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Quantum invariants arising from Uhsl(2|1) are q-holonomic
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Abstract

We show that the quantum invariants arising from typical representations of the quantum group
Uh(sl(2|1)) are q-holonomic. In particular, this implies the existence of an underlying field theory for
which this family of invariants are partition functions.

1 Introduction

q-Holonomic systems were developed to apply techniques from D-modules to the study of hypergeometric
functions [Sab93]. Such systems appear widely in quantum topology, where they describe the recursive or
quasiperiodic behavior of various quantum knot invariants, see [GL05, GL16, GLL18].

As in the non-q-deformed setting, q-holonomic systems carry geometric meaning. In the context of quan-
tum topology, the q-Weyl modules underlying the q-holonomic systems are understood as quantizations of
character varieties of three manifolds. The precise relationship between the recursion relations and quantum
character varieties is the topic of the long-standing AJ conjecture [Gar04, Lê06], which posits that the minimal
order recurrence relation of the colored Jones polynomial is a quantization of the A-polynomial. Even more
geometric in flavor is the volume conjecture and its various generalizations [Kas97, Guk05, DG11, GSAF12],
which relate the asymptotic behavior of quantum invariants to the hyperbolic geometry of knot complements.
Both conjectures are stated for the colored Jones polynomial but expected to generalize to other families of
quantum invariants. They both also imply that the invariants are q-holonomic, making this an important
property to establish when considering a new family of invariants.

In this paper we show that the quantum invariants arising from the typical representations of the quan-
tum group associated to the special linear Lie superalgebra sl(2|1) are q-holonomic. We conjecture that this
property holds for a larger class of Lie superalgebras, see Conjecture 3.7. Unlike the families of representa-
tions underlying the colored Jones polynomial and HOMFLY-PT polynomial, typical representations in the
superalgebra setting are indexed by a combination of discrete and complex weights and often have vanishing
quantum dimensions. Therefore we must use the techniques developed in [BDGG20] to prove q-holonomicity
in a non-semisimple setting. Having established q-holonomicity, we open the door to a deformed version of
a volume conjecture and provide a potential tool towards its study.

Our choice to focus on sl(2|1) is motivated by recent work on Chern-Simons theories constructed from
supergroups, such as those studied by Mikhaylov and Witten in [MW15], see also [AGPS18, Mik15]. Pertur-
bative versions of these theories are proposed in [AGP21] and lead to quantum invariants of 3-manifolds. In
this paper we study the link invariant underlying the 3-manifold invariants of [AGP21]. The relationships
between these supergroup theories and related topological invariants have been made precise in the case of
gl(1|1) in the recent work [GY22].

1.1 A quantum torus from skein theory

In this section we will use some insights from skein theory, following the ideas of [Gel01, FGL01], to explore
the origins of the q-holonomic systems associated with the sl(2|1) invariant defined in Section 2.2. A full
treatment is out of scope of the current paper. To describe the action in a precise technical sense, one would
need to understand non-unitial defect skein theory. Defects in the unitial setting would build on quantum
decorated character stacks and stratified factorization homology [AFT17, JLSS21], but at the time of writing
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are missing the skein theoretic description necessary to understand them in our context. Non-unitial skein
theory is needed to handle non-semisimple ribbon categories. This is just now being developed [CGP23]
and represents a significant undertaking, as many of the foundational results underlying skein theory assume
unitiality.

With these caveats in mind, the story revolves around the skein algebra of the torus T. The sl(2) skein
algebra of T can be embedded into the rank one q-Weyl algebra W1, [FG00, Theorem 4.3]. Its action on the
skein module of the knot complement is the topological origin of the q-holonomic W1-module generated by
the colored Jones polynomial, as studied in [GL05]. The embedding into W1 can be understood in terms of
the quantum trace map [BW11, Theorem 11], which embeds skein algebras into quantum tori associated to
quantum cluster algebras. This construction depends on stated skein algebras. For sl(2) these are defined
and studied in [Lê16, CL22], but for arbitrary ribbon categories one must in general work with the more
abstract but closely related internal skein algebras, see [GJS19, Hai21].

We turn to the underlying geometry to gain intuition for this embedding in the Lie superalgebra setting.
In [KQ22] this quantum trace map is re-interpreted as a q-deformation of a regular morphism between
character varieties:

X σ
C∗(Σ̂, P̂) → XSL2

(Σ,P). (1)

Here Σ̂ is a branched double cover of a surface Σ. It’s constructed from a triangulation of Σ and has a
non-trivial deck transformation σ. Only characters which respect σ are considered, see [KQ22, Def. 2.16].
The deformation (or quantization) of (1) is a morphism from the sl(2) skein algebra to an equivariant C∗

skein algebra. These have extra framing data called states at a set of marked points P ⊂ Σ and P̂ ⊂ Σ̂,
respectively.

Following this line of thought, we expect that the most topologically-motivated and natural quantum
torus will be the skein algebra

SkAlgReptf

h
t
(T), (2)

where the Cartan t ⊂ sl(2|1) plays the role that C∗ does in the SL2 C theory, and Reptf
h t is a full subcategory

of the topologically free Uht-modules, see definition 2.4. Note that the quantized eveloping algebra of
t ≃ C[h1, h2] has an R-matrix given by (17), and hence the braiding in the associated category is of the form
v ⊗ w 7→ qωv,ww ⊗ v for some scalars ωv,w. It’s thanks to this that the associated skein algebra will be a
quantum torus. The embedding that translates between the sl(2|1)-skein module action and that of this t

quantum torus should be a deformation of a regular morphism

Xt(T,P) → Xsl(2|1)(T,P). (3)

1.2 Acknowledgements

This material is based upon work supported by the National Science Foundation under Award No. 2202753.
JB is funded by the Simons Foundation award 888988 as part of the Simons Collaboration on Global
Categorical Symmetry. NG is partially supported by National Science Foundation grant DMS-2104497.

2 The Lie superalgebra sl(2|1)

We give a brief overview to set notation and recommend [Kac77] for a careful treatment of the theory of
Lie superalgebras. Let Z2 = {0̄, 1̄} be the additive group of order two. A super-space is a Z2-graded vector
space V = V0̄ ⊕ V1̄ over C. The parity of a homogeneous element x ∈ Vī is denoted by x̄ = ī ∈ Z2 and the
elements of V0̄ (resp. V1̄) are called even (resp. odd). A morphism of super vector spaces of degree d̄ ∈ Z2 is a
linear map f : V → W which satisfies f(v) = v̄+ d̄ for each homogeneous v ∈ V . An algebra on a superspace
is a superalgebra if its usual structure maps respect the Z2-grading. A (left) module over a superalgebra A
is a super vector space M together with a superalgebra homomorphism A → EndC(M) of degree 0̄. A Lie
superalgebra is a super-space g = g0̄ ⊕ g1̄ with a super-bracket [ , ] : g⊗2 → g that preserves the Z2-grading,
is super-antisymmetric ([x, y] = −(−1)x̄ȳ[y, x]), and satisfies the super-Jacobi identity.

Let A = (aij) be the sl(2|1) Cartan matrix, i.e. the 2 × 2 matrix given by a11 = 2, a12 = a21 = −1 and
a22 = 0.
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Definition 2.1. Let sl(2|1) be the Lie superalgebra generated by hi, ei, and fi, i = 1, 2, where h1, h2, e1
and f1 are even while e2 and f2 are odd. The generators satisfy the relations

[hi, hj ] = 0, [hi, ej] = aijej, [hi, fj] = −aijfj [ei, fj] = δijhi,

[e2, e2] = [f2, f2] = 0, [e1, [e1, e2]] = [f1, [f1, f2]] = 0.

Let h be an indeterminate and q = eh/2. We adopt the following standard notations:

qz = ezh/2, {z} = qz − q−z, and [z] =
{z}

{1}

In this paper we work with Uh(sl(2|1)) instead of Uq(sl(2|1)) because the standard R-matrix, see (16) and
(17), is well defined as an element in Uh(sl(2|1))

⊗
Uh(sl(2|1)) but not in Uq(sl(2|1))

⊗
Uq(sl(2|1)).

Definition 2.2. Let Uh(sl(2|1)) be the C[[h]]-Hopf superalgebra generated by the even elements h1, h2, E1,
and F1 together with the odd elements E2 and F2. These are subject to the relations:

[hi, hj ] = 0, [hi, Ej ] =aijEj , [hi, Fj ] = − aijFj ,

[Ei, Fj ] =δi,j
qhi − q−hi

q − q−1
, E2

2 =F 2
2 = 0,

E2
1E2 − (q + q−1)E1E2E1 + E2E

2
1 = 0 F 2

1F2 − (q + q−1)F1F2F1 + F2F
2
1 = 0

where [, ] is the super-commutator given by [x, y] = xy − (−1)x̄ȳyx. The coproduct, counit, and antipode are
given by

∆(Ei) =Ei ⊗ 1 + q−hi ⊗ Ei, ǫ(Ei) =0 S(Ei) = − qhiEi

∆(Fi) =Fi ⊗ qhi + 1 ⊗ Fi, ǫ(Fi) =0 S(Fi) = − Fiq
−hi

∆(hi) =hi ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ hi, ǫ(hi) =0 S(hi) = − hi.

2.1 Representations of sl(2|1) and Uh(sl(2|1))

In this section we compare the representation theory of sl(2|1) and Uh(sl(2|1)). In particular, we recall
the category of topologically free modules from which the quantum invariants considered in this paper are
constructed.

Definition 2.3. Let a := (a1, a2) ∈ Z≥0×C. We denote by V (a1, a2) the highest weight sl(2|1)-module with
a highest weight vector v0 whose parity is even satisfying

hi.v0 = aiv0 and eiv0 = 0. (4)

Such a sl(2|1) highest weight module is called typical if it splits in any finite-dimensional representation.

In [Kac78] this condition is reduced to a system of inequalities on the weights, which for sl(2|1) is
a1 + a2 + 1 6= 0 and a2 6= 0. In the same article it’s proven that typical modules are projective and injective
in the category of finite-dimensional sl(2|1)-modules.

Next we consider Uh(sl(2|1)). We restrict our attention to a certain subcategory of representations which
are closely tied to the sl(2|1) theory.

Definition 2.4. A Uh(sl(2|1))-module W is called topologically free of finite rank if it is isomorphic

as a C[[h]]-module to V [[h]] := V ⊗ C[[h]], where V is a finite-dimensional sl(2|1)-module. Let Reptf
h sl(2|1)

denote the category of topologically free of finite rank Uh(sl(2|1))-modules where all morphisms are even.
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As a topological algebra, Uh(sl(2|1)) is isomorphic to the quantized enveloping superalgebra of sl(2|1)
[Gee06]. In [Gee07, Thm 1.2] this isomorphism is used to construct a highest weight Uh(sl(2|1))-module

Ṽ (a) which deforms V (a). In particular, it is shown that the super-space underlying Ṽ (a) is V (a)[[h]]. Note

that if V (a) typical (and hence projective and injective) then its h-adic counterpart Ṽ (a) is likewise both
projective and injective. The topologically free representation theory of Uh(sl(2|1)) is thus parallel to that
of the Lie superalgebra sl(2|1).

Following [GP18], a representation W ∈ Reptf
h sl(2|1) is called simple if

EndReptf

h
sl(2|1)(W ) ≃ C[[h]] IdW . (5)

The Uh(sl(2|1))-module is Ṽ (a) is simple and called typical whenever the associated sl(2|1)-module V (a) is
likewise typical.

2.1.1 Typical Uh(sl(2|1))-modules

Here we give an explicit presentation of typical modules of Uh(sl(2|1)). Recall that these are simple modules

Ṽ (a1, a2) with a1 ∈ Z≥0, a2 ∈ C, a2 6= 0, and a1 + a2 + 1 6= 0. This is the family of modules used in defining

the knot invariants considered in this article. The typical module Ṽ (a1, a2) has dimension 4a1 + 4 and is
generated by a distinguished even highest weight vector v. It is uniquely determined by simplicity and the
weights h1v = a1v and h2v = a2v. We introduce the following notation, motivated by the decomposition (8)
described below.

v0,0 := v, v−1,1 :=

(
F2F1 −

[a1]

[a1 + 1]
F1F2

)
v, v1,0 := F2v, v0,1 := F2F1F2v. (6)

We take as a basis
F k
1 v0,0, k = 0, . . . , a1.

F k
1 v−1,1, k = 0, . . . , a1 − 1.

F k
1 v1,0, k = 0, . . . , a1 + 1.

F k
1 v0,1, k = 0, . . . , a1.

(7)

To see that this is indeed a spanning set, we note that the action of F1 and F2 generate Ṽ (a1, a2) and that
together F 2

2 = 0 and (q + q−1)F1F2F1 = F 2
1 F2 + F2F

2
1 imply that any product in Uh(sl(2|1)) with three or

more F2’s is zero. They also imply that F2F1F2F1 = F1F2F1F2. Furthermore, 〈h1, E1, F1〉 ⊂ Uh(sl(2|1))

gives a copy of Uh(sl(2)). As a topologically free finite rank Uh(sl(2))-module, Ṽ (a1, a2) decomposes as

Ṽ (a1, a2)[[h]] ≃ Va1
[[h]] ⊕ Va1+1[[h]] ⊕ Va1+1[[h]] ⊕ Va1+2[[h]] (8)

where Vn[[h]] is the topologically free Uh(sl(2)) module that deforms the unique simple n-dimensional sl(2)-
module Vn. Our choice of basis (7) is motivated by this decomposition, since each of the four vǫ1,ǫ2 is a
highest weight vector for the induced Uh(sl(2))-action. The subscripts track the h1, h2 weights, i.e. hivǫ1,ǫ2 =
(ai + ǫi)vǫ1,ǫ2 .

h1 and h2 actions Let k ≥ 0. The h1 action is

h1 · F
k
1 v0,0 = (a1 − 2k)F k

1 v0,0,

h1 · F
k
1 v−1,1 = (a1 − 2k − 1)F k

1 v−1,1,

h1 · F
k
1 v1,0 = (a1 − 2k + 1)F k

1 v1,0,

h1 · F
k
1 v0,1 = (a1 − 2k)F k

1 v0,1.

(9)

While the h2 action is
h2 · F

k
1 v0,0 = (a2 + k)F k

1 v0,0,

h2 · F
k
1 v−1,1 = (a2 + k + 1)F k

1 v−1,1,

h2 · F
k
1 v1,0 = (a2 + k)F k

1 v1,0,

h2 · F
k
1 v0,1 = (a2 + k + 1)F k

1 v0,1.

(10)
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E1 and E2 actions Note E1v0,0 = E2v0,0 = 0 by assumption. Direct computation shows that E1v1,0 =
E1v0,1 = 0, while E2v1,0 = [a2]v0,0, and E2v0,1 = [a2]F1v0,0 + [a2 − 1]F1v1,0. Let k ≥ 1. The E1 action is

E1 · F
k
1 v0,0 = [k][a1 + 1 − k]F k−1

1 v0,0,

E1 · F
k
1 v−1,1 = [k][a1 − k]F k−1

1 v−1,1,

E1 · F
k
1 v1,0 = [k][a1 + 2 − k]F k−1

1 v1,0,

E1 · F
k
1 v0,1 = [k][a1 + 1 − k]F k−1

1 v0,1.

(11)

The E2 action is

E2 · F
k
1 v0,0 = 0,

E2 · F
k
1 v−1,1 =

(
[a2 + 1] − [a2]

[a1]

[a1 + 1]

)
F k+1
1 v0,0

E2 · F
k
1 v1,0 = [a2]F k

1 v0,0,

E2 · F
k
1 v0,1 = [a2]F k

1 F2F1v + [a2+1]F k+1
1 v1,0 = [a2]F k

1 v−1,1 +

(
[a1][a2]

[a1 + 1]
+ [a2 + 1]

)
F k+1
1 v1,0.

(12)

For E2 · F
k
1 v0,1, we’ve used that F2F1v = v−1,1 + [a1]

[a1+1]F1v1,0.

F1 and F2 actions The F1 action is simply F1 · F
k
1 vǫ1,ǫ2 = F k+1

1 vǫ1,ǫ2 . It follows from the decomposition
(8) that

F a1+1
1 v0,0 = F a1

1 v−1,1 = F a1+2
1 v1,0 = F a1+1

1 v0,1 = 0. (13)

The F2 action is more involved. By definition F2 ·v0,0 = v1,0, while a computation shows that F2 ·F1v0,0 =

v−1,1 + [a1]
[a1+1]F1v1,0. We also have F2 · v−1,1 = − [a1]

[a1+1]v0,1 and F2v1,0 = 0. In what follows Pn is a Laurent

polynomial in q, determined recursively by P0 = 1, P1 = q + q−1, and Pn = (q + q−1)Pn−1 − Pn−2. The F2

action on the rest of the generators is

F2 · F
k
1 v0,0 =

(
Pk−1F

k−1
1 F2F1 − Pk−2F

k
1 F2

)
v = Pk−1F

k−1
1 v−1,1 +

(
Pk−1

[a1]

[a1 + 1]
− Pk−2

)
F k
1 v1,0 k ≥ 2

F2 · F
k
1 v−1,1 =

(
Pk−1 −

[a1]

[a1 + 1]
Pk

)
F k
1 v0,1 k ≥ 1

F2 · F
k
1 v1,0 = Pk−1F

k−1
1 v0,1, k ≥ 1

F2 · F
k
1 v0,1 = 0. k ≥ 0

2.1.2 The ribbon structure on Reptf
h sl(2|1)

In Section 2.2 we will need that Reptf
h sl(2|1) is a ribbon category, that is, a braided rigid monoidal category

with a natural transformation θ : id ⇒ id such that

θV⊗W = (θV ⊗ θW ) cW,V cV,W and (θV )
∗

= θV ∗ . (14)

We will describe the ribbon structure on Reptf
h sl(2|1).

Since Uh(sl(2|1)) is a Hopf algebra, Reptf
h sl(2|1) is a monoidal category with unit 1l given by the trivial

module C[[h]]. Let Ṽ = V [[h]] be an object of Reptf
h sl(2|1) where V is a finite dimensional sl(2|1)-module.

The duality is given on objects by V [[h]]∗ = V ∗[[h]]. The duality morphisms are C[[h]]-linearly extended
from the underlying evaluation and coevaluation maps: let {vi} be a homogeneous basis of V and {v∗i } be the
dual basis of V ∗ = HomC(V,C), that is v∗i (vj) = δi,j . The following morphisms are defined by C[[h]]-linear

extension to give a pivotal structure on Reptf
h sl(2|1):

−→
coevṼ : C[[h]] → Ṽ ⊗ Ṽ ∗, 1 7→

∑
vi ⊗ v∗i ,

−→
ev Ṽ : Ṽ ∗ ⊗ Ṽ → C[[h]], f ⊗ x 7→ f(x),

←−
coevṼ : C[[h]] → Ṽ ∗ ⊗ Ṽ , 1 7→

∑
(−1)v̄iv∗i ⊗ q2h2vi,

←−
ev Ṽ : Ṽ ⊗ Ṽ ∗ → C[[h]], x⊗ f 7→ (−1)x̄f̄f(q−2h2x).

(15)
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Here x ∈ V and f ∈ V ∗ are homogeneous elements.
Khoroshkin-Tolstoy [KT91] and Yamane [Yam94] showed that Uh(sl(2|1)) has an explicit R-matrix that

decomposes as R = ŘK. Let E′ = E1E2 − q−1E2E1 and F ′ = F2F1 − qF1F2. Then we can write

Ř = expq({1}E1 ⊗ F1) expq(−{1}E′ ⊗ F ′) expq(−{1}E2 ⊗ F2), (16)

K = q−h1⊗h2−h2⊗h1−2h2⊗h2 . (17)

Here we’ve used the standard notations (k)q := (1 − qk)/(1 − q), (n)q! := (1)q(2)q...(n)q and expq(x) :=∑∞
n=0 x

n/(n)q!. By convention (0)q! = 1. The identities expq(x) expq−1(−x) = 1 and expq−1(x) expq(−x) = 1
(see e.g. [KT91, (5.2)] imply that

R−1 = K−1 expq−1({1}E2 ⊗ F2) expq−1({1}E′ ⊗ F ′) expq−1(−{1}E1 ⊗ F1). (18)

Thus, the category Reptf
h sl(2|1) has a braiding {c

Ṽ ,W̃ }
Ṽ ,W̃∈Reptf

h
sl(2|1):

c
Ṽ ,W̃

: Ṽ ⊗ W̃ → W̃ ⊗ Ṽ given by v ⊗ w 7→ τ(R(v ⊗ w))

where τ is the super flip map defined by τ(x ⊗ y) = (−1)x̄ȳy ⊗ x for homogeneous x and y.
We finish by showing that the braiding and duality structure are compatible.

Proposition 2.5. The above pivotal structure and braiding give a ribbon structure on Reptf
h sl(2|1).

It is well known that Reptf
h sl(2|1) is a ribbon category, see for example [Gee05]. We give a proof of

this fact by describing the ribbon structure in terms of left/right dualities and a braiding. Our approach
relies on [GP18, Theorem 9], where it is shown that a pivotal braided category is ribbon if it satisfies certain
compatibility constraints for a subset of objects on the natural twist morphism defined from the braiding
and dualities.

Proof. In order for [GP18, Theorem 9] to apply, Reptf
h sl(2|1) must be a generically C/Z-semisimple pivotal

braided category. Having previously established it’s pivotal and braided, it remains to prove the generic
semisimplicity condition.

In the language of [GP18, §1.6], the category Reptf
h sl(2|1) is C/Z-graded as follows: for g ∈ C/Z let

Reptf
h sl(2|1)g be the full subcategory of Reptf

h sl(2|1) consisting of those modules whose h2-weights are all

equal to g mod Z. We use the fact that h2 acts semisimply on each X in Reptf
h sl(2|1), decomposing it into

h2-weight spaces. These weights differ by integers, see (10).

Next, we show that Reptf
h sl(2|1) is generically C/Z-semisimple, i.e. that the g-graded component

Reptf
h sl(2|1)g is semisimple whenever g ∈ (C/Z) \ (Z/Z). The word “generic” refers to the fact that the

non-seimsimple coset Z/Z is symmetric and small, i.e. −Z/Z = Z/Z and for any g1, ..., gn ∈ C/Z we have⋃
i(gi + Z/Z) 6= C/Z.

Let X be an object in Reptf
h sl(2|1)g, with g /∈ Z/Z. There exists a highest weight vector v ∈ X . Since

g /∈ Z/Z, the h1 and h2 weights of v satisfy the inequalities of Section 2.1.1 and so v generates some typical

module Ṽ (a1, a2) ⊆ X , where a2 ≡ g mod Z. Since typical modules are both projective and injective,

X ≃ Ṽ (a1, a2) ⊕W for some W ∈ Reptf
h sl(2|1)

g
. Repeating this process on W we see that X is isomorphic

to a direct sum of typical modules in Reptf
h sl(2|1)

g
. We conclude that Reptf

h sl(2|1)
g

is semisimple whenever

g /∈ Z/Z. Hence Reptf
h sl(2|1) is a generically C/Z-semisimple pivotal braided category.

Next, define a family of natural automorphisms indexed by objects X of Reptf
h sl(2|1):

θX = (IdX ⊗
←−
ev X)(cX,X ⊗ IdX∗)(IdX ⊗

−→
coevX) : X → X.

The left-most equality in (14) follows from naturality of the braiding and the Yang-Baxter equation. By

[GP18, Theorem 9] the category Reptf
h sl(2|1) is ribbon and the natural transformation θ is called a twist if

for all X ∈ Reptf
h sl(2|1):

θX∗ = (θX)∗ := (
−→
ev X ⊗ IdX∗)(IdX∗ ⊗θX ⊗ IdX∗)(IdX∗ ⊗

−→
coevX) (19)
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It is enough to check (19) on generic simple objects, i.e. the typical modules Ṽ (a1, a2) with a2 /∈ Z.

Given an object X in Reptf
h sl(2|1), by definition X∗ is the Uh(sl(2|1))-module whose action is given by

y.f(x) = (−1)ȳf̄f(S(y)x) for y ∈ Uh(sl(2|1)), x ∈ X and f ∈ X∗. It follows that the lowest weight vector v

of Ṽ (a1, a2) is dual to the highest weight vector v∗ in Ṽ (a1, a2)∗ and has weight (a1,−a1 − a2 − 1). Thus

Ṽ (a1, a2)∗ ≃ Ṽ (a1,−a1 − a2 − 1). The morphisms θṼ (a1,a2)
and θṼ (a1,a2)∗

are determined by their values on

the highest weight vectors. A direct computation shows that

θṼ (a1,a2)
= q−2a2(a1+a2+1) IdṼ (a1,a2)

(20)

and
θṼ (a1,a2)∗

= q−2(−a1−a2−1)(1+a1−a1−a2−1) IdṼ (a1,a2)∗
. (21)

The identity (
−→
ev X ⊗ IdX∗)(IdX∗ ⊗

−→
coevX) = IdX∗ implies that the right side of (19) with X = Ṽ (a1, a2)

is equal to q−2a2(a1+a2+1) IdṼ (a1,a2)
. It follows that (19) holds for all simple modules in Reptf

h sl(2|1)g with

g ∈ C/Z \ Z/Z, thus proving the proposition.

2.2 Quantum Invariants from sl(2|1)

We established in Section 2.1.2 that Reptf
h sl(2|1) is a ribbon category. It is therefore possible to use the

frameworks laid out in [RT90, GPT09] to define knot invariants with Reptf
h sl(2|1) as the algebraic input.

We will not give a full treatment of this theory, and instead defer to the aforementioned articles. A detailed
treatment of the semisimple case can be found in [Tur10].

We consider framed oriented tangles whose components are colored by objects of Reptf
h sl(2|1). Such

tangles are called Reptf
h sl(2|1)-colored ribbons. Let RReptf

h
sl(2|1) denote the category of Reptf

h sl(2|1)-colored

ribbons (for details see [Tur10]). The well-known Reshetikhin-Turaev construction defines a C[[h]]-linear
functor

F : RReptf

h
sl(2|1) → Reptf

h sl(2|1).

The value of any Reptf
h sl(2|1)-colored ribbon under F can be computed using the six building blocks, which

are the morphisms , , y, x,x,y with arbitrary colors in RReptf

h
sl(2|1). The functor F transforms these

building blocks as follows:

F ( ) = c, F ( x) =
−→

coev, F ( y) =
←−

coev ,

F ( ) = c−1, F (y) =
−→
ev , F (x) =

←−
ev .

(22)

We’ve suppressed the colors, which determine the components of the braiding and duality transformations.
Vertical lines are sent to the identity morphism and reversing the direction of an arrow is equivalent to
coloring instead by the dual module.

Let L be a link with some component labeled by a simple object V ∈ Reptf
h sl(2|1). By cutting this com-

ponent we obtain a tangle TV whose two ends are labeled with V . By definition F (TV ) ∈ EndReptf

h
sl(2|1)(V ).

Since V is simple, this endomorphism is the product of the identity IdV : V → V with an element 〈TV 〉 of

the ground ring of Reptf
h sl(2|1), i.e. F (TV ) = 〈TV 〉 IdV . In particular,

F (L) = F

(

✻T V

)
= 〈TV 〉F

(

✻IdV V

)

= 〈TV 〉F
(

✻V

)
= 〈TV 〉(

←−
ev V ◦

−→
coevV ).

(23)

The quantity qdimReptf

h
sl(2|1)(V ) :=

←−
ev V ◦

−→
coevV is called the quantum dimension of V . The quantum

dimension vanishes when V = Ṽ (a1, a2) is a typical representation:

qdimReptf

h
sl(2|1)(Ṽ (a1, a2)) := (

←−
ev Ṽ (a1,a2)

◦
−→

coevṼ (a1,a2)
) = 0 .
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See [GP07] for details, including a proof of the vanishing quantum dimension. Thus, from (23) we have that

F (L) = 0 if any component of L is colored by a typical module Ṽ (a1, a2).
In [GP07] it is shown that one can replace such a vanishing quantum dimension in (23) with a certain

non-zero scalar and obtain a well defined invariant of links. This process was extended to a general theory
in [GPT09]. We will briefly recall this construction.

Consider the function d from the set of typical modules to C[[h]] given by

d(Ṽ (a1, a2)p̄) =
{a1 + 1}

{1}{a2}{a2 + a1 + 1}
(24)

This function is called the modified dimension, because it replaces the quantum dimension in the construction
of link invariants. It can be derived from F itself applied to open Hopf links, see [GPT09, §2]. Let L be a

Reptf
h sl(2|1)-colored framed link with at least one component colored by a typical module Ṽ (a1, a2). Cutting

this component as above, we obtain a tangle TṼ (a1,a2)
. By [GPT09, Prop. 27], the assignment

L 7→ F ′(L) := d(Ṽ (a1, a2))〈TṼ (a1,a2)
〉 (25)

yields a well-defined isotopy invariant of L, independent of the choice of cut component. Although (24) may
seem ad-hoc, the invariant (25) is unique up to a global scalar. See the discussion after [GPT09, Prop. 27].

In the remainder of this paper we assume that every strand of an n-component link L is colored by
some typical module Ṽ (a1i, a2i), for i = 1, . . . , n. It does not matter which strand is cut, and without loss

of generality we choose it to be the one labeled by Ṽ (a11, a21). The corresponding invariant (25) defines a
function

F ′(L) : (Z≥0 × C
∗)n → C[[h]] , F ′(L)(a11, a21, ..., a1n, a2n) = d(Ṽ (a11, a21))〈TṼ (a11,a21)

〉 . (26)

Establishing the q-holonomicity of this family of functions is the main result of this paper.

3 q-Holonomic systems

We give a brief review of q-holonomic systems and recommend [Sab93, GL16] for more details. Note that
we work in the h-adic setting, i.e. over C[[h]] instead of C(q), following [KS11].

A prerequisite structure for the formation of a q-holonomic system in this framework is an action of a
quantum torus. The standard story is given by the rank n q-Weyl algebra, which has the presentation

Wn := 〈L1, . . . , Ln,M1, . . . ,Mn | LiMj = qδijMjLi〉 (27)

with the M ’s and L’s communting between themselves. This has a standard action on the vector space of
functions {Zn → C[[h]]}, given by

Lif(a1, . . . , an) = f(a1, . . . , ai + 1, . . . , an), Mif(a1, . . . , an) = qaif(a1, . . . , an). (28)

Where q = eh/2. Sometimes it is technically better to work with its localization En, in which the generators
are invertible. The close relationship between q-holonomicity of Wn and En modules is spelled out in [Sab93].

Definition 3.1. [Sab93, Prop. 1.5.2] Let N be a finitely generated module for a q-Weyl algebra Wn. The
homological dimension of N is the degree of its Hilbert polynomial hN with respect to any good filtration:

dimN := deg hN . (29)

Note that Wn itself has homological dimension 2n, while the trivial module 0 has homological dimension
0. A fundamental result in the theory of D-modules and their q-difference analogs is Bernstein’s Inequality,
which states that either rankWn ≤ dimM ≤ 2 rankWn or dimM = 0, in which case M = 0.

Definition 3.2. A finitely generated Wn-module N is called q-holonomic when its homological dimension
is as low as possible, i.e.

dimN = n or 0. (30)

8



We will frequently consider cyclic modules Wnf(m1, . . . ,mn). In this setting lower homological dimension
means more linear relations between the functions Pf , for P ∈ Wn. These relations can be interpreted as
exhibiting some quasi-periodicity of the function. When n = 1 a single non-trivial relation Pf = 0 implies
q-holonomicity, but when n > 1 it is generally not enough to have n distinct operators annihilate f . The
following lemma is useful for establishing q-holonomicity of elementary functions:

Lemma 3.3. [BDGG20, 3.5] Let Wnf be a cyclic module whose annihilation ideal contains elements of the

form pj(M)L
dj

j + qj(M) for j = 1, . . . , n, where pj , qj 6= 0 are independent of the Lj and dj ≥ 1. Then Wnf
is q-holonomic.

3.1 Non-discrete variables

We use the same framework as [BDGG20] to work with complex variables. Suppose we have n complex
variables α1, . . . , αn and m discrete (N or Z-valued) ones a1, . . . , am. Let Vn be the field of rational functions
over C[[h]], in the variables {xi | i = 1, . . . , n} and {zij | i, j = 1, . . . , n}. In this way we work formally with
the linear and quadratic q-exponetials qαi and qαiαj . Let

Vm,n := {f : Zm → Vn}. (31)

This has an action of Wn+m. For the discrete variables it’s given by (28). For the complex variables, we
reproduce this action formally on the codomain Vn. Each Mi is multiplication by xi, while the shifts become

Lixj = qδijxj Lizjk = qδijδikxδik
j x

δij
k zjk. (32)

In practice it’s useful to think of Vm,n as functions Zm × Cn → C[[h]].

3.2 Examples of q-holonomic functions

We present some of the functions which show up in the expression of the sl(2|1) quantum invariant. These
are all previously known to be q-holonomic.

Linear and quadratic powers Functions of the form qn
2

i , qninj , and qni are q-holonomic. In [BDGG20]
it’s shown that the formal analogs zii, zij , and xi are likewise q-holonomic.

q-Pochhammer The function n1, n2 7→ (qn1 ; q)n2
is q-holonomic by Lemma 3.3, since its annihilation ideal

contains (1 −M1)L1 − 1 + M1M2 and L2 + M1M2 − 1.

Inverse q-Pochhammer The function n1, n2 7→ 1/(qn1 ; q)n2
is q-holonomic by Lemma 3.3. Its annihilation

ideal contains (1 −M1M2)L1 −M1 + 1 and (1 −M1M2)L2 − 1.

Inverse q-numbers The expression n 7→ 1/{n} is q-holonomic. We can see this by rewriting it as a product
of q-holonomic functions:

1

{n}
:=

1

qn − q−n
=

q−n

(q−2n; q)1
(33)

then invoking the closure properties discussed in the next section.

Indicator functions The function

ϑ[n1,n2](n3) :=

{
1 n1 ≤ n3 ≤ n2

0 otherwise
(34)

is annihilated by (M3 −M1)(L1 − 1), (M3 − qM2)(L2 − 1), and (M3 −M1)(M3 − q−1M1)(L3 − 1). It
follows from Lemma 3.3 that it is q-holonomic.
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3.3 Closure properties

The class of q-holonomic functions enjoy many closure properties, as detailed in [GL16, 5.2,5.3] and extended
to non-discrete variables in [BDGG20, 3.2]. The crucial ones for us here are addition f +g, multiplication fg,
specialization f |ki=λ, extension f(k1, . . . , kn, kn+1) := f(k1, . . . , kn), affine substitution h(k̄) := f(Ak̄ + b̄),

and multisums h(k1, . . . , kn−1, a, b) :=
∑b

kn=a f(k1, . . . , kn) . We will often use these implicitly.

Lemma 3.4. Let X,Y be parameterized matrices whose coefficients are q-holonomic in both their coordinates
(i.e. row and column position) and the parameters. Then the same holds for X + Y , X ⊕ Y , X ⊗ Y , and
XY .

Proof. Let X be an n1 × n2 matrix and Y an m1 ×m2 matrix. For matrix sum (n1 = m1, n2 = m2) the
coefficients are added. For direct sum, the new coefficients are

(X ⊕ Y )ji = Xj
i ϑ[1,n1](i)ϑ[1,n2](j) + Y j

i ϑ[n1+1,n1+m1](i)ϑ[n2+1,n2+m2](j). (35)

For tensor product the relevant formula is

(X ⊗ Y )j1,j2i1,i2
= Xj1

i1
Y j2
i2
, (36)

while for matrix product (n2 = m1) the coefficients are given by

(XY )ji =

n2∑

k=1

Xk
i Y

j
k . (37)

In each case the new coefficients can be written in terms of sums, products, and multisums of the Xj
i and

Y j
i , together with indicator functions. Since these operations preserve q-holonomicity, we conclude that for

the four operations considered here, the new coefficients are q-holonomic whenever the original ones are.

3.4 q-Holonomic systems and ribbon categories

Reshetikhin-Turaev style knot invariants, such as those considered in this paper, depend heavily on the
choice of a ribbon category. It’s therefore reasonable to think of their q-holonomicity as a property of this
underlying category. We take a small step in that direction with the following definition and lemma.

Definition 3.5. Fix an D-linear1 ribbon category (C, c,
←−
ev ,
−→
ev ,

←−
coev,

−→
coev, θ) and a collection SΛ := {Vλ}λ∈Λ

of its objects. Here D is an integral domain. We require that SΛ is closed under taking duals, i.e. V ∗λ ∈ SΛ

for all λ ∈ Λ. Suppose that Λ →֒ Zm × Cn has codimension zero2, so that D-valued functions on Λ × Nk

can be identified almost-everwhere with elements in Vm+k,n. We will call the ribbon structure q-holonomic

over SΛ if the following functions exist and are q-holonomic in the sense of [Sab93, BDGG20]:

dimension: dimD : Λ → N, given by λ 7→ dimD(Vλ).

modified dimension: d : Λ → D given by λ 7→ d(Vλ). Here we assume that the tensor ideal used to define
the modified dimension contains SΛ. If C is semisimple, this ideal can be taken to be the full category,
in which case modified dimension agrees with the usual quantum dimension of objects.

braiding: Λ2 × N2 → D, given by (λ1, λ2, i, j) 7→
(
cVλ1

,Vλ2

)j
i
, where the morphism cVλ1

,Vλ2
: Vλ1

⊗

Vλ2
→ Vλ2

⊗ Vλ1
is written in terms of matrix coefficients, with i = 1, . . .dimD(Vλ1

⊗ Vλ2
) and

j = 1, . . . , dimD(Vλ2
⊗ Vλ1

). By convention, we extend the row and column indices to N by zero.

inverse braiding: As above, based instead on the inverse braiding Λ2 × N2 → D given by (λ1, λ2, i, j) 7→(
c−1Vλ1

,Vλ2

)j
i
.

1If D is only an integral domain (e.g. C[[h]]) and not a field then we require that hom-spaces are finite rank free D-modules,
so that we can still (non-canonically) identify morphisms as matrices. In this case dimD means rank as a free D-module. The

main category considered in this paper, Reptf
h

sl(2|1), meets this requirement.
2i.e. Λ is the complement of a hyperplane arrangement.
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rigidity: Here we consider four functions Λ × N → D:

(λ, i) 7→
(
−→

coevVλ

)i
, (λ, i) 7→

(
−→
ev Vλ

)
i
,

(λ, i) 7→
(
←−

coevVλ

)i
, (λ, i) 7→

(
←−
ev Vλ

)
i
.

In all cases i = 1, . . . , dimD(V ⊗ V ∗) is extended to N by zero.

Lemma 3.6. Let C be a ribbon category. If C’s ribbon structure is q-holonomic over a collection SΛ :=
{Vλ}λ∈Λ of simple objects then the corresponding quantum invariants will be q-holonomic in the sense of
[Sab93, BDGG20].

Proof. Let Dλ be a diagram of a link L, whose components are colored by simple objects Vλ1
, . . . , Vλℓ

∈ SΛ,
and let Tλ be the same diagram, cut along some arc and turned into a (1,1)-tangle. Here we use the shorthand
λ = (λ1, . . . , λℓ). Without loss of generality, we suppose the open ends of the tangle are colored by Vλ1

. As
a morphism in RC , the tangle Tλ can be decomposed into the composition of tensor products of the six basic
building blocks: , ,x,y, y, xand identity morphisms on the various Vλi

.
By assumption the evaluation functor RC → C used to define the quantum invariant sends each of these

building blocks to a q-holonomic function. Since each Vλi
is finite dimensional and the hom-spaces are free

D-modules, each of these can be understood as a matrix. Since Lemma 3.4 shows that q-holonomicity is
preserved by tensor product and composition (which becomes matrix multiplication), it follows that the
function λ1, . . . , λℓ 7→ 〈Tλ〉 ∈ EndC(Vλ1

) ≃ D is q-holonomic. The quantum knot invariant is the product of
this scalar and the modified dimension, and therefore q-holonomic.

We wrap up this section with a conjecture regarding the expected generalization of our main result.

Conjecture 3.7. Let g be a contragredient Lie superalgebra, meaning it’s simple, finite dimensional, basic3,
and its even subalgebra is reductive. Let Uhg be its quantized universal enveloping algebra, and Reptf

h g

the category of topologically free finite rank Uhg modules. (See Definition 2.4.) Let SΛ denote the set of
representations whose underlying g representation is typical [Kac78, §4].

We conjecture that for any knot K the quantum knot invariant LK : Λ → C[[h]] built from SΛ using
the ribbon structure [KT91] and the modified dimension associated to any tensor ideal containing SΛ are
q-holonomic.

The proof of this conjecture would follow the same lines as our work here, with significantly more involved
expressions for the action of the generators on the typical representations.

4 The sl(2|1) invariant is q-holonomic

Lemma 4.1. The matrix coefficients of elements in 〈E1, E2, F1, F2〉 inside Uh(sl(2|1)) in each End(Ṽ (a1, a2))
form q-holonomic systems.

Let ρa1,a2
: Uh(sl(2|1)) → EndC[[h]](Ṽ (a1, a2)) be a typical representation. The claim is that the functions

N3 → C[[h]](x1, z11)[a2, a
−1
2 ] defined by (a1, k, ℓ) 7→ ρa1,a2

(X)ℓk are q-holonomic for any X ∈ 〈E1, E2, F1, F2〉.

Here x1 and z11 play the part of the formal expressions qa2 and qa
2

2 , as outlined in Section 3.1, k, ℓ =
0, . . . , 4a1 + 3 run over the basis elements (7), and ρa1,a2

(X)wk =
∑4a1+3

ℓ=0 ρa1,a2
(X)ℓkwℓ. The following proof

relies heavily on the many closure properties of q-holonomic functions, see Section 3.3.

Proof. We will make use of the decomposition (8) of Ṽ (a1, a2) into four Uh(sl(2))-representations. In each of
the four blocks, our basis is of the form F k

1 vǫ1,ǫ2 for ǫ1, ǫ2 ∈ {−1, 0, 1} and k = 0, . . . a1 + ǫ1. For generators
which respect the decomposition, q-holonomicity within the blocks implies it for the whole representation,
since we build the full expressions from the sl(2) ones by shifting their indices, multiplying them by the
appropriate indicator functions, and adding the results.

3Basic here means it’s not one of the strange Lie superalgebras p(n) or q(n), for which the classification of typical represen-
tations [Kac78, Theorem 1] doesn’t apply.
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F1 Within each Uh(sl(2))-subrepresentation, ρ(F1)ℓk has the form

(a1, a2, k, ℓ) 7→ δℓk+1ϑ[0,a1+ǫ](k) (38)

where ϑ is the indicator function. Since indicator functions and their products are q-holonomic, we conclude
that F1’s coefficients in each typical representation are q-holonomic functions.

E1 We again work in the decomposition (8). In each block, ρ(E1)ℓk has the form

(a1, a2, k, ℓ) 7→ [a1 + ǫ + 1 − k]δℓk−1ϑ[0,a1+ε](k) (39)

By closure under affine substitution, the expression [n] = {n}/{1} sends linear functions to q-holonomic
ones. We conclude that the coefficients of E1 are q-holonomic in each typical representation.

F2 The action of this generator does not respect the decomposition (8). To describe its coefficients we

put a total ordering on the generators, first the F k
1 v0,0, then the F k

1 v−1,1, then the F k
1 v1,0, and finally the

F k
1 v0,1. We will temporarily refer to the ℓth element in this order as wℓ, so that w0 = v0,0, wa1+1 = v−1,1,

w2a1+1 = v1,0, and w3a1+3 = v0,1.

The coefficients of F2 on a typical representation Ṽ (a1, a2) are defined by the piecewise function

(a1, a2, k, ℓ) 7→





Pk−1δ
ℓ
a1+k +

(
Pk−1

[a1]
[a1+1] − Pk−2

)
δℓ2a1+k+1 0 ≤ k ≤ a1(

Pk−a1−2 −
[a1]

[a1+1]Pk−a1−1

)
δℓ2a1+2+k a1 + 1 ≤ k ≤ 2a1

Pk−2a1−2
δℓa1+1+k 2a1 + 1 ≤ k ≤ 3a1 + 2

0 3a1 + 3 ≤ k ≤ 4a1 + 3

0 otherwise.

(40)

Since a piecewise q-holonomic function is likewise q-holonomic, we conclude that the coefficients of F2

are q-holonomic.

E2 This generator does not respect the decomposition (8). We reuse the basis {wℓ} defined in the F2

section of this proof. The coefficiets of E2 on a typical representation Ṽ (a1, a2) are

(a1, a2, k, ℓ) 7→





0 0 ≤ k ≤ a1(
[a2 + 1] − [a1][a2]

[a1+1]

)
δℓk−a1

a1 + 1 ≤ k ≤ 2a1

[a2]δℓk−2a1
2a1 + 1 ≤ k ≤ 3a1 + 2

[a2]δℓk−2a1−2
+
(

[a1][a2]
[a1+1] + [a2 + 1]

)
δℓk−a1−2

3a1 + 3 ≤ k ≤ 4a1 + 3

0 otherwise.

(41)

We conclude that the actions of the generators are in terms of q-holonomic functions. Finally, by Lemma
3.4, every element in Uh(sl(2|1)) acts by a matrix whose coefficients form a q-holonomic system.

Lemma 4.2. The R-Matrix given by the product of (16) and (17) has q-holonomic coefficients, as does its
inverse (18).

Our claim is that the function N6 → V2, sending

(a1, ka, ℓa, b1, kb, ℓb) 7→ (R)ℓa,ℓbka,kb
∈ C[[h]](qa2 , qb2 , qa

2

2 , qb
2

2 , qa2b2) (42)

defined by the action of R on Ṽ (a1, a2) ⊗ Ṽ (b1, b2) is q-holonomic. Since the functions coming from the
R-matrix and its inverse differ only by negative signs in exponential expressions, it’s sufficient to show the
result just for R.
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Proof. We consider the four factors expq(−{1}E2⊗F2), expq(−{1}E′⊗F ′), expq({1}E1⊗F1), and K. First,
note that

expq(−{1}E2 ⊗ F2) = 1 − {1}E2 ⊗ F2 and expq(−{1}E′ ⊗ F ′) = 1 + −{1}E′ ⊗ F ′. (43)

It follows from Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 3.4 that these act by q-holonomic functions. For the E1 ⊗F1 factor,
the relevant functions come from the expressions

En
1 · F k

1 vǫ1,ǫ2 =

{
0 1 ≤ k ≤ n
[k]!

[k−n]!
[a1+ǫ1−(k+1)+n]!
[a1+ǫ1−(k+1)]! F k−n

1 vǫ1,ǫ2 otherwise
(44)

Note that 1/[m]! = qm(m+1)/2{1}m(q2; q2)m is q-holonomic for m any discrete variable or linear combination
thereof and Fn

1 · F k
1 vǫ1,ǫ2 = Fn+k

1 vǫ1,ǫ2 . We conclude that the coefficients

(a1, ka, ℓa, b1, kb, ℓb, n) 7→ (En
1 ⊗ Fn

1 )ℓa,ℓbka,kb
∈ V2 (45)

defined by the action on Ṽ (a1, a2)⊗Ṽ (b1, b2) are q-holonomic. Since q-holonomicity is preserved by multisums
and 1/(n)q! is q-holonomic, we conclude that expq({1}E1 ⊗ F1) is q-holonomic.

Finally, K = q−h1⊗h2−h2⊗h1−2h2⊗h2 acts on Ṽ (a1, a2) ⊗ Ṽ (b1, b2) by

(a1, ka, ℓa, b1, kb, ℓb) 7→ q−a1b2−a2b1−2a2b2δℓaka
δℓbkb

∈ V2. (46)

These are a combination of quadratic exponentials (in mixed discrete and continuous variables) together with
indicator functions. It follows that the coefficients of K in any typical representation induce q-holonomic
systems.

We’ve shown that each of the four factors of the R-Matrix is q-holonomic. It follows from Lemma 3.4
that the R-Matrix has q-holonomic coefficients in each typical representation.

Lemma 4.3. The evaluation and coevalution induce q-holonomic systems.

We are claiming that the following four functions N3 → V1 are q-holonomic:

(a1, ℓ1, ℓ2) 7→
(
−→

coevṼ (a1,a2)

)ℓ1,ℓ2
(a1, ℓ1, ℓ2) 7→

(
−→
ev Ṽ (a1,a2)

)
k1,k2

(a1, ℓ1, ℓ2) 7→
(
←−

coevṼ (a1,a2)

)ℓ1,ℓ2
(a1, k1, k2) 7→

(
←−
ev Ṽ (a1,a2)

)
k1,k2

Proof. The functions in question are

(a1, ℓ1, ℓ2) 7→ δℓ1,ℓ2 (a1, k1, k2) 7→ δk1,k2

(a1, ℓ1, ℓ2) 7→ (−1)wℓ1 q2φ(ℓ1)δℓ1,ℓ2 (a1, k1, k2) 7→ (−1)wk1
wk2 q−2φ(k1)δk1,k2

where φ(ℓ) is the h2-weight of the basis vector wℓ defined in the proof of Lemma 4.1. It’s a piecewise linear
function in a1, a2, and ℓ. Each expression is a product of standard q-holonomic functions and therefore
q-holonomic.

Lemma 4.4. The modified dimension for typical modules in Reptf
h sl(2|1) is q-holonomic

Proof. The expression (24) is a product of terms {n} and 1/{n}, modified by affine substitution in continuous
and discrete variables. It is therefore q-holonomic.

Corollary 4.5. The sl(2|1) quantum invariant is q-holonomic.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 3.6, which is applicable following Lemmas 4.2, 4.3, and 4.4.

13



References

[AFT17] David Ayala, John Francis, and Hiro Lee Tanaka. Factorization homology of stratified spaces.
Selecta Mathematica, 23(1):293–362, January 2017.

[AGP21] Cristina Ana-Maria Anghel, Nathan Geer, and Bertrand Patureau-Mirand. Relative (pre)-
modular categories from special linear Lie superalgebras. Journal of Algebra, 586:479–525,
November 2021.

[AGPS18] N. Aghaei, A. M. Gainutdinov, M. Pawelkiewicz, and V. Schomerus. Combinatorial quantisation
of GL(1—1) Chern-Simons theory I: The torus. arXiv, (arXiv:1811.09123), November 2018.
arXiv:1811.09123 [hep-th, physics:math-ph].

[BDGG20] Jennifer Brown, Tudor Dimofte, Stavros Garoufalidis, and Nathan Geer. The ADO invariants
are a q-holonomic family. arXiv, May 2020. arXiv: 2005.08176.

[BW11] Francis Bonahon and Helen Wong. Quantum traces for representations of surface groups in SL
2 (C). Geometry & Topology, 15(3):1569–1615, September 2011.

[CGP23] Francesco Costantino, Nathan Geer, and Bertrand Patureau-Mirand. Admissible skein modules.
arXiv, February 2023. arXiv:2302.04493 [math].
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