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Abstract. We study q-series invariants of 3-manifolds Ẑb defined by Gukov–Pei–
Putrov–Vafa using techniques from the theory of normal surface singularities such
as splice diagrams. This provides a link between algebraic geometry with quan-

tum topology. We show that the (suitably normalized) sum of all Ẑb depends only
on the splice diagram, and in particular, it agrees for manifolds with the same uni-

versal Abelian cover. Using these ideas we find simple formulas for Ẑb invariants
of Seifert manifolds that resemble equivariant Poincaré series of corresponding
quasihomogeneous singularity. Applications include a better understanding of

the vanishing of the q-series Ẑb.
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1. Introduction

We study q-series invariants Ẑb(Y, q) of a 3-manifold Y , the so-called GPPV in-
variants, associated with quantum groups Uq(g) at generic |q| < 1 and labeled by
a spinc structure b on Y . Mostly interested in topological and geometric aspects,
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throughout the paper we consider the simplest non-trivial choice of g = sl2, which
corresponds to the “gauge group” G = SU(2), though much of the discussion can be
generalized to higher rank root systems.1 Also, unless stated otherwise, throughout
the paper we work in the category of connected irreducible negative-definite plumbed

3-manifolds [53] with b1 = 0, for which one can use the definition of Ẑb(Y, q) as in
[36]. (A reader interested in various generalizations and extensions is welcome to
consult [32, 3, 61, 62, 63, 10, 66].)

Our main goal is to approach the invariants Ẑb(Y, q) by using various methods of
the singularity theory of normal complex surfaces, most importantly the universal
Abelian covers and splice diagrams. Among other things, this new perspective leads

to simpler expressions for Ẑb(Y, q) for certain families of 3-manifolds (Theorem 4.1)
and sheds new light on what topological information they capture. Specifically,

Ẑb(Y, q) have close cousins Za(Y, q) (without a hat!) that are not expected to admit
a categorification [37], but nevertheless are more natural from the viewpoint of
complex Chern–Simons theory [33]. While both sets of invariants can be defined
independently, they are linearly related and, therefore, can be expected to contain
roughly the same topological information about Y . By taking a closer look at the

structure of the linear relation between Ẑb(Y, q) and Za(Y, q) through the looking
glass of the singularity theory we observe that Z0(Y, q) is, surprisingly, a much
simpler invariant of Y in the precise sense that we explain below.

We hope that a fresh new look through the lens of the singularity theory in the

future will lead to a better understanding of the structure of the invariants Ẑb(Y, q),
just as it led to simplified formulae for Seifert manifolds in this work. And, the
fact that singularity theory involves complex surfaces brings us one step closer to
one of the main motivations in studying these invariants, namely developing new
homological 3-manifold invariants that could help us exploring the world of smooth
4-manifolds.

1.1. An example-based introduction to Ẑb invariants. We start with a simple
example before giving definitions and theorems. The purpose is to give the reader a
feel for explicit computations and it can be skipped by those familiar with the topic.
Here we also omit references, which are given in the rest of the Introduction and

subsequent chapters. (As basic references, the reader can use [32] for Ẑb invariants
and [6] for singularities.)

Let X be a complex surface defined by the equation x2 +y3 +z4 = 0 in C3. X has
an isolated singular point at the origin. Our motivating example is the 3-manifold
Y which is the intersection of X with a small real 5-sphere centered at the origin.
Y , the link of the singularity,2 describes the local topological nature of X. Y can be

1We note that by “gauge group” one can mean at least two different things. One is the gauge

group in complex Chern–Simons theory, for which Ẑb(Y, q) provides a non-perturbative definition
that behaves well under the cutting and gluing, whereas the other one is a gauge group in 3d-3d
correspondence and string theory fivebrane setup. The former group is a complexification of the

latter, and it is the latter that we use to label Ẑb(Y, q) in this paper. So, even when we talk about
G = SU(2), the gauge group in complex Chern–Simons theory and its relations to quantum groups
is, in fact, SL(2,C).

2Not to be confused with links in a sense of knot theory.



3

described combinatorially by a finite decorated graph (tree) Γ, the plumbing graph,
up to Neumann moves illustrated in Figure 1.

-2-2 -2

-2

-2 -2

∼=

-2-2 -1

-2

-2 -2 1

Figure 1. Two different plumbing graphs which define Y , connected
by a Neumann move.

The singularity X can be resolved by finding an algebraic map X̃ → X from a
smooth surface X̃ that collapses a collection of curves to the singular point and is
an isomorphism elsewhere. Vertices of the plumbing graph then correspond to these
curves, edges to the intersections between curves, and the decorations to their self-
intersections in the smooth surface X̃. The choice of resolution is not unique, and
changing it corresponds to the Neumann moves above. The topological meaning of
the graph is described in Section 2.

If we now want to construct an invariant to distinguish this 3-manifold e.g. from
the 3-sphere, we can define it using the graph data and then demonstrate that the
definition is preserved by the moves. There are many other ways to define invariants
of 3-manifolds (and knots), but they usually follow a similar path: starting with a
particular way of building 3-manifolds (resp. knots) one needs to verify that the
construction of a candidate invariant is indeed invariant under moves that represent
equivalence relations in that particular way of building 3-manifolds.

Returning to our example, the manifold Y can be also described by its fundamen-
tal group π1(Y ), which is the binary tetrahedral group of order 24. The finiteness
is, however, very rare.3 In general, it is a finitely generated group with complicated
representation theory. In contrast, its abelianization H is just Z/3Z and it is finite
for a large and interesting class of singularities. This group can be interpreted as
the first integral homology H1(Y,Z) of Y ; it describes Abelian characters of π1(Y )
(via the linking pairing) and serves as a non-canonical label for additional geometric
data on Y — spinc structures, which are used to refine invariants of Y , e.g. 3d
Seiberg–Witten invariants.

The q-series Ẑb(Y, q) = Ẑb(q) depends on the manifold Y and a choice of a spinc

structure b on Y , which for now can be thought of as just an element of Z/3Z. The
expansions read:

Ẑ0(q) = q−1 − 1 + q + q4 − q6 − q11 + q14 + q21 − q25 − q34 + q39 + q50 − q56 − . . .
Ẑ1(q) = Ẑ2(q) = q−2/3(−1 + q3 − q9 + q18 − q30 + q45 − q63 + q84 − q108 + . . .

The additional implicit dependence on the root system A1 of the Lie group
SL(2,C) manifests in an intriguing relation of the q-series to the representations of

π1(Y ) to SL(2,C). For example, the fact that Ẑ1 and Ẑ2 coincide reflects that two

3It corresponds to the fact that the singularity above is of ADE type



4 SERGEI GUKOV, LUDMIL KATZARKOV, JOSEF SVOBODA

Abelian characters of π(Y ) are equivalent due to conjugation by the anti-diagonal
matrix (

0 1
1 0

)
.

The series Ẑ0(q) and Ẑ1(q) satisfy the following basic properties.

• They have integral coefficients and exponents, up to overall rational factors.
• They define holomorphic functions in the unit disc, |q| < 1.

We introduce another series, which is simply the sum over the labels b:

(1.1) Z0(q) = Ẑ0(q) + Ẑ1(q) + Ẑ2(q).

This series does not have integral exponents, but we can raise the variable q to the
power equal to the order of H1 in order to resolve this issue:

Z0(q3) = q−3−2q−2−1+q3 +2q7 +q12−q18−2q25−q33 +q42 +2q52 +q63−q75 + . . .

In a sense, the series Z0 removes the dependence on b in the simplest possible way.
Apart from simplifying formulas, it has several topological interpretations. First, as
was already mentioned earlier, it has a meaning in complex Chern–Simons theory
on Y ; namely, Z0 is the Borel resummation of the Ohtsuki series of Y . Furthermore,
as we explain in more detail below, Z0 is related to the universal abelian cover of
Y , which interestingly, is again a link of a singularity, this time x2 + y3 + z3 = 0.

To compute these series, one can use the original integral formula based on the
graph Γ. For the graph in the picture 2, it means computing a certain 6 (resp. 7)
dimensional integral (depending on the number of vertices), see Subsection 2.2. In
our example, this formula can be reduced to a single variable. Consider the function

f0(t) =
(t9 − t−9)(t6 − t−6)(t6 − t−6)

t18 − t−18

and expand f0(t) as a power series in t and t−1:4

· · ·+ t−33 + 2t−27 + t−21 − t−15 − 2t−9 + t−3 + t3 − 2t9 − t15 + t21 + 2t27 + t33 + . . .

Finally, substitute each monomial tn by qn
2/4·18 to get

q1/8(1− 2q − q3 + q6 + 2q10 + q15 − q21 − 2q28 − q36 + q45 + 2q55 + q66 − q78 . . .

This series is equal to

q−25/8Z0(q3).

The prefactor q−25/8 can be computed explicitly, and it is related to the Casson–
Walker invariant of Y.

Similarly, we can get Ẑ0(q3) and Ẑ1(q3) by decomposing f0(t) into the sum

f0(t) = f̂0(t) + 2f̂1(t) =
(t9 − t−9)(t12 + t−12)

t18 − t−18
+ 2

(t−9 − t9)

t18 − t−18

and using the same substitution and separately taking care of the prefactor. The

variable can be scaled accordingly to recover Ẑ0(q) and Ẑ1(q).
Note, negative-definite plumbed manifolds are exactly those manifolds that occur

as links of normal isolated surface singularities [46, 53]. Moreover, if Y is a rational

4We use so-called symmetric expansion, the average of the Laurent series at 0 and ∞.
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-3 -1 -17 -1 -3 -2
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Figure 2. Example of a plumbing graph Γ which defines a 3-manifold.

2 7 11 5
3 2

Figure 3. Example of a splice diagram.

homology sphere (QHS3), that is H∗(Y,Q) is isomorphic to H∗(S3,Q), its topol-
ogy often imposes strong conditions on the analytic structure of normal isolated
singularities with Y as a link.

1.2. Coverings and the action of H1. The group H = H1(Y,Z) is the Abelian-
ization of the fundamental group of Y :

H ∼= π1(Y )/[π1(Y ), π1(Y )].

Subgroups of π1 correspond to coverings of Y and [π1(Y ), π1(Y )] corresponds to the
maximal covering with Abelian covering group (which is consequently isomorphic to
H). This is the universal Abelian covering of Y , which plays a distinguished role in
the study of invariants of Y. We denote it by Y ab. Universal Abelian covers play an
important role in singularity theory [55], e.g. in the celebrated theorem of Neumann
[52], leading to the theory of splice and splice-quotient singularities of Neumann and
Wahl [56].

The topological information of Y ab is tightly related to the notion of splice dia-
gram, which is constructed from the plumbing graph of Y. The combinatorics of this
relation is reviewed in Section 3. One can also compute the plumbing graph of Y ab,

which is more involved [65]. It would be interesting to study the relationship of Ẑb
invariants of Y ab with those of Y .

The reason why we consider the universal Abelian covering is that it allows us to

split the study of the Ẑb to two rather independent steps:

(1) First, we study the sum Z0, which, surprisingly, only depends on the splice
diagram (up to overall power proportional to the Casson–Walker invariant),
hence it is related to the topology of Y ab.

(2) We study how Z0 splits into the sum of Ẑb by using of the action of H on

Y ab. More precisely, we define a variant of Ẑb which depends on an element

of H and we denote it by Ẑ ′h(q). This is an equivariant version of Z0 and it

coincides with Ẑb when Y is a Z/2 homology sphere.

It was posed as a question of how the series Ẑb are related to the invariants of
singularities [42]. This work is a natural continuation and it is largely motivated
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by techniques of singularity theory, even though the main results are topological.
This can be thought of as a part of the program initiated by Neumann and Wahl
and developed by many people (see e.g., a nice overview [49]) that aims to relate
analytical invariants of singularities to topological invariants of 3-manifolds. The
splice diagram for suitable plumbings gives a system of algebraic equations which
define complete intersection isolated singularity. We will relate this singularity to
Z0 (in the spirit of step 1) and, for Seifert manifolds, also relate the quotient of this

singularity by H to Ẑb (step 2).

Caution. Since we are talking about coverings in this paper, it may seem natural to

think about Ẑb invariants for the covering space Y ab and their relation to those of
Y. However, relating invariants of Y to those of coverings is a difficult task even for
simpler invariants such as Casson–Walker invariant and we leave it for future work.

Furthermore, we then reformulate the definition of the invariant using splice di-
agrams (see Section 3 for definitions) and, using this new formulation, construct
manifolds that have the same invariant Z0, up to an overall power of q. They are
not homeomorphic but have homeomorphic universal Abelian covers [64, 6], i.e. they
can be thought of as different quotients of a single manifold by various Abelian group
actions.

1.3. Main results. Splice diagrams were developed by Neumann, Eisenbud and
Wahl [21, 56], for the study of singularities. Here we want to explain how they are

useful for studying Ẑb invariants.

Theorem 3.5. Let Y be a negative-definite plumbed manifold which is a Q-homology
sphere and H = |H1(Y,Z)|. Denote λ(Y ) the Casson–Walker invariant [75] and Z0

is the sum of Ẑb invariants over spinc structures a (see Section 1.1 for definitions).
The q-series

(1.2) q−6λ(Y )Z0(q|H|)

depends only on the splice diagram of Y .

The splice diagram also gives a combinatorial way of simplifying the plumbing
formula of Z0. It reduces the number of variables as we will illustrate for Seifert
manifolds.

Seifert-fibered manifolds form an important class among plumbed manifolds.
They are the basic building blocks in the Jaco–Shalen–Johannson (JSJ) decom-
position. In this special case, we can go further with simplifications and we will
give an explicit and rather simple formula for Z0(q), the “reduction” Theorem 4.1,
using the data of Seifert fibration (rather than that of the plumbing graph). Using

group action of H we will extract separate Ẑb(q) in terms of a certain version of
H-equivariant Poincaré series of the universal Abelian cover.

These formulae have both computational and conceptual significance. While in

the original formulation of Ẑ we need to work with the plumbing data, which can be

very large, here we get Ẑ simply from the data of singular fibers. It sheds light on
the role of the action of H and also gives us a new way to look at various properties
of these q-series.
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We will often use the “Laplace transform” LA defined on monomials as

LA(tn) = qn
2/4A

and extended linearly to any formal power series in t. For a rational function f(t) we
denote s. e. f(t) the “symmetric expansion”, which is the average of the expansions
of the given rational function as t→ 0 (as a Laurent power series in t) and as t→∞
(as a Laurent power series in t−1).

Theorem 4.1. Let k ≥ 3 and Y = M(b; (a1, b1), (a2, b2), . . . , (ak, bk)) be a negative-
definite Seifert manifold which is a rational homology sphere. Denote

(1.3) f0(t) =
(tA/a1 − t−A/a1)(tA/a2 − t−A/a2) · · · (tA/ak − t−A/ak)

(tA − t−A)k−2

Then

(1.4) Z0(q|H|) = q∆LA(s. e. f0(t))

where ∆ = ∆(Y ) is a rational number described in the proof.
Moreover, we have

(1.5) Ẑ ′h(q|H|) = q∆LA(s. e. fh(t))

where
(1.6)

fh(t) =
1

|H|
∑
χ∈Ĥ

(χ(g1)tA/a1 − χ(g−1
1 )t−A/a1) · · · (χ(gk)t

A/ak − χ(g−1
k )t−A/ak)

(χ(g0)tA − χ(g−1
0 )t−A)k−2

and if Y is a Z/2Z-homology sphere, we have

(1.7) Ẑb(q
|H|) = q∆LA(s. e. fh(t))

where h = c1(b) is the map defined in 2.1.

Remark 1.1. The independence of f0 on bi in the formula is precisely the content of
the Theorem 3.5. It follows that we can find infinitely many Seifert manifolds with
the same Z0 up to an overall factor. The function f0 has just one variable because
plumbing graphs of Seifert manifolds are star-shaped, i.e. they have a single node
(vertex of valency 3 and more).

Seifert manifolds are links of quasi-homogeneous singularities whose universal
Abelian covers are quasi-homogeneous as well (the latter are, in fact, of a Brieskorn-
type complete intersection form by the theorem of Neumann [53]). For such singu-
larities, we can write a Poincaré series of their (graded) local rings. We will see that
a variant of it appears in the formula for Z0 (for universal Abelian cover) as well as

its equivariant version for Ẑb.
Notice that the function f0(x) is an inverted and symmetrized version of the

usual Poincaré series of the Brieskorn complete intersection singularity given by
k − 2 diagonal equations with exponents ai and generic coefficients.
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1.4. Spectra in algebra and geometry. Finally, in Section 5 we tie together
several aspects of the story, mainly focusing on Seifert manifolds. These involve
geometric structures, such as flat connections on Y and the invariants of the cor-
responding Brieskorn-type complete intersection singularity, as well as connections
with vertex algebras.

Arnold, Steenbrink and Varchenko defined spectrum of hypersurface singularity
[73], generalized later by Steenbrink–Ebeling to isolated complete intersections [20].
We call it spectrum for short. The spectrum is a collection of real numbers whose
exponentials are eigenvalues of monodromy, but the distribution in R is governed
by a subtle mixed Hodge structure on the cohomology of Milnor fiber. It satisfies
strong upper-semiconituity properties with respect to deformations.

It has been known since the fundamental work of Fintushel–Stern [26] that Casson
invariant of the link of Brieskorn homology sphere Σ(p, q, r) is one eighth of the
signature of the Milnor fiber µ of the corresponding singularity xp + yq + zr =
0. Signature is related to a signed count of the elements of the spectrum [69].
Curtis [18] defined an SL(2,C)−Casson invariant λC and proved with Boden [7] an
SL(2,C) version for Σ(p, q, r), relating λC to one-fourth of the Milnor number (rank
of the cohomology of the Milnor fiber). We extend the relation to any number of
fibers, using a new definition of Casson invariant λPSL(2,C) defined by Abouzaid and

Manolescu [1], based on the work of Hamm [39] and Boden and Yokogawa [8]:

(1.8) λPSL(2,C) = µ/4.

The eigenvalues of the monodromy match natural labels – “rotation numbers” – of
the components of the moduli space of connections. However, it is a bit surpris-
ing that the counts of the components of any dimension combine with their Euler
characteristics exactly to the multiplicities of the eigenvalues divided by four. This
suggests a deeper structure behind this numerical relation.

Gradually moving from geometry to algebra, we exhibit a new Non-Abelian
Non-commutative Hodge Structure - a combination of Higgs bundles and Landau–
Ginzburg theory. We sketch some examples and formulate a program for studying
these structures. This more Hodge theoretic than 3-dimensional construction opens
new ways of studying degenerations of non-Abelian Hodge structures. We also pro-

pose a singularity theory interpretation of Ẑ. An additional novelty of this paper is
that to the classical spectrum, we propose a derived spectrum. This spectrum has
a separate Hodge theoretic merit. In addition, we conjecture that the derived spec-
trum produces invariants of 3-manifolds to which they are associated using Heegard
splitting.

On the algebra side, namely in vertex algebra, there is a different notion of spec-
trum. It also refers to a collection of rational numbers, {∆i}, that determine leading
q-powers in the q-expansion of VOA characters. These numbers are called conformal
weights or conformal dimensions since they are defined as eigenvalues of the confor-
mal vector L0, which is part of the mathematical definition of a vertex algebra.

Since one of the predictions of the so-called 3d-3d correspondence is that a closed

3-manifold Y corresponds to a VOA [11, 12, 74], for which Ẑb is a character, it is
natural to ask how the spectrum of conformal weights ∆b relates to other spectra
mentioned above, defined more geometrically. Contrary to what one might naively
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expect, we find that the spectrum of conformal weights ∆b is rather different from the
spectrum of the corresponding hypersurface singularity: while the former determines
the leading q-power in the q-expansion, the latter encodes the structure of the q-
series coefficients at large q-powers. In turn, the latter determine the behavior of
the q-series near q = e~ ≈ 1 or, equivalently, the expansion in ~ near ~ = 0.

To summarize, expansion in q, as in Ẑb(q), has direct contact with counting
problems (curve counting, BPS states, etc.), with vertex algebras, and with the
spectrum of conformal dimensions. These connections become less natural near
q = e~ ≈ 1, where connections to complex Chern–Simons theory and the spectrum
of hypersurface singularities become manifest. The two expansion limits are related
by resurgent analysis, a powerful technique that, roughly speaking, allows to transfer
(enlarge) the domain of a given function (or, a power series, possibly, with zero radius
of convergence).

This interplay between expansions near q = 0 and q = e~ ≈ 1 plays an important

role in curve counting [19, 30, 45, 40] and — since Ẑb(q) admit an interpretation via

curve counting too [37, 36, 23, 22] — in the study of Ẑ-invariants [33, 5, 14, 15, 76].
In particular, near q = e~ ≈ 1 more natural objects are Za(q), without a ‘hat’,
and trans-series Zα(q) of the complex Chern–Simons theory. This is consistent with
what we find as well: Z0 and, more generally, Zα appear to be more natural from
the perspective of the singularity theory. And, perhaps not surprisingly (given the
above explanations), the spectrum of the hypersurface singularity associated to Y
is closely related to the set of values of the classical Chern–Simons functional on Y ,
i.e. to the singularities on the Borel plane.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Denis Auroux, Martin Čech, Shi-
mal Harichurn, Maxim Kontsevich, Slava Krushkal, András Némethi, Sunghyuk
Park, Pavel Putrov and Nikolai Saveliev for helpful conversations and Zuzana Ur-
banová for the help with computer experiments. S. Gukov was partially supported
by NSF grant DMS-1664227, DOE grant DE-SC0011632, and the Simons Grant
New structures in low-dimensional topology. L. Katzarkov was supported by Na-
tional Science Fund of Bulgaria, National Scientific Program “VIHREN”, Project
no. KP-06-DV-7.

2. Plumbed manifolds

In this section, we study Ẑb invariants and their variants in detail. We state the
definition given by the integral formula [36, 32] and interpret its parts, building
analogies with invariants that appear in the study of normal surface singularities,
such as the topological Poincaré series.

We start with a brief reminder of the theory of plumbed 3-manifolds. Let Γ be a
finite graph with no loops (a tree) with integer label (framing) mv on each vertex v.
Associated to Γ, there is a plumbed manifold Y . It is the boundary of a 4-manifold
X constructed by gluing disc bundles over spheres S2, one for each vertex of the
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a1 0 a2

∼=

a1 + a2

a1 ± 1 ±1 a2 ± 1

∼=

a1 a2

a1 ± 1 ±1

∼=

a1

Figure 4. Moves on plumbing trees that preserve the 3-manifold.

plumbing graph Γ. It is convenient to describe Γ by the plumbing matrix M :5

Mvw =


mv if v = w

1 if (v, w) ∈ Edges(G)

0 otherwise.

Two different plumbing graphs represent the same 3-manifold Y if and only if
they are related to each other by Neumann moves [53], see figure 4.

Depending on the degree, vertices often play a different role. For convenience, we
call leaf a vertex of degree one, joint a vertex of degree two and node a vertex of
degree 3 and more.

degree 1 2 3, 4, . . .
name leaf joint node

The main sources of plumbed manifolds are the isolated normal singularities of
complex surfaces. To any such singularity germ (X, o), we can assign a 3-manifold
(“the link of the singularity”) by embedding a neighborhood of the singular point
into (Cn, 0) and intersecting with a sufficiently small real sphere around zero (see
e.g. [6] for details of the construction). Such plumbing graphs are always negative in
the sense that the plumbing matrix is negative-definite. Conversely, every negative
plumbing graph is a resolution graph of some singularity and the corresponding
3-manifold is its link.

Example 2.1. The singularity E12 : x2 + y3 + z7 = 0 has a resolution with the
intersection matrix 

−7 0 0 1
0 −3 0 1
0 0 −2 1
1 1 1 −1


so it is also a plumbing matrix of the link of E12, the Brieskorn sphere Σ(2, 3, 7).

2.1. H1 and spinc structures. Before we get into the Ẑb invariants, we need some
preparation on spinc structures. The question of labeling the invariants by additional
structures on the 3-manifold structures is very subtle, and we need to carefully
distinguish between different variants. One of the purposes of this paper is to relate

the recent Ẑb invariants [36, 32] with the theory of normal surface singularities.
To make the exposition clear for people from both areas, we include a dictionary
between different notations, especially [32] and [6].

5Also called adjacency matrix. We do not use this terminology to avoid confusion with the
adjugate matrix – inverse matrix times determinant.
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As usual, we assume that Y is a QHS3, so it has associated a finite Abelian group
H = H1(Y,Z). H acts freely and transitively on the set of spinc structures spinc(Y ),
so |spinc(Y )| = |H|. We will use the letters a, b, . . . to denote spinc structures and
h, i, . . . for elements of H. The group H admits natural bilinear form – the linking
pairing

lk(−,−) : H ×H → Q/Z,
which induces an isomorphism (Fourier transform6):

θ : H → Ĥ.

h 7→ lk(h,−),

where Ĥ = Hom(H,Q/Z) is the Pontryiagin dual of H.

Assume now X̃ is a plumbed 4-manifold with boundary Y and plumbing matrix
M of size s.7 Then we have the lattice L = H2(X̃,Z) equipped with the intersection

form. The intersection form gives an embedding of L to L′ = H2(X̃,Z) and extends

naturally to L′. We identify the lattice L′ with (Zs, (~l,M−1~l′)) and L with MZs.
Basis E∗i , i = 1, . . . s (resp. Ei) of L′ (resp. L) used in [6] correspond to the vectors
−ei(resp. Mei) where ei is standard basis of Zn. The group H is then naturally
identified with L′/L = Zs/MZs using the short exact sequence:

0→ H2(X̃, Y,Z)→ H2(X̃,Z)→ H2(Y,Z)→ 0

and Poincaré–Alexander duality in the first and third term.

Zs, (~l,M−1~l′) L′ = H2(X̃,Z)
−ei;Mei E∗i ;Ei
MZs L = H2(X̃,Z)

Zs/MZs H = H1(Y,Z)

The spinc structures on Y are naturally identified with the characteristic vectors,
which are the elements of

Char(Y ) = (2Zs + ~m)/2MZs ⊂ L′,
where ~m is the vector of framings of vertices (the diagonal of the matrix M) and
further with

Char′(Y ) = (2Zs + ~δ)/2MZs ⊂ L′,
via the map

Char→ Char′

b 7→ b−M~u

where ~u = (1, 1, . . . , 1), and we have ~δ + ~m = M~u. The set of spinc structures has
natural involution σ → σ̄ which on characteristic vectors (Char or Char′) acts simply
by b 7→ −b. The fixed points (i.e. the intersection 2Zs + δ ∩MZ) of this involution
are naturally identified with spin structures.

The 2-torsion subgroup, naturally identified with H1(Y,Z/2Z) acts on Char′(Y )
by inclusion to H.

6It is also often written in the exponentiated notation θ(h) = e2πilk(h,−) if we think of Ĥ as
being homomorphisms into C∗.

7Often Y is a link of an isolated normal surface singularity X and X̃ is a resolution of X.
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There is also a natural involution on H, sending h to −h. This is thought of as
Weyl symmetry, as it provides identification (on dual group Ĥ) of Abelian represen-
tations of π1(Y ) (Abelian flat connections), when they are thought of as represen-
tations to SL(2,C), and hence they are conjugated.

The group H = Z/MZ acts freely and transitively on Char′(Y ) by b 7→ b + 2h.
Therefore, a choice of spinc structure b gives us a H-equivariant map:

H → spinc(Y )

h→ b+ h

which preserves the involutions if and only if b is given by a spin structure. This
map was used, e.g. in [35].

Remark 2.2. This map is often used with the canonical spinc structure [50] in the
context of Y being a link of isolated normal surface singularity. However, this
spinc structure is often not spinso it does not induce an equivariant map w.r.t the
involutions. It is interesting that 3d Seiberg–Witten invariants are invariant w.r.t
the spinc involution and this is reflected in Serre duality for certain line bundles [6].

Finally, the inclusion Char′ to L′ = Zs induces map c1 : spinc → H by

c1 : (2Zs + ~δ)/2MZs → Zs/MZs(2.1)

b→ b mod MZs

This map can be thought of as the Chern class of the line bundle associated to the
spinc structure [6, p. 249]. The kernel of this map is naturally identified with the set
of spin structures (and the fibers of this map are orbits of the H1(Y,Z/2Z) action.).
For Z2-homology spheres, we have a unique spin structure and c1 is bijective.

2.2. The q-series invariants. Following the notations of [32], we fix a plumbing

tree Γ with s vertices, denote vectors in ~l ∈ Zs by letters with arrows and write lv
for respective component of vertex v.

Let Y be a QHS3 given by a negative plumbing8 with a fixed plumbing graph Γ

on s vertices and plumbing matrix M ∈ GL(Z, s). Denote by ~δ the vector in Zs of
degrees of vertices of Γ.

The q-series Ẑb(q) are defined as:9

(2.2) Ẑb(q) = q
−3s−Tr(M)

4 · v.p.

∮
|zv |=1

∏
v∈Vert

dzv
2πizv

(
zv −

1

zv

)2−deg(v)

·Θ−Mb (q, ~z)

8In [32], a definition was given for a more general class of plumbing graphs called weakly negative
plumbings. However, it can be shown that every weakly negative graph can be transformed to
negative-definite one by a sequence of Neumann moves, by a slight modification of the argument
used for the characterization of negative-definite plumbings by Eisenbud and Neumann [21]. As it,
therefore, does not extend the class of 3-manifolds, we prefer to simplify the exposition and use
definite graphs only.

9Let us note that by the Weyl Z2 symmetry of the integrand, we have Ẑb = Ẑ−a and they are
often identified. We do not do it here, i.e. use the so-called “unfolded” version [11].
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where

(2.3) Θ−Mb (q, ~z) =
∑

~l∈2MZs+a

q−
(~l,M−1~l)

4

∏
v∈Vert

zlvv .

Here, v.p. denotes taking the principal value of the integral, given by the average
of the integrals over the circles |zv| = 1 + ε and |zv| = 1 − ε, for ε > 0 small. The
weak negativity condition is needed for the convergence of this q-series. The label
a stands for a choice of spinc structure on Y , which is identified with a vector in

(2Zs + ~δ)/2MZs, see 2.1.
We will now give an interpretation of each part of the integral formula. The

prefactor q
−3s−Tr(M)

4 is needed to ensure the invariance of Ẑb(q) under Neumann
moves. The integrand

(2.4)
∏

v∈Vert

(
zv −

1

zv

)2−deg(v)

is interesting on its own. It reminds the rational function which appears in the
definition of topological Poincaré series of Némethi [59, 6]. This is an important
observation that we will develop further below.

The theta function is a sum over a subset of the lattice, given by a class a rep-

resenting the spinc structure. Each term contains a linear part ~z −
~l labeling vector

in lattice Zs and a q-monomial whose exponent is quadratic in ~l. As the integral in

the formula simply takes constant term in each variable zv, we can think of Ẑb(q) as
being obtained in two steps:

(1) First, we expand the rational function 2.4 into a formal Laurent series using
symmetric expansion (the average of Laurent series at 0 and∞) and include
only the terms which are in the residue class of a.

(2) Transform monomials in variables zv of this Laurent series into monomials
in q according to the following rule:

(2.5) L−M : ~z
~l → q

−(~l,M−1~l)
4

This is a variant of Laplace transform which appears in various other con-
texts.

We can therefore package the input data in a triple (∆, ϕ,Q) where ∆ is the
prefactor, ϕ is a multivariate Laurent series (containing the information of 2.4 and
the subset of the lattice corresponding to b ∈ spinc(Y )) and Q is a quadratic form
in the same variables encoding the Laplace transform 2.5. The invariants are the
result of the map

Z : (∆, ϕ,Q)→ q∆LQϕ,
In our case we have

(2.6) Ẑb = Z(q
−3s−Tr(M)

4 , fb,−M)

where fb is the part of the symmetric expansion of 2.4 containing the terms ~z
~l with

~l in the class of the spinc structure b ∈ 2Zs + δ/2MZs.
In the course of this paper, we need some modifications of the definition, which

usually just amounts to the change of ϕ. It is interesting to study operations on
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(∆, ϕ,Q) which preserve the resulting q-series. Apart from Neumann’s moves, we
have the Reduction Theorem (Theorem 4.1), where all three ∆, ϕ and Q are changed
simultaneously, reducing the number of variables to one.

A particularly important q-series in this paper is the sum of Ẑb(q) over all a

and a variant of Ẑb, which is however labelled by elements of H (instead of spinc

structures):

Definition 2.3. The series Z0 is given by

(2.7) Z0(q) =
∑

b∈spinc(Y )

Ẑb(q) = Z(∆,
∑

b∈spinc(Y )

fb, Q)

with ∆, fb and Q as in Ẑb.

The H-dependent q-series Ẑ ′h(q) are defined as

(2.8) Ẑ ′h(q) = Z(∆, fh, Q)

where fh is the sum of the terms in the symmetric expansion of 2.4 which are in a
class of h ∈ H = Zs/MZs.

The series Z0 is simply the same sum as in Ẑb but over the whole lattice Zs so the
spinc structure dependence is lost. As we sketched in the Introduction, it is often

easier to establish a result for Z0 first and then refine it to Ẑb. The relation of Ẑb
and Ẑ ′h is described in the next proposition.

Proposition 2.4. Ẑ ′h is the sum of Ẑb for all b such that c1(b) = h. In particular,

if Y is a Z/2Z−homology sphere, we have Ẑb = Ẑ ′c1(a). Consequently, the series Ẑ ′h
are invariant under Neumann moves.

Proof. We have disjoint union decompositions:

(2.9) 2Zs + δ =
⋃

b∈2Zs+δ/2Zs
b =

⋃
h∈Zs/MZs

( ⋃
b∈2Zs+δ/2Zs
c1(b)=h

b
)

All the terms in the integrand 2.4 are monomials of the form ~z
~l with ~l in 2Zs + δ.

Therefore, summing over a class of h is the same as over all b with c1(b) = h. �

It is convenient to think of Ẑ ′h(q) as an equivariant refinement of Z0(q) and package
all of them as one q-series with the coefficients in the group ring C[H] :

(2.10) Ẑ ′(q) =
∑
h∈H

Ẑ ′h(q)h

Note that the proposition 2.4 makes clear that the Ẑ ′h(q) series is invariant under

the same Neumann moves as Ẑ(q).

We will now state a formula for the Laurent series in Ẑ ′ in terms of the equivariant
version of 2.4. Denote the standard basis of Zs by ev for v ∈ Vert and [ev] the
corresponding classes in Zs/MZs (and C[H]).
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Lemma 2.5. Let fh be as in the definition of Ẑ ′h(q). Then we have

(2.11)
∑
h∈H

hfh(~z) = s. e.(
∏

v∈Vert

([ev]zv − [−ev]z−1
v )2−δv)

In particular, we have

(2.12) fh(~z) = s. e.(
1

|H|
∑
χ∈Ĥ

χ(h−1)
∏

v∈Vert

((χ([ev])zv − χ([−ev])z−1
v )2−δv))

Proof. We write

(2.13)
∑
h∈H

hfh(~z) = h
∑
~l∈h

′
~z
~l

where the sum runs over the monomials in the symmetric expansion of

(2.14)
∏

v∈Vert

(zv − z−1
v )2−δv

If we now consider the symmetric expansion of the product

(2.15)
∏

v∈Vert

([ev]zv − [−ev]z−1
v )2−δv

we get terms of the form
∏
v[ev]

lvzlvv but
∏
v[ev]

lv is nothing but the class of the

vector ~l as element of H.
The second formula follows from the usual trick

(2.16)
1

|H|
∑
χ∈Ĥ

χ(h−1)[~l] =

{
1 if [~l] = h

0 otherwise

�

Remark 2.6. It would be interesting to find a common language for both Seiberg–

Witten10 and Ẑ invariants. There are certain similarities, e.g the integral expression
for SW invariants [37]. A direct numerical relation was investigated in [35] for a
certain class of plumbing graphs (almost rational graphs [48]) in the case when the

series Ẑb(q) is not identically zero (see corollary 4.2 for an example of vanishing of
the q-series invariants).

Although both SW and Ẑ invariants depend on spinc structures, the nature of
this dependence seems to be slightly different. In particular, the canonical class (and
associated spinc structure) plays an important role in the SW theory, but its role

is not so clear for Ẑb(q). More specifically, in SW theory, it is the canonical which
relates the H-equivariant Poincaré series to spinc-dependent SW invariants. In this

section, we see that there is a natural H−equivariant analog of Ẑb, namely Ẑ ′(q),

but they are related to the Ẑb invariants in a rather formal way, through the Chern
class map.

The integrand of the Ẑb integral formally resembles the multivariate topological
Poincaré series [6], but it is symmetrized and more importantly inverted, interchang-
ing the role of the nodes and leaves of the plumbing graph. On the other hand, it

10and other developments in this direction, as Heegard-Floer homology and lattice cohomology
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shares some formal properties, e.g. there is a version of the reduction theorem for
Seifert manifolds 4.1. It would be interesting to see if there is a way how to incor-
porate the A1 or a general root system into the definition of a multivariate Poincaré
series in a sense of a series assigned to a filtered algebra, as in [6]. A related question
is what would be the analytic analog of this series for singularities.

3. Z0 and splice diagrams

3.1. Splice diagrams. Now we will concentrate on the series Z0(q). We will prove
that up to a power of q, it can be reconstructed from fewer data than those of
the full plumbing graph and consequently, it coincides for different manifolds. The
relevant datum is the splice diagram [70, 53, 21], developed for the study of surface
singularities and plumbed manifolds which appear as their links.

Recall from the Introduction that 3-manifold Y which is a Q-homology sphere has
finite H = H1(Y,Z). There is the associated universal Abelian (unramified) cover
Y ab with covering group H. It is often useful to think of Y as the quotient of Y ab by
H, especially from the point of view of singularity theory, where Y ab can sometimes
be represented as a link of a singularity of a much simpler type then singularities
giving Y.

The covering space Y ab shares many properties of Y , i.e. it is a smooth oriented
3-manifold, plumbed when Y is. It does not have to be, however, a QHS3 when Y
is. Even if this is the case, some intermediate covering may lack this property, which
makes these coverings difficult to study in general. Unlike for universal covering,
taking the universal Abelian covering is not an idempotent operation, i.e., as it may
have nontrivial H1 itself and the construction can be repeated. For example, one
has a tower of links of singularities

S3 A1 D4 E6 E7.
2:1 4:1 3:1 2:1

The maximal splice diagram [56] is a useful way how to repackage the data of
the plumbing graph Γ. It is directly related to the inverse matrix of the plumbing

matrix, which occurs in the formula for Ẑb(q). Even more importantly, it gives a
good grasp of which entries of this matrix are actually important and which can
be suppressed in some situations. This leads to the notion of the splice diagram.
Splice diagrams are useful for constructing algebraic equations of singularities from
topology (3.3).

Definition 3.1. The maximal splice diagram of Y is a graph on the same set of
vertices as Γ with a weight wve for each pair (v, e) of an edge e with its endpoint

vertex v. The weight wve is given by the determinant of −M (ve), where M (ve) is
the plumbing matrix of the subgraph obtained from Γ by all vertices on v-side of e.

The splice diagram is formed from the maximal splice diagram by keeping only
nodes and leaves and removing the weights at leaves.

Example 3.2. Let Y be a manifold given by the following plumbing graph [56]. It
is a homology sphere.
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-2

-3

-1 -17 -1

-3 -2

-2

Its splice diagram is:

2
3

7 11
5
2

and the maximal splice diagram is:

11
2

5
3

7 1 1 11
5

9
2 5

2
28

The plumbing graph and the maximal splice diagram are essentially equivalent as
follows from the next theorem [21]. For a, b vertices of the maximal splice diagram,
we define Nab as the product of all weights adjacent to the shortest path between
a and b, not lying on the path. Let M be the plumbing matrix of Y and adj(M)
denotes the adjugate matrix of M , i.e. adj(M) := det(M)M−1.

Theorem 3.3 (Eisenbud–Neumann). With the notation above, we have

N = − adj(M).

Therefore maximal splice diagram of Y determines the plumbing graph Γ of Y .

This theorem allows us to understand what information is contained in the splice
diagram. It contains exactly the data of adj(M)ab for pairs (a, b) of type leaf-node,
node–leaf, node–node and finally leaf–leaf for two distinct leaves.

Example 3.4. We continue with the previous example 3.2. We order the vertices
as nodes–leaves–joints and among each type, we order them from left to right in our
picture of plumbing graph 3.2.

The adjugate matrix adj(M) = M−1 is

(3.1) − adj(M) =



42 60 21 14 30 12 6 24
60 110 30 20 55 22 10 44
21 30 11 7 15 6 3 12
14 20 7 5 10 4 2 8
30 55 15 10 28 11 5 22
12 22 6 4 11 5 2 9
6 10 3 2 5 2 1 4
24 44 12 8 22 9 4 18


We emphasized those entries of adj(M) which can be read from splice diagram by
Theorem 3.3, for example, the number 20 in the matrix is the product of weights
around the path indicated at figure 5
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2 5
2

v

w

Figure 5. The entry − adjMvw = 2 · 2 · 5 in the adjugate matrix is
given by the product of adjacent weights to the path connecting two
vertices.

3.2. Z0 and splice diagrams. We will now prove that the series Z0(q) can be
reconstructed from the splice diagram, up to a prefactor, which is proportional to
Casson invariant λ(M).

Theorem 3.5. Let Y be a negatively plumbed manifold which is a Q-homology
sphere. Denote H = |H1(Y,Z)|. Let λ(Y ) be the Casson–Walker invariant [75].
Then the q-series

(3.2) q−6λ(Y )Z0(q|H|)

only depends on the splice diagram of Y .

Proof. The series Z0(q) can be written, up to prefactor q∆, as a sum of terms

(3.3) q−(~l,adj(M)~l)/4 =
∏

v,w∈Vert

q−lvlw adj(M)vw/4

Now if we look at the expansion of

(3.4)

(
zv −

1

zv

)2−deg(v)

we see that the vector ~l has zero components for joints. The only entries of adj(M)
which enter the formula are therefore adj(M)vw with v, w leaves or nodes. All these
entries are encoded in the splice diagram, except from adj(M)vv for a leaf v. In the
product 3.3, they contribute by

(3.5)
∏

v∈V ert
q− adj(M)vvl2v/4 = q−

∑
v∈Leaves adj(M)vv/4

because the leaves have lv = ±1, from the term (zv− z−1
v ). We see that these entries

contribute to each monomial by the same overall power of q, therefore up to it,
Z0(q|H|) only depends on the splice diagram.

We are left to investigate the power

|H|∆− 1

4

∑
v∈Leaves

adj(M)vv

where we now added the prefactor ∆ = (−Tr(M) − 3s)/4 of Z0(q). A well-known
formula for Casson–Walker invariant of negative plumbings λ(Y ) reads [6, p. 402]:

(3.6) − 24

|H|λ(Y ) =
∑
v∈Vert

mv + 3s+
∑
v∈Vert

(2− δv)M−1
vv
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so

|H|∆− 1

4

∑
v∈Leaves

adj(M)vv = 6λ(Y ) +
∑

v∈Nodes

(2− δv) adj(M)vv.

We see that the overall prefactor is equal to 6λ(Y ) plus terms that again depend
only on the splice diagram. �

This theorem formalizes the idea of the “unimportance” of the joints in the plumb-

ing graph Γ. Note that for Ẑb(q) the argument fails because of the additional depen-
dence on the spinc structure, which uses the plumbing information in an essential
way. It would be interesting to investigate how it can be interpreted in physics
language.

Corollary 3.6. If Y1 and Y2 have the same universal Abelian cover, then

q−6λ(Y1)Z0(Y1, q
|H1(Y1)|) = q−6λ(Y2)Z0(Y2, q

|H1(Y2)|).

Example 3.7. Let us take the manifold from the example 3.2 and call it Y1.

-2

-3

-1 -17 -1

-3 -2

-2

Another manifold Y2 with the same splice diagram and H1 = Z/17Z is given by
the following diagram:

-2 -2

-3

-2

-2

-2

-2 -2 -2 -2

We have

Z0(Y1, q) =
1

2
q7/2(−1 + q − 2q2 + q3 + q5 + 3q9 + q10 − q14 − q16 − q17 + . . .

Z0(Y2, q
17) =

1

2
q−53/2(−1 + q − 2q2 + q3 + q5 + 3q9 + q10 − q14 − q16 − q17 + . . .

We see that they coincide up to an overall power. The Casson-Walker invariants
are λ(Y1) = −4 and λ(Y2) = −9, respectively.

Note that this series can be decomposed into 17 q-series Ẑb(Y2) which would not
be obvious if we would start with the first plumbing without the knowledge of the
second one.

Remark 3.8. For rational homology spheres that are not Seifert-fibered, there is
always a finite number of manifolds with a given splice diagram. Their number
however grows rapidly [54, prop. 4.3]. If we fix the number |H|, the splice diagram
determines the JSJ decomposition graph of Y [54, prop. 5.4]. When Y is an integer
homology sphere, then the splice diagram determines the maximal splice diagram
and hence the plumbing graph. This was proved in [21] and an algorithm to produce
the maximal splice diagram is described in [57].
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Considerable interest was given to the rational numbers ∆b (defined modulo in-

tegers), such that q−∆bẐb(q) is a series with integral coefficients [35]. Theorem 4.1
has an interesting consequence for them namely we get the following corollary.

Corollary 3.9. The numbers |H|∆b coincide for all spinc structures b on Y .

Proof. The series Z0(q|H|) can be written as q∆ · Z̃(q) where Z̃(q) has integral coef-

ficients. At the same time, Z0(q|H|) is also the sum of all Ẑb(q
|H|), so |H|∆b must

match modulo integers. �

The explicit computation of ∆ = |H|∆b is given for Seifert manifolds in the proof
of Theorem 4.1.

3.3. Splice and splice-quotient singularities. Splice and splice-quotient singu-
larities form a large class of isolated normal surface singularities, see [6] for a detailed
survey. They include important classes like weighted homogeneous singularities, ra-
tional singularities, minimally elliptic singularities, etc. They can be thought of as
the singularities for which many analytical invariants can be often reconstructed
topologically, that is, from the plumbing graph of the corresponding link. We will
stu

As we explained in Section 2, Ẑb(q), or rather their close relatives Ẑ ′h(q) can be
thought of as H-equivariant decomposition of Z0. Hence we expect, that they should
be related to the quotient of the splice singularity – the splice-quotient, whose link
is the manifold Y. The series Z0 should be related to the splice singularity, which
described the universal Abelian cover. We will explore this for Seifert manifolds in
Section 4.

A nice illustration of close ties between the topology of the 3-manifold and the
analytic geometry of the singularity is a theorem of Némethi [6, 8.5.19–8.5.26].

Theorem 3.10 (Némethi). A normal isolated surface singularity whose link is
QHS3 is a splice-quotient if and only if the analytical Poincaré series coincides
with the topological Poincaré series.

This result implies Seiberg–Witten invariant conjecture for this class: Suitably
normalized 3d Seiberg–Witten invariants coincide with the equivariant geometric
genus of the singularity. Motivated by these results we pose the following question.

Question 3.11. Is there an analytic version of Ẑb invariants such that it coincides

with usual Ẑb in the case of splice-quotients?

Question 3.12. Némethi and Ágoston defined an invariant of a surface singular-
ity – analytic lattice cohomology [2], using the analogy with 3-manifold invariants.
This is defined for singularities of arbitrary dimension. Is there a complex analytic

version of the Ẑb invariants which would coincide with the original one for quasi-
homogeneous singularities?

4. Seifert manifolds

We will now concentrate on the special case of Seifert manifolds. These manifolds
are plumbed, and the plumbing graph can be chosen to be star-shaped, i.e. with at
most one node. We always consider negative-definite plumbings. Since all manifolds
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. . .

. . .

. . .

−b

−c(1)
1 −c(1)

2 −c(1)
n1

−c(k)
1 −c(k)

2 −c(k)
nk

Figure 6. Plumbing graph of a Seifert manifold.

we consider in this paper are oriented rational homology spheres, the relevant Seifert
fibrations are those over two-sphere S2. A useful description of the manifold is via
the Seifert invariants.

Let us fix some notation.11 Seifert (reduced) data consist of an integer b and tuples
(a1, b1), (a2, b2), . . . (ak, bk) of integers such that 0 < bk < ak and gcd(ak, bk) = 1.
Associated to it, there is a Seifert manifold Y = M(b; (a1, b1), (a2, b2), . . . , (ak, bk))
fibered over the sphere with k singular fibers. We always assume that k ≥ 3.12 The
manifold Y can be described by a star-shaped plumbing graph with the central node
having the framing −b and with k legs, such that the framing of vertices on j-th

leg is given by the sequence −c(j)
1 ,−c(j)

2 , . . . ,−c(j)
nj with c

(j)
1 ≥ 1 and c

(j)
i ≥ 2 for

i = 2, . . . , nj , such that

(4.1)
aj
bj

= c
(j)
1 −

1

c
(j)
2 −

1

. . . − 1

c
(j)
nj

Let us denote the leaves of the plumbing graph as v1, v2, . . . , vk and the node as

v0. Denote A =
∏k
i=1 ai, āi for A/ai and āij for A/aiaj . An example of a Seifert

manifold was given in the Introduction, see 1.1.
We want to emphasize that as we know from Section 3, some invariants of Y can

be read from the splice diagram of Y . In the Seifert case, splice diagram contains
exactly the integers ai, see figure 7, so the invariants are then independent of b and
bi. Note that this distinction is vacuous for integral homology spheres where b and
bi are uniquely determined by ai.

Let us illustrate this on quantities related to the first homology H = H1(Y,Z).
The fundamental group of Y has a presentation given by elements gi and g0 satisfying

(4.2) [gi, g0] = 1, gaii = g0, for i = 1, 2, . . . , k,

k∏
i=1

gbii = gb0

11We mostly follow [6] but use bi instead of ωi. There are many conventions, e.g. in [11], b is
with opposite sign.

12Seifert manifolds with k < 3 are lens spaces and we can easily enlarge k by adding tuples (1, 0).
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a1

a2a3
a4
ak

Figure 7. Splice diagram of Seifert manifold M(b; (a1, b1), . . . , (ak, bk)).

The group H = H1(Y,Z) is its abelianization and we denote the generators by
the same letters. Note that gi can be identified with the classes [ei] ∈ H = Zs/MZs
of basis vectors for the corresponding leaf vi and g0 = [e0] is the class of the node.

The degree of the group H = H1(Y,Z) can be computed as:

|H| = A|e| = A| − b+
∑
i

bi/ai| = | −Ab+
∑
i

āibi|

where e = −b +
∑

i bi/ai is the Euler number of the Seifert fibration. It clearly
depends on both ai and bi and can be arbitrarily large for fixed ai.

On the other hand, the group H/〈g0〉 is independent of bi, with the order of g0

being lcm(a1, a2, . . . , ak)|e|. Geometrically, g0 is the generator corresponding to the
fiber of the Seifert fibration and H/〈g0〉 is the fundamental group of the base orbifold
S2. Another example is provided by the counts of SL(2,C) vs SU(2) connections,
where the SL(2,C) case often depends only on ai, see e.g. [17]. The theorem 3.5

says that the series Z0(q|H|) is independent of bi up to a fixed fractional power of q
proportional to the Casson invariant λSU(2).

4.1. Reduction theorem for Seifert manifolds. It is natural to ask if we can
express the Ẑb(q) invariants of Seifert manifolds using Seifert data, rather than
the plumbing graph (which can be very large due to continued fraction expansion).
Morally, we can think of the Seifert data as some essential information in the inverse
matrix M−1, which appears in the theta function (or Laplace transform). This was
done for three singular fiber Brieskorn homology spheres [32] generalized slightly
[61] (see 4.4 for more on this case), using false theta functions. Another approach to

reduction of Ẑb appeared recently in [16], which works for pairwise coprime ai. The
main theorem of this section, Theorem 4.1, generalizes this result to any number of
fibers, removes the conditions on H1(Y ) and, perhaps more importantly, makes its
role more transparent. An important intermediate step involves working with the

series Z0, which depends only on ai up to a prefactor, and treating Ẑ (or rather its

mild modification Ẑ ′ defined in Section 2) as the H−equivariant refinement.

The reduction theorem gives us a formula for the series Z0 and Ẑ ′h(q) defined
in 2.7 using a single variable rational function. In the case of the Z2-homology

spheres, it determines all Ẑb invariants as they coincide with Ẑ ′h(q). Recall from the
Introduction that the “Laplace transform” LA is defined as

(4.3) LA(tn) = qn
2/4A.
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Theorem 4.1 (Reduction theorem). Let Y = M(b; (a1, b1), (a2, b2), . . . , (ak, bk)) be
a negative-definite Seifert manifold which is a rational homology sphere. Denote

(4.4) f0(t) =
(tA/a1 − t−A/a1)(tA/a2 − t−A/a2) · · · (tA/ak − t−A/ak)

(tA − t−A)k−2

Then

(4.5) Z0(q|H|) = q∆LA(s. e. f0(t))

where ∆ = ∆(Y ) is a rational number described in the proof.
Moreover, we have

(4.6) Ẑ ′h(q|H|) = q∆LA(s. e. fh(t))

where
(4.7)

fh(t) =
1

|H|
∑
χ∈Ĥ

(χ(g1)tA/a1 − χ(g−1
1 )t−A/a1) · · · (χ(gk)t

A/ak − χ(g−1
k )t−A/ak)

(χ(g0)tA − χ(g−1
0 )t−A)k−2

and if Y is a Z/2Z-homology sphere, we have

(4.8) Ẑb(q
|H|) = q∆LA(s. e. fh(t))

where h = c1(b) is the map defined in 2.1.

Proof. The integrand in Z0 gives the function f0(t) by the following substitution:

(4.9)

{
zi → tāi for the leaves
z0 → tA for the node

To compute Z0(q|H|) we substitute each monomial in variables zi of the form ~z
~l

for the monomial q−(~l,adj(M)~l)/4. We can expand the exponent (multiplied by 4 for
convenience):

(4.10) − (~l, adj(M)~l) = l20A+ 2
∑
i 6=0

l0liāi +
∑
i 6=j

lilj āij +
∑
i 6=0

l2i adj(M)ii.

If we perform first the substitution 4.9 and then Laplace transform LA, 4.3, we
get (suppressing again the factor of 4)

(l0A+
∑
i 6=0

liāi)
2/A = l20A+ 2

∑
i 6=0

l0liāi +
∑
i,j 6=0

lilj āiāj/A(4.11)

= l20A+ 2
∑
i 6=0

l0liāi +
∑
i,j 6=0

lilj āij .(4.12)

We see that the two expressions 4.10 and 4.12 differ only in terms corresponding
to “a leaf with itself,” l2i āii vs. l2i adj(M)ii. Since l2i = (±1)2 is always 1 for each

vector ~l ∈ Zs, these terms give the same contribution to each term of the sum, so
they contribute by an overall power of q in the series Z0.

Altogether, we have

(4.13) Z0(q|H|) = q∆LA(s. e. f0(t))
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where

4∆ = |H|(−3s− Tr(M))−
∑
i 6=0

adj(M)ii −
1

A

∑
i 6=0

ā2
i

(4.14)

= −|H|(3s+ Tr(M) +
∑
i

(2− δi)(M−1)ii − (2− δ0)(M−1)00)− 1

A

∑
i 6=0

ā2
i(4.15)

= 24λ(Y )− (2− δ0)A− 1

A

∑
i 6=0

ā2
i(4.16)

= 24λ(Y )−A(2− δ0 +
∑
i 6=0

1

a2
i

)(4.17)

using the well-known formula for Casson–Walker invariant λ as in the proof of the-
orem 3.5.

The equivariant version follows the same computation of the exponents. The set
which we sum over is the class of h ∈ H = Zs/MZs, so we need to replace 4.4 by its
equivariant version 4.18 according to Lemma 2.5. The last statement follows from

the equality of the tuples Ẑb and Ẑ ′h identified via the Chern class c1 in proposition
2.4.

�

We now give several remarks on the interpretation of this result and its relation
to previous works. Seifert manifolds have often been used as examples for exploring

interesting phenomena for Ẑ(q), e.g. [11, 44, 13, 12, 74]. Our theorem gives a very
easy-to-use formula that can be used to check many conjectures, such as connections
with logarithmic vertex algebras in Section 5.

The reduction theorem can be thought of as an analogue of the reduction proce-
dure of Némethi [6, p. 364] which has been developed in a large generality. Indeed,
the substitution in the proof is the analogue of the reduction to the (unique) node.
It is natural to proceed in this direction for more general graphs, which will be devel-
oped in future work. A clue toward a more general reduction was already presented
in [9] for certain H-shaped graphs. It however relies on a specific form of the graph
and the theory of splice diagrams provides a natural framework for generalizing these
computations.

The function f0(t) is a “symmetrized and inverted version” of the univariate
Poincaré series of the splice type singularity defined by the splice diagram. For Seifert
manifolds, those are complete intersections of Brieskorn type [52]. The fact that
the function 4.4 reminds various previous functions assigned to Brieskorn homology
spheres (rather than Q−homology spheres) is a reflection of it. Following [33, 5],
we can also identify the function f0(t) with the Borel transform of the perturbative
expansion in complex Chern–Simons theory; its singularity structure is the central
element of the resurgent analysis. Indeed, as explained in the Introduction, Z0

is a very natural object from the viewpoint of complex Chern–Simons theory and
resurgent analysis. Unfortunately, in general it lacks integrality and many other

important properties, e.g. is not expected to admit a categorification, whereas Ẑ
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(and, possibly, Ẑ ′) enjoy these properties. Our discussion here seems to suggest
that for the latter the role of the Borel plane is played by the Poincaré series of the
corresponding splice type singularity. It would be interesting to explore this further.

A useful immediate corollary explains why, for Seifert manifolds, the Ẑb(q) series
vanish for many values of b:

Corollary 4.2. Let Y be a Seifert manifold Z2−homology sphere with k singular
fibers as above, and assume that the element g0 ∈ π1(Y ) is trivial in H1. Then there

are at most 2k non-zero Ẑb invariants.

Proof. As g0 vanishes, the only elements of H which appear in the expansion of

(4.18)
∑
h

fh(t) =
(g1t

A/a1 − g−1
1 (h−1)t−A/a1) · · · (gktA/ak − g−1

k (h−1)t−A/ak)

(g0tA − g0t−A)k−2

are of the form

g±1
1 g±1

2 · · · g±1
k

and there is 2k of them. The non-zero fh(t) are their coefficients. �

Example 4.3. For any positive integer n, Seifert manifold M(2; (n, n− 1), (n, n−
1), (n, 1)) has |H| = n3/n = n2 and |g0| = n/n = 1 so there are only 8 non-zero

q-series Ẑb(q).
This infinite family of examples has to be compared to the Seifert manifold

M(1; (3, 1), (4, 1), (5, 1)), the link of x3y + y2z + xz2 = 0 (S12 singularity), which

has |H| = 13 and all thirteen Ẑb(q) non-zero, as the element g0 generates the full H.

Remark 4.4. We see that the Ẑb can vanish for many spinc structures b. Seifert
manifolds with g0 trivial were studied in the recent work [12, 74], see also [61] where

they were called pseudo-spherical manifolds. Their Ẑb, being linear combinations
of false theta functions are written as characters of log-VOAs, which for 3 singular
fibers depends13 on a single number −1/e = lcm(a1, a2, a3). In the case of nontrivial
g0, we expect that the algebra needs to be correspondingly refined to incorporate
the denominator in the formula 4.18.

Example 4.5. Let us consider the Seifert manifold Y = M(2; (2, 1), (3, 2), (3, 2)),
the link of E6 singularity x2 + y3 + z4 = 0. The plumbing graph is the E6 Dynkin
diagram.

-2-2 -2

-2

-2 -2

The splice diagram has weights given by (a1, a2, a3) = (2, 3, 3) in Seifert data and the
corresponding (splice type) equation of the universal Abelian cover is x2+y3+z3 = 0,

13apart from the root system
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which defines D4 singularity. The first homology is H1(Y ) = Z/3Z, so we have three
q-series of which two coincide by spinc conjugation symmetry. Specifically,

Ẑ0(q) = q−1 − 1 + q + q4 − q6 − q11 + q14 + q21 − q25 − q34 + q39 + q50 − q56 − . . .
(4.19)

Ẑ1(q) = Ẑ2(q) = q−2/3(−1 + q3 − q9 + q18 − q30 + q45 − q63 + q84 − q108 + . . .

(4.20)

The function f0 which gives Z0 (by theorem 4.1) is

(4.21) f0(t) =
(t9 − t−9)(t6 − t−6)(t6 − t−6)

t18 − t−18
=

(t9 − t−9)(t12 + t−12 − 2)

t18 − t−18
.

The group H is generated by g1, g2, g3, g0 satisfying g2
1 = g0, g3

2 = g0, g3
3 =

g0, g1g
2
2g

2
3 = g2

0. It is easy to see that g0 = g1 = 1, the identity element, ω := g2

generates H and g3 = ω2. The equivariant version is given by∑
hfh(t) =

(g1t
9 − g−1

1 t−9)(g2t
6 − g−1

2 t−6)(g3t
6 − g−1

3 t−6)

t18 − t−18
(4.22)

=
(t9 − t−9)(ωt6 − ω2t−6)(ω2t6 − ωt−6)

t18 − t−18
(4.23)

(t9 − t−9)(t12 + t−12)

t18 − t−18
+ (ω + ω2)

(t−9 − t9)

t18 − t−18
.(4.24)

By expanding and applying the Laplace transform, we get the series 4.19. As Y in
this example is a Z2−homology sphere, spinc structures are in one-to-one correspon-

dence with elements of H by the c1 map, so we recover the Ẑ invariants for spinc

structures.

Remark 4.6. Any Seifert homology sphere can be written as a branched double cover
of S3 with ramification locus given by knots of Montesinos type. In fact, this is also
true for any plumbed homology sphere, with knots of plumbed type, as taking cover
behaves well w.r.t. splicing operation [69, p. 24]. This could allow us to find a

formula for Ẑ invariants of a branched cover over a knot. We could also get a closed
formula for FK(x, q) for Montesinos knots.

5. Z0, irreducible connections, spectrum

In this last section, we explore an interplay between four different objects asso-
ciated with a Seifert manifold: a generalized version of Z0 q-series, irreducible flat
SL(2,C)−connections, the spectrum of the corresponding splice type singularity,
and the corresponding vertex algebras. In Section 3 we examined which invariants
of the 3-manifold depend on the full data of the plumbing graph, or rather just on
the splice diagram. With the exception of vertex algebras, all objects listed above
are of the latter type.14 It is an interesting question, whether the discussion in this
section generalize to more complicated plumbed manifolds.

This connection also hints at a deeper relation between geometric structures,
leading to a conjectural notion of a non-abelian non-commutative Hodge structure.

14In particular, all of them become essentialy trivial for lens spaces.
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Seifert manifolds form a rather special class and their properties are closely related
to the base orbifold curve. Some of the relations described may be of algebraic
origin, rather than topological one.

connections

Z0(q)

spectrum

5.1. Irreducible flat connections on Seifert manifolds. The study of flat con-
nections on 3-manifolds, or equivalently, representations of the fundamental group,
is an important tool in 3-dimensional topology. Flat connections are critical points
of the Chern-Simons functional, so they are expected to organize the structure of

both perturbative and non-perturbative complex Chern-Simons theory [31]. With Ẑ
providing a non-perturbative definition of this theory, the role of complex flat connec-
tions on Y extended further to the category of line operations, dubbed MTC[Y,GC]
in [37].

We continue to work with the simplest non-trivial choice of the complex gauge
group, GC = SL(2,C), and leave generalizations to an interested reader and fu-
ture work. Let us denote by M∗(Y, SL(2,C)) the moduli space of irreducible flat
connections on Y (modulo conjugation). For Seifert homology spheres, the moduli
space can be described as a certain moduli space of parabolic Higgs bundles over the
(orbifold) base CP1 [8]. The moduli space is smooth, non-compact, and has compo-
nents of various dimensions between 0 and 2k− 6 where k is the number of singular
fibers. In particular, for 3 fibers, it is just a collection of points. A component
C ⊂M∗(Y, SL(2,C)) of dimension 2n− 6 has Euler characteristics

(5.1) χ(C) = (n− 1)(n− 2)2n−4 =

(
n− 1

2

)
2n−3,

which is also equal to the rank of the cohomology of C as it is nontrivial only in
even degrees.

Related to this, SL(2,C)-Casson invariant λCSL(2,C)(Y ) was defined in [18]. For

Seifert homology spheres, it simply counts the zero-dimensional components [7]. An
alternative definition, denoted by λPSL(2,C)(Y ), is due Abouzaid and Manolescu [1],

which in the case of Seifert homology spheres coincides with the Euler characteristics
of the moduli space of flat connections. The number of components of dimension
2n− 6 is

(5.2)
en(a1 − 1, a2 − 1, . . . , ak − 1)

2n−1
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where en is the elementary symmetric polynomial

en(x1, x2, . . . , xk) =
∑

1≤j1<j2<···<jk≤n
xj1xj2 . . . xjk .

For example for Y = Σ(2, 3, 5, 7) we have e3(1, 2, 4, 6)/4 = 23 zero-dimensional
components and e4(1, 2, 4, 6)/8 = 6 two-dimensional components and

λPSL(2,C)(Y ) = 23 + 6 · 6 = 59.

The set of components of dimension 2n − 6 can be identified with the set D of
tuples of integers (d1, d2, . . . , dk) satisfying 0 < di < ai and exactly n numbers being
non-zero, modulo the action of (Z2)n−1 that takes di → ai − di for an even number
of non-zero di simultaneously, resulting in the count above. The numbers di can
be thought of as rotational numbers of the corresponding representation with the
representant in the (Z2)n−1 orbit corresponding to taking different presentations of
the group. For more details, see [69] for the case of 3 singular fibres and [5] for a
more general case.15

5.2. From connections to spectrum. Recall from Section 3, that to some classes
of plumbed 3-manifolds, one can naturally assign (an equisingular family of) splice-
type singularities defined using splice diagram. This is particularly nice for Seifert
manifolds, where the corresponding singularity is complete intersection of Brieskorn
type [52].

We will start with 3 singular fibres for simplicity. Given a Seifert manifold Y =
M((a1, b1), (a2, b2), (a3, b3)), the corresponding splice-type singularity X is

(5.3) xa1 + ya2 + za3 = 0.

By Neumann’s theorem, this is the universal abelian cover of the quasihomogeneous
singularity with link Y . The equation is constructed from the splice diagram and
does not depend on bi.

This singularity, being a hypersurface, has natural one-parameter smoothing and
admits the monodromy operator and spectral numbers defined using a canonical
mixed Hodge structure on the Milnor fiber. The rank of cohomology of the Milnor
number (= number of spectral numbers with multiplicities) is Milnor number µ.

The spectrum of the singularity 5.3 can be computed using Thom–Sebastiani
theorem. In this case, it is simply the set

(5.4)
d1

a1
+
d2

a2
+
d3

a3
, 0 < di < ai for i = 1, 2, 3

The eigenvalues of the monodromy are equal to exponentiated spectral numbers
exp(2πi

∑ di
ai

). From 5.4 and 5.2 we see that, in the case of Y being homology

sphere, the Milnor number of X = Xab is proportional to λCSL(2,C)(Y ) = λPSL(2,C)(Y ),

see [7]:

(5.5)
µ(Xab)

4
= λCSL(2,C)(Y ),

15Some components of lower dimensions were omitted in the discussion there due to too restric-
tive fundamental domain for the (Z2)n−1 action.
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If Y is a rational homology sphere, the left hand side needs to be replaced by the
number of Z/2Z × Z/2Z orbits (the action now has fixed points). The count of
connection was given in [17, p. 20] and the analog of the equation above follows
easily from Burnside’s lemma.

This relation extends nicely to more singular fibers as we will describe now. Al-
though this extension may be known to the experts, we were not able to find it in
the literature. We will formulate it in terms of the monodromy eigenvalues as those
were explicitly computed by Hamm [39]. The spectrum of complete intersections has
been defined [20], but we are now merely interested in the counts of the elements,
so it does not make a big difference.

Suppose we have a Seifert manifold Y = M({(bi, ai)}k1) with k singular fibres. The
corresponding splice-type equations are a complete intersection of k−2 equations of
type 5.3 in k variables, again with generic coefficients. More specifically, let us take
a complex matrix αij of size (k − 2) × k with all maximal subdeterminants being

non-zero. Consider the functions fi(x) : Ck → C, i = 1 . . . k − 2 given by

(5.6) fi(x) =
∑

αijx
aj
j

The set

f1(x) = f2(x) = · · · = fk−2(x) = 0

defines a complex surface X with an isolated complete intersection singularity at
the origin. If Y is a homology sphere, then Y is the link of X [52]. If it is a rational
homology sphere, the link of X is Y ab.

We will now assume that Y is a homology sphere for simplicity.16 If we now take
as X∗ the surface given by the equations 5.6 but the last one fk−2, the function
fk−2 is regular on X∗ except 0, and we can define the monodromy operator h of the
Milnor fiber of fk−2. We have

Lemma 5.1 (Hamm). The characteristic polynomial χ(t) of h is given by

(5.7) χ(t) =
∏

3≤n≤k,
1≤j1<···<jn≤k

δaj1 ,aj2 ,...,ajn (t)(
n−1
2 )

where

(5.8) δb1,b2,...,bn(t) =
∏

d1,...,dn,
1≤di<bi,
i=1,...,n

e2πi(d1/b1+d2/b2+···+dn/bn) − t

We observe that the eigenvalues of monodromy are labeled by tuples (d1, d2, . . . , dn)
for n varying from 3 to k in the same way as the 2n − 6 dimensional components
of the moduli space of connections. The multiplicity of the eigenvalue is

(
n−1

2

)
so

for each n we get that the number of eigenvalues (with multiplicities) is 4 times the

number of 2n−6 dimensional components times the Euler characteristics
(
n−1

2

)
2n−3.

We obtain

16This is the case mostly studied in the literature. We expect that for rational homology spheres,
similar modifications can be done as in the case of of 3 singular fibres.
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Proposition 5.2. Let Y be a Seifert homology sphere and X the corresponding
complete intersection singularity with Milnor number µ. Then

µ(X)

4
= λPSL(2,C)(Y ).

It is rather clear that this relation is not just a numerical coincidence and should
be given an interpretation on the level of cohomology. Abouzaid and Manolescu
defined the cohomology using Heegaard splitting, giving two Lagrangians in the
character variety of the Heegaard surface. They considered certain perverse sheaf of
vanishing cycles, which can be thought of as being associated to a function related
to the Lagrangians.17 The resulting cohomology is expected to be closely related
to MTC[Y,GC] and to the Floer homology of Vafa-Witten theory on Y , see e.g.
[29, 37, 38]. In particular, these connections indicate a direct relation to the sheaf
counting (Vafa-Witten theory) on the complex surface X.

Further support for this relation comes from the analogy between the above propo-
sition and the “Casson invariant conjecture” relating the λSU(2) with the one eight
of the signature σ of the Milnor fiber [58]. Since the latter has been verified for
splice-quotients in [51], one might expect a suitable SL(2,C) analogue to hold true
in the same generality as well.

5.3. Non-Abelian Noncommutative Hodge Structure. Consider a (germ of)
a singular affine hypersurface X (or more generally a complete intersection) with an
isolated singular point 0, with the link Y of X being a homology sphere.18 We have

(5.9) π1(X/0) ∼= π1(Y )

so we can use the algebraic structure on X/0 for the study of moduli spaces of
representation.

Following C. Simpson [71] and T. Mochizuki we have (see the survey of Sabbah
[68]) we have a real-analytic isomorphism of the Betti and Dolgachev moduli spaces.

(5.10) H1
B(Y ) ∼= MDol(X/0).

Theorem 5.3 (Simpson, Mochizuki). H1
Dol(X/0) carries a non-Abelian mixed Hodge

Structure.

As in the previous subsection, we consider the smoothing one-parameter family,

{Xt → X0}
with the monodromy operator, see 8. Associated to it, there is the spectrum of
singularity, denoted by Sα, encoding the Hodge-theoretic information.

Many of the classical aspects of Hodge theory have not been developed for the
mixed non-Abelian Hodge structures. In particular, there is no Clemens–Schmid
sequence for mixed non-Abelian Hodge structures. We propose the non-Abelian

17In geometric and physics realizations of knot and 3-manifold invariants this function is known
as the superpotential of a 3d theory [60, 27, 28, 34, 23, 22, 67]; it defines a Landau-Ginzburd (LG)
model that we discuss in more detail shortly.

18For rational homology spheres, one would have to pass to the universal abelian covering Xab

which makes the discussion more involved.
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XtX0

Figure 8. The monodromy of an isolated surface singularity.

noncommutative Hodge structure as a possible approach to Clemens–Schmid se-
quence for mixed non-Abelian Hodge structures based on the theory of Landau–
Ginzburg models. Our considerations suggest the following non-Abelian noncom-
mutative Hodge Structure, illustrated in figure 9.

C

H(X)

ϕ H(X)

• • •

• • •

•

Sα

H1
Dol(X/0)

Hλi,n

Figure 9. Non-Abelian noncommutative structure combining the
moduli spaces of representations with Landau-Ginzburg theory.

The critical sets of the function ϕ are the moduli spaces of connections, carrying
the non-Abelian Hodge structures. The proposals for constructing ϕ using a reduc-
tion of the Chern–Simons were given, e.g. [23, 22]. The noncommutative Hodge
structure is encoded in the global structure of ϕ and in the spectrum, which la-
bels the components and the multiplicity corresponds to the Euler characteristics
of the components, as explained in the previous subsection. The noncommutative
non-Abelian Hodge structure H can be thought of as a combination of these two
phenomena. The properties of H are expected to be combinations of A and B sides
of properties [41]. We formulate these as questions.

Question 5.4. (1) Does H behave as a B-side classical mixed Hodge structure?
(2) Does H behave as an A-side NC Hodge Structure?
(3) Does H have all properties of spectra, e.g. Thom–Sebastiani?
(4) Are the stability conditions of the corresponding Fukaya–Seidel category de-

termined by the bases of the Hitchin systems for the moduli spaces of repre-
sentations?
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(5) Do the wall-crossing of phenomena for the above stability conditions deter-

mine the Ẑ invariants associated with Y ? This approach relates to the cal-
culations by [23, 22] and [72].

Here are some additional questions about the abstract properties of proposed
structures:

(6) Consider an L-hyperplane section of X. Is HX∩L ⊂ HX?
(7) Does Hspec have Thom–Sebastiani and semi-continuity properties?
(8) Does the Hitchin base B of the moduli space MDol(X/0) embed into the

space of stability conditions for Fukaya–Seidel category associated to the
LG model HX?

StabFS(H(X)) ⊃ B =
⊕

λi∈Spec
Hλi(Sym

2(X/0))?

Example 5.5. X : x2 + y3 + z7 = 0 ⊃ Seifert homology sphere Σ(2, 3, 7)

H

• • •

SL(2,C)

There are three irreducible flat SL(2,C)-connections, corresponding to three Z2×Z2

orbits of the spectrum of X given by

(5.11)
d1

2
+
d2

3
+
d3

7

with d1 = 1, d2 = 1, 2 and d3 = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6. The Landau–Ginzburg model for the
link of X was proposed in [22]. As pointed out in loc.cit., the Landau–Ginzburg
potential may have additional critical points that have interpretation (and play an
important role) in curve counting and also in 3d-3d correspondence [27, 28].

Motivated by the previous subsection, we can see two approaches to build not
only new NCNA Hodge structures but also two new ways to build invariants of 3
manifolds.

Approach 1: In [1] Abouzaid-Manolescu show that the moduli space of SL(2,C)
representations of π1(Y ) (for any 3-manifold Y ) is a derived critical locus, and they
prove it by choosing a Heegaard splitting. The question is how the space and the
function f such that crit(f) = X depends on the choice of Heegaard splitting.

In this derived situation it is conceivable we can define a derived version of the
classical spectrum.

Conjecture 5.6. The derived spectrum of f is an invariant of Y , i.e. it is inde-
pendent of the way in which Y is constructed.

Approach 2: Use the approach of [23, 22] to construct the potential. For this, we
need to find a Lagrangian submanifold in a 3d Calabi–Yau manifold T ∗Y associated
with Y ; the disk counting then produces a potential f . Carrying this out might give
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a simpler proof of the above conjecture. Furthermore, the Fukaya-Seidel category
for f in this approach is expected to be related to the “category of line operators”
MTC[Y,GC] in [37, 11].

It is possible that the spectra defined in approach 1 and approach 2 are the same.
It seems conceivable that the following conjecture holds:

Conjecture 5.7. The derived spectrum is the “same” for all potentials f which
have the same derived critical locus X.

The above considerations suggest three invariants of derived singularity theory
with increasing order of complexity.

(1) Hypercohomologies of the perverse sheaf of vanishing cycles F . In the case
when F comes from a 3 manifold the above hypercohomologies form an
invariant of 3 manifold Y [1].

(2) We can enhance the above hypercohomologies with a mixed Hodge structure.
Combined with monodromy it leads to the derived spectrum. In the case
when the derived spectrum is connected with a moduli space of SL(2,C)
representations it defines invariants of this moduli space and an invariant of
the 3-manifold Y .

(3) We can bring additional data to the above potential f - a divisor D along
which f has a log behavior. This allows an additional spectral grading
coming from the number of times a path coming from one component of the
critical set goes around D and ending on another component of the critical
set.

Changing the divisor D leads to different filtrations and functors among different
Fukaya–Seidel categories. In such a way we get an enhancement of classical singu-
larity theory. In the case of a 3-manifold, all of the above data of singularity theory
(commutative spectrum, derived spectrum, and spectral grading) are recorded by

the q-series Ẑ. These make Ẑ an interesting starting point for producing invariants
of 4-manifolds via categorification.

Some of these ideas have appeared before in the theory of singularity and category
theory – see e.g. [43, 25].

5.4. Relation to vertex algebras and invariants of complex surfaces. The

non-conventional modular properties of Ẑ-invariants perfectly fit those exhibited by
characters of a logarithmic vertex algebra. In fact, the relation of the form

(5.12) Ẑb(q) = χb(q)

is one of the predictions of the so-called “3d-3d correspondence” in physics, and
can be viewed as its mathematical incarnation. Here, χb(q) is a character of a log-
VOA labeled by 3-manifold Y (and a choice of the root system, which is implicit
throughout the paper).

For a plumbed 3-manifold Y , a specific choice of a plumbing graph corresponds
to a choice of a 4-manifold X, with Y = ∂X as its boundary (X is given by 4d Dehn
surgery). If the plumbing is negative-definite, this 4-manifold can be equipped with
a complex structure (as a resolution of a normal surface singularity) and we can
study analytical invariants of the complex surfaces and compare them to topological
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invariants of underlying 4-manifold and to invariants of Y . Since various q-series
invariants of X were available for quite some time, it is natural to ask how they

compare with Ẑb(q) and Z0(q). The development of Ẑb(Y ; q) was, in fact, largely
motivated [37] by the connection to the Vafa–Witten and Donaldson-Thomas invari-

ants of X which share many similarities with Ẑb(Y ; q). For example, both require a
choice of an additional structure whose cutting-and-gluing is described by a ‘deco-
rated’ version of TQFT, and both are related to characters of VOA’s labeled by the
corresponding 3-manifolds or 4-manifolds.

To keep this discussion more concrete and to explore these relations deeper, let us
consider a rather special class of spherical 3-manifolds of ADE type, i.e. Y = S3/Γ,
where Γ is a discrete subgroup of SU(2). In type A, Γ = Zp is simply a cyclic
group and Y = L(p, 1) is a Lens space. Similarly, for E8 we get a Poincaré sphere,
and we refer to other spherical 3-manifolds in this family by their type, e.g. as “E6

manifold” and so on.

Theorem 5.8 (following [47]). For a discrete subgroup Γ ⊂ SU(2) of ADE type, let
XΓ be the corresponding ALE space given by a resolution of the C2/Γ singularity.
Then, for any

(5.13) ρ ∈ Hom (Γ, GL(N))

the generating series of Vafa–Witten (and Donaldson–Thomas) invariants counting
rank-N sheaves on XΓ is a character of the affine Lie algebra ĝ at level N :

(5.14) ZVW (XΓ; q, ρ) = ZDT (XΓ; q, ρ) = χĝN
ρ (q)

where g is related to Γ by McKay correspondence.

Note, all representations ρ : Γ→ GL(N) can be conjugated to U(N). In particu-
lar, this means that for spherical manifolds S3/Γ the problem of enumerating U(N)
flat connections is equivalent to the problem of classifying GL(N) flat connections.19

For example, when Γ is of type A, i.e. a cyclic group Zp, we can think of ρ as a
Young tableau that can fit in a rectangle of (of the size determined by N and the

order of Γ). The number of such ρ is equal to (N+p−1)!
(p−1)!N ! . We can also use the relation

U(N) = U(1)×SU(N)
ZN to enumerate SU(N) or SL(N) representations

(5.15) ρ : Γ→ SL(N)

Their number, equal to (N+p−1)!
(N−1)!p! , is the number of representations of ŝu(N)p.

The analogous statements for 3-manifold q-series invariants can be stated in terms

of Ẑb(Y, q). We will illustrate it on the E6 manifold, continuing Example 4.5. Other
spherical manifolds can be treated similarly.

19This simple fact plays an important role in relating infinite-dimensional algebras and modular
data associated to 4-manifolds and to 3-manifolds [24]; in particular, for spherical 3-manifolds the
set {ρ} labels simple objects in MTC[Y ] [11].
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Example 5.9. From the expressions in Example 4.5, we can write Ẑ0 and Ẑ1 in
terms of false theta-functions:

Ẑ0(E6) =
2q−1

(q)∞
− q−

25
24

(q)∞

(
Ψ̃

(1)
6 + Ψ̃

(5)
6

)
=

q−1

(q)∞

(
1− q + q2 + q5 − q7 + . . .

)
(5.16)

Ẑ1(E6) =
q−

2
3
− 3

8

(q)∞
Ψ

(3)
6 =

q−2/3

(q)∞

(
−1 + q3 − q9 + q18 − q30 + q45 + . . .

)
where we restored the universal factor 1

(q)∞
present for all 3-manifolds.20 and used

the standard notation for the false theta-functions

Ψ̃(a)
p (q) :=

∞∑
n=0

ψ
(a)
2p (n)q

n2

4p ∈ q
a2

4p Z[[q]],(5.17)

ψ
(a)
2p (n) =

{
±1, n ≡ ±a mod 2p ,
0, otherwise.

In particular, we have

(5.18) ∆b = hb −
c

24
= {−1, −2

3}

which already gives some information about the central charge c of the corresponding
log-VOA and conformal weights hb of its modules. In order to identify the right log-
VOA and to match (5.16) with its characters, recall that (p, p′) singlet log-VOA of
type A1 can be understood as a limit p, q →∞ of the (p, q) Virasoro minimal model
with the ratio p

q = p
p′ held fixed. In turn, the (p, q) Virasoro minimal model has

c = 1− 6(p−q)2
pq and

(5.19) hr,s =
(pr − qs)2 − (p− q)2

4pq
, 1 ≤ r ≤ q − 1 , 1 ≤ s ≤ p− 1

so that the minimal value of hp,q is hmin = 1−(p−q)2
4pq . A small calculation quickly

shows that in the limit the central charge remains the same, whereas the value of
hmin is slightly modified:

(5.20) c = 1− 6(p− p′)2

pp′
, hmin = −(p− p′)2

4pp′

so that

ceff = c− 24hmin = 1

for all values of p and p′. The character of atypical modules of a (p, p′) singlet
log-VOA are

χMr,s =
1

η(q)

∑
n≥0

(
q

1
4pp′ (2pp

′n+p′r−ps)2 − q
1

4pp′ (2pp
′n+p′r+ps)2

)
20Due to its universal nature, this factor is often omitted for simplicity, but it is important

in matching partition functions of 3d physical theory [36] and in comparing with characters of
logarithmic vertex algebras [11, 12, 74] If we were to study higher rank invariants for more general
root systems, there would be several such factors [61].
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where 1 ≤ r ≤ p′ and 1 ≤ s ≤ p. In particular, for a (1, p) singlet log-VOA, we can
write them in terms of false theta-functions (5.17) as

χM1,s =
1

η(q)
Ψ̃(p−s)
p

For example, from (5.16) we read off the value of p = 6, which gives c = 13− 6p−
6p−1 = −24. This, in turn, implies that hb = ∆b + c

24 = (p−s)2
4p + c−1

24 = {−1,−2
3}

for the E6 manifold. Therefore, we conclude that for the E6 manifold, Ẑb(Y, q) are
characters of a logarithmic (1, 6) singlet model.

Similarly, one can prove the following analogue of Theorem 5.8:

Theorem 5.10 (following [12]). For the family of spherical 3-manifolds, Y = S3/Γ,

the non-perturbative SL(2,C) invariants Ẑb(Y, q) are equal to characters of the fol-
lowing (logarithmic) vertex algebras:

• In type A, Ẑb(Y, q) is a character of an ordinary (non-logarithmic) vertex al-
gebra, namely the character of a Feigin-Fuchs module of the Virasoro algebra
(or, equivalently, that of a c = 1 “free boson” VOA).

• In type Dn, Ẑb(Y, q) is a character of a logarithmic (1, p) singlet model, with
p = n− 3.

• In type E, Ẑb(Y, q) is a character of a logarithmic (1, p) singlet model, with
p = 6, 12 , and 30 in the case of E6, E7, and E8, respectively.

Remark 5.11. In type A, the assertion follows from the explicit expression (see e.g.
[37]):

(5.21) Ẑb(Y, q) =
1

(q)∞
q∆b

The only interesting aspect of this case are the values of ∆b = hb − c
24 , which are

analogs of “correction terms” in the Heegaard Floer theory and whose computation
requires some care [35, 4].

We also note that Theorem 4.1 gives a way to write Ẑ invariants explicitly in
terms of linear combinations of derivatives of false theta functions. We hope that

these expressions can help in exploring further relations between Ẑ invariants and
VOA characters, as well as constructing new logarithmic vertex algebras.
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[2] T. Ágoston and A. Némethi. Analytic lattice cohomology of surface singularities, 2021.
[3] R. Akhmechet, P. K. Johnson, and V. Krushkal. Lattice cohomology and q-series invariants of

3-manifolds, 2021.
[4] R. Akhmechet, P. K. Johnson, and V. Krushkal. Lattice cohomology and q-series invariants of

3-manifolds, sep 2021.
[5] J. E. Andersen and W. E. Misteg̊ard. Resurgence analysis of quantum invariants of Seifert

fibered homology spheres. Journal of the London Mathematical Society, 105(2):709–764, 2022.
[6] N. András. Normal surface singularities. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics, Springer,

2022.



37

[7] H. U. Boden and C. L. Curtis. The SL(2,C) Casson invariant for Seifert fibered homology
spheres and surgeries on twist knots. Journal of Knot Theory and Its Ramifications, 15(07):813–
837, sep 2006.

[8] H. U. Boden and K. Yokogawa. Moduli spaces of parabolic Higgs bundles and parabolic K(D)
pairs over smooth curves: I. International Journal of Mathematics, 07(05):573–598, oct 1996.

[9] K. Bringmann, K. Mahlburg, and A. Milas. Higher depth quantum modular forms and plumbed
3-manifolds. Letters in Mathematical Physics, 110(10):2675–2702, jul 2020.

[10] J. Chae. A Cable Knot and BPS-Series. SIGMA, 19:002, 2023.
[11] M. C. Cheng, S. Chun, F. Ferrari, S. Gukov, and S. M. Harrison. 3d modularity. J. High Energy

Phys., 10:010, 93, 2019.
[12] M. C. N. Cheng, S. Chun, B. Feigin, F. Ferrari, S. Gukov, S. M. Harrison, and D. Passaro.

3-manifolds and VOA characters, jan 2022.
[13] M. C. N. Cheng, F. Ferrari, and G. Sgroi. Three-manifold quantum invariants and mock theta

functions. Philos. Trans. Roy. Soc. A, 378(2163):20180439, 15, 2020.
[14] S. Chun. A resurgence analysis of the SU(2) Chern-Simons partition functions on a Brieskorn

homology sphere Σ(2, 5, 7), 1 2017.
[15] H.-J. Chung. Resurgent Analysis for Some 3-manifold Invariants. JHEP, 05:106, 2021.
[16] H.-J. Chung. BPS invariants for a Knot in Seifert manifolds. JHEP, 12:122, 2022.
[17] S. X. Cui, Y. Qiu, and Z. Wang. From three dimensional manifolds to modular tensor categories.

Comm. Math. Phys, jan 2021.
[18] C. L. Curtis. An intersection theory count of the SL(2,C)-representations of the fundamental

group of a 3-manifold. Topology, 40(4):773–787, 2001.
[19] S. K. Donaldson and R. P. Thomas. Gauge theory in higher dimensions. In The geometric

universe (Oxford, 1996), pages 31–47. Oxford Univ. Press, Oxford, 1998.
[20] W. Ebeling and J. Steenbrink. Spectral pairs for isolated complete intersection singularities. J.

Algebraic Geom., 7:55–76, jan 1998.
[21] D. Eisenbud and W. D. Neumann. Three-Dimensional Link Theory and Invariants of Plane

Curve Singularities. Princeton University Press, dec 1986.
[22] T. Ekholm, A. Gruen, S. Gukov, P. Kucharski, S. Park, M. Stošić, and P. Su l kowski. Branches,
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