Knot theory and statistical mechanics

F.Y.Wu
Department of Physics, Northeastern University, Boston, Massachusetts 02115

This is a tutorial review on knot invariants and their construction using the method of statistical mechan-
ics. We begin with brief reviews of the elements of knot theory and relevant results in statistical mechan-
ics. We then show how knot invariants, including those discovered recently, can be obtained by applying
techniques used in solving lattice models in lattice statistics. Our approach is based on the consideration
of solvable models with strictly local Boltzmann weights. The presentation, which is self-contained and
elementary, is intended for a general readership. A table of polynomial invariants for knot and links con-
taining up to six crossings is included in the Appendix.
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tistical mechanics has remained largely a topic unfamiliar
to physicists, including many in the community of statist-
ical mechanics where the main idea of the new approach
is rooted. To be sure, a number of monographs and arti-
cles addressing the connection of knot theory with phys-
ics have appeared recently (e.g., Kauffman, 1988a, 1988b,
1991; Turaev, 1988; Jones, 1989; Wadati et al., 1989;
Yang and Ge, 1989), but they have been written mostly
for mathematicians and cover aspects that may not be fa-
miliar to all physicists. There exists an apparent gap of
communication between these two communities.

The purpose of this review is to introduce the recent
advances in knot theory to physicists, explain what knot
invariants are about, and show how they can be derived
and understood from the point of view of statistical phys-
ics. To accomplish this, it is necessary to reformulate
and rework a large body of existing and known results in
knot theory and recast them within the framework of
conventional statistical mechanics. The scope of this re-
view is therefore necessarily limited, and confined only to
the stated purpose. It is not our intent to review knot
theory, nor do we intend to explore the braid group and
the associated algebraic approach. We also do not dis-
cuss the role played by knot invariants in topological
field theory (Witten, 1989a, 1989b, 1990), which could be
the topic of a treatise by itself.

This review assumes no prior knowledge of knot
theory and statistical mechanics and is therefore self-
contained and suitable for a general readership. We shall
cite and refer to original references as they arise in the
course of our presentation, but no attempt will be made
at a complete literature survey. Readers are referred to
two recent books by Kohno (1991) and Kauffman (1991),
which contain complete listings of the relevant literature
in mathematics.

The organization of this review is as follows: In Sec. II
we present elements of knot theory and introduce knot
invariants and their traditional definition in terms of the
Skein relation. The basic idea of approaching knot in-
variants using statistical mechanical methods is explained
in Sec. III. This is followed by a review of relevant solv-
able, or integrable, vertex models in Sec. IV. These re-
sults are used in Sec. V to obtain knot invariants. We
next show in Sec. VI that interaction-round-a-face (IRF)
models can always be formulated as vertex models and
use this formulation to derive knot invariants from IRF
models. In Sec. VII we consider the construction of knot
invariants from edge-interaction models, the spin models
with pure two-spin interactions. For completeness we in-
clude in the Appendix a table of knot invariants for
prime knots and links containing six or fewer crossings.

Il. THEORY OF KNOTS

A. Definitions

We begin with a description of some terms in knot
theory. A knot is the embedding of a circle, or a nonin-
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tersecting loop, in three-dimensional space. A link is a
collection of two or more knots, or components, which
may or may not be physically intertwined. In this paper
we use the term knot loosely to denote either a single-
component knot or a link. A knot is oriented if its loops
are directed; otherwise, the knot is unoriented. While
knots are unoriented to begin with, it is often convenient
to direct the loops and consider oriented knots. Starting
from a given unoriented knot consisting of n com-
ponents, one has generally 2" versions of oriented knots.

Knots can be projected onto a plane and thus
represented by planar diagrams. We shall always have
planar diagrams, or projections, in mind when we speak
of knots. Diagrams of some simple knots are shown in
Fig. 1. It can be seen that when using planar diagrams to
represent knots we need to break one of the two lines
crossing at an intersection to indicate their relative posi-
tionings in three-dimensional space. For oriented knots
this leads to two kinds of line crossings, denoted by the
signs + and —, as shown in Fig. 2, where the + and —
crossings are related by a 90° rotation.

An intrinsic property, the writhe w(K), of a knot K is
defined by first orienting the knot and then computing

w(K)=n,—n_, (2.1)

where n, and n_ are, respectively, the numbers of +
and — crossings in the knot. For single-component
knots the writhe w(K) is uniquely defined, independent
of the line orientation chosen. For example, the writhe
of the right-handed trefoil in Fig. 1(c) remains 3 if the
orientation is reversed. For knots with two or more com-
ponents, the writhe will generally depend on the relative
orientations of the components.

An unknot is a knot represented by a circle. Two
knots are equivalent if they can be transformed into each
other by a continuous deformation of the lines. Thus the
knot in Fig. 1(b) is equivalent to an unknot and, in fact,
all single-component knots with one or two crossings are
equivalent to an unknot. The simplest nontrivial knot is
the trefoil with three crossings. There are a total of
12965 distinct single-component knots with 13 or fewer
crossings, excluding mirror images, for which a complete

(a) (b)

U a
(c) (d)

FIG. 1. Examples of planar representations of oriented knots:
(a) and (b), unknot; (c) right-handed trefoil; (d) Hopf link.
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(b) X

FIG. 2. Two kinds of line crossings: (a) unoriented knots, (b)
oriented knots.

tabulation exists (Thistlethwaite, 1985).

While it is relatively easy to verify by inspection that
the two knots in Figs. 1(a) and 1(b) are indeed equivalent,
it is generally difficult to identify the equivalence of knots
without doing some tedious checking. The problem lies
in the fact that two equivalent knots may have very
different planar projections. This leads to the need for
characterizing knots algebraically. The idea is to associ-
ate algebraic functions with knots such that equivalent
knots possess the same identical function. Such algebraic
functions are the topological invariants of knots, or sim-
ply knot invariants. It should be mentioned that, despite
recent progress, the construction of knot invariants that
are different for all distinct knots still remains an open
problem.

B. Reidemeister moves

As a first step in constructing knot invariants, one
needs to understand the process of deforming knots. To
this end it was shown by Reidemeister (1948) that all de-
formations of knots (in three-dimensional space) can be
broken down into sequences of three basic types of line
moves (in the two-dimensional projection), the
Reidemeister moves. Thus it is sufficient to consider
each of the three Reidemeister moves individually. We
describe these moves for oriented and unoriented knots
separately.

1. Unoriented knots

The three types of Reidemeister moves for unoriented
knots are shown in Fig. 3; all other moves can be ob-
tained from those shown by applying a rotation and/or a
reflection. The algebraic function associated with a knot
is said to be of an invariant of ambient isotopy if it is in-
variant under all I, II, and III types of moves, and of reg-
ular isotopy if invariant under the. type-II and type-1II
moves only.
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FIG. 3. Three types of Reidemeister moves for unoriented
knots.

2. Oriented knots

The consideration of Reidemeister moves is more in-
volved for oriented knots, since the lines are directed,
thus breaking some symmetry. However, the basic topol-
ogy of the moves remains unaltered. For type-I and
type-II moves, it can be seen that there exists two in-
dependent moves of each type. These are the moves
shown in Fig. 4; all other type-I and type-II moves can be
obtained from those shown by applying a rotation and/or
a reflection. For example, a reflection of the move ITA
about a horizontal axis yields a move given by the same
diagram but with the crossings + and — interchanged.

The type-III moves for oriented knots require more at-
tention. Basically, there exist two distinct kinds of line
orientations, types IIIA and IIIB, shown in Figs. 5 and 6,
which differ in the way that the three lines are oriented.
In each kind of line orientation, there further exist six
distinct possible moves, and all other type-III moves are
related to those shown by rotations and/or reflections.
Note that the Reidemeister moves shown are those dic-
tated by legitimate line moves (in three-dimensional

1 Q‘ = /_\
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FIG. 4. Type-1 and type-II Reidemeister moves for oriented
knots. In move IIA the two lines point into the same half-
plane, and in move IIB the lines point in opposite directions.
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I A

FIG. 5. Type-IIIA moves for oriented knots. The three lines
are oriented to point into the same half-plane.

III B

FIG. 6. Type-IIIB moves for oriented knots. The three lines
are oriented to form a net circulation.
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FIG. 7. A type-IIIB move as deduced from type-IIB and one of
the six type-IIIA moves.

space), and therefore are not necessarily all independent.
In fact, it suffices to consider only the type-I and type-II
moves shown in Fig. 4 and any one of the six IITA moves.
All other moves, including the six-type-IIIB, follow as a
consequence (Turaev, 1988). We include in Fig. 7 an ex-
ample of how the type-IIIB move shown in the second
line of Fig. 6 can be deduced by using the IIB and one of
the IITA moves (Kauffman, 1991). For comparison, we
show in Fig. 8 configurations that cannot be disentangled
by line moves. Note that configurations in Fig. 8 comple-
ment those in Figs. 4—6, so that altogether they give rise
to all possible kinds of crossings that two and three lines
can form.

As in the case of unoriented knots, the term ambient
isotopy refers to invariance under all types (I, II, and III)
of moves, and regular isotopy to invariance under type-II
and type-III moves only. It is clear that the writhe w (K)
of a knot given by Eq. (2.1) is regular isotopy invariant,
and that, under type-I moves, it changes by 1.

C. The Skein relation

Skein relations are recursion relations relating the in-
variants of knots whose diagrams are identical except
that the connectivity of lines in a small region embedded
in the knot is different. The most common Skein rela-
tions are described below.

=L K

FIG. 8. Configurations that cannot be disentangled by line
moves.



F. Y. Wu: Knot theory and statistical mechanics 1103

XX
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FIG. 9. The three line configurations considered in the Skein
relation for oriented knots.

1. Oriented knots

For oriented knots there are two kinds of line crossings
denoted by the signs + and — shown in Fig. 2 and again
in Fig. 9. If a plus-type line crossing in a given knot is
switched to a minus type, we arrive at, of course, a
different knot. Furthermore, if the crossing is spliced so
that it is replaced by a configuration denoted by O in Fig.
9, one obtains yet a third knot. We denote the three
knots, respectively, by L ., L _, and L, and their associ-
ated invariants Py , P, ,and P . The simplest Skein

relation is then a recursion relation connecting these
three P functions,

xPL+(x,y,z)+yPL_(x,y,z)=zPL0(x,y,z) R 2.2)

where x, y, z are variables of the invariant.

The knot containing the configuration L is simpler in
the sense that it contains one less line crossing than the
other two. Then, by applying the Skein relation Eq. (2.2)
and Reidemeister moves repeatedly, one eventually
equates the P function of any knot to a product of two
factors: a Laurent polynomial of homogeneous degree
zero in variables x, y, and z, and P, (x,y,z), the P
function of an unknot which, without loss of generality,
can be taken to be P ;.. (X,y,2)=1. Thus the P function
is a Laurent polynomial of degree zero in x, y, z.

For example, applying Eq. (2.2) to the three knots
shown in the first row in Fig. 10, one obtains

x-1+y-1=zP,/(x,y,2) , (2.2a)

and thus the P function for two unlinked loops is
P,,(x,y,z)=(x +y)/z. Applying the Skein relation to
the three knots in the second row in Fig. 10, one obtains

CO CO OO0
(P (P P
FIG. 10. Examples of knots connected by the Skein relation.

Rev. Mod. Phys., Vol. 64, No. 4, October 1992

xPHopf(x,y,z)+y-%(x +y)=z-1, (2.2b)
and hence the P function for the Hopf link is
PHopf=(zz-—xy —y?)/xz. From the third row of Fig. 10
one has

xPRT(x,y,z)-i-y-l=z-;lz—(zz—xy —y?), (2.2¢)
leading to the P function Pgr(x,y,z)=(z2—2xy —y?)/x?
for the right-handed trefoil. One may also verify that the
same results are always reached, independent of the order
in which the Skein relation is applied to line crossings.

For the P function to be a true knot invariant, we need
to ascertain its existence and uniqueness. That is, the P
function so obtained is independent of the order in which
the Skein relation is applied to line crossings for arbitrary
knots. This is the crux of this approach. Indeed, the fact
that the Skein relation Eq. (2.2) with general x, y, and z
actually defines a knot invariant, the Homfly polynomial,
was not recognized until very recently (Freyd et al.
1985), and only after its validity in two special instances
became known (Conway, 1970; Jones, 1985).

The P function of the mirror image of a knot is ob-
tained by interchanging x and y, since reflections inter-
change the crossings + and —. For example, the mirror
image of the right-handed trefoil of Fig. 1(c) produces a
left-handed trefoil with the invariant Ppr(x,y,z)
=(z2—2xy —x?%)/y% It is also clear that the reversal of
all arrows does not change the * types of crossings and
therefore leaves the P function unchanged. But the re-
versal of arrows in one component of a link generally
leads to a different P function.

2. Unoriented knots

Skein relations can be similarly written down for
unoriented knots. However, as the four lines at a cross-
ing can now be connected in four different ways, denoted
by +, —, 0, and o, as shown in Fig. 11, the Skein rela-
tion for unoriented knots relates four functions Pp >

Pp_, Pp, and Pp_, where D, is the knot with the

configuration +, etc. An example is the Skein relation
for the Kauffman polynomial (Kauffman, 1990) given in
Sec. I1.D.5.

3. Other Skein relations

More generally, one can define Skein relations relating
knots that differ in a small disk containing other types of

XX =

FIG. 11. The four line configurations considered in the Skein
relation for unoriented knots.
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FIG. 12. Line configurations for the general Skein relation.

configurations, such as those denoted by L,,, L;, in
Fig. 12. The Akutsu-Wadati polynomial satisfies Skein
relations relating precisely these configurations.

D. Polynomial invariants

In this section we give the traditional definition of
several known knot invariants using the Skein relation.

1. The Alexander-Conway polynomial

Alexander (1928) discovered the first knot invariant
A(t) for oriented knots. His derivation is a combinatorial
one. Years later Conway (1970) obtained an invariant
V(z), the Conway polynomial, and showed that it can be
determined from the Skein relation

VL+(Z)_VL_(Z):ZVL0(Z) (2.3)
in conjunction with the conditions that V(z) be ambient
isotopy invariant and

Voot (2) =1 . 2.4)

He further showed that V(z) is related to the Alexander
polynomial A(z) through the relation

1 —_

z Vi vt .
It is clear that the Skein relation (2.3) is a special case of
Eq. (2.2) with x=1, y = —1. Alexander polynomials of
single-component knots are polynomials of z? (Lickorish
and Millett, 1987) and are therefore symmetric in ¢ and
1/t. It also follows from Eq. (2.3) that the Alexander-
Conway polynomial of a knot containing unlinked com-
ponents vanishes identically. Until the discovery of the
Jones polynomial in 1984, the Alexander-Conway poly-
nomial had remained as the single known and useful po-
lynomial invariant for decades.

V(z)=A(s), (2.5)

2. The Jones polynomial

As alluded to earlier in Sec. I, recent advances in knot
theory were brought about by Jones’ discovery several
years ago (Jones, 1985) of a new polynomial invariant
V(t), now known as the Jones polynomial. While Jones
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originally obtained V(¢) by analyzing the braid-group
representation of knots using von Neumann algebras, he
also pointed out that ¥V (t) satisfies the Skein relation’

1

Vi, 0=tV (= |\/? ——= |V, (2.6)

1
Vi

and can be determined from it by further requiring am-
bient isotopy invariance and

Y nienor (=1 . 2.7

3. The Homfly polynomial

The similarity between the Jones and Alexander poly-
nomials in terms of the Skein relation is very appealing.
Within a few months after the announcement of Jones’
result, four groups of researchers (Freyd et al., 1985; see
also Hoste, 1986; Lickorish and Millett, 1987) indepen-
dently extended Jones’s result to arrive at a new invari-
ant. They showed that the Skein relation (2.2) with gen-
eral x,y,z indeed defines a two-variable invariant, the
Homfly polynomial.? This new invariant, which has
since been rederived and analyzed by Jones (1987) using
the Hecke algebra representation of the braid group, can
be defined by rewriting the Skein relation (2.2) in the
equivalent form

—i—PL+(t,z)—tPL_(t,z)=zPL0(t,z) . (2.8)
The Homfly polynomial P(t,z) is then completely deter-
mined from the Skein relation (2.8), the requirement of
ambient isotopy, and the condition

Poinot(,2)=1. (2.9)
We have the relations
V(z)=P(l,2), V(t)=P(t,Vt—1/V1). (2.10)

4. The Akutsu-Wadati polynomial

The Akutsu-Wadati polynomial is an example of a new
knot invariant derived from exactly solvable models in
statistical mechanics (Akutsu and Wadati, 1987a). For
each N=2,3,..., the Akutsu-Wadati polynomial
A™(1) is a Laurent polynomial in ¢ satisfying ambient

IThe definition of V() adopted here is the same as that used
in Jones (1987) and Kauffman (1991), and differs from that in
Jones (1985) and Freyd et al. (1985) by the change of t—1/1.

2Named after the initials of the six coauthors of Freyd et al.
(1985). A fifth group of researchers also obtained the same re-
sults. However, their announcement (Przytycki and Traczyk,
1987) arrived late due to slow mail (from Poland) and was not
included in the joint paper.
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isotopy invariance. For N =2 the Akutsu-Wadati poly-
nomial coincides with the Jones polynomial, that is, we
have

AXDN=v(), (2.11)

which satisfies the Skein relation (2.6). For general N,
however, the Akutsu-Wadati polynomial satisfies a Skein
relation connecting knots differing in a small disk con-
taining configurations L,, L_, and L,,, with
n=12,...,N—1. For N =3, for example, the Skein
relation is

AP (=t(1 =24 AP () +t2t2—13+19)
Ly Ly

XA @) =134 (1) . 2.12)

5. The Kauffman polynomial

The Kauffman polynomial (Kauffman, 1990) is a two-
variable invariant of regular isotopy for unoriented
knots. That is, it is invariant only under type-II and
type-III Reidemeister moves. The Kauffman polynomial
L(a,z) is defined by the Skein relation

Lp (a,2)+Lp (az )=z[LD0(a,z)+LDw(a,z)] ,  (2.13)

where +, —, 0, and « are configurations shown in Fig.
11, and LD+, Ly, , LDo’ LD@ are the Kauffman polyno-
mials of four knots D, D_, D,, D, that are identical
except that a small disk containing a single line crossing
is replaced by the respective configurations +, —, 0, and
. In addition, the Kauffman polynomial is required to
satisfy regular isotopy and the conditions

(2.14)
(2.15)

Lunknot(a’z)=1 ’
Lg (a,2)=a™'Lg (a,2),
Here, Gy, G, G_ are configurations shown in Fig. 13,

and LGO(a,z), LG+(a,z), and L; (a,z) are the Kauffman

polynomials of three knots that are identical except that
one disk containing two incident lines is replaced by G,
G, and G _, respectively.

For our purposes it is convenient to consider the Du-
brovnik version® of the Kauffman polynomial. The Du-
brovnik version of the Kauffman polynomial, Q(a,z) is
defined by the Skein relation

QD+(a’z)_QD_(a,Z)=Z[QDO(a,Z)-pr(a,Z)]
(2.13a)

and subject to the conditions

3Discovered by Kauffman is 1985 while visiting the city of Du-
brovnik of the former Yugoslavia.
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FIG. 13. The three line configurations considered in Eq. (2.15).

Qunknot(a72)=1 ’ (2.14a)

Qgi(a,z)=a¢1QG0(a,z) . (2.15a)
It is related to L(a,z) by the relation (Lickorish, in
Kauffman, 1990)

Qla,z)=—(—1)Kj~w B (jq, —iz) , (2.16)

where i=1/:—1, ¢(K) is the number of components of
the knot K, and the writhe w(K) is given by Eq. (2.1).
Since the reversal of the orientation of one component of
a link induces a change of writhe Aw(K)=4n, n being an
integer, Eq. (2.16) is actually independent of the orienta-
tion chosen.

E. The semioriented invariant

Given an invariant of regular isotopy for unoriented
knots, we can always use it to construct an invariant of
ambient isotopy for oriented knots (Kauffman, 1988a).
We state this result as a theorem:*

Theorem IL.E. If L(a) is a polynomial of regular isotopy
for an unoriented knot K satisfying Egs. (2.14) and (2.15),
then

Fla)=a *®L(a) (2.17)

is an invariant of ambient isotopy for an oriented knot de-
rived from K. Here, w(K) is the writhe [Eq. (2.1)] of the
oriented knot.

The proof of the theorem follows from the facts that
both w(K) and L(a) are regular isotopy invariants, i.e.,
invariant under Reidemeister moves II and III, and that
the factor @ “®) in Eq. (2.17) cancels precisely those
powers of a induced under Reidemeister moves I, to
render F(a) ambient invariant.’

As examples, applying Theorem IIL.E to the bracket po-
lynomial (Kauffman, 1987a; see Sec. V.B.2 below), one
obtains the Jones polynomial, and applying it to the
Kauffman polynomial, one obtains the F polynomial

Fla,z)=a *®L(a,z), (2.18)

which is a two-variable polynomial of ambient isotopy

4Theorems are numbered by the sections in which they appear.

SNote that attaching orientations to configurations G+ in Fig.
13 leads to the respective configurations L + for oriented knots,
independent of the orienting direction chosen.
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for oriented knots (Kauffman, 1990). A table of the F po-
lynomials can be found in Lickorish and Millett (1988).

As a corollary, Theorem IL.E implies that, when the
orientation of one component of a link is reversed, the
net results to the invariant F(a) is the introduction of an
overall factor a 2¥X) where Aw(K) is the change of
writhe and is always in the form of Aw(K)=4n, n being
an integer. For the Jones polynomial, for examples, we
have a=—1t"3/* (Sec. V.B.2). Then the reversal of the
orientation of one component introduces a factor ¢, a
fact verified by checking the list given in the Appendix.
Since reversals of line orientations induce only changes of
an overall factor, invariants given by Egs. (2.17) and
(2.18), including the Jones polynomial V(¢), have been
termed ‘“‘semioriented” (Lickorish, 1988; Lickorish and
Millett, 1988).

Ill. LATTICE MODELS AND KNOT INVARIANTS

Lattice models are mathematical models of physical
systems defined on lattices. While in the real world one
deals with regular lattices of infinite size, many results on
lattice models also hold for arbitrary finite lattices. It is
these latter results that are useful in knot theory.

In lattice models one is interested in the computation
of a partition function

Z=3SWwW (3.1)

where the summation is taken over all spin (or edge)
states, and W is a Boltzmann factor defined for each
configuration of spin (or edge) states. The Boltzmann
factors are usually local in nature, that is, they can be
decomposed into products of factors, each of which de-
pends on states of few spins (edges) located in the im-
mediate neighborhood. In statistical mechanics one fur-
ther computes thermodynamic properties by taking
derivatives of the partition function for infinite lattices.
In knot theory, however, one deals mostly with partition
functions.

The strategy of deriving knot invariants using statisti-
cal mechanics is the following: For each given knot, one
constructs a two-dimensional lattice. One then seeks to
construct lattice models on the lattice such that the parti-
tion function is identical for lattices constructed from
equivalent knots. Then, by definition, the partition func-
tion is a knot invariant.

There are generally two different kinds of lattice mod-
els. If one places spins at lattice sites and introduces in-
teractions among spins around an elementary cell of the
lattice, one is led to spin models. This includes the spe-
cial case of edge-interaction models for which only pair
interactions are present. When there are multisite
and/or hard-core interactions, the spin models are also
known as interaction-round-a-face (IRF) models. Alter-
natively, if one places spins on lattice edges and associ-
ates weights with vertices according to the spin states of
the incident edges, then one has vertex models. Vertex
and IRF models are closely related and can always be
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transformed into each other (Perk and Wu, 1986a). For
applications in knot theory, however, we shall see that it
is convenient to begin with vertex models.

Historically, spin models originated from studies of the
Ising model of ferromagnetism (Ising, 1925; Onsager,
1944). The study of vertex models was initiated in 1967
following Lieb’s pioneering work on the exact determina-
tion of the residue entropy for square ice (Lieb, 1967a,
1967d), culminating in Baxter’s exact solution of the
two-state eight-vertex model (Baxter, 1971, 1972). The
two-state vertex models have since been generalized to
general g states (Kulish and Sklyanin, 1980, 1982;
Schultz, 1981). The IRF model, a term coined by Baxter
(1980), is another generalization of the eight-vertex mod-
el along a somewhat different route. A summary of early
progress in lattice models can be found in the review by
Lieb and Wu (1972) and the book by Baxter (1980).
More recent results, particularly those on general g-state
vertex and IRF models applicable to knot theory, are
scattered through the literature.

The connection between knot theory and statistical
mechanics was first noted by Jones (1985). In his deriva-
tion of the Jones polynomial, Jones noticed the resem-
blance of the von Neumann algebra used by him to the
algebra occurring in the Temperley-Lieb formulation of
the Potts model (Temperley and Lieb, 1971). The direct
connection between the two seemingly unrelated fields
came to light in 1986, when Kauffman (1987a) produced
a remarkably simple derivation of the Jones polynomial
using the bracket polynomial, a diagrammatic formula-
tion which also arose in the consideration of the nonin-
tersecting string model (Perk and Wu, 1986a) (see Sec.
V.B.2 below). Soon thereafter, Jones worked out a
derivation of the Homfly polynomial using a vertex-
model approach. His derivation, while unpublished at
the time, became widely known® and was extended by
Turaev (1988) to the Kauffman polynomial. The connec-
tion of knot theory with statistical mechanics was for-
malized and further extended to include spin models by
Jones (1989). Particularly, Jones introduced angle depen-
dences to vertex models characterized by local weights.

The approach presented in this review follows closely
that of Jones (1989). In particular, we consider vertex
models with strictly local weights through the introduc-
tion of piecewise-linear lattices. We further establish
that the IRF-model approach to knot invariants can be
deduced as a special instance of the vertex-model formu-
lation, thus simplifying the task of its derivation.

Finally, we point out the essence of the statistical
mechanical approach. The statistical mechanical ap-
proach to knot invariants is based on the integrability of
lattice models. Since we are seeking lattice models whose
partition functions are invariant under Reidemeister
moves, the main idea is that the partition function of in-
tegrable models (in the infinite-rapidity limit) naturally

6See example 1.16 in Jones (1989).
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fulfills the requirement of Reidemeister moves IITA (see
Sec. V.A.1 below), a point not readily seen in the braid-
group approach (Jones, 1990b). In addition, Reidemeis-
ter move IIA is satisfied as a consequence of unitarity. It
is then a relatively simple matter to require the invari-
ance of the partition function only under Reidemeister
moves I and IIB.

Our main results are summarized in Theorems V.A.1
(for vertex models), VLF (for IRF models), and VIL.A
(for models with pure two-spin interactions).

IV. VERTEX MODELS

A. Formulation

Consider a finite lattice .L of N sites (vertices), E edges,
and arbitrary shape. For our purposes we shall confine
ourselves to lattices with a uniform coordination number
and without free edges, i.e., every edge terminates at two
vertices. An example of one such lattice is shown in Fig.
14.

Place spins on lattice edges, and let each spin indepen-
dently take on g distinct values, or states. It is often con-
venient to associate colors with spin states so that one
may regard edges as being colored. Then the partition
function Z in Eq. (2.1) generates ¢ edge colorings of .L.
In the case of ¢ =2, for example, one may regard the
edges as having two colors, and thus one is led to consid-
er two-state vertex models that have been analyzed exten-
sively (for reviews see Lieb and Wu, 1972, and Baxter,
1980).

In vertex models the Boltzmann factor in Eq. (3.1) is
taken to be a product of individual vertex weights, and
the partition function reads

N
Zvertex(w)z 2 H @; , 4.1)

{edge states} i =1

where w;, the vertex weight of the ith vertex, is a func-
tion of the spin states of its four incident edges.

Since we have arbitrary lattices in mind, in which ver-
tices can assume arbitrary orientations, a local frame of
reference is needed to properly define the weights. This
can be provided by directing lattice edges such that each
vertex is formed by the crossing of two directed lines.
For example, the lattice in Fig. 14 can be directed as
shown in Fig. 15. We can now write the vertex weight as

FIG. 14. A finite lattice of coordination number four. The lat-
tice contains 6 vertices and 12 edges.
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FIG. 15. A directed lattice.

b

2 <l 4.2)

w;=w;(a,b|x,y)=w, l

where a, b, x, y are numerical numbers denoting the spin
states of the four incident edges of a vertex as arranged in
Fig. 16. We shall assume the indices {a,b,x,y}EJ,
where J is a set of ¢ numerical values distributed symme-
trically about zero.

In the most general case, Eq. (4.2) gives rise to g* dis-
tinct vertex weights and a g*-vertex model. For g =2,
for example, this becomes the 16-vertex model (Lieb and
Wu, 1972). Several special case cases of the ¢ =2 prob-
lem have been considered in the past; these include the
six-vertex (Lieb, 1967a, 1967b, 1967c; Sutherland, 1967)
and the eight-vertex (Fan and Wu, 1970; Baxter, 1971,
1972) models.

B. The Yang-Baxter equation

The g*vertex model is integrable if the q* vertex
weights satisfy a condition known as the Yang-Baxter
equation. In practice, integrability of lattice models often
leads to closed-form solutions of the partition function
and other physical quantities such as correlation func-
tions. For our purposes, however, it suffices to consider
only solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation, which, as we
shall see, lead naturally to the realization of type-IITA
Reidemeister moves. As alluded to earlier in Sec. III,
this is the key to the statistical mechanical derivation of
knot invariants.

Consider two clusters of lattice edges containing three
lattice sites represented by the upward-pointing and
downward-pointing triangles in Fig. 17. The Yang-
Baxter equation is the condition on the vertex weights
such that the partition functions of these two small lat-
tices are identical for any given states {a,b,c,d,e, f}. This
implies that one may replace an upward-pointing triangle
that is part of a lattice by a downward-pointing one, and
vice versa, without affecting the overall partition func-
tion. Algebraically, this condition reads

FIG. 16. The orientation of a vertex.
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FIG. 17. The Yang-Baxter equation for vertex models.

S wix,bly,a)w,(fzle,x)os(z,cld,y)= 3

x,y,z2E€J x,9,2,EJ

Here, we have allowed vertex weights to be different at
the three sites.

Historically, the Yang-Baxter equation arose for g =2
as the factorizability condition in the Bethe-ansatz ap-
proach to the one-dimensional delta-function gas
[McGuire (1964) for the Bose gas considered by Lieb and
Liniger (1963); Gaudin (1967) and Yang (1967) for the
Fermi gas] and as the star-triangle relation in solvable
two-dimensional models in statistical mechanics [On-
sager (1944) for the Ising model; Baxter (1972) for the
eight-vertex model; Baxter (1978) for the general Z-
invariant model]. The Yang-Baxter equation, a term in-
troduced by the Faddeev school,’ also arises in the theory
of the factorized S matrix in quantum field theory (Zamo-
lodchikov, 1979), for which the vertex weight » is known
as the R matrix. For general g, a problem first studied by
Kulish and Sklyanin (1980, 1982) and Schultz (1981), Eq.
(4.3) is a set of ¢® equations with 3Xg* unknowns and is
highly overdetermined.

The most general solution of the Yang-Baxter equation
is not yet known, but families of solutions, including
many of the special solutions found by brute force, can be
constructed by using finite-dimensional representations
of simple Lie algebras (Bazhanov, 1985; Jimbo, 1986)
connected with quantum groups (Drinfel’d, 1986). These
solutions are parametrized by assigning line variables, or
rapidities (spectral parameters), u, v, w to the three lines,
as shown in Fig. 18, so that one has

o,(a,blx,y)=wla,b|x,y|lu —w)

y b
=0 |, . (v —w),
o,(a,b|x,y)=wla,blx,ylv —u), (4.4)

ws(a,blx,y)=wla,blx,ylv —w) .

"The term Baxter-Yang relation first appeared in a review on
the quantum inverse scattering method by Takhtadzhan and
Faddeev (1979), and the name Yang-Baxter equation was used
thereafter by the Faddeev school. A useful collection of
relevant reprints on the Yang-Baxter equation can be found in
Jimbo (1989).
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FIG. 18. Association of rapidities u, v, w, with the lines.

o,(e,x|d,y)w,(z,clx,b)os( f,z]y,a)

for all a,b,c,d,e,fET . (4.3)

[
That is, vertex weights depend on a parameter that is the
difference of the two rapidities of the two lines crossing
at each vertex. Furthermore, it can be shown (Perk and
Wu, 1986b) that the decoupling (initial) condition

o(a,b|x,p0)=5,,8,, (4.5a)

usually satisfied by solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation
leads to the unitarity condition

S wla,blx,ylv —ww(y,z|b,clu —v)=8,38,, , (4.5b)

byed

a situation shown in Fig. 19. Here, the Kronecker delta
indicates that there is a contribution only when the two
lines have identical indices. Solutions of the Yang-Baxter
equation useful in constructing knot invariants are those
with trigonometric parametrizations, usually the degen-
erate critical manifolds of more general soluble families
with elliptic function parametrizations. This leads, as we
shall see, to various generalizations of the two-state six-
vertex models solved by Lieb (1967c, 1967d) to general g
states.

The infinite rapidity limit. In pursuing realizations of
knots as vertex models, we need two kinds of vertex
weights for the + and — types of crossings. This need
can be fulfilled by taking the infinite-rapidity limit
u— 0, v— o, w— o and writing®

c d
a b

c d

a b (u) . (4.6)

= lim o

[OF=
- u—>too

Here it is understood that the right-hand side of Eq. (4.6)
has been divided by a divergent factor, such as sinhu or
ePl*l where B is a constant, such that only the leading
weights contribute. The less divergent weights, if any,
vanish in this limit.

Then, depending on the relative magnitudes of u, v, w,
the Yang-Baxter equation (4.3) reduces to six different
equations shown schematically in Fig. 20. These are
given by Eq. (4.3) with indices

8The subscripts + and the argument u of a vertex weight o
serve to remind us that o is a solution of the Yang-Baxter equa-
tion.
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{1,2,3}={——+},{—++},{———L{+——}L{+++]},{+—+}. 4.7

It is intriguing to note that the six configurations
specified by Eq. (4.7) coincide precisely with those in Fig.
5 representing the six possible Reidemeister moves IITA.
Similarly, the unitarity relation Eq. (4.5b) reduces to

S wila,blx,y)ox(y,z]b,c)=8,8,, , (4.8)
byed

represented by configurations coinciding with that of
Reidemeister move IIA shown in Fig. 4. Conversely
starting from a given w,.=w(*t o) obtained from, say,
braid-group analysis, one may seek to reconstruct the
weight o(u). This inverse process is termed Baxteriza-
tion (Jones, 1990b).

C. Enhanced vertex models

It often happens that vertex weights occurring in a ver-
tex model contain factors depending explicitly on angles
between the incident lattice edges, a local parameter that
may vary from vertex to vertex. It further transpires that
one often regroups these local factors according to global
loops, a technique first used in an analysis of the Potts
model by Baxter et al. (1976) for arbitrary two-
dimensional lattices. It is then convenient to replace
curved edges, such as those shown in Fig. 15, by zigzag
lines. This leads to the consideration of piecewise-linear
lattices .L*. For example, the conversion of the oriented
lattice in Fig. 15 into one that is piecewise linear is shown
in Fig. 21. Note that the conversion creates new vertices
of degree 2.

Consider next an enhanced vertex model on .L* de-
rived from the vertex model on .L by associated angle
dependences with vertex weights. For vertices of degree
two, shown in Figs. 22(a) and 22(b), we associate vertex
weights

©*(a)=A%"2" if the line turns an angle 6

to the left ,

(4.9)
=A"99/27 if the line turns an angle 0

to the right ,

where a is the state variable, and A a variable yet to be

FIG. 19. The unitarity condition for vertex weights.
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r
specified.” The product of the vertex weights w*(a) along
the zigzag path shown in Fig. 23 is given by

—0,+6,+ -

Hco*(a)=)»a( ')zkae/Zﬂ',

path

(4.10)

where 0 is the angle between the final and initial direc-
tions of the path. Thus one always obtains the same
product, independent of the way that the curved edges
are linearized. In addition, the creation of vertices of de-
gree 2 leads to the consideration of lattices in the shape
of a ring. Since the product of vertex weights along a
ring is
II o©*(a)=A° arrows in counterclockwise
closed path

direction ,
=A"? arrows in clockwise direction ,
4.11)
the partition function of a ring,

Zring((‘)"‘)'= 2 A ’

a€d

(4.12)

is independent of the arrow direction for J symmetric
about zero.

In the same spirit, we modify all other vertex weights
by multiplying them by a factor to yield the angle-
dependent weights

c
w*(a,d|b,clu)=0* a b |

=plate—b=d0/4m g d|b,clu) (4.13a)

and the infinite-rapidity limits

w¥(a,d|b,c)=Alate—b=d0/4m, (a,d|b,c), (4.13b)

where a, b, ¢, d are arranged as shown in Fig. 22(c), and 6
is the angle between the two incoming (or outgoing) ar-
rows.!® Explicitly, the partition function of the enhanced

9Since A is as yet unspecified, we may write A as Kh“ for some
function A, indexing the lattice edge. Then the discussions of
this section and Sec. IV.D below can be carried through, pro-
vided that we replace the condition a +b =c +d in Eq. (4.16)
by h, +h,=h.+h,, and the factor a —d in the exponent in Eq.
(4.18) by h, —h,. This generalization proves to be useful when
vertex-model results are applied to IRF models in Sec. VII.

10We shall assume that all vertices are formed by the crossing
of two straight lines, so that 0 <9 <.



1110

vertex model is

VA (0*)=

S IIe*ablx,ylu) [[w*a),

{edge states}

vertex

(4.14a)

and, in the infinite-rapidity limit,

|

S w*(x,bly,alu —wlo*(f,zle,x|v —u)o*(z,cld,ylv —w)

x,y,2€J

= 3 o*exl|dylu —wo*(zclx,blv —wo*(f,zly,alv —w)

x»,z,EJ

to hold. This leads us to consider charge-conserving
models.

D. Charge-conserving vertex models

In most of our applications we shall have

c d

a b (u)=0 unless a +b=c +d .

o (4.16)

If we regard the functions a, b, ¢, d as defining charges
with edges, then the total charge of incoming/outgoing

w u w u
w>V>Uu - - M
+ - - _
v
w u w u
v
v>w>u u + +
+ + -
v -
w u w u
v
w>u>v = - -
- . .
w u w u
u>w>v + — v
- — +
v
w u w u
+ v
v>u>w + +
+ + N +
v
w u W u
v
u>v>w + T

FIG. 20. The Yang-Baxter equation in the infinite-rapidity lim-
it.
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Zvertex(w;‘:)z 2

{edge states]

1 »i(a,blx,p) [ @*(a),

(4.14b)

where the two products are taken over vertices of degrees
4 and 2, respectively.

For the enhanced vertex model to be useful in knot
theory, we require the enhanced Yang-Baxter equation

(4.15)

r

arrows is conserved, and we refer to Eq. (4.16) as the con-
dition of charge conservation. In charge-conserving mod-
els the angle-dependent weights, Egs. (4.13a) and (4.13b),
are, respectively,

c d

ab(u)

w*(a,d|b,clu)=w*

=\la =027 d|b,clu) , (4.17a)
w¥(a,d|b,c)=0} ¢ d
+14, 410, *la b
c d
=Ala—d0/2my, ; b} ) (4.17b)

Using the identity 8;=0,+6,, where 0, is the angle be-
tween the two incoming arrows at site i/ in Fig. 18, one
can readily verify that the vertex weight Eq. (4.17a) is a
solution of the enhanced Yang-Baxter equation (4.15),
provided that w(a,d,|b,clu) is a solution of the Yang-
Baxter equation (4.3). It follows that Eq. (4.17b) is the
solution of Eq. (4.15) in the infinite-rapidity limit. Along
the same lines, since the rapidity differences also satisfy
uy=u,+u,, where u is the difference of the two rapidi-
ties at site i,

a(a,d,|b,clu)=ePe=Duy(a,d,|b,clu) , (4.18)

where f3 is arbitrary, is also a solution of the Yang-Baxter
equation. This is a ‘“‘symmetry-breaking” transforma-
tion, which provides to be useful in latter applications.
We shall leave open the possibility of introducing this

Q<\/

FIG. 21. A directed piecewise-linear lattice.
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! |
! 18
a a

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 22. Vertices in piecewise-linear lattices.

symmetry breaking and use @ to denote either w or &,
whichever is needed in the application.

E. Integrable vertex models

We now present examples of integrable vertex models
known in statistical mechanics.

1. The spin-conserving model

Schultz (1981) and Perk and Schultz (1981, 1983) have
carried out a systematic study of solutions of the Yang-
Baxter equation in some special cases. The first case is a
q(2g —1)-vertex model generalizing the (g =2) six-
vertex ice-type models (Lieb, 1967a, 1967b, 1967c). In
this vertex model all weights vanish except those associ-
ated with the q(2q —1) configurations shown in Fig. 24.
If one identifies edge variables as spins, then the
incoming/outgoing spins are conserved,!! that is, we
have either

{a=c, b=d} or {a=d, b=c}. (4.19)

Thus the spin-conserving model satisfies charge conserva-
tion, @ +b =c +d. For g =2, the condition (4.19) is
equivalent to the ice rule (Wu, 1967, 1968) leading to the
six-vertex models solved by Lieb (1967a, 1967b, 1967¢c).

Let W,,, S,, and T,,, a7b, be the vertex weights
shown in Fig. 24. Then we can write

c d
w a b (u)= Waa(u)aabc‘d +Sab(u)(8ad8bc —Sabcd)
+Tab(u)(5“5bd _Sabcd ) ’ (4.20)
where 8, is the Kronecker delta function and
Sspca=1 ifa=b=c=d,
=0 otherwise . (4.21)

Perk and Schultz (1983) found that, within the family of
Eq. (4.20), the solution of the Yang-Baxter equation is,
excluding an overall normalization,'?

The term spin conservation has been used by different au-
thors in different contexts. Here we use it to refer to models in
which the states of the incoming and outgoing arrows are strict-
ly the same.

12Here we have omitted some multiplication factors corre-
sponding to gauge transformations and external fields that do
not concern us.
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FIG. 23. A directed path.

W, (u)=sinh(n+e,u) ,
S, (u)=sinhu , (4.22)

Tab(u)ze —u[sgn(a 'b’]sinh'r] ,

where €,=1 or —1, and 7 is arbitrary. In the infinite-
rapidity limit, Egs. (4.20) and (4.22) become

+
o4 =A.(€ze "8 upea+(8,a8pe —Bpea)

a b

+(e"—e "MO[£(b —a)]8,.8,4) »
(4.23)

where we have divided the weight, Eq. (4.20), by sinh u

and introduced normalization factor A, and the step
function

6(b —a)=1 ifb>a,

=0 ifb=<a. (4.24)

It is instructive to write out Eq. (4.23) explicitly. Exclud-
ing the normalization factor 4., we have

a a _ ifa"’
0% g q|T€ae ,
b a
w4 a b :1, a#b ’
a b
orl, p =el—e™ ", a<b, (4.25)
ab
o |, p =—(e"—e™ "), a>b,
c d
ot |y p|T0 otherwise .

As we shall see, this spin-conserving model leads to the
Homfly polynomial.

2. The N-state vertex model

Another family of integrable charge-conserving models
is the N-state vertex model (Sogo et al., 1983). Let the
edge variables take on N distinct values,
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g=1_ N—1]| |[N-=3 N—3 N—1
2 ’ 2 e 2 ’ 2
for fixed N =2,3,... . Then the N-state vertex model is
specified by
a+b=c+d=l, |[I|ISN—1, (4.27)

that is, charge-conserving weights with the total charge
I<N—1. This yields a total of 23N}, [*+N?
=N(2N2+1)/3 vertex configurations, leading to the 6-
vertex (ice-type) models for N =2 and the 19-vertex mod-
el (Zamolodchikov and Fateev, 1980) for N =3. For ex-
ample, the N =2 solution is (Akutsu and Wadati, 1987b)

F. Y. Wu: Knot theory and statistical mechanics

(4.26)

I

where the vertex weights are those including the
symmetry-breaking factor in Eq. (4.18) with B=1. We
observe that this solution is identical to that of the spin-
conserving model given by Egs. (4.20) and (4.22) with
qg =2, ¢,= —1. But the general N-state vertex model is
different from the spin-conserving model. Explicit ex-
pressions of vertex weights for N =3,4 can be found in
Sogo et al. (1983) and Akutsu and Wadati (1987b). The
general N model can be constructed using, for example, a
fusion procedure (Kulish and Sklyanin, 1982b) according
to the ideas of Kulish et al. (1981).

An expression for vertex weights w.,, the infinity-

T 3 _ I . rapidity limit of w(u), for general N has been given by
@1 (W)=o -1 -1 (u)=sinh(n—u) , Jones (1989). This expression, which includes the
L L symmetry-breaking factor in Eq. (4.18) with B=1 and
2 z z 7 . reduces to our €, =1 solution in the case of N =2, is
o|_; 1 |(W=w|  _,|(u)=sinhu ,
2 2 2
(4.28)
+ =1 o cd (n)=en[(ab+cd)+k<k~1)/2]
o|; _ i |(u)=e “sinhy, Tle b
2 2
i XTy(m[6a —b)+8,], (4.29)
2 2
= o ¥gi h R
@ e 2 (u)=e"sinhy where k =a —d,
|
k=1 | 2sinh[(b +n + 1IN+ L)nlsinh[(b +n — 1IN —1)y]
Lo(m=TI 2 N : (4.30)
’ "0 —sinh[(n +1)7]
with empty product being 1, and
[
c d d ¢ {a=c, b=d} or {a=b, c=d} . (4.32)
©_ (n)=w (—m). (4.31)
a b tlboa K Thus the vertex weight is

This vertex model leads to the Akutsu-Wadati polynomi-
al.

3. The nonintersecting-string model

Another family of solutions considered by Perk and
Schultz (1983) is the g (2g —1)-vertex model with vertex
weights shown in Fig. 25. These are vertex weights
characterized by either

a a b a a b
azb
Sab

azEb

W, Tab

aa

FIG. 24. Vertex weights of the spin-conserving vertex model.
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@ (u)= Waa(u)sabcd +Sab(u)( Sabscd_sabcd)

a b

F T (u)(85:8pg —84peq) - (4.33)

If at each vertex we connect edges in the same states,
then the partition function (4.1) generates polygons on .L
that do not intersect. Hence this is a model of noninter-
secting strings. For g =2, this reduces to a six-vertex

:’Xa bXb | b
.a a a a aXb
azxb azb
“éa Sab Tab

FIG. 25. Vertex weights of the nonintersecting-string model.
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model discussed by Lieb and Wu (1972). Two models for
g =3 have been considered by Stroganov (1979). Note
that the nonintersecting-string model does not obey the
charge-conserving condition,!? Eq. (4.16), and conse-
quently we take A=1 so that all vertices of degree two in
L* have the weight

(4.34)

Perk and Schultz (1981, 1983) found that there exist
exactly g +1 distinct integrable models in the form of
Eq. (4.33). One of the integrable cases, termed the separ-
able model by Perk and Wu (1986a), is

w(a)=1, for all a .

W, (u)=sinhu +sinh(p—u) ,

Sgp(u)=sinhu , (4.35)
T, (u)=sinh(p—u) .

In the infinite-rapidity limit, we obtain from Eq. (4.33)

c d

a b (4.36)

[2F= =A:t[8ab8cd_eq:n5ac8bd] ’
where we have again divided Eq. (4.33) by sinhu and in-
cluded a normalization factor 4. . Explicitly, excluding
the normalization factor 4., we have

a a
[oFs a a =1—'e:t7’ N
a b .
@+ a b ="'-e_", a#b ,
(4.37)
a a
O+ p p =1, a¥b ,
c d
O+ |4 p =0, otherwise .

As we shall see, this vertex model leads to the Jones poly-
nomial (Lipson, 1992; Wu, 1992b).

V. KNOT INVARIANTS FROM VERTEX MODELS
A. Oriented knots

1. Formulation

Starting from a given oriented knot, one constructs a
directed lattice .L and the associated piecewise-linear lat-
tice .L* by regarding lines of the knot as lattice edges and

13However, by applying a staircase-type transformation gen-
eralizing the one used by Fan and Wu (1970) for the eight-
vertex model, one can view the nonintersecting-string model as
a checkerboard spin-conserving model. I am indebted to J. H.
H. Perk for this remark.

Rev. Mod. Phys., Vol. 64, No. 4, October 1992

U 3
FIG. 26. Construction of a lattice from a knot.

line crossings as lattice sites (vertices). This leads natu-
rally to two types of vertices, + and —, corresponding to
the two kinds of line crossings + and —. For example,
from a trefoil one constructs the directed lattice in Fig.
26 and the piecewise-linear lattice in Fig. 27, both having
three + crossings.

We next seek to construct an enhanced vertex model
on .L* with correspondingly two different kinds of vertex
weights ©%, such that its partition function Z (¥ ) is a
knot invariant. That is, we require Z(w? ) to remain in-
variant under Reidemeister moves of the lattice edges.
To accomplish this, we use vertex weights o} derived
from the enhanced Yang-Baxter equation (4.15). Indeed,
as remarked after Eq. (4.7), configurations of the Yang-
Baxter equation in the infinite-rapidity limits coincide
precisely with those of type-IIIA Reidemeister moves.
As a result, the partition function Z(w%) is by definition
invariant under type-IIIA moves. We therefore need
only examine its invariance under Reidemeister moves I
and II (moves IIIB follow as a consequence). Note that
the use of the infinite-rapidity limit, Eq. (4.6), a crucial
step whose meaning is not well understood in the braid-
group approach (Witten, 1989b; Jones, 1990b), now
emerges naturally as a condition for ensuring invariance
under Reidemeister moves ITIA.

The invariance of Z (w%) under Reidemeister moves I,
shown in Fig. 28, reads

2 ka(2ﬂ~0)/21rwf_t(a’b|x’a)=k‘b9/2ﬂ8bx (n, (5.1
a€J

where we have used the identity 6,+6,+60;=27—86.
Similarly, consideration of the invariance of Z (w%) un-
der Reidemeister moves ITA and IIB, shown in Figs. 29
and 30, respectively, leads to the conditions

FIG. 27. The piecewise-linear lattice constructed from the lat-
tice in Fig. 26.
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3 A2k (a,b|x,y)0% (p,2|b,c)

byeJg
=Ale—x0/218 5 (IIA), (5.2)
D> AW TONT=0072m00% (3 x|a, b)o*:(b,c|z,y)
byed
=Ala+txmr=—0/2m5 § (IIB). (5.3)

For completeness, although it is redundant, we write
down the requirement imposed by Reidemeister moves
IIIB. Using the labelings shown in Fig. 31, we have

S of(yalb,x)oi(x,clf,2)0f(z,cld,y)= 3 of(dylx,e)w}(b,clz,c)o¥(f,zly,a) (IIIB),

x,0,z2ET x,y,2€J

(L23)={+——b{+—+L{++ -]+ {——+L{—++].

For charge-conserving models, we use Egs. (4.17a) and
(4.17b) and obtain from Egs. (5.1)—(5.3) the equivalent
conditions

S Awyla,blx,a)=8,,, (I),

a€J

(5.1a)

S wi(a,blx,p)os(y,z]bc)=8,5, (IIA),
byed

(5.2a)

S AT, (y,x|a,b)o £ (b,clz,y)=6,,6, (IIB).
byed

(5.3a)

Here, w.(a,b,|c,d) are defined by Eqgs. (4.6) and (4.4) and
are deduced from the solution of the Yang-Baxter equa-
tion (4.3). These are the fundamental conditions, which
do not refer to enhanced weights. Note that they do not
depend on the angle 6 and the condition (5.2a) coincides
with the unitarity relation, Eq. (4.8).

We now collect our main results and state them as a
theorem:

Theorem V.A.1. For each oriented knot construct a direct-
ed lattice .LL and the associated piecewise-linear lattice L*.
Then the partition function (4.14b), with vertex weights
w*(a) given by Eq. (4.9) and w% by the infinite-rapidity
limit of the solution of the enhanced Yang-Baxter equa-
tion (4.15), is a knot invariant, provided that Egs.
(5.1)—(5.3) hold.

FIG. 29. Labelings for Reidemeister moves ITA.
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FIG. 28. Labelings for Reidemeister moves 1.

(5.4)

(5.5)

[

For charge-conserving models, w% is given by Egq.
(4.17b), and Egs. (5.1)—(5.3) reduce to the fundamental
conditions (5.1a)-(5.3a).

Skein relation. With knot invariants formulated as
partition functions, Skein relations relating knot invari-
ants can be formulated in terms of vertex weights. For
the Homfly polynomial, for example, it is readily verified
that the Skein relation (2.8) is equivalent to the following
relation among the enhanced vertex weights:

c d c
tTloy |, p TRt |, p | =2 T8, 8y, . (5.6)
For charge-conserving models Eq. (5.6) reduces to
- c d c
t @ 4 a b —tw_ a b =28ac8bd . (5.63)

Similar relations can be written down for other Skein re-
lations.

We now apply our formulation to obtain knot invari-
ants.

2. The Homfly polynomial

We now show that the g-state spin-conserving model
described in Sec. IV.E.1 (Perk and Schultz, 1981, 1983)
generates the Homfly polynomial (Jones, 1989). The ver-
tex weights wX of the spin-conserving model are given by

a a
\\/
N ~ -0
N
X n-8 N
-6 z /\
b\ .
X X

FIG. 30. Labelings for Reidemeister moves IIB.
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Ay [—eT0E(eT—e ) S O[+(b—a)A? | =1, bET.
aed

Using the identity (5.9)

S 0[t(b—a)A=(AT D=1l /(1=2%2),  (5.10)
FIG. 31. Labelings for Reidemeister moves IIIB. a€d

we deduce from Eq. (5.9) the condition

Egs. (4.20) and (4.23) with'4 Aot [ppp Lme M TN | (5.11)
* 1—A2 ’ '
€,=—1 foralla, (5.7) which is satisfied by taking
and A=e", A, =—eTI, (5.12)

J={—(g—1),—(g—3),...,(g—=3),(g—1)}, (5.8) Similarly, substituting Eq. (4.23) with €,=—1 in Egs.

(5.2a) and (5.3a) required by Reidemeister moves IIA and

containing g integers with intervals of 2 in between. IIB, we verify that they are also satisfied with the choice

The partition function is invariant under Reidemeister of Eq. (5.12). For example, to verify Eq. (5.2a), which is

moves IITA by construction. To satisfy invariance under the same as the unitarity relation Eq. (4.8), one substi-

Reidemeister moves I, we substitute the vertex weight tutes Eq. (5.12), which equates the left-hand side of Eq.
(4.23) with €, = —1 in Eq. (5.1a) and obtain (5.2a) to

J

LHS= 3 [—e ", (8550, —8upxy)+(e"—e " "O(b —a)d,, 5, ]
byed

X[ =€y +(8p, 8y, =8y, ) =(eT—e MOy —2)8,.8;,] - (5.13)
Expanding the fist square bracket in Eq. (5.13) and carrying out the summations term by term, one obtains
LHS=—e "[(—e"8,.,,) +0+0]+[0+(8,.6,, —84cx, ) +0]+(e"—e " ")[0+0+0]
=8,.0,, . (5.14)
This establishes Eq. (5.2a). In a similar fashion and using Eq. (5.10) in conjunction with the identity
> 6(a —b)o(b —AP=(A°T2—2A9)/(1—A2), (5.15)
beJ

we verify that Eq. (5.3a) is satisfied. It can also be checked, although this is not necessary, that the condition (5.4) re-
quired by Reidemeister moves IIIB is also satisfied.

Combining Egs. (5.12) with (4.17b) and (4.23), we arrive at the following explicit expression for the angle-dependent
vertex weight:

c d
ot |, » =eTIN((e T4+ 1)8 1poq — 8,a0p F(eT—e M@ ~M2m9[ +(b —a)]18,.8,4) - (5.16)
[
Here 0 is the angle between the two incoming arrows at To see that this knot invariant is the Homfly polyno-

the vertex, and O(a) is the step function defined by Eq. mial, we need to establish the Skein relation (5.6).
(4.24). The partition function Z(w?) of this vertex model Indeed, using the identity

. . 15
generates knot invariant. 0(a —b)+0(b —a)+5,,=1 (5.17)

one verifies that Eq. (5.6) is satisfied by the % Eq. (5.16)

by identifyin
14The choice of €, =1, which leads to A=e¢ ~7and 4, =e T 97, y &

also yields the Homfly polynomial. t=e9, z=e MT—e". (5.18)
151t is instructive to verify that the vertex weight (5.16) does

not disentangle the configurations shown in Fig. 8. Thus the Furthermore, as discussed in Sec. II.C.1, the Skein rela-

vertex weight (5.16) is exactly what is required of knot invari- tion expresses the partition function Z(g,e") of the

ances, no more and no less. enhanced spin-conserving vertex model as the product of

Rev. Mod. Phys., Vol. 64, No. 4, October 1992
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two factors: a Laurent polynomial P(¢t,z) in ¢ and z and
the partition function of a ring, Z;,, =sinhgn/sinhn, de-
duced from Eq. (4.12). Thus the Laurent polynomial

sinhy

P(,z)= sinhgn

Z,erex(g,e™) (5.19)

satisfies the normalization condition (2.9) and hence is
the Homfly polynomial for integral q. By analytically
continuing Eq. (5.19) to all values of ¢, we establish the
existence and uniqueness of the Homfly polynomial
P(t,z) for general ¢t and z. This completes the construc-
tion of the Homfly polynomial.

3. The Jones polynomial

We have seen in Sec. I1.D.3 that the Jones polynomial
V(¢) is obtained from the Homfly polynomial P(z,z) by
taking z=V't —1/Vz, indicating that the Jones polyno-
mial is constructed from the ¢ =2 spin-conserving vertex
model. In view of its fundamental importance, we give
here another construction of the Jones polynomial using
the nonintersecting-string model of Sec. IV.E.3 (Lipson,
1992; Wu, 1992b). This construction is direct, as there is
no need of introducing piecewise-linear lattices nor the
writhe; it also expresses the Jones polynomial directly as
a Potts model partition function (Wu, 1992b).

In the nonintersecting-string model we have A=1, so
that there is no angle dependence in vertex weights. As
before, the condition for Reidemeister moves IIIA is au-
tomatically satisfied by the vertex weight (4.36). Substi-
tuting this weight in Eq. (5.1a) with A=1, we obtain

A =—e* g=el+e 7, (5.20)
Explicitly, the vertex weight Eq. (4.36) is now
c d
4 a b =—ei2"8ab80d +ei7’5“5bd . (5.21)

It can be checked that Egs. (5.2a) and (5.3a) are now
satisfied by Eq. (5.21). Hence, the partition function
Z(g,e") of the nonintersecting-string model with weight
(5.21) is a knot invariant. To identify this knot invariant
as the Jones polynomial, we obtain from Eq. (5.21)

c d

d_e2n*
b ©-1la b

2*6
e o
* |a

=(—eT+e Mele 02y 5§ (522)

This leads to the Skein relation Eq. (2.6) for ¥V (z) upon
identifying e"=—Vt. Furthermore, Z (g,e™) is propor-
tional to Z,;,,(g,e")=g. It follows that the Laurent po-
lynomial

V(t)zq_lzvertex(q’en) (5'23)
is the Jones polynomial when one sets
g=—Vt+1/V1), e"=—V7 . (5.24)

Rev. Mod. Phys., Vol. 64, No. 4, October 1992

Another construction of the Jones polynomial based on
the nonintersecting-string model will be given in Sec.
V.B.2 below.

4. The Alexander-Conway polynomial

The Alexander-Conway polynomial V(z) is obtained
from the Homfly polynomial P(#,z) by taking t=1. Ac-
cording to Eq. (5.18), this corresponds to taking ¢ =0 in
our derivation of P(t,z). We shall therefore assume that
we have analytically continued Eq. (5.19) to permit us to
take the ¢ —O0 limit. This is very much similar to the
g —0 limit of the Potts model, which generates percola-
tions (Fortuin and Kasteleyn, 1972).

Alternatively, V(z) can also be constructed from a
two-state vertex model (Kauffman, 1991). This is done
by considering two-strand knots which convert to lattices
possessing two open lattice edges. It can then be shown
that the partition function of a ¢ =2 spin-conserving ver-
tex model with weights given by Egs. (4.23) and (4.17b),
with ¢ =2, {a,b,c,d}==*1, €, ==%1, and A=V —1,
gives rise to V(e7—e ~7) for two-strand knots. Readers
are referred to Kauffman (1991) for details of this
analysis.

5. The Akutsu-Wadati polynomial

In a similar fashion the angle-dependent vertex weight
(4.17b) with A=e?" and w. given by Egs. (4.29)-(4.31) for
the N-state vertex model can be used to derive knot in-
variants. This leads to the Akutsu-Wadati polynomial
A™(t) (Akutsu and Wadati, 1987a, 1987b). Expressions
for the N =3 Akutsu-Wadati polynomial have been ob-
tained, and tabulated, for knots of closed three-braids
(Akutsu et al., 1987). The extension to two-variable po-
lynomials has been made (Deguchi et al., 1988), and Ge
et al. (1989) have also given an explicit derivation of the
N =3,4 polynomials. The Akutsu-Wadati polynomial
satisfies the general Skein relation relating knots with
configurations L_, L, L., and L, .,
n=2,3,...,N —1, and is more powerful than the Jones
polynomial in differentiating knots. For example, the
two knots found by Birman (1985) to possess an identical
Jones polynomial can be distinguished using the Akutsu-
Wadati polynomial (Akutsu et al., 1987).

B. Unoriented knots

1. Formulation

Polynomial invariants for unoriented knots can be con-
structed by following the same route as that for oriented
knots. For each knot one constructs an unoriented lattice
L. Consider a vertex model on .£ and require the parti-
tion function to remain invariant under all Reidemeister
moves of lattice edges. The partition function is then a
knot invariant.
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FIG. 32. Labelings of a vertex for unoriented knots.

For unoriented knots, however, there is only one type
of line crossing, and hence the partition function has a
uniform vertex weight. We label the vertex edges as in
Fig. 32 and write the vertex weight as

c d b a
a b d c

=w

ola,d|b,c)=w (5.25)
If we further label the Reidemeister moves as shown in
Fig. 33, assuming regular isotopy and Eq. (2.15) for
type-I moves, we can read off from Fig. 33 conditions im-
posed by Reidemeister moves. This leads to

S wla,clb,c)=a"1s,, , (5.26a)
cEJ
S olc,bla,c)=ad,, , (5.26b)
ced
S wl(a,blx,p)w(b,cly,z)=8,.8,, , (5.26¢)
byed
3 o(x,bly,a)o(f,zle,x)w(z,cld,y)
xyz€J
= 3 ole,xld,y)o(z,clx,b)o(f,zly,a) , (5.26d)

xyz€ d

where, as before, J is a set of q integers. We now state
the main result as a theorem:

Theorem V.B.1. For a given knot we construct an
unoriented lattice L. The partition function Z(w) [Egq.
(4.1)] of a vertex model on L with vertex weight as given
in Eq. (5.25) and satisfying Eq. (2.15) under type-I
Reidemeister moves is an invariant of regular isotopy for

a b a b
N\ f\ z__/
X N - v
¢ \
e d e d

FIG. 33. Labelings for Reidemeister moves.
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unoriented knots, provided that Egs. (5.26a)-(5.26d)

hold.

Collorary V.B.1. The function a Y®Z(w) is a
semioriented invariant for oriented knots.

2. The bracket polynomial and ice-type vertex models

As an example, we construct an invariant using the
nonintersecting-string model of Sec. IV.E.3, which leads
to the Jones polynomial.

For the vertex shown in Fig. 32, we assign the vertex
weight given by Eqgs. (4.33) and (4.35), namely,

d

c
@, b (5.27)

=4 ‘Sacsbd +Baab 8cd >

where A4 =sinh(np—u), B =sinhu. Note, however, that
we regard 4 and B as two independent parameters and
apply the vertex weight (5.27) to all vertices.

Perk and Wu (1986a) pointed out that the particular
form of the weight given in Eq. (5.27) permits one to
write the partition function Z ;g as a generating function
of nonintersecting polygonal decompositions P of .L.
Indeed, by substituting Eq. (5.27) into Eq. (4.1) and sum-
ming over all edge states, one finds Zyg in the form of a
polynomial in g, 4, and B (Perk and Wu, 1986a),

N
Zyis(g, 4,B)=T, q?'P T w,(P), (5.28)
P

i=1

where p(P) is the number of polygons (loops) in P, and
W;(P) is the weight of the ith site in P, equal to either 4
or B. Since the lattice has at least one loop, Zyg is
divisible by gq.

The polynomial

P(q,4,B)=q 'Zys(q, 4,B) (5.29)

was discovered independently by Kauffman and named
the bracket polynomial of a state model (Kauffman,
1987a). Clearly, in this picture, the state model is charac-
terized by nonlocal Boltzmann weights. In a remarkable
piece of pioneering insight connecting knot theory with
statistical mechanics, Kauffman (1987a) showed that the
bracket polynomial can be used to provide a simple
derivation of the Jones polynomial (see also Wu, 1992a).
Perk and Wu (1986a), Truong (1986), and Kauffman
(1988b) have also shown that the bracket polynomial is
completely equivalent to a g2-state Potts model partition
function, a fundamental connection relating the Potts
model with the Jones polynomial. Kauffman (1988b)
went further and reformulated the Potts model in terms
of a formalism of alternating link diagrams.

It is straightforward to verify that Eqgs. (5.26a)—(5.26d)

are satisfied by taking
B=A47! g=—(A4*+ 472, a=—43. (5.30)

It follows from Theorem V.B.1 that the one-variable
function
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flA)=P(—A*—A472,4,47"), (5.31)

which is normalized to f,,(A4)=1, is an invariant for
unoriented knots. This is the Kauffman bracket invari-
ant. Furthermore, by Corollary V.B.1, the function

V(e)=(—t 3/*)y7wf(s /%) (5.32)

is an invariant of ambient isotopy for oriented knots,
where we have written 4 =t~ !/*. To identify V() as
the Jones polynomial, one verifies the identity

|-

This shows that V' (¢) satisfies the Skein relation (2.6) and
hence is the Jones polynomial.

The noninteracting-string model can be further gen-
eralized by associating line orientations. This leads to
the oriented nonintersecting-string (ONIS) and general-
ized ice-type models (Perk and Wu, 1986a). In the ONIS
model the lattice edges can be colored in g, distinct
colors and, in addition, colored as well as oriented in g,
colors, with the restriction that the numbers of in and
out arrows of a given color at a vertex must be the same
(the ice rule). This permits one to consider the
piecewise-linear lattice £* and introduce, for vertices of
degree 2, weights in the form of Eq. (4.9) with A,
u=1,2,...,q, replacing A for each of the g, colors. For
a model with separable weights one finds the partition
function again given by Eq. (5.28), but with

c d
a b

db
c a

-1

a o aw

1
t

~ 1
‘/t —’\/—? ]Sacsbd . (5.33)

9,
g=¢;+3 A, +2. 1. (5.34)
p=1
The case of ¢, =0, g, =1 leads to the usual ice-rule model
(Temperley and Lieb, 1971; Baxter et al., 1976), a
correspondence that has also been discussed by

Kauffman (1988b).

c d b a

N\ NG )( e
/\ a)(a /;\ ><D a b /;\

a b a

a0 as=0 EECRA a>b a>d
N " 1 z -z 1

O =X

a0 a0 asktb d>a -a>-b
e &" 1 z -z 1

FIG. 34. Vertex configurations and weights for the Kauffman
polynomial. Configurations in the two rows are related by a 90°
rotation.
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2 -a

J—

FIG. 35. Orientation and sign convention.

3. The Kauffman polynomial

The construction of the Kauffman polynomial (Turaev,
1988) requires special attention. The following is essen-
tially a reformulation of the diagrammatic analysis (of
the Turaev construction) due to Kauffman (1991),
modified by considering a vertex model with local
weights on piecewise-linear lattices.

To begin with consider a (g +1)-state vertex model
with edge variables {a,b,...,x,y,...} taking on g +1
numerical values contained in the set

Jp=1{J,0}, (5.35)

Here J is the set of ¢ numerical values given by Eq. (5.8).
For our purposes we shall consider ¢ =2,4,6, . . . so that
J does not contain the value zero.!®

Again, one looks for vertex weights that are solutions
of the Yang-Baxter equation (5.26d), so that the
Reidemeister move III is automatically satisfied. To ob-
tain the Kauffman polynomial one uses a representation
of simple Lie algebras A,;l_)l, giving rise to nonvanishing

vertex weights of the form (Turaev, 1988)

a b
b a

a b
a b

b —b

Y —a (5.36)

w , @ , Or @

However, to write down the explicit expression of o we
need first to orient and decompose .L.

Connect at each vertex the edge indexed a with that in-
dexed *a, and b with *b, a process that is unique and
that leads to one of the six configurations shown in the
first row of Fig. 34. This process decomposes .L into
disconnected components, each of which contains an
edge in states +a. [Components may cross each other via
bridges, however, due to the presence of the third vertex
weight in Egs. (5.36) and (5.37).] To uniquely specify
each component by a single index, we now orient com-
ponents and adopt the convention that

(i) the negation of an edge variable has the same effect
as reversing the orientation, a situation shown in Fig. 35,
and

(ii) a component has the same index as its upward-
pointing edges at the vertex shown in Fig. 32, assuming
the latter vertex edges are oriented to point upward.

Thus configurations that can occur at a vertex are
those shown in the first row of Fig. 34 with weights

16For ¢ =odd the construction of the Kauffman polynomial
still holds, but there are then two zeros in the set Jp, and one
needs to distinguish them carefully in Eq. (5.37) and Fig. 34
below.
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a a
2\, 4 =e", a¥#0,
—a a "
0|, —g e ", a¥#0,
b a
@1, p =1, a¥=xb,
ab
@, p|=2 a>b , (5.37)
—d d
ol s —alT72 a>d ,
00
ol o =1,
d
e b =0, otherwise ,
where 7 is arbitrary and
z=eMl—e M. (5.38)

Note that edges with state zero also form connected com-
ponents. For later use we show in the second row of Fig.
34 the same configurations rotated 90° clockwise, where
we have adopted the sign and orientation convention and
negated some edge variables.

The weight equation (5.37) can be summarized as

0)*

a b

c d

Dla b

=€ 4peq(1—8,0) e "8, a(1—8,0)

+8ad6bc( 1 _aab )( 1 '—50,._1, )+28008bd9(a '—b)
=28, 48, —460(a —d)+8pca0

—b —a

—d —c (5.39)

=w

Note that the symmetry of the vertex weight indicated in
the last line is different from that given in Eq. (5.25).
However, due to the sign and orientation convention, the
symmetry shown ensures its consistency and does not
affect the overall partition function.

Substituting Eq. (5.39) into the partition function equa-
tions (4.1) and (4.2), we can write the partition function
as

Zvertex(a’)z 2 zwi » (5.40)

a€c i
where the summation is taken over all possible decompo-
sitions of .£ into oriented components ¢, each of which is
now indexed by a single edge variable a.

We next introduce the piecewise-linear lattice .£* with
angle-dependent vertex weights. For vertices of degree
two, the weights w*(a) are those given previously in Eq.
(4.9). For other vertices, we require that the new weight
o* satisfy the Yang-Baxter equation. If we color com-
ponents of .L by different colors, then as seen in Fig. 34
the incoming/outgoing colors are conserved at each ver-
tex. This color conservation, which is a special case of
charge conservation in the sense that charges (colors)
remain unchanged, permits us to introduce angle factors
as in Eq. (4.17b) for each term in Eq. (5.39), leading to
the new weight

d .
(9)=en8abcd( 1 _8a0)+e —7’5”,_b’_c,d( 1 _8a0)+6ad8bc( 1 —Bab )( 1 —80,—b )+ZA.(a —d)9/276ac6bd0(a _‘d)

—zA T 02ms 5 160(a —d)+B oo

—b —a
—d —c

=w*

As a consequence of color conservation, the weight o*
now satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation.!” The partition
function Z(w*) with angle-dependent weights is now in-

17This fact can also be seen by noting that »* can be generated
from o by separating the angle-dependent factor into factors
Ata9/27 and associating them separately with the two paths of
different colors passing through a vertex. The desired property
can then be established by using the property Eq. (4.10).
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(5.41)

variant under Reidemeister moves IIIA of the lattice
edges.

The expression of w* differs from that of w only in the
appearance of angle-dependent factors in the fourth and
fifth terms. In the latter (fifth) term we can write
Ald—aXm—0)/2m — 3 (d —a)/2) (a —d)0/21r, giving rise to a factor
A@=972 noted in another context (Kauffman, 1991).
Here this factor arises naturally as a consequence of the
requirement that w* satisfy the Yang-Baxter equation.

We now choose A so that Z (w*) is invariant under the
two distinct Reidemeister moves I shown in Fig. 36.
Adopting line orientations as shown, we obtain from Eq.
(2.15) the conditions
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FIG. 36. Labelings for Reidemeister moves I.

—d d
2 }\d(‘rr+0)/21rw* 2 b ](9)
dedp

=a_'lk—a(7_9)/2”8a,—b (5.42)

(IA),

2 }\'—b(21r—6)/21rw*
bed,

b
. b}<e)=axa9/2”5,,c (IB) ,

(5.43)

where, as in Eq. (5.1), we have included weights of the
three vertices of degree 2.
When we substitute Eq. (5.41) into Eq. (5.43) and use

the identity
J

KX = (D Y i s s ]

a>b a<b d

:2[>(—><

FIG. 37. Skein relation for the Kauffman polynomial.

S A79(a —d)=(1—8,,)6(a)

dedp

1—A"!
1—A72

—1__19—a
42
1—A72

laao ’

(5.44)

it is straightforward to show that Eq. (5.43) is satisfied if
we take

A=e", a=e 97, (5.45)

In a similar manner one shows that Eq. (5.42) is satisfied.
One also establishes that conditions imposed by
Reidemeister moves II (and III) are all satisfied by the
vertex weight (5.41), details of which we omit. It follows
that the partition function Z(w*) defines a knot invari-
ant.

To identify this knot invariant as the Kauffman poly-
nomial, we need to show that the partition function
Z (0*) satisfies the Skein relation (2.13) or (2.13a). Now
the vertex configurations and weights of a minus-type
crossing are given in the second row in Fig. 34 (for which
the “upward-pointing” direction is pointing towards the
right). By taking the difference of the two weights in
Fig. 34 and making use of the identity (5.17), one obtains

c d d —b
w* 2 b (0)=w* e a (7_9)22[}"(“—‘1)6/2”8@6&1—}‘(d-a)(w—o)/zﬁaa,—bsc,—d] . (5.46)
. . . . [
Here the negation of b and c in the second expression in Q(,2)=Z epex (0*) / Z 0 (@, 2) (5.49)

Eq. (5.46) is due to our orientation convention.

Inserting this expression into Z (o*) written in the
form of Eq. (5.40), a procedure shown schematically in
Fig. 37, one arrives at the identity

ZD+(w*)—ZD_(a>*)=z[ZDO(w*)-—ZDw(w*)] ) (5.47)
which is precisely the Skein relation (2.13a) for the Du-
brovnik version of the Kauffman polynomial.

As before, recursive applications of the Skein relation
eventually equate Z (0*) to the product of two factors, a
Laurent polynomial in a and z, and the partition function
of a ring, now given by

Zgl,2)=3 Kia=1+m

«E7, sinhn

=1+(a—a"N/z . (5.48)

It follows that the Laurent polynomial
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normalized to Q. inot(@,2)=1, is the Dubrovnik version
of the Kauffman polynomial. By analytically continuing
Z,1ex(e?,eT—e ") to all g, we finally establish the ex-
istence and uniqueness of Q(a,z) for arbitrary a and z.
This completes the construction of the Kauffman polyno-
mial.

VL. KNOT INVARIANTS FROM IRF MODELS

A. The IRF model

Consider a directed lattice L of N sites, arbitrary
shape, and a uniform coordination number 4. Place spins
inside the faces of .L as shown in Fig. 38, where the spin
locations are indicated by solid circles. Let the spins take
on values, or spin states, designated by variables
{a,b,...}€J, where J is a set of g integers. Let the
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S

FIG. 38. A directed lattice for the interaction-round-a-face
(IRF) model. Spins are denoted by solid circles.

four spins surrounding a site of £ interact via a
Boltzmann weight B (a,b,c,d), where spins a, b, c, d are
arranged as shown in Fig. 39. In the figure we have
drawn the edges of .L as broken lines and connected the
four spins along the edges of L, the dual of .L, to indi-
cate the “domain” of the interaction.

If one regards spin states a,b, . .. as defining heights,
then an overall spin configuration describes a height as-
signment of faces of L. This is then a solid-on-solid
(SOS) model describing the interface of two solids. The
overall Boltzmann factor W is a product of individual
Boltzmann weights B, and the partition function (3.1)
reads

N
Zge(B)= 3 [l Bi(a,b,c,d) . 6.1)
{heights} i =1

Here the product is taken over all vertices of .L or,
equivalently, all faces .L 5, including the exterior (infinite)
one. This defines an interaction-round-a-face (IRF) mod-
el (Baxter, 1980).

Generally there can be g* different Boltzmann weights
B(a,b,c,d). But in practice one considers IRF models
for which B (a,b,c,d) vanishes unless the heights of two
neighboring (adjacent) faces are related in a specific way.
For example, the restricted eight-vertex SOS model
solved by Andrews, Baxter, and Forrester (1984), the
ABF model, is an SOS model with g finite and for which
the difference of two adjacent heights is always 1. Partic-
ularly, the ¢ = oo version is the unrestricted eight-vertex
SOS model. Such rules are conveniently represented by
line graphs in which heights are represented by num-
bered dots and allowed adjacent heights by line connec-
tions.!® For example, the unrestricted eight-vertex SOS
model is described by the graph shown in Fig. 40, and the
ABF model is described by graph 4, in Fig. 41.

Generally, there is a one-to-one correspondence be-
tween line graphs and certain IRF models (Akutsu et al.,
1988), a consideration leading to hierarchies of integrable
models (Date et al., 1986; see also Akutsu et al., 1986a,
1986b; Kuniba et al., 1986a—1986¢; Pearce and Seaton,
1988). In particular, there exists an integrable IRF mole
for each Dynkin diagram of simply-laced classical or
affine Lie algebras of the A, D, E series (Pasquier, 1987a;

18The connecting lines will be directed in the case of IRF mod-
els with chiral Boltzmann weights.
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fd -fc) € fc) - fb)

f(d) - f(a) a f(a) - f(b)

FIG. 39. The four interacting spins in the IRF model. Edge in-
dices are defined as in Fig. 42.

Jimbo et al., 1988), examples of which are shown in Fig.
41. The IRF model corresponding to A4, is the ABF
model; the model corresponding to D, has been solved by
Pasquier (1987b), and the cyclic eight-vertex SOS model
(Baxter, 1973a, 1973b) corresponding to A,(,” has been
solved by Pearce and Seaton (1989).

B. Equivalence with charge-conserving vertex models

The construction of knot invariants from IRF models
is most conveniently done via the equivalence of IRF
models with a charge-conserving vertex model. We first
elucidate this equivalence (Akutsu et al., 1988; Jones,
1989; see also Kadanoff and Wegner, 1971 and Wu,
1971).

Consider an IRF model with the partition function
(6.1). Consider further the partition function Z{¥(B)
defined by Eq. (6.1) with the height of one face, say, the
exterior, fixed at a. Then Eq. (6.1) can be written as

ZreB)= 3 Z\@x(B) . (6.2)
a€d

To each height a we assign a value f (a) where the func-
tion f is one-to-one; to each directed edge we assign an
index

hoy =f(a)—f(b), (6.3)

where a is the height to the left, and b to the right, of the
edge, as shown in Fig. 42. An example of f is f(a)=a;
but more generally the function f can be chosen at our
discretion. A height configuration is now mapped into
an edge indexing. Clearly, as can be seen from Fig. 39,
the edge indexing satisfies the charge conservation condi-
tion, Eq. (4.16), as generalized in footnote 9. Conversely,
each charge-conserving edge indexing in the form of Eq.
(6.3) is mapped into a height configuration, provided that
the height a, or the function f(a), of the exterior face is
given. This leads to the equivalence

FIG. 40. Line graph for the Andrews, Baxter, and Forrester
(ABF) model.
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FIG. 41. Dynkin diagrams of Lie algebras.

Z@(B)=21) (w),

vertex

(6.4)

where Z/{? (w) is the vertex-model partition function
(4.1), with edges indexed by 4,;,, and the function f of the
exterior face fixed at f(a). Explicitly, we have the

equivalence

fld)=f(c) flc)—f(b)

@ r(d)—rf(a) fla)—fp) |=B@bed . 65

S B(g,c,b,alu —w)B(f,e,g,alv —u)B(e,d,c,glv —w)
geI

= 3 Ble,d,g,flu —w)B(g,d,c,blv —w)B(f,g,b,alv —w) for all a,b,c,d,e,fET .

gEI
The unitarity condition, Eq. (4.5b), now reads, after
changing edge indexings,

> B(a,b,c,d|lu —v)B(c,b,d,elv —u)=8,, ,
ced

(6.7)

which we show graphically in Fig. 44. In analogy to Eq.
(4.18) for the vertex model, one verifies that the
Boltzmann weight

Byt fe—fp—

Bla,b,c,d|lu)=e T%B (a,b,c,dlu)  (6.8)

is also a solution of Eq. (6.6) for any 8. We shall leave
open, the possibility of using this symmetry-breaking
Boltzmann weight, and use B to denote either B or B,

FIG. 43. The Yang-Baxter equation for IRF models.
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f(a) - f(b)

FIG. 42. Convention of lattice edge indexing.

C. The Yang-Baxter equation

An IRF model is integrable if its Boltzmann weight
B (a,b,c,d) satisfies a Yang-Baxter equation. The Yang-
Baxter equation can now be written down from the
equivalence with a vertex model, by assuming appropri-
ate edge indexings in Egs. (4.3) and (4.4). To completely
describe the Yang-Baxter equation, one needs further to
specify the factor f (a) associated with the exterior face.
It is then more convenient to write down the Yang-
Baxter equation directly in terms of the IRF-model
Boltzmann weights B(a,b,c,d). As may be surmised
from Fig. 43, this is equivalent to considering a cluster of
seven spins with interactions arranged in two different
ways, as shown, and requiring the partition functions of
the two clusters to be identical for any given spin states
{a,b,c,d,e,f}. The Yang-Baxter equation in IRF
language then reads (Baxter, 1980)

(6.6)

[
whichever arises in applications. In the infinite-rapidity
limit, we have

B.(a,b,c,d)= lim B(a,b,c,d|u), (6.9)

u—=t

where, as before, the right-hand side of Eq. (6.9) has been
divided by the leading diverging Boltzmann weight.

D. Integrable IRF models

_We now present examples of integrable IRF models.

1. The unrestricted eight-vertex SOS model

The unrestricted eight-vertex SOS model, the ¢ =
ABF model, is characterized by the line graph of Fig. 40.

FIG. 44. The unitarity condition for Boltzmann weights.
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In this model, adjacent heights always differ by 1, and
there are six contributing configurations, as shown in
Fig. 45. It is also clear that we need only consider the
partition function Z‘“(B).

Boltzmann weights of integrable IRF models are given
in terms of elliptical theta functions. At criticality, how-
ever, they reduce to hyperbolic functions. In the case of
the ¢ = o ABF model they can be written in the form

B1=Bz=1 >

B;=B,=sinhu /sinh(n—u) .
(6.10)
Bs=-e"sinhn/sinh(n—u) ,

Bg=e " “sinhn/sinh(n—u) ,

where u is the rapidity and 7 is arbitrary, and we have in-
cluded the symmetry-breaking factor in Eq. (6.8) with
B=1/2 and f(a)=a.

The Boltzmann weights of Eq. (6.10) can be rewritten
as

B(a,b,c,d|u)

sinhu

— 2= e [(a+c)/2—b]n
sinh(n—u)

= 8ac + sbd

=0, (@ —b)b—c)c—d)a—d)F=*1, (6.11)

where a,b,c,d are integers. Taking the infinite-rapidity
limit, we obtain

Bi(a’b,c,d)=A:t[sac_8bde[(a+c)/2~bil]17]
=0, (a—b)b—c)c—d)a—d)Ft1,
(6.12)

where we have included a normalization factor 4.

2. The cyclic SOS model

The g-state cyclic SOS model (Pearce and Seaton,
1988, 1989) is characterized by the Dynkin diagram 4"
of Fig. 41. The contributing configurations are also those
shown in Fig. 45, but now with indices a,b, . . ., mod(q).
The critical vertex weights are again those given by Eqgs.
(6.10) and (6.11), but with

n=i2ms/q, s=12,...,q—1. (6.13)

Since the g states are cyclic, the partition function is in-

a a a-1 a+l a a
a a a+l a-1 a a

m 2) 3) ) ) (6)

FIG. 45. Configurations of the ABF and cyclic solid-on-solid
(SOS) models.
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dependent of the height of the exterior face, and we have
Zgr(B)=qZgp(a)(B).

E. Enhanced IRF models

Analogous to the discussions in Sec. IV.C, we intro-
duce the piecewise-linear lattice .L* and enhanced IRF
models on .L*. The enhanced IRF model has angle-
dependent Boltzmann weights

(hgg—hgy)6/2

B*(a,b,c,d|lu)=A»A "B(a,b,c,d|lu), (6.14)

where 0 is the angle of the two edges bordering the face
indexed a, and, for vertices of degree 2 on .L*,

h, 0/27

B*(a,b)=A* if the line turns an angle 6

to the left

—hy, 0721

=A if the line turns an angle 0

to the right
=0 if adjacent heights @ and b are forbidden.
(6.15)

Here the arrangement of a and b is the same as in Fig. 42.
This enhanced IRF model now maps into an enhanced
vertex model with vertex weights as in Egs. (4.17a) and
(4.17b) and the replacement of a by f(a).

The partition function of the enhanced IRF model is
now

Zre(B*)= 3 [IB*(ab,c,d,|u)[[ B*(a,b),

{heights}
(6.16)

and, in the infinite-rapidity limit,

ZpeB)= 3 [IBi(ab,c,d [[B*@ab),
{heights]
6.17)
where
BY(a,b,c,d)=2"4""+"?"p (abec,d).  (6.18)

The creation of vertices of degree two leads to the con-
sideration of lattices in the form of a ring. We shall as-
sume that the integer set J and the function f have been
chosen such that the partition function of a ring,

* ihab
Zring(B )= 2 A A
{a,b}ET

(6.19)

is a constant. Here the summation is taken over heights
a and b, consistent with the adjacency requirement.
F. Construction of knot invariants

We now construct knot invariants from IRF models.
From a given knot we consider an integrable IRF model
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FIG. 46. Reidemeister moves I and II for IRF models.

and its equivalent enhanced vertex model. We can then
use Theorem V.A.l, and, since the equivalent vertex
model is charge conserving, we need only consider condi-
tions (5.1a)—(5.3a). Recasting these conditions for
Reidemeister moves I and II in terms of Boltzmann
weights B (a,b,c,d), a process we show in Fig. 46, we
obtain

> M@/ DB (a,b,a,d)=1, forall a,b. (I),

deg
(6.20a)
> B.(a,b,x,d)B+(x,b,e,d)=5,, (IIA), (6.20b)
x€J
2 )\.f(a)+f(x)_f(b)—f(d)3i(d,a,b,x)
x€d
XB - (b,e,d,x)=8,, (IIB). (6.20¢)

These conditions have been obtained by Akutsu et al.
(1988). Note that, as in the case of vertex models, Eq.
(6.20b) is a consequence of the unitarity condition, Eq.
(6.7).

We now state our results on IRF models as a theorem:

Theorem VIF. For each oriented knot we construct a
directed lattice L and the associated piecewise-linear lat-
tice L*. Then the partition function (6.17) of an
enhanced IRF model with Boltzmann weights (6.15) and
(6.18) is a knot invariant, provided that Egs.
(6.20a)—(6.20c) hold and that the partition function of an
unknot is Eq. (6.19).

G. Examples

We now apply Theorem VLF to the ABF and cyclic
SOS models, both of which lead to the Jones polynomial
(Akutsu and Wadati, 1988).

Using the Boltzmann weight given by Eq. (6.12), we
find that Eq. (6.20a) is satisfied by choosing

fla)=a, A=e", A, =e™7. (6.21)

With these choices, one readily verifies that both Egs.
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(6.20b) and (6.20c) hold and that the partition function of
a ring, Eq. (6.19), is A=e"+¢€" " for the ABF model and
A=g(e"+€™ ") for the cyclic SOS model. It follows that
Z (B%) is a knot invariant.

To identify this invariant as the Jones polynomial, we
obtain from Egs. (6.12), (6.14), and (6.21) the identity

e 2"B* (a,b,c,d)—e*"B* (a,b,c,d)

=( _en+€—n)e(d—a)9/21re —(a —b)8/2m

xsd_a,d‘—cﬁﬂ_b,c_b . (6.22)

This is precisely Eq. (5.22) leading to the Skein relation
(2.6) for the Jones polynomial V(t) after identifying
e"=—"t. This establishes that

V(t)=A"1Z(BY). (6.23)

By considering multicomponent spins, Akutsu et al.
(1989) have shown that the Homfly and Kauffman poly-
nomials can also be constructed from IRF models.

VIl. KNOT INVARIANTS
FROM EDGE-INTERACTION MODELS

A. Formulation

In our discussion of constructing knot invariants from
IRF models, we have not inquired about explicit realiza-
tions of the Boltzmann weight B (a,b,c,d). In this sec-
tion we consider the realization of B by explicitly intro-
ducing two-spin interactions. While it is possible to do
this by further specializing our results on IRF models, it
is more convenient to take advantage of the simplicity of
the interaction and proceed directly. This direct ap-
proach also eliminates the need for introducing the
piecewise-linear lattice .L* and the associated enhanced
lattice models. This leads to the consideration of edge-
interaction models.

Starting from a given knot consisting of N line cross-
ings, we construct an unoriented lattice .L of N sites,
while disregarding the line orientations. In the simplest
case we consider a spin model whose spins reside in one
set of the bipartite faces of .£ forming a lattice .L'.?° To
help us visualize, it is convenient to shade faces of .L con-
taining spins, a device first introduced by Baxter et al.
(1976) in an analysis of the Potts model for arbitrary pla-
nar lattices.?’ An example of a lattice .L with shaded

191t is also possible to consider spin models (Jones, 1989)
whose spins reside in all faces of .L. If the four spins surround-
ing a vertex of .L interact with crossing pair interactions, then
the two sets of spins are decoupled and the overall partition
function becomes a product of two, one for each sublattice (Ka-
danoff and Wegner, 1971; Wy, 1971).

20The designations of .L and L’ here are interchanged from
that in Baxter et al. (1976).
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FIG. 47. Example of a lattice for a spin model with pure pair
interactions. The solid circles denote spins and the dashed lines
denote lattice edges and interactions.

faces is shown in Fig. 47. The lattice .L is the surround-
ing, or the covering, lattice of .L'.

Let the spins interact with two-spin interactions placed
across lattice sites of .£ (and along lattice edges of .L') as
indicated by the dashed lines in Fig. 47. Then, depending
on the relative positionings of the shaded faces with
respect to the line crossing, we assign two kinds of in-
teractions, + and —, as shown in Fig. 48.%!

We let the Boltzmann factors be W,(a,b), and, for
simplicity, we assume symmetric interactions, i.e.,

W.(a,b)=W,(b,a) . 7.1

As in the case of the IRF model, we assume that sbin
variables a,b, . . . take on ¢ integral values in the set J.
The partition function (3.1) now reads

ZWo)=q N 3 [[W(ab), (71.2)

spin states

where the product is over all interacting spin pairs in L',
and we have introduced to each spin summation?? a fac-
tor ¢ ~!/2. The partition function of a single spin corre-
sponding to an unknot is then

Zsingle spin:q_l/2 2 1=‘/E . (7.3)
aeJ

We require the partition function Z (W, ) to be an in-
variant of regular isotopy under Reidemeister moves of
lattice edges. Taking into account all possible face shad-
ings, this leads to the independent moves shown in Figs.
49 and 50. Figure 49 shows the four independent
Reidemeister moves I of regular isotopy derived by shad-
ing faces of the two type-I moves shown in Fig. 13 and
Eq. (2.15). Similarly, Fig. 50 contains independent
Reidemeister moves of types II and III derived by shad-
ing faces of the corresponding moves in Fig. 3. Explicit-
ly, the conditions are

1 =, Fi
Ve 2 Welab=a™l, (7.4)

211t should be noted that the + and — types of vertices in this
context are different from the + and — types of crossings intro-
duced in Sec. II.

22More generally one introduces a factor 7~ !/2 for each sum-
mation. Then setting ¢ =c in Eq. (7.6) and using Eq. (7.7), one
obtains 7=gq.
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+ —

FIG. 48. Two kinds of interactions in the spin model. The in-
teraction is of type + (—) if one finds the shaded area on the
left (right) upon leaving the vertex along an edge that is an
“overpass.”

W (a,a)=a*!, (7.5)
for Reidemeister moves I, and
1

Ve 2 V- @hW. (b =Vqb, , (7.6
be
W, (a,b)W_(a,b)=1, (7.7)
;/17 dEj W(a,d)Wx (b,d)W . (c,d)

€

=W¢(a,b)W¢(b,c)Wi(c,a) (7.8)

for Reidemeister moves II and III.2 Conditions

(7.4)—(7.8) can be more conveniently represented by linear
graphs on .L', as shown in Fig. 51.

Note that according to Eq. (7.2) there is a factor g~
for each shaded area; this leads to the compensating fac-
tors occurring in the left-hand side of Egs. (7.4), (7.6),
and (7.8). Furthermore, conditions (7.4)—(7.8) are not all
independent. Setting b =c in Eq. (7.8), for example, one
obtains Eq. (7.4) after using Egs. (7.5) and (7.7). The con-
dition (7.8) is the Yang-Baxter equation, which is a gen-
eralization of the star-triangle equation for the Ising
model (Onsager, 1944).

We now state the main result as a theorem:

172

Theorem VII.A. For each knot we construct an unorient-
ed lattice L and a g-state spin model with spins occupying
every other face of L, with its partition function Z (W)
given by Egs. (7.2). Then g '2Z (W) is an invariant of
regular isotopy for unoriented knots satisfying Egs. (2.14)
and (2.15), provided that Eqs. (7.4)—(7.8) hold.

Corollary VII.A. The function a *KZ (W, )/Vq is an
invariant of ambient isotopy for oriented knots.

Finally, we remark that since the faces of .£, or the lat-
tice .L', are bipartite, there exist two choices for shading
the faces, and hence two ways of constructing the spin
model. However, these two choices lead to the same in-
variant (Jones, 1989).

23The condition imposed by Reidemeister moves 111 must now
be checked, since we are not basing our derivation on solutions
of the Yang-Baxter equation.
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FIG. 49. Type-I Reidemeister moves.

B. Example

As an example of the formulation, we show that the
Potts model leads to the Jones polynomial (Kauffman,
1988b).

The Potts model (Potts, 1952; for a review see Wu,
1982) is characterized by the two-spin Boltzmann factor

W.(a,b)=A e +o®

=A,(1+v.8,) , (7.9)

Q
|
E
o
"

FIG. 50. Type-II and type-III Reidemeister moves.
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FIG. 51. Equivalent representations of Reidemeister moves.
Open circles are rooted denoting fixed spin states; solid circles
denote spin states under summations.

where
vo=e t—1. (7.10)
Then the substitution of Eq. (7.9) into Eq. (7.7) leads to
A, A_=1, vy+v_~+v,v_=0. (7.11)

The second relation in Eq. (7.11) corresponds to
K, =—K_. Similarly, Eq. (7.6) leads, after using Eq.
(7.11), to

qg=viv_, (7.12)
and Eq. (7.8) leads to
A3 =Vq /v, . (7.13)

Finally, it can be checked that both Egs. (7.4) and (7.5)
are satisfied if one takes
a=A, (1+v, )=[A4A_(1+v_)]"'. (7.14)

It is readily verified that Eqs. (7.11)-(7.14) are satisfied
by writing

vy=—(1+¢71,
A, =tF%, (7.15)
q=t+2+1/t,

az__t—3/4 X
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FIG. 52. Skein relation configurations. Note that the W,
(W _) interaction corresponds to the L _ (L ) crossing.

Then, by Theorem VIL.A, Z(W_,) is an invariant for
unoriented knots, and, by Corollary VILA,
P(t)=(—t 347wz (W, ) is an invariant for oriented
knots. To identify P(z) as the Jones polynomial other
than a normalization factor, we consider the three
configurations shown in Fig. 52. A moment’s reflection
shows that Z (W, ) satisfies the Skein relation (2.6), pro-
vided that we have [compare with Eq. (5.33)]

%[a_lW_(a,b)]—t[aW+(a,b)]=\/;——IT . (7.16)

V't
Indeed, using Eq. (7.15) one verifies that Eq. (7.16) is an
identity. Now P (z) has P ;...(£)=V'q as a factor. We
thus conclude that

V(ty=q VH—t 34w ®zw,) (7.17)

is a Laurent polynomial normalized to V ,..(¢)=1 and
is thus the Jones polynomial.

For further examples of invariants derived from spin
models with pure two-spin interactions, see Jones (1989).

Viil. SUMMARY

We have presented the formulation of knot invariants
using the method of two-dimensional models in statistical
mechanics. The underlying theme of the statistical
mechanical approach is the construction of lattice models
on lattices deduced from planar projections of knots,
with the requirement that the partition function remain
invariant under Reidemeister moves of lattice edges.
When this is done, the partition function is a knot invari-
ant.

The requirement of invariance under Reidemeister
moves leads naturally to the consideration of integrable
lattice models. It is shown that the integrability of a lat-
tice model leads to invariance under two of the required
Reidemeister moves, namely, IITA and ITIA. Then the job
is done if the remaining Reidemeister moves, I and IIB,
are also realized.

The main results using vertex and IRF models are
summarized in Theorems V.A.l1 and VLF, respectively.
The construction of knot invariants can also be carried
out using spin models with pure two-spin interactions.
This leads to Theorem VII.A and the semioriented in-
variants.

Finally, we emphasize that the approach presented in
this review utilizes lattice models whose Boltzmann
weights are strictly Jocal, without reference to global con-
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siderations. , Such considerations of local Boltzmann fac-
tors are in line with conventional statistical mechanics.
With this perspective in mind, we have presented a
genuine statistical mechanical approach to knot invari-
ants.
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APPENDIX: TABLE OF KNOT INVARIANTS

Traditionally, knots are classified according to the
minimum number of crossings in a planar projection.
Prime knots and links with up to thirteen crossings have
been tabulated in Thistlethwaite (1985). Here we include
in Fig. 53 graphs of prime knots and links with up to six

FIG. 53. Planar projections of prime knots and links with six
or fewer crossings.
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crossings. We also include a table of the associated poly-
nomial invariants. The knot notation of 6%, for example,
denotes the second three-component knot (link) with six
crossings. In the case of links for which there exist more
than one orientation, only those generating distinct in-
variants are given. They are specified by the subscript
i=1,2 in [ ];. Our convention of specifying the sub-
script is that if w;(K) is the writhe of the oriented knot
[K];, i =1,2, then w,(K)>w,(K).

1. The Alexander-Conway polynomial

The Alexander-Conway polynomial A(#)=V(z),
z=Vt —1/V't, is defined in Sec. IL.D.1. Further listings
of the Alexander polynomial can be found in Burde and
Zieschang (1985) and Rolfsen (1976).

0, 1
3, t7 (1=t +1?) =1+22
4, t (=143t —1?) =1—22
5, tTH 11—t +12—1t3+1%) =1+32z24z*
5, t~1(2—3t+2¢?) =142z
6, (=245t —2t%) =1—2z?
6, t7H—1+3t —3t2+33—14) =1—z2—2z*
6, t "o 13t +5t2—3t3—14) =1+z24+z*4

Alexander polynomials for links with two or more com-
ponents vanish identically.

2. The Jones polynomial

The Jones polynomial V' (¢) listed below is defined in
Sec. I1.D.2 and is the same as in Jones (1987). Further
listings of the Jones polynomial for single-component
knots can be found in Jones (1985, 1987). Note, however,
definitions of V' (¢) in Jones (1985) and Jones (1987) are
related by r—¢ !, and expressions in Jones (1985) con-
tain several misprints.2*

0, 1
3, tTH =1+t +13)

4, 71—t + 12—+

5, tT (=14t —124+1341%)

5, £ — 141 — 124213 —14+13)

6, tTH1—¢t + 1220342t — 17 +16)

6, (1 =28 +2:2 21342t — 17 +1%)

6, T3 =142t —2t2+383 =214+ 21 —1%)
0? TV —1—1)

248pecifically, the expression for 6, in Jones (1985) is in error
(but correct in Jones, 1987), and expressions for the links 4% (the
second expression), 53, 63, 62, 63, and 63 are given in the variable
t~1, instead of ¢. The expressions for 67 and 63 given in Jones
(1985) are correct.
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2t 1732 —1—12)

[4%]1 U2y g2

(411, Vi(—1+t—12—1%)

53 t 77212t +12 4283+ 14 —19)
[62]; R B e e it 20

(611, ViE(—1+t—t2413—1t4—19)

63 U =141 =202 =283+ 264+ 15— 19)
[63], T2 — 1428 — 2624213 —3t4+15—19)
(631, t 73— 142t —2624+213—3t4 415 —19)
(v t (142t +1¢2)

(611 TN 1— ¢+ 32— 1343t4—215+19)
(6311, t7(1—t 4302134364 —2:5+19)

63 t TN —143t =262+ 43— 214+ 315—16)
(631, tTH 142424

[631, t2(1+124214)

3. The Homfly polynomial

The Homfly polynomial P(z,z) given below is defined
in Sec. I1.D.3 and computed from the list of P(l,m) given
by Lickorish and Millett (1987, 1988), by substituting
with I =it ™!, m =iz. Setting z=Vt —1/V't in the ex-
pressions below we recover the Jones polynomial, and
setting ¢ =1 we recover the Alexander-Conway polyno-
mial.

0, 1

3, tTH—142t242%?)

4, tTH1—1 414 —1%2?)

5, tT =243tz —1+4tH)+1%24)

5,  t =142+t 2% A1 +12))

6, t 1—t2+10—1tH1+1%)z?]

6, 120242t 4+ (1—362+1%)z2—1%24)

6; t A—143t2— ) (1+z2)+z*

03 (zt) N (1—1¢?)

27 ()M 1=z !

[42]; (zt>) Y1 —1t?)—3z¢t 3(1—12)—z% 3

[42], (zt) Y1 —t2)—zt 73 (1—12)2 423!

52 (zt) M1—t)—zt 31 —¢2)2 42!

67  (zt!) M1 —t2)+3zt (1 —2e2)+ 23 ~1(1—5¢2)
—z3t 7?3

65 3z N 1—tH)+zt32+2:2— ) +233(1++¢2)

[63]y (£%2) M1 —1t2) 4zt (1 —12—2t*)— 23t ~5(1+12)

[63), 32 W (1—t2)+zt (1 —12+2t%)—12?

0} (zt) M1—22+1%)

[63]; (1—12)z 724+ (1 =322+ 2t%)+(1—3¢24+14)22
—12z4

[63], t781—¢2)22 243t =% —1+¢2)+t 42 +12)z2?2

65  t A1—t2)2z 72—t H1—12)% 22+ z*

[63], t ™ H1—12)%z 724141 —312+2t%) — ¢ 222

[63], t*(1—12)22 2+3tH1—11)+ 14 4—12)z* +142*
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4. The three-state Akutsu-Wadati polynomial

The N-state Akutsu-Wadati polynomial 4‘¥(¢) is defined in Sec. V.A.5. The following list of A ®)(¢) for knots of

closed three-braids is taken from Akutsu et al. (1987).

3, X143 =13 +15—17—1841%)

4, £ 11—t — 2423 — 1t — 7+ 30—t T — 184+ 2 09— 10— £ 12)

5, A+ =0 — 30— 2t M 12— 1444 1)

5, tH1—t +383 =2t =15+ 410 =317 — 184317 —2¢ 10— ¢ 11424 12— B4 1444 15)

6, Tl —r — 2433 =14 =35+ 51— 1T —5:8+ 60— 6t 1+ 61 12— 5¢ 14+ 4r 15— 21 1T+ 18)
65 1712t — 12+ 503—4t* =3¢+ 9¢5— 5t —5¢ 8+ 1117 —5¢ 10— 54 11

+9¢12—3413 44144 5415169417 4 4 18)

5. The Kauffman polynomial—the Dubrovnik version

The Kauffman polynomial L («,z) is defined in Sec. IL.D.5. In the following we list Q (a,z), the Dubrovnik version of
the Kauffman polynomial, computed from the list of L (a,z) given by Kauffman (1987b) and using Eq. (2.16).

3, 1
3, QRa—a H+(1—a H)z+(a—a )22
4, (@*—1+a H+(—a+a Hz+(@?—2+a )22+ (—a+a™ )23
5, Ba—2a H+2—a?—a Yz +(da—3a '—a )22+ (1—a )23+ (a—a " 1)z?
5, (—ata 'H+a)+(—24+2a 2z +(—2a+a '+a )22+ (a®—2+a )23+ (—a+a )z*
6, (—a?+1—a H+2a—a Nz +(—3a*+4—a *)z?
+(—=3a+2a ' +a )3 +H(a?—2+a )zt (—ata1)zd
6, (—2a2+2+a H)+(a '—a )z +(—3a*+6—2a 2—a )22
+(—2a+2a )z +(a?—3+2a7 )z +(—a+a ™ 1)2°
6, (—a?+3—a )+(aP—2a+2a '—a )z +(—3a®+6—3a %)z?
+(a@*—a+ta '—a )z} +(—2a02+4—2a )z +(a—a " 1)zZ®
0? 1+(a—a 1z !
03 [1+(a—a Nz 1?
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