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Abstract. Quantization of Teichmüller space of a punctured Riemann surface S is an approach to
three dimensional quantum gravity, and is a prototypical example of quantization of cluster varieties.
Any simple loop γ in S gives rise to a natural trace-of-monodromy function I(γ) on the Teichmüller
space. For any ideal triangulation ∆ of S, this function I(γ) is a Laurent polynomial in the squareroots of the exponentiated shear coordinates for the arc of ∆. An important problem was to construct
a quantization of this function I(γ), namely to replace it by a non-commutative Laurent polynomial in
the quantum variables. This problem, which is closely related to the framed protected spin characters
in physics, has been solved by Allegretti and Kim using Bonahon-Wong’s SL2 quantum trace for skein
algebras, and by Gabella using Gaiotto-Moore-Neitzke’s Seiberg-Witten curves, spectral networks,
and writhe of links. We show that these two solutions to the quantization problem coincide. We
enhance Gabella’s solution and show that it is a twist of Bonahon-Wong’s quantum trace.
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1. Introduction
1.1. Quantization of Teichmüller space. Quantization of the Teichmüller space of a Riemann surface appeared in late 1990’s as an approach to (2+1)-quantum gravity in mathematical physics. Certain
versions of quantum Teichmüller spaces were first established by Kashaev [K98] and independently by
Chekhov and Fock [CF99] [F97]. The Chekhov-Fock formulation was later generalized by Fock and
1
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Goncharov to the theory of quantum cluster varieties [FG09]. Here we review the Chekhov-Fock(Goncharov) quantum Teichmüller theory.
Let S be a punctured surface, which is the result of removing a finite number of points, called punctures,
from a closed oriented surface of finite genus. Among several versions of Teichmüller spaces of S, we
will consider the enhanced Teichmüller space X + (S), also known as the holed Teichmüller space [F97]
[FG07]. By definition, X + (S) is the set of all complete hyperbolic metrics h on S up to isotopy,
enhanced with a choice of an orientation of a small loop surrounding each puncture whose monodromy
with respect to h is hyperbolic. The space X + (S) is a contractible smooth manifold equipped with
the Weil-Petersson Poisson structure [F97] [FG07]. A nice coordinate system requires the choice of an
ideal triangulation ∆ of S, which is a collection of isotopy classes of mutually non-intersecting simple
paths running between punctures, called (ideal) arcs, dividing S into (ideal) triangles. Per each arc e
of ∆, Thurston’s shear coordinate function xe = xe;∆ is associated [T80], and they together comprise
a global coordinate system of X + (S). Their exponentials Xe := exp(xe ) are particularly convenient.
The Poisson bracket is given by {Xe , Xf } = εef Xe Xf , ∀e, f ∈ ∆, where εef = aef − af e ∈ Z, with
aef being the number of corners of ideal triangles of ∆ formed by e and f appearing clockwise this
order. Per change of ideal triangulations, the coordinate change formulas for the exponentiated shear
coordinates are rational, providing examples of so-called cluster X -mutations [FG06].
For a chosen triangulation ∆, a quantum deformed version of the classical Poisson algebra generated
by the exponentiated shear coordinates Xe and their inverses had been constructed as the C-algebra
be and their inverses, with e running through all arcs of ∆, mod out by
generated by the symbols X
2εef b b
b
b
the relations Xe Xf = q
Xf Xe , ∀e, f ∈ ∆, where q ∈ C∗ is the quantum parameter; this algebra is
called the Chekhov-Fock algebra T∆q [L09]. A key aspect of quantum Teichmüller theory is consistency
under change of triangulations. It has been shown that, for each pair of ideal triangulations ∆ and
∆0 , there exists a quantum coordinate change isomorphism Φq∆,∆0 : Frac(T∆q 0 ) → Frac(T∆q ) between the
skew-fields of fractions of the Chekhov-Fock algebras, that recovers the classical formula as q = 1 and
satisfies the consistency equations Φq∆,∆00 = Φq∆,∆0 ◦ Φq∆0 ,∆00 [CF99] [L09]. The algebras Frac(T∆q ) for
different ∆’s can then be identified by these isomorphisms in a consistent manner, forming a quantum
Teichmüller space [L09].
The algebraic aspects of [CF99] [F97] [K98] [FG09] were mostly on establishing this consistent quantum
Teichmüller space as just described, but not so much on finding a deformation quantization map, i.e. a
map sending a classical function to a quantum counterpart. One must first determine which functions
to quantize. Fock and Goncharov [FG06] suggested to consider the functions that can be written as
Laurent polynomials in the exponentiated shear coordinates (Xe )e∈∆ for every ideal triangulation ∆,
i.e. the regular functions on X + (S) viewed as (R>0 -points of) a Fock-Goncharov cluster X -variety.
This important class of functions called the universally Laurent functions form the classical Poisson
algebra to be quantized, which we denote by L(X + (S)). By a deformation quantization we mean a
map
(1.1)

Iq∆ : L(X + (S)) → T∆q

satisfying favorable properties, e.g. when q = 1 this should be the tautological classical map, and
this map (for general q) must be consistent under the quantum coordinate change Iq∆0 = Iq∆ ◦ Φq∆,∆0 .
Existence of such a map was conjectured in [FG06] and a solution was first given by Allegretti and the
first author in [AK17]. Later, another solution is given by Gabella [G17]. The goal of the present paper
is to compare these two solutions.
1.2. Allegretti-Kim quantization using Bonahon-Wong quantum trace. A basic example of
a universally Laurent function on the enhanced Teichmüller space X + (S) is the trace-of-monodromy
function along a loop. Let γ be any non-nullhomotopic simple loop in S. Note that a point of the
Teichmüller space yields a monodromy representation ρ : π1 (S) → PSL(2, R), defined up to conjugations in PSL(2, R). The function I(γ) := |trace(ρ(γ))| is universally Laurent on X +√
(S); in fact, it is
universally Laurent in the square-roots of the exponentiated shear coordinates Ze := Xe . It is known
[FG06] [S20a] [GHK15] that any element of L(X + (S)) is generated by these basic functions, together
with relatively easy extra functions associated to punctures. So the problem of quantization almost
boils down to quantizing these trace-of-monodromy functions I(γ).
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The square-roots of the exponentiated shear coordinates appearing in I(γ) force us to replace the
target space of the map in (1.1) by the bigger space T∆ω , which is the C-algebra generated by the
be Z
bf = ω 2εef Zbf Z
be . Here q = ω 4 , and T q
symbols Zbe and their inverses, mod out by the relations Z
∆
be 7→ Zb2 , ∀e ∈ T .
embeds into T∆ω by X
e
The Bonahon-Wong quantum trace [BW11] is an algebra homomorphism
(1.2)

A
ω
Trω
∆ : S (S) → T∆ ,

with A = ω −2 .

Here S A (S) is the skein algebra [P99, T91] of S at quantum parameter A, which is the C-module
generated by isotopy classes of framed unoriented links in the thickened surface S × (−1, 1) subject to
certain local relations. The product of two framed links is given by stacking one above the other. The
skein algebra S A (S) is known to be a quantization of the SL2 -character variety of S in the direction of
the Weil-Petersson-Goldman Poisson bracket (see [PS00] and references therein). Actually the image of
ω
the quantum trace map (1.2) is in a smaller subalgebra Z∆
of T∆ω , the skew-field of fractions of which
the quantum coordinate change isomorphism of the Chekhov-Fock algebras can be extended to [H10]
[BW11], and the quantum trace map is compatible with this extended quantum coordinate change. We
will recall the definitions of the skein algebra, the Bonahon-Wong quantum trace map, as well as all
these facts in Section 3.
Any simple loop γ in S can be considered as a framed link in the thickened surface S × (−1, 1), using
the standard blackboard framing. In Allegretti-Kim [AK17], the function I(γ) is quantized by setting
Iq∆ (γ) = Trω
∆ (γ).
We note that a full description of Iq∆ involves still more non-trivial ideas; see [AK17]. For example, the
above recipe Iq∆ (γ) = Trω
∆ (γ) does not immediately fit into the original setting as in eq.(1.1), but only
into a certain square-root version. We also note that the Bonahon-Wong quantum trace enjoys some
more properties in accordance with the conjecture of Fock-Goncharov [FG06] for Iq∆ ; see [AK17], and
also [CKKO20] for an important positivity property.
1.3. Another quantization using Gabella quantum holonomy. Gabella [G17] constructed for
ω
every oriented simple loop γ in S a quantum holonomy TrHolω
∆ (γ) ∈ T∆ . Gabella’s construction works
ω
for general Lie groups SLN , where the algebra T∆ is replaced by the Fock-Goncharov quantum moduli
space. The construction is based on works of Gaiotto, Moore, Neitzke, Galakhov, Longhi, and others
[G12] [GMN12] [GMN13] [GMN14] [GLM15], which give a correspondence between the GLN holonomies
for the surface S and the abelian GL1 holonomies for certain N -fold branched cover of S. Building on
these works, and combining with the idea of Bonahon-Wong about going to three dimensions, Gabella
constructed the quantum holonomy TrHolω
∆ (γ). In this paper we focus only on the case N = 2.
Let us briefly and informally discuss the main ingredients in Gabella’s construction. Details will be
e ∆ → S be a branched double covering of S branched over a set V ⊂ S
given in Section 4. Let π : S
consisting of exactly one point in the interior of each triangle of the triangulation ∆. Let S0 = S \ V.
Let γ : [0, 1] → S be a not-necessarily-closed smooth oriented curve in a general position. When the
e ∆ . If γ is considered up to homotopy in S fixing
image of γ lies in S0 , there are exactly two lifts of γ in S
e ∆ . In Gaiotto-Moore-Neitzke’s
its endpoints, then it has many more mutually non-homotopic lifts in S
construction, based on the triangulation one chooses a certain finite number of lifts, called admissible
lifts, of the homotopy class of γ in S. Then, the GL2 parallel transport for γ is expressed as sum over
all admissible lifts γ
e of a formal variable Xγe times a certain coefficient coming from physics, counting
the so-called framed BPS states. Galakhov, Longhi and Moore proposed a quantum parallel transport
X
bγe ,
q −wr(eγ ) X
γ
e: admissible lift

where wr(e
γ ) ∈ Z is the writhe of the lift γ
e, i.e. the number of self-intersections of γ
e counted with signs,
bγe is a certain formal variable associated to γ
and X
e. This construction works well for open curves γ.
When γ is a closed oriented curve in S, one can represent it by a map γ : [0, 1] → S by choosing a
bγe become monomials in T ω ; in
basepoint, then apply the above construction, where the variables X
∆
general, the result depends on the choice of basepoint. Gabella suggested a modification in order to
remove this dependency, and hence to construct a quantum holonomy of a simple closed oriented curve
γ in S. Assume γ is in general position with respect to the arcs of ∆. Choose an arc e of ∆ and cut γ
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along e to get a collection of open curves γi . Apply the Galakhov-Longhi-Moore construction to each
of γi . The intersection of γ and a small neighborhood of e is then interpreted as a certain type of tangle
in the thickening of this neighborhood, which can be viewed as a biangle, and a modification of the
operator invariant à la Reshetikhin-Turaev [RT90] [T16] of this tangle is used to “glue” the quantum
ω
holonomy of the arcs γi to give the Gabella quantum holonomy TrHolω
∆ (γ) ∈ T∆ [G17]. Gabella showed
ω
that TrHol∆ (γ) is an isotopy invariant of simple closed oriented curves γ in S. It should be noted that
while the Bonahon-Wong quantum trace map is defined for non-oriented framed links in the thickening
of S, the Gabella quantum holonomy is defined for oriented simple loop in S. The definition of the
Gabella quantum holonomy, where lifting of curves and writhe numbers are used, is very different from
that of the Bonahon-Wong quantum trace.
A special case of the main theorem of the present paper is the following.
Theorem 1.1 (Part of Theorem 5.2). Suppose S is a punctured surface with an ideal triangulation
∆. Let γ be an oriented simple closed curve in S. The Bonahon-Wong quantum trace and the Gabella
quantum holonomy for γ coincide with each other
ω
Trω
∆ (γ) = TrHol∆ (γ).

Here in the left hand side we consider γ as an unoriented link with the blackboard framing.
In particular, the deformation quantization map Iq∆ of Allegretti-Kim using Bonahon-Wong quantum
trace coincides with Gabella’s solution (after a certain modification to be explained), for the trace-ofmonodromy function I(γ) ∈ L(X + (S)) of a non-nullhomotopic simple loop γ in S.
1.4. More general result, and proof. Actually we will prove a much more general result. First we
show that one can extend the Gabella quantum homonomy to not only all framed oriented links in the
thickening of S, but also to a larger class of so-called stated VH-tangles in surfaces with boundary, and
for VH-tangles we show that the Bonahon-Wong quantum trace and the Gabella quantum homonomy
are not exactly equal but related by a certain relation. The more general result for VH-tangles is
actually needed for the proof, as we decompose the surface into triangles and biangles, and establish
the relation in each biangle and each triangle. Then we show that we can “glue” the relations so
obtained in the biangles and triangles to get the desired global relation.
First we allow the surface S to have boundary. So S = Σ \ P, where Σ is a compact oriented surface
with (possibly empty) boundary and P is a finite set that intersects every connected component of the
boundary of Σ. By a tangle K in the thickened surface S × (−1, 1) we mean an unoriented compact
properly embedded framed 1-dimensional submanifold of S × (−1, 1). A V-tangle is a tangle K such
that for each boundary arc b of S, the endpoints of K in b × (−1, 1) have distinct vertical coordinates,
i.e. distinct elevations ∈ (−1, 1). A VH-tangle is a V-tangle K such that for each boundary arc b, the
endpoints of K in b × (−1, 1) have distinct horizontal coordinates, i.e. project down to distinct points
in b. By V-isotopy and VH-isotopy we mean the isotopies within the respective classes. A state of
a V-tangle or VH-tangle is a map from its boundary points to the set {+, −}. Bonahon and Wong
[BW11] extend the definition of the skein algebra to the stated skein algebra SsA (S) based on stated
A
ω
V-tangles, and show that the quantum trace map Trω
∆ : Ss (S) → T∆ can be defined as an algebra
homomorphism.
In Gabella’s definition the writhe plays an important role, but the V-isotopy can change the writhe.
This is the reason why we have to consider the finer class of VH-tangles, as VH-isotopy does not change
the writhe. For each VH-isotopy class of a stated VH-tangle α in S × (−1, 1) we will define the Gabella
ω
quantum holonomy TrHolω
∆ (α) ∈ T∆ , extending Gabella’s definition for simple closed curves in S.
In the process we reformulate Gabella’s construction of [G17] so that it is more easily understandable
to mathematics community, provide a complete treatment of the biangle part and give precise interpretation in terms of the Reshetikhin-Turaev invariant, and use different normalization of the monomial
part than Gabella’s. Various properties, including the well-definedness, were not completely proved in
[G17], and will follow as a consequence of the present paper.
If we forget the H-structure in a stated VH-tangle α, we get a stated V-tangle. There is a simple
quantity ∂CS (α) ∈ Z (Def.5.1) which records some information from this forgetting process. The main
result of the present paper is the following.
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5

Theorem 1.2 (main theorem). For a stated VH-tangle α in the thickened surface S × (−1, 1),
2wr(α) ∂CS (α)
Trω
ω
TrHolω
∆ (α) = ω
∆ (α),

where wr(α) is the usual writhe of the tangle α in S × (−1, 1).
We briefly explain the idea of proof. For a biangle, we start from the well-known Reshetikhin-Turaev
operator invariant [RT90] [T16], and show that a modification by a certain boundary twist and writhe
still yields an operator invariant. We then show that the matrix elements of these operator invariants
are precisely the Bonahon-Wong biangle quantum trace and Gabella biangle quantum holonomy. For
a triangle, we first write the Bonahon-Wong’s triangle factor as the so-called Weyl-ordered monomial
times some power of ω which we call a deviation. Our main technical lemma (Lem.5.9) is the formula
expressing this deviation in terms of certain combination of writhe in S, writhe of (Gabella) lifts in
e ∆ , and a sign correction at the sides of the triangle. In the entire surface, we show that the boundary
S
twists of biangles and the sign corrections of triangles cancel each other at inner arcs of ∆, whereas the
two kinds of writhes add up throughout the surface.
While the twist factor ω 2wr(α) ω ∂CS (α) is indeed what makes possible the forgetting process from
VH-tangles to V-tangles, it also records the orientation information of the tangle α. In particular,
even if α is a closed tangle, so that it has no V-, H-, VH-structure nor a state, the Bonahon-Wong
quantum trace and the Gabella quantum holonomy are not exactly the same, but are related by
2wr(α)
TrHolω
Trω
∆ (α).
∆ (α) = ω
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Korea(NRF) grant funded by the Korea government(MSIT) (No. 2020R1C1C1A01011151). H. Kim
thanks Dylan Allegretti, Carlos Scarinci, Linhui Shen, Maxime Gabella and Francis Bonahon for help,
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2. Quantum Teichmüller theory
We establish basic definitions for set-up, and briefly introduce quantum Teichmüller theory.
2.1. Ideal triangulation of a non-compact surface. In this subsection we choose to mostly follow
the terminology convention of [L17], with some modification.
Definition 2.1 ([L17]). • A generalized marked surface is a pair (Σ, P), where Σ is a compact oriented
surface with boundary ∂Σ and P is a finite subset of Σ, such that each component of ∂Σ should have
at least one point of P.
• The surface orientation on Σ determines the notion of clockwise/counterclockwise rotation on (the
tangent space of each point of ) the surface, and the convention of the boundary-orientation on the
boundary ∂Σ coming from the surface orientation is chosen to be compatible with the clockwise rotation
on (points of ) surface near boundary.
• Elements of P are called marked points. Elements of P in Σ \ ∂Σ are called interior marked points,
or punctures.
• If ∂Σ = Ø, then (Σ, P) is called a punctured surface.
• By the boundary of the generalized marked surface (Σ, P) we mean (∂Σ) \ P, and write as ∂Σ \ P.
• A diffeomorphism between generalized marked surfaces (Σ, P) and (Σ0 , P 0 ) is an orientation-preserving
diffeomorphism Σ → Σ0 that restricts to a bijection P → P 0 . We say (Σ, P) and (Σ0 , P 0 ) are
diffeomorphic if there exists a diffeomorphism between them.
As mentioned in [L17], a generalized marked surface defined this way corresponds to a ‘punctured
surface with boundary’ of [BW11].
Definition 2.2. By the phrase “with boundary” we always mean “with (possibly empty) boundary”.
In particular, in Def.2.1, we allow ∂Σ to be empty. Notice that, in Def.2.1, in case ∂Σ is empty, the
boundary ∂Σ \ P of (Σ, P) is also empty.
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Definition 2.3 ([L17]). Let (Σ, P) be a generalized marked surface.
• A P-link is an immersion α : C → Σ, where C is a compact non-oriented 1-manifold with boundary,
such that
(1) restriction of α onto the interior of C is an embedding into Σ \ P, and
(2) α maps the boundary of C into P.
The interior of this P-link is the image under α of the interior of C, and is denoted by α̊.
• When C is [0, 1], we call α a P-arc. When C is S 1 , we call α a P-knot.
• When C has no boundary, we call α a closed P-link.
• Two P-links are P-isotopic if they are isotopic in the class of P-links.
• A P-arc is called a boundary arc if it is contained in ∂Σ.
• A P-link is often identified with its image in Σ.
In the literature, the surface is commonly considered to be Σ \ P, in which case a P-arc corresponds
to a so-called ideal arc, a P-knot to a simple loop in Σ \ P, and a closed P-link to a simple closed curve
in Σ \ P. The last line of Def.2.3 indicates that a P-link is an unoriented object. One easy observation
is that the boundary ∂Σ \ P is the disjoint union of interiors of boundary arcs, which are the connected
components of ∂Σ \ P. The interior of a boundary arc may also be called a boundary arc, by abuse of
notation. We now go on to triangulations; we follow conventions of [L17] [FST08].
Definition 2.4 (e.g. [L17] [FST08]). A generalized marked surface (Σ, P) is triangulable if and only
if P is non-empty and (Σ, P) is not diffeomorphic to one of the following:
– a sphere (with no boundary) with one or two marked points
– a monogon with no interior marked point, (i.e. genus 0, with one boundary component, with one
marked point on the boundary, and no interior marked point) or
– a bigon with no interior marked point (i.e. genus 0, with one boundary component, with two marked
points on the boundary, and no interior marked point), also called a biangle.
We do not always assume that (Σ, P) is triangulable, although we do when we talk about triangulations. Later, it is crucial that we shall also need to consider the third case of the above definition.
Definition and Lemma 2.5 (see e.g. [L17] [FST08]). Let (Σ, P) be a triangulable generalized marked
surface.
• For integer n ≥ 3, a P-n-gon is a smooth map β : σ → Σ from a regular n-gon σ in the standard
plane R2 to Σ, such that
(1) the restriction of β onto the interior σ̊ is a diffeomorphism onto its image, and
(2) the restriction of β onto each of the n sides of σ is a P-arc, called a side (or edge) of β.
In particular, a P-3-gon is called a P-triangle.
• If two sides of a P-n-gon coincide as a P-arc, such a side, as well as that P-n-gon, is said to be
self-folded.
• A P-n-gon is oriented if the relevant map β : σ → Σ is orientation-preserving, where σ is oriented
according to the standard orientation on R2 .
• A P-triangulation (or, a triangulation, when P is clear) of Σ (or, an ideal triangulation or just a
triangulation of (Σ, P)) is a collection ∆ of P-arcs such that
(1) no P-arc in ∆ bounds a disk whose interior is in Σ \ P,
(2) no two P-arcs in ∆ intersect in Σ \ P and no two are P-isotopic, and
(3) ∆ is a maximal collection of P-arcs with the above properties (1)–(2).
For a triangulation ∆, one can replace P-arcs in ∆ by P-arcs in their respective P-isotopy classes such
that every arc in ∆ isotopic to a boundary arc is a boundary arc. We always assume that ∆ satisfies
this condition.
• An element of ∆ is called a (constituent) edge of the triangulation ∆. An edge of ∆ is called a
˚ be the set of
boundary edge of ∆ if it is a boundary arc, and an internal edge of ∆ otherwise. Let ∆
all internal edges of ∆.
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• For a P-triangulation ∆, the closure of each connected component of Σ \ ( e∈∆ e) can be naturally
given a structure of an oriented P-triangle. By a (constituent) (P-)triangle of ∆ we mean one of these
triangles coming from ∆. Denote by F(∆) the set of all triangles of ∆.
• We say (Σ, P) is triangulated if it is equipped with a P-triangulation.
The notions of P-triangulation and P-triangle correspond to those of ideal triangulation and ideal
triangle in the literature. Implicitly or explicitly, we will identify two triangulations if one can be
obtained by simultaneous isotopy of (edges of) the other; when extra care is needed, we shall make it
clear. For convenience of the present paper, we define the notion of corner of a triangle as follows.
Definition and Lemma 2.6. Let t be a constituent triangle of a triangulation ∆ of a generalized
marked surface (Σ, P). Let β : σ → Σ be a map giving t an oriented P-triangle structure. Let e, f, g be
the sides of σ, appearing clockwise in this order. Denote by same labels e, f, g the corresponding sides
of t. The three pairs of sides (e, f ), (f, g), and (g, e) are called corners of t. The three corners of t are
well-defined and mutually distinct.
Visually, one can consider a corner (e, f ) of t as being a small part of t \ (e ∪ f ∪ g) close to the vertex
of the t shared by e, f , lying in between e, f . There may arise some confusion when dealing with a
self-folded triangle. In the above definition, we give three different labels e, f, g for the three sides;
however, sometimes we identify a side with its image, in which case we will need only two distinct
labels for the sides of a self-folded triangle, say e, e, f . Notice that, still in such a case, the three corners
(e, e), (e, f ), (f, e) of this triangle are unambiguously defined. However, notice that a pair of edges of
∆ may not be sufficient to determine a corner, because sometimes such a pair may represent corners
of two different triangles.
We find it convenient to define the following notion here.
Definition 2.7. Let ∆ be a triangulation of a generalized marked surface (Σ, P), and let γ be a closed
P-link in Σ. Denote by #(γ ∩ ∆) the total number of intersections of γ and the edges of ∆; it can be
infinite. We say that γ is in a minimal position with respect to ∆ if #(γ ∩ ∆) is minimal among the
numbers #(γ 0 ∩ ∆), where γ 0 runs through all P-knots that are P-isotopic to γ.
It is easy to see that if γ is in a minimal position with respect to ∆, then #(γ ∩ ∆) is finite. It is
well-known that the intersection numbers #(γ ∩ e) with the edges e ∈ ∆ completely determine the
P-knot γ in a minimal position, up to P-isotopy.
Lemma 2.8. Let ∆ be a triangulation of a generalized marked surface (Σ, P), and let γ be a closed
P-link in Σ. Let γ 0 be a closed P-link that is P-isotopic to γ and is in a minimal position with respect
to ∆. For each e ∈ ∆, denote by ae (γ) ∈ Z≥0 the number of intersections of γ 0 and e, called the
intersection number of γ and e.
The intersections numbers completely determine a closed P-link γ up to P-isotopy.
For a proof, we refer e.g. to [FG06]; the intersection numbers are 2 times the Fock-Goncharov tropical
A-coordinate of γ, and it is straightforward to re-construct γ out of these numbers.
As is widely used in the literature, counting of corners effectively encodes the combinatorics of ∆.
Definition 2.9. Let ∆ be a triangulation of a generalized marked surface (Σ, P). Let e, f be constituent
edges of ∆, and let t be a constituent triangle of ∆. Define

1 if (e, f ) is a corner of t,
∆
cef (t) = cef (t) :=
0 otherwise,
εef (t) = ε∆
ef (t) := cef (t) − cf e (t),
X
εef = ε∆
εef (t).
ef :=
t∈F (∆)

The matrix ε = ε∆ = (εef )e,f ∈∆ is called the exchange matrix of ∆.
The matrix ε is sometimes called the signed adjacency matrix (e.g. [FST08]), or a face matrix (e.g.
[L17]). Notice that the matrix B = (bij ) of [FST08] coincides with the above ε = (εij ) in case ∆ has
no self-folded triangles, and otherwise it differs from ε in general.
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2.2. Teichmüller space and shear coordinates. The basic geometric objects of study are certain
versions of the so-called Teichmüller space of a surface (Σ, P). In general, the Teichmüller space of a
surface refers to the space of all complete hyperbolic metrics on the surface, considered up to pullback
by diffeomorphisms isotopic to the identity. In case of a generalized marked surface, some care is
needed for the behavior near the boundary and marked points. The most general case appears in
Dylan Allegretti’s thesis [A16], which we follow. Like in [A16], we formulate using the monodromy
representations, instead of directly dealing with hyperbolic metrics.
Definition 2.10 (enhanced Teichmüller space of punctured surface; see e.g. [FG06]). Let (Σ, P) be a
triangulable generalized marked surface, and suppose that (Σ, P) is a punctured surface, i.e. ∂Σ = Ø.
• The Teichmüller space T (Σ, P) is the set
(2.1)

Homdf (π1 (Σ \ P), PSL(2, R))/PSL(2, R).

More precisely, T (Σ, P) consists of all group homomorphisms from π1 (Σ \ P) to PSL(2, R) that are
faithful and have discrete image, where an element of T (Σ, P) is defined up to conjugation by an
element of PSL(2, R).
• Given a point of T (Σ, P), i.e. an equivalence class of a group homomorphism ρ : π1 (Σ \ P) →
PSL(2, R), an element p of P is called a cusp (with respect to ρ) if the image under ρ of a small loop
surrounding p is a parabolic element of PSL(2, R), and called a hole (with respect to ρ) if this image is
a hyperbolic element of PSL(2, R).
• The enhanced Teichmüller space X + (Σ, P) is the set of all pairs (ρ, O), where ρ is a point of T (Σ, P),
and O is the choice of an orientation for (a loop surrounding) each hole with respect to ρ.
Definition 2.11 (enhanced Teichmüller space for a triangulable generalized marked surface; [A16]).
Let (Σ, P) be a triangulable generalized marked surface with nonempty boundary ∂Σ 6= Ø.
• Let (Σop , P op ) be the generalized marked surface same as (Σ, P), except equipped with the opposite
orientation. Choose a parametrization for each boundary component of Σ, which induces that for
the corresponding boundary component of Σop . Glue Σ and Σop along these parametrized boundary
components, to construct a smooth oriented surface ΣD without boundary; denote by PD the marked
points on ΣD coming from P and P op . The resulting generalized marked surface (ΣD , PD ) =: (Σ, P)D ,
which is a punctured surface, is called the doubled surface for (Σ, P). Let ι : ΣD → ΣD be the natural
involutive diffeomorphism exchanging Σ and Σop , induced by the identification Σ ↔ Σop .
• The (generalized) enhanced Teichmüller space X + (Σ, P) is defined as the ι-invariant subspace of
the enhanced Teichmüller space X + (ΣD , PD ) of the doubled surface (ΣD , PD ), where X + (ΣD , PD ) is
defined as in Def.2.10, on which ι acts naturally.
A starting point of many problems related to Teichmüller spaces is a construction of suitable coordinate
systems for X + (Σ, P). Among various kinds, what is relevant to the current situation is Thurston’s
shear coordinate function [T80], which makes use of the choice of an ideal triangulation.
Proposition 2.12 (Thurston-Fock’s theorem, see e.g. [P12] [A16]). Let ∆ be a triangulation of a
triangulable generalized marked surface (Σ, P). There exists a global coordinate system for the enhanced
Teichmüller space X + (Σ, P), whose coordinate functions are enumerated by the internal edges e of the
˚ each of
triangulation ∆. These coordinate functions Xe = Xe∆ : X + (Σ, P) → R>0 associated to e ∈ ∆,
which is called the exponentiated shear coordinate for the internal edge e ∈ ∆, provide a bijection
˚

X + (Σ, P) → (R>0 )∆ : (ρ, O) 7→ Xe (ρ, O).
For geometric meaning of these coordinate functions, see e.g. [A16] or [P12]. Roughly speaking, in
terms of hyperbolic metrics, they are the ‘shearing’ amounts that measure how the hyperbolic ideal
triangles are glued along their edges to one another, to form the (hyperbolic) surface Σ \ P. A key
point of studying these coordinates is how they transform under change of ideal triangulations.
Proposition 2.13. Let ∆ and ∆0 be ideal triangulations of a triangulable generalized marked surface
(Σ, P). Then the exponentiated shear coordinate functions Xe0 0 ’s for the internal edges e0 of ∆0 can be
expressed as rational functions in terms of those Xe ’s for the internal edges e of ∆.
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2.3. Quantum Teichmüller space. We now review quantum Teichmüller space, which was first
constructed in 1990’s by Kashaev [K98] and independently by Chekhov-Fock [CF99] [F97]. For our
purposes we follow the latter works, and also their modern developments as appearing e.g. in [L09]
[BW11] [H10] [FG09].
For each triangulation ∆, we considered the exponentiated shear coordinate functions Xe associated
˚ They provide identification of the (generalized) enhanced Teichmüller space
to internal edges e ∈ ∆.
˚
+
∆
X (Σ, P) with (R>0 ) , making X + (Σ, P) a smooth manifold. This manifold X + (Σ, P) is equipped
with a natural Poisson structure, named Weil-Petersson Poisson structure, whose Poisson brackets
among the coordinate functions are given by
{Xe , Xf } = εef Xe Xf .
˚ generates a Poisson subalgebra of the ring C ∞ (X + (Σ, P)) of
Thus one can verify that {Xe±1 : e ∈ ∆}
smooth functions on X + (Σ, P). The following non-commutative algebras serve as quantum deformed
versions of this Poisson subalgebra.
˚ be
Definition 2.14 ([L09]). Let ∆ be a triangulation of a generalized marked surface (Σ, P), and ∆
the set of all internal edges of ∆. Let ~ ∈ R be a quantum parameter, and let q := exp(πi~) ∈ C∗ .
The internal Chekhov-Fock algebra T̊∆q is an algebra over C defined by generators and relations:
be , X
b −1 | e ∈ ∆
˚ },
generating set : { X
e
be X
bf = q 2εef X
bf X
be ,
relations : X

˚
∀e, f ∈ ∆,

be X
be−1 = X
be−1 X
be = 1,
X

˚
∀e ∈ ∆.

The Chekhov-Fock algebra T∆q is an algebra over C defined by generators and relations as follows:
be , X
b −1 | e ∈ ∆ },
generating set : { X
e
be X
bf = q 2εef X
bf X
be ,
relations : X

∀e, f ∈ ∆,

be X
be−1 = X
be−1 X
be = 1,
X

∀e ∈ ∆.

Notice that T̊∆q and T∆q coincide when (Σ, P) is a punctured surface, which is often the case in the
literature. As the generators of the classical algebra are enumerated by internal edges, of course T̊∆q
is more natural to consider than T∆q , but we shall also need T∆q later. As noted e.g. in [L09] [BW11]
[H10], these algebras T̊∆q and T∆q satisfy the so-called Ore Condition of ring theory [BG02] [C95], and
therefore their skew-fields (i.e. division algebras) of fractions Frac(T̊∆q ) and Frac(T∆q ) can be considered.
As written in [L09], elements of Frac(T∆q ) are formal fraction expressions P Q−1 , with P, Q ∈ T∆q , Q 6= 0,
where two such expressions P1 Q−1
and P2 Q−1
represent the same element of Frac(T∆q ) if there exist
1
2
q
nonzero S1 , S2 ∈ T∆ such that P1 S1 = P2 S2 and Q1 S1 = Q2 S2 . Product of such expressions can also
be written as one fraction P Q−1 by algebraic manipulation. Similarly for Frac(T̊∆q ).
Proposition 2.15 ([CF99] [K98] [L09]). There exists a skew-field isomorphism
Φq∆,∆0 : Frac(T∆q 0 ) → Frac(T∆q )
associated to each pair ∆, ∆0 of triangulations of a generalized marked surface (Σ, P), satisfying:
(1) When q = 1 it recovers the coordinate change formulas for exponentiated shear coordinates for
internal edges,
(2) The consistency relation holds
Φq∆,∆00 = Φq∆,∆0 ◦ Φq∆0 ,∆00
for each triple ∆, ∆0 , ∆00 of triangulations.
In fact, the above proposition was first established for the internal Chekhov-Fock algebras only, i.e.
for the maps Frac(T̊∆q 0 ) → Frac(T̊∆q ). We note that these original results naturally extend to the
Chekhov-Fock algebras as written above.
Some authors (e.g. [L09] [BW11]) use the word quantum Teichmüller space as referring to the quotient
of disjoint union of all Frac(T∆q ) by the equivalence relation given by the identifications Φq∆,∆0 . We might
also be doing so from time to time, but we do not make a serious use of this word.
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2.4. Deformation quantization of Teichmüller space and the quantum ordering problem.
The isomorphisms in Prop.2.15 let us identify Frac(T∆q ) for different ∆’s in a consistent way. However,
it is Frac(T∆q ) that is being identified with others, instead of the original Chekhov-Fock algebra T∆q
which we began with. For certain reasons, among elements of Frac(T∆q ), those belonging to T∆q are
considered more important. First, in order to be physically relevant, one must realize elements of the
quantum algebra as operators on Hilbert space. It is relatively easy to deal with representation of the
algebra T∆q on the Hilbert space using functional analysis, but hard to do for its skew-field of fractions.
Second reason comes from the viewpoint of considering the enhanced Teichmüller space as a cluster
X -variety. Each triangulation yields a chart, and regular functions on this chart are defined as Laurent
polynomials in the exponentiated shear coordinates; we note that Laurent polynomials play a crucial
role in the theory of cluster algebras and cluster varieties. Quantum regular functions for the quantized
chart are non-commutative Laurent polynomials in the quantum counterpart of the exponentiated shear
coordinates.
Hence, for both reasons coming from representation theory and cluster variety theory, the nice functions to deal with, for classical and quantum as well, are functions that are regular for every chart, i.e.
that are Laurent polynomials in every triangulation.
Definition 2.16. Define
Lq∆ :=

\

Φq∆,∆0 (T∆q 0 )

⊂

T∆q

⊂

Frac(T∆q ).

∆0

where the intersection runs through all ideal triangulations ∆0 of the relevant generalized marked surface
(Σ, P), including ∆. Elements of Frac(T∆q ) that belong to Lq∆ are said to be universally Laurent.
Lemma 2.17. Φq∆,∆0 induces isomorphism from Lq∆0 to Lq∆ .
So the algebras Lq∆ for different ∆’s can be consistently identified, so they
F can be collectively
F denoted
as Lq = Lq(Σ,P) . That is, in the style used in [BW11], we can view Lq = ∆ Lq∆ /∼, where
is the set
q
disjoint union and ∼ is the equivalence relation coming from Φ∆,∆0 .
The discussion so far is only on construction of a consistent quantum system related to the classical
system, which is the enhanced Teichmüller space with the Weil-Petersson Poisson structure. That
is, we now have algebra of quantum observables, namely Lq , independent of the choice of an ideal
triangulation ∆. Next step is to establish a quantization, which is a map from the algebra of classical
observables to the algebra of quantum observables. Namely, given a classical observable, i.e. a smooth
function on the enhanced Teichmüller space X + (Σ, P), what quantum observable do we assign to it?
A place to begin with is each of the exponentiated shear coordinate functions Xe for a chosen ideal
be ∈ T q . Then,
triangulation ∆. A natural candidate of a quantization map is to send each Xe to X
∆
+
what about other functions? At the moment, let us only focus on the functions on X (Σ, P) that can
be written as Laurent polynomials in Xe ’s for a given ∆, such as Xe Xf + Xg−2 . To each such Laurent
be ’s that recovers the
polynomial in Xe , we’d like to assign a non-commutative Laurent polynomial in X
b
classical one when we put q = 1 and replace each Xe by Xe . For a fixed ∆, building such an assignment
so that it satisfies the axiom of a ‘deformation quantization map’ is not so hard. The difficult part is to
make sure that such a deformation quantization map does not depend on the choice of ∆, in a sense.
The first step is to restrict our attention to (classical) functions on X + (Σ, P) that can be written as
Laurent polynomials in the exponentiated shear coordinates, for every ideal triangulations; finding all
of them is already a highly nontrivial task, and is accomplished in [FG06]. Then, for each ∆, devise a
way to assign to each such universally Laurent function a quantum Laurent polynomial, and prove that
the resulting quantum Laurent polynomials for different ∆’s are related to each other by the quantum
mutation maps Φq∆,∆0 .
To give an intuition, let us consider a simple toy model. To a function Xe Xf , what should we assign?
be X
bf , X
bf X
be , q r X
be X
bf for some r ∈ Z, or maybe it could be even more complicated. Which
Options are X
one is the best choice? For a more general Laurent polynomial, we should choose how to quantize each
monomial term. Finding a good choice of quantum Laurent polynomial so that it satisfies certain
favorable properties is sometimes referred to as the quantum ordering problem, as if it is the problem
of choosing the order of product of non-commutative quantum functions.
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For a monomial, there is a well-known standard answer, namely the Weyl-ordered product; we formulate this in a general setting as follows.
Definition 2.18 (Weyl-ordered product). Let X1 , . . . , Xn be elements living in an algebra, and satisfies
Xi Xj = A2mij Xj Xi ,

∀i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n},

for some scalar A and integers mij ∈ Z. In such a situation, we say that these n elements A-commute
with one another. Define the Weyl-ordered product of these A-commuting elements as
[X1 X2 · · · Xn ]Weyl := A−

P

1≤i<j≤n

mij

X1 X2 · · · Xn .

It is a straightforward exercise that the Weyl-ordered product is invariant under permutation, namely
[X1 · · · Xn ]Weyl equals [Xσ(1) · · · Xσ(n) ]Weyl for each permutation σ of {1, . . . , n}; it makes the Weylordered product a standard answer to the quantum ordering problem of a monomial. However, for our
case, for a classical function given by a Laurent polynomial, the quantum Laurent polynomial obtained
be X
bf · · · ]Weyl turns
by replacing each constituent monomial Xe Xf · · · by the Weyl-ordered product [X
out not to satisfy the desired property, namely the compatibility under the quantum mutations Φq∆,∆0 .
So the quantum ordering problem for universally Laurent functions cannot be solved just by term-byterm Weyl-ordered products. In the present paper, we will review two solutions to this problem, namely
one by Allegretti-Kim [AK17] and the other by Gabella [G17], and finally show that these two answers
are the same.
3. Bonahon-Wong’s quantum trace
3.1. Tangles and skein algebra. The known answers to the quantum ordering problem mentioned
in the last section are heavily based on the work of Bonahon and Wong [BW11]. Bonahon-Wong’s
construction requires us to consider tangles, which are 1-dimensional submanifolds in a 3-dimensional
manifold subject to certain conditions and with extra data. Depending on the authors and situations,
these objects can be defined in different ways, and here we recollect some versions relevant to our paper.
Definition 3.1. • For an oriented surface S with boundary, the thickening of S is the 3-manifold
S × (−1, 1),
whose boundary is ∂(S×(−1, 1)) = (∂S)×(−1, 1). We also say that S×(−1, 1) is a thickened surface.
• The elevation of a point (p, t) ∈ S × (−1, 1) is the (−1, 1)-coordinate, namely t.
• If A is a subset of S, we say that a point x of S × (−1, 1) lies over A if x ∈ A × (−1, 1).
We will mostly apply this definition to
S=Σ\P
for a generalized marked surface (Σ, P). Note that connected components b of ∂S are interiors of
boundary arcs of (Σ, P), hence in particular are diffeomorphic to an open interval in R; as mentioned
already, we refer to these b as boundary arcs of (Σ, P) or of S. Note that the connected components of
∂S × (−1, 1), i.e. the boundary components of S × (−1, 1), are the thickenings b × (−1, 1) of boundary
arcs b of S. The projection to S means the usual projection map S × (−1, 1) → S, or the image of
some subset under this map.
Definition 3.2 (various tangles). Let (Σ, P) be a generalized marked surface, not necessarily triangulable. Let S = Σ \ P.
• A tangle in a thickened surface S × (−1, 1) is a 1-dimensional compact manifold K with boundary
properly embedded into S × (−1, 1) such that
(T1) K is equipped with the choice of a framing on it, i.e. a continuous choice of a vector in
Tx (S × (−1, 1)) \ Tx K for each point x of K, and
(T2) the framing at each endpoint of K, i.e. a point of ∂K ⊂ ∂S × (−1, 1), is upward vertical, i.e.
is parallel to the (−1, 1) factor and points toward 1 of (−1, 1).
• For a tangle K in S × (−1, 1), consider the conditions:
(T3) for each boundary arc b of S, the elevations of the endpoints of K lying over b are mutually
distinct;
(T4) for each boundary arc b of S, no two endpoints of K lying over b project to a same point in b.
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The tangle K is called a V-tangle if it satisfies (T3), an H-tangle if it satisfies (T4), and a VH-tangle
if it satisfies both (T3) and (T4).
• Define each of V-isotopy, H-isotopy, and VH-isotopy as an isotopy within the class of V-tangles,
H-tangles, and VH-tangles, respectively.
• A V-tangle, H-tangle, or a VH-tangle is closed if the underlying tangle is closed.
• An oriented version of a tangle, V-tangle, H-tangle and VH-tangle, as well as the respective isotopies,
can be defined.
In particular, by a tangle we always mean a framed tangle. In the three versions of tangles, the
letter ‘V’ indicates that a V-isotopy class remembers the vertical ordering of endpoints lying over each
boundary arc of S, while ‘H’ indicates that an H-isotopy class remembers the horizontal ordering of
them. A tangle K in S × (−1, 1) can be represented by an embedding map C → S × (−1, 1) of a
compact 1-dimensional manifold C with boundary into S × (−1, 1). The tangles are often studied
through their projections in the surface S, called tangle diagrams.
Definition 3.3. • A tangle diagram in an oriented surface S with boundary is a 1-dimensional compact
manifold D with boundary properly immersed into S s.t. the interior of D lies in the interior of S, the
boundary ∂D of D lies in the boundary ∂S, and the only possible singularities are transverse double
self-intersections lying in the interior S \ ∂S of S, together with the data:
(TD1) for each self-intersection of D, called a crossing, the over- or under-passing information.
In a picture, for each crossing x, the underpassing part of D is drawn as broken lines, i.e. a small
neighborhood of x in this part deleted. The elements of ∂D are called the endpoints of D.
An isotopy of tangle diagrams is an isotopy within the class of tangle diagrams.
• A boundary-ordering on a tangle diagram D is the following data:
(TD2) for each boundary arc b of S, the choice of a (total) ordering on the set ∂b D := ∂D ∩ b, called
a vertical ordering on ∂b D; if x ∈ ∂b D is higher than y ∈ ∂b D in this ordering, we write x  y.
A tangle diagram D equipped with a boundary-ordering is called a boundary-ordered tangle diagram.
When the boundary-ordering is clear from the context, it is denoted just by D.
An isotopy of boundary-ordered tangle diagrams is an isotopy within the class of boundary-ordered
tangle diagrams.
• An oriented tangle diagram, a boundary-ordered oriented tangle diagram and their respective isotopies are defined analogously.
For a tangle K in S × (−1, 1) to yield a tangle diagram in S via projection, it must satisfy:
(P1) the framing at every point of K is upward vertical, and
(P2) the projection D of K via the projection S × (−1, 1) → S is a tangle diagram.
It is known that each of a V-tangle, H-tangle, or a VH-tangle can be isotoped within the respective class
to another one satisfying (P1) and (P2). For each case, the over- and under-passing information (TD1)
for each crossing is naturally induced from K. For a V-tangle or a VH-tangle, the vertical ordering
(TD2) on ∂b D for each boundary arc b of S is induced by the ordering on ∂K ∩ (b × (−1, 1)) coming
from elevations; hence the name vertical ordering. We find it convenient to define also the notion of
horizontal ordering on ∂b D:
Definition 3.4. Let b be a boundary arc of a surface S (with boundary).
• The choice of an orientation on b induces an ordering on the points of b called the horizontal ordering
on b as follows: a point x ∈ b is (horizontally) higher than y ∈ b if the direction from y to x matches
the chosen orientation on b.
• Let D be a tangle diagram in S. The horizontal ordering on the set ∂b D with respect to an orientation
on b is the ordering induced by the horizontal ordering on b.
In the present paper, if S is an oriented surface and no particular orientation on b is chosen, we use
the boundary-orientation on b (Def.2.1) coming from the surface orientation on S.
Note that, once (P1) and (P2) are satisfied, a V-tangle or a VH-tangle in S×(−1, 1) yields a boundaryordered tangle diagram in S via projection, while an H-tangle yields a tangle diagram. We say that
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the respective diagram is a diagram of the respective tangle. Conversely, from an isotopy class of one
of these three kinds of tangle diagrams one can recover a unique isotopy class of a respective kind of
tangles in S × (−1, 1). However, non-isotopic tangle diagrams may yield isotopic tangles, if they differ
by certain ‘moves’.
(M1) framed Reidemeister moves I, II and III, as in Fig.1(I), (II) and (III); in each case, the left
tangle and the right tangle differs only in a small disc where they differ as in the picture;
(M2) boundary-exchange move as in Fig.1(IV), where the shaded region indicates the inside of the
surface, the vertical thin line part of a boundary arc b, the left tangle D1 and the right tangle D2
differ only over a small half-disc near the boundary as in the picture, and the vertical orderings
on ∂b D1 and ∂b D2 match each other with respect to the natural bijection ∂b D1 ↔ ∂b D2 sending
x to x and y to y.

y
↔

y

(i) framed Reidemeister
move I

(ii) framed Reidemeister
move II

(iii) framed Reidemeister
move III

≺

↔

↔



x
↔

x

(iv) boundary exchange
move

Figure 1. Elementary moves for tangles
Proposition 3.5 (correspondence between tangle diagrams and tangles; e.g. [O02]). Let S be an
oriented surface (with boundary).
(1) Two tangle diagrams in S yield isotopic tangles in S × (−1, 1) if and only if they are related
by a sequence of isotopies of tangle diagrams and moves (M1) and (M2).
(2) Two tangle diagrams in S yield isotopic H-tangles in S × (−1, 1) if and only if they are related
by a sequence of isotopies of tangle diagrams and moves (M1).
(3) Two boundary-ordered tangle diagrams in S yield isotopic V-tangles in S × (−1, 1) if and only
if they are related by a sequence of isotopies of tangle diagrams and moves (M1) and (M2).
(4) Two boundary-ordered tangle diagrams in S yield isotopic VH-tangles in S × (−1, 1) if and
only if they are related by a sequence of isotopies of tangle diagrams and moves (M1).
The statements for oriented versions hold analogously.
We finally define the stated skein algebra through the following definitions.
Definition 3.6. Let (Σ, P) be a generalized marked surface, not necessarily triangulable. Let S = Σ\P.
• A state on a tangle K in S × (−1, 1) is an assignment of a sign to each endpoint of K, i.e. a
map s : ∂K → {+, −}. A stated tangle is a pair (K, s) of a tangle K and a state s on K. The stated
versions of various kinds of tangles, such as stated V-tangles, are defined analogously.
• A state on a tangle diagram D is a map s : ∂D → {+, −}. A stated tangle diagram is a pair (D, s)
of a tangle diagram D and a state s on D. The stated versions of various kinds of tangle diagrams,
such as stated boundary-ordered tangle diagrams, are defined analogously.
• If ∂K = Ø or ∂D = Ø, the only possible state is denoted by Ø, and the stated tangle (K, Ø) and the
stated tangle diagram (D, Ø) are said to be closed.
Definition 3.7 (the skein algebra; [T91] [BW11] [L17] [L18]). Let (Σ, P) and S be as in Def.3.6.
The (Kauffman bracket) stated skein algebra SsA (Σ, P) is the associative C-algebra defined as follows.
• The underlying C-vector space is freely spanned by the isotopy classes of all possible stated V-tangles
in S × (−1, 1), mod out by the following relations, where an element of SsA (Σ, P) represented by the
stated tangle (K, s) is denoted by [K, s], and is called a stated skein:
(SA1) (Kauffman bracket skein relation) For each triple of stated V-tangles (K1 , s1 ), (K0 , s0 ) and
(K∞ , s∞ ) that differ only over a small open disc in the interior of S as in Fig.2, one has:
[K1 , s1 ] = A−1 [K0 , s0 ] + A[K∞ , s∞ ]
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K1

K0

K∞

Figure 2. Kauffman triple of tangles
(SA2) (the trivial loop relation) For each pair of stated V-tangles (K, s) and (K 0 , s0 ) that differ only
over a small disc U such that the intersection of the tangle diagram of K with U is a contractible
loop while the intersection of the tangle diagram of K 0 with U is empty, one has:
[K, s] = −(A2 + A−2 )[K 0 , s0 ].
• Let [K1 , s1 ] and [K2 , s2 ] be stated skeins. Let [K1 , s1 ] = [K10 , s01 ] and [K2 , s2 ] = [K20 , s02 ], such that
K10 ⊂ S × (−1, 0) and K20 ⊂ S × (0, 1), obtained e.g. by vertically re-scaling and translating K1 and
K2 . Then the product [K1 , s1 ][K1 , s2 ] of the two stated skeins in SsA (Σ, P) is defined as the stated skein
[K, s], where the stated V-tangle (K, s) is the union of (K10 , s01 ) and (K20 , s02 ).
• A stated skein [K, Ø] represented by a closed stated V-tangle (K, Ø) is said to be closed.
By forgetting the states, one can also define the (Kauffman bracket) skein algebra S A (Σ, P) spanned
by skeins [K], which goes back to [T91]; the above is one of the several slightly different definitions of
what can be called a skein algebra, suited to our purpose. It is easy to see that the subspace spanned
by all closed skeins is a subalgebra, and often this subalgebra is the only focus of attention (e.g. [L17]);
however, we shall see that we need the full stated skein algebra.
3.2. Square-root quantum Teichmüller space. The skein algebra S A (Σ, P) is in general noncommutative, and is commutative when A = ±1. It has been observed that the family of algebras
S A (Σ, P), with fixed (Σ, P) and A being a varying parameter, yields a version of quantization of the
so-called SL2 (C)-character variety of the surface Σ \ P with respect to the Weil-Petersson-Goldman
Poisson structure; see [BW11] for references. On the other hand, this character variety is closely
related to the (enhanced) Teichmüller space equipped with the Weil-Petersson Poisson structure, whose
corresponding quantum version is established by Chekhov-Fock [CF99] [F97] and by Kashaev [K98],
as explained in §2.3 of the present paper. Thus it is a natural expectation that the skein algebras
S A (Σ, P) should be related to the quantum Teichmüller space, and a precise map relating them is what
Bonahon and Wong constructed in [BW11]. However, the image of the Bonahon-Wong map lies not
in the quantum Teichmüller space as presented in §2.3, but in its square-root version, which we now
recall.
Following [BW11] and [H10], the Chekhov-Fock algebra T∆q shall be re-defined in a slightly different
way than in Def.2.14. Another quantum parameter ω is introduced, and two algebras T∆ω and T∆q will
be constructed, such that T∆q is embedded in T∆ω .
Definition 3.8 ([BW11] [H10]). Let ∆ be a triangulation of a generalized marked surface (Σ, P).
• Let t be an oriented P-triangle of ∆, and let et,1 , et,2 , et,3 be the three sides of t appearing clockwise
this order. In this definition, each side is viewed as a map from a closed interval into the triangle, not
just as its image, hence these three sides are distinct, whether or not t is self-folded. The triangle algebra
Ttω associated to t and a nonzero complex parameter ω, is defined as the algebra over C generated by
bt,2 , Z
bt,3 , and their inverses Z
b−1 , Zb−1 , Zb−1 , with relations
three elements Zbt,1 , Z
t,1
t,2
t,3
bt,2 Z
bt,1 ,
Zbt,1 Zbt,2 = ω 2 Z

bt,2 Z
bt,3 = ω 2 Zbt,3 Zbt,2 ,
Z

bt,3 Z
bt,1 = ω 2 Zbt,1 Zbt,3 ,
Z

b−1 = Zb−1 Zbt,i = 1, i = 1, 2, 3.
together with the trivial relations Zbt,i Z
t,i
t,i
bt,1 , Z
bt,2 , Zbt,3 of Ttω are thought of as being associated to the three sides et,1 , et,2 , et,3 .
• The generators Z
bt,e , Zbt,f , Zbt,g denote Zbt,1 , Z
bt,2 , Z
bt,3
In particular, when the sides et,1 , et,2 , et,3 are named e, f, g, then Z
respectively.
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• Write all triangles of ∆ as t1 , t2 , . . . , tm ; so, m = |F(∆)|. Consider the tensor product algebra
m
N

Ttωj = Ttω1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Ttωm .

j=1

Nm
ω
ω
When referring to an element Z1 ⊗ Z2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Zm of
j=1 Ttj , if some factor Zj equals to 1 ∈ Ttj
then we may omit that factor, provided that one can still see clearly which factor of that element lives
in which factor of the tensor product algebra. The element 1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1 is denoted by 1.
be of Nm Ttω defined as:
• To each edge e of ∆, we associate an element Z
j=1
j
(1) If e is an internal edge that is not a self-folded edge, then e is a side of two distinct triangles
bt ,e ⊗ Z
bt ,e .
tj and tk ; in this case, let Zbe := Z
j
k
(2) If e is a self-folded edge of a triangle tj , let e1 , e2 , f be the three sides of tj appearing clockwise
this order, with images of e1 and e2 coinciding hence forming the self-folded edge; in this case,
be := ω −1 Zbt ,e Z
bt ,e = ω Z
bt ,e Z
bt ,e .
let Z
j 1
j 2
j 2
j 1
bt ,e .
(3) If e is a boundary edge, and belongs to a triangle tj , then let Zbe := Z
j
N
m
ω
b
We also define an element Xe of j=1 Ttj as
be := Zbe2 .
X
• Let
q = ω4 .
Inside

Nm

j=1

(3.1)

Ttωj , define
Nm
be , Z
be−1 | e ∈ ∆},
T∆ω := the subalgebra of j=1 Ttωj generated by {Z
N
m
q
ω
b
be−1 | e ∈ ∆},
T∆ := the subalgebra of j=1 Ttj generated by {Xe , X

by a slight abuse of notation. Both are called the Chekhov-Fock algebras associated to ∆.
It is easy to observe that the generators of the Chekhov-Fock algebras satisfy the relations
Zbe Zbf = ω 2εef Zbf Zbe ,

∀e, f ∈ ∆,

be X
bf = q 2εef X
bf X
be ,
X

∀e, f ∈ ∆.

and hence
Keep in mind that we have injective algebra homomorphism
T∆q ,→ T∆ω

:

be 7→ Z
b2 ,
X
e

∀e ∈ ∆.

From now on, we will only use Def.3.8, instead of Def.2.14.
In order to obtain quantum coordinate change maps for the square-root generators as rational formulas,
we need to consider the following.
be , Z
be , . . . , Zbe the generators of the Chekhov-Fock
Definition 3.9 ([BW11] [H10]). • Denote by Z
1
2
n
ω
algebra T∆ , associated to the edges of ∆ labeled by e1 , e2 , . . . , en ; in particular, n = |∆|. A monomial
bek2 · · · Z
bekn
in T∆ω is an element ω N Zbek11 Zbek22 · · · Zbeknn for some N, k1 , k2 , . . . , kn ∈ Z. A monomial ω N Zbek11 Z
2
n
is said to be balanced if, for every triangle tj of ∆, the exponents ki of the generators Zbei associated
to the three sides of tj add up to an even number, where the exponent ki for a self-folded edge ei is
counted with multiplicity 2 in this sum.
ω
is defined as the subspace of the Chekhov-Fock
• The Chekhov-Fock (balanced) square-root algebra Z∆
ω
ω
algebra T∆ spanned by all balanced monomials of T∆ .
d ω ), is defined as the subalgebra of
• The balanced square-root fraction algebra, denoted by Frac(Z
∆
ω
−1
ω
Frac(T∆ ) consisting of elements that can be written as P Q , with P ∈ Z∆
and Q ∈ T∆q ⊂ T∆ω .

d ω ). Hiatt [H10]
As mentioned in [BW11], one can check that Frac(T∆q ) is naturally contained in Frac(Z
∆
constructed quantum coordinate change maps for the (balanced) square-root algebras extending that
Φq∆,∆0 for the usual Chekhov-Fock algebras, in the following sense.
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Proposition 3.10 (Hiatt [H10]; see also [BW11]). Let (Σ, P) be a triangulable generalized marked
surface. Let q, ω be complex numbers s.t. q = ω 4 . There exists an algebra isomorphism
d ω
d ω
Θω
∆,∆0 : Frac(Z∆0 ) → Frac(Z∆ )
associated to each pair ∆, ∆0 of triangulations of (Σ, P), satisfying:
q
q
(1) the restriction of Θω
∆,∆0 to Frac(T∆ ) coincides with the map Φ∆,∆0 of Prop.2.15, and
(2) the consistency relation holds
ω
ω
Θω
∆,∆00 = Θ∆,∆0 ◦ Θ∆0 ,∆00

for each triple ∆, ∆0 , ∆00 of triangulations.
ω
Remark 3.11. The algebra Z∆
is a quantum torus [BW17, Cor.13], and hence admits a skew-field of
ω
ω
d ω ), simplifying the situation.
fractions Frac(Z∆ ). It can be shown that Frac(Z∆
) coincides with Frac(Z
∆
d ω ) as a module over Frac(T q ), it is a free module, as any
Here is a sketch of proof. Viewing Frac(Z
∆
∆
module over a skew-field is free, and one can easily see that this module is of finite rank d. For any
d ω ), note that 1, x, x2 , . . . , xd are linearly dependent over Frac(T q ), hence
nonzero element x of Frac(Z
∆
∆
Pd
q
i
c
x
=
0
for
some
c
,
.
0 . . , cd ∈ Frac(T∆ ) that are not all zero. Since x is not a zero divisor, c0
i=1 i
must be nonzero, hence can be assumed to be 1. It follows 1 = −(c1 + c2 x + · · · + cd xd−1 )x, showing
d ω ) is a skew-field, hence coincides with the skew-field of fractions of Z ω .
that x is invertible. So Frac(Z
∆
∆

As pointed out in [BW11], this map Θω
∆,∆0 is much better understood in terms of operators on Hilbert
spaces. This operator-theoretic viewpoint will be made clear and explicit e.g. in an upcoming work
[KS] (see [S20b] for an attempt).
Similarly for the case of Frac(T∆q ), by the square-root quantum Teichmüller space we mean the quotient
d ω ) by the equivalence relation given by the identifications Θω 0 . Also,
of the disjoint union of all Frac(Z
∆
∆,∆
as an analog of Def.2.16, the ring of square-root quantum regular functions can be defined as
\
ω
ω
ω
d ∆
(3.2)
Lω
Θω
⊂ Z∆
⊂ Frac(Z
) ⊂ Frac(T∆ω ),
∆ :=
∆,∆0 (Z∆0 )
∆0

by a slight abuse of notation with the previously defined symbol Lq∆ . As Θω
∆,∆0 induces a natural
ω
ω
ω
isomorphism from Lω
to
L
,
we
may
denote
L
for
all
∆’s
collectively
as
L
=
Lω
0
∆ F
∆
∆
(Σ,P) , or understand
ω
ω
this situation as L = ∆ L∆ /∼, where ∼ is the equivalence relation coming from the maps Θω
∆,∆0 .
3.3. Quantum trace map. If we restrict our attention only to triangulable generalized marked surfaces (Σ, P) with empty boundary, i.e. punctured surfaces, we are ready to state the result of BonahonWong, namely a map from the skein algebra of this surface to the square-root quantum Teichmüller
space. In the meantime, one of the major defining properties of this map is the cutting/gluing property,
which is a certain compatibility that holds when cutting the surface (together with a skein) along a
P-arc, i.e. an edge of some triangulation. In order to fully reflect this property, it is not just a luxury
but rather a must, that we state Bonahon-Wong’s result in complete generality for any triangulable
generalized marked surface, instead of only for punctured surfaces without boundary.
Bonahon and Wong [BW11] described the process of gluing surfaces and skeins along two boundary
arcs of a not-necesarily-connected surface. To conveniently attain uniqueness of such a process, we
instead formulate everything in terms of cutting.
Definition and Lemma 3.12 (cutting construction). Let (Σ, P) be a generalized marked surface, not
necessarily connected nor triangulable. Let b be a P-arc in Σ, and assume that the interior b̊ of b lies
in the interior Σ \ ∂Σ of the surface.
• Let (Σ0 , P 0 ) be the unique (up to diffeomorphism) generalized marked surface obtained from (Σ, P) by
cutting along b. In particular, there is a natural (gluing) map Σ0 → Σ, whose restriction to P 0 yields a
correspondence P 0 → P. The pre-image of b under Σ0 → Σ is the union of two boundary arcs of (Σ0 , P 0 ),
denoted by b1 and b2 . The gluing map Σ0 → Σ restricts to a diffeomorphism Σ0 \ (b1 ∪ b2 ) → Σ \ b.
• Suppose that K is a tangle in (Σ \ P) × (−1, 1) satisfying the following conditions:
(C1) K is transverse to b × (−1, 1), and
(C2) the framing of K at each point in K ∩ (b × (−1, 1)) is upward vertical.
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The above process of cutting along b uniquely yields a tangle K 0 in (Σ0 \ P 0 ) × (−1, 1), equipped with a
map K 0 → K. The number of pre-images of x ∈ K under K 0 → K is 2 if x ∈ b, and is 1 otherwise.
• Suppose further that (Σ, P) is triangulable, and that ∆ is a triangulation of (Σ, P) such that b is
˚ The process of cutting along b uniquely yields a triangulation ∆0 of
an internal edge of ∆, i.e. b ∈ ∆.
(Σ0 , P 0 ).
• In each of the above three situations, we say that the new object (for (Σ0 , P 0 )) is obtained from the
former by cutting along b.
Lemma 3.13 ([BW11]). Suppose the situation of Def.3.12, and ω ∈ C∗ . The triangles of ∆ are naturally in one-to-one correspondence with those of ∆0 , and the sides of each triangle of ∆ are naturally
in one-to-one correspondence
withN
those of the corresponding triangle of ∆0 . Hence we have a natuN
ω
ω
ral isomorphism
t∈F (∆) Tt →
t0 ∈F (∆0 ) Tt0 of algebras, and this restricts to an injective algebra
homomorphism
(3.3)

ω
ω
Z∆
→ Z∆
0

between the Chekhov-Fock (balanced) square-root algebras.
Definition 3.14 ([BW11]). Let (Σ, P) be a generalized marked surface, not necessarily triangulable.
Let A ∈ C∗ , and let SsA (Σ, P) be the stated skein algebra defined in Def.3.7.
• Suppose that (Σ0 , P 0 ) is obtained from (Σ, P) by cutting along a P-arc b of Σ, and that a tangle K 0
in (Σ0 \ P 0 ) × (−1, 1) is obtained from a tangle K in (Σ \ P) × (−1, 1) through this cutting process, as
described in Def.3.12. We say that the states s0 : ∂K 0 → {+, −} and s : ∂K → {+, −} for these tangles
are compatible if the following holds: for each x0 ∈ ∂K 0 , denote by x ∈ K the image of x0 under the
map K 0 → K in Def.3.12
(CS1) If x ∈ ∂K, then s0 (x0 ) = s(x);
(CS2) If x ∈
/ ∂K, i.e. x ∈ b, so that the pre-image of x under K 0 → K is {x0 , x00 }, then s0 (x0 ) = s0 (x00 ).
We can finally state the result of Bonahon and Wong in full generality.
Proposition 3.15 (the quantum trace map; the main theorem of [BW11]). Let A and ω be nonzero
complex numbers s.t.
A = ω −2 .
Then there is a unique family of algebra homomorphisms
(3.4)

ω
A
ω
Trω
∆ = Tr(Σ,P);∆ : Ss (Σ, P) → Z∆

from the stated skein algebra to the Chekhov-Fock (balanced) square-root algebra, defined for each triangulable generalized marked surface (Σ, P) and each triangulation ∆ of (Σ, P), satisfying:
(1) (Cutting Property1) Suppose that (Σ0 , P 0 ), ∆0 and K 0 are related to (Σ, P), ∆ and K as in
Def.3.12, i.e. the former are obtained by cutting the latter along an internal edge of ∆. Then
for each state s for the tangle K, we have
X
0 0
Trω
Trω
(Σ,P);∆ ([K, s]) =
(Σ0 ,P 0 );∆0 ([K , s ]),
compatible s0

where the sum is over all states s0 for the tangle K 0 for the cut surface (Σ0 , P 0 ) that are comω
patible with s in the sense of Def.3.14. The left-hand-side, which is a priori an element of Z∆
,
ω
is viewed as an element of Z∆0 via the embedding map in eq.(3.3).
(2) (Elementary Cases) Suppose that (Σ, P) is a non-self-folded triangle, i.e. Σ is diffeomorphic to
a closed disc, and P consists of three marked points on the boundary; let ∆ denote its unique
triangulation. If [K, s] ∈ SsA (Σ, P) is a stated skein where the boundary-ordered tangle diagram
of K is one of the two cases (a) and (b) in Fig.3, we have:

1Bonahon and Wong [BW11] call this ‘State Sum Property’
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x1
x1

≺

x2

x2

(a)

(b)

Figure 3. Boundary-ordered tangle diagrams for elementary cases of a skein in a
triangle (arrows on the sides indicate the boundary-orientation (Def.2.1))

(3.5)

b1 and Zb2 are the generators of the Chekhov-Fock algebra T ω of eq.(3.1)
(a) Suppose that Z
∆
associated to the edges of ∆ containing the endpoints x1 and x2 in Fig.3(a), respectively.
b1 Zb2 = ω 2 Z
b2 Zb1 . Then,
In particular, Z
(
0h
if s(x1 ) = − and s(x2 ) = +,
i
Trω
(Σ,P);∆ ([K, s]) =
bs(x1 ) Zbs(x2 )
Z
otherwise,
1

2

Weyl

where a sign ε = ± in the exponent means ±1 respectively.
(b) For K as in Fig.3(b), one has

 0
−ω −5
Trω
(Σ,P);∆ ([K, s]) =
 −1
ω

if s(x1 ) = s(x2 ),
if s(x1 ) = + and s(x2 ) = −,
if s(x1 ) = − and s(x2 ) = +.

For a triangulated generalized marked surface, cutting along all the internal edges of the triangulation
yields disjoint union of non-self-folded triangles. Also, using the skein relations repeatedly, any stated
skein [K, s] ∈ SsA (Σ, P) can be written as a linear combination of stated skeins whose tangle diagrams
have no crossing at all. Along this line, one can show that the properties of Trω
(Σ,P);∆ in Prop.3.15
,
if
the
existence
of
these
maps
is assumed.
completely determine the values of the maps Trω
(Σ,P);∆
A crucial property of Bonahon-Wong quantum trace is its compatibility with the quantum coordinatechange maps.
Proposition 3.16 ([BW11]). Let ∆, ∆0 be triangulations of a triangulable generalized marked surface
(Σ, P). Then we have
ω
ω
Trω
∆ = Θ∆,∆0 ◦ Tr∆0 ,
d ω 0 ) → Frac(Z
d ω ) is the (square-root) quantum coordinate-change isomorphism in
where Θω 0 : Frac(Z
∆,∆

∆

∆

Prop.3.10. More precisely, for each stated skein [K, s] ∈ SsA (Σ, P), with A = ω −2 , the balanced Laurent
ω
ω
ω
ω
polynomial Trω
∆0 ([K, s]) ∈ Z∆0 is sent by Θ∆,∆0 to the balanced Laurent polynomial Tr∆ ([K, s]) ∈ Z∆ .
In particular, the images of Bonahon-Wong quantum trace map are balanced Laurent polynomials in
the square-root generators for any triangulation ∆, hence belong to Lω
∆ defined in eq.(3.2).
We now briefly introduce Allegretti-Kim’s idea [AK17] of using the Bonahon-Wong quantum trace
to obtain a solution to the quantum ordering problem discussed in §2.4. Consider a P-knot γ in a
triangulable generalized marked surface (Σ, P); that is, γ is a simple loop in the surface S = Σ \ P.
Suppose that γ is not a contractible loop. Then γ represents a nontrivial element [γ] of π1 (S), say,
if we choose a basepoint. Given any point ρ of the Teichmüller space T (Σ, P) defined by eq.(2.1),
one considers the monodromy ρ([γ]), which is an element of PSL(2, R) defined up to conjugation in
PSL(2, R); then |trace(ρ([γ]))|, the absolute value of the trace of this monodromy, is a well-defined real
number. This provides a smooth function I(γ) on X + (Σ, P), whose value at each point (ρ, O) is defined
to be |trace(ρ([γ]))|. It turns out that, for any chosen ideal triangulation ∆ of (Σ, P), the function I(γ) is
1/2
a (positive-)integer-coefficient Laurent polynomial in the square-roots Xe of the exponentiated shear
coordinate functions of edges e of ∆. Based on these functions which naturally arise geometrically, Fock
and Goncharov [FG06] proposed a basis of the ring of all universally Laurent functions, i.e. functions
that are Laurent polynomials in the (square-roots of the) exponentiated shear coordinate functions for
every ideal triangulation, where this basis is enumerated by ‘(even) integral laminations’ on the surface
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S, which are multicurves with integer weights subject to certain condition. For a proof that this basis
indeed spans all universally Laurent functions, see [FG06] [S20a] [GHK15]. One can view a simple loop
γ as a special example of an integral lamination. In order to construct a quantum version bIω (γ) that
deforms the classical function I(γ), we first lift the curve γ living in the surface S to a tangle in the 3d
manifold S × (−1, 1), the thickening of S.
Definition 3.17. Let (Σ, P) be a generalized marked surface. Let γ be a simple closed curve in S =
Σ \ P, i.e. a closed P-link in Σ.
Denote by Kγc the tangle in S × (−1, 1) obtained as the lift of γ at a constant elevation c ∈ (−1, 1)
with upward vertical framing everywhere. We call Kγc a constant-elevation lift of γ. We may denote
Kγc by Kγ without specifying c.
Note that Kγ is well-defined up to isotopy, for a given γ. An easy observation:
Lemma 3.18. A closed tangle K in S × (−1, 1) is isotopic to a tangle whose tangle diagram in Σ has
no crossing at all if and only if K is isotopic to a constant-elevation lift Kγ of a simple closed curve γ
in Σ \ P.
Note that Kγ is a closed tangle, hence a closed V-tangle. Choose any ideal triangulation ∆ of (Σ, P),
and apply the Bonahon-Wong quantum trace map in eq.(3.4) to the stated skein [Kγ , Ø] ∈ SsA (Σ, P);
ω
the resulting element of Z∆
is the Allegretti-Kim quantum element associated to I(γ):
(3.6)

bIω (γ) := Trω
∆
(Σ,P);∆ ([Kγ , Ø])

∈

Lω
∆

⊂

ω
Z∆
.

Treatment for more general integral laminations need several more crucial ideas. See [AK17] for this,
and also for various favorable properties enjoyed by these quantum elements; see also [CKKO20] for
an important positivity property. To present a couple of examples of its nice properties, we have the
ω
bω
bω
quantum mutation compatibility bIω
∆ (γ) = Θ∆,∆0 (I∆0 (γ)), and it is relatively easy to see that I∆ (γ)
indeed recovers the classical function I(γ) when ω = 1 (see e.g. [BW11]). In particular, the assignment
ω
I(γ) 7→ bIω (γ) = bIω
∆ (γ) = Tr(Σ,P);∆ ([Kγ , Ø]) provides a partial answer to the quantum ordering problem
mentioned in §2.4; see [AK17] for a full answer, which requires algebraic manipulations including
Chebyshev polynomials, as well as certain control of parity of powers of monomials.
3.4. Biangle quantum trace. Although Propositions 3.15 and 3.16 completely describe and determine the Bonahon-Wong quantum trace map, they are not very convenient when it comes to actual
computation of the values. For any given stated skein [K, s] ∈ SsA (Σ, P), there is a more direct algorithm that enables us to compute the quantum trace Trω
∆ ([K, s]) called the ‘state-sum formula’, which
we shall recall in §3.5. As a preliminary step for that formula, we first recall the quantum trace for
biangles, in the present subsection.
Recall that a biangle B is a generalized marked surface (Σ, P), with Σ diffeomorphic to a closed
disc, which in particular has one boundary component, where P consists of two marked points on
the boundary. As noted in Def.2.4, it is not triangulable, hence there is no Bonahon-Wong quantum
trace map that Prop.3.15 associates to it; in particular, the quantum Teichmüller space is not defined.
However, its stated skein algebra makes sense, because Definition 3.7 applies. Bonahon and Wong
[BW11] defined and studied a quantum trace map for biangles, separately from Prop.3.15.
Recall that in our notations, we have ∂B = ∂Σ \ P, and ∂B is a disjoint union of two boundary arcs of
B. Let’s say that a P-arc in B is an internal arc if its interior is contained in the interior of Σ. Recall
that each generalized marked surface (Σ, P) is equipped with an orientation on Σ. Hence, by a biangle
we automatically mean an oriented biangle. Notice that any two biangles are diffeomorphic.
For an (oriented) biangle B viewed as a generalized marked surface as above, choose an internal arc b
connecting the two marked points of B. Then, cutting B along b yields a unique (up to diffeomorphism)
generalized marked surface (Σ0 , P 0 ) as described in Def.3.12. One easily observes that (Σ0 , P 0 ) is a
disjoint union of two biangles. Here is an analog of Prop.3.15 for biangles:
Proposition 3.19 (quantum trace for biangles; [BW11]). Let A, ω ∈ C∗ satisfy A = ω −2 . Then there
is a unique family of algebra homomorphisms
A
Trω
B : Ss (B) → C

defined for all (oriented) biangles B, such that
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(1) (Cutting Property) Let B = (Σ, P) be a biangle, and [K, s] ∈ SsA (B) be a stated skein for B.
Let (Σ0 , P 0 ) be the generalized marked surface obtained by cutting B along an internal arc of B
connecting the two marked points, as described in Def.3.12. Then (Σ0 , P 0 ) is disjoint union of
two oriented biangles B1 = (Σ1 , P1 ) and B2 = (Σ2 , P2 ), and the tangle K ⊆ (Σ \ P) × (−1, 1)
yields tangles K1 ⊆ (Σ1 \ P1 ) × (−1, 1) and K2 ⊆ (Σ2 \ P2 ) × (−1, 1) by this cutting process.
Then one has
X
ω
Trω
Trω
B ([K, s]) =
B1 ([K1 , s1 ]) TrB2 ([K2 , s2 ]),
compatible s1 , s2

where the sum is over all pairs of states s1 : ∂K1 → {+, −} and s2 : ∂K2 → {+, −} that
comprise states s0 : ∂K 0 → {+, −} of (Σ0 , P 0 ) that are compatible with s : ∂K → {+, −} in the
sense of Def.3.14.
(2) (Elementary Cases) For a single biangle B, if [K, s] ∈ SsA (B) is a stated skein for B consisting
of one component, and the boundary-ordered tangle diagram of K is one of the two cases (I)
and (II) in Fig.4:
(I) One has

1 if s(x) = s(y),
ω
TrB ([K, s]) =
0 if s(x) 6= s(y);
(II) One has

x1

(ii)

(iii)

(iv) x1  x2 , y2  y1 ,
or x2  x1 , y1  y2

x2 y2

x2



y1

y2



x2

≺

≺

x1

y1
(i)

y2



x2

x y2

y

if s(y1 ) = s(y2 ),
if s(y1 ) = − and s(y2 ) = +,
if s(y1 ) = + and s(y2 ) = −.




 0
−ω −5
([K,
s])
=
Trω
B
 −1
ω

x1 y1

x1

y1

(v)

(vi)

Figure 4. Some boundary-ordered tangle diagrams in a biangle (arrows on the boundary arcs indicate the boundary-orientation (Def.2.1))
For any given stated skein for a single biangle B, by using skein relations one can resolve it to a linear
combination of elementary stated skeins dealt with in Prop.3.19(2) and therefore the value under Trω
B
can be computed. One caveat is that even when the stated tangle diagram of a stated skein [K, s] over
B is without crossing, the value of the biangle quantum trace can still be complicated, instead of being
just products of the above elemetary cases (I) and (II). For later use, we list some examples:
Lemma 3.20 (Biangle quantum trace on remaining elementary tangles). Let A, ω and B be as in
Prop.3.19. For a stated skein [K, s] ∈ SsA (B) falling into one of the following cases, we have:
(1) If the boundary-ordered tangle diagram of K is as in case (III) of Fig.4, one has ([BW11,
Lem.14])

if s(x1 ) = s(x2 ),
 0
ω
if s(x1 ) = − and s(x2 ) = +,
(3.7)
Trω
B ([K, s]) =

−ω 5 if s(x1 ) = + and s(x2 ) = −.
(2) In case (IV) of Fig.4 when the tangle diagram consists of two disjoint parallel lines, if we let

+1 if the vertical orderings are such that x1  x2 and y2  y1 ,
(3.8)
=
−1 if x2  x1 and y1  y2 ,

SL2 QUANTUM TRACE IN QUANTUM TEICHMÜLLER THEORY VIA WRITHE

(3.9)

and s(x1 ) = ε1 , s(x2 ) = ε2 ,




ω
TrB ([K, s]) =
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s(y1 ) = ε01 and s(y2 ) = ε02 , then one has:
ω 2
ω 2 − ω −6
ω −2
0

if ε1 = ε2 = ε01 = ε02 ,
if ε1 = ε02 = + and ε2 = ε01 = −,
if ε1 = ε01 6= ε02 = ε2 ,
otherwise.

(3) In case of Fig.4(V), the value of Trω
B ([K, s]) is given by eq.(3.9) with  = −1 and s(x1 ) = ε2 ,
s(x2 ) = ε1 , s(y1 ) = ε01 and s(y2 ) = ε02 .
(4) In case of Fig.4(VI), the value of Trω
B ([K, s]) is given by eq.(3.9) with  = +1 and s(x1 ) = ε1 ,
s(x2 ) = ε2 , s(y1 ) = ε02 and s(y2 ) = ε01 .
Genuinely simple basic cases can be conveniently described if one adapts the peculiar picture convention of Bonahon-Wong [BW11, §3.5] for stated boundary-ordered diagrams in a surface S, which
stipulates that the vertical ordering on each boundary arc b of S should match the horizontal ordering
with respect to a chosen orientation on b. If the stated boundary-ordered tangle diagram in a biangle
B consists of disjoint parallel lines under this Bonahon-Wong picture convention where one boundary
arc is given the boundary-orientation and the other the opposite of the boundary-orientation, then the
value Trω
B ([K, s]) is either 0 or 1. Since we do not use the Bonahon-Wong convention, we translate this
observation as follows:
Lemma 3.21 (biangle factor of a skein whose diagram consists of (strongly) parallel lines). Let [K, s]
be a stated skein over a biangle B = (Σ, P). Let ω ∈ C∗ and A = ω −2 . Let e and e0 be the two boundary
arcs of B, constituting the boundary of B. Suppose that the V-tangle K ⊂ (Σ \ P) × (−1, 1) satisfies:
(1) the stated (boundary-ordered) tangle diagram of K in B consists of disjoint parallel lines (under
our picture convention, not necessarily under Bonahon-Wong convention);
(2) the ordering on the segments of K induced by the elevations of the points of ∂K ∩ (e × (0, 1))
(i.e. the endpoints of the segments of K over e) coincides with that induced by the elevations
of the points of ∂K ∩ (e0 × (0, 1)).
If, for every segment of K, its two endpoints are assigned the same sign by s, then Trω
B ([K, s]) = 1.
([K,
s])
=
0.
Otherwise, Trω
B
Proof. Let k1 , . . . , kr be the segments of K, i.e. the components of K. For each j = 1, . . . , r, let
Ij ⊂ (−1, 1) be the image of kj under the projection (Σ \ P) × (−1, 1) → (−1, 1) to the second factor,
i.e. the collection of elevations of the points of kj . By condition (2), we see that K can be V-isotoped so
that I1 , . . . , Ir are mutually disjoint. So one can rename these segments so that the sequence k1 , . . . , kr
A
is arranged in the increasing order of elevations. Since Trω
B : Ss (B) → C is an algebra homomorphism
A
(Prop.3.19), where the product in Ss (B) is given by the superposition operation, it follows
ω
ω
ω
Trω
B ([K, s]) = TrB ([k1 , s1 ]) TrB ([k2 , s2 ]) · · · TrB ([kr , sr ]).

Each Trω
B ([kj , sj ]) falls into the case of Prop.3.19.(2)(a), hence the claim follows.
3.5. State-sum formula. The sought-for state-sum formula for Trω
∆ requires the notion of ‘split’ ideal
b
triangulation ∆ of an ideal triangulation ∆, where each edge of ∆ is replaced by a biangle. Then the
complexity of a skein caused by elevations shall be pushed to biangles by isotopy.
Definition 3.22 ([BW11]). Let ∆ be a triangulation of a generalized marked surface (Σ, P), and let
S = Σ \ P. Recall that ∆ is a collection of P-arcs in Σ satisfying certain conditions. Denote the edges
of ∆ by e1 , e2 , . . . , en , and the triangles of ∆ by t1 , t2 , . . . , tm .
• For each edge ei of ∆ choose a P-arc e0i in Σ that is P-isotopic to ei , so that no two members of
the collection
b := ∆ ∪ {e01 , . . . , e0n }
∆
b a split P-triangulation (or, split ideal triangulation, or split triangulation)
intersect in Σ\P. Call this ∆
associated to the triangulation ∆. For each i, the region bounded by ei and e0i is called a biangle Bi .
b are in one-to-one correspondence with the triangles of ∆, and we denote
The triangles formed by ∆
b
b
them by t1 , . . . , tm , correspondingly.
b if it satisfies (P1)
• A V-tangle K in S × (−1, 1) is said to be in a good position (with respect to ∆)
of §3.1 and all of the following:
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b K is transverse to e × (−1, 1). In particular, K ∩ (e × (−1, 1))
(GP1) For each constituent edge e of ∆,
has at most finitely many elements;
b K ∩ (b
(GP2) For every triangle b
tj of ∆,
tj × (−1, 1)) consists of finitely many disjoint arcs, each of
which is contained in a constant elevation surface b
tj × ∗ and joins two distinct components of
∂b
tj × (−1, 1), where each component of ∂ b
tj is a side of b
tj minus the vertices of ∂ b
tj ;
b
b
b
(GP3) For every triangle tj of ∆, the components of K∩(tj ×(−1, 1)) lie at mutually distinct elevations;
b
(GP4) None of the crossings of K lie over an edge of ∆.
b has three distinct sides, even if the corresponding triangle of ∆ is selfNote that every triangle of ∆
b the number of components of ∂ b
folded. In particular, in (GP2) above, for each triangle b
tj of ∆,
tj , hence
b
also the number of components of ∂ tj × (−1, 1), is always three. We added (GP4) for convenience.
Lemma 3.23 (from [BW11]). A VH-tangle K in S × (−1, 1) can be VH-isotoped to a VH-tangle in a
good position.
For a V-tangle in a good position, the elevation change occurs only over the biangles. Note that a
b has no
V-tangle being in a good position does not guarantee that its tangle diagram on a triangle of ∆
crossing.
We find it convenient to define some more words, both for stating Bonahon-Wong’s construction and
for later sections of the present paper.
b ei , e0 , tj and b
Definition 3.24. Let (Σ, P), S, ∆, ∆,
tj be as in Def.3.22; in particular, i runs through
i
1, . . . , n and j runs through 1, . . . , m. Let K be a V-tangle in S × (−1, 1) in a good position with respect
b Let E b := Sn (ei ∪ e0 ). Then K is divided by E b × (−1, 1) into (tangle) segments. Projection
to ∆.
i
i=1
∆
∆
on Σ of each segment of K is also called a (tangle) segment. The boundary points of a segment are
b
of K (or just junctures of K), or endpoints of that segment.
called ∆-junctures
b
b
A ∆-juncture-state
of K is a map J : {∆-junctures
of K} → {+, −} assigning a sign to each juncture.
The word ‘junctures’ could have been defined just as elements of K ∩(E∆
b ×(−1, 1)), or their projections
in Σ. The points of ∂K and their projections are also examples of junctures.
Proposition 3.25 (state-sum formula of Bonahon-Wong quantum trace; [BW11, §6]). Let (Σ, P), S,
b ei , e0 , Bi , tj and b
∆, ∆,
tj be as in Def.3.22, and K be a V-tangle in S × (−1, 1) in a good position
i
b Let s : ∂K → {+, −} be a state for the tangle K. Let A, ω ∈ C∗ satisfy A = ω −2 .
with respect to ∆.
b
b
b let
Let J : {∆-junctures
of K} → {+, −} be a ∆-juncture-state
of K. For each triangle b
tj of ∆,
Kj := K ∩ (b
tj × (−1, 1)). Then [Kj , J|∂Kj ] is a stated skein for the triangle b
tj , where J|∂Kj is the
restriction of J to ∂Kj . Let kj,1 , . . . , kj,lj be the components of Kj , i.e. the tangle segments of K
over the triangle b
tj , in order of increasing elevation. Then each [kj,α , J|∂kj,α ] is a stated skein for the
triangle b
tj , where J|∂kj,α is the restriction of J to ∂kj,α . Then the element Trbω
([kj,α , J|∂kj,α ]) of the
tj
ω
triangle algebra Tbtω is defined via Prop.3.15(2)(a), and the element Trbω
([K
,
J|
is given by
j
∂Kj ]) of Tb
tj
t
j

(3.10)

Trbω
([Kj , J|∂Kj ])
tj

j

=

Trbω
([kj,1 , J|∂kj,1 ]) Trbω
([kj,2 , J|∂kj,2 ]) · · · Trbω
([kj,lj , J|∂kj,lj ])
tj
tj
tj

∈ Tbtωj .

Via the natural map Tbtω → Ttωj induced by the correspondence of the sides of the triangles, this element
j
Trbω
([Kj , J|∂Kj ]) can be viewed as an element of Ttωj .
tj
For each biangle Bi = (Σi , Pi ) which is bounded by ei and e0i , let Li := K ∩ ((Σi \ Pi ) × (−1, 1)). Then
[Li , J|∂Li ] is a stated skein for the biangle Bi , where Bi is viewed as a generalized marked surface of its
b
own, and J|∂Li is the restriction of J to ∂Li . Define the Bonahon-Wong term for the ∆-juncture-state
J of the V-tangle K as

! m
n
m
O
O
Y
ω
ω


(3.11)
BWω
(K;
J)
:=
Tr
([L
,
J|
])
Tr
([K
,
J|
])
∈
Ttωj ,
i
∂Li
j
∂Kj
b
b
Bi
tj
∆
i=1

j=1

j=1

ω
ω
ω
where the numbers Trω
b (K; J) ∈ Z∆ ⊂ T∆ .
Bi ([Li , J|∂Li ]) ∈ C are given by Prop.3.19. Then BW∆
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Finally, one has
Trω
∆ ([K, s]) =

X

ω
ω
BWω
b (K; J) ∈ Z∆ ⊂ T∆ ⊂
∆

m
O

Ttωj ,

j=1

J:J|∂K =s

b
where the sum is over all ∆-juncture-states
J that restricts to the given state s at ∂K.
The above proposition is what one can practically use for actual computation of the values of the
Bonahon-Wong quantum trace.
4. Gabella’s quantum holonomy
4.1. Branched double cover surface. Quantization of the trace-of-monodromy functions (for closed
curves) on the Teichmüller space, namely the quantum ordering problem mentioned in §2.4, is also
of interest to physicists, as the coefficients of the monomials of the quantum version of the trace-ofmonodromy correspond to the so-called ‘framed protected spin characters’ in physics. A very interesting
solution to this quantum ordering problem is given by Gabella [G17]. Gabella’s construction of quantum
holonomy is based on the works of Gaiotto-Moore-Neitzke [GMN13] [GMN14] and Galakhov-LonghiMoore [GLM15]. Part of the main ideas of these works are the processes called ‘non-abelianization’
and ‘abelianization’, which relate a GLN -bundle of a surface Σ to an abelian bundle of a certain N -fold
branched (i.e. ramified) covering of Σ. In our case, N = 2. We assume Σ is connected. We start with
the description of a branched double cover of the surface Σ, and some basic constructions about it.
e → Σ, with a finite branching set V ⊂ Σ, is a continuous
Recall that a branched double cover π : Σ
e \ π −1 (V) → Σ \ V of π is an ordinary double covering and the
map such that the restriction π 0 : Σ
restriction of π onto π −1 (V) is bijective. Given the branching set V, branched double covers π of Σ are
in one-to-one correspondence with ordinary double covers π 0 of Σ \ V, which are classified by subgroups
of index 2 of the fundamental group of Σ \ V, or cohomology classes in H 1 (Σ \ V; Z/2Z). Here we will
identify Z/2Z with the mulplicative group {+, −} = {+1, −1}.
Definition 4.1 (branched double cover). Let (Σ, P) be a triangulable generalized marked surface and
∆ a triangulation of (Σ, P). For each triangle t of ∆, choose a point vt in the interior of t. These points
are called the branch points. Denote by V the set of all branch points. The manifold Σ \ V deformation
retracts to the CW-complex consisting of vertices P and edges of the triangulation ∆. The 1-cocyle
assigning to every edge of this complex the element − of the group {+, −} defines a 1-cohomology class
in H 1 (Σ \ V; Z/2Z), and hence defines a branched double cover
e∆ → Σ
π:Σ
with the branching set V.
Remark 4.2. The above is a special case of a more general theory of branched N -fold cover of Σ,
which corresponds to a ‘Seiberg-Witten curve’ in physics [G12] [GMN12]. See these references, as well
as [GMN13] [GMN14] [G17], for descriptions using branch cuts.
A basic observation is that every continuous path α : [0, 1] → Σ \ V has two continuous lifts [0, 1] →
e
e ∆ is a crucial part of the
Σ∆ \ π −1 (V) in the branched double cover. Lifting paths in Σ to paths in Σ
non-abelianization process. To keep track of the lifted paths, we need the following.
e ∆ → Σ be as in
Definition and Lemma 4.3 (states of lifts of marked points). Let (Σ, P), ∆ and π : Σ
−1
e → {+, −}
e
Def.4.1. Let P = π (P) be the lifts of the marked points. Define a state function s = s∆ : P
e
as follows. First choose a point in P and assign value + for the function s at this point. There is a
e → {+, −} such that if p, p0 ∈ P
e are connected by a continuous lift of an edge in
unique extension s : P
e is on the sheet s(p) ∈ {+, −}.
∆, then they have different s value. We will say that p ∈ P
e → {+, −} depends on the choice of ∆, and there are two possible choices of states s,
The state s : P
e ∆ . A crucial example
for a given ∆; just choose one s. We now consider lifting paths in Σ to paths in Σ
of the branched double cover is the case when the base surface (Σ, P) is a triangle.
Definition 4.4. Let t be a non-self-folded triangle, viewed as a generalized marked surface (Σ, P); that
is, Σ is diffeomorphic to a closed disc and P consists of three points on ∂Σ. Let ∆ be the unique ideal
e ∆ by e
triangulation of t, and denote Σ
t. Let x0 and x1 be points of ∂t = ∂Σ \ P lying in distinct sides
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−
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non-admissible

+
+

−

+
sign-coherent states

+

+

sign-alternating states

Figure 5. Gabella lifts in a triangle, and their states
of t, say b0 and b1 respectively. A Gabella lift of the ordered pair (x0 , x1 ) is any proper embedding
γ
e : [0, 1] → e
t \ π −1 ({vt }) such that π(e
γ (i)) = xi for each i = 0, 1, or its image together with the
orientation.
For a given pair (x0 , x1 ), there are two distinct paths in t \ {vt } from x to y, up to isotopy in
t \ {vt }. Hence, up to isotopy in e
t, there are four distinct Gabella lifts of the pair (x0 , x1 ), which can
be conveniently parametrized by the signs at points x0 and x1 as follows.
Definition 4.5. Let (Σ, P) = t and e
t be as in Def.4.4. Assume γ
e : [0, 1] → e
t \ π −1 ({vt }) is a Gabella
lift of the pair (x0 , x1 ) of points of ∂t lying in distinct sides b0 and b1 of t. For each i = 0, 1, among the
two continuous lifts in e
t of bi , let ebi be the one that contains γ
e(i). Let γ
e 0 (i) be the velocity vector of γ
e at
γ
e(i). At the point γ
e(i) ∈ ebi choose a tangent vector to ebi that forms with γ
e 0 (i) the positive orientation
of the surface, and travel along ebi in the direction of this tangent vector until one reaches a point pe of
e Define the state of γ
P.
e at xi to be s(xi ) := s(e
p). The resulting map s = sγe : {x0 , x1 } → {+, −} is the
state of the Gabella lift γ
e of the pair (x0 , x1 ).
See Fig.5 for examples. It is easy to observe the following, from the definition.
Lemma 4.6. Given any map s : {x0 , x1 } → {+, −}, there is a unique, up to isotopy in e
t, Gabella lift
of the pair (x0 , x1 ) whose state coincides with s.
A Gabella lift γ
e of (x0 , x1 ) can be thought of as a lift of a path γ = π ◦ γ
e in t from x0 to x1 . Meanwhile,
we should eventually be dealing with the thickenings of t and e
t. For our purposes, it suffices to consider
the following:
Definition 4.7. Let (Σ, P) = t and e
t be as in Def.4.4.
• A horizontal triangle segment over t is an oriented VH-tangle k : [0, 1] → t×(−1, 1) in the thickening
of t living at a constant elevation c ∈ (−1, 1) (i.e. image of k lies in t × {c}), equipped with the upward
vertical framing, such that ∂k 6= Ø and that the elements of ∂k lie in distinct components of ∂t×(−1, 1),
as in (GP2) of Def.3.22; in particular, k(u) = (γ(u), c) for some path γ : [0, 1] → t.
• By a Gabella lift of a horizontal triangle segment k we mean any path e
k : [0, 1] → e
t × (−1, 1) of the
e
form k(u) = (e
γ (u), c), where γ
e is a Gabella lift of the pair (γ(0), γ(1)).
• The state of the Gabella lift e
k of k is s = sek : {k(0), k(1)} → {+, −} induced by sγe of Def.4.5.
• Let e
k be a Gabella lift of k. Let e1 , e2 , e3 be the sides of t, appearing clockwise in ∂t in this order.
Suppose the endpoints of γ lies in ei and ei+1 (with e4 = e1 ). If the value of the state sγe at the endpoint
of γ in ei is − and that at the endpoint in ei+1 is +, then e
k is said to be non-admissible. Otherwise, e
k
is admissible.
In Fig.5, the only non-admissible Gabella lift is the leftmost curve in the picture on the right. Given
a horizontal triangle segment k over t, there are four Gabella lifts of k up to isotopy in e
t × (−1, 1),
parametrized by the four possible states s : {k(0), k(1)} → {+, −} at the endpoints of k. Exactly one
of these four Gabella lifts is non-admissible.
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Now we deal with the case of any triangulable generalized marked surface (Σ, P).
Definition 4.8. Let (Σ, P) be a triangulable generalized marked surface, and ∆ an ideal triangulation
b be a split ideal triangulation of ∆ (Def.3.22). Let K be an oriented
of (Σ, P). Let S = Σ \ P. Let ∆
b (Def.3.22), so that the tangle segments of
VH-tangle in S × (−1, 1) in a good position with respect to ∆
b
K (Def.3.24) over each triangle of ∆ is a horizontal tangle segment; call these triangle segments of K.
e (in Σ
e ∆ × (−1, 1)) of K is the choice of a Gabella lift of each triangle segment of K.
A Gabella lift K
e is admissible if the chosen Gabella lift of each triangle segment of K is admissible. An
We say that K
isotopy of Gabella lifts of K is a simultaneous isotopy of the Gabella lifts of the triangle segments.
We now briefly describe physicists’ ideas of abelianization and non-abelianization. The original object
of our study is the enhanced Teichmüller space X + (Σ, P) of a triangulable generalized marked surface
(Σ, P), defined in Def.2.11. One standard way of studying this space is to view it as the moduli space
of PSL(2, R)-local systems on S = Σ \ P satisfying some conditions [FG06], together with certain data
at the ‘asymptotic boundary points’ P. Recall that, for a Lie group G, a G-local system on a manifold
means a principal G-bundle on the manifold together with a flat G-connection on it. The abelianization
and non-abelianization processes of Gaiotto-Moore-Neitzke [GMN13] build a correspondence between
the moduli space of (certain) GLN -local systems on the original surface S and the moduli space of
e of S. The GLN parallel transport map of
(certain) GL1 -local systems on a branched N -fold cover S
a path γ in S corresponds to the sum of (formal) GL1 parallel transports of lifts γ
e of this path in the
e Not all lifts contribute to this sum, but only the ones satisfying an admissibility
branched cover S.
condition do, which corresponds to our admissibility condition when N = 2. The term associated to
e hence can be
γ
e is written as a product of GL1 parallel transports of some elementary paths in S,
viewed as a monomial in some variables. Upon quantization, these monomials should be enhanced to
non-commutative monomials, and an appropriate quantum ordering must be chosen for the resulting
(Laurent) polynomial to satisfy favorable properties.
One answer was suggested by Galakhov, Longhi and Moore [GLM15]; namely, consider the Weylordered non-commutative monomial times a power of q to the net sum of signs of self-intersections
of the lifted path γ
e. In view of the way how they determined the signs, this net sum of signs is
e × (−1, 1) given the ‘always going up’
really the writhe of a framed path in the thickened 3-manifold S
e
elevations that projects to γ
e in S. In particular, a path γ is first lifted to a framed path in the 3d
manifold S × (−1, 1) with always-going-up elevations, and then the quantum GLn parallel transport is
e × (−1, 1). So, this method was insufficient to deal with
constructed using writhes of lifted paths in S
the quantum parallel transport along a closed path γ, because it can’t be lifted to a closed framed path
in S × (−1, 1) with always-going-up elevations. Once we choose a starting point of γ, we lift it to an
always-going-up path in S × (−1, 1), and then need to add a ‘going down’ path in the end in order
to get a closed path. Gabella’s contribution [G17] is the consideration of a certain complex-number
correction factor associated to this closing-up part, in order to make the final result to be independent
of the choice of starting basepoint. This correction factor, which Gabella refers to as an R-matrix,
is heavily inspired by the biangle factor of Bonahon-Wong [BW11] which was reviewed in §3.4 of the
present paper.
In fact, we enhance Gabella’s construction and describe it for any general oriented VH-tangle K in
the thickened surface S × (−1, 1), not just for a (simple) loop in S nor a certain special closed tangle
in S × (−1, 1) that has always-going-up elevations except at a small part. For now, assume that K is
b later, our main result will allow us
in a good position with respect to some split ideal triangulation ∆;
to drop this assumption. Gabella’s quantum holonomy along such K in a good position will be given
e of K up to isotopy. One might want to
as a sum of certain terms, over all admissible Gabella lifts K
e as a framed tangle in Σ
e ∆ × (−1, 1) that lifts K, but in general, K
e cannot be a
understand each K
e
b
continuous path in Σ∆ × (−1, 1) and must have discontinuities over biangles of ∆. However, we still
e as a Gabella lift of K in Σ
e ∆ × (−1, 1), for convenience.
refer to K
e is drawn in S as follows. In each biangle B of ∆,
b just draw the boundaryIn pictures, a Gabella lift K
b
e so that the image
b
ordered tangle diagram for K ∩ (B × (−1, 1)). In each triangle t of ∆, isotope K
e
e
of K under the projection π × id : Σ∆ × (−1, 1) → S × (−1, 1) satisfies (P1) and (P2) of §3.1 over b
t,
hence yielding a boundary-ordered tangle diagram in b
t. We also indicate the values of the states at
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e In particular, it is a
the endpoints of each triangle segment over b
t. These data forms a diagram of K.
e we mean a
boundary-ordered tangle diagram in S together with some extra data. By a crossing of K
e
e
e
self-intersection of the image of K under the projection Σ∆ × (−1, 1) → Σ∆ , and we indicate this in
e drawn in S as before, using broken lines. A self-intersection of the diagram of K
e
the diagram of K
e
that is not a crossing of K is drawn without broken lines; see Fig.10.
4.2. Biangle quantum holonomy via operator invariant. The strategy of Gabella [G17] to construct a quantum holonomy is similar to Bonahon-Wong in the following sense: first define the quantum
holonomy for a biangle, and then define the quantum holonomy for a triangulated surface via a state-sum
formula. We first focus on biangles. We note that, over a biangle, Gabella [G17, §5.3–§5.4] describes the
values of the (biangle) quantum holonomy only for simple examples of oriented VH-tangles for which
he refers to as ‘R-matrix’ and ‘cup/cap’. Gabella mentions that his R-matrix associated to an oriented
tangle in a biangle consisting of a single crossing can be interpreted as the R-matrix appearing in the
representation theory of the quantum group Uq (glN ), where we can put N = 2 for now. This strongly
hints that the biangle quantum holonomy of Gabella is related to the Reshetikhin-Turaev invariant of
tangles [RT90] [T16], associated to a representation of a quantum group. We will eventually confirm
this expectation later in the present paper.
We first review and settle some basic setting for constructing operator invariants of tangles in a biangle,
by mostly following the contents of Ohtsuki’s book [O02]. Translating into our language requires us
to consider a biangle with fixed labeling of boundary arcs. First, recall from Def.2.4 and §3.4 that a
biangle B is an example of a generalized marked surface (Σ, P). In particular, it is an oriented surface
diffeomorphic to a closed disc with two marked points on the boundary, and its boundary ∂B = ∂Σ \ P
is a disjoint union of two boundary arcs. We will need to work with a following version of biangle.
Definition 4.9 (directed biangle). • A direction of a biangle B is a bijective map
(4.1)

dir = dirB : {the two boundary arcs of B} → {in, out}.

The boundary arc mapping to in is called the inward boundary arc bin , and the one mapping to out the
outward boundary arc bout .
~ is a pair (B, dir) consisting of a biangle B and a direction dir of B.
• A directed biangle B
~ = (B, dir), the outward boundary arc bout is given the boundary-orientation
• In a directed biangle B
(Def.2.1) on bout coming from the surface orientation on B. The inward boundary arc bin is given the
orientation opposite to the boundary-orientation on bin . These orientations are depicted in Fig.7.
Any two directed biangles can be identified by a diffeomorphism preserving the direction. Note that
once a direction is chosen on a biangle, there is one of the two marked points of B that both the oriented
boundary arcs bin and bout point toward. So the choice of a direction is equivalent to the choice of such
a distinguished marked point of B. To get Ohtsuki’s pictures, one should rotate our pictures by 90
degrees clockwise.
~ be the set of all equivalence classes [D] of boundary-ordered oriented
Definition 4.10. • Let D(B)
~ where two boundary-ordered oriented tangle diagrams are defined
tangle diagrams D (Def.3.3) in B,
to be equivalent if one can be obtained from the other by a sequence of isotopies of boundary-ordered
oriented tangle diagrams and moves (M1) in §3.1, i.e. the framed Reidemeister moves I, II and III.
~ be the set of all equivalence classes [D, s] of stated boundary-ordered oriented tangle
• Let Ds (B)
diagrams (D, s), where the equivalence is defined analogously.
~ is in one-to-one correspondence with the set of all VH-isotopy
By Prop.3.5(4) we see that D(B)
~ and B
~0
classes of VH-tangles in the thickening of a directed biangle. As any two directed biangles B
0
~ and D(B
~ ) can be naturally
are identified by a diffeomorphism preserving the directions, the sets D(B)
~
identified. We now study some basic operations on D(B).
~ be a directed biangle, with the underlying biangle denoted by B = (Σ, P).
Definition 4.11. Let B
Identify S = Σ \ P with [0, 1] × R by choosing a diffeomorphism such that bin mapsto {1} × R and bout
to {0} × R, where the orientations of bin and bout match the usual increasing orientation of R. The
R-coordinate is called a horizontal coordinate.
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D2

D2
tensor product [D1 ] ⊗ [D2 ]

composition [D1 ] ◦ [D2 ]

Figure 6. Tensor product and composition of tangle diagrams in a directed biangle

~ are horizontally-disjoint if the images of
We say that a collection D1 , . . . , Dn of tangle diagrams in B
them under the second projection [0, 1]×R → R are mutually disjoint. We say Di is horizontally higher
than Dj if the R-coordinates of points of Di are bigger than those of Dj .
~ are vertically-disjoint
We say that a collection D1 , . . . , Dn of boundary-ordered tangle diagrams in B
if for each pair i, j of distinct indices in {1, . . . , n}, either Di is vertically higher than Dj , i.e. on each
of the two boundary arcs b any element of ∂b Di has higher vertical ordering than any element of ∂b Dj ,
or Dj is vertically higher than Di .
~ is said to be completely-disjoint if it is horizontallyA collection of boundary-ordered tangle diagrams in B
disjoint and vertically-disjoint.
~ we write
For a tangle diagram D in a directed biangle B,
(4.2)

∂in D = ∂bin D

and ∂out D = ∂bout D,

~ respectively.
where bin and bout are inward and outward boundary arcs of B
Definition 4.12 (tensor product and composition of oriented tangle diagrams in a directed biangle).
~ be a directed biangle, and let [D1 ], [D2 ] ∈ D(B).
~
Let B
0
0
~ that are isotopic to D1 and D2
• Let D1 and D2 be boundary-ordered oriented tangle diagrams in B
0
0
0
respectively, such that D1 and D2 are completely-disjoint and D1 is horizontally higher than D20 . Let
D be the union of D10 and D20 , with D10 being set to be vertically higher than D20 ; see Fig.6. Define the
tensor product of the equivalence classes of boundary-ordered oriented tangle diagrams [D1 ] and [D2 ]
~ as [D1 ] ⊗ [D2 ] := [D].
in B
• Suppose that ∂in D1 and ∂out D2 have the same cardinality, that the unique bijection ∂in D1 → ∂out D2
that preserves the horizontal orderings also preserves the vertical orderings, and that this bijection is
compatible with the orientations on D1 and D2 in the sense that it sends sinks to sources and vice
versa; we then say that [D1 ] is composable with [D2 ]. Now, say that D1 is a boundary-ordered oriented
~ 1 , and D2 is one in B
~ 2 . Let B
~ 0 be the directed biangle obtained by
tangle diagram in a directed biangle B
~ 1 and B
~ 2 along the inward boundary arc of B
~ 1 and the outward boundary arc of B
~ 2 respecting
gluing B
their orientations, so that the gluing map restricts to the above bijection ∂in D1 → ∂out D2 . Let D be
~ 0 obtained as the union of the images of D1 and D2
the boundary-ordered oriented tangle diagram in B
under the gluing map; see Fig.6. Define the composition of the equivalence classes of boundary-ordered
oriented tangle diagrams [D1 ] and [D2 ] in a directed biangle as [D1 ] ◦ [D2 ] := [D].
~ can be obtained from certain
It is well known that any oriented tangle diagram in a directed biangle B
elementary ones by applying a sequence of tensor products and compositions; we formulate the result
in terms of boundary-ordered oriented tangle diagrams.
Definition 4.13 (elementary tangle diagrams in a directed biangle; e.g. [O02]). • A boundary-ordered
~ is said to be elementary if it is one of the 10 cases
oriented tangle diagram D in a directed biangle B
in Fig.7. We say the corresponding equivalence class [D] is elementary.
~ can be obtained from elementary classes in D(B)
~ by applying a sequence
Lemma 4.14. Any [D] ∈ D(B)
of tensor products and compositions.
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(backward)
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(iv) height exchange 1
(x1  x2 , y2  y1 )

x2

y2

y1

y2

x1

y1

x1

(ix) height exchange 2
(x2  x1 , y1  y2 )

x1

(v) positive crossing
(x1  x2 , y1  y2 )

x2

(viii) cap (down)
(x1  x2 )





x1

x2

y1

x2


y2

(vii) cup (down)
(y1  y2 )

y1

(iii) cap (up)
(x1  x2 )



bout

x1

≺

x

y

y2



(ii) cup (up)
(y1  y2 )

x2

≺

(i) identity
(forward)

y2



y1
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bin



bout

y2



x
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x1

(x) negative crossing
(x1  x2 , y1  y2 )

Figure 7. Elementary boundary-ordered oriented tangle diagrams in a directed biangle (orientations on boundary arcs bout and bin are as in Def.4.9)
We are now ready to formulate Gabella’s biangle quantum holonomy, as matrix elements of an operator
invariant. From now on let
(4.3)

V := the 2-dimensional C vector space, equipped with the ordered basis {ξ+ , ξ− }.

We note that, in Gabella’s notation [G17], the basis vectors ξ+ and ξ− correspond to the symbols s1
~ we will consider V ⊗|∂in D| and V ⊗|∂out D| , where the tensor factors are thought to
and s2 . For D ∈ D(B)
be ordered according to the (increasing) horizontal orderings on ∂in D and ∂out D; for example, in case
of Fig.4(IV), we have V ⊗|∂in D| = V ⊗ V , with the first factor corresponding to the endpoint x1 and the
second factor to x2 . We set V ⊗0 := C.
Proposition 4.15 (Gabella’s biangle quantum holonomy packaged as an operator invariant). There
~ a linear operator
exists a unique map G assigning to each [D] ∈ D(B)
G([D]) : V ⊗|∂in D| → V ⊗|∂out D|
that satisfies
G([D1 ] ◦ [D2 ]) = G([D1 ]) ◦ G([D2 ]),

G([D1 ] ⊗ [D2 ]) = G([D1 ]) ⊗ G([D2 ]),

~ are:
and whose values at elementary classes [D] ∈ D(B)
(GB1) (identity) if D is as in Fig.7(I) or (VI), then G([D]) = id : V → V ;
(GB2) (cup) if D is as in Fig.7(II) or (VII), then G([D]) : C → V ⊗ V sends 1 ∈ C to ξ+ ⊗ ξ− −
ω 4 ξ− ⊗ ξ+ ;
(GB3) (cap) if D is as in Fig.7(III) or (VIII), then G([D]) : V ⊗ V → C sends ξ+ ⊗ ξ− to −ω −4 and
ξ− ⊗ ξ+ to 1 while other basis vectors to zero;
(GB4) (height exchange) if D is as in Fig.7(IV), then the map G([D]) : V ⊗ V → V ⊗ V is given on
the basis vectors as:

ξ+ ⊗ ξ− + (ω 4 − ω −4 )ξ− ⊗ ξ+ , if i = + and j = −,
(4.4)
G([D]) : ξi ⊗ ξj 7→
ξi ⊗ ξj ,
otherwise,
while if D is as in Fig.7(XI), then the map G([D]) : V ⊗ V → V ⊗ V is given as the inverse of
the map in eq.(4.4);
(GB5) (positive crossing) if D is as in Fig.7(V), then G([D]) : V ⊗ V → V ⊗ V is given on the basis
vectors as:
 −4
if i = j,
 ω ξi ⊗ ξj ,
ξ− ⊗ ξ+ ,
if i = + and j = −,
(4.5)
G([D]) : ξi ⊗ ξj 7→

ξ+ ⊗ ξ− + (ω −4 − ω 4 )ξ− ⊗ ξ+ , if i = − and j = +;
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(GB6) (negative crossing) if D is as in Fig.7(X), then G([D]) : V ⊗ V → V ⊗ V is given as the inverse
of the map in eq.(4.5).
What will be actually used in the construction of Gabella’s quantum holonomy over the entire triangulated surface are matrix elements.
Definition 4.16 (Basis of V ⊗M and bilinear form). For each ordered sequence ~ε = {ε1 , . . . , εM } in
{+, −}, define the basis vector of V ⊗M as
ξ ~ε := ξε1 ⊗ ξε2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξεM ∈ V ⊗ V ⊗ · · · ⊗ V = V ⊗M .
0

Define a symmetric bilinear form h·, ·i on V ⊗M as hξ ~ε, ξ ~ε i = δ~ε,~ε 0 , the Kronecker delta.
~ be a directed
Definition 4.17 (Gabella’s biangle quantum holonomy as matrix elements of G). Let B
∗
biangle, with the underlying biangle being B = (Σ, P), with S = Σ \ P. Let ω ∈ C . Let [K, s] be the
VH-isotopy class of a stated oriented VH-tangle in S × (−1, 1).
~ the stated boundary-ordered tangle diagram of [K, s]. Let
Denote by [D, s] ∈ Ds (B)
∂in (D) = {x1 , x2 , . . . , x|∂in D| } and ∂out (D) = {y1 , . . . , y|∂out D| }, arranged in the respective (increasing)
horizontal orderings. Define the inward/outward basis vector for s as
s
(4.6) ξin
:= ξs(x1 ) ⊗ ξs(x2 ) ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξs(x|∂in D| ) ∈ V ⊗|∂in D| ,

s
ξout
:= ξs(y1 ) ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξs(|∂out D|) ∈ V ⊗|∂out D| ,

s
s
= 1 respectively. Let G([D, s]) ∈ C be the
where in case ∂in D = Ø or ∂out D = Ø, we let ξin
= 1 or ξout
⊗|∂in D|
⊗|∂out D|
matrix element of the linear map G([D]) : V
→V
of Prop.4.15 for these basis vectors,
i.e.
s
s
G([D, s]) := hξout
, G([D])ξin
i

Define the Gabella biangle quantum holonomy as the map TrHolω
~ assigning to each [K, s] the value:
B
TrHolω
~ ([K, s]) := G([D, s]) ∈ C.
B
For example, if D is as in Prop.4.15(GB2) with y1  y2 , s(y1 ) = − and s(y2 ) = +, then TrHolω
~ ([K, s]) =
B
−ω 4 , while if D is as in Prop.4.15(GB4) with s(x1 ) = +, s(x2 ) = −, s(y1 ) = − and s(y2 ) = +, then
4
−4
.
TrHolω
~ ([K, s]) = ω − ω
B
The following useful observations can be checked in a straightforward manner; we will provide a proof
of it at the end of §5.5, using the relationship with the Bonahon-Wong biangle quantum trace.
Lemma 4.18. The Gabella biangle quantum holonomy satisfies:
(1) (direction independence) TrHolω
~ ([K, s]) is independent of the choice of the direction on B, so
B
we can define
ω
TrHolω
~ ([K, s]).
B ([K, s]) := TrHolB
~ or of a VH-tangle in the thickening
(2) (charge conservation) A state s of a tangle diagram D in B
~
of B is said to be charge-preserving iff the net sum of signs assigned by s to elements of ∂in D
equals that for ∂out D (where ± are viewed as ±1). We have TrHolω
~ ([K, s]) = 0 for any state
B
s that is not charge-preserving.
Above is a rigorous treatment via operator invariants of what Gabella meant in [G17]. In particular,
one can verify by inspection that the values of TrHolω
B at the elementary stated oriented VH-tangles
defined as above coincide with Gabella’s values in [G17, §5] except for the cups and caps. The values
at cups and caps originally assigned by Gabella in [G17, eq.(5.7)] should be corrected to our values
given by Def.4.17 and Prop.4.15(GB2)–(GB3), in order to guarantee the well-definedness (i.e. isotopy
invariance) of Gabella’s quantum holonomy for the entire surface which will be constructed in the next
subsection. We will fully justify our construction of TrHolω
B , e.g. prove Prop.4.15, later.
4.3. Quantum holonomy. We now describe Gabella’s quantum holonomy [G17] associated to an
oriented VH-tangle K in S × (−1, 1). We first define a Gabella lift of a stated oriented VH-tangle
(K, s), and enumerate their isotopy classes by the collection of states for the Gabella lifts of triangle
b
segments, which we package as a ∆-juncture-state
of K.
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(+)

(−)

Figure 8. Sign of a crossing
b be as in Def.4.8. Let K be an oriented VH-tangle in
Definition 4.19. Let (Σ, P), S, ∆ and ∆
b Let K
e be a Gabella lift in Σ
e ∆ × (−1, 1) of K. The ∆b
S × (−1, 1) in a good position with respect to ∆.
juncture-state JKe of K whose restriction to the endpoints of each triangle segment k of K coincides with
e is the ∆-juncture-state
b
e
the state sek of the Gabella lift e
k of k determined by K
of K associated to Gabella lift K.
If s is a state of K, by a Gabella lift of the stated oriented VH-tangle (K, s) we mean a Gabella lift
e of K whose associated ∆-juncture-state
b
K
JKe restricts to s at ∂K.
Lemma 4.20. Let (K, s) be a stated oriented VH-tangle in S×(−1, 1) in a good position with respect to
b The correspondence K
e 7→ J e yields a bijection between the set of all isotopy classes of Gabella lifts
∆.
K
b
b
of K and the set of all ∆-juncture-states of K. Gabella lifts of (K, s) correspond to ∆-juncture-states
of K restricting to s at ∂K.
b
e J a Gabella lift of K whose associated
Definition 4.21. For a ∆-juncture-state
J of K, denote by K
b
∆-juncture-state
coincides with J.
b
e J is an admissible Gabella lift of K (Def.4.8),
A ∆-juncture-state
J of K is said to be admissible if K
that is, if none of the triangle segments of K fall into the case of Fig.3(a) with J(x1 ) = − and
J(x2 ) = +.
Remark 4.22. Notice that the state-sum formula of the Bonahon-Wong quantum trace, as seen in §3.5,
b
was written as a sum over all ∆-juncture-states
of K. One may observe that the terms corresponding
b
to non-admissible ∆-juncture-states are zero.
We are now ready to state our version of construction of the sought-for Gabella quantum holonomy.
Definition 4.23 (enhanced and modified version of Gabella quantum holonomy). Let (Σ, P), S, ∆
b be as in Def.4.8. Let ω ∈ C∗ , and let q = ω 4 . Let (K, s) be a stated oriented VH-tangle in
and ∆
S × (−1, 1).
Isotope (K, s) into a stated oriented VH-tangle (K 0 , s0 ) in S × (−1, 1) in a good position with respect
b (Lem.3.23) through a VH-isotopy.
to ∆
e J in Σ
e ∆ ×(−1, 1) of (K 0 , s0 ) associated to a ∆-juncture-state
b
b
For each Gabella lift K
J : {∆-junctures
of K 0 } →
0
0
0
b
{+, −} of K that restricts to s at ∂K , we define a monomial ZKe J in the (square-root) generators
bn of the Chekhov-Fock algebra T ω (Def.3.9) and a coefficient Ω(K
e J ; ω) ∈ Z[ω, ω −1 ] as follows.
Zb1 , . . . , Z
∆
(G1) (the monomial part) For each edge e of the original triangulation ∆, denote again by e one of
b corresponding to e. Let
any of the two edges e and e0 in ∆
be (J) ∈ Z
b
b
be the sum of signs of all ∆-junctures
of K 0 over e assigned by the ∆-juncture-state
J, where
+ and − are thought of as 1 and −1 respectively. Now let
"
#
Y
be(J)
b
b
∈ T∆ω ,
ZKeJ :=
Ze
e∈∆

Weyl

where [∼]Weyl is the Weyl-ordered monomial defined in Def.2.18.
e J (as defined at the end of §4.1),
(G2) (the q-power coefficient part) To each of the crossings of K
associate the sign +1 if it is of type (+) in Fig.8, and −1 if it is of type (−) in Fig.8. Let
eJ
wr∆
b (K ) ∈ Z
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b i.e. the usual writhe of the
be the net sum of all signs of crossings over all triangles of ∆,
J
e
b
tangle K considered only over triangles of ∆.
(G3) (the biangle factor; ‘R-matrix’ and cup/cap) For each i = 1, . . . , n, let Li := K 0 ∩ ((Σi \ Pi ) ×
b corresponding to the edge ei of
(−1, 1)) be the part of K 0 over the biangle Bi = (Σi , Pi ) of ∆
∆. Then (Li , J|∂Li ) is a stated oriented VH-tangle in (Σi \ Pi ) × (−1, 1). Consider its value
under the biangle quantum holonomy map TrHolω
Bi ([Li , J|∂Li ]) ∈ C.
Let
(4.7)

eJ
−wr∆
e J ; ω) := (Qn TrHolω
b (K )
Ω(K
Bi ([Li , J|∂Li ])) · q
i=1

∈

Z[ω, ω −1 ].

Define the (enhanced) Gabella quantum holonomy for the stated oriented VH-tangle (K, s) in S ×
(−1, 1) by the formula
X
e J ; ω) Zb eJ ∈ T ω
(4.8)
TrHolω
Ω(K
∆ (K, s) :=
∆
K
eJ
K

e J of (K 0 , s0 ) (Def.4.8), i.e. over
where the sum is over all isotopy classes of admissible Gabella lifts K
b
all admissible ∆-juncture-states
J of K 0 that restricts to s0 at ∂K 0 .
b
One might wonder why one can choose any one of e and e0 in (G1) above. We claim that for any ∆J
0
e
juncture-state J of K for which the coefficient Ω(K ; ω) is nonzero, we have be (J) = be0 (J); this is an
easy consequence of the charge conservation property (Lem.4.18(2)) of the biangle quantum holonomy.
The ideas of (G1) and (G2) already appeared in [GLM15] for a connected non-closed tangle that is given
the always-going-up elevations, and as mentioned already, the main contribution of Gabella [G17] is the
biangle factor (G3), which enables one to define the quantum holonomy for closed tangles. Meanwhile,
as mentioned in §4.2, the biangle quantum holonomy was only partially dealt with in [G17], and the
independence of the value of TrHolω
∆ (K, s) (even in case K = Ø) on the choice made in the construction,
namely the choice of an isotopy transformation into a tangle K 0 in a good position, was only partially
proved in [G17]. This independence was made as a conjecture in the earlier version of the present paper
[KSv1], and will be obtained as a consequence of the main result of the present version of the present
paper, in a fully general case of a stated oriented VH-tangle.
In the meantime, one actual difference between Gabella’s original construction [G17] and ours is the
monomial part (G1); Gabella uses different normalization. Namely, denote by |be |(K) be the number
of all junctures of K on e. Then, in place of our monomial ZbKeJ , Gabella uses
"
#
Y 1 (be(J)+|be |(K))
2
b eJ :=
be
X
X
(4.9)
∈ T q.
∆

K

e∈T

Weyl

Gabella’s choice also makes the final result to enjoy many properties, and has an advantage of avoiding
the square-root variables (∵ 12 (be(J) + |be |(K)) ∈ Z) and making the lowest term to be 1. Later, we
will discuss why we had to modify as we did.
As already mentioned, the Gabella’s original construction is for a simple loop in the surface S.
Definition 4.24. Let ∆ be a triangulation of a triangulable generalized marked surface (Σ, P), and let
γ be an oriented simple loop in S = Σ \ P.
Let Kγ be the oriented tangle in S × (−1, 1) obtained as a constant-elevation lift of γ, as in Def.3.17.
Define the Gabella quantum holonomy of the oriented simple loop γ in the surface S as
(4.10)

ω
ω
TrHolω
∆ (γ) := TrHol∆ (Kγ , Ø) ∈ T∆ .

Some of the important properties of TrHolω
∆ (γ) proved by Gabella in [G17] read as follows, when
translated to our normalization:
Proposition 4.25 (properties of Gabella quantum holonomy; [G17]). Let (Σ, P), S, ∆, γ and K = Kγ
be as in Def.4.24. Suppose further that γ is not a contractible loop in S.
(1) When ω = 1, TrHol1∆ (γ) recovers the (absolute value of the) usual trace of holonomy function
I(γ) on X + (Σ, P) along γ;
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(2) In terms of the partial ordering on the monomials ZbKeJ ∈ T∆ω appearing in the right hand
ω
side of the sum formula eq.(4.8) for TrHolω
∆ (γ) = TrHol∆ (K, Ø) induced by the powers of the
J
b
b
e
generators Z1 , . . . , Zn , there is a unique Gabella lift K giving the highest term, for which the
b eJ , associated to the edge e of ∆, equals
power ae of each generator Zbe in the monomial Z
K
the intersection number ae (γ) defined in Lem.2.8 (i.e. 2 times the Fock-Goncharov tropical
e J ; ω) is 1;
A-coordinate for the lamination γ), and the coefficient Ω(K
J
J
e
e
(3) For each K appearing in eq.(4.8), the coefficient Ω(K ; ω) belongs to Z≥0 [q, q −1 ], i.e. a positive
integral Laurent polynomial in q = ω 4 ;
e J appearing in eq.(4.8), the coefficient Ω(K
e J ; ω) is ∗-invariant, in the sense that
(4) For each K
J
J
−1
e ; ω) = Ω(K
e ; ω ), or that it is invariant under the exchange q ↔ q −1 .
Ω(K
One remark is that the proof given in [G17, §6.4] of the positivity property of part (3) is not quite
sufficient; we note that this positivity will follow from the main result of our paper along with [CKKO20].
5. Equality of the two constructions
5.1. Statement of the main theorem. For a stated oriented VH-tangle (K, s) in S × (−1, 1), we
ω
investigated the Bonahon-Wong quantum trace Trω
∆ ([K, s]) ∈ T∆ (by viewing (K, s) as a stated oriented
ω
V-tangle) and Gabella’s quantum holonomy TrHol∆ ([K, s]) ∈ T∆ω . They have several properties in
common, which naturally leads to the question of whether they are equal, as mentioned in [G17] for
the case when K is closed and connected. This equality is the main theorem of the present paper. In
order to formulate the result in full generality incorporating possibly non-closed tangles, we first need
to introduce the following.
Definition 5.1 (signed order correction amount). Let (Σ, P) be a generalized marked surface, not
necessarily triangulable. Let S = Σ \ P. Let e be a P-arc (Def.2.3) of (Σ, P), with an orientation
chosen on e.
• Let Z be an ordered finite subset of e, and s0 : Z → {+, −} be a state of Z. Define the signed order
correction amount of the stated ordered subset (Z, s0 ) on the oriented arc e as the integer
X
→ s (x) s (y) ∈ Z,
C(e; Z, s0 ) :=
sgn(e; −
xy)
0
0
x,y∈Z | x<y

where each sign ± is regarded as the number ±1, and

1, if the direction from x to y matches the given orientation on e,
→ :=
sgn(e; −
xy)
−1, otherwise.
When Z = Ø, we set C(e; Ø, Ø) = 0.
• When Z is a finite subset of the thickening e × (−1, 1) of e equipped with a state s0 : Z → {+, −},
such that the restrictions to Z of the projection maps e × (−1, 1) → e and e × (−1, 1) → (−1, 1) are
injective, we define C(e; Z, s0 ) using the projection of (Z, s0 ) onto e, with the ordering on the projection
of Z coming from the elevations of the elements of Z, i.e. the vertical ordering.
• When e is a boundary arc and no orientation is specified, we use the boundary-orientation (Def.2.1)
coming from the surface orientation on Σ.
• If (K, s) is a stated VH-tangle in S×(−1, 1), the boundary signed order correction amount of (K, s)
is defined as
X
∂C(Σ,P) (K, s) :=
C(b; ∂K ∩ (b × (−1, 1)), s0 |∂K∩(b×(−1,1)) )
boundary arcs b of (Σ, P)

where we always use the boundary-orientation on b’s even if (Σ, P) is a directed biangle.
We now state the main theorem.
Theorem 5.2 (main theorem). Let (Σ, P) be a triangulable generalized marked surface, and ∆ a
triangulation of (Σ, P); let S = Σ \ P. Let ω ∈ C∗ , q = ω 4 and A = ω −2 . Let (K, s) be a stated
ω
ω
oriented VH-tangle in S × (−1, 1). Then the Bonahon-Wong quantum trace Trω
∆ ([K, s]) ∈ Z∆ ⊂ T∆ ,
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constructed in §3 for the stated skein [K, s] ∈ SsA (Σ, P) is related to the enhanced Gabella quantum
ω
holonomy TrHolω
∆ (K, s) ∈ T∆ constructed in §4 as
(5.1)

2wr(K) ∂C(Σ,P) (K,s)
Trω
ω
TrHolω
∆ ([K, s]) = ω
∆ (K, s),

where the writhe wr(K) ∈ Z of the VH-tangle K is defined as
wr(K) := #(crossings of type (+) in Fig.8) − #(crossings of type (−) in Fig.8),
e ∆ ).
counted over Σ (not over the branched double cover Σ
In particular, this equality holds for a constant-elevation lift K = Kγ of an oriented simple loop γ
in S (Def.3.17), where wr(K) = 0, ∂K = Ø, s = Ø and ∂C(Σ,P) (K, Ø) = 0. Hence, Allegretti-Kim’s
solution bIω
∆ (γ) in eq.(3.6) to the quantum ordering problem for the classical function I(γ) addressed in
§2.4 coincides with Gabella’s solution TrHolω
∆ (γ) in eq.(4.10).
This theorem has some immediate consequences on the Gabella quantum holonomy TrHolω
∆ (K, s),
following from the corresponding properties of the Bonahon-Wong quantum trace Trω
([K,
s]) and
∆
some obvious observations about wr(K) and ∂C(Σ,P) (K, s): namely, we obtain a proof of Prop.4.25,
especially the positivity in part (3), and the following corollaries.
Corollary 5.3 (isotopy invariance). The enhanced Gabella quantum holonomy TrHolω
∆ (K, s) defined
in Def.4.23 depends only on the VH-isotopy class of a stated oriented VH-tangle (K, s).
b be as in Def.3.22; let S = Σ \ P. Let
Corollary 5.4 (mutation compatibility). Let (Σ, P), ∆, ∆
∗
4
0
b 0 be a corresponding split ideal
ω ∈ C , q = ω . Let ∆ be another triangulation of (Σ, P), and ∆
0
triangulation of ∆ .
Let (K, s) be an oriented stated VH-tangle in S × (−1, 1). Then we have
ω
ω
TrHolω
∆ (K, s) = Θ∆∆0 (TrHol∆0 (K, s)),

where Θω
∆∆0 is the square-root quantum coordinate change map as in Prop.3.10. In particular,
ω
ω
ω
TrHolω
∆ (K, s) ∈ Z∆ and TrHol∆0 (K, s) ∈ Z∆0 (Def.3.9).
ω
ω
As a consequence, we also obtain TrHolω
∆ (K, s) ∈ L∆ , where L∆ is defined as in eq.(3.2).

The main theorem and these corollaries hold for the Gabella quantum holonomy TrHolω
∆ (K, s) defined
using the normalization Def.4.23.(G1) as in our present paper, but not for Gabella’s original construction
[G17] which uses the normalization in eq.(4.9).
We note that, in the earlier version [KSv1] of the present paper, the main theorem was proved only
for the case when the tangle K is closed, connected, and has no crossing, because the biangle quantum
holonomy was only partially dealt with. In the present version, through the contribution of the newly
participating second author, we now have a complete treatment of the biangle quantum holonomy,
hence the main theorem in full generality. The new idea added in this version also made the proofs
shorter and more direct.
Let’s now start proving the main theorem. Let (K, s) be any stated oriented VH-tangle in S × (−1, 1).
b through a VHIsotope it to a stated oriented VH-tangle (K 0 , s0 ) in a good position with respect to ∆,
b
isotopy. Then both sides of sought-for eq.(5.1) are expressed as sums over admissible ∆-juncture-states
0
0
J of K restricting to s at ∂K; see Prop.3.25 ad Def.4.23. It is enough to show that the summands of
the two sides for each J coincide, i.e. to show the term-by-term equality
(5.2)

0
2wr(K) ∂C(Σ,P) (K,s)
e J ; ω) Z
b eJ
BWω
ω
Ω(K
b (K ; J) = ω
K
∆

for each J. The rest of the present section is devoted to a proof of the term-by-term equality, eq.(5.2);
for convenience, from now on we may identify K with K 0 :
K = K0
Throughout the entire section, we will reserve the symbols K, K 0 and s as such.
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≺
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≺
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Case (2)
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Case (3)

x2 ≺ x3

Case (4)

Figure 9. Pair of tangle segments over triangle (arrows in boundary are clockwise)
5.2. Bonahon-Wong triangle factors. We further break down the Bonahon-Wong summand
ω
0
BWω
b (K; J) in the left hand side of the sought-for eq.(5.2) into the product of the
b (K ; J) = BW∆
∆
ω
([Kj , J|∂Kj ]), as in its very definition in
biangle factors TrBi ([Li , J|∂Li ]) and the triangle factors Trbω
tj
eq.(3.11). In the present subsection we focus on the triangle factors.
b ei , e0 , Bi , tj and b
Let (Σ, P), S, ∆, ∆,
tj be as in Def.3.22. Let ω ∈ C∗ and q = ω 4 . As done in
i
b and let kj,1 , . . . , kj,l
Prop.3.25, we let Kj := K ∩(b
tj ×(−1, 1)) be the part of K over the triangle b
tj of ∆,
j
b
the components of Kj , i.e. the triangle segments of K over tj , in order of increasing elevation. The
tj is as written in eq.(3.10):
triangle factor for this triangle b
([Kj , J|∂Kj ]) = Trbω
([kj,1 , J|∂kj,1 ]) Trbω
([kj,2 , J|∂kj,2 ]) · · · Trbω
([kj,lj , J|∂kj,lj ]) ∈ Tbtωj .
Trbω
tj
tj
tj
tj
We will now rewrite the right hand side as the Weyl-ordered monomial times some integer power of ω,
which we refer to as the deviation.
Definition 5.5. The deviation of the Bonahon-Wong triangle factor for triangle b
tj from the Weylordering, which is associated to the stated V-tangle (Kj , J|∂Kj ) in the thickening of b
tj , is the unique
integer devbtj (Kj , J|∂Kj ) such that
i
h
devtb (Kj ,J|∂Kj )
ω
ω
j
([k
,
J|
])
.
([k
,
J|
])
·
·
·
Tr
Tr
([K
,
J|
])
=
ω
Trbω
j,l
∂k
j,1
∂k
j
∂K
b
b
j
j,1
j
j,lj
tj
tj
tj
Weyl

If J is not admissible, both sides of the above equation are zero, so the deviation would not be uniquely
determined; but we only deal with admissible J’s. We could apply the definition of deviation to more
general stated V -tangles satisfying certain conditions, e.g. (GP2)–(GP3) of Def.3.22. For example, for
the stated V -tangle consisting of two of the components of (Kj , J|∂Kj ), whenever 1 ≤ r < u ≤ lj we
have
h
i
devtb (kj,r ∪kj,u ,J|∂kj,r ∪∂kj,u )
ω
ω
ω
j
([k
,
J|
([k
,
J|
])
Tr
])
=
ω
Trbω
([k
,
J|
([k
,
J|
Tr
])
Tr
])
.
j,r
∂k
j,u
∂k
j,r
∂k
j,u
∂k
b
b
b
j,r
j,u
j,r
j,u
tj
tj
tj
tj
It is straightforward to prove the following well-known observation, which enables us to express the
deviation for a triangle as a sum of deviations over pairs of tangle segments in the triangle:
X
devbtj (Kj , J|∂Kj ) =
devbtj (kj,r ∪ kj,u , J|∂kj,r ∪∂kj,u ).
(5.3)
1≤r<u≤lj

We establish a computational lemma for each summand of the right-hand-side of eq.(5.3).
Lemma 5.6 (deviation for a pair of stated tangle segments in a triangle). If (k1 ∪ k2 , s0 ) is a stated
V -tangle in the thickening of a non-self-folded triangle b
t consisting of two tangle segments k1 and k2 as
in the cases (1) or (2) of Fig.9, and if we denote ε1 = s0 (x1 ), ε2 = s0 (x2 ), ε3 = s0 (x3 ) and ε4 = s0 (x4 ),
then we have

ε1 ε4 − ε2 ε3 ,
in case (1),
devbt (k1 ∪ k2 , s0 ) =
ε1 ε3 − ε1 ε4 + ε2 ε4 in case (2).
Proof. Follows from straightforward computation.
5.3. Gabella triangle factors. Now we turn to the triangle factors of the term for Gabella quantum
e J ; ω) is the product of the
holonomy, i.e. the right hand side of eq.(5.2). Recall from (4.7) that Ω(K
biangle quantum holonomy factors for biangles and a power of q to (minus of) the writhe of the Gabella
e J counted over triangles of ∆.
b One must be careful that this writhe is considered over the branched
lift K
b ∆ , and not over Σ. Writhe is a net sum of signs of all crossings, where each crossing
double cover surface Σ
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b Thus we can write this writhe wr b (K
e J ) as
is formed by two segments living over a same triangle of ∆.
∆
b and the inner sum is over pairs of segments
a double sum, where the outer sum is over triangles of ∆
b denote by K
e J the part of K
e J over b
living over each triangle. For triangle b
tj of ∆,
tj ; more precisely,
j
J
e of points whose images under the composition Σ
e ∆ × (−1, 1) → Σ × (−1, 1) → Σ lie in
the subset of K
e J , i.e. the net sum of signs of the crossings (see Def.4.23(G2))
e J ) be the writhe of K
b
tj . Define wrb (K
tj

j

j

e J . Then
of K
j
eJ
wr∆
b (K ) =

m
X

eJ)
wrbtj (K
j

j=1

e J is a Gabella lift of the stated oriented VH-tangle Kj living in the thickening of the
Note that K
j
e J as e
triangle b
tj . Denote the components of K
kj,1 , . . . , e
kj,lj . Then one can observe that each of these is
j
a Gabella lift of the corresponding one among the components of Kj which are stated oriented tangle
segments (kj,1 , J|∂kj,1 ), . . . , (kj,lj , J|∂kj,lj ). That is, e
kj,r is a Gabella lift of the horizontal triangle
segment kj,r with the state coinciding with J|∂kj,r (Def.4.7). One observes
X
e jJ ) =
(5.4)
wrbtj (e
kj,r ∪ e
kj,u ),
wrbtj (K
1≤r<u≤lj

eJ
thus indeed we expressed wr∆
b (K ) as a double sum. Now we establish a computational lemma for the
innermost summand.
Lemma 5.7 (writhe for a pair of stated oriented tangle segments in a triangle). Let b
t be a non-selffolded triangle, viewed as a generalized marked surface (Σ0 , P 0 ), with the unique ideal triangulation ∆0 .
Let S0 = Σ0 \ P 0 . Let (k1 ∪ k2 , s0 ) be a stated oriented VH-tangle in S0 × (−1, 1) as in the case (1) or
e 0 0 × (−1, 1)
(2) of Fig.9, with arbitrary orientations on k1 and k2 . Let e
k1 ∪ e
k2 be a Gabella lift in Σ
∆
of (k1 ∪ k2 , s0 ) (in the sense of Def.4.8), where each of e
k1 and e
k2 is a Gabella lift of (k1 , s0 |∂k1 ) and
(k2 , s0 |∂k2 ) respectively (in the sense of Def.4.7 with the prescribed states).
If we denote ε1 = s0 (x1 ), ε2 = s0 (x2 ), ε3 = s0 (x3 ) and ε4 = s0 (x4 ), then the writhe of the Gabella lift
e
k1 ∪ e
k2 is given by:
(
− 41 (ε1 − ε2 )(ε3 + ε4 ), in case (1),
wrbt (e
k1 ∪ e
k2 ) =
− 41 (ε1 − ε2 )(ε3 − ε4 ), in case (2),
where each sign ± is understood as the number ±1.
Remark 5.8. This is another occurrence of the phenomenon of orientation insensitivity.
Proof. Note that the Gabella lift e
k1 ∪ e
k2 is uniquely determined up to equivalence, in this situation;
any Gabella lift gives the same answer for the writhe, because writhe is well-defined up to (VH-)isotopy.
Consider the case (1) of Fig.9, where both segments k1 and k2 live in the same corner; with respect to
the vertex of this corner, k1 is located ‘inner’ and k2 ‘outer’. If ε1 = ε2 then the Gabella lift e
k1 of the
inner segment bounds a corner region of the triangle not containing the branch point (see Fig.5), hence
can be isotoped so that it doesn’t meet e
k2 . If ε3 6= ε4 the the Gabella lift e
k2 of the outer segment bounds
a corner region of the triangle containing the branch point (see Fig.5), hence can be isotoped so that it
doesn’t meet e
k1 . So, in these cases, we have wrbt (e
k1 ∪ e
k2 ) = 0; meanwhile, note that − 41 (ε1 −ε2 )(ε3 +ε4 )
equals zero in these cases, so we get the sought-for equality. Now assume that both ε1 6= ε2 and ε3 = ε4
hold; there are four such possibilities for signs. The upper half of Fig.10 presents the diagram of e
k1 ∪ e
k2
for each of these four possibilities, under particular choice of orientations of k1 and k2 ; one can easily
verify the equality in these cases. For each case in the upper half of Fig.10, note that the projections
of e
k1 and e
k2 in b
t meet at two points in Σ, but only one of which is a crossing point over the branched
e ∆ of e
double cover Σ
k1 ∪ e
k2 . If one changes the orientation of either one of k1 and k2 , say ki , then the
e
projections of k1 and e
k2 in b
t are same as before, with the orientation of ki0 reversed from before. Then
the diagram of each of e
k1 and e
k2 stay the same (though the diagram of e
k1 ∪ e
k2 is changed), with the
e
e
orientation of ki reversed, and the sheet numbers of points of ki changed from before. So, out of the
two intersections of the projections of e
k1 and e
k2 in b
t, the one that used to be the crossing of e
k1 ∪ e
k2
e ∆ . However,
is not a crossing anymore, and the remaining one now becomes the crossing point in Σ
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wrbt = −1
+
−

e
k1
e
k2

wrbt = 1
−
−

vbt

+ +
(ε1 , ε2 , ε3 , ε4 ) = (+, −, +, +)

e
k2

vbt

e
k1

+

vbt

−

e
k2

e
k1

− +
(ε1 , ε2 , ε3 , ε4 ) = (−, +, +, +)

+

e
k2

−
−
(ε1 , ε2 , ε3 , ε4 ) = (+, −, −, +)

e
k2

vbt

− −
(ε1 , ε2 , ε3 , ε4 ) = (−, +, −, −)

wrbt = −1
vbt

+

e
k1

−

e
k2

+
−
(ε1 , ε2 , ε3 , ε4 ) = (+, −, +, −)

e
k1

−
+

vbt
e
k2

wrbt = −1

wrbt = 1
+

e
k1

+
+

vbt

+ −
(ε1 , ε2 , ε3 , ε4 ) = (+, −, −, −)

wrbt = −1

wrbt = 1

e
k1

−
+
(ε1 , ε2 , ε3 , ε4 ) = (−, +, −, +)

wrbt = 1
vbt

−

e
k1

−

e
k2
+
+
(ε1 , ε2 , ε3 , ε4 ) = (−, +, +, −)

e ∆ of union of two stated oriented
Figure 10. Diagrams for a Gabella lift e
k1 ∪ e
k2 in Σ
b
VH-tangles in a triangle t, for computation of writhe
one easily verifies that the sign of the crossing is same as before. Similar argument holds whenever one
changes the orientation of both k1 and k2 .
Now consider the case (2) of Fig.9. If ε1 = ε2 or ε3 = ε4 holds, it is easy to see that both sides
of the equation in the statement are zero. When both ε1 6= ε2 and ε3 6= ε4 hold, one can check the
equality case by case, for each of the four possibilities for the signs; see the lower half of Fig.10, drawn
for particular choices of orientations. Similarly as in the case (1), one easily observes that the equality
holds also for the other choices of orientations.
Using the computational lemmas developed so far, we now arrive at the relationship between the
triangle factors of the Bonahon-Wong term and the Gabella term. In fact, they are not exactly equal,
but equal only up to powers of ω to the signed order correction amounts defined in Def.5.1, which is due
to the fact that Bonahon-Wong quantum trace is defined for V-tangles up to V-isotopy, but writhe (and
hence Gabella quantum holonomy) is defined for VH-tangles up to VH-isotopy. The precise statement
is as follows, and is the main technical lemma of the proof of our main theorem.
Lemma 5.9 (equality of the triangle factors). One has
e J ) + 2wr(Kj ) + ∂Cb (Kj , J|∂K )
devbtj (Kj , J|∂Kj ) = −4wrbtj (K
j
j
tj
Proof. We first re-write the boundary signed order correction amount as the sum over pairs of tangle
segments kj,1 , . . . , kj,lj of Kj :
X
(5.5)
∂Cbtj (Kj , J|∂Kj ) =
∂Cbtj (kj,r ∪ kj,u , J|∂kj,r ∪∂kj,u );
1≤r<u≤lj

this is easily proved by looking at the contributions at each boundary arc of b
tj .
Let 1 ≤ r < u ≤ lj . In view of the sum expression for the deviation obtained in eq.(5.3), and of
X
wr(Kj ) =
wr(kj,r ∪ kj,u ),
1≤r<u≤lj

we now investigate the number
(∗)j;r,u := devbtj (kj,r ∪ kj,u , J|∂kj,r ∪∂kj,u ) + 4wrbtj (e
kj,r ∪ e
kj,u ) − 2wr(kj,r ∪ kj,u ),
and will show that it equals the (r, u)-th summand in the right hand side of eq.(5.5). We apply Lem.5.6
to (kj,r ∪ kj,u , J∂kj,r ∪∂kj,u ), for which we also apply Lem.5.7 with the Gabella lift e
kj,r ∪ e
kj,u .
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If kj,r and kj,u are like k1 and k2 of the case (1) of Fig.9, we have
(∗)j;r,u = (J(x1 )J(x4 ) − J(x2 )J(x3 )) − (J(x1 ) − J(x2 ))(J(x3 ) + J(x4 )) −2 wr(kj,r ∪ kj,u )
|
{z
}
|
{z
}
|
{z
}
Lem.5.6

=0

Lem.5.7

= (−J(x1 )J(x3 ) + J(x2 )J(x4 ))
→
0 −−→
= sgn(e; −
x−
1 x3 )J(x1 )J(x3 ) + sgn(e ; x2 x4 )J(x2 )J(x4 ),
where e is the side of b
tj containing x1 and x3 , while e0 is the side containing x2 and x4 ; note x1 < x3 and
x2 < x4 in the ordering coming from elevations, because kj,r has lower elevation than kj,u . Therefore
(∗)j,r;u = ∂Cbtj (kj,r ∪ kj,u , J∂kj,r ∪∂kj,u )

(5.6)
holds in this case, as desired.

Suppose now that kj,r and kj,u are like k1 and k2 of the case (3) of Fig.9. As tangles, this case can
be obtained from case (1) by a V-isotopy that slides the endpoints x1 of k1 and x3 of k2 . After this
sliding (or boundary exchange move (M2) in §3.1), note that devbtj (kj,r ∪ kj,u , J|∂kj,r ∪∂kj,u ) does not
change, and the boundary signed order correction amount ∂Cbtj (kj,r ∪ kj,u , J|∂kj,r ∪∂kj,u ) increase by
2 if J(x1 ) = J(x3 ) and decrease by 2 if J(x1 ) 6= J(x3 ). Suppose that the orientations on k1 and k2
are parallel, e.g. going from x1 to x2 and x3 to x4 . After sliding, −2wr(kj,r ∪ kj,u ) decreases by 2,
while 4wrbtj (e
kj,r ∪ e
kj,u ) increase by 4 if J(x1 ) = J(x3 ) (because the parts of the two segments near the
boundary edge are living in the same sheet) and stays the same if J(x1 ) 6= J(x3 ) (because the parts
of the two segments near the boundary edge are living in different sheets). Thus eq.(5.6) holds. Now
suppose that the orientations of k1 and k2 are not parallel; e.g. suppose now k2 is going from x4 to x3 .
After the sliding move from case (1), −2wr(kj,r ∪ kj,u ) increases by 2, while 4wrbtj (e
kj,r ∪ e
kj,u ) stays the
same if J(x1 ) = J(x3 ) and decrease by 4 if J(x1 ) 6= J(x3 ). Thus eq.(5.6) still holds.
If kj,r and kj,u are like k1 and k2 of the case (2) of Fig.9, we have
(∗)j;r,u = (J(x1 )J(x3 ) − J(x1 )J(x4 ) + J(x2 )J(x4 )) − (J(x1 ) − J(x2 ))(J(x3 ) − J(x4 ))) − 2 wr(kj,r ∪ kj,u )
{z
}
|
{z
}
|
{z
}
|
Lem.5.6

→
= J(x2 )J(x3 ) = sgn(e; −
x−
2 x3 )J(x2 )J(x3 ),

Lem.5.7

=0

where e is the side of b
tj containing x2 and x3 ; note x2 < x3 in the ordering coming from elevations,
because kj,r has lower elevation than kj,u . Thus eq.(5.6) holds also in this case.
Suppose now that kj,r and kj,u are like k1 and k2 of the case (4) of Fig.9. As tangles, this case can
be obtained from case (2) by a V-isotopy that slides the endpoints x2 of k1 and x3 of k2 . After this
sliding (or boundary exchange move), note that devbtj (kj,r ∪ kj,u , J|∂kj,r ∪∂kj,u ) does not change, and the
boundary signed order correction amount ∂Cbtj (kj,r ∪ kj,u , J|∂kj,r ∪∂kj,u ) decrease by 2 if J(x2 ) = J(x3 )
and increase by 2 if J(x2 ) 6= J(x3 ). Suppose that the orientations on k1 and k2 are parallel, e.g. going
from x2 to x1 and x3 to x4 . After sliding, −2wr(kj,r ∪ kj,u ) increases by 2, while 4wrbtj (e
kj,r ∪ e
kj,u )
decrease by 4 if J(x2 ) = J(x3 ) and stays the same if J(x2 ) 6= J(x3 ). Thus eq.(5.6) holds. Now suppose
that the orientations of k1 and k2 are not parallel; e.g. suppose now k1 is going from x1 to x2 . After
the sliding move from case (2), −2wr(kj,r ∪ kj,u ) decreases by 2, while 4wrbtj (e
kj,r ∪ e
kj,u ) stays the same
if J(x2 ) = J(x3 ) and increase by 4 if J(x2 ) 6= J(x3 ). Thus eq.(5.6) still holds.
When kj,r and kj,u play the roles of k2 and k1 of Fig.9 in each of the cases we dealt with so far,
eq.(5.6) still holds because of the skew-symmetry of each of the three terms of (∗)j;r,u , as well as that
of the boundary signed order correction amount ∂Cbtj (kj,r ∪ kj,u , J|∂kj,r ∪∂kj,u ).
Now, taking the sum of the equality eq.(5.6) over all pairs (r, u) with 1 ≤ r < u ≤ lj , we get the
desired result, in view of eq.(5.3), eq.(5.4), and eq.(5.5).
The boundary signed order correction amount will also appear in the relationship between the biangle
factors of the Bonahon-Wong term and the Gabella term, cancelling the ones appearing for the triangles.
5.4. Bonahon-Wong biangle factors via Uq (sl2 ) Reshetikhin-Turaev operator invariant. Now
we move on to the biangle factors. Our approach is via the operator invariants of tangles in a biangle,
as we did in §4.2 to investigate Gabella’s biangle quantum holonomy. We follow notations of §4.2,
~ = (B, dir) be a directed biangle (Def.4.9) whose boundary arcs
some of which we recall now. Let B
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~ be the set of all equivalence classes [D] of boundary-ordered
are denoted by bin and bout , and let D(B)
oriented tangle diagrams (Def.4.10). Let the vector space V be still be given as in eq.(4.3), with the
ordered basis {ξ+ , ξ− }. We claimed in Prop.4.15 that there exists a unique assignment G that assigns to
~ a linear operator G([D]) : V ⊗|∂in D| → V ⊗|∂out D| satisfying certain properties, where
each [D] ∈ D(B)
∂in D = ∂bin D and ∂out D = ∂bout D. Then the Gabella biangle quantum holonomy TrHolω
~ ([k, s0 ])
B
~
for a stated oriented VH-tangle (k, s0 ) in the thickening of B was defined as a matrix element of
the operator G([D]) (Def.4.17), where D is the boundary-ordered tangle diagram of k. We still have
to prove Prop.4.15, and also to find a relationship between the Gabella biangle quantum holonomy
and the Bonahon-Wong biangle quantum trace dealt with in §3.4. We accomplish these two tasks
simultaneously.
The main ingredient of the present section is the Reshetikhin-Turaev operator invariant [RT90] [T16]
for oriented tangles in a biangle, associated to the irreducible 2-dimensional representation of the
quantum group Uq (sl2 ). While suggesting the readers to consult the excellent monograph by Ohtsuki
[O02] for details on the theory of operator invariants, we just state and use the known result here.
Proposition 5.10 (Reshetikhin-Turaev operator invariant for 2d irreducible representation of U2 (sl2 );
~ a linear operator
[RT90] [T16] [O02]). There exists a unique map F assigning to each [D] ∈ D(B)
F ([D]) : V ⊗|∂in D| → V ⊗|∂out D|
that respects the composition and tensor product (Def.4.12), i.e.
F ([D1 ] ◦ [D2 ]) = F ([D1 ]) ◦ F ([D2 ]),

F ([D1 ] ⊗ [D2 ]) = F ([D1 ]) ⊗ F ([D2 ]),

~ defined in Def.4.13 using Fig.7, are:
and whose values at elementary classes [D] ∈ D(B),
(RT1) (identity) if D is as in Fig.7(I) or (VI), then F ([D]) = id : V → V ;
(RT2) (cup) if D is as in Fig.7(II) or (VII), then F ([D]) : C → V ⊗ V sends 1 ∈ C to ωξ+ ⊗ ξ− −
ω 5 ξ− ⊗ ξ+ ;
(RT3) (cap) if D is as in Fig.7(III) or (VIII), then F ([D]) : V ⊗ V → C sends ξ+ ⊗ ξ− to −ω −5 and
ξ− ⊗ ξ+ to ω −1 while other basis vectors to zero;
(RT4) (height exchange) if D is as in Fig.7(IV), then the map F ([D]) : V ⊗ V → V ⊗ V is given on
the basis vectors as:
 2
if i = j,
 ω ξi ⊗ ξj ,
ω −2 (ξ+ ⊗ ξ− + (ω 4 − ω −4 )ξ− ⊗ ξ+ ), if i = + and j = −,
(5.7)
F ([D]) : ξi ⊗ ξj 7→
 −2
ω ξ− ⊗ ξ+ ,
if i = − and j = +,
while if D is as in Fig.7(XI), then the map F ([D]) : V ⊗ V → V ⊗ V is given by the inverse of
the map in eq.(5.7);
(RT5) (positive crossing) if D is as in Fig.7(V), then F ([D]) : V ⊗ V → V ⊗ V is given by the
composition (inverse of map in eq.(5.7))◦P , where P : V ⊗V → V ⊗V is the position exchange
map
(5.8)

P (ξi ⊗ ξj ) = ξj ⊗ ξi ,

∀i, j ∈ {1, 2}.

(RT6) (negative crossing) if D is as in Fig.7(X), then F ([D]) : V ⊗ V → V ⊗ V is given by the inverse
of the map V ⊗ V → V ⊗ V for case (RT5).
Lemma 5.11 (orientation insensitivity; [O02, §3]). F ([D]) does not depend on the orientation of
components of D.
To make the situation clear, we emphasize again that the validity of the above proposition and lemma
is well-known, whose proofs can be found in the original paper [RT90] or the books [T16] [O02]. One
remark is that in these original references the Reshetikhin-Turaev operator invariants are formulated
for H-tangles, and the condition (RT4) in the above Prop.5.10 is to adapt such constructions to the
setting of VH-tangles.
Our strategy to prove Prop.4.15 is to find a relationship between G([D]) and F ([D]), and then to use
Prop.5.10. However, a proof of Prop.4.15 for G([D]) is not the only reason we recalled the ReshetikhinTuraev operator invariant F ([D]). In fact, we observe that the matrix elements of F ([D]) are precisely
the Bonahon-Wong biangle quantum trace. Note that this fact was not mentioned in the original work
[BW11]; although it was already observed in [CL19], we present a proof here, for completeness.
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Proposition 5.12 (Bonahon-Wong’s biangle quantum trace as matrix elements of F ; [CL19, Thm.5.2]).
~ be a directed biangle, with the underlying biangle being B = (Σ0 , P 0 ), with S0 = Σ0 \ P 0 . Let
Let B
ω ∈ C∗ . Let [k, s0 ] be the VH-isotopy class of a stated VH-tangle in S0 × (−1, 1).
~ the equivalence class of stated boundary-ordered tangle diagram for [k, s0 ]
Denote by [D, s0 ] ∈ Ds (B)
s0
(with slight abuse of notation for s0 ). Define the inward and outward basis vectors ξin
∈ V ⊗|∂in D|
s0
⊗|∂out D|
and ξout ∈ V
as in Def.4.17, and let F ([D, s0 ]) ∈ C be the matrix element of the linear map
F ([D]) : V ⊗|∂in D| → V ⊗|∂out D| of Prop.5.10 for these basis vectors, i.e.
s0
s0
F ([D, s0 ]) := hξout
, F ([D])ξin
i

where h·, ·i is as defined in Def.4.16. Then F ([D, s0 ]) coincides with the Bonahon-Wong biangle quantum
trace Trω
B ([k, s0 ]) of Prop.3.19:
Trω
B ([k, s0 ]) = F ([D, s0 ]).
~ we define Fb([D]) : V ⊗|∂inD | → V ⊗|∂out D| as the unique linear map whose
Proof. For each [D] ∈ D(B)
matrix element of each state s0 of D coincides with the number Trω
B ([k, s0 ]), where (k, s0 ) is a stated
~ yields a stated boundary-ordered tangle diagram
VH-tangle in S0 × (−1, 1) whose projection to B
equivalent to (D, s0 ) (by a slight abuse of notation for s0 ):
s0
s0
hξout
, Fb([D])ξin
i = Trω
B ([k, s0 ]).

By Prop.3.5(4), any such (k, s0 ) are VH-isotopic to each other. Since the Bonahon-Wong biangle
quantum trace is defined on a V-isotopy class of stated tangles, we see that Fb([D]) is well-defined. We
~ and that
will now show that Fb([D]) respects the tensor product and composition operation in D(B),
it has same values with F ([D]) for elementary classes [D].
~ and consider the tensor product [D1 ] ⊗ [D2 ] defined as [D0 ∪ D0 ] with D0
First, let [D1 ], [D2 ] ∈ D(B)
1
2
1
and D20 as in Def.4.12; we shall show that Fb([D1 ]⊗[D2 ]) = Fb([D1 ])⊗ Fb([D2 ]). Let k10 ∪k20 be a VH-tangle
in S0 ×(−1, 1) whose projection gives a diagram equivalent to D10 ∪D20 , where k10 corresponds to D10 and
k20 to D20 . For any state s0 of D10 ∪D20 , we can write it as s0 = s1 ∪s2 for states s1 and s2 of D10 and D20 , so
0
0
0
0
s0
s1
s2
that the inward basis vector (eq.(4.6)) for s0 is ξin
= ξin
⊗ξin
∈ V ⊗|∂in D1 | ⊗V ⊗|∂in D2 | ≡ V ⊗|∂in (D1 ∪D2 )| .
By construction in Def.4.12, D1 is vertically higher than D2 , hence k10 has higher elevation than k20 .
Hence the stated skein [k10 ∪ k20 , s0 ] = [k10 ∪ k20 , s1 ∪ s2 ] ∈ SsA (B) equals the product [k20 , s2 ][k10 , s1 ] of
stated skeins. Using the fact that the Bonahon-Wong biangle quantum trace map Trω
B is an algebra
homomorphism, we obtain
s0
s0
s0
s0
ω
0
0
0
0
hξout
, Fb([D1 ] ⊗ [D2 ])ξin
i = hξout
, Fb([D10 ∪ D20 ])ξin
i = Trω
B ([k1 ∪ k2 , s0 ]) = TrB ([k2 , s2 ][k1 , s1 ])
s1
s1
s1
s2
s2
s1
s2
s2
ω
0
0
b
b
b
b
= Trω
B ([k2 , s2 ]) TrB ([k1 , s1 ]) = hξout , F ([D2 ])ξin i hξout , F ([D1 ])ξin i = hξout , F ([D1 ])ξin i hξout , F ([D2 ])ξin i
s0
s1
s2
s0
s2
s1
, Fb([D1 ])ξin
⊗ Fb([D2 ])ξin
i = hξout
, (Fb([D1 ]) ⊗ Fb([D2 ]))(ξin
)i
⊗ ξout
= hξout

hence Fb([D1 ] ⊗ [D2 ]) = Fb([D1 ]) ⊗ Fb([D2 ]) as desired.
~ and suppose that [D1 ] is composable with [D2 ] as in Def.4.12; we shall show
Now let [D1 ], [D2 ] ∈ D(B),
b
b
F ([D1 ] ◦ [D2 ]) = F ([D1 ]) ◦ Fb([D2 ]). Denote [D] = [D1 ] ◦ [D2 ] (as in Def.4.12), and let k be a VH-tangle
in S0 × (−1, 1) whose projection gives a diagram equivalent to D, so that cutting k (Def.3.12) along
~ yields VH-tangles k1 and k2 in biangles B
~ 1 and B
~ 2 giving diagrams equivalent to
an internal arc of B
D1 and D2 respectively. Then we have a natural identifications ∂out k = ∂out k1 , ∂in k1 = ∂out k2 and
∂in k = ∂in k2 . For each state s0 of k, by the cutting property (Prop.3.19(1)) we have
X
ω
Trω
Trω
B ([k, s0 ]) =
B1 ([k1 , s1 ]) TrB2 ([k2 , s2 ]),
compatible s1 , s2

where the sum is over all states s1 and s2 of k1 and k2 such that s1 |∂out k1 = s0 |∂out k , s1 |∂in k1 = s2 |∂out k2
and s2 |∂in k2 = s0 |∂in k . Note
s0
s0
s0
s0
hξout
, Fb([D1 ] ◦ [D2 ])ξin
i = hξout
, Fb([D])ξin
i = Trω
B ([k, s0 ])
X
X
s1
s1
s2
s2
ω
=
Trω
hξout
, Fb([D1 ])ξin
i hξout
, Fb([D2 ])ξin
i.
B1 ([k1 , s1 ]) TrB2 ([k2 , s2 ]) =
compatible s1 , s2

compatible s1 , s2
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On the other hand, note
s0
s0
s0
s0
hξout
, (Fb([D1 ]) ◦ Fb([D2 ]))ξin
i = hξout
, Fb([D1 ])(Fb([D2 ])ξin
)i
P
P
s0
s0
s
s0
i hξout
, Fb([D1 ])ξ ~εi
= hξout , Fb([D1 ])( ~ε hξ ~ε, Fb([D2 ])ξin0 i ξ ~ε)i = ~ε hξ ~ε, Fb([D2 ])ξin
where the sum is over all sign sequences ~ε ∈ {+, −}|∂out D2 | . For each ~ε, denote by s2 the state of k2
s.t. s2 |∂in k2 = s0 |∂in k and s2 |∂out k2 = ~ε (using the horizontal ordering of ∂out k2 ), and denote by s1 the
state of k1 s.t. s1 |∂in k1 = ~ε (using the horizontal ordering of ∂in k1 ) and s1 |∂out k1 = s|∂out k . Then this
sum over ~ε can be easily seen to be equal to the above sum over compatible s1 and s2 . So we obtain
Fb([D1 ] ◦ [D2 ]) = Fb([D1 ]) ◦ Fb([D2 ]) as desired.
It remains to check the values on the elementary classes. In case of Prop.5.10(RT1), it is easily seen to
match Prop.3.19(2)(I). For the case of Prop.5.10(RT2), the values of Fb([D]) can be read from eq.(3.7)
of Lem.3.20(1) with x1 and x2 playing the roles of y2 and y1 , which match the values of F ([D]) by
inspection. For the case of Prop.5.10(RT3), the values of Fb([D]) can be read from Prop.3.19(2)(II)
with y1 and y2 playing the roles of x2 and x1 , which match the values of F ([D]). For the case of
Prop.5.10(RT4), the values of F ([D]) match the values of Fb([D]) as in eq.(3.9) of Lem.3.20(2) by
inspection. The remaining cases (RT5) and (RT6) can be similarly compared with the items (3) and
(4) of Lem.3.20 respectively.
~ that is not
Lemma 5.13 (charge conservation of F ). If s is a state of a tangle diagram D in B
s
s
charge-preserving (defined as in Lem.4.18), then the matrix element hξout , F ([D])ξin i is zero.
This lemma is well known in the operator invariant theory (e.g. [O02]), and can also be directly proven
in the style of the above proof of Prop.5.12; that is, investigate the behavior under the tensor product
~ and then elementary classes [D].
and composition in D(B),
5.5. Gabella biangle factors as twisting of Bonahon-Wong biangle factors. We continue from
the last subsection, to compare Bonahon-Wong’s biangle quantum trace and Gabella’s biangle quantum
holonomy. We will see that they are not exactly equal, but differ by the signed order correction amount
defined in Def.5.1; more precisely, we need an operator version of it.
~
Definition 5.14 (signed order correction operator). Let b be a boundary arc of a directed biangle B,
given the boundary-orientation (Def.2.1). Let Z be an ordered finite set in the interior of b. Define the
signed order correction operator of the ordered subset Z on the boundary arc b as the linear operator
C(b; Z) : V ⊗|Z| → V ⊗|Z|
given as follows. Let Z = {x1 , . . . , x|Z| }, written in the increasing order with respect to the horizontal
ordering (Def.3.4) on Z coming from the orientation on b. For each state s0 : Z → {+, −}, denote by
ξ s0 the corresponding basis vector of V ⊗|Z|
ξ s0 := ξs0 (x1 ) ⊗ ξs0 (x2 ) ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξs0 (x|Z| ) ∈ V ⊗|Z| .
Then the map C(b; Z) is defined by its values on these basis vectors given as
C(b; Z)ξ s0 := ω C(b;Z,s0 ) ξ s0
for all states s0 of Z, where C(b; Z, s0 ) is as defined in Def.5.1.
So C(b; Z) is diagonal and invertible, with the inverse map given by C(b; Z)−1 ξ s0 = ω −C(b;Z,s0 ) ξ s0 .
The following lemma is also one of the crucial technical tools of the present paper.
~
Lemma 5.15 (relationship between the operator invariants G([D]) and F ([D])). For any [D] ∈ D(B),
F ([D]) = ω 2wr(D) C(bout ; ∂out D) ◦ G([D]) ◦ C(bin ; ∂in D),
where the orderings on ∂out D and ∂in D (eq.(4.2)) are the vertical orderings.
Keep in mind that in Lem.5.15, bout and bin are given the boundary-orientations (Def.2.1), instead of
the orientations described in Def.4.9.
Proof. We define
b
G([D])
:= ω −2wr(D) · C(bout ; ∂out D)−1 ◦ F ([D]) ◦ C(bin ; ∂in D)−1
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b
~
The strategy is to show that G([D])
respects the composition and tensor product operations of D(B),
~
~
and has same values with G([D]) on the elementary classes of D(B). First, let [D1 ], [D2 ] ∈ D(B)
0
0
0
0
and consider the tensor product [D1 ] ⊗ [D2 ] defined as [D1 ∪ D2 ] with D1 and D2 as in Def.4.12;
0
0
b
b
b
we shall show that G([D
1 ] ⊗ [D2 ]) = G([D1 ]) ⊗ G([D2 ]). Since D1 and D2 are disjoint, we have
0
0
0
0
0
0
wr(D1 ∪ D2 ) = wr(D1 ) + wr(D2 ). For any state s0 of D1 ∪ D2 , we can write it as s0 = s1 ∪ s2 for states
s1 and s2 of D10 and D20 , so that the inward basis vector (eq.(4.6)) for s0 is given by the tensor product
0
0
0
0
s0
s1
s2
ξin
= ξin
⊗ ξin
∈ V ⊗|∂in D1 | ⊗ V ⊗|∂in D2 | ≡ V ⊗|∂in (D1 ∪D2 )| . Note
0

0

s0
s0
) = ω −C(bin ;(∂in D1 )∪(∂in D2 ),s1;in ∪s2;in ) ξin
C(bin ; ∂in (D10 ∪ D20 ))−1 (ξin
,

where s1;in = s1 |∂in D10 and s2;in = s2 |∂in D20 . Observe
C(bin ; (∂in D10 ) ∪ (∂in D20 ), s1;in ∪ s2;in ) = C(bin ; ∂in D10 , s1;in ) + C(bin ; ∂in D10 , s2;in )
X
→ s (x)s (y)
+
sgn(b ; −
xy)
in
=−1

x∈∂in D20 , y∈∂in D10

|

0

0

{z

}

∂in D20

∂in D10 ,

where we used the fact that
is vertically and horizontally lower than
and that the
boundary-orientation
on
b
is
going
toward
the
horizontally
decreasing
direction.
The
underbraced
in
P
P
part equals −( x∈∂in D0 s0 (x))( y∈∂in D0 s0 (y)). Likewise,
2

1

0

0

s0
s0
C(bout ; ∂out (D10 ∪ D20 ))−1 (ξin
) = ω −C(bout ;(∂out D1 )∪(∂out D2 ),s1;out ∪s2;out ) ξin
,

where s1;out = s1 |∂out D10 and s2;out = s2 |∂out D20 . Observe
C(bout ; (∂out D10 ) ∪ (∂out D20 ), s1;out ∪ s2;out ) = C(bout ; ∂out D10 , s1;out ) + C(bout ; ∂out D10 , s2;out )
X
→ s (x)s (y)
+
sgn(bout ; −
xy)
0
0
=1

x∈∂out D20 , y∈∂out D10

{z

|

}

where we used the fact that ∂out D20 is vertically and horizontally lower than ∂out D10 , and that the
boundary-orientation
on bout isPgoing toward the horizontally increasing direction. The underbraced
P
part equals ( x∈∂out D0 s0 (x))( y∈∂out D0 s0 (y)). Combining these, together with the fact
2

1

s0
s1
s2
s0
F ([D1 ] ⊗ [D2 ])(ξin
) = F ([D1 ])(ξin
) ⊗ F ([D2 ])(ξin
) = (F ([D1 ]) ⊗ F ([D2 ]))(ξin
),

one obtains
s0
s2
s0
−(∗)s0 b
−(∗)s0 b
b
b
b
G([D
(G([D1 ])(ξ s1 ) ⊗ (G([D
(G([D1 ]) ⊗ G([D
1 ] ⊗ [D2 ])(ξ ) = ω
2 ])(ξ ) = ω
2 ]))(ξ ),
in

in

where (∗)s0 is the sum of the underbraced terms:
P
P
(∗)s0 = −(
s0 (x))(
s0 (y)) + (
x∈∂in D20

y∈∂in D10

in

P
x∈∂out D20

in

s0 (x))(

P

s0 (y)).

y∈∂out D10

Notice that s is charge-preserving (as defined in Lem.4.18) iff both s1 and s2 are charge-preserving.
s0
b
b
In this case, we have (∗)s0 = 0, and hence the sought-for equality G([D
1 ] ⊗ [D2 ])(ξin ) = (G([D1 ]) ⊗
s0
s0
s0
b
b
)i =
G([D2 ]))(ξin ). In case s0 is not charge-preserving, then by Lem.5.13 we have hξout , G([D1 ]⊗[D2 ])(ξin
s1
s1
b
0, and since s1 or s2 is not charge-preserving, by Lem.5.13 we also have hξout , G([D1 ])(ξin )i = 0 or
s2
s2
s0
s0
s0
s0
b
b
b
b
hξout
, G([D
2 ])(ξin )i = 0; therefore, hξout , G([D1 ] ⊗ [D2 ])(ξin )i = hξout , (G([D1 ]) ⊗ G([D2 ]))(ξin )i holds,
s0
s0
b
b
b
and therefore G([D
1 ] ⊗ [D2 ])(ξin ) = (G([D1 ]) ⊗ G([D2 ]))(ξin ).
~ and suppose that [D1 ] is composable with [D2 ] as in Def.4.12; we shall show
Now let [D1 ], [D2 ] ∈ D(B),
b
b
b
G([D1 ] ◦ [D2 ]) = G([D1 ]) ◦ G([D
2 ]). If we denote [D] = [D1 ] ◦ [D2 ] (as in Def.4.12), then by construction
we see that wr(D) = wr(D1 ) + wr(D2 ). Note that there is a bijection between ∂in D1 and ∂out D2 that
preserves both the horizontal and vertical orderings. Thus we have C(bin ; ∂in D1 ) = C(bout ; ∂out D2 )−1 ,
in view of the boundary-orientations on bin and bout . Now, note that ∂in D is naturally identified
with ∂in D2 , while ∂out D with ∂out D1 . Combining all these, together with the fact F ([D1 ] ◦ [D2 ]) =
b
b
b
F ([D1 ]) ◦ F ([D2 ]), one obtains the sought-for G([D
1 ] ◦ [D2 ]) = G([D1 ]) ◦ G([D2 ]).
It remains to check the values on the elementary classes. In case of Prop.5.10(RT1), it is easy to see
b
that both G([D])
and G([D]) are identity maps (see Prop.4.15(GB1)). For the case of Prop.5.10(RT2),
b
we have wr(D) = 0, C(bin ; ∂in D) = id and C(bout ; ∂out D)(ξ± ⊗ ξ∓ ) = 1. So, we see that G([D])(1)
=
ω −1 (ωξ+ ⊗ ξ− − ω 5 ξ− ⊗ ξ+ ) which equals G([D]), as desired. For the case of Prop.5.10(RT3), we have
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b
wr(D) = 0, C(bout ; ∂out D) = id and C(bin ; ∂in D)(ξ± ⊗ ξ∓ ) = −1, so G([D])
sends ξ+ ⊗ ξ− to ω(−ω −5 )
−1
and ξ− ⊗ ξ+ to ωω while other basis vectors to zero, just as G([D]), as desired.
For the case of Prop.5.10(RT4) as in Fig.7(IV), we have wr(D) = 0, and for each state s0 of D we
s0
s0
have C(bin ; ∂in D)(ξin
) = s0 (x1 )s0 (x2 ) and C(bout ; ∂out D)(ξout
) = s0 (y1 )s0 (y2 ), so from Prop.5.10(RT4)
we get
 −1 −1 2
if i = j,
 ω ω (ω ξi ⊗ ξj ),
b
ωω(ω −2 (ξ+ ⊗ ξ− + (ω 4 − ω −4 )ξ− ⊗ ξ+ )), if i = + and j = −,
G([D])
: ξi ⊗ ξj 7→

ωω(ω −2 ξ− ⊗ ξ+ ),
if i = − and j = +.
which equals G([D]) as in Prop.4.15(GB4). For the case as in Fig.7(XI), we have wr(D) = 0, and
s0
s0
for each state s0 of D we have we have C(bin ; ∂in D)(ξin
) = −s0 (x1 )s0 (x2 ) and C(bout ; ∂out D)(ξout
)=
b
b
−s0 (y1 )s0 (y2 ), so one can observe that G([D])
coincides with the inverse of the map G([D])
for the case
of Fig.7(IV), hence also matches G([D]) as in Prop.4.15(GB4). For the case of Prop.5.10(RT5), we have
s0
s0
) = s0 (x1 )s0 (x2 ) and C(bout ; ∂out D)(ξout
)=
wr(D) = 1. For each state s0 of D, note C(bin ; ∂in D)(ξin
−s0 (y1 )s0 (y2 ). So, from Prop.5.10(RT5) we get
 −2 −1 −2
if i = j,
 ω ωω (ω ξi ⊗ ξj ),
−2 −1
2
b
ω
ω
ω(ω
ξ
⊗
ξ
),
if i = + and j = −,
G([D]) : ξi ⊗ ξj 7→
−
+
 −2 −1
ω ω ω(ω 2 (ξ+ ⊗ ξ− + (ω −4 − ω 4 )ξ− ⊗ ξ+ )), if i = − and j = +.
which equals G([D]) as in Prop.4.15(GB5), as desired. For the case of Prop.5.10(RT6), we have
s0
s0
wr(D) = −1. For each state s0 of D, note C(bin ; ∂in D)(ξin
) = s0 (x1 )s0 (x2 ) and C(bout ; ∂out D)(ξout
)=
b
b
−s0 (y1 )s0 (y2 ). So one can observe that the map G([D])
coincides with the inverse of the map G([D])
for the case of Prop.5.10(RT5), and hence equals G([D]) as in Prop.4.15(GB6), as desired.
The above proof of Lem.5.15 in particular provides a proof of Prop.4.15, the well-definedness of the
invariant G([D]), as promised. Now, putting together Def.4.17, Lem.5.15 and Prop.5.12, we obtain a
precise relationship between the biangle factors of the two sides.
Lemma 5.16 (relationship between Gabella’s biangle quantum holonomy and Bonahon-Wong’s biangle
~ B = (Σ0 , P 0 ), S0 = Σ0 \ P 0 and ω be as in Prop.5.12. If [D, s0 ] ∈ Ds (B)
~ is
quantum trace). Let B,
the equivalence class of stated boundary-ordered tangle diagram for the VH-isotopy class [k, s0 ] of stated
VH-tangles in S0 × (−1, 1), one has
2wr(D) ∂CB (k,s0 )
ω
TrHolω
Trω
B ([D, s0 ])
B ([k, s0 ]) = ω

(5.9)

where ∂CB (k, s0 ) is the boundary signed order correction amount defined in Def.5.1.
Proof. Note
Trω
B ([k, s0 ])

Prop.5.12

=

s
s
hξout
, F ([D])ξin
i

Lem.5.15

=

s
s
hξout
, ω 2wr(D) C(bout ; ∂out D) ◦ G([D]) ◦ C(bin ; ∂in D)ξin
i

Def.5.14

s
s
hξout
, ω 2wr(D) C(bout ; ∂out D) ◦ G([D])(ω (∗)1 ξin
)i (with (∗)1 = C(bin ; ∂in D, sin ), where sin = s|∂in D )
P
2wr(D)+(∗)1 s
~
ε
s
=ω
hξout , C(bout ; ∂out D)( ~ε hξ , G([D])ξin
i ξ ~εi
P
Def.5.14 2wr(D)+(∗)1 s
s
= ω
hξout , ( ~ε hξ ~ε, G([D])ξin
i ω C(bout ;∂out D,~ε) ξ ~εi (with respect to horizontal ordering on ∂out D)

=

Def.4.16

=

s
s
ω 2wr(D)+C(bin ;∂in D,sin ) hξout
, G([D])ξin
i ω C(bout ;∂out D,sout )

Def.4.17

ω 2wr(D) ω C(bin ;∂in D,sin )+C(bout ;∂out D,sout ) TrHolω
B ([D, s]).

=

(where sout = s|∂out D )

One consequence of the above Lem.5.16 is a proof of Lem.4.18. Before proving Lem.4.18(1), the
direction independence of Gabella biangle quantum holonomy, the TrHolω
B in the right hand side of
eq.(5.9) should really be written as TrHolω
.
However,
since
all
other
factors
appearing in eq.(5.9) are
~
B
independent of choice of direction on B, it follows that so is TrHolω
([D,
s
]),
as
asserted in Lem.4.18(1).
0
~
B
For Lem.4.18(2), the charge conservation property of Gabella biangle quantum holonomy TrHolω
B , first
recall Lem.5.13 which is the charge conservation property of the Bonahon-Wong biangle quantum trace
Trω
B . Note that the remaining factors in eq.(5.9) are powers of ω, hence nonzero. Hence the sought-for
charge conservation property of TrHolω
B follows.
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5.6. Finishing the proof of main theorem. We are only left to assemble everything established
so far, to prove the sought-for term-by-term equality eq.(5.2). We first exclude the easy case. For
b let be (J) to be the net sum of signs assigned by J to the junctures lying over e.
each edge e of ∆,
If there is a biangle Bi (whose sides are ei and e0i ) such that bei (J) 6= be0i (J), then by the charge
conservation properties (Lem.4.18(2) and Lem.5.13) it follows that the biangle factors Trω
Bi ([Li , J|∂Li ])
and TrHolω
([L
,
J|
])
are
zero,
hence
both
sides
of
eq.(5.2)
are
zero.
From
now
on,
we
may assume
i
∂Li
Bi
(5.10)

bei (J) = be0i (J)

The triangle part of the left hand side
m
O

Trbω
([Kj , J|∂Kj ]) = ω
tj

Pm

j=1

for all i = 1, . . . , n.

0
BWω
b (K ; J)
∆

= BWω
b (K; J) is
∆

devtb (Kj ,J|∂Kj )

i
Qm h ω
ω
([k
,
J|
([k
,
J|
])
·
·
·
Tr
])
Tr
j,l
∂k
j,1
∂k
b
b
j
j,1
j,l
j=1
tj
tj
j

devtb (Kj ,J|∂Kj )

hQ

j

Weyl

j=1

=ω

Pm

j=1

j

(∵ eq.(3.10)
and Def.5.5)

i
m
ω
ω
([k
,
J|
([k
,
J|
])
·
·
·
Tr
])
Tr
j,lj
∂kj,lj
j,1
∂kj,1
b
b
j=1
tj
tj

Weyl

=ω
=ω
=ω
−4

Pm

b (Kj ,J|∂Kj )
j=1 devt
j

Pm

j=1

−4

devtb (Kj ,J|∂Kj )
j

Pm

j=1

wrtb

j

Pm

eJ
b (Kj )
j=1 wrt
j

eJ)
(K
j

ω2

hQ
n

bbei (J)
i=1 Zei

b eJ
Z
K

Pm

j=1

(∵ Prop.3.15(2)(a), Def.4.23(G1),
eq.(5.10), Def.3.8)

i
Weyl

(∵ Def.4.23(G1))
wr(Kj )

eJ

ω

Pm

j=1

∂Ctb (Kj ,J|∂Kj )
j

ZbKe J

(∵ Lem.5.9)

eJ

Note ω
= ω −4wr∆b (K ) = q −wr∆b (K ) , in view of Def.4.23(G2). From Lem.5.16, we see
that the biangle part of BWω
b (K; J) is as follows, if we let Di be the tangle diagram in Bi for the tangle
∆
Li in the thickening of Bi :
P
Pn
Qn
Qn
ω
ω
2 n
i=1 wr(Di ) ω
i=1 ∂CBi (Li ,J|∂Li )
i=1 TrBi ([Li , J|∂Li ]) = ω
i=1 TrHolBi ([Li , J|∂Li ]).
Pm
Pn
Now observe j=1 wr(Kj ) + i=1 wr(Di ) = wr(K), and also:
Pm
Pn
Lemma 5.17.
tj (Kj , J|∂Kj ) +
j=1 ∂Cb
i=1 ∂CB (Li , J|∂Li ) = ∂C(Σ,P) (K, s).
b that is not a boundary arc of (Σ, P) appear as a side of exactly one triangle
Proof. Each edge of ∆
b
tj and one biangle Bi , with opposite orientations, hence the corresponding terms cancel each other.
What remain are the boundary signed order correction amounts for the boundary arcs of (Σ, P), which
form exactly ∂C(Σ,P) (K, s).
Combining everything,
BWω
b (K; J) =
∆

 Nm

Qn

ω
i=1 TrBi ([Li , J|∂Li ])

= ω 2wr(K) ω ∂C(Σ,P) (K,s)



ω
([Kj , J|∂Kj ])
j=1 Trb
tj

Qn

ω
i=1 TrHolBi ([Li , J|∂Li ])

e J ; ω) Z
b eJ
= ω 2wr(K) ω ∂C(Σ,P) (K,s) Ω(K
K



(eq.(3.11))
eJ)

q −wr∆b (K

ZbKe J

(eq.(4.7))

proving the term-by-term equality eq.(5.2), hence the main theorem of the paper.
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