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Abstract

The quantum modularity conjecture, first introduced by Don Zagier, is a general
statement about a relation between sls quantum invariants of links and 3-manifolds
at roots of unity related by a modular transformation. In this note we formulate a
strong version of the conjecture for Witten—Reshetikhin—Turaev invariants of closed
geometric, not necessarily hyperbolic, 3-manifolds. This version in particular involves a
geometrically distinguished SL(2,C) flat connection (a generalization of the standard
hyperbolic flat connection to other Thurston geometries) and has a statement about the
integrality of coefficients appearing in the modular transformation formula. We prove
that the conjecture holds for Brieskorn homology spheres and some other examples. We
also comment on how the conjecture relates to a formal realization of the sly quantum
invariant at a general root of unity as a path integral in analytically continued SU(2)
Chern—Simons theory with a rational level.
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1 Introduction and summary

Thurston’s geometrization conjecture [1], also known as Perelman’s theorem [2—4], provides
an intimate relation between 3-manifold topology and Riemannian structures. It states
that any compact oriented 3-manifold can be cut along 2-spheres and 2-tori so that each
piece locally has one of the eight canonical geometries (listed in the first column of Table 1).

An efficient tool to study the topology of 3-manifolds is provided by topological
quantum field theories (TQFTs). A topological quantum field theory, in particular, provides
diffeomorphism invariants of 3-manifolds that behave in a nice way under cutting and
gluing. There are two main mathematical constructions of 3d TQFTs. The first one is by
Reshetikhin and Turaev [5, 6], which is inspired by the physics construction of Witten [7].
As an input, it takes a modular tensor category (that is, a braided fusion category with
a non-degenerate S-matrix). One then defines invariants of closed 3-manifolds via their
Dehn surgery representation. The invariant of closed 3-manifolds can then be extended
to a 3d TQFT. The second construction is by Turaev and Viro [8]. As an input, it takes
a spherical fusion category. One then defines invariants of 3-manifolds in terms of their
triangulation. The two invariants turn out to be closely related: Turaev—Viro invariant for a
given spherical function category is equal to Reshetikhin—Turaev invariant for the Drinfeld
center of that category. In particular, if in the Turaev—Viro construction as an input one
takes a modular tensor category (which is a special type of spherical fusion category), then
the resulting 3-manifold invariant is the absolute value of the Witten—Reshetikhin—Turaev
(WRT) invariant construction from the same category. Both of these constructions are of a
combinatorial nature and, a priori, have nothing to do with geometric structures.

Nevertheless, it is natural to ask if the eight Thurston geometric structures can be,
in one way or another, recovered from those topological invariants. One may expect this
especially when the input category for the WRT invariant is the modular tensor category
of finite-dimensional representations of the quantum group [75 (sl2) for £ being a primitive
r-th root of unity. In the case when £ = et for an integer r, the corresponding TQFT can
be understood as SU(2) Chern—Simons gauge theory. Formally, its analytically continued
version can be related to the 3d theory of gravity [9,10].

In the case of hyperbolic knots, that is, knots with complements admitting hyperbolic
Thurston geometry, such a relation between quantum invariants and geometric structures
is provided by Kashaev’s volume conjecture [11] reformulated in terms of the colored Jones
polynomial by Murakami and Murakami [12]. It states that the asymptotics of the absolute
value of the colored Jones polynomial of a knot in a certain regime is given by the volume
of the knot complement for the canonical hyperbolic metric. A slightly more refined version
of this conjecture states that [13]:

lim log JT(I("; e¥)
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= CS[As] mod 1. (1)

On the left-hand side, J,.(K;¢) is the r-th colored Jones polynomial of the knot K € S3
normalized to 1 on the unknot. On the right-hand side, CS[A,] is the Chern—Simons
functional of the so-called SL(2,C) geometric flat connection representing the homomor-
phism 71 (5% \ K) — SL(2,C) that can be defined in the following way. Since the knot has
hyperbolic complement, we have S\ K = H?3/T', where H? is the 3-dimensional hyperbolic
space and I' 2 71(S% \ K) is a discrete subgroup of orientation-preserving isometries
Isom, (H3) = PSL(2,C). A lift (which always exists) of the inclusion I' < PSL(2,C)
to SL(2,C) provides the above homomorphism. The relation to the hyperbolic volume



appears through the fact that

_ Vol($°\ K)

Im CS[A,] = e

(2)

The volume conjecture for the colored Jones polynomial can be further refined to
quantum modularity [14,15]. It can be formulated as a statement about the expression of
the 7 — oo asymptotics of the r-th colored Jones polynomial evaluated at a general r-th
primitive root of unity & := e through the s-th colored Jones polynomial evaluated at
E =e 27;".

An analogue of the volume conjecture for closed hyperbolic 3-manifolds first appeared
in the work of Chen and Yang [16], where it was formulated as the appearance of the
hyperbolic volume in the leading order of the asymptotics of Witten-Reshetikhin-Turaev
and Turaev—Viro invariants for £ = e* with odd . This conjecture was then refined to a
quantum modularity statement for hyperbolic 3-manifolds by Wheeler [17] as a statement
about the r — oo asymptotics of the WRT invariant for general roots of unity £ = e .
In this paper, we present a generalized version of that conjecture, which is formulated
universally for geometric 3-manifolds, not just hyperbolic ones. In the simplest setting, it

can be stated as follows (with some details elaborated in the main text).

Conjecture 1. Let M = N/m1(M) be a geometric integer homology sphere with the model
geometry N and Wy (€) be its properly normalized WRT invariant for a primitive root of

unity & of odd order. Specifically, let £ = e 5 for somer € 2Z>1+1 and s € 4Z+1. Then

1. the WRT invariant has the asymptotic expansion of the following form for as r — +o0
along integers coprime with s:

p ~, S
WM(é') ~ Z 627”5 CS[A4] PA(&) Is (;) (3)
Aemo(Hom(m1 (M),SL(2,C)))

2mir ~.

<, Pa(€) € Z[€), and 14(s/r) € (s/r)%4/2C[s/r] for some 64 € Z.

where £ = e~

2. for the geometric flat connection A, representing the map w1 (M) — SL(2,C) obtained
by the lift of the composition of the canonical inclusion w1 (M) — Isom4(N) and a
certain map Isomy(N) — PSL(2,C) we have

Pa.(§) = &Wum(8) + Cw, (4)
where § € Z and
-1, N =53,
Oy = { 0, otherwise. (5)

A few remarks are in order:

o Different versions of quantum modularity property of WRT invariant (as well as
the so-called Z-invariants—certain analytic continuations of WRT invariants from
roots of unity £ to generic complex ¢ [18,19]) for general, not necessarily hyperbolic,
3-manifolds have been known for a long time (see e.g. [18-30]). The main novelty
here is the geometric interpretation of the special flat connection A, which recovers
the WRT invariant for non-hyperbolic geometric 3-manifolds. The factors P4(£) in
the asymptotic expansion can be interpreted as components of the vector-valued

quantum modular form. Their conjectural integrality P4(§) € Z[£] is consistent with



the integrality of the WRT invariant for integer homology spheres [31-33] which is a
consequence of the existence of the universal invariant valued in Habiro ring—a certain
completion of Z[g, ¢ !]—the evaluation of which at ¢ = ¢ gives the WRT invariant.
We have numerical evidence which suggests that there exist elements of the Habiro
ring that unify P4 (&) for all roots of unity for other A € mo(Hom(m (M), SL(2,C)))
as well (cf. [15,17] for the hyperbolic case).

o When the geometry is hyperbolic (which, in a sense, is the generic case), we have
N = H3, the map Isom;(N) — PSL(2,C) is the canonical isomorphism and A, is
the standard geometric flat connection for the hyperbolic M. In this case, i CS[A.]
has the largest real part among all ¢ CS[A] and thus the corresponding term in (3)
exponentially dominates all other terms. Disregarding the other terms recovers the
quantum modularity conjecture for hyperbolic manifolds by Wheeler [17]. For other
Thurston geometries, however, ¢ CS[A4] is real for all flat connections and therefore
none of the terms are exponentially suppressed.

o In (3), CS[A] denotes a lift of the Chern—Simons value to C from C/Z. A change of
the lift is equivalent to the change of P4(£) by an overall integer power of . In the

spherical case, due to the non-trivial shift by C the relation (4) assumes the specific
lift given by (22).

o The expansion (3) is consistent with Witten’s asymptotic expansion conjecture
[7,34-36] which is of similar form, but is formulated for the special roots of unity
27

€ = e~ and have the sum over mo(Hom(m1 (M), SU(2))). Namely, treating SU(2) as
a subgroup of SL(2,C), the Witten’s conjecture is recovered assuming that (cf. [17])

PA(]') =0,
VA € mo(Hom(ri (M), SL(2, C))) \ mo(Hom(m (M), SU(2))), Tm CS[A] < 0. (6)

Moreover, similarly to the case of the standard Witten’s asymptotic expansion
conjecture, (3), can be formally interpreted as the saddle point expansion of a certain
“contour path integral” (in the sense of [10,37]) in the infinite-dimensional space
of all SL(2,C) connections on M, modulo the subgroup of gauge transformations
{M — SL(2,C)} with the degree being a multiple of s. The degree here can be
defined as the coefficient of proportionality between the image of [M] € H3(M)
and [SU(2)] € H3(SL(2,C)). This makes 2™ S a well-defined function on this
quotient space. This way Wjs(€) can be interpreted as the partition function of
analytically continued SU(2) Chern—Simons gauge theory for the rational level
r/s. The quotient space can be equivalently understood as the s-fold cover of the
standard space of connections modulo all gauge transformations. The s integer
coefficients of the polynomials P4 (€) = E!fll;(} n(j)mém (defined for £ = 1) can be
understood as coefficients of the decomposition of the contour into Lefschetz thimble
contours corresponding to the s lifts of the connected components of the SL(2,C)
flat connections (under the assumption that a single thimble corresponds to a single
copy of a connected component). Note that the TQFTs extending the WRT invariant
for roots of unity others than & = et are known to be non-unitary. In the context
of the “contour path integral” realization, the non-unitarity appears through the fact
that although all the coefficients of the Chern—Simons action are real, the contour is
not invariant under complex conjugation for s # +1.

o The asymptotic expansion statement (3) can be upgraded into an exact equality by
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using Borel resummation of the formal power series 14(s/r) (cf. [17,26,38-41]). This
statement is motivated by the “contour path integral” interpretation in the previous
remark, because in the finite-dimensional case the Borel resummation is known to
recover the integral over the Lefschetz thimble contour. Such a stronger version of
the conjecture will not be the focus of this paper.

e The assumption that M is an integer homology sphere restricts the model geometry

N to three options: H3, SL(2,R), or S3. In the main text, we also present a more
general (but technically much more involved) version for rational homology spheres,
which allows other geometries.

o Asin [17] for the hyperbolic case, an analogue of this conjecture could also be made
for the so-called Z-invariant of [18,19]. This invariant is valued in g-series with
integer coefficients. Namely, in the left-hand side of (3) W (q) would be replaced with
Z(q) evaluated at ¢ = €27, Im 7 > 0. The analogues of the factors P4(§)’s in the
right-hand side then would be power series in § := e~ with integer coefficients. One
of them, for the same special flat connection A, as before, would then be conjecturally
equal to Z(§). The formal series I4(s/r) would be replaced with a series in 7 (the
same as before, up to a simple normalization related factor). A weaker version of
such a conjecture for Z, formulated for possibly non-geometric integer homology
spheres, but without a geometric interpretation of the special flat connection that
recovers 2 , appeared in [41]. There it was also noticed that for some 3-manifolds
the sum over mo(Hom(m1 (M), SL(2,C))) needs to be extended to a larger set, which
includes also critical points of the Chern—Simons functional at infinity of the space of
SL(2,C) connections, but with the finite value of the functional.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present some basic
facts about Thurston’s geometrization, Seifert fibration, Chern—Simons functional, and
quantum invariants of 3-manifolds, which will be relevant for the rest of the paper. We
also introduce the notion of the geometric flat connection there. Section 3 contains a more
detailed formulation of the conjecture above, as well as its more general version for rational
homology spheres. We prove that the conjecture holds for all Brieskorn homology spheres
(Theorem 1) and some other examples. Appendices contain technical details that are used
in the main text.

2 Geometrization and quantum invariants

2.1 Thurston’s geometrization

As was already mentioned in Section 1, according to Thurston’s geometrization, any 3-
manifold can be decomposed into geometric pieces. Throughout the paper, we focus on
closed oriented geometric 3-manifolds. For such manifold,s the decomposition consists
of a single component and thus M = N/T" where N is one of the eight simply-connected
model geometries listed in the first column of Table 1 and I' C Isom (N) is a discrete
subgroup of the group of orientation-preserving isometries. As usual, H", S™, and R"
denote n-dimensional hyperbolic space,/ﬂ)Eere, and Euclidean space, respectively, with

the standard metric. The geometries SL(2,R), Nils, a Sols are Lie groups equipped with

left-invariant metrics. The group SL(2,R) is the universal cover of SL(2,R). Geometrically,
it can be understood as an R-fibration over H? (topologically trivial, but not geometrically).
The group Nils is the Heisenberg group, that is, the group of upper-triangular 3-by-3



matrices with 1’s on the diagonal. Geometrically, it can be understood as an R-fibration
over R2. Finally, the group Sols can be realized as the semidirect product R x R? with
t € R acting on R? as t : (z,y) — (e~tz, ely).

H N \ Isomg(N) — PSL(2,C) H

H3 PSL(2,C) id

S3 SO(4) = P(SU(2) x SU(2)) — PSU(2) < PSL(2,C)

R3 R3 x SO(3) — S0(3) = PSU(2) — PSL(2,C)
S? xR R x SO(3) — S0O(3) = PSU(2) — PSL(2,C)
H2 x R R x PSL(2,R) — PSL(2,R) — PSL(2,C)
SL(2,R) | R — Isomg(N) — PSL(2,R) < PSL(2,C)

Nil3 | R = Isomg(N) — R? x SO(2) >~ C xU(1) = PSL(2,C)

Sols Sols -+ R<— PSL(2, (C)

Table 1: The eight Thurston geometries, the connected components of the identity of their
isometry groups, and natural maps to PSL(2,C).

We will further assume that I' C Isomg(N) C Isom4 (V) is inside the connected
component of the identity. These groups are indicated in the second column Table 1. In the

case of SL(2,R) and Nils geometries, a short exact sequence into which Isomg(N) fits is
shown. In the list, the special orthogonal groups SO(n) appear as the orientation-preserving
isometry groups of spheres, PSL(2,R) appear as the orientation-preserving isometries of
HZ2, and the abelian groups R™ appear as the groups of translations in Euclidean spaces.
We refer to [42] for the details.

2.1.1 Geometric flat connection

The last column of Table 1 shows a natural map Isomg(N) — PSL(2,C) which is obtained
by the composition of the natural projection and inclusion. The S2 case is special, as one
can choose to project on either of the two factors in the projective product. Due to this,
in the case of the spherical geometry, we further assume that the subgroup I' C SO(4)
is contained in the factor on which the projection is performed, in the sense that the
composition of the inclusion and projection on the other factor would be trivial. This
effectively restricts M = S3/T to be a link of ADE type singularity C2/T, up to a change
of the orientation. Note that spherical geometric manifolds are also exceptional in the
sense that for all other 7 cases the fundamental group 71 (M) = I' uniquely determines the
homeomorphism class of the 3-manifold. Imposing this additional assumption restores the
uniqueness in the spherical case.

For N = H3, $3 and R?® we have Isomg(N) = Isom; (N). For N = H? x R, SL(2,R),
and Sols, even though Isomy(N) C Isomy(N), the condition that I' C Isomy(N) can
be also relaxed to I' C Isom, (V). In these three cases the full Isom, (/N) has natural
projection to O1(2,1) & Z/27 x PSL(2,R) or Z/27Z x R which can still be naturally
embedded in PSL(2,C) = SO*(3,1). This is not the case for N = S x R and Nils cases,
because there is no canonical map from O(3) and O(2) x R? to SO*(3,1).

Composing the isomorphism m1(M) = I' C Isomg(/N) with the map Isomg(N) —
PSL(2,C) thus gives us a map 71 (M) — PSL(2,C) uniquely defined up to conjugation.
The obstruction of lifting a « : m (M) — PSL(2,C) map to a & : m1(M)SL(2,C) one
with respect to the central extension Z/27Z — SL(2,C) — PSL(2,C) is the analog of the
Stiefel-Whitney class we () € H%(M, Z/2) corresponding to the homotopy class of the map
M — B?7./27 induced by the fibration sequence BZ /27 — BSL(2,C) — BPSL(2,C) —




B27,/27. For the map « : (M) — PSL(2,C) defined by the geometric structure as above,
we have wa(a) = wa(T'M). Since any oriented 3-manifold is spin we have wo(TM) =0
and therefore a lift & : w1 (M) — SL(2,C) exists. The lifts naturally correspond to spin
structures. We will restrict ourselves to mod-2 homology spheres, that is, 3-manifolds
with H(M;7Z/2Z) = 0, i = 1,2, so that the lift is unique. This map will represent a
particular connected component in the space Hom(m (M), SL(2,C))/SL(2,C) of SL(2,C)
flat connections on M, which will play a special role in the quantum modularity. We will
refer to this flat connection as geometric.

2.1.2 Seifert manifolds

A Seifert manifold with m exceptional fibers is a closed 3-manifold built out of the following
set of data: an S! fibration over a surface S with Euler number b, and m pairs of coprime
integers (p1,q1), --., (Pm,@m)- The pairs of integers describe the m exceptional fibers
of the fibration. The boundary of a tubular neighborhood of each fiber is a 2-torus
with basis 1-cycles in homology given by the boundary of the disk, and a fiber at the
boundary. The tubular neighborhood of the j-th exceptional fiber is a solid torus whose
(pj, gj) boundary cycle is contractible. Notice that the pair (p;,g;) is determined only up
to an overall sign, so we can always choose p; > 0 and denote the Seifert manifold as
manifold S(b; p1/q1,---,Pm/qm)- It is a fact that Seifert manifolds S(b; p1/q1,---,Pm/qm)
and S'(V'; pi/q},--.,P)./q,) are orientation preserving homeomorphic if and only if S = 5,
e =€/, up to reordering p; = pz- and g; = q;- mod p; for every j [42, § 3]. In light of this
result, Seifert invariants are sometimes normalized so that b = 0.
Two important invariants of a Seifert fibration are its Euler number

e:—b+f:q—j_ €Q, (7)

j=1Pi

and the orbifold Euler characteristic of the base M/S?,

x=x(5)—§:<1—1%> €Q. (8)
j=1 J

For six of the eight Thurston geometries, all closed manifolds are Seifert fibrations. Con-
versely, given a Seifert manifold, which model geometry it admits is completely determined
by the two invariants e and x according to the following table [42, Table 4.1].

x>0 x=0 x <0
e=0 S?xR RS H? x R
e#0 S3 Nil3  SL(2,R)

In this paper, we will only consider Seifert fibrations over oriented bases. This, in
particular, implies that the condition I" C Isomg (V) holds.

When the Seifert manifold is fibered over the S?, it has an alternate description as
Dehn surgery on the link in Figure 1 in S3. Furthermore, the first integral homology group



P2/q2

p1/q1 T Pm/@m
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G~ D

Figure 1: Surgery presentation of the manifold S%(b; p1/q1,. .., Pm/qm)-

of M = S%(b; p1/q1,...,Pm/qm) is isomorphic to the cokernel of the matrix

[ b 1 ... 1 17
@ poo- 0
B=| 1 i .0, (9)
dm—1 o - Pm—1 0
L 9m 0 --- 0 Pm ]

ie., Hi(M,Z) = 7™+t /BZ™*! [43, § 1.1.4]. Since det B = ep1p2 - - - pm, when M is a
rational homology sphere we have |H1(M,Z)| = |epip2 - - - pm|- In particular, when M is
an integer homology sphere,

m
pip2 - Pm (—b + Z q—]) =41 (10)
i=1Pi

which implies that (%) p;s are mutually coprime () g;s are uniquely determined modulo p;
for every j, and therefore (7%) b is also determined. Conversely, given m mutually coprime
integers p1, ..., Pm such that p; > 2, there is a unique Seifert integer homology sphere with
m exceptional fibers, up to orientation reversal [43, § 1.1.4]. We shall pick an orientation
such that e > 0 and denote this manifold as X(p1,...,Pm).

We end this section by noting that with the exception of Poincaré homology sphere,
3(2,3,5), for which x > 0, all other Seifert integer homology spheres ¥ (p,...,pn) have

X < 0 and therefore have geometry modeled on SL(2,R).

2.2 Chern—Simons functional and flat connections

An SL(2,C) principal bundle over a 3-manifold M is always trivial. Choosing a global
trivialization, we can consider the connection 1-form A € Q!(M)®s5l5(C). One then defines
the Chern—Simons functional as follows:

CS[4] = # /M’I‘r (AdA+ §A3) cc. (1)

Under a change of the trivialization g : M — SL(2,C) (i.e. a gauge transformation) we
have A’ = gAg~! + gdg~! and the functional changes by an integer

CS[A'] = CS[A] + deg g (12)



where deg g is defined as the coefficient of proportionality between g.[M] and the chosen
generator of H3(SL(2,C)) = Z. Thus we can consider instead

CS[4] = 8% /M’I‘r (AdA + §A3) mod 1 € C/Z (13)

which is independent of the choice of the orientation. The critical points of the functional
are connection 1-forms satisfying the flatness condition F4 = dA + A% = 0. Modulo gauge
transformations they form the moduli space of flat connections

Magat (M, SL(2,C)) = Hom(m M, SL(2,C))/SL(2,C) (14)

where the action is by conjugation!. The Chern-Simons functional then can be reduced to
a function on the finite set of connected components:

CS : mo(Maas (M, SL(2,C))) —s C/Z. (16)

Depending on the context, we will also use CS to denote a lift of the value to C. Such a lift
in particular can be provided by a specific choice of the representative connection 1-form.
The moduli space contains a distinguished subspace of abelian flat connections

Mﬂat(M’ SL(2, C)) > Mggt(Ma SL(Z’ C))
= Hom(m M, C*)/{+1} = HY(M,C/Z)/{+1} (17)

corresponding to the maps m M — SL(2,C) that can be conjugated into a maximal torus
subgroup C* C SL(2,C). The {£1} is the Weyl group of sls, the generator of which acts
as the inversion automorphism of C* = C/Z. We have a canonical identification

mo(M3ER, (M, SL(2,C))) = Hom(Tor Hy(M),Q/Z)/{£1} = Tor H;(M)/{%1} (18)
where the last bijection is provided by the linking pairing
lk : Tor Hi(M) ®z Tor Hi(M) — Q/Z. (19)

The value of the Chern—Simons functional restricted to this subset of connected components
of the moduli space is then given by

CS: mo(MZ.(M,SL(2,C))) = Tor Hy(M)/{£1} — C/Z,

a — lk(a,a). (20)
It will be also useful to consider the subspace of non-abelian flat connections:
MER (M, SL(2,C))) = Maat(M, SL(2,C))) \ M2, (M, SL(2,C))). (21)

Tn the context of asymptotic expansion of the quantum invariants, it is actually more natural to consider
only semi-stable flat connections [10], which would form a generally smaller space

Mg (M, SL(2,C)) = Hom(mi M, SL(2,C)) J SL(2,C) (15)

given by the GIT quotient. On the other hand, one may also consider a larger moduli space
MES (M, SL(2,C)) that also includes gauge equivalence classes of critical points of the Chern—Simons
functional at infinity with finite critical values [41]. One can expect that the most general quantum
modularity conjecture should be formulated with such a modified moduli space. However, it will not be

relevant for the class of 3-manifolds considered in this paper.



Consider now the case of the geometric SL(2,C) flat connection in the case of spherical
geometry N = S3, as defined in Section 2.1.1. The universal cover of M = S3/T, is S3,
which we can identify with the SU(2) group, with the identity element being the base-point.
Under our assumptions I' C SU(2) C Isomg(S3) = SO(4). It acts on S3 = SU(2) by left or
right multiplication, depending on the choice of the SU(2) subgroup in SO(4) containing
I'. One can choose a particular representative connection 1-form A, € Q!(M) ® sus (with
sty C sly(C)) such that its lift A, € Q(S3) ® suy to the universal cover is the pure gauge:
A, = gdg™" for the identity map g : S° = SU(2) — SU(2). Thus, from (12) we have
CS[A,] = £1, with the sign depending on the choice of orientation. On the other hand,
CS[A,] = |T| CS[A.], because the integral of the CS 3-form over S° is just the sum of |T|
copies of the integral over a fundamental region, which is the same as CS[A,]. Thus we
have 1

CS[A.] = %7y (22)

for the geometric flat connection in the spherical case.

In the case of N = SL(2,R) geometry, the value of the Chern—Simons functional for
the geometric flat connection is known to be

X2
CS[A,] = £ 23
4] = +2 (23)
for the canonical representative 1-form A, € Q!(M) ® sla(R), where x and e are the
invariants of the Seifert fibration [44-46]. In this case, possibly up to a sign, it is known to
coincide with the so-called Seifert volume and Godbillon—Vey invariant. As in the spherical
case, the sign depends on the choice of the orientation.

Remarkably, 4e/x? = || for the spherical manifolds with I' C SU(2) C SO(4) (which
have ADE classification), which can be verified by a direct calculation. Therefore, one can

use the expression (23) for the geometric flat connection in both cases.

2.3 Review of WRT invariants at generic roots of unity

The construction of Reshetikhin and Turaev [5,6] provides a numerical invariant of closed
oriented 3-manifolds via their Dehn surgery representation. The invariant is defined for
any modular tensor category and can also be extended to a 3-2-1 TQFT. When the input
is (the semi-simplification of the) category of finite-dimensional representations of the Hopf
algebra Ug sly for a root of unity &, the invariant is known as the sl Witten—Reshetikhin—
Turaev invariant. Moreover, when & = e%, this gives a mathematical meaning to the
Chern—Simons path integral considered by Witten [7]. We will consider the standard,
also known as SU(2), version of the invariant. For mod-2 homology spheres, it contains
essentially the same information as the SO(3) invariant [47]. For general 3-manifolds,
however, one may expect that the quantum modularity is most naturally formulated as
the relation between SU(2) and SO(3) invariants, as these groups are Langlands dual to
each other.

The sl invariant can also be defined directly in terms of colored Jones polynomials.
Namely let L be an N-component framed link in S? with components {L1,..., Ly} colored
by irreducible sl representations of dimensions ni,ns,...,ny. Then, using either skein
relations together with the cabling operations, or the ribbon structure on the category
of finite-dimensional representations of the quantum group Uy (slz) for generic g, one can
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define the colored Jones polynomial invariant of the link

Jn(L;q) € ¢**Z[¢*],  ac€Z, (24)
where n = (n1,...,ny,) € 7%, We consider normalization such that for the unknot U,
e
In(U;q) = [n]q = P YR (25)

Let M = S3(L) be the 3-manifold obtained by surgery on L. Fix £'/4 to be a primitive
4r-th root of unity. To avoid some technical subtleties later on, we will also assume that r
is odd. With the intermediate quantity,

F(L,) = Y.  JuL&) [] Inile. (26)

ne{l,...,r—1}m L;,CL

The WRT invariant can be written as

F(L,§)
F(U+17€)b+F(U_1a§)b7,

™m(§) = (27)
where U*! is understood to be a +1-framed unknot, and by is the number of posi-
tive/negative eigenvalues of the linking matrix of L. As defined above, the invariant is
normalized to be 7g3(§) = 1. Although in general the invariant depends on the choice of
£1/4, for integer homology spheres it actually depends only on ¢ itself [33].

3 Quantum modularity

Since £1/4 = ¢™5/2" was said to be a primitive 4r-th root of unity earlier in the text, it
follows that s must be an odd integer coprime with r. If we also let r be odd, an application
of the Chinese remainder theorem shows that it is possible to replace s by an element of its
residue class modulo r that is coprime with 47 and has residue 1 mod 4. In what follows,
we shall assume that this is the case.

To state the quantum modularity conjecture, it will be convenient to normalize the
WRT invariant in the following way; suppose that M is a rational homology sphere, let
H :=|H1(M,Z)| be the order of its first homology group, and define

War(e) = VE (%) (€ = Dru(®). (28)

Since s is an odd integer, the Jacobi symbol (H/s) is well-defined.

When M is an integer homology sphere, Wi, (€) = (£ —1)7a7(€) and the statement takes
the form of Conjecture 1. We propose the following generalization for rational homology
spheres, which are also mod-2 homology spheres.

Conjecture 2. Let M = N/m(M) be a geometric rational homology sphere with no
2-torsion in homology and £Y/% be a 4r-th primitive root of unity. Specifically, take & = ez
for some r € 2Z>1+ 1 and s € 4Z + 1. Moreover, assume that s is coprime with the order
of the homology group H = |H1(M,Z)|. Then

1. the WRT invariant admits the decomposition into a sum of terms labeled by abelian

11



flat connections

WM(&) — Z 627\'2'% CSa] W](\;) ({), (29)

a€mg (M%’;t(M,SL(Q,C)))

such that each term has the following asymptotic expansion as r — oo along integers
coprime with s and H:

WJE:II) (€) ~ Z e2m’§(CS[A]—CS[a])I:,IElaL) (E)I,(:)(S/"'), (30)
AGWO(Mﬂat(MvSL(27C)))

2mir

where £ = e~ "5, Pfla) (€) are polynomials in & (with s-dependfnt coe{ﬁ‘lcients}, and
Igl)(s/r) € (s/r)%4/2C[s/r] for some 64 € 7. Moreover, ngo)(ﬁ) € Z[€] and

P =0 (31)
for A € my(M3,(M, SL(2,C))) \ {a}.

2. for the geometric flat connection A,

Alo=¢ ¥ wie+ow a
aeWO(Mﬂat(MaU(l)))
where § € Q and
-1, N=5%
Cn = { 0, otherwise. %)

We remark that the decomposition (29) with respect to the abelian flat connections is
motivated by the analogous decomposition of the WRT invariant at £ = e’ in its relation
to the Z-invariants [18,19,26]. The sum on the right-hand side of 32 is the analogue of
Zo. In Appendix C we provide a conjectural formula that relates Z-invariants to the WRT
invariant at a general root of unity. Such a relation allows one to draw a direct parallel
between the quantum modularity considered in this paper and holomorphic quantum
modularity of Z invariants.

3.1 Proof of conjecture for Brieskorn homology spheres

In this section, we will prove the quantum modularity conjecture for Brieskorn homology
spheres, i/.g.\,/Seifert integer homology spheres with three exceptional fibers. Such manifolds
admit SL(2,R) or S geometry (Poincaré homology sphere). The proof we give here is
similar in spirit to [20,22] and proceeds by identifying WRT invariants as limits of Eichler
integrals of half-integral weight modular forms—also known as false theta functions—and
using the modular transformation properties of the Eichler integral to make a statement
about the asymptotics of the WRT invariant. We begin by recalling the surgery formula
for WRT invariants at generic roots of unity due to [48, § 4.4], and modular transformation
properties of a family of weight-3/2 vector-valued modular forms from [22]. We then prove
the (quantum) modular and integrality properties of the limits of their Eichler integrals at
arbitrary rational numbers, and show how these limits are related to the WRT invariant
at generic roots of unity. Finally, we use the properties of the Eichler integral, and a
correspondence between non-trivial flat connections and components of the vector-valued
modular form to prove the quantum modularity conjecture.
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WRT invariant of Seifert integer homology spheres Suppose that M is a Seifert integer
homology sphere X(p1,...,pm) with m exceptional fibers, where p; > 2 are mutually
coprime integers. As stated Section 2.1.2, Seifert invariants pi/qi, ..., Pm/qm, and b
are determined from the requirement that the manifold is an integer homology sphere.
Furthermore, we shall also pick a normalization in which b = 0 and the orientation such
that e > 0. Let

P = HpJ,H PZqJ |H1(M,Z)|, and ¢ = 30(H +Z<123(q],p]) Z) (34)
j=1 J

where s(-,-) is the Dedekind sum, then, with Seifert invariants normalized as above, the
WRT invariant of M at £Y/4 = ¢™5/2" has the following form [48]

$/4-1/2(¢ _ Pr\ em/* frm2ap 1T NG e
€1 - )u(©) = () o oS FiE e =y
rin

We know from the integrality of the WRT invariant of integer homology spheres that
v (&) € Z[]. The following proposition says that the fractional part of the power of £
on the left-hand side of (35) is equal to the Chern—Simons action at the geometric flat
connection, CS[A.] = —x?/4e.

Proposition 1. Consider the Seifert homology sphere ¥(p1,p2,...,Dm), then with ¢ as
defined above, we have ¢/4 —1/2 = —x?/4e mod 1.

Proof. We begin by recalling how the quantity ¢ is related to the Casson invariant A [48, §4]
—24)\ = ¢ + Plm—a- Z (36)
H j=1 p J

which implies that
L
A= lm 2 — JE 1173 mod 1. (37)

A short computation with the definition of the orbifold Euler characteristic, and the fact
that e = 1/P yields

¢ 1 x*_ P [mm+1) !
Z_§+E_5(T_l_ IOP DD )—5 mod 1. (38)

7 Dj i<k D;jPk

To show that the right-hand side is an integer (and therefore zero modulo 1), it suffices to
show that the integer

m(m+ 1)
P(T—l— >4 +Z ) (39)

J bj <k DDk

is odd. Note that since p;’s have to be mutually coprime because X(p1,p2,...,pm) is an
integer homology sphere, at most one of them can be even. With this observation, we have

1 1 if Piseven
P — = mod 2 40
Z j {m if P is odd (40)
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and

m—1 if P is even
P — = mod 2, 41
J%pgpk {M if P is odd ()
which implies that (39) is odd. O

Modular forms and false theta functions Following [21-23], we describe bases of weight-3/2
vector-valued modular forms and their Eichler integrals whose limit at rational numbers
are weight-1/2 strong quantum modular forms.

We specialize to m = 3, the case relevant for Brieskorn homology spheres. Given a
triple, ¥ = (p1,p2,p3), let P = pi1paps, and for every triple, @ = (a1, as, a3), with integers
a; such that 0 < a; < pj, define the 2P-periodic functions

(42)
0, otherwise,

B} — , ifl=P(14+33%;9%) mod 2P,
R A Stk ke

where €; = +1. However, not all ¢g.’s are independent. Indeed, for j = 1,2, 3 define the
involutions

0'1(67,) = (pl - a17a27a3)1 02(6) - (a17p2 - 02703), a‘nd 03(6) = (a11a21p3 - a3)7 (43)

and note that for j # k we have ¢ 2500k (@) )= g(l), so that the number of such independent
periodic functions is

1
Dy = (pr = 1)(p2 — 1)(ps — 1). (44)
For later use, we also note the following properties of the ¢gs,
B B 2P—1
%(—1) =—¢%(1) and > ¢%(I)=0. (45)
1=0
For each independent ¢g., define theta functions on the upper half plane
Z l¢“ l /4P with q = 2™, (46)
lEZ

which are components of a Dzdimensional vector-valued modular form of weight 3/2.
Under T and S modular transformations, these theta functions behave as [22, Proposition 2]

- o . R i 3/2 . .
Ur+) =T @) and @)= (1) LSI@E-y7)
;

2
, P 3 a;
T —exp |3 (1432 i (48)
2 j:lpj

8 (HE )+P 2 pﬂ”k sin —bﬂ'

We also introduce the so-called false theta functions, which are Eichler integrals of the

respectively, where

and
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theta functions defined above
o0 a 9
=>4l 7, (50)
1=0

convergent in the upper half plane Im 7 > 0, whose limits at rational numbers 7 — s/r
follow from a proposition of [20] (see also [22, Proposition 3])

. 2P7" 9 l
5(s/T) = tlim (s/r +it) = Zq&a (1)el /2P ( E) . (51)

From the formula above, it is straightforward to deduce the behavior of these functions
under a modular T-transformation, ég(T +1)= Ta(ﬁ)ég(r), where T%(55). And while the
false theta functions do not have good transformation behavior under the action of the
full modular group, their limits at cusps, 7 — /s, satisfy the following quantum modular
property under an S-transformation as r — oo [22, Proposition 8]

o (Tt <5 U (2

k=0

where the sum over b includes only the Dj; independent false theta functions, and the
coefficients of the power series on the right-hand side are

(2P)2k 2P

>~ ¢%(1)Bok+1(1/2P), (53)

where By denotes the (2k + 1)-th Bernoulli polynomial, are values of the analytically
continued L-function for the Dirichlet character ‘15?;-

False theta functions and flat connections Here, we review a characterization of the
connected components of the moduli space non-trivial SL(2,C) flat connections on Seifert
integer homology spheres, and in particular, Brieskorn homology spheres from [40, Propo-
sition 5] (see also [22, § 4]). Let ¥(p1,p2, p3) be a Brieskorn homology sphere, and suppose
(possibly after relabeling) that p, and p3 are odd. Define Ay C Z3, as the set of triples
(a1,a2,a3) such that 1 < a; <p; and 1 <a; < (pj —1)/2 for j = 2 and 3, then there is an
isomorphism

o (M (S (py, 3, pa), SL(2, C))) & Ay (54)

Each element @ € Aj is called the rotation number of the flat connection it represents, and
the Chern—Simons value of the corresponding flat connection is

csr]_—E (1+Z ) mod 1. (55)

j=1Pj

Note that the set Az has cardinality

Dy= +(1 — (2~ 1)(ps — 1), (56)

and the triples that are its elements, @ € Aj, pick out the D; independent false theta
functions <I>g. With this correspondence, we can write the T-matrix of the modular
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transformation as T%(p) = e~2™CSl@, And the following result says that the limit of the
false theta function q)g(s/ r) at a rational number is a polynomial in the root of unity

27is s

&€ =e r with an overall fractional power that equals CS[d]

27i
T

Proposition 2. Let £ =e * be a root of unity of odd order, then

1=z —csla
5 &3(s/r) € £~ STz[g). (57)
Proof. See Appendix B. O

WRT invariant as limits of false theta functions and proof of conjecture Finally, we have
all the tools to write the WRT invariant as limits of false theta functions and prove the
quantum modularity conjecture for Brieskorn homology spheres.

Proposition 3. For Brieskorn homology spheres, ¥(p1,p2,p3) with 1/p1+1/p2+1/p3 < 1,
the WRT invariant at a generic primitive root of unity of odd order, £ = e$, can be
written as a limit of the false theta function,

/1€ = V)Tspy o) (€) = %‘i’g’l’n(s/ r)- (58)

Proof. The proof here follows from results in [20], and is an adaptation of the one given
in [22] to the case of generic roots of unity. We recall the formula (35) for the WRT
invariant

Pr\ emi/4 oo (gn/2pj — g—n/ij)
$/4-1/2(¢ _ 1 _ (_) —n?/4P 12j=1 , (59
3 (5 )TE(pl,pz,m)(g) P 2\/2_‘Prn€Z/ZQPT§Z f'n,/Q _g—n/2 ( )

rin

and use the fact that for 1/p; + 1/p2 + 1/p3 < 1, there is a generating function for the

rational function in the summand above in terms of the periodic function ¢1(;’1’1) from
before,
H'??:l(up/pj _u_P/pj) 0 111
=>4 0, (60)
1=0
to write it as a limit with u = £%/2Pe=7t/2P
3 n/2p; _ ¢—n/2p; 0o
§=1(§M P — &) ML) oy
gn/z _ 571‘/2 - tl—)%1+ ; ¢ﬁ (l) u. (61)
For the sum in (59), we have
3 2p; _ ¢—n/2p;
Z £—n2/4P Hj:l('fn/ vi— g P7) — lim — e—ml/2p¢(1,1,1)(l) Z g—n2/4P+nl/2P
é‘n/2 _ é‘—n/2 it 72
n€Z/2PrZ =0 n€Z/2PrZ
rin

= lim 3 e~ /2P gL (1 3 ¢~ (n—0)?/4P+12 /4P
p

t—0+t

=0 n€Z/2PrZ
[e9)
— —n? 3 —T (17171) l2/4P
— Z § n?/4P lim Ze tl/2P¢_‘ (l)§ ,
nEZ/2PrL =071 i

where we have used a square completion to simplify the Gauss sum. To proceed, we can
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evaluate the quadratic Gauss sum in the last line above with a formula from Appendix A,

N S e S ERR I (62)

n€Z/2Pr neZ/4Pr

(remember that we have chosen a representative of s modulo r such that s = 1 mod 4),
and conclude by using a proposition from [20] for the first equality in the following

o0 (e o]
- —mtl/2P ;(1,1,1) 12/4P _ 1 —mtl?2/2P ,(1,1,1) 12/4P
Jim ST < i SR (63)
= lim <I>(1’1’1)(s/r+zt) WY (5/r).  (64)
o0t p
Putting all the pieces together, the result follows. O

The only Brieskorn homology sphere for which 1/p; +1/p2 +1/p3 < 1 does not hold is
the Poincaré homology sphere, ¥(2,3,5), and we will deal with it separately here. When
P =(2,3,5), the only difference from the above calculation is due to

= _ (1,1,1) !
uP —u-P =utu +Z¢(235) Hu, (65)
which results in an extra constant in the analogous formula for the WRT invariant,

1,1,1
g0 (¢ 1)r0 35 (€) = €120 + 2<I>§2 3 53( /r)- (66)
Theorem 1. The quantum modularity conjecture holds for Brieskorn homology spheres.

Proof. With the exception of ¥(2,3,5) which is spherical, all other Brieskorn homology

spheres M = X(p1,p2, p3) have 1/p1 +1/p2 +1/p3 < 1 and are modeled on SL(2,R). We
start by writing the WRT invariant of these manifolds in terms of the false theta function
as in Proposition 3,

Wur(€) = (6~ 1) mur(€) = €4/ 8015/, (67)

use the modular S-transformation of the false theta functions, and arrange the terms into
an expansion around saddles in the following way

s\ k
[51/2 ¢/4ZS(1,1,1) mq,a —r/s) + 51/2 ¢/4Z (;T]ij) (68)
= > 25 CSAI Py (€) Ta(s/r), (69)

Aeﬂ'o (Mﬂat (M:SL(Qv(C)))

where Ptrivial(g) =1, and
N DU
Pa(€) = 58 (~r/s) (70)

if A is the flat connection represented by rotation numbers (a1, az,as); and

(71)

(1,1,1) .
11e & L(=2k,88) [ mis\k
Itr1v1a1(3/r) 5 2 42 klp 2P’I") ’
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and
Ialsfr) = = [ 58D /- (72)

if A is the flat connection represented by rotation numbers (a1, az, as).

We have identified the asymptotic series in s/r that appears as the failure of modularity
in the S-transformation of ®V) as the contribution from the trivial flat connection,
and used the correspondence between non-trivial flat connections and the D independent
theta functions to write the sum over the false theta functions as a sum over the connected
components of Mg (M, SL(2,C)) in (69).

Asymptotic series T4 are of the expected type, and the integrality of the polynomials
P4 (€) € Z[€] is implied directly by Proposition 2. -

Finally, it follows from (23) that, for the geometric flat connection on SL(2, R) manifolds,
CS[A.] = —x?/4e. Comparing the Chern—Simons values tells us that A, is represented
by rotation numbers (1,1,1), and therefore it follows from Propositions 1 and 3 that
Py, (€) = Wy (€) for some integer 6.

The case of X(2, 3,5) is completely analogous, and we have

_ 1 _
Ws35 ) =61+ ¢ 121/120‘1’(1 ; 8(3/7’) (73)

~ > e CSUIP, (&) 1a(s/r), (74)
AG"TO (Mﬂat (M,SL(Q,C)))

with -Ptrivial(g) =1, and

N .
Pa(€) = 5€71/120®(—r/s), (75)
if A is the flat connection represented by rotation numbers (a1, az,as3); and
(1,1,1)
1 © 2k (r/) 2,3, 5 ) T8 k
- _ g1 11217120 ( (_)
and
_ " o(1,1,1) 4—121/120
I = —y/ =5
als/r) = —\[ =88 (77)
if A is the flat connection represented by rotation numbers (a1, as2,a3). We identify the
geometric flat connection by its Chern—Simons value, CS[A.] = —1/120, and notice that
n_ 1z 1,1,1 x =
Pa.(§) = 5610800 (<r/s) = W58 — 1, (78)
as required. ]

3.2 More evidence

Lens spaces L(p,1) For any positive integer p, the lens space L(p,1) has a realization
as surgery on the p-framed unknot in S3. Computation of the WRT invariant of these
spaces is essentially an application of the reciprocity of quadratic Gauss sums. We start
by noting that J,(U?,q) = qp(“z_l)/‘l[n]q, and therefore for L(p,1) = S3(UP), we need the
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intermediate quantity

1
Fong - e -1 T e -1 3§ (79)
n——r neEZL/2rZ
Y e, (80)
J— + -
2(€1/2 1/2 n€ZL/2rZ
which can be simplified by applying the reciprocity formula as
2 mi/4 ir mi/4 . i [~ G
> g =Y v > ey = VAT var > 2 > ¢ < P ), (81)
neZ/2rZ \/S_p YEZ/spZ \/@ l€Z/sZ a€Z/pZ
and

Z é.%in i €7T’L'/41/2’I‘ Z 6_2:_11;7«(11:‘:%)2 (82)
= \/ﬁ)
neL/2r7 YyEZL/spZ
(sa)?

_EIVE e )T

V'SP l€Z/sZ a€Z/pZ

where we have used (p, s) = 1 to decompose the sum over Z/spZ = 7 /sZ @ Z/pZ. After
this decomposition, the sum above over [ is precisely a quadratic Gauss sum, for which
there is a closed expression

> & =Gl = () v (54)

lEZ /ST

where we have used the fact that s = 1 mod 4. We can put these pieces together, and
normalize with F(U*!,€) for the WRT invariant

a€Z/pZ

Since, under our assumptions, s is coprime with |H;| = p, there exists an integer s* such
that ss* =1+ np for some (s-dependent) n € Z. After making the change a — s*a of the
summation variable, we can read off the decomposition into abelian flat connections as

_, bl i (=22 +2na2+n2pa
Wiguy(e) = €75 5 &7 (05 120t (674 cos 2% - 1) (56)
a=0
— Z 27r’L CS[a]W[(fZI)),l)(g) (87)

aemM2P (L(p,1),SL(2,C))

where, as before, CS[a] means a lift of the CS value to Q. Using moM322, (L(p, 1), SL(2,C)) =
{0,1,...,(p—1)/2}, we have
—1 1
T (¢77 1), if a =0,
W(a) )

L(p, 1)(5) - QSPT_l <§_717 cos 47;8a — 1> , ifa#0. (88)

Since the geometric flat connection for lens spaces is abelian and has CS value —1/p,
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we have P(O) (€) = 0 because of the way the decomposition is defined. On the other hand,

since
(p—1)/2

Z @ © =—pe"T, (89)

we verify that

~. 1—p a
PO@E) =¢7 > Wit @ +o. (90)
a€mo(M3P, (L(p,1),5L(2,0)))

Thus the conjecture holds for these lens spaces.

For some non-trivial examples, we can carry out the analysis we did for Brieskorn
homology spheres to some Seifert rational homology spheres. To do so, it would be useful
to introduce another basis of false theta functions. Let P be a positive integer, and for
every integer 1 < a < P define 2P-periodic functions

+1, ifl=4=+ d 2P
(a)(l) _ , 1 a mo , (91)
0, otherwise.
Each 1/1563 has an associated theta function
Zld)(a) (l 12/4P with qg= e27r7/r (92)

leZ

defined for Im 7 > 0, which are components of a vector-valued modular form of weight 3/2.
Under T and S modular transformations, they behave as [21, § 2.2]

. 9 2 3/2 P—1 b)
¥+ 1) =) and WP = (2) X MEED -y 93)
b=1

respectively, where

2 . ab
Mg(P) = \/; sin ‘%w. (94)

In analogy with what we did for the modular forms @g, we define false theta functions,
which are the Eichler integrals

V& (r) = Zw(‘”(z Blap, (95)
whose limit at rational numbers
) (@) yel/aP (1 — b )
(s/7) Zzp W™ (1= 57). (96)

satisfies the following property under a modular S-transformation [21, Proposition 2]

e - (@) mis \*
\Il(a)(s/r \/7ZMb \Il(b (—r/s) ~ ZL( 2Z;¢2p) (2Pr> . (97)

k=0

We shall consider rational homology spheres with three exceptional fibers M =
S2(b; p1/q1,p2/492,p3/q3), where q; = 1 for every j = 1,2,3. In what follows, we use p;
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to denote p;/g;. Such manifolds are described as surgery on a link of unknots that has the
linking matrix

b 1 1 1
_ 1 p1 0 0
B= 10 p 0] (98)
1 0 0 D3
and the n = (ng, n1,n2, ng)-colored Jones polynomial
qb(no (n? 1)/4
Jn(L,q) = Tl qu ’ [non;lq (99)
J

1 qb(no—l)/4
/2 — g1/ (qno/2 _ g—no/2)2

[T D4 (groms/2 — groms/). - (100)
j

Using the surgery formula for WRT invariants, we get

/ o—mio(B)/4 fbn3/4
X206 — Dy (6) = (-1 e — - s
( ) M( ) ( ) 2(27.)2 nolZ)erE gno/Z _';’:—no/2
no#0,r
2 /4+non; /2 ((en; —n;
X1;[ EZZ/z ng ! (€ g ]/2)’

where ¢/ = Tr B — 30(B). To get the above formula in a form similar to (35), we apply
the reciprocity formula for quadratic Gauss sums (Theorem 2) to the sums over n;, and
use the assumption (s,p;) =1 on s to simplify, so that

oA/ (W (Pry et Rt (o
E1412( _ 1yrag(€) = 2\/W<8> = , (101)

where ¢ = ¢/ + Y and

gbno _ (n0+2rn]—)2 ng+2rn; _ no+2rn;
(>= 2 gno/2 _ §no/2H Y. & ™ <§ ®i o —& P ) (102)

no€ZL/2r7 J n;E€L/p;Z
no#0,r

Following [24, Proposition 2], we notice that the sum above is invariant under simultaneous
change ng — ng 4+ 2r and n; — n; — 1 for every j = 1,2, 3. If p; and p, are coprime, we
can use this invariance to simplify the sums

2r—1 2p1p2r—1
> > = > : (103)
no=0n, €Z/p1Z, no€Z/p2Z, n3€L/p3Z no=0 n1=0, na=0, n3€Z/p3Z

In the following examples, we shall use the above formula for the WRT invariant at
generic roots of unity to write it in terms of false theta functions.
S2(1; 2,3,3) For the Seifert manifold S%(1; 2,3, 3), we can readily compute

1 1 2
e=g X= g ¢=€5, H,(M,Z) = coker B = Z/3Z. (104)
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Since e # 0 and x > 0, this manifold must be spherical. Indeed, it can also be thought of
as the quotient of S3 by the binary tetrahedral group. Apart from the Poincaré homology
sphere and lens spaces L(p, 1) for odd p, this is the only ADE type spherical manifold that
is a mod-2 homology sphere.

Its WRT invariant is given by £13/24(¢ — 1)1y (€) =

1 (18 i j2a 7014 = 7o ) (gr0l8 — gl
ils) 2 gra/ — g-m/?

no€ZL/12r7
ring

—r2n2+rngn n, rn, n n,
ST (¢ o)L oy

n3€Z/37.

Analogously to the case of Brieskorn homology spheres, we can proceed by writing the
rational function in the summand above as the limit of a holomorphic function on the
upper half plane, and then complete squares in the exponent of £ to simplify the Gauss
sum over ng (see [24] for a similar calculation for the special root of unity £ = e ). After
a bit of work, and, as in the case of lens spaces, the fact that s is coprime with 3, we can
show that

1 omir (242 . -
ey =1y ) (2677 (s/r) + 26728 (s/r) — 2677)  (106)
a€Z/3L
— Z e2ﬂ'i§ CSla] WJE;) (5) (107)
a€{0,1}=mo(M3P, (M,SL(2,0)))
where we have used the shorthand notation ¥ne(@)+mw®)+ = p ¥@) 4 5, @O 4

Components of the decomposition are

513/24W§2) (€) = _%@é1)+2(3)+(5)(8/7.) +&Y2% and (108)
613/24WJS)(£) — _\iél)_(3)+(5)(s/r) + 251/24_ (109)

Asymptotic behavior of the above functions as r — oo follows from the modular S-
transformation of false theta functions, for example?,

(5) 1)+3(5) (—r/s) ( \/75 13/24>+€ 1/2 13/242 (ms)k (110)

= 62“i§( )P(Ol)/24(§)f_1/24(8/7‘) 321131(5)—’1;(22/@1(5/7“), (111)

where we have denoted the flat connection by its CS value and arranged the terms in the
following way

P(Ol)/24(§) 1/24‘1, +3(5)( r/s) and I( 1)/24 s/r) = / 5—13/24 (112)

and for the trivial flat connection

pO

trivial

~ ) k
(B)=1 and IO, (s/r) =€/ - 5—13/242 (),

%We can label the components of the moduli space of flat connections by the respective CS values, when
they are uniquely determined by them, as in this case.
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with coefficients ¢, = L(—2k, wg>+2(3)+(5)). Similarly, it can be verified that the asymptotic
expansion for WJS) () is of the required form.

Finally, we recall that for the geometric flat connection A,, we have CS[A.] = —1/24,
and a direct calculation shows that

POO=87 ¥ wi@-s (114)
a€mo(M> (M,SL(2,C))

Thus, we have verified that the Conjecture 2 holds for this manifold.

S82(—1; —2,—3,—9) For the Seifert manifold S?(—1; —2, -3, —9), we calculate

1 1 71
_ - _ [ — 7) = 7./ 37.
e= T X 18’ 10) Tt H(M,Z) /3 (115)

Since e # 0 and x < 0, this manifold must be modeled on SL(2,R) geometry. To verify
that the conjecture holds for this manifold, we proceed as in the previous example and write
the WRT invariant as in terms of false theta functions. We start with the decomposition

~ 1 2mit s2a2 ~ ra/3.\J
¢ 107/72WM(§):§ Y e ( 3 )(q;%)+(17)(s/r)—§ /3\1;g58)+(13)(3/r)) (116)

a€Z /37
_ Z g2mi; OSlal¢—107/ 72W]E/‘I’) (€), (117)
ae{O,l}Ewo(Mggt(M=SL(27(C)))
where
5—107/72W(0)(§) \If(l) 5=+ 5 /) and (118)
5_107/72W(1)(§) 2(1)+(5)+(13)+2(17)( /). (119)

As before, we can compute the asymptotic expansion of the functions WJ(\Z) by using the
modular transformation property of false theta functions

WiP(€) ~ 3 e2mis S PO (& 1D (s/r), (120)
AGWO(Mﬂat(Mi‘S‘L(ZC)))

where

© i _ Llz1mg 3(1)+3(17) © _ _2]r w5 107/72

P—1/72(5) 25 ¥y (=r/s), I 12T 9\/7(s1n 13 sin — 18 £

© & _ 1z 95/7223(5)+3(13) (0) 2 [r 51 T 107 72
P—25/72(§) - 55 / Vs (=r/s), I “o5/72 = —5\/7 <sm1—8 + sin — 13 £107/

0 F 49/72§ 3<7>+3<11) 0) T 7T Y 107 72
P o126 = 25 /gy (=r/s)y Iig/pe = g (snl—8 + sin 18)5 /

for the trivial flat connection, we have

(1)—(5)—(13)+(17) .
0 ¢ 0 L(—2k, 5 ) (Tis
'Pt(rix)/ial(§) =1, Iﬁri’vml(s/ T) = E ol (@

)k, (121)
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as usual, and P(0 /8(5) = 0 because W° )(f) does not receive any contribution from the

non-abelian flat connection with CS = —1/8. It can be verified that the other piece Wz(v}) &)
also has an asymptotic expansion of the expected type.

Finally, since for the geometric flat connection CS[A,] = —1/72 mod 1, we can verify
that
Pym(§) = €72 > Wi (€). (122)
a€mo(M2b (M,SL(2,0))

Seifert manifolds S?(0; p,—2p — 1,—2p — 1) As a final example, we consider the family
of Seifert manifolds M = S2(0; p, —2p — 1, —2p — 1) for positive integers p > 2. We can
calculate

1 2p°> —3p—1

pEprD) KT ppen 0 DULDSHEpANL (42

These manifolds are m mod-2 homology spheres, and since e # 0 and x¥ < 0 they must
be modeled on SL( ,R). The calculation of the WRT invariant in terms of false theta
functions proceeds as in the earlier examples. Let H = |Hy(M,Z)| =2p+1, P = p(2p+1),
and Ap, = ¢/4 —1/2. Also define three integers u = P —4p—1, v =P —2p — 1, and
w = P — 1 that lie between 0 and P. We have the WRT invariant

1 27Ti§ 82a2( +1) T, (u)+(w Ta, I, (v
Wu@ =5 X e (e )(w;’“ (s/r) — 26/ HUE (s/r))  (129)
a€Z/HZ
_ Z e2mi% CSlal Ay W]E;) €), (125)

aemo(M2P (M,SL(2,C)))

where mo(M32P, (M, SL(2,C))) 2 {0,1,...,p}, and we can read off the terms

1 g () —2(0)+w) if o =
MA@ gy _ §\I’P (s/r), if a =0, 196
3 WM (f) = () +(w) 2rsa ~ (w) . ( )
v, (s/r) —2cos —— I \II (s/r), otherwise.

As the terms W](\;) (&) are given by false theta functions (up to an overall fractional power
of £), their asymptotics are determined by the behavior of false theta functions under a
modular S-transformation. As before the resulting terms can be interpreted as expansions
around flat connections. Of particular interest is the term

Nk
w9 () ~ \/7 g0 Z(Mu oMY + M¥)= \I/(“)( r/s) +Z (%) (127)

62m'§ (— (PU_.})

)5_% %\ilg(u)JrH(w) (—r/s) [ . ] + other flat connections,

(128)

because for the geometric flat connection CS[A.] = —x?/4e = —(P —1)2/4P mod 1. And
we can read off

PP = OO () (129)

and

1(s/r) = =\ 1674 (MU(P) — 2MY(P) + M(P)), (130)
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and verify that

- ~n _ (P=1)2 o
PY(€) =& > w(©), (131)
a€Emo (/\/t*’é‘;t (M,SL(2,C)))

as in Conjecture 2.
We also refer to [49] for the analysis of the asymptotic expansion of WRT invariant at
general roots of unity for some other manifolds.
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A Gauss sum miscellanea

For a positive integer r, and an integer s, the quadratic Gauss sum is defined as
2misn?
G(s,r) = Z e r . (132)

neZ/rZ

When s and r are coprime, the Gauss sum G(s,r) can be evaluated explicitly [50],

' g (1+i°)y/r, r=0mod 4,
s VT, r =1 mod 4,
G(s,r) =4 \T (133)
0, r = 2 mod 4,
(;) i, r = 3 mod 4,

where (-) is the Jacobi symbol. If s and r are not coprime, let g = ged(s,r) and define
s1 = 8/g, r1 = r/g so that s; and r; are coprime, and a short calculation shows that
G(s,r) = gG(s1,m1).

We shall also come across quadratic Gauss sums with a linear piece in its exponent like

Z §Pn2+2An, (134)

neZ/rZ

where £ = e isa primitive r-th root of unity and P, A are integers. Such sums can be
evaluated with a square completion argument as follows. Suppose that P is coprime with
r (we shall relax this condition in the next paragraph) and that r is odd. Since we are
working modulo 7 in the exponent to the root of unity &, we have

Pn? 4+ An = P(n+ 2*P*A)? — 4*P* A2, (135)
where * denotes inversion in Z/rZ, so that

Z EPn2+2An _ é._A2/4P Z é_13(77‘4_2*P>«A)2 _ €_A2/4PG(SP, 7,.)7 (136)
neZ/r n€Z/rL

where —A? /4P in the exponent should be understood as an element of Z/rZ.
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If P is not coprime with r (and therefore not invertible in Z/rZ), let g = ged(r, P),
define = r/g, P = P/g. And instead of summing over n € Z/rZ, let n = r1j + k and

sum over j =0,...,9g—1land k=0,...,7 — 1 for
r—1 ) g—1 ri—1
SogPntAn = N grids S Ptk _ g5 e PGP, m). (187)
n=0 §=0 k=0

where the sum over j is a sum of g-th roots of unity £"4, and is zero unless g divides A,
and the sum over k is like the one we started out with, in which r, P, and A are replaced
by r1, P1, and A; respectively. Note that the expression on the right-hand side vanishes
unless A; is an integer, so we can use the square completion argument as before.

Using the above formulas, we have

. B q:F3/4 Gi(q1/4) B (C) (1 + Z’S) q:F3/4
FUT,q) = :Fq1/2 _ q—1/2 9 =+ s V2 @qln _ q—1/2' (138)

To see why the first equality is true, consider the Gauss sum involved in F(U%*!,q), for
o= =+1,

r—1 —o/4
o\n-— q on —-n
> g7 D)2 = @7 —q 1y 2 Zq A g - 2) (139)
—o/4
q on?/4(.n
_ g -1 140
(¢V/2 — q~1/2)2 HGZZ/%Z ( ) (140)
—0/4 Z
o riTcaTeCREEV D D (141)
(q"/? = q1/2)? nez/2r T
—30/4
q O"I'l
- 1/2 q-1/2 > q (142)
neZ/2rZ

With this, the normalization in (27) can be written as

N s\ 0(B) (9,\N/2,—30(B)/4
£1 b 1 b- _ (1o (T 141 (2r)™/=q
Fus ot e of = - (B) () S e )

where o(B) = by — b_ is the signature of the linking matrix.

Theorem 2 (Deloup and Turaev [51]). Let (-,-) be an inner product on RN, B : RN — RN
be a self-adjoint automorphism, 1 € RN, and r a positive integer. Assume that B(ZN) C ZV
and ,

§(x,Bw), (x,Bz'), (z,rz'), r{z,¥) € Z forall z,a’ € 7. (144)

Then
¥ .
> exp (7@:, Bz) + 27rz(w,¢>)

z€ZN [rZN
e7ri0'/4,r.N/2

= et B|'/2 exp (—mir(y + 9, B (y+9))),  (145)

yeZN /BZN

for arbitrary lifts of x,y to ZN.
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B Integrality of false theta limits (proof of Proposition 2)
Proposition. Let £ = e“* be a root of unity of odd order, then
5<i>;§(s/r) e ¢~ CSlzg. (146)

Recall the definition of égﬁ(s /T)

2Pr

$i(s/r) = Z 0 (1 _ —) ¢l2/aP (147)

where the 2P-periodic function ¢g, is defined by

" —c169e3, fl=P(14+ Y3, 9%) mod 2P,
¢2() ={ A ( i) (148)
0, otherwise,
for €; = +1. With the antisymmetry property ¢7 i_]) = g(l), we have
2Pr . )
> $HDE =0, (149)
1=1
so that
Latto/r) = L3 giie?or (150)
2 P = ypr 290 ‘

Note that all nonzero summands in the above sum have the same power of £ modulo 1
because for [ = P (1 +3; %) mod 2P we have

2 2
l2 _ P €;a; . P a; _ _,
E‘Z(““Xj:p_j) —Z(l-i—;p—j) = —(CS[@ mod 1, (151)
where CS[d] is the Chern—Simons action of the flat connection on X(p1, p2,p3) that is
denoted by rotation numbers (a1, ag, as).

Next, we want to use the 2P-periodicity of ng;‘; to write the sum over [ above as
asum over L = 0,...,r — 1 and € € {£1}3. To do so, we make the replacements
l—=2PL+P+P}; % and ¢g(l) — —e€1€2€3, and observe that the sums

1 2Pr—1

- a 12/4P
P 2 0 (152)

and

r—1 eja;\2
_417»2 Y aee (2PL+P+PZ€J"J) RICOVE 7

L=0ec{+1}3 j=1 Pi

though not quite equal, differ by a polynomial in £ (up to an overall fractional power) with
integer coefficients. So, to prove the proposition, it will suffice to show that the second
sum over L =1,...,7 — 1 and € € {1} is an element of £~ “Sl@Z[¢].

It will be convenient to get rid of this fractional part of the exponent, and we will do
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so by multiplying 5‘13/ AP with lg = P (1 -2 ;—j) Define the quadratic function F, by

2 12 3 . .
l4pl°=P(L+Z#Z—7) (L+1+Z 5 1%) = F(L),  (154)

j=1 J j=1 pj

and write the sum of interest, after removing the fraction exponent, as

L=0ec{+1}3 j=1 Pi

r—1
4;TZ > e (2PL+P+PZ Ja”)gFe(U (155)

We will deal with each term in the parentheses above one by one. We start with the
second term.

Lemma 1. With F, as defined above and & an r-th root of unity, we have

r—1
> aesy 0= (156)

ec{£1}3 L=0

Proof. We use the fact that F, is a well-defined quadratic form on Z/rZ to write the above
sum as

Z €1€2€3 Z §F€(L)=Z€16263 Z SFE(L)—Z€1€2€3 Z gF-<D) (157)

ee{+1}3 Lez/rZ eeE LeZ/rZ eeE LeZ/rZ

where E = {(1,1,1),(1,1,-1),(1,-1,1),(-1,1,1)}, and conclude that the right-hand side
is zero because F_(L) = F(—L — 1) mod r. O

To deal with the other terms, we need to understand how the sums > ;¢ /.7 gre(L)
for different es are related to each other. A short calculation gives the coefficients of the
quadratic polynomial F.(L) = PL? + A.L + B,

1 i+ 1 1a;a;
A =P 1+§: €% | and B, = P§:€’+ % P§:6+ G %% (158)
el pj 2 pipj

Like in Appendix A, let g = ged(r, P) and define 7’ = r/g, P’ = P/g, and let g; = ged(r, p;)
and define p;. = p;/g; for j = 1,2,3. Instead of summing over L = 0,...,r — 1, write
L=rk+1land sumover k=0,...,g—1and [l =0,...,7” — 1 to write

r'—1

Z é—Fe(L) Zé—'r'AeJ Z §F€(l) = g |A€ Z §,F€l(l), (159)

LEZ/rZ. l€Z/r' T

where & = £9 as before and F! = F,/g. To see why the last sum over [ can be written as
a sum on Z/r'Z, note that the right-hand side is zero unless g divides A, and from the
expressions of A, and B, above and using the fact that p;s are mutually coprime, one can
deduce that g | A implies g | Be.

Indeed, it is true that g | Ac if and only if g; | a; for every j = 1,2, 3. If this is the case,
common factors in F! can be canceled and

3 / 3 !
. 1a. ._1a;
Fl)=P (l+z%p—f) (l+1+26j——f) , (160)

j=1 J



where a}; = a;/g; for j = 1,2,3. We have the following relations (modulo r’) between F{

for different es,

FL (1) = F{(-1-1), (161)
F, ++(l) = F+++(l —a1pt), (162)
+) = Fi++(l — aypy), (163)
F-/|-+ () = Fiy (I - azps), (164)

which let us relate all F!s to each other by an appropriate shift of the argument. In

particular,
I€Z/r'Z 1€Z/r'L

for any €, € {—1,1}3.
With these properties of the quadratic form F, understood, the following lemma—which
implies that the third term is zero—can be proved.

Lemma 2. With F; as defined above and & an r-th root of unity, we have
r—1
Z €1€2€3 Z q{FE(L) =0, foreveryj=1,2,3. (166)
ec{£1)3 L=0

Proof. Here we will show what happens for j = 1 (other cases are completely analogous).
As in the above discussion, we decompose the sum over L to write

r—1
Y. aeay al™ P =gl 105 Y, ea Y, 50 (167)
ee{£}3 L=0 ee{£1}3 lezZ/r'Z

Next, using the relations between Fys and the fact that >°.c(41}s €263 = 0, we have

Yo oees Y 0= 3 e Y &0 = (168)

ee{£1}3 lezZ/r'Z ee{£1}3 lez/r'Z
O
Finally, for the first term, we have the following.

Lemma 3. With F, as defined above and £ a root of unity of odd order r, the polynomial

r—1
2i Y. aeesy LEHD), (169)

r ec{£1}3 L=0

in & has integer coefficients.
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Proof. First, we get rid of the factor of half by noting that

r—1
1 Z €1€2€3 Z LSFE( Z €1€2€3 Z LfFE(L) Z €1€2€3 Z LSF_e (].70)

2 ee{£1}3 L=0 eEE eGE
=Y erexes Z Leh@) L) (171)
eeE eeE LeZ/rZ
= Z €1€2€3 Z LfF (L) (172)
€k
where £ = {(1,1,1),(1,1,-1),(1,-1,-1),(1,-1,1)}. We can show
S aees Y D =gg, Jlaj.i=123 > €1e2e3 > & Firar® = o, (173)

eeE LeZ/rZ eeE leZ/r'L

by using relations among different F/s and > . €1e2e3 = 0. Note that the choice of the
index set E above is not unique, and we can pick any E C {—1,1}3 such that EN—E = @
and EU-F = {-1,1}3.

Next, we decompose the sum over L as before

r—1 g 1r/—1
1 3 Lefd) = Z 3 (r'k + 1)gFelrkD (174)
T I=0 T k= Ol 0
, r'—1 r'—1 ,
— g Z k{’l‘ Ak Z §F€(l) + 5 |A - Z lélF (175)
k=0

Since g = g19293 and g;s are mutually coprime, we can decompose the sum over k in
the first term in the following symmetric way, k — g 213-:1 ]gc—j, where k;s all run from 0 to

g—1 g1—1g2—1g3—1 e1aiky ega €za
LD WP (Z ) St

9 =0 k1=0 kg—=0 k=0 \j=1

We will work out the term j = 1 in detail; terms j = 2,3 are completely analogous. We
have

1 g1—1g2—1g3—1 ela1k1+r52a2k2+T€3a3k3 1

P Z Z Z k 5 - B = _9293592|0«26g3|a31w’ (177)

91 k1=0 k2=0 k3=0 —E g1

where we used the identity for the sum of roots of unity for sums over ko and k3, and the
identity

h—1
h

E nx" = ———, (178)

n=0 1- X

where x is an h-th root of unity, for the sum over k;. With the sums over € and [, this

term becomes
r’'—1

—92930g;a;, j=23 o SoL Z €2€3 Z grew, (179)

—f 91 ecE

where we have chosen E C {—1,1}3 such that ¢; = 1 for every ¢ € E. To complete the
proof, it suffices to show that } . .p legl ¢F<) is divisible by 1 — £791/91 in Z[€]. Since
the term above is nonzero even when g; does not divide a1, we cannot cancel factors in F¢,
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and F! is might not be well-defined on Z/r'Z. But we still have

F.(l+7'k) = F.(l) + ' Ack, (180)

and the relations,
Fip—(1) = Fry4(l—a3pg) and (181)
Fio— () = Fr—4(l - a3p) (182)

modulo 7, where 0 < p5* < r is an integer such that pip5 = 1 mod r.
To show that the sum in (179) is divisible by 1 — £7%1/91 we use (181) for

ALY

1 r—1 r'—1 —agpy +r'—1
Z gFre () _ Z -0 = Z g+ _ Z g+, (183)
1=0 1=0 1=0 l=—agpy’

and note that 1 — £”4+++ is a factor of the above because for every I € {—ajply, —ahply +
1,...,—asps +r' — 1}, there exists an [ € {0,1,...,r" — 1} such that I’ = [ + 'k for some
integer k, and due to (180) Fi44+(I') — Fiyy+(1) = 7" A4 4+ k. Similarly, we can use (182)
and (180) to see that 1 — £”4+++ is also a factor of Z;/:?)l -0 — Z;I:?)l -+ g0
that 1 — £”A4+++ is a factor of the sum in (179). But since

a1phpy
1—¢mAry 1 ¢ a a 917575
§ = 3 - =1+&a +...+¢ @ € Z[¢], (184)
1-¢a 1-¢a

the term (179) is an element of Z[€].

In the second term (175), we can assume g; | a; for all j = 1,2, 3 because it vanishes
unless g divides A, and therefore F! is a well-defined quadratic form on Z/r'Z. If 2 is
invertible in Z/r'Z, then we can write this quadratic polynomial in the following diagonal
form F/(I) = P'(I — D)? + C. modulo 7', for some integers 0 < C,, D. < r'. Using the
relations (161-164) among different F!s, we can deduce C. = C; for any ¢,& € {—1,1}3,
and the following relations among D.s,

D_¢=1-D,, (185)
D_yy=Dity +aypf, (186)
Dyt = Dyyy +ayp5, (187)
Dyt =Diyy +agps. (188)

With the diagonal form of F, as above, we write

1= Fl(l 13 e De) 1 7P e, 4 De S
—Zzg' le' ( == > WPTHE 2RO (189)
I=—D. 1=0
But we can show
r'—1 , r'—1
Z €1€2€3D, Z le O = Z €1€62€3D, Z le+++(l) =0, (190)

e€lE e€lE

using (165), and Y . €1€263D = 0, which follows from the relations (185-188) between
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D.s. To deal with the other term, we use

r—1
Z lé—/P/l2+Cg — 0, (191)
l=—r+41
to write
—De+r'—1 o —D.—1 o r'—1 o
_ Z lg/Pl +Ce — Z lg/Pl +Ce + Z lg/Pl +Ce (192)
l=—D« l=—r'+1 l=—Dc+r'
—De+r'—1 e r'—1 o
— Z (l _ Tl)§,P (l—’r) +C. + Z l§/Pl +Ce (193)
=1 l=—Dec+r'
r'—1 o —De+r'—1 o
— Z lé-/Pl +Ce _ Z ,’,lé-lPl +CE, (194)
so that
1 —Dc+r—-1 —De+r—1 1 r'—1
= Z l§/P1l2+Ce _ Z gPl2+gC+++ _ = Z lflpll2+0+++ (195)
/r./ T./ ?
l=—D¢ =1 =0

where we have used that C.s are the same for every e. We notice that the first term is an
element of Z[¢{] and since the second term is independent of €, we have

r'—1
3 erenes Y 1P VHCH =, (196)
e€FE =0
because ) .. €1€2€3 = 0. O

C Z and WRT invariants at generic roots of unity

In this section, we shall comment on the conjectural relationship between WRT invariants
at generic roots of unity and radial limits of Z-invariants. The following result about a
higher rank version of quadratic Gauss sums will be important in simplifying the resulting
relation.

Proposition 4. For any positive integer N, let B : ZV — ZY be a nondegenerate,
symmetric, Z-linear map, and let r be an odd positive integer, coprime with det B. Then

B
Z 27 (7, Bx) de: w2, r=1lmod4,
er T =1 det B (197)
€I JrzN er NrN/2 = 3 mod 4.

Proof. Letr = p'ph?-- -pZ’“ be the prime factorization of r where p; are distinct odd primes
and n; € Zq for all j =1,2,--- , k. We will prove this result by induction on k. For k =1,
we use a diagonalization result for symmetric, invertible bilinear forms [52, Corollary 3.4].
The matrix B is invertible over (Z/p,Z)" because we took r to be coprime with det B.
We require r odd because 2 needs to be invertible in Z/p™Z for the diagonalization result
to hold. We have

e "

2mib; _ (detB

—

Z o (@Bz) _

)awm”, (198)

la;ez/pnZ
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and the result follows. For the induction step, we factor the sum over ZV /rZN into
ZN PN @ 7N [p* Ly, where ' = r/p}*

27

) . n Tl aB
S S PR S (199)

z€ZN [rZN z€ZN [r'ZN yezZN [pnzZN

T / N
=(detB) ka’><p2—k>] GALG(Lp)Y.  (200)
T r L

To see that the sign of the Gauss sum is correct, we need to use the reciprocity of Jacobi

symbols
(g) (;) =(-1)7 7. (201)
O

Suppose that M is a 3-manifold obtained from a negative-definite®, genus zero plumbing

on a tree graph, and let B be its linking matrix. Assume furthermore that M is a rational
27is

homology sphere, i.e., det B # 0. Let £ = e ~ be a primitive r-th root of unity. With

manipulations similar to [19, Appendix A], we get (see also [53,54])
v (€) = lim 1
M= 562 (¢/2 = ¢ 1/2) |det B|'2 G(r, s)N

X Z e—27ri§(a,B_1a) Z e—2m’(a,B_1b) Zb(Q), (202)
a€coker sB be2 coker B+6

If we let s be coprime with det B, it is possible to factor the sum over coker s B—which is not
invariant under Kirby moves—to sums over Z" /sZ" and coker B using the isomorphism
ZN /sZN & coker B 3 (z,a) — Bz + sa € coker sB. The two sums above become

Z e—27ri§ (z,Bz) Z e—2ﬂ'i§s2 (a,B~1a) Z e—27ris(a,B_lb) Zb(q) . (203)
z€ZN [/sZN a€coker B be2 coker B+6

We can use formulas from Appendix A to evaluate the Gauss sums in the denominator,
and if we assume that s is odd, we can use Proposition 4 to evaluate the sum over z, so
that

det(—B) L 1
( s ) m(6) = 51—%2 (q1/2 — g=1/2) |det B|1/2

x Z e—zm'gs%a,B*la) Z e—zm's(a,Bflb> Zb(q).
a€coker B be2 coker B+46

(204)

Using the assumption that s is coprime with |det B| = |H1(M)| we can rewrite the formula
in the form independent of the plumbing representation (cf. [55]):

(M) L

) = i (G — ) [ ()

Z e_m?ﬂ;’g) Z e—2m‘lk(a,det(s))25 (g). (205)
a€H1 (M) s€Spin®(M)

3We expect the argument to generalize to the weakly negative-definite case.
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where lk(a, a) = CS|a] is a lift of the value of the linking pairing to Q.
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