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THE CONNECTEDNESS HOMOMORPHISM BETWEEN

DISCRETE MORSE COMPLEXES

CHONG ZHENG

Abstract. Given two discrete Morse functions on a simplicial complex, we intro-
duce the connectedness homomorphism between the corresponding discrete Morse
complexes. This concept leads to a novel framework for studying the connected-
ness in discrete Morse theory at the chain complex level. In particular, we apply
it to describe a discrete analogy to ‘cusp-degeneration’ of Morse complexes. A
precise comparison between smooth case and our discrete cases is also given.

1. Introduction

LetK be a finite simplicial complex, with f1, f2 : K → R representing two distinct
discrete Morse functions on K. In our previous paper [17], we have studied the
(strong) connectedness between an f1-critical simplex σ̃1 and an f2-critical simplex
σ̃2, which characterizes the structure of the gradient vector fields on K existing
between these two simplices.

Namely, at simplicial complex level, we study the uniqueness of gradient path,
the uniqueness and the quantity of strong connectedness, and their correlation with
the Betti numbers and the Euler number of K [17, 18]. Note that the concept was
inspired by a similar one in King-Knudson-Mramor Kosta [11], but there are some
crucial differences (see Section 2.3).

In this paper, our primary aim is to establish a theoretical framework for un-
derstanding the connectedness between discrete Morse functions f1 and f2 at the
chain complex level. First, we define the connectedness homomorphism between
two discrete Morse complexes corresponding to f1 and f2, derived from the simplex
connectedness between corresponding critical simplices. Then, we explore some
fundamental properties of connectedness homomorphisms In particular, using these
properties, we give an appropriate description of a discrete analogy, called birth-
death transition, to the cusp-degeneration of critical points of smooth Morse func-
tion in Cerf theory [5]. In case of smooth Morse theory, Laudenbach [14] described
the change of smooth Morse complexes before and after a cusp-degeneration. We
demonstrate that a similar description is applicable within the context of discrete
Morse functions. Hence, through Gallais [9] and Benedetti [3], our results recover
the main results of [14] but also work for a wider context of any simplicial com-
plexes. This is one of the initial steps in seeking for a discrete analogue to smooth
Cerf theory.

Key words and phrases. Discrete Morse theory, Connectedness, Connectedness homomorphism,
Birth-death transitions.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.08653v1


In Section 2, we provide a concise overview of the preliminaries, including the
fundamentals of discrete Morse theory which are introduced by Forman [7, 8], as
well as the concepts of connectedness and strong connectedness of [17]. In Section
3, we introduce the connectedness homomorphism between two discrete Morse com-
plexes, and investigate some fundamental properties of it. In section 4, we apply the
connectedness homomorphism to describe the birth-death transition of the discrete
Morse complexes, especially, in Theorem 4.2, we prove that when the connectedness
homomorphisms are birth-death transitions, they are chain maps. Furthermore, we
establish a clear relationship between the cusp-degeneration in smooth case and that
in our discrete case in Proposition 4.5.

2. Preliminaries

This section presents fundamental concepts for this paper.

2.1. Discrete Morse Functions and Gradient Vector Fields. For a compre-
hensive understanding of discrete Morse theory and discrete Morse homology, one
may refer to [7, 8, 13, 16].

Let K be a simplicial complex, Kp be the set of p-dimensional simplices. We use
σ(p) to represent a p-dimensional simplex. When the context is clear, we omit the
superscript p. Notations τ ≺ σ and τ ≻ σ are used to denote τ is a face of σ and σ

is a face of τ , respectively.
A discrete Morse function f : K → R satisfies for all σ ∈ Kp,

(1) #{τ (p+1) ≻ σ | f(τ) ≤ f(σ)} ≤ 1;
(2) #{v(p−1) ≺ σ | f(σ) ≤ f(v)} ≤ 1,

where # denotes the cardinality of a set.
We say a simplex σ(p) is a critical p-dimensional simplex (of f) if

(1) #{τ (p+1) ≻ σ | f(τ) ≤ f(σ)} = 0;
(2) #{v(p−1) ≺ σ | f(σ) ≤ f(v)} = 0.

If σ is a critical simplex, then we call f(σ) a critical value of f . Conversely, if a
simplex σ is not critical, then we say that σ is a non-critical simplex, and f(σ) is a
non-critical value. We define

Crq(f) := {σ ∈ Kq | σ
(q) is f -critical}

be the set of q-dimensional f -critical simplices.
A gradient vector field V corresponding to f is the collection of pairs (α(p), β(p+1))

satisfying α ≺ β and f(α) ≥ f(β). We call such a pair (α, β) a gradient pair.
A gradient V -path is a sequence of simplices

α
(p)
0 , β

(p+1)
0 , α

(p)
1 , β

(p+1)
1 , · · · , β(p+1)

r , α
(p)
r+1

such that for each i = 0, · · · , r, (α(p), β(p+1)) ∈ V and β
(p+1)
i ≻ α

(p)
i+1 6= α

(p)
i .

We denote a gradient V -path γ consisting of p and (p + 1)-dimensional simplices

from α
(p)
0 to α

(p)
r+1 by

γ : α
(p)
0  

V (p,p+1)

α
(p)
r+1.
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Note that we can also take any (p + 1)-dimensional simplex β
(p+1)
0 as the starting

simplex, and β
(p+1)
r as the ending simplex. Thus, we can denote the corresponding

path consisting of p and (p+ 1)-dimensional simplices by

γ : β
(p+1)
0  

V (p,p+1)

β(p+1)
r .

2.2. Morse Complexes and Discrete Morse Complexes. For details of Morse
theory and Morse complexes, one may refer to [15, 10]. LetM be a compact manifold

and φ : M → R be a Morse function. The Morse complex has chain groups S
φ
i (M)

as the span of the critical points of index i. The boundary homomorphisms ∂
φ
i :

S
φ
i → S

φ
i−1 are defined in terms of the gradient flow lines of −∇φ. More precisely,

let p be a critical point of φ of index i, then ∂
φ
i (p) :=

∑

γ m(γ)γ(p), where γ(p) is

a flow from p to a critical point of index i − 1; and m(γ) = ±1 depending on the
orientation. The Morse complex is defined as {Sφ

∗
(M), ∂φ

∗
}, and is isomorphic to the

ordinary homology.
A discrete version of Morse-Smale complex is first constructed by Forman [7]. As a

discrete analogy to the Morse complex in ordinary Morse theory, the q-dimensional
chain groups are obtained by spanning q-dimensional critical simplices, and the
boundary homomorphisms are obtained by the gradient flows between simplices of
consecutive dimensions. Precise definitions are given as follows.

From now on, we suppose that each simplex ofK is oriented. Then, given simplices
α(q−1) ≺ σ(q), we use [σ : α] to represent the incidence number of σ and α; [σ : α] =
±1.

Let f : K → R be a discrete Morse function. We first define the chain group
of discrete Morse complex Cf

q = Cf
q (K) as the free Abelian group generated by

σi ∈ Crq(f), and the q-th boundary homomorphism ∂f
q : Cf

q → C
f
q−1 is defined as

the linear extension of

∂f
q (σi) :=

∑

α∈Crq−1(f)

nf(σi, α)α.

Here, nf(σi, α) is given by

nf(σi, α) :=
∑

γ

m(γ),

where γ runs over all gradient paths σi  
V (q−1,q)

α, m(γ) := [σi : α̃] and α̃ is the
maximal face of σi in γ. We call nf (σi, α) the connectedness coefficient between σi

and α. In particular, ∂f
0 is defined as the zero homomorphism.

It is known that ∂f ◦ ∂f = 0 [7, Theorem 7.1]. Hence, {Cf
∗
, ∂f

∗
} forms the discrete

Morse chain complex, and the discrete Morse homology is defined as

H∗ :=
Ker∂f

∗

Im∂
f
∗

.

Furthermore, discrete Morse homology is isomorphic to the ordinary homology [7,
Theorem 7.1].

3



2.3. ∂-Connectedness and Strong Connectedness of Critical simplices. Let
f1, f2 : K → R be two different discrete Morse functions on K, and V1, V2 be the
corresponding gradient vector field, respectively. For σ̃1 ∈ Crq(f1) and σ̃2 ∈ Crq(f2),
we say that σ̃1 is ∂-connected to σ̃2 if

• when q 6= 0, there is an f1-gradient path

σ̃
(q)
1  

V1(q−1,q)

σ̃
(q)
2 ;

• when q = 0, there is an f2-gradient path

σ̃
(0)
1  

V2(0,1)

σ̃
(0)
2 .

We call this relationship ∂-connectedness, and denote it by σ̃1 → σ̃2. From now,
when the context is clear, we only call this the connectedness between simplices.

Furthermore, we say that σ̃1 is strongly connected to σ̃2 if σ̃1 is connected to σ̃2

and σ̃2 is connected to σ̃1, denoted by σ̃1 ↔ σ̃2.
We remark that 0-dimensional connectedness from σ̃1 to σ̃2 involves the gradient

paths on V2 that is different from other dimensional cases. Fundamental proper-
ties of 0-dimensional simplex connectedness are studied in our previous paper [17].
With regard to the (strong) ∂-connectedness, several properties including the rela-
tionship between the strong connectedness number and the Euler characteristic, are
investigated in [17, Section 4].

Also, we note that our definition of ∂-connectedness is motivated by a similar
proceeding notion introduced in [11]. However, it is important to note that the two
definitions are not identical for general cases. Compared with the connectedness
in [11], which consists of three consecutive dimensions, the ∂-connectedness in this
paper specifies a “direction”, thus only two dimensions are involved.

3. The connectedness homomorphism between discrete Morse

complexes

In this section, we construct the connectedness homomorphism between discrete
Morse complexes of the same simplicial complex.

3.1. Connectedness Homomorphisms. Suppose that we are given discrete Morse
functions f1, f2 : K → R on a simplicial complex K. Let m be the dimen-
sion of K. We denote the discrete Morse complexes by {Cf1

∗
= Cf1

∗
(K), ∂f1

∗
} and

{Cf2
∗

= Cf2
∗
(K), ∂f2

∗
} corresponding to f1 and f2, respectively.

Definition 3.1. Let q = 1, 2 . . . , m. The q-dimensional connectedness homomor-
phism from Cf1

q to Cf2
q

hq : C
f1
q → Cf2

q

is defined as the linear extension of

hq(σ̃1) :=
∑

σj∈Crq(f2)

nf1(σ̃1, σj)σj ,

where σ̃1 ∈ Crq(f1).
4



...
...

...

C
f1
q+1 C

f2
q+1 C

f1
q+1

Cf1
q Cf2

q Cf1
q

C
f1
q−1 C

f2
q−1 C

f1
q−1

...
...

...

hq+1

∂
f1
q+1 ∂

f2
q+1

gq+1

∂
f1
q+1

hq

∂
f1
q ∂

f2
q

gq

∂
f1
q

hq−1 gq−1

Figure 1. Connectedness homomorphisms and the boundary homomorphisms.

In particular, when q = 0, we use ṽ1 to denote a 0-dimensional f1-critical simplex,
and the 0-dimensional connectedness homomorphism h0 : Cf1

0 → C
f2
0 is defined as

the linear extension of

h0(ṽ1) :=
∑

vj∈Cr0(f2)

nf2(ṽ1, vj)vj.

Note that the connectedness coefficient nf2(ṽ1, vj) is associated with the connect-
edness from ṽ1 to vj , which is on the gradient vector field V2 obtained from f2.
Technically, when σ̃1 = σ̃2, we let

nf1(σ̃1, σ̃2) = nf2(σ̃2, σ̃1) = 1.

On the other hand, we can also define the connectedness homomorphism from
Cf2

q to Cf1
q with a parallel way as

gq : C
f2
q → Cf1

q .

Thus, we can use the diagram in Figure 1 to denote the connectedness homomor-
phisms and the boundary homomorphisms of the two chain complexes.

Regarding to the connectedness homomorphism, it is natural to ask the follows:

(1) Under what conditions h = {hq}q and g = {gq}q are chain maps? h is called
a chain map if for any q > 0, ∂f2

q ◦ hq = hq−1 ◦ ∂
f1
q . It is equivalent to that

the diagram in Figure 1 is commutative.
5



(2) Under what conditions h and g are inverse to each other, i.e. h◦g = g◦h = id?
(3) Under what conditions h and g are faithful connectedness homomorphisms?

(See Definition 3.5)

In the following subsections, we give and explain partial solutions to those ques-
tions. A more general answer to those questions requires a comprehensive under-
standing of connectedness at the simplicial level, thus more discussion will be given
in [18].

We begin with directly computing the equation of chain map by employing the
definition. The following fundamental but important necessary and sufficient con-
dition to make h a chain map is straightforward by simple computations.

Proposition 3.2. The following (1) and (2) are equivalent:

(1) h is a chain map.
(2) For any q > 1 and any σ̃1 ∈ Crq(f1),

∑

σj∈Crq(f2)

nf1(σ̃1, σj)
∑

αi∈Crq−1(f2)

nf2(σj , αi)αi =

∑

αℓ∈Crq−1(f1)

nf1(σ̃1, αℓ)
∑

αi∈Crq−1(f2)

nf1(αℓ, αi)αi;

and for q = 1,
∑

σj∈Cr1(f2)

nf1(σ̃1, σj)
∑

αi∈Cr0(f1)

nf2(σj , αi)αi =

∑

αℓ∈Cr0(f1)

nf1(σ̃1, αℓ)
∑

αi∈Cr0(f2)

nf2(αℓ, αi)αi.

Proof. We calculate both sides for any q > 1 and σ̃1 ∈ Crq(f1):

∂f2 ◦ hq(σ̃1) = ∂f2(
∑

σj∈Crq(f2)

nf1(σ̃1, σj)σj)

=
∑

σj∈Crq(f2)

nf1(σ̃1, σj)∂
f2(σj)

=
∑

σj∈Crq(f2)

nf1(σ̃1, σj)
∑

αi∈Crq−1(f2)

nf2(σj , αi)αi,

and

hq−1 ◦ ∂
f1(σ̃1) = hq−1(

∑

αℓ∈Crq−1(f1)

nf1(σ̃1, αℓ)αℓ)

=
∑

αℓ∈Crq−1(f1)

nf1(σ̃1, αℓ)hq−1(αℓ)

=
∑

αℓ∈Crq−1(f1)

nf1(σ̃1, αℓ)
∑

αi∈Crq−1(f2)

nf1(αℓ, αi)αi.

6



We omit the proof for the case q = 1, as it can be derived through similar com-
putations.

�

3.2. Connectedness and Connectedness Homomorphism. In this subsection,
we discuss the relationship between the connectedness of critical simplices and the
connectedness homomorphism.

The connectedness between two critical simplices only depends on the presence of
discrete gradient flows. In contrast, the derivation of the connectedness homomor-
phism, as informed by the connectedness coefficient, needs not only the verification of
connectedness but also an understanding of the quantity and the orientation of such
connectedness. Hence, it is notably to remark that the relationship between simplex
connectedness and the connectedness homomorphism is significantly influenced by
the choice of the coefficient in the calculation of the connectedness coefficient.

The number of gradient paths connecting σ1 to σ2 is essential for determining the
connectedness coefficient nf1(σ1, σ2). When there are multiple such gradient paths,
those paths form cycles within the simplicial complex. Although the isomorphism
between discrete Morse homology and ordinary (simplicial) homology is natural,
the geometric information contained in those two kinds of cycles are different. A
discrete Morse cycle always contains a simplicial cycle. However, a simplicial cycle
may not contain a discrete Morse cycle.

The following lemma shows a fundamental relationship between those cycles and
σ2.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that the V1-gradient paths connecting σ1 ∈ Crq(f1) to σ2 ∈
Crq(f2) form cycles within K. Then, σ2 does not participate in any cycle.

Proof. A straightforward fact from the definition of connectedness is that if σ1 is
connected to σ2 and σ1 6= σ2, then σ2 is not critical with respective to f1. Thus, by

the definition of discrete Morse function, there exists only one α
(q−1)
2 ≺ σ2 that is

in the V1-gradient pair (α2, σ2). Consequently, σ2 can not participate in any of the
cycles.

�

Since for each gradient path

γ : σ1  

V1(q−1,q)

σ2,

m(γ) equals ±1, the parity (odd or even) of the number of such gradient paths
depends on the connectedness coefficient. More precisely,

• nf1(σ1, σ2) = 0 implies the number of gradient paths is even; and
• |nf1(σ1, σ2)| = 1 implies the number of gradient paths is odd, where | · |
denotes the absolute value.

On the contrary, the validity of these statements may be false due to the potential
presence of torsion in K. However, if calculations are performed using coefficient
Z2, then the converse of above statements holds true. On the other hand, when the

7



homology of K consists of torsion element, the connectedness coefficient |nf1(σ1, σ2)|
may equal to k > 1.

Also, nf1(σ1, σ2) 6= 0 implies σ1 is connected to σ2. However, the converse does
not hold.

3.3. Faithful Homomorphisms. In further investigations and applications of the
connectedness between f1 and f2, it is necessary to first establish both connectedness
homomorphisms h and g as chain maps. The concepts of weak faithfulness and
faithfulness are introduced to create a locally one-to-one correspondence of simplex
connectedness, which is the case when σ̃1 is only connected to one σ̃2 ∈ Crq(f2) in
Proposition 3.2 (2).

Definition 3.4. Let σ̃1 ∈ Crq(f1) and σ̃2 ∈ Crq(f2). We say σ̃1 is weakly faithful
to σ̃2 if

hq(σ̃1) = nf1(σ̃1, σ̃2)σ̃2,

where nf1(σ̃1, σ̃2) 6= 0.

Note that when q = 0, the connectedness coefficient is associated with f2.
Let σ̃1 ∈ Crq(f1) and σ̃2 ∈ Crq(f2) be weakly faithful to each other. When the

computations are performed with coefficient Z2, then nf1(σ̃1, σ̃2) = nf2(σ̃2, σ̃1) = 1.
Next, we define a stronger correspondence between σ̃1 and σ̃2 than the weak

faithfulness as follows.

Definition 3.5. Let σ̃1 ∈ Crq(f1) and σ̃2 ∈ Crq(f2). We say σ̃1 is faithful to σ̃2 if
σ̃1 is weakly faithful to σ̃2, and

∑

α1∈Crq−1(f1)

nf1(σ̃1, α1)
∑

α2∈Crq−1(f2)

nf1(α1, α2)α2 =
∑

α2∈Crq−1(f2)

nf1(σ̃1, σ̃2)n
f2(σ̃2, α2)α2.

If for any σ̃1 ∈ Crq(f1), there exists σ̃2 ∈ Crq(f2) such that σ̃1 is faithful to σ̃2, then
we call hq a faithful homomorphism. Furthermore, if any q ∈ N, hq is faithful, then
we say h is faithful.

With regard to the zero-dimensional connectedness homomorphism h0, we present
the following proposition to show a basic property of h0.

Proposition 3.6. h0 is a faithful homomorphism.

Proof. By the definition of discrete Morse function, it is easy to see that for any
vertex v1 ∈ Cr0(f1), there exists a unique corresponding vertex v2 ∈ Cr0(f2) such
that v1 is connected to v2, implying h0(v1) = ±v2. Therefore, h0 is faithful. �

The above proof also demonstrates that h0 is injective. Furthermore, under the
consideration of coefficient Z2, h0 can be regarded as a well-defined mapping between
the sets of critical vertices Cr0(f1) and Cr0(f2).

Proposition 3.7. Let f1, f2 : K → R be discrete Morse functions and hq : C
f1
q (K) →

Cf2
q (K) be the connectedness homomorphisms. If h is faithful, then h is a chain map.

8



Proof. For any σ̃1 ∈ Crq(f1), suppose that σ̃1 is faithful to σ̃2. We compute that

∂f2
q ◦ hq(σ̃1) =

∑

α2∈Crq−1(f2)

nf1(σ̃1, σ̃2)n
f2(σ̃2, α2)α2.

Also,

hq−1 ◦ ∂
f1
q (σ̃1) =

∑

α1∈Crq−1(f1)

nf1(σ̃1, α1)
∑

α2∈Crq−1(f2)

nf1(α1, α2)α2.

Therefore, by Definition 3.5, h is a chain map.
�

3.4. The Connectedness Homomorphism of Optimal Discrete Morse func-

tions. The concept of faithfulness is introduced to establish a local one-to-one cor-
respondence between two gradient vector fields similar to the optimal discrete Morse
function case. Recall that, a discrete Morse function f : K → R is called optimal if
for any q ∈ N, #Crq(f) = βq(K) [2].

Lemma 3.8. Let f1, f2 : K → R be optimal discrete Morse functions. For any
σ̃1 ∈ Crq(f1), there exists a unique σ̃2 ∈ Crq(f2) such that σ̃1 and σ̃2 are weakly
faithful to each other.

Proof. First, we note that any q-dimensional representative chain (of simplicial ho-
mology) consists of at least one q-dimensional critical simplex. This fact simply
follows from the isomorphism between discrete Morse homology and simplicial ho-
mology, and the discrete Morse inequalities.

Since f1 is optimal, σ̃1 corresponds to a q-dimensional homology class [h]. The f1-
gradient flows starting from σ̃1 cover the whole cycle and flow to every q-dimensional
simplex in the cycle only once. Additionally, there exists a unique σ̃2 ∈ Crq(f2) in
the cycle, because f2 is optimal. Thus,

hq(σ̃1) = nf1(σ̃1, σ̃2)σ̃2 = ±σ̃1.

A parallel discussion to gq(σ̃2) completes the proof.
�

Proposition 3.9. If f1, f2 : K → R are optimal discrete Morse functions, then h

and g are faithful homomorphisms.

Proof. When f1 is optimal, for any σ̃1 ∈ Crq(f1), the Morse boundary

∂f1
q (σ̃1) =

∑

α1∈Crq−1(f1)

nf1(σ̃1, α1)αi = 0.

Thus, the coefficient nf1(σ̃1, α1) = 0, for each α1 ∈ Crq−1(f1).
According to Lemma 3.8, there exists σ̃2 ∈ Crq(f2) such that σ̃1 is weakly faithful

to σ̃2. Thus, we compute ∂f2
q ◦ hq(σ̃1) = hq−1 ◦ ∂

f1
q (σ̃1) = 0.

Therefore, h is a faithful homomorphism. �

Corollary 3.10. Let f1 and f2 be optimal discrete Morse functions. The following
statements hold true:

(1) h and g are chain maps;
9



(2) h ◦ g = g ◦ h = id.

The connectedness homomorphisms between optimal functions are particular cases
of faithfulness connectedness homomorphisms. Generally, if σ̃1 and σ̃2 are faithful
to each other, then the connectedness coefficients nf1(σ̃1, α̃1) and nf2(σ̃2, α̃2) are 0,
1 or k > 1. When discrete Morse functions f1, f2 are optimal, every connectedness
coefficient nf1(σ̃1, α̃1) equals 0.

4. Modification of the Discrete Morse complex near a birth-death

point via the connectedness homomorphism

While discrete Morse theory and ordinary Morse theory share many analogous
concepts, the definition of a critical simplex within discrete Morse theory presents
unique challenges, especially in the context of depicting a “degenerate critical sim-
plex”. In ordinary Morse theory, the analysis of a degenerate critical point often
involves a perturbation strategy. A perturbation strategy aims to split the degenerate
critical point into a pair of distinct, non-degenerate critical points, thus facilitating
further investigation. We seek for a discrete analogy.

4.1. Birth-Death Transition of Discrete Morse Complexes. Now, let f1, f2
be two discrete Morse functions different from a pair of birth-death point. We then
apply the connectedness homomorphisms between {Cf1

∗
(K), ∂f1

∗
} and {Cf2

∗
(K), ∂f2

∗
}

to feature a discrete version of the degeneration of critical points in the smooth case.
This is a fundamental yet natural scenario to explore before we consider about the
elementary cobordism of discrete Morse theory.

We initiate our exploration by defining the context in terms of discrete Morse the-
ory. This involves assuming that the chain complexes {Cf1

∗
(K), ∂f1

∗
} and {Cf2

∗
(K), ∂f2

∗
}

satisfy the following assumptions:
We fix a dimension i. Regarding to the number of i-dimensional simplices, we

assume

#Cri(f1) = #Cri(f2)− 1;

#Cri−1(f1) = #Cri−1(f2)− 1.

For dimension q 6= i, i− 1, we assume that

#Crq(f1) = #Crq(f2).

We denote the two redundant simplices σ̃ ∈ Cri(f2) and α̃ ∈ Cri−1(f2), and suppose
that

nf2(σ̃, α̃) = k,

where k ∈ Z.
Regarding to the connectedness homomorphisms, we assume that for any δ1 ∈

Crq(f1),

hq(δ1) =

{

δ1, if q 6= i;

δ1 + nf1(δ1, σ̃)σ̃, if q = i.

10



On the other hand, for any f2-critical simplex δ2, we let

gq(δ2) =



















δ2, if δ2 6= σ̃, α̃;

0, if δ2 = σ̃;

−
∑

α∈Cri−1(f1)

nf2(α̃, α)α, if δ2 = α̃.

Regarding to the boundary homomorphisms, we assume the following equations
(1) to (5) hold.

Namely, when q 6= i, i+ 1 and δ 6= α̃,

(1) ∂f1
q (δ) = ∂f2

q (δ).

For any τ ∈ Cri+1(f2),

(2) ∂
f2
i+1(τ) = ∂

f1
i+1(τ) +

∑

σ∈Cri(f1)

nf1(τ, σ) · nf1(σ, σ̃)σ̃.

For any σ ∈ Cri(f2) and σ 6= σ̃,

(3) ∂
f2
i (σ) = ∂

f1
i (σ)− nf1(σ, σ̃)(kα̃ +

∑

α∈Cri−1(f1)

k · nf2(α̃, α)α).

(4) ∂
f2
i (σ̃) = kα̃+

∑

α∈Cri−1(f1)

k · nf2(α̃, α)α.

(5) ∂
f2
i−1(α̃) =

∑

α∈Cri−1(f2)

nf2(α̃, α)
∑

ω∈Cri−2(f1)

nf1(α, ω)ω.

We can check that the above assumptions occur when we cancel the pair of critical
simplices (σ̃, α̃).

Definition 4.1. Under the conditions specified, we call h a birth transition and g

a death transition. Particularly, when k = 1, h and g are called the birth transition
of cusp type and the death transition of cusp type, respectively.

Note that in smooth case, g corresponds to the cusp degeneration in Cerf theory,
where neighboring two critical points are cancelled at a cusp [5, 1]. See also Section
4.3.

Theorem 4.2. Let f1, f2 : K → R be discrete Morse functions, and h and g be
the corresponding connectedness homomorphisms. If h and g are a birth and death
transition, respectively, then both h and g are chain maps.

Proof. To prove h is a chain map, we need to show for any δ ∈ Crq(f1),

(∗) ∂f2
q ◦ hq(δ) = hq−1 ◦ ∂

f1
q (δ).

We note that when q 6= i− 1, i, δ is also f2-critical, and hq(δ) = gq(δ) = δ. Thus, if
q 6= i− 1, i, i+ 1, then by Equation 1, ∂f2

q ◦ hq = ∂f1
q = id ◦ ∂f1

q = hq−1 ◦ ∂
f1
q .

11



When q = i+ 1, for any τ ∈ Cri+1(f1), by Equations 1 and 2, we see

∂
f2
i+1 ◦ hq(τ) = ∂

f2
i+1(τ) =

∑

σ∈Cri(f1)

nf1(τ, σ)σ +
∑

σ∈Cri(f1)

nf1(τ, σ) · nf1(σ, σ̃)σ̃.

= hi(
∑

σ∈Cri(f1)

nf1(τ, σ)σ) = hi ◦ ∂
f1
i+1(τ).

Also, when q = i, for any σ ∈ Cri(f1), Equations 3 and 4 imply

∂
f2
i ◦ hi(σ) = ∂

f2
i (σ + nf1(σ, σ̃)σ̃)

= ∂
f1
i (σ)− nf1(σ, σ̃)(kα̃ +

∑

α∈Cri−1(f1)

nf2(α̃, α)α)

+ nf1(σ, σ̃)(kα̃ +
∑

α∈Cri−1(f1)

nf2(α̃, α)α)

= ∂
f1
i (σ) = hi−1 ◦ ∂

f1
i (σ).

Finally, when q = i− 1, ∗ holds trivially because hi−1 and hi−2 are identities, and
∂
f1
i−1 = ∂

f2
i−1. Therefore, h is a chain map.

We omit the parallel proof applied to the connectedness homomorphism g to prove
that g is a chain map.

�

With regard to the birth-death transitions, we remark the following statements.

• g ◦ h = id. Also, h ◦ g(δ2) = id, for any δ2 6= σ̃ or α̃.
• h and g are chain-homotopy inverses to each other, that is, g ◦ h and h ◦ g
are chain homotopic to the identities.

• In Definition 4.1, for convenience, we assumed that any f2-critical simplex
δ2 distinct from σ̃ or α̃ is also f1-critical, implying hq = gq = idq, for q 6= i.
However, these identical simplices can be extended to a pair of f1 and f2-
critical simplices, which are faithful to each other. See Example 2 in Section
4.3.

In discrete Morse theory, the set of all discrete Morse functions on a simplicial
complex is typically studied by defining an equivalence relation: discrete Morse
functions f1 and f2 are equivalent if their corresponding gradient vector fields V1

and V2 are identical as sets. This definition ignores the numerical values of the
discrete Morse functions, instead focusing on the order of values within each sim-
plex’s neighborhood. Also, the gradient vector fields form a simplicial complex, as
initially studied in [6]. Furthermore, when K is a graph, the simplicial complex is
the complex of rooted forests, introduced in [12].

Lemma 4.3. Let f1, f2 : K → R be discrete Morse functions and V1, V2 be the
corresponding gradient vector field, respectively. Then, V1 = V2 if and only if h =
g = id.

Proof. Suppose V1 = V2. It is easy to see that for any σ1, hq(σ1) = σ1 = gq(σ1),
because there is no gradient path between two q-dimensional critical simplices.

12



The proof for the other side is trivial. �

Next, we use the connectedness homomorphisms to define the function connect-
edness between two discrete Morse functions.

Definition 4.4. We say f1 is connected to f2 if both h and g are chain maps,
denoted f1 ↔ f2.

Note that neither the simplex connectedness nor the function connectedness is an
equivalence relation due to the absence of the transitive property. To illustrate, let
f1, f2, f3 : K → R be discrete Morse functions and σi ∈ Crq(fi), i = 1, 2, 3, represent
critical simplices corresponding to each function. The presence of connectedness
σ1 → σ2 and σ2 → σ3 does not necessarily imply the strong connectedness σ1 →
σ3. Alternatively, expressed in terms of the connectedness coefficient, nf1(σ1, σ3) 6=
nf1(σ1, σ2) · n

f2(σ2, σ3).

Definition 4.5. Let f1, f2, . . . , fn : K → R be a sequence of discrete Morse func-
tions, and Cf1

∗
, Cf2

∗
, . . . , Cfn

∗
be the corresponding discrete Morse complexes. If for

each i = 1, 2, · · · , n−1, the connectedness homomorphisms hi
∗
: Cfi

∗
→ C

fi+1
∗ is either

a birth transition or a death transition, then we call the sequence of discrete Morse
functions a birth-death transition sequence, and any two discrete Morse functions fj
and fk are called transitively connected.

4.2. Comparison of Degenerations in Smooth and Discrete Cases. In [14],
Laudenbach studies the modification of a smooth Morse complex near a degenerated
critical point. Notably, under certain conditions, Laudenbach establishes a compo-
sition of homomorphisms connecting two smooth Morse complexes, obtained by the
Morse functions before and after the degeneration.

Figure 2 presents a diagram illustrating the relationship between the smooth de-
generation and the connectedness homomorphisms h and g. Within this context, let
M be a smooth manifold, φ1, φ2 : M → R be Morse functions. The homomorphisms

1 are constructed in Laudenbach [14, Section f] to represent the transformation

before and after the degeneration; and the discretization homomorphisms 2 are
first derived by Gallais [9, Theorem 3.1] and then improved by Benedetti [3, Main
Theorem A], as noted in Proposition 4.6 below.

Sφ1
q (M) Sφ2

q (M)

Cf1
q (T ) Cf2

q (T )

1

2 2

hq

gq

Figure 2. Comparison of the smooth and discrete cases.
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Proposition 4.6 (Main Theorem A of Benedetti [3]). Let M be a smooth manifold
and φ : M → R be a generic Morse function. For any PL triangulation T of M , there
exist an integer r and a discrete Morse function f on the r-th derived subdivision
T r of T such that the smooth Morse complex is isomorphic to the discrete Morse
complex obtained by T r and f .

Proposition 4.7. The diagram in Figure 2 is commutative.

Proposition 4.7 follows from the followings: homomorphisms 1 are chain maps;

homomorphisms 2 are isomorphisms; and by Theorem 4.2, h and g are chain maps.

For the detailed constructions of 1 , 2 and the proofs, one may refer to the papers.
Hence, a relationship between smooth degenerations and discrete birth-death tran-

sitions can be established through the composition of the homomorphisms. With
regard to the relationship, we make the following remarks:

• The reverse process of this construction is not universally feasible. That is,
for a given triangulation T of some smooth manifold M and a discrete Morse
function f : T → R, it may not be possible to associate f to a smooth Morse
function on M such that the Morse complex and the discrete Morse complex
are isomorphic. (See [3, Main Theorem B])

• Our Definition 4.1 employs general simplicial complexes K, thus containing
the cases of the results obtained by the diagram of Figure 2, in which T is a
triangulation of some smooth manifold. This is exemplified in Example 2 of
Section 4.3.

Additionally, we remark that some useful discussions about the simplex connect-
edness of subdivision are addressed [11, Section 4].

4.3. Examples of Birth-Death Transition. For a smooth function φ on a man-
ifold with a parameter λ, the cusp degeneration can be described by the normal
form:

φ(x, λ) = x3
1 + λx1 ± x2

2 ± · · · ± x2
m.

Thus, to study this bifurcation generally, it is essential to understand the one-
dimensional case. We consider the corresponding discrete settings as follows.

Example 1. The following example illustrates the modification of a discrete Morse
complex near a birth-death point through the connectedness homomorphism. Figure
3 depicts two continuous functions, φ1 and φ2, defined over the same interval I =
[−5, 5].

φ1 and φ2 are used to denote the transformation before and after a cusp degen-
eration. Besides the endpoints of the interval, function φ1 consists of two critical
points; and φ2 consists of four critical points.

Figure 4 displays the triangulation of the interval I into a one-dimensional sim-
plicial complex K. Also, continuous functions φ1 and φ2 are represented by discrete
functions f1 and f2 in (a) and (b) of Figure 4. One can check that both of them
are discrete Morse functions. Red vertices and edges denote critical simplices with
respect to each discrete Morse function. Arrows from 0-dimensional simplices to
1-dimensional simplices represent the gradient pairs.
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−4 −2 2 4

x

φ1(x)

(a) Morse function φ1.

−4 −2 2 4

x

φ2(x)

(b) Morse function φ2.

Figure 3. Two Morse functions on the interval I.

For discrete Morse function f1, there are two 0-dimensional critical simplices and
one 1-dimensional critical simplex, labeled as v11 , v

2
1 and e11. For discrete Morse

function f2, there are three 0-dimensional critical simplices and two 1-dimensional
critical simplices, labeled as v12, v

2
2, v

3
2, e

1
2 and e22.

Next, we consider the homomorphisms hq : C
f1
q (K) → Cf2

q (K) and gq : C
f2
q (K) →

Cf1
q (K), for q = 0, 1. One can check by the definition, h and g are birth and

death transitions corresponding to the f2-critical simplices pair (e22, v
2
2). Simple

computations in mod 2 allow us to conclude that h1(e
1
1) = e12 + e22; h0(v

1
1) = v12 ;

h0(v
2
1) = v32. Boundary computations confirm that h is a chain map:

∂f2 ◦ h1(e
1
1) = v12 + v32 = h0 ◦ ∂

f1(e11).

Additionally, similar computations for g confirm that g is also a chain map.

v21v11

e11

(a) Discrete Morse function f1.

v12 v32v22

e12e22

(b) Discrete Morse function f2.

Figure 4. Two discrete Morse functions on the triangulation of I.

Example 2. In Proposition 4.5, we showed that the birth-death transitions on a
triangulation T of a smooth manifold M can be realized through the composition of
homomorphisms mentioned in Figure 2. However, Theorem 4.2 contains this result
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v11

e11

(a) Discrete Morse function f1.

v12

v22

e22

e12

(b) Discrete Morse function f2.

Figure 5. A birth-death transition on a simplicial complex that is
not a triangulation of a smooth manifold.

as K in Theorem 4.2 represents a general simplicial complex. We illustrate this fact
with the following example.

Figure 5 visually depicts a birth-death transition of the cusp type on a simplicial
complexK, which is not a triangulation of any smooth manifold. Note that although
e11 6= e12, e

1
1 and e12 are faithful to each other; and v11 and v22 are faithful to each other,

as well. We let (e22, v
1
2) be the pair of f2-critical simplices to be cancelled. Then, h

and g are birth-death transitions.
That h is a chain map follows from f1 is optimal. For g, we compute that g0(v

1
2) =

g0(v
2
2) = v11; g1(e

1
2) = e11, g1(e

2
2) = 0. Furthermore, ∂f2

1 (e12) = 0 and ∂
f2
1 (e22) = v12 + v22

in mod 2. Consequently, g0 ◦ ∂
f2
1 (e12) = 0 = ∂

f1
0 ◦ g1(e

1
2); and g0 ◦ ∂

f2
1 (e22) = 0 =

∂
f1
0 ◦ g1(e

2
2). Hence, g is also a chain map.

Note that the choice of critical simplices for cancellation is not necessarily unique
and depends on the orientation of K. In this scenario, we can choose to cancel either
the pair (e22, v

1
2) or (e

2
2, v

2
2). However, regardless of the choice made, the remaining

0-dimensional simplex remains strongly connected to v11 , and h and g remain to be
birth and death transitions.

Compared with Example 1, the simplicial complex in Example 2 is not locally
Euclidean. However, our focus should rather be on the gradient vector fields defined
on this simplcial complex. We can decompose the gradient vector fields into a set
of gradient paths (See [17, Example 4.9] as an example). Thus, as a basic fact of
discrete Morse theory [7, Theorem 3.5], any gradient path does not include cycles,
thus ensuring each gradient path is “locally Euclidean. Consequently, the structure
of gradient vector fields in Example 2 can be described as a union of the type of
triangulations in Example 1.
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Remarks and Future Work. One of our long-term goal of this series of work is
to establish a discrete version of Cerf theory, which is introduced in [5].

The core of Cerf theory is the Cerf diagram, which visually represents the critical
value changes of a generic one-parameter family of functions on a manifold. This is
pivotal for understanding bifurcations and the structural stability of function spaces.
The theory notably applies to gradient vector fields and their trajectories, studying
how critical points can be created or eliminated through perturbations, known as
births and deaths in the context of smooth Morse theory.

Some discrete counterparts have been considered, e.g., Chari-Joswig [6], King-
Knudson-Mramor Kosta [11]. Also recently, there appeared other attempts for dis-
cussing a discrete analogy to the smooth Cerf theory, such as Brüggemann [4]. Our
approach offers a distinct advantage through the concepts of simplex connectedness
and function connectedness, which may lead to more direct geometric understand-
ing: by subdivisions of the gradient vector fields, we describe a discrete analogy of
degenerations of degenerated critical simplices [19].
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