arXiv:2001.10596v4 [hep-th] 16 Jul 2020

A new symmetry of the colored Alexander polynomial

V. Mishnyakov^{a,c,d∗}, A. Sleptsov^{a,b,c†}, N. Tselousov^{a,c‡}

ITEP/TH-04/20 IITP/TH-04/20 MIPT/TH-04/20

a Institute for Theoretical and Experimental Physics, Moscow 117218, Russia b Institute for Information Transmission Problems, Moscow 127994, Russia c Moscow Institute of Physics and Technology, Dolgoprudny 141701, Russia d Institute for Theoretical and Mathematical Physics, Moscow State University, Moscow 119991, Russia

Abstract

We present a new conjectural symmetry of the colored Alexander polynomial, that is the specialization of the quantum slN invariant widely known as the colored HOMFLY-PT polynomial. We provide arguments in support of the existence of the symmetry by studying the loop expansion and the character expansion of the colored HOMFLY-PT polynomial. We study the constraints this symmetry imposes on the group theoretic structure of the loop expansion and provide solutions to those constraints. The symmetry is a powerful tool for research on polynomial knot invariants and in the end we suggest several possible applications of the symmetry.

1 Introduction

The colored HOMFLY polynomial is a topological link invariant. It attracts a lot of attention because it is connected to various topics in theoretical and mathematical physics: quantum field theories [5, 6, 7], quantum groups [11, 12, 8], conformal field theories [9], topological strings [10]. Whenever an explicit calculation of a class of HOMFLY invariants is derived it causes advancements in these areas. However, the computations become extremely difficult as the representation gets larger. At present moment explicit expressions are available only for several classes of knots and representations, including symmetric and anti-symmetric representations.

In this paper we mainly discuss the symmetry of the colored Alexander polynomial A^K_R(q) (20), which is a special case of colored HOMFLY polynomial. We conjecture a new "tug-the-hook" symmetry (25), that relates two Alexander polynomials with different representations. One of peculiar properties of this symmetry is that it connects rectangular representations with non-rectangular ones. We also conjecture that this symmetry is valid for any knot.

Let us proceed to the symmetry itself. The first nontrivial example of the action of the symmetry, that cannot be reduceв to the previously known symmetries, involves sufficiently large representations. As far as no explicit results are known for large representations except Rosso-Jones formula for torus knots [20] we checked the symmetry only in that case. For example:

A^{31}_{[4,3]}(q) = A^{31}_{[3,2,2]}(q) (1)

A^{31}_{[4,4]}(q) = A^{31}_{[3,3,2]}(q) (2)

A^{31}_{[5,4,4]}(q) = A^{31}_{[4,3,3]}(q) (3)

∗mishnyakovvv@gmail.com †sleptsov@itep.ru ‡tselousov.ns@phystech.edu

To make our statements more reasonable let us provide some arguments in support of this symmetry. These arguments are somehow knot-independent and additionally justify verifying the symmetry in the case of torus knots.

• It is well known fact that Alexander polynomial arises in 3d Chern-Simons theory with superalgebra sl(1|1) [36, 37, 38, 39]. Carefull consideration of the representation theory of superalgebras reveals that Young diagrams enumerate the representations ambiguously. In general for a representation one can align several Young diagrams, that are connected via some relation. If this relation is applied to the representation of the colored Alexander polynomial A^K_R(q) one obtains the tug-the-hook symmetry. For more careful consideration of this argument see [33].

• The tug-the-hook symmetry together with the rank-level duality explains vanishing of 1,3,5 orders in the loop expansion of the colored Alexander polynomial for arbitrary knot (see Section 5.4). This fact is surely known from the trivalent diagram point of view. All trivalent diagrams at these levels are known and we can establish the vanishing of the corresponding group-factors. However it is not obvious a priori, without calculating the trivalent diagrams explicitly. Also we see that 2,4,6 orders of the loop expansion have the structure compatible with the symmetry.

• The symmetry is tightly connected with the eigenvalue conjecture [26]. One of the possible formulations of the conjecture is the set of quantum R_i-matrices is completely determined by the normalized eigenvalues of the quantum universal Ř-matrix. The eigenvalue conjecture has been checked in numerous cases and proven in some of them (see Section 2.3 in [30] for a review of checks of the eigenvalue conjecture). In Section 6 we have shown that the symmetry is a corollary of the eigenvalue conjecture. It actually also strengthens our examples (1,2,3). In Section 6 we observe that symmetry follows from conservation of the R matrices eigenvalues, hence the knot itself does not appear in the proof. Hence verifying it for some knots leads to conclusion that it is true for all knots.

We would like to emphasize that the origin of this symmetry can be described from three different points of view: Lie superalgebras, quantum Lie algebras, and classical Lie algebras. In each case, it follows from the invariance of a certain algebraic structure.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review some basic facts about the colored HOMFLY. In Section 3 we define the colored Alexander polynomial and discuss the motivation to study it. In Section 4 we present a new conjectural symmetry of the colored Alexander polynomial. We define the tug-the-hook solutions in Section 5 to study the loop expansion. Full description of the tug-the-hook solutions is presented in Section 5.1 in terms of combinatorics. In Section 5.2 we discuss derivation of the solutions. Section 5.4 is devoted to the explanation of the form of the loop expansion of the colored Alexander with the help of the symmetry. In Section 6 we discuss the connection of the symmetry with the eigenvalue conjecture. The last Section 7 is devoted to possible applications of the tug-the-hook symmetry.

2 The colored HOMFLY polynomial

The HOMFLY polynomial can be arrived in various ways. We mention two of them:

• Chern-Simons theory approach. The colored HOMFLY polynomial of a knot K can be obtained as the average of the Wilson loop in Chern-Simons theory with the gauge group SU(N) on S^3 [5, 15]. In our notation R stands for a representation of the gauge group and in particular case of SU(N) is enumerated by a Young diagram.

H^K_R (q, a) = ⟨ tr_R P exp (∮ K A )⟩ CS , (4)

where Chern-Simons action is given by

S_{CS} [A] = κ 4π ∫ S^3 tr ( A ∧ dA + 2 3 A ∧ A ∧ A ) . (5)

The polynomial variables are parameterized as follows: q = e^ℏ, a = e^{Nℏ}, ℏ := 2πi κ + N . (6)

One can evaluate (4) in the holomorphic gauge A_x + iA_y = 0 [18] and obtain the loop expansion of the

HOMFLY polynomial [15]

H^K_R (q, a) = ∞∑ n=0 ( ∑ m v^K_{n,m}r^R_{n,m} ) ℏ^n. (7)

A remarkable fact about this expansion is that the knot and group dependence splits. Knot dependent parts v^K_{n,m} are integrals of fields’ averages along the loop. They are known as Vassiliev invariants of knots or invariants of finite-type. Group dependent parts r^R_{n,m} are called group factors and are traces of sl_N generators T_i. r^R_{n,m} ∼ tr_R ( T_i(m)_1 T_i(m)_2 . . . T_i(m)_{2n} ) (8) v^K_{n,m} ∼ ∮ dx_1 ∫ dx_2 . . . ∫ dx_n ⟨ A^{i(m)1} (x_1) A^{i(m)2} (x_2) . . . A^{i(m)n} (x_{2n}) ⟩ (9) If one proceeds with several extra transformations of (7) in the holomorphic gauge, one can arrive the Kontsevich integral form [18, 21]. Before turning to this particular form let us review some basic facts about the Kontsevich integral and Lie algebra weight systems [22] (see Chapter 6). Full definition of the Kontsevich integral can be found in [22] (see Chapter 8.2). However, what matters for us is that its values belong to the graded completion of the algebra of unframed chord diagrams D̂ [22] (see Chapter 4) Z(K) = ∞∑ n=0 ∑ m V(K)_{n,m} D_{n,m}. (10) We denote D_{n,m} a chord diagram with n chords and V(K)_{n,m} the coefficient of the chord diagram in the Kontsevich integral. Some examples of the unframed chord diagrams in small degrees are:

D_{0,1} D_{2,1} D_{3,1} D_{4,1} D_{4,2} D_{4,3}

The Lie algebra weight system φ_{slN} is the homomorphism from the algebra of unframed chord diagrams D to the center of the universal enveloping algebra ZU(sl_N ). The definition of φ and the proof of this statement can be found in [22] (see Chapter 6). The mapping φ_{slN} is clear from examples.

a ba* b* a a*c c* b b*

φ_{slN} (D_{2,1}) =

dim sl_N∑

a,b=1 T_aT_bT^∗_a T^∗_b φ_{slN} (D_{3,1}) =

dim sl_N∑

a,b,c=1 T_aT_bT^∗_a T_cT^∗_b T^∗_c

Choosing an irreducible representation of sl_N identified with the Young diagram R we look at the Lie algebra weight system associated with the representation R

φ^R_{slN} : D^{φslN}−−−→ ZU(sl_N )^{ρR}−−→ End(V )^{Tr}−→ C (11)

Linearly extending the action of φ^R_{slN} we obtain that the loop expansion of the colored HOMFLY polynomial is the special value of the Kontsevich integral

φ^R_{slN} (Z(K)) = H^K_R (q, a) (12)

• Reshetikhin-Turaev approach. Knots and links are tightly connected to braids through the Alexander’s theorem. It states that every knot or link can be represented as a closure of a braid. In this formalism [11, 12, 13, 14] we construct knot invariants via representations of the braid group. The braid group B_n on n strands has generators σ_i, where i = 1, . . . , n − 1 with the following relations on them

σ_i σ_j = σ_j σ_i for |i − j| ≥ 2 σ_i σ_{i+1} σ_i = σ_{i+1} σ_i σ_{i+1} for i = 1, . . . , n − 2.

For example, the closure of the following braid is the trefoil knot:

σ_2 σ_1 σ_2 σ_1 ∈ B_3

The i-th strand of a n-strand braid is associated with the finite-dimensional module V_i of the quantized universal enveloping algebra U_q(sl_N ) that can be fully described by the Young diagram R_i. It is well known [19, 20] that with the help of the universal Ř-matrix one can construct a representation of the braid group B_n. We consider the quantum deformation parameter q that is not a root of unity:

R_i := π(σ_i) = 1_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ 1_{i−1} ⊗ P Ř ⊗ 1_{i+2} ⊗ . . . ⊗ 1_n ∈ End(V_{R1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{Rn} ). (13)

Here P is the permutation operator, namely P (x ⊗ y) = y ⊗ x. The operators R_i satisfy the relations of the braid group B_n:

far commutativity property R_iR_j = R_j R_i for |i − j| ≥ 2 braiding property R_iR_{i+1}R_i = R_{i+1}R_iR_{i+1} for i = 1, . . . , n − 2.

Graphically the braiding property is the third Reidemeister move, while algebraically it is the quantum Yang- Baxter equation on the quantum R-matrices.

Let β^K ∈ B_n be a braid whose closure gives the knot K. In case of knots we need only one Young diagram R to describle n equivalent copies of the module V_R. The closure operation corresponds to taking quantum trace and we obtain the colored HOMFLY polynomial

H^K_R (q, a) =_q tr_V ⊗n_R ( π(β^K) ) . (14)

For an element z ∈ End(V^{⊗n}_R ) the quantum trace is defined as follows:

q tr_V ⊗n_R (z) := tr_V ⊗n_R (K_{2ρ} z) ,

where ρ is a half-sum of positive roots. In terms of simple roots α_i

2ρ = N−1∑ i=1 n_i α_i, K_{2ρ} := N−1∏ i=1 K^{ni}_i , K_i := q^{(αi , H)}. To compute the colored HOMFLY it is convinient to decompose V^{⊗n}_R into irreducible components:

V^{⊗n}_R = ⨁ Q ⊢n|R| M_Q ⊗ V_Q. (15)

Here the sum runs over Young diagrams Q that appear in the tensor product according to the Littlewood- Richardson rule. The symbol V_Q stands for the module enumerated by the Young diagram Q, while the symbol M_Q stands for the space of the highest weight vector corresponding to Q. The dimension of the space M_Q is called the multiplicity of the representation V_Q. For example:

V^{⊗3}_{[1]} = V_{[3]} ⊕ V_{[2,1]} ⊕ V_{[2,1]} ⊕ V_{[1,1,1]}.

In this case M_{[2,1]} is a two dimensional vector space.

A crucial property of quantum R_i-matrices is that they act on the modules V_Q by identity:

R_i = ⨁ Q ⊢n|R| (R_i)_{MQ} ⊗ 1_{VQ} . (16)

Using this fact we can simplify the expression for the colored HOMFLY. Finally it looks like a character decomposition:

H^K_R =_q tr_V ⊗n_R ( π(β^K) ) = ∑ Q ⊢n|R| tr_{MQ} ( π ( β^K )) · tr_{VQ} (K_{2ρ}) = ∑ Q ⊢n|R| σ_Q ( β^K ) · s^∗_Q, (17) where s^∗_Q is a quantum dimension. The quantum dimension is defined to be Schur polynomial s_Q at the special point [16]: s^∗_Q := s_Q(x_1, . . . , x_N ) | | |_{xi=qN +1−2i} . (18) It is worth to note that with such a definition the colored HOMFLY polynomial H^K_R is not actually a polynomial in the variable q, but a rational function. To get a polynomial one has to normalize it by its value on the unknot, which evaluates to the quantum dimension. From now on we will work with the normalized HOMFLY polynomial:

H^K_R := H^K_R H^◯_R , H^◯_R (q, a) = s^∗_R(q, a) (19)

3 The colored Alexander polynomial

Considering the normalized colored HOMFLY polynomial we can set a = 1 and obtain a colored knot invariant which in the fundamental representation R = [1] coincides with the famous Alexander polynomial [17]. One can define the colored Alexander polynomial as follows:

A^K_R(q) := H^K_R(q, a = 1). (20)

The study of the colored Alexander polynomial can improve our understanding of a more complicated case of the colored HOMFLY polynomial. Our interest in the colored Alexander polynomial is also supported by the fact that it has several remarkable properties:

• As a function of a representation R and the quantum deformation parameter q the colored Alexander polynomial respects the 1-hook scaling property:

A^K_R(q) = A^K_{[1]}(q^{|R|}), where R = [r, 1^L]. (21)

This property was conjectured in [2] and proven for torus knots in [3]. Also it was shown in [4] that the eigenvalue conjecture implies this property. An example of a 1-hook Young diagram looks like:

R = [8, 1^3].

• There is the connection with the Kadomtsev-Petviashvili hierarchy [32]. The 1-hook scaling property induces so called Alexander equations [1]

X_{n,m}([r, 1^L]) = 0. (22)

These equations are homogeneous polynomials in Casimir invariants C_1(R), C_2(R), . . . , C_n(R). The graded vector space of solutions of the Alexander equations, that contain monomials with even number of variables, and a ring of polynomials, generated by the dispersion relations of 1-soliton KP τ-function, appear to be the same vector spaces [1]. We provide some examples for small orders of n:

The dispersion relations of 1-soliton solutions can be obtained by replacing Hirota derivatives D_i with k_i in the KP equations in the Hirota form. Since the KP hierarchy is well studied, this correspondence gives a hope that other interesting properties of the colored Alexander polynomial can be found.

Alexander equations Dispersion relations KP equations X_{4,1} = C^4_1 − 4C_1C_3 + 3C^2_2 k^4_1 − 4k_1k_3 + 3k^2 = 0 [ D^4_1 − 4D_1D_3 + 3D^2 ] τ ⊗ τ = 0 X_{5,1} = C_2C^3_1 − 3C_4C_1 + 2C_2C_3 k_2k^3_1 − 3k_4k_1 + 2k_2k_3 = 0 [ D_2D^3_1 − 3D_4D_1 + 2D_2D_3 ] τ ⊗ τ = 0 X_{5,2} = C_1 ( C^4_1 − 4C_1C_3 + 3C^2_2 )

Table 1: Single hook solutions and relation with KP.

4 The tug-the-hook symmetry

Let us present a new conjectural symmetry of the colored Alexander polynomial. To define the symmetry we introduce the Frobenius notation [31] for the Young diagram R = [R_1, R_2, . . . , R_{l(R)}]. This notation reflect a nice graphical interpretation of the action on Young diagrams: α_i := R_i − i + 1 and β_i := R^T_i − i + 1 (23) R = (α_1, . . . , α_r | β_1, . . . , β_r) where α_1 > α_2 > . . . > α_r > 0, β_1 > β_2 > . . . > β_r > 0. The action on Young diagrams is defined as follows:

T_ϵ(R) = (α_1 + ϵ, . . . , α_r + ϵ | β_1 − ϵ, . . . , β_r − ϵ), (24) where ϵ is an integer and T_ϵ(R) is still a Young diagram. Note that all hooks are translated by ϵ. For example:

R = (8, 6, 4 | 7, 4, 1) T_{−1}(R) = (7, 5, 3 | 8, 5, 2) T_{−2}(R) = (6, 4, 2 | 9, 6, 3) T_{−3}(R) = (5, 3, 1 | 10, 7, 4)

The tug-the-hook symmetry claims that for any possible ϵ

A^K_R(q) = A^K_{Tϵ (R)}(q) (25)

This new symmetry partially generalizes the 1-hook scaling property (21). Note that the 1-hook scaling property claims that the Alexander polynomial colored with a 1-hook diagram depends only on the size of the diagram. This statement can be obtained from (25) by substituting R as a 1-hook diagram. However, the 1-hook scaling property contains additional information, namely r.h.s of (21). The counterpart for this scaling property is not found yet for the tug-the-hook symmetry.

It is worth to mention that the 1-hook scaling property and the tug-the-hook symmetry fails for the entire HOMFLY polynomial, for example:

H^K_{[2]}(q, a) ≠ H^K_{[1,1]}(q, a), (26) H^K_{[2]}(q, a) ≠ H^K_{[1]}(q^2, a). (27) It would be interesting to find the extensions of these properties to colored HOMFLY polynomials.

5 The tug-the-hook solutions

In this section we define the tug-the-hook solutions. If our conjecture about the tug-the-hook symmetry is true, then the group-factors should be linear combinations of the tug-the-hook solutions. The study of the basis of the tug-the-hook solutions provides us an argument in support of existence of the symmetry.

As the specialization of the HOMFLY invariant the Alexander polynomial inherits its perturbative expansion (7) A^K_R ( q = e^ℏ ) = ∞∑ n=0 ( ∑ m v^K_{n,m}r^R_{n,m} | |_{N=0} ) ℏ^n. (28)

As we discussed in the introduction, group factors r^R_{n,m} are the images of the Lie algebra weight system associated with the representation R. From the map sequence (11) it follows that r^R_{n,m} can be expressed through the eigenvalues of the Casimir operators as they form a basis in the center of the universal enveloping algebra r^R_{n,m} = ∑ |Δ|≤n α_{Δ,m}C_Δ(R), (29)

where we label the monomials of C_k by the Young diagrams in accordance with the following notation:

C_Δ = l(Δ)∏

i=1 C_{Δi} . (30)

Equality (25) holds at all orders of ℏ in expansion (28). Moreover, since Vassiliev invariants depend only on a knot, we get the following property for the Alexander group factors: r^R_{n,m} | | |_{N=0} = r^{Tϵ (R)}_{n,m} | | |_{N=0}. (31)

Now let us move to the more general problem. We consider linear combinations of monomials C_Δ that respect the tug-the-hook symmetry. We call these combinations tug-the-hook solutions Y_{n,m}. Indeed, group factors r^R_{n,m} are the special case of these solutions.

It turns out that the Casimir invariants C_k transform simply under the action of the tug-the-hook symmetry. In the next section 5.2 we derive explicit formulas and show that tug-the-hook solutions are homogeneous polynomials in the Casimir invariants C_k Y_{n,m}(R) := ∑ |Δ|=n ξ^{(m)}_Δ C_Δ(R), (32)

Y_{n,m}(R) = Y_{n,m}(T_ϵ(R)) (33)

where we enumerate by m the independent solutions on the fixed level n. Let us denote the subspace spanned by tug-the-hook solutions order n by Y_n. Then we have m = 1, . . . , dim Y_n.

Y_n := Span ( ⨁ m Y_{n,m} ) (34)

We define a graded space of all solutions Y := ⨁ n Y_n (35)

In this work we are interested in the space of tug-the-hook solutions Y. More precisely we aim to clarify two topics:

• The number of independent solutions dim Y_n.

• The explicit form of coefficients ξ_Δ.

The main motivation to study Y is that group-factors r^R_{n,m} of the Alexander polynomial are linear combinations of the tug-the-hook solutions: r^R_{n,m} = ∑ k≤n ∑ l_k λ_{k,lk} Y_{k,lk} ∈ ⨁ k≤n Y_k (36)

The coefficients λ_{k,lk} are unknown and we leave this problem for future studies. These coefficients can be computed using some other methods and we provide an example up to the order 6 (62).

5.1 Linear and multiplicative basis of the tug-the-hook solutions

In this section we provide the description of the explicit form the tug-the-hook solutions that we have defined in the previous section. The tug-the-hook solutions are turned to be solutions of the special linear systems of equations. These linear systems will be formulated in section 5.2. In this section we also show that the construction of the full set of the tug-the-hook solution Y is reduced to pure combinatorics.

We state that the number of independent solutions on the given level n is:

dim Y_n = p(n) − p(n − 1) (37)

where p(n) is the number of Young diagrams with n boxes. For small degrees it looks like

n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 dim Y_n 1 1 1 2 2 4 4 7 8 12 14 21 24 34 41

(38)

Let us change the notation to simplify the formulas. From now on, we use Y_Λ for Y_{n,m}, where Λ is the Young diagram. Then formula (32) becomes: Y_Λ = ∑ |Δ|=|Λ| ξ^Λ_ΔC_Δ. (39)

Two linear bases of Y_n are constructed. Here we list the properties of the first one:

1. Y_Λ is labeled by Young diagrams Λ = [Λ_1, Λ_2, . . . , Λ_r], where Λ_1 = Λ_2 ≥ Λ_3 . . . ≥ Λ_r.

This fact is in accordance with the formula for dimensions (37). Indeed, basis diagrams in Y_n do not contain diagrams that can be obtained by gluing one additional box to the first row of any diagram on the level n − 1. Note that n = 1 is the exception.

We list basis diagrams up to the 8-th level:

Y_1 : : Y_{[1]}

Y_2 :

: Y_{[1,1]}

Y_3 :

: Y_{[1,1,1]}

Y_4 :

: Y_{[2,2]} : Y_{[1,1,1,1]}

Y_5 :

: Y_{[2,2,1]} : Y_{[1,1,1,1,1]}

Y_6 :

: Y_{[3,3]} : Y_{[2,2,2]} : Y_{[2,2,1,1]} : Y_{[1,1,1,1,1,1]}

Y_7 :

: Y_{[3,3,1]} : Y_{[2,2,2,1]} : Y_{[2,2,1,1,1]} : Y_{[1,1,1,1,1,1,1]}

Y_8 :

: Y_{[4,4]} : Y_{[3,3,2]} : Y_{[2,2,2,2]} : Y_{[3,3,1,1]}

: Y_{[2,2,2,1,1]} : Y_{[2,2,1,1,1,1]} : Y_{[1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1]}

2. The sum in formula (39) is restricted to the diagrams Δ with properties l(Δ) = l(Λ) and Δ ≥ Λ, where ≥ means a lexicographical order. Y_Λ = ∑ |Δ|=|Λ| l(Δ)=l(Λ) Δ≥Λ ξ^Λ_ΔC_Δ (40)

3. The coefficients ξ^Λ_Δ have the following structure:

ξ^Λ_Δ = (−1)^{Δ1−Λ1} μ^Λ_Δ ∏ i Δ_i!

(41)

where μ^Λ_Δ is the integer coefficient and its description will be given in section 5.2. For illustrative purpose we list linear basis explicitly up to the 8-th level: Y_1 : Y_{[1]} = C_{[1]} Y_2 : Y_{[1,1]} = C_{[1,1]} Y_3 : Y_{[1,1,1]} = C_{[1,1,1]} Y_4 : Y_{[2,2]} =^1_{2!2!} C_{[2,2]} −^2_{3!} C_{[3,1]}

Y_{[1,1,1,1]} = C_{[1,1,1,1]} Y_5 : Y_{[2,2,1]} =^1_{2!2!} C_{[2,2,1]} −^2_{3!} C_{[3,1,1]}

Y_{[1,1,1,1,1]} = C_{[1,1,1,1,1]} Y_6 : Y_{[3,3]} =^1_{3!3!} C_{[3,3]} −^2_{4!2!} C_{[4,2]} +^2_{5!} C_{[5,1]}

Y_{[2,2,2]} =^1_{2!2!2!} C_{[2,2,2]} −^3_{3!2!} C_{[3,2,1]} +^3_{4!} C_{[4,1,1]} Y_{[2,2,1,1]} =^1_{2!2!} C_{[2,2,1,1]} −^2_{3!} C_{[3,1,1,1]} Y_{[1,1,1,1,1,1]} = C_{[1,1,1,1,1,1]} Y_7 : Y_{[3,3,1]} =^1_{3!3!} C_{[3,3,1]} −^2_{4!2!} C_{[4,2,1]} +^2_{5!} C_{[5,1,1]} Y_{[2,2,2,1]} =^1_{2!2!2!} C_{[2,2,2,1]} −^3_{3!2!} C_{[3,2,1,1]} +^3_{4!} C_{[4,1,1,1]} Y_{[2,2,1,1,1]} =^1_{2!2!} C_{[2,2,1,1,1]} −^2_{3!} C_{[3,1,1,1,1]} Y_{[1,1,1,1,1,1,1]} = C_{[1,1,1,1,1,1,1]} Y_8 : Y_{[4,4]} =^1_{4!4!} C_{[4,4]} −^2_{5!3!} C_{[5,3]} +^2_{6!2!} C_{[6,2]} −^2_{7!} C_{[7,1]} Y_{[3,3,2]} =^1_{3!3!2!} C_{[3,3,2]} −^2_{4!2!2!} C_{[4,2,2]} −^1_{4!3!} C_{[4,3,1]} +^5_{5!2!} C_{[5,2,1]} −^5_{6!} C_{[6,1,1]} Y_{[3,3,1,1]} =^1_{3!3!} C_{[3,3,1,1]} −^2_{4!2!} C_{[4,2,1,1]} +^2_{5!} C_{[5,1,1,1]} Y_{[2,2,2,2]} =^1_{2!2!2!2!} C_{[2,2,2,2]} −^4_{3!2!2!} C_{[3,2,2,1]} +^8_{4!2!} C_{[4,2,1,1]} −^8_{5!} C_{[5,1,1,1]} Y_{[2,2,2,1,1]} =^1_{2!2!2!} C_{[2,2,2,1,1]} −^3_{3!2!} C_{[3,2,1,1,1]} +^3_{4!} C_{[4,1,1,1,1]} Y_{[2,2,1,1,1,1]} =^1_{2!2!} C_{[2,2,1,1,1,1]} −^2_{3!} C_{[3,1,1,1,1,1]} Y_{[1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1]} = C_{[1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1]}

Now let us discuss the second linear basis. The set Y has the structure of graded algebra of polynomials Y_n × Y_m −→ Y_{n+m}. (42) We present a multiplicative basis in Y. This multiplicative basis is the subset of the first linear basis and enumerated by Young diagrams of three types

• λ = [λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_r], where λ_1 = λ_2 > λ_3 > . . . > λ_r ≥ 2

• λ = [λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_r], where λ_1 = λ_2 = λ_3 > . . . > λ_r ≥ 2

• λ = [1]

Basis elements of the second linear basis are products of the multiplicative basis elements. Considering basis solutions up to the 8-th level we have the following multiplicative basis elements: Y_{[1]}, Y_{[2,2]}, Y_{[3,3]}, Y_{[2,2,2]}, Y_{[3,3,2]}, Y_{[4,4]}. (43) Using these elements we produce the second linear basis up to the 8-th level: Y_1 Y_2 Y_3 Y_4 Y_5 Y_6 Y_7 Y_8 Y_{[1]} Y^2_{[1]} Y^3_{[1]} Y^4_{[1]} Y^5_{[1]} Y^6_{[1]} Y^7_{[1]} Y^8_{[1]} Y_{[2,2]} Y_{[2,2]}Y_{[1]} Y_{[2,2]}Y^2_{[1]} Y_{[2,2]}Y^3_{[1]} Y_{[2,2]}Y^4_{[1]} Y_{[2,2,2]} Y_{[2,2,2]}Y_{[1]} Y_{[2,2,2]}Y^2_{[1]} Y_{[3,3]} Y_{[3,3]}Y_{[1]} Y_{[3,3]}Y^2_{[1]} Y^2_{[2,2]} Y_{[3,3,2]} Y_{[4,4]}

In this basis we observe nicely looking structure that can be generalized to an arbitrary level n. Considering Young diagrams that enumerate the first linear basis we "сut" them into pieces. The pieces are Young diagrams that stand for the multiplicative basis. We "cut" a diagram until it does not contain rows of equal length in the middle:

(44)

Using formulas (40) and (41) we obtain explicit expressions for the multiplicative basis elements and thus for the linear basis element.

5.2 Derivation of the tug-the-hook solutions

In this part of the paper we present a method to explicitly derive the tug-the-hook solutions. For this reason let us choose a basis in the the center of the universal enveloping algebra ZU(sl_N ) in the form:

C_n(R) = l(R)∑

i=1 (R_i − i + 1/2)^n − (−i + 1/2)^n . (45)

This basis is distinguished by the following facts. The corresponding Hurwitz partition function [25] becomes a KP τ-function [23] and in terms of the Hurwitz partition function, this basis corresponds to the completed cycles and establishes a correspondence with the Gromov-Witten theory [24]. Further calculations look simplier in the Frobenius notation (23). Let us denote the number of hooks in the Young diagram R as h(R), then

C_n(R) = h(R)∑

k=1 (α_k − 1/2)^n − (−β_k + 1/2)^n. (46)

The tug-the-hook symmetry acts on the Casimir invariants as the translation:

C_n(T_ϵ(R)) = ∑ i (α_i + ϵ − 1/2)^n − (−β_i − (−ϵ) + 1/2)^n = n−1∑ p=0 ϵ^p ( n p ) C_{n−p}(R). (47) This formula allows us to study how monomials of the Casimir invariants transform under the action of the tug-the-hook symmetry

C_Δ(T_ϵ(R)) = n∑ p=0 ∑ k_1 +...+k_{l(Δ)} =p ϵ^p l(Δ)∏

i=1 ( Δ_i k_i ) C_{Δi−ki} (R) . (48)

Let us consider the symmetry equation on the level n (33) and find constraints on coefficients ξ_Δ. By definition tug-the-hook solutions are invariant under the action of the symmetry. Monomials of the Casimir invariants turn to the polynomials in variable ϵ (48). We require the vanishing of coefficients in front of all positive powers of ϵ.

By straightforward algebraic manipulations we get that the independent constraints come only from the coefficients of ϵ^1 and the higher constraints are linear combinations of them. From this fact we get that the sum (32) contains only Young diagrams on the level n. So, the coefficient of ϵ^1 has to be zero:

0 = ∑ |Δ|=n ξ_Δ l(Δ)∑

j=1 ( Δ_j 1 ) C_{Δj −1} ∏ i≠j C_{Δi} . (49)

In (49) the sum is over the diagrams on the |Δ|-th level. This sum is actually a linear combination of the Casimir invariants on the (|Δ| − 1)-th level. We represent this equation in matrix form ∑ |Δ|=n M^{(n)}_{δ,Δ}ξ_Δ = 0, (50)

where |δ| = n − 1. The matrix M^{(n)}_{δ,Δ} has two indices δ, Δ that are Young diagrams. Diagrams δ are ordered into sets of the increasing length l(δ). In the each set of fixed l(δ) diagrams are in the lexicographical order. Diagrams Δ are divided into two subsets. The first subset contains diagrams with unequal length of the first and second rows. The second subset contains the remaining diagrams. The diagrams in each subset are ordered in the same manner as diagrams δ. Let us give an example M^{(6)}:

δ Δ

(_6 1 ) (_5 1 ) (_2 1 ) (_4 1 ) 2 · (_3 1 ) (_4 1 ) (_2 1 ) (_3 1 ) 3 · (_2 1 ) (_3 1 ) 2 · (_2 1 ) (_2 1 )

We omit zeros in the empty boxes. In the intersection of the column [3, 3] and the row [3, 2] we have the number 2 · 3 because in sum (49) we have two nonzero terms for j = 1 and j = 2.

We order diagrams δ, Δ in a clever way thus the elements under the diagonal vanish. From linear algebra solutions are evident. Now one can see that diagrams with equal length of the first and the second row enumerate the solutions and we derive formula for dimensions (37).

5.3 The description of coefficient μ^Λ_Δ

In this section we provide combinatorial description of coefficient μ^Λ_Δ. This combinatoral algorithm arises when solving huge but sparse, up triangular linear systems of equations M^{(n)}.

We construct a weighted directed graph Γ_Λ. The vertices are diagrams Δ from sum (40). The graph has levels from left to right according to the number of boxed in the first row, namely the diagram Λ is at the left vertex.

The number of outgoing edges e is defined to be the number of corner boxes. The corner is defined as follows: it has adjacent boxes to the left and to the top, but does not have adjacent boxes to the right and to the bottom.

We also define a valence of a corner box. It is equal to the number of rows in the diagram that have the same length as the row that contains the corner box. We provide an example of a diagram to demonstrate the new definitions:

2 1

4

Here we highlighted the corner boxes and put the valences into them.

As mentioned above, the outgoing edges and corner boxes of a vertex-diagram are in the correspondence. An edge connects two diagrams and is weighted by the valence on the corner box w_e. The diagram at the head of the edge is obtained from the diagram at the tail as follows: the corner box is cut and glued to the first row of the diagram. In the examples below, notice that the rightmost diagram is a hook diagram.

The answer for μ^Λ_Δ is given by the sum of weights over paths from Λ to Δ in the graph Γ_Λ:

μ^Λ_Δ = ∑ paths Λ→Δ ∏ e ∈ path

w_e (51)

If the graph Γ_Λ does not contain the vertex Δ there is no suitable path and μ^Λ_Δ = 0. We provide some examples: 2 2 (52)

μ^{[2,2]}_{[3,1]} = 2

2 1 2 1 (53)

μ^{[3,3]}_{[4,2]} = 2 μ^{[3,3]}_{[5,1]} = 2 · 1

3 1 3 1 (54)

μ^{[2,2,2]}_{[3,2,1]} = 3 μ^{[2,2,2]}_{[4,1,1]} = 3 · 1

2

2 1 1

1

2

1

2

1

1 (55)

μ^{[3,3,2]}_{[4,2,2]} = 2 μ^{[3,3,2]}_{[4,3,1]} = 1 μ^{[3,3,2]}_{[5,2,1]} = (2 · 2) + (1 · 1) μ^{[3,3,2]}_{[6,1,1]} = (2 · 2 · 1) + (1 · 1 · 1)

1 2 3 2

3 1 1

2 1 1 1

1

2

3

2 3

1

1

2 1

1

1

(56)

μ^{[3,3,3,2]}

[4,3,2,2] = 3 μ

[3,3,3,2] [4,3,3,1] = 1 μ

[3,3,3,2] [5,2,2,2] = 3 · 1 μ

[3,3,3,2] [5,3,2,1] = (3 · 2) + (1 · 2)

μ^{[3,3,3,2]}

[6,2,2,1] = (3 · 1 · 3) + (3 · 2 · 1) + (1 · 2 · 1) μ

[3,3,3,2] [6,3,1,1] = (3 · 2 · 1) + (1 · 2 · 1)

μ^{[3,3,3,2]}

[7,2,1,1] = (3 · 1 · 3 · 2) + (3 · 2 · 1 · 2) + (1 · 2 · 1 · 2) + (3 · 2 · 1 · 1) + (1 · 2 · 1 · 1)

μ^{[3,3,3,2]}

[8,1,1,1] = (3 · 1 · 3 · 2 · 1) + (3 · 2 · 1 · 2 · 1) + (1 · 2 · 1 · 2 · 1) + (3 · 2 · 1 · 1 · 1) + (1 · 2 · 1 · 1 · 1)

5.4 The tug-the-hook solutions and the loop expansion

In this section we show that the explicit form of the tug-the-hook solutions together with the rank-level duality explains vanishing of 1,3,5 orders in the loop expansion of the colored Alexander polynomial. At the same time even orders in the expansion are linear combinations of the tug-the-hook solutions.

The colored Alexander polynomial respects loop expansion (28) as the special value of the colored HOMFLY. This perturbative expansion can be computed order by order with the help of trivalent diagrams calculus [35] . These calculations become difficult very quickly, and we provide the expansion only up to the order 6: A^K_R ( q = e^ℏ ) = 1 + ℏ^2 r^R_{2,1}v^K_{2,1}+

+ ℏ^4 ( r^R_{4,3}v^K_{4,3} + 1 2 ( r^R_{2,1}v^K_{2,1}

)_2 )

+ ℏ^6 ( r^R_{6,8}v^K_{6,8} + r^R_{6,9}v^K_{6,9} + 1 4 r^R_{4,3}v^K_{4,3}r^R_{2,1}v^K_{2,1} + 1 6 ( r^R_{2,1}v^K_{2,1}

)_3 ) + o(ℏ^7)

(57)

In our notation Vassiliev invariants are v^K_{n,m}. The explicit form of group-factors r^R_{n,m} reads:

r^R_{2,1} = C^2_1

r^R_{4,3} = 2 ( 3C^2_2 − 4C_3C_1 ) r^R_{6,8} = − ( 12C_5C_1 − 30C_4C_2 + 20C^2_3 ) + 3 ( 3C^2_2 − 4C_3C_1 + C^4_1 ) r^R_{6,9} = + ( 12C_5C_1 − 30C_4C_2 + 20C^2_3 ) + 5 ( 3C^2_2 − 4C_3C_1 + C^4_1 ) (58)

where C_k are Casimir invariants. For simplicity we omit R dependence of Casimir invariants. The tug-the-hook symmetry imposes special conditions on the group-factors (31). To obey these conditions a group-factor r^R_{n,m} should be a linear combination of the tug-the-hook solutions. The linear basis (5.1) of the tug-the-hook solutions is found in this work.

Together with other properties of the colored Alexander polynomial this linear basis explains the form of the group-factors (58). In our work we use the rank-level duality [34]. The rank-level duality inherits to the colored Alexander polynomial from the colored HOMFLY polynomial: H^K_R(q, a) = H^K_RT (q^{−1}, a)^{a=1}−−−−−−−→ A^K_R(q) = A^K_RT (q^{−1}) (59) These properties impose the following conditions on the group-factors:

r^{RT}_{n,m} = (−1)^n r^R_{n,m} (60)

As a corollary of formula (46) Casimir invariants are transforming in a simple way under the transposition of the diagram:

C_k(R^T ) = (−1)^{k+1}C_k(R) (61) Using this formula one can choose tug-the-hook solutions that obey (60). Namely, for the particular level n we consider all tug-the-hook solutions on levels k ≤ n. According to (60) we choose tug-the-hook solutions that are multiplied by (−1)^n under transposing the diagram. Let us list elements of the linear basis (5.1) that are allowed by the rank-level duality in the particular level: 1: ∅ 2: Y_{[1,1]} 3: ∅ 4: Y_{[2,2]}, Y_{[1,1,1,1]}, Y_{[1,1]} 5: ∅ 6: Y_{[3,3]}, Y_{[2,2,1,1]}, Y_{[1,1,1,1,1,1]}, Y_{[2,2]}, Y_{[1,1,1,1]}, Y_{[1,1]} 7: Y_{[2,2,2,1]}, Y_{[2,2,2]}

Finally, the actual group-factors up to the order 6 (58) do not contain odd orders and even orders can be represented as a linear combination of allowed tug-the-hook solutions:

r^R_{2,1} = Y_{[1,1]}

r^R_{4,3} = 24 Y_{[2,2]}

r^R_{6,8} = −720 Y_{[3,3]} + 36 Y_{[2,2]} + 3 Y_{[1,1,1,1]}

r^R_{6,9} = 720 Y_{[3,3]} + 60 Y_{[2,2]} + 5 Y_{[1,1,1,1]}

(62)

6 The connection with the eigenvalue conjecture

At this stage of the research, we do not have the complete mathematical proof that the Alexander polynomial has the tug-the-hook symmetry. Using Reshetikhin-Turaev approach, we distinguish two components in the general formula for the colored Alexander polynomial: the traces in the spaces of the highest weights and the quantum dimensions. It can be shown that the quantum dimensions are preserved under the action of the symmetry. The conservation of the traces follows from the eigenvalue conjecture.

According to formula (17) we obtain the expression for the Alexander polynomial of a n-strand knot colored with a representation R as a sum over Young diagrams that appear in the n-th tensor power of R:

A^K_R(q) = ∑ Q ⊢ n|R| h(Q)=h(R) σ_Q(β^K) s^∗_Q s^∗_R , (63)

where h(R) is the number of hooks in R and s^∗_R is the quantum dimension (18). It turns out that the expansion of A^K_{Tϵ (R)} can be obtained by the following substitution to the formula (63)

Q → T_{n·ϵ}(Q) , R → T_ϵ(R). (64)

A^K_{Tϵ (R)}(q) = ∑ Q ⊢ n|R| h(Q)=h(R) σ_{Tn·ϵ (Q)}(β^K) s^∗_{Tn·ϵ(Q)} s^∗_{Tϵ (R)} (65)

Note that the representation R is deformed with the parameter ϵ while the representation Q is deformed with nϵ. The tug-the-hook property (25) claims that sums (63) and (65) are equal. Surprisingly, it appears that they match pointwise:

σ_Q(β^K) = (−1)^{ϵ·(n−1)·h(R)} σ_{Tn·ϵ (Q)}(β^K) (66) s^∗_Q s^∗_R | | | |_{N=0} = (−1)^{ϵ·(n−1)·h(R)} s^∗_{Tnϵ(Q)} s^∗_{Tϵ (R)} | | | |_{N=0} (67)

Note that signs in the traces and the quantum dimensions are exactly cancelled. Let us discuss some aspects of the statements above in more detail:

• The most simple part is the quantum dimension. The explicit formula generalizes the famous hook formula for the classical dimensions of the SU(N) modules:

s^∗_Q = ∏ (i,j)∈Q [N − i + j] [h_{ij} ]

. (68)

h_{ij} := Q_i − i + Q^′_j − j + 1, [n] := q^n − q^{−n} q − q^{−1} . In the case of the Alexander polynomial we have to take the limit N → 0. In this limit all quantum dimensions are formally zero, however in (63) we have the quantum dimension in the denominator and the ratio can be non-zero. It is shown in Appendix A that for arbitrary R the quantum dimension can only change its sign under the action of the symmetry: s^∗_{Tϵ (R)} s^∗_R | | | |_{N=0} = (−1)^{ϵ·h(R)} (69)

This property implies that (67) is satisfied.

• Let us recall that we denote the number of hooks by h(R). Note that h(Q) ≥ h(R) for Q that comes from R^{⊗n} by the Littlewood-Richardson multiplication rule. From the explicit formula for the quantum dimension (68) in the case N = 0 the numerator evaluates to zero in the diagonal boxes. It means that s^∗_Q/s^∗_R has a zero to the power of h(Q) − h(R) thus the only surviving terms in the sum (63) are those with h(Q) = h(R).

• The eigenvalue conjecture was formulated in [26]. One of the possible formulations of the conjecture is the set of quantum R_i-matrices is completely determined by the normalized eigenvalues of the universal Ř-matrix.

• The eigenvalues λ_W of the R-matrix are defined by the irreducible representations V_W that occur in the tensor square of V_R: V^{⊗2}_R = ⨁ W ⊢2|R| V_W (70)

λ_W := ±q^{κ(W )−4κ(R)−N|R|} | | |_{N=0} (71) κ(W ) := ∑ (i,j)∈W (j − i) (72)

The sign in (71) depends on whether W comes from the symmetric or antisymmetric part of the tensor square. In the case of the Alexander polynomial N = 0.

Let us denote as {λ}_R the set of eigenvalues of the R-matrix that appears in the Alexander polynomial colored with R. The only important eigenvalues λ_W are those with h(W ) = h(R), since in (63) the sum runs over representations Q with the constraint h(Q) = h(R). {λ}_R = {λ_W | V_W ∈ V^{⊗2}_R , h(W ) = h(R)} (73) We observe, that the set of eigenvalues in the case of T_ϵ(R) is arranged as follows {λ}_{Tϵ(R)} = {λ_Ŵ | V_Ŵ ∈ V^{⊗2}_{Tϵ (R)} , h(Ŵ ) = h(R)} (74) where Ŵ = T_{2·ϵ}(W ). (75) From (75), the formula (47) and the fact that κ(W ) is proportional to C_2(W ) we conclude that the eigenvalues are the same in the both cases λ_W = λ_{T2·ϵ (W )}. (76)

Let us provide an example T_{−1}([4, 3]) = [3, 2, 2]. In the left column we list [4,3] case and in the right column [3,2,2].

T_{−1} −−−→

λ_{[8,6]} = q^{13 T−2}−−−→ λ_{[6,4,2,2]} = q^{13}

λ_{[8,5,1]} = −q^{7 T−2}−−−→ λ_{[6,3,2,2,1]} = −q^7

λ_{[8,4,2]} = q^{3 T−2}−−−→ λ_{[6,2,2,2,2]} = q^3

λ_{[7,7]} = −q^{11 T−2}−−−→ λ_{[5,5,2,2]} = −q^{11}

λ_{[7,6,1]} = q^{4 T−2}−−−→ λ_{[5,4,2,2,1]} = q^4 λ_{[7,5,2]} = q^{−1 T−2}−−−→ λ_{[5,3,2,2,2]} = q^{−1}

λ_{[7,5,1,1]} = q^{−3 T−2}−−−→ λ_{[5,3,2,2,1,1]} = q^{−3}

λ_{[7,4,2,1]} = −q^{−7 T−2}−−−→ λ_{[5,2,2,2,2,1]} = −q^{−7}

λ_{[6,6,2]} = q^{−3 T−2}−−−→ λ_{[4,4,2,2,2]} = q^{−3}

λ_{[6,6,1,1]} = −q^{−5 T−2}−−−→ λ_{[4,4,2,2,1,1]} = −q^{−5}

λ_{[6,5,2,1]} = q^{−10 T−2}−−−→ λ_{[4,3,2,2,2,1]} = q^{−10}

λ_{[6,4,2,2]} = q^{−15 T−2}−−−→ λ_{[4,2,2,2,2,2]} = q^{−15}

λ_{[5,5,2,2]} = −q^{−17 T−2}−−−→ λ_{[3,3,2,2,2,2]} = −q^{−17}

From (76) we conclude that the sets of eigenvalues coincide: {λ}_R = {λ}_{Tϵ(R)}. (77) This fact allow us to apply the eigenvalue conjecture and get (66): σ_Q(β^K) = (−1)^{ϵ·(n−1)·h(R)} σ_{Tn·ϵ (Q)}(β^K) (78) Note that a more careful calculation shows that the sign that appears in the traces under the action of the tug-the-hook symmetry is exactly cancelled by the sign that appear from the quantum dimensions.

To conclude the eigenvalue conjecture one can formulate in terms of quantum 6j-symbols and their symmetries. Therefore, if this conjecture is true, then the tug-the-hook symmetry are related with some counterpart of Regge symmetries for 6j-symbols of U_q(sl_N ), see [27, 28, 29]. It would be very interesting to get rigorous proof of this relation in the future.

7 Possible applications

In conclusion let us mention several applications of the tug-the-hook symmetry.

• Differential expansion. The universal differential expansion [52] is yet a conjecture. However there are strong arguments in support of it. The main statement of DE is that the colored HOMFLY polynomial has the following structure: H^K_R(q, a) = 1 + ∑ Q Z^Q_R (q, a) F^K_Q (q, a) (79)

where group-theoretic and knot dependence splits. The point is that F^K_R (q, a) are much simpler than H^K_R (q, a). The tug-the-hook symmetry may be applicable to the study of the DE and give nontrivial information about Z, F factors. For example, consider the following DE (for details see [52]): H^K_{[2]}(q, a) = 1 + [2]F^K_{[1]}(q, a){aq^2}{a/q} + F^K_{[2]}(q, a){aq^3}{aq^2}{a/q} H^K_{[1,1]}(q, a) = 1 + [2]F^K_{[1]}(q, a){aq}{a/q^2} + F^K_{[1,1]}(q, a){aq}{a/q^2}{a/q^3} (80) where {x} = x − x^{−1}. From the rank-level duality we conclude F^K_{[2]}(q, a) = F^K_{[1,1]}(q^{−1}, a). If we use tug-the-hook symmetry H^K_{[2]}(q, a = 1) = H^K_{[1,1]}(q, a = 1), (81)

we immediately get the following

F^K_{[2]}(q, a = 1) = −F^K_{[1,1]}(q, a = 1). (82)

Thus, the tug-the-hook symmetry gives us additional information about the structure of the differential expansion.

• Generating explicit q-holonomic relations/A-polynomials. In papers [53] the colored HOMFLY polynomial is proven to be a q-holonomic function. If a function is q-holonomic it means existence of a recursive linear relations, also known as A-polynomials. We are not going to deep details instead we consider an explicit example from [53] for the trefoil knot:

w_2H^{31}_{[m+2]}(q, a) + w_1H^{31}_{[m+1]}(q, a) + w_0H^{31}_{[m]}(q, a) = 0 (83)

where m ≥ 0 and

w_0 = a^4(a^2q^{2m} − 1)(a^2q^{4m+6} − 1) w_1 = q^7 ( a^2q^{4m+4} − 1 ) ( a^4q^{8m+8} − a^4q^{6m+4} + a^4q^{4m+2} + a^4q^{4m} − a^2q^{4m+6} − a^2q^{4m+2} − a^2q^{2m} + 1 ) w_2 = −a^2q^{6m+18} ( q^{2m+4} − 1 ) ( a^2q^{4m+2} − 1 ) (84)

The general statement is well proven for any representations and any knots, however explicit examples are known only for symmetric representations as in the example above. The new symmetry allows to extend the known relations to non-symmetric representations.

In this particular example we can connect three types of diagram acting with tug-the-hook symmetry on (83): ( w_2H^{31}_{[m+2−n1,1}n_{1 ]} ) | |_{a=1} + ( w_1H^{31}_{[m+1−n2 ,1}n_{2 ]} ) | |_{a=1} + ( w_0H^{31}_{[m−n3,1}n_{3 ]} ) | |_{a=1} = 0 (85)

The tug-the-hook gives a freedom in choice of n_1, n_2, n_3, however we lose something when setting a = 1. With the help of the tug-the-hook symmetry and using recursive q-holonomic relations one can express the colored Alexander polynomial in a particular representation via other representations. Also one can construct new recursive relations from existing ones, for example: ( w_2H^{31}_{[m+1,1]} ) | |_{a=1} + ( w_1H^{31}_{[m,1]} ) | |_{a=1} + ( w_0H^{31}_{[m−1,1]} ) | |_{a=1} = 0 (86)

Note that in this example the recursion involves diagrams of the form [m, 1] with one box in the second row which makes these diagrams non-rectangular.

• Constructing generating functions for non-symmetric representations. Knots-quivers correspondence attracts now more and more attention. One of the main results in that area is the following generating function for the colored HOMFLY in symmetric representations [54]:

H^K(x) = ∞∑ r=0 H^K_{[r]}(q, a) (q^2; q^2)_r x^r = ∑ d_1,d_2,...,d_m≥0 x^{d1 +d2+...+dm} q^{∑i,j Cij didj} ∏_m i=1 q^{li di} a^{aidi} (−1)^{tidi} ∏_m i=1(q^2; q^2)_{di}

(87)

Note that H^K_{[r]}(q, a) is the normalised HOMFLY polynomial and (q^2; q^2)_r is the q-Pochhammer symbol. We do not discuss the right hand side of the latter formula. For the definitions and details see [54].

Finding generating functions for non-symmetric representations is an open problem.

We are going to apply the tug-the-hook symmetry and invent similar generating formula for colored Alexander polynomials with 1-hook representations. For this purposes we are going to use another normalisation rule:

A^K_1 (x) := ∞∑ r=0 A^K_{[r]}(q) s_{[r]}(x) (88) where s_{[r]}(x) is one row Schur function and 1 stands for one row 1-hook diagrams in A^K_1 . Note that we remove the q-Pochhammer symbol. It does not change the form of (87) but should lead to change of values of l_i, a_i, C. Naively we can write the following generating function for representations of the shape [r, 1] with one box in the second row:

A^K_2 (x_1, x_2) = ∞∑ r=1 A^K_{[r,1]}(q) s_{[r,1]}(x_1, x_2) (89)

where 2 stands for two row 1-hook diagram in A^K_2 . Using the tug-the-hook symmetry:

A^K_{[r,1]}(q) = A^K_{[r+1]}(q). (90)

The Schur function can be represented in the following form:

s_{[r,1]}(x_1, x_2) = x_1x_2 ( x^{r+1}_1 x_1 − x_2 + x^{r+1}_2 x_2 − x_1 ) (91)

Combining the latter formulas we obtain:

A^K_2 (x_1, x_2) = x_1x_2

A^K_1 (x_1) − A^K_1 (x_2) x_1 − x_2

(92)

Using more involved formula for 1-hook Schur functions we can derive generating functions with larger number of rows:

s_{[r,1}L−1_](x_1, . . . x_L) = L∏ k=1 x_k · L∑ i=1 x^{r+L−1} i ∏ j≠i(xi − xj ) (93)

• Distinguishing mutant knots. It is known [40, 41, 42] that HOMFLY polynomials (hence Alexander polynomials too) colored by representations associated with arbitrary rectangular Young diagram do not distinguish mutant knots. Since the tug-the-hook symmetry relates rectangular diagrams with some non-rectangular ones (see, for example, the second line in formula (1)), then Alexander polynomials colored by such non-rectangular Young diagrams definitely do not distinguish mutant knots.

Also we briefly discuss several subjects closely related to colored Alexander polynomials in which it would be interesting to find a manifestation of the tug-the-hook symmetry in the near future.

• Alexander polynomials can be categorified to the knot Heegard-Floer homology [43]. It would be interesting to promote this symmetry to the homology level. More generally, one needs to study the Khovanov-Rozansky homology and the corresponding knot polynomials. Attempts to get them via the R-matrix approach [44, 45] can be very useful for this purpose.

• The Ooguri-Vafa partition function is a generating function for colored HOMFLY polynomials for a given knot. In the case of torus knots there is a peculiar relation of this function to a procedure of topological recursion on spectral curve [46, 47]. The tug-the-hook symmetry may provide some interesting properties of meromorphic differentials on a given spectral curve. Topological recursion, in turn, is closely related to matrix models, Virasoro algebra (and q-Virasoro [48]) and integrable hierarchies.

• Finally, let us mention one very promising topic, namely, a topological quantum computer. In paper [49] it is shown that quantum R-matrices (13) are universal quantum gates. It gives an approach to the topological quantum computer, which is natural from the Chern-Simons point of view. This means that each quantum program and algorithm corresponds to some knot and polynomial knot invariant (see also [50, 51]). Therefore, any symmetry plays an important role for the topological quantum programming.

8 Acknowledgements

This work was funded by the Russian Science Foundation (Grant No.16-12-10344).

A The quantum dimensions

Here we show that the quantum dimensions can only change the sign under the action of the tug-the-hook symmetry.

Let us consider a Young diagram R as the union of 5 parts.

1. The white part of the size h × h, where h is the number of hooks

2. The green part of the size g × h

3. The yellow part of the size y × h

4. The red part that consists of h − 1 rows of length r_1, r_2, . . . , r_{h−1}

5. The pink part that consists of h − 1 columns of length p_1, p_2, . . . , p_{h−1} w g r

y p

The formula for the quantum dimension of irreducible representation R

s^∗_R = ∏ (i,j)∈R [N − i + j] [h_{ij} ] = ∏ color parts ∏ (i,j)∈part [N − i + j] [h_{ij} ]

(94)

We consider the case N = 0. Let us note that:

1. The white part of the product in (94) remains the same under the action of the symmetry.

2. The hook part (denominators) corresponding to the red and pink parts remains the same under the action of the symmetry.

Consider the green and yellow parts entirely and the numerators in the red and pink parts. To do this consider the i-th row in the red part and the corresponding row in the green part. The contribution reads: ( [r_i + g + h − i]! [h − i]! ) red and green num. ( [r_i + h − i]!

[r_i + g + h − i]! ) green denom. = [r_i + h − i]! [h − i]! . (95)

We see that the contribution does not depend on the green and yellow parts, namely g, b does not appear in the contribution. It means that this part is invariant under the tug-the-hook symmetry. Next, consider the i-th column in the pink part and the corresponding column in the yellow part. The contribution reads: ( (−1)^{pi+y} [p_i + y + h − i]! [h − i]! ) pink and yellow num. ( [p_i + h − i]!

[p_i + y + h − i]! ) yellow denom. = (−1)^{pi+y} [p_i + h − i]! [h − i]! . (96) The contribution has y dependent part (−1)^y. the factor (−1)^y comes from each yellow column and we get the resulting factor (−1)^{yh}. Under the action of the tug-the-hook symmetry only y, g parameters can change, namely y → y − ϵ and g → g + ϵ. Considering the ratio we get s^∗_{Tϵ (R)} s^∗_R | | | |_{N=0} = (−1)^{ϵ·h(R)} because all contributions except the factors (−1)^y remain the same and cancel.

References

[1] A. Mironov, S. Mironov, V. Mishnyakov, A. Morozov, A. Sleptsov Phys.Lett. B783 (2018) 268-273 arXiv:1805.02761 V. Mishnyakov, A. Sleptsov arXiv:1906.05813

[2] H. Itoyama, A. Mironov, A. Morozov, An. Morozov J. High Energ. Phys. (2012) 2012: 131, arXiv:1203.5978

[3] Zhu, S. J. High Energ. Phys. (2013) 2013: 229, arXiv:1206.5886

[4] A. Mironov, A. Morozov: Eigenvalue conjecture and colored Alexander polynomials. Eur. Phys. J. C78 (2018) 284, arXiv:1610.03043

[5] E. Witten, Comm.Math.Phys. 121 (1989) 351

[6] S.-S. Chern, J. Simons, Ann.Math. 99 (1974) 48-69

[7] E. Guadagnini, M. Martellini, M. Mintchev, Clausthal 1989, Procs. 307-317; Phys.Lett. B235 (1990) 275 R.K. Kaul, T.R. Govindarajan, Nucl.Phys. B380 (1992) 293-336, hep-th/9111063; ibid. B393 (1993) 392-412 P. Ramadevi, T.R. Govindarajan, R.K. Kaul, Nucl.Phys. B402 (1993) 548-566, hep-th/9212110; Nucl.Phys. B422 (1994) 291-306, hep-th/9312215; Mod.Phys.Lett. A10 (1995) 1635-1658, hepth/9412084

[8] V.G. Turaev, O.Y. Viro, Topology 31, 865 (1992)

A. Mironov, A. Morozov, An. Morozov, JHEP 03 (2012) 034, arXiv:1112.2654 A. Anokhina, A. Mironov, A. Morozov, An. Morozov, Nucl.Phys. B868 (2013) 271-313, arXiv:1207.0279 A. Anokhina, An. Morozov, Theor.Math.Phys. 178 (2014) 1-58, arXiv:1307.2216

[9] R.K. Kaul, T.R. Govindarajan, Nucl.Phys. B380 (1992) 293-336, hep-th/9111063

P. Ramadevi, T.R. Govindarajan, R.K. Kaul, Nucl.Phys. B402 (1993) 548-566, hep-th/9212110; Nucl.Phys. B422 (1994) 291-306, hep-th/9312215 Zodinmawia, P. Ramadevi, arXiv:1107.3918; arXiv:1209.1346

[10] H. Ooguri, C. Vafa, Nucl.Phys. B577 (2000) 419-438, arXiv:hep-th/9912123

J.M.F. Labastida, M. Mariño, Commun.Math.Phys. 217 (2001) 423-449, hep-th/0004196 J.M.F. Labastida, M. Mariño, C. Vafa, JHEP 0011 (2000) 007, hep-th/0010102 J.M.F. Labastida, M. Mariño, math/0104180 M. Mariño, C. Vafa, hep-th/0108064

[11] Guadagnini E., Martellini M., Mintchev M. (1990) Chern-Simons field theory and quantum groups. In:

Doebner H.D., Hennig J.D. (eds) Quantum Groups. Lecture Notes in Physics, vol 370. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg

[12] E. Guadagnini, M. Martellini, M. Mintchev, Chern-Simons holonomies and the appearance of quantum groups, Phys.Lett. B235 (1990) 275

[13] N.Yu. Reshetikhin, V.G. Turaev, Ribbon graphs and their invariants derived from quantum groups, Comm.Math.Phys. 127 (1990) 1-26

[14] K. Liu, P. Peng, J. Differential Geom., Volume 85, Number 3 (2010), 479-525, arXiv:0704.1526

[15] D. Bar-Natan, J.Knot Theor.Ramifications 4 (1995) 503-547

A. Sleptsov, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A, 29, 1430063 (2014)

[16] X.-S. Lin, H. Zheng, Trans.Amer.Math.Soc. 362 (2010) 1-18 math/0601267

[17] P.R.Cromwell, Knots and links, Cambridge university press, 2004.

[18] J.M.F. Labastida, E. Perez, J.Math.Phys. 39 (1998) 5183-5198, hep-th/9710176

P. Dunin-Barkowski, A. Sleptsov A. Smirnov, Int.J.Mod.Phys. A28 (2013) 1330025, arXiv:1112.5406

[19] A. Kirillov and N. Reshetikhin, Representations of the Algebra U_q (sl_2), q-Orthogonal Polynomials and Invariants of Links. New Developments in the Theory of Knots: pp. 202-256, World Scientific, Singapore (1990)

[20] M. Rosso, V. F. R. Jones, J. Knot Theory Ramifications, 2 (1993) 97-112 [21] S. Chmutov, S. Duzhin, The Kontsevich integral, Encyclopedia of Mathematical Physics, 2006 [22] S. Chmutov, S. Duzhin, J. Mostovoy, Introduction to Vassiliev Knot Invariants, arXiv:1103.5628 [23] S.Kharchev, A. Marshakov, A. Mironov, A. Morozov, Int.J.Mod.Phys. A10 (1995) 2015, arXiv:hepth/9312210 A.Yu. Orlov, D.M. Scherbin, Physica D, 152–153 (2001) 51-65, arXiv:math-ph/0003011 [24] A. Okounkov, R. Pandharipande, Ann. of Math. 163 (2006) 517, math.AG/0204305 [25] A. Mironov, A. Morozov, S. Natanzon, Theor.Math.Phys. 166 (2011) 1-22, arXiv:0904.4227; Journal of Geometry and Physics 62 (2012) 148-155, arXiv:1012.0433 [26] H. Itoyama, A. Mironov, A. Morozov, An. Morozov, Int.J.Mod.Phys. A28 (2013) 1340009, arXiv:1209.6304 [27] An. Morozov, A. Sleptsov, (2018). New Symmetries for the U_q (sl_N ) 6-j Symbols from the Eigenvalue Conjecture. JETP Letters, 108(10), 697-704.

[28] V. Alekseev, An. Morozov, A. Sleptsov, (2019). Interplay between symmetries of quantum 6-j symbols and the eigenvalue hypothesis. arXiv preprint arXiv:1909.07601.

[29] V. Alekseev, An. Morozov, A. Sleptsov, (2019). Multiplicity-free U_q (sl_N ) 6-j symbols: relations, asymptotics, symmetries. arXiv preprint arXiv:1912.13325.

[30] S. Dhara, A. Mironov, A. Morozov, An. Morozov, P. Ramadevi, V.K. Singh, A. Sleptsov, Multi-colored Links From 3-Strand Braids Carrying Arbitrary Symmetric Representations, Annales Henri Poincaré, Vol. 20, No. 12, pp. 4033-4054, Springer International Publishing, arXiv:1805.03916 [31] R.Stanley Enumerative Combinatorics, v.2, Cambridge University Press, 1999 (p.461) [32] T. Miwa, Masaki Jinbo, M. Jimbo, E. Date, Differential Equations, Symmetries and Infinite Dimensional Algebras, Cambridge University Press, 2000.

[33] V. Mishnyakov, A. Sleptsov, N. Tselousov arXiv:2005.01188 [34] S.G. Naculich, H.J. Schnitzer, Nucl.Phys. B347 (1990) 687

S.G. Naculich, H.A. Riggs, H.J. Schnitzer, Phys.Lett. B246 (1990) 417 E.J. Mlawer, S.G. Naculich, H.A. Riggs, H.J. Schnitzer,Nucl.Phys. B352 (1991) 863 [35] Alvarez, M., Labastida, J. M. F. (1995). Numerical knot invariants of finite type from Chern-Simons perturbation theory. Nuclear Physics B, 433(3), 555-596.

[36] Oleg Viro. Quantum relatives of Alexander polynomial. St. Petersburg Mathematical Journal, 18, 05 2002.

[37] L. Rozansky and H. Saleur. Reidemeister torsion, the Alexander polynomial and U(1, 1) Chern-Simons theory. J.Geom.Phys., 13:105–123, 1994. arXiv:hep-th/9209073.

[38] Nicolai Reshetikhin, Catharina Stroppel, and Ben Webster.Schur–Weyl-Type Duality for Quantized gl(1|1), the Burau Representation of Braid Groups, and Invariants of Tangled Graphs, pages 389–401. Birkhauser Boston, Boston, MA, 2012.

[39] L.H. Kauffman and H. Saleur. Free fermions and the Alexander-Conway polynomial. Commun.Math.Phys., 141:293–327, 1991.

[40] H. R. Morton, and H. J. Ryder, Mutants and SU(3)_q invariants, Geom. Topol. Monogr. 1 (1998) 365- 381,arXiv:math/9810197 [41] H.R. Morton, and P.R. Cromwell, Distinguishing mutants by knot polynomials, J.Knot Theor. Ramifications 5 (1996) 225-238 [42] L. Bishler, Saswati Dhara, T. Grigoryev, A. Mironov, A. Morozov, An. Morozov, P. Ramadevi, Vivek Kumar Singh, A. Sleptsov, Difference of Mutant Knot Invariants and Their Differential Expansion. Jetp Lett. 111, 494–499 (2020)

[43] P.Ozsváth, Z. Szabó, (2005). On knot Floer homology and lens space surgeries. Topology, 44(6), 1281- 1300.

[44] A.Anokhina, A. Morozov, (2014). Towards R-matrix construction of Khovanov-Rozansky polynomials I.

Primary T-deformation of HOMFLY. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2014(7), 63. [45] A.Anokhina, A. Morozov, A. Popolitov, (2019). Nimble evolution for pretzel Khovanov polynomials. The European Physical Journal C, 79(10), 867.

[46] A. Brini, M. Marino, B. Eynard, (2012). Torus knots and mirror symmetry. In Annales Henri Poincaré (Vol. 13, No. 8, pp. 1873-1910). SP Birkhäuser Verlag Basel.

[47] P. Dunin-Barkowski, A. Popolitov, S. Shadrin, A. Sleptsov, (2019). Combinatorial structure of colored HOMFLY-PT polynomials for torus knots. Communications in Number Theory and Physics, 13(4), 763- 826.

[48] R. Lodin, A. Popolitov, S. Shakirov, M. Zabzine, M. (2020). Solving q-Virasoro constraints. Letters in Mathematical Physics, 110(1), 179-210.

[49] N. Kolganov, An. Morozov, Quantum R-Matrices as Universal Qubit Gates. Jetp Lett. 111, 519–524 (2020) [50] D. Melnikov, A. Mironov, S. Mironov, A. Morozov, An. Morozov, (2019). From topological to quantum entanglement. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2019(5), 116.

[51] S. Mironov, (2019). Topological entanglement and knots. Universe, 5(2), 60. [52] L. Bishler, A.Morozov, Perspectives of differential expansion arXiv:2006.01190 [53] Stavros Garoufalidis, Aaron D. Lauda, and Thang T. Q. Lê. The colored HOMFLYPT function is qholonomic. Duke Math. J. 167, 397-447.

[54] Piotr Kucharski, Markus Reineke, Marko Stosic, Piotr Sułkowski. Knots-quivers correspondence. Adv.

Theor. Math. Phys. 23 (2019), no. 7 1849-1902