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Abstract: This paper further develops the combinatorial approach to quantization of
the Hamiltonian Chern Simons theory advertised in [1]. Using the theory of quan-
tum Wilson lines, we show how the Verlinde algebra appears within the context
of quantum group gauge theory. This allows to discuss flatness of quantum con-
nections so that we can give a mathematically rigorous definition of the algebra of
observables /s of the Chern Simons model. It is a *-algebra of “functions on
the quantum moduli space of flat connections” and comes equipped with a positive
functional w (“integration”). We prove that this data does not depend on the par-
ticular choices which have been made in the construction. Following ideas of Fock
and Rosly [2], the algebra /g5 provides a deformation quantization of the algebra
of functions on the moduli space along the natural Poisson bracket induced by the
Chern Simons action. We evaluate a volume of the quantized moduli space and
prove that it coincides with the Verlinde number. This answer is also interpreted
as a partition partition function of the lattice Yang—Mills theory corresponding to a
quantum gauge group.

1. Introduction

This paper is a second part of the series devoted to combinatorial quantization of
the Hamiltonian Chern Simons theory. Here we continue and essentially complete
the analysis started in [1].
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To set the stage let us reproduce the well-recognizable landscape of 3D Chern
Simons theory. The latter is a 3-dimensional topological theory defined by the action

k 2 .
CS4) = 47tTrﬂ{ (AdA+ 3A ) . (1.1)
Here M is a 3-dimensional manifold, 4 is a gauge field taking values in some
semi-simple Lie algebra and & is a positive integer. In this setting the theory enjoys
both gauge and reparametrization symmetry which makes it topological. Elementary
observables satisfying the same symmetry conditions may be constructed for each
closed contour I in M as

Wp:TrPexp(fA) ) (12)
r

Choosing the manifold M to be a product of a circle and a 2-dimensional orientable
surface X, one gets a Hamiltonian formulation of the model. The direction along
the circle plays the role of time. Actually, one can relax topological requirements
and treat the problem locally. Then such a splitting into time and space directions is
always possible. The problem of quantization in the Hamiltonian approach may be
stated as follows. One should construct quantum analogoues W of the observables
(1.2) corresponding to space-like contours. The main questions which arise in this
way are the following. We should describe the algebra generated by Wy in terms
of commutation or exchange relations. Next, if we are going to use this algebra
as a quantum algebra of observables, a *-operation and a positive inner product
are necessary. The final step is to construct x-representations of the algebra of
observables. Linear spaces which carry such representations may be used as Hilbert
spaces of the corresponding quantum systems.

The Hamiltonian formulation of the Chern Simons theory leads directly to the
moduli space of flat connections on a Riemann surface. The latter appears as a phase
space of the Chern Simons model. The action (1.1) introduces a natural symplectic
form and a Poisson bracket on the moduli space. So, one can look for quantization
of this moduli space in the framework of deformation quantization. This is actually
a mathematical reformulation of the same problem as Hamiltonian quantization of
the Chern Simons model.

In the spirit of deformation quantization one should start with the Poisson bracket
on the moduli space. This object was considered for some time in mathematical
literature and there are several descriptions of the corresponding Poisson structure.
The one suitable for our purposes has been suggested recently by Fock and Rosly
[2]. The main idea of this approach is to replace a 2-dimensional surface by a
homotopically equivalent fat graph. This gives a finite-dimensional or combinatorial
description of the moduli space. The name “combinatorial quantization” originates
from this fact. Another important achievement of [2] is that the only object which
is used in the description of the Poisson bracket is a classical r-matrix (solution
of the classical Yang—Baxter equation). When the Poisson bracket is represented in
terms of r-matrices, the quantization procedure is almost straightforward. Roughly
speaking, one has to replace solutions of the classical Yang—Baxter equation by the
corresponding solutions of the quantum Yang—Baxter equation. In conclusion, the
way to deformation quantization of the moduli space was much clarified by [2].

In [1] we have started a description of the quantum algebra of observables. We
have introduced such an algebra for any pair of a fat graph and a semi-simple rib-
bon quasi-Hopf algebra. There we followed the ideas of [2]. The novelties of our



Combinatorial Quantization of the Hamiltonian Chern—Simons Theory Il 563

approach were introduction of the *-operation and of the quantum Haar measure on
the algebra of observables. A Haar measure on this type of algebras has been pre-
viously considered in [3]. We succeeded to extend our consideration to quasi-Hopf
algebras as well. This is motivated by the fact that the most interesting examples
— like quantum groups at roots of unity — do not meet the condition of semi-
simplicity. After a certain truncation, however, they become semi-simple (weak)
quasi-Hopf-algebras [4, 5]. Thus, all the essential technical tools for quantization of
the moduli space were introduced in [1]. On the other hand, an important piece of
the quantization was still missing there: the quantum analogue of the flatness condi-
tion. The “algebra of observables” .o/ eventually included some field configurations
with nonzero curvature. In this paper we overcome this problem and complete the
program of quantization.

The quantized algebra of functions on the moduli space (moduli algebra) is
expected to provide the description of the algebra of observables in 3-dimensional
Chern Simons theory. In principle, we can change the point of view at this point
and treat the theory of graph connections with a quantum gauge group as a sort
of 2-dimensional lattice gauge theory. As usual, one may be interested in corre-
lation functions of Wilson line observables provided by the trace functional. This
2-dimensional interpretation has its own continuous counterpart. Assuming that in
3-dimensional formulation the moduli algebra reproduces the algebra of observables
of the Chern Simons model exactly, one concludes that in the 2-dimensional for-
mulation we obtain an exact lattice counterpart of gauged WZW model or so-called
G/G model (for the relation of CS and G/G model, see e.g. [6]). From time to
time it is useful to switch from 3-dimensional interpretation to 2-dimensional and
back. So, we shall use the vocabulary of both these approaches.

Let us give a short description of the content of each section. Section 2 collects
main theorems of [1]. This gives the possibility to understand the results of the paper
without referring to [1]. However, we do not give any proofs here and refer the
interested reader to the original text. Section 3 is devoted to Wilson line observables
Wr. In particular, we prove that for I" being a contractible contour, W belongs to
the center of the algebra of observables. We study in detail the commutative algebra
generated by Wy for a given I'. It is proved to coincide with the celebrated Verlinde
algebra. On the basis of the Verlinde algebra we construct central projectors in
the algebra .o/ and define a quantum analogue of the flatness conditions on the
graph. The algebra of observables .«/cs with the condition of flatness imposed is
our final answer for the quantized algebra of functions on the moduli space of
flat connections. In Sect.4 we prove the correctness of our definition. From the
very beginning we replace the surface by a fat graph. This can be done in many
ways. We prove that observable algebras .«/cs which arise from different graphs are
canonically isomorphic to each other. We pick up a particular graph which consists
of a bunch of circles intersecting in only one point on the surface and describe the
algebra thereon in Sect.4.2. Then we revisit the “multidimensional Haar measure”
in Sect. 5.1, and obtain a graph independent “quantum integration” for ./cs. This
is used in Sect. 5.2 to determine the volume of the quantum moduli space.

Let us mention here that there is an ambiguity in normalization of the “integra-
tion measure.” In this paper we use some particular normalization which may be
referred to as lattice Yang—Mills measure. The corresponding volume of the quantum
moduli space resembles the answer for the partition function in the 2-dimensional
Yang—Mills theory. Along with this normalization there exists a canonical one which
is fixed by the requirement that the volume of each simple ideal in the moduli
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algebra should be equal to the square root of its dimension. The volume of the
moduli space evaluated by means of the canonical measure reproduces the famous
Verlinde formula for the number of conformal blocks in the WZW model [7]. In
this way we get a consistency check of our approach. In the 2-dimensional inter-
pretation the Verlinde formula gives the answer for the partition function of our
lattice gauge model. It coincides with the experience of the continuous G/G model
(see e.g. [8]). Advertising here this result, we postpone a more detailed discussion
to the next paper.

For simplicity, we work with ribbon Hopf-algebras throughout most of the text.
The generalization to ribbon quasi-Hopf algebras is explained in Sect. 6. Proofs for
this section are partly given in a separate appendix of the paper. Let us mention
that there is a formal overlap between some of the results in Sects. 3,5 and the
recent work of Buffenoir and Roche [15]. While their work is restricted to real
deformation parameters g, we are interested in the “physical” case where the defor-
mation parameter is a root of unity. This causes a number of problems connected
e.g. with *-structures and semisimplicity. Once they are overcome, the theory at
roots of unity has the advantage of involving only finite sums and allowing for the
beforementioned physical application to Chern—Simons theories.

After this brief introduction we turn to a more systematic presentation of the
main results. There are two basic ingredients used as the input for our construction.
The first one is a semi-simple ribbon (weak quasi-) Hopf algebra %. Equivalence
classes of irreducible representations of ¥ are labeled by /,J, K, .. .. Furthermore one
needs a compact orientable Riemann surface 2, ,, of genus g and with m punctures.
These punctures are then marked so that the representation class /, is assigned to
the v point (v = 1,...,m).

Our combinatorial approach requires to replace X, ,, by a homotopically equiv-
alent fat graph G and to equip G with some extra structure called “ciliation.” The
ciliated graph will be denoted G. In [1] we assigned a x-algebra #(G.ii) to this
ciliated graph. It is generated by quantum lattice connections and quantum gauge
transformations. A *-subalgebra &/(G) C #(G.i1) generated by invariant quantum
lattice connections has to be singled out. Our attempt to implement the flatness con-
dition that will finally lead to Chern—Simons observables, is based on the following
theorem.

Theorem I (Fusion algebra and characteristic projectors). For every contractible
plaquette P of the graph (or lattice) G, there is a set of central elements c!(P) €
of C % which satisfy the fusion algebra (or “Verlinde algebra”), i.e.

Py’ (P)y =L N K (P, (1.3)
K

(@) =cP). (1.4)

If the matrix S;; = N (trfl ®trg YR'R), N being equal to some nonzero real

number, is invertible, a set of characteristic projectors y/(P) can be constructed
from the elements ¢! (P). They are central orthogonal projectors within </, i.e.

@Y =7 P), P (P)=3d1(P). (1.5)

Explicit formulas for both c'(P) and y/(P) can be given (see Egs.(3.19) and
(3.22) below).
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Projectors are the analogue of characteristic functions on a manifold in the non-
commutative framework. We will show that the “support” of ¥°(P) consists of a
manifold quantum connections, which have trivial monodromy around the plaquette
P. So x°(P) plays the role of the §-function at the group unit. A similar construction
has been developed in [3]. This consideration motivates the following construction

of an algebra Jzig;} of Chern-Simons observables,

m
U = T1 2P P . (1.6)
Pe: ¢0 y=1
Here P,, v = 1,...,m, denotes the plaquette containing the v puncture on Zym-
It is marked by /,. 2 is the set of all plaquettes on the graph G, which do not
contain a marked point.

Actually d{[‘} comes with some extra structure. First the x-operation on &/

restricts to ./~ i }. Moreover, the generalized “multidimensional Haar measure” w
on .o/ which Was constructed in [1] furnishes a positive linear functional w¢g on

oA {[‘} . These data turn out to depend only on the input (2., %).

Theorem II (Chern Simons observables). The triple (&/CS %, wcs) of an alge—

bra Jzi{ o with x-operation x and a positive linear functional wcs : &f — C
does not depend on the choice of the fat ciliated group Gy which is used in the
construction.

Positive linear functional generalizes the concept of integration. Having con-
structed weg will allow us to calculate the volume of the quantum moduli space.
Actually, it coincides with the Verlinde number assigned to the same Riemann sur-
face with marked points. This may be considered as a representative consistency
check of the combinatorial approach.

2. Short Summary of [1]

Before we continue our study of Chern—Simons observables we want to review some
notations and results from [1]. We will not attempt to make this section selfcontained
but keep our emphasis on formulas and notations frequently used throughout the
rest of this paper. Compared with [1], our notations will be slightly changed to
adapt them to our new needs.

The theories to be considered here live on a graph (or lattice) G. The latter
consists of sites x, y,z € § and oriented links +i,+j,+k € L. We also introduce a
map ¢ from the set of oriented links L to the set of sites S such that #(i) = x, if i
points towards the site x. Let us assume that two sites on the graph are connected
by at most one link (we will come back to this assumption later).

Our models on the graph G will possess a quantum gauge symmetry, which is
described by a family of ribbon Hopf-+-algebras assigned to the sites x € S. They
consist of a x-algebra ¢, with co-unit ¢,, co-product 4,, antipode %, R-matrix R,
and the ribbon element v,. Let us stress that we deal with structures for which the
co-product A4, is consistent with the action

(E@n) =1 @& forall n,& €9,
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of the *-operation * on elements in the tensor product ¥, ® %,. This case is of
particular interest, since it appears for the quantized universal enveloping algebras
U,(%9) when the complex parameter g has values on the unit circle [5].

Given the standard expansion of R, € 4, ®%,, R, =Y rl ®r2,, one con-

structs the elements
uy = S Fu(r? ), (2.1)

Among the properties of u, (cp. e.g. [9]) one finds that the product u, ¥, (u,) is in
the center of 4,. The ribbon element v, is a central square root of u,%,(u,) which
obeys the following relations:

0)2; = u, (), F(vx) =0y, &(vx)=1, (22)

=00 A = RR) 0@ 0. (23)

The elements u, and v, can be combined to furnish a grouplike element g, =
u7'v, € %,. It will play an important role throughout the text. So let us list some
properties here:

97 = Fgx),  gr=g7's @S(E) =97y, (2.4)

4:(9x) = (9x ® gx) - (2.5)

Examples of ribbon-Hopf-*-algebras are given by the quantized enveloping algebras
of all simple Lie algebras [9].

The algebras ¥, at different sites x are assumed to be twist equivalent, i.e. the
Hopf-structure of every pair of symmetry algebras %,,%, is related by a (unitary)
twist in the sense of Drinfel’d [10]. We emphasize that — for the moment — we
restrict ourselves to co-associative co-products 4,. As in [1], the discussion of the
quasi-co-associative case is included at the end of the paper.

The total gauge symmetry is the ribbon Hopf-x-algebra ¥ = Q%,, with the
induced co-unit &, co-product 4, etc. There is a canonic embedding of ¥4, into ¥
and we will not distinguish in notations between the image of this embedding and
the algebra %,, i.e. the symbol %, will also denote a subalgebra of ¥.

Representations of the algebra % of gauge transformations are obtained as fami-
lies (7x)res of representations of the symmetries %,. At this point let us assume that
Y, are semisimple and that every equivalence class [J] of irreducible representations
of %, contains a unitary representative t, with carrier space V/. For the moment,
the most interesting examples of gauge symmetries, e.g. U,(9),q” = 1, are ruled
out by this assumption. It was explained in Sect. 7 of [1] how “truncation” can cure
this problem once the theory has been extended to quasi-Hopf algebras.

The tensor product ¢/ X] 7/ of two representations 7/, 7/ of the semisimple al-
gebra %, can be decomposed into irreducibles 5. This decomposition determines
the Clebsch-Gordon maps C¢[IJ|K]: V! ®@ V/ s VK,

CAIJTIK)(h ® t))(&) = (& TIK] . (2.6)

The same representations X in general appears with some multiplicity NJ/. The
superscript @ = 1,..., N}/ keeps track of these subrepresentations. It is common to
call the numbers N2’ fusion rules. Normalization of these Clebsch Gordon maps
is connected with an extra assumption. Notice that the ribbon element v, is central
so that the evaluation with irreducible representations t/ gives complex numbers
! = tl(v,) (twist equivalence of the gauge symmetries implies that /(v!) does not
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depend on the site x). We suppose that there exists a set of square roots x;, k7 = v/,
such that
COIIIKIRLY COLLT|LY® = Sapdx L.

2.7)

Here R, =" r2, @r! and (R))" = (< ® t/)(R,). Let us analyze this relation in
more detall As a consequence of intertwining properties of the Clebsch Gordon
maps and the R-element, (&) commutes with the left-hand side of the equation.
So by Schurs’ lemma, it is equal to the identity eX times some complex fac-
tor wgp(1J|K). After appropriate normalization, w(IJ|K) = 6, pw(IJ|K) with a
complex phase w(/J|K). Next we exploit the x-operation and relation (2.3) to find
wap(IJ|K)* = v'v’ /. This means that (2.7) can be ensured up to a possible sign
4. Here we assume that this sign is always +. This assumption was crucial for
the positivity in [1]. It is met by the quantized universal enveloping algebras of all
simple Lie algebras because they are obtained as a deformation of a Hopf-algebra
which clearly satisfies (2.7).

We wish to combine the phases k; into one element x, in the center of %,, i.e.
by definition, x, will denote a central element

Ky € 9, with T)(ky) =Ky . (2.8)
Such an element does exist and is unique. It has the property x* = x~!.

The antipode ¥, of %, furnishes a conjugation in the set of equivalence classes
of irreducible representations. We use [/] to denote the class conjugate to [J]. Some
important properties of the fusion rules N/’ can be formulated with the help of this
conjugation. Among them are the relations

NEK =1,  NF =NJ =N{F. 2.9)

/ K _

vK. Let us also mention

The numbers v’ are symmetric under conjugation, i.e. v
! computes the

that the trace of the element %, (u,)v;' in a given representation t
“quantum dimension” d; of the representation t/ [9], i.e.

d; = tr(tl(gy)) . (2.10)

The numbers d, satisfy the equalities d;d; = > N}/ dg and dg = dp.
We can use the Clebsch Gordon maps C[KK|0] to define a “deformed trace”
trff . If X € End(VX), then

dK

tri (X) = —C [KK|0]X(R’ YK CIKK|0]" . (2.11)

This definition simplifies with the help of the following lemma which will be applied
frequently within the next section.

Lemma 1. The Clebsch—Gordon maps C[KK|0] satisfy the following equations:
1. For all £ € 4, they obey the intertwining relations,
CKK[0](f (&) @ id) = C[KK|0](id ® 75 (F:(€))) »
(77 () ® id)GIKK 0] = (id ® 7 () CIKK]0]" . (2.12)
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2. With normalization conventions (2.7) one finds

dgtrK(C[KR|01* C.[KK|0]) = X,
ditrX(C[KK|0]* C.[KK|0]) = X . (2.13)

Here action of the trace trk on the first resp. second component is understood
and eX = eX is the identity map on VK.

Proof. The first two relations are a consequence of the intertwining properties of
C[KK|0] and the defining relations of an antipode %;. Using (2.12) one can check
that the traces on the left-hand side of Egs. (2.13) commute with (&) and hence
are proportional to the identity eX. To calculate the normalization, one multiplies
with t8(g), evaluates the trX of the expression and uses the normalization (2.7) of
the Clebsch Gordon maps.

As a consequence of this lemma we find the simple formula

try (X) = e (Xzf (gx)) - (2.14)

In particular this implies that dg = trf (eX).

While the gauge transformations & € 4 live in the sites of G, variables U‘fb(i) are
assigned to the links of the graph G. They can be regarded as “functions” on the
non-commutative space of lattice connections. Together with the quantum gauge
transformations & € ¥ they generate the lattice algebra 4 defined in [1]. To write
the relations in 4, one has to introduce some extra structure on the graph G. The
orientation of the Riemann surface 2 determines a canonical cyclic order in the
set L, = {i € L : t(i) = x} of links incident to the vertex x. Writing the relations in
% we were forced to specify a linear order within L,. To this end one considers
ciliated graphs G.i. A ciliated graph can be represented by picturing the underlying
graph together with a small cilium c, at each vertex. For i,j € L, we write i < j,
if (cy,1,j) appear in a clockwise order.

In contrast to [1], we will write relations in % in a matrix notation. This means
that the generators Ua’b(l ) € # are combined into one single object

Ul e End(VHY® B .

Such algebra valued matrices are widely used in similar contexts and will have
many advantages for the calculations to be done later. With this remark we are
prepared to review the defining relations of #. The rest of our notations will be
explained as we proceed.

4 is characterized by three different types of relations.

1. Covariance properties of the generators U!,(i) under gauge transforma-
tions are the only relations involving the generators ¢ € 4. If x = t(i), y = t(—i),
they read

eu'(i)y = U'(i)ul(¢) forall €9,
W(EOU () = U'(i)é¢ forall €9, ,

EUL (i) = U'(i)¢ forall €9, z¢ {x,y}. (2.15)
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Here we used the symbol ul(¢) € End(V') ® # which is defined by
pl(&) =t ®id)4,(&) forall ¢ € 9, . (2.16)

The covariance relations (2.15) make sense as relations in End(V') ® 4, if ¢ is
regarded as an element ¢ € End(V') ® # with trivial entry in the first component.
We will not distinguish in notation between elements ¢ € 4 and their image in
End(V)® 9.

2. Functoriality for elements U/(i) on a fixed link i confirms again that U’(i)
is a covariant object with respect to two copies of the Hopf algebra acting from
the left and from the right,

Ul (1) = SCUI KT UK CILI K] 2.17)
K,a

U'pu'(-iy=el,,  U(-)U'(i)=¢l. (2.18)

The Clebsch Gordon maps C¢[IJ|K], cilJ |KT* have been introduced in the last
section. One can view their appearance in the multiplication rule as a consequence
of the generalized (for Hopf algebras) Wigner—Eckhart theorem. It is important that
the left and right indices of U/(i) always belong to conjugate representations. In
this respect the subalgebra formed by the matrix elements of U’(i) resembles an
algebra of functions on the quantum group'. To explain the small numbers on top of
the U, one has to expand U’(i) € End(V!) ® # according to U'(i) = Y. m! @ ul.
Then ]
Ul=Ym ee @ul

and similarly for U’ (i). Here and in the following, e’ denotes the identity map
on V7.

3. Braid relations between elements U’(i), U’(j) assigned to different links
have to respect the gauge symmetry and locality of the model. These principles
require

Ul ()0’ (j) = U’ (j)U'(i) for all i,j € L without common endpoints , (2.19)

1 2 2 1
U'()U’(j) = U/ (HU )R for all i,j € L with t(i) =x =t(j) and i < j .
(2.20)
R is the matrix ((z/ ® t/)(R,) ® e) € End(V") ® End(V’) ® 4.

Braid relations for other configurations of the links i,/ can be derived. As an
example we consider a case where j, —i point towards the same site x and —i > j.
Then

UY )RV UL () = U1 (1)U () - 221)

In this form, braid relations will be widely used throughout the text.
Let us briefly describe some of the results obtained in [1]. The lattice algebra %
allows for a x-operation. Its definition uses the elements x, introduced in (2.8), or

' More precisely, there exist symmetry valued matrices F! € End(V')® %, such that the
U'(i)F!’s generate a subalgebra of # which is isomorphic to the dual of the symmetry Hopf-

algebra %.. (see also [1]).
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rather the element k € ¢ they determine in ¥ = [[ %,. Before we can explain how
* acts on %, we need some more notations. Let g, : # — % be the automorphism
of # obtained by conjugation with the unitary element x € %, i.e.

o (Fy=«x""Fx forall Fe #.

o, extends to an automorphism of End(V)® # with trivial action on End(V').
Suppose furthermore that B € End(V)® # has been expanded in the form
B =m; ® B; with m; € End(V') and B, € #. If V is a Hilbert space and m,, the
usual adjoint of the linear map m,, the %-operation on # induces a x-operation on
End(V)® # by means of the standard formula #* = m) ® B;. With these nota-
tions, the definition for * in [1] becomes

(U'(0)" = ouRLU(—i)R; ")) . (2.22)

Again i is supposed to point from y = #(—i) towards x = #(i) and R! = (! ®
id)(R,) € End(V!) ® 4, etc.

Another ingredient in the theory of the lattice algebra # is the functional w :
% — C. It can be regarded as the quantum analog of a multidimensional Haar
measure. If we assume that the links i,, v = 1,...,n, are pairwise different, i.e. i, +
=+, for all vy, then

@(U" (i) - UM (in)€) = &(E)on0 - - 1,0 (2.23)

for all £ € ¥ and every set of labels /,. Details and examples of explicit calculations
with @ can be found in [1].

It is interesting to consider the quantum analog of functions on the space of
lattice connections. They form a subset (U) in 4. More precisely, (U) is generated
by the matrix elements Ul (i) € # of quantum lattice connections U’(i) with the
labels i, I running through all their possible values. Here the word “generate” refers
to the operations of addition and multiplication in %, while the action of * is not
included. So — except from special cases — (U) will not be a x-subalgebra of 4.
This is one of the reasons, why we prefer to call (U) a subset (as opposed to
subalgebra) of 4. The other reason is related to the case of quasi-Hopf symmetries
% which will be discussed below. One of the main results in [1] is

Theorem 1 (Positivity) [1]. Suppose that all the quantum dimensions d; are pos-
itive and that relation (2.7) is satisfied. Then

o(F*F) z 0 forall F e (U)

and equality holds only for F = 0.

In this theorem, the argument F*F of the functional w is in % rather than in
(U). Since @ was defined on the whole lattice algebra # the evaluation of w(F*F)
is possible nevertheless.

Invariants within the subset (U) are the quantum analog of invariant functions
on the space of lattice connections. They form a subset .,

o ={4 € (U) C B|EA = A¢ for all £ € 9}

Actually, o C (U) is also a subalgebra of % and the x-operation on % does restrict
to a *-operation on .. The positivity result of Theorem 1 implies that w restricts
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to a positive linear functional on the *-algebra ./ (under the conditions of the
theorem). Let us finally mention that .o/ is independent of the position of cilia
which entered the theory when we defined 4.

3. The Quantum-Curvature and Chern Simons Observables

Observables of Chern—Simons theories are obtained from the algebra (U) C 4 of
“functions” on the space of the quantum lattice connection in a two-step procedure.
The restriction to invariants was described in [1]. The second step is to impose the
flatness condition. This will be achieved in Sect. 3.2 below after some preparation
in the first subsection.

3.1. Monodromy Around Plaquettes. To begin with let us consider a single pla-
quette P on the graph G. We assume that all cilia at sites on the boundary 0P of
this plaquette lie outside of P. In more mathematical terms we can describe this
as follows: suppose that 7, ; are two links on 0P and that #(i) = x = #(j). Without
any restriction we can take i < j. If k € L is a third link on G with #(k) = x and
i <k < j,then i =k or i =j, which means that in the situation encountered here
there can be no link in between 7, j.

Next let € be a curve on 0P, ie. a set of links {i,},=. , with #(i,) =

,,,,,

On the set of curves % one can introduce a weight w(%) according to

n—1

w(%) = 3 sgn(iy,iy41), Wwhere

v=|
) -1 ifi<—j
n(i,j) = )
sgnih/ 1 oifi> -
Obviously, w(%) changes the sign, if the orientation of % is inverted, i.e. w(%) =
—w(—%).

From now on we will assume that ¥ moves in a strictly counter-clockwise
direction on 0P, i.e. —i,4; > i, for all v=1,...,n — 1. The starting point #(—C) =
t(—i;) of € will be called y while we use x to denote the endpoint x = #(%) = t(iy).

The quantum-holonomy along € is the family {U’(i)}; of elements U’(i) €
End(V') ® # defined by

Ul@)=«xulG))---U'Gy) . (3.1)

Here x; are the complex numbers which have been postulated in relation (2.7). Let
us gather some of the properties of the holonomies in the following proposition.

Proposition 2 (Properties of U'(%)). If € satisfies the requirements described
above and € is not closed (i.e. (€)+t(—%)), the holonomies U'(%) have the
Jfollowing properties:

1. They commute with gauge transformations &€ %, for all x, = t(iy),
v=1,...,n— 1. In other words, the holonomies are gauge invariant except for
their endpoints.
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2. They commute with U’ (i) if the endpoints of i and the endpoints of € are
disjoint,
1 2 2 1
U'(@)u’ (i) = U' U (%)

whenever {t(i), {(—i)} N {H(€),H(—€)} = 0.
3. They satisfy the following “functoriality on curves”:

llll((g)éj(%) = ZC;[IJIK]*UK(%)C;’[IJIK] , (32)
U'(eU'(-%) = e, Ul(-6)Ul(%) = e, (33)
and behave under the action of * as
(U'(#)" = ox(RU'(=)R, ")) . (34)
4. The elements U(%) and U'(—%) are related by

Uk(—%) = thr’f(Cx[1€K|O]*cy[1€1<|0]g'§ Uk (%)), (3.5)

where g}f = (rf(gy) ® eX).

Proof. 1. is essentially trivial. 2. is an application of the braid relations for composite
elements (Proposition 6, [1]). If i has no endpoint on % the assertion is trivial. Let us
suppose that i has one endpoint z € S on ¥ and z3x, y. Without loss of generality
we assume z = #(i). We decompose the curve € into two parts ¢! = €', ¢? = ¢
such that %'(%?) ends (starts) at z. The corresponding elements U’(%") satisfy
standard braid relations with U’ (i), i.e.

U@ (i) = U () U (6")RY

if €', —%* < i. Similar relations with (Rfl) instead of R, hold if C',—%? > i.
Because of the assumptions on %, other possibilities on the order of €', —%2,i do
not exist. In the first case, braid relations for composite elements imply that

Ul @)U (@0 (i) = U (U (@)U (@) @ (R, .

Again, R has to be substituted by R’ ' in case that ', —~%2 > i. The representation
70 appears because U/(€')U!/(%?) is invariant in z. Since (X2 @ /) (R,) = (&, ®
/) (R.) = e/, we obtain the desired commutation relation. The last case in which
both endpoints of i lie on the curve ¥ is treated in a similar fashion.

3. We prove the first relation by induction on the length n of the curve . For
n =1, ¥ =i, and the relation holds because of functoriality on the link 7,. So let
us assume that the equation is correct for curves of length n — 1. We decompose %
into a curve ¢’ of length n — 1 and one additional link i,. Using the definition of
U'(%), the braid relations (2.21) and functoriality for curves of length less than n
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we obtain

Ul @) %)
= (k1)) U (@)U ()07 (@)U (i)
= (k1)) " U (@) O (€ YR U (1)U (i)
= ()™ CHLLI K U (6 CELIKIGRL) CHLI LY U, ) L |

=3 C;[IJIK]*UK(%)C;’[IJIK] .
K

Here z = (%¢’) and we used relation (2.7) for the last equality. The other two
formulas in 3. are obvious. 4. is a generalization of the formula (4.8) in [1] within
our new notations. We want to justify it here. It follows from the functoriality of
holonomies (3.2) and relation (2.7) that

CLIRKI0IR,FKUX (%) = 0k CLIRK |01 (~%) .

Here we also applied kxxg = vx With the intertwining relation (2.12) of the Cleb-

sch Gordon maps C[KK|0] and the definition of é’ye = (t’;(gy)@)e), this can be
rewritten in the form

CIRK (01K UR () = ok CLIRK|0]U* (—€)

Multiplication with C,[KK|0]* and taking the trace tr® results in the desired ex-
pression for UK(—%) as a consequence of Eq. (2.13).

Let us now turn to the definition of monodromies. This corresponds to the case
of closed curves 4 which was excluded in the preceding proposition. % starts and
ends in the point x on 0P. For such holonomies we introduce the new notation

M (%)= U!(%) for % closed . (3.6)

Proposition 3 (Properties of the monodromies). If € is a closed curve which satis-
fies the requirements described above, the monodromies M'(%) have the following
properties:

1. They commute with all gauge transformations &€ 9 with £ & 9,. Their
transformation behavior under elements & € 9, is described by

WM () =M (W' (&) .
2. They commute with U’(i) if x is not among the endpoints of i, i.e. x &

3. They satisfy the following “functoriality on loops”:

M (@RI M () = ¥ CHLI KT ME(€)CHLIIK] (3.7)

M@ WM (-6)=¢l, M (-EWM (%)=¢l, (3.8)
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and behave under the action of * as
M%) = o (RM'(—=E)R ")) . (3.9)
4. The elements M'(%) and M'(—%) are related by

MKE(—%) = arktr’?(cx[1€1<|O]*CX[1%1{[0]5{511'4’Z (€)REKy . (3.10)

Proof. 1, 2. are obvious from the proof of Proposition 2. For the proof of 3.
one breaks % into two non-closed parts €', %2 such that ¢(%,) = y = t(—%,) and
exploits the simple braid relation

c'/’(fgz)R{j sz"((g') = (5"((5')(1%;)”('1’(%2) . (3.11)

Using the functoriality of the holonomies U’(%") derived before, the functoriality
on loops follows. Giving more details on the proof of 3, 4 would amount to a
repetition of the proof of Proposition 2.

Remark. From the functoriality relations (3.7) of the monodromies one derives the
following quadratic relations:

1 2 2 1
M (@RI M (@R = RYM (€)R M (%) . (3.12)

Relations of this form were found to describe the quantum enveloping algebras of
simple Lie algebras [11].

From the monodromies one can prepare new elements ¢!/ € .o/ C #. For the
closed curve & on the boundary 0P of the plaquette P we define

' =d(P) = kel (M(%)) = kit (M (€)1i(9x)) - (3.13)

We recall that t/(g,) = g/ = t/(u7'v,) and the last equality is a consequence of
Lemma 1. The elements ¢/ have a number of beautiful properties. They will turn
out to be central elements in the algebra .o/ of invariants in (U) and satisfy the
defining relations of the fusion algebra.

Proposition 4 (Properties of c’). If all eyelashes at sites on the boundary of the
plaquette P lie outside of P, the elements ¢! = c¢!(P) have the following properties:

L. They are independent of the choice of the start- and endpoint x of the closed
curve 6.

2. They are central in the lattice algebra %. In particular ¢’ are invariant
elements in (U) and hence central in of.

3. They satisfy the fusion algebra

e =3 NE K (3.14)
K

'y =c. (3.15)

Proof. 1. We break the curve % at an arbitrary point y on 0P and start again from
the braid relations of the holonomies on the two pieces €', 4?* of €,

U@ )R’y’é’(f#) = (21’(452)(12;)”(}’ (€. (3.16)
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Now multiply with g‘]’y from the right and with g/ from the left. Usage of (&gl =
gLl (F%(¢)) and the expansion R = Y s! @52, result in

GLU (@) (st )20 (%)
= 0@ (S (2 U (€l (3.17)

Here we made use of the formula (&, ® id)}(R,) = R;l. We will insert this for-
mula frequently in the following without further mention. After multiplying the
two matrix components in the last equation we take the trace tr/. With u/ =
(0 PS5 )52) = (0 Vel(s), S (s2,) the result is

tr! (g U'(6")ghu, U'(%%)) = u! (U (g, U' (67)d)) -

Finally, we insert glu! = v/, Definitions (3.6,2.11) of the monodromy M’(%) and
the g-trace tr] to end up with

tr,(M' (%)) = trl(M'(%")) .

where 4’ starts in the site y and runs along %, and % to end up in y again. This
means that instead of x one can choose any other site y on the boundary of P to
define ¢’.

2. is a simple consequence of the properties of the monodromy (Proposition 3)
and 1.

3. The first relation is easily obtained from the “operator products” (3.7) of

the monodromy. One just multiplies the latter from the right with g/g/(R=')"”

Kricy, uses the relation Cf[IJ|K]g1)’[gx = gXCI1J|K] (this is (2.5)) and takes the
trace of both matrix-components of the equation. For the right-hand side of (3.7)
this leads to

rh.s. = i, (! @ ! YOI KT M¥ ()CO[1T1K1gLg) (R Y]

= Zxktr"(MK(%)gx )= z NY K,

where we also inserted the normalization (2.7) of the Clebsch—-Gordon maps and
the definition of the numbers NJ/. The evaluation of the left-hand side is equally

simple. After application of the intertwining relation of gI}}{ and the trace property
for tr’ one obtains

Lhs. = w1, (i © )M (€)2(rL, S (rh NG 02 A2 M (6)3]

The simple calculation ! ., '(r! Y@ r2r2, = S\ (rls! ) @722, = e ® e shows
that

1 2
Lhus. = iy, (tf @ )M (@)glM’ (€)g)1 = ' .
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Let us turn to the behavior of ¢/ under the action of *. The relation (3.9) implies
that

(") =k u [REMT (=6 )R ) (g7 )]

K2t [l (ish gt ))s2 M (=€) R ]

Kpte! [t K (st ) Lilst st sz M (—€)R: )]
rptr! [l (s2 M (=€) (R Y th(Fis) )]

= Kytr [MI( (g) (ngy( xa))]

= reptr! MY (= @)i(u; )] = ' (M (= %)g)) . (3.18)

Here s, are still defined by the expansion R;' =3 s! ®s2, and we used the
relations u, = %(s},)s2,0* and u; ! =52 F(s!,) (sum over o is understood). For
the fourth equality we inserted the quasi-triangularity of the element R,. p/(¢) was
defined in (2.16). It also appears in the transformation law of the monodromies

H(EOM (@) = MI(@)il(E) forall E€ %, .

The latter was used in the above calculation to shift the factor pl(s2,) from the left
to the right of M/(%). After this step, another application of the quasi-triangularity
leads to the final result of the above calculation.

At this point we can insert the relation (3.10) and apply Lemma 1 several times:

()" = ;' dy(t! @ e )[C[TT101* C[T110]g" M (%)R”gx]
=i "t (T2 M (@)(r,))

= i ol (M) (K (ue))) = ! (MT(@)gl) = .

3.2. The Algebra <lcs of Chern Simons Observables. The results of the preceding
subsection show that for every plaquette P on the graph G there is a family {c/(P)},
of elements in the center of .&/(G) with the properties

’(P)c’(P)—Z NEK(P), Py = (P).

These elements are obtained as follows: suppose that 2/(G) has been constructed
with some fixed ciliation on G. The corresponding ciliated graph will be denoted
by Gy. Now choose an arbitrary plaquette P and some ciliation on G such that
no cilium lies inside of P. We call this ciliated graph Gs. By Proposition 12 in
[1] we know that there is an isomorphism E : (G, ) — %4(G.). We can now
use the expressions in the first subsection to construct the elements ¢! explicitly in
/(G ). Their images ¢/(P) = E(c') in «/(Gg) will be central and generate the
fusion algebra. The automorphism E has been constructed in [1]. From the general
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action of E and the definition (3.13) for ¢/ one can obtain the explicit expression
0. . . .

c!(P) = ()" P2 (U (1)U (i2)... U'(i)) (3.19)

where {i},i,...,i,} is a closed curve that surrounds P once and w(0P) = w({i, i»,

.oosip}) £ 1 if the cilium at x = #(i,) lies (:ﬁtssngjee the plaquette P. Formula (3.19) no
longer depends on the position of cilia.

Let us describe next, how one obtains “characteristic projectors” y/(P) from
the Casimirs ¢/(P). In fact this step is quite standard, but it requires an additional
assumption on the gauge symmetries %,. From now on we suppose that the matrix

172
Sy = N (wh @ ) RR) with A = (Z df() < o0 (3.20)
K

is invertible. A number of standard properties of S can be derived from the in-
vertibility (and properties of the ribbon Hopf-x-algebra). We list them here without
further discussion. Proofs can be found e.g. in [12].

Sty =81, Soy = Ndy

> S1Sks = dk >SSk = Cik,

7 7
SINY Sk = SyiSi (N dy)™! (3.21)
K

with C;; = N({J . For the relations in the second line, the existence of an inverse of
S is obviously necessary. Invertibility of S is also among the defining features of a
modular Hopf-algebra in [13].

Theorem 5 (Characteristic projectors). Suppose that the matrix S = (S;,) defined
in Eq. (3.20) is invertible so that it has the properties stated in (3.21). Then the
elements y’(P) € o/ defined by

1(P) = Nd)(SC)yxcX (P) = Nd)SixcK(P) (322)

are central orthogonal projectors in of, i.e. they satisfy the following relations:
Py =x'P), P (P)=d5 1 (P). (3.23)
Proof. The simple calculation needs no further comments,
W x) = N d1d;S S Kt
= N2d;d,; 8,8, NEM M
= W2d1dJS1kSMJSKJ(WdJ)_ICM
= d;S;eSks(d) "t

=1 .
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Let us also determine the action of * on the projectors X’ ,
) = N diS(y = NdiS;c =1

This concludes the proof of Theorem 5. The result is quite remarkable and central
for our final step in constructing Chern Simons observables.

Consider once more the graph G that we have drawn on the punctured Riemann
surface 2. Suppose that G has M plaquettes P, m of which contain a marked point.
The latter will be denoted by P,, v=1,...,m. Let us use £ for the set of all
plaquettes on G and &, for the subset of plaquettes which do not contain a marked
point. By construction, the plaquettes P, contain at most one puncture which is
marked by a label /,. To every family of such labels [,, v=1,...,m, we can
assign a central orthogonal projector in .«7.

W6 = T °P) ﬁl (P . (324)

PEZ

Since all elements y/(P) commute with each other, the order of multiplication is
irrelevant.

Definition 6 (Chern Simons observables). The algebra Jaic{g"} of Chern Simons
observables on a Riemann surface X with m punctures marked by I,, v=1,...,m,
is given through

A& = (1)) = x{L ) . (3.25)

Remark. Notice that the x-operation on o/ restricts to a *-operation on /cg. The
same is true for the positive linear functional in [1].

To call elements in /cs “Chern Simons observables” has certain aspects of
a conjecture. A full justification of this name needs a detailed comparison with
other approaches to quantized Chern—Simons theories. This is discussed at length
in a forthcoming paper [14]. Some remarks are also made in the last section of
this paper. At this point we can only give a more “physical” argument by showing
that elements in /cs have “their support on the space of lattice connections which
are flat everywhere except for the marked points.” So whenever we multiply an
element 4 € /cs with the matrix M'(%) and ¥ wraps around a plaquette P € 2,
only the contributions from flat connections survive in M”(%). Since flat connections
have trivial monodromy, this means that for all 4 € .<Zcs, AM’(%) ~ Ae’ up to a
complex factor which depends on the conventions. This will follow from the next
proposition.

Proposition 7 (Flatness). The elements y°(P) and M'(%) satisfy the following
relation:

P () = (1) 1 (Pe; - (3.26)

Here € is a closed curve on the boundary 0P of the plaquette P which starts and
ends in the site x.

Proof. The point of departure is the operator product of the monodromies (Eq. (3.7)),

M @R M () =T I KT M*(6)CILI K] -
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As in the proof of Proposition 4.3 we obtain
M%) = i S gl (R CYILI KT M*(6)CY1J K]
d -
=11 3~ CATTO)R )Y CHLI KM (%)
1

- C;’[IJIK](R; ) c,[ir10]*

AR\ CAJ K|

3 : _
- MK@) (RO CIKK|0]* .

While the second equality follows from the definition (2.11) of the g-trace, the third
equality is a consequence of the following lemma.

Lemma 2. The Clebsch—-Gordon maps satisfy the following two relations:
T d
CUJIKIR) ! C[TT110]" = d“” ALCPIR|IT(RLYKK C R K0,
CATI0)R,) CALLTIKT* = ﬁ(f')zcx[KK|01(R;)”'C£’[J1€|1']* :
1VK

with an invertible, complex matrix A.

The proof of the lemma relies on intertwining properties and normalizations
of Clebsch Gordon maps. Since it is somewhat similar to the proof of Lemma
1 —though certainly more sophisticated — we leave details to the reader.

As we continue to calculate y°M’ (%), we will use the completeness of Clebsch
Gordon maps, i.e. the relation

S L (RYRCIR| CUURI = ¢’ @ eF . (327)
f,a "J"K

With ° = 3 472d,c! it follows that

P°'M! () = Z c [RK|0)R.YKcag R\ ClIR|T

. A34K((6)(R’ )kKCx[[?KIO]*
= N7 z i Jc [KK|0]M (€)RYKKC[RK|0]*
:.MZZdK—K Tk (¥ (9))
Ky

_(KJ) lJZ/VZdKC _(KJ) 1 OJ
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4. Changing the Graph G

The quantum algebra ,ofég"} is shown to depend only on the marked Riemann
surface X, ,, with punctures labeled by /, and the quantum symmetry ¢%. Then a
particular graph is described which allows for a relatively simple presentation of
“cs. This presentation will be useful for explicit calculations (see e.g. Sect.5.2)
and the discussion of representation theory in a forthcoming paper [14].

4.1. Independence of the Graph. We plan to prove some fundamental isomorphisms
within this section. The algebra .« of invariants can be constructed in many different
ways. One first chooses a fat graph G on the punctured Riemann surface 2, ,, and
equips it with cilia at all the sites. Then one constructs the lattice algebra 4 for this
ciliated graph and considers the algebra .o/ of invariants in (U) C #. Even though
% depends on the position of eyelashes, the algebra .o/ that is obtained following
these steps does not (Proposition 12, [1]). We will see now that the concrete choice
of the graph G is also irrelevant once we restrict ourselves to the subalgebra o/cg
of “functions” on the quantum moduli space of flat connections (as long as the
graph G is homotopically equivalent to the punctured Riemann surface X ;).

Proposition 8 (Dividing a link). Let G| be a graph and construct a second graph
Gy from Gy by choosing an arbitrary link i on G, and introducing an additional
site x on i so that i is divided into two links i\,i; on Gy with t(iy) = t(i), t(—i;) =
t(—i) and t(iy) = t(—iy) = x. Then the algebras of | = A (G)) and o, = 4 (Gy)
are isomorphic as x-algebras.

Proof. We know already that the algebras .o/ do not depend on the ciliations
(Proposition, [1]). So choose an arbitrary ciliation for G, and introduce the same
cilia at the corresponding sites of G|. Generators in % and %, will be distinguished
by a subscript, i.e. U{(i) € %, and Ul(i) € %,. Looking at the proof of the prop-
erties of holonomies we see immediately that the product K,il Uzl (i1)UL(iy) satisfies
precisely the same relations in B, = %(%,,.i1) as U{ (i) does in #, = #(G\ 1) (the
sign depends on the position of the cilium at the new point x). This establishes an
isomorphism of (U;) with

(Uy) = {U € (U)|eU = UE for all ¢ € 9,} . 4.1)

This isomorphism is consistent with the x-operation % and clearly induces a *-
isomorphism between /| and .o7,.

Let us remark that this simple proposition shows how to define a lattice algebra
2(G) and the corresponding algebra .2/(G) on a multigraph G, on which two given
sites may be connected by more than one link. Our original definition in [1] did
not include this case. If G is a multigraph, one can always construct a graph G’
(which has at most one link connecting two given sites) simply by dividing some
of the links on G. Even though the resulting graph G’ is certainly not unique, the
algebra .«/(G’) is. This makes .2/(G) = .&/(G’) well defined for every multigraph
G. The idea can be extended to the lattice algebra #(G). Since we will need this
in some of the proofs to come, let us briefly explain the details. Suppose that the
link i on G has been divided into two links i; and i, on G’. Then we define the
element U’(i) by (£ depending on the ciliation)

UGy = xF UG U ()
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Observe that the right-hand side is meaningful since the arguments i,,i, are links
on a graph G’ (whereas i is a link on a multigraph so that U’(i) was previously
not defined). If we identify the set S of sites on G and the corresponding subset of
sites on G’, we can set #(G) to be the subalgebra of #(G’) which is generated by
components of U’(i), i € L and the elements ¢ € %,, x € S. Along these lines, even
graphs with loops (i.e. links which start and end in the same site) can be admitted.
Needless to say that it would have been possible to give a direct definition of #(G)
for all these types of graphs similar to the definition of % in [1]. But the more
complicated the type of graph becomes the more cases have to be distinguished
in writing the defining relations of 4. For many proofs this would have been an
enormous inconvenience. On the other hand, our results for algebras on graphs G
imply corresponding results for algebras on multigraphs G since the latter have
been identified as subalgebras of the former. After this excursion we can give up
our strict distinction between graphs and multigraphs.

Proposition 9 (Contraction of a link). Let G, be a graph and construct a second
graph G, from G, by contracting an arbitrary link i on G,. This means that on
the subgraph G\, — i which is obtained from G| by removing the link +i, the end-
points t(i) = x and t(—i) = y of i are identified to get G,. The resulting algebras
o = (G and o, = A(G,) are isomorphic as x-algebras.

Remark. Observe that G, can be a multigraph even if G; is a graph. So objects
on G, have to be understood in the sense of our general discussion preceding this
proposition.

Proof. To prove the proposition we will adopt the following conventions. The site
on G, that corresponds to the pair (x, y) of sites on G; will be denoted by z. We
will use the same letters for a link £ € L, on G and its “partner” k € L, on G;. In
addition to i, the site x is the endpoint of n other links jj,...,j,. We assume that
they all point away from x, i.e. #(—j,) = x for all v=1,...,n. Next we introduce
a ciliation on G such that i becomes the largest link at x and —i is the smallest
at y. In a canonical way, this induces a ciliation for G,.

As in the proof of the preceding proposition, the desired isomorphism will be ob-
tained by restricting an isomorphism between (U, ), and (U,). From definition (4.1)
it is obvious that (U;), is generated by components of UK(k), k= =+ i,+j,, and

1 n
U Gh) -+ UTGa)CW -+ JalJUY () (42)
where the maps C[J;...J,|J] are only restricted by the property
(& R NECY) - T = CLJy - J,Jel(€) forall E€ 9, .

This guarantees that components of the elements (4.2) are invariant at x. We define
a map @ : (U)), — (U,) by an action on these generators.

(UK (k) = UK(k) forall k+ +i,+j, €L, (4.3)

SUDGr) - U Ga)CL - Sl 107 ()

n

= UDG1) - UPGa)CL - ] - (4.4)
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Indeed @ can be extended to an isomorphism. Let us start to establish the con-
sistency with the multiplication. It is clear that & respects all relations between
generators UK (k), k+ +1i,=+j,, and between such UK (k) and elements (4.2). Sup-
pose next that we have two elements in (U,) which are both of the form of the
right-hand side in Eq. (4.4). Their multiplication defines maps C.,F by

”J . an X ZIK . 2nK . ’
Us' (1) Us"Gn)CL - Jul1UZ (1) - Uz () CT K -+ Ky [K ]
1 n
=FU'(j1) - U (ja)CJIL1 - - Ly LICYJK|L] . (4.5)

F' is just a simple combination of Clebsch—Gordon maps, but since it will be of no
concern to us, we do not want to spell this out. On the other hand we may multiply
elements in (U;), of the form (4.2). When dealing with the product

UD G- UPGa)CUL - - Tl 10 ()
2lK . ZnK . y 1 K-
CURGY - URGHCTK - K KIUEG) 46)

we first apply the proposition on braid relations of composites to move Uy (i) to the
right. The elements on links j, can then be rearranged precisely as in (U,) before.
The result of these manipulations is

— FUB (L) U G)C L - LLICIK LIRS YX U1 ()0 K (i)
= FUPGr)... UG CY Ly ... Lo\LUL ()COK |L] ,

with the same F,C. as in Eq. (4.5). For the second equality we used functoriality
on the link i. We see that @ maps products (4.6) to the element on the right-hand
side of Eq. (4.5). This shows consistency of @ with multiplication. Consistency of
@ with the x-operation is proved in a similar way. We leave this as an exercise.
Since elements in the image of @ generate (U,), we established Proposition 9.

Proposition 10 (Erasure of a link). Let G be a graph and P be a plaquette of
G. Suppose that the link i lies on the boundary OP of this plaquette and that
G' =G —i is the subgraph of G obtained by removing the link +i. Then the
x-algebras y°(P)of(G) and o(G') are isomorphic. Denote the other plaquette
incident to the link i in G by P and the resulting plaquette which replaces P
and P in G' by P. The x-subalgebras y°(P)y!(P)/(G) and y'(P)<t(G') are
isomorphic.

Proof. The proof is obtained as a reformulation of Proposition 7 above. We choose
cilia to be outside of P and € = {—i,),...,Jjn} such that it surrounds P in clockwise
direction. With the decomposition € = %, o {—i}, Eq. (3.26) can be restated as

PP (%) = X /(PYU (i) .
Since «/(G’) can be identified with the subalgebra of elements 4 € .</(G) which do

not contain U’~(:ti), the formula means that y°(P)./(G) = y°(P)#(G') = 4(G').
Now choose € = {i, ju+1,--->jnti} to surround P in the clockwise direction and
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decompose it according to 4 = {i} o %,. It follows immediately that
L(P) (@) = L (Pyry(U'(HU' (%))
= 1(PYrg(U'(%,)U"(%,))
= (P (F).

This implies the second statement of the proposition.

The last proposition reflects the topological nature of the Chern Simons theory.
Since elements in .«/cs have a factor y°(P) for every plaquette P € %, which does
not contain a marked point, the proposition implies that such plaquettes can be
arbitrarily added or removed from the graph G without any effect on o/cs.

Contracting and erasing links and making inverse operations one can obtain from
any admissible graph on a punctured Riemann surface any other admissible graph.
The algebra of observables does not change when we contract and erase links. So,
we can conclude that this algebra is actually graph-independent as a *-algebra. Let
us note that such strategy of proving graph independence has been applied in [2]
to the Poisson algebra of functions on the moduli space.

4.2. Theory on the Standard Graph G, ,. Since the algebra .2cs does not depend
on the graph G one may choose any graph on the Riemann surface to construct it.
This section is devoted to a special example of such a graph called the “standard
graph.” It is also the basis for the representation theory of the moduli algebra
considered in a forthcoming paper [14].

The standard graph is one of the simplest possible graphs which is homotopically
equivalent to a Riemann surface X, ,, of genus g and with m marked points. It has
m + 1 plaquettes, m + 2¢g links and only one vertex. To give a precise definition
we consider the fundamental group m;(Z, ,,) of the marked Riemann surface. Let
us choose a set generators /,, v=1,...,m; a,,b,, i=1,...,g in m;(%,,) so that

1. [, is homologous to a small circle around the v marked point,
2. a,,b, are a- and b-cycles winding around the i handle, which means in terms
of intersections

L#l, = L #a; = | #b; = 0, a#b; =9,;, 4.7)
3. the only relation between generators in m(2, ) is

Ly lwlar, b1]- - - [ag, b)) =1, (4.8)

1

where we use the notation [x,y] = yx~!y~!x for elements x,y of the group

nl(zy,m)-

We call such a basis in n(Z,, ) a standard basis. Having a standard basis, one
can draw a standard graph on the Riemann surface X .

Definition 11 (Standard graph G, ,,). Given a standard basis in n,(2, ,), a standard
graph G, corresponding to this basis is a collection of circles on the surface,
representing the generators l,,a;,b; in such a way that they intersect only in one
“base point” p.
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a;

Fig. 1. Position of the cilium at the only vertex of the standard graph. The letters a,,b, mark
loopends corresponding to the a- and b-cycles.

Any standard graph may be supplied with a canonical ciliation which orders the
link ends such that /, < [, < (a;,b,) < (a;,b;) for all v < p and i < j. Within
the i pair (a;,b;) of a- and b-cycles we assume the order of Fig. 1. The notion
l, < (a;,b;) means for example that the elements in the triple (cilium, ends of /,,
ends of a, and b,) appear in a clockwise order with respect to a fixed orientation
of Xy .

Still we have a big choice as there are infinitely many standard graphs. In
principle, we should describe how the formalism behaves when we pass from one
standard graph to another one. However, the algebraic content of the theory is
identically the same for any standard graph. So, we forget for a moment about this
ambiguity and turn to the corresponding graph algebra % ,, = #(G,,n). To write
the defining relations of %, ,, one simply follows the general rules discussed above.
So in principle ¥, = #(G, ) suffices as a definition of & ,. In view of the
central role, the graph algebra & ,, will play for the representation theory of Zcs
we would like to give a completely explicit definition here.

Definition 12 (Graph algebra ., ,,). The graph-algebra & ,, is a *-algebra which
is generated by matrix elements of M'(l,), M!(a;), M’(b ) € End(V!) @ Fyms
v=1,....,m, i =1,...,g together with elements ¢ in a quasi-triangular Hopf al-
gebra {5* =9 with R-element R. = R and co-product A. = A. As usual, the super-
script I runs through the set of equivalence classes of irreducible representations
of 9. Elements in &, are subject to the following relations:

MR M (1) = S COLLTIKT M (L)CIIT K]

M (@)RY M (@) = 3 CLT KT M* (@) C[LI K] ,

M BORY M (b)) = 3 CULT KT MK (b)COILI KT ,
R M (a)R M (b)) = M7 (b,)R) M (a)R"
R MR M (1) = Aifj(lu)(R_l)”AlII(lv)R” forv < u,
(R M (1)RY M (@) = M (@) RV MR Y v, ),
(R~ M (LR M (b)) = M (b)Y R™ Y/ M (LIRY Y v,

R M (a)RY M (a;) = M (@)R™Y M (@))RY  for i < j,
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(R™Y M (@)RY 37 (by) = M7 (b))(R™) M (a))RY  for i < j,
R M BRY M (b)) = M (bR~ M (bR for i < J,
R~ M (bR M (a)) = M (a)R™Y M (B)RY for i < j,
w (M (1) = M7 (L)’ (&),
1 (M (a;) = M (ad (&), @/ (OM? (b)) = M7 (b (&),

where 1(¢) = (¢ @id)(A()) € End(V') © % as before. With M'(~1,), M'(—a,)
and M'(—b,) being constructed from M'(1,), M'(a,) and M'(b;) with the help of
formula (3.10) (so that M'(1,)M'(=1,) = €' etc.) the action of the x-operation on
Fym 15 given through

M'(1,))" = o (R'M'(=1,)R™")),
M'(a))" = o (R'M'(—a,)R™")"),
(M'(B:))* = o (R'M'(—=b)R™')),
where @, means conjugation by i (see Sect. 2 for details).

This definition requires some comments. All links of the standard graph are
closed (“loops™). This explains why all the functoriality relations have the form
(3.7). The relations between generators on different loops reflect the particular cili-
ation described above and follow strictly from the rules given in Sect. 2. To verify
this, one should recall that quantum lattice connections on closed links were defined
in Sect. 4 as special elements in a larger lattice algebra #(G). Here G is a graph
on which all loops have been divided into two (non-closed) links by introducing
additional sites on the loops. After one has gained some experience with this type
of exchange relations, the rather pedantic procedure of dividing links will become
superfluous.

There is one more remark we need in order to prepare for a calculation in the
next section. We saw in Proposition 2 that holonomies which are made up from
products of lattice connections assigned to different links satisfy the same type of
functoriality as the lattice connection U’(i) themselves. A similar property holds
for the lattice connections M(I) on loops /. We demonstrate this at the example
of M'(a;), M!(b;) € End(V') @ Ly m,

Ky M (B! (@)RY K b (b )M (a,)
= (eptes )™ M (BORY M (b )R ) M (a)RY M (1)
= (i165) 'S CUULTIK T MK (B;)C1T|K]
- (R LT (LY M (a,)CPl1T|L]

=S kg CUUTIK ME (b, )MK (a)CP[1T|K] .



586 A. Yu. Alekseev, H. Grosse, V. Schomerus

From this one can easily derive the following formula, which is similar to Eq. (3.10):

K7 M (b)M ! (a,) = dyte! (R oM (—a )M (=)@  CUTIOT CLITION . (49)

It will be used in Subsect. 5.2.

5. Quantum Integration

The “multidimensional Haar measure” w : o/ — C mentioned in Theorem 1 restricts
to a positive functional on the algebra /-5 of Chern Simons observables. When
the latter is properly normalized, it does not depend on the choice of the graph
and thus furnishes a distinguished functional wyys : /s +— C. This functional is a
generalization of the integration measure in the lattice Yang-Mills theory. We use
this to calculate the volume of the quantum moduli space in the second subsection.

5.1. The Yang—-Mills Functional wyy. To define the functional wy, we use the
same notations as in Sect. 3.2. In particular, the graph G which we have drawn on
the punctured Riemann surface 2 is supposed to possess M plaquettes. With the
finite real constant 4" = (3_(d;)?)~"/? introduced in relation (3.20) we define

wyp(A)= N Mop(d) forall 4 € 28 (5.1)

Obviously, wyy, inherits its positivity from the positivity of w.

We have seen at the end of the preceding section that the algebra «/cs = &/ gg}
does not depend on the graph G. The main purpose of this subsection is to establish
the graph-independence for wy .

Proposition 13 (Graph-independence of wy ). Let G be a graph and suppose that
G’ is a second graph so that either

1. G’ is obtained from G by dividing one link i on G into links i\,i, on G' by
adding one additional site x on i,

2. G' is obtained from G by contracting one link i on G so that i is removed
and its endpoints are identified on G,

3. G’ is obtained from G by erasure of a link i on the common boundary of
two plaquettes P,P’, with P containing no marked point.

Then the Yang—Mills functional wyy for the graph G is equal to the Yang—

Mills functional w,, assigned to the graph G’ (since in all three cases the corre-

sponding algebras ocs = Jz{g;}(G) are isomorphic to Apg = dé{;}(G’ ), equality

of the functionals is well defined).

Proof. The first case is essentially trivial. It follows directly from Definition (2.23)
of w. 2. can be derived by combining the first and the last case. The simple argument
is left to the reader. In turning to the proof of 3., let ¥,%’ denote two curves on
the boundary of P,P’ such that {%,i} and {—i, %’} are closed. Both are assumed
to move counter-clockwise. By definition, an element 4 in /g is of the form

A= ecs/i with

m
ecs ey’ = T1 "0 1x"P) (52)
K 0 V=
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being the unit element in the moduli algebra .o/-s5. According to Proposition 10,
the element A € .o/ can be written without usage of U!(&i). Given an arbitrary
presentation of 4 one simply has to replace U’(%i) by U'(F%). In the following
we will assume that this replacement has been made. The image of A under the
isomorphism between /s and /g is A' = el.¢4 (ef-g is the unit element in .o/}).
With these notations, the statement of the proposition,

wyp (4) = oy (4,

is equivalent to
N "M iecs A) = N 2M=D (el g A) . (5.3)

The different powers of 4" are due to the fact that G’ has one plaquette less than
G. This equation is a consequence of the following lemma.

Lemma 3. Suppose that F € of = o/(G) does not contain elements U’ (%i) with i
being on the common boundary of two arbitrary plaquettes P,P' of G. After i is
removed, the plaquettes P,P' merge into a single plaquette PUP’ on G' = G — i.
We have

a(c'(P) (PHE) = (d)) ' o(c (P U P, . (54)

Here c!'(P),c’(P'") and c!(P U P') are given by Eq.(3.19) (which holds for arbi-
trary but fixed ciliations).

Proof of the Lemma. We want to show first that the left-hand side of Eq. (5.4) is
nonzero only for / = J. The formula (2.23) for w reveals that the value of @ can be
nonzero, only if the argument has a component which contains the factor U°(i). The
product ¢! (P)c’ (P')F contains U’(i) and U’(—i) and these are the only elements
associated with the link i. Now U”’(—i) can be expressed as a linear combination
of U”(i). The “operator product” of U’(i) and U’ (i) has components proportional
to U'(i), if and only if 7 is the conjugate of J, i.e. iff I =J. So we can set / = J
for the rest of the proof. For simplicity we will also assume that the cilia at the
sites x = ¢(i) and y = t(—i) lie outside of both P and P’. For different positions
of eyelashes, the proof contains some additional phases (v;)*' which cancel in the
end. By Egs. (3.19) and (3.18) we have

d(P) =t (U'(®U' (i), (5.5)
(P = ul(U U (-¢")). (5.6)
Functoriality on the link i gives
U@V (O ()0 (—%") = X U (@)CUTIKT UK () U TIKTD (%)

If we apply tr; ® tr{ to this relation, we multiply with # and evaluate the resulting
expression with w to obtain

(e (P)d (PE)

=0 ((trq’ ®tr]) [z U (@)CUTI0 A T|0)0" (—fg')] F) .
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A formula similar to Eq. (3.5) allows us to rewrite the right-hand side so that it

becomes A
=d; o(tr) (U (6)g.U" (€' )(gl)~F)

=d; 'w(c(PUP)F).
This proves formula (5.4) and thus Lemma 3.

With the explicit expressions (3.22) for the characteristic projectors and Lemma 3
we can calculate

o(*(PY)Y"(PF) = N dkd SgiS,j (' (P) (P')F)
= N ?dd SgpS,i(dp)~ (! (PUP)F)
= N2 N dgd NELSe; o(c! (P U P')F)

d
d; ENKL A 2a(R(PUP'E) . (5.7)

Proof of Proposition 13 (3.) (continued). For Proposition 13, P was assumed not
to contain a marked point so that it contributed with a factor y°(P) to ecs. P’ was
arbitrary and so is the associated factor y/(P’). In the calculation leading to (5.7)
we can set K = 0 and use

F= 2P T x"(P )A
Pe? v=I

with ' meaning that the product is restricted to plaquettes nonequal to P,P’. With
do =1 and N3t = §, ¢ this gives the formula (5.3) and hence proves the proposi-
tion.

5.2. Volume of the Quantum Moduli Space. To demonstrate how computations
can be performed within the framework of this paper, the volume of quantum
moduli space of flat connections on a marked Riemann surface X is calculated?. In
practice we define the volume of the quantum space as an integral or trace of the
characteristic projector. In the framework of the 2-dimensional lattice gauge model
one can interpret this result as a partition function of the system. As there is no
Hamiltonian involved, we shall get just a number.
The “characteristic function” for the quantum moduli space is the projector

ecs = efly) = PH/ 2(P) HXI‘ (P, (58)
€% v=1

which contains one factor for every plaquette of the graph which we have drawn
on the marked Riemann surface %, ,. The I,, v=1,...,m, are the labels sitting
at the m punctures. 2, denotes the set of plaquettes without marked point. If a
characteristic function is integrated, this gives the volume of the corresponding
space. In our case, integration is defined with the help of the Yang—Mills functional

wyy and this means that the volume of the moduli space is wyu (eCS}) Using

v}

the graph independence of the algebra .o/ {s and the functional wyy, we fix a

2 A similar calculation was also done recently by Buffenoir and Roche [15].
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particular graph from the very beginning. Let us use the standard graph discussed
in Sect. 4.2 for this purpose. This is certainly not necessary for the computations
to follow, but it simplifies the presentation and can help to make it as concrete as
possible. Before we give the general result, we would like to discuss two examples.

Example 1. Genus 0. Recall that the standard graph Gy, on a Riemann sphere
with m marked points consists of m loops which start and end at the same vertex.
The standard graph has m + 1 plaquettes, one of which does not contain a marked
point. So the characteristic projector is

2(Po) U. Py

To calculate its expectation value, one should recall the formula (5.7). It allows
to relate the expectation value of the characteristic projector egg} on the standard
graph G, to a similar expectation value on a simpler graph, from which one link

and one plaquette has been removed. One can actually iterate this procedure to get
Iy m! Ly zKy ! Kn—3Ln—
wYM (eés}) = ( H dl\') ;NK‘I 2]\[KZI ? o ']\IKml—Z3 |
v=1 n
d! oru(Kn2(PY" (Py))

Here P = [ J!')' P, and we used dg = 1 and N = 3, . We stopped the calculation
before we integrate over the last link on the graph which separates the two plaquettes
P and P,,. From the definition of characteristic projectors and Eq. (3.22) one infers
xK(P) = yX(P,,). Using the property y*(P,)x“(Pn) = Sk..x*(Pn) We can treat the
remaining expectation value as follows:

Wy y (XKI”AZ(P)XI’"(PI")) J— 5[,:;,/5,"72‘2,[‘”;1(/0)’/(/[ ( le(Pm))

N _ -1 —4 J
- b[m,K,,,,zdlm N w(‘/‘/‘d[mS[ch )

dy!

m—2

_ K —21m ~—2
- NO N dlm N

We made use of the normalization of wysy on a graph with two plaquettes, the
definition (3.22) of characteristic projectors, the property w(c’) = ;9 and properties
of the S-matrix. The result implies for the volume

Iy u I Kol o
wYM(eés})z (Hdlv)%:Nl?lzN/[((;[}'”No ol 2
"

v=I

We want to rewrite this using properties of the matrix S. To this end we insert

N(;< w2l _ >~ Sk, _,81, and move the first S through the product of fusion matri-
ces. This results is
, ey
oy (el = di ( 11 —A’/Su‘) : (5.9)
J v=]+*

Example 2. Genus 1. The standard graph G, , has again m + | plaquettes. But this
time the plaquette Py is bounded by the links /, as well as by a- and b-cycles on



590 A. Yu. Alekseev, H. Grosse, V. Schomerus

the torus. Let us merge step by step all plaquettes into one and call it P. In this
way we erase all /, links so that the boundary of P looks as ha~'b~'a. Using the
same arguments as in the first example we see that

v i Kpy—olm ,—
wyu (et = (H‘d,p) KZN,?I’ZN,’Q“ LN oy (fF1(P)) L (5.10)
v= I

Observe that the boundary of P contains every link twice so that the evaluation of
w(x%(P)) is quite nontrivial. Before one can integrate over the degrees of freedom
assigned to a particular link on the graph, one has to ensure that this link appears
only once and only in one orientation in the integrand. This can be done with the
help of exchange relations and functoriality. Let us calculate the expectation value
of ¢/(P) first. To this end we insert the formula (3.19) for ¢/(P) and invert the
orientation of the {—a, —b} in the middle. This is done with the help of Eq. (4.9).
Next functoriality can be applied on the link b which then allows to perform the
integration on b. In formulas this is
(¢’ (P)) = ©jatry (M’ (b)M (—a)M’ (—b)M’ (a)))
7 P25 27 z -
= dyo(er’ @ )M (DR MAb)M (@)R'Y CLIT|0)"
- 1 1
- C[1J101M7 (a) 9°])
J J 7 Ty W J 7
=dyo((tr’ @ tr’)[C[JJ|0]*C[JJ|0)M” (a)(R"Y’ C[JJT|0]*
- 1 1
- C[JT|0IM (a) 9'])
7 - 7 7 - 1 1
= iGo((tr’ @ tr)[CLIT|0]*tr] (M7 (a))C[IT|01M” (a) 9']) .

In this expression we inserted the definition (2.11) of the g-trace. Now we can
integrate on the link a. The formula

tr] (M (a))M” (@) = ¥ 1] [(R™") CLTJ [K]* MK (a)CLT I |KT]
follows from functoriality and was derived earlier in Sect. 3. It shows that
w(tr{ (M’ (a))M’ (a)) = tr;' [v;‘f;f CIJJIKT*CIJ|K]] = vy 'd; " .
We may insert this into our expression for w(c’(Py)) which then becomes
(e (P)) = d5 ' (tr @ ! ) CLIT|0]* CLIT|019"]
=d;’tr](e))=d;". (5.11)
With the normalization of wy,, on a graph having only one plaquette, we find

wYM(XKm_](P)) = '/V‘_l;de—lSKm—lJ(dJ)_I .
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When this is finally plugged into the formula above, we can write an expression
for the volume,

v " Km* Im —
wyp (et = ; < Hd,‘,) ;N,?I’ZN,’Q@ LN ()T
1

m—1
v=1

_ d,
=S a7 e ), 5.12
2.4y (IEIJV ”‘) (>12)

where the last line employs the same type of algebra described in the first example.
Now we are sufficiently prepared to deal with the general case.

Proposition 14 (Volume of the moduli space). The volume of the quantum moduli
space of flat connections on a compact Riemann surface X, ,, of genus g and with
m punctures marked by I,, v=1,...,m evaluated with the Yang—Mills measure
is given through

g —z—m d\Y
wYM(e({:’L‘?}) = ;di 29 (H;VI_SJI‘,) . (5.13)

=1

Proof. The proof of this formula is again done with a calculation on the standard
graph G, ,,. The latter has m + 1 plaquettes. When we erase all links /, we are left
with the plaquette P which is bounded by a combination of a- and b-cycles which
corresponds to Eq. (4.8). We designed the proof for the g = 1 case in such a way,
that it can be applied directly to the higher genus. We leave this to the reader.
Let us just do the power counting for d;. A generalization of formula (5.11) for
the value of w(c’(P)) shows that every pair (a;,b;) of a- and b-cycles contributes
with a factor @2 until only tr;/(e’) is left. So the g pairs (a;,b;) together with

. . 1—-2g .
tr)(e’) = d; give rise to d;” ", i.e.

o Py =d; .
Compared to the result for the torus, this gives an extra factor of di_z" in the final
formula for the volume of the moduli space.

5.3. Canonical Measure and Verlinde Formula. The functional wy,, that we have
discussed so far had the fundamental properties of being gauge invariant and graph
independent. These invariances fix the functional only up to a coefficient which may
depend on the genus g, the number m of marked points, the labels 7,, v=1,...,m at
the punctures and on the deformation parameter g. Actually, there exists a canonical
normalization of the measure. This is used in the Chern Simons theory and we call it
wcs. The different normalizations of wcs and wyy can be encoded in the following
relation:

wcs Zi(g, m,[l,...,Im,q)wYM . (514)

The aim of this subsection is to explain the choice of the positive coefficients A.
One can define the canonical normalization in two different ways. The first
approach is through the representation theory of the moduli algebra. Assume for a
moment that the latter is finite dimensional (this is indeed the case for ¢ being a root
of unity). As a x-algebra with positive inner product, the moduli algebra is semi-
simple and splits into a direct sum of matrix algebras. One can fix the canonical
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functional wcg by the requirement that—when restricted to a simple summand—it
coincides with the usual matrix trace. This approach furnishes a proper definition for
wcs which is fundamental for the considerations to follow below. On the other hand,
a direct computation of the canonical normalization from this definition requires the
full information about the representation theory. This is the subject of the subsequent
paper [14] where the representation theory of the moduli algebra is considered in
detail.

Another approach refers to the theory of deformation quantization. Treating the
deformation parameter ¢ as an exponent ¢ = exp(#) of the Planck constant, one can
expand the commutation relations of the moduli algebra into formal power series in
h and identify this picture with deformation quantization of the moduli space (for
more details see [24]). According to the theorem of Tsygan and Nest [23] there
exists a unique canonical trace in the framework of deformation quantization. We
conjecture that this trace coincides with an expansion into the formal power series
in & of the canonical functional wcgs defined via the representation theory.

Both ways to normalize the functional w include some complicated analysis
which is beyond the scope of this paper. Instead, we plan to describe a different way
to determine the coefficients A(g, m,Iy,...,I,,q) which characterize the canonical
functional w¢gs. This computation is based on several suggestive properties of the
moduli algebra which are more natural to prove in the context of the paper [14]. We
formulate these properties as theorems labeled by latin letters. Assuming validity of
these theorems, our method gives a derivation of the canonically functional wcs.
Actually, we are going to combine the ideology of the Topological Field Theory
and the algebraic approach of this paper.

Let us introduce some new notations first. Using the graph algebra corresponding
to some standard graph, one can assign a bunch of matrix generators M/(x) to each
cycle x on a Riemann surface. As we have discussed above, they furnish elements
c!(x)—one for every label /—when they are evaluated with the g-trace. For the
homologically trivial cycle x, the corresponding elements ¢/(x) belong to the center
of the graph algebra. If the cycle x is nontrivial, they are no longer central. Their
algebraic relations, however, remain those of a fusion algebra, i.e.

) (x) = SN EK®), () =), (5.15)
K

for arbitrary cycle x. We denote this algebra by ¥"(x).
Suppose that 2" be a subalgebra of an algebra %. The (relative) commutant of
Z € % will be denoted by 4(Z,%).

Let ﬂé,’},{""lm} be a moduli algebra corresponding to a Riemann surface of genus
g and with m marked points. Consider the a-cycle a, of some standard graph and
the fusion algebra ¥"(a,). Without proof we state

Theorem A (Induction in the genus g). The commutant €(¥ (ay), o 3,’,'"’""1'"} ) splits

into the direct sum of moduli algebras of genus g — 1 with m + 2 marked points
g—1,m+2

GO ) Al = DAL ol (5.16)

Here the sum runs over all classes of irreducible representations of the symmetry
Hopf algebra.
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In the language of Topological Field Theory, evaluation of the commutant cor-
responds to shrinking the cycle a, so that we get a surface of lower genus. It has
two marked points at the place where the handle is pinched — one on either side
of the cut. Shrinking all the a-cycles one after another, one produces spheres with
m + 2g marked points.

We apply a similar technique to reduce the number of marked points. Consider
the moduli algebra o7 u a Im} corresponding to a sphere with m marked points. Pick
upacycle l =1/, ol (i.e. the product of the two elementary loops [, and [,,)
and construct the fusion algebra ¥7(/). As before, we investigate the commutant of

#°(1) in /") The result is given by the following theorem.

Theorem B (Induction in the number m of punctures). The commutant of (1) in

tszié,[;? """ Im} splits into the direct sum of products of moduli algebras corresponding
to m— 1 and 3 marked points

GO (1), iy EIBJZié’[,L’:’lI"HzJ} © s/ {hm=rn (5.17)

Here the sum runs over all classes of irreducible representations of the symmetry
Hopf algebra.

In Topological Field Theory the evaluation of the commutant should be inter-
preted as a fusion of two marked points into one. As before, one can imagine that
we create a long neck which separates these two points from the rest of the surface.
When we cut the neck, the surface splits into two pieces. The “main part” carries
the rest of the marked points and a new one created by the cut. The other piece
has only three punctures, two of them are those that we wish to fuse and the new
one appears because of the cut. Iteration of this procedure results in a product of
3-punctured spheres.

In the following we will need two simple consequences of Theorems A and B.
Namely, the decomposition of the commutant of the fusion algebra determines the
following decompositions of the unit:

e{ll ~~~~~ ]m} . Ze{ll """ Iﬂhlvl}
7

g,m g—1,m+2 ’
{II lm} {[l ~~~~~ Im 1} {1,1,,,,1 lm}
€0.m 0 m—1 &

Here eil,;;} denotes the unit of the moduli algebra ./ 5,1,‘,',} . The equations are a simple

consequence of the completeness of characteristic projectors, i.e. of Y%/ (x) =id
Now we can turn back to the discussion of the canonical functional wcg. By
definition, it is supposed to coincide with a usual matrix trace. When the standard

properties of a matrix trace are combined with the decomposition formulas for the

{[1 ----- lm}

units ey , one arrives at

Iy 1y It 1, 1
wes(elnty = chs(eL{_H s h,
g, ; g—1,m+

Iy, oI, T {11 In}
wcs(e{l ”’})=chs(eé,:,,_l”’ Ncs(egs "™y
]
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By iterations, these equations reduce the evaluation of w¢ g(eg,[,‘,;} ) to the knowledge
of cocg(e(’)”é’K ). This has a simple geometric interpretation. The algebraic information
in Theorem A and B about the decomposition of the commutant and the definition
of the canonical functional wcs as the standard matrix trace mean that the volume
of the quantum moduli space does not change under pinching when it is evaluated
with the canonical measure wcs. Using this invariance, one can first decompose
the moduli space according to the decomposition of a punctured Riemann surface
into 3-punctured spheres and then calculate the volume directly as a function of the
volume of the quantum moduli-space assigned to the 3-punctured sphere, i.e. as a
function of wcs(e{)”é’K .

In the algebraic context, the numbers wcs(e(l)’,é’K ) have to be determined from
the representation theory. For this we anticipate the following simple result (a proof
will be given in [14]).

Theorem C (3-punctured sphere). The moduli algebra yié”é’K corresponding to a 3-
punctured sphere is isomorphic to a full matrix algebra of the dimension d = NJ/.

This means that the canonical functional wcs obeys

1,J,K 1J
CUCS(eoJ ) =Ng .

Putting all this together, the normalization of w¢g is completely determined, i.e.
wcs(eg,l,‘,',}) can be calculated. After rewriting everything in terms of the matrix S,
the result is
{n}y _ 2—2g 2—-2g9—m m o]
wcs(egs’ )= N9 d; IM-—=5u) - (5.18)
J J=t N
In particular, for a surface of genus g without marked points one recovers the
famous Verlinde formula,

wcs(eg) = N7 dy 0" (5.19)
J

These formulas have to be compared with the corresponding formula for wy,s in
Proposition 14. From this comparison one infers

m —1
Mg, m L,y Iy q) = NP2 (1‘_[ d,,) . (5:20)

Let us note that the Verlinde formula has been designed to compute the number
of conformal blocks in the WZW model. Witten related the space of conformal
bolcks to the space of holomorphic sections of the quantum line bundle over the
moduli space of flat connections. The latter is a natural Hilbert space associated to
quantization of the moduli space by geometric quantization. We deal with another
quantization scheme which associates to the moduli space a quantized algebra of
functions. In this approach, the Hilbert space arises as a representation space of
the moduli algebra. Actually, the canonical trace functional evaluated at the unit
element of the algebra provides a dimension provided by the Verlinde formula.
Equation (5.19) proves that this is indeed the case.

We get another interpretation of formula (5.19) if we switch to the point of
view of the two-dimensional lattice model. Then the canonical trace gives a partition
function of the lattice gauge model with the quantum gauge group. As this partition
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function coincides with the Verlinde number, it is natural to conjecture that the
lattice gauge model at hand is an exact lattice approximation of the gauged WZW
model (also called the G/G model). This is supported by the fact that the gauged
WZW model is equivalent to the CS model on the manifold which is a product of
a Riemann surface and a circle. To establish the equivalence one should consider
arbitrary correlation functions. The partition function is the simplest among them.
We do not go into detailed consideration in this paper.

6. Generalization to Quasi-Hopf Symmetries

All the theory developed above was valid under the assumption that the symmetry
algebras ¥, are semisimple. It is well known that this requirement is not satisfied for
the quantum group algebras Uy(%) when g is a root of unity. To treat this important
case we proposed (cp. [1]) to use the semisimple truncation of U,(¥9), ¢” =1,
which has been constructed in [S5]. In this truncation, semisimplicity is gained in
exchange for co-associativity, i.e. the truncated Uqr(g) of [5] are only quasi-co-
associative. In addition, the co-product 4 of these truncated structures is not unit
preserving (i.e. 4(e)+e ® e). This leads to a generalization of Drinfeld’s axioms
[10] which was called “weak quasi-Hopf-algebra” in [5]. To fulfill our program,
we have to explain how the theory of Sects.2 to 5 generalises to (weak) quasi-
Hopf algebras. In order not to clutter the presentation, we decided to outline proofs
without conceptual significance in a separate appendix.

In the quasi-Hopf context, there appear three additional distinguished elements
associated with the local gauge symmetry %,. These are the elements oy, f, € ¥, and
the re-associator ¢, = 4, ® 9, ® ¥,. The re-associator ¢, satisfies the fundamental
relation

Px(4x ®1d)4x(&) = (iId ® 4,)4x(E)py for all & € G

and is quasi-invertible in the sense that
expr ' =(id® 4)dde), o7 oy = (4 ®id)A(e) .
Following Drinfel’d, a,, i, are required to obey
Sl = 0@, GBS(E) = Beenl©) s

Qo)lmﬂxyx(q’ia)o‘x@oia =e, yx(‘p}w )o‘x(ﬁ?caﬁxyx((ﬁia) =e,
with & ¢!, ¢, being defined through the expansions of A.(&), ¢r, ¢r = ¢y ' as

a
usual. As remarked in [1], consistency with the s-operation means

O‘;:ﬂx, (P;:(Px-

Details and further relations can be found elsewhere (see e.g. [1] and references
therein).
An element u, € 9, is defined by relations similar to (2.1),

Fe(o )y = yx(rfa)axr;a, Pty = r?gyx_l(r;aﬁx) . (6.1)

Notice that the second equation follows from the first by taking adjoints. u, and
the ribbon element v, € %, continue to satisfy v2 = u, %, (u,). All other relations
(2.2,2.3) of the ribbon element remain true as well. As for ribbon-Hopf algebras,
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the product g, = u_ 'v, is unitary and enjoys the intertwining relation g,%(¢) =
F1(€)gy. On the other hand, g, is no longer grouplike. The correct generalization
of Eq. (2.5) can be found in Appendix A.

The representation theoretic statements and notations outlined Sect. 2 carry over
to the more general situation. In particular, Clebsch Gordon maps C?[IJ|K] are
defined and normalized by the relations (2.6,2.7). Starting with the definition (2.10)
of quantum dimensions, the theory is again subject to changes. It is possible to
describe them in a very economic way. Indeed, the whole theory in Sects. 2 and 3
can be rewritten for quasi-Hopf-algebras with the help of a small number of
“substitution rules.” We collect these rules in the following table:

RY - A = (@t ®id)(A) = (1. ® 7, ®id)(@213R1207 ")),
CIUJIK] — CAITIK (o )Y = CHLT K]k @ o) @ id) (o),
CIUJIIKT — (¢)) CoUTIKT*with o =wy3 forall 0e€¥,®9%,0%,,

dgy —dg = trK(Tf(gxyx(ﬁx)ax)) 5
SR =(0@idR, R — &Y. (6.2)

Before we give some examples of formulas we obtain with these rules, we have to
release a warning. Some of the formulas of the preceding sections were obtained
with the help of Lemma 1. A similar lemma holds for the quasi-Hopf case, but it is
not obtained from Lemma 1 and the substitutions (6.2). Lemma 1 was used above
to simplify a number of expressions. As a result of these simplifications, factors gy
appeared in several formulas. The substitution rules (6.2) should never be used in
equations containing a factor g,. Instead one has to depart from the ancestors of
such relations (notice that we gave no substitution rule for g,!).

Let us consider the definition of the “deformed trace” (2.11) as a first example
of the substitution rules (6.2). In our present context the definition becomes

Rl

X

K _ _ _
uk00) = T CIRKI0o, Y R (oK CIRKIO” . (63)

In Sect. 2 this formula was rewritten with the help of Lemma 1. A generalization
of this lemma has been announced already.

Lemma 4. The map Cy[KK|0] = Ci[KK|01:K (") and its adjoint C.[KK|0]* =
%f (B YC[KK|O0]* satisfy the following equations:
1. For all £ € G, they obey the intertwining relations

CAIKK|0)(zX (&) ® id) = CL[KK|0](id ® & (F:())) ,
(o5 (&) @ id)CLIKK|0]" = (id ® o (F()))CLIKK|0]" . (64)
2. With the normalization conventions (2.7) one finds
dtr® (CL[KR|0) CL[KK|0]) = ef

ditrK (CL[RK|01*C.[KK|0]) = & . (6.5)
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With Lemma 4, Definition (6.3) of trff simplifies to

trk (X)) = ditrK (mf 3wk gf ) with mf = K (F(P),)and?) b3,
and wX = (0} S 7 (0}, B:))0}, - (6.6)

Here ¢! =" ¢l ® ¢p2, ® ¢3, is used in the second line. Equation (6.6) should be
regarded as the analogue of formula (2.14).

The substitution rules for the defining relations of # are straightforward to im-
plement. The resulting algebra is identical to the one introduced in [1]. Comparison
with our formulation in [1] is mostly obvious. One has to recall, however, that we
used the generators U'(i) = m!,U’(i)— with m!, given by the expression in (6.6)
— instead of generators U’(i) (cp. the remark after Proposition 17 in [1]). Let us
make some specific remarks concerning functoriality on the link. Within our present
formulation it becomes

U0 () = S (@) KT UK K Yol )

U'iul(-iy=¢, U (-)U'(G)=¢.
An argument similar to the proof of Proposition 2.4 reveals the following relation
between U’(i) and U’(—i):

ml U (~i) = d e [CLT|0) CLT110)9"m U7 (1)) . 6.7)

This shows that U’(—i) = m.U’(—i) and U’(i) are complex linear combinations of
each other. The latter fact was used in [1] to implement functoriality on the link i.

In spite of its compact appearance, the matrix formulation for # has a major
drawback. This becomes apparent when one tries to construct elements in the algebra
/. Tt is crucial to notice that the algebra o/ (as it was defined e.g. in the case of
Hopf-algebras) does not contain all invariants in % but only invariants in a special
subset (U) C 4. This subset was easily described in the situation of Hopf-algebras,
but a similar matrix-description for the quasi-Hopf case does not exist. Our strategy
is now as follows: for a moment we will switch to the “vector notations” of [1]
so that we can construct elements in o/ by the prescription given there. Applied to
elements on curves %, the general prescription will indeed reduce to the ordinary
matrix product of generators U’(i). Let us first recall the general procedure: We fix
a basis within every representation space ¥/. Then:

1. Regard # to be generated by elements ¢ € ¥ and U'(i) = m!, U'(i). The
elements U'(i) transform according to ¢U'(i) = U'(i)(¥, ®id)(4,(¢)) for all
£ €%, and as in Eq. (2.15) for all other elements in ¢. Here ) = t(F(€))
with / being the transpose w.r.t. the fixed basis in V7. R

2. Construct the (linear) set of all covariant products obtained from U’(i).

Covariant products were defined as follows ([5,4]). Suppose that F* € End(V") ® 4,
v=1,2, transform covariantly according to the representations t* of ¥, i.e.
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EFY = F'(1" ® id)(4(&)) for all & € 4. Then their covariant product is an element
F' x F? € End(V') ® End(V?) ® 4 defined by

F'xF?P=F'F’ (' ® ? ®id)(¢) .

3. With the help of Clebsch Gordon maps one can finally build invariants within
the set covariant products. These invariants are the elements of .o7.

This procedure is now applied to elements which live on curves ¥. Since the
construction is “local,” i.e. it can be performed independently at all the sites x on
the curve, it suffices to consider one site x. As usual, we have two links i,j with
t(i) =x = t(—j). In the following calculation we will omit the subscripts z. It is
understood that all objects which come with the gauge symmetry are assigned to
the site x,

UL,()UL)(th, ® T, ®@id)(@)T, (L (B))
~ Uby(D)ml Us ()(th, @ T, @ id) (@) (L (B))
L (Oml U (DT (02 (01 B)) g3

= Ul (iyml UL G wh, = ULHULG) -

Here ~ means “up to contributions at sites y<x.” The coefficients ff/ (S “1(B))
ensure invariance of the expression at the site x and Proposition 17.2 of [1] was
employed for the last equality. From the previous calculation we learn that the
matrix products of elements U’(i) furnish the right prescription to construct Wilson
line observables within our theory. So we define U’(%) as before by

Ul®)=«"U' ) UGy,

and use M/(%) instead of U/(%) whenever % is closed (and satisfies the other
assumptions specified in Sect. 3). Properties of U/(%) and M'(%) are obtained
from Propositions 2 and 3 together with the substitution rules (6.2). The algebra of
monodromies M!(%) on the loop % reads for example

MYORY M (6) = X (o)) CALI KT M¥(@)CTLT K (o7 ) (6.8)
M @M (—6)=¢l, M (M (¥)=2¢, (6.9)
M (%)) = oRIM' (=E)R;'Y) . (6.10)

Under reversal of 4, the monodromies behave as
Ingle oy — 3+ ATTTION CTTT IV 2l i1
mM' (=€) = dt' [C[LI|01*C[II|019'm! M (€)R"] . (6.11)

This algebra can be regarded as a generalization of quantum enveloping algebras
of simple Lie algebras (within the formulation of [11]).

The definition (3.13), our substitution rules (6.2) and formula (6.6) combine
into the following expression for the elements ¢’:

= wkitrh(M'(€)) = xpt' (m' MY (@)w'g') . (6.12)
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As before, the ¢! do not depend on the starting point x of € and they satisfy the
defining relations (3.14,3.15) of a fusion algebra. The derivation of these properties
is sketched in Appendix A. Once the fusion algebra is established, we can proceed
exactly as in Sect. 3.2 to build the characteristic projectors y!(P). x°(P) continues
to implement flatness (cp. Appendix A). In a generalization of Propositions 7 and
10 this shows that the theory does not depend on the choice of the graph G. The
same holds true for the Chern—Simons functional wcs.

7. Appendix A: Proofs for Section 6
This Appendix contains some material which is used to prove the statements of
Sect. 6. The derivation of the fusion algebra and the generalization of Proposition
7 are discussed in some detail.

To begin with we have to recall a number of results on quasi-Hopf algebras. For
(co-associative) Hopf-algebras it is well known that A(¢) = (& @ S)A' (S ~1(E)).

A generalization of this fact was already noticed by Drinfel’d [10]. To state his
observation we introduce the following notations:

Y =2 L U)oV @ S (To)aW,
with ST, @U@ Ve @ W, =(9p@e)(d®id®id)(o™"),
[ =S @SN A () AP BS($7)) 5
with ¢~' =Y ¢l 0 ¢ @ ¢, (7.1)
Drinfel’d proved in [10] that the element f satisfies
fAOS = (L @I A (LT(&) forall (e,
y=fA(a). (72)
This remains true in the presence of truncation. The first equation asserts that f
“Intertwines” between the co-product 4 and the combination of 4 and & on the
right-hand side.

When we perform this construction for the algebras 4, we end up with elements
fx € 9. ®@%9,. f, appears in the expression for A.(g,) = Ax(u; 'vy),

A:(9x) = 9x @ 9u(Fx © LS fx - (13)
This is a generalization of Eq. (2.5) and shows that g, is no longer grouplike.
Without proof we state a number of useful relations which follow from the basic

axioms of a weak quasi-Hopf algebras (cp. [16]). With Z = ¢,13R;,¢ ™" we have

[(id ®id ® 4)(@)]2314(id ® 4 ® id)(R)e @ ¢~ ') = B3a(id ®id ® )R, (74)

P124(4 ®id ®id)(2)(id @ id ® 4) (9~ ") = [(id ® id ® AR i32aP234 . (7.5)
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These two relations are in fact equivalent to Drinfeld’s pentagon and hexagon equa-
tions. If we use m = F(p.)ag? @ ¢ and w = 2. (p!B) ® ¢ as before then

(id ® M) AP} )(id @ H(wYe @ WL ™' @ LN f'(¢2 @ ¢1))
= p(4®id)(w), (7.6)

S @ L)@k @ oy )e®m)(id ® 4)(m)(id ® 4)A(e])
= (4 ®id)(m)p~" . (1.7)

Here f =) fl® f2 is the element (7.1) and f' =3 f2® fL. Of course, all
these relations hold also “locally” at the sites x of the graph.

We are now prepared to prove the basic properties of the elements ¢!/ € .o/
defined in (6.12).

Independence of x . The definition of ¢/ depends on the curve € on the boundary
of the plaquette P through the site x at which & starts and ends. We want to show
that ¢/ does not change, if we use the site y € 0P instead of x. As in the proof
of Proposition 4 we break the curve € at an arbitrary point y on JP and use the
braid relations

U6, U (%) = U (@) R U (") . (7.8)
From Eq. (7.4) one obtains
e@m, = (e® F(p%) ®e)(id ® 4,)(m, )3 Z:(pl, ® 4,(p3))  (79)

with #, =Y p! ® p2, ® p3,. This relation and the covariance properties (2.15)
furnish

[(F(p2) e ® e)m)isT U' (6", 0 (6D)]e @ pl, @ p3, 1"
= [((920) ® e @ Ym )T U' (62U (6 N[pho @ € @ p3,)"
Now we use the equation
Y A(SLelws) @ )mz A:(wS,) = As(e)
to cancel the factors m, in between the two factors U’. Then one multiplies the two

components of Eq. (7.10) and evaluates the trace tr/ of the product. To simplify the
resulting expression, the formula

Z pzlo‘%(pza'wzlt) ® pgrwzzo' = WZ('%(MZ) ® e)
is inserted. This leads to
! (mlU' (@YU (6% wigl) = ! (m U (6" U' (%" whg)) ,

which establishes the independence of ¢/ on the choice of the site x on P.
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Fusion algebra. The derivation of the fusion algebra in the quasi-Hopf case departs
from the “operator products” of monodromies

MUER MY () = 3 (¢ CUUTKT ME@OCUTK (97 . (7.10)

Let us omit the subscript x for the rest of this section. Together with the covariance
of monodromies, u!/(&)M!(6) = M (€)' (&) for all ¢ € 4,, the formula (7.9) can
be used to convert the factor # on the left-hand side of the operator product into
a factor m,

M(@) m? M (%) = Y [(F(02) © 6 © e)id © AYm)plss CTLI KT
- MK(@)CUUTIKI (0™ (ps © 4(p))" .

From here we can calculate ¢/c¢’ using the relation (6.12) and

(ps @ ()N e@w)e® I (p7) @ e) = R '[(id © Awlas
together with Egs. (7.6,7.7). The result of a short calculation is

e =k, 3 (! @)Y CULTIKT mE MK (%)WK
CCUIKIRT (ST @ (Y gt g7

= ki; 3. (! @ ) CULT KT mE ME (@WK g Col1T|KI(R™] .

The last equality is a consequence of Eq. (7.3). The fusion algebra ¢/c’/ = 3" N}/ ¢’

finally follows from the normalization (2.7).
Evaluation of (c¢/)* is left as an exercise. As an intermediate result one shows

"y =kl m M (€)W g'] .

Then relation (6.11) is inserted. After application of Lemma 4 one uses Eq. (6.1)
and writes # as a product @13R12¢~". This gives the result (¢/)* = ¢’.

Flatness. Every line in the prrof of Proposition (7) can be “translated” with the
substitution rules (6.2). There is only one problem. In the second part of the proof
(i.e. after Lemma 2) we exploit the completeness (3.27) of Clebsch Gordon maps,
which fails to hold in the case of truncation. Even though completeness was the
fastest way to get the desired results, it is not necessary. In fact, (quasi)-associativity
of the co-product does suffice. We want to show this with ¢ = e ® e ® e. The case
of nontrivial ¢ is again obtained with the rules (6.2). From associativity of the
tensor product of representation it follows that

¢/ CIKK|0] = Y Fu(IJ K)CPUUK|JICAJK|I .
La,b
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The complex coefficients are a subset of 6;-symbols. We may use the normalization
(2.7) to rewrite this as

L (RYRCAUIRITY = X Foul J K)CPUIK|JT.
KJKK b

These two formulas can be inserted into the first equation after relation (3.27) and
furnish an alternative calculation of y°M”. It does not use the completeness (3.27)
and remains valid in the case of truncation.

8. Discussion and Outlook

In this paper we have introduced a new quantum algebra. It is natural to interpret
it as a quantized algebra of functions on the moduli space of flat connections (moduli
algebra). This algebra plays the role of the observable algebra in the Hamiltonian
Chern Simons theory. The construction of the moduli algebra requires a quasi-
triangular ribbon *-Hopf algebra to be used as a gauge symmetry. A lot of examples
of such symmetry algebras are provided by quantized universal enveloping alge-
bras of simple Lie algebras. Given a Riemann surface of genus g with m marked
points, a simple Lie algebra, a c-number ¢ being some root of unity and a set
of m representation-classes [/,] of the corresponding quantized universal envelop-
ing algebra, one can construct the moduli algebra .o/ gg‘} This means that we have
completed the program of deformation quantization of the moduli space and now
we are going to discuss perspectives of the combinatorial approach to quantization
of the Chern Simons model.

The main question which arises naturally is the comparison to other quanti-
zation schemes already applied to Chern Simons theory. Among them we pick up
two approaches which are the most suitable for comparison. These are geometric
quantization [17,18] and the Conformal Field Theory approach which was used
originally to solve the Chern Simons model [19]. Both these approaches use the
Hamiltonian picture of quantization. So, their results may be easily compared to the
results of combinatorial approach.

Opening the list of unsolved questions we start with

1. Compare results of geometric quantization and the Conformal Field Theory
approach to combinatorial quantization.

Geometric quantization as well as Conformal Field Theory produces the Hilbert
space of the Chern Simons model rather than the observable algebra. In the Confor-
mal Field Theory approach, vectors in the Hilbert space are identified with conformal
blocks of the WZW model. More precisely, they come as solutions of a certain sys-
tem of linear differential equations. In the case of the Riemann sphere this system
of equations was discovered in [20] and called the Knizhnik—Zamolodchikov equa-
tion. For higher genera it was considered in [21,17] etc. Geometric quantization
provides a more abstract picture of the Hilbert space. There it appears as a space
of holomorphic sections of the quantum line bundle over the moduli space. It is
possible to find a contact between these two pictures. of the Hilbert space. The key
observation is that each complex structure on the underlying Riemann surface pro-
vides a complex structure on the moduli space. Thus, the d-operator in the quantum
line bundle depends on this complex structure. One can think that for each complex
structure on the surface we get its own geometric quantization and its own Hilbert
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space. One needs a projectively flat connection on the space of complex structures
in order to identify these bunch of Hilbert spaces with the unique Hilbert space
of the quantum theory. Here one makes a bridge with the Conformal Field Theory
approach. It appears [17] that the linear system of equations for conformal blocks
may be reinterpreted as a covariance conditions with respect to some projectively
flat connection.

While these approaches to quantization provide Hilbert spaces, our combinatorial
quantization provides an algebra of observables. The natural route for comparison
is to realise the algebra of observables in given Hilbert spaces. This is the second
point in our list.

2. Represent the moduli algebra in the Hilbert spaces of the Chern—Simons theory
provided by geometric quantization and Conformal Field Theory.

In principle, this is the central question of the whole program and-provided
it is done—one can stop here. However, there are a couple of questions that one
should add to the list. The first one concerns the action of the mapping class group.
It is known that the projective representation of the mapping class group acts in
the Hilbert space of the Chern—Simons theory. This representation proves to be
useful in constructing invariants of 3-manifolds. One can try to relate this idea to
the moduli algebra.

3. Construct the action of the mapping class group on the moduli algebra.

The last question which we would like to mention here concerns a very par-
ticular application of the machinery that we have developed. It has been recently
proven that the relativistic analogue of the Calogero-Moser integrable model may
be naturally realized on the moduli space of flat connections on a torus with a
marked point [22]. It would be interesting to develop this idea from the point of
view of the moduli algebra.

4. Work out details for the example of a torus with a marked point.
We are going to consider the listed problems in the forthcoming paper [14].
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