arXiv:2404.04730v1 [math.CT] 6 Apr 2024

Projective Geometries and Simple Pointed Matroids as F_1-modules

Jonathan Beardsley and So Nakamura

April 11, 2024

Abstract

We describe a fully faithful embedding of projective geometries, given in terms of closure operators, into F_1 -modules, in the sense of Connes and Consani. This factors through a faithful functor out of simple pointed matroids. This follows from our construction of a fully faithful embedding of weakly unital, commutative hypermagmas into F_1 -modules. This embedding is of independent interest as it generalizes the classical Eilenberg-MacLane embedding for commutative monoids and recovers Segal’s nerve construction for commutative partial monoids. For this reason, we spend some time elaborating its structure.

Contents

1 Introduction and Motivation 2 1.1 Organization of the Paper . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3

2 Background 4 2.1 The Category of Plasmas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 2.2 Plasmas, Matroids and Projective Geometries . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 2.3 The Category of F_1 -modules . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

3 Plasmas and F_1 -modules 10 3.1 The Nerve of a Plasma . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 3.2 Matroids and Projective Geometries as F_1 -modules . . . . . . . . . . 15

4 The Plasmic Nerve in Context 17 4.1 The Plasmic Nerve is Corepresentable . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 4.2 The Segal Condition for Plasma Objects . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19 4.3 The Plasmic Nerve and Segal’s Constructions . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 4.4 Plasmic Nerves are Not Always 2-Segal . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22

A The Simplicial Set Underlying an F_1 -module 25

Acknowledgements

The authors are grateful to Thomas Blom, Sonja Farr, Landon Fox, Philip Hackney, Kiran Luecke, Rajan Mehta, Joe Moeller, Eric Peterson and Manuel Reyes for helpful conversations related to the contents of this paper. The first author was partially supported by a Simons Foundation collaboration grant, Award ID #853272.

1 Introduction and Motivation

In [Tit57], Tits suggested that projective geometry over F_q should become combinatorics, in a sense, as one “lets q go to 1.” The basic dictionary is that GL_n(F_q ) should become Σ_n, the symmetric group on n elements, and F^n_q should become the finite set {1, 2, 3, . . . , n}. A detailed exposition of the motivation behind this intuition can be found in [Lor18].

If one takes the above analogy literally, then there should be a field with one element F_1 = {1}. Of course, there cannot be such a field. Nonetheless, the question of what F_1 “should be” has been taken up by many authors. There are so many different approaches to F_1 that we could not hope to give an exhaustive bibliography here. For example, in addition to the work of Lorscheid cited above, see [Sou04, Dei05, Dur07, TV09, Bor09, Lor14]. Studying F_1 has also been motivated by the suggestion, made by Kapranov, Smirnov and others (cf. [Smi92, Man95]), that a suitable theory of algebraic geometry over Spec(F_1 ) (whatever that should be) may lead to a proof of the Riemann Hypothesis. More specifically, because Z should be an F_1 -algebra, Spec(Z) should be a curve over Spec(F_1 ). As a result, Deligne’s proof of the Weil Conjectures for function fields might be transferable to this setting.

More recently, Connes and Consani have developed a framework for “algebra in characteristic one” in terms of so-called Segal Γ-sets, i.e. pointed functors F : Fin_∗ → Set_∗ from the category of finite pointed sets to the category of all pointed sets [CC16, CC20]. One of the advantages of this framework is that several other approaches to F_1 are subsumed by it, including Durov’s generalized rings [Dur07] and Deitmar’s approach via monoids [Dei05]. It also subsumes previous approaches to F_1 by Connes and Consani themselves, including via hyperrings [CC10] and semirings [CC14]. This approach, via Γ-sets, is the one we adopt in this work.

Connes and Consani have specifically considered the relationship between projective geometry and F_1 , via the theory of hyperrings, in [CC11], which builds on Prenowitz’s approach to projective geometry using multigroups [Pre43]. However, this work of Connes and Consani did not connect to Segal’s Γ-sets, and put some restrictions on the allowed geometries (e.g. they require that each line contain at least four points). Our result holds for a more general class of projective geometries (as in [FF00]) and relates them to the more expansive view on F_1 -modules afforded by Segal Γ-sets.

Projective geometry can also be generalized, following Whitney and Nakasawa [Whi35, NK09] via the theory of matroids. Recent work of Reyes and Nakamura [NR23] shows that a nice class of matroids, specifically simple pointed matroids, can be faithfully included into the category of so-called mosaics. Moreover, this class of matroids contains projective geometries as a full subcategory which is then shown to embed fully faithfully into mosaics, via the matroid inclusion.

In this work, we build on the work of [NR23] to show that projective geometries embed fully faithfully into Γ-sets (Theorem 3.20), which we think of as F_1 -modules. We do so by first giving a fully faithful embedding of weakly unital commutative hypermagmas, which are a slight generalization of Nakamura and Reyes’ mosaics, into Γ-sets. This embedding recovers Segal’s Eilenberg-MacLane embedding of commutative monoids in Γ-sets and may be of independent interest.

1.1 Organization of the Paper

Section 2 gives background on the main objects of this paper: weakly unital hypermagmas (which we call plasmas) and F_1 -modules. In Section 2.1 we introduce the category of plasmas which is a generalization of the category of commutative monoids that allows for partially and multiply valued addition. We point out that this category has a number of interesting full subcategories, including both Abelian groups and rooted trees. In Section 2.2 we recall the work of [NR23], which embeds projective geometries into plasmas. In Section 2.3, we recall the category of F_1 -modules, a.k.a. Segal Γ-sets or s-modules, from the work of Connes and Consani. As motivation for this being the “correct” category of F_1 -modules, we prove that its algebraic K-theory is equivalent to the sphere spectrum of stable homotopy theory (Corollary 2.25). This result is certainly well known, but we were not able to find it in the literature.

Section 3 obtains the main results of the paper. In Theorem 3.13 and Corollary 3.15 we construct an adjunction between F_1 -modules and plasmas and show that the right adjoint (which we call the plasmic nerve) is a fully faithful inclusion of the latter into the former. This construction is entirely new, and we perform some elementary computations to aid in understanding it. Section 3.2 contains Theorem 3.20, the result which motivated this paper. It uses the work of [NR23] to extend the functor of Section 3.1 to a fully faithful inclusion of projective geometries into F_1 -modules. We also make some conjectures regarding the notion of realizability of geometries in the setting of F_1 -modules.

In Section 4, we investigate further properties of the plasmic nerve, including relating it to several similar constructions already existing in the literature. In Section 4.1 we prove Theorem 4.9 which shows that the plasmic nerve is corepresentable by a plasma valued presheaf on the category of finite pointed sets. This is analogous to the way that the usual nerve of a 1-category is corepresented by a cosimplicial category. This description of the plasmic nerve allows us to give a recognition theorem for its image in F_1 -modules (Corollary 4.13). This is a generalization of the Segal condition for identifying commutative monoids in the category of Γ-sets. We make this explicit in Theorem 4.17 of Section 4.3. In Proposition 4.19 we show that the plasmic nerve recovers Segal’s nerve for a commutative partial monoid (and therefore the usual nerve construction for commutative monoids). Finally, in Section 4.4, we relate our constructions to a similar construction of F_1 -modules from commutative hypermonoids given in [CMS23]. We show that the two constructions overlap in many places but that our nerve functor is in general more complex, as it allows for non-associative inputs.

We also include Appendix A as a reminder of how to construct the simplicial set underlying a Γ-set. This construction is again well known, but we could not find an explicit description of it in the published literature. We provide some potentially useful illustrations and examples. This is a generalization of the classical construction of the “delooping” of a commutative monoid.

2 Background

2.1 The Category of Plasmas

We define a category of rudimentary algebraic objects that we call plasmas. The correct technical term for these objects, per the existing literature on such things, is weakly unital commutative hypermagma.

Definition 2.1. For a set M, write P(M) for the power set of M. A plasma is a triple (M, ⊞, e) where M is a set, ⊞ is a function M × M → P(M) and e is an element of M, satisfying the following two conditions:

1. For all a ∈ M, a ∈ e ⊞ a.

2. For all a, b ∈ M, a ⊞ b = b ⊞ a.

The function ⊞ is called a hyperoperation and a ⊞ b is called the hypersum of the elements a and b. We call e the weak unit of M. When we have need of more than one hyperoperation we will often use ⋆ or ∗.

Definition 2.2. A morphism of plasmas (M, ⊞, e) → (M^′, ⋆, e^′) is a function f : M → M^′ satisfying the following two conditions:

1. f(e) = e^′, 2. f(a ⊞ b) ⊆ f(a) ⋆ f(b). The following is immediate from the definitions:

Proposition 2.3. Definitions 2.1 and 2.2 define a category, which we denote Plas.

Remark 2.4. They will not appear often in this work, but sometimes we will want to talk about plasmas without the commutativity condition. In that case we will say noncommutative plasma.

Definition 2.5. There are certain additional properties we might ask of a plasma (M, ⊞, e), which we enumerate below:

1. We say that a plasma is associative if its hyperoperation satisfies the following condition: (a ⊞ b) ⊞ c = ⋃ x∈a⊞b x ⊞ c = ⋃ x∈b⊞c a ⊞ x = a ⊞ (b ⊞ c)

2. We call a plasma strictly unital if it satisfies a ⊞ e = {a} for all a ∈ M.

3. A reversible plasma is a plasma equipped with a function (−)^{−1} : M → M such that if a ∈ b ⊞ c then b ∈ a ⊞ c^{−1} and c ∈ b^{−1} ⊞ a.

4. A reversible plasma which is strictly unital is called a commutative mosaic (following [NR23]).

5. We say that a plasma is total if, for all a, b ∈ M, a ⊞ b ≠ ∅.

6. We say that a plasma is deterministic if, for all a, b ∈ M, a ⊞ b is either empty or a singleton. Note that a deterministic plasma is always strictly unital.

7. A plasma which is total and deterministic is called a unital commutative magma.

8. A plasma which is total, deterministic, and associative is called a commutative monoid.

Remark 2.6. By the discussion preceding [NR23, Definition 2.3], we know that the “inverse” function for mosaics is unique and that a unit preserving morphism of commutative mosaics commutes with inverses. This justifies the first part of the following definition.

Definition 2.7. We name two full subcategories of Plas that will appear later:

1. cMsc ⊆ Plas for the full subcategory of commutative mosaics,

2. cMon ⊆ Plas for the full subcategory of commutative monoids.

Remark 2.8. The category cMon described above refers to the category of commutative monoid objects in Set with respect to the Cartesian monoidal structure. We will have occasion to discuss commutative monoid objects in other categories, in which case we will write cMon(C) rather than just cMon.

Example 2.9. Let (P, ≤, e) be a partially ordered set with least element e. Then we can equip P with a plasma structure by setting x ⊞ y = {z ∈ P : x ≤ z ≤ y or y ≤ z ≤ x} and letting e be the weak unit. Because e ≤ x for every x ∈ P , we have that x and e are always comparable, so x ∈ x ⊞ e. Note that one can reconstruct the poset from the data of the plasma by considering all sets in the image of ⊞ of cardinality two.

Note that an order-preserving function of posets φ: (P, ≤) → (Q, ⪯) induces a morphism of associated plasmas. Let z ∈ x ⊞ y. Then either x ≤ z ≤ y or y ≤ z ≤ x. Because φ is order preserving, it follows that either φ(x) ⪯ φ(z) ⪯ φ(y) or φ(y) ⪯ φ(z) ⪯ φ(x). In either case, we have φ(z) ∈ φ(x) ⊞ φ(y). This induces a faithful functor from from the category of posets and order preserving maps to the category of plasmas. Unfortunately it is not faithful. Morphisms of plasmas remember “between-ness” of elements of the poset, but not necessarily directionality. A non-commutative generalization of plasmas would, however, allow for one to control directionality.

Example 2.10. Another example along the same lines is when one lets T be a rooted tree, hence a pointed graph (V, E, r) such that there is a unique path between any two vertices. Given two v, w ∈ T , write [v, w] for the set of vertices (including v and w themselves) lying on the path between v and w. This determines a plasma structure (with the root as unit) on the set of vertices V . Note that any vertex can serve as a weak unit for this plasma structure, but we still have to pick one. We can of course recover all the data of the tree from its associated plasma, just as in Example 2.9.

It is not true that morphisms between trees, i.e. functions of vertex sets that preserve incidence, always induce plasma morphisms. Roughly, one may map one tree into another in a highly inefficient, overlapping way, so that unique paths between vertices are not preserved. However, if we restrict to morphisms which are injective on vertices, we do get induced maps of plasmas. Again, this defines a functor from trees to plasmas which is faithful, but not full.

Example 2.11. Let T_n be the linear tree with vertices {0, . . . , n}, with 0 as root. Write T_n also for the associated plasma. Let (P, ⊞, e) be a plasma. We can classify plasma maps P → T_n as n + 1 element partitions {U_0, . . . , U_n} of P satisfying the following conditions:

1. The unit e is an element of U_0.

2. For each i, if x, y ∈ U_i then x ⊞ y ⊆ U_i.

3. If x ∈ U_i and y ∈ U_j for i ≤ j then x ⊞ y ⊆ U_i ∪ · · · ∪ U_j .

In particular, Plas(P, T_1) is exactly the collection of subsets U ⊆ P such that U and P − U are both closed under hyperaddition.

Remark 2.12. Note that mapping a plasma P into the Boolean monoid B = {0, 1}, with 0 + 0 = 0, 0 + 1 = 1 + 0 = 1 and 1 + 1 = 1, also chooses a subset U ⊆ P such that U and P −U are both closed under hyperaddition. However, in that case, there is the additional restriction that if x ∈ U and y ∈ P − U then x + y ∈ U (i.e. U has something of an ideal-like structure). Mapping into the Krasner hyperfield gives a similar partition, but only U (not P − U) is required to be closed under hyperaddition. The tree plasma T_1 is clearly different from both of these examples.

Examples 2.9 and 2.10 seem to indicate that plasmas are very good at keeping track of “between-ness” structures, but that plasma morphisms will not preserve the specific relationship by which points are between one another. The functor into plasmas of greatest interest to us is discussed in the next section and is of a different nature altogether: a fully faithful embedding of projective geometries.

2.2 Plasmas, Matroids and Projective Geometries

In [NR23], it is shown that projective geometries (in the sense of e.g. [FF00]) are a full subcategory commutative mosaics. We recall the basic constructions here and write down the obvious resulting relationship between projective geometries and plasmas.

Definition 2.13. A matroid is a set M with a function κ: P(M) → P(M), called a closure operator, satisfying the following conditions for all A, B ⊆ M and x, y ∈ M: 1. A ⊆ κ(A), 2. if A ⊆ B then κ(A) ⊆ κ(B),

3. κ(κ(A)) = κ(A) 4. if x ∈ κ(A ∪ {y}) and x /∈ κ(A) then y ∈ κ(A ∪ {x}). A morphism of matroids (M, κ) → (N, κ^′) is a function f : M → N such that f(κ(A)) ⊆ κ^′(f(A)). We say that a matroid (M, κ) is pointed if it is equipped with a distinguished element 0 ∈ κ(∅). We say that a pointed matroid (M, κ, 0) is simple if κ(∅) = {0} and κ({x}) = {0, x} for all x ∈ M. A morphism of simple pointed matroids is a morphism of matroids that preserves the base point. We denote the category of simple pointed matroids by sMat_∗.

Remark 2.14. The closure operators of a matroid should be thought of as an operation on a vector space that takes a collection of points in that space to the smallest subspace containing them. In particular, given two points x, y ∈ M, we think of κ(x, y) as the line containing x and y.

Definition 2.15. A projective geometry is a simple pointed matroid (M, κ, 0) whose closure operator satisfies the following properties:

1. For every A ⊂ M, κ(A) = ⋃ {κ(B) : B ⊆ A is finite}

2. For all A, B ⊆ M, κ(A ∪ B) = ⋃ {κ({x, y} : x ∈ κ(A) and y ∈ κ(B))} A morphism of projective geometries is a morphism of pointed matroids. We write Proj for the category of projective geometries (i.e. the full subcategory of sMat_∗ on the matroids satisfying the above two conditions).

Remark 2.16. There are many different definitions of projective geometries in the literature, and the above is non-standard. Without the pointed condition, what we call a projective geometry here is called a combinatorial geometry in [CR70]. It is shown in [NR23, Proposition 4.28] that the definition of projective geometry given above (which is called a projective pointed matroid there) is equivalent to a more “standard” definition of projective geometry from [FF00].

Theorem 2.17 ([NR23]). There is a faithful functor Π: sMat_∗ → Plas which, when restricted to Proj, becomes fully faithful.

Proof. To a simple pointed matroid (M, κ, 0), one associates a plasma (M, ⊞_κ, 0) with hyperoperation given by the following: x ⊞_κ y = { κ(x, y) − {x, y, 0} x ≠ y {x, 0} x = y By [NR23, Theorem 4.26], (M, ⊞_κ, 0) is a commutative mosaic and this assignment, which is the identity on morphisms, defines a faithful functor sMat_∗ → cMsc. By [NR23, Theorem 4.30], this functor is fully faithful when restricted to Proj ⊂ sMat_∗. Now compose with the fully faithful inclusion cMsc ⊂ Plas.

2.3 The Category of F_1-modules

We recall the basic definitions of the field with one element, and modules over it, as developed in the work of Connes and Consani [CC16, CC20, CC21, CC23].

Definition 2.18. Let Fin_∗ (resp. Set_∗) denote the category whose objects are the sets ⟨n⟩ = {0, 1, 2, . . . , n} with 0 as basepoint, resp. pointed sets, and pointed functions between them.

1. We write Mod_{F1} for the category Fun_∗(Fin_∗, Set_∗) of pointed functors i.e. functors such that X(⟨0⟩) is a singleton set, and call this the category of F_1 -modules.

2. Given an F_1 -module X, we write X_n for its value at ⟨n⟩. For a morphism φ: ⟨n⟩ → ⟨m⟩ of Fin_∗ we write φ^X for X(φ).

3. We write F_1 for the inclusion functor Fin_∗ → Set_∗.

Remark 2.19. In work of Connes and Consani, the functor F_1 is often written as s or S (despite playing the role of a “field with one element” in their theory). We avoid this notation here because F_1 is very much not the homotopy theorist’s sphere spectrum. Indeed, it is not a spectrum at all, as it does not satisfy the Segal condition.

It is true that some references (e.g. [DGM12]) use S to denote this object. However, in that setting they are relying on the fact that the fibrant replacement of what we call F_1 , with respect to a certain Quillen model structure on Fun_∗(Fin_∗, Top_∗), is a model for the classical sphere spectrum. This is one way of saying that the derived group completion of F_1 , i.e. K(F_1 ), is equivalent to the sphere spectrum. Another way to say this is Corollary 2.25 below.

Remark 2.20. Note that F_1 , as defined above, is the functor corepresented by ⟨1⟩ = {0, 1}. We will consider functors corepresented by ⟨n⟩ for general n in Section 4.1.

Remark 2.21. The category Fin_∗ is often denoted Γ^{op}, because it is equivalent to the opposite of the category Γ introduced in Segal’s seminal work [Seg74]. We use Fin_∗ here however because the notation is more descriptive and we can avoid having to write^{op} quite as often.

Definition 2.22. We will repeatedly need to refer to certain morphisms of Fin_∗, so we give them dedicated names here. We write:

1. ρ_i for any function ⟨n⟩ → ⟨1⟩ which takes i to 1 and every other element to 0.

2. α for the function ⟨2⟩ → ⟨1⟩ which takes both 1 and 2 to 1.

3. i_1 and i_2 for the functions ⟨1⟩ → ⟨2⟩ which take 1 to 1 and 2 respectively.

4. τ for the non-trivial permutation ⟨2⟩ → ⟨2⟩.

5. e for the unique map ⟨0⟩ → ⟨1⟩.

6. ζ for the unique map ⟨1⟩ → ⟨0⟩.

If X : Fin_∗ → Set_∗ is an F_1 -module then we will write σ^X_2 : X_2 → X_1 × X_1 for the map induced by ρ_1 and ρ_2. If X is an F_1 -module, we will write e^X for both the map {∗} = X_0 → X_1 and the element in its image. In general, if X is an F_1 -module and φ is a morphism in Fin_∗ we will write φ^X rather than X(φ).

The category of F_1 -modules has a symmetric monoidal structure called Day convolution with respect to the smash product monoidal structure on both Fin_∗ and Set_∗. The following is a standard result. See for instance Section 1.2.5 of [DGM12]. It justifies the terminology “F_1 -modules.”

Theorem 2.23. The category Mod_{F1} admits a symmetric monoidal structure, the Day convolution, with respect to which F_1 is the monoidal unit. Algebras for this structure are precisely functors which are lax monoidal with respect to the smash product monoidal structures on both Fin_∗ and Set_∗.

Another of way of saying that K(F_1 ) ≃ S is by applying the Barrat-Priddy- Quillen Theorem to the following proposition.

Proposition 2.24. Given an F_1 -module X : Fin_∗ → Set_∗, write GL_n(X) for the group of natural automorphisms ⨁ n X ⇒ ⨁ n X in Fin_∗ (where the coproduct is in the functor category, hence taken pointwise). Then GL_n(F_1 ) is isomorphic to Σ_n, the symmetric group on n letters.

Proof. A natural isomorphism η : ∐ n F_1 ⇒ ∐ n F_1 corresponds to a system of pointed functions η_k : ⋁ n⟨k⟩ → ⋁ n⟨k⟩ for all k with the following property: for any morphism φ: ⟨k⟩ → ⟨j⟩ in Fin_∗, the following diagram commutes: ⋁ n⟨k⟩ ⋁ n⟨k⟩ ⋁ n⟨j⟩ ⋁ n⟨j⟩ ∨_nφ∨_nφ η_k η_j

Let σ ∈ Σ_n and write (i, q) for the element of ⋁ n⟨k⟩ corresponding to i ∈ ⟨k⟩ in the q^{th} summand. Define σ_k : ⋁ n⟨k⟩ → ⋁ n⟨k⟩ by σ(i, q) = (i, σ(q)). In other words, σ permutes the summands. This is clearly natural and defines a group homomorphism Σ_n → GL_n(F_1 ).

Now consider the projection ρ_i : ⟨k⟩ → ⟨1⟩ which takes i ∈ ⟨k⟩ to 1 and takes every other element to 0. If η is to be a natural isomorphism then the following diagram must commute: ⋁ n⟨k⟩ ⋁ n⟨k⟩ ⋁ n⟨1⟩ ⋁ n⟨1⟩ ∨_nρ_i∨_nρ_i η_k η_1

Consider (i, q) ∈ ⋁ n⟨k⟩ and suppose η_k(i, q) = (j, p) for some j ≠ i. Then ∨_nρ_i ∘ η_k(i, q) = 0. But ∨_nρ_i(i, q) = (1, q) ≠ 0 and η_1 is a pointed isomorphism, so η_1(i, q) ≠ 0. Therefore for each i ∈ ⟨k⟩ it must be the case that η_k(i, q) = (i, p) for some p.

It remains to show that η_k(i, q) = (i, p) then η_k(j, q) = (i, p) for every j. This follows from a similar argument after replacing ρ_i with a permutation τ ∈ Σ_k thought of as a morphism ⟨k⟩ → ⟨k⟩.

By applying the Barrat-Priddy-Quillen Theorem ([BP72, Section 4], [Seg74, Proposition 3.5]) and Quillen’s plus-construction definition of algebraic K-theory [Qui71] we obtain:

Corollary 2.25. There is an equivalence of spectra K(F_1 ) ≃ S, where S denotes the sphere spectrum.

3 Plasmas and F_1-modules

We now show that plasmas embed fully faithfully in F_1 -modules via a functor we call the plasmic nerve. It follows from this that projective geometries embed fully faithfully in F_1 -modules (and pointed simple matroids as well, but only faithfully). This all occurs in Section 3.1. However we investigate our nerve functor further in the later sections. We believe that, as a direct generalization of both Segal’s classical fully faithful embedding cMon → Mod_{F1} [Seg74] and Segal’s nerve of a partial monoid [Seg73], it is of independent interest.

3.1 The Nerve of a Plasma

The nerve functor for plasmas will be right adjoint to a kind of “truncation” functor which we now describe.

Definition 3.1. Let X : Fin_∗ → Set_∗ be an F_1 -module. We write (X_1, ⊞_X , e^X ) for the set X_1 = X(⟨1⟩) equipped with the following data:

1. The element e^X is the image in X_1 of the morphism {∗} = X_0 → X_1.

2. The function ⊞_X : X_1 × X_1 → P(X_1) is defined by (x, y) → α^X (σ^X_2 )^{−1}(x, y).

Proposition 3.2. If X : Fin_∗ → Set_∗ is an F_1 -module then (X_1, ⊞_X , e^X ) is a plasma.

Proof. We have defined a function X_1 × X_1 → P(X_1), so it remains to show that it is commutative and that e^X is a weak unit for it. Note that in Fin_∗ we have the equalities τ ∘ α = α, τ ∘ ρ_1 = ρ_2, and τ ∘ ρ_2 = ρ_1. Let z ∈ x ⊞_X y, i.e. z = α^X (z^′) for some z^′ with ρ^X_1 (z^′) = x and ρ^X_2 (z^′) = y. Then z = α^X (z^′) = α^X ∘ τ^X (z^′), where ρ^X_1 (τ^X (z^′)) = y and ρ^X_2 (τ^X (z^′)) = x. It follows that z ∈ y ⊞_X x. The reverse argument is identical, so x ⊞_X y = y ⊞_X x.

Now it is necessary to show that for all x ∈ X_1, we have x ∈ x ⊞_X e^X . Note that there is an equality ρ_2 ∘ i_1 = e ∘ ζ. It follows that for every x ∈ X_1 we have ρ^X_2 ∘ i^X_1 (x) = e^X . Similarly, ρ^X_1 ∘ i^X_1 (x) = id_{X1} (x) = x. Hence i^X_1 (x) ∈ (σ^X_2 )^{−1}(x, e^X ) and the result follows from noticing that α ∘ i_1 = id_{⟨1⟩}.

Proposition 3.3. If f : X → Y is a morphism of F_1 -modules then f_1 : X_1 → Y_1 is a morphism of plasmas with respect to the plasma structure of Definition 3.1.

Proof. The result follows from studying the following diagram:

X_1 × X_1 Y_1 × Y_1

X_2 Y_2

X_1 Y_1

{∗} f_1 ρ^X_1ρ^X_2α^X α^Yρ^Y_1ρ^Y_2 f_2 σ^X_2 σ^Y_2 f_1×f_1 e^Xe^Y

It is immediate that f_1(e^X ) = e^Y so that f_1 preserves units. We now check that f_1(x ⊞_X y) ⊆ f_1(x) ⊞_Y f_1(x). Let (x, y) ∈ X_1 × X_1. It is an easy diagram chase to check that f_2(σ^X_2 )^{−1}(x, y) ∈ (σ^Y_2 )^{−1}(f_1(x), f_1(x)). We want to show that f_1α^X (σ^X_2 )^{−1}(x, y) ⊆ α_Y (σ^Y_2 )^{−1}(f_1(x), f_1(y)). By commutativity, the left hand set is equal to α^Y f_2(σ^X_2 )^{−1}(x, y) which by the preceding argument is a subset of α^Y (σ^Y_2 )^{−1}(f_1(x), f_1(y)).

The above two propositions assemble to justify the following definition.

Definition 3.4. Let Ψ: Mod_{F1} → Plas be the functor which takes an F_1 -module X to (X_1, ⊞_X , e^X ) and a morphism f : X → Y of F_1 -modules to f_1 : X_1 → Y_1.

Example 3.5. The underlying plasma of F_1 , i.e. Ψ applied to the inclusion Fin_∗ → Set_∗, is the set {0, 1} with hyperoperation 0⊞0 = 0, 1⊞0 = 0⊞1 = 1 and 1⊞1 = ∅. One can check that ΨF_1 is the free plasma containing a non-zero element.

Example 3.6. Let HA: Fin_∗ → Set_∗ be the F_1 -module associated to a commutative monoid A by [Seg74, Section 1] (or equivalently [CC16, Section 2.2]). Then ΨHA is simply A itself. See Section 4.3 and Definition 4.15 for more on this.

We now describe the functor that will be right adjoint to Ψ.

Definition 3.7. Write P(n) for the power set of [n] = ⟨n⟩ − {0}. Let (M, ⊞, 0) be a plasma and let n ≥ 0. Define a pointed set by

ĤM_n = {(x_S )_{S⊆[n]} ∈ M^{P(n)} : x_∅ = 0, x_{S∪T} ∈ x_S ⊞ x_T whenever S ∩ T = ∅} Sometimes we will write an element (x_S )_{S⊆[n]} as (x_S )_{P(n)}. We will frequently want to explicitly write elements of ĤM_n for low n. When doing so, we will not write the leading zero, as it does not add any real information to the set. Definition 3.8. Let φ: ⟨n⟩ → ⟨m⟩ be a morphism in Fin_∗. Then we define the function of pointed sets ĤM(φ): ĤM_n → M^{P(m)} as follows. Let (x_S )_{P(n)} ∈ ĤM_n ⊆ M^{P(n)} and let T ⊆ [m]. Then ĤM(φ)(x_S )_{P(n)} = (x_{φ−1(T )})_{P(m)} ∈ M^{P(m)}

Lemma 3.9. For φ: ⟨n⟩ → ⟨m⟩ in Fin_∗, the function ĤM(f) factors through ĤM_m and preserves the basepoint.

Proof. It is immediate that HM(f) preserves the basepoint which is 0 in every coordinate. Now Suppose that T ⊆ [m], T = T_1 ∪ T_2 and T_1 ∩ T_2 = ∅. We must show that x_φ−1_{(T )} ∈ x_φ−1_{(T1)} ⊞x_φ−1_{(T2)}. But of course φ^{−1}(T ) = φ^{−1}(T_1 ∪T_2) = φ^{−1}(T_1)∪φ^{−1}(T_2). Moreover, since T_1 ∩T_2 = ∅, we have that φ^{−1}(T_1)∩φ^{−1}(T_2) = ∅. Now because (x_S )_{P(n)} ∈ ĤM_n, it must be true that x_φ−1_{(T )} ∈ x_φ−1_{(T1)} ⊞ x_φ−1_{(T2)}. Corollary 3.10. Let (M, ⊞, 0) be a plasma. Then Definitions 3.7 and 3.8 define a functor ĤM : Fin_∗ → Set_∗.

Definition 3.11. Let f : M → M^′ be a morphism in Plas. Then define maps Ĥf_n : ĤM_n → ĤM ′_n as the postcomposition map (x_S )_{P(n)} → (f(x_S ))_{P(n)}.

From the above definitions it is straightforward to conclude the following: Proposition 3.12. The above definitions assemble into a functor Ĥ : Plas → Mod_{F1} .

Now we show that our functor Ĥ is the right one. Theorem 3.13. The functor Ĥ is right adjoint to Ψ.

Proof. Let X be an F_1 -module and (M, ⋆, 0) a plasma. We define a map η : Plas(ΨX, M) → Mod_{F1} (X, ĤM) by sending a morphism f : ΨX = X_1 → M of Plas to a natural transformation ηf : X_n → ĤM_n defined by the formula x → (f ∘ ρ^X_S (x))_{S⊂[n]} in which ρ_S : ⟨n⟩ → ⟨1⟩ is the unique map such that ρ^{−1}_S (1) = S.

We begin by showing that this function is well defined. Note that because f is a morphism of plasmas, we have f(x ⊞_X y) = f(α(σ^X_2 )^{−1}(x, y)) ⊆ f(x) ⋆ f(y) for all x, y ∈ X_1. We must show that if S, T ⊆ [n] and S ∩T = ∅ then (f ∘ρ^X_{S∪T} (x) ∈ (f ∘ρ^X_S (x))⊞(f ∘ρ^X_T (x)). Write ρ_{ST} : ⟨n⟩ → ⟨1⟩ for the function with ρ^{−1}_{ST} (1) = S and ρ^{−1}_{ST} (2). It follows that ρ_S = ρ_1 ∘ ρ_{ST} , ρ_T = ρ_2 ∘ ρ_{ST} and ρ_{S∪T} = α ∘ ρ_{ST} . Therefore we have obtained ρ^X_{S∪T} (x) ∈ ρ^X_S (x) ⊞_X ρ^X_T (x)

for all x ∈ X_n. Because f is a morphism of plasmas, we therefore have f ∘ ρ^X_{S∪T} (x) ∈ f ( ρ^X_S (x) ⊞_X ρ^X_T (x) ) ⊆ ( f ∘ ρ^X_S (x) ) ⋆ ( f ∘ ρ^X_T (x) ) as desired.

The naturality of maps follows from the fact that ρ_f −1_{(S)} = ρ_S ∘ f for all subset S ⊂ [n^′] and a morphism f : ⟨n⟩ → ⟨n^′⟩ of pointed sets. Therefore the assignments indeed define a natural transformation from X to ĤM.

We show that η is the inverse of

ν : Mod_{F1} (X, ĤM) → Plas(ΨX, M)

given by sending a natural transformation g = {g_n} to Ψg = g_1. By construction, we have ν ∘ η = id. Therefore it suffices to show that ν is injective.

Let g = {g_n}, g^′ = {g^′_n} : X → ĤM be natural transformations such that ν(g) = ν(g^′), i.e., g_1 = g^′_1. We show that g_n(x) = (g_1 ∘ ρ^X_S (x))_{S⊂[n]} ∈ ĤM_m for all x ∈ X_n. Indeed, we have that

ĤMρ_T ((m_S )_S)_{{1}} = m_{ρ−1T (1)} = m_T

for all (m_S )_S ∈ ĤM⟨n⟩. The naturality g_1 ∘ ρ^X_T = ĤMρ_T ∘ g_n implies that g_n(x)_S = g_1(ρ^X_S (x)) for all S ⊂ [n]. By the same argument we obtain g^′_n(x) = (g^′_1 ∘ ρ^X_S (x))_{S⊂[n]} ∈ ĤM⟨n⟩ for all x ∈ X_n. Since g_1 = g^′_1, we have g = g^′ and the proof is complete.

This next statement follows immediately from the proof of Theorem 3.13 along with standard facts about adjunctions.

Porism 3.14. For any plasma M, the counit of the Ψ ⊣ Ĥ adjunction, ΨĤM → M, is the identity. For any F_1 -module X, the unit X → ĤΨX is given in degree n by the function X_n ∋ z → (ρ^X_S (z))_{S⊆[n]} ∈ (ĤΨX)_n Corollary 3.15. The right adjoint Ĥ is fully faithful.

Example 3.16. To assist with understanding, we write down the formulas that determine the value of Ĥ at ⟨3⟩ and ⟨4⟩ explicitly. Note that P(3) = {∅, {1}, {2}, {3}, {1, 2}, {1, 3}, {2, 3}, {1, 2, 3}}. It follows that elements of ĤM_3 are 8-tuples (a_0, a_1, a_2, a_3, a_{12}, a_{13}, a_{23}, a_{123}) satisfying the following relations:

1. a_0 = 0.

2. a_{12} ∈ a_1 ⊞ a_2. 3. a_{13} ∈ a_1 ⊞ a_3. 4. a_{23} ∈ a_2 ⊞ a_3.

5. a_{123} ∈ a_1 ⊞ a_{23}.

6. a_{123} ∈ a_2 ⊞ a_{13}.

7. a_{123} ∈ a_3 ⊞ a_{12}.

Note that there are a swathe of “union” relations involving a_0 = a_∅ = 0 that are automatically satisfied by M being weakly unital. For instance, we know that {1} ∪ ∅ = {1} and {1} ∩ ∅ = ∅, but it is also true that a_1 ∈ a_1 ⊞ a_0 by weak unitality.

For ĤM_4 we’ll have 15-tuples of the form

(a_0, a_1, a_2, a_3, a_4, a_{12}, a_{13}, a_{14}, a_{23}, a_{24}, a_{34}, a_{123}, a_{124}, a_{134}, a_{234}, a_{1234}) satisfying the following conditions:

1. a_0 = 0.

2. a_{12} ∈ a_1 ⊞ a_2. 3. a_{13} ∈ a_1 ⊞ a_3. 4. a_{14} ∈ a_1 ⊞ a_4. 5. a_{23} ∈ a_2 ⊞ a_3. 6. a_{24} ∈ a_2 ⊞ a_4. 7. a_{34} ∈ a_3 ⊞ a_4.

8. a_{123} ∈ (a_1 ⊞ a_{23}) ∩ (a_2 ⊞ a_{13}) ∩ (a_3 ⊞ a_{12}). 9. a_{124} ∈ (a_1 ⊞ a_{24}) ∩ (a_2 ⊞ a_{14}) ∩ (a_4 ⊞ a_{12}). 10. a_{134} ∈ (a_1 ⊞ a_{34}) ∩ (a_3 ⊞ a_{14}) ∩ (a_4 ⊞ a_{13}). 11. a_{234} ∈ (a_2 ⊞ a_{34}) ∩ (a_3 ⊞ a_{24}) ∩ (a_4 ⊞ a_{23}).

12. a_{1234} ∈ (a_1 ⊞ a_{234}) ∩ (a_2 ⊞ a_{134}) ∩ (a_3 ⊞ a_{124}) ∩ (a_4 ⊞ a_{123}) ∩ (a_{12} ⊞ a_{34}) ∩ (a_{13} ⊞ a_{24}) ∩ (a_{14} ⊞ a_{23}).

The following is easy to see, but helps illustrate the nature of the functor Ĥ: Proposition 3.17. If (M, ⊞, 0) is a plasma then there are isomorphisms: ĤM_0 ∼= {0} ĤM_1 ∼= M ĤM_2 ∼= {(a, b, c) ∈ M^3 : c ∈ a ⊞ c} Moreover, for any (a, b, c) ∈ ĤM_2, we have ρ^{ĤM}_1 (a, b, c) = a, ρ^{ĤM}_2 (a, b, c) = b, and α^{ĤM} (a, b, c) = c.

Proposition 3.17 indicates that ĤM_2 encodes all possible hyperadditions that can be performed in M (which corresponds to measuring how surjective σ^{ĤM}_2 is) but “remembers” every possible output of each of those additions (correponding to the degree to which σ^{ĤM}_2 injects into its image). Given a pair (a, b) ∈ M^2 and some c ∈ a ⊞ b, the map α^{ĤM} “performs” the addition.

In higher degrees, ĤM also records all possible hypersums and all possible outputs which are in the intersection of all possible associations of the inputs. However, to be compatible with all the morphisms in Fin_∗, ĤM has to record all possible “paths” from an n-tuple (x_1, . . . , x_n) to any of its outputs. When M is deterministic, e.g. M is a partial monoid, this data is all unique and so, up to isomorphism, disappears. However, when M has a multi-valued hyperoperation, it’s possible for there to be many inequivalent ways to take a sum x_1 ⊞ · · · ⊞ x_n and produce the same output. In particular, although every output must be in the intersection of every parenthesization of x_1 ⊞ · · · ⊞ x_n, different parenthesizations may result in different paths to that output. We will see one consequence of the fact that this data is recorded in Section 4.4.

Example 3.18. Consider the plasma ΨF_1 of Example 3.5 whose elements are {0, 1} and whose hyperaddition is given by 0 ⊞ 0 = {0}, 1 ⊞ 0 = 0 ⊞ 1 = 1 and 1 ⊞ 1 = ∅. We list the first few values of ĤΨF_1 :

1. ĤM_0 = {0}.

2. ĤM_1 = {0, 1}.

3. ĤM_2 = {(0, 0, 0), (0, 1, 1), (1, 0, 1)}

4. ĤM_3 = {(0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0), (0, 0, 1, 0, 1, 1, 1), (0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 1),

(1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 0, 1)}

In general, (ĤΨF_1 )_n is naturally isomorphic to ⟨n⟩ for all n.

Proposition 3.19. There is a natural isomorphism ĤΨF_1 ∼= F_1 .

Proof. Note that because ΨF_1 is deterministic, an element of (ĤΨF_1 )_n is the same data as an n-tuple in {0, 1}^n in which 1 appears at most once (otherwise the addition is not defined). When 1 does not appear at all, we have the basepoint, and otherwise we have the elements corresponding to [n] ⊆ ⟨n⟩. It is a routine check to show naturality.

3.2 Matroids and Projective Geometries as F_1 -modules

It now follows directly that we have a faithful functor from simple pointed matroids to Mod_{F1} and that, through this, projective geometries embed fully faithfully into F_1 -modules.

Theorem 3.20. There is a faithful functor ĤΠ: sMat_∗ → Mod_{F1} which is fully faithful on the full subcategory Proj of projective geometries.

Proof. Because faithful functors, and fully faithful functors, are closed under composition, this follows immediately from Theorem 2.17 and Corollary 3.15.

Given a matroid M, an important question about that matroid is whether or not it is realizable over a field E . In other words, whether or not the matroid is isomorphic to the matroid of an E -vector space. More generally, one can ask if a matroid is realizable over a hyperfield, partial field, or pasture, as in [BL20]. In future work we will investigate the precise relationship between realizability of a projective geometry in the classical sense and in the context of F_1 -modules. In the meantime, we will just make some potentially useful comments about the situation. Here is a naïve definition:

Definition 3.21. Let M be a simple pointed matroid. Then we say that M is protorealizable over an F_1 -algebra R if ĤM admits the structure of an R-module. The set of protorealizations of M over R will be the set of non-isomorphic R-module structures on ĤM.

Assuming the above definition is worthwhile, the following is immediate from the results of this paper.

Proposition 3.22. Every simple pointed matroid, and therefore every projective geometry, is protorealizable over F_1 .

The ideal situation would be something like the following:

Conjecture. Let M be a simple pointed matroid and E a field. Then the set of realizations of M over E canonically injects into the set of ĤE -module structures on ĤM. Remark 3.23. In [BL20] a definition of realizability is given in terms of Grassmann- Plücker functions. It may be that this is the “correct” definition of realizability but, unfortunately, its most obvious translation to the world of F_1 -modules would imply that nothing is realizable over F_1 , which seems unsatisfying.

As mentioned above, matroids can be realized over a number of algebraic structures, one of the most general of which is a pasture [BL20]. It is not hard to see that a pasture has an underlying plasma. Moreover, pastures can be shown to be monoids with respect to the monoidal structure on Plas of [NR23, Corollary 3.28]. Therefore it is natural to ask, given the relationship of matroids to F_1 -modules, whether or not pastures give F_1 -algebras. In particular, one would like to know whether or not the functor Ĥ is lax monoidal.

In general, we do not believe that the plasmic nerve is lax monoidal. We do not have a counterexample, but there seem to be substantial roadblocks to constructing the necessary natural transformations. It is known however that Segal’s Eilenberg- MacLane functor is lax monoidal and therefore takes rings to F_1 -algebras. Hence the plasmic nerve preserves some monoidal structure. The primary obstruction to monoidality seems to occur only when a plasma has a multiply defined addition. Therefore we make the following conjecture, where “sub-distributive” means the multiplication map ⊼: R ∧ R → R satisfies a ⊼ (b ⊞ c) ⊆ (a ⊼ b) ⊞ (a ⊼ c).

Conjecture. If R is a deterministic plasma with a sub-distributive monoidal structure then ĤR is canonically an F_1 -algebra.

We leave further investigation of monoidality of Ĥ, and its impact on realizability, to future work.

4 The Plasmic Nerve in Context

We now show that the nerve functor Ĥ directly generalizes the classical construction of a Γ-set from a commutative monoid, as in [Seg74]. It is also related to several other structures that we explore in this section.

4.1 The Plasmic Nerve is Corepresentable

First we describe a system of plasmas, indexed by a functor Fin^{op}_∗ → Plas, which corepresents the nerve functor. This fits neatly into the nerve-realization framework of [Kan58] and, to an extent, the following results follow trivially from Proposition 4.2 (see also [nLa24]). Nonetheless, we give explicit constructions of all functors and objects involved with the hope that this will be useful to the reader.

Definition 4.1. For n ≥ 0, write P(n) for the power set of [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n}, where we define [0] = ∅. To avoid confusion we will write ∅ for the element of P(n) corresponding to the set ∅ ⊆ [n], and retain ∅ for use as the set with no elements. Define a plasma structure on the power set P(n) by setting X ⋎ Y = { X ∪ Y X ∩ Y = ∅ ∅ X ∩ Y ≠ ∅ If φ: ⟨n⟩ → ⟨m⟩ is a morphism of Fin^{op}_∗ , define a function P(φ): P(m) → P(n) by setting P(φ)(X) = φ^{−1}(X).

The following gives an alternative definition of P(n) and is not hard to check.

Proposition 4.2. Let よ^{co} : Fin^{op}_∗ → Mod_{F1} be the coYoneda embedding. Then P(n) is isomorphic, as a plasma, to Ψよ^{co}⟨n⟩

Remark 4.3. Note that Definition 4.1 actually gives a partial magma structure on P(n), i.e. the operation always gives either a unique element or the empty set. We will implicitly identify the element X ∪Y ∈ P(n) with {X ∪Y } ⊂ P(P(n)) whenever necessary so that we can think of the given operation as a function P(n) × P(n) → P(P(n)). It will be especially important to keep this in mind in the proof of Theorem 4.9.

Remark 4.4. The intersection operation ∩: P(n) × P(n) → P(n) makes P(n) into a subdistributive monoid in Plas so, assuming Conjecture 3.2, we get that ĤP(n) ∼= よ^{co}⟨n⟩ is an F_1 -algebra.

Remark 4.5. Note that the hypermagmas P(n) are not necessarily associative. If we write P(2) as {∅, {1}, {2}, {1, 2}} = {0, 1, 2, 3} we see that it has “addition” table defined by the following matrix:

0 1 2 3 1 ∅ 3 ∅ 2 3 ∅ ∅ 3 ∅ ∅ ∅ Therefore, (1 ⋆ 2) ⋆ 3 = 3 ⋆ 3 = 0 but 1 ⋆ (2 ⋆ 3) = 1 ⋆ 0 = 1.

Remark 4.6. In light of Proposition 4.2, the functor P in the following lemma is precisely Ψよ^{co}, but we feel it is helpful to give an explicit proof of its construction (especially for the purpose of checking that it is fully faithful).

Lemma 4.7. For each φ: ⟨n⟩ → ⟨m⟩ the function P(φ): P(m) → P(n) is a morphism in Plas. Moreover, the assignments ⟨n⟩ → P(n) and φ → P(φ) assemble into a fully faithful functor P: Fin^{op}_∗ → Plas.

Proof. Let φ: ⟨n⟩ → ⟨m⟩ be a morphism in Fin_∗ and let X, Y ∈ P(m). Suppose that X ∩ Y = ∅. Then it is also the case that φ^{−1}(X) ∩ φ^{−1}(Y ) = ∅, so we have that P(φ)(X ⋎ Y ) = φ^{−1}(X ∪ Y ) = φ^{−1}(X) ∪ φ^{−1}(Y ) = P(φ)(X) ⋎ P(φ)(Y ). Now suppose that X ∩ Y ≠ ∅. It need not be the case that φ^{−1}(X ∩ Y ) ≠ ∅, but nonetheless we have P(φ)(X ⋎ Y ) = φ^{−1}(∅) = ∅ ⊆ P(φ)(X) ⋎ P(φ)(Y ). This is all that is necessary to for P(φ) to be a morphism of Plas.

To see that this construction is fully faithful, we must check that the function Fin_∗(⟨n⟩, ⟨m⟩) → Plas(P(m), P(n)), which takes φ to (S → φ^{−1}S), is a bijection. An inverse of this function is given by taking a plasma map f : P(m) → P(n) to the function f̃ : ⟨n⟩ → ⟨m⟩ defined by

f̃(i) = { k if ∃k, i ∈ f(k) 0 otherwise

It is not hard to check that these two constructions are mutually inverse.

Definition 4.8. For M ∈ Plas, write P^M for the functor Fin^{op}_∗ → Set_∗ given by composing P with Plas(−, M). This defines a functor P^{(−)} : Plas → Mod_{F1} .

Theorem 4.9. There is a natural isomorphism η : P^{(−)} ⇒ Ĥ of functors Plas → Mod_{F1} .

Proof. We begin by describing an isomorphism η_M : P^M → ĤM for a fixed M ∈ Plas. This takes the form of natural isomorphisms η_M ⟨n⟩: P^M ⟨n⟩ → ĤM⟨n⟩ for each n ∈ Fin_∗. To show that η_M ⟨n⟩ is an isomorphism, it suffices to show that a map f : P(n) → M is a morphism of weakly unital hypermagmas if and only if f(S ∪ T ) ∈ f(S) ⊞ f(T ) whenever S ∩ T = ∅.

Suppose that f : P(n) → M is a morphism of hypermagmas, i.e. f(S ⋎ T ) ⊆ f(S) ⊞ f(T ). If S ∩ T = ∅ then S ⋎ T = {S ∪ V }. Therefore we have f(S ∪ T ) = {f(S ∪T )} ⊆ f(S)⊞f(T ), i.e. f(S ∪T ) ∈ f(S)⊞f(T ). Now suppose that f(S ∪T ) ∈ f(S) ⊞ f(T ) whenever S ∩ T = ∅. We need to show that f(S ⋎ T ) ⊆ f(S) ⊞ f(T ). Suppose that S∩T = ∅, so S⋎T = {S∪T }. We have that f(S∪T ) ∈ f(S)⊞f(T ) by assumption, so f(S ⋎ T ) ⊆ f(S) ⋎ f(T ). Indeed, this shows that P^M ⟨n⟩ = ĤM⟨N⟩ as subsets of M^{P(n)}. Therefore naturality is immediate. We also need to show naturality with respect to morphisms of Plas, but this follows immediately from definitions since in both cases morphisms are given by postcomposition.

Remark 4.10. Note that the plasma P(1) is ΨF_1 . Additionally, the plasma P(2) is the strict-morphism-classifying hypermagma E for unital hypermagmas appearing in [NR23, Lemma 3.17]. It was already shown there that Plas(P(2), M) ∼= ĤM_2 for any plasma M, though not stated as such.

4.2 The Segal Condition for Plasma Objects

Corepresenting the functor Ĥ as in Section 4.1 allows us to describe a “Segal condition” for recognizing its essential image, which we now describe. For simplicity and clarity, we will write ĤX_1⟨n⟩ in this section for the set (ĤΨX)_n, when X is an F_1 -module.

Lemma 4.11. For M, N ∈ Plas, the following is a pullback diagram in Set_∗.

Plas(M, N) N^M

∏ g : P(2)→M

Plas(P(2), N) ∏ g : P(2)→M

N^{P(2)} ∏ g^∗ incl. incl. ∏ g^∗

where g runs over all morphisms from P(2) to M in Plas.

Proof. A morphism f : M → N in Plas is a function such that f(x ⊞_X y) ⊂ f(x) ⊞_Y f(y) for all x, y ∈ M and f(0) = 0. These conditions are equivalent to f ∘g : P(2) → N being a morphism in Plas for all g : P(2) → M.

By taking M = P(n), we immediately obtain the following:

Corollary 4.12. For N any plasma, the following is a pullback diagram in Set_∗: ĤN_n N P(n)

∏ g : P(2)→P(n)

Plas(P(2), N) ∏ g : P(2)→P(n)

N^{P(2)} ∏ g^∗ incl. incl. ∏ g^∗

Note that for any F_1 -module the Ψ ⊣ Ĥ adjunction induces a unit map X_n → ĤX_1⟨n⟩. Therefore we have the following diagram, which leads to Corollary 4.13.

X_n

ĤX_1⟨n⟩ X^{P(n)}_1

∏ g ĤX_1⟨2⟩ ∏_g X^{P(2)}_1 ∏ g g^∗ incl. ∏ S ρ^X_S p ∏ g^∗ ⌟

Corollary 4.13. For a F_1 -module X, the following are equivalent. 1. X ∼= ĤΨX. 2. The following is a pullback diagram in Set_∗ for every n ≥ 0.

X_n X^{P(n)}_1

∏ g ĤX_1⟨2⟩ ∏_g X^{P(2)}_1 ∏ g g^∗ incl. ∏ S ρ^X_S p

where p is the composite of the Ψ ⊣ Ĥ unit for X at n with ∏ g g^∗. There is a slight modification of the above which avoids using Ĥ itself in the

condition, at the expense of requiring a “point-set” level injectivity condition.

Corollary 4.14. The map X_2 → X^3_1 given by

x → (σ^X_1 (x), σ^X_2 (x), α^X (x))

is injective and the following is a pullback diagram in Set_∗ for every n ≥ 0.

X_n X^{P(n)}_1

∏ φ : ⟨n⟩→⟨2⟩ X_2 ∏ φ : ⟨n⟩→⟨2⟩ X^{P(2)}_1 ∏ φ φ^∗ can. ∏ S ρ^X_S ∏ φ φ^X

One might like to use the characterization of Corollary 4.13 to give a definition

of “internal plasma object” of a category C with finite limits and finite coproducts

in terms of pointed functors Fin_∗ → C. The most immediate obstruction is that the

functor Ĥ must be defined. One can slightly generalize the Ψ ⊢ Ĥ adjunction to a “2-

coskeletonization,” i.e. precomposition and right Kan extension, adjunction between

Fun_∗(Fin_∗, C) and Fun_∗(Fin^{⟨2⟩}_∗ , C), where Fin^{⟨2⟩}_∗ is the full subcategory of Fin_∗ on ⟨0⟩,

⟨1⟩ and ⟨2⟩. In the case that C = Set_∗, this adjunction is very close to the Ψ ⊣ Ĥ adjunction, with the caveat that arbitrary pointed functors Fin^{⟨2⟩}_∗ → Set_∗ still allow for “redundancy” of witnesses. We suspect that the “correct” generalization involves a modified Ĥ functor which goes from (a certain class of commutative magmas in) Span(C) to Fun_∗(Fin_∗, C). We draw some connections between our functor and spans of pointed sets in Section 4.4 but leave a full investigation of this relationship to future work.

4.3 The Plasmic Nerve and Segal’s Constructions

In [Seg74] a functor Ab → Fun_∗(Fin_∗, Top_∗) is described which evidently factors through Mod_{F1} and whose domain extends to CMon. We recall that functor here.

Definition 4.15 ([Seg74]). Let A be a commutative monoid. Define a functor H : Ab → Mod_{F1} by defining HA_n = A^n and, for a map φ: ⟨n⟩ → ⟨m⟩ in Fin_∗, define A^n → A^m by the formula:

(a_1, a_2, . . . , a_n) → ∑ i∈φ^{−1}(j) a_i 1≤j≤m Remark 4.16. We often call this the Eilenberg-MacLane functor. Note that there is an inclusion Mod_{F1} → Fun_∗(Fin_∗, Top_∗) of F_1 -modules as the discrete objects in the category of what Segal called Γ-spaces. The latter category, with a suitable Quillen model structure, is equivalent to the category of connective spectra (see, for instance, [DGM12]). Under this equivalence, the object HA corresponds to the classical Eilenberg-MacLane spectrum.

Theorem 4.17. If M ∈ Plas is associative and strictly unital, hence a commutative monoid, then HA is naturally isomorphic to ĤA.

Proof. Note that if M is a commutative monoid then there is an isomorphism ĤM_n → M n given by projecting onto the coordinates corresponding to the one element subsets of [n]. This is an isomorphism because for each subset of cardinality greater than one, say I = {i_1, . . . , i_k} ⊆ [n], there is a unique element which satisfies the necessary conditions to be the coordinate of ĤM_n corresponding to I. Specifically, it must be the sum ∑ i∈I a_i. Now suppose we are given a morphism φ: ⟨n⟩ → ⟨m⟩ in Fin_∗ and consider the following diagram: ĤM_n M n

ĤM_m M m ∼=ĤMφHMφ ∼=

Let ⃗a = (a_T )_{T ⊆[n]} ∈ ĤM_n. For each S ⊆ [m] we have ĤMφ(⃗a)_S = a_φ−1_{(S)}. In particular, because M is a commutative monoid, for each j ∈ [m] we have ĤMφ(⃗a)_{{j}} = ∑_{i∈φ−1(j)} a_i, and therefore the diagram commutes.

In [Seg73], Segal constructs a model for the configuration space of n points in a pointed topological space X, which he denotes C_n(X). He wishes to think of this space as a topological monoid so that he can “deloop” it. But the desired monoid structure only makes it a partial monoid. Nonetheless, Segal shows that one can construct a delooping, or classifying space, of a partial monoid. We recall (the discrete version of) this definition here so that we can see how our Ĥ functor recovers it.

Definition 4.18. Let M be a partial monoid. Its classifying space is the simplicial set BM_• with:

1. Set of n simplices defined to be:

BM_n = {(m_1, m_2, . . . , m_m) ∈ M^n : the sum m_1+m_2+· · ·+m_n is defined in M}

2. Face maps d_i : BM_n → BM_{n−1} defined by:

d_i(m_1, . . . , m_n) =

(m_2, . . . , m_n) i = 0 (m_1, . . . , m_i + m_{i+1}, . . . , m_n) 0 < i < n (m_1, . . . , m_{n−1}) i = n 3. Degeneracy maps s_i : BM_n → BM_{n+1} defined by: s_i(m_1, . . . , m_n) = (m_1, . . . , m_i, 0, m_{i+1}, . . . , m_n) Given a commutative partial monoid M, realized as a plasma, we may take its associated F_1 -module ĤM. While ĤM is not a simplicial set, it has an “underlying” simplicial set BĤM_• as described in Definition A.1. We will use the constructions of Appendix A in the following.

Proposition 4.19. For any commutative partial monoid M, there is an equality of simplicial sets BĤM_• = BM_•.

Proof. Because M is deterministic and associative, the elements of ĤM_n = BĤM_n are precisely n-tuples of elements of M whose collective sum exists. Therefore the two simplicial sets have equal sets of n-simplices. The description of the face maps and degeneracy maps of BĤM_•, given in Appendix A, is evidently identical to the same data in BM_•.

Remark 4.20. Of course if M is a commutative (not-partial) monoid then BM_• is precisely the usual classifying space of M, hence the notation. Therefore we also have BM_• ∼= BHM_•, which is well known.

4.4 Plasmic Nerves are Not Always 2-Segal

In this section, we contrast our constructions with the work of [CMS23]. Recall that Contreras, Mehta and Walker consider commutative pseudomonoids in the bicategory of spans of sets, which we write as CMon^{ps}(Span(Set)). They give a functor from this category to the category of functors F : Fin_∗ → Set (not necessarily pointed) and characterize its image as the full subcategory of functors such that F ∘β is 2-Segal, in the sense of [DK19]. Therefore, given an F_1 -module X, one may ask if the composite Δ^{op β}−→ Fin_∗^X−→ Set_∗ → Set is in this image, where the last functor forgets the basepoint.

Definition 4.21. A simplicial set F : Δ^{op} → Set is called 2-Segal if the following two diagrams are pullback diagrams for all 0 < i < n, where d_i are the standard face maps. X^{n+1} X^n X^{n+1} X^n X_n X_{n−1} X_n X_{n−1} d_0d^i d_{i+1}d^0⌟ d_{n+1}d_id_id^n⌟

The relevant result of [CMS23] can be summarized as follows:

Theorem 4.22 ([CMS23]). There is a fully faithful functor CMon^{ps}(Span(Set)) → Fun(Fin_∗, Set) whose essential image is characterized as the full subcategory of functors F : Set_∗ → Set such that F ∘ β is 2-Segal.

Note that a set X with a weakly unital, commutative hyperoperation ⋆: X×X → P(X) can be realized as a structure in Span(Set). Specifically, a span X × X ←− Z → X, with Z being ĤX_2, and a span {0} ← {0} → X, satisfying certain compatibility conditions. Therefore one might hope that given an actual commutative (pseudo)monoid object M in Span(Set), Contreras, Mehta and Stern’s functor might recover ĤM. This, however, is not generally the case.

Proposition 4.23. It is not that case that ĤM, for M a plasma, is necessarily 2-Segal.

Proof. We exhibit a counterexample. We will write d_k for βδ_k, as described in Appendix A. Let K = {0, 1} be the Krasner hyperfield with hyperoperation 0⊞0 = 0, 1 ⊞ 0 = 1 = 0 ⊞ 1 and 1 ⊞ 1 = {0, 1}. It suffices to show that the following is not a pullback diagram in Set: βĤK_3 βĤK_2

βĤK_2 βĤK_1 = K

d_2d_0d_1d^0

We explicitly describe the maps in the above diagram. Suppose we have an element ā = (a_1, a_2, a_3, a_{12}, a_{13}, a_{23}, a_{123}) in βĤK_3 . Then d_0(ā) = (a_2, a_3, a_{23}) and d_2(ā) = (a_1, a_{23}, a_{123}). Given b̄ = (b_1, b_2, b_{12}) in βĤK_2 , we have d_0(b̄) = b_2 and d_1(b̄) = b_{12}. It is clear that this diagram commutes. We now compute the pullback of its bottom right cospan.

Recall that ĤK_2 = {(0, 0, 0), (1, 0, 1), (0, 1, 1), (1, 1, 1), (1, 1, 0)}. The pullback of interest is the collection of pairs ((a_1, a_2, a_{12}), (b_1, b_2, b_{12}) such that a_2 = b_{12}.

Therefore it is the set (where we use semicolons to separate distinct elements):

((0, 0, 0), (0, 0, 0)) ; ((0, 0, 0), (1, 1, 0)); ((1, 0, 1), (0, 0, 0)); ((1, 0, 1), (1, 1, 0)); ((0, 1, 1), (1, 0, 1)); ((0, 1, 1), (0, 1, 1)); ((0, 1, 1), (1, 1, 1)); ((1, 1, 1), (1, 0, 1)); ((1, 1, 1), (0, 1, 1)); ((1, 1, 1), (1, 1, 1)); ((1, 1, 0), (1, 0, 1)); ((1, 1, 0), (0, 1, 1)); ((1, 1, 0), (1, 1, 1))

which has thirteen elements.

On the other hand, we can compute βĤK_3 to be the set:

(0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0) (0, 0, 1, 0, 1, 1, 1) (0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 1) (1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 0, 1) (0, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0) (0, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1) (1, 0, 1, 1, 0, 1, 0) (1, 0, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1) (1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 0) (1, 1, 0, 1, 1, 1, 1) (1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0, 1) (1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1) (1, 1, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1) (1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1) (1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 1) (1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 1, 1) (1, 1, 1, 0, 1, 1, 1) (1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0) (1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1)

which has nineteen elements. Therefore the two sets cannot be isomorphic.

Remark 4.24. In general, the cardinality of the sets ĤM_n grow very fast with n. For instance ĤK_4 has 137 elements. Therefore we leave further computations to the interested reader (who is also more skilled at writing Python scripts than us).

To make comparison with [CMS23] more explicit, we note that the hypermagma K can be encoded as a span

K × K = { (0, 0) (0, 1) (1, 0) (1, 1) } (0, 0, 0) (0, 1, 1) (1, 1, 0) (1, 0, 1) (1, 1, 1) {0, 1} = K π_{1,2} π_3

in which π_{1,2} and π_3 are projection on the left two and right coordinates respectively. Following [CMS23] we could construct the 3-simplices of the associated 2-Segal set as the following pullback, where we use Z_2 to denote the middle set in the above span:

(Z_2 × K ) ×_{K×K} Z_2

Z_2 × K Z_2

K × K × K K × K K π_3×Kπ_{1,2} π_{1,2}×K π3

⌟

It is not hard to check that the apex set above has thirteen elements, as the computation in the proof of the preceding proposition implies (because the construction in [CMS23] must result in a 2-Segal set). Note however that, because K is associative, only twelve elements are needed to record all possible triple sums. In other words both encodings have some redundancy although, for this particular case, that of [CMS23] is more efficient.

In general, we expect our construction to be less efficient for commutative associative hypermonoids because it allows more general algebraic structures as input (in particular, non-associative hyperoperations). Indeed, if one begins with a nonassociative plasma M (e.g. P(2) from 4.1), one sees that the face maps of (what would be) the simplicial set associated to M cannot even be defined. The existence of inner face maps relies explicitly on the existence of an “associator” function, which one obtains from associativity of the operation.

Remark 4.25. One can check that βF_1 is 2-Segal (as the nerve of a certain partial category). Therefore it is not the case that there is no overlap between our functor and the functor of [CMS23].

Proposition 4.26. If M ∈ Plas is strictly unital, associative and deterministic (hence a partial monoid) then βĤM is 2-Segal.

Proof. Let (M, +, 0) be a commutative partial monoid, thought of as an object of Plas. Note that because M is associative and deterministic, each set ĤM⟨n⟩ is isomorphic to the subset of M^n composed of n-tuples (a_1, . . . , a_n) whose pairwise sum exists in M. An examination of the functor S shows that the face maps and degeneracy maps are the standard ones where outer face maps discard outer elements, inner face maps add adjacent elements, and degeneracy maps insert the unit element. Therefore by [BOO^+21] it is 2-Segal.

A The Simplicial Set Underlying an F_1-module

There is a well-known functor Δ^{op} → Fin_∗, sometimes referred to as Cut, which via precomposition associates a pointed simplicial set to any F_1 -module. We review this functor and some of its properties in this appendix.

Definition A.1. Let β : Δ^{op} → Fin_∗ be the functor with β[n] = ⟨n⟩ and defined on morphisms as follows:

• Let φ: [m] → [n] be a morphism of Δ and for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n set K_i = {j ∈ [m] : i ≤ φ(j)}. Then for i ∈ ⟨n⟩ we define β(φ)(i) = { min(K_i) K_i ≠ ∅ or 0 /∈ K_i 0 K_i = ∅ or 0 ∈ K_i

Remark A.2. Let Δ^1/∂Δ^1 : Δ^{op} → Set_∗ denote the pointed simplicial set with a unique 0-simplex, a single non-degenerate 1-simplex, and all other simplices degenerate. Because Δ^1/∂Δ^1 is finite in every degree, we can corestrict it to a functor

Δ^{op} → Fin_∗. One can check that this functor is identical to our β above. As a result, sometimes β is referred to as S^1 (for the good reason that its geometric realization is homeomorphic to the circle). Note, however, that it is not a Kan complex, nor even a quasicategory. If one assigns the “composite” 1 ∘ 1 to the inner 2-horn, there is no filling 2-simplex. This simplicial set doesn’t know how to “compose” the unique morphism with itself.

For the reader’s convenience, we explicitly describe the images of some of the coface and codegeneracy maps in Δ under β in Tables 1 and 2. This provides intuition for the following result.

Proposition A.3. For 0 ≤ k ≤ n, let σ^n_k : [n+1] → [n] denote the unique morphism in Δ with (σ^n_k )^{−1}(k) = {k, k + 1} and |(σ^n_k )^{−1}(i)| = 1 for all other i (i.e. the function which collapses k and k + 1 to k). For 0 ≤ k ≤ n, let δ^n_k : [n − 1] → [n] be the unique morphism of Δ whose image does not contain k with |(δ^n_k )^{−1}(i)| = 1 for all i. Then we can make the following identifications:

1. For 0 ≤ k < n we have that βδ^n_k : ⟨n⟩ → ⟨n − 1⟩ is the function defined by

βδ^n_k (i) = { i i ≤ k i − 1 i > k 2. For k = n we have βδ^n : ⟨n⟩ → ⟨n − 1⟩ is the function defined by βδ^n (i) = { i i ≠ n 0 i = n

3. For 0 ≤ k ≤ n we have that βσ^n_k : ⟨n − 1⟩ → ⟨n⟩ is the function defined by

βδ^n_k (i) = { i i ≤ k i − 1 i > k Proof. We prove the first statement above, as the others follow from a similar analysis. Let 0 ≤ k < n and let i ∈ ⟨n⟩. Clearly βδ^n_k (0) = 0 is always determined. Now let i ≤ k. Then, because σ^n_k must be an order preserving morphism, σ^n_k (i) = i and K_i = {i, i + 1, . . . , n + 1}. So βσ^i_k(i) = i. If i > k then it must be the case that σ^n_k (i) = i − 1, and the result follows.

Definition A.4. Write B : Mod_{F1} → sSet_∗ for the functor which precomposes with β : Δ^{op} → Fin_∗.

Example A.5. Consider BF_1 , which is just the composition Δ^{op β}−→ Fin_∗ → Set_∗. This is the simplicial set S described above. Note that (BF_1 )_n = (F_1 )_n = ⟨n⟩.

f [1] → [2] ⟨2⟩ → ⟨1⟩ β(f) δ^2_0

0 0 1 1 2

0 0 1 1 2 ρ2_1

δ^2_1

0 0 1 1 2

0 0 1 1 2 α2_{12}

δ^2

0 0 1 1 2

0 0 1 1 2 ρ2

[2] → [1] ⟨1⟩ → ⟨2⟩

σ^1_0

0 0 1 1 2

0 0 1 1 2i1

σ^1

0 0 1 1 2

0 0 1 1 2i1_2 f [2] → [3] ⟨3⟩ → ⟨2⟩ β(f)

δ^3_0

0 0 1 1 2 2 3

0 0 1 1 2 2 3 ρ3_1

δ^3_1

0 0 1 1 2 2 3

0 0 1 1 2 2 3 α3_{12}

δ^3_2

0 0 1 1 2 2 3

0 0 1 1 2 2 3 α3_{23}

δ^3

0 0 1 1 2 2 3

0 0 1 1 2 2 3 ρ3

Table 1: The left table shows the effect of β on the face and degeneracy maps between [1] and [2]. The right table shows the effect of β on the face maps [3] → [2].

f [3] → [2] ⟨2⟩ → ⟨3⟩ β(f)

σ^3_0

0 0 1 1 2 2 3

0 0 1 1 2 2 3i2_1

σ^3_1

0 0 1 1 2 2 3

0 0 1 1 2 2 3i2

σ^3_2

0 0 1 1 2 2 3

0 0 1 1 2 2 3i2_3

Table 2: The images of the degeneracy maps between [3] and [2].

Examining the face maps indicates that the three 2-simplices of BF_1 can be depicted as follows:

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 fid_0f f id_1f id_0 id_0id_0

where f denotes the unique non-degenerate 1-simplex. In other words, BF_1 “knows” how to compose the morphism f with the identity, and knows how to compose the identity with the identity, but doesn’t know how to compose f with itself. It is in this sense that BF_1 is a “delooping” of F_1 . Higher simplices enforce associativity (when the composition is well defined). We plan to investigate general deloopings of F_1 -modules, and their impact on the derived theory of algebra over F_1 , in future work.

References

[BL20] Matthew Baker and Oliver Lorscheid. Foundations of matroids I: Matroids without large uniform minors, 2020. arXiv:2008.00014. (Referred to on page 16.)

[BOO^+21] Julia E. Bergner, Angélica M. Osorno, Viktoriya Ozornova, Martina Rovelli, and Claudia I. Scheimbauer. 2-Segal objects and the Waldhausen construction. Algebr. Geom. Topol., 21(3):1267–1326, 2021. (Referred to on page 25.)

[Bor09] James Borger. Lambda-rings and the field with one element, 2009.

arXiv:0906.3146. (Referred to on page 2.)

[BP72] Michael Barratt and Stewart Priddy. On the homology of non-connected monoids and their associated groups. Comment. Math. Helv., 47:1–14, 1972. (Referred to on page 10.)

[CC10] Alain Connes and Caterina Consani. From monoids to hyperstructures:

in search of an absolute arithmetic. In Casimir force, Casimir operators and the Riemann hypothesis, pages 147–198. Walter de Gruyter, Berlin, 2010. (Referred to on page 2.)

[CC11] Alain Connes and Caterina Consani. The hyperring of adèle classes. J.

Number Theory, 131(2):159–194, 2011. (Referred to on page 2.)

[CC14] Alain Connes and Caterina Consani. The arithmetic site. C. R. Math.

Acad. Sci. Paris, 352(12):971–975, 2014. (Referred to on page 2.)

[CC16] Alain Connes and Caterina Consani. Absolute algebra and Segal’s Γrings: au dessous de Spec(Z). J. Number Theory, 162:518–551, 2016. (Referred to on page 2, 8, 11.)

[CC20] Alain Connes and Caterina Consani. Spec(Z) and the Gromov norm.

Theory and Applications of Categories, 35(6):155–178, 2020. (Referred to on page 2, 8.)

[CC21] Alain Connes and Caterina Consani. Segal’s gamma rings and universal arithmetic. Q. J. Math., 72(1-2):1–29, 2021. (Referred to on page 8.)

[CC23] Alain Connes and Caterina Consani. On the metaphysics of F_1 , 2023.

arXiv:2307.06748. (Referred to on page 8.)

[CMS23] Ivan Contreras, Rajan Amit Mehta, and Walker H. Stern. Frobenius and commutative pseudomonoids in the bicategory of spans, 2023. arXiv:2311.15342. (Referred to on page 3, 22, 23, 24, 25.)

[CR70] Henry H. Crapo and Gian-Carlo Rota. On the foundations of combinatorial theory: Combinatorial geometries. The M.I.T. Press, Cambridge, Mass.-London, preliminary edition, 1970. (Referred to on page 7.)

[Dei05] Anton Deitmar. Schemes over F_1 . In Number fields and function fields— two parallel worlds, volume 239 of Progr. Math., pages 87–100. Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 2005. (Referred to on page 2.)

[DGM12] Bjørn Ian Dundas, Thomas G. Goodwillie, and Randy McCarthy. Local Structure of Algebraic K-theory, volume 18 of Algebra and Applications. Springer-Verlag London, 2012. DOI. (Referred to on page 8, 9, 21.)

[DK19] Tobias Dyckerhoff and Mikhail Kapranov. Higher Segal spaces, volume 2244 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer, Cham, 2019. (Referred to on page 23.)

[Dur07] Nikolai Durov. New approach to Arakelov geometry. arXiv:0704.2030, 2007. (Referred to on page 2.)

[FF00] Claude-Alain Faure and Alfred Frölicher. Modern projective geometry, volume 521 of Mathematics and its Applications. Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, 2000. (Referred to on page 2, 6, 7.)

[Kan58] Daniel M. Kan. Functors involving c.s.s. complexes. Trans. Amer. Math.

Soc., 87:330–346, 1958. (Referred to on page 17.)

[Lor14] Oliver Lorscheid. Blueprints—towards absolute arithmetic? J. Number Theory, 144:408–421, 2014. (Referred to on page 2.)

[Lor18] Oliver Lorscheid. F_1 for everyone. Jahresber. Dtsch. Math.-Ver., 120(2):83–116, 2018. (Referred to on page 2.)

[Man95] Yuri Manin. Lectures on zeta functions and motives (according to Deninger and Kurokawa). Number 228, pages 4, 121–163. 1995. Columbia University Number Theory Seminar (New York, 1992). (Referred to on page 2.)

[NK09] Hirokazu Nishimura and Susumu Kuroda, editors. A lost mathematician, Takeo Nakasawa. The forgotten father of matroid theory. Basel: Birkhäuser, 2009. (Referred to on page 2.)

[nLa24] nLab authors. nerve and realization.

https://ncatlab.org/nlab/show/nerve+and+realization, March 2024. Revision 30. (Referred to on page 17.)

[NR23] So Nakamura and Manuel L. Reyes. Categories of hypermagmas, hypergroups, and related hyperstructures, 2023. arXiv:2304.09273. (Referred to on page 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 16, 19.)

[Pre43] Walter Prenowitz. Projective geometries as multigroups. Amer. J. Math., 65:235–256, 1943. (Referred to on page 2.)

[Qui71] Daniel Quillen. Cohomology of groups. In Actes du Congrès International des Mathématiciens (Nice, 1970), Tome 2, pages 47–51. Gauthier-Villars Éditeur, Paris, 1971. (Referred to on page 10.)

[Seg73] Graeme Segal. Configuration-spaces and iterated loop-spaces. Invent.

Math., 21:213–221, 1973. (Referred to on page 10, 22.)

[Seg74] Graeme Segal. Categories and cohomology theories. Topology, 13:293– 312, 1974. (Referred to on page 8, 10, 11, 17, 21.)

[Smi92] A. L. Smirnov. Hurwitz inequalities for number fields. Algebra i Analiz, 4(2):186–209, 1992. (Referred to on page 2.)

[Sou04] Christophe Soulé. Les variétés sur le corps à un élément. Mosc. Math.

J., 4(1):217–244, 312, 2004. (Referred to on page 2.)

[Tit57] J. Tits. Sur les analogues algébriques des groupes semi-simples complexes. In Colloque d’algèbre supérieure, tenu à Bruxelles du 19 au 22 décembre 1956, Centre Belge de Recherches Mathématiques, pages 261– 289. Établissements Ceuterick, Louvain, 1957. (Referred to on page 2.)

[TV09] Bertrand Toën and Michel Vaquié. Au-dessous de Spec Z. J. K-Theory, 3(3):437–500, 2009. (Referred to on page 2.)

[Whi35] Hassler Whitney. On the Abstract Properties of Linear Dependence.

Amer. J. Math., 57(3):509–533, 1935. (Referred to on page 2.)