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TWISTING KUPERBERG INVARIANTS VIA FOX CALCULUS AND
REIDEMEISTER TORSION

DANIEL LOPEZ NEUMANN

ABSTRACT. We study Kuperberg invariants for sutured manifolds in the case of a semidi-
rect product of an involutory Hopf superalgebra H with its automorphism group Aut(H).
These are topological invariants of balanced sutured 3-manifolds endowed with a homo-
morphism of the fundamental group into Aut(H) and possibly with a Spin® structure and
a homology orientation. We show that these invariants are computed via a form of Fox
calculus and that, if H is N-graded, they can be extended in a canonical way to polynomial
invariants. When H is an exterior algebra, we show that this invariant specializes to a re-
finement of the twisted relative Reidemeister torsion of sutured 3-manifolds. We also give
an explanation of our Fox calculus formulas in terms of a particular Hopf group-algebra.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Topological invariants of knots and 3-manifolds may be built, essentially, from two meth-
ods. On the one hand, one can define topological invariants using the tools of classical
algebraic topology. These are referred as classical invariants and include the Alexander
polynomial of knots [1] and, more generally, the Reidemeister torsion of 3-manifolds [33].
These invariants contain deep topological information and, as initiated by Lin in the 90’s,
they can be further strengthened by twisting with a (non-abelian) representation of the fun-
damental group [25]. The resulting twisted invariants turn out to be extremely powerful,
for instance, they sometimes detect mutation and non-invertibility of some knots [19,20,45]
and, when taken all together, they detect the Seifert genus of a knot and whether a 3-
manifold fibers over the circle [10,11].

On the other hand, one can build invariants using the tools of quantum topology, a vast
domain that relates low dimensional topology to quantum field theory and representation
theory. These are the so called quantum invariants, which were introduced during the
80’s through the pioneering works of Jones, Witten, and Reshetikhin-Turaev [14,35,36,46].
Mathematically speaking, the construction of quantum invariants relies on the theory of
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(braided) monoidal categories, Hopf algebras and, in particular, quantum groups. For in-
stance, the Jones polynomial of links and the Witten-Reshetikhin-Turaev invariants (WRT)
of closed 3-manifolds are built through the monoidal category of representations of the
quantum group Uy(slz) [39]. One can also build invariants of closed 3-manifolds directly
from an arbitrary finite dimensional Hopf algebra H, through the theory of Hopf algebra
(co)integrals. This method was introduced by Kuperberg [21,22] and Hennings [13], in
different settings. These two approaches are now known to be essentially equivalent [4] and
they relate to WRT when H = U,(slz) at a root of unity [5]. There exists also a theory
of quantum invariants of pairs (M, p), where M is either a closed 3-manifold or a link
complement and p is a homomorphism of w1 (M) into some group G. These are obtained
by extending the previous methods to monoidal categories or Hopf algebras graded by G
[40,42].

It turns out that the above two families of invariants are not disjoint, even though they
are built from very different methods. More precisely, some classical invariants can be real-
ized as quantum invariants, in general through the representation theory of an appropiate
Hopf algebra H. For instance, the Alexander polynomial of links in the three-sphere can
be obtained through such methods if H = U,(gl(1]1)) [34,37] or Uy(slz) at ¢ = i [28].
The abelian Reidemeister torsion of closed 3-manifolds has been shown to be obtained
via an “unrolled” version of Uy(sly) at ¢ = i [3]. More recently, a special instance of the
SL(2,C)-twisted torsion of the complement of a link L C S3 has been obtained through the
representation theory of a graded object associated to Ug(sly) (in its unrestricted version)
[27]. In another direction, the author showed that the abelian relative torsion of balanced
sutured 3-manifolds can be obtained through a generalization of the Hopf algebraic ap-
proach of Kuperberg, specialized to the Borel part of U,(gl(1|1)) [26]. However, neither
of these works capture the more general aspects of Reidemeister torsion theory, such as
GL(n,C)-twisted Alexander polynomials, torsion of links in arbitrary homology spheres,
etc. Understanding Reidemeister torsion as part of quantum topology seems an important
issue in order to find topological applications of quantum invariants, which often are weaker
than their classical counterparts.

In this paper, we take a step in this direction by showing that several aspects of Rei-
demeister torsion theory, such as Fox calculus, Spin® refinements and twisted polynomials,
are general Hopf algebra constructions and therefore belong to the realm of quantum topol-
ogy. The twisted relative Reidemeister torsion of balanced sutured 3-manifolds, hence also
twisted Alexander polynomials of links, is shown to be a special case of such construction.
We achieve this through our sutured manifold extension of involutory Kuperberg invariants
[26] restricted to a semidirect product K[Aut(H)] x H. The key idea is to consider this
semidirect product relative to K[Aut(H )], or equivalently, as a Hopf group-algebra graded
by Aut(H). Thus, our results indicate that Reidemeister torsion naturally belongs to the
world of homotopy quantum field theory (HQFT) of Turaev [40,42].

Background. To describe our results in detail we recall a few notions and previous work.
First, recall that a balanced sutured 3-manifold is a pair (M,~) where M is a 3-manifold
with non-empty boundary and « is a collection of annuli in M dividing the boundary into
two homeomorphic pieces R_(7y) and R, () [12]. For instance, the complement of a link in
an arbitrary closed 3-manifold can be considered as a sutured manifold by letting v consist
on two meridians on each boundary component. A fundamental topological invariant of
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balanced sutured manifolds is the twisted relative Reidemeister torsion 7°(M, R_(y)) €
K, which depends on (M,~) together with a homomorphism p : m (M) — GL(V) for
some finite dimensional vector space V over a field K [41]. If h : m(M) — Hi(M) is
the Hurewicz map, one can extend the torsion to 7°®"(M,R_(v)) € K[H;(M)]. This
extension generalizes the twisted Alexander polynomials of links and for p = 1, it is the
Euler characteristic of a Floer homology invariant of sutured manifolds [8]. The torsion is
actually defined up to a £ det p(g) indeterminacy with g € 71 (M), but this can be corrected
by picking a Spin® structure s and a homology orientation w (i.e. an orientation of the vector
space H.(M,R_(v);R)) [8,41] so it has the form

(M, R_(7),5,w) € K.

Recall also that given an arbitrary finite dimensional Hopf (super)algebra H over a
field K, Kuperberg defines a topological invariant Ig“p (Y, f) € K of a closed oriented
3-manifold Y endowed with a framing f of its tangent bundle [22]. This relies on the
Heegaard diagrammatic presentation of closed 3-manifolds along with the theory of Hopf
algebra (co)integrals (e.g. [32]). When H is the Borel of U,(slz) at a root of unity, this
invariant is related to WRT invariants [4,5]. However, the appearance of framings makes
the computation of this invariant quite challenging. If H is involutory, i.e. S? = idy where
S is the antipode of H, Kuperberg’s invariant is independent of the framing [21] hence we
denote it by

IF(Y) € K.
The involutory invariant admits an extension to pairs (Y, p), where Y is a closed 3-manifold
and p : m(Y) — G is a homomorphism into some group G [44]. This relies on a finite-type
involutory Hopf G-coalgebra H = {Hg }aecc (which amounts to a Hopf algebra graded by
) [40,43] and is denoted
In(Y) e K.

This specializes to I glup (Y) if p is trivial. It has to be noted that the assumptions of [21] and
[44] imply semisimplicity of the relevant Hopf algebras [23]. Recently, a candidate for an
unframed version of Kuperberg’s invariant has been proposed only assuming unimodularity
of H [6]. However, neither of these unframed approaches can be directly related to WRT,
since the Borel of Uy (sly) at a root of unity is non-involutory and non-unimodular.

Now, in [26], the author generalized Kuperberg’s involutory invariant to balanced sutured
3-manifolds. This construction relied on sutured Heegaard diagrams [15] along with relative
versions of the Hopf algebra (co)integrals. More precisely, the algebraic input consisted
essentially of an involutory Hopf superalgebra H (possibly of infinite dimension) relative
to a pair of Hopf subalgebras A, B C H , where A is the domain of the cointegral and B is
the target of the integral. When B = K the output is an invariant

T%(M,y,ﬁ,w) eK
where (M,~) is a balanced sutured 3-manifold, p : 71 (M) — G(A) is a homomorphism
into the group-likes of A, s € Spin“(M,~) and w is a homology orientation. In contrast
to the above unframed approaches [6, 21, 44], h~ere H may be non-unimodular and the

appearance of s and w is related to this, indeed, I % depends on s,w up to £a*(p(g)) where
a* : G(A) — K* is the distinguished group-like of Hrel Aand g € m1(M). When H is the

Borel of Uy (gl(1|1)) with an appropriate relative integral, we showed that I % is a refinement
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of the abelian torsion 77(M, R_(7)), i.e. p: Hi(M) — K*, and we did this by relating the
coproduct of H to Fox calculus.

Main results. In the present work, we show that a semidirect product H = K[Aut(H)]x H
fits into the setting of [26] with A = K[Aut(H)] and a* = rgy : Aut(H) — K* (where ry
is as in Definition 2.3) and we study the resulting invariant Iﬁ[Aut(H)]NH(M,%ﬁ,w) € K,

where p : m (M) — Aut(H) is a homomorphism and s, w are as above. We show that when
the definining formula of this invariant is rewritten only in terms of the structure tensors
of H and the homomorphism p, then one gets a formula very similar to the original one
of Kuperberg [21] but in which p twists the structure tensors via Fox calculus. Since the
algebraic input only depends on H, we denote this formula by [ IP_I(M ,7,8,w) and call it a
twisted Kuperberg invariant. We develop the formula for 1%, independently of [26] in Section
4. Thus, we can state our first main result as follows.

Theorem 1. Let H be a finite dimensional involutory Hopf superalgebra over a field K
with a two-sided cointegral and integral. Let (M,~) be a balanced sutured 3-manifold,
p:m (M) — Aut(H) a group homomorphism, s € Spin°(M,~) and w an orientation of
H.(M,R_(v);R). Then the invariant f% at a semidirect product coincides with the Fox
calculus invariant If;:

I

KlAu(e)] (M7, 8,w) = I (M, 7y, 8,0).

We also provide an explanation of the Fox calculus formula that defines [ Ip_l in terms
of Hopf group-algebras (the dual notion of a Hopf group-coalgebra). We show that the
semidirect product K[Aut(H)] x H determines a Hopf Aut(H )-algebra H for which

[ﬁ(y) = [Ip—I(M07 ’YO)?

where the left hand side is the (dual version of the) invariant of Virelizier [44] and the right
hand side is ours for My = Y \ B3, where B? is an open 3-ball embedded in Y and 7 is a
single suture in 0Mj, see Proposition 5.2. Moreover, we relate the relative integral approach
of [26] to the Hopf group-(co)algebra approach. Therefore, our construction can also be
understood as a generalization to sutured manifolds of [44] restricted to a particular Hopf
group-algebra (which in our case may be non-semisimple). In addition, the Hopf group-
algebra approach clarifies the appearance of Spin® structures and homology orientations,
see Remark 5.3.

Our construction has the additional feature that it can be extended to define polynomial
invariants provided H is N-graded. Indeed, in such a case, any p : w1 (M) — Aut(H) can
be combined with the Hurewicz map h : 71 (M) — Hi(M;Z) to define a homomorphism
pRh:m(M)— Aut(H @k K[H;(M)]). Hence, there is an invariant

I (M, y,5,w) € K[Hy(M)]

which we call a twisted Kuperberg polynomial and this specializes to I I’;(M ,7,6,w) via the
augmentation map aug : K[H;(M)] — K. In particular, this procedure defines (Hopf alge-
braic) twisted multivariable polynomial invariants of links in arbitrary homology spheres.
When p = 1, this link invariant can be considered as a “polynomial deformation” of the
Kuperberg invariant of the underlying closed 3-manifold, see Corollary 4.11.
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In our second main theorem we show that all the above procedures generalize existing
ones in Reidemeister torsion theory. Indeed, let A(V') be the exterior algebra of an n-
dimensional vector space V over a field K. This is an N-graded involutory Hopf superalgebra
with Aut(A(V)) = GL(V) and the distinguished group-like of the associated semidirect
product is 7y = det : GL(V) — K*.

Theorem 2. For an arbitrary (M,~), p : m (M) — GL(V), s € Spin®(M,~) and w as
above we have

-T
IX(V)(M,’}/,E,(U) :Tp (leyvﬁvw)

where 1y denotes the refinement of the twisted Reidemeister torsion 7-ffT(]\47 R_(7)) of
Subsection 3.7 1. Similarly, we have

h =T h
IX%V)(MJY,S,&)) =o(7f ® (M,~,s,w)) € K[Hy(M)]
where o : K[H{(M)] — K[Hy(M)] is the K-linear map characterized by o(f) = f~1,f €
H{(M).

This theorem generalizes to the non-abelian setting the result of [26] mentioned above.
It turns out that there is a much simpler proof of the general case, relying on the universal
property of the Hopf superalgebra A(V'). It has to be noted that the dual of the Borel
of Uy(gl(1]1)) at a root of unity of order n considered in [26] is a semidirect product
K[Z/nZ] x A(K) as in the present work (where Z/nZ acts over K by multiplication by an
n-th root of unity). For link complements, the right hand side is equivalent to the twisted
Alexander polynomials (see Corollary 3.6), hence we get:

Corollary 1. Let L be an ordered, oriented m-component link in an homology sphere Y and
p:m (M) — GL(V) a homomorphism, where My =Y \ L. Then the twisted Kuperberg
polynomial of L at an exterior algebra is equivalent to the twisted Alexander polynomial:

[[:2, det(tip(a7) — In)

-7
U(Ip ®h(ML7’YL757w))£ Ap
L,0

A(V)

CAD (b)) €KY LY

where A’i o s the 0-th twisted Alexander polynomial of L (which is always non-zero). Here
= stands for equality up to multiplication by £det(p(g)) - t7* - tjm for some g € w1 (M)
and n; € Z, and o is defined as above.

Future directions. As mentioned above, Kuperberg invariants of closed 3-manifolds can
be defined out of an arbitrary finite dimensional Hopf algebra, but without the involutory
condition, the 3-manifolds need to be framed. Finding an involutory Hopf algebra for
which our extension of Kuperberg invariants gives something different than Reidemeister
torsion seems unlikely (see Subsection 4.5 for concrete reasons). Thus, our results should
be generalized to non-involutory Hopf algebras.

On the other hand, one knows from the works of Kirk-Livingston [20] and Friedl-Vidussi
[10,11] that twisted Alexander polynomials are an extremely powerful invariant and contain
deep topological information. It would be interesting to see whether some of these results
extend to our twisted Kuperberg polynomials for other (N-graded) Hopf algebras. Of course,
for this to capture topological information beyond torsion one should use non-involutory

IThe right hand side is computed at the inverse-transpose because we follow the conventions of [9] for
the torsion.
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Hopf algebras. More generally, it would be interesting to study possible topological applica-
tions of quantum invariants obtained through group-graded objects (Hopf group-coalgebras,
modular G-categories, etc), and ultimately, of Turaev’s homotopy quantum field theories.

Structure of the paper. Sections 2 and 3 consist of background material on Hopf (su-
per)algebras, sutured manifolds and (twisted) Reidemeister torsion. In Section 4 we give
the Fox calculus formula for I ?I(M ,7,8,w) and study some of its properties, notably, that
it extends to K[H7(M)] for N-graded Hopf superalgebras and that it recovers our refine-
ment of torsion when H is an exterior algebra (Theorem 2). This section is independent
of our previous work [26]. In Section 5 we prove Theorem 1 and relate our construction to
the Hopf group-algebra approach of [44]. Finally, we devote to an Appendix some (rather
trivial) technical details concerning the case of non-abelian p, which was not considered in
[26].
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2. HOPF SUPERALGEBRAS

In this section, we recall the notions of the theory of Hopf (super)algebras we need. For
more details, see [32]. In what follows we assume all vector spaces are defined over a field
K.

2.1. Basic notions and notation. By a super-vector space, we mean a vector space V'
endowed with a direct sum decomposition V = V[, & V5. A vector v € V is said to be
homogeneous if v € Vy or v € V4. If v € V, we say that v has degree i, denoted |v| = i
(mod 2). If V, W are super-vector spaces, then V ® W is a super-vector space with

(V®W)i = @V] ®Wi_j
J

where the indices are taken mod 2. The category of super-vector spaces and their degree
zero linear maps forms a symmetric monoidal category with symmetry map

Tv7in®W—>W®V

v@w (—1)Py @ .

We will use tensor network notation for the morphisms of this category (see [21,22]),
that is, we denote the tensor factors of the domain of a linear map as incoming arrows and
those of the target as outcoming arrows with the convention that the left to right direction
in a tensor V1 ® Vo ® ... ® V,, corresponds to the top to bottom direction in tensor network
notation. Moreover, since the (super)vector spaces will usually be clear from the context,
we drop them from the notation. For instance, a tensor T : V@V - W W ® W is
denoted by

/
/I\
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where the rightmost arrows correspond, from top to bottom, to the tensor factors of W ®
W @ W read from left to right (and similarly for the leftmost arrows). A vector v € V | a
covector v* € V* and the identity map idy : V — V are denoted by

— v* — .

vV — y

Composition of tensors is denoted by joining the corresponding outcoming/incoming arrows,
the tensor product is denoted by stacking one figure over another and the symmetry 7v,w
of the category is denoted by a crossing pair of arrows. For instance, if T} : V - V@V
and 7o : V@V — V then (1> ® idy) o (idy ® T1), Ty ® T> and 71y,y o T} are respectively
denoted by

~ o ~

—>T/2 ) 9 _»T1><'
1~ \.T_>
12

2.2. Hopf superalgebras. A Hopf superalgebra is a super-vector space H endowed with
degree zero tensors

; — € — S5 —

where each arrow corresponds to H (that is, m: H ® H — H,1 € H, etc). These tensors
satisfy the usual Hopf algebra axioms, except that the algebra property for the coproduct A
involves the symmetry 7z g of super-vector spaces (denoted by a crossing pair of arrows):

Though we mostly use tensor network notation, in some places we also use Sweedler’s
notation for the coproduct, that is, we write A(h) = h(1) ® hg) (omitting the sum sign) for
any h € H. Any (ungraded) Hopf algebra can be seen as a Hopf superalgebra concentrated
in degree zero. In what follows we reserve the term Hopf algebra exclusively for the ungraded
case. If H is a Hopf superalgebra, then we define H? = (H,m,1,A,¢,S~ 1) and H*P =
(H,m,1,A% ¢, S~) where m? = m o Ta,g and A = 7y g o A. The dual H* is also a
Hopf superalgebra in the usual way. We denote by Aut(H) the group of Hopf superalgebra
automorphisms of H.

A Hopf superalgebra is said to be involutory if SoS =idy. It is commutative if m = m°
and it is cocommutative if A = A°P. A commutative or cocommutative Hopf superalgebra
is always involutory, see e.g. [32, Corollary 7.1.11]. A Hopf superalgebra H is N-graded if
it has a direct sum decomposition H = @, nH,, such that

m(H; ® H;) C Hyiyj, A(H,) C Y Hy®Hj S(H,) C H,,
i+j=n
for each i,j,n € N and such that the N-degree refines the mod 2 degree, that is, H; =

@n>0Hon4i for each i = 0,1 (mod 2). To distinguish from mod 2 degree, we set |z|p :==n €
N for nonzero x € H,.
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Example 2.1. Let V' be a finite dimensional vector space. The exterior algebra A(V') on
V is the quotient of the tensor algebra T(V) = @,>oV®" (where V& = K) by the ideal
generated by the elements of the form v ® w + w ® v with v,w € V. This becomes an
N-graded superalgebra by letting V' C A(V') be in degree one and it is a Hopf superalgebra
if we set

Alv)=1Qv+v®1, e(v) =0, S(w)=—v

for any v € V and extend A, e (resp. S) by letting them be superalgebra homomorphisms
(resp. antihomomorphism). This is a commutative, cocommutative (hence involutory) Hopf
superalgebra. Since Prim(A(V)) =V (where Prim(H) ={h € H | A(h) =h®1+1&® h})
it follows that the group of automorphisms of A(V') is isomorphic to GL(V).

Given a subgroup G C Aut(H), the semidirect-product K|G] x H is a Hopf superalgebra
defined as follows. As a super-coalgebra, it is the tensor product K[G] ® H, where K[G] is
the group-algebra of G (this is a Hopf algebra with A(a) = a®a, e(a) =1 and S(a) = a™*
for each o € G). Its product is defined by

(041 ® hl) . (012 ® h2) =109 a;l(hl)hg,

and the antipode by S(a; ® hy) = al_l ® al_l(SH(hl)) for any aq,as € G and hy,he € H.
It has to be noted that for semisimple H (i.e. semisimple as a K-algebra), Aut(H) is a finite
group by [31], hence K[Aut(H )| x H is finite-dimensional. However, for non-semisimple H,
K[Aut(H)] x H is infinite-dimensional in general (for instance if H = A(V)).

2.3. Integrals and cointegrals. Let H = (H,m,1,A¢,S) be a finite dimensional Hopf
superalgebra over a field K. A right cointegral in H is an element ¢, € H such that

Cy
S M. = e ¢ —
/

A left cointegral of H is defined as a right cointegral of H°P. A right integral is an element
@, € H* such that

Ky
- —
—a7 1 —

Equivalently, a right integral over H is a right cointegral of the dual Hopf superalgebra H*.

If H is finite dimensional then there is a non-zero right cointegral and it is unique up to
scalar [32, Theorem 10.2.2], the same holds for left or right integrals as well.

Remark 2.2. It is not always true that left (co)integrals are also right (co)integrals. If
H is an (ungraded) Hopf algebra, then one says that H is unimodular if this is the case,
but this definition is not completely appropriate in the super-case. Indeed, one can define
unimodularity for finite tensor categories, e.g. the category of representations of a Hopf
(super)algebra (see [7, Definition 6.5.7]). Then one shows that for Hopf algebras, unimod-
ularity of Rep(H) is equivalent to the cointegral being two-sided. Nevertheless, for Hopf
superalgebras, unimodularity of its category of representations is equivalent to the cointe-
gral being two-sided and of mod 2 degree zero. For instance, an exterior algebra over an
odd dimensional vector space is non-unimodular, even though cointegrals are two-sided.
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Now let ¢, be a non-zero right cointegral in H and let a € Aut(H). Clearly, a(c,) is
a right cointegral so by uniqueness, there is a scalar A € K* (depending on «) such that
a(e,) = Aep. Similarly, if p, is a right integral on H, uniqueness of integrals implies that
w0 = XNp, for some N € K*. Since p,(¢,) # 0 [32, Theorem 10.2.2, b)] it follows that
N o=\

Definition 2.3. For any o € Aut(H), we denote rg(«) := A\, where X is the scalar defined
above. This is a group homomorphism rg : Aut(H) — K*.

Note that a Hopf algebra is semisimple if and only if €(¢,) # 0 by [32, Theorem 10.3.2] and
so g = 1 in this case. Hence, the homomorphism 7 is relevant only for non-semisimple
H.

Example 2.4. Let A(V) be the exterior algebra on a finite dimensional vector space V,
recall that Aut(A(V)) = GL(V). If Xi,...,X, is a basis of V, then the (two-sided)

cointegral of A(V') is the product ¢ = X; ... X, so that
alc) = a(Xy)...a(X,) =det(a)X; ... X, = det(a)c
for any a € GL(V). Thus, 75y : GL(V) — K* is just the determinant.

Now suppose H is N-graded and R is a commutative K-algebra with unit (we do not
suppose R is a domain). Consider the Hopf superalgebra Hr := H ®g R over R. Given an
element o € Aut(H) and f € R we define a R-linear Hopf endomorphism a ® f of Hg by

(1) a® f(h® f)=alh)® (f".

where h € H is homogeneous and f’ € R. This is an automorphism of Hp if f € R*.
Now let ¢, u be respectively a right cointegral and integral for H. Then ¢ := ¢ ® 1 and
Ur = p ® idg are respectively a cointegral and integral for Hp respectively. If o ® f is
defined as above one has

a® fle®1) =ac)® floo

— T‘H(CV)C ® f‘cl()

=rg(a)fldh(c®1).
This implies that the homomorphism 7g, : Aut(Hg) — R* satisfies
(2) rig(a® f) = rg(a) - €,
2.4. Hopf G-algebras. Let G be a group. A Hopf G-algebra is a family of coalgebras
H ={(Ha,Aq,€a) }acc indexed by G endowed with coalgebra morphisms

May,az * Hay @ Hay = Haja

for each a1,a0 € G, a unit 1 € Hy, and maps S, : H, — H,-1 for each a € G satisfying
graded versions of the associativity, unitality and antipode axioms (see [43] or [40,42] for
more details in the dual setting). We employ similar tensor network notation for Hopf
G-algebras, the G-labels only appearing as subscripts of the structure maps. Note that
H,, is a Hopf algebra in the usual sense. We say that H is involutory if S,-1S, = idg, for

each o € G. We say that H is of finite type if each H, is finite dimensional. These notions
extend in an obvious way to super-vector spaces.

Let H = {H,}acc be a finite type Hopf G-algebra. Since the dual of a Hopf G-algebra
is a Hopf G-coalgebra, the existence and uniqueness theorems of integrals of [43] have
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analogous statements in the G-algebra case. Thus there exists a unique right cointegral of
H (up to scalar), that is, a family ¢ = {¢4 }acq, Where ¢, € H, for each a € G, satisfying

Ca,y
ma1a2 —_ = 60@ Ca1a2—> .

Moreover, there exists a unique family g* = {g} }neq where ¢ € H} satisfying

>~
~

— *
moqag _—  — gal COélCYQ—>
Coy

and g3, 0, © Majas = Ja, @ Yo, for each ai,as € G. We call g* the comodulus of H.

Example 2.5. Let H be a finite dimensional Hopf (super)algebra and let G = Aut(H).
Consider the semidirect product Hopf (super)algebra K[G] x H. Let

H,={h-a|he H} CK[G]x H

for each a € G. Then H = {H,}aeq is a Hopf G-(super)algebra with the structure
morphisms induced from the semidirect product. A right cointegral is given by ¢, =
c-«a € H, where c¢ is a right cointegral of H. The comodulus of H is given by

ga(h - a) = ru(a)g"(h)

for h € H,a € G, where g* € H* is the comodulus of H and rg is the homomorphism of
Definition 2.3. This example is dual to the Hopf group-coalgebra of [42, Subsection 1.2].

3. SUTURED MANIFOLDS AND REIDEMEISTER TORSION

In this section we recall a few concepts from the theory of sutured manifolds [12,15,17]
and twisted Reidemeister torsion [9,39] as well as some considerations from our previous
work [26]. In what follows, all 3-manifolds will be assumed to be compact and oriented.
Homology will always be taken with integral coefficients, unless specified otherwise.

3.1. Sutured manifolds. A sutured manifold is a (compact, oriented) 3-manifold-with-
boundary M endowed with a collection v of pairwise disjoint annuli in M subject to the
following properties:

(1) Each annuli is the closed tubular neighborhood of an oriented simple closed curve
called a suture. The collection of sutures is denoted by s(7).

(2) The surface R :== 9M \ int () is oriented and each (oriented) component of OR is
oriented-parallel to some suture.

We denote by Ry () (resp. R_()) the union of the components of R whose orientation

coincide (resp. is opposite) with the induced orientation on dM. We say that (M,~) is
balanced if M has no closed components, each component of M has at least one suture

and x(R-(7)) = x(R+(7))-

Example 3.1. Let Y be a connected closed oriented 3-manifold. Let B® C Y be an
embedded open 3-ball. Then My =Y \ B? is a balanced sutured 3-manifold if we let o be
a single annulus in OMj. The subsurfaces R4 (7p) are both disks in this case.



TWISTING KUPERBERG INVARIANTS VIA FOX CALCULUS 11

Example 3.2. Let L be a link in a closed oriented 3-manifold Y. Let N(L) be an open
tubular neighborhood of L in Y. Then My =Y \ N(L) is a balanced sutured 3-manifold
if we let v = 1 consists of a pair of oppositely oriented meridians, one pair for each
component of OMp,. For each component T" C OMp, T \ (T N ~z) consists of two annuli,
one in R_(vz) and the other in Ry (z).

3.2. Extended Heegaard diagrams. Let (M, ~) be a sutured 3-manifold. An (embedded)
sutured Heegaard diagram is a tuple H = (X, a, ) consisting of the following data:

(1) A compact oriented surface-with-boundary ¥ embedded in M with 9% = s(v) as
oriented 1-manifolds.

(2) A set a (resp. B) of pairwise disjoint simple closed curves in ¥ bounding disks to
the negative (resp. positive) side of X.

We will usually identify the set o with the 1-submanifold Uycqa C X, and similarly for 3.
We assume that « and 3 are transverse submanifolds of ¥. We require that the surface
Y[a](resp. X[8]) obtained by compressing 3 along the disks corresponding to a (resp.
B) results in a surface isotopic to R_(y) (resp. Ry (y)) relative to . In other words, ¥
splits M into two handlebodies U, and Ug, where U, is obtained by attaching one handles
to R_ x [—1,1] along R_ x {1} with belt circles the curves in o while Ug is obtained by
attaching one handles to Ry x [—1,1] along R x {—1} with belt circles the curves in 8.
We say that H is balanced if || = |3| and every component of ¥\ a and ¥\ 3 contains a
component of JX. From now on, we will refer to (balanced) embedded sutured Heegaard
diagrams only as (balanced) Heegaard diagrams.

An extended Heegaard diagram of (M,~) is a Heegaard diagram (X, a, 3) endowed with
a set a of pairwise disjoint properly embedded arcs in ¥\ e that forms a cut system of the
surface X[a], that is, for any component R’ of X[a], R'\ R’ N N(a) is homeomorphic to a
disk, where N(a) is an open tubular neighborhood of a in X[a]. We denote a® = a U a
and if |a| = d, |a|] = [, then we will denote @ = {a1,...,a4} and a = {ag41,- .., Qaq1}-

As is well-known, any sutured manifold (M,~) has a Heegaard diagram and (M,~) is
balanced if and only if any (and hence all) of its Heegaard diagrams is balanced [15]. The
Reidemeister-Singer theorem extends to sutured manifolds: any two Heegaard diagrams of
a given sutured manifold are related by Heegaard moves [15], see also [17, Proposition 2.36]
for a precise version in the embedded case. A Heegaard diagram can always be extended as
above and any two extended Heegaard diagrams of (M, ~) are related by extended Heegaard
moves [26]: usual Heegaard moves of (X, e, 3) with the condition that the o’s are isotoped
or handleslided in the complement of the arcs in a, isotopies of arcs, and sliding an arc over
a curve in « or over another arc. Note that the definition of extended Heegaard diagram
of [26] includes also a cut system of X[3], we do not require this in the present paper.

3.3. A presentation of 7. Suppose now that R_(7) is connected. We describe a pre-
sentation of 71 (M) out of an extended Heegaard diagram H = (X, B) of (M,) (see
also [8, Section 4.1]). We assume M has a basepoint p € s(y) (note that this is fixed when
doing Heegaard moves since our diagrams have fixed boundary 93 = s(y)). Let a° = aUa
where a = {a, ..., a4} are the closed curves and @ = {ag11,...,aq4;} are the arcs. Write
M = U, UUg where U,,Ug are as above and think of U, as constructed from R_ x [—1,1]
by attaching 3-dimensional 1-handles with belt circles the closed o curves. The cocores of
these 1-handles are disks Dq,..., Dy with 0D; = «; for each i = 1,...,d. We also have
disks D; = a; x [—-1,1] € R_ x [-1,1] for each i = d+1,...,d + [. Since we supposed
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FIGURE 1. Left: an oriented, B-based, extended Heegaard diagram of the
(sutured) complement of the left trefoil knot K C S3. The square is assumed
to be oriented towards the reader and opposite sides have to be identified.
Right: the corresponding dual curves o*,a* € 71(S% \ K,p) (drawn over ¥
in blue).

R_(7) is connected, the complement of a sufficiently small neighborhood of Dy U---U Dy
in U, is homeomorphic to a single 3-ball. This implies that for each i = 1,...,d 41 there is
a unique unoriented loop «; based at p contained in U, that intersects D; in a single point
and is disjoint from D; for j # 4. If each curve and arc in a® is oriented, then we orient o
so that o - of = +1 in ¥ (when o is homotoped to lie in ¥), see Figure 1 (right). From
now on, we consider o as an element of (M, p).

Suppose H is oriented, that is, all the curves and arcs are oriented, and 3-based, meaning
that each curve in 3 has a basepoint in ¥ \ a®. For each 3 € 3 let 8 be the word in the
generators af,...,ay,; defined as follows: for each crossing x of § write (a})™* where
a, € af is the curve or arc passing through that point. Then multiply these generators
from left to right as we follow the orientation of 3 starting from its basepoint. Then the
elements a*(a € af) and the words B(3 € ) define a presentation of the fundamental

group of M:
(3) m(M,p) = (o], ...,y | B1y---5B4)-

For instance, the diagram of Figure 1 (left) determines the presentation 71(S% \ K,p) =
(a,a | aca™'a~la" a) where we denote a*,a* just by a,a for simplicity.

3.4. Spin® structures and multipoints. Let (M,~) be a balanced sutured 3-manifold.
Fix a vector field vy on OM that points into M (resp. out of M) along R_ (resp. R1) and
along ~ it is equivalent to the gradient of some height function v = s(y) x [-1,1] — [-1,1].
Let v, w be two nowhere-vanishing vector fields on M such that v|gy = vg = w|gpr. We say
that v and w are homologous if there is an embedded open 3-ball B C int (M) such that v, w
are homotopic rel M in M \ B through nowhere-vanishing vector fields. A Spin‘-structure
is an homology class of such vector fields. The set of Spin® structures on M is denoted
by Spin®(M, ). The obstruction to homotope a Spin® structure s; onto another ss lies in
H?(M,0M), we denote it by 51 — 59 € H?(M,0M). Hence Spin®(M,+) is an affine space
over H2(M,0M), see [15] for more details.
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Now let (X, e, 3) be a balanced Heegaard diagram of (M, ) and let d = |a| = |3|. Then
Spin® structures on (M,~) can be encoded in a very simple way: there is a map

s:TqNTg — Spin®(M, )

where T, NTg is the set of multipoints of (¥, o, B), i.e. unordered d-tuples x = {x1,..., 24}
with z; € a4 ;) N B; for each i where o is some permutation in S;. We refer the reader to
[15] for the definition of this map (which is a sutured extension of the map of [29] in the
closed case). The only thing we will need from this map is that

(4) s(y) — s(x) = PDle(y, x)]
where PD denotes Poincaré duality and e(y,x) is an homology class which is easily de-

scribed through an extended Heegaard diagram of (M, ) (assuming R_(y) connected). To
do this, we put basepoints on the 3 curves of our diagram as in [26].

Definition 3.3. Let H be an oriented Heegaard diagram and let x € T,NTg be a multipoint
in H, say x = {71,...,74} where z; € ay; N B; for each i = 1,...,d and some ¢ € Sy. For
each i, we let ¢; = ¢;(x) € (; be a basepoint defined as follows: if the crossing z; is positive
(resp. negative), then g¢; lies just before x; (resp. after x;) when following the orientation
of 3;, see Figure 2.

Ao(i) = Qo (i)

Bi Bi

FIGURE 2. Basepoints on 3 coming from x € T, N Tg. The surface is
oriented towards the reader, so that the left crossing is positive. The white
dot represents x; € aq(;) N B;.

So let H = (X,a% B) be an oriented extended Heegaard diagram of (M,~) and let
x,y € To NTg. For each i =1,...,d we let d; C j; be the arc from ¢;(x) to ¢;(y). Then
there is an element d; € m (M, p) obtained by multiplying the (a*)*!’s (o € a®) obtained
from the crossings through d; following its orientation. Then for any x,y € T, N Tg one
has

d
(5) e(y,x) = [ a(d)
i=1

in Hy(M) (in multiplicative notation) where h : w1 (M) — Hy(M) is the Hurewicz map
[26, Lemma 4.4].

3.5. Homology orientations. A homology orientation of a balanced sutured manifold
(M,~) is an orientation w of the vector space H,(M,R_(v);R). If H = (¥,,0) is a
balanced Heegaard diagram of (M,v) and d = || = |B], then it is shown in [§] that a
homology orientation is equivalent to a sign-ordering of H, that is, an orientation of all the
curves U3 and an total order of each set a, 3 up to some equivalence. We refer the reader
to [8] for this correspondence. Given an ordered (i.e. @ and 3 are totally ordered), oriented
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Heegaard diagram H we denote by o(H) the corresponding homology orientation. Note that
if H.(M,R_(v);R) = 0 (e.g. when M is the complement of a link in a rational homology
3-sphere) there is a canonical sign-ordering of any Heegaard diagram, determined by the
condition det(A) > 0 where A = (o - 3;)i j=1,...,4 is the intersection matrix of #. When Y
is a closed oriented 3-manifold and (My,~p) is the associated sutured manifold (Example
3.1), there is also a canonical homology orientation of H,(My, R_(v)) = H2(Y) ® H1(Y),
determined by any basis of H;(Y") followed by its Poincaré dual in Ha(Y") (see [41, Section
18]).

3.6. Twisted torsion of sutured manifolds. We now briefly introduce the twisted rel-
ative Reidemeister torsion of a sutured manifold, for more details see [9,39]. Let X be a
finite connected CW complex and Y a possibly empty subcomplex such that x(X,Y) = 0.
Let p : m — GL(V) be a representation, where V' is a finite dimensional vector space
over a field K and 7 = m1(X). The twisted Reidemeister torsion is a topological invariant
TP(X,Y) € K of (X,Y,p) defined up to multiplication by +det p(g),g € m. Briefly, this is
defined as follows: consider the universal covering ¢ : X — X of X and let Y/ = g (V).
Then the cellular complex C,(X,Y”) is a complex of free left Z[r]-modules, which we con-
sider as right Z[r]-modules via c- g := g~!(c) for each g € 7 and cell ¢ of X. Now consider
the complex C?(X,Y) = C.(X,Y") ®z(r V where V' is a left Z[r]-module via p. If we
choose a lift to X of each cell of X \ 'Y, then we get a preferred basis of this complex by
tensoring these lifts with an arbitrary basis of V. If the complex CZ(X,Y) is not acyclic
we set 7°(X,Y) = 0 and if it is acyclic, we define 7°(X,Y") as the algebraic torsion of this
based complex, see [39]. The +det p(g) indeterminacy of the torsion comes from the choice
of lifts as well as their order and orientation. If X has dimension 2 and all the O-cells are
contained in Y (in particular Y is non-empty) then C;(X,Y”) = 0 for ¢ # 1,2 and so the
torsion is just the determinant of the boundary map 94 : C§(X,Y) — C¥(X,Y) which is
computed via Fox calculus (see e.g. [39, Claim 16.6]). This implies that we can define the
torsion provided K is only a commutative ring with unit and 7°(X,Y") € K (instead of the
ring obtained by inverting the non-zero divisors of K). In particular, if & : 71 (X) — H1(X)
is the Hurewicz map and if we define p®@ h : m1(X) — GL(V @k K[H1(X)]) by

(6) p @ h(0)(v® f) = p(6)(v) ® (h(5) - f)

where 6 € m(X),v € V, f € Hy(X), then there is a torsion 77%"(X,Y) € K[H;(X)] under
the above hypothesis for (X,Y). When p =1 and dim(V') = 1 this is the mazimal abelian
torsion of the pair (X,Y).

Now suppose (M,7) is a balanced sutured manifold with R_(7) connected and let
m = m(M,p) where p € s(vy) is a basepoint. We now explain how to compute the
torsion 7°(M, R_) from an extended Heegaard diagram H = (X,a® 8). Suppose H is
oriented, B-based and ordered, that is, each set a and 3 is linearly ordered and write
a={ay...,aq},8={P,...,04} in the corresponding orders. Let a = {ags1,..., 0441}
(unordered). Consider the presentation of (M, p) given in (3). If F' is the free group
generated by af,..., o), recall that the Fox derivatives d/0q; : Z[F] — Z[F] are charac-
terized by daj/0a; = 6;; and d(uv)/0a; = du/Oa; +u - Ov/da; for each u,v € F. From
now on, we will consider the Fox derivatives 03;/0c; as elements of Z[r].
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Proposition 3.4. Given an ordered, oriented, based, extended Heegaard diagram (X, a®, 3)
of (M,~), the twisted torsion of the pair (M, R_) is computed via Fox calculus by

TP(M,R_) = det <p (O‘ <g§i>>>
¢ i,j=1,....d

up to an indeterminacy of the form t£det(p(g)),g € m where o : Z[n] — Z[n] is defined by
o(g) = gt for g € m. The same formula is valid for TP",

Proof. This is the twisted version of [8, Lemma 3.6]. Think of (M,~) as obtained from a
single 0-handle by attaching [-handles (specifying R_ x I), then d-handles corresponding
to the a’s and then d-handles corresponding to the 8’s. Now, let X be the CW complex
obtained by collapsing each of these handles to its core and let Y be the subcomplex of
X corresponding to R_ x I. By [41, Corollary 8.5] collapsing a handle to its core does
not changes the relative torsion, so 7°(M,R_) = 7(X,Y). But 7°(X,Y) = det(95) where
o5 CH(X,Y) — CP(X,Y) is the boundary map, since X is a 2-complex whose 0O-cells are
all contained in Y. For an appropriate basis of C§(X,Y) and C7(X,Y’), the boundary map
0% is represented by the matrix p (0 (83]- Jaelen )) 39, Claim 16.6], this implies the
desired formula.

i,5=1,...d [
O

3.7. Refining 7 using Spin® via multipoints. We now explain a simple Heegaard-
diagrammatic way to remove the indeterminacies of the above formula, relying on the
multipoint representation of Spin®. This is an idea from [26] which we restate in the case of
torsion. Let H be an ordered, oriented and 3-based extended Heegaard diagram of (M, )
as above, then the determinant of the right hand side of Proposition 3.4 is a well-defined
scalar of K (i.e., there is no indeterminacy). This depends on the extra structure on H
(basepoints and orientations) up to £ det(p(g)) as follows. Let ¢ € 8 be the basepoint of a
curve 8 € B and let ¢’ € 8 be another basepoint. Let ¢ C 3 be the oriented arc from ¢ to ¢'.
Let 3, 5’ be the words in the a*’s obtained from § but starting from ¢ and ¢’ respectively.
These are related by 3 =¢- 3’ -¢ ! where ¢ € 7 is obtained by the multiplying the (a*)*!
through ¢ when following its orientation. But then the Fox derivatives satisfy

o op

b Bar
when thought as elements of Z[r], for each @ € a. Thus, changing the basepoint of a
B-curve has the effect of multiplying the above determinant by det p(¢), where ¢ is the arc
from the old basepoint to the new one. There is another source of a det p(g) indeterminacy,
coming from the choice of orientations of the closed « curves. Indeed, reversing a curve «;
has the effect of multiplying 83]- /0o by —a on the right for each j, hence the determinant

of Proposition 3.4 is multiplied by (—1)" det(p(a)™1).

The above det p(g) indeterminacies can be removed using the rule of Definition 3.3. Thus,
pick a multipoint x = {z1,..., 24} of H, for simplicity we suppose x; € a; N B; for each
i, and put basepoints on all 8 curves as in Definition 3.3. This immediately removes the
det(p(g)) indeterminacy coming from the orientation of the «’s: if the orientation of an
«; is reversed, then the basepoint of 3; is crossed through «;, and this cancels the above
det(p(cf)) factor (only leaving a sign indeterminacy). Now if we change the multipoint,
say to y € T, NTg, then the basepoints of all 3 curves change. More precisely, if d; is the
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arc of 3; from the x-basepoint to the y-basepoint, then the whole determinant is multiplied
by H;-lzl det op(d;) by the above argument. But by (5), this is exactly detop(e(y,x)) (note
that det op descends to Hi(M)). Similarly, if we are given s € Spin®(M,~), then by (4)
the scalar det op(PD[s — s(x)]) is multiplied by det op(e(x,y)) when going from x to y. It
follows that the expression

asonevie=s)-as (o (o (32))),

is independent of the multipoint chosen, where the S curves have the basepoints coming
from x. This still has a sign indeterminacy, but this is easily corrected by further picking
an orientation w of H,(M, R_(7);R). Indeed, if § is the sign defined by o(H) = dw where
o(H) is the orientation of H,(M, R_(v);R) induced from the ordering and orientation of H
[8] and if n = dim(V), then

§" - det op(PD[s — s(x)]) - det <p (J <§g>>>mzl,...vd

is independent of the extra structure we added to H (ordering, orientation and basepoints).
One can then show directly that this is invariant under extended Heegaard moves, hence
it depends only on (M,~), p : m(M,p) — GL(V), s € Spin®(M,~) and the orientation
w. Thus, the latter expression can be considered as another normalization of the twisted
Reidemeister torsion 77(M, R_ (7)), cf. [8].

Definition 3.5. Let (M,~) be a balanced sutured 3-manifold with connected R_(vy) and
let p,s,w be as before. Then we denote by 74 (M, , s, w) the above refinement of the twisted
Reidemeister torsion 77(M, R_(7)).

3.8. The disconnected case. Now let (M,~) be a balanced sutured 3-manifold with dis-
connected R_ (7). Attach a 2-dimensional one-handle hg to two circles of s(v) corresponding
to different components of R_ (). Thickening hg to a 3-dimensional one-handle hy x [—1, 1]
attached along s(y) x [—1,1] = 7 results in a sutured manifold (M’,+’) in which R_(v")
has one component less than R_(vy). Therefore, after sufficiently many such handle at-
tachments, we can ensure that the resulting sutured manifold, still denoted (M’,~'), has
connected R_(7'). Let s € Spin®(M,~) and suppose v is a vector field representing s.
One can extend v to a non-vanishing vector field v" on any such M’ by letting v'|yy = v
and letting v’ be the vertical vector field over each one-handle hy x [—1,1] attached to
M. The Spin® structure on M’ defined by v is denoted i(s). This defines an affine map
i : Spin®(M,~) — Spin®(M’,~), that is, it satisfies that

¥ (i(s1) —i(s2)) = 81 — 52
for any 51,50 € Spin®(M, ), where j* : H>(M',0M') — H?(M,0M) is induced by inclu-
sion, see [16, Proposition 5.4]. a homology orientation w of (M,~) induces a homology
orientation w’ for (M’,~') since H,(M, R_;R) &2 H,(M', R"_;R). Then we set
(M. 7,5,0) = 7§ (M',,i(5), )

where (M’,+) is any sutured manifold with connected R_(v) constructed as above and
p m(M') — GL(V) is an arbitrary extension of p (note that w1 (M') = w1 (M) x F' where
F is a free group with as many generators as handles were attached to M to get M’). It
is also a consequence of [26] (via Theorem 1 and Theorem 2) that this is well-defined, i.e.,
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independent of the (M’,~") chosen and it is a consequence of [8, Lemma 3.20] that this is
indeed a refinement of the torsion 77(M, R_(y)). Note that if we take p ® h, then a priori
Top/®h/(M’,’y/,z'(5),w’) € K[H1(M')]. This actually belongs to K[H;(M)] as a consequence
of Lemma 4.7 below together with Theorem 2.

3.9. Twisted torsion of sutured link complements. Now let L be a link in a closed
oriented 3-manifold Y, with components Lq,..., L,,. Let (Mr,~r) be the associated su-
tured manifold (see Example 3.2) and let p : m (M) — GL(V') be a representation into
a finite dimensional vector space V over a field K. For simplicity, we will assume Y is an
homology sphere, so Hy (M) = Z%™. Let h : w1 (M) — Hy(M]) be the projection, recall
that p can be combined with h to define a representation p ® h over V' =V @g K[Hq(ML)]
as in (6). If My, is the universal covering of My, then C®"(M) = C.(My) ®zm V' is a
complex of free Z[Hy(My)]-modules (V' is a Z[r]-module via p®h). For each i > 0, the i-th
homology group of this complex is a finitely presented module over the Noetherian UFD
K[H1(ML)], so we can define its order, which is an element of K[H;(M)] defined up to
multiplication by a unit. This is the i-th twisted Alexander polynomial of L, denoted Az’i,
the first twisted Alexander polynomial is denoted just by Af. If L is ordered and oriented
and if t; € Hy(Mp) is the class of a meridian around L; oriented so that lk(t;, L;) = +1
for each i = 1,...,m then K[H;(My)] = K[tF',... ,tE!] canonically, and so we can think
of the twisted Alexander polynomials of L as elements of K[tfl, ..., t1] defined up to
multiplication by a unit. See [9,39] for more details.

We now relate these polynomials to the torsion of (Mp,R_). If R- = Ry U---UR,,
where R; is an annulus around L;, let y; € R; be a basepoint and a; be the generator
of m1(R;,y;) corresponding to t;. Then a} is defined in m;(Mp,p) up to conjugation, so
det(t;p(a}) — I,) is well-defined and non-zero. Note that the 0-th Alexander polynomial
AZO is always non-zero by [9, Proposition 3.2, (1)].

Proposition 3.6. Let (My,~r) be the sutured manifold associated to the complement of
an m-component (ordered, oriented) link L C Y where Y is an homology sphere. Let
p:m (M) — GL(V) be a homomorphism, where V is an n-dimensional vector space over
a field K. Then

T det(t; a;) — I,
ren (0, R () SN Z ) gy, ) e )
L,0

Proof. Let M = My, since 7*®"(R_) = [, det(t;p(a}) — I,,)~"! is non-zero, we have
PN M, R_) = 7P (R) T P (M)

by multiplicativity of the torsion. If A? =0, then C¥ ®h(M ) is not acyclic and so 7°®" (M) =
0. Thus 77%"(M, R_) is zero and the above equation holds. Suppose now that A’i =% 0, then
A7 5, =1 by [9, Proposition 3.2] (since M has non-empty boundary) and since A7 ; =1

and AE,O # 0 always hold, it follows that C¥ ®h(M ) is acyclic. By [39, Theorem 4.7] we get

TPM(M, RO)= [ det(tip(af) — 1) - 5=
=1

as desired.
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Note that AZO = 1 whenever m > 1 (and p is arbitrary) or if m = 1 and p is irreducible
with plger(n)y # 1, while if m = 1 and p = 1 (with dim(V) = 1), then Aro =t — 1
[9, Proposition 3.2].

4. TwISTED KUPERBERG INVARIANTS

In this section, we define the invariant If,(M,~,s,w) and study some of its properties.
We begin by defining a scalar Z% (#) by twisting Kuperberg’s formulas via Fox calculus
using the homomorphism p, where H is an extended Heegaard diagram of a balanced
sutured 3-manifold (M,~) with connected R_(y). This is not necessarily a topological
invariant of (M,~,p) as it may have some indeterminacies of the form £rg(p(g)),g9 €
m1(M). In Subsection 4.2 we fix these indeterminacies using homology orientations and
Spin® structures, leading to [ Ip{(M ,7,8,w) and we treat the case of disconnected R_(7) as
well. In Subsection 4.3 we explain how to extend such numerical invariants to polynomial
invariants when H is N-graded. In Subsection 4.4, we prove Theorem 2. Finally, we discuss
in Subsection 4.5 the constraints imposed by the involutory condition of Hopf superalgebras.

Throughout all this section, we let (H,m,1,A,¢,S) be a finite dimensional involutory
Hopf superalgebra over a field K. We suppose H admits a two-sided cointegral ¢ € H and
a two-sided integral pu € H*, and we assume p(c) = 1. We also let (M,~) be a connected
balanced sutured 3-manifold and let p : w1 (M,p) — Aut(H) be a group homomorphism,
where p € s(7y) is a basepoint.

4.1. Twisted tensors associated to Heegaard diagrams. We begin by supposing that
R_(7) is connected. Let H = (X, @ 3) be an extended Heegaard diagram of (M,~) and
let a° = aUa with a = {aq, ..., a4} the closed curves and a = {ag41, ..., @44} the arcs.
From now on, we suppose H is ordered, that is, both sets a and 3 are totally ordered, and
that H is oriented and B-based, so all the curves and arcs are oriented and each curve in
3 has a basepoint. With this additional structure, we will define a scalar Z%(’H) € K by
contracting some tensors associated to the closed circles and the crossings.

These tensors are defined in the following way. First, to each closed @ € o we associate
the tensor

c— A :
\

where the coproduct has as many outcoming legs as crossings through the curve a. More
precisely, we suppose that « has a basepoint (in « \ B) and that from top to bottom,
the legs correspond to the crossings of a encountered as one follows the orientation of «
starting from this basepoint. Note that since we supposed c is two-sided, this tensor does
not depends on the basepoint of a chosen. Now, to each crossing x € a N 3 we associate
the tensor

_,SEz_,

where €, € {0,1} is defined by (—1)* = m, and m, is the intersection sign. So far,
these are the tensors from [21] and we haven’t used yet that #H is an extended Heegaard
diagram. The arcs in a will play a role in the definition of the B-tensors, through the
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homomorphism p. To define these recall that, since R_(+y) is assumed to be connected,
the extended Heegaard diagram together with the orientation of a®U 3 and B-basepoints
determines a presentation of 1 (M, p) as in 3. This has a generator a* for each a € a® and
each 3 € B determines a relator 3, which is obtained by writing (a*)™= for each crossing
r € a N B with sign m, and multiplying these elements from left to right as one follows
the orientation of 8 starting from its basepoint. Thus, for a given «, the appearances of o*
in B are indexed by the intersection points of a N 3 and so the Fox derivative 93/0a*can
be written as

0 —

z€aNf

for some word (3, € F, where F is the free group generated by a*, o € a®. More precisely,
this word is defined as follows:

Notation 4.1. Suppose a curve 8 € 3 is oriented and has a basepoint in §\ a®. For each
crossing = through 3 let a, be the a-curve containing z. Write 8 = w(a )™ w’ where w
(resp. w’) is the product of the a*’s corresponding to the crossings of 8 that precede (resp.
succeed) x, where the crossings are ordered following the orientation of 3 starting from its
basepoint. Then

w ifm, =1

Bo = { w(a)™t ifmy = —1.

From now on, we think of 3, as an element of 71 (M, p) instead of the free group generated
by the a*’s.

‘Hence, each crossing = through a given curve § € 3 has associated a Hopf automorphism
p(B,) € Aut(H). If xy,...,x are the points of a N S encountered as one follows the
orientation of 3 starting from its basepoint, then we associate to 8 the tensor

N
P(Bay)

—_— p(B:cg)—’ m— K

. _/
" p(By,)
/

where, from top to bottom, the incoming legs of this tensor correspond to x1,..., Tk.

Now, take the tensor product of all the a-tensors according to the ordering of c. In other
words, stack the above a-tensors one over another in such a way that, from top to bottom,
they are ordered as in . Do the same for the S-tensors, now following the ordering of 3.
Since each outcoming leg of an a-tensor corresponds to a unique crossing x, as well as to
a unique incoming leg of a [-tensor, we can compose all the outcoming legs of the above
ordered a-tensor with all the incoming legs of the S-tensors along the tensors corresponding
to the crossings. The result is a scalar in the base field of H.
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Definition 4.2. Let H = (X, a%, 3) be an ordered, oriented, 3-based extended Heegaard
diagram of (M,v) and p: (M) — Aut(H) a group homomorphism. We denote by

Zh(H) e K
the contraction of the tensors defined above. We will also denote by K% (#) the tensor

H®? 5 H®? obtained by contracting the tensors above (here d = |a| = |8|), but without
the cointegrals and integrals, so that

Zf(H) = pP (K (1) (7).

Note that H needs to be a-based as well for K%, (H) to be defined (as we need to know at
which crossing of a given « we start applying the coproduct).

The scalar Z I’;(?—[) is not always a topological invariant of (M, ~, p), but it is so provided
Im (p) C Ker (rg) and the cointegral of H has degree zero (as we will see later). If Im (p)
is not contained in Ker (rg), then Z% (H) has a £Im (ry o p)-valued indeterminacy coming
from the choice of basepoints of 3 as well as the orientations of the alpha curves. This is
analogous to what happens to the torsion as we saw in Subsection 3.7. For instance, let
q,q be two basepoints on a curve 3 € B and let ¢ C 3 the oriented arc from ¢ to ¢'. If
== . ) .

B, B, denote the above Fox calculus elements starting from ¢ and ¢’ respectively, then

Bx =c- B;:

for each crossing z through 3. Since p o p(¢) = ry(p(¢))p, it follows that the tensor
associated to 8 starting from ¢ is rg(p(¢)) times the tensor associated to B but starting
from ¢'. Hence Zf;(H) = ru(p(c)) 25 (H') where H' is the ordered, oriented, based extended
Heegaard diagram obtained by moving the basepoint ¢ to ¢’. A similar indeterminacy
appears when reversing the orientation of an a-curve. When the cointegral has degree one,
then Z7, () has a sign indeterminacy coming from the choice of ordering and orientations
of a U Q.

Example 4.3. Let K C S® be the left trefoil knot and let (M, ) be the associated sutured
3-manifold, that is, M = S3\ N(K) and 7 consists of a pair of oppositely oriented meridians.
Consider the (oriented, based) extended Heegaard diagram of (M, ) of Figure 1 (left). For
simplicity of notation, we denote a*,a* € m (M) just by «a,a. If x1,z9, x5 are the points
of SN a, encountered as one follows the orientation of § starting from the given basepoint,
then Bwl = a,sz = aca 'a~! and Bm = aca 'a~ta~!. If we suppose p abelian, then the
above contraction of tensors is given as follows:

p(a)
B A/* o
\p(a_l)/

If H = K[X]/X? is an exterior Hopf algebra, then p(a) € Aut(H) has the form p(a)(X) =
tX for some t € K*. Using that ¢ = X and p(X7) = §;,1 the above contraction of Hopf
algebra tensors reduces to

p(p(a)(X) + S(X) +pla™) (X)) =t =1+t~

c m — M

which is the Alexander polynomial of the left trefoil.



TWISTING KUPERBERG INVARIANTS VIA FOX CALCULUS 21

Remark 4.4. If H = (3, o, B) is a Heegaard diagram of a closed 3-manifold Y in the usual
sense, so Y is a closed surface, then deleting a small disk to 3 defines a sutured Heegaard
diagram Hg of the associated sutured 3-manifold (My = Y \ B3,y = S' C dB), where
B C Y is an embedded 3-ball. In this situation, the (involutory) formulas of Kuperberg
[21] are the p =1 case of the formulas here, so we get

25 (Ho) = Iy " (Y).

Similarly, if Hp is a Heegaard diagram of the sutured complement of a knot K in a closed
3-manifold Y, then computing Z% (H) at p = 1 has the effect of forgetting the sutures.
But doing this results in a Heegaard diagram of the underlying 3-manifold, so

20 (M) = Iy ()
as well.

4.2. Definition of I7(M,~,s,w). Fix a Spin® structure s on (M,~) and an orientation w
of the vector space H.(M, R_();R). We now explain how to remove the indeterminacies
of Z;(H) (when R_() is connected) and define the invariant I%,(M,~,s,w) for arbitrary
(M,~, p,s,w). That this is an invariant is a consequence of Theorem 1, but we emphasize
that the arguments are a generalization of those of Subsection 3.7 for the torsion.

Let H be an ordered, oriented, extended Heegaard diagram of (M,~) (with connected
R_(7v)). Let x € T, N T be a multipoint, and suppose H is B-based via x using the
convention of Definition 3.3. We note by Z%(H,x) the tensor Z% (H) where H has the
basepoints on B induced from x. The multipoint x defines a Spin® structure s(x) as in
Subsection 3.4, and comparing this with our chosen s € Spin®(M,~y) we get an homology
class

fsx = PD[s(x) —s] € Hi(M).
The composition rg o p : w1 (M, p) — K* descends to Hi(M) and so can be evaluated over
fsx. Then the scalar
ri o p(fox) - Zf(H,x) €K

turns out to be independent of the multipoint chosen. The argument is the same as in
Subsection 3.7, only that det is replaced by rgz. Moreover, this scalar depends on the
orientations of the closed curves only up to a sign. To correct this sign indeterminacy
(along with the sign indeterminacy coming from the ordering of the closed curves) we use
the homology orientation in the same way as we did for the torsion: the ordering and
orientation of ‘H induces a homology orientation o(#) and so there is a sign § defined by

o(H) = dw.
Then
01l i 0 p(fase) - Zf5(H. %)
is independent of the ordering, orientations and the multipoint x chosen. Then one has
to show that this formula is invariant under extended Heegaard moves, so it defines a

topological invariant of the tuple (M, ~, p,s,w). This is a consequence of [26] via Theorem
1.

Definition 4.5. Let (M,~) be a balanced sutured manifold with connected R_(vy). We
denote the above invariant by [ Ip{(M .7, 8, w), that is,

I8, (M, v,5,w) = 8% ri o p(forx) - 25 (H,x) €K
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where H is any ordered, oriented, extended Heegaard diagram of (M,~y) with basepoints
coming from a multipoint x of H and fsx € Hi(M) and § € {£1} are defined as above.

Whenever (M,~) has disconnected R_(7y) we proceed as in Subsection 3.8. Thus, we
take any balanced sutured manifold (M’,~") obtained by adding one-handles to M along v
in such a way that R_(7') is connected and set

I5(M.7.5,w) = I (M’ i(s),w')
where p' : m(M') — Aut(H) is any homomorphism such that p’ o j, = p, where j, :
w1 (M) — 71 (M) is induced by inclusion and i(s),w’ are as in Subsection 3.8. Again, this

is well-defined as a consequence of our previous work via Theorem 1, see [26, Proposition
4.7].

Remark 4.6. The invariant [ I’; depends on the Spin® structure on (M, ~) as follows: for
any h € H2(M,0M)

I (M, 7,5+ h,w) = g 0 p(PD[R]) ™" - I (M, ~,5,w)

where PD : H*(M,0M) — Hy(M) is Poincaré duality. This follows from the definitions
using that PD[s(x) — (s + h)] = PD[s(x) — s|PD[h] .

4.3. Twisted Kuperberg polynomials. Suppose now that H is N-graded (together with
the previous hypothesis as well). We denote the N-degree of H by |- |g. We explain now

how to extend our invariant I, to I Ip{®h € K[H;(M)] in a way that mimics the passage from
the torsion 7 to 7P%".

Let (M,~) be a balanced sutured manifold and set Hy; := H @k K[H;(M)]. Recall that

for any a € Aut(H) and f € Hy(M) there is a K[H;(M)]-linear Hopf automorphism a ® f
of Hjys defined by

a® f(hef)=ah)e (" f)
where h € H is homogeneous and f' € K[Hi(M)], see (1). Then, a homomorphism p :
m1(M,p) — Aut(H) can be combined with the Hurewicz map h : w1 (M) — Hy(M;Z) to
define a homomorphism
pRh:mi(M,p) — Aut(Hys)
0+ p(d) ® h(9).
Note that though K[H;(M)] is not even necessarily a domain, Hjs has a two-sided cointegral
and integral induced from that of H (given by cp,, = c®1 and py,, = p @ idg(g, ()
Thus, Theorem 1 holds for the K[H;(M)]-linear Hopf superalgebra Hj;, and we get an
invariant
I (M. 7,5,0) = 011y, 0 p @ h(fa) - Zgry (H. %) € K[Hy (M),

where fsx = PD[s(x) —s] € H;(M) as usual. For simplicity of notation, we denote this
just by Ilpj,@h(M,’y,s,w) and denote le_lﬁih just by ZIZ@h as well. Here le{®h(7-l) is obtained
by contracting the same tensors associated to the a’s and the crossings as before (since

cm,, = c® 1), only the S-tensors contribute H;(M)-coefficients coming from p ® h. Since

we are only considering automorphisms of Hj; of the form a® f, by Lemma 2 we can write

I Ip{@h more explicitly as

IR (M, y,5,w) = 619 - gy 0 p(fan) - FIL - Z02P (P, %),
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Suppose now that (M,~) has disconnected R = R_(y). Then our definition of I I’;®h is
157" (M., 5,0) = T (M, i(s) o)

where (M',~') is a sutured manifold obtained by adding one-handles to v so that R’ =
R_(+') is connected, p' : m(M') — Aut(H) is such that p’ o j. = p where j, : m (M) —
m1(M') is induced by inclusion, i(s),w’ are as in Subsection 3.8 and b : w1 (M') — Hy(M')
is the Hurewicz map of M’. However, the right hand side belongs to K[H;(M')] and
H{(M'") = Hi(M) @ Z™ where m is the number of one-handles attached to 7.

Lemma 4.7. Let (M,~) be a connected balanced sutured manifold with disconnected R_(~y)
and let (M',~), p',i(s),w', i be as above. Then IIp{®h (M',+,i(s),w") € K[Hy(M)].

Proof. Let Ry, ..., R, be the components of R. It suffices to prove the statement for a
single (M’ ~") which we suppose is obtained by attaching a single one-handle between Rg x I
and R; x I for each i = 1,...,m, where I = [—1,1]. We will show the lemma by finding
an appropriate oriented, based Heegaard diagram of (M’,~") for which h'(3,) € Hy(M) for
each 8 and each crossing x. To achieve this, let H = (3, a¢, 3) be an extended Heegaard
diagram of (M,~) where as usual a° = aUa and a = {aq,...,a4}. Foreachi=1,...,d
let h; be the one-handle attached to R x I associated to «;, so h; has belt circle «;. Since
M is connected, after sufficiently many handleslidings among the h;’s, we can suppose
that h; has one feet in Ry x {1} and the other in R; x {1} for each i = 1,...,m and
that h; is attached to Ry x {1} for each ¢ > m. Thus, ¥\ (aq U--- U ayy,) has m + 1
components X, ..., %,, where for each ¢ = 1,...,m, «; has one side on ¥y and the other
on ¥;. Note that the o] with i > m together with the a*,a € a generate H;(M) while
aj, ..., generate the Z™ factor in Hy(M') = Hy(M)®Z™. We will give «; the orientation
induced from ¥; for each ¢ = 1,...,m and an arbitrary orientation for ¢ > m. Let 8 € 3
with an arbitrary orientation. By our choice of orientation of the o € «, if a crossing
xr € o; N B is positive, then B is oriented from g to >; near x and oppositely if the
crossing is negative. Moreover, since X\ o; is disconnected and since ¥; contains no a € a,
if 5 intersects «; positively at z, then the next intersection of § with a (following the
orientation of ) is a negative intersection at «;. Now, suppose the basepoint of /3 lies in
0. Then, when following the orientation of 3, the first intersection of 8 with aq U---Ua,,
is positive, and each positive intersection with the same set is followed by a negative one
(possibly after several intersections with a). Hence, the appearances of af, ..., ), in each
B, cancel out in homology, so h/(B,) € Hi(M) for each crossing x through 3. In general,
the basepoints of B come from a multipoint x = {z1,...,2z4} of H, say with x; € a; N f;
for each 7, but with our choice of orientations of «g,..., a,, the induced basepoints on 3

indeed lie in ¥y. Thus A/(3,) € H1(M) for each 8 € B and each crossing z. Therefore
le_;®hl(7-[’,x) € K[H1(M)] where H' is the Heegaard diagram of (M’,~') obtained from
‘H by gluing the corresponding 2-dimensional one-handles to ¥. On the other hand, the
vertical extension map i : Spin®(M,~) — Spin®(M’,~') satisfies s'(x) = i(s(x)) where s’ is
the map from multipoints to Spin® of M’ so

PDIs'(x) —i(s)] = j.(PDl[s(x) — s])
lies in the image of the map j. : H1(M) — Hi(M') induced by inclusion. It follows that

5 (M, i(s), ') € K[Hy (M)] as desired.
]
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Definition 4.8. Let (M,~) be an arbitrary balanced sutured 3-manifold and let p :
m1(M,p) — Aut(H),s € Spin°(M,~) and w be as usual and h : m (M) — Hi(M) be
the Hurewicz map. We call I§®h(M,7,5,w) € K[H1(M)] the twisted Kuperberg polynomial
of (M,~) with respect to p.

Example 4.9. Consider the left trefoil complement as in Example 4.3 and let p = 1. Let
t be a generator of Hy(M) = Z. Then, for the diagram of Figure 1, the twisted Kuperberg
polynomial is given by
ZiPM(H) = p(toleq) - S(e) - tT1e@le))

where this time we have used Sweedler’s notation for the coproduct, that is, we write
Ar) = 20y @ 2(9), (A®idy)A(T) = 7(1) @T(9) @T(3), etc. for each x € H. As before, this
recovers the Alexander polynomial of the trefoil knot if H is set to be an exterior algebra
on one generator of degree one.

Recall that the augmentation map aug : K[H;(M)] — K is the K-linear map defined by
aug (f) =1 for all f € Hi(M). Then we have the following.

Proposition 4.10. The twisted Kuperberg polynomial satisfies
aug (I5F" (M, 7,5,w)) = If,(M,7,5,w).

Proof. Set aug = idy ® aug: Hy — H. It is easy to see that aug o py, = poaugpy
and aug g o [(p ® h)(0)] o jg = p(9) for any 0 € w1 (M), where jg: H — Hy,x — 2 ®11is
the inclusion. Since the cointegral of Hyy is jg(c), where ¢ is the cointegral of H, it follows
that aug (ZZ%}L(H)) = Z%(H) where H is a Heegaard diagram of (M,~). From this the
result follows. N

Now let L be an ordered oriented m-component link in an homology sphere Y and let
(Mp,~1) be the sutured manifold complement. The ordering and the orientation of L allows
to identify K[H;(Mp)] = K[t5!, ..., t:!] canonically.

Corollary 4.11. Let L be an ordered oriented m-component link in an homology sphere
Y. Then Iﬁgh(ML,’yL,s,w) is a multivariable polynomial invariant of L belonging to
K[tf!, ... . This satisfies that
h
aug (17" (M, 1, 8,w)) = I5(My, 7L, 5,w).
In particular, for p =1 we have

aug (It (Mp,vr,5,w)) = I "P(Y).

Proof. That Ilp_1®h(ML,’yL,5,w) belongs to K[tfl, . ,tf,ELl] is a consequence of Lemma 4.7.
The rest follows from the above proposition together with Remark 4.4. O

4.4. Reidemeister torsion as a Kuperberg invariant. We now show Theorem 2. This
follows essentially from Proposition 4.12 below. So let (M,~) be a balanced sutured 3-
manifold with connected R_(7), p € s(vy) and let p : m(M,p) — GL(V) be a homomor-
phism, where V' is a finite dimensional vector space over a field K. Let H = (X, a%,3)
be an extended Heegaard diagram of (M,~y) which is ordered, oriented and based. This
determines a presentation of 71(M,p) as in (3). As usual, let a® = aUa, d = |a| = ||
and a = {ai,...,a4}.
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Proposition 4.12. If A(V) is the exterior Hopf algebra over V', then

9B,
ZK(V)(H) = det (p (8@*)) e K.
J i,j=1,....d

The same formula is valid for p ® h as well.

This follows from the following simple observations on exterior algebras:

(1) A(V) is N-graded and super-commutative,

(2) A(V) is a universal enveloping algebra, that is, algebra maps A(V) — A into some
superalgebra A over K are in one-to-one correspondence (via restriction) with Lie
superalgebra maps V' — A (V has the trivial Lie algebra structure),

(3) If T: V — V is a linear map, then the induced algebra morphism A(T") : A(V) —
A(V) satisfies

det(T) = p(A(T)(c))

where p and ¢ denote the integral and cointegral of A(V') normalized by p(c) = 1.

Proof of Proposition 4.12. Recall that ZX(V) (H) is defined as

ZX(V) (H) = N®d(KX(v) (H)(C®d))

where KK(V) (H) : A(V)®4 — A(V)®9 is the twisted Kuperberg tensor. Note that A(V)®4

is naturally isomorphic to A(V®%) and that c¢®¢ u®? are respectively a cointegral and
integral for A(V®%). It is easy to see that K K(V) preserves the N-grading of A(V), since
it is a composition of degree-preserving maps. Now, by definition, K /p\(v) is a composition
of coproducts, antipodes, automorphisms of A(V') and the multiplication map. Since A(V')
is commutative, all these are algebra maps, hence K /p\(v) is also an algebra map. By the
universal enveloping algebra property, K Z(V) is determined over V¢ and since it preserves
the N-grading, the restriction to V¢ is a linear map T : V¢ — V% 50 KK(V) (H) = A(T)
and

ZK(V) (H) = det(T)

by property (3) above. Now, by definition of K K(V)? one easily sees that the map T is

represented by the matrix (p(93;/ 8a;)), which implies the proposition. The assertion for
p ® h follows from its definition and the fact that V' is concentrated in degree one.
]

Proof of Theorem 2. Suppose first that R_(-y) is connected. Note that the inverse-transpose
satisfies p~ 7 (o(x)) = p(x)T for any x € Z[r], where recall that o : Z[r] — Z[r] is the map
defined by o(g) = g~ for g € 7. Recall also that fs x == PD[s(x)—s], that |c| =n (mod 2)
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if dim(V') = n and ¢ is the cointegral of A(V'), and that rj(y) = det. Thus, we get

IX(V)(M7’Y:5:W) = gl "TAV) OP( x) Z A(V ( )
— " - det 0p( fos) - det(p(9B;/00))
— 47 - detop( fux) - det(p(9B; /0a))
= 0" - det op(fox) - det(p™ " (0(95;/00a7)))
— 5" detop™T(PDs — s(x)]) - det(p~T (#(0B;/007)))
= TgiT(M,fy,s,w)

where we use Proposition 4.12 in the second equality and the last equality is by definition
of 79 (which is itself based on Proposition 3.4). The case when R_(vy) is disconnected
follows from the connected case by the definition of 7y, see Subsection 3.8. The assertion

for T K%?) follows from the above since clearly Tép ORI e TrehTh _ o(1h 7T®h) for any
(M,7,s,w). O

Note that if we had used the convention that (g-c) ® v = ¢ ® (p(g)*(v)) for the tensor
product Cy (M )®Z[7r} V (as in [30]), then I X(V) would be exactly 7. Note also that Corollary
1 follows directly from the above theorem together with Corollary 3.6.

4.5. Going beyond Reidemeister torsion? We now address the question of whether
invariants different than Reidemeister torsion can be found within the present framework.
Recall that we suppose H is an involutory Hopf superalgebra over a field K whose cointegral
and integral are two-sided. We will further assume that char (K) = 0. It turns out that the
involutory condition imposes serious restrictions.

Suppose first that we seek for involutory Hopf algebras (i.e. without mod 2 grading).
Then we are constrained by the following theorem of Larson-Radford [23,24]: a finite
dimensional (ungraded) Hopf algebra over a field K of characteristic zero is involutory if and
only if it is semisimple and cosemisimple. As far as the author knows, all finite dimensional
semisimple Hopf algebras over a field of characteristic zero are built from group algebras
in some way. Therefore, one may expect that such Hopf algebras only lead to invariants
related to a count of homomorphisms 71 (M) — G.

Fortunately, Larson-Radford’s theorem is no longer true for Hopf superalgebras, indeed,
the opposite holds [2, Corollary 3.1.2]: if H = Hy @ H; is a finite dimensional involu-
tory Hopf superalgebra over a field of characteristic zero, then Hy # 0 if and only if H
is non-semisimple. So, suppose we seek for involutory Hopf superalgebras (with Hy # 0
and char (K) = 0). Suppose we add the stronger condition of cocommutativity (which
immediately implies involutority). Then, we are constrained by the classical theorem of
Cartier-Kostant-Milnor-Moore (see e.g. [2, Theorem 2.3.4]), which says that H is isomor-
phic, as a Hopf superalgebra, to a semidirect product:

H = K[G(H)] x U(P(H)).

Here G(H) is the group of group-likes of H, that is, the elements that satisfy A(g) =g® g
and €(g) = 1, P(H) is the Lie algebra of primitive elements, i.e. those h € H satisfying
Ah) =1®h+h®1 and U(P(H)) is the universal enveloping algebra of P(H). Now,
if we wish U(P(H)) to be finite dimensional, then P(H) is forced to be an abelian Lie
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algebra concentrated in degree one, so U(P(H)) is just an exterior algebra. Therefore,
a finite dimensional cocommutative Hopf superalgebra (over a characteristic zero field) is
necessarily of the form K[G] x A(V') for some finite subgroup G C GL(V'). Thus, we get
nothing beyond torsion with such Hopf superalgebras.

In view of the above, if one wishes to find an example of a finite dimensional involutory
Hopf superalgebra considerably different from group algebras, exterior algebras and their
semidirect products, then one has to look for non-commutative and non-cocommutative
Hopf superalgebras. The quantum group U,(gl(1|1)) at a root of unity (see e.g. [38]) is
such an example, for another one see [18, Example 5.6]. However, the cointegrals and
integrals of such are not two-sided, so they don’t fit in the present framework. Still, these
Hopf superalgebras seem to be obtained from exterior algebras somehow, for instance,
U,(gl(1]1)) (at a root of unity of order n) is the Drinfeld double of a semidirect product
K[Z/nZ] x A(K). Therefore, it seems difficult to expect something beyond torsion with
such examples.

It has to be noted that more interesting involutory examples can be found in positive
characteristic. For instance, for every restricted Lie algebra g there is an associated re-
stricted universal enveloping algebra U"**(g) which is cocommutative (hence involutory)
and is of finite dimension if g is. Whether such Hopf algebras lead to interesting invariants
will be the subject of future work.

5. FOX CALCULUS VIA SEMIDIRECT PRODUCTS

In this section we explain where the Fox calculus formula for 1 IP_I(M ,7,8,w) comes from.
We begin in Subsection 5.1 by briefly recalling the setting of [26]. In Subsection 5.2 we
show that a semidirect product K[Aut(H )] x H fits into this setting and we prove Theorem
1. In Subsection 5.3 we give an explanation of our invariant in terms of the more common
notion of a Hopf group-algebra, therefore relating it to work of Virelizier [44]. Furthermore,
we discuss why we don’t use more general Hopf group-algebras. Finally, in Subsection 5.4,
we discuss the relation between both approaches.

5.1. Invariants from relative integrals. We begin by briefly recalling the setting of
[26]. There, we also built a Kuperberg-style invariant of balanced sutured 3-manifolds, but
with a more involved and general algebraic input. This consisted of a (possibly infinite-
dimensional) involutory Hopf superalgebra H endowed with relative versions of the Hopf
algebra cointegral and integral, satisfying certain conditions. More precisely, we defined a
right relative cointegral as a tuple (A, w4, t,) where A is a Hopf subalgebra of H ,TA H— A
is a cocentral Hopf morphism with 74]|4 = ida (where cocentral means (74 ® id75)Az =
(ma ®id I;)Ag’) and 1, : A — H is a left A-comodule map (where H is a left A-comodule
via m4) that satisfies the following relative version of the right cointegral equation:

— A — Lr—»

— by ~ —
r mH = T
! TA
)

Moreover, H is endowed with a right relative integral, which is the notion dual to the
above one, relative to a central Hopf subalgebra B C H. Here we will only consider the
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case B = K, so a relative integral is just an ordinary integral @ : H — K. We further
required the existence of two distinguished group-likes a* € Hom q4(A,K) and b € G(B),
so b =1 if we assume B = K. The group-like a* must satisfy

AQ*OLr:(—l)“|Sﬁ0LTOSA and ﬁom‘gzﬁomﬁO(idﬁGbAa*),
where A« : H — His given by Ay« := (a*m4 ®idz) o Ag. Since b = 1, the dual condition
becomes

fioSy = (—1)Fp and A;ﬁoszﬁou
In addition, we assume f1(c,(14)) = 1.

Using such structures we defined a topological invariant I % (M,~,s,w) where (M,~),s,w
are as in the present paper and p is a homomorphism from H; (M) into the group of group-
likes G(A ® B*) (= G(A) since here we assume B = K). The construction also holds for
arbitrary homomorphisms p : m (M) — G(A), the necessary extra details will be carried
out in Appendix A (we will do this only for the semidirect product case). When R_(7) is
connected, this invariant was built as follows: pick an ordered, oriented, based extended
Heegaard diagram H = (3, a¢, 3) of (M,~). Now we require that # is both a-based and
B-based. Then to each o € a® we associate the tensor

pla) — 1 — Aﬁé or  pla) —iy— Aﬁé

\ \

depending on whether « is a closed curve or an arc. Here i4 : A — H is the inclusion
and the outcoming legs of the iterated coproduct correspond to the crossings through a,
starting from its basepoint and following its orientation. Since we consider B = K, to each
B € 3 we associate the tensor

N
/

H— K

where the incoming legs correspond to the crossings through £ as usual. Finally, to each
crossing * € a®N 3 we associate S;; (where, as before, €, € {0, 1} is defined by (—1)% = my
and my is the intersection sign at x). The contraction of all these tensors is denoted by
Z%(H) € K or Z%(’H,x) if the basepoints of @ and B come from a multipoint x. Here
the rule of Definition 3.3 is extended in an obvious way to a: if the crossing z; is positive
(resp. negative), we put a basepoint on «; just before (resp. after) x; when following the
orientation of «;. The invariant I’ %(M ,7,6,w) of [26] is then defined by

I2.(M,7,5,w) = 6" - (a*, p(PD[s(x) — 5))) - 2 (H,x)

where § is the sign characterized by o(H) = dw as before and a* € Hom q4(A,K) is the
above distinguished group-like. This definition extends to the case of disconnected R_ ()
by using (M’,~"), p,i(s),w’ as in Subsection 3.8.
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5.2. Proof of Theorem 1. We begin by showing that semidirect products fit into the
preceding framework, hence they define invariants of balanced sutured 3-manifolds.

Lemma 5.1. Let H be a finite dimensional Hopf superalgebra with a two-sided cointegral
c and a two-sided integral p, normalized by p(c) = 1, and let A = K[Aut(H)]. Then
H = AxH has a right relative cointegral over A given by w4 = ida ® eg and v(a) =
c-a=ry(a) ta®e for each a € Aut(H). The distinguished group-like a* € G(A) is given
by a*(a) == ry(a) for each o € Aut(H). The integral is given by p(a @ h) = 04, ia, p(h) for
any o € Aut(H) and h € H.

Proof. That 1, is a relative cointegral and @ is an integral is easy to check. That these
satisfy the conditions stated in Subsection 5.1 follows from the fact that the cointegral and
integral of H are assumed to be two-sided. For instance, we have

Ags o up(a) = a*(maleqy - a))ee) - a =r(a)e(cqy)cp) - a =ry(a)c- a
while
(—1)lr1S 58 a(e) = (-1)S5(c-a™) = (-1)a-S(e) =a- e =ru(a)c- a
where we used that S(c) = (—1)l¢¢, which is equivalent to say that c is two-sided. O
Proof of Theorem 1. Let H = K[Aut(H)] x H. We begin by showing that
20 (H) = Z§(H)

for any ordered, oriented, based extended Heegaard diagram of a balanced sutured manifold
(M,~) (with connected R_(7)), where the right hand side is the Fox calculus tensor of
Subsection 4.1. This follows by writing the contraction of the tensors of H above in terms
of the tensors of H. Indeed, for the semidirect product Hopf algebra H , the H-tensor
associated to a closed « is

/ /
OZ—>LT‘—>A]?/; = C—»AH Oé/ :
AN

by definition of ¢, where we write o € Aut(H) instead of p(a*) for simplicity and iy : H —
H is the inclusion. The tensor corresponding to an arc only puts the automorphism asso-
ciated to the dual of the arc on the crossings through that arc. It follows that contracting
all the H-tensors from af U 3 is the same as contracting the H-tensors associated to the
closed ’s (of Subsection 4.1) with the following H-tensors for each :

N
Oé'iH
i1
AN -
mﬁ_, 13

52)

/o Qay
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where we write 8 = «;, ... ;, and, for the moment, we assume that all crossings through

(B are positive. Now, using the definition of the multiplication of H , and that poig = u,
the last tensor is the same as

Qg Qg+ o Oy

.

which is the Fox calculus tensor of Subsection 4.1. This shows that Z%(’H) = Z%(H)
assuming all crossings are positive. If there is any negative crossings through (3, it is easy
to see that the tensor Sp contributes the extra o ! at the tail of a;,a, ... a;;_, for each
negative x € a;; N B (see Notation 4.1). This follows from

Sg(h-a)=a"' Sy(h)=a " (Su(h)) o'
This shows that 2% (H) = Z%(H) in all cases. That I % = If; follows by the definitions

of the refined invariants, since the distinguished group-like of H with the given relative
cointegral structure is a* = rgy : Aut(H) — K.
O

5.3. Hopf G-algebras and Fox calculus. The Fox calculus formula of Subsection 4.1 is
also quite transparent when thought in terms of Hopf G-algebras. Indeed, we show that
Virelizier’s extension of Kuperberg’s invariant through Hopf G-algebras [44], restricted to
the Hopf G-algebra of Example 2.5, leads directly to our Fox calculus formula.

We begin by briefly recalling the (dual) construction of [44], using an arbitrary involutory
finite type Hopf G-algebra H = {H,}acq. Let ¢ = {ca}aca be a cointegral of H and
p : Hi — K be an integral of Hy such that p(c;) = 1. Let Y be a closed oriented 3-
manifold endowed with a representation p : m1(Y) — G. Let H = (3, a, 3) be an ordered,
oriented, B-based Heegaard diagram of Y. For simplicity, we note H, instead of H )
and ¢, instead of ¢,(,«) for each a € a. Then, to each o € a we associate the tensor

/
\

where the are as many outcoming legs as crossings through « and to each crossing x we
associate the tensor

Co — A,

Now, suppose a curve 5 € 3 has associated the word

5] m,

B=a". . . al*
when starting from its basepoint and following its orientation (as usual, we denote o* €
71 (M, p) just by «). Since § = 1 in 71 (M, p), the iterated multiplication m mi  my of H

ip T
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has target Hi, which can then be composed with the integral. Thus, we associate to each
[ the tensor

§m my my

: Qg e @y Hn

/

where there are as many incoming legs as crossings through 5. These tensors can be
contracted as usual, leading to a scalar Zf, (%) € K. The main theorem of [44] is that this

is an invariant of (Y, p) when H is involutory with dim(H;) # 0 in K, we denote it by
IT(Y).

Proposition 5.2. Let H be the Hopf Aut(H )-algebra associated to the semidirect product
K[Aut(H)] x H where H is a finite dimensional involutory Hopf algebra with dim(H) # 0
in K. LetY be a closed 3-manifold and let (My,~o) be the associated sutured manifold, that
is, My =Y\ B? where B is an embedded 3-ball in'Y and vy is a single suture in OM.
Then

for any p:m(Y) — Aut(H).

Proof. Let H = (X, a,3) be a (ordered, oriented, 3-based) Heegaard diagram of ¥ and
let Ho be the resulting diagram for (M, o) obtained by deleting a small disk to X. For
each a € Aut(H), identify H, = H via the coalgebra isomorphism h - a — h (recall
Hy,={h-a|he H} C K[Aut(H)]x H). The result follows by writing the above H-tensors
associated to H in terms of the structure tensors of H and its automorphisms. Indeed, since
our identification is a coalgebra isomorphism, the above a-tensors immediately correspond
to those of Subsection 4.1. Now, the above tensor associated to a crossing corresponds to

€x __, .

— S — a”

This is not the same as the corresponding tensor of Subsection 4.1, but it will be after
composition with the p-tensors. Indeed, under the above identification the structure map
Ma, ., Decomes

\

/m—b,
Qg
—

hence, the iterated multiplication m M O‘Zk is given by

%

—>i1—>m—>-

.oom mg—1
ot
11 k-1

~
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Thus, whenever a crossing x is negative, the a~! coming from the antipode tensor provides
the a~! in the tail of 3, as in the B-tensors of Subsection 4.1. This immediately implies
that
Zp (M) = Zi(Ho)
where the left hand side is the above tensor and the right hand side is ours, hence also
15(Y) = I (Mo, o).
O

Remark 5.3. The conditions on H in the above proposition imply semisimplicity of H
and H* [32, Theorem 10.4.3]. However, in Theorem 1, H is not necessarily semisimple, for
instance if H is a Hopf superalgebra with Hy # 0 [2, Corollary 3.1.2] or if char (K) =p > 0
and p | dim(H) (also by [32, Theorem 10.4.3]). In this case, the Hopf Aut(H )-algebra H
coming from K[Aut(H)] x H is non-semisimple, in particular, it may be non-unimodular
so the construction of [44] does not applies. It turns out that there are two sorts of non-
unimodularity of H: on the one hand, the graded-cointegral of such H is not two-sided if
rag Z 1 (see Example 2.5). On the other hand, even if we assume that the cointegral of the
neutral component (which is H) is two-sided, H is not unimodular if the cointegral has mod
2 degree one (see Remark 2.2). In our setting, the Spin® structure takes care of the former
failure of unimodularity while the orientation w takes care of the latter. In particular, Spin®
only appears in the non-unimodular G-graded setting, this is why this additional structure
is not present in other works on Kuperberg invariants.

The reason we do not define sutured manifold invariants from more general (involutory)
Hopf G-algebras is the following. Suppose we want to extend the construction of [44]
sketched above to an extended Heegaard diagram of a sutured 3-manifold. Then to each
arc « € a we need to associate a tensor

%
\

for some special element i, € H, (recall that we denote H, instead of H p(ar) for simplicity).
By the cointegral property, the scalar obtained by contracting all the tensors associated to
curves and arcs is invariant under arc-curve slidings. However, if we want this scalar to be
invariant under arc-arc slidings, so as to get an invariant [ I’;(M ,7) of (M,~) together with
p:m (M) — G, then it is natural to require i, to be a gro_up—like element of H, and that
May a0 (ta; © las) = Gajas for each aq,an € G. But if there exists (iq)acq satisfying these
conditions, then G acts on H; by conjugation by i,: if we set ¢(a)(h) =my 1 0-1(ia @ ®
iq-1) for all @ € G,h € Hy, then ¢ : G — Aut(H;) is a group homomorphism. Moreover,
the map H, — (H1)g(a), h = ¢(a) - (iq—1h) is a Hopf morphism from the original Hopf
G-algebra to the Hopf Aut(H;)-algebra built from K[Aut(H;)] x H; and this map preserves
the cointegrals. It follows that the scalar invariant obtained from H and (iq)aeq can be
obtained through the latter semidirect product, that is I ?I(M ) = I}g‘iﬂ (M, =), thus we do
not gain anything new. N

ia — Aq

5.4. Relative integrals and Hopf G-(co)algebras. We now explain the relation be-
tween the relative integral setting of [26] and Hopf group-(co)algebras. Suppose H is
equipped with a relative right cointegral ¢, : A — H and a relative right integral g : H — B,



TWISTING KUPERBERG INVARIANTS VIA FOX CALCULUS 33

where A C H is a cocentral subalgebra and B C H is a central subalgebra. Let’s as-
sume a while that A = K. Then it is well-known that the subalgebra B induces a Hopf
group-coalgebra with group G := Hom q4(B,K) as follows: for each 8 € G, let Ig be the
two-sided ideal of H generated by elements of the form b — B(b)15 with b € B and set
H g = H /13, so each H s is an algebra. It is easy to see that the coproduct Az descends
to Ags, : ﬁ5152 — ﬁﬁl ® ﬁ62 and similarly the antipode descends to Sg : ﬁg — ﬁgq.
Hence, {ﬁ 3}pec is a Hopf group-coalgebra with the structure maps induced from H. In

these terms, a relative integral u : H — B asin [26] induces a Hopf group-coalgebra inte-
gral {uﬁ} gec as in [43]. Indeed, it is easy to see that for each 8 € Hom 44(B,K) the map

Bop : H — K descends to a map pg  H 3 — K. In other words, whenever A = K, the
relative integral approach of [26] is an explicit form of the Hopf group-coalgebra approach
of [44], extended to sutured manifolds. Dually, the cocentral subalgebra A C H induces
a Hopf G(A)-algebra structure and the relative cointegral is equivalent to a Hopf group-
algebra cointegral (this generalizes Example 2.5). Whenever both A, B are non-trivial,
we are naturally led to an algebra-graded and coalgebra-cograded object, which is not a
particular case of [44], but we do not have interesting concrete examples.

APPENDIX A. THE NON-ABELIAN CASE

In [26] we supposed p is an abelian representation, though this is not strictly necessary.
Everything works for non-abelian p, but we have to take care of the basepoint p when we
isotope the arcs of an extended Heegaard diagram. We now work out the necessary extra
details.

Let (M, ~) be a balanced sutured 3-manifold with connected R_(v) and let H = (X, a¢, 3)
be an oriented, extended Heegaard diagram of it. Let a® = alUa where a = {ayq, ..., a4} are
the closed curves and @ = {a g1, - .., a4y } are the arcs. Then the dual curves o* € 71 (M, p)
are invariant under isotopy of a® except for an overall conjugation if an arc a € a is iso-
toped along 9% past the basepoint p. More precisely, suppose the arc « is oriented so that
-0 = 41 where ¢ is the oriented boundary component of 9% containing p. Suppose further
that the arc « is isotoped past p in the opposite direction of §, and denote by o/ the new
arc and by H' the oriented extended Heegaard diagram obtained by replacing o with o’. If
we denote by o} the curves «; in H’', then

()" = a*af(a”) ™!
in m(M,p) for all i =1,...,d + 1, see Figure 3.

Thus, to guarantee that I is a topological invariant for non-abelian p we need to show
that its defining formula is invariant under conjugation of p by an element of Aut(H). This
is done in the next lemma.

Lemma A.1. Given ¢ € Aut(H), let pg : m(M,p) — Aut(H) be the homomorphism
defined by pg(x) = ¢ o p(zx) o ¢! for any x € m1(M,p). Then Zyi(H) = Z7%,(H). Hence,
I I’; is a topological invariant for non-abelian p and depends on p only up to conjugation.

Proof. Since ¢ is a Hopf automorphism, we have

KPP (H) = ¢ o K5 (H) o (¢~ )=
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FIGURE 3. An arc « is slided past the basepoint p € § C 9¥. On the left we
draw o as cA;c™!, where A; is a circle in int (X) intersecting a® once at «;
and c is an arc disjoint from a® from the basepoint to a point in A;. On the
right we see that the arc ¢ has to be slided over a* to avoid an intersection
with .. This shows that (af)* = a*a}(a*)7L.

Now, since ¢(c) = rg(¢p)c and po ¢ = ry(P)u we get
Zyf (M) = ru(@)ru(o™) 25(H) = Z(H).

The second assertion follows from this and from the fact that ry op = ry o pg, which holds
since the target of this map is an abelian group. O

This lemma also implies that I 161 is independent of the basepoint p chosen. More precisely,
let p1,p2 € s(y) be basepoints and let § : [0,1] — M be a path from p; to ps. Denote by

Cs) the isomorphism 71 (M, p1) — 71 (M, p2) defined by C5)(a) = [d]ad] for a € 71 (M, p1).

Corollary A.2. Let p1,p2 € s(y) be two basepoints and let p; : m1(M,p;) — Aut(H) for
i = 1,2 be group homomorphisms related by p1 = pa o Cl5 for some path & from py to pa.
Then It (M,~,8,w) = It (M,~,5,w).

Proof. Tt suffices to show that Zf} (H) = Z7 (H). Note that changing the path ¢ by another
path changes C5 by an inner automorphism of 71 (M, p2). Therefore, by Proposition A.1,
it suffices to prove the corollary for a specific path 6. Let a;. € (M, p;) be the dual curves
of the a’s coming from the diagram H with basepoint p;, i = 1,2. If we just let § be a path
from p; to py contained in ¥\ af, which is connected since we assume R_ () connected,
then a, = [d]ay, [6]. Using p1 = p2 o Cl5) we get pa(ay,) = p2(day, 6) = p1(ay,) € Aut(H).

It follows that Z¢2(H) = Z°'(H). O

When R_(y) is disconnected, the above assertions also hold by our definition of I7, in
this case.
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