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PROJECTIVE REPRESENTATIONS OF HECKE GROUPS FROM
TOPOLOGICAL QUANTUM FIELD THEORY

YUZE RUAN

ABSTRACT. We construct projective (unitary) representations of Hecke groups from the vector spaces
associated with Witten-Reshetikhin-Turaev topological quantum field theory of higher genus surfaces.
In particular, we generalize the modular data of Temperley-Lieb-Jones modular categories. We also
study some properties of the representation. We show the image group of the representation is infinite
at low levels in genus 2 by explicit computations. We also show the representation is reducible with
at least three irreducible summands when the level equals 41 + 2 for [ > 1.

1. INTRODUCTION

In 1983, Vaughan Jones discovered a new family of representations of braid groups, from the study
of index of IT; subfactors [18, 19], which in turn gave a beautiful new invariant for knots, known as the
Jones polynomials. Later on, Witten in his seminal paper [41] discovered an intricate relation between
the Jones polynomial and the Chern-Simons gauge theory, and gave the arguments to construct 2 + 1
topological quantum field theory (TQFT) out of it. The first rigorous mathematical construction
for the topological quantum field theory was given by Reshetikhin and Turaev using quantum groups
Uy(sl2) [32]. The skein theoretical construction was given by Blanchet, Habegger, Masbaum, and Vogel
[5, 6] (pioneered by Lickorish [23]). The most general construction was carried out by Turaev in [36],
where the input data are modular categories. Roughly speaking, a 2+1 TQFT is a symmetric monoidal
functor from the corbodism category to the category of modules over some ring (probably with some
further structures), in which we denote the module associated to a surface ¥ by V(X), and denote the
homomorphism associated to a cobordism M by Z(M). One of the most interesting fact of a TQFT is
that it gives projective representations Mod(X) — PGL(V (X)) of mapping class groups Mod(X), and
the representations are known to be asymptotically faithful [13, 1]. In particular, when the surface is
an n punctured disc, its mapping class group is the braid group B, the representations (from U,(sl2))
recover the Jones representations [19]. When the surface is of genus 1, its mapping class group is
SL2(Z). The image of two generators s = <(1) _01) , t= ((1) D , gives the modular S-matrix and
T-matrix, which are referred as the modular data of the input modular categories. Although it is not
a complete invariant for modular categories [30], it encodes lots of information and plays an important
role in the classification of the modular categories [34, 8], also in the classification of partition functions
in the conformal field theory [9]. Moreover, In [31], Ng and Schauenburg shows that the kernel of this
representation is a congruence subgroup of SLy(Z), in particular the image is finite.
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In this paper, we will work on the skein version of TQFT constructed in [6], or equivalently the
TQFT constructed from Temperley-Lieb-Jones (TLJ) categories [39], [36, Chapter XII]. We generalize
the modular data of TLJ-categories from the mapping class group representation of higher genus
surfaces, and we find the representations of Hecke groups I', € PSLo(R) (I'; € SLa(R)), which are
1 2cos(%)

generated by ¢, = (O 1

0 -1
) , §= (1 0 ) (¢ > 3), and the image of ¢, is a diagonal matrix.
Theorem 1.1. We have projective (unitary) representations h, (where r is the level of the theory) of
Togt1 from the TQFT vector spaces V.(2y). In particular, when g = 1, hy(t3), hyr(s) gives the modular
data of TLJ modular categories. When g = 2, we have J := h,(s) and a diagonal matriz T, := hy(t5),
satisfying the relations:

=1,

(1) P

((‘TTHT)S = (EFI .

It’s natural to ask the following
Question 1.2. Whether the image of h,. is finite or not when g > 27

We gives some concrete calculations in genus 2 and in particularly we have the following results:
Theorem 1.3. The group h,(Ts) is infinite for r = 3,7,9,11,13.

And it seems the trace of certain elements grows exponentially in r. It is known from the result
of Funar [14], if one considers the whole mapping class group, then the image is infinite in almost all
the cases, and Masbaum found an infinite order element [25]. But it seems their methods can not be
directly applied to solve this question. The reason is that they used the factorization axiom to cut the
surface into smaller pieces, and studied the mapping classes supported on subsurfaces, therefore it can
be reduced to the calculations of braid group representations. But in our case, Pseudo-Anosov mapping
classes are generic in the corresponding subgroup of the mapping class group. In particular, they can
not be supported on any subsurfaces. We noticed the following conjecture of Andersen, Masbaum and
Ueno.

Conjecture 1.4. [2, Conjecture 2.4] A mapping class is Pseudo-Anosov if and only if its image under
TQFT representations are of infinite order for all sufficiently large levels.

In particular, if their conjecture is true, it will imply the image of most of our representations are
infinite. One can see [11] for some recent work on this conjecture for higher genus surfaces with at
least two boundary components, and the connection with the volume conjecture was discussed in [3].

Here is a brief outline of this paper. In Section 2, we review the basic definitions and properties
of the Hecke group and the mapping class group. In Section 3, we review Thurston’s construction
and we use it to construct an inclusion p : f29+1 — Mod(%,) with an explicit geometric description
of p(s). In Section 4, we first review the general framework of TQFT and the mapping class group
actions, which we carefully analyze to prove Theorem 1.1. Then, we concretely compute the image
of h, to conclude Theorem 1.3. In Section 5, we examine the reducibility of h,. By using the spin
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structures, we conclude that the representation is reducible with at least three irreducible summands
when r =41+ 2 for [ > 1.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

The author would like to thank Vaughan Jones, this work cannot be done without his constant
support, guidance, and encouragement. The author thanks Dietmar Bisch for his constant support at
Vanderbilt. The author thanks Spencer Dowdall for helpful discussions and providing the reference
[22]. The author thanks Eric Rowell and Yilong Wang for helpful discussions. The author also thanks
Zhengwei Liu and BIMSA (Beijing institute of mathematics sciences and applications) where this work
was completed.

2. PRELIMINARIES
2.1. Hecke group. Here we mainly follow the discussion of Hecke groups in [16, Appendix III].
Definition 2.1.1. The Hecke group I'y (¢ > 3, odd) is the subgroup of PSL(2,R) generated by

1A 1 0 m
Aq:(o 1) ,Bq:(_)\ 1) . ()\220055)

(1) _01), we have J = Aq*l(Aqu)% and

Dy =< J,Aqd >2 7oy * Ly .

Theorem 2.1.2. [16] Let J = <

Moreover, if we view the matrices as elements in SL(2,R), then

a(g—1) q+1

(2) J=(A4Bq)" 2 Agl(Aqu)T )

and they generate a group f‘q isomorphic to amalgamate free product Z; 7, Z4, which has the presen-
tation
D, =< J,A,J >=< s, t]s* = (ts)*1 =1, % = (ts)7 > .

Proof. One can find the proof for the structure of I'y in [16, Appendix III] or [10, Chapter II]. The
structure for T, follows easily from checking the relation and observing J? = (4,B,)? = —I, (A,J)?> =
_A,B,. O

FIGURE 1. Genus g surface with simple closed curves
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Remark 2.1.3. When ¢ = 3, T, = PSL(2,R), f‘q >~ SL(2,R). When A > 2, the group is freely generated
by those two elements.

2.2. Mapping class group. This section mainly follows [12, 4].

Definition 2.2.1. Let 3 be a surface possible with punctures and boundaries, and Homeo™ (%, 0%)
be the group of orientation-preserving homeomorphisms of % that restrict to the identity on 0X. The
mapping class group of X, denoted Mod(X), is the group

Mod(Y) = Homeo™ (%, 0%) /isotopy .

Definition 2.2.2. Fiz a simple closed curve v on the surface, the right (left) Dehn twist about v,
denote by T, (resp. Tv_l), 1s the isotopy class of a homeomorphism supported in an annular neighbor-
hood U of v. More precisely, let ¢ : U — R/I1Z x [0,12] be an orientation preserving homeomorphism,
T, is given by conjugating 1 with the affine map

1
(@,y) = (@ +y7-9) -
Where + gives a right (or positive) twist, while — gives a left (or negative) twist.

For now we consider mainly closed surface with no punctures and right Dehn twists, the presentation
of the mapping class group is known, for example see[38]. The next proposition gives many interesting
properties of Dehn twists, one can see, for example, [12, Chapter 3] for the proofs.

Proposition 2.2.3. Let v1,72 be any isotopy classes of simple closed curves in ¥ with geometric
intersection number i(y1,v2). Let f € Mod(X), we have

(CL) Tf('Yl) = fTVlf_l )

(0) [T, =T5f <= fln)=mn,

(C) Z.(F)/la’h) =0 = T,,T,, = 15,15, .

Theorem 2.2.4 ([12, 38]). Let X, denote genus g closed surface with no punctures, then Mod(¥,) is
generated by the (left) Dehn twists around curves ¢;(0 < i < 2g) shown in Figure 1. There are relations
among generators: the disjoint relation (far commutativity), the braid relations, the chain relation, the
lantern relation and the hyperelliptic relation.

Definition 2.2.5 ([12]). Let ¢4 be the hyperelliptic involution in Figure 1 and let SHomeot(3,) be
the centralizer in Homeot (Xy) of 4, i.c.,

SHomeo™t (%,) = CSH0m€O+(Zg)(Lg) .
The symmetric mapping class group, denoted by SMod(X,), is the group
SMod(%,) = SHomeo™ (X,)/isotopy .

Remark 2.2.6. In general, a hyperelliptic involution is a order two mapping class acting on the homology
by —I, and it is unique up to conjugations when genus > 3 [12, Proposition 7.15]. Here we pick the
special ¢4 as indicated in Figure 1.



Theorem 2.2.7 (Birman-Hilden Theorem). For any g, SMod(X,)/ < 1y >= Mod(Sp,29+2), where
Mod(So,24+2) is the mapping class group of 2g + 2 punctured sphere, or the spherical braid group
71 By 2g+25%. In particular, SMod(Z,) is generated by T.,(1 < i < 2g + 1), they satisfy the relations
in the braid group Bogio.

3. HECKE GROUP INSIDE MAPPING CLASS GROUP
3.1. Flat structure and Thurston’s construction. [35, 22, 29, 12]

Definition 3.1.1. A multicurve A = {1, - ,a,} is a set of pairwise disjoint simple closed curves
on the surface, the multitwist with multiplicity p := {p1, -+ ,pn} (pi € Z+) about A is a mapping
n
class Tap = 11 T?:. For simplicity, we write Ta := Ty (1,... 1}-
i=1

1=
Definition 3.1.2. A pair of multicurves A = {a1,---an}, B = {f1---Bm} bind the surface &, if
they meet only at transverse double points, and every component of ¥4 — (AU B) is a polygonal region
with at least 4 sides (running alternately along A and B).

Now view AU B as a (bipartite) graph, where the vertexes are given by the simple closed curves
in A, B, and two vertexes are connected by n edge iff the corresponding curves have geometric inter-
section number n. We denote the graph by G(A, B), and the corresponding adjacency matrix by N,
where N; ; = i(i,B;). Let p = {p1,---pn}, ¢ = {q1, - ¢m} be a pair of multiplicities, we denote
corresponding diagonal matrix by P,Q. If A, B binds X, then G(A, B) is connected, hence the ma-

0 PN
trix M = ( ON' 0 ) is primitive, and one can apply Perron—Frobenius theorem. We denote the
X
Perron—Frobenius eigenvalue and eigenvector by p%%;, fz‘,’)]qg , such that
’ VA,B

'p,q __ P9 D4
PNUA,B = W4 BVAB >

(3) Nt p,.q __ DP9 'p,q
Q Va,B = HA,BVAB -

Given a surface X,, Thurston constructs a certain type of flat structure (singular Euclidean
structure) on the surface [35], also see [42] for equivalent definitions of the flat structure. Here we will
give one arising from polygons.

U
v =¢ vh=1

1 B2

vy = ¢ o

0
¢

L
B

FIGURE 2. A flat structure of genus 2 surface where the given multitwists act affinely.

5



Definition 3.1.3 ([42]). A flat structure on the surface ¥4 is given by a cell decomposition consisting
of a finite union of polygons in C (Euclidean polygons), with a choice of pairing of parallel sides of
equal length. Two sets of polygons are considered to define the same flat structure if one can be cut in
to pieces along straight lines and these pieces can be translated and re-glued to form the other set of
polygons.

For example Figure 2 gives a flat structure on o, where we have one vertex and it is the only 0-cell.
Now given a pair of multi curves A, B binding >;, we construct a flat structure on which the corre-
sponding multitwists T4, T act affinely.

We assign {|a1], -+, [anl} = 5%, {16il, - [Bml} = vff;)’]qg to be the length of curves in A, B.
Consider the dual cell decomposition of the obvious cell decomposition coming from cutting along the
curves in AU B (since AU B binds X,), the number of 2-cells is equal to the number of nonzero entries
in N, and each 2-cells is a rectangle. The length we assign to each 1-cell is equal to the length of the
curve intersecting with it, see Figure 2. Using this flat stucture we get an action of a pair of multitwists
with multiplicities.

Theorem 3.1.4 (Thurston’s construction [29, 35]). Let A = {a1, - an}, B ={f1--Bm} be a pair
of multi curves binding the surface X4, and p = {p1,---pn}, ¢ ={q1, - gm} be a pair of multiplicities.
Then we have a representation p'% : (Ta p, Tp q) — PSL(2,R) given by

1 'LLZD#I 1 0
Typ— 4B T p+—
A,p (O 1 B,p _MQ?B 1

Moreover, the map pﬁ"?B lifts to SL(2,R) if and only if the curves in AU B can be oriented so that
their geometric and algebraic intersection numbers coincide (o - B; = i(au, B;)).

Proof. The curves in A decompose the surface into n copies of cylinders with height vector equal to
v}%, and circumference vector equal to N v:f:%. It is obvious one can make T4 act affinely when
restricted to each cylinder as indicated in Definition 2.2.2. Now from (3) the linear part of the action
agrees on all cylinders. The same is true for Tg. Therefore, the derivatives of T4 and T give the
desired representation. When «; - 5; = i(w;,3;) for 1 < i < m, 1 < j < n, we have well defined
horizontal and vertical directions, hence a linear representation. One can see [12, Chapter 14] or [29,
Section 4] for more details. O

When /L;Z’?B < 2, the corresponding graph §(A, B) and multiplicities are restrictive, one can see [16,
Chapter 1.4] for the discussion on the graphs with norm less than 2 . When there is no multiplicity,
The graphs are of type A, D or E [22]. A little bit of calculations also show if there are multiplicities,
then only type A graph appears, with multiplicity two on a 1-valence vertex and the corresponding
155 equals to the norm of the type B Coxeter graph.

Remark 3.1.5. Due to the Nielson-Thurston classification, a mapping class is either periodic, reducible
or Pseudo-Anosov. Thurston used this construction to construct Pseudo-Anosov mapping class [35].
In fact, a mapping class in this construction is periodic, reducible or Pseudo-Anosov if and only if the

image under pi’)qB is elliptic, parabolic or hyperbolic (determined by the traces).
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The Riemann surfaces equipped with flat structures are called flat surfaces, which can also be
described analytically by a pair (X,w), where X is a closed Riemann surface, and w is a holomorphic
1-form on X. One can choose an atlas of X such that w has the form dz away from zeros for some
charts z with transition maps given by translations, and for the neighborhood of a zero w has the form
w”dw for some charts w. There is natural action of GLj (R), given by g(X,w) = (Y, g ow), where Y’
is the Riemann surface such that g o w is holomorphic on Y. If we consider the flat surfaces in the
sense of Definition 3.1.3, then the action is more explicit which is given by actions on polygons in R2.
The study of the flat surfaces and their behaviors under the GL;(R) actions has wide applications
in the study of geometry, topology and dynamic systems [43], In particular, by the results of Veech,
([37, 28]), the flat surface obtained by multicurves above has a nontrivial stablizer group which is a
discrete subgroup of PSL(2,R) (or SL(2,R)) containing the group generated by affine automorphisms
given by the multitwists.

3.2. Relation between two groups.

Proposition 3.2.1. [22] The representation p'yy is faithful when p'y% > 2. When pfy% < 2, the
order of ker(p')%;) is at most 2.

Proof. When pfy%; > 2, the image of p%}% is a free group on two generators The injectivitiy follows
from the Hopfian property of the finite generated free group.

When ui’)qB < 2 with no multiplicities, see [22, Theorem 7.3], one has a homomorphism § from
ker(pa,p) to the automorphism group of the graph preserving the bicoloring, both the image and
kernel are of order at most two and one of them is trivial. For the only case when it’s not multiplicity
free, by Proposition 2.2.3 (b), the homomorphism ¢ has with trivial image, hence the proof is also
valid. O

Proposition 3.2.2. Let A= {c1,¢3, - ,co9-1}, B = {ca,ca,--- ,coq} be the multi curves on 4 as in
Figure 1 with no multiplicities. We have

ker(pa,p) =< i1g >=Zs .
Proof. Tt follows from next lemmas. O

Lemma 3.2.3. Let T,,(1 < i < 2g+1) be the Dehn twists around simple closed curves as in Figure
1. Let Ta, =T, Te, ... Te,, T, = Tey\Tey g Teyy and tg = Teyy \Teyy oo TeyTey oo Tey, Tey, .,y 08
a hyperelliptic involution shown in Figure 1, then we have the relation

(4) (Ta, T, )" =1y,
(T3 (Ta,Tp,)7 ") =1y .

Proof. From direct computation only using braid group relations we have

(Ta,TB,Tey, )9 = (Ta,TB,)* "1y

C2g+41

The left hand side = 1 from the chain relation [12, Proposition 4.12] (it is not hard to get same relation
for right Dehn twists), hence we get first equality.



For the second relation, combining with the first one, it suffices to prove

(5) Tp,(Ta,Tn,)’ = (Ta,TB,) T4, -

Now let 0"™(Ta,) = Tey,, Teory - - - Teyy,,» hence 09(T'a,) = Tp,. The following relation holds in Bogiq
(the generators are conjugate by the root of center), hence in Mod(X)

(6) 0"™(Ta,)Ta, T, = Ta,Tp,0™ (Ta,) . (m<g)

It’s easy to see (5) follows from (6), the lemma is proved. O
Lemma 3.2.4. Same setting as before, let TAQ =T Tey . Teyyy, Tg =T, T, ... Te,,, we have

TAgTég = x;lTAgTngg, where £y =Ta, T, ,Tg-1, 11 = 1.
Proof. By moving the elements with larger index to the left we can rewrite the product:

(7) Ti Tg, = Tesy \Ter,Tery s Tery - TeyTey Te, Ty -

C2g—1

Now we prove the lemma by induction. When g = 1, the statement is obvious, suppose it’s true for
g =k, then when g = k + 1 we have

TA’:HTBIQH = Tc2k+1TC2k+2TA~kTgk
=T Tens o (2 ' T, T 1)

C2k+17 C2k+2

=a; "Tep,, T

C2k+1 7 C2k+2

= 5171;1 (TAkTBk)ilTAkTBkT

C2k+1

Ta, T,k (xr commutes with Ty, forl>k)
T,

C2k+2TAkTkak
o
=21 LA Iy Thtr

O
From Lemma 3.2.3 and 3.2.4, and the fact that ¢, commutes with all these Dehn twists, we have
(8) (T5,T5,)% " =14 .
Now from equation (8), ¢y € ker(pa,g), which has the order of at most 2 (Proposition 3.2.1). Hence

the Proposition 3.2.2 is proved.

Theorem 3.2.5. Let Tj = LZTX:(TAQTBQ)Q‘H, we have an injective homomorphism p : Tagi1 —
SMod(X,) C Mod(X,), by sending Asgy1, Bog+1, J to TA~g, T]§97 T respectively.

Proof. The graph G(A, B) is of type A with 2g vertices, and it is not hard to orient curves so that their
geometric and algebraic intersection numbers coincide as indicated in Figure 1 and Figure 2 (one may
observe the difference coming from the parity of g). Therefore the map pa, g factors through SL(2,R).
Now from Theorem 2.1.2, 3.1.4, Proposition 3.2.2 and the fact that pa g(ty) = pa,s(T5 T )*) =
—1I, we have t

Pogi1 =< T , T, > SMod(%y) .

Corollary 3.2.6. We have T7 = 1, and Ty = LZ(TAgTB‘g)gTAg'
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Seag41

FIGURE 3. A heegard splitting represented by S € Mod(3,)

3.3. Geometric discription of T);. Now we give a geometric description of the element T';. Consider
the heegaard splitting represented by Figure 3 ; and denote the corresponding mapping class by S, S

maps curves ¢; to ¢;11 for 1 <14 < 2g and the image of cg, cag+1 under S is shown in the Figure 3. In
2g+1

fact, One can check direcly S = [] T, which is a root of center in Bo,42. We denote the horizontal
i=1

rotation in Figure 4 by u, It is clear u € SMod(Z,).
Lemma 3.3.1. T; = tJuS in Mod(%,).

Proof. Directly calculation shows |¢;| = |cag+1—:|(1 < @ < 2g), in fact we have [16]

29 -1
v= {sin(29+17r),sin(2g+17r),... ,sin(25+ 17r)} ;
29 -1 29 -3 1
v" = {sin( J ), sin( g ), sin(——m)} .
29+1 29 +1 29+1

Hence the corresponding flat structure has a rotation-by-Z symmetry. By the result of Veech [37]
dicussed in previous subsection, or see [28, Section 5] and Theorem 3.2.5, T'; is isotopic to the mapping
class described in Figure 5 (here we give the proof for g = 3, but the proof works for any genus similarly).
Then one can check geometricly how Ty moves the set of simple closed curves ¢; for 0 < i < 2g+1
(Figure 1) and compare with the action of yuS (It is clear how (JuS acts geometrically). If they

FIGURE 4. The element v € Mod (%)
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agree on ¢; for all 0 < i < 2g+ 1 (regard as the isotopy class), then LguSle will fix all ¢;, hence, by
Proposition 2.2.3 (b), commute with all the Dehn twists T, generating Mod(X,). The result for g > 3
now follows from the fact that the center of Mod(%,) is trivial when g > 3. When g = 1, 2, the center
is generated by the hyperelliptic involution ¢4, so it suffices to check their actions agrees on some curve
with orientations. One can see the action on ¢y and c441 are the only nonobvious cases to check. For
other curves, they are parallel to the edges of the cell decomposition, hence easy to see two mapping
classes agree on ¢;(1 < i < 2g) with orientations. We prove the case for ¢y and cgg41 in Figure 5. We

leave it to the reader to compare the curves in Figure 5 on the original surfaces. O
7 NG O O

A ) ,/ \\,,,
J K “5 rotation : o

T T A
\\1} J s N
R T RE TR N R L >
') : —~ : cutting and pasting
: / \\C" J

FIGURE 5. Action of T on the curve ¢o(red) and cag41(black)

4. TOPOLOGICAL QUANTUM FIELD THEORY

4.1. Notations. The standard references are [5, 6, 33], Let integer p > 3, r = p — 2. We denote the
color set by I.. I, ={0,1,--- ,r}, when r is even, and I, = {0,2,--- ,» — 1}, when r is odd. Let A be
a primitive 4p-th root of unity when r is even, and a primitive 2p-th root of unity when r is odd. For

—2n

integer i, let A; = (—1)%[i + 1], where [n] = % is the quantum integer, and 6; = (—1)*A*(=2),

We also let P =", 07A2, D, = /3 ,c; A?and K, = %—Tt = %. H, is the genus g handlebody.

<
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Definition 4.1.1. Given a compact closed oriented three manifold, the skein space 8(M) is the vec-
tor space spaned by all the isotopy classes of framed links in M modulo Kaffuman bracket relations.
N
C

> = O
+ A7t = -A*-A"?
&
In particular, §(S®) =

Given a framed link and an integer . One can color the curves using Jones-Wenzl idempotents
fi (0 <4 <) [18] [40]. Let e; € 8(H1) denote the single curve winding once around the longitude,
colored with i-th Jones-Wenzl idempotent. Let €. = >, ., Aje; € 8(Hy). We use L(Q;) to denote
the link obtained by replacing each components of L by €2,, and < L >, to denote the number we get
by resolving the framed colored link L in S3.

4.2. Invariants. Let M} be a three dimensional manifold obtained by doing surgery along a framed
link L in S3, we use Z,.(M, L) to denote the Reshtikin-Turaev (RT) invariant of M at level r with a
framed colored link L' C M, we have (¢(L) is the signature of the linking matrix of L, and m is the
number of components of L)

(9) Z (Mp, L) = (P7)y B p=<L=-m=1 « QI VUL >, .
In particular, Z,.(S3) = D 1.

4.3. Vector space. The TQFT vector space of X, is constructed as the quotient of 8(H,) by the
left kernel of any sesquilinear form induced by gluing of handlebodies [6, Prop. 1.9]. It is a finite
dimensional vector space, and we will breifly recall the explicit basis constructed in [6], also see [23]
for the pure skein construction.

Definition 4.3.1. Given a trivalent vertex with edges colored by a,b,c from the set I.. We say the
vertexr is admaissible if the coloring satisfies:

a+b+c=0 (mod 2) ,
|a:—b|SCSCL+b,
a+b+e<2r.

Definition 4.3.2. An admissible trivalent graph is an labeled trivalent graphs with all vertices
admissible.

Definition 4.3.3. Let ¥, be a (closed) surface bounding the handlebody Hy and T be a trivalent graph
inside Hy to which Hy retracts. The TQFT wvector space at level r is spanned by all the admissible
trivalent graphs with T' being the underline graph, and all colors are from I.. Figure 6 shows one
possible underline graph, admissibly coloring the graph produces one basis. We denote the basis vectors
by us, where o is a function from the set of edges to I.. We also denote the handlebody with basis by
HY, and we denote the TQFT vector space by V,.(¥,). it corresponds to SU(2) theory when r is even,

and SO(3) theory when r is odd.
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Moreover we let d,(g) := dim(V,.(2,)), the dimension is given by the formula [6, Corollary 1.16]

r+2\g—1 N+l (o 27 2-29 if i .
(T) ijl S 5 27 ) 1f r 18 even;

(10) dr(g9) = 4l 9mi \ 2729
(H2) 1Y (sin T_Tg) , if r is odd.

FIGURE 6. The underline trivalent graph

One can relate different basis by doing F-moves locally showing in Figure 7, where Ffjlrzn is the
k1
67 symbol { _

. m}, we also denote the tetrahedron coefficient by <* * >k>, one can find explicit
1 n x ok ok

formulas in, for example, [27].

(2 J
k,l,m
n| = > Fijin E
m:(m,i,j) admissble
l
z k k

FIGURE 7. The F-move

For the more general setting one can see, for example [36], where TQFT is constructed from mod-
ular categories, the coloring corresponds to the simple objects in the category and the edges are
morphisms. In the SU(2) and SO(3) case, the corresponding modular categories here are the TLJ-
category (Temperle-Lieb-Jones category) [36, 39], simple objects here are Jones-Wenzl projections
[18, 40], which have nice diagrammatic descriptions [39].

4.4. Projective action of mapping class group. Let f € Mod(%,), denote the corresponding
mapping cylinder by My = 3 x [0, 5] Uiz, 1)~ (f(2),2) 2o X [5 1], fix a basis for V,(3y) as in Definition
4.3.3, then we have a bilinear form ( , ); given by (u,u,)s = Z.(HJ Uig My Uiq H}). Where H,
denotes H, with opposite orientation (hence the framing of curves inside H, will also be reversed). It is
proven in [6] the bilinear form ( , )s is nondegenrate (since the vector space is constructed by quotient
out the kernel), and the form (, ), := (, );q induced by identity mapping class is hermition, and the
basis defined in Definition 4.3.3 forms an orthogonal basis. Moreover we have [6, Theorem 4.11]:

1 1L To
(11) (uda UU)T = Df et
[1 Aoe)
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where T, = A; ; . given by evaluation of following diagram (4, j, k are colors of the edges intersecting
at v).

FI1GURE 8. Theta diagram

In particular, let uy denote the basis vectors with zero coloring, one has

(12) (’U,O,’U,())T = D‘g_l.

(“U v'“'u)f
(uu 7’“‘#)7‘

Now the linear action can be computed by the bilinear form: Z,(M¢),,, = , and we have

(13) (udvu#)f = (ZT(Mf)uU’u#)T'

The representation is projective since the signatures don’t behave well with respect to the gluing
see, for example [36, Section IV] and [26, Lemma 2.8].

When we pick A carefully, (, ), gives an inner product on V,,(2,). After some normalizations, our
Z,(My) will be unitary, hence gives a unitary projective representation of Mod(X,). We will simply
use Z,(f) to denote Z,(Mjy).

It is in general very hard to compute directly, for example see [7] for the explicit formula for the set
of Dehn twists generating the mapping class group, but for some special mapping class it is easy to
write down the matrix. When f = T, is the right (left) Dehn tiwst along a curve ~, then My can
be presented by surgery on the curve v x {%} C X4 x I, which is F1 framed relative to the surface

3¢ % {3} (denoted by yF). If v bounds a disk in Hy, for example curves {co,c1,c3,  ,C2g41}, it is
easy to resolve the diagrams and compute the invariant using Kirby calculus. One has
(14) ZT(T,Y)UU = Ha(ew)ug.

Where e, is the edge transverse to the disk bounded by ~.

When f corresponds to a heeagard splitting of the S3, from the above discussion and the Formula
(9), We have

Z(S%L)=2Z.(S*<L>=D"1'<L>,.

Hence the entry of the Z,.(My) can be computed by evaluating some tangle diagrams in S®, and this
is how we compute Z,.(Ty). The diagram presentation for Z,.(Ty) can be obtained easily from Lemma
3.3.1, see Figure 11 for the case when g = 2.

There are some useful skein identities, for example in [20, 27], we list some we need here.

Now we will briefly describe two projective actions defined in [33], also see [26]. One is geometric,
the other is skein theoretic, we denote them by ¢, and ¢, respectively. They give the same projective
representation but slightly different central extensions [26], also see [15].
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1:(i,j,l) admissble

FIGURE 9. Partition of identity

7 /J i P 7 7

> = >, MO0 A g k z =0AT Ay
1:(i,4,) admissible

N . .

2 J (2 7 J 7

FIGURE 10. Two skein identities

Fix a heegaard splitting of S correspoding to some mapping class, for example the mapping class
Ty as defined in Theorem 3.2.5 (also see Lemma 3.3.1), we have S% = Hy Up, Hy = Hy Us {0y (34 X
I) Us, x 1y Hy, then V,.(3,) can be viewd as the quotient of 8§(Hy) by the kernel of the form (, )r,.
There are natural left and right actions of 8(X, x I) on V;.(¥,) by pushing the curves in ¥, x I into H,
and H, and 8(%, x I) is itself an algebra. Moreover it is a *-algebra, where the * structure is induced
by the map id x (—1) on ¥ x I. In particular it reverses framings relative to the surface, we use ¥ to
denote the v under the * operation. We also denote the left action by Add : §(X4 x I) — End(V,.(%,)),
one has

(15) (Add(y)ug, up)r = (g, Add(F)up)s-

Now since Mod(X,) acts naturally on X, x I, it acts on 8(X, x I). It is proved in [33] that Add is
surjective, and moreover the kernel of Add is preserved by the action of Mod(X,). Therefore Mod(3,)
induces automorphisms of End(V,.(X,)), it is inner since V,.(X,) is finite dimensional. As a result, for
any f € Mod(X,), there exists ®(f) € End(V,-(2,)) such that for any v € §(X, x I) we have

(16) Add(f (7)) = ®(f) Add(7)((f)) "

Note ®(f) is only well defined up to a constant, hence gives a projective representation. It is not hard
to see Z,(T'y) satisfies (16) for any v € 8(3, x I), indeed one observe

(Add(Y)ug, wp)1, = (g, Add(T5(7))up) 1y,

hence by (13), we have for any uq,u, € V;(2,),

a7 (Zr(Ty) Add(M)uo, up)r = (Zr(Tr)uo, Add(Ts (7)) up)r
= (Add(Ty () Zr(T1) o wp)r -

Now we will describe two actions.
Geometric action is defined on mapping classes which can be extended in H, or H;, we denote
such mapping classes by K, K’ respectively. Such mapping classes directly act on the diagrams inside

14



handlebodies, we denote the action by f. If f € K, one define ¢; (us) = f(uy). If f € K’, define 1 (f)
by
(18) ((bl (f)um UM)TJ = (um f;l(uu))T‘J'

One can check the action ¢; satisfies (16) [33], and since K, K’ generates Mod(X,), as a projective
representation we have ¢ = ®, and in particular, we have

(19) Z(Ty) = c191(Ty)

for some nonzero constant ¢; (which depends on the choice of K U K’ word representing Ty). Now for
Dehn twists along curves {co,c1,¢3,- - ,c2g+1} which are in K. They are diagonal matrix given by

(20) ¢1 (Tv)uo' = ea(e.y)uo“

For Dehn twists along curves {cz, - - - , cay} which are in K’, see Figure 3 and Lemma 3.3.1. From (18),
(20) and similar argument as in (17), we have for 1 <i < g

(21) (bl(TCQi) = ZT(TJ)(bl(T02g+172i)ZT(TJ)_1'

Skein theoretic action is defined on the set of all the Dehn twists, denoted by D , it is motivated
by the surgery presentation of mapping cylinder corresponding to the Dehn twists as discussed above.
Similarly, let T, be the right (left) Dehn tiwst along a curve -, then the action ¢2(7) is given by first
cabling the curve y© C X, x I by the skein element n;t% in 8(H;), and then pushing it back in the

handlebody Hy, namely ¢o(T,) = Add(yF (k; %T)) Now if v bounds a disk in H,, for example curves
{co,c1,¢3,- -, Cag+1}, we have similarly

(22) ¢2(T'Y)ua’ = oa(ew)uoa

If v does not bound a disk, for example curves {ca, ¢4, - - - , c24 }, one can make use of the Proposition
2.2.3 (a), so that v can be map to the curves that bound a disk. For example the mapping class T,
we have Tj(¢;) = cag41—i for 1 <1 < 2g. Hence by (16), we have for 1 < ¢ < g,

(23) ¢2(T62i) = ZT(TJ>¢2(T62g+172i)ZT(TJ)il = ¢1 (TJ)(bQ(T62g+172i)¢1(TJ)71'

Compare equation (20) and (22), also from (23), we have ¢ = ¢2 as projective representations. In
particular

(24) Zp(Ty) = c2¢2(T).

for some nonzero constant ¢ (which depends on the choice of D word representing T'y).

It is not hard to see ¢1 and ¢2 agrees on the word in D N (K U K’) and they are homomorphisms
when restricted to K (ND) or K'(ND). Moreover they are unitary when the hermition form is positive
definite.

Remark 4.4.1. The equality in (23) allows one to compare the projective factors between two action,
see [26]. Thanks to (19) (24), we can extend their result to the mapping class T, so that c1,cs can
also be determined similarly as in the proof of [26, Lem. 2.8].

Lemma 4.4.2. We have Z,.(T;)* = ¢1(1y).
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Proof. Let ¢ be the (1, 1)-entry of the matrix (Z,(Ty))?. Since T7 = 4, and

((Zr(Ty))*u0, uo)r = ($1(tg)u0, wo)r = (o, uo)y

it suffices to prove ¢ = 1. We have

(o, e )r (o, uo)r

From Lemma 3.3.1, and the standard calculations using second identity in Figure 10, we have (u,, uo)r, =
(uo,us)r, = D' < uy >,. It is nonzero if and only if ¢;(1y)us = u,. Therefore by (11), we have

< Uy >2
c=D7? 7
" Z (uch uo)r(uoa UO)T ,

= Z (Uo, UU)TJ (UU,UO)TJ
P Ug, U,

o P1(Lg)Uo=Uc
:D;2g H A(7(6) )
eck’

where E’ is the set of edges (in Figure 6) that invariant under the action of ¢,. Now consider g unknots
placed next to each other and all colored with €2,., there are two ways to evaluate it. Direct evaluation
gives D29, the other way is to apply the partition of identity (Figure 9) g — 1 times, one gets a linear
combination of u,. Resolving it using the second identity in Figure 10 as before, one get number
[l.ce Ao(e). Therefore ¢ = 1. |

Lemma 4.4.3. Let wy be a K word, wy be a D word, and wewy (wiws if wy is a K’ word) is a word
representing the mapping class Ty, we have

(25) h2(w2)d1(wr) = kW) T2) Z (1)

where S(w) = ¢(Ly,) is the signature of link Ly, defined in [26, Sec. 2.3], and e(wz) is the exponent sum
of the word wa.

Proof. We have

(P2 (w2) 1 (w1)uo, wo)T, = ($2(w2)w1(uo), uo)r,
(¢2(w2)uo, uo)r;,
relw)tetw) z (M, ).

Now since the closed manifold M, is homeomorphic to the manifold

Hy Uia My, =1 Uia Hy =~ Hg Uig My, -1 Uia Mz, Uia Hy |
~ Hy Uiq M, Usq Hy | (w;' € K, and T? = 1,)
~ HyUig By x I Ujq Hy (t,y € KNK')
We have Z,.(Mp,,, ) = (uo, o), and the lemma follows from (13) and Lemma 4.4.2

(Zr(Ty)uosuo)r, = (Z:(T1))*u0, to)r = (Uo, uo)r -
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Proposition 4.4.4. Let w be the D word (TA~gTB~g)9TA~g, we have
(26) (¢1 (TA”Q)ZT(TJ))2Q+1 — Hi(w)+9(29+1)¢1(Lg)_

Proof. From Lemma 4.4.2, we have Z.(Ty) = ¢1(y)(Z-(Ty))!. Hence from (21) or (23), we have
ZT(T])¢Z'(TA~Q)ZT(T]) = ¢i(ng)¢1 (tq) for i = 1,2 (¢1, @2 agrees on those Dehn twists). Now since all
the mapping classes related are in SMod(%,), they commute with ¢4. Moreover since ¢, € K N K', by
similar but simpler argument as in Lemma 4.4.3, we have in particular ¢;(¢4) commutes with (bi(TAg)
and (bi(TE;g) for i = 1,2. Therefore we have

(01(T5) Zo(T5))? " = $1.(15)da(w) Z, (T).

Since Ty = (T4, T, )T s, (Corollary 3.2.6), the second equality follows from Lemma 4.4.2 and 4.4.3.
O

Now we are ready for the main theorem.

Theorem 4.4.5. We have projective (unitary) representations h, of 1:‘2_q+1 from the TQFT wvector
spaces Vi.(X4), and when g < 2 the representations factor through T'agi1. In particular. When g =1,
hr (A1), he(J) gives the modular data of TLJ modular categories, when g = 2, we have J, := h,(J) and
a diagonal matriz T, := h,.(As), satisfying the relations:

=1,
(27) . P
(7:3:)" = (5=

Proof. Let hy(Agg41) = gbl(TAg) and h,(J) := Z,(Ty). From Lemma 4.4.2, Proposition 4.4.4 and

Theorem 3.2.5, it gives a projective representation of 1:‘2_q+1. One can get a unitary representation by

2T

specializing A to some appropriate root of unity, for example, A = it Normalizing the basis
using (11), under normalized basis, ¢1 and ¢, are unitary ([33]). In particular, up to a scalar, Z,.(Ty) is
unitary. Since its first row and column are all reals, same computation as in the proof of Lemma 4.4.2
shows that Z,.(T) is indeed unitary. For g = 1,2, it’s straight forward to see ¢1(ty) = I. The special
cases in the theorem now follows from the computation of the signatures, when g = 1, {(w) = —2, and
when g = 2, {(w) = —6.

O

Remark 4.4.6. Theorem 4.4.5 and Proposition 4.4.4 imply h, can be lifted to a linear representation
s(w)+g(29+1)

h, by multiply a root of unity s on T, provided »29t1 = k;.

In the remaining of this section, we will focus on the case when g = 2, and give concrete calculations.
We denote the basis in V,.(X2) by u;jx, which means the graph in Figure 6 is colored by 1, j, k from left
to right, and we give them the dictionary order. Let J;, j, &y injaks = (Wiyj1 k1 Winjaks )T, the matrix J
can be computed from evaluating following diagrams.
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Jirjiksizjake = \

FIGURE 11. The diagram presentation for Z,.(Ty)

Therefore it is easy to see J is a symmetric real matrix. And we have

T LY Yo% N

11J1R1,12)2R2 T 2 A2 t1J1R1,t2)2kR2 >
(28) D Aizjzkz
TTuijk = 9i9jui7j,k .

When the form ( , ) is positive definite one can normalize the basis, we have a unitary matrix

\/Ail Ajl Akl Aiz Ajz Akz 7
DzAil,jl,kl N i1j1k1,i2j2ke -

7, is a diagonal matrix and the entries are all root of unities, hence always unitary.
Now we give formula to evaluate entries of .J

(29) Hiljlkl,izjzkz =

Proposition 4.4.7. We have

r—2
- BT R A A B DY P Il 71 5

30 Joo = ST AT g ’“< >< > ,
(30) fktaleke ; v Jo ke ko/Nk1 41 @y
where aZ’j is the coefficient of the following recoupling formula:

< /1 K2 v

() -z >

1:(4,5,l) adm: bl
N\ 7 j
K2
and
a1 fiog

(31) abi = ST A0 Am.,k{j )

k:(i,5,k) admissible

Proof. Equation (31) follows from applying the identity on the left of Figure 10 and a F-move. Now
one can resolve two double crossings in the diagram presentation of J, and apply the identity on the
right of Figure 10. The remaining diagram are two tetrahedrons connected along an edge, straight

forward computations give us the Formula (30).

Remark 4.4.8. The similar diagrams (as in figure 11) also appear in [24] as certain duality of Fourier

transform.

Now we give the calculation result for Ising theory r = 2, A = ies* and Fibonacci theory r = 3, A =

ie10’, which are done easily by hand and verified by using Maple software:
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In particular, we have

Proposition 4.4.9. The group hs3(I's) is infinite.
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Proof. Since the projective factor is a root of unity, it suffices to work with h,.. We compute the
element h3(AsB5 ') = §3T395T5 . It has an eigenvalue (3 —/5+1i1/2(1 + 3v/5)), which is not a root

of unity, since its minimal polynomial, 1 — 3z + 322 — 323 4 2%, is not cyclotomic. O

Moreover since all the entries of matrices under unnormalized basis are in a cyclotomic field Q(A)
(only even powers of D, and k, appear when g = 2), the Galois group Gal(Q(A); Q) naturally acts
on the representations. In particular it preserves the property that the image is finite or not. Now
let A = e for odd r, By computing the trace of the image of the Pseudo-Anosov mapping class
p(Aggiq B2_g1+1)7 we have

-1y _ E 9. g~ lpT1lg. . . . o
TT(HrTrngT )— 91193191'2 9j2 Jirjiky singakadizjaka ik »
Wiy j1ky Wigjoks

and
Proposition 4.4.10. The group iLT(F5) is also infinite for r =7,9,11,13.

Proof. Tt suffices to check Tr(J,7,d,T, 1) > d.(2). Using Maple software we have following numerical
results.

r 3 5 7 9 11 13
()| 5 | 14 | 30 55 91 140
Tr || 4.24 | 10.54 | 32.16 | 102.92 | 332.49 | 1084.12

We have Tr(4,7,3,T,1)

Y]

d-(2) when r = 7,9, 11,13, which complete the proof. O

5. SPIN STRUCTURE AND REDUCIBILITY

The Z/27Z spin structure on a closed surface 3, of genus g is cohomology class ¢ € HY(UT,;, Z/27)
which evaluates to one on the oriented fibre of the unit tangent bundle UTY,; — ;. In [17], Johnson
built an one to one correspondence between the set of Z/2Z spin structures on a Riemann surface X,
with the set of Z/2Z valued quadratic forms on H; (24, Z/2Z) with associated intersection form on X,
(i.e. g(a+0b) =g(a) + q(b) + a - b). Moreover the bijection interwines the action of Mod(3,) (induced
by the obvious action of Sp(2g, Z/27)), there are two orbits of the action depending on the parity of
the spin structures, namely, the Arf invariant, which is an element in Z/27Z defined by

g

Arf(q) = alxi)ay:) ,
i=1
which is independent of the choice of symplectic basis x;, y; for H1(X4,Z/2Z). The TQFT vector
space V,.(Xg), for 4 | p (= 7 +2), can be decomposed with respect to the spin structures on X,. Recall
for the action of Dehn twist along a curve on the V,,(3,) can be described by twisting the curve (make
it —1-framed) in ¥4 x {%} C X4 x I, attach a skein element and then push it back in the handlebody.
Now we consider the curves in Hy(3,,Z/2Z) as the curves in 54 x {3} C By x I, attached with the
label 7, then there is a natural action by pushing it in the handlebody (Add). It is straight forward
to show the action is in fact unitary [6, Prop 7.5]. Moreover the product induced by the algebra
structure of 8(X, x I) gives the set of curves a structure of finite Heisenberg group (with the associated
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intersection form on ¥, ) Z/2Z x H1(X,,Z/27Z) [6]. Which is abelian and the characters are giving by
Z/27Z valued quadratic forms on H;(X,,7Z/27). Therefore one gets the decomposition

‘/T(Eg) = 69(1‘/7“(295 q)7

where each V,.(Xg, ¢) is the direct sum of the one dimensional representation associate with the qua-
dratic form g. Two orbits (parity) give two invariant subspace V.2, V! under Mod(X,) action and the
associate vector spaces for spin structures of same parity have same dimensions, which are denoted by
d)(g), d}(g) respectively. We have dim(V¢) = 2971(29 4+ (—1))d;, for € € {0,1}. The formula for d.(g)
is given by [6, Thm 7.16]

(32) d5(9) = 272(dy(g) + (22 (-1)°20 ~ 1))

Theorem 5.1. when g > 2, r = 41+ 2 (I > 1), the representation iLT is reducible and has at least
three irreducible summands.

Proof. We choose oriented curves {w;, 8; }1<i<y representing the standard symplectic basis. The spin
structure associated with the flat structure can be describe by a quadratic form that assigns number
(indy + 1) (mod 2) to v (for v € {au, Bi}1<i<g) [21, Section 3], where ind, is the index of the curve 7.
For example in Figure 5, we have ind., = 0 for 1 < i < 6, ind., = 1 and ind., = 2. Hence it is not
hard to calculate its parity, which is equal to >°7_;(0+1)(i —1+1) = % (mod 2). Now the group
generated by T4, Tp fix the flat structure, hence fix the associated spin structure, denoted by q,,. We

have following decomposition
Vi(Eg) = Vi(Eg, qw) (V;O N V;J‘(Eg, qw)) ® (Vrl N VI"J_(EQ7 qw))

from the dimension counting of the TQFT vector spaces associate to spin structures (32), when g >
2, I > 1, dimensions for three summands are all nonzero.
|
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