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Abstract. A 3-dimensional topological quantum field theory (TQFT) is a

symmetric monoidal functor from the category of 3-cobordisms to the cate-
gory of vector spaces. Such TQFTs provide in particular numerical invariants

of closed 3-manifolds such as the Reshetikhin-Turaev invariants and represen-

tations of the mapping class group of closed surfaces. In 1994, using a modular
category, Turaev explains how to construct a TQFT. In this article, we de-

scribe a generalization of this construction starting from a ribbon category

C with coend. We present a cobordism by a special kind of tangle and we
associate to the latter a morphism defined between tensorial products of the

coend as described by Lyubashenko in 1994. Composing with an admissible

color and using extension of Kirby calculus on 3-cobordisms, this morphism
gives rise to an internal TQFT which takes values in the symmetric monoidal

subcategory of transparent objects of C. When the category C is modular, this
subcategory is equivalent to the category of vector spaces. When the category

C is premodular and normalizable with invertible dimension, our TQFT is a

lift of Turaev’s one associated to the modularization of C.

1. Introduction and overview

During last twenty years, deep connections were highlighted between low-dimen-
sional topology and braided categories leading to the construction of so-called quan-
tum invariants. Some of them are controlled by a Topological Quantum Field The-
ory (for short TQFT), concept introduced in 1988 by Witten [Wit89], before being
formalized by Atiyah [Ati89]. A n-dimensional TQFT is classically defined as a
symmetric monoidal functor defined from the category of n-dimensional cobor-
disms to the category of k-linear vector spaces. 1-dimensional TQFTs are classified
by finite dimensional vector spaces. 2-dimensional TQFTs are classified by com-
mutative Frobenius algebras (see [Koc03]). According to our knowledge, such a
classification hasn’t been found yet for 3-dimensional TQFTs. However, several
constructions exist and they gives rise in particular to 3-manifolds scalar invariants
and representations of mapping class groups of closed surfaces.

In 1991, Reshetikhin and Turaev [RT91] give the first rigorous construction of
such scalar invariants. Their construction is based on surgery along ribbon links and
on the use of links invariants. After that, Blanchet, Habegger, Masbaum et Vogel
[BHMV95] extend this scalar invariant in a 3-dimensional TQFT using Kauffman
bracket, before Turaev [Tur94] formalizes the key ingredient ofmodular categories to
construct families of TQFTs. Such categories are semisimple ribbon categories, with
finite number of isomorphism classes of simple objects, such that a certain S -matrix,
modelling some link crossings colored by C, is invertible. In [Bru00], Bruguières
shows that the relax condition of modularizability for premodular categories, where
S-matrix is not necessarily invertible, still allows constructions of TQFTs.
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Alternatively, in 1994, Lyubashenko [Lyu95a] generalizes the scalar invariant
of Reshetikhin and Turaev using quantum groups and Hopf algebras for which
representations categories are not necessarily semisimple. The main ingredient of
Lyubashenko’s work is a ribbon category coend, that is a special object of the ribbon
category satisfying a universal property and admitting a Hopf algebra structure. A
ribbon category with coend C equipped with an integral 1 → C, where 1 is the
monoidal unit, gives rise to a 3-manifold invariant. For example, using a modular
category C, and denoting by ΛC the finite set of simple objects isomorphism classes,
the coend of C is given by

C =
∑

X∈ΛC

X∗ ⊗X,

whereas integral of the coend is given by a morphism α : 1 → C corresponding to
the following fusion algebra element of C

Ω =
1

dim(C)
∑

X∈ΛC

dimq(X)X.

A first construction of TQFTs starting from a ribbon category with coend is done
by Kerler and Lyubashenko in the early 2000’s [KL01]. For this, they had to modify
the source category of the TQFT: boundaries are connected and the monoidal
product is the connected sum. In 2002, Virelizier [Vir06] proves that a ribbon
category with coend equipped with a Kirby element, a more general morphism
than an integral, leads to a 3-manifold invariant.

In this article, our goal is to give an, as general as possible, non-semisimple
method to construct 3-dimensional TQFTs, starting from a ribbon category with
coend, keeping a classical source category for cobordisms but modifying the tar-
get category of vector spaces. By analogy with a homological theory (see [Ati89]),
changing the target category could be interpreted as a coefficient changing. Note
that De Renzi, Gainutdinov, Geer, Patureau-Mirand and Runkel have given a
method to construct 3-dimensional TQFTs using non semi-simple modular cate-
gories using the so-called modified traces to renormalize Lyubashenko invariant in
[DRGG+]. For this, they need to use a source category of admissible cobordisms
which is not rigid in general. In our work, we will show that a ribbon category
C with coend C equipped with an admissible element α : 1 → C provides a 3-
dimensional TQFT which takes values in a symmetric monoidal subcategory T
of C, the category of transparent objects. Moreover, we show that our TQFT is
explicitly computable using only structural morphisms of the coend C, extending
framework on Hopf diagrams of Bruguière and Virelizier [BV05]. As an application
of our work, we study cases when C is modular and when C is modularizable. In the
first case, we recover Reshetikhin-Turaev TQFT composing our internal TQFT
VC,α with the functor HomC(1,−). In the second case, our internal TQFT is a
transparent lift of the Reshetikin-Turaev TQFT based on the modularization of C.
Note that in this case, non-trivial transparent objects of C represent exactly the
obstruction for C to be modular (see [Bru00]).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review basics on ribbon
categories, coend and TQFTs with anomaly. In Section 3, we define cobordism
tangles, representing 3-cobordisms, and opentangles, allowing us to use universal
morphisms coming from coend. We recall equivalence moves on these objects and
extension of Kirby calculus on 3-cobordism. In Section 4, we explicit all results to
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construct our internal TQFT. Starting from a ribbon category C with coend C, we
define an admissible element in Definition 4.1 as a morphism α : 1 → C satisfying
five admissible conditions allowing topological properties of handles slidings, nor-
malizations and compositions. Using such an admissible element, we are able to
construct our internal TQFT VC,α as claimed in the first main Theorem 4.2 of the
article. Second main Theorem 4.4 explains we can compute all the internal TQFT
using only structural morphisms of the coend C. In Section 5, we give two applica-
tions of our work expliciting cases when C is modular and C is modularizable. In the
first case, composing the internal TQFT VC,α with functor HomC(1,−), we recover
Reshetikhin-Turaev TQFT. In the second case, we obtain a lift of the Reshetikhin-
Turaev TQFT on the modularized category of C taking values in transparent object
of C.

1.1. Acknowledgements. I am deeply grateful to my PhD supervisors Alain
Bruguières and Alexis Virelizier for introducing me to the beautiful field of TQFTs.
Precious advices and numerous helps from Alain have contributed to increase the
quality of this text.

2. Categorical preliminaries

In this section, we review main basic definitions and useful results concerning
ribbon categories, (pre)modular categories, split idempotents, coends, universal
morphism and TQFTs with anomaly. We denote by k a field when nothing else is
mentionned.

2.1. Ribbon categories. Let C be a monoidal category which means C is equipped
with a functor ⊗ : C × C → C, called the monoidal (or tensor) product and a unit
object 1 with natural identifications which guarantee associativity of the product
and unit property. In the sequel, we suppose that every monoidal category is a strict
monoidal category which means identifications are identities (see [ML98], Theorem
XI.3.1). For example, the category Vectk of k-vector spaces equipped with the
tensor product and the unit k is a monoidal category.

A rigid category is a monoidal category equipped with left and right duality. A
left duality in C associates to every object X an object X∗, called left dual, and two
morphisms evX : X∗ ⊗X → 1 and coevX : 1→ X ⊗X∗ satisfying for every object
X:

(idX ⊗ evX)(coevX ⊗ idX) = idX(1)

(evX ⊗ idX∗)(idX∗ ⊗ coevX) = idX∗(2)

We have similar definition for a right duality in C using a right dual ∗X and mor-
phisms ẽvX : X ⊗ ∗X → 1 and c̃oevX : 1→ ∗X ⊗X.

A pivotal category is a rigid category endowed with a monoidal natural isomor-
phism between left and right duality. Without loss of generality, we assume that
this isomorphism is the identity. In particular, X∗ = ∗X.

A braided category is a monoidal category endowed with a braiding, that is, a
natural system of isomorphisms {τX,Y : X⊗Y → Y ⊗X}X,Y ∈C satisfying for every
objects X,Y, Z:

τX⊗Y,Z = (τX,Z ⊗ idY )(idX ⊗ τY,Z)(3)

τX,Y⊗Z = (idY ⊗ τX,Z)(τX,Y ⊗ idZ)(4)
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A particular case of braided category is a symmetric monoidal category : this is
a monoidal category endowed with a symmetric braiding, that means for all objects
X,Y of C, the braiding τ is such that

τY,XτX,Y = idX⊗Y

The target category in our construction of TQFT leads to such example of category
as the full subcategory of transparent objects of a braided category, where X ∈ C is
a transparent object if for every object Y of C,

τY,XτX,Y = idX⊗Y .(5)

A balanced category is a braided category endowed with a twist, that is, a natural
system of isomorphisms {θX : X → X}X∈C satisfying for every objects X,Y :

θX⊗Y = τY,XτX,Y (θX ⊗ θY )(6)

Note that a pivotal balanced category has a left balanced structure given for every
object X by θlX = (idX ⊗ ẽvX)(τX,X ⊗ idX∗)(idX ⊗ coevX) and a right balanced
structure given by θrX = (evX ⊗ idX)(idX ⊗ τX,X)(c̃oevX ⊗ idX).

A ribbon category is a braided pivotal category such that for all objects X,
θlX = θrX . This axiom is equivalent to ask for all objects X:

(θlX ⊗ idX)coevX = (idX ⊗ θlX∗)coevX(7)

(θrX ⊗ idX)coevX = (idX ⊗ θrX∗)coevX(8)

The category of oriented ribbon tangles satisfies a universal property (see [Shu94]),
which means in particular that any oriented ribbon tangle T colored by objects of
C defines a morphism in C. Using Penrose graphical calculus in a ribbon category
C, we represent morphisms of C by plane diagrams as in Figure 1.
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(a) f : X → Y
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(b) g ◦ f : X → Z
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(c) f ⊗g : X⊗U → Y ⊗V

X

(d) idX

X∗ X

=

(e) idX∗

X

X

X

X
evX = , coevX = , ẽvX = , c̃oevX =

(f) Left and right duality morphisms.

X Y XY X X

=, τ−1
X,Y =τX,Y = , θX =

X X

, θ−1
X ==

(g) Braiding and twist.

Figure 1. Diagrammatic representation of morphisms in a ribbon
category.

2.2. Premodular and modular categories. Let k be a commutative ring. A
k-linear category C is a category where Hom-sets are k-modules, the composition
of morphisms is k-bilinear, and any finite family of objects has a direct sum. In
particular, such a category C has a zero object. An object X of C is scalar if the
map k→ EndC(X), λ 7→ λidX is bijective.

Let C and D be two k-additive categories. A k-linear functor from C to D is
a functor which defines a k-linear map between the k-modules HomC(X,Y ) and
HomD(F (X), F (Y )) for every objects X,Y ∈ C.

A k-linear monoidal category is a monoidal category which is k-linear in such a
way that the monoidal product is k-bilinear.

A fusion category over k is a k-linear rigid category C such that:

• each object of C is a finite direct sum of scalar objects;
• for any non-isomorphic scalar objects i and j of C, HomC(i, j) = 0;
• the isomorphism classes of scalar objects of C form a finite set;
• the unit object 1 is scalar.

A representative set of scalar objects of C is a set Λ of scalar objects such that
1 ∈ Λ and every scalar object of C is isomorphic to exactly one element of Λ. Note
that if k is a field, a fusion category over k is abelian and semisimple. Recall that
an abelian category is semisimple if its objects are direct sums of simple objects.
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A premodular category C over k is a ribbon and fusion category over k. Pick a
representative set Λ of scalar objects of C. For i, j ∈ Λ, set

Si,j = (evi ⊗ ẽvj)(idi∗ ⊗ τj,iτi,j ⊗ idj∗)(c̃oevi ⊗ coevj) = i j ∈ k
OOOOOO

where τ is the braiding if C. The matrix S = [Si,j ]i,j∈I is called the S-matrix of C.
A modular category over k is a premodular category over k for which the S-

matrix is invertible. This definition is equivalent to ask that the Hopf pairing ω
defined in (19) is non-degenerate.

There is a way to embed a premodular category into a modular category, assum-
ing some conditions. Let C and D be two categories. For X and Y two objects of
C, the object X is a retract of the object Y if there exist two morphisms i : X → Y
and p : Y → X such that p ◦ i = idX . A functor F : C → D is dominant if for every
object Z ∈ D, there exists an object X ∈ C such that Z is a retract of F (X) in D.

A modularization of a premodular category C over k is a dominant strong

monoidal ribbon k-linear functor F : C → C̃, where C̃ is a modular category. A
premodular category C is modularizable if it admits a modularization. Note that
this modularization is unique up to equivalence in characteristic zero. See [Bru00]
for more details on modularization.

2.3. Category with split idempotents. An idempotent of a category C is an
endomorphism Π of an object of C such that Π2 = Π. A split decomposition of an
idempotent Π of an object X of C is a triple (A, p, q) where A is an object of C and
p : X → A and q : A→ X are two morphisms of C satisfying:

pq = idA and qp = Π.

We say that C is a category with split idempotents if any idempotent of C admits a
split decomposition. We will always assume that in a category with split idempo-
tents, for each idempotent Π, a splitting (Im(Π), pΠ, qΠ) has been chosen. Below,
we give some useful results on idempotents.

Proposition 2.1 — Let C be category with split idempotents. Let X, X ′ be two
objects of C and Π, Π′ be idempotents of X and X ′ respectively.

(i) If f : X → Y is a morphism such that Π′f = fΠ, then there exists a unique
morphism g : Im(Π)→ Im(Π′) such that the following diagram 9 commutes:

X Im(Π) X

Y Im(Π′) Y

pΠ

f

pΠ′

g

qΠ

qΠ′

f(9)

The morphism g is given by pΠ′fqΠ. We call g the restriction of f to the
images of the idempotents Π and Π′.

(ii) This construction induces a bijection

{f ∈ HomC(X,X
′) | Π′fΠ = f} → HomC

(
Im(Π), Im(Π′)

)
by sending f to its restriction.

(iii) If X ′′ is a third object and Π′′ an idempotent of X ′′, and if f : X → X ′

and f ′ : X ′ → X ′′ satisfy Π′f = fΠ and Π′′f ′ = f ′Π′ then the restriction
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of f ′f on images of idempotents is the compositum of the restrictions of f
and f ′.

In this way, a morphism between images of idempotents Im(Π) and Im(Π′) can
be represented by a morphism f between X and X ′ satisfying Π′fΠ = f . We will
be able to use this representation during the construction of our TQFT, when we
will project our 3-cobordisms invariant on transparent objects (see definition equal-
ity (40)) and when we will unitalize our braided monoidal functor (see Section 2.9).

2.4. Coend of a ribbon category. Let C be a ribbon category. Consider the
functor F : Cop × C → C defined by

F (X,Y ) = X∗ ⊗ Y and F (f, g) = f∗ ⊗ g(10)

for all objects X,Y ∈ C and all morphisms f, g ∈ C. The coend of a ribbon category ,
when it exists, is the coend of the functor F , defined in (10). For example, the
category RepH of left H-modules of a finite-dimensional Hopf algebra H over a
field k possesses a coend (C, ι) where C = H∗ = Homk(H,k) and is endowed with
the coadjoint left H-action given by

(h⊗ f) ∈ H ⊗H∗ 7→ f(S(h(1)) · · h(2)) ∈ H∗

and, for a left H-module M , the dinatural map ιM : M∗ ⊗M → H∗ is given by

(l ⊗m) ∈M∗ ⊗M 7→ l( ·m) ∈ H∗.

Recall a fundamental result on the ribbon category coend algebraic structure
below.

Theorem 2.2 — Let C be a ribbon category with a coend (C, ι). Then C is a
Hopf algebra in the category C.

See [Lyu95b] for a proof of Theorem 2.2.
In order to explicit structural morphisms of C, recall fundamental consequences

of the universal property of the coend C and of the Fubini theorem (see [ML98],
Section IX.4 to IX.7) in the case of a ribbon category:

Proposition 2.3 — Let C be a ribbon category with coend (C, ι), A be an object
of C and

d = {dX1,...,Xn : X
∗
1 ⊗X1 ⊗ . . .⊗X∗

n ⊗Xn → A}X1,...,Xn∈C

be a system of morphisms of C which is dinatural in every Xi for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.
Then there exists a unique morphism ϕ : C⊗n → A such that

dX1,...,Xn = ϕ ◦ (ιX1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ιXn)

All structural morphisms of C are defined using Proposition 2.3. Let us define
the product m, the coproduct ∆, the unit u, the counit ε and the antipode S of C
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by:

ιY⊗X(ζX,Y ⊗ idY⊗X)(idX∗ ⊗ τX,Y ∗⊗Y ) = m(ιX ⊗ ιY ) : X∗ ⊗X ⊗ Y ∗ ⊗ Y → C

(11)

ι1 = u : 1 = 1∗ ⊗ 1→ 1(12)

(ιX ⊗ ιX)(idX∗ ⊗ coevX ⊗ idX) = ∆ιX : X∗ ⊗X → C ⊗ C(13)

evX = ειX : X∗ ⊗X → 1(14)

(evX ⊗ ιX∗)(idX∗ ⊗ τX∗∗,X ⊗ idX∗)(coevX∗ ⊗ τX∗,X) = SιX : X∗ ⊗X → C(15)

where equalities are satisfied for every objectsX,Y of C and ζX,Y : X∗ ⊗ Y ∗ ∼−→ (Y ⊗X)∗

is the isomorphism defined by

ζX,Y = (evX(idX∗ ⊗ evY ⊗ idX)⊗ id(Y⊗X)∗)(idX∗⊗Y ∗ ⊗ coevY⊗X)

The antipode S is invertible, with inverse defined via:

(evX ⊗ ιX∗)(idX∗ ⊗ τ−1
X∗∗,X ⊗ idX∗)(coevX∗ ⊗ τ−1

X∗,X) =S−1ιX : X∗ ⊗X → C

(16)

and it can be shown that S2 = θC (see [Lyu95b]). The coend C is equipped with
three additionnal structural morphims, θ+ : C → 1, θ− : C → 1 and ω : C ⊗C → 1

defined using still the universal property of the coend:

evX(idX∗ ⊗ θC) =θ+ιX : X∗ ⊗X → 1(17)

evX(idX∗ ⊗ θ−1
C ) =θ−ιX : X∗ ⊗X → 1(18)

(evX ⊗ evY )(idX∗ ⊗ τY ∗,XτX,Y ∗ ⊗ idY ) =ω(ιX ⊗ ιY ) : X∗ ⊗X ⊗ Y ∗ ⊗ Y → 1

(19)

The morphism ω : C ⊗ C → 1 is a Hopf pairing. Recall that a pairing ω is said
to be non-degenerate if there exists of a morphism Ω: 1 → C ⊗ C such that
(ω ⊗ idC)(idC ⊗ Ω) = idC = (idC ⊗ ω)(Ω⊗ idC). This is equivalent to say that
(ω ⊗ idC∗)(idC ⊗ coevC) : C → C∗ and (idC∗ ⊗ ω)(c̃oevC ⊗ idC) : C → C∗ are
isomorphisms. See Section 3A in [BV13] for more details on Hopf pairing. The
universal dinatural transformation of the coend C on an object X, denoted by
ιX : X∗ ⊗ X → 1, is depicted as in Figure 2. Using the graphical calculus illus-
trated in Figure 1, we depict all equalities defining the structural morphisms of C
in Figure 4. Note that there is a natural version of all these equalities, using the
universal coaction of C on objects X ∈ C defined by

δX = (idX ⊗ ιX) ◦ (coevX ⊗ idX) : X → X ⊗ C,
and depicted as in Figure 3.

ιX =

X

C

Figure 2. Universal
dinatural transformation
of coend.

δX =

X

C

Figure 3. Universal
natural transformation
of coend.
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m =

C

∆ =
idY ⊗X idY ⊗X

,

=
u

ε
=, ,

S

=

S−1

=

θ+

= =

θ−
,,

ω

=

,

,

,

.

X

C

Y

C

X

C

C C C C C

1

C

X

C

X

C

X

C

X

C

X

C

X

C

Y

C

C

C

C

X Y

XXX

XX

XX Y

Figure 4. Structural morphisms of C.

The product m and the coproduct ∆ could be another way depicted as in Figure 5.

m =

C

C C

=

C

∆

C

C C C C

C C

C

,

Figure 5. The product and the coproduct of C.

2.5. Universal morphism. Thanks to the universal property of the coend, we de-
fine the first algebraic tool we will need to start the construction of our 3-cobordism
invariant, and call it the universal morphism. Let C be a ribbon category admitting
a coend (C, ι). Denote by X = X1, . . . , Xn an ordered collection of n objects of C
and Y = Y1, Y2, . . . , Y2m−1, Y2m an ordered collection of 2m objects of C.
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Lemma 2.4 — Consider a system of morphisms of C

f =

fX,Y :

n⊗
i=1

(X∗
i ⊗Xi)⊗

2m⊗
j=1

Yj →
2m⊗
j=1

Yj


X,Y ∈C

which is:

• dinatural between the functor (X,Y ) 7→ X∗ ⊗ Y and one object B ∈ C on
each component Xi for 1 ≤ i ≤ n
• natural between endofunctors IdC on each component Yj for 1 ≤ j ≤ 2m.

Then there exists a unique morphism

|f | : C⊗n+m → C⊗m

such that for all X1, . . . , Xn ∈ C and for all Y1, . . . , Ym ∈ C:
(ιY 1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ιYm

)fX1,...,Xn,Y ∗
1 ,Y1,...,Y ∗

m,Ym
= |f | ◦ (ιX1

⊗ . . .⊗ ιXn
⊗ ιY1

⊗ . . .⊗ ιYm
).

We can depict last equality as:

fX1,...,Xn,Y ∗
1 ,Y1,...,Y ∗

m,Ym
|f |

X1X∗
1 XnX∗

n Y1Y ∗
1 YmY ∗

m X1 Xn Y1 Ym

Y1

Y ∗
1

Ym

Y ∗
m

C C

=

C C

The morphism |f | is called the universal morphism associated to the system of
morphisms f .

Proof. The system of morphisms (ιY 1⊗. . .⊗ιYm
)fX1,...,Xn,Y ∗

1 ,Y1,...,Y ∗
m,Ym

is dinatural
for each component Xi by assumptions. Moreover the system is dinatural in every
Y ∗
j ⊗ Yj because each Y component is supposed to be natural and ι is dinatural.

The result is then the consequence of Fubini and parameters theorems for coends.
For details of the proof, see [ML98], Section IX.7 and [FS]. □

2.6. TQFT with anomaly. The aim of this article is to give a construction, as
general as possible, of 3-dimensional TQFTs. More precisely, our construction gives
raise to a TQFT with anomaly. In this subsection, we will give the definition of
such an object and describe a general algebraic process to lift the anomaly.

A pair of morphisms (g, f) of the category C is composable if the source of f
is the target of g. A 2-cocycle γ for a category C associates to all pairs (g, f) of
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composable morphisms of C a scalar γg,f ∈ k× such that for all composable pairs
of morphisms (h, g) and (g, f),

γhg,fγh,g = γh,gfγg,f .(20)

For every object X ∈ C, denote by γX,X the scalar γidX ,idX
.

Lemma 2.5 — Let γ be a 2-cocycle of C and f ∈ HomC(X,Y ). Then

γf,idX
= γX,X and γidY ,f = γY,Y .

Proof. According to the equality (20) defining a 2-cocycle , we have γf idX ,idX
γf,idX

=
γf,idX idX

γX,X , and as γf,idX
is invertible, γf,idX

= γX,X .
In the same way, γidY idY ,fγidY ,idY

= γidY ,idY fγidY ,f and, as γidY ,f is invertible,
γY,Y = γidY ,f . □

Definition 2.6 — A functor with anomaly from the category C to a k-linear
category D is a pair (F, γ) where:

• F associates to each object X of C an object F (X) of D and to each mor-
phism f ∈ HomC(X,Y ) a morphism of D in HomD(F (X), F (Y ));

• γ is a 2-cocycle of C called the anomaly;

such that for all pairs (g, f) of composable morphisms of C,
F (g ◦ f) = γg,fF (g) ◦ F (f).

We notice that we don’t know what happens on identities. Next result claims
that identities are sent on idempotent morphisms. For every object X ∈ C, denote
by ΠX the morphism γX,XF (idX) of D.

Lemma 2.7 — For every object X ∈ C, the morphism ΠX is an idempotent of
D.

Proof. We have Π2
X = γX,X(γX,XF (idX)◦F (idX)) = γX,XF (idX◦idX) = γX,XF (idX)

so Π2
X = ΠX . □

Definition 2.8 — A functor with anomaly (F, γ) : C → D is unital if for all
X ∈ Ob(C),

ΠX = idF (X).

A unital functor with anomaly is strict if γX,X = 1.

Even if we can guarantee that identities are sent on identities, there is a natural
process to send them on identities up to a scalar. Suppose that the category D
has splitting idempotents and let (F, γ) : C → D be a functor with anomaly. Then
for all X ∈ Ob(C), since ΠX = γX,XF (idX) is an idempotent (see Lemma 2.5),
there exist an object Im(ΠX) ∈ D and two morphisms pX : F (X) → Im(ΠX) and
qX : Im(ΠX) → F (X) such that pXqX = idIm(ΠX) and qXpX = ΠX . Then define
the unitalized functor with anomaly.

Definition 2.9 — Let (F, γ) be a functor with anomaly from C to D. The uni-

talized functor with anomaly (F̃ , γ) : C → D of (F, γ) is defined by:

• for all X ∈ Ob(C), F̃ (X) = Im(ΠX);

• for all f ∈ HomC(X,Y ), F̃ (f) = pY ◦ F (f) ◦ qX .
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The unitalized functor is still a functor with anomaly as proved below.

Lemma 2.10 — Let (F, γ) : C → D a functor with anomaly. Then the unitalized

functor with anomaly (F̃ , γ) is a unital functor with anomaly.

Proof. For X ∈ C, compute γX,X F̃ (f):

γX,X F̃ (idX) = γX,XpXF (idX)qX = pX(qXpX)qX = (pXqX)(pXqX) = idIm(ΠX)idIm(ΠX)

= idF̃ (X)

so the unitary condition is satisfied for F̃ . Next, for f : X → Y and g : Y → Z,

compute F̃ (gf):

F̃ (gf) = pZF (gf)qX = γg,fF (g)F (f)qX = γg,fF (g)F (idY f)qX

= γg,fpZF (g)(γidY ,fF (idY )F (f))qX

But, as γ is a 2-cocyle and according to the Lemma 2.5, γidY ,f = γY,Y . Thus:

γg,fpZF (g)(γidY ,fF (idY )F (f))qX = γg,fpZF (g)(γY,Y F (idY )F (f))qX

= γg,fpZF (g)ΠY F (f)qX = γg,fpZF (g)qY pY F (f)qX

= γg,f (pZF (g)qY )(pY F (f)qX) = γg,f F̃ (g)F̃ (f)

Then F̃ (gf) = γg,f F̃ (g)F̃ (f). □

To define a general notion of TQFT with anomaly, we need to generalize the
notion of natural transformation between functors with anomaly.

Definition 2.11 — Let be (F, γ) and (G, η) two functors with anomaly from
C to D. A natural transformation with anomaly between F and G is a pair
(ρ : (F, γ)→ (G, η), ν) where:

• for all morphism f ∈ HomC(X,Y ), νf ∈ k× and for all pairs (g : Y → Z, f : X → Y )
of composable morphisms, νgfηg,f = νgνfγg,f ;

• for all X ∈ Ob(C), ρX : F (X) → G(X) is a morphism of D such that for
every morphism f : X → Y of C, the following diagram commutes:

F (X) G(X)

F (Y ) G(Y )

ρX

ρY

F (f) νfG(f)

Remarks 2.12 –

(1) The map ν is called the anomaly of the natural transformation with anom-
aly (ρ, ν).

(2) Note that when the anomaly is the constant map equal to 1, both functors
F and G have the same anomaly.

(3) When we consider natural transformations between functors with anomaly,
we shall mean natural transformations with anomaly.

Let’s remark that the unizalized functor is universal among a certain class of

functors with anomaly. Indeed, recall the definition of unitalized functor (F̃ , γ)
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of a functor with anomaly (F, γ) (see Definition 2.9). Note that pX : F (X) →
F̃ (X) and qX : F̃ (X) → F (X) define two natural transformations p : (F, γ) →
(F̃ , γ) and q : (F̃ , γ) → (F, γ). Then ΠX defines also a natural transformation
Π: (F, γ)→ (F, γ).

The next Lemma 2.13 explicits the universal property satisfied by the unitalized

functor (F̃ , γ).

Lemma 2.13 — Let (F, γ) : C → D be a functor with anomaly. Then for any
functor with anomaly (G, γ) : C → D equipped with two natural transformations
α : (F, γ) → (G, γ) and β : (G, γ) → (F, γ) such that αβ = idG and βα = Π, there
exists a unique natural isomorphism

η = {ηX : F̃ (X)→ G(X)}X∈C

such that the following diagram commutes for all objects X ∈ C:

F (X) F̃ (X) F (X)

G(X)

pX

αX

ηX

βX

qX

Proof. Let us define η = αq. Then η is a natural isomorphism that satisfies the
conditions (its inverse is pβ). □

We need to extend now the notion of monoidality to functors with anomaly.
Suppose that the category C and D are monoidal. Let (F, γ) be a functor with
anomaly from C to D. The anomaly γ is monoidal if for all morphisms f : X → Y ,
g : Y → Z, f ′ : X ′ → Y ′, g′ : Y ′ → Z ′ of C,

γg⊗g′,f⊗f ′ = γg,fγg′,f ′ .(21)

Definition 2.14 — A monoidal functor with anomaly from the category C to the
category D is a quadruplet (F, F2, F0, γ) where (F, γ) is a functor with monoidal
anomaly γ from C to D, F2 is a natural transformation between (F ⊗ F, γg,fγg′,f ′)
and (F⊗, γg⊗g′,f⊗f ′) denoted by

F2 = {F2(X,Y ) : F (X)⊗ F (Y )→ F (X ⊗ Y )}X,Y ∈C

and F0 : 1→ F (1) is a morphism of D such that, for every objects X, Y and Z of
C, the following diagrams (22), (23) and (24) commute:

F (X)⊗ F (Y )⊗ F (Z) F (X ⊗ Y )⊗ F (Z)

F (X)⊗ F (Y ⊗ Z) F (X ⊗ Y ⊗ Z)

F2(X,Y ) ⊗ idF (Z)

idF (X) ⊗ F2(Y, Z)

F2(X,Y ⊗ Z)

F2(X ⊗ Y, Z)(22)
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F (X)⊗ 1 F (X)⊗ F (1)

F (X)

idF (X) ⊗ F0

idF (X) F2(X, 1)

(23)

1⊗ F (X) F (1)⊗ F (X)

F (X)

F0 ⊗ idF (X)

idF (X) F2(1, X)

(24)

If F2 and F0 are isomorphisms, the monoidal functor with anomaly F is strong.
If F2 and F0 are identities, the monoidal functor F is strict.

Let (F, F2, F0, γ) and (G,G2, G0, γ) be two monoidal functors with anomaly.
A monoidal natural transformation from F to G is a natural transformation ρ =
{ρX : F (X)→ G(X)}X∈C such that for all objectsX,Y ∈ C, the following diagrams
(25) and (26) commute:

F (X)⊗ F (Y ) G(X)⊗G(Y )

F (X ⊗ Y ) G(X ⊗ Y )

ρX ⊗ ρY

F2(X,Y )

ρX⊗Y

G2(X,Y )

(25)
1

F (1) G(1)

F0 G0

ρ1

(26)

Lemma 2.15 — Let F = (F, F2, F0, γ) : C → D be a monoidal functor with
anomaly. Then

(i) The unitalized functor (F̃ , γ) admits a unique structure of monoidal func-

tor with anomaly such that the natural transformations p : F → F̃ and

q : F̃ → F (see Definition 2.9) are monoidal.

(ii) If (F, γ) is strict (respectively strong) then (F̃ , γ) is strict (respectively
strong).

Proof. Define the monoidal structure of F̃ = (F̃ , F̃2, F̃0, γ) by

F̃2(X,Y ) = pX⊗Y F2(X,Y )(qX ⊗ qY ) : F̃ (X)⊗ F̃ (Y )→ F̃ (X ⊗ Y )

and
F̃0 = p1F0 : 1→ F̃ (1)

where X,Y are objects of C, qXpX = ΠX = γX,XF (idX), F̃ (X) = Im(ΠX) and
pXqX = idF̃ (X). Set that p and q are monoidal transformations means that for

every objects X,Y ∈ C,

F̃2(X,Y )(pX ⊗ pY ) = pX⊗Y F2(X,Y ) and qX⊗Y F̃2(X,Y ) = F2(X,Y )(qX ⊗ qY )

so the choice of F̃2 is uniquely determined. Moreover, it means that F̃0 = p1F0 and

q1F̃0 = F0 so the choice of F̃0 is uniquely determined.



INTERNAL RESHETIKHIN-TURAEV TQFT 15

First, we check the naturality of F̃2. Let f : X → X ′ and g : Y → Y ′ be two

morphisms of C. We compute F̃2(X
′, Y ′)(F̃ (f)⊗ F̃ (g)):

F̃2(X
′, Y ′)(F̃ (f)⊗ F̃ (g)) = pX′⊗Y ′F2(X

′, Y ′)(qX′ ⊗ qY ′)(pX′F (f)qX ⊗ pY ′F (g)qY )

= pX′⊗Y ′F2(X
′, Y ′)(qX′pX′F (f)qX ⊗ qY ′pY ′F (g)qY )

(3)
= pX′⊗Y ′F2(X

′, Y ′)(γX′,X′F (idX′)F (f)qX ⊗ γY ′,Y ′F (idY ′)pY ′F (g)qY )

(4)
= pX′⊗Y ′F2(X

′, Y ′)(γidX′ ,fF (idX′)F (f)qX ⊗ γidY ′ ,gF (idY ′)F (g)qY )

= pX′⊗Y ′F2(X
′, Y ′)(F (f)⊗ F (g))(qX ⊗ qY )

(6)
= pX′⊗Y ′F (f ⊗ g)F2(X,Y )(qX ⊗ qY )
= pX′⊗Y ′F ((f ⊗ g)idX⊗Y )F2(X,Y )(qX ⊗ qY )
= pX′⊗Y ′(γf⊗g,idX⊗Y

F (f ⊗ g)F (idX⊗Y ))F2(X,Y )(qX ⊗ qY )
(9)
= pX′⊗Y ′(F (f ⊗ g)ΠX⊗Y )F2(X,Y )(qX ⊗ qY )
(10)
= pX′⊗Y ′F (f ⊗ g)qX⊗Y pX⊗Y F2(X,Y )(qX ⊗ qY )

= F̃ (f ⊗ g)F̃2(X,Y )

Equalities (3) and (10) follow from the definitions of idempotents ΠX′ = qX′pX′ ,
ΠY ′ = qY ′pY ′ and ΠX⊗Y = qX⊗Y pX⊗Y . As γ is a 2-cocycle, γX′,X′ = γid′

X ,f ,

γY ′,Y ′ = γid′
Y ,g and γX⊗Y,X⊗Y = γf⊗g,idX⊗Y

which imply equality (4) and (9).

Equality (6) comes from the naturality of F2 : F ⊗ F → F⊗.
Next, we have to check the coherence axioms of the definition of a monoidal

functor with anomaly. We first compute F̃2(X,Y ⊗ Z)(idF̃ (X) ⊗ F̃2(Y, Z)) for any
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objects X,Y of C and show that the axiom (22) is satisfied for F̃ :

F̃2(X,Y ⊗ Z)(idF̃ (X) ⊗ F̃2(Y,Z))

= pX⊗Y⊗Z F̃2(X,Y ⊗ Z)(qX ⊗ qY⊗Z))(idF̃ (X) ⊗ (pY⊗ZF2(Y,Z)(qY ⊗ qZ)))
= pX⊗Y⊗ZF2(X,Y ⊗ Z)(qX ⊗ (qY⊗ZpY⊗ZF2(Y,Z)(qY ⊗ qZ)))
= pX⊗Y⊗ZF2(X,Y ⊗ Z)(qX ⊗ (ΠY⊗ZF2(Y, Z)(qY ⊗ qZ)))
(4)
= pX⊗Y⊗ZF2(X,Y ⊗ Z)(qX ⊗ (F2(Y ⊗ Z)(ΠY ⊗ΠZ)(qY ⊗ qZ)))
= pX⊗Y⊗ZF2(X,Y ⊗ Z)(idF (X) ⊗ F2(Y ⊗ Z))(qX ⊗ (ΠY ⊗ΠZ)(qY ⊗ qZ))
(6)
= pX⊗Y⊗ZF2(X ⊗ Y, Z)(F2(X ⊗ Y )⊗ idF (Z))(qX ⊗ (ΠY ⊗ΠZ)(qY ⊗ qZ))
= pX⊗Y⊗ZF2(X ⊗ Y, Z)(F2(X ⊗ Y )⊗ idF (Z))(qX ⊗ΠY qY ⊗ΠZqZ)

(8)
= pX⊗Y⊗ZF2(X ⊗ Y, Z)(F2(X ⊗ Y )⊗ idF (Z))(qX ⊗ qY ⊗ qZ)
(9)
= pX⊗Y⊗ZF2(X ⊗ Y, Z)(F2(X ⊗ Y )⊗ idF (Z))(ΠXqX ⊗ΠY qY ⊗ qZ)
= pX⊗Y⊗ZF2(X ⊗ Y,Z)(F2(X ⊗ Y )(ΠX ⊗ΠY )⊗ qZ)(qX ⊗ qY ⊗ idF̃ (Z))

(11)
= pX⊗Y⊗ZF2(X ⊗ Y,Z)(ΠX⊗Y F2(X ⊗ Y )⊗ qZ)(qX ⊗ qY ⊗ idF̃ (Z))

(12)
= pX⊗Y⊗ZF2(X ⊗ Y,Z)(qX⊗Y pX⊗Y F2(X ⊗ Y )⊗ qZ)(qX ⊗ qY ⊗ idF̃ (Z))

= (pX⊗Y⊗ZF2(X ⊗ Y,Z)(qX⊗Y ⊗ qZ))(pX⊗Y F2(X ⊗ Y )⊗ idF̃ (Z))(qX ⊗ qY ⊗ idF̃ (Z))

= (pX⊗Y⊗ZF2(X ⊗ Y,Z)(qX⊗Y ⊗ qZ))((pX⊗Y F2(X ⊗ Y )(qX ⊗ qY ))⊗ idF̃ (Z))

= F̃2(X ⊗ Y,Z)(F̃2(X,Y )⊗ idF̃ (Z))

Equalities (4) and (11) are due to the naturality of F2 : F ⊗ F → F⊗ and the
monoidal property of γ. Equality (6) follows from the axiom (27) satisfied by F .
Equalities (8), (9), (11) and (12) are due to the definition of Π, p and q.

Now, we show that F̃ the axiom (23) is satisfied. For every object X ∈ C,

F̃ (X,1)(idF̃ (X) ⊗ F̃0) = pX⊗1F2(X,1)(qX ⊗ q1)(idF̃ (X) ⊗ p1F0)

(2)
= pXF2(X,1)(qX ⊗ q1)(pXqX ⊗ p1F0)

= pXF2(X,1)(ΠX ⊗Π1)(qX ⊗ F0)

(4)
= pXΠX⊗1F2(X,1)(qX ⊗ F0)

= pXΠXF2(X,1)(idF (X) ⊗ F0)qX

(6)
= pXΠX idF (X)qX

(7)
= pXqXpX idF (X)qX

(8)
= idF̃ (X)

Equality (2), (3), (7) and (8) are due to the equality pXqX = idIm(F (X)) and ΠX .
Equality (4) follows from the identity F2(X,Y )(ΠX⊗ΠY ) = ΠX⊗Y F2(X,Y ) which
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follows from the naturality of F2 : F ⊗ F → F (⊗) and the fact that γ is monoidal.
Equality (6) follows from the axiom (23) which is satisfied by F .

In the same way, the axiom (24) is satisfied by F̃ . □

Now, we have to extend notions of braided and symmetric functors to func-
tors with anomaly. Suppose that the categories C and D are braided and denote
indifferently by τ the braiding of the two categories.

Definition 2.16 — A braided functor with anomaly is a monoidal functor with
anomaly (F, F2, F0, γ) such that for all objects X and Y of C, the following diagram
commutes:

F (X)⊗ F (Y ) F (Y )⊗ F (X)

F (X ⊗ Y ) F (Y ⊗X)

(F (idY ) ⊗ F (idX))τF (X),F (Y )

F2(X,Y )

F (τX,Y )

F2(Y,X)(27)

A symmetric monoidal functor with anomaly is a braided functor with anomaly
between symmetric categories.

Remarks 2.17 –

(1) This lax definition of a braided functor allows us to consider braided func-
tors with anomaly which don’t send isomorphisms on isomorphisms.

Lemma 2.18 — Let F = (F, F2, F0, γ) be a braided functor with anomaly. Then

the unitalized functor F̃ is a braided functor with anomaly.

Proof. Recall the monoidal structure of the unitalized monoidal functor with anom-

aly F̃ = (F, F2, F0, γ): for X,Y ∈ C, F̃2(X,Y ) = pX⊗Y F2(X,Y )qX ⊗ qY , and, as
p and q are monoidal natural transformations, F̃2(X,Y )pX ⊗ pY = pX⊗Y F2(X,Y )

and qX⊗Y F̃2(X,Y ) = F2(X,Y )qX ⊗ qY . Now, we can compute F̃ (τX,Y )F̃2(X,Y ):

F̃ (τX,Y )F̃2(X,Y ) = pY⊗XF (τX,Y )qX⊗Y pX⊗Y F2(X,Y )qX ⊗ qY
= pY⊗XF (τX,Y )qX⊗Y F̃2(X,Y )(pX ⊗ pY )(qX ⊗ qY )
= pY⊗XF (τX,Y )F2(X,Y )(qX ⊗ qY )(pX ⊗ pY )(qX ⊗ qY )
= pY⊗XF (τX,Y )(qX ⊗ qY )
= pY⊗XF2(Y,X)(F (idY )⊗ F (idX))τF (X),F (Y )(qX ⊗ qY )
(5)
= γ−1

X,Xγ
−1
Y,Y pY⊗XF2(Y,X)(qY pY ⊗ qXpX)τF (X),F (Y )(qX ⊗ qY )

= γ−1
X,Xγ

−1
Y,Y pY⊗XF2(Y,X)(qY ⊗ qX)(pY ⊗ pX)τF (X),F (Y )(qX ⊗ qY )

= γ−1
X,Xγ

−1
Y,Y pY⊗XF2(Y,X)(qY ⊗ qX)(pY ⊗ pX)(qY ⊗ qX)τF̃ (X),F̃ (Y )

= pY⊗XF2(Y,X)(qY ⊗ qX)τF̃ (X),F̃ (Y )

= pY⊗XF2(Y,X)(qY ⊗ qX)(γ−1
Y,Y idY ⊗ γ

−1
X,X idX)τF̃ (X),F̃ (Y )

= F̃2(Y,X)(F̃ (idY )⊗ F̃ (idX))τF̃ (X),F̃ (Y )
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using that F (idX) = γ−1
X,XqXpX , pXqX = idF̃ (X), the braiding is natural and that

F is a braided functor with anomaly in equality (5). □

Before defining TQFTs with anomaly, let us briefly recall the definition of the
category of cobordims. Let n be a non-negative integer. A n-manifold means a
topological manifold of dimension n and the empty set ∅ is a n-manifold for any
n. The category of n-dimensional cobordisms Cobn is defined as follows. The ob-
jects of Cobn are closed oriented (n− 1)-manifolds as objects. A morphism from a
(n−1)-manifold Σ to a (n−1)-manifold Σ′ is represented by a pair (M,h) whereM
is a compact oriented n-manifold and h is a orientation preserving homeomorphism
between Σ

⊔
Σ′ and ∂M where Σ represents the manifold Σ with the opposite

orientation. Two such pairs (M,h : Σ
⊔
Σ′ → ∂M) and (N, k : Σ

⊔
Σ′ → ∂N)

represent the same morphism in Cobn if there exists a preserving-orientation home-
omorphism f : M → N such that k = fh. The composition in the category Cobn
is given by the gluing of two n-cobordisms: the composition of the two morphisms
(M,h) : (Σ, ϕΣ) → (Σ′, ϕΣ′) and (N, k) : (Σ′, ϕΣ′) → (Σ′′, ϕΣ′′) is represented by
the morphism (L, g) where M is the gluing of M on N along Σ′ given by the glu-
ing homeomorphism kh−1 : h(Σ′)→ k(Σ′) and g is the homeomorphism hΣ ⊔ kΣ′′ .
The identity morphism of the (n−1)-manifold Σ is represented by the n-cobordism
(Σ× [0, 1], c : Σ

⊔
Σ→ Σ×{0}

⊔
Σ×{1}) where c|Σ(x) = (x, 0) and c|Σ(x) = (x, 1).

The category Cobn is a symmetric monoidal category with tensor product given by
disjoint union, unit object is the empty (n−1)-manifold and the symmetric braiding
τΣ,Σ′ between two (n − 1)-manifolds Σ and Σ′ is represented by the n-cobordism(
(Σ ⊔ Σ′) × [0, 1], d : Σ ⊔ Σ′⊔Σ′ ⊔ Σ → (Σ ⊔ Σ′) × {0}

⊔
(Σ′ ⊔ Σ) × {1}

)
where

d|Σ⊔Σ′(x) = (x, 0) and d|Σ′⊔Σ(x) = (x, 1).
Now, we are able to give the main object definition we will construct for n = 3.

Definition 2.19 — A n-dimensional Topological Quantum Field Theory with
anomaly (TQFT with anomaly) is a symmetric monoidal unital functor with anom-
aly from Cobn to a symmetric monoidal category S.

Remarks 2.20 –

(1) A classical n-dimensional TQFT is a particular case of a TQFT with anom-
aly where S = Vectk and anomaly equal to 1k.

2.7. Anomaly lifting. If someone needs to work with a more classical TQFT,
there is a general process to lift the anomaly from functors with anomaly.

Let (F, γ) be a functor with anomaly from a category C to a category D and let
ν be a map that associates to any morphism f of C an invertible scalar νf ∈ k.
First, define a new functor with anomaly (F ν , γν) called the ν-rescaling of (F, γ)
by:

F ν(X) = X and F ν(f) = νfF (f),

for any objects X of C and any morphism f of C. The anomaly γν is then given by
νgf

νfνg
νg,f on a pair of composable morphisms (g, f) of C.

There is a canonical way to remove the anomaly of (F, γ) by modifying less as
possible the category C. Define by C the category:

• whose objects are the same than those of C;
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• a morphism of HomC(X,Y ) is a pair (f, x) where f ∈ HomC(X,Y ) and
x ∈ k×;
• the composition between (f, x) : X → Y and (g, y) : Y → Z is given by
(g ◦C f, γ−1

g,fxy).

Now, define the functor (without anomaly) F : C → D by:

F (X) = F (X) and F (f, x) = xF (f)

where X is any object of C and (f, x) is any morphism of C. If (f, x) is a morphism
of C, set ν(f,x) = x. Denote by U : C → C the forgetful functor between C and C.
Then we have the following commutative diagram of functors with anomaly:

C

C D

F
ν

U

(F, γ)

(28)

Note that the triplet (C, U, Fω
) has the following property: for all triplets (C̃, E,Gα)

such that E : C̃ → C is an equivalence of category, Gα is a functor with anomaly

which is the α-rescaling of a functor G : C̃ → D and FE = Gα, there exists an
equivalence of category H such that the following diagram (29) commutes

C

C̃

C D

U F
ν

H

E Gα

(F, γ)

(29)

3. Topological preliminaries

In this section, we define all topological objects we need to define our TQFT.
We briefly recall the definition of Turaev of a ribbon graph (see [Tur94]) before
specifying the main combinatorial object of this thesis, that is, ribbon cobordism
tangles. These tangles give us a way to present 3-cobordisms by surgery and we
recall generalized Kirby moves to explicit when two different ribbon cobordism
tangles present two homeomorphic cobordisms.

3.1. Ribbon graphs. An arc is an embedding of the square [0, 1] × [0, 1] in R3.
The image of [0, 1] × {0} and of [0, 1] × {1} are called bases of the arc whereas
the image of [0, 1] × {12} is called the core of the arc. A coupon is an arc with
a distinguished base called the bottom base (the other base is the top base). A
closed component is an embedding of the the surface S1 × [0, 1] in R3. The image
of S1 × { 12} is the core of the closed component.
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A ribbon graph with k bottom endpoints and l top endpoints is an oriented
surface G embedded in R2 × [0, 1] which is a finite disjoint union of arcs, coupons,
and closed components such that

• the set G ∩ R2 × {0} (respectively G ∩ R2 × {1}) is the union of the k (re-
spectively l) disjoint segments [(1, 1, 0), (1, 2, 0)], . . . , [(1, 2k−1, 0), (1, 2k, 0)]
(respectively [(1, 1, 1), (1, 2, 1)], . . . , [(1, 2l− 1, 1), (1, 2l, 1)]) which belong to
some arcs of G and the orientation of G near these segments is given by
the normal vector (1, 0, 0);
• all other bases of arcs lie on bases of coupons;
• the core of arcs and closed components are oriented.

For more details on ribbon graphs, see [Tur94], Chapter I.2.1.
A ribbon tangle is a ribbon graph with k bottom endpoints and l top endpoints

without coupons.
A diagram of a ribbon graph G is a projection of the coupons and the core of arcs

and closed components of G in the plane {0} × R× R such that the crossing have
only double points and the orientation of a coupon is the orientation of {0}×R×R;
we distinguish the overcrossing and the undercrossing in such a case. Except on
Figure 7, the bottom base of a coupon is parallel to the line {0}×R×{0} and will
be considered as lower than the top base. An example of a projection of a ribbon
graph is given in Figure 6.

x y

z

Figure 6. A ribbon graph and one of its diagrams in the plane
{0} × R× R.

To rebuild the ribbon graph starting from one of its diagrams, just thicken the
cores of arcs and closed components of the diagram in the plane {0} × R× R. We
say that diagrams are represented with convention of blackboard framing.

By an isotopy of ribbon graphs, we mean an orientation preserving isotopy in
R2 × [0, 1] constant on the boundary segments and preserving the splitting into
arcs, coupons and closed components as well as the orientation of cores. Recall
that two diagrams represent the same isotopy class of a ribbon tangle if and only if
one can be obtained from the other by deformation (planar isotopies) and a finite
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sequence of ribbon Reidemeister moves. See [Tur94] for more details on isotopies
and ribbon Reidemeister moves.

Finally, remember that you can compose two isotopy classes of ribbon graphs
by juxtaposing them when the number of top endpoints of the first coincides with
the number of bottom endpoints of the second. Moreover, you can obtain a new
ribbon graph by putting two ribbon graphs side by side. These operations turn the
set of isotopy class of ribbon graphs into a monoidal category (see [Tur94]).

Now, we start to define all objects we need to represent a 3-cobordism with
entrance boundary of multigenus g and exit boundary of multigenus h. In such
representations, we denote by n the number of closed components; we will use
them as surgery components.

3.2. Ribbon (g,n,h)-graphs. Let g = (g1, . . . , gr) and h = (h1, . . . , hs) be two tu-

ples of non-negative integers, n be a non-negative integer, and denote by |g| =
∑r

i=1 gi.

By a ribbon (g, n, h)-graph, we shall mean a ribbon graph G ⊂ R2 × [0, 1] consist-
ing of n closed components, r ordered coupons called entrance coupons, s ordered
coupons called exit coupons, and |g| + |h| arcs based on coupons. Moreover we
assume that for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r and all 1 ≤ j ≤ s the ith entrance coupon has 2gi
top endpoints and no bottom endpoints and the jth exit coupon has 2hj bottom
endpoints and no top endpoints such that:

• for 1 ≤ k ≤ gi, an arc joins the (2k − 1)th and the 2kth top endpoints of
the ith entrance coupon and its core is oriented from the 2kth top endpoint
to the (2k − 1)th top endpoint;
• for 1 ≤ k ≤ hj , an arc joins the (2k − 1)th and the 2kth bottom endpoints
of the jth exit coupon and its core is oriented from the (2k − 1)th bottom
endpoint to the 2kth bottom endpoint.

A closed component of a ribbon (g, n, h)-graph is called a sugery component. An
arc based on an entrance coupon (respectively exit coupon) is an entrance compo-
nent(respectively exit component). A connected component of an entrance (resp.
exit) coupon constitutes an entrance boundary component(resp. exit boundary com-
ponent). A ribbon (g, n, h)-graph is represented by a diagram with blackboard
framing.

1 I
N

1OUT

2O
U
T

Figure 7. A ribbon ((1), 1, (2, 1))-graph.

For such an example of a ribbon ((1), 1, (2, 1))-graph, see Figure 7 where there is
one surgery component (red), one entrance component which is a part of the unique
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entrance boundary component (black), and three exit components separated on the
two exit boundary components (blue).

We denote by Graph(g, n, h) the set of all isotopy classes of (g, n, h)-graphs, and
by

Graph =
⊔

(g,n,h)

Graph(g, n, h).

3.3. Ribbon cobordism tangles. Let g = (g1, . . . , gr) and h = (h1, . . . , hs) be
two tuples of non-negative integers and n be a non-negative integer. By a ribbon
(g, n, h)-cobordism tangle, we shall mean a ribbon tangle T ⊂ R2 × [0, 1] with 2|g|
bottom endpoints and 2|h| top endpoints consisting of n closed oriented components
called surgery components, |g| arcs called entrance components and |h| arcs called
exit components such that:

• for 1 ≤ k ≤ |g|, the kth entrance component joins the (2k − 1)th and
the 2kth bottom endpoints and its core is oriented from the 2kth bottom
endpoint to the (2k − 1)th bottom endpoint;
• for 1 ≤ k ≤ |h|, the kth exit component joins the (2k − 1)th and the 2kth
top endpoints and its core is oriented from the (2k − 1)th top endpoint to
the 2kth top endpoint.

For every 1 ≤ i ≤ r, the disjoint union of the kth entrance component for

(
i−1∑
j=1

gj

)
+

1 ≤ k ≤
i∑

j=1

gj is called the ith entrance boundary component of the cobordism

tangle. For every 1 ≤ i ≤ s, the disjoint union of the kth top arcs for

(
i−1∑
j=1

hj

)
+1 ≤

k ≤

(
i∑

j=1

hj

)
is called the ith exit boundary component of the cobordism tangle.

A ribbon cobordism tangle is represented by a diagram with blackboard framing.

Figure 8. A ribbon ((1), 1, (2, 1))-cobordism tangle.

For such an example of a ribbon ((1), 1, (2, 1))-cobordism tangle, see Figure 8
where there is one surgery component (red), one entrance component which forms
the only one entrance boundary component (black) and three exit components
separated on two exit boundary components materialized by vertical little segments
(blue).
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We denote by TangCob(g, n, h) the set of all isotopy classes of (g, n, h)-cobordism
tangles, and by

TangCob =
⊔

(g,n,h)

TangCob(g, n, h).

There is a surjective map Gr : TangCob → Graph defined on an isotopy class T
of a (g, n, h)-cobordism tangle where g = (g1, . . . , gr) and h = (h1, . . . , hs) by:

Gr(T ) =

(
h1
. . .

⊗ . . .⊗ hs
. . .

)
◦ T ◦

(
g1

. . .

⊗ . . .⊗
gr

. . .
)

(30)

where a coupon colored by a positive integer m means that there is m couples of
oriented arrows attached on the coupon as specified in the definition (30) of the
map Gr.

1OUT 2OUT

1IN

Gr7−→

Figure 9. The action of map Gr from TangCob to Graph on a
((1), 1, (2, 1))-cobordism tangle

In order to define an isotopy invariant of cobordism tangles, we define a useful
ribbon tool called ribbon opentangles.

3.4. Ribbon opentangles. Let g = (g1, . . . , gr) and h = (h1, . . . , hs) be two tuples
of non-negative integers and n be a non-negative integer. By a ribbon (g, n, h)-

opentangle, we shall mean a ribbon tangle T ⊂ R2 × [0, 1] with 2(|g| + n + |h|)
bottom endpoints and 2|h| top endpoints, consisting of N = |g| + n + 2|h| arcs
components without any closed component, such that:

• for 1 ≤ k ≤ |g| + n, the kth arc joins the (2k − 1)th and the 2kth bottom
endpoints and its core is oriented from the (2k − 1)th bottom endpoint to
the 2kth bottom endpoint;
• for |g|+n+1 ≤ k ≤ N , the kth arc joins the (k+|g|+n)th bottom endpoint
with the (k − |g| − n)th top endpoint and its core is oriented upwards if
k − |g| − n is odd and donwards if not.

The |g| first arcs are the entrance components, the n following arcs are the surgery
components and the last |h| couples of consecutive arcs are the exit components. For

every 1 ≤ i ≤ r, the disjoint union of the kth arcs for

(
i−1∑
j=1

gj

)
+ 1 ≤ k ≤

i∑
j=1

gj is

called the ith entrance boundary component of the opentangle. For every 1 ≤ i ≤ s,
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the disjoint union of the kth arcs for

(
|g|+ n+

i−1∑
j=1

hj

)
+ 1 ≤ k ≤ |g| + n +

2

(
i∑

j=1

hj

)
is called the ith exit boundary component of the opentangle.

A ribbon opentangle is represented by a diagram with blackboard framing.

Figure 10. A ribbon ((1), 1, (2, 1))-opentangle.

For such an example of a ribbon ((1), 1, (2, 1))-opentangle, see Figure 10 where
there is one surgery component (red), one entrance component which forms the
only entrance boundary component (black) and three exit components separated
on two exit boundary components materialized by vertical little segments (blue).

We denote by Otang(g, n, h) the set of all isotopy classes of (g, n, h)-opentangles,
and by

Otang =
⊔

(g,n,h)

Otang(g, n, h).

There is a surjective map U : Otang → TangCob whose restriction onOtang(g, n, h)→
TangCob(g, n, h) is also surjective and is given by the closure of surgery components
and the bottom closure of exit components of a class of opentangles, that is,

U(O) = O ◦ (↓↑⊗|g| ⊗ ⊗n+|h|)(31)

where O is an isotopy class of a (g, n, h)-opentangle.

U7−→

Figure 11. The map U from Otang to TangCob.

Since the map U is surjective, it induces a bijection between the set TangCob(g, n, h)
and the quotient set Otang(g, n, h)/ ∼ where two isotopy classes of opentangles
are equivalent if and only if they have the same image under U . There is a di-
agrammatical characterization of this equivalence relation: two isotopy classes of
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opentangles O1 and O2 are equivalent if and only if a diagram of O1 and a dia-
gram of O2 are related by a finite sequence of planar isotopies, ribbon Reidemeister
moves (see [Tur94]) and three additionnal moves (see [Lyu95a]): moves of type BA
(”below-above”) defined on Figure 12, moves of type ESC (”exchange-surgery-
components”) defined on Figure 13 and moves of type ”ROT” (”rotation”) defined
on Figure 14.

1
1 2

1
1 2

←→

The two arcs 1 belong to the same sugery or exit component.
Arc 2 belongs to any component and can be oriented in the two ways.

Figure 12. The move BA on diagrams of opentangles.

SC1 SC2 SC1SC2

←→

Figure 13. The move ESC on diagrams of opentangles.

←→ ←→

The two arcs belong to the same surgery or exit component.

Figure 14. The move ROT on diagrams of opentangles.

To construct our TQFT, we need to start with a presentation of 3-cobordisms
by cobordism tangles, generalizing surgery of 3-manifolds to 3-cobordisms. Then,
we will be able to extend Kirby calculus.

3.5. Surgery of 3-cobordisms and presentation by cobordism tangles. For
the definition of the category of 3-cobordims Cob3, see Section 2.6. Let g =
(g1, . . . , gr) be a r-tuple of non-negative integers and g be a non-negative inte-
ger. If Σg1 , . . . ,Σgr are r connected surfaces of respective genus g1, . . . , gr, the
multigenus of the surface Σg :=

⊔r
i=1 Σgi is g. Denote by Sg the canonical oriented

connected and closed surface of genus g and by Sg the ordered disjoint union of con-

nected canonical surfaces
⊔r

i=1 Sgi . Then we define the category of 3-dimensional
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parametrized cobordisms Cobp3 which contains parametrized surfaces as objects that
are pairs (Σ, ϕΣ : Σ→ Sg) with Σ a closed oriented surface of multigenus g and ϕΣ
a orientation preserving homeomorphism. Morphisms and composition are defined
exactly in the same way that in Cob3 and there exists an equivalence of category
given by the forgetful functor Cobp3 → Cob3. We denote by Cobp3(g, h) the set of all
parametrized cobordisms from a surface of multigenus g to a surface of genus h and

by Cobp,cd3 (g, h) the subset of Cobp3(g, h) of connected parametrized cobordisms.
A closed 3-manifold can be presented by a framed link. Using this result, we

describe how to generalize this combinatorial presentation to 3-cobordims (detailed
results and proofs can be found in [Tur94], Chapter I). First, we recall how to present
a 3-manifold by a link and what is the surgery on this link. Let L be a n-components
framed link embedded in S3 and denote by V (L) a tubular neighborhood of L in
S3. The boundary of the 3-manifold S3\V (L) is then homeomorphic to n disjoint
canonical tori (or handlebodies) D2× S1. We define the 3-manifold S3L obtained by
surgery of S3 along the link L by:

S3L = (S3\V (L))
⊔

ϕ : ∂(S3\V (L))→⊔n
i=1(S1×S1)i

⊔ni=1(D2 × S1)i

where ϕ is a homeomorphism between tori that exchanges meridian and parallel
and for every 1 ≤ i ≤ n, the 3-manifold (D2 × S1)i is a copy of the canonical
torus D2 × S1. A result of Lickorish proved in [Lic97] claims that if M be a closed
oriented connected 3-manifold, then there exists a framed link L in S3 such that M
is homeomorphic to S3L.

This last result will allow us to present 3-cobordisms by ribbon graphs and tangles.
Let (M,h : Σ

⊔
Σ′ → ∂M) be a connected 3-cobordism between the parametrized

surfaces (Σ, ϕΣ : Σ → Sg) and (Σ′, ϕΣ′ : Σ′ → Sk) where g and k are respectively

a r-tuple and a s-tuple of nonnegative integers. Denote by Hg the 3-dimensional
handlebody of genus g bounded by the canonical closed surface Sg and when g
is a r-tuple of nonnegative integers, denote by Hg the ordered disjoint union of

handlebodies Hg1 , . . . ,Hgr . Then, define by M̃ the closed 3-manifold:

M̃ = Hg

⊔
h−◦ϕ−1

Σ

M
⊔

ϕΣ′◦h+

Hk

where h− = h|Σ and h+ = h|Σ′ . Now, according to the surgery theorem of Lick-
orish, there exist a n-component framed link L and a homeomorphism f between

M̃ and S3L. Moreover, every canonical handlebody Hg of genus g is the tubular
neighborhood of an oriented surface which is a ribbon graph Gg composed by one
coupon and g handles based on the same side of the coupon. We can suppose that,
for every 1 ≤ i ≤ r and every 1 ≤ i ≤ s , f(Ggi) ∩ L = ∅ and f(Gkj

) ∩ L = ∅
because the ribbon link L and the image by f of graphs Ggi and Ggk are objects
of codimension 1 in S3. Consider the ribbon graph in S3

Gg,n,h = Gg1 ⊔ . . . ⊔Ggr

⊔
L
⊔
Gk1
⊔ . . . ⊔Gks

.

By isotopy, pull down the graphs Gg1 , . . . , Ggr and pull up the graphs Gk1 , . . . , Gks

and then cut them: the resulting ribbon (g, n, k)-cobordism tangle is a presentation

of the 3-cobordism (M,h : Σ
⊔

Σ′ → ∂M).
For example, the cylinder idΣg

= (Σg× [0, 1], idΣg⊔Σg
) over a surface Σg of genus

g is presented by the ribbon (g, g, g)-cobordism tangle given on Figure 15.
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︸ ︷︷ ︸
g times

Figure 15. A cobordism tangle which presents the cylinder of a
surface of genus g.

Henceforth, we know how to present a 3-cobordism by a 2-dimensional object
as a cobordism tangle. To know when two cobordism tangles present the same
cobordisms, we need to extend Kirby calculus. Let T be a (g, n, h)-cobordism tangle

in S3 with g = (g1, . . . , gr) and h = (h1, . . . , hs) and denote by L the link defined by
the disjoint union of the n surgery components of T . Consider the ribbon (g, n, h)-
graph G = Gr(T ) as defined in map (30) where r+s coupons have been attached to
entrance and exit components of T . Then do the surgery on S3 along L to obtain
a closed connected oriented 3-manifold S3L with r + s disjoint embedded ribbon

graphs of type
. . .

. Take tubular neighborhoods N1, . . . , Nr of the r entrance
boundary components of G and tubular neighborhoods Nr+1, . . . , Nr+s of the s exit
boundary components of G in S3L. Then we obtain a 3-cobordism

MT = S3L\(N1 ⊔ . . . ⊔Nr+s)

from ∂(N1 ⊔ . . .⊔Nr) to ∂(Ns+1 ⊔ . . .⊔Nr+s) with a parametrization of these two
boundary components by canonical surfaces.

This construction gives a surjective mapN (for ”neighborhood”) from
⊔

n∈N
TangCob(g, n, h)

to Cobp,cd3 (g, h) defined on an isotopy class T of a (g, n, h)-cobordism tangle by:

N(T ) =MT(32)

The surjectivity of the map N comes from the existence of a presentation for any
connected 3-cobordism by a ribbon (g, n, h)-cobordism tangle. Since N is surjec-

tive, it defines a bijection between the set Cobp,cd3 (g, h) and the quotient set of( ⊔
n∈N

TangCob(g, n, h)

)
/ ∼ where two cobordim tangles T1 and T2 are equivalent

if and only ifMT1 =MT2 . In order to give a characterization in terms of cobordism
tangles diagrams, we define the moves SO (”surgery orientation”), KI (Kirby I),
KIIg (”generalized Kirby II”), COUPON and TWIST illustrated respectively in
Figures 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20.
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←→

Figure 16. The move SO on cobordism tangles.

T ←→ T ←→⊔
T

⊔

Figure 17. The move KI on cobordism tangles.

←→

Any component can slides over a surgery component.

Figure 18. The move KIIg on cobordism tangles.

All components of the same entrance or exit boundary component can cross any component.

and←→ ←→

Figure 19. The move COUPON on cobordism tangles.
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←→←→

and

←→←→

The simultaneous twist of all components of the same entrance or exit boundary
component is considered as nothing happened.

Figure 20. The move TWIST on cobordism tangles.

Theorem 3.1 — Two isotopy classes of cobordism tangles T1 and T2 are equiv-
alent if and only if a diagram of T1 and a diagram of T2 differ only by a finite
sequence of planar isotopies, ribbon Reidemeister moves, and moves of type SO,
KI, KIIg, COUPON , and TWIST .

For details concerning extended Kirby calculus, see [Tur94], Chapter II.3.1, and
for a proof of Theorem 3.1, see [RT91], Section 7.2.

We need two more topological operations before starting the construction of the
TQFT. To define composition of cobordisms and guarantee that the TQFT will
be symmetric, we need to add some circles components on cobordism tangles as
explain in the next subsection.

3.6. Two useful operations on cobordism tangles. First we define the encer-
cling composition denoted by ⋆ between two cobordim tangles. Let g = (g1, . . . , gr),
h = (h1, . . . , hs) and k = (k1, . . . , kt) be three tuples of positive integers. Let

MS ∈ Cobp,cd3 (g, h) andMT ∈ Cobp,cd3 (h, k) two cobordisms represented respectively
by a (g, n, h)-cobordism tangle S and a (h,m, k)-cobordism tangle T . Then, accord-
ing to Turaev (see [Tur94]), the connected parametrized 3-cobordism MT ◦MS ∈
Cobp,cd3 (g, k) is represented by a tangle T ⋆ S obtained by adding s− 1 trivial knots
respectively surrounded the s− 1 first boundary components of T and juxtaposing
this new tangle over S as it is illustrated on Figure 21.

Secondly, we define a special kind of cobordism tangles called hallowed tangles.
Let T be a (g, n, h)-cobordism tangle T . We define the hallowed cobordism tangle
◦
T by adding closed components around each connected enter and exit components
as depicted in Figure 22.
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T

S

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2g1

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2gr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2h1

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2h2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2hs−1

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2hs

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2k1

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2kt

Figure 21. Cobordism
tangle T ⋆ S.

T

︸ ︷︷ ︸
g1

︸ ︷︷ ︸
gr

h1︷ ︸︸ ︷ hs︷ ︸︸ ︷

Figure 22. Hallowed

cobordism tangle
◦
T .

4. Internal TQFT

4.1. Organization and main results. Consider C is a ribbon category with a
coend C and split idempotents. In this section, we start giving the definition of an
admissible element, a special kind of morphism 1 → C, allowing us to formulate
the first main Theorem 4.2 of this article which gives general sufficient conditions
to build a three dimensional TQFT with anomaly. In this section we explain all
the construction of our internal TQFT and give a proof of Theorem 4.2 and The-
orem 4.4 which precise that internal TQFT is computable just using structural
morphisms of the coend. The goal of our work is to extend 3-manifolds quantum
invariants described by Virelizier in [Vir06] in 3-cobordisms invariants satisfying
axioms of a TQFT. To do this, we need to add two conditions (see (Ad4) and
(Ad5) below) to the definition of the classical Kirby element. That leads to the
next definition of an admissible color :

Definition 4.1 (Admissible element). — Let α ∈ HomC(1, C) where C is the
coend of the ribbon category C. The morphism α is an admissible element if it
satisfies the following conditions, where m, ∆, ε, S, ω, and θ± denote respectively
the multiplication, the comultiplication, the counit, the antipode, the pairing and
the linear forms coming from twists of the coend C:

εα = id1;(Ad1) Sα = α;(Ad2) θ±α ∈ EndC(1)
×;(Ad3)
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∀n ∈ N,

C⊗n

ω

α

ω

α

=

C⊗n

ω

α
;

(Ad4) ∀n ∈ N,

idC⊗n

C⊗n

ω

α

α

=

∆

m

idC⊗n

C⊗n

ω

α

α

.

(Ad5)

Using an admissible elementα, we are able to compute our internal three dimen-
sional TQFT as described in the next theorem, which is the first main result of this
article. Recall that Cobp3 denotes the category of parametrized 3-cobordims (see
Section 3.5).

Theorem 4.2 — Let α ∈ HomC(1, C) be an admissible element. Then for every
connected parametrized surface Σg of genus g and for every connected 3-cobordism
MT of Cobp3(g, h) represented by a (g, n, h)-cobordism tangle T , the assignment:

WC(Σg;α) = (C⊗g)α(33)

WC(MT ;α) = να(T ) |
◦
T |C,α(34)

defines a braided monoidal functor with anomaly (WC,α, γ) between the category
Cobp3 and C.

Moreover the associated TQFT with anomaly (VC,α, γ) takes values in the full
subcategory of transparent objects T ⊂ C.

Remarks 4.3 –

(1) The object (C⊗n)α is the image of C⊗n by idempotent defined in equality
(40). The tangle invariant | |C,α is defined in Lemma 4.7.

(2) Note that
◦
T means we add some circle components on the cobordism tan-

gle T to specify connected (enter and exit) components of the represented
cobordism (see Section 3.6).

(3) Note that the anomaly γ is given by:

γMT ,MT ′ = (θ+α)
b+(T )+b+(T ′)−b+(T⋆T ′)(θ−α)

b−(T )+b−(T ′)−b−(T⋆T ′)

where T ⋆ T ′ encodes the cobordism M ′ ◦M (see Section 3.6), and b+(T )
and b−(T ) are respectively numbers of positive and negatives eigenvalues
of the linking matrix of T .

(4) In the case of premodular categories, the Kirby element from [Vir06] cor-
responding to the Kirby color in the Turaev TQFT construction is an ad-
missible element. We will prove it in Section 5.

According our next second main result, the internal TQFT is completely com-
putable, starting from a tangle presentation of a 3-corbordims, using only structural
morphisms of the coend C.
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Theorem 4.4 — Let α : 1→ C be an admissible element. The TQFT VC,α can
be expressed entirely in terms of ◦, ⊗, +, α and the structural morphisms

m, ∆, ε, u, S, S−1, θ+, θ−, ω, τC,C , τ
−1
C,C , idC

of the coend C.

4.2. Construction of internal TQFT. We start now the steps to construct our
internal TQFT and will prove the two main Theorems 4.2 and 4.4. First, we define
an isotopy invariant of opentangle:

Lemma 4.5 — The universal morphism associated to an opentangle defines a
map | |C : Otang → HomC such that every isotopy class of (g, n, h)-opentangle O
is mapped to the morphism of C:

|O|C : C⊗|g| ⊗ C⊗n ⊗ C⊗|h| → C |h|.(35)

Let’s illustrate the process on the example of the 1-genus surface cylinder Σ1 ×
[0, 1] before starting the proof. Recall that a tangle presentation of cylinder Σ1 ×
[0, 1] is given in Figure 15.

Example 4.6 — Construction of the opentangle invariant based on a tangle
presentation of Σ1 × [0, 1]:

T = −→

X Y Z

Z

Morphism OX,Y,Z of C

−→

X Y Z

C

Composition by ιZ

|O|C

X Y Z

=

C

C C C

Proof. Choosing a (g, n, h)-opentangle O, the construction of the universal mor-
phism |O|C is well-defined by Lemma 2.4. Morevover, the construction does not
depend on the choice of an element in the isotopy class of O because of Shum’s
result (see [Shu94]): two isotopic opentangles define the same morphism in the
ribbon category C. □

Then, we can define an isotopy invariant of cobordisms tangles:

Lemma 4.7 — Let α ∈ HomC(1, C). There is a map | |C,α : TangCob(g, n, h)→ HomC
defined on every isotopy class of (g, n, h)-cobordism tangle T by

|T |C,α = |O|C ◦ (idC⊗|g| ⊗ α⊗n+|h|)(36)

where O is any preimage of T by the map U : Otang → TangCob defined in formula
(31).

Example 4.8 — Construction of the cobordism tangle invariant based on a tangle
presentation T of Σ1 × [0, 1] :
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|O|C

α αC

C

|T |C,α =

Proof. Consider an isotopy class T of a (g, n, h)-cobordism tangle and two (g, n, h)-
opentangles T o

1 and T o
2 such that U(T o

1 ) = T = U(T o
2 ) where the map U is defined

in (31). Then, as it is explained in Section 3.4, there exists a finite sequence of
planar isotopies and ribbon Reidemeister moves, moves BA (see Figure 12), moves
ESC (see Figure 13), and moves ROT (see Figure 14) between diagrams of T o

1 and
T o
2 . We have to show that

|T o
1 |C(idC⊗|g| ⊗ α⊗n+|h|) = |T o

2 |C(idC⊗|g| ⊗ α⊗n+|h|).(37)

If T o
1 and T o

2 differ by planar isotopies and ribbon Reidemeister moves, the equal-
ity (37) is obvious because | |C is an isotopy invariant of opentangles (see Lemma 4.5).
Suppose now that T o

1 and T o
2 , considered as diagrams, differ only from one move

BA as it is illustrated in Figure 23.

1
1 2 1

1 2
T o
1 = T o

2 =

Figure 23. One different crossing between T o
1 and T o

2 .

By isotopy, we modify the diagrams of opentangles T o
1 and T o

2 such that the
difference of crossings is at the bottom of the diagram as shown in Figure 24.

T o
1 = T o

2 =

Figure 24. One different bottom crossing between T o
1 and T o

2 .

Now, let X = X1, . . . , X|g|+n+|h| be objects of C and colore T o
1 and T o

2 by those

objects to obtain morphisms of C, T o
1,X and T o

2,X . Suppose that the crossing which
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is different between T o
1 and T o

2 affects the ith component such that |g| + 1 ≤ i ≤
|g|+n+ |h| (a surgery component or an exit component) and denote by Y the color
of the other component in the crossing and by
f : X∗

1 ⊗X1 ⊗ . . .⊗ Y ∗ ⊗X∗
i ⊗Xi ⊗ Y ⊗ . . .⊗X∗

|g|+n+|h| ⊗X|g|+n+|h| →
X∗

|g|+n+1 ⊗X|g|+n+1 ⊗ . . . ⊗X∗
|g|+n+|h| ⊗X|g|+n+|h| the morphism of C defined in

Figure 25.

X1 Xi X|g|+n+|h|

T o
1,X =

X|g|+n+|h|X|g|+n+1 X|g|+n+|h|X|g|+n+1

X1 Xi X|g|+n+|h|

T o
2,X =f f

Y Y

Figure 25. The morphims T o
1,X and T o

2,X of C associated to tan-
gles T o

1 and T o
2 .

Note that there exists j ∈ N such that Y = Xj .
Suppose that j ̸= i and without loss of generality that j = |g| + n + |h|. Using

dinaturality of (ιXg+n+1
⊗ . . . ⊗ ιX|g|+n+|h|) ◦ f in X1, . . . , X|g|+n+|h|−1 and using

Fubini theorem (see [ML98] and see Lemma 2.4) with parameters Y ∗ and Y , by
universal property of the coend C, there exists a unique morphism

ψf : C
⊗i−1 ⊗ Y ∗ ⊗ C ⊗ Y ⊗ C⊗|g|+n+|h|−i−1 ⊗ Y ∗ ⊗ Y → C⊗|h|

such that, for all objects X1, . . . , X|g|+n+|h|−1 of C,
(ιX|g|+n+1

⊗. . .⊗ιX|g|+n+|h|)◦f = ψf◦(ιX1⊗. . .⊗idY ∗⊗ιXi⊗idY⊗ιXi+1⊗. . .⊗ιX|g|+n+|h|−1
⊗idY ∗⊗Y )

Morevover, we know by Lemma 4.5 that

(ιX|g|+n+1
⊗ . . .⊗ ιX|g|+n+|h|) ◦ T

o
1,X = |T o

1 |C ◦ (ιX1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ιX|g|+n+|h|)

and

(ιX|g|+n+1
⊗ . . .⊗ ιX|g|+n+|h|) ◦ T

o
2,X = |T o

2 |C ◦ (ιX1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ιX|g|+n+|h|).

Thus we have the two identities showed on Figure 26.

|T o
1 |C ψf

X|g|+n+|h| = Y

=

X1 X1 Xi

Y

Y

CCC C

CC

, |T o
2 |C ψf

X|g|+n+|h| = Y

=

X1 XiX1

Y

Y

CCC C

CC

Figure 26. Two factorizations of (ιX|g|+n+1
⊗. . .⊗ιX|g|+n+|h|)T

o
1,X

(resp. T o
2,X)
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Remark that in one hand, we have for all objects Y of C

|T o
1 |C ◦ (idC⊗|g|+n+|h|−1 ⊗ ιY ) = ψf ◦ (idC⊗i−1 ⊗

C

Y ⊗ idC⊗|g|+n+|h|−i−1 ⊗ idY ∗⊗Y )

(38)

and in the other hand, we have

|T o
2 |C ◦ (idC⊗|g|+n+|h|−1 ⊗ ιY ) = ψf ◦ (idC⊗i−1 ⊗

C

Y ⊗ idC⊗|g|+n+|h|−i−1 ⊗ idY ∗⊗Y )

(39)

Indeed, as the right member of equation (38) is dinatural in Y with parameters C,

there exists a unique morphism ϕ : C⊗|g|+n+|h| → C⊗|h| such that, for all Y ∈ C,

ψf ◦ (idC⊗i−1 ⊗
C

Y ⊗ idC⊗|g|+n+|h|−i−1 ⊗ idY ∗⊗Y ) = ϕ ◦ (idC⊗|g|+n+|h|−1 ⊗ ιY )

and composing with morphism ιX1
⊗ . . .⊗ ιX|g|+n+|h|−1

,

ψf◦(ιX1
⊗. . .⊗

C

Y ◦ιXi
⊗. . .⊗ιX|g|+n+|h|−1

⊗idY ∗⊗Y ) = ϕ◦(ιX1
⊗. . .⊗ιX|g|+n+|h|−1

⊗ιY )

so, using the first equality of Figure 26,

|T o
1 |C ◦ (ιX1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ιX|g|+n+|h|) = ϕ ◦ (ιX1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ιX|g|+n+|h|)

and by unicity of this factorization

|T o
1 |C = ϕ.

Now, we compute the invariant |T |C,α using T o
1 and T o

2 . Then, we get equalities
showed on Figure 27.

α

|T o
1 |C ψf=

α αα
Y

Y

Y

C

C⊗|g| C⊗|g|

C

C C C

C C

C

α

|T o
2 |C ψf=

α αα
Y

Y

Y

C

C⊗|g| C⊗|g|

C

C C C

C C

C

Figure 27. Toward the computation of the invariant |T |C,α using
T o
1 and T o

2 .
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But the braiding of C is natural and cY,1 = idY as shown in Figure 28.

α

Y Y
Y

α α

Figure 28. Naturality of the braiding and trivial braiding on 1.

Thus, as the second hand side of the equality in Figure 27 doesn’t depend on
the crossing between the braid colored by Y and the α colored component, we have
identities of Figure 29:

α

ψf

C C

Y

α
C⊗|g| Y

C

ψf

C C

Y

αα
C⊗|g| Y

C

=

|T o
2 |

C C

α
C⊗|g|

α
Y

CCC

|T o
1 |

C C

α
C⊗|g|

α
Y

CCC

=

that means:

Figure 29. Equal invariants.

and using factorization property of the coend C,

|T o
1 |C(idC⊗|g| ⊗ α⊗n+|h|−1 ⊗ idC) = |T o

2 |C(idC⊗|g| ⊗ α⊗n+|h|−1 ⊗ idC)

so composing with the missing α, we have proved the result:

|T1|C,α = |T2|C,α.
Suppose now that Y = Xi (see Figure 25) that means a surgery component is

auto-intersecting. In this case, without loss of generality, after sliding the concern-
ing crossing to the bottom of the concerned tangle, it is enough to show that

| |C,α = | |C,α
After applying the factorization property of the coend, we just have to prove

that
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θC

=

θC

α α

Indeed, we get:

=

Y

==
(2)

= and

S−1 S

Y Y Y Y Y

S−1 S S−1S

Equality (2) is due to the definition of the coproduct and antipode for coend C
(see [BV07]). Composing by S ⊗ S and colored by α the two morphisms obtained,
and recalling that S2 = θC , we get the wanted result using naturality and self-
duality of θC .

Secondly, suppose that diagrams of opentangles T o
1 and T o

2 differ only by one
move ESC (see Figure 13) as it is illustrated in Figure 30:

SC1 SC2 SC1SC2

T TT o
1 = T o

2 =

Figure 30. One permutation in the ordered surgery components
of an opentangle.

where T is a (g, n, h)-opentangle. Applying Lemma 2.4 to the (g, n, h)-opentangle

T , there exists a morphism |T |C : C⊗|g|+n+|h| → C |h| such that we have identities
of Figure 31.
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|T |C|T1|C,α = |T2|C,α = |T |C

C C C C

αα α α

α

α

Figure 31. Computation of the invariant | |C,α with T o
1 and T o

2 .

As the braiding τ is natural and τ1,1 = id1 = id1⊗1, we have equalities of
Figure 32.

α α

α α
= =

α α

1 1

Figure 32. Natural braiding and transparent object 1

And so |T1|C,α = |T2|C,α.
Lastly, suppose that diagrams of opentangles T o

1 and T o
2 differ only by one move

ROT (see Figure 14). The invariance by this last move comes from naturality of θ.
Indeed we have then θ±α = αθ1 = α since θ1 = id1. □

Note that the isotopy invariant of cobordism tangles | |C,α is multiplicative for
the disjoint union as claimed in the following Lemma.

Lemma 4.9 — Let α ∈ HomC(1, C) and T1,T2 be two cobordism tangles. Then

|T1 ⊔ T2|C,α = |T1|C,α ⊗ |T2|C,α.

Proof. Let us give the idea of the proof on simple cobordism tangles. Suppose that
T1 is a ((1), 2, (1))-cobordism tangle, T2 is a ((1), 1, (1, 1))-cobordism tangle. Denote
by T o

1 a ((1), 2, (1))-opentangle and by T o
2 a ((1), 1, (1, 1))-opentangle such that

U(T o
1 ) = T1 and U(T o

2 ) = T2 (see 31) that means we have equalities of Figure 33.
Choose the following ((1, 1), 3, (1, 2))-opentangle O drawn on Figure 34.
Remark that the universal morphism |O|C is equal to the morphism

(|T o
1 |C ⊗ |T o

2 |C)


CCCCCCCC
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IN IN

OUT

OUT

OUT

OUTSURG SURG

T o
1 T o

2T1 = T2 =and

Figure 33. Opentangles T o
1 and T o

2 such that T1 = U(T o
1 ) and

T2 = U(T o
2 ).

T o
1 T o

2O =

Figure 34. Opentangle O such that T1 ⊔ T2 = U(O).

and then

|T1 ⊔ T2|C,α = (|T o
1 |C ⊗ |T o

2 |C)


CCCCCCCC

 (idC⊗2 ⊗ α⊗6) = |T o|

As the braiding τ is natural, C ⊗ 1 = 1 ⊗ C = C, τ1,C = idC and τ1,1 = id1, we
have

(|T o
1 |C⊗|T o

2 |C)


CCCCCCCC

 (idC⊗2⊗α⊗6) = |T o
1 |C(idC⊗α⊗3)⊗|T o

2 |C(idC⊗α⊗3)

and we get the expected result. □

We need now to extend the isotopy invariant in a homeomorphism 3-cobordims

invariant. In Section 3.6, we have defined hallowed tangles
◦
T . This topological op-

eration is equivalent to compose and precompose invariant |T |C,α with a particular
morphism encoded by the pairing of the coend ω. Let’s us explicit this morphism.
Let X,Y be any objects of C and consider the morphism ΠX,Y defined in Figure 35:
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ΠX,Y =

X Y

X

Figure 35. The ΠX,Y morphism

Let us express this morphism ΠX,Y using structural morphisms of the coend C of
C:

X Y

X

=

X Y

X ω

=

X Y

X ω

=

X Y

X

S

ω

Suppose that α satisfies (Ad2). Then, for n a non negative integer, we define the
hallowed morphism, denoted by Πα,n, we will use to compose our invariant |T |C,α:

Πα,n = [idC ⊗ ω(idC ⊗ α)]δC⊗n =

ω

α

C⊗n

(40)

In the Reshetikhin-Turaev TQFT, this morphism is the transparent projector
which sends every object on its transparent part. To construct the internal TQFT,
we will need to ask this morphism to be a projector. For now, trying to construct
a 3-cobordisms invariant, we only need the hallowed morphism to make a link

between invariant |T |C,α and the invariant |
◦
T |C,α.

Lemma 4.10 — Let α : 1→ C and T be a (g, n, h)-cobordism tangle. Then

Πα,h|T |C,αΠα,g = |
◦
T |C,α(41)

Proof. Just observe the topological operation that consists to add encircling en-
trance and exit components is exactly algebraically encoded by composing with
hallowed morphism (40). □

Before defining a Kirby II move invariant, we need a last result concerning (Ad5).

Lemma 4.11 — o
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If (Ad5) holds, then for any n ∈ N, idC⊗n

ω

α

α

C⊗n

∆

m

idC⊗n

ω

α

α

C⊗n

= .

Proof. Set Πn = [idC⊗n ⊗ ω(idC ⊗ α)]δC⊗n . We have:

(idC⊗n ⊗m(idC ⊗ α))(idC⊗n−1 ⊗ τC,C)(idC ⊗ τC,C⊗n−2 ⊗ idC)Πn

= (τC,C⊗n−2 ⊗ idC⊗2)(idC ⊗ τC⊗n−2,C ⊗m(idC ⊗ α)))(idC⊗n−1 ⊗∆)(idC ⊗ τC⊗n−2,C)(τC,C⊗n−2 ⊗ idC)Πn

(2)
= (τC,C⊗n−2 ⊗ idC⊗2)(idC ⊗ τC⊗n−2,C ⊗m(idC ⊗ α)))(idC⊗n−1 ⊗∆)Πn(idC ⊗ τC⊗n−2,C)(τC,C⊗n−2 ⊗ idC)

(3)
= (τC,Cn−2 ⊗ idC ⊗ α)(idC ⊗ τC⊗n−2,C )Πn(idC ⊗ τC⊗n−2,C)(τC,C⊗n−2 ⊗ idC)

(4)
= (τC,Cn−2 ⊗ idC ⊗ α)(idC ⊗ τC⊗n−2,C )(idC ⊗ τC⊗n−2,C)(τC,C⊗n−2 ⊗ idC)Πn

= Πn ⊗ α

Equalities (2) and (4) are due to the naturality of Πn between identity functors
whereas equality (3) comes from the ”If” part of the Lemma. □

In order to construct a 3-cobordisms invariant, we first develop a generalized
Kirby II move KIIg invariant (see Figure 18).

Lemma 4.12 — Let α : 1 → C that satisfies (Ad1), (Ad2), (Ad5) and T be a
(g, n, h)-cobordism tangle. Then the morphism

|
◦
T |C,α : C⊗g → C⊗h

is invariant by the generalized Kirby move KIIg (see Figure 18) on cobordism tangle
T .

Proof. Let T1 and T2 be two (g, n, h)-cobordism tangles that differ by one move

KIIg . Let us compute |
◦
T1|C,α and |

◦
T2|C,α.

• First, suppose that an entrance component slides over a surgery component and
without loss of generality, we suppose that the entrance component and the surgery
component are the first ones as illustrated on the following picture:

T2 =T1 =

Note that we can always suppose that the ”sliding” part of the entrance component
is located on the bottom of the picture (if not, you could ”transport” by isotopy
the little piece of the entrance component of T2 that had slided over the surgery
component to the bottom of the tangle T2). We choose two opentangles O1 and O2
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coming respectively from T1 and T2 (that means U(O1) = T1 and U(O2) = T2) as
shown just below:

O2 =O1 =

|g| |g|1 1
|g| − gr + 1

|g| −
g
r +

1

g1 g1
|g|+ 1

|g|+
1

After coloring O1 and O2 by objects of C (we only particularize the color X cor-
responding to the first entrance component of O1 and O2 and the color Y on the
first surgery component of O1 and O2) and composing this morphism of C with the
universal dinatural action ι of the coend tensored as many times as the number
of exit components |h|, we obtain a dinatural transformation dX,...,Y,... which is
dinatural in every entrance pairs. Thus,

ι⊗|h| ◦O1;X,...,Y,... = ι⊗|h| ◦O2;X,...,Y,... =

dX,...,Y,...

C C

XX Y Y

dX,...,Y⊗X,...

C C

XX

Y ⊗X

Y ⊗X
idY ⊗X

Y Y

idY ⊗X

1 |g|+1 1 |g|+1

By universal property of the coend, there exists a unique morphism ϕ : C⊗|g|+n+|h| →
C |h| such that ∀X ∈ C, . . . ,∀Y ∈ C, . . .,

dX,...,Y,... = ϕ(ιX ⊗ . . .⊗ ιY ⊗ . . .)
and then, we can factorize the two last diagrams using the morphism ϕ and the
universal action ι:
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ι⊗|h| ◦O1;X,...,Y,... = ι⊗|h| ◦O2;X,...,Y,... =

C C C C

X

Y ⊗XidY ⊗X

Y

idY ⊗X

|g|+1

1 |g|+1

ϕ

X

C

Y

C C C

ϕ

1 |g|+1

Using the definition of ∆, the morphism ι⊗|h| ◦O2;X,...,Y,... is equal to

ι⊗|h| ◦O2;X,...,Y,... =

ϕ

C C

X Y
1 |g|+ 1

C C

C C

m

ϕ

C C

X Y
1 |g|+ 1

C C

C C

m

∆

C

=

Consequently, the morphism |T2|C,α is given by:

ϕ

C C

|g|+1

C C

C C

m

∆

1

α

C

α

C

α

|T2|C,α =
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so, according to Lemma 4.10, the morphism |
◦
T C,α| is given by:

ϕ

C

C C

C C

m

∆

α

C

α

C

α

|
◦
T2|C,α =

idC⊗g1 idC⊗gr

C⊗g1

ω

α

C⊗gr

ω

α

idC⊗h1

C⊗h1

ω

α

C C

idC⊗hs

C⊗hs

ω

α

C

Since α satisfies (Ad5) and using the result of Lemma 4.11:

ϕ

C

C C

C C

m

∆

C

α

C

α

|
◦
T2|C,α =

idC⊗g1

C⊗g1 C⊗gr

C⊗h1
ω

C C

C⊗hs

C

ϕ

C

C C C C
= |

◦
T1|C,α

C⊗g1 C⊗gr

C⊗h1

C C

C⊗hs

C

=

|g|+1

|g|+1

α

ω

α

ω

α

ω

α

ω

α

ω

α

ω

α

ω

α

α

α α α

idC⊗gr idC⊗g1 idC⊗gr

idC⊗h1 idC⊗hs idC⊗h1 idC⊗hs
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Then |
◦
T 1|C,α = |

◦
T 2|C,α.

• Secondly, suppose that a surgery component slides over another (or itself) surgery
component. The topological proof is essentially the same than previously. As there
is two surgery components, to assure that we have an invariant by the classical
move KII, this time it is enough to satisfy the axiom

(idC ⊗m)(∆⊗ idC)(α⊗ α) = α⊗ α(42)

The latter is a consequence of axiom (Ad1) and (Ad5). Indeed, as the we suppose
(Ad5), we have

(idC ⊗m)(∆⊗ idC)(idC ⊗ α)(idC ⊗ ω(idC ⊗ α))δC = [(idC ⊗ ω(idC ⊗ α))δC ]⊗ α.
Composing the last equality by α, we obtain

(εα)(idC ⊗m)(∆⊗ idC)(α⊗ α) = (εα)(α⊗ α)
because the transformation δ = {δX : X → X⊗C} is natural, u = δ1, ω(u⊗ idC) = ε

(properties of the Hopf pairing ω) and εα is invertible by (Ad1). Consequently, the
identity (42) is true. See [Vir06] for more details on this case.
• Thirdly, suppose that an exit component slides over a surgery component and
without loss of generality that the first exit component slides over the first surgery
component. Moreover, we can assume that the ”sliding part” of the exit component
is located at the top of the exit component as it is drawn of the following picture:

T2 =T1 =

We choose two opentangles P1 and P2 associated respectively to T1 and T2 as
shown on the picture:

P2 =P1 =

The sequel of the reasoning is the same as in the first case. As ι is dinatural,
note that multiplication m of the coend could be defined graphically by the two
following forms:
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idY ⊗X

idY ⊗X

C

X Y

idX⊗Y

idX⊗Y

C

X Y

m

C

C C

X Y

= =

We use the second form in this case and to conclude, we observe that we only need
to satisfy the axiom:

(m⊗ idC)(idC ⊗∆)(α⊗ α) = α⊗ α(43)

Note that in the case where (Ad2) is satisfied, the two identities (42) and (43) are
equivalent as it is proved in [Vir06]. As we have proved in the second case that (42)
is true, equality (43) is satisfied and the third and last case are then proved. □

Denote by b+(T ) (respectively b−(T )) the number of positive (respectively neg-
ative) eigenvalues of the linking matrix of the link composed by all the surgery
components of T and set

να(T ) = (θ+α)
−b+(T )(θ−α)

−b−(T ) ∈ EndC(1).(44)

Obviously, να is multiplicative for disjoint union of tangles:

να(T ⊔ T ′) = να(T )να(T
′).

Then we are able to define a 3-cobordim invariant.

Lemma 4.13 — Let α ∈ HomC(1, C) satisfying (Ad1), (Ad2), (Ad3), (Ad5) and
let MT be a connected cobordism represented by a cobordism tangle T . Then

WC,α(MT ) = να(T )|
◦
T |C,α

is a topological 3-cobordism invariant.

Example 4.14 — Construction of the cobordism homeomorphism invariant based
on a tangle presentation T of Σ1 × [0, 1]:

|T |C,α

C

WC,α(Σ1 × [0, 1]T ) = να(T )

ω

α

C

ω

α

where να(T ) = 1 (see crossings on Figure 15).

Proof. LetM be a connected 3-cobordism of Cobp3(g, h) and let [T1] and [T2] be two

cobordism tangles of
⊔

n∈N
TangCob(g, n, h) which represent the cobordism M . That

is N([T1]) = M = N([T2]) where the map N is defined in equality (32). Our goal
is to prove that WC(MT1 ;α) = WC(MT2 ;α).
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As indicated in Subsection 3.5, [T1] and [T2] are equivalent if and only if a
diagram of [T1] and a diagram of [T2] are related by a planar isotopy with rib-
bon Reidemeister moves and a finite sequence of moves of type SO, KI, KIIg,
COUPON , and TWIST . In the sequel, we denote indifferently by T1 and T2 the
tangles and their diagrams. We can suppose without loss of generality that T1 and
T2 are only isotopic or only differ by only one of the four moves SO, KI, KIIg,
COUPON , and TWIST .

• If T1 and T2 are isotopic in sphere S3, then να(T1) = να(T2) cause it is well-
known that the linking number is an isotopy invariant and so it is for the linking

matrix. Moreover, if T1 and T2 are isotopic then
◦
T 1 and

◦
T 2 are obviously isotopic

by construction. We have already shown that | |C,α is an isotopy invariant (see
Lemma 4.7) and as a consequence, WC(MT1

;α) = WC(MT2
;α).

• If one surgery component of T1 and T2 differs by its orientation:
In order to simplify notations on the proof, we assume that the surgery component is
isolated from others components of the tangle. The general case is a direct rewriting
of this particular case. Suppose that T1 = T ⊔L and T2 = T ⊔L where T is a tangle
of cobordism and L and L are respectively the surgery components of T1 and T2

that differ by their orientation. Cause L and L are links,
◦
T 1 =

◦
T⊔L and

◦
T 2 =

◦
T⊔L.

As |
◦
T 1|C,α = |

◦
T ⊔L|C,α = |

◦
T |C,α⊗ |L|C,α and |

◦
T 2|C,α = |

◦
T ⊔L|C,α = |

◦
T |C,α⊗ |L|C,α

by Lemma 4.9, it is sufficient to prove that |L|C,α = |L|C,α.

First, compute |L|C,α =

∣∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣∣
C,α

. By the factorization property of the

coend C of C, there exists a unique morphism ϕ : C → 1 such that for all objects
X of C,

ϕ
=

X X

and |L|C,α = ϕα.

Then, compute |L|C,α =

∣∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣∣
C,α

. Since = , compute

|L|C,α using this second diagram of L. For all objects X of C,

=

X

=

X X

ϕ ϕ

X∗

X = X∗∗ by definition of
S−1

S−1

and by the factorization property of the coend, we have |L|C,α = ϕS−1α. Thus, as

Sα = α (the morphism α satisfies (Ad2)), we have S−1α = α too so |L|C,α = ϕα and

we conclude that |L|C,α = |L|C,α. The number of positive (respectively negative)
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eigenvalues is invariant by changing the orientation of a link component: indeed,
changing the orientation of one component goes back to change the sign of exactly
the kth-line and the kth-column for a certain integer k of the linking matrix and this
new matrix is similar to the first one. Then we get that WC(MT1

;α) = WC(MT2
;α).

• If T1 = T2 ⊔ , we have |
◦
T 1|C,α = |

◦
T 2|C,α⊗| |C,α by Lemma 4.9. Compute

| |C,α: by definition of θ+ : C → 1 (see Figure 4), for all objects X ∈ C,

θ+

=

X X

then | |C,α = θ+α. Since να(T1) = να(T2 ⊔ ) = να(T2)(θ+α)
−1,

να(T1)|
◦
T 1|C,α = να(T2)(θ+α)

−1

(
|
◦
T 2|C,α ⊗ θ+α

)
= να(T2)|

◦
T 2|C,α

that is WC(MT1
;α) = WC(MT2

;α). The case where T1 = T2 ⊔ is similar.

• If T1 and T2 differ by one move KIIg, since α satisfies conditions (Ad1) et
(Ad5), the result is the consequence of Lemma 4.12 and the fact that b±(T ) is
invariant by classical Kirby move II (handle sliding).

• If T1 and T2 differ by one move COUPON , without loss of generality, suppose
that the move COUPON concerns the first boundary component of T1 and T2
as shown on the left part on the following diagram where T1 and T2 are (g, n, h)-

cobordism tangles and g = (g1, . . . , gr). Then
◦
T 1 and

◦
T 2 are given in the right part

of the following diagram.

◦
T 1 =

L

A

◦
T 2 =

L

A

andT1 = T2 =

Just remark that you can transform
◦
T 1 into

◦
T 2 by a move KIIg considering that

the arc A slides on the link L as indicated on the diagram just above. We have al-
ready shown that | |C,α is invariant by move KIIg when α verifies (Ad1) and (Ad5)

(see Lemma 4.12) so |
◦
T 1|C,α = |

◦
T 2|C,α and since the move COUPON doesn’t affect

the normalization coefficient να(T ), we conclude that WC(MT1
;α) = WC(MT2

;α).

• If T1 and T2 differ by one move TWIST , then, thanks to Fenn and Rourke
moves (see [FR79]), note that you can eliminate a twist of a boundary component
adding an encircling closed twisted component. So add such a surgery component

and remark that it could slides on halo of
◦
T 1 or

◦
T 2. Since θ±α is invertible (see

(Ad3)), we get easily the result. □
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Remarks 4.15 –

(1) We extend the invariant WC( ;α) to non-connected cobordisms. If M is a
3-cobordism, denote byM# the 3-cobordism obtained as the connected sum
of connected components ofM . Then, for the non-connected cobordismM ,
we just set WC,α(M) :=WC,α(M

#).

To define a TQFT, we still have to understand what is going on for the composi-
tion of cobordisms. Recall that the cobordism tangle which encodes the compositum
of two cobordisms is not the compositum of the tangles: we have to add several
closed components (see Section 3.6). This leads to the definition of the hallowed
morphism Πα,n in equality (40). To guarantee the composition is well defined, we
need to ask that this morphism is an idempotent in the category C, which is given
by the admissibility condition (Ad4). As C has splitting idempotents then Πα,n has
a split decomposition, that is, there are an object (C⊗n)α ∈ C and two morphisms
pα,n : C

⊗n → (C⊗n)α, qα,n : (C
⊗n)α → C⊗n such that

pα,nqα,n = id(C⊗n)α and qα,npα,n = Πα,n.

For any tuple g = (g1, . . . , gr) of integers, set

Πα,g = Πα,g1 ⊗ . . .⊗Πα,gr , pα,g = pα,g1 ⊗ . . .⊗ pα,gr and qα,g = qα,g1 ⊗ . . .⊗ qα,gr .

Note that in the Reshestikhin-Turaev TQFT, (C⊗n)α plays the role of the trans-
parent part of object C⊗n. To prove the main theorem, we will need a result of
characterization on transparency of the image of an idempotent. We will use it to
show that the internal TQFT takes values in the subcategory of C of transparent
objects.

Lemma 4.16 — Let Π: X → X be an idempotent of a ribbon category C with
coend. Then Im(Π) is transparent if and only if

Π(idX ⊗ ω(idC ⊗ S))δX = Π⊗ ε.

Proof. Let (Im(Π), p, q) a decomposition of the idempotent Π that means pq =
idIm(Π) and qp = Π. Im(Π) is transparent if and only if

∀Y ∈ C,(idIm(Π) ⊗ coevY )(τ
−1
Im(Π),Y τ

−1
Y,Im(Π) ⊗ idY ) = idIm(Π) ⊗ coevY

⇐⇒ ∀Y ∈ C, (idIm(Π) ⊗ ω(idC ⊗ S))δIm(Π)(idIm(Π) ⊗ ιY ) = idIm(Π) ⊗ coevY

(2)⇐⇒ (idIm(Π) ⊗ ω(idC ⊗ S))δIm(Π) = idIm(Π) ⊗ ε
(3)⇐⇒ q(idIm(Π) ⊗ ω(idC ⊗ S))δIm(Π)p = Π⊗ ε
(4)⇐⇒ qp(idIm(Π) ⊗ ω(idC ⊗ S))δX = Π⊗ ε
⇐⇒ Π(idX ⊗ ω(idC ⊗ S))δX = Π⊗ ε
Equivalence (2) is due to the universal property of the coend, equivalence (3)

comes from the identities pq = idIm(Π) et qp = Π and equivalence (4) is the conse-
quence of naturality of δ. □

4.3. Proof of the two main theorems. Finally, using the 3-cobordisms invariant
WC,α, we are able to construct the internal TQFT given in Theorem 4.2. Before
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proving this Theorem, just give an example of the computation of the internal
TQFT on the cylinder of Σ1.

Example 4.17 — Computations of the internal TQFT on the one genus surface
cylinder Σ1× [0, 1], using unizalisation (see Definition 2.9) of the braided monoidal
functor WC,α:

VC,α(Σ1) = Im(ΠΣ1) and VC,α(Σ1 × [0, 1]) = idIm(ΠΣ1 )

where

ΠΣ1
=

ω

α

∆

ω

∆

α

S

C

ω

α

C

ω

α

Proof. We prove Theorem 4.2.
Recall that for any 3-cobordism, we set γM,N := γM#,N# where M# is the con-
nected sum of connected components of M . First, let us check that (WC , γ) is a
functor with anomaly.

• Let us see what’s going on objects of Cobp3. Let (g1, . . . , gr) be a r-tuple of
integers and denote by Σg a surface of multigenus g that means there exists, for

1 ≤ i ≤ r, a connected surface Σgi of genus gi such that

Σg = Σg1 ⊔ . . . ⊔ Σgr .

Note that we will forget parametrizations of surfaces in this proof. For a surface of
multigenus g = (g1, . . . , gr), set:

WC,α(Σg) := (C⊗g1)α ⊗ . . .⊗ (C⊗gr )α.

Thus we have a canonical identificationW2(Σg,Σh) : WC(Σg)⊗WC(Σh)
∼−→WC(Σh⊗

Σh). Moreover, we set WC,α(∅;α) = 1.
• Suppose that MT ∈ Cobp3(g, h) and MT ′ ∈ Cobp3(h, k) are two connected 3-
cobordims represented respectively by a (g, n, h)-cobordism tangle T and by a
(h,m, k)-cobordism tangle T ′. We want to compareWC,α(MT ′◦MT ) andWC,α(MT ′)◦
WC,α(MT ).

According to Turaev (see [Tur94]), the cobordim tangle T ′ ⋆ T (defined in Sec-
tion 3.6) encodes the compositum of 3-cobordimsMT ′ ◦MT that meansMT ′ ◦MT is
homeomorphic (as 3-cobordims) to MT ′⋆T . Recall that the tangle T ′ ⋆ T is defined

as illustrated below. We want to show that |
◦

T ′ ⋆ T |C,α = |
◦
T ′|C,α ◦ |

◦
T |C,α. To be

more symmetric, we define a new operation □ on cobordism tangles T ′ and T as
specified below.
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T

T ′

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2g1

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2gr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2h1

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2h2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2hs

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2k1

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2kt

T

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2g1

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2gr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2h1

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2h2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2hs

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2k1

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2kt

T ′ ⋆ T = T ′□T =

T ′

Note that |
◦

T ′□T |C,α = |
◦

T ′ ⋆ T |C,α. Indeed, observe that
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|
◦

T ′□T |C,α =

T ′

T

C, α

(2)
=

T ′

T

C, α

(3)
=

T ′

T

C, α

(4)
=

T ′

T

C, α

= |
◦

T ′ ⋆ T |C,α ⊗ | |C,α = |
◦

T ′ ⋆ T |C,α ⊗ εα
(7)
= |

◦
T ′ ⋆ T |C,α
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Since α is admissible, equalities (2) and (4) are due to Lemma 4.12 which guarantees
that | |C,α is invariant by generalized Kirby move KIIg whereas the third equal-
ity is due to Lemma 4.7 which assures that | |C,α is an isotopy invariant. Finally,
equality (7) is the consequence of the first admissibility condition (Ad1). Then we
compute |T ′ ⋆ T |C,α using the (g, n +m + |h| + s, k)-cobordism tangle T ′□T . We
choose an opentangle Q such that U(Q) = T ′□T .
LetX1, . . . , X|g|, Y1, . . . , Yn, Z1, . . . , Zm, A1, . . . , A|h|, B1, . . . , Bs, D1, . . . , D|k| be any

objects of C and colore the opentangle Q thanks to these objects:

QX,Y ,Z,A,B,D =

TX,Y ,A

X1 Xg1
X|g| Y1 Yn Z1 Zm A1 D1

D
|k

|+
1
−

k
t

Dk1 D|k|Ah1
A

|h
|+

1
−

h
s A|h| B1 Bs

X
|g

|+
1
−

g
r

T ′
A,Z,D

We are going to factorize this morphism ”by part”. First, consider one opentangle
O′ associated to the cobordism tangle T ′ defined by:

O′ =

D1 Dk1 D|k|

T’

Then applying Lemma 4.5 to the opentangleO′, the universal morphism |O′|C : C |h|+m+|k| →
C⊗|k| is such that for all X,Y , Z,A,B,D tuples of objects of C, the morphism
ιD1⊗...⊗ιD|k|QX,Y ,Z,A,B,D =

TX,Y ,A

X1 Xg1
X|g| Y1 Yn Z1 Zm A1 D1

D
|k

|+
1
−

k
t

Dk1 D|k|
Ah1

A
|h

|+
1
−

h
s A|h| B1 Bs

X
|g

|+
1
−

g
r

|O′|C

CCCC

C C C CCCCCCC
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Now, let O be one opentangle associated to the cobordism tangle T defined by:

O = T

Applying Lemma 4.5 on the opentangleO, the universal morphism |O|C : C |g|+n+|h| →
C⊗|h| is such that for all X,Y , Z,A,B,D tuples of objects of C, the morphism
ιD1⊗...⊗ιD|k|QX,Y ,Z,A,B,D =

|O|C

X1 Xg1
X|g| Y1 Yn Z1 Zm A1 D1

D
|k

|+
1
−

k
t

Dk1 D|k|
Ah1

A
|h

|+
1
−

h
s A|h| B1 Bs

X
|g

|+
1
−

g
r

|O′|C

CCCC

C C C CCCCCCC

C C C C C C C C C C C C

Note that the mid part of the diagram corresponds to hallowed morphisms (40)
and for all X,Y , Z,A,B,D,ιD1⊗...⊗ιD|k|QX,Y ,Z,A,B,D =

O′ =

|O|C

X1 Xg1
X|g| Y1 Yn Z1 Zm A1 D1

D
|k

|+
1
−

k
t

Dk1 D|k|
Ah1

A
|h

|+
1
−

h
s A|h| B1 Bs

X
|g

|+
1
−

g
r

|O′|C

CCCC

C C C CCC

C C C C C C C C C C C C

C⊗h1

S

ω

S

ω

C⊗h1

C⊗hs

C⊗hs

Thus, we have revealed the universal morphism |Q|C . As a consequence, and using
that Sα = α, the morphism |T ′□T |C,α is given by:
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|T ′□T |C,α =

|O|C

X1 Xg1
X|g| Y1 Yn A1

D1

D
|k

|+
1
−

k
tDk1 D|k|

Ah1

A
|h

|+
1
−

h
s A|h|

B1 Bs

X
|g

|+
1
−

g
r

|O′|C

CCCC

C C C CCC

C C C C C C C C C C

C⊗h1

α

ω

ω

C⊗h1

C⊗hs

C⊗hs

C

α

α α

α α α α α α

α α α α

= |T ′|C,αΠα,h|T |C,α
So Πα,k|T ′□T |C,αΠα,g = Πα,k|T ′|C,αΠα,h|T |C,αΠα,g but we have

Πα,k|T ′□T |C,αΠα,g = Πα,k|T ′ ⋆ T |C,αΠα,g.

Indeed, according to Lemma 4.10,

Πα,k|T ′□T |C,αΠα,g = |
◦

T ′□T |C,α and Πα,k|T ′ ⋆ T |C,αΠα,g = |
◦

T ′ ⋆ T |C,α

and as
◦

T ′□T =
◦

T ′ ⋆ T , we conclude.
Thus,

Πα,k|T ′ ⋆ T |C,αΠα,g = Πα,k|T ′|C,αΠα,h|T |C,αΠα,g

and as Πα,h is an idempotent,

Πα,k|T ′ ⋆ T |C,αΠα,g = (Πα,k|T ′|C,αΠα,h)(Πα,h|T |C,αΠα,g).

As a consequence, we have shown that:

|
◦

T ′ ⋆ T |C,α = |
◦
T ′|C,α ◦ |

◦
T |C,α

Moreover, γMT ′ ,MT
= να(T ′⋆T )

να(T ′)να(T ) so

WC,α(MT ′ ◦MT ) = γMT ′ ,MT
WC,α(MT )WC,α(MT ′).

Now, we have to prove this formula for non-connected 3-cobordisms using the
connected case. Let M and N be two composable 3-cobordisms. Note that the
cobordism (M ◦N)# can differ from the cobordimM# ◦N# only by adding a finite
number of handles of type S2 × [0, 1]. If MT is a cobordism represented by the
cobordism tangle T , the cobordism MT#(S2× S1) is represented by the cobordism
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tangle T ⊔ and |T ⊔ |C,α = |T |C,α⊗| |C,α = |T |C,α⊗εα = |T |C,α since εα = 1
so WC,α(MT#(S2 × S1)) =WC,α(MT ). Then

WC,α(M ◦N)
(1)
= WC,α((M ◦N)#)

(2)
= WC,α(M

# ◦N#)

(3)
= γM#,N#WC,α(M

#) ◦WC,α(N
#)

(4)
= γM,NWC,α(M) ◦WC,α(N ;α)

Equalities (1) et (3) come from the definition of the invariant WC,α( ) on any cobor-
disms, equality (2) is based on the fact that cobordisms (M ◦N)# and M# ◦N#

could differ only by adding or suppress handles S2 × [0, 1], operation that is not
detected by the invariant W, and equality (4) is true because we have proved it on
connected cobordisms. To conclude that WC,α( ) is a functor with anomaly, we have
to check that γ is a 2-cocycle. We have already explained the difference between
the two cobordisms (M ◦N)# and M# ◦N# : they could differ only by handles of

type S2× [0, 1]. And as να( ) = 1, then να(T ⊔ ) = να(T )να( ) = να(T ), and
it is straightforward to check that γ is a 2-cocycle.

• We show that WC,α( ) is a strong monoidal functor with anomaly.
Let Σg and Σh be two surfaces of multigenus g and h. We have already seen that

we have a canonical identification W2(Σg,Σh) : W2(Σg)⊗W2(Σh)→W2(Σg ⊔Σh)

and an identity W0 : 1 → WC,α(∅). It remains to be seen if the anomaly of
the functor with anomaly WC,α( ) is monoidal. Let (M,N) and (M ′, N ′) be
two pairs of composable cobordisms and suppose that there exist 3-cobordisms
BM

in , B
M
out, B

M ′

in , BM ′

out, B
N
in, B

N
out, B

N ′

in , B
N ′

out obtained by composition and juxtaposi-
tion of the braiding and its inverse in Cobp3 such that

M = BM
out ◦ (MT1

⊔ . . . ⊔MTm
) ◦BM

in , M ′ = BM ′

out ◦ (M ′
S1
⊔ . . . ⊔MSn

) ◦BM ′

in ,

N = BN
out ◦ (NR1

⊔ . . . ⊔NRk
) ◦BN

in , N ′ = BN ′

out ◦ (N ′
O1
⊔ . . . ⊔N ′

Ol
) ◦BN ′

in .

where T1, . . . , Tm, S1, . . . , Sn, R1, . . . , Rp, O1, . . . , Ol are cobordism tangles. Let’s
denote by T = T1 ⊔ . . .⊔ Tm, S = S1 ⊔ . . .⊔ Sn, R = R1 ⊔ . . .⊔Rk et O1 ⊔ . . .⊔Ol.
We have

γM⊔M ′,N⊔N ′ = γ(M⊔M ′)#,(N⊔N ′)# =
να((T ⊔ S) ⋆ (R ⊔O))

να(T ⊔ S)να(R ⊔O)

(3)
=

να(T□R)να(S ⋆ O)

να(T ⊔ S)να(R ⊔O)
=

να(T ⋆ R)να(S ⋆ O)

να(T ⊔ S)να(R ⊔O)
=

να(T ⋆ R)να(S ⋆ O)

να(T )να(S)να(R)να(O)

= γM#,N#γM ′#,N ′# = γM,NγM ′,N ′

Remember the operation □ on cobordism tangles which is defined above in this
proof and remark that if T, T ′ are two cobordism tangles, the number of positive
(respectively negative) eigenvalues b+ satisfies b+(T ⋆T

′) = b+(T□T ′) (respectively
b−(T ⋆ T ′) = b−(T□T ′)). Indeed, the operation □ only adds a circle component
which just encircles closed components and so it is not linked with other compo-
nents. Then we conclude that γ is a monoidal anomaly and so (WC,α,W2,W0, γ) is
a monoidal functor with anomaly.
• We show that WC,α( ) is a braided functor functor with anomaly. Let us show
this result on connected surfaces Σg and Σh respectively of genus g and h. The
general case is analogous. Denote by Tg,h the following cobordism tangle
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Tg,h =

and remark that να(Tg,h) = 1 since its closed components are not linked. We have

WC,α

(
Σg Σh

)
= (Πα,h ⊗Πα,g)|Tg,h|C,α(Πα,g ⊗Πα,h)

= (Πα,h ⊗Πα,g)(
∣∣∣ ︸ ︷︷ ︸
h times

∣∣∣
C,α
⊗
∣∣∣ ︸ ︷︷ ︸
g times

∣∣∣
C,α

)τC⊗g,C⊗h(Πα,g ⊗Πα,h)

= (Πα,h

∣∣∣ ︸ ︷︷ ︸
h times

∣∣∣
C,α

Πα,g ⊗Πα,g

∣∣∣ ︸ ︷︷ ︸
g times

∣∣∣
C,α

Πα,h)τ(C⊗g)α,(C⊗h)α

=
(
WC,α(idΣh

)⊗WC,α(idΣg
)
)
τWC,α(Σg),WC,α(Σh)

and WC,α( ) is then a braided functor with anomaly.
• Considering the braided monoidal functor with anomaly WC,α, remember the
associated unitalized functor VC,α is still braided monoidal with anomaly (see
Lemma 2.18). To show that VC,α is a TQFT with anomaly, we just have to prove
that objects associated to surfaces are transparent. Let Σg be the canonical surface
of genus g. Recall that Σg × [0, 1] is encoded by the (g, g, g)-cobordism tangle in
Figure 15. Denote by

Πg = ω(α⊗ α)−gWC(Σg × [0, 1];α)

Remark that γΣg,Σg = ω(α ⊗ α)−g. Then, as image of an identity by a functor
with anomaly up to the anomaly γΣg,Σg

(see Lemma 2.7), Πg is an idempotent of
C. In order to show that Im(Πg) is transparent, we compute
ω(α⊗ α)gΠg ◦ (idC⊗g ⊗ ω(idC ⊗ S))δC⊗g which is equal to:

C,α

◦ (idC⊗g ⊗ ω(idC ⊗ S))δC⊗g =

C,α
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(2)
=

C,α

(4)
=

C,α

⊗

C,α

= ω(α⊗ α)gΠg ⊗ ε
Equality (2) uses the fact that α is an admissible element so | |C,α is invariant by

the generalized Kirby move KIIg. Equality (4) is based on the multiplicativity of
| |C,α on a cobordism tangle seen as the disjoint union of a (g, g + 2, g)-cobordism
tangle and a (1, 0, 0)-cobordism tangle. This calculus shows that Πg ◦ (idC⊗g ⊗
ω(idC ⊗ S)) = Πg ⊗ ε. Applying Lemma 4.16 to Πg, we get the result. □

The internal TQFT is now constructed. We will show in Section 5 that the
construction is a generalization of the Reshetikhin-Turaev one. Now, we prove the
second main Theorem 4.4 of this paper: the TQFT can be computed using only
structural morphisms of the Hopf algebra coend.

Remarks 4.18 –

(1) To compute the TQFT, note that the product m of the coend C is only
used to express the universal coaction on tensorial products of the coend C
(see Figure 36).

δC⊗n =

S

C

S

C

C⊗n

Figure 36. The morphism δC⊗n .

Proof. We prove Theorem 4.4.
In [BV05], Bruguières and Virelizier show that one (|g|, n, 0)-cobordism tangle with-

out exit components (called ribbon handles) gives a morphism |T |C,α : C |g| → 1

which is expressed entirely in terms of structural morphisms (exceptm) of the coend
C and α. We want to show that it is still the case for any (g, n, h)-cobordism tan-
gle. The product m is needed only to express δC⊗n . Let T be a (g, n, h)-cobordism
tangle. We pull down the exit components before pull them up as shown of the
following diagram. We denote by T ′ the (g.h, n, 0)-cobordism tangle defined just
below.
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=T =
= T ′

where g = (g1, . . . , gr), h = (h1, . . . , hs) and g.h = (g1, . . . , gr, h1, . . . , hs). Then
just remark that

|T |C,α = |T ′|C,α

α

α

C C

C C

C C

According to the result of Bruguières and Virelizier, |T ′|C,α can be expressed only
thanks to structural morphisms of C (except m) and α. So is |T |C,α and then so
is the TQFT with anomaly VC,α (the normalization coefficient να of the TQFT is
expressed using only morphisms θ+, θ−, and α; see equality (44)). □

Remarks 4.19 –

(1) Note that using results on ”Hopf diagrams” constructed in [BV07], we
are able to compute easily all invariants coming from the internal TQFT,
started from a tangle presentation of a cobordism.

5. Applications on modular and premodular cases

When C is premodular, using Kirby color, we can build internal TQFTs. In the
modular case, we show that our internal TQFT is a transparent lift of Turaev’s one
before studying the dependancy between our TQFT VC and the category C. Using
theses results, we are able to compare our TQFT and Turaev’s one in the most
general case of moduralizable premodular categories: our internal TQFT is still a
transparent lift of the Turaev TQFT built on the modularized category of C. We
don’t know yet if it exists internal TQFTs that are not of this form.

5.1. Premodular category and internal TQFT. Let C be a premodular cate-
gory and denote by ΛC a representative set of simple objects of C. Recall that the
category C has a coend object

C =
⊕
λ∈ΛC

λ∗ ⊗ λ.

For each λ ∈ ΛC , there exist morphisms pλ : C → λ∗⊗λ and qλ : λ→ C such that
idλ =

∑
λ∈ΛC

qλpλ and pλqλ = δλ,µidλ∗⊗λ. Any object X ∈ C has a decomposition
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i∈I λi where I is a finite set and λi ∈ ΛC . We set :

ιX =
∑
i∈I

qλi
◦ (Q∗

i ⊗ Pi) : X
∗ ⊗X → C

where Pi and Qi are morphisms such that

idX =
∑
i∈I

QiPi and PiQj = δi,j idλi

Note that ιX does not depend on morphisms Pi and Qi and remark that ιλ = qλ
for any λ ∈ ΛC . It can be easily proved that (C, ι) is a coend of the functor (10).
Recall that C has a structure of Hopf algebra (see Theorem 2.2).

Assume that the category is normalizable, that is,

∆± :=
∑
λ∈ΛC

θ±λ dim
2
q ∈ k∗

and suppose that C has invertible dimension

dim(C) :=
∑
λ∈ΛC

dim2
q(λ).

The category C has a Kirby element

αK :=
1

dim(C)
∑
λ∈ΛC

dimq(λ)eλ

where eλ = ιλc̃oevλ.

Proposition 5.1 — The morphism αK is an admissible element.

Proof. As C is supposed to be normalizable and has invertible dimension, then
θ±αK = ∆± are invertible. Moreover, as ϵλeλ = dimq(λ), we have εαK = 1.
Next, according to the Lemma 3.2 (c) from [Vir06], the element αK is such that
SαK = αK . Thus, admissibility conditions (Ad1), (Ad2), (Ad3) are satisfied.

We have to prove that (Ad4) and (Ad5) are verified by αK . For this, just remark
(see Section 2.5 in [Ker97] or Lemma 4.1 in [BV13] for more general results) that
αK is a 2-sided integral of the coend C, that means

m(αK ⊗ idC) = αKϵ = m(idC ⊗ αK)

Note that (Ad4) is just a special case of Lemma 5.2 (1) for X = C⊗n. At last, as
αK is an integral,

∆

m

αK

ϵ

∆= =

CC C C

C C

C

C αK αK

As a consequence, condition (Ad5) is satisfied too. □

We just have proved that αK is an admissible element and the TQFT with
anomaly VC,αK

is well-defined in the premodular normalizable case.
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Denote by T the subcategory of transparent objects of C. Let X be an object of
C and decomposed as direct sum of n simple objects:

X :=

n⊕
i=1

Si

The transparent part XT of X is defined as:

XT :=
⊕

i∈{k | Sk∈T }

Si.

The next Lemma identifies the natural transformation

ΠαK ,X = [idX ⊗ ω(idC ⊗ αK)]δX

with the projector on the transparent part of the object X.

Lemma 5.2 — Let C be a premodular category with invertible dimension. Then,
for all objects X of C:

i) The morphism ΠαK ,X = [idX ⊗ ω(idC ⊗ αK)]δX is an idempotent of C.
i) If X is a transparent object of C, ΠαK ,X = idX .
i) If X is such that ΠαK ,X = idX , then X is transparent.

Proof. For all objects X of C,

αK

ω

αK

ω

X

=
αK

ω

αK

ω

X

(2)
=

αK

ω

αK

X

(3)
= αK

ω

X

αK

ε (4)
= αK

ω

X

Equality (2) uses the axiomatic of the Hopf pairing ω (see Section 3A in [BV13]),
equality (3) is true because αK is an integral (see proof of Proposition 5.1) and
equality (4) holds because αK is an admissible element so the i−part of the Lemma
is proved.

Now, assume that X is a transparent object. Then for all objects Y ,

X Y

=

X Y

so ΠαK ,X = idX ⊗ εαK = idX .
Suppose now X is such that ΠαK ,X = idX . For all objects Y ,

= = = =

α
K

ω

X Y YYX Y X Y

ω

XX α
K

α
K
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First and last equalities are due to the statement on the idempotent. Central
drawing is a topologival representation of the idempotent: the braid colored by X
is encircled by a component colored by αK and as αK is admissible, the braid Y
can slide along the component colored by αK so X is transparent. □

5.2. The modular case : on the Reshetikhin-Turaev TQFTs. Let C be a
modular category. We have the following comparison result between the TQFT
RTC of Reshetikhin-Turaev and our TQFT.

Theorem 5.3 — Let C be a modular category and denote by αK its Kirby element
and by T its subcategory of transparent objects. Then, up to normalization, the
following diagram commutes

Cobp3 T

Vectfk

VC,αK

RTC
HomC(1,−)

(45)

where Vectfk is the category of finite dimensional k-vector spaces.

Before proving this theorem, we need some tools. First, recall that the subcat-
egory of transparent objects of a modular category is identified with the category

Vectfk of finite dimensional vector spaces. If C is a k-fusion category and X is an
object of C, we denote by < X > the smallest monoidal rigid subcategory of C
containing X and stable under direct sums and direct factors. The subcategory
< X > is a fusion subcategory of C such that the simple objects are the direct
factors of tensorial products of X and X∗.

Lemma 5.4 — Let C be a modular category. The subcategory < 1 > of transpar-

ent objects of C is monoidally equivalent to the category Vectfk .

Proof. In a modular category, the only simple and transparent object is the monoidal
unit 1. Indeed, if we denote by S a simple and transparent object of C, it satisfies
for all simple objects X of C,

trq(τS,XτX,S) = dimq(S)dimq(X)

so the line of the object S in the S-matrix is colinear to the line of the object 1.
As the S-matrix is invertible, we have

S = 1.

Then every transparent object of a modular category is a direct sum of copies

of 1 and the functor defined by k ∈ Vectfk 7→ 1 ∈< 1 > is a k-linear monoidal
equivalence of category. □

Secondly, recall that the cylinder Σg× [0, 1] on a surface of genus g is represented
by the (g, g, g)-cobordism tangle Tg drawn on Figure 15.

Lemma 5.5 — Suppose that C is a modular category and αK its Kirby element.
Then

|Tg|C,αK
= ω(αK ⊗ αK)gidC⊗g .
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Proof. Let us show that |T1|C,αK
= ω(αK ⊗ αK)idC ; the general result comes from

tensorization. Remark that

T1 = =

We choose the following opentangle O coming from T1:

O =

Then compute |O|C . For X1, X2, X3 objects of C,

ιX3
OX1,X2,X3

=

ω

S

ω

ω

S

ω

X1 X2 X3

C C C

X1 X2 X3 X1 X2 X3

= =

so the invariant is

|T1|C,αK
= |O|C(idC ⊗ αK ⊗ αK) =

ω

S

ω

C

αK

C

αK

As ω is nondegenerate and αK is an integral of C, as shown in [BV13], Lemma 3.1,
we have the following identity:

ωS

ω

C

αK

C

αK

= ω(αK ⊗ αK)idC

so |T1|C,α = ω(αK ⊗ αK)idC . □



64 MICKAEL LALLOUCHE

Thus, in our construction, if C is modular and αK is the Kirby element of C:
WC,αK

(Σg × [0, 1]) = id(C⊗g)αK
.

Then, in this case, the functor with anomaly WC( ;α) is already unitalized and
WC,αk

( ) = VC,αk
( ). Now we are ready to prove Theorem 5.3.

Proof. • On a connected surface Σg (we forget the parametrization of the surface)
of genus g,

RTC(Σg) = HomC

1, ⊕
(λ1,...,λg)∈Λg

C

λ∗1 ⊗ λ1 ⊗ . . .⊗ λ∗g ⊗ λg


and

VC,αK
(Σg) =

(⊕
λ∈ΛC

λ∗ ⊗ λ

)⊗g


αK

=

(⊕
λ∈ΛC

λ∗ ⊗ λ

)⊗g


T
according to Lemmas 5.5 and 5.2. Moreover, for every object X ∈ C, we have
HomC(1, X) = HomC(1, XT ) by Schur lemma. Then we have the result on surfaces.
• We show the result now on a connected cobordismM : Σ→ Σ′. For simplicity of
notations, assume that Σ and Σ′ have genus 1. Let T be a (1, n, 1)-cobordism tangle
representing M and denote by L1, . . . , Ln the n surgery components of T . Colore
by k ∈ ΛC and by l ∈ ΛC the boundary components of T corresponding respectively
to Σ and Σ′ defining a morphism T l

k : k
∗⊗k → l∗⊗l. Let c : {L1, . . . , Ln} → ΛC and

denote by F the Shum-Turaev functor from colored ribbon tangles to C (see [Shu94]
and [Tur94]) and by eλ = ιλc̃oevλ. Choose an opentangle O such that T = U(O).
Then we have:

F (T l
k, c) = pl ◦ |O|C ◦ (ιk ⊗ ec(1) ⊗ . . .⊗ ec(n) ⊗ el)

where for all λ ∈ ΛC , pλ : C → l∗ ⊗ l is such that idC =
∑

λ∈ΛC
ιλpλ and pλιµ =

δλ,µidλ∗⊗λ. Then

1

dim(C)n
∑
c

dimq(c)F (T
l
k, c) = pl ◦ |O|C ◦ (ιk ⊗ α⊗n

K ⊗ el)

where dimq(c) :=
∏n

i=1 dimq(c(i)) and so

dimq(l)

dim(C)n
∑
c

dimq(c)F (T
l
k, c) = pl◦|O|C◦(ιk⊗α⊗n

K ⊗dimq(l)el)
(2)
= pl◦|O|C◦(ιk⊗α⊗n

K ⊗αK)

The last equality (2) holds because:

dim(C)n(pl ◦ |O|C ◦ (ιk ⊗ α⊗n
K ⊗ αRT )) =

∑
γ∈ΛC

dimq(γ)pl ◦ |O|C ◦ (ιk ⊗ α⊗n
K ⊗ eγ)

=
∑
γ∈ΛC

dimq(γ)pl ◦ ιγpγ |O|C(ιk ⊗ α⊗n
K ⊗ eγ)

=
∑
γ∈Λ

dimq(γ)δl,γ idl∗⊗l ◦ pγ |O|C(ιk ⊗ α⊗n
K ⊗ eγ)

= dimq(l)pl ◦ |O|C ◦ (ιk ⊗ α⊗n
K ⊗ eγ)
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Thus we have shown that

dimq(l)

dim(C)n
∑
c

dimq(c)F (T
l
k, c) = pl ◦ |T |C,α ◦ ιk.

The default of normalization between the two TQFTs is given by D−b0(T )−g′−2n,
where D is a square root of dim(C), b0(T ) is the number of null eigenvalues of the
linking matrix of the surgery components of T and g′ is the genus of exit boundary
Σ′ of M .

Adding projections and injections on transparent part, we recover exactly

RTC(M) = D−b0(T )−g′−2nHomC(1,−)VC,αK
( ).

□

5.3. Functoriality of the construction. Let C and D be two ribbon categories
with coend respectively denoted by (C, ι) and (D, j). Let α : 1→ C and β : 1→ D.
Suppose that F : C → D is a strong monoidal functor which is ribbon such that
(F (C), F (ι)) is the coend of the functor F : Cop ⊗ C → D defined by

F (X ⊗ Y ) = F (X∗ ⊗ Y ) and F (f, g) = F (f∗ ⊗ g)(46)

As F is a strong monoidal functor, we have a natural isomorphism F (X∗⊗Y ) ≃
F (X)∗ ⊗ F (Y ). Then, by the factorization property of the coend (F (C), F (ι)),
there exists a unique morphism ζ : F (C) → D of D such that, for every object X
of C, the following 47 diagram commutes:

F (X)∗ ⊗ F (X)

F (C) D

F (ιX) jF (X)

ζ

(47)

If α ∈ HomC(1, C), denote by F!α = ζF (α) : F (1) ≃ 1→ D.

Lemma 5.6 — Let T be a (g, n, h)-cobordism and α ∈ HomC(1, C). Then the
following diagram commutes:

F (C⊗|g|) D⊗|g|

F (C⊗|h|) D⊗|h|

ζ⊗|g|

F (|T |C,α)

ζ⊗|h|

|T |D,F!α

Proof. For simplicity of notations, assume that T is a (g, n, h)-cobordism tangle
where g and h are integers. The case where T is a (g, n, h)-cobordism tangle with
multigenus g and h is similar. Let O be a (g, n, h)-opentangle such that U(O) =
T . Colore the components of the opentangle O by objects of C: the entrance
components are colored by X1, . . . , Xg, the surgery components are colored by
Xg+1, . . . , Xg+n, the exit components are colored by Xg+n+1, . . . , Xg+n+h.
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Remark that, since F is ribbon, that:

F ((ιXg+n+1
⊗ . . .⊗ ιXg+n+h

) ◦OX1,...Xg+n+h
) = F (ιXg+n+1

⊗ . . .⊗ ιXg+n+h
)F (OX1,...Xg+n+h

)

= F (ιXg+n+1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ιXg+n+h
)OF (X1),...,F (Xg+n+h)

And, as (ιXg+n+1
⊗ . . .⊗ ιXg+n+h

) ◦OX1,...Xg+n+h
= |O|C(ιX1

⊗ . . .⊗ ιXg+n+h
),

F (|O|C(ιX1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ιXg+n+h
)) = F (ιXg+n+1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ιXg+n+h

)OF (X1),...,F (Xg+n+h).

so, multiplying by ζ⊗h,

ζ⊗hF (|O|C(ιX1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ιXg+n+h
))

= (jF (Xg+n+1) ⊗ . . .⊗ jF (Xg+n+h))F (ιXg+n+1
⊗ . . .⊗ ιXg+n+h

)OF (X1),...,F (Xg+n+h)

= |O|D(jF (X1) ⊗ . . .⊗ jF (Xg+n+h))

= |O|Dζ⊗g+n+h(F (ιX1
)⊗ . . .⊗ F (ιXg+n+h

)).

We have

ζ⊗hF (|O|C)(F (ιX1
)⊗ . . .⊗F (ιXg+n+h

)) = |O|Dζ⊗g+n+h(F (ιX1
)⊗ . . .⊗F (ιXg+n+h

))

so as (F (C), F (ι)) is a coend,

ζ⊗hF (|O|C = |O|Dζ⊗g+n+h

thus

ζ⊗hF (|O|C)F (idC⊗g ⊗ α⊗n+h) = |O|Dζ⊗g+n+hF (idC⊗g ⊗ α⊗n+h)

so

ζ⊗hF (|T |C,α) = F (|T |D,F!α)ζ
⊗g.

□

If α is an admissible element of C and g is a positive integer, then remember the
following idempotent of C

ΠC
α,g =

C,α︸ ︷︷ ︸
g

,

and if g = (g1, . . . , gr) is a r-tuple of positive integers, denote by ΠC
α,g = ΠC

α,g1 ⊗
. . .⊗ΠC

α,gr .

Lemma 5.7 — Let α : 1 → C be an admissible element of C and suppose that
F!α is an admissible element of D. Then the following diagram commutes:

F (C⊗|g|) D⊗|g|

F (C⊗|g|) D⊗|g|

ζ⊗|g|

F (ΠC
α,g)

ζ⊗|g|

ΠD
F!α,g
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Proof. The result is just the consequence of Lemma 5.6 applied on the special
(g, n, g)-cobordism tangle

Tg =

︸ ︷︷ ︸
g1

︸ ︷︷ ︸
gr

where g = (g1, . . . , gr). □

Recall that if α is admissible, we have defined a braided functor with anomaly
(WC,α( ), γ) and then a TQFT with anomaly (VC( ;α), γ). The space associated
to the surface of multigenus Σg is the image of the idempotent WC(idΣg

;α) denoted

by ΠC
α.

Lemma 5.8 — Let F = (F, F2, F0, γ) and G = (G,G2, G0, γ) be two strong
monoidal functors with the same anomaly between categories C and D where C is
supposed to be rigid. Then a monoidal natural transformation between F and G
with the same anomaly is a natural isomorphism.

Proof. Let
ζ = {ζX : F (X)→ G(X)}X∈C

be a monoidal natural transformation. For X an object of C, set
βX = (G0G(ẽvX)G2(X,X

∗)⊗idF (X))(idG(X)⊗ζX∗⊗idF (X))(idG(X)⊗F−1
2 (X∗, X)F (c̃oevX)F−1

0 )

and remark that ζXβX and βXζX are identities up to an invertible scalar. □

Lemma 5.9 — Let α be a morphism of HomC(1, C). If α and F!α are admissible
elements then ζ induces a system of natural isomorphisms

ζ = {ζ : FVC,α(Σ)→ VD(Σ, F!α)}Σ∈Cobp3

between functors with anomaly FVC,α( ) and VD,F!α( ).

Proof. First, note that the two functors FVC,α( ) and VD,F!α( ) have the same
anomaly. Indeed, the anomaly of VC,α( ) is given by a product of inverse of θ±α
which are morphisms of the form |T±|C,α for some (0, 1, 0)-cobordim tangles T±
(see Figure 4) so, applying the result of Lemma 5.6, F (θC±α) = θD±F!α.

Let MT : Σg → Σh be a cobordism represented by the (g, n, h)-cobordism tangle

T . As FVC,α(Σg) is a direct factor of F (C⊗|g|) and using the commutative diagram

of Lemma 5.7, we have the following commutative diagram:
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F (C⊗|g|) D⊗|g|

FVC,α(Σg) VD,F!α(Σg)

FVC,α(Σh) VD,F!α(Σh)

F (C⊗|g|) D⊗|g|

ζ⊗|g|

F (WC,α(MT )) WD,F!α
(MT )

ζ⊗|h|

FVC,α(MT ) FVD,F!α
(MT )

The induced natural transformation ζ : FVC,α → VD,F!α is monoidal by construc-
tion. Finally, we can conclude applying Lemma 5.8. □

Remarks 5.10 –

(1) If ζ : F (C)→ D is an epimorphism then F!α is an admissible element.

5.4. The modularizable case.

Theorem 5.11 — - Let C be a normalizable premodular category with Kirby

element αK . Assume that C is modularizable, with modularization F : C → C̃.
Then F (T ) is a subcategory of the category T̃ of transparent objects of C̃ and there
exists a natural isomorphism ζ such that

Cob3 T

T̃

Vectfk

VC,αK

RTC̃

F|T

HomC̃(1,−)

ζ

Proof. Apply the result of Lemma 5.9 on the modularization functor F : C → C̃
which is ribbon and so preserves coends. In this case, F!(αK) is the Kirby element
of C so is admissible. For details, see [Bru00], Section 2. □
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