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ABSTRACT: Z invariants of 3-manifolds were introduced as series in ¢ = 2™ in order to categorify
Witten-Reshetikhin-Turaev invariants corresponding to 7 = 1/k. However modularity properties
suggest that all roots of unity are on the same footing. The main result of this paper is the expression
connecting Reshetikhin-Turaev invariants with Z invariants for 7 € Q. We present the reasoning
leading to this conjecture and test it on various 3-manifolds.
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1 Introduction and summary

The main goal of this paper is to explore the behaviour of Z invariants of 3-manifolds at rational 7
(in general 7 € H — the upper half-plane). Z invariants were introduced in [1-4] as series in g = e*>™7
with integer coefficients in order to enable the categorification of Witten-Reshetikhin-Turaev (WRT)
invariants of 3-manifolds. It turns out that, apart from the topological applications, 7 invariants are
very interesting from the point of view of physics and number theory.

Physically Z invariant is a 3d analogue of the elliptic genus introduced in [5]. More precisely it is
asupersymmetrix index of 3d A/ = 2 theory with 2d A/ = (0, 2) boundary condition studied first in [6].
Detailed analysis of this interpretation can be found in|[1, 3], whereas [7] provides a lot of explicit
results for various examples. Z invariants are also related to 2d logarithmic conformal field theories [4]
and newly proposed two-variable series for knot complements [8].

Due to their modular properties, Z invariants are interesting from the point of view of number
theory. A broad discussion of this subject can be found in [4]. For us the most important are two
aspects. Firstly, for many 3-manifolds Z invariants can be expressed as a linear combination of false
theta functions [2, 4, 9]. This fact plays an important role in explicit calculations in Sections 4.2
and 4.3. An analogous property for WRT invariants was studied earlier in [10-16].

In order to understand the second aspect, let us make a step back to the relation between
WRT invariants and Z invariants for plumbed 3-manifolds [1-4]

WRT[M:&(F); 1/k] = lim ZGECOkerM e mikla M ‘o) ZbeQCOkerM+6 Sabe,
gore B 2(q'/? —q=1/?)
6727ri(a,M’1b)
Sab :W7 (1.1)

where M is the linking matrix of the plumbing graph I" (for details see Section2.1). Equation (1.1)
corresponds to 7 = 1/k. In this case there exists a well-known physical interpretation in the language
of Chern-Simons theory, where k € N is the quantum-corrected Chern-Simons level [17] (in the whole
paper we restrict to the SU(2) gauge group). However from the point of view of number theory
7 = 1/k is conceptually on the same footing as all other rational numbers [10]. Therefore there arises
a natural question (which is the main motivation of this work):

What happens with (1.1) for 7 = r/s?

Since for 7 = r/s (r, s € Z) there is no Chern-Simons theory interpretation, we will refer to the left
hand side as the Reshetikhin-Turaev (RT) invariant — their combinatorial definition using quantum
group representation theory [18] works for all 7 € Q. The main result of this paper is the following
expression connecting the RT invariant with the Z invariant

—2mif(a,M 'a 7
RT[M (F)T’/S] — lim ZaECoker(rM) e » (oM )ZbEZCokerJVI+5 SabZy
o q—e>™s 2(q'/? —q=1/2) G(s,r)* ’
e—zm‘(a,M*Ib)
Sab :Wa (1‘2)
G(s,r) = Z e2mine’
CEZLy

where values of the quadratic Gauss sum are discussed in Section 3. We checked this formula in many
examples and conjecture that it is true for all plumbed 3-manifolds. We expect that similar formula
holds for all 3-manifolds, but in that situation obtaining 7 — /s limit of Z and testing is problematic.
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Figure 1. An example of a plumbing graph I' (left) and the associated link of unknots (right) denoted as £(I).
Each vertex label corresponds to the framing of the respective link. The manifold M3(T") can be constructed
by performing a Dehn surgery on £(T').

The form of (1.2), especially the summation over a € Coker(rM), is quite surprising. Is M +— rM
a purely computational phenomenon or does it have a topological interpretation? If the latter is true,
should we view rM as the matrix defining a 3-manifold? What would be the relation to the initial
one? We will come back to these questions in Sections 3 and 5

The plan of this paper is as follows. Section 2 contains the necessary preparations, focusing on
plumbed 3-manifolds and an expression for RT invariant independent of (1.2). In Section 3 we derive
and discuss our main result — the formula (1.2). Tests on various examples are presented in Section 4.
Finally, Section 5 is devoted to the future directions.

Remark: Soon after this paper appeared on arXiv, an independent approach to Z invariants at
rational 7 was presented in [19)].

2 Prerequisites

2.1 Plumbed 3-manifolds

In this paper we focus on a very large class of 3-manifolds corresponding to decorated graphs which,
for simplicity, are assumed to be connected. For agiven graph I" we can obtain the associated plumbed
3-manifold Ms5(T") by performing a Dehn surgery on £(I') — the corresponding link of framed unknots
(see Figure 1). We are mainly interested in Seifert fibrations over S? which correspond to star-shaped
graphs and are denoted by M (b; {b;/a;},), where b, b;,a; € Z. Among them there is a special class
of Brieskorn homology spheres They are defined as the inetrsection of the complex unit sphere with
the hypersurface 20" + 282 + 28 = 0 (p1, p2, p3 are coprime integers) and denoted by 3(py, pa, p3).

Let us denote the set of vertices of I' by V and the set of edges by E. L = |V] is equal to
the number of components of £(T"). We can encode the information given by the plumbing graph in a
convenient way by the following L x L matrix

1  wv; and vy connected by the edge,
My, v, = ap 1 = v =v (framing of the link v), v, e V={l,...,L} (2.1)

0 else.

From the link perspective M is the linking matrix of £(I'). The cokernel of M is equal (setwise) to
the first homology group of M3(T")

H, (M3(T"),Z) = CokerM = Z* /MZ". (2.2)

The number of elements in each set is given by det M.



2.2 Formula for RT invariants

In Appendix A of [3] the reasoning leading to equation (1.1) starts from the following formula for
the WRT invariant of aplumbed 3-manifold M3(T")

F[T;1/k]
Fl+1e;1/k)>+ F[—1e;1/k]b-"’
ay(ng—1) ny _ny\ 2—deg(v)
Fsi/kl= > e ¢ (qZ—q 2) (2.3)
nefl,.. .k—1}L veV
H(UI’UZ)GE (q 1tve q 1v2 )
(q'/2 — (171/2)”rl

WRT[M;(T); 1/k] =

X

b

27i

g=e F
where b, and b_ are the number of positive and negative eigenvalues of the matrix M. The symbol
+1e denotes the plumbing graph with one vertex corresponding to the unknot with £1 framing. In
this paper we always assume

q=e"" (2.4)
and the WRT invariant corresponds to 7 = 1/k.

Equation (2.3) comes from the quantum group construnction [18] where all roots of unity are
on the same footing. More formally, formula (2.3) transforms equivariantly under the Galois group
Gal (Q(e?™+)/Q) [10, 20] and in consequence its generalisation to 7 = r/s is given by substitution
q= 627”2%

- FlLsr/s]
F[+1e;7/s]b+ F[—1e;7/s]b-"’

ay(n2-1) / ny _ny \ 2—deg(v)
F[T;r/s] = Z Hq 1 <q2 —q 2 ) (2.5)

ne{l,...,s—1}L veV

Nyy Nug _ Pwy Mwg
H(vhvz)EE (q 2 —q 2 )
(q'/2 — q71/2)LJrl

RT[M3(T);r/s]

X

27i L
q=e s

We will use this formula in many examples in Section 4, but it is interesting on its own.

According to Turaev construction [21] we can associate a modular tensor category (MTC) to
the 3d topological quantum field theory. The MTC comes equipped with modular S and 7" matrices
which capture the structure of the topological partition function. For the plumbed 3-manifold this
relation reads (see [22, 23] for more details)

ZtOp[MS(F)] = Z H (Tnvnv)av (SOTlv)zideg(’U) H Snv1nv2 ! (26)
n veV (v1,v2)EE
Comparing (2.5) with (2.6) we can see that the expression for F' matches the structure of Z,, for

n2_1

T’mn = 5m,nq o,

1 , ,
Son = - S(q2 —q?),

¢ 12 (2.7)
S = (o oy,
q 2mi ¢



This is a projective representation of SL(2,Z), where the phase factor is an integer multiple of 1/8. In
order to restore (ST)? = £1 we have to rescale T'

2n2 s

Tmn'_>5m,nq 8. (28)

The condition S? = +1 is ensured by the normalisation factor ﬁ which cancels out in (2.5).
Another important observation is the invariance of formula (2.5) under r — r 4+ ns symmetry

(n € Z). Tt is equivalent to the multiplication of every ¢ by e?™"

helps to solve the problem of choosing the branch of the complex root which arises in the context of

= 1. The r — r 4+ ns symmetry

RT invariants (see Section 3.1).

3 Main conjecture

3.1 RT invariants from Z invariants

The reasoning leading to our main conjecture follows the Appendix A of [3], which starts from expres-
sion (2.3) and, in the crucial step, uses the Gauss sum reciprocity formula
S e | gt + am)| - (3.)
n€eZl [2k7ZY

6”10(2]@‘)[‘/2 ' l . l

—_ -2 —, M —

et M|1/ Z exp mik | a+ 2% a+ % )
a€Zl [MZE

where [ € ZL, (-,-) is the standard pairing on Z% and ¢ = b, — b_ is the signature of the linking
matrix M. The final result is the relation between the WRT invariant and the Z invariant for 7 = 1/k

WRT[M;3(T');1/k] = lim > aeCoker M e~2rik(@,Ma) D be2Coker M+5 S“be7
goe 2 (q"/% — q1/?)
e—2mi(a, M~ 'b)
Sab = Tqet a7 (3:2)

where § € ZF/2ZF and §, = degv mod 2.

We would like to have an analogous derivation for 7 = r/s, so we start from equation (2.5) and
follow all the steps of the Appendix A. The crucial one is again the Gauss sum reciprocity formula.
In order to deal with 7 = r/s we have to rescale the formula, which is equivalent to considering (3.1)
for M = rM and [ = rl (we also write s instead of k). We obtain

Z exp [;”(n,rMn) + m(rl,n)] = (3.3)
n€ezZl /2s2r 5 5
e™7 (25 /r) /2 ) rl 1 rl
et M7 Z exp |—2mis | a + %5 (rM)™" |a+ % ,

a€Zl JrMZE



which leads to our main conjecture

RT[M5(T);7/s] = lim 2 _aeCoker(rM) e (@M ) BT o Cokera 5 SabZb

g 2 (q'/% —q71/2) G(s,1)" ’
e—2mi(a,M~'b)
~ et M[12
. s =1 d4
G(S,T):Z€2ﬂlrc2={ﬁ(r Tﬁ mo

CELy

Sab (34)

where (%) is the Jacobi symbol. If we want to use above formula for even r, we have to choose another
representant of the r ~ r 4+ ns equivalence class to avoid dividing by G(s,r) = 0 (in fact this happens
only for r = 2 mod 4 but it is more convenient to treat all even r the same). This problem is a reflection
of the fact that for some choices of roots of ¢ = €2™% (for SU(2) we deal with 4 values of ¢*/*) we
have F[+1e;r/s] = 0. A detailed discussion of the vanishing denominator in the RT invariants can be
found in [24, 25].

There are two important differences between (3.4) and (3.2). The first one is in the summation
range — Coker(rM) has r’ more elements than CokerM. On the other hand we have G(s,r)% in
denominator which scales as /2 and “compensates” this growth. For r = 1 equation (3.4) reduces to

(3.2) which provides the first consistency check.

3.2 Rational 7 limit of Z invariants

For some simple 3-manifolds such as lens spaces L(p,1) the 7 — r/s limit of the Z invariant is very
easy to obtain (see Section 4.1), however these are exceptions rather than the rule. Fortunately for
many 3-manifolds (e.g. Seifert manifolds with 3 singular fibers) the Z invariant can be expressed as
alinear combination of false theta functions defined as

mirn?

o oo
71,2
\Pm,oc = Z¢2m,a(n)qm = Zme,a(n)e 2me,
n=0 n=0

(3.5)
" (n) +1 n =-+a mod 2m,
m,a\N) =
. 0  otherwise.
In this case the calculation of lim/ Z is more difficult, but still possible. In [10, 26] we find that
T—T1/Ss
ms 1 o,
lim ¥,,, = _— 1— — |e%ms. 3.6
Jim T, ;«/}2 , (n)( ms)W (3.6)

Since this result is an essential tool in Section 4, it serves also as the guiding rule in choosing examples
for testing our main conjecture.
3.3 Conventions

Before moving to examples let us discuss some conventional issues.
In many papers, e.g. [1, 2, 4], the normalisation of the RT invariant (or the WRT invariant
forT = 1/k) is different. In our notation

RT[S%;7/s] = 1, (3.7)



whereas there
RTcs[S? x S*r/s] = 1. (3.8)
We write RT' g because this notation is based on the value of the Chern-Simons partition function
for r/s = 1/k (many authors write Zcg instead of RTcg but we want to avoid the confusion with 7).
The relation between these two conventions is given by
1V 2s

RT[M;(I);r/s] = 42 —q 1

RTcg[M5(T);7/s]. (3.9)

The second issue is related to the Z, symmetry group acting on CokerM = H; (M3(T'),Z) by
a — —a. Since (3.4) is invariant under this transformation and Zq = Z_q we could write

—2mi<(a,M ™!

a) S/ Z/

€

RT[Mg (F), ’I”/S] — lim ZaECOker(rM)/Zz ZbE(QCokerM+6)/Zg ab b,
s 2 (q1/2 — q*1/2) G(s,r)L

S e—2mi(a’, M~ 'b)
1 Zua’€{Zs-orbit of a}

ab ™ | det M|1/2 ’
Zé = |Zz-orbit of b Z.

(3.10)

This convention is often called folded whereas ours — unfolded. The former is present in [1-4], we use
the latter because it is inconvenient to divide Coker(rM) by Zs for every considered r. We would like
to stress that because of that our Z, differs from the folded one (denoted by Zj) by the factor of 2 if b
is not a fixed point of Zy symmetry. Moreover, some papers use different numeration of Zp. Detailed
discussion of this issue can be found in [3].

4 Examples

In this section we test our main conjecture (3.4) by comparing it to (2.5) on various examples. All
computations are done numerically using Mathematica.

4.1 Lens spaces L(p, 1)

For the lens space L(p,1) the plumbing graph I is given by

o

In consequence L =1, M = [—p], Coker(rM) = Z,p, and 2CokerM + § = 2Z,. However, only for

three b € 2Z,, the invariant 7, is non-zero 1]
Zo=—2¢"T, Z_o=lp=q"T qr. (4.1)

Therefore the formula (3.4) reduces to

a2 ab ~

2732 4 27 &2
Zaezrp eI Y he(—20021 € P Db

RT[L(p,1);r/s] = lim 4.2
[L(p,1);r/s] qﬁizmg 2\/]7?(q1/2—q*1/2) G(s,r) (42)
On the other hand we can use (2.5) to write
n?-1 n ny2
Zn 1,..,5—1 q(—P) 4 (q5 _q_f)
RT(L(p, 1);r/s] = St e (43)
ne{l,...,s—1} q 4 (q2 —q 2) 2mi L



Using Mathematica we checked that (4.2) and (4.3) give the same result. We compared both formulas
for p=3,5,7,9,11 and r/s up to 16/17.

4.2 Brieskorn spheres

Brieskorn homology spheres ¥(p1, p2, p3) are interesting examples, because in their case CokerM = {0}
so we have only one invariant Z, = Z5 and the RT invariant is equal (up to normalisation) to Zs [4]
RT[3( Jir/s)= i 2 (4.4)
P1,P2,P3);7T/S 7qﬁg2rwli§2(q1/2—q*1/2)' .
For 7 = 1 this statement immediately follows from (3.2). However Zs/2 (q1/2 — q_1/2) is defined for
all 7 € H (¢ inside unit disk) with well-defined limits at all rational 7, so in this case there is no
difference between r = 1 and other integers. Comparing (4.4) with (3.4) we can see that

—27i2(a,M " ta)
ZaGCoker(rM) € o Sas

=1 4.5
G n)? | 42
which we numerically checked using Mathematica.
4.2.1 X(2,3,7)
The graph I'sy(2,3,7) of the ¥(2,3,7) Brieskorn sphere is given by
-3
-2 -1 -7
o [ o.
We number vertices in the following way (we do it for all 4-vertex graphs in this paper)
RE)
(2) (1) 4)
. o
In consequence the linking matrix reads
-1 1 1 1
1 =20 0
M=11 0230 | (46)
1 0 0 -7
so det M = 1 and CokerM = {0}. Zs is given by [2]
Zs = qios (Wa2,1 — Wa2,13 — Wa2,99 + Yao 41) (4.7
(There is a typo in [2], ¢765 should be in numerator as in (4.7)). Therefore
Zs
RT[2(2,3,7);r/s] = —— 112 (4.8)

4isin (7Z)’



Zs = esimis Z (s4,1(n) — ¥sa,13(n) — Vsa,20(n) + Vga,41(n)) <1 - > efiin’

was calculated by applying (3.6) to (4.7).
The formula (2.5) gives

RI[S(2.3,sr/] = 220

l“ﬂ[—l'r/S]—Z”G{1 ----- ey d T (¢F g E)
o (¢ = q172)° -

T
g=e s

F[ls37);7/8] = 2ne(t,.o-1) Hlvev Tittn, Son, [, 00)eE Snoyn,

(q1/2 _ q—1/2)5

q=e
where!
-1 v=
ay(n2—1) -2 v=
'f?:nu =q ’ v = —3 v =
-7 v=
Ny Ny _ nujnuy
S’ﬂvlnwuz =q 2 —q 2, (Ulav2) = (172)’(153)7(1’4)
ny _nyq—1
52 deg(v [qT—q 2} v=1
0ny -
1 v=2,3,4

2mi L
s

(4.10)

(4.11)

Using Mathematica we checked — for all r/s up to 12/13 — that (4.8) and (4.10) give the same result.

4.2.2 Poncaré sphere
For the Poincaré sphere (2, 3,5) we have the following plumbing graph I's(2,3.5)

‘—2
-2 -2 -2 -2 -2 -2 -2
o ] ([ [ ([ o
The numbering
¥

'(3) .(2) .(1) £5) .(6) ‘7 ) ‘8)

LFor simplicity we do not include the ﬁ prefactor in formulas for S matrices in the whole Section 4.



leads to

(21 0 1 1 0 0 07
1 21 0 0 0 0 O
01 -20 0 0 0 O
M- 1 0 0-20 0 0 O (4.12)
1 0 0 0-21 0 O
0O 0 0 01 -21 0
0O 0 0 0 0 1 =21
L0000 000 1 2]
We have det M = 1, CokerM = {0} again and Z; is given by [2]
Zs=q 15 [2(1% — (V30,1 + W30,11 + ¥30,19 + \1’30,29)} . (4.13)
Therefore
Zs
RT[S(2,3,5);r/s] =L (4.14)
4i sin (ﬂ'g)
where
R a1 ) 30s 1 o,
Zs e e 60 s [26605 - (V60,1(n) + Y60,11(1) + V60,10(n) + 160,20(1)) (1 - 303) goos™ ] .
T=r/8 n=0
(4.15)
On the other hand equation (2.5) leads to
F[I's2,35);7/8]
RT([X(2,3,5); = - 4.16
[ ( Yy ),T/S] F[—l.;T/S]8 ) ( )
_ 2—deg(v
. _ Z”E{la-~73—1}8 HUEV T"“2”v Sonv ) H(’Ulwz)EE S"“l"vz
F[FE(2,3,5)»7”/5] = 9 )
(q1/2 - q71/2) q_ezmg
where
1-n?
T,% =¢ 2, v=12,...,8
Snnoy =4 7 =47 (v1,02) = (1,2),(2,3),(1,4), (1,5), (5,6), (6,7),(7,8)
ny _nyq—1
[q 2 —q 2 ] v=1
Some ) =1 v=2,56,7 (4.17)
g —q T v=3,4,8.

We have used Mathematica to check that (4.14) and (4.16) give the same result. Having 8 vertices
was much more involved for the computer so we stopped at r/s = 8/9.

4.3 Other Seifert manifolds

4.3.1 M(-1;1,3.%)

The Seifert manifold M (—1; %, %, %) can be described by the plumbing graph FM(_

L1011
13.5.5)

~10 -



-2 -1 -9
o o
and the linking matrix
-1 1 1 1
1 =20 0
M = 1 0 -3 0 |- (4.18)
1 0 0 =9
Therefore det M = 3 and
0 1 -1
CokerM = 8 , _01 , (1) (4.19)
0 —6 6
We have
1 1 3 -3
§ = j = b € 2CokerM + 6 = j 7 :; 7 ;) (4.20)
-1 -1 —13 13
and Z invariants are given by [4]
2[1,—1,—1,—1] =q"/7 (P181 + Vig.17),
. A 1 1 (4.21)
Z[—3,1,3,13] = Z[B,—l,—3,—13] = 5(1 (‘1’18,5 + ‘1118,13) .
We can use (3.6) to compute Z, y and then (3.4) leads to
111 r ZaeCoker(rM) 6727”%((1’1\47 «) ZbEQCokerM+5 Sab Zy r=r/s
RT[M(—L,,);]Z — —
2’3’9) s 4isin (72) G(s,r)*
e—2mi(a, M~ 'b)
Sab :T (4.22)
In contrary to the Brieskorn spheres all terms are nontrivial.
On the other hand (2.5) gives
Fr .
111\ r M(—l;%,%,%)’s}
T|M|(|-1:=.=,=):-| = 4.2
R [ ( ’2’3’9)’3} F[—le;Z]4 ’ (4.23)

, 2—deg(v)
Z:nG{l,u.,sfl}‘L HvGV T;llu’ﬂv Sonv ® H(vlﬂm)GE S”'Ul"'ﬂz
(q'/2 — q—1/2)5

r

Fuciygays) =

q:627r7§€
where S and T matrices are the same as in (4.11) except a, = —9 for v = 4.

We used Mathematica to check that (4.22) and (4.23) give the same result. Because of the
necessity of calculating Coker(rM) for each r it was easier to increase the parameter s and we stopped

at r/s = 7/30.

— 11 -



432 M (23,3 3)
The Seifert manifold M (—2; % % %) has the following plumbing graph I, M(=21,3,1)

-3
-2 -2 -2
o
and linking matrix
-2 1 1 1
M= |1 200 (4.24)
1 0 =30
1 0 0 =2
Therefore det M =8, § = [1,—1,—1,—1] and
1 3 3 3 1
-1 -1 -3 -3 -3
b € 2CokerM + 6 = + + + 4.2
€ 2CokerM + REE R sl | _1 (4.25)
-1 -3 —1 -3 —1
Z invariants are given by [4]
2[1,—1,—1,—1] =15 |2¢71 — (We,1 + \116,7)}
~ A 1 5
Z4(3,-1,—5,-3] = L+[3,-3,—5,—1] = — 34 1z2Wg o (4.26)
Z[3,-3,-1,-3] = — qil%(\llﬁ,l + Us7)
Zi[l,—B,—l,—l] :q_%\PGA
Following the previous examples we use (3.6) to compute Z , and then (3.4) to obtain
—2mwis(a —1a Z
111 r ZaECOker(rM) e? r (@M ) EbGQCoker]\/[+5 Sab Zp r=r/s
o (2 441).7] - : =A
2’372) s 4isin (72) G(s,r)*
6727Ti(a,M’1b)
Sop =———. 4.27
Similarly to M (—1; 3, 5, §) all terms in (4.27) are nontrivial.
Equation (2.5) leads to
Fr .
111\ r M(~2:3,3,1)} }
T —2: = = -] = 4.2
R { ( ’2’3’2> 3} Fl-le;Z]4 7 (4.28)
2 deg(v)
T Zne{l ,s—1}4 H'UGV nany Onv H(vl,vQ)GE Snvlnuz
F{FM(,QAAA);*] = 5 )
27372 S (q1/2 — q—1/2) q:627ri€

- 12 —



where S and T matrices are the same as in (4.11) except

-2 v=124
Ay = (4.29)
-3 v=3

Using Mathematica we checked that (4.27) and (4.28) give the same result. Similarly to M (—1;3, %, 3)
the necessity of calculating Coker(rM) for each r made it easier to increase the parameter s (however
in this case the cokernel is bigger) and we stopped at /s = 5/21.

5 Open questions

The most interesting future direction seems to be the one towards the interpretation of our main
conjecture. Do we really have another manifold associated to each r? The manifold corresponding to
the matrix rM is not an r-fold cover of the one corresponding to M and it is difficult to find another
topologically reasonable candidate. Or maybe the interpretation should not involve another manifold?
But what would the summation over Coker(rM) mean in this case?

Another goals for future research are the proof of our main conjecture and an investigation of
3-manifolds that are not Seifert and — more generally — not plumbed.
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