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Abstract

Directed graphs can be studied by their associated directed flag complex. The homology of this complex
has been successful in applications as a topological invariant for digraphs. Through comparison with path
homology theory, we derive a homotopy-like equivalence relation on digraph maps such that equivalent
maps induce identical maps on the homology of the directed flag complex. Thus, we obtain an equivalence
relation on digraphs such that equivalent digraphs have directed flag complexes with isomorphic homology.
With the help of these relations, we can prove a generic stability theorem for the persistent homology of
the directed flag complex of filtered digraphs. In particular, we show that the persistent homology of the
directed flag complex of the shortest-path filtration of a weighted directed acyclic graph is stable to edge
subdivision. In contrast, we also discuss some important instabilities that are not present in persistent path
homology. We also derive similar equivalence relations for ordered simplicial complexes at large. Since
such complexes can alternatively be viewed as simplicial sets, we verify that these two perspectives yield
identical relations.
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1 Introduction

Digraphs appear naturally in numerous applications domains, including neuroscience [28], traffic network
analysis [3] and social network analysis [27]. Frequently these digraphs support a dynamical system such as
brain activity, traffic flow and (dis)information spread. A common hypothesis is that the structure of the
digraph is critical in determining the evolution of the dynamical system. In order to assess this hypothesis,
there is a need for interpretable and informative summaries of digraphs, that are amenable to statistical
analysis.

A common approach is to associate a combinatorial object to the digraph built out of substructures in the
digraph which are relevant to the application in hand. For example, one could study the set of all paths [18],
all tournaments [16] or all directed cliques [26] in the digraph. The interest to us is that each of these
combinatorial objects carries sufficient structure to build a chain complex, the homology of which can be
used as an algebraic invariant of the underlying digraph. These invariants are most useful (such as in the
context of persistence) when they are functorial, in the sense that there is a class of digraph maps which
induce maps on homology.

In order to assess the discriminative power of these homologies and hence their utility in applications, some
natural questions arise: When do two digraphs give rise to isomorphic homology? When do two digraph
maps induce the same maps on homology?

In this work, we make progress towards these two questions in the case of the directed flag complex. This is
a simplicial set in which the k-simplies are the directed (k + 1)-cliques, i.e. (k + 1)-tuples of distinct vertices
v0 . . . vk such that there is an edge vi → vj whenever i < j. We focus on the directed flag complex because
it has seen particular success in the field of neuroscience. The homology of the directed flag complex was
proposed as a digraph invariant by Masulli and Villa [26] and, shortly thereafter, the Betti numbers of the
complex associated to the activation graph of numerically simulated neocortical microcircuitry was shown
to exhibit significant temporal patterns in response to stimuli [28]. Further applications may be enabled by
the incorporation of persistence, and the presence of highly performant software for its computation [25],
which can be used to capture the topological organisation of directed structures, across a range of scales [5].

In contrast, the directed flag complex has received comparatively little theoretical treatment. Here, we
describe an equivalence relation ≃dFl for digraph maps such that if two maps are ≃dFl-equivalent then
they induce identical maps on the homology of the directed flag complex. In particular, this induces an
equivalence relation ≃dFl on digraphs themselves, such that if two digraphs are ≃dFl-equivalent then their
directed flag complexes have isomorphic homology. To illustrate the utility of these relations in the context
of persistence, we use the relation ≃dFl to show that the persistent homology of the directed flag complex
applied to a filtration of digraphs is stable in certain circumstances.

There are numerous homotopy theories for both directed and undirected graphs. The relation we will
develop is primarily derived from path homotopy theory, which was introduced by Grigor’yan et al. in a
series of papers [17, 18, 19]. Initially developed for digraphs, path homotopy generalises a prior homotopy
theory for undirected graphs [1, 2], viewing undirected graphs as a full subcategory of digraphs. This theory
was further generalised to path complexes in later work [20].
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1.1 Summary

Given a digraph G, we denote the associated directed flag complex by dFl(G). The directed flag complex is
a particular example of a more general class of objects called ordered simplicial complexes (Definition 2.4).
In this work, we primarily view an ordered simplicial complex as a special case of a regular path complex
(Definition 2.3). The latter were first introduced in [18] as an invariant of directed graphs. To any regular path
complex one can associate a chain complex and moreover this can be made into a functor Ω : WkRPC→ Ch,
where WkRPC is a category of regular path complexes and Ch is the category of chain complexes of vector
spaces over some background field. Taking the full subcategory of WkRPC, in which objects are restricted to
ordered simplicial complexes, yields a category TcOSC. We fully characterise the morphisms in this category
as weak simplicial morphisms that never map a directed 3-clique to a reciprocal pair of edges (Lemma 2.10).
Pre-composing with the functor which takes digraphs to their directed flag complex, we obtain a sequence
of functors

TcDgr dFl−→ TcOSC
ι

↪−→WkRPC Ω−→ Ch (1.1)

where the morphisms in TcDgr are defined so that dFl becomes a full and faithful functor. We show that this
is a factorisation of the chain complex of dFl(G) (Lemma 2.24). This factorisation is the main perspective
through which we construct our equivalence relation, ≃dFl, by comparison with a similar relation for the
well-studided category WkRPC.

In particular, there is a notion of homotopy equivalence, ≃, between the morphisms of WkRPC such that if
f ≃ g then Ω( f ) and Ω(g) are chain homotopic (see [20]). The equivalence relation for digraph maps that
we will construct is a pull-back of this equivalence relation, i.e.

f ≃dFl g ⇐⇒ (ι ◦ dFl)( f ) ≃ (ι ◦ dFl)(g). (1.2)

Our main contribution is an ‘intrinsic’ characterisation of this pull-back (Section 5.2).

To be more precise, [20] describes a system of one-step homotopies between morphisms in WkRPC. This
is essentially a binary relation on the morphisms of WkRPC, which is then completed to the equivalence
relation ≃. As above, we can pull back this binary relation to one for the morphisms of TcDgr. Given two
morphisms f , g ∈ TcDgr, we can provide simple, edge-based conditions that are equivalent to the pair ( f , g)
belonging to this pull-back binary relation (Corollary 5.12). In particular, we relate ( f , g) if

1. x→= y =⇒ f (x)→= g(y); and

2. x → y and f (x) = g(y) =⇒ f (x) = f (y) = g(x) = g(y),

where→= indicates that either the vertices coincide or are joined by a directed edge. The relation ≃dFl can
then be constructed by completing this to an equivalence relation.

As a first step, in Section 4, we study the pull-back binary relation for TcOSC along the inclusion functor
ι : TcOSC ↪→ WkRPC. Again, we aim to describe the resulting relation ‘intrinsically’ with the category
TcOSC. Corollary 4.9 achieves this by describing related morphisms in terms of a cylinder functor for
this category. For an alternative view, TcOSC can also be fully and faithfully embedded in the category of
simplicial sets, which itself has a notion of homotopy equivalence. In Section 4.3, we verify that the pull-back
relation along this embedding coincides with the pull-back along ι.

Finally, in Section 6, we employ the equivalence relation ≃dFl to obtain stability results for the persistent
homology of the directed flag complex of a filtration of digraphs. Typically, such stability results take
the form of a bound on the interleaving distance. The relation ≃dFl allow us to construct interleavings
of digraph filtrations up to ≃dFl, facilitating the derivation of such bounds. We summarise this approach
with Corollary 6.4. In Proposition 6.10, we apply this result to the shortest-path filtration of a weighted
directed acyclic graph (DAG), showing that its persistent homology is stable to edge subdivision. However,
persistent homology pipelines using the directed flag complex have some notable instabilities. We discuss
some important examples in Section 6.3, namely edge subdivision of a non-DAG and the addition of an
appendage edge.
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1.2 Notation

Given categories C,D, the category of functors from C to D is denoted [C, D]. We use MorC(C1, C2) to
denote the set of morphisms between two objects C1, C2 ∈ C and use Obj(C) to denote the objects of C.
Given functors F, G : C → D, we denote a natural transformation by µ : F ⇒ G. We denote components of
µ by µC for each object C ∈ C, or optionally omit the notation when the component is clear from context.

1.3 Acknowledgements

HAH gratefully acknowledges funding from a Royal Society University Research Fellowship. The authors are
members of the Centre for Topological Data Analysis, which is funded by the EPSRC grant ‘New Approaches
to Data Science: Application Driven Topological Data Analysis’ EP/R018472/1. For the purpose of Open
Access, the authors have applied a CC BY public copyright licence to any Author Accepted Manuscript
(AAM) version arising from this submission.

2 Combinatorial and algebraic complexes

2.1 Path complexes

Definition 2.1. Let V be an arbitrary set, which we call the vertices.

1. An elementary k-path (on V) is any sequence of (k + 1) vertices, written p = v0 . . . vk, where vi ∈ V.

2. Let v0 . . . v̂i . . . vk denote the (k− 1)-path obtained by removing the vertex vi.

3. Given a function f : V → W and an elementary path p = v0 . . . vk, let f (p) denote the elementary
k-path f (v0) . . . f (vk).

4. We say p is irregular if vi = vi+1 for some i, otherwise we say p is regular.

5. We say p is simplicial if each of the vi are distinct.

6. If an elementary path p′ can be obtained from another elementary path p by removing a subset of
vertices, we say p′ is a face of p.

7. If an elementary path p′ can be obtained from another elementary path p by successively removing the
initial or terminal vertex, we say p′ is a sub-path of p.

Example 2.2. On the vertex set V = {a, b}, p1 := aab and p2 := aba are both elementary 2-paths. The path
p1 is irregular and thus non-simplicial, whilst p2 is regular but still non-simplicial. The path p3 := aa is a
sub-path and face of p1 whilst p3 is a face of p2 but not a sub-path.

Next, we describe the notions of a path complex, first introduced in [18], and an ordered simplicial complex.

Definition 2.3. A path complex on V is a set P of elementary paths on V, such that

1. P contains all singletons, i.e. v0 ∈ P for every v0 ∈ V;

2. P is closed under truncating paths at either end, i.e. if v0 . . . vk ∈ P then v1 . . . vk ∈ P and v0 . . . vk−1 ∈ P.

We denote the base vertex set, V(P) := V. We call a path complex regular if all of its constituent paths are
regular.

Definition 2.4. An ordered simplicial complex on V is a set K of simplicial paths on V, such that

1. P contains all singletons, i.e. v0 ∈ K for every v0 ∈ V;

2. P is closed under taking ordered subsets, i.e. if v0 . . . vk ∈ K then for every i, v0 . . . v̂i . . . vk ∈ K.

We denote the base vertex set, V(K) := V.

4
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Remark 2.5. We emphasise that the ordering on the vertices of a path in a simplicial path is not inherited from
some total order on V. Instead, each simplex carries a total order of its vertices and it is possible for a given
subset of vertices to support multiple simplices (each with a different order).

For brevity, we refer to paths in an ordered simplicial complex as simplices and take ‘simplicial complex’ to
mean an ordered simplicial complex. Clearly any simplicial complex is a regular path complex. Since we are
primarily interested in simplicial complexes, we primarily focus on regular path complexes in this work.
Next, we describe a range of categorical structures for these combinatorial complexes.

Definition 2.6. Given two path complexes, P1 and P2, a map f : V(P1)→ V(P2) is a

1. weak path morphism if for any p ∈ P1, f (p) is either irregular or f (p) ∈ P2;

2. strong path morphism if for any p ∈ P1, f (p) ∈ P2.

We denote the category of all path complexes with weak path morphisms as WkPathC, and with strong
path morphisms as StPathC. We denote the full subcategories of all regular path complexes by WkRPC and
StRPC respectively.

Definition 2.7. Given two ordered simplicial complexes, K1 and K2, a map f : V(K1)→ V(K2) is a

1. weak simplicial morphism if for any p ∈ K1, f (p) is either non-simplicial or f (p) ∈ K2;

2. triangle-collapsing simplicial morphism if f is weak simplicial and furthermore whenever there is a
simplex v0v1v2 ∈ K1 such that f (v0) = f (v2) then f (v0) = f (v1) = f (v2);

3. strong simplicial morphism if for any p ∈ K1, f (p) ∈ K2.

We denote the category of all simplicial complexes with weak simplicial morphisms as WkOSC, with
triangle-collapsing simplicial morphisms as TcOSC, and with strong simplicial morphisms as StOSC.

Remark 2.8. Given a triangle-collapsing simplicial morphism f : K1 → K2 if there is a simplex p = v0 . . . vk
such that f (vi) = f (vj), then all the vertices vm, for i ≤ m ≤ j, have the same image under f .

The relationship between strong simplicial and strong path morphism is obvious.

Lemma 2.9. Given two simplicial complexes, K1, K2, a vertex map f : V(K1) → V(K2) is a strong simplicial
morphism if and only if it is a strong path morphism. Therefore, StOSC is a full subcategory of StRPC.

A weak simplicial morphism can fail to be a weak path morphism if it maps a simplex to a non-simplicial
but regular path. For example, consider the following simplicial complexes

K1 = {0, 1, 2, 01, 02, 12, 012}, K2 = {0, 1, 01, 10}. (2.1)

Consider the vertex map f : {0, 1, 2} → {0, 1} which is the identity on {0, 1} and maps 2 7→ 0. It is easy to
check that f is a weak simplicial morphism. However, it is not a weak path morphism because f (012) = 010
is regular but does not belong to K1. Thankfully, precluding this scenario is necessary and sufficient to yield
a weak path morphism.

Lemma 2.10. A weak simplicial morphism f : K1 → K2 is a weak path morphism if and only if it is a triangle-
collapsing simplicial morphism. Therefore, TcOSC is the full subcategory of WkRPC, with objects restricted to all
simplicial complexes.

Proof. Suppose f is triangle-collapsing and take an arbitrary path p = v0 . . . vk ∈ K1. Since f is weak
simplicial there are two cases. In the first case f (p) ∈ K2 and we are done. In the second case f (p) is
non-simplicial, i.e. there is some i < j such that f (vi) = f (vj). Since f is triangle collapsing, we must have
f (vm) = f (vi) for all i ≤ m ≤ j. In particular, f (vi+1) = f (vi) and hence f (p) is irregular. Therefore, f is a
weak path morphism.

Now suppose f is not triangle-collapsing. Hence, there is some simplex v0v1v2 ∈ K1 with f (v0) = f (v2) but
f (v1) ̸= f (v0) and f (v1) ̸= f (v2). Therefore, f (p) is non-simplicial, and hence not a simplex of K2, but is
also regular. Thus, f is not a weak path morphism.
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Definition 2.11. Given k ≥ 0 and a path complex P, the k-skeleton of P, is the sub–path complex

Skk(P) := {p ∈ P | p is an elementary l-path for l ≤ k} . (2.2)

Remark 2.12. Any weak path morphism f : P1 → P2 induces a weak path morphism f : Skk(P1)→ Skk(P2).
Hence, Skk is an endofunctor on WkPathC. This endofunctor restricts to an endofunctor on all the categories
introduced in this section.

Definition 2.13. Given a path complex P, removing all irregular paths yields its maximal regular sub–path
complex, which we call its regularisation. This operation constitutes a functor reg : WkPathC→WkRPC
and reg : StPathC→ StRPC.

2.2 Regular path complexes from digraphs

A directed graph, or digraph, is a pair G = (V, E) where V is an arbitrary set and E ⊆ (V ×V). We call V
the set of vertices and E the set of (directed) edges. We denote the sets of vertices and edges by V(G) := V
and E(G) := E respectively. An edge belonging to ∆V := {(v, v) | v ∈ V} is called a self-loop. We call a
digraph simple if it contains no self-loops, i.e. E ⊆ (V ×V) \ ∆V . In this work, we assume that all digraphs
are simple.

We write v0 → v1 to mean (v0, v1) ∈ E and similarly v0 ̸→ v1 to mean (v0, v1) ̸∈ E; we write v0→= v1 to
mean either v0 = v1 or v0 → v1. Given an edge, e = (s, t) ∈ E, we denote its endpoints by st(e) := s and
fn(e) := t. We say there is a reciprocal edge on {v0, v1} ⊆ V if v0 → v1 and v1 → v0, and we write v0 ↷↷v1.
Finally, if G contains no reciprocal edges then we say G is oriented.

Definition 2.14. Given a directed graph G, a directed k-clique is a k-tuple of distinct vertices (written
v0 . . . vk−1) so that there is an edge vi → vj whenever i < j. The directed flag complex of G, dFl(G), is the
simplicial complex on V consisting of all directed cliques in G.

This construction can also be made functorial, but first we must define some categories of digraphs.

Definition 2.15. Given directed graphs G1 = (V1, E1) and G2 = (V2, E2), a map f : V1 → V2 is a

1. weak digraph map if whenever v→ w in G1, either f (v) = f (w) or f (v)→ f (w) in G2;

2. triangle-collapsing digraph map if f is a weak digraph map and furthermore whenever there is a
directed 3-clique, v0v1v2, such that f (v0) = f (v2), then f (v0) = f (v1) = f (v2);

3. strong digraph map if whenever v→ w in G1 then f (v)→ f (w) in G2.

We denote the category of all simple digraphs with weak digraph maps as WkDgr, with triangle-collapsing
digraph maps as TcDgr and with strong digraph maps as StDgr.

Lemma 2.16. Given two digraphs G, H and a vertex map f : V(G)→ V(H),

1. f is a weak digraph map G → H if and only if it is a weak simplicial morphism KG → dFl(H) for some
simplicial complex Sk1(dFl(G)) ⊆ KG ⊆ dFl(G);

2. f is a strong digraph map G → H if and only if it is a strong simplicial morphism KG → dFl(H) for some
simplicial complex Sk1(dFl(G)) ⊆ KG ⊆ dFl(G);

3. f is a triangle-collapsing digraph map G → H if and only if it is a triangle-collapsing simplicial morphism
dFl(G)→ dFl(H).

In particular, dFl is a full and faithful functor WkDgr→WkOSC, TcDgr→ TcOSC and StDgr→ StOSC.

Proof. Suppose f induces a weak digraph map G → H. Take any simplex p = v0 . . . vk ∈ dFl(G). Then for
every i ≤ j, there is an edge vi → vj in G. Since f is a weak digraph map f (vi)→= f (vj) for every i ≤ j. Either
these are all edges, in which case f (p) ∈ dFl(G), or there is an equality in which case f (p) is non-simplicial.
Hence, f induces a weak simplicial morphism dFl(G)→ dFl(H) and so certainly induces a weak simplicial
morphism KG → dFl(H) for any Sk1(dFl(G)) ⊆ KG ⊂ dFl(H).
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Now suppose f induces a weak simplicial morphism Sk1(dFl(G)) → dFl(H). Take an edge v → w in G.
Note there is a simplex vw ∈ Sk1(dFl(G)). Therefore, either f (vw) = f (v) f (w) ∈ dFl(H), in which case
f (v)→ f (w) in H, or f (vw) is non-simplicial, in which case f (v) = f (w). Hence, f induces a weak digraph
map G → H.

A similar argument shows the second point and the third point follows immediately from definitions.

Another way to construct a path complex from a digraph is by considering the collection of all its directed
paths. This is the object studied by path homology [18].

Definition 2.17. Given a directed graph G = (V, E), the allowed path complex, A(G), is the path complex
on V such that given an arbitrary elementary path p = v0 . . . vk,

v0 . . . vk ∈ A(G) ⇐⇒ for all i, vi → vi+1 in G. (2.3)

We refer to the elements of A(G) as the allowed paths (in G).

W E

N

S

Figure 1: A simple example digraph G for which dFl(G) ̸= A(G)

Example 2.18. Figure 1 shows an example digraph, G, for which A(G) ̸= dFl(G). First note that EWE ∈
A(G), but this path is not simplicial and hence does not belong to dFl(G). Also note that dFl(G) contains
two simplices on the nodes {N, E, W}, namely NEW and NWE. We will see later, in Example 5.32, that
dFl(G) has the homology of the 2-sphere whilst A(G) is contractible.

Note that A(G) is always a regular path complex but is not, in general, a simplicial complex. For example,
consider any non-oriented digraph or, more generally, a digraph containing some path a→ b→ c for which
a ̸→ c. The functoriality of this construction is simple: by a proof similar to that of Lemma 2.16 we obtain the
following.

Lemma 2.19. Given two digraphs G, H, and a vertex map f : V(G)→ V(H),

1. f is a weak digraph map G → H if and only if it is a weak path morphism PG → A(H) for some path complex
Sk1(A(G)) ⊆ PG ⊆ A(G);

2. f is a strong digraph map G → H if and only if it is a strong path morphism PG → A(H) for some path
complex Sk1(A(G)) ⊆ PG ⊆ A(G).

In particular, A is a full and faithful functor WkDgr→WkRPC and StDgr→ StRPC.

Finally, we note the following relation between these two constructions.

Lemma 2.20. When viewed as functors TcDgr→WkRPC, dFl is a subfunctor of A.

Proof. Given a digraph G, if p = v0 . . . vk is a directed k-clique then p is certainly an allowed path. Therefore,
dFl(G) ⊂ A(G). Moreover, given a triangle-collapsing digraph map f : G → H, there are induced maps
dFl( f ) : dFl(G)→ dFl(H) and A( f ) : A(G)→ A(H) which trivially commute with the inclusions.

We summarise this section with the diagram of functors shown in Figure 2. Each black arrow is an inclusion
of subcategories. The vertical, dashed, black arrows are inclusions of wide subcategories. The horizontal,
solid, black arrows are inclusions of full subcategories. Each orange arrow is the directed flag complex
functor, dFl, and each blue arrow is the allowed path complex functor, A. By Lemmas 2.16 and 2.19, the
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coloured arrows are full and faithful functors. The sub-diagram of black and orange arrows commutes, as
does the sub-diagram of black and blue arrows. Given two paths through the diagram between the same
categories, one containing an orange edge and one containing a blue edge, the path containing an orange
edge yields a subfunctor of the other.

WkDgr WkOSC

TcDgr TcOSC WkRPC

StDgr StOSC StRPC

Wk : Weak maps/morphisms
Tc : Triangle-collapsing maps/morphisms
St : Strong maps/morphisms

Dgr : Digraphs
OSC : Ordered simplicial complexes
RPC : Regular path complexes

→ : Allowed path functor, A
→ : Directed flag complex functor, dFl

Figure 2: The categories defined in this section, and the functors between them. The black arrows denote
inclusions of subcategories; the dashed arrows are wide inclusions whilst the solid arrows are full inclusions.
The orange arrows denote dFl and the blue arrows denote A.

2.3 Chain complexes from regular path complexes

We now construct a chain complex which algebraically represents the combinatorial structure in a regular
path complex. This construction is due to Grigor’yan et al. [18]. It is possible to repeat this construction for
any path complex P, by first applying the regularisation functor, reg : WkPathC→WkRPC.

To begin, we choose an arbitrary field F and let Ch denote the category of non-negatively graded chain
complexes of vector spaces over F. Given a regular path complex P, generate the following free F-vector
spaces:

Λk(P) := F ⟨{p = v0 . . . vk | p is an elementary k-path on V(P)}⟩ , (2.4)
Rk(P) := F ⟨{p = v0 . . . vk | p is a regular k-path on V(P)}⟩ , (2.5)
Ik(P) := F ⟨{p = v0 . . . vk | p is an irregular k-path on V(P)}⟩ , (2.6)
Ck(P) := F ⟨{p = v0 . . . vk | p ∈ P}⟩ . (2.7)

We will not distinguish between paths and their corresponding generators in these free groups. We drop P
from notation when it is clear from context.

Remark 2.21. 1. The vector spaces Λk(P),Rk(P) and Ik(P) each depend only on V(P).

2. There is always a direct sum decomposition Λk = Rk ⊕ Ik.

3. Since we only consider regular path complexes, there is a subspace relation, Ck(P) ⊆ Rk(P).

We can define a non-regular boundary map amongst the Λ• in the usual fashion: given a standard basis
element v0 . . . vk ∈ Λk, define

∂nr
k (v0 . . . vk) :=

k

∑
i=0

(−1)iv0 . . . v̂i . . . vk (2.8)

and then extend linearly to a map ∂nr
k : Λk → Λk−1. As usual, ∂nr

k−1 ◦ ∂nr
k = 0 [18, Lemma 2.3].

Next, once can verify that ∂k(Ik) ⊆ Ik−1 [18, Lemma 2.9] and hence ∂nr
k passes to the quotient to define the

regular boundary map ∂k : Rk → Rk−1. Intuitively, this boundary map can be computed by following the
usual formula (2.8) and then dropping any summands corresponding to irregular paths. The chain complex
equation passes to the quotient to give ∂k−1 ◦ ∂k = 0.
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Unfortunately, this boundary map does not restrict to a map Ck → Ck−1 because, a priori, P is not a simplicial
complex. Instead, we must pass to a further subspace

Ωk(P) := {p ∈ Ck(P) | ∂k(p) ∈ Ck−1(P)} . (2.9)

Notice that the chain complex equation implies that ∂k restricts to a boundary map ∂k : Ωk → Ωk−1.
Therefore, {Ωk, ∂k}k≥0 forms a chain complex, which we call the regular chain complex of P.

In general, elements of Ωk(P) are sums of paths in P. Indeed, there may not even be a basis of Ωk(P)
for which each basis element is supported on a single path. Computing a basis for Ωk(A(G)) is often
non-trivial [12], especially for k > 2.

Theorem 2.22 ([19, Theorem 2.10]). The regular chain complex of a regular path complex can be made into a functor
Ω : WkRPC→ Ch.

Proof. Let f : P1 → P2 be a weak path morphism of regular path complexes. We will define f# : Ω(P1) →
Ω(P2) on each component. First we define mapsRk( f ) : Rk(P1)→ Rk(P2) on the standard basis. Given an
arbitrary path p ∈ P1, let

Rk( f )(p) :=

®
f (p) if f (p) is regular,
0 otherwise.

(2.10)

One can verify that this yields a chain map and moreover, since f is a weak path morphism,Rk( f )(Ωk(P1)) ⊆
Ωk(P2). We let f# denote the restriction ofRk( f ) to Ωk(P1)→ Ωk(P2). The construction ofRk( f ) is clearly
functorial and hence so is the restriction.

Remark 2.23. There is a corresponding non-regular chain complex, which repeats the construction above
but with the non-regular boundary map ∂nr. This can distinguish between non-regular path complexes that
share the same regularisation. However, this construction can only be made into a functor StPathC→ Ch.
We refer the interested reader to [20].

Given a weak path morphism of regular path complexes f : P1 → P2, we let f# := Ω( f ) denote the chain
map induced by Ω. We can compose Ω with the homology functor (in some degree k) to obtain a functor
Hk ◦Ω : WkRPC→ Vec. For brevity’s sake, we denote Hk(P) := Hk(Ω(P)) for a regular path complex P
and f∗ := Hk(Ω( f )) for a weak path morphism f . We also use similar notational shortcuts when composing
with the functor which takes homology in every degree simultaneously, viewed as a graded vector space,
H : Ch → grVec. Finally, given an object or morphism in WkPathC, we use the same notation to denote
these induced objects/morphisms, after first applying the reg functor.

In the case where P is in fact a simplicial complex, this construction simplifies substantially.

Lemma 2.24. If P is an ordered simplicial complex then Ωk(P) = Ck(P) for every k and moreover

∂k(v0 . . . vk) :=
k

∑
i=0

(−1)iv0 . . . v̂i . . . vk (2.11)

for every v0 . . . vk ∈ P.

Proof. Given a path p = v0 . . . vk ∈ P, all the vertices are distinct because p is simplicial. Therefore, all
the sub-paths v0 . . . v̂i . . . vk are regular and thus equation (2.11) correctly computes the regular boundary
map. Next, all the sub-paths belong to P because P is a simplicial complex and thus ∂k(p) ∈ Ck−1(P) and
moreover p ∈ Ωk(P). Since p was arbitrary, this shows that Ck(P) ⊆ Ωk(P).

If P = A(G) or P = dFl(G) for some digraph G, then Hk(P) can be used as a functorial, algebraic invariant
of G. For example, H0 encodes the weakly connected components of G.

Proposition 2.25 ([18, Proposition 3.24]). Given any digraph G, H0(dFl(G)) = H0(A(G)) and moreover
dim H0(dFl(G)) is the number of weakly connected components of G.

9
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3 Systems of one-step homotopies

All the homotopies presented herein are generated by a class of directional, one-step homotopies. The
one-step homotopies determine a binary relation on the morphisms, which is subsequently completed to an
equivalence relation by identifying ‘zig-zags’ of one-step homotopies. In this section, we present a small
framework for developing these systems of one-step homotopies and relating them via functors.

Definition 3.1. Fix a locally small category C.

1. A system of one-step homotopies S for C is a choice of digraph S(C1, C2) on the vertex set MorC(C1, C2),
for every pair of objects C1, C2 ∈ C.

2. We call an edge f → g in S(C1, C2) a one-step S-homotopy from f to g. A priori, this may not
necessarily correspond to a specific morphism in C, but this will often be the vase.

3. If there is an edge f → g or g → f in S(C1, C2) then we say f and g are one-step S-homotopic and
write f ≃S ,1 g.

4. We say two morphisms f , g are S-homotopic, and write f ≃S g, if they belong to the same weak path
component of S(C1, C2), i.e. if there is a sequence of morphisms

f = f0, f1, . . . , fm−1, fm = g (3.1)

such that fi−1 ≃S ,1 fi for every i. We refer to such a sequence of morphisms as a multi-step S-homotopy
from f to g.

For brevity, we drop the subscript S from the notation when it is clear from context.

Remark 3.2. By construction, ≃S is an equivalence relation on MorC(C1, C2).

A system of one-step homotopies can be pulled back through a functor. Under sufficient conditions this
pull-back can induce ‘the same’ equivalence relation on the morphisms.

Definition 3.3. Given a functor µ : C→ D and a system of one-step homotopies S for D, the pull-back is
the system of one-step homotopies µ∗S for C given by

f → g in µ∗S(C1, C2) ⇐⇒ µ( f )→= µ(g) in S(µ(C1), µ(C2)). (3.2)

Remark 3.4. Given a pair of functors µ : C0 → C1, ν : C1 → C2 and a system of one-step homotopies S for
C2, one can check that (ν ◦ µ)∗S = µ∗ν∗S.

For every pair of objects, µ defines a weak digraph map µ∗S(C1, C2) → S(µ(C1), µ(C2)). Indeed, an
alternative definition of µ∗S is that µ∗S(C1, C2) is the largest digraph on MorC(C1, C2) such that µ induces
such a weak digraph map. If µ is faithful then each of these vertex maps is injective and hence forms a strong
digraph map. If µ is full and faithful then each map is bijective and hence forms an isomorphism of digraphs.

Lemma 3.5. Given a functor µ : C→ D and a system of one-step homotopies S for D then

f ≃µ∗S g =⇒ µ( f ) ≃S µ(g). (3.3)

If µ is a full functor then
f ≃µ∗S g ⇐⇒ µ( f ) ≃S µ(g). (3.4)

Proof. If f ≃µ∗S g then there is a sequence of morphisms

f = f0, f1, . . . , fm−1, fm = g (3.5)

such that fi−1 → fi in µ∗S(C1, C2) for every i. Hence,

µ( f ) = µ( f0), µ( f1), . . . , µ( fm−1), µ( fm) = µ(g) (3.6)

10
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is a sequence of morphisms, such that for every i either µ( fi−1) = µ( fi) or µ( fi−1)→ µ( fi) in S(µ(C1), µ(C2)).
After removing duplicate morphisms, we see µ( f ) ≃S µ(g).

If µ is full then, by definition, µ is surjective as a vertex map MorC(C1, C2)→ MorD(µ(C1), µ(C2)). Hence,
if µ( f ) ≃S µ(g) then there is a sequence of morphisms as in equation (3.6) such that µ( fi−1) → µ( fi) in
S(µ(C1), µ(C2)) for every i. By the construction of the pull-back

f = f0, f1, . . . , fm−1, fm = g (3.7)

is a sequence of morphisms showing that f ≃µ∗S g.

This equivalence relation for morphisms can induce an equivalence relation on the objects of C, in the
standard way. However, we must first check that the relations between the morphisms compose transitively.

Definition 3.6. Let S be a system of one-step homotopies for a category C. We say two objects C1, C2 ∈ C are
S-homotopy equivalent, and write C1 ≃S C2, if there are a pair of morphisms f : C1 → C2 and g : C2 → C1
such that

g ◦ f ≃S idC1 and f ◦ g ≃S idC2 . (3.8)

For brevity, we drop the subscript S from the notation ≃S when it is clear from context.

Definition 3.7. Let S be a system of one-step homotopies for a category C. We say S is transitive if given
morphisms g1, g2 ∈ MorC(C1, C2), f ∈ MorC(C0, C1) and h ∈ MorC(C2, C3), such that g1 ≃S g2, then
g1 ◦ f ≃S g2 ◦ f and h ◦ g1 ≃S h ◦ g2.

C0 C1 C2 C3
f

g1

g2

h≃
S (3.9)

Lemma 3.8. Let S be a system of one-step homotopies for a category C. If S is transitive then ≃S is an equivalence
relation on the objects of C.

Proof. It is clear that ≃S is symmetric and reflexive, so it remains to show that ≃S is transitive. Suppose
C0 ≃S C1 and C1 ≃S C2, then we have morphisms in the following arrangement

C0 C1 C2

f1

g1

f2

g2

(3.10)

such that each fi, gi pair satisfy the equations (3.8). Then

(g1 ◦ g2) ◦ ( f2 ◦ f1) = g1 ◦ (g2 ◦ f2) ◦ f1 ≃S g1 ◦ idC1 ◦ f1 = g1 ◦ f1 ≃S idC0 , (3.11)

where in the first ≃S step we use the transitivity of S. A similar proof shows that the opposite composition
is S-homotopic to idC2 . Hence, we see C0 ≃ C2.

A standard application of Lemmas 3.5 and 3.8 yields the following corollaries.

Corollary 3.9. Given a full functor µ : C→ D and a system of one-step homotopies S for D, if S is transitive then
the pull-back µ∗S is transitive.

Corollary 3.10. Given a functor µ : C→ D and a system of one-step homotopies S for D,

C1 ≃µ∗S C2 =⇒ µ(C1) ≃S µ(C2). (3.12)

If µ is a full functor then
C1 ≃µ∗S C2 ⇐⇒ µ(C1) ≃S µ(C2). (3.13)

11
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One way to construct a system of one-step homotopies is via a choice of cylinder functor (see [24] for an
introduction).

Definition 3.11. A cylinder functor for a category C is a functor

Cyl : C → C (3.14)

equipped with three natural transformations

ι0, ι1 : idC ⇒ Cyl, and ρ : Cyl⇒ idC , (3.15)

satisfying ριi = idc for each i = 0, 1.

With such a cylinder functor in hand, one can construct a system of one-step homotopies S for C as follows.
Given f , g : C1 → C2, a one-step S-homotopy from f to g is a morphism F : Cyl(C1)→ C2 such that

F ◦ ι0 = f and F ◦ ι1 = g. (3.16)

This determines the system S by including an arrow f → g in S(C1, C2) whenever such a one-step S-
homotopy exists. In a slight abuse of terminology, we use the term ‘one-step S-homotopy’ to refer inter-
changeably between the edge in S(C1, C2) and a morphism that implies its existence. We refer to S as the
system of one-step homotopies associated to Cyl.

Lemma 3.12 ([24, Lemma 2.3]). The system of one-step homotopies associated to a cylinder functor is transitive.

In this work, we opt for slightly more generality than cylinder functors in order to emphasise the important
properties of the resultant systems. Moreover, in Section 5.2, we will see that it is not clear how to construct
an appropriate cylinder functor in TcDgr without artificially inflating the category.

4 Homotopies for ordered simplicial complexes

In this section, we develop a system of one-step homotopies for ordered simplicial complexes, so that two
homotopic simplicial morphisms induce identical maps on homology, through the functor H ◦Ω : TcOSC→
grVec. In Section 4.1, we recall one such system for WkRPC, which was first defined in [20] in terms of a
cylinder functor Cyl for WkRPC.

In Section 4.2, we pull back along the full inclusion TcOSC ↪→ WkRPC, to obtain a system for ordered
simplicial complexes. We then describe this pull-back in terms of a cylinder functor Cyl for TcOSC. More
precisely, in Theorem 4.8, we show that a vertex map F induces a one-step homotopy with respect to Cyl if
and only if it induces one with respect to Cyl.

For completeness, in Section 4.3 we instead consider embedding TcOSC in the category of simplicial sets.
We repeat the process above for this inclusion, and show that the system of homotopies we obtain is identical
to the one obtained in Section 4.2.

4.1 Homotopies for path complexes

Definition 4.1. Given a path complex P, the cylinder over P, Cyl(P), is a new path complex on V(P)×{0, 1}
containing paths of the following forms

1. (v0, 0) . . . (vk, 0) such that v0 . . . vk ∈ P;

2. (v0, 1) . . . (vk, 1) such that v0 . . . vk ∈ P;

3. (v0, 0) . . . (vi, 0)(vi, 1) . . . (vk, 1) such that v0 . . . vk ∈ P and 0 ≤ i ≤ k.

This can be made into an endofunctor on WkPathC by sending a weak path morphism f : P1 → P2 to the
weak path morphism Cyl( f ) : Cyl(P1) → Cyl(P2), given by (v, i) 7→ ( f (v), i). Moreover, there are weak
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(v0, 1) (v1, 1) (v2, 1) (v3, 1) (v4, 1)

(v0, 0) (v1, 0) (v2, 0) (v3, 0) (v4, 0)

Figure 3: Visualisation of the lift L(v0v1v2v3v4). The lift is a sum of 5 different 5-paths, the green paths are
added with coefficient (+1) and the red paths are added with coefficient (−1).

path morphisms

ιi : P→ Cyl(P), v 7→ (v, i), (4.1)
ρ : Cyl(P)→ P, (v, i) 7→ v (4.2)

for i = 0, 1. These formulae determine natural transformations which, together with Cyl, constitute a
cylinder functor for WkPathC. Since the cylinder of a regular path complex is again a regular path complex,
this restricts to a cylinder functor on WkRPC. We let SWkPathC and SWkRPC denote the associated systems of
one-step homotopies. Clearly, SWkRPC = ι∗SWkPathC where ι : WkRPC ↪→WkPathC is the inclusion of full
subcategories.

As one might expect, the homology of a path complex is indeed invariant with respect to homotopy
equivalence.

Theorem 4.2 ([20, Theorem 3.8]). Suppose f , g : P1 → P2 are SWkRPC-homotopic weak path morphisms of regular
path complexes, then there is a chain homotopy between f# and g#. Therefore, f and g induce identical maps on
homology, f∗ and g∗. In particular, if P1 ≃ P2 then the homology groups H(P1) and H(P2) are isomorphic.

We automatically inherit a similar result for any pull-back of SWkRPC.

Corollary 4.3. Given a functor µ : C → WkPathC, denote the pull-back T := µ∗SWkPathC. If f ≃T g, then
(H ◦ µ)( f ) and (H ◦ µ)(g) are identical maps on homology. In particular, if C1, C2 ∈ C are two objects such that
C1 ≃T C2 then the homology groups (H ◦ µ)(C1) and (H ◦ µ)(C2) are isomorphic.

Theorem 4.2 was shown in [20], we reproduce the proof here for clarity’s seek and to make the chain
homotopy explicit in the multi-step case. Given a regular path complex P, the lifting map is a linear map
L : Rk(P)→ Rk+1(Cyl(P)), which is given on the standard basis by

L(v0 . . . vk) :=
k

∑
i=0

(−1)i · (v0, 0) . . . (vi, 0)(vi, 1) . . . (vk, 1), (4.3)

as visualised in Figure 3. Note that this clearly restricts to a linear map L : Ck(P) → Ck+1(Cyl(P)). The
following result characterises how the lifting map interacts with the regular boundary map. For a proof, we
refer the reader to [20].

Lemma 4.4 (Product Rule [20, Lemma 3.2, Theorem 3.8]). Given a regular path complex P and c ∈ Ωk(P),

∂L(v) + L(∂c) = (ι1)#(v)− (ι0)#(c) (4.4)

and hence the lifting map restricts to a linear map L : Ωk(P)→ Ωk+1(Cyl(P)).

Proof of Theorem 4.2. To begin, we deal with the case where f ≃1 g. Suppose F : Cyl(P1)→ P2 is a one-step
homotopy from f to g. We define the chain homotopy Lk : Ωk(P1)→ Ωk+1(P2) by Lk(c) := F#(L(c)). Using
the fact that F# is a chain map, along with the product rule, given any c ∈ Ωk(P1),

(∂Lk + Lk−1∂)(c) = ∂F#L(c) + F#L(∂c) (4.5)
= F#∂L(c) + F#L(∂c) (4.6)
= F#(∂L(c) + L(∂c)) (4.7)
= F#((ι1)#(c)− (ι0)#(c)) (4.8)
= g#(c)− f#(c). (4.9)
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Hence, {Lk}k≥0 constitutes a chain homotopy between f# and g#, as required.

In the general case, suppose there is a finite sequence of weak path morphisms

f = f0, f1, . . . , fm−1, fm = g (4.10)

such that fi−1 ≃1 fi for i = 1, . . . , m. For each i, there is a one-step homotopy Fi : Cyl(P1)→ P2 between fi
and fi+1. If Fi is from fi to fi+1, let αi = 1. If Fi is in the opposite direction, let αi = −1. By the argument
above, Fi induces a chain homotopy {L(i)

k : Ωk(P1)→ Ωk+1(P2)}k≥0 that satisfies

αi · (∂L(i)
k + L(i)

k−1∂)(c) = ( fi+1)#(c)− ( fi)#(c) (4.11)

for every c ∈ Ωk(P1). Therefore, if we define Lk := ∑m
i=1 αi · L

(i)
k , then {Lk}k≥0 is a chain homotopy between

f# and g#, as required.

4.2 Ordered simplicial complexes as path complexes

Due to Lemma 2.10, there is an inclusion of full subcategories TcOSC, ι : TcOSC ↪→WkRPC. Therefore, the
system of one-step homotopies described in Section 4.1 restricts to a system for ordered simplicial complexes,
by taking the pull-back ι∗SWkRPC. In this section, we seek to characterise this system intrinsically within
TcOSC, i.e. without reference to path complexes or morphisms. First, we require the notion of the simplicial
closure of a path complex.

Definition 4.5. A path complex, P, is called pre-simplicial if all of its constituent paths are simplicial. Given
a pre-simplicial path complex P, its simplicial closure, P is the smallest simplicial complex containing K.

Remark 4.6. 1. A pre-simplicial path complex is necessarily regular.

2. The simplicial closure of a pre-simplicial path complex is well-defined because the set of all simplicial
complexes is closed under arbitrary intersections.

It will be important to understand the structure of Cyl(K), for a simplicial complex K, because a homotopy
of path complexes has Cyl(K) as its domain. First we list the additional simplices in the closure of a cylinder.

Lemma 4.7. Given any simplicial complex K, Cyl(K) is pre-simplicial. Moreover,

Cyl(K) \Cyl(K) = {(v0, 0) . . . (vi, 0)(vi+1, 1)(vk, 1) | v0 . . . vk ∈ K, 0 ≤ i < k} . (4.12)

Proof. It is clear to see that all paths in the cylinder of K are simplicial. Then, for every v0 . . . vk ∈ K and
0 ≤ i < k, Cyl(K) contains the path

(v0, 0) . . . (vi, 0)(vi+1, 0)(vi+1, 1) . . . (vk, 1). (4.13)

Therefore, in order to be closed under taking ordered subsets, Cyl(K) must contain the path

(v0, 0) . . . (vi, 0)(vi+1, 1) . . . (vk, 1). (4.14)

Finally, note that adding these paths to Cyl(K) yields a simplicial complex.

With these, we are able to characterise the homotopies between morphisms in TcOSC without reference to
path complexes or morphisms.

Theorem 4.8. Given two triangle-collapsing simplicial morphisms f , g : K1 → K2, a vertex map F : V(K1) ×
{0, 1} → V(K2) induces a one-step SWkRPC-homotopy from f to g if and only if F induces a triangle-collapsing
simplicial morphism Cyl(K1)→ K2 such that

F ◦ ι0 = f and F ◦ ι1 = g. (4.15)
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Proof. First, note that it suffices to show F induces a weak path morphism Cyl(K1) → K2 if and only if F
induces a triangle-collapsing simplicial morphism Cyl(K1)→ K2, under the assumption that F ◦ ι0 = f and
F ◦ ι1 = g. Also note that f and g are weak path morphisms K1 → K2, by Lemma 2.10.

One direction is straight-forward: if F induces a triangle-collapsing simplicial morphism Cyl(K1)→ K2 then,
by Lemma 2.10, F induces a weak path morphism Cyl(K1)→ K2. Then, because Cyl(K1) ⊆ Cyl(K1), F must
also induce a weak path morphism Cyl(K1)→ K2.

For the opposite direction, suppose F induces a weak path morphism Cyl(K1)→ K2. It remains to show that
for p ∈ Cyl(K) \Cyl(K), either F(p) ∈ K2 or F(p) is irregular. By Lemma 4.7, we can assume that p takes
the form

(v0, 0) . . . (vi, 0)(vi+1, 1) . . . (vk, 1) (4.16)

where v0 . . . vk ∈ K1 and 0 ≤ i < k. Consider the cylinder path

p0 := (v0, 0) . . . (vi, 0)(vi+1, 0)(vi+1, 1) . . . (vk, 1) ∈ Cyl(K1). (4.17)

Since F induces a weak path morphism Cyl(K1)→ K2, either F(p0) ∈ K2 or F(p0) is irregular. If F(p0) ∈ K2
then we are done because p is a face of p0 and K2 is a simplicial complex. We deal with the remaining
case, in which F(p0) is irregular. Consider the possible pairs of adjacent vertices in p0 that have the same
image under F. In most cases, this irregularity implies that F(p) is also irregular. The remaining cases are
F(vi, 0) = F(vi+1, 0) and F(vi+1, 0) = F(vi+1, 1).

Case 1: Suppose F(vi, 0) = F(vi+1, 0). Then

F(p) = F
(
(v0, 0) . . . (vi−1, 0)(vi, 0)(vi+1, 1)(vi+2, 1) . . . (vk, 1)

)
(4.18)

= F
(
(v0, 0) . . . (vi−1, 0)(vi+1, 0)(vi+1, 1)(vi+2, 1) . . . (vk, 1)

)
∈ F(Cyl(K)) (4.19)

and hence either F(p) ∈ K2 or F(p) is irregular.

Case 2: Suppose F(vi+1, 0) = F(vi+1, 1). Then

F(p) = F
(
(v0, 0) . . . (vi−1, 0)(vi, 0)(vi+1, 1)(vi+2, 1) . . . (vk, 1)

)
(4.20)

= F
(
(v0, 0) . . . (vi−1, 0)(vi, 0)(vi+1, 0)(vi+2, 1) . . . (vk, 1)

)
. (4.21)

Iterating this argument, we either fall into a Case 1 (in which case F(p) ∈ K2 or F(p) is irregular), or we
arrive at Case 2 with i = k− 1. This yields F(vk, 0) = F(vk, 1) and

F(p) = F
(
(v0, 0) . . . (vi−1, 0)(vi, 0)(vi+1, 1)(vi+2, 1) . . . (vk, 1)

)
(4.22)

= F
(
(v0, 0) . . . (vk−1, 0)(vk, 1)

)
. (4.23)

From this we can conclude

F(p) = F
(
(v0, 0) . . . (vk−1, 0)(vk, 0)

)
= (F ◦ ι0)(v0 . . . vk). (4.24)

Then, since F ◦ ι0 is a weak path morphism K1 → K2, we obtain that either F(p) ∈ K2 or F(p) is irregular.

The map K 7→ Cyl(K) is a functor Cyl : TcOSC→ TcOSC. Together with the usual natural transformations ιi
and ρ, this determines a cylinder functor for TcOSC. We denote the resulting system of one-step homotopies
by STcOSC. To be explicit, in this system, a one-step STcOSC-homotopy from f to g is a triangle-collapsing
simplicial morphism F : Cyl(K1)→ K2 such that

F ◦ ι0 = f and F ◦ ι0 = g. (4.25)

Theorem 4.8 tells us that this is an intrinsic description of the pull-back system .

Corollary 4.9. The pull-back system along the inclusion ι : TcOSC ↪→WkRPC is ι∗SWkRPC = STcOSC.
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We conclude this subsection with some simple technical results, which control the paths in Cyl(K). These al-
low us to obtain an equivalent condition to F inducing a triangle-collapsing simplicial morphism Cyl(K1)→
K2, which depends only on the 1-skelton, Sk1(K1). This will be useful in the later sections.

Lemma 4.10. Let K be a simplicial complex.

1. If (v0, j) . . . (vk, j) ∈ Cyl(K) for some fixed j then v0 . . . vk ∈ K.

2. If (v0, j0) . . . (vk, jk) ∈ Cyl(K) and v0 . . . vk is simplicial then v0 . . . vk ∈ K.

3. If (v0, j0) . . . (vk, jk) ∈ Cyl(K) and vi = vj for j > i then j = i + 1.

4. If (v0, j0)(v1, j1)(v2, j2) ∈ Cyl(K) then v0 ̸= v2.

Proof. For the first point, suppose p1 := (v0, j) . . . (vk, j) ∈ Cyl(K) for some fixed j. Note that p1 is not
one of the simplices listed in Lemma 4.7, because the second coordinate is constant. Therefore, we have
p1 ∈ Cyl(K). Considering the three types of paths in Cyl(K) we see that v0 . . . vk ∈ K.

For the second point, suppose p2 := (v0, j0) . . . (vk, jk) ∈ Cyl(K) and v0 . . . vk is simplicial. If the ji are
constant at 0 or 1 then p2 is of the form above and hence v0 . . . vk ∈ K. Otherwise, note that we must have
p2 ∈ Cyl(K) \Cyl(K) because the remaining paths in Cyl(K) repeat vertices in the first coordinate. Hence,
by Lemma 4.7, we see that v0 . . . vk ∈ K.

For the third point, suppose p3 := (v0, j0) . . . (vk, jk) ∈ Cyl(K). If vi = vj for some i < j then v0 . . . vk is not
simplicial. Considering the four types of paths in Cyl(K), we see that p3 must take the form

p3 = (w0, 0) . . . (wi, 0)(wi, 1)(wi+1, 1) . . . (wk−1, 1) (4.26)

for some w0 . . . wk−1 ∈ K. Since w0 . . . wk−1 is simplicial, the only repeated vertex is wi, and hence we must
have j = i + 1. The final point follows immediately from the third.

Lemma 4.11. Given two simplicial complexes K1, K2 and a weak simplicial morphism F : Cyl(K1) → K2, denote
f := F ◦ ι0 and g := F ◦ ι1. If both f and g are both triangle-collapsing simplicial morphisms K1 → K2, then F is
triangle collapsing if and only if

xy ∈ K1 and f (x) = g(y) =⇒ f (x) = f (y) = g(x) = g(y). (4.27)

Proof. First, suppose F is triangle-collapsing. Then take xy ∈ K1 such that f (x) = g(y). This implies
that F(x, 0) = F(y, 1). Now note (x, 0)(y, 0)(y, 1) ∈ Cyl(K1) so F(y, 0) = F(x, 0) and hence f (y) = f (x).
Likewise, (x, 0)(x, 1)(y, 1) ∈ Cyl(K1) so F(x, 1) = F(x, 0) and hence g(x) = f (x).

Now suppose F satisfies condition (4.27). Take a simplex p = (v0, j0)(v1, j1)(v2, j2) ∈ Cyl(K1) such that
F(v0, j0) = F(v2, j2). By Lemma 4.10.4, we may assume v0 ̸= v2. If p = ιj(p′) for some j ∈ {0, 1} and
p′ ∈ K1 then F(v1, j1) = F(v0, j0) because f and g are both triangle-collapsing. It remains to consider the
case where p = (v0, 0)(v1, j1)(v2, 1). Let us assume that j1 = 0; the j1 = 1 case admits a similar proof. First,
note the condition F(v0, j0) = F(v2, j2) becomes f (v0) = g(v2). Since j1 = 0 and p is simplicial, we must
have v1 ̸= v0. We split into two cases.

Case 1: Suppose v1 = v2. Then (v0, 0)(v1, j1) = (v0, 0)(v2, 0) is a face of p ∈ Cyl(K1), so we must have
(v0, 0)(v2, 0) ∈ Cyl(K1). Therefore, by Lemma 4.10.1, we see v0v2 ∈ K1 and then condition (4.27) implies that

F(v1, j1) = f (v1) = f (v2) = f (v0) = F(v0, j0). (4.28)

Case 2: Suppose v1 ̸= v2. In this case note that v0v1v2 is simplicial and hence, by Lemma 4.10.2, v0v1v2 ∈ K1.
Then, since K1 is a simplicial complex, v0v2 ∈ K1 and hence condition (4.27) implies g(v2) = f (v2). Now
f is a triangle-collapsing simplicial morphism and f (v0) = g(v2) = f (v2) so f (v1) = f (v0) which implies
F(v1, j1) = F(v0, 0).
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4.3 Ordered simplicial complexes as simplicial sets

Those unfamiliar with path complexes may prefer to view an ordered simplicial complex as a simplicial
set. For completeness, we consider this alternative perspective here. The remainder of this work is not
dependent on this section.

First, we describe a full and faithful embedding σ : TcOSC→ sSet, into the category of simplicial sets. To
each simplicial set, one can assign a chain complex, called its normalised Moore complex, via a functor
N : sSet → Ch (see [14, § 2]). From a homological point of view, these two perspectives are identical, in
the sense that Ω and N ◦ σ are naturally isomorphic as functors TcOSC→ Ch. The category of simplicial
sets is equipped with a system of one-step homotopies, via its ‘left homotopies’, which we denote SsSet. In
Corollary 4.21, we show that σ∗SsSet = STcOSC and hence these two perspectives yield identical systems
of one-step homotopies. We begin with definitions of the simplex category and of simplicial sets, which
facilitate the construction of σ.

Definition 4.12. Given an integer n ≥ 0, the nth ordinal is the ordered simplicial complex, [n], on the vertex
set {0, . . . , n} consisting of all strictly increasing sequences. Put another way, [n] is the minimal simplicial
complex containing the simplex 0 . . . n. The simplex category, ∆, is the full subcategory of TcOSC, with
objects restricted to the ordinals.

Remark 4.13. Let Gn be the digraph on {0, . . . , n} with an edge i → j if and only if i < j. Then notice
A(Gn) = dFl(Gn) = [n]. By Lemmas 2.10 and 2.19, a morphism [m]→ [n] in ∆ is just a weak digraph map
Gm → Gn. This is equivalent to a (not necessarily strictly) increasing function {0, . . . , m} → {0, . . . , n}.

Definition 4.14. A simplicial set is a contravariant functor from the simplex category into the category of
sets, i.e. a functor ∆op → Set. A simplicial map is a morphism in the functor category [∆op, Set], i.e. a natural
transformation. This defines the category of simplicial sets, which we denote sSet.

Lemma 4.15. There is a full and faithful embedding σ : TcOSC→ sSet.

Proof. There is an inclusion of subcategories ι∆ : ∆→ TcOSC. We define σ to be the restricted Yoneda embed-
ding corresponding to this inclusion, i.e. σ := ι∗∆ ◦Y, where ι∗∆ is the restriction functor ι∗∆ : [TcOSCop, Set]→
[∆op, Set] and Y : TcOSC→ [TcOSCop, Set] is the Yoneda embedding. More concretely, given an ordinal
[n] ∈ ∆,

σ(K)([n]) = MorTcOSC([n], K). (4.29)

The proof that σ is full and faithful follows the usual proof that ∆ is dense in the category of small categories.
Essentially, this amounts to showing that, given simplicial complexes K1, K2 and a natural transformation
η : σ(K1)⇒ σ(K2), there is a unique vertex map f : V(K1)→ V(K2) such that f induces a triangle-collapsing
simplicial morphism K1 → K2 and σ( f ) = η. This vertex map is fully determined by the function

η[0] : MorTcOSC([0], K1)→ MorTcOSC([0], K2), (4.30)

which induces to a triangle-collapsing simplicial morphism precisely because η is natural.

We now recall the homotopies in sSet and explore how they relate to the homotopies in TcOSC. First, we
need the notion of product for a general category.

Definition 4.16. Given two objects G, H ∈ C in some category C, the categorical product is an object G×C H
together with morphisms πG : G ×C H → G and πH : G ×C H → H satisfying the following universal
property:

(Universal Property of Products) Given ϕG : Y → G and ϕH : Y → H, there is a unique morphism
f : Y → G×C H such that the following diagram commutes

Y

G G×C H H

ϕG ϕHf

πG πH

(4.31)
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Remark 4.17. The categorical product may not exist but, if it does, it is unique up to unique isomorphism.

Definition 4.18. Given a simplicial set S ∈ sSet, the cylinder over S is the simplicial set

Cyl(S) := S×sSet σ([1]). (4.32)

This construction can clearly be made into a functor Cyl : sSet→ sSet. Since sSet is a category of functors
into Set which is complete, this product exists and is computed ‘pointwise’. That is, given an ordinal [n] ∈ ∆,

Cyl(S)[n] = S[n]× σ([1]) = S[n]×Mor∆([n], [1]), (4.33)

where × here denotes the usual Cartesian product of sets. This formula also extends to describe the structure
morphisms, Cyl(S)(θ), for each θ : [m] → [n] in ∆. There are natural transformations e0, e1 : idsSet ⇒ Cyl
and ρ : Cyl⇒ idsSet. On each component S ∈ sSet, these are given on the ordinals [n] ∈ ∆ by

(ei)S[n] : S[n]→ Cyl(S)[n], τ 7→ (τ, ci) (4.34)

and
(ρ)S[n] : Cyl(S)[n]→ S[n], (τ, i) 7→ τ, (4.35)

where ci ∈ MorTcOSC([n], [1]) denotes the constant morphism which sends all vertices to i. These natural
transformations compose as follows ρ ◦ eo = ρ ◦ e1 = idsSet which gives Cyl the structure of a cylinder
functor. We denote the associated system of one-step homotopies by SsSet. Again, to be explicit, given
simplicial maps f , g : S1 → S2 a one-step SsSet-homotopy from f to g is a simplicial map F : Cyl(S1)→ S2
such that

F ◦ e0 = f and F ◦ e1 = g. (4.36)

We refer the interested reader to [15, § 1.6] for a more thorough treatment of simplicial homotopies. As with
SWkRPC, homotopic simplicial maps induce identical maps on homology.

Theorem 4.19 ([14, Theorem 2.4]). Suppose f , g : S1 → S2 are SsSet-homotopic simplicial maps then there is a
chain homotopy between N( f ) and N(g). Therefore, f and g induce identical maps on homology. In particular, if
S1 ≃ S2 then the homology groups (H ◦ N)(S1) and (H ◦ N)(S2) are isomorphic.

Lemma 4.20. For any simplicial complex K, Cyl(σ(K)) = σ(Cyl(K)) (up to a natural isomorphism). Moreover, as
natural transformations σιi = eiσ.

Proof. Given an ordinal [n],

Cyl(σ(K))[n] = MorTcOSC([n], K)×MorTcOSC([n], [1]) (4.37)

and
σ(Cyl(K))[n] = MorTcOSC([n], Cyl(K)). (4.38)

There are triangle-collapsing simplicial morphisms πK : Cyl(K) → K and π[1] : Cyl(K) → [1], given by
projection to each of the coordinates of the vertex set. Composition with these projections induces a simplicial
map ϕ : σ(Cyl(K))→ Cyl(σ(K)). At each ordinal [n], this map is given by

ϕ[n] : MorTcOSC([n], Cyl(K))→ MorTcOSC([n], K)×MorTcOSC([n], [1]) (4.39)

p 7→ (πK ◦ p, π[1] ◦ p). (4.40)

By Lemma 4.7, each ϕ[n] is a bijection and hence ϕ is an isomorphism of simplicial sets. Moreover, the
formula is natural in K and hence this is a natural isomorphism between the two functors TcOSC→ sSet.
Finally, the equation σιi = eiσ follows automatically from unwinding the definitions, modulo the natural
isomorphism ϕ.

Corollary 4.21. Given two triangle-collapsing simplicial morphisms f , g : K1 → K2,
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1. if F : Cyl(K1)→ K2 is a one-step homotopy from f to g then σ(F) is a one-step homotopy from σ( f ) to σ(g).

2. if F : Cyl(σ(K1)) → σ(K2) is a one-step homotopy from σ( f ) to σ(g) then σ−1(F) is a one-step homotopy
from f to g.

In particular, the pull-back along σ is σ∗SsSet = STcOSC.

Proof. The first point follows immediately from Lemma 4.20. For the second point, up to a unique isomor-
phism F is a morphism σ(Cyl(K1)) → σ(K2). By Lemma 4.15, σ is full and faithful, so there is a unique
morphism G : Cyl(K1)→ Cyl(K2) in TcOSC such that σ(G) = F. Since σ is faithful, the equations

F ◦ e0(σ(K1)) = σ(G) ◦ σ(ι0) = σ( f ) and F ◦ e1(σ(K2)) = σ(G) ◦ σ(ι1) = σ(g) (4.41)

imply G ◦ ι0 = f and G ◦ ι1 = g.

For the interested reader, these two perspectives can be unified by further embedding sSet and WkRPC in
the category of path pairs of sets, pSetPair, which was introduced in [23].

Definition 4.22. A path set is a functor Πop → Set where Π is the full subcategory of WkRPC, restricted
to the objects {Pn}n≥0 in which Pn is the minimal path complex containing the path 0 . . . n. Any simplicial
set restricts to a path set by composition with the inclusions Pn ↪→ [n]. A path pair of sets is a pair (S, P) in
which S is a simplicial set and P is a path subset of S. A morphism (S1, P1)→ (S2, P2) in pSetPair is simply
a simplicial map f : S1 → S2 such that f (P1) ⊆ P2.

By [23, Proposition 9.6], there is a natural isomorphism ϕ such that the functors N and ϕ ◦Ω factor through
pSetPair, making the diagram of functors (4.43) commute. To be explicit, the functor ι : sSet→ pSetPair is
given by the assignment S 7→ (S, S) whilst the functor σ : WkRPC→ pSetPair can be defined as

σ(P) :=
(
MorWkRPC(−,R(P)), MorWkRPC(−, P)

)
∈ [∆op, Set]× [Πop, Set], (4.42)

where R(P) here denotes the path complex of all regular paths on V(P). Note that ισ ̸= σι because the
simplicial set component of σι(K) is, in general, significantly larger than σ(K).

WkRPC pSetPair

TcOSC Ch

sSet pSetPair

σ

ϕ◦Ω
ωι

σ

ι

N
ω

(4.43)

The category pSetPair comes equipped with a cylinder functor [23, § 9.1] which induces an associated system
of one-step homotopies, SpSetPair. This cylinder functor is derived from a box product for pSetPair. The
cylinder functor for WkRPC can also be defined in terms of a box product for pSetPair and these two box
products commute with σ by [23, Proposition 9.7]. Hence, σ∗SpSetPair = SWkRPC. Moreover, for a path pair
of sets (S, P), the simplicial set component of the cylinder over (S, P) is Cyl(S) and hence SpSetPair = SsSet.

4.3.1 Other viewpoints

Since an ordered simplicial complex contains no ‘degenerate’ simplices, one may prefer to view an ordered
simplicial complex as a semi-simplicial set (sometimes called a ∆-set). These objects are the combinatorial data
underpinning what Hatcher calls a ∆-complex structure [21]. One can factor the functor σ : TcOSC→ sSet
through the category of semi-simplicial sets, by composing with the functor which freely adds in all
degeneracies to a semi-simplicial set (the functor G in [29, Lemma 1.1]). We choose to focus here on simplicial
sets since they are better-studied in the literature and the two perspectives are compatible (see [29]).
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Finally, we note that there is a notion of homotopy theory for directed topological spaces, from the field of
directed algebraic topology [13, § 4.2]. To the authors’ knowledge, this theory has not yet been connected
to the various homotopy and homology theories of directed graphs. One could choose instead to view the
directed flag complex as a directed topological space; this perspective requires further study.

5 Homotopies for digraphs

The over-arching goal for this section is to develop a system of one-step homotopies for TcDgr, to which
the homology of the directed flag complex is invariant. In Section 5.1, we pull back along the allowed path
complex functor A : WkDgr→WkRPC. We find that the resulting system, A∗SWkRPC coincides with the
‘path homotopy’ theory for digraphs, first introduced in [19]. In particular, the one-step homotopies can
be characterised in terms of a cylinder functor for WkDgr. This coincidence is unsurprising since the path
homology of digraphs was first defined as a functor which factors through WkRPC [18]. However, this
connection motivates a similar study of the directed flag complex.

In Section 5.2, we repeat this process for the directed flag complex functor, dFl : TcDgr→ TcOSC; this yields
the desired system for TcDgr. Unlike in Section 5.1, there exist one-step STcOSC-homotopies which cannot
be realised as the image of some morphism in TcDgr, through dFl. However, in Corollary 5.12, we obtain
simple, edge-based conditions for the existence of these one-step STcOSC-homotopies and hence characterise
dFl∗ STcOSC.

5.1 Pull-back along the allowed path functor

Consider the allowed path functor, A : WkDgr → WkRPC. We can characterise the pull-back system
A∗SWkRPC intrinsically within the category WkDgr. First, in order to construct an appropriate cylinder
functor, we must define sensible notions of intervals and products in WkDgr.

Definition 5.1. The standard unit interval is the digraph I on nodes {0, 1} whose only edge is 0→ 1.

Definition 5.2. Given two digraphs G, H, the box product, G⊡ H is a digraph on V(G)×V(H) such that

(x, y)→ (x′, y′) ⇐⇒ (x = x and y→ y′) or (x → x′ and y = y′). (5.1)

Taking the box product with the standard unit interval, gives us a ‘cylinder’ digraph. As one would hope, it
is straightforward to show that A commutes with the relevant cylinder operations.

Lemma 5.3. For any digraph G, A(G⊡ I) = Cyl(A(G)).

Moreover, there are weak digraph maps ιi : G ⊡ I ↪→ G given by ιi(v) := (v, i). Clearly A(ιi) is the
component (ιi)G of the natural transformation ιi, associated to the cylinder functor for WkRPC. This allows
us to easily characterise when a vertex map constitutes a one-step homotopy.

Corollary 5.4. Given two weak digraph maps f , g : G → H, a vertex map F : V(G)× {0, 1} → V(H) is a one-step
homotopy from A( f ) to A(g) if and only if it induces a weak digraph map F : G⊡ I → H such that

F ◦ ι0 = f and F ◦ ι1 = g. (5.2)

Proof. The vertex map F is a weak digraph map G ⊡ I → H if and only if it is a weak path morphism
A(G⊡ I)→ A(H), by Lemma 2.19. By Lemma 5.3, this is equivalent to F forming a weak path morphism
Cyl(A(G))→ A(H).

We are led to the definition of a functor Cyl : WkDgr→WkDgr, given by Cyl(G) := G⊡ I. The inclusions
ιi are in fact natural transformation idWkDgr ⇒ Cyl and the obvious projection map Cyl(G)→ G induces a
natural transformation ρ : Cyl⇒ idWkDgr. Together, this gives Cyl the structure of a cylinder functor and
determines an associated system of one-step homotopies for WkDgr, which we denote SA. For brevity, we
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use ≃A, in lieu of ≃SA , to denote the resulting equivalence relations. In this system, given two weak digraph
maps f , g : G → H, a one-step SA-homotopy from f to g is a weak digraph map F : G⊡ I → H such that

F ◦ ι0 = f and F ◦ ι1 = g. (5.3)

Corollary 5.5. The pull-back system along A : WkDgr→WkRPC is A∗SWkRPC = SA.

A one-step SA-homotopy is precisely the definition of a one-step digraph homotopy, in the sense introduced
in [19]. Hence, A∗SWkRPC coincides with the system introduced in [19], and enjoys a particularly simple
characterisation of its one-step homotopies.

Corollary 5.6 ([19, § 3]). Given two weak digraph maps f , g : G → H, there is a one-step SA-homotopy from f to g
if and only if for every x ∈ V(G), f (x)→= g(x).

Remark 5.7. The category WkDgr admits a cofibration category structure in which the weak equivalences
are those digraph maps which induce isomorphisms on path homology, (H ◦ A)(G) (see [6]). This structure
can be refined so that the weak equivalences are those maps which induce an isomorphism on the entire
second page of the magnitude path spectral sequence [22].

5.2 Pull-back along the directed flag complex functor

We now consider the directed flag complex functor dFl : TcDgr→ TcOSC; we seek an intrinsic characterisa-
tion of dFl∗ STcOSC. As before, we require a product structure for TcDgr. Note that, if v0 → v1 is an edge
in G then (v0, 0)(v1, 1) ̸∈ dFl(G⊡ I) and so Cyl(dFl(G)) ̸⊆ dFl(G⊡ I). Hence, we must consider a larger
product graph, to ensure that all the necessary directed cliques are present.

Definition 5.8. Given two digraphs G, H, the cross product, G× H is a digraph on V(G)×V(H) such that

(x, y)→ (x′, y′) ⇐⇒ x→= x′ and y→= y′ but not (x = x′ and y = y′). (5.4)

G⊡ H

G× H

G

H

Figure 4: Illustration of the difference between G⊡ H and G× H. The box product G⊡ H consists of just the
black edges. The cross product G× H additionally contains the red edges.

For any digraphs G, H there is an inclusion G⊡ H ⊆ G× H, as illustrated in Figure 4. Unfortunately, dFl
does not enjoy as simple a characterisation of its cylinders (c.f. Lemma 5.3 for A). However, we can show
that G× I is the minimal digraph whose directed flag complex contains Cyl(dFl(G)). This is in analogy
with Cyl(K) being the minimal simplicial complex containing Cyl(K).

Lemma 5.9. For any digraph G, Cyl(dFl(G)) ⊆ Cyl(dFl(G)) ⊆ dFl(G× I). Moreover, G× I is the smallest such
digraph, i.e.

Cyl(dFl(G)) ⊆ dFl(H) =⇒ G× I ⊂ H. (5.5)

Proof. To begin, note that

Cyl(dFl(G)) ⊂ dFl(H) ⇐⇒ Cyl(dFl(G)) ⊆ dFl(H) (5.6)

because dFl(H) is a simplicial complex. Therefore, it suffices to prove that Cyl(dFl(G)) ⊆ dFl(G× I) and
that G× I is the smallest such digraph.
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Take a simplex v0 . . . vk ∈ dFl(G). Now for any i < j, vi → vj in G and certainly 0 = 0, 1 = 1 and 0→ 1 in I.
Therefore, the paths (v0, 0) . . . (vk, 0), (v0, 1) . . . (vk, 1), and (v0, 0) . . . (vi, 0)(vi, 1) . . . (vk, 1) are all cliques in
G× I. Hence, Cyl(dFl(G)) ⊆ dFl(G× I).

Now suppose Cyl(dFl(G)) ⊆ dFl(H). Take a node v ∈ V(G), then (v, 0)(v, 1) ∈ Cyl(dFl(G)), so there is an
edge (v, 0)→ (v, 1) in H. Take an edge v→ w in G, then (v, 0)(w, 0)(w, 1) ∈ Cyl(dFl(G)) so there are edges
(v, 0) → (w, 0) and (v, 0) → (w, 1) in H. Likewise, (v, 0)(w, 1)(w, 1) ∈ Cyl(dFl(G)) and hence there is an
edge (v, 1)→ (w, 1) in H. These are all the edges in G× I and hence G× I ⊆ H.

Despite this, it is typically a much stronger condition for a vertex map to induce a triangle-collapsing digraph
map G× I → H than to induce a triangle-collapsing simplicial morphism Cyl(dFl(G))→ dFl(H). The main
exception is when G is oriented.

Lemma 5.10. Given a digraph G, the directed 3-cliques in dFl(G× I) \Cyl(dFl(G)) are

R := {(v0, 0)(v1, α)(v0, 1) | v0 ↷↷v1, α = 0 or 1} . (5.7)

Moreover, all simplices in dFl(G × I) \ Cyl(dFl(G)) have at least one simplex from R as a face. In particular,
Cyl(dFl(G)) = dFl(G× I) if and only if G is oriented.

Proof. Suppose there is a clique p ∈ dFl(G× I) \Cyl(dFl(G)). We can write

p = (v0, 0) . . . (vk, 0)(w0, 1) . . . (wm, 1) (5.8)

where v0 . . . vk and w0 . . . wm are both simplices in dFl(G) and moreover vi
→= wj for every 0 ≤ i ≤ k and

0 ≤ j ≤ m. Note that we must have vi∗ = wj∗ for some (i∗, j∗) because otherwise v0 . . . vkw0 . . . wm ∈ dFl(G)

and so p ∈ Cyl(dFl(G)), by Lemma 4.7. Moreover, we can assume that (i∗, j∗) ̸= (k, 0) because if this is the
only time that vi = wj then p ∈ Cyl(dFl(G)). We split into cases depending on which coordinate differs.

Case 1: If i∗ ̸= k then a face of p is

p′ := (vi∗ , 0)(vk, 0)(wj∗ , 1) = (vi∗ , 0)(vk, 0)(vi∗ , 1). (5.9)

This clique must be in dFl(G× I) which implies that there is a reciprocal edge vi∗
↷↷vk.

Case 2: If j∗ ̸= 0 then a face of p is

p′′ := (vi∗ , 0)(w0, 0)(wj∗ , 1) = (vi∗ , 0)(w0, 0)(vi∗ , 1). (5.10)

This clique must be in dFl(G× I) which implies that there is a reciprocal edge vi∗
↷↷w0.

For general G, dFl(G × I) may significantly differ from Cyl(dFl(G)). Indeed, the two may not even be
STcOSC-homotopy equivalent.

a b

a′ b′

Figure 5: The digraph G× I, as relabelled in the proof of Proposition 5.11. The tree, T, used to produce the
basis for ker ∂1 is shown in red.

Proposition 5.11. There exists a digraph G for which, as path complexes, Cyl(dFl(G)) ̸≃ dFl(G × I) and
Cyl(dFl(G)) ̸≃ dFl(G× I).
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Proof. We first note that for any simplicial complex K, Cyl(K) ≃ K ≃ Cyl(K). The proof of this is relatively
technical, so we delay these results to Propositions A.4 and A.5. Taking K = dFl(G), we see that it suffices to
find G for which dFl(G) ̸≃ dFl(G× I).

Let G be the complete digraph on two nodes a, b, i.e. there is a reciprocal edge a ↷↷b (see Figure 5). Since
G contains no k-cliques for k ≥ 2, a simple Euler characteristic argument shows that dim H1(dFl(G)) = 1.
Therefore, by Theorem 4.2, it suffices to show that dim H1(dFl(G× I)) ̸= 1. In the sequel we show that in
fact dim H1(dFl(G× I)) = 0. To reduce notation we change the names of the vertices in G× I as follows

(a, 0) 7→ a, (b, 0) 7→ b, (a, 1) 7→ a′, (b, 1) 7→ b′. (5.11)

In the chain complex

Ω2(dFl(G× I)) Ω1(dFl(G× I)) Ω0(dFl(G× I))
∂2 ∂1 (5.12)

we can find a basis for ker ∂1 by first picking an oriented tree T ⊂ G and then adding one cycle to the basis
for each edge in E(G) \ E(T). One such basis (corresponding to the tree shown in Figure 5) is as follows

c1 := ab + ba = ∂2(aba′ + baa′), (5.13)

c2 := a′b′ + b′a′ = ∂2(ab′a′ + aa′b′), (5.14)

c3 := ab + ba′ − aa′ = ∂2(aba′), (5.15)

c4 := aa′ + a′b′ − ab′ = ∂2(aa′b′), (5.16)

c5 := [aa′ + a′b′]− [ab + bb′] = ∂2(aa′b′ − abb′). (5.17)

Note that each of the 3-cliques on the right-hand side belongs to Ω2(dFl(G× I)). Therefore, every element
of this basis for ker ∂1 is null-homologous.

In light of this, we choose to characterise when there is a one-step STcOSC-homotopy from dFl( f ) to dFl(g)
in terms of edge-based conditions, akin to Corollary 5.6.

Corollary 5.12. Given two triangle-collapsing digraph maps f , g : G → H, a vertex map F : V(G)×{0, 1} → V(H)
is a one-step STcOSC-homotopy from dFl( f ) to dFl(g) if and only if the following conditions are all satisfied:

1. x→= y =⇒ f (x)→= g(y);

2. x→ y in G and f (x) = g(y) =⇒ f (x) = f (y) = g(x) = g(y);

3. F ◦ ι0 = f and F ◦ ι1 = g.

Proof. First note that the third condition uniquely determines F and, furthermore, is necessary for F to induce
a one-step STcOSC-homotopy from dFl( f ) to dFl(g). Given this, the first condition becomes equivalent to
F inducing a weak digraph map G× I → H. By Lemma 2.16, this is then equivalent to F inducing a weak
simplicial morphism Cyl(dFl(G))→ dFl(H). Then, Lemma 4.7 and Lemma 5.9, show us that

Sk1(dFl(G× I)) ⊆ Cyl(dFl(G)) ⊆ dFl(G× I). (5.18)

Finally, Lemma 4.11 shows us that the second condition is equivalent to F inducing a triangle-collapsing
simplicial morphism Cyl(dFl(G))→ dFl(H).

This begets the definition of a system of one-step homotopies for TcDgr.

Definition 5.13. For arbitrary digraphs G, H, we construct a digraph SdFl(G, H) on the vertex set MorTcDgr(G, H)
as follows. Given triangle-collapsing digraph maps f , g : G → H, include an edge f → g if and only if

1. x→= y =⇒ f (x)→= g(y); and

2. x → y and f (x) = g(y) =⇒ f (x) = f (y) = g(x) = g(y).
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Repeating this construction over all G, H yields a system of one-step homotopies, SdFl, for TcDgr. For brevity,
we use ≃dFl, in lieu of ≃SdFl

, to denote the resulting equivalence relations.

Corollary 5.14. The pull-back system along the directed flag complex functor dFl : TcDgr→ TcOSC is dFl∗ STcOSC =
SdFl.

Comparing the conditions in Definition 5.13 to Corollary 5.4, we see that SdFl is a strictly smaller system.

Corollary 5.15. For triangle-collapsing digraph maps f , g : G → H, f ≃dFl g =⇒ f ≃A g

This system is of a markedly different quality: we do not define the system in terms of a cylinder functor.
However, when G is oriented, Lemma 5.10 makes it possible to find morphisms in TcDgr which induce
one-step STcOSC-homotopies.

Corollary 5.16. Let G be an oriented digraph and let f , g : G → H be triangle-collapsing digraph maps. A vertex
map F : V(G)×{0, 1} → V(H) induces a one-step STcOSC-homotopy from dFl( f ) to dFl(g) if and only if it induces
a triangle-collapsing digraph map F : G× I → H, and

F ◦ ι0 = f and F ◦ ι1 = g. (5.19)

5.3 Comparing the two pull-backs

To illustrate the difference between the two systems, we now discuss a number of standard examples of
≃A equivalence that require extra conditions in order to pass over to the new system, SdFl. These examples
may help the practitioner to decide which homology theory is appropriate for a given application. We will
primarily be concerned with when a digraph retracts onto one of its induced subgraphs.

Definition 5.17. Given a digraph G = (V, E) an induced subgraph is a digraph consisting of some of the
vertices in V but all the edges between those vertices, i.e. a digraph of the form A = (VA, EA) where VA ⊆ V
and EA = E ∩ (VA ×VA).

Definition 5.18. Let {∗} denote the digraph on a single vertex. We say that a digraph G is A-contractible
(resp. dFl-contractible) if G ≃A {∗} (resp. G ≃dFl {∗}).

Remark 5.19. Any dFl-contractible digraph is A-contractible.

Definition 5.20. Given a digraph G and an induced subgraph A ⊆ G, we say a weak digraph map r : G → A
is a retraction if r

∣∣
A = idA. Let ι : A→ G denote the inclusion digraph map. If ι ◦ r ≃A idG then we say r is

an A-deformation retraction. If r is triangle-collapsing and ι ◦ r ≃dFl idG then we say r is a dFl-deformation
retraction.

Grigor’yan et al. obtained a particularly simple necessary condition for r to be an A-deformation retract.

Proposition 5.21 ([19, Corollary 3.7]). Given a digraph G and a retraction r : G → A, suppose further that

∀x ∈ V(G) x→= r(x) or ∀x ∈ V(G) r(x)→= x, (5.20)

where edges are required in G, then r is an A-deformation retraction.

A similar result can be obtained for dFl-deformation retractions.

Proposition 5.22. Given a digraph G, and a triangle-collapsing retraction r : G → A, suppose further that

∀x ∈ V(G) x→= r(x) and ∀(x, y) ∈ E(G) x → r(y) (5.21)

or
∀x ∈ V(G) r(x)→= x and ∀(x, y) ∈ E(G) r(x)→ y, (5.22)

where edges are required in G, then r is a dFl-deformation retraction.
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Proof. Let ι : A→ G denote the inclusion digraph map. Then r ◦ ι = idA and ι ◦ r is a digraph map G → G,
given by the same vertex map as r. Let us assume the first pair of conditions holds; the second pair admits a
similar proof. We show that there is a one-step SdFl-homotopy from idG to ι ◦ r.

First note that both idG and ι ◦ r are triangle-collapsing digraph maps. Then, our assumptions on r imply
that

x→= y =⇒ x→= r(y), (5.23)

and hence the first condition of Definition 5.13 holds. For the second condition, take an edge x → y in G
such that idG(x) = (ι ◦ r)(y). Then our assumption on r implies that x → r(y) = x. Therefore, the edge is a
self-loop, which cannot exist. Hence, the second condition is vacuously satisfied.

G1 G2

Figure 6: Examples of two pseudo-trees. The first example, G1, is oriented and hence is both dFl-contractible
and A-contractible. The second example, G2, is not oriented and hence is only A-contractible.

Definition 5.23. We say a digraph G is a pseudo-tree if its underlying undirected graph (collapsing any
reciprocal edges to a single edge) is a tree.

Proposition 5.24. If G is a pseudo-tree then G is A-contractible. Furthermore, a pseudo-tree is dFl-contractible if
and only if it is oriented.

Proof. For the first statement, we refer the reader to Example 3.10 of [19]. For the second, suppose G is not
oriented. Then, since G is connected and not oriented, a standard induction argument shows #E(G) ≥ #V(G).
Note that a pseudo-tree has no k-cliques for k ≥ 3. Therefore, Ω(dFl(G)) has homology only in degrees 0
and 1. By considering the Euler characteristic, we obtain

dim H1(dFl(G))− dim H0(dFl(G)) = #E(G)− #V(G) ≥ 0 (5.24)

Moreover, note that dim H0(dFl(G)) = 1 since this counts the number of weakly connected components of
G. Therefore, H1(dFl(G)) must be non-trivial and hence G is not dFl-contractible.

It remains to show that if G is oriented then G is dFl-contractible. We proceed by induction on the number of
edges in G. If #E = 0 then G = {∗}, which is clearly dFl-contractible. Else, pick a leaf node v and let w be
its unique neighbour. Let r be given by r(v) := w and the identity elsewhere. Then we see that G \ {v} is a
dFl-deformation retract of G by Proposition 5.22.

G1 G2

Figure 7: Two examples of star-like graphs. In both examples the centre node is the star centre. In the first
example, there is no reciprocal edge and hence G1 is both dFl-contractible and A-contractible. In the second
example, there is a reciprocal edge involving the star centre and hence G2 is only A-contractible.
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Definition 5.25. We say a digraph G is star-like if there exists v0 ∈ V(G) such that for any other v ∈ V(G),
v0 → v. We say G is inverse star-like if there exists v0 ∈ V(G) such that for any other v ∈ V(G), v→ v0. We
call v0 a (inverted) star centre.

Corollary 5.26. If G is star-like or inverse star-like then G is A-contractible. If G has a (inverted) star centre v0 and
there are no reciprocal edges involving v0, then G is dFl-contractible.

Proof. For the first statement, we refer the reader to Example 3.11 of [19]. For the second statement, we deal
with the case where G is star-like with star centre v0, the inverse case admits a similar proof. Let G0 be the
induced subgraph on {v0} and let r : G → G0 be the unique digraph map. We show that r satisfies the
conditions of Proposition 5.22.

Certainly r is triangle-collapsing. First, since v0 is a star centre, for any x ∈ V(G) we have r(x) = v0→= x.
Second, given an edge x → y, we cannot have y = v0 because otherwise there would be a double edge
v0 ↷↷x. Since y ̸= v0, there must be an edge v0 = r(x)→ y.

Using these examples, we can show that the directed flag complex cannot be made into a functor from
WkDgr. Indeed, even the subsequent chain complex cannot be made into such a functor.

v1 v2

G

v1 v2

v0

H

v1 v2

G

F

0

F

f ∗ g∗

id

f g

id

H1 ◦Ω ◦ dFl

Figure 8: A commuting diagram in Dgr which illustrates why dFl cannot be made into a functor Dgr→ Ch.
For definitions of the digraph maps, see the proof of Proposition 5.27

Proposition 5.27. The object map, Ω ◦ dFl : Obj(WkDgr) → Obj(Ch), which assigns to each digraph the chain
complex associated to its directed flag complex, cannot be made into a functor WkDgr→ Ch.

Proof. Suppose, for contradiction, that such a functor exists. Consider the three digraphs illustrated in
Figure 8. The weak digraph map f is given by the obvious inclusion, whilst g maps v1 and v2 to themselves
and v0 7→ v1. Note that g ◦ f composes to the identity and hence the triangle of digraph maps commutes.
Applying H1 ◦Ω ◦ dFl to this diagram we find that g∗ ◦ f∗ is the identity on H1(dFl(G)). Using Lemma 2.24,
we see that Ω(dFl(G)) is

0 F⟨v1v2, v2v1⟩ F⟨v1, v2⟩
∂1 (5.25)

and moreover ∂1(v1v2) = −∂1(v2v1) ̸= 0. Therefore, H1(dFl(G)) ∼= F. However, H1(dFl(H)) is the trivial
vector space because H is star-like and hence dFl-contradctible. The identity on H1(dFl(G)) cannot factor
through 0, so we obtain a contradiction.

Definition 5.28. If there is a reciprocal edge v0 ↷↷v1 then we say that w cones the reciprocal edge if

(w→ v0 and w→ v1) or (v0 → w and v1 → w). (5.26)

Proposition 5.29. Let G be a digraph, let a ∈ V(G) and let the neighbouring vertices of a be denoted b0, . . . , bn. Then
let H denote the subgraph of G on V(G) \ {a}. Suppose b0 is such that, for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n},

a→ bi =⇒ b0 → bi; (5.27)
a← bi =⇒ b0 ← bi. (5.28)
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Then there is a weak digraph map r : G → H given by r
∣∣
H = idH and r(a) = b0. Moreover, r is an A-deformation

retract. Furthermore, if there is not a reciprocal edge a ↷↷b0 and there does not exist i ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that there is a
reciprocal edge b0 ↷↷bi which is coned by a then r is a dFl-deformation retract.

Proof. For the proof that r is a weak digraph map and A-deformation retract, see Example 3.15 of [19]. We
prove the final statement, under the assumption that a→ b0 (the b0 → a case admits a similar proof). Note
that the lack of a reciprocal edge means b0 ̸→ a.

We proceed by checking the conditions of Proposition 5.22. To begin, take arbitrary x ∈ V(G) then either
x ̸= a, in which case x = r(x), or x = a, in which case x → b0 = r(x). Therefore, we see x→= r(x). Next, take
an edge x → y. Either y ̸= a, in which case x → y = r(y), or y = a in which case x = bi for some i. We have
seen that b0 ̸→ a, so we must have i > 0 and hence condition (5.28) implies that x = bi → b0 = r(y).

It remains to show that r is triangle-collapsing, so take a simplex v0v1v2 ∈ dFl(G) and supose that r(v0) =
r(v2) Since r is the identity on H we must have {v0, v2} = {a, b0} and v1 = bi for some i > 0. Moreover, we
know b0 ̸→ a so v0v1v2 must have the form abib0 for some i > 0. But then condition (5.27) implies b0 → bi
and hence there is a reciprocal edge bi

↷↷b0 which is coned by a, contradicting our assumption.

Proposition 5.30. Let Gn be a complete digraph on n nodes. Then Gn is A-contractible for every n ≥ 1 but Gn is
dFl-contractible if and only if n = 1.

Proof. The first statement follows immediately from Corollary 5.26 because Gn is star-like. For the second,
it is clear that G1 is contractible. Given n > 1, note that dim Ωn(dFl(Gn)) = 0 because there can be no n-
simplices on a vertex set of size n. Therefore, it suffices to find a cycle, i.e. an element cn−1 ∈ Ωn−1(dFl(Gn))
such that ∂cn−1 = 0. We construct these inductively via a suspension-style argument, starting with the base
case n = 2. We denote the nodes of Gn by x1, . . . , xn. When n = 2, we can take c1 := x0x1 + x1x0.

Now suppose cn−1 ∈ Ωn−1(dFl(Gn)) is a cycle, such that ∂cn−1 = 0. Using Lemma 2.24, we can write cn−1
as a sum of (n− 1)-simplices,

cn−1 = ∑
v0 ...vn−1∈dFl(Gn)

αv0 ...vn−1 v0 . . . vn−1 (5.29)

for some coefficients αv0 ...vn−1 ∈ F. Note that every (n− 1)-simplex in dFl(Gn) is also an (n− 1)-simplex
of dFl(Gn+1). Hence, suppressing notation for the inclusion Gn ↪→ Gn+1, we can view cn−1 as an element
of Ωn−1(dFl(Gn+1)). Moreover, for every (n − 1)-simplex v0 . . . vn−1 ∈ dFl(Gn), there are n-simplices
v0 . . . vn−1xn+1, xn+1v0 . . . vn−1 ∈ dFl(Gn+1). We form two sums

cn,s := ∑
v0 ...vn−1∈dFl(Gn)

αv0 ...vn−1(xn+1v0 . . . vn−1), (5.30)

cn,t := ∑
v0 ...vn−1∈dFl(Gn)

αv0 ...vn−1(v0 . . . vn−1xn+1), (5.31)

such that cn,s, cn,t ∈ Ωn(dFl(Gn+1)). A standard calculation, using the fact that ∂cn−1 = 0, shows that
∂(cn,s) = cn−1 and ∂(cn,t) = (−1)ncn−1. Therefore, we can set cn := cn,s + (−1)n+1cn,t to complete the
inductive step.

Despite not being contractible, we anticipate that most of the homology groups of dFl(Gn) are trivial. The
following conjecture has been verified up to n = 8, via Flagser [25].

Conjecture 5.31. Let Gn denote a complete digraph on n nodes. If n > 1 then

dim Hk(dFl(Gn)) =


1 if k = 0,
!n if k = n− 1,
0 otherwise,

(5.32)

where !n is the number of derangements of {1, . . . , n}.
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Example 5.32. Finally, we revisit the digraph, G, in Figure 1 from Example 2.18. First, we can show G
is A-contractible. Using Proposition 5.29, we can successively retract nodes N and S onto the subgraph
spanned by {x0, x1}. This is a complete digraph; hence G is A-contractible. For the directed flag complex,
the maximum non-trivial homology is in dimension 2 because there are no directed 4-cliques. One can then
verify computationally (e.g. via Flagser [25]) that H(dFl(G)) is the homology of the 2-sphere. Alternatively,
viewing dFl(G) as a semi-simplicial set, one can recognise that dFl(G) coincides with the semi-simplicial set
underlying a standard ∆-complex structure on S2 (see [21, § 2.1] for a definition).

6 Stability of persistent directed flag complex homology

In this section, we study the stability of persistent homology pipelines which use the directed flag complex.
We do not study the stability of path homology, since it has already been well-treated [7, 10, 32].

Closely related to the directed flag complex is the ordered tuples complex, as defined by Turner [31]. This
complex can also be viewed as a path complex and can be made into a functor on WkDgr. This allows Turner
to obtain stability theorems for persistent ordered tuples homology, with respect to the correspondence
distance [31, Theorem 21]. In contrast, Turner showed that ordered set homology (i.e. directed flag complex
homology) does not enjoy such a general stability result [31, § 5.2].

6.1 The interleaving distance

Let R denote R equipped with the ≤ poset structure, viewed as a category. Given a category C, a persistent
C-object is a functor M : R → C; the morphisms M(s ≤ t) are called the structure maps of M. Given a
persistent TcDgr-object, M ∈ [R, TcDgr], its persistent (directed flag complex) homology is (H ◦ dFl)(M).
The resulting object is a persistent finite-dimensional graded vector space, commonly known as a persistence
module. Any persistence module can be described by a complete, discrete invariant, called its barcode (for
more information, see [9, 11]). The barcode can be used as a statistical descriptor of the initial persistent
object M. For more background on persistent homology and its statistical analysis, we refer the reader to [8].

In order to be useful for applications, it is important that this construction is stable. That is, when M, N ∈
[R, TcDgr] differ by some small perturbation to the input data, it is desirable to obtain bounds on

d((H ◦ dFl)(M), (H ◦ dFl)(N)), (6.1)

for some appropriate choice of metric, d. We can use the structure of R to put an extended pseudometric on
[R, C], the category of persistent C-objects.

Definition 6.1. Fix a category C and δ ≥ 0 and two persistent objects M, N : R→ C.

1. The δ-shift of M, M[δ], is the persistent C-object given by

M[δ](t) := M(t + δ) and M[δ](s ≤ t) := M(s + δ ≤ t + δ). (6.2)

2. The δ-transition morphism, T (M, δ), is a natural transformation M⇒ M[δ], given by T (M, δ)(t) :=
M(t ≤ t + δ).

3. A δ-interleaving between M and N is a pair of natural transformations

f : M⇒ N[δ] and g : N ⇒ M[δ], (6.3)

such that g[δ] ◦ f = T (M, 2δ) and f [δ] ◦ g = T (N, 2δ). If such an interleaving exists, we say M and N
are δ-interleaved (in C).

4. Finally, the interleaving distance between M and N is

dI(M, N) := {δ ≥ 0 | M and N are δ-interleaved} ∈ [0, ∞]. (6.4)
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The interleaving distance is an extended pseudo-metric on persistent C-objects [4]. Moreover, the interleaving
distance behaves well with respect to functors.

Lemma 6.2. Any functor F : C → D induces a functor F : [R, C]→ [R, D]. Endowing these functor categories
with the interleaving distance, F is a 1-Lipschitz map, i.e.

dI(F(M), F(N)) ≤ dI(M, N) (6.5)

for all M, N ∈ [R, C].

Proof. The functor is defined in the obvious way: given M ∈ [R, C], we define F(M)(t) := F(M(t)) and
F(M)(s ≤ t) := F(M(s ≤ t)). If f , g constitute a δ-interleaving between M, N ∈ [R, C] then F( f ), F(g)
constitute a δ-interleaving between F(M) and F(N).

6.2 Stability theorems

Since SdFl is a pull-back of SWkPathC, it is a transitive system. Consequently, the composition operator for
morphisms in TcDgr passes to the quotient to define a composition operator between ≃dFl equivalence
classes of triangle-collapsing digraph maps. This allows us to define a new category.

Definition 6.3. The naive dFl-homotopy category, hdFlTcDgr is the category whose objects are simple
digraphs and morphisms are ≃dFl equivalence classes of triangle-collapsing digraph maps. We use the
notation [•]dFl to denote objects and morphisms in this category.

Note that the objects of hdFlTcDgr are the same as TcDgr, but the morphisms are collapsed, according to the
≃dFl equivalence relation. Corollary 4.3 automatically yields the following factorisation and hence a stability
theorem.

Corollary 6.4. The directed flag complex homology functor H ◦ dFl : TcDgr→ grVec factors through hdFlTcDgr.
Therefore, given M, N ∈ [R, TcDgr],

dI((H ◦ dFl)(M), (H ◦ dFl)(N)) ≤ dI([M]dFl, [N]dFl) ≤ dI(M, N). (6.6)

More explicitly, if there are natural transformations

f : M⇒ N[δ] and g : N ⇒ M[δ], (6.7)

such that g[δ] ◦ f ≃dFl T (M, 2δ)(t) and f [δ] ◦ g ≃dFl T (N, 2δ)(t) for every t ∈ R then,

dI
(
(H ◦ dFl)(M), (H ◦ dFl)(N)

)
≤ δ. (6.8)

Essentially, this tells us that it suffices to δ-interleave M and N, up to ≃dFl equivalence. In general, this is a
significantly easier task, especially when M and N are on different vertex sets. Note that we only require a
homotopy at each t ∈ R; the homotopies need not be natural, i.e. they need not commute with the structure
maps of M and N. In the sequel, we construct explicit examples of such interleavings.

A filtration of digraphs on V is a family of digraphs {Gt}t∈R such that V(Gt) = V is constant and if s ≤ t
then E(Gs) ⊆ E(Gt). Connecting these graphs via the natural inclusions, we can view a filtration as a functor
G• : R → StDgr. Equivalently, we can view such a filtration as a function ET(G•) : V × V → R ∪ {±∞},
which records the entrance time of each edge:

ET(G•)(v, w) := inf {t ∈ R | (v, w) ∈ E(Gt)} . (6.9)

Proposition 6.5. Let G•, G′• be two filtrations of digraphs on a common vertex set V. Then

dI
(
(H ◦ dFl)(G•), (H ◦ dFl)(G′•)

)
≤ ||ET(G•)− ET(G′•)||∞. (6.10)
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Proof. Take arbitrary ϵ > 0 and denote δ := ||ET(G•)− ET(G′•)||∞. Using the identity vertex map in both
directions, it is straightforward to show that G• and G′• are (δ + ϵ)-interleaved. Lemma 6.2 applied to the
functor H ◦ dFl then implies dI

(
(H ◦ dFl)(G•), (H ◦ dFl)(G′•)

)
≤ δ + ϵ. Since ϵ was arbitrary, we can take

ϵ→ 0.

Note that, in this proof, we construct an interleaving directly in TcDgr, rather than in the homotopy category
hdFlTcDgr. In the following, we will see an example where we must use SdFl.

Definition 6.6. A weighted digraph is a triple G = (V, E, w) where (V, E) is a digraph and w : E→ (0, ∞) is
a positively-valued function, which we call the weighting. We use w(G) := w to refer to the weighting.

Definition 6.7. Fix a weighted digraph G, with weighting w := w(G).

1. A path p is a sequence of edges e0, . . . , ek such that, writing ei = (si, ti), then si+1 = ti for every i. We
say p is a path from s0 to tk and write p : s0 ⇝ tk.

2. The length of such a path is the sum of its weights, ℓ(p) := ∑k
i=0 w(ei).

3. The shortest-path filtration of G is a filtration of digraphs on V(G), SP(G) := {SP(G)t}t∈R
, where

(i, j) ∈ E(SP(G)t) ⇐⇒ there is a path p : i⇝ j such that ℓ(p) ≤ t. (6.11)

4. We say G is directed acyclic, or a DAG, if whenever there is a (non-trivial) path p : v0 ⇝ v1 then there
is not a path v1 ⇝ v0.

Remark 6.8. If G is a DAG then SP(G)t is oriented for every t ∈ R.

Given a weighted digraph, one can obtain a new weighted digraph by subdividing each of its edges.

Definition 6.9. Fix a weighted digraph G, with weighting w := w(G).

1. A subdivision is a map from a subset of edges, F ⊆ E(G), into the formal disjoint union of the interiors
of the standard simplices, S : F → ⊔d∈Nint(∆d).

2. Given such a subdivision and an edge e ∈ F, let d(e) denote the dimension such that S(e) ∈ int(∆d(e)).
Further, denote the components of S(e) by S(e)0, . . . , S(e)d(e).

3. The subdivision of G by S is a new weighted digraph Os
SG := (VS, ES, wS) given by

VS := V(G) ⊔
⊔
e∈F
{ve,1, . . . , ve,d(e)}, (6.12)

ES :=
(
E(G) \ F

)
⊔

⊔
e∈F
{τe,0, . . . , τe,d(e)}, (6.13)

wS(τ) :=

®
w(τ) if τ ∈ E(G),
S(e)i · w(e) if τ = τe,i,

(6.14)

where τe,i = (ve,i, ve,i+1), and we denote ve,0 := st(e) and ve,d(e)+1 := fn(e).

Proposition 6.10. Let G be a weighted DAG and S : F → ⊔d∈Nint(∆d) a subdivision. Then

dI
(
(H ◦ dFl)(SP(G)), (H ◦ dFl)(SP(Os

SG))
)
≤ max

e∈F
w(e). (6.15)

Proof. Denote δ := maxe∈F w(e). By Corollary 6.4, it suffices to show that [SP(G)]dFl and [SP(Os
SG)]dFl

are δ-interleaved in hdFlTcDgr. We construct this interleaving via two vertex maps, as was done in [7,
Theorem 5.16]. Let f : V(G) → V(Os

SG) be given by the obvious inclusion. Let g : V(Os
SG) → V(G) be

given by the formula

g(v) :=


v if v ∈ V(G),
st(e) if v = ve,i and ∑j<i S(e)j < 1/2,
fn(e) if v = ve,i and ∑j<i S(e)j ≥ 1/2.

(6.16)
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v0

v1

v2 v0

v1

v2

2 2

3

1

1 1

1

1 1 1

G Os
SG

Figure 9: Two weighted digraphs, where weights are denoted by edge annotations. The second digraph,
Os

SG, is the result of applying the subdivision S to the first digraph, G, where S(v0, v2) = (1/3, 1/3, 1/3)
and S(v0, v1) = S(v1, v2) = (1/2, 1/2).

It is easy to see that f does not increase the lengths of paths and hence induces a digraph map f : SP(G)t →
SP(Os

SG)t at every t ∈ R. That is, f induces a natural transformation SP(G)⇒ SP(Os
SG). Since SP(Os

SG) is
a filtration, f also induces a natural transformation SP(G)⇒ SP(Os

SG)[δ]. Note that since f is injective, it is
certainly triangle-collapsing.

In the opposite direction, g can increase the length of paths. In particular, the start of the path may increase
by δ/2 and so too may the end of the path. Therefore, g induces a digraph map g : SP(Os

SG)t → SP(G)t+δ
at every t ∈ R. That is, g induces a natural transformation SP(Os

SG)⇒ SP(G)[δ]. For more details, see the
proof of [7, Theorem 5.16]. Next, the only time we observe g(x) = g(y) with x ̸= y is if x = ve,i and y = ve,k
for some e ∈ F and i < k. Moreover, x and y must appear in the same half of a subdivided edge. If there
is a triangle xvy ∈ dFl(SP(Os

SG)t) then v must appear between x and y in the subdivision of e (since G is
directed acyclic). That is, we must have v = ve,j for some i < j < k, in which case g(v) = g(x). Hence, g is
triangle-collapsing.

It remains to show that these transformations constitute a δ-interleaving in hdFlTcDgr. Notice that, as
vertex maps g ◦ f = idV(G) and hence g ◦ f = T (SP(G), 2δ). In general, it is not the case that f ◦ g =

T (SP(Os
SG), 2δ). Instead, we will show f ◦ g ≃dFl T (SP(Os

SG), 2δ) at every t ∈ R.

To prove this dFl-homotopy equivalence, we go via an interim digraph map h : V(Os
SG)→ V(Os

SG), given
by

h(v) :=


v if v ∈ V(G),
st(e) if v = ve,i and ∑j<i S(e)j < 1/2,
v if v = ve,i and ∑j<i S(e)j ≥ 1/2.

(6.17)

We first note that this is indeed a digraph map h : SP(Os
SG)t → SP(Os

SG)t+2δ
because h can only lengthen

paths at their beginning, and by at most δ/2. Moreover, h is triangle-collapsing at every t ∈ R, by the same
argument as g.

Claim 6.10.1. If x→= y in SP(Os
SG)t then h(x)→= y in SP(Os

SG)t+2δ
.

Proof of Claim. Take a vertex x ∈ V(Os
SG), then either h(x) = x or x = ve,i for some e ∈ F and h(x) = st(e), in

which case there is a path of length at most δ/2 in Os
SG from h(x) to x. Therefore, h(x)→ x in SP(Os

SG)t+2δ
for every t ∈ R. Suppose now x → y is an edge in SP(Os

SG)t, i.e. there is a path x⇝ y in Os
SG of length at

most t. Again, either h(x) = x or there is a path h(x)⇝ x of length at most δ/2. Therefore, there is a path
h(x)⇝ y of length at most t + δ/2. □ of Claim.

Claim 6.10.2. There is no edge x → y in SP(Os
SG)t such that h(x) = y.

Proof of Claim. Suppose for contradiction there is an edge x → y is an edge in SP(Os
SG)t such that h(x) = y.

As we have noted before, there is always a path h(x)⇝ x in Os
SG, hence there is a composite path h(x)⇝

x⇝ y = h(x). Since x ̸= y = h(x), this violates the assumption that G is directed acyclic. □ of Claim.
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Hence, there is a one-step SdFl-homotopy from h to idV(Os
SG), viewed as digraph maps SP(Os

SG)t →
SP(Os

SG)t+2δ
.

Claim 6.10.3. If x→= y in SP(Os
SG)t then h(x)→= ( f ◦ g)(y) in SP(Os

SG)t+2δ
.

Proof of Claim. Take a vertex x ∈ V(Os
SG), then either h(x) = ( f ◦ g)(x) or x = ve,i for some e ∈ F and

h(x) = x and ( f ◦ g)(x) = fn(e), in which case there is a path of length at most δ/2 in Os
SG from h(x) to

( f ◦ g)(x). Therefore, h(x)→ ( f ◦ g)(x) in SP(Os
SG)t+2δ

for every t ∈ R. Suppose now x → y is an edge in
SP(Os

SG)t, i.e. there is a path x ⇝ y in Os
SG of length at most t. Again, either h(x) = ( f ◦ g)(x) or there is

a path h(x)⇝ ( f ◦ g)(x) of length at most δ/2. Since ( f ◦ g) increases path lengths by at most δ, there is a
path ( f ◦ g)(x)⇝ ( f ◦ g)(y) of length at most t + δ. Composing these paths yields a path h(x)⇝ ( f ◦ g)(y)
of length at most t + 3δ/2. □ of Claim.

Claim 6.10.4. If there is an edge x → y in SP(Os
SG)t such that h(x) = ( f ◦ g)(y) then h(x) = h(y) = ( f ◦ g)(x) =

( f ◦ g)(y).

Proof of Claim. First note that for any node v ∈ V(Os
SG), ( f ◦ g)(v) = h(v) if and only if v ∈ V(G) or v

appears in the first half of its subdivided edge (i.e. v = ve,i for some e ∈ F and ∑j<i S(e)j ≥ 1/2)

As we saw in the previous claims, there must be a path h(x)⇝ x and hence there is a path ( f ◦ g)(y)⇝ x⇝ y.
Since G is directed acyclic this means that there cannot be a path y⇝ ( f ◦ g)(y). Hence, y cannot be a new
node in the second half of a subdivided edge. Therefore, h(y) = ( f ◦ g)(y). Finally, note that h(x) = ( f ◦ g)(y)
is a node in V(G), so x also cannot be a new node in the second half of a subdivided edge since these are
mapped to V(Os

SG) \V(G) by h. Again, this implies h(x) = ( f ◦ g)(x). □ of Claim.

Hence, viewed as digraph maps SP(Os
SG)t → SP(Os

SG)t+2δ
, there is a one-step SdFl-homotopy from h to

( f ◦ g).

6.3 Instabilities

Despite these stability guarantees, there are many seemingly innocuous edits one can make to a weighted
digraph that drastically alter the persistent homology of its directed flag complex. As a first example, as a
partial converse to Proposition 6.10, we exhibit a non-DAG which is not stable to subdivision.

Proposition 6.11. There exists a weighted digraph G and a subdivision S : E(G)→ ⊔d∈N∆d such that

dI
(
(H ◦ dFl)(SP(G)), (H ◦ dFl)(SP(Os

SG))
)
= ∞. (6.18)

Proof. Consider the two weighted digraphs illustrated in Figure 10. The second weighted digraph is obtained
from the first via the subdivision S(a, b) = S(b, a) = (1/2, 1/2). The first module, (H ◦ dFl)(SP(G)), has
non-trivial homology in degree 1 for t ∈ [1, ∞). For proof of this, recall the computations done in the proof
of Proposition 5.27. In contrast, SP(Os

SG)t is the complete digraph on 4 nodes, for all t ∈ [2, ∞). Via a choice
of basis for ker ∂1 or through explicit computation (i.e. Flagser [25]), one can verify that this digraph has
trivial homology in degree 1. Rank constraints imply that there is no ϵ-interleaving between these modules
for any ϵ ≥ 0.

An arguably worse stability is that adding a single edge can also lead to a change in the persistent homology
that is unbounded.

Proposition 6.12. There exists a weighted digraph G such that adding an appendage edge yields a weighed digraph
G′ such that

dI
(
(H ◦ dFl)(SP(G)), (H ◦ dFl)(SP(G′))

)
= ∞. (6.19)
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a b
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. . .
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0.50.5

. . . a b

c
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Os
SG

t ∈ [0, 0.5) t ∈ [2, ∞)

Figure 10: A weighted digraph which, upon subdividing, yields a persistence module at ∞ interleaving
distance.
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1
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t ∈ [0, 1) t ∈ [1, 2) t ∈ [2, ∞)

Figure 11: A weighted digraph which, upon adding a single appendage, yields a persistence module at ∞
interleaving distance.
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Proof. Consider the two weighted digraphs illustrated in Figure 11. The first module, (H ◦ dFl)(SP(G)),
has non-trivial homology in degree 1 for t ∈ [1, ∞). In contrast, the second module, (H ◦ dFl)(SP(G′)), has
trivial homology in degree 1 for t ∈ [2, ∞). For proof of this, recall the computations done in the proof
of Proposition 5.27. Rank constraints imply that there is no ϵ-interleaving between these modules for any
ϵ ≥ 0.

In contrast, the module (H ◦ A)(SP(G)) is invariant to adding appendages, because a 0-interleaving at the
homotopy level can be constructed via Proposition 5.29.

A Mapping cylinders

Definition A.1. Given a weak path morphism f : P1 → P2, the mapping cylinder of f , MCyl( f ), is a path
complex on (V(P1)× {0}) ∪ (V(P2)× {1}) containing paths of the following form

1. (x0, 0) . . . (xk, 0) such that x0 . . . xk ∈ P1;

2. (y0, 1) . . . (yk, 1) such that y0 . . . yk ∈ P2;

3. (x0, 0) . . . (xi, 0)( f (xi), 1) . . . ( f (xk), 1) such that x0 . . . xk ∈ P1 and 0 ≤ i ≤ k.

Remark A.2. Let f : P1 → P2 be a weak path morphism of regular path complexes. The mapping cylinder,
MCyl( f ) is itself a regular path complex if and only if f is also a strong path morphism.

Note that for any path complex P, MCyl(idP) = Cyl(P). We verify that mapping cylinders satisfy a universal
property, analogous to the usual one in the category of topological spaces.

Proposition A.3. Given a weak path morphism f : P1 → P2, let ι1 : P1 → Cyl(P1) denote the natural inclusion
x 7→ (x, 1). Then MCyl( f ) is the pushout of f and ι1 in WkPathC.

Proof. First, define two vertex maps ϕ1 : P2 → MCyl( f ) and ϕ2 : Cyl(P1)→ MCyl( f ) by

ϕ1(y) := (y, 1) and ϕ2(x, i) :=

®
(x, 0) if i = 0,
( f (x), 1) if i = 1.

(A.1)

These maps clearly describe weak path morphisms which make the following diagram commute

P1 P2

Cyl(P1) MCyl( f )

f

ι1 ϕ1

ϕ2

(A.2)

Given another commuting diagram

P1 P2

Cyl(P1) Z

f

ι1 ψ1

ψ2

(A.3)

in WkDgr, define ϕ : MCyl( f )→ Z by ϕ(x, 0) := ψ2(x, 0) and ϕ(y, 1) := ψ1(y). As vertex maps, ϕ is clearly
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the unique map that makes the following diagram commute

P1 P2

Cyl(P1) MCyl( f )

Z

f

ι1 ϕ1 ψ1

ϕ2

ψ2

ϕ

(A.4)

It remains to verify that ϕ is a weak path morphism. Given a path p ∈ MCyl( f ), we split into three cases:

Case 1: Suppose p = (x0, 0) . . . (xk, 0) where x0 . . . xk ∈ P1. Let p′ denote the same path but viewed as an
element of Cyl(P1) so that ϕ2(p′) = p. Then, ϕ(p) = ψ2(p′) must be either irregular or a path in Z since ψ2
is a weak path morphism.

Case 2: Suppose p = (y1, 1) . . . (yk, 1) where p′ := y0 . . . yk ∈ P2. Then p = ϕ1(p′) so ϕ(p) = ψ1(p′) is either
irregular or a path in Z since ψ1 is a weak path morphism.

Case 3: Suppose p = (x0, 0) . . . (xi, 0)( f (xi), 1) . . . ( f (xk), 1) where x0 . . . xk ∈ P1 and 0 ≤ i ≤ n. Then let
p′ := (x0, 0) . . . (xi, 0)(xi, 1) . . . (xk, 1) ∈ Cyl(P1), and observe

ϕ(p) = ψ2(x0, 0) . . . ψ2(xi, 0)ψ1( f (xi)) . . . ψ1( f (xk)) (A.5)
= ψ2(x0, 0) . . . ψ2(xi, 0)ψ2(xi, 1) . . . ψ2(xk, 1) (A.6)

= ψ2(p′) (A.7)

where the second equality holds because diagram (A.3) commutes. Now, since ψ2 is a weak path morphism,
we see that ϕ(p) must be irregular or a path in Z.

Proposition A.4. Given a weak path morphism f : P1 → P2, MCyl( f ) ≃ P2.

Proof. Let γ : P2 → MCyl( f ) denote the natural inclusion y 7→ (y, 1) which is certainly a weak path
morphism. Let ρ : MCyl( f ) → P2 be given by (x, 0) 7→ f (x) and (y, 1) 7→ y. Again this is a weak path
morphism because paths of the form (x0, 0) . . . (xi, 0)( f (xi), 1) . . . ( f (xk), 1) ∈ MCyl( f ) have an irregular
image. Note that ρ ◦ γ = idP2 . It remains to show that γ ◦ ρ ≃ idMCyl( f ); we construct the homotopy
explicitly.

We shall denote vertices of Cyl(MCyl( f )) by (v, α, β) where α is the index for the inner mapping cylinder
and β is the index for outer cylinder. Let F : Cyl(MCyl( f ))→ MCyl( f ) be given by

F(v, α, 0) := (v, α) and F(v, α, 1) :=

®
( f (v), 1) if α = 0,
(v, 1) if α = 1.

(A.8)

There are inclusion ιi : MCyl( f ) ↪→ Cyl(MCyl( f )), for i = 0, 1, given by ιi(v, α) = (v, α, i). Note that
F ◦ ι0 = idMCyl( f ) and F ◦ ι1 = γ ◦ ρ. It remains to show that F is a weak path morphism.

Take an arbitrary path p ∈ MCyl( f ), and denote the vertices p = (x0, α0) . . . (xk, αk). Now consider the path

pj := (x0, α0, 0) . . . (xj, αj, 0)(xj, αj, 1) . . . (xk, αk, 1) ∈ Cyl(MCyl( f )) (A.9)

for some j ∈ [0, k]. Note that the αi are either constant at 0 or 1, or there is some index m such that αi = 0 for
i ≤ m and αi = 1 for i > m. We split into cases.

Case 1: Suppose αi = 0 for every i. In this case, note that x0 . . . xk ∈ P1. Then,

F(pj) = (x0, 0) . . . (xj, 0)( f (xj), 1) . . . ( f (xk), 1) (A.10)
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which is a path in MCyl( f ).

Case 2: Suppose αi = 1 for every i. In this case, x0 . . . xk ∈ P2 and

F(pj) = (x0, 1) . . . (xj, 1)(xj, 1) . . . (xk, 1) (A.11)

which is clearly irregular.

Case 3: Suppose αi = 0 for i ≤ m and αi = 1 for i > m where m < j. In this case note that αj = 1 and hence

F(xj, αj, 0) = (xj, 1) = F(xj, αj, 1). (A.12)

Therefore, F(pj) must be irregular.

Case 4: Suppose αi = 0 for i ≤ m and αi = 1 for i > m such that m ≥ j. In this case, note that pj contains
adjacent vertices (xm, 0, 1)(xm+1, 1, 1). Moreover, since p is a path in MCyl( f ) we must have xm+1 = f (xm).
Mapping through F we see

F(xm, 0, 1) = ( f (xm), 1) = (xm+1, 1) = F(xm+1, 1, 1) (A.13)

and thus F(pj) is irregular.

All other paths q ∈ Cyl(MCyl( f )) are of the form ιi(q′) for some i ∈ {0, 1} and q′ ∈ MCyl( f ). If i = 0
then F(q) = (F ◦ ι0)(q′) = q′; if i = 1 then F(q) = (F ◦ ι1)(q′) = (γ ◦ ρ)(q′). Since γ and ρ are weak path
morphisms, we see either F(q) ∈ MCyl( f ) or F(q) is irregular.

A similar result holds for triangle-collapsing simplicial morphisms. It is possible to show this either by
adapting the proof above, or by appealing to the connection with simplicial sets.

Proposition A.5. Given a triangle-collapsing simplicial morphism f : K1 → K2, MCyl( f ) ≃ K2.

Proof. By Corollary 4.21, the system of one-step homotopies for TcOSC is a pull-back of the standard system
for simplicial sets, STcOSC = σ∗SsSet. Using Proposition A.3, we can also show MCyl( f ) is a pushout in
TcOSC and hence σ(MCyl( f )) is the usual mapping cylinder for σ( f ). The result then follows from the
homotopy equivalence σ(MCyl( f )) ≃ σ(K2) in simplicial sets [30, Proposition 2.68].

B Grounded pipelines

B.1 Background

This work was initially motivated by the stability analysis of grounded pipelines for weighted digraphs [7].
These pipelines require two components:

1. a filtration map, F : WDgr→ Obj([R, Dgr]), which assigns a filtration of digraphs to each weighted
digraph; and

2. a digraph chain complex, i.e. a functor C : InclDgr→ Ch, where InclDgr is the wide subcategory of
WkDgr restricted to morphisms which are inclusions.

Given these complexes, one obtains the following commutative diagram for any weighted digraph G.

· · ·C3(F(G)(t) C2(F(G)(t)) C1(G ∪ F(G)(t)) C0(G ∪ F(G)(t)) · · ·

C1(F(G)(t)) C0(F(G)(t))

∂3 ι#◦∂2

∂2

∂1

ι#

∂1

ι#
(B.1)

The top row of this diagram is a chain complex, which we denote gCF(G)(t). By [7, Lemma 3.9], the
functoriality of C ensures that this can be made into a persistent chain complex gCF(G) ∈ [R, Ch]. The
persistent homology of this can then be used as a topological summary of G.
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The initial study [7] considered this pipeline with F = SP and C = Ω ◦ A. In this section, we take F = SP
and C = Ω ◦ dFl and study the resulting pipeline. The assignment G 7→ gCF(G) can be made functorial,
but we must restrict to morphisms between weighted digraphs that induce triangle-collapsing morphisms
SP(G)t → SP(H)t.

Definition B.1. Given a weighted digraph G, the shortest-path quasimetric is a quasimetric on V(G) given
for i, j ∈ V(G) by

dG(i, j) := inf {t ≥ 0 | there is a path p : i⇝ j with ℓ(p) ≤ t} . (B.2)

Given two weighted digraphs G, H, a vertex map f : V(G)→ V(H) is called a contraction if

dH( f (i), f (j)) ≤ dG(i, j) (B.3)

for all i, j ∈ V(G).

Note that if f is a contraction then it induces a weak digraph map SP(G)t → SP(H)t for every t ∈ R.

Definition B.2. A digraph map f : G → H is path-collapsing if whenever there are paths i ⇝ j ⇝ k and
f (i) = f (k) then f (i) = f (j) = f (k).

Note that any path-collapsing digraph map is a triangle-collapsing map. Moreover, if f : G → H is path-
collapsing and a contraction then it induces triangle-collapsing digraphs maps SP(G)t → SP(H)t for every
t ∈ R. With these observations, we can deduce the functoriality of this pipeline.

Definition B.3. Let ContPcWDgr denote the category of all simple, weighted digraphs where morphisms
are vertex maps which are both contractions and path-collapsing digraph maps.

Lemma B.4. The assignment G 7→ gCF(G) can be made into a functor ContPcWDgr→ [R, Ch].

Definition B.5. Grounded persistent directed flag homology is the functor
g ÁH1 : ContPcWDgr→ [R, Vec]

given by
g ÁH1 := H1 ◦ gCF.

In the rest of this section we study the stability of
g ÁH1. Namely, we wish to understand what alterations can

be made to a weighted digraph G without dramatically changing
g ÁH1(G), as measured by the interleaving

distance.

B.2 Stability theorems

We aim to state a general stability theorem for
g ÁH1, along the lines of [7, Theorem 5.8]. First, we require

relative version of the homotopies in SdFl such that the induced chain homotopy is trivial on the fixed
component. We keep the presentation fairly close to [7, § 5] in order to emphasise the differences.

Definition B.6. Given two triangle-collapsing digraph maps f , g : G → H and a subset A ⊆ V(G), if
f ≃dFl,1 g and moreover f (v) = g(v) for every v ∈ A, then we say that f and g are one-step SdFl-homotopic
relative A. This determines a system of one-step homotopies, which we denote SdFl,A. We denote the
resulting equivalence relation by f ≃dFl g (rel A) and say that f and g are SdFl-homotopic relative A.

By essentially the same proof as [7, Lemma 2.37], we obtain the following behaviour of the induced chain
homotopy between maps that are SdFl-homotopic relative A.

Lemma B.7. Suppose f , g : G → H are triangle-collapsing digraph maps that are SdFl-homotopic relative A, for some
A ⊆ V(G). Then, dFl( f ) and dFl(G) are SWkRPC-homotopic so Theorem 4.2 induces a chain homotopy between
Ω(dFl( f )) and Ω(dFl(g)); denote its components by

Lk : Ωk(dFl(G))→ Ωk+1(dFl(H)). (B.4)

Let GA denote the induced subgraph of G on the vertices in A. Then Lk(Ωk(dFl(GA))) = 0.

We now introduce δ-shifting vertex maps which will be our main method for constructing interleavings.
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Definition B.8 ([7, Definition 5.1]). Given two weighted digraphs G, H, a δ-shifting vertex map is a vertex
map f : V(G) → V(H) such that f induces weak digraph maps SP(G)t → SP(H)t+δ and G ∪ SP(G)t →
H ∪ SP(H)t+δ, for every t ∈ R.

Definition B.9 (c.f. [7, Definition 5.5]). Let G, H be two weighted digraphs and let f : V(G)→ V(H) and
g : V(H)→ V(G) be two vertex maps between them,

1. Construct the following sets:

Vfix(g, f ) := {v ∈ V(G) | (g ◦ f )(v) = v} , (B.5)
Efix(g, f ) := {e ∈ E(G) | (g ◦ f )(e) = e} , (B.6)

Vdiff(g, f ) := {v ∈ V(G) | (g ◦ f )(v) ̸= v} , (B.7)
Ediff(g, f ) := {e ∈ E(G) | (g ◦ f )(e) ̸= e} . (B.8)

Moreover, denote Gdiff(g, f ) := (V(G), Ediff(g, f )).

2. If both id : Gdiff(g, f ) → SP(G)2δ and g ◦ f : Gdiff(g, f ) → SP(G)2δ are triangle-collapsing digraph
maps and furthermore they are SdFl-homotopic relative Vfix(g, f ) then we say that (g, f ) has grounded
dFl-codistortion ≤ δ.

3. If f and g are both path-collapsing, δ-shifting vertex maps and the pairs (g, f ) and ( f , g) both have
grounded dFl-codistortion ≤ δ then we say they form a δ-grounded dFl-interleaving.

With these definitions and a proof essentially identical to that of [7, Theorem 5.8], we obtain our main
stability theorem for

g ÁH1.

Theorem B.10. Given two weighted digraphs G, H, if there is a δ-grounded dFl-interleaving between them then

dI(
g ÁH1(G),

g ÁH1(H)) ≤ δ. (B.9)

In [7, § 5], the analogous theorem was used to study the stability of the pipeline to various perturbations of
weighted digraphs. With this new theory, the results of that work go through for

g ÁH1 as soon as one has
made the necessary constraints to ensure that the δ-shifting vertex maps are path-collapsing and that the
one-step homotopies belong to SdFl,Vfix(g, f ).

To this end, note that if G is a digraph and H is a DAG then any weak digraph map G → H is necessarily
path-collapsing. Therefore, denoting the category of weighted DAGs with contractions for morphisms by
ContWDag, we have an inclusion of categories ContWDag ⊆ ContPcWDgr. As such, most of the stability
theorems obtained in [7, § 5] apply automatically once we restrict to weighted DAGs. To summarise these
results, we present Table 1, which is a reproduction of [7, Table 1] but with additional annotations to denote
when the result applies unrestricted to

g ÁH1, and when the result must first be restricted to DAGs.

References

[1] Eric Babson et al. “Homotopy theory of graphs”. In: Journal of Algebraic Combinatorics 24.1 (Aug. 2006),
pp. 31–44. ISSN: 1572-9192. DOI: 10.1007/s10801-006-9100-0.

[2] Hélène Barcelo et al. “Foundations of a Connectivity Theory for Simplicial Complexes”. In: Advances
in Applied Mathematics 26.2 (2001), pp. 97–128. ISSN: 0196-8858. DOI: 10.1006/aama.2000.0710.

[3] Alyson Bittner et al. “Comparing directed and weighted road maps”. In: Research in Computational
Topology. Springer, 2018, pp. 57–70.

[4] Peter Bubenik and Jonathan A. Scott. “Categorification of Persistent Homology”. In: Discrete & Compu-
tational Geometry 51.3 (2014), pp. 600–627. ISSN: 1432-0444. DOI: 10.1007/s00454-014-9573-x.

[5] Luigi Caputi, Anna Pidnebesna, and Jaroslav Hlinka. “Promises and pitfalls of topological data
analysis for brain connectivity analysis”. In: NeuroImage 238 (2021), p. 118245. ISSN: 1053-8119. DOI:
10.1016/j.neuroimage.2021.118245.

38

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10801-006-9100-0
https://doi.org/10.1006/aama.2000.0710
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00454-014-9573-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2021.118245


A notion of homotopy for directed graphs and their flag complexes

Operation Locally
Stable

Non-locally
Stable

Locally
Unstable Isomorphism

Weight perturbation Theorem 5.11✓

Edge subdivision Theorem 5.16↾

Edge collapse Theorem 5.28♦↾ Theorem 5.35✓

Edge deletion Corollary 5.41♦✓ Theorem 5.38✓ Theorem 5.42✓ Theorem 5.45♦↾

Vertex deletion Theorem 5.50↾ Corollary 5.49✓ Corollary 5.48♦✓

Table 1: Stability and instability theorems for
g ÁH1, under various digraph operations. Theorem and Corollary

numbering references results in the publication [7]. ♦ Denotes a theorem which only applies to a subset of
such operations. ✓ Denotes a theorem which applies to the directed flag complex unrestricted. ↾ Denotes a
theorem which applies to the directed flag complex after restricting to weighted digraphs G, such that G and
OT

θ G are both DAGs.

[6] Daniel Carranza et al. Cofibration category of digraphs for path homology. 2022. arXiv: 2212 . 12568
[math.CO].

[7] Thomas Chaplin, Heather A. Harrington, and Ulrike Tillmann. “Grounded Persistent Path Homology:
A Stable, Topological Descriptor for Weighted Digraphs”. In: Foundations of Computational Mathematics
(Aug. 2024). ISSN: 1615-3383. DOI: 10.1007/s10208-024-09679-2.

[8] Frédéric Chazal and Bertrand Michel. “An Introduction to Topological Data Analysis: Fundamental
and Practical Aspects for Data Scientists”. In: Frontiers in Artificial Intelligence 4 (2021). ISSN: 2624-8212.

[9] Frédéric Chazal et al. The Structure and Stability of Persistence Modules. Cham: Springer International
Publishing, 2016. ISBN: 978-3-319-42545-0. DOI: 10.1007/978-3-319-42545-0_2.

[10] Samir Chowdhury and Facundo Mémoli. “Persistent Path Homology of Directed Networks”. In:
Proceedings of the 2018 Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms. 2018, pp. 1152–1169. DOI:
10.1137/1.9781611975031.75.

[11] William Crawley-Boevey. “Decomposition of pointwise finite-dimensional persistence modules”. In:
Journal of Algebra and Its Applications 14.05 (2015), p. 1550066. DOI: 10.1142/S0219498815500668.

[12] Tamal K. Dey, Tianqi Li, and Yusu Wang. “An Efficient Algorithm for 1-Dimensional (Persistent)
Path Homology”. In: 36th International Symposium on Computational Geometry (SoCG 2020). Ed. by
Sergio Cabello and Danny Z. Chen. Vol. 164. Leibniz International Proceedings in Informatics (LIPIcs).
Dagstuhl, Germany: Schloss Dagstuhl–Leibniz-Zentrum für Informatik, 2020, 36:1–36:15. ISBN: 978-3-
95977-143-6. DOI: 10.4230/LIPIcs.SoCG.2020.36.

[13] Lisbeth Fajstrup et al. Directed algebraic topology and concurrency. Vol. 138. Springer, 2016.
[14] Paul G. Goerss and John F. Jardine. “Classical results and constructions”. In: Simplicial Homotopy Theory.
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