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KNOT THEORY AND CLUSTER ALGEBRA III: POSETS

VERONIQUE BAZIER-MATTE AND RALF SCHIFFLER

ABSTRACT. In previous work, we associated a module T'(¢) to every segment 7 of a link diagram K
and showed that there is a poset isomorphism between the submodules of T'(7) and the Kauffman
states of K relative to i. In this paper, we show that the posets are distributive lattices and give
explicit descriptions of the join irreducibles in both posets. We also prove that the subposet of
join irreducible Kauffman states is isomorphic to the poset of the coefficient quiver of T'(z).

1. INTRODUCTION

In his book [8], Kauffman introduced the Kauffman states of a link diagram K with respect to
a segment ¢ and used them to give a state sum formula for the Alexander polynomial of the link.

In [2, 4], we use this approach to establish a connection to cluster algebras and representation
theory. We associate a quiver @) to the link diagram K and consider its cluster algebra A(Q).
In [2], we define a representation T'(¢) for every segment ¢ of K and show that its F-polynomial
Fr; specializes to the Alexander polynomial. Moreover the specialization does not depend on the
choice of the segment i. We also show that the poset of Kauffman states is isomorphic to the poset
of subrepresentations of T'(¢).

In [4], we prove that the cluster algebra A(Q) contains a cluster x, the knot cluster, in which
every cluster variable specializes to the Alexander polynomial. Again the specialization is in-
dependent of the choice of the cluster variable in the knot cluster. In fact, we show that the
F-polynomials of the knot cluster are precisely the F-polynomials of the representations T'(4),
where ¢ runs over all segments of the diagram K.

In this paper, we use the relation to representation theory to study the combinatorial properties
of the two posets. Our first main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. The poset of submodules of T'(i) is a finite distributive lattice.

We prove this theorem using an explicit k-vector space basis of T'(i) that already appeared in
[2]. Thanks to the aforementioned isomorphism of posets, we obtain a new proof of the following
corollary.

Corollary 1.2. The poset of Kauffman states relative to a segment i is a finite distributive lattice.

This result was also proved in [7] using Tutte matchings on triads in the sphere. Another proof
was given very recently in [9] who give a different realization of our connection to cluster algebras
via perfect matchings of a bipartite graph that was associated to the knot in [6].

A famous theorem in combinatorics says that every finite distributive lattice L is isomorphic
to the lattice of order ideals of the subposet of join irreducible elements of L. We give an explicit
description of the join irreducibles in terms of the subrepresentations of 7'(¢) in Proposition 4.2 and
in terms of Kauffman states in Theorem 5.8. We show that each join irreducible subrepresentation
is generated by a single element, and the collection of these generators forms a basis of T'(¢) as a
k-vector space.
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For our second main result, we need the notion of a coefficient quiver of a representation, which
is a standard visualization tool. Its vertices are given by a fixed basis of the representation, and
its arrows are determined by the action of the algebra on this basis.

Theorem 1.3. The poset of join irreducible Kauffman states relative to the segment i is isomorphic
to the poset of the coefficient quiver of the representation T'(i).

Distributive lattices appeared in the context of cluster algebras also in the following papers. [5]
realized distributive lattices of perfect matchings of snake graphs inside the submodule lattice of
corresponding string modules by restricting to the subposet of canonically embedded submodules.
More generally, [10] considered distributive lattices arising in cluster algebras from surfaces to give
a poset formula for the cluster variables. These works have some similarity but are different from
ours. The cluster algebras in this paper are not of surface type, the modules are not string modules
and we consider the poset of all submodules.

The paper is organized as follows. After a brief preliminary section, we prove Theorem 1.1 in
section 3. In section 4 we describe the join irreducible elements as subrepresentations of T'() and
prove Theorem 1.3. The description of the join irreducible Kauffman states is given in section 5.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Knots and links. A knot is a subset of R? that is homeomorphic to a circle. A link with r
components is a subset of R? that is homeomorphic to r disjoint circles. Thus a knot is a link with
one component. Links are considered up to ambient isotopy. A link is said to be prime if it is not
the connected sum of two nontrivial links.

A link diagram K is a projection of the link into the plane that is injective except for a finite
number of double points that are called crossing points. In addition, the diagram carries the
information at each crossing point which of the two strands is on top and which is below.

A curl is a monogon in the diagram. We usually assume without loss of generality that our
link diagrams are without curls, because one can always remove them (by a Reidemeister I move)
without changing the link.

Let K be a link diagram without curls. We consider K as a cellular decomposition of $? and
denote by K| the set of crossing points, K7 the set of segments and by K5 the set of regions of the
complement of K. Let n = |Kj| be the number of crossing points. Then |K;| = 2n, because every
crossing point is incident to four segments, and every segment is incident to two crossing points.
Moreover |K3| = n + 2, by Euler’s formula.

2.2. Kauffman states relative to a fixed segment. Let i € K; be a segment and denote the
two adjacent regions R; and R,. A marker is a pair (z, R) of a crossing point  and a region R
such that x is incident to R. A Kauffman state relative to i is a set of markers, such that:

e each crossing point is used in exactly one marker;
e cach region except for R;, R} is used in exactly one marker.

The regions R;, R} are used in no marker.

A state &’ is obtained from a state S by a counterclockwise transposition at a segment 7 if S’ is
obtained from S by switching two markers at the segment j as in Figure 1.

More precisely, let x, y be the endpoints of the segment j and let R1, Ry be the adjacent regions
at j such that, going clockwise around x, we go from R; to Rs crossing j. Then, S contains the
markers (x, Ra), (y, R1), S’ contains the markers (z, R1), (y, R2) and the other markers in S and
S’ are the same.

Kauffman defines a partial order on the set of all Kauffman states by &1 < Sy if there is
a sequence of counterclockwise transpositions that transforms &7 into S3. He proved that the
resulting poset has a unique maximal and a unique minimal element.
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FIGURE 1. Kauffman counterclockwise transposition from S to &’.

2.3. Quiver representations. Let k be an algebraically closed field. A quiver Q = (Qo, Q1) is
an oriented graph with vertex set Qg and arrow set Q1. A representation M = (M;, ¢,) of Q
is a family of k-vector spaces M;, i € Qo and k-linear maps ¢o: M; — M;, a:i — j € Q1. A
subrepresentation L of M is a family of subspaces L; C M; such that ¢ (L;) C L;, for all arrows
«: i — j. Quiver representations are equivalent to modules over the path algebra of the quiver, and
we use the words representation and module interchangeably. For further details see the textbooks
1, 11].

2.4. The knot module. We briefly recall the required material from [2, 4]. An example is given
in section 2.7. For further details, we refer to those papers. To a knot diagram K, we associate a
quiver @ = (Qo, Q1) whose vertices are the segments of K, thus Qo = K;. Moreover, the arrows
of ) are given by the following rule:

(i) for every crossing point in Ky, whose segments are a1, as, a3, aq € K; in clockwise order,
draw a clockwise oriented 4-cycle a; — as — a3 — a4 — aq;
(ii) remove all 2-cycles.

We associate to each segment ¢ € K7, an indecomposable representation T'(i) of the quiver Q.
The dimension of T'(7) at each vertex is determined by taking successive boundaries of the knot
diagram K opened at the segment 7. Proposition 5.9 of [2] states that if a: j — k is an arrow in
Q then |dim T'(¢); — dim T'(¢)s| < 1.

Furthermore, there exists a basis B(7); of T'(4);, j € K1, such that the linear map ¢, of T'(%)
on an arrow «: j — k is of the following form, where the letter I stands for an identity matrix:

0
d or T if |dim7'(z); — dim T'(2)x| = 1;
0 0] 0
- -
d or I if dim7'(7); = dim T'(4).
0] 0]

In the latter case, the first matrix is a Jordan block with eigenvalue 0 and the second matrix is
the identity matrix. The Jordan matrix is used if the arrow j — k corresponds to a position in
the knot diagram that contains a marker of the minimal Kauffman state. Otherwise, the matrix
is the identity matrix.

The following result is our main tool in the study of the poset of Kauffman states.

Theorem 2.1. [2, Theorem 6.9] For every segment i of the link diagram K, the poset of Kauffman
states of K relative to the segment i is isomorphic to the poset of submodules of the module T(i).
Moreover, two states S < 8’ are related by a counterclockwise transposition at segment j if and
only if the corresponding modules satisfy M|, = My, if k # j and dim M]’ =dim M; + 1.
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2.5. Lattices. A lattice is a poset (L, <) in which each pair of elements a, b admits a least upper
bound a V b, called join, and a greatest lower bound a A b, called meet. A lattice L is distributive if
for all a,b,c € L, we have a A (bV¢) = (aVb) A(aVc). An element ¢ € L is called join irreducible
if ¢ is not the minimum element and whenever ¢ = a Vb then ¢ = a or ¢ = b. In the Hasse diagram
of L, the join irreducibles are the elements ¢ that admit a unique edge going down. This unique
edge is called the descent at c.

Ezxample 2.2. Figure 3 shows a lattice where the join irreducible elements are in red.

A subset I C L is called an order ideal if for all i € I and j < 4, we have j € I. Given a,b € L,
we say b covers a and write a < b if a < b and whenever a < ¢ < b then ¢ =a or ¢ = 0.

The following result is known as the Fundamental Theorem of Finite Distributive Lattices, see
for example [12, Section 3.4].

Theorem 2.3. Any finite distributive lattice L is isomorphic to the lattice of order ideals of the
poset of join irreducible elements of L.

2.6. Coefficient quiver. We need the following standard tool from representation theory.

Definition 2.4. Let T = (T}, ¢,) be a representation of a quiver ) and assume I' has a basis
B = U,eq, Bj such that Bj is a basis of T; for all vertices j € Qo. For every arrow a € @1, the
map ¢, is given by a matrix with respect to the basis B. The coefficient quiver T'(T, B) has vertex
set B and there is an arrow a : b — V' if and only if the matrix of ¢,, is nonzero at position (b, ).

2.7. Example. We illustrate the concepts above in an example.

Consider the link K given in Figure 2a. The corresponding quiver () is shown in Figure 2b
and the representation 7'(6) is shown in Figure 2c¢, where the linear maps on the arrows of T'(6)
are given by the following matrices determined by the dimensions of the vector spaces [1] : k —
k, [01]: k2 =k, [§]: k — k%

The coefficient quiver of T'(6) is given in Figure 2d.

3. DISTRIBUTIVITY

Let K be a primitive link diagram, i a segment of K, T'(¢) the corresponding representation and
L(i) the poset of Kauffman states relative to i.

Proposition 3.1. The poset of Kauffman states relative to any segment i is a lattice.

Proof. This follows from [2, Theorem 6.4], because the poset of submodules of any module is a
lattice under inclusion, where the meet is given by the intersection and the join by the sum of two
modules. 0

Example 3.2. Figure 3 shows the lattice of Kauffman states relative to segment 6 in the link K
from Figure 2a.

In general, the submodule lattice of a module is not distributive. For example, take the path
algebra of the Kronecker quiver 1 — 2 , and the projective module at vertex 1

M=P1)=,,= k —=3k*.

Let L, L' and N three independent lines in My = k2. Then, L, L', N are submodules of M and
L+L'DON,so(L+L)NN=N,but (LNN)+ (L'NN) =040 =0, hence the lattice is not
distributive.

In the above example, the quiver Grassmannian Grg,1) M is a projective line P!, which allows
for the three submodules L, L' and N.
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FIGURE 2. A link, its associated quiver, the representation T'(6) on the Jacobian
algebra given by this quiver and the coefficient quiver of this representation.

Our situation is special because the module T'(¢) has the remarkable property that, for all
dimension vectors e, the quiver Grassmannian Gr, T'(4) is a single point or the empty set. Moreover,
there exists a basis B(i) such that the linear maps o, a € Q1 of T'(i) are of the form listed in
Section 2. We will show that the submodule lattice of T'(¢) is distributive.

Lemma 3.3. Let L, L' be submodules of T(i) and denote by d;, d;» their respective dimension
vector at vertex j € Qo. Then, Lj = L’ if dj = dj and L; C L if dj > d.

Proof. According to [2, Section 6.1], each vector space (T'(¢)); has a distinguished basis b;, , .. ., b,
such that, for every chordless cycle w from j to j, the action of w on the basis is given by the
Jordan matrix Jg; with eigenvalue 0. In particular, if a submodule L of 7'(i) contains the basis
vector bj, , then it contains all the previous basis vectors b;,,...,b;, _,. Thus, dim L; = k if and

only if L; = span{bj,,...,b;, }. This completes the proof. O
Porism 3.4. Let L be a submodule of T(i). Then, dim L; = k if and only if L; = span{b,,,...,bj, }.
]

We are now ready for our first main result.

Theorem 3.5. The submodule lattice L(i) of T'(i) is distributive.
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Fi1GURE 3. Lattice of Kauffman states of K relative to segment 6 and of submod-
ules of T'(6) for the link given in Figure 2a

Proof. Let L, L' and L” be submodules of T'(i) and let j € Qy. Lemma 3.3 implies that the vector
spaces Lj, L’ and L7 are linearly ordered by their respective dimension d;, d; and d. Thus,

(Lj + L) N LY = min (max(Ly;, L}), LY)

= max (min(Lj7 L;’)7 min(L;, L;))
(Ly N LY) + (L N LY)
=((LnL")+(L'nL"),

This shows distributivity at every vertex j. The statement follows because intersection and sum
are additive. (]

Combining Theorem 3.5 and Theorem 2.1 yields the following result.
Corollary 3.6. The poset of Kauffman states is a finite distributive lattice. O

4. JOIN IRREDUCIBLES

As before, let K be a link diagram, ¢ a segment of K, T'(i) the corresponding representation
and L(i) the lattice of Kauffman states relative to i. According to the Fundamental Theorem
of Finite Distributive Lattices, the lattice L(7) is isomorphic to the lattice of order ideals of the
subposet of join irreducible elements of L(i). In this section, we describe the join irreducibles as
subrepresentations of 7'(4).

Let B(i) = Ujeq,{J1:-- -1 Ja;} denote the distinguished basis of T'(i) and let M(j, k) the sub-
module of T'(¢) generated by {b;,,...,b; } for j € Qo and k < d;. Thus, M(j, k) is generated by
the first &k basis vectors of T'(7);.

Remark 4.1. Tt follows from the proof of Lemma 3.3 that M (j, k) is generated by the single element
b; 1, because for every chordless cycle ¢ in @, we have ¢¢(b; 1) = bj k—1.

Proposition 4.2. (a) The join irreducibles of L(i) correspond to the modules M(j, k) under
the isomorphism between L(i) and the submodule lattice of T(i).
(b) The unique descent at M(j, k) is labeled j.
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(¢) The join irreducibles with unique descent j form a linear subposet of L(i):

M(j,1) C M(j,2) C --- C M(j,d;).

Proof. By definition, M (j, k) is the smallest submodule of T'() that contains bj,,...,b;,. Thus,
every proper submodule of M (j, k) is of strictly smaller dimension at vertex j. Therefore, in the
lattice, M (j, k) has a descent labeled j. Moreover, M (j, k) has a unique descent, because otherwise,
the Hasse diagram would contain a subdiagram of the following form, with B a proper submodule
of M(j,k):

CMGE)

> N

A \ / B
J C J

Then B would have the same dimension of M (j, k) at vertex j, which is impossible. Thus, M(j, k)
is join irreducible with unique descent labeled j.
Now, let N be any submodule of T'(i) that has dimension k at vertex j. By Porism 3.4, N

contains by, ,...,b;,, and, therefore, M (j, k) is a submodule of N. In particular, if N is also join
irreducible with unique descent labeled j, then N = M(j, k).
This shows 4.2 (a) and (b). Part (c) follows directly from the definition of M (j, k). O

Denote by Irr(i) the set of join irreducibles in L(3).
Corollary 4.3. The map f;: Irr(i) — B(i), M(j, k) — bj i is a bijection.

Proof. By definition, M(j, k) is the submodule generated by bj,,...,b;,. Thus, f; is well-defined
and bijective. |

Recall that the basis B(i) is the vertex set of the coefficient quiver I'(T'(z), B(4)) of T'(i). Our
next goal is to show that the cover relations in the poset of join irreducibles are almost in bijection
with the arrows in the coefficient quiver. We start with two preliminary lemmata.

Lemma 4.4. Let M (j, k)<M(j', k') be a covering relation in the poset of join irreducibles of L(z).
Then
(a) there is an arrow j' — j in the quiver Q.
(b) k=K ork+1=Fk. More precisely, if the minimal Kauffman state has a marker between
the segments j and j', then k+ 1 =k'. Otherwise, k = k'.

Proof. The modules M(j,k), M(j', k") correspond to two Kauffman states whose unique descents
are given by a Kauffman transposition at the segments j and j’ respectively.

(a) The covering relation M (j, k) < M(j', k') implies that the transposition at the segment j’
that leads up to M(j’, k") must move one of the two markers involved in the transposition
at the segment j that leads up to M (j, k). Since the transpositions move the markers in
the counterclockwise direction around the crossing points, we deduce that 7/ must be one
of the two segments j1, j5 in Figure 4.

FIGURE 4. Markers at M(j, k)
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If both j; and j5 form a bigon with j then, since K is prime, K must be a Hopf link
and M(j,k) = M(j,1) is the only join irreducible in L(4). If only j; forms a bigon with j,
then the transposition at j5 must be performed before the transposition at j{ is possible.
Thus we may assume without loss of generality that j and j do not form a bigon in K.
Therefore, by definition of the quiver @, there is an arrow j' — j.
(b) In the first case, each transposition at segment j is preceded by a transposition at segment
-/

7]

Thus, dim M (j, k);; = k and dim M (j',k");; = k + 1, and hence k' =k + 1.
In the second case, each transposition at segment j’ is preceded by a transposition at

segment j:
J ‘ J ) J e
[ ]
J' J’ J'
Thus, dim M (j, k);» = k — 1 and dim M (j', k'), = k, and hence k' = k. O

We are now ready for our second main result.

Theorem 4.5. The quiver of the Hasse diagram of the poset of join irreducibles of L(i) is iso-
morphic to the subquiver of the coefficient quiver I'r(;) obtained by removing all arrows o with the
property that there exists a path w # a such that s(a) = s(w) and t(a) = t(w).

Proof. Let I'r,;y be the quiver obtained from the Hasse diagram of the poset of join irreducibles
of L(i) by orienting each edge towards its smallest endpoint. We already know from Corollary 4.3
that there is a bijection f; between the vertices of the quivers given by mapping the Kauffman
state corresponding to M (3, k) to the basis element bj, . In order to show that this map induces a
bijection on the arrows, assume we have an arrow M(j', k') — M(j, k) in I'z;y. Recall that this
means that M (j, k) < M(j’, k") in the poset of Irr(z).

Lemma 4.4 (a) implies that there is an arrow « : j/ — j in the quiver (). To show that there
is an arrow by xr — bjx in I'p;), we must show that the matrix of ¢, is nonzero at position
(bjr k7, bj k). We shall use Lemma 4.4 (b) following the two distinct cases.

Assume first the minimal Kauffman state has a marker between j and j' and thus k +1 = &'
We have seen in section 2.4 that dim 7'(i); = dim 7'(i)’; or dim 7'(4); +1 = dim 7'(4)’;. In the former
case, the matrix of ¢, is the Jordan matrix

because the arrow a corresponds to the position of a marker in the minimal Kauffman state. In

the latter case, the matrix of ¢ is
0

0
Figure 5 depicts the coefficient quiver locally. Thus, the only cases where there is no arrow from
bj i to bj i in the coefficient quiver are the following.
1) dim7T'(¢); = dimT'(é); and M(j',k") = M(j’,1): In this case, Lemma 4.4 implies k =
k' —1 = 0, which is impossible.
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bjrd;+1
ijdj bj/7dj bj,dj bj/»dj
bjd;—1 bjr.d;—1 bjd;—1 bjr.d;—1
:/ :/
bjd,—2 bjr.d,—2 bjd;—2 bjr.d;—2
bj2 by 2 bj,2 bjr 2
bja bja bja bjra
(A) Case where dimT'(¢); = dim T'(¢) ;# (B) Case where dimT'(¢); + 1 = dimT'(z);/

FIGURE 5. Local configuration of coefficient quiver I'p;) if there is a marker
between segments j and j'.

ii) dimT(é); +1 = dimT'(¢);» and M(j', k') = M(j’,1): As in the previous case, 4.4 implies
k=kK —-1=0.

iii) dim7'(¢); = dimT'(é);, and M (j,k) = M(j,d;): Thus, Lemma 4.4 implies ¥’ = k+1 =
dj +1 =dj; + 1, which is impossible.

Now, assume that the minimal Kauffman state has no marker between j and j’ and thus, k = k’.
In this case, each transposition at segment j' must be preceded by a transposition at segment j.
Again, there are two possibilities: dim7(¢); = dim7'(¢);; or dimT'(i); = dimT'(i);s + 1. In the
former case, the matrix of ¢, is the identity matrix, since the marker of the minimal Kauffman state
does not have a marker in the region corresponding to the arrow «. In particular, the coefficient
quiver has an arrow b;, — b; for all k, and there is nothing to show. In the latter case, the
matrix of ¢, is

and, hence, the coefficient quiver has an arrow b; , — b, for all k = 1,...,d;. This situation
is illustrated in Figure 6. There is no arrow ending at bja;, = bja,,,,, but in this case, M(j, k) =
M(j,d;) and Lemma 4.4 (b) implies ¥’ = k = d; = djr41, which is impossible.

This show that if there is an arrow M (j,k) — M(j’,k") in the Hasse quiver I (;) of the poset
of join irreducibles of L(7) then there is an arrow bj — bj, in the coefficient quiver I'p;y of T'(4).

Conversely, suppose v : bj x — by 1 is an arrow in I'z(;y. The module M (4, k") is the submodule
of T'(i) generated by bjs . The existence of the arrow -y implies that there exists an arrow « : j' — j
in @ such that the action of o on T'(7) sends the basis element b;: ;s to the basis element b; .
Thus, b, € M(j', k), and consequently M(j,k) is a submodule of M(j',k"). It follows that
M(j, k) < M(j',K') in the poset of join irreducibles. Hence each arrow in I'p(;) corresponds to a
single arrow or a path of length at least 2 in the Hasse quiver of Irr(7).
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bj,dj
ij — bj@dj bj7dj_1 — bj/,dj_l
bja;,—1 < bjra;—1 bjd,—2 < bjra,—2
bjd;,—2 < bjrd;—2 bja;—3 < bj.d;—3
bjo —— bjr 2 bjo —— bji o
bj1 —— bjr1 bj1 +—— bjr1
(A) Case where dimT'(¢); = dim T'(¢) ;# (B) Case where dimT'(4); = dimT'(¢);» + 1

FIGURE 6. Local configuration of coefficient quiver I'p(;) if there is no marker
between segments j and j'.

If there is a path M(j', k") = Mo — My — -+ — My = M (j, k) with ¢ > 2 in the Hasse quiver,
it gives arise to a path by xr = by — b1 — -+ — by = bj in I'p(;). By the first part of the proof,
the arrow < is parallel to this path.

Otherwise, there is an arrow o’ in the Hasse quiver and M (j, k) < M (j', k). Suppose that there
is as well a path w parallel to 7y in the coeflicient quiver. Each arrow in this path corresponds to a
single arrow or a path in the Hasse diagram in such way that the whole path in I'p(;) corresponds
to a path w’ in the Hasse diagramm. This is a contradiction, because the arrow o’ would be
parallel to the path w in the Hasse diagramm. This completes the proof. O

Example 4.6. Consider the link depicted in Figure 7a. The lattice of join irreducible Kauffman
states relative to segment 9 (Figure 7b) and the coefficient quiver of the representation 7'(9) with
basis B(9) (Figure 7c) are not isomorphic.

Corollary 4.7. The poset of join irreducibles Irr(i) is isomorphic to the poset of the coefficient
quiver T'py.

Proof. This follows from the theorem, because an edge parallel to a path is redundant in the Hasse
diagram, by transitivity. O

5. THE JOIN IRREDUCIBLE KAUFFMAN STATES

In this section, we describe the Kauffman states relative to segment ¢ that are join irreducible.
In the previous section, we have seen that the join irreducibles correspond bijectively to the sub-
representations M (j, k) of T'(i) that are generated by the basis element b;; in T'(i). Here j is a
segment in the link diagram K and k is an integer between 1 and the dimension dj of T'(i) at
vertex j. Thus for each segment j, and each k = 1,2, ..., dy, there exists a distinct Kauffman state
S(7, k) that is join irreducible in the lattice of Kauffman states L(i), whose unique descent is given
by the transposition at j and such that every path in L(¢) from S(j, k) to the minimal state uses
the transposition at j exactly k times.

We need the following notion of closure. An illustration is given in Figure 8.

Definition 5.1. Let i € K; be a segment and S C T C K; be subsets of segments.
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S(7,2) b7 2
\ {
S(3,1) b3 1
2

S(10,1) b10,1
\ 1
S(4,1) ba1
\ 1
S(8,1) bs,1
\ 1
S(5,1) bs,1
2

S5(7,2) br1

(B) Lattice of join irreducible (c) Coefticient quiver I'r(g)

Kauffman states Irr(9)

FIGURE 7. Link where the lattice of join irreducible Kauffman states and the
coefficient quiver are not isomorphic

FIGURE 8. Four segments at a crossing point in K. The red bullet indicates the
marker of the minimal Kauffman state. If s € S and t1,t5 € T, then t1,ty lie
between s and the minimal state marker in clockwise direction, hence they are
contained in the closure of S in 7.

(a) We say that S is closed in T under successors (relative to 7) if the following condition holds.
For all segments s € S, t € T that have a common endpoint x, such that ¢ lies between s
and the minimal state marker at x in clockwise direction, the segment ¢ is contained in S.

(b) The closure of S in T is the smallest subset of T' containing S that is closed in T under
SUCCESSOTS.

Definition 5.2. (a) Let M(j, k) be a join irreducible in K (7). We define a partition
Ki= || K()
d=0,1,....k
of the set of segments in K as follows.

e For d =k we let K(d) be the closure of the set {j} in Kj.
e Recursively, for d =k — 1,k — 2,...1, we let K(d) be the closure in Ky \ (Upsq K(€)) of
the set

{e € K1\ (Upsq K(0)) | € is incident to a segment of K(d + 1)}

e Finally, for d =0, we let K(0) = K \ (Urso K(¢)).
(b) If a segment a lies in the set K (¢), we say a is at level ¢.
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< >

(B) Levels of segments relative (c) State S(12,1)
to segment 12. The segments

of level 1 are in red, the seg-

ments of level 0 are in black.

(A) Minimal Kauffman state

<>

(D) Levels of segments relative (E) State S(8,1)
to segment 8. Level 2 is green,

level 1 in red and level 0 in

black.

FI1GURE 9. Computation of join irreducible Kauffman states

We are now ready to define the Kauffman state associated to M(j, k). See Figure 10 for an
illustration.

Definition 5.3. Define a set of markers S(7, k) by placing the marker at the crossing point « € Ky
in the region where the level increases in clockwise direction, if such a region exists. If no such
region exists, then all four segments at x are at the same level, and we place the marker at the
position of the minimal state marker at z.

Ezample 5.4. Let’s compute S(12,1) and S(8,2) from the link K given at Section 2.7. First,
we need to know the minimal Kauffman state, which is given in Figure 9a. To determine the
closure of {12}, we consider the position of the minimal marker at its endpoints. At the top
endpoint of segment 12, the segments 9, 11, and 8 lie between the segment 12 and the marker, and
therefore they are contained in the closure. At the bottom endpoint of segment 12, the segment
3 lies between 12 and the marker, and thus it is contained in the closure. Next we consider the
endpoints of the newly added segments. At the left endpoint of 9, the marker is directly clockwise
of 9, so no segment is added here. The same is true at the endpoints of the segments 11 and 8. At
the right endpoint of segment 3, we cross the segment 8 to get to the marker, and thus segment 8
must be in the closure. However, we have already added segment 8 in the previous step, and so we
are done. Thus the closure of {12} in K; is {3,8,9,11,12}. Therefore, K121(1) = {3,8,9,11,12}
and K121(0) = K7 \ K12,1(1), as illustrated at Figure 9b, which gives in turn the Kauffman state
from Figure 9c.

Now let’s compute S§(8,1) and S(8,2). The set {8} is already closed in K7, so K(2) = {8} and
the state S(8,2) is obtained from the minimal state by the transposition at 8. The set K (1) is the
closure of the segments incident to 8 inside K7\ {8}. The segments incident to 8 are 2,3,7,9,11,12,
and this set is already closed in Kj \ {8}. Therefore K (1) = {2,3,7,9,11,12}, as illustrated in
Figure 9d and the corresponding state S(8,1) is shown in Figure 9e.
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aq aq aq aq

FIGURE 10. The four cases for the markers in S(j,k) and for the levels at a
crossing point. The marker of S(j,k) is illustrated by a black square and the
marker of the minimal state by a red bullet point. The segments are labeled a;
and the levels d or d — 1.

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof that S(j, k) is join irreducible in the lattice
L(i) of Kauffman states relative to i.

Lemma 5.5. Let x be a crossing point with segments aq, as, as, a4 in clockwise order such that the
minimal state marker at x lies between aq and a1. Then the vector of the levels of a1, as, a3, ayq is
of the form (d,d,d,d),(d —1,d,d,d),(d—1,d—1,d,d), or (d—1,d —1,d —1,d), for some d > 0,
see Figure 10.

Proof. This follows directly from the definition of the partition of K;. O

We say the level is uniform at a crossing point x if all four segments at x are at the same level.

Lemma 5.6. Let x be a crossing point of K.
(a) If the level is uniform at x, then the minimal state marker is equal to the marker in S(j, k).
(b) If the level is not uniform at x, then the minimal state marker lies in the region where the
level decreases in clockwise direction, and the marker of S(j, k) lies in the region where the level
increases, see Figure 10.

Proof. This follows directly from the definition of the partition S(j, k). |

Corollary 5.7. Every region of K except the two regions incident to the segment i contains a
unique marker of S(j, k).

Proof. Assume the region R has two markers of S(j, k), and let x,y be the corresponding crossing
points. If the level is not uniform at =z and at y then the level increases at both x and y when
going around the region R in a counterclockwise direction. Therefore there must be two crossing
points z’, 3" at R where the level decreases. By Lemma 5.6, this would imply that the region R
contains two markers of the minimal Kauffman state, which is a contradiction.

Now suppose the level is uniform at x. Then the minimal state marker at x is equal to the
marker of S(j, k), and thus it lies in the region R as well. Since R cannot have two markers of the
minimal state, it follows that the level is not uniform at y. Thus it increases at y. Consequently,
there must be another point y’ at R where the level decreases again, and then the minimal state
marker at 4 lies in the region R. This again is a contradiction, since the minimal state would have
two markers in R.

This shows that R contains at most one marker of S(j, k). Now suppose R does not contain a
marker of S(j, k). Then the level is uniform in R. Therefore, if R contains a marker of the minimal
state, then by Lemma 5.6 this marker would also be a marker of S(j, k), a contradiction. Thus R
does not contain a marker of the minimal Kauffman state, and hence R is a region incident to the
segment 1. O

We are now ready for the main result of this section.
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Theorem 5.8. The join irreducible Kauffman states are precisely the states S(j,k). Moreover,
the isomorphism of Theorem 2.1 maps S(j,k) to the representation M(j,k).

Proof. Tt is clear from the definition that S(j, k) has exactly one marker at every crossing point,
and thus Corollary 5.7 implies that S(j, k) is a Kauffman state.

To show that S(j,k) is join irreducible, suppose that it has a descent given by the inverse
transposition at some segment £. Let z and y be the endpoints of £, and denote the level of £ by
d. Then the marker of S(j, k) is counterclockwise from ¢ at x and at y, and ¢ € K(d).

By definition, K(d) is the closure of the set of all segments that are incident to a segment of
K(d+1). The closure is constructed in a recursive manner at one crossing point at a time: if
segment a is in the set with endpoint x, we adjoin the successors of a at x up to the minimal state
marker. Then we repeat the construction at the other endpoints of the newly added segments,
and so on. At every crossing point x, we can distinguish between the segments that were added
to K(d) by closing at a different crossing point, and those that were added to K (d) by closing at
the point . We call the former type incoming segments at x.

Since the closing operation adds only segments that are between an incoming segment and the
minimal state marker in the clockwise direction, we see that the first segment in clockwise order
must be incoming. In the four cases in Figure 10, the first incoming segment is a1, as, as and ay,
respectively. In particular, the marker of the state S(j, k) is always counterclockwise from the first
incoming segment.

Now let’s consider the endpoints z,y of our segment ¢ above. We have seen that the marker
of §(j, k) is counterclockwise from ¢ at both endpoints. Thus the segment ¢ must be incoming at
both of its endpoints. This is impossible, unless £ is the initial segment j. We have shown that
there is a unique segment j for which the inverse transposition is a descent from S(j, k). Thus
S8(4, k) is join irreducible.

It only remains to show that S(j,1) < 8(4,2) < --- < 8(j,d;). From Proposition 4.2(c), we
already know that these states are linearly ordered. Consider a path w; in L(i) from S(j,1) to
the minimal state. It is given by a sequence of transpositions, where the first one is at j and the
following ones are at the other segments in the set K(1). In particular S(j,1) is the unique state
that is join irreducible with descent at j for which every path w; to the minimal state uses the
transposition at j exactly once. The set K (2) is the closure of the set of segments incident to the
set K (1). Thus there is a path wy from S(j,2) to S(j,1) that has an initial segment given by the
same sequence of transpositions as the path w, and then uses the transpositions at the segments
in K(2)\ K(1). Similarly, there is a path wy, from S(j, k) to S(j, k—1) that uses the same sequence
of transpositions as the path ws. In particular, S(j,k — 1) < S§(j, k) for all k. O
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