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A bstract

Crane and Frenkelproposed a state sum invariant for triangulated 4-m anifolds.

They de�ned and used new algebraic structures called Hopfcategories for their con-

struction. Crane and Yetter studied Hopfcategories and gave som e exam ples using

group cocyclesthatareassociated to the Drinfeld doubleofa �nite group.

In this paper we de�ne a state sum invariant of triangulated 4-m anifolds using

Crane-YettercocyclesasBoltzm ann weights.O urinvariantgeneralizesthe3-dim ensional

invariantsde�ned by Dijkgraafand W itten and theinvariantsthatarede�ned viaHopf

algebras. W e presentdiagram m atic m ethodsforthe study ofsuch invariants thatil-

lustrate connectionsbetween Hopfcategoriesand m ovesto triangulations.
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1 Introduction

W itten’s form ulation [45]ofan intrinsic de� nition ofthe Jones polynom ial[22]based on
physicalm odels lead to the m ore rigorous m athem aticalde� nitions via representations of
quantum groupsthatweregiven by Reshetikhin,Turaev,and Viro[40],[43].Thesequantum
invariantsarespeculated to generalize to higherdim ensions. Such putative invariantshave
theiroriginsin a theory ofquantum gravity [4]and highercategories[5].In relation to the
currentwork,thefollowing progresshasbeen m ade.

Quantum spin networksweregeneralized by Crane-Yetter[16]to give4-m anifold invari-
ants that were based on Ooguri’s proposal[36]. The invariants can be used to com pute
thesignatureasshown in [41,14,15].Birm ingham -Rakowski[8]generalized theDijkgraaf-
W itten [18]invariantof3-m anifolds,de� ned bygroup 3-cocycles,totriangulated 4-m anifolds
using pairs ofcocycles. Crane and Frenkel[13]constructed Hopfcategories to de� ne 4-
m anifold invariants,and they gave exam plesusing canonicalbasesofquantum groups. In
[17]Craneand Yetterused cocyclesto constructHopfcategories.

In this paper we provide direct relations between the cocycle conditions of [17]and
Pachner m oves of4-m anifolds,thus constructing a generalization ofthe Dijkgraaf-W itten
invariants to dim ension 4. The relations are established diagram m atically,providing con-
nections between Hopfcategoricalstructures and triangulationsvia dualgraphsand their
m ovies.

The currentpaperisself-contained,butthe readerm ightenjoy ourintroduction to the
subject given in [10],where m any ofour ideas and m otivations are introduced in a m ore
leisurely fashion.Forthediagram m aticfoundation oftheinvariantsin dim ension 3 see[25],
[26],and [24]. For the algebraic approach see [9]. Finally,there is a relation to higher
dim ensionalknottheory asfound in [11].

Let us continue our m otivationalrem arks. In 3 dim ensions,planar diagram s played a
key role in the de� nitionsofboth knotinvariantsand m anifold invariants. Such diagram s
areconvenientsincethey help onegrasp thecategoricaland algebraicstructuresneeded for
de� ning invariants.Oneofthedi� cultiesin generalizing todim ension 4orhigheristhelack
ofsuch visualizationsand diagram m aticm achinery.Thepurposeofthispaperisto provide
basic diagram m atic toolsto study 4-m anifold triangulations,and to use such form ulations
to de� neinvariants.

In particular,we form ulate the Crane-Frenkelapproach in term s ofcocycles as initial
data and prove the invariance underPachnerm ovesin a diagram m atic way. W e introduce
spin networksforthe study ofsuch invariants. W e hope thatthe presentwork servesasa
basictoolin exploring thepossibilitiesin higherdim ensions.

There is a close relationship bewteen certain physicalm odels in statisticalm echanics
and quantum � eld theory and the form ulation of\quantum " invariantsofknots,linksand
three-m anifolds.W ehopethatthisrelationship continuesintodim ension four.In particular,
onecan hopethata fourdim ensionaltoplogical� eld theory (such aswe study here)would
be related to the calculation ofam plitudes in quantum gravity. The naive reason forthis
hopeisquitesim ple:An am plitudeforquantum gravity m ustsum overthepossiblem etrics
on the four-dim ensionalspacetim e. Averaging over m etrics should in priniciple produce
basicnum bersthatarem etric-independent.In otherwordsa valid processofaveraging over
m etricsshould producetopologicalinvariantsoftheunderlying four-space.Ofcourseon the
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physicalsideitwillbeneccessary to extricatethetopologicalpartfrom thecom plexitiesof
the m odel. On the pure m athem aticalside itwillbe neccessary to see the relevance ofthe
m athem atics. Nevertheless this hope for an application to quantum gravity is one ofthe
forcesthatdrivesourproject.

Theorganization ofthepaperisasfollows.In Section 2,wereview statesum invariants
fortriangulated m anifoldsin dim ensions2 and 3.W eem phasizediagram m aticrelationsbe-
tween triangulationsand algebraicstructures.Attheend ofthesection,wesum m arize the
idea ofcategori� cation in relation to the construction ofhigherdim ensionalinvariants. In
Section 3 wepresentdiagram sofPachnerm ovesin dim ension 4.W ealso introducesingular
m oves in dim ension 4,and prove that singular m oves together with 3-dim ensionalPach-
ner m oves im ply 4-dim ensionalPachner m oves. These Lem m as willbe used to prove the
well-de� nednessofourinvariants.In Section 4 wegivegeneralization ofspin networkstodi-
m ension 4.Triangulationsarerepresented by m oviesofgraphs,and thesegraph m ovieswill
beused togiveadirectrelation between Hopfcategory structuresand triangulations.Cocy-
cleconditionsde� ned by[17]willbereviewed in Section 5.Sym m etry ofcocyclesarede� ned.
In Section 6 the state sum invariantswillbe de� ned,and willbe proved to be well-de� ned
in Section 7. Our proofs are diagram m atic. They provide the basic m achinery necessary
to de� ne other invariants de� ned via Hopfcategories. The axiom s ofHopfcategories are
related to m oves on triangulations of4-m anifolds in a m anner sim ilar to the relationship
between Hopfalgebrasand m oveson 3-m anifolds. Section 8 reviewsthe de� nition ofHopf
category and m aketheconnection with therestofthepaper.

2 Q uantum 2-and 3-m anifold invariants

In thissection,we review topologicallattice � eld theoriesin dim ension 3 and explain how
they are generalized from those in dim ension 2. First we review dim ension 2 following
[21,12]wheresem i-sim plealgebrasareused.An alternativeapproach isgiven by Lawrence
in [33]in which the algebra isassum ed to be Frobinius. Nextthe Turaev-Viro [43]theory
isreviewed following [9]and [26].Invariantsof3-m anifoldsderived from Hopfalgebrasare
presented following[12].Alternativeapproachesarefound in Kuperburg[30]and Kau� m an-
Radford[27].Som eofthesum m aryappearedin [10].W esum m arizeW akui’sde� ntion [44]of
theDijkgra� -W itteninvariants[18],buthereweshow invarianceusingthePachnerTheorem .
Thissection closeswith a conceptualschem e forgeneralizing to dim ension 4.

2.1 Topologicallattice �eld theories in dim ension 2. LetA denote a � nitedim en-
sionalassociative algebra over the com plex num bers C . Let f�iji = 1;� � � ;ng denote an
ordered basisforA,and forx;y;z2 f1;:::;ng,letC z

xy denotethe structure constantofthe
algebra A.Thusthem ultiplication between basiselem entsisgiven by theform ula:

�x � �y =
X

z

C
z
xy�z:

Apply theassociativity law,(ab)c= a(bc),to thebasiselem entsasfollows:

(�a�b)�c = (
X

j

C
j

ab�j)�c =
X

j;d

C
j

abC
d
jc�d
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�a(�b�c) = �a(
X

i

C
i
bc�i)=

X

i;d

C
d
aiC

i
bc�d:

In thisway,weobtain theequation
X

j

C
j

abC
d
jc =

X

i

C
d
aiC

i
bc

whosegeom etricalinterpretation willbepresented shortly.
Forx;y 2 f1;2;:::;n(= dim A)g,de� ne

gxy =
X

u;v

C
v
uxC

u
vy:

Then this is invertible precisely when the algebra A is sem i-sim ple [21],and the m atrix
inverse gxy ofgxy de� nes a bilinear form on the algebra A. The geom etric interpretation
ofthis bilinear form and that ofthe associativity identity willallow us to de� ne from a
sem i-sim ple associativealgebra,an invariantof2-dim ensionalm anifolds.

W efollow thede� nition given in [21].LetT bea triangulation ofa closed 2-dim ensional
m anifold F.LetN = f1;2;� � � ;ng.Thisiscalled thesetofspins.LetET = f(e;f)je� fg

bethesetofallthepairsofedges,e,and faces,f,such thateisan edgeoff.ThesetET is
a partial ag.A labelingisa m ap L :ET ! N .Thusa labeling isan assignm entofspinsto
alltheedgeswith respecttofaces.Given a labeling,weassign weightingsto facesand edges
asfollows: Suppose thatwe are given functionsC and g,C :N 3 ! C ,C(x;y;z)= Cxyz,
and g :N 2 ! C ,g(x;y)= gxy. Ifa face has three edges labeled with spins x;y;z,then
assign the com plex num berCxyz to the face. Itisassum ed thatthe function C posessesa
cyclic sym m etry;so Cxyz = Cyzx = Czxy. Ifan edge isshared by two faces,and the edge
with respecttothesefacesreceivesspinsx and y,then assign thecom plex num bergxy tothe
edge. Then de� ne a partition function 	 (T)by

P

L

Q
Cxyzg

uv where the sum istaken over
allthe labelingsand the productistaken overallthe elem entsofET . ValuesofCxyz and
guv are given in term softhe structure constantsforthe algebra and the bilinearform guv

in the fourth paragraph forward. First,we discuss topologicalaspectsthatm otivate their
de� nition.

In orderforthepartition function to betopologically invariant,itcannotdepend on the
choiceoftriangulation.Therearetwostepsin constructingsuch an invariantquantity.First,
we work topologically.There isa setoflocalm ovesto triangulationsthatsu� cesto relate
any two triangulationsofa given m anifold. These m oves were discovered by Pachner [37]
in thegeneralcaseofn-m anifolds,and they generalizea classicaltheorem ofAlexander[2].
Therefore forthe partition function to be independent ofthe choice oftriangulation,itis
su� cientto provethattheweighting assigned to trianglesand edgessatis� esequationsthat
correspond to theselocalm oves.Thesecond step,therefore,isalgebraic.W eseek functions
C and g thatsatisfy these equations. W e willindicate thatthe structure constants ofan
associative algebra can be used forthe function C and thatthe bilinearform on A can be
used to de� nethefunction g,asthenotation suggests.

Letusconsiderthetopologicalaspects.ThePachnerm ovesin dim ension 2 aredepicted
in Figure1.The m ove on theleftofFigure1 iscalled the (2 *) 2)-m ove;thaton the right
iscalled the (1 *) 3)-m ove. The nam esofthe m ovesindicate the num beroftrianglesthat
areinvolved.
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Figure1:2D Pachnerm oves

a (ab)c

c

a(bc)

ab

b

a

b c

bc

Figure2:Associativity and a 2-dim ensionalPachnerm ove

W e now intepret associativity and the bilinear form in a sem i-sim ple algebra over C
in term s ofthe Pachner m oves. Speci� cally,the (2*) 2)-Pachner m oves is related to the
associativity law (ab)c= a(bc). The relationship isdepicted in Figure 2. The dualgraphs,
indicated in theFigureby dotted segm ents,aresom etim esusefulforvisualizingtherelations
between triangulationsand thealgebraicstructure.Thediagram given in Figure3illustrates
the geom etricalinterpretation ofthe bilinear form gxy =

P

u;vC
v
xuC

u
yv:In the � gure,two

trianglesshare two edgesin the leftpicture,representing the localweighting
P

u;vC
v
xuC

u
yv,

and therightrepresentsasingleedgecorrespondingtogxy.Finally,thisrelationship together
with the associativity identity can be used to show thatthe partition function isinvariant
underthe(1*) 3)-Pachnerm ove.Theessence oftheproofisindicated in Figure4.

Having illustrated thealgebra axiom sdiagram m atically,weturn to show how thestruc-
tureconstantsand thebilinearform ofassociative sem i-sim ple algebrassolvetheequations
corresponding to thePachnerm oves.Given,structuralconstantsC z

xy and a non-degenerate
bilinearform guz with inverse guz,de� ne Cxyu by the equation (using Einstein sum m ation
convention ofsum m ing overrepeated indices),

Cxyu � guzC
z
xy:

Figure3:Thesem i-sim plicity axiom and degeneratetriangulations
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Figure4:Sem i-sim plicity,associativity,and the(3,1)-m ove

Then since
X

j

C
j

abC
d
jc =

X

i

C
d
aiC

i
bc

thepartition function de� ned in thisway isinvariantunderthe(2*) 2)-m ove.Furtherm ore,
wehave(again,undersum m ation convention)

C
a
deC

j

abC
d
jc = C

a
deC

d
aiC

i
bc = gieC

i
bc = Cebc;

and so the partition function is invariant under the (1 *) 3)-m ove. In this way,a sem i-
sim ple � nitedim ensionalalgebra de� nesan invariantofsurfaces.On theotherhand,given
a partition function onecan de� nea sem i-sim plealgebra with thesestructureconstantsand
thatbilinearform .In [21],thisisstated asTheorem 3:
The set of allTLFTs is in one-to-one correspondence with the set of�nite dim ensional

sem i-sim ple associative algebras.

Observe that the (1 *) 3)-m ove follows from the (2 *) 2)-m ove and a non-degeneracy
condition.In thesequel,wewillseesim ilarphenonem a in dim ensions3 and 4.

In general,the idea ofde� ning a partition function to produce a m anifold invariantis
(1) to assign spins to sim plices ofa triangulation,and (2) to � nd weightings that satisfy
equations corresponding to Pachner m oves. This approach,ofcourse,depends on � nding
such solutions to (often extrem ely overdeterm ined) equations. Such solutions com e from
certain algebraic structures. Thus one hopes to extract appropriate algebraic structures
from the Pachnerm ovesin each dim ension. Thisisthe m otivating philosophy ofquantum
topology.

In thefollowingsectionswereview such invariantsindim ension 3in m oredetailtoexplain
such relationsbetween triangulationsand algebras.

2.2 Pachner m oves in dim ension 3. In thissection wereview thePachnerm oves[37]
oftriangulationsofm anifoldsin dim ension 3. The Pachnerm ovesin n-dim ensionsform a
setofm oveson triangulationssuch thatany two di� erenttriangulationsofa m anifold can
berelated by asequenceofm ovesfrom thisset.Thus,twotriangulationsrepresentthesam e
m anifold ifand only ifoneisobtained from theotherby a � nitesequenceofsuch m oves.In
Figure 5 the 3-dim ensionalPachnerm ovesare depicted,these are called the (2 *) 3)-m ove
and the(1*) 4)-m ove.

Notice thatthe 2-dim ensionalPachnerm ovesrelate the facesofa tetrahedron. Speci� -
cally,the(2*) 2)-m oveconsistsoftwopairsoftrianglesandtheytogetherform atetrahedron
(Figure 6).M eanwhile,the (1 *) 3)-m ove relatesthree triangularfacesofa tetrahedron to
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( 2       3 )-move

( 1       4)-move

Figure5:3-dim ensionalPachnerm oves

Bottom two faces

2D Pachner move

Top two faces

Figure6:M ovieofa tetrahedron and a 2-dim ensionalPachnerm ove
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Figure7:Thepentagon,trees,and a 3-dim ensionalPachnerm ove
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therem aining face.Thethreetrianglesform thecentralprojection ofa tetrahedron.Anal-
ogousfactsaretrueforthe3-dim ensionalPachnerm ovesaswell;letusexplain.Onesideof
each m oveisaunion of3-facesoftheboundary ofa4-sim plex and theothersideofthem ove
istherestofthe3-faces,and they togetherform theboundary ofa 4-sim plex.Forexam ple,
the(1 *) 4)-m ove indicatestwo 3-ballson theboundary ofa 4-sim plex asthey appearin a
centralprojection ofthesim plex.

In Figure6,therelation between facesofatetrahedron and theirdualgraphsisdepicted.
The m iddle picture showspairsoffrontand back facesofa tetrahedron on the centerleft.
Note that these pairs represent the (2 *) 2) Pachner m ove (as indicated by the vertical
doublearrow in them iddle).Thusthe(2*) 2)Pachnerm ovecorrespondsto a tetrahedron,
a 1-dim ensionally highersim plex. On the rightofthe � gure,the change on dualgraphsis
depicted by dotted lines. In Figure 7,a sim ilarcorrespondence isdepicted forthe (2 *) 3)
Pachner m ove. Here faces ofunions oftetrahedra are depicted from left to right,in two
di� erent ways that correspond to the Pachner m ove. These are the faces taken from the
union oftetrahedra depicted in top and bottom ofthe� gure,respectively.Thedualgraphs
are also depicted,which are the graphsused forthe Biedenharn-Elliottidentity ofthe 6j-
sym bols.Thisdirectdiagram m aticcorrespondence ispointed outin [9].

2.3 Turaev-V iro invariants. Oneway to view theTuraev-Viro invariants[43,26]isto
\categorify" the TLFT in dim ension 2.In thisprocess,the sem i-sim ple algebra isreplaced
by a sem i-sim ple m onoidalcategory | nam ely the category ofrepresentationsofUq(sl(2))
where q isa prim itive 4rth rootofunity.Firstwe review thede� nition oftheTuraev-Viro
invariants,and then explain theviewpointm entioned above.

A triangulation ofa 3-m anifold isgiven. A coloring,f,isadm issible ifwheneveredges
with colorsa;b;jbound atriangle,then thetriple(a;b;j)isaq-adm issibletriplein thesense
that

1.a+ b+ j isan integer,

2.a+ b� j, b+ j� a;and a+ j� bareall� 0

3.a+ b+ j� r� 2:

Ifedgeswith labelsa;b;c;j;k;n aretheedgesofatetrahedron such thateach of(a;n;k),
(b;c;n);(a;b;j),and (c;j;k) is a q-adm issible triple,then the tetrahedron,T,receives a

weightofTf =

"

a b n

c k j

#

q

:Ifany ofthese isnotadm issible,then the weightassociated

to a tetrahedron is,by de� nition,0.
Fora � xed coloring f oftheedgesofthetriangulation ofa 3-m anifold M ,thevalue

jM jf = � �t
Y

� f(E )

Y

Tf

is associated where t is the num ber ofvertices in the triangulation,the � rst product is
taken overallthe edgesin the triangulation,the second productisoverallthe tetrahedra,
the factor� is a norm alization factor (= const.) and � f(E ) is a certain quantum integer
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associated to thecoloroftheedgeE .To obtain an invariantofthem anifold oneform sthe
sum

jM j=
X

f

jM jf

wherethesum istaken overallcolorings.Furtherdetailscan befound in [43,26]or[9].
Severalpointsshould be m ade here. First,the sum is� nite because the setofpossible

colorsis� nite. Second,the quantity jM jisa topologicalinvariantbecause the 6j-sym bols
satisfy the Beidenharn-Elliott identity and an orthogonality condition. The orthogonality
is a sortofnon-degeneracy condition on the 6j-sym bol. In [26,9]it isshown how to use
orthogonality and Beidenharn-Elliott (together with an identity am ong certain quantum
integers)to show invariance underthe(1*) 4)m ove.Third,the6j-sym bolisa m easureof
non-associativity aswenow explain.

The situation at hand can be seen as a categori� cation. In 2-dim ensions associativity
(ab)c = a(bc)played a key role. In 3-dim ensionsthe 6j-sym bolsare de� ned by com paring
two di� erentbracketting (Va 
 V b)
 V c and V a 
 (V b
 V c)ofrepresentationsV a,V b,and
V c.Herethealgebra elem entsbecam evectorspacesaswewentup dim ensionsby one,and
the sym bolm easuring the di� erence in associativity satis� es the next order associativity,
corresponding to thePachnerm ove.

Given representations V a,V b,V c,we can form theirtriple tensorproductand look in
thisproductfora copy oftherepresentation V k.Ifthereissuch a copy,itcan beobtained
by regarding V k asa subm oduleofV a 
 V n whereV n isa subm oduleofV b
 V c,oritcan
be obtained asa subm odule ofV j 
 V c where V j isa subm odule ofV a 
 V b. From these
two considerationswe obtain two basesforthe setofUq(sl(2))m apsV k ! V a 
 V b 
 V c.
The6j-sym bolisthechangeofbasism atrix between thesetwo.

Considering such inclusionsinto fourtensorproducts,we obtain the Biedenharn-Elliott
identity.Each such inclusion isrepresented by a treediagram .Then theBiedenharn-Elliott
identity isderived from thetreediagram sdepicted in Fig.7.

2.4 Invariants de�ned from H opfalgebras.

In thissection we review invariantsde� ned by Chung-Fukum a-Shapere [12]and Kuper-
berg [30](we follow the description in [12]). W e note thatthe invariants obtained in this
section arealsovery closely related totheinvariantsde� ned and studied byHennings,Kau� -
m an,Radford and Otsuki(see[27]forexam ple).Forbackground m aterialon HopfAlgebras
see[42]or[34],forexam ple.

2.4.1 D e�nition (B ialgebras). A bialgebra over a � eld k is a quintuple (A;m ;�;� ;�)
such that

1.(A;m ;�)isan algebra where m :A 
 A ! A isthe m ultiplication and � :k ! A is
the unit.(i.e.,these are k-linearm apssuch thatm (1
 m )= m (m 
 1),m (1
 �)=
1= m (� 
 1)).

2.� :A ! A 
 A isan algebra hom om orphism (called the com ultiplication)satisfying
(id
 � )� = (� 
 id)� ,

11



A
4

A
2

A
2

mm
13 24

∆ ∆

( ab )( ab )
1 2

=

a   b a   b 
1 1 2 2

a
1

a
2

b
1

b
2

A

m

∆

a b

ba

Figure8:Therelation between m ultiplication and com ultiplication

3.� :A ! k isan algebra hom om orphism called thecounit,satisfying (� 
 id)� = id =
(id
 �)� .

2.4.2 D e�nition (H opfalgebras). An antipodeisa m ap s:A ! A such thatm � (s

1)� � = � � � = m � (1
 s)� � .

A Hopfalgebra isa bialgebra with an antipode.

Theim ageofthecom ultiplication isoften written as� (a)= a1
 a2 fora 2 A.Theim age
in factisa linearcom bination ofsuch tensors butthe coe� cients and the sum m ation are
abbreviated;thisistheso-called Sweedlernotation [42].Them ostim portantproperty from
thepresentpointofview isthe com patibility condition between them ultiplication and the
com ultiplication (i.e.,thecondition thatthecom ultiplication isan algebra hom om orphism ),
and weincludethecom m utingdiagram forthisrelation in Figure8.Thecondition iswritten
m orespeci� cally � � m = (m 
 m )� P23� (� 
 � )whereP23 denotestheperm utation ofthe
second and thethird factor:P23(x
 y
 z
 w)= (x
 z
 y
 w).In theSweedlernotation,
itisalso written as(ab)1 
 (ab)2 = a1b1 
 a2b2.

The de� nition ofinvariantsde� ned in [12]issim ilarto the2-dim ensionalcase.Given a
triangulation T ofa 3-m anifold M ,givespinsto edgeswith respectto faces(triangles).The
weightsthen areassigned to edgesand to faces.The structure constantsCxyz (resp.� xyz)
ofm ultiplication (resp. com ultiplication)are assigned asweightsto faces(resp. edges). If
an edgeisshared by m orethan threefaces,then acom position ofcom ultiplicationsareused.
Forexam ple forfourfacessharing an edge,use the structure constantfor(� 
 1)� . The
coassociativity ensuresthatthe otherchoice (1
 � )� givesthe sam e constant� v1;v2;v3;v4.
Thusthepartition function takestheform 	 (T)=

P

L

Q
Cxyz� v1;���;vn.Thisform ulaexhibits

the form ofthe partition function forthism odel,butisnottechnically com plete. The full
form ula uses the antipode in the Hopfalgebra to take care ofrelative orientations in the
labellingsofthesim plicialcom plex.See[12]forthedetails.

In [12]thewellde� nednesswasproved byusingsingulartriangulations| thesegeneralize
triangulationsby allowing certain cellsasbuilding blocks. In thiscase the m ove called the
cone m ove for a singular triangulation plays an essentialrole. This m ove is depicted in
Figure9 with a dualgraph to illustratetherelationship to thecom patibility condition.

Letusnow explain the relation ofthism ove to the com patibility condition verbally. In
the lefthand side ofFig.9 there aredistinctand paralleltriangularfacessharing theedge
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Figure9:Theconem ovein dim ension 3

(12)and (13);these triangleshave di� erentedgesconnecting the vertices2 and 3. One of
theseisshared by theface(234)whiletheotherisshared by theface(235).

Theparallelfaces(123)and (123)’arecollapsed to a singlefaceto obtain therighthand
side ofFig.9.Now there isa single facewith edges(12),(23),and (31),and theedge (23)
isshared by threefaces(123),(234),and (235).

The thick segm ents indicate partofthe dualgraph. Each segm ent is labeled by Hopf
algebra elem ents. Reading from bottom to top,one sees that the graphs represent m aps
from A 
 A to itself.Theleft-hand-sideofthe� gurerepresents

(m 
 m )� (1
 P 
 1)� (� 
 � )(a
 b)

= (m 
 m )� (1
 P 
 1)(� a
 � b)

= (m 
 m )(a1 
 b1 
 a2 
 b2)= (a1b1)
 (a2b2)

whiletheright-hand-siderepresents

� � m (a
 b)= � (ab)= (ab)1 
 (ab)2

andtheseareequalbytheconsistencyconditionbetween m ultiplication andcom ultiplication.
ThisshowsthattheHopfalgebra structuregivessolutionsto theequation corresponding to
theconem ove.

Thatthe partition function in thiscase doesnotdepend on the choice oftriangulation
isproved by showing thatthePachnerm ovesfollow from theconem oveand othersingular
m oves.Figure10 explainswhy the(2*) 3)-m ovefollowsfrom singularm oves(this� gureis
basically thesam easa Figurein [12]).

Letusexplain the� gure.The� rstpolyhedron istheright-hand-sideofthe(2*) 3)-m ove.
Therearethreeinternalfacesand threetetrahedra.Perform theconem ovealong edge(25)
thereby duplicating face(125).Internally,wehaveface(125)glued to face(235)along edge
(25)and face (125)0 glued to face (245)along edge (25)0. These faces are depicted in the
second polyhedron. By associativity these faces can be replaced by four faces parallelto
fourfaceson theboundary;(123),(135),(124),(145).Thisisthecon� guration in thethird
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polyhedron.Then therearetwo 3-cellsbounded by theseparallelfaces.Collapsethesecells
and push theinternalfacesonto theboundary (thisisdoneby singularm oves).Theresult
isthefourth polytopewhich now isa singlepolytopewithoutany internalfaces.Thisisthe
m iddlestagein thesensethatwehaveproved thattheright-hand-sideofthe(2*) 3)-m ove
isin factequivalentto thispolytope.

Now introduce a pair ofinternalfaces parallelto the faces (135)and (145) to get the
� fth polytope (the leftbottom one). Perform associativity again to change itto a pairof
faces(134)and (345)to getthesixth polytope.Perform a conem ovealong thepairoffaces
with vertices(345):Thesefacesshareedges(35)and (45);edge(34)isduplicated.) Thelast
picturewhich istheleft-hand-sideofthe(2*) 3)-m ove.

In sum m ary,weperform conem ovesand collapsesom e3-cellstotheboundary and prove
thatboth sides ofthe Pachner m ove isin factequivalent to the polyhedral3-cellwithout
internalfaces. W e give a generalization ofthisTheorem to dim ension 4 in Lem m as3.2.4,
3.2.5,and 3.2.6.

2.5 D ijkgraaf-W itten invariants. W e review the Dijkgraaf-W itten invariants for 3-
dim ensionalm anifolds. In [18]Dijkgraafand W itten gave a com binatorialde� nition for
Chern-Sim onsinvariantswith � nitegaugegroupsusing 3-cocyclesofthegroup cohom ology.
W e follow W akui’s description [44]except we use the Pachner m oves. See [44]for m ore
detailed treatm ents.

Let T be a triangulation ofan oriented closed 3-m anifold M ,with a vertices and n

tetrahedra. Give an ordering to the set ofvertices. Let G be a � nite group. Let � :
f oriented edgesg ! G bea m ap such that
(1)forany trianglewith verticesv0;v1;v2 ofT,�(hv0;v2i)= �(hv1;v2i)�(hv0;v1i),where

hvi;vjidenotestheoriented edge,and
(2)�(�e)= �(e)�1 .
Let� :G � G � G ! A,(g;h;k)7! �[gjhjk]2 A,be a 3-cocycle with a m ultiplicative

abelian group A.The3-cocyclecondition is

�[hjkjl]�[ghjkjl]�1 �[gjhkjl]�[gjhjkl]�1�[gjhjk]= 1:

Then theDijkgraaf-W itten invariantisde� ned by

ZM =
1

jGja

X

�

� n
i= 1W (�;�)�i:

Here a denotes the num ber ofthe vertices ofthe given triangulation,W (�;�) = �[gjhjk]
where �(hv0;v1i) = g,�(hv1;v2i) = h,�(hv2;v3i) = k,forthe tetrahedron � = jv0v1v2v3j

with theorderingv0 < v1 < v2 < v3,and � = �1according towhetherornottheorientation
of� with respectto thevertex ordering m atchestheorientation ofM .

Then onecheckstheinvarianceofthisstatesum underPachnerm oves,seeFigure11.

2.6 Sum m ary: G oing up dim ensions. Aswe reviewed the invariantsin dim ensions
2 and 3,there are two ways to go up the dim ension from 2 to 3. One way is to consider
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Figure11:Pachnerm ovesand the3-cocyclecondition

thealgebrasform ed by representationsofquantum groupsasin Turaev-Viro invariants.In
thiscase algebra elem entsare regarded asvectorspaces(representations)and algebrasare
replaced by such categories. This process iscalled categori� cation. The second way is to
includea com ultiplication in addition to them ultiplication ofan algebra asin Hopfalgebra
invariantsand considerbialgebras(in factHopfalgebras)instead ofalgebras.

Crane and Frenkelde� ned invariants in dim ension 4 using these ideas. W e reach at
the idea ofthe algebraic structure called Hopfcategories either by (1) categorifying Hopf
algebras,or(2)including com ultiplications to categoriesofrepresentations. The following
chartrepresentthisidea.

2D Associativealgebras

Categori� cation . &
Adding a co-
m ultiplication

3D Turaev-Viro invariants Hopfalgebra invariants

Adding a co-
m ultiplication

& . Categori� cation

4D Crane-Frenkelinvariants

In thefollowing sectionswefollow thisidea to de� neinvariantsin dim ension 4.
W e also point out here that the theories reviewed above have rem arkable features in

thatthey havedirectrelationsbetween algebraicstructuresand triangulationsvia diagram s
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(trivalentplanargraphs,orspin networks).On theonehand such diagram sappearasdual
com plexes through m ovie descriptions ofduals oftriangulations,and on the other hand
they appearasdiagram m aticrepresentationsofm apsin algebras.In thefollowing sections
we explore such relations and actually utilize diagram s to prove well-de� ned-ness ofthe
invariantsproposed by Craneand Frenkel.

3 Pachner M oves in dim ension 4

In Section 2.2 wereviewed thePachnerm ovesfortriangulationsin dim ensions2 and 3 and
their relations to associativity ofalgebras. In this section,we describe Pachner m oves in
dim ension 4.Relationsofthesem ovesto theStashe� polytopewasdiscussed in [10].

In general,an n-dim ensionalPachner m ove oftype (i *) j),where i+ j = n + 2,is
obtained by decom posing the (spherical)boundary ofan (n + 1)-sim plex into the union of
two n-ballssuch thatone ofthe ballsis the union ofi n-sim plices,the otherballis the
union ofj n-sim plices,and theintersection oftheseballsisan (n� 1)-sphere.By labeling
theverticesofthe(n + 1)-sim plex thesem ovesareeasily expressed.Forexam ple,thetable
below indicatesthelowerdim ensionalPachnerm oves:

n = 1 (1*) 2) (01)*) (02)[ (12)
n = 2 (1*) 3) (012)*) (013)[ (023)[ (123)

(2*) 2) (012)[ (023)*) (013) [ (123)
n = 3 (1*) 4) (0123)*) (0134)[ (0234)[ (1234)

(2*) 3) (0123)[ (1234)*) (0124)[ (0134)[ (0234)
n = 4 (1*) 5) (01234)*) (01235)[ (01245)[ (01345)[ (02345)[ (12345)

(2*) 4) (01234)[ (01235)*) (12345)[ (01245)[ (01345)[ (02345)
(3*) 3) (01234)[ (01245)[ (02345)*) (01235)[ (01345)[ (12345)

Therelationship between thegeneralPachnerm oveand thehigherorderassociativity re-
lationsareexplained in [10].Nextweturn toam oreexplicitdescription ofthe4-dim ensional
PachnerM oves.

3.1 4-dim ensionalPachner m oves. In thissection weexplain the4-dim ensionalPach-
nerm oves. One side ofa 4-dim esionalPachnerm ove isthe union of4-facesofa 5-sim plex
(hom eom orphictoa4-ball),and theothersideofthem oveistheunion oftherestof4-faces.

In Figures 12 13,and 14 the (3 *) 3)-m ove, (2 *) 4)-m ove, and (1 *) 5)-m ove are
depicted,respectively. Recallhere that each 3-dim ensionalPachner m ove represents a 4-
sim plex. Therefore the 3-dim ensionalPachner m ove depicted in the top leftofFigure 12,
them overepresented by an arrow labeled (01234),representsthe4-sim plex with vertices0,
1,2,3 and 4. Then the left-hand side ofFig.12 represents the union ofthree 4-sim plices
(01234)[ (01245)[ (02345).Sim ilarly,theright-hand sideofFig.12 representstheunion of
thethree4-sim plices(01345)[ (01235)[ (12345).
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Figure12: 4-dim ensionalPachnerm oveI
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3.2 Singular m oves. In dim ension 4,thePachnerm ovescan bedecom posed assingular
m ovesand lowerdim ensionalm oves.Herewede� nea 4-dim ensionalsingularm oves(called
cone, pillow, taco m oves) and show how the Pachner m oves follow. This m aterialwas
discussed in [10].

3.2.1 D e�nition (cone m ove). The cone m ove for CW -com plexes for 4-m anifolds is
de� ned asfollows.

Supposethereisapairoftetrahedra(1234)1 and (1234)2 thatsharethesam efaces(123),
(124)and (134),buthavedi� erentfaces(234)1 and (234)2,such that(1)(234)1 and (234)2
bound a3-ballB in the4-m anifold,(2)theunion ofB ,(1234)1 and (1234)2 isdi� eom orphic
to the3-spherebounding a 4-ballW in the4-m anifold.

The situation isdepicted in Figure 15 which we now explain. The left-hand-side ofthe
Figurehastwo copiesoftetrahedra with vertices1,2,3,and 4.They sharethesam e faces
(123),(124),and (134)buthavetwo di� erentfaceswith vertices2,3,and 4.

Triangle isa faceof tetrahedron

(234)1 � (2348)
(123)2 � (2349)

(123) �

(1234)1
(1234)2
(1237)

(124) �

(1234)1
(1234)2
(1246)

(134) �

(1234)1
(1234)2
(1345)

Collapse these two tetrahedra to a single tetrahedra to get the right-hand-side ofthe
Figure.Now we have a single tetrahedron with vertices1,2,3,and 4.The face (234)now
isshared by threetetrahedra (1234),(2348),and (2349)while threefaces(123),(124),and
(134)areshared by two tetrahedra.

3.2.2 D e�nition (taco m ove).SupposewehaveaCW -com plex such thatthereisapair
oftetrahedra (1234)1 and (1234)2 thatshare two faces (123)and (124)buthave di� erent
faces (134)1,(134)2 and (234)1,(234)2 (of(1234)1,(1234)2 respectively). Suppose further
that(134)1,(134)2,(234)1,and (234)2 togetherbound a 3-cellB and (1234)1,(1234)2,and
B boundsa 4-cell.Then collapse this4-cellto geta single tetrahedron (1234).Asa result
(134)1 (resp. (234)1)and (134)2 (resp. (234)2)are identi� ed. Thism ove iscalled the taco
m ove.

3.2.3 D e�nition (pillow m ove). Suppose we have a CW -com plex such thatthere isa
pairoftetrahedra sharing allfourfacescobounding a 4-cell.Then collapsethesetetrahedra
to a singletetrahedron.Thism oveiscalled thepillow m ove.
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Figure15: 4-dim ensionalconem ove

3.2.4 Lem m a.The(3*) 3)Pachnerm oveisdescribedasasequenceofconem oves,pillow
m oves,taco m oves,and 3-dim ensionalPachnerm oves.

Proof. The proofcan be facilitated by following the Figures 16 through 24. Figure 16 is
a prelim inary sketch thatindicates in dim ension 3 the m ethods ofthe subsequent � gures.
It illustrates that the (2 *) 3)-m ove in dim ension 3 can be interpreted in term s ofthe
(2 *) 2)-m ove via a non-generic projection. The thick verticalline on the left-hand-side of
the � gure isthe projection ofthe triangle along which the two tetrahedra are glued. The
thick horizontalline on the right is the projection ofone ofthe three triangles that are
introduced on the right-hand-side ofthe m ove. The othertwo trianglesproject to � llthe
lowerrightquadrilateral.Thedotted linesindicatethatsom eedgesin the� gurewillproject
to these lines. Som e inform ation is lost during the projection process,but at worst,the
projected � guresserve asa schem aticdiagram oftheactualsituation.

In Fig.17 the union ofthe three 4-sim plices(AB CD E ),(ACD E F),and (AB CE F)is
illustrated;these share the triangle (ACE )which isshaded in � gure.The union form sthe
left-hand-sideoftheofthe(3*) 3)-m ove.LetP denotethisunion.In thetop ofFig.18,the
triangle(ACE )hasbeen projected to thethick line (E AC).Atthebottom ofFig.18,the
4-sim plex (ACE F)hasbeen splitinto sim plices(ACE F)1 and (ACE F)2 by a cone m ove.
Theconem oveisillustrated in thisprojection,and theschem aticresem blestheconem ovein
dim ension 3 asisseen on thebottom leftofthe� gure.Thus(ACE F)1 and (ACE F)2 share
the sam e faces(ACF),(AE F)and (CE F)buthave di� erentfaces(ACE )1 and (ACE )2.
The face (ACE )1 is shared with (AB CE ) and the face (ACE )2 is shared with (ACD E )
respectively.

After the splitting,P consists ofthree 4-polytopes,�1j,j = 1;2;3. Here the polytope
�1
1
isbounded by tetrahedra (AB CD ),(AB D E ),(AB CE ),(ACD E ),(B CD E ),(ACE F)1,

and (ACE F)2. The polytope �12 isbounded by tetrahedra (AB CE ),(AB E F),(ACE F)1,
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Figure16:Projecting the(2,3)-m ove
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Figure17:Theleft-hand-sideofthe(3,3)-m ove
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Figure18:Splitting thetetrahedron (ACE F)via a conem ove

(AB CF),and (B CE F). The polytope �13 is bounded by tetrahedra (ACD E ),(ACE F)2
(ACD F),(AD E F),and (CD E F). The polytope �1

1
corresponds to (AB CD E ) and it is

illustrated on theleftbottom ofFig.18(labeled (AB CD E )toindicatethecorrespondence).
On thebottom rightofthe� gure,weseethepolytope�12 labeled (AB CE F).In thebottom
centerofthe� gurethepolytope�1

3
labeled (ACD E F)to indicate itsantecedent.Our� rst

work willbeon �11 and �
1
3.

Next perform a Pachner m ove to the pair oftetrahedra (ACD E )[ (ACE F)2 sharing
the face (ACE )2. Note that these two tetrahedra are shared by �1

1
and �1

3
so that the

Pachner m ove we perform does not a� ect �12. Thus we get three 4-cells �2j,j = 1;2;3,
where �2

2
= �1

2
,and �2

1
isbounded by (AB CD ),(AB D E ),(AB CE ),(B CD E ),(ACE F)1,

(ACD F)0,(AD E F)0,and (CD E F)0.Here(ACD F)0,(AD E F)0,and (CD E F)0denotenew
tetrahedraobtained asaresultofperform ingaPachnerm oveto(ACD E )[(ACE F)2.Then
the lastpolytope �2

3
isbounded by (ACD F)0,(AD E F)0,and (CD E F)0 thatare explained

above,and (ACD F),(AD E F),(CD E F)thatused to befacesof�13.
The(2*) 3)-m oveto (ACD E )[ (ACE F)isillustrated in Fig.19.In theupperleftthe

the 4-cell�2
1
isshown while �2

3
isshown on the upperright. In the lowerpartofthe � gure

thethreenew tetrahdera (ACD F)0(AD E F)0,and (CD E F)0areillustrated.
Then we can collapse �2

3
to the tetrahedra (ACD F),(AD E F),(CD E F)asin the fol-

lowing 3 paragraphsand 2 tables.
Thepolytope�2

3
isa4-cellboundedby(ACD F),(AD E F),(CD E F),(ACD F)0,(AD E F)0,

and (CD E F)0. The incidence relationsforthese tetrahdra are indicated in the nexttable.
Also seethetop two rowsofFig.20.
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Figure19:Perform ing a (2;3)-m oveto (ACD E )[ (ACE F)

Triangles arefacesof tetrahedra
(

(ACD )
(ACF)

)

� (ACD F)[ (ACD F)0

(

(AD E )
(AE F)

)

� (AD E F)[ (AD E F)0

(

(CD E )
(CE F)

)

� (CD E F)[ (CD E F)0

(AD F) � (ACD F)[ (AD E F)
(D E F) � (AD E F)[ (CD E F)
(CD F) � (ACD F)[ (CD E F)
(AD F)0 � (ACD F)0[ (AD E F)0

(D E F)0 � (AD E F)0[ (CD E F)0

(CD F)0 � (ACD F)0[ (CD E F)0

Then perform the taco m ove to the pair (CD E F)and (CD E F)0 thatshare two faces
(CD E )and(CE F).Thism oveisillustrated atthebottom ofFig.20.Then thefaces(CD F)
and (CD F)0,(D E F)and (D E F)0areidenti� ed afterthem overespectively.Theresultisa
4-cellbounded by (ACD F),(AD E F),(ACD F)0,and (AD E F)0.(Precisely speaking these
tetrahdera sharenew facesso thatweshould usethedi� erentlabels,butadding a new layer
oflabelshere willcause m ore confusion than leveing the old labelsintact). The incidence
relationsam ong thetrianglesand thetetrahedra aresum m arized in thenexttable.

25



ACDEF

CDEF’

CDEF’

CE

D

F

ADEF’ACDF’

CE

D

F

CDEF

A
A

A

CE

D

F

E

D

F

C

D

F

CDEF

ACDF ADEF CDEF

ABCDE

Figure20:Perform ing a taco m oveto thepair(CD E F)and (CD E F)0
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Triangles arefacesof tetrahedra
8
><

>:

(ACD )
(ACF)
(CD F)

9
>=

>;
� (ACD F)[ (ACD F)0

8
><

>:

(AD E )
(AE F)
(D E F)

9
>=

>;
� (AD E F)[ (AD E F)0

(AD F) � (ACD F)[ (AD E F)
(AD F)0 � (ACD F)0[ (AD E F)0

Theconem oveto (AD E F)and (AD E F)0(which isillustrated schem atically in Fig.21)
followed by thepillow m oveto(ACD F)and (ACD F)0collapses�23 to(ACD F)[(AD E F)[
(CD E F)asclaim ed.

Thus we get two polytopes �2
1
and �2

2
. Next perform a Pachner m ove to (AB CE )[

(ACE F)1 which shares (ACE )1. As a result we get three new tetrahedra (AB E F)0[
(AB CF)0[(B CE F)0.The(2*) 3)-m oveisillustrated in Fig.22;thelabelson thepolytopes
indicatetheirantecendents.

Thus we obtain �3
1
bounded by (AB CD ), (AB D E ), (B CD E ), (ACD F), (AD E F),

(CD E F),(AB E F)0,(AB CF)0,and (B CE F)0,and �3
2
bounded by (AB E F),(AB CF),

(B CE F),and (AB E F)0[ (AB CF)0[ (B CE F)0.
Hencewenow can collapse�3

2
tothetetrahedra(AB E F),(AB CF),and (B CE F)in the

sam e m anneraswe did to �23.The collapsing isindicated in Fig.23.The resultisa single
polytope �4 resulted from �3

1
which hasthe sam e boundary tetrahedra asthose ofthe left

hand sideofthe4-dim ensionalPachnerm ove.Figure23 indicatestheresulting polytopeat
the bottom ofthe � gure. In Fig.24 the 3-dim ensionalboundary isillustrated. Notice the
following:(1)triangle(ACE)isnolongerpresent;(2)am ongtheninetetrahedraillustrated,
neither triangle (ACE ) nor triangle (B D F) appears;(3) these are allofthe tetrahedral
faces ofthe 5 sim plex that contain neither (ACE ) nor (B D F). Thus we can apply the
sam e m ethod starting with (B D F)to getto thispolytope.Thisprovesthat(3 *) 3)-m ove
is described as a sequence ofsingular m oves (cone,taco,and pillow m oves) and Pachner
m oves.

2

3.2.5 Lem m a.The(2*) 4)-m oveisdescribed asa sequenceofconem oves,pillow m oves,

taco m oves,and 3-dim ensionalPachnerm oves.

Proof.W eusethefollowing labeling forthe(2*) 4)-m ovein thisproof:

(AB CD E )[ (AB CE F)*) (AB CD F)[ (AB D E F)[ (ACD E F)[ (B CD E F):

Perform a(3*) 3)-m ove(which wasproved tobeasequenceofthesingularm ovesin the
preceedingLem m a)to(AB CD F)[(AB D E F)[(ACD E F)toget(AB CD E )0[(AB CE F)0[
(ACD E F)0. Then the polytope now consistsof(AB CD E )0,(AB CE F)0,(ACD E F)0,and
(ACD E F).
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28



ABCEF

ABCEF

A

A

ABCDE

ABCDE

Figure22:Perform ing a (2;3)-m oveto thepair(AB CE )and (ACE F)1

29



A
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Perform a Pachner m ove to the tetrahedra (ACD F)[ (AD E F)[ (CD E F),that are
shared by (ACD E F)0and (ACD E F),to get(ACD E )0[ (ACE F)0.

This changes (ACD E F)0[ (ACD E F) to a 4-cell bounded by (ACD E ), (ACD E )0,
(ACE F),and (ACE F)0.Theconem ovefollowed by thepillow m ovecollapsesthispolytope
yielding (AB CD E )[ (AB CE F),theleft-hand-sideofthe(2*) 4)-m ove.2

3.2.6 Lem m a.The(1*) 5)-m oveisdescribed asa sequenceofconem oves,pillow m oves,

taco m oves,and 3-dim ensionalPachnerm oves.

Proof.W eusethefollowing labelings:

(AB CD E )*) (AB CD F)[ (AB CE F)[ (AB D E F)[ (ACD E F)[ (B CD E F):

Perform the(3*) 3)-m oveto (AB CD F)[ (AB D E F)[ (B CD E F)to get(AB CD E )[
(AB CE F)0[ (ACD E F)0.

The4-sim plices(ACD E F)and(ACD E F)0sharealltheirtetrahedralfacesexcept(AD E F)
(and (AD E F)0). Perform a (1 *) 3)-m ove to each ofthese shared tetrahedra to get4-cells
bounded by copiesof(AD E F)sharing allthe 2-faces. Thusthe pillow m oveswillcollapse
(ACD E F)and (ACD E F)0. The sam e argum entcollapses(AB CE F)[ (AB CE F)0 to get
theleft-hand-sideofthe(1*) 5)-m ove.2

3.2.7 R em ark. In [13]Craneand Frenkelproposed constructionsof4-m anifold quantum
invariantsusing Hopfcategories.Hopfcategoriesgeneralizethede� nition ofHopfalgebrato
acategoricalsettingin thesam eway thatm odularcategoriesgeneralizem odules.Oneofthe
conditionsin theirde� nition iscalled thecoherencecubewhich generalizesthecom patibility
condition ofHopfalgebrasbetween m utiplication and com utiplication (SeeSection 8).They
showed that this condition corresponds to the cone m ove. Thus Lem m as in this section
can beused to provethewell-de� nednessofinvariantsthey proposed by showing thattheir
de� nition isinvariantunderPachnerm oves.

4 Triangulations and D iagram s

In dim ension 3,quantum spin networksareused on theonehand to providecalculationsof
identitiesam ong representationsofquantum groups[9]. On the otherhand they are cross
sectionsofthedualcom plex ofa triangulated 3-m anifold (seeSection 2.2).

In thissection,weusesim ilargraphsto relatethem to thedualcom plex oftriangulated
4-m anifold. W e begin the discussion on the localnature oftriangulated 4-m anifolds near
2-dim ensionalfaces.

4.1 G raphs,2-com plexes,and triangulations. Let� beatriangulationofanoriented
closed 4-m anifold M .In thissection weassociategraphsto triangulationsand theirduals.
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4.1.1 D e�nition. The dualcom plex �� of� isde� ned asfollows. Pick a vertex v of��

in theinteriorofeach 4-sim plex of� .Connecttwo verticesv1 and v2 of�� ifand only ifthe
corresponding 4-sim plicesof� sharea 3-face.Thuseach edgeof�� isdualto a tetrahedron
of� .Edgese1;� � � ;ek of�� bound a facef ifand only ifthecorresponding tetrahedra share
a 2-faceof� .A setof2-facesf1;� � � ;fk of�� boundsa 3-face(a polyhedron)ifand only if
thecorrespondingfacesof� sharean edgeof� .Finallyasetof3-facesof�� boundsa4-face
ifand only ifthe corresponding edges of� share a vertex. Thus �� gives a CW -com plex
structureto the4-m anifold.

4.1.2 D e�nition. Let � be a triangulation ofa 4-m anifold M ,and let �� be the dual
com plex.Each 3-faceof�� isa polytope.Choose a triangulation ofeach 3-faceinto tetra-
hedra so that it de� nes a triangulation ofthe 3-skeleton of��. W e require that such a
triangulation does not have interior vertices in the 2-faces of��. Thus the restriction on
each n-agonal2-faceconsistsof(n � 2)triangles.Such a choice oftriangulation iscalled a
3-face triangulation (a triangulation forshort)of��. A 3-face triangulation isdenoted by
�!.

4.1.3 D e�nition (C arrier Surface).In each tetrahedron ofthetriangulation � ,weem -
bed thedualspine to thetetrahedron.The intersection ofthe dualspine with a triangular
faceisa graph consisting ofa 3-valentvertex with edgesintersecting theedgesofthetetra-
hedron.Thereisa vertex in thecenterofthe2-com plex atwhich fouredges(corresponding
to the faces ofthe tetrahedron)and six faces (corresponding to the edges) intersect. The
union (taken overalltetrahedra in the triangulated 4-m anifold)ofthese 2-com plexesform
a 2-com plex,C,thatwe callthe carrier surface. Letusexam ine the incidence relationsof
thecarriersurfacealong facesand edgesofthetriangulation.

Considera2-face,f,ofthetriangulation � .Supposethatn tetrahedraareincidentalong
thistrianglef.Then thedualfacef� isan n-gon.The4-m anifold in a neighborhood ofthe
facef looksliketheCartesian productf� f�.Thecarriersurfacein thisneighborhood then
appearsasY � X n whereX n isthe1-com plex thatconsistsoftheconeon n-vertices(i.e.,the
n-valentvertex),and Y isthegraph thatunderliesthatalphabetcharacter(a neighborhood
ofa trivalentvertex). Forexam ple X 2 isan interval,X 3 = Y ,X 4 = X ,etc. W e can think
ofX n being em bedded in f� with theedgesofX n intersecting thecentersoftheedgesoff�

and the vertex ofX n lying atthe \center" off� (i.e. we m ay assum e thatf� isa regular
polygon).

Consideran edge,e,of� ,and the3-cell,e�,thatisdualtoe.Thefacesofe� aren-gons,
f�,that are dualto the triangular faces,f,which are incident to e. The carrier surface
intersectsa facef� in thegraph X n.Thecarriersurfaceintersectse� in a 2-com plex thatis
theconeon theunion oftheX n wheretheunion istaken overallthefacesofe�.

Thesituation isdepicted in Fig.25in which threetetrahedra intersectalongatriangular
face. On the right hand side ofthe � gure,we illustrate a graph m ovie. The two graphs
thataredrawn thererepresenttheintersection ofthecarriercom plex with theboundary of
f � f�. In a neighborhood ofthisface the carriercom plex lookslike Y � Y . In thisand
subsequent � gures,the vertices that are labeled with open circles correspond to the dual
facesf�.In this� gure,threesuch circled verticesappearsincethedualfaceappearson each
ofthedualsto thethreeedges.
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4.2 Faces and diagram s. Supposethattheface(012)ofa triangulation ofa4-m anifold
is shared by three tetrahedra Ti,i= 1;2;3. Take a neighborhood N ofthe face (012)in
the 3-skeleton ofthe triangulation such thatN \ Ti isdi� eom orphic to (012)� I foreach
i= 1;2;3.

In Fig.25 the projection ofa neighborhood N ofthe face (012)isdepicted in 3-space.
Denoteby 00,000,0000theverticesobtained from thevertex 0 by pushing itinto Ti,i= 0;1;2;
respectively (they aredepicted in Fig.25).Sim ilarnotation isused fortheothervertices.

Thegraph m ovieforN isconstructed asfollows.Regard N asa3-dim ensionalpolyhedral
com plex consisting ofthe following faces: (001020),(000100200),(000010002000),(011000),(01000100),
(0100001000),(122010),(12200100),(1220001000),(200020),(20000200),(2000002000).Then trivalentvertices
areassigned tothem iddlepointsofthetriangularfaces(001020),(000100200),(000010002000),and the
m iddlepointsoftheedges(01),(12),(20).Theseareconnected by segm entsasindicated in
the� gurewherethis1-com plex isdepicted in two parts.Them iddlepointin theinteriorof
N istheconepointofthis1-dim ensionalcom plex.W ithin N wehavean em bedding ofthe
Cartesian productY � Y where Y representsthe obviousgraph with one trivalentvertex.
Thegraphson therightofFig.25 representportionsoftheboundary ofY � Y .Thespace
Y � Y is indicated in Fig.26 in which the subspace � � Y ,where � denotes a vertex,is
indicated as a fat vertex tim es Y . The labels on the Figure willbe explained in Section
6.1.1 and Fig.34.

Below (Sections6.4 and 8)we willrelate these spin networksto cocycle conditionsin a
speci� cHopfcategory.In thisway,wewillobtain adirectconnection am ongthesestructures.

4.2.1 D e�ntion. W e perturb the carrier surface to construct a 2-dim ensionalcom plex
thathasthefollowing properties:

1.Theverticesofthecom plex allhavevalence4 orvalence6.

2.Exactly threesheetsm eetalong an edge;

3.Thesetofedgescan bepartitioned into two subsets;wecolortheedgesaccordingly.

4.A valence4 vertex has4 edgesofthesam ecolorincidentto it;

5.A valence6 vertex has3 edgesofeach colorincidentto it.

6.Thus,the 2-com plex hasa tripartite graph asits1-com plex and a bipartition on the
setofedges.

Such a 2-com plex willbecalled a perturbed carrier.

4.2.2 Lem m a. A perturbed carrier can be constructed from the carrier surface by m eans

ofa 3-face triangulation.
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Figure26:TheproductspaceYxY

Proof. Consider a 3-face triangulation;recallthis is a triangulation ofthe dual3-cells of
thetriangulation � ,and a 3-faceisthedualto an edgee�.A n-agonalfaceofe� isdivided
into (n � 2)triangles. The graph X n in the n-agonalface isreplaced with the dualto the
triangulation.In e�,theconeon theunion oftheX nsisreplaced by theunion oftheduals
to the tetrahedra in the triangulation.These are the surfaceswith 6 faces,1 vertex,and 4
edges;they gluetogetherin e� to form thesubcom plex in which alloftheverticeshaveone
color.An exam pleisillustrated in Fig.27 in which thedualofan edgeisa cube.

The vertices that have two di� erent colored edges incident to them are found on the
triangular faces ofthe 3-face triangulation. Three ofthe edges are com ing from the dual
face,theotherthreeedgesarecom ing from thedualcom plex oftheoriginaltetrahedra.The
localstructure at the 6-valent vertices was explained in detailabove. This com pletes the
proof.2

4.2.3 D e�nition. A graph m ovie isa sequence ofgraphsthatappearascrosssectionsof
a portion ofthe perturbed carrierwhen a heightfunction ischosen,such thatthe stillsof
m ovies are graphs having trivalent(circled and uncircled) vertices and between two stills,
them oviechangesin oneofthefollowing ways:

1.Thechangeofthem ovieata face(a 6-valentvertex ofa carriersurface)isasde� ned
above(thechangeofgraphsshown in Fig.25).

2.Thechangeofthem ovieata 4-valentvertex isasdepicted in Fig.32 bottom .
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A triangulation of  e*The carrier surface in  e*

The perturbed carrier surface

Circled  vertices indicate

the color on the edges.

Figure27:A neighborhood ofan edgewhosedualisa cube
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Empty Graph

Figure28:Som eelem entary changesofgraph m ovies

3.Thechangesofthem ovieatcriticalpointsofedgesand facesofthecarriersurfaceis
generic.They aredepicted in Fig.28.

In the graphs we use circled vertices and uncircled vertices. These are cross section
oftwo types ofedges. In the � gures ofcarrier surfaces (Fig.38,39,and 27),the edges
corresponding to circled verticesaredepicted by thin tubes.The graph m ovie de� ned here
includesde� nitionsgiven above(which areclearly equivalent).Thegraph m ovieallowsusto
view theperturbed carrierviaa sequenceof2-dim ensionalcross-sectionswhereasthecarrier
surfaceitselfdoesnotem bed in 3-dim ensionalspace.

4.3 Taco m oves and graph m ovies. Herein we directly relate the graph m ovies to
the taco m ove. In Figs.29 and 30 the left-hand-side and the right-hand-side ofthe taco
m ove aredepicted,respectively. In each � gure,theunderlying union oftetrahedra rem ains
unchanged from fram e to fram e. Instead the thick lines change as follows. Consider the
(i;j)th entry ofthe � gure to be that illustration in the ith row jth colum n. Going from
the(i;1)stentry to the(i;2)nd entry,thegraphschangeby oneofthegraph m oviechanges
(eithergoing acrossY � Y orgoing acrosstetrahedra).Thereisno changefrom the(i;2)nd
entry tothe(i+ 1;1)stentry.In these� guresthick linesindicatethegraph thatwasde� ned
in Section 4.2.The transitionsbetween the two entrieson the sam e row m ay be visualized
by m eansofa cross-eyed stereo-opsis.Placea pen in thecenterofthe� gure,and m ovethe
pen towardsyourfacewhilekeeping itin focus.Thetwo im ageson theleftand rightshould
converge into one with the thick linespopping outofthe plane ofthe paper. In thisway,
thedi� erencebetween the� gurescan beexperienced directly.

Observe that the di� erences in the graphs are illustrated as wellin the Fig.36 which
illustrates the graph m ovies for the cocycle conditions and which is obtained by purely
algebraic inform ation. The tim e elapsed version ofthe graph m ovie for the taco m ove is
illustrated in Fig.38 and Fig.39. Sim ilar diagram scan be drawn forthe cone m ove and
thepillow m oveand in thisway a directcorrespondencecan beobtained am ong them oves,
thecocycleconditions,and theaxiom sofa Hopfcategory (Section 8).The taco,cone,and
pillow m oves allcorrespond to the � rstcoherence cube. The correspondence am ong these
m ovesshould notbesurprising sinceallofthesem ovescorrespond tosplitting atetrahedron
open (thehigherdim ensionalanalogueofthecoherencerelation between m ultiplication and
com ultiplication).
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Figure29:Thetaco m oveand graph m ovie,left-hand-side
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Figure30:Thetaco m oveand graph m ovie,right-hand-side
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5 C ocycles and cocycle conditions

In thissection,welistcocyclesand theirequalitiesthatwillbeused in thefollowingsections.
These cocyclesare given in [17]in relation to Hopfcategories(See Section 8). Som e non-
trivialexam plesaregiven therein.First,wem ention thattwo ofthecocycle conditionsare
depicted in Figs.36 and 37 asrelationsto graph m ovieswhere theedgesofthegraph have
been colored with pairs ofgroup elem ents and dualgroup elem ents. These graph m ovies
correspond to the dualgraphs that correspond to the taco m ove (Fig.29 and 30). The
coloring willbeexplained in thesubsequentsection.

LetG be a � nite group and K� be the m ultiplicative group ofa � eld K . LetCn;m =
Cn;m (G;K � )denotetheabelian group ofallfunctionsfrom G n � Ĝ m to K � where

Ĝ = fĝ :G ! K jg2 G ;̂g(h)= 1ifg = h;̂g(h)= 0ifg6= hg:

W e need the following functions (called cocycles ifthey satisfy the conditions given in
thenextsection).

� �(g;k;m ;̂n)2 C3;1,

� �(g;̂i;̂j;̂k)2 C1;3,

� �(g;k;m̂ ;̂n)2 C2;2.

5.1 C ocycle conditions. Thefollowing arecalled thecocycleconditions[17].

� �(k;m ;p;̂q)�(g;km ;p;̂q)�(g;k;m ; dpqp�1 )

= �(gk;m ;p;̂q)�(g;k;m p;̂q)

� �(g;̂j;̂k;‘̂)�(g;̂i;cjk;‘̂)�(g;̂i;̂j;̂k)

= �(g;îj;̂k;‘̂)�(g;̂i;̂j;ck‘),

� �(g;k;m ;p̂)�(g;k;m ;̂q)�(k;m ;p̂;q̂)�(g;km ;p̂;q̂)

= �(g;k; dm pm �1 ; dm qm �1 )�(gk;m ;p̂q̂)�(g;k;m ;cpq),

� �(g;k;p̂;̂r)�(g;k;cpr;̂s)�(gk;p̂;̂r;̂s)

= �(g; dkpk�1 ; dkrk�1 ; dksk�1 )�(k;p̂;̂r;̂s)�(g;k;̂r;̂s)�(g;k;p̂;crs).

5.2 C ocycle sym m etries. In addition to theabovecocycle conditions,we willsuppose
that the cocycles satisfy som e equations that correspond to the sym m etries oftetrahedra
and ofthespaceY � Y .Theim position ofsuch conditionswillbesu� cientto constructan
invariant. W e do notknow ifthe sym m etry conditionsare necessary. (They m ay be satis-
� ed autom atically forcertain cocycles,orthe invariantsm ay be de� ned withoutsym m etry
conditions.)
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5.2.1 D e�nition.Thefollowing arecalled thecocycle sym m etries.

� �(g;k;m ;̂n)= �(g�1 ;gk;m ;̂n)�1

= �(gk;k�1 ;km ;̂n)�1 = �(g;km ;m �1 ;‘̂)�1 ;

where‘= m nm �1 .

� �(g;k;m̂ ;̂‘)= �(g�1 ;gk;m ;‘)�1 = �(gk;k�1 ;km k�1 ;k‘k�1 )�1

= �(g;k;m ‘;‘�1 )�1 = �(g;k;m �1 ;m ‘�1 )�1 :

� �(g;̂h;̂‘;̂n)= �(g;dh�1 ;ch‘;̂n)�1

= �(g;ch‘;d‘�1 ;c‘n)�1 = �(g;̂h;‘̂;dn�1 )�1 :

6 Labels,w eights,and the partition function

6.1 Labeling. Let� denote a triangulation ofthe4-m anifold M ,and let�� denote the
dualcom plex.Each 3-faceof�� isa polytopethatcorrrespondsto an edgeof� .Choosea
triangulation ofthe3-skeleton of��.Therearenointeriorverticesin the2-facesof��.Thus
therestriction on each polygonal2-faceconsistsof(n� 2)triangles.Asbefore,such achoice
oftriangulation iscalled a 3-face triangulation of��. A 3-face triangulation isdenoted by
�!.

W hen an order,O ,is� xed forthevertex set,V,wede� ne theorientation ofdualedges
asfollows.A vertex of�� isa 4-sim plex of� whose verticesareordered.Then 4-sim plices
areordered by lexicographicordering oftheirvertices.Thisgivesan orderon verticesof��,
giving orientationsofedgesof��.Orientationsofedgesof�! areonesthatarecom patible
with theaboveorientation.

6.1.1 D e�nition. A labeling (orcolor)of� with oriented edgeswith respectto a � nite
group G isa function

S0 :ET ! G

whereG = f(g;̂h)2 G � Ĝg and

ET = f(e;t)2 E � T je� tg:

Here E denotes the set oforiented edges,and T is the set oftetrahedra. W e require the
following com patibility condition.

If(e1;e2;�e3)form san oriented boundary ofa faceofa tetrahedron t,S0(e1;t)= (k;‘̂),
and S0(e2;t)= (g;̂h),then S0(e3;t)= (m ;̂n),where m = gk,n = ‘,and k�1 hk = ‘. W e
callthisrule the localrule ofcolors ata triangle (orsim ply a localrule). The situation is
depicted on theleftofFig.31.

W hen an orderofverticesisgiven,theedgesareoriented by ascending orderofvertices
(ifthe verticesv and w ofan edge have the orderv < w,then the edge isoriented from v

to w).Howeverin thisde� nition theorderon verticesisnotrequired,although orientations
on edgesarerequired. Foran oriented edge e,the sam e edge with the opposite orientation
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Figure31:Rulesofcocyclecolors

isdenoted by �e.Considertheedgee2 on theleftofFig.31,and reverse theorientation of
e2 to get�e2. Then the colorof�e2 isrequired to be S(�e2;t)= (g�1 ; dgk‘k�1 g�1 )where
S(e2;t)= (g; dk‘k�1 ) asdepicted in the � gure. In other words,the colorforan edge with
reversed orientation isde� ned to satisfy thelocalrequirem entoftheleftofFig.31.

W e often use setsofnon-negative integersto representsim plicesof� . Forexam ple,� x
a 3-face(ortetrahedron)T of� . Let0,1,2,and 3 denote the verticesofT.Fora pairof
an oriented edge (01)and a tetrahedron T = (0123)a labeling assignsa pair(g;̂h)which
we som etim es denote by S0(01j0123)= S0((01);(0123)). W hen a totalorder is � xed,the
integersareassum ed to havethecom patibleorder(0< 1< 2< 3).

W e willshow (Lem m a 6.1.5)thatthere isa coloring ofeach tetrahedron satisfying the
localrule. Furtherm ore,we willshow thatchanging the orientationsofedgesofa colored
tetrahedron resultsin a uniquecoloring.

6.1.2 D e�nition.A labeling(orcolor)of�!with oriented dualedgesisa function

S
!:EP !! G

where
EP != f(p;e)2 P � � E!je� pg:

Here E! (resp. P � )denotesthe setoforiented edges(resp. 3-polytopes)of�! (resp. ��).
Thefollowing com patibility conditionsarerequired.

If(e1;e2;�e3)form an oriented boundary ofafaceofatetrahedron tof�!,then the� rst
factorsofcolors(group elem ents)coincide,and ifthey are S!(e1;t)= (g;̂l),and S!(e2;t)=
(g;̂k),then S!(e3;t)= (g;̂h),whereitisrequired thath = kl.

W hen an orderofverticesisgiven,theedgesareoriented by ascending orderofvertices
asbefore.Considertheedgee2 in theFig.31 right,and reverse theorientation ofe2 to get
�e2. Then the colorof�e2 is required to be S!(�e2;t)= (g;dk�1 )where S(e2;t)= (g;bk)
asdepicted in the � gure. In otherwords,the colorforan edge with reversed orientation is
de� ned to satisfy thelocalrequirem entoftherightsideofFig.31.
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In the � gure,dualgraphsin trianglesare also depicted. W e puta sm allcircle around
a trivalentvertex forthe dualfaces. Asin the case fortetrahedra,dualtetrahedra can be
colored,and changingtheorientation forcolored dualtetrahedragivesauniquenew coloring
(Lem m a 6.1.5).Notethatthereisa pair(p;e0)2 EP !which isdualto a pair(e;t)2 ET ,in
thesensethate0isdualto thetetrahedron tand p isdualto theedgee.Howeverthereare
pairsin EP !thatarenotto dualto pairsin ET .

6.1.3 D e�nition.A labeling(orcolor)of	 = � [ �!isa function

S :ET [ EP !! G

such that S(p;e0) = S(e;t) if(p;e0) 2 EP ! is dualto (e;t) 2 ET . This function is also
called a state.Fora particularpair(e;t)2 ET (resp.(p;e0)2 EP !),theim ageS(e;t)(resp.
S(p;e0))isalso called a spin.Thisissom etim esdenoted by S(pje0).

6.1.4 D e�nition. W e say that two sim plices are adjacentifthey intersect. W e say a
sim plex � and a dualsim plex � are adjacentif� intersects the polyhedron ofthe dual
com plex in which � isincluded.

6.1.5 Lem m a. (1) For a tetrahedron or dualtetrahedron,there are colors satisfying the

localrule atevery face ordualface.

(2) There are colors on the edges and dualedgesadjacentto a given face satisfying the

localrules.

(3) LetC be a color assigned to the oriented edges(or dualedges)ofa tetrahedron (or

dualtetrahedron). LetC 0 be a color assigned to the sam e tetrahedron (or dualtetrahedron)

with orientations reversed on som e ofthe edges. Then C 0 is uniquely determ ined. Ifthe

color C is assigned to oriented edges and dualedges thatare adjacentto a face,then the

colorC 0isuniquely determ ined when som eoftheedgesordualedgeshavetheirorientations

reversed.

Proof. W e prove (1) and (2) in the case oftetrahedra. The prooffor dualtetrahedra is
sim ilarand followsfrom [44].

Fortetrahedra,the situation isdepicted in Fig.32. In the top ofthe � gure,a tetrahe-
dron with colorson three edgesisdepicted.Otheredgesreceive com patible colorsthatare
determ ined by thesethree.In them iddle,pairsoffrontfacesand back facesaredepicted in
theleftand rightrespectively,togetherwith dualgraphs.In thebottom ofthe� gure,only
thedualgraphsaredepicted,togetherwith colorson alltheedges.W echeck thatthe� rst
factorsofcolorsm atch in m ultiplication convention in Fig.31.The second factorsare also
checked asfollows: in the bottom left� gure,‘ = m nm�1 and h = k‘k�1 . In the bottom
right� gure,‘= m nm�1 (thesam erelation asabove)and h = ((km )n(km )�1 )which reduces
to km nm �1 k�1 = k‘k�1 ,thesam erelation asabove.Thustherequirem entson facesm atch
ata tetrahedron.

To prove (3)fortetrahedra,� rstconsiderthe case where the orientation ofthe edge 23
is reversed. Then the face (123)forces the change S(�23j0123)= (g�1 ; dgk‘k�1 g�1 ). The
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otherface (023)forcesthe change S(�23j0123)= (g�1 ; d(gkm )n(gkm )�1 ). These are equal
since ‘= m nm �1 . The situation isdepicted in the top rightofFig.33 where the reversed
orientations are depicted by a sm allcircle on the edge. The top left � gure indicates the
originalcolors. In the � gure,the \hats" on the dualgroup elem ents are abbreviated for
sim plicity.

Theothercaseswhen theorientation ofasingleedgeisreversed,arealsodepicted forthe
cases(0213),(1023).Thegeneralcasefollowsbecauseallcasesareobtained by com positions
ofthesechanges.

Nextconsiderstatem ent(2).In Fig.34thecolorsaredepicted usingdualgraphs(identify
this graph with the graph in Fig.25). First we check the orientation conventions in the
� gure. Identify the circled vertex ofthe right-hand-side graph ofbottom ofFig.25 with
the right-hand-side ofFig.31. Then the orientation conventions ofdualedges coincide
where e1 ofFig.31 corresponds to the edge (02) � (0123),e2 to (02) � (0125),e3 to
(02)� (0124). The tetrahedron (0123)isshared by (01234)and (01235),thatare ordered
as(01234)< (01235)< (01245)am ong three 4-sim plices. Thus thiscorrespondence to e1
m atcheswith thede� nition oftheorientation ofdualedges.

Now wecheck theconstraints.In theleftbottom ofFig.25 thefollowing relationsm ust
hold:i= km k�1 (from the top leftvertex),j= k‘k�1 (from the top rightvertex),h = m ‘

(from the bottom right vertex),and ij = khk�1 (from the bottom left vertex). The last
relation isreduced by substitution to k(m ‘)k�1 both sides,so thattheweightiscom patible.
In therightofthe� gure,wegettherelation h = m ‘from thetop vertex,which isthesam e
asabove,and the condition forthe bottom vertex isalready incorporated (by using khk�1

in bottom left).Thusthecolorsaround a facearecom patible.
Now letuscheck thattheorientation conventionsarecom patiblein Fig.34.Theorien-

tationson theedgesaretheorientationsfrom thevertex ordering asseen in the� gure.The
orientationson dualedgesare checked asfollows. In the � gure the face (012)isshared by
three4-sim plices,(01234),(01245),and (01235).Thedualedgelabeled by (gk;̂‘)isdualto
the tetrahedron (0123)and oriented from (01234)to (01235),corresponding to the edge e1
on therightofFig.31.Respectively,theonelabeled by (gk;m̂ )goesfrom (01235)to(01245)
corresponding to e2,the one labeled (gk;̂h)goesfrom (01234)to (01245)corresponding to
e3.Thustheorientationsde� ned from theorderon verticesm atch theconvention in Fig.31.

To prove part (3),we check the cases ofinterchanging the orientation ofsom e ofthe
edges. The generalcase willfollow from the cases depicted in Fig.40 and 41 since the
orientation changesdepicted therein generatealltheorientation changes.

Firstconsiderthe case where the edge (12)hasreversed orientation. Thiscorresponds
to changing the vertex orderfrom (012345)in the � gure to (021345).(The orientationson

dualedgesdo notchange.) Then three colorschange:(g;̂i)to (g�1 ; d(gk)m (gk)�1 ),(g;̂j)to

(g�1 ; d(gk)‘(gk)�1 ),and (g; dkhk�1 ) to (g�1 ; d(gk)h(gk)�1 ). These changes are forced by the
rulesatfaces(uncircled trivalentverticesofthegraphs).Hencewecheck therulesatcircled
trivalentvertices. The only relevantvertex isthe one on the leftbottom in the � gure. It
m usthold that(gk)h(gk)�1 = (gk)m (gk)�1 � (gk)‘(gk)�1 .Thisindeed followsfrom h = m ‘.
Theothercasesaresim ilar.2

6.1.6 Lem m a. The colors de�ne a function 	 0 :F C ! G � Ĝ where C is a perturbed

carrier of� and F C is the setof2-facesofS. Conversely,a function 	0 :F C ! G � Ĝ
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de�nesa colorS de�ned forthe triangulation � and 	 = � [ �!.

Proof.Thisfollowsfrom Lem m a 4.2.2 and thede� nition ofS.2

6.2 W eighting. A weighting (also called a Boltzm ann weight)isde� ned foreach tetra-
hedron,face,edgeoftriangulations� and �!asfollows.

6.2.1 D e�nition (w eights for tetrahedra). LetT 2 � be a tetrahedron with vertices
0,1,2,and 3.SupposeS(01j0123)= (m ;̂n),S(12j0123)= (k;̂l),and S(23j0123)= (g;̂h).

TheweightofT with respectto thegiven labelingsofedgesisa num ber(an elem entof
theground � eld)de� ned by

B (T)= B (0123)= �(g;k;m ;̂n)�(T):

Here �(T) is �1 and is de� ned as follows. Let T = (a0;a1;a2;a3) be the tetrahedron
in consideration where a0 < a1 < a2 < a3. Then T is shared by two 4-sim plices, say,
S = (a0;a1;a2;a3;v)and (a0;a1;a2;a3;w).Here we ignorethegiven labelsofv and w,and
consider the orders written above (v and w com ing last). Then exactly one ofthese two
4-sim plices,say,S,with thisordera0 < a1 < a2 < a3 < v,m atchesthe orientation ofthe
4-m anifold,and theotherhastheoppositeorientation.

Considerthe labelon v induced by the ordering on the vertices. Ifthe integerindex of
v issuch thatthe oriented sim plex (a0;a1;a2;a3;v)isobtained from the orderinduced by
labeling by an even perm utation,then �(T) = 1. Otherwise,�(T) = �1. (Som etim es we
representtheorderofverticesby labeling theverticesby integers.)

6.2.2 D e�nition (w eights for faces). Suppose that a face F = (012) is shared by
three tetrahedra (0123),(0124),and (0125). Suppose S0(01j0123)= (k;‘̂),S0(12j0123)=
(g; dk‘k�1 ),S0(02j0123) = (gk;̂‘),S0(01j0124) = (k;̂h),and S0(02j0125) = (gk;m̂ ). The
situation isdepicted in Fig.34.

Then theweightforthefaceF = (012)isde� ned asthenum ber

B (F)= B (012)= �(g;k;m̂ ;̂l)�(F ):

Here the sign �(F)= �1 isde� ned asfollows. Ifthe localorientation de� ned by (012)
in thisordertogetherwith theorientation ofthelink (34)! (45)! (53)ofF in thisorder
givesthesam eorientation asthatofthe4-m anifold,then �(F)= 1,otherwise �(F)= �1.

Supposetheface(012)isshared by n (m orethan three)tetrahedra (012k),k = 3;� � � ;n.
Note that the vertices ofthese tetrahedra other than 0;1;2 form a link ofthe face (012).
Assum ethattheseverticesarecyclically ordered by 3;4;� � � n,and thatthelink of(012)and
(34)! (45)! � � � ! (n3)m atchestheorientation ofthe4-m anifold.SupposeS(01j0124)=
(k;‘̂),S0(12j0124)= (g; dk‘k�1 ),S0(02j0124)= (gk;̂‘),S0(01j0125)= (k;dm 1),S0(01j012k)=

(k; dm k�4 ),(k = 5;� � � ;n � 1),S0(01j012n)= (k; d
m

�1

n�4 ).Then
B (F)= B (012)= �(g;k;dm 1;‘̂)�(g;k;dm 2;

dm 1‘)� � �

�(g;k; dm n�5 ;
dm n�6 � � � m1‘)�(g;k; dm n�4 ;

dm n�5 � � � m1‘):
Ifthecyclic orderofverticesisnotasabove,then itcan beobtained from theaboveby

transpositions.W hen a transposition between k-th and (k+ 1)-stvertex occurs,changethe

argum entofk-th weight�(g;k;dm k;
dm k�1 � � � m1‘)to �(g;k;

d
m

�1

k ; dm k�1 � � � m1‘).
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Figure35:A triangulation ofthe4-ball

Noticethatby theconditionsin thede� nition ofatriangulation each facem ustbeshared
by atleastthreetetrahedra.HoweverIn thecourseofcom putation wem ayhavetodealwith
singular triangulations. In this case it can happen thatonly two tetrahedra share a face.
Let0123 and 0124 besuch two terahedra sharing theface012.Then theweightassigned to
theface012 in thiscaseistheproductofKronecker’sdeltas:

�S(01j0123);S(01j0124)�S(02j0123);S(02j0124)�S(12j0123);S(12j0124)

Thereareothercasesofsingulartriangulationsthatappearinourproofsofwell-de� nedness,
and theirweightsarede� ned asfollows.

Suppose that two tetrahedra share vertices 0;1;2;3 and share alloftheir faces except
(013).M eanwhile,supposethattheface(013)on each oftherespectivetetrahedra isshared
with tetrahedra (0134)and (0135). The other faces are shared by the tetrahedra (0126),
(0237),and (1238). The situation is depicted in Fig.42 top. In the � gure,colors and
weightsarealso depicted.Thesignsforeach weight� arealso depicted in the� gurein this
situation,by indicating thepower�1 on oneofthe�s.

Suppose in anothersituation thattwo tetrahedra share allvertices and all2-faces(tri-
angles)asdepicted in Fig.43.Thesignsforthissituation arealso depicted in the� gure.

In generalifthe orderofvertices are di� erent,then they are obtained from the above
speci� csituationsby com positionsofperm utations.Then theweightsand signsarede� ned
by applying Lem m a 6.1.5.

6.2.3 D e�nition (w eights for edges). Consider the triangulation ofthe 3-sphere S3

consistingof5tetrahedra(1234),(1235),(1245),(1345),and (2345),whereintegersrepresent
thevertices.Thistriangulation isdepicted in Figure35 by solid lines.Here,thesubdivided
tetrahedron with vertices2;3;4and 5with theinteriorvertex 1isatriangulation ofa3-ball,
and togetherwith the \outside" tetrahedron (2345)they form a triangulation ofS3. Now
take a cone ofthistriangulation with respectto the vertex 0 to obtain a triangulation ofa
4-ballconsisiting of5 4-sim plices (01234),(01235),(01245),(01345),and (02345). Thisis
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depicted in Figure35 also,where edgeshaving 0 asend pointaredepicted by dotted lines.
(Regard dotted linesaslying in theinteriorofthe4-ball.)

Supposean edgeE = (01)hasthisparticulartriangulation astheneighborhood.Suppose
S(01j0123)= (g;̂‘),S(01j0124)= (g;̂k),and S(01j0125)= (g;̂j). Then the weightforthe
edge(01)isde� ned by

B (E )= B (01)= �(g;̂j;̂k;̂‘)�(E ):

The sign �(E ) = �1 is de� ned in the sam e m anner as B (T) sim ply taking the dual
orientations.

Ifthe neighborhood ofan edge hasa di� erenttriangulation,then the weightisde� ned
asfollows. LetH 1;� � � ;Hs 2 �! be the setoftetrahedra ofthe polytope p 2 ��,and lethji
bethesetofedgesofH i,j= 1;� � � ;6.Then theweightisde� ned by

B (E )= 1=jGj2a
X Y

�(g;cjf;ckf;c‘f)

where each � is assigned to a tetrahedron ofthe above triangulation following the order
convention ofvertices. The product ofthe above expression is taken over allthe shared
edges,and thesum istaken overallthepossiblestateson shared edges.Theexponent,a,on
thenorm alization factor,1=jGj2a,isthenum berofverticiesin theinteriorofthepolyhedron
dualto thegiven edge.

6.3 Partition function. Let � be a triangulation ofa 4-m anifold M with the set of
vertices(resp.edges,faces,tetrahedra)V (resp.E,F ,T ).Fix also a triangulation �!ofthe
dual��.

6.3.1 D e�nition.Thepartition function  (	 )fora triangulation 	 = � [ �!with atotal
orderon verticesisde� ned by

 (	 )= 1=jGj2a
X

S

Y

T ;F ;E

B (T)B (F)B (E )

where theproductrangesovertetrahedra,facesand edgesofthetriangulation � ,thesum -
m ation rangesoverallthe possible states,and the exponenta on the norm alization factor
isthenum berofverticesin thetriangulation.

6.3.2 M ain T heorem .The partition function  (	 )de�ned above fortriangulations	 =
� [ �! ofa 4-m anifold M is independentofthe choice ofthe triangulation � and �! and
independentofchoice oforderon vertices.

Therefore the partition function  de�nesan invariantofa 4-m anifold M .

Section 7 isdevoted to giving theproofofthistheorem .

50



( g, k, m ; p )α
( g, k, m ; q )α

( k, m ; p, q )φ

( gkm, q )

( g, kmpqm   k   )-1 -1 ( m, pq )

( k, mqm   )-1
( k, mpm   )-1

( gk, mqm   )-1

( gk, mpm   )-1

( g, kmpm   k   )-1 -1

( g, kmqm   k   )-1 -1

( k, mpqm   )-1

( km, pq )

( gkm, pq )

( km, pq )

( g, k ; m p m   , m q m   )-1 -1φ

( gk, m ; p, q )φ

( g, km ; p, q )φ ( g, k, m ; pq )α

( m, q )
( m, p )

( gk, mpqm   )
-1

( km, p )

( km, q )

( gkm, p )

Figure36:M oviesofcocycletrees,PartI

51



( g, rs )

( k rs )

( gk, rs )

( gk, prs )

( gk, rs )

( gk, pr )

( g, kprsk   )-1 ( k, prs )

( k, pr )

( k, r )
( k, p )

( gk, r ) ( gk, s ) ( gk, p )

( g, kprk   )-1

( g, krk   )-1

( g, kpk   )-1

( g, k ; r, s )φ

( g, k ; p, rs )φ ( gk ; p , r, s )β

( g, k ; pr, s )φ

( g, k ; p, r )φ
( g; kpk   ,krk   , ksk   )-1-1-1β

( k; p, r, s )β

( g, ksk   )
-1 ( k, s ) 

Figure37:M oviesofcocycletrees,PartII

52



6.4 D iagram s,cocycles,and triangulations. Here we explain relationsam ong dia-
gram s,cocycles,and triangulations.Figure31 illustratesthecoloring rulesattrianglesand
dualtriangles. In these trianglesand dualtrianglesgraphsare em bedded;the verticies of
thegraphsin thedualtrianglesarelabeled by sm allcircles.Thecocycles� areassigned to
tetrahedra;thecocycles� areassigned todualtetrahedra,and thecocycles� areassigned to
triangularfaces.Each such � gurealso correspondsto a graph m oviewhich depictsa partof
theperturbed carriersurface.W ecan think ofthecocyclesasbeing assigned to thevertices
oftheperturbed carriersurfacewhich hasa tripartition on itsvertex set.Indeed them any
scenesthatconstitutethegraph m oviearefound on theboundary ofaregularneighborhood
ofthe verticesofthe carriersurface. In thisway we can directly visualize the construction
oftheinvariantasa colored surfacewith weighted verticesorasa colored graph m oviewith
weightsassociated to thescenes.

Sim liarly,thecocycleconditionscan bedescribed asrelationson m oviesoftreediagram s.
Figures36and 37depicttheserelations.Each changeofatreediagram (scenein them ovie)
correspondsto a cocycle asindicated. W hen we m ultiply the left-hand-side and the right-
hand-sideofcocyclesin them ovies,weobtain cocycleconditionsam ong �,�,and �.

Thecocycleconditionscan also beunderstood in term sofcertain singularsurfacesthat
are em bedded in the 4-m anifold. These surfacesare depicted in Figs.38 and 39. In these
� guresthecocycles� correspondsto thesurface(Y � Y )and thecocycle � correspondsto
thesurfacethatisdualto a tetrahedron.Theassignm entof� to Y � Y isindicated in the
weightson Fig.26. The reasonsforthese assignm entsisthatthe cocycle � isfound when
three tetrahedra share a triangularface,and the cocycle � isassigned to a tetrahedra. In
Figs.38 and 39 som eedgesaredenoted astubes.A tubeoftheform � � Y correspondsto
a trianglethatisshared by threetetrahdra asin Fig.25.

7 O n invariance ofthe partition function

Recallthe notation in Section 6:� denotesa triangulation ofa 4-m anifold M ,�� itsdual
com plex,�!a 3-facetriangulation of��.In Section 7.1 weshow thatthepartition function
de� ned isindependentofthe orderon vertices. In Section 7.2,we show thatthe partition
function is independent ofthe triangulation. In Section 7.3 we show that the partition
function isindependentofthechoiceofdualtriangulation.

7.1 Independence on order ofvertices. In thissection weprove

7.1.1 Lem m a. The cocycle sym m etries im ply the independence ofthe partition function

on the orderon verticesofthe triangulation.

Proof.Fortetrahedraand dualtetrahedra,theweightsarethecocycles� and � respectively.
Asin [44],itissu� cienttocheck how weightschangewhen theorderofverticesarechanged
from (0123)to (0132),(0213),and (1023).Such changesareillustated in Fig.33 for�,and
thecorresponding conditionsarelisted for�,� and � in Section 5.2.1.

Fora face,we check asfollows.In Fig.34 an orderofverticesaregiven,where theface
isgiven by (012),and theotherverticesaregiven labels3,4,and 5.Thechangesoforders
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Figure38:Surfaceofcocyclem ovies:lefthand side

Figure39:Surfaceofcocyclem ovies:righthand side
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ofverticesaregenerated by thechangesfrom (012345)to (021345),(102345),(fortheface)
(012354),(012435),(forthe dualface)since only the relative ordersam ong the verticesof
the face and those ofthe dualfacesare in consideration. Forthese changes,the colorsare
listed in Fig.40 and Fig.41. They are depicted in term sofdualgraphs,and on the right
hand side,theorientationsofedgesoffaces/dualfacesareshown.Thesm allcirclesindicate
reversed orientations.Thecorresponding conditionsarelisted in Section 5.2.1.

Ifm orethan threetetrahedra sharea face,then a changein orderoftheverticescan be
achieved by such pairwise switches. Futherm ore,in order to a� ect such changes,we m ay
have to group the verticesin setsof3.Thisgrouping isachieved by a 3-facetriangulation.
So theproofwillfollow oncewehaveshown invarianceunderthe3-facetriangulation.2

7.2 Independence underPachnerm oves. In thissection,weexplicitly relatethecone
m ove,taco m ove and pillow m ove to the cocycle conditions. Since these m oves and lower
dim ensionalm ovesgenerate the Pachnerm oves,we willuse the cocycle conditionsto show
thatthepartition function isinvariantunderthePachnerm oves.

7.2.1 Lem m a. The partition function is invariant under the cone m ove for a local

triangulation with a speci�c choice oforderdepicted in Fig.42.

Proof.Let(0123)1 and (0123)2 betetrahedra sharing thesam efaces(012),(013)and (023),
buthaving di� erentfaces(123)1 and (123)2,such that(1)theunion ofthetriangles(123)1
[ (123)2 boundsa 3-ballB in the 4-m anifold,(2)the union ofB ,(0123)1 and (0123)2 is
di� eom orphicto the3-spherebounding a 4-ballW in the4-m anifold.(SeeFigs.15,42.) In
these � gures,the m oviesofdualgraphsare depicted where each ofthe faces(013),(023),
(123)isshared by anothertetrahedron ((0124),(0125),(0126),respectively).W eprove the
invariance in thiscase.The generalcase followsfrom such com putationstogetherwith the
pentagon identity of�.

Fig.42 showsthecolorsand cocyclesassigned to thislocaltriangulation (again notethe
direct relation between this assignm ent and those forthe top graph in Fig.36). The left
hand sideoftheconem ove(top ofFig.42)hasthelocalcontribution

�(g;km ;p̂;q̂)�(k;m ;p̂;q̂)�(g;k; dm pm �1 ; dm qm �1 )�1 �(g;k;m ;̂p)�(g;k;m ;̂q);

(notethattheorientation oftheface(9123)isopposite),and therighthand side ofthe
conem ove(bottom ofthe� gure)hasthelocalcontribution

�(gk;m ;p̂;̂q)�(g;k;m ;cpq):

Thusthepartition function isinvariantundertheconem ove because thecocyclecondition
issatis� ed.2

7.2.2 Lem m a. The partition function isindependentunderthe pillow m ove fora speci�c

localtriangulation with the orderdepicted in Fig.43.

57



( km, q )

( k, mqm   )-1
( k, mpm   )-1

( g, kmpm   k   )-1 -1

-1-1

-1

( gk, mpqm   )
-1 ( m, pq )

( g, kmpqm   k   )-1 -1

( km, p )

( g, kmqm   k   )

( m, p )

( gk, mpm   )

( k, pq )

( gkm, pq )

( g, k ; m p m   , m q m   )-1

-1

φ

( g, km ; p, q )φ

( k, m ; p, q )φ

( gkm, q )

7

( gk, mqm   )

( k, mpqm   )

( gkm, p )

-1
( km, pq )

-1

( g, k, m ; p )α ( g, k, m ; q )α

-1

( gkm, pq )

( gkm, p )

( gk, mpm   )-1

( m, p )

( gkm, q )

( gk, mqm   )-1

( m, q )

( m, pq )
( gk, m ; p, q )φ

( g, k, m ; pq )α

( m, q )

( gk, mpqm   )

03

1

2

0

1

3 3 0

1

22

4

68

5

-1

Figure42:Colorsand cocyclesfortheconem ove

58



-1

( km, q )

-1 ( k, mqm   )
( g, kmqm   k   )

-1

( km, p )

-1( k, mpm   )

( gk, mpm   )-1

-1

( g, kmpm   k   )

-1

( k, mpqm   )-1

-1 -1

( gk, mqm   )( m, p )

( gkm, pq )

( g, k ; m p m   , m q m   )

( m, pq )

( m, q )

( g, kmpqm   k   ) ( k, pq )-1

( km, pq )7

( gkm, pq )

( m, pq )

-1-1

( g, k, m ; q )α

( gkm, pq )

( m, pq )

( g, k, m ; p )

φ

α

( gkm, q )( gkm, p )

( gk, mpqm   )-1

( g, km ; p, q )φ

( k, m ; p, q )φ

( gk, mpqm   )-1

( gk, mpqm   )-1

0

1

3 3

1

22

6

5

4

03

1

2

0

( g, k, m ; pq )α

-1
( gk, m ; p, q )φ

-1

Figure43:Colorsand cocyclesforthepillow m ove

59



(gkm, pq)

(m,q)(m,p)

( g, kmqm   k   )-1 -1

(m, pq)

( gkm, q )

-1( k, mpm   ) ( k, mqm   )-1

( gk, mpm   )-1 ( gk, mqm   )-1

( g, kmpm   k   )-1 -1

( g, kmpqm   k   )-1 -1

(km, pq)

( gkm, p )
( gkm, q )

( g, kmpm   k   )-1 -1

(gkm, pq)

( g, kmpqm   k   )-1 -1

-1( k, mpm   ) ( k, mqm   )-1

( k, mpqm   )-1

(m, pq)

-1
( gk, mpqm   )

( g, kmqm   k   )-1 -1

(m, pq)

(gkm, pq)

( k, mpqm   )-1

( g, kmpqm   k   )-1 -1

(m,q)

-1

8

(km, pq)

(km, q)

(km, p)

(m,p)

( gkm, p ) α(g, k, m ; p )α (g, k, m ; q)

(g, km; p, q )φ φ (k, m; p, q )

φ (gk, m; p, q )

(g, k; mpm   mqm   )φ

( gk, mpm   )-1

-1 -1

( gk, mqm   )

α (g, k, m; pq )

2

3 0

1

12

03

4

5

6

7

9

(km, pq)

Figure44:Colorsand cocyclesforthetaco m ove

60



Proof. In Fig.43 the assignm ents ofcolorsand cocyclesare shown. The lefthand side of
thepillow m ove(top ofFig.43)hasthelocalcontribution

�(g;km ;p̂;q̂)�(k;m ;p̂;q̂)�(gk;m ;p̂;q̂)�1 �(g;k; dm pm �1 ; dm qm �1 )�1 �(g;k;m ;p̂)�(g;k;m ;̂q);

and therighthand sideofthepillow m ove(bottom ofthe� gure)hasthelocalcontribution
�(g;k;m ;cpq):Thisfollowsfrom thecocyclecondition used in theabovelem m a.2

7.2.3 Lem m a. The partition function is independentunder the taco m ove for a speci�c

localtriangulation with the orderdepicted in Fig.44.

Proof. In Fig.44 the assignm ents ofcolorsand cocyclesare shown. The lefthand side of
thetaco m ove(top ofFig.44)hasthelocalcontribution

�(g;km ;p̂;q̂)�(k;m ;p̂;q̂)�(g;k;m ;p̂)�(g;k;m ;̂q);

and therighthand sideofthetaco m ove(bottom ofthe� gure)hasthelocalcontribution

�(gk;m ;p̂;q̂)�(g;k; dm pm �1 ; dm qm �1 )�(g;k;m ;cpq):

Thisisexactly oneofthecocycleconditions.2
Observethatthediagram m aticsofthegraph m oviem ovethatresultsfrom thetacom ove

m atch exactly thegraph m ovie m ove thatrepresentsthecocycle condition Fig.36.Sim ilar
graph m ovies can be drawn for the cone and pillow m oves and the correspondence with
the m ove and the coycle conditionscan be worked outvia the graph m ovies. M aking such
correspondence shows explicitly the m ethod ofconstructing invariants via Hopfcategories
where,instead ofcocycle conditions,coherence relationsare used. The coherence relations
can beexpressed by such graph m oviem oves(SeeSection 8).

Sincethepartition function isinvariantunderthecone,taco,and pillow m oves,and since
� satis� esapentagon relation,wehavethepartition function isinvariantunderthePachner
m oves.

7.3 Independence on triangulations of the dual com plexes. In this section,we
com pletetheproofthatthepartition function iswell-de� ned by showing thatthepartition
function doesnotdepend on the3-facetriangulation,�!.

7.3.1 Lem m a.IfT1 and T2 aretriangulationsofa 3-dim ensionalpolytopewhich isdi�eo-
m orphic to a 3-ballsuch thatT1 and T2 restrictto the sam e triangulation on the boundary,

then they are related by a �nite sequence ofPachnerm oves.

Proof. W e � rst prove the corresponding statem ent in dim ension 2, then use the result
in dim ension 2 to achieve the result in dim ension 3. In the proofwe use the notation
(i*) j)-m ove to indicate the m ove in which isim plicesare replaced by j sim plices. So the
(j*) i)-m oveistheinverse m ove,and theorderofiand j m atter.

In dim ension 2,wehave two triangulationsofthedisk thatagreeon theboundary,and
we are to show thatthey they can be arranged by Pachner m oves � xing the boundary to
agreeon theinterior.W eprovetheresultby induction on thenum berofvertices
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on theboundary.
Recall[39][7],thatthe star ofa k-sim plex (in a sim plicialcom plex)isthe union ofall

the sim plices that contain the k-sim plex. The link ofa k-sim plex is the union ofallthe
sim plicesin thestarthatdo notcontain thek-sim plex.W ewillexam inethestarsand links
ofverticeson theboundary ofa disk (and lateron thebounday ofa 3-ball).So denotethe

starofv with respectto the boundary by: stS(v). Sim ilarly,the link ofv with respect
to theboundary islkS(v)whilethesesetswith respectto theinteriorarestB (v)and lkB (v),
respectively.

In dim ension 2,stS(v)isa pairofedgesthatshare the vertex v. M eanwhile,lkB (v)is
a polygonalpath properly em bedded in thedisk thatisthem ostproxim ate to v am ong all
pathsin theinteriorthatjoin thepointsoflkS(v).

W e� x ourconsideration on oneofthetriangulations,say T1 ofD 2.W ewanttoalterthis
triangulation so thatlkB (v)isan edge(so ithasno interiorvertices).Ifwecan achievethis
alteration,then we can perform sim ilarm ovesto T2. The vertex v on eithertriangulation
then willbecom ethevertex ofa trianglethatisattached to thedisk along a singleedge.

W ecan rem ovesuch atriangle(oralternatively,work in theinterior)and apply induction
on thenum berofverticeson theboundary.

Consideran interiorvertex,v0in B .Ifthestarofv0in B istheunion ofthreetriangles
atv0,then we can rem ove thisvertex from D by m eansofa (3 *) 1)-m ove. Perform such
m oves untilthere are no interiorvertices ofvalence 3. In thisway we m ay assum e thata
vertex,v00 2 lkB (v)hasvalence largerthan 3. Ifthe valence ofv00 isgreaterthan 3,then
therearea pairoftrianglesin stB (v)sharing edgev;v00upon which a Pachnerm oveoftype
(2 *) 2)can beperform ed.Such a m ove rem ovesv00from the link ofv.Aftersuch a m ove,
check forinteriorverticesofvalence3 and rem ovethem by type(3*) 1)-m oves.In thisway
wecan continueuntilthelink ofv isan edge.IfD isa triangle,then theprocesswillreduce
thetriangulation untilthereareno interiorvertices.

Now we m im ic the proofgiven in dim ension 2,to dim ension 3. First,assum e thatan
interiorvertex v0 in D 3 hasasitsstarthe union of4 tetrahedra. Then we m ay elim inate
such an interiorvertex by m eansofa type(4*) 1)Pachnerm ove.

Considerthelink,lkB (v)ofa vertex,v,on the boundary.Ifthislink isa triangle,then
we m ay elim inate the vertex from the boundary,asin the 2-dim ensionalcase.Forthe star
ofv isa singletetrahedron thatisglued to theballalong a singleface.

M ore generally,stS(v) is a union oftriangles form ing a polygon,so stS(v) is the cone
on the polygon lkS(v) where v is the cone point. Consider the disk properly em bedded
in B that is the link ofv. This link,lkB (v),is a triangulated disk. There is a sequence
of2-dim ensionalPachner m oves that change lkB (v) to a triangulation ofan n-gon,with
no interiorvertices. W e use these 2-dim ensionalm oves to determ ine 3-dim ensionalm oves
perform ed in a neighborhood ofstB (v)asfollows.

Suppose thata (3 *) 1)-m ove is used to sim plify the disk that is the link ofv. Then
considerthevertex v0atwhich such am oveisperform ed.By our� rststep,itsstarisnotthe
union of4 tetrahedra.Three tetrahedra intersectalong theedge,v;v0,and a (3 *) 2)-m ove
can beperform ed in thestarofv to rem ovethevertex v0from thelink.Aftersuch a m ove,
then check forverticesin the interiorwhose valence is4.Rem ove these by (4 *) 1)-m oves,
untilno such vertices rem ain. Potentially,som e vertices from the link ofv are rem oved,
and the e� ect ofsuch a rem ovalon the link is to perform a (3*) 1)-m ove. In generala
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Figure45:A facesharing fourtetrahedra

(3*) 1)-m oveto thelink correspondsto a (3*) 2)-m oveto thestar,ora (4*) 1)-m oveto a
partofthestarand a tetrahedron on theothersideofthelink.

Ifa (2 *) 2)-m ove isused to sim plify lkB (v),then there iseithera (3 *) 2)-m ove ora
(2 *) 3)-m ove to thatballwhich inducesit.Specifcally,ifan edge in lkB (v)hasasitsstar
theunion of3 tetrahedra,then two ofthesearefound in stB (v)and theotheroneison the
othersideofthelink ofv.In thiscaseperform a (3*) 2)-m oveto B .Thelink ofv changes
by a (2 *) 2)-m ove. Ifthe link ofthe edge to be changed ism ore than 3 tetrahedra,then
perform a (2 *) 3)-m ove to stB (v). In thisway,a triangulation always results from these
m oves. Aftereach such m ove,one m ustgo and check forverticesofvalence 4 and rem ove
them by (4*) 1)-m oves.

Eventually,wecan rem oveallinteriorverticesfrom lkB (v)and wecan furtherm akesure
thatthe link ofv isin som e standard position. W e can rem ove v from the boundary ofB
by rem oving v and the(n� 2)-tetrahedra in itsstarwheren isthevalenceofv with repsect
to theboundary.Theresultfollowsby induction.2

7.3.2 Lem m a. The partition function  doesnotdepend on the choice of3-face triangu-
lationsof��.

Proof.Firstletusanalyzethecasewhen a face(012)isshared by fourtetrahedra.Then we
willdiscussthegeneralcase.Figures45 and 46 depictthecasewherea face(012)isshared
by fourtetrahedra (0123),(0124),(0125)and (0126).

Then the dualcom plex hasa rectangular2-face (012)� which isdualto the face (012).
There are two triangulationsofa rectangle,say t1 and t2,for(012)�.(These arethe trian-
gulationsthathaveno interiorvertices).The3-polytopesin �� thatshare(012)� areduals
(01)�,(02)� and (12)�.LetT1 and T2 be3-facetriangulationsof�� thatrestrictto t1 and t2
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respectively and restrictto the sam e triangulation on allthe other2-facesof��. W e show
thatthepartition functionsde� ned from T1 and T2 givethesam evalue.

Recall(Fig.6)thattwo pairsoffacesofa tetrahedron give two triangulation ofa rect-
angle. W e attach a tetrahedron in between (012)� and (01)� and change the triangulations
on theface.M orespeci� cally,attach a pairofadjacentfacesofa tetrahedron onto theface
(012)� of(01)� along thetriangulation T1 restricted to t1.Perform thesam eattachm entfor
(02)� and (12)�. Then we geta new triangulation T0

1
of�� which restrictsto t2 on (012)�.

ThusT0

1
and T2 havethesam etriangulation on the2-skeleton of�� by theassum ption that

allthe otherfaceshave the sam e triangulation. ThusT0

1 and T2 are related by a � nite se-
quence ofPachnerm oves� xing the boundary triagulation by Lem m a 7.3.1 which doesnot
changethepartition function by thepentagon identity and theorthogonality ofthecocycle
�.Henceitrem ainsto provethatT1 and T0

1
givethesam evalueofthepartition function.

If the dualface (012)� is in generala polygon ofm ore than four faces (say n-gon),
then triangulationsconsistof(n � 2)triangles(by the condition ofthe de� nition of3-face
triangulation).Such trianglationsarerelated by only (2 *) 2)-m oves,which arerealized by
attaching a pairoffacesoftetrahedra onceata tim easabove.Thustheaboveargum entis
applied to generalcasesby repeating theargum ent.

Now we prove that T1 and T0

1
in the case (012)� is a rectangle give the sam e value of

the partition function. Figure 47 depicts the graphs forthe triangulation. In Fig.47 the
perturbations ofthese graphs to trivalent graphs are also depicted. These perturbations
correspond to	 !(triangulationsofarectangle(012)� in thiscase)asdepicted in thebottom
ofFig.47. Thusthe colorsassigned nearthe face (012)with triangulationsT1 and T0

1 are
also assigned to edges ofthe perturbed graphs (the right pictures ofarrows in the � gure,
m arked (A),(A’),(B),and (B’)).

These graphsare identi� ed by the following graphsin Fig.37: (A)correspondsto top
graph,(A’)to top left,(B)to bottom right,(B’)to bottom .Theweights� assigned to each
triangulation arethus�(g;k;̂p;̂r)�(g;k;cpr;̂s)forT1 and �(g;k;̂r;̂s)�(g;k;p̂;crs;)forT0

1 (or
viceversa),ifthegroup elem entsassigned areasindicated in Fig.37.

Now since T0

1 is obtained from T1 by attaching three tetrahedra,and they receive the
weights�(g; dkpk�1 ; dkrk�1 ; dksk�1 ),�(k;p̂;̂r;̂s),�(gk;p̂;̂r;̂s),therefore the cocycle condition
depicted in Fig.37 showsthatthey areequal.2

8 H opfcategories

8.1 O verview ofH opfcategories. W ereferthereaderto [13,17,35]fordetailsabout
Hopfcategories. Here we give a briefoverview. A Hopfcategory is a categori� cation of
a Hopfalgebra. Roughly speaking,this m eans that the m ultiplication between elem ents
becom esthetensorproductbetween two objects,and thereisacotensorproductde� ned for
objects.

Firstwerecall2-categoriesfrom [29,23,6].

8.1.1 R eview of2-categories.A (sm all)strict2-category consistsofthefollowing data:
(1)a setofobjectsO bj,
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(2)a setof1-m orphism s1-M or,whoseelem entshavesource and target objects,
(3)a setof2-m orphism s2-M or,whoseelem entshave source and target 1-m orphism s.

Explicitly,given any two objectsA;B ,thereisa setof1-m orphism s1-M or(A;B )between
them ;theobjectA iscalled thesourceobject,B isthetarget.Such a 1-m orphism f isalso
denoted by f :A ! B . Given any two 1-m orphism sf,g 2 1-M or(A;B )there isa setof
2-m orphism sbetween them ;f isthe source arrow (1-m orphism ),and g isthe targetarrow
(1-m orphism ).TheobjectA isthesourceobjectand theobjectB isthetargetobject(ofthe
2-m orphism ). Therefore both the sourcesand targetsoff and g are required to coincide.
Such a 2-m orphism isalso denoted by � :f ) g.(Thesm allnessisthecondition thatthese
aresets.)

The following com positionsofm orphism sare de� ned and related asindicated in item s
(1)through (5).

(1)Forany 1-m orphism sf :A ! B and g :B ! C,a 1-m orphism g� f(= gf):A ! C

isthecom posite.
(2)Forany 1-m orphism f :A ! B and a 2-m orphism � :g ) g0between 1-m orphism s

g;g0:B ! C,there isa com position (a 2-m orphism )�f :gf ) g0f. Sim ilarly,there isa
2-m orphism g� :gf ) gf0 when � :f ) f0. These com positionsare depicted on the left
and m iddleofFig.48.

(3)Forany 2-m orphism s � :f ) g and � :g ) h where f;g;h :A ! B ,there is a
com position � � � :f ) h.Thisisdepicted in Fig.48 right.Thecom position � � � iscalled
theverticalcom position of2-m orphism s.

(4)Thecom position depicted in Fig.49 isunam biguousin thesense that

� � � = (�f0)� (g�)= (g0�)� (�f):

Theresult� � � iscalled thehorizontalcom position ofthe2-m orphism s� and �.
(5)Thecom position depicted in Fig.50 isalso unam biguousin thesensethat

(�0� �)� (�0� �)= (�0� �
0)� (� � �)

as2-m orphism sfrom gf to g00f00.
W eassum efurtherthat

idf � � = f � �

and
� � idg = �g

wheref;g are1-m orphism s,� isa 2-m orphism and thesecom positesarede� ned.
Forany objectA (resp.1-m orphism f),theidentity 1-m orphism idA (resp.2-m orphism

idf) is de� ned. The identity 2-m orphism satis� es (idf)� � = � ,� � (idf) = � for any
2-m orphism �.

Forany 2-m orphism � :f ) g wheref;g :A ! B ,�(idA)= � and (idB )� = �.
Thefollowing aretheconditionsforthestrictness.
(1)The com positionsof1-and 2-m orphism sare associative ((fg)h = f(gh),(��) =

�(�)).
(2)Forany 1-m orphism f :A ! B ,f(idA)= f = (idB )f.
Thisconcludesthede� nition ofa sm allstrict2-category.
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Note thatby com posing m orphism swe can represent2-m orphism sby planarpolygons.
M oreon 2-categoriescan befound also in [11].

W efollow thede� nitionsin [35]fortherestofthissection.
A m onoidal2-category consistsofa 2-category C togetherwith the data: (1)an object

I,(2)forany objectA two 2-functorsLA = A 2� � :C ! C and R A = � 2� A :C ! C such
thatLA(B )= R B (A)forany objectsA,B ,and (3)forany two 1-m orphism sf :A ! A 0

and g :B ! B 0a 2-m orphism

2� f;g :(f 2� B 0)(A 2� g)) (A 0
2� g)(f 2� B ):

These data satisfy 8 conditionsthatweom ithere.
A 2-vectorspace isa k-linearadditive category (C;�)thatadm itsa subsetB � C such

that(1)any objectX 2 B issim ple,(2)forany X 2 B ,dim k(H om (X ;X ))= 1,and (3)
forany objectA 2 C thereisa unique� nitesubsetB0� B such thatA �= � X i2B

0X
n1
i .The

setB iscalled a basisand a 2�vectorspaceis� niteifB0is� nite.
The 2-category of� nite dim ensional2-vectorspacesisdenoted by 2� vect. The setof

1-m orphism s are k-linear functors,and 2-m orphism s are naturaltransform ations. This is
a subcategory ofthe 2-category Ck ofsm allk-linear additive categories with the k-linear
functorsas1-m orphism s.

Theorem 2.7 of[35]says that 2 � vect adm its the structure ofa strongly involutory
m oniodal2-category in such a way thatforC;D 2 2�vect,Obj(C 2� D )= f(A 1;� � � ;An)jA i

arepairsofobjectsofC and D ,M or((A 1;� � � ;An);(B 1;� � � ;Bm ))= f(fij)jfij :A j ) B ig.
A com oidalcategory isa category C in Ck with thefollowing data.Two k-linearfunctors

} :C ! C 2� C and � :C ! vec where vec=the category ofvectorspaces,and som enatural
isom orphism s,including � :(1 2� })� } ) (} 2� 1)� },satisfying certain relations,including
thepentagon relation for�.

A 2-bialgebra or a bim onoidalcategory is a category C 2 Ck which has both m onoidal
and com oidalcategory structuresand with additionaldata including a naturalisom orphism
� :(
 2� 
)(1 2� T 2� 1)(} 2� })) }
 satisfyingcertain conditions,whereT denotesperm u-
tations,including� guresdepicted in 52,54,and56.Thefacesin the� guresare2-m orphism s,
and thesecubesarerelationsam ong 2-m orphism sin theHopfcategory.

8.2 C ocycle conditions and H opfcategories. Thecocyclesand theirequationsgiven
in theprevioussectionsto constructpartition functionsaregiven by Craneand Yetter[17]
toconstructexam plesofHopfcategories.W ereferthereaderto[17]and [35]forthedetailed
relation between cocyclesand Hopfcategories.

Herewegivea sketch description.TheHopfcategory constructed isa categori� cation of
theDrinfeldquantum doubleofa� nitegroup.Thus� rstwerecallD (G),thequantum double
ofa � nite group G.Itisan algebra generated by pairsofgropusand dualgroup elem ents,
f(g;̂h)g.The m ultiplication isde� ned by (g;̂h)� (k;̂‘)= �k� 1hk;‘(gk;̂‘),com ultiplication by

� ((g;̂h))=
P

k(g;̂k)
 (g; dhk�1 ).The unitisI =
P

h(g;̂h),the counitis� (g;̂h)= �h;e,the

antipodeisS(g;̂h)= (g�1 ; dgh�1 g�1 ).
TheHopfcategory C = D (G),acategori� cation ofD (G),hastheonedim ensionalvector

space over a � eld k generated by pairs f(g;̂h)g as objects. They are also sim ply denoted
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by pairs.The functorC 2� C ! C isa fam ily ofisom orphism s(g;̂h)
 (k;‘̂)! (gk;̂‘)where
h = k‘k�1 ,and thefunctor} :C ! C 2� C isgiven by a fam ily (g;̂h)!

P

k(g;̂k)2� (g;
dxk�1 ).

Thetransform ation (2-m orphism )

�
(g;̂h);(k;̂‘);(m ;̂n)

:((g;̂h)2� (k;‘̂))2� (m ;̂n)! (g;̂h)2� ((k;̂‘)2� (m ;̂n))

isa fam ily ofscalars�(g;k;m ;̂n)since theobjectsarenontrivialonly when ‘= k�1 hk and
n = ‘�1 m ‘.Sim ilarfor�(g;̂i;̂j;̂k),and forthetransform ation � ,onehasscalars

�(g;k;m̂ ;̂n):� m n= ‘(gk;m̂ )2� (gk;̂n)! � ab= h(gk; dk�1 ak)2� (gk; dk�1 bk):

Thuswegetthesecocyclesastransform ations(or2-m orphism s)in a Hopfcategory.The
cocycleconditionsareobtained from theaxiom softheHopfcategories.

8.3 D iagram sform orphism s. W eusethediagram m aticconvention depicted in Fig.51.
The top two � gures represent tensor and cotensor functors (1-m orphism s). W e read the
diagram from bottom to top,the segm entscorrespond to categories,and trivalentvertices
correspond to tensor(uncircled vertices)functorsand cotensor(circlesones)functors.Thus
a treediagram srepresentcom positionsofsuch functors.Thebottom three� guresrepresent
2-m orphism s.Foreach ofthese,two com positionsoffunctorsarerelated by a doublearrow
representing a transform ation (2-m orphism )between 1-m orphism sthatarecom positionsof
tensorand cotensorfunctors.

For the categori� cation ofthe quantum double, the objects are represented by pairs
f(g;̂h)g,therefore the edgesofthe graphsare labled by these pairs. The situation isseen
in Fig.31. The functors,then,are represented by trivalent vertices ofthe graphs. These
are depicted in Figs.32,34. In Fig.32,the functorcorresponding to � isdepicted,and in
Fig.34,thefunctorcorresponding to � (or� )isdepicted.The diagram sfor� issim ilarto
�,exceptthattheverticeshavesm allcircles.
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8.4 C oherence cubes and diagram s. Certain com positions of2-m orphism s in Hopf
categoriesarerequired tosatisfyrelations,such asthosecalled coherencecubesin [13].There
arerelationsbetween thecoherencecubesin [13]and thediagram s(graphs)wehavede� ned
in thispaper. Here we include Figures53,55,57 thatindicate such relations. Figures52,
54,56 are the coherence cubesgiven in [13]. The labelsin the parenthesesare in fact(co-
)tensorproductsand equalitiesarem orphism s.There isanothercube in [13]which isdual
to Figure52 and isom m ited.

In each ofthese � gures,there is an initialvertex and a term inalvertex in the cube.
These cubesappearin [13]in thede� nition ofHopfcategories.Each arrow from theinitial
vertex totheterm inalvertex representsam orphism ,which isrepresented by adiagram with
trivalentvertices.

Through each rectangular face,such a path is hom otoped to another such path. This
hom otopy causesa changein diagram s.Thesechangesin diagram sarethescenesfrom our
m ovies,and in the case ofthe Hopfcategory associated to a Drinfeld double,these scenes
aregroup cocycles.

Notethatrelationsarerepresented by diagram s(graphs)and therelationstakeform sof
equating two sequences(graph m ovies)ofgraphs.Theseequationsarein factidenticalthat
appeared in cocycle conditions(Figs.36,37)since these cocyclescam e from constructions
ofHopfcategoriesin [16]. On the otherhand these diagram sare related to the taco m ove
via the dualgraphs. Thus we see thatthe the form alism proposed in [13]can be used to
constructinvariantsof4-m anifoldsviaastate-sum provided thepropsed setofstatesis� nite.

9 C oncluding rem arks

In thispaperweestablished diagram m aticm achinery forthestudy of4-m anifold invariants
using triangulationsand graphs. In particular,invariance underPachner m oves ofCrane-
Frenkelinvariantsforcocyclesconstructed by Crane-Yetterisproved by using graphs.This
strongly suggestsgeneralizationsofthe Dikgraaf-W itten invariantto 4-m anifoldsusing co-
cycles de� ned in [16]. W e have shown direct relations am ong algebraic structures (Hopf
categories),triangulations,and (graph)diagram sin dim ension 4,generalizing spin network
theory in 3-dim ensions.

Furtherstudy on higherdim ensionalTQFTsand higheralgebraic structuresare antici-
pated.W eexpectthatourdiagram m aticm achinery established in thispaperserveastools
forfurtherdevelopm entsin thearea.

Open questionsrem ain.W hich � nitegroupscontain cocyclesthatsatisfy thesym m etry
conditions? Can otherexam plesofHopfCategoriesbeconstructed.W hatdo theinvariants
from thisconstruction m easure? Can theseinvariantsberelated toinvariantsthatarisefrom
Donaldson Theory?
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