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Abstract

We apply automated reasoning to investigation of finite factors of algebraic structures
associated with knot diagrams. We refute “double size” conjecture about cancellative
semigroups and keis.
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1 Definitions and context
1.1 Context and scope

The aim of this study is to improve our understanding of knot semigroups, 7 -orbifold
groups and two-fold groups via experiments with specific knot diagrams such as those
shown in Fig. 1. In this note we do not consider a wider context of this research in
knot theory beyond algebraic constructions based on knot diagrams. Having said this,
it makes sense to describe this context briefly. Knots are embeddings of a circle into
3-dimensional space. Two such embeddings are considered equivalent if one can be
deformed into the other by an ambient isotopy. Speaking of a knot, depending on the
context, one may mean an embedding or its equivalence class, or one can conveniently
consider knot diagrams instead of knots.

One of the most famous problems in knot theory is checking if two knots are
equivalent. An important role in solving this problem is played by knot invariants,
that is, knot-related constructions which are preserved by ambient isotopies. Some of
knot invariants are algebraic structures; arguably the best known and oldest examples
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of algebraic invariants are the Alexander polynomial and the knot group. Among
the constructions used in this paper, keis, w-orbifold groups and two-fold groups are
knot invariants. The authors conducted work in this area [5, 6], including estimating
efficiency of different invariants [7, 10].

The authors have introduced and published several articles on what we call knot
semigroups [10, 13, 14]. As we discuss below, knot semigroups are closely related to
keis, w-orbifold groups and two-fold groups, see Sect. 1.5. Although knot semigroups
are not knot invariants (see Section 8.2 in [13]), we have hopes that they solve another
knot-theoretical problem, see the next paragraph.

The most important partial case of the knot equivalence problem is the unknotting
problem, which asks whether a knot is trivial, that is, not knotted. For example, speak-
ing of classical constructions, triviality can be detected using knot groups [2], but
cannot be detected using Alexander polynomials (for example, see [8]). It was proved
in 1969 that triviality can be detected using two-fold groups [15]; a more general result
was proved in 1984; its proof is very involved and fills up a whole book [12]. The fact
that triviality can be detected using keis was proved in 1984 as a corollary of [15] in an
unpublished PhD thesis [16] and there seems to be no published proof of this fact. As
to knot semigroups, it has been conjectured that they detect triviality, see Conjecture
1 below (this is Conjecture 24 in [13]; see also Conjecture 25 in [13]).

Below, we denote knot diagrams by letters such as 0; we will denote semigroups
(keis, groups) by letters S (K, G) and variations thereof.

at
X

A semigroup is called cancellative if it satisfies two conditions: if xz = yzthenx =y,
andif xy = xzthen y = z. For each given knot diagram 9, we will define a cancellative
semigroup which we call the knot semigroup of 0 and denote by S0. By an arc we mean
a continuous line on a knot diagram from one undercrossing to another undercrossing.
For example, consider the knot diagram t on the figure; it has three arcs, denoted by
a, b and c. To denote a crossing on a knot diagram we shall use notation x 4 y F z,
where x and z are the two arcs terminating at the crossing and y is the arc passing
over the crossing. For example, the crossings on diagram tareb Ha b c,b H4ata
and ¢ 4 a - a. To define the knot semigroup of a diagram 0, assume that each arc is
denoted by a letter. Then at every crossing x - y I z, ‘read’ two defining relations
xy = yz and yx = zy. The cancellative semigroup generated by the arc letters with
these defining relations is the knot semigroup S0 of D. For example, on diagram t we
can read relations ba = ac and ab = ca at the left-top crossing, relations ba = aa
and ab = aa at the right-top crossing and relations ca = aa and ac = aa at the

1.2 Knot semigroups

Q
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bottom crossing. Using these relations, one can deduce equalities of words in St. In
particular, from aa = ba = ca, using cancellation, one can deduce a = b = c,
that is, all generators are equal to one another; in other words, St is an infinite cyclic
semigroup. The unusually simple structure of St may be related to the fact that t is
a diagram of the trivial knot: indeed, it is ‘tangled’, but it is not really ‘knotted’. A
general conjecture was formulated in [13].

Conjecture 1 A knot diagram 0 is a diagram of the trivial knot if and only if S0 is an
infinite cyclic semigroup.

1.3 Keis

A kei (also known as an involutory quandle) is defined as an algebra with one binary
operation > and three axioms

ara=a, @a>b)y>b=a and@>b)y>c=@>c)> (br>c).

For a given knot diagram 0, the kei K0 of the knot is a kei generated by the arc letters
with defining relations x > y = z and z > y = x for each crossing x 4 y = z of 0.
The mnemonic behind notation x > y = z is expressed in [9]: ‘x under y gives z’.
The three axioms of a kei directly correspond to the three Reidemeister moves [4].

1.4 m-Orbifold and two-fold groups

For a given knot diagram 0, the 7 -orbifold group G0 of the knot is a group generated by
the arc letters with the following relations. For each arc x of the diagram 9, introduce
arelation x> = 1. At every crossing x 4 y I z, introduce a defining relation xy = yz
(or, equivalently, yx = zy, or yxy = z, or yzy = x). Let A denote the generating set
of G0 (i.e. the set of labels of the arcs of ), and consider the natural homomorphism
from the free semigroup A" onto G0. It is easy to see that, for each element g of G0,
either only words of an odd length are mapped to g or only words of an even length are
mapped to g under the homomorphism. Accordingly, let us say that g is an element of
odd (even) length in the former (latter) case. A subgroup of G0 consisting of the set
of all elements of even length is called the fundamental group of the 2-fold branched
cyclic cover space of a knot [12, 16]; we shorten this name to the rwo-fold group of a
knot, and denote the group by G20.

1.5 Knot semigroups, keis and two-fold groups

Note that for every group G, one can define a kei K(G) whose elements are the
elements of G, and in which the operation is g > h = hg~!h. Such a kei is also
referred to as a core quandle of G in [1].

For a finite sequence of group elements g1, g2, g3, g4, - - . , define the alternating
product of this sequence as the product g1 - g, ! - 83 ~g;1 -.... Note that for every group
G, one can define a semigroup S(G) whose elements are words over the alphabet G,
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and in which two words u, v are equal if and only if  and v have both the same length
and the same alternating product in G.

For many types of knot diagrams, including those studied in [13], there is a simple
connection between knot semigroups, keis and two-fold groups, as follows. Consider
a knot diagram 9 whose two-fold group is G*0 and whose 7 -orbifold group is G. In
many examples, it turns out that the kei K0 is isomorphic to K (G?d), and the knot
semigroup S0 is isomorphic to S(GD).

However, there is no reason why it should be so for all knot diagrams; one can expect
that at some point, knot semigroups, keis and two-fold groups will diverge. The aim
of research reported in this note is to make progress towards finding counterexamples
in which the simple correspondence described above does not hold anymore.

2 What conjectures we had

In [10] automated reasoning was applied to search for non-trivial cancellative factor
semigroups of minimal sizes for knot semigroups of all knots up to 9 crossings.! Out
of 84 standards knots diagrams with no more than 9 crossings, in 55 cases cancellative
factor semigroups of a minimal size were found, in 9 cases cancellative factor semi-
groups were found which are not necessarily minimal, and in 20 cases the search took
a long time and was abandoned, and no cancellative factor semigroups were found.
After comparing the sizes of the found cancellative factor semigroups with the min-
imal sizes of factor keis, found in our earlier work [5], we formulated the following
conjecture.

Conjecture 2 [10] Consider a knot diagram 0. Suppose the kei of K0 has a factor kei
of size k. Then semigroup S0 has a cancellative factor semigroup of size 2k.

Since we concentrate on minimal sizes of factors, the conjecture above can be
usefully amended in the following two ways, both consistent with data from our
experiments from [5, 10].

Conjecture 3 Consider a knot diagram 0. Suppose K0 has finite factor keis, and S0
has finite cancellative factor semigroups. Let k and s be minimal sizes of a non-trivial
factor kei of K0 and a non-trivial factor semigroup of S0, respectively. Then s = 2k

Conjecture 4 Consider a knot diagram 0. Let k be the minimal size of a non-trivial
factor kei of K0. Then there exists a non-trivial cancellative factor semigroup of S0
of size 2k.

Note that we do not know whether the kei K9 of every non-trivial knot diagram 0
has a finite non-trivial factor kei, and we do not know whether the semigroup S0 of
every non-trivial knot diagram 9 has a finite non-trivial cancellative factor semigroup;
hence, the more careful wording in Conjecture 3. As to our computational experiments,

I We were looking for cancellative finite factor semigroups and not arbitrary finite factor semigroups
because the latter task is not interesting. Indeed, one can prove that for every finite 7, every knot semigroup
has a (non-cancellative) factor semigroup of size exactly n.
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922 925 930 936 944 945

Fig.1 Knot diagrams with nine crossings which are counterexamples to double size conjecture(s)

we still do not know whether the kei of the knot 10g3 has finite factors [5], and only in
this paper for the first time we find a finite cancellative factor semigroup of the knot
semigroup of the knot 9,5 [10].

3 Main results

The main result of this paper is that we refute all versions of the “double size” con-
jecture (Conjectures 2, 3, 4) by finding a suitable counterexample. Indeed, we find six
knot diagrams with 9 crossings each, all having minimal factor keis of size 15, but
having no cancellative factor semigroups of size 30. All these cases were left open in
[10].

Namely, consider knot diagrams known as 922, 925, 930, 936, 944,945 and shown in
Fig. 1. The minimal non-trivial factor keis of keis of all these knots have size 15 [5].
However, we prove that their semigroups do not have cancellative factor semigroups
of size 30.

If these six knot diagrams do not have cancellative factor semigroups of size 30,
one can ask about the sizes of finite cancellative factor semigroups that they do have.
For each of these diagrams 927, 925, 930, 936, 944, 945 we prove that their -orbifold
groups have factor groups of size 60; we also prove that this is the minimal size of
finite non-trivial factor groups of 7 -orbifold groups of 922, 925, 930, 93¢, while minimal
sizes for 944, 945 are 34 and 46, respectively.

Since for any knot diagram 0 every finite factor group of G0 is a cancellative factor
semigroup of S0, we conclude that for each of the diagrams 922, 925, 930, 935, 944,
945 their semigroups have cancellative factor semigroups of size 60. Furthermore, the
semigroups of the diagrams 944, 945 have cencellative factor semigroups of sizes 34
and 46, respectively.

We do not know whether the corresponding sizes 60, 34, 46 of the cancellative factor
semigroups are minimal for the inidcated knots diagrams, but we can conjecture that
they are, as we state below.

Conjecture 5 The cancellative factor semigroups of semigroups of knots 922, 925, 930,
936 have all minimal size 60, and of knots 944, 945 have minimal sizes 34 and 46,
respectively. More generally, one can conjecture that for any knot diagram 0 the
minimal factor semigroups of SO are exactly the minimal factor groups of G0.

It is known that every finite cancellative semigroup is a group. Therefore, all finite
cancellative factor semigroups of knot semigroups are groups. One can argue that
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perhaps there is a finite group which is a cancellative factor group of a knot semigroup
of a knot diagram 0 which is smaller than every factor group of the sr-orbifold group
of 0. This is why, one can argue, experiments with cancellative factor semigroups still
make sense, in addition to experiments with factor groups. Having said this, in these
experiments we have never encountered a finite group which is a cancellative factor
group of a knot semigroup of a knot diagram 9 which has a smaller size than the
smallest factor group of the m-orbifold group of 0, hence, the following conjecture
can be stated (and if the following conjecture is true that the previous Conjecture 5 is
also true).

Conjecture 6 [f a finite group is a cancellative factor group of a knot semigroup of a
knot diagram 0 then there is a factor group of the mw-orbifold group of © of the same
or smaller size.

We describe how we obtained these results in the next section.

4 Automated reasoning and experimental results

Automated finite model building [3] is the area of automated reasoning concerning
with developing efficient algorithms for solving the following task. Given a set of
first-order sentences ® build a finite model for @ if it exists.

We use automated model finding to search for finite factor structures (cancellative
semigroups, groups and keis), because these factors are, obviously, finite models for the
corresponding first-order theories. To be more specific, let (A | R) be a presentation
of a semigroup S with a finite set of generators A and a finite set of relations R.
Then finite cancellative factor semigroups of S are precisely the finite models of a
theory consisting of R and (x x y) kz = x x (y*2), (x *xy = x%2) > y = 2,
(y*x = zxx) — y = z}. A similar statement can be formulated for 7 -orbifold
groups, too.

In our experiments we used Mace4 finite model finder [11] implementing complete
search algorithm. If there is a finite model of a specified finite size, then such a model
will be found, is there no such model, this fact will be reported.

For each of the knots 922, 925, 930, 936, 944, 945 we built presentations for groups
and semigroups according to definitions presented in Sect. 1, based on knot diagams
shown in Fig. 1.

To be specific, the presentations of w-orbifold groups are as shown below, and the
presentations of knot semigroups also contain inverted equalities yx = wz for each
equality xy = zw.

92: ajag = agaz, axa; = azaz, azay = aias, a4a; = axas, asag = agde, Aed3 =
asay, ajas = asas, agde = deag, A9ds4 = A4a].

9251 ajas = asaz, arag = asas, aza; = aas, asag = asas, asaz = dzde, Aedy =
agay, ajas = asag, agay; = aydy, d9dr=ad] .

930t arag = agaz, aras = aeas, aza; = daids, dsdy = A2ds, dsdg = dg*e, d6d3 =
asay, ajas = asag, aga; = a7ag, dods = A4a].

936: a1a4 = asar, ara7 = a7a3, A3as = dsds, d4a| = A1ds, dsag = agde, dedy =
agay, ajaz = azag, agde = deag, A9ay = A2 .
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O44: a1a4 = asal, aras = asaz, azae = Aea4, A4d] = 4145, A5y = Agds, A4 =
asar, azas = asag, dgay = adg, Agdy = A2aj.

945: ajag = agay, axa; = ajas, aza; = aias, a4ay; = a2as, dsag = dgde, dedy =
araz, ajas = asag, agay = ajag, agas = a4dj.

In the first series of experiments for each knot diagram 977, 925, 930, 935, 944, 945, we
used Mace4 to search for finite cancellative factor semigroups of size 30, as predicted
by double size conjectures. In each case Mace4 has completed exhaustive search and
returned result “no models exist”.

In the second series of experiments for each knot diagram 975, 925, 930, 935, 944, 945,
we used Mace4 to search for finite factor groups of m-orbifold groups using default
iterative search strategy of Mace4; that is, starting from size 2, it completes exhaustive
search of models for a current size, and if a model is not found, the size increases by 1
and search continues. For each of the 927, 925, 930, 935 knots, the search is completed
by finding the models of minimal size 60, while for 944, 945 the search yielded the
models of minimal sizes 34 and 46, respectively.

We have placed experimental data including inputs and outputs of all reported
experiments with Mace4 online; see https://zenodo.org/records/10003636.

OpenAccess This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, which
permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give
appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence,
and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this article are included
in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If
material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not permitted
by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the
copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

References

—_

. Bergman, G.M.: On core quandles of groups. Commun. Algebra 49(6), 2516-2537 (2021)

2. Burde, G., Heusener, M., Zieschang, H.: Knots. De Gruyter, Berlin (2013)

3. Caferra, R., Leitsch, A., Peltier, N.: Automated Model Building. Applied Logic Series, vol. 31. Kluwer,
Dordrecht (2004)

4. Elhamdadi, M., Nelson, S.: Quandles: An Introduction to the Algebra of Knots. Student Mathematical
Library, vol. 74. American Mathematical Society, Providence (2015)

5. Fish, A., Lisitsa, A.: Detecting unknots via equational reasoning, I: Exploration. In: Watt, S.M., Dav-
enport, J.H., Sexton, A.P., Sojka, P., Urban, J. (eds.) Intelligent Computer Mathematics-International
Conference, CICM 2014. Lecture Notes in Computer Science, vol. 8543, pp. 76-91. Springer, Cham
(2014)

6. Fish, A, Lisitsa, A., Stanovsky, D.: A combinatorial approach to knot recognition. In: Horne, R. (ed.)
Embracing Global Computing in Emerging Economies: First Workshop, EGC 2015, Communications
in Computer and Information Science, vol. 514, pp. 64-78. Springer, Cham (2015)

7. Fish, A, Lisitsa, A., Stanovsky, D., Swartwood, S.: Efficient knot discrimination via quandle coloring
with sat and #-sat. In: Greuel, G.-M., Koch, T., Paule, P., Sommese, A. (eds.) Mathematical Software-
ICMS 2016: 5th International Conference. Lecture Notes in Computer Science, vol. 9725, pp. 51-58.
Springer, Cham (2016)

8. Garoufalidis, S., Teichner, P.: On knots with trivial Alexander polynomial. J. Diff. Geom. 67(1), 167—
193 (2004)

9. Joyce, D.: A classifying invariant of knots, the knot quandle. J. Pure Appl. Algebra 23(1), 37-65 (1982)

@ Springer


https://zenodo.org/records/10003636
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Semigroups, keis and groups induced by knot diagrams... 193

10.

11.
12.

13.

14.

15.
16.

Lisitsa, A., Vernitski, A.: Automated reasoning for knot semigroups and 7 -orbifold groups of knots.
In: Blomer, J., Kotsireas, 1.S., Kutsia, T., Simos, D.E. (eds.), Mathematical Aspects of Computer
and Information Sciences—7th International Conference. MACIS 2017. Lecture Notes in Computer
Science, vol. 10693, pp. 3—18. Springer, Cham (2017)

McCune, W.: Prover9 and Mace4 (2005-2010). http://www.cs.unm.edu/~mccune/prover9/

Morgan, J.W., Bass, H. (eds.): The Smith Conjecture. Pure and Applied Mathematics, vol. 112. Aca-
demic Press, Boston (1984)

Vernitski, A.: Describing semigroups with defining relations of the form xy = yz and yx = zy and
connections with knot theory. Semigroup Forum 95(1), 66-82 (2017)

Vernitski, A., Tunsi, L., Ponchel, C., Lisitsa, A.: Dihedral semigroups, their defining relations and an
application to describing knot semigroups of rational links. Semigroup Forum 97(1), 75-86 (2018)
Waldhausen, F.: Uber Involutionen der 3-Sphére. Topology 8(1), 81-91 (1969)

Winker, S.K.: Quandles, Knot Invariants, and the n-fold Branched Cover, Ph.D. dissertation, University
of Illinois at Chicago (1984)

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps
and institutional affiliations.

@ Springer


http://www.cs.unm.edu/~mccune/prover9/

	Semigroups, keis and groups induced by knot diagrams: an experimental investigation with automated reasoning
	Abstract
	1 Definitions and context
	1.1 Context and scope
	1.2 Knot semigroups
	1.3 Keis
	1.4 π-Orbifold and two-fold groups
	1.5 Knot semigroups, keis and two-fold groups

	2 What conjectures we had
	3 Main results
	4 Automated reasoning and experimental results
	References




