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Quantum Invariants of Links and 3-Manifolds with Boundary defined via Vir-
tual Links: Calculation of some examples

Heather A. Dye, Louis H. Kauffman and Eiji Ogasa

Abstract. In the prequel of this paper, Kauffman and Ogasa introduced new topological
quantum invariants of compact oriented 3-manifolds with boundary where the boundary
is a disjoint union of two identical surfaces. The invariants are constructed via surgery
on manifolds of the form F ×I where I denotes the unit interval. Since virtual knots and
links are represented as links in such thickened surfaces, we are able also to construct
invariants in terms of virtual link diagrams (planar diagrams with virtual crossings).

These invariants are new, nontrivial, and calculable examples of quantum invariants
of 3-manifolds with non-vacuous boundary.

Since virtual knots and links are represented by embeddings of circles in thickened sur-
faces, we refer to embeddings of circles in the 3-sphere as classical links. Classical links
are the same as virtual links that can be represented in a thickened 2-sphere and it is a
fact that classical links, up to isotopy, embed in the collection of virtual links taken up to
isotopy. We give a new invariant of classical links in the 3-sphere in the following sense:
Consider a link L in S3 of two components. The complement of a tubular neighborhood
of L is a manifold whose boundary consists in two copies of a torus. Our invariants
apply to this case of bounded manifold and give new invariants of the given link of two
components. Invariants of knots are also obtained.

In this paper we calculate the topological quantum invariants of some examples ex-
plicitly. We conclude from our examples that our invariant is new and strong enough to
distinguish some classical knots from one another.

We examine links that are embedded in thickened surfaces and obtain invariants of
three manifolds obtained by surgery on these thickened surfaces. One could take the
viewpoint that the thickened surfaces are embedded in the three sphere and so also
consider the three manifolds obtained by surgery on the links in the three sphere. These
two points of view are distinct and give distinct invariants. This point of view for links
in thickened surfaces is distinct from the usual point of view for the Reshetikhin-Turaev
invariants, and our invariants give distinct results from these invariants. (See the body
what kind of viewpoint).
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1. Introduction

In the prequel [14] of this paper, Kauffman and Ogasa introduced new topological
quantum invariants of compact oriented 3-manifolds with boundary where the boundary
is a disjoint union of two identical surfaces, by using virtual links. Let υr denote this
topological invariant. Using the topological quantum invariants υr, they defined invari-
ants of classical knots and links in the 3-sphere. We review the invariant υr in Part
1.

The set of virtual links is a quotient set of links in thickened surfaces ([8, 10, 11]). We
review it in §7. In this paper, a thickened surface means (an oriented closed surface)
×(the oriented interval).
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Figure 1.1. The Jones polynomial of this virtual knot is not that
of any classical knot.

Links in the 3-sphere are called classical links. There is a natural bijection between the
set of links in the 3-spheres and that in the thickened 2-sphere. Therefore the set of
classical links is a subset of that of virtual links (In fact, it is a proper subset.). If we we
apply the definition of the Jones polynomial of virtual links to a classical links, it is the
original Jones polynomial of the given classical link. The Jones polynomial of links in
thickened surfaces and that of links in the 3-sphere have different properties (([8, 10, 11]):
There is a virtual 1-knot whose Jones polynomial is not that of any classical knot. An
example is shown in Figure 1.1. A small circle placed around the crossing point as shown
in Figure 1.1 is called a virtual crossing. We will review it in §7.

A reason why virtual knot theory is important is as follows. It is an outstanding
open question whether we can define the Jones polynomial in any 3-manifolds, although
many other invariants are extended to the case of links in other 3-manifolds than the
3-sphere easily. Only one explicit partial answer is given the Jones polynomial for links
in thickened surfaces for now. It is given by Kauffman by using virtual links. The Jones
polynomial of links in thickened surfaces and that of links in the 3-sphere have different
properties as written above (([8, 10, 11]). Note that neither Reshetikhin and Turaev [33,
Theorem 3.3.3, page 560] nor Witten[40] answers the above question. See Appendix.

By using virtual links, we constructed a partial answer to the above question. Fur-
thermore, Kauffman and Ogasa [14] used virtual links, and introduced a new topological
invariant υr of classical links as stated in the first paragraph. It is a main theme of this
paper to discuss this invariant υr.

In Part 2 of this paper we calculate the topological quantum invariants υr of some
examples explicitly. We conclude from our examples of explicit calculations that our in-
variant υr is new and strong enough to distinguish some classical knots from one another.

Our main theorems are the following two claims.
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Theorem 13.2. Our topological quantum knot invariants υr are strong enough to dis-
tinguish some classical knots from one another.

Corollary 13.3. Our topological quantum invariants υr are strong enough to distinguish
some 3-manifolds with boundary where the boundary is a disjoint union of two identical
surfaces, from one another.

We review the new topological quantum invariants υr below.
When Jones [7] introduced the Jones polynomial, he [7, page 360, §10] tried to define a

3-manifold invariant associated with the Jones polynomial, and succeeded in some cases.
After that, Witten [40] wrote a path integral for a 3-manifold invariant. Reshetikhin and
Turaev [33] defined a 3-manifold invariant via surgery and quantum groups that one can
view as a mathematically rigorous definition of the path integral. Kirby and Melvin, and
Lickorish and Kauffman and Lins [20, 23, 24, 12] continued this work. Such 3-manifold
invariants are called quantum invariants τr. These quantum invariants τr were defined
for closed oriented 3-manifolds. In order to avoid confusion, we let υr denote our new
topological quantum invariant and τr the Reshetikhin-Turaev quantum invariant.

In [14] Kauffman and Ogasa introduced topological quantum invariants υr of compact
oriented 3-manifolds with boundary where the boundary is a disjoint union of two identi-
cal surfaces. We review it in §9. We explain how to use Kirby calculus for such manifolds,
and we use the diagrammatics of virtual knots and links to define these invariants.

Our invariants υr give new invariants of classical links in the 3-sphere in the following
sense: Consider a link L in S3 of two components.
In this paper, the complement of a link means as follows: Take a tubular neighborhood
N(L) of L. N(L) is the total space of the open D2-bundle over L. The complement is
S3 −N(L).
The complement of a tubular neighborhood of L is a manifold whose boundary consists
in two copies of a torus. Our invariants apply to this case of bounded manifold and give
new invariants of the given link of two components. We apply the same method and also
obtain an invariant of 1-component links. See §13. In this way, the theory of virtual links
is used to construct new invariants of classical links in the 3-sphere.

It should be mentioned that the application of virtual knots to the calculation of these
invariants is non-trivial and necessary. In [4], Dye and Kauffman defined a quantum
invariant for framed virtual links. In order to avoid confusion, we let ςr denote the
Dye-Kauffman quantum invariant. The Dye-Kauffman handling for Kirby calculus and
Temperley-Lieb Recoupling Theory for virtual link diagrams allows us to give specific



5

formulas for our invariants for manifolds obtained by surgery on framed links embed-
ded in a thickened surface. Just as the Jones polynomial can be calculated for links in
thickened surfaces via virtual knot combinatorics, so can these surgery invariants be so
calculated. Note that in order to apply the virtual diagrammatic Kirby calculus, we need
to set our diagrams so that the Roberts circumcision move O3 (Figure 4.3) is not needed.
This we do by choosing a special surgical normalization as described below. One result of
the normalization is that one cannot take any framed virtual diagram for our purposes,
but any diagram can be modified so that the normalization is in effect. In this paper
we review the definitions and frameworks of [14], and provide specific calculations and
applications.

In the sections to follow we address a number of issues. We show how to specify fram-
ings for the links in a thickened surface so that one can apply surgery. We explain the
results of Justin Roberts [35] for surgery on three manifolds that are relevant and that
apply for our use of Kirby Calculus. It should be noted that Robert’s results use an
extra move for his version of Kirby Calculus here denoted as O3. We show that the three
manifolds that we construct can be chosen to have associated four manifolds that are
simply connected, and that in this category, the topological types of these three mani-
folds are classified by just the first two of the moves O1 (Figure 4.1) and O2 (Figure 4.2).
Restricting ourselves to this category of three-manifolds, the first two moves correspond
to the classical Kirby Calculus and to the generalized Kirby Calculus for virtual diagrams.

The O1 and O2 moves do not change the Dye-Kauffman quantum invariants ςr for
framed virtual links. When Kauffman and Ogasa wrote the paper [14], it was open
whether the O3 move changes the Dye-Kauffman quantum invariants ςr. Kauffman and
Ogasa avoided the O3 move in order to introduce a topological invariant. Kauffman and
Ogasa [14] introduced a condition, the simple connectivity condition, succeeded to avoid
the O3 move difficulty, and defined the new quantum invariants υr (see §5).

In this paper we proved the following about the above question.

Remark 11.3. In general, the O3 move on framed virtual links changes the Dye-
Kauffman quantum invariants ςr for framed virtual links.

Remark 11.3 implies the following.

Remark 11.4. In Definition 9.1, the simple connectivity condition is necessary to de-
fine the our quantum invariants υr.
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Note that we work only with closed oriented 3-manifolds that bound specific simply
connected compact 4-manifolds, usually with these 4-manifolds corresponding to surgery
instructions on a given link. Thus we concentrate on framed links that represent given
3-manifolds with boundary and that represent simply connected 4-manifolds.

In this way, we are able to apply Robert’s results and make the connection between
the topological types in a category of three manifolds and the Kirby Calculus classes of
virtual link diagrams. With these connections in place, the paper ends with a description
of the construction of the Witten-Reshetikhin-Turaev invariants τr that apply, via virtual
Kirby Calculus, to our category of three-manifolds. We obtain our new invariant υr

We examine links that are embedded in thickened surfaces and obtain new invariants
υr of three manifolds obtained by surgery on these thickened surfaces. One could take
the viewpoint that the thickened surfaces are embedded in the three sphere and so also
consider the three manifolds obtained by surgery on the links in the three sphere. These
two points of view are distinct and give distinct invariants. This point of view for links
in thickened surfaces is distinct from the usual point of view for the Reshetikhin Turaev
invariants τr, and our invariants υr give distinct results from these invariants. See §14.

The invariants τr are defined only for framed classical links. If Lfr is a framed classical
link, the three invariants, τr, ςr, and υr, for L

fr are equal. The two invariants, ςr and υr
are defined for all framed virtual links. The invariants υr have different properties from
the invariants ςr. It is a main theme of this paper.

As written above, the Dye-Kauffman invariants ςr of framed virtual links do not pro-
duce a topological invariant of 3-manifolds if we do not impose the simple connectivity
condition. In this paper we put an emphasis on this fact and we say that the Reshetikhin-
Turaev invariants τr and our invariants υr are topological quantum invariants although
we usually just say quantum invariants.

Part 1. The new quantum invariants υr: Review of the definition

2. Quantum invariants υr of 3-manifolds with boundary

Definition 2.1. Let M be a connected compact oriented 3-manifold with boundary. Let
∂M = G∐H , where G and −H are both orientation preserving diffeomorphic to a given
closed oriented surface F with genus g. Fix a symplectic basis mG

1 , ..., m
G
g , (respectively,

mH
1 , ..., m

H
g ), and longitudes, lG1 , ..., l

G
g , (respectively, l

H
1 , ..., l

H
g ), for G (respectively, H) as

usual. That is, the cohomology products of two basis elements are as follows: mG
i · lGi =

+1. lGi ·mG
i = −1. The others are zero.
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Under these conditions, the 3-manifold M is said to satisfy boundary condition B.

We sometimes write −F (respectively, F ∐−F ) as F (respectively, F ∐ F ) when it is
clear from the context.

We shall define topological quantum invariants of 3-manifolds M with boundary con-
dition B below.

Remark: For an oriented manifold X , we sometimes write −X as X when it is clear
from the context.

3. Framed links in thickened surfaces

It is well-known that we can define the linking number for 2-component links in R3.
On the other hand, in general, we cannot define it in the case of compact oriented 3-
manifolds. However, we can define it in the case of thickened surfaces as below.

Definition 3.1. Let (J,K) be a link in a thickened surface F × [−1, 1], where J and K
may be non-zero 1-cycles. We define the linking number lk(J,K) of J and K as follows.
Let Z stand for either J orK. The knot Z together with a collection of circles in F×{−1}
bounds a compact oriented surface MZ in F × [−1, 1]. Assume that J (respectively, K)
intersects MK (respectively, MJ) transversely. Let I(J,MK) (respectively, I(K,MJ)) be
the algebraic intersection number of J and MK (respectively, K and MJ ). Note that
I(J,MK) 6= I(K,MJ) in general. Let lk(J,K) be
1

2
{I(J,MK) + I(K,MJ)}.

This is well-defined. It is proved by Reidemeister moves.

Remark 3.2. (1) The linking number lk(J,K) of a link (J,K) in a thickened surface
may be a half integer. Figure 3.1 draws an example: The linking number of this link is 1

2
.

The places where a circle (inner and outer circles in the depiction of the torus surface) is
cut indicate how the curves go from the upper part of the torus to the lower part (with
respect to the projection directions chosen for this drawing). This discrimination allows
us to indicate which crossings of the curves are actual weavings and which (dotted to
solid curves) are artifacts of the projection.

If F is the 2-sphere, then I(J,MK) = I(K,MJ) holds and lk(J,K) is an integer.

(2) If F is the 2-sphere, embed F × [−1, 1] in the 3-sphere naturally. Regard a link (J,K)
in the thickened 2-sphere as a link in the 3-sphere. Then the well-known linking number
of the link (J,K) in the 3-sphere is equal to the linking number lk(J,K) in Definition
3.1.
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Figure 3.1. A link in the thickened torus. The linking number is
1
2
.

An equivalent way to define linking numbers of links in thickened surfaces is as follows.

Definition 3.3. Let (J,K) be a link in F × [−1, 1]. Make a projection of (J,K) into
F × {−1}. Assume that the projection map is a self-transverse immersion. Just as we
can take a diagram of a classical link in the plane, we can use such diagrams, which is
the projection, in the surface F × {−1}. We give each crossing point of J and K +1 or
−1 by using the orientation of J , that of K, and that of F × {−1}. The linking number
lk(J,K) is the half of the sum of the numbers at all crossing points.

This is well-defined. It is proved by Reidemeister moves. The equivalence between two
definitions above is also proved by Reidemeister moves.

Framings. Let K be a knot in a compact oriented 3-manifold M . Recall that, in this
paper, for a link L in M , N(L) is the total space of the open D2-bundle over L. Let

N(K) be the closure of the tubular neighborhood of K in M . Take a knot J in ∂(N(K))

so that J is homotopic to K in N(K). We cannot define the linking number of K and
J in general. If M is a thickened surface, the linking number of K and J makes sense
(Recall Definitions 3.1 and 3.3). Then it is an integer, not a half integer.
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Remark 3.4. For any 3-manifoldM , we can always specify attaching maps of 4-dimensional
2-handles to M by using a chart of M . However, we cannot determine the map by just
choosing an integer for framing. The integer needs to be interpreted as a linking number
of a curve on the boundary of a tubular neighborhood with the core of the solid torus.
For this, it does suffice to have the surgeries on manifolds M of type F × [−1, 1] where
F is a surface.

Let K be a knot in a compact oriented 3-manifold M . Let D2 × B2 denote a 4-
dimensional 2-handle such that D2 × ∂B2 is the attaching part. Let O be the center of
D2, and P a point in ∂D2. We attach a 4-dimensional 2-handle D2 × B2 along a knot
K in M so that O× ∂B2 coincides with K. Then (O× ∂B2, P × ∂B2) is a 2-component
link in M . When we want to introduce framings associated with attaching 4-dimensional
2-handles, we have to note the following fact. We cannot define the linking number of
O×∂B2 and P ×∂B2 in M in general. Therefore framings do not make sense in general.
If M is a thickened surface, framings make sense, and are always integers.

Definition 3.5. A framed link Lfr in a thickened surface is a link L = (K1, ..., Kn) in a
thickened surface such that each component Ki is equipped with an integer in the sense
described above so that this integer is a linking number. The integer is called the framing
for Ki.

Note that framings are always integers.
Assume that a component K of framed link Lfr in a thickened surface has a framing

n. Take N(K) of K in the thickened surface. Embed a circle C in ∂(N(K)) which is

homotopic to K in N(K) so that lk(K,C) = n. We attach a 4-dimensional 2-handle
D2×B2 along a knot K so that O×∂B2 coincides with K and so that P ×∂B2 coincides
with C.

Thus Lfr represents, via framed surgery, a compact oriented 3-manifold with boundary
whose boundary is a disjoint union of the same two surfaces F ∐−F . It also represents
a 4-manifold.

See Figure 3.2 for an example. A framed link embedded in a thickened surface is drawn
as a framed link in the surface which is the projection of a thickened surface. Recall the
explanation of drawing diagrams in Remark 3.2.(1).

Definition 3.6. Define F × [−1, 1] with the symplectic basis condition F as follows.

Take F × [−1, 1]. Fix a symplectic basis, mF
1 , ..., m

F
g , and lF1 , ..., l

F
g , for F as usual.

Fix mF
i × {+1} and lFi × {+1} (respectively, mF

i × {−1} and
lFi × {−1}) in F × {+1} (respectively, F × {−1}).
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-3

Figure 3.2. A framed link in the thickened torus

A framed link Lfr in F × [−1, 1] with the symplectic basis condition F represents a
compact oriented 3-manifold with the boundary F ∐ F with the boundary condition B.
It also represents a 4-manifold.

Remark: Note that another equivalent way to obtain framed links for the purpose of
doing surgery on F × I is to use a generalized blackboard framing for a diagram drawn
in the surface F. Just as we can take a diagram of a classical link in the plane and regard
it as a framed link by not using the first Reidemeister move and regarding the diagram
itself as specifying a framing [12], we can use such diagrams in the surface F. In fact we
can start with such a blackboard framed virtual link diagram (See §7), take the corre-
sponding standard (abstract link diagram) construction producing a link diagram L in
a surface F. The blackboard framing on the virtual diagram then induces a blackboard
framing on the diagram in the surface. We will use this association to show how the
quantum link invariants we have previously defined for virtual link diagrams [4] become
quantum invariants of actual three-manifolds via the constructions in this paper.



11

+1

Figure 4.1. The operation O1 in the 3-ball

0 0

0 0

Figure 4.2. The operation O2 in the genus two handle-body

Virtual links are represented by links in thickened surfaces. We use these properties
and define our quantum invariants.

4. Framed link representations of 3-manifolds with non-vacuous boundary

Roberts [35] generalized the result of Kirby[18] and the result of Fenn and Rourke[5],
and proved a theorem that is stronger than Theorem 4.1 below.

Theorem 4.1. (This Theorem follows from Roberts’ result [35]) Let F be a closed
oriented surface. Let M be a compact oriented 3-manifold with boundary, whose boundary
is F ∐ F , with the boundary condition B. Let L0 and L1 be framed links in F × [−1, 1]
with the symplectic basis condition F , which represent M .

Then L0 and L1 are related by the moves O1 in Figure 4.1, O2 in Figure 4.2, O3 in
Figure 4.3, and framed isotopy in F × [−1, 1].

Remark: The O1 move is carried out in the 3-ball (Figure 4.1). The O2 move is carried
out in the genus two handle-body (Figure 4.2). The O3 move is carried out in the solid
torus ,not the thickened torus. (Figure 4.3).

5. Framed links in thickened surfaces and simply connected 4-manifolds

We prove Theorem 5.2 below, which is different from Theorem 4.1. This difference is
very important. We use Theorem 5.2 and define our topological quantum invariant.

Definition 5.1. If a framed link Lfr in F × [−1, 1] represents a simply connected 4-
manifold V , we call Lfr a framed link with the simple-connectivity condition S.
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0

Figure 4.3. The operation O3 in the solid torus

By [35], we have the following.

Theorem 5.2. Let M be a connected compact oriented 3-manifold with the boundary
F ∐ F with the boundary condition B (in Definition 2.1). Then M is always described
by a framed link in F × [−1, 1] with the symplectic basis condition F (in Definition 3.6)
and with the simple-connectivity condition S (in Definition 5.1).

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Take a framed link Lfr which represents V . Use the operation
O3 in Figure 4.3, finitely many times, as shown in Figure 5.1: Add a framed link to Lfr

as drawn in Figure 5.1. Recall the explanation of drawing diagrams in Remark 3.2.(1).
An example is drawn in Figure 5.2. �

We have also proved the following now.

Theorem 5.3. Let Lfr be a framed link F × [−1, 1] with the symplectic basis condition
F (in Definition 3.6).

Suppose that Lfr represents a connected compact oriented 3-manifold with the boundary
F ∐ F with the boundary condition B (in Definition 2.1).

Then there is an explicit way to make the given framed link Lfr into a framed link
Afr in F × [−1, 1] with the symplectic basis condition F and with the simple-connectivity
condition S. Furthermore, Lfr is a sub-framed link of Afr.

We generalize the results in Kirby, Fenn and Rourke, and Roberts [5, 18, 35], and we
prove the following.

Theorem 5.4. Let F be a connected closed oriented surface. Let M be a connected
oriented compact 3-manifold with boundary F ∐ F with the boundary condition B. Let
Lfr and Lfr ′ be framed links in F × [−1, 1] with the symplectic basis condition F and

with the simple-connectivity condition S, that represent M . Then Lfr is made from Lfr ′

by a finite sequence of handle-slide, adding and removing the disjoint trivial knots with
framing ±1, that is, Kirby moves ([20]). Note that under the hypothesis of this theorem
we only use Roberts moves O1 and O2.
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0

0

0 0

Figure 5.1. Tow times of the O3 moves

2 2

0

00

0

Figure 5.2. Adding a framed link produces a new framed link
with the simple-connectivity condition S

Under these assumptions we have four manifolds V and V ′ as described in Definition
5.1. Then
V ♯α(S2 × S2)♯β(S2×̃S2)♯γCP 2♯δCP 2 is diffeomorphic to

V ′♯α
′

(S2 × S2)♯β
′

(S2×̃S2)♯γ
′

CP 2♯δ
′

CP 2, where α, β, γ, δ, α′, β ′, γ′ and δ′ are non-
negative integers.

Remark 5.5. Kirby moves mean the only O1 and O2 moves.
If we do not impose the simple-connectivity condition S in Theorem 5.4, Lfr is not

made from Lfr ′ by a finite sequence of Kirby moves in general. See Figure 5.3. Recall the
explanation of drawing diagrams in Remark 3.2.(1). In the right figure of Figure 5.3, we



14

0

Figure 5.3. Two framed links in the thickened torus

draw a framed link in the torus which is the projection of the thickened torus. The place
where a circle is cut means which segments there goes over or down, as usual. The left
figure of Figure 5.3 represents the empty framed link. The two framed links represent the
same 3-manifold, but they are not Kirby move equivalent. Note the difference between
Figures 4.3 and 5.3. In Figure 4.3, we drew the solid torus.

The simple connectivity condition is important. Under the simple connectivity con-
dition of framed links, we can carry out the O3 move by using the O1 and O2 moves.
Figure 5.4 is an example.

6. Quantum invariants ςr of framed virtual links: Outline

Kauffman [8, 10, 11] describes and develops virtual links as a diagrammatic extension
of classical links, and as a representation of links embedded in thickened surfaces. The
Jones polynomial of virtual links is defined in [8, 10, 11]. See related open questions in
[32, §4].

We can regard any framed link in F × [−1, 1] as a framed virtual link. See [4] for
framed virtual links. Note that the linking number of any pair, Ki and Kj, is defined.
The value is an integer or a half integer. Note that the framing is an integer.

Dye and Kauffman defined quantum invariants ςr of framed virtual links (See §8). If

two framed links Lfr and Lfr ′ are changed into each other by a sequence of Kirby moves
([20]) and classical and virtual Reidemeister moves, each of the Dye-Kauffman quantum

invariants ςr of Lfr is equivalent to that of Lfr ′.
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2

-3

2

-3

0

0

T [-1,1]

2

-3

0

-3

2

O1 O2

O3

O2

&

Figure 5.4. An O3 move realized by O1 and O2 moves under the
simple connectivity condition

We use these invariants ςr and, introduce quantum invariants υr of 3-manifolds with
boundary in the following sections.

7. Virtual knots and virtual links

The theory of virtual knots ([8, 10, 11]) is a generalization of classical knot theory, and
studies the embeddings of circles in thickened oriented closed surfaces modulo isotopies
and orientation preserving diffeomorphisms plus one-handle stabilization of the surfaces.

By a one-handle stabilization, we mean a surgery on the surface that is performed on a
curve in the complement of the link embedding and that either increases or decreases the
genus of the surface. The reader should note that knots and links in thickened surfaces
can be represented by diagrams on the surface in the same sense as link diagrams drawn
in the plane or on the two-sphere. From this point of view, a one handle stabilization is
obtained by cutting the surface along a curve in the complement of the link diagram and
capping the two new boundary curves with disks, or taking two points on the surface
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+2

-3

Figure 6.1. A framed virtual link

Figure 7.1. Virtual crossing point

in the link diagram complement and cutting out two disks, and then adding a tube be-
tween them. The main point about handle stabilization is that it allows the virtual knot
to be eventually placed in a least genus surface in which it can be represented. A theo-
rem of Kuperberg [21] asserts that such minimal representations are topologically unique.

Virtual knot theory has a diagrammatic formulation. A virtual knot can be repre-
sented by a virtual knot diagram in R2 (respectively, S2) containing a finite number of
real crossings, and virtual crossings indicated by a small circle placed around the cross-
ing point as shown in Figure 7.1. A virtual crossing is neither an over-crossing nor an
under-crossing. A virtual crossing is a combinatorial structure keeping the information
of the arcs of embedding going around the handles of the thickened surface in the surface
representation of the virtual link.

The moves on virtual knot diagrams in R2 are generated by the usual Reidemeister
moves plus the detour move. The detour move allows a segment with a consecutive se-
quence of virtual crossings to be excised and replaced by any other such a segment with
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Figure 7.2. An example of detour moves

A

B

C

RI

RII

RIII

vRI

vRII

vRIII

mixed
  RIII

planar
isotopy

Figure 7.3. All Reidemeister moves

a consecutive virtual crossings, as shown in Figure 7.2.

Virtual 1-knot diagrams α and β are changed into each other by a sequence of the
usual Reidemeister moves and detour moves if and only if α and β are changed into each
other by a sequence of all Reidemeister moves drawn in Figure 7.3.

Virtual knot and link diagrams that can be related to each other by a finite sequence
of the Reidemeister and detour moves are said to be virtually equivalent or virtually iso-
topic.
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Figure 7.4. How to make a representing surface from the tubular
neighborhood of a virtual knot diagram in R2

The virtual isotopy class of a virtual knot diagram is called a virtual knot.

There is a one-to-one correspondence between the topological and the diagrammatic
approach to virtual knot theory. The following theorem providing the transition between
the two approaches is proved by abstract knot diagrams, see [8, 10, 11].

Theorem 7.1. ([8, 10, 11]) Two virtual link diagrams are virtually isotopic if and only if
their surface embeddings are equivalent up to isotopy in the thickened surfaces, orientation
preserving diffeomorphisms of the surfaces, and the addition/removal of empty handles.

Remark: A handle is said to be empty if the knot diagram does not thread through the
handle. One way to say this more precisely is to model the addition of and removal of
handles via the location of surgery curves in the surface that do not intersect the knot
diagram. Here, an oriented surface with a link diagram using only classical crossings
appears. This surface is called a representing surface. In many figures of this paper, we
use representing surfaces.
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In Figure 7.4 we show an example of a way to make a representing surface from a
virtual knot diagram. Take the tubular neighborhood of a virtual knot diagram in R2.
Near a virtual crossing point, double the tubular neighborhood. Near a classical crossing
point, keep the tubular neighborhood and the classical crossing point. Thus we obtain
a compact representing surface with non-vacuous boundary. We may start with a repre-
senting surface that is oriented and not closed, and then embed the surface in a closed
oriented surface to obtain a new representing surface. Taking representations of virtual
knots up to such cutting (removal of exterior of neighborhood of the diagram in a given
surface) and re-embedding, plus isotopy in the given surfaces, corresponds to a unique
diagrammatic virtual knot type.

The linking number.
Recall the linking number of links in thickened surfaces in Definitions 3.1 and 3.3. If

a link (J,K) in F × [−1, 1] is virtually equivalent to a link (J ′, K ′) in F ′ × [−1, 1], then
we have lk(J,K) = lk(J ′, K ′). Therefore the following definition makes sense.

Definition 7.2. Let (J ,K) be a virtual link represented by a link (J,K) in F × [−1, 1].
Define the linking number lk(J ,K) to be lk(J,K).

We have an alternative definition as below.

Definition 7.3. Let (P,Q) be a virtual link diagram which represents a virtual link
(P,Q). Each classical crossing point of P and Q is oriented by the orientation of P ,
that of Q and that of the plane. Assign to a positive classical crossing (respectively, a
negative classical crossing, a virtual crossing) +1 (respectively, −1, 0). Define lk(P,Q)
to be the half of the sum of the number associated with each crossing point. Define the
linking number lk(P,Q) to be lk(P,Q).

Examples are drawn in Figure 7.5. The linking number of the left virtual link is −1
2
.

The linking number of the right virtual link is 1
2
.

Manturov’s textbook [29] and its English translation [6] by Ilyutko and Manturov are
introduction to virtual knot theory.

8. Quantum invariants ςr of framed virtual links: Review of Definition

Dye and Kauffman [4] extended the definition of the Witten-Reshetikhin-Turaev invari-
ant τr [33, 34, 40] to virtual link diagrams, and defined the Dye-Kauffman quantum
invariants ςr of framed virtual links. In this section ZK(r) denotes ςr and we review the
definition. See [4] for detail.
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Figure 7.5. Virtual Hopf link

First, we recall the definition of the Jones-Wenzl projector
(q-symmetrizer) [12]. We then define the colored Jones polynomial of a virtual link di-
agram. It is clear from this definition that two equivalent virtual knot diagrams have
the same colored Jones polynomial. We use these definitions to extend the Witten-
Reshetikhin-Turaev invariant τr to virtual link diagrams. From this construction, we
conclude that two virtual link diagrams, related by a sequence of framed Reidemeister
moves and virtual Reidemeister moves, have the same value of the generalization ςr of
the Witten-Reshetikhin-Turaev invariant τr. Finally, we prove that the generalization ςr
of the Witten-Reshetikhin-Turaev invariant τr is unchanged by the virtual Kirby calculus.

To form the n-cabling of a virtual knot diagram, take n parallel copies of the virtual
knot diagram. A single classical crossing becomes a pattern of n2 classical crossings and
a single virtual crossing becomes n2 virtual crossings.

Let r be a fixed integer such that r ≥ 2 and let

A = e
πi

2r .

Here is a formula used in the construction of the Jones-Wenzl projector.

∆n = (−1)n
A2n+2 −A−(2n+2)

A2 − A−2
.

Note that ∆1 = −(A2 +A−2), the value assigned to a simple closed curve by the bracket
polynomial. There will be an an analogous interpretation of ∆n which we will discuss
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Figure 8.1. Tangles Ui

later in this section.

We recall the definition of an n-tangle. Any two n-tangles can be multiplied by attach-
ing the bottom n strands of one n-tangle to the upper n strands of another n-tangle. We
define an n-tangle to be elementary if it contains no classical or virtual crossings. Note
that the product of any two elementary tangles is elementary. Let I denote the identity
n-tangle and let Ui such that i ∈ {1, 2, . . . n−1} denote the n-tangles shown in Figure 8.1.

By multiplying a finite set of U∗ as in Ui1Ui2 . . . Uin , we can obtain any elementary n-
tangle. Formal sums of the elementary tangles over Z[A,A−1] generate the nth Temperly-
Lieb algebra [12].

We recall that the nth Jones-Wenzl projector is a certain sum of all elementary n-
tangles with coefficients in C [9, 12]. We denote the nth Jones-Wenzl projector as Tn.
We indicate the presence of the Jones-Wenzl projector and the n-cabling by labeling the
component of the knot diagram with n.

Remark 8.1. There are different methods of indicating the presence of a Jones-Wenzl
projector. In a virtual knot diagram, the presence of the nth Jones-Wenzl projector is
indicated by a box with n strands entering and n strands leaving the box. For n-cabled
components of a virtual link diagram with an attached Jones-Wenzl projector, we indicate
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Figure 8.2. qth Jones-Wenzl Projector
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∆

∆
−

0

1

Figure 8.3. 2nd Jones-Wenzl Projector

the cabling by labeling the component with n and the presence of the projector with a
box. This notation can be simplified to the convention indicated in the definition of the
the colored Jones polynomial. The choice of notation is dependent on the context.

We construct the Jones-Wenzl projector recursively. The 1st Jones-Wenzl projector
consists of a single strand with coefficient 1. There is exactly one 1-tangle with no classi-
cal or virtual crossings. The qth Jones-Wenzl projector is constructed from the (q − 1)th

and (q − 2)th Jones-Wenzl projectors as illustrated in figure 8.2.

We use this recursion to construct the 2nd Jones-Wenzl projector as shown in figure 8.3.

We will refer to the Jones-Wenzl projector as the J-W projector for the remainder of
this paper.

We review the properties of the J-W projector. Recall that if Tn denotes the nth J-W
projector then

i) TnTm = Tn for n ≥ m ,
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ii) TnUi = 0 for all i ,

iii) The bracket evaluation of the closure of Tn = ∆n.

Remark 8.2. The combinatorial definition of the J-W projector is given in [12], p. 15.
Note that [12] provides a full discussion of all formulas given above.

Let K be a virtual link diagram with components K1, K2 . . .Kn. Fix an integer r ≥ 2
and let a1, a2 . . . an ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . r − 2}. Let ā represent the vector (a1, a2, . . . an). Fix

A = e
πi

2r and d = −A2 − A−2. We denote the generalized ā colored Jones polynomial of
K as 〈K ā〉. To compute 〈K ā〉, we cable the component Ki with ai strands and attach
the athi J-W projector to cabled component Ki. We apply the Jones polynomial to the
cabled diagram with attached J-W projectors.

The colored Jones polynomial is invariant under the framed Reidemeister moves and
the virtual Reidemeister moves. This result is immediate, since the Jones polynomial is
invariant under the framed Reidemeister moves and the virtual Reidemeister moves.

Remark 8.3. The a-colored Jones polynomial of the unknot is ∆a. In other words, the
Jones polynomial of the closure of the ath J-W projector is ∆a.

The generalized Witten-Reshetikhin-Turaev invariant of a virtual link diagram is a sum
of colored Jones polynomials. Let K be a virtual knot diagram with n components. Fix
an integer r ≥ 2. We denote the unnormalized Witten-Reshetikhin Turaev invariant of
K as 〈Kω〉, which is shorthand for the following equation.

(8.1) 〈Kω〉 =
∑

ā∈{0,1,2,...r−2}n

∆a1∆a2 . . .∆an〈K
ā〉

Remark 8.4. For the remainder of this paper, the Witten-Reshetikhin-Turaev invariant
τr will be referred to as the WRT.

We define the matrix N in order to construct the normalized WRT [12]. Let N be the
matrix defined as follows:

i) Nij = lk(Ki, Kj) for i 6= j,

ii) Nii = w(Ki).
Then let
b+(K) = the number of positive eigenvalues of N ,
b−(K) = the number of negative eigenvalues of N ,
and
n(k) = b+(K)− b−(K).
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The normalized WRT of a virtual link diagram K is denoted as ZK(r). (This is the
Dye-Kauffman quantum invariant ςr. See Remark 11.2. The Dye-Kauffman quantum
invariants ςr are defined only for framed virtual links. It is not defined for 3-manifolds.
Kauffman and Ogasa [14] used the Dye-Kauffman quantum invariants ςr, and introduced
new topological quantum invariants υr for 3-manifolds.)

Let A = e
πi

2r and let |k| denote the number of components in the virtual link diagram
K. Then ZK(r) is defined by the formula

ZK(r) = 〈Kω〉µ|K|+1α−n(K)

where

µ =

√
2

r
sin(

π

r
)

and

α = (−i)r−2eiπ[
3(r−2)

4r
].

This normalization is chosen so that normalized WRT of the unknot with writhe zero is
1 and the normalization is invariant under the introduction and deletion of ±1 framed
unknots.

Let Û be a +1 framed unknot. We recall that α = µ〈Ûω〉 [12], page 146. Since Û andK

are disjoint in K∐Û then 〈(K∐Û)ω〉 = 〈Kω〉〈Ûω〉. We note that b+(K∐Û) = b+(K)+1,

b−(K ∐ Û) = b−(K), and |K ∐ Û | = |K|+ 1. We compute that

ZK∐Û(r) = 〈Kω〉〈Ûω〉µ|K|+2α−n(K)−1.

As a result,

ZK∐Û(r) = ZK(r).

Theorem 8.5. Let K be a virtual link diagram then ZK(r) or ςr is invariant under the
framed Reidemeister moves, virtual Reidemeister moves, and the virtual Kirby calculus.

Remark: The virtual Kirby calculus means a sequence of only the O1 and O2 moves.
Theorem 8.5 never answers whether the O3 move changes the Dye-Kauffman invariants
ςr or not. Kauffman and Ogasa [14] avoided answering this question, and suceeded to
introduce new topological invariants υr by using the Dye-Kauffman invariants ςr. We
review it in the following section §9.

Furthermore, we prove in Proposition 11.1 that theO3 move changes the Dye-Kauffman
invariants ςr in general.
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9. Our topological quantum invariants υr of 3-manifolds with boudary

Definition 9.1. Let F be a connected closed oriented surface. Let M be a connected
oriented compact 3-manifold with the boundary F ∐ F with the boundary condition B.
Let Lfr in F × [−1, 1] with the symplectic basis condition F be a framed link with the
simple-connectivity condition S which represents M . Regard Lfr as a framed virtual link.
Define our quantum invariants υr of M to be the Dye-Kauffman quantum invariants ςr
of the framed virtual link.

By Theorem 5.4 and §6, we have the following.

Main Theorem 9.2. Definition 9.1 is well-defined, that is, each of the quantum invari-
ants υr of M is a topological invariant.

Remark 9.3. Take a framed link in F × I with the symplectic basis condition. The
value, υr(M), is invariant under diffeomorphisms of F × I by the property of virtual
links. Therefore whatever symplectic basis for the symplectic basis condition F we take,
we obtain the same value of our invariants υr. This is an important property for our
invariants υr.

Remark: To actually apply our technique to a link L in F × I we need to associate to
the link L embedded in F × I a framed virtual link diagram. The virtual Kirby class of
this framed virtual diagram will then be an invariant of the the three-manifold M(L),
and it is assumed that L has been chosen so that the four manifold W (L) is simply
connected. As we have remarked, this condition of simple connectivity can be achieved
by adding loops corresponding to the move O3 as illustrated in Figure 5.1. If the link
L has originally been specified in L × I so that it satisfies the conditions of the Main
Theorem, then one can obtain a virtual diagram for it, by taking a ribbon neighborhood
of a blackboard framed projection to F and associating this with a virtual diagram in
the standard way.

One can also start with a virtual diagram K and associate an embedding L in F × I
by the reverse process. However, the resulting L may not satisfy the simple connectivity
condition for the associated four-manifold. One way to insure this condition is to first
associate a surface to K by adding a handle to the plane at each virtual crossing. Then
augment K at each such handle to make sure that the simple connectivity condition
is satisfied. In Figure 9.1 we show how this augmentation of loops corresponds to an
augmentation of a virtual diagram at a virtual crossing. Here we interpret the virtual
crossing as corresponding to a handle in the surface F. We illustrate the augmentation
at that handle an show how it corresponds to adding virtual curves to the given virtual
diagram K to form a virtual diagram K ′. If we start with a virtual diagram K and apply
this augmentation at each virtual crossing to form a virtual diagram K ′, then resulting
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Figure 9.1. Virtual Augmentation

Figure 9.2. Virtual Augmentation Example

diagram K ′ will represent a three manifold M(K ′) that satisfies the simple connectivity
condition. Thus the virtual Kirby class of this diagram K ′ will be an invariant of the
manifold M(K ′). In this way we can create many examples for studying the results of
this paper. In Figure 9.2 we illustrate a specific example K ′ whose invariants can be
calculated. The reader interested in seeing the details of the calculation can consult
[12, 4], apply the above description of the invariants and work out the expansion of the
invariants for the link K ′ in Figure 9.2 .

10. Our topological quantum invariants υr of classical knots in the 3-sphere

We define topological quantum invariants υr of knots in the 3-sphere.
We make a knot K in S3 into a 2-component link L = (K, J) in S3 as follows: J

is the trivial knot. There is an embedded 2-disc in S3 that J bounds and that K
intersects geometrically once. Thus the linking number of K and J is one when we give
an orientation to L. Then we say that L = (K, J) is the ring-hooked knot of K. Note
that the ring-hooked knot of K is determined by K uniquely. When K has a well-known
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name, e.g., the trefoil knot, we abbreviate ‘the ring-hooked knot of the trefoil knot’ with
‘the ring-hooked trefoil knot’. The ring-hooked trivial knot is the Hopf link.

The complement of a ring-hooked knot (K, J) is a compact oriented 3-manifold whose
boundary is the disjoint union of two tori. We can define our topological quantum
invariants υr for the complement if we induce the boundary condition B. We put a
symplectic basis for ∂(S3 − N(K ∐ J)) in the next two paragraphs. Call this basis the
standard basis.

We put a basis (u1, v1) for K × ∂D2 as follows: u1 is defined by the meridian of K. v1
is defined by a circle C embedded in K × ∂D2 such that C is homotopic to K in K ×D2

and such that the linking number of K and C in the 3-sphere is zero.
We put a basis (u2, v2) for J × ∂D2 as follows: u2 is defined by a circle E embedded

in J × ∂D2 such that E is homotopic to J in J ×D2 and such that the linking number
of J and E in the 3-sphere is zero. v2 is defined by the meridian of J .
Remark: We have [u1] = [u2] and [v1] = [v2] in H1(S

3 −N(K ∐ J);Z), where u1, u2, v1,
and v2 represent circles.

We define a topological quantum invariants υr of each knot K to be our topological
quantum invariants υr of the complement of the ring-hooked knot of K with the above
symplectic basis.

By our construction, υr is a topological invariant of knots in the 3-sphere.

Part 2. Calculation

11. The simple connectivity condition is necessary to define our quantum
invariants υr

Figure 11.1 shows framed links A1 and A2 in the thickened torus. A2 is obtained from
A1 by one O3 move. Therefore A1 and A2 represent the same 3-manifold with boundary,
with the same boundary condition B (Definition 2.1). We have the following.

Proposition 11.1. In general, each of the Dye-Kauffman quantum invariants ςr of A1 is
not equal to that of A2 although A1 and A2 represent the same 3-manifold with boundary
with the same boundary condition B.

Proof of Proposition 11.1. Calculation. See Table 15.1. �

Therefore we must concentrate on only framed links which satisfy the simple connec-
tivity condition. We have the following observations.

Remark 11.2. Let F be a connected closed oriented surface. Let M be a 3-manifold
with boundary F ∐ F with the boundary condition B. Let Lfr and Afr be framed links
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A1 

A2

Figure 11.1. Framed links in thickened tori. All framings are
zero.

in F × [−1, 1] with the symplectic basis condition F which represent M . Assume that
Lfr satisfies the simple connectivity condition but that Afr does not satisfy it. Then, in
general, each of the Dye-Kauffman quantum invariants ςr of Lfr is not equal to that of
Afr.

Remark: Our quantum invariants υr are not defined for Afr because Afr does not satisfy
the simple connectivity condition. The Dye-Kauffman invariants ςr are defined for Afr

and for all links in thickened surfaces because it is defined for all framed virtual links.

Remark 11.3. In general, the O3 move on framed virtual links changes the Dye-Kauffman
quantum invariants ςr for framed virtual links.

Remark 11.4. In Definition 9.1, the simple connectivity condition is necessary to define
the our quantum invariants υr.
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C
Y

Figure 11.2. Framed links in thickened tori. All framings are
zero.

Let L and L′ be framed links in a thickened surface. Assume that L is obtained from
L′ by one O3 move.

If L and L′ satisfy the simple connectivity condition, L is obtained from L′ by a
sequence of only the O1 and O2 moves. Recall Theorem 5.4. Therefore each of the
Dye-Kauffman quantum invariants ςr of L and that of L′ are equivalent,

Remark 11.3 claims as follows: Assume the condition (∗) that one of L and L′ does not
satisfy the simple connectivity condition. In general, each of the Dye-Kauffman quantum
invariants ςr of L is not equivalent to that of L′.

However, under this condition (∗), it can happen that the O3 move does not change
the Dye-Kauffman quantum invariants ςr. See Figure 11.2. C is the empty framed link.
Y is a 4-component framed link such that all framings are zero in the thickened torus.
Y and C represent the same 3-manifold. Y and C represent different 4-manifolds such
that their fundamental groups are different. Therefore Y is not obtained from C by a
sequence of the O1 and the O2 moves. However, each of the Dye-Kauffman quantum
invariants ςr of C and that of Y are the same.
Reason: The virtual framed link representation of Y is the classical Hopf link such that
both framings are zero. Therefore it is changed into the empty framed link by the O1

and the O2 moves.

See also the question in the last part of §15.
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12. Framed links in complements of knots

As written in §1, in this paper, the complement of a link means as follows: Take a
tubular neighborhood N(L) of L. N(L) is the open D2-bundle over L. The complement
is defined to be S3 −N(L).

See Figure 12.1. The left upper figure is the complement of the trivial knot K, which
includes a knot J . J is null-homologous in S3 − K. Examine the top two diagrams in
Figure 12.1. We attach a 4-dimensional 2-handle to the complement of K along J as
follows. Since J is null-homologous in the complement of K, the framing of J makes
sense. Let the framing be +1.

The result of this surgery is drawn in the right figure. It is the complement of the
right-handed trefoil knot K ′.

Remark: The complement of K is the solid torus. In general, we cannot define the
linking number of 2-component links or the framing on knots in the solid torus. Recall
§3.

However, the complement of K is embedded in the 3-sphere as drawn in Figure 12.1.
The framing of J in the complement of K is specified by using the 3-sphere. Recall
Remark 3.4. In Figure 12.1, these two ways of the definitions of framing coincide. Reason:
Since J is null-homologous in the complement of K, there is a compact oriented surface
F in the complement of K whose boundary is J . J is null-homologous in the 3-sphere
and F is embedded in the 3-sphere. In both cases, the framing can be defined by using
F .

As for the rest of the diagrams in Figure 12.1, the lower three figures are isotopic to
the left upper figure. Thus one could have begun with the lowest diagram and pointed
out that a surgery on the framed knot with framing +1 would produce the complement
of the right-handed trefoil knot in the three sphere. We will use this kind of surgery in
discussing links in thickened surfaces in the following sections.

13. Framed links in complements of 2-component links

We calculate examples of our topological quantum invariants υr of knots in the 3-sphere
defined in §10.

The first example is the right-handed trefoil knot. We make the ring-hooked right-
handed trefoil knot (K ′

1, K
′
2) with the standard basis, (u1, v1) and (u2, v2), (defined in

§10) as drawn in the right upper figure of Figure 13.1. We have that ∂(S3−N(K ′
1∐K ′

2))
is a disjoint union of two tori. In order to calculate our topological quantum invariants
υr, we construct a framed link in the thickened torus with the symplectic basis condition
F which represents S3 −N(K ′

1 ∐K ′
2) with the standard basis as below.



31

+1

+1

+1

+1

K
K’

J

J

K

J

K

K

J

Figure 12.1. A ‘framed link’ in the complement of K and the
result of the surgery
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Take the ring-hooked trivial knot (K1, K2). with the standard basis (p1, q1) in ∂N(K1)
and (p2, q2) in ∂N(K2). Note that the complement of the ring-hooked trivial knot
(K1, K2) is the thickened torus. The complement with the standard basis is the thickened
torus with the simplectic basis condistion F . Recall Remark 9.3: Each of our topological
quantum invariants υr for any of the symplectic basis for the symplectic basis condition
F is the same.

The left upper figure in Figure 13.1 is the complement of the Hopf link (K1, K2) which
includes the framed knot K with framing +1.

Note that framings make sense in the case of links in thickened surfaces as we review
in §3. Since K is null-homologous, we can also define a framing on K by using the fact
that the K is null-homologous. The framing is also +1.

We carry out +1 surgery along the framed knot on the complement of (K1, K2). The
result is drawn in the right figure. It is the complement of the ring-hooked right-handed
trefoil knot (K ′

1, K
′
2). Since K is null-homologous, the basis (p1, q1) (respectvely, (p2, q2))

for K1 (respectvely, K2) is changed into the basis (u1, v1) (respectvely, (u2, v2)) for K ′
1

(respectvely, K ′
2) after the surgery along J with framing +1. Reason: There is a compact

oriented surface Fp (respectively, Fq) with boundary in S3−N(K1∐K2) whose boundary
is p1 and p2 (respectively, q1 and q2). Note that Fp and Fq intersect. Since J is null-
homologous in in S3−N(K1∐K2), J never intersects Fp (respectively, Fq) algebraically.

The left middle figure is obtained from the left upper figure by an isotopy.
In the left lower figure, we draw a framed 5-component link in the complement of

(K1, K2): One component has framing +1 and the others have framings 0. It is obtained
from the framed link in the left middle figure by two times of the O3 move. Of course,
both framed links represent the same 3-manifold.

Remark: The framed link in the left lower figure satisfies the simple connectivity con-
dition. The one in the left middle figure does not.

Remark: Figure 13.1 draws a link (K1, K2) in the 3-sphere. The complement of
(K1, K2) in the 3-sphere is the thickened torus. The framing of the knot by using the
thickened torus, or the complement, is +1 (Recall §3).

The complement of (K1, K2) is embedded in the 3-sphere. We also specify the framing
by using the 3-sphere. It is also +1.

Remark 13.1. Let Q be the complement of the Hopf link (K1, K2) as drawn in Figure
13.2. Here, note that the complement is the thickened torus and that Q is a submanifold
of S3.

Take a framed knot J in Q whose framing is defined by using the thickened torus. We
can also defined a framing on J by using S3 because Q is a submanifold of S3.

In general, both methods do not give the same framing. See Figure 13.2. The boundary
∂Q is two tori. Take a collection X of circles in one of those two tori such that X and J
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are homologous in Q. Since Q is a submanifold of the 3-sphere, the linking number ρ of
(J,X) in the 3-sphere is determined uniquely by using the 3-sphere. Both methods give
the same framing if and only if ρ is 0. In Figure 13.2, we have ρ 6= 0.

Framings in figures of this paper are defined by using the thickened surfaces.

The framed link in the left lower figure in Figure 13.1 is isotopic to that in Figure
13.3. These framed links, that in Figure 13.4, that in Figure 13.5, and that in Figure
13.6 represent the same 3-manifold with the same boudary condition B and the same
4-manifold because they are changed into each other by handle slides. See Figure 13.6
and imagine a handle slide, which changes Figure 13.4 into Figure 13.5 (respecctively,
Figure 13.3 to Figure 13.4).

Figure 13.7 draws a framed link in the complement of the ring-hooked trivial knot, the
Hopf link, (K1, K2), which is the thickened torus with the standard basis in the boundary.
Each component has the framing zero. This framed link represents the thickened torus
with the same symplectic basis condition because this framed link is obtained by the O3

moves from the empty framed link. This framed link satisfies the simple connectivity
condition.

We prove the following.

Theorem 13.2. Our topological quantum knot invariants υr are strong enough to dis-
tinguish some classical knots from one another.

Corollary 13.3. Our topological quantum invariants υr are strong enough to distinguish
some 3-manifolds with boundary where the boundary is a disjoint union of two identical
surfaces, from one another.

Proof of Theorem 13.2. Calculate our topological quantum knot invariants υr of the
right-handed trefoil knot by using a framed link drawn in the following figures: The
lowest figure in Figures 13.1. Figures 13.3 - 13.6.
Calculate those of the trivial knot by using a framed link drawn in Figure 13.7. They
are different by the result of Table 15.1. �

Proof of of Corollary 13.3. The pair which we calculate in Proof of Theorem 13.2 are
also a pair to prove Corollary 13.3. �

Therefore our topological quantum invariants υr of knots and links are non-trivial
invariants. Our topological quantum invariants υr of 3-manifolds with boundary are
non-trivial invariants.
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K1

K2

K1’

’K2

+1

+1

J

K1

J

+1

J

K1

K2

0
0

0

0

R

K2

Figure 13.1. A ‘framed link’ in the complement of (K1, K2) and
the result of the surgery



35

K1

K2

J

Figure 13.2. An example for Remark 13.1.

+1

0

0

0

0

J

R

Figure 13.3. A framed link in the thickened torus
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+1

0

0

0

0

J

R

Figure 13.4. A framed link in the thickened torus

+1

0

0

0

0

R

Figure 13.5. A framed link in the thickened torus
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+1

0

0

0

0

R

Figure 13.6. A framed link in the thickened torus

We explain how to calculate our invariant υr of any other knot K than the trivial knot
and the right-handed trefoil knot. We construct a framed link in the thickened torus with
the symplectic basis condition F , which represents the complement of the ring-hooked
knot K with the standard basis as below. Let L be any given 2-component link. L may
be a ring-hooked knot. Take a diagram D in S2 of the Hopf link so that D satisfies the
conditions: We put the ‘small trivial’ knots with framing ±1 which is null-homologous
in S3−(the Hopf link) as in Figure 12.1 at some crossing points of D. Whatever one uses
the 3-sphere, the thickened torus, the fact that each ‘small knot’ is null-homologous, this
framing is the same (Recall Remark 13.1). If we carry out surgeries along these ‘small
trivial’ knots, then we get a diagram of L.

Then the framed link made from all of the above ‘small trivial’ knots is in the thickened
torus. Using the O3 moves as drawn in Figure 5.1, we obtain a framed link which repre-
sents the complement of the ring-hooked knot with the standard basis and which satisfies
the simple connectivity condition. We make it into a framed virtual link representation
in the plane.
Remark: If we regard the Hopf link as a submanifold as drawn in the S3 in Figure 12.1,
each ‘small trivial’ knot looks the trivial knot. Indeed, in general, the ‘small trivial’ knot
is not the trivial knot in the thickened torus.
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T [-1,1]
2

K

K

1

2

Q

Figure 13.7. A framed link in the thickened torus

14. Our topological quantum invariants υr is different from the
Reshetikhin-Turaev topological quantum invariants τr

In Figure 14.1, we draw framed links, L1, L2, L3 and L4. All components have the
framing 0. They satisfy the simple connectivity condition. L1 and L2 (respectively, L3

and L4) are changed into each other by the O1 and O2 moves, without using a O3 move.
L1 and L2 (respectively, L3 and L4) represent the same 3-manifold with boundary.
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Remark: Q in Figure 13.7 and L4 in Figure 14.1 are isotopic.

We prove the following proposition.

Proposition 14.1. In general, each of our quantum invariants υr of a 3-manifold with
boundary, which is represented by a framed virtual link L2 in Figure 14.1, is not equal to
that by L3.

Proof of Proposition 14.1. Calculation. See Table 15.1. �

Remark: Figure 14.1 draws the framed links, L2 and L3, in the thickened torus. In
Figure 14.1 the thickened torus is embedded in the 3-sphere. If we forget the thickened
torus, we make framed links, L2 and L3, in the thickened torus in Figure 14.1, into
framed links, L′

2 and L′
3, in the 3-sphere in Figure 14.2, respectively. Note that the

framing of each component of L2 (respectively, L3) does not change when we forget the
thickened torus (Recall Remark 13.1). Then both framed links L′

2 and L′
3 represent the 3-

sphere. Therefore they have the same Reshetikhin-Turaev topological quantum invariant.
Thus our topological quantum invariants υr are different from the Reshetikhin-Turaev
topological quantum invariants τr.

Furthermore, there are many ways to embed a thickened surface in R3. Thus it does
not determine a topological invariant to use an embedding of thickened surfaces in R3

and the Reshetikhin-Turaev topological quantum invariants as above.
On the other hand, our topological quantum invariants υr are defined without using

such an embedding.

In addition, recall that in the case of our invariants υr of framed links in F ×I, the val-
ues, υr(M), are invariant under diffeomorphisms of F × I. This is an important property
for our invariants υr that does not appear in the usual framework for WRT invariants
τr. (Remark 9.3.)

See Figures 14.3 and 14.4 . A0 is a framed knot with framing 0 in the thickened torus.
If we regard the underlying knot as a virtual knot, it is the virtual right-handed trefoil
knot.

A1 is obtained from A0 by an isotopy.
The framed links, A1 and A2, represent the same 3-manifold. A1 does not satisfy the

simple connectivity condition although A2 satisfies it.
The framed links, A2 and J1, represent the same 3-manifold. Both A2 and J1 satisfies

the simple connectivity condition.
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L

L3

4

L1

L2

Figure 14.1. Framed links, L1, L2, L3, and L4, in the thickened
torus. L4 is isotopic to Q in Figure 13.7.
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L3

L2

’

’

Figure 14.2. Framed links, L′
2 and L′

3, in the 3-sphere

J2 is a framed link in the thickened torus with the simple connectivity condition.

Remark: A1 and A2 in Figure 14.3 are the same as A1 and A2 in Figure 11.1, respectively.

We prove the following proposition.

Proposition 14.2. Let J1 and J2 be as shown in Figure 14.4 and as discussed above.
In general, each of our quantum invariants υr of a 3-manifold with boundary, which is
represented by J1, is not equivalent to that by J2.

Proof of Proposition 14.2. Calculation. Table 15.1. �
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Remark: Figure 14.4 draws the framed links, J1 and J2. in the thickened torus. In
Figure 14.4 the thickened torus is embedded in the 3-sphere. If we forget the thickened
torus, we make framed links, J1 and J2, in the thickened torus in Figure 14.4, into
framed links, J ′

1 and J ′
2, in the 3-sphere in Figure 14.5, respectively. Note that the

framing of each component of J1 (respectively, J2) does not change when we forget the
thickened torus (Recall Remark 13.1). Then both the framed links J ′

1 and J ′
2 represent the

same 3-manifold. Therefore they have the same Reshetikhin-Turaev topological quantum
invariant. Thus our topological quantum invariants υr are different from the Reshetikhin-
Turaev topological quantum invariants τr.

15. Calculation result

We calculate examples which we exhibited in this part, Part 2, explicitly. See Table
15.1.

The closure of the q-symmetrizer, denoted as ∆n is the closure of a linear combination
of elements in the Temperly-Lieb algebra and

(15.1) ∆n = (−1)n
A2n − A−2n

A2 − A−2
.

The recursive definition is utilized to evaluate the Kauffman-Ogasa invariant. The values
of ∆n for n = 0 and n = −1 are formally defined: ∆−1 = 0 and ∆0 = 1. The symbol ∆1

represents a single closed loop and ∆1 = 1. Then for n > 0,

(15.2) ∆n+1 = d∆n −∆n−1.

Each crossing in the knot diagram is transformed into a pair of trivalent vertices with
labeled edges; shown in figure 15.1.

The labeled trivalent vertex represents a tangle as shown using the q-symmetrizer in
figure 15.2. The edge labels must satisfy the equations

i = (a + b− c)/2, j = (a+ c− b)/2, k = (b+ c− a)/2.(15.3)

The labeled link diagram is converted into a a sum of weighted trivalent graphs where
each labeled edge represents a q-symmetrizer. The graph can be successively simplified
using the theta net and tetrahedral formulas given early in the paper. This is evaluated

to a complex number by fixing an integer r > 2 and letting A = e
πi

2r . In this case,
∆r−1 = 0. This, combined with the restriction on trivalent vertices, leads admissibility
restrictions on the labels of the diagrams. Non-admissible labels evaluate to zero.
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A0

A1 

A2

Figure 14.3. Framed links in the thickened torus
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J1

J2

Figure 14.4. Framed links in the thickened torus

We summarize the admissibility requirement for any vertex in a diagram. For a fixed
integer r > 2, any labeled edge must satisfy 0 ≤ n ≤ r − 2. Combined with the vertex
admissibility condition in equation 15.3, we obtain that a+ b+ c ≤ 2r− 4 and i, j, k ≥ 0.

For a virtual link diagram K obtained from a link in F × I and subject to the simple
boundary condition, let c denote the number of components is c and let B denote the
linking matrix. We let b− (respectively b+) denote the number of negative (respectively
positive) eigenvalues of B. Then

(15.4) Z(K) = 〈ω ∗K〉µc+1α−(b+−b−)
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J1

J2

’

’

Figure 14.5. Framed links, J ′
1 and J ′

2, in the 3-sphere

a b

=
∑

Adm(a,b,i)

∆i

θ(a, b, i)
λ
(ab)
i

a

a

b

b

i

Figure 15.1. Converting link diagrams into graphs

where

µ =

√
2

r
sin

(π
r

)
, α = (−i)r−2eiπ(

3(r−2)
4r .
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a b

c
↔

a b

�

i

jk

Figure 15.2. Expanding the trivalent vertex

For a single component diagram K, 〈ω ∗ K〉 =
∑r−2

i=0 ∆iK
i where K is labeled with i.

Using this normalization, the Z(U) = 1 where U is the zero framed unknot.
Working with virtual link diagrams, we obtain elements of the virtual Temperly-Lieb

algebra instead of the Temperly-Lieb algebra. As a result, our simplified diagrams contain
virtual crossings and we are sometimes unable to completely reduce the diagrams to single
loops. In the case that a reduced diagram has virtual crossings, we use symmetry and
recursive evaluations of the q-symmetrizer to obtain a complex value.

Consider the virtual Hopf link H . Let a and b denote the labels placed on the compo-
nents of the link. The linking matrix is

B =

[
0 −1
0 0

]
.

Then

(15.5) Z(H) = 〈ω ∗H〉µ3α0.

We expand 〈ω ∗H〉:

(15.6) 〈ω ∗H〉 =

r−2∑

a,b=0

∆a∆b

a b

.

We then exchange the crossing for an edge, constructing a trivalent graph

(15.7)
∑

Adm(a,b,i)

∆a∆b

∆i

θ(a, b, i)
λab
i

a b
i

.

This diagram cannot be simplified further using the existing reduction formulas. The
graph represents a collection of closed curves with virtual crossings. The graph in 15.7
is symmetric. Under the detour move, any pair of edges in the graph can contain the
virtual crossing. We refer to this diagram as a twisted theta, θ̃(a, b, i).

Finally, we obtain the formula

(15.8) 〈ω ∗H〉 =
∑

Adm(a,b,i)

∆a∆b∆i

θ̃(a, b, i)

θ(a, b, i)
λab
i .
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Note that θ̃(a, a, 0) evaluates to ∆a for all values of a. Other values must be evaluated
by hand.

We consider another example that cannot be reduced using the existing reduction
formulas.

We evaluate the diagram A2 from figure 14.3. This three component link has a linking
matrix of the form:

(15.9)



2 0 0
1 0 1
0 1 0


 .

Note that there are 2 positive eigenvalues and 1 negative eigenvalue. Therefore,

(15.10) Z(A2) = µ3α−1〈ω ∗ A2〉.

We reduce and evaluate 〈ω ∗ A2〉.

(15.11) 〈ω ∗ A2〉 =
r−2∑

a,b,c=0

∆a∆b∆c

〈
a

b

�

〉
.

Next,

〈ω ∗ A2〉 =
∑

Adm(a, a, j)
Adm(a, a,m)
Adm(b, c, i)

∆a∆c∆i(λ
bc
i )

2(λaa
j )2(λaa

n )2
∆2

m

θ(a, a,m)3
∆j

θ(a, a, j)
(15.12)

Tet

[
a a m
a a j

]〈
a

b

m

〉
.

The final reduction to a spatial graph results in the formula:

〈ω ∗ A2〉 =
∑

Adm(a, a, j)
Adm(a, a,m)
Adm(b, c, i)
Adm(a, b, p)

∆a∆c∆i(λ
bc
i )

2(λaa
j )2(λaa

n )2
∆2

m

θ(a, a,m)3
∆j

θ(a, a, j)

∆p

θ(a, b, p)

Tet

[
a a m
a a j

]〈
a

b

�

p

〉
.
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Note that the reduced graph has 4 vertices and forms a tetrahedral net structure
with virtual crossings. This graph must be evaluated by hand to obtain an element
of the algebra Z[A,A−1]. Fortunately, the figure has some symmetries, simplifying the
evaluation.

Our computational results are in Table 15.1.
Future questions for research include finding a closed formula for θ̃(a, b, i) and the

virtual tetrahedrons.

We calculate our topological quantum invariants υr of the following 3-manifolds with
the boudary condition B. They are represented by framed links in the thickened torus
with the symplectic basis condition F .

A1, A2 in Figure 11.1.

Y, C in Figure 11.2.

R in Figures 13.1 and 13.3 - 13.6.

Q in Figure 13.7.

L1, L2, L3, L4 in Figure 14.1.
υr(L1) = υr(L2).
υr(L3) = υr(L4).
L4 and Q are isotopic. Hence υr(L4) = υr(Q).

A0, A1, A2 in Figure 14.3.
A0 and A1 are isotopic. Hence υr(A0) = υr(A1).
A1 and A2 in Figure 14.3 are the same as A1 and A2 in Figure 11.1, respectively.

J1, J2 in Figure 14.4.
υr(A2) = υr(J1).

X , A, and B are introduced right below.

We ask a question. See Figure 15.3. C represents the empty framed link. X , A, B,
and C represent the same 3-manifold.
X is obtained form A by a sequence of only the O1 and the O2 moves.
B is obtained from C by a sequence of only the O1 and the O2 moves.
A is not obtained from B without using the O3 move because their fundamental groups
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Framed link r = 3 r = 4 r = 5
L1, L2 1.06066 - 0.353553 i 0.0967185 + 1.20711 i 0.553238 + 1.04288 i
L3, L4, Q,X, Y, A,B, C 0.707107 0.5 0.37148
A1 0.707107 + 0.707107 i -1.30656 + 0.92388 i -1.58479 - 1.72679 i
A2, J1 -0.25 + 0.103553 i 0.0544203 - 0.253256 i
J2 0.707107 i 0.353553 - 0.353553 i -0.158114 + 0.716377 i
R -0.707107 0 0.352125 - 0.484658i

Table 15.1. Computational Results.

AX
B C

Figure 15.3. Framed links in thickened tori. All framings are
zero. Note that A in Figure 15.3 is L3 in Figure 14.1, and that X
in Figure 15.3 is L4 in Figure 14.1.

are different. Therefore A is not obtained form B by a sequence of the O1 and the O2

moves.
X and A satisfy the simple connectivity condition while B and C do not.

Each of the Dye-Kauffman quantum invariants ςr of X and that of A are the same
because X is obtained from A by the O1 and the O2 moves.

Each of the Dye-Kauffman quantum invariants ςr of B and that of C are the same
because B is obtained from C by the O1 and the O2 moves.

C in Figure 15.3 is the same as C in Figure 11.2.
υr(X) = υr(A).
υr(B) = υr(C).
A in Figure 15.3 is L3 in Figure 14.1.
X in Figure 15.3 is L4 in Figure 14.1.
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In the case of r = 3, 4, 5, the Dye-Kauffman invariants ςr of X, A, B, and C have the
same apparent value. See Table 15.1.

Question. Are the Dye-Kauffman quantum invariants ςr of X , A, B, and C the same for
all r?

Appendix

We discuss some open questions.
Reshetikhin and Turaev [33, Theorem 3.3.3, page 560] defined invariants for links in a

closed oriented 3-manifold M . These invariants depend on the use of the colored Jones
polynomials at roots of unity and the use of the Kirby calculus. If M = S3, these
invariants are invariants of links in S3.

Apply the definition in [33, Theorem 3.3.3, page 560] strictly to the case of S3. The
readers can understand easily that the definition of these invariants is different from that
of the Jones polynomial.

It is an open question whether these invaraints retrieves the Jones polynomial.
The following two questions both are open.

Qustion A.1. Suppose that these invariants of a link L in S3 and those of L′ in S3 are
the same. (We may not be able to know the coincidence by a finite times of operation.
We may just suppose this condition abstractly.) Then are the Jones polynomial of L and
that of L′ the same?

Qustion A.2. By a finite times of explicit calculation of (a partial information of) these
invariants of a link L in S3, can we determine the Jones polynomial of L?

We have not known whether the Reshetikhin-Turaev invariants of links in any 3-
manifold is an extension of the Jones polynomial of links in S3.

We have another open question.

Qustion A.3. Calculate Witten’s well-known path integral for links in other 3-manifolds
than S3.

Remark: Witten calculated only the S3 case. See [40].

Even in the ‘physics’ level, the Jones polynomial has not been extended to all 3-
manifold cases. Witten only wrote a Lagrangian and an observable for a path integral, in
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the case of links in all (closed oriented) 3-manifolds. Only writing a path integral never
means that the path integral has been calculated. Before calculating it explicitly (in the
‘physics’ level), we cannot say that the path integral defines a value.

Recall a current situation of QCD and a history of QED. Before Tomonaga, Feynman
and Schwinger discovered renormalization, we wrote a well-known Lagrangian and wrote
path integral for QED. We write a well-known Lagrangian and write path integral for
QCD, but we cannot say that we complete QCD.

It is also an open question whether Khovanov homology ([2, 17]) and Khovanov-
Lipshitz-Sarkar homotopy type ([25, 26, 27, 37]) are extended to the case of links in
any other 3-manifold than the 3-sphere. Both are now extended only to the case of
thickened surfaces. See the case of Khovanov homoology for Asaeda, Przytycki, and
Sikora [1], Manturov [28] (arXiv 2006), Rushworth [36], Tubbenhauer [38], and Viro [39].
Manturov and Nikonov [30] refined the definition of [1]. Dye, Kastner, and Kauffman [3],
Nikonov [31], and Kauffman and Ogasa [13] refined the definition of [28]. Kauffman and
Ogasa [13] extended the second Steenrod square acting on Khovanov homology for links
in S3 to the case of thickened surfaces. Kauffman, Nikonov and Ogasa [15, 16] extended
Khovanov-Lipshitz-Sarkar stable homotopy type to the case of thickened surfaces. Some
of them are defined by using virtual links.
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