
A REFINED FUNCTORIAL UNIVERSAL TANGLE INVARIANT
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Abstract. The universal invariant with respect to a given ribbon Hopf al-
gebra is a tangle invariant that dominates all the Reshetikhin-Turaev invariants
built from the representation theory of the algebra. We construct a canonical
strict monoidal functor that encodes the universal invariant of upwards tangles
and refines the Kerler-Kauffman-Radford functorial invariant. Moreover, this
functor preserves the braiding, twist and the open trace, the latter being a mild
modification of Joyal-Street-Verity’s notion of trace in a balanced category. We
construct this functor using the more flexible XC-algebras, a class which con-
tains both ribbon Hopf algebras and endomorphism algebras of representation
of these.

Contents

1. Introduction 1
2. Categories of tangles 5
3. Upwards tangles 13
4. The universal tangle invariant 23
5. Universality of ZA 37
References 42

1. Introduction

Modern knot theory is tied to the area of quantum topology that arose at the
end of the 1980s after the work of the Fields medallists Vaughan Jones, Vladimir
Drinfeld and Edward Witten (the three of them awarded in 1990). Classically,
one is interested in constructing invariants of a certain topological/geometrical ob-
ject (e.g. an elliptic curve, a topological space, a knot) that are intrinsic, that is,
invariants that are built using only data from the object itself (e.g. its rank, its ho-
motopy groups, its Alexander polynomial, respectively). On the contrary, quantum
topology studies algebraic invariants of objects, typically from low-dimensional to-
pology, using the additional data of some algebraic gadget that somehow encodes
or mimics properties that the topological object satisfies. Invariants built this way
are usually called quantum invariants. The word “quantum” is a remnant of the
fact that this theory was inspired by ideas from theoretical physics. For instance,
one of the cornerstones of quantum topology, namely quantum groups (roughly,
one-parameter deformations of the universal enveloping algebra of semisimple Lie
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2 JORGE BECERRA

algebras), arose as a mathematical formalisation of ideas from the Leningrad school
of mathematical physics.

This paper revolves around one of these invariants, namely the so-called uni-
versal invariant of knots, which was defined by Lawrence [Law89] and was further
developed by Reshetikhin [Res89], Lee [Lee92, Lee96], Hennings [Hen96], Ohtsuki
[Oht93, Oht02] and Habiro [Hab06]. The auxiliary algebraic gadget used to con-
struct this invariant is a ribbon Hopf algebra, that is, a Hopf algebra A together
with the choice of two invertible elements R ∈ A ⊗ A and v ∈ A fulfilling certain
axioms that somehow mimic algebraically properties that the positive crossing and
the full twist satisfy geometrically. In its simplest form, the universal invariant of
a (long) knot K is an element ZA(K) ∈ A. The adjective “universal” is due to
the fact that this invariant dominates all Reshetikhin-Turaev invariants of the knot
K, these being built from the representation theory of A. More precisely, given a
finite-dimensional A-module ρ : A −→ Endk(W ), we have that

RTW (K) = ρ(ZA(K)).

Here RTW : T −→ fModstr
A is the functor canonically defined by the fact that the

category of framed, oriented tangles in a cube T (with objects sequences of signs
+ and −) is the free strict ribbon category generated by a single object.

The aim of this paper is to construct a strict monoidal functor that encodes
the universal invariant of knots. Kerler [Ker97], Kauffman [Kau93] and Kauffman-
Radford [KR95, KR01a, KR01b] have already proposed a version of such a functor.
However, their functor has two downsides. The first is that this functor does not
arise canonically (that is, from a universal property), despite being universal with
respect to a functor which does. The second is that their functor is ill-defined for
tangles with closed components. On the contrary, the functor that we construct
in this paper will arise from a universal property (hence it arises canonically), and
will be shown to refine Kerler-Kauffman-Radford functor. A different approach to
study the universal invariant functorially was given by Habiro in [Hab06] making
use of bottom tangles .

1.1. The category T up of upwards tangles. We will define the functorial uni-
versal invariant in a convenient, yet sufficiently general subcategory of tangles that
contains all (long) knots. Concretely, we write T up ⊂ T for the monoidal subcat-
egory on the objects sequences of the sign + (hence non-negative integers) and
arrows tangles without closed components. Therefore T up sits in between the
monoidal subcategory B ⊂ T of framed braids and the full monoidal subcategory
T + ⊂ T on sequences of the sign +,

B ↪−→ T up ↪−→ T +.

Upwards tangles have the advantage that they admit diagrams, that we call rota-
tional, which are made of the following five local pictures,

(1.1)

and moreover a family of Reidemeister moves in terms of these five pieces can be
made explicit.

It turns out that the category T up, just like B, T + or T , satisfies a universal
property:
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Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 3.10). The category T up of upwards tangles is the free
strict open-traced monoidal category generated by a single object.

The notion of open-traced monoidal category is a minor modification of that of
traced monoidal category due to Joyal-Street-Verity [JSV96]. Roughly, an open-
traced monoidal category is balanced monoidal category C (i.e. braided and with
a twist) together with a family of “partial trace” operations

trU
X,Y (f) : X −→ Y

whenever f : X ⊗ U −→ Y ⊗ U is an “admissible” morphism. Informally, this
means that the resulting arrow trU

X,Y (f) has no closed components in the graphical
calculus. Formally, this is decided by a balancing-preserving strict monoidal functor
P : C −→ S, which is part of the data. Here S denotes the free strict symmetric
monoidal category generated by a single object.

For instance, the category T + (which is traced in the sense of Joyal-Street-Verity)
is also open-traced, and more generally if C is a traced monoidal category and X is
an object of C such that all tensor powers X⊗n are different objects, then one can
construct a open-traced monoidal category CX which is a monoidal subcategory of
C, see Construction 3.13.

1.2. XC-algebras. Classically, the universal tangle invariant is defined with the
extra data of a ribbon Hopf algebra (A, R, v). However, the comultiplication, counit
and antipode from the Hopf algebra are not really used to define ZA(K) (although
they satisfy some naturality properties with respect to tangle operations, see e.g.
[Oht02, Hab06, Bec24a]). Our construction of the functorial universal invariant
uses the minimal algebraic data needed to produce an isotopy invariant, that we
call an XC-algebra.

More precisely, an XC-algebra structure over a k-algebra A is pair (R, κ) where
R ∈ A⊗A and κ ∈ A are invertible elements that are the algebraic counterparts of
the positive crossing and the clock-wise full rotation from (1.1). As expected, any
ribbon Hopf algebra is an example of XC-algebra, see Proposition 4.4. Moreover,
any XC-algebra structure on an algebra A induces an XC-algebra structure on the
endomorphism algebra Endk(W ) for any finite-dimensional A-module W . The en-
domorphism XC-algebra has the additional property of being traced (as an algebra).

The main construction of this paper is a strict open-traced monoidal category
associated to any XC-algebra:

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 4.14 and Theorem 4.19). For any XC-algebra (resp. traced
XC-algebra) A, we can construct an open-traced (resp. traced) monoidal category
E(A) with objects non-negative integers and only endomorphisms with

EndE(A)(n) ⊂ A⊗n ×Sn

(this is a set-theoretical inclusion).

We call E(A) the category of elements of A. This category is constructed in such
a way that, if σT denotes the permutation induced by an upwards tangle T , then
we have a set-theoretical equality

EndE(A)(n) = {(ZA(T ), σT ) : T ∈ EndT up(+n)}, (1.2)
which in the traced case becomes

EndE(A)(n) = {(ZA(T ), σT ) : T ∈ EndT +(+n)}. (1.3)
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The unique strict monoidal functor
ZA : T up −→ E(A)

that sends + to 1 and that preserves the braiding, twist and open trace will be
called the functorial universal invariant associated to A. In the traced case, this
becomes a traced functor ZA : T + −→ E(A). In particular, the previous equalities
(1.2) and (1.3) express that ZA is full both in the non-traced and traced case.

The main success of this functor is that it arises canonically from the universal
property of T up. It was natural to ask that, if the universal invariant dominates
the Reshetikhin-Turaev invariants, and these arise canonically, then the universal
invariant should also admit a canonical description.

1.3. Comparison with Kerler-Kauffman-Radford functorial invariant. The
functorial version of universal invariant due to Kerler-Kauffman-Radford can be ex-
pressed as a “decoration functor”

DecA : T up −→ sT up(A)
from T up to the so-called category of “singular upwards A-tangles” [KR95, Ker97].

Our functorial universal invariant ZA : T up −→ E(A) can be seen as a refinement
of Kerler-Kauffman-Radford functor in the following sense:

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 4.24). The functor DecA factors through ZA, that is, there
is a commutative diagram of strict monoidal functors as below :

T up sT up(A)

E(A)

DecA

ZA

We would like to remark that, unlike E(A), the monoidal category sT up(A) does
not admit a braiding such that DecA is a braided functor.

1.4. Comparison with the Reshetikhin-Turaev invariant. We would like to
explain how the functorial universal invariant ZA relates to several other functors
that we can also construct when A is a ribbon Hopf algebra and W is a given finite-
dimensional A-module. We can assemble all relations in the following commutative
prism (Corollary 5.5), that we explain below:

T up (fModstr
A )W

E(A)

T + fModstr
A

E(Endk(W ))

RTW

ZA ρW

RTW

ZEndk(W ) ιW

The back face of the prism expresses that the unique strict monoidal functor
RTW : T up −→ (fModstr

A )W obtained by applying the universal property of T up to
the open-traced monoidal category (fModstr

A )W obtained from fModstr
A is simply the
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restriction of the usual Reshetikhin-Turaev invariant to the category of upwards
tangles (Lemma 3.14).

The commuting top face of the prism is the universality of ZA with respect to the
Reshetikhin-Turaev invariants: the functor RTW factors through ZA (Theorem 5.2).
The functor ρW : E(A) −→ (fModstr

A )W is induced by the A-module structure
morphism ρ : A −→ Endk(W ), hence the name. Furthermore, all functors in this
diagram preserve the open-traced structure.

The commutativity of the bottom face of the prism expresses that, if we consider
over the endomorphism algebra Endk(W ) the XC-algebra structure inherited from
A, then the functorial universal invariant ZEndk(W ) is essentially the same as the
Reshetikhin-Turaev invariant (Theorem 5.4). The functor ιW : E(Endk(W )) ↪−→
fModstr

A is a monoidal embedding, which is induced by the canonical isomorphism
Endk(W )⊗Endk(W ) ∼= Endk(W ⊗W ). Even more, all functors in the bottom face
of the prism preserve the traced structure.

The structure morphism ρ : A −→ Endk(W ) clearly induces a strict mon-
oidal functor E(A) −→ E(Endk(W )). The commutativity of the left-hand face
of the prism affirms that composing ZA with this functor is essentially the functor
ZEndk(W ), and the commutativity of the right-hand face says that the composite of
the functor E(A) −→ E(Endk(W )) with ιW is essentially the functor ρW .

Organisation of the paper. In Section 2, we recall basics on tangle categories
and ribbon Hopf algebras, putting emphasis on the universal properties that these
categories satisfy. In Section 3, we study the category T up of upwards tangles,
making use of rotational diagrams. We also define rigorously open traced mon-
oidal categories and show that T up is the free such category generated by a single
object. Next in Section 4 we define XC-algebras, give several examples and con-
struct an open-traced monoidal category E(A) for every XC-algebra A, as well as a
traced monoidal category E(A) for every traced XC-algebra A. Lastly we compare
the functorial universal tangle invariant ZA with Kerler-Kauffman-Radford “dec-
oration functor”. Finally in Section 5 we discuss a functorial statement about the
universality of ZA with respect to Reshetikhin-Turaev invariants and show that
for a representation W of a ribbon Hopf algebra, the functorial universal invariant
ZEndk(W ) is essentially the same as the Reshetikhin-Turaev invariant RTW .

Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank Roland van der Veen for
many valuable discussions about the content of this paper, as well as to Luis Paris
and Sofia Lambropoulou for helpful conversations. Most of the content of this
paper is taken from the author’s PhD thesis Universal quantum knot invariants,
written at the University of Groningen. The author was supported by the ARN
project CPJ number ANR-22-CPJ1-0001-0 at the Institut de Mathématiques de
Bourgogne (IMB). The IMB receives support from the EIPHI Graduate School
(contract ANR-17-EURE-0002).

2. Categories of tangles

In this section we will recollect basic definitions and facts about several categories
of braids and tangles that will heavily perform in the rest of the paper.
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2.1. Tangles in a cube. Let n, m ≥ 0 be non-negative integers. A (framed,
oriented) tangle is an isotopy class of an embedding

T :
(∐

n

D1 ×D1

)
⨿

(∐
m

D1 × S1

)
↪−→ (D1)×3

with the property that it restricts to a orientation-preserving homeomorphism

∐
n

D1 × {−1, 1}
∼=−→
( n1⋃

i=1
Fi

)
∪
( n2⋃

i=1
Hi

)

where n1, n2 ≥ 0, n1 + n2 = 2n, Fi :=
î

2i−1
2n1+1 , 2i

2n1+1

ó
× 0 × −1 ⊂ (D1)×3 and

Hi :=
î

2i−1
2n2+1 , 2i

2n2+1

ó
× 0× 1 ⊂ (D1)×3, with the orientations on D1 ×±1 induced

by the usual one in D1 ×D1 and the orientations on Fi and Hi are induced by the
ones of the positive and negative direction, respectively. The isotopy is understood
to be relative to

∐
n(D1×±1). Moreover, the cores of the strips 0×D1 and annuli

0 × S1 are also endowed with an orientation. If m = 0, we say that the tangle is
open; and if n = 0 then we talk of a framed oriented link.

For a tangle T , we can talk about how twisted each component is. More precisely,
the framing of a closed component T (D1 × S1) is the linking number of the two-
component link T (−1×S1)∪T (1×S1). For an open component, its framing is the
framing of the closed one obtained by closing up the component with a strip which
lies in the plane xz.

Since it would be rather cumbersome to draw strips and annuli in pictures, it
is customary to keep only the cores of these, as follows: first, isotope the strips
and annuli of the tangle so that each of the embedded segments D1 × t is parallel
to the plane xz (i.e., so that the same side always faces the reader) and the cores
of these are in general position with respect to the projection onto the plane xz.
The projection of these cores on the square D1× 0×D1 is called a tangle diagram.
Below is an example:

Conversely, given a tangle diagram of a framed tangle, we will always assume
that its framing is given by the blackboard framing, that is, that the strands of the
diagrams are the cores of a framed tangle whose strips are parallel to the plane xz.
The classical Reidemeister theorem says, in the framed case, that passing to tangle
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diagrams induces a bijection® tangles in
(D1)×3

´
isotopy rel.
endpoints

®
tangle diagrams in

D2

´
framed

Reidemeister moves
and planar isotopy

2.2. The category T of tangles. It is well-known that the set of tangles can
be organised into a strict monoidal category. Let Mon(+,−) be the free monoid
on the set {+,−}. Given a tangle T , assign to every Fi and Hj the symbol +
or − depending on whether T points upwards or downwards, respectively. This
assignment defines two elements s(T ), t(T ) ∈ Mon(+,−) of lengths n1 and n2
called the source and the target of T .

The category T of tangles is defined to have objects Mon(+,−) and morphisms
HomT (s, t) the set of isotopy rel. endpoint classes of tangles T such that s = s(T )
and t = t(T ). The composite T2 ◦ T1 of tangles T1, T2 is the tangle resulting from
stacking T2 on top of T1, and the identity of a word w ∈ Mon(+,−) is the tangle
↑w given by a number of parallel, vertical strands with orientations determined by
w. The monoidal product is given by concatenation of words at the level of the
object, and at the level of morphisms T1 ⊗ T2 is the tangle resulting from placing
T2 to the right of T1 (and normalising the length of the cube),

T2 ◦ T1 =
T1

T2
, T1 ⊗ T2 = T1 T2

The unit object is the empty word, that is, the unit of Mon(+,−). Note that
HomT (∅, ∅) is precisely the set of framed, oriented links.

The following is a folklore result:

Theorem 2.1 ([Tur89, Kas95, KRT97, Oht02]). The category T is monoidally
generated by the objects +,− and the morphisms , , ∪̂ , ∪̂ , ∩̌ , ∩̌ shown
below:

The category T enjoys a remarkable universal property, that we now discuss. A
(strict) ribbon or tortile category is a strict monoidal category (C,⊗, 1) with the
additional data of

(1) A braiding, that is, a family of natural isomorphisms τX,Y : X⊗Y
∼=−→ Y⊗X

satisfying
τX,Y ⊗Z = (IdY ⊗ τX,Z)(τX,Y ⊗ IdZ) , τX⊗Y,Z = (τX,Y ⊗ IdY )(IdX ⊗ τY,Z).

(2) A (left) rigid structure or duality X ⇝ X∗ with a morphism or pairing
evX : X∗ ⊗X −→ 1,

called the left-evaluation, which is non-degenerate in the sense that there
exists another morphism coevX : 1 −→ X⊗X∗, called the left-coevaluation,
satisfying that

(IdX ⊗ evX)(coevX ⊗ IdX) = IdX , (evX∗ ⊗ IdX∗)(IdX∗ ⊗ coevX∗) = IdX∗ .
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(3) A twist, that is, a family of natural isomorphisms θX : X
∼=−→ X such that

θ1 = Id1 , θX⊗Y = (θY ⊗ θX)τY,XτX,Y ,

such that the twist and rigid structure are compatible in the sense that θX∗ = θ∗
X .

The braiding and the twist imply that a ribbon category is in fact pivotal, that is,
it is also endowed with a right duality and the left and right dual functors coincide.
More precisely, the right rigid structure is determined by considering the same right
dual objects as the left duals and as right evaluation of an object X ∈ C‹evX := evXτX,X∗(θX ⊗ IdX∗) : X ⊗X∗ −→ 1. (2.1)

It is well-known that the tangle category T is a ribbon category where the
braiding is determined by τ+,+ = , the left rigid structure is determined by
+∗ = − and ev+ = ∩̌ and coev+ = ∪̂, and the twist is determined by θ+ = .

Theorem 2.2 ([Kas95, KRT97, Tur16]). Let C be a strict ribbon category and let
X ∈ C be an object. Then there exists a unique strict monoidal functor

RTX : T −→ C

such that RTX(+) = X and RTX preserves the ribbon structure, that is, RTX(−) =
X∗ and

RTX( ) = τX,X , RTX( ) = θX , RTX( ∩̌ ) = evX , RTX( ∪̂ ) = coevX .

In other words, T is the “free strict ribbon category generated by a single object”.

We call the functor of the previous theorem the Reshetikhin-Turaev invariant
associated to X ∈ C. This functor also provides a graphical calculus for ribbon
categories, see [TV17, Ch. 3]. The only difference with the conventions therein is
that we orient the strands naturally from bottom to top, so that the source object
X of a morphism f : X −→ Y corresponds with the tail of the arrow and the target
object Y with the head.

2.3. Ribbon Hopf algebras. Theorem 2.2 asserts that in order to get a functorial
tangle invariant (in particular a link invariant) that can be computed “by pieces”
all we need is to find a ribbon category. The archetypal example of such a category
is the category of finite-free left-modules of a ribbon Hopf algebra, that we recall
next.

Let (A, µ, η, ∆, ε, S) be a Hopf algebra over some commutative ring k. We will
always assume that the antipode S is invertible (this is automatic if A is finite-free
as a k-module, that is, free and of finite rank, see [Par71]).

A quasi-triangular structure over A is a choice of an invertible element R ∈ A⊗A,
called the universal R-matrix, satisfying the following properties:

(QT1) (∆⊗ Id)(R) = R13 ·R23,

(QT2) (Id⊗∆)(R) = R13 ·R12,

(QT3) ∆op = R ·∆(−) ·R−1,

where we have written R12 = R ⊗ 1, R13 = (IdA ⊗ flipA,A)R12 and R23 = 1 ⊗ R.
Here flip denotes the symmetric braiding of the category of k-modules. A Hopf
algebra endowed with a quasi-triangular structure is called a quasi-triangular Hopf
algebra.
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It is readily seen that the universal R-matrix satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation

R12R13R23 = R23R13R12 (2.2)

and besides we have

(S ⊗ Id)(R) = R−1 , (Id⊗ S)(R−1) = R , (S ⊗ S)(R) = R (2.3)

(the third is a consequence of the other two). We will typically write

R =
∑

i

αi ⊗ βi , R−1 =
∑

i

ᾱi ⊗ β̄i

for the universal R-matrix and its inverse.
Let (A, R) be a quasi-triangular Hopf algebra. The Drinfeld element of the

structure is the element

u := µop(Id⊗ S)(R) =
∑

i

S(βi)αi.

This element is known to be invertible with inverse

u−1 = µop(S2 ⊗ Id)(R) =
∑

i

βiS
2(αi).

A ribbon structure over (A, R) is a choice of a grouplike square root of uS(u−1)
that implements S2 by conjugation. More precisely, a ribbon structure is a choice
of an element κ ∈ A satisfying

(R1) κ2 = uS(u−1),

(R2) ∆(κ) = κ⊗ κ,

(R3) S2 = κ · (−) · κ−1.
Note that (R2) implies that ε(κ) = 1 and that κ is invertible with S(κ) = κ−1.
The element κ will be called the balancing element of the ribbon structure, and the
triple (A, R, κ) a ribbon Hopf algebra. It follows from (2.3) and (R3) that

(Id⊗ S)(R) = (S ⊗ S2)(R) = (Id⊗ S2)(R−1) =
∑

i

ᾱi ⊗ κβ̄iκ
−1, (2.4)

and similarly
(S ⊗ Id)(R−1) =

∑
i

καiκ
−1 ⊗ βi, (2.5)

The element v := κ−1u is classically called the ribbon element (hence the name
of the algebraic structure). It can be shown [KR93] that, for a quasi-triangular
Hopf algebra, the set of axioms (R1)–(R3) for the balancing element are equivalent
to the usual set of axioms

v ∈ Z(A) , v2 = uS(u) , ∆(v) = (R21R)−1(v⊗v) , ϵ(v) = 1 , S(v) = v (2.6)

for the ribbon element, where Z(A) denotes the centre of A.
Given a k-algebra A, we write fModA for the category of finite-free left A-

modules. It is folklore that a ribbon structure (R, κ) over A induces structure of
ribbon category over fModA, as follows: given A-modules V, W , the k-linear tensor
product V ⊗W is an A-module with product given by a · (v ⊗ w) := ∆(a)(v ⊗ w).
The base ring k is viewed as an A-module via a · λ := ε(a)λ, and it is the unit of
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the monoidal structure. The axioms (QT1)–(QT3) imply that for A-modules V, W ,
the map

τV,W : V ⊗W −→W ⊗ V , τV,W (v ⊗ w) := R21(w ⊗ v) (2.7)
is A-linear and defines a braiding on fModA. On the other hand, the k-linear dual
V ∗ := Homk(V,k) of V can be endowed with a left A-module structure given by
(a·ω)(v) := ω(S(a)v). Lastly, there is a twist θW : W −→W given by multiplication
by the inverse of the ribbon element,

θW (w) := v−1w. (2.8)
In fact, for a finite-free k-algebra A, a ribbon category structure on fModA uniquely
determines a ribbon Hopf algebra on A, see e.g. [Bec24c] for a detailed discussion.

We would like to emphasise that the category fModA is not strict (because the
canonical k-linear isomorphism (V1 ⊗ V2)⊗ V3 ∼= V1 ⊗ (V2 ⊗ V3) is not the identity
map) and therefore, stricto senso, fModA cannot be used directly in Theorem 2.2.
However, this is a non-issue due to the celebrated Mac Lane’s strictness theorem
[ML63], which ensures that there exists a strict monoidal category fModstr

A together
with a monoidal equivalence fModA

≃−→ fModstr
A (see also [Bec24b] for a more mod-

ern monograph). In particular, this means that fModstr
A admits a ribbon structure

such that the previous is an equivalence of ribbon categories. The strict ribbon
category fModstr

A is the desired category.
We will always assume the model for the strictification fModstr

A based on se-
quences of objects [ML63, Kas95, Bec24b]: the objects of fModstr

A are sequences
S = (V1, . . . , Vn) of finite-free A-modules , n ≥ 0 (this includes the empty sequence
∅). If the parenthesisation of a sequence S is the A-module

Par(S) := (· · · (V1 ⊗ V2)⊗ V3)⊗ · · · )⊗ Vn

for any sequence S of length n > 0 and Par(∅) := 1, define
HomfModstr

A
(S, S′) := HomfModA

(Par(S), Par(S′)), (2.9)

with identities and composition taken from those of fModA. The monoidal structure
is given by concatenation of sequences, with unit the empty sequence. We view any
object X of C in Cstr as a one-object sequence.

2.4. The category T +. The category T of tangles contains important subcategor-
ies that we would like to recall next. Let us write T + for the full subcategory of
T on the objects Mon(+) ⊂ Mon(+,−). The main difference of this category with
respect to T is that isolated cups and caps ∪̂ , ∪̂ , ∩̌ , ∩̌ are not allowed, although
they can still appear in a decomposition of an arrow in T +. In particular, closed
components are allowed and HomT +(∅, ∅) is the set of framed, oriented links.

The category T + satisfies a universal property, that we now discuss. First recall
that a monoidal category is said to be balanced if it is endowed with a braiding
and a twist. Let C be a strict balanced category with monoidal product ⊗, unit 1,
braiding τ and twist θ. A trace for C is a family of natural set-theoretical maps

trU
X,Y : HomC(X ⊗ U, Y ⊗ U) −→ HomC(X, Y ) (2.10)

satisfying the following axioms:
(TC1) For every f : X −→ Y ,

tr1
X,Y (f) = f.
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(TC2) For every g : X ⊗ U ⊗ V −→ Y ⊗ U ⊗ V ,
trU⊗V

X,Y (g) = trU
X,Y (trV

X⊗U,Y ⊗U (g)).

(TC3) For every f : X1 ⊗ U −→ Y1 ⊗ U and every g : X2 −→ Y2,

trU
X1,Y1

(f)⊗ g = trU
X1⊗X2,Y1⊗Y2

(
(IdY1 ⊗ τ−1

Y2,U )(f ⊗ g)(IdX1 ⊗ τX2,U )
)

= trU
X1⊗X2,Y1⊗Y2

(
(IdY1 ⊗ τU,Y2)(f ⊗ g)(IdX1 ⊗ τ−1

U,X2
)
)

.

(TC4) For every object U in C,
trU

U,U (τU,U ) = θU , trU
U,U (τ−1

U,U ) = θ−1
U .

A strict balanced monoidal category endowed with a trace is called a traced mon-
oidal category. This notion was introduced first by Joyal, Street and Verity [JSV96].

The authors show in [JSV96] that every ribbon category C is canonically traced:
given objects X, Y, U in C and an arrow f : X ⊗ U −→ Y ⊗ U , the trace trU

X,Y (f)
is defined as the composite

X X ⊗ U ⊗ U∗ Y ⊗ U ⊗ U∗ Y
IdX ⊗coevU f⊗IdU∗ IdY ⊗ẽvU (2.11)

They also prove that the free traced monoidal category generated by one object is
precisely T +:

Theorem 2.3 ([JSV96]). Let C be a traced monoidal category, and let X be an
object of C. Then there exists a unique strict monoidal functor

F : T + −→ C
such that F (+) = X and F preserves the braiding, twist and the trace in the sense
that F (tr+m

+n,+n(f)) = trX⊗m

X⊗n,X⊗n(Ff).

Just as before, this theorem provides a graphical calculus for traced monoidal
categories, see [JSV96, §2].

2.5. Bundle monoidal categories. We now briefly recall a construction that
will feature a few times in what follows. Let M = (Mi)i∈N be a family of monoids
indexed by nonnegative integers, and suppose that there is a family of monoid
homomorphisms

ρn,m : Mn ×Mm −→Mn+m , n, m ∈ N
satisfying

ρ0,n ◦ (1M0 × IdMn
) = IdMn

= ρn,0 ◦ (IdMn
× 1M0) (2.12)

and
ρn+m,r ◦ (ρn,m × IdMr ) = ρn,m+r ◦ (IdMn × ρm,r) (2.13)

for all n, m ≥ 0, where 1M0 is the unit of M0. Then it is easy to see that this family
of monoids gives rise to a strict monoidal categoryM defined as follows: its objects
are the nonnegative integers, and given n, m ∈ N declare

HomM(n, m) :=
®

Mn, n = m

∅, n ̸= m
,

with composite determined by the multiplication law of the monoids Mn, x◦y := xy,
x, y ∈ Mn, and identity given by the unit of Mn. The monoidal product on this
category is given by addition of integers for objects and the structure maps ρn,m
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for the arrows, with unit object given by 0 ∈ N. If the monoids (Mn) are in fact
groups, then the resulting category M is a groupoid.

Example 2.4. Let Sn be the symmetric group of n elements, and for every n, m ∈
N, let ρn,m : Sn×Sm −→ Sn+m denote the block product of permutations, which
satisfies the conditions above. The strict monoidal category resulting from applying
the previous construction is called the permutation category and will be denoted by
S. Furthermore, we can actually endow this category with a balanced structure:
indeed a symmetric braiding τn,m : n + m −→ n + m is given by the permutation
that maps i to i + m (mod n + m), and a twist is given by the identity natural
transformation. In fact, S is the free symmetric monoidal category generated by
one object.

Remark 2.5. It directly follows from the definitions that if C is a strict monoidal
category, then the data of a strict monoidal functor M −→ C is fully determined
by a choice of an object X in C and a family of monoid homomorphisms

φn : Mn −→ EndC(X⊗n) , n ≥ 0
such that the following diagram commutes for all n, m ≥ 0:

Mn ×Mn Mn+m

EndC(X⊗n)× EndC(X⊗n) EndC(X⊗n+m)

φn×φm

ρn,m

φn+m

⊗

(2.14)

2.6. The categories B and B0. Now we want to introduce two more remark-
able subcategories of T . We write B for the subcategory of T on the objects
Mon(+) ⊂ Mon(+,−) and arrows open tangles T with the property that for some
representative γ of the isotopy class T , we have that the intersection of the union
of the cores of γ with the hyperplanes D1 ×D1 × {z} ⊂ (D1)×3 is constant for all
z ∈ D1. We call B the category of framed braids in a cube.

Similarly, the category B0 is the wide subcategory of B on the arrows 0-framed
tangles, that is, tangles whose all components have framing zero. We call B the
category of braids in a cube. It is readily seen that both are monoidal subcategories
of T .

These two categories admit a description in terms of the construction from Sec-
tion 2.5. Let us write Bn for the braid group in n strands (also known as the
fundamental group π1(UConfn(C)) of the n-th unordered configuration space of C,
or alternatively the mapping class group MCG(D2−{n points}) of the n-punctured
disc). There is a surjective group homomorphism π : Bn −→ Sn which maps each
of the Artin generators σi to the transposition si := (i, i + 1). We call the framed
braid group in n strands to the semidirect product

Bfr
n := Bn ⋉ Zn

where Bn acts on Zn permuting the components via π, that is σ(k1, . . . , kn) :=
(kπσ(1), . . . , kπσ(n)). There are families of group homomorphisms

ρn,m : Bn ×Bm −→ Bn+m , ρfr
n,m : Bfr

n ×Bfr
m −→ Bfr

n+m

determined by ρn,m(σi, σj) = σiσn+j and similarly for ρfr
n,m. It is easy to check that

they satisfy (2.12) and (2.13), and the monoidal categories resulting from applying
the construction from Section 2.5 are (isomorphic to) B0 and B, respectively.
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The categories B0 and B also enjoy some universal properties: B0 is the free
braided monoidal category generated by one object, and B is the free balanced
category generated by one object:

Theorem 2.6. Let C be a strict braided (resp. balanced) monoidal category, and
let X be an object of C. There there exists a unique strict monoidal functor

F : B0 −→ C (resp. F : B −→ C)
such that F (+) = X and F preserves the braiding (resp. the braiding and the twist).

In summary, we have the following

Corollary 2.7. We have the following chain of strict monoidal embeddings,
B0 ↪−→ B ↪−→ T + ↪−→ T ,

where B0, B, T up, T + and T are the free braided, free balanced, free traced and
free ribbon monoidal categories generated by a single object, respectively.

3. Upwards tangles

So far we have introduced four different categories of braids and tangles, some
being more restrictive and some being more general in the classes of isotopy classes
allowed. The universal balanced category B has the advantage that one does not
have to deal with closed components, which sometimes might pose problems in
certain constructions, but it is rather restrictive as it only allows framed braids.
On the other hand, the universal traced category T + has the advantage that it
allows very general classes of tangles (it is a full subcategory of T ) without requiring
duality, but it has as downside that one still has to deal with closed components.
In this section we will introduce a class of tangles that retains the best features of
both B and T +.

3.1. The category T up. Here is the relevant definition: the category of upwards
tangles T up is the subcategory of T on the objects Mon(+) ⊂ Mon(+,−) and
arrows open tangles. It is clear that T up is a monoidal subcategory of T that sits
in between B and T +: there are monoidal embeddings

B ↪−→ T up ↪−→ T +,

in particular T up is balanced. Besides, this category is sufficiently general to encode
knot theory: the canonical closure map

K K7→

establishes a bijection
one-component

upwards tangles in
(D1)×3


isotopy rel. endpoints

® framed knots
in (D1)×3

´
isotopy (3.1)

The category T up can also be seen as arising from the bundle construction from
Section 2.5. For every n ≥ 0, the endomorphism monoid EndT up(+n) will be called
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the monoid of n-components upwards tangles. By the monoidal category axioms,
(2.12) and (2.13) hold, and the resulting category is (trivially) T up. Note that by
the same reasoning, we could view the category T + also arising from the same
construction.

For every n-component upwards tangle, let σT ∈ Sn be the permutation given
by sending i to the position in t(T ) (reading from left to right) where the component
which starts at the i-th position in s(T ) finishes at. This assignment promotes to
a monoid homomorphism

π : EndT up(+n) −→ Sn (3.2)
whose kernel (that is, those upwards tangles whose components start and end at
the same position) consists of the so-called n-string links [BN95, Mei05, MWY21].
Here we prefer keep the word link for closed components, so we call those elements
in the kernel pure upwards tangles as in [BBK15], in analogy to the pure braid
group PBn = ker(Bn −→ Sn).

The strands of an upwards tangle are canonically ordered, labelling them at the
tails from left to right. We will always assume this order without further mention.

We record here two important properties:

Proposition 3.1 ([Sch49, Kre14, BBK15]). The upwards tangle monoids satisfy
the following properties:

(1) The invertible upwards tangles are exactly the framed braids,
(EndT up(+n))× = Bfr

n .

(2) The monoids EndT up(+n), n ≥ 1, are infinitely-generated.

As an immediate consequence, we find that T up is infinitely generated as a
monoidal category, and isomorphisms in T up are exactly framed braids.

3.2. Rotational diagrams. We will mostly focus on a convenient class of dia-
grams of upwards tangles. A diagram D of an upwards tangle is said to be rota-
tional if all crossings of D point upwards and all maxima and minima appear in
pairs of the following two forms,

(3.3)

where the dashed discs denote some neighbourhoods of that piece of strand in
the tangle diagram. The idea of considering digrams where only full rotations are
allowed first appeared in [BV18, BV21] and was further developed by the author
in [Bec24a]. We regard rotational tangle diagrams up to Morse isotopy, that is,
planar isotopy that preserve all maxima and minima. In other words, we do not
allow isolated cups and caps (“half rotations”), instead they must appear in pairs,
either ∩̌ and ∪̂ or ∩̌ and ∪̂, forming full rotations, as depicted in (3.3).

Lemma 3.2 ([Bec24a]). Any upwards tangle has a rotational diagram.

Proof. Given a tangle diagram D of an upwards tangle, we will construct another
diagram in rotational form which is related to the former only by planar isotopy.

For each tangle component, label the edges of the strand according to the ori-
entation. Let the pair (i, j) denote the j-th edge of the strand Di. By an edge
of a tangle diagram we mean an edge of the underlying uni-tetravalent graph of
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D. Write X±
(i,j),(i′,j′) for the crossing that has the edge (i, j) as the foot of the

overstrand and (i′, j′) as the foot of the understrand, where ± indicates whether
the crossing is positive or negative. We define a total order in the set of labels (i, j)
as follows:

(i, j) < (i′, j′) if i < i′ or i = i′ and j < j′.

This induces the following total order in the set cross(D) of crossings of the digram:
X±

(i1,j1),(i′
1,j′

1) < X±
(i2,j2),(i′

2,j′
2) if min((i1, j1), (i′

1, j′
1)) < min((i2, j2), (i′

2, j′
2)).

Now, let us construct a new diagram for the given upwards tangle. First, start
by placing the feet of all components of D, from left to right following the order
of the components. Now, according to the order in cross(D), place the crossings
in the bands R× [k, k + 1] of the plane in an upward fashion, placing a cup at the
end of the foot of the edge with the greatest pair. We illustrate this below with
(i, j) < (i′, j′):

(i, j)

(i′, j′ + 1) (i, j + 1)

(i′, j′)

(i, j)

(i′, j′ + 1) (i, j + 1)

(i′, j′)

(i, j)

(i′, j′ + 1)(i, j + 1)

(i′, j′)

(i, j)

(i′, j′ + 1)(i, j + 1)

(i′, j′)

X+
(i,j),(i′,j′) X−

(i′,j′),(i,j) X+
(i′,j′),(i,j) X−

(i,j),(i′,j′)

For each i, we connect the edges (i, j) according to the order and extend all edges
up if they have not been connected yet. In doing so, we must place some caps
when we have to merge with an edge that is already on the diagram. The resulting
diagram has cups and caps appearing in pairs as in (3.3), but also isolated maxima
and zig-zag curves, as shown below to left and right respectively:

However these two can be removed by a planar isotopy. By construction, the
resulting diagram is planar isotopic to the original one. □

Example 3.3. Let us illustrate the proof of the previous lemma. Suppose we start
with the 2-component tangle showed below:

1

2 2′

1′3′ 3

4′ 4

For simplicity we have labelled the edges as j = (1, j) and j′ = (2, j). The algorithm
described produces the following tangle diagram:

1

2

3

4

1′

2′

3′

4′
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Removing isolated maxima, we obtain the following rotational diagram of the ori-
ginal tangle:

We can hence restrict ourselves to study only tangle diagrams in rotational form.
Mimicking [Oht02, Theorem 3.3] and [Pol10], it is not difficult to see that the follow-
ing relations form a set of rotational Reidemeister moves for rotational diagrams:

(Ω0)= = =, (3.4)

(Ω1f)=
(Ω2)=, (3.5)

(Ω2c)= (Ω3)=
, (3.6)

As usual, the above pictures are to be understood as identifying two tangle diagrams
that are identical except in an open neighbourhood, where they look like as shown.

From this it follows

Corollary 3.4. There are bijections
 upwards tangles

in (D1)×3


isotopy

 upwards tangle
diagrams in (D1)×2


planar isotopy and

Reidemeister moves

 rotational tangle
diagrams in (D1)×2


Morse isotopy and

rotational
Reidemeister moves

It should be clear that similar statement can also be made for tangles in T +.

Remark 3.5. Observe that rotational diagrams do not fit very well with the ribbon
category structure of T , as the full rotations of (3.3) cannot be seen as morphisms.
However, any rotational diagram of an upwards tangle can be decomposed as the
merging in the plane of the elementary building blocks depicted below: the single,
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unknotted strand (denoted by I), the positive and negative crossings (denoted X
and X−), and the anticlockwise and clockwise full rotations (denoted C and C−).

I X X− C C−

(3.7)

One of the main goals of this paper is to introduce a more suitable categorical
framework for upwards tangles using rotational diagrams, based on Joyal-Street-
Verity’s traced monoidal categories.

To finish this subsection, let us focus on knots. There are two quantities that we
can associate to the rotational diagram D of a given knot. On the one hand, the
writhe of D is defined as

w(D) :=
∑

c

sign(c)

where the sum is taken over all crossings c of D. This value is exactly the framing
of the knot. On the other hand, the rotation number rot(D) of diagram D is the
number of positive full rotations C minus the number of negative full rotations
C− that appear in the diagram (note however that this is not an isotopy invariant
of the knot). For a general upwards tangle, we can similarly talk of the rotation
number of a given strand. This integer is in fact determined by the crossings of the
diagram:

Lemma 3.6. Let D be a rotational diagram of a knot. Then we have

rot(D) =
∑

c
under first

sign(c)−
∑

c
over first

sign(c),

where the first (resp. second) summation is taken over all crossings c in D where
the knot traverses the understrand (resp. overstrand) in the first place.

Proof. We claim that

rot(D) = #
( crossings with

bottom right first

)
−#

( crossings with
bottom left first

)
,

where each of the summands refers to the number of crossings (regardless the sign)
that the knot hits first by the bottom right or left endpoint. The equality of the
statement follows from the claim as

#
( crossings with

bottom right first

)
=

∑
c positive
under first

sign(c)−
∑

c negative
over first

sign(c)

and
#
( crossings with

bottom left first

)
=

∑
c positive
over first

sign(c)−
∑

c negative
under first

sign(c).

Let us now prove the claim. The first observation is that the all rotational
Reidemeister moves except the (Ω1f) move on the left in (3.5) preserve both the
rotation diagram and the difference d(D) := #(bottom right first) − #(bottom left
first). Using these moves, we can isotope a rotational knot diagram into a braid
closure, where the sign of every original rotation is unchanged, so that the closure
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is taken both with positive and negative rotations, let us say n and m respectively.
We can then turn every C− into C+, as follows:

b

· · · · · · · · · · · ·

= b

· · ·· · ·

Note that the rotation number is increased by 2m, and so is the difference d.
Therefore, it suffices to show that rot(D) = d(D) for D = cl(b) a braid closure only
with positive rotations, as depicted below:

b

· · · · · ·

Now, recall that the closure of a braid b ∈ Bn is a knot precisely when the induced
permutation σb ∈ Sn is a cycle of length n. Let c ∈ Bn be a braid such that
σcσbσ−1

c = (1, . . . , n) (since the conjugacy classes of Sn are exactly given by the
cycle type, this is always possible). In particular, cl(b) = cl(cbc−1) by the Markov
theorem. The key observation is that conjugation preserves the difference #(bottom
right first) − #(bottom left first), for it suffices to check it for the generators of the
braid group, for which it is straightforward. What this means is that it is enough
to check rot(D) = d(D) for D = cl(b) with σb = (1, . . . , n). Since the signs of the
crossings play no role in the equality to demonstrate, we can freely change the signs
in the braid. Therefore, we can replace b by the following braid b′:

b′

· · ·

For this digram, the equality rot(D) = d(D) holds, and we conclude. □

Corollary 3.7. Let D be a knot diagram. Then we have

rot(D) + wr(D) = 2 ·
∑

c
under first

sign(c)

(and in particular rot(D) + wr(D) is always even).
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3.3. Universality of T up. Let us now describe a universal property that T up

satisfies, which essentially is a modification of Joyal-Street-Verity’s notion of trace
that we explained in Section 2.4.

Now let C be a strict balanced monoidal category, and consider P : C −→ S a
strict monoidal functor preserving the balanced structure. Observe that for such
a functor to exist, we must have P (X) = P (Y ) = n whenever there is an arrow
f : X −→ Y . Then the image P (f) of a morphism f as before will be denoted
by σf ∈ Sn. Moreover, given objects X, Y, U in C with P (X) = P (Y ) = n and
P (U) = m, we will write

Homad
C (X ⊗ U, Y ⊗ U) (3.8)

for the set of morphisms f : X⊗U −→ Y⊗U with the property that the permutation
σf ∈ Sn+m contains no cycles of length ≤ m including only elements of the set
{n + 1, . . . , n + m}, and will call them (X, Y, U)-admissible.

Let us introduce now the main concept of this section: let C be a strict balanced
category with monoidal product ⊗, unit 1, braiding τ and twist θ. An open trace
for C is a pair (P, tr) where P : W −→ S is a strict monoidal functor preserving
the balanced structure and tr is a family of natural set-theoretical maps

trU
X,Y : Homad

C (X ⊗ U, Y ⊗ U) −→ HomC(X, Y ) (3.9)

satisfying the following axioms:
(OTC1) For every f : X −→ Y ,

tr1
X,Y (f) = f.

(OTC2) For every g : X⊗U⊗V −→ Y ⊗U⊗V which is (X, Y, U⊗V )-admissible,

trU⊗V
X,Y (g) = trU

X,Y (trV
X⊗U,Y ⊗U (g)).

(OTC3) For every f : X1 ⊗ U −→ Y1 ⊗ U which is (X1, Y1, U)-admissible and
every g : X2 −→ Y2,

trU
X1,Y1

(f)⊗ g = trU
X1⊗X2,Y1⊗Y2

(
(IdY1 ⊗ τ−1

Y2,U )(f ⊗ g)(IdX1 ⊗ τX2,U )
)

= trU
X1⊗X2,Y1⊗Y2

(
(IdY1 ⊗ τU,Y2)(f ⊗ g)(IdX1 ⊗ τ−1

U,X2
)
)

.

(OTC4) For every object U ,

trU
U,U (τU,U ) = θU , trU

U,U (τ−1
U,U ) = θ−1

U .

A balanced monoidal category C equipped with an open trace (P, tr) is called a
open-traced monoidal category.

Example 3.8. The category T up of upwards tangles is an open traced monoidal
category, as follows: there is a canonical strict monoidal functor P : T up −→ S
resulting from applying Remark 2.5 to the family of monoid maps (3.2). Note that
indeed this functor preserves the balancing structure.

We can define a canonical open trace relative to this functor by closing up some
components. More precisely, an (+n, +n, +m)-admissible upwards tangle is an (n+
m)-component upwards tangle T such that its induced permutation σT ∈ Sn+m

contains no cycles of length≤ m including only elements of the set {n+1, . . . , n+m}.
Then define tr+m

+n,+n(T ) as the tangle resulting from closing up the m rightmost
components of T , as depicted below:
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T

· · · · · ·
n m

(3.10)

Observe that the condition imposed on the induced permutation σT guarantees
that tr+m

+n,+n(T ) contains no closed components and thence it is a morphism of T up.
That the axioms hold is a consequence of the (framed) Reidemeister moves.

Example 3.9. Let us see how the category T + inherits an open-trace structure
from its trace. Consider the collection of monoid maps

EndT +(+n) −→ EndT up(+n) π−→ Sn

where the first arrow is the canonical map that forgets the closed components and π
is as in (3.2). Just as in Example 3.8, these maps assemble into a balanced functor
P : T + −→ S. The restriction of the trace of T + to admissible tangles trivially
gives an open-trace structure.

We need one last observation before stating the universal property of T up. Fix
a positive integer n > 0. For every k ≥ 0, there is a group homomorphism Sk −→
Skn that sends σ ∈ Sk to the permutation that shuffles {1, . . . , kn} as blocks of n
elements according to σ. It is readily verified that these morphisms assemble into
a monoidal functor Gn : S −→ S that preserves the balanced structure.

Theorem 3.10. Let (C, P, tr) be a strict open-traced monoidal category, and let
X ∈ C. Then there exists a unique strict monoidal functor

FX = F : T up −→ C
such that F (+) = X and F preserves the open-traced structure, that is,

F ( ) = τX,X , F ( ) = θX , F (tr+m

+n,+n(f)) = trX⊗m

X⊗n,X⊗n(Ff)

whenever f : +n+m −→ +n+m is (+n, +n, +m)-admissible, and the following dia-
gram commutes,

T up C

S S

F

P

G|X|

where |X| denotes the image of X under the structure functor P : C −→ S.
In other words, T up is the “free strict open-traced monoidal category generated

by one object”.

Proof. The strategy of the proof is the same as that for Theorem 2.2, see e.g.
[Tur16, §I.3–4]. To start with, we need to work with a particular class of diagrams
for upwards tangles. A generic rotational diagram D of an upwards tangle is a
rotational diagram that results from a partial closure of a braid diagram as in
(3.10) (where T in this case is required to be a braid diagram).

First we claim that every upwards tangle has a generic rotational diagram. In-
deed by Lemma 3.2 every upwards tangle has a rotational diagram. By a sequence
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of rotational Reidemeister moves (Ω2c) and (Ω3), we can move all full rotations C
(resp. C− to the leftmost (resp. rightmost) part of the diagram so that we obtain
a braid diagram that has been partially closed on the right and on the left.

b

· · · · · ·· · ·

By (Ω1f) we can move all C to the right-hand side as C− by adding some crossings
on the top and bottom of the braid:

b

· · ·· · ·· · ·

This concludes the claim.
In order to ensure the well-definedness of the functor FX , we must understand

how two braids with isotopic partial closures are related. We view every braid as an
upwards tangle by assigning the 0-framing to each of the strands (in other words,
we consider the blackboard framing of any diagram). If b ∈ Bn+m, we will write
clr(m) for the tangle obtained by closing the m rightmost strands of b, as in (3.10).

Now, we will define two different transformations of braids. Fix a positive integer
k ≥ 0. Define the k-open, framed Markov moves as

(MI) Conjugating a braid b ∈ Bk+n by an element of the form 1k ⊗ a, where
1k ∈ Bk is the unit, a ∈ Bn and ⊗ denotes concatenation of braids:

b←→ (1k ⊗ a)b(1k ⊗ a−1),
(MII) Replacing b ∈ Bn by (σ−1

n σn+1)±1b ∈ Bn+2, or the inverse of this:
b←→ (σ−1

n σn+1)±1b.

We claim that that if b ∈ Bk+n and b′ ∈ Bk+m, then the tangles with k ≥ 0 open
strands cln(b) and clm(b′) are isotopic if and only if b and b′ are related by a finite
sequence of k-open, framed Markov moves. Of course, this is simply a suitable
version of Markov theorem [Bir74] (in the framed case). We can argue making
use of the L-moves devised by Lambropoulou and Rourke [Lam93, LR97], which
are two moves equivalent to the classical Markov moves for links (in the unframed
case). In the unframed, k-open situation, one can mimic the argument in [LR97]
to see that the partial closures of two given braids are isotopic if and only if the
braids are related by a sequence of L-moves where in each of the moves the new
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component is always closed up. Now the same argument the relates the L-moves
with the Markov moves in [LR97] for the full closure amounts to the move (MI)
above and the unframed version of (MII), b ←→ σ±1

n b. We simply have to correct
the Reidemeister one move to have the framed version in the k-open case.

Let us now prove the statement. According to the claim above, any upwards
tangle can be expressed as the partial closure of a braid. Since the functor F must
preserve the braiding and the open trace, the uniqueness follows.

Now let us see the existence. Define F (+n) := X⊗n on objects. On morphisms,
given an upwards tangle T with k > 0 open components, consider a generic ro-
tational digram D of T of the form D = cln(b) for a braid (diagram) b ∈ Bk+n,
which is (k, k, n)-admissible by construction. Note that F (b) is determined by the
condition F ( ) = τX,X of the statement. Then define

F (T ) := trX⊗n

X⊗k,X⊗k (Fb).

To demonstrate the well-definedness of this, it suffices to see that the definition is
invariant under the k-open, framed Markov moves stated above. The invariance
under (MI) follows by the naturality of

trU
X,Y : Homad

C (X ⊗ U, Y ⊗ U) −→ HomC(X, Y )

in U . The invariance under (MII) is a consequence of axiom (OTC4). Of course,
that Fb is well-defined on isotopy classes of braids is due to C being braided. □

Example 3.11. If T + is endowed with the open-traced structure from Example 3.9,
then the unique structure-preserving functor F : T up −→ T + such that F (+) = +
is precisely the canonical embedding T up ↪−→ T +.

Example 3.12. Let n ≥ 1. The unique structure-preserving self-functor F :
T up −→ T up such that F (+) = +n replaces every component of a given upwards
tangle by n parallel copies of it.

Construction 3.13. Let C be a traced monoidal category, and let X be an object
of C such that all tensor powers of X are different objects. Let us see how we can
obtain a monoidal subcategory of C containing X which inherits an open trace from
C.

Consider the composite (that we will denote by F )

T up ↪−→ T + −→ C

where the first functor is the canonical embedding and the second is the unique
strict monoidal functor sending + to X and preserving the traced structure. Let
us write CX for the image of F , that is CX is the subcategory of C whose objects
are X⊗n, n ≥ 0, and whose arrows are images F (T ) of arbitrary upwards tangles.
Note that this category is well-defined because by hypothesis F is injective-on-
objects. Moreover CX trivially inherits the monoidal product from C and a balanced
structure since F is in particular balancing-preserving.

Furthermore there is a balancing-preserving functor P : CX −→ S given by
P (X⊗n) = n and P (F (T )) = σT . With respect to this functor, the trace of C
restricts to an open trace in CX given by trX⊗m

X⊗n,X⊗n(F (T )) := F (tr+m

+n,+n(T )) where
T is an (+n, +n, +m)-admissible upwards tangle. Of course, the resulting functor
T up −→ CX is open-traced.
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If A is a ribbon Hopf algebra over some (non-trivial) commutative ring k, recall
from Section 2.3 that its representation theory gives rise to a strict ribbon category
fModstr

A . Recall also that every ribbon category is canonically traced using (2.11).
If W is a finite-free A-module, applying Construction 3.13 to fModstr

A , we get a
open-traced monoidal category (fModstr

A )W . Please note that we can indeed apply
the construction because in the strictification of a category all tensor powers of an
object have different lengths and therefore are different objects. The unique strict
monoidal functor T up −→ (fModstr

A )W arising from Theorem 3.10 will be also called
the Reshetikhin-Turaev functor and will be denoted as

RTW : T up −→ (fModstr
A )W (3.11)

The following lemma is immediate and justifies the name choice:

Lemma 3.14. In the above setup, the following diagram commutes,

T up (fModstr
A )W

T fModstr
A

RTW

RTW

where the horizontal top functor is (3.11), the horizontal bottom functor arises from
Theorem 2.2, and the two vertical functors are the inclusions.

Remark 3.15. If C is a strict traced monoidal category, and a balancing-preserving
functor P : C −→ S exists, then the trace of C induces an open trace (P, tr) on C
by restricting to admissible morphisms.

The reader should be mindful that, in general, a traced monoidal category might
not be open-traced, as the existence of a balancing-preserving monoidal functor
C −→ S –which is an essential part of the structure– is not guaranteed in general.
That can be the case even when the object monoid of C is free in one object, e.g. C
being the subcategory of the category of topological spaces and continuous maps on
the objects Rn, n ≥ 0, and arrows arrows self-maps Rn −→ Rn, which is balanced
with respect to the Cartesian product and trivial twist. There is no sensible way to
functorially assign a permutation to every such self-map preserving the symmetric
braiding.

4. The universal tangle invariant

The aim of this section is to produce, in a canonical way, a strict monoidal functor
that encodes the so-called universal invariant defined by Lawrence [Law89]. By
“canonical” we mean that arises from a universal property, just like the Reshetikhin-
Turaev invariants arise from Theorem 2.2.

The universal invariant is usually defined from a ribbon Hopf algebra A and it
is known to dominate the family of Reshetikhin-Turaev invariants built out of the
ribbon category fModA (hence the name). However, the comultiplication, counit
and antipode do not play a role when defining the universal invariant. Therefore
we want to consider a version here that uses the minimal algebraic data needed to
build such an invariant.
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4.1. XC-algebras. Let k be a commutative ring with unit, and let A = (A, µ, 1) be
a k-algebra. An XC-structure on A is a choice of two preferred, invertible elements

R ∈ A⊗A , κ ∈ A,

called the universal R-matrix and the balancing element, respectively, satisfying
the following axioms:

(XC0) R = (κ⊗ κ) ·R · (κ−1 ⊗ κ−1),

(XC1f) µ[3](R31 · κ2) = µ[3](R13 · κ−1
2 ),

(XC2c) κ⊗ 1 = (µ[3] ⊗ µ)(R−1
15 ·R34 · κ2),

(XC3) R12R13R23 = R23R13R12,
where we have written µ[3] for the 3-fold multiplication map and for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n,
i ̸= j we have put

R±1
ij :=

®
(1⊗i−1 ⊗ Id⊗ 1⊗j−i−1 ⊗ Id⊗ 1n−j)(R±1), i < j

(1⊗j−1 ⊗ Id⊗ 1⊗i−j−1 ⊗ Id⊗ 1n−i)(flipA,A(R±1)), i > j
(4.1)

and similarly κ±1
i = (1⊗i−1 ⊗ Id⊗ 1⊗n−i)(κ±1).

The condition of R being invertible, RR−1 = 1 ⊗ 1, will be called (XC2). The
element ν := µ[3](R13 ·κ−1

2 ) from (XC1f) is called the inverse of the classical ribbon
element. The triple (A, R, κ) consisting of a k-algebra and an XC-structure will be
called an XC-algebra.

Example 4.1. For any k-algebra A, setting R = 1 ⊗ 1 and κ = 1 gives a trivial
XC-algebra structure.

Example 4.2. Let A = M2(C) be the algebra of 2 × 2 matrices with complex
coefficients with the usual matrix multiplication. Then the elements

R =
Å

1 0
0 0

ã
⊗
Å

1 0
0 1

ã
+
Å

0 0
0 1

ã
⊗
Å
−1 0
0 1

ã
+ 2

Å
0 1
0 0

ã
⊗
Å

0 0
1 0

ã
and

κ = i
Å

1 0
0 −1

ã
determine an XC-algebra structure, where i represents the complex imaginary unit.
Indeed it is readily verified that R−1 = R and κ−1 = −κ, and the axioms (XC0)–
(XC3) can be checked performing the corresponding matrix multiplications.

Example 4.3. The previous example can be further generalised to a one-parameter
family of XC-algebras. Let A =M2(C) as before. Then for every choice of λ ∈ C,

Rλ =
Å

1 0
0 0

ã
⊗
Å

1 0
0 λ

ã
+
Å

0 0
0 1

ã
⊗
Å
−λ−1 0

0 1

ã
+ 2

Å
0 1
0 0

ã
⊗
Å

0 0
1 0

ã
and κ as before define an XC-algebra structure on A. Again this is a direct com-
putation which we omit here. In this case, R−1

λ = Rλ−1 .

In general, we have two main sources of examples of XC-algebras. The notation
clash with ribbon Hopf algebras is of course not incidental, and these provide the
first of them:

Proposition 4.4. Every ribbon Hopf algebra (A, R, κ) is an XC-algebra.
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Proof. For (XC0) we have
R = (S2 ⊗ S2)(R) = (κ⊗ κ) ·R · (κ−1 ⊗ κ−1).

For (XC1f), first we note that

v−1 = u−1κ =
∑

i

βiS
2(αi)κ =

∑
i

βκαi.

Since S(v) = v by (2.6), then S(v−1) = v−1 and therefore

µ[3](R31 · κ2) =
∑

i

βiκαi = S

(∑
i

βiκαi

)
=

∑
i

S(αi)S(κ)S(βi)

=
∑

i

αiκ
−1βi = µ[3](R13 · κ−1

2 )

Next, (XC2c) follows from the following computation:

(µ[3] ⊗ µ)(R−1
15 ·R34 · κ2) =

∑
i,j

ᾱjκαi ⊗ βiβ̄j

= (κ⊗ 1) ·

Ñ∑
i,j

ᾱjS2(αi)⊗ βiβ̄j

é
= (κ⊗ 1) ·

Ñ∑
i,j

S(S(αi)S−1(ᾱj))⊗ βiβ̄j

é
= (κ⊗ 1) · (S ⊗ Id)

Ñ∑
i,j

S(αi)S−1(ᾱj)⊗ βiβ̄j

é
= (κ⊗ 1) · (S ⊗ Id)((S ⊗ Id)(R) · (S−1 ⊗ Id)(R−1))
= (κ⊗ 1) · (S ⊗ Id)(R−1 ·R)
= (κ⊗ 1) · (S ⊗ Id)(1⊗ 1)
= (κ⊗ 1).

Lastly (XC2) is the invertibility of the universal R-matrix, and (XC3) is precisely
the Yang-Baxter equation (2.2). □

Remark 4.5. According to the proof, when (A, R, κ) is ribbon, then ν = v−1, which
justifies our name “inverse of the classical ribbon element” for ν.

Example 4.6. Let k be a commutative ring with unit in which 2 is invertible. The
Sweedler algebra is the k-algebra SW given by the following presentation:

SW := k⟨s, w⟩
(s2 = 1, w2 = 0, sw = −ws) .

It is well-known (see e.g. [Maj95]) that the Sweedler algebra is a Hopf algebra with
structure maps determined by the condition that

∆(w) = w ⊗ 1 + s⊗ w , ε(w) = 0 , S(w) = −sw

and s being grouplike. Furthermore, SW admits a ribbon structure (and therefore
an XC-algebra structure) given by

R := 1⊗ 1− 2p⊗ p + w ⊗ w + 2wp⊗ wp− 2w ⊗ wp , κ := s,
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where for convenience we have written p := (1 − s)/2. Note that this ribbon
structure is triangular, R−1 = R21.

Remark 4.7. We remind the reader that a rich source of examples of ribbon Hopf
algebras arises from the Drinfeld double construction [Dri87]: if A is a finite-free
Hopf algebra, then there exists a unique quasi-triangular Hopf algebra structure on
D(A) := A⊗A∗ such that

(1) The canonical map A⊗A∗ −→ D(A), x⊗ y 7→ xy is a k-module isomorph-
ism,

(2) The canonical embeddings A ↪−→ D(A) and A∗,cop ↪−→ D(A) are Hopf
algebra homomorphisms,

(3) The pair (D(A), R), where R ∈ A ⊗ A∗ ⊂ D(A) ⊗ D(A) is the canonical
element that corresponds with the identity of A, is a quasi-triangular Hopf
algebra.

The Drinfeld double D(A) may or may not contain a balancing element κ, but
even if it does not, it can always be formally adjoint as follows [RT90, Kas95]: if
(H, R) is a quasi-triangular Hopf algebra, then there exists a unique Hopf algebra
structure on H(κ) := H ⊕Hκ such that

(1) The canonical embedding H ↪−→ H(κ) is a Hopf algebra homomorphism,
(2) The triple (H(κ), R, κ) is a ribbon Hopf algebra,

where we view R ∈ H(κ)⊗H(κ) via the canonical embedding H ⊗H ↪−→ H(κ)⊗
H(κ).

The upshot is that if A is a finite-free, rank n Hopf algebra, then one can con-
struct a rank 2n2 ribbon Hopf algebra D(A) := D(A)(κ).

Example 4.8. We would like to give a concise example of the previous discus-
sion. As before, let k be a commutative ring with unit where 2 is invertible, and
consider the Sweedler algebra SW from Example 4.6. Then the enlarged Drinfeld
double D(SW ) can be described explicitly as follows: D(SW ) is the quotient of the
free k-algebra k⟨s, w, σ, ω, c⟩ modulo the two-sided ideal generated by the following
relations:

• s2 = 1 = σ2 , w2 = 0 = ω2 , c2 = sσ , wω − ωw = s− σ,
• xy = yx whenever x, y = c, s, σ,
• xy = −yx whenever x = c, s, σ and y = w, ω.

Note that this is indeed a rank 32 algebra. The universal R-matrix and the balan-
cing element are given by

R := 1
2 (1⊗ (1 + σ) + s⊗ (1− σ) + w ⊗ (ω + σω) + sw ⊗ (ω − σω)) , κ := c.

The rest of Hopf algebra structure maps are determined by those of SW , because
the Sweedler algebra is self-dual.

4.2. Traced XC-algebras. Let A be a k-algebra, and let [A, A] denote its com-
mutator submodule, that is, the submodule of A spanned by all commutators
[a, b] = ab− ba for a, b ∈ A. Then a trace for A is a k-module homomorphism

tr : A −→ k
that vanishes on [A, A], that is, that satisfies tr(ab) = tr(ba) for all a, b ∈ A. It is
clear that traces on A are in bijection with k-module homomorphisms A/[A, A] −→
k. A k-algebra together with a fixed choice of trace is called a traced algebra. A
traced XC-algebra is an algebra endowed with both a trace and an XC-structure.
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Example 4.9. Let SW be the Sweedler algebra from Example 4.6. Define tr :
SW −→ k by

tr(s) = 1 , tr(w) = 0 = tr(sw).
This map defines a trace and makes SW into a traced XC-algebra.

Example 4.10. Let A =M2(C) be the XC-algebra from Example 4.2. Then the
usual trace of a matrix, that is, the sum of its diagonal elements, is a trace, turning
A into a traced XC-algebra.

The previous example motivates the following definition: a k-algebra A is said
to be an endomorphism algebra if A = Endk(V ) is the k-algebra of endormorphisms
of some finite-free k-module V . We will always assume that Endk(V ) carries the
usual algebra structure, that is, f · g := f ◦ g gives the product and IdV is the unit
element. Obviously, the XC-algebra from Example 4.2 is an endomorphism algebra
under the identification M2(C) ∼= EndC(C2).

Let us now pass to discuss the second class of examples of XC-algebras, which
come from representation theory. Recall that, given a k-algebra A, an A-module V
can be viewed as a k-algebra homomorphism

ρ : A −→ Endk(V ).
The following observation is immediate and provides a large family of examples.

Lemma 4.11. Let A be an XC-algebra with universal R-matrix R and balancing
element κ. Then every A-module (V, ρ) gives rise to a traced XC-algebra structure
on Endk(V ) with universal R-matrix and balancing element given by (ρ⊗ρ)(R) and
ρ(κ), respectively.

This implies that finite-free representations of ribbon Hopf algebras give rise to
traced XC-algebras, in particular the representations of the Drinfeld-Jimbo quant-
isations Uh(g) of complex semisimple Lie algebras.

4.3. The category of elements E(A). We will now integrate XC-algebras in our
monoidal categorical framework. Before that let us introduce some useful notation:
if σ ∈ Sn and V is a k-module, we write σ∗ : V ⊗n −→ V ⊗n for the linear map that
permutes the factors of V ⊗n taking the i-th factor to the σ(i)-th factor, explicitly

σ∗ : V ⊗n −→ V ⊗n , σ∗(x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn) := xσ−1(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ xσ−1(n).

Construction 4.12. Let (A, R, κ) be an XC-algebra over a commutative ring k,
and let n > 0 be an integer. Let us consider the cartesian product A⊗n × Sn of
the underlying sets of the n-fold tensor power of A and the symmetric group of n
elements. We define over A⊗n×Sn a monoid structure as follows: its multiplication
law is given by

(u, σ) · (v, τ) := (τ−1
∗ (u) · v , στ). (4.2)

The associativity of the composition follows from the fact that τ∗ is an algebra map
and that (στ)∗ = σ∗ ◦ τ∗. The unit element of this monoid is given by the pair
1 := (1⊗ · · · ⊗ 1, Id).

For 1 ≤ i < n, let us write
R̂i := (1⊗ · · · ⊗R⊗ · · · ⊗ 1, si) ∈ A⊗n ×Sn.

Note that this element is invertible in A⊗n ×Sn with inverse
R̂−1

i := (1⊗ · · · ⊗R−1
21 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1, si).



28 JORGE BECERRA

We define Jn as the submonoid of A⊗n×Sn generated by the elements 1 and R̂±1
i

for 1 ≤ i < n.
Now, for every m ≥ 0, let Fn,m ⊂ A⊗n+m ×Sn+m (resp. Jn,m ⊂ Jn+m) be the

subset of pairs (u, σ) ∈ A⊗n+m×Sn+m (resp. (u, σ) ∈ Jn+m) such that σ contains
no cycles of length ≤ m including only elements of the set {n + 1, . . . , n + m}. We
define set-theoretical maps

φn,m : Fn,m −→ A⊗n ×Sn (4.3)

inductively as follows: first set φn,0 to be the natural inclusion. Now if

(u, σ) =
Ä∑

x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn+1, σ
ä
∈ Fn,1,

note that σ(n + 1) ̸= n + 1. Then define

φn,1(u, σ) :=Ä∑
x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xσ−1(n+1)−1 ⊗ xn+1κxσ−1(n+1) ⊗ xσ−1(n+1)+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn, σ̂

ä
,

where for j = 1, . . . , n,

σ̂(j) =
®

σ(n + 1), j = σ−1(n + 1),
σ(j), else

.

For m > 1, let φn,m := φn,m−1◦φn+m−1,1. Note that this composite is well-defined,
that is, that the image of φn+m−1,1 lies in Fn,m−1. Define φ′

n,m as the restriction
of φn,m to Jn,m,

φ′
n,m := (φn,m)|Jn,m

: Jn,m −→ A⊗n ×Sn.

Finally, let In be the smallest submonoid of A⊗n×Sn that contains the subsets
Im(φ′

n,m) for m ≥ 0. For n = 0, we set I0 := k with its multiplicative monoid
structure.

Construction 4.13. Given an XC-algebra A, we will now construct an open-
traced monoidal category E(A). Consider the family (In)n of monoids defined in
the previous construction. Now consider the monoid homomorphisms

ρn,m : In × Im −→ In+m , ρn,m((u, σ), (v, ξ)) := (u⊗ v, σ ⊗ ξ),

where if σ ∈ Sn and ξ ∈ Sm then σ ⊗ ξ ∈ Sn+m denotes the block permutation.
If m = 0, then this formula is meant to be ρn,0((u, σ), λ) := (λu, σ) and similarly
for ρ0,n. Also, ρ0,0 is just the multiplication law of the base ring k.

It is readily seen that these maps satisfy the equalities (2.12) and (2.13), so by
Section 2.5 we obtain a strict monoidal category that we denote by E(A) and call
the category of elements of the XC-algebra A.

We can further endow E(A) with a balancing structure. For the braiding, define
τ0,0 := 1 ∈ k, τ1,0 = τ0,1 := (1, Id), and τ1,1 := (R, (12)) ∈ EndE(A)(2). For
n, m > 1, the definition of τn,m is forced by the axioms of a braided category – so
these can be defined inductively. For the twist, let θ0 := 1 and let θ1 := (ν, Id),
where ν is the inverse of the classical ribbon element. For n > 1, the definition of
θn is forced by the axioms of the twist – so these are also defined inductively.

Now we will endow E(A) with an open trace. To begin with, consider the canon-
ical functor P : E(A) −→ S which is the identity on objects and on arrows simply
projects the permutation. Clearly this is a strict monoidal functor respecting the
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balancing structure. Now, if f : n + m −→ n + m is (n, n, m)-admissible, then
define

trm
n,n(f) := φn,m(f) (4.4)

where the maps φn,m are those defined in (4.3).

Theorem 4.14. For any XC-algebra A, its category of elements E(A) is indeed a
strict open-traced monoidal category.

Proof. The category E(A) is strict monoidal by Section 2.5. In order to show that
it is open traced, let us make the following observation: we can regard the axioms
(XC0) – (XC3) for an XC-algebra as the algebraic analogues of the rotational
Reidemeister moves (3.4) – (3.6) for rotational diagrams. More precisely, suppose
that A has unit 1 ∈ A, universal R-matrix R =

∑
i αi⊗βi, inverse R−1 =

∑
i ᾱi⊗β̄i

and balancing element κ ∈ A. Place beads representing the elements 1, R, R−1, κ−1

and κ in the building blocks I, X, X−, C and C−, respectively, as depicted below,

•1 • •αi βi • •β̄i ᾱi

•κ−1 • κ (4.5)

putting the “alpha” always in the overstrand and the “beta” in the understrand.
If D is a rotational diagram of an upwards tangle (with ordered components), for
every 1 ≤ i ≤ n let ZA(D)(i) be the (formal) word given by writing from right to
left the labels of the beads in the i-th component according to the orientation of
the strand. Then put

ZA(D) =
∑

ZA(D)(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ ZA(D)(n) ∈ A⊗n (4.6)

where the summation runs through all subindices in R±1 (one for each crossing).
Then it is straightforward to see that the images under ZA of the equalities of the
rotational Reidemeister moves (3.4) – (3.6) are exactly the axioms (XC0) – (XC3).
By Corollary 3.4, this means that ZA descents, for every n > 0, to a well-defined
set-theoretical map

ZA : EndT up(+n) −→ A⊗n

(when A is ribbon, this is essentially the non-functorial isotopy invariant devised
by Lawrence [Law89]). Since R (resp. R−1) is the value under ZA of the positive
(resp. negative) crossing, it follows that Jn can be described as the set of pairs
(ZA(b), σb) where b is an n-braid. Similarly, since κ is the value attached to C−,
the map φn,m is precisely the algebraic counterpart of the partial closure (3.10)
for braids. Therefore In consists of products of elements whose first component is
of the form ZA(D), where D is the partial closure of a braid. The upshot of this
is equalities in In ⊂ A⊗n involve only elements that can be expressed in terms
of the universal R-matrix and balancing element and therefore can be checked
diagrammatically invoking the isotopy invariance of ZA.

Let us apply this strategy to show in the first place that the category E(A) is
braided. The set of morphisms τn,m satisfies the axioms of a braiding by con-
struction, so we only have to check that they are natural, that is, that τ is indeed
a natural transformation ⊗ =⇒ ⊗op. The naturality means that for any pair of
arrows f : n −→ n , g : m −→ m we have

(g ⊗ f) ◦ τn,m = τn,m ◦ (f ⊗ g).
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Now observe that the first component of τn,m equals ZA(cn,m) where

cn,m := (σm · · ·σ1)(σm+1 · · ·σ2) · · · (σm+n−1 · · ·σn) ∈ Bn+m

is the braiding constrain of B0. Therefore, the naturality of τ is a consequence of
the isotopy

· · · · · ·

· · · · · ·

D′ D

D D′

=

after applying ZA, where D and D′ denote partial closures of braids.
Let us pass now to the twist θ. By construction, θ satisfies the axioms of a twist,

so again all one has to show is that θ is a natural transformation θ : IdE(A) =⇒
IdE(A), that is, that for every f : n −→ n we have

f ◦ θn = θn ◦ f,

or in other words, that θn is central in the monoid In. Again the key observation
is that the first component of θn equals the value under ZA of the twist tn of B.
Therefore, the naturality of θ follows then from the tangle isotopy

D

D

=

· · ·

· · ·

after applying ZA, where again D denotes the partial closure of a braid.
Lastly let us check that E(A) is open traced. First let us argue that (4.4) is

well-defined, that is, that trm
n,n(f) ∈ In for any f : n + m −→ n + m which is

(n, n, m)-admissible. Any such f can be viewed as the value under ZA of a stacking
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of partial closures of braids. Then the isotopy

b1 b1

bn bn

...
...

...
...

...=

demostrates, after applying ZA, that the trace is well-defined. Let us now check
the axioms: (OTC1), (OTC2) and (OTC4) hold by construction. (OTC3) follows
after applying ZA to the following isotopic tangles:

D D′
D D′=

· · ·
· · ·

· · · · · ·

It is only left to show the naturality of trm
n,n on both n and m. The naturality on

n means that for any pair of arrows u, v : n −→ n we have

trm
n,n((v ⊗ Id) ◦ f ◦ (u⊗ Id)) = v ◦ trm

n,n(f) ◦ u.
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Again this is a consequence of the following tangle isotopy after applying ZA.

D

D′

D

D′

=

· · ·

· · ·

· · · · · ·

Similarly, the naturality on m means that for any u : m −→ m we have

trm
n,n(f ◦ (Id⊗ u)) = trm

n,n((Id⊗ u) ◦ f).

This follows from the tangle isotopy

D

DD′

D′

=

· · ·

· · ·
· · ·

· · ·

after applying ZA. This concludes the proof. □

The unique strict monoidal functor

ZA : T up −→ E(A) (4.7)

which according to Theorem 3.10 maps + to 1 and preserves the open-trace mon-
oidal structure will be called the universal invariant with respect to the XC-algebra
A.

Remark 4.15. It should be clear from the proof of the previous theorem that ZA is
bijective-on-objects, full and that for an upwards tangle T ∈ EndT up(+n) we have
that

ZA(T ) = (ZA(T ), σT ).
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Example 4.16. Let D be the 2-component upwards tangle diagram below, that
we have already decorated according to (4.5):

D

• •αi βi

• •αj βj

• •β̄ℓ ᾱℓ

• •β̄s ᾱs

•κ−1

Then we have

ZA(D) =
∑

i,j,ℓ,s

β̄ℓαjβi ⊗ β̄sβjαiκ
−1ᾱsᾱℓ ∈ A⊗A,

so that its universal invariant is ZA(T ) = (ZA(D), (12)).

We would now like to consider the case where A is a traced XC-algebra. In
this case it will turn out that E(A) is a traced monoidal category in the sense of
Joyal-Street-Verity:

Construction 4.17. Let (A, R, κ) be a traced XC-algebra. We are now going to
slightly modify Construction 4.12 in order to include the trace of A. First, we let
Jn ⊂ A⊗n×Sn be as in Construction 4.12. Let us now define set-theoretical maps

φn,m : A⊗n+m ×Sn+m −→ A⊗n ×Sn (4.8)

inductively as follows: first set φn,0 to be the identity. If

(u, σ) =
Ä∑

x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn+1, σ
ä
∈ A⊗n+1 ×Sn+1,

we distinguish two situations: if σ(n + 1) ̸= n + 1, then define φn,1(u, σ) as in
Construction 4.12, that is,

φn,1(u, σ) :=Ä∑
x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xσ−1(n+1)−1 ⊗ xn+1κxσ−1(n+1) ⊗ xσ−1(n+1)+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn, σ̂

ä
,

where for j = 1, . . . , n,

σ̂(j) =
®

σ(n + 1), j = σ−1(n + 1),
σ(j), else

.

If σ(n + 1) = n + 1, then set

φn,1(u, σ) :=
Ä
tr(κxn+1)

∑
x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn, σ̃

ä
,

where σ̃ ∈ Sn is given by σ̃(j) := σ(j) for j = 1, . . . , n.
For m > 1, let φn,m := φn,m−1 ◦φn+m−1,1, and define φ′

n,m as the restriction of
φn,m to Jn,

φ′
n,m := (φn,m)|Jn

: Jn −→ A⊗n ×Sn. (4.9)
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Finally, let In be the smallest submonoid of A⊗n×Sn that contains the subsets
Im(φ′

n,m) for m ≥ 0. For n = 0, we set I0 := k with its multiplicative monoid
structure.

Construction 4.18. If (A, R, κ) is a traced XC-algebra, we will now slightly
modify its category of elements E(A) defined in Construction 4.13 to incorpor-
ate the trace. As a balanced monoidal category, we let E(A) be defined as in
Construction 4.13, but using instead the monoids In from Construction 4.17.

Now, given a morphism f : n + m −→ n + m in E(A), we define

trm
n,n(f) := φn,m(f) (4.10)

where the maps φn,m are those in (4.8).

Theorem 4.19. For any traced XC-algebra A, the category E(A) is a strict traced
monoidal category.

Proof. The proof is entirely similar to that of Theorem 4.14 so we will just mention
what the changes needed to adapt it are. For n ≥ 0, let us call n-tangle to any
element of EndT +(n), that is, a tangle with n open components (and possibly also
closed components) such that the open components point up near the head and the
tail of the strands. By a similar argument as in Lemma 3.2, every n-tangle has a
diagram in rotational form. Now, if D is a rotational diagram of an n-tangle with
m ≥ 0 closed components, and the components are ordered so that for 1 ≤ i ≤ n,
the i-th component is open and for n < i ≤ n+m the i-th component is closed, then
let ZA(D)(i) be the (formal) word given by writing from left to right the labels of
the beads in the i-th component according to the orientation of the strand, taking
any point as basepoint for the closed components. Then set

ZA(D) :=
∑

tr(ZA(D)(n+1)) · · · tr(ZA(D)(n+m)) ·ZA(D)(1)⊗· · ·⊗ZA(D)(n) ∈ A⊗n

(4.11)
where the summation runs through all subindices in R±1 (one for each crossing).
Since the trace factors through the commutator subgroup, this element is indeed
well-defined. In particular, using the analogous of Corollary 3.4 for n-tangles, we
get a map

ZA : EndT +(+n) −→ A⊗n

The rest of the proof is now identical to that of Theorem 4.14 using this map. □

The unique strict monoidal functor

ZA : T + −→ E(A) (4.12)

arising from Theorem 2.3 that sends + to 1 and preserves the braiding, twist and
trace will be called the (traced) universal invariant of A.

Remark 4.20. Similarly to Remark 4.15, we also have in this case that for an n-
tangle T ∈ EndT +(n) we have that

ZA(T ) = (ZA(T ), σT ).

For concrete examples that recover the Jones and Alexander polynomial of links,
we refer the reader to [Bec24c, Ch. 2].
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4.4. Comparison with Kerler-Kauffman-Radford functorial invariant. In
this subsection we would like to compare the canonical functor

ZA : T up −→ E(A)

from (4.7) with (an appropriate version of) Kerler-Kauffman-Radford “decoration
functor”

DecA : T up −→ sT up(A)
which has as target the so-called category of “singular upwards A-tangles” [KR95,
Ker97]. Here (A, R, κ) will be an XC-algebra over some commutative ring k .

Given a rotational diagram D of an upwards tangle (with blackboard framing),
we write sD for the singular diagram on the square which is identical to D but
forgets about the “over/under” information at the crossings. By a decorated sin-
gular diagram we will understand a singular diagram where each strand carries an
arbitrary number of decorations (“beads”), each of them labelled by an element in
A. For example if x, y, z ∈ A, we could have

• •
y

x

•z

Given a singular diagram with beads placed, we can label these with two different
set of labels. We can consider then formal linear combinations of these decorated
singular diagrams, that we will still call in the same way.

We will consider an equivalence relation on the set of decorated singular dia-
grams. Firstly, we will identify two such diagrams if the underlying singular dia-
grams are homotopic rel. endpoints and such a homotopy preserves the order of the
beads (extended linearly). Secondly, the labels are understood to be “multilinear”
in the sense that a diagram with a bead labelled with λx, where λ ∈ k and x ∈ A,
can be replaced by λ times the same decorated diagram with the corresponding
bead labelled with x; and a diagram with a bead labelled with x + y, can be re-
placed by a sum of two diagrams where in each of them the bead is labelled by x
and y, respectively. Thirdly, we will identify a given decorated singular diagram
sD with another one which is identical to sD except that in a certain component
all labelled beads are replaced by a single one (placed in that component) which
is labelled by the (formal) word of elements of A resulting from writing down the
labels of the beads from right to left following the orientation of the strand. For
instance given (finite) collections (xi)i, (yj)j , (zk)k of elements of A we will draw

• •yj

xi

•
zk

for the corresponding sum over all indices.
The category of singular upwards A-tangles sT up(A) is defined as follows: the

objects of sT up(A) are the same as for T up, that is elements of the free monoid
Mon(+), and the arrows are (equivalence classes of) decorated singular diagrams.
Composition is given by stacking as in T up, and the identity of +n is given by
obvious diagram of the identity of +n in T up where every component has been
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decorated with the unit of A. It is also clear that sT up(A) admits a strict monoidal
structure mimicking that of T up.

Then Kerler-Kauffman-Radford decoration functor DecA is defined to be the
identity on objects and on arrows it is given by assigning to a given rotational
diagram of an upwards tangle the underlying singular diagram which has been
decorated placing labelled beads according to the rules (4.5).

In order to make the comparison between ZA and DecA, it will be convenient
to consider a category isomorphic to sT up(A) and that can be viewed as an “al-
gebraisation” of it. This will make use once more of the bundle monoidal category
construction from Section 2.5.

Construction 4.21. Let n > 0 be an integer. As in Construction 4.12, let us take
the set-theoretical cartesian product A⊗n×Sn, and we consider over it the monoid
structure with product given by

(u, σ) · (v, τ) := (τ−1
∗ (u) · v , στ)

as in (4.2), with unit 1 := (1⊗ · · · ⊗ 1, Id). Note that for n = 0, A⊗n×Sn = k. As
in 4.13, there is a family of monoid maps

ρn,m : (A⊗n ×Sn)× (A⊗m ×Sm) −→ (A⊗n+m ×Sn+m)

given by ρn,m((u, σ), (v, ξ)) := (u ⊗ v, σ ⊗ ξ) which satisfies the conditions from
Section 2.5. The resulting strict monoidal category will be denoted by ‚�sT up(A).

There is an obvious strict monoidal functor

sT up(A) −→‚�sT up(A)

which is the identity on objects and that assigns to any decorated singular diagram
the pair (ZA(sD), σsD) where ZA is defined as in (4.6) but for singular diagrams.
The equivalence relation taken in the set of decorated singular diagrams guarantees
that this functor is well-defined.

Lemma 4.22. The previous functor is an isomorphism of strict monoidal categor-
ies.

Proof. We only have to check that the functor is fully faithful. The main observa-
tion is that the underlying singular diagram is fully determined by the associated
permutation up to homotopy rel. endpoints. Then any arrow (

∑
x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn, σ)

is the image of the decorated singular diagram which consists of the diagram cor-
responding with σ decorated with beads labelled as x1, . . . , xn in the strands.

Now if two decorated singular diagrams have the same image under the previous
functor, then the underling singular diagrams must be the same. Moreover we can
replace all beads in a given strand by a single one. This implies that the decorated
diagrams are equivalent, hence the faithfulness. □

Remark 4.23. The reader should realise that the relations of decorated singular dia-
grams amount to the following: labelled beads in the same component correspond
to elements in A ⊗A · · · ⊗A A, whereas beads in different components correspond
to elements in A⊗k · · · ⊗k A

Because of the previous lemma, we will more easily regard the category sT up(A)
as its algebraic counterpart ‚�sT up(A)..



A REFINED FUNCTORIAL UNIVERSAL TANGLE INVARIANT 37

Let us consider the monoids In constructed in Construction 4.12, which by
definition are submonoids of A⊗n×Sn. The inclusion maps induce a strict monoidal
embedding

E(A) ↪−→ sT up(A).
We can now compare the functor ZA with the Kerler-Kauffman-Radford decor-

ation functor DecA. The proof is trivial by construction.

Theorem 4.24. The functor DecA factors through ZA, that is, the following dia-
gram of strict monoidal functors commute.

T up sT up(A)

E(A)

DecA

ZA

Remark 4.25. The previous theorem allows us to regard ZA as a refinement of
Kerler-Kauffman-Radford decoration functor DecA. The functor ZA arises canon-
ically from the universal property of T up described in Theorem 3.10 because the
category of elements E(A) is open-traced. However, the Kerler-Kauffman-Radford’s
category sT up(A) does not in general admit a brading such that DecA is a braided
functor, even when A is a ribbon Hopf algebra. The reason is that the naturality
of such a braiding is equivalent to the centrality of R in A⊗A, that is, the equality
R(x⊗ y) = (x⊗ y)R for all x, y ∈ A, which in general does not hold. For instance,
for the Sweedler algebra SW from Example 4.6 we have

R(w ⊗ 1) = 1
2
(
(w + sw)⊗ 1 + (w − sw)⊗ s

)
whereas

(w ⊗ 1)R = 1
2
(
(w − sw)⊗ 1 + (w + sw)⊗ s

)
.

5. Universality of ZA

In this last section, we would like to study how the functorial universal invariant
ZA relates to the Reshetikhin-Turaev functor from Theorem 2.2 when A is a ribbon
Hopf algebra.

5.1. Domination with respect to the Reshetikhin-Turaev functor. The
Reshetikhin-Turaev invariant arises canonically from the ribbon structure on fModA.
However, as we mentioned above, ribbon structures on fModA (extending the k-
tensor product and the k-module duality) essentially arise from ribbon algebra
structures on A. At least conceptually, what this means is that A should encode
all information needed to recover the functor RTW for any A-module. In the rest
of the section we will see that this is indeed the case, and that this information is
encoded in the functor ZA.

Construction 5.1. Let A be a ribbon Hopf algebra and let W be a finite-free
A-module. We define a functor

ρW : E(A) −→ (fModstr
A )W

as follows: on objects, set ρW (n) := (W )⊗n = (W,
n

. . ., W ) . On arrows, given a
morphism (u, σ) ∈ EndE(A)(n) with n > 0, define

ρW (u, σ) : W ⊗n −→W ⊗n , ρW (u, σ)(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗wn) := σ∗(u · (w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗wn)).
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For n = 0, simply set ρW (λ) to be the multiplication by λ map. That this is indeed
a functor follows from the following computation:

ρW ((u, σ) ◦ (v, τ))(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn) = ρW (τ−1
∗ (u) · v , στ)(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn)

= (στ)∗((τ−1
∗ (u) · v)(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn))

= σ∗(u · τ∗(v)) · (σ∗τ∗)(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn)
= σ∗(u · τ∗(v) · τ∗(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn))
= ρW (u, σ)(τ∗(v · (w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn)))
= (ρW (u, σ) ◦ ρW (v, τ))(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn)

This functor is actually strict monoidal, indeed given arrows (u, σ) : n −→ n and
(v, τ) : m −→ m in E(A) we have

ρW ((u, σ)⊗ (v, τ))(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn+m) = ρW (u⊗ v, σ ⊗ τ)(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn+m)
= (σ ⊗ τ)∗((u⊗ b) · (w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn+m))
= σ∗(u · (w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn))⊗

τ∗(v · (wn+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn+m))
= (ρW (u, σ)⊗ ρW (b, τ))(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn+m).

Moreover, the functor ρW preserves the open-traced structure. By the axioms of an
open-traced category (in particular balanced category) and given that the functor is
strict monoidal, it is enough to check this for the generator of E(A). The braiding,
τ1,1 = (R, (12)) of E(A) is sent to the map

ρW (R, (12))(w ⊗ w′) = R21 · (w′ ⊗ w) = τW,W (w ⊗ w′), (5.1)

which is the braiding of fModstr
A by (2.7). On the other hand, the twist θ1 = (ν, Id)

of E(A) is sent to the map

ρW (ν, Id)(w) = ν · w = θW (w) (5.2)

by (2.8).
Lastly, to check that the open trace is preserved, the argument is a bit more

involved. Let us start by making explicit the evaluation ‹evW for the right duality.
According to (2.1), for x ∈W and ω ∈W ∗ we have‹evW (x⊗ ω) = evW τW,W ∗(θW ⊗ IdW ∗)(x⊗ ω)

= evW τW,W ∗(v−1x⊗ ω)

= evW

(∑
i

βiω ⊗ αiv
−1x

)
=

∑
i

(βiω)(αiv
−1x)

=
∑

i

(S(βi)αiv
−1x)

= ω(uv−1x)
= ω(κx).

Let us now consider a morphism (u, σ) ∈ EndE(A)(n). For notational convenience
let us suppose that σ(n − 1) = n and σ(n) = n − 1. Let us also write u =
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x1⊗ · · · ⊗xn, and (ei) for a basis for W and (ωi) for its dual basis. Then taking

into account (2.11) we have

trW
W ⊗n−1,W ⊗n−1(ρW (u, σ))(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn−1)

= (IdW ⊗n−1 ⊗ ‹evW )(ρW (u, σ)⊗ IdW ∗)(IdW ⊗n−1 ⊗ coevW )(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn−1)

=
∑

i

(IdW ⊗n−1 ⊗ ‹evW )(ρW (u, σ)⊗ IdW ∗)(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn−1 ⊗ ei ⊗ ωi)

=
∑ ∑

i

(IdW ⊗n−1 ⊗ ‹evW )(xσ−1(1)wσ−1(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ xσ−1(n−2)wσ−1(n−2) ⊗ xnei ⊗ xn−1wn−1 ⊗ ωi)

=
∑ ∑

i

xσ−1(1)wσ−1(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ xσ−1(n−2)wσ−1(n−2) ⊗ ωi(κxn−1wn−1)xnei

=
∑

xσ−1(1)wσ−1(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ xσ−1(n−2)wσ−1(n−2) ⊗ κxnxn−1wn−1

= ρW (
∑

x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn−2 ⊗ xnκxn−1, σ̂)(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn−1)

= ρW (tr1
n−1,n−1(u, σ))(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn−1)

as desired. Lastly to have a well-defined functor ρW we need to make sure that
each of the maps ρW (u, σ) is A-linear. We argue as follows: by definition, the
category (fModstr

A )W is spanned by bradings, twists and open traces of admissible
morphisms monoidally spanned by these two, and the same holds for E(A). Now,
since braidings, twists and traces in fModstr

A are A-linear, and we have seen that
ρW preserves these three, then we conclude that each ρW (u, σ) must be A-linear as
well.

For every finite-free A-module W , we have then constructed a strict monoidal
functor

ρW : E(A) −→ (fModstr
A )W

that preserves the open-traced structure. The following theorem (which is well-
known in the non-functorial setting) justifies the adjective “universal” for ZA:

Theorem 5.2. Let A be a ribbon Hopf algebra and let W be a finite-free A-module.
Then we have the following commutative diagram:

T up (fModstr
A )W

E(A)

RTW

ZA
ρW

That is, for any finite-free A-module W , the Reshetikhin-Turaev invariant RTW

factors through ZA: we have

RTW (T ) = ρW (ZA(T ))

for any upwards tangle T .

Proof. Since ZA and ρW preserve the braiding, twist and open traces, so does its
composite ρW ◦ ZA, and moreover (ρW ◦ ZA)(+) = (W ) hence we have RTW =
ρW ◦ ZA by Theorem 3.10. □
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5.2. Endomorphism XC-algebras from representations of ribbon Hopf al-
gebras. We now turn to the following situation: let A be a ribbon Hopf algebra and
let W be a finite-free A-module. On the one hand, W gives rise to the Reshetikhin-
Turaev invariant

RTW : T + −→ fModstr
A .

On the other hand, A is in particular an XC-algebra, so by Lemma 4.11 the en-
domorphism algebra Endk(W ) inherits a traced XC-algebra structure, so the A-
module W gives rise to the traced universal invariant

ZEndk(W ) : T + −→ E(Endk(W ))

from (4.12). It turns out that these two invariants are essentially the same.

Construction 5.3. Let A be a ribbon Hopf algebra and let W be a finite-free
A-module. We define a monoidal embedding

ιW : E(Endk(W )) ↪−→ fModstr
A

as follows: on objects, set ιW (n) := (W )⊗n. On arrows, given a morphismÄ∑
f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn, σ

ä
: n −→ n

in E(Endk(W )), set

ιW

Ä∑
f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn, σ

ä
:=

∑
σ∗(f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn) : W ⊗n −→W ⊗n,

where we view each f1⊗· · ·⊗fn in the right-hand side as an element of Endk(W ⊗n)
via the canonical isomorphism

Endk(W )⊗n ∼=−→ Endk(W ⊗n),

and σ∗ : W ⊗n −→W ⊗n permutes the factors.
Let us start by checking that ιW is indeed a functor: for composable arrows

(
∑

f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn, σ) and (
∑

g1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gn, τ) we have

ιW

ÄÄ∑
f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn, σ

ä
◦
Ä∑

g1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gn, τ
ää

= ιW

Ä∑
(fτ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ fτ(n)) · (g1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gn), στ

ä
= σ∗τ∗

Ä∑
(fτ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ fτ(n)) · (g1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gn)

ä
= σ∗

Ä∑
f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn

ä
· τ∗
Ä∑

g1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gn

ä
= ιW

Ä∑
f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn, σ

ä
◦ ιW

Ä∑
g1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gn, τ

ä
.

Now this functor is clearly an embedding, that is, an injective-on-objects, faithful
functor. Besides, it is strict monoidal:

ιW

ÄÄ∑
f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn, σ

ä
⊗
Ä∑

g1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gn, τ
ää

=
∑

ιW (f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn ⊗ g1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gn, σ ⊗ τ)

=
∑

(σ∗ ⊗ τ∗)(f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn ⊗ g1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gn)

= σ∗
Ä∑

f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn

ä
⊗ τ∗

Ä∑
g1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gn

ä
= ιW

Ä∑
f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn, σ

ä
⊗ ιW

Ä∑
g1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gn, τ

ä
.
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Finally, let us check that ιW is in fact traced. Consider the following square of
categories and functors:

E(A) (fModstr
A )W

E(Endk(W )) fModstr
A

ρW

ιW

Here the left vertical functor is the canonical one induced by the algebra map
A −→ Endk(W ) defining the A-module structure of W , which trivially preserves
the braiding, twist and open trace of admissible morphisms. Now, comparing the
definitions of ρW and ιW immediately shows that the square commutes. In partic-
ular, this implies that ιW preserves the braiding and twist, and the computation
for the preservation of open trace of admissible morphisms is similar to that of
Construction 5.1. Therefore it is only left to check that ιW preserves the trace of
morphisms involving the trace of an endomorphism. Let us consider an arbitrary
element (

∑
f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn, σ) ∈ EndE(Endk(W ))(n) and without loss of generality let

us assume σ(n) = n. As before we write (ei) for a basis for W and (ωi) for its dual
basis. We compute:

trW
W ⊗n−1,W ⊗n−1

Ä
ιW

Ä∑
f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn, σ

ää
(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn−1)

= (IdW ⊗n−1 ⊗ ‹evW )(ιW

Ä∑
f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn, σ

ä
⊗ IdW ∗)(IdW ⊗n−1 ⊗ coevW )(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn−1)

=
∑

i

(IdW ⊗n−1 ⊗ ‹evW )(ιW

Ä∑
f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn, σ

ä
⊗ IdW ∗)(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn−1 ⊗ ei ⊗ ωi)

=
∑ ∑

i

(IdW ⊗n−1 ⊗ ‹evW )(fσ−1(1)wσ−1(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ fσ−1(n−1)wσ−1(n−1) ⊗ fnei ⊗ ωi)

=
∑ ∑

i

xσ−1(1)fσ−1(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ fσ−1(n−1)wσ−1(n−1) ⊗ ωi(κfnei)

=
∑

tr(κfn)fσ−1(1)wσ−1(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ fσ−1(n−1)wσ−1(n−1)

= ιW (
∑

tr(κfn)f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn−1, σ̃)(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn−1)

= ιW (tr1
n−1,n−1(

∑
f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn, σ))(w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wn−1)

as we claimed.

Theorem 5.4. Let A be a ribbon Hopf algebra and let W be a finite-free A-module.
Then we have the following commutative diagram:

T +

E(Endk(W )) fModstr
A

ZEndk(W ) RTW

ιW

That is, viewing E(End(W )) as a traced monoidal subcategory of fModstr
A , the func-

tors ZEndk(W ) and RTW coincide.

Proof. The functors ιW and ZEndk(W ) are traced strict monoidal, then so is its
composite ιW ◦ ZEndk(W ), which satisfies that (ιW ◦ ZEndk(W ))(+) = (W ), so we
conclude that RTW = ιW ◦ ZEndk(W ) by Theorem 2.3. □
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We can summarise the relations between the various functors that have appeared
in this paper:

Corollary 5.5. For any ribbon Hopf algebra A and any finite-free A-module W ,
we have the following commutative prism:

T up (fModstr
A )W

E(A)

T + fModstr
A

E(Endk(W ))

RTW

ZA ρW

RTW

ZEndk(W ) ιW
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