Cosmetic crossing conjecture % it 7z 35 X HIZX§ % generalized
cosmetic crossing conjecture ~NDILFRIZDUWT

& B GUEERFERFE G TRL)

T

O EHMEROE A2 T TH % cosmetic crossing conjecture, 35 & U generalized cosmetic crossing conjecture I,

GOH DD B REICET 2RARIE X U2 e — (b L 72481F generalized crossing change 12 & D U HBAER S
X, ZOREDNHHTH 2FEFRLTND. LITHRICE D, BAc RGO HD cosmetic crossing conjecture %7z 3%
PRENTWDEH, s DREUED generalized cosmetic crossing conjecture #7232 2WT, —RICIXE S I
THTHD, 2 00 FTHROMITIZIBRENF ¥ v 23D 5. AFTIE, [LM17]) B LU [Tto22] I2B W T cosmetic crossing
conjecture DILARENTWBAENHIZOWT, generalized N— a VIR LT HEBMARILT 202 HET L, WL
DD BRI 7245 U H DS generalized cosmetic crossing conjecture %7z 5 HERT.

1 #fm
1.1 Cosmetic crossing conjecture

U dic, AFROEETH % cosmetic crossing conjecture Z IEFEICRNR 272012, [LM17] #BFICRDERK 1, £ 2,
EFR 3 kilid T 5.

EE 1 (crossing disk, crossing arc). S3 ND (MESFSN7) HAH K O (crossing) ¢ IZffhfid % crossing disk
D ¥ix, S]HHDOT 4 A7 TH-T, int(D) & K HEWIINC 2 [, REIZEED 01CR2 E518bD, X512 K DX
RCBVWT c 280 L5RbDDILTHS. X1 %S 0D OHE% crossing circle £\ 5.

F72, K DR clZBF 3 crossing arc v 1%, cZfFHF % crossing disk D WD EAAXK arc TH - T, 2 DD
VB K LICFETAE5BDDDZLTHS. HIZ K D crossing arc £ WL, K ORANOWTNHIDRRICB
% crossing arc DHEEET.

M1 K oORANT, M cDilfERZiF 2D L7k

EFE 2 ((generalized) crossing change). S® NOIEAH K DX ¢ 1B % crossing change ¥ 1%, K2 DX 51T,
RZBVT cORED L T2 ANERZ X RBMEDZLTHS. ZOHEZX, DTK 22U, 1HRAL-7&RICHS 1 E
Hib &5h¥ 2 X5 EETHS. £/, N-generalized crossing change 1%, K3 DX 51T, ciZ 2N HOREZHFHA
TR2EOIRBEOZ L THS. ZORIER, DTK ZYIb, NHRAL-ZIZHS 1 EADEDES L5 RIRETH 3.
N=10Dr %, ZOEEIZEED crossing change I2—¥T 5.

E#E 3 (cosmetic, nugatory). S ND#EAH K D ¢ B cosmetic B MTH 5 21X, R clZBWT crossing change
FLTEOLNZEAEH K BPK YAMETHZ2E50bDTHI2EENS. T2, K DR ch N-cosmetic BRETH S
L3, R cIiZBWT N-generalized crossing change Z L TS 6N 24&AH Ky 2 K L[AETH 2 X52bDTHHHE
Wi,



= =0

2 crossing change 3 N-generalized crossing change(N = 2 Of)

S3NDOIEAE K DR ¢, £721& ¢ WAIHiF % crossing disk D 7% nugatory TH 3 &%, 0D »' K 0% E(K)
CEENBTARIOBERRZ2HTHS. K4 DXSIT, nugatory 2R mild cosmetic, F7ziE N-cosmetic 12725,

Remark 4. N-generalized crossing change, N-cosmetic &5 RKiLIE—HIITIE R L, AEICBVWTHEE LAV 3.

AR 8D
)0 - )

4 nugatory %3 SUXHIC cosmetic, F7z1& N-cosmetic.

RBEREEDERINI-DT, 2T, XFEDOFETH % cosmetic crossing conjecture IOV TN,

¥48 5 (Cosmetic crossing conjecture, [Kir78, Problem 1.58]). S® WOFEUH K DX ¢ 2 cosmetic TH B LT3, Z
D =, cld nugatory TH 5 2>,

LD FHEX crossing change IZM T 25 DTH 505, KD K DL, generalized crossing change 233 % THOHE%
lcosmetic crossing conjecture] ¥ M3 2HDH 3. BB, AETIRFIEHE, LIFOTREDEIX generalized cosmetic
crossing conjecture] ¥ EKit3 5.

F#8 6 (Generalized cosmetic crossing conjecture). N # 0 Z{EEIZED 2. 3 NOFECH K DX ¢ 75 N-cosmetic T
HdLTH. ZOLE, cldnugatory TH S0

12 2O-FeF— 2 Fif
SO E R O A IO LTI [LicoT] HEBIEL, [Mot22] %76 7 — > FiIcl S 2 BARHO E R 2 AT 5.

&7 (WUHoAn -7, 20— FOiHE). S? $/013—D 3 XTE2HIE M NOTH K iU, ON(K) ko, M
%S WAREN R BMEAMRO 74 Y P E—HOFEE, K DXO—72 V5. 0E(K) LD, ON(K) DRAa— it d
2 BB DO 7 4 Y =D AO—T LR,

Bz S3 NDRUH K I2oWTiE, An— XM E %25 2 -t 74 Y e —HHi1d, K DAV F 47> ug, 0
YIOFa— R g DFREOY—H [uk], [M] € HI(ON(K)) &, HWICHERE p, g ZHVT plur] + ¢ k] € Hi(ON(K))
EEFEIS. r=p/q3AZOWMHAREIS TR -T2 —BENICEDZDT, LEALERXZOFA—HITLY, Ru—-T7%
r=p/ge QU{co=1/0} LERT 3.

K ozxv—7 n,n OB AMni,n2) &, n,ne KEDRREINZHMPAMBOR SO RNMEL LTED 3.
H,(ON(K)) OHEE (m, £) 1IZ2WTn =pim+ qil, o = pom + gl DE X, Anr,n2) = [p1ge — p2q1| TH 5.



EE 8 (F— VT, 7—> 74 V> 2). 3XITTERIA M WD n R9%&AH, L = L1U---UL, 122WT, N(L UN

v B(L) = M — int(N(L)) % FHIEMIC £ DD &be s HEEZ 5. M 7o NL) ZRDRE, L DAY F 47>
i € Hi(ON(Ly) BRu—7 r; € Hi(OE(L;)) LMD &5 &5 nAMEMRC LD B(L) CHSRETERER, LIS
o (e, ) -T—UFiz V0, ZOBETHEOND 3 XLEMRIEE My, oo, (r1,-++ ,7) TERT. AREITBVT,
M=S0r%, Lotz (ry, - ,r)-7—YFiliz LTHRONZZHIEE Liry, - ,rn) & DEL.

¥/, TVFMcBOT @OV Yy R =72 N(L) ZHEORTEEET =T U2 TS, Fiz, BERMA b—
SRATH 3 IRICEMIKE M I, OM DA —F niZih>TY VY Fh—5R%F =274 VY7L THELNZZHEDE
%, M(y) £ %<,

FidoERED, %5%&@@*50:H%?6 crossing disk 2 D ¥ L7722 &, ZDOX M TD N-generalized crossing
change 1%, S 1Z crossing circle D 1> 72 £1/N-F— Y Filiz T2HIC X > THERTE 3.

E#& 9 (rational longitude). M %, FP—F7RZHHRICHH, H1(M;Q) = Q AT 3XBhkik 35.
OM DR —TCHoT, AEERT: OM — M HFESNBER i, : Hy(OM) — Hy (M) 12 & 825 Hy (M) W
Tﬁﬁﬂ@ﬂ‘—&—’a’r 0L 5B DODHEE, M D rational longitude ¥ 5. rational longitude (I —EHNIFET 5.

1.3 2 ENIE#HEE & Montesinos trick, [ ZEfE

WAHO—EHEWMOHL, AEX Y 7V ERHIOEHE X > 7 VICHE SR THOKAH 215 2 #1F1X, 2 EXEEE B
TEH2HECH B 727 — Y Fcic T 5. R, (generalized) crossing change I 3HM K ¥ 7V DE XX THIT
& 3728, LUTICiBX 2% Montesinos trick 1 (generalized) cosmetic crossing conjecture X433 7 7u—F & U CHET
H3.

EE 10 (2 ENIEHE). S NOKAH K 3L, 3 RLZkA S(K) 25 K IZiao7 S @ 2 ESIEHE (double
branched cover) T» %, ti, X(K) FofGg 1 : (K) —» S(K) FELT, 1 10&% X(K) OBEERES
Fix(s) C S(K) 532 %, 11255 (S(K), Fix(1)) ORIZEHA (53, K) ¥ 2 5HE NS,

p: (B(K),Fix(1)) = (9%, K) & 2 BEREHETHR L T2 &, S OHNEE F O plck3¥Ep (F) 2 F o lift &
LU, FTHT.

EE 11 (FHA Y7V, 3XTHIE B £ 200 2 KO HIAZK arc 7 Dl (B,7) TH->T, I71d B RICEFELR 4 K
THYH, BOFRMEGBICE->T, M5 TRLEREY arc Ol R(1/0) K5 OFTHATEZ k5 hb 0%, BEIZVIILYL

D O & &

5 R(1/0) 6 R(0/1) K7 R(3 K8 R(-2,-2)=R(-3)

BMZ Y 7NME2T R(ay,...,a,) = R(q/p) DIETRIENTES. ZIT,

THbh, FEEXY 7N R(ay,...,a,) &,
cn BEEOL E, R(0/1) ZKFEFFN ay BIH¥AQTL D, BMEFFENS ax FHERTD, -, KFEHFANC a, FHERTH LTH



5N,
‘n BMERD L F, R(1/0) ZEESTANS ar FHRFERT D, KEFENS ap BRERQTD, -, KFEHHENS a, FH¥RT D LTH
5N,
(HL, AL AMEIEWTFRSAREIDZIEE 5. M7, K8 2ZH)

BHEEY 7V (B,7) D1 12ho7 2 ENEHESS p: (B,7) = (B,7) I22WT, BiE, 2200 arct 22k < HBAR
arcy D lifty 2R TE3V V9 FF—=F IR -oTW3. 512, R U DEEL 2ESIEHBEONIGEEZ 2HT, X
%135, FAlE [Mot22, Section 6.4], [MonT75] % ZH.

8 12 (Montesinos trick). p: (L) — S* %, L C S® Kiho7 2 BRI ETHR 55, S° N 3 Rtkik B %, L
YD) BNLWEHER YL %5E51C8 5. ZOFMEXYZL%E Ripy/q1) &L, XY ZLAND2DD arc #2074
CHWAKRZ arc 2 vy 2T 5.

IOt E, Rpi/q1) % R(p2/q2) RANZEZZ2HICE-oT Lo/ oN2i&AH L 1o 72 S © 2 ERIEHE S(L)
WZOWT, B(L)IFE(L) ADFEUE 7 IKiho 7 — Y Ffitiisoh, 561,

L%y DAU=T a,BIZOVT, A, ) = [p1g2 — paqi| 2D LD,

(0S05] #B#1c, 3 JEHMAED Y —REO 2 7 A Y LT L ZME#ET 5. [ 2032 h AREBaniitgcs 2
(BI21Z, [Mot22, 14 ) 25, ARCTIE, LZMICHET 27— FROWE Y LCER 14 AEETH 3.

EE 13 (L ZEf). 3 XuAHrEnY —BRE M 23 L ZETH S LiE, ~Ny bN— a > D Heegaard Floer Homol-
ogy HF (M) %5, dim HF (M) = |H,(M;Z)| %73 HTH 5.

RD [Gail8] NT/RE N EHIE, L ZZRHAN D unknot % & 2 AN T2 X5 R DTH 5.

Y % L2, K CY %Y AN® null-homologous ZfE*H, U CY %Y N®D unknot &3 3.

K ZY NT null-homologous TH 225, BYIF 2 —F A\ 25 S? NOKUH e ARIC—ENIcen . Hi(ON(K))
DEIEL LT ([uxl, \]) ZE D, S5 WOMEE LA AD—TE QU {00} ZA—HT250LF 5. UlcoWwTb
Bicaa—7r QU {oco} ZFE—HT 3.

FEIE 14 ([Gail8, Theorem 8.2]). % cQizxu, YK(%) ) YU(%) Hrzr2RoTHMETHZ %, K=U, BIb KX
unknot TH 5.

Tz, 2EDIGHED L2222 £57% 52 NDiAHDZ 5 2 LT, quasi-alternating % K h homologically o-thin
YWl 7 AREIT NS, quasi-alternating D IEHER EFICDW T [0S05, Definition 3.1] %, Kh homologically
o-thin I22WTiE [MOO0S], [Wat12, Definition 2.3] %% 5.

quasi-alternating I I RE L WIS HEDOIIRTH D, 2TOIEDHLRIREABEEL. X512, KA HD quasi-

75 Kh homologically o-thin TH > TH Z® 2 EREHHEX L 2<%, ([0S05, Theorem 1.2], [Wat12, Proposition
4.2 #BM.) Fix, [MOO08, Theorem 1] T quasi-alternating 7 51X Kh homologically o-thin ¥ WS HH/RIN TV 3.

BRI A HDS 2 B IHED L M3 2 WO HEE b OhE, LIELIE quasi-alternating X Kh homologically
o-thin LWo etz d icEIbNS.

1.4 Casson-Walker RZE £ & £ DBATRMELAT

2 OHDEEBROFERE BN L 2D E, HHEAT0 Y —REICH L TEFZ SN S Casson-Walker TEEICOWT,
EROAMERT 5. S <2) 1% Dedekind symbol T# D, Dedekind 1 s(p,q) & ¢ DFFE sign(q) EHWT,

5 (2) = 12sim(a)str.0). s(p.0) - lklz (N () @@ - {O _lsl-3 e

YEBINDZHDL TS,



HEAERY —HRE M AOFTHE K IZHL, K07 L33 X —ZHK Ak (t) O 2 WD % A, (t) © &
Hi(OE(K);Z) DR RXJER% (-,-) £ L, B(K) @ (rational TRV B Y F 22— R %, i, : H(0E(K);Z) — H1(E(K)
D ker 2T 5 H(OE(K);Z) DhERY—Hr$ 5. 7 E(K) @ rational longitude Agx) & & Hi(0E(K)
DEIK (z,y) = (2, A\pk)) & (v,y) =1 R82E58D, deZ 3 {=dy 2ililTdbDLT 5.

a,b € Hi(OE(K);Z) %, (y,a) #0,(y,b) # 0 ZiiiZz3 A0 =755, 5T, a,b,l TNLT1(a,b;l) %

wno =g {-s(5) s (£5) + (- 2) (53 - £3))

E#& 15 (Casson-Walker R &, [Wal90]). FHlAEw Y —IKH M ® Casson-Walker REE \ow (M) &1F, Kizko
T—EICERSINS (QIEZHD) TERTH 5.

Aew(S%) =0

M WNOFUH K & EELoD a,b, XL,

4
A
A

TEDD.

{a,b)

Aew (Mk (b)) = Aew (Mk (a)) + 7(a, b; ) + WAII/(;M(D

S3 D 2 s ABR I - o7 — YRt o2 A AETR Y —BRE D Casson-Walker FERICOWTIE, [[t022,
Proposition 1.5] IZHBWTZOHRIZAXIREINA TV S

2 2DDFFRICHEL THWSME (N-cosmetic ZR3ZHD crossing arc D lift H¥ L
ZEFAAI T null-homologous % 51, 3XmlE nugatory T#HB)

det L # 0 DFEAHBIZDNWT, RO T 5. FHTZOME 16 X D, crossing arc O lift 2% unknot 127 2 5EITDOWT
1% cosmetic crossing conjecture 251 LW 5.

# 16 ([Bon23, Proposition A.1]). L % S3 WD det L # 0 %ifi/-34AHL T3, v % L ND B 35D crossing ar,
D % crossing disk £ L, ¥ C (L) & unknot TH 3 & F 5. ZDRED cosmetic 72 51X, D & nugatory.

78 16 1%, [Bon23] & FIEDHHIC LD, KD generalized crossing change 1233 2 fiICHEE T % 2 HE MR L 7.

WRE17. L% S AD det L # 0 2ifi7zTiAHE T3, v % LANDD 35 HD crossing arc, D % crossing disk & L,
¥ CY(L)F unknot TH3LF5. 5 N #£0IDOVWT, ZORMH N-cosmetic 2 51F, D I nugatory.

PUF, GEFH OIS D A %2R 5.

v DiEfEE 2% 3 XTTEIA B 2, BN D A int(D) NDT 4 2212720, (B,BNL) BWEEEY L5 K512k 5.
IDrEBOYN(L)ADILft Bi, 7 2P0 T2V v F =52 TH 5.

det L+ 0 LWS{R5ER S, S(L) ZEHAED Y —RATHS. foT, M=S(L)—int(B) LB ¥, Hy(M;Q) =
0, H1(M;Q) = Q2MES. OM O rational longitude % A\yy £ 5 5.

X512, 71 $(L) MO unknot THB DT, (L) NTH AERL RS54 2% NB. 2RET C (L) L ¥ 5L,
I' N OM 1% rational longitude DEFHE D Ay IC—8F 3.

S(L) LodtE L B(L) = B(L) ML, o) =7 TH3. koTH %2R T2 ICDOWT, equivariant Dehn’s
Lemma[MY81] & b, HEZREE {ids (L), ) B3 CCHENMER T 2 2 & o(int(D) Nint(D) =0 TH 355,

(int(T)) Nint(T) = 0 F721%, o(T) =T

DVFHLDBTT 20, oI) =T 0L FFEID 2RV, (int@) Nint@) = 0 D FRXFEINZ. koT,
Yint(D) Nint(C) = ) D& FTDHEZAUL L.
p: (B(L),Fix(1)) — (S3,L) % 2 BB ES 35. pCNM) =113 $3—int(B) NDOF 1 AZTHbH, TNL = 0.
KTRL & 3/7°}1/0)ﬁﬂ727\ﬂa ZBHEIZED LoBondEAHICOWTEZS. Ly %, v % crossing arc £33
L DR TOD N-generalized crossing change ik b L 265 ohsiAH 55, —MEZEDT, Ly = Lyt &, X
YIUN B=DByt % Byt KANBEZZFICEADELNZE LTIV, FRIZ, B% By WANWEZZHT LA6EON
2EHEE Ly b5 3.



K &b »IZ Bk,_ ' Bk_17+ Gilﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ@&‘/?}leiﬁé#%, Lk,_ = Lk_17+ THhs. B2, B*%
Buos BN-10s-. Bro (CHBIEETRAMTHD, By Lith¥5) 1 ANEZ 2 HTHONZHARE Ly LB

”

9 B+ 10 By,— = Br—1,+ 11 Bro= Bo

TLEHX-ZHKAIROWT, X754 YERK, BLT AL, _(2)=AL,_,,(2)T&D,
Apy,(2) = Ar,  (2) = N(@? —272)A,(2)
DES B, L A% N-cosmetic THE2HEH S, Ly = L &b Ap,(z) =0, Fig, det Lo = AL, (1) =0 &b, |[H1(X(Lo); Z)| =
0o THD, FHEICED |Hy(S(Lo); Z)| = 0o dHES. KR, Ho(X(Lo); Z) 1FEIITR,
By ® S(Lo) ~O lift % By ¥ L, M & By OS> T, 0By LDAB—F 1 8k o TF—v 74 V2T 53
HT Z(Lo) ﬁ’f%%hé, Rl's M(’)/()) = Z(Lo) ThsreT5. HQ(E(L()),Z) @ﬁﬁﬁ’étth\ﬂ:%ﬁﬂh‘f, Yo = Anm TH D,
DNOB M A\ (Zift $2HEERES. ZhED, 0D BERY %% S5 - LADT 1+ 2758603, b, DI

nugatory.
Rz, 2 o0 ERIROGEINICHBE L THW 2@ e LT, RHMES.

R 18. S NOMUH K 1IZ2oWT, N(K) & LEMTHE LT 5.

N A0 ZEREIC1I2EET 5. K DX cl N-cosmetic THB LT 5. ZDEE, cIiZfIBE$ % crossing arc v IZ2W
T, 72 X(K) T null-homologous TH % & %, Z® cd nugatory TH 3.
e 18 DFEAR. EH 14 L EMOFRIEEH WS, ¢ TD N-generalized crossing change 12Xk D K 255625 0H%Z
Ky &3 % ¥, Montesinos trick £ b X(Ky) = 3(K)5 (2) 872%2\3-—7’2 PFEL, Ky =K XD |Hi(2(Kn))| =

SUNEN 1. . ;
HL(S(6)| @ Z/Ip|Z = [H(E(K))], $27C S(Kx) &, S(K) N0 T 1207 £ 07— S FIC & D o1 5.
—77, S(Ky) = X(K) & 2(K) N® unknot 12 - 7z :I:é—‘?’j*— YFEMIckoTHBONE. EoT, EH141TkD, ¥

3 X(K) NO unknot TH 3.
FoT, Wi 171X D, 75 X(K) T null-homologous TH 3 & %, ¢l nugatory TH 3. O

3 FRER
3.1 1 DBOEHER; [LM17] DLk

K, [LM17] OEEHTH 3.

EIE 19 ([LM17, Theorem 1.2]). S3 NOFEUH K 122oWT, N(K) & LZHTHYH, Hi(X(K);Z) D square-free 72,
HTRFZ R WHTOEMTRENL LT 5. HIb,

Hy(S(K) Z) ~ Z/dyZ & - & T/dy
CEMSRLIZE &, % d; & square-free TH2B LT3, 2D %, K X cosmetic crossing conjecture %z 3.

AfD 1 oHOFEE LT, EH 19 DEIR% generalized crossing change ICIART 2 HEE X 5.

S3 NDFECH K DX ¢ 5 N-cosmetic TH 3 ¥ {RET 5. BB, ¢ T N-generalized crossing change % L TI§ 56 h
PRE0H Ky P K C[AMETH 225 5. clfHhid % crossing arcy IZ2WT, K Ko7z S3 @ 2 EpIEHE S (K) ~
D4 O liftF 1, S(K) NOECETHSE. M = S(K) - int(NF)) £B<. S(K) 4 L2087 51268k E 0 o —RECT

)

H205, Hi(OM) 12X rational longitude Ay AA—EIZ 2 415, Montesinos trick XY, 2u—7 a,8 € H,(OM) %,
M(a) 23N(K),M(B) 2X(Ky) 22 XDICE2HNTE, 512 A, ) =2N DES.



TR, Ao 1-HOTERTH 3.

EIE 20. S° NOFEUH K 12oWT, N(K) & LEMTHY, H (X(K);Z) D square-free 72, SEHET% b 72720 D
BEfITREIND T 5. Hb,

Hy(S(K) Z) > Z/dZ & - & T/ dy L
CEMDRELZY %, % d; X square-free THB LT 5.

N #0ZFREC1DBEET 2. K DR cld N-cosmetic TH3 LT3, ZOLE, XD (1),(2) B bITHLTI2H
&, Wl 18 O+ EMHETHS.

(1) @E5E T OM — M » SFEES B ERM i, Hy (OM;Z) — Hy(M;Z) 129V,
i(Anr) = 0 in Hy (M;Z)
(2) M(a) 2 %(K) %220M Eozxua—Fa%k, Ala, \y) =1 ZifileTEocen 3.
51T, ()T st+n&kfe LT, XD (3) 5261 5.
(3)det K 75 square-free, F7z1%, det K ® square i (€% | det K 725 ') ¥ N I ZHWIETH 3
oz, (2) AT 2 FREHE LT, RO (4) 52513,
(4)det K ¥ N 3HEWCETH 2

Rrc, S(K) 2 L%EMTHY, Hi(X(K);Z) P square-free BT DEFMTRINS S2 NOFUHEH K, BLXU, det K &
HBWZIETHZ NITHL, KA N-cosmetic BREZ D DR HIX, ZDRAIE nugatory TH 3.

Remark 21. —f® rational longitude 2VEFRT = 2 ZHIK M 123 L, (2) ZEBAREHFTERV. Fig, FEkEnY —
RN OGN H K OAMBZER M 2t U, A(ur,Av) =1 TH 2 IFRS720.

EH 20 DAFHOWIE. (1),(2) DL bICHATT 5 HARHE 18 O FHRHETHHHE, (1),(2) 2L BIELEL X, Ay
B Y725 k5% MWOMEY, NF) C M(a) AT, NE) OFDET ¥ Ay 2ERYT57 =29 20M% ¥ 36T,
5 RBRL T 5 S(K) = M() NOMEIESNEHE DIES.

(3) 23 (1) DT D&M TH2H, (4) 28 (2) DTHEMAETH 2 HIE, [LMLI7] & FAEOHEMZEE» S5, B, (3) 2
(1) O+DEHETHE2ELRTHRMIBVT, H(X(K);Z) DEERLS DS square-free T 2 FIIAEMNRRETH 5.
[LM17, Theorem 2.4] #Z &+ X.

(4) 11X (3) DT REMETHD2HP SR, det K L HWIHRTH S N ITH L, K ® N-cosmetic 7238 1& nugatory. [

32 2DOBEODOEHER ; [Ito22] DHLEE (Casson-Walker REEZ AW T7 7O—F)
[[to22] IZBWVTIX, Casson-Walker FZ &% cosmetic crossing conjecture \ZJGH T 2 HT, KHBRINTNWS.

EE 22 ([Ito22, Theorem 1.9]). K % S3 NOKUHE L, X(K) & S NOH 350H K, Ko 77— FiitlioN5
LZEMTHZ LT 2. B, B(K) & LEMTH-T, N(K) = K,(?) %20H Ky, Au—7EAFETHET5. &
512, det K =9p’ (31p' 222 p’ & square-free) THZ T3, 2D X, K I cosmetic crossing conjecture %7z 5.

IR, LotRofike LTHEON5 2 DOHO TR, EH 23 12O\ T3,

T 23. K% S NOKUCHEE L, S(K) XS NoH2M0E K,y Ko7 —YFificHons LEMTHZ2LT 5.
Hi%, S(K) & LZEMTH-T, S(K) = K,(L) RAMUA K,), A0—FL2EETHLT5. S5, detK=p¥ N
IZ2OWT, ROWTNHIHED DL T 5.

-p=3p' (31" H»D p'id square-free) THDH, p & N IZEWIZHE, Fizidged(p,N) =3, 91N
-p =99 (31p' 2D p'i& square-free) THH, p & N IFHWIZE, F/idged(p,N) =3

DY E, K » N-cosmetic RRE%Z S DR HIE, DRI nugatory TH 5.



ERE 231%, ROTEH 24 BE U@ 17 OEEDRMETH D, TH 2413, [[to22, Proposition 1.7] D#im & FERDFHEIZ
X DREND A, FAFIARTITHIET 3.

T 24. S NOFEUH Ky Ic2WT, M = Ky(B) 2 LZERTH Y, M WOKTHE K & null-homologous THEWVWE T 5.
KoAau—=7siZRL, n=A(s,ux) £3%. XOWTNULDBKD DL T 5.

p = 3p' (319" 5D p'id square-free) THH, p & nIZEVICE, FXzidged(p,n) =3, 91n
p=9p' (319D p'i& square-free) TH Y, p & nIFEWVIZHE, Fildged(p,n) =3

ZDLE, Mg(s) 2M 2l3Zsi0.

EE 25. S° NORUH K, Ko7 L-F— Y Filiz LTRONZ 3 TTERIA M = K, (%) &, M NOFETH K <X
L, K% E(K,) CMWNZI#»LT, i: B(K,)— S%=K,(00) IC&3 K O3, S°HNO®UH K, %, KIZRE
TRBUB DT 5.

M = K, (%) NORTH K 2L, $°NO K ICHIET 2/0HE K, £ 55, M 256 Ko7 — Y Fifitiish
2 EZRRE, SENOREAE K, UK, K277 —YFMTHad T 2ENTES. EE, KDRAu—-TFsiZk37—2
FITREN L ZRIE Mk (s) IZOWT, Mk(s) 3 K, DH2AR—=T R EZHNT Mk(s) = K, UK, (5, 2) LalT
2. (HL, KOXV T4 7Y ug WL n=A(s,ux) THH, meZlEgn EHWIZE) Lo THIZ Mk (s) PEEK
ERY—IRKETH S L E, ZD Casson-Walker FERIZOWT, [Ito22, Proposition 1.5] Z#HTE 5. Mg(s) & M
Casson-Walker ~"E &% L L, EH 24 2158 5.

JEH 23 DFEH. K @ N-cosmetic R RIS % crossing arc % v, D(K) ~NOy D lift 5 & L, S(K) NOFUH 5
CHIET 2 S5 NORUEE K, £35. %%, M=3S(K) - nt(NG)) L5 5.

Montesinos trick & D, A(s,us) = 2N £7225 3 DAR =7 s BFEEL, B(K) = M(us) = M(s) B 5 5. ¥,
M(s) = Ky UKy(3y,5) %% Ky DR =7 55 BEET 5.

ZDEE, 7D E(K)IZBWT null-homologous 72 51X, X(K) 53 L 2ETH 2 Hh 5, il 18 £ D crossing 13 nugatory.

5 23 null-homologous TRWAZR HIX, FEH 24 XD M(s) 2 X(K) i3k 2w, Mgk hREhk. O

4  Generalized cosmetic crossing conjecture % iffc 9 EEMARZETV B OH

FRROFEHERIIVTND, FHEDXRA 7D NH D generalized cosmetic crossing conjecture {723, ¥Wol-HEFE
BRTETVWARTIEARY. (NI, det K E HWICHE, ERIEERRED 3, REOHIKIAOVTED, — D N icow
T N-cosmetic 72 & nugatory 2RETWBIRTIF R WD, ) K1 DHOEFHRICBEE L T, RIFEELRBFFETDH 5.

RE1EERE 26. K 13 X(K) 28 L =fTH D, H(X(K);Z) » square-free R DEMTEI NS S NOMEUIHL T 5.
N BB FLD det K ¥ HWIERTRWVWYE Z, K O N-cosmetic 2 MIZHETH 2. Bib, EH 19 MO S 72 <,

generalized cosmetic crossing conjecture IZHLER T & 5 20,

Z OMETAREICEIE LT, [Bon24] 2BV T K 12 [LM17] & b A L WilFy %2 D13 72 JRBET D generalized cosmetic
crossing conjecture DAL REI N TN S,

TEIE 27 ([Bon24, Theorem 1.2]). S3 NOFEUH K 122WT, N(K) & LZEMTHH, K » nugatory T/HW N-cosmetic
BEREDDOLE, KO7LXFH X —ZHA Ak (t) X

fofeE

(F& fezt,t71], f(—1) # £1 ZHiT) LW FBORTE HD.
KRz, S(K) A3 L ZEfTdH DY det K 2 square-free TH 3 & &, K & generalized cosmetic crossing conjecture % i
7=7.

EROMETEREE, ZOEM 275, LT LD det K 23 square-free 2 IZBR 572025, Hi(X(K)) OEFMIIE square-free
W2 EIBRBECHHD IO, LEWHZIZHEDHTES.



REIZ, 2200FMEDORL LT, FIC 2 EDEHEN ZE—IAY A 7 20 FEREKL WS HEIEOZHIKICHR S LS5 7
WL oD BRI 55 T E A, generalized cosmetic crossing conjecture Z {7z S HEBNT 5. TH 28, FH 29 TEM
LTV BERMRECHIZOWT, WIhd det 3 square-free THRWHIE, RS [Bon24] OFEHR L oLtk WS BB
WTIEFEHIREHHATHLER 5.

3RILEZHRIRNDIESEHB I TH 2, &iF, HEFZER O NENICH RIAE O SN SRS A 2 FH2 VWS . 2 B IR
MBRAE—NFA 7 2L FEBRRIRICR 25 0°H K 1220 T, Montesinos trick & [Mat10, Theorem 1.3] 38 & O HIAFF7 (K
RS I o 72, SEMNE TR OWERE 1S 2 Ff) «BF 2 EM ([LM13, Theorem 1.2)) X b, K A% N-cosmetic 7%,
crossing arc @ lift % unknot TRWE S REZRZFFORHIE, 2N <8 THHHH N Dfflfye LTHELNS.

Montesinos ## & H M2, .-, 1) 13, 12 TRLIEKSCHEE Y 70 R(Z), -+ R(I) 2N, BT 2HK
EDEONZEAETH S T 5. Montesinos U H K = M(L2, 2, L) 2o 7z S3 o 2 BEolEHE N(K) ¥,
|Hy(S(K))| = det K < 00 X D RE— #4721 b SHEKICH 5.

D EoHRy, AROEMRTH 2 20, &M 23 2illAGHLELZHT, ThZROTH 28, FH 29 215%.

T 28. K = M(Z, 2 ) (Ip,|, [pal, [ps] = 2) % S? D Montesinos U HE L, D(K) 13 LEMTH2 LT 5. &5

p1’ p2’ p3

12, det K = |p1p2gs + p1geps + q1peps| 1 3 L EWIZHETH D, ged(pr, p2,p3), m 1T & $1Z square-free TH 2
35, ZOr %, KX generalized cosmetic crossing conjecture % 7z 3.

FC, pZ5ED 3 EHWIHE, 7 square-free BHFE L, EOEK o, IEOFTFED, ¢ i3,
-a > min(b, ¢)
cab+ac—belE3 BEL p EHWVITE, 5D square-free
iz 3b. 2O E, Ly Y Ui UH P(—ap,bp,cp) = M(;—;, %7 é) 1% generalized cosmetic crossing
conjecture % 7= 3.
%72, K, ZROK 13 TREN 2, 2 DDFEH 52 @ symmetric union TH2 L35, 14 |nn#00t %, K, iF

generalized cosmetic crossing conjecture % i#i7z3 .

CHVIRS
OB ()

M(ﬂ_ﬁ_...&)
P1 P2 Pn

41 4
Ko M(m'*?)
13 KR LZ Ky iE, 14| n,n # 0 O ¥ X% generalized cosmetic
12 Montesinos & H M, ... 1) crossing conjecture % 7z 3.

EIE 29. K % S NORUHEE L, S(K) ISP No»2K0H Ky Ko7 —vFhiTlHons LEMTHZ T 5.
X 51T, det K = 9p/ (31 p' D p'ld square-free) TH D, K 1& Montesinos f§ N HTH D M2, 2 L) (|p], [pol, [ps] > 2)

EWVWIHRREDDE TS, ZDr X, K I generalized cosmetic crossing conjecture % {73 .
Rz, #OH 1065, 1067, 1077 1 generalized cosmetic crossing conjecture %3723 .

28, [LM17, Example 4.3] TiX, EM 28 X IXER 2B TitibEh 3, (det BED square-free 1I2723) HAED L v
Y 2 VG NE DY cosmetic crossing conjecture {7z $EIEN SN T VWS, E£/z, 14| n,n # 0 DL E K, I cosmetic
crossing conjecture %7z 3 A [Mool6] 12 T/R&E 4, [LM17, Example 4.5] THIM STV 5.

E BT, [t022, Corollary 1.11] T, £ 22 % T 1065, 1067, 1077, 10108, 10164 A3 cosmetic crossing conjecture % if
72T HEIREINTWVSD, 10108, 10164 & Montesinos FEH & L TORRE b 7272028, EH 29 7 5E 51T generalized
cosmetic crossing conjecture %7z 3 IIFHTH 5.

[LM17] \IZ BV TR R D R OFE R HIZX L, cosmetic crossing conjecture Z{ifi/z 35DV TD T — 7 AHES N
TW3, ARFEICEBWTIX generalized cosmetic crossing conjecture %723 22 DWT, AN DI WO BT Uik



FNCHR, FIRRD T — TN ERIELZREDRDLEP o7, THEHIZDOVWTHSROMAHREL VWA .

5 ¥

RFER HECHOBIE VI KBV THROKRE 5 X T L o7, HEEATH 2 BMHRZOILINREE, &
RS, ORI, SRR D E#EBR L PR S. $, RoBLHBEOMBICEI2HTHL TV F
MICBIF 27 F A b [Mot22] DFEHETH D, AMAERRITBRIVLLBEICHEN VIR Y P EWZWIHAKFZDKFAR
RNEFE, BLY, ROMWERIIHL, £y>a YOEREBEDONTED, RRICED IHMZ WZ Wi HAKRED
HR—BSEEZIIC D, BREBOTOWARZWIERIOODI DB L P ET.
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