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Abstract

If C is a spherical fusion category, the string-net construction asso-
ciates to each closed oriented surface Σ the vector space ZSN(Σ) of linear
combinations of C-labelled graphs on Σ modulo local relations, in a way
which is functorial with respect to orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms
of surfaces. We show how to extend this assignment to a 3-dimensional
topological quantum field theory (TQFT), by defining how the surgery
generators in Juhász’ presentation of the oriented 3-dimensional bordism
category act on the string-net vector spaces. We show that the resulting
TQFT, which is formulated completely in the two-dimensional graphical
language of string-nets, is an alternative description of the Turaev-Viro
state sum model.

1 Introduction

A 3-dimensional oriented topological quantum field theory (TQFT) is a sym-
metric monoidal functor [21, 4]

Z : Bordor
23 → Vect (1)

where Bordor
23 is the oriented 3-dimensional bordism category (objects are ori-

ented closed surfaces and morphisms are 3-dimensional oriented cobordisms)
and Vect is the category of vector spaces. Besides providing invariants of closed
3-manifolds and knots and links inside them, such a functor also provides a rep-
resentation of the mapping class group Γ(Σ) on the vector space Z(Σ) assigned
to a closed oriented surface Σ. Since the mapping class groups of surfaces are
foundational in low-dimensional topology, it is precisely this property of a 3-
dimensional TQFT which is often the most interesting. Some important results
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and applications in this regard are the asymptotic faithfulness of the represen-
tations coming from quantum groups [2, 11], the fact that the image of these
representations is infinite in general [12], the fact that mapping class groups do
not have Kazhdan’s property (T) [3], and the asymptotic expansion conjecture
for mapping tori [1].

To construct a 3-dimensional oriented TQFT (1) one needs some initial data,
with very general initial data being that of a spherical fusion category C [6].
The most well-known way to construct this TQFT from C directly (without first
passing to the Drinfeld center of C) is the Turaev-Viro model [24], a state-sum
model which uses triangulations. See [23, Chapter VII.3] for the most complete
description of this TQFT.

In the Turaev-Viro model, it is easy to compute the numerical invariant of
a closed 3-manifold M (pick a triangulation of M and compute a state-sum).
On the other hand, the vector space Z(Σ) assigned to a closed surface Σ is a
bit more cumbersome since it is defined as a colimit over all triangulations of Σ.
Hence, the drawback of the Turaev-Viro model is that the representation of the
mapping class group on the vector space Z(Σ), though explicit and well-defined,
is difficult to work with in practice.

In this paper we introduce an alternative approach to construct the 3-
dimensional oriented TQFT arising from a spherical fusion category C. Our
approach, which is geometric in nature and does not use triangulations or pants
decompositions, combines the graphical calculus of string-nets (see [15] for an
overview) with the presentation of Bordor

23 via 2-dimensional surgery moves due
to Juhász [14, Definition 1.4].

In our approach the vector space Z(Σ) assigned to a closed oriented surface
Σ is simply the space of C-labelled string-nets on Σ, on which the mapping
class group acts very easily and naturally. This part of our construction (the
definition of the string-net vector space Z(Σ) associated to an oriented surface
Σ and its functoriality with respect to oriented diffeomorphisms φ : Σ→ Σ′) is
not new. It originated in the physics literature with the work of Kitaev [16] and
Levin and Wen [18] and a general mathematical account (treating carefully the
case of surfaces with boundary) has been given by Kirillov [15] (see also [5, 13]
for useful overviews).

What is new in our approach is that we show how to extend the construction
of these string-net vector spaces into a full TQFT by showing how to assign
linear maps to Juhász’s two-dimensional surgery moves in a way which satisfies
the relations listed in [14, Definition 1.4]. Our main results are the following.

Theorem 1. Given a spherical fusion category C, the assignments Σ 7→ ZSN(Σ)
and e 7→ ZSN(e) listed in Definition 27 satisfy Juhász’ relations R and hence
define a string-net TQFT ZSN.

Theorem 2. Given a spherical fusion category C, the string-net TQFT ZSN

based on C is naturally isomorphic to the Turaev-Viro TQFT ZTV based on C.

The string-net TQFT ZSN is an intrinsically two-dimensional way to define
the TQFT which accords well with the intuitive idea that a spherical fusion
category is an algebraic structure with an intrinsically two-dimensional graphical
calculus. Indeed, this is the first motivation for this work — to demonstrate
that Juhász’s presentation of Bordor

23 fits together very neatly with the graphical
calculus for spherical fusion categories.
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The second motivation is to try to make contact with recent work [10] ex-
tending the Turaev-Viro invariants of 3-manifolds to non-semisimple spherical
tensor categories. The third motivation is to try and make contact with recent
work on string-net models for non-spherical pivotal fusion categories [20]. We
remark here for the experts that we use the spherical property in various ways in
our construction. One interesting way it features is in the proof of conjugation
invariance for surgery on a framed 0-sphere (the Kirby loop must be invariant
under orientation flip of the belt circle).

Our approach is similar to that of Goosen [13, Chapter 5] (see also [9]),
who also used string-nets to construct a 3-dimensional oriented TQFT from a
spherical fusion category C. However, whereas we use the presentation of the
oriented bordism category Bordor

23 due to Juhász [14], Goosen used the presen-
tation of the oriented bordism bicategory Bordor

123 due to the current author and
collaborators [8].

Juhász’s presentation [14, Definition 1.4] is infinite but very geometric since
arbitrary surgery moves are allowed, while the presentation from [8] is finite,
less geometric and more combinatorial in nature since only a specific finite list
of surgery moves is allowed. In practice, for instance, this means that working
out the linear map Z(M) associated to a 3-dimensional cobordism M is easier
in our approach here than in [13]. In our approach, one just needs a Morse
function on M , while in Goosen’s approach one needs to present M explicitly
as a composite of the generating 2-morphisms from [8].

This paper is organized as folllows. In Section 2 we review the construction
of the string-net space of a closed oriented surface. In Section 3 we review
Juhász’ two-dimensional surgery presentation of the three-dimensional oriented
bordism category. In Section 4 we carefully define the cutting move, define
linear maps associated to the surgery generators in Juhász’ presentation, and
check that that they satisfy the relations. Finally, we show that the resulting
TQFT is naturally isomorphic to the Turaev-Viro model.
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funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under the European Union’s
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2 String-nets

In this section, we review the notion of the string-net space ZSN(Σ) of an oriented
surface Σ, given the initial data of a spherical fusion category C. The main
reference is [15], but we will essentially adopt the notation from Goosen’s thesis
[13, Chapter 4], which makes certain details explicit which are left implicit in
[15]. We will also add some details and observations of our own — see Remarks
5, 9, 14 and 17.
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2.1 Graphical calculus for spherical fusion categories

There is a well-known two-dimensional string diagram graphical calculus for
working with monoidal categories (see [22] for an overview, and [7] for our
conventions on associators). Our diagrams will go from top to bottom, so that
a morphism f : A→ B ⊗ C is drawn as

xyz↵e↵e↵

1

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

i
.

More precisely, we say that the value of the above string diagram is f . We will
refer to these planar diagrams, where there are clear top-to-bottom and left-
to-right directions, where the coupons are rectangular, which depict a specific
morphism in the monoidal category, and which are generally drawn in black, as
rectangular string diagrams, to distinguish them from string nets, which live in
a closed surface (see the next section), and which we will generally draw in red.

A fusion category C is a rigid semisimple C-linear monoidal category with
finitely many isomorphism classes of simple objects and whose unit object is
simple. This structure adds some new features to the graphical calculus.

Firstly, note that since 1 is simple, endomorphisms of 1 can be canonically
identified with complex numbers.

Secondly, rigidity means that every object V now has a dual V ∗. The edges in
the graphical calculus are now given an orientation: a downward strand labelled
V refers to V while an upward strand labelled V refers to V ∗. There exist right
cap η : 1→ V ∗ ⊗ V and cup ε : V ⊗ V ∗ → 1 duality maps, drawn as

xyz↵e↵e↵

1

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

i f

s c s c

A
A

,

xyz↵e↵e↵

1

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

i f

s c s c

A
A

,

and left cap n : 1→ V ⊗ V ∗ and cup e : V ∗ ⊗ V → 1 duality maps, drawn as

xyz↵e↵e↵

1

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

i f

s c s c

A
A ,

xyz↵e↵e↵

1

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

i f

s c s c

A
A ,

satisfying the rigidity equations

xyz↵e↵e↵

1

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

i f

s c s c

A
A

If

1 a
w

=

xyz↵e↵e↵

1

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

i f

s c s c

A
A

If

1 a
w

=

xyz↵e↵e↵

1

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

i f

s c s c

A
A

If

1 a
w

,

xyz↵e↵e↵

1

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

i f

s c s c

A
A

If

1 a
w

=

xyz↵e↵e↵

1

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

i f

s c s c

A
A

If

1 a
w

=

xyz↵e↵e↵

1

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

i f

s c s c

A
A

If

1 a
w

.
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Thirdly, semisimplicity means that there finitely many simple objects (i.e. their
endomorphism vector space is 1-dimensional) Xi, i = 1 . . . n, and for each pair
of objects V,W ∈ C the canonical composition map⊕

i

Hom(V,Xi)⊗Hom(Xi,W )→ Hom(V,W ) (2)

is an isomorphism of vector spaces. In particular (by considering the summand
where Xi = 1 and inserting cup and cap maps to interchange inputs to outputs),
(2) implies that for any objects V1, . . . , Vn in C, the pairing

Hom(1, V1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Vn)⊗Hom(1, V ∗n ⊗ · · · ⊗ V ∗1 )→ C (3)

Wg f
x fi t.in fiivw

iv Mui

Wm
riits iii s

un wi T W

Y Y Y s Y t
xpI xp

y
xp

t
i sun our

⊗

Wg f
x fi t.in fiivw

iv Mui

Wm
riits iii s

un wi T W

Y Y Y s Y t
xpI xp

y
xp

t
i sun our

7→

Wg f
x fi t.in fiivw

iv Mui

Wm
riits iii s

un wi T W

Y Y Y s Y t
xpI xp

y
xp

t
i sun our

(4)

is nondegenerate.
A pivotal structure on a fusion category is a monoidal natural isomorphism

γ : id⇒ ∗∗ where ∗ is the dualization functor. The key property this brings to
the graphical calculus is that right and left duals agree, i.e.

i ftp

a I

n =

i ftp

a I

n (5)

for all morphisms f : V →W . This means, in particular, that one can compute
the pairing maps (3) using the right or left unit maps; the answer is the same:

Wg f
x fi t.in fiivw

iv Mui

Wm
riits iii s

un wi T W

Y Y Y s Y t
xpI xp

y
xp

t
i sun our

=

Wg f g

I go d t.in fwivw
int

f

ut fun vet wit

f g
un w T W

vf fun v4 wit

r i N Y Y iI xp xp
t

o sun ou

t
xpA

Tiggy
xp

I f
f r If UMAA

Dr Amir

Tygervalley
clinic black B

Abby

July
at 9am

(6)

The pivotal structure is called spherical if the two ways of computing the
dimension of an object agree, i.e. if

xyz↵e↵e↵

1

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

i f

s c s c

A
A

If

1 a
w

=

xyz↵e↵e↵

1

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

i f

s c s c

A
A

If

1 a
w

for all objects V . A spherical fusion category is a fusion category equipped with
a spherical structure.
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2.2 C-labelled graphs

For the purposes of this paper, a graph G is a 1-dimensional CW-complex. We
write V (G) and E(G) for the set of vertices and edges of G. Note that V (G)
and E(G) are finite, and multiple edges and loops are allowed. An oriented
edge e is a pair (e, or) where e ∈ E(G) and or is an choice of orientation for e.
The set of oriented edges of G is denoted Eor(G). If e is an oriented edge, its
underlying unoriented edge is written as e, while the oppositely oriented edge
is written as e.

Let Σ be a 2-dimensional closed smooth manifold. A smoothly embedded
graph in Σ is a topological embedding

φ : G ↪→ Σ

of a graph into Σ whose restriction to the open 1-cells of G is smooth. We will
often identify the graph G and its embedded image φ(G) ⊂ Σ.

Now let C be a spherical fusion category.

Definition 3. A C-labelled graph in a closed oriented surface Σ is a 4-tuple
(G, l, ε, f), where:

• G is a smoothly embedded graph in Σ,

• l is a map Eor(G)→ Ob(C), satisfying l(e) = l(e)∗ for all e ∈ Eor(G),

• ε assigns to each vertex v ∈ V (G) a choice of initial half-edge εv ∈ E(G)
incident to v, and

• f assigns to each vertex v a morphism

fv ∈ HomC(1, l(e1)⊗ · · · ⊗ l(en)),

where the edges incident to v are e1, . . . , en, taken in counterclockwise
order according to the orientation of Σ, each with an outgoing orientation,
and with e1 = εv.

We write GraphC(Σ) for the collection of all C-labelled graphs in Σ.

We will often abuse notation and refer to a C-labelled graph simply by its
underlying graph G.

2.3 Evaluation in a disk

Let Σ be an oriented surface, and G a C-labelled graph in Σ. A properly
embedded disk in Σ is a smooth orientation-preseving embedding

D ↪→ Σ

of the unit disk D ⊂ R2 into Σ, such that the edges of G intersect the image of
∂D transversely, and no edge intersects p, the image of (1, 0). We will often use
the same symbol D to refer to both the standard disk D ⊂ R2 and its embedded
image in Σ.
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Figure 1: The evaluation of the embedded disk is a rectangular string diagram
representing a morphism 1→ B∗ ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗ E ⊗A.

Definition 4. Let G be a C-labelled graph in Σ, and D a smoothly embedded
disk in Σ. Let V1, . . . , Vn be the obects labelling the outgoing edges which inter-
sect ∂D, taken in counterclockwise order starting from p ∈ ∂D. The evaluation
of G in D is the morphism

〈G〉D ∈ HomC(1, V1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Vn)

defined as the value of the rectangular string diagram obtained as follows:

• Pull back G ∩D to R2 via the embedding D ↪→ Σ,

• Replace each vertex v in G with the rectangular coupon for fv, and loop
the edges round appropriately to mimic their appearance in a small neigh-
borhood of v,

• Loop the edges intersecting ∂D round to the bottom of the diagram.

See Figure 1 for an example.

Remark 5. There is a possible ambiguity here since we have not given a precise
specification for the ‘loop the edges’ instruction in the second and third steps of
Definition 4. One could loop them clockwise or counterclockwise, possibly mul-
tiple times. However, one can verify that the pivotal structure on the category
— in particular, equation (5) — implies that all ways of looping will evaluate
to the same morphism.

Remark 6. Whenever we draw a C-labelled graph in R2 (such as the pullback
of a graph in Σ along an embedding D ↪→ Σ), the orientation of the plane is
understood to be counterclockwise.

Lemma 7. [15, Theorem 2.3] The evaluation of a C-labelled graph in a disk
D ⊂ Σ has the following properties:

7



1. If G ∩ D consists of a single vertex labelled by f ∈ Hom(1, V1 ⊗ . . . Vn),
then 〈G〉D = f . That is,

〈

ri

tfrn rn

Y Yb t xp J
K aw ic w

w w Y

Y I
xpby a
I

〉
D

= f.

2. If G ∩D and G′ ∩D differ only by isotopy, then 〈G〉D = 〈G′〉D.

3. Rotating the choice of initial half-edge gives the equality

〈

ri

tfrn rn

Y Yb t xp J
K aw ic w

w w Y

Y I
xpby a
I

〉
D

= 〈

ri

tfrn rn

Y Yb t xp J
K aw ic w

w w Y

Y I
xpby a
I

〉
D

where

ni ta
un vn

Y Y
xp J

w wK Ivy

Y YÉ xp
I

=

ni ta
un vn

Y Y
xp J

w wK Ivy

Y YÉ xp
I

.

4. The following ‘merging moves’ hold:

(a) For vertices:

〈 Wg f gvfwm
at.in fwivw

Lun wi yay

y
g

i s Wg

bn É b

ft fr afInhw T W

Y Y Y Y Y Yt
xp by

bis
g f

sun on
xp

1

iffy

4 un 65 fat xp
é
YA

4 a ti

〉
D

=

〈Wg f gvfwm
at.in fwivw

Lun wi yay

y
g

i s Wg

bn É b

ft fr afInhw T W

Y Y Y Y Y Yt
xp by

bis
g f

sun on
xp

1

iffy

4 un 65 fat xp
é
YA

4 a ti

〉
D

where f�g is the morphism

Wg f
i it.fi tutti.imLun Mui

W Wis n w

Y Yf
xpi our

.
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(b) For edges:

〈

Wg f gvfwm
at.in fwivw

Lun wi yay

y
g

i s Wg

bn É b

ft fr afInhw T W

Y Y Y Y Y Yt
xp by

bis
g f

sun on
xp

1

iffy

4 un 65 fat xp
é
YA

4 a ti

〉
D

=

〈

Wg f gvfwm
at.in fwivw

Lun wi yay

y
g

i s Wg

bn É b

ft fr afInhw T W

Y Y Y Y Y Yt
xp by

bis
g f

sun on
xp

1

iffy

4 un 65 fat xp
é
YA

4 a ti

〉
D

where Y = X1 ⊗ · · ·Xn.

5. Suppose f = a1f1 + a2f2 holds inside Hom(1, V1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Vn). Then

〈

ri

tfrn rn

Y Yb t xp J
K aw ic w

w w Y

Y I
xpby a
I

〉
D

= a1

〈

Wg f gvfwm
at.in fwivw

Lun wi yay

y
g

i s Wg

bn É b

ft fr afInhw T W

Y Y Y Y Y Yt
xp by

bis
g f

sun on
xp

1

iffy

4 un 65 fat xp
é
YA

4 a ti

〉
D

+ a2

〈

Wg f gvfwm
at.in fwivw

Lun wi yay

y
g

i s Wg

bn É b

ft fr afInhw T W

Y Y Y Y Y Yt
xp by

bis
g f

sun on
xp

1

iffy

4 un 65 fat xp
é
YA

4 a ti

〉
D

.

We also have the following graphical expression of the semisimplicity iso-
morphism (2).

Lemma 8. [15, Theorem 3.4 (5)] For any object V ,

〈

Wg f gvfwm
at.in fwivw

Lun wi yay

y
g

i s Wg

bn É b

ft fr afInhw T W

Y Y Y Y Y Yt
xp by

bis
g f

sun on
xp

1

iffy

4 un 65 fat xp
é
YA

4 a ti

〉
D

=
∑
i,α

di

〈

Wg f gvfwm
at.in fwivw

Lun wi yay

y
g

i s Wg

bn É b

ft fr afInhw T W

Y Y Y Y Y Yt
xp by

bis
g f

sun on
xp

1

iffy

4 un 65 fat xp
é
YA

4 a ti

〉

where eα is a basis for Hom(1, Xi⊗A∗) and eα is the dual basis for Hom(1, A∗⊗
Xi) according to the pairing (3).

Remark 9. The way that labellings of oriented edges are defined in Definition
3, and that evaluation is defined in Definiton 4, bears careful thought. The
reader will verify that for a self-dual simple object X, we have

〈

7
8 Cq

0

i

es es

P

u mourn
too tL ft

p
xt.it

y
qq.yiy.gg

X xx x

A
〉
D

= νX

〈

7
8 Cq

0

i

es es

P

u mourn
too tL ft

p
xt.it

y
qq.yiy.gg

X xx x

A
〉
D

where νX = ±1 is the Frobenius-Schur indicator of X. This is because the
left-hand side evaluates to the counit η : 1→ X∗ ⊗X

f

Iis.o.s.ii

s asks
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expressing X∗ as a right dual of X, while the graph sinde the disk on the
right-hand side evaluates to the counit n : 1→ X ⊗X∗

f

Iis.o.s.ii

s asks

expressing X∗ as a left dual of X. For a self-dual object X, n = νXη.

2.4 The string-net space

Let Σ be an oriented surface. Let C[GraphC(Σ)] be the vector space spanned
by C-labelled graphs in Σ.

Definition 10. Let D be an embedded disk in Σ. A null relation relative to D
is a formal linear combination

a1G1 + · · ·+ anGn ∈ C[GraphC(Σ)]

where G1, . . . , Gn are identical on the complement of D, such that

a1〈G1〉D + · · ·+ an〈Gn〉D = 0 .

We write NullC(Σ) for the subspace of C[GraphC(Σ)] formed by all null rela-
tions, relative to all possible embedded disks D ↪→ Σ.

Definition 11. Let Σ be a closed oriented smooth surface, and C a spherical
fusion category. We define the C-labelled string-net space of Σ as

ZSN(Σ) := C[GraphC(Σ)]/NullC(Σ)

Elements of ZSN(Σ) are called string-nets. The equivalence class of G is written
as 〈G〉.

In other words, two C-labelled graphs in Σ are equivalent as string-nets if
one can be transformed into the other by a finite sequence of local relations
holding in disks. The following are a natural consequences of the definitions.

Lemma 12. Let G,G′ ∈ GraphC(Σ). If G is isotopic to G′, then 〈G〉 = 〈G′〉.

Example 13. There is a canonical isomorphism ZSN(S2) → C, obtained by
isotoping the entire string-net into a disk and then evaluating it.

Given an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism φ : Σ → Σ′, there is a nat-
ural push-forward map

ZSN(φ) : ZSN(Σ)→ ZSN(Σ′)

defined by sending string-nets in Σ to their image in Σ′.

Remark 14. Making this push-forward as explicit as possible is the reason we
have chosen to equip the vertices of our C-labelled graphs with explicitly chosen
initial half-edges (in contrast to [15], where cyclic reorderings are implicitly
identified by canonical isomorphisms). It is instructive to consider the case

10



where X is a self-dual object, and f ∈ Hom(1, X ⊗X ⊗X ⊗X). Consider the
following string-net on a torus:

t t

t II
f

x x x X

Firstly, since X is self-dual, the orientations on the strands do not matter, and
we redraw the string-net simply as:

t t

t II
f

x x x X

(7)

Now, let s : Σ → Σ be the clockwise ‘s-move’, given by rotating R2 clockwise
by 90 degrees in the presentation of the torus as R2/Z2. Then the push-forward
map ZSN(s) sends

t t

t II
f

x x x X

7→

II
f

x x x X

. (8)

In order to be able to compare the right-hand side of (8) with (7), we must first
rotate the chosen initial half-edge of (8) counterclockwise:

II
f

x x x X

=

F FI
f

x x x X

We see that ZSN(s) has the effect of sending f 7→ f̃ ,

I us

flo

f
x x x X

7→I us

flo

f
x x x X

.

In other words, ZSN(s) is precisely Ng and Schaunberg’s map E
(4)
X , whose trace

gives the 4th higher Frobenius-Schur indicator of X. If we had not chosen initial
half-edges at vertices, this action would be harder to see.

In summary, we have:

Theorem 15. The string-net space construction is a monoidal functor

ZSN : Surfaces→ Vect

where Surfaces is the category whose objects are closed oriented surfaces, whose
morphisms are orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms, and where the tensor
product is disjoint union.
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2.5 Cloaking

The last ingredient we need in the graphical calculus are ‘Kirby loops’.

Definition 16 (Kirby loops). Let an unlabelled orange edge in a C-labelled
graph G be shorthand for the string-net defined as a sum of copies of G, where
the unlabelled edge has been labelled by the simple objects Xi, each graph
weighted by the dimension di of Xi:

Wg f gvfwm
fog at.in fwiuw

run w yay

g

rÉ f g
iun W e

Un W vf fun v4 wit

Y Y Y t
xp xpt xp

sun our

ore
ra

ta

I xp tea
YA

1 t
df

:=
∑
i

di

Wg f gvfwm
at.in fwivw

Lun wi yay

y
g

i s Wg

bn É b

ft fr afInhw T W

Y Y Y Y Y Yt
xp by

bis
g f

sun on
xp

1

iffy

4 un 65 fat xp
é
YA

4 a ti

Remark 17. Note that this is well-defined (without specifying an orientation
on the orange strand) since di = di∗ .

Lemma 18 (Cloaking Lemma). [15, Corollary 3.5]) In the string-net space,
the following relation holds in any annular region of the surface, for any object
V :
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X xx x
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3 The surgery presentation of Juhász

In this section we review the surgery presentation of Bordor
23 due to Juhász [14,

Definition 1.4].

Remark 19. In [14], Juhász actually gives two methods of defining a 3-dimensional
TQFT — either by assigning linear maps to the surgery presentation from [14,
Definition 1.4] which satisfy the relations, or else by constructing a J-algebra.
In this paper, we are concerned with the former approach.

3.1 Morse theory approach to TQFT

It has been recognized from the beginning that Morse theory is a useful approach
to TQFT [17, 25] . A Morse function f : M → [0, 1] breaks up a cobordism
M : Σ1 → Σ2 into time slices Σt = f−1(t), and so assigning a linear map to the
cobordism boils down to analysing the different kinds of topology change which
can occur to Σt when t passes through a critical value, and assigning a linear
map to each of them. If n is the dimension of the time slice Σt (so that the
TQFT is (n+ 1)-dimensional), then Morse theory tells us (for an overview, see
[]) that if there is a single critical point between t1 and t2, then Σt1 will differ
from Σt2 by surgery on a k-sphere, for k = −1, . . . , n (for k = −1 this is defined

12



7
O
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→

7
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Cis

7
O
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Cis→

7
O

i É

Cis
Figure 2: Surgery on a surface along a framed 0-sphere and a framed 1-sphere
respectively. The attaching spheres of the surgeries are shown in red, while the
belt spheres are shown in blue.

as birth of an n-dimensional sphere). On the other hand, if there is no critical
point between t1 and t2, then Σt1 differs from Σt2 by a diffeomorphism.

Carrying out this programme precisely enough to obtain a presentation for
the bordism category Bordor

n,n+1 is not trivial, since one must keep careful track
of the attaching spheres for the surgeries. This was done by Juhász for all
dimensions n in [14], although in this paper, we are only concerned with the
case n = 2.

3.2 Surgery along framed spheres

We set S−1 = φ. Let Σ be an oriented 2-dimensional smooth surface. Topo-
logically, surgery on an embedded k-sphere in Σ removes a thickened k-sphere
from Σ and glues back in a thickened S1−k-sphere. An elegant way to perform
this surgery in a smooth way was given by Milnor.

Definition 20. [19, Defn 3.11] Let Σ be an oriented surface. For k ∈ {0, 1, 2},
a framed k-sphere in Σ is an orientation-reversing embedding

S : Sk ×OD2−k ↪→ Σ

where ODp is the open unit disk of dimension p. Then Σ surgered along S is
the quotient smooth manifold

Σ(S) :=
(
Σ \ S(Sk × 0)

)
t (ODk+1 × S1−k)

obtained by identifying S(u, θv) with (θu, v) for all u ∈ Sk, v ∈ S1−k, 0 < θ < 1.
The attaching sphere of the surgery S is

aS := S(Sk × 0) ⊂ Σ

and its belt sphere is
bS := 0× S1−k ⊂ Σ(S).

See Figure 2.
Note that away from the attaching and belt spheres we have a canonical

diffeomorphism,
φS : S \ aS → Σ(S) \ bS .

13



For a surgery S on a 0- or a 1-sphere, we define its conjugate S by:

S(x1, y1, y2) = S(−x1,−y1, y2) (0-sphere)

S(x1, x2, y1) = S(−x1, x2,−y1) (1-sphere)

If S is a framed k-sphere in Σ, then one can canonically construct a smooth
cobordism M : Σ → Σ(S) (we adopt Milnor’s construction from [19, Theorem
3.12]) called the trace of S. This cobordism MS carries a canonical Morse
function and gradient-like vector field, whose associated surgery sphere is S.

3.3 The presentation

We can now write down Juhász’ surgery presentation [14, Definition 1.4] for
Bordor

23.

Remark 21. In fact, Juhász gave a presentation for Bordor
n, n+1 for general n,

but we only need the case n = 2, which allows us to make some simplifications.
In particular the critical-point cancellation diffeomorphism ϕ in relation R5 is
much easier to express. On the other hand, we do add some details not present
in [14], such as being more precise in the notation for disjoint surgery spheres
(R4).

Definition 22. Let G be the directed graph where a vertex is an oriented
smooth manifold Σ, and the edges are given by:

• Σ
eφ−→ Σ′, where φ : Σ→ Σ′ is an orientation-preserving diffemorphism,

• Σ
eS−→ S(Σ), where S is a framed sphere in Σ.

Definition 23. We define the following set R of relations in the free category
F(G):

R1. (Isotopic diffeomorphisms) If φ is isotopic to φ′ then eφ ∼ eφ′ .

R2. (Composition of diffeomorphisms) eφ′◦φ ∼ eφ′ ◦ eφ for composable diffeo-
morphisms φ′ and φ.

R3. (Surgery-diffeomorphism naturality) If φ : Σ → Σ′ is an orientation pre-
serving diffeomorphism and S ⊂ Σ is a framed sphere, let S′ = φ ◦ S
and let φS : Σ(S) → Σ′(S′) be the induced diffeomorphism. Then the
following commutative diagram is a relation:

Σ Σ(S)

Σ′ Σ′(S′)

eS

eφ eφS

eS′

R4. (Disjoint surgeries commute) If S and T are disjoint framed spheres in Σ,
let S′ = φT ◦ S and T ′ = φS ◦ T , and let

φ : Σ(S)(T ′)→ Σ(T )(S′)

14
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Figure 3: Critical point cancellation for surgery on a 0-sphere followed by
surgery on a 1-sphere. The belt sphere aS is shown in red while the attach-
ing sphere aS′ is shown in blue.

be the canonical diffeomorphism. Then the following commutative dia-
gram is a relation:

Σ Σ(T )

Σ(S) Σ(S)(T ′) Σ(T )(S′)

eT

eS′eS

eT ′ eφ

R5. (Critical point cancellation) If S is a framed k-sphere in Σ and S′ is a
framed (k+ 1)-sphere in Σ(S) such that the belt sphere bS of S intersects
the attaching sphere aS′ of S′ once (this can only happen for k = −1
or k = 0), then there exists a unique (up to isotopy) diffeomorphism
ϕ : Σ → Σ(S)(S′) which is the identity on Σ ∩ Σ(S)(S′). Then we have
the following relation (see Figure 3):

Σ Σ(S)

Σ(S)(S′)

eS

eS′eϕ

R6. (Conjugation invariance) For surgeries S on 0- and 1-spheres, eS ∼ eS .

Having defined the relations, we obtain the quotient category F(G)/R. It
has a natural symmetric monoidal structure when equipped with the disjoint
union operation.

Theorem 24. [14, Theorem 1.7] The graph morphism

c : G → Bordor
23

which is the identity on objects, which sends a diffeomorphism edge eφ to its
corresponding mapping cylinder cobordism Mφ, and which sends a surgery edge

15



eS to is associated trace cobordism MS, descends to a functor

c : F (G)/R → Bordor
23

which is an equivalence of symmetric monoidal categories.

4 String-nets as a TQFT

In this section we upgrade the string-net functor

ZSN : Surfaces→ Vect

from Section 2 into a full 3-dimensional TQFT

ZSN : Bordor
23 → Vect

by defining linear maps associated to Juhász’ surgery moves.

4.1 The cutting move

First we will need to define the cutting move.

Definition 25. (Cutting move) Let G be a C-labelled graph in Σ. Suppose
that in some embedded disk D ⊂ Σ,

G ∩D =

7
O

i É

Git

Y o I É
I

es l Vo Um

et Vio out I

. (9)

Then cutting the strands inside D means replacing G in D as follows,

7
O

i É

Git

Y o I É
I

es l Vo Um

et Vio out I

7→

7
O

Gie

6

now IÉ :=
∑
α

7
O

Gie

6

now IÉ ,

where eα is a basis for Hom(1, V1 ⊗ Vm) and eα ∈ Hom(1, V ∗m ⊗ · · · ⊗ V ∗1 ) is its
dual basis, according to the pairing (3).

Lemma 26. (Invariance of cutting) Suppose that

7
O

i É

Git

Y o I É
I

es l Vo Um

et Vio out I

∼

7
0

i

Git

6

in I

µ
t
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in the sense that their evaluations are equal. Then

7
0

i

Git

6

in I

µ
t

∼

7
0

i

Git

6

in I

µ
t

.

Proof. This follows from semisimplicity, by inserting the resolution of the iden-
tity on each strand as in Lemma 8.

4.2 The string-net TQFT

We can now define the string-net TQFT.

Definition 27. We define linear maps ZSN(e) associated to the generating edges
e of Juhász’ surgery presentation G by modifying the string-nets as follows:

• (Diffeomorphism) If φ : Σ → Σ′ is an orientation-preserving diffeomor-
phism, define ZSN(eφ) : ZSN(Σ) → ZSN(Σ′) by pushing forward string-
nets along φ.

• (Surgery on a -1-sphere) If S is birth of a 2-sphere, then define ZSN(eS)
simply by putting the empty string-net on the newly created S2, and
multiply by 1

D2 . In pictures:

O7→ 1

D2 O
• (Surgery on a 0-sphere) If S is surgery on a framed 0-sphere, define
ZSN(eS) by first isotoping any strands in the string-net away from the
two surgery disks, then perform the surgery, and then insert a Kirby loop
into the string-net around the belt-sphere bS of S:

O

7→

O

• (Surgery on a 1-sphere) Suppose S : S1×OD1 ↪→ Σ is a framed 1-sphere in
Σ. Let Bδ be the complement of a small δ-neighborhood of p = (1, 0) ∈ S1,
and let Cε be the complement of a small ε-neighborhood of 0 ∈ OD1. By
choosing δ and ε small enough, we can ensure that the pullback along S of
the portion of the string-net inside the image of the disk D = B×C (which
lives in a small neighborhood of the attaching sphere aS of S) consists of

17



m parallel strands as in (25). Then define ZSN(eS) by cutting the strands
inside D, and performing the surgery. In pictures:

O

0 i ii 7→

O

0 i ii
• (Surgery on a 2-sphere) If S is death of a 2-sphere inside Σ, then define
ZSN(eS) simply by evaluating the string-net on the 2-sphere to get a num-
ber (see Example 13), then removing the copy of S2 and multiplying the
remaining string-net on Σ \ S2 by this number. In pictures,

O

Oii Éi
7→ λ

O

Oii Éi

where λ is the evaluation of the string-net on the copy of S2.

Lemma 28. The above assignments are well-defined, i.e. they do only depend
on the string-net equivalence class of the C-labelled graphs used to compute them.

Proof. The two assignments we need to check are surgery on a 0- and 1−sphere
respectively.

For surgery on a 0-sphere, we need to ensure that the initial preparatory
step of isotoping the strands away from the two surgery disks does not lead
to different final results after the surgery. Happily, this is ensured by cloaking
(Lemma 18).

Now consider surgery on a framed 1-sphere S. Let G be a C-labelled graph G
in Σ. We need to check that cutting G along the attaching-sphere aS of S in the
manner outlined in Definition 27 does not depend on any possible modification
to G made by applying a local relation in a disk D.

If D does not intersect aS , then this is clear, since the same modification
can be made before or after the cutting.

If D intersects aS , then this follows from Lemma 26.

We can now prove our main theorem.

Theorem 1. Given a spherical fusion category C, the assignments Σ 7→ ZSN(Σ)
and e 7→ ZSN(e) listed in Definition 27 satisfy Juhász’ relations R and hence
define a string-net TQFT ZSN.

Proof. (R1 to R4) These are clearly satisfied.

18



R5 (case k = 0). Application of ZSN(eS) and then ZSN(eS′) clearly leaves
the string-net unchanged, since the Kirby loop lives in a disk and evaluates to
D2. In pictures:

iii iii ios
i

ZSN(eS)7−−−−−→ 1

D2

iii iii ios
i

ZSN(eS′ )7−−−−−−→ 1

D2

iii iii ios
i

=

iii iii ios
i

The final string-net is precisely ZSN(eϕ) applied to the initial string-net, as it
should be.

R5 (case k = 1). Let c = φ−1S (aS′) be the pull-back to Σ of the relevant
segment of the attaching circle aS′ ⊂ Σ(S) along the diffeomorphism φS : Σ \
aS → Σ′ \ bS . Then c is a curve in Σ connecting the two points of the attaching
0-sphere aS :

iii
iii i.e

i

Q
q as s

y

asks

To check that the diagram commutes when we apply ZSN to the edges, we first
use Lemma 28 to isotope the string-net in Σ so that it does not intersect c.
Then when we apply the cutting move ZSN(eS′) we only have to cut the Kirby
loop, which is living on the belt-sphere bS . But the cutting move applied to the
Kirby loop simply removes it, thus showing that the diagram commutes.

R6 (case k = 0). When we swap S : S0 × D2 ↪→ Σ for its conjugate S :

S0 ×D2 ↪→ Σ, the net effect is that the edges in the Kirby loop in ZSN(Σ(S))
will have the opposite orientation to the edges in the Kirby loop in ZSN(Σ(S)).
But this represents the same string net, since di = di∗ by sphericality (see
Remark 17).

R6 (case k = 1). Given a framed 1-sphere S : S1 × D1 ↪→ Σ, consider the
construction in Definition 27 of ZSN(eS) carefully. We are instructed to pull
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back the string-net inside the image of D to the plane, and then cut it,

7
O

i É

Git

Y o I É
I

es l Vo Um

et Vio out I

7→
∑
α

7
O

Gie

6

now IÉ , (10)

and then sew it back in. Here eα is a basis for Hom(1, V1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Vm and eα is
the dual basis for Hom(1, V ∗m ⊗ · · · ⊗ V ∗1 ) according to the pairing (3).

On the other hand, when we compute ZSN(eS), we must effectively rotate
the LHS of (10) by 180 degrees, then cut it,

7
0

i

Git

Q
6

Iv v o Wm x x9Th
after

Iii

A

7→
∑
α

7
0

i

Git

Q
6

Iv v o Wm x x9Th
after

Iii

A

, (11)

and then rotate it back by 180 degrees and sew it back in. Here fα is a basis
for Hom(1, V ∗m ⊗ · · · ⊗ V ∗1 ), and fα is the dual basis for Hom(1, V1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Vm),
also according to the pairing (3). In other words, we need to check whether

∑
α

7
O

Gie

6

now IÉ =
∑
α

7
0

i Git

es es

6

i

t
i

mP

6

.

But this can be proved by setting fα := eα, for then the symmetry property
(6) of the pairing (which was a consequence of pivotality) guarantees that fα =
eα.

We also have the following.

Theorem 2. Given a spherical fusion category C, the string-net TQFT ZSN

based on C is naturally isomorphic to the Turaev-Viro TQFT ZTV based on C.

Proof. This follows from the fact that, if we choose decompositions of each
surface Σ into pants, copants, cup and cap building blocks, and restrict Juhász’
infinite list of surgery generating moves for Bordor

23 listed in Definition 22 to the
finite (but sufficient) list given in the presentation of Bordor

123 from [8] compatible
with the chosen decompositions, then our assignments e 7→ ZSN(e) precisely
match those of Goosen [13, Theorem 71] at the 23-level. These assignments
were shown in [13, Theorem 101] to give a 123 string-net TQFT Z123

SN which
is equivalent to the 123 Turaev-Viro TQFT Z123

TV . Restricting to the 23 sector
gives the result.
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Mathématique de l’Institut des Hautes Études Scientifiques, 68:175–186,
1989.

[5] Benjamin Balsam. Turaev-Viro theory as an extended TQFT. PhD thesis,
State University of New York at Stony Brook, 2012.

[6] John W. Barrett and Bruce W. Westbury. Spherical categories. Advances
in Mathematics, 143(2):357–375, 1999.

[7] Bruce Bartlett. Fusion categories via string diagrams. Communica-
tions in Contemporary Mathematics, 18(05):1550080, 2016. available as
arXiv:1502.02882.

[8] Bruce Bartlett, Christopher L. Douglas, Christopher Schommer-Pries, and
Jamie Vicary. Modular categories as representations of the 3-dimensional
bordism 2-category. 2015. arXiv:1509.06811.

[9] Bruce Bartlett and Gerrit Goosen. Extended TQFTs via generators and
relations I: The extended toric code. Communications in Contemporary
Mathematics, 23(06):2050054, 2021.

[10] Francesco Costantino, Nathan Geer, Bertrand Patureau-Mirand, and
Vladimir Turaev. Kuperberg and Turaev–Viro invariants in unimodular
categories. Pacific Journal of Mathematics, 306(2):421–450, 2020.

[11] Michael H Freedman, Kevin Walker, and Zhenghan Wang. Quantum su
(2) faithfully detects mapping class groups modulo center. Geometry &
Topology, 6(2):523–539, 2002.

[12] Louis Funar. On the TQFT representations of the mapping class groups.
Pacific journal of mathematics, 188(2):251–274, 1999.

[13] Gerrit Goosen. Oriented 123-TQFTs via string-nets and state-sums. PhD
thesis, Stellenbosch University, 2018.

[14] András Juhász. Defining and classifying tqfts via surgery. Quantum Topol-
ogy, 9(2):229–321, 2018.

[15] Alexander Kirillov Jr. String-net model of Turaev-Tiro invariants. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1106.6033, 2011.

21

https://arxiv.org/abs/1502.02882
http://arxiv.org/abs/1509.06811


[16] Alexei Kitaev. Anyons in an exactly solved model and beyond. Annals of
Physics, 321:2–111, 2006.

[17] Maxim Kontsevich. Rational conformal field theory and invariants of 3-
dimensional manifolds. preprint CPT-88, 116:2189, 1988.

[18] Michael A Levin and Xiao-Gang Wen. String-net condensation: A physical
mechanism for topological phases. Physical Review B, 71(4):045110, 2005.

[19] John Milnor. Lectures on the h-cobordism theorem. Princeton University
Press, 1965.

[20] Ingo Runkel. String-net models for nonspherical pivotal fusion categories.
Journal of Knot Theory and Its Ramifications, 29(06):2050035, 2020.

[21] Graeme Segal. Topology, Geometry and Quantum Field Theory, chapter
The Definition of Conformal Field Theory, pages 432–575. Number 308 in
London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series. Cambridge University
Press, 2004.

[22] Peter Selinger. A survey of graphical languages for monoidal categories. In
New structures for physics, pages 289–355. Springer, 2010.

[23] Vladimir Turaev. Quantum Invariants of Knots and 3-Manifolds, vol-
ume 18 of de Gruyter Studies in Mathematics. Walter de Gruyter, Berlin,
1994.

[24] Vladimir G Turaev and Oleg Ya Viro. State sum invariants of 3-manifolds
and quantum 6j-symbols. Topology, 31(4):865–902, 1992.

[25] Kevin Walker. On Witten’s 3-manifold invariants. 1991.
http://canyon23.net/math/1991TQFTNotes.pdf.

22

http://canyon23.net/math/1991TQFTNotes.pdf

	1 Introduction
	2 String-nets
	2.1 Graphical calculus for spherical fusion categories
	2.2 C-labelled graphs
	2.3 Evaluation in a disk
	2.4 The string-net space
	2.5 Cloaking

	3 The surgery presentation of Juhász
	3.1 Morse theory approach to TQFT
	3.2 Surgery along framed spheres
	3.3 The presentation

	4 String-nets as a TQFT
	4.1 The cutting move
	4.2 The string-net TQFT


