HANMNE T T T7DER EFHEOCHHEmADIRHIZDOWT

Bl R (RO B R 2 R

BE

HWOHZQHET 3 ETAZERFEELREETHS. TOHTH twisted Alexander % IHAIXGH
HEARBERBTHY, BMFEEAMMET I TOX R OBENRINZE WS ERVHD. LLFT
X, EAME TS 7DERBELZEREL, SOHOEK L OBBRERR, HELMEMZTLD
—fRDREP SEANE TS5 TDEEEZ T B HIKEMOEIES 75 T DERIZOWTHERS.

1 EA

TODFREOHZ KT &, &V BTN UAZRIZIER ICEE &R 2 R72 9. J. W. Alexander[5]
IZ & D 1927 1T Alexander ZIEHADE A X N TLAKE, Jones % IH X, colored Jones % JH A %
HOMFLY-PT ZHA 4 ED L HAARZE & Jones ZITHA D categorification 12 &k > TH SN2
Khovanov homology 7% &, AE 4 2 AL R Z2HTE 7. FMH [7), Lin[l0] IZ X W MZIZERS
N7z twisted Alexander ZIHAIL, Alexander ZIHNIZHE P HBEORIDEREZ NG5 T5Z LTk o
THEMALZHEDTH D, kD Alexander ZIHATIEX AT & 72\ unknot & Kinoshita-Terasaka
knot (KT knot) Z XAl T&, X512 HOMFLY-PT £IHA% TXIT & 72\ KT knot & Conway
knot % XA TE % &\ 5 T twisted Alexander ZIHRXIIIEH IO TH B Z L b nb.

—H, A, KiE twisted Alexander ZIHA % & A, X 512 quandle & WH REE LS5/ ON
% quandle 2-cocycle invariant & FEIXN 2 AL & & HEHT 5 f-twisted Alexander A2 & &\
Baze& Lk [2].

X 517, EEAMIX matrix-weighted graph O ¥ — X A & twisted Alexander ZIHAD “4
T 2L TE S I 2R Uk [4]. GEINZ 3B TS & Bl 2 515 515 Alexander 1751 % B
O L WS FEREMOTWS., ZHIEIH OBIRARIR S N7 EF ICERE VIR TH 508, M
X% Reidemeister move TZ U 7B 53 % weighted graph 73 5 249 2 &2 iXiEdwR D
INTWaEWED, SA5NLEMHTHOALEZ 5 A TWADPEDIFHNHO —KEmIZEZRT VD
EWVS NS, Y- XEBOMADOHRCTHU P Az HEL 72 2 X5V EEW.

PUFTl, %7 matrix-weighted graph OFEARZE &\ 5 ¥ — X BHBOMHE % (R 1F T 2 LI % #/E
5. TDR, HERMEZMHLTARKAICH LTI I 72T 5 I L 2idR, LR
EHKET D, MEOHDOER L S X% Reidemeister move, TS FETHBHORROER LS X5
strong Tietze Z #1534 T weighted graph DZEF L WS RTHZ SN B Z L %2R,

5



2  Matrix-weighted graph (Z DWW T DFEHIH

AHiTlE matrix-weighted graph IZ2WTDEHEZ L, TOEKIZOWTIERS,

EIRAEMZZ 7 D% edge 12 UTHTHODEAZMNG L TH S, BRMIZHERK S, vertex D
£E5%2 Vo ={v, o} &L, &0, T UTa; € Zog WHEALNTVWE LTS, ZLT, v, 16
v; ND edge BFAET 5L &, ZD edge D weight & U THHE R 7D a; x a; DITF %G S
5. edge e D weight % w(e) &K 3. LN TIE, matrix-weighted graph %277 7D G & weight
DwzEHLET (G,w) TET.

edge e DIGR, &% o(e),t(e) ERL, Fl(e1, - ,ex) THY, i=1,---k—1ITHU t(e;) =
o(eir1) BBHD%E (o(er),t(er))-path L5, &<, ofer) = tleg) DEHHE, cycle EIFEE.

2 DD cycle (e1, -+ ,ex),(f1,-, fx) PAMETH D L&, 5 j BWEAELT ey = fi DK
DINLDZEEWS. 51T, cycle (er, -+ ,ex) BH B cycle ZFHWT (fi, -+, fm)! & D1,
(€1, ex) & (fi,  +, fm) D power THBELFW, | >2 275 K57 | BFE LK prime &
W,

matrix-weighted graph (G, w) ® matrix-weighted zeta function (g (w) I

Gaw) = [T det(I - w(C))™!
(€]
TERIND. ZIZIZ, [C] & prime cycle DFEMEFHZED, C = (e1,---,ex) ELIEE, w(C) =
wler)---wleg) &9 5.

Definition 2.1. weighted oriented graph (ZXx} U, IXRDOERZRAMOI 3 IZAZIZT L T—ED vertex,
edge X' Z D weight 22X 2 L5 LAWK, ROKIZEIT S edge DA EZHITLZHD%E
matrix-weighted graph OFEAZE LIER, U RO T, KEIDVA-> TR edge (&% DA % i
DREVWHDET .

(1) (change of basis)

2T, HRIZEND vertex BNV — T &KL 5 5.
(2) (null edge)

(3) (weight summation)



\
/

(4) (source/sink elimination)

Z 2z, ERIZBWT, weight 2% u @ edge 13— 7 Tldm\nwe 3 5.

matrix-weighted graphs (G,w), (G’ ,w

") IEARETY 2 ARERE DR L TG ICE S & E,

(G, w) ~ (G ') L < 0
Theorem 2.2. (N.) matriz-weighted graph DHEARZER TY — XBEBIIAETHD. Thbb,

(G w) ~ (G v') = (a(w) = (e (w)
NS RVACR O

3 ARIXRHLEAMNESTTT

ARETIE, HBEMEWMTAERERREPSHRMD ZHWE I TEHANES 7 2MKL, *
DEFAREIZONTAERND., Z LT, ZOLPHREPHOLPLHEEL TWE I 2R~ 5.

ETIREHBMD E

Th-oT,
e B TDp,qge F, ITHLT
0

° aTci(ij) = 0ij

EHETS. Fy= (01,

re) Z HHBEE $5. BHMO L, ZRNEE

0
8:6,'

: ZFy — ZF

KD % T HLDTH 5.




Definition 3.1. (X |R) = (x1, ,&xn |71, ,7m) ZH G ORRETE. BFERr i2BWT,
alphabet z; 2 —23&, A UEMRIT x; 23 r OFIZEBIHE N GEE, D x;, BEETS. Ih
Zor DI E PRI, O

DR CIRIROREET 5.

Assumption 3.2. & r; $FELH%2 55, 22D alphabet & X ORI TR S, X512, pr: Fy, - G

YLEbE,
pr(ar> £0€ZG
8l'i

TH5. O

KreRIZHUESEEDZLE, ZhE (X,R B) D=2#TXS. MFTR, (X,R B) &
WG G EW 0 e EOSEMENTZT LK re RIZERDPEE > TVWEH D LT 5. ARER
NEZ 5N ERROE LD Hldkkx TH BN, —D%[EE L Ttk 3 2hHIERAD Z
NV EMITEAT

ri = xifi(r1, axn)il
cEL IR T TRERDZD
Tt %= fi
eEHLS RMFTEY,
9fi
pr< > #1€ZG
8:@

TH5. f ORIz z; BHBHEICE, ry DEFEIZED ¢; ZIBETE0OREENH LD, £
—DOREEL iz T 5.

Remark 3.3. A EDREIFIRD XS ITIHERBEZ ENTE 5. T4hbb, HE f: R — X BMFHEL,
r € RIZHUT f(r) i r @ alphabet T®H D £ D alphabet MHHEEL TS, X 51T,

pr<8?(r>> Foena

M7z TN TNWD. O

Definition 3.4. EDOREZ 7z THREZREE (21, ,xn |11, yrm) U, oz = f; O
Bz LT
=~ 0f;

J

Jj=1

%% Z 5. graph O vertex DS vy, -+ v, 1T L, BB r, T8I, v; 25 v ~ edge MK

L, weight %
0fi
Z
pr <8xj> € 7G

EEDD. T, pri{xy,c ) > (T, Xy |11, ) THB. T %E group-weighted
graph £ 5\, I'(X, R, B) £%&7. O



Group-weighted graph OREAZE ZIRDFRIZERT 5.

Definition 3.5. IRORRZZFATNZE, $HRHDBMDEITIEAZEIZ L T—HD vertex, edge, weight
2EAEE D &S REE%E group-weighted graph DAL L IER L, DITROMT, EKHABA-T
W\ edge ZZ DM E DRV EDET 5.

(G1) (null edge)

‘—} ._0>.

Z 2T, weight 7% 0 @ edge 2MEFET % U sink TR WVWE T 5.
(G2) (weight summation)

(G3) (source/sink elimination)

y\ “—
wlm ‘/U’Lm .
Z ZIZ, J:O)wil,---,wim IZHWNWT,

df = Z w;,; dz;,
J

nbHyEEgERVword f BFEHET B LT 5.
(G4) (hub vertex resolution)

uwy
N
TN
uw,,
22T, ERIZBWT, weight 7% u @ edge (FNV— T TlERWed 5. O

GODOERB p: G — GLL(K) ZHWTH edge D weight g € ZG % p(g) TiEEHA 2 LT
matrix-weighted graph 23§55 %. Z OkRIZ L T 5 7z matrix-weighted graph % I' ) (X, R, B)

*rDEHTIE TRMEWIZTE] LWIERELAEWV. ik, €H34To, (251 HFETE, LLTWERSTHS.
v; 2] ANT 3, LEHBLEGEARRMOEENYIZRS.



e EBDPORDPDNS.

Proposition 3.6. T'(X,R, B) & I'(X', R', B") » group-weighted graph D3EARERTH D & 5 7%

5%, T',(X,R,B) & I',(X', R/, B') i& matriz-weighted graph DERZELTHE L& . O
7z, EDOEDITRBZLDZNEVND ZLIZDVWTIFIRDZ L D3brb.

Proposition 3.7. I',(X, R, B) D¥ — 2% (,(X,R,B) L FE VWL &, RABEDLD.

(1) p~p' = (X, R, B) = (y(X, R, B)
(2) p~p1®p2$4p(X7R7B):<p1(X7RJB)Cp2(X7RaB) 0

PA TR R 7258 b Z O matrix-weighted graph ¥ TI%, r; @ label D IFEA X, r; DAIZH
N5 x; ODRY HREDREMEN—RITIZEL BH, IROZLENFR 5.

Proposition 3.8. ¥ — XL r; D label DIERX®, r; DFDED x; % FEEHITEIN ) OFER % 4
ZTH K DBRPEZRNT—HT 2. O

Thbb, iR XPEEX->TVWAK, re RIZHU f(r) 2 r DEKRINIZE D alphabet 1277
Zh, WD REMIXE Z TWAEROBEEEZ2E W E2ERTEY - RBEROME» T 5. —H,
HEE I ZRE—RICII Y — X BEROMEITRELR S, 72720, HEAOEEVPAELTHLRD X
¥ — X EBOMEIEAE L 5.

Proposition 3.9. ## G DFXR (X |R) 2EZ 5. BB f,g: R— X FHEHFTH-T, re RITH
U f(r),g(r) BENZ r O alphabet THB LT H. ZDLE, f(R) = g(R) THIXHLA: % IR
WTZDY— XKD T 5. O

T, U EDORRIZHERK U 72 group-weighted graph &K &, 75 7 OREKIZH WA REREED
B #BEMIT LS. K<HONTVWREIZ, ROBOEEIEIIFHORZFET 5.

Definition 3.10. 2 DDA REREE (X |R), (X' |R) 2%, ROARED (1) ~ (4) OEEBS L 0%
DHTHYESKE, ZDDIlX strongly Tietze equivalent &\ 5.

(1) r 2t I2ER5.

(2) r; % T (Z 75.]) ZZEZ 5.

(3) we F(xy, -+ ,2,) ZBAHWT r; 2 wrjw™t 127 5.

(4) G DFER%E (21, T,y |r1, P, yw™t) (W E F(ry, -+ ,20)) KT 5. O

Definition 3.11. Strong Tietze Z#IZ 5\ T,

o (1) ~ (3) TlHEREARZ.
o (4) Tlxyw ! DELE y LT 5.

EWVD XD ITHEHEEBRET B, TNEILELE 5 72 strong Tietze Z# & FEX, O

ZDE EIRDELD LD,



Theorem 3.12. (N.) (X,R,B),(X",R',B) B G ® 2 DDFMKRBEL T L. ~DDORRAHE
RZELR > 7z strongly Tietze equivalent TH5 & & T'(X,R,B) ~T'(X',R',B") TH 5. O

WD LD ? L VWS EEEZE R LS.

Theorem 3.13. (N.) HRERE (X, R, B) {Zx U, group-weighted graph T'(X, R, B) 22K 5.
I' % I'(X, R, B) \Z group-weighted graph DHERZER Z2iToTRONZT I 7L T5H. ZDLE, K
Zi7- T AREBREE (X', R, B) B FET 5.

o I =I(X',R.B).
e (X,R) & (X', R) & strongly Tietze equivalent. O

4 FEOHBERAN OIS

AREF, FHOHEBADIGHZRNS, MIPVWSEOERL LT (4] w2 RI NV, £7
i, MIHK [T 2 &> TEHRS NZFE U H D twisted Alexander ZIHAZEFH L, AHIK [4] OEH
AT 2 1T, MOHOER L RIZRRZT T TDEREFE DTS, £ LT, RECIZFHEO
HEAP S AREREZ[(DIZIET T 7 ETEDL S BRI 2Hz I RENIIOVTHEMmET S, ANT
FK EFEOZOSEUHE L, 1 =m(S3\K) & T 5.

mx D Wirtinger /R
<$1a"' ):L'n|7n1a"' ,’l“n_1>

Z—DOEET S, 2212, Wirtinger #r& i3, #CHMAPEZ 5N 27z IR XM T L ITIRDE
g DEBILZENTRONS 1 DERTH o7

1

BELR - xiHu_la:l_lu xi+1u:vl_1u_

Twisted Alexander ZHR & 1%, FHOHBORBEPSBEOLNDIEDTH L. Bz W DR
L&o. £9, ol Hurewicz G SiFE I N EHf LT 5:

o > T/ [T, TR 2L () x> t

a0 & Ing = LN WIELELDE G &L, F, = (21, ,20) 25 1 ~DEREHEE ¢,
p:mx = GLp(C) BB T2, TNSRIEELEEERS ¢,5 L h <. BEDOEEREFWTIRD
BHREEZS. )

& ZF, -2 Zrg 28 M, (C[tEY)



aT‘i

Agf=<a%><5A%AChiW)

THhd7uvI7155e M L, MO EFHZIRBRWTEoNSE 7B Y 2175 LT (m—1) x

(m—1) DY A XD175% My, &5 5.
Lemma 4.1 ([7]). $RXT®D jIZHL det ®(1 — ;) #0 TH 5.
Lemma 4.2 ([7)). 1 <i<j<nitHLT
(det M;) (det (1 — z;)) = £ (det M;) (det D(1 — z5))
MY LD,
Zhizk b, #H K © Wirtinger £m5% —DEE LZRIZ DO WTOAEEZF SNz,

Definition 4.3 ([7]). Wirtinger =2 544505 FHA

o det Mj
— det(1 — ®(xy))

2 RYL p IZHIE U AE O H K @ twisted Alexander ZIHA &\ 5.

AK,p(t)

O

ZHZ& - T, FUPHMAZ —DEET 572NN, ThbbiiHMO&RRE —DEET 57T

EHDUTEZEANTER, GHK 4] 1, SOHMOMKAZ

ol 1 0
riix;=ulxiput (i=1,2,---.n)

L7z &, M iZ®H 5 matrix-weighted graph DY — XL LHFoNE Z L 2R U7-. EHKIX
FEOHB XA 5 knot graph EIEIENS 7T 7 2K L, % 212 weight 59 % Z & T matrix-
weighted graph Z R L7z, —M%IZ1X Wirtinger KRR DD HlEWA WA H 5755, Wirtinger

TDEDFEEZERIZOVWTOEREZL LS.

Theorem 4.4 ([7]). Ak, & C[tH] OBBEOENERNTEE .

Proof. ZZTl&, 77 7%H\WIitH%Z 3 5. Wirtinger RnIiZBWTHBARZ D LS5 1T n— 110
EIDPDOAREME strong Tietze £ TH 2 Z L AHISNTE D, T k247502 Cltt1]
DHEIT/EDENDATH 5. Wirtinger ZRIiIZB T 2HBRAE v; = uTlout! A, 75 7%

5. #l 21X Reidemeister move 3 DFIED Z T 7 DEALIFIRDERIZIR > T\ 5.

-1
Lj Tk Tk Ty, TjTk

o Vi42 V; o

——> 1z Vje—Vjt1




Z D= Dld group-weighted graph OFEAZETHE D ES 2 bh 276, £KBZEH\WT matrix-
weighted graph Z K U 7208, TNOHRALETHELED. ThbbY—XEKI—HT2. A

Remark 4.5. EDOFEAT, HAZRDF| 2 E2 & ZH strong Tietze DI >TWVWEH I &
Rohrsd. Tk, AL [TIkoTmEINE Tng DEED Wirtinger /R 13 strongly Tietze
equivalent TH 5| &5 Z L DA FAIRFIZEZ 5. O

Remark 4.6. FIHEKIE, RHD unimodular THB L &, T4bb, p:rxg - SL,(R) THDH L Z
Ak, ldddecZ ZHNT, mPEHDLE £t 5D, m PMEHD & & t¢ FOEVERVTE
¥5, LWHIZLZERLTWS., ZDOZ &L Theorem 4.4 1IZHBWT, Wirtinger &R DR % [
ELUBEY—XDMEIE—T 5729, strong Tietze Z#D (1), (2) TOITFIDITNERSLET NS
ZemofEs. O

Theorem 4.4 2B 5277702 EHEEL LS. w(v, — v;) To; 5 v; ~OD path @ weight
DHETH. ZorE, WD I 7 LIPS >TW5.

o w(v; = Viy2) =TTy
1

o w(v; = Vjy1) = T — TiT

S

v; — U]‘+1) = Tk
J

(
(
o w(v; »vp)=1—1;
(
(v; > vj) =1—x;

o W

ZDEZFEMUED B L, Reidemeister move DRIEIZHIGT 527 T 7 D path O weight 535
U NS CHRRIZH U TAZER2 525 Z e B iffE 5. 22T, HHEO» B NE L
IR & 72 W TF D weight 25 XE T 7 7 %ML, Reidemeister move ORIZIZHIGT 57 5
7 @ path ® weight L WHRAEEZZEZ LS. 20L&, AR, KKK 2 ck-oTEEI N
Alexander pair IZ & D weight 25EHl S5 Z & Bbh 5.

Definition 4.7. Q % quandle, R % BB L T 5. BAR f1, fo: Q x Q — R WIRDFM % /-
T &, Ml f=(f1, f2) & Alexander pair & L.

(1) ®TDaeQITHU fi(a,a)+ fa(a,a) =1
(2) 2TD a,be QIZXU fi(a,b) IEAWiT
(3) 2TD a,b,c € QX UIRMED 3ZD:
(7) filaxb,c)fi(a,b) = fi(a*c,bxc)fi(a,c)
(1) filaxb,c)f2(a,b) = fa(axc,bxc)fi(b,c)
(7) falaxb,c) = filaxc,bxc)fa(a,c) + fa(a*c,bxc)fa(b,c) O

Quandle DEFEZ EIZDOWTIE [6] mEE2SMEI N7, Alexander pair D ZfF R IR DR
EEHEATRIZARIM TS 2RMTH 5.

Proposition 4.8. [8] f = (f1, f2) #* Alexander pair TH 22 $T5. TDLE, Q x RITIRT



quandle DREE (Q x R, x) B’A5:
(a,2) % (by) = (a*b, fi(a,b)z + f2(a,b)y)
U

Alexander pair f = (f1, f2) » Propositoin 4.8 23729 Z & & weight @ path Z (#7795 Z £ D
BEIE, #AEZEMEBEAROBROT Fu Y =Pl TE 5. RICENZUNOKEOCHO AL E L
LT, quandle 2-cocycle invariant & OBIE R EH P EOARN S Z 5 Z &N TE, [11] OHIGEHA
252578, 2770 path @ weight Z{£D & WS LMW IEFICHERFZMAETH S Z L HREX
na.
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