pU¢q)(a) =p(a) if a € C, and is equal to ¢(a) if @ € D.

» Lemma 16. Let Ry < k < k. Let C be a k-restricted weighted class. Then, C =

Y le@)- 1. =cl.

reX

Proof. First of all, since |C(z)| < & for every z € X, Z |C(2)| - 1, € CardZ,. Now, let

reX
x € X, then <Z IC(x")] - 1,;/> (x) = |C(x)|] = C(z), and therefore C = Z |C(z)|- 1. Since
z'eX zeX
IC| 2 C, and Card -,,(X) is a skeleton of Cc,(X), then |C| = Z IC(z <
zeX

4.2 A monoidal structure

For any transfinite cardinal k < K, C<,(X) also has all finite (categorical) products computed
pointwise: (C @ D)(x) = C(x) x D(x) for all x € X. It is precisely the Hadamard product
of remark 3 when restricted to Card <,,(X). In particular, |C © D| = Z IC(2)||D(z)] - 1, =

reX
IC| ® |D|. If (C,p),(D,q) are two r-restricted weighted classes, then the corresponding

product is given by (C xx D,p Xx q), where C xx D = {(c,d) € C x D: p(c) = q(d) } is

the pullback of C, D over X, and (p xx q)(c,d) = p(c) = q(d) for every (¢,d) € C xx D.

Another time, we precise that this product is not studied hereafter.

For every a transfinite regular cardinal x < k, it is also possible to define a tensor on
the category C<.(X) whenever X is a k decomposition monoid P. So, let us assume that
K is a transfinite regular cardinal, and that P is an internal monoid in Fib.,.. We define
a monoidal structure on C<.(P) as follows. Let C,D be objects of C<.(P). We introduce

! This terminology is used by analogy with the notion of cartesian functors of [15] p. 56.
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the functor C x D: x € P — |_| C(x1) X D(x2). It defines an object of Cc\(P) because
T1X2=T
| |_| C(x1) x D(x2)| = Z |C(z1)]|D(x2)| < & (according to lemma 5). At the level of

r1To=x T1T2=T

arrows, a X 3: C1 X D1 — Co X Dy is defined as follows. Let z € P, and 1,29 € P such

that 12 = . Then, oy, X Bu,: C1(x1) X Di(x2) — Co(x1) X Da(x2) (here x stands for

the set-theoretic product) and then a map («a x 8): C; x D1 — C3 X Dy is defined using the

universal property of the set-theoretic coproduct, so (a x ), : |_| Ci(x1) X Dy(x2) —
T1T2=T

|| Calw1) x Da(x2) given by (@ X B)a © Gy 2a) = G(ar,as) © (Qry X Bry) Where q(q, ) are

T1X2=T
the corresponding canonical injections. We note that 1., acts as a two-sided identity for this

tensor.

» Remark. In terms of weighted sets, this tensor is more easily described. We have (C, p) x
(D,q) = (CxD,p-q) where p-qg: CxD — P is defined by (p-q)(c,d) = p(c)q(d). For every x €
P, wehave (p-q) ({2 }) = { (c;d) € CxD: plea(d) =2} = | | p~"({ar )xa~ ({2 }).

Now, let f1: (C1,p1) — (Ca,p2) and f1: (D1,q1) — (D2, g2) be 1tv;o morphisms of k-restricted
weighted sets. The usual product map f1 X fo: C1 X D1 — Ca X D5 defines a homomorphism of
r-restricted weighted sets. Indeed, (p2 - g2)(f1(c), f2(d)) = p2(f1(c))g2(f2(d)) = p1(c)q1(d) =
(p1 - q1)(¢,d). This clearly defines a monoidal structure on the category of x-restricted
weighted sets. An identity object is given by (*,np) where np: * — P is the identity of P
(that is, np is the constant map which is equal to the identity ep of P). In what follows we
use ({0 },1) where 1() = ep as unit, denoted by I. (We note that I is nothing else than
the image of 1., under the equivalence of categories between restricted classes and restricted
sets.) This tensor is not a categorical product. Indeed, the canonical projections are in
general not morphisms. However this is a bifunctor. Indeed, let f: (A,pa) — (C,pc) and
g: (B,pg) = (D,pp), then f x g: A x B — C x D defined by (f x g)(a,b) = (f(a),g(b)) is
a morphism because for every (a,b) € A x B, pc - pp((f x g)(a,b)) =pc - pp(f(a),g(b)) =
pc(f(a))pp(g(d)) = pala)ps(b) = (pa - p5)(a,b), and id(ap) X id(p,q) = id(ap)x(B,q)- The
usual diagrams (see [16]) for coherence of associativity and identity obviously commute in
this case. Using the equivalence of section 4, it is easy to see that the tensors of the equivalent
categories are image from one another by this equivalence. This means in particular, that
the tensor on C<,(P) also defines a (monoidally) equivalent (coherent) monoidal structure
(see for example [17]). In brief, both categories with their tensor are essentially the same.

It is immediate to see that the tensor x restricted to Card < (P) coincides (at the object
level) with the multiplication of the semiring Card . [[P]]. In particular, (Card < (P), X, 1¢,)
is a strict (symmetric, whenever P is commutative) monoidal category. Moreover the functor
| - | respects the tensor bifunctors of Cc(P) and Card < (P) as stated in the following result
(note that |L.,| = L,).

» Lemma 17. Let C,D be objects of C<.(P). Then, |C x D| = |C| x |D|.

Proof. Indeed, for every x € P, |C x D| = Z IC x D|(z) - 1, = Z |(C x D)(z)| - 1, =
z€eP zeP

> (I L] cla)x D(JJz)I) dp= )y ( > IC(xl)IID(wz)I> = (Z C()] - 1z>

zeP T1T2=2T rEP \z1Z2=T zEP

(Z D) - zz> — |¢] x [D]. <

zEP

X
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4.3 The functor | - | as a Grothendieck invariant

In this subsection, Ry < k < k denotes a transfinite regular cardinal, while P is a &
decomposition monoid.

Let S be a semiring with additive unit 0, and multiplicative unit 1, and ¢ be a map
from the class? of objects 06(C<.(P)) of the category C.(P) to S. Then it is called a
Grothendieck invariant when the following assertions hold, for every C,D € 06(C<r(P)).

1. C = D implies ¢(C) = ¢(D).

2. ¢(CUD) = ¢(C)+ ¢(D), and ¢(0) = 0.

3. 6(C x D) = $(C)4(D), and ¢(1,,,) = 1.

As an example, |- |: 06(C<w(P)) — Card <,;[[P]] is a Grothendieck invariant, and the following
result shows that it is universal.

» Theorem 18. Let S be a semiring, and ¢: Ob(C<(P)) — S be a Grothendieck invariant.
Then, there exists a unique homomorphism of semirings ¢ from Card - [[P]] to S such that

ol =0

Proof. First ofall, |-|: O6(C<w(P)) — Card ;[ P]] is obviously onto. Since ¢ is a Grothendieck
invariant, |C| = |D| implies that ¢(C) = ¢(D) (since by lemma 15, |C| = |D| is equivalent
to C = D). Therefore there is a unique set-theoretic map ¢: Card - [[P]] — S such that
¢ol|-| =¢. Now,let f,g € Card -.[[P]] and C,D such that |C| = f and |D| = g. Then,
3(F +9) = B(IC| + D)) = B(IC U D|) = 6(C) + 4(D) = 3(f) + Blg). Similarly, 3(f x g) =
¢(IC| x D) = ¢(IC x D[) = ¢(C x D) = ¢(C)p(D) = ¢(f)d(g). We also have ¢(0) = ¢(0) =0,
and ¢(lep) = ¢(16P) =1L <

Let P be a finite decomposition monoid, then Card x,[[P]] = N[[P]] (as semirings). In
particular, if P = Mon(X,0), then Card o, [[P]] & N{(X,8)) is the semiring of partially
commutative series (with positive coefficients). For instance, if § = { (z,y) € X?*: 2 £y}

so that Mon(X,0) is the free commutative monoid NX) then |C| = Z caX® where
aE]N(X)
X = H 2@ and ¢, = |C(x*)| is the multivariate ordinary generating function of the
zeX

combinatorial class C. Finally, if X is reduced to a single element, then Card <y, [[N(X)]] =

NJ[z]], and |C| = chm", where ¢, = |C(n)|, is the ordinary generating function of C.

n>0
This incidentally shows that the map that associates a combinatorial class to its ordinary
generating function is a universal Grothendieck invariant.

5 Universal algebra

In this section, we study two kinds of objects: internal monoids in C<,(P) and X-algebras (in
the sense of universal algebra) equipped with a structure of k-restricted class, i.e, k-restricted
objects internal to a category of 3-algebras. The objective is to show that some constructions
introduced in [8] belong to the first kind (namely, the sequences and multiset constructions),
while other, such as trees or binary trees, are members of the second kind. We also present a
systematic treatment for the latter in terms of free constructions. Such notions are easily
described using the class version rather than its equivalent presheaf version of . (P). Thus,

2 If k < k, this class is actually a small set, while it is a large set when k = .
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in subsection 5.1 we gradually substitute restricted presheaves by restricted classes (in
particular in proofs), and in subsection 5.2, we only make use of the latter.

5.1 Internal monoids

In this subsection are studied those weighted classes which are monoids internal to C<.(P).
In particular, it is shown that the sequence and multiset constructions of [8] define internal
monoids.

» Remark. It is clear that equivalent monoidal categories have equivalent categories of
monoids. Therefore we may pass from restricted sets to restricted classes without problem
for studying their internal monoids.

» Remark. We may define internal monoids in C<,(X) with respect to the Hadamard product.
It is easy to see that these are sequences (M ).ex of usual monoids, with |M,| <  for every
reX.

Let us assume that k is a regular transfinite cardinal, and that P is a x decomposition
monoid. Because C<.(P) is also a monoidal category under X we may define internal
monoids in this category. From the point of view of k-restricted weighted classes, an
internal monoid is a k-restricted weighted class (M, pys) together with two morphisms of
k-restricted weighted classes pps: (M, par) X (M, par) = (M X M,par - pav) — (M, par) and
n: I — (M,pn), that satisfies the usual properties of associativity and identity. This means
that par(zy) = par(pa(2,y)) = pau(2)pa (y) and par(n(0)) = 1(0) = ep. Since n(0) = enr,
then it is equivalent to the fact that pys is a homomorphism of (usual) monoids from M to
P.

» Example 19. 1. Let (X, 0) be any commutation alphabet with |X| < x. Then, Mon(X, 6)
is an internal monoid in Cc.(IN) where pag(x,0): Mon(X,0) — N is the (unique) ho-
momorphism extension of the map p: X — IN such that p(z) = 1 for every z € X. Tt
is clear that pagu(x,9)(w) is the number of letters in any representative of w (because
Mon(X, 0) is the quotient of X* by a multi-homogeneous congruence, see [5]). Therefore
|p;401n(X79)({0})| =1 < k and for each n > 0, |p;43n(x,9)({”})‘ < | X" < K" = k. In
particular, if K = Ng, then every finitely generated free partially commutative monoid
Mon(X,0) gives rise to a monoid internal to Cex,(N) when equipped with the length
function.

2. Following [18] a monoid M is said to be graded (in positive degrees) if it is equipped with

a gradation £: M — N such that ¢(x) > 0 for all x € M \ {en } and £(zy) = £(z) + ((y)
for every z,y € M. These impose that l(epr) = 0. If £(z) = n for z € M, then we say
that = has degree (or length) n. If one denotes M,, = ¢~1({n}) for each n € M, then
M = |_| M,, My = {ea }, and the multiplication in M sends M, x M, to M, 4n.
n>0
Conversely, let M be a monoid, that can be written as M = |_| M,, M, € M and
n>0
My = {en}, is easily seen to be a graded monoid. Any free p_artially commutative
monoid, and any finite cartesian product of such monoids, is a graded monoid. A non-
trivial group G cannot be graded. A monoid M with a non-trivial idempotent cannot be
graded. Let M be a graded monoid. If one assumes that M is finitely generated, then the
number of elements whose length is less than an arbitrary given integer is finite (see [18],
Prop. 1, p. 6). In particular, [/~1({n})| < Rq for every n € N. Therefore every finitely
generated graded monoid (M, ¥) is a monoid internal to Cex,(IN). We also note ([18],
Corollary 1, p. 6) that every finitely generated graded monoid is also a monoid internal
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to Fib.,,. The converse is false. Every finite monoid is an internal monoid in Fib.,,
but a non-trivial finite monoid cannot be graded because either it admits a non-trivial

idempotent or it is a group. According to [4], for every y € M, y!MI" is an idempotent.

Let us assume that M has no non-trivial idempotent elements. Then, y!MI' % €5, so

that y is invertible. Since it is the case for every y € M, it follows that M is a group.

IMI" £ e/, then M has a non-trivial idempotent, and we are

Now, let us assume that y
done. More generally, let us assume that M is a graded monoid generated (as a usual

monoid) by a set X of cardinality |X| < k, where k is a regular transfinite cardinal

number. Letn>0 Let y € M being written as y = 1+, m >n, z; € X \ {enm }.

Then, £(y ZE x;) > m > n since £(x) > 0 for every x € X \ {ep; }. This means that
{ye M: Ly )<n}C{y6M —El(m>n iy, om € X \{em}), y=ax1 - 2m } s0

that [{y € M: L(y) <n}| < Z X% < ZFE = k. In particular, [(='({n})| < k for
k=0 k=0
every n € N, so that (M, £) is a monoid internal to C<.(N).

We now generalize the notion of local finiteness of CardZ,, for weighted presheaves. Let
% < K be any cardinal number and X be a any (small) set. Let I € U. Let (C;)ier be a
family of objects of C<.(X). It is said to be locally k-summable whenever for every « € X
the set I, = {i € I: C;(xz) # (0} has a cardinal number < cf(x). When x = X, we recover
the usual notion of local finiteness (see [14]).

» Remark. Using the equivalence of categories, one has the following corresponding definition
for restricted classes. Let (C;, p;)ier be a family s-restricted weighted classes. Then it is
locally k-summable if, and only if, for every = € X, the set I, = {i € I: p; *({x}) # 0} has
a cardinal number < cf(k).

» Lemma 20. Let (C;)icr be a locally k-summable family of objects of C<(X). Then, for
every x € X, ||_|C )| <k
iel

Proof. Let z € X. Since |C;(x)| < k and |{7 € I:|C;(x)| # 0} < cf(x), according to
lemma 5, (|C])ic; is a locally x-summable family of Card .. Therefore, according to lemma 7,

IL]ci@) =" lei@)] < &. <

el el

Lemma 20 allows us to define the following object in C<,(X) for a locally x-summable family

(Ci)ier of objects of Cep(X): <|_| Ci|(z)= |_| Ci(x) for every x € X. It goes without saying
iel el
that both notions of local finiteness coincide for functors in Card )<(,§, that is, let (f;)ier be a
family of functors of Card =, then it is locally k-summable (as an element of CardZ,) if, and
only if, (I« (f:))ier is locally x-summable in Ccp(X).

» Lemma 21. Let (C;);cr be a family objects of C<(X). Then, (C;)icr is locally k-summable

if, and only if, (|C;|)icr is locally k-summable. In both cases, | |_| Ci| = Z ICi].
iel iel

Proof. The first result is clear since for every z € X, {i € [: Ci(z) # D} ={i € I: |Ci(x)| #

17



18

Combinatorial Classes, Generating Functions and a Grothendieck Invariant

0}. Let z € X. The following equalities hold.

ILcilz) = <|_|C> ()]

el i€l

= | |_|Ci(15)|

icl

= Y _[Ci(x)| (3)

i€l

= > [Gl@)

icl
= <Z|C¢> (z) .
il

<

» Lemma 22. Let k > Ng be a transfinite reqular cardinal number, and P be a k decomposition
monoid. Let C be a k-restricted P-weighted presheaf. Then, (C™)nen is locally k-summable.

Proof. It is obvious since for every € P, [{n € N: C"(z) # 0 }| < g < k. <

» Remark. At the level of s-restricted class we can check directly that we have |pos ({2 })] < &
for each z € P. We have

pon({z}) = L pet({z}) x - xpg' ({2 })

(z1,+ ,@n)EDy(x)

so that [poe ({2 })] = Z lpc' ({z1 )]+ Ipo ({ 4 })| and according to lemma 10,
(1, ,xn)EDy(x) R
|D,,(z)| < K sothat by lemma 5, poi ({2 }) < k. Let S = I_I C". Recall that ps(cy,--- ,¢n) =
n>0
pen(er, - yen) =pe(er) - -pe(en). Let us directly check that for every = € P, [pg*({z})] <
mo Wehave ps'({z}) = | Jpen({eh) = ][] »a'({md) x xpa'({an ),
n>0 n>0 (z1, ,Tn)EDy(x)
Since for every n > 0, | Dy, ()| < & (by lemma 10), and |p5' ({z1}) x -+ x pg' ({2, })| < &,
because Rg < &, by lemma 5, [pg'({z})| < &.

The case k = Ny is a little more complex situtation. We need the notion of locally finite
monoids. Let P be a monoid. Let x € P and n € N. Let D} (z) = {(z1,--- ,z,) €
(P\{ep })"™: @1 x, =} be the set of non-trivial decompositions of x of length n. Then,
P is said to be locally finite if for every x € P, | U D;f(z)] < Ny (see [6]). For instance,

n>0
every finitely generated graded monoid, see Example 19, is locally finite. Moreover every

locally finite monoid is also a finite decomposition monoid (the converse is false: for instance
the non-trivial finite groups).

» Lemma 23. Let P be a finite decomposition monoid. Let C be an object of Cex,(P). If
(C™")nen is locally ko-summable, then C(ep) = 0. Let us assume that P is locally finite. If
Clep) =0, then (C™)pen s locally Ro-summable.

Proof. Let us assume that C(ep) # 0. Then, for every n > 0, C™(ep) # () since if ¢ € C(ep),
then (¢, - ,c) € C"(ep). Therefore (C™),en is not locally Rp-summable. Conversely, let us
———

n factors
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assume that P is a locally finite monoid, and that C(ep) = 0. Let (C, p) be the equivalent Ro-
restricted P-weighted set of C. Let « € P. Let (¢1,--- ,¢,) € C™. Then, pon(cy, -+ ,¢n) =2

if, and only if, (pc(c1), -+ ,pc(cn)) € Df (x) (since pe(c;) = ep is impossible). Because P
is assumed to be locally finite, then there exists some integer n, such that for every m > ng,
D (x) =0, so that for every m > n,, C™(z) = 0. <

» Remark. Let P be a finite decomposition monoid, and C be an object of Cex,(P). Then, it
is always the case that (C™),en is locally k-summable for every transfinite regular cardinal
number Ry < k < k (since P also is a k decomposition monoid, and C an object of C<,(P)).

» Remark. The distinction between the two cases kK = Ng or k > N illustrated by lemmas 22
and 23 may also be explained directly. Let us assume that C is an object of Cew,(P). Then,
for every z € P, | |_| C"(z)| = Z |C"(x)] and this last sum may be equal to Xy (because

n>0 n>0
cf(Rg) = N, so that an infinite sum of Rq finite cardinal numbers may be equal to Ng). While

if C is an object of C<(P) for £ > Ny (a regular transfinite cardinal number), then the same
sum | |_| C"(x)| = Z |C™(x)| remains < & (since cf(k) = k > V).
n>0 n>0

Now, let K > Ny be a regular transfinite cardinal number, and P be a x decomposition

monoid. Then, we denote by Seq(C) the s-restricted class |_| C™. We observe that |Seq(C)| =
n>0

Z IC|™ (by lemma 21). If Kk = Ry, and C is combinatorial class, then we may also define a
n>0
similar Seq(C). If (C™)nen is not locally Rg-summable, then Seq(C) is not a combinatorial class.
While if (C™)pen is locally Rp-summable (for instance if P is locally finite, and C(ep) = 0),
then Seq(C) is a combinatorial class. In this last case, Seq corresponds to the sequence
constructor of [8].

» Lemma 24. Let k > Wy be a regular transfinite cardinal number. Let P be a a k
decomposition monoid. Then, Seq(C) may be equipped with a structure of monoid internal to
C<I<L(P)'

Proof. Let (C,pc) be the k-restricted weighted set equivalent to C. Let S = I_I cr=cr
n>0

and pS(Cl; T acn) = pC(Cl) o 'pC(Cn) for every (617 T acn) € C", so that (SapS) is the

r-restricted set equivalent to Seq(C). We note that pg is the unique homomorphism extension

pc of pc from C to P (recall that P is also a usual monoid). It is clear that the usual

concatenation endows (5, ps) (actually its equivalent restricted presheaf) with a structure of

a monoid internal to C<,(P). <

» Lemma 25. Let k > Wy be a regular transfinite cardinal number. Let P be a a k
decomposition monoid. Then, Seq(C) is the free monoid over C in the category C<.(P). More
precisely, let jo: C — Seq(C) be the natural embedding. Let M be a monoid internal to C<,(P),
and ¢: C — M be a natural transformation (that is, for every x € P, ¢,.: C(x) = M(x) is a
set-theoretic map). Then, there is a unique homomorphism of monoids (internal to C<,;(M))
QAS: Seq(C) — M such that $Ojc = ¢.

Proof. It is more relevant to argue from the point of view of x-restricted weighted classes
rather than presheaves. From the proof lemma 24 we already now that (S, ps) = (C*, pc)
where (C,pc) is the k-restricted class corresponding to C, and (S, pg) is the x-restricted
class corresponding to Seq(C). Let (M, pys) be the monoid internal to s-restricted classes
corresponding to M. Let ¢: (C,pc) — (M, par) be an homomorphism of x-restricted classes.

19
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Then, there is a unique homomorphism of (usual) monoids $ from S to M such that QASO jo = ¢.
Moreover,

~

pu(p(cr---en)) = puleler) - olen))

I
S
S
=
o
=
=
=
)
<

(4)

Il

=

Q

—

o)

[y
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Q .
— "
o

3

Il
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Q

3

=

[aR

o
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» Remark. It should be noticed that Seq(C) is not defined as the functor € P — (C(x))*,
which is the free internal monoid with the Hadamard product.

Let k > Ng be a transfinite regular cardinal, and P be a commutative x decomposition monoid.
Let (C,pc) be k-restricted weighted class over P. Then, (C™) %), where po: CN) — P
is the unique homomorphism extension of p¢, is the free commutative monoid internal to
C<(P), and corresponds to the multiset construction of Flajolet and Sedgewick [8]. More
generally, let k > Wy be a transfinite regular cardinal, and let P be a x decomposition monoid.
Let (C, 0) be a commutation alphabet and let us assume that (C, p) is a k-restricted class such
that for each (¢,c’) € 6, then p(c)p(c’) = p(¢')p(c). Then, there is a unique homomorphism p
of monoids from Mon(C,0) to P such that p(c) = p(c) for every ¢ € C. Then, (Mon(C, 0),p)
is the free partially commutative monoid on ((C,p),6) in an obvious way. For instance, let
(C,p) be the class p(c) =1 for every ¢ € C. Let 6 be any symmetric and irreflexive relation
on C. Then, (Mon(C,0),p) is a Ro-restricted N-weighted set, that is a (usual) combinatorial
class where p is the length function. Then, |(Mon(C,0),p)| = Z cn 2" where ¢, denotes the
n>0
number of elements of Mon(C,0) with n letters. -

5.2 Weighted X-algebras

Let k be any transfinite cardinal number, £ < k.

We now turn to algebraic structures with a weight function, rather than algebraic stucture
internal to the category of weighted sets. Let ¥ be a signature (or operator domain, see [3]),
i.e., X: N — Set is a functor, where IN is considered as a discrete category (in other terms, X is
an object of C<«(IN)). Another way to define signatures is by the arity function: a signature is
a set X with an arity function a: ¥ — IN. It is quite clear that both descriptions are equivalent
(in the categorical sense). A X-algebra is a pair (A, Fl4) where A € U, and for every f € X(n),
Fa(f): A” — A (in particular, for every f € £(0), Fa(f) € A). A homomorphism of X-
algebras ¢: (A, F4) — (B, F) is a set-theoretic map ¢: A — B such that ¢(Fa(f)) = Fs(f)
for every f € £(0), and ¢(Fa(f)(a1, - ,an)) = Fp(f)(é(a1), -+ ,¢(an)). The category
of Y-algebras is denoted by ¥-4ly. We call k-restricted signature any signature ¥ such
that |3(n)| < k for every n € N, in other terms a s-restricted signature is a k-restricted
N-weighted class, object of C<,(IN). In what follows we restrict to such signatures, and we
often omit the term “rk-restricted".

For any signature 3, we remark that N may be equipped with a structure of ¥-algebra

as follows: Fn(f)(k1, - ,kn) = 1+ ZkZ for every f € ¥(n), and Fx(f) = 0 for every
i=1

f € X(0). Let (A,F4) be a Y-algebra. Let py: A — N be a weight function such that

(A, pa) is a k-restricted weighted class. We say that ((A, Fa),pa) is a k-restricted N-weighted

Y-algebra when py is also a homomorphism of ¥-algebras, i.e., pa(Fa(f)) = 0 for every
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£ €%(0), and pa(Fa(f)(a1,-++ ,an)) = Fx(f)(palar), -+ ,palan)) =1+ Y _pa(a;). This
i=1

means that ((A, Fa),pa) should be seen as a x-restricted N-weighted object internal to the

category of Y-algebras.

» Remark. Let us denote by 3 a signature with 3(0) ={ e}, X(2) ={u}, and 3(n) =0
for every n # 0,2. Then Seq(C,p) = (C*,p), for (C,p) a k-restricted N-weighted set, while
being a 3-algebra (since ¥ is the underlying signature of the variety of monoids) is not a

weighted Y-algebra because p((c1 - ¢m)(c) - ch)) = Zp(ci) + Zp(c;) whereas
i=1 i=1

plN(:u)(ﬁ(cl"'cm)vﬁ(cllv"'7cln)) - 1+]/);$11~'Cm)+§(0/1,~-~,C;l))
SRS W OESWIIR ®)
i=1 i=1

A homomorphism ¢: (A, Fa),pa) = ((B, Fp),pp) of k-restricted X-algebras is a usual
homomorphism of Y-algebras ¢: (A, Fa) — (B, F) such that ¢: (A,pa) — (B,pp) is a
morphism of k-restricted N-weighted classes. It is clear that such structures, with their
homomorphisms, form a category ¥, (IN).

» Remark. Let ¢: ((4, Fa),pa) — ((B, Fg),pp) be a homomorphism in the category X, (IN).

Therefore, pp(¢(Fa(f))) = pe(Fp(f)) (since ¢ is a homomorphism of Y-algebras) = 0 (since
pp is a homomorphism of Y¥-algebras) for every f € 3(0). Now, let f € ¥(n). Then,

pe(d(Fa(f)(at, -+ ,an))) =p(Fa(f)(d(ar), - ,¢(an))) (because ¢ is a homomorphism of
Y-algebras) = Fn(f)(pa(d(a1), -+, é(an))) (because pp is a homomorphism of Y-algebras)

=1+ Zpg((ﬁ(ai)) =14+ ) pala;) (because ¢ is a homomorphism of weighted sets)
i=1 i=1
= Ix(f)(palar), -+ palan)) = pa(Fa(f)(as,--,an)) (since pa is a homomorphism of
Y-algebras).
There are obvious forgetful functors Uy : ¥, (N) = C<.(N), and also Us: X< ,(N) —
Y-4ly. In some cases, we can form free objects relatively to the first one. Let (C,p) be a

k-restricted N-weighted set with p~1({0}) = (. Let X[C] be the free -algebra over C.

Since IN has a structure of -algebra, then p: C' — N may be extended in a unique way as a
homomorphism of ¥-algebras psjcy: £[C] — N. Therefore, psc)(f) = Fx(f) = 0 for every
[ € 3(0), psic)(c) = p(c) for every c € C, and

peio)(fti--te) = In(f)(psie)(t1), - psio)(tr))

k
1+ psieg(ti)
=1

for every f € X(k), t1,--- ,tx € Z[C].

» Lemma 26. Let X be a signature such that £(0) = 0. Let (C,p) be a k-restricted N-weighted
set withp=1({0}) = 0. Then, pg[l(J]({ 0}) =10, and for alln, pg[lcl({ n+l1})=pt{n+1}Hu
L] {ftretu: £ €S(), t € pgley({ne 1)} (in particulor, piley ((11) = p~ ({1})).

nit-tnp=n

ni#0, k#£0

Proof. Let (ny,---,nk) # (mi,---,my) such that n, # 0, m; # 0, k # 0, £ # 0 and
n+-+ng=n=my+---+myp. M k#L then { ft1---tx: f € B(k), tiEpg[lc]({m})}ﬁ
{ft1---te: f € ), t; € pg[l()]({mj 1} = 0. Let us assume that ¥ = £. Let ¢ €

21
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{ftr-te: fE€B(k), ti € pgjey({m DI N { ftr---ti: f € B(k), ti € pgp({m; }) }. Since
t has only one representation ftj---tg, this means that for every i, t; € piﬂC]({ n; }) N

pg[lc]({mi}) but since (ng,---,ng) # (ma,---,my), this is impossible. Now, let ¢ €
p'{n+1})U |_| {ft1-tx: feX(k), t; € pg[lc]({ n; }) . Then, it is clear that
ny+otng=n
ni#0, k#£0

te pg[lc]({ n—+1}). Let t € pg[lc]({ n+1}). By structural induction, ¢ is either an element
of C' (recall that 3(0) = @) or has the form ¢ = ft; - - - t; for some k > 0, t; € X[C], f € X(k).

k

In the second case, n + 1 = pgic)(t) = 1 + sz[c] (t;). By assumptions (X(0) = 0 and

i=1
p 1 ({0}) =0), it is clear that for every t € X[C], pxycy(t) > 0. This means that psycq(t;) > 0
for i = 1a e 7ka and Pxic] (tl) +oe +p2[C] (tk) =n. <
» Corollary 27. Let ¥ be a (k-restricted) signature such that X(0) = (. Let (C,p) be a
k-restricted N-weighted set with p~1({0}) = 0. Then for every n,

bty ({7 1)l < &

so that (X[C], psjcy) is a k-restricted N-weighted set.

Proof. According to lemma 26, \pg[lc] ({0})] = 0. Let us assume that we have |p£[10] (kD) <
k for all 1 < k < n. According to lemma 26,

o {n+1D = P {n+1))]

+ Y St fESR), tiepgg{niny . D

nﬁéO, k;éO
By induction assumption, for each i, |p5[1c]({ n; })| < k (because n; < n). Moreover, also
by assumption, |3(k)| < k for every k. We have { ft;---tx: f € B(k), t; € pg[lc]({ ng )+ =
S(k) % gty ({mn 1) %+ X Doy (L 1), 50 that [{ ft1- -+t f € S(8), & € iy (s ) H =

k

|2(k)] H \pg[lc]({ n; })| < kK® = k. Since for each n, there are only finitely many composi-
i=1

tions (nq,--- ,nk), n; >0, k>0, n1 +---+np =n, |p£[lc]({n+1})| <K+ K=K <

These results show at once that (X[C], Pxic)) is a k-restricted set, and, since py(c is defined
to be a homomorphism of X-algebras from X[C] to (N, Fy), it is a x-restricted X-algebra.

» Lemma 28. Let X be a (k-restricted) signature such that 2(0) = 0. Let (C,p) be a
k-restricted N-weighted set with p~'({0}) = 0. Then, (X[C], psc) is the free k-restricted
Y-algebra over the k-restricted set (C,p).

Proof. First of all, it is clear that the natural embedding C' — X[C] is a morphism of
k-restricted sets. Let ((A, Fa),pa) be an object of ¥, (N). Let ¢: (C,p) — (A,pa) be a
homomorphism of k-restricted N-weighted Y-algebras. We consider the natural extension
of ¢: C — A as a homomorphism of S-algebras ¢: [C] — (A, F4). It remains to prove
that $ also is a morphism of s-restricted sets from (X[C], psic1) to (4,pa). Let ¢ € C, then

~

pa(é(c)) = pal(o(c)) = p(c) (since ¢ is a morphism of k-restricted sets). Let t = fty - - ¢y,

~

f € X(k), tr,-- te € B[CL. Then, pa(d(ftr-- 1) = pa(Fa(f)(@(h), - d(t))) =

Ex(f)(pa(o(t1)), -+ . pa(d(ty))) (since pa is a homomorphism of S-algebras) = Fix(f)(psic)(t1), - - - pxic(tr))
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(by induction assumption) psjcy(ft1--- ,tx) (because psicq is a homomorphism of ¥-algebras).

<

» Example 29. 1. Let X = X(2) = {u}. A Y-algebra is nothing else than a magma, i.e., a
set with a binary operation. Let (C,p) be any class with p=1({0}) = 0, then X[C] is the
free magma on C, i.e., the set of all parenthesized words over C'. We have

1+ pscr((ciez)es) + psiey(calescs)))
3+ pxjoy(cicz) + ples) + ples) + pyier(escs)
= 5+4p(er) +p(ea) +ples) +ples) +ples) +ples) -

(8)

Also recall that while C* is a ¥-algebra, Seq(C, p) = (C*,p) is not an internal ¥-algebra of
C<w(N) because p is not a homomorphism of ¥-algebras from C* to N (with its structure
map Fv). Let k be a regular transfinite cardinal. A magma internal to the category C<,(P)
is a restricted set (C, p) with C' a usual Y-algebra such that Fe(u): C% — C'is a morphism
of k-restricted sets, i.e., p(Fo(u)(c1,¢2)) = pez(c1, c2) = per)p(ca). We define the free

pyic)(((erez)es)(calescs))))

magma X[C] by recursion: ¥1[C] = C, and for n > 2, ¥,,[C] = |_| Yk[C] X Zp—k[C].
1<k<n-—1
Finally, X[C] = |_| 3,[C]. We define p; = p, and for all n > 2, p,(t) = pr(t1)pn—k(t2),
n>1

where t = (t1,t2), t1 € 3g[C], t2 € 3B,_[C]. For every n > 1, (£,[X], p,) is a s-restricted

P-weighted set. Indeed, p,'({x}) = |_| |_| pit({z ) xp ({22 }).

1<k<n—1 (21,32)€ D (x)
By induction, we may assume that |p,'({z1})| < & and [p,',({22})|] < x. Since
|Da(x)| < &, then [p,t({z})| < k. Now, let us assume that x > Ng. Then it is
trivial that (2,[C],pn)nen is locally k-summable. If kK = Ny, then we assume that
p~1({ep}) =0, and that P is locally finite. It is easy to see that p,(t) # ep for every
n, {n < 0:p, ({z}) # 0} is finite for every n, and that (£,[C],pn)nen is locally
summable. Its sum is (X[C], p), and for instance

Poc(((c1e2)e3)(ca(escs)))) p3((c1c2)es) + p3(ealesce)))
p2(cica) +p(e3) + plea) + pa(csce) (9)
p(e1) + p(e2) + ples) + plea) + ples) + ples)

In case P = IN. This emphasizes the difference between internal magmas in C<,(IN) and
internal x-restricted sets in the category >-4l;.

2. Let X(n) ={e, } for all n > 0, and ¥(0) = @). Then for every set C, X[C] is the set of all
trees of all positive arities. We have pyjo)(en(t1,- -+ ,tn)) = 1+ pyie)(t) +- - -+ pyie) (tn).

Let X be a r-restricted signature with X(0) = 0. Let (C,p) be a s-restricted N-set with
pt({0}) = 0. According to corollary 27, (E[C], psic)) is a r-restricted N-weighted class. In
order to compute |X[C]|, we present another well-known way to construct the set 3[C]. Let us
define the following increasing sequence of sets: Ag = C, Ag11 ={ ft1---te: f € X), t; €
Ay }UAg. Then, X[C] is the direct limit U Ay, of this sequence. We define pg = p: Ag — N,

k>0

4
and pry1(t) = 1+ pr(ts) if t = fty-ty, t; € Ay, and pei(t) = pi(t) if t € Ay Tt is
=1

clear that pyc is the direct limit of (pr)ken. Therefore, for each k, (Ag, px) is a k-restricted
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N-weighted class. Now, it is also clear that |p£[10]({ n})| =sup{|p;'({n})|: k € N} (which
may be seen as the direct limit of the |p; ' ({n})|’s). Therefore,

ZlCl = Z|p£[10]({n})|1n
= Z_:Sup{lpil({n})\:keN}-ln. (10)

Now, if one considers a family (fn)n>0 of Card <,(P) such that for every z € P, f,(z) <
fn+1(x). Then, we may define sup{ f,,: n > 0} by sup{ fr,: n > 0}(z) = sup{ fn(z): n >0}
so that sup{ f,: n >0} = Z sup{ fn(z): n >0} - 1,. Then, we may conclude that

zeP

X[C]] = sup{ |An[: n =0} .
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