arXiv:math/0512168v1 [math.GT] 8 Dec 2005

LOCAL MOVE FORMULAE FOR THE ALEXANDER POLYNOMIALS OF n-KNOTS

EIJI OGASA

Abstract. It is well-known:Suppose there are three 1-dimensional links K_+, K_−, K_0 such that K_+, K_−, and K_0 coincide out of a 3-ball B trivially embedded in S^3 and that K_+ ∩ B, K_− ∩ B, and K_0 ∩ B are drawn as follows. Then Δ_{K+} − Δ_{K+} = (t − 1) · Δ_{K0} , where Δ_K is the Alexander polynomial of K.

Figure1 We know similar formulae of other invariants of 1-dimensional knots and links. (The Jones polynomial etc.)

It is natural to ask: Suppose there are two n-dimensional knots K_+, K_− and a submanifold K_0 such that K_+, K_−, and K_0 coincide out of a n-ball B trivially embedded in S^{n+2}. Then is there a relation in K_+ ∩ B, K_− ∩ B, and K_0 ∩ B with the following property(*)? (*)If K_+, K_−, and K_0 satisfy this relation, an invariant of K_+, that of K_−, and that of K_0 satisfy a fixed relation.

In this paper we pove there are such a relation where K_+, K_−, and K_0 satisfy the formula Δ_{K+} −Δ_{K+} = (t−1)·Δ_{K0} , where Δ_K is a polynomial to represent the Alexander polynomial of K.

We show another relation where K_+, K_−, and K_0 satisfy the formula ArfK_+ − ArfK_− = {|bP_{4k+2} ∩ I(K_0)| + 1}mod2, where (1)I( ) is the inertia group. and I(K_0) is the inertia group of a smooth manifold which is orientation preserving diffeomorphic to K_0. (2)For a group G, |G| denote the order of G.

A local move formula is a relation of an invariant of a few knots related by a local move as above.

1. Introduction

It is well-known:Suppose there are three 1-dimensional links K_+, K_−, K_0 such that K_+, K_−, and K_0 coincide out of a 3-ball B trivially embedded in S^3 and that K_+ ∩ B,

This research was partially supported by Research Fellowships of the Promotion of Science for Young Scientists. Keywords: local-move, the Alexander polynomial of n-knots, the inertia group, the Arf invariant of n-knots PACS nos. 11-25w, 11-25Uv. 1

K_− ∩ B, and K_0 ∩ B are drawn as follows. Then Δ_{K+} − Δ_{K+} = (t − 1) · Δ_{K0} , where Δ_K is the Alexander polynomial of K.

Figure1

We know similar formulae of other invariants of 1-dimensional knots and links. (The Jones polynomial etc. See §5 of [11]. See also [7] [10].)

It is natural to ask: Suppose there are two n-dimensional knots K_+, K_− and a submanifold K_0 such that K_+, K_−, and K_0 coincide out of a n-ball B trivially embedded in S^{n+2}. Then is there a relation in K_+ ∩ B, K_− ∩ B, and K_0 ∩ B with the following property(*)? (*)If K_+, K_−, and K_0 satisfy this relation, an invariant of K_+, that of K_−, and that of K_0 satisfy a fixed relation.

In this paper we pove there are such a relation where K_+, K_−, and K_0 satisfy the formula Δ_{K+} −Δ_{K+} = (t−1)·Δ_{K0} , where Δ_K is a polynomial to represent the Alexander polynomial of K.

We show another relation where K_+, K_−, and K_0 satisfy the formula ArfK_+ − ArfK_− = {|bP_{4k+2} ∩ I(K_0)| + 1}mod2, where (1)I( ) is the inertia group. and I(K_0) is the inertia group of a smooth manifold which is orientation preserving diffeomorphic to K_0. (2)For a group G, |G| denote the order of G.

A local move formula is a relation of an invariant of a few knots related by a local move as above.

[17] is a preprint of this paper.

The author proved another local move formulae in [18][19].

2. Review of the Alexander polynomials for n-knots and n-links

We review the Alexander polynomials for n-knots and n-links and n-submanifolds. See [2] [15], [16], [20] for detail.

We work in the smooth category. Let K = (K_1, ..., K_m) be an n-dimensional closed oriented submanifold of S^{n+2}. It is known any tubular neighborhood of K is K × D^2. (See P.49, 50 of [14].) Put X = S^{n+2} − K × D^2. Then any S^1 in X is oriented by using the orientation of S^{n+2} and that of K. Let ι : S^1 → X denote the embedding. Take a homomorphism α : H_1(X; Z) → Z such that α ∘ ι_∗ : H_1(S^1; Z) → Z carries +1 to +1. Then the infinite cyclic covering π : ~X → X associated with α is called the cannonical cyclic covering of K.

We can regard H_p( ~X; Z) as a Z[t, t^{−1}]-module by using the covering translation ~X → ~X defined by α.

We can also regard H_p( ~X; Q) as a Q [t, t^{−1} ]-module. Module theory says that any Q[t, t^{−1} ]-module is congruent to 2

(Q [t, t^{−1} ]/λ_1) ⊕ ... ⊕ (Q [t, t^{−1} ]/λ_l) ⊕ (⊕^kQ[t, t^{−1} ]), where λ_∗ ∈ Q[t, t^{−1} ] is not zero and λ_∗ is not the Q[t, t^{−1} ]-balanced class of 1.

Two polynomials f(t), g(t) ∈ Q [t, t^{−1} ] are said to be Q[t, t^{−1} ]-balanced (written f .= g) if there is an integer n and a nonzero rational number r such that f(t) = r · t^n · g(t). Let H_p( ~X; Q) be Q[t, t^{−1} ]/λ_1 ⊕ ... ⊕ Q[t, t^{−1} ]/λ_l ⊕^k Q[t, t^{−1} ] as above. The Q [t, t^{−1} ]-p- Alexander polynomial is the Q [t, t^{−1} ]-balanced class of the product λ_1 · ... · λ_l if k = 0, where k is the rank of the free part. The Q [t, t^{−1} ]-p-Alexander polynomial is 0 if k ≠ 0. If H_p( ~X; Q) ∼= 0, The Q[t, t^{−1} ]-p-Alexander polynomial is 1.

We discuss the Q [t, t^{−1} ] module case but our results can be extended to the Z[t, t^{−1}] module case.

In this paper we mainly discuss the case where K is a knot although we discuss other cases a little. Furthermore, our results can be extended to some other cases without heavy difficulty.

If K above is a connected smooth manifold which is PL homeomorphic to the standard sphere, K is called n-(dimensional )knot (See [6] etc).

3. Main results

In this section, we prove local move formulae for n-knots ⊂ S^{n+2}. (n ≧ 3.) Let K_+, K_− be an n-knot ⊂ S^{n+2} (n ≧ 3). Let K_0 be an n submanifold ⊂ S^{n+2}.

Let B be an (n + 2)-ball trivially embedded in S^{n+2}. Suppose that K_+ coincides with K_− in S^{n+2} − B. Note that there is a Seifert hypersurface V_+ (resp. V_−) for K_+ (resp. K_−) such that V_+ coincides with V_− in S^{n+2} − B. Suppose that V_+ ∩ B (resp. V_− ∩ B) is a disjoint union of an (n + 1)-dimensional p-handle h^p_+ (resp. h^p_−) and an (n + 1)- dimensional (n + 1 − p)-handle h^{n+1−p}_+ (resp. h^{n+1−p}_− ) which are attached to ∂B and which are embedded trivially in B. Let p ≠ n + 1 − p. Suppose that h^{n+1−p}_+ coincides with h^{n+1−p}_− . Suppose that the linking number (in B) of ‘h^p_+ ∪ (−h^p_−)’ and ‘h^{n+1−p}_+ whose attached part is fixed in ∂B’ is one if an orientation is given. The concept is drawn in Figure 2. Let K_0 be ∂(V_+ − IntB). [Figure 2] Then we say that (K_+, K_−, K_0) is related by the (p, n + 1 − p)-move.

We draw the figure of the (1, 2)-move case (the case if p = 1 and n = 2) in Note below Theorem 4.1.

Let n = 4k + 1 in the above case. Suppose that K_+, K_−, V_+, V_− satisfy the same condition at S^{4k+3} − B as in (i). Suppose V_+ ∩ B (resp. V_− ∩ B) is a (4k + 2)-dimensional (2k + 1)-handle h_+ (resp. h_−). Supoose that the core of h_+ (resp. h_−) is trivially embedded in B. Push off the core in the positive direction of the normal bundle of V_+ (resp. V_−) in B. Note that we can consider the framing (in B) of h_+ (resp. h_−) . Suppose that the framing of h_+ (resp. h_−) is 0 (resp. 1) if an orientation is given. Let K_0 be ∂(V_+ − IntB). (The 1-dimensional case of this relation among K_+, K_−, K_0 is one in Figure 1.) 3

Then we say that (K_+, K_−, K_0) is related by the XXII-move.

Note 3.1. One way of saying, when we make K_−, K_0, we just operate in B and we do not need the diffeomorphism type or the hmeomorphism type of K_−, K_0. In this meaning, we use the word ‘local’ in the above definition.

Theorem 3.2. Let K_+, K_− be n-knots ⊂ S^{n+2} (n ≧ 3). Let K_0 be n-submanifold ⊂ S^{n+2}. Suppose that (K_+, K_−, K_0) is related by the (p, n + 1 − p)-move. Then we have: Δ^p_{K+} − Δ^p_{K+} = (t − 1) · Δ^p_{K0} , where Δ^p_K is a polynomial whose balanced class is the p-Alexander polynomial for K.

Theorem 3.3. Let K_+, K_− be (4k + 1)-knots. Let K_0 be a closed oriented (4k + 1)- submanifold ⊂ S^{4k+3}. Suppose that (K_+, K_−, K_0) is related by the XXII-move. Then we have:

Δ^{(2k+1)}

K_+ (t) − Δ

(2k+1) K_− (t) = (t − 1) · Δ

(2k+1) K_0 (t).

where Δ^{(2k+1)}_K is a polynomial whose balanced class is the p-Alexander polynomial for K.

Note. For (4k + 3)-knots, we can define XXII-move. However, note the following: Suppose K_−and K_0 satisfy the XXIIrelation for a (4k + 3)-knot K_+. Then K_0 is not a knot in general. Because: there is an example such that K_+ ∼= S^3 and K_− ∼= RP^3 .

Theorem 3.4. Let K_+, K_−, K_0, B be as in Theorem 3.3. Let bP_{4k+2} be the bP -subgroup ⊂ Θ^{4k+1}. Suppose bP_{4k+2} is not congruent to the trivial group. Then we have ArfK_+ − ArfK_− = {|bP_{4k+2} ∩ I(K_0)| + 1}mod2, where (1)I( ) is the inertia group. I(K_0) is the inertia group of a smooth manifold which is orientation preserving diffeomorphic to K_0. (2)For a group G, |G| denote the order of G.

Note. See [KM] for the bP -subgroup. See [Kk] [BS] for the inertia group. Proof of Theorem 3.2 and 3.3. Let V_∗ be a compact oriented (n + 1)-submanifold ⊂ S^{n+2} such that ∂V_∗ = K_∗ (their orientaion are compatible). Recall V_∗ is called a Seifert hypersurface for K_∗. In Theorem 3.3 we put n = 4k + 1 and p = 2k + 1. Take X_∗ ~X_∗ as in §2. Let Y_∗ = X − V_∗ × [−1, 1], V_∗ × [−1, 1] is the tubular neibourhood of V_∗ in Y . Consider the Meyer-Vietoris exact sequence: H_∗(∐^∞_{−∞}V_∗)^{f∗}→ H_∗(∐^∞_{−∞}Y_∗) → H_p( ~X_∗; Z).

There are V_∗ such that f_∗ is represented by the following matrixes: P_+ = {p^+_{ij}}, P_− = {p^−_{ij}}, P_0 = {p^0_{ij} }, such that (1) P_+ and P_− are (n+1)×(n+1) matrices. P_0 is an n×n matrix. (2)p^+_{n+1,n+1} − p^−_{n+1,n+1} = t − 1, (3)p^+_{ij} = p^−_{ij} = p^0_{ij}. (1 ≦ i ≦ n, 1 ≦ j ≦ n,). By calculus of determinants, detP_+ − detP_− = (t − 1)detP_0. 4

Module theory says that detP_∗ represents the p-Alexander polynomial for K_∗. Hence Theorem 3.2 and 3.3 hold.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. By [KM], bP_{4k+2} = Z_2. In our case, the Arf invariant of a knot coincides with that of a manifold diffeomorphic to the knot. (See [Br1] for more results on bP_{4k+2}. ) Put bP_{4k+2} = {1, g}, where g^2 = 1.

Let V be the total space of D^{2k+1} bundle over S^{2k+1} associated with the tangent bundle of S^{2k+1}. Let ⋁ p denote a plumbing ( see [Br2] ). Then ∂(V ⋁ p V ) represents g ∈ bP_{4k+2}.

Put M = ∂V . By [9] and [1], M is homotopy type equivalent to S^{2k+1} × S^{2k} if and only if k = 0, 1, 3. Hence M is not diffeomorphic to S^{2k+1} × S^{2k} in our case. [5] proved M♯Σ = M. ( Hence I(M) ∩ bP_{4k+2} = I(M♯Σ) ∩ bP_{4k+2} = Z_2. Corollary 3 of [Kk] proved I(S^p × S^q) = {1} for p + q ≧ 5.

By [Kk], S^{2k+1} × S^{2k}♯Σ is not diffeomorphic to S^{2k+1} × S^{2k}. Hence I(S^{2k+1} × S^{2k}♯Σ) ∩ bP_{4k+2}={1}. There are four cases. Put T = S^{2k+1} × D^{2k+1}. Let ∼= denote a diffeomorphism.

(1)K_+ ∼= ∂(V ⋁ p V ), K_− ∼= ∂(V ⋁ p T ), K_0 ∼= ∂V .

(2)K_+ ∼= ∂(T ⋁ p V ), K_− ∼= ∂(T ⋁ p T ) K_0 ∼= ∂T .

(3)K_+ ∼= ∂{(V ⋁ p V )♮(V ⋁ p V )}, K_− ∼= ∂{(V ⋁ p T )♮(V ⋁ p V )}, K_0 ∼= ∂{V ♮(V ⋁ p V )}. (4)K_+ ∼= ∂{(T ⋁ p V )♮(V ⋁ p V )}, K_− ∼= ∂{(T ⋁ p T )♮(V ⋁ p V )}, K_0 ∼= ∂{T ♮(V ⋁ p V )).

The formula in Theorem 3.4 holds in each case by the above discussions. Hence the formula holds.

4. More results in the 2-knot case

Our main results can be extended to some other cases where K_+ (resp. K_−) is not a knot. In this section we show more results in the case of 2-dimensional sbmanifold case.

Theorem 4.1. Let Σ_1, ..., Σ_α be connected closed oriented surfaces. Let g_i be the genus of Σ_i. Put β = Σ^α_{i=1}g_i. Let K_+ (resp. K_−) be a 2-dimensional submanifold ⊂ S^4 which is diffeomorphic to a disjoint ordered oriented manifold (Σ_1, ..., Σ_α). Suppose α = β + 1. Let K_0 be a 2-dimensional submanifold ⊂ S^4. Suppose that (K_+, K_−, K_0) is related by the (1, 2)-move. Then we have:

Δ_{K+} (t) − Δ_{K−} (t) = (t − 1) · Δ_{K0} (t).

Note. (1) If α = 1, K_+ and K_− are S^2-knots. Then K_0 is diffeomorphic to S^2 or S^2 ∐ T^2. In each case Theorem 1 holds. In general, if we put H_0(K_0; Q) ∼= Q^{α′} and H_1(K_0; Q) ∼= Q^{2β′} , then α^′ = β^′ + 1.

(2) Since (K_+, K_−, K_0) is related by the (1, 2)-move, there is a 4-ball B trivially embedded in S^4 with the following properties. We regard B as (2-disc)×[0, 1] × {t| − 1 ≦ t ≦ 1}. (i) K_+ − B, K_− − B, and K_− − B coincide each other. (ii) B ∩ K_+, B ∩ K_−, B ∩ K_− are drawn as in Figure 3. 5

In Figure 3 we draw B_{−0.5} ∩K_∗, B_0 ∩K_∗, B_{0.5} ∩K_∗, where B_{t0} =(2-disc)×[0, 1]×{t|t = t_0}. We suppose that each vector −→x , −→y in Figure 3 is a tangent vector of each disc at a point. (Note we use −→x (resp. −→y ) for different vectors.) The orientation of each disc in Figure 3 is determined by the each set {−→x , −→y }.

In [18] the author calls the operation to change K_+ into K_− (1,2)-pass-move. Around Figure 4.1 and 4.2 in [18], we wrote more explanation of the figure of B ∩ K_+ and that of B ∩ K_−.

(4) After sending these results (without Appendix) to several people, the author was informed Giller’s article, P.627,628 of [Gi]. Only in the n = 2 case Giller proved a result which is weaker than ours. See the Appendix for detail. [Figure 3]

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Since β = Σ^α_{i=1}g_i, all Seifert surfaces V_∗ for K_∗ has a property that H_1(V_∗; Q) ∼= H_2(V_∗; Q) and that H_0(V_∗; Q) ∼= Q. The left of the proof is same as the proof of Theorem 3.2.

On the condition α = β + 1 in Theorem 4.1 we have:

Proposition 4.2. We CANNOT remove the condition α = β + 1 in Theorem 4.1 in general.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Let K_−, K_+, K_0 be 2-dimensional oriented subamanifold ⊂ S^4 which are diffeomorphic to T^2-knots. Suppose (K_−, K_+, K_0) is related by the (1, 2)-move.

Suppose that (1) K_+ bounds V_+ ∼= S^1 × B^2♮(S^2 × S^1 − B^3)♮(S^2 × S^1 − B^3) (2) K_− bounds V_− ∼= V_+.

(3) K_0 bounds V_0 ∼= S^1 × B^2♮(S^2 × S^1 − B^3).

Consider the exact sequence as in Proof of Theorem 3.2: H_∗(∐^∞_{−∞}V_∗)^{f∗}→ H_∗(∐^∞_{−∞}Y_∗) → H_p( ~X_∗; Z).

We can suppose that

(1) f_+ is represented by ( 3t − 2 0 0 t − 1 2t − 1 0 ) . (2) f_− is represented by ( 3t − 2 0 t − 1 t − 1 2t − 1 0 ) . (3) f_0 is represented by ( t − 1 2t − 1 ) . The above exact sequences are: ⊕^3Z[t, t^{−1}] −−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ 3t − 2 0 0 t − 1 2t − 1 0 ⊕^2Z[t, t^{−1}] −−−→ Z[t, t^{−1}]/{(3t − 2)} ⊕ Z[t, t^{−1}]/{(2t − 1)} −−−→ 0

6

⊕^3Z[t, t^{−1}] −−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ 3t − 2 0 t − 1 t − 1 2t − 1 0 ⊕^2Z[t, t^{−1}] −−−→ 0 −−−→ 0

⊕^2Z[t, t^{−1}] −−−−−−−−−−−→ ( t − 1 2t − 1^) Z[t, t^{−1}] −−−→ 0 −−−→ 0 Therefore we have:

(1) (3t − 2)(t − 1) represents the Alexander polynomial of K_+. (2) 1 represents the Alexander polynomial of K_−. (3) 1 represents the Alexander polynomial of K_0.

For the above K_−, K_+, K_0, Δ_{K+} − Δ_{K−} = (t − 1) · Δ_{K0} DOES NOT hold for any set of polynomials Δ_{K−} , Δ_{K+} , Δ_{K0} such that Δ_{K−} (resp. Δ_{K+} , Δ_{K0} ) represents the Alexander polynomials of K_− (resp. K_+, K_0). The proof is completed.

Next we discuss “normalization” of the Alexander polynomials. Recall that, in the case of 1-links, we can choose a unique polynomial from the all polynomilas whose ballanced classes are the Alexander polynomial. (See e.g. [11] for detail.) However, we have:

Proposition 4.3. In the n ≠ 1 case in Theorem 3.2, we CANNOT choose a unique polynomial from all polynomials which represent the Alexander polynomial to be compatible with our local move formula.

We can suppose that K_+, K_−, K_0 are trivial knots and that (K_+, K_−, K_0) can be related by the (1, 2)-move. Becase: Let V_+ ∼= S^2 × S^1 − B^3. Let V_− ∼= S^2 × S^1 − B^3. Let V_0 ∼= B^3. Use these V_+, V_−, V_0.

If we can take a unique polynomial to represent the Alexander polynomial, then we can let the Alexander polynomial a · t^m for K_+, K_− and K_0, where a is a nonzero rational number. Hence a · t^m − a · t^m = (t − 1) · a · t^m. Hence 0 = (t − 1) · a · t^m. It is the contardiction. Hence we CANNOT choose a unique polynomial.

References

[1] J. Adams: On the nonexistence of elements of Hopf invariant one Ann. of Math., 72, 20-104, 1960.

[2] J.W.Alexander: Topological invariants of knots and links Trans A.M.S., 30 (1928) 275-306. [3] W. Browder: The Kervaire invariants of framed manifolds and its generalization Ann. of Math.

90, 157-186, 1969.

[4] W. Browder: Surgery on simply-connected manifolds, Springer (1972). [5] E. H. Brown and B. Steer: A note on Stiefel manifolds Amer.J.Math. 87, 215-217, 1965. [6] T. D. Cochran and K. E. Orr: Not all links are concordant to boundary links Ann. of Math., 138, 519–554, 1993. 7

[7] J. Conway: An enumeration of knots and links and some of their related properties In:Computational problems in Abstract Algebra (Oxford 1967)Welsch Pergamon Press 329-358, 1970.

[8] C. Giller: Towards a classical knot theory for surfaces in R^4 Illinois. J 26, 591-631, 1982. [9] I. M. James and J. H. C. Whitehead: Note on fibre spaces Proc.London Math. Soc. 4, 129-137, 1954.

[10] V. F. R. Jones: Hecke Algebra representations of braid groups and link Ann.of Math. 126, 335-388, 1987.

[11] L. Kauffman: Knots and Physics World Scientific, Series on Knots and Everything 1, 1991. [12] K. Kawakubo: On the inrtia groups of homology tori J.Math.Soc.Japan 21, 37-47, 1969. [13] M. Kervaire and J. Milnor: Groups of homotopy spheres I Ann. of Math. 77, 504-537, 1963. [14] R. Kirby: The topology of 4-manifolds Springer Verlag LNM 1374, 1989. [15] J. Levine: Polynomial invariants of knots of codimension two Ann. of Math. 84, 537-554, 1966. [16] J. W. Milnor: Infinite cyclic coverings Conf.Topology of Manifolds, Prindle, Weber and Schmidt, Boston-London-Sydney 115-133, 1968.

[17] E. Ogasa: Local move formulae for the Alexander polynomials of n-dimensional knots: University of Tokyo preprint series UTMS 97-63(1997) [18] E. Ogasa: Ribbon moves of 2-links preserve the μ-invariant of 2-links Journal of knot theory and its ramifications, (2004) UTMS 97-35, math.GT/0004008.

[19] E. Ogasa: Intersectional pair of n-knots, local moves of n-knots, and their invariantsMathematical Research Letters, 1998, vol5, 577-582, Univ. of Tokyo preprint UTMS 95-50.

[20] D. Rolfsen: Knots and links Publish or Perish, Inc. 1976.

[21] N. Sato: Cobordisms of semi-boundary links Topology Appl. 18, 225-234, 1984.

Acknowledgement. The author would like to thank Prof. Gordon for the valuable discussions. The author would like to thank Prof. Levine for the valuable discussions. The author would like to thank Prof. Akio Kawauchi for the valuable discussions. The author would like to thank Prof. Mikiya Masuda for bringing the author’s attention to [Kk].

Computer Science, Meijigakuin University, Yokohama, Kanagawa, 244-8539, Japan pqr100pqr100@yahoo.co.jp

Appendix.

We explain the fact in Theorem 4.1(4) a little more.

Replace Figure 3 with Figure 3 in the definition that (K_+, K_−, K_0) is related by the (1, 2)-move. Then we say that (K_+, K_−, K_0) is related by the ribbon-move. Note. In [18] the author call the operation to change K_+ into K_− (resp. K_− into K_+) in Figure 4, ribbon-move.

By using Theorem 4.1 in this paper and Proposition 4.2, 4.3, 4.4 in [18], we have: If (K_+, K_−, K_0) is related by the ribbon-move, then (K_+, K_−, K_0) is related by the (1,2)- move.

Thus we have:

Theorem. In Theorem 4.1, we can replace the word ‘the (1,2)-move’ with ‘the ribbonmove.’ 8

Note. In P.627, 628 of [Gi], Giller proved a weaker case of this Theorem: [Gi] does not prove the case where K_+ is a sphere, K_− is a sphere, and K_0 is not a sphere. It means that [Gi]’s formula is not a local move formula in the meaning of Note 3.1. Furthermore [Gi] does not prove more than one of K_+, K_−, K_0 is a sphere. In the meaning of the following Proposition, ours are stronger than the formula in [Gi]. [Figure 4] Note. The orientation of the part of B ∩ K_0 derived from B ∩ K_+ (resp. B ∩ K_+) is given by using B ∩ K_+ (resp. B ∩ K_+). The orientation of B ∩ K_0 is compatible with the part of B ∩ K_0 derived from B ∩ K_+ (resp. B ∩ K_+).

It is natural to ask the following. If (K_+, K_−, K_0) is related by the (1, 2)-move, then do they compose a triple of Figure 1.1?

The answer is negative in general by the following Proposition.

Let K = (K_1, K_2, K_3) and K^′ = (K^′_1, K^′_2, K^′_3) be 2-dimensional submanifolds ⊂ S^4 such that K_1 ∼= K^′_1 ∼= S^2, K_2 ∼= K^′_2 ∼= S^2, and K_3 ∼= K^′_3 ∼= Σ_2, Σ_2 is the oriented closed surface with the genus two.

Supoose that alk(K_1, K_3) is one, alk(K_2, K_3) is one, where alk( ) denotes the alinking number (in [21]).

Suppose that K is changes into K^′ by one (1,2)-pass-move (see [18]). We can suppose this (1,2)-pass-move let alk(K_1, K_3) zero and let alk(K_2, K_3) zero.

Then we prove:

Proposition.Let K and K^′ be as above. K does not change into K^′ by one ribbon-move. Proof. One ribbon-move cannot change alk(K_1, K_3) and alk(K_2, K_3) together.

K K K + - 0

Figure 1.

S^{p−1} × D^{n+1−p} S^{n−p} × D^p

Figure 2.

t=-0.5 t=0 t=0.5 y x y x

Figure 3. K_+ t=-0.5 t=0 t=0.5 x y x y

x y

Figure 3. K_− t=-0.5 t=0 t=0.5 y x y x

Figure 3. K_0 t=-0.5 t=0 t=0.5

Figure 4. K_+ t=-0.5 t=0 t=0.5

Figure 4. K_− t=-0.5 t=0 t=0.5 Figure 1.1

Figure 4. K_0