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STANDARD PROTOCOL COMPLEXES FOR THE IMMEDIATE
SNAPSHOT READ/WRITE MODEL

DMITRY N. KOZLOV

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider a family of abstract simplicial complexes
which we call immediate snapshot complexes. Their definition is motivated
by theoretical distributed computing. Specifically, these complexes appear as
protocol complexes in the general immediate snapshot execution model.

In order to define and to analyze the immediate snapshot complexes we
use the novel language of witness structures. We develop the rigorous mathe-
matical theory of witness structures and use it to prove several combinatorial
as well as topological properties of the immediate snapshot complexes. In
particular, we prove that these complexes are simplicially homeomorphic to
simplices.

1. THE MOTIVATION FOR THE STUDY OF IMMEDIATE SNAPSHOT PROTOCOL
COMPLEXES

One of the core computational models, which is used to understand the shared-
memory communication between a finite number of processes is the so-called im-
mediate snapshot read/write model. In this model, a number of processes are set
to communicate by means of a shared memory. Each process has an assigned reg-
ister, and each process can perform two types of operations: write and snapshot
read. The write operation simply writes the entire state of the process into its as-
signed register; the snapshot read operation reads the entire memory in one atomic
step. The order in which a process performs these operations is controlled by the
distributed protocol, whose execution is asynchronous, satisfying an additional con-
dition. Namely, we assume that at each step a group of processes gets active. First
this group simultaneously writes its values to the memory, then it simultenously
performs a snapshot read. This way, each execution can be encoded by a sequence
of groups of processors which become active at each turn. More details on this
computational model, the associated protocol complexes and its equivalence with
other models can be found in a recent book [HKR].

In this paper we consider the distributed protocols for n + 1 processes indexed
0,...,n, where the protocol of k-th processor says to run r; rounds and then to stop.
Let the associate protocol complex be called P(rg,...,r,). Our first contribution
is to give a rigorous purely combinatorial definition of P(rg,...,r,). To do this,
we introduce new mathematical objects, which we call witness structures and use
them as a language to define and to analyze this family of simplicial complexes.
The special case ro = --- =1, = 1 corresponds to the so-called standard chromatic
subdivision of a simplex, see [Ko12l [Ko13|, the cases where some r; > 2 are new.

Key words and phrases. collapses, distributed computing, combinatorial algebraic topology,
immediate snapshot, protocol complexes.
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The simplicial complexes P(rg,...,r,) are of utmost importance in the shared-
memory communication. We perform a thorough analysis of their combinato-
rial and topological structure. Our main tool is the canonical decomposition of
P(ro,...,m), with strata corresponding to various groups of processes which take
the first turn of the computation. Our main theorem states that each simplicial
complex P(rg,...,r,) is simplicially homeomorphic to an n-simplex.

2. THE LANGUAGE OF WITNESS STRUCTURES

2.1. Some notations. We let Z, denote the set of nonnegative integers

{0,1,2,...}. For a natural number n we shall use [n] to denote the set {0,...,n}.
For a finite subset S € Z, such that S| > 2, we let smax .S denote the second

largest element max(S \ {maxS}). For a family of finite sets (S;)icr, Si C Z4, we

let max(S;);cr be the short-hand notation for max;e(max.S;) = max({J,;o; Si).
For a set S and an element a, we set

1, ifa€s,;
x(a, S) :—{

0, otherwise.

Whenever (X;)!_; is a family of topological spaces, we set X := U;c; X;. Also,
when no confusion arises, we identify one-element sets with that element, and write,
e.g., p instead of {p}.

We shall use — to denote simplicial inclusions, ~» to denote simplicial isomor-

phisms, and we use —, and =, to denote homeomorphisms.

2.2. Round counters. Our main objects of study, the immediate snapshot com-
plexes, are indexed by finite tuples of nonnegative integers. We need to be more
specific about the formalism of this indexing set.

Definition 2.1. Given a function 7 : Zy — Z4 U { L}, we consider the set
supp7:={i € Z, |7(i) # L}.

This set is called the support set of 7.
A round counter is a function 7 : Zy — Z4 U {L} with a finite support set.

Obviously, a round counter can be thought of as an infinite sequence 7 =
(7(0),7(1),...), where, for all ¢ € Z,, either 7(i) is a nonnegative integer, or
7(i) = L, such that only finitely many entries of 7 are nonnegative integers. We
shall frequently use a short-hand notation 7 = (rg,...,r,) to denote the round
counter given by

. ry, for0<i<mn;
(i) = .
1, fori>n.

Definition 2.2. Given a round counter T, the number
cardinality of 7, and is denoted |F|. The sets

_7(i) is called the

i€ESupp T

act7 := {i € supp 7| 7(i) > 1} and pass7 := {i € supp7|7(i) = 0}

are called the active and the passive sets of T.
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Definition 2.3. For an arbitrary pair of disjoint finite sets A, B C Zy we define
a round counter xa,B given by

1, ifieA;

Xa.(i) = {0, ifi € B.

Furthermore, for an arbitrary round counter 7, we set X(F) := Xact 7 pass 7-

We note that supp7 = supp (x(7)). In the paper we shall also the short-hand
notation x4 1= xa,¢-

We define two operations on the round counters. To start with, assume 7 is
a round counter and we have a subset A C Z;. We let 7\ A denote the round
counter defined by

P

We say that the round counter 7\ A is obtained from 7 by the deletion of A. Note
that supp (F\ A) = supp (7)\ .S, act (F\A) = act (7)\ 4, and pass (7F\ A) = pass (7)\ A.
Furthermore, we have x(7 \ A) = x(7) \ A. Finally, we note for future reference
that for A C C' U D we have

(2.1) xco,p \ A= Xc\A,D\A-

For the second operation, assume 7 is a round counter and we have a subset

S Cact7. We let 7 | S denote the round counter defined by
B . 7(i), ifi ¢ S

S =
(F 450 {r(i)—l, ifies.

We say that the round counter 7 | S is obtained from 7 by the execution of S.
Note that supp (7 J S) = supp7, act (7 | S) = {i € act7|i ¢ S, or 7(i) > 2},
and pass (7 | S) = pass(F) U{i € S|7(i) = 1}. However, in general we have
x(7) LS #x(r]9).

For an arbitrary round pointer 7 and sets S C act7, A C supp 7T we set
(2.2) Fsa:=[TLS)\A=(F\A) L (S\A).
In the special case, when AN.S = (), the identity ([22]) specializes to
(2.3) Fsa=({FlS)\A=(F\A) ]S
When A = ), we shall frequently use the short-hand notation 7g instead of 7s 4, in
other words, 7¢ = 7 | S. Again, for future reference, we note that for S C C, we
have
(2.4) xc,p LS = Xc\s,pus-

Assume now we are given a round counter 7, and let ¢ : supp 7T — [|supp 7| — 1]
denote the unique order-preserving bijection. The round counter ¢(7) is defined by

(7 (i) = (p~t(i)), for0<i<|supp7|—1;
Co) L for ¢ > |supp 7.

We call ¢(7) the canonical form of 7. Note that suppc(F) = [|supp7| — 1],
lact (¢(7))| = |act 7|, and |pass (¢(T))| = |pass (7)].
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Let Sz, denote the group of bijections 7 : Zy — Z4, such that (i) # 7 (i) for
only finitely many . This group acts on the set of all round counters, namely for
7 € Sz, , and a round counter 7 we set 7(7)(i) := (7 (7).

2.3. Witness structures.

Definition 2.4. A witness prestructure is a sequence of pairs of finite subsets
of Zy, denoted o0 = (Wo,Go), ..., (Wi, Gy)), with t > 0, satisfying the following
conditions:

(Pl) Wi, Gl g Wo, fO’f’ all 1= 1, e ,t,’

(P2) GinG; =0, forall0<i<j<t;

(P3) GinW,; =0, forall0<i<j<t.
A witness prestructure is called stable if the in addition the following condition is
satisfied:

(S) if t > 1, then Wy # 0.

A witness structure is a witness prestructure satisfying the following strengthen-
ing of condition (S):

(W) the subsets Wy, ..., W, are all nonempty.

Wo | Wi | Wa ... | Wy
Go | G1 | Ga | ... | Gy

FIGURE 2.1. Table presentation of a witness (pre)structure.

It is often useful to depict a witness prestructure in form of a table, see Figure 211
Note, that every witness prestructure with ¢ = 0 is a witness structure. On the
other hand, if Wy = 0, then conditions (P1) and (S) imply that ¢ = 0. In this case,
only the set Gy carries any information, and we call this witness structure empty.

Definition 2.5. We define the following data associated to an arbitrary witness
prestructure o = (Wo, Go), ..., (W, Gy)):

o the set Wy U Gy is called the support of o and is denoted by supp o;

e the ghost set of o is the set G(o) := GoU---UGy;

e the active set of o is the complement of the ghost set

A(o) :=supp (o) \ G(o) =Wy \ (G1 U ---UGhy);
the dimension of o is
dimo :=|A(o)| = 1 = |Wy| = |G1]| — - - — |G| — 1.

By definition, the dimension of a witness prestructure o is between —1 and
|[supp o| — 1. Let us analyze witness structures of special dimensions. To start with,
if dim(c) = —1, then A(c) = 0. In particular, Wy = @, hence Wy = ..., W; = 0
and G; = --- = G = (). All witness structures of dimension —1 are empty, i.e., of
the form o = ((0, Gy)).

Furthermore, it is easy to characterize all witness structures o of dimension 0.
In this case, we have |A(c)] = 1. We let 0 = (Wo, Go), ..., (Wi, G:)) and let p
denote the unique element of A(c). Then o has dimension 0 if and only if

Wi C{plUGrt1U--- UG, forallk=0,...,t.
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In particular, we must of course have W; = {p}. In such a case, we shall call p the
color of the strict witness structure o.

At the opposite extreme, a witness structure o = ((Wo, Gy), ..., (W, G:)) has
dimension |suppo| — 1 if and only if Go = --- = Gy = 0. In such a case, we shall
frequently use the short-hand notation o = (Wy, Wy,..., Ws).

For brevity of some formulas, we set W_; := Wy U Gy = supp o. Furthermore,
we set Rl Z:WiUGi, fOI‘i:O,...,t.

Definition 2.6. For a prestructure o and an arbitrary p € supp o, we let Tr(p, o)
denote the set {0 < i < t|p € R;}, which is called the trace of p. Furthermore, for
all p € supp o, we set last (p, o) := max{i|p € W;}, and M(p, o) := |Tr(p)].

When the choice of o is unmbiguous, we shall simply write Tr(p), last (p), and
M (p). Note furthermore, that if p € A(o), then Tr(p) = {0 <i < t|p € W;}, while
if p € G(o), then smaxTr(p) = {0 <i < t[p € W;} and p € Grax1r(p)-

To get a better grasp on the witness structures, as well as operations in them,
the following alternative approach using traces is often of use.

Definition 2.7. A witness prestructure is a pair of finite subsets A,G C Z4
together with a family (Tr(p))pcauc of finite subsets of Z., satisfying the following
two condition:

(T) 0 € Tr(p), for allpe AUG.
A witness prestructure is called stable if it satisfies the following additional condi-
tion:

(TS) if A= 10, then Tr(p) = {0}, for all p € G, else

last (p)pea > max(Tr(p))pea-
Sett :=last (p)pca. The witness prestructure is called witness structure if the
following stregthening of Condition (TS) is satisfied:
(TW) for all 1 < k < t either there exists p € A such that k € Tr(p), or there
exists p € G such that k € smax Tr(p).

We shall call the form of the presentation of the witness prestructure described
in Definition 2.7 its trace form.

Proposition 2.8. The Definitions and [277 provide alternative descriptions of
the same mathematical objects.

Proof. The translation between the two descriptions is as follows. First, assume
o= ((Wy,Go),...,(Wi,Gy)) is a witness prestructure according to Definition 241
Set A := A(o), G := G(0), and for each p € AU G, set Tr(p) to be the trace of p
as given by Definition

Reversely, assume A, G, and (Tr(p))peavg. We set t := max(Tr(p))peaua, and
for all 0 < k < t, we set

Gy = {p € G|k = maxTr(p)},
Wi :={pe AUG|k € Tr(p)} \ G.
We leave to the reader to verify that these translations are inverses of each other,

that they preserve stability, and that they translate witness structures into witness
structures. (]

2.4. Operations on witness prestructures.
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2.4.1. Canonical form of a stable witness prestructure.
Any stable witness prestructure can be turned into a witness structure by means
of the following operation.

Definition 2.9. Assume o = (Wy, Go), ..., (Wi, Gy)) is an arbitrary stable witness
prestructure. Set q := |{1 < i < t|W; # 0}]. Pick 0 =iy < i1 < -+ <ig =t,
such that {i1,...,i4} = {1 < i < ¢t|W; # 0}. We define the witness structure
C(o) = (W, Go), Wi,Gh),...,(Wy,Gy)), which is called the canonical form
of o, by setting
(2.5) Wk = Wik, ék = Gik,1+1U"'UGik, forallk=1,...,q,

The construction in Definition is illustrated by Figure

1 1,2,3,4]2] 1
3 5 1]2,3

1,2,3,4]0
5 1

NS

2
0

FIGURE 2.2. A stable witness prestructure and its canonical form.

Proposition 2.10. Assume o is an arbitrary stable witness prestructure.
(a) The canonical form of o is a well-defined witness structure.
(b) We have C(c) = o if and only if o is a witness structure itself.
(¢) We have supp (C(o)) = supp (0), A(c) = A(C(0)), G(o) = G(C(0)), and
dim(o) = dim(C(0)).
Proof. Assume o = ((Wy,Go),...,(W;,Gy)), g and i1,...,i, as in the Defini-
tionm and C(O') = ((Wo, Go), (Wl, Gl), ey (Wq, Gq))

To prove (a) note first that all the set involved are finite subsets of Z;. Condi-
tions (P1) and (P2) for C(o) follow immediately from the correspoding conditions
on o. To see (P3), pick some p € (N?k Then there exists a unique j, such that
ir—1 < j <irandp € G;. Then p ¢ W;U---UWy, but W;U- - -UW; = W;, U---UW;_,
hence p & Wy, U- - qu. Finally, to see (W) note that W;, # 0 forall k =1,...,q,
hence Wy, # 0.

To prove (b) note that if o is a witness structure, then W1, ..., W; # 0, hence
q=1t, ixg =k, for k =1,...,t. It follows that Wk = Wy, ék = Gy, for all
k = 1,...,t. Reversely, assume C(c) = o, then ¢ = ¢, hence i,y = k, for all
k=1,...,t, implying W1,..., W; # 0.

To prove (c) note that the first pair of sets in o and in C(o) is the same, hence
supp (C(o0)) = supp (¢). By (23) we have WyU---U Wq =WiU---UW,, and
GiU---UGy, =G U---UGY, hence A(g) = A(C(0)). The other two equalities
follow. O

2.4.2. Stabilization of witness prestructures.
Any witness prestructure can be made stable using the following operation.

Definition 2.11. Let 0 = (Wy, Go), ..., (Wi, Gt)) be a witness prestructure, and
S C A(o). Set

g:=max{0<i<t|R; £ SUG(0)}.
The stabilization of o is the witness prestructure sts(o) whose trace form is A(o)\
S’ G(U) U S: (Tr(p)|{0,..~,Q})P€suppg-
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In the special case S = () we can simply talk about the stabilization of a witness
prestructure.

The following three properties provide an equivalent recursive definition of sta-
bilization.

(1) Ift = O, then StS(O') = ((WO \ S, Go @] S))
(2) Ift > 1 and W; C S, then
StS(U) = StSUGt(((W07 G0)7 ey (Wt—l7 Gt—l)))'
(3) If t > 1 and W; € S, then the trace form of stg(o) is A(o) \ S, G(o) U S,
(Tr(p))peava-
Assume now that stg(o) = (Wo, Go), ..., (W4, Gy)). By Definition 2.1 we have

W;UG; = R;, for all 0 < < q. Hence, for some sets Jy, ..., .J; we have
(2.6) sts(o) = (Wo \ Jo, GoU Jp), ..., (We\ Jg, Gg U Jy)).

We shall refer to (Z6]) as the table form of stg(c). The sets J; are explicitely
described by the following formula:

Ji = (VVZ \ (Wi-i-l J---u Wq)) N (S U G(U))

1,2,3,4,5 3,452,311

=S

1,3,4,5]0]4,5
2 1

=|+
w
[\

4
[J

= =

3
0

FIGURE 2.3. Stabilizing a witness prestructure for S = {(}.

Proposition 2.12. Assume as before that we are given a strict witness structure
o, and S C A(c). The witness prestructure sts(o) is well-defined and stable. It
satisfies the following properties:

supp (sts (o)) = supp o;

G(sts(o)) = G(o)US;

A(sts (o)) = Alo) \ S;

e dimstg(o) = dimo — |5].

Proof. Straightforward verification. O
The following property if the stabilization will be very useful later on.

Proposition 2.13. Assume o is a witness prestructure, and S,T C A(c), such
that SNT = (. Then we have

(2.7) str(stg(o)) = stsur(o).

Proof. Let o' = str(stg(o)) and 0" = stsur(o). To show that o’ = ¢’ we compare
their trace forms. To start with, by Definition 2.11] we have supp ¢’ = supp o and
suppo” = suppo. Furthermore, A(¢”) = A(o) \ (SUT), and A(c’) = A(stg(o)) \
T = (A(o)\ S)\ T, hence A(¢’) = A(c"”) and G(o) = G(c").

It remains to show that the traces of the elements from supp o are truncated at
the same index in ¢’ and in ¢”. For o’ the traces are truncated at ¢ = max{0 <
i <t|R; ¢ SUTUG(o)}. On the other hand, to obtain stg(o) we truncate at
¢ =max{0<i<t|R; SUG(0)}. Assume stg(a) = (Wo,Go), ..., (Wy,Gy)).
We have ﬁ//l UG, = R;, for all 0 < i < ¢’. To obtain ¢’ from stg(o) we now truncate
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the traces in stg(o) at ¢” = max{0 < j < ¢'|R; € T U G(stg(0))}. Since ¢’ > g,
and G(stg(o)) = G(o) U S, we obtain ¢ = ¢”. It follows that ¢’ = o”. O
2.4.3. Ghosting operation on the witness structures.

We are now ready to define the main operation on witness structures.

Definition 2.14. We define I's(c) := C(stg(c)). We say that T's(o) is obtained
from o by ghosting S.

The ghosting operation is illustrated on Figure[Z4l When S = {p}, we shall simply
write I'p(0).

12,34]12]3]3] [12]2
0 0 [4]1 3,41

FIGURE 2.4. Ghosting a witness structure for S = {3}.

Clearly, we have T'y(0) = 0. As the next step, if S = {p}, i.e., we are ghosting
a single element, the situation is not quite straightforward, though several special
cases can be formulated simpler.

Let I := last (p). If |IW;| > 2, then the situation is much simpler indeed. In this
case J; = 0, for all ¢ # [, while J; = {p}. Accordingly, we get

FP(U) =
((W()v GO)? SRR (Wlflv Glfl)v (Wl \ {p}v G U {p})a (VVlJrla GlJrl)a (R (Wta Gt))

The situation is slightly more complex if |W;| = 1, i.e., W; = {p}. Assume that
I <t—1. Then, we still have J; = 0, for all ¢ # [, and J; = {p}. The difference
now is that

G= ((WO, Go), R (VVl,h Glfl)a (@7 G U {p})v (WlJrlv Gl+1)7 SERE) (Wta Gt))
is now only a witness prestructure, so in this case we get
Fp(a) = ((W07 GO)u ey (VVl—lu Gl—1)7 (Wl-‘rlu Gl U {p} U Gl-‘rl)u ceey (Wt7 Gt))

Once [ = t, i.e., W; = {p}, we will need the full strength of the Definition .14

The situation is similar if |S| > 2. For each element s € S we set I(s) := last (s).
As long as each Wj(g) contains elements outside of S, all that happens is that each
element s € S gets moved from Wjg) to Gjs). Once this is not true, a more
complex construction is needed.

Proposition 2.15. Assume as before that we are given a strict witness structure
o= (W, Go),...,(Wy,Gy)), and S C A(o). The construction in Definition [2.1]]
is well-defined, and yields a witness structure I's(c), satisfying the following prop-
erties:

e supp (I's(0)) = suppo;
o G(Is(0)) = G(o)US;

o A(Ts(0)) = A(0)\ S;

e dimIg(c) =dimo —|S|.

Proof. All equalities follow from the Propositions 2.10 and 2.12 (|
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Remark 2.16. For future reference we make the following observation. Let
o= (W, Go),...,(Wy,Gy)), and p,q € suppo. We always have M(q,T'p(0)) =
M(q,0), except for one single case: namely, when p = q and Wy = {p}, we have
the strict inequality M (p,T'p(0)) < M(p,0).

Lemma 2.17. Assume o is a stable prestructure, and S C A(o), then we have
C(sts(0)) = C(sts(C(0))), or expressed functorially C ostg o C = C ostg.

Proof. Assume o = (Wy,Go), (W1, G1),..., (Wi, Gy)), and set S := S U G(o).
For appropriately chosen ¢ and 0 =4y < ¢; < --- < ¢y we have

C(o) = (Wi, éio)v Wiy, éh)v SRR (Wiquiq))v

where (N?lk = Lj Gqy, for k=0,...,q.
a=i_1+1
- q -
Set r := max{l < k < ¢q|W,, € S}, and J, = (W;, \ U W, )NnS, for
a=k+1
~ t ~
0<k<r. Then i =max{l <j<t¢|W;Z Stand J,=W,;,\ U Wa)NS§S,
a=1i+1

for 0 < k <r, since W; = 0 whenever j & {ig,%1,...,%q}. It follows that
StS(C(U)) = ((Wlo \ JO) éio U JO)) (Wll \ ']15 éil U ']1)7 ceey (er \ ']Tv éi'r‘ U JT))

On the other hand, we have sts(o) = (Wg, Gp), (W{,GY), ..., (W] , G} )), where

WZ;C\Jk7 ifj:Zk; GI.: G'Lk UJk, if]:Zk7

0, otherwise; J G, otherwise.

(2.8) Wi = {

Set d := |{1 < k < r|W;, \ Jp # 0}, then (Z8) implies that we also have
d=|{1 <k <i,|W] # 0}|. This means that C(stg(c)) and C(sts(C(c))) have
the same length.

For the appropriate choice of 0 = a(0) < a(1) < --- < a(d) = r we have

{a(1),...;a(d)}={1<k<r|W; \Jx £0}.
Assume C(sts(C(0))) = ((Vo, Ho), - - -, (Va, Ha)), then we have Vi = Wi, s\ Ja()s

a(k) N a(k) B a(k)
(2.9) H.= |J G,uio= U G.u U Ja
a=a(k—1)+1 a=a(k—1)+1 a=a(k—1)+1

for 0 <k <d.
Assume now that C(stg(0)) = (Vy, Hy),- - ., (Vy, Hj)). Note that

{iar), s la@yy = {1 < k < | W] # 0},
hence, for 0 <k <d, we get V, =W/ = Wi \ Ja(k), and

Ya(k)
La(k) la(k) a(k)
/ ’
w- U e- U v U
a:ia(k,1)+1 a:ia(k,1)+1 a:a(k71)+1

where the last equality is a consequence of (2.8)). Combining the identity

a(k) a(k) ta(k)

J é- U U @- U o

a=a(k—1)+1 a=a(k—1)+1 B=ia—1+1 B=tqk—1)+1



10 DMITRY N. KOZLOV

with (2Z9), we see that Hy = H}, for all 0 <k <d. O

Proposition 2.18. Assume o is a witness structure, and S,T C A(c), such that
SNT =10. Then we have T'r(Ts(0)) = Tsur(o), expressed functorially we have
I'rol's =Tsur.

Proof. We have
I'rol’'s =CostroCostg =Costrostg =Costsur =sur,

where the first and the fourth equalities follow from Definition 2.14] the second
equality follows from Lemma 217, and the third equality follows from Proposi-
tion 213 O

3. IMMEDIATE SNAPSHOT COMPLEXES
3.1. Combinatorial definition.
We now define our main objects of study.

Definition 3.1. Assume 7 is a round counter. We define a simplicial complex
P(7) as follows:
o the simplices of P(7) are indexed by witness structures o satisfying the
following properties:
(1) suppo = suppr;
(2) for all p € A(0), we have |[M(p,o0)| = r(p) + 1;
(3) for all p € G(o), we have |M(p,0)| < r(p) + 1.
e the dimension of the simplexr indered by o is dimo, its vertices are
T A(o)\{a}(7), where a ranges through the set A(o).
The complex P(F) is called the immediate snapshot complex associated to the
round counter T.

Assume 7 is a round counter, such that 7#(i) = L for all i > n + 1. In line with
our short-hand notation for the round counters, and in addition skipping a pair
of brackets, we shall use an alternative notation P(7(0),...,7(n)) instead of P(7).
For every o € P(F) we shall write V(o) to denote the set of vertices of 0. We shall
also for brevity often identify witness structures with the simplices which they are
indexing, e.g., saying that o 2 7 to indicate that the simplex indexed by ¢ contains
the simplex indexed by 7.

The next proposition checks that the Definition Bl yields a well-defined simpli-
cial complex, and shows that the ghosting operation provides the right combinato-
rial language to describe boundaries in P(7).

Proposition 3.2. Assume T is the round counter.

(1) The associated immediate snapshot complex P(T) is a well-defined simplicial
complex.

(2) Assume o and T are simplices of P(F). Then 7 C o if and only if there
exists S C A(o), such that T =T'g(0).

Proof. We start by showing (1). We have already observed that the only witness
structure of dimension —1 is the empty one. Since suppo = supp7, the complex
P(7) has exactly one simplex of dimension —1, namely ((f), supp7)).

Assume now that the witness structure o indexes a simplex of P(7). Set d :=
dim o, implying that A(c) = {po,...,pa} for po < -+ < pa, pi € Z+. For 0 < i < d,
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we set v; 1= I 4()\ p} (7). We see that the d-dimensional simplex ¢ has d+1 vertices,
which are all distinct, since A(v;) = p;, for 0 < i < d. Furthermore, it follows from
the Reconstruction Lemma [B.3] that any two simplices with the same set of vertices
are equal, implying that the simplicial complex P(7) is well-defined.

Let us now show (2). To start with, assume 7 = I'g(o), for some S C A(o). By
Proposition we have A(1) = A(o) \ S. It follows from Proposition that
for every p € A(T) we have

Caenie (1) = Lagnipy Ts(9)) = Larus\(py (0) = Lago)(p3 (0),

hence the set of vertices of 7 is a subset of the set of vertices of o.

Reversely, assume V(1) C V(o). The same computation as above shows, that
V(Csupp o\supp +(0)) = supp, i.e., 7 and gyppo\supp () have the same set of
vertices. It follows from the Reconstruction Lemma B.3] that 7 = Tgypp o\supp (7)),
and so (2) is proved.

3.2. The Reconstruction Lemma.

From the point of view of distributed computing, the vertices of P(7) should be
thought of as local views of specific processors. In this intuitive picture, the next
Reconstruction Lemma says that any set of local views corresponds to at most
one global view.

Lemma 3.3. (Reconstruction Lemma).
Assume o and T are witness structures, such that the corresponding d-simplices of
P(7) have the same set of vertices, then we must have o = T.

Proof. Assume the statement of lemma is not satisfied, and pick a pair of d-
dimensional simplices o # 7, such that V(o) = V(7), and d is minimal possible.
Obviously, we must have d > 1.

To start with, the set of vertices defines the support set, so suppo = supp7 = X.
Let p,q € X, then it is easy to check that M(q,0) = M(¢,T',(0)), and M(p,0) <
M(p,Tp(c)). This means that the X-tuples (M(p,o))pes and (M(p,T))pes are
equal.

Let o = (Wo, Go), ..., (Wi, Gy)). Assume there exists 0 < k < ¢, such that
Wi, N3] > 2. Pick p,q € W NE, p# ¢, then

T (0’) _ WO ce Wk—l Wk \ {p} Wk+l ce Wt
p Go|... | Gp_1 | Gx U {p} Gk+1 oGy
since I'),(0) = T'p(7), but o # 7, we get
(3 1) S Wo e Wk,1 P Wk \ {p} WkJrl PN Wt
' Go - G (4T B, [Geal.. |G

for some A,, B, such that A, U B, = G). Repeating the same argument with ¢
instead of p we get

(3.2) T= Wo | ... [Wea| g |[Wi{a} [Wips | ... | Wi
' Go|... | Gk-1 | Ay B, Gig1 | ... |G [

for some A,, B, such that A, U B, = Gj. The equations (3.1]) and 32]) contradict
each other. It is thus safe to assume that |[Wj, NX| < 1, and that the same is true
for 7. An alternative way to phrase the same condition is to say that last (p, o) #
last (¢, 0), and last (p, 7) # last (¢, 7), for all p,q € X.
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Set F:={pe X|M(p,0) = M(p,I'y(0))}. Note that F = {p € X|M(p,7) =
M(p,Tp(7))}. Using Remark[2.16] the previous observation M (p, o) < M (p,T'p(0))
can be strengthened as follows: we know that F' = X\ {l}, for some [ € X. Speciﬁ-
cally, W, = {l}, and the last pair of sets in 7 is also ({I}, H), for some H C G(1).

Pick p € F such that last (p) = max,er last (¢). Assume

Wol... | Wg_q Wy Wigr | - | Wi
Go|... | Ge—1 | Gx U {p} Gk-i—l | G |

We observe, that p was chosen so that (W, U---UW) N F = . We can easily
describe the set A of all d-simplices =, for which p € supp~y and I'y(y) = T'p(0). Set

Lplo) =

- Wol... | Wig_q | WU {p} Wigr | .. | Wy
TG [ T Ger | G | Grar | 1 Gu !
and
Vap = WQ e Wk 1 p Wk Wk+l ce Wt
e GO ce Gr_1 A B Gk+1 . Gy ’

where AUB = Gj. Then A = {y4,5|AUB = Gy} U {vp} Clearly, o,7 € A. We
shall show that T';(o) # T'y(7).
Assume AU B = G, and pick o € Wy. Then

N

-1

M(OZ,FZ(’}/Z))) = X(a R + 1 7£ ZX Q, R (OL,Fl(’}/A7B)),
1=0

-,
Il
=)

hence I';(7?) # T'1(va,B).
Assume now we have further sets A’ and B’, such that A’ UB' = Gy, A # A'.
Without loss of generality, we can assume that A € A’. Pick now o« € A\ A’. Then

M(e,Ti(va,5)) Zx a,Ri)+1+# Zx a,Ri) = M(a,Ti(var,5)),

hence I'j(ya,B8) # Ti(var,B).
We have thus proved that I';(o) # I'j(7), contradicting the choice of o and 7. O

4. SOME OBSERVATIONS ON IMMEDIATE SNAPSHOT COMPLEXES

4.1. Elementary properties and examples.
We start by listing a few simple but useful properties of the immediate snapshot
complexes P(7).

First, for an arbitrary point counter 7, we have

(4.1) P(7) =~ P(c(7)),
where ~ denotes an isomorphism of simplicial complexes. Specifically, this isomor-

phism is given by the map

@ : (Wo,Go), -, (Wi, Gr)) = ((e(Wo), 9(Go))s - - -, (e (Wh), 0(G1))),

where ¢ is the unique order-preserving bijection ¢ : supp7 — [|supp7| — 1]. In
particular, if round counters 7 and ¢ have the same canonical form, then the cor-
responding immediate snapshot complexes are isomorphic. In other words, the L
entries do not matter for the simplicial structure.
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In a similar vein, for any round counter 7, and any permutation = € Sz, , the
simplicial complex P(m(7)) is isomorphic to the simplicial complex P (7). The iso-
morphism is given by the map

¢ (W0, Go), -, W, Gi)) = ((r(Wo), m(Go))s - - » (m(Wh), w(Gr))).

Let us now look at special round counters. If 7 = (r), then the simplicial complex

P(r) is just a point indexed by the witness structure ((0,0),. .., (0,0)). Recall, that
_v_/
r+1

the empty simplex of P(r) is indexed by the witness structure (((,0)).

If 7 =(0,...,0), then P(7) is isomorphic to the n-simplex A™. The simplices of

n+1

P(r) are indexed by all ((A, B)) such that ANB = () and AUB = [n]. The simplicial
isomorphism between P(7) and A™ is given by ((4, B)) — A. More generally, if 7
is a round counter such that r(i) € {L,0}, for all i € Z,, the simplicial complex
P(7) is isomorphic with ASUPPT,

Assume now 7 = (r(0),...,7(n)) and #(n) = 0. Consider related round counter
q = (r(0),...,r(n —1)). Consider a cone over P(g), which we denote P(q) % {a},
where a is the apex of the cone. Then we have

(4.2) P(r) ~ P(q) *{a},

with the isomorphism given by

((WQ \ {TL}, GQ), ey (Wt, Gt)) * {a}, ifne WQ;

(o Gon (G0 = {«WO,GO\{n}x-..,(wt,at)), it € Go

This observation can be iterated, so that all 0 entries in 7 are replaced with the
iterated cone construction.

The properties above can be summarized on the intuitive level as telling us that
if we are interested in understanding the simplicial structure of the complex P(7),
we may ignore the entries | and 0, and permute the remaining entries as we see
fit.

4.2. The purity of the immediate snapshot complexes.
Assume o = ((Wy, Go), - .., (Wy, Gy)) is a witness structure which indexes a simplex
of P(7). Clearly, we have |A(c0)| < |supp 7|, hence dimo < |supp 7| — 1. It turns
out that every simplex can be extended to the one having dimension |supp 7| — 1,
implying that immediate snapshot complexes are always pure.

Proposition 4.1. The simplicial complex P(7) is pure of dimension |supp 7| — 1.
Proof. Assume o = (Wy,Go),..., (Wi, Gy)) is a witness structure which indexes

a simplex of P(7). For each p € G(o) we set m(p) := r(p) + 1 — |[M(p,0)|. By
construction, we have m(p) > 0. Set furthermore ¢ := max,c () m(p),

Vi={p € G(o)|m(p) =i}, fori=1,....q,
and

= (WoUGQ,Wl UGl,...,WtUGt,‘/i,...,‘/:Z).
We see that & is a witness structure: the condition (P1) says that V; C Wy U G,
the conditions (P2) and (P3) are immediate, and condition (W) says that V; # 0.
Furthermore, we have suppd = suppo, G(6) = 0, and A(5) = suppo = A(o) U
G(o). For all ¢ € A(o) we have |M(p,d)| = |M(p,o)| = r(p) + 1, while for
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all ¢ € G(o) we have |M(p,5)| = |M(p,o)] + m(p) = r(p) + 1. We conclude
that & indexes simplex of P(7). Clearly, dimé = |suppo| — 1. Finally, we have
I'(6,G(0)) = 0,80 & C o and hence P(7) is pure of dimension |supp 7| — 1. O

4.3. Immediate snapshot complexes of dimension 1.

It follows from the above, that dim P(7) = 0 if and only if |supp 7| = 1, meaning that
P(7) is a point. Assume now dim P(7) = 1. In this case, we have |supp7| = 2. By
(&), up to the simplicial isomorphism, we can assume that ¥ = (m,n), m,n > 0.

Proposition 4.2. For any integers m,n > 0, the simplicial complex P(m,n) is
a subdivided interval.

Proof. The simplicial complex P(m,n) is a pure 1-dimensional complex. Hence, it
is enough to directly verify that all vertices have valency 2, except for the vertices
((0,1),(0,0),...,(0,0)) and ((1,0),(1,0),...,(1,0)), which have valency 1. O

Let f(m,n) denote the number of 1-simplices in P(m,n). This number com-
pletely describes the complex P(m,n).
Proposition 4.3. The numbers f(m,n) satisfy the recursive relation

(4.3) fm,n)=fmn—-1)4+f(m—-1,n)+ f(m—1,n—1), VYVm,n>1,

with the boundary conditions f(m,0) = f(0,m) = 1. The corresponding generating
function

F(z,y) = Z flm,n)z™y"
m,n=0
is given by the following explicit formula:
1

Proof. Multiply (£3) with 2"y™ and sum over all m, n. O

4.4. Number of simplices of maximal dimension in an immediate snap-
shot complex.

For arbitrary nonnegative integers my, ..., m, we let f(mo,...,m,) denote the
number of top-dimensional simplices in P(my, ..., m,). Note that f(mg,...,m,) =
f(mﬂ.(o), . ,mﬂ.(n)) for any m e S[n].
Proposition 4.4. We have f(mo,...,mp_1,0) = f(mo,...,mp_1). Furthermore,
if mg,...,my > 1, we have
(4.5) f(mo,...,my) = Z fmg,...,m3),

0#SC([n]
where

mS: myg — 1, ikaS;
T i, ifk¢s.

Proof. Immediate consequence of the canonical decomposition of P(my,...,my,).



PROTOCOL COMPLEXES FOR IMMEDIATE SNAPSHOT R/W MODEL 15

4.5. Standard chromatic subdivision as immediate snapshot complex.
The standard chromatic subdivision of an n-simplex, denoted x(A™), is a prominent
and much studied structure in distributed computing. We refer to [HKR] [HS] for
distributed computing background, and to [Kol2l [Kol3] for the analysis of its
simplicial structure.

In particular the following combinatorial description of x(A™) has been given
in [Kol3]. The top dimensional simplices of x(A™) are indexed by ordered tu-
ples of disjoint sets (Bi,...,Bt) such that By U--- U B; = [n]. The lower di-
mensional simplices of y(A™) are indexed by pairs of tuples of non-empty sets
((B1,...,B:)(Cy,...,C%)), such that B;’s are disjoint subsets of [n], and C; C B;
for all 7. For brevity, set P, := P(1,...,1).

——

n+1

Proposition 4.5. The immediate snapshot complex P,, and the standard chromatic
subdivision of an n-simplex are isomorphic as simplicial complexes. Explicitely, the
isomorphism can be given by

Wo Ch Cs Cy
]\ Wo | B1\C} | B2\ Cs | ... | B.\C; [

(4.6) ((By,...,By)(Cy,...,C4))

where Wo = By U---U By.

Proof. O
Note that (G) yields a direct description of the simplicial structure of
P,, namely the simplices of P, are indexed by all witness structures ¢ =
(Wo, Go), - - ., (Wi, Gy)) satisfying the following conditions:
(1) WoU Gy = [n],
(2) Wo=WiU---UW, UGy U---UGy;
(3) the sets Wh,..., Wy, Gy, ..., G, are disjoint.

5. A CANONICAL DECOMPOSITION OF THE IMMEDIATE SNAPSHOT COMPLEXES
5.1. Definition and examples.

Definition 5.1. Assume 7 is a round counter.

o For every subset S C act7, let Zg denote the set of all simplices 0 =
(Wo,Go), ..., (Wi, Gy)), such that S C Gy.

o For every pair of subsets A C S C actr, let Y5 4 denote the set of all
simplices o = (Wo, Go), ..., (Wi, Gy)), such that Ry = S and A C G;.
Furthermore, set Xg 4 :=Ys54UZg

We shall also use the following short-hand notation: Xg := Xg¢. On the other
extreme, clearly Zg = Xg g for all S. When A Z S, we shall use the convention
Ys .4 = 0. Note, that in general the sets Ys 4 need not be closed under taking
boundary.

Proposition 5.2. The sets Xg a are closed under taking boundary, hence form
simplicial subcomplexes of P(F).

Proof. Let o = ((Wy, Go), ..., (We, Gt)) be a simplex in Xg 4, and assume 7 C o.
By Proposition there exists T C A(o), such that 7 = I'r(0). By Proposi-
tion it is enough to consider the case |T| = 1, so assume T = {p}, and let
T = ((WO, GO)) ) (Wfa Gf))
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By definition of Xg 4 we have either o0 € Zg or ¢ € Yg 4. Consider first the case
o€ Zg,s0S8 C (Gy. Since C~¥1 D (1, we have T € Zg.

Now, assume o € Yg 4. This means W7 UG; =S and A C GG;. Again él DGy
implies A C él. O

In particular, Xg and Zg are simplicial subcomplexes of P(7), for all S. When we
are dealing with several round counters, in order to avoid confusion, we shall add
7 to the notations, and write Xg 4(7), Xs(7), Ys,4(7), Zs(7). We shall also let
ag, () denote the inclusion map

as.A(T) : Xg a(F) = P(F).

5.2. The strata of the canonical decomposition as immediate snapshot
complexes.

Proposition 5.3. Assume A C S C actT, then there exists a simplicial isomor-
phism

v5,4(T) + Xs,4(F) ~ P(Ts,a).
Proof. We start by considering the case A = ). Pick an arbitrary simplex o =

((Wo, Go), ..., (W, Gt)) belonging to Xg. By the construction of Xg, we either
have Wi UGy =S, 0or S C Gyi. If Wy UG, = S, then set

(0’) L W()\Gl Ws | ... W,
T T G UG [ Ga | | Ge |
else S C (1, in which case we set
(0) 1= Wo\S | Wy Wo | ... | Wy
T G US [Gi\S | Ga | ... | Gy |

Reversely, assume 7 = ((Vo, Hp), ..., (V, Hy)) is a simplex of P(s). Note, that
in any case, we have S C Vo U Hy. If Vo NS # (0, we set

VoUHoNS) [ VonS [ Vi ... | Vi
Ps(T) =g (Ho n 8) [ Bo S | Hr ... [ Hr |
else S C Hy, and we set
VWUS| Vi [V ]... | WV
Ps(T) = NS TH, US [ Ha | ... [, |

It is immediate that vs and pg preserve supports, A(—), G(—), and hence also
the dimension. Furthermore, we can see what happens with the cardinalities of the
traces. For all elements p which do not belong to .S, the cardinalities of their traces
are preserved. For all elements in S, the map s decreases the cardinality of the
trace, whereas, the map pg increases it. It follows that v and pg are well-defined
as dimension-preserving maps between sets of simplices.

To see that g preserves boundaries, pick a top-dimensional simplex o = (W, .S,
Wi,...,W) in Xg and ghost the set T. Assume first S ¢ T. In this case not
all elements in S are ghosted. Assume now that S C T. This implies that vg is
well-defined as a simplicial map. Finally, a direct verification shows that the maps
vs and pg are inverses of each other, hence they are simplicial isomorphisms.

Let us now consider the case when A is arbitrary. The simplicial complex Xg 4
is a subcomplex of Xg consisting of all simplices o satisfying the additional con-
dition A C G;. The image vs(Xg,4) consists of all 7 = ((Vo, Ho), ..., (Vi, Ht))
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in P(Fg a) satisfying A C Hy. The map = : v5(Xs.4) — P(7s,4), taking 7 to
((Vo,Ho \ A), V1, H1),...,(Vi, Hy)), is obviously a simplicial isomorphism, hence
the composition y5.4 = ZEo0vs : Xg,4 — P(Fs,4)) is a simplicial isomorphism as
well. [l

Note that, in particular,

(o) [T \AT W W [ T,
A TGy [GINA [ Ga | ... | G |

Proposition 5.4. Assume T is an arbitrary round counter, and S, A C actT, such
that SN A =0, then the following diagram commutes

Xaa(F) «—— Xsua.4(F)
60 ] )
P\ 4) &S0 xom\ 4) 20 P(rs ),

where i denotes the strata inclusion map.

Proof. To start with, note that 754 = (7 | S)\ A = (F | (SUA)) \ A4, so
the diagram (5.0J) is well-defined. To see that it is commutative, pick an arbitrary
o= (Wy,Go),...,(W,Gt)). We know that either A C G; and W7, UG; = SU A4,
or AUS C GG1. On one hand, we have

( (7) 0)(0) = Wo\A| Wy Wo | ... | W
vA.A o Go Gy \A Gy | ... Gy |
On the other hand, we have
Wo\ G Wo | ... | W,
0\ G 2 L ifACG,WIUG =SU4;

Go UGy \ Al Gy | ... | Gy

Ysua,a(r)(o) =
A .
WoA(SUA)| W | W Wil sauscan.
GoUS Gi\(SUA) | G2 | ... | Gy
Applying vs(7 \ A)~! we can verify that y4 4(F) 0i = ag(F\ A) oys(F\ A)~to
Ysua,a(T). O
Corollary 5.5. For any A C act 7, we have
(5.2) Xaa® = |J Xeaa®= |J Xsal.
0#SCact 7\ A ACSCact 7

Proof. Since P(7\A) = Up_sscactm a Xs(7\A), the equation (5.2 is an immediate
consequence of the commutativity of the diagram (&.1). (I

5.3. The incidence structure of the canonical decomposition.
Clearly, P(7) = UsXgs. We describe here the complete combinatorics of intersecting
these pieces.

Proposition 5.6. For all pairs of subsets A C S C supp7 and B C T C supp#
we have: Xs o C X7 p if and only if at least one of the following two conditions is
satisfied:

e S=T and BC A,

e TCA.
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We remark that it can actually happen that both conditions in Proposition 5.6l are
satisfied. This happens exactly when S =T = A.

Proof of Proposition First we show that 7 C A implies Xs 4 C X7 5.
Take 0 € Xg 4. If 0 € Zg, then we have the following chain of implications:
SCG =ACG =T CG =0 € Zp. If, on the other hand, o € Ys 4, we also
have A C Gy, implying T' C G4, hence o € Zr.

Next we show that if S =T and B C A, then X5 4 C Xg . Clearly, we just
need to show that Ys 4 C Xg p. Take 0 € Y5 4, then we have the following chain

of implications:
R, =S R =T
= =o0€Yrp.
{AgGl {BgG1 7=nE

This proves the if part of the proposition.
To prove the only if part, assume Xg 4 C X7 p. If S # A, set

S supp7 | S\ A | p1 | ... | pt
' 0 A [0]...]07
else S =T, and we set
. [SUPDT | DL P2 | .- | P
' 0 S|1o]...]0F
where in both cases p1,...,p; is a sequence of elements from supp 7 \ A, with each

element p occurring 7(p) times. Clearly, in the first case, 7 € Yg 4, and in the
second case T € Zg, hence 7 € X7 p = Zp U Yy g. This means that either T C A,
or S=T and B C A. O

Lemma 5.7. Assume A C S Csupp7 and B CT C suppr. We have
(1) ZS n ZT = ZSUT,
(2) Ys.aNZr = Ys aur,
Y; o
(3) YS,A ﬂYT_’B = { S,AUB; ’Lf ,

0, otherwise.

Proof. To show (1), pick 0 € Zg N Zp. We have S C G; and T C Gy, hence
SUT C Gy, and so 0 € Zgyr.

To show (2), pick 0 € Ys 4N Zp. We have Ry =S, AC Gy, and T C Gy. It
follows that Ry =S and AUT C Gy, s0 0 € Y5 aur.

Finally, to show (3), pick 0 € Yg 4NYr 5. On one hand, o € Yg 4 means Ry = S
and A C Gy, on the other hand, o € Y7 p means Ry =T and B C GG;. We conclude
that Ys aNYr g =0 if S # T. Otherwise, we have Ry =S =T and AU B C Gy,
SO0 O € YS,AUB- [l

Proposition 5.8. For all pairs of subsets A C S C supp7 and B CT C suppT we
have the following formulae for the intersection:

(53) XS,AUBv ZfS - T;

(5.4) XsaNXrp= 1 XrsUB, if S cT;

(5.5) Zsur = Xsur,sur,  fSET andT € S.
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Proof. In general, we have

(56) XsﬁA n XT13 = (ZS n ZT) U (ZS N YT,B) U (YsﬁA n ZT) U (YsﬁA n YTJg)

) ZsurUYrsupUYsruaUYsaup, ifS=T;
Zsur UYrsuBUYs 04, otherwise.

Assume first that S = T'. In this case Y7 sup = Y5704 = Zg, hence the equation
(E0) translates to XsaNXrp=ZsUYs aup = X5 4UB-

Let us now consider the case S C T. We have Yg rua = 0, hence (5.6) translates
to XsaNXprp=2rUYrsup = X1 5UB-

Finally, assume S € T and T ¢ S. Then Yy sup = Ys,rua = 0, hence (5.0) says
XsaNXpp=Zsur. 0

For convenience we record the following special cases of Proposition

Corollary 5.9. For S # T we have

X fScT
XSﬁXT: T,S> Zf C'a
Zsur, otherwise,
(5.7) XsNZr = Zsur.

Proof. The first formula is a simple substitution of A = B = (} in (5.4]) and (&.3).
To see (B.7)), substitute A =0, B =T in (54) to obtain

X , itsScT Zr, ifScT
XsoNXpr = ST, ! .= ’ ' . =Zsur- O
Zsur, otherwise Zsur, otherwise

Remark 5.10. Corollary [5.9 implies that every stratum Xg a can be represented
as an intersection of two strata of the type Xg, with only exception provided by the
strata Xg g, when |S| = 1.

Corollary 5.11. Assume Si,...,S: C [n], such that Sy ¢ S;, for all i =2,... t.

The following two cases describe the intersection Xg, N---N Xg,:

(1) if S1D8;, foralli=2,...,t, then Xg, N---NXg, = Xg,,5,0---US, ;
(2) if there exists 2 < i < t, such that Sy 2 S;, then Xg, N--- N Xg, =
Z81U830--US; = X 8,US3U-+-USy,S1US2U-+-US, -

Proof. Assume first that S; D S;, for all i = 2,...,t. By iterating (5.4]) we get
X, NN Xg, ZXSI)@QXS%(DQ---QX&)@ = Xvslys2 mXSg,(D"'ﬁXSt,(D
= Xg,,5008; N X0 NXg, 9= = Xg, 5,0...U8,-

This proves (1).
To show (2), we can assume without loss of generality, that So ¢ S;. By (&0)
we have Xg, N Xg, = Zs,us,. By iterating (B.7) we get

Zsus, N Xs, N---NXg, = Zg,us,u8;, N Xg, N---NXs, = Xg,08,0---US,

which finishes the proof. O
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5.4. The boundary of the immediate snapshot complexes and its canon-
ical decomposition.

Definition 5.12. Let 7 be an arbitrary round counter, and assume V C suppr.
We define By (F) to be the simplicial subcomplex of P(F) consisting of all simplices
o=(Wy,Go),...,(Wi,Gy)), satisfying V C Go.

The fact that By (7) is a well-defined subcomplex of P(7) is immediate from the
definition of the ghosting operation. We shall let Sy (7) denote the inclusion map

By (7) : By () = P(7).

Proposition 5.13. For an arbitrary round counter 7, and any V C suppr, the
map Oy (7) given by

(Sv(f) : (Wo, Go), - . -, (Wt, Gy)) — (Wo,Go \ V), ooy (W, Gt))
is a simplicial isomorphism between simplicial complexes By (7) and P(7\ V).

Proof. The map 6, (7) is simplicial, and it has a simplicial inverse which adds V'
to Go. O

Given an arbitrary round counter 7, A C S C act7, and V C supp7, such that
SNV =0, we set

XS,A,V(F) = Xs)A(f) N By (7).
We can use the notational convention By(7) = P(7), which is consistent with Defi-

nition B2l In this case we get Xg 4.¢(7) = Xg,4(7), fitting well with the previous
notations.

Proposition 5.14. Assume 7 is an arbitrary round counter, V. C supp7, A C S C
act7, and VNS = (0. Then there exist simplicial isomorphisms ¢ and 1 making
the following diagram commute:

P(F) 2 Xg 4(F) ~domns P(Fg 4)

T

(5.8) By (F) +—— Xg 4 v(F) ~Eos By (s a)

b b b

P\ V) 2= Xg 4(F\ V) ~ns P(Fguv.aov),

where © and j denote inclusion maps.

Proof. Note that Xg 4, (7) consists of all simplices o = (Wy, Go), . .., (W, Gr)),
such that V C Go, A C G, and either W7 UGy, = S, or S C G1. The fact that V'
and S are disjoint ensures that these conditions do not contradict each other. We
let ¢ be the restriction of yg 4(7) : Xg 4(F) = P(Fs,a) to Xs a,v (7). Furthermore,
we let 1 be the restriction of dy (7) : By (F) — P(F\ V) to Xg a,v (7). O

The diagram (5.8) means that we can naturally think about Xg 4 v(7) both as
Xs.a(F\ V) as well as By (s 4), or abusing notations we write By N Xg 4 =
Xs,4(Bv) = By (Xs,a).
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Proposition 5.15. Assume B C A C S C actr, then the following diagram
commutes

XS,B(’f) <;) X&A(’F)
(5.9) vs.5(F) 75,47
O Ba\s(Ts,B) _ da\B(Ts,B _
P(rs,B) «——— Ba\p(Ts,B) P(7s,4)

where i denotes the inclusion map.

Proof. Take o = (Wy, Go), ..., (W, Gy)) € Xg a(F). On one hand we have

Wo \ G Wo ... |W,
O\ ! 2 t,ifW1UG1:S,AQG1;
GoUGl\B GQ Gt
(v5,8(T) 0 i)(0) =
)5 | W | W Wel itscan.
GQUS\B Gl\S Go | ... | Gy
On the other hand, we have
Wo\ G Wao ... | W,
0\ ! 2 t,ifW1UG1:S,AQG1;
GQUGl\A Gy | ... | Gy
(v5,4(7))(0) =
Wo\S [ W [Wal  [Wil o
GoUS\A|Gi\S | Ga ... |G

Since applying 64\ 5(7's,5) " will add A\ B to Gy UG1 \ 4, resp. GoUS \ A, above
and A C S, A C G, we conclude that

(v5.5(7) 09)(0) = (Ba\B(7s,5) © 64\5(Ts.5) ™" ©75,4(7))(0)-
Which is the same as to say that the diagram (B.9) commmutes. (]

5.5. The combinatorial structure of the complexes P(x4 5)-

Let us analyze the simplicial structure of P(x4,5). Set k:=|A| — 1 and m := |B|.
By ([@2) the simplicial complex P(xa,p) is isomorphic to the m-fold suspension
of P(xa). On the other hand, we saw in subsection that P(x4a) is isomor-
phic to the standard chromatic subdivision of A*. The simplices of the m-fold
suspension of y(A¥) (which is of course homeomorphic to A™+F) are indexed
by tuples (S, (Bi,...,B:)(C,...,Ct)), where S is any subset of B, and the sets
By, ..., B, Ch,...,C; satisfy the same conditions as in the combinatorial descrip-
tion of the simplicial structure of y(A¥). In line with (Z6), the simplicial iso-
morphism between P(x 4 p) and the m-fold suspension of x(A¥) can be explicitely
given by

WO Cl ce Ct
(AUB)\Wo | B\Cy [ ... | Bi\Cy |

where Wy = SUB; U---U B;. In particular, up to the simplicial isomorphism, the
complex P(x4,p) depends only on m and k.
In analogy with subsection[.5lthe simplices of P(x 4,5) are indexed by all witness
structures o = (Wy, Go), . .., (Wi, Gy)) satisfying the following conditions:
(1) Wo UGy = AU B;
(2) WoNA=WiU---UW, UGy U---UGy;

(S,(B1,...,B)(Cy,...,Cp)) —
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(3) the sets Wh,..., Wy, Gy, ..., G, are disjoint.
It was shown in [Ko12| that there is a homeomorphism

7a : P(xa) jAA,

such that for any C' C A the following diagram commutes

Bave(xa) Savo(xa)
P(xa) aexal, Bac(xa) SV P(xe)
(5.10) TAF 70
Ade—— 1 > AC )

where i : A® < A4 is the standard inclusion map. In general, given a pair if sets
(A, B), we take the | B|-fold suspension of the map 74 to produce a homeomorphism

Ta.B : P(xas) — AP

Definition 5.16. When AUB = C U D, we set
7(XA.B,XC.D) = TGp © TAB,

clearly, we get a homeomorphism 7(xa,5,xc,p) : P(xa,8) — P(xc,p)-

We know that this map is a simplicial isomorphism when restricted to Bs(xa,8),
for all S C (ANC)U (BN D),ie., we have the following commutative diagram

7(XA,B,XC,D)
NN AN ARy

Bs(xa,B)

Bs(xc,p)
(5'11) \I:BS(XA,B) Jﬁs(Xc,D)
(xa,B,XC,D)

P(xa,B) % P(xc,p)

When C' C A, we have B C D, so the condition for S becomes S C B U C.
Furthermore, if in addition T'= F U F', we have

T(XAI;Bl ) XAz,Bz) o T(XA27BQ ) XA37BS) = T(XAhBl ) XAS;BS)'
When A C CUD, he identity (2.1) implies that we have a simplicial isomorphism

Bv(xe.n) : Bv(xon) — Plxe\a.p\a)-

Furthermore, when S C C, the identity (24) implies that we have a simplicial
isomorphism
Xs(xe.n) :vs(xo,p) —* P(xevs.pus)-

Proposition 5.17. Assume AUB =CUD and V C AU B, then the following
diagram commutes
(5.12)
Bv(xa.B) dv(xa,B)
P(xa,B) «——— Bv(xa,p) ~ P(xas\V)
T(XA,B, XC,D)J:V ng(XA,B \Vixc,p \'V)
Bv(xc.p) dv(xc,p)
P(xc,p) ¢~ By (xc.p) % P(xe,p \ V)
Proof. Consider the diagram on Figure[5.Il Both the upper and the lower part of
this diagram are versions of (5.I0), hence, they commute. Together, they form the

diagram (5.12). O
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Bv(xa,B) dv(xa,B)
%)

P(xa,B) By (xa,B) P(xaB\V)

TA,B | —
l /‘/,B\V

AAUB 5 AAUB\V

T TC\V,D\V
To,D | =
Bv(xc.p) v (xe,p)
P(xc.p) 2920 By (xo.p) ~neis P(xep \ V)

FIGURE 5.1.

6. TOPOLOGY OF THE IMMEDIATE SNAPSHOT COMPLEXES

6.1. Immediate snapshot complexes are collapsible pseudomanifolds.
Before proceeding to the main result, that the immediate snapshot complexes are
simplicially homeomorhic simplices, we give short proofs of the facts that these
complexes are pseudomanifolds, that they are contractible topological spaces, and
stronger, that they are collapsible simplicial complexes.

We start by showing that P(7) is a pseudomanifold.

Definition 6.1. Let K be a pure simplicial complexr of dimension n. Two n-
simplices of K are said to be strongly connected if there is a sequence of
n-simplices so that each pair of consecutive simplices has a common (n — 1)-
dimensional face. The complex K is said to be strongly connected if any two
n-simplices of K are strongly connected.

Clearly, being strongly connected is an equivalence relation on the set of all
n-simplices.

Proposition 6.2. For an arbitrary round counter ¥, the simplicial complex P(T)
is strongly connected.

Proof. Set n := |supp7| — 1. Proposition ] says that P(F) is a pure simplicial
complex of dimension n. We now use induction on |F|. If |F| = 0, or more generally,
if Jact 7| < 1, then P(7) is just a single simplex, so it is trivially strongly connected.

Assume |act 7| > 2, and consider the canonical decomposition of P(7). By Propo-
sition [£.3] the simplicial complex Xg(7) is isomorphic to P(Tg), for all S C act 7.
Since |Fs| = |F| — |S] < |F|, and supp Ts = supp 7, we conclude that X g () is a pure
simplicial complex of dimension n, which is strongly connected by the induction
assumtion. Thus, any pair of n-simplices belonging to the same subcomplex Xg(7)
is strongly connected.

Pick now any p € act7, and any S C actr, such that p € S, and consider
the subcomplex Xg,(7) = Xg(7) N Xp(7). According to Proposition [B5.3] this
subcomplex is isomorphic to P(Tsp), in particular, it is non-empty. Take any
(n—1)-simplex 7 in Xg,(7). By induction assumptions for Xg(7) and X, (), there
exist n-simplices 01 € Xg(7), and o2 € X,(7), such that 7 € Joy and 7 € Oos.
This means, that o1 and o2 are strongly connected. Since being strongly connected
is an equivalence relation, any two n-simplices from Xg(7) and X, (7) are strongly
connected. This includes the case S = act 7, implying that any pair of n-simplices
in P(F) is strongly connected, so P(7) itself is strongly connected. O

Definition 6.3. We say that a strongly connected pure simplicial complex K is
a pseudomanifold if each (n — 1)-simplex of K is a face of precisely one or two
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n-simplices of K. The (n — 1)-simplices of K which are faces of precisely one n-
simplex of K form a simplicial subcomplex of K, called the boundary of K, and
denoted OK .

Proposition 6.4. For an arbitrary round counter 7, the simplicial complex P(T)
is a psedomanifold, such that OP(F) = Upesupp#Bp(F), i.e., the subcomplex OP(T)
consists of all simplices 0 = (Wo, Go), - .., (Wi, Gy)), such that Go # 0.

Proof. By Proposition we already know that P(7) is strongly connected. Set
again n := |supp 7| —1, and let 7 = ((Wy, Gy), . . ., (W;, G¢)) be an arbitrary (n—1)-
simplex of P(7). Note that codim 7 = |G| + - - - + |G|, hence codim 7 = 1 implies
that there exist 0 < k < t, and p € supp7, such that

G {{ph it i = k;
0, if i # k.

Set m := r(p) + 1||M (p,o)|. Consider
01 = (W07"'7W/€ - 17W/€ U{p}7W/€+17'"7Wt7p7"'7p)7
——

and if k > 1, consider also
02 = (W07"'7Wk - 17p7W/€7"'7Wt7p7"'7p)'
——
Obviously, T'(o1,p) = T'(o2,p) = 7, so 7 € Joy and 7 € Joe. Furthermore, the
definition of the ghosting construction implies that these are the only options to
find o, such that I'(c,p) = 7.

We conclude that P(7) is a pseudomanifold, whose boundary is a union of the
(n — 1) simplices 7 = ((Wy, Gp), ..., (Ws, Gt)), such that Wy # (), so then the
subcomplex dP(F) consists of all simplices o = ((Wy, Go), ..., (Wi, Gt)), such that
Go # 0. O

Consider now a quite general situation, where X is an arbitrary topological space,
and {X;}ier is a finite family of subspace of X covering X, that is I is finite and
X = Uier X;.

Definition 6.5. ([Ko07, Definition 15.14]). The nerve complex N of a covering
{Xi}tier is a simplicial complex whose vertices are indexed by I, and a subset of
vertices J C spans a simplex if and only if the intersection N;c 7 X; is not empty.

The nerve complex can be useful because of the following fact.

Lemma 6.6. (Nerve Lemma, [Ko07, Theorem 15.21, Remark 15.22]). Assume K
is a simplicial complez, covered by a family of subcomplexes K = {K;}icr, such that
Nic s K; is empty or contractible for all J C I, then K is homotopy equivalent to
the nerve complex N'(K).

Corollary 6.7. For an arbitrary round counter ¥, the simplicial complex P(F) is
contractible.

Proof. We use induction on |F|. If |#| = 0, then P(7) is just a simplex, hence
contractible. We assume that |[7| > 1, and view the canonical decomposition P(7) =
Uscact 7 Xs(7) as a covering of P(7). By Proposition 53] Corollary EI1] and the
induction assumption, all the intersections of the subcomplexes Xg(7) with each
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other are either empty or contractible. This means, that we can apply the Nerve
Lemma [6.6] with K = P(7), I =227\ {(}, and K;’s are Xg(7)’s.

Now, by Corollary B.ITlwe see that Xact7sNXg = Xactr,s # 0 for all S C act7. It
follows that the nerve complex of this decomposition as a cone with apex at act 7 €
I. Since the nerve complex is contractible, it follows from the Nerve Lemma
that P(7) is contractible as well. O

While contractibility is a property of topological spaces, there is a stronger com-
binatorial property called collapsibility which some simplicial complexes may have.

Definition 6.8. Let K be a simplicial complex. A pair of simplices (o,7) of K is
called an elementary collapse if the following conditions are satisfied:
e T is a marimal simplex,
e 7 is the only simplex which properly contains o.
A finite simplicial compler K is called collapsible, if there exists a sequence
(01,71), .., (01, 7¢) of pairs of simplices of K, such that
e this sequence yields a perfect matching on the set of all simplices of K,
o for every 1 < k < t, the pair (o), 7r) is an elementary collapse in K \
{0’1,...,Uk_l,Tl,...,Tk_l}.
When (o, 7) is an elementary collapse, we also say that ¢ is a free simplex.
We have shown in Proposition that for any round counter 7 the simplicial
complex P(7) is a pseudomanifold with boundary 0P(7). Set

int P(7) := U int o,
c€P(7), c¢dP(T)
and, for all A C S C actT, set
0X s a(F) == 7v5,4(F) "1 (OP(Fs,4)), intXgsa(F):=vs4(F)  (int P(Fs.4)).
Proposition 6.9. Assume 7 is an arbitrary round counter, A C S C actr, and

V Csupp7\S. The simplicial complex 0X s 4 v (F) is the subcomplex of Xg a,v(T)
consisting of all simplices

g = ((Wo, V), (S \ A, A), ey (Wt, Gt))
Proof. Pick 0 € Xg 4,v, and set p to be the composition of the simplicial iso-

morphisms Xg 4,v(F) = By(fs,a) — P(Fsuv,auy) from the commutative dia-
gram (0.8).
Assume first that W7 U G; = S, then
p(O’) = ((WO \ G, (GQ U Gl) \ (A U V)), (Wg, Gg), ceey (Wt, Gt))

Clearly p(o) ¢ OP(Fsuv,auv) if and only if (GoUG1)\ (AUV) =0, i.e., GoUG; C
AUYV. Since we know that A C G, V C Gy, this means that Go =V and G; = A,
which implies W; = S\ A.
Assume now that S C G, then we have
p(a) = (Wo \ S, (Go US)\ (AUV)), (W1,G1\ S), (W2, G2),..., (Wi, Gy)).
Here we have p(0) ¢ OP(Fsuv,auv) if and only if (Go U S) \ (AU V) =@, which is
impossible, since VNS =0, and AC V. O

Corollary 6.10. The simplicial complex P(F) can be decomposed as a disjoint
union of the simplex AP*" = ((passT,actT)), and the sets int Xg ., where
(S, A, V) range over all triples satisfying A C S C act7 and V C supp7 \ S.
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Specifically, for a simplex o € P(7), o = (Wo, Go), ..., (W, Gy)), we have: if
t =0, then 0 C AP*S7 else int o C int Xyw,\q,,¢1,60-

Proof. Immediate from Proposition O

Lemma 6.11. Assume 7 is a round counter, and p € suppT, then there exists a
sequence of elementray collapses reducing the simplicial complex P(F) to the sub-
complex (OP(T)) \ int B, (7).

Proof. The proof is again by induction on |r|. The case |r| = 0 is trivial. The
simplices we need to collapse are precisely those, whose interior lies in int P(7) U
int B, (7). Let 3 denote the set of all strata Xg 4, where A C S C act 7, together
with all strata Xg 4, where A C S C act7, p ¢ S. By Corollary [€.10, the union
of the interiors of the strata in ¥ is precisely int P(7) U int B, (7).

We describe our collapsing as a sequence of steps. At each step we pick a cer-
tain pair of strata (Y, X), where Y C X, which we must “collapse”. Then, we use
one of the previous results to show that as a simplicial pair (Y, X) is isomorphic
to (By(7), P(7)), for some round counter 7, such that || < |7|. By induction
assumption this means that there is a sequence of simplicial collapses which re-
moves int X UintY. Finally, we order these pairs of strata with disjoint interiors
(Y1, X1), ..., (Ya, X4) such that for every 1 < i < d, every simplex o € P(7), such
that int ¢ C int X; Uint Y;, and every 7 D o, such that dim 7 = dimo + 1, we have

(6.1) mt7 Cint X7 U---Uint X; UintY; U--- U int Y;.

This means, that at step ¢ we can collapse away the pair of strata (Y;, X;) (i.e.,
collapse away those simplices whose interior is contained in int X; Uint Y;) using the
procedure given by the induction assumption, and that these elementary collapses
will be legal in P(7) \ (X1 U---Uint X;_; UintY; U---Uint Y;_1) as well.

Our procedure is now divided into 3 stages. At stage 1, we match the strata
Xsap with Xg 4, for all A € S C act?, such that p ¢ S. It follows from
the commutativity of the diagram (G5.8]) that each pair of simplicial subcom-
plexes (X 4p, Xs,.4) is isomorphic to the pair (B,(Ts ), P(Fs,4)). We have
|Ts,a] <|7| —|S| < |F|, hence by induction assumption, this pair can be collapsed.
As a collapsing order we choose any order which does not decrease the cardinality
of the set A. Take o such that into C int Xg 4,, Uint Xg 4. By Proposition (6.9)
this means that o = ((Wy,T), (S \ A, A),...), where either T = ), or T = {p}.
Take 7 D o, such that dim7 = dimo + 1. Then by Proposition B.2(b) there exists
q € A(7), such that o = T'y(7). A case-by-case analysis of the ghosting construction
shows that int 7 C int X, where X is one of the following strata: Xs a, X5 4.p, Xq,
Xa0.p» Xs,4\{q}s X5,4\{q},p- Since the order in which we do collapses does not
decrease the cardinality of A, the interiors of the last 4 of these strata have already
been removed, hence the condition (6.1]) is satisfied.

At stage 2, we match Xg with Xg g\ (p, for all S C act 7, such that p € S, [S| >
2. By commutativity of the diagram (5.9), the pair (Xg s\ (p}, Xs) is isomorphic
to (Bgs\(p}(7s), P(7s)). This big collapse can easily be expressed as a sequence
of elementary collapses, though in a non-canonical way. For this, we pick any
g € S\ {p}. It exists, since we assumed that |S| > 2. Then we match pairs
(Xs,4ufq}> Xs5,4), for all A € S\{q}. Again, by commutativity of the diagram (5.9),
this pair is isomorphic to (By(7s,4), P(Ts,4)). The order in which we arrange S
does not matter for the collapsing order. Once S is fixed, the collapsing order
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inside does not decrease the cardinality of A. As above, take ¢ such that into C
int Xg augqyUint Xs 4, take 7 O o, such that dim 7 = dim o +1, and take r € A(7),
such that ¢ = T'y(7). By Proposition (6.9) we have o = ((Wp,0), (S \ 4, 4),...),
or o = ((Wy,0),(S\ (AU{q}),AU{q}),...). Note, that both ¢ and r are different
from p, but we may have ¢ = r. Again, a case-by-case analysis of the ghosting
construction shows that int7 C int X, where X is one of the following strata:
Xs.a, Xsau{ar> Xs,a\(rys Xs,au{q}\{r}> Xq>» Xr- Again, since collapsing order
does not decrease the cardinality of A, the condition (6] is satisfied.

At stage 3, we collapse the pair (X, ,, X,). Let us be specific. First, by Corol-
lary we know that Xp, = Ugycscacts Xsp, and it follows from Proposi-
tion prop:6.9 that int X, , = U{p}csgacﬁint Xs,p- By commutativity of the di-
agram (5.9)), the pair (X, ,, X,) is isomorphic to (By(7p), P(7p)), hence it can be
collapsed using the induction assumption. Clearly, the entire procedure exhausts
the set X, and we arrive at the simplicial complex (OP(7)) \ int B, (7). O

Corollary 6.12. For an arbitrary round counter 7, the simplicial complex P(T) is
collapsible.

Proof. Iterative use of Lemma [6.11] O
6.2. Homeomorphic gluing.

Definition 6.13. We say that a simplicial complex K is simplicially homeomor-
phic to a simplex A?, where A is some finite set, if there exists a homeomorphism
0 : A4 = K, such that for every simplex o € A2, the image @(o) is a subcomplex
of K.

When we say that a CW complex is finite we shall mean that it has finitely many
cells.

Definition 6.14. Let X and Y be finite CW complexes. A homeomorphic glu-
ing data between X and Y consists of the following:

e a family (A;)i_, of CW subcomplezes of X, such that X = U!_, A;,

e a family (B;)i_, of CW subcomplezes of Y, such that Y = U!_, B;,

e a family of homeomorphisms (pi)i_,, pi : Ai — B,
satisfying the compatibility condition: if x € A; N A;, then p;(z) = p;(x).

Given finite CW complexes X and Y, together with homeomorphic gluing data
(Ai, Biypi)i_; from X to Y, we define ¢ : X — Y, by setting p(z) := ¢;(x),
whenever © € A;. The compatibility condition from Definition implies that
() is independent of the choice of i, hence the map ¢ : X — Y is well-defined.

Lemma 6.15. (Homeomorphism Gluing Lemma).
Assume we are given finite CW complexes X andY , and homeomorphic gluing data
(A, Biypi)t_y, satisfying an additional condition:

(6.2) if p(x) € B;, then x € A;,

then the map ¢ : X — Y is a homeomorphism.

Proof. First it is easy to see that ¢ is surjective. Take an arbitrary y € Y, then
there exists i such that y € B;. Take x = ¢; *(y), clearly ¢(z) = y.

Let us now check the injectivity of . Take 1,22 € X such that ¢(x1) = p(z2).
There exists @ such that 1 € A;. Then ¢(x1) = @;(x1) € B;, hence p(z2) € B;.
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Condition (6.2]) implies that o € A;. The fact that x1 = x2 now follows from the
injectivity of ¢;.

We have verified that ¢ is bijective, so ¢! : Y — X is a well-defined map. We
shall now prove that ¢! is continuous by showing that ¢ takes closed sets to closed
sets. To start with, let us recall the following basic property of the topology of CW
complexes: a subset A of a CW complex X is closed if and only if its intersection
with the closure of each cell in X is closed. Sometimes, one uses the terminology
weak topology of the CW complex. This property was an integral part of the original
J.H.C. Whitehead definition of CW complexes, see, e.g., [Hat02, Proposition A.2.]
for further details.

Let us return to our situation. We claim that A C X is closed, if and only if
AN A; is closed in A;, for each i = 1,...,t. Note first that since A; is itself closed,
a subset S C A; is closed in X if and only if it is closed in A;, so we will skip
mentioning where the sets are closed. Clearly, if A is closed, then AN A; is closed
for all ¢« = 1,...,t. On the other hand, assume A N A; is closed for all i. Let o
be a closed cell of X, we need to show that AN o is closed. Since X = U!_; 4;,
and A;’s are CW subcomplexes of X, there exists i, such that ¢ C A;. Then
Anoc=AnNn(A;Nno) =(ANA4;)No, but (AN A;) No is closed since AN A; is
closed. Hence ANo is closed and our argument is finished. Similarly, we can show
that B C X is closed, if and only if BN B; is closed, for each i =1,...,t.

Pick now a closed set A C X, we want to show that ¢(A) is closed. To start
with, for all 7 the set AN A; is closed, hence p;(AN A;) C B, is also closed, since
; is a homeomorphism. Let us verify that for all ¢ we have

Assume y € ¢;(AN A;). On one hand y € p;(A;), so y € B;, on the other hand,
y = @i(x), for x € A, so y € p(A). Reversely, assume y € p(A) and y € B;. Then
y = ¢(x) € By, so condition ([G2)) implies that € A;, hence y € (AN A;), which
proves (6.3). It follows that (A) N B; is closed for all 7, hence p(A) itself is closed.
This proves that ¢! is continuous.

We have now shown that ¢! : Y — X is a continuous bijection. Since X and Y’
are both finite CW complexes, they are compact Hausdorff when viewed as topo-
logical spaces. It is a basic fact of set-theoretic topology that a continuous bijection
between compact Hausdorff topological spaces is automatically a homeomorphism,
see e.g., [Mun| Theorem 26.6]. O

The following variations of the Homeomorphism Gluing Lemma will be
useful for us.

Corollary 6.16. Assume we are given finite CW complexes X and Y, and home-
omorphic gluing data (A;, Bi,i)t_,, satisfying an additional condition:

(6.4) for all I C[t]: ¢ : Ay — By is a bijection.
Then the map ¢ : X — Y is a homeomorphism.

Proof. Clearly, we just need to show that the condition (6.4]) implies the condi-
tion (G2). Assume y = ¢(z), y € B;, and = € A;. Let I be the maximal set such
that y € By. The condition (64]) implies that there exists a unique element & € Ay,
such that ¢(Z) = y. In particular, & € A;, hence x # Z. Even stronger, if € A;,
for some i € I, then z,% € A;, hence x = Z, since ; is injective. So x; &€ A;, for
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all ¢+ € I. Hence, there exists j ¢ I, such that x € A;, which implies p(x) € Bj,
yielding a contradiction to the maximality of the set I. O

Corollary 6.17. Assume we are given CW complexes X and Y, a collection
(A;)t_, of CW subcomplezes of X, a collection (B;)i_, of CW subcomplexes of
Y, and a collection (¢r)rcyy of maps such that

o X = nglAi, Y = nglBi;

e for every I C [t], the map @5 : Ar — By is a homeomorphism;

o for every J DO I the following diagram commutes

Ay 215 B,
(6.5) J J
A~ B

Then (Ai, Bi,i)!_, is a homeomorphic gluing data, and the map ¢ : X — Y
defined by this data is a homeomorphism.

Proof. For arbitrary 1 < 4,5 < t, commutativity of (G.3]) implies that also the
following diagram is commutative

%l‘ﬂ{i} ’:Vrﬂ{m‘} Ey’{j}

Bi — B{i,j} — Bj

In other words, for any € A; N A;, we have oy (z) = 01 (7) = (). It
follows that (A;, Bi, ¢q:})i—; is a homemorphic gluing data. Since for all I C [t],
the map ¢; is a homeomorphism, it is in particular bijective, so conditions of
Corollary [6.16] are satisfied, and the defined map ¢ is a homeomorphism. O

6.3. Main Theorem. The fact that the protocol complexes in the immediate shap-
shot read/write shared memory model are homeomorphic to simplices has been
folklore knowledge in the theoretical distributed computing community, [Her]. The
next theorem provides a rigorous mathematical proof of this fact.

Theorem 6.18. For every round counter 7 there exists a homeomorphism
o(r) : P(r) — P(x(F)),
such that
(1) for all V C suppf the following diagram commutes:

P(r\ V) ex e By (r) 2T p(r)

(6'6) @(F\V)lf:v | P(7)
P\ V) &2 By (v ) 22X pry(r)

T
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(2) for all S C actT the following diagram commutes:

Pis) 220 p(x(rs)) —Z— P(x(7)s) L5 Xo(x(7))

Xﬂ:) N N s (x(7)
d(7)

P(r) P(x(7))

vs(7)
BUUVSVON

where T = 7(x(7's), x(7)s)-
In particular, the complex P(7) is simplicially homemorphic to AS"PPT.

Proof. Our proof is a double induction, first on |supp 7|, then, once |supp 7| is fixed,
on the cardinality of the round counter 7. As a base of the induction, we note that
the case |[supp 7| = 1 is trivial, since the involved spaces are points. Furthermore, if
|supp 7| is fixed, and |F| = 0, we take ®(7) to be the identity map. In this case the
simplicial complexes P(7) and P(x(7)) are simplices. The diagram (6.6) commutes,
since also ®(7\ V) is the identity map. The condition (2) of the theorem is void,
since act7 = (). As a matter of fact, more generally, ®(7) can be taken to be the
identity map whenever 7 = x(7), that is whenever 7(i) € {0,1}, for all ¢ € supp .

We now proceed to prove the induction step, assuming that || > 1. For every
pair of sets A C S C act 7, such that S # (), we define a map

vs,4(T) : Xs,a(7) — X a(x(7)),

as follows

(6.8)
_ _ a(T _ @ (7s,4) _ T _ A(x(T _
©5,4(T) : Xs,a(7) 2283 P(Ts,4) % P(x(7s,.4)) —= P(X(T)S,AYM)B{S,A(X(T)%

where 7 = 7(x(Ts,4), X(T)s,4). Since |Fg 4| < |Fs| = |F|—|S| < |F|, the map ®(Fs,4)
is already defined by induction, so g a(7) is well-defined by the sequence (6.8).
Obviously, the map ¢g 4 is a homeomorphism for all pairs S, A.

We want to use Corollary to construct the global homeomorphism ®(7) by
gluing the local ones pg (7). In our setting here, the notations of Corollary
translate to X = P(), Y = P(x(7)), Ar's are Xg 4(F)’s, Br’s are Xg a(x(7))’s,
and ¢1’s are pg a(7)’s. To satisfy the conditions of Corollary[6I7, we need to check
that the following diagram commutes whenever Xg 4 C X7 B

_ A7) _
Xoa() 2228 Xg 4 (x(7))

(6.9) L Jj
Xr5(7) 20 X7 5 (x(7),

where ¢ and j denote the inclusion maps.

Note, that by Proposition 5.6, we have Xg 4 C X7 p if and only if either S =T
and B C A, or T C A. Consider first the case S =T, B = (). Consider the diagram
on Figure The leftmost pentagon is the diagram (5.9), which commutes by
Proposition BI85l The following hexagon is the diagram (6.6]), where 7 is replaced
with 7s. Since |Fs| = |F| — |S| < ||, this diagram commutes by induction. The
next hexagon is the diagram (BI2), for xc,,p, = x(7s), Xcs.0, = X(7)s, and we
use the fact that x(7s) \ A = x(7s,a). Finally, the rightmost pentagon is also the
commuting diagram ([5.9)), where 7 is replaced with x(7). Since removing the 3
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Xs,a(7) Ba(rs) Ba(x(s)) Ba(x(7)s) Xs,.a(x(7))
| : & s |
X5(F) ~nr P(Fs) —=— P(x(Ts)) —Z=— P(x(F)s) s Xs(X(F))

FIGURE 6.1.

inner terms of the diagram on Figure yields the diagram (@9) with S = T,
B =), we conclude that (6.3)) commutes in this special case.

Consider now the case S = T, B C A. We have inclusions Xg 4 — Xgp —
Xg, and it is easy to see that the commutativity of the diagram (G.9) for the
inclusion Xg 4 < Xg p follows from the commutativity of the diagrams (G.9) for
the inclusions Xg 4 — Xg and Xg p < Xg. Hence we are done with the proof of
this case.

Let us now prove the commutativity of the diagram (6] for the inclusion
Xs.a <> Xpp, when T C A. Assume first that A =T = B # (), and consider the
diagram on Figure

P(Fs,.4) —= P(x(Fs,a)) — P(x(7)s,4)

o b

Xs.4(T) Xg(r\ A) Xg(x(m\ 4)) Xs,a(x(7))

J [ [ J

P(x(7\ A)) ¢~ X a4(x(7)),

b
=
b
S
}
!
=
—
=
IR |

FIGURE 6.2.

where § = § \ A. A few of the maps in the diagram on Figure need to
be articulated. To start with, we have the identity 74 4 = 7 \ A, explaining the
simplicial isomorphism v4 4(7) : Xa,4(F) — P(F\ A). Similarly, x(7)a,4 = x(T\ 4)
explains v4,4(x(7)) : Xa,a(x(7)) = P(x(7\ A)). Furthermore, by [22) we have
F\ALS=7F]S\A=7rgaand x(F\A) | S =x(F)\ALS = x(7)s.a. These
identities explain the presence of the maps vg(7 \ A) : Xz(7\ A) — P(7s,.4), and
5 (x(F\ 4)) : X5(x(7\ 4)) = P(x(7)s.4).

Let us look at the commutativity of the diagram on Figure The middle
heptagon is the diagram (6.7) with 7\ A instead of 7 and S instead of S; where
we again use the identity 7\ A | S =7 | S\ A. Since |supp (7 \ A)| = |supp 7| —
|A| < |supp 7|, the induction hypothesis implies that this heptagon commutes. The
leftmost pentagon is ([B.1]), with S instead of S , whereas the rightmost pentagon
is (51) as well, this time with S instead of S, and y(7) instead of 7. They both
commute by Proposition 54l Again, removing the 2 inner terms from the diagram
on Figure will yield the diagram ([G9) with A = T = B, so we conclude that
(69) commutes in this special case.
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In general, when T" C A, we have a sequence of inclusions Xg 4 — Xsr1 —
Xrr — Xr p. Again, it is easy to see that the commutativity of the diagram (6.9)
for the inclusion Xg 4 < Xr p follows from the commutativity of the diagrams
(©9) for the inclusions Xg 4 — Xs 1, X1 — Xrr1, and Xrr — X p. Hence
we are done with the proof of this case as well.

We now know that ®(7) is a well-defined homeomorphism between P(7) and
P(x(7)). To finish the proof of the main theorem, we need to check the commuta-
tivity of the diagrams (6.6) and ([G.7)). The commutativity of (6.1) is an immediate
consequence of ([G.8]), and the way ®(7) was defined. To show that (G.6]) commutes,
pick any S C act7, which is disjoint from A, and consider the diagram on Fig-
ure The maps ¢ and 1 are as in Proposition .14, and the maps p and v are

P(x(r)) ° Xs(x(F)) z P(x(7s))
[6>] P
B P(F) «—2—— Xg(F) ~~nny P(Tg) B
5 [ [B
By (x(7)) By (7) «——— Xg,9,v () ~~~r By (Ts) By (x(Ts))
8 éw 5
5 P(r\V)«—=— Xg(7\ V) ~~r P(Tsv) 5
o} [}
P\ V) Xs((r\ V) L Plx(rsy)
FIGURE 6.3.
given by
s (x(7))

p i Xs(x(7) ~EMLy p(y () 5) LEDXD by (1)

and

T(x(7s,4), x(T) =

v Xs(x(7 \ A)) P(x(7)s,A) ) P(x(Fs.4)),

where we use the identities x (7\ A) = x(7)\ 4, x(Ts)\ A = x(Fs,4), and x(F\ A)s =
X(T)s.4, with the latter one relying on the fact that SU A = 0.

Let us investigate the diagram on Figure in some detail. The middle part
is precisely the diagram (B8], which commutes by Proposition 141 We have 4
hexagons surround that middle part. The hexagon on the left is the diagram (6.0)
itself. The hexagon above is precisely the diagram (67), so it commutes. The
hexagon below is the diagram (6.7) with 7\ A instead of 7, where we use (2.3)
again. This diagram commutes by the induction hypothesis. The hexagon on the
right is the diagram (6.0) with 7g instead of 7. Since |Fg| < |7, it also commutes
by the induction assumption.

Let us now show that the diagram obtained from the one on Figure by the
removal of the 9 inner terms commutes. This diagram can be factorized as shown
on Figure[6.4l The left part of the diagram on Figure [6.4]is (5.8]) with x(7) instead
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P(x(r)) «——— Xs(x(r)) ~~» P(x(7)s) «—=— P(x(7s))

FIGURE 6.4.

of 7, whereas the right part of the diagram on Figure [6.4lis the diagram (B.12]) with
Xc1.0n = X(Ts), Xc»,0. = X(F)s. They both commute, hence so does the whole
diagram.

Consider now two sequences of maps in the diagram on Figure

(6.10) By (F) N Xs(F) — By (F) < P(F) -2 P(x(F))

and
(6.11)

Xs oy () — By(F) < P(F\V) -2 P(x(F\ V) €& By (x(7)) <> P(x(7))

It follows by a simple diagram chase that the commutativities in the diagram on
Figure which we have shown imply the equality of these two maps. This is true
for all S, such that S C act7 and SNV = (). On the other hand, the subcomplexes
Xspv(F), where S C act7, SNV = 0, cover By (7). As a matter of fact, the
simplicial isomorphisms ¢ and dy (7) show that they induce a stratification which
is isomorphic to the stratification of P(7\ V) by Xg(7\ V). The fact that they
cover By (7) completely implies that the maps (6I0) and (GI1) remain the same
after the first term is skipped, which is the same as to say that (G.6) commutes.
This concludes the proof. ([l
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