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Graph Invariant &  Link Invariant

ALK - B8 JIl##— (Kenichi Kawagoe)

B FABE (REE- #) & oRFEFR.
BEREBBLE (LK) EMARBR GEKR-E) & oRFEB.

1 Graph Invariant

CCTHBEETE 37 G=(V(G),EG) REED>VT W,
ZEAPN—T2b-oTObIVWERRBII7&ET 2, /5 7DREEL
LT Tutte IR H %, Tutte LHER B 75 7O EL LIS RBRLTE
D, HROBRZFIOMBER IS 70—%(F&OMBERES 7BREE
ORBEICER LT WS, $7: Negami FTHRAE WS /I 7OLRER b H
%o £t Tutte ZIHA & Negami 2HEARBEETH L2 I & BGH-»TW
50T, TITREMNICESR &k Negami 2HR f(G;¢,z,y) ZHLV
%, Negami £ f: {graph} — Z[t,z,y] Rk (1)) 27>
TOEHALERTEH %, '

ha

(@) flo0)=1t"
(@) fO—=<)=zf( K )+yf(> )

(i) & (ii) %2 > T Negami EER R FMBICIHETE 3,

dela Harpe & Jones ic K D ER L a et NFEEFAVERA VLT S
TOREBICO>VWTRNB, X 2HBRESE. W= (w(o,p)) % |X]| x|X]
WENHITIET 2, CD2 >0 (X, W) %22 5 7 ® spin model & &
5. GOTEAV(G) 5 X ~DEH% state L F 5, stateo BE5 X 51
7o, THA u,v 223 (v,v) KEZEHE w(o(a),0(h)) 23T
B2 LBRAREEEMBHIGELTVWEDOTENSOREE <Glo > &E <,
2 TE# Zw: {graph} - C 2R TE&H T 3,

Zw(G)=>_ < Glo >
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D Zw(G)R7537 GORERBEL B, ,
I % | X| x| X| Br4751. J%é'(@lﬂiﬁbxl@lm |X| 750 & L.
Wo-—mI+yJ LB, BB

sty Yy oy
we=| ¢ TV
y y - zty

ZOB. 757 0 spin model (X, Wo) # 5 M s h 5 FER Zw, K
DRER S B
na
(@) Zwy(e-0) = |X]"
(“)) ZWO(H) = xZWo( x )+ yZWo() <)

&y, FBED757 G kLT Zw,(G) = f(G;|X|,z,y) BRI T
5IEMIDP B, Ric Wy %

sty oy oy

: z+ PR
wy=| ¢ YT
y oy o2ty

'C'fE“ZYb 7 77®sp1n model (X W) 284 5%, %L'C_FlZl@ f st

~

f — Zw,
I} lz=1z
f ’:‘fﬂ ZWo

T2L fREDOES i fAAVTESRSN S,

fGtz,z,y)= S f(G- Ut—1zw|WW@+yﬂ”
Ucv(a) . ‘ .

BL.G-URU LU ABAC3BERVCESNE 75 7, [U,T]

HEM ueUvel 2RI b>ALKOBAE. U R U kgt hnw

FEROES. e(U) REHWHS U BT 2 LLE0ERET 2, co f %

Ik &7z Negami ZHR &ML, LOFRP 6P TRT CloiRED

NI WA, spin model DEE P SIRDO T EBYM B,
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&8 1.1 f(G;t,z,2,y) = f(G;t,z,y)

CNED i f OMBIEE-TWBEIENBYME, £/ f B fF ERE
REWMEE LD EBINP B % DI 2-isomorphic ZEHT Ho 2 O
D275 7 GG b 2-isomorphic & id. 2 Ed (v),(vi) DHFREIOHRIETEH
WICBOLDEIREE S0

(v) G=HUK/(u; = vy, =1) & G = HUK/(u = vz, uz = 1)
(vi) G=HUK/uy=v &G =HUK[u; =1,

BL. HEK & GG 0B 5 7. u,u € Hu,v, €K Th 5o

& 1.2 (BL)G & G B8 2-isomorphic oy, f(G;t,z,y) = f(G'5t,2,9)
73‘5320 L2 »

ST, RAOFERLE f OMBEEARZERO I EBHD - 1o

#H 11 GAEN—T RBTAE LB VIS 7EF 50 OB, GO
BRI (Gtz,2,y) Oy BT 3 B/PNRBICE LW,

—fi% ic 2-isomorphic OO BIERB/NREEEX 5D T. ROFZBES
N5,

% 1.1 f i3 2-isomorphic WAL R TRV,

2 Link Invariant

generalized spin model % %4 2 #ijic. Jones ® &k T @ spin model
DEHEERR 3, spinmodel i3 link DALBEBELBHELTVWBEDT, U
HEROEFEEVDICT S, link (EAHH) &k ST o disjoint union @
R (X2 S®) ~OEBABDIETH B, S 451 > DI knot (# U
H) ¢E5, #ich & %% X %83 oriented link, oriented knot & § 5,
ZHMMNicd 2 link 2, EXAB AL OB ERZ LI FERERKERRL:
D% diagram & F S0 COLIBRRARBVOTHEHRET 3B —FT
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@72 \e 2>d link L, L' 45 ambient isotopic & i3, L & L' o diagram
BROBFHEIE move DEREIOBRETHVAIBES ),

(O) topological move

o

BL, FVTVWRWVWEIE U diagram &4 3, <4 5D move % Reide-
meister move & & 5, Kic link @ diagram » & signed graph % T & 3
L THERYT %,

(1) link o diagram » 5B SN B RBEEHEF = W —BOBICE S, C
DB, ARTRVHEERBERDTH <,

(2) BOHEBICTER. XA sighed edge 2 TR0 Ic G & 2 3,

397 fQ—s ‘ 47 T
//% 7 +t % & > ‘]..
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# 2.1

& v link @ diagram L #» 5 signed graph B & & hic® T, Hj
¥ & [ U ic signed grahp » SEZH~OBEEBEN 3. BB, |X]| %
BREE. Wy = (wi(o, B), Wo = (w-(e,8)) % |X]| x [X] HEXH
HRITHl & 3 2, state 0 55X S h 7B, THA u,v I b > signed
edge (u,v) EEI L sign 2 > & 5 KHEHK wi(o(a),0(f)) 2HB &€
o BRAREREDBHRBLTWEDOTENRSOHEE < Ljo> tEFEE, B
#% 7 : {link © diagram} - C 2 RTE® %,

Z(L) = \/l}-l_b@)z < Llo >

{EL. b(L) i3 signed graph 0 THE O L 42, c T Wi ZERIK
EoT&7DOTR Z i3 link DRERITIZE S B\, FI X1, Reidemeister
move Il © Z oEBEDLSK VDRI TRIOXNEREL TVHRIER LV,

Ny, — % %
-0 9 |\

Wi 4 8) W=l B) = 1 % WLt 20 W (2, )= X| g

Reidemeister move ILIIl © Z o fEBZEH 5 & W 72 8 D % {4 H5 spin model
THbo

T 2.1 (Jones) |X| 2EBEE. We = (wa(a, f) % |X| x|X| 1%
WHITHIE T B0 3 o (X, Wi, W) 4% spin model £ RIRDEH %2 e
TEEEE D,

0 w,T=w,, W.T=w_
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(1) WioW_=1J
(13) WoW_ =|X|I
(s4i) 2w+ o, 2)wi (B, 2 )w-(7,2) = /| X ws (o Bw_(B, Vw- (v, )

Z @ spin model 2@ THBVWITFIIIERT 2 L2 KB 3, BRYUKE
edge icxt L TRIOkiIcEI & 221 5,

Ny Y 7
/\ z* ) St
. /////. ]
Kic state o M5 R bk & &, edge iz we(o(u),0(v)) %
G & € B#ic LT Z : oriented link @ diagram — C 2 E % %, #l %

¥, Reidemeister move Il © Z O BZ b SB W dicBR TRIOR %2
ELTVWRIE RV, - |

o | < P
2, — 9k } — f/t
é;&% - z ¢ o~ /7
Wild, QWA ) = 1 /W ) w-z, ) = XIS

x

Reidemeister move ILIII © Z @ﬁbﬂ‘” b 5 I 2 DS genaralized
spin model T & %, v
T 2.2 |X| 2EREE. Wi = (v, f)) % |X| x |X| BERTIIE T
5o 304 (X, Wy, W_) # generalized spin model & i3 IR D &M% i 72
TEEEE D,

(G) W,ToW._=J

(11) WiW_ =|[X|I

(zzz Zw-i- a,z)w+( w— ’Y) V ’LU+(O£ w'—('y’ )w—(7> )

xz

BECOTERRIENE—K. BABFRC L DB —M{LE N TV 5,
LCREBEEORANTEOMERBH & L b,

il;ilé
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& 2.1 (Z,W,,W_) % generalized spin model &?‘%o C DB IR EK
DILDo

\'7 =aZ/§ ,Z\dﬁ =a"lZ/w

fBL, fED e X tHLT a—w+(oz o) . MEEZHBVTOVREVAHR

Eskﬂ%%ﬁﬁféxm

COEETR Reldemelster move | TEMZE Db 2 O T wiithe w(L) T
R(L)=aPIZ(L) tBEHA . AL, w(l) T TER SN 5o

w(L) = 3 sign(c)

AN - N ' / - RN
Z/K<; SQM(C)-+zZ ;>\\N ‘gjn(C)- 1
c

C

£® 2.1 R i3 Reidemeister move LILIII CEMBED S, HIHE . RiZ
oriented link DAREBTH %0

generalized spin model OFI 2 & if 5, ERLY W R W 05730250

#l 2.2
(1 1 G
(1) Cos C2416 1 1
\ 1 Gt
1 G 1 G
G 1 G 1
(2) 1 & 1 G




1 Go® 1 Go™ Go°
Co™® 1 (b 1 (e
(3) oo | Go™ G0™ 1 (o 1
o 1 G Go® 1 Coo®
G 1 Co'® 0™ 1

generalized spin model it 33 2 RZL R X spin model ®ZHh kb &
link o & DEHESZATWS, ¥ T non-invertible knot K 3t L
T R(K) # R(K™') & 73 3 generalized spin model BE&ET 25 & 5 13
ki b7 afETH B, L, K1 i3 K oE&%2#ic Lk koot ¢
bb, M EHic LB, b & D knot & ambient isotopic T W & % ¥
FET20RBOHBRACELTCELSHLVWIEELTELTH 5. L
HLBERRBEL O3 >OPITREAEAFICLTHALEROMEEED S
BOWCEBDDoto —WICKROBBHIRO LD I EBFH oo

i 2.2 (X,W4,W.) % generalized spin model . X654 2 RER%: Z
E4 3. bL Wl = PTWLP L3 3 BIRfT5 P BEETHIE, £
oriented link L w3t LT R(L) = R(L™Y) B voiL>o HL. L7113 L
ORI & EHFiC LT inkTdh 3,

2% 3
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