
NON-COMPACT 3D TQFT AND NON-SEMISIMPLICITY

THEODOROS LAGIOTIS

Abstract. We define a once extended non-compact 3-dimensional TQFT Z
from the data of a (potentially) non-semisimple modular tensor category. This

is in the framework of generators and relations of [Bar+15], having disallowed
generating 2-morphisms whose source is the empty. Moreover, we show that

the projective mapping class group representations this TQFT gives rise to, are
dual to those of [Lyu95b] and [De +23]. We develop a method to decompose a
closed 3-manifold in terms of 2-morphism generators. We use this to compute

the value of Z on 3-manifolds, explaining why it should recover Lyubashenko’s
3-manifold invariants [Lyu95b]. Finally, we explain that the value of the

non-compact TQFT on the solid torus recovers the data of a modified trace

[GPT09].
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1. Introduction

In this thesis, we define a once extended non-compact 3-dimensional TQFT Z
from the data of a (potentially) non-semisimple modular tensor category C, such
that Z(S1) = C. This is done in a framework of generators and relations, akin to
[Bar+15]. In Section 2.2 we define the (conjectural) presentation of the cobordism
bicategory we use to define the TQFT. This complies with Lurie’s approach in
[Lur09, Def 4.2.10], where the 2-morphisms having connected components with
empty intersection with the source are discarded, hence the term ‘non-compact’.
This work is closely related to the constructions of Kerler-Lyubashenko [KL01] and
De Renzi et al. [De +22; De 21]. It should be loosely thought of as translating the
above in an undecorated, 2-category setting. This is the non-semisimple analog of
what [Bar+15] is to the Reshetikhin-Turaev TQFT [Tur20] in the semisimple case.

In section 3 we prove the following:

Theorem 1.1 (3.3). The assignment Z, defined in section 3.1, is a well defined
symmetric monoidal 2-functor.

Assuming Conjecture 2.1, we have:

Corollary 1.2. Z is a non-compact 3d TQFT.

We believe that a proof of Conjecture 2.1 will be straightforward once the presentation
of [Bar+15] for the full 3d cobordism bicategory is verified. See [Syt] for the current
progress - a proof for the presentation of the 3d cobordism bicategory, whose 2-
morphisms are restricted to be invertible. One way to view Theorem 1.1 is as
providing independent evidence for Conjecture 2.1.

The perks of our approach are the following. First of all, the cobordism category
is promoted to a 2-category, which takes away any need for decorations and more
complicated definitions. This in turn, relates to the fact that it is easier to talk
about ‘classification’ of TQFTs. This is something we do not address in this thesis,
but intend to consider in future work.

In addition, we tackle questions related to invariants associated to Z, providing
further evidence for Conjecture 2.1. We compute the values of 2-morphisms meant
to correspond to mapping class group (MCG) generators. From there, we relate
the (would be) projective mapping class group representations obtained from this
construction to those of [Lyu95b] and [De +23]. More specifically, if we call their
(equivalent) representations ρ̄X , we have the following:

Theorem 1.3 (4.3). If ρ̄nc is the projective mapping class group representation
obtained from the TQFT Z, then ρ̄nc ∼= ρ̄∗X .

For a closed oriented 3-manifold M we can compute the value of Z on M∗ :=(
M \ (D3 ⊔D3)

)
. If L(M) is the Lyubashenko invariant of M [Lyu95b], using a

decomposition of M in terms of 2-morphism generators we show that:

Theorem 1.4 (6.6). Z(M∗) = (1/D) · L(M) · idZ′(S2).

In the case where C is semisimple, Z(M∗) = RT (M) · idZ′(S2), the Reshetikhin-
Turaev invariant of M [RT91].

Lastly, again following ideas from [Lur09], the solid torus should give rise to a trace
map, part of the ‘Calabi-Yau’ structure on Z(S1).
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Theorem 1.5 (7.7,7.20). Denoting P := Proj(C), the full subcategory of projectives
in C,

• There exists a canonical isomorphism

ct :

∫ P∈P
HomC(P, P )

∼−→ Z(T 2)

• The map t′ := Z(S1 ×D2) ◦ ct is a modified trace.

1.1. Survey of previous literature. A quantum field theory is called topological
if its action functional has no dependence on the spacetime metric [Wit88]. The
mathematical formalization of QFT is a notoriously difficult problem. However, the
class of topological QFTs proves to be simple enough to allow for a mathematical
definition. Atiyah in [Ati88], following Segal’s work [Til04], proposed a definition
of TQFT as a symmetric monoidal functor from a ‘geometric’ cobordism category,
to an ‘algebraic’ category of vector spaces. This definition has undergone several
generalizations since its first appearance. Given the above, an interesting question
arises naturally: Are there examples of physical TQFTs that can be adapted to the
mathematical formalism?

One of the first and most important examples of this bridging of the two notions
came with the foundation of the area of quantum topology. In his seminal work
[Wit89], Witten recovered the Jones polynomial of a link, through Chern-Simons
theory. The input data for the 3d Chern-Simons TQFT is a connected, compact Lie
group G, and a level (which is an integer for simple G). Soon after, Reshetikhin and
Turaev were able to obtain a mathematically rigorous construction of the associated
3-manifold invariants [RT90; RT91], and using those, to define a mathematical TQFT
[Tur20]. Importantly, their construction uses the same input data of G and a level.
This is in the form of the category of representations C(G, q) of the corresponding
quantum group at a root of unity q, determined by the level. In fact, the necessary
algebraic input data for the Reshetikhin-Turaev (RT) construction is that of a
semisimple modular tensor category. Objects and morphisms of this category can
be used to decorate the cobordism category used in the RT construction.

Extending this construction to include non-semisimple MTCs has been a problem
of interest since its appearance. This is interesting from a mathematical perspective
of generalizing the result, but also from a physical one. Rational vertex operator
algebras (VOAs) are not the only types of VOAs that arise in conformal field theory
(CFT). Another interesting class is that of logarithmic VOA’s, whose categories of
representations are not semisimple. Some references for the connection to logarithmic
CFT are [FS11; FSS13; FS16; FS17; Cre+24]. There are of course more classes of
non-semisimple theories in physics, so one could argue that from a physical point of
view, non-semisimplicity is quite ‘natural’.

The first attempts of generalizing the RT construction started with work of Hennings
[Hen96], who was the first to define 3-manifold invariants from finite-dimensional
factorizable ribbon Hopf algebras. Since semisimplicity was not required, this con-
stituted the first construction from non-semisimple data. Lyubashenko generalized
this construction by giving the definition of a non-semisimple MTC. He also used it
to define projective mapping class group representations [Lyu95b]. Then, Kerler-
Lyubashenko in [KL01], define a partial version of an extended TQFT. Their functor
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is defined out of a double category of cobordisms, whose objects are restricted to be
connected surfaces, and the monoidal product to be given by the connected sum.

The question of whether there is a 3d TQFT construction from a non-semisimple
MTC was answered some years later by [Bar+15]. They proved that once extended
3d TQFTs are classified by semisimple modular tensor categories. In this extended
setting, instead of a decorated category of cobordisms, they considered an undec-
orated 2-category with objects 1-dimensional closed manifolds. The classification
result is achieved by considering a ‘generators and relations’ presentation of the 3d
cobordism 2-category. Importantly, this suggests that semisimplicity is inevitable, if
one considers the full cobordism 2-category as the source of the TQFT.

The work of [De +22], constructs a RT-type TQFT from the data of a (potentially)
non-semisimple MTC. The decorated cobordism categories considered are subject
to an admissibility condition. This reflects the comment above, regarding whether
there can be non-semisimple TQFTs defined on all cobordisms. In [De +23], these
TQFTs were further examined by computing the resulting projective mapping class
group representations, and showing their equivalence to those of Lyubashenko’s.

In fact, De Renzi defined a 2-categorical extension of the above in [De 21], in the
form of a once extended TQFT, using the so-called ‘extended universal construction’.
Importantly, we note that this is still in the framework of decorated cobordism
categories. In fact, 2-dimensional cobordisms with empty incoming boundary and
no decorations are disallowed in this construction. In some ways, our work, even
though in a different framework, provides an answer to De Renzi’s question in [De
21], as to whether the admissibility condition for surfaces can be lifted. This is a
result of considering the appropriate target for the TQFT. The discrepancy between
our choice of the target and De Renzi’s makes a straightforward comparison of
the two constructions somewhat difficult. However, we can somewhat compare the
assignments on some generating 1- and 2-morphisms, as the assignment to the circle,
although different, is similar: C vs. P. Accounting for this difference, we see that
the assignments for the pairs of pants are the same: the tensor product functor
and (inevitably) its biadjoint, which involves the Lyubashenko coend F (2.30). We
also see that the assignment of De Renzi’s on the 3-ball involves the modified trace,
something that happens in our construction as well — ν† contains the data of the

modified trace if the appropriate assignment to the is considered (see Remark
5.5). Based on these observations, we believe that a De Renzi type construction
with Bimod as a target, when restricted to undecorated 1-morphisms should recover
our construction.

Very recently there have been some 1-categorical ‘non-compact’ TQFT constructions
from non-semisimple data. This means that there is a non-compact condition
imposed on the morphisms of the (1-)category of cobordisms considered. The
first such construction appears in [Cos+23b], where such a non-compact 3d TQFT
is constructed from the data of non-semisimple spherical categories, and thus
generalizing the Turaev-Viro TQFT [TV92; BW99] to the non-semisimple case.
Soon after, there was a construction of a 4d TQFT [Cos+23a] using the data of a
non-semisimple ribbon category, generalizing the Crane-Yetter TQFT [CY93] in the
non-semisimple setting.
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1.2. Intuition and outline of results. Having reviewed the literature thus far,
and especially if we are interested in a classification result, we are led to a natural
question: How can we allow for non-semisimplicity in the once extended 3d setting?
This is the main motivation of this thesis, and what we eventually achieve.

To do this however, there is a crucial observation to be made.

Starting with a once extended 3d TQFT Z, one can compactify it on the circle
Z(S1 ×−) and obtain a fully extended 2d TQFT. This implies that Z(S1) will be
2-dualizable. However, for all the ‘2-vector space’ candidate targets for such a 3d
ETQFT that were considered in [Bar+15, Appendix A], the 2-dualizable objects
are semisimple.

In order to overcome this problem, there are only so many things we can alter: the
source, and the target 2-categories of the TQFT we consider.

To appropriately alter the source, we turn to the idea of non-compact TQFTs
introduced by Lurie in [Lur09]. In this framework, we disallow certain 3d cobordisms
(2-morphisms) that witness adjunctions for evZ(S1) and coevZ(S1), and therefore

lift the strong requirement of 2-dualizability on Z(S1). Having gotten rid of the 2-
dualizability, we also need to choose a suitable target 2-category, whose 1-dualizable
objects are not semisimple. This is the bicategory Lincat we define in Section 2.6.

The necessary admissibility conditions for the decorated cobordism categories en-
countered in [De +22; De 21] can be thought of as a reflection of the above fact. The
admissibility condition boils down to requiring the existence of projective strands.
The non-compactness condition matches this, since it corresponds to disallowing
the 0-handle, which in the decorated setting translates to not allowing the inclusion
of the empty skein.

With this in mind, and given a modular tensor category C in the sense of Definition
2.10, we can define the assignment Z in section 3.1. The source of Z is Bordsig,nc3,2,1 ,

the (conjectural) presentation of the 2-category Bordsig,nc
3,2,1 , the signature extension

of the 2-category of non-compact 3d cobordisms. Comparing it to [Bar+15], we
have disallowed the only 2-morphism generator with empty incoming boundary, as
well as any relations involving it. Below, we give a table (1) to describe the algebraic
data used to define Z. Note that at this point, we only mention non-invertible
2-morphisms of Bordsig,nc3,2,1 , as the assignments for the invertible 2-morphisms (2.4,

2.5, 2.6) are rather straightforward.

Some key ingrediends that appear are:

• The distinguished object F ∈ C, defined in 2.30. It carries the structure of
a Hopf algebra in C.

• The Hopf algebra F has additional structure, namely that of an integral
Λ: 1 → F and a cointegral Λco : F → 1 (Definition 2.13). These morphisms
are crucial for our construction.

• The projective cover (P1, ε1) of the unit of C, along with the uniquely
determined (Lemma 2.20) morphism η1 : 1 → P1, exhibiting it as the
injective envelope as well.

We then proceed to show that Z preserves all the relations from 2.2. This implies
that Z is a well defined symmetric monoidal functor from the 2-category generated
by the presentation 2.2 to Lincat.



NON-COMPACT 3D TQFT AND NON-SEMISIMPLICITY 5

Generators of Bordsig,nc3,2,1 Data used to define Z
C

⊗ : C ⊠ C → C∫ y∈C
−⊗ y∨ ⊠ y : C → C ⊠ C
− ⊗ 1 : Veck → C

HomC(−,1)∗ : C → Veck

ϵ
=⇒ Involves the evaluation

η
=⇒ Involves the coevaluation

ϵ†
=⇒ Involves the integral Λ: 1 → F

η†

==⇒ Involves the cointegral Λco : F → 1

µ
=⇒ Involves ε1 : P1 → 1 and η1 : 1 → P1

µ†

==⇒ Unit of HomC(−,1)∗ ⊣ − ⊗ 1

ν†

==⇒ Counit of HomC(−,1)∗ ⊣ − ⊗ 1

Table 1. Algebraic data assigned by Z to generators

of Bordsig,nc
3,2,1

We will highlight a few important points of our construction:

• State spaces for surfaces are given by Z(Σg) = HomC(F⊗g, 1)∗. We already
see that these are dual to the state spaces of [De +22].

• It is a classical result of Crane and Yetter [CY99] that the once punctured
torus is a Hopf algebra object. It is therefore only natural that it is sent to
the coend F by Z.

• Under Z, the 2-isomorphism trivializing gives rise to a trivialization of

the Nakayama functor (Remark 7.6).

Having constructed the 2-functor Z : Bordsig,nc3,2,1 → Lincat, we obtain representations
of a central extension of the mapping class group of surfaces. Equivalently, we obtain
projective representations of the mapping class group. We compute the action of
generators of the MCG and find that we obtain representations dual to those of
[Lyu95b; De +23]. To do this, we use descriptions of the corresponding Dehn twists
as composites of generators of 2.2.

The outline of the thesis is as follows:
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(1) In the first part of chapter 2 we review the definitions of extended non-

compact cobordism categories and define the presentation of Bordsig,nc3,2,1 .
Following that, we give the necessary algebraic background on modular
tensor categories.

(2) In the first part of chapter 3 we give an explicit definition of the assignment
Z that we sketched in table 1. The second part of this chapter is devoted
to proving that Z preserves the relations of the presentation 2.2. This
constitutes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

(3) In the first part of chapter 4 we investigate the actions of composites that
correspond to Dehn twists that generate the mapping class group. We then
proceed to identify the corresponding projective representations with those
of Lyubashenko and De Renzi et al.

(4) There is a 2-functor Lincat → Bimod. In chapter 5 we use this to compute
the values of Z in Bimod, thus obtaining a diagrammatic way to represent
the action of 2-morphisms. We do this to facilitate computations in the
next chapters.

(5) In chapter 6 we explain a procedure to extract a number from the non-
compact TQFT Z, given a 3-manifold M . We verify that this number
‘coincides’ with the Lyubashenko invariant for M . A corollary of this in the
semisimple case is that the value of M under the TQFT of [Bar+15] is the
Reshetikhin-Turaev invariant of M .

(6) The aim of chapter 7 is to explain why, and in what sense the value of
Z(S1 × D2) is a modified trace. This involves explaining why there is a

canonical isomorphism Z(T 2) ∼=
∫ P∈P
HomC(P, P ). We do this via arguments

relating to the theory of 1-dualizability in bicategories.

1.3. Future directions. As has already been alluded to, an important motivation
for this work is to obtain a full classification of 3d non-compact TQFTs. Having
established Theorem 1.1, this amounts to considering the converse question: ‘Starting
with a non-compact 3d TQFT Z with target Lincat/Bimod, what is the induced
structure on Z(S1)?’

Because of the proof of Theorem 1.1 being very explicit, a lot of the induced structure
is already clear. We expect that Z(S1) turns out to be some form of ‘generalized’
MTC. This is due to the fact that rigidity will only be imposed on projective objects.

1.4. Conventions and notation. Fix k to be a perfect field. This is to ensure that
the results of [KL01] hold. Note that this is a milder assumption than the algebraic
closedness in other works. All vector spaces, algebras and categories are considered
to be over k. By Veck, we denote the category of finite dimensional vector spaces
and linear maps. In a monoidal category C, we denote the left dual of an object
X by X∨, and consequently, we denote the left evaluation and coevaluation by
evX : X∨ ⊗X → 1 and coevX : 1 → X ⊗X∨ respectively. The right dualizability
data only appears in chapter 7. Since the categories we work with are pivotal
(piv : X

∼−→ (X∨)
∨
), we define it by:

evRX := evX∨ ◦ (piv⊗ idX∨) and coevRX := (idX∨ ⊗ piv-1) ◦ coevX∨ .

As an exception, we denote the dual vector space of V as V ∗.
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The convention for reading cobordisms and diagrams is from bottom to top. Internal
string diagrams encountered in chapters 5 and 6 are read from top to bottom.

1.5. Acknowledgements. I would like to thank my advisor Pavel Safronov for his
guidance throughout this project. I am grateful to Benjamin Häıoun and Iordanis
Romaidis for helpful discussions. I also want to extend my thanks to the authors
of [Bar+15] for making their tikz code available. This research is part of my PhD
thesis, undertaken at the university of Edinburgh.
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2. Setup

2.1. The non-compact 3d cobordism 2-category. We give a sketch of a defi-
nition of the bicategory of non-compact 3d oriented cobordisms Bordor,nc

3,2,1 . For a
detailed definition of the full bicategory of oriented cobordisms, we refer the reader
to [Sch14].

• An object is a closed oriented 1-manifold, i.e. a disjoint unions of a finite
(possibly zero) number of circles.

(2.1) · · ·

• A 1-morphism is a compact oriented 2-dimensional cobordism between
the objects. For instance, the cobordism depicted below is a 1-morphism
S1 → S1 ⊔ S1.

(2.2)

Composition is given by gluing manifolds along their common boundary.
• A 2-morphism Σ → Σ′ is a 3-manifold M , potentially with corners, which
is a cobordism between Σ and Σ′, with the property that every connected
component of M has nonempty intersection with Σ.

For example, a 3-manifold realizing the 2-morphism

(2.3) =⇒

can be visualized as having appropriately ’drilled’ out two solid cylinders
from the solid ‘X’ shape that is the target of the 2-morphism. This can be
depicted as follows:

where we have removed the tubular neighborhoods of the two lines
depicted above.

To give some intuition for the non-compactness condition, the 3-ball
D3 : S2 → is a 2-morphism in this category, but D3 : ∅ → S2 is not.

• The symmetric monoidal structure is given by disjoint union.

As mentioned in the introduction, the input data for our construction is that of
a modular tensor category. In the case where the ratio p+/p− ̸= 1 (as defined in
Definition 2.17), the resulting TQFT is anomalous. We will therefore work with a
presentation that should be equivalent to a ’central extension’ of Bordor,nc

3,2,1 . This is

the 2-category of cobordisms equipped with signature, Bordsig,nc
3,2,1 . The definition

is the same as for Bordor,nc
3,2,1 , except for the fact that 1- and 2- morphisms are

equipped with some extra data:
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• Objects are closed 1-dimensional manifolds Γ, equipped with a bounding
2-manifold Γ̃, which we choose to be a disjoint union of disks.

• 1-morphisms (Σ, Σ̃) : (Γ, Γ̃) → (Γ′, Γ̃′) are again 2-dimensional cobordisms

Σ, equipped with a choice of a 3-manifold Σ̃ that bounds Γ̃ ∪Γ Σ ∪Γ′ Γ̃′.
• 2-morphisms (M,W ) : (Σ, Σ̃) → (Σ′, Σ̃′) are 3-dimensional cobordisms
M : Σ → Σ′ with corners, with the property that every connected com-
ponent of M has nonempty intersection with Σ, and equipped with a

4-manifold W with ∂W = Σ̃ ∪Σ M ∪Σ′ Σ̃′.

Note that we could have also defined Bordsig,nc
3,2,1 similar to [De 21], equipping

1-morphisms with a Lagrangian in their first cohomology, and 2-morphisms with an
integer (the signature of the corresponding bounding 4-manifold).

2.2. Presentation of the non-compact 3d cobordism 2-category. In this
section we give a description of our source 2-category for the TQFT in terms of
generators and relations. To be more precise, this is a conjectured equivalence
between the 2-category of non-compact 3d cobordisms and the presentation we will
provide later in this section.

In more detail, a presentation for a symmetric monoidal 2-category consists of the
following finite collection of data:

• generating objects;
• generating 1-morphisms, whose sources and targets are composites of gener-
ating objects;

• generating 2-morphisms, whose sources and targets are composites of gener-
ating 1-morphisms;

• relations, which are equations between composites of generating 2-morphisms.

To such a presentation, we can associate a (fully-weak) symmetric monoidal 2-
category that is generated by it, in the sense of [Sch14, page 161].

Strict symmetric monoidal functors out of this generated symmetric monoidal 2-
category are uniquely specified by the images of the generating objects, 1-morphisms
and 2-morphisms, such that the relations of the presentation are satisfied.

Conjecture 2.1. The non-compact 3d cobordism 2-category Bordsig,nc
3,2,1 , whose

definition was sketched in Section 2.1, is equivalent to the 2-category obtained from
the presentation we describe below.

The following presentation is identical to the signature presentation in [Bar+15],
apart from the fact that we have removed ‘ν’ from the set of generators, as well as
any relations involving it. Note that if we discard the generator ξ (i.e ξ = id), then
we expect that the corresponding presentation is equivalent to Bordor,nc

3,2,1 .

Definition 2.2. We define the non-compact signature presentation Bordsig,nc3,2,1 as
follows:

• Generating object:

• Generating 1-morphisms:
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• Invertible generating 2-morphisms:

(2.4)

α

α-1

ρ

ρ-1

λ-1

λ

(2.5)

β

β -1

θ

θ-1

(2.6)

ξ

ξ -1

• Non-invertible generating 2-morphisms:

(2.7)

η

η†

ϵ

ϵ†

(2.8)
ν†

⇐==

µ

µ†

The relations are as follows:

• (Inverses) Each of the invertible generating 2-morphisms ω satisfies ω ◦ ω -1 = id
and ω -1 ◦ ω = id.

• (Monoidal) The generating 2-morphisms in (2.4) obey the pentagon and
unit equations:

(2.9)

α

int

α

α

α

α
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(2.10)

α

λρ

The 2-morphism int at (2.9) is an interchanger, part of a canonical family
of 2-morphisms in any monoidal 2-category that switches the 1-morphism
composition order of two tensored 1-morphisms [Bar14].

• (Balanced) The data (2.4) and (2.5) forms a braided monoidal object
equipped with a compatible twist:

(2.11)

α

β

α

β

α

β

(2.12)

θ

β2

θ

θ

(2.13)
θ

=
id

• (Rigidity) Write ϕl for the following composite:

ϕl :=
η α ϵ

(2.14)

The left rigidity relation says that ϕl is invertible, with the following explicit
inverse:

ϕ-1
l = ϵ† α-1 η†(2.15)
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Similarly, write ϕr for ϕl rotated about the z-axis (See [Bar+14, Appendix
B] for what this means):

ϕr :=
η α-1 ϵ

(2.16)

The right rigidity relation says that ϕr is invertible, with the following
explicit inverse :

ϕ-1
r = ϵ† α η†(2.17)

• (Ribbon) The twist satisfies the following equation:

(2.18)
θ

=
θ

• (Adjoints) The data (2.7) expresses as the biadjoint of , while (part of
the) (2.8) data, expresses as the left adjoint of . That is, the following
equations hold:

η ϵ
=

id
(2.19)

η ϵ
=

id
(2.20)

ϵ† η†

=
id

(2.21)

ϵ† η†

=
id

(2.22)

µ†
ν†

=
id

(2.23)

µ†
ν†

=
id

(2.24)
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• (Pivotality) The following equation holds, together with its rotation about
the z-axis (2.25)z:

(2.25)
ϵ† µ† µ ϵ

=
id

• (Modularity) The following equation holds, together with its rotation about
the z-axis (2.26)

z
:

(2.26)

ϵ†
θ, θ-1

ϵ

µ† µ

• (Anomaly) The following equation holds:

(2.27) ϵ† θ ϵ
= ξ

Remark 2.3. If we ask that the anomaly relation holds for ξ3 instead of ξ, as
well as impose another relation ([Bar+15, Relation (40)], the resulting presentation
should be equivalent to the 2-category of non-compact 3d cobordisms equipped with
p1 structure, Bordp1,nc

3,2,1 . We do not give a definition of Bordp1,nc
3,2,1 , but we make a

note of this as we could have defined the non-compact TQFT as a functor out of
the p1 presentation Bordp1,nc

3,2,1 . The only difference is that we would have to consider

a sixth root of the anomaly of the MTC 6
√

p+/p−, instead of
√

p+/p− (see Remark
3.9).

2.3. Finite ribbon categories and projectives. Following [Eti+15] we have the
following definition:

Definition 2.4. A linear category C is finite if it is abelian and:

• it has a finite number of isomorphism classes of simple objects,
• it has enough projectives,
• its objects have finite length,
• its morphism spaces have finite dimension.

For now by C we denote a finite category.

Let I be the set of isomorphism classes of simples. For j ∈ I, let Lj be a represen-
tative of the j-th class of simples. Then Pj ↠ Lj is a projective cover of Lj . If C
is monoidal and 1 is simple, we will denote its projective cover by (P1, ε1), where
ε1 : P1 → 1 is the canonical surjection.
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By Proj(C) we denote the full subcategory of projective objects in C. This will turn
out to be a tensor ideal once we additionally assume C to be rigid monoidal.

For such a C, we have the following results:

• The indecomposable projective objects in C are exactly the projective covers
of simple objects, and for j, j′ simples, Pj

∼= Pj′ if and only if Lj
∼= Lj′ .

• For a finite linear category C, Proj(C) is generated under direct sums by the
projective covers of simples Pj .

• Let Lj , Lj′ ∈ C be simple objects in C and Pj be the projective cover of Lj ,
then

HomC(Pj , Lj′) ∼=

{
k if j = j′

0 otherwise

• Let P ∈ Proj(C), then by the above we have:

HomC(P,1) ∼= HomC(⊕jP
⊕nj

j ,1) ∼= ⊕nj
HomC(Pj ,1) ∼= ⊕n1 HomC(P1,1).

See [Lei15] for a reference.

Now let V be a finite dimensional vector space and X,Y ∈ C. The fact that C is
linear allows us to define V ⊗ Y by the following universal property:

(2.28) HomC(V ⊗ Y,X) ∼= HomVeck(V,HomC(Y,X)).

From this equivalence we obtain the following natural (counit) map:

(2.29) EVY : HomC(Y,X)⊗ Y → X.

2.4. Coends. We now assume that C is a finite tensor category in the sense of
[Eti+15]. We remind that this definition includes rigidity.

We review the definition of a coend, as well as some results that will be used later
on.

Definition 2.5. Let D be a finite linear category and B : Cop × C → D be a
bifunctor. A dinatural transformation from B to a constant bifunctor is given
by an object Z ∈ D (the image of the constant bifunctor) equipped with a family
{dX : B(X,X) → Z}X∈C of morphisms of C satisfying:

dX ◦ (f∨ ⊗ idX) = dY ◦ (idY ∨ ⊗ f)

for every morphism f : X → Y in C.
For simplicity, we will call this a dinatural transformation of source B.

Definition 2.6. The coend of B is a universal dinatural transformation of source

B, i.e an object

∫ X∈C
B(X,X) ∈ D with a dinatural family of structure morphisms

dX : B(X,X) →
∫ X∈C
B(X,X) satisfying the following condition: for every dinatural

transformation (Z, d′) of source B, there exists a unique morphism∫
d′ :

∫ X∈C
B(X,X) → Z
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such that the diagram:

Y ∨ ⊗X X∨ ⊗X

Y ∨ ⊗ Y

∫ X∈C
B(X,X)

Z

f∨⊗idX

idY ∨⊗f

dY

dX

∫
d′

d′
X

d′
Y

commutes for every morphism f : X → Y in C.

In practice, we sometimes will denote
∫
d′ by d′.

As explained in [KL01], EV is dinatural, and according to [KL01, Prop 5.1.5]:

Proposition 2.7. The natural morphism
∫
EVY :

∫ Y

HomC(Y,X)⊗ Y → X is an

isomorphism. This is true for Y ∈ C as well as Y ∈ Proj(C), due to the fact that C
has enough projectives.

Remark 2.8. This is an instance of the so-called co-Yoneda lemma, or ninja Yoneda
lemma, as encountered in [Lor21, Chapter 2].

Now, using the fact that the object G = ⊕jPj is a projective generator, [KL01,
Prop 5.1.7] gives us the following result:

Proposition 2.9. For a bifunctor B : Cop × C → D that is exact in each variable,
the following coends are equivalent:∫ X∈C

B(X,X) ∼=
∫ P∈Proj(C)

B(P, P ) ∼=
∫ {Pj}j=simple

B(Pj , Pj).

Using the above, we can reduce certain coends to be over projectives, or even
indecomposable projectives. We will use this fact later on.

From now on we assume that C is additionally ribbon, and that the monoidal unit
1 is simple.

For a finite ribbon category C, it was shown by Majid [Maj91] and Lyubashenko
[Lyu95a], [Lyu99], that the coend

(2.30) F :=

∫ X∈C
X∨ ⊗X

exists. We denote its family of structure morphisms by iX : X∨ ⊗X → F .

Additionally, they showed that the coend F is a Hopf algebra object in C.
The structure morphisms for the Hopf algebra structure will be denoted as:
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Product m : F ⊗ F → F Unit u : 1 → F
Coproduct ∆: F → F ⊗F Counit ε : F → 1

Antipode S : F → F .

and are defined as follows:

X∨ X Y ∨ Y

FF

iYiX

m

=

F

Y ∨X∨ X Y

iX⊗Y
F

u
=

F

i1

(2.31)

F F

X∨ X

F

iX

∆

=

F F

XX∨

iXiX

X∨ X

F

iX

ε

=

X∨ X

(2.32)

F

X∨ X

F

iX

S

=

F

X∨ X

iX

=

F

X∨ X

iX

ϑX

(2.33)

Additionally, the coend F has a Hopf pairing ω : F ⊗ F → 1. It is uniquely defined
in the following way:

X∨ X Y ∨ Y

FF

iYiX

ω

=

Y ∨XX∨ Y

(2.34)

Definition 2.10. A braided finite tensor category C is non-degenerate, if the
Hopf pairing ω is non-degenerate.
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For an object Y ∈ C we can define ϱY by the composite:

(2.35) ϱY : Y
coevY ⊗idY−−−−−−−→ Y ⊗ Y ∨ ⊗ Y

idY ⊗iY−−−−−→ Y ⊗F .

Given the definition of the comultiplication ∆ of F , it is easy to see that (Y, ϱY ) is
a F-comodule. The morphism ϱY is also referred to as the canonical coaction. In
particular, the coaction for the free comodule X⊗F is given by the comultiplication
∆ of F . We will be using this fact implicitly in our computations. For a proof of
this, see Corollary 3.6. By CF we denote the category of right F comodules in C.
An important fact we will make use of in our construction in Section 3, is the
following:

Lemma 2.11. For a braided finite tensor category C, the functor

C ⊠ C → CF , X ⊠ Y 7→ (X ⊗ Y, idV ⊗ϱY )

is an equivalence.

This is a special case of a more general result of Lyubashenko’s, using the notion of
squared coalgebras [Lyu99, Section 2.7].

2.5. Integrals and modular tensor categories.

Definition 2.12. A modular tensor category is a finite ribbon category that is
non-degenerate.

Note that this definition does not assume semisimplicity. See [Shi19] for other
equivalent conditions to non-degeneracy of ω.

We will now state some properties of modular tensor categories, that will be useful
for our construction.

Definition 2.13. A morphism Λ: 1 → F is called a (two-sided) integral of F if it
satisfies

m ◦ (Λ⊗ idF ) = Λ ◦ ε = m ◦ (idF ⊗Λ).

The dual notion is that of a (two-sided) cointegral, which is a morphism Λco : F → 1

that satisfies

(Λco ⊗ idF ) ◦∆ = η ◦ Λco = (idF ⊗ Λco) ◦∆.

Proposition 2.14. If C is modular, integrals and cointegrals exist and are unique
up to scalar.

Remark 2.15. Proposition 2.14 holds when C is unimodular. But as shown in
[KL01, Lemma 5.2.8], modularity implies unimodularity.

Lemma 2.16. Let Λ and Λco be a non-zero integral and a non-zero cointegral of F
respectively. Then the following hold:

(1) Λco ◦ Λ ̸= 0
(2) S ◦ Λ = Λ
(3) Λco ◦m ◦ (S ⊗ idF ) = Λco ◦m ◦ (idF ⊗S)
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Proof. Part (1) is proven in [KL01, Theorem 4.2.5] and (2) follows from equation
(a) in [DR13, Lemma 3.13], after composing with idF ⊗Λco from the left and Λ from
the right.

We will now prove part (3):

FF

S

m

Λco

=

F F F

S

m

Λco

∆

S

m

Λco

=

FF

S

m

Λco

Where in the first equality we used [KL01, Figure 4.3(c)], precomposed with the
antipode S, and in the second, [KL01, Figure 4.3(d)], again precomposed with S.
Note that for the above to be true, we used the fact that C is modular, and hence
the object of integrals appearing in [KL01] is in fact, the tensor unit.

□

Definition 2.17. The morphism T : F → F is the unique morphism satisfying for
all X ∈ C the following identity:

T ◦ iX = iX ◦ (idX∨ ⊗ ϑX).

For a modular tensor category C with an integral Λ, there exist non-zero constants
p±, such that:

ε ◦ T ± ◦ Λ = p± id1 .

This lemma was proven in [Ker96, Thm. 5]:

Lemma 2.18. Let C be modular and let Λ and Λco be an integral and a cointegral
of F satisfying Λco ◦ Λ = id1. Then, there exists a non-zero coefficient ζ ∈ k×

satisfying the equation

ω ◦ (Λ⊗ idF ) = ζΛco.

We call ζ the modularity parameter of Λ.

The following lemma is proven in [De +22, Cor 4.6]:

Lemma 2.19. If C is a modular category, then ζ = p− · p+.

The result below was proven in [GR20, Cor. 6.4].

Lemma 2.20. If C is a modular category, then there exists a unique morphism
η1 : 1 → P1 satisfying, for every simple object j ∈ C, the equation

Λco ◦ iPj
= δPj ,1η

∨
1
⊗ ε1.
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2.6. Target bicategory.

Definition 2.21 (Lincat). The symmetric monoidal bicategory Lincat is defined as
follows:

• Its objects are finite abelian linear categories
• Its 1-morphisms are right exact functors, i.e functors that preserve finite
colimits. We denote by FunLincat(−,−) ⊂ Fun(−,−), the full subcategory
of right exact linear functors.

• Its 2-morphisms are natural transformations.

There is a natural tensor product on Lincat defined by Kelly [Kel82] (generalizing the
Deligne tensor product of finite abelian categories) which is uniquely characterized
by the universal property that a functor C ⊗ D → E preserving finite colimits is
the same as a functor C × D → E preserving finite colimits separately in C and D.
The unit of this tensor product is the category Veck of finite-dimensional k-vector
spaces.

Remark 2.22. The 1-morphisms in Lincat are right exact functors, and the modular
tensor category we will be working with has enough projectives. In this case, a
right exact functor is determined by its values on projectives. This means that
FunLincat(C,Veck) ∼= Fun(Proj(C),Veck). When defining the TFT, this will allow
us to specify certain 1-morphism generators only on the projective objects. Better
yet, it is sufficient to talk about the indecomposable projectives, since the direct
summands of a projective are projective.

Moreover, we will implicitly identify functors F : Veck → C with their value F (k),
an object of C.
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3. Construction of the TQFT

According to the definition of a presentation of a symmetric monoidal 2-category
(Section 2.2) and Conjecture 2.1, to define the non-compact 3d TQFT, we need to
specify the images of the generators in the target bicategory Lincat and to check
that all the relevant relations of the non-compact presentation given in Section 2.2
hold.

3.1. Assignment to generators. Fix C to be a (not necessarily semisimple)
modular tensor category, and P := Proj(C). Thus, C ∈ Lincat. Additionally, let
D ∈ k× be a constant whose value is going to be fixed later by certain relations, and
fix an integral Λ, whose existence is guaranteed by Proposition 2.14. This uniquely
determines a cointegral Λco satisfying Λco ◦ Λ = id1 and a modularity parameter
ζ ∈ k×, according to Lemma 2.18.

For the convenience of the reader, before we give the full assignment in detail, we
repeat our table 1 from the introduction.

Generators of Bordsig,nc3,2,1 Value in Lincat

C
Forget : CF → C
Co-free : C → CF

−⊗ 1 : Veck → C

HomC(−,1)∗ : C → Veck

ϵ
=⇒ idX ⊗ε : X ⊗F → X

η
=⇒ Coaction δX

ϵ†
=⇒ idX ⊗D -1Λ: X → X ⊗F

η†

==⇒ (idX ⊗ (DΛco ◦m ◦ (S ⊗ idF ))) ◦ (δX ⊗ idF )

µ
=⇒ D(evε1 ⊗ η1)

µ†

==⇒ (id⊗ EVP ) ◦ (coevHomC(P,1))

ν†

==⇒ Evaluation of vector spaces

Table 2. Assignment Z to generators of Bordsig,nc
3,2,1
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Note that, having developed the necessary algebraic prerequisites, we have given
a more precise description of the assignments. In particular, we make use of the
equivalence C ⊠ C ∼−→ CF (Lemma 2.11).

Now, in more detail, we define the assignment Z : Bordsig,nc3,2,1 → Lincat as follows:

Z(S1) = C

Call

• T := Z( )
• TR := Z( )
• U := Z( )

• UL := Z( )

and define:

• T to be given by the monoidal product:

C ⊠ C T−→ C
X ⊠ Y 7→ X ⊗ Y

• TR to be:

C TR

−−→ C ⊠ C

X 7→
∫ Z∈C

X ⊗ Z∨ ⊠ Z

We call this map TR as, when we later check the relations (2.19), (2.20),
this will show that it’s the right adjoint of T .

• U : Veck → C

Veck
U−→ C

V 7→ V ⊗ 1

• UL is (as we will see) the left adjoint of U . We define it to be:

C UL

−−→ Veck

X 7→ HomC(X,1)∗

As mentioned in Section 2.6, it will be beneficial to work with CF instead of C ⊠ C.
So, under the equivalence C ⊠ C ∼= CF the functor:

• T corresponds to the forgetful functor:

CF T−→ C
(x, δX) 7→ X
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• TR corresponds to:

C TR

−−→ CF

X 7→ (X ⊗F ,∆)

Now we will define the images of 2-morphisms.

The assignment for the generating 2-morphisms α, λ, ρ, β, θ is straightforward. They
are respectively given by the associator, left/right unitor, braiding (cX,Y ) and twist
(ϑ) morphisms of the modular tensor category C.
The maps Z(ϵ),Z(η) are given by (and will prove to be the counit and unit,
respectively, of the adjunction of T ⊣ TR):

• Z(ϵ) is a natural transformation: T ◦ TR ⇒ idC . For X ∈ C, we define it to
be:

Z(ϵ) : X ⊗F idX ⊗ε−−−−→ X

• Z(η) is a natural transformation: idCF ⇒ TR ◦ T . For (X, δX) ∈ CF , we
define it to be:

Z(η) : (X, δX)
δX−−→ (X ⊗F ,∆),

where ε is the counit of F and δX : X → X ⊗F is the coaction for the F -comodule
(X, δX).

To define the maps Z(ϵ†),Z(η†), we will make use of the integral Λ: 1 → F and
cointegral Λco : F → 1 that we defined earlier:

• Z(ϵ†) : idC ⇒ TR ◦ T , meaning, a natural transformation with components:
X → X ⊗F . We define this to be:

X
idX ⊗D -1Λ−−−−−−−→ X ⊗F .

As mentioned, the constant D ∈ k× will be determined later by some of
the axioms.

• Z(η†): We want a natural transformation with components: (X ⊗F ,∆) →
(X, δX)

(X ⊗F ,∆)
δX⊗idF−−−−−→ (X ⊗F ⊗ F ,∆)

idX⊗S⊗idF−−−−−−−−→ (X ⊗F ⊗F ,∆)

idX⊗m−−−−−→ (X ⊗F ,∆)
idX⊗DΛco

−−−−−−−→ (X, δX)

Remark 3.1. The intuition behind the definition of Z(ϵ†),Z(η†) is related to the
following : The pairing Λco ◦m is non degenerate (with the copairing involving the
integral Λ) ([KL01], Corol 4.2.13), and thus introduces an isomorphism F ∼= F∨.
Now, as TL(X) = (X⊗F∨, (idX ⊗∆∨⊗idF )◦(idX ⊗ idF∨ ⊗coevF∨)) and TR(X) =
(X ⊗ F , idX ⊗∆), utilizing the isomorphism above, we obtain an isomorphism
TL ∼= TR. This is precisely why Z(ϵ†),Z(η†) will be the counit and unit of the
adjunction TR ⊣ T , and will therefore satisfy the desired axioms.
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Now we define the natural transformations Z(µ†), Z(ν†) on projectives as follows:

• Z(µ†) : id ⇒ U ◦UL, meaning, for P ∈ P , we have a natural transformation
with components:

P
Z(µ†)P−−−−−→ HomC(P,1)

∗ ⊗ 1

given by the following composite:

P
coevHomC(P,1)⊗idP−−−−−−−−−−−−→ HomC(P,1)

∗ ⊗HomC(P,1)⊗ P
id⊗EVP−−−−−→ HomC(P,1)

∗ ⊗ 1

where in the first step we used co-evaluation for the vector space HomC(P,1).
• Z(ν†) : UL ◦ U ⇒ id, in other words, a natural transformation

HomC(1,1)
∗ Z(ν†)−−−−→ k

is given by evaluation on id1.

As for Z(µ), it is not an obvious map.

• Z(µ) : U ◦ UL ⇒ id, i.e a natural transformation with components:

(3.1) Hom(P,1)∗ ⊗ 1
µP−−→ P

To define it, it suffices to define µP1 : Hom(P1,1)
∗ ⊗ 1 → P1.

This morphism is given by:

HomC(P1,1)
∗ ⊗ 1

D(evε1
⊗η1)−−−−−−−−→ P1

where by evε1 we mean the map HomC(P1,1)
∗ → k obtained by evaluating an

element f ∈ HomC(P1,1)
∗ on the canonical element ε1 ∈ HomC(P1,1).

However, it will be useful to think about the map evε1 in the following way:

We have the canonical element ε1 ∈ HomC(P1,1) which gives rise to a linear map

ε̄1 : k → HomC(P1,1) and therefore we can define the map HomC(P1,1)
∗ evε1−−−→ k

as:

k ⊗HomC(P1,1)
∗ ε̄1⊗id−−−−→ HomC(P1,1)⊗HomC(P1,1)

∗ evvect−−−−→ k

The usefulness of this description of evε1 is showcased in the proof of the following
lemma, which will be useful when checking relations (2.25) and (2.26).

Remark 3.2. The functor UL : C → Veck has two equivalent descriptions. Since
the functor HomC(−,1)∗ : C → Veck is right exact, it suffices to define it only on
projectives: UL(P ) ∼= HomC(P,1)

∗. This gives us another way to describe it, using
Proposition 2.7.

This way, UL(−) ∼=
∫ P∈P
HomC(P,−) ⊗ HomC(P,1)

∗, and Z(ν†) is correspondingly

given by evaluation of vector spaces

∫ P∈P
HomC(P,1)⊗HomC(P,1)

∗ Z(ν†)−−−−→ k. In fact,

this coincides with the action of ν† when the target is Bimod, something we are
concerned with in chapters 6 and 7.
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3.2. Checking the relations. One of the main results of this thesis is proving the
following:

Theorem 3.3. The assignment Z in Section 3.1 defines a symmetric monoidal
functor between bicategories Bordsig,nc3,2,1 → Lincat.

In order to prove Theorem 3.3, it is sufficient to check that the relations (2.9)-(2.27)
are preserved after applying the assignment Z. We will be referring to this as
‘checking the relations’ without mentioning the assignment Z. This amounts to
checking equalities between natural transformations. We will therefore work in
components, denoting by X,Y, Z objects in C, P,Q ∈ P.

Before we proceed to the proof of Theorem 3.3, we prove some useful lemmas:

Lemma 3.4. (Z(µ) ◦ Z(µ†))(Pj) =

{
D(η1 ◦ ε1) Pj

∼= P1

0 Pj ≇ P1
.

Proof. First, if Pj ≇ P1, then this composite is the zero morphism (Section 2.3).

Now, for the case where Pj
∼= P1, the composite µP1 ◦ µ

†
P1

looks as follows in string
diagram notation:

P1

P1

EVP1

ε̄1 η1

=

P1

P1

ε1

η1

Where the blue string is meant to correspond to the vector space HomC(P1,1) and
the equality holds because of the duality relations as well as [KL01, Lemma 5.1.3].

□

Lemma 3.5. The coaction δX⊗F⊗Y appearing in Z(ϕr) and Z(ϕ-1
r ) is given by:

X⊗F ⊗Y
idX ⊗∆⊗ϱY−−−−−−−−→ X⊗F ⊗F ⊗Y ⊗F idX ⊗ idF ⊗cF,Y ⊗idF−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ X⊗F ⊗Y ⊗F ⊗F

idX⊗F⊗Y ⊗m−−−−−−−−−→ X ⊗F ⊗ Y ⊗F .

As a diagram this is represented as:

F

F

Y

X Y

m

∆ ϱY
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Proof. The coaction δX⊗F⊗Y is given by ϱ, applied on the appropriate object. To
understand what that object is, we need to look at the level at which η (resp.
η†) is applied on (2.16) (resp. (2.17)). η is applied on the two cylinders (resp.
η† on ◦ ). In both cases, the object at the source of that 1-morphism is∫ Z∈C
X ⊗ Z∨ ⊠ Z ⊗ Y . η is given by the coaction of this object and the first part of

the η† composite is the coaction of this object. So we are looking to compute the
coaction induced on X ⊗F ⊗ Y from the equivalence C ⊠ C ∼= CF , in other words
from ϱZ⊗Y .

Recall that (Z ⊗ Y )∨ ∼= Y ∨ ⊗ Z∨. We therefore have the following:

F

YZ

YZ

iZ⊗Y
=

FYZ

Z Y

iZ⊗Y

=

FYZ

Z Y

m

iZ iY
=

=

FYZ

Z Y

m

iZ iY =

FYZ

Z Y

m

iZ

iY =

FYZ

Z Y

m

iZ ϱY

Therefore, the action δX⊗F⊗Y : X⊗F ⊗Y → X⊗F ⊗Y ⊗F is given by the unique
morphism that is determined by the universal property of F as follows:

FY

Z∨X Z Y

m

iZiZ ϱY

=

F

F

Y

X Y

m

∆ ϱY

□
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Corollary 3.6. In the case where Y = 1, we get that the coaction of the free F
comodule X ⊗F is given by the comultiplication ∆.

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 3.3:

Proof. • Relations (2.9), (2.10), (2.11), (2.12), (2.13) hold trivially, as they
correspond to the pentagon, triangle, hexagon and balancing relations of
the modular category C.

• The first relations we need to check, are the images of (2.14)-(2.15) and
(2.16)-(2.17) under Z, namely, that Z(ϕl)

-1 = Z(ϕ-1
l ) and Z(ϕr)

-1 = Z(ϕ-1
r ).

We begin by seeing that Z(ϕl) and Z(ϕ-1
l ) are both the identity natural

transformation, so the desired relation is satisfied trivially:

F

FX Y

∆

ε

=

FX Y

FX Y

S

∆

Λ

m

Λco

=

FX Y

(3.2)

The first equality holds because of the counit-comultiplication relation
while the second holds because of the fact that ∆ ◦ Λ is a non-degenerate
pairing and more precisely, because of [KL01, Lemma 4.2.12].

• Now, for (2.16)-(2.17), things require a bit more computation:
First, we would like to simplify both Z(ϕr) and Z(ϕ-1

r ). The former is
given by the composite:

X ⊗F ⊗ Y
δX⊗F⊗Y−−−−−−→ X ⊗F ⊗ Y ⊗F idX ⊗ε⊗idY ⊗F−−−−−−−−−−→ X ⊗ Y ⊗F ,

And the latter involves the composite:

X ⊗ Y ⊗F idX ⊗Λ⊗idY ⊗F−−−−−−−−−−→ X ⊗F ⊗ Y ⊗F δX⊗F⊗Y ⊗idF−−−−−−−−−→ X ⊗F ⊗ Y ⊗F ⊗ F .

Now using Lemma 3.5, Z(ϕr) becomes:

F

F

Y

X Y

m

∆ ϱY

ε

=

F

F

Y

X Y

m

ϱY

And Z(ϕ-1
r ):
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FX Y

ϱY

Λ

Λco

∆

m

S

m

=

FX Y

ϱY

Λ

Λco

∆

m

S

m

=

FX Y

ϱY

Λ

Λco

∆

m

S

m

=

=

FX Y

ϱY

Λ

Λco

∆

m

S

m

=

FX Y

ϱY

S

m

S -1

Where in the second equality we used Lemma 2.16 (iii) and in the third
equality, we used associativity of the multiplication m. The last equality is
due to [KL01, Relation (c) of figure 4.3].

Now using the above , we check the composite Z(ϕ-1
r ) ◦ Z(ϕr):
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FX Y

ϱY

S

m

S -1

m

ϱY

=

YFX

ϱY

S

m

S -1

m

ϱY

=

YFX

S

m

S -1

m

∆

ϱY

=

YFX

m

S -1

m

∆

ϱY

S S

=

YFX

m

S -1

m

∆

ϱY

S S

=

YFX

m

S -1

u

ε

ϱY

S

=

YFX

S -1

S =

YFX
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Where in the second equality we used the compatibility of the coaction
ϱY with the comultiplication ∆ of F , in the third equality, the so called
’anti-multiplicativity’ [TV17, p. 6.2.1] of the antipode of a Hopf algebra, in
the fourth, the fundamental relation for the antipode of the Hopf algebra F ,
and finally in the penultimate equality, the unit and counit axioms for F .

As for the composite Z(ϕ-1
r ) ◦ Z(ϕr):

FX Y

FY

ϱY

S

m

S -1

m

ϱY

=

FX Y

FY

ϱY

ϱY S

m

S -1

m

=

FX Y

FY

ϱY

∆ S

m

S -1

m

=

FX Y

FY

ϱY

∆ S

SS

m

S -1

S -1

m

=

FX Y

FY

ϱY

∆ S

S m

S -1

m

=

FX Y

FY

ϱY

∆ S

S

m

S -1

m

=
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FX Y

FY

ϱY

ε S

u

S -1

m

=

FX Y

S

S -1

=

FX Y

Where the second equality is due to the compatibility of the coaction
with the comultiplication ∆. The third equality is again due to the ’anti-
multiplicativity’ of the antipode S, but now we have pre-composed it with
the inverse braiding and post-composed with S -1. The fourth equality is
given by the associativity of m, the fifth by the defining relation of the
antipode S, and the penultimate by the relations between unit-multiplication
and counit-coaction.

• Fixing X ⊠ Y ∈ C ⊠ C , relation (2.18) demands that for all ϕ ∈ Hom(X ⊗
Y,1)∗, it is true that ϕ(− ◦ ϑX ⊗ idY ) = ϕ(− ◦ idX ⊗ ϑY ). Since this has to
hold for all ϕ, that implies that the arguments of ϕ have to be equal.

In other words, we will show the equality of the following 2-morphisms:

Hom(X⊗Y,1)
−◦(ϑX⊗idY )−−−−−−−−→ Hom(X⊗Y,1) = Hom(X⊗Y,1)

−◦(idX ⊗ϑY )−−−−−−−−−→ Hom(X⊗Y,1).

To do this, let g ∈ Hom(X ⊗ Y,1). Then we have the following:

YX

ϑY

g

=

X Y

ϑY

g

=

X Y

ϑY ∨

g
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=

X Y

ϑX

g

=

YX

ϑX

g

Where in the second equality we used the duality property of the twist ϑ,
and in the third the naturality of ϑ with respect to the morphism

(g ⊗ idY ∨) ◦ (idX ⊗coevY ) : X → Y ∨.

• We then continue by checking relation (2.19). This implies that we want:

X
δX−−→ X ⊗F ε−→ X = idX

Which is true because of the relation between the coaction δX and the
counit ε.

• Relation (2.20) is verified in exactly the same way, and in some sense it is a
special case of (2.19):

(X ⊗F ,∆)
∆−→ ((X ⊗F)⊗F ,∆)

idX ⊗ε⊗idF−−−−−−−−→ (X ⊗F ,∆)

• Now, checking the relations (2.21) and (2.22) respectively:

X

ϱX

S

m

Λco

Λ

=

X

ϱX

S

m

Λco

Λ

=

X

ϱX

m

Λco

Λ

=

X

ϱX

ε

Λco

Λ

=

X

Where in the first and second equality we used Lemma 2.16 (iii), (ii)
respectively, and in the third, the definition of the integral Λ.

FX

S

∆

Λ

m

Λco

=

FX

By [KL01, Lemma 4.2.12].
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• Now we turn to relations (2.23) and (2.24). Note that these manifest UL as
the left adjoint of U .

To check relation (2.23), we write 1 as a colimit of projectives. We can
do this using Proposition 2.7:

1 ∼=
∫ P∈P
HomC(P,1)⊗ P.

The isomorphism is given by
∫
EV , so we have a map

1
(
∫
EV )-1

−−−−−−→
∫ P∈P
HomC(P,1)⊗ P.

So, for relation (2.23) to hold, the following diagram needs to commute:

∫ P
HomC(P,1)⊗ P 1

∫ P
HomC(P,1)⊗HomC(P,1)

∗ ⊗HomC(P,1)⊗ P

∫ P
HomC(P,1)⊗HomC(P,1)

∗ ⊗ 1 1

(
∫
EV )−1

∫
(idHomC(P,1)⊗coevHomC(P,1)⊗idP )

∫
(idHomC(P,1)⊗HomC(P,1)∗⊗EVP )

id1

∫
(evvect)⊗id1

Indeed, this diagram is commutative as the evaluation and coevaluation of
vector spaces satisfy a snake relation, and then

∫
EV cancels with (

∫
EV )-1.

• As for relation (2.24), we want the following diagram to be commutative:

HomC(P,1)
∗ HomC(P,1)

∗

HomC(P,1)
∗ ⊗

∫ Q∈P
HomC(Q,1)⊗HomC(Q,1)∗

Z(µ†)

idHomC(P,1)∗

Z(ν†)

Note that Z(µ†) is applied on P , the argument of HomC(P,1)
∗. For

sake of simplicity, we will denote the maps as applied on P , instead of
HomC(P,1)

∗. Then the above diagram looks like this:
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HomC(P,1)
∗ HomC(P,1)

∗

HomC(HomC(P,1)
∗ ⊗HomC(P,1)⊗ P,1)∗ HomC(P,1)

∗ ⊗
∫ Q

HomC(Q,1)⊗HomC(Q,1)∗

HomC(HomC(P,1)
∗ ⊗ 1,1)∗

HomC(HomC(P,1)
∗ ⊗

∫ Q

HomC(Q,1)⊗Q,1)∗

idHomC(P,1)∗

coevvect⊗idP

idHomC(P,1)⊗EVP

∫
evvect

idHomC(P,1)∗⊗(
∫
EV)−1

∼

where by ∼ we have denoted the isomorhism of coends induced by

Hom(V ⊗X,Y )∗ ∼= V ⊗Hom(X,Y )∗,

for V = HomC(P,1)
∗ ⊗HomC(Q,1), X = Q and Y = 1.

This diagram is indeed commutative and we now explain why.
First, looking at the composite (

∫
EV)−1 ◦ EVP , this is equal to d1P ,

where d1 is the dinatural family of maps for the coend
∫ P

HomC(P,1)⊗ P .
Then this, (post-)composed with ∼, is equal to d2P , where by d2 we denote

the dinatural family of maps for the coend
∫ P

HomC(P,1)⊗Hom(P,1)∗.
Then, by the definition of

∫
evvect and by the snake relation satisfied by

coevHomC(P,1) and evHomC(P,1) we get the desired result.
• The pivotality relation (2.25) says that a certain composite of 2-morphisms
is the identity 2-morphism on S2. However, since this composite is in fact
an endomorphism of the cylinder, we will check something stronger. Namely,

we will show that the relation holds for Z( ), instead of Z( ).

We first need to make sense of µ ◦ µ† applied on ’one leg’ as a morphism
F → F . To do this, we start with P∨

1
⊗ P1. Relation (2.25) instructs us to

apply µ ◦ µ† on P1. So we have the following:

P∨
1
⊗ P1

idP∨
1

⊗(η1◦ε1)
−−−−−−−−−→ P∨

1
⊗ P1

iP1−−→ F
Diagrammatically, we have the following equality:

F

P1P∨
1

iP1

ε1

η1 =

F

P1P∨
1

iP1

ε1

η1 =

F

P1P∨
1

iP1

ε1η∨
1 =

F

PjP∨
j

Λco

iPjiPj
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Where in the last step we make use of Lemma 2.20, and the fact that
the morphism is zero for all j ̸= 1.

This then induces the following morphism F → F :

F

∆

Λco

Given the above, checking that relation (2.25) holds, boils down to

showing that the composite 1
Λ−→ F (id⊗Λco)◦∆−−−−−−−−→ F ε−→ 1 is equal to the

identity. This is true, due to the relation of ε and ∆, as well as the fact that
Λco ◦ Λ = id1.

Note that for this relation to be satisfied, we also had γ from Z(ϵ†) cancel
out γ -1 from Z(µ).

• To understand the composite given by the modularity relation (2.26), let us
first understand how we’re meant to apply ”ϑ, ϑ-1”.

The object at the level where ϑ, ϑ-1 is applied is
∫ Y

X⊗Y ∨⊠Y . Therefore,
’Z(θ, θ-1)’ is the coend morphism induced by ϑX⊗Y ∨ ⊠ ϑ-1

Y .
After using the twist relation for ϑX⊗Y ∨ , this looks as follows:

YY ∨X

ϑX ϑY ∨ ϑ-1
Y

iY

=

YY ∨X

ϑX

ϑY

ϑ-1
Y

iY

=

YY ∨X

ϑX

iY

Where in the first equality we used the coend property as well as the fact
that ϑX∨ = ϑ∨

X for all X ∈ C.
If we include the ε that we have in the modularity composite we get:
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YY ∨X

ϑX

iY

ε

=

YY ∨X

ϑX
=

X Y ∨ Y

ϑX

iYiX

ω

Now, by the universal property of the coend F , the above gives rise to a
morphism X ⊗F → X.

So now, seeing the full composite, we have:

X
Λ

ϑX

iX

ω

=

X

ϑX

iX

Λco

where we used Lemma 2.18 since Λco ◦ Λ = id1.
Here we remind that it is sufficient to check the relation for X = Pj , a

projective cover of a simple j, by Lemma 2.20 we have that all the above
morphisms are zero, apart from:

P1

ϑP1

iP1

Λco

=

P1

ϑP1

η∨
1

ε1

=

P1

ϑP1
η1

ε1

=

P1

η1

ε1

which, by Lemma 3.4 is the desired composite.
Note that we used the naturality of ϑ and the fact that ϑ1 = id1.
As for the constants involved, the relation that they have to satisfy is:

D -1 · ζ = D which gives D =
√
ζ, fixing the constant D ∈ k×.
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Remark 3.7. Note that the rotated forms around the z-axis of (2.25) and
(2.26) hold because of the universal property of the coend F .

• In order to check the anomaly relation (2.27), we will make use of the fact
that Z(S2) ∼= k. Since Z(ξ) : Z(S2) → Z(S2), then Z(ξ) is a scalar multiple
of the identity, and abusing notation we write: Z(ξ) = ξ · idZ(S2), where
ξ ∈ k.

Now, we check the value of the left composite of (2.27) on Z( ), instead

of Z( ), which, from the twist non-degeneracy (2.17) of C we know is:

1 F

1 F

D -1Λ

T

ε

D -1·p+ id1

Therefore, for the anomaly relation (2.27) to hold, we want to fix

ξ = D -1 · p+,

which, together with what we have computed above (D -1 = 1/
√
p+p−),

gives ξ =
√
p+/p−.

With this, we have checked that all the necessary relations are satisfied.

□

Remark 3.8. The special case when ξ = id in Bordsig,nc3,2,1 gives the oriented non-

compact presentation Bordor,nc3,2,1 . Having computed that ξ =
√
p+/p− we see that

we can define an oriented non-compact TQFT (i.e a functor out of Bordor,nc3,2,1 ), if

and only if p+/p− = 1. This is often referred to as ‘C being anomaly-free’.

Remark 3.9. As mentioned in Remark 2.3, if we change the source 2-category in
Theorem 3.3 from Bordsig,nc3,2,1 to Bordp1,nc

3,2,1 , we would instead compute ξ = 6
√

p+/p−.

4. Mapping class group representations

4.1. Mapping class group representations from the non-compact TQFT.
Let Σg be a (smooth, compact, oriented, closed) surface of genus g ≥ 0. We will
denote by Mod(Σg) the mapping class group, i.e the group of isotopy classes of
diffeomorphisms of Σg. It is a well known fact [FM11] that Mod(Σg) is finitely
generated by the so-called Dehn twists. We will denote a (right-handed) Dehn twist
along a curve γ by Tγ . In particular, there exists a specific set of generators, called
the Lickorish generators, which is given by Dehn twists

{Tα1 , . . . , Tαg , Tβ1 , . . . , Tβg−1 , Tγ1 , . . . , Tγg}, along the curves αi, βi, γi, as shown in
Figure 1. Note that this is an independent use of the letters α, β and γ than the
one we had in previous chapters.
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α1
α2 αg

β1 β2 βg

γ1 γ2 γg−1. . .

Figure 1. Lickorish generators of Modg. Taken from
[RR23].

We will use an alternative set of generators for Mod(Σg) by replacing Tβi by the
inverse of the composite Si := Tαi

◦ Tβi
◦ Tαi

.

In Bordsig,nc3,2,1 , Σg should correspond to:

.

.

.

For simplicity, we also denote this 1-morphism by Σg. This way, Z(Σg) ∼=
Hom(F⊗g,1)∗.

By Σ∗
g we denote the 1-morphism as above, but without the applied at the top

(corresponding to the once punctured genus g surface). Then Z(Σ∗
g) = F⊗g.

Now, we define the following composites in Bordsig,nc3,2,1 :
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I :=
θ

(4.1)

II :=
ϕ-1
l θ ϕl

(4.2)

A† :=
ϵ† II ϵ

(4.3)

III-1 :=
θ-1 A† θ-1

(4.4)

By Ii, IIj , A
†
i , III

-1
i : Σg → Σg we denote the 2-morphisms that are obtained by

applying the above on the i-th ‘hole’, or between the j’th and (j + 1)’th ‘holes’ of
Σg. As explained in [Bar+14], these composites are invertible, and they are meant
to correspond to the mapping cylinders for the generators of the mapping class
group {Tαi

, Tγj
, T -1

βi
, S -1

i } respectively.

The value of any of the Z(Ii),Z(IIi),Z(III-1i ) : Z(Σ∗
g) → Z(Σ∗

g), is really some
invertible morphism x : Fg → Fg. Then, if f ∈ Hom(Fg,1)∗, the (left) action on
the state space Z(Σg) = Hom(Fg,1)∗ is given by f(− ◦ x).
Now, we define the following unique morphisms in C:

• Ω: F ⊗ F → F ⊗F , satisfying for all X,Y ∈ C the identity:

Ω ◦ (iX ⊗ iY ) = (iX ⊗ iY ) ◦ (idX∨ ⊗(cY ∨,X ◦ cX,Y ∨)⊗ idY ).

• S : F → F satisfying for all X ∈ C the identity:

S ◦ iX = (ε⊗ idF ) ◦ Ω ◦ (idX ⊗Λ).

Additionally, we denote by H : F ⊗ F → F ⊗F the morphism

H := Ω ◦ (T ⊗ T ).

Lemma 4.1. Computing, we have that:

Z(Ii)(f) = f(− ◦ idFi−1 ⊗T ⊗ idFg−i)(4.5)

Z(IIi)(f) = f(− ◦ idFj−1 ⊗H⊗ idFg−j−1)(4.6)

Z(III-1i )(f) = 1/
√
p+p− · f(− ◦ idFi−1 ⊗S ⊗ idFg−i)(4.7)

Proof. We compute the values of the 2-morphisms in eqs. (4.1) to (4.4) after applying
the constructed TQFT Z. This will be sufficient, as the result is independent of the
incoming object of the functor Z( ).
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• It is easy to see that:

Z(I) : X ⊗F idX ⊗T−−−−−→ X ⊗F .

We have already used this when checking the relations in eqs. (2.26)
and (2.27).

• We will compute Z(II) on:

So abusing notation, Z(II) : Z ⊗F ⊗F → Z ⊗F ⊗F .
The image of the above under Z is a functor C → C. If the input is some

object Z ∈ C and if by X ∈ C and Y ∈ C we respectively denote the objects
over which we take the first and second coend coming from the two Z( ),
we find:

Z X∨ YX Y ∨

ϑX⊗Y ∨

iYiX

=

Z X∨ YX Y ∨

ϑX ϑY ∨

iYiX

=

Z X∨ YX Y ∨

ϑX ϑY ∨

iYiX

Ω

Z X∨ YX Y ∨

T T

iYiX

Ω

Where in the first step, we used the property of the twist of a tensor
product, and in the third we used dinaturality of the coend, as well as the
property ϑY ∨ = ϑ∨

Y .



40 THEODOROS LAGIOTIS

• Now we check the value of Z(A†) : Z ⊗ F → Z ⊗ F . This results to the
following:

1/
√
p+p−

Z YY ∨Λ

T T

iY

Ω

ε

• Using the above, as well as the equivalent descriptions of H, we can compute
the value of Z(III-1) : Z ⊗F → Z ⊗F :

Z F
D -1Λ

T -1

T T

Ω

T -1
ε

=

Z F
D -1Λ

T -1T

T -1 T

Ω

ε

= 1/
√
p+p−

Z F
Λ

Ω

ε

The first equation follows from the naturality of the twist ϑ and braiding
c.

□

We could pause here and observe that the same morphisms appear in the projective
mapping class group action of [De +23] (see section 4.2). In order to form a
mathematical statement out of this observation, we are forced to assume the validity
of Conjecture 2.1. Then, thanks to Theorem 3.3, we know that the non-compact
TQFT Z gives rise to a representation ρ̃nc of a central extension of the mapping
class group. Equivalently, we obtain a projective representation

ρ̄nc : Mod(Σg) → PGLk(Z(Σg)).

Using Lemma 4.1 we have:

Proposition 4.2. The projective mapping class group representation

ρ̄nc : Mod(Σg) → PGLk(Z(Σg))
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satisfies:

ρ̄nc(Tαi
)(f) = f(− ◦ idFi−1 ⊗T ⊗ idFg−i)(4.8)

ρ̄nc(Tγj )(f) = f(− ◦ idFj−1 ⊗H⊗ idFg−j−1)(4.9)

ρ̄nc(S
-1
i )(f) = f(− ◦ idFi−1 ⊗S ⊗ idFg−i)(4.10)

4.2. Relation to the Lyubashenko projective representations. The projective
mapping class group representations ρ̄X coming from the non-semisimple 3d TQFTs
constructed in [De +22] are computed in [De +23]. In addition, it is shown that
they are equivalent to the family of projective representations ρ̄L constructed by
Lyubashenko in [Lyu95b].

We will briefly review the construction of ρ̄X for a surface without punctures, and
proceed to show that the projective representation ρ̄nc from Section 4.1 is dual to
ρ̄X .

The vector space they consider is X ′
g := HomC(Fg, 1).

Let x′ ∈ HomC(Fg, 1), the group homomorphism ρ̄X : Mod(Σg) → PGLk((X
′
g))

satisfies:

ρX(Tαi
)(f) = x′ ◦ (idFi−1 ⊗T -1 ⊗ idFg−i)(4.11)

ρX(Tγj )(f) = x′ ◦ (idFi−1 ⊗H-1 ⊗ idFg−j−1)(4.12)

ρX(S -1
i )(f) = x′ ◦ (idFi−1 ⊗S -1 ⊗ idFg−i)(4.13)

This is a group homomorphism as they consider inverse mapping cylinders [De +23,
Eq (17)].

Note that the inverses appear because their choice of generators of Mod(Σg) is
inverse to ours.

We therefore get that:

Theorem 4.3. By definition, we have that ρ̄nc = ρ̄∗X .
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5. From Lincat to Bimod

In order to tackle the questions concerning 3-manifold invariants (Section 6) and
modified traces (Section 7), we will adapt the non-compact TQFT 3.3 to a different
target, the bicategory Bimod. This is due to the fact that, in order to compute
the values of Z on 3-manifolds, it is useful to have a ‘skein-theoretic description’.
Working in Bimod provides such a setting.

Definition 5.1 (Bimod). The symmetric monoidal bicategory Bimod is defined as
follows:

• Its objects are linear categories;
• Its 1-morphisms are bimodules F : C −7→ D, defined as linear functors
F : Dop × C → Vectk;

• Its 2-morphisms are natural transformations between the associated linear
functors.

Composition of bimodules F : C −7→ D and G : D −7→ E is defined as:

G ◦ F (e, c) :=

∫ d∈D
G(e, d)⊗ F (d, c).

The identity 1-morphisms are given by the Hom functor:

Hom(−,−) : Cop × C → Vectk.

For a bimodule F : D1 −7→ D2, we will denote its value on X ∈ D1 and Y ∈ D2 by
FY
X .

Definition 5.2. Given a linear functor F : D1 → D2, we can construct an associated
bimodule F∗ : C −7→ D as: F∗ := HomD(−, F (−)).

Given a natural transformation ω : F =⇒ G between linear functors F,G : D1 → D2,

there is an induced natural transformation between associated bimodules:

ω∗ : F∗ → G∗, given by postcomposition with ω.

In fact, the above is organized in a 2-functor (−)fg,proj from Lincat to Bimod,
that sends a small linear category that admits finite colimits to its subcategory
of compact projective objects. In general, a right exact functor does not preserve
projective objects, but always gives rise to a bimodule.

Postcomposing Z with this 2-functor we obtain a TQFT in Bimod. We will denote
this TQFT by Z ′.

The values of the Bimod TQFT on object and 1-morphism generators are:

• Z ′(S1) = P
• Z ′( )AB,C = HomC(A,B ⊗ C)

• Z ′( )A,B
C = HomC(A⊗B,C)

• Z ′( )A = HomC(A, 1)∗

• Z ′( )A = HomC(A, 1)

Remark 5.3. Strictly speaking, the values on and are equivalent to the
ones above. In particular, directly computing the associated bimodules, we have:
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• (TR)∗ = HomC⊠C(−⊠−,

∫ P∈P
−⊗ P∨ ⊠ P )

• (UL)∗ = HomVect(k,HomC(−, 1)∗)

As explained in [Bar+15], the bimodule vector space is the same as the vector space
of string diagrams drawn internal to the volume of that particular surface embedded
in R3. This can be thought of as the skein module of the 3-manifold bound by the
surface. We are interested in this description as it facilitates computations.

A

B C

f

C

A B

g

A

A

h
(5.1)

f ∈ Z ′( )
A
B,C g ∈ Z ′( )A,B

C h ∈ Z ′( )
A

Remark 5.4. Morphisms in the interior are drawn in the opposite direction as that
of the cobordism. As of now, we adopt the convention that red string diagrams are
to be read from top to bottom and from left to right.

Remark 5.5. Having defined Z ′( )A = HomC(A, 1)∗, it appears that we do not
have a string diagrammatic description of its elements. However, since A ∈ P, we
can use the natural isomorphism Ω1 : HomC(A, 1)∗

∼−→ HomC(A, 1) defined in 7.10,
and work with string diagrams this way.

A

A

j

(5.2)

j ∈ Ω1
(
Z ′( )

A

)
We will implicitly do this in later chapters when working with closed surfaces. It
is important to note, however, that this is not necessary, but only for the sake of
simplicity. We could instead work with a surface with one boundary component
and the resulting (internal string) morphism A → 1, which looks similar to the
‘admissibility condition’ appearing in [De +22]. This does not affect our analysis in

later chapters, as we can ‘localize’ this morphism in a cylinder near the cap (via

the coend relation), and then evaluate it using Z ′( )A = HomC(A, 1)∗.

Having the string diagram notation makes computations easier in many cases. This
is why, for the rest of this section, we express the actions of 2-morphism generators
in Bimod, and whenever applicable, describe them by how they act on internal
string diagrams. We will only focus on the ones that appear in sections 6 and 7.

We have two ways to describe what Z ′ assigns to a surface in Bimod.

(1) Use the value in Lincat to obtain the associated bimodule;
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(2) Decompose the given surface into a composite of the generators above, and
obtain a composite in Bimod.

The string diagrammatic approach is associated with the latter. Having defined
Z in Lincat however, we automatically get an action of 2-morphism generators on
the associated bimodules. To connect the two, we use Definition 5.2, as well as the
fact that the two descriptions are related by (potentially several) applications of the
co-Yoneda lemma.

First, define for X,Y, Z ∈ C the natural isomorphisms

(−)♭ : HomC(X ⊗ Y, Z)
∼−→ HomC(X,Z ⊗ Y ∨)(5.3)

(−)♯ : HomC(Y,X ⊗ Z)
∼−→ HomC(X

∨ ⊗ Y,Z)(5.4)

(−)♮ : HomC(X ⊗ Y, Z)
∼−→ HomC(Y,X

∨ ⊗ Z)(5.5)

by

f ♭ = (f⊗idY ∨)◦(idX ⊗coevY ), g♯ = (evX⊗idZ)◦(idX∨ ⊗g), h♮ = (idX∨ ⊗h)◦(coevRX⊗idY ).

Throughout this section, fix P,Q, P1, P2, Q1, Q2 ∈ P.

Proposition 5.6. Z ′(ϵ) and Z ′(η) act as follows on internal string diagrams:

f

g

Z′(ϵ)7−−−→
f

g

Z′(η)7−−−→(5.6)

Proof. We start with Z ′(ϵ):

This corresponds to the natural transformation between the bimodules

HomC(Q,P ⊗F)
Z(ϵ)∗−−−→ Hom(Q,P ),

given by postcomposition with ε.

We want to understand:

∫ X,Y

HomC(Q,X ⊗ Y )⊗HomC(X ⊗ Y, P )
Z′(ϵ)−−−→ Hom(Q,P )

In other words, we aim to understand the isomorphism:

∫ X,Y

HomC(Q,X ⊗ Y )⊗HomC(X ⊗ Y, P )
∼−→ HomC(Q,P ⊗F)

This is the composite of
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∫ X,Y

HomC(Q,X ⊗ Y )⊗HomC(X ⊗ Y, P )
id⊗(−)♭−−−−−→

∫ X,Y

HomC(Q,X ⊗ Y )⊗HomC(X,P ⊗ Y ∨)

f ⊗ g 7→ f ⊗ ((g ⊗ idY ∨) ◦ (idP ⊗coevY ))

with the co-Yoneda isomorphism

∫ X,Y

HomC(Q,X ⊗ Y )⊗HomC(X,P ⊗ Y ∨)
∼−→

∫ Y

HomC(Q,P ⊗ Y ∨ ⊗ Y )

f ⊗ h 7→ (g ⊗ idY ) ◦ f

Thanks to the exactness of HomC(Q,−) and the fact that ε is given by evY 2.32,
we conclude that Z ′(ϵ) acts by composition, as desired.

Now for Z ′(η):

The corresponding natural transformation of associated bimodules is:

HomC⊠C(Q1 ⊠Q2, P1 ⊠ P2)
Z(η)∗−−−−→ HomC⊠C(Q1 ⊠Q2, P1 ⊗ P2 ⊗

∫ Y

Y ∨ ⊠ Y ),

given by the coevaluation on Q2 and inclusion in the coend, essentially as explained
in Remark 2.35. We remind the reader that this is the unit of the adjunction
T ⊣ TR.

We want to understand

(5.7) Z ′(η) : Hom(Q1, P1)⊗Hom(Q2, P2) → HomC(Q1 ⊗Q2, P1 ⊗ P2)

By definition, it is true that HomC⊠C(Q1⊠Q2, P1⊠P2) ∼= Hom(Q1, P1)⊗Hom(Q2, P2).

Let f : Q1 → P1 and g : Q2 → P2.

The counit of the adjunction T ⊣ TR, gives:

HomC⊠C(Q1 ⊠Q2, P1 ⊗ P2 ⊗
∫ Y

Y ∨ ⊠ Y )
∼−→ HomC(Q1 ⊗Q2, P1 ⊗ P2)

f ⊠ g 7→ (idP1 ⊗ idP2 ⊗ε) ◦ (f ⊗ g)

Due to the cancellation of unit and counit (coevaluation and evaluation), we find
that the desired morphism Z ′(η) is given by the inclusion

Hom(Q1, P1)⊗Hom(Q2, P2) ↪−→ HomC(Q1 ⊗Q2, P1 ⊗ P2).

□

Let f : Q → P . Abusing notation, we call the image of f ⊗ Λ under

HomC(Q,P ⊗F)
∼−→

∫ Y

HomC(Q,P ⊗ Y ∨ ⊗ Y )

again f ⊗ Λ.
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Proposition 5.7. Z ′(ϵ†) acts as follows on internal string diagrams:

Z′(ϵ†)7−−−−→ 1

D

The convention for the red circle is that the top part is Λ and the bottom is ev.

Proof. We have that Z(ϵ†)∗ is given by:

HomC(Q,P )
(D -1(idP ⊗Λ))∗−−−−−−−−−−→ Hom(Q,P ⊗F).

Computing Z ′(ϵ†) in terms of string diagrams involves the isomorphisms:

∫ Y

HomC(Q,P ⊗ Y ∨ ⊗ Y )
∼−→

∫ X,Y

HomC(Q,X ⊗ Y )⊗HomC(X,P ⊗ Y ∨)

h 7→ h⊗ (idP⊗Y ∨)

and

∫ X,Y

HomC(Q,X ⊗ Y )⊗HomC(X,P ⊗ Y ∨)
∼−→

∫ X,Y

HomC(Q,X ⊗ Y )⊗HomC(X ⊗ Y, P )

h⊗ g 7→ h⊗ ((idP ⊗evY ) ◦ (g ⊗ idY ))

Under the full composite, the image of f : Q → P is:

f 7→ D -1(f ⊗ Λ)⊗ (idP ⊗evY ),

which is the desired morphism. □

Remark 5.8. The red circle notation coincides with that from [De +22].

Proposition 5.9. The action of Z ′(β) and Z ′(θ) on internal string diagrams is
given by:

Z′(β)7−−−→ Z′(θ)7−−−→ ϑ(5.8)

Proof. This is automatic from the action of Z(β)∗ and Z(θ)∗. □

Proposition 5.10. Z ′(µ†) : HomC(Q,P ) → HomC(Q,1) ⊗ HomC(P,1)
∗ is given

by
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HomC(Q,P )
id⊗coevHomC(P,1)−−−−−−−−−−−−→HomC(Q,P )⊗HomC(P,1)⊗HomC(P,1)

∗

compose⊗id−−−−−−−→HomC(Q,1)⊗HomC(P,1)
∗

(5.9)

and Z ′(ν†) is given by the evaluation of vector spaces:

(5.10) Z ′(ν†) :

∫ P∈P
HomC(P,1)⊗HomC(P,1)

∗ evHomC(P,1)−−−−−−−−→ k

Proof. The action of Z ′(µ†) follows directly from properties of EV 2.29.

As for Z ′(ν†), this is also straightforward, as discussed in Remark 3.2. □
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6. 3-manifold invariants

In this section, we will compute the 3-manifold invariant the non-compact TQFT
defined in Theorem 3.3 gives rise to. We do this for the case where Z is oriented, i.e
when C is anomaly-free. We will have to be a bit loose and think of the generators
of Bordor,nc3,2,1 geometrically. We will implicitly employ this strategy throughout this
chapter. This procedure could be made formal via a ‘geometric realization’ functor
[Bar+14; Bar+15].

Before we get into explicit computations, we need to explain how to extract a
closed 3-manifold invariant from a non-compact TQFT. Despite the fact that the
noncompact 3d TQFT does not have assignments for closed 3-manifolds, we can
still extract invariants associated to them, via the following procedure:

Given a closed, connected 3-manifold M , we can evaluate the non-compact TQFT
on M , after removing two copies of D3, one incoming, the other outgoing. That is:

Z(M \ (D3 ⊔D3)) : Z(S2) → Z(S2).

The vector space Z(S2) is one dimensional, so the above linear map is just an
element of k. We will prove that this number is the Lyubashenko 3-manifold
invariant [Lyu95b] multiplied by a factor. We also note that, since we work in the
non-compact setting, and the Lyubashenko invariant specializes to the Reshetikhin-
Turaev invariant in the semisimple case, we also prove that the TQFT constructed
by [Bar+15] recovers the Reshetikhin-Turaev invariant.

6.1. 3-manifold presentation in terms of generators. To achieve our goal,
the first thing we need to address is how to present any closed oriented 3-manifold
in terms a composite of 2-morphism generators. We therefore work in the full
cobordism bicategory Bordor3,2,1, and use the generator

ν

The decomposition we provide is based on a surgery presentation of the 3-manifold.

Theorem 6.1 (Lickorish-Wallace). Any closed, oriented, connected 3-manifold M
is realized by (integral) Dehn surgery on a link L in S3.

Assume M has a surgery presentation in terms of a framed knot K. Dehn surgery is
the procedure of gluing a solid torus S1 ×D2, into the knot complement S3 \ T (K),
twisted by φ.

Then, via Theorem 6.1, we get that M = (S3 \ T (K)) ∪φ (S1 ×D2), where T (K)
is the tubular neighborhood of the knot K and φ : T 2 → ∂

(
S3 \ T (K)

)
is the

diffeomorphism determined by the framing of K.

Viewing this as a composite of cobordisms, we have:

(6.1) M = (S3 \ T (K)) ◦ Iφ ◦ (S1 ×D2),

where Iφ is the mapping cylinder of the diffeomorphism φ.
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We can think of φ as a composite φ = φ′ ◦ S. First, applying an S transformation
(S1 in the notation of Chapter 4) on T 2 = ∂(S1 ×D2), and then the diffeomorphism
φ′ : T 2 → ∂

(
S3 \ T (K)

)
, which involves Dehn twists Tα to ‘match’ the framing of

K.

In order to express the knot complement S3 \ T (K) in terms of generators, we write
it as a composite of certain 3-cobordisms. This essentially involves ‘passing through’
a genus g surface:

(6.2) S3 \ T (K) =
(
(S3 \Ho

g ) ∪idΣg
(Hg \ T (K))

)
,

where g depends on the choice of knot diagram of K and Hg is the genus g
handlebody.

Figure 2. Cobordism from ∂(T (K)) (blue) to Σ4

(black) for the trefoil.

First let us understand Hg \ T (K). Fix a presentation of the knot diagram.

The data of a knot diagram is the same as that of a connected planar graph, if
we replace crossings by vertices. If the number of faces of this planar graph is
g + 1, its tubular neighborhood is diffeomorphic to Hg. We can obtain a cobordism
Hg \ T (K) : ∂(T (K)) → Σg as the complement of the tubular neighborhood of the
knot diagram in Hg, as depicted in Figure 2 for the example of the trefoil knot. The
handlebody (S3 \Hg) is given by applying g-many 2-handles (filling the holes) and
a 3-handle

Σg
2-handles−−−−−−→ S2 3-handle−−−−−→ ∅

gives the full decomposition of S3 \ T (K).

This procedure is by no means unique. However, one can already see that it gives
rise to a decomposition of M in terms of generators. We have explicit generators
matching the 2- and 3- handles (ϵ and ν†), and the 3-cobordism Hg \ T (K) is
non-trivial only at crossings. In other words, it can be obtained by an application
of a 1-handle (η) and a β to match the crossing. This last point is the merit of the
decomposition of 6.2.

We now write this decomposition 6.1 in terms of 2-morphism generators for certain
examples.
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Note that the solid torus S1 ×D2, whose boundary is twisted by S, is given by:

ν ϵ†

Example 6.2. Let K be the 0-framed trefoil. It can be represented as a braid
closure as follows:

Then, the decomposition of the corresponding 3-manifold is:

(6.3)

ϵ†

Iφ′ η3 β3

ϵ4

ν ν†

Remark 6.3. To apply some of the ϵ’s we need to use ϕ-1
l and associators α or α-1.

The case where M is obtained via surgery on a link works entirely analogously. Let
L be the link with l components. The only meaningful difference is the use of µ†

l − 1 times, followed by l applications of ϵ† on the resulting S2s.

Example 6.4. Let L be the Hopf link (with 0 framing on both components):
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If M is obtained by surgery on L it can be decomposed as follows:

(6.4)

(ϵ†)2

Iφ′

β2

η2

µ†

ϵ3

ν ν†

We can therefore decompose any 3-manifold M as the examples above. By M∗

we denote the composite S2 → S2 obtained by throwing away ν and ν† from the
decomposition of M .

6.2. Computing the invariants. Let M be an oriented 3-manifold that has a
surgery presentation in terms of a framed link L with l components. Denote the
Lyubashenko invariant ofM [Lyu95b] by L(M), andRT (M) the Reshetikhin-Turaev
invariant [RT91] in the semisimple case.

In order to compute the invariant associated to M by Z, we make the following
assumption.

Lemma 6.5. Iφ′ acts on

. . .

by having the red strand of the i-th torus go through all the (interior of the) surface
∂
(
S3 \ (T (Li))

)
with appropriate twists ϑ, matching the framing of L.
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For example, in the case of the +1-framed trefoil we have:

(6.5) ϑ
Z ′(Iφ′)

Intuitively, this is because Dehn surgery sends the meridian of the S1 ×D2 glued to
the i-th component of L to the curve on ∂

(
S3 \ T (Li)

)
determined by the framing

of Li.

Proof. This claim essentially follows from the fact that Bordor,nc3,2,1 is a symmetric

monoidal 2-category. In particular, every ‘linked’ surface (1-morphism that is the
boundary of the tubular neighborhood of the link) is isomorphic to a disjoint union
of tori. To see this, we can use elementary moves (2-isomorphisms) like:

(6.6)
θ, β

,

the cusp 7.4, or 2-isomorphisms involving the symmetric braiding of the symmetric
monoidal 2-category Bordor,nc3,2,1 and its compatibility with the tensor unit ∅. Finally,
we use appropriately many θ to match the framing. In the end, the composite of
these 2-isomorphisms is equal to the diffeomorphism Iφ′ since their action on the
meridian and longitude of the torus coincide. □

Using Lemma 6.5, we can prove the following:

Theorem 6.6. IfM is obtained by Dehn surgery on a knot, we have that: Z ′(M∗) =
(1/D) · L(M) · idZ′(S2).

In the case where C is semisimple, Z ′(M∗) = RT (M) · idZ′(S2).

Proof. We adopt the convention from Remark 5.5. This way, we can draw an internal

string diagram j : 1 → A for the cap . The string diagram of the S2 we start
with, is a composite morphism 1 → 1. As mentioned in the same remark, after

applying ϵ†, we can localize this morphism in a cylinder below , using the coend
relations. Thanks to this, we see that this morphism is not altered when applying
the 2-morphisms from the decomposition of M∗. This, along with the actions of
the generators computed in propositions 5.6, 5.7, 5.9 and 5.10 gives us the desired
result. □
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Remark 6.7. We expect that Theorem 6.6 holds for 3-manifolds obtained by Dehn
surgery on a link. In particular, that Z ′(M∗) = (1/D l) · L(M) · idZ′(S2).

Corollary 6.8. In the semisimple case there is no non-compactness condition on
the cobordisms. Therefore, the proof of Theorem 6.6 works for any 3-manifold
M , which in turn implies that the 3d TQFT Z defined in [Bar+15] computes the
Reshetikhin Turaev invariant: Z(M) = RT (M).

Let us see how this works in examples. Note that each ϵ† gives rise to a factor of
D -1, which we do not write. We have also adopted the convention of not drawing
the element of Z ′(S2) we start with, since, as explained before, it can be localized
away from where the 2-morphisms are applied. The ‘final’ string diagrams in S2

can be thought of as living in a cylinder between and .

Example 6.9. For the 0-framed trefoil knot we have:

(6.7)
Z ′(ϵ†)

∼ Z ′(β)3Z ′(η)3

Z ′(ϵ)4

Example 6.10. For the 0-framed Hopf link we have:
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(6.8)

Z ′(ϵ†)2

∼
Z ′(β)2

Z ′(η)2

Z ′(µ†)

Z ′(ϵ)3

Remark 6.11. Our recipe for decomposing M in terms of 2-morphism generators
works for the anomaly-free/oriented case. It is not clear how to extend this for

Bordsig3,2,1 at this point, as composition is not fully worked out. However, we make
the following observation: Our recipe computes the correct invariant when the
signature σ(L) = 0. If σ(L) ̸= 0, we can obtain an L′ with σ(L′) = 0 that gives
rise to the same 3-manifold M via surgery. This can be done with a series of Kirby
1-moves (blow-up/down). This essentially adds |σ(L)|-many ±-framed unknots to
L, unlinked to the rest of L. Applying our recipe on L′, these framed unknots
correspond to anomaly composites 2.27. This way, we see that Z ′(M) is multiplied
by ξσ(L), and therefore again retrieve the correct formula for the invariant.
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7. Modified trace

The technology of modified traces developed in recent years [GPT09; GKP11; GPV12;
GKP13; BBG20; GKP22; SS21] has been used to renormalize invariants that proved
to be somewhat degenerate. Modified traces were used in the construction of non-
semisimple TQFTs in [De +22], which are closely related to our construction in
Section 3. In this chapter, we examine how the TQFT Z relates to modified traces.
In particular, we will explain how to extract such a modified trace from Z.

We start with some basic definitions.

Definition 7.1. For C a finite abelian category over a field k, a trace on a full
subcategory P ⊂ C, is a family of k-linear maps {tP : HomC(P, P ) → k}P∈P ,
satisfying the following conditions:

(1) (Cyclicity) For all P,Q ∈ P and f : P → Q, g : Q → P , it is true that

tP (g ◦ f) = tQ(f ◦ g).

(2) (Non-degeneracy) For all P ∈ P and X ∈ C, the pairing

tP (− ◦ −) : HomC(P,X)×HomC(X,P ) → k,

is non-degenerate.

Remark 7.2. The cyclicity condition is equivalent to saying that the family

{tP : HomC(P, P ) → k}P∈P is dinatural.

If C is rigid monoidal, pivotal, and P = Proj(C), the tensor ideal of projectives, we
can define a modified trace.

First, for X,Y ∈ C and f ∈ End(X ⊗ Y ), we define the left and right partial traces
of f as:

trL(f) = (evX ⊗ idY ) ◦ (idX∨ ⊗f) ◦ (coevRX ⊗ idY ),

trR(f) = (idY ⊗evRX) ◦ (f ⊗ idX∨) ◦ (idY ⊗coevX)

Definition 7.3. Now, the trace tP will be called modified if it additionally satisfies
the following conditions:

(1) (Right partial trace) For all P ∈ P, X ∈ C and f ∈ End(P ⊗X),

tP⊗X(f) = tX(trR(f));

(2) (Left partial trace) For all P ∈ P, X ∈ C and f ∈ End(X ⊗ P ),

tX⊗P (f) = tX(trL(f)).

Note that when C is ribbon, the conditions (1) and (2) above are equivalent [GKP11].

Remark 7.4. Modified traces can be defined in the non-pivotal setting [SS23].

To see how modified traces appear through Z, it will be beneficial to think of the
family tP as a k-linear map ∫ P∈P

HomC(P, P ) → k,
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as in our setting, the space

∫ P∈P
HomC(P, P ) is canonically isomorphic to Z(T 2).

Moreover, by evaluating the non-compact TQFT Z on the solid torus, we obtain a
map

Z(ν† ◦ ϵ) : Z(T 2) → k.

Arguing in terms of the compactified 2d TQFT Z(S1 ×−) and Lurie’s non-compact
cobordism hypothesis [Lur09], this map is a trace map, part of the ‘Calabi-Yau’
structure on Z(S1).

What we prove in this chapter is that the map

∫ P∈P
HomC(P, P ) → k we obtain as the

composite of the above, is a modified trace. A central, non-trivial component of
this statement concerns the origin of the canonical isomorphism

Z(T 2) ∼=
∫ P∈P
HomC(P, P ).

7.1. 1-dualizability in bicategories. In order to explain why there is a canonical

isomorphism Z(T 2) ∼=
∫ P∈P
HomC(P, P ), we will be concerned with the theory of

1-dualizable objects in bicategories. For this, we follow closely the exposition in
[Pst22].

Let M be a monoidal bicategory with monoidal unit I.

Definition 7.5. A dual pair in M is a tuple (L,R, e, c, σ, τ), where L,R ∈ M are
objects, e : L⊗ R → I, c : I → R ⊗ L are 1-morphisms and σ, τ are isomorphisms
witnessing the ‘snake’ identities:

L⊗ (R⊗ L) (L⊗R)⊗ L

L⊗ I I ⊗ L

L L

∼

e⊗idLidL ⊗c

∼∼

idL

σ

(R⊗ L)⊗R R⊗ (L⊗R)

I ⊗R R⊗ I

R R

∼

idR ⊗ec⊗idR

∼∼

idR

τ

Whenever there is no ambiguity, we will denote a dual pair (L,R, e, c, σ, τ) in M by
⟨L,R⟩.
Dual pairs are organized into a bicategory, DualPair(M) - see [Pst22, Definition
3.8, Notation 3.9] for a complete description. We are interested in the data of a
1-morphism in this bicategory, and this is what we explain now.
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Amorphism (s, t, γ, δ) between two dual pairs (L,R, e, c, σ, τ) and (L′, R′, e′, c′, σ′, τ ′),
consists of the data of:

• Two 1-morphisms in M, s : L → L′ and t : R → R′;
• Two invertible 2-morphisms γ, δ:

I R′ ⊗ L′ L′ ⊗R′ I

δ γ

I R⊗ L L⊗R I

c′ e′

idI

c

t⊗s s⊗t

e

idI

Satisfying the following coherence:

(7.1)

L′ ⊗R′ ⊗ L′ L′ ⊗R′ ⊗ L′

L′ L′ L′ σ′ L′

s⊗ δ γ ⊗ s =

L⊗R⊗ L =

L σ L L L

e′⊗idL′idL′ ⊗c′

idL′

s⊗t⊗s

e⊗idL

s

idL ⊗c

idL

s s

idL

s

(7.2)

R′ ⊗ L′ ⊗R′ R′ ⊗ L′ ⊗R′

R′ R′ R′ τ ′ R′

δ ⊗ t t⊗ γ =

R⊗ L⊗R =

R τ R R R

idR′ ⊗e′ idR′ ⊗e′c′⊗idR′ c′⊗idR′

idL′

t⊗s⊗t

idR ⊗e

t

c⊗idR

idR

t t

idR

t

Clearly, an object is part of a dual pair if and only if it is 1-dualizable [Pst22,
Proposition 3.6]. However, it turns out that if we naively consider the forgetful 2-
functor from the bicategory of dual pairs onto the 2-groupoid of 1-dualizable objects,
this needn’t be an equivalence. In order to fix this, we need to consider a class of dual
pairs that satisfy additional coherence equations, the so-called swallowtail axioms
[Pst22, Definition 3.11]. We call the bicategory of such dual pairs the bicategory
of coherent dual pairs in M, which we denote by CohDualPair(M). Since we are
only concerned with coherent dual pairs, any mention of ‘dual pairs’ after this point
implicitly refers to coherent.

We have the following results:

• CohDualPair(M) is a 2-groupoid [Pst22, Proposition 3.10];
• The data (L,R, e, c, σ) can be uniquely completed to a dual pair [Pst22,
Theorem 3.14];
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• If
(
Md

)∼
is the 2-groupoid of dualizable objects in M, the forgetful 2-

functor

(7.3) F : CohDualPair(M) →
(
Md

)∼
is an equivalence [Pst22, Theorem 3.16].

We will denote an object of CohDualPair(M) by (L,R, e, c, σ), something enabled
by the second result above.

7.2. The canonical isomorphism. In order to explain how to obtain the isomor-

phism Z(T 2) ∼=
∫ P∈P
HomC(P, P ), we will define two objects of CohDualPair(Bimodk).

A 1-morphism between these objects gives rise to such an isomorphism. Through fur-
ther analysis, we will see that an appropriately defined space of such 1-morphisms is
contractible, and therefore a choice of such is unique, up to a unique 2-isomorphism.

We begin by defining the two objects of CohDualPair(Bimodk)) in question. They
both are associated to fully extended, non-compact 2d TQFTs Z0 and Z(−× S1),
so we denote them as such. We emphasize that we do not prove this claim for Z0,
and we simply present them as objects of CohDualPair(Bimodk).

Bordnc2,1,0 Z0 : Bord
nc
2,1,0 → Bimodk Z ′(−× S1) : Bordnc2,1,0 → Bimodk

pt+ P P
pt− Pop P

HomC(−,−) : P ⊠ Pop → Veck HomC(−⊗−,1)∗ : P ⊠ P → Veck

HomC(−,−) : Pop ⊠ P → Veck HomC(−⊗−,1) : Pop ⊠ Pop → Veck

cusp−−−→ Co-Yoneda α1

Table 3. Dualizability data for Z0(pt) and Z′(pt×S1).

The isomorphism α1 is given by the the image of the cusp isomorphism under the
non-compact TQFT Z.

In Bordsig,nc3,2,1 , the cusp isomorphism is given by the following composite of 2-
morphisms:

cusp := ϕl λ̆ ρ
(7.4)

As explained in [Bar+14], a formula for the left co-unitor λ̆ can be given via ‘calculus
of mates’, by the following composite of generators:
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λ̆ := λ-1 µ ϵ
(7.5)

Remark 7.6. In Lincat, Z( )(−) =

∫ X∈C
HomC(−⊗X∨, 1)∗ ⊗X, which is isomor-

phic to the Nakayama functor N [FSS20]. It is known that trivializations of the
Nakayama functor are in 1-1 correspondence with modified traces [SW23; SS23].
Since the cusp isomorphism provides such a trivialization, it should not come as
a surprise that it is related to the definition of the modified trace. We emphasize,
however, that our method for obtaining a modified trace is independent of those in
the aforementioned works.

Specializing the discussion of the previous section, a morphism between two such
dual pairs consists of the following data:

• A functor P s0−→ P;

• A functor Pop t0−→ P;

• A natural isomorphism with components HomC(Y, P )
γ0−→ HomC(P⊗Y ∨,1)∗;

• A natural isomorphism with components HomC(Q,Y )
δ0−→ HomC(Y

∨ ⊗Q,1).

The ingredients to obtain the isomorphism ct :

∫ P∈P
HomC(P, P )

∼−→ HomC(F , 1)∗
(
= Z(T 2)

)
are the following:

• The canonical isomorphism Z0(S
1) ∼=

∫ P∈P
HomC(P, P ), given by the cusp

isomorphism under Z0 (co-Yoneda);
• An isomorphism Z0(S

1) ∼= Z ′(S1×S1) coming from a 1-morphism ⟨P,Pop⟩ → ⟨P,P⟩
in CohDualPair(Bimodk);

• The identification Z(T 2) ∼= Z ′(T 2), as explained in Section 5.

Technically, γ0 and δ0 cannot give us an isomorphism Z0(S
1) ∼= Z ′(S1×S1), as they

are part of a morphism between right dualizability data for P, and therefore we
can’t quite compose the two bimodules to get Z(S1× S1). However, since Bimodk
is symmetric monoidal, we obtain the left dualizability data of P from the right.
So, to be more precise, to obtain the isomorphism in question, we also need part of
the data of a 1-morphism ⟨Pop,P⟩ → ⟨P,P⟩. In particular, a natual isomorphism

(7.6) γ1 : HomC(Y, P ) → HomC(Y
∨ ⊗ P,1)∗

(notice the flipped entries in the target compared to γ0).

To summarise, the isomorphism ct is given by the following composite:
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∫ P∈P
HomC(P, P )

∫ P,Q∈P
HomC(P,Q)⊗HomC(Q,P )

HomC(F , 1)∗
∫ P,Q∈P

HomC(P
∨ ⊗Q,1)∗ ⊗HomC(P

∨ ⊗Q,1)

∼

ct
γ1⊗δ0

∼

At this point, ct appears to depend on the choice of γ1 and δ0. We dedicate the rest
of this section on the following:

Theorem 7.7. The isomoprhism ct exists and is canonical.

To do this, we will show that there exists such a 1-morphism ⟨P,Pop⟩ → ⟨P,P⟩ of
dual pairs, and that it is unique up to a contractible choice.

We start with the former.

Define a non-degenerate pairing, dinatural in P ∈ P

(7.7) tP : Hom(1, P )⊗Hom(P,1) → k.

From the results discussed in Chapter 2.3, to define tP it is sufficient to specify tP1 ,
which we define by:

tP1 : Hom(1, P1)⊗Hom(P1,1) → k

(η1, ε1) 7→ D -1

The associated copairing

(7.8) ΩP : k → Hom(P,1)⊗Hom(1, P ),

is determined by:

ΩP1 : k → Hom(P1,1)⊗Hom(1, P1)

1 7→ D (ε1, η1)

Remark 7.8. The data of a dinatural non-degenerate pairing follows from that of
a non-degenerate trace (Definition 7.1) on the category. Dinaturality follows from
the cyclicity condition.

The data of tP is equivalent to that of a natural isomorphism:

(7.9) t1P : Hom(1, P )
∼−→ Hom(P,1)∗

Using Ω we have a formula for the inverse Ω1 := (t1)-1 given by the following
composite:
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(7.10)

Hom(P,1)∗
ΩP⊗id−−−−→ Hom(1, P )Hom(P,1)⊗Hom(P,1)∗

id⊗evvect−−−−−−→ Hom(1, P )

A useful fact we will use later on is the following:

Lemma 7.9. Z(µ) = EV1 ◦ (Ω1 ⊗ id1)

Proof. We remind that EV was defined in 2.29 and Z(µ) at 3.1. The claim follows
easily by unpacking the definitions. □

Remark 7.10. In fact, the data of a natural isomorphism t1 (and therefore also of

t) is equivalent to an isomoprhism 1
∼−→ N (1), where N is the Nakayama functor.

As explained in [SS23], such isomorphisms are equivalent to trivializations of N .

We define the morphism between the two dual pairs to be

(7.11) (idP , (−)∨, t1 ◦ (−)♭, (−)♯).

More explicitly,

• P idP−−→ P;

• Pop (−)∨−−−→ P;

• HomC(−,−)
t1◦(−)♭−−−−−→ HomC(−⊗−,1)∗;

• HomC(−,−)
(−)♯−−−→ HomC(−⊗−,1).

Proposition 7.11. The data (idP , (−)∨, t1 ◦ (−)♭, (−)♯) is a well defined morphism
of dual pairs.

Proof. To prove this, we check the compatibility requirement 7.1. We remind that
we do not need to check 7.2, as there is a unique choice of τ satisfying it.

The coherence 7.1 in this case becomes:

C ⊠ C ⊠ C C ⊠ C ⊠ C

C C C α1 C

idC ⊗(−)♯
(
t1 ◦ (−)♭

)
⊗ idC =

C ⊠ Cop ⊠ C =

C Co-yoneda C C C

(2) (2)(1) (1)

HomC(−,−)

idC ⊗(−)∨⊗idC

(3)

idC

(3)

HomC(−,−)

idC idC

HomC(−,−)

idC

where the arrows (1),(2),(3) are the bimodules:

(1) = HomC(−,−)⊗HomC(−⊗−,1),
(2) = HomC(−⊗−,1)∗ ⊗HomC(−,−),
(3) = HomC(−,−)⊗HomC(−,−).
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In other words, working in components P,Q ∈ P (Z0( )QP and Z ′( )QP ), we

want to check the commutativity of the following diagram:

∫ Y ∈P
HomC(Y, P )⊗HomC(Q,Y ) HomC(Q,P )

∫ Y ∈P
HomC (P ⊗ Y ∨,1)

∗ ⊗HomC (Y
∨ ⊗Q,1)

co-Yoneda

t1
P⊗Y ∨◦(−)♭⊗(−)♯ α1

We first compute α1. Note that by 2.28 it is true that:

(7.12)

∫ Y ∈P
HomC(P⊗Y ∨,1)∗⊗HomC(Q,Y ) ∼= HomC(Q,

∫ Y ∈P
HomC(P⊗Y ∨,1)∗⊗Y )

This, together with an application of (−)♭ identifies Z ′( ) with (Z( ))∗:

∫ Y ∈P
HomC (P ⊗ Y ∨,1)

∗⊗HomC (Y
∨ ⊗Q,1) ∼= HomC(Q,

∫ Y ∈P
HomC(P⊗Y ∨,1)∗⊗Y ).

So we have:
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(7.13)

HomC(Q,

∫ Y ∈P
HomC(P ⊗ Y ∨,1)∗ ⊗ Y )

HomC(Q,

∫ Y ∈P
HomC(P ⊗ Y ∨,1)∗ ⊗ Y )

HomC(Q,

∫ Y ∈P
HomC(P ⊗ Y ∨,1)∗ ⊗ Y )

HomC(Q,

∫ Y ∈P
HomC(P ⊗ Y ∨,1)∗ ⊗ 1⊗ Y )

HomC(Q,

∫ Y ∈P
P ⊗ Y ∨ ⊗ Y )

HomC (Q,P )

ϕl

ρ

λ-1

µ

ϵ

Z(ϕl)∗

Z(ρ)∗

Z(λ-1)∗

Z(µ)∗

Z(ϵ)∗

But as we know, Z(ϕl) = id and since we have been suppressing the unit (P ⊗ 1 ∼= P ),
the right unitor Z(ρ) is also the identity.

Therefore, the diagram whose commutativity we want to check becomes:
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∫ Y ∈P
HomC(Y, P )⊗HomC(Q,Y ) HomC (Q,P )

∫ Y ∈P
HomC (P ⊗ Y ∨,1)

∗ ⊗HomC (Y
∨ ⊗Q,1)

HomC(Q,

∫ Y ∈P
HomC(P ⊗ Y ∨,1)∗ ⊗ Y )

HomC(Q,

∫ Y ∈P
HomC(P ⊗ Y ∨,1)∗ ⊗ 1⊗ Y )

HomC(Q,

∫ Y ∈P
P ⊗ Y ∨ ⊗ Y ) HomC (Q,P )

co-Yoneda

t1
P⊗Y ∨◦(−)♭⊗(−)♯

id⊗(7.12◦(−)♭)

Z(λ-1)∗

(EV1◦(Ω1
P⊗Y ∨⊗id1)⊗idY )∗

(idP ⊗evY )∗

This is indeed commutative, since

• (−)♯ cancels with (−)♭ applied right after;
• t1P⊗Y ∨ cancels with Ω1

P⊗Y ∨ ;
• The isomorphism 7.12 followed by EV1 is the same as:

∫ Y ∈P
HomC(1, P ⊗ Y ∨)⊗HomC(Q,1⊗ Y )

composition−−−−−−−→
∫ Y ∈P

HomC(Q,P ⊗ Y ∨ ⊗ Y );

• (−)♭ cancels with evY ;
• The co-Yoneda isomorphism is given by composition.

□

As mentioned above, γ1 = t1 ◦ (−)♮ is part of another morphism of dualizability
data, ⟨Pop,P⟩ → ⟨P,P⟩. The definition of this 1-morphism (as well as the proof of
this fact) is entirely analogous to the above, and we omit it.

With this we have proved the existence of ct. We proceed to explain why and in
what sense the above choice of 1-morphism is canonical.

Let G1 := Hom(⟨P,Pop⟩, ⟨P,P⟩) in CohDualPair(Bimodk) and G2 := Hom(P,P)

in
(
Bimoddk

)∼
.

Then, the equivalence 7.3 gives an equivalence of 1-groupoids F : G1 → G2.

We are not interested in the entire category of morphisms G1, but rather 1-morphisms
lying over idP . So, the correct notion to look at is that of the homotopy fiber
hoF−1(idP).

Definition 7.12. Let Φ: G1 → G2 be a map of groupoids and x ∈ G2 an object.
The homotopy fiber hoΦ−1(x) is the groupoid whose:
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• Objects are pairs (z, g) of an object z ∈ G1 and an isomorphism g : Φ(z)
∼−→ x;

• Morphisms (z1, g1) → (z2, g2) are given by morphisms h : z1 → z2 in G1,
such that g2 ◦ Φ(h) = g1.

We are also interested in the strict fiber stF−1(idP).

Definition 7.13. Let Φ: G1 → G2 be a map of groupoids and x ∈ G2 an object.
The strict fiber stΦ−1(x) is the groupoid whose:

• Objects are objects z ∈ G1 such that Φ(z) = x;
• Morphisms z1 → z2 are given by morphisms h : z1 → z2 in G1, such that
Φ(h) = idx.

There is a canonical inclusion functor:

ι : stΦ−1(x) ↪→ hoΦ−1(x)

z 7→ (z, idx)

Lemma 7.14. Let Φ: G1 → G2 be an equivalence of groupoids and x ∈ G1 an
object. Then the homotopy fiber hoΦ−1(x) is contractible.

Proof. Let (z1, g1), (z2, g2) ∈ hoΦ−1(x). Then, we have the following:

HomG2
(x, x) ∼= HomG2

(Φ(z1),Φ(z2)) ∼= HomG1
(z1, z2)

idx 7−→ g−1
2 ◦ g1 7−→ h

In other words, there is a unique h ∈ HomhoΦ−1(x)(z1, z2). □

Remark 7.15. The proof of Lemma 7.14 also works if we replace hoΦ−1(x) by
stΦ−1(x), provided that the latter is not empty. This is true for stF−1(idP), thanks
to the existence of the 1-morphism 7.11.

Corollary 7.16. Since F : G1 → G2 is an equivalence, the homotopy fiber hoF−1(idP)
is contractible.

We will also show that F : G1 → G2 is an isofibration.

Definition 7.17. Let C,D be categories. An isofibration is a functor Ψ: C → D
such that for any object y ∈ D, and any isomorphism g : Ψ(y)

∼−→ x, there exists an

isomorphism h : y
∼−→ y′, such that Ψ(h) = g.

Lemma 7.18. F : G1 → G2 is an isofibration.

Proof. As already mentioned, stF−1(idP) is not empty. Fix an object z0 ∈
stF−1(idP). Since hoF−1(idP) is contractible, for every object (z, g) ∈ hoF−1(idP)
there exists a unique morphism h0 : (z, g) → ι(z0). In other words, F is an isofibra-
tion. □

The following result is the reason why F being an isofibration is important.

Proposition 7.19. If F : G1 → G2 is an isofibration, then the canonical inclusion
ι : stF−1(idP) ↪→ hoF−1(idP) is an equivalence.

Proof. • F being an isofibration gives essential surjectivity.
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• The fact that ι is fully faithful, i.e

HomstF−1(idP)(z1, z2) ∼= HomhoF−1(idP)((z1, id), (z2, id)),

is true by definition.

□

In other words, the 1-morphism of dualizability data is canonical, in the sense that it
is unique, up to a unique 2-isomorphism. By extension, the choice of ct is canonical.

7.3. The composite is a modified trace. In this section, we prove the main
result of this chapter.

Theorem 7.20. The map

(7.14) t′ :

∫ P∈P
HomC(P, P ) → k,

given by t′ := Z(ν† ◦ ϵ) ◦ ct is a modified trace.

Before we prove this, let us first understand t′ explicitly. It is equal to the following
composite:

∫ P∈P
HomC(P, P )

∫ P,Q∈P
HomC(P,Q)⊗HomC(Q,P )

∫ P,Q∈P
HomC(1, P

∨ ⊗Q)⊗HomC(P
∨ ⊗Q,1)

∫ P,Q∈P
HomC(P

∨ ⊗Q,1)∗ ⊗HomC(P
∨ ⊗Q,1)

∫ P,Q∈P
HomC(P

∨ ⊗Q,1)∗ ⊗HomC(Q,P )

∫ P∈P
HomC(P

∨ ⊗ P,1)∗

k HomC(F ,1)∗

∼

t′

(−)♮⊗(−)♯

t1
P∨⊗Q

⊗id

id⊗(−)♭

∼

∼

evvect(ε)

The maps comprising this composite are canonical. The first map is the cusp
isomorphism of Z0. It is followed by maps that are part of the morphisms of
dualizability data described in the previous section. Lastly, the (solid torus) map
Z(ν† ◦ ϵ) is applied. Note that the isomorphism Z(T 2) ∼= Z ′(T 2) is included in the
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composite. We could have defined the composite considering the actions of Z ′(ϵ)
and Z ′(ν†) directly, as computed in Section 6.

Let f ∈ HomC(P, P ). Since (−)♯ cancels with (−)♭, and the co-Yoneda isomorphism
cancels with its inverse, we compute that

(7.15) t′(f) = tP∨⊗P

(
(idP∨ ⊗f) ◦ coevRP , evP

)
.

Graphically,

t′(f) = tP∨⊗P


PP∨

f ,

PP∨


We can now prove Theorem 7.20:

Proof. We check that t′ satisfies the necessary conditions:

• The cyclicity condition is automatically satisfied, since t′ is a map out of

the coend

∫ P∈P
HomC(P, P ).

• Let P ∈ P, X ∈ C and g1 : P → X, g2 : X → P .

t′(g2 ◦ g1) = tP∨⊗P

(
(idP∨ ⊗(g2 ◦ g1)) ◦ coevRP , evP

)
which is non-degenerate due to the non-degeneracy of t.

• Since C is ribbon, it is sufficient to check the left partial trace property. In
other words, we want to show that for h ∈ EndC(X ⊗ P ):

t′X⊗P (h) = t′P
(
(evX ⊗ idP ) ◦ (idX∨ ⊗h) ◦ (coevRX ⊗ idP )

)
.

We once again remind that (X ⊗ P )∨ ∼= P∨ ⊗ X∨, with dualizability
morphisms given by:

evX⊗P = evP ◦ (idP∨ ⊗evX ⊗ idP ), coevX⊗P = (idP ⊗coevX ⊗ idP∨) ◦ coevP
Computing, we get:
t′X⊗P (h) = tP∨⊗X∨⊗X⊗P

(
(idP∨ ⊗ idX∨ ⊗h) ◦ (coevRX⊗P ), evX⊗P

)
Graphically,

t′X⊗P (h) = tP∨⊗X∨⊗X⊗P


PXX∨P∨

h
,

PXX∨P∨


Using the morphism P∨⊗X∨⊗X⊗P

idP∨ ⊗evX⊗idP−−−−−−−−−−→ P∨⊗P , dinaturality
of t gives us that the following square commutes:
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HomC(1, P
∨⊗X∨⊗X⊗P )⊗HomC(P

∨⊗P,1) HomC(1, P
∨⊗P )⊗HomC(P

∨⊗P,1)

HomC(1, P
∨⊗X∨⊗X⊗P )⊗HomC(P

∨⊗X∨⊗X⊗P,1) k

evX⊗id

id⊗evX tP∨⊗P

tP∨⊗X∨⊗X⊗P

In other words,

tP∨⊗X∨⊗X⊗P


PXX∨P∨

h
,

PXX∨P∨

 = tP∨⊗P


PP∨

h
,

PP∨

 ,

which is the desired property.

□
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