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Abstract. The SLn-skein algebra of a punctured surface S, studied by Sikora, is
an algebra generated by isotopy classes of n-webs living in the thickened surface
S× (−1, 1), where an n-web is a union of framed links and framed oriented n-valent
graphs satisfying certain conditions. For each ideal triangulation λ of S, Lê and
Yu constructed an algebra homomorphism, called the SLn-quantum trace, from the
SLn-skein algebra of S to a so-called balanced subalgebra of the n-root version of
Fock and Goncharov’s quantum torus algebra associated to λ. We show that the
SLn-quantum trace maps for different ideal triangulations are related to each other
via a balanced n-th root version of the quantum coordinate change isomorphism,
which extends Fock and Goncharov’s isomorphism for quantum cluster varieties. We
avoid heavy computations in the proof, by using the splitting homomorphisms of Lê
and Sikora, and a network dual to the n-triangulation of λ studied by Schrader and
Shapiro.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Overview. Let S be a punctured surface, that is, a closed oriented surface minus
a non-empty finite set of points called punctures such that every component of S
contains at least one puncture. For an algebraic group G, one considers the moduli
space of G-local systems on S, which is identified with the space

LG,S = Hom(π1(S),G)/G,

which is the quotient of the space Hom(π1(S),G) of group homomorphisms π1(S) → G
by the action of G given by conjugation by an element of G. Here we regard this space
as a stack, with the algebra of functions O(LG,S) being the algebra of G-invariant
functions O(Hom(π1(S),G))G; one might call this space the G-character stack for
S. This space is equipped with a natural symplectic structure per each choice of
an invariant bilinear form on G [G84], hence the problem of quantization along this
symplectic structure arises. Here we focus on the algebraic aspect of quantization, for
which one would like to deform the algebra of regular functions O(LG,S) by a one-
parameter family of non-commutative algebras, in an appropriate sense. When G =
SLn, n ≥ 2, it is well-known that O(LSLn,S) is generated by the trace-of-monodromy
functions fγ associated to isotopy classes of oriented loops γ in S; the value of fγ
at the equivalence class of a group homomorphism ρ : π1(S) → SLn is trace(ρ([γ])),
where [γ] is the element of π1(S) represented by γ. When n ≥ 3, a complete set of
algebraic relations among fγ is rather complicated, and becomes much simpler when
one also takes into consideration more functions fW , each of which is associated to
a combinatorial object W called a web or an SLn-web; we call it an n-web. Here we
consider a model developed by Sikora [S01], in which an n-web is a union of oriented
loops and oriented graphs in S, where each vertex of the graph is required to be either
a source or a sink. See [CKM14] for another model of Cautis, Kamnitzer and Morrison,
based on 3-valent graphs with edges labeled by fundamental representations of SLn,
and [P22] for the equivalence of the two models.

A quantum deformed algebra for O(LSLn,S) is constructed with the help of 3-
dimensional quantum topology. The SLn-skein algebra Sω(S) = S SLn

ω (S) is an
associative algebra generated by the isotopy classes of framed n-webs living in the
thickened surface S× (−1, 1), modulo the skein relations (7)–(10), where the product
of two framed n-webs is given by superposition, i.e. stacking one on top of the other;
see §2.1. Here ω appearing in the relations is a formal quantum parameter, which is
related to another quantum parameter q by

q = ωn2

.

There are various versions of this algebra; the case when n = 2 is first studied by Turaev
[T89] and Przytycki [P99], and for general n by Sikora [S05] and Cautis-Kamnitzer-
Morrison [CKM14], building on the work of Kuperberg [K96] on invariants of tensor
product representations of Lie algebras and quantum groups.

When n = 2, the SL2-character stack LSL2,S is closely related to the Teichmüller
space of S, which is the space of isotopy classes of complex structures (or complete
hyperbolic metrics) on S. Quantization of various versions of Teichmüller spaces has
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been studied since late 1980’s, where the first fundamental results were obtained by
Kashaev [K98] and by Chekhov and Fock [F97, CF99]; the latter was generalized by
Fock and Goncharov [FG09a, FG09b] to quantization of cluster Poisson varieties, which
include ordinary and higher Teichmüller spaces of S [FG06]. To say briefly, Fock and
Goncharov studied a certain stack XPGLn,S that parametrizes PGLn-local systems on
S together with certain extra discrete data at punctures [FG06]. Per each choice of
an ideal triangulation λ of S, which is a collection of unoriented paths in S running
between punctures that divide S into (ideal) triangles, considered up to isotopy, Fock
and Goncharov constructed in [FG06] a special coordinate system on XPGLn,S. The
coordinates are parametrized by the vertices of a special quiver Γλ obtained by gluing
the ‘n-triangulation’ of each ideal triangle of λ (see §2.3 and Figure 2). It is also shown
that XPGLn,S possesses a natural Poisson structure whose Poisson brackets among
these special coordinates are encoded by the signed adjacency matrix Qλ of the quiver
Γλ which counts the number of arrows between vertices, and that the transition map
between the special charts for different ideal triangulations λ and λ′ are given by a
specific composition of the formulas called the cluster mutations. These charts, called
the cluster charts, together with the transition maps, are quantized by certain non-
commutative algebras and maps between them. To each cluster chart for λ is associated
the quantum torus algebra Xq(S, λ) = X PGLn

q (S, λ) constructed from Qλ, which is a

free associative algebra generated by the symbols Xv and their inverses X−1
v , with v

being the vertices of the quiver Γλ, modulo the relations XvXw = q2Qλ(v,w)XwXv. Per
each pair of triangulations λ and λ′, is constructed an isomorphism [FG09a, FG09b]

Φq
λλ′ : Frac(Xq(S, λ′)) → Frac(Xq(S, λ)) (1)

between the skew-fields of fractions of the quantum torus algebras, as a composition
of a special sequence of quantum cluster mutations [BZ05]; this sequence consists of
1
6
(n3 − n) mutations [FG06]. These quantum coordinate change isomorphisms re-

cover the classical transition maps as q → 1, and they satisfy the consistency relation
Φq

λλ′Φ
q
λ′λ′′ = Φq

λλ′′ . One can interpret this as having a consistent system of quantum
deformed algebras for the Poisson space XPGLn,S.

For n = 2, the SL2-skein algebra S SL2
ω (S) which quantizes the space LSL2,S and

the above system of quantum torus algebras X PGL2
q (S, λ) which quantize the space

XPGL2,S were expected to be closely related to each other. It was Bonahon and Wong
[BW11] who proved this expectation. One important subtlety is that one needs to
consider a square-root version of the quantum torus algebra, ZPGL2

ω (S, λ), generated
by Z±1

v for vertices v of Γλ, with relations ZvZw = ω2Qλ(v,w)ZwZv, in which X PGL2
q (S, λ)

is embedded as Xv = Z2
v and q = ω4. Note that, for n = 2, the vertices of Γλ is in

bijection with the edges of the ideal triangulation λ. A Laurent monomial
∏

v∈λ Z
av
v ∈

ZPGL2
ω (S, λ), for av ∈ Z, where the product is taken with respect to some chosen

order, is said to be SL2-balanced if for each ideal triangle of λ, the sum of av for
the edges v forming this triangle is even. Let Zbl;PGL2

ω (S, λ) be the subalgebra of
ZPGL2

ω (S, λ) generated by the SL2-balanced Laurent monomials; it is easy to see that
this balanced square-root subalgebra Zbl;PGL2

ω (S, λ) contains X PGL2
q (S, λ). Hiatt [H10,



4 HYUN KYU KIM AND ZHIHAO WANG

BW11, KLS23] constructed an isomorphism

Θω;PGL2

λλ′ : Frac(Zbl;PGL2
ω (S, λ′)) → Frac(Zbl;PGL2

ω (S, λ))

between the skew-fields of fractions of the SL2-balanced square-root quantum torus al-
gebras, that extends the previously known Φq

λλ′ which is a composition of quantum clus-

ter mutations, and that satisfies the consistency relation Θω;PGL2

λλ′ Θω;PGL2

λ′λ′′ = Θω;PGL2

λλ′′ .
Bonahon and Wong [BW11] constructed an algebra homomorphism

trSL2
λ : S SL2

ω (S) → Zbl;PGL2
ω (S, λ) (2)

called the SL2-quantum trace, per each ideal triangulation λ of S, that is compatible
with the balanced square-root quantum coordinate change maps Θω;PGL2

λλ′ , i.e.

trSL2
λ = Θω;PGL2

λλ′ ◦ trSL2

λ′ ; (3)

this compatibility can be interpreted as the naturality under change of ideal triangu-
lations. The Bonahon-Wong SL2-quantum trace has been widely used ever since, in
several important applications including the construction of Fock-Goncharov quantum
duality map [AK17], and the study of representations of SL2-skein algebras [BW16].

One major direction of research after Bonahon and Wong’s work has been on the
SLn-generalization, i.e. on the SLn-quantum trace maps

trSLn
λ : S SLn

ω (S) → Zbl;PGLn
ω (S, λ) ⊂ ZPGLn

ω (S, λ). (4)

Here ZPGLn
ω (S, λ) is the n-th root version of the quantum torus algebra X PGLn

q (S, λ),

generated by Z±1
v for vertices v of the n-triangulation quiver Γλ for an ideal trian-

gulation λ, modulo the relation ZvZw = ω2Qλ(v,w)ZwZv. The usual Fock-Goncharov
quantum (cluster) torus algebra X PGLn

q (S, λ) embeds into it as Xv = Zn
v , q = ωn2

.

The SLn-balanced subalgebra Zbl;PGLn
ω (S, λ) of ZPGL2

ω (S, λ) is generated by
∏

v Z
av
v

for (av)v ∈ Zvertices of Γλ that satisfies a suitable SLn-analog of the SL2-balancedness
condition, so that in particular we have X PGLn

q (S, λ) ⊂ Zbl;PGLn
ω (S, λ). The first de-

velopments were for the case n = 3 studied by Douglas [D24] and the first author
[K20], and later Lê and Yu constructed SLn-quantum trace maps for all n ≥ 2 [LY23].

One of the most important sought-for properties of trSLn
λ is the naturality under

change of ideal triangulations. The naturality should fit into the framework of quan-
tum cluster algebras, in the sense that trSLn

λ for different ideal triangulations must
be compatible with each other via a balanced n-th root quantum coordinate change
isomorphism

Θω;SLn

λλ′ : Frac(Zbl;PGLn
ω (S, λ′)) → Frac(Zbl;PGLn

ω (S, λ)) (5)

that extends Φq
λλ′ in (1) which is a composition of 1

6
(n3−n) quantum cluster mutations.

So one should construct such a map Θω;SLn

λλ′ and show the naturality

trSLn
λ = Θω;SLn

λλ′ ◦ trSLn

λ′ . (6)
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This task is accomplished for n = 3 by the first author in [K24]. For general n, Lê and
Yu have a partial result in [LY23], where they construct a skew-field isomorphism

Ψ
X

λλ′ : Frac(Zbl;PGLn
ω (S, λ′)) → Frac(Zbl;PGLn

ω (S, λ))

and show the naturality

trSLn
λ = Ψ

X

λλ′ ◦ trSLn

λ′ .

However, Lê and Yu’s isomorphism Ψ
X

λλ′ is essentially derived from the naturality equa-
tion, and its relationship with the quantum cluster isomorphism Φq

λλ′ is not studied,
but only suggested [LY23, §14.4].

Here is the main result of the current paper.

Theorem 1.1 (main theorem). Let S be a punctured surface admitting an ideal tri-
angulation.

(1) (§3.4) For any two ideal triangulations λ and λ′ of S, there exists a balanced n-

th root quantum coordinate change map Θω;SLn

λλ′ as in (5), which is a skew-field
isomorphism that extends the map Φq

λλ′ in (1), which in turn is constructed as
a composition of 1

6
(n3 − n) quantum cluster mutations.

(2) (Proposition 3.14) The consistency equation Θω;SLn

λλ′ Θω;SLn

λ′λ′′ = Θω;SLn

λλ′′ holds for
any three ideal triangulations λ, λ′ and λ′′ of S.

(3) (Theorems 4.1 and 4.15) The naturality equation trSLn
λ = Θω;SLn

λλ′ ◦ trSLn

λ′ in (6)
holds.

(4) (Theorems 4.16) The map Θω;SLn

λλ′ coincides with Lê-Yu’s map Ψ
X

λλ′.

Consequently, Lê and Yu’s SLn-quantum trace is now proved to fit well in the
framework of quantum cluster algebras. We expect that this comprises an important
step towards an attempt of using the Lê-Yu SLn-quantum trace to approach the Fock-
Goncharov duality conjectures for gauge groups SLn and PGLn, classical and quantum
[FG06, FG09a]. See [AK17] for n = 2 and [K20] for n = 3.

1.2. Main ideas. A crucial strategy taken by Bonahon and Wong [BW11] in their
study of SL2-quantum trace maps is to investigate the compatibility under cutting
the surface S along an ideal arc, i.e. an edge of an ideal triangulation λ. This yields
a more general kind of surface, called a punctured bordered surface or a pb surface,
which is obtained from a compact oriented surface with possibly-empty boundary by
removing a non-empty finite set of points called punctures, such that each boundary
component of the resulting surface is diffeomorphic to an open interval. The stated
SL2-skein algebra S SL2

ω (S) (§2.1) is defined using isotopy classes of framed links and
stated framed tangles, which are arcs ending at the boundary walls of S × (−1, 1),
where the endpoints lying in each boundary wall are required to have distinct heights,
i.e. distinct (−1, 1)-coordinates, equipped with a state which assigns a value in {1, 2}
to each endpoint. We mod out by the skein relations and also by certain extra relations
regarding the boundary walls, studied by Lê and collaborators [L18, CL22]. The Fock-
Goncharov space XPGL2,S has a counterpart space PPGL2,S studied by Goncharov and
Shen [GS19], equipped with cluster charts and corresponding quantum algebras, with
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quantum coordinate change isomorphisms. The statements (2)–(3) still hold for pb
surfaces admitting ideal triangulations. Moreover, the compatibility under the cutting
of a surface also holds in the following sense. Suppose λ is a triangulation of a pb
surface S, and let Se be the pb surface obtained from S by cutting along an edge e of
λ that does not lie in the boundary of S. Let λe be the induced ideal triangulation of
Se. The cutting process yields a natural algebra embedding Zω(S, λ) → Zω(Se, λe),
which restricts to the map between balanced subalgebras. The cutting also yields a
natural map between the stated SL2-skein algebras S SL2

ω (S) → S SL2
ω (Se), called the

splitting homomorphism which makes the following diagram commute [L18, CL22]

S SL2
ω (S) //

��

Zbl;PGL2
ω (S, λ)

��
S SL2

ω (Se) // Zbl;PGL2
ω (Se, λe),

which more or less completely characterizes the SL2-quantum trace maps [L18].

We take this strategy using cutting as well. We use the reduced stated SLn-skein

algebra S
SLn

ω (S) of Lê-Yu [LY23] and Lê-Sikora [LS21] (see §2.1 of the present paper),
defined using framed oriented links and stated framed n-webs in S× (−1, 1) which are
graphs having 1-valent vertices lying in boundary walls equipped with state values in
{1, 2, . . . , n} and sink or source n-valent vertices lying in the interior, with the skein
relations (7)–(10) and boundary relations (11)–(14); here ‘reduced’ means that we
quotient out a certain ideal. In [LY23, LS21] the splitting homomorphism of these
algebras are studied, and the Lê-Yu SLn-quantum trace is proved to be compatible
with the splitting homomorphisms [LY23].

It is well known that any two ideal triangulations are connected by a sequence of
elementary moves called flips, where a flip changes exactly one edge of an ideal trian-
gulation. If λ and λ′ is related by flip at an edge e, we focus on the two ideal triangles
in λ adjacent to e, and those in λ′ adjacent to e. Using the splitting homomorphisms
and the corresponding compatibility, through cutting along all edges not equal to e,
the problem of proving the sought-for naturality (6) boils down to proving it in the
case when the surface S is a 4-gon, i.e. a closed disc with 4 punctures on the boundary,
which admits exactly two ideal triangulations. However, as seen in [K24], proving (6)
for 4-gon directly would still require a heavy computation, already for n = 3.

To bypass the difficult computation, we take advantage of another development. Lê
and Yu showed in [LY23, Theorem 10.5] that the value under their SLn-quantum trace
trSLn

λ of a stated arc, which has only 1-valent vertices but no n-valent vertices, in the
case when the surface S is a triangle, a 3-gon, can be expressed as a sum of Laurent
monomials enumerated by paths in a certain directed network (a directed graph) given
by dual of the n-triangulation. We note that this network is studied first by Schrader
and Shapiro [SS17] (see also [CS23]), who also studied a certain compatibility of this
sum under a single ‘mutation’ of the network, which in turn is directly related to the
cluster mutation of the n-triangulation quiver Γλ of Fock and Goncharov (and Shen).
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We extend Lê and Yu’s result to 4-gon (Lemma 4.5), and use Schrader and Shapiro’s
compatibility repeatedly to show the sought-for naturality (6) (Proposition 4.2).

As a result, we show Theorem 1.1 for the reduced stated SLn-skein algebras for all
triangulable pb surfaces. This in particular recovers the results of [K24] by a more
conceptual proof.

An interesting future research topic is on the generalization of this non-computational
proof of the naturality for more general stated n-webs living in the thickened 4-gon,
not just stated arcs. It will become an important step in studying the sought-for
quantum Fock-Goncharov duality map for SLn and PGLn; see [KS] for n = 3.

Acknowledgments. H.K. (the first author) has been supported by KIAS Indi-
vidual Grant (MG047204) at Korea Institute for Advanced Study. Z.W. (the second
author) is supported by the NTU research scholarship from the Nanyang Technologi-
cal University (Singapore) and the PhD scholarship from the University of Groningen
(The Netherlands). The authors thank Thang Lê for helpful discussions.

2. Quantum trace maps for stated SLn-skein algebras

Suppose that R is a commutative domain with an invertible element ω
1
2 . Set

q = ωn2

with q
1

2n2 = ω
1
2 . Define the following constants:

ci = (−q)n−iq
n−1
2n , t = (−1)n−1q

n2−1
n , a = q

n+1−2n2

4 .

2.1. Reduced stated SLn-skein algebras. A punctured bordered surface (or
pb surface for simplicity) S is obtained from a compact oriented surface S with
possibly-empty boundary by removing finitely many points, which are called punc-
tures, such that every boundary component of S is diffeomorphic to an open interval.

For any positive integer k, we use Pk to denote the pb surface obtained from the
closed disk by removing k punctures from the boundary. We call P1 the monogon.

Consider the 3-manifold S × (−1, 1), the thickened surface. For a point (x, t) ∈
S×(−1, 1), the value t is called the height of this point. An n-web α in S×(−1, 1) is
a disjoint union of oriented closed curves and a directed finite graph properly embedded
into S× (−1, 1), satisfying the following requirements:

(1) α only contains 1-valent or n-valent vertices. Each n-valent vertex is a source
or a sink. The set of 1-valent vertices is denoted as ∂α, which are called
endpoints of α. For any boundary component c of S, we require that the
points of ∂α ∩ (c× (−1, 1)) have mutually distinct heights.

(2) Every edge of the graph is an embedded oriented closed interval in S×(−1, 1).
(3) α is equipped with a continuous transversal framing.
(4) The set of half-edges at each n-valent vertex is equipped with a cyclic order.
(5) ∂α is contained in ∂S× (−1, 1) and the framing at these endpoints is given by

the positive direction of (−1, 1).
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We will consider n-webs up to (ambient) isotopy which are continuous deformations
of n-webs in their class. The empty n-web, denoted by ∅, is also considered as an
n-web, with the convention that ∅ is only isotopic to itself.

A state for α is a map s : ∂α → {1, 2, · · · , n}. A stated n-web in S × (−1, 1) is
an n-web equipped with a state.
We say the (stated) n-web α is in vertical position if

(1) the framing at everywhere is given by the positive direction of (−1, 1),
(2) α is in general position with respect to the projection pr : S×(−1, 1) → S×{0},
(3) at every n-valent vertex, the cyclic order of half-edges as the image of pr is

given by the positive orientation of S (drawn counter-clockwise in pictures).

By regarding S as S × {0}, there is a projection pr : S × (−1, 1) → S. For every
(stated) n-web α, we can isotope α to be in vertical position. For each boundary
component c of S, the heights of ∂α ∩ (c × (−1, 1)) determine a linear order on
c ∩ pr(α). Then a (stated) n-web diagram of α is pr(α) equipped with the usual
over/underpassing information at each double point (called a crossing) and a linear
order on c ∩ pr(α) for each boundary component c of S.

Let Sn denote the permutation group on the set {1, 2, · · · , n}.
The stated SLn-skein algebra Sω(S) ofS is the quotient module of the R-module

freely generated by the set of all isotopy classes of stated n-webs in S×(−1, 1) subject
to the relations (7)-(14):

q
1
n − q−

1
n = (q − q−1) , (7)

= t , (8)

= (−1)n−1[n] , where [n] = qn−q−n

q−q−1 = q−n+1 + q−n+3 + · · ·+ qn−1, (9)

...
... = (−q)

n(n−1)
2 ·

∑
σ∈Sn

(−q
1−n
n )ℓ(σ)

...
...σ+ , (10)

where the ellipse enclosing σ+ is the minimum crossing positive braid representing a
permutation σ ∈ Sn and ℓ(σ) = #{(i, j) | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n, σ(i) > σ(j)} is the length of
σ ∈ Sn.

... = a

∑
σ∈Sn

(−q)ℓ(σ)
...

σ(n)

σ(2)
σ(1)

, (11)
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i

j = δj̄,i ci , (12)

=
n∑

i=1

(cī)
−1

i

ī
where ī = n+ 1− i, (13)

i

j
= q−

1
n

δj<i(q − q−1)
i

j + qδi,j
j

i

 , (14)

where δj<i =

{
1 j < i

0 otherwise
, δi,j =

{
1 i = j

0 otherwise
, and small white dots represent an

arbitrary orientation of the edges (left-to-right or right-to-left), consistent for the entire
equation. The black dot represents the opposite orientation. When a boundary edge
of a shaded area is directed, the direction indicates the height order of the endpoints
of the diagrams on that directed line, where going along the direction increases the
height, and the involved endpoints are consecutive in the height order. The height
order outside the drawn part can be arbitrary.

The algebra structure for Sω(S) is given by stacking the stated n-webs, i.e. for any
two stated n-webs α, α′ ⊂ S× (−1, 1), the product αα′ is defined by stacking α above
α′. That is, if α ⊂ S× (0, 1) and α′ ⊂ S× (−1, 0), we have αα′ = α ∪ α′.

For a boundary puncture p of a pb surface S, the corner arcs C(p)ij and ⃗C(p)ij
are the stated arcs depicted as in Figure 1. For a boundary puncture p which is not
on a monogon component of S, set

Cp = {C(p)ij | i < j}, ⃗Cp = { ⃗C(p)ij | i < j}.

Each element of Cp ∪ ⃗Cp is called a bad arc at p.

Figure 1. The left is C(p)ij and the right is ⃗C(p)ij.

For a pb surface S,

S ω(S) = Sω(S)/Ibad

is called the reduced stated SLn-skein algebra, defined in [LY23], where Ibad is the
two-sided ideal of Sω(S) generated by all bad arcs.
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2.2. The splitting homomorphism. Let S be a pb surface. An embedding e :
(0, 1) → S is called an ideal arc if both ē(0) and ē(1) are punctures, where ē : [0, 1] →
S is the ‘closure’ of e; we often consider an ideal arc e up to isotopy, and often identify
e with its image. Let e be an ideal arc of a pb surface S such that it is contained in
the interior of S. After cutting S along e, we get a new pb surface Cute(S), which
has two copies e1, e2 for e such that S = Cute(S)/(e1 = e2). We use pre to denote the
projection from Cute(S) to S. Suppose that α is a stated n-web diagram in S, which
is transverse to e. Let s be a map from e ∩ α to {1, 2, · · · , n}, and let h be a linear
order on e ∩ α. Then there is a lift diagram α(h, s) for a stated n-web in Cute(S).
For i = 1, 2, the heights of the endpoints of α(h, s) on ei are induced by h (via pre),
and the states of the endpoints of α(h, s) on ei are induced by s (via pre). Then the
splitting homomorphism

Se : Sω(S) → Sω(Cute(S))

is defined by

Se(α) =
∑

s : α∩e→{1,··· ,n}

α(h, s). (15)

Furthermore Se is an R-algebra homomorphism [LS21].
We can observe that Se sends bad arcs to bad arcs. So it induces an algebra homo-

morphism from S ω(S) to S ω(Cute(S)), which is still denoted as Se. When there is
no confusion we will omit the subscript e from Se.

2.3. Quantum trace maps. In this subsection we review the materials in [LY23]
about the quantum trace map, which is a homomorphism from the stated SLn-skein
algebra of a ‘triangulable’ pb surface S to a quantum torus algebra associated to a
special quiver built from any choice of an ‘(ideal) triangulation’ of S.

To begin with, consider barycentric coordinates for an ideal triangle P3 so that

P3 = {(i, j, k) ∈ R3 | i, j, k ≥ 0, i+ j + k = n} \ {(0, 0, n), (0, n, 0), (n, 0, 0)}, (16)

where (i, j, k) (or ijk for simplicity) are the barycentric coordinates. Let v1 = (n, 0, 0),
v2 = (0, n, 0), v3 = (0, 0, n). Let ei denote the edge on ∂P3 whose endpoints are vi and
vi+1. See Figure 2.

Figure 2. Barycentric coordinates ijk and a 4-triangulation with its quiver
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The n-triangulation of P3 is the subdivision of P3 into n2 small triangles using
lines i, j, k = constant integers. For the n-triangulation of P3, the vertices and edges
of all small triangles, except for v1, v2, v3 and the small edges adjacent to them, form
a quiver ΓP3 . An arrow is the direction of a small edge defined as follows. If a small
edge e is in the boundary ∂P3 then e has the counterclockwise direction of ∂P3. If e is
interior then its direction is the same with that of a boundary edge of P3 parallel to
e. Assign weight 1

2
to any boundary arrow and weight 1 to any interior arrow.

Let VP3 be the set of all points with integer barycentric coordinates of P3:

VP3 = {ijk ∈ P3 | i, j, k ∈ Z}. (17)

Elements of VP3 are called small vertices, and small vertices on the boundary of P3

are called the edge vertices.
A pb surface S is triangulable if each component of S has at least one puncture,

and no component of S is one the following cases:

(1) the monogon P1,
(2) the bigon P2,
(3) once or twice punctured sphere.

A triangulation λ of S is a collection of disjoint ideal arcs in S with the following
properties: (1) any two arcs in λ are not isotopic; (2) λ is maximal under condition (1);
(3) every puncture is adjacent to at least two ideal arcs. Our definition of triangulation
excludes the so-called self-folded triangles. We will call each ideal arc in λ an edge
of λ. If an edge is isotopic to a boundary component of S, we call such an edge a
boundary edge. We use Fλ to denote the set of faces after we cut S along all ideal
arcs in λ that are not boundary edges. It is well-known that any triangulable surface
admits a triangulation.

Suppose that S is a triangulable pb surface with a triangulation λ. By cutting
S along all edges not isotopic to a boundary edge, we have a disjoint union of ideal
triangles. Each triangle is called a face of λ. Then

S =
( ⊔

τ∈Fλ

τ
)
/ ∼, (18)

where each face τ is regarded as a copy of P3, and ∼ is the identification of edges of the
faces to recover λ. Each face τ is characterized by a characteristic map fτ : P3 → S,
which is a homeomorphism when we restrict fτ to IntP3 or the interior of each edge
of P3.

An n-triangulation of λ is a collection of n-triangulations of the faces τ which are
compatible with the gluing ∼, where compatibility means, for any edges b and b′ glued
via ∼, the vertices on b and b′ are identified. Define

Vλ =
⋃
τ∈Fλ

Vτ , Vτ = fτ (VP3).
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The images of the weighted quivers ΓP3 by fτ form a quiver Γλ on S obtained by
gluing. For any two v, v′ ∈ Vλ, define

aλ(v, v
′) =

{
w if there is an arrow from v to v′ of weight w,

0 if there is no arrow between v and v′.

Let Qλ : Vλ×Vλ → Z be the signed adjacency matrix of the weighted quiver Γλ defined
by

Qλ(v, v
′) = aλ(v, v

′)− aλ(v
′, v). (19)

What matters about the quiver Γλ is only the signed adjacency matrix Qλ, so we may
tidy up the quiver by canceling or adding the weighted arrows in Γλ while maintaining
Qλ, so that between each pair of vertices there is only one arrow (with some weight).

We use QP3 to denote Qλ when S = P3.
The Fock-Goncharov algebra is the quantum torus algebra associated to Qλ, i.e.:

Xq(S, λ) = Tq(Qλ) = R⟨X±1
v , v ∈ Vλ⟩/(XvXv′ = q 2Qλ(v,v

′)Xv′Xv for v, v′ ∈ Vλ). (20)

The n-th root Fock-Goncharov algebra is the quantum torus algebra defined as
follows:

Zω(S, λ) = Tω(Qλ) = R⟨Z±1
v , v ∈ Vλ⟩/(ZvZv′ = ω 2Qλ(v,v

′)Zv′Zv for v, v′ ∈ Vλ). (21)

Recall that q = ωn2
. There is an algebra embedding from Xq(S, λ) to Zω(S, λ)

given by

Xv 7→ Zn
v

for v ∈ Vλ. We will regard Xq(S, λ) as a subalgebra of Zω(S, λ). For any integer

k ∈ Z and v ∈ Vλ, we will regard the symbol (Xv)
k
n as referring to (Zv)

k.
Let ki : VP3 → Z (i = 1, 2, 3) be the functions defined by

k1(ijk) = i, k2(ijk) = j, k3(ijk) = k. (22)

Let BP3 ⊂ ZVP3 be the subgroup generated by k1,k2,k3 and (nZ)VP3 . Elements in BP3

are called balanced.
A vector k ∈ ZVλ is balanced if its pullback kτ := f ∗

τ k to P3 is balanced for every
face of λ, where for every face τ and its characteristic map fτ : P3 → S, the pullback
f ∗
τ k is a vector Vλ → Z given by f ∗

τ k(v) = k(fτ (v)). Let

Bλ = the subgroup of ZVλ generated by all the balanced vectors. (23)

The balanced Fock-Goncharov algebra ([LY23, §11.5]) is defined as the mono-
mial subalgebra

Zbl
ω (S, λ) = spanR{Zk | k ∈ Bλ} ⊂ Zω(S, λ), (24)

where Zk is as defined in (29); if k = (kv)v∈Vλ
, then Zk is given by ωm/2

∏
v∈Vλ

Zkv ,
where the product is taken with respect to any chosen ordering on Vλ, and m is a
suitable integer. It is easy to verify that Xq(S, λ) ⊂ Zbl

ω (S, λ), and that {Zk | k ∈ Bλ}
is an R-basis of Zbl

ω (S, λ).
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Suppose that v, v′ ∈ Vλ, If v and v′ are not contained in the same boundary edge,
define Hλ(v, v

′) = Qλ(v, v
′). If v and v′ are contained in the same boundary edge,

define

Hλ(v, v
′) =


−1 when v = v′,

1 when there is an arrow from v to v′,

0 otherwise.

Remark 2.1. Note that Qλ equals 1
2
Qλ in [LY23] and Hλ equals −Hλ defined in [LY23,

§11.7]. There are typos for the definition of Hλ in [LY23, §11.7]; the value of Hλ(v, v
′)

when v and v′ are contained in the same boundary edge should be corrected to

Hλ(v, v
′) =


1 when v = v′,

−1 when there is an arrow from v to v′,

0 otherwise.

In [LY23, §11.7], the authors misplaced the positions for −1 and 1. We confirmed this
with Thang Lê, one of the authors of [LY23].

Lemma 2.2. [LY23, Proposition 11.10] If a vector k ∈ ZVλ, considered as a row
vector, is balanced, then kHλ ∈ (nZ)Vλ.

Remark 2.3. Proposition 11.10 in [LY23] assumes the condition that S contains no
interior punctures because this proposition involves a matrix Kλ (see [LY23, §11.6]),
which is defined only when S contains no interior punctures. But the arguments
in [LY23, Proposition 11.10] yield the above Lemma 2.2 for general S. In [LY23,
Proposition 11.10], they also show that

kHλ ∈ (nZ)Vλ =⇒ k is balanced

using the matrix Kλ when S contains no interior punctures.

Theorem 2.4. [BW11, K20, LY22, LY23] Suppose that S is a triangulable pb surface
with a triangulation λ. Then the following hold.

(a) There is an algebra homomorphism

trλ : S ω(S) → Zω(S, λ),

called the (reduced) quantum trace map, such that Im trλ ⊂ Zbl
ω (S, λ).

(b) trλ is injective when n = 2 or when n = 3.
(c) trλ is injective when S is a polygon.

3. Quantum cluster algebras

We recall basics of quantum cluster algebras, obtained by gluing quantum torus
algebras associated to cluster seeds along quantum mutations. We refer the readers to
[BZ05, FG09a, FG09b]. Then we extend the known quantum mutations to balanced
subalgebras for n-th root variables. Such an extension was studied in [H10, BW11] for
n = 2, and in [K24] for n = 3.
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3.1. Classical cluster X -mutations. Fix a non-empty set V , and a non-empty sub-
set Vmut of V . The elements of V , Vmut and V \ Vmut are called vertices, mutable
vertices and frozen vertices, respectively. By a quiver Γ we mean a directed graph
whose set of vertices is V and equipped with weight on the edges so that the weight on
each edge is 1 unless the edge connects two frozen vertices, in which case the weight is
1
2
. An edge of weight 1 will be called an arrow, and an edge of weight 1

2
a half-arrow.

As before, we denote by Q = (Q(u, v))u,v∈V to denote the signed adjacency matrix of
Γ. A quiver is considered up to equivalence, where two quivers are equivalent if they
yield the same signed adjacency matrix. In particular, a quiver can be represented
by a representative quiver without an oriented cycle of length 1 or 2. Let F be the
field of rational functions over Q with the set of algebraically independent generators
enumerated by V , say F = Q({yv}v∈V). A cluster X -seed is a pair D = (Γ, (Xv)v∈V),
where Γ is a quiver and {Xv}v∈V forms an algebraically independent generating set of
F over Q. The signed adjacency matrix Q of Γ is called the exchange matrix of the
seed D.
Suppose that k ∈ Vmut. The mutation µk at the mutable vertex k ∈ Vmut is

defined to be the process that transforms a seed D = (Γ, (Xv)v∈V) into a new seed
µk(D) = D′ = (Γ′, (X ′

v)v∈V). Here

X ′
v =

{
X−1

v v = k,

Xv(1 +X
−sgn(Q(v,k))
k )−Q(v,k) v ̸= k,

where

sgn(a) =


1 a > 0,

0 a = 0,

−1 a < 0,

for a ∈ R, and Γ′ is obtained from Γ by the following procedures: (1) reverse all the
arrows incident to the vertex k, (2) for each pair of arrows k → i and j → k draw
an arrow i → j, (3) delete pairs of arrows i → j and j → i going in the opposite
directions (more precisely, tidy up the quiver while maintaining the signed adjacency
matrix). We use Q′ = (Q′(u, v))u,v∈V to denote the signed adjacency matrix of Γ′.
Then we have

Q′(u, v) =

{
−Q(u, v) k ∈ {u, v},
Q(u, v) + 1

2
(Q(u, k)|Q(k, v)|+ |Q(u, k)|Q(k, v)) k /∈ {u, v}.

(25)

It is well-known that µk(µk(D)) = D.

3.2. Quantum mutations for Fock-Goncharov algebras. Suppose that D =
(Γ, (Xv)v∈V) is an X -seed whose exchange matrix is Q. Define the Fock-Goncharov
algebra associated to D to be the quantum torus algebra

Xq(D) = Tq(Q)

= R⟨X±1
v , v ∈ V⟩/(XvXv′ = q2Q(v,v′)Xv′Xv for v, v′ ∈ V).
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It is equipped with the ∗-structure, whose ∗-map Xq(D) → Xq(D) is a ring anti-
homomorphism sending each generator X±1

v to itself X±1
v , and q±1 to its inverse q∓1.

We understand Xq(D) as the quantum algebra associated to the seed D, which yields
the classical algebra associated to D as q → 1. In this subsection we recall the quantum
version of the mutation formula.

The quantum mutation shall be a non-commutative rational map. So we need to use
the skew-field of fractions of Xq(D), which we denote by Frac(Xq(D)); for the existence
of Frac(Xq(D)), see [C95].

A useful notion is the Weyl-ordered product, which is a certain normalization of a
Laurent monomial defined as follows: for any v1, . . . , vr ∈ V and a1, . . . , ar ∈ Z,[

Xa1
v1
Xa2

v2
· · ·Xar

vr

]
:= q−

∑
i<j Q(vi,vj)Xa1

v1
Xa2

v2
· · ·Xar

vr (26)

In particular, for t = (tv)v∈V ∈ ZV , the following notation for the corresponding Weyl-
ordered Laurent monomial will become handy:

Xt :=

[∏
v∈V

X tv
v

]
.

Due to the property of Weyl-ordered products, note that this element is independent
of the choice of the order of the product inside the bracket, and that it is invariant
under the ∗-map.
The following special function is a crucial ingredient.

Definition 3.1 (compact quantum dilogarithm [F95, FK94]). The quantum diloga-
rithm for a quantum parameter q is the function

Ψq(x) =
+∞∏
r=1

(1 + q2r−1x)−1.

For our purposes, the infinite product can be understood formally, as what matters
for us is only the following:

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that xy = q2myx for some m ∈ Z. Then we have

AdΨq(x)(y) = yF q(x,m),

where

F q(x,m) =

|m|∏
r=1

(1 + q(2r−1)sgn(m)x)sgn(m).

For example, F q(x, 0) = 1, F q(x, 1) = 1 + qx, F q(x, 2) = (1 + qx)(1 + q3x),
F q(x,−1) = (1 + q−1x)−1, F q(x,−2) = (1 + q−1x)−1(1 + q−3x)−1, etc.
Instead of understanding the above as a lemma, one can just understand AdΨq(x)

as a symbol that sends y to y · F q(x,m). In particular, if x = Xk and y = Xv are
generators of the skew-field Frac(Xq(D)), consider the expression

AdΨq(Xk)(Xv) = Xv · F q(Xk, Q(k, v)).

It is easy to check that AdΨq(Xk) extends to a unique skew-field isomorphism from
Frac(Xq(D)) to itself, which we denote by AdΨq(Xk).
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Definition 3.3 (quantum X -mutation for Fock-Goncharov algebras [BZ05, FG09a,
FG09b]). Suppose that D = (Γ, (Xv)v∈V) is an X -seed, k∈ Vmut is a mutable vertex
of Γ, and D′ = µk(D). The quantum mutation map is the isomorphism between the
skew-fields

µq
D,D′ = µq

k : Frac(Xq(D′)) → Frac(Xq(D))

given by the composition

µq
k = µ♯q

k ◦ µ′
k,

where µ′
k is the isomorphism of skew-fields

µ′
k : Frac(Xq(D′)) → Frac(Xq(D))

given by

µ′
k(X

′
v) =

{
X−1

k if v = k,[
XvX

[Q(v,k)]+
k

]
if v ̸= k.

(27)

where [a]+ stands for the positive part of a real number a

[a]+ := max{a, 0} = 1
2
(a+ |a|),

and [∼] is the Weyl-ordered product as in (26), while µ♯q
k is the following skew-field

automorphism

µ♯q
k = AdΨq(Xk) : Frac(Xq(D)) → Frac(Xq(D)).

Suppose that D = (Γ, (Xv)v∈V) is an X -seed, k ∈ Vmut is a mutable vertex, and
D′ = µk(D). We have the following.

Lemma 3.4. Let F = Z or Z/mZ for some positive integer m ≥ 2. Let V0 ⊂ V contain
k, and let t′ = (t′v)v∈V ∈ ZV satisfy

∑
v∈V Q

′(u, v)t′v = 0 ∈ F for all u ∈ V0. Suppose

that µ′
k((X

′)t
′
) = Xt, where t = (tv)v∈V ∈ ZV . Then we have

∑
v∈V Q(u, v)tv = 0 ∈ F

for all u ∈ V0.

This lemma, which will be used later in our proofs, can be verified by straightforward
computations using definitions. It can also be viewed as a corollary of [FG09b, Lem.2.7]
or [K21b, Lem.3.7(1)], where the core of the necessary computation can be found.
Hence we omit a proof of the above lemma.

3.3. Quantum mutations for mutable-balanced n-th root Fock-Goncharov
algebras. Suppose that D = (Γ, (Xv)v∈V) is an X -seed whose exchange matrix is Q.
Define the n-th root Fock-Goncharov algebra associated to D to be

Zω(D) = Tω(Q)

= R⟨Z±1
v , v ∈ V⟩/(ZvZv′ = ω2Q(v,v′)Zv′Zv for v, v′ ∈ V),

equipped with the ∗-map Zω(D) → Zω(D) sending each Z±1
v to Z±1

v and ω±1 to ω∓1,
into which the Fock-Goncharov algebra Xq(D) embeds as

Xv 7→ Zn
v , ∀v ∈ V .
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We use Frac(Zω(D)) to denote the skew-field of fractions of Zω(D). Naturally,
Frac(Xq(D)) embeds into Frac(Zω(D)). The Weyl-ordered product can be defined
similarly as before: for any v1, . . . , vr ∈ V and a1, . . . , ar ∈ Z,[

Za1
v1

· · ·Zar
vr

]
:= ω−

∑
i<j Q(vi,vj)Za1

v1
· · ·Zar

vr . (28)

For t = (tv)v∈V ∈ ZV one defines the Weyl-ordered Laurent monomial:

Zt :=

[∏
v∈V

Ztv
v

]
, (29)

which does not depend on the order of the product taken, and which is invariant under
the ∗-map.

The goal of the present subsection is to extend the quantum mutation maps µq
k

defined on Frac(Xq(D)) to the n-root versions on Frac(Zω(D)). We will soon see that
the extension should be defined on a certain sub-skew-field of Frac(Zω(D)), rather
than the entire Frac(Zω(D)).

Let k be a mutable vertex of Γ and let

D′ = µk(D).

Recall that the quantum mutation map µq
k : Frac(Xq(D′)) → Frac(Xq(D)) is pre-

sented as the composition µq
k = µ♯q

k ◦ µ′
k of the monomial transformation part µ′

k :

Frac(Xq(D′)) → Frac(Xq(D)) and the automorphism part µ♯q
k : Frac(Xq(D)) → Frac(Xq(D)).

We shall extend each of µ′
k and µ♯q

k to its n-root versions.
First, define the skew-field isomorphism

ν ′
k : Frac(Zω(D′)) → Frac(Zω(D))

such that the action of ν ′
k on the generators is given by the formula (27) for µ′

k with
Xv replaced by Zv:

ν ′
k(Z

′
v) =

{
Z−1

k if v = k,[
ZvZ

[Q(v,k)]+
k

]
if v ̸= k.

(30)

It is easy to check that ν ′
k extends µ′

k. We recall a useful lemma, which is straightfor-
ward to verify:

Lemma 3.5 ([K24, Lem.3.19]). The map ν ′
k sends a Weyl-ordered Laurent monomial

to a Weyl-ordered Laurent monomial.

For an n-root extension of the automorphism part µ♯q
k , we consider the following

subalgebra of Zω(D).

Definition 3.6. Define

BD = {t = (tv)v∈V ∈ ZV |
∑
v∈V

Q(u, v)tv = 0 ∈ Z/nZ for all u ∈ Vmut},

and define Zmbl
ω (D) to be the R-submodule of Zω(D) spanned by Zt for t ∈ BD. We

call Zmbl
ω (D) the mutable-balanced subalgebra of Zω(D).
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Note that BD is a subgroup of ZV . So Zmbl
ω (D) is indeed an R-subalgebra of Zω(D).

Since nZV ⊂ BD ⊂ ZV , we have

Xq(D) ⊂ Zmbl
ω (D) ⊂ Zω(D).

The mutable-balanced subalgebra Zmbl
ω (D) is precisely the subalgebra of the n-th root

Fock-Goncharov algebra Zω(D) to which we can extend the automorphism-part map

µ♯q
k for Xq(D). More precisely, just as for Xq(D), one needs to consider the skew-field of

fractions Frac(Zmbl
ω (D)), which does make sense because Zmbl

ω (D) is a quantum torus
algebra [C95], which in turn follows from the fact that BD ⊂ ZV is a finitely generated
free Z-module.

Lemma 3.7. There exists a unique skew-field isomorphism

ν♯ω
k := AdΨq(Xk) : Frac(Z

mbl
ω (D)) → Frac(Zmbl

ω (D))

such that for each t = (tv)v∈V ∈ BD, we have

ν♯ω
k (Zt) = Zt F q(Xk,m),

where m = 1
n

∑
v∈V Q(k, v)tv.

Proof. First, for t ∈ BD, we have m ∈ Z, so that the expression F q(Xk,m) is well-

defined. It is straightforward to check that ν♯ω
k extends to a unique algebra homomor-

phism. Similar arguments show that there is a unique skew-field homomorphism

AdΨq(Xk)−1 : Frac(Zmbl
ω (D)) → Frac(Zmbl

ω (D))

such that AdΨq(Xk)−1(Zt) = ZtF q(Xk,−m) for each t = (tv)v∈V ∈ BD, with m =
1
n

∑
v∈V Q(k, v)tv. It is easy to see that ν♯ω

k = AdΨq(Xk) and AdΨq(Xk)−1 are inverses to
each other. □

One can observe that Frac(Xq(D)) ⊂ Frac(Zmbl
ω (D)), and that ν♯ω

k indeed extends

µ♯q
k defined in Def.3.3, as already hinted by the fact that we denoted both by the

symbol AdΨq(Xk) in eq.(3.2).
The following lemma, which follows from Lemma 3.4, says that the skew-fields

of fractions of the mutable-balanced subalgebras are compatible with the monomial-
transformation isomorphism ν ′

k.

Lemma 3.8. The map Frac(Zω(D′))
ν′k−→ Frac(Zω(D)) defined in (30) restricts to a

skew-field isomorphism Frac(Zmbl
ω (D′))

ν′k−→ Frac(Zmbl
ω (D)). □

We define the quantum mutation νω
k for the n-th root Fock-Goncharov algebras, or

more precisely for the skew-fields of fractions of their mutable-balanced subalgebras,
to be the composition

νω
k := ν♯ω

k ◦ ν ′
k : Frac(Zmbl

ω (D′))
ν′k−→ Frac(Zmbl

ω (D))
ν♯ωk−−→ Frac(Zmbl

ω (D)).

Lemma 3.9. The map νω
k extends µq

k. □

One useful property is:



NATURALITY OF SLn QUANTUM TRACE MAPS FOR SURFACES 19

Lemma 3.10 ([K24, Lem.3.27]). The map νω
k preserves the ∗-structures.

In order to apply to our situation, consider a triangulable pb surface S with a
triangulation λ. Letting V be Vλ and Vmut be the subset of Vλ consisting of the vertices
contained in the interior of S, one obtains a cluster X -seed Dλ := (Γλ, (Xv)v∈Vλ

). We
denote the n-root Fock-Goncharov algebra and its mutable-balanced subalgebra as

Zω(S, λ) = Zω(Dλ), Zmbl
ω (S, λ) = Zmbl

ω (Dλ).

On the other hand, recall the balanced subalgebra Zbl
ω (S, λ) of Zω(S, λ) defined in

(24).

Lemma 3.11. We have Zbl
ω (S, λ) ⊂ Zmbl

ω (S, λ).

Proof. It suffices to show Bλ ⊂ BDλ
. Suppose that t = (tv)v∈Vλ

∈ Bλ and k ∈ Vmut.
Lemma 2.2 implies that

∑
v∈Vλ

tvHλ(v, k) = 0 ∈ Z/nZ. From the definition of Hλ, it
follows that Hλ(v, k) = Qλ(v, k) = −Qλ(k, v) for any v ∈ Vλ. Then we have∑

v∈Vλ

Qλ(k, v)tv = 0 ∈ Z/nZ.

This shows that t ∈ BDλ
. □

Remark 3.12. When the triangulable pb surface S has empty boundary, one would
obtain Bλ = BDλ

and hence Zbl
ω (S, λ) = Zmbl

ω (S, λ) if one could prove the converse
of Lemma 2.2, upgrading it to an if-and-only-if statement. One can try to come up
with a modified version of BD for a general cluster X -seed D that involves additional
equations about the frozen vertices, so that it matches Bλ in the case of a seed coming
from a triangulation λ of a triangulable pb surface S with boundary as well. We do not
undertake these tasks in the present paper. See [K24, Rem.3.25] for a related question.

Eventually, in the next section §4 we will be applying the n-th root quantum mu-
tations νω

k to the balanced subalgebras Zbl
ω (S, λ) ⊂ Zmbl

ω (S, λ), or more precisely to
their skew-fields of fractions Frac(Zbl

ω (S, λ)), which make sense since Zbl
ω (S, λ) is a

quantum torus algebra, which in turn holds because Bλ ⊂ BDλ
is a finitely generated

free Z-module.
Still in this section, we will work on the mutable-balanced algebras Zmbl

ω (S, λ) and
the skew-fields of fractions thereof, for triangulations λ of a triangulable pb surface
S. In the following subsection, we will compose the maps νω

k studied in the present
subsection to construct a coordinate change isomorphism between Frac(Zmbl

ω (S, λ))
for different triangulations λ.

3.4. Coordinate change isomorphisms for change of triangulations. Let S be
a triangulable pb surface with a triangulation λ. In the last subsection we considered
a particular cluster X -seed Dλ = (Γλ, (Xv)v∈Vλ

), associated to a special quiver Γλ,
with certain vertex sets V = Vλ and Vmut. This cluster X -seed comes from a special
coordinate chart on a certain moduli space PPGLn,S studied by Fock and Goncharov
[FG06], and by Goncharov and Shen [GS19]. This space parametrizes PGLn-local
systems on S together with some extra data at the punctures and the boundary
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of S. The stated SLn-skein algebra Sω(S) plays a crucial role in understanding
the deformation quantization of this space. In [FG06, GS19], the authors construct
a coordinate chart for this space per each triangulation λ of S, whose coordinate
variables are denoted by Xv, enumerated by the vertices v of the quiver Γλ. They
further show that these special charts for different triangulations are related to each
other by a special sequence of mutations. In the present paper we do not recall the
definition of the moduli space PPGLn,S nor the construction of the coordinates, but
only recall the sequence of mutations.

We begin with the elementary change of triangulations, namely with the case when
λ and λ′ are triangulations ofS that differ exactly by one edge, say e. We say that each
of these triangulations are obtained from each other by a flip at the edge e. Consider
the ideal quadrilateral formed by the two ideal triangles of λ sharing e (it may not
actually be a quadrilateral, but that doesn’t matter here). Let Vλ;e be the set of all
vertices of Vλ that either lie in the interior of one of these two triangles or lie on e; so
Vλ;e consists of (n− 1)2 vertices. For each i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , n− 2, we will define a subset

V
(i)
λ;e of Vλ;e. Draw this ideal quadrilateral for λ as in Figure 3, so that e is the ‘middle

vertical line’, and after flipping at e, the flipped e would be the ‘middle horizontal
line’. As in Figure 3, for each vertex v in Vλ,e one can define the vertical distance
dvert(v) ∈ N from the middle horizontal line, and the horizontal distance dhori(v) ∈ N
from the middle vertical line. Define

V
(i)
λ;e :=

{
v ∈ Vλ;e

∣∣∣∣ dvert(v) ≤ i, dvert(v) ≡ i (mod 2),
dhori(v) ≤ n− 2− i, dhori(v) ≡ n− 2− i(mod 2)

}
.

See Figure 3; so each V
(i)
λ;e can be viewed as forming the grid points of a rectangle,

consisting of (i + 1)(n − i − 1) points. Notice that these sets for different i are not

necessarily disjoint with each other. For example, if n ≥ 4, then V
(0)
λ;e and V

(2)
λ;e have

n− 3 vertices in common.
The sought-for mutation sequence of Fock, Goncharov and Shen consists of first

mutations at all vertices of V
(0)
λ;e in any order, then mutations at all vertices of V

(1)
λ;e in

any order, etc., then lastly mutations at all vertices of V
(n−2)
λ;e in any order. Regardless

of the orders chosen, this mutation sequence connects the coordinate chart Dλ of
PPGLn,S for λ to the chart Dλ′ for λ′. In particular, the length of this mutation

sequence is
∑n−2

i=0 (i+ 1)(n− 1− i) =
∑n−1

j=1 j(n− j) = 1
6
(n3 − n) =: r. Let us denote

the corresponding sequence of vertices as

v1, v2, . . . , vr.

So, the first n− 1 of them would be the elements of V
(0)
λ;e , and we have

Dλ′ = µvr · · ·µv2µv1(Dλ) (31)

and in particular,

Γλ′ = µvr · · ·µv2µv1(Γλ).
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V
(0)
λ;e (1 · (n− 1) vertices)

horizontal distance from middle vertical line

vertical distance
from middle
horizontal line

V
(1)
λ;e (2(n− 2) vertices)

V
(n−2)
λ;e ((n− 1) · 1 vertices)

0

0

1

1

n− 2

...

· · · ...
n− 2

n− 1

n− 1

1 n− 2· · ·· · ·
n− 1

1n− 2
n− 1

Figure 3. Vertices of the n-triangulation quiver involved in the flip of
triangulations; the above example picture is for the case n = 4

At the quantum level, we first define the quantum coordinate change isomorphism
for the skew-fields of fractions of the usual Fock-Goncharov algebras

Φq
λλ′ := µq

v1
◦ · · · ◦ µq

vr : Frac(Xq(S, λ′)) → Frac(Xq(S, λ)). (32)

Note that the order of the mutation sequence seems to be reversed because of the
contravariant nature of the classical and quantum coordinate change maps. We then
define the n-root balanced version of the quantum coordinate change isomorphism to
be

Θω
λλ′ := νω

v1
◦ · · · ◦ νω

vr : Frac(Z
mbl
ω (S, λ′)) → Frac(Zmbl

ω (S, λ)). (33)

Suppose now that λ and λ′ are any two triangulations of S. A triangulation
sweep connecting λ and λ′ is a sequence of triangulations Λ = (λ1, · · · , λm) such that
λ1 = λ, λm = λ′, and λi+1 is obtained from λi by a flip for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1. It
is well known that for any λ and λ′, there exists a triangulation sweep Λ connecting
λ and λ′ ([L09]). For any such triangulation sweep Λ, we define the corresponding
quantum coordinate change isomorphisms

Φq
Λ := Φq

λ1λ2
◦ · · · ◦ Φq

λm−1λm
: Frac(Xq(S, λ′)) → Frac(Xq(S, λ)), (34)

Θω
Λ := Θω

λ1λ2
◦ · · · ◦Θω

λm−1λm
: Frac(Zmbl

ω (S, λ′)) → Frac(Zmbl
ω (S, λ)). (35)

Proposition 3.13 ([BZ05, FG09a, KN11]; see also [K21a, K24]). Φq
Λ depends only on

λ and λ′.
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In order to prove this proposition, one should show that any relation satisfied by
classical coordinate change maps for flips, say by the maps Φ1

λλ′ , such as the pentagon
relation, is also satisfied by the quantum counterparts Φq

λλ′ . It suffices to show that any
relation satisfied by classical mutation maps µ1

k is satisfied by the quantum counter-

parts µq
k. One could use the decomposition µq

k = µ♯q
k ◦ µ′

k for each quantum mutation
µq
k. Then, for a sought-for equation among µq

k, one can move all µ′
k to the left (or

right), with the help of (27). By also exploiting a slight variant of the decomposition

µq
k = µ♯q

k ◦ µ′
k (a ‘signed’ decomposition), one can ensure that the problem boils down

to proving an equation among µ′
k’s only, and an equation among µ♯q

k ’s only. We refer
the readers to [KN11, K21a] how this argument works. Essentially the same argument
works for the balanced n-th root quantum mutations, yielding the following.

Proposition 3.14. Θω
Λ depends only on λ and λ′. □

Therefore, when we do not have to keep track of a specific triangulation sweep, we
can write

Φq
λλ′ = Φq

Λ and Θω
λλ′ = Θω

Λ.

One obvious remark:

Remark 3.15. For any two triangulations λ and λ′, the balanced n-th root quantum
coordinate change map Θω

λλ′ extends the quantum coordinate change map Φq
λλ′.

A crucial property we shall develop and use about the balanced quantum coordinate
change maps is the compatibility with cutting and gluing of a pb surface along an ideal
arc.

Still, let S be a triangulable pb surface with a triangulation λ. In principle, one can
cut the surface S along any ideal arc, but here let us assume that e is a non-boundary
edge of the triangulation λ. As in §2.2, we denote by Cute(S) the pb surface obtained
from S by cutting along edge e, and denote the projection map by

pre : Cute(S) → S,

so that pr−1
e (e) consists of two ideal arcs e′, e′′ of CuteS. In §2.2 we studied the induced

splitting homomorphism Se between the stated SLn-skein algebras and that between
the reduced stated SLn-skein algebras; here we will need the latter

Se : S ω(S) → S ω(Cute(S)).

We further need to investigate a ‘splitting map’ between the (n-th root) Fock-Goncharov
algebras. Note that λe = (λ \ {e}) ∪ {e′, e′′} is a triangulation of Cute(S). We say
λe is induced from λ. For a small vertex v in e, i.e. v ∈ Vλ lying in e, we have
pr−1

e (v) = {v′, v′′}, where v′ and v′′ are small vertices of λ′. There is an algebra
embedding

Se : Zω(S, λ) → Zω(Cute(S), λe) (36)

defined on the generators Zv, v ∈ Vλ, by

Se(Zv) =

{
Zv if v is not contained in e,

[Zv′Zv′′ ] if v is contained in e and pr−1
e (v) = {v′, v′′},

(37)



NATURALITY OF SLn QUANTUM TRACE MAPS FOR SURFACES 23

where [∼] is the Weyl-ordered product (28); since we are not allowing self-folded
triangles in this paper, in fact Zv′ commutes with Zv′′ in the second case, and hence
Se(Zv) = Zv′Zv′′ .
The following statement is about the compatibility of the quantum trace map trλ

(Theorem 2.4) with the splitting homomorphisms.

Theorem 3.16 ([LY23]). The following diagram commutes

S ω(S) S ω(Cute(S))

Zω(S, λ) Zω(Cute(S), λe),

Se

trλ trλe

Se

where Se is the splitting homomorphism defined in subsection 2.2.

Lemma 3.17. The algebra embedding Se : Zω(S, λ) → Zω(Cute(S), λe) restricts to an
algebra embedding from Zmbl

ω (S, λ) to Zmbl
ω (Cute(S), λe).

Proof. For any t ∈ ZVλ , we have Zt ∈ Zmbl
ω (S, λ) if and only if, for each mutable

vertex k ∈ Vλ (i.e. k is not contained in the boundary), there exists an integer m such
that ZtXk = q2mXkZ

t (see Definition 3.6).
Suppose that k′ ∈ Vλe is a mutable vertex, and that t′ ∈ ZVλ satisfies Zt′ ∈

Zmbl
ω (S, λ). Since k is also a mutable vertex for Vλ, the above discussion shows that

there exists an integer m′ such that Zt′Xk′ = q2m
′
Xk′Z

t′ . Since k′ ∈ Vλe is a muta-
ble vertex, we have Se(Xk′) = Xk′ . This implies that Se(Z

t′)Xk′ = q2m
′
Xk′Se(Z

t′) ∈
Zω(Cute(S), λe). Thus we have Se(Z

t′) ∈ Zmbl
ω (Cute(S), λe).

□

Suppose that λ and λ′ are two triangulations and that λ′ is obtained from λ by
performing a flip at an edge e1. Let e ∈ λ \ {e1}. Suppose that λe (resp. λ′

e) is the
triangulation of Cute(S) induced by λ (resp. λ′). Then λ′

e is obtained from λe by
performing a flip at e1. Let v1, . . . , vr be a sequence of mutable vertices of Γλ such
that Dλ′ = µvr · · ·µv1(Dλ), in the sense of (31). Since e ̸= e1, each vi = pr−1

e (vi) ∈ Vλe

is contained in the interior of Cute(S). We claim that

Dλ′
e
= µvr · · ·µv1(Dλe) (38)

holds. Consider the subsurface of S formed by the two ideal triangles of λ having
e1 as a side. Say that the three edges of one triangle are e1, e2, e3 in the clockwise
order, while those of the other are e1, e4, e5 in the clockwise order. If e appears at
most once in the sequence e2, e3, e4, e5, then (38) is easy to see. In case e = e2 = e4 or
e = e3 = e5, then one has to be careful about variables associated to vertices lying in
e when checking (38), but one can still check the equality. The case e2 = e3 or e4 = e5
is excluded, because then λ has a self-folded triangle. The case e2 = e5 or e3 = e4 is
excluded, because then λ′ has a self-folded triangle. We thus have (38) indeed.

The following lemma can be viewed as a balanced n-th root quantum version of
(38). See [K24, Prop.3.34] for the case when n = 3, the proof of which we closely
follow in our proof below.
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Lemma 3.18. The following diagram commutes

Frac(Zmbl
ω (S, λ′)) Frac(Zmbl

ω (Cute(S), λ′
e))

Frac(Zmbl
ω (S, λ)) Frac(Zmbl

ω (Cute(S), λe)).

Se

Θω
λλ′

Θω
λeλ

′
e

Se

Proof. Let D0 := Dλ, and for each i = 1, . . . , r let Di = µvi(Di−1) be the i-th seed in
the sequence of seeds connecting Dλ and Dλ′ . In particular, Dr = Dλ′ . Likewise for
the cut surface Cute(S), let D0,e := Dλe , and Di,e := µvi(Di−1,e) for i = 1, . . . , r. For
each 1 ≤ i ≤ r we have the algebra embedding

Se : Zω(Di) → Zω(Di,e)

from (36). We first claim that this restricts to an algebra embedding between the
mutable-balanced subalgebras

Se : Zmbl
ω (Di) → Zmbl

ω (Di,e). (39)

Indeed, let t = (tv)v∈V ∈ BDi
⊂ ZV , so that

∑
v∈V Qi(u, v)tv ∈ nZ for all mutable

vertices u of V , i.e. vertices of Vλ not lying on the boundary of S, where Qi is the
exchange matrix of the seed Di. Then

Se(Z
t) = Zt′ (40)

with t′ = (t′v)v∈Ve ∈ ZVe , where Ve = Vλe ; if v ∈ V does not lie on e so that pr−1
e (v) =

{v} then t′v = tv, and if v ∈ V lies on e so that pr−1
e (v) = {v′, v′′} then t′v′ = t′v′′ = tv. If

u ∈ Ve is mutable, then u does not lie in the boundary of Cute(S), hence pr−1
e (u) = {u}

where u is a mutable vertex of V = Vλ not lying on e. We would like to show that∑
v∈Ve

Qi,e(u, v)t
′
v ∈ nZ

holds, where Qi,e is the exchange matrix of Di,e. For each v ∈ V , observe that

Qi(u, v) =
∑

w∈pr−1
e (v)

Qi,e(u,w). (41)

Since pre : Ve → V is surjective, and since t′w = tpre(w) for each w ∈ Ve, it follows that∑
v∈V

Qi(u, v)tv =
∑
w∈Ve

Qi,e(u,w)t
′
w. (42)

The left hand side belongs to nZ, it follows that so does the right hand side, as desired.
We still denote by Se the map between the skew-fields of fractions Frac(Zmbl

ω (Di)) →
Frac(Zmbl

ω (Di,e)) induced by Se : Zmbl
ω (Di) → Zmbl

ω (Di,e). We now claim that the



NATURALITY OF SLn QUANTUM TRACE MAPS FOR SURFACES 25

following diagram commutes:

Frac(Zmbl
ω (Di))

Se //

νωvi
��

Frac(Zmbl
ω (Di,e))

νωvi
��

Frac(Zmbl
ω (Di−1))

Se // Frac(Zmbl
ω (Di−1,e)).

(43)

To show that the diagram in (43) commutes, it suffices to show that the following
two diagrams commute:

Frac(Zω(Di))
Se //

ν′vi
��

Frac(Zω(Di,e))

ν′vi
��

Frac(Zω(Di−1))
Se // Frac(Zω(Di−1,e))

(44)

and

Frac(Zmbl
ω (Di−1))

Se //

ν♯ωvi
��

Frac(Zmbl
ω (Di−1,e))

ν♯ωvi
��

Frac(Zmbl
ω (Di−1))

Se // Frac(Zmbl
ω (Di−1,e)).

(45)

Note that the first diagram restricts to the maps between the mutable-balanced sub-
algebras (or the skew-fields of fractions thereof), since we showed that both ν ′

vi
and

Se restrict to the mutable-balanced subalgebras.
Let us temporarily denote the generators of Zω(Di) or Zω(Di,e) by Z ′

v, and those of
Zω(Di−1) or Zω(Di−1,e) by Zv. For any v ∈ V such that v is not contained in e, we have
pr−1

e (v) = {v} (also pr−1
e (vi) = {vi}), so Qi(v, vi) = Qi,e(v, vi) (cf.(41)), Se(Z

′
v) = Z ′

v

and Se(Z
′
vi
) = Z ′

vi
((37)). In view of (30), we can observe

Se(ν
′
vi
(Z ′

v)) = ν ′
vi
(Se(Z

′
v)).

Now let v ∈ V be a vertex that lies in e; then (pre)
−1(v) = {v′, v′′}, for some distinct

v′, v′′ ∈ Ve. From (37) and (30), together with Lemma 3.5, we have

ν ′
vi
(Se(Z

′
v)) =ν ′

vi
([Z ′

v′Z
′
v′′ ]) = [Zv′Z

[Qi−1,e(v
′,vi)]+

vi
Zv′′Z

[Qi−1,e(v
′′,vi)]+

vi
],

Se(ν
′
vi
(Z ′

v)) =Se([ZvZ
[Qi−1(v,vi)]+
vi

]) = [Zv′Zv′′Z
[Qi−1(v,vi)]+
vi

].

From (41) one has

Qi−1(v, vi) = Qi−1,e(v
′, vi) +Qi−1,e(v

′′, vi).

When n > 2, we claim that at least one of Qi−1,e(v
′, vi) and Qi−1,e(v

′′, vi) is zero.
As observed in the proof of [K24, Prop.3.34], the only possible case when both are
nonzero is when e and e1 shares a puncture in the interior of the surface, such that
the valence of λ at this puncture is 2. However, then flipping at e would yield a
self-folded triangle (in λ′), so this case is excluded. When n = 2, it is easy to check
that Qi−1,e(v

′, vi)Qi−1,e(v
′′, vi) ≥ 0. This shows [Qi−1(v, vi)]+ = [Qi−1,e(v

′, vi)]+ +
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[Qi−1,e(v
′′, vi)]+ and therefore ν ′

vi
(Se(Z

′
v)) = Se(ν

′
vi
(Z ′

v)). Thus the diagram in (44)
commutes.

For t = (tv)v∈V ∈ BDi−1
, suppose that Se(Z

t) = Zt′ , where t′ = (t′v)v∈Ve ∈ BDi−1,e
.

Lemma 3.7 implies that

ν♯ω
vi
(Se(Z

t)) = Zt′ F q(Xvi ,
1
n

∑
v∈Ve

Qi−1,e(vi, v)t
′
v),

Se(ν
♯ω
vi
(Zt)) = Se(Z

t F q(Xvi ,
1
n

∑
v∈VQi−1(vi, v)tv)) = Zt′ F q(Xvi ,

1
n

∑
v∈VQi−1(vi, v)tv).

From (42) we have ∑
v∈Ve

Qi−1,e(vi, v)t
′
v =

∑
v∈V

Qi−1(vi, v)tv.

Thus we have ν♯ω
vi
(Se(Z

t)) = Se(ν
♯ω
vi
(Zt)), and hence the diagram in (45) commutes,

finishing the proof. □

4. Compatibility between SLn-quantum trace maps and coordinate
change isomorphisms

4.1. Compatibility of the quantum trace map with the balanced quantum
coordinate change maps Θω

λλ′. Let S be a triangulable pb surface. For each trian-
gulation λ of S, we have a quantum trace homomorphism

trλ : S ω(S) → Zbl
ω (S, λ) ⊂ Zmbl

ω (S, λ) ⊂ Zω(S, λ),

from Theorem 2.4; see Lemma 3.11 for Zbl
ω (S, λ) ⊂ Zmbl

ω (S, λ). Meanwhile, for any
pair of triangulations λ and λ′, we developed the balanced n-th root quantum coordi-
nate change isomorphism

Θω
λλ′ : Frac(Zmbl

ω (S, λ′)) → Frac(Zmbl
ω (S, λ))

in the previous section, which extends the previously known quantum coordinate
change isomorphism Φq

λλ′ : Frac(Xq(S, λ′)) → Frac(Xq(S, λ)) coming from the the-
ory of quantum cluster algebras.

In the present subsection we show that the quantum trace maps for different triangu-
lations are compatible with each other via the isomorphisms Θω

λλ′ . This compatibility,
formulated as the following theorem, constitutes the core part of the main result of
the present paper.

Theorem 4.1 (compatibility of quantum trace with mutable-balanced n-root quan-
tum coordinate change maps Θω

λλ′). Let S be a triangulable pb surface. For any two
triangulations λ and λ′ of S, the following diagram commutes:

S ω(S)
trλ′

vv

trλ

((
Frac(Zmbl

ω (S, λ′))
Θω

λλ′

// Frac(Zmbl
ω (S, λ)).

(46)

That is, we have

trλ = Θω
λλ′ ◦ trλ′ . (47)
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Here is how we break down the proof. First, from Proposition 3.14 we immediately
obtain the consistency among the quantum coordinate change isomorphisms; that is,
for any triangulations λ, λ′ and λ′′, we have

Θω
λλ′ ◦Θω

λ′λ′′ = Θω
λλ′′ . (48)

Now, since any two triangulations are connected by a sequence of flips, it suffices to
prove Theorem 4.1 for the case when λ and λ′ are related by a single flip at an edge,
say e1.

There are two triangles of λ having e1 as a side. Let one of them have sides e1, e2, e3
in the clockwise order, and the other have sides e1, e4, e5 in the clockwise order. Cutting
the surface S along all the edges in the set {e2, e3, e4, e5} (whose cardinality may be
less than 4) that do not lie in the boundary of S yields a triangulable pb surface,
the connected component of which that contains (the image of) e1 is isomorphic to
P4, the ideal quadrilateral, the 4-gon, i.e. the closed disc minus four punctures at the
boundary. By a repeated application of Lemma 3.18 about the compatibility between
the coordinate change maps Θω

λλ′ and the splitting homomorphisms of skein algebras,
the problem boils down to proving Theorem 4.1 in the case when the surface S is
the 4-gon P4 (we will justify this ‘boiling down’ process). So we shall first show the
following:

Proposition 4.2. Theorem 4.1 holds when S is the 4-gon P4, where λ, λ′ are the
triangulations illustrated in Figure 4.

λ λ′

Figure 4. Two triangulations λ and λ′ of P4

In fact, the core computational part of the proof of the entire Theorem 4.1, hence
the main difficulty thereof, lies in this case of P4, i.e. in the proof of Proposition
4.2, which we postpone until the next subsection. At the moment, we explain how
Proposition 4.2 implies Theorem 4.1, i.e. justify the ‘boiling down’ process.

Proof of Theorem 4.1, using Proposition 4.2. Let S be a triangulable pb surface, and
λ and λ′ be triangulations of S. As mentioned above, it suffices to show the statement,
(47), in the case when λ and λ′ are related by a flip at an edge, say e1.
Define

E = {e ∈ λ | e ̸= e1 and e is not a boundary edge}. (49)

We use SE := CutE(S) to denote the pb surface obtained from S by cutting S along
all edges in E. Then the connected components of SE consist of exactly one P4 and
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some number of P3. We use λE (resp. λ′
E) to denote the triangulation of SE induced

by λ (resp. λ′).
Then λ′

E is obtained from λE by a flip at the edge e1. Consider the following diagram

Frac(Zmbl
ω (S, λ′)) Frac(Zmbl

ω (S, λ))

S ω(S)

S ω(SE)

Frac(Zmbl
ω (SE, λ

′
E)) Frac(Zmbl

ω (SE, λE)),

Θω
λλ′

SE SESE

trλ′

trλ

trλE

trλ′
E

Θω
λEλ′

E

(50)

where all the vertical arrows are the algebra homomorphisms induced by the splitting
maps (for cutting along all the edges in E), as in Theorem 3.16; note that one can
cut the edges in any order, as the splitting maps for different edges of a triangulation
commute with each other. Observe that the two long vertical arrows in the above
diagram are injective. Theorem 3.16 implies that each of the left and the right trape-
zoids of this diagram commutes. Proposition 4.2 implies that the lower triangle in this
diagram commutes. Lemma 3.18 implies that the outermost square of this diagram
commutes.

One can now show that the upper triangle also commutes. Let us elaborate. Pick
any u ∈ S ω(S). Then

SE(Θ
ω
λλ′(trλ′(u))) = Θω

λ̄λ̄′(SE(trλ′(u))) (∵ outermost square)

= Θω
λ̄λ̄′(trλ′

E
(SE(u))) (∵ left trapezoid)

= trλE
(SE(u)) (∵ lower triangle)

= SE(trλ(u)) (∵ right trapezoid).

Since SE (for the right vertical arrow) is injective, we get Θω
λλ′(trλ′(u)) = trλ(u), as

desired. □

4.2. Proof of compatibility for the case of quadrilateral P4. In the present
subsection we prove Proposition 4.2. We shall verify that (47) holds when applied
to generating elements of the reduced stated SLn-skein algebra S ω(P4). Consider the
three corner arcs a, b, c in P4 as in Figure 5. For i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, we use aij to denote
the stated web diagram such that the state of the starting point (resp. endpoint) of a
is i (resp. j). Similarly, we define bij and cij. We have the following.

Lemma 4.3. [LY23, Theorem 6.1(c)] The stated SLn-skein algebra Sω(P4) is generated
by aij, bij, cij for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

In view of the definition of the bad arcs and reduced stated SLn-skein algebra, we
get:
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e3

a

b c
e5

e4

e2

Figure 5. Three corner arcs a, b, c in P4. Four edges of P4 are labeled by e2, e3, e4, e5

Lemma 4.4. The reduced stated SLn-skein algebra S ω(P4) is generated by aij, bij, cij
for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} with i ≥ j.

Thus it suffices to check (47) when applied to these generators. See [K24, Lem.4.2]
for another argument that allows us to focus only on these corner arcs in P4.
We now explain our proof of (47) for the generator aij ∈ S ω(P4), with i ≥ j.

Proof by a direct computation would be quite involved; see [K24] for such a proof,
for the case n = 3. Instead, we adapt the methodology using paths lying in a certain
‘network’, which is developed initially by Schrader and Shapiro in [SS17] and further
investigated in [CS23, LY23]. This methodology, which we shall now briefly recall, will
let us bypass difficult computations.

Choose any triangulation of P4. For each triangle t of this triangulation, consider
its n-triangulation, which subdivides the triangle t into n2 small triangles. Consider
a graph dual to this n-triangulation of t, such that the set of all edges of this graph
is in bijection with the set of all edges of the n-triangulation. In particular, for each
small triangle there is a vertex of this graph, and for each boundary edge of the
n-triangulation there is a vertex; see the blue graph in Figure 6. These graphs for
different triangles can naturally be glued together.

Now we give orientations to the edges of this graph in a particular way that depends
on the choice of a distinguished side of each (big) triangle; we call the resulting oriented
graph a network. There is a left-turn version and a right-turn version; here we
only need to consider the left-turn version. See [SS17, CS23, LY23] for the precise
recipe. In particular, in each (big) triangle, the orientations of the edges meeting the
distinguished side of the triangle are ‘outward’, while those of the edges meeting the
other sides are ‘inward’. Figure 6 presents examples of (left-turn) networks N and N ′

for the two triangulations λ and λ′ of P4, where e3 is the ‘outward’ side, and e2, e4, e5
are the ‘inward’ sides, where we are using the same labels for the four boundary arcs
of P4 as in Figure 4. Although Figure 6 is only about the case when n = 4, we believe
that the readers can easily see how it would work for general n. We label the vertices
of these networks lying on the bottom side e2 as α1, . . . , αn, and those lying on the
left side e3 as β1, . . . , βn, as appearing in Figure 6.
A path in a network is a concatenation of oriented edges of the network. For

1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, let N (ij) (resp. N ′(ij)) be the set of all paths in the network N (resp.
N ′) from αi to βj. For example, N (11) consists of a single path, which is made of
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a network N for λ
α1

γ1

γ2

γ3

γ4

β1

β2

β3

β4

α2 α3 α4

a network N ′ for λ′
α1

β1

β2

β3

α2 α3 α4

β4

Figure 6. (left-turn) Networks for triangulations of P4; when n = 4

three oriented edges. As can be verified by inspection in Figure 6, N (21) consists of
two paths, if n ≥ 2; one path is made of six oriented edges, and the other path of eight
oriented edges.

We shall soon see that the role of paths is that the value of a stated arc under the
quantum trace map can be presented as a sum over all paths starting and ending with
specified boundary vertices of a suitable network. The summand corresponding to a
path p is a balanced Weyl-ordered Laurent monomial Zt (see (29)). To describe the
exponent t, we need some definitions.

For any path p in N (ij) (resp. N ′(ij)), define the element k(p, λ) = (kv(p))v∈Vλ
∈

ZVλ (resp. k(p, λ′) = (kv(p))v∈Vλ′
∈ ZVλ′ ) as

kv(p) =

{
1 if v ∈ Vλ (resp. v ∈ Vλ′) lies strictly on the left of the path p,

0 otherwise,

where the elements of Vλ (resp. Vλ′) are naturally thought of as vertices of the n-
triangulation of the triangles of λ (resp. λ′) used in the definition of the network N
(resp. N ′); see Figure 6.

Note that for each i = 1, 2, . . . , n, N (ii) (resp. N ′(ii)) consists of a single path, say
pi (resp. p

′
i). Now define

k :=
∑

1≤i≤n

k(pi, λ) ∈ ZVλ , k′ :=
∑

1≤i≤n

k(p′i, λ
′) ∈ ZVλ′ .

Lemma 4.5 (quantum trace as sum over paths in a network). One has

(1) trλ(aij) equals
∑

p∈N (ij)[X
k(p,λ)Zk] ∈ Zbl

ω (P4, λ).

(2) trλ′(aij) equals
∑

p′∈N ′(ij)[X
k(p′,λ′)Zk′

] ∈ Zbl
ω (P4, λ

′).

Proof. (1) The edges of the network N meeting the diagonal ideal arc of λ are oriented
toward the lower-left direction as seen in Figure 6; so a path in N starting at a vertex
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in the left triangle can never leave this triangle. Therefore each path p ∈ N (ij) is
completely contained in the left triangle. Then the sought-for result follows directly
from [LY23, Theorem 10.5], which expresses the quantum trace for a triangle P3 as a
sum over paths in a network.

(2) A path p ∈ N ′(ij) necessarily meets both triangles of λ′, so [LY23, Theorem
10.5] does not directly apply. Denote by e′1 the diagonal ideal arc of λ′. For each
i = 1, . . . , n, recall that there is only one path in N ′(ii), which we denoted by p′i; this
path p′i intersects e

′
1 at a single point, which we denote by γi as in Figure 6.

We now cut P4 along e′1. Note that Cute′1(P4) consists of two copies of triangles P3.

The triangle containing αi (resp. the triangle containing βj) is denoted by

Pα
3 (resp. Pβ

3 ). We use pre′1 to denote the projection from Cute′1(P4) to P4. For each

i = 1, . . . , n, note that (pre′1)
−1(γi) consists of two elements. The one contained in Pα

4

(resp. Pβ
4 ) is denoted by wα

i (resp. wβ
i ). The network N ′ for P4 induces a network

(pre′1)
−1(N ′) for Cute′1(P4), which has two components. The component contained in

Pα
3 (resp. Pβ

3 ) is denoted by N α (resp. N β). Then N α (resp. N β) contains vertices wα
i

(resp. wβ
i ) for i = 1, . . . , n. The preimage (pre′1)

−1(a) in Cute′1(P4) of the oriented arc

a in P4 consists of two oriented arcs. The one contained in Pα
3 (resp. Pβ

3 ) is denoted
by aα (resp. aβ). For each i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, similarly as aij, we can define stated

arcs aαij (resp. a
β
ij) in Pα

3 (resp. Pβ
3 ), whose state values at the initial and the terminal

endpoints are i and j respectively.
The definition of the splitting homomorphism Se′1

in equation (15) shows that

Se′1
(aij) =

∑
1≤t≤n

aαit ⊗ aβtj ∈ S ω(Pα
3 )⊗R S ω(Pβ

3 ) = S ω(Cute′1(P4)).

As before, let λ′
e′1

denote the triangulation of Cute′1(P4) = Pα
3 ⊔ Pβ

3 induced by

λ′; that is, λ′
e′1

= λα ⊔ λβ, where λα (resp. λβ) is the unique triangulation of Pα
3

(resp. Pβ
3 ). Hence one can express trλ′

e′1
: S ω(Cute′1(P4)) → Zω(Cute′1(P4), λ

′
e′1
) as

trλα ⊗ trλβ : S ω(Pα
3 ) ⊗R S ω(Pβ

3 ) → Zω(Pα
3 , λ

α) ⊗R Zω(Pβ
3 , λ

β). For each of trλα and
trλβ we apply [LY23, Theorem 10.5]. That is, note that

trλ′
e′1
(Se′1

(aij)) = (trλα ⊗ trλβ)(
∑

1≤t≤n

aαit ⊗ aβtj)

=
∑

1≤t≤n

trλα(aαit)⊗ trλβ(aβtj)

=
∑

1≤t≤n

(
∑

p∈Nα(it)

[Xk(p,λα)Zkα

]⊗
∑

p∈Nβ(tj)

[Xk(p,λβ)Zkβ

]), (51)

(∵ [LY23, Theorem 10.5]) (52)

where

N α(it) = {paths in N α from αi to γα
t },



32 HYUN KYU KIM AND ZHIHAO WANG

N β(tj) = {paths in N β from γβ
t to βj},

k(p, λα) = (kv(p))v∈Vλα
, kv(p) =

{
1 if v ∈ λα lies on the left of p,
0 otherwise,

k(p, λβ) = (kv(p))v∈V
λβ
, kv(p) =

{
1 if v ∈ λβ lies on the left of p,
0 otherwise,

kα =
n∑

i=1

k(pi)α , where (pi)
α is the only constituent path of N α(ii),

kβ =
n∑

i=1

k(pi)β , where (pi)
β is the only constituent path of N β(ii).

The natural concatenation yields a map⊔
1≤t≤n

(N α(it)×N β(tj)) → N ′(ij), (53)

which is easily seen to be an injection. It is also surjective, as any path p′ in N ′(ij)
must meet the diagonal ideal arc e′1 of λ′ exactly once, say at γt; then one can see
that p′ is the concatenation of a uniquely determined path in N α(it), say (p′)α, and a
uniquely determined path in N β(tj), say (p′)β.

Recall from (36) the algebra embedding

Se′1
: Zω(P4, λ

′) → Zω(Cute′1(P4), λ
′
e′1
) ∼= Zω(Pα

3 , λ
α)⊗R Zω(Pβ

3 , λ
β).

For any path p′ in N ′(ij) we can observe

Se′1
[Xk(p′,λ′)Zk′

] = [Xk((p′)α,λα)Zkα

]⊗ [Xk((p′)β ,λβ)Zkβ

], (54)

which one can see from the definition of Se′1
in (37) to hold up to a multiplicative

constant that is an integer power of ω1/2. One can further observe that the multiplica-
tive constant is 1, by showing that Se′1

sends a Weyl-ordered Laurent monomial to a
Weyl-ordered Laurent monomial, which in turn is straightforward to prove, e.g. by
the same argument as in the proof of [K24, Lem.3.19(3)–(5)].

Now, for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, take the sum of (54) over all paths p′ in N ′(ij):

Se′1
(

∑
p′∈N ′(ij)

[Xk(p′,λ′)Zk′
]) =

∑
p′∈N ′(ij)

([Xk((p′)α,λα)Zkα

]⊗ [Xk((p′)β ,λβ)Zkβ

])

=
∑

1≤t≤n

(
∑

p∈Nα(it)

[Xk(p,λα)Zkα

])⊗ (
∑

p∈Nβ(tj)

[Xk(p,λβ)Zkβ

]),

where the latter equality is due to the bijection in (53). We thus have

Se′1
(

∑
p′∈N ′(ij)

[Xk(p′,λ′)Zk′
]) = trλ′

e′1
(Se′1

(aij)) (∵ (51))

= Se′1
(trλ′(aij)) (∵ Theorem 3.16).
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Since Se′1
is injective, it follows that

∑
p′∈N ′(ij)[X

k(p′,λ′)Zk′
] equals trλ′(aij), as desired.

□

Remark 4.6. Using the same technique, Lemma 4.5 can be generalized to calculate
the image of the stated corner arcs in any triangulable pb surface under the quantum
trace map.

Keep in mind that our goal is to show the following form of compatibility:

Θω
λλ′(trλ′(aij)) = trλ(aij).

The reason why we invoked the description of the value of the quantum trace in terms
of sum over paths in a network is because Schrader and Shapiro showed a form of
compatibility of such sums over paths with mutations, namely [SS17, Proposition 4.2].
Each cluster mutation corresponds to mutation of a network (see [SS17, Figure 9]),
and the sequence of cluster mutations realizing the flip λ ⇝ λ′ along the ideal arc e1
in P4 (as in (31)) transforms the network N into the network N ′. Applying [SS17,
Proposition 4.2] to this mutation sequence, we obtain the following:

Lemma 4.7. For each i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, one has

Φq
λλ′(

∑
p′∈N ′(ij)

Xk(p′,λ′)) =
∑

p∈N (ij)

Xk(p,λ). □

We stress that this lemma settles the most involved part of the proof of our sought-
for Proposition 4.2. That is, a direct computational proof of this lemma, for each fixed
n, would require an enormous effort; see [K24] for a version of such a proof for n = 3.
In a sense, the advantage of using the network description of quantum trace mainly
lies in this lemma.

We now perform the remaining steps to prove Proposition 4.2.

Lemma 4.8. One has

Θω
λλ′(Zk′

) = Zk.

Note that N ′(ii) = {p′i} and N (ii) = {pi}, so from Lemma 4.7 applied to i = j we
get

Φq
λλ′(X

k(p′i,λ
′)) = Xk(pi,λ), (55)

hence Φq
λλ′(Xk′

) = Xk holds up to a multiplicative constant that is an integer power of
q1/2. One can show that this constant is 1, as we shall see later. However, Φq

λλ′(Xk′
) =

Xk does not directly imply the sought-for Θω
λλ′(Zk′

) = Zk, although these two are
consistent with each other, in view of Remark 3.15. We give a direct proof of Lemma
4.8 below.

Note that any ground ring R is an algebra over Z[ω± 1
2 ]. Then we can use the functor

− ⊗
Z[ω± 1

2 ]
R to change the ground ring from Z[ω± 1

2 ] to R. Due to this functor, we

assume that the ground ring is Z[ω± 1
2 ] in the following proof.
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Proof of Lemma 4.8. Denote by Dλ and Dλ′ the cluster seeds corresponding to λ and
λ′, and that the sequence of mutations at the vertices v1, v2, . . . , vr turns Dλ to Dλ′ , as
in (31). Like we did in the proof of Lemma 3.18, let D0 = Dλ, and let Dk = µvk(Dk−1)
for each k = 1, . . . , r, so that Dr = Dλ′ in particular. Denote by V the underlying
vertex sets of all these seeds Dk, k = 0, 1, . . . , r, which are naturally identified with
each other; in particular, V = Vλ = Vλ′ . Let Vmut be the vertices lying in the interior
of P4. Let Qk be the exchange matrix of Dk.

Let i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Define t(k) = (t
(k)
v )v∈V ∈ ZV by the following equations:

t(r) = k(p′i, λ
′), ν ′

vk
(Zt(k)) = Zt(k−1)

, k = r, r − 1, . . . , 2, 1.

More explicitly, in view of (30), the second equation says that

t(k−1)
vk

= −t(k)vk
+
∑
v∈V

[Q(k−1)(v, vk)]+t
(k)
v , and t(k−1)

v = t(k)v for all v ̸= vk. (56)

For the seed Dλ′ , it is straightforward to observe that∑
v∈V

Qr(u, v)t
(r)
v = 0 for all u ∈ Vmut. (57)

One can translate this condition into ZuZ
t(r) = Zt(r)Zu ∈ Zω(D(r)), ∀u ∈ Vmut. By

applying Lemma 3.4 to (57) inductively, one obtains:

For each k = r, r − 1, . . . , 1, one has
∑

v∈V Qk−1(u, v)t
(k−1)
v = 0, ∀u ∈ Vmut. (58)

Since νω
vk

= ν♯ω
vk

◦ ν ′
vk
, in view of the action of ν♯ω

vk
as written in Lemma 3.7, it is easy

to see that (58) implies:

For each k = r, r − 1, . . . , 1, one has νω
vk
(Zt(k)) = Zt(k−1)

.

Thus Θω
λλ′(Zt(r)) = νω

vr · · · ν
ω
v1
(Zt(r)) = Zt(0) .

On the other hand, a verbatim proof, with all ν?
? replaced by µ?

? and Z? by X?,

shows Φq
λλ′(Xt(r)) = Xt(0) . Since t(r) = k(p′i, λ

′), now (55) (together with injectivity of
Φq

λλ′) tells us that t(0) = k(pi, λ). Hence we showed that

Θω
λλ′(Zk(p′i,λ

′)) = Zk(pi,λ)

holds for all i = 1, . . . , n.
From (57) it follows that Zk(p′i,λ

′), i = 1, . . . , n, mutually commute with each other,
hence Zk(p′1,λ

′)Zk(p′2,λ
′) · · ·Zk(p′n,λ

′) = Zk(p′1,λ
′)+···+k(p′n,λ

′) (see e.g. [K24, Lem.3.20(A)])

which equals Zk′
. Similarly, from (58) for k = 1 we see that Zt(0) = Zk(pi,λ), i =

1, . . . , n, mutually commute with each other, hence

Zk(p1,λ) · · ·Zk(pn,λ) = Zk(p1,λ)+···k(pn,λ) = Zk.

Since Θω
λλ′ is a homomorphism, it follows that Θω

λλ′(Zk′
) = Zk holds, as desired. □
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We now assemble Lemmas 4.7 and 4.8. We first perform a necessary preliminary
computation. For i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, define tij = ((tij)v)v∈V ∈ ZV as

(tij)v =

{
n if v = αl for 1 ≤ l ≤ i, or v = βm for 1 ≤ m ≤ j,

0 otherwise,

keeping the identification V = Vλ = Vλ′ in mind. Write k = (kv)v∈Vλ
and k′ = (k′

v)v∈Vλ′
;

recall k(p, λ) = (kv(p))v∈Vλ
and k(p′, λ′) = (kv(p

′))v∈Vλ′
. For each p ∈ N (ij), from (57)

it follows that∑
v∈V

∑
u∈Vλ

nQλ(v, u)kv(p)ku =
∑

v∈{αl,βm|1≤l≤i, 1≤m≤j}

∑
u∈Vλ

Qλ(v, u)(tij)v ku =: mij.

For each p′ ∈ N ′(ij), from (58) (for k = 1) it follows that∑
v∈V

∑
u∈Vλ′

nQλ′(v, u)kv(p
′)k′

u =
∑

v∈{αl,βm|1≤l≤i, 1≤m≤j}

∑
u∈Vλ′

Qλ′(v, u)(t′ij)v k
′
u =: m′

ij.

Note that the integers mij and m′
ij do not depend on p or p′, respectively. We will

eventually be able to show that mij = m′
ij. At the moment, we have

trλ(aij) =
Lemma 4.5(1)

∑
p∈N (ij)

[Xk(p,λ)Zk] = ω−mij

∑
p∈N (ij)

Xk(p,λ)Zk, (59)

trλ′(aij) =
Lemma 4.5(2)

∑
p′∈N ′(ij)

[Xk(p′,λ′)Zk′
] = ω−m′

ij

∑
p′∈N ′(ij)

Xk(p′,λ′)Zk′
. (60)

Observe now that

Θω
λλ′(trλ′(aij)) = Θω

λλ′(ω−m′
ij

∑
p′∈N ′(ij)

Xk(p′,λ′)Zk′
) (∵ (60))

= ω−m′
ij Φq

λλ′(
∑

p′∈N ′(ij)

Xk(p′,λ′))Θω
λλ′(Zk′

) (∵ Remark 3.15)

= ω−m′
ij

∑
p∈N (ij)

Xk(p,λ) Zk (∵ Lemmas 4.7 and 4.8)

= ωmij−m′
ij trλ(aij). (∵ (59))

From Lemma 4.5, both trλ′(aij) ∈ Zω(P4, λ
′) and trλ(aij) ∈ Zω(P4, λ) are sum of Weyl-

ordered Laurent monomials, hence they are invariant under the ∗-maps. By Lemma
3.10 it follows that Θω

λλ′ preserves the ∗-structures, hence sends ∗-invariant elements to

∗-invariant elements. It then follows that ωmij−m′
ij = 1. We thus obtain the sought-for

compatibility Θω
λλ′(trλ′(aij)) = trλ(aij) for the stated arcs aij.

The proofs for the remaining generators bij and cij are similar, and we omit them.
In view of Lemma 4.4, the compatibility Θω

λλ′(trλ′(u)) = trλ(u) holds for all elements
u ∈ S ω(P4), hence Proposition 4.2 is proved. As explained in §4.1, this finishes the
proof of Theorem 4.1.
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4.3. The restriction of Θω
λλ′ to the balanced part. Theorem 4.1 states that the

quantum trace maps trλ and trλ′ for different triangulations are compatible with
each other through the quantum coordinate change map Θω

λλ′ : Frac(Zmbl
ω (S, λ′)) →

Frac(Zmbl
ω (S, λ)) between the skew-fields of fractions of the mutable-balanced alge-

bras. Meanwhile, in view of Theorem 2.4(a), the image of the quantum trace maps
trλ′ and trλ lie in Frac(Zbl

ω (S, λ′)) and Frac(Zbl
ω (S, λ)), the skew-fields of fractions of

the balanced algebras. In the present subsection we show that Θω
λλ′ restricts to the

map between these balanced fraction skew-fields.

Proposition 4.9. Let S be a triangulable pb surface, and λ and λ′ be triangula-
tions of S. The quantum coordinate change isomorphism Θω

λλ′ : Frac(Zmbl
ω (S, λ′)) →

Frac(Zmbl
ω (S, λ)) established in §3.4 restricts to an isomorphism

(Θω
λλ′)bl : Frac(Zbl

ω (S, λ′)) → Frac(Zbl
ω (S, λ)).

Since Θω
λ′λ : Frac(Zmbl

ω (S, λ)) → Frac(Zmbl
ω (S, λ′)) is the inverse of Θω

λλ′ (which
follows from (48), Θω

λλ = Id and Θω
λ′λ′ = Id), it suffices to show that Θω

λλ′ does restrict
to a homomorphism Frac(Zbl

ω (S, λ′)) → Frac(Zbl
ω (S, λ)).

Our strategy to show this is to use the splitting homomorphisms Se for the skew-
fields of fractions of the mutable-balanced algebras, as in (39). We first show:

Lemma 4.10. Let S be a triangulable pb surface, and λ be a triangulation of S. Let
e be an edge of λ that is not a boundary edge. Let Cute(S) be the pb surface obtained
from S by cutting along e, and let λe be the triangulation of Cute(S) induced by λ.
Then, the splitting homomorphism Se : Frac(Zmbl

ω (S, λ)) → Frac(Zmbl
ω (Cute(S), λe))

in (39) restricts to the homomorphism

Sbl
e : Frac(Zbl

ω (S, λ)) → Frac(Zbl
ω (Cute(S), λe)).

Proof. Let Zt ∈ Zbl
ω (S, λ) ⊂ Zmbl

ω (S, λ) ⊂ Zω(S, λ), with t = (tv)v∈Vλ
∈ Bλ, where

Bλ ⊂ ZVλ is as defined in (23). From (40) we have Se(Z
t) = Zt′ , with t′ = (t′v)v∈Vλe

∈
ZVλe given by the equation t′v = tpre(v), where pre stands for the gluing projection map
Cute(S) → S and also the induced map Vλe → Vλ. Thus, for each ideal triangle τ of
λ, if we denote by τ ′ the corresponding unique ideal triangle of λe, then pre induces
a bijection from Vλe ∩ τ ′ to Vλ ∩ τ , and we have t′v = tpre(v) for all v ∈ Vλe ∩ τ ′. In
view of (23), the balancedness condition is described for each ideal triangle, and hence
one can observe that the balancedness of t (with respect to λ) implies that of t′ (with
respect to λe). So Se(Z

t) = Zt′ ∈ Zmbl
ω (Cute(S), λe) lies in Zbl

ω (Cute(S), λe). □

By using the splitting homomorphisms, we will see that proving Proposition 4.9
boils down to the case when S is a disjoint union of polygons. To settle the polygon
case, we invoke the following lemma:

Lemma 4.11. [LY23, Theorem 11.7 and section 14.2] Suppose that the pb surface S
is a polygon Pk with k ≥ 3, and λ is a triangulation of S. Then the quantum trace
map trλ : S ω(S) → Zbl

ω (S, λ) induces an isomorphism

Frac(trλ) : Frac(S ω(S)) → Frac(Zbl
ω (S, λ))

between the corresponding skew-fields of fractions.
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Proposition 4.12. Proposition 4.9 holds when S is a disjoint union of polygons.

Proof. It is straightforward to see that it suffices to show the statement when S is a
(single) polygon Pk, with k ≥ 3. Our Theorem 4.1 yields Θω

λλ′(Im(trλ′)) ⊂ Im(trλ).
So Lemma 4.11 implies that Θω

λλ′ restricts to a homomorphism Frac(Zbl
ω (S, λ′)) →

Frac(Zbl
ω (S, λ)). □

We are now ready to prove Proposition 4.9.

Proof of Proposition 4.9. By the consistency (48), it suffices to prove the case when
λ and λ′ are related by a flip at an edge, say e. As in the proof of Theorem 4.1, we
cut along all edges in E defined as in (49), i.e. along all non-boundary edges of λ not
equal to e. The resulting pb surface is denoted by SE := CutE(S), which is a disjoint
union of a single copy of P4 which contains e and some number of copies of triangles
P3. Let λE and λ′

E be the triangulations of SE induced by λ and λ′. Consider the
following diagram

Frac(Zbl
ω (S, λ′))

ι

))

Sbl
E

��

∃(Θω
λλ′ )

bl?
// Frac(Zbl

ω (S, λ))

ι

uu

Sbl
E

��

Frac(Zmbl
ω (S, λ′))

Θω
λλ′ //

SE

��

Frac(Zmbl
ω (S, λ))

SE

��
Frac(Zmbl

ω (SE, λ
′
E))

Θω
λEλ′

E// Frac(Zmbl
ω (SE, λE))

Frac(Zbl
ω (SE, λ

′
E))

ι

55

(Θω
λEλ′

E
)bl

// Frac(Zbl
ω (SE, λE))

ι

ii

(61)

The inner square of the above diagram is the outermost square of the diagram in
(50), hence is commutative. The four diagonal arrows denoted by ι are the natural
embeddings. So the left and the right trapezoids are commutative, by Lemma 4.10.
The bottom horizontal map comes from Proposition 4.12; so the bottom trapezoid
commutes. The goal is to show that there exists the top horizontal map (Θω

λλ′)bl that
makes the top trapezoid commutes; since ι are injective, such a map (Θω

λλ′)bl is unique
if it exists. From now on, we may omit writing ι if it’s clear from the context.
Let Zt′ ∈ Zbl

ω (S, λ′) ⊂ Frac(Zbl
ω (S, λ′)), belonging to the upper left corner of

the diagram; that is, t′ = (t′v)v∈Vλ′
∈ Bλ′ ⊂ ZVλ′ , where Bλ′ is defined in (23). As

Zt′ = ι(Zt′) ∈ Frac(Zmbl
ω (S, λ′)), we may apply Θω

λλ′ and get an element Θω
λλ′(Zt′) ∈

Frac(Zmbl
ω (S, λ)). All we need to check is whether Θω

λλ′(Zt′) lies in Frac(Zbl
ω (S, λ)).

Recall from (31) again that the cluster seeds Dλ and Dλ′ are connected by the
sequence of mutations at the vertices v1, . . . , vr. As in the proof of Lemma 4.8
(also Lemma 3.18), let D0 = Dλ, and Dk = µvk(Dk−1) for k = 1, . . . , r. In par-
ticular, Dr = Dλ′ . Let t(r) := t′, and define t(k), k = r − 1, . . . , 2, 1, recursively
by the equation ν ′

vk
(Zt(k)) = Zt(k−1)

; see (56) for the formula of t(k−1) in terms of
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t(k). Note that νω
vk
(Zt(k)) = ν♯ω

vk
(ν ′

vk
(Zt(k))) = ν♯ω

vk
(Zt(k−1)

) = Zt(k−1) · (∗)k−1 for some
nonzero element (∗)k−1 of Frac(Xq(Dk−1)), due to Lemma 3.7. Note also that the
isomorphism νω

vk
: Frac(Zmbl

ω (Dk)) → Frac(Zmbl
ω (Dk−1)) restricts to an isomorphism

Φq
vk

: Frac(Xq(Dk)) → Frac(Xq(Dk−1)) (Lemma 3.9). Thus we arrive at

Θω
λλ′(Zt(r)) = νω

vr · · · ν
ω
v1
(Zt(r)) = νω

vr · · · ν
ω
v2
(Zt(r−1) · (∗)r−1) = · · · = Zt(0) · (∗),

where t(0) ∈ ZVλ and (∗) is a nonzero element of Frac(Xq(D0)) = Frac(Xq(S, λ)). It
remains to show that t(0) is balanced, i.e. lies in Bλ.
We now apply Sλ0 to Zt(0) · (∗). Then, from the diagram,

SE(Θ
ω
λλ′(ι(Zt′))) = Θω

λEλ′
E
(SE(ι(Z

t′))) (∵ inner square)

= Θω
λEλ′

E
(ι(Sbl

E (Z
t′))) (∵ left trapezoid)

= ι((Θω
λEλ′

E
)bl(Sbl

E (Z
t′))) (∵ bottom trapezoid)

Note that Sbl
E (Z

t′) is of the form Zt′′ with t′′ ∈ Bλ̄′ ⊂ ZVλ̄′ , so by the similar arguments
as Θω

λλ′ we see that ι((Θω
λEλ′

E
)bl(Sbl

E (Z
t′))) is of the form Zt′′′ · (∗∗), with t′′′ ∈ ZVλ̄

and 0 ̸= (∗∗) ∈ Frac(Xq(S
′, λ̄)). As the image of (Θω

λEλ′
E
)bl lies in Frac(Zbl

ω (S′, λ̄)),

and since Frac(Xq(S
′, λ)) is contained in Frac(Zbl

ω (S′, λ̄)), it follows that Zt′′′ lies in

Zbl
ω (S′, λ̄), i.e. t′′′ lies in Bλ̄. On the other hand, SE(Θ

ω
λλ′(ι(Zt′))) = SE(Z

t(0)) ·
SE((∗)); here SE(Z

t(0)) = Zt′′′′ for some t′′′′ ∈ ZVλ̄ and SE((∗)) is a nonzero element
of Frac(Xq(S

′, λ̄)). By the equality Zt′′′′ · SE((∗)) = Zt′′′ · (∗∗), it follows that t′′′′

also belongs to Bλ̄. We use the arguments in the proof of Lemma 4.10. Since the
balancedness condition for a Laurent monomial is described for each triangle in a
triangulation, and since the splitting homomorphism SE preserves this condition, it
follows that the balancedness of Zt′′′′ = SE(Z

t(0)) implies that of Zt(0) , i.e. we get
t(0) ∈ Bλ, as desired. This finishes the proof of Proposition 4.9. □

The two remarks below easily follow.

Remark 4.13. The balanced quantum coordinate change isomorphism
(Θω

λλ′)bl : Frac(Zbl
ω (S, λ′)) → Frac(Zbl

ω (S, λ)) obtained in Proposition 4.9 extends the
map Φq

λλ′ : Frac(Xq(S, λ′)) → Frac(Xq(S, λ)). (see Remark 3.15.)

Remark 4.14. The consistency equation holds (see (48)):

(Θω
λλ′)bl ◦ (Θω

λ′λ′′)bl = (Θω
λλ′′)bl

By collecting what we have proved, we obtain the following version of Theorem 4.1
written this time with respect to the coordinate change maps (Θω

λλ′)bl between the
skew-fields of fractions of balanced algebras.

Theorem 4.15 (compatibility of quantum trace with balanced n-root quantum co-
ordinate change maps (Θω

λλ′)bl). Let S be a triangulable pb surface. For any two
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triangulations λ and λ′ of S, the following diagram commutes:

S ω(S)
trλ′

ww

trλ

''
Frac(Zbl

ω (S, λ′))
(Θω

λλ′ )
bl

// Frac(Zbl
ω (S, λ)).

(62)

That is, we have

trλ = (Θω
λλ′)bl ◦ trλ′ . (63)

4.4. A comparison with coordinate change isomorphisms defined by Lê and
Yu. Suppose that S is a triangulable pb surface and λ, λ′ are two triangulations of S.
Lê and Yu also constructed a coordinate change isomorphism [LY23, Theorem 14.2]

Ψ
X

λλ′ : Frac(Zbl
ω (S, λ′)) → Frac(Zbl

ω (S, λ))

such that the following diagram commutes:

S ω(S)
trλ′

ww

trλ

''
Frac(Zbl

ω (S, λ′))
Ψ

X
λλ′

// Frac(Zbl
ω (S, λ)).

(64)

For any three triangulations λ, λ′, λ′ of S, the consistency equation holds:

Ψ
X

λλ′ ◦ΨX

λ′λ′′ = Ψ
X

λλ′′ . (65)

Here we briefly recall the construction of Ψ
X

λλ′ of Lê and Yu. As we mentioned in
Lemma 4.11, in [LY23] Lê and Yu proved that the quantum trace map

trλ : S ω(S) → Zbl
ω (S, λ)

induces an isomorphism

Frac(trλ) : Frac(S ω(S)) → Frac(Zbl
ω (S, λ))

when S is a polygon. They define Ψ
X

λλ′ to be Frac(trλ) ◦ Frac(trλ′)−1 when S is a

polygon. Then they generalize the definition of Ψ
X

λλ′ by cutting S into a collection of
polygons ([LY23, §14.3]).
We show that the Lê-Yu coordinate change map Ψ

X

λλ′ coincides with the balanced
quantum cluster coordinate change map (Θω

λλ′)bl which we studied in the present pa-
per. This answers the expectation stated in [LY23, §14.4], which provided the very
motivation for the present paper.

Theorem 4.16 (Lê-Yu quantum coordinate change equals balanced quantum cluster
coordinate change). Suppose that S is a triangulable pb surface and λ, λ′ are two
triangulations of S. We have

Ψ
X

λλ′ = (Θω
λλ′)bl.
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Proof. Because of Remark 4.14 and equation (65), we can assume that λ′ is obtained
from λ by a flip on an edge e ∈ λ. When S is a polygon, Lemma 4.11 implies the

theorem. That is, Lemma 4.11 implies that an isomorphism Ψ
X

λλ′ : Frac(Zbl
ω (S, λ′)) →

Frac(Zbl
ω (S, λ)) making the diagram in (64) is unique (see [LY23, Cor.14.3] for such a

uniqueness), hence equals (Θω
λλ′)bl, in view of Theorem 4.15.

When S is a general triangulable pb surface, we can use the trick as in the proofs
of Theorem 4.1 and Proposition 4.9. We cut S into a P4 containing e and some P3.
Consider the outermost square of the diagram in (61), which is commutative. This

diagram still commutes if we replace the top horizontal map by Ψ
X

λλ′ and the bottom

horizontal map by Ψ
X

λEλ′
E
, because the definition of the Lê-Yu maps Ψ

X

λλ′ (see [LY23,

equation (253)]) implies that they are compatible with the splitting homomorphisms.
From the polygon case, we see that the original bottom horizontal map (Θω

λEλ′
E
)bl

coincides with Ψ
X

λEλ′
E
.

Since the right vertical map Sbl
E in this original square diagram are injective, it

follows that the top horizontal map that makes this diagram commutative is unique,

if exists. By this uniqueness, it follows that (Θω
λλ′)bl coincides with Ψ

X

λλ′ , as desired.
□

Remark 4.17. The proof of Theorem 4.16 implies that Ψ
X

λλ′ = (Θω
λλ′)bl as long as

Ψ
X

λ′λ makes the diagram (64) commute and satisfies the equation (65). This shows the
uniqueness of Θ

ω

λλ′ with properties stated in Theorem 4.1 and Remark 4.14.
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