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Closed 4-braids and the Jones unknot conjecture
Dmitriy Korzun, Elena Lanina, and Alexey Sleptsov

Abstract. The Jones problem is a question whether there is a non-trivial knot with the trivial
Jones polynomial in one variable g. The answer to this fundamental question is still unknown
despite numerous attempts to explore it. In braid presentation, the case of 4-strand braids is
already open. S. Bigelow showed in 2000 that if the Burau representation for 4-strand braids
is unfaithful, then there is an infinite number of non-trivial knots with the trivial two-variable
HOMFLY-PT polynomial and hence, with the trivial Jones polynomial, since it is obtained from
the HOMFLY-PT polynomial by the specialisation of one of the variables 4 = ¢2.

In this paper, we study 4-strand braids and ask whether there are non-trivial knots with the
trivial Jones polynomial but a non-trivial HOMFLY-PT polynomial. We have discovered that
there is a whole 1-parameter family, parameterised by the writhe number, of 2-variable poly-
nomials that can be HOMFLY-PT polynomials of some knots. We explore various properties
of the obtained hypothetical HOMFLY-PT polynomials and suggest several checks to test these
formulas. A generalisation is also proposed for the case of a large number of strands.

1. Introduction

1.1. Jones problem background

In this paper, we apply approaches for the study of quantum knot invariants to the
celebrated Jones unknot conjecture. It poses a question whether a non-trivial knot
with the unit Jones polynomial exists. At first, let us discuss some motivation and
current developments in this area.

A polynomial knot invariant is a function of a knot taking values in polynomi-
als which is invariant under Reidemeister moves and ambient isotopies. One of the
most famous and strongest polynomial knot invariants — the Jones quantum polyno-
mial J(g) — was introduced by Vaughan Jones in 1984 [19-21], when he studied von
Neumann operators acting on a state space of some system. The Jones polynomial can
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Figure 1. Two-component links with 15 and 17 crossings with the trivial Jones polynomial

from [54].

be defined as a polynomial satisfying the following skein relations:

) )
@

The Jones polynomial does not distinguish all knots. In the 80s, an infinite number

(1.1)

of pairs of knots with equal Jones polynomials was already revealed [7,24,34,35]. For
example, it takes the same value on knots related by mutation (the so-called mutant
knots) [10, 45], such as the Conway and the Kinoshita—Terasaka knots [55]. But a
more basic question is still open: does the Jones polynomial J(g) detect the unknot?
This is the famous Jones unknot problem, which is a fundamental problem iin the
invariant topology. Probably, the absence of an answer to the Jones problem interferes
with understanding the topological meaning of the variable g [21]. At the same time,
it is known that non-trivial links with the Jones polynomial equal to the one of unlink'
do exist [12, 15, 18, 54] (for example, see Figure 1). It is also interesting that it was
only recently proved that a particular z-deformation of the Jones polynomial — the
Khovanov polynomial [4,26] — does detect the unknot [31].

Since V. Jones stated the unknot conjecture that the Jones polynomial detects the
unknot, this problem has become classical. There are lots of attempts to solve the
Jones problem. V. Jones and D. Rolfsen studied this problem regarding 4-braids [22].
They presented a method of producing a non-trivial knot with the trivial Jones polyno-
mial but did not succeed. A bit later, T. Stanford proved the following theorem [49,50].
Two knots have the same all Vassiliev invariants of order less than # if and only if
they are equivalent modulo the nth group of the lower central series of some pure

"'We also call such Jones polynomial the trivial Jones polynomial.
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braid group’. This statement opens a way to find a non-trivial knot with the unit Jones
polynomial from some diagram of the unknot.

Computer checks were carried out for knots with up to 24 crossings [57], and no
non-trivial knots with the unit Jones polynomial were found. V. Manturov put forward
two hypotheses to forbid non-trivial knots with the trivial Jones polynomial by con-
nection to the Jones problem with virtual knots [36]. A Similar problem concerns the
HOMFLY-PT polynomial® [14,46], which is a generalisation of the Jones polynomial.
Namely, the question is whether the HOMFLY-PT polynomial detects the unknot. A.
Stoimenow carried out lots of research on the Jones and HOMFLY-PT unknot prob-
lem. In 2003, he posed a theorem that there are no positive knots* with the trivial
HOMEFLY-PT polynomial [51]. Later, he also proved the non-triviality of the Jones
polynomial on k-almost positive knots® for k < 3 [52]. A. Stoimenow also proposed
a proof that there does not exist a 3-strand braid whose closure gives a knot with the
trivial Jones polynomial [53].

S. Bigelow proposed a method for constructing a non-trivial knot with a trivial
Jones polynomial under certain conditions on the corresponding braids [6]. S. Bigelow
also connected the Jones problem with the problem of faithfulness of the Burau rep-
resentation for the 4-strand braid group $B4 and faithfulness of the Temperley—Lieb
representation, which leaves the Jones problem with open classical mathematical
questions. Later, T. Ito proved that if the Burau representation for 4-braids is not
faithful, then, for any knot, there exist infinitely many mutually different knots with
the same HOMFLY-PT polynomial [16]. However, A. Datta showed that the Burau
representation of 8B4 is faithful almost everywhere [11]. Some tricky cases are still
open.

Many famous mathematicians tried to solve the Jones problem. Thus, it is reas-
onable to apply recently discovered untested approaches for studying quantum knot

>The nth group of the lower central series of the pure braid group Py is a group
LCS,;(Px) = [LCS;;—1(Px), Px] with LCS| (Px) = Px. Note that, in a pure braid, the begin-
ning and the end of each strand are in the same position.

3The HOMFLY-PT polynomial H(g, A) can be defined with the use of the following skein

relations: A.H(X) S| H(X) - (q_q—l).HO D (1.2)

with a requirement that the HOMFLY-PT polynomial for the unknot is equal to one. Comparing
this skein relation with the Jones skein relation (1.1), one can make sure that the HOMFLY-PT
polynomial reduces to the Jones polynomial at the point A = g2.

“4Positive knots are knots having diagrams with all crossings positive.

3A diagram is k-almost positive if it has exactly k negative crossings. A knot is k-almost
positive if it has a k-almost positive, but no (k — 1)-almost positive diagram.
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invariants and to consider particular cases (for example, knots of fixed number of
strands). We make use of Reshetikhin—Turaev approach [47, 56] for construction of
quantum knot invariants and different expansions of the HOMFLY polynomials — dif-
ferential [8,17,23,29,38-42], character [37], and perturbative [1,2,9,30] expansions.
We mostly analyse hypothetical 4-strand knots® K := E of the unit Jones polyno-
mials and their related knots K := BA27, K2k+1 = B2k+1_Ip this study, we are in
particular motivated by the mentioned S. Bigelow’s research.

1.2. Physical background

In 1989, E. Witten showed that Jones polynomial naturally arises in the 3d quantum
field theory with the Chern—Simons action [59]. The idea to consider a (2 + 1)-
dimensional quantum theory of the Chern—Simons field with a non-abelian gauge
group G for the study of topological invariants originated in the works of M. Atiyah [3]
and A. Schwarz [48]. The Chern—Simons action for a vector field 4, = AZ (x)T*4,
with 7% being generators of the corresponding Lie algebra, is

2
S(A)zﬁf d3xe"P e ( ApdyAp + S AuAvA, ).
4 8§3 3

It is constructed without using a metric on a 3-sphere S* so that the theory is topolo-
gical. Let the gauge group G be SU(N); then T¢, are generators of the Lie algebra
suy. The trace is taken in the adjoint representation and « is a coupling constant.
Gauge invariant quantities are defined using the Wilson loop operator C:

Wgr(C, A) = Trg (Pexpi 95 Audx“).
c

In this paper, we consider only finite-dimensional irreducible representations of high-
est weights of the Lie algebra suy. The notation Pexp stands for a path-ordered
exponential:

Pexpyg Apdxt
C
X1
=1+ fé A5 ()T dx" + fé AjL (x1)dxi? /0 A2 (x2) TUT2dxy? + -+ .
The vacuum expectation value of the Wilson loop operator is given by

(WR(X)) = %/@AeiS(A)WR(C, A), (1.3)

®In these notations, f is a braid and its overlining means that a knot X := E is the closure
of a braid f.
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where the Chern—Simons partition function Z is defined by
Z=/@mm0

Correlator (1.3) depends on a homotopy class K of the curve C along which the path
integral is taken. This correlator defines the topological invariant of a knot K.

If we introduce the following variables # = szr’ le
the vacuum expectation value (1.3) to the unknot

B g ) = WROO)
(Wr(O))
we get a polynomial H g‘ in two variables g and A, which coincides with Reshetikhin—
Turaev invariants for quantum group Uy, (sly) [47, 56] and with the HOMFLY-PT
polynomial for the fundamental representation R = [J defined by the skein rela-
tion (1.2).
In the Chern—Simons theory, there is no dynamics, but there are pure states enu-

,q4 = e". A = eN" and normalise

merated by Wilson loops. To construct a complete theory, it is necessary to describe
all states, but there are some problems with this. The fact is that topologically different
contours in three-dimensional space are knots (and links if the number of components
is greater than one), but the values of the vacuum averages (1.3) do not always differ
for different knots. Specifically, in the case of Jones polynomials (gauge group SU(2)
and the fundamental representation for the Wilson loop operator (1.3)), there are many
examples of different knots (and even families of knots) for which the Jones polyno-
mials coincide. However, in general, this problem has not been solved. In other words,
we do not know the necessary and sufficient conditions on the knots that describe the
coincidence of at least their Jones polynomials. (We are just not even talking about
higher ranks and representations yet.) In this paper, we focus on the problem of dis-
tinguishing the unknot state specifically, but the method we develop here can easily
be applied to any other knots that we are going to do elsewhere.

A basic problem in the quantum field theory is how much we know about the
theory knowing all correlation functions of the theory. All observables of the Chern—
Simons theory are Wilson averages. One of specific questions is if one can extract
information on space topology from these Wilson loops, i.e., if one can distinguish all
links by the values of Wilson loop operators average. An answer is non-obvious and
still unknown though many scientists have explored this problem (see the previous
subsection). Still, there is a hypothesis that a set of polynomials (1.3) in all represent-
ations does distinguish all links. However, it is complicated to study this hypothesis
in such a generic form. Thus, in this paper, we concentrate on a much simpler but
also open question. We focus on SU(2) gauge group and the fundamental representa-
tion and suggest several efficient ways to study whether the Jones polynomial detects
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the unknot. Thus, our results are important in understanding which information all
correlators of a concrete theory carry and which one does not.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we introduce all basic definitions
and methods we use in our study of the Jones problem. We analyse the cases of two-,
three-, and four-strand knots in Sections 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3 correspondingly. On two
and three strands, there are no non-trivial knots with the trivial Jones polynomial. An
interesting case is the case of four-strand braids. We have found the HOMFLY-PT
polynomial for hypothetical knots of the unit Jones polynomial. The case of a large
number of strands is also discussed in Section 3.4. In Section 4, we provide checks
of the obtained HOMFLY-PT polynomials. We explore the character and perturbative
expansions of these polynomials in Sections 4.1 and 4.2. The character coefficients
turn out to be fixed up to one coefficient a, ) which can be parameterised by an
arbitrary two-component link on three strands which comes from the hypothetical
four-strand braid with the trivial Jones polynomial. The verification of unitarity of the
N -matrix representation (see Section 4.3) turns out to be restrictive enough. Only a
few two-component links can in fact parameterise the obtained HOMFLY-PT poly-
nomial, which also gives a hint on how the hypothetical 4-strand knots of the unit
Jones polynomial look like. If a knot X = B of the trivial Jones polynomial does
exist, then these must exist related knots K = BA2" and K21 = B2k+1 In Sec-
tion 4.4, we give some verification on the existence of such knots. Finally, we propose

an effective search method for positive braids, which can give the obtained hypothet-
ical HOMFLY-PT polynomials in Section 4.5.

2. Methodology

The presentation of knots in the form of braids is an effective technique for exploring
many issues in knot theory. In our work, this technique will also be useful for the Jones
problem. For example, in the Reshetikhin—Turaev approach, polynomial invariants
can be conveniently produced.

Definition 2.1. A braid  on n strands is a set of n non-intersecting monotonically
ascending curves in R3 that connect 1 points on the lower line to 7 points on the upper
line.

Proposition 2.1 (Alexander theorem [36]). Every knot K or link £ can be represen-
ted as a closed braid B = K or B = £, respectively.

The closure operation is the connection of each ith point on the left segment to
the i th point on the right segment without intertwining with other connecting curves
or strands of the braid; see Figure 2. The benefit over knots is that braids have a
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=

X

Figure 2. An example of four-strand braid and its closure.

convenient group structure. In the braid group B,,, the generators o; correspond to the
intersection of the ith and (i + 1)th strands and satisfy the following relations:

Q2.1

0i0i+10; = 0i+10i0i+1, 1 =<i <n-—2,
0;0; = 0;0;, |i—j|>2.

The first expression in (2.1) is the famous Yang—Baxter equation. Remarkably, it
corresponds to the third Reidemeister move. Besides, the second expression is called
the far-commutativity relation. This is also the second Reidemeister move. Thus, the
relations on the braid group ensure the invariance of the knots with respect to the
Reidemeister moves.

The presentation of a knot in the braid group is matched by a product of gen-
erators o; in the order of intertwining of the corresponding pairs of strands. For
the four-strand braid from Figure 2, there are 3 different generators, and the rep-
resentation of this braid is B(K) = 070305 1. A notation is often used where only
the degrees of relevant generators in the representation of braid group are stated.
We have of'af'ag' ---01“”05”03”‘ = (ay, by, c1:...;an, by, cy). For our example,
B(K) =(3,0,3;0,—1,0). There are many representations of braid group. In the con-
text of the Jones problem, we are particularly interested in the Burau and the Jones

(Reshetikhin—Turaev) representations.

2.1. The Burau representation

The Burau representation of 8B, has a rather obvious block-diagonal structure. The
generators (2.2) differ from the unit matrix # X n on a crossing block of size 2 x 2
only in the columns whose numbers correspond to the strands to be crossed. Naturally,
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the generators in the Burau representation satisfy the relations of the braid group (2.1):

Ei1 0 0 0
0 |1—¢g% ¢* 0
0 1 0
0 0 Ep—i—

pi = 2.2)

0
0
This representation is unreduced and decomposes into one-dimensional trivial and
(n — 1)-dimensional reduced representations. The most interesting is precisely the
reduced Burau representation, since it is used to determine another important invariant
— the Alexander polynomial A/7¢. Let us give a formula for this invariant for knots on
n strands’. The values of the Alexander polynomials (2.4) correspond to the values
on “The Knot Atlas” [5]:
1—4g?

A% (q) = T

det(1 — B(K)), 2.4)

where B(K) is the reduced Burau representation for K. Two-strand braids have
only one generator b = —g?. Generators for braids with a large braid index n are
defined by the following matrices of size (n — 1) x (n — 1):

—q% 1] o En3|0 0

by=| 0 1] 0 . by = o [1 o |. @5
0 0Ens 0 |q2 —¢2
Ei,|0 0 0 0
0 |1 0 o0 0

b; 0 |¢%2 —¢* 1 0 , 2<i<n-2. (2.6)
0 |o o0 1 0
0 |0 0 O0|Erin

Definition 2.2. The algebraic crossing number, also called the writhe number W (X)),
for the knot X is the difference between the number of positive and negative crossings
on all strands in the braid representation for the knot J. In the language of generators,
it is the sum of all degrees in the braid representation.

Remarkably, the Alexander polynomial does not distinguish trivial knots. For
example, it is equal to one for a Conway knot (11134), as it is the same for a trivial

"The Alexander polynomial A/(q) can be defined with the use of the following skein rela-

) (X) i A’(X) - <q—q—1>‘f”@ D

(2.3)
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knot. This invariant is associated with the HOMFLY-PT polynomial by substitution
A — 1, which will come in useful later. It is easy to see this fact by looking at
the skein-relations (2.3) for the Alexander polynomial and comparing them to the
HOMFLY-PT relations (1.2).

2.2. Reshetikhin—-Turaev approach

Definition 2.3. Reshetikhin—Turaev or Jit-matrix representation of the braid group
B, is a homomorphism

n: By > End(Vy, ® ---® Vy,).
7o) =R =1®-- 1R, ®1Q--- 1, 2.7

where 1 is the identity n x n matrix, and V}, is the finite-dimensional irreducible
representation of the quantized universal enveloping algebra U, (sl ), which is num-
bered by Young diagrams A;, i = 1,...,n. N is the universal M-matrix for the
corresponding representation of the algebra. The universal R -matrix has the following
form [27]:

~ —1 _
R(q) = Pgoy Cay Ha®Hy l—[ exp,[(g — ¢ YEs ® Fgl,

positive root B

where expy is the quantum exponent, C,, is the Cartan matrix, {E;, F;, H;} are gen-
erators of the algebra U, (s/y ), and P is the permutation matrix: P(x ® y) = y ® x.

Defining the representation of the braid group, R-matrices have to satisfy the
Yang—Baxter equation:

RiRi R =R RN

Definition 2.4. In the Reshetikhin—Turaev approach, the coloured HOMFLY-PT poly-
nomial is defined as the quantum trace from the Reshetikhin—Turaev representation
of a braid §, the closure of which gives a knot X or a link £:

R-T
Hf(q.A=q") = qu(l_[m;{m })'
S

In this formula, s enumerates the interweaves in the braid representation. And w(s)
fixes the generator (the strands that are intertwined). Young diagram R corresponds
to a certain representation Uy (slx ), and Tr, denotes the quantum trace.

We are interested in the fundamental representation (4; = ) of the quantum
algebra Uy (sln). In this case, the Reshetikhin—Turaev representation is reduced to
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the Jones representation, which defines the fundamental HOMFLY-PT polynomial
and, consequently, the fundamental Jones (N = 2) polynomial of interest [20].

For the fundamental representation of Uy (sl,), the universal Jt-matrix has the
following form:

R(g) =Pg (1 4 (g —q HE ® F),

where P, E, F, H are taken in the fundamental representation of quantum algebra
U, q (95[ 2)2

S O = O
-_ o O O

E =

o O S O O =

S =0 =)

The quantum trace for the fundamental representation of U, (sl,) has the following
form:

Trg(f) = Te(R®" ), & = diag(g,q7").

2.3. Connection of Jones and Burau representations for 84 group

Definition 2.5. A representation 7' : G, — GL(N) is called faithful if all elements y
of the group G, are represented by different images of the linear mapping 7. Accord-
ingly, a representation T is unfaithful if there exist such different elements 81, B, of
group B, such that T (B1) = T(B>).

In the early 2000s, S. Bigelow in [6] associated the Jones problem, the faithfulness
question for the Jones representation (the fundamental Reshetikhin—Turaev represent-
ation), and the faithfulness problem for the Burau representation for the braid group
on four strands By4.

Proposition 2.2 (S. Bigelow [6]). If the Jones representation of the braid group
is unfaithful, then there exists a way to construct a non-trivial knot with a trivial
HOMFLY-PT polynomial. Accordingly, the Jones polynomial for such a knot will also
be trivial.

Proposition 2.3 (S. Bigelow [6]). The Burau representation for B4 and the Jones
representation for the braid group on four strands are either faithful or unfaithful.

That said, the question of the faithfulness of the Burau representation is currently
open only for 84. For braid groups on another number of strands, it is known that
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the Burau representation of B, is faithful for n < 3 and unfaithful for n > 5. The
faithfulness problem for the Reshetikhin—Turaev representation and, consequently,
the question of the faithfulness of the Jones representation are also open.

To illustrate Proposition 2.3, consider the decomposition of the Jones representa-
tion of B4 into a direct sum of irreducible representation V)

Joness = Vg @ V3,11 @ V2,21 @ Vi2,1,11 @ V1,1,1,11- (2.8)

All terms in (2.8) are Burau matrices. The representations V41, V[1,1,1,1] are one-
dimensional and correspond to Burau matrices for two strands. More interesting are
the three-dimensional representations V|3 17, V]2,1,1,1] Wwhich correspond to Burau ma-
trices for four strands and the two-dimensional representation V[, ») which correspond
to Burau matrices for three strands. The complete R -matrix (2.7) in the basis of irre-
ducible representations has block-diagonal structure. So, the following HR-matrices
are from [37], which are actually diagonal blocks in the full matrix. Thus, all of them
are equivalent to reducible Burau matrices of the corresponding dimensions:

1 [3]g
0 1 _
3‘%52’2]=5R[32’2]= g ) SR[22’21= a?2lq [2lq C 29
—q . [3l4 g%
[2]4 [2]4
q 0 0
s (4 00 B _ o —L /Bl
f}tl’ =10 g 0 ]; ERZ’ = q2[2]4 [2]g ; (2.10)
00 — 0 Bl 2
[2]4 [2]4
1 _Plavarta?
1 q3[3lq [3lq
mga]: Rl +a2 Pe ol (2.11)
[3]q [3lq
0 0 q

The matrices for the [2, 1, 1] representation are obtained from the matrices for
the [3, 1] representation by substituting g — —é. It is not difficult to see that such
a substitution corresponds to a negative inverse matrix for [3, 1], which can also be
rewritten in terms of the inversion of the parameter g:

1 _ -
ERI[Z,I,I]((]) — mz[ll](_a) — _(mlp,l]) l(q) _ —ERF’I](C] b, 2.12)

The Burau representation for braid group on three strings and the Jones representation
for Bj are also isomorphic:

Joness = Vi3 ® V2,11 ® V[1,1,1]-
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The representations V[3; and V] 1,1 are one dimensional. And the representation
V[2,1] is two dimensional and corresponds to Burau matrices for two strands. The
N-matrices for this representation are identical to the matrices from (2.9):

2,1 2,2]. 2.1 2,2
g2 = gl2 gLl _ g2 (2.13)

It is easy to see that such Ji-matrices are equivalent to Burau matrices. After a proper
rescaling of Burau matrices (2.5) and (2.6) of the corresponding size and inversion of
¢, one can find a basis transformation which gives the Jt-matrices (2.9)—(2.11).

An interesting corollary of the equivalence of the fundamental Reshetikhin—Turaev
and Burau representations for braid groups on 3 and 4 strands is the possibility to
define the Alexander polynomial in terms of the Jt-matrices (2.14) and (2.15):

1— 2
A% (q) = q2+Wﬁ det(E — g " R(K)) for3-braids,  (2.14)

1— 2
A% (g) = ¢V S T det(E — g WHR(K)) ford-braids.  (2.15)
—9q
The HOMFLY-PT polynomial for knots on three or four strands can be similarly
determined via the Burau matrices.
We remark that we do not know the inverse theorem to Proposition 2.2, so the
faithfulness of the Burau representation for 84 does not mean that the Jones problem
is closed.

2.4. Character expansion

It is much more convenient to consider not the complete Ji-matrices, but their diag-
onal blocks (2.9) and (2.10), since in this case the problem is reduced to the analysis
of representations of lower dimension. Then, the HOMFLY-PT polynomials can be
character decomposed into some basis S,. This approach is known as character
expansion:

=Y h*S;. (2.16)
A

The index A € O%®" is responsible for decomposition into irreducible representations,
which are numbered by Young diagrams, and h* is the trace function of the reduced
Reshetikhin—Turaev representation of the braid § € B,,.

Definition 2.6. S is the Schur polynomial at the special point py = %, which
is given by the following hook formula:
i k

o M oy Wil R

2.17
NVCIE (217

cij =k—i+l—j+1

*

*

(i./)€0 (e [Ciila !
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q;__qq_ilx , A =¢q", and ¢; j is a hook length (number of

cubes in the fragment of a Young diagram @ in the form of a hook).

where {x} = x —x71, [x], =

On the presented example in picture (2.17), the hook for the cell with coordinates
i =2 and j = 2 is marked by stars «. It is easy to see that for the presented Young
diagram ¢; j = 7.

Polynomial invariants account for the normalisation of Schur polynomials by
Sy = ‘;:TA:II. It is necessary to normalise the polynomial of the trivial knot by one.
That is, the Schur functions from (2.16) are expressed through the Schur functions
from (2.17) as follows: .
S =So- %.

For knots on 2, 3, and 4 strands, respectively, the following formulas for the
HOMEFLY-PT polynomials in the fundamental representation hold:

H"(q.4) = A7 (" S + (—0)7" S{iy)- (2.18)

H*(q. 4) = A7 (" Sy + vRPDSE 1+ )7V S ). 219
H*(q.4) = A7 (" Sfyy + (RPN SE |+ w(@RP2)Sg

+ @R SE L+ ()T Sy)- (220)

The Jones polynomial is obtained by substituting A — ¢2. In this case, the formu-

las (2.18)—(2.20) are greatly simplified, since with this substitution the Schur polyno-

mials are nullified in diagrams with more than two rows. For two-row diagrams, there
exist isomorphism relationships for the corresponding representations:

2.2l =[1L.1]=2: [B.1=[2: [2.1]=[]

In the formalism of Schur diagrams, the isomorphism relationships take the following
form:

q

_q (=g +¢»H0+q+49)
1+q29 b

* Q%
St = Sp1 = it

Sp.2) = St =

* _ *
S[Z,l] — S[l] — 1

2.5. Differential expansion

The interesting behaviour of the HOMFLY-PT polynomials when A — ¢ is substi-
tuted. It is easy to see from the formula for the Schur functions (2.17) that only the
first Schur functions take a value different from zero S, [’; 1= 1. The coefficient in front
of them is also equal to one. Then, H K (A = q) = 1. Therefore, we can rewrite our
invariant through another polynomial C* so that the reduction to unity at 4 — ¢
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is explicitly visible in this representation. This technique is called differential expan-
sion [41]:

H* =14 (4%2-¢%-c*.

The quadraticity in the multiplier is due to the fact that the HOMFLY-PT polynomial
in our notations is a function on A2, g2. We note that such conditions of triviality of
invariants under certain substitutions of polynomial variables can strengthen the dif-
ferential expansion. In addition, there are HOMFLY-PT symmetries that can increase
the number of multipliers at C%. Thus, there exists a symmetry related to the trans-
pose of Young diagrams R:

H(q. 4) = HE(q71, A).

In our work, we explore an exclusively fundamental representation. Obviously,
transposition of it will also be the fundamental representation (07 = ). Then, this
symmetry takes the following form:

H*(q,A) = H (¢, 4).

Now, it is easy to see that when we substitute A — ¢!, the invariants stop distin-
guishing between knots because they become trivial. So, the differential expansion
can be transformed:

H* =1+ (A2 - (A2 —¢g7H k. (2.21)

2.6. Perturbative expansion

To research the properties of the HOMFLY-PT polynomial H g( (4, q), it is often

useful to expand it into a formal series on the variable # by substituting ¢ — e"/2,

A — eNt/2

. This approach is called perturbative expansion or Vassiliev invariant
expansion. A wonderful property of the perturbative expansion is to separate the

dependence of the polynomial on the knot and the representation.

Definition 2.7. Vassiliev invariants are the coefficients 'V;Z,Cm

pansion of the HOMFLY-PT polynomial for a knot X;

in the perturbative ex-

) dim(Gp)
HE(G. A)lyoyerrz gmsonnrr = Y ( > V,ffmﬁ,,’fm)h", (2.22)
n=0 m=1

where R indicates the representation of the algebra sl , ﬁ,fm are called group factors,
and dim(G, ) is the number of independent group factors at order #.
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Group factors are known up to 13th order [32, 33]. The first few terms of the
perturbative expansion are as follows:

Hi (q. A) = 1+ 12V 8% + 3 v ek,
+ 0t (ViR + viSeR, + vISeR) + o).

The first invariant is zero for all knots, which can be easily seen from the general
form of the differential expansion for the HOMFLY-PT polynomial (2.21). For the
unknot, all Vassiliev invariants are zero. Note that, in the perturbative expansion of
the HOMFLY polynomial (2.22), not all group factors are independent. Some of them
factor into products of and group factors of lower levels. Vassiliev invariants inherit
the same property. For example, at the 4th order,

2 2
g4,1 = 92’1 and rV4’1 = 'Vz,l.

This sort of dependence is exponential; i.e. all independent group factors and Vassiliev
invariants (called primitive) are included into log(H gc ).

In what follows, we concentrate only on the case of fundamental representation R.
At first glance, one can think that the condition that a polynomial in A2, g2 possesses
the perturbative expansion (2.22) is rather restrictive. However, it can be shown that
this condition is equivalent to the condition that a polynomial in 42, g? can be rep-
resented in the form of differential expansion

H* (g, 4) =1+ (4> —¢H(A*-q7%) - C*(q. 4)
with

C*(q.4)=C*(g". A).

3. Analysis of knots of fixed braid width

In this section, we analyse possible knots of fixed braid width that can give the unit
Jones polynomial. First, using Reshetikhin—Turaev approach and character expansion,
one can easily observe that there is no non-trivial 2-strand knot with the unit Jones
polynomial; see Section 3.1. Second, in Section 3.2, we provide a proof that there is
no non-trivial 3-strand knot with J* = 1 and H% # 1. Using analogous methods, in
Section 3.3, we prove that there is no non-trivial 4-strand knot with A/ K—JgK=1
and H¥ = 1; and further study the case of JHX =1, A% # 1, H* = 1. In Sec-
tion 3.4, we provide a similar analysis for braids of larger number of strands.
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3.1. The case of 2 strands
At first, let us analyse the simplest case of two-strand knots.

Proposition 3.1. There does not exist a non-trivial two-strand knot with the trivial
Jones polynomial.

A The Jones polynomial for two-strand knots is given by
JJC (q) — Trq (mZn-I—l) — q—4n—2(q2n+l S[Z] + (_q)—Zn—l S[*i,l])
Then, the Jones polynomial is

q—2n+1 + q—2n—1 + q—2n—3 _ q—6n—3

J%(q) =
(q) =

’

and it is easy to see that it is equal to one if and only if n = 0 or n = —1, which
corresponds to two different diagrams of the unknot. All other two-strand knots have
non-trivial Jones polynomials. u

3.2. The case of 3 strands

Reshetikhin—Turaev approach does not look so simple for three-strand knots. In this
case, there are two different -matrices 1 ® R and R ® 1 which do not commute,
and thus, they cannot be diagonalised in the same basis. Thus, in this section, we
utilise the differential expansion for the HOMFLY-PT polynomial. Another useful
tool for our analysis is the Morton—Franks—Williams inequality relating the A-span of
the HOMFLY-PT polynomial span, H % (A, ¢) with the braid index b* of a knot X .

Definition 3.1. The A-span of the HOMFLY-PT polynomial is the difference between
maximum and minimum degrees in A.

Definition 3.2. The braid index b* of a knot X is the least number of strings needed
to make a closed braid representation of a knot K.

Proposition 3.2 (Morton [43, 44], Franks and Williams [13]). Let spany H K (g, A)
be the A-span of the HOMFLY-PT polynomial of a knot X, and let b’ be the braid
index. Then, the Morton—Franks—Williams inequality holds:

1
E(spanAH‘K(q, A)) < b% —1. G.1)

Now, we are ready to state the following theorem.

Proposition 3.3. There does not exist a non-trivial three-strand knot with the trivial
Jones polynomial and the non-trivial HOMFLY-PT polynomial.
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A Assume that there exists a non-trivial knot with J% = 1 and H* # 1. The
substitution A = ¢? reduces the HOMFLY-PT polynomial to the Jones polynomial.
Thus, the differential expansion (2.21) gets a stronger form:

H* (g, A) =14+ (A2 =g (A% — g H(A* —gH(A* —qH-cF*. (32

For knots of the braid index equal to three, the Morton—Franks—Williams inequal-
ity (3.1) implies that

1
EspanAH‘K(q, A) < 2.

In that way, the HOMFLY-PT polynomial of our hypothetical knots must have the
A-span equal to 4 or less. Cyclotomic function C* is a polynomial in 42, ¢2. Due to
the differential expansion (3.2), the A-span of the HOMFLY-PT polynomial is not less
than 6 in general case. By fixing the function C*, we can reduce only one power of
A? in the HOMFLY-PT polynomial. To decrease the A-span, the highest or the lowest
power of A% must be vanished. In other words, choosing a proper cyclotomic function
C %, one can decrease the A-span of the HOMFLY polynomial (3.2) only to 6. Thus,
we arrive at the contradiction, and such knots do not exist. n

The proved theorem serves as a preliminary to the 4-strand case. Actually, A. Stoi-
menow stated the general theorem.

Proposition 3.4 (Stoimenow [53]). There does not exist a non-trivial 3-strand knot
with the trivial Jones polynomial.

3.3. The case of 4 strands

Finally, let us study the currently open question on the existence of a 4-strand knot
with the unit Jones polynomial.

Theorem 3.1. There does not exist a non-trivial 4-strand knot with the trivial Jones
and Alexander polynomials and the non-trivial HOMFLY-PT polynomial.

A A proof is analogous to the one of Proposition 3.3. Now, the differential expan-
sion becomes stronger as we demand the substitution A = 1 to reduce the HOMFLY-
PT polynomial to the unit Alexander polynomial:

HY =14 (42 = 1)(4% — ¢?)(A% = q72)(A2 = gM (A2 — ¢ - C .

Then, on the one hand, the minimal number of different A2 powers in the HOMFLY-
PT polynomial is equal to 5. On the other hand, the Morton—Franks—Williams inequal-
ity (3.1) implies that the number of different A2 powers must be not greater than 4.
So, we again arrive at the contradiction, and we conclude that 4-strand knots with
J® = Al17 = 1and H® # 1 do not exist. "
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Now, we consider hypothetical 4-strand knots with the trivial Jones polynomial
and the non-trivial Alexander and HOMFLY-PT polynomials.

Theorem 3.2. If there exist 4-strand knots with the trivial Jones polynomial and
the non-trivial HOMFLY-PT polynomial, then the HOMFLY-PT polynomials of such
knots have the following differential expansion:

H*(q, A) = 1+ (4% — ¢*)(A* — ¢*)(A* — ¢ (A* —q7*) - F¥(q, 4)

with the following cyclotomic functions:

2/ +4lqlj +3]ql/ + g ,2j— 8
Z Bla4, 4

Flom — _ 2/ +41glj +3lgl7 + g e
(314414

with an arbitrary non-negative integer number m.

A As we have already noted in the proof of Proposition 3.3, the polynomial (3.6)
has the A-span equal to 6 or more in general case. The Morton—Franks—Williams
inequality (3.1) demands that this value must be at most 6. Thus, our goal is to
decrease the A-span by a proper choice of F”-polynomial. Let us use the follow-
ing notations for short:

H* =14 [Co+ C24% + C4A* + CsA® + CgA®F* (3.3)
with
C=Cs=—q*"+a*+q7>+q7.
Ci=q¢*+¢*+q > +q°.

One can easily guess that A%- or A8-monomials in square brackets can be vanished
by the first term of (3.3), which is just unity, choosing

F‘RO =—1 or F%0o=_478

Actually, there is a whole series of such polynomials (3.7). One can check that in
these polynomials all odd A? powers are mutually absorbed. Let us explain this fact
for F%m _ Denote

Fon =" g, 4%

Jj=0
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The Morton—Franks—Williams condition can be straightforwardly checked. The first
several equations on ¢, are

Copo +1 =0,

Cagpo + Cop2 = 0,

Capo + C2¢2 + Copa = 0,

Cepo + Cap2 + Capg + Cops = 0.

3.4)

For all other ¢, -coefficients, the constraint on A-span of the HOMFLY-PT polyno-
mial (3.6) is fulfiled, due to the following relation:

Csoi + Ceoito + Catpzits + Cagpite + Cohaiys =0 (3.5

that can be checked for all ¢,; in a general form. Note that the coefficients of equa-
tions (3.4) and (3.5) form the lower triangular matrix with the determinant equal to

crtl =1.

Thus, the corresponding linear system of equations is non-degenerate, and its solution
is unique.
Another series of F* -polynomials has the form

m
F'Km = Z (ﬁsz_Zj_S
j=0

with the same coefficients ¢, ;. Thus, the constraint that the A-span of the HOMFLY-
PT polynomial (3.6) is at most 6 also holds. |

Remark 3.1. If polynomials F Hom correspond to some knots K, then polynomials
F%m correspond to knots KX, mirror to K.

A Indeed, if
H (g, A) = 14 (42 — ) (A% — ¢*) (A2 — g2 (A2 —q™*) - FF(q. A),
then
H%m (g, A)
= H* (g™ A7
=F%m(q,4)

=1+ (A2 — ¢ (A% —q*)(A* —q72)(A* —q~*) - ABF T4~ g 7).
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If knots with J % (¢) = 1 exist, then
I @) =" g =1,

and mirror knots K also possess the trivial Jones polynomials. It is a good sign that
the obtained HOMFLY-PT polynomials correspond to knots and their mirror images.
Also, note that H%7 (g, A) and H* (q, A) are different functions so that the hypo-
thetical knots K, must be chiral®. In what follows, we focus only on the family X ,,.

Remark 3.2. Polynomials F# possess the invariance under inversion of ¢:
F%n(q.A) = F¥m(q™". A),
which corresponds to the symmetry of the fundamental HOMFLY-PT polynomials

H*(q,A) = H (¢, 4).

3.4. The case of a large number of strands

The case with a large number of strands in a braid is more complex and includes many
representations that cannot be reduced to Burau matrices. Analysing these representa-
tions for faithfulness is a challenging task (see attempts to do so for a 5-braid in [25]).
Nevertheless, we can consider the limiting case where the MFW inequality (3.1) must
be sharp, by analogy with Theorem 3.2.

To do so, we need to impose conditions on the HOMFLY-PT polynomial as the
number of strands in the braid increases. As additional conditions, it is reasonable
to consider trivialisation of Reshetikhin—Turaev invariants for a fixed s[,, algebra, as
discussed in Section 2.2. These invariants are obtained from the HOMFLY-PT poly-
nomial by specialising the variable A to ¢". The Jones polynomial is therefore the s[,
Reshetikhin—Turaev invariant. With a larger number of strands, in addition to trivi-
alising the Jones polynomial, it may also be possible to trivialise s[5 invariants, and
so on. In the case of odd number of strands, we add one additional condition of the
triviality of the Alexander polynomial.

Theorem 3.3 (Case of even b%). Suppose that there exist 5% -strand knots with s\,
X

Reshetikhin—Turaev invariants being trivial up to n < BT. Then, the HOMFLY-PT

polynomials of such knots have the following differential expansion:

H*q. ) =1+ F%@qA)- [] (4>-¢),

8 A chiral knot is a knot that is not equivalent to its mirror image.
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where cyclotomic functions are

Fom :_i [2j ‘f‘bx]q[b lqlj. 6% ]qA_z, 25=7<
= R+

oo _ 3B + 0% [ gl 0"y
= R+

with q-factorial [j1'g := [jlq - [J — Ug - -+ - [2]q - [1]g, rising g-factorial [j, k], :=
Ulg-lJ+1g---- [J + k —1]4, and m is an arbitrary non-negative integer number.

Theorem 3.4 (Case of odd b%). Suppose that there exist b* -strand knots with s\,
X

Reshetikhin—Turaev invariants being trivial up to n < b 2_1 and trivial Alexander

polynomial Al* (q) = 1. Then, the HOMFLY-PT polynomials of such knots have the

following differential expansion:

pK—1
H*(q. ) =1+ F%@q. 40 ] -4 (3.6)
k=—bK+1

with the following cyclotomic functions:

[/, 6"*-1], _ x
Z [B'K 1] ‘q 2 ’

—J?m_ [/, l]q 2
i Z [bﬂ T

3.7

The proofs of these two theorems are completely analogous to the proof of The-
orem 3.2.

4. Verifications of obtained 4-strand HOMFLY-PT polynomials

In the previous section, we have obtained the HOMFLY-PT polynomials for hypo-
thetical 4-strand knots with the unit Jones polynomial (3.6) and (3.7). A question
we raise and give some answers to in this section is how one can get sure that the
obtained polynomials are indeed the HOMFLY-PT polynomials of some knots. We
analyse the character expansion and perturbative structure of the obtained hypothetical
HOMEFLY polynomials in Sections 4.1 and 4.2. In Section 4.3, we check the unitarity
property of the t-matrix representation of the hypothetical 4-strand knots at certain
values of the parameter g. This check prohibits many 2-links that could parameterise
the obtained polynomials (3.6), (3.7) from the previous section. In Section 4.4, we
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investigate related knots K = W KA = W for new conditions on the
hypothetical knot K with the unit Jones polynomial. In Section 4.5, we propose a
convenient method for computerised search of a 4-strand knot with the trivial Jones
polynomial and the non-trivial HOMFLY polynomial.

4.1. Character expansion

If the found polynomials H % really correspond to some knots K, then the 4-strand
character expansion (2.20) for these HOMFLY polynomials must hold:

H”(q. A) = A7V (a1 Sfy + ap.Sfs.q + ap.21Sp )
+ a[2,1,1]5[2,1,1] + a[1,1,1,1]5[*1,1,1,1])- 4.1)

We compare the differential expansion of H*m (3.6) with its character expansion
(4.1). Polynomials H HKm given by (3.6) and the first formula in (3.7) have four 42
powers, what gives a system of 4 equations on 5 ay -coefficients of character expan-
sion (4.1). Note that from the 4-strand character expansion (2.20), we know that a4 =
qW and afy,1,1,1] = —q_W, and comparison with the differential expansion (3.6) with
cyclotomic functions F Km (3.7) fixes the writhe number W = 2m + 5. As we have

4 constraints on 5 coefficients, we set a[, »](¢) to be a free parameter. As a result, we

get
ag) = q2m+5,
ap, =—q "7,
2,1,1] = — s

@t (1l —q +q>)(1 4+ g9 +4q?)
(1-g+q¢>A+q+q%

apa =
4.2)
A simple observation is the fact that our hypothetical 4-strand knots of the trivial Jones
polynomial have odd writhe number, and the minimal writhe number is Wy, = 5.
We express ap»,1,1] and a[3,1] through a» ») because a|5 7] is the trace of 2 x 2 mat-
rix. It is easier to analyse that ap ;1) and a3, 1] correspond to some 3 X 3 matrices.
Moreover, the coefficient ap ») for a knot K = E on 4 strands is equal to the coeffi-
cient a 1] for a knot X’ = B =B |o3—>0, on 3 strands. That is, in a 4-strand braid
we can substitute all o3 generators to o, generators what brings us to 3-strand braid §';
for an example, see Figure 3. This follows from the fact that 3%52’2] = ER[32’2] = ER[IZ’I]
and 9‘%[22’2] = E)‘%gz’l]; see (2.9) and (2.13). In other words, considering coefficient
apz,2), we effectively deal with 3-strand braids. The closure of these 3-strand braids
actually gives a 2-component link due to the fact that the writhe number must be odd.
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SO~ XK
E— e s -

Figure 3. An example of four-strand braid § is on the left-hand side. The three-strand braid

B’ on the right-hand side is obtained from the braid B by replacement of intersections between
the third and the fourth strands with the same number of intersections between the first and the
second strands. After closure, this braid 8’ gives two-component torus link T'[2, 6].

Thus, the coefficients a[ ) are parameterised by 2-component links on 3-strands
with the writhe number W = 2m 4+ 5, m = 0, 1,2, .... The simplest example is
provided by the torus link 7°[2, 6] that can be represented as the closure of 3-strand
braid (6, —1); see Figure 3. This diagram of the torus link 7'[2,6] has W = 5, m = 0.
Then, the coefficients of the character expansion of the HOMFLY-PT polynomial for
the hypothetical 4-strand knot are

(1—¢*)(1+q*(1 + 4%
q7 ’
—apa—q9—-9¢—¢ —q +q" ,
(1-qg+¢>)(1+g+q?
qMapa —q° — g —q® —q* + 1
°*(l—=q+q¢>)(1+q+q?
and the resulting HOMFLY-PT polynomial is

ap) = ap,y =t (RPH@REN ) =

aga) = 415, a1 =

)

_ =5 _
ana11]=—49 -, Aapa,1] = —

HJC

A8 6(A6 2 A4+A2q2+A2q4—A4q4+A6q4—q6—2A4q6

+A2 8 A4q8++A6q8+A2q10+A6 10 A4 12)

Properties of coefficients of character expansion. Let us find out the properties of
ay -coefficients of the character expansion (4.1). We make use of these properties in
Section 4.4.

Let R be the R -matrix representation in fundamental representation of our hypo-
thetical four-strand braid 8 with odd writhe number, and RY Y = [1,1,1,1],]2,1,1],
[3,1], [2, 2], [4] are diagonal blocks of R in the basis of irreducible representations Y .
The trace of any matrix is invariant under transposition. In particular, tr((RY)7) =
tr(RY). One can also check that t-matrices 8%1Y (2.9), (2.10), (2.11), and (2.12) obey
the relation Y (¢™!) = (RY (¢))~!. These two facts imply that

w(R(g™) = w(R™1(q)). 4.3)
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For any 2 x 2 matrix M, tr(M) = det(M) - tr(M ). (In particular, this property holds
for §Rl[2’2] JForanyi =1,2,3, det(%?’z]) = —1, and the writhe number of the braid
B is 0dd so that for ap, 21 = tr(R[2:2]) the following equality holds:

a2 ¢ "= —ap 21(q). 4.4

Due to the connection between E}fl[z’l’l] and ER?’I] (2.12), we get the relation between
ars,1;) and ap 1,17

apa1(q™") = —ap,1.11(9).
which can also be seen from explicit expressions for these coefficients (4.2). In total,

we get the following general relation below. This fact is obvious and commonly
known.

Proposition 4.1. For the coefficients of character expansion of the 4-strand HOMFLY
polynomial (4.1), the following relation holds:

ay(qg™") = —ayr(q). (4.5)

Note that relation (4.5) serves as a verification that (4.1) with odd writhe number
W has the symmetry
H*(q.4) = H*(¢7", 4).

It can be also shown that the similar property holds for the eigenvalues /\iY of RY.

Proposition 4.2. Given R-matrix representation of a 4-strand braid, its eigenvalues
satisfy the following relation:

vi 3j:A (@) =-A"" (¢, 4.6)

where a Young diagram Y enumerates blocks of this R-matrix representation corres-
ponding to irreducible representations.

A Let us prove it for Y = [2, 1, 1]. For this purpose, we construct the system of
. 2,1,1] 5[2,1,1
equations on (A}7 ", A5

obtained as follows. First, for ft-matrix representation R for a knot X,

], Agz’l’l]), which determines them. This system can be

tr(R[Z,l,l]) =apia) = 1[12,1,1] +)L[22’1’1] +kg2’1’1].
Second, as we have derived (4.3),

(R (@)™ = w(R=H(g ™)
=ap11y(g™")
— (A[IZ,I,I])—1 + (ng’l’l])_l + (/\52’1’1])_1.
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Third, for the determinant, we get
det(ﬁ[z,l,l]) — (det(mEZ,l,l]))W — q—W — A-[lz,l’l] ./\[22,1,1] . A[32,l,l]

due to the fact that det(f}%?’l’l]) = det(ER[Zz’l’l]) = det(f}tgz’l’l]) =q L
Thus, the system of equations on Al[z’l’l] (q) is

A[lz,l,l](q) +)L£2’1’1](q) _i_/\gZ,l,l](q) — 0[2,1,1](6]),
g 25 ) a7 =77 “.7)

A2y + A2 gy + AP @) = apag@ )
and on )L?’”(q_l) is

1[13,1](q—1) + A[23,1](q—1) + A?’l](q_l) — a[3,1](61_1) — _a[2,1,1](Q)a
ARG A8 @ AP g = 77,

AP+ )T AP @) T =ap @) = —ap.1 @),

4.8)

Comparing (4.7) and (4.8), we conclude that sets of solutions of these systems coin-

cide and arrive at the particular case of (4.6). Note that system (4.7) is equivalent to

the characteristic equation

A =A% apin@ + A Vap i@ —qg7" =0,
and thus, system (4.7) has only one solution. For the eigenvalues kl[z,z]’ the state-
ment (4.6) is obvious due to (4.4) and the system

28 ) + 257 q) = apay(9)

4.9
AP gy - A7) = -1

Its solution is also unique due to its equivalence to the quadratic characteristic equa-
tion. ]

4.2. Perturbative expansion

As it has been already stated in Section 2.6, the constraint that a polynomial H K(q. A)
in A2, ¢? has correct perturbative expansion is equivalent to the constraint that this
polynomial H K (¢, A) can be represented in the form of differential expansion (2.21)
with polynomial cyclotomic functions and that it satisfies the relation H* (¢, A) =
H%(¢™', A). This is actually the case of our polynomials H*m (3.6) and (3.7).
However, let us show that they indeed can be perturbatively expanded and analyse
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the perturbative structure of these hypothetical HOMFLY-PT polynomials obtained in
Section 3.3. First, note that due to the fact that

HPm — 1~ (4% = ¢*)(4% = g*) (4% = ) (A7 =g 7).
the perturbative expansion of H % is of the form
H%m =14 0h*).

That is, Vassiliev invariants of orders 2 and 3 vanish. Second, it is convenient to ana-
lyse primitive Vassiliev invariants in the recently discovered basis of the HOMFLY-PT
group factors €[xj known up to the 13th order [32,33]:
X 2. K R 3. K R
4,0 K 2R X R
+h ((U[z],2)4N 8[2] + (U[4],0)4€[4])
500 K R X 3wR X R
+ h ((v[2],1)5N€[2] + (U[2]53)5N '6[2] + (U[4]’1)5N'€[4])

1
+ hG((vé{],z)(gNz‘C[’;] + 0 DeNYES + (0] s (Cf) + 6(zf[’;])z)

+ (v )6 NS + (v{g],o)x[lg]) + 0.
(4.10)
We have found the primitive Vassiliev invariants for knots K, up to 13th order by
the comparison of the perturbative expansion (4.10) for representation R = [ with
the series expansion of logarithm of (4.1) with coefficients (4.2). We list here only the
Vassiliev invariants of up to 6th order:

(Uszc],o)z =0,
(UE72<],1)3 =0,

5
(vf52)a = — 55 (m 4 D +2)(m + 3)(m + 4),
(Wii.0)a = 4(m + D)(m +2)(m + 3)(m + 4),
1
i 3)s = 8(6(1){7(2],1)5 4 2m> 4 25m* + 120m> 4 275m* + 298m + 120),

4
(vja,1)s = =5 (1503 )s + 4m® + 50m* +240m* + 550m + 596m + 240),

1
W0)s = (- 144 (v 5)6 + 144015 )6 + 18m°

+270m> + 1655m* + 5300m> + 9307m> + 8410m + 3000),
1
(vi2)e = AG 7205 6 — 6m® — 90m® — 533m* — 1580m’

— 2449m* — 1870m — 552),
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(Ufjg],g)s = 10(m + 1)(m + 2)(m + 3)(m + 4)(2m? + 10m + 5).

The Vassiliev invariants of order n are polynomials in m of order n. Note that some of
the Vassiliev invariants are not fixed because information on other coloured HOMFLY
polynomials is needed.

4.3. Analysis of eigenvalues

If the polynomials (4.1) with the coefficients of the character expansion given by (4.2)
are the HOMFLY-PT polynomials of some knots K,,, then these character expansion
coefficients must come from N -matrix representation of the corresponding braids .
Three-strand (2.13), (2.9) and four-strand (2.10), (2.11), (2.12) $R-matrices possess
unitarity at the special values of g.

Theorem 4.1 ([28, 58]). 3-strand R-matrices in fundamental representation (2.13),
(2. 9) are unitary at the points ¢ = exp Mfor k >6, ork <—6, or 1+3 <k<

I3 +3 —2—Vz € Z/{0}. 4-strand R-matrices in fundamental representation (2.10), (2 11),
and (2. 12) are unitary at the points q = exp =+ 2’” fork =8, ork <=8, or
k < =24 YV z € Z/{0}.

<
1+4z —

A Give a proof for three-strand 5}{1[2’1]. Obviously, the diagonal matrix ER[IZ’I] is
unitary at all values g = exp % for real k. The J-matrix ERgz’l] is obtained from
8‘%52’1] via the change of basis [37]:

1 _ (9 O, r. (¢ s)y. ~_ 1 _ VBl
s —U<O _é)U, U—<_S ¢ C=ap =gt

Then, .‘Rgz’l] is unitary if the matrix U is unitary:

lgI>(1+[1+¢%+¢—2)) 2i|q|Pm(y/1+4%+q72)
vut = (1+4%)(1+(q*)?) (1+42)(1+(*)?)
_2ilgPIm(/1+¢2+972)  |g[P(1+|1+¢>+q 7))
(1+4%)(1+(@*)?) (1+4»)(1+(@*)?)

where we denote complex conjugation by . Unitarity of U means that U U T must be
the unit matrix. At
_ 2
g =P
it is easy to see that the diagonal elements of UU are units. The non-diagonal ele-
ments equal zero if

1+¢*>+q%=0.
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At the point ¢ = exp zkﬂ we get the following condition and the allowed real values

of k:
4 1
cos%i—zékzﬁ or k <-6,

6 6
<k<—— VzeZ/{0}.
1+ 3z —-1+4+3z

or

For 4-strand J{-matrices, the condition of unitarity is stronger:
4r
005720:>k28, or k <-8,

8 8
<k<——— Vzez/{0} 4.11
[4az ~F=Tiga; V2SO (10

or

Corollary 4.1. Since the R-matrices (2.9)—(2.11) are unitary at the particular values
q = exp%for k>8 ork <—8 or H% <k < ++42VZ € 7./{0}, the Jones
representation for any braid is also unitary at these points. Hence, its eigenvalues lie

on the unit circle, |A;| = 1.

Although we cannot find out the particular form of the matrix representation of
the hypothetical braids from the obtained polynomials (3.6) and (3.7), we can find the

corresponding eigenvalues. We have already written down the system of equations

[2,1,1],
k11,

on the eigenvalues see (4.7). For representation [3, 1], the system takes the

similar form:
A1(g) + A2(q) + A3(q) = apz,11(9),
A(q) - Aa(q) - As(q) = (=), (4.12)
AT ) + 2319 + A3 (@) = apnlg™h).

1

The substitution ¢ — ¢~ in (4.12) gives

M@ + (g™ + As(@™Y) = apa@h).
(g™ Aa(g™Y) Az = (=)W,
AT H + A5 @) + A5 = ap(9).

Let Ai(q™") — A7 '(¢™") = Zi(q). Then,

X1(9) + X2(q) + A3(@) = ap, (@),
A(q) - Aa(q) - As(q) = (=), (4.13)
ATH) + 431 (@) + 451 (@) = ap@).
Comparing (4.13) with (4.12), we conclude that the sets of solutions of these systems
coincide:

i)} =A@ H) (4.14)
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C1 C2

b] b2

Figure 4. Considered 3-strand braids which parameterise character expansion coefficients ay,
-7 <c¢1,by1,¢2,b> <7 and the writhe number W =2m +5,m =0, ...,5.

This can also be proved by consideration of the equivalent characteristic equation on
the eigenvalues:

=2 apn@ + A Vap@ ) —q7" =0
Again, after the substitution ¢ — ¢~1, A~1(¢™!) = A(g), one obtains
B2 apn@+x-gVapn@H-¢" =0

and arrives at (4.14). Equality (4.14) means that either {A;(q)} lie on a unit circle,
or without loss of generality, A, lies on a unit circle and A, A3 lie on a line which
intersects the origin.

If the second case takes place at least for one particular value k from the admiss-
ible region (4.11), then the functions a; 1,1} and a3 ;) are guaranteed not to be
constructed from the braid. On the other hand, if all eigenvalues lie on the unit circle,
it is a serious argument that the braid does exist.

We have considered 3-strand knots of the type (c1,b1;¢2,b2), =7 <c1,b1,¢2,b2 <
7, with the writhe number W =2m + 5,m = 0,. .., 5; see Figure 4. Recall that these
3-strand braids give values of the coefficient a, ). We have found absolute values
of eigenvalues 11[3’1](61), q = exp % for the real values of k£ from 0.1 to 150 in
increments of 0.1 numerically with the help of Wolfram Mathematica. It turns out
that the condition

AP =1
at the regions k > 8, or k < —8, or H% <k< _li“ Vz € Z/{0} is fulfilled only
for the following braids: (-5, 2; 6, 2), (—-2,—-1;1,7), (-2,-1;3,5), (-2,2;3,2),
(—1,1;2,3), and (=2, 2; 1, 4). Note that the writhe number W of these braids is 5 for
higher values of W, there are no such braids from the considered set. The closure of

each of these braids is a 2-link on 3-strands. Thus, hypothetically, each of them can
correspond to a knot on 4 strands, for which the HOMFLY-PT polynomial coincides
with (3.6) at m = 0.
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4.4. Checks for related knots

If knots K, = Em for the obtained HOMFLY-PT polynomials (3.6) and (3.7) do
exist, then knots corresponding to 82+ and B, A2" with the fundamental half-twist
braid A = 010,03010,01 must exist too. In this section, we use the same methods to
analyse the HOMFLY-PT invariants for these related knots.

4.4.1. Analysis of the HOMFLY-PT polynomials for K = Bm A2™. Multiplic-
ation of a four-strand braid by the fundamental half-twist braid A raised to an even
power changes coefficients of the character expansion of the HOMFLY-PT polyno-
mial in a clear and simple way. Note that $t-matrix representation of A" in the basis
of irreducible representation is

(Ag[;az])Zn =1, (Ag,l])Zn — q4n 1, (A‘E;,l,l])Zn — q—4n 1. (4.15)

Thus, if the Ji-matrix representation of a braid § is denoted by R, then the irreducible
blocks of R = R - A" are

R22A = g2 R = gan . @B Q211 = g—an Q201 (4 16)

The character expansion of the HOMFLY-PT polynomial for a knot K= BA2" (2.20)
gets the form

HJC — A—12n .A—W(qIZn qWS[Z] +q4n 'a[S,I]SE’,’l] +a[2’2]S[252]
+ q—4n : a[Z,I,I]S[*z,l’l] - q—12n : q_WS[il,l,l])’ (417)
where we assume that the writhe number W of a braid $ is odd, and
ap = tr(R122), ars,1 = tr(R>1), ap,1,1] = tr(RZ 11,

Eigenvalues. The first idea is to check whether the eigenvalues of J-matrix rep-
resentation of our hypothetical knots K = Bm A" lie on a unit circle at the point
q = exp % k > 8 and k = 1, 2. However, this check is trivial. After multiplica-
tion by A", eigenvalues of :R-matrix of 8,,, change only by a phase factor according
to (4.16). Thus, if eigenvalues of Ji-matrix of B, lie on a unit circle at the special

roots of unity, then the eigenvalues of R-matrix of 8,, A2” also lie on a unit circle.

Differential expansion. The second idea is to check whether the HOMFLY-PT poly-
nomial (4.17) with coefficients ay defined by (4.2) possesses the structure of differ-
ential expansion (2.21). Indeed, by straightforward calculation, one can be sure that

Hﬁm(QvAZQ)—l =0 and Hﬁ’"(q_l’Azq)_l —0.
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Perturbative expansion. Having proved the validity of the differential expansion for
H%m to show that these HOMFLY-PT polynomials can be perturbatively expanded,
one should check that H % (q, A) = H%m (¢q=1, A) (see Section 2.6). After inversion
of ¢, the HOMFLY-PT polynomial (4.17) transforms as follows:

HP (g A) = —a7" 720 (g7 TSy apan@Da T SE,
+ ap2,2] (q_l)S[*z,z] - q12n+WS[j]

+ap,1,11(¢ Hg*" Sts.17)-

Taking into account condition (4.5), we get that the equality
H¥m(g™" 4) = H " (q. 4)
is fulfilled. Thus, it does not give additional constraints on coefficients (4.2).

4.4.2. Analysis of the HOMFLY-PT polynomials for J2k+1 = g2k+1_ Given the
HOMFLY-PT polynomial for a knot KX = B in the form of the character expan-

sion (4.1), one can construct the HOMFLY-PT polynomial for a knot JK2¢*! =
pRk+L,

2k+1 — -
HIH! — gmCReDW (@ DW g | (gl DW g

+(()t[l3,1])2k+1+(A£3,1])2k+1+(A[33,1])2k+1)S[=§,1]
+ ((A[12,2])2k+1 + (1[22,2])2](-}-1)5,[2’2]
+ ((1[12,1,1])2k+1 + (A£2,1,11)2k+1 + ()‘[32’1’1])2](“)5[2,1,1]}7 (4.18)

where we assume that the writhe number W of a knot X is odd and AiY are eigenval-
ues of Ji-matrix representation of a braid 8. These eigenvalues can be derived from
systems (4.7) and (4.9) and within the condition 11[3’1](61) = —A}Z’l’l](q_l).

Eigenvalues. If eigenvalues of Ji-matrix representation &R of a braid 8 lie on a unit
circle, then it is obvious that eigenvalues of R2k+1 3150 lie on a unit circle. Thus, this
check is trivial.

Differential expansion. One can show by a straightforward calculation that, for our
coefficients ay (4.2),

2k+1
m

HX T o (A2 = d)a2 =g - cxn (4.19)

Perturbative expansion. Having (4.19), it is enough to show that H K T (g, A) =
JE (g~*, A) to prove that the HOMFLY-PT polynomial H % 2 (g, A) has right
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perturbative expansion. Changing ¢ — ¢~ ! transforms the HOMFLY-PT polynomial
(4.18) to

2k+1 _
H* (g7, 4)

— _g—Ck+1)@m+5) {q—(2k+1)(2m+5) S[*1 )@k+D@m+5) S[ﬁ]

1 T (=g
+ () A5 )P+ 5T YSE Ly

+ (@A @ P+ A @)y

+ (AP QBN )+ AR SE ).

Baring in mind relation (4.6), we see that the HOMFLY-PT polynomial H AT
invariant under inversion of ¢, and we get no additional constraints.

4.5. Positive braids

So, as we have seen, the obtained formulas for the hypothetical HOMFLY-PT poly-
nomials (3.6) and (3.7) confidently withstand all checks. This inspires great optimism
and raises the question of how to find such a braid and knot, respectively. We conclude
this section with a discussion of this issue.

We want to find any 4-strand braid that, in the representation [3, 1], satisfies con-
ditions (4.2). For simplicity, we consider here only W = 5. In order to efficiently
enumerate only braids with fixed writhe number, we do the following.

Recall that any braid 8 can be represented in the form (formula)

B=pB+AP,

where B4 is some positive braid, A is the fundamental half-twist braid (which gener-
ates the centre of 8B,), and p € Z.

Let us consider all positive braids 84+ € B4 with the writhe number W =5 + 6p.
Since A = 0102030102071, then its writhe number is 6. Therefore, enumerating all
positive braids with W = 5 + 6p, we enumerate all braids 8 with W = 5. Further,
we note that it is enough to consider only even p, which gives us two properties. First,
the addition of A? does not change the number of components of the initial knot or
link because A? is a pure braid. Second, character expansions (4.1) of HOMFLY-PT
polynomial for the knot B and for B are related in a simple way due to (4.15):

a[;’z] =dapy), aﬁ;,l] = q*’ap ), 0[2,1,1] =q *Pap,11, (4.20)

where a;f are coefficients of the character expansion for the HOMFLY-PT polynomial

for the braid f+ = BAP, and coefficients ay are given by (4.2).
Thus, the proposed search method is as follows. First, we fix the number of full
twists given by A to be equal to n, i.e., p = 2k. This corresponds to positive braids
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with the number of intersections equal to 5 4+ 12k. There is a finite number of such
braids, equal to 3512k Second, we select from them only those that correspond to
knots. This can be done by looking at the permutation that the braid naturally induces.
Third, for the resulting braids, we calculate the coefficients of the character expansion
a}L and check relation (4.2), taking into account formulas (4.20). Any braid construc-
ted in this way is suitable for us. The reverse is also true. And if such a braid exists,
then we will find it in a finite number of steps. Note that the simplest case k = 1 is
already interesting because the resulting braid 8 = B+ A2 can contain 29 = 17 + 12
crossings that exceed the value in [57].

Acknowledgements. The authors are grateful for enlightening discussions with V.
Mishnyakov, A. Morozov, And. Morozov, and N. Tselousov.

Funding. This work was funded by the Russian Science Foundation (Grant no. 20-
71-10073).

References

[1] M. Alvarez and J. M. F. Labastida, Numerical knot invariants of finite type from Chern—
Simons perturbation theory. Nuclear Phys. B 433 (1995), no. 3, 555-596
Zbl 1020.57500 MR 1319281

[2] M. Alvarez and J. M. F. Labastida, Primitive Vassiliev invariants and factorization in
Chern—Simons perturbation theory. Comm. Math. Phys. 189 (1997), no. 3, 641-654
Zbl 0934.57010 MR 1482932

[3] M. Atiyah, On framings of 3-manifolds. Topology 29 (1990), no. 1, 1-7 Zbl 0716.57011
MR 1046621

[4] D. Bar-Natan, On Khovanov’s categorification of the Jones polynomial. Algebr. Geom.
Topol. 2 (2002), 337-370 Zbl 0998.57016 MR 1917056

[5] D. Bar-Natan, The knot atlas. 2004, main page, http://katlas.org/wiki, visited on 8 July
2025

[6] S. Bigelow, Does the Jones polynomial detect the unknot? J. Knot Theory Ramifications
11 (2002), no. 4, 493-505 Zbl 1003.57017 MR 1915491

[7] J. S. Birman, On the Jones polynomial of closed 3-braids. Invent. Math. 81 (1985), no. 2,
287-294 Zbl 0588.57005 MR 0799267

[8] L. Bishler and A. Morozov, Perspectives of differential expansion. Phys. Lett. B 808
(2020), article no. 135639 Zbl 1476.57005 MR 4128658

[9] S. Chmutov, S. Duzhin, and J. Mostovoy, Introduction to Vassiliev knot invariants. Cam-
bridge University Press, Cambridge, 2012 Zbl 1245.57003 MR 2962302

[10] J. H. Conway, An enumeration of knots and links, and some of their algebraic properties.

In Computational Problems in Abstract Algebra (Proc. Conf., Oxford, 1967), pp. 329-358,
Pergamon, Oxford, 1970 Zbl 0202.54703 MR 0258014


https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(94)00430-M
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(94)00430-M
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1020.57500
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1319281
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002200050222
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002200050222
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0934.57010
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1482932
https://doi.org/10.1016/0040-9383(90)90021-B
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0716.57011
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1046621
https://doi.org/10.2140/agt.2002.2.337
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0998.57016
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1917056
http://katlas.org/wiki
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218216502001779
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1003.57017
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1915491
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01389053
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0588.57005
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0799267
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135639
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1476.57005
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4128658
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139107846
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1245.57003
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2962302
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-08-012975-4.50034-5
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0202.54703
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0258014

(11]

(12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

(17]

(18]

[19]

(20]

[21]

[22]

(23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

(27]

(28]

D. Korzun, E. Lanina, and A. Sleptsov 744

A. Datta, A strong characterization of the entries of the Burau matrices of 4-braids: The
Burau representation of the braid group By is faithful almost everywhere. 2022,
arXiv:2209.10826v1

S. Eliahou, L. H. Kauffman, and M. B. Thistlethwaite, Infinite families of links with trivial
Jones polynomial. Topology 42 (2003), no. 1, 155-169 Zbl 1013.57005 MR 1928648

J. Franks and R. F. Williams, Braids and the Jones polynomial. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.
303 (1987), no. 1, 97-108 Zbl 0647.57002 MR 0896009

P. Freyd, D. Yetter, J. Hoste, W. B. R. Lickorish, K. Millett, and A. Ocneanu, A new
polynomial invariant of knots and links. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.) 12 (1985), no. 2,
239-246 Zbl 0572.57002 MR 0776477

S. Ganzell, J. Huffman, L. Mavrakis, K. Tademy, and G. Walker, Unoriented links and the
Jones polynomial. Involve 12 (2019), no. 8, 1357-1367 Zbl 1432.57012 MR 4041269
T. Ito, A kernel of a braid group representation yields a knot with trivial knot polynomials.
Math. Z. 280 (2015), no. 1-2, 347-353 Zbl 1323.57009 MR 3343910

H. Itoyama, A. Mironov, A. Morozov, and A. Morozov, HOMFLY and superpolynomials
for figure eight knot in all symmetric and antisymmetric representations. J. High Energy
Phys. (2012), no. 7, article no. 131 Zbl 1397.57012 MR 2967690

G. T. Jin, B. K. Kim, and K. H. Ko, Adequate links and the Jones polynomial of unlinks.
In Knots 90 (Osaka, 1990), pp. 185-193, de Gruyter, Berlin, 1992 Zbl 0767.57005

MR 1177423

V. F. R. Jones, A polynomial invariant for knots via von Neumann algebras. Bull. Amer.
Math. Soc. (N.S.) 12 (1985), no. 1, 103-111 Zbl 0564.57006 MR 0766964

V. F. R. Jones, Hecke algebra representations of braid groups and link polynomials. Ann.
of Math. (2) 126 (1987), no. 2, 335-388 Zbl 0631.57005 MR 0908150

V. F. R. Jones, The jones polynomial. Discr. Math. 294 (2005), 275-277

V.FE. R. Jones and D. P. O. Rolfsen, A theorem regarding 4-braids and the V' = 1 problem.
In Proceedings of the Conference on Quantum Topology (Manhattan, KS, 1993), pp. 127—
135, World Scientific, River Edge, NJ, 1994 Zbl 0900.20066 MR 1309931

M. Kameyama, S. Nawata, R. Tao, and H. D. Zhang, Cyclotomic expansions of HOMFLY -
PT colored by rectangular Young diagrams. Lett. Math. Phys. 110 (2020), no. 10, 2573—
2583 Zbl 1457.57014 MR 4146944

T. Kanenobu, Examples on polynomial invariants of knots and links. Math. Ann. 275
(1986), no. 4, 555-572 Zbl 0584.57005 MR 0859330

Y. Kasahara, Remarks on the faithfulness of the Jones representations. In Groups of dif-
feomorphisms, pp. 369-381, Adv. Stud. Pure Math. 52, Mathematical Society of Japan,
Tokyo, 2008 Zbl 1179.57029 MR 2509716

M. Khovanov, A categorification of the Jones polynomial. Duke Math. J. 101 (2000), no. 3,
359-426 Zbl 0960.57005 MR 1740682

A. Klimyk and K. Schmiidgen, Quantum groups and their representations. Texts Monogr.
Phys., Springer, Berlin, 1997 Zbl 0891.17010 MR 1492989

N. Kolganov, S. Mironov, and A. Morozov, Large k topological quantum computer. Nuc-
lear Phys. B 987 (2023), article no. 116072 Zbl 1520.81038 MR 4536748


https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.10826v1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0040-9383(02)00012-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0040-9383(02)00012-5
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1013.57005
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1928648
https://doi.org/10.2307/2000780
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0647.57002
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0896009
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0273-0979-1985-15361-3
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0273-0979-1985-15361-3
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0572.57002
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0776477
https://doi.org/10.2140/involve.2019.12.1357
https://doi.org/10.2140/involve.2019.12.1357
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1432.57012
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4041269
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00209-015-1426-7
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1323.57009
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3343910
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2012)131
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2012)131
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1397.57012
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2967690
https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110875911.185
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0767.57005
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1177423
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0273-0979-1985-15304-2
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0564.57006
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0766964
https://doi.org/10.2307/1971403
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0631.57005
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0908150
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0900.20066
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1309931
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11005-020-01318-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11005-020-01318-5
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1457.57014
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4146944
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01459137
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0584.57005
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0859330
https://doi.org/10.2969/aspm/05210369
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1179.57029
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2509716
https://doi.org/10.1215/S0012-7094-00-10131-7
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0960.57005
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1740682
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-60896-4
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0891.17010
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1492989
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2023.116072
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1520.81038
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4536748

[29]

(30]

(31]

(32]

(33]

(34]

[35]

(36]

[37]

(38]

(39]

[40]

[41]

(42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

[47]

Closed 4-braids and the Jones unknot conjecture 745

Y. Kononov and A. Morozov, On rectangular HOMFLY for twist knots. Modern Phys.
Lett. A 31 (2016), no. 38, article no. 1650223 Zbl 1353.81093 MR 3575995

M. Kontsevich, Vassiliev’s knot invariants. In I. M. Gel fand Seminar, pp. 137-150, Adv.
Soviet Math. 16, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1993 Zbl 0839.57006
MR 1237836

P. B. Kronheimer and T. S. Mrowka, Khovanov homology is an unknot-detector. Publ.
Math. Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. (2011), no. 113, 97-208 Zbl 1241.57017 MR 2805599
E. Lanina, A. Sleptsov, and N. Tselousov, Chern—Simons perturbative series revisited.
Phys. Lett. B 823 (2021), article no. 136727 Zbl 1483.81108 MR 4330191

E. Lanina, A. Sleptsov, and N. Tselousov, Implications for colored HOMFLY polynomials
from explicit formulas for group-theoretical structure. Nuclear Phys. B 974 (2022), article
no. 115644 7Zbl 1483.81109 MR 4356676

W. B. R. Lickorish, Linear skein theory and link polynomials. Topology Appl. 27 (1987),
no. 3, 265-274 Zbl 0638.57005 MR 0918536

W. B. R. Lickorish and A. S. Lipson, Polynomials of 2-cable-like links. Proc. Amer. Math.
Soc. 100 (1987), no. 2, 355-361 Zbl 0617.57004 MR 0884479

V. Manturov, Knot theory. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 2018 Zbl 1392.57001

MR 3793608

A. Mironov, A. Morozov, and A. Morozov, Character expansion for HOMFLY polyno-
mials. II. Fundamental representation. Up to five strands in braid. J. High Energy Phys.
(2012), no. 3, article no. 034 Zbl 1309.81114 MR 2980203

A. Morozov, Factorization of different expansion for antiparallel double-braid knots.
J. High Energy Phys. (2016), no. 9, article no. 135 Zbl 1388.57013 MR 3562164

A. Morozov, Factorization of differential expansion for non-rectangular representations.
Modern Phys. Lett. A 33 (2018), no. 12, article no. 1850062 Zbl 1386.81097

MR 3789316

A. Morozov, Extension of KNTZ trick to non-rectangular representations. Phys. Lett. B
793 (2019), 464-468 Zbl 1420.57027 MR 3952198

A. Morozov and N. Tselousov, Differential expansion for antiparallel triple pretzels: The
way the factorization is deformed. Eur. Phys. J. C 82 (2022), no. 10, article no. 912

A. Y. Morozov, KNTZ trick from arborescent calculus and the structure of differential
expansion. Theor. Math. Phys. 204 (2020), no. 2, 993-1019 Zbl 1456.57009

H. R. Morton, Seifert circles and knot polynomials. Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc.
99 (1986), no. 1, 107-109 Zbl 0588.57008 MR 0809504

H. R. Morton, Polynomials from braids. In Braids (Santa Cruz, CA, 1986), pp. 575-585,
Contemp. Math. 78, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1988

Zbl 0666.57009 MR 0975095

H. R. Morton and P. R. Cromwell, Distinguishing mutants by knot polynomials. J. Knot
Theory Ramifications 5 (1996), no. 2, 225-238 Zbl 0866.57002 MR 1395780

J. H. Przytycki and P. Traczyk, Invariants of links of Conway type. Kobe J. Math. 4 (1988),
no. 2, 115-139 Zbl 0655.57002 MR 0945888

N. Y. Reshetikhin and V. G. Turaev, Ribbon graphs and their invariants derived from
quantum groups. Comm. Math. Phys. 127 (1990), no. 1, 1-26 Zbl 0768.57003

MR 1036112


https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732316502230
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1353.81093
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3575995
https://doi.org/10.1090/advsov/016.2/04
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0839.57006
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1237836
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10240-010-0030-y
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1241.57017
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2805599
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136727
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1483.81108
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4330191
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2021.115644
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2021.115644
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1483.81109
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4356676
https://doi.org/10.1016/0166-8641(87)90091-5
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0638.57005
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0918536
https://doi.org/10.2307/2045971
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0617.57004
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0884479
https://doi.org/10.1201/9780203710920
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1392.57001
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3793608
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2012)034
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2012)034
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1309.81114
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2980203
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2016)135
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1388.57013
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3562164
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732318500621
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1386.81097
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3789316
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.05.016
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1420.57027
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3952198
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10851-7
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10851-7
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1456.57009
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0305004100063982
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0588.57008
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0809504
https://doi.org/10.1090/conm/078/975095
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0666.57009
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0975095
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218216596000163
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0866.57002
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1395780
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0655.57002
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0945888
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02096491
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02096491
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0768.57003
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1036112

D. Korzun, E. Lanina, and A. Sleptsov 746

[48] A.S. Schwarz, New topological invariants arising in the theory of quantized fields. 1987,
presented at Abstr. Int. Topol. Conf., Baku, Part IT

[49] T. Stanford, Braid commutators and Vassiliev invariants. Pacific J. Math. 174 (1996),
no. 1, 269-276 7Zbl 0868.57016 MR 1398378

[50] T. B. Stanford, Vassiliev invariants and knots modulo pure braid subgroups. 1998,
arXiv:math/9805092v1

[51] A. Stoimenow, Positive knots, closed braids and the Jones polynomial. Ann. Sc. Norm.
Super. Pisa Cl. Sci. (5) 2 (2003), no. 2, 237-285 Zbl 1170.57300 MR 2004964

[52] A. Stoimenow, Diagram genus, generators, and applications. Monogr. Res. Notes Math.,
CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 2016 Zbl 1336.57016 MR 3467592

[53] A. Stoimenow, Properties of closed 3-braids and braid representations of links. Springer-
Briefs Math., Springer, Cham, 2017 Zbl 1433.57001 MR 3729301

[54] M. Thistlethwaite, Links with trivial Jones polynomial. J. Knot Theory Ramifications 10
(2001), no. 4, 641-643 Zbl 1001.57022 MR 1831681

[55] S. Tillmann, On the Kinoshita—Terasaka knot and generalised Conway mutation. J. Knot
Theory Ramifications 9 (2000), no. 4, 557-575 Zbl 0997.57012 MR 1758873

[56] V.G. Turaev and O. Y. Viro, State sum invariants of 3-manifolds and quantum 6 -symbols.
Topology 31 (1992), no. 4, 865-902 Zbl 0779.57009 MR 1191386

[57] R. E. Tuzun and A. S. Sikora, Verification of the Jones unknot conjecture up to 24 cross-
ings. J. Knot Theory Ramifications 30 (2021), no. 3, article no. 2150020 Zbl 1466.57006
MR 4259507

[58] H. Wenzl, Unitary braid representations. In Infinite analysis, Part A, B (Kyoto, 1991), pp.
985-1006, Adv. Ser. Math. Phys. 16, World Scientific, River Edge, NJ, 1992
Zbl 0925.57004 MR 1187585

[59] E. Witten, Quantum field theory and the Jones polynomial. Comm. Math. Phys. 121
(1989), no. 3, 351-399 Zbl 0667.57005 MR 0990772

Communicated by Leonid Chekhov

Received 13 June 2024; revised 17 July 2024.

Dmitriy Korzun
Moscow Institute of Physics and Technology, Institutsky Lane 9, 141700 Dolgoprudny,
Russia; korzun.dv @phystech.edu

Elena Lanina
NRC “Kurchatov Institute”, Akademika Kurchatova Square 1, 123182 Moscow, Russia;
lanina.en @phystech.edu

Alexey Sleptsov
NRC “Kurchatov Institute”, Akademika Kurchatova Square 1, 123182 Moscow, Russia;
sleptsov @itep.ru


https://doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1996.174.269
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0868.57016
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1398378
https://arxiv.org/abs/math/9805092v1
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1170.57300
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2004964
https://doi.org/10.1201/9781315368672
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1336.57016
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3467592
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-68149-8
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1433.57001
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3729301
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218216501001050
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1001.57022
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1831681
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218216500000311
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0997.57012
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1758873
https://doi.org/10.1016/0040-9383(92)90015-A
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0779.57009
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1191386
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218216521500206
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218216521500206
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1466.57006
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4259507
https://doi.org/10.1142/s0217751x92004142
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0925.57004
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1187585
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01217730
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0667.57005
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0990772
mailto:korzun.dv@phystech.edu
mailto:lanina.en@phystech.edu
mailto:sleptsov@itep.ru

	1. Introduction
	1.1. Jones problem background
	1.2. Physical background

	2. Methodology
	2.1. The Burau representation
	2.2. Reshetikhin–Turaev approach
	2.3. Connection of Jones and Burau representations for B_4 group
	2.4. Character expansion
	2.5. Differential expansion
	2.6. Perturbative expansion

	3. Analysis of knots of fixed braid width
	3.1. The case of 2 strands
	3.2. The case of 3 strands
	3.3. The case of 4 strands
	3.4. The case of a large number of strands

	4. Verifications of obtained 4-strand HOMFLY-PT polynomials
	4.1. Character expansion
	Properties of coefficients of character expansion

	4.2. Perturbative expansion
	4.3. Analysis of eigenvalues
	4.4. Checks for related knots
	4.4.1 Analysis of the HOMFLY-PT polynomials for \tilde{K}_m=\overline{β_m Δ^{2n}}
	Eigenvalues
	Differential expansion
	Perturbative expansion
	4.4.2 Analysis of the HOMFLY-PT polynomials for K^{2k+1}=\overlineβ^{2k+1}
	Eigenvalues
	Differential expansion
	Perturbative expansion

	4.5. Positive braids

	References

