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Non-acyclic SLo-representations of twist knots,
—3-Dehn surgeries, and L-functions

Ryoto Tange, Anh T. Tran and Jun Ueki

ABSTRACT

We study irreducible SLa-representations of twist knots. We first determine all non-
acyclic SLg(C)-representations, which turn out to lie on a line denoted as = = y in
R2. Our main tools are character variety, Reidemeister torsion, and Chebyshev poly-
nomials. We also verify a certain common tangent property, which yields a result on
the L-functions of universal deformations, that is, the orders of the associated knot
modules. Secondly, we prove that a representation is on the line x = y if and only
if it factors through the —3-Dehn surgery, and is non-acyclic if and only if the image
of a certain element is of order 3. Finally, we study absolutely irreducible non-acyclic
representations p over a finite field with characteristic p > 2, to concretely determine
all non-trivial L-functions L, of the universal deformations over complete discrete val-
uation rings. We show among other things that L, = kn(x)? holds for a certain series
kn(x) of polynomials.
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0. Introduction

In this article, we study irreducible SLo-representations of twist knots to concretely determine all
non-trivial L-functions of SLo-deformations, which may be seen as infinitesimal SLs-analogues
of the classical Alexander polynomials, as well as to point out several interesting phenomena on
the zeros of the acyclic torsion functions. We remark that the former half of this paper concerns
SLg(C)-representations, while the latter deals with representations over finite fields and certain
profinite rings.

In this introduction, we fix our conventions, state all theorems, outline our arguments in this
article, and attach remarks. For each n € Z, the twist knot J(2,2n) is defined by the diagram
below, the horizontal twists being right handed if n is positive and left handed if negative.

n-full twists

We have J(2,0) = 0; (unknot), J(2,2) = 3; (trefoil), J(2,4) = 52, and J(2,—2) = 4; (figure-
eight knot). Regarding a 1/2-full twist to be a half twist, J(2,—2n) and J(2,2n + 1) are the
mirror images to each other, hence we only consider J(2,2n).
The knot group 7, := 71(S% — J(2,2n)) of J(2,2n) admits the following presentation [[IS04]
Proposition 1]:
7, = (a,b|aw™ = w™), w=[a,b"] =ab ta" b

Since twist knots are 2-bridge knots, the Culler—Shalen theory [CS83] together with Riley’s
calculation assures that conjugacy classes of p € Hom(m,, SLy(C)) are parametrized by = :=
trp(a) and y := tr p(ab).

A representation p is said to be acyclic if H;(w,p) = 0 holds for every i and non-acyclic if
otherwise. In Section 1, we prove the following theorem.

THEOREM A (Non-acyclic representations). Conjugacy classes of non-acyclic irreducible SLy(C)-
0<i< |3n — 1] —1
n—1 N 2 ’

representations of J(2,2n) are exactly given by x =y =1 — 2cos 3
leZ.

This implies that every such representation corresponds to a point on the diagonal x = y
in R? ¢ C2. In order to prove this assertion, we investigate the intersection of curves defined
by Chebyshev-like polynomials f,(z,y), 7.(z,y) € Z[x,y]. The polynomial f,(z,y) defines a
component of the character variety and coincides with the Riley polynomial ®,,(x,u) via —u =
y — 22 + 2. The polynomial 7, (z,y) is the Reidemeister torsion regarded as a function so that
Tn(z,y) = 0 iff a representation p with (tr p(a),tr p(ab)) = (z,y) is non-acyclic. We first prove
that the intersection of their zero set lies on x = y and then determine all common roots of
fn(z,x) and 7,(z,x). We also introduce several Chebyshev-like polynomials gy, hy, k, € Z[z]
and prove fp(z,x) = gnkn, To(z, ) = hypk,, where k,, is the greatest common divisor. The roots
of g, and k,, are also determined and are given by (3n — 1)-th roots of unity (cf. Proposition [[L9]
and Remark [[.I0). We in addition prove the following theorem.

THEOREM B (The common tangent property). The two curves f,(z,y) = 0 and 1,(x,y) = 0
in R? have a common tangent line at every intersection point, while the second derivatives of
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their implicit functions do not coincide. In other words, every zero of T,(x,y) on fn(x,y) =0
has multiplicity two in the function ring Clx,y]/(fn(z,y)).

At the end of Section 1, we define 7 = 7,(z,ys(z)) = 7(xf(y),y) by using the implicit
functions y = y¢(z) and = zf(x) of f,(x,y) = 0 around a non-acyclic representation and give
explicit formulas of the 2nd derivatives (Corollary [L19]).

In Section 2, we address a characterization problem of non-acyclic representations. We first
prove the following theorem on the —3-Dehn surgeries, which is known to be exceptional.

THEOREM C (—3-Dehn surgery). The conjugacy class of an irreducible SLo(C)-representation
p of J(2,2n) is on the line x =y if and only if p factors through the —3-Dehn surgery.

In the proof, we invoke Riley’s explicit representation and the relation formula of the eigen-
values at the meridian and the longitude. We also give an alternative proof for the only if
part of Theorem [Cl which is clearly workable over Z, hence over a field with positive char-
acteristic, by introducing doubly-indexed Chebyshev-like polynomials 0, ,,(z,y) € Z[z,y] with
pn(m,2) —2 = (v — 2)(x + 1)? f,(x, 2)? (Proposition 2H).

We further prove the following theorem on a characterization of non-acyclic representations.

THEOREM D (Characterization). The conjugacy class of an irreducible SLo(C)-representation
p of J(2,2n) on x =y is non-acyclic if and only if p(a= w™) is of order 3.

Our study is indeed motivated by a problem in arithmetic topology. In Section 3, based on our
study of non-acyclic representations, we investigate the L-functions of universal deformations of
residual representations. These L-functions were introduced in [KMTTIS§]| in a perspective of the
Hida—Mazur theory, and may be seen as infinitesimal SLs-analogues of the classical Alexander
polynomials (cf. Remark B.I7). Let 5 : m, — SLa(F') be a representation over a finite field F' with
characteristic p > 2 and let O be a complete discrete valuation ring (CDVR) of characteristic
zero with the residue field F. A deformation (or a lift) of p over a complete local O-algebra R
is a representation p : m, — SLo(R) with the residual representation p. A universal deformation
p : T, — SLa(R) of p over complete local O-modules (we also write “over O” for simplicity)
is a deformation such that any deformation over any R uniquely factors through p up to strict
equivalence. If p is absolutely irreducible, then p uniquely exists up to O-isomorphism and strict
equivalence.

When R is a Noetherian UFD and the group homology Hi(m,, p) with local coefficients is
a finitely generated torsion R-module, the L-function L, € R/ = is defined to be the order of
Hi(mp, p), where = denotes the equality up to multiplication by units in R. Let A, ;(t) denote
the i-th p-twisted Alexander polynomials. Then we have L, = A, 1(1). A general theory of
twisted invariants yields L, = 7,A,0(0). For most cases we have A,y = 1, so that we have L,
# 1 if and only if 75 = 0, that is, 7 is non-acyclic. Now B. Mazur’s Question 2 in [Maz00} page
440] may be varied as follows:

PROBLEM. Investigate the L-functions L, of the universal deformations p over O of absolutely
1rreducible non-acyclic residual representations p.

We completely answer this problem for the case of twist knots. Indeed, we will determine
all residual representations with non-trivial L-functions, as well as explicitly determine the L-
functions themselves and exhibit various examples. Among other things, we prove the following
theorem, whose precise version is given as Proposition (an analogue of Theorem [Al over a
finite field) and Theorem
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THEOREM E. Notations being as above, every absolutely irreducible representation p : m, —
SLo(F) of a twist knot corresponds to a root of k,, in F.

Suppose that p corresponds to a root & of ky in F with multiplicity m and that o1 = «,

g, ap are distinet lifts of @ with ky(a;) = 0 and o € O. If

O fn

a—y(a, @) # 0 holds, so that

there is a universal deformation p : m, — SLa(Ol[x — &]]) over O, then the equalities

Lp=kn(x)*= [J(2 — c)?

i

in R = O[[z — )] hold. If in addition pt3n — 1, then m =1 and L, = (x — «)? holds.

n

If instead %(5, @) # 0, then a similar equality holds in R = Olly — «f].

ox

Since the character variety and the Reidemeister torsion are indeed defined over Z, our argu-
ments over C are mostly applicable over any integral domain. An analogue of Theorem [Alover F
determines all representations with nontrivial L-functions and that of Theorem [Bl over ‘R proves
that every zero of the L-function is of order two.

We remark that the common tangent property is also observed for non-acyclic representations
of many other two-bridge knots, so that we may expect further geometric back ground for the

order two phenomenon of the L-functions.

Our work in this article is derived from the scope of the following dictionary of the analogy

between knots and prime numbers (cf. [MTQO7, MTTUIT, KMTTIS|, [Mor12, Chapter 14]).

‘ Low dimensional topology

Number theory

Deformation space of hyperbolic structures

Universal p-ordinary modular deformation space

Dehn surgery points with Z-coefficient

Arithmetic points

Arithmetic interpretations of exceptional surgeries and the diagonal 2 = y would be of interest
in our future study, while Theorem [D] would help to investigate the images of representations.
Our work would indeed live in the complement of the dictionary above in an extended picture.

See also Remarks [[LI8] 2.1], 2.7, and

This article is organized as follows. All theorems are already stated in this introduction.
In Section 1, we prove Theorems A and B on non-acyclic representations of twist knots. In
Subsections 1.1-1.3, we recall the Chebyshev polynomials S,,, the defining polynomials f,(z,y)
of the character varieties, and the Reidemeister torsions 7, (x, y) respectively, and prepare several
lemmas and propositions. In Subsection 1.4, we study the common roots of f, and 7, to prove
Theorem [Al In Subsection 1.5, we introduce several Chebyshev-like polynomials g,,, h,, and k,, in
Z|z] to describe the common divisors of f,(x,z) and 7,(z, x). In Subsection 1.6, we calculate the
slopes of tangent lines of the curves f,, = 0 and 7,, = 0 to verify Theorem [Bl We also investigate
the derivatives of 7 = 7, (2, ys(x)) = Tn(2¢(y),y). In Subsection 1.7, we attach the tables of our
polynomials and graphs with some observational remarks.

In Section 2, we address a characterization problem of non-acyclic representations and prove
Theorems [Cl and In Subsection 2.1, we recall the Dehn surgery and remark some related
results. In Subsection 2.2, we prove Theorem C by using eigenvalues method. In Subsection
2.3, we introduce doubly-indexed Chebyshev polynomials 9,,, to partially give an alternative
proof of Theorem C. In Subsection 2.4, we recall Riley’s representation and attach an outline of
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another partial proof. In Subsection 2.5, we introduce another Chebyshev-like polynomial ¢,, to
prove Theorem D and give a remark.

In Section 3, we study the L-functions of universal deformations. In Subsection B we
overview the definitions and the relationships of Reidemeister torsions and twisted Alexander
invariants. In Subsection B2l we study absolutely irreducible residual representations over a fi-
nite field F' with characteristic p > 2. We prepare several fundamental tools and establish a
version of Theorem [A] over F. In Subsection B3], we investigate universal deformations p and
point out the relationship between 7, and 7,(z,y). In Subsection 3.4, we determine all residual
representations with non-trivial L-functions, as well as determine the L-functions themselves.
We obtain a precise version of Theorem [El as a consequence of Theorem [Bl In Subsection B3], we
give a systematic study of examples of residual representations with non-trivial L-functions.

1. Non-acyclic representations

1.1 Chebyshev polynomials

We define the Chebyshev polynomial S,(z) € Z[z] of the second kind for each n € Z by
sin nf

Sp(2cosb) = — with 6 € R, or equivalently, by Sp(z) = 0, S11(2) = %1, and the bi-monic
sin

Chebyshev recurrence formula S,,11(z) — 2S5, (2)+Sn—1(2) = 0. We in addition have Si2(z) = %z,

Si3(2) = £(22 = 1), ... . (We prefer to use S,, instead of S,, = S, 11 in the references, since the

symmetricity S_,, = —8,, simplifies our argument.) We may easily verify the following lemmas.

LEMMA 1.1. (1) We have S,,(+2) = (£1)""'n for every n € Z. Suppose z # +2 and z = s + s
for some s € C*. Then we have S, (z) = (s" — s ")/(s — s~ 1) for every n € Z.

(2) Let R be any commutative ring with z € R and suppose that (p,), € R” satisfies
the recurrence formula p,i1 — zpp + pn—1 = 0. Then we have p, = p1Sp(z) — PoSn-1(2) =
PoSn+1(2) — p—18n(z) for every n € Z.

LEMMA 1.2. We have S,,11(2)? + Sn(2)? — 28,41(2)Sn(2) = 1 for every n € Z.

1.2 Character variety
We recall the description of the SLg(C)-character variety of J(2,2n) with use of the Chebyshev
polynomials by following [NTT6].

For each g € m,, let tr g denote the map Hom(m,, SL2(C)) — C; p +— trp(g). Then we have
r=tra=trb, y =trab = trba. We also put z = trw = trab~'a~'b.

LEMMA 1.3. We have z = 22?2 — 2%y + y* — 2, hence z — 2 = —(y — 2)(2? —y — 2).

Proof. We have tr AB = tr BA = tr Atr B — tr AB™! for any A, B € SLy(C), hence tr A~} =
tr A and tr A2 = (tr A)?> — 2. These formulas yield z = trw = trab~'a='b = trbab~la™! =
trbatrb ta~!t —trbaab = y? —tratrab® +trb? = y? —x(trabtrb—tra) + (22 —2) = y? — x(zvy —
z) + (22 = 2) = y? — 2%y + 222 — 2 =222 — 2%y +¢% - 2. O

We put fr(z,y) = (y — 1)Sn(z) — Sp—1(2) for each n € Z. Then we have fo =1, f1 =y — 1,
and fp4+1 — 2fn + fn—1 = 0. The following proposition slightly refines the arrangement in [NT16
(1.2), (1.3)] of Le’s Theorem [Le93| Theorem 3.3.1]. (Note that K_,, = J(2,2n) holds for K_,

in [NTI6].)
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PROPOSITION 1.4. The SLy(C)-character variety of m, is given by (2? —y — 2)fu(x,y) = 0.
Namely, (z,y) € C? satisfies (22 —y — 2)fu(2,y) = 0 if and only if (x,y) = (tr p(a), tr p(ab))
holds for some representation p. Each conjugacy class of irreducible representations corresponds
to each point on f,(x,y) = 0 with 22 —y — 2 # 0.

Proof. By Le’s Theorem [Le93] Theorem 3.3.1], the SLy(C)-character variety of m, is given
by fn = traw™ ! — trw” = trb law™ — trw”. Since tr guw" ! = trgw"trw — trguw" ! =
ztr gw™ — tr gw™ ! holds for any g, we have fn+1 — zfn + J}Vn_1 = 0 for any n € Z. In addition, we
have fg =trab ' —2=tratrb ! —trab—2 = 2> —y—2 = (22—y—2) fo and fl =trawb ' —trw =
trabl—z=2?—y—2=(22-y—-2)—(2-2) = (2> —y—2)(y— 1) = (22 —y — 2) f1. Therefore
we have f, = (22 —y — 2)f, for any n € Z. Again by [Le93, Theorem 3.3.1], the divisor
22 — y — 2 corresponds to the curve of reducible representations, while f, coincides with the

Riley polynomial ®,(x,u) via —u =y — 22 + 2. O

1.3 Reidemeister torsion
We recall the Reidemeister torsion and prove the recurrence formula.

For an acyclic irreducible representation p : m, — SLy(C), the Reidemeister torsion 7, :=
7,(5% — J(2,2n)) is defined in a usual way. We just remark that our convention precisely follows
that in [Tral6l Section 4]. This 7, extends to a function 7, = 7,(x,y) over the character variety
such that we have 7,(x,y) = 0 if and only if a representation p with (tr p(a),tr p(ab)) = (z,y)
is non-acyclic. This function 7,(x, y) coincides with the Reidemeister torsion of Riley’s universal
representation (cf. Subsection B3]). Such convention also plays an important role, for instance,
in the study of hyperbolic deformation (cf. [PorI8], Section 3.2]).

The second author proved the following formula (1) in [Tral6l Theorem 1], whose assumption
x # 2 there may be removed by Kitano’s result [Kit96], and remarked that we indeed have
Tn, € Z[z,y]. (This formula generalizes to all genus one two-bridge knots [Tral8, Theorem 2].)

PROPOSITION 1.5. (1) The Reidemeister torsion 7, = 7,(S® — J(2,2n)) for a representation p
with (tr p(a), tr p(ab)) = (z,y) is given by
Sn+1(2’) — Sn_l(z) -2
z—2
in Z[z,y]. If z = 2, then 7,, = (2 — 2)n? + zn holds.
(2) The sequence of polynomials 1, € Zlz,y| is determined by 19 = 0, 1 = 2, and the
recurrence formula Tp+1 — 27y + Th—1 — 2(x — 2) =0 for n € Z.

(z = 2)8n(2) + (2 — 2)(Sp-1(2) + 1)

= 2—
o= ( z) z—2

+28,(2) =2

Proof. We prove (2). By definition, we have 79 = 0 and 7 = 2. We first suppose z # 2. Then

2(2 —
the sequence (7, + (7;)% is a linear combination of Chebyshev polynomials and obeys the
2(2 — 2(2 — 2(2 —
Chebyshev recurrence formula (7,41 + (7;)) — 2(Tn + (7;)) + (Tho1 + (7;)) =0,
— z— z—

which yields 7,41 — 27, + 7—1 — 2(z — 2) = 0.
If we instead suppose z = 2, then by 7, = (2—x)n?+2xn, we have 7, 11— 27, + 71 —2(x—2) =
2-2)((n+1)2 =202+ -1 +2((n+1)—2n+n—-1)—2(z—2) =0. O

1.4 Non-acyclic representations

Here we prove Theorem [Al Note that Propositions [[4] and yield the following equivalences
respectively:
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Falwsg) =0 = (4= DSu() = Saa(2) -+ @,

B (z=2)Sp(2) + (= 2)S—1(2) + (. —2)=0---2) if z # 2,
7a(,y) =0 T { (2—x)n2—|—xn:0---@’1ifz:2.

LEMMA 1.6. If f,(z,y) = Tn(z,y) = 0, then we have n # 0,1 and z # +2. If in addition x = vy,
then we have x # —1,0,2, 3.

Proof. If n =0, then (1) yields 0 = —1. If n = 1 and z # 2, then (2) yields z —2=0.If n =1
and z = 2, then (2)’ yields 2 = 0. Since we obtain a contradiction in every case, we have n # 0, 1.
Suppose z — 2 = —(y — 2)(2? —y — 2) = 0. Recall S,,(2) =n. If y —2 =0, then f,(z,y) =0
yields n = n— 1, hence a contradiction. If 2% —y —2 = 0, then f,(z,y) = 0 and 7,,(z,y) = 0 yield
(22 —3)n=n—1and (2 —2)n? +2n =0, hence z = —1 and 3n — 1 = 0, contradicting n € Z.
Suppose instead z + 2 = 222 — 2%y + 3% = 0. Recall S,,(—2) = (=1)""'n. By fu(z,y) = 0,

we have yn — 1 = 0, hence y = —. If n is even, then 7,(x,y) = 0 yields z = 1 and
n —-n
(3n —1)2 1
z2+2=——"5 #0.If nis odd, then 7,(z,y) =0 yields z =0 and z + 2 = # 0. Hence
n?(n+1)2 n2
contradiction.
If we assume z — y = 0, then we have z — 2 = —(x — 2)?(z + 1) and z + 2 = 2%(3 — x). By
z # +2, we have x # —1,0,2, 3. O

LEMMA 1.7. Suppose z # +2 and « = y. Then by writing 1 —x =t +t~! for t € C*, we have
z =13 +173, hence S,,(z) = (3" —¢t737) /(¢3 — t73).

Proof. Note that z = —23+322 -2 =3(x—1)— (- 1)3 = =3(t+t7 1)~ (—(t+t 1)) =3 +¢3
and put s = 3. Then Lemma [LT] (1) yields the assertion. O

The following proposition is the former half of Theorem [Al

PROPOSITION 1.8. For every n # 0,1, the intersection of f,(x,y) = 0 and 7,(z,y) = 0 lies on
the line x = y in R2.

Proof. Suppose fn(x y) = To(w,y) = 0. Then the equalities (1) and (2) yield (y — 2)(z? — x —
Y)Su(z) = 2 —2---3). By O and Lemma [[2Z we have (1 + (y — 1)2 — 2(y — 1))Sn(2)?

1---@. Now (3 and (@) yield (z —2)?(1 + (y — 1) — 2(y — 1)) = ((y — 2)(2® —x — y))*. Hence
(y—2)(z—y)* (22 —y—2) =0, that is, (z — 2)(x — y)? = 0. By Lemma[[G, we obtain z =y. 0O

For each v € R, let |v]| denote the largest integer less than or equal to v. The following
proposition is the latter half of Theorem [Al

PROPOSITION 1.9. For every n € Z, the roots of f,(x,x) are given by x = 1 — 2cos

i
3n—1
for | € 7 with O < 1 < |3n — 1|. The common roots of f,(x,z) and 7,(x,x) are given by
n—11—-1 n—11—-1
forl €Z with0 < < % There are L%
n [e—
and they are all real numbers.

r=1-2cos | common roots,

Proof. By Lemmas and [L7 if we write 1 — 2 = t +¢~! with ¢ € C*, then we have z =
s4 571 £ £2 for s = 13,
s"—s

Sn(z) = s e S and S,_1(z) =

-n $3n _ 4=3n gn—1 _ g—(n—=1) $3(n=1) _ 4=3(n—-1)

s—s1 B 3 — =3
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£3n—1 _ 4=3n+1

Hence f,(z,z) = (x — 1)Sp(2) — Sp-1(2) = e < —83n-1(1 — x). Therefore
fo(z,2) = 0 holds iff (#*»~! 4+ 1)(#*»~! — 1) = 0 holds under the assumption z # +2. Since

I for | € Z with

x # —1,3 (Lemma [L6]), the roots of f,(z,x) are given by z = 1 — 2 cos 3
0<l<|3n—1].

Now by (3), such t corresponds to a common root of f,(x,z) and 7,(x,z) if and only if
(22 —22)S,,(2) = 1 holds, that is, (2 4+t 2+1)(#*" —t3") =3 —¢=3 ... () holds. If t*" 1 -1 = 0,
then this equality (5) holds. If t**~1 + 1 = 0, then (5) implies 5 = 1, contradicting z # 42
(Lemma [[6). By z # —1,0,2,3 (Lemma [L.0), all common roots of f,(x,z) and 7,(z,x) are
2l 130 — 1|

3n_1f0rl€ZW1th0<l< 5 . O

n—1

given by z =1— (t+t!)=1—2cos

Proof of Theorem [4]l. Now the assertion follows from Propositions [[.8 and O

REMARK 1.10. The proof of Theorem [Al is also applicable to the case where C is replaced by

[
any field C' with char = 0, by regarding 2 cos ?mﬂ to be Cén_l + Cg,]tl for a fixed primitive

—1
(3n — 1)-th root of unity (3, 1 in an algebraic closure C of C.

A version of Theorem [Al over a finite field will be given in Section [3l

1.5 Common divisors

Here we study the greatest common divisors &, of f,(z,z) and 7,(x,x) by introducing several
Chebyshev-like polynomials. Propositions [[L11] and [[LT2] clarify that Theorem [Al exactly detects
all common roots.

PROPOSITION 1.11. Define ky,, gy, hy, € Z[x] for n € Z by
k(]:_l’ klzl’ go=-1L gp=2—1, h(]:O, hlzla

kon — (2% — 32)kan_1 + kon_2 = 0, kopi1 + xkon + kon_1 = 0,

Gon + TGon—1 + gan—2 =0, gant1 — (2% — 32)g2n + gan_1 = 0,

and the same recurrence formula as g, for hy,. Then f,(z,x) = gnk, and 1,(z,x) = 2h,k, hold
for every n € Z.

Proof. Here we write f, = fu(z,z) and 7, = 7,(x,x). We have g,k, = f, and 2h,k, = 7,
for n = —1,0,1 (See also the table in Subsection [[LT]). Suppose that the assertion holds if n is
replaced by n ¥ 1,n F 2,n F 3. Note that 2z = 2|,y = —23 + 32% =2 = — (2 — 1)(2? — 22 — 2).

If n is even, we have
fn:Fl = an:FZ - fn:F3
= anqcz — In3knT3
= an:FZ - ((xz - 335)9712122 - gn:F1)(—$kn:|:2 - kn:Fl)
= 2fng2 + x($2 - 3$)fn:F2 = fang1+ ($2 - 3$)gn:|:2kn:,:1 — TgnF1knso.

Since z + x(z? — 3x) = —2, we obtain

2fn$1 + 2fn$2 = ($2 - 3$)gn$2kn$1 - $9n$1kn$2-
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Hence we obtain

Inkn = (—2gnT1 — gnch)((x?’ = 3)knr1 — ko)
= —2(2® = 3%) fag1 + faz2 — 2fng1 + 2fnr2)
= an:Fl - fn:FQ

If n is odd, we have

fnﬂFl = an$2 - fnﬂF?;
= an$2 - gnﬂF?;k?nﬂF?;
= 2 fuz2 — (~2gnz2 — gns1) (2 = 32)kns2 — kng1)
= 2fnz2 + (2% = 32) fag2 — fag1 — Tgnz2knz1 + (2° — 32)gng1knto,
hence
anil + 2fn3F2 = —xgnngk:njFl + ($2 - 3$)9n11 Fnta.

Hence we obtain

gnkn = (2% = 32)gnr1 — Gn2) (—Thng1 — kngo)
= —(2® = 32) fug1 + fuz2 — Cfng1 + 2fns2)
= 2fng1 — for2

Therefore f,, = gnky holds for every n € Z.

Since g, and h, obey the same recurrence formula, by slightly modifying the argument
above, we obtain 7, = 2h,k,. For instance, suppose that n is even and that the assertion
holds if n is replaced by n F 1,n F 2,n F 3. Then we have 7,71 = 27,52 — Thr3 F 2(z — 2),
TnFl + Tnx2 = (.%'2 — 3.%')hn:|:2kn:':2 — hn:l:lkn:Fh and 2h,k, = ZTn¥l — Tnx2 F 2(.%' — 2) = 7,. We
obtain the assertion for odd n in a similar way. O

ProrosiTION 1.12. We have kzn = Sgn(l — .%') + Sgn_l(l — 1‘) and k2n+1 = 83n+1(1 — .%') for
n € Z. This k,, is the greatest common divisor of f,(x,z) and 1,(z, ).

Proof. We have ko(x) = —1=0+(—-1) =Sp(1—2)+S_1(1—2), k1 (z) =1 = S1(1 —x). We may
in addition verify that the right hand sides satisfy the recurrence formula for &, by using that
for §,,. The GCD property is obtained by Proposition [[L9 and the following equalities (cf. [LTI5]
Lemma 4.13]):

lm 2lm
Sn(z) = H (z —2cos E)’ Sn(2) +Sn-1(z) = H (z —2cos 5 1),
0<i<n 0<i<n

and S_,,(z) = =S (z) for every n € Z~. We may easily see that

21

kn(z) = sgn(n) H (1 —2cos ™ iT 1~ x)
o<igBn=ti=t

holds for every 0 # n € Z, so that k, is the common divisor of f,(z,z) and 7,(x, x). O

The values of k, at x = —1,0,2,3 will be used in Section 3.
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COROLLARY 1.13. For any n € Z, we have kop(—1)
kan+3(0) = =1, kan41(0) = kani2(0) = 1, kn(2) =
(=1)"(Bn+1).
3n—1 3n -1
Ifn = 2m, then k,(—1) = 3n—1. If n = 2m+1, then k,(—1) = 5 and k,(3) = 5

hold. Other values in above are =+1.

6n — 1, k2n+1( ) =3n+1, k‘4n(0) =
nm

0, ko (3) = (1), Ko (3) =

sin n6

Proof. If x = —1,0,2,3, then 1 — 2 = 2,1,—1,2. Recall §,(2cosf) = and S(£2) =
sin

(£1)"In. If x = 2, we may take § = 7/3 so that we have 2cos @ = 1—x = —1, hence Sz, (—1) = 0,
S3nt1(—1) =1, S3p42(—1) = —1, hence the previous proposition yields the assertion. If z = 0,
then we may take §# = 7/6 and a similar argument proves the assertion. The cases of x = 1, -3
are straight forward. O

1.6 The common tangent property

We prove the common tangent property (Theorem[Bl), namely, that (i) the two curves f,,(z,y) =0
and 7,(x,y) = 0 in R? have a common tangent line at every intersection point (a, ), while (ii)
the second derivatives of their implicit functions at («, o) do not coincide.

LEMMA 1.14. The differential of the Chebyshev polynomial S,, = S,,(z) for each n € Z is given
by the following equality in Z[z].

ds, . (n — 1)Sn+1 — (n + 1)Sn_1

dz 22— 4

Proof. Assume z # 42 and put z = s + s~ !, so that we have S, = (s" — s7")/(s — s~ !). Since
dSpdz _ dS,

= , a direct calculation yields

dz ds  ds
dS, (n—1)(s"" —s H - (n+ )" -5t (n— 1S — (n+ 1S, 1
dz (s —s~1)3 - 22 —4
Since the two sides are polynomials in z, they coincide also at z = £2. U

Recall f,(2,y) = (y — 1)Sn(2) — Sp_1(2) for z = 222 — 2%y + y? — 2. Then we have
Ofn . oS, 0S,1 . dS, 0z  dS,—1 0z

o W V% T WV T o
Ofn 0S,, 0S,_1 dS,, 0z dS,_1 0z
. = Sn = Sn 1) - a0
Dy R vy 0V T oy

%:433—23331, %:—xQ—i—Qy,
z oy
dS, (n—1)28, —2nS,—1 dS, .1 (2n—2)S, —nzS, 1
dz 224 ’ dz 22— 4 ’

where the last line is obtained by Lemma [Tl and S, 11 — 25, + S,—1 = 0.

In what follows, let © = « be a root of k,, so that the point (z,y) = («,«) corresponds
to a non-acyclic representation. Recall z(a,a) = —a® + 3a? — 2 # £2, a # —1,0,2,3 (Lemma
1 —1

La), S, = o and S, 1 = oz(;— % (3 in the proof of Proposition [L8). Putting all above
together, we obtain

8fn( ) 2((2n — 1)a? + (—4n +2)a + 1) Bfn( ) 2(na? — 2na — 1)

——(a,a) = ——(a, ) = .
ox 7 (a+1)a(a—2)(a—3) ooy (a+1)a(a—2)(a—3)

10
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The following lemma yields that for every root z = « of k(x, ), the point («, «) is a regular
point of f,(x,y) = 0.

LeEMMA 1.15. (1) We have na® — 2na — 1 = 0 if and only if n = —1 and o = 1 hold.
(2) We have (2n — 1)a? + (—4n + 2)a + 1 # 0.

1
Proof. Note that cos(rm) € Q and r € Q imply cos(rm) = 0,:|:§,:|:1. Indeed, suppose that

¢ = ¢™~1 i a primitive m-th root of unity. Since ¢ is a root of 22 — 2cos(rm)z + 1 € Q[z],
the m-th cyclotomic polynomial is of degree one or two, hence Euler’s totient function satisfies
w(m) =1,2, hence m = 1,2,3,4,6.

If (n,a) = (—1,1), then na®—2na—1 = 0 holds. Conversely, suppose na? —2na—1 = 0. Then
2l

1
wehave a =14 4/1— = =1 — 2cos —" by Proposition [L3 Hence 1 — — = 4 cos? =
n 3n —1 n 3n —1
24+ 2cos " ¢ @, h (rm) = 0,4, +1 f A By cos(rm) = 0,45 41
n = — T g . — —
e — , hence cos(rm £ or r = . By cos(rm yE5, £, we

obtain n = +1. By 0,1 # n € Z, we obtain n = —1, hence o = 1.

If (2n—1)a?+(—4n+2)a+1 = 0, then we have a = 14 /1 — and a similar argument
n —_—

yield n = 0, 1, contradicting n # 0, 1. O

Ofn

Now suppose (n,a) # (—1,1) so that 3 ——(a,a) # 0, and let y = ys(x) denote the implicit

function of f,(x,y) = 0 around the point (a, «). Then the slope of the tangent line at (a, ) on
fn(x,y) = 0 is given by the differential of the implicit function as

dyy _ (0fn/0x)(x,y;(x)) %| o (@n- Da? — (4n —2)a +1 ®
dzx (Ofn/0y)(z,yp(z)) do '™ na? — 2na — 1 '

dyy 2
If instead (n,a) = (—1,1), then we may regard d—|m 1=5 =%
— )8 -2
Next, recall 7,(x,y) = —Q(Z 2)5nz) + (& 5 JSn1(2) +1) in Z[z,y]. By a similar calcu-
z J—

lation, the partial derivatives at (a, a) are given by

Ot 2(2n —1)a? + (=4n+2)a+1) 0r, 2(na? — 2na — 1)

—(a’a) = ) —(OZ,OZ) = :

ox (a+ 1a(a—2)%(a—3) Ay (a+1a(a—2)*(a—3)

Suppose (n,a) # (—1,1), so that %(a a) # 0, and let y = y-(x) denote the implicit
Y

function of 7,,(z,y) = 0 around the point (o, ). Then we have

dy; o _(aTn/a£ﬂ)(£ﬂ,yf(£C)) dﬁ _ _(277‘_ 1)042 - (4n—2)a+1 @
de — (01,/0y)(z,yp(z)) do 7% na? — 2na — 1 '
If instead (n,a) = (—1,1), dyr (1,1) = % = 00.
x

Since (f) and (7) coincide, f,(x,y) = 0 and 7,(z,y) = 0 have a common tangent line at every
non-acyclic representation. Thus the first part of Theorem [Blis proved.

11



RyoTo TANGE, ANH T. TRAN AND JUN UEKI

d? —(0fn/0
If (n,a) # (—1,1), then by Cyy _ 4 =(0fn/0x)( y;(@)) and the similar for y,, we obtain

de? — dx (9fn/0y)(z,ys(x))
d%y 3n—1
2 I = (na? — 2na — 1)3 [(20° —n)a® + (—4n® + 1)a’ + (=8n® + 11n — 2)a’

+(16n* — 10n — 3)a® + (=8n + 2)a + 4)],

dy, 3n—1 2 5 2 4 2 3
W’gﬁ:a = (n0? —9n0 — 1) [(2n* —n)a’ 4+ (—4n” + 3n)a” + (—=8n° — n + 2)a

+ (16n* — Tn — 4)a* + (10n — 4)a + 4].

The difference between the two second derivatives is given by
d? —(3n — 1)} (a+ a(a —2)(a - 3)
@(yf ~Yr)le=a = (na? — 2na —1)3 '

d2
Since a # —1,0,2,3 (Lemma [[6)), we have ﬁ(yf — Yr)|z=a # 0. Thus we obtain the second
x

part of Theorem [Bl for implicit functions in terms of x.

We may also obtain a similar result for the implicit functions in terms of y. Indeed, by Lemma

0 0
17 (2), we have % # 0 and % # 0 at a non-acyclic representation (o, a). Let x = xf(y)
T x

and z = x,(y) denote the implicit functions of f,(z,y) = 0 and 7,,(z,y) = 0 in terms of y around
(o, ). Then a similar calculation yields

d?  =(Bn—=1*(a+1a(a —2)(a—3)
g&g(xf“$rﬂy=a'_ ((2n — 1)a? + (—4n + 2)a + 1)3

REMARK 1.16. We may verify all these calculations above by using Mathematica 12.0 [WRI19].

2 2

dy and du =2- dy for the implicit
T x dz dz

functions u = uy(x) and u,(x) of fyu(z,y) = ®,(z,u) =0 and 7,(z,y) = 0.

£0.

du
If we instead use u = 2 — y — 2, then we have — = 2z —

The following lemma is an elementary exercise of calculus.

LEMMA 1.17. Let f = f(z,y) and g = g(z,y) € C[z,y] and (a,b) € C? a common zero with
0
multiplicity m. Suppose B_y(a’ b) # 0 and B_z(a’ b) # 0, and let y¢(x),yq(x) € Clz] denote the

d
implicit functions of f = 0 and g = 0 in a neighborhood of (a,b). If E(yf —yg)(a,b) =0 and

d2
(Y —yg)(a,b) # 0, then m = 2 holds, that is, we have g € (x—a,y—b)? and g & (x—a,y—b)>

i
in Clz,y]/(f).
: o of O f
Proof. For here, we denote the partial derivatives by f, = —=, fzy = -——, and etc. Note
ox oxdy
d T d2 2 xTxr — 2 x x + 12
that the implicit differentiation yields e —;—y and T2 = —fyf f ffgf v+ fyy.

Suppose that (a,b) is a common zero of f and g. Then for k € Clz, y], we have the equivalences

g+kfe(@—ay—0b)?®CCla,y] < (g+kf)e(a,b) =0, (g+kf)yla,b)=0
— (9;): + k?fm)(aa b) =0, (gy + kfy)(aa b) =0,

12
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which yield the equivalences
g€ (x—a,y—0)?CClr,yl/(f) <= g+kf€(x—a,y—0b)*CClz,y] for some k € Clz,y]
d
— %(yf —yg)(a,b) = 0.
Now suppose that g € (z — a,y — b)3 C Clz,y]/(f) and write g + kf € (z — a,y — b)® for
k € Clz,y]. Then at the point (a,b), we have (g + kf), = (9 + kf)y = 0 and (g + kf)ea =

(9 + k?f):vy = (g + k?f)yy = 0, hence (g, + kfsz) = (gy + kfy) = 0 and (gzo + 2ksfo + kfzz) =
(gyy + 2ky fy + kfyy) = (ga:y + ko fy + kyfo + k?fmy) = 0. Hence we have

d—Q(yf —y ) - f5f$$ - 2fxfyfxy + fg?fyy ( gggm: - 2gxgygmy + gggyy)
g) = — — (=
dz? Vi 9y
1 fz Jr\2 9z 9z \2
= kfxx_Q_fx + (& f + g$x_2_gx +(—)7¢g
gy( ( 7, Jo (fy) yy) T ( g, 97 (gy) vy))
_ 1 fa fa 2 _
- _(_2kmfx+2_(kmfy+k5yf:v) _2(_) kyfy) =0
gy fy fy
at (a,b). Thus we obtain the assertion as the contraposition. O

Proof of Theorem[B. As we calculated in above, if %(a,a) # 0, then di(yf — Yr)|e=a = 0
Y T
dd—Q( )| # 0 hold. If inst d%( ) # 0, th i( )| = 0 and
an dr? Yf Yr)lz=a old. mstea or Q, & ) en dy Lf Tr)ly=a = an
d2

d—y2(xf — Z7)|y=a # 0. In both cases, Lemma [[L.T7] completes the proof. O

REMARK 1.18. Theorems [A] and [B] were initially observed for several examples in the study of
L-functions in [KMTTIY], as well as pointed out by [Bén20l, Remark 4.6]. Léo Bénard suggests
that we should consider representations of all twist knots as those of the Whitehead link. His
approach will be extensively discussed in our forthcoming work.

The following Corollaries of Theorem [B] and their proofs will play key roles in the study of
L-functions in Subsection [3:41

COROLLARY 1.19. Let the notation be as above, where y¢ is defined if (n, ) # (—1,1). For each
point (z,y) on the curve f(x,y) = 0 in a small neighborhood of the point («, «) corresponding
to a non-acyclic representation, define T = 7,(x,y¢(x)) = 7o (y(y),y). Then, we have

dr dr
T‘x:oz = T‘y:a =0, %‘x:a =Y, d_y‘y:a =0,
d*r  Or, & d? 2(3n — 1)?
—Z:L—(yf—yr), —T|x:a: ( - ) # 0,
dx Jy dx? da? (o —2)(na? — 2na — 1)?2
d’r o, d? d*r 2(3n — 1)2

5 = AL 32X f —%r), Toly=a = 0.
dy? Oz dy? (& —27) dy? v (@ —=2)((2n —1)a? 4+ (—4n +2)a + 1)? 7
Proof. The Leibniz rule for two variable function and Theorem [B] yield

dr d 01, | Orpdyy  Omy O1,/0x  dyy.  O1n dyy  dy,
dr den(x,yf(x))  dx Oy dz Oy (GTn/ay dx )= oy (

= 0.
dx dr ’ z=a

13
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Again by the Leibniz rule, the second derivatives of the equality 0 = 7,(x, y,(z)) of functions in
x is given by

d? 07, 1, dy, 1, dyr 5 O, d2y,
O - 5 T = — 2 —_— - - .
deT(m,y (z)) Ox2 + 0xdy dx + Oy? (dx) Oy dx?

By this equality and a similar calculation, we obtain

A>T d? 9%, 0%, dy [ 9%, dys.o Oy d?y ¢ Om d?
- 5 — 7 9 Tn\<d, = a3 95 2 5 5 A 7.9 — A 3.9 —Yr)
de? g2 @,y () Ox? - Oxdy dx — Oy? ( dx ) Oy dx? Oy dx? (wr = vr)
whose value at z = « is given by
2(na? —2na—1)  —Bn-1%*a+ala—2)(a—3) 2(3n — 1)2 40
(a+ 1a(a —2)?(a—3) (na? —2na—1)3 "~ (a—2)(na? —2na —1)2 ’
Similar calculations yield the equalities for xy and . O

COROLLARY 1.20. Any root of 7,(x,y¢(x)) and 7,(xf(y),y) is a root of k.

Proof. Let x = a be a root of 7,(x,ys(x)) and put 8 = y¢(«). Then we have f, (o, ) = 0 and
Tn(, B) = 0. Hence by Theorem [A] we have a« = 8 and = « is a root of ky(z). A similar
argument holds for 7,(zf(y),y). O

1.7 Tables and graphs

Here we attach the tables of our polynomials f,,(x, z), 7,(x, ), gn, hn, k, for |n| <5 and f,(x,y),
Tn(z,y) for |n| < 3.

n_| fn(@, @)
5 | —(x—1)(2* =2z — 1)(z* — 42 4+ 227 + 4o — 1)(2® — 82" + 202° — 8x° — 30z + 242” + 1227 — 8z — 1)
—4 (25 — 72° + 152 — 62° — 112? + 62 + 1)(2® — 52° + 5z + 62° — T2® — 22 + 1)
-3 —(z—1)(2* =3z + 1) (2® —x — 1) (z* — 42> + 2* + 62 + 1)
-2 (2® —42® + 32 +1)(2® — 222 —x + 1)
-1 —(z—1)(z* -2z 1)
0 1
1 z—1
2 —(z* =3z + 1)(2* —x—1)
3 (x —1)(z* — 2z — 1) (2* — 42® 4+ 22% + 4o — 1)
4 —(2® — 62* + 102 — 2? — 62 + 1)(2® — 4a* + 223 + 527 — 22 — 1)
5 (x —1)(2® — 42® 4+ 3z + 1) (2 — 227 — 2+ 1)(2® — 62° + 8z + 8% — 1322 — 62 + 1)
n || Tn (T, )
—5 [ =2(x —1)(z°> =3z + 1)(2” — 2z — 1)(2" —42® + 22 + 4z — 1)(2" = 32° —2° + 3z + 1)
—4 2(x — Da(x? — 2z — 2)(2® — 72® + 152" — 62° — 112% + 62 + 1)
-3 —2(2% =3z + 1)(2? —x — 1) (2 — 32 + 1)
-2 22 (x® — 4a® + 3z + 1)
~1 —2(z —1)
0 0
1 2
2 —2z(z? =3z + 1)
3 2(x — 1) (z? — 22 — 1)(2® — 322 + 1)
4 —2(x — Da(2? — 22 — 2)(2° — 62* + 102> — 2 — 62 + 1)
5 2(z? =3z +1)(z® —42® + 3z +1)(2® —22% —z 4+ 1)(2* = 32% — 2% + 3z + 1)

14
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kn

-5 (:vf1)(172721771)(x474x5+2x2+4x71)
—4 —a8 + 725 — 152 + 62 + 112> — 62 — 1
-3 —(? 73x+1)(x —z—1)

—2 2d— 42> + 3z +1

—1 r—1

0 —1

1 1

2 22 —3x+1

3 —(z—1)(z? =22 —1)

4 —2% + 62" — 102® + 2% + 62 — 1

5 (2® —42® + 32 +1)(2® — 22 —x + 1)

n_| gn | hn

—5 || —(a® — 827 +202° — 82° — 302" + 242 + 1227 — 8z — 1) | —(z — 1)(2® — 22 — 1)(2® — 42® + 227 + 42 — 1)
—4 —(2® — 52° + 52" + 62 — Ta? — 22 4+ 1) —(z — Vx(z? — 2z — 2)

-3 (x—1)(z* —4a® + 2> + 62+ 1) 3 — 322 +1

-2 2 =227 —x+1 T

-1 —(2*—2x-1) -1

0 -1 0

1 z—1 1

2 —(2® —x—1) —x

3 —(2* — 42® + 227 + 42 — 1) — (2% = 322 +1)

4 x® —da* +22% + 522 — 20 — 1 (x — Da(z? — 22— 2)

5 (z —1)(x® — 62° + 8x* + 823 — 132> — 62 + 1) (2 =3z 4+1)(z* —32% — 2> + 3z + 1)

n_|| fu(@,y)
-3 — (327 + 1)y + (32" + 827 — 5)y* — (xﬁ + 1327 — 627 — 4)y3
+(62° 4 112" — 2422 T 6)y? — (122°% — 162" — 227 + S)y + (82% — 202" + 122% — 1)
-2 vyt — 22 + )+ (2 4+5x273)y2 (4a* — 2% — 2)y + (4z* — 627 4+ 1)
~1 y? — (@ + Dy + (22° — 1)
0 1
1 y—1
2 y' — (@ + 1)y* + (32 - 2)y — (227 — 1)
3 v — (227 + Dy* + (2 4 627 — 4)y® — (5z* — 3)y® + (8z* — 112? + 3)y — (4o — 627 4 1)

n_| 7o (2,y)

=3 || —2(z%y — 227 —y® + 1)(2%y — 22° — 2%y + 227 — 2y + 2z + ¢y — 1)
-2 2(xy — 22° — 2y + 22% —xy? + a4+ y?)

~1 —2(z — 1)

0 0

1 2

2 —2(x Zy 222 +:cfy )

3 2(2%y — 222 —y* + 1)(2?y — 222 + 2 —y* + 1)

We also attach the graphs of f,(z,y) = 0 and 7,,(z,y) = 0 in R? for n = —3, -2,
drawn by Mathematica 12.0 [WR19], where the blue curves are f,(z,y)

=0.

curves are 7,(z,y)

-1,2,3
= 0 and the orange

15
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REMARK 1.21. We may observe in the tables and graphs above that

(i) fn(z,y) and 7,(z,y) have a common root only on z = y,
(ii) gn and h,, have no common root,
(iii) all roots of f,(x,z) and 7,(z,x) are real numbers,
)

(iv) fu(z,y) =0 and 7,,(z,y) = 0 have a common tangent line at every intersection point.

2. Characterization

2.1 (—3)-Dehn surgery
For a coprime pair of q1,q2 € Z, let Mg, ,,, denote the result of the ¢, /q2-Dehn surgery along
the twist knot J(2,2n). Then we have w1 (M, /q,) = (a,b|aw™ = w"b, a® (W"w")® = 1) for
W = ba~'b"'a, where the preferred longitude corresponding to a chosen meridian y = a is
Ao = wW"w" by [HS04] Section 2|. (Note that the longitude in [T'Y18] the inverse of this A,).
Theorem [ precisely states the following: Let p : 7w, := m(S® — J(2,2n)) — SLa(C) be
an irreducible representation of the twist knot group. Then trp(a) = trp(ab) holds if and only
if p factors through the group 71 (M_3) of (—3)-Dehn surgery, namely, there is a commutative
diagram

Tn f - SLy(C)

.

7T1(M,3)

16
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for the natural surjective homomorphism m,, — w1 (M_3).

The following remarks are due to several people:

REMARK 2.1. (1) If we consider J(—2,2n) instead, then the similar theorem holds for the 3-Dehn
surgeries.

(2) The twist knot J(2,2n) is hyperbolic iff n # 0, 1. For each n # 0, 1, the (—3)-Dehn surgery
is an exceptional surgery, that is, M_3 is not a hyperbolic manifold, and indeed is a small Seifert
fibered space [BW01, Theorem 1.1].

(3) Any irreducible metabelian SLy(C)-representation of any knot group lies on “z = 07
Proposition 1.1], hence factors through the 4-Dehn surgery. If an irreducible SLo(C)-
representation p of a twist knot factors through the 4-Dehn surgery, then p is a metabelian
representation [TY18) Lemma 2.13, Proposition 3.1].

2.2 Eigenvalues M and L

In this subsection, we prove Theorem [Cl Let p : m, — SL2(C) be an irreducible representation
with (tr p(a),tr p(ab)) = (x,y). Then up to conjugate we may assume

s = (5 )oom= (" )

with the matrix equality p(aw™) = p(w™b), which is equivalent to ®,(x,u) = 0 for the Riley
polynomial ®,,(x,u) € Z[x,u]. This p is called Riley’s representation. Here we have z = M+ M 1
and —u =y — 22+ 2 for x =trp(a) = M + M~" and y = tr p(ab), hence ®,(x,u) = f.(x,y).

L
—\o L
formula plays a key role in the proof of Theorem

Since p = a and A\, commute, we have p(\,) *1> for some L. The following cusp

(1—-M?)(1-1L)
L+ M2

ProprosITION 2.2 [HS04, Equality (5.9)]. We have u =

LEMMA 2.3. If p factors through 7 (M_3), then M + 1 # 0.

3
Proof. Suppose M = —1. Then we have p(\,) = p(a®) = <01 11> = <01 31>. On the other
0 —1
the cusp shape of J(2,2n). Hence we have (2u+4)/u =3, u =4, y=2?—u+2=4—-4+2=2,
and z = 22 — 2%y +2y — 2 = 4+ 8 +8 — 2 = 18. Now we may verify fo(—2,2) = f1(—2,2) = 1 and
that f,(—=2,2) = f_n41(—2,2) for n > 1 are increasing sequences, hence f,(—2,2) # 0 for any
n € Z. This implies that we have no such irreducible representation, hence contradiction. O

hand, [DHY09, Section 3.4.3] yields p(A\,) = <1 (2u+4)/u>, where ¢ = (2u +4)/u is called

LEMMA 2.4. If p factors through 71 (M_3) and satisfies x = y, then M* # 1.

Proof. Recall z(z,2) = —23 + 322 =2 = —(z — 1)(z? — 22 — 2).

IfM=1thenz=2,2=2, fo=f1 =1, and f, =2 for every n #£ 0, 1.

If M =—1, then x = -2, 2 = —18, fo =1, fi = =3, and fr41 + 18fn + frn_1 = 0.

If M = +y/—1, then v = +£2/—1, 2 = F8/—1+5, fo =1, fi = £V/—1 -1, and f,41 +
(£8V=1 =5) fn + fn1=0.

In each case it is easy to see f,, # 0, hence contradiction. U

17
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Proof of Theorem[d. If Riley’s irreducible representation p factors through m1(M_3), then we
have L = M3. We have u(L+M?) = uM?(M+1) and (1-M?)(1-L) = (1+M)(1-M)(1-M3) =
1+ MM*(M+M Y2 - (M+M1Y)-2) =1+ M)M?*2?—x—2). Since M +1 # 0 by
Lemma 23] Proposition yields u = 22 —x — 2. By —u = y — 2> 4+ 2, we obtain y — z = 0.
2 2

Conversely, suppose z = y. Proposition yields L = %—:M]\T(*) Note that
w4+ 1 — M? # 0, since otherwise we have 1 — M? — M?u = u+ 1 — M? = 0, which yields
M* = 41, violating Lemma 24l Since u = 22 —x —2 = M? + M—2 — M — M~', we have
1-M?> —M*u=M3QA-M-M?P'+M2?)andu+1-M?>=(1-M-M"*'+M?2).
Hence (%) yields L = M3. Since p(a) and p(\,) commute, these two matrices are simultaneously
diagonalizable. Therefore L = M3 implies p(a)® = p(\,), hence p factors through 71 (M_3). O

2.3 Doubly-indexed polynomials

This subsection is optional. We introduce a doubly-indexed Chebyshev-like polynomials 0, ,, €
Z|z,y] and give an alternative proof for the only if part of Theorem [C] which is clearly workable
over 7Z, hence over a field with positive characteristic.

Recall A\, = w"w™. Put 0,5, = O n(z,y) = tr a S € 7

[z,y] for m,n € Z. Then we
have 0,41,n — 20mn + dm—1,n = 0 and 0y, py1 — 20 n + Oy n—1 = 0 for every m,n € Z.
x)?

PROPOSITION 2.5. We have 0, ,(7,2) — 2 = (z — 2)(z + 1)? f(x, for every n € Z.

Proof. Assume z = y. A direct calculation of Riley’s representation (or only of the trace relations)
yields 999 —2 = ( — 2)(z + 1)? and 911 — 2 = (2 — 2)(z + 1)?(z — 1)%. Put D¢ = 00,0 — 2. Then
we in addition have 919 =091 = #(z —1)(2%2 — 2 — 1), hence an induction yields 0, n+1 = Ont1.
for every n € Z. Suppose that the equality 0, (7, 2) — 2 = (7 — 2)(x + 1)% f(z, 2)? holds for
m = n — 1,n. By the Chebyshev recurrence formula, we have
On+lnt+l = 200 nt1 — On—1ntl
= 2(2m — Opn—1) — (#0n—1n — Op—1n—1)
= 2%V — 220001 + V11,
hence
Vngingt — 2= 2"(Oppn —2) — 22051 + Op-1,0-1 — 2) + 22°
= 22D f2 + Dof2; —22(0ppn-1—2). QD
On the other hand, we have
Dofar1=Do(zfn = fa-1)?
= 2*Dofi +Dofr1 = 2:D0fufu-1. - @
Now it suffices to show D¢ fp, fn—1 = -1 — 2. ---(3) We have
vog—z=a(z—1)@? -z —1)— (—2® +322 —=2) = (z — D) (z + 1)} (= — 2) = Do f1fo.
Again by induction, we have

Onn—1=20n—1,n—1 — On—2n—1

2(Dofi 1 +2) — (Dofu-1fn-2+2)
=Do(2fn-1— fa—2)fn-1+2
=Dofnfn-1+ 2,
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hence (3) holds. Thus by (1) and (2), we obtain dp41,511 — 2 = Do f2,;.

The similar argument also proves that the equalities for m = n,n+1 yields that for m = n—1.
Thus we obtain the formula for every n € Z. O

Alternative partial proof of Theorem [ If a representation p is not on the line x = 2, then both
p(a) and p(\,) = p(w"w™) have two distinct eigenvalues. Since a and A\, = W"w"™ commute, these
two matrices are simultaneously diagonalizable. Hence p(a=3)\,) = I if and only if tr p(a=3)\,) =
2, namely, 0, (z,y) =0 at (x,y) = (tr p(a), tr p(ad)). Since each root of f,(x,xz) = 0 corresponds
to an irreducible SLo(C)-representation on x = y of 7, by Proposition [[L4 Proposition2.3] yields
the assertion. O

We remark that this assertion was initially proved by the first author by using Riley’s explicit
representation and the formula A" = S,,(tr A)A — S,,—1(tr A)I5 for any A € SLy(C) and n € Z

[Tral6, Porposition 2.4].

2.4 A characterization

We further address the characterization of non-acyclic representations and prove Theorem [D]
that is, irreducible SLa(C)-representations of J(2,2n) on x = y are non-acyclic if and only if
p(a=tw™) is of order 3. We suppose z = y throughout this subsection.

Proof of Theorem [D. Define a Chebyshev-like sequence by ¢, = tra™'w" € Z[z]. Then we have
co =c1 =z and ¢, = (S, (2) —Sp—1(2)). As in the proof of Proposition [[L9 by Lemmas[[.6]and
L7 we have z # 42, 1 —x =t -+t ! for some t € C*, and S,,(2) = (t3" —t737) /(t3 —t3), so that
we have ¢, = (1—75—75_1)((753”—t_3n)—(t?’n_g—t_3n+3))/(t3—t_3) _ _(tSn—l +t_(3n_1)+1)(7§+ 1)‘
Recall that roots of f,,(x,z) corresponds to t’s with t3"~! = £1, while non-acyclic representations
correspond to those with 3"~ = 1. If t37~1 = 41, then ¢, = F1.

Suppose that x is a root of f,(x,z). Then we have det(p(a~'w") — Iy) # 0. Indeed, if
det(p(a—tw™) — I) = 0, then by a general property of SLs, we have tr(p(a=*w") — I5) = 0, hence
¢, = 2, contradicting ¢, = +1. Note in addition that each A € SLj satisfies A2 —(tr A)A+1, = O.
Now we obtain the following equivalence:

p(a=tw™) is of order 3 = pla=tw™)? = Iy and p(a=tw") # I

> (pla”'w") = B)(p(a™ w")? + pla™w") + ) = O and p(a™'w") # I

= pla™tw™)? + pla™tw™) + I = O = trp(a™tw™) +1=0 = = -1

Therefore, irreducible representations on o = y with ordp(a~!w™) = 3 are exactly those which
are non-acyclic. O

REMARK 2.6. We indeed have ¢, + 1 = (z + 1)kpk_p41.

REMARK 2.7. Sometimes the image of a non-acyclic representation of a twist knot is isomorphic
to a von Dyck group, that is, the fundamental group of a Brieskorn manifold (cf. [Mil75, [KY16]).
Since the image of representations are of interest also in the study of Galois deformation theory,
Theorem D would give a new clue in arithmetic topology.

3. L-functions of universal deformations

In this section, we will give a complete answer to the Problem in the Introduction for twist knots.
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3.1 Twisted invariants

In this subsection, we overview the theory of Reidemeister torsions and twisted Alexander in-
variants, that will be used in our argument. A basic reference is [Hil12, Chapters 3, 6].

3.1.1 Reidemeister torsions Let R be any integral domain with the fraction field frR and let
= denote the equality up to multiplication by units in R. For a finitely generated free R-module
M with two bases b = (b;); and ¢ = (¢;);, let [b/c] = det(p;;);; denote the determinant of the
change of bases b; = Zj pijcj. Let Cy = (0 = O, U Cq 9 Co — 0) be a finitely generated
free R-complex with a fixed basis ¢, and suppose that C, is acyclic, that is, H.(Cyx ®g frR) =0
holds. Let b; be a basis of 9;11C;11 C C; for each i and let El-,l be a lift of b;_1 in C;. Then the
Reidemeister torsion of (Cy, ¢, ) is defined by

7(Cy,0) = H[[’z’ Ugiq/ti](*l)iﬂ € R,
i
which is independent of the choice of b,. If instead C\ is non-acyclic, then we put 7(Cl,c,) = 0.
This torsion 7(Cy, ¢,) is multiplicative with respect to extensions [Whi50) Mil66]:

LEMMA 3.1. Let 0 — A, — C, — B, — 0 be an exact sequence of finitely generated acyclic free
R-complexes with compatible bases a., ¢, by, that is, we have ¢, = a, U b, for a lift b, of b,.

Then we have 7(Cy, ¢,) = 7(Ax, a,)7(Bx, by).

Suppose in addition that R is a Noetherian UFD. The divisorial hull a of an ideal a of R
is defined to be the intersection of all the principal ideals containing a. For a finitely generated
torsion R-module M, the order is defined to be a generator of the divisorial hull Fitt (M) of the
Fitting ideal. We have the following equality [Tur86]:

LEMMA 3.2. If C, is acyclic, then we have 7(C.) =[], ord(H;(C,)) =D

3.1.2 Twisted invariants Let K be a knot in S? with the exterior X = S — K and the group
7 =m(X). Let 7 = (a1, -+ ,aq4 | 71,--- ,r9—1) be a Wirtinger presentation and let W denote
the associated 2-dimensional CW-complex with a natural basis w,. Note that X is an Eilenberg-
MacLane space K (7, 1), namely, m(X) = 7 and m;(X) = 1 for ¢ > 1 holds, and indeed X is
simply homotopic to W by Waldhausen [Wal78]. The universal cover W — W admits a natural
left m-action and may be identified with the following finitely generated free Z[r]-complex

C, = (0 Z[x]9 ' B Z[x]? B z[x] — 0)

called the Lyndon exact sequence (cf. Sections 4,5]), where each element is viewed as a
column vector, the presentation matrix of d, is the Jacobian matrix P = (%)i,j € Mg,g—1(Z[r])
given by the Fox free derivatives, and that of 01 is (a; — 1); € My 4(Z[r]). Let p:m— GLy(R)
be a representation with N € Z~( and let V, denote the right representation space, namely, the
set V, = RN of column vectors with a right m-action via the transpose of p. Then the complex
with local coefficients is defined by C, . :=V, @] C..

The Reidemeister torsion of CW-complex is known to be an invariant of simple homotopy
by Whitehead [Whi50], so that we only need to care about the choice of a basis. We choose a
basis w, of C, which is a lift of tv, and a basis 6,,,* of C), « consisting of the tensor products of
elements of 1, and the standard basis {ey,--- ,en} of V,. If we change the order of the basis,
then 7,(C), ., W, ) is multiplied by +1. If we change the choice of a lift 1o, then 7,(C, ., 10,,) is
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multiplied by det p(g) for some g € 7. Thus the Reidemeister torsion 7,(X) = 7(C)«) of (X, p)
is defined up to multiplication by elements of 4+ Imdet p.

Note that V, @z Z[r] = RY. Let p also denote the linearly extended map p : My (Z[r]) —
My (Mn(R)) = Mgn,n(R). Then the presentation matrix of d» and 0y of C, . are given by
p((0r;/0ai)i ;) € Mgg—1(Mn(R)) and p((z; — 1);) € Mi,¢(Mn(R)) respectively. For each 1 <
k < g, let pr denote the k-th row of P, and P, the square matrix obtained from P by deleting
Pr. Put A, = (0= 0 = Z[r] 5" Z[x] — 0) and ¢’ = (0 — Z[x]9' 2 Z[x)9~1 = 0 — 0). By
taking V,®@z(;], we obtain an exact sequence

0=V, Qz[x] A — Cp7* -V, Qz[x] Ci — 0.

If det p(xy — 1) # 0, then V, ®z; Ax is acyclic, and so is V, @z C;. We may verify that
T(V, @gpr) Ax) = det p(ay, — 1)1 and 7(V,, @z CL) = det p(Pr), so that Lemma B yields the
following explicit formula (cf. [Johl).

det p(P%)

———— in frR* and
dot plag — 1) in frR* an

LEMMA 3.3. For each 1 < k < g, the equalities 7(Cp 4, 10,.) =

o (X) = det p(P%)

= in frR*/ 4+ Imdet p hold.
P E— in frR*/ +Imdet p ho

REMARK 3.4. In our study of SLs-representations of twist knots, we start with the basis to
given by a fixed Wirtinger presentation. We then choose a lift w, = ((w,;);)«, which makes no

ambiguity since det SLy = 1, and put W, 1= (0.1 ® €1, Wy1 ® €2, Wio ® €1, Wio @ €3, -+ ).
~ det p(P,
Thus we may write 7, = 7(C) «,10, ) and we have 7, = pi(k) in frR*. Our convention
’ ’ det p(z), — 1)

essentially coincides with that in [Tral6]. The relationship among several conventions is clarified
in [DEJI2] Section 2.8].

The Tieze argument also shows without using the simple homotopy theory that the ambiguity
of 7, due to the choice of basis is given by +Imdet p (cf. [Wad94]).

The twisted homology is defined as that with local coefficient, so that we have an isomorphism
H.(X,p) = H,(C,). Since X is an Eilenberg-MacLane space, the augmented complex of W may
be regarded as the following standard free resolution

Fo= 0=z Bz S z[x] ¥ 7 — 0)

of Z over Z[r] given by the Fox free derivative (cf. [Bro94, Proposition 1.4.2, Exercise I1.5.2(b)])
and that of C, . coincides with V, @z, Fi, yielding an isomorphism H. (X, p) = H.(m, p).

3.1.3 Alexander invariants For a representation p : 7 — GLy(R) and an abelianization
map « : ™ — tZ < GL1(Z[t?]) = +t%, the tensor representation p ® o : 7 — GL(R" ®z
Z[t?]) = GL,(R[t?]) is defined, extending to p ® a : Z[x] — M, (R[t?]). By Lemma B3] the
twisted invariant introduced by Lin and Wada in [Lin01, [Wad94] coincides with the Reidemeister
torsion 7,(t) = T,gq(X) and is well-defined up to multiplication by elements of £Imdet p® o =

+tZImdet p (cf. [Kit96]).

Let X — X denote the Z-cover corresponding to Ker a. Then Shapiro’s lemma yields the
natural isomorphisms

Hl(XOO’ Vp) = HZ(X’ Vp®a) = Hi(ﬂ-ap ® Oé) = HZ'(KGI‘OZ,p)
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of R[t%]-modules for each i. The orders A,;(t) € R[t?]/R[t?]* of these modules are called the
i-th twisted Alexander polynomials. By Lemma [B2] we have

7p(t) = Dy (t)/Dpo(t) in frRIE"]/RIE")
(cf. [KL99, Theorem 4.1], [HLNO6L Theorem 11|, [SW09, Proposition 3.6]).

Since p® a(g)|i=1 = p(g) for any g € 7, Lemma B3 for 7,(X) and T,gq(X) = 7,(t) yield that
Tp(1) = 7,(X). We have 7,(X) = A,1(1)/A,0(1) in frR, where we see that A, ;(1) is the order
of H;(X, p) for each i.

3.2 Residual representations

In this subsection, we study SLs-representations of twist knots over a finite field F' with char-
acteristic p > 2 and prove a version of Theorem [Al In what follows, a residual represen-
tation means an SLg(F)-representation, since we will consider its deformations later. Recall
7 = (a,b|aw™ = w"b), w = [a,b"'] = ab~'a~'b. Since Le’s argument in [Le93] and the proof
of Proposition [[4] are clearly applicable to the case over a field with positive characteristic,
the character variety over F' has the same defining polynomial. Namely, we have the following
assertion.

PROPOSITION 3.5. Let F be an algebraic closure of F. Then the SLy(F)-character variety of 7, is
given by (22 —y—2) fu(x,y) = 0. Each conjugacy class of irreducible representations corresponds
to each point on f,(z,y) = 0 with 22 —y — 2 # 0.

A residual representation is said to be absolutely irreducible if it is irreducible over an algebraic
closure F' of F'. The following assertion is fundamental if we work over a finite field, and especially
if we are interested in the rationality.

PROPOSITION 3.6. There is a bijection between the set Rep(my,, F')ai.// SLa(F') of the conjugacy
classes of absolutely irreducié]e representations p : m, — SLy(F') and the set Ch(m,, F),;. of
regular F-rational points (@, ) of fn(x,y) = 0 with 22 —y — 2 # 0.

Proof. If F is replaced by an algebraic closure I of F, then the assertion is obtained by Ri-
ley’s representation [Ril85, Lemma 7], as well as it follows from a general result [Nak00, The-
orem 6.18]. The Skolem—Noether theorem yields a natural injection Rep(my,, F)ai.// SLa(F) —
Rep(7,, F)i.// SLa(F) into the set of conjugacy classes of irreducible representations over F. A
straight forward argument with use of the Hilbert Satz 90, that is, H'(F,SLy(F)) = 1 (cf. [Ser79,

Chapter X]) yields the surjectivity of the composite
Rep(7p, F)asi /) SLa(F) = Rep(mn, F)i. // SLa(F) S F/F) 5 Ch(r, F)as

(cf. [Fuk98| Lemma 2.3.1], [HarIll Proof of Theorem 1.1]). We remark that the assertion indeed
holds for a more general setting over any field with trivial Brauer group (cf. [MarI6l, Proposition
3.4)). O

The calculation of Reidemeister torsion in [Tral6] and Kitano’s result in [Kit96] are also
applicable to this case, so that we have the following assertion.

PROPOSITION 3.7. If p : m, — SLa(F) satisfies trp(a) = x,tr p(ab) = y, then the Reidemeister
torsion is given by 15(S® — J(2,2n)) = 7,(z,y), where we regard that the value is zero if p is
non-acyclic.
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Each common zero of f,(z,y) and 7, (x,y) with 22 —y — 2 # 0 corresponds to each absolutely
irreducible non-acyclic residual representation. Recall that &, (z) is the greatest common divisor
of fu(x,z) and 1,(z, x) over Z.

PROPOSITION 3.8. Let —1 # @ € F be a root of k,,. Then (&, @) is a regular F-rational point of
fo(z,y) = 0.

Proof. The condition for p to be abelian is @ — 2@ — 2 = 0, that is, @ = —1,2. By Corollary
[LI3] we have k,(2) = +1 # 0, hence we just assume @ # —1.
As calculated in Subsection [[L6] the partial derivatives at (@, @) are given by

%(a 5) = 2((2n — 1)@ + (—4n + 2)a + 1) %(a 5) = 2(na® — 2na — 1)
or =T @rna@-2@-3 o "%~ @+ a@-2)@-93)
and they indeed belong to Z[a].
. . . Ofn — —  Ofn,_ _
Suppose that (@, @) is a singular point, so that we have a—(a,a) = a—(a,a) = 0. Then
€z Y

(2n—1)a?+ (—4n+2)a+1=0 3n—1=0
we have { na? — 9ma — 1 = 0 , hence @-3)@+1)=0 " However, by sub-
tituti ! eF btai " (@, @) 8fh(““) 2 hich d t vanish if
stituting n = = we obtain — (@, @) = —=——(a,@) = ———, which does not vanish i
EN=3 s az By 3a(@—2)’
o = —1, 3. Hence contradiction, and we obtain the assertion. ]

The following assertion is a version of Theorem [Al

ProOPOSITION 3.9. Every absolutely irreducible non-acyclic residual representation corresponds
to a root of k,, in F.

Proof. Let (x,3) be a common zero of f,(x,y) =0 and 7,(z,y) = 0 in F2. Recall the argument
of Lemmal[l6l By a similar argument, we have n # 0,1 in F. If z = 2, then we have 22 —y—2 =0
and the point (z,y) corresponds to an abelian representation. If z = —2 and n is even, then we

have z = 0 and 2z + 2 = —;, which is contradiction. If z = —2 and n is odd, then we have
n

2 1 (3n —1)2

= (——,—) and 2=—-—"=
that we have = y = 3 in F. In this case, by Corollary [LT3] k,(3) = £ = 0 holds. The
rest of the assertion with z # 42 is obtained in a similar manner to the proof of Lemmas [[.Gl

[77 and Propositions [I.8], O

which do not contradict if and only if 3n —1 =0, so

3n—1

Proposition 3.9] yields that all common zeros of f,(z,y) and 7,(z,y) on z = y are still given
by Proposition [[L9] and are exactly given as long as the values belong to F. Note that each
f € F[[X]] may be uniquely written in the form f = p" X®u, where r € Qxg, s € Z>g, and u is a
unit in F[[X]]. The following lemma is obtained similarly to Corollary

0
LEMMA 3.10. Suppose %(a, @) # 0, so that Hensel’s lemma for f,(x,y) € F[[z — a]][y| yields
Y
the implicit function §;(x) € F[[z — @l] around (@, @), and put T = 7,(2,7(v)) € F[[x —a]].
Then 7 = 0 holds only at x = @. Especially, T is not a constant.
0
Suppose instead %(a, @) # 0, so that T¢(y) € F[[y—al]| is defined and put 7 = 7(T¢(y),y) €
x

Ol[ly — @]]. Then a similar result holds.
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3.3 Universal deformations

In this subsection, we study universal deformations of absolutely irreducible residual representa-
tions of twist knots, whose definitions were given in the introduction. We fix a finite field F' with
characteristic p > 2 and a CDVR O with the residue field F'. For each local ring R, let mp denote
the maximal ideal. Representations p, p’ over a local ring R are said to be strictly equivalent if
they are conjugate to each other and their images via modmp coincide. A map satisfying the
SLo-trace relations is called a pseudo-representation, which was initially introduced by Wiles and

Taylor for GLy and GL,, (cf. [MTTUIT, Section 1], [KMTTIS8|, Subsection 1.1]). The following

assertions due to Nyssen and Carayol play key rolls in our argument. Let 7 be any group.

LeEmMA 3.11 Theorem 1]. Let R be a Henselian separated local ring with the maximal
ideal mp and the residue field F'. If there are a pseudo-representation T : m — R of degree two
and an absolutely irreducible representation p : m — GLo(F) with trp = T modmpg, then there
is a representation p : m — GLa(R) with tr p = T, which is unique up to strict equivalence.

LeEMMA 3.12 [Car94, Theorem 1]. Let p,p : @ — GL,(R) be representations over a local ring
R with the residue field F'. If the residual representation p mod mp is absolutely irreducible and
trp = trp’ holds, then p and p' are equivalent.

The following lemma is a corollary of [KMTTIS8, Theorem 2.2.4].

LeEMMA 3.13. Let p : m, — SLa(F) be an absolutely irreducible residual representation.

If o € O is a lift of @ = trp(a) and p : 7, — SLa(O|[x — «]]) is a deformation of p with
trp(a) = x, then p is a universal deformation of p.

Similarly, if 8 € O is a lift of 8 = trp(ab) and p : 7, — SLa(O[[y — B]]) is a deformation of p
with tr p(ab) = y, then p is a universal deformation of p.

Universal deformations for twist knots are given by the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 3.14. Let (o, 3) € O? be a zero of f,(z,y) € Z[x,y] and suppose that the image
_ 0 _

(@,B) € F? is a regular F-rational point of f,(x,y) = 0, that is, we have ﬁ(a,ﬁ) £ 0 or

Ox
%‘fn( ,B) # 0in F. If %‘fn( ,B) # 0, then the residual representation p at (@, 3) admits a
Y Y

universal deformation p : m, — SLa(R) with R = O[[z — «]]. If instead 8fn
x

it does with R = Ol[y — f]].
fn

(@,8) # 0, then so

Ofn

Proof. If —="(a,3) # 0 in F, then we have —(a,ﬂ) # 0 in O, and Hensel’s lemma for
Ay

fulz,y) € O[[x — of][y] yields a unique element ys(x) € Oz — a]] satisfying ys(o) = 8 and
f(x,y¢(x)) = 0. Define a map T : m, — O[[z — a]] by T'(a) = z, T'(ab) = y¢(x), and the SLo-
trace relations. (This map T may be directly proved to be the universal pseudo-representation
of trp over Oz — «]].) By Lemma B.I1] there exists a deformation p : m, — SLa(O[[x — a]])
over O of p, which is unique up to strict equivalence. Now Lemma [BI3] yields that this p is a
universal deformation over O of p.

fn( .B) # 0, then we have z(y) € O[ly — B]] satisfying z;(8) = « and
f(x¢(y),y)) =0, yielding the existence of a universal deformation p : m, — SL2(Olly — f]]). O

If instead

The proposition above slightly strengthen [KMTTIS, Corollaries 4.3, 4.4] by removing the
assumption of the existence of a deformation over O[[z — ).
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Now we recall the relationship between universal deformations and Riley’s universal repre-
sentation. For each (z,y) € O? with f,(z,y) = 0, Riley’s representation at (z,y) over a quadratic
extension of O is given by

x+ V2 —4 i T+ Va2 —4 0
R(\ _ D) Ry _ 9
p(a) vz _—al P (b) ) x—Var2—4
0 —y (2 —y—-2) ———

(cf. [RiI85, Lemma 7]). This p may be regarded a function over the curve f,(z,y) = 0 and is
called Riley’s universal representation.

Suppose again (o, 3) € O? with f,,(«a, ) = 0 such that a residual representation p at the image
(@, B) € F? is absolutely irreducible. If %(5, B) # 0, then by putting y = y(z) € O[[z — af],
Y

this pf* may be regarded as that over a quadratic extension of O[[z — a]]. Since trp® is a
deformation of trp over O[[xz — a]], by Theorems of Nyssen and Carayol, this p? is equivalent to
some deformation p of p over O[[z — «]], which is indeed a universal deformation of p over O by

Lemma B.131

Now recall that the Reidemeister torsion is an invariant of conjugacy classes of representa-
tions. Since the explicit calculation of Reidemeister torsion with use of the Fox free derivative is
compatible with putting y = y¢(z), we see that 7, is the image of 7,(x,y) via the natural map
Olz,y] = O[lz — o];y — ys(x) given by Hensel’s lemma.

O fn

If instead —— (v, 8) # 0, then we similarly obtain a universal deformation p over O[[y — S]]
T

so that 7, is the image of 7,(x,y) via Olz,y] = Olly — Bll;z — x¢(y).

PROPOSITION 3.15. Let the notation be as in Proposition 314 If y¢(x) is defined, then we have
Tp = Tn(z,yf(x)) € O[lx — o]]. If x4(y) is defined, then we have 7, = ,(xf(y),y) € O[ly — B]].

3.4 Non-trivial L-functions of twist knots

In this subsection, we determine all residual representations with non-trivial L-functions, as
well as determine the L-function themselves. Let F' and O be as in the previous section and
let p: m, — SLa(F') be an absolutely irreducible residual representation admitting a universal
deformation p : m, — SLa2(R) over O.

PROPOSITION 3.16. The 1st homology group Hi(m,, p) is a finitely generated torsion R-module,
hence the L-function L, is defined.

Ofn
dy
a universal deformation p : m, — SL2(O[[x — «]]), where O[[z — «]] is a Noetherian integral
domain. In addition, for any deformation a € O of @, there exists a unique deformation 5 € O
of 3 satisfying f,(,3) = 0. By Theorem [A] over an algebraic closure of frO, for all but finitely
many such a, we have 7,(«, 8) # 0, that is, a deformation p : m, — SLo(O) at («, ) is acyclic
and A, (1) # 0 holds. Hence we may take o such that p is acyclic. We may further assume
det(p(a) — Iz) =2 —trp(a) =2 —a # 0. Now [KMTTIS, Theorem 3.2.4] yields that Hy(p) is a

f"( ,B) # 0, then a similar argument
ox

Proof. Suppose that 7 corresponds to a point (@) € F2. If —"(a,3) # 0, then we have

finitely generated torsion Ol[x — a]]-module. If instead

holds. Hence we obtain the assertion. O

Note that in the proof above we used the existence of an acyclic deformation of p. To the
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contrary, we will later use a non-acyclic deformation in the calculation of the L-function.
As we remarked in the introduction, the L-function L, is defined to be the order A, (1) of
Hl (Trn’ p) .

REMARK 3.17. These L-functions L, = A, 1(1) may be seen as infinitesimal SLy-analogues of the
classical Alexander polynomials. Perhaps one may think that the L-function should be defined
to be A, 1(t), instead of A, 1(1). However, since the Alexander parameter ¢ may be seen as that
of universal deformation of 1-dimensional trivial representation, it is natural only to consider the
SLy-deformation parameters.

The description at the end of Subsection B.] yields the following equality.

PROPOSITION 3.18. We have L, = 7,A,0(1) in R.

Noting in addition that we have 75 = 7, modmg in F, Lemma B.I0 yields the following
assertion.

PROPOSITION 3.19. The following conditions are equivalent: (i) p is acyclic, (that is, 7, # 0,) (ii)
Tp =1, (ili) L, = Apo(1). If L, = 1, then p is acyclic.

Here is a basic tool to investigate the L-functions in O[[X]] = O[[x — «]] or O[[y — «]].

LEMMA 3.20 p-adic Weierstrass preparation theorem, [NSWO08, Theorem 5.3.4]. Fach f(X) €
O[[X]] may be uniquely written in the form f(X) = p"g(X)u(X), where r € Qs¢, u(X) € O[[X]]
is a unit in O[[X]], and g(X) = X* + (lower terms) € O[X] is a Weierstrass polynomial, that is,
a polynomial satistying g(X) — X*® € mp[X].

PROPOSITION 3.21. If p is non-acyclic, then we have A, (1) = 1, hence L, = 1, # 1 holds.

Proof. We have 7, = (a,b | r) with 7 = aw"b~'w™™. Put V, = R? and consider the right -

action via the transpose of p. The Lyndon exact sequence gives the twisted complex 0 — V %

V2 4V - 0 with Oy = (p(%), p(%)) and 0; = (p(a) — I2, p(b) — I2) defining H;(m,, p). Note

that A, (1) is the GCD of the 2-minors of 0y, so that it divides 2—tr p(a) = (2—a)—(tr p(a)—c).
In the residual field F', we have k, (@) = 0, while Corollaryl. I3l yields £, (2) = 1. Hence @ # 2,
|2 —al, > 1 (indeed = 1), and 2 — tr p(a) is a unit in R, hence so is A, o(1). Now Propositions
BI8 BI% yield L, = 7, # 1. O

PROPOSITION 3.22. Suppose that p is acyclic. Then L, is non-trivial if and only if trp(a) = 2
in F' holds. In this case, if R = O[[x — o], then we have L, = x — 2. If instead R = O[[y — f]],
then we have L, = x¢(y) —2 or L, = /x(y) — 2, where the latter holds if and only if we have

z(y) =2 € Olly — fAl.
Proof. Suppose R = O[[z — «]]. Recall that L, = A, (1) and that A, (1) is the GCD of the

Vai—1
2-minors of (p(a) — I, p(b) — I2), which is calculated to be that of 2 — z and (Hix -

2
D(—u—1) = =z — 2#@ + 1) in O[[z — a]]. Since Vo —2 & Fl[z — 2], we have

VZ —2 ¢ O[[z —al], hence L, = z —2 in O[[z — o]]. We have z — 2 # 1 if and only if trp(a) = 2
in F holds. If instead R = Ol[y — f]], then by regarding # = x¢(y), a similar argument yields
the assertion. O
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REMARK 3.23. A lift pfol : mp, — SLa(C) of the holonomy representation may be regarded as
that over the ring of S-integers of a number field. As proved by W. P. Thurston [Thu80], such
pfol is parabolic, that is, we have tr p(a) = 2. We wonder if we always have L, =2 —2or y — 3
for the residual representations of pi; (cf. Example B.28).

By Propositions 3.19, B.2T] 3:22] all residual representations with non-trivial L-functions are
determined. The following lemma connects Theorem [Bl (the common tangent property) to the
property of the L-functions.

LEMMA 3.24. Let a € O be a root of k, with the image & in F' and let p be a residual repre-
O fn
dy
y¢(x) € O[lx — o] and there is a universal deformation p : m, — SLa(O[[x — o]]). Then we
have L, = (z — «)? x (other divisors). In addition, L, is monic, that is, L, = g holds for some
Weierstrass polynomial g.

sentation at (@, @). Suppose (@, @) # 0, so that Hensel’s lemma yields the implicit function

Suppose instead %(a, @) # 0. Then the similar holds for L, € O[[y — a]].
Y

0
Proof. Suppose %(a, @) # 0. By Propositions 3.9 B3l B21] p is non-acyclic and we have
Y

L, = 7(x,y¢(x)). Since the partial derivatives of f,,(x,y) and 7,(z,y) are polynomials in Z[z, y],
the calculations in Subsection [[L6 and especially Corollary still hold for y;(z) € O[[x — o]].
2(na? — 2na — 1)

0, then L, € Ollz — satisfies
G+ )a@—2)@—3) # 0, then L, € O[[z — o] satisfies
dL d*L 2(3n — 1)

Lp’a::a = —p‘x:a = 7—2p’m:a = ( B) ) B) 7é 0.
dx dx (a —2)(na? — 2na — 1)

Now recall Lemma Since 7 (x) € F[[x — ] is the image of ys(z) € Offx — of], T =

(2,7 (7)) € Fllr — o]] is the image of L, = 7n(z,y(x)). Since T # 0, L, is not divisible by p,
that is, L, is monic in O[[z — a]].

Namely, if %_J;n(a, a) =

: Ofn — . 2(2n—1)a%+ (—4n+2)a+1) .
If instead %(a,a) = @+ a@—2)@—3) # 0, then L, € O[[y — o] satisfies
L _d&| B d2Lp| B 2(3n — 1) 40
PIZE T dy 7% 7 dy2 T (a—2)((2n — Da2 + (—4n + 2)a + 1)2 '
A similar argument yields that L, is monic in O[[y — «]]. O

The following theorem is a full version of Theorem E, determining the L-function of all
non-acyclic p’s.

THEOREM 3.25. Let I’ be a finite field with characteristic p > 2 and let O be a CDVR with
the residue field F. Let p : m, — SLo(F') be an absolutely irreducible non-acyclic representation
corresponding to a root @& of ky, in F' and suppose that O contains a root « of k, such that « is
a lift of &.

If %(a, @) # 0, so that p admits a universal deformation p : 7, — SLa(Ol[x — «]]) over O,
Y

then the L-function satisfies L, = ky(z)? in O[[x — «]]. If p{ 3n — 1, then @ is always a single
root of ky, and L, = (x — «)? holds. If p | 3n — 1, then the multiplicity of @ may be m > 1, so
that there are exactly m distinct lifts a; = «, -+ , a4y, of @ that are roots of k, in an extension
of O, and Ly = [],cicp(® — a;)? holds.
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If instead %(a, @) # 0 so that p admits a universal deformation p : m, — SL2(O[[y — &]]),
x

then the L-function satisfies L, = ky(y)? in O[ly — «]], and the similar formulas hold. If both of
%(a, @) # 0 and %(a, @) # 0 hold, then the L-functions in O|[x — «]] and Ol[y — (]| coincide
€ Y

viax =y.

Proof. If @ is a root of k,, in F' with multiplicity m, then by taking a larger O if necessary, we

may assume that it lifts to distinct m roots ay = a, - -+ , auy, of ky, in O. Suppose 8—”(6, @) # 0,
Y

so that Hensel’s lemma yields the implicit function yy,(x) € O[[x — ;)] around each lift (cy, o).

We have |(z —a;) — (z — a)|, < 1, hence O[[z — a]] = O[[x — «]] for each i. A standard argument

of Newton’s method (cf. [Eis95, Theorem 7.3]) yields that ys;(x)’s are the same elements in
Ollz — o]]. By Lemma B.20, L, = 7,(x,y¢(z)) € [[x — o] vanishes only at roots § of k, with
|8 —al, <1, that is, 8 = a1, -+ , . By Lemma B24] we obtain L, = [[;,(z — a;)? = kn(2)>.
fn
ox
REMARK 3.26. (1) As mentioned in the introduction, there is a remarkable analogy between
Thurston’s hyperbolic deformation theory and Hida—Mazur’s Galois deformation theory. Al-
though non-acyclic representations factor through exceptional Dehn surgeries (Remark 211 (2)),
our representations are still in an analogy with p-ordinary representations in the sense of [MTOT].
Indeed, since the peripheral subgroup D of a knot group is abelian, the restriction p|p of a knot

)8’ X*1> for some character x,. Thus our work
p

lives in the complement of the previous scope in an extended whole picture, that would be
described in future.

The case with (@, @) # 0 may be treated similarly. O

group representation is always equivalent to

(2) For a lift of the holonomy representation, we have a geometric analogue of Iwasawa main
conjecture Rx(z,p) = A,(2)? in C[[2]] due to Sugiyama [Sug09], where Rx(z,p) is the
Ruelle-Selberg zeta function of geodesics in the analytic side and A,(2) is the Alexander invariant
in the algebraic side. His argument is based on Fried’s work [Fri86]. We wonder how it would be
like if we establish its analogue in our situation of non-acyclic representations with use of our
algebraic L-function.

3.5 Examples
We exhibit examples for Propositions B.6l B:22] and Theorem

EXAMPLES 3.27. Let z,y € F,, with f,(z,y) =0 and put u = 22 —y—2, v = /1 — T 77 Then
U
Riley’s representation of m, over a quadratic extension F,2 of [}, is given by
r+ V2 —4 ! r+ V2 —4 0
R _ 2 R _ 2
pt(a) = ) oy p(b) = ) r— 722 — 4
2 2

We have 22 — 4 € F,, if and only if Imp® C SLy(F,).
The third author’s representation pY over [F,2 is given by

T 1 x —(1—v)2u
U 2 U 9 2 _
p (a) = x2 —4 X ) p (b) = *(1+2’U)2u x T 4
4 2 x?—4 2
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Suppose in addition 2 = y. Then we have \/x — 2 € F,, if and only if Imp? C SLy(F,).
The True/False of va? —4 € F, and /x — 2 € F, coincide if and only if \/z + 2 € F),.

of_
EXAMPLES 3.28. When n = —1, we have f_i(z,y) = y? — (22 + 1)y + 222 — 1, g 1(:U,y) =
Y
of_ 5++v14
2y — (2 4+ 1), and / 1(m,y) = 2zy+4r =2x(2—y). Put g = +T, so that 3 is a root
T

of f 1(2,y) = y* — 5y + 7. Then (2,3) corresponds to a lift pﬁol of holonomy representation
of the figure-eight knot J(2,—2). Let p denote the residual representation of pﬁl over I’ with

of 1 v—14 6f 1 18
har = p > 2. Note that we h 2,8) = 2 —2— =
char = p ote that we have ay(ﬂ) 5 an (2,8) = V- 2/ 1i
If p # 7, then we have L, = Ay (1) = 2 — 2 in Of[z — 2]]. pr # 3, then we instead have L, =
2
y—y—1 . :
zp(y) — 2= W—Q =y—BinOy— 4
ExAMPLES 3.29. Here we list for n = —3,—-2,—-1,2,3 all roots of k, in IF, for every p < 41
admitting a root with |z| < 5. (See also the table in Subsection [[.71)
n |p |2 \ 27 -1 25 [ -1 33 [1
305 [-1,-2 13| 4 11| =2,5 5 |1
11| —2,-3,4,5 29 | —2,-6,12 19 | —3,6 7 11,-2,4
19 | —3,4,5,6 41 | 5,28,29 29 | —4,7 171 1,-5,7
29 | —4,-5,6,7 —1p |1 41 | =5,8 23| —-1,4,6
41 | —=5,-6,7,8
Note that x = —1 corresponds to an abelian residual representation. When n = —3 and

p = 5, then we have k_3 = (z + 1)%(z — 3)? in Fs[z]. Other cases in above are all single roots,
hence we have L, = (z — a)? in Z,[[x — a]] or L, = (y — a)? in Z,[[y — o]]. The list includes
[KMTTTIS|, Example 4.5 (3)] (i) n=2,p=11,z =5 and (ii)) n =2, p =19, z = 6.

o1 1 _
“L(1,1) =

;1) = 0 in Fp, the implicit function xf(y) € Zy[ly — 1]] is defined while

ExaMPLES 3.30. (i) When n = —1, then we have k_; = x — 1 for any p. Since
(

2#0a
ys(x) € [[ 1]] does not, yielding a universal deformation p : 71 — SLa(Z,[[y — 1]]). We
have L, = (y — 1)% in Z,[[y — 1].

(ii) When n = —3, p = 11, then we have k_3 = — (22 =3z + 1)(2® —2 — 1) = —(z + 2)(x

5)(z + 3)(x — 4) in Fyy[z]. If @ = —2. then %(a,a) = 257211 = 0, %f (@,@) = —231389' #£ 0.
x Y

In this case only z () is defined, and we have L, = (x + 2)? in Z;[[z + 2].

-1
EXAMPLES 3.31. If p | 3n — 1 and n is odd, then we have k,(3) = :I:?m =0in F.
(i) When n = —3 and p = 5, we have k_3 = — (22 — 32 + 1)(x —z—-1)=—(z+1)*(z - 3)?
— 1
in Fs[z]. Put O = Zs[/5]. Then we have 22 — 2 — 1 = (z + 2\/5)(3: + +2\/5) in Olz]. If

—a =45 € mp = (V5). Since f,(3,3) # 0, we
have y;(z) and p : m, — SL2(O[[z — ]]) with L, = (2% —2 — 1)? = (z — a)?*(z —a + V5)? =

we take a = , then we have

~-V5 1+V5
2 2
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d’L
(x—a)* +2v/5(z—a)3 +5(z —a)?. We may also verify the equality d—zp |z=a = b by substituting
T
P, 3, )) 230 — 1)

102 loma = (@ = 2)(no? —2na — 1) in the proof of Lemma

the value into the formula
5. 24]

(i) Similarly, when n =5 and p = 7, we have p | 3n — 1 and k5 = (2% — 42% + 32 + 1)(2® —
222 —z + 1) = (z + 1)3(x — 3)3 € Fy[z]. By putting O = Z7[v/7] and letting o € O be a root of
ks with the residue @ = 3, we have L, = (2° — 222 — 2 + 1)? in O[[z — a]].
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