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2D HQFTS AND FROBENIUS (G,V)-CATEGORIES

PAUL GROSSKOPF

Abstract. Homotopy Quantum Field Theories as variants of Topological Quantum Field
Theories are described by functors from some cobordism category, enriched with homotopical
data, to a symmetric monoidal category V . A new notion of HQFTs is introduced using target
pairs of spaces (X,Y ) acounting for basepoints being sent to points in Y . Such (X,Y )-
HQFTs are classified in dimension 1 by dualizable representations of G := Π1(X,Y ), the
relative fundamental groupoid. For dimension 2, the notion of crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-
categories is introduced, generalizing crossed Frobenius G-algebras, where G is only a group.
After stating generalities of these multi-object generalizations, a classification theorem of
2-dimensional (X,Y )-HQFTs via crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-categories is proven.
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1. Introduction

Homotopy Quantum Field Theories were introduced by Turaev in [10] and generalize the
notion of Topological Quantum Field Theories. These can be seen as invariants of mani-
folds, that behave functorially with respect to gluings of manifolds along the boundary. One
therefore considers the category Cobd+1, which has d-dimensional closed oriented manifolds
as objects and compact oriented (d+1)-dimensional cobordisms as morphisms between them.
This category further is endowed with a symmetric monoidal structure, given by the disjoint
union. A TQFT can now be described as a symmetric monoidal functor from Cobd+1 to the
category VectK of vector spaces over a field K or more generally any symmetric monoidal
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2 P. GROSSKOPF

target category V. In dimension 2, TQFTs are fully classified by commutative Frobenius
monoids in V [1].
For HQFTs we fix a pointed space X and endow all manifolds with maps to this target space
considered up to homotopy. One again can define a category CobXd+1 and define X-HQFTs

to be symmetric monoidal functors CobXd+1 → VectK. In dimension 1, such X-HQFTs with
target space X are classified by finite dimensional representations of π1(X). Futhermore,
for contractible spaces, the theory of X-HQFTs specifies to the theory of TQFTs. If X
is homotopically more complex we get more involved algebraic structures. Particularly, if
X = K(G, 1) is the Eilenberg-MacLane space of a group G, then 2D X-HQFTs are fully
classified by so-called crossed Frobenius G-algebras [10]. For homotopy 2-types work has
been conducted in the cases X = K(A, 2), for A an abelian group, [2] as well as the general
case where both π1(X) and π2(X) are non trivial [7,9]. Furthermore, it is known that (d+1)-
dimensional X-HQFTs only depend on the homotopy (d+ 1)-type of the target space [8].
However, in this article I want to explore a more general notion of HQFTs with target
X a homotopy 1-type. Classically we consider cobordisms whose bounday components are
pointed and pointed maps to X . We can loosen these restrictions and consider some subset
Y ⊂ X , whose elements are possible images of the base points. This leads to the notion of
(X, Y )-HQFTs as symmetric monoidal functors

Cob
X,Y
d+1 → V.

We can classify these easily in dimension 1 by dualizable representations of the relative
fundamental groupoid G = Π1(X, Y ) in V, assuming some connectedness condition on the
pair (X, Y ).

Theorem A. Let V be a (strict) symmetric monoidal category. Further let X be a homotopy
1-type, Y ⊂ X, such that for any connected component C of X we have C ∩ Y 6= ∅, and
denote G = Π1(X, Y ). The 1-dimensional (X, Y )-HQFTs

Z : CobX,Y1 → V

are fully classified by functors
G → V,

such that all objects in the image are dualizable.

Moreover, the main result of this article is a classification of 2D (X, Y )-HQFTs via so-called
crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-categories. I will give two equivalent definitions of Frobenius
(G,V)-categories in analogue to the characterisation of Frobenius algebras via comultiplication
and counit or via a non-degenerate pairing. I further introduce crossings and proof the main
classification theorem of this article.

Theorem B. Let V be a (strict) symmetric monoidal category. Further, let X be a homotopy
1-type, Y ⊂ X, such that for any connected component C of X we have C ∩ Y 6= ∅, and
denote G = Π1(X, Y ). Then the 2-dimensional (X, Y )-HQFTs

Z : CobX,Y2 → V

are fully classified by crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-categories.

As indicated by the nomenclature this theorem can be thought of a groupoid-version of
Turaev’s original result. Particularly, choosing V = VectK and Y = {∗} one retrieves the
classification of X-HQFTs via crossed Frobenius G-algebras.
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2. Prelimaries and Conventions

In this section we discuss elementary notions and conventions used in the rest of the article.

2.1. Monoidal categories.

Definition 2.1. A monoidal category (V,⊗, I, α, λ, ρ) consists of a category V, an object
I of V called monoidal unit and bifunctor

⊗ : V × V → V

called tensor product. Further, there are natural isomorphisms

α : ⊗(V × ⊗) → ⊗(⊗× V),

called the associator, and

λ : ⊗(I × V) → V, ρ : ⊗(V × I) → V,

called the left and right unitor, satisfying the Pentagram rule for all objects A,B,C,D
of V:

(A⊗ B)⊗ (C ⊗D)
αA⊗B,C,D

**❯❯❯
❯❯❯

❯❯❯
❯❯❯

❯❯❯
❯

A⊗ (B ⊗ (C ⊗D))

αA,B,C⊗D

44❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥

A⊗αB,C,D

��

((A⊗ B)⊗ C)⊗D

αA,B,C⊗D

��
A⊗ ((B ⊗ C)⊗D)

αA,B⊗C,D

// (A⊗ (B ⊗ C))⊗D

and

A⊗ (I ⊗ C)
αA,I,C //

A⊗λC
��

(A⊗ I)⊗ C

ρA⊗C

��
A⊗ C A⊗ C.

If α, λ, ρ are identities, the monoidal category is called strict.

Definition 2.2. Let (V,⊗, I, α, λ, ρ) and (V ′,⊠, I ′, α′, λ′, ρ′) be two monoidal categories. A
monoidal functor between V and V ′ is a triple (F, φ, φ0), where F : V → V ′ is a functor,
φ : F ⊠ F → F (V ⊗ V) a natural transformation and φ0 : I

′ → FI a morphism in V ′ making
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the following diagrams commute:

FA⊠ (FB ⊠ FC)
α′
FA,FB,FC //

FA⊠φB,C

��

(FA⊠ FB)⊠ FC

φA,B⊠FC

��
FA⊠ F (B ⊗ C)

φA,B⊗C

��

F (A⊗B)⊠ FC

φA⊗B,C

��
F (A⊗ (B ⊗ C))

FαA,B,C

// F ((A⊗ B)⊗ C),

FB ⊠ I ′
ρ′FB //

FB⊠φ0
��

FB I ′ ⊠ FB
λ′FB //

φ0⊠FB

��

FB

FB ⊠ FI
φB,I

// F (B ⊗ I),

FρB

OO

FI ⊠ FB
φI,B

// F (I ⊗B).

FλB

OO

If φ and φ0 are identities, the monoidal functor is called strict.

Definition 2.3. Let (V,⊗, I) and (V ′,⊠, I ′) be two monoidal categories and (F, φ, φ0) and
(G,ψ, ψ0) two monoidal functors V → V ′. A natural transformation ρ : F ⇒ G is called
monoidal, if

FA⊠ FB
ρA⊠ρB//

φA,B

��

GA⊠GB

ψA,B

��

I ′
ψ0 //

φ0
��

GI

F (A⊗ B)
ρA⊗B

// G(A⊗B), F I

ρI

==⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤

are commutative diagrams.

We define braided and symmetric monoidal categories. These give us the right setting to
talk for example about any commutative and cocommutative phenomena.

Definition 2.4. A braiding of a monoidal category V is a natural isomorphims σA,B :
A⊗ B → B ⊗ A such that λAσI,A = ρA for all objects A of V and the diagrams

(A⊗ B)⊗ C
σA⊗B,C// C ⊗ (A⊗ B)

αC,A,B

��

A⊗ (B ⊗ C)
σA,B⊗C// (B ⊗ C)⊗ A

α−1

B,C,A

��
A⊗ (B ⊗ C)

αA,B,C

OO

A⊗σB,C

��

(C ⊗A)⊗ B (A⊗ B)⊗ C,

α−1

A,B,C

OO

σA,B⊗C

��

B ⊗ (C ⊗ A)

A⊗ (C ⊗ B)
αA,C,B

// (A⊗ C)⊗B,

σA,C⊗B

OO

(B ⊗ A)⊗ C
α−1

B,A,C

// B ⊗ (A⊗ C),

B⊗σA,C

OO

commute for all objects A,B,C in V.
A monoidal category is called braided, if it has a braiding σ and symmetric, if σ−1

A,B = σB,A
for all objects A,B in V.
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A monoidal functor (F, φ, φ0) between two braided monoidal categories (V,⊗, I, α, λ, ρ, σ)
and (V ′,⊠, I ′, α′, λ′, ρ′, σ′) is called braided if

FA⊠ FB
σ′ //

φA,B

��

FB ⊠ FA

φB,A

��
F (A⊗ B)

Fσ
// F (B ⊗ A)

are commutative diagrams for all A,B in V. A symmetric monoidal functor is a braided
monoidal functor between symmetric monoidal categories.

Definition 2.5. Let (V,⊗, I) and (V ′,⊠, I ′) be two symmetric monoidal categories. They are
symmetric monoidally equivalent, if there exist symmetric monoidal functors (F, φ, φ0) :
V → V ′ and (G,ψ, ψ0) : V ′ → V and monoidal natural isomorphisms ǫ : FG ⇒ Id V ′ and
η : Id V ⇒ GF .

Definition 2.6. Let (V,⊗, I) and (V ′,⊠, I ′) be two monoidal categories. The symmetric

monoidal functor category is defined as the full subcategory Fun⊗,s(V,V ′) ⊆ Fun⊗(V,V ′)
with objects symmetric monoidal functors and morphisms monoidal natural transformations.

The following proposition is well know and is therefore only stated without proof.

Proposition 2.7. Let C be a symmetric monoidal category and V, V ′ two symmetric monoidally
equivalent categories. Then the monoidal functor categories Fun⊗,s(V, C) and Fun⊗,s(V ′, C) are
equivalent as categories.

In order to avoid writing down associators and unitors, we might consider MacLane’s
coherence theorem for symmetric monoidal categories:

Theorem 2.8 ( [6, Thm.1. in XI.3.] as well as [3, Thm.XI.5.3.]). Any symmetric monoidal
category V is symmetric monoidally equivalent to a strict symmetric monoidal category S.

Henceforth, we assume every symmetric monoidal category to be strict.

2.2. Dualizability and Rigid categories.

Definition 2.9. Let (V,⊗, I) be a monoidal category and X an object of V. A right dual of
X is an object X∗ together with two morphisms evX : X ⊗X∗ → I and coevX : I → X∗⊗X
in V called evaluation and coevaluation satisfying the zig-zag equations :

(evX ⊗X)(X ⊗ coevX) = X,

(X∗ ⊗ evX)(coevX ⊗X∗) = X∗.

X is called right dualizable, if there exist a right dual of X and V is called right rigid, if
all objects is right dualizable. Similarly, given an object X , its left dual ∗X can be defined
via evX : ∗X ⊗X → I, coevX : I → X ⊗ ∗X satisfying the analogous equations. X is called
left dualizable, if there exist a left dual of X and V is called left rigid, if all objects are
left dualizable.

Duals are not unique, however they are unique up to unique isomorphisms in the following
sense:
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Proposition 2.10. Let V be a monoidal category and X an object in V. Let (X∗, evX , coevX)
and (X ′, ev′X , coev

′
X) be two right duals of X, then there exists a unique isomorphism φ : X∗ →

X ′ such that ev′X(X ⊗ φ) = evX and coev′X = (φ⊗X)coevX .

Remark 2.11. Duals are also compatible with the tensor product: given X, Y ∈ V with right
duals X∗, Y ∗, then (X ⊗ Y ) is right dualizable with right dual (Y ∗ ⊗X∗) via

evX⊗Y := evX(X ⊗ evY ⊗X∗) : X ⊗ Y ⊗ Y ∗ ⊗X∗ → I,

coevX⊗Y := (Y ∗ ⊗ coevX ⊗ Y )coevY : I → Y ∗ ⊗X∗ ⊗X ⊗ Y.

Furthermore, in symmetric monoidal categories one need not to differentiate between left
and right duals, since any right dual (X∗, evX , coevX) of X is also a left dual via evXσ and
σcoevX .

Definition 2.12. Let V be a symmetric monoidal category. X is called dualizable if has a
left/right dual. V is called rigid, if every object is dualizable.

Given a morphisms f : A → B between dualizable objects A and B we consider the
morphisms f ∗ : B∗ → A∗ defined by

f ∗ := (A∗ ⊗ evB)(A
∗ ⊗ f ⊗B∗)(coevA ⊗ B∗).

B∗

A∗

f ∗ =

B∗

A∗

f

One easily checks that this morphism satisfies:

(f ∗ ⊗ B)coevB = (A∗ ⊗ f)coevA

evA(A⊗ f ∗) = evB(f ⊗B∗)

The following is again well known and therefore stated without proof.

Proposition 2.13. Let (V,⊗, I), (W,⊠, J) be two strict monoidal categories, (F, φ, φ0), (G,ψ, ψ0) :
V → W be two monoidal functors and α : F ⇒ G a monoidal natural transformation. If V
is right rigid, then α is a natural isomorphism.

2.3. The relative fundamental groupoid.

Definition 2.14. Let (X, Y ) be a pair of topological spaces. Define Π1(X, Y ) the funda-

mental groupoid of (X, Y ) as the following category:

• Objects are given by y ∈ Y .
• Given y, z ∈ Y , the Hom-sets are given by

Π1(X, Y )(y, z) := {[f ]|f : [0, 1] → X, f(0) = y, f(1) = z} ,

where [f ] = [g] iff they are f and g are homotopic relativ to the endpoints.
• The composition of [f ] and [g] is given by [g] ◦ [f ] = [f · g], where

(f · g)(t) :=

{

f(2t) t ∈ [0, 1
2
]

g(2t− 1) t ∈ [1
2
, 1]
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• The units are given by the constant paths 1y for y ∈ Y .
• The inverse of [f ] is given by [f̄ ], where

f̄(t) := f(1− t)

.

Denote the homsets HomΠ1(X,Y )(y, z) =: Π1(y, z), if there is no ambiguity about the pair
(X, Y ).

One checks easily that the fundamental groupoid is in fact a groupoid, meaning that
[f ] ◦ [f̄ ] = 1z and [f̄ ] ◦ [f ] = 1y for all f ∈ Π1(y, z). In the following we write α : x → y
or β : y → z for elements in the fundamental groupoid and αβ : x → z for the composition
β ◦ α ∈ Π1(x, z).

3. The category of (X, Y )-cobordisms

To provide a categorical definition of (X, Y )-HQFTs it is helpful to put homotopy condi-
tions already in the definition of the source category and not as a condition on the functor. So
throughout the following let X be a homotopy 1-type, Y ⊂ X and d ≥ 0 be a natural number.
By manifold we will always mean a differentiable manifold and by closed we understand it to
be compact and with empty boundary.

3.1. (X, Y )-cobordisms.

Definition 3.1. A topological space Z is pointed if every connected component of Z is
provided with a base point. Denote the set of base points of Z by Z•.

Definition 3.2. A d-dimensional (X, Y )-manifold is a pair (M, [g]), where (M,M•) is a
pointed, oriented, d-dimensional manifold and [g] ∈ [(M,M•), (X, Y )]• a homotopy class of
maps relative to the base points. Particularly, M is allowed to be the empty set and g the
empty function. Denote it by ∅d to avoid ambiguities. g is called the characteristic map.
An (X, Y )-homeomorphism of (X, Y )-manifolds between (M, [g]) and (M ′, [g′]) is an
orientation preserving homeomorphism f : (M,M•) → (M ′,M ′

•) such that [g] = [g′f ] in
[(M,M•), (X, Y )]•.

Definition 3.3. A (d+1)-dimensional (X, Y )-cobordism is a tuple (W,M0,M1, f), together
with a homotopy class of maps [g] ∈ [(W, ∂W ), (X, Y )]∂W relative to the boundary ∂W . M0

and M1 are disjoint, pointed, closed, oriented, d-dimensional (X, Y )-manifolds with charac-
teristic maps [g0] ∈ [(M0,M0•), (X, Y )]•, [g1] ∈ [(M1,M1•), (X, Y )]• and W is a compact,
oriented, (d+1)-dimensional manifold with f = (f0

∐

f1) : ∂W → −M0

∐

M1 an orientation
preserving homeomorphisms, where −M0 denotes the manifoldM0 with opposite orientation.
Further for any representative g : M → X we have that [g ◦ f−1

0 ] = [g0] and [g ◦ f−1
1 ] = [g1]

in [(M0,M0•), (X, Y )]• and [(M0,M0•), (X, Y )]• respectively. An (X, Y )-homeomorphism

of (X, Y )-cobordisms is a triple (F, φ0, φ1) : (W,M0,M1, f) → (W ′,M ′
0,M

′
1, f

′), where
F : W → W ′ is an orientation preserving homeomorphism and φi : Mi → M ′

i are (X, Y )-
homeomorphisms of (X, Y )-manifolds for i ∈ {0, 1}, such that (φ0

∐

φ1) ◦ f ◦ F |∂W = f ′ and
[g] = [g′F ] in [(W, ∂W ), (X, Y )]• .
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3.2. Glueing of (X, Y )-cobordisms. Since we work with a homotopy 1-type X glueing
of (X, Y )-cobordisms poses no problems: Let (M0, [g0]), (M1, [g1]) and (N, [h]) be (X, Y )-
manifolds and fix representatives g0 : M0 → X and g1 : M1 → X . Let (W,M0, N, f)
and (W ′, N,M1, f

′) be (X, Y )-cobordisms together with two representatives g : W → X
and g′ : W ′ → X . Since g ◦ f−1

1 and g′ ◦ f ′−1 are both representatives of the class [h] ∈
[(N,N•), (X, Y )]• we have a homotopy T : N × [0, 1] → X such that T (n, 0) = (g ◦ f−1

1 )(n),
T (n, 1) = (g′ ◦ (f ′

0)
−1)(n) for all n ∈ N and T (n0, t) = y0 for base points n0 ∈ N• and y0 ∈ Y ,

hence we can glue W to N × [0, 1] from the left via π−1
0 f1 and glue W ′ from the right via

f ′−1
0 π1, where π = π0

∐

π1 : N × {0, 1} → −N
∐

N . We define this new (X, Y )-cobordism
by (W ◦W ′,M0,M1, (f0, f

′
1)) and the homotopy class of g ◦ g′ := g

∐

π−1

0
f1
T
∐

f ′−1

0
π1
g′. We

call (W ◦W ′, [g ◦ g′]) the glueing of W and W ′.

3.3. The category of (X, Y )-cobordisms. (X, Y )-cobordisms form the following category

Cob
X,Y
d+1 :

• Objects are oriented, d-dimensional compact (X, Y )-manifolds.
• Morphisms are homeomorphism classes of d+ 1-dimensional (X, Y )-cobordism.
• Composition is given by gluing of (X, Y )-cobordisms. Given (W,M0, N, f), (W

′, N,M1, f
′)

their composition is defined to be (W ◦W ′, [g ◦ g′]).
• Identities Id (M,g) on a given (M, g) an oriented, d-dimensional (X, Y )-manifold are
given by the homeomorphism class of the (X, Y )-bordism (M × [0, 1],M × 0,M ×
1, π|M×{0,1}) with homotopy class [g ◦ π] the composition of g and projection on M .
This might be called the cylinder over (M, g).

Further, there is a monoidal structure on Cob
X,Y
d+1 :

• The Tensor product is given by the disjoint union. Given two (X, Y )-manifolds
(M, [g]), (N, [g′]) consider (M

∐

N, [g
∐

g′]) and similarly for the disjoint union of
(X, Y )-bordisms, satisfying associativity constraints.

• The Monoidal unit is the empty (X, Y )-manifold ∅d, satisfying unitality constraints.
• With the braiding σMN : (M

∐

N, [g
∐

g′]) → (N
∐

M, [g′
∐

g]), with σNMσMN =

IdM
∐
N , Cob

X,Y
d+1 satisfies the conditions of a symmetry of monoidal categories.

This symmetric monoidal category is called the category of (d+ 1)-dimensional (X, Y )-
cobordisms.

Proposition 3.4. The category Cob
X,Y
d+1 is rigid.

This is easily seen by considering the cylinders M × [0, 1] over oriented d-dimensional
compact (X, Y )-manifolds (M, [g]) and interpreting them as morphisms C : ∅ → −M

∐

M
as well as E : M

∐

−M → ∅, where −M is the manifold M with opposite orientation, by
setting their homotopy class [g ◦ π] to be the composition of g and projection on M . E and
C statisfy the zig-zag-equations exhibiting (−M, [g]) as the dual of M . Furthermore, for any
bordism (W,M0,M1, f0

∐

f1) the cobordism −W = (−W,−M1,−M0, f1
∐

f0) with the same
characteristic map is given by

W ∗ = (−M0 ⊗ evM1
)(−M0 ⊗W ⊗−M1)(coevM0

⊗−M1)

.
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4. (X, Y )-HQFTs and their classification in dimension 1

In this formalism d-dimensional (X, Y )-HQFTs can now be defined quite easily with a
variable target category. Please note, that there is some ambiguity in the term target ! In the
theory of TQFT it refers to the domain of the functor, whereas in [11] it refers to the space
X . We make this nomenclature precise. Through this section let d > 0.

Definition 4.1. Let (V,⊗, I, σ) be a (strict) symmetric, monoidal category. A d-dimensional
Homotopy Quantum Field Theory with target pair of spaces (X, Y ), or shorter
(X, Y )-HQFT is a symmetric monoidal functor

Z : CobX,Yd → V.

V is called its target category.

Definition 4.2. The symmetric monoidal functor category Fun⊗,s(CobX,Y
d
,V) of d-dimensional

(X, Y )-HQFTs and target space pair (X, Y ) and target category V is denoted by Qd(X, Y,V).
A morphism between two (X, Y )-HQFTs Z and Z ′ is hence a monoidal natural transforma-
tion ρ : Z ⇒ Z ′.

Remark 4.3. Since Cob
X,Y
d is rigid, all natural transformations between (X, Y )-HQFTs are

isomorphisms due to 2.13. This means Qd(X, Y,V) is a groupoid.
A natural question to ask is how (X, Y )-HQFT’s behave under change of target space. Given
an (X, Y )-HQFT Z and a map f : X → X ′, then the HQFT can be pushed forward to an
(X ′, f(Y ))-HQFT via f∗ : Qd(X, Y,V) → Qd(X

′, Y,V) by composing the characteristic map
with f . Similarly if we are interested in changing the target category and can always compose
with a symmetric monoidal functor F : V → V ′ to get a push forward F∗ : Qd(X, Y,V) →
Qd(X, Y,V

′).

Although the definition of CobX,Yd and d-dimensional (X, Y )-HQFTs makes sense for any
target pair withX a homotopy 1-type, we impose some light connectivity condition on (X, Y ),
namely that every connected component of X has non-empty intersection with Y . The reason
for that is, that we otherwise might have morphisms in Cob

X,Y
d from the empty manifold to

the empty manifold, whose characteristic map maps into a component without any point
of Y in it. Such a morphism cannot factor through any object different from the empty
manifold. Therefore we might not represent is by composition of simple generators. It is
therefore reasonable to assume that any connected component of X has a point in Y .

Definition 4.4. A pair of topological spaces (X, Y ) is called admissible, if X is a homotopy
1-type and for any connected component C of X we have C ∩ Y 6= ∅.

Definition 4.5. Let G be a category and V a monoidal category. A dualizable represen-

tation of G in V is a functor F : G → V such that Fx is dualizable in V for all objects x of
G. A morphism of dualizable representations is a natural transformation ρ : F → F ′

such that

evF ′x(ρx ⊗ ρx∗) = evFx

(ρx∗ ⊗ ρx)coevFx = coevF ′x

Denote the category of dualizable representations and morphisms of dualizable representa-
tions as Fun∗(G,V).
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Theorem 4.6. Let (V,⊗, I, σ) be a (strict) symmetric monoidal category. Let (X, Y ) be an
admissible pair of spaces and denote the relative fundamental groupoid of the pair (X, Y ) by
G = Π1(X, Y ). The category Q1(X, Y,V) of 1-dimensional (X, Y )-HQFTs is equivalent to
the category Fun∗(G,V) of dualizable representations.

Proof. The objects in Cob
X,Y
1 are oriented, 0-dimensional, closed manifolds, hence consist

of a finite, disjoint union of oriented points, together with a homotopy class of maps to Y
fixing basepoints. One therefore can identify them with points in Y together with an ori-
entation ∈ {+,−}. The duality between +y and −y is exhibited by evy : +y

∐

−y → ∅
and coevy : ∅ → −y

∐

+y, whose characteristic maps are the constant maps on y. Consider
y, z ∈ Y and a paths g : [0, 1] → X from y to z, then there exists a morphism from +y to +z
given by the interval and characteristic class [g], that we might also denote by [g]. We claim

that any morphisms in Cob
X,Y
1 can be glued from σ, evy, coevy for any y ∈ Y and [g] for any

g : y → z ∈ G.

+y +z

+z +y

+y −y

−y +y

+y

+z

g

First of all, any morphisms −y → −z with characteristic map [g] can be represented as
[ḡ]∗ = (Id−z ⊗ ev+y)(Id −z ⊗ [ḡ]⊗ Id−y)(coev+z ⊗ Id−y).

−y

−z

ḡ

Furthermore, any morphism ∅ → y ⊗ −z with characteristic class [g] can be represented as
(+y ⊗ [ḡ])coevz and similarly for −y ⊗ +z → ∅. Pre- or postcomposing with σ yield all
morphisms ∅ → −y ⊗ +z and +y ⊗ −z → ∅. Therefore any morphisms with underlying
1-manifold an interval is a composition our generators. For any morphisms with underlying
1-manifold a circle, we can assume by connectivity that the caracteristic maps hits at least on
point in Y , say y. Any circle therefore factors through evyσ(Id−y⊗ [g])coevy, where g : y → y

in G. Since morphisms in Cob
X,Y
1 are finite unions of interval and circles, all morphisms are

generated by σ, evy, coevy for any y ∈ Y and [g] for any g : y → z ∈ G.
Now given a 1-dimensional (X, Y )-HQFT Z, the functor determines objects Z(+y) in V with
choice of duals Z(−y), Z(coevy),Z(evy) together morphisms

Z([g]) : Z(+y) → Z(+z)

in V for g : y → z. One checks easily that these form an action of the groupoid G on the
objects Z(y).
Conversely, any such data is sufficient to define a 1-dimensional (X, Y )-HQFTs, since Z is
determined by the value on the morphisms evy, coevy and [g].
Let now ρ : Z ⇒ Z ′ be a natural isomorphism between two 1-dimensional (X, Y )-HQFTs,
hence we get isomorphisms ρ±y : Z(±y) → Z ′(±y) such that ev′y(ρ+y ⊗ ρ−y) = evy and
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(ρ−y ⊗ ρ+y)coevy = coev′y and ρzZ([g]) = Z([g])ρy, hence this is the same data than a
morphism of dualizable representations. �

5. Crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-categories

In this section the main notion in order to classify 2-dimensional (X, Y )-HQFTs is defined.
These structures should specify to G-graded Frobenius algebras

L =
⊕

α∈G

Lα

in the case where G = G a group and V = VectK. However, since we do not assume the
existence of (co)-products in V, consider the Lα themselves as the objects. As one can see in
the proof of the main theorem, this is actually much more in the spirit of HQFTs.

Definition 5.1. Let G be a groupoid and V a (strict) symmetric monoidal category. A
(G,V)-category is a collection of objects Lα ∈ V for all α : x → y in the groupoid G,
together with two families of morphisms in V

mα,β : Lα ⊗ Lβ → Lαβ α : x→ y, β : y → z, x, y, z ∈ G,

called composition/multiplication, and

jx : I → L1x x ∈ G,

called unit, satisfying associativity:

Lα ⊗ Lβ ⊗ Lγ

Lα⊗mβ,γ

��

mα,β⊗Lγ // Lαβ ⊗ Lγ

mαβ,γ

��
Lα ⊗ Lβγ mα,βγ

// Lαβγ

for all composable triple of morphisms α, β, γ in G and unitality:

Lα ≃ I ⊗ Lα
jx⊗Lα //

Lα

))❙❙❙
❙❙❙

❙❙❙
❙❙❙

❙❙❙
❙❙❙

L1x ⊗ Lα

m1x,α

��

Lα ≃ Lα ⊗ I
Lα⊗jy //

Lα

))❙❙❙
❙❙❙

❙❙❙
❙❙❙

❙❙❙
❙❙❙

Lα ⊗ L1y

mα,1y

��
Lα, Lα

for α : x→ y in G.
A (G,V)-functor is a collection of morphisms Fα : Lα → L′

α in V commuting with compo-
sition and unit:

Lα ⊗ Lβ
Fα⊗Fβ//

mα,β

��

L′
α ⊗ L′

β

m′
α,β

��

I
jx //

j′Fx   ❆
❆❆

❆❆
❆❆

❆❆
L1x

F1x

��
Lαβ

Fαβ

// L′
αβ , L′

1Fx
.

Denote the category of (G,V)-categories as (G,V)− Cat .
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Remark 5.2. Let X be a class and G = X×X the groupoid with objects X , that has exactely
one arrow x → y for all x, y ∈ X . Such (X × X,V)-categories are precisely categories
enriched over V, hence, this notion generalizes enriched categories. Note that generally, for
given objects x, y in G, there are multiple object Lα in V, namely for all α : x → y in G, and
not just a collection Lxy = HomL(x, y) ∈ V as for enriched categories. Further, note that the
objects x, y play only a supporting role by clarifying, which elements can be composed.

Example 5.3. Given a field K and a groupoid G. Define Lα = K〈lα〉 to be the 1-dimensional
vector spaces generated by lα and mα,β(lα ⊗ lβ) := lαβ and jx(1) := l1x . (L,m, j) is a
(G,VectK)-category in analogue to the group algebra for a group G. We may therefore call it
groupoid algebra of G and denote it by L = K[G].

Definition 5.4. Let G be a groupoid and (V,⊗, I, σ) a (strict) symmetric monoidal category.
A (G,V)-opcategory is a (G,Vop)-category L.
Explicitely, L consists of a collection of objects Lα ∈ V for all α : x → y in the groupoid G,
together with two families of morphisms in V:

∆α,β : Lαβ → Lα ⊗ Lβ α : x→ y, β : y → z, x, y, z ∈ G,

called cocomposition/comultiplication, and

νx : L1x → I x ∈ G,

called counit, satisfying coassociativity:

Lα ⊗ Lβ ⊗ Lγ Lαβ ⊗ Lγ
∆α,β⊗Lγoo

Lα ⊗ Lβγ

Lα⊗∆β,γ

OO

Lαβγ
∆α,βγ

oo

∆αβ,γ

OO

for all composable triples of morphisms α, β, γ in G and counitality

Lα ≃ I ⊗ Lα L1x ⊗ Lα
νx⊗Lαoo Lα ≃ Lα ⊗ I Lα ⊗ L1y

Lα⊗νyoo

Lα,

Lα

ii❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙

∆1x,α

OO

Lα.

Lα

ii❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙❙

∆α,1y

OO

for α : x→ y in G.
A (G,V)-op-functor is a collection Fα : Lα → L′

α of maps in V commuting with cocompo-
sition and counit:

Lα ⊗ Lβ
Fα⊗Fβ// L′

α ⊗ L′
β I L1x

νxoo

F1x

��
Lαβ

∆α,β

OO

Fαβ

// L′
αβ,

∆′
α,β

OO

L′
1Fx
.

ν′Fx

``❆❆❆❆❆❆❆❆❆

Denote the category of (G,V)-opcategories as (G,V)− opCat .

Frobenius algebras can be defined by two equivalent definitions the existence of an inner
product as done in [11] or the categorical definition stating the existence of a compatible
comultiplication. In the following generalizations of both are introduced and it is shown, that
these are equivalent.
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Definition 5.5. Let G be a groupoid and (V,⊗, I, σ) a (strict) symmetric monoidal category.
A Frobenius (G,V)-category is a 5-tuple consisting of a family (Lα)α∈G of objects in V and
four families of morphisms m, j,∆, ν in V such that:

(FC1) (L,m, j) is an (G,V)-category.
(FC2) (L,∆, ν) is a (G,V)-opcategory.
(FC3) The Frobenius conditions are satisfied:

Lαβ ⊗ Lγ
∆α,β⊗Lγ

ww♥♥♥
♥♥
♥♥
♥♥
♥♥
♥ mαβ,γ

%%❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑❑

❑❑
Lα ⊗ Lβγ

mα,βγ

yysss
ss
ss
ss
s Lα⊗∆β,γ

((PP
PP

PP
PP

PP
PP

Lα ⊗ Lβ ⊗ Lγ

Lα⊗mβ,γ ''PP
PP

PP
PP

PP
PP

Lαβγ

∆α,βγyyss
ss
ss
ss
s

∆αβ,γ %%❑❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑❑

❑❑
Lα ⊗ Lβ ⊗ Lγ

mα,β⊗Lγvv♥♥♥
♥♥
♥♥
♥♥
♥♥
♥

Lα ⊗ Lβγ Lαβ ⊗ Lγ .

A Frobenius (G,V)-functor is a (G,V)-functor as well as a (G,V)-opfunctor. Denote the
category of Frobenius (G,V)-categories and -functors by Frob G(V). We call L symmetric,
if for all α : x→ y

νxmα,α−1 = νymα−1,ασ : Lα ⊗ Lα−1 → I.

Equivalently we can define Frobenius (G,V)-categories by defining an inner product:

Definition 5.6. Let L be a (G,V)-category. A family of morphisms ηα : Lα ⊗ Lα−1 → I is
called an inner product or evaluation on L if:

(IP1) it is non-degenerate, that is, if there exists a family coevα : I → Lα−1 ⊗ Lα called
coevaluation, such that

(ηα ⊗ Lα)(Lα ⊗ coevα) = Lα,

(Lα−1 ⊗ ηα)(coevα ⊗ Lα−1) = Lα−1

and
(IP2) it is compatibility with the multiplication:

Lα ⊗ Lβ ⊗ Lγ

Lα⊗mβ,γ

��

mα,β⊗Lγ // Lαβ ⊗ Lγ

ηαβ

��
Lα ⊗ Lβγ ηα

// I,

where γ = (αβ)−1, hence α−1 = βγ. The inner product is called symmetric if

ηα = ηα−1σ : Lα ⊗ Lα−1 → I.

A Frobenius (G,V)-category is a (G,V)-category L with an inner product. If the inner
product is symmetric, L is called a symmetric Frobenius (G,V)-category.

The first conditions states that Lα−1 it the (right) dual of Lα in V via ηα and coevα. The
second connects this duality with the (G,V)-category structure on.

Example 5.7. (1) If G = 1 is the trivial group, with one morphism then every (1,V)-
category is a Frobenius monoid in V.
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(2) If G = G is a group and V = VectK, then any (G,VectK)-category L is equivalent to a
Frobenius G-algebra L′ as defined in [11] given by

L′ =
⊕

α∈G

Lα,

with x · y := mα,β(x ⊗ y) for x ∈ Lα, y ∈ Lβ with α, β ∈ G and 1L′ = jǫ(1) ∈ Lǫ for
ǫ ∈ G the neutral element.

(3) The groupoid algebra L = K[G] has a (G,VectK)-opcategory structure via ∆α,β(lαβ) =
lα⊗ lβ and ν(l1x) = 1. Furthermore, the Frobenius conditions are satisfied and there-
fore L = K[G] is a Frobenius (G,V)-category, that is symmetric.

Lemma 5.8. Given an inner product, the corresponding coevaluation is unique. Further a
Frobenius (G,V)-category is symmetric, if and only if

σcoevα = coevα−1 .

Proof. The first statement was shown in 2.10. The second statement follows from the fact
that ηXσ and σcoevX satisfy the zig-zag-equations. The uniqueness of η and coev shows that
σcoevα = coevα−1 , if and only iff ηασ = ηα−1 . �

Lemma 5.9. Let L be a Frobenius (G,V)-category then

mα,β = (Lαβ ⊗ η(αβ)−1)(Lαβ ⊗ L(αβ)−1 ⊗mα,β)(coev(αβ)−1 ⊗ Lα ⊗ Lβ)(1)

= (Lαβ ⊗ ηβ−1)(Lαβ ⊗m(αβ)−1,α ⊗ Lβ)(coev(αβ)−1 ⊗ Lα ⊗ Lβ)(2)

= (ηαβ ⊗ Lαβ)(mα,β ⊗ L(αβ)−1 ⊗ Lαβ)(Lα ⊗ Lβ ⊗ coevαβ)(3)

= (ηα ⊗ Lαβ)(Lα ⊗mβ,(αβ)−1 ⊗ Lαβ)(Lα ⊗ Lβ ⊗ coevαβ)(4)

Proof. This proof is an easy deduction of the axiom for the coevaluation. By commutativity
of tensor product and composition we can push coev and η together in (1) to get

(Lαβ ⊗ η(αβ)−1)(coev(αβ)−1 ⊗ Lαβ)mα,β = mα,β.

(2) follows from (1) by compability of the multiplication and inner product. (3), (4) can be
deduced anagolously. �

Proposition 5.10. Both definitions (5.5 & 5.6) of (symmetric) Frobenius (G,V)-categories
are equivalent.

Proof. Let L be a Frobenius (G,V)-category in the sense of 5.5. We will show that there is
an inner product on L. For α : x → y define ηα := νxmα,α−1 . The proof works in analogue to
the one-object case, but making sure we respect codomains and domains of arrows.

• ηα is symmetric if and only if L is a symmetric Frobenius (G,V)-category.
• Non-degeneracy condition: Define coevα := ∆α−1,αjy. Then

(Lα−1 ⊗ ηα)(coevα ⊗ Lα−1) = (Lα−1 ⊗ νx)(Lα ⊗mα,α−1)(∆α−1,α ⊗ Lα)(jy ⊗ Lα)

= (Lα−1 ⊗ νx)∆α−1,1xm1y ,α−1(jy ⊗ Lα−1) = Lα−1 ,

(ηα ⊗ Lα)(Lα ⊗ coevα) = (νx ⊗ Lα)(mα,α−1 ⊗ Lα)(Lα ⊗∆α−1,α)(Lα ⊗ jy)

= (νx ⊗ Lα)∆1x,αmα,1y(Lα ⊗ jy) = Lα,

where we used the Frobenius conditions as well as (co)-unitality.
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• For the compatibility with the multiplication we can look at the following commuting
diagram:

Lα ⊗ Lβ ⊗ Lγ

Lα⊗mβ,γ

��

mα,β⊗Lγ // Lαβ ⊗ Lγ

mαβ,γ

��
ηαβ

��

Lα ⊗ Lβγ mα,βγ

//

ηα
22

Lαβγ = L1x

νx

%%❑❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑❑

❑❑

I.

The square commutes by associativity of the multiplication and the two triagles com-
mute per definitionem.

Therefore η is an inner product on the (G,V)-category L, making it is Frobenius in terms of
5.6. Further L is symmetric if the inner product is symmetric.
Now let L be a Frobenius (G,V)-category in the sense of 5.6. We need to construct a comul-
tiplication and a counit. We define

∆α,β := (Lα ⊗mα−1,αβ)(coevα−1 ⊗ Lαβ) : Lαβ → Lα ⊗ Lβ ,

νx := η1x(jx ⊗ L1x) : L1x → I.

First note that ∆α,β = (mαβ,β−1 ⊗ Lβ)(Lαβ ⊗ coevβ) by using (2) and (3):

∆α,β = (Lα ⊗mα−1,αβ)(coevα−1 ⊗ Lαβ)

= (Lα ⊗ ηβ ⊗ Lβ)(Lα ⊗mα−1,αβ ⊗ Lβ−1 ⊗ Lβ)(Lα ⊗ Lα−1 ⊗ Lαβ ⊗ coevβ)(coevα−1 ⊗ Lαβ)

= (Lα ⊗ ηβ ⊗ Lβ)(Lα ⊗mα−1,αβ ⊗ Lβ−1 ⊗ Lβ)(coevα ⊗ Lαβ ⊗ Lβ−1 ⊗ Lβ)(Lαβ ⊗ coevβ)

= (mαβ,β−1 ⊗ Lβ)(Lαβ ⊗ coevβ).

Using this identity, we show coassociativity:

(∆α,β ⊗ Lγ)∆αβ,γ = (Lα ⊗mα−1,αβ ⊗ Lγ)(coevα−1 ⊗ Lαβ ⊗ Lγ)(mαβγ,γ−1 ⊗ Lγ)(Lαβγ ⊗ coevγ)

= (Lα ⊗mα−1,αβ ⊗ Lγ)(Lα ⊗ Lα−1 ⊗mαβγ,γ−1 ⊗ Lγ)(coevα−1 ⊗ Lαβγ ⊗ coevγ)

= (Lα ⊗mβγ,γ−1 ⊗ Lγ)(Lα ⊗mα−1,αβγ ⊗ L−1
γ ⊗ Lγ)(coevα−1 ⊗ Lαβγ ⊗ coevγ)

= (Lα ⊗mβγ,γ−1 ⊗ Lγ)(Lα ⊗ Lβγ ⊗ coevγ)(Lα ⊗mα−1,αβγ)(coevα−1 ⊗ Lαβγ)

= (Lα ⊗∆β,γ)∆α,βγ ,

and counitality:

(νx ⊗ Lα)∆1x,α = (η1x,1x ⊗ Lα)(jx ⊗ L1x ⊗ Lα)(L1x ⊗m1x,α)(coev1x ⊗ Lα)

= m1x,α(η1x,1x ⊗ L1x ⊗ Lα)(L1x ⊗ coev1x ⊗ Lα)(jx ⊗ Lα)

= m1x,α(jx ⊗ Lα) = Lα,

and analogously for the right counitality. (L,∆, ν) therefore forms a (G,V)-opcategory.
We finish by checking the Frobenius conditions:

(Lα ⊗mβ,γ)(∆α,β ⊗ Lγ) = (Lα ⊗mβ,γ)(Lα ⊗mα−1,αβ ⊗ Lγ)(coevα−1 ⊗ Lαβ ⊗ Lγ)

= (Lα ⊗mα−1,αβγ)(Lα ⊗ Lα−1 ⊗mαβ,γ)(coevα−1 ⊗ Lαβ ⊗ Lγ)

= (Lα ⊗mα−1,αβγ)(coevα−1 ⊗mαβ,γ) = ∆α,βγmαβ,γ
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(mα,β ⊗ Lγ)(Lα ⊗∆β,γ) = (mα,β ⊗ Lγ)(Lα ⊗mβγ,γ−1 ⊗ Lγ)(Lα ⊗ Lβγ ⊗ coevγ)

= (mαβγ,γ−1 ⊗ Lγ)(mα,βγ ⊗ Lγ−1 ⊗ Lγ)(Lα ⊗ Lβγ ⊗ coevγ)

= (mαβγ,γ−1 ⊗ Lγ)(mα,βγ ⊗ coevγ) = ∆αβ,γmα,βγ,

where we used associativity. Therefore L forms a Frobenius (G,V)−category in the sense of
of 5.5. Let α : x→ y, then

νxmα,α−1 = η1x(jx ⊗mα,α−1) = ηα(m1x,α ⊗ Lα−1)(jx ⊗ Lα ⊗ Lα−1) = ηα,

by compatibility of multiplication and inner product. Hence L is symmetric if and only if η
is. �

We are finally able to define crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-categories and therefore intro-
duce the notion of crossings. By reasons explained in section 6 these crossings are defined for
all paths, but only act on loops α : x→ x in G. This will be the main definition in classifying
2-dimensional (X, Y )-HQFTs.

Definition 5.11. Given a Frobenius (G,V)-category L and a morphism f : Lα ⊗ Lβ → Lβ
in V for any α, β ∈ G. Its partial trace is defined as

Trace β(f) := ηβ(f ⊗ Lβ−1)(Lα ⊗ coevβ−1) : Lα → I.

Lα

Trace β(f) =

Lα

f

Definition 5.12. Given a groupoid G, consider the totally disconnected groupoid of loops
G0. It has the same objects, but only endomorphisms α : x → x. A loop Frobenius

(G,V)-category is a Frobenius (G0,V)-category. A loop Frobenius (G,V)-category is called
crossed, if there is a family of morphisms called the crossing φαβ : Lα → Lβαβ−1 for all
α : x→ x ∈ G0 and β : y → x ∈ G such that:

(LF1) They respect the (G0,V)-category and (G0,V)-opcategory structure:

φαα
′

β mα,α′ = mβαβ−1,βα′β−1(φαβ ⊗ φα
′

β ), φ1x
β jx = jy,

(φαβ ⊗ φα
′

β )∆αα′ = ∆βαβ−1,βα′β−1φαα
′

β , νyφ
1x
β = νx,

for all α, α′ : x→ x and β : y → x.
(LF2) They are compatible composition:

φβαβ
−1

γ φαβ = φαγβ, φα1x = Lα,

for all α : x→ x and β : y → x, γ : z → y.
(LF3) The crossed conditions are satisfied:

mβ,ασ = mβαβ−1,β(φ
α
β ⊗ Lβ) : Lα ⊗ Lβ → Lβα ∀α : x→ x, β : x→ x,

φαα = Lα : Lα → Lα ∀α : x→ x,

Trace α(mαβ(βα)−1,α(Lαβα−1β−1 ⊗ φαβ)) = Trace β(φ
αβα−1

α−1 mαβ(βα)−1 ,β(Lαβα−1β−1 ⊗ Lβ)),

for all α, β : x→ x.



2D HQFTS AND FROBENIUS (G,V)-CATEGORIES 17

A crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-functor F : L→ L′ is a Frobenius (G0,V)-functor, such
that F (φαβ) = φ′α

β . Denote the category of loop Frobenius (G,V)-categories and -functors by

FrobG◦ (V).

From this definition general properties of crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-categories can al-
ready be deduced.

Corollary 5.13. For α : x → x the operation mα,α : Lα ⊗ Lα → Lαα is commutative.
Particularly, Lα is a commutative monoid for any idempotent α = α2.
For α = 1x and G := G(x, x) there is a left action of G on L1x by {φ1x

β }β∈G

Proposition 5.14. Any crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-category is symmetric as a Frobenius
(G0,V)-category.

Proof. First of all note that φαα = Lα = φα1x and φα
α−1 : Lα → Lα satisfies φα

α−1φαα = φα1x , hence
it is the identity on Lα. Now

mα−1,ασ = mα,α−1(φαα−1 ⊗ Lα) = mα,α−1 .

Particularly νxmα−1,ασ = νxmα,α−1 . �

6. Classification of 2-dimensional (X, Y )-HQFTs

By the same reasoning as for the classification of 1-dimensional (X, Y )-HQFTs assume
some connectedness condition on the pair (X, Y ). Fix therefore (X, Y ) an admissible pair
and V a strict symmetric monoidal target category. We classify HQFTs with target space
pair (X, Y ) by means of crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-categories. This is done in two steps:
determining a crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-category for all 2-dimensional (X, Y )-HQFTs,
called the underlying crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-category. Secondly, showing that every
crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-category induces a 2-dimensional (X, Y )-HQFT.

By Proposition 2.7 it is enough to consider a skeleton of the category Cob
X,Y
2 . Since any

connected 1-dimensional (X, Y )-manifold is (X, Y )-homeomorphic to the 1-sphere S1 together
with a homotopy classes of pointed maps to X , identify them with elements α ∈ G(x, x).
Hence, a 2-dimensional (X, Y )-HQFT Z maps a connected (X, Y )-manifold to an object
Lα in V. By Proposition 3.4 and the fact, that the symmetric monoidal functor Z preserves
duals, identify Lα−1 = L∗

α. Further, forM an arbitrary object in Cob
X,Y
2 with the components

{αp} its image under Z is Z(M) =
⊗

Lαp .

Morphisms in Cob
X,Y
2 are 2-dimensional (X, Y )-cobordisms, called (X, Y )-surfaces . Z maps

such an (X, Y )-surface (W,M,N, f) with M =
∐

αp and N =
∐

βq to a morphism Z(W ) :
⊗

Lαp →
⊗

Lβq in V. Given any (X, Y )-surface W label their boundary components with
orientations ǫi ∈ {+,−}, depending if the orientation on the boundary agrees with W or not.
Hence, the negative compontents will be inputs of Z(W ) and the positive its output.
The easiest (X, Y )-surface is the closed disc Bǫ(α), with orientation on the boundary ǫ and
g|∂B = α with α ∈ G(x, x). Note, that given a map Bǫ(α) → X there is a contraction of the
loop to the base point, hence α is trivial and there are only two types of closed discs: B+(1x)
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and B−(1x).

1x

•

1x

•

Another two elementary (X, Y )-surfaces are the annulus and the disc with two holes. Let
C := S

1 × [0, 1], C0 := S
1 × {0} and C1 := S

1 × {1} and provide them with base points (s, 0)
and (s, 1) for s ∈ S

1. Given two signs ǫ, µ = ± we define Cǫ,µ the oriented annulus C such
that

∂Cǫ,µ = ǫC0
ǫ

∐

µC1
µ.

The homotopy class of g : Cǫ,µ → X is determined by a loop α = [g|C0
ǫ
] and a path β−1 =

[g|s×[0,1]]. Note that [g|C1
µ
] = βα−ǫµβ−1 ∈ G. Denote the annulus by Cǫ,µ(α; β).

βαβ−1 α

•

•
β

C−+(α; β)

βα−1β−1 α

•

•
β

C−−(α; β)

Let now D be a 2-disc with two holes, with boundary components S, T, U and base points
s, t, u. Fix two arcs us, ut in D. Given three signs ǫ, µ, ν we define analgously Dǫ,µ,ν such that

∂Dǫ,µ,ν = ǫSǫ
∐

µTµ
∐

νUν .

The homotopy class of g : Dǫ,µ,ν → X is given by loops α := [g|Sǫ] and β := [g|Tµ] and two
paths ρ := [g|us] and δ := [g|ut]. Denote this (X, Y )-surface by Dǫ,µ,ν(α, β; ρ, δ). Note that
the loop γ := [g|Uν ] is given by (ρα−ǫρ−1δβ−µδ−1)ν . There are (X, Y )-homeomorphisms

Dǫ,µ,ν(α, β; ρ, δ) ≃ Dµ,ν,ǫ(β, γ; ρ
−1δ, ρ−1) ≃ Dν,ǫ,µ,(γ, α; δ

−1, δ−1ρ).
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ραρ−1δβδ−1 α β

•

• •

ρ δ

D−−+(α, β; ρ, δ)

Analogously, denote (X, Y )-discs with n-holes by Dǫ1,...,ǫn,µ(α1, ...., αn; ρ1, ..., ρn) where ǫi =
± are the orientations on the inner boundary components and µ = ± the orientation on the
outer circle. The loops determined by the inner boundary are denote by αi and the paths
connecting the basepoint of the outer circle to the base point of the inner circles are denote
by ρi.
The objects (Lα)α∈G can be endowed with a crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-category structure,
using these elementary (X, Y )-surfaces. The two closed discs are considered cobordisms from
or to the empty manifold, hence the (X, Y )-HQFT Z maps them to

Z(B+(1x)) =: jx : I → L1x , Z(B−(1x)) =: νx : L1x → I

Let α, β : x→ x be two loops, then D−−+(α, β; 1x, 1x) is mapped to the morphism

Z(D−−+(α, β; 1x, 1x)) =: mα,β : Lα ⊗ Lβ → Lαβ ,

and similarly

Z(D++−(β, α; 1x, 1x)) =: ∆α,β : Lαβ → Lα ⊗ Lβ .

For α ∈ G(x, x) and β : y → x, we can consider the (X, Y )-annulus C−+(α; β) as a cobordism
between (C0

−, α) and (C1
+, βαβ

−1). Therefore

Z(C−+(α; β)) =: φαβ : Lα → Lβαβ−1 .

Particularly, C−+(α; 1x) is (X, Y )-homeomorphic to the identity cylinder, hence

Z(C−+(α; 1x)) = Lα.

Furthermore, we define

Z(C−−(α; 1x)) =: ηα : Lα ⊗ Lα−1 → I.

Z(C++(α; 1x)) =: coevα : I → Lα−1 ⊗ Lα → I

and we will see in the proof of Lemma 6.7, that this is consitent with both definitions of
Frobenius (G,V)-categories. These operations form a crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-category
and determine the functor Z uniquely.
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Theorem 6.1. Let (V,⊗, I, σ) be a (strict) symmetric monoidal category. Let (X, Y ) be an
admissble pair of spaces and denote the relative fundamental groupoid of the pair (X, Y ) by
G = Π1(X, Y ). The category Q2(X, Y,V) of 2-dimensional (X, Y )-HQFTs is equivalent to
the category Frob G

◦ (V) of crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-categories.

The proof is done in multiple lemmas by adapting the proof of Turaev in [11].

Lemma 6.2. The objects (Lα)α∈G0
form a (G0,V)-category with multiplication mα,β and unit

jx.

Proof. We prove associativity and unitality. Let α, β, γ ∈ G(x, x) and

W = D−−−+(α, β, γ; 1x, 1x, 1x)

be a disc with 3 holes, labeled by α, β, γ and the three paths connecting the basepoints labeled
by identities.

αβγ α β γ

•

• • •

1x 1x1x

W can be disected into elementary (X, Y )-surfaces in two different ways. Let

W0 := D−−+(α, β; 1x, 1x)
∐

C−+(γ; 1x)

and W1 := D−−+(αβ, γ; 1x, 1x) and further

W2 := C−+(α; 1x)
∐

D−−+(β, γ; 1x, 1x)

and W3 := D−−+(α, βγ; 1x, 1x). Gluing W0 to W1 and W2 to W3 yields discs with 3 holes
(X, Y )-homeomorphic to W . Since Z is functorial:

mαβ,γ(mα,β ⊗ Lγ) = Z(D−−+(αβ, γ; 1x, 1x))(Z(D−−+(α, β; 1x, 1x)⊗ Z(C−+(γ; 1x)))

= Z(W1)Z(W0) = Z(W ) = Z(W3)Z(W2)

= Z(D−−+(α, βγ; 1x, 1x))(Z(C−+(α; 1x))⊗Z(D−−+(β, γ; 1x, 1x)))

= mα,βγ(Lα ⊗mβ,γ).

For unitality, look at C−+(α; 1x) and the gluing of D−−+(α, 1x; 1x, 1x) with C−+(α; 1x) and
B+(1x) glued to the first and second inner boundary respectively. These two (X, Y )-surfaces
are (X, Y )-homeomorphic; hence

mα,1x(Lα⊗jx) = Z(D−−+(α, 1x; 1x, 1x))(Z(C−+(α; 1x))⊗Z(B+(1x))) = Z(C−+(α; 1x)) = Lα

and analogously for the left unitality. Hence (Lα)α∈G0
form a (G0,V)− category. �
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Lemma 6.3. The objects (Lα)α∈G0
form a (G0,V) − opcategory with comultiplication ∆α,β

and counit νx.

This proof is dual to the previous, by reversing orientations on D−−+ and B+.

Lemma 6.4. The objects (Lα)α∈G0
form a loop Frobenius (G,V)-category.

Proof. We need to prove the Frobenius conditions:

∆α,βγmαβ,γ = (Lα ⊗mβ,γ)(∆α,β ⊗ Lγ),

∆αβ,γmα,βγ = (mα,β ⊗ Lγ)(Lα ⊗∆β,γ)

for α, β, γ ∈ G(x, x). To prove the first condition we look at the (X, Y )-disc with three holes
W = D−−++(α, βγ, γ; 1x, 1x, 1x), which can be represented as gluingW1 = D−++(αβγ, γ; 1x, 1x)
≃ D++−(γ, αβ; 1x, 1x) to W2 = D−−+(α, βγ; 1x, 1x). Similarly, we can represent W as gluing
W3 = D−−+(α, β; 1x, 1x)

∐

C−+(γ, 1x) to W4 = C−+(α; 1x)
∐

D−++(βγ, γ; 1x, 1x), where the
last disc with two holes is (X, Y )-homeomorphic to D++−(γ, β; 1x, 1x).

αβ α βγ γ

αβγ

•

• • •

•

αβ α βγ γ

β

•

•
• •

•

Hence

∆αβ,γmα,βγ = Z(D+−+(αβγ, γ; 1x, 1x))Z(D−−+(α, βγ; 1x, 1x)) = Z(W )

= Z
(

D−−+(α, β; 1x, 1x)
∐

C−+(γ, 1x)
)

Z
(

C−+(α; 1x)
∐

D−++(βγ, γ; 1x, 1x)
)

= (mα,β ⊗ Lγ)(Lα ⊗∆β,γ).

Similar argumentation on D+−−+(α, αβ, γ; 1x, 1x, 1x) shows that

∆α,βγmαβ,γ = (Lα ⊗mβ,γ)(∆α,β ⊗ Lγ).

�

Lemma 6.5. Given some 2-punctured (X, Y )-disc D−−+(α, β; ρ, δ), such that the output label
is γ = ραρ−1δβρ−1 = β, let P be the (X, Y )-surface obtained from gluing together the two
boundary components labeled β. Then

Z(P ) = Trace β(Z(D−−+(α, β; ρ, δ))).
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Proof. The (X, Y )-surface is (X, Y )-homeomorphic to gluing D−−+(α, β; ρ, δ)
∐

C−+(β
−1; 1x)

to C−+(α; 1x)
∐

C−−(β; 1x)) and C−−(β; 1x).

This yields

Z(P ) = ηβ(Z(D−−+(α, β; ρ, δ))⊗ Lβ−1)(Lα ⊗ coevβ−1),

hence it is the partial trace as define in 5.11. �

Lemma 6.6. The loop Frobenius (G,V)-category (L,m, j,∆, ν) is crossed via Z(C−+(α; β)) =
φαβ .

Proof. We turn our attention to C−+(α; β) where α : x → x is a loop and β : y → x a path
in X with x, y ∈ Y . The family φαβ satisfies all axioms for a crossing of the loop Frobenius
(G,V)-category (Lα)α∈G0

.
We begin by showing compatibility with the (G0,V)-category and (G0,V)-opcategory struc-
ture: The X-disc B+(1y) is mapped to jy : I → L1y by Z. It can also be obtained by gluing
B+(1x) to C−+(1x; β). Similarly B−(1y) ≃ B−(1x)

∐

∂B−(1x)
C+−(1x; β)

1y 1x

•

•
β

1y 1x

•

•
β

This shows φ1x
β jx = jy and νxφ

1y
β−1 = νy, where we used that C+−(1x; β) ≃ C−+(1y; β

−1).

For (co)multiplication consider D−−+(α, α
′; β, β) and D++−(βα

′β−1, βαβ−1; β−1, β−1) respec-
tively. We can represent D−−+(α, α

′; β, β) either as the gluing ofD−−+(βαβ
−1, βα′β−1; 1y, 1y)

and C−+(α, β)
∐

C−+(α
′, β) along the inner circles or D−−+(α, α

′; 1x, 1x) and C−+(αα
′; β)

along the outer circle, hence φαβmα,α′ = mβαβ−1,βα′β−1(φαβ ⊗ φα
′

β ).
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βαα′β−1 α α′

βαβ−1 βα′β−1

•

• •
• •

1y 1y

β β

βαα′β−1 α α′

αα′

•
•

• •

1x 1x

β

Similarly, for D++−(βα
′β−1, βαβ−1; β−1, β−1) we have

(

C+−(βαβ
−1, β−1)

∐

C+−(βα
′β−1, β−1)

)

∐

∂C
∐
∂C

D++−(α
′, α; 1x, 1x)

= D++−(βα
′β−1, βαβ−1, 1y, 1y)

∐

∂C

C+−(βαα
′β−1, β−1).

αα′ βα′β−1 βαβ−1

α′ α

•

• •

• •

1x 1x

β−1 β−1

αα′

βα′β−1 βαβ−1

βαα′β−1

•
•

• •

1y 1y

β−1

Since C+−(βαβ
−1, β−1) ≃ C−+(α, β), this results in

(φαβ ⊗ φα
′

β )∆αα′ = ∆βαβ−1,βα′β−1φαα
′

β .

We have φα1x = Z(C−+(α; 1x)) = Lα and regarding the composition

φαγβ = Z(C−+(α; γβ)) = Z(C−+(βαβ
−1; γ))Z(C−+(α; β))

= φβαβ
−1

γ φαβ .

A Dehn twist about the circle S × {1/2} ⊂ C−+(α; 1x) defines an (X, Y )-homeomorphism
C−+(α; 1x) ≃ C−+(α, α) and since Z is invariant under (X, Y )-homeomorphisms we have
φαα = Lα for all α : x→ x.
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Now for α, β : x → x look at D−−+(α, β; 1x, 1x), but (X, Y )-homeomorphically switch the
positions of the inner circles:

β α

•

• •

1x β−1

D−−+(α, β; 1x, 1x) ≃ D−−+(β, α; 1x, β
−1)σ

This is a (X, Y )-homeomorphic to D−−+(β, α; 1x, ρ)σ for some ρ : x → x and since the
composition 1xβ1

−1
x ρ = 1x, the homotopy class of ρ is the same as of β−1. Hence

mα,β = Z(D−−+(α, β, 1x, 1x)) = Z(D−−+(β, α; 1x, β
−1))σ =

= Z(D−−+(β, β
−1αβ, 1x, 1x))(Z(C−+(β, 1x))⊗Z(C−+(α, β)))σ

= mβ,β−1αβ(Lβ ⊗ φαβ−1)σ.

We apply this to mβαβ−1,β to get

mβαβ−1,β(φ
α
β ⊗ Lβ) = mβ,ασ(φ

βαβ−1

β−1 ⊗ Lβ)(φ
α
β ⊗ Lβ)

= mβ,ασ(φ
α
β−1β ⊗ Lβ) = mβ,ασ,

as in the form of the definition of a crossing on loop Frobenius (G,V)-categories. We are only
left to prove the crossed condition:

Trace α(mαβ(βα)−1 ,α(Lαβα−1β−1 ⊗ φαβ)) = Trace β(φ
αβα−1

α−1 mαβ(βα)−1 ,β(Lαβα−1β−1 ⊗ Lβ)).

Consider the punctured torus P = S
1 × S

1 \ B. Let (s, s) be the basepoint of the circle and
deform the hole, such that it does not intersect S1×{s} and {s}×S

1. Further let g : P → X
with g(s, s) = x ∈ Y , then g is fully determined by α, β : x → x in G with α = g|S×{s} and
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β = g|{s}×S and ∂P is represented by the loop αβα−1β−1.

α

β β

α

(s, s)

Hence Z(P ) : Lαβα−1β−1 → I. On one hand P can be constructed by takingD−−+(αβα
−1β−1,

α; 1x, β) and gluing the two circles labeled by α together. Since

Z(D−−+(αβα
−1β−1, α; 1x, β)) = mαβα−1β−1,βαβ−1(Lαβα−1β−1 ⊗ φαβ) : Lαβα−1β−1 ⊗ Lα → Lα,

by the previous lemma

Z(P ) = Trace α(mαβ(βα)−1 ,α(Lαβα−1β ⊗ φαβ)).

On the other hand, P can be obtained by taking D−−+(αβα
−1β−1, β;α−1, α−1) and gluing

the two circles labeled by β together.

Z(D−−+(αβα
−1β−1, β;α−1, α−1)) = mβα−1β−1α−1,αβα−1(φαβα

−1β−1

α−1 ⊗ φβ
α−1)

= φαβα
−1

α−1 mαβ(βα)−1 ,β : Lαβα−1β−1 ⊗ Lβ → Lβ,

and therefore
Z(P ) = Trace β(φ

αβα−1

α−1 mαβ(βα)−1,β).

�

Lemma 6.7. The functor F : Q2(X, Y,V) → Frob G
◦ (V) assigning to every HQFT Z :

Cob
X,Y
2 → V its underlying crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-category is an equivalence of cate-

gories.

Proof. Firstly the assignement is functorial. Let ρ : Z ⇒ Z ′ be a morphism of HQFT, hence ρ
is a monoidal natural isomorphism. Explicitely, ρ is given by a family of maps ρα : Lα → L′

α,
given by Z(S, α) =: Lα, Z

′(S, α) =: L′
α, satisfying:

⊗n

i=1 Lαi

⊗m
i=1

ραi //

Z(W,g)

��

⊗n

i=1 L
′
α

Z′(W,g)

��
⊗m

j=1Lβj ⊗m
j=1

ρβj

//
⊗m

j=1Lβj ,

for all (W, g) cobordant to
∐n

i=1(S, αi) and
∐n

j=1(S, βj). Particularly, that means ρ is a crossed
loop Frobenius functor. Further the functor F is faithful. To show that F is full, we show
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that any morphism Z(W, g) can be represented by a composition of the structural morphisms
(m, j,∆, ν, φ) (and η, coev respectively) in L.
One shows, that it is essentially surjective, by constructing an HQFT given an arbitrary
crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-category. We use the fact that any (X, Y )-surface can be
obtained by gluing discs with ≤ 2 holes and by connectivity condition we can assume that
such cutting along circles always go through some point sent to Y . Define Z on B,C,D and
show that this assignement is independent of the gluing, hence obtaining a full (X, Y )-HQFT.
For the disc with no holes we have Z(B−(1x)) := νx and Z(B+(1x)) := jx.
(X, Y )-discs with one hole are (X, Y )-homeomorphic to one of the four C−−(α; β), C−+(α; β),
C+−(α; β) ≃ C−+(βαβ

−1; β−1) or C++(α; β). For α ∈ G(x, x) the (X, Y )-annulus C−−(α; 1x)
is an (X, Y )-cobordisms between (C0

−, α)
∐

(C1
−, α

−1) and ∅1. Therefore

Z(C−−(α; 1x)) := ηα : Lα ⊗ Lα−1 → I

and similarly,

Z(C++(α; 1x)) := coevα : I → Lα−1 ⊗ Lα.

Let

Z(C−+(α; β)) := φαβ

and since C−−(α; β) and C++(α; β) can be optained by gluing C−+(α
−1; β) to C−−(α; 1x) and

C++(α; 1x) define

Z(C−−(α; β)) := ηα(Lα ⊗ φβα
−1β−1

β−1 ) = ηβαβ−1(φαβ ⊗ Lβα−1β−1)

Z(C++(α; β)) := (φα
−1

β ⊗ Lα)coevα = (Lβα−1β−1 ⊗ φβαβ
−1

β−1 )coevβαβ−1 .

α−1βα−1β−1 α

•

•
1x

β

C−−(α; β)

βα−1β−1 α−1 α

•

•
1x

β

C++(α; β)



2D HQFTS AND FROBENIUS (G,V)-CATEGORIES 27

The equality of the two expressions follows from the axioms of a crossed loop Frobenius
(G,V)-category

ηβαβ−1(φαβ ⊗ Lβα−1β−1) = νymβαβ−1,βα−1β−1(φαβ ⊗ Lβα−1β−1)

= νyφ
1x
β mα,α−1(φβαβ

−1

β−1 ⊗ φβα
−1β−1

β−1 )(φαβ ⊗ Lβα−1β−1)

= νxmα,α−1(φαβ−1β ⊗ φβα
−1β−1

β−1 )

= ηα(Lα ⊗ φβα
−1β−1

β−1 )

and dually using comultiplication and coevaluation.
Every (X, Y )-disc with two holesDǫ,µ,ν can be brought to either one of the 4 forms: D−−−(α, β;
ρ, δ), D−−+(α, β; ρ, δ), D++−(α, β; ρ, δ) or D+++(α, β; ρ, δ) via the (X, Y )-homeomorphisms

Dǫ,µ,ν(α, β; ρ, δ) ≃ Dµ,ν,ǫ(β, γ; ρ
−1δ, ρ−1) ≃ Dν,ǫ,µ,(γ, α; δ

−1, δ−1ρ)

with γ = (ρα−ǫρ−1δβ−µδ−1)ν . We have

Z(D−−−(α, β; ρ, δ)) = ηγ−1(mραρ−1,δβδ−1 ⊗ Lγ)(φ
α
ρ ⊗ φβδ ⊗ Lγ),

Z(D−−+(α, β; ρ, δ)) = mραρ−1,δβδ−1(φαρ ⊗ φβδ ),

Z(D++−(α, β; ρ, δ)) = (φδβδ
−1

δ−1 ⊗ φραρ
−1

ρ−1 )∆δβδ−1,ραρ−1 ,

Z(D+++(α, β; ρ, δ)) = (φδβδ
−1

δ−1 ⊗ φραρ
−1

ρ−1 ⊗ Lγ)(∆δβδ−1,ραρ−1 ⊗ Lγ)coevγ.

This can be seen by gluing together D−−+(α, β; 1x, 1x) and D++−(α, β; 1x, 1x) with cylinders
Cǫ,µ with corresponding signs. Since every (X, Y )-surface can be disected into (X, Y )-discs
with ≤ 2 holes, this shows that any morphism in the image of Z can be obtained by compo-
sition of structural morphisms and the functor F is fully faithful.
We show that this assignement is topologically invariant and since the mapping class group
is generated by the Dehn twists along boundary parallel circles and the reflection, it suffices
to show invariance under these two operations. The Dehn twist is an (X, Y )-homeomorphism
Cǫ,µ(α; β) → Cǫ,µ(α; βα) hence both cylinders must be mapped to the same map:

Z(C−+(α;αβ)) = φαβα = φαβφ
α
α = φαβ = Z(C−+(α; β))

and since the rest of the cylinders are defined using C−+(α; β) this holds for all ǫ, µ =
±. The reflection is an (X, Y )-homeomorphism Cǫ,ǫ(α; β) → Cǫ,ǫ(βα

−1β−1; β−1) given by
a permutation of the boundary components and the product of the orientation reversing
involutions S → S, s 7→ −s̄ and [0, 1] → [0, 1], t 7→ 1− t. We get

Z(C−−(βα
−1β−1; β−1))σ = ηβα−1β−1(Lβα−1β−1 ⊗ φαβ)σ

= ηβα−1β−1σ(φαβ ⊗ Lβα−1β−1)

= ηβαβ−1(φαβ ⊗ Lβα−1β−1) = Z(C−−(α; β)),

which has been shown above and equivalently for C++(βα
−1β−1, β−1). The invariance of

the (X, Y )-disc with two holes under the Dehn twists follows form the fact that we defined
them by gluing C−+(α; ρ) and C−+(β; δ) at the inner circles, which satisfy the invariance.
For the Dehn twist along the outer circle observe that multiplication and comultiplication
preserve the action of φ and η, coev are invariant under it. Hence, we can reduce this to
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invariance of cylinders. The reflection of D−−−(α, β; ρ, δ) is D−−−(β, γ; ρ
−1δ, ρ−1ρ) and using

ρ−1δβδ−1ρρ−1γρ = ρ−1δβδ−1(δβ−1δ−1ρα−1ρ−1)ρ = α−1 we deduce:

D−−−(β, γ; ρ
−1δ, ρ−1)σ(132)

= ηα−1(mρ−1δβδ−1ρ,ρ−1γρ ⊗ Lα)(φ
β

ρ−1δ
⊗ φγ

ρ−1 ⊗ Lα)σ(132)

= ηα−1(mα−1ρ−1γ−1ρ,ρ−1γρ ⊗ Lα)(φ
β

ρ−1δ
⊗ φγ

ρ−1 ⊗ Lα)σ(132)

= ηα−1ρ−1γ−1ρ(Lα−1ρ−1γ−1ρ ⊗mρ−1γρ,α)σ(132)(Lα ⊗ φβ
ρ−1δ

⊗ φγ
ρ−1)

= ηα−1ρ−1γ−1ρ(Lα−1ρ−1γ−1ρ ⊗mρ−1γραρ−1γ−1ρ,ρ−1γρ)(Lα−1ργ−1ρ ⊗ φαρ−1γρ ⊗ Lρ−1γρ)

(σ ⊗ Lρ−1γρ)(Lα ⊗ φβ
ρ−1δ

⊗ φγ
ρ−1)

= ηρ−1γ−1ρ(mα−1ρ−1γ−1ρ,ρ−1γραρ−1γ−1ρ ⊗ Lρ−1γρ)(σ ⊗ Lρ−1γρ)

(φαρ−1γρ ⊗ φβ
ρ−1δ

⊗ φγ
ρ−1)

= ηρ−1γ−1ρ(mα,α−1ρ−1γ−1ρ ⊗ Lρ−1γρ)(φ
ρ−1γραρ−1γ−1ρ

α−1ρ−1γ−1ρ
φαρ−1γρ ⊗ φβ

ρ−1δ
⊗ φγ

ρ−1)

= ηγ−1(φρ
−1γρ
ρ mα,α−1ρ−1γ−1ρ ⊗ Lγ)(φ

α
α−1 ⊗ φβ

ρ−1δ
⊗ Lγ)

= ηγ−1(mραρ−1,ρα−1ρ−1γ−1 ⊗ Lγ)(φ
α
ρ ⊗ φα

−1ρ−1γ−1ρ
ρ φβ

ρ−1δ
⊗ Lγ)

= ηγ−1(mραρ−1,ρα−1ρ−1γ−1 ⊗ Lγ)(φ
α
ρ ⊗ φρ

−1δβδ−1ρ
ρ φβ

ρ−1δ
⊗ Lγ)

= ηγ−1(Lραρ−1δβδ−1 ⊗ Lγ)(mραρ−1,δβδ−1 ⊗ Lγ)(φ
α
ρ ⊗ φβδ ⊗ Lγ)

= D−−−(α, β; ρ, δ),

where we denote by σ(132) = σA,B⊗C : A ⊗ B ⊗ C → B ⊗ C ⊗ A for all object A,B,C ∈ V.
Similarly, the invariance of D+++(α, β; ρ, δ) under the reflexion is shown.
We finish by showing this assignement is invariant under gluing. The gluing of Cǫ,µ(α; β) to
C−µ,ν(βα

−ǫµβ−1; δ) yields Cǫ,ν(α, δβ). Without loss of generality assume that µ = +, since
both cases are topologically equivalent.

• ǫ = −, ν = +:

Z
(

C−,+(βαβ
−1; δ)

∐

C−+(α; β)
)

= φβαβ
−1

δ φαβ = φαδβ = Z(C−,+(α; δβ)).

• ǫ = −, ν = −:

Z
(

C−,−(βαβ
−1; δ)

∐

C−+(α; β)
)

= ηδβαβ−1δ−1(φβαβ
−1

δ ⊗ Lδβα−1β−1δ−1)(φαβ ⊗ Lδβα−1β−1δ−1)

= ηδβαβ−1δ−1(φαδβ ⊗ Lδβα−1β−1δ−1)

= Z(C−,−(α; δβ)).

• ǫ = +, ν = +:

Z
(

C−,+(βα
−1β−1; δ)

∐

C++(α; β)
)

= (φβα
−1β−1

δ ⊗ Lα)(φ
α−1

β ⊗ Lα)coevα

= (φα
−1

δβ ⊗ Lα)coevα

= Z(C+,+(α, δβ)).
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• ǫ = +, ν = −:

Z
(

C−,−(βα
−1β−1; δ)

∐

C++(α; β)
)

= (ηβα−1β−1 ⊗ Lα)(Lβα−1β−1 ⊗ φδβαβ
−1δ−1

δ−1 ⊗ Lα)(σ ⊗ Lα)

(Lδβαβ−1δ−1 ⊗ Lβα−1β ⊗ φβαβ
−1

β−1 )(Lδβαβ−1δ−1 ⊗ coevβαβ−1)

= φβαβ
−1

β−1 (ηβαβ−1 ⊗ Lβαβ−1)(Lβαβ−1 ⊗ coevβαβ−1)φδβαβ
−1δ−1

δ−1

= φβαβ
−1

β−1 φδβαβ
−1δ−1

δ−1 = φδβαβ
−1δ−1

(δβ)−1

= Z(C−,+(δβαβ
−1δ−1; (δβ)−1))

= Z(C+,−(α; δβ)).

To complete the proof we need gluings Dǫ,µ,ν to Cπ,ω. If the cylinder is glued to any of
the inner circles, the relation for composition of the crossings yields the equality. So let us
only consider gluings along the outer circle. Further, if we consider C−+ or C+− we can use
compatibility of m,∆ with the crossing or invariance of η, coev under the crossing to prove
the equality of the two sides. Hence we concentrate our efforts on the case, where π = ω

• ǫ = µ = ν = −, π = ω = +:

Z
(

D−,−,−(α, β; ρ, δ)
∐

C++(γ; ξ)
)

=

= (ηγ−1 ⊗ Lξγ−1ξ−1)(Lγ−1 ⊗ σ)(Lγ−1 ⊗ φγ
−1

ξ ⊗ Lγ)(Lγ−1 ⊗ coevγ)mραρ−1,δβδ−1(φαρ ⊗ φβδ )

= φγ
−1

ξ (ηγ−1 ⊗ Lγ)(Lγ−1 ⊗ coevγ−1)mραρ−1,δβδ−1(φαρ ⊗ φβδ )

= φγ
−1

ξ mραρ−1,δβδ−1(φαρ ⊗ φβδ )

= mξραρ−1ξ−1,ξδβδ−1ξ−1(φαξρ ⊗ φβξδ)

= Z(D−,−,+(α, β; ξρ, ξδ)).

• ǫ = µ = −, ν = +, π = ω = −:

Z
(

D−,−,+(α, β; ρ, δ)
∐

C−−(γ; ξ)
)

=

= ηγ(Lγ ⊗ φξγ
−1ξ−1

ξ−1 )(mραρ−1,δβδ−1 ⊗ Lξγ−1ξ−1)(φαρ ⊗ φβδ ⊗ Lξγ−1ξ−1)

= ηξγξ−1(φγξ ⊗ Lξγ−1ξ−1)(mραρ−1,δβδ−1 ⊗ Lξγ−1ξ−1)(φαρ ⊗ φβδ ⊗ Lξγ−1ξ−1)

= ηξγξ−1(mξραρ−1ξ−1,ξδβδ−1ξ−1 ⊗ Lξγ−1ξ−1)(φαξρ ⊗ φβξδ ⊗ Lξγ−1ξ−1)

= Z(D−,−,−(α, β; ξρ, ξδ)).
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• ǫ = µ = + = ν = +, π = ω = −:

Z
(

D+,+,+(α, β; ρ, δ)
∐

C−−(γ; ξ)
)

=

= (Lα ⊗ Lβ ⊗ ηγ)(φ
δβδ−1

δ−1 ⊗ φραρ
−1

ρ−1 ⊗ Lγ ⊗ φξγ
−1ξ−1

ξ−1 )

(∆δβδ−1,ραρ−1 ⊗ Lγ ⊗ Lξγ−1ξ−1)(coevγ ⊗ Lξγ−1ξ−1)

= (φδβδ
−1

δ−1 ⊗ φραρ
−1

ρ−1 )∆δβδ−1 ,ραρ−1(Lγ−1 ⊗ ηγ)(coevγ ⊗ Lγ−1)φξγ
−1ξ−1

ξ−1

= (φδβδ
−1

δ−1 ⊗ φραρ
−1

ρ−1 )∆δβδ−1 ,ραρ−1φξγ
−1ξ−1

ξ−1

= (φξδβδ
−1ξ−1

(ξδ)−1 ⊗ φξραρ
−1ξ−1

(ξρ)−1 )∆ξδβδ−1ξ−1,ξραρ−1ξ−1

= Z(D+,+,−(α, β; ξρ, ξδ)).

• ǫ = µ = + = ν = −, π = ω = +:

Z
(

D+,+,−(α, β; ρ, δ)
∐

C++(γ; ξ)
)

=

= (Lξγ−1ξ−1 ⊗ φδβδ
−1

δ−1 ⊗ φραρ
−1

ρ−1 )(Lξγ−1ξ ⊗∆δβδ−1 ,ραρ−1)(φγ
−1

ξ ⊗ Lγ)coevγ

= (Lξγ−1ξ−1 ⊗ φδβδ
−1

δ−1 ⊗ φραρ
−1

ρ−1 )(Lξγ−1ξ ⊗∆δβδ−1 ,ραρ−1)(Lγ−1 ⊗ φγξ )σcoevξγ−1ξ−1

= (φξδβδ
−1ξ−1

(ξδ)−1 ⊗ φξραρ
−1ξ−1

(ξρ)−1 ⊗ Lξγξ−1)(∆ξδβδ−1ξ−1,ξραρ−1ξ−1 ⊗ Lξγξ−1)coevξγξ−1

= Z(D+,+,+(α, β; ξρ, ξδ)).

For arbitrary (X, Y )-surfaces we conclude the proof analogously to the proof of Turaev [11,
Thm 3.1.] stating the independence of the splitting system of loops. �

7. Outlook

The structure of a crossed loop Frobenius (G,V)-category appears somehow incomplete,
since it uses the full groupoid for the crossings, however only loops on the indices of the ob-
jects. An attempt to solve this asymmetry is to define a category of open/closed 2-dimensional
(X, Y )-cobordisms, whose objects are given by open or closed strings together with appro-
priate homotopy classes of maps to Y . In order to define morphisms in this category, one
needs to consider 2-manifolds with corners with additional data. Given such a symmetric
monoidal category Cob

X,Y
2,oc , one might define open/closed HQFTs as symmetric monoidal

functors Z : CobX,Y2,oc → V. For X = Y = {∗} this theory should reduce to open/closed
TQFTs, as defined by Lauda and Pfeiffer in [5], who classified them by knowledgeable Frobe-
nius algebras. For general target pairs of spaces, one therefore can expect the resulting
algebraic structure to be some sort of crossed knowledgable Frobenius (G,V)-category. The
study of such a theory of open/closed HQFTs will be subject to an upcoming paper.
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