arXiv:2309.00708v2 [math.QA] 17 Sep 2023

FROM FINITE STATE AUTOMATA TO TANGLE COBORDISMS: A TQFT JOURNEY FROM ONE TO FOUR DIMENSIONS

MEE SEONG IM AND MIKHAIL KHOVANOV

To Igor B. Frenkel, on his anniversary, with admiration.

Abstract. This is a brief introduction to link homology theories that categorify Reshetikhin– Turaev SL(N)-quantum link invariants. A recently discovered surprising connection between finite state automata and Boolean TQFTs in dimension one is explained as a warm-up.

Contents

1. Introduction 2 2. TQFTs, Boolean TQFTs and automata 2 2.1. TQFTs 2 2.2. One-dimensional TQFTs 3 2.3. Automata and regular languages 5 2.4. Boolean TQFT from an automaton 6 2.5. Extending to arbitrary commutative semirings 10 3. Reshetikhin–Turaev SL(N)-invariants and their categorification 11 3.1. Tangles and Reshetikhin–Turaev invariants 12 3.2. Crane–Frenkel conjecture 13 3.3. Semisimple versus triangulated 14 3.4. The HOMFLYPT polynomial 15 3.5. MOY graphs and their invariants 16 3.6. Matrix factorizations and link homology 18 3.7. Model scenario for categorification of Reshetikhin–Turaev link invariants 24 3.8. Foam evaluation and link homology 29 4. Interactions and applications 32 4.1. Some interactions 32 4.2. SL(2) and SL(3) homology theories 33 4.3. Two applications to 4D topology 33 References 34

Date: September 17, 2023.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 57K16, 57K18, 57K45, 68Q45, 18M30; Secondary: 68Q70, 18B20.

Key words and phrases. Topological quantum field theory, TQFT, finite-state automata, Reshetikhin– Turaev invariants, categorification, link homology, Khovanov–Rozansky homology, foam evaluation. 1

1. Introduction

This note is based on the talk that one of us (M.K.) gave at the First International Congress of Basic Science which was held at the Yanqi Lake Beijing Institute of Mathematical Sciences and Applications (BIMSA) in July 2023.

We briefly discuss topological quantum field theories (TQFTs) and explain a recent surprising observation [GIK^+22] that Boolean-valued one-dimensional TQFTs with defects correspond to nondeterministic finite state automata. The precise statement is given in Theorem 2.2 below and in [GIK^+22].

We then review various approaches to categorification of Reshetikhin–Turaev link invariants for the fundamental representations of quantum SL(N) emphasizing the original approach via matrix factorizations [KR08a, KR08b, Yon11, Wu12a] and Robert–Wagner foam evaluation approach [RW20a].

Reshetikhin–Turaev link invariants [RT90, Res91] are part of the Chern–Simons threedimensional TQFT discovered by Witten and Reshetikhin–Turaev [Wit89, RT91]. Categorification of Reshetikhin–Turaev link invariants can be viewed as a 4-dimensional TQFT restricted to links in R^3 and to link cobordisms. Boolean one-dimensional TQFTs and finite state automata connection is explained first, as a warm-up to discussing these sophisticated TQFTs in dimensions three and four.

This is a relatively short paper which reviews Khovanov–Rozansky link homology in its second part. We provide key references but can not give a fully comprehensive coverage of the substantial amount of literature on this and closely related subjects due to the immense and rapid development over the last twenty-five years.

Acknowledgments: The authors are grateful to Tsinghua University and Yau Mathematical Sciences Center for their hospitality. M.K. would like to acknowledge support from Beijing Institute of Mathematical Sciences and Applications (BIMSA) and the opportunity to give a plenary lecture at the first International Congress of Basic Science (ICBS). The authors would like to thank Joshua Sussan for valuable feedback on the paper. M.K. was partially supported by NSF grant DMS-2204033 and Simons Collaboration Award 994328 while working on this paper.

2. TQFTs, Boolean TQFTs and automata

In this section, we survey the correspondence between automata and one-dimensional Boolean TQFTs explained in [GIK^+22].

2.1. TQFTs. An n-dimensional TQFT (topological quantum field theory) over a field k is a tensor functor from the category of n-dimensional cobordisms to the category of vector spaces

F ∶ Cob_n �→ k−vect.

The category Cob_n has oriented (n − 1)-manifolds as objects and n-dimensional cobordisms between them as morphisms. This category is symmetric tensor, and the functor F must respect this structure so that, in particular,

F(K_1 ⊔ K_2) ≅ F(K_1) ⊗ F(K_2)

for (n − 1)-manifolds K_1 and K_2.

+− cup−+cap −+ opposite cup∶= −+ + += + + − −= − −

Figure 2.2.1. Top left: the cup and cap cobordisms. The cup and cap cobordisms for the opposite orientation are obtained by composing these two with the permutation cobordisms, see top right for the cup cobordism with the opposite orientation. Bottom row shows isotopy relations on the cup and cap cobordisms.

2.2. One-dimensional TQFTs. A TQFT F in one dimension assigns a vector space V to a point with positive orientation, a space W to a point with negative orientation, which we can write as F(+) = V, F(−) = W, and maps k �→ V ⊗ W and W ⊗ V �→ k to the cup, respectively, cap, cobordisms shown in the top row of Figure 2.2.1. Transposition cobordisms, see Figure 2.2.1 top right, are mapped to transposition maps between products of V and W , such as V ⊗W �→ W ⊗V , v ⊗w ↦ w⊗v.

Isotopy relations shown in the second row of that figure imply that vector space V is finitedimensional and vector space W ≅ V^∗ can be taken to be the dual of V , so that cup and cap cobordisms are sent by F to the evaluation and coevaluation maps:

coev ∶ k �→ V ⊗ V^∗, ev ∶ V^∗ ⊗ V �→ k

given in a basis {v_1, . . . , v_n} of V and the dual basis {v^1, . . . , v^n} of V^∗ by

coev(1) = n ∑_{i=1} vi ⊗ v^i,

ev(v^i ⊗ v_j) = δ_{i,j} , ev(v^∗ ⊗ v) = v^∗(v), v^∗ ∈ V^∗, v ∈ V.

Composing with the transposition morphism in Figure 2.2.1 in top right gives the cup and cap morphisms for the opposite orientation of the arc.

The TQFT F evaluated on a circle gives a linear map k �→ k which is multiplication by dim V , and that is the only invariant of a one-dimensional TQFT. Two such TQFTs

F ∶ Cob_1 �→ k−vect, F(+) = V, F(−) = V^∗

are isomorphic if and only if the corresponding vector spaces are isomorphic, that is, if they have the same dimension (evaluate the same on the circle).

+−−+ +−− cbabaabbac Figure 2.2.2. A morphism from oriented 1-manifold (+ − −+) to (+ − −) in category Cob_{Σ,1}. This morphism has seven outer and five inner boundary points. It has two arcs, three half-intervals, one floating interval and one circle.

To spice up this simple classification, let us add 0-dimensional defects, which are points on one-manifolds, labelled by elements of a finite set Σ, and also allow one-manifolds to end in the middle of a cobordism, see Figure 2.2.2. In this way, the boundary of a one-manifold cobordism splits into the outer boundary and inner boundary. Connected components of a morphism in Cob_{Σ,1} can be classified into four types:

● arcs with two outer endpoints, ● half-intervals, which are arcs with one outer and one inner endpoint, ● floating intervals, which are arcs with two inner endpoints, ● circles.

The morphism in Figure 2.2.2 consists of two arcs, three half-intervals, one floating interval and one circle. Each connected component of a morphism may be decorated by Σ-labelled dots.

This bigger category Cob_{Σ,1} is also a symmetric tensor category, containing Cob_1 as a subcategory. How can one classify TQFTs (tensor functors)

F ∶ Cob_{Σ,1} �→ k−vect ?

Necessarily F(+) ≅ V and F(−) ≅ V^∗ for some finite-dimensional vector space V , with cup and cap maps given by evaluation and coevaluation.

Applying F to a dot labelled a on an upward-oriented strand gives a morphism F(+) �→ F(+), that is, a linear map m_a ∶ V �→ V , see Figure 2.2.3. Applying F to a dot labelled a on a downward-oriented strand then necessarily gives the dual linear map m^∗_a ∶ V^∗ �→ V^∗ (to check the duality property, move a dot across a local maximum or minimum of a cobordism shown in Figure 2.2.1 top left). A collection of labelled dots on a strand can be encoded by a word ω = a_1⋯a_n, with the corresponding map on V given by the product, see Figure 2.2.3.

A half-interval (an interval with one outer and one inner endpoint) oriented upward with the outer endpoint at the top, upon applying F, gives a linear map k ≅ F(∅) �→ F(+) ≅ V , that is, a vector v_0 ∈ V , see Figure 2.2.4. For the other half-interval with a + endpoint, also see Figure 2.2.4, applying F results in a morphism V �→ k, described by a covector v^∗ ∈ V^∗.

No relations on m_a’s, v_0 and v^∗ are imposed. Thus, a TQFT for the category Cob_{Σ,1} is given by a finite-dimensional vector space V , a collection of linear maps m_a ∶ V �→ V , for a ∈ Σ, a vector v_0 and a covector v^∗. Two such theories are isomorphic if there is an isomorphism

+ +a VmaV − −a V^∗m^∗aV^∗+ +ω= + +a_1a_2⋮a_n Vmω = ma1 ⋯ man V Figure 2.2.3. Left: to a labelled dot on an upward-oriented interval, functor F associates an endomorphism m_a of V . The dual endomorphism of V^∗ (given by the transposed matrix of that of m_a) is associated by F to the downwardoriented interval with an a-dot. Right: a sequence of labelled dots on an upward-oriented interval defines a word ω = a_1⋯a_n and the induced endomorphism m_ω = m_{a1} ⋯m_{an} of V .

+V k∋v_0∋1 +kv∗V∋v_∗(v)

v =v∗(v_0) ∈ k

Figure 2.2.4. Left: two half-intervals and associated maps. Right: evaluation of a floating interval (without dot decorations).

ω=a_1a_2

⋱ a_n=tr_V (m_ω)

Figure 2.2.5. An ω-decorated circle evaluates to the trace of m_ω on V .

between the corresponding vector spaces that intertwines maps m_a, for all a, vectors v_0 and covectors v^∗ for the two theories.

Topological quantum field theory F has a large number of invariants, which are values of F on:

● A circle carrying a word ω = a_1⋯a_n, up to cyclic permutation. The functor F evaluates this decorated circle to the trace tr_V (m_{an} ⋯m_{a1} ) ∈ k.

● A floating interval carrying a word ω = a_1⋯a_n. The functor F evaluates this interval to v^∗(m_{a1} ⋯m_{an} v_0) ∈ k.

These evaluations are depicted in Figures 2.2.5 and 2.2.6. For instance, for an interval, start with v_0 ∈ V at the endpoint where the orientation looks into the interval, then apply the map m_{an} to v_0 and so on until the opposite end of the interval is reached. Then we apply the covector v^∗ to the product.

2.3. Automata and regular languages. By an alphabet or set of letters we mean a finite set Σ. A language L is any subset of the free monoid Σ^∗ on Σ.

ω =a_1

⋯ a_n=v^∗(m_ωv)

Figure 2.2.6. Evaluation of a floating ω-decorated interval (both endpoints are inner).

q_{in}∋Q_{in}a_1a_3a_2

⋯ q_t∈Q_tan

Figure 2.3.1. Oriented path a_1a_2⋯a_n in the graph of an automaton, starting at an initial vertex and terminating at an accepting vertex.

A (nondeterministic) finite state automaton (Q) over alphabet Σ consists of a finite set of states Q, a transition function

(2.1) δ ∶ Σ × Q �→ P(Q),

where P(Q) is the powerset of Q, a subset Q_{in} ⊂ Q of initial states and a subset Q_t ⊂ Q of accepting or terminal states.

To an automaton there is associated a graph Γ_{(Q)} with Q as the set of vertices, an oriented edge q �→ q^′ labelled a ∈ Σ if and only if q^′ ∈ δ(a, q) ⊂ Q and two subsets Q_{in}, Q_t of distinguished vertices. Vice versa, such a data of a decorated oriented graph determines an automaton.

A word ω = a_1⋯a_n ∈ Σ^∗ is accepted by the automaton (Q) if there exists an initial state q_{in} ∈ Q_{in}, an accepting state q_t ∈ Q_t and an oriented path from q_{in} to q_t where consecutive labels of oriented edges are a_1, . . . , a_n, see Figure 2.3.1.

The set of words ω ∈ Σ^∗ accepted by (Q) is called the language of automaton (Q). We denote this language by L_{(Q)}. A language L ⊂ Σ^∗ is called regular if it is the language of some automaton. One can check that a language is regular if and only if it can be described by a regular expression.

Example 2.1. Consider the language L for the alphabet Σ = {a, b} given by the regular expression L = (a + b)^∗b(a + b). This expression describes all words which have b as the second from the last letter. An example of a nondeterministic automaton for L is shown in Figure 2.3.2.

2.4. Boolean TQFT from an automaton. In the definition of a TQFT, we can replace field k by any commutative semiring. Commutativity is needed for the following reason: floating components of a cobordism are evaluated to elements of a ground ring or semiring. These components can change relative position, that is, float up or down past each other, which correspond to requiring that the ground (semi)ring is commutative.

q_1q_2q_3 abba, b ab

Figure 2.3.2. A nondeterministic automaton on 3 states q_1, q_2, and q_3 that accepts the language L = (a + b)^∗b(a + b) in Example 2.1. It has a single initial state q_1, indicated by a short arrow into the state, and a single accepting state q_3, indicated by the double border.

By analogy with the category Cob_{Σ,1} and a TQFT F on it we can imagine encoding words ω in some language L by placing their labels next to dots along a one-manifold. A floating interval that carries a word ω can evaluate to two values, depending on whether or not ω is in the language L. We make these values 0, 1, with ω evaluating to 1 if it belongs to a language L and to 0 otherwise. It is then natural to replace a field k by the Boolean semiring B = {0, 1 ∶ 1+1 = 1} which consists of these two elements, with the additional rule that 1+1 = 1. In particular, B is not a ring, but a commutative semiring.

We specialize to the commutative semiring B and fix an automaton (Q) as above. Replace a k-vector space V ≅ k^n by a free module B Q over B with a set of generators Q. Elements of B Q are formal finite sums of distinct elements of Q or, equivalently, subsets of Q, so we can identify B Q ≅ P(Q) with the set of subsets of Q. The zero element of B Q corresponds to the empty subset of Q. Note that q +q = q for q ∈ Q since 1+1 = 1. We view B Q as a free B -module with a basis Q. It has 2^{∣Q∣} elements. Unlike the case of a field, where the group GL(V ) acts freely and transitively on the set of bases of V , the only basis of B Q, up to changing the order of elements, is Q.

To the automaton (Q) we associate a Boolean-valued TQFT

(2.2) F ∶ Cob_{Σ,1} �→ B −fmod

taking values in the category of free B -modules by assigning B Q to the + point and its dual B Q^∗ to the − point:

F(+) = B Q, F(−) = B Q^∗ ,

ev ∶ B Q^∗ ⊗ B Q �→ B , ev(q^∗ ⊗ q^′) = δ_{q,q}′

coev ∶ B �→ B Q ⊗ B Q^∗ , coev(1) = ∑ q∈Q q ⊗ q^∗.

Here Q^∗ is a copy of the set Q with elements labelled q^∗, over q ∈ Q, with the evaluation and coevaluation maps ev and coev given by the above formulas.

For each a ∈ Σ the transition map δ_a ∶ Q �→ P(Q) extends to a B -linear endomorphism δ_a of the free module B Q that takes q to δ(a, q), using the identification P(Q) ≅ B Q, see above. Note that δ_a denotes the transition map while δ_{q,q}′ stands for the delta function on a pair of states.

+ +a B Qδ^aB Q− −a B Q^∗δ^∗aB Q^∗

Figure 2.4.1. To a labelled dot on an upward-oriented interval functor F associates endomorphism δ_a of B Q. To a dot on a downward-oriented interval functor F associates the dual operator δ^∗_a on B Q^∗ .

+B Q BQ_{in}∋1 +B QQ∗_t −∶=−

−∶=−

Figure 2.4.2. Left: maps assigned to the half-intervals with a + boundary points. Right: defining maps for half-intervals with a − boundary point.

For example, in the basis {q_1, q_2, q_3} of B Q in Example 2.1 the two maps for a, b ∈ Σ are given by B -valued matrices

δ_a = ⎛ ⎜ ⎝ 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 ⎞ ⎟ ⎠ , δ_b = ⎛ ⎜ ⎝ 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 ⎞ ⎟ ⎠ , see Figure 2.3.2.

To an upward-oriented arc cobordism from + to + with an a-dot, a ∈ Σ, we associate the endomorphism δ_a of B Q, see Figure 2.4.1.

To a downward-oriented arc, which is a cobordism from − to −, we associate the dual map δ^∗_a ∶ B Q^∗ �→ B Q^∗ given by the transposed matrix to that of δ_a, see Figure 2.4.1.

To upward-oriented half-intervals (cobordisms from the empty 0-manifold ∅_0 to + and from + to ∅_0) associate maps between free B -modules B and B Q given by

B �→ B Q, 1 �→ ∑

q∈Q_{in} q,

B Q �→ B , q �→ ⎧⎪ ⎪ ⎨ ⎪ ⎩ 1 if q ∈ Q_t, 0 if q ∉ Q_t,

see Figure 2.4.2, and likewise for downward-oriented half-intervals. These maps are determined by subsets Q_{in} of initial and Q_t of accepting states. Alternatively the image of 1 under the first map can be written as Q_{in}, using identification B Q ≅ P(Q), and the second map can be denoted Q^∗_t .

Given a floating interval with the word ω = a_1⋯a_n written on it so that a_1 is at the tail and a_n at the head, the interval evaluates to 1 ∈ B if and only if ω is in the language L_{(Q)} defined by the automaton (Q), see Figure 2.4.3. If ω is not in L_{(Q)} the interval evaluates ω =a_n

⋯ a_1= ⎧⎪ ⎪ ⎨ ⎪ ⎩ 1 if ω ∈ L_{(Q)}, 0 otherwise Figure 2.4.3. Evaluation of a floating ω-decorated interval (both endpoints are inner). Note that word ω is written in the opposite direction from that in the linear case (over a field) in Figure 2.2.6. This is due to the opposite conventions, where in linear algebra the actions are usually on the left, while in automata theory the actions are on the right.

ω=a_na_{n−1}

⋱ a_1=tr_{BQ} (δ_ω )

Figure 2.4.4. Evaluation of an ω-decorated circle is 1 if and only if there is a closed path ω in the graph of (Q).

to 0. The evaluation can also be written as Q^∗_t (δ_{an} ⋯δ_{a1} Q_{in}), that is, evaluating the product δ_{an} ⋯δ_{a1} Q_{in} ∈ B Q on the functional Q^∗_t .

A circle with a circular word ω = a_1⋯a_n placed on it evaluates to the trace of operator δ_ω ∶= δ_{an} ⋯δ_{a1} on B Q, see Figure 2.4.4. Equivalently, it evaluates to 1 if and only if there is a state q ∈ Q and a sequence of arrows labelled a_1, a_2, . . . , a_n terminating back in q (i.e., and oriented cycle with word ω in the graph of the automaton).

We state a main result in [GIK^+22]:

Theorem 2.2 (Gustafson–Im–Kaldawy–Khovanov–Lihn). A nondeterministic finite state automaton (Q) on alphabet Σ defines a one-dimensional Boolean-valued TQFT

(2.3) F ∶ Cob_{Σ,1} �→ B −fmod

with F(+) = B Q, transition function of (Q) encoding TQFT maps for Σ-labelled defects on strands, and sets of initial and accepting states encoding the maps for undecorated halfintervals. This correspondence gives a bijection between isomorphism classes of Boolean-valued TQFTs for Cob_{Σ,1} with F(+) a free B -module and isomorphism classes of nondeterministic finite state automata on alphabet Σ.

B −fmod in (2.3) denotes the category of free B -semimodules and semimodule maps. Regular language L_{(Q)} of the automaton (Q) describes evaluation of floating intervals decorated by words in Σ^∗ (with ω-decorated interval evaluating to 1 if and only if ω ∈ L_{(Q)}), while evaluation of circles with defects in the TQFT F is determined by oriented cycles in the graph of (Q).

The table in Figure 2.4.5 summarizes the correspondence between generating morphisms in Cob_{Σ,1} and structural parts of an automaton (the set of states, transition maps, and sets of initial and accepting states).

Consider a one-dimensional TQFT

(2.4) F ∶ Cob_{Σ,1} �→ B −mod

F(+)

+freeB -module

B Qcoevaluation,

evaluation maps B B Q ⊗ B Q^∗ transition map δ_a set of initial states Q_{in} set of accepting states Q_t +−,+−+a + + Figure 2.4.5. Summary table for the automata ←→ Boolean TQFT correspondence.

valued, more generally, in the category of all B -modules rather than free ones. Then necessarily P = F(+) is a finitely-generated semimodule which is projective in the sense of being a retract of a free module [GIK^+22, IK22b]. Namely, there are semimodule maps

(2.5) P^ι�→ B^{n p}�→ P, p ○ ι = id_P

for some n. Note that P is a direct summand of B^n only if P is free, otherwise it is just a retract. Then P^∗ ≅ F(−) is finitely-generated projective as well, with the retract maps p^∗, ι^∗ given by dualizing those for P .

Finitely-generated projective B -modules P are described by finite distributive lattices, i.e., see [IK22b]: it is a theorem that goes back at least to Birkhoff that any such P is isomorphic to the B -semimodule U(X) of open sets in a finite topological space X, with the empty set ∅ the 0 element of the semimodule and addition U_1 + U_2 ∶= U_1 ∪ U_2 given by the union of sets.

The structure of a TQFT F in this case is given by

● a collection of endomorphisms δ_a ∶ U(X) �→ U(X) for a ∈ Σ, taking open sets to open sets, ∅ to ∅, and preserving unions of sets, ● initial element Q_{in} ∈ U(X) and a terminal map Q_t ∶ U(X) �→ B taking ∅ to 0 and intertwining union of sets with addition in B .

Such structures are called quasi-automata in [GIK^+22]. It is an interesting question whether they can be of use in computer science.

2.5. Extending to arbitrary commutative semirings. It is straightforward to extend the above TQFT construction from vector spaces over a field k and B -semimodules to semimodules over a commutative semiring R. A commutative semiring R is an abelian group under addition, a commutative monoid under multiplication, and distributivity property holds, a(b + c) = ab + ac. Semiring R has the zero element 0 and the unit element 1. Subtraction operation a−b is usually not available in semirings. It is straightforward to define the notion of a module M over R (alternatively called a semimodule) and introduce the category R−dmod of R-modules.

In the definition of a TQFT over R the tensor product of vector spaces is replaced by the tensor product of R-modules, and vector space V = F(+) is replaced by an R-module P = F(+). To have cup and cap morphisms subject to the isotopy relations above requires P to be a projective R-module of finite rank, see [GIK^+22], for instance.

This observation quickly leads to the following in [GIK^+22]:

Theorem 2.3 (Gustafson–Im–Kaldawy–Khovanov–Lihn). One-dimensional TQFTs

F ∶ Cob_1 �→ R−mod

over a commutative semiring R correspond to finitely-generated projective R-modules. Onedimensional TQFTs with defects, that is, tensor functors

(2.6) F ∶ Cob_{Σ,1} �→ R−mod

are in a correspondence with finitely-generated projective R-modules P equipped with endomorphisms m_a ∶ P �→ P for a ∈ Σ, an element v_0 ∈ P and a covector v^∗ ∈ Hom_R(P, R). This correspondence is a bijection between isomorphism classes of TQFTs and isomorphism classes of data (P, {m_a}_{a∈Σ}, v_0, v^∗).

Here, an R-semimodule P is defined to be finitely-generated projective if it is a retract of free semimodule R^n for some n:

(2.7) P^ι�→ R^{n p}�→ P, p ○ ι = id_P .

It may be interesting to look at examples of such TQFTs when R is, for instance, the tropical semiring, see [JK14, IJK16] where projective modules over the tropical semiring are studied.

Another question is whether the notion of a finite state machine, which extends the notion of a finite state automaton, has the TQFT counterpart.

The authors are not aware of any studies or results on Boolean TQFTs (and, generally, TQFTs over commutative semirings that are not rings) in dimension two and higher. The above correspondence between finite state automata and one-dimensional Boolean TQFTs with defects, observed in [GIK^+22], see also [IK22b], remains a curiosity, for now.

Two-dimensional TQFTs for oriented surfaces, without defects and over a field k, are classified by commutative Frobenius k-algebras, and one open problem is to find a supply of commutative Frobenius k-semialgebras when k is the Boolean semiring B or the tropical semiring.

3. Reshetikhin–Turaev SL(N)-invariants and their categorification

Quantum link polynomials were discovered by Vaughan Jones [Jon85, Jon97] (the Jones polynomial), Louis Kauffman [Kau90] (the Kauffman polynomial and bracket), J. Hoste, A. Ocneanu, K. Millet, P. Freyd, W.B.R. Lickorish, D. Yetter [FYH^+85], J. Przytycki and P. Traczyk [PT88] (the HOMFLYPT polynomial) and others (Alexander polynomial, discovered several decades prior, was an outlier). N. Reshetikhin and V. Turaev [RT90] put these polynomials into the framework of quantum groups and their representations (V. Drinfeld [Dri86, Dri87], M. Jimbo [Jim85]), see also earlier preprints of N. Reshetikhin [Res87a, Res87b] and many other references.

Furthermore, while at generic values of the parameter q of the quantum group U_q(g) of a simple Lie algebra g, its representation theory produces link invariants, root of unity values give rise to Witten–Reshetikhin–Turaev [Wit89, RT91, Res91] and related invariants of 3- manifolds, see [TV92, Kup96a, KL01], which can also be thought of as three-dimensional TQFTs.

Quantum group U_q(g) is a Hopf algebra deformation of the universal enveloping algebra U(g) of a simple Lie algebra g. For generic q, representation theory of U_q(g) gives rise to Reshetikhin–Turaev invariants P_g(L) ∈ q^ℓZ[q, q^{−1}] of knots and links L in R^3 , where ℓ is a

T_1

T_2 T_1T_2

Figure 3.1.1. Two tangles and their composition.

V ⊗ V^∗ ⊗ V ⊗ V^∗ f(T ) V ⊗ V^∗ +−+− + − T Figure 3.1.2. This tangle T is a morphism from (+−) to (+ − +−). Tensor products of representations for the interwiner f(T ) are shown on the right.

rational number that depends on g and the linking number of L, see [Le00]. A key property of U_q(g) is that it is quasitriangular.

To define the Reshetikhin–Turaev invariant of a link, its connected components need to be labelled by irreducible representations of U_q(g). The latter are parametrized by positive integral weights λ ∈ Λ^+ of g. Quantum invariants of 3-manifolds (Witten–Reshetikhin–Turaev invariants) are given by an appropriate sum of these invariants when q is a root of unity [RT91, KM91]. A 3-manifold is given by surgery on a link.

3.1. Tangles and Reshetikhin–Turaev invariants. Reshetikhin–Turaev invariants [RT90] are defined for tangles, which are links with boundary (more carefully, the invariant is usually defined for framed links and tangles). Tangles constitute a braided monoidal category Tan. Composition of tangles is given by concatenation, while the tensor product on morphisms is given by placing tangles in parallel. Objects in the category of tangles are finite sequences of signs, which are orientations of a tangle at its endpoints.

The Reshetikhin–Turaev invariant f(T ) of a tangle T is an intertwiner (homomorphism of representations) between tensor products of representations, read off from the endpoints of a tangle. If one picks a representation V of the quantum group U_q(g), the invariant is an

LCf(L) C Figure 3.1.3. The invariant of a link L is a scalar f(L) ∈ Z[q^{1/D}, q^{−1/D}].

intertwiner between tensor products of V and its dual V^∗, according to the orientations of the endpoints, see an example in Figure 3.1.2.

To define the Reshetikhin–Turaev invariant in full generality, one first modifies the category Tan by labeling the components of a tangle by positive integral weights λ ∈ Λ^+. The Reshetikhin–Turaev invariant for a labelled tangle is built from intertwiners between tensor products of irreducible representations V_λ of U_q(g).

A link L is a tangle with the empty boundary. Reshetikhin–Turaev invariant f(L) ∶ C �→ C is then a scalar, depending on q, see Figure 3.1.3, and f(L) ∈ Z[q^{1/D}, q^{−1/D}], where D divides the determinant of the Cartan matrix of g, see [Le00]. This integrality is a special property of Reshetikhin–Turaev invariants.

3.2. Crane–Frenkel conjecture. Around 1994, Igor B. Frenkel (the graduate advisor of the second author) and Louis Crane proposed in [CF94]:

Conjecture 3.1 (Crane–Frenkel). There exists a categorification of the quantum group U_q(sl_2) at roots of unity giving rise to a 4D TQFT.

One motivation for the conjecture was that Floer homology was already known at the time. It has the Casson invariant as its Euler characteristic. Floer homology can be viewed as a 4-dimensional TQFT, defined for at least some 3-manifolds and 4-cobordisms. It was natural to wonder whether other quantum invariants of 3-manifolds can be realized as Euler characteristics.

Another motivation came from geometric representation theory, with the discovery of the Kazhdan–Lusztig basis in the Hecke algebra in [KL79] and its geometric interpretation via sheaves on flag varieties. This was followed by the Beilinson–Lusztig–MacPherson’s [BLM90] geometric interpretation of V^{⊗k}, for V a fundamental representation of U_q(sl_n), via sheaves on partial flag varieties, with generators E_i, F_i of the quantum group acting by correspondences. Lusztig’s geometric realization [Lus91] of Kashiwara–Lusztig bases [Kas94] of U_q(g) and bases of its irreducible representations and Lusztig’s discovery of his bases of idempotented quantum groups [Lus10].

I. Frenkel’s insight, beyond the above conjecture, was that positivity and integrality structure of these bases should be used to systematically lift Hecke algebra and quantum group elements to functors acting on categories that replace representations of quantum groups. On the TQFT level this should correspond to lifting quantum invariants one dimension up, from 3D to 4D (categorification).

While Conjecture 3.1 is still open, significant progress in the past thirty years has been made on:

● Link homology theories, which are four-dimensional counterparts of Reshetikhin– Turaev quantum link invariants, ● Categorification of quantum groups at generic q (A. Lauda, A. Lauda–Khovanov, R. Rouquier and further foundational work by many researchers), ● Categorification at prime roots of unity (Y. Qi, J. Sussan, B. Elias, Khovanov).

3.3. Semisimple versus triangulated. Reshetikhin–Turaev link invariants are governed by semisimple categories of representations of quantum groups U_q(g). In one dimension up (4D), categories cannot be semisimple. They are also unlikely to be abelian.

In four dimensions, an extended TQFT for link cobordisms requires one to assign:

● a category C_n to a plane with n points (ignoring orientations, for simplicity), ● a functor F (T ) ∶ C_n �→ C_m between these categories to a tangle T with n bottom and m top boundary points, and ● a natural transformation F (T_1) ⇒ F (T_2) between these functors to a tangle cobordism between T_1 and T_2.

This assignment should assemble into a 2-functor

F ∶ Tan_2 �→ N T

from the 2-category of tangle cobordisms to the 2-category N T of natural transformations (between functors between appropriate categories). Usually one wants to convert topological structures into something algebraic, so functors and natural transformations must be additive and defined over a field or a commutative ring.

In particular, the braid group B_n on n strands (the mapping class group of a plane with n points) needs to act on C_n, the category assigned to the plane with n points. An action of a group G on a semisimple category essentially just permutes its simple objects, thus reduces to a homomorphism G �→ S_n into the symmetric group. Homomorphisms from braid groups B_n to symmetric groups S_n are unlikely to be part of a sophisticated structure that carries interesting information about four-dimensional topology. The same argument applies to full four-dimensional TQFTs, replacing braid groups by mapping class groups of closed surfaces. In some cases one can expect that endomorphism rings End(L_i) of simple objects are not the ground field k but a field or a division ring D over k, in which case homomorphisms of B_n into Aut_k(D) or into cross-products of its direct products with the symmetric group may be available, but the crux of this informal argument (even just a gut feeling) that such homomorphisms cannot be upgraded to a sophisticated 4D TQFT remains.

This informal argument about unsuitability of semisimple categories and the need for triangulated categories in four-dimensional TQFTs can be found in the old paper of one of us [Kho02, Section 6.5] which further argues that interesting four-dimensional TQFTs are unlikely to assign abelian categories to surfaces. For a much more recent and precise work we refer to Reutter [Reu20] and [RSP22].

Replacing semisimple or abelian categories by triangulated categories removes the obstacle which is the lack of interesting categorical actions. Consider a ring A, take its category of modules A−mod and form the category H(A−mod) of finite length complexes of A-modules up to chain homotopies:

. . . // M^{i di} // M^{i+1 di+1} // M^{i+2 di+2} // . . . , where M^i ∈ A−mod, d ○ d = 0.

One can come up with a specific finite-dimensional ring A (interestingly, graded A-modules are essentially the same as double complexes) and a faithful action of the braid group on the category H(A−mod), see [KS02], also [ST01] in the context of algebraic geometry. Passing to the Grothendieck group of H(A−mod) recovers the Burau representation of the braid group (or the permutation representation, ignoring the extra grading. An additional grading on the category of modules turns the Grothendieck group into a Z[q, q^{−1}]-module). Faithfulness holds in either case.

There are many ways to construct algebras with a faithful braid group action on their homotopy categories but the above example seems minimal, in a sense. One can, for instance, ask for a finite-dimensional algebra A_n over a field k with a faithful action of the braid group B_n on n strands on its homotopy category. In the example in [KS02] dim_k(A_n) = 4n − 6, and we do not know examples of algebras of dimension less than 4n − 6 for n ≥ 3 with a faithful action of B_n on their homotopy categories of complexes.

Graded A_n and A-modules correspond to bicomplexes, and one is working in the homotopy category of complexes over them. The latter category can be replaced by the stable category of tricomplexes, with a faithful braid group action on it [KQ20]. It is an open question whether this step into stable categories and tricomplexes can be extended beyond categorified Burau representation, to categorification of other braid group and quantum group representations.

3.4. The HOMFLYPT polynomial. The Reshetikhin–Turaev invariant for the quantum group U_q(sl(N)) of sl(N) and its fundamental N-dimensional representation V is determined by the skein relation

(III)q^N P_N ( )−q^{−N} P_N (

)= (q − q^{−1})P_N ( ). and normalization on the unknot:

P_N () = [N] = q^N − q^{−N} q − q^{−1}

= q^{N−1} + q^{N−3} + . . . + q^{1−N} .

Sometimes the normalization on the unknot is taken to be 1, since otherwise the invariant of any nonempty link is divisible by [N]. The disjoint union with the unknot multiplies either invariant by [N] and the above normalization is natural from the categorification viewpoint.

The skein relation above is due to the space of intertwiners (homomorphisms of quantum group representations) V^{⊗2} �→ V^{⊗2} being two-dimensional, so that any three maps are related by a linear equation.

The HOMFLYPT polynomial [FYH^+85, PT88] is a 2-variable invariant P (L) ∈ Z[a^{±1}, b^{±1}] given by replacing the coefficients in the above skein relation by a = q^N , b = q − q^{−1}. Onevariable specializations P_N (L) of P (L) have representation-theoretic interpretation via the quantum group U_q(sl(N)), as briefly explained earlier. Replacing N by −N and q by q^{−1} preserves the invariant, so one can restrict to N ≥ 0. We record special cases:

● N = 0: P_0(L) is the Alexander polynomial. ● N = 1: P_1(L) is a trivial invariant. ● N = 2: P_2(L) is the Jones polynomial.

● N = 3: P_3(L) is the Kuperberg sl(3) quantum invariant [Kup96b].

Λ^2_q Vp V ⊗ V V ⊗ V ιΛ^2q V=[2]

[2] = q + q^{−1}

Figure 3.5.1. Left: diagram of projection p onto Λ^2_qV . Middle: diagram of inclusion ι back into V ⊗ V . Right: these maps are scaled so that the composition p ○ ι is the identity times q + q^{−1}.

Γ P_N (Γ) ∈Z_+[q, q^{−1}]

Figure 3.5.2. A MOY graph Γ.

3.5. MOY graphs and their invariants. The above specializations P_N (L) take values in the ring Z[q, q^{−1}] of Laurent polynomials with integer coefficients. It is possible to reduce links to linear combinations of planar objects (webs or graphs) on which the invariant takes values in Z_+[q, q^{−1}], the semiring of Laurent polynomials with non-negative integer coefficients. Decompose V^{⊗2} ≅ Λ^2_q (V )⊕S^2_q (V ) into the sum of two irreducible representations—the second quantum exterior and symmetric powers of V —and consider projection and inclusion operators

V^{⊗2 p} // Λ^2_q(V )^ι // V^{⊗2}

scaled so that p ○ ι = (q + q^{−1})id is the identity map of Λ^2_q (V ) times q + q^{−1}, see Figure 3.5.1.

From these two basic pieces one can assemble oriented planar graphs with thin and thin edges and all vertices of valency three, as in Figure 3.5.1 left and center, with one thick and two thin edges at each vertex. Vertices correspond to the intertwiners p and ι. These are the simplest instances of Murakami–Ohtsuki–Yamada (MOY) graphs. We think of thin edges as carrying label one (for V ) and thick edges as carrying label two (for Λ^2_q V ). Such a graph with boundary defines an intertwiner between tensor products of V , Λ^2_q V and their duals. A closed MOY graph Γ defines an endomorphism of the trivial representation of U_q(sl(N)), thus a function P_N (Γ) ∈ C (q).

The invariant P_N (Γ) is both integral and positive, see [MOY98]:

Theorem 3.2 (Murakami–Ohtsuki–Yamada). For any planar MOY graph Γ as above, its invariant P_N (Γ) ∈ Z_+[q, q^{−1}].

Integrality and positivity properties of P_N (Γ) are key to its categorification and categorification of the corresponding link invariants P_N (L).

Let us first observe that the link invariant P_N (L) reduces to the invariants P_N (Γ) of MOY planar graphs via skein relations:

(I)P_N ⎛ ⎝ ⎞ ⎠ = q^{N−1}P_N ⎛ ⎝ ⎞ ⎠ − q^N P_N ⎛ ⎝ ⎞ ⎠ , (II)P_N ⎛ ⎝ ⎞ ⎠ = q^{1−N} P_N ⎛ ⎝ ⎞ ⎠ − q^{−N} P_N ⎛ ⎝ ⎞ ⎠ .

implying the HOMFLYPT relation

(III)q^N P_N ( )−q^{−N} P_N (

)= (q − q^{−1})P_N ( ). More generally, one can allow lines of thickness a, 1 ≤ a ≤ N − 1, which correspond to fundamental representations Λ^a_q V of the quantum group U_q(sl(N)) and (a, b, a + b)-vertices, see the top row of Figure 3.5.3, which denote the scaled projection and inclusion between the corresponding representations

Λ^a_q V ⊗ Λ^b_qV^{pa,b} // Λ^{a+b}_q V, Λ^{a+b}_q V^{ιa,b} // Λ^a_q V ⊗ Λ^b_qV.

normalized so that the composition p_{a,b} ○ ι_{a,b} = [ a + b b ] id =

[a + b]! [a]![b]!

⋅ id, [a]! ∶= a ∏_{c=1}[c], [c] = q^c − q^{−c} q − q^{−1} is the identity endomorphism of Λ^{a+b}_q V scaled by the q-binomial coefficient. It is also natural to allow thickness N as well and replace sl(N) by the Lie algebra gl(N). The exterior power Λ^N V is a trivial representation of sl(N) but not of gl(N), and likewise for their quantum deformations, and vertices (a, N − a) are now allowed, with lines of thickness a and N − a merging into a line of thickness N.

Murakami–Ohtsuki–Yamada planar graphs or webs Γ with edges of arbitrary thickness from 1 to N have vertices (a, b) as above (a + b ≤ N). The quantum invariant P_N (Γ) of an MOY graph with edges of arbitrary thickness takes values in Z_+[q, q^{−1}], and Theorem 3.2 holds for such graphs as well.

Consider a link L with components labelled by numbers in {1, 2, . . . , N} and pick a planar projection. The analogue of the skein relations above (I) and (II) are the relations in Figures 3.5.4, 3.5.5, see for instance [Wu12b]. These skein relations allow to define P_N (L) ∈ Z[q, q^{−1}] for links with components labelled by numbers from 1 to N.

a + b a b a + b a b a= ⎡⎢ ⎢ ⎢⎣ ⎤⎥ ⎥ ⎥⎦ =Na [N]!

[a]![N − a]!

Figure 3.5.3. Top: (a, b)-vertices of general MOY graphs. Bottom: Circle of thickess a evaluates to a quantum binomial coefficient.

ab= a ∑ k=max{0,a−b} (−1)^{a−k}q^{k−a} a ba − k b + kb + k − a kb a Figure 3.5.4. Decomposing a negative crossing for two strands of arbitrary thickness a, b ≤ N.

ab= a ∑ k=max{0,a−b} (−1)^{k−a}q^{a−k} a ba − k b + kb + k − a kb a Figure 3.5.5. Decomposition of a positive crossing with thicknesses a, b.

3.6. Matrix factorizations and link homology.

Idea: To realize P_N (L) as the Euler characteristic of a bigraded homology theory H_N (L) of links, first build homology H_N (Γ) for planar graphs Γ as singly-graded vector spaces. There must be an equality of Laurent polynomials

P_N (Γ) = gdimH_N (Γ),

where for a Z-graded vector space V = ⊕_iV_i, the graded dimension gdimV ∶= ∑_i dim(V_i)q^i. Then lift skein relations above to the long exact sequence in Figure 3.6.1.

Commutative ground ring R of the theory may be different from a field, in which case one expects H_N (Γ) to be a free graded R-module of graded rank P_N (Γ).

This idea was successfully realized by L. Rozansky and one of us back in 2004 in [KR08a]. To define homology groups (or state spaces) H_N (Γ) of planar graphs Γ matrix factorizations

H_N ⎛ ⎝ ⎞ ⎠ H_N ⎛ ⎝ ⎞ ⎠ H_N ⎛ ⎝ ⎞ ⎠ H_N ⎛ ⎝ ⎞ ⎠ H_N ⎛ ⎝ ⎞ ⎠ H_N ⎛ ⎝ ⎞ ⎠ Figure 3.6.1. Long exact sequences to compute homology of a crossing given those of its planar resolutions.

were used. Start with a polynomial ring S = k[x_1, . . . , x_k] in several variables over a field k, where char(k) = 0. A polynomial ω ∈ S is called a potential if the ideal (∂ω/∂x_1, . . . , ∂ω/∂x_k) has finite codimension in S. Informally, this means that ω is sufficiently generic. In this case the quotient algebra J_ω ∶= S/(∂ω/∂x_1, . . . , ∂ω/∂x_k) is known to be Frobenius, via the Grothendieck residue construction. The quotient algebra is called the Milnor algebra of ω.

For a potential ω ∈ S, consider 2-periodic generalized complexes M of free S-modules

M^0M^1d_0d1 and maps between them such that d^2(m) = ωm. Modulo homotopies, these constitute a triangulated category of matrix factorizations MF_ω. When matrix factorizations M, M^′ have finite ranks (meaning M^0, M^{′0} are finite rank free S-modules) hom spaces Hom(M, M^′) in the category MF_ω are finite-dimensional k-vector spaces, due to multiplications by ∂ω/∂x_i being homotopic to 0. The Milnor algebra J_ω then acts on Hom(M, M^′), implying finitedimensionality of hom spaces.

To a potential ω there is assigned a two-dimensional TQFT with corners, built out of categories of matrix factorizations for potentials that are signed sums of copies of ω over several sets of variables. This construction goes back to Kapustin–Li [KL03], see [CM16] for a more recent treatment, while the one-variable case is thoroughly explained in [KR08a]. Without going into full details and specializing to k = Q and ω = x^{N+1}, to an arc (viewed as a one-manifold with boundary) one assigns a factorization L for ω = x^{N+1}_1 − x^{N+1}_2 , with S = Q[x_1 , x_2]:

SSSπ_{12}x_1 − x_2whereπ_{12}= x^{N+1}_1 − x^{N+1}_2 x_1 − x_2 = N ∑_{i=0} x^i_1x^{N−i}_2 .

Term x_1 − x_2 ensures that x_1, x_2 act the same up to homotopy, when viewed as endomorphisms of factorization L in the homotopy category. One thinks of L as the identity factorization, implementing the identity functor on the category of matrix factorizations. Namely, tensoring L, say over the subring Q[x_1 ] with a factorization M, in variables x_1 and some x_2x_1x_2x_1⊗Q[x1 ] x_1x_3x4≃x_2x_3x4x_2 = x_1 Figure 3.6.2. Left: an arc with variables as labels at the end point. Middle: tensoring with a factorization M, forgetting variable x_1, and relabeling x_2 back to x_1 gives a functor isomorphic to the identity functor in the homotopy category MF_ω. Right: closing up an arc into a circle and equating x_1 = x_2.

other variables (not x_2, say x_3, x_4) for the potential −x^{N+1}_1 + ω^′(x_3, x_4) results in the factorization M^′ ∶= L⊗_{Q[x1 ]} M over Q[x_2 , x_3, x_4], and one can check that upon substitution x_2 ↦ x_1 factorizations M, M^′ are naturally isomorphic in the homotopy category. Factorization M^′ is of infinite rank over Q[x_2 , x_3, x_4], but upon removing contractible summands it becomes finite rank and isomorphic to M.

Closing up the arc into a circle and equating x_1 = x_2, see Figure 3.6.2 on the right, gives a complex

Q[x_1 ]^{(N+1)x} N // Q[x_1 ]^0 // Q[x_1 ],

where the ring is reduced to Q[x_1 , x_2]/(x_1 − x_2) ≅ Q[x_1 ]. This a general feature of building topological theories from matrix factorizations: closing up a factorization with boundary points and equating the variables, as long as the potentials at the endpoints match, results in a two-periodic complex, with d^2 = 0, rather than just a factorization, due to the cancellation of terms in ω upon identifying the variables.

For the circle as above, the homology group of the complex is Q[x]/(x^N ) ≅ H^∗(C P^{N−1}) (the other homology group is 0). Algebra Q[x]/(x^N ) is commutative Frobenius and gives rise to a 2D TQFT once a nondegenerate trace on it is chosen. Building an extended TQFT from matrix factorizations is discussed in [KR08a], also see [CM16] and references there.

In the above example one can work with graded polynomial rings with deg(x_j ) = 2 and factorizations ∑_j ±x^{N+1}_j . Then the graded degree of the vector space of the circle is

gdeg(H_N (circle)) = 1 + q^2 + . . . + q^{2(N−1)} = q^{N−1}[N] = q^{N−1}P_N (unknot).

This equality points to a possible match between the 2D TQFT for the one-variable potential x^{N+1} and homology of links and planar graphs, for the simplest possible link and MOY graph, which is the circle in the plane (of thickness 1). Up to a power of q, the quantum invariant of the unknot equals the graded dimension of the commutative Frobenius algebra that the matrix factorization TQFT for the potential ω = x^{N+1} assigns to the circle. That algebra is also isomorphic to the cohomology ring of C P^{N−1}.

To move beyond circles, recall that, for link diagrams with components colored by V , the corresponding MOY graphs have edges of thickness one and two only, with any thickness two edge having two thin “in” edges and two thin “out” edges, see Figure 3.6.3 on the left.

x_1x_2 x_3x_4≃ x_1 + x_2, x_1x_2 x_3 + x_4, x_3x_4

≃x_1x_2x^3x^4

Figure 3.6.3. Double edge factorization can be thought of as the identity factorization for the subring of symmetric functions in two variables.

Matrix factorization associated to a neighbourhood of a double edge should have the potential

(3.1) ω = x^{N+1}_1 + x^{N+1}_2 − x^{N+1}_3 − x^{N+1}_4 ,

see Figure 3.6.3 on the left. The four variables x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4 are assigned to the endpoints of the diagram. The term x^{N+1}_i enters ω with the plus sign, respectively the minus sign, if the orientation at that point is out, respectively into, the diagram. Potential ω is the difference of two terms, and the first term x^{N+1}_1 + x^{N+1}_2 can be written as a polynomial in the elementary symmetric functions: x^{N+1}_1 + x^{N+1}_2 = g(x_1 + x_2, x_1x_2).

To write the identity factorization for the 2-variable polynomial g we decompose the difference of two g’s for two different sets of variables:

g(y_1, y_2) − g(z_1, z_2) = (g(y_1, y_2) − g(z_1, y_2)) + (g(z_1, y_2) − g(z_1, z_2)) = (y_1 − z_1)u_1(y, z) + (y_2 − z_2)u_2(y, z)

for some polynomials u_1, u_2 in the four variables y_1, y_2, z_1, z_2. Tensor the two factorizations

(S^{u1} // S^{y1−z1}// S) and (S^{u2} // S^{y2−z2}// S)

to get a factorization associated to a double edge j of Γ:

M_j ∶= (S^{u1} // S^{y1−z1} // S) ⊗_S (S^{u2} // S^{y2−z2} // S).

Notice that M_j has the potential given by (3.1).

For a general planar MOY graph Γ with edges of thickness one and two, place marks on thin edges, with at least one mark on each edge. Denote by I the set of marks and consider the ring Q[x_i ]_{i∈I} . To a thick edge there is assigned a factorization with the potential x^{N+1}_{i1} + x^{N+1}_{i2} − x^{N+1}_{i3} − x^{N+1}_{i4} , to a thin arc – an identity factorization as described earlier, see Figure 3.6.4 on the left. In the Figure 3.6.4 example, the factorization for the thin arc shown has potential x^{N+1}_{i5} − x^{N+1}_{i1} .

Given a graph Γ and a set of markings I of thin edges as described, tensor together factorizations M_j over all double edges j and factorizations for thin arcs (if some thin edge carries more than one mark) to get the product factorization M_Γ . Then the differential D = ∑_j d_j in

M_Γ satisfies D^2 = ∑_j d^2_j = ∑_i (x^{N+1}_i − x^{N+1}_i ) = 0.

i_3i^4i_1i^2i_5 i

Figure 3.6.4. Left: markings around a thick edge and an additional mark on an adjacent thin edge. Right: potentials ω add up to 0 for a closed diagram, due to cancellation of terms. For a mark labelled i, the contribution of potentials is x^{N+1}_i − x^{N+1}_i = 0, with the signs opposite due to opposite orientations.

Γ_0Γ_1M_{Γ0}χ_0χ_1M_{Γ1}

0 00 0

Figure 3.6.5. Left: MOY graphs Γ_0, Γ_1 and corresponding factorizations. Right: forming complexes for positive and negative crossings out of factorizations M_{Γ0} and M_{Γ1} .

Define H_N (Γ) ∶= H_N (M_Γ, D). This is our homology (or state space) of the graph Γ. Placing extra marks on any thin edges of Γ does not change H_N (Γ).

From [KR08a], we cite the following:

Theorem 3.3 (Khovanov–Rozansky). H_N (Γ) lives is a single Z/2 degree and gdim(H_N (Γ)) = P_N (Γ).

To extend the homology to links, consider resolutions Γ_0, Γ_1 of a crossing in Figure 3.6.5. There are homomorphisms of factorizations

χ_0 ∶ M_{Γ0} �→ M_{Γ1} , χ_1 ∶ M_{Γ1} �→ M_{Γ0} ,

and to positive and negative crossings one assigns two-step complexes of factorizations with the differential given by χ_0, χ_1, respectively, see Figure 3.6.5 on the right.

Homology of a link diagram D is given by tensoring these two-step complexes over all crossings of D, computing the homology of all terms (for the inner differential in factorizations), and then taking the homology again for the differential build from maps χ_0, χ_1 over all crossings.

From [KR08a], we also recall:

Theorem 3.4 (Khovanov–Rozansky). The resulting homology does not depend on the choice of a link diagram D of an oriented link L and can be denoted H_N (L).

(1) H_N (L) is bigraded and its Euler characteristic

χ_N (L) = ∑_{i,j} (−1)^iq^j dim H^{i,j}_N (L) = P_N (L)

is the Reshetikhin–Turaev link invariant for the fundamental SL(N) representation. (2) H_N (L) is functorial under link cobordisms.

Homology theory H_N of links and link cobordisms can be viewed as a categorification of quantum invariant P_N , the latter a one-variable specialization of the HOMFLYPT polynomial. The functoriality under link cobordisms, shown in [KR08a], is up to overall scaling by elements of Q^∗ . The theory extends to tangles and tangle cobordisms as well.

Y. Yonezawa [Yon11] and H. Wu [Wu14] extended the homology from thin MOY graphs to arbitrary MOY graphs, with general (a, b, a + b) trivalent vertices, and from a categorification of the link invariant P_N to categorification of Reshetikhin–Turaev invariants where components of a link are colored by arbitrary quantum exterior powers Λ^a_q V of the fundamental representation V ≅ C^N , 1 ≤ a ≤ N.

In their construction the homology of the unknot colored a is the cohomology of the Grassmannian of a-planes in C^N :

H_N (a) = H^∗(Gr(a, N), Q ).

This cohomology ring is a commutative Frobenius algebra and gives rise to a 2D TQFT. Standard merge, split, birth and death cobordisms between unnested circles in the plane and relations on compositions of these cobordisms show that in a functorial link homology theory homology of the unknot is a commutative Frobenius algebra, and for the theory above that algebra is the cohomology ring of the complex Grassmannian.

This theory admits a generalization where the potential x^{N+1} is replaced by the potential ω = x^{N+1} + a_1X^N + . . . + a_N x, where a_i is a formal variable of degree 2i. The potential is then homogeneous and defined over the ground ring R_N = Q[a_1 , . . . , a_N ]. The 2D TQFT for matrix factorizations and link homology construction can be generalized to the ground ring R_N . In the resulting homology theory ̃H_N the ring R_N , which is the homology of the empty link, can be interpreted as the U(N)-equivariant cohomology of a point p: ̃H_N (∅) = R_N ≅ H^∗_{U(N)}(p, Q).

Homology of an a-labelled unknot is then the U(N)-equivariant cohomology of the complex Grassmannian:

̃H_N (a) = H^∗_{U(N)}(Gr(a, N), Q ).

We refer to papers [Gor04, Kra10, Wu12a, Wu15] for the construction of equivariant link homology, see also [LL16, Ras15, MY19] for some applications. Deforming the potential proved to be a prolific idea, also leading to a categorification of the bigraded HOMFLYPT polynomial [KR08b] rather than of its singly-graded specializations P_N . This triply-graded link homology theory is closely related to the category of Soergel bimodules [Kho07], which is a fundamental object at the center of modern geometric representation theory [EMTW20].

We refer to [GSV05, Wit18, Aga22] and many other papers for physical interpretations of SL(N) link homology.

Bigraded and triply-graded categorifications of the HOMFLYPT polynomial and its specializations, including for torus and algebraic links, relate to deep structures in representation theory and geometry [GORS14, GHM21].

A refinement of bigraded and triply-graded homology groups, now known as y-ified homology, was discovered by J. Batson and C. Seed [BS15] in the N = 2 case, S. Cautis and J. Kamnitzer [CK17] in the geometric language for any N and E. Gorsky and M. Hogancamp for the HOMFLYPT homology [GH22], also see [CLS20] for a generalization and an approach via the KLR categories and a related paper [HRW21]. This homology exhibits additional symmetries and relates link homology to Hilbert schemes. Sophisticated relations between flavors of link homology and equivariant matrix factorizations have been investigated by A. Oblomkov and L. Rozansky in [OR10] and follow-up papers, see [Obl19] for a review.

3.7. Model scenario for categorification of Reshetikhin–Turaev link invariants.

Reshetikhin–Turaev link invariant functor [RT90] assigns the tensor product V_λ = V_{λ1} ⊗ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ⊗ V_{λn} of irreducible U_q(g) representations to a plane with n points marked by positive integral weights λ_1, . . . , λ_n, where λ ∶= (λ_1, . . . , λ_n), and taking orientations into account. The invariant of a decorated tangle T with λ and μ endpoint label sequences at the bottom and top planes is an intertwiner

(3.2) f(T ) ∶ V_λ �→ V_μ.

Let us explain the best possible scenario for categorification of Reshetikhin–Turaev link invariants. Upon a categorification, the tensor product V_λ of representations should be replaced by a triangulated category C_λ. The Grothendieck group K_0(C_λ) of that category should be related to V_λ, for instance, be a Z[q, q^{−1}]-lattice in V_λ, so that

(3.3) K_0(C_λ) ⊗_{Z[q,q}−1_] C (q) ≅ V_λ

(assuming U_q(g) is defined over the field of rational functions Q(q)).

To a collection of n points on the plane labelled by λ assign the category C_λ as above. To a tangle T there should be assigned an exact functor F(T ) ∶ C_λ �→ C_μ, see Figure 3.7.1 on the left. On the Grothendieck group level the functor F(T ) should give the Reshetikhin–Turaev tangle invariant, [F(T )] = f(T ). This equality can be written as a commutative diagram

K_0(C_μ)Ø

¨ // V_μ

K_0(C_λ)Ø

¨ //

[F(T )] OO

V_λ

f(T ). OO

Horizontal inclusions are those of Z[q, q^{−1}]-modules and become isomorphisms upon tensoring with Q(q). Alternatively, K_0(C_λ)⊗_{Z[q,q}−1_] C (q) could be a subspace of V_λ, such as the subspace Inv_{Uq (g)}(V_λ) of quantum group invariants in the tensor product.

T C_μF(T ) C_λ F(T_1)

F(S)

F(T_0) T_1

T_0 S

Figure 3.7.1. Left: To a tangle T there is assigned an exact functor F(T ). Middle: A tangle cobordism S between tangles T_0 and T_1. Right: A natural transformation F(S) is associated to S.

For composable tangles T^′, T there should be fixed an isomorphism of functors F (T^′ ○ T ) ≅ F (T^′) ○ F (T ).

A tangle is an oriented decorated one-manifold properly embedded in R^2 × [0, 1]. A tangle cobordism between oriented tangles T_0, T_1 is a surface S with boundary and corners properly embedded in R^2 × [0, 1]^2 such that its boundary is the union of T_0, T_1 on the intersections S ∩ (R^2 × [0, 1] × {i}), i = 0, 1, and the union of product tangles (finite sets of points times [0, 1]) on the intersections R^2 × {i} × [0, 1], i = 0, 1. A tangle cobordism is depicted rather schematically in Figure 3.7.1, in the middle. Since tangles are additionally decorated by positive integral weights λ, connected components of S must be decorated by integral weights as well, with boundary decorations induced by those of S.

To a tangle cobordism S between tangles T_0, T_1 there should be assigned a natural transformation of functors F (S) ∶ F(T_0) �→ F(T_1).

As one varies over all collections of labelled points in the plane, functors F(T ) and natural transformations F(S), these should fit into a 2-functor F from the 2-category of tangle cobordisms to the 2-category of natural transformations between exact functors. (Tangle cobordisms are oriented and decorated by positive integral weights of g.) Having such a 2-functor is the most functorial scenario for a link homology theory.

In the matrix factorization approach to link homology, described earlier, the link homology does extend to a 2-functor from the category of tangle cobordisms to the category of bigraded vector spaces (or bigraded R_N -modules, for the equivariant theory).

The Lie algebra g = sl(N) and all components are colored by V . For n points on the plane

one forms the category MF_ω with the potential ω = n ∑_{i=1} ± x^{N+1}_i , where the signs depend on

orientations of points. Then one forgets that MF_ω is a triangulated category, views it only as an additive category, and forms the homotopy category of complexes C_n = H(MF_ω) over it.

(I)foamΓ_1Γ^0

(II)foamΓ_0Γ^1

Figure 3.7.2. Foam cobordisms between two resolutions Γ_0, Γ_1 of a crossing, also see Figure 3.6.5.

To a tangle T there is assigned a complex of matrix factorizations and to a tangle cobordism – a homomorphism of complexes. The entire construction results in a 2-functor as above:

2-category 2Tan of

Tangle cobordisms F2-category CMF of (complexes of) matrix factorizations.

Objects of the category CMF are potentials ω in finite sets of variables x, morphisms from ω_1(x) to ω_2(y) are complexes of matrix factorizations with potential ω_2(y) − ω_1(x), and twomorphisms are homomorphisms of complexes of factorizations modulo chain homotopies.

The 2-functor F above is Q^∗ -projective, with the map associated to a link cobordism welldefined up to scaling by elements of Q^∗ . Extending T. Sano’s approach to strict cobordism invariance [San08] from N = 2 to any N should be one way to resolve the Q^∗ -indeterminacy.

To get a homomorphism from the Grothendieck group of the category C_n to the tensor product V_λ, more precisely, to its subspace of invariants Inv(V_λ), one should restrict to the subcategory generated by matrix factorizations associated to planar graphs with a given boundary.

Versions of SL(N) homology and the 2-functor F can also be recovered from

● Parabolic-singular blocks of highest weight categories for sl(k), where k depends on λ, see [Sus07, MS09], and, in the sl(2) case, [BFK99, Str05, FKS06, Str09, BS11, CK14].

● Fukaya–Floer categories of quiver varieties for SL(k), k a function of weights λ (N = 2 case [SS06, Rez09, AS19]) and arbitrary N case restricted to braid and braid closures [Man07], see also [WW15].

● Derived categories of coherent sheaves on the convolution varieties of affine Grassmannians; N = 2 case: [CK08a] and arbitrary N: [CK08b], and also on quiver varieties [AN23]. For a recent physics-motivated approach, see M. Aganagic [Aga22, Aga21].

● Various categories of importance in representation theory, see [Web17] and related papers.

The principle here is that in each of these cases there is (or expected to exist) a categorical action of the 2-category of tangle cobordisms Tan_2 on the corresponding derived or homotopy categories, giving a 2-functor similar to (I) and (II) in Figure 3.7.2. Tangles act by functors on the categories and tangle cobordisms act by natural transformations. Often, the corresponding categories for various examples are equivalent [MW18], sometimes with minor modifications. One expects the equivalences to respect the 2-functor actions.

Motivation to relate quiver varieties (Kronheimer–Nakajima varieties) and link homology came from observing that (a) homology groups of SL(k) quiver varieties carry an action of that Lie algebra and can be identified with weight spaces of SL(k) representations [Nak94], (b) due to the level-rank duality, those weight spaces can be identified with the invariants of tensor products of exterior powers Λ^aV of the fundamental sl(N) representation V , where k depends on the sequence (a_1, . . . , a_n) of these parameters in the tensor product. One then expects that replacing homology by the derived category of coherent sheaves will result in a categorical action of the Lie algebra and a commuting categorical action of tangles and tangle cobordisms. This program was realized in [CK08b] restricting to tensor products of V and V^∗ and using related varieties which are suitable convolution varieties of the affine Grassmannian and should contain quiver varieties as open subvarities.

Extended TQFTs and biadjoint functors: When one has an extended TQFT in dimension n, to an (n − 2)-manifold M assign a category F(M), to an (n − 1)-cobordism K a functor F(K) ∶ F(∂_0K) �→ F(∂_1K), to an n-cobordism L with corners a natural transformation F(∂_0L) �→ F(∂_1L).

For each (n − 1)-cobordism K there is a dual cobordism K^∗ from ∂_1K to ∂_0K (reflect K). There are four canonical n-cobordisms between compositions KK^∗, K^∗K and identity cobordisms id_{∂1K} and id_{∂0K} . Applying F to them tells us that functors F(K) and F(K^∗) are biadjoint (both left and right adjoint).

Examples of biadjoint functors appear in algebraic geometry (Fourier–Mukai kernels between Calabi–Yau manifolds) and in symplectic topology (convolutions with Lagrangians in Fukaya–Floer categories). In particular, quiver varieties are Calabi–Yau (around their compact part) and their derived categories of coherent sheaves admit plenty of biadjoint functors. In three dimensions, the model example of a TQFT is the Witten–Reshetikhin–Turaev theory, for which the categories assigned to 3 − 2 = 1-dimensional manifolds are semisimple. Any linear functor between these categories has a biadjoint functor. In higher dimensions, for an extended TQFT, one expects non-semisimple, likely triangulated, categories associated to n − 2-dimensional manifolds. For an exact functor between triangulated categories having a biadjoint is a strong condition. It is then natural to pay special attention to Calabi–Yau varieties (and their derived categories of coherent sheaves), Fukaya–Floer categories, and suitable categories of representations built out of symmetric Frobenius algebras, for these types of categories provide large supply of biadjoint functors that can be constructed naturally [Kho02].

FΓ_1Γ^0 H(Γ_1) [F ]H(Γ^0)H⎛ ⎝ ⎞ ⎠ H ⎛ ⎝ ⎞ ⎠ H ⎛ ⎝ ⎞ ⎠ Figure 3.7.3. Foam F , a sort of “singular saddle” cobordism between webs Γ_0 and Γ_1, induces a map of state spaces for these webs which enters the inductive construction of link homology groups via cones or SES shown on the right.

Reshetikhin–Turaev SL(N) (or GL(N)) invariants for fundamental representations Λ^a_q V are distinguished by the existence of positive integral diagrammatical calculus of intertwiners (MOY calculus). It guides the categorification of Reshetikhin–Turaev invariants. Positivity and integrality property is missing already for other representations of quantum SL(2), since q-spin networks are not positive and have denominators [KL94]. This creates serious problems trying to extend the above approaches beyond (SL(N), Λ^∗_q V ) case.

In the remarkable work [Web17], Webster categorified Reshetikhin–Turaev invariants for any simple Lie algebra g and any labelling of a link’s components by irreducible g-modules. Categorification of quantum groups [KL01, Rou08] was one of the motivations for Webster’s construction. It is likely that for sl(N) and coloring by minuscule representations his construction gives homology isomorphic to those coming from matrix factorizations (and those from Robert–Wagner foam evaluation).

Beyond the minuscule representation case, Webster homology and a number of other known link homology theories do not fully extend or not known to extend to link cobordisms.

For a subset of these theories [FSS12, Roz14, CK12, Web17, GH22, SS22, OR19], the reason is the following. Take a functorial link homology theory (and subject to TQFT assumption) and consider standardly embedded cobordisms in R^3 × [0, 1] between unlinks (disjoint unions of unknots). Restricting a link homology theory to these cobordisms results in a 2D TQFT. Consequently, homology A of the unknot must be a commutative Frobenius algebra over the homology R of the empty link. In particular, if R is a field, A must be finite dimensional over R, and this property fails in the above examples.

Other theories [KR08b, Cau17, QRS18, RW20b, OR22] have finite-dimensional homology groups over R (upon normalization, if needed), but their construction is only available for braid closures, making it hard to extend them to link cobordism. For an early categorification of the colored Jones polynomial [Kho05] functoriality is not known either, see also [BW08].

It is an important open problem to (in the first case) modify these link homology theories, including the Webster homology, to make them functorial under link cobordisms and (in the second) find whether they can redefined in a more functorial way, for all link diagrams and extending to link cobordisms or even to tangle cobordisms.

a + b ba abb + ca + bca + b + csingularities of a foam

Figure 3.8.1. Left: an (a, b) seam of a GL_N foam and adjacent three facets. Facets are oriented in a compatible way, with orientation preserved when moving from an a or b facet to the adjacent a + b facet. Orientation is reversed between adjacent a and b facets. Right: a singular vertex where four seams meet.

3.8. Foam evaluation and link homology. L.-H. Robert and E. Wagner [RW20a] found a purely combinatorial approach to SL(N) link homology (again, for minuscule representations Λ^a_q V ). Their approach is based on foam evaluations. Foams are cobordisms between planar graphs Γ as above and implicitly appear in most approaches to SL(N) link homology. Maps in the long exact sequences in Figure 3.6.1 between the two planar graphs should be induced by foam cobordisms shown in Figure 3.7.2 between graphs Γ_0, Γ_1, also see Figure 3.7.3. To build a combinatorial theory, Robert and Wagner construct a subtle evaluation of closed foams to symmetric functions R = Z[x_1, . . . , x_N ]^{SN} in N variables.

Let us briefly review foams and Robert–Wagner foam evaluation. GL(N) foams can have facets of thickness a ∈ {1, . . . , N}, seams where facets of thickness a, b, a + b come together and vertices with 6 adjoint facets of thickness a, b, c, a + b, b + c, a + b + c, see Figure 3.8.1. At first, consider closed foams embedded in R^3 , that is, foams without boundary, while later we will need foam with boundary, viewed as cobordisms in R^2 × [0, 1] between MOY graphs.

A coloring of foam F is a map c ∶ facets �→ P(N), where ∣c(f)∣ is the thickness of a facet f, with the flow condition at each seam, c(f_3) = c(f_1) ⊔ c(f_2), see Figures 3.8.2, 3.8.3. In particular, c(f_1), c(f_2) are disjoint sets. Here P(N) is the set of subsets of {1, . . . , N}, so that a coloring maps facets to subsets of the set of colors from 1 to N. A facet of thickness a is mapped to a subset of cardinality a; subsets for a, b thickness facets that meet along a seam and become an a + b facet are disjoint and their union is the subset for the a + b facet.

Define the bicolored surface F_{ij} (c), 1 ≤ i < j ≤ N as the union of facets that contain exactly one color from {i, j}. For a closed foam F , its bicolored surface is a closed compact surface without boundary embedded in R^3 . Figures 3.8.2, 3.8.3 on the right explain why F_{ij} (c) has no singularities along seams of the foam, always containing either none or two facets along a seam. A similar computation shows that F_{ij} (c) has no singularities at vertices of the foam.

Thus, F_{ij} (c) is an orientable surface and the union of its connected components, each of Euler characteristic 2 − 2g, for a component of genus g ≥ 0. Robert–Wagner evaluation ⟨F, c⟩ a + b b a c(f_2) c(f_1)c(f_3)

= c(f_1) ⊔ c(f_2)

{i, j} ⊂ c(f_3) F_{ij} (c)i ∈ c(f_2) i ∈ c(f_1)

Figure 3.8.2. Left: Facets f_1, f_2 of thickness a and b, respectively, merging along a seam are colored by disjoint subsets c(f_1) and c(f_2) of {1, . . . , N} of cardinality a, respectively b. Right: if i ∈ c(f_1), j ∈ c(f_2), the two thin facets belong to F_{ij} (c) but the thick facet does not.

f_3 f_2f^1c(f_2) c(f_1) c(f_1) ⊔ c(f_2)

= c(f_3)312{5}

{1, 4}{1, 4, 5}

F_{45}(c)

Figure 3.8.3. Left: Thin facets f_1, f_2 are colored by disjoint subsets c(f_1), c(f_2). Thick facet f_3 is colored by the union of these subsets. Middle: an example of a coloring when f_1, f_2 have thickness 2, 1 and are colored by disjoint subsets {1, 4} and {5}, respectively. Facet f_3 is then colored by their union {1, 4, 5}. Right: part of the bicolored surface F_{45}(c) for this coloring, containing both thin but not the thick facet along that seam.

of a closed foam F and its coloring c has the form

⟨F, c⟩ = ± ∏_{i<j} (x_i − x_j )^{−χ(Fij (c))/2} ∏(facet decoration contributions).

We refer to [RW20a] and a review in [KK20] for the subtle formula for the minus sign, facet decorations and their contributions. Facets are decorated by dots (observables) labelled by homogeneous symmetric functions f in a variables, for a facet of thickness a. A coloring tells one which a variables out of N to select from x_1, . . . , x_N to turn f into a function in x’s.

In general ⟨F, c⟩ has denominators x_i − x_j but the sum

⟨F ⟩ = ∑_c ⟨F, c⟩ ∈ R

is a symmetric polynomial in x_1, . . . , x_N .

With that sophisticated yet beautiful foam evaluation ⟨F ⟩ at hand, Robert and Wagner build the state space (or homology) for a planar MOY graph Γ using the universal construction.

ΓF ΓF^1 F^1

Figure 3.8.4. Left: A foam F with boundary Γ. Middle: another foam F_1 with ∂F_1 = Γ. Right: gluing F and F_1 along Γ into a closed foam. Here F is F reflected in the z-plane.

Universal construction of topological theories [BHMV95, Kho20, KQR21, IK22a, IK22b] begins with an evaluation of closed objects (closed foams, in our case) and builds state spaces for generic cross-sections of these objects. A generic cross-section Γ of a foam in R^3 by a plane R^2 is a planar MOY graph Γ. Fix Γ and consider the free R-module Fr(Γ) with a basis [F ] of all foams F with ∂F = Γ, see Figure 3.8.4 on the left. Notice that we no longer restrict to closed foams, instead looking at foams F in R^2 × (−∞, 0] with Γ as the boundary.

Define an R-bilinear form ( , ) ∶ Fr(Γ) × Fr(Γ) �→ R

by ([F ], [F_1]) = ⟨F F_1⟩ and extending via R-bilinearity. Here we glue F and F_1 along the common boundary Γ into a closed foam F F_1, where F denotes the reflection of F in a horizontal plane. Define the state space

H(Γ) ∶= Fr(Γ)/ ker(( , )_Γ)

of an MOY graph Γ as the quotient of the (large) free module Fr(Γ) by the kernel of the bilinear form ( , )_Γ. This means that an R-linear combination of foams ∑_i λ_iF_i, with λ_i ∈ R and ∂F_i = Γ is 0 in H(Γ) if and only if for any foam F with ∂F = Γ, we have ∑_i λi⟨F Fi⟩ = 0 ∈ R. One thinks of ∑_i λ_iF_i = 0 as a linear skein relation on foams with boundary Γ.

It is easy to see that state spaces H(Γ), over all Γ, form a functorial topological theory. Namely, given a foam F ∈ R^2 ×[0, 1] with top and bottom boundary, so that ∂F = ∂_1F ⊔(−∂_0F ), composition with F induces a map from Fr(F_0) to Fr(F_1). The map takes the kernel of the bilinear form ( , )_{Γ0} to the kernel of the bilinear form ( , )_{Γ1} . Consequently, there is an induced map on state spaces

H(F ) ∶ H(∂_0F ) �→ H(∂_1F ).

Varying over all foams F with boundary, this results in a functor H from the category of foams to the category of R-modules.

For a general foam evaluation ⟨F ⟩ such a functor is not interesting. In particular, one wants state spaces H(Γ) to be sufficiently small, for instance, be finitely-generated R-modules. Even under such an assumption, functor H will not be a TQFT in general, with the natural map H(Γ_1) ⊗_R H(Γ_2) �→ H(Γ_1 ⊔ Γ_2) not an isomorphism of R-modules.

For their evaluation sketched above, Robert and Wagner in [RW20a] proved:

Theorem 3.5 (Robert–Wagner). H is a functorial TQFT from Foams to free graded Rmodules, with graded ranks the Murakami–Ohtsuki–Yamada planar graph invariants:

grank_R(Γ) = P_N (Γ).

Methods of Yonezawa–Wu [Yon11, Wu12b] for constructing homology from matrix factorizations for MOY graphs with edges of arbitrary thickness apply to Robert–Wagner state spaces. Robert–Wagner foam TQFT gives rise to a link homology theory which categorifies Reshetikhin–Turaev invariant for SL(N) and link components labelled by exterior powers of the fundamental representation [ETW18].

Furthermore, in [ETW18] this result is extended to:

Theorem 3.6 (M. Ehrig–D. Tubbenhauer–P. Wedrich). Robert–Wagner link homology theory is functorial for link cobordisms.

Robert–Wagner’s approach [RW20a, ETW18] to categorification of Reshetikhin–Turaev SL(N) invariants is complementary to all the others, which require specific categories (highest weight categories, coherent sheaves or Fukaya–Floer categories on quiver varieties, particular representation theory categories). In the Robert–Wagner construction, categories appear at the last step only (when extending to graphs with boundary, tangles, and their cobordisms). It is a categorification of the state sum approach to quantum invariants and should also be relevant to some models of 3-dimensional statistical mechanics.

Prior to Robert–Wagner’s work, foams were heavily used in link homology and categorified quantum groups, see for example [MSV09, Mac09, QR16, Cap13, RW16, Wed19]. Foam evaluation should help to streamline and clarify a significant amount of prior work on the subject, including replacing the ground ring Q by Z or by the ring of symmetric functions Z[x_1, . . . , x_N ]^{SN} .

4. Interactions and applications

4.1. Some interactions.

Soergel category. A version of Robert–Wagner evaluation [RW20b] allows one to describe the category of Soergel bimodules [EMTW20] for the symmetric group S_N , with homs given by foams in R^3 between braid-like graphs in the plane modulo universal construction relations [RW20b, KRW]. The Soergel category is central in geometric representation theory and categorifies the Hecke algebra of the symmetric group. Originally, the relation between foams and the Soergel category was established by D. Rose and P. Wedrich [RW16] and P. Wedrich [Wed19]. An earlier diagrammatic approach to the Soergel category by Elias– Khovanov [EK10] is via a two-dimensional graphical calculus rather than foams in R^3 , with the missing dimension encoded by labels in the ordered set {1, . . . , N − 1}.

Kronheimer–Mrowka theory. Inspired by the Robert–Wagner foam evaluation, Robert and one of us [KR21] related unoriented SL(3) foams and Kronheimer–Mrowka gauge SO(3) theory for 3-orbifolds [KM19], proving one of Kronheimer–Mrowka conjectures. Kronheimer– Mrowka theory, in a rather special case, assigns homology groups to planar trivalent graphs

Γ, and similar groups can be recovered from an unoriented version of Robert–Wagner foam evaluation. (Kronheimer–Mrowka theory is much more general, and, in particular, assigns homology groups to spacial trivalent graphs, for which a combinatorial counterpart is unknown.) Kronheimer–Mrowka theory and its combinatorial counterpart in [KR21] for planar trivalent graphs relate to the 4-Color Theorem, aiming to prove and rethink the 4-Color Theorem in a more conceptual way and via its relations to TQFTs, gauge theory, and low-dimensional topology. These two theories have been investigated by D. Boozer [Boo19, Boo23], who have shown, in particular, that they give rise to two non-isomorphic functors on foams in R^3 .

APS homology. Foam evaluation allows for a natural extension of the Asaeda–Przytycki– Sikora [APS04] annular SL(2) homology to the equivariant setting of a larger ground ring as well as its extension to annular SL(N) homology [AK21, Akh23].

4.2. SL(2) and SL(3) homology theories. SL(2) homology (aka Khovanov homology) is noticeably simpler than SL(N) homology and was discovered first [Kho00]. Foams are replaced by surfaces, and homology of links is built from a 2-dimensional TQFT where homology of the unknot has rank two over homology of the empty link. Khovanov homology categorifies the Jones polynomial. Odd Khovanov homology, discovered by P. Ozsvath, J. Rasmussen and Z. Szabo [ORS13], is another bigraded categorification of the Jones polynomial.

SL(3) homology, which categorifies the Kuperberg quantum sl(3) invariant [Kup96b], is inbetween N = 2 and N ≥ 4 cases complexity-wise [Kho04, MV07, MN08, Cla09]. SL(3) foams do not have vertices, and closed SL(3) foams can be evaluated via “localization along singular circles” and manipulation of foams with a single such circle. Single-circle foam evaluation is encoded in the cohomology groups of the flag variety of C^3 (commutative algebra structure plus the trace map).

4.3. Two applications to 4D topology.

I. Rasmussen invariant. The Rasmussen invariant s(K) comes from an equivariant version of Khovanov homology (N = 2) given by replacing the ground ring Z by Q[t] and the Frobenius algebra A = Z[X]/(X^2) of homology of the unknot by A_t = Q[t, X]/(X^2 − t) over Q[t]. Then SL(2)-homology H_t(K) of a knot K becomes a Q[t]-module, and it can be written as a sum of its t-torsion and a free summand, where the free summand is a free rank one A_t-module in homological degree 0 and q-degree s(K) − 1:

H_t(K) ≅ Tor(H_t(K)) ⊕ A_t{s(K) − 1}.

From [Ras10], one obtains the following:

Theorem 4.1 (J. Rasmussen). The value s(K) is an invariant of knot concordance and gives a lower bound on the slice genus of K. This bound is explicitly computable and sharp on positive knots.

The Rasmussen invariant provides a combinatorial proof of Kronheimer–Mrowka–Milnor theorem (formerly Milnor’s conjecture) that the slice genus of (p, q)-torus knot is^{(p−1)(q−1)}_2 .

Replacing Q by F_p or extending to SL(N) homology, N ≥ 3 and its deformations leads to families of Rasmussen-like concordance invariants [MTV07, MTV13, Lob12, Lew14]. Some linear independence results on these invariants are known and there is even a postcard on the topic [LZ21], but the general theory of such concordance invariants remains a mystery.

II. Exotic surfaces in R^4 . K. Haiden and I. Sundberg in [HS21] give examples of surfaces S_1, S_2 ⊂ D^4 that bound a knot K ⊂ S^3 such that S_1, S_2 are homeomorphic but not diffeomorphic rel boundary. Non-diffeomorphic property follows by checking that maps induced by S_1, S_2 on Khovanov homology

H(S_i) ∶ H(K) �→ H(empty link) ≅ Z

are not equal.

S. Akbulut showed in [Akb91] that S_1, S_2 have this property by using Donaldson theory. Thirty years later, there is a combinatorial proof of his result.

Link homology relates smooth 4D topology and geometric representation theory in a highly intricate way. Braid groups and tangle categories act by exact functors on key categories in geometric representation theory. Tangle cobordisms act by natural transformations between these functors. These tangle cobordism invariants are subtle enough to distinguish between distinct smooth structures on properly embedded surfaces in the four-ball D^4 with the same underlying topological structure.

Going beyond mere homology groups, we should mention the spectrification of Khovanov homology by R. Lipshitz and S. Sarkar [LS14, LLS20] and [HKK16]; see N. Kitchloo [Kit19] for spectrifications of SL(N) homology.

Heegaard–Floer theory [OS06b, OS06a] and link Floer homology of Ozsvath–Szabo and Rasmussen [Man16, OS18] play a fundamental role in modern low-dimensional topology and should relate to yet-unknown categorified quantum group GL(1∣1) and its categorified representations, as studied by Y. Tian, A. Ellis–I. Petkova–V. Vertesi, A. Manion–R. Rouquier and others [Tia14, EPV19, MR20].

This informal write-up discusses only a fraction of the rich developments in the past twentyfive years that were inspired by the work [CF94] of Igor Frenkel and Louis Crane and other related ideas of Igor Frenkel. We are delighted to celebrate Igor Frenkel’s anniversary and wish him many more years of inspiring and exciting mathematical discoveries.

References

[Aga21] Mina Aganagic, Knot Categorification from Mirror Symmetry, Part II: Lagrangians, arXiv preprint arXiv:2105.06039 (2021), 1–211.

[Aga22] , Homological Knot Invariants from Mirror Symmetry, arXiv preprint arXiv:2207.14104 (2022), 1–37.

[AK21] Rostislav Akhmechet and Mikhail Khovanov, Anchored foams and annular homology, arXiv preprint arXiv:2105.00921 (2021), 1–56.

[Akb91] Selman Akbulut, A fake compact contractible 4-manifold, J. Differential Geom. 33 (1991), no. 2, 335–356.

[Akh23] Rostislav Akhmechet, Anchored gl_n foams and annular Khovanov–Rozansky homology, arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.08944 (2023), 1–23.

[AN23] Rina Anno and Vinoth Nandakumar, Exotic t-structures for two-block Springer fibres, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 376 (2023), no. 3, 1523–1552.

[APS04] Marta M. Asaeda, Józef H. Przytycki, and Adam S. Sikora, Categorification of the Kauffman bracket skein module of I-bundles over surfaces, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 4 (2004), 1177–1210.

[AS19] Mohammed Abouzaid and Ivan Smith, Khovanov homology from Floer cohomology, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 32 (2019), no. 1, 1–79.

[BFK99] Joseph Bernstein, Igor Frenkel, and Mikhail Khovanov, A categorification of the Temperley-Lieb algebra and Schur quotients of U(sl2) via projective and Zuckerman functors, Selecta Math. (N.S.) 5 (1999), no. 2, 199–241.

[BHMV95] Christian Blanchet, Nathan Habegger, Gregor Masbaum, and Pierre Vogel, Topological quantum field theories derived from the Kauffman bracket, Topology 34 (1995), no. 4, 883–927.

[BLM90] Aleksandr A. Beilinson, George Lusztig, and Robert MacPherson, A geometric setting for the quantum deformation of GLn, Duke Math. J. 61 (1990), no. 2, 655–677.

[Boo19] David Boozer, Computer Bounds for Kronheimer–Mrowka Foam Evaluation, arXiv preprint arXiv:1908.07133 (2019), 1–15.

[Boo23] , The combinatorial and gauge-theoretic foam evaluation functors are not the same, arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.07659 (2023), 1–6.

[BS11] Jonathan Brundan and Catharina Stroppel, Highest weight categories arising from Khovanov’s diagram algebra III: category O, Represent. Theory 15 (2011), 170–243.

[BS15] Joshua Batson and Cotton Seed, A link-splitting spectral sequence in Khovanov homology, Duke Math. J. 164 (2015), no. 5, 801–841.

[BW08] Anna Beliakova and Stephan Wehrli, Categorification of the colored Jones polynomial and Rasmussen invariant of links, Canad. J. Math. 60 (2008), no. 6, 1240–1266.

[Cap13] Carmen Caprau, The sl(2) foam cohomology via a TQFT, New York J. Math. 19 (2013), 61–90. [Cau17] Sabin Cautis, Remarks on coloured triply graded link invariants, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 17 (2017), no. 6, 3811–3836.

[CF94] Louis Crane and Igor B. Frenkel, Four dimensional topological quantum field theory, Hopf categories, and the canonical bases, arXiv preprint arXiv:hep-th/9405183 (1994), 1–15.

[CK08a] Sabin Cautis and Joel Kamnitzer, Knot homology via derived categories of coherent sheaves. I. The sl(2)-case, Duke Math. J. 142 (2008), no. 3, 511–588.

[CK08b] , Knot homology via derived categories of coherent sheaves. II. slm case, Invent. Math. 174 (2008), no. 1, 165–232.

[CK12] Benjamin Cooper and Vyacheslav Krushkal, Categorification of the Jones-Wenzl projectors, Quantum Topol. 3 (2012), no. 2, 139–180.

[CK14] Yanfeng Chen and Mikhail Khovanov, An invariant of tangle cobordisms via subquotients of arc rings, Fund. Math. 225 (2014), no. 1, 23–44.

[CK17] Sabin Cautis and Joel Kamnitzer, Knot homology via derived categories of coherent sheaves IV, coloured links, Quantum Topol. 8 (2017), no. 2, 381–411.

[Cla09] David Clark, Functoriality for the su3 Khovanov homology, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 9 (2009), no. 2, 625–690.

[CLS20] Sabin Cautis, Aaron D. Lauda, and Joshua Sussan, Curved Rickard complexes and link homologies, J. Reine Angew. Math. 769 (2020), 87–119.

[CM16] Nils Carqueville and Daniel Murfet, Adjunctions and defects in Landau-Ginzburg models, Adv. Math. 289 (2016), 480–566.

[Dri86] Vladimir G. Drinfel’d, Quantum groups, Zap. Nauchn. Sem. Leningrad. Otdel. Mat. Inst. Steklov. (LOMI) 155 (1986), 18–49, 193.

[Dri87] , Quantum groups, Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians, Vol. 1, 2 (Berkeley, Calif., 1986), Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1987, pp. 798–820.

[EK10] Ben Elias and Mikhail Khovanov, Diagrammatics for Soergel categories, Int. J. Math. Math. Sci. (2010), Art. ID 978635, 58.

[EMTW20] Ben Elias, Shotaro Makisumi, Ulrich Thiel, and Geordie Williamson, Introduction to Soergel bimodules, RSME Springer Series, vol. 5, Springer, Cham, [2020] ©2020.

[EPV19] Alexander P. Ellis, Ina Petkova, and Vera Vértesi, Quantum gl_{1∣1} and tangle Floer homology, Adv. Math. 350 (2019), 130–189.

[ETW18] Michael Ehrig, Daniel Tubbenhauer, and Paul Wedrich, Functoriality of colored link homologies, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 117 (2018), no. 5, 996–1040.

[FKS06] Igor Frenkel, Mikhail Khovanov, and Catharina Stroppel, A categorification of finite-dimensional irreducible representations of quantum sl2 and their tensor products, Selecta Math. (N.S.) 12 (2006), no. 3-4, 379–431.

[FSS12] Igor Frenkel, Catharina Stroppel, and Joshua Sussan, Categorifying fractional Euler characteristics, Jones-Wenzl projectors and 3j-symbols, Quantum Topol. 3 (2012), no. 2, 181–253.

[FYH^+85] Peter Freyd, David Yetter, Jim Edward Hoste, William B. R. Lickorish, Kenneth Millett, and Adrian Ocneanu, A new polynomial invariant of knots and links, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.) 12 (1985), no. 2, 239–246.

[GH22] Eugene Gorsky and Matthew Hogancamp, Hilbert schemes and y-ification of Khovanov-Rozansky homology, Geom. Topol. 26 (2022), no. 2, 587–678.

[GHM21] Eugene Gorsky, Matthew Hogancamp, and Anton Mellit, Tautological classes and symmetry in Khovanov-Rozansky homology, arXiv preprint arXiv:2103.01212 (2021), 1–50.

[GIK^+22] Paul Gustafson, Mee Seong Im, Remy Kaldawy, Mikhail Khovanov, and Zachary Lihn, Automata and one-dimensional TQFTs with defects, arXiv preprint arXiv:2210.00371, To appear in Letters in Mathematical Physics (2022), 1–41.

[Gor04] Bojan Gornik, Note on Khovanov link cohomology, arXiv preprint arXiv:math/0402266 (2004), 1–12.

[GORS14] Eugene Gorsky, Alexei Oblomkov, Jacob Rasmussen, and Vivek Shende, Torus knots and the rational DAHA, Duke Math. J. 163 (2014), no. 14, 2709–2794.

[GSV05] Sergei Gukov, Albert Schwarz, and Cumrun Vafa, Khovanov-Rozansky homology and topological strings, Lett. Math. Phys. 74 (2005), no. 1, 53–74.

[HKK16] Po Hu, Daniel Kriz, and Igor Kriz, Field theories, stable homotopy theory, and Khovanov homology, Topology Proc. 48 (2016), 327–360.

[HRW21] Matthew Hogancamp, David E. V. Rose, and Paul Wedrich, Link splitting deformation of colored Khovanov–Rozansky homology, arXiv preprint arXiv:2107.09590 (2021), 1–110.

[HS21] Kyle Hayden and Isaac Sundberg, Khovanov homology and exotic surfaces in the 4-ball, arXiv preprint arXiv:2108.04810 (2021), 1–31.

[IJK16] Zur Izhakian, Marianne Johnson, and Mark Kambites, Pure dimension and projectivity of tropical polytopes, Adv. Math. 303 (2016), 1236–1263.

[IK22a] Mee Seong Im and Mikhail Khovanov, One-dimensional topological theories with defects: the linear case, arXiv preprint arXiv:2210.00371 (2022), 1–41.

[IK22b] , Topological theories and automata, arXiv preprint arXiv:2202.13398 (2022), 1–70. [Jim85] Michio Jimbo, A q-difference analogue of U(g) and the Yang-Baxter equation, Lett. Math. Phys. 10 (1985), no. 1, 63–69.

[JK14] Marianne Johnson and Mark Kambites, Idempotent tropical matrices and finite metric spaces, Adv. Geom. 14 (2014), no. 2, 253–276.

[Jon85] Vaughan F. R. Jones, A polynomial invariant for knots via von Neumann algebras, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.) 12 (1985), no. 1, 103–111.

[Jon97] , A polynomial invariant for knots via von Neumann algebras, Fields Medallists’ lectures, World Sci. Ser. 20th Century Math., vol. 5, World Sci. Publ., River Edge, NJ, 1997, pp. 448–458.

[Kas94] Masaki Kashiwara, Crystal bases of modified quantized enveloping algebra, Duke Math. J. 73 (1994), no. 2, 383–413.

[Kau90] Louis H. Kauffman, An invariant of regular isotopy, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 318 (1990), no. 2, 417–471.

[Kho00] Mikhail Khovanov, A categorification of the Jones polynomial, Duke Math. J. 101 (2000), no. 3, 359–426.

[Kho02] , A functor-valued invariant of tangles, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 2 (2002), 665–741. [Kho04] , sl(3) link homology, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 4 (2004), 1045–1081. [Kho05] , Categorifications of the colored Jones polynomial, J. Knot Theory Ramifications 14 (2005), no. 1, 111–130.

[Kho07] , Triply-graded link homology and Hochschild homology of Soergel bimodules, Internat. J. Math. 18 (2007), no. 8, 869–885.

[Kho20] , Universal construction of topological theories in two dimensions, arXiv preprint arXiv:2007.03361 (2020), 1–56.

[Kit19] Nitu Kitchloo, Symmetry Breaking and Link Homologies I, II, III, arXiv preprint arXiv:1910.07443, arXiv:1910.07444, arXiv:1910.07516 (2019), 1–29, 1–34, 1–42.

[KK20] Mikhail Khovanov and Nitu Kitchloo, A deformation of Robert-Wagner foam evaluation and link homology, arXiv preprint arXiv:2004.14197 (2020), 1–58.

[KL79] David Kazhdan and George Lusztig, Representations of Coxeter groups and Hecke algebras, Invent. Math. 53 (1979), no. 2, 165–184.

[KL94] Louis H. Kauffman and Sóstenes L. Lins, Temperley-Lieb recoupling theory and invariants of 3- manifolds, Annals of Mathematics Studies, vol. 134, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1994.

[KL01] Thomas Kerler and Volodymyr V. Lyubashenko, Non-semisimple topological quantum field theories for 3-manifolds with corners, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 1765, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001.

[KL03] Anton Kapustin and Yi Li, D-branes in Landau-Ginzburg models and algebraic geometry, J. High Energy Phys. (2003), no. 12, 005, 44.

[KM91] Robion Kirby and Paul Melvin, The 3-manifold invariants of Witten and Reshetikhin-Turaev for sl(2, C), Invent. Math. 105 (1991), no. 3, 473–545.

[KM19] Peter B. Kronheimer and Tomasz S. Mrowka, Tait colorings, and an instanton homology for webs and foams, J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 21 (2019), no. 1, 55–119.

[KQ20] Mikhail Khovanov and You Qi, A faithful braid group action on the stable category of tricomplexes, SIGMA Symmetry Integrability Geom. Methods Appl. 16 (2020), Paper No. 019, 32.

[KQR21] Mikhail Khovanov, You Qi, and Lev Rozansky, Evaluating thin flat surfaces, Comm. Math. Phys. 385 (2021), no. 3, 1835–1870.

[KR08a] Mikhail Khovanov and Lev Rozansky, Matrix factorizations and link homology, Fund. Math. 199 (2008), no. 1, 1–91.

[KR08b] , Matrix factorizations and link homology. II, Geom. Topol. 12 (2008), no. 3, 1387–1425. [KR21] Mikhail Khovanov and Louis-Hadrien Robert, Foam evaluation and Kronheimer-Mrowka theories, Adv. Math. 376 (2021), Paper No. 107433, 59.

[Kra10] Daniel Krasner, Equivariant sl(n)-link homology, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 10 (2010), no. 1, 1–32. [KRW] Mikhail Khovanov, Louis-Hadrien Robert, and Emmanuel Wagner, In-progress, On foams in R^3 between braid-like graphs in the plane.

[KS02] Mikhail Khovanov and Paul Seidel, Quivers, Floer cohomology, and braid group actions, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 15 (2002), no. 1, 203–271.

[Kup96a] Greg Kuperberg, Noninvolutory Hopf algebras and 3-manifold invariants, Duke Math. J. 84 (1996), no. 1, 83–129.

[Kup96b] , Spiders for rank 2 Lie algebras, Comm. Math. Phys. 180 (1996), no. 1, 109–151. [Le00] Thang T. Q. Le, Integrality and symmetry of quantum link invariants, Duke Math. J. 102 (2000), no. 2, 273–306.

[Lew14] Lukas Lewark, Rasmussen’s spectral sequences and the sl_N -concordance invariants, Adv. Math. 260 (2014), 59–83.

[LL16] Lukas Lewark and Andrew Lobb, New quantum obstructions to sliceness, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 112 (2016), no. 1, 81–114.

[LLS20] Tyler Lawson, Robert Lipshitz, and Sucharit Sarkar, Khovanov homotopy type, Burnside category and products, Geom. Topol. 24 (2020), no. 2, 623–745.

[Lob12] Andrew Lobb, A note on Gornik’s perturbation of Khovanov-Rozansky homology, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 12 (2012), no. 1, 293–305.

[LS14] Robert Lipshitz and Sucharit Sarkar, A Khovanov stable homotopy type, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 27 (2014), no. 4, 983–1042.

[Lus91] George Lusztig, Quivers, perverse sheaves, and quantized enveloping algebras, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 4 (1991), no. 2, 365–421.

[Lus10] , Introduction to quantum groups, Modern Birkhäuser Classics, Birkhäuser/Springer, New York, 2010, Reprint of the 1994 edition.

[LZ21] Lukas Lewark and Claudius Zibrowius, Rasmussen invariants, Mathematical Research Postcards https://secure.math.ubc.ca/Links/mrp/cards/mrp2.pdf (2021), 1–2.

[Mac09] Marco Mackaay, sl(3)-foams and the Khovanov-Lauda categorification of quantum sl(k), arXiv preprint arXiv:0905.2059 (2009), 1–20.

[Man07] Ciprian Manolescu, Link homology theories from symplectic geometry, Adv. Math. 211 (2007), no. 1, 363–416.

[Man16] , An introduction to knot Floer homology, Physics and mathematics of link homology, Contemp. Math., vol. 680, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2016, pp. 99–135.

[MN08] Scott Morrison and Ari Nieh, On Khovanov’s cobordism theory for su3 knot homology, J. Knot Theory Ramifications 17 (2008), no. 9, 1121–1173.

[MOY98] Hitoshi Murakami, Tomotada Ohtsuki, and Shuji Yamada, Homfly polynomial via an invariant of colored plane graphs, Enseign. Math. (2) 44 (1998), no. 3-4, 325–360.

[MR20] Andrew Manion and Raphael Rouquier, Higher representations and cornered Heegaard Floer homology, arXiv preprint arXiv:2009.09627 (2020), 1–147.

[MS09] Volodymyr Mazorchuk and Catharina Stroppel, A combinatorial approach to functorial quantum sl_k knot invariants, Amer. J. Math. 131 (2009), no. 6, 1679–1713.

[MSV09] Marco Mackaay, Marko Stošić, and Pedro Vaz, sl(N)-link homology (N ≥ 4) using foams and the Kapustin-Li formula, Geom. Topol. 13 (2009), no. 2, 1075–1128.

[MTV07] Marco Mackaay, Paul Turner, and Pedro Vaz, A remark on Rasmussen’s invariant of knots, J. Knot Theory Ramifications 16 (2007), no. 3, 333–344.

[MTV13] , Erratum: A remark on Rasmussen’s invariant of knots, J. Knot Theory Ramifications 22 (2013), no. 1, 1392001, 1.

[MV07] Marco Mackaay and Pedro Vaz, The universal sl3-link homology, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 7 (2007), 1135–1169.

[MW18] Marco Mackaay and Ben Webster, Categorified skew Howe duality and comparison of knot homologies, Adv. Math. 330 (2018), 876–945.

[MY19] Marco Mackaay and Yasuyoshi Yonezawa, sl_N -web categories and categorified skew Howe duality, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 223 (2019), no. 5, 2173–2229.

[Nak94] Hiraku Nakajima, Instantons on ALE spaces, quiver varieties, and Kac-Moody algebras, Duke Math. J. 76 (1994), no. 2, 365–416.

[Obl19] Alexei Oblomkov, Notes on matrix factorizations and knot homology, Geometric representation theory and gauge theory, Lecture Notes in Math., vol. 2248, Springer, Cham, [2019] ©2019, pp. 83–127.

[OR10] Alexei Oblomkov and Lev Rozansky, Soergel bimodules and matrix factorizations, arXiv preprint arXiv:2010.14546 (2010), 1–51.

[OR19] , Dualizable link homology, arXiv preprint arXiv:1905.06511 (2019), 1–30. [OR22] , Matrix factorizations and gl(m∣k)-quantum invariants, arXiv preprint arXiv:2212.02665 (2022), 1–17.

[ORS13] Peter S. Ozsváth, Jacob Rasmussen, and Zoltán Szabó, Odd Khovanov homology, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 13 (2013), no. 3, 1465–1488.

[OS06a] Peter Ozsváth and Zoltán Szabó, An introduction to Heegaard Floer homology, Floer homology, gauge theory, and low-dimensional topology, Clay Math. Proc., vol. 5, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2006, pp. 3–27.

[OS06b] , Lectures on Heegaard Floer homology, Floer homology, gauge theory, and low-dimensional topology, Clay Math. Proc., vol. 5, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2006, pp. 29–70.

[OS18] , An overview of knot Floer homology, Modern geometry: a celebration of the work of Simon Donaldson, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., vol. 99, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2018, pp. 213–249.

[PT88] Józef H. Przytycki and Pawel Traczyk, Invariants of links of Conway type, Kobe J. Math. 4 (1988), no. 2, 115–139.

[QR16] Hoel Queffelec and David E. V. Rose, The sln foam 2-category: a combinatorial formulation of Khovanov-Rozansky homology via categorical skew Howe duality, Adv. Math. 302 (2016), 1251– 1339.

[QRS18] Hoel Queffelec, David E. V. Rose, and Antonio Sartori, Annular Evaluation and Link Homology, arXiv preprint arXiv:1802.04131 (2018), 1–47.

[Ras10] Jacob Rasmussen, Khovanov homology and the slice genus, Invent. Math. 182 (2010), no. 2, 419– 447.

[Ras15] , Some differentials on Khovanov-Rozansky homology, Geom. Topol. 19 (2015), no. 6, 3031– 3104.

[Res87a] Nicolai Reshetikhin, Quantized universal enveloping algebras, the Yang-Baxter equation and invariants of links, I, USSR Academy of Sciences, Steklov Mathematical Institute, Leningrad Department https://math.berkeley.edu/∼reshetik/Publications/QGInv-1-1987.pdf (1987), 1–68.

[Res87b] , Quantized universal enveloping algebras, the Yang-Baxter equation and invariants of links, II, USSR Academy of Sciences, Steklov Mathematical Institute, Leningrad Department https://math.berkeley.edu/∼reshetik/Publications/QGInv-2-1987.pdf (1987), 1–24.

[Res91] , Invariants of links and 3-manifolds related to quantum groups, Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians, Vol. I, II (Kyoto, 1990), Math. Soc. Japan, Tokyo, 1991, pp. 1373–1375.

[Reu20] David Reutter, Semisimple 4-dimensional topological field theories cannot detect exotic smooth structure, arXiv preprint arXiv:2001.02288 (2020), 1–22.

[Rez09] Reza Rezazadegan, Seidel-Smith cohomology for tangles, Selecta Math. (N.S.) 15 (2009), no. 3, 487–518.

[Rou08] Raphael Rouquier, 2-Kac-Moody algebras, arXiv preprint arXiv:0812.5023 (2008), 1–66. [Roz14] Lev Rozansky, An infinite torus braid yields a categorified Jones-Wenzl projector, Fund. Math. 225 (2014), no. 1, 305–326.

[RSP22] David Reutter and Christopher Schommer-Pries, Semisimple field theories detect stable diffeomorphism, arXiv preprint arXiv:2206.10031 (2022), 1–63.

[RT90] Nicolai Yu. Reshetikhin and Vladimir G. Turaev, Ribbon graphs and their invariants derived from quantum groups, Comm. Math. Phys. 127 (1990), no. 1, 1–26.

[RT91] Nicolai Reshetikhin and Vladimir G. Turaev, Invariants of 3-manifolds via link polynomials and quantum groups, Invent. Math. 103 (1991), no. 3, 547–597.

[RW16] David E. V. Rose and Paul Wedrich, Deformations of colored sl_N link homologies via foams, Geom. Topol. 20 (2016), no. 6, 3431–3517.

[RW20a] Louis-Hadrien Robert and Emmanuel Wagner, A closed formula for the evaluation of foams, Quantum Topol. 11 (2020), no. 3, 411–487.

[RW20b] , Symmetric Khovanov-Rozansky link homologies, J. Éc. polytech. Math. 7 (2020), 573–651. [San08] Taketo Sano, Fixing the functoriality of Khovanov homology: a simple approach, arXiv preprint arXiv:2008.02131 (2008), 1–12.

[SS06] Paul Seidel and Ivan Smith, A link invariant from the symplectic geometry of nilpotent slices, Duke Math. J. 134 (2006), no. 3, 453–514.

[SS22] Catharina Stroppel and Joshua Sussan, A Lie theoretic categorification of the coloured Jones polynomial, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 226 (2022), no. 10, Paper No. 107043, 43.

[ST01] Paul Seidel and Richard Thomas, Braid group actions on derived categories of coherent sheaves, Duke Math. J. 108 (2001), no. 1, 37–108.

[Str05] Catharina Stroppel, Categorification of the Temperley-Lieb category, tangles, and cobordisms via projective functors, Duke Math. J. 126 (2005), no. 3, 547–596.

[Str09] , Parabolic category O, perverse sheaves on Grassmannians, Springer fibres and Khovanov homology, Compos. Math. 145 (2009), no. 4, 954–992.

[Sus07] Joshua Sussan, Category O and sl(k) link invariants, ProQuest LLC, Ann Arbor, MI, 2007, Thesis (Ph.D.)–Yale University.

[Tia14] Yin Tian, A categorification of U_T (sl(1∣1)) and its tensor product representations, Geom. Topol. 18 (2014), no. 3, 1635–1717.

[TV92] Vladimir G. Turaev and Oleg Yanovich Viro, State sum invariants of 3-manifolds and quantum 6j-symbols, Topology 31 (1992), no. 4, 865–902.

[Web17] Ben Webster, Knot invariants and higher representation theory, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 250 (2017), no. 1191, v+141.

[Wed19] Paul Wedrich, Exponential growth of colored HOMFLY-PT homology, Adv. Math. 353 (2019), 471–525.

[Wit89] Edward Witten, Quantum field theory and the Jones polynomial, Comm. Math. Phys. 121 (1989), no. 3, 351–399.

[Wit18] , Two lectures on gauge theory and Khovanov homology, Modern geometry: a celebration of the work of Simon Donaldson, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., vol. 99, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2018, pp. 393–415.

[Wu12a] Hao Wu, Equivariant colored sl(N)-homology for links, J. Knot Theory Ramifications 21 (2012), no. 2, 1250012, 104.

[Wu12b] , On the Kauffman-Vogel and the Murakami-Ohtsuki-Yamada graph polynomials, J. Knot Theory Ramifications 21 (2012), no. 10, 1250098, 40.

[Wu14] , A colored sl(N) homology for links in S^3, Dissertationes Math. 499 (2014), 217. [Wu15] , Equivariant Khovanov-Rozansky homology and Lee-Gornik spectral sequence, Quantum Topol. 6 (2015), no. 4, 515–607.

[WW15] Katrin Wehrheim and Chris Woodward, Floer field theory for tangles, arXiv preprint arXiv:1503.07615 (2015), 1–45.

[Yon11] Yasuyoshi Yonezawa, Quantum (sln, ∧Vn) link invariant and matrix factorizations, Nagoya Math. J. 204 (2011), 69–123.

Department of Mathematics, United States Naval Academy, Annapolis, MD 21402, USA Email address: meeseongim@gmail.com

Department of Mathematics, Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, MD 21218, USA Email address: khovanov@jhu.edu

Department of Mathematics, Columbia University, New York, NY 10027, USA Email address: khovanov@math.columbia.edu