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1 BA

FOHERR X, ZENOB TR (FOH) OBIRSLHEEZME ST S bRey—0—nHT
HY, BHEOALOTYHER(Y:, ZOMZ L DA R EICICH & 2 HE R FREE T D
3. FEOHHMICBY 2ROBELRMED 1 DIHECEAEEDLH 5. BUHAZ R 1Z, Hit
MIZETE LG X2 CHRALETEDLRVWETH D, BRI EZXAT BB N2 FERE R
5. BRBEVCEHAZRIZ Alexander ZIE e Jones ZIHR, HOMFLY ZHEA 2 ¥ DZIEX A
ZaEP Arf A2 &, Vassiliev AEEREND 5.

FRE O —DIFFERRICIX, braid EFHENZ HDAH S, Braid i, K1 DX S5 ITHERAD
M2s—E DHANHE > THEA B 272 b DTH 5. Braid DD Lk Nz 2 O X 51T 3
BlE21T5 2T, #AH (ARFEOHUTHEHIEAG -0 D) EoNd. ZOHfFr, Zhic

ko TIEoN2iAH% braid DT E WS,
YEa
¥j

1 Braid 2 Braid OBE

Fix, EEOKAHIX braid OFTTEIT 2 Z 2D Alexander DEHE LTHIGNTWS., F
7z, BEEMECHAERIC braid index W5 DA 5. Braid index &%, FEUHSPHEARZ
braid OF@EE L TRHRT 2 BICBRBERRNOMOAREEIET. ZOFRLRIE, HAHOEMS %
Wz=DD 1 ODEEE LTERETHS. LrL, FEDKAEHIIH LT braid index ZHRET
5B G TR, RERS, TR - TEFDEABIC—HT % X 57 braid 23 E[RE D 77
T 272DThH5. E»oiHiis 211 EEKNZ braid 25 1 DE2OFIUIR WA, —HTH
o OFHEFHE LW, 22T, ROFRFELXNEHE RS [1].
1+ emax;emin g B(L)
Cmaxs min EZNENEG X b z48AH L @ HOMFLY ZHEHROZK « Ok, B/INKETH
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5. %7, B(L) ¥ L @ braid index T 5. HOMFLY ZIHAIIH&AH OKK 2 & BHANCE
HE2ZeHMTE, braid index XL ZDOFREXTEGIC T2 HFET 2N TES. &5
12, REB 10 LTORBFEIHIIBWT, ZOAREFERC X 2FHEIZEEOHIN ZRNTRETH
ZepHIshTwd. ZOARFEARX 1987 F12 J. Franks & R. F. Williams 12 k> THRREXH
7z [1]. 7z, Wi &IFMILIC 1986 £ H. R. Morton 12 X o THRI—DFERIE SN TV S [5].

AL TIE, [1] OIS > CZOAREFERDIFHE S X 5. £34H 2 BicRHUCHBEROEAN
BRHEEEML, B 3 HTAEFEXN2 R 2O TEMOIHZITS.

HIEF

KX EHETZEHD, ZLOF AL IXFEL THERWEEEE L. ZOBEMED

T, DEDEHHBL RIFET.

FIHIDICAMIEDIFEHE TH 2 TR A, TERIIRELEERY KA 2B ¥
L7 CICRSEHHF L LIFEd. ZZILod, MROHRELZENTSZEIDZLDHMELEZ WL
PR EE L R DERICORBD E L. T2, BB TLENTREW & E L
PEIRIRSEAE, RO R 2P HAREHZ TV EE L2 2L L DR L LT
7.

2 Link & Braid
COfiTE, MO HEmICHE Y 2 EANBREHEBRNTNL. Kz, KX TIE N, Zs, %
N={1,2,3,...},
Zso={zcZ|z20}

&9 5.

2.1 Khnots, links
FE 2.1. £UE (knot) 1%, R? NBLPICHDATNE ST OEESS. oD, HDHAA
@: ST R, b (2(t), y(t), 2(t))

KL, Imp % knot £55. &ZL, (& ,d—y dz) £ (0,0,0) &3 5. Fh, HRMED knot
DI EKAE (link) V5. %EX WA ENEESI N link 2, AEFMFIFSNKAHAE
(oriented link) ¥\ 5.

Bl 2.2. X 3 3D 5 ZNZH unknot, trefoil knot, figure-eight knot ¥ MIIN 2KESHTH
5. —IC trefoil knot 2 Uf figure-eight knot &, ZHEN 31,41 EREINE. T2, KFD
KEHNZMEERL TV



-
(O

3 E» 5 unknot, trefoil knot, figure-eight knot.

& 23. keNe35. L L % kHOEEKTD» B4 5 oriented link £ F 5. T RX—X
t € [0, 1] IZDOWTH & 22T FIHEEAR D%

{fe: R? — Rs}te[o,u
DEFELRD 2 FH%H-$ ¢ %, L,L' ¥ ambient isotopic TH2 5.

(1) fo=idgs.
(2) fu(L)=L"

f:fl\‘b, {ft}té[(],l] DRI A—=K t € [O, ].} ﬂ:ob\fiﬁ%i))tb\io)&i, Bi%
F:R3x[0,1] = R3 (z,t) — fi(x)

PMAFREE WO BERTH 5.
L & L' 7 ambient isotopic THhdE &, L~L tRTZL T 5.

5l 2.4. X 4 D oriented link (X4 THWIZ ambient isotopic TH 5.



SR W)

4 Ambient isotopic ZfENH

EE 2.5. Link L 25 2 FHICHH LXK D gL, XD 3 20#(F% 2121 Reidemeis-
ter move LILII &\ 5.

(0

5 Reidemeister move I



9o)C

6 Reidemeister move I

\
X

7 Reidemeister move III

EE 2.6. 200 link L, L' Z2F—OFHIZHELENRXE2EZX 5. L ORI HREID Reide-
meister move T L’ ¥ ambient isotopic 7 link ORRICEFTE2 2y, L~ L THbZL
BRET I TH 5.

AEZEIET 5. FEL I [7, 81 17) 2SR AL

EF 2.7. Link L ORRICH L, 2 TOXRED L R2 ANEZ-RR%E2 523 link 2 L OfF§E
WW LRI T 5.

# 2.8. 3, BREHDHBIIK 8 DIkICHS.



8 s

8 At 31, HH 3.

E&E 2.9. 2 00MEf[IFoNFECH K, Ky XL, ROV IMEE A NE - RAY: (A
B wvws.

)
[ )

. B

M9 MmEMISNAERE K, Ko OS]




FEMTONROE K 2RO 2 &%l &, K 2&RBHEUHE (prime knot) £\ 5.

(1) K & unknot T7ZL.
(2) K & unknot T\ 2 DDAIZMIT SN HOERTE T 2.

Bl 2.10. 3; HUOHBZELECHTH 25, K10 R 2 2D 3; #EUHOEEMIZZRECHT
VAQIAN

g AL

10 2 20 3; HEH DR

2.2 Braid
EE2.11. neN T3, ic{l,2,....n} &L A;,B; € R3 %,
A; = (i,0,0), B; = (i,0,1)
Y55, %72, n HOMEDAA
@i [0,1] = R3, ¢t (x;(t),y:(t),1 —t), i € {1,2,...,n}
PERED 4,5 € {1,2,...,n} ITHLTRD 2 E£HEHELTVE LT 5.

(1) gDz(O) S {Al,AQ,... ,An}, goz(l) S {Bl,BQ,... ,Bn}
(2)i#j %5 Imp;NImp; =0 TH 3.

%ie{l,2,...,n} ITHL Imyp; % strand ¥ W>5. ¥, || Imy; % n-strand O braid
($AH4R) WS . Braid KAEX%2EZ 5L XX, £ strand O z FBENEADT 2 75HANG-> TH
ZAbNBHDET S,

fBl 2.12. X 11 % braid OEMAKFITH 3. HGDOHEL strand 23FEE o> TWRW braid % BB
braid £\ 9.



2N B, B, B ZN B, B, B; B,

\

[ y

y Al A2 Agaj y Al A2 Ag A4CC

11y ENCEE L FHEICHE L7 braid DX,

AR 2.13. Braid b i L, M eR % M <min{y € R| (z,y,2) € b} £ 5 5. Braid ON%z#
25c%, M3 OEMKFIORCEHE {(1,y,2) ER? |z,2 € R, y=M} IKHELLEKTEZ 3.

EFE 2.14. b,V % n-strand O braid £ §5. T X =% t € [0,1] IZDOWTHE LI RMIFEHEE
(E3D)R
{ft: Rg - Rga (xaya Z) = (gt(‘r)vh’t(y)vz)}té[o,l]

PEAELRD 2 SRz L &, b0 ZAMETHS L5 3.

(1) fo = idga.
(2) f1(b) =0".

7272, {fittepn PNT A= t€[0,1] IZOWTHESLAE WS DIF, E& 2.3 LRMKICER
F:R3x[0,1] = R3, (z,t) — fi(x)

DD AREE WO EIRTH 3.
2 50 braid b,V BFEETHZ L E, b2V ETZL L F5. n KD braid 2EOEE% B,
r¥2y, 2138, LORMMEGRERS. £4 B, %,

B, =8,/ 2
LERT B, WIS, b 2REBITLL TARAMED b 2 EEZ, be B, DI b braid LIEAR.

E&E 2.15. bV € B, ITHL, B ZXRDOK 12 DRI b 2V 2 ETNICBIF2EEL LTE
D5,

10



b/

B 12 FH o b, bbb

B, 3ZOREIZOWTEe 5. ZOR B, & n XD braid B \\>5. HA T HHZ braid
T, 1eRI T35,

EIE 2.16. Braid # B, 13,

<O’1,O'2, ey Op—1 | 0;0;4+10; = 044104041 (1 é ) é n — 2), 0i0j = 0405 (”L —_]| z 2)>

EWVWSHOERRERD.
Proof. i € {1,2,...,n— 1} ITHL, o; X 13 D8k i FEHE ¢ + 1 FHOD strand DA
9 % braid 1Z0EE ¥ 3 HERRE G

¢Z <0’1,0’2,...,O’n_1 ’ 0;0i4+10; = 0441040441 (1 § 1 § n — 2), 0i0; = 04035 (‘Z —j‘ Z 2)) — Bn

9 5.

1 1—1 1 1+ 1442 n

13 i AHY i+ 1 AHD strand DADKZE L 7= braid.
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14 25, B, O T

B

¢(0i0i110;) 2 ¢(0it10i0i41) (1 =i =n—2), ¢(Uz“7j) ¢(Uj°'j) (li—jl=2)

MDD Z e Bbh b, XoT ¢ X well-defined TH 5.

\ \ \ \

\ \ \ \

].4 Ei?‘ 0i0i4+10; = Oi4+10i04+1, Ei)‘ O'iO'j = ojaj.

£E D braid 1238 LT, 15 OMICEL A RERF UEI IO BRVWHLRREBTLEZ 22

VIV D

_>

A N

15 BER3ZEDEIDR—BLEZWVERICL 3.

T2, EBED braid 13 ¢(01),¢(02),...,0(0n_1) DFETEIFZZ2bhs. EoT ¢ T24
TH5.

O DHEFTHZ I ZnmT DRI ZTIEEKS 5. FlicOVWTIX, [3, Theorem 1.12] S8
Iz, O

12



AE 2.17. LR, RIS Z2WRD o 13K 13 Ooffz i ZHY i+ 1 HFHOD strand DA
35 braid 2532 5 5.

2.3 Braid OF&E

EH 2.18. be B, ITHL, 16 OFEIZ strand D EiE R 28T 212175

[ rf B

J/.. .J/ 41;. .ig

16 /&2 braid, £ braid O,

Z DFEIEIZ X o T oriented link 238 51523, TH%E braid D@ WS, 25 LTHELNE
oriented link DA E X, BATZEZHETD braid DAZIC L >THEZ NS, b DEATEZE->TEHES
7= oriented link # b ¥ £

EIE 2.19 (Alexander OEM). EED oriented link L 1L, 2 neN2HD b~ L il
72¥ be B, BEET 5.

AEAHIEEIES 5. FEL <1E, [3, Theorem 2.3] ZZHR Iz,
EFE 2.20. Oriented link L iZXL,
B(L)=min{n eN | 5% be B, FELT b~ L.}
% L O braid index £\5.

5l 2.21. X 17 X b, figure-eight knot @ braid index & 3 LR TH 2 Z b h 5.
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e
@
17 /X braid ®BE % - 7 oriented link TH D, Z D 2 DD oriented link 1% ambient

isotopic TH 3 [8, K 1.27].

E&E 2.22. b,V € B, 1L, RO (1), (2) Z Markov move &\ 5.

(1) $£42 . 0b' © 0.

v b

18 7 bb', Hid b'b.

(2) RELE ZDii 1 b < botl.

14



19 K& bo, D EZTH 3.

FE 2.23. WELL ZDHICBWT, beE B, THBLE bo € B, TH5.

EIE 2.24 (Markov OEH). be B,/ € By £33, bt/ THBZ LY, b b HEEED
Markov move TEFLEZ 2 Z 23X E+TSTH 5.

Proof. % ESM%ERT. bV € B, 7% 1 JE® Markov move TEF LA Z % &3 %. Markov
move THxZ 2L %, ¥ 20 ORI b ZAMIDFITNTWIRWHO L2 1 AEsET5ZL
T, b ~ Vb THELDbrs.

T~ Y A

v b

20 £ b, 4% b'b.

Markov move TZE(L, FREFIZOWEL 3L &, 21 ORRICHHIDEGEIZE S N TE D
DT, b~bor THEZLDBOM 2.

15
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21 73 b, £l bon.

LoT, b eV PEEE®D Markov move TZEHLEZ 25613, b~ THs. LiL, HER
TOREMTH B0, TITEEKTS. FAEHDRERD OEI7ITOWTIE, [3, Theorem 2.8] 2%
Bxnizun, O

3 HOMFLY ZIEL & FDXEICE T 3 AF
3.1 HOMFLY ZI1&s

E#E 3.1. Oriented link L 12N L, ZOHNEKZEZ 5. FHENO LETIE, REEH 22 OFkZ 2

SOREHERBND.
i3 =

22 REDIEHE

FErIEDRE, AR2ADREL LTRERTSEZEDD.

16



EX 3.2. ¥ 23 FAHBOIMINIET—HLTED, H2KE X OEHFEDOABER-TNVWS 3D
® oriented link DFHEKTH 2. X BIETH2bD% LT, X PATHZ2bD% L-, X ODRXE
ERELZDD%E Ly 2T 5.

RN - IEN TN

/ \ / \ / \
/ \ / \ / \
/ \ / \ / \
| | [ \ | |
| | | | | |
\ [} \ ] \ )
\ / \ / \ /
\ / \ / \ /
Se 7 Se 7 \\\__///
L* L~ Ly

23 RRONINEZEAE X Dirks.

R? N O oriented link L 12X L, KD 2 &fF%i72 3 Laurent ZIERX P(L) € Z[z*!, y*] %
HOMFLY ZIEH WS, 72721, O & unknot K7 .

(1) aP(LT) + 2 'P(L™) + yP(Lo) = 0.
(2) P(O) =1.

(1) o72B%RA%E HOMFLY ZIER D skein BRI V5. HOMFLY ZJERZ oriented
link 12X 3 2 FZ& L %%, HI%H, ambient isotopic 72 oriented link L ~ L' 12Xt L, P(L) =
P(L') TH%. KFHFLATIE, braid b L P(b) ¥ #HZE, b ® HOMFLY ZHERD Z & %45
TIET 5.

%72, HOMFLY ZIEX D skein BRI %

eP(LY) — 27 'P(L™) — yP(Ly) =0

A5 EbH5. & (1) oRicBVWT z & ir, y k& —iy EEMIAEHEITLZIILT, b5
1 2D skein FABRANE LN S.

AR 3.3. Oriented link DR EGZ bzt =, ZDOERZEIIH UIEIZ skein BB EHWS Z
& THLRIZ HOMFLY 2K ZFHAETE 5. FUMRIH LTI, YOREPLFHRELTHHE
CHRIMFONSE. 51, HOMFLY ZIHUX Reidemeister move LILII THAETH 5. Lo
T, HOMFLY ZIH7UX oriented link I T 2 AEEERD e hbD 5.

Oriented link OAZEIZIZ HOMFLY ZHAROMIZ, 472 H DI 1 2 Laurent ZIHK T
% Jones ZIER ¥ Alexander ZIARXH 5. Jones ZIER ¥ Alexander ZHEHA % ZhZ2h

17



Nl=
(SIS

J(L), A(L) € Z[t*¥2] £ £F v v ¥5%. HOMFLY 2HEROZRE v =it~} y=i(t"2 —t

YEBEEWZ BT, Jones ZIHAD skein BAZRR

)

T I(LY) = tJ(L7) = (12 — t72)J(Lo)

BEBNDG. Fiz, v =i, y=i(tz —t2) LBEEMZ 2 LT, Alexander ZIHR D skein B

(3N
A(LY) = A(L7) = (t72 — t2) A(Lo)

MELND. koT, HOMFLY ZHENXIHELRZZHEAALZREL WS I3 THLE, oZEKR
ZROBHREDEFE->TVWBE I eabrs.

5l 3.4. Trefoil knot 3; & figure-eight knot 4; ® HOMFLY ZHENIIZNZNRDERIZK 5.
P(31) = —z* + 2%y* — 222
P4)) =2 —272+4% — 1.

24 @ oriented link 2 ZN#FN H\,Hy £ 5 5. Hy, Hy DT 2 DD unknot 2»5 72 5% link
% Hopf link &\ 5.

(OO

Hy Hy

24 MEFT 57Tz Hopf link Hy, Ho

H,,Hy ® HOMFLY ZHKIIZhZNRORICTL S .
P(H,) = 2®y ' 4oy~ — ay.
P(Hy) =z %y P a2 ly !t —a7y.

8 3.5. Oriented link L ® HOMFLY ZIH: P(L) = P(L)(z,y) XL,
P(L)(z" !, y) = P(L*)(2,y)
MDD, F2L, LY BER2.7T 1LV EX6Nd L OHETHS.

ZOMEDFEIfIER A TE X 5.

18



3.2 Invariant computation tree

EE 3.6. Markov move D55, ZEME ZDOWEIEDRZDAIZHIRL7=%H D% invariant

Markov move £\ 5.

EE 3.7. b€ B, D o,,0 € B, (e ==%1) ZHWVWT, b=aoif tHFITWVWB LT3, %7,
bo,b- € B, & bp=af, b- =a0; °f T 5.

o Q Q
s 5 5
T T T
ao;f3 &0;15 af

X 25 FEhbZENZENe=1DEED bbb, bo.

DY E gz y BERY T BHIEARN po,p~ € ZlaT yT] BROBRICED .

-y ife =—1,
Po =

—r7ly ife=1.
_ —z2 if e = —1,
b= —z72% ife=1.

ZDExE,
P(b) = poP(by) +p P(b™)

DDNLD., ZORKICLT braid @ 1 DOREREHL, FOREZANEZT-D DL RERfE
HL2bDIZHRET %5 Z &% Conway split £\ 5.

EE 3.8. IRTZXDRTH-T, £2TD/ — FRFOTOHDNEL 2 THHHDE _TREWVS.
Bl ZiE, ROERDDE RN,

19



VAN
/\

X 26 —5AROH

FEEE/—Fe0W», Rk EEICHZ 1 2D/ —RKEREWVWS. EOZHRTIE v DR
K%k%.bé/wPKﬂL%@/—Fk%ﬁok?@@/—F%¥/—F,¥/~P2§ﬁok
EED /) —FEH// —F2WwS. EOZHGRTIE v L v, EF/—F, 7,71 &L A1
B/ —RFTH2. ROFEO/—F 2/ —Fews. EOZHKRTIE 42,73 7b=fﬂiﬂ”ﬁ/—bf
Hb. Fl, &/ —F2BIFrA VS B2 ke NEAD/ —FENLTEIN>TNWDS ) —
Ke, BEED /) —RFERRILETE. 11,72 EFELED/ —F, v, 3E2ED ./ —FT
H5H. MIHLOPDO /) —F LT 5.

HBHARDETD/ — K braid TINAMF I, 2TOHED ZzT!, yt] OBIEKTIN
AMIFENRTWE T2, FED/ —F vy 2 ZDT/—F A4, BXUZD /) - FEBIA%RE
Z5. v,y Bbe B,V € B,,b € By TZNAMFENTWEETE, £/, vy %
DR SHAMHIARN p € Z[at, y T, v & o 2O SAHHERN p’ € Z[zt, yt] TIT RN

/\
/¢

JAWAN

27 b€ B, b € By,b' € By, p' € Z[zt yT),p" € ZlzTt 4T,

IS D braid ® HOMFLY ZIER & HIER p/, p” H
P(b) =p'P(t)) +p"P(b")
iz e %, ZD5 K% computation tree £\ 5.

20



%7z, Computation tree 23RD 2 &M %73 £ ¥, invariant computation tree ¥\ 5.

(1) FEOB ./ —F 27 \AHIT2beB, &, ZDF/—FE I3 T2V € By, b’ €
B WXL, b IZEREID invariant Markov move & 1 EdD Conway split 2175 Z & T
Vb EshG. ZoeE, n/ .0 <nThs.

(2) EE DG, — R, HAZR braid TIXAfIFEh 5.

3.3 GEFAD#E
BTNz Z e ZHWT, FEHOIEHD 212 E e z |5 5.
E& 3.9. be B, icxfL, ROBITED ¢(b) € Z % b D writhe £\ 5.
c(b) = #{b DIEDZH } — #{b DEADRE }.

Bl ZE, b AKX 28 DREICEZ 6Nz &, writhe 31 TH 3.

1E

N

=]

¢

28 IEDREMN 2D, HOREN 1 DD braid.
X 3.10. Braid O5ERKIZ—EITEE 520, braid BEOBGRIRTIEDRZE, BADRZEDRE
BZENENAETHS. X-oT, EED braid 12Xt L writhe 23 —EIZEF 5.

EE 3.11. be B, ITHL,
X(b) =n —c(b)

LEDD.

35 3.12. Braid B#OBEBRRICHLT c 3RETH B0, b2V TH2 by € B, THL
x(b) = x(V') TH 3.

21



#ERE 3.13. Invariant computation tree DEED / — K v I L, v Z7~\UfF$% be B,
DT/ =K A BIRAUNTTE Y € By, BEU v,y B0 i0% T~ T 2 HIER

p € Zxt yT BEZX .
v, b :
7\

29 be By, b € By, p € Zz*,y*

ez EL %P Dax DR TBHL,

N RYASR

Proof. b € B,, 1T invariant Markov move % 1 EfT->723b D% V € B, & ¥ 5. Invariant
Markov move & L THKE L 3 & ¥,

n' =n, c(b') = c(b)

THE»DH,
X (0) = x(v).

Invariant Markov move ¥ U T&#ELZ & % & &,
n=n+1, c¢()=cb)+1
THEND,

X(¥) =l — et
=n+1—(c(b)+1)
=n—c(b)
= x(b).

& 5T, invariant Markov move T x(b) IZFETH 5.

22



beEB, DH5 1O0%AER X £55. 237% X ZHLT: braid & by € B, £35. X »IE

DRAETHD b =,
c(bo) = c(b) — 1, p= —a~ly.

X DEORETHD L &,
C(bO) = C(b) + 17 p=—2y.

Lo,

X(bo) + ez =n —c(by) + e
=n—(c(b) £1)+ (£1)
=n—clb)F1£1
=n —c(b)
= Xx(b).

Rz X OIEAZFIZLIz braid # b~ € B, £35%. X DIEORETH 5 & X,
c(b”)=c(b) -2, p=—x 2

X DHEORETHI L E,
c(b™) =c(b) +2, p=—a*.

Lo T,

Xb7)+er=n—cb”)+e,
=n— (c(b) £2) + (£2)
n—cb) F2+2
=n—c(b)
= x(b)-

O]

EFE 3.14. vy R ¥ 5% invariant computation tree I' & 2 5. {LED/ —F ~v 1™ L, ~
v ZORCETOHZ TN ENLHIEXZ 2 THrIFEDE LD D% root-path HIE
KWW, R(y) € Zjzt yt) v RF e T3. 2L, RMy)=1t75.

23



o\
/N
AN

30 pi1,p2,p3 € Z[xﬂ,yﬂ]

BIZIET BZokicGEzohlze &, %/ — FOD root-path HIEAZ

R(’YO) = 17
R(Vl) = D1,
R(v2) = p1po,

R(v3) = p1p2ps3

Lir5.
$7, R(v) & 2,y 2ZEe T25HEKXTD 30,

deg, R(7), deg, R(y) € Z tE{EL 2T 5.

R(v) O z,y OX¥EZzhzh
8 3.15. vy TMRICEFD invariant computation tree ' &2 %. R vy & T DIRTRWEE

D) —=F AL, ZRZEN by € By,,b € B, TI7N\AfJFEhTWE LT 5.

Y0, bo

/ N\
/\
/\

X 31 by € Bn,,b € B,

24



IOy E,
X(bo) = x(b) + deg, R(v)

DI D LD,
Proof. 7 —ROBIZHET 2RNETTRT. v 2B 1 EO/ —Fe$5k, #3313 XD,
x(bo) = x(b) + deg, R(v).

VEREEO/—FT3. £, BE-1EOETO/ —RIIXL, fi@ 3.15 2SR HIIDOL
RET2. v &, y D/ —FKTHoTV € By TINUMFFINATWE/—FeT3. + 35H
k—1ED/)—RKTH205, REXD

x(bo) = x(b') + deg, R(v').

v vy BORIAN p € ZxT yT] TINLOFEINRTWE L, p D o DRE%E e, T 5.
i 3.13 &b,
X(b') = x(b) + eq.

Lo T,
x(bo) = x(V') + deg, R(v')
= x(b) + €z + deg, R(v")
= x(b) + deg, R(7).
O
E# 3.16. b € B,, BEKHNIZ
b 6’\1 6’\2 6>\7n

:0—>\1 O—)\2 ...O-ATYL
EWSHTEPNTVE L E, 00102 - 03" % b @ braid word LIFRZ L LT 5.

EE 3.17. n— 1 HDLF s1,89,...,50-1 CERINZHEHHE/ 4 F%E B, LT 53.
BiR w: B, — Lxg %,

LEDD.
B, O E Bl %, RTORENIETH 2AEHEZHD braid KL HAIT 1 OEEL T
%. B ®ji% positive braid LR 35, HARHY

w:%n—)B+ S — 0

no
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Z#EZ 5. be B @ braid word 2% oy,0y, - 0x, EH5ADNIZE E] sy, 80, Sy, € By B

FAEL T,
PY(Sa1 87y 7 SA,) = TN, 00, 7 O,

THB. w(sr, Sr, - Sx,) &, b D braid word oy, 0, ---0y,, D weight LRI T 5. «
% posotive braid ®® % braid word £ 2 ¥ &, a D weight Z w, € Zy; £EHEL I LT 5.

f#i78 3.18. i € {0,1,...,n— 1} ITRL,

m

B {or 00, 0N, €EBF | EED j€{1,2,....m} L \; S0} ifi=1,
e {1} if i =0

35,
be B gL, b ® braid word 2% o;410,0,41 EH5ZXABNTE T B, /2L, 0,41 €
{01,02,...,0n 1}, a; € B, TH%. ZOLE, ROFM (1) 7213 (2) ARH LD,

(1) oj €{o1,02,...,0n-1} KW a,a’ € B:;Hl MMFAE L, braid word oza?—o/ L b 2 aa?a’
TH5.
(2) Braid word o € B:,H—l DTELE L, o E 004105 TP Wy é Wo, ;104 THb.

Proof. i \ITBAT 2mAETRT. i =0 DL &,
010001 — O'%.

£oT, oragoy &M (1) 2w/,

ke{l,2,...,n—1} &9 %. Braid word oxar_10x (o € {01,092,...,0n-1}, Qp_1 € B:;k_l)
HEZD. 1S k—171k5I1%, oi0_10; £ETBEED positive braid 13ff&E 3.18 Zii/z 3 &R
ET D, Elz, a1 =0x0x"0), EL, SE Ly %

S:#{]E{Ala>@77>\m}|)\J:k—1}

95,
s=0 D¥ %, braid HOBERN 0,0, B oo (li—jl=2) &b

B 2
OOk _10 = O _10.

£ 2T, opap_10 E5EMA (1) 2.
s=1mt %, braid word ay_2,a)_, € B::,k—2 MIFELE LT

/
OrQ—10k = OpQp—20k_10_o0k

v #13%. Braid BOMGR 0,0, 2 0j0; (Ji—j| 2 2) &1,

/ B /
OpQk—20k-1Qp_o0k = Q200 10k0_o.
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Braid ﬁ@%ﬁ%ﬂ 0;0;410; 2 0;4+10044+1 (1 § ) § n— 2) & D,

/ B ’
Q200|100 _9 = g —20k—10%0k—10;_o.
Dt %, braid word opog_10p R ap_20k_1050,—104_o ITHL,

wak—Qak—laka—laﬁc_z = Wopap_10k — 1.

XoT, orag_10k 5 (2) ZHEzT.
$ 220Dt %, braid word of_,,a)_; € B:,kq MO ag_o € Br—i_,k—Q DEELT,

’ "
OO 10k = OO 10102010 _10k.

U‘%?ﬁjﬂ&i@{&ﬁc}: b, Okp—-10k_20k_1 Li%ﬁ: (1) if:&i (2) %f(lj‘ﬁ'/’:?— Ok_10k_20k_1 75‘7%14: (1)
Ziti7z T &, 05 €{01,02,...,0n-1} KP a,a € B:{ﬂ- DTFFEL, braid word om]?o/ Zx L

B 2
Ok—10k—20k—1 = Q0

/
]O[

THE»H,

B / 2 1.
OkQk—10) = OpQ)_1Q0;Q Q10

o T, opap_105 135 (1) 22T, op_10p_20k_1 DM (2) 2723 & %, braid word
= B;k PIFEL T,

n B
Q' = Op_10 201 DD, War < Woy, _yo_sop_1 — L

Lo T,

B / 7
OR0k—_10k = OO _ 100, _10k.
rEIL. ok E,
wakagilaagilak - waka;71 + Wo + wagilak
é Wopal + Wop_yap a0k 1 — 1+ Wat! | o,

= ’ 1 -
w(fkak_lﬂk—lak—zdk—1ak_10k 1

= Wopap_ 100 — L.
X5 T, orag_10k F5MH (2) 22T, O
E&E 3.19. BRI B, — L &
l(b):{o ] E ith 21,
min{keN]bzaijlaizz---a)\z’“} ifb;zl

LEDD. L, N €{l,2,....n—1}, ey, =1 TH 3. be B, XL, I(b) & b D length
EWo.
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8 3.20. fEED b € B T LXDEM (1) £721F (2) @560 b —HZilils
V € B, BFEL, AMREID invariant Markov move T b % V A TE 5.

Il

(1) 0" =1,
(2) 0; € {01,009, ...,0m_1} FO a € By HTFEL, braid word ac? ML b £ ac?.

7

EpiczorE, (V) <I0b) THA.

Proof. b € B;f ® braid word # a £35%. a @ weight IZBF 2 L TR .

o weight 75 0 THB L X, b2 1TH5B. koT b IIHE3.20 ®ifi/-7.

a#1 833, a%oyon-0or, &L, wo=k (k€Z) £335. weight 2’ k—1LIFTH
% & 2 LR D braid word Al 3.20 2@z § LIRET %. £, reN, s€Zy, &

r=max{A,A2,..., A},
S:#{j€{1727"'>m}‘)\j:r}

£95.
s=10r %, braid word a,_1,0,_; € B} .| hfL

/
OXN 0Ny """ 0N, = Qpr_10,0,._1

m

& b @ braid word TH 5. a,_j0.al_ 1 F HEZ2EZZT ol .10, LEBTE, EHIZ
TERDWE L BT o o, LEWTES. ZDL X,

wa’r—larfl = wa*l‘”\z""’%m -T
=k—r
<k-1.

XoT, bIIME 3.20 T
s =2 DL E, braid word oy, . € B KT a,_y € By WXL,

n,r—1

!/
OX TNy """ O\, = QpOpOQp_10,C,

m

tEFS. W 318 &b, 05 € {01,09,...,0n1} N a,0 € B} ZMFEL braid word ac?a’
WL,

B 2 7
OrQp 10y = QOjQ
T®H 370, braid word o € BT DFEEL
23 o < 1
OrQpr—_10yr = , Wa = Wo,ap_10, —
TH% B acld D&
. OpQp_10, = QOjQ ,
1 B 2 7 1
QO Q10O = QOO Q.
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ZLBIET, arao;da, iF daloa0; YERTES. ZOL X

o

\|

~

B
TH5. OrQp_10yr = O/,i?)‘o, Wqr é Wo,op_10, — Lok %;

r B "or
QO 1070 = i Q.

IHIZZDE E,

Wa, ool = Wa, + wqrr + We,

§ Wey, + Wo,ap,_ 10, — 1+ ’LUOL;“

- wararar_lo'roz; -1
=k—1.
Lo T a,a’ o FIRINEDIRE Rz L. b 2 3.20 Z{fi/zT e Bbrb. O

EIE 3.21. EED braid b € B, 1%, 23 b TI N X N7 invariant computation tree %

0.

Proof. b € B, @ length 2B ¥ 2 RWIETRT. be B, ML, I(b) =0 £ F5. oL
b2 1Th D, bl 120D/ —FDA»SEK S invariant computation tree ZHiD.

ke NIZxfL, length 25 k—1 DIFOIEED braid 25EH 3.21 2335, £/, be B,
WXL IbL) =k &35 ZOLE,

_ Ex1 _EXxo EXg
b= o), O, oy,

Y#EIB. 2L, M e{l,2...,n—1}, e, =+l TH%. ¥/, by € B %,

by = OX OXxg " 0N

35,

8 3.20 12X D by 1FAMRMED invariant Markov move THliE 3.20 D&M &S VY, € B
AT E .

v, Zior X, blX1 oD/ —RDANBHM S invariant computation tree D,

0; € {01,02,...,00 -1} RO a € B,y 12& % braid word ac? 1L, ¥, s ao? TH3r %
%%%%. 1[A® Conway split T ao? i¥ ao; & acio; ' = KHRTE 3.

ao?
a0; «

32 0, 12 1 [H® Conway split % L7z& Z D invariant computation tree.
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ao;, a D length X
l(ao;) Sl(ac?) =1 Z1(b) -1 =k —1,

(@) < l(aoc?) —2<1(b) —2 =k — 2

TH5HHh5, acr; ¥ a lZRE XD invariant computation tree 25>, X - T, by FEH 3.21
iz g
S € Zzo 77\3
S:#{Z € {17277k} ‘ Exi = _1}

3%, s=0DrE b=>b" TH3»5, bldinvariant computation tree Z£f>. s >1 2 L,
23 b T NP &7z computation tree #E 2 5. % j€{1,2,...,n—1} ITXL,

E)\l

b=0o e A
= o

e
BRED VI VL) VI T

cL, ADXRE a;jl 12xf L Conway split 2175 Z & T,

— s FXj—1 g+ Exk

by = I U)\j—l Ajt1 Ak 0
;& Exj-1 EXjt1 Exp
bl - 0'/\1 U)xj_1 Aj Ajr1 Ak

WX LT 33 @ computation tree 23E T 5.

b
by b,

33 b2 1 [EHO Conway split # L7z % invariant computation tree.

FRIZ O] DEDRFZIZ Conway split Z1T75. ZO#(E%Z s [F#EDIRS Z & T, computation
tree 1ZX 34 D XS WCEFE TS, FED i€ {1,2,...,s} KHL I(b;) Sk—1ThH2h56, &T
D b; ¥ invariant computataion tree Z#f2. %7z, U, 13 b DETOHDRLAEZIEDRZAEIC L
braid TH 2056 b, =by THD, RIFE DGR LD b, d £7 invariant computation tree % ¥
DIEDDRD.
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VAN
bg/ 1\6’2
/N
: bs/ : \b;

34 b17 bz, ey bs Ciﬂﬁz'?%(i@f}ii%(ﬁf:T

3.4 FFEIEEZDIEA

EIE 3.22. FED braid b € B, I LZHRK Q(s,t,u) € Z[s, t,u] BTFEL,
P(b) =2" O Qy,y " 1+ 272)

DI D SLD.

Proof. o %MICFFD invariant computation tree I' & X 5. v & b€ B, TT7~ILfJIFE N
TWdr35%. %7, I O/ — FREKOEEL2 T 3 5.

yEeT ZI7\NUANTF2H%K braid 2 1, ¥ 35. £7%, 1, ® strand DA% r(1,) € N
¥ ¥3%. 1, ® HOMFLY %%3ti3

{,U"_:,U—l T(l’Y)_l
P(1,) = <— ) |

Yy
WHRE 3.15 &b,
n —c(b) = x(b)
= X(14) + deg, R(v)
=r(1,) — 0+ deg, R(v)
=r(1,) +deg, R(7v).
Lo T,

R(,Y) _ iydegy R(’y)xnfc(b)fr(l,\,).
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—1\ 7(14)-1
R(y)P(1,) = +ydogy R(7) pn—c(®)=r(1,) ( vt >

)
— iydegy R(w)f'r'(lw)+1$nfc(b)flxlfr(lﬂ,)(_m _ mfl)'r(lw)fl

:iydegy R(’y)—r(lfy)—klxn—c(b)—l(l_i_x—Z)T(lW)—l.

Invariant computation tree D& X b,

P(b) =) R(y)P(L,)

~ET
_ Z Lyes, PO)=r(1) 1 gn—e(b)=1 (1 | 5=2)r(1y)~1
~ET
R OR! Z ydes, RO)=r(1)+1(1 4 5=2)r(5) -1,
~ET
deg, R(y) —r(1y) +1€Z, v(by) —1 € Z>o TH 25, Ko TERAZIMLTZHN Q(s,t,u) €
Zls,t,u] DIFET 5. O

T 322 XD, XD 2O0DFHEREES.

EIE 3.23. EED braid b € B, I L emax, émin € Z ZZNZ P(b) D x ORI L /)
K33, oL xE,

]-_n_c(b)geminéemaxén_c(b)_l
DI DAL,

Proof. emin < emax SHOLDTH 5.
emax = n—c(b) —1 2R3, EM 3.22 kD, £FEOD braid b € B, X LZIHK Q(s,t,u) €
Z[s,t,u] BFELT,
Pb) =z"O71Q(y,y~ ! 1+ 272

LFHI 00,
emax =n —c(b) — 1
TH5.
BT, 1—n—c(b) € emin Zn5. EH 3.22 DEEH LD,
P(b) _ xn—c(b)—l Z iydegy R('y)—T‘(lw)-l-l(l + $_2)T(1w)_1

~eT
r#EI 5. FiSIIEH 3.22 QR L FAREOEKRTDH 5.
i) — RN veT &y 27T T2 1, 0L, r(l,) PERREZIKEE/ —FZ + &
5.
emin =n—c(b) —1—2r(1y)+2
=1—-c(b)+n—2r(1ly).

32



r(ly) & 1y @ strand DR TH o 7225,

Lo T,

O]

EIE 3.24. Oriented link L @ braid index % B(L) £ 5. F72, €max;min € Z EZTHNZEH
P(L) ® x ORRXBERNTBETE. DL E,

1 St < ()
DI D LD,
Proof. Oriented link L ¥ be B, XL, L~b t¥%. M 3.23 kD,
1= B(L) = ¢(b) = emin = emax = (L) —c(b) — 1.

€max 7-1)“)9 €min %gIL‘VC,
€max — €min é 2/8([/) - 2.

£ o THR%ER o

1+Jﬂ%rﬂgéﬁ@)
NEoN5. O
5l 3.25. fiil 3.4 X b, figure-eight knot ® HOMFLY ZIEAX

P4) =2 -2 4+4% 1
TH5H06, EH 3.24 OFRFEAXZ

1+2_§4D:3§ﬁmg
] 2.21 &b B(41) =23 TH2ZH5, figure-eight knot @ braid index 1%

Bl41)=3

rhhs.

KD 3.26 DXk Sz, EH 3.24 DAEFERTIRREBICTHMETE R WHINERI N TWS.

33



B 3.26. FEUH 940 @ braid index 1 4 TH 2 Z e DBHISLNTWVS [6].
Z 2T, fEUH 940 @ HOMFLY ZHEAXIROKICHK S [9)].

P(942) = 2072 - 34222 + (x_2 — 4+ 1;2)y2 _ y4.
koT, EM 3.24 DAFEARZ

2_2(_2> =3 = (942)

Y7 h, FEEEOD braid index € ¥ ¥ v IThBH D2 Bbhrb.

1+

%,ﬁ%U‘E 942 0)112&:*6, ;'ﬁ%l:U‘E 949710132710150710156 7b§, %f@ 3.24 ®$%ﬁ}:%5§@ braid
index IC¥ v v DD 5[ LTHIGNATWS [2. &FEUCHD HOMFLY ZIEAU

42% — 328 + (22 + 625 — 22%)y? + (2t + 225)y?,
2270 4+ 327 4+ (=278 + 4N + (a7,
202 — 2t + (322 — da* + 22°%)y? + (2? — 42* + 2%)y* — 2%y°,
—x 272 (20 4 52 = 2)y? - (—a 4 — Dyt (272)yC

¥ib [9), &H 3.24 oREREzhzh

8 -4
1+ 52 < o),
4 (=6
1+ Y o < 104,
6—2
1+ 5 = 3 = A(10150),
0— (-4
1+ 07 5 < 5104)
L%, BREOHD braid index 1,
B(949) = 47
£(10132) = 4,
B(10150) = 4,
B(10156) = 4

LD (9], ¥vvTRBBEILHDIE.

72D 10 LT ORBRFEREHIFETT 249 @D 525, Hl 3.26 THIT L7z 5 2OHIFZFRNT
EH 3.24 DFRFERIBRRETHZ Z e PHISGNTVS [6]. X512, ZhooflscLTd [4] T
BEDHINTVWS. LaL, AR LTHaTRRWENRD 270, ToRH52ABPHFFEINS.
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fHE8x A @l 3.5 DFEFA

Proof. L % oriented link &9 %. %7, by € By, & l;(\) ~ L T®3 braid £35. by TT~NIL
FFEhiz/ =K v 2R T8 m B (m € Zy;) £TO invariant computation tree I' 24
25. TOHEKEE (ke{0,1,....m—1}) ITEBHL, k KETI2HRAMEDIFMNIETRT.

Y0, bo ——35 0 )@

71/ \:
AN
.

35 % m JEETO invariant computation tree.

FHomE

YERBEED// —FET5. k=mDLZE, 73K/ — FTH 2505 HAXK braid 1, TN
MPFEIRTVE. 1, ICRERENDS, BHERIC P(1,) (27 y) = P(1%)(2,y).

k#m 35, v/ —FDLE, k=m Ot ZFABC P(1,) (27! y) = P(12)(x,y).
v D&Y — RTRWE L, be B, TZNLfFENTWbr 35, ¥/, k+1BOoE2TD ./ —
R T 3.5 DD VDO ERETS. DL E, yIZXfL by € By,,by € By, T7 L&
722 DF /7 —F A4 DFEL,

P(b)(z,y) = =2~y P(b1)(x,y) — 22 P(ba) (2, y).
YA EEE-1ED) —FTH3h050,
P(bi)(z™hy) = P(b})(z,y), P(ba)(z™,y) = P(b3)(,y).
2L, bbby BEREN Y,V ORTDORAED T2 AWEZ 7 braid TH%. T IT,

P) (™! y) = —aTlyP(by)(a™" y) — 2T P(ba) (a7, y)
= —zTlyP(b])(z,y) — 272 P(b3)(z,y)
= P(0%)(2,y)

£i2h, XoTblidamd 3.5 277 O
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