arXiv:1610.08947v1 [math.GT] 27 Oct 2016

AFFINE CUBIC SURFACES AND CHARACTER VARIETIES OF KNOTS

YURI BEREST AND PETER SAMUELSON

Abstract. It is known that the fundamental group homomorphism π_1(T^2) → π_1(S^3 \ K) induced by the inclusion of the boundary torus into the complement of a knot K in S^3 is a complete knot invariant. Many classical invariants of knots arise from the natural (restriction) map induced by the above homomorphism on the SL_2-character varieties of the corresponding fundamental groups. In our earlier work [BS16], we proposed a conjecture that the classical restriction map admits a canonical 2- parameter deformation into a smooth cubic surface. In this paper, we show that (modulo some mild technical conditions) our conjecture follows from a known conjecture of Brumfiel and Hilden [BH95] on the algebraic structure of the peripheral system of a knot. We then confirm the Brumfiel-Hilden conjecture for an infinite class of knots, including all torus knots, 2-bridge knots, and certain pretzel knots. We also show the class of knots for which the Brumfiel-Hilden conjecture holds is closed under taking connect sums and certain knot coverings.

To Efim Zelmanov on the occasion of his 60th birthday

Contents

1. Introduction and motivation 1 2. Double affine Hecke algebras and character varieties of surfaces 4 3. Deformations of the peripheral map and the Brumfiel-Hilden algebra 10 4. Relations between different knots 13 5. Torus knots 13 6. Pretzel knots 20 7. Two-bridge knots 22 8. Further remarks 23 9. Appendix: The Brumfiel-Hilden algebra 26 References 29

1. Introduction and motivation

One classical tool in the study of 3-manifolds is the SL_2(C ) character variety Char(M). This is the (algebro-geometric) quotient of the representation variety Rep(M) by the natural GL_2(C ) action, where Rep(M) parameterizes representations π_1(M) → SL_2(C ) of the fundamental group of a 3-manifold M into SL_2(C ), and GL_2(C ) acts by conjugation.

In particular, given a knot K ⊂ S^3, there is a natural map α : Char(S^3 \ K) → Char(T^2) given by restricting representations of a knot complement to its boundary. The image of this map determines and is (essentially) determined by the A-polynomial of K (see [CCG^+94]), and this polynomial contains a good deal of geometric and topological information about the knot complement. For example, one of the main results of [CCG^+94] asserts that slopes of the boundary of the Newton polygon of the A-polynomial determine boundary slopes of incompressible surfaces of S^3 \ K. Additionally, in [DG04] Dunfield and Garoufalidis used work of Kronheimer and Mrowka [KM04] to show that the A-polynomial distinguishes the unknot.

Date: March 9, 2019. 1

Topology

Noncommutative algebra π_1

Algebraic geometry Rep

(Topology)........................................

Quantum algebra

KBSM

........................................

Quantum Hecke algebra

Dunkl q → ±1 Algebraic geometry

BH

Figure 1. Deformations vs. quantizations of character varieties of knots

In this paper we study a 2-parameter family α_{t1 ,t2} of deformations of the restriction map α from the character variety Char(S^3 \ K) to certain affine cubic surfaces in C^3 :

(1.1) α_{t1,t2} : Char(S^3 \ K) → X_{t1 ,t2}

The special fiber X_{1,1} of this family is isomorphic to the character variety of the torus T^2, and the specialization α_{1,1} reproduces the classical restriction map α : Char(S^3 \ K) → X_{1,1}.

The q = −1 specialization of the main conjecture of [BS16] states that there is a canonical deformation of α to the map α_{t1 ,t2} . For general q, this conjecture involves a quantization of the character variety of the knot complement. It seems generally agreed (at the moment) that the quantization (or q-deformation) of character varieties of knots requires the use of topological tools, such as the Kaufmann bracket skein module construction which was used in [BS16]. By contrast, the Hecke (or Dunkl) deformations that we study in the present paper (for q = −1) depend only on the knot group and may be performed purely algebraically (using the Brumfiel-Hilden algebra). This is, perhaps, the main observation of the present paper. (See Figure 1.)

Below, we will briefly describe the origin of this conjecture, its relation to the character variety of the 4-punctured sphere, and an interpretation in terms of the Brumfiel-Hilden algebra. We then describe our results which confirm this conjecture for an infinite family of knots, including torus knots, 2-bridge knots, some pretzel knots, and all connect sums of these.

The Kauffman bracket skein module Sk_q (M) of a 3-manifold M is the C [q^{±1} ]-module spanned by framed, unoriented links in M modulo the Kauffman bracket skein relations (see Figure 2). If M = F × I is a thickened surface, then Sk_q(F × I) is an algebra, where the multiplication is given by stacking one link on top of another. Similarly, the space Sk_q (M) is a module over the algebra Sk_q ((∂M)×I) associated to the boundary of M.

The (spherical) double affine Hecke algebra (DAHA) SH_{q,t} is a noncommutative algebra depending on a parameter q and four additional parameters t = (t_1, t_2, t_3, t_4). It follows easily from a theorem of Frohman and Gelca [FG00] that the specialization SH_{q,1} is isomorphic to the skein algebra Sk_q (T^2) of the torus. This implies that the skein module Sk_q (S^3 \ K) of a knot complement is a module over SH_{q,1,1,1,1}. Based on explicit computations in some examples, the following conjecture was proposed in [BS16].

Conjecture 1.1 ([BS16]). The double affine Hecke algebra SH_{q,t1 ,t2,1,1} acts canonically on the Kauffman bracket skein module Sk_q (S^3 \ K) of the complement of a knot K ⊂ S^3.

The connection between this conjecture and character varieties follows from a theorem of Bullock [Bul97] (see also [PS00]), which states that the q = −1 specialization of the skein module Sk_{q=−1}(M) is a commutative ring which is isomorphic to O(Char(M)). It turns out that in the q = ±1 specialization the DAHA SH_{q=±1,t} is commutative, and it was studied thoroughly by Oblomkov in [Obl04]. It follows from [Obl04] and work of Goldman in [Gol97] that SH_{1,t} is isomorphic to the ring of functions OChar(S^2 \ {p_1, p_2, p_3, p_4}) on the character variety of the 4-punctured sphere. (In fact, it follows from work of Bullock and Przytycki [BP00] and Terwilliger [Ter13] that SH_q2_{,t} is isomorphic to the skein algebra Sk_q (S^2 \ {p_1, p_2, p_3, p_4}).)

We now describe the construction of the family (1.1) of maps that deforms the peripheral map. One of the key properties of the DAHA is the so-called ‘Dunkl embedding,’ which is an injective algebra homomorphism SH_{q,t} → SH^{loc}_{q,1} into a localization of the DAHA at t_i = 1. When q = −1, this becomes a rational map X_1 X_t. In this language, Conjecture 1.1 becomes:

Conjecture 1.2. (Conjecture 1.1 at q = −1): The composition of the restriction map Char(S^3 \ K) → X_{t=1} with the Dunkl embedding X_{t=1} X_{t1,t2,1,1} extends to a regular morphism of affine schemes.

We remark that this is not automatic because the poles of the rational map X_1 → X_t contain the trivial representation, and the poles therefore intersect the image of the map Char(S^3 \ K) → X_1 for any knot K. In this paper we confirm this conjecture at q = −1 for an infinite class of knots (at least up to a technical condition, see Corollary 3.6).

A useful tool for studying character varieties of a discrete group π is the Brumfiel-Hilden algebra, which we denote H[π]. This algebra (and its ‘trace’ subalgebra) are defined by

H[π] := C [π] {h(g + g^{−1}) = (g + g^{−1})h} , H^+[π] := {a ∈ H[π] | a = σ(a)} where σ : H[π] → H[π] is the anti-automorphism defined on group elements via σ(a) = a^{−1}. The key theorem (see [BH95, Prop. 9.1]) is that OChar(π) ∼= H^+[π].

We show that Conjecture 1.1 (at q = −1) has a natural interpretation in terms of H[π], where π is the fundamental group π_1(S^3 \ K) of the knot complement. We will call the condition in the following conjecture the Brumfiel-Hilden condition.

Conjecture 1.3 ([BH95]). Let M and L be the standard meridian and longitude of the knot. Then

(1.2) L ∈ H^+[M^{±1}]

where H^+[M^{±1}] is the subalgebra of H[π] generated by H^+[π] and M^{±1}.

We prove the following theorem (see Corollary 3.6):

Theorem 1.4. If the Brumfiel-Hilden condition (1.2) holds and (M − M^{−1}) : H^+[π] → H^+[π][M^{±1}] is injective, then Conjecture 1.1 holds at q = −1.

In further support of both these conjectures, we prove the following.

Theorem 1.5. The Brumfiel-Hilden condition (1.2) holds for all torus knots, 2-bridge knots, and certain (−2, 3, 2n + 1) pretzel knots. Furthermore, if it holds for knots K and K^′, then it holds for their connect sum K#K^′.

The contents of the paper are as follows. In Section 2 we recall background information about character varieties and double affine Hecke algebras. In Section 3 we recall the Brumfiel-Hilden algebras and prove Theorem 1.4. In Section 4 we show that the Brumfiel-Hilden condition is preserved by connect sum of knots and by certain coverings of knots. The proof of Theorem 1.5 for torus knots is contained in Section 5, and the proof for certain pretzel knots is in Section 6. We confirm the Brumfiel-Hilden condition for 2-bridge knots in Section 7. Further remarks are contained in Section 8, and the Appendix contains an alternative description of the Brumfiel-Hilden algebra for 2-generator 1-relator groups.

Acknowledgements: We are thankful to P. Boalch, F. Bonahon, O. Chalykh, C. Dunkl, D. Muthiah, V. Roubtsov, S. Sahi, and P. Terwilliger for helpful discussions regarding their work and/or the present paper. The first author (Y. B.) would like to thank the scientific committee of the international conference “Lie algebras and Jordan algebras, their applications and representations (dedicated to Efim Zelmanov 60th birthday)” for inviting him to give a plenary talk. He is very grateful to the local organizers of the conference, especially V. Futorny and I. Kashuba, for their warm hospitality and support in Brazil. The work of Peter Samuelson was funded in part by European Research Council grant no. 637618.

2. Double affine Hecke algebras and character varieties of surfaces

In this section we describe the relationship between the C^∨C_1 (spherical) double affine Hecke algebra SH_{q,t} and the Kauffman bracket skein algebra Sk_q(S^2 \ {p_1, p_2, p_3, p_4}) of the 4-punctured sphere. This implies a relationship between the q = 1 specialization of the (spherical) DAHA and the relative SL_2(C ) character varieties of the 4-punctured sphere, which we describe explicitly. Finally, the polynomial representation of the DAHA gives an embedding of SH_{q,t} into a localization of the skein algebra Sk_q (T^2), which we also describe explicitly. This gives explicit formulas for the rational map Char(T^2) Char(S^2\ {p_i}) which we provide in Corollary 2.16. We conclude with explicit formulas describing the family (1.1) for the trefoil and figure eight knots.

2.1. Character varieties of topological surfaces and affine cubic surfaces. In this section we recall some results of Goldman in [Gol97, Sec. 6]. Let π be the fundamental group of a 4-punctured sphere, with a presentation π = ⟨A, B, C, D | ABCD = Id⟩ where each generator corresponds to a loop around a puncture. Consider the following seven functions on the SL_2 character variety of π:

a = tr(A), b = tr(B), c = tr(C), d = tr(D) x_S = tr(AB), y_S = tr(BC), z_S = tr(CA) Ω_C := x^2_S + y^2_S + z^2_S + x_S y_Sz_S − (ab + cd)x_S − (ad + bc)y_S − (ac + bd)z_S These functions satisfy the defining equation (2.1) Ω_C = −(a^2 + b^2 + c^2 + d^2 + abcd) + 4

Theorem 2.1 ([Gol97]). The relation (2.1) describes an embedding Char(S^2 \ {p_1, p_2, p_3, p_4}) → C^7

Remark 2.2. There is a map C^7 → C^4 given by the coordinates a, b, c, and d, and the relative character variety is a fiber of this map. These fibers can be viewed as cubic surfaces in C^3 , and they first appeared in the work of Vogt [Vog89] and Fricke and Klein [FK65] on invariant theory in the late 19th century (see also [Mag80]). In recent years they have found many interesting applications: for example, as monodromy surfaces of the classical Painleve VI equation (see, e.g. [Iwa03] and [IIS06]).

2.2. The Kauffman bracket skein algebra. Here we give some very brief background about the Kauffman bracket skein module Sk_q (M) of a 3-manifold, and refer to other works for more details (e.g. [BS16] and references therein). Given an oriented manifold M, the skein module Sk_q (M) is the vector space formally spanned by framed links in M modulo the Kauffman bracket skein relations.

If M = F × [0, 1] is a thickened surface, then Sk_q(F × [0, 1]) is an algebra, where the multiplication is given by stacking in the [0, 1] direction. Also, for any 3-manifold M, if q = ±1, then Sk_{q=±1}(M) is a

q + q^{−1} =

= −q^2 − q^{−2}

Figure 2. Kauffman bracket skein relations

a_2 x_2

x_1 a_1 x_3 a_3

a_4

Figure 3. Curves on the 4-punctured sphere

commutative algebra, where the product is given by disjoint union (this product is only defined at the specializations q = ±1.). This commutative algebra is related to character varieties via the following theorem.

Theorem 2.3 ([PS00], [Bul97]). The map γ → −Tr_γ extends to an isomorphism of commutative algebras Sk_{q=−1}(M)^∼−→ OChar(M) where γ is a loop and Tr_γ (ρ) := Tr(ρ(γ)).

We also use a presentation of the skein algebra Sk_q (S^2\{p_i}) of the 4-punctured sphere given by Bullock and Przytycki. Let x_1 and x_2 be two distinct simple closed curves in S^2 \ {p_i} which are non-boundary parallel and which intersect twice.(See Figure 3.) Define the curve x_3 via the equation x_1x_2 = q^2x_3 + q^{−2}z + boundary curves where x_3 and z are simple closed curves each of which intersect x_1 and x_2 in two points. Suppose x_1 separates boundary curves a_1 and a_2 from a_3 and a_4, and define p_1 = a_1a_2 + a_3a_4. Define p_2 and p_3 similarly. Finally, define Ω_K := −q^2x_1x_2x_3 + q^4x^2_1 + q^{−4}x^2 + q^4x^2_3 + q^2p_1x_1 + q^{−2}p_2x_2 + q^2p_3x_3 Theorem 2.4 ([BP00, Thm. 3]). With notation as in the previous paragraph, Sk_q(S^2 \ {p_i}) has a presentation where the generators are x_i and a_i and the relations are [x_i, x_{i+1}]_q2 = (q^4 − q^{−4})x_{i+2} − (q^2 − q^{−2})p_{i+2} Ω_K = (q^2 + q^{−2})^2 − (a_1a_2a_3a_4 + a^2_1 + a^2 + a^2_3 + a^2_4) (The indices in the first relation are interpreted modulo 3.)

Remark 2.5. It is clear from the formulas above that Theorems 2.3 and 2.4 are compatible with Theorem 2.1, where (x, y, z) correspond to (−x_1, −x_2, −x_3) and (a, b, c, d) correspond to (−a_1, −a_2, −a_3, −a_4).

2.3. The C^∨C_1 double affine Hecke algebra. In this section we recall the 5-parameter family of algebras H_{q,t} which was introduced by Sahi in [Sah99] (see also [NS04]). This is the universal deformation of the algebra C [X^{±1} , Y^{±1}] ⋊ Z_2 (see [Obl04]), and it depends on the parameters q ∈ C^∗ and t ∈ (C^∗ )^4. The algebra H_{q,t} can be abstractly presented as follows: it is generated by the elements T_1, T_2, T_3, and T_4 subject to the relations (T_i − t_i)(T_i + t^{−1}_i ) = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ 4

(2.2) T_4T_3T_2T_1 = q Remark 2.6. Comparing our notation to [BS16], their (T_0, T^∨_0 , T_1, T^∨_1 ) are our (T_2, T_1, T_3, T_4), and their (t_1, t_2, t_3, t_4) are our (t_2, t_1, t_3, t_4).

The element e := (T_3 + t^{−1}_3 )/(t_3 + t^{−1}_3 ) is an idempotent in H_{q,t}, and the algebra SH_{q,t} := eH_{q,t}e is called the spherical subalgebra. A presentation for the spherical subalgebra SH_{q,t} has been given in [Ter13], and this can be viewed as a q-deformation of the presentation given by Oblomkov in [Obl04]. (A less symmetric presentation was given in [Koo08]. See also [Ter11] and [IT10].) We now recall this presentation in our notation. Define x = (T_4T_3 + (T_4T_3)^{−1})e y = (T_3T_2 + (T_3T_2)^{−1})e z = (T_3T_1 + (T_3T_1)^{−1})e Ω_D = −qxyz + q^2x^2 + q^{−2}y^2 + q^2z^2 − qαx − q^{−1}βy − qγz where α := t̄_1t̄_2 + (qt_3)t̄_4, β := t̄_1t̄_4 + (qt_3)t̄_2, γ := t̄_2t̄_4 + (qt_3)t̄_1 Here and later we use the notation t̄_i := t_i − t^{−1}_i , qt_3 := qt_3 − q^{−1}t^{−1}_3 The following theorem is a slight modification of a result of Terwilliger – for a proof of the modified statement, along with explanations regarding notational conventions, see [BS16, Thm. 2.20]. Theorem 2.7 ([Ter13, Prop 16.4]). The spherical subalgebra SH_{q,t} is generated by x, y, z with relations [x, y]_q = (q^2 − q^{−2})z − (q − q^{−1})γ [y, z]_q = (q^2 − q^{−2})x − (q − q^{−1})α [z, x]_q = (q^2 − q^{−2})y − (q − q^{−1})β Ω_D = (t̄_1)^2 + (t̄_2)^2 + (qt_3)^2 + (t̄_4)^2 − t̄_1t̄_2(qt_3)t̄_4 + (q + q^{−1})^2 Remark 2.8. Here we have corrected a typo from [BS16] in the powers of q in the last term of the relation involving Ω_D. We have also slightly rewritten Ω_D using the commutation relations above. Remark 2.9. If q = ±1 then the spherical subalgebras are commutative for any (t_1, t_2, t_3, t_4). The corresponding varieties are affine cubic surfaces studied in detail in [Obl04] (and the presentation in [Obl04] agrees exactly with the one above, where our x, y, z are his X_1, X_2, X_3).

Using these explicit presentations, we now relate the skein module of the 4-punctured sphere with the spherical DAHA. We point out that we must replace q by q^2 in the DAHA to define this map. Corollary 2.10. Let i^2 = −1. There is an algebra map Sk_q(S^2 \ {p_1, p_2, p_3, p_4}) → SH_q2_{,t} given by x_1 → x, x_2 → y, x_3 → z a_1 → it̄_1, a_2 → it̄_2, a_3 → i(qt_3), a_4 → it̄_4 Remark 2.11. The appearance of √ −1 here has a heuristic explanation as follows. The standard relation for Hecke algebras (with braid generator T and parameter t) is given by (T − t)(T + t^{−1}) = 0. This can be rewritten as T − T^{−1} = t − t^{−1}. Given a matrix A ∈ SL_2(C ) with eigenvalues a and a^{−1}, the following matrix equation is satisfied: A + A^{−1} = (a + a^{−1})Id. Then the matrix equation can be obtained from the Hecke relation by rescaling T and t by √ −1.

We now specialize this corollary to obtain a map OChar(S^2 \ {p_i}) → SH_{q=1,t}. We remark that here we specialize q = 1 because the q in the DAHA is replaced by q^2 when it is compared to the skein algebra of the 4-punctured sphere.

Corollary 2.12. There is a map of commutative algebras OChar(S^2 \ {p_1, p_2, p_3, p_4}) → SH_{q=1,t} x_S → −x, y_S → −y, z_S → −z, a_i → √ −1 t̄_i 2.4. The unpunctured torus. The following theorem was proved in [BP00] (for a different but conceptually appealing description of the same algebra, see [FG00]). Let x_T , y_T , and z_T be the (1, 0), (0, 1), and (1, 1) curves on the torus T^2. Let Ω_T = −qx_T y_T z_T + q^2x^2_T + q^{−2}y^2_T + q^2z^2_T . Theorem 2.13 ([BP00]). The algebra Sk_q(T^2) is generated by x_T , y_T , and z_T subject to the following relations:

[x_T , y_T ]_q = (q^2 − q^{−2})z_T [z_T , x_T ]_q = (q^2 − q^{−2})y_T [y_T , z_T ]_q = (q^2 − q^{−2})x_T Ω_T = 2(q^2 + q^{−2}) We can combine this with the previous theorems to obtain the following.

Corollary 2.14. There is an algebra isomorphism^1 SH_{q,1,1,1,1} → Sk_q (T^2) given by x → x_T , y → y_T , z → z_T , t_j → 1 There is a surjective algebra map Sk_q(S^2 \ {p_i}) → Sk_q2 (T^2) given by x_1 → x_T , x_2 → y_T , x_3 → z_T , a_1, a_2, a_4 → 0, a_3 → (iq) + (iq)^{−1} where i^2 = −1.

Using the polynomial representation in the next section, we will extend the first map in the previous corollary to the parameters SH_{q,t1 ,t2,1,1}, at the expense of expanding the range by localizing at certain elements.

2.5. The polynomial representation. The DAHA H_{q,t} can be realized by operators on Laurent polynomials C [X^{±1} ] as follows. First, we define auxiliary operators on C [X^{±1} ]: x̂ · f(X) = Xf(X), s · f(X) = f(X^{−1}), ŷ · f(X) = f(q^{−2}X) We then define T̂_2 = t_2sŷ − q^2 t̄_2x̂^2 + qt̄_1x̂ 1 − q^2x̂^2 (1 − sŷ) T̂_3 = t_3s + t̄_3 + t̄_4x̂ 1 − x̂^2

(1 − s) The operator T̂_2 acts on Laurent polynomials because (1 − sŷ) · X^n = X^n − q^{−2n}X^{−n} is divisible by 1 − q^2X^2 (and similarly for T̂_3). The following Dunkl-type embedding is defined using these operators (see [NS04, Thm. 2.22]):

Proposition 2.15 ([Sah99]). The assignments (2.3) T_1 → qT̂^{−1}_2 x̂, T_2 → T̂_2, T_3 → T̂_3, T_4 → x̂^{−1}T̂^{−1}_3 extend to an injective algebra homomorphism H_{q,t} → End_C (C [X^{±1} ]).

1To be pedantic, if the base ring for SHq,t is C [q±1 , t±1], and if C is given a C [q±1 , t±1]-module structure where the t i act by 1, then SH_{q,t} ⊗_{C[q}±1_{,t}±1_] C → Sk_q (T^2) is an isomorphism.

The Dunkl-type embedding above can be viewed as a map from H_{q,t} to a localization of A_q ⋊Z_2. (Here A_q is the quantum torus, which is generated by x̂^{±1} and ŷ^{±1} subject to the relation x̂ŷ = q^2ŷx̂, and Z_2 acts on A_q by inverting x̂ and ŷ.) This embedding maps the spherical DAHA into (a localization of) the symmetric algebra A^{Z2}_q . In the specialization q = ϵ = ±1 and t_3 = t_4 = 1, a short computation leads to the following description of this symmetric embedding: x_t → x̂ + x̂^{−1} y_t → t_2(ŷ + ŷ^{−1}) + [ t̄_2(x̂ŷ^{−1} − x̂^{−1}ŷ) + ϵt̄_1(ŷ − ŷ^{−1}) ] δ^{−1} z_t → ϵt_2(x̂ŷ + x̂^{1−}ŷ^{−1}) + [ t̄_2(ŷ − ŷ^{−1}) + ϵt̄_1(x̂ŷ − x̂^{−1}ŷ^{−1}) ] δ^{−1} where δ := x̂ − x̂^{−1}. If we multiply numerators and denominators by δ we can rewrite them in terms of x_T , y_T , and z_T , which are the images of the curves (1, 0), (0, 1), and (1, 1) on the torus inside the algebra A^{Z2}_q . (Note that z_T = q^{−1}(x̂ŷ + x̂^{−1}ŷ^{−1}).) We then obtain the following:

Corollary 2.16. When q = ϵ = ±1 and t_3 = t_4 = 1, the map SH_{ϵ,t1,t2,1,1} → Sk_ϵ(T^2)^{loc} is given by x_t → x_T y_t → t_2y_T +

−t̄_2(x^2_T y_T − ϵx_T z_T − 2y_T ) + t̄_1(2z_T − ϵx_T y_T ) x^2_T − 4

z_t → t_2z_T + t̄_2(2z_T − ϵx_T y_T ) + t̄_1(ϵx_T z_T − 2y_T ) x^2_T − 4

2.6. Example: the trefoil. In this subsection we describe Conjecture 1.1 completely explicitly in the example of the trefoil. Several computations were done with the help of the computer (using Macaulay2 [GS] and Mathematica). In this section only we use the abbreviations S_n := S_n(x_T ) and T_n := T_n(x_T ) for Chebyshev polynomials, which are defined by

S_n(X + X^{−1}) := X^{n+1} − X^{−n−1} X − X^{−1} , T_n(X + X^{−1}) = X^n + X^{−n}

Let K be the trefoil in S^3. We first recall formulas from [Gel02] for the action of SH_{q,1} on the skein module Sk_q(S^3 \ K). (See [BS16] for the conversion into the present notation.) As a module over C [x] the skein module Sk_q (S^3 \ K) is generated by two elements u and v, and the action of y_T and z_T are given by the following:

y_T · u = −(q^2 + q^{−2})u z_T · u = −q^{−3}S_1u y_T · v = (q^6S_4 − q^2)u + q^6T_6v z_T · v = q^5S_3u + q^5T_5v

The A-polynomial of the trefoil is (L − 1)(L + M^{−6}). (Roughly, this describes the preimage in (C^× )^2 of the image in Char(T^2) of the character variety of the knot complement, where (C^× )^2 maps to Char(T^2) by sending (α, β) to the representation where the generators of T^2 are sent to diagonal matrices with upper-left entries α and β, respectively.) This symmetrizes to the polynomial

A_T := (y_T + 2)(y_T − T_6)

(remember the negative sign in the map of Theorem 2.3). It is straightforward (at least with a computer) to check that when q = −1 the element A_T ∈ Sk_{q=−1}(T^2) indeed annihilates the module Sk_{q=−1}(S^3 \ K).

We now give explicit expressions for the action of y_t and z_t on u and v with the parameter values q = −1 and t_3 = t_4 = 1.

y_t · u = −(t_2 + t^{−1}_2 )u z_t · u = [t_2S_1 − t̄_1]u y_t · v = [t_2(S_4 − 1) − t̄_2(S_4 + S_2) + t̄_1(S_3 + S_1)]u + [t_2T_6 − t̄_2S_6 + t̄_1S_5]v

z_t · v = [t^{−1}_2 S_3 + t̄_2S_1 − t̄_1(S_2 + S_0)]u

+ [−t_2T_5 + t̄_2S_5 − t̄_1S_4]v

It is now possible to compute that the following deformation of the symmetric A-polynomial A_T annihilates the skein module:

(2.4) A_t := (y_t + t_2 + t^{−1}_2 )(y_t − t^{−1}_2 T_6 − t̄_1S_5 + t̄_2S_4)

Remark 2.17. Since t̄_i = t_i −t^{−1}_i , it is clear that the t_1 = t_2 = 1 specialization of A_t is equal to A_T . The choice of the element A_t in (2.4) is somewhat arbitrary since there is no canonical choice. This particular choice was made via computer experiment, and it seems to be the simplest obvious deformation of A_T which “has the same structure.” However, we remind the reader that the action of SH_{q=−1,t1 ,t2,1,1} is canonical, even the particular choice of A_t is not.

2.7. Example: the figure eight. In this subsection we give a explicit description of Conjecture 1.1 in the case of the figure eight knot, again with q = −1 and t_2 = t_4 = 1, and with the help of a computer. We use the notation S_n and T_n for Chebyshev polynomials as in Section 2.6.

Let K be the figure eight knot and N := Sk_{q=−1}(S^3 \ K) the skein module of its complement. We recall from [GS04] that as a module over C [x], the skein module N is freely generated by elements p, u, and v (again, see [BS16] for conversion into the present notation). Formulas for the action of y_T and z_T at q = −1 are given by

y_T · p = −2p y_T · u = (S_2 + 1)p + (−T_4 + T_2 + T_0)u y_T · v = (−S_2 − 1)p + (−T_4 + T_2 + T_0)v z_T · p = S_1p z_T · u = −S_3p + (T_5 − T_3 − T_1)u + (T_3 − T_1)v z_T · v = 2S_1p + (−T_3 + T_1)u + (T_3 − 2T_1)v

The A-polynomial for the figure eight knot is (L − 1)(L + L^{−1} + −M^4 + M^2 + 2 + M^{−2} − M^{−4}), and a symmetric version is given by

(2.5) A := (y_T + 2)(y_T + T_4 − T_2 − T_0)

(Again, the apparent change in signs is explained by the signs in Theorem 2.3.) One may now compute that the action of y_t ∈ SH_{q=−1,t1 ,t2} is given by the formulas y_t · p = −(t_2 + t^{−1}_2 )p y_t · u = [t_2(S_2 + 1) − t̄_1S_1]p + [t_2(−T_4 + T_2 + T_0) − t̄_2S_2 + t̄_1T_3]u + [−t̄_2(S_2 + 1) + 2t̄_1S_1]v =: ap + bu + cv (2.6) y_t · v = [−t^{−1}_2 (S_2 + 1) − t̄_1S_1]p + [t̄_2(S_2 + 1) − 2t̄_1S_1]u + [t^{−1}_2 (−T_4 + T_2 + T_0) + t̄_2S_2 − t̄_1T_3]v =: dp + eu + fv (2.7) Similarly, the action of z_t is given by the formulas z_t · p = [t_2S_1 − t̄_1]p z_t · u = [−t_2S_3 + t̄_1(S_2 + 1) − t̄_2S_1]p + [t_2(T_5 − T_3 − T_1) + t̄_2(T_3) + t̄_1(−T_4 + 1)]u + [t_2(T_3 − T_1) + 2t̄_2S_1 − t̄_2(S_2 + 1)]v z_t · v = [(t_2 + t^{−1}_2 )S_1]p

+ [t_2(−T_3 + T_1) − 2t̄_2S_1 + t̄_1(S_2 + 1)]u + [t^{−1}_2 (T_3 − 2T_1) − 2t̄_2S_1 + t̄_1S_2]v As a sanity check, one may check directly (or by computer) that the above formulas satisfy the cubic relation of Theorem 2.7 (specialized to q = −1 and t_3 = t_4 = 1). One can also check that the following element annihilates the skein module N:

(2.8) Ã := (y_t + t_2 + t^{−1}_2 )(y^2_t − (b + f)y_t + (bf − ce)) where the constants in the formula were defined in equations (2.6) and (2.7). In fact, it is obvious that Ã annihilates N: the element p generates a submodule of N annihilated by y + t_2 + t^{−1}_2 , and the second factor in the definition of Ã is just the characteristic polynomial of y_t, viewed as an operator on the C [x]-module N/p.

Remark 2.18. Experimentally, the polynomial A defined in (2.5) does not seem to have a deformation which annihilates N. (In particular, the bf − ce term doesn’t factor unless t_1 = t_2 = 1.) However, one can check that if we specialize t_1 = t_2 = 1, then Ã_{t1 =t2=1} = (y + 2)(y + T_4 − T_2 − T_0)^2 In particular, in this specialization the scheme defined by Ã is the same as that defined by A, except that one component has been “fattened.”

3. Deformations of the peripheral map and the Brumfiel-Hilden algebra Let K ⊂ S^3 be a knot, M := S^3 \ K its complement, π := π_1(M) its fundamental group. The fundamental group of the torus boundary of M maps to π via the peripheral map: Z^{αm}−→ Z^{2 α}−→ π where we have fixed generators of Z^2 to be the standard longitude and meridian of K, and where the image of the generator under α_m is the meridian. By Corollary 2.14 and Theorem 2.3 the peripheral map induces the following map of commutative algebras: α_∗ : SH_{q=−1,ti=1} → OChar(π_1(M)) where OChar(π_1(M)) := C [Rep(π_1(M), SL_2(C ))]^{SL 2(C)} is the ring of functions on the character variety of the knot complement.

Lemma 3.1. For q = −1, the action of SH_{q,t} on Sk_q (M) conjectured in [BS16, Conj. 1] arises from an algebra homomorphism (α_t)_∗ : SH_{−1,t1,t2,1,1} → OChar(π_1(M)) which we call a deformed peripheral map. Proof. Consider the commutative diagram

(3.1) OChar(∂M) α_∗ OChar(M)

SH_{−1,t}^⊂ Φ_{−1,t} OChar(∂M)^{loc} loc α_{loc∗} OChar(M)^{loc} loc

which is obtained from the diagram of Sk_q (∂M)-modules by specializing q = −1: Sk_q (∂M) Sk_q (M)

SH_{q,t}^⊂ Sk_q (∂M)^{loc} loc Sk_q(M)^{loc} loc

(The top horizontal map is given by a → a · ∅, which is a map of left modules for general q and a map of commutative algebras when q = −1.) Conjecture 1 says that SH_{q,t}[Sk_q (M)] ⊂ Sk_q (M) ⊂ Sk_q (M)^{loc}, which implies (3.2) SH_{q,t} · ∅ ⊂ Sk_q (M) The diagram (3.1) consists of algebra homomorphisms, and condition (3.2) specializes to Φ_{−1,t}(SH_{−1,t}) · 1 ⊂ OChar(M) This shows that Φ_{−1,t} : SH_{−1,t} → OChar(M) is an algebra map. □ Geometrically, we thus have a morphism of schemes α_t : Char(M) → Spec(SH_{−1,t}) that is a deformation of the classical restriction map.

3.1. The Brumfiel-Hilden conjecture. We now recall the definition of the Brumfiel-Hilden algebras from [BH95]. If π is a finitely generated discrete group, these algebras are defined as follows:

(3.3) H[π] := C [π] ⟨g(h + h^{−1}) − (h + h^{−1})g⟩ , H^+[π] := ⟨g + g^{−1} | g ∈ π⟩ ⊂ H[π] A conceptual explanation for these definitions is given by the following theorem. Theorem 3.2 ([BH95]). If π is a finitely generated group, then

(1) The commutative algebra H^+[π] is isomorphic to O(Char(π)), the ring of functions on the SL_2(C ) character variety of π.

(2) The algebra H[π] is isomorphic to the ring Γ(Rep(π), M_2(C ))^{SL 2(C)} of SL_2(C )-equivariant matrixvalued functions on the SL_2(C ) representation variety of π.

Remark 3.3. The first map sends g + g^{−1} to the function ρ → Tr(ρ(g + g^{−1}). The second sends g to the matrix-valued function ρ → ρ(g), which is well-defined because if A ∈ SL_2 then A + A^{−1} = Tr(A)Id is central in the ring of 2 × 2 matrices.

We also recall the Brumfiel-Hilden conjecture, see [BH95, pg. 122]:

Conjecture 3.4 ([BH95]). Let π = π_1(S^3 \ K) be the fundamental group of the complement of a knot in S^3, and let X, Y ∈ H[π] be the standard meridian and longitude of K. Then (3.4) Y ∈ H^+[X^{±1}] where the right hand side is the subalgebra of H[π] generated by H^+[π] and the elements X^{±1} ∈ H[π].

Our goal is to relate this conjecture to the main conjecture of [BS16]. To shorten notation, we write H^+ := H^+[π] and H := H[π], and we write δ := X − X^{−1} We also define an operator s : H → H by the formula s · g := g^{−1}. Finally, we define the following H^+-module:

(3.5) N := H^+[X^{±1}] + H^+[X^{±1}](Y + 1)δ^{−1} ⊂ H[δ^{−1}] To clarify, H[δ^{−1}] is considered as an H-module, and not as an algebra (so that we don’t have to deal with the issue of localizing noncommutative algebras). More formally, we define H[δ^{−1}] as H ⊗_{C[X} ±1_] C [X^{±1} ]δ, where the right hand term of the tensor product is the C [X^{±1} ] submodule of the algebra C [X^{±1} , δ^{−1}] generated by δ^{−1}. The action of s on H clearly extends to H[δ^{−1}] via s · δ = −δ. Proposition 3.5. The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) Y − Y^{−1} ∈ H^+δ (2) Y ∈ H^+[X^{±1}] (3) eN = H^+ and (s + Y ) · N ⊂ δN, where e := (1 + s)/2 and s acts on N as in the previous paragraph.

Proof. We first prove that (1) is equivalent to (2). If Y − Y^{−1} ∈ H^+δ for some A ∈ H^+, then Y = (Y − Y^{−1})/2 + (Y + Y^{−1})/2 ∈ H^+δ + H^+ = H^+[X^{±1}]. Similarly, if Y ∈ H^+[X^{±1}], then Y = A + Bδ for some A, B ∈ H^+. Then applying the anti-involution g → g^{−1}, we obtain Y^{−1} = A − δB = A − Bδ. This implies Y − Y^{−1} = Bδ.

Next we show that (1) implies (3). We have that H^+[X^{±1}] = H^+ + H^+δ, which implies N = H^+ + H^+δ + H^+(Y + 1)δ^{−1} + H^+(Y + 1) = H^+ + H^+δ + H^+(Y + 1)δ^{−1} where the last term of the second expression is contained in H^+[X^{±1}] ⊂ N by condition (2) (which is implied by condition (1)). Since sδ = −δ, we see that eδ = eδ^{−1} = 0. Therefore, after multiplying this expression by e we obtain eN = H^+ + H^+(eY + e)δ^{−1} = H^+ + H^+(Y + Y^{−1}s)δ^{−1} = H^+ + H^+(Y − Y^{−1})δ^{−1} = H^+ where the last equality follows from assumption (1) that Y − Y^{−1} ∈ H^+δ. Next, we compute (s + Y ) · H^+ = (1 + Y ) · H^+ = δ [ (1 + Y )H^+δ^{−1} ] ⊂ δN (s + Y ) · H^+δ = (−1 + Y )H^+δ ⊂ H^+[X^{±1}]δ ⊂ δN (s + Y )H^+(Y + 1)δ^{−1} = H^+(Y^2 + Y − Y^{−1} − 1)δ^{−1} = H^+(Y − Y^{−1})(Y + 1)δ^{−1} ⊂ H^+δ(Y + 1)δ^{−1} ⊂ δN Finally, we show that condition (3) implies condition (2). Acting on the assumed containment by 1 − s we obtain (1 − s)(s + Y )N ⊂ (1 − s)δN = δ(1 + s)N = δH^+ We then compute (1 − s)(s + Y )eN = (s + Y − 1 − Y^{−1}s)eN = (Y − Y^{−1})H^+

This shows that (Y − Y^{−1})H^+ ⊂ δH^+, which completes the proof. □

Corollary 3.6. Suppose K is a knot that satisfies the (equivalent) conditions of Proposition 3.5. Furthermore, assume that the map δ : N → N given by multiplication by δ is injective. Then Conjecture 1.1 (at q = −1) holds for K.

Proof. The algebra H_{q=−1,t1 ,t2,1,1} is generated by X^{±1}, the operator T_2, and the involution s. Under the Dunkl embedding (2.3), the poles of the image of the element T_2 are of the form δ^{−1}(s + Y ). Therefore, third condition in Proposition 3.5 together with the injectivity assumption implies the operator T_2 acts on the module N. Then the spherical subalgebra eH_{−1,t1 ,t2,1,1}e acts on eN, which is equal to H^+ (again by the third condition in Proposition 3.5). This confirms Conjecture 1.1 at q = −1. □

4. Relations between different knots

In this section, we describe implications for the Brumfiel-Hilden condition (3.4) between different knots. We first recall that the connect sum K#K^′ of two knots is defined by attaching two points, one on each knot, and then resolving the double point to obtain one knot. (See, e.g. [BZ03].)

Lemma 4.1. If knots K and K^′ satisfy (3.4), then the connect sum K#K^′ does too.

Proof. Let π, π^′ be the knot groups of K, K^′, respectively, with peripheral systems m, l, m^′, l^′, respectively. Then [BZ03, Prop. 7.10] says that π_1(K#K^′) = π ∗_Z π^′, where the generator of Z maps to m and m^′ inside π and π^′, respectively. In particular, the images of m and m^′ inside of π_1(K#K) are equal. Next, a peripheral system of K#K^′ is given by (m, ll^′) (or by (m^′, ll^′)), where we have abused notation by writing l and l^′ for their images inside π_1(K#K^′). This is true because one can write the longitude of a knot K in terms of the Wirtinger generators by “tracing along the knot and recording crossings,” and in the connect sum, one can first trace along K and then along K^′. By assumption, we have Y_K ∈ H^+_n [K][X^{±1}_K ] and Y_K′ ∈ H^+_n [K^′][X^{±1}_K′ ], and combining these statements with the presentation of π_1[K#K^′] shows that Y_K , Y_K′ ∈ H^+[K#K^′][X^{±1}_{K#K}′ ]. Finally, since Y_{K#K}′ = Y_K Y_K′ , this shows that Y_{K#K}′ ∈ H^+_n [K#K^′][X^{±1}_{K#K}′ ], which is what we wanted. □

We will write K^′ ≥_p K if there is a surjection f : π_1(K^′) ↠ π_1(K) which preserves the peripherial systems: in other words, f(X_K′ ) = X_K and f(Y_K′ ) = Y^d_K for some d ∈ Z. (Such surjections are not common, but they will be useful for our purposes for torus knots.)

Lemma 4.2. Suppose for a knot K there exist knots K_i ⊂ S^3 satisfying (3.4) and that K_i ≥_p K for each i, with Y_i → Y^{di}_K . Further suppose that the integers d_i ∈ Z generate Z as a group. Then K satisfies (3.4).

Proof. The definitions of H and H^+ in (3.3) are functorial. In particular a surjection f : π_1(K_i) ↠ π_1(K) induces a surjection f_∗ : H[K_i] ↠ H[K] with f_∗(H^+[K_i]) = H^+[K]. Since f preserves the peripheral systems and we have assumed Y_i ∈ H^+[K_i][X^{±1}_i ], this shows that Y^{di}_K ∈ H^+[K][X^{±1}_K ]. By assumption, there exist a_i ∈ Z such that ∑ i a_id_i = 1. This implies that Y ∑ a_i d_i K = Y_K ∈ H^+[X^{±1}_K ], which completes the proof. □

5. Torus knots

In this section, we will prove Conjecture 3.4 for torus knots. To this end, we will use the presentation of the BH algebra for two-generator groups given in the Appendix. Let r and s be coprime integers such that 2 ≤ r < s . The knot group of the (r, s)-torus knot K = K(r, s) has the following presentation π(K) = ⟨u, v | u^r = v^s⟩ , and the meridian and longitude are represented by the elements (cf. [BZ03, Prop. 3.28]): (5.1) m = u^nv^{−k} , l = v^sm^{−rs} where k and n are integers satisfying (5.2) − rk + sn = 1 .

We remark that m is independent of the choice of solution (k, n) to the equation (5.2).

Now, let H = H[π] be the Brumfiel-Hilden algebra of the knot group π(K). As in Section 3.1, let X and Y denote the images of the elements m and l in H under the canonical projection C [π] ↠ H[π], and let H^+[X^{±1}] be the subalgebra of H generated by H^+ and C [X^{±1} ]. Recall that Conjecture 3.4 is equivalent to the statement (5.3) Y ∈ H^+[X^{±1}] . The main result of this section is Theorem 5.1. Condition (5.3) holds for all torus knots.

We will prove Theorem 5.1 in several steps. First, we verify (5.3) for (p, p + 1)-torus knots by direct calculation. Then, given a torus knot K(r, s) with rs even, we construct a group epimorphism π[K(p, p + 1)] ↠ π[K(r, s)] and we use Lemma 4.2 to give a covering argument to show that (5.3) holds for K(r, s), provided it holds for K(p, p + 1) for all p. Next, we show that (5.3) holds for (2, 2p + 1) torus knots and use a similar covering argument to show the same for K(r, s) with rs odd.

In the computations below we will use the classical Chebyshev polynomials of the first and second kind. We recall that these polynomials are defined respectively by T_1(y) = 1, T_3(y) = y, T_{n+1} = 2yT_n − T_{n−1} U_0(y) = 1, U_1(y) = 2y, U_{n+1} = 2yU_n − U_{n−1} .

Alternative definitions are given by (5.4) T_n(cos(ϑ)) := cos(nϑ) , U_n(cos(ϑ)) := sin((n + 1)ϑ) sin(ϑ) , n = 0, 1, 2, . . . 5.1. Torus knots of type (p, p + 1). This section is devoted to the proof of of the following proposition. Proposition 5.2. Condition (5.3) holds for (p, p + 1) torus knots.

Fix an integer p ≥ 2 and consider the torus knot K(p, p + 1). If r = p and s = p + 1, we can take k = n = 1 in (5.2), so that the peripheral elements (5.1) are given by (5.5) m = uv^{−1} , l = v^{p+1}m^{−p(p+1)} To do calculations it is convenient to change generators of the knot group taking a := uv^{−1} and b = v . Then (5.6) π(K(p, p + 1)) = ⟨u, v | u^p = v^{p+1}⟩ = ⟨a, b | abab . . . aba = b^p⟩ , where there are (p − 1) copies of b on the left-hand side. The peripheral pair becomes m = a , l = b^{p+1}a^{−p(p+1)} .

Next, recall the presentation of the BH algebra of the free group F_2 = ⟨a, b⟩ given in the Appendix: H[F_2] ∼= R ⊕ Rt , t^2 = y^2 − 1 where R = C [X^{±1} , y, z], and where X = a, y = (b + b^{−1})/2, 2z = ab + b^{−1}a^{−1} + (a + a^{−1})y, and t = (b − b^{−1})/2. We will repeatedly use the following simple observation. Lemma 5.3. For any word c ∈ F_2, we have c^{n+1} = U_n(c^+) c − U_{n−1}(c^+) , n = 1, 2, . . .

where c^+ := (c + c^{−1})/2.

Proof. For n = 1, we have c^2 = 2[(c + c^{−1})/2] c − 1 = 2c^+c − 1 = U_1(c^+)c − U_0(c^+) , and for all n ≥ 1, the claim follows easily by induction in n. □

Remark 5.4. Note that the identity of Lemma 5.3 holds actually in the group algebra C [F_2 ] but we will use it as an identity in H[F_2].

Using Lemma 5.3, we compute the images of the left and right hand sides of the relation (5.6) in H[F_2]: abab . . . a = (ab)^pb^{−1} = U_{p−1}(Q)ab − U_{p−2}(Q)b^{−1} = U_{p−1}(Q)a − U_{p−2}(Q)b^{−1} = U_{p−1}(Q)X − U_{p−2}(Q)y + U_{p−2}(Q)t where Q = (ab + b^{−1}a^{−1})/2 = (X(y + t) + (y − t)X^{−1})/2 = xy + z. Second, we compute b^p = U_{p−1}(y)b − U_{p−2}(y) (5.7) = U_{p−1}(y)y − U_{p−2}(y) + U_{p−1}(y)t = T_p(y) + U_{p−1}(y)t Hence, abab . . . a − b^p = A + Bt, where A := U_{p−1}(Q) − U_{p−2}(Q)y − T_p(y) B := U_{p−2}(Q) − U_{p−1}(y) We would like to show that the longitude l is in the subalgebra [R] ⊂ H[π] which is the image of R under the quotient H[F_2] ↠ H[π]. By Proposition 9.7, this is true if l = [r_0 + rt] with r ∈ J, where J is the ideal J_1 = ⟨A, A^σ , A^δ, A^{σδ} , B⟩ (5.8) Here we have written A^σ = σ(A), etc. where σ : R → R is the involution of R and δ : R → R is the σ-derivation of R defined by σ(X^{±1}) = X^{∓1}, σ(y) = y, σ(z) = z δ(X^{±1}) = ±2z, δ(y) = δ(z) = 0 Note that since U_{p−1}(y)y + T_p(y) = U_p(y), we can rewrite A as A = U_{p−1}(Q)X − By − U_p(y) Hence, A^σ = X^{−1}U_{p−1}(Q) − By − U_p(y) A^δ = 2U_{p−1}(Q)z A^{σδ} = −2U_{p−1}(Q)z It follows that J_1 ⊂ R is defined by J_1 = ⟨U_{p−1}(Q)X − U_p(y), U_{p−1}(Q)X^{−1} − U_p(y), U_{p−2}(Q) − U_{p−1}(y), zU_{p−1}(Q)⟩ Since Q = z + xy, we have QU_{p−1}(Q) = zU_{p−1}(Q) + xyU_{p−1}(Q) = zU_{p−1}(Q) + y(XU_{p−1}(Q) + X^{−1}U_{p−1}(Q))/2 ≡ yU_p(y) (mod J_1) This shows that J_1 is generated by the elements (5.9) U_{p−1}(Q)X − U_p(y), U_{p−1}(Q)X^{−1} − U_p(y), U_{p−2}(Q) − U_{p−1}(y), QU_{p−1}(Q) − yU_p(y) Since Y = b^{p+1}a^{−p(p+1)} = b^{p+1}x^{−p(p+1)} ∈ H[π], to verify (5.3) it suffices to show that b^{p+1} ∈ H^+[X^{±1}]. For this, by the same computation as in (5.7), it suffices to show that (5.10) U_p(y) ∈ J_1 We will need some elementary properties of Chebyshev polynomials, which we give in the following:

Lemma 5.5. For any p ≥ 2, we have U_{p−1}U_{p+1} = −1 + U^2_p gcd(U_p − U_{p−1}, U_{p−2} − U_{p−3}) = 1 To simplify the notation, we set E := U_{p−1}(Q), F := U_{p−2}(Q) − U_{p−1}(y), N := U_p(y) We also write “≡” for congruences in R modulo J_1. The relations (5.9) imply F ≡ 0 (5.11) E ≡ XN (5.12) E ≡ X^{−1}N (5.13) QE ≡ yN (5.14) We need to show that N ≡ 0. By (5.11) and Lemma 5.5, we have U_{p−3}(Q)E = U_{p−3}(Q)U_{p−1}(Q) (5.15) = −1 + U^2_{p−2}(Q) ≡ −1 + U^2_{p−1}(y) = U_{p−2}(y)U_{p−1}(y) = U_{p−2}(y)N By (5.12) and (5.14), (5.16) QN ≡ (X^{−1}y)N Now if we combine (5.13), (5.15), and (5.16), we get (5.17) U_{p−2}(y)N ≡ U_{p−3}(Q)E ≡ XU_{p−3}(Q)N ≡ XU_{p−3}(X^{−1}y)N Now assume that p is even. Then U_{p−3} is an odd polynomial. Equations (5.12) and (5.13) show that X^2N ≡ N, which implies (5.18) XU_{p−3}(X^{−1}y)N ≡ U_{p−3}(y)N It therefore follows from (5.17) that (5.19) [U_{p−3}(y) − U_{p−2}(y)] N ≡ 0 Similarly, by (5.14), U_{p−1}(Q)N ≡ X^{−1}U_p(y)N, which by (5.16) implies (5.20) XU_{p−1}(X^{−1}y)N ≡ U_p(y)N Again, if p is even, then U_{p−1} is an odd polynomial, so that XU_{p−1}(X^{−1}y)N ≡ U_{p−1}(y)N. Hence, (5.20) becomes (5.21) [U_{p−1}(y) − U_p(y)] N ≡ 0 By Lemma 5.5, the polynomials U_{p−3} − U_{p−2} and U_{p−1} − U_p are relatively prime. Hence, if p is even, equations (5.19) and (5.21) combined together imply N ≡ 0 Now, if p is odd, arguing in a similar fashion, we can also derive from (5.15) the relations (U_{p−3}(Q) − U_{p−2}(Q)) N ≡ 0 (U_p(Q) − U_{p−1}(Q)) N ≡ 0 where the Chebyshev polynomials depend on Q rather than y. By Lemma 5.5, we again conclude that N ≡ 0. Thus, for all p ≥ 2 we have N ≡ 0, which completes the proof of Theorem 5.1 for (p, p + 1) torus knots.

5.2. Torus knots with rs even. We will now deduce Theorem 5.1 for the K(r, s) torus knot with rs even using Propsition 5.2 about (p, p + 1) torus knots combined with a covering argument using Lemma 4.2. We first note that given relatively prime r, s ∈ Z there exist n, k ∈ Z such that −rk + sn = 1 Let p = rk, and let K̃ be the (p, p + 1) torus knot with generators ũ and ṽ satisfying ũ^p = ṽ^{p+1}.

Lemma 5.6. Let K be the (r, s) torus knot with generators u, v ∈ π_1(K) satisfying u^r = v^s and with meridian and longitude m = u^nv^{−k} and l = v^sm^{−rs} as in (5.1). Then there is a covering map π_1(K̃) ↠ π_1(K) sending m̃ → m and l̃ → l^{kn}.

Proof. We construct the claimed covering map directly via ũ → u^n and ṽ → v^k. We then check

ũ^p → u^{pn} = (u^r)^{kn} = (v^s)^{kn} = (v^k )^{sn} = (im(ṽ))^{p+1}

which shows that this map is well-defined. It is surjective because u^r = v^s and because n, k are relatively prime. We then note that by equation (5.5), the meridian and longitude for K̃ satisfy m̃ = ũṽ^{−1} and l̃ = ṽp+1m̃−p(p+1). We then check m̃ → u^nv^{−k} = m Similarly, we compute l̃ = ṽ^{p+1}m̃^{−p(p+1)} → v^{k(p+1)}m^{−p(p+1)} = v^{ksn}m^{−rksn} = (v^sm^{−rs})^{kn} = l^{kn} (We remark that the second to last equality follows from the fact that l commutes with m, which implies that v^s commutes with m also.) □

In the previous lemma we only used one solution (k, n) to the equation −rk + sn = 1. However, an arbitrary solution to this equation is given by −r(k + ts) + s(n + tr) = 1, t ∈ Z Lemma 5.7. Let N(t) = (k + ts)(n + tr), and suppose that rs is even. Then the ideal in Z generated by the set {N(t)} is equal to Z.

Proof. Let M ⊂ Z be the Z-submodule generated by N(t), and let c = nk, b = sn + rk, and a = rs, so that N(t) = at^2 + bt + c. It is clear that c ∈ M, and since N(−1) + N(1) − 2N(0) = 2a, we see that 2a ∈ M, and similarly 2b ∈ M. Finally, N(2) − N(−1) = 3a + 3b, which shows that a + b ∈ M. Summarizing, ⟨2a, 2b, a + b, c⟩ ⊂ M. Now we claim that a and b are relatively prime. Suppose not, so that there is a prime p dividing a = rs and b = sn + rk. Since r and s are relatively prime, p must divide either r or s. However, b = sn + rk = 2rk + 1, which means that p cannot divide both r and b. Similarly, b = 2sn − 1, which means that p cannot divide both s and b, which is contradiction.

Since 2a, 2b ∈ M and a, b are relatively prime, this shows 2 ∈ M. Now we have assumed that a = rs is even, which implies a + b = a + 2rk + 1 is odd. Since 2 ∈ M and a + b ∈ M, this shows that 1 ∈ M, which completes the proof. □

Corollary 5.8. If rs ∈ Z is even, then the (r, s) torus knot satisfies condition (5.3).

Proof. This follows from Lemma 5.7 and Lemma 4.2. □

5.3. Torus knots with rs odd. In this section we use a covering argument similar to the one in the previous section to prove that condition (5.3) for (r, s) torus knots with rs odd follows from the same conjecture for (p, 2p + 1) torus knots. We then show this condition holds for (p, 2p + 1) torus using some calculations along with results of the previous section.

5.3.1. Covering. Assume that r, s ∈ Z are both odd and are relatively prime. Then there exist k̃, ñ ∈ Z such that −k̃r + ñs = 1 Since r and s are both odd, one of k̃ or ñ must be even. Assume without loss of generality that k̃ =: 2k is even, and let n := ñ. Then we have (5.22) − 2kr + ns = 1 Define p := kr and q := ns = 2p + 1. Arguing similarly to Lemma 5.6, we have a group epimorphism π_1(p, 2p + 1) ↠ π_1(r, s), m̃ → m, l̃ → l^{nk} Given a fixed choice of (n, k) satisfying (5.22), any possible choice (n^′, k^′) satisfying the same equation is given by k^′ := k + st, n^′ := n + 2rt, t ∈ Z If we define N(t) := n^′k^′ = nk + (2rk + ns)t + 2rst^2, then l̃ → l^{N(t)}. Consider the ideal in Z generated by the values of N(t): I_{r,s} := ⟨N(t) | t ∈ Z⟩ ⊂ Z Lemma 5.9. We have the equality I_{r,s} = Z.

Proof. Put a := 2rs, b = 2rk + ns = 4rk + 1 = 2ns − 1, and c = nk. Then I_{r,s} = ⟨c + bt + at^2 | t ∈ Z⟩ From the proof of Lemma 5.7, we see that ⟨2a, 2b, a + b, c⟩ ⊂ I_{r,s}. We then note that gcd(a, b) = 1.

Indeed, suppose some prime P divides a = 2rs. Then P divides either 2, r or s, but in each case P cannot divide b because b = 4rk + 1 = 2ns − 1.

Since gcd(a, b) = 1, we have 2 = gcd(2a, 2b) ∈ I_{r,s}. However, a = 2rs is even and b = 2ns − 1 is odd, which implies a + b is odd. Therefore, I_{r,s} = Z. □ Corollary 5.10. Condition (5.3) for the (r, s) torus knot with rs odd follows from Condition (5.3) for the (p, 2p + 1) torus knots.

5.3.2. (p, 2p + 1) torus knots. In this section we prove condition (5.3) for (p, 2p + 1) torus knots. If p is even, then we proved this in Section 5.2, so we will assume that p is odd. Proposition 5.11. If p is odd, then the (p, 2p + 1) torus knot satisfies condition (5.3).

The proof will occupy the rest of this section.

Lemma 5.12. The ideal J_1 for the Brumfiel-Hilden algebra H = H[π(p, 2p + 1)] is generated by the following relations: U_{p−1}(Q)X − U_{2p−1}(y) + U_{p−2}(Q) (5.23) U_{p−1}(Q)X^{−1} − U_{2p−1}(y) + U_{p−2}(Q)

(5.24) 2U_{p−2}(Q)y − U_{2p−2}(y) (5.25) zU_{p−1}(Q) (5.26) where Q := T_2(y)x + 2yz = (2y^2 − 1)x + 2yz.

Proof. Direct calculation similar to the one for (p, p + 1) torus knots. □ To prove condition (5.3), an argument similar to (5.7) shows that it is sufficient to prove (5.27) U_{2p}(y) ∈ J_1 By the covering argument of the previous section, we know that l^2 ∈ H^+[X^{±1}]. This means that (T_{2p+1}(y) + U_{2p}(y)t)^2 ∈ H^+[X^{±1}] or, equivalently, that (5.28) T_{2p+1}(y)U_{2p}(y) ∈ J_1

We again will write ≡ for congruence modulo the ideal J_1. We begin by rewriting (5.23)-(5.26) and (5.28) in a more concise form. Denote E := U_{p−1}(Q), N := U_{2p−1}(y) − U_{p−2}(Q) Lemma 5.13. We have EX ≡ N (5.29) EX^{−1} ≡ N (5.30) 2yN ≡ U_{2p}(y) (5.31) QE ≡ (2y^2 − 1)N ⇐⇒ QN ≡ X^{−1}(2y^2 − 1)N

(5.32) Proof. First, (5.31) follows from (5.25). In particular, we have (5.25) ⇐⇒ 2U_{p−2}(Q)y ≡ U_{2p−2}(y) 2y(U_{2p−1}(y) − N) ≡ U_{2p−2}(y) 2yN ≡ 2yU_{2p−1}(y) − U_{2p−2}(y) = U_{2p}(y) Second, we show that (5.32) follows from (5.26): (5.26) ⇒ 2yzU_{p−1}(Q) ≡ 0 (Q − (2y^2 − 1)x)U_{p−1}(Q) ≡ 0 QU_{p−1}(Q) ≡ (2y^2 − 1)xU_{p−1}(Q) QE ≡ (2y^2 − 1)(X + X^{−1})E/2 = (2y^2 − 1)N □ Thus, knowing (5.28)-(5.32), we need to conclude (5.27), i.e. that U_{2p}(y) ≡ 0. Recall that we assume p to be odd. From (5.31) we see that 2yN ≡ U_{2p}(y) ⇒ 2yXE ≡ U_{2p}(y) ⇒ 2yXU_{p−1}(Q)N ≡ U_{2p}(y)N Since p is odd, U_{p−1} is an even polynomial, hence, by (5.29) and (5.30) we see U_{p−1}(X^{−1}(2y^2 − 1))N ≡ U_{p−1}(2y^2 − 1)N. If we formally set y = cos(α), we see that 2y^2 − 1 = T_2(y) = cos(2α). From this, it follows that U_{p−1}(2y^2 − 1) = U_{p−1}(T_2(y)) = U_{p−1}(cos(2α)) = sin(2pα) sin(2α) From this, we see that 2yU_{p−1}(2y^2 − 1) = 2 cos α sin 2pα sin 2α = sin 2pα sin α

= U_{2p−1}(y) Thus, we obtain (5.33) XU_{2p−1}(y)N ≡ U_{2p}(y)N To proceed further, we need the following identity. Lemma 5.14. For all n ≥ 0, we have (1 − y^2)U^2_n(y) + T^2_{n+1}(y) = 1 Proof. Let y = cos α. Then

(1 − cos^2 α) sin^2(n + 1)α

sin α

+ cos^2(n + 1)α = sin^2(n + 1)α + cos^2(n + 1)α = 1 □

Corollary 5.15. For all p ≥ 1, we have gcd(U_{2p}(y), yT_{2p+1}(y)) = 1 gcd(T_{2p}(y), yT_{2p+1}(y)) = 1 Proof. To prove the first statement, let n = 2p and define a(y) := (1 − y^2)U_{2p}(y), b(y) = T_{2p+1}(y)/y Note that b(y) ∈ C [y] because T_{2p+1}(y) is an odd polynomial. Then, by Lemma 5.14 we have a(y)U_{2p}(y) + b(y)(yT_{2p+1}(y)) = 1 The proof of the second statement is similar. □ Now, combining (5.33) with (5.30) and (5.31), we get U_{2p}(y)N ≡ XU_{2p+1}(y)N yT_{2p+1}(y)N ≡ 0 Hence, by Corollary 5.15 we see N ≡ a(y)U_{2p−1}(y)NX Again using (5.30) and (5.31), X^2N ≡ N, which implies XN ≡ a(y)U_{2p−1}(y)N ⇒ N ≡ (a(y)U_{2p−1}(y))^2N where a(y) = (1 − y^2)U_{2p}(y) as in the proof of Lemma 5.14. We conclude (5.34) [( a(y)U_{2p−1}(y) )_2 − 1 ] N ≡ 0 We then compute (a(y)U_{2p−1}(y))^2 − 1 = (1 − y^2)^2U^2_{2p}(y)U^2_{2p−1}(y) − 1 = [ (1 − y^2)U^2_{2p}(y) ] [ (1 − y^2)U^2_{2p−1}(y) ] − 1 = (1 − T^2_{2p+1}(y))(1 − T^2_{2p}(y)) − 1 = T^2_{2p}(y)T^2_{2p+1}(y) − T^2_{2p}(y) − T^2_{2p+1}(y) Therefore, (5.34) in combination with (5.28) gives (5.35) T^2_{2p}(y)N ≡ 0

By Corollary 5.15, gcd(T_{2p}(y), yT_{2p+1}(y)) = 1. This shows that the polynomials yT_{2p+1}(y) has no common roots with T_{2p}(y), which means it also has no roots in common with T^2_{2p}(y). We therefore have gcd(T^2_{2p}(y), yT_{2p+1}(y)) = 1 Combining this with (5.28) and (5.35) shows that N ≡ 0 By (5.31), we now conclude that U_{2p}(y) ≡ 0 This completes the proof of Proposition 5.11.

6. Pretzel knots In this section we will verify Conjecture 3.4 for some (−2, 3, 2n + 1) pretzel knots.

6.1. Presentation and peripheral system. It is shown in [Nak13, Prop. 2.1] (see also [LT11, Sect. 4.1]) that the knot group of a pretzel knot of type (−2, 3, 2n + 1) has the following presentation: π_1(K) = ⟨a, b | b^nE = F b^n⟩ where E and F are the following words in F_2 = ⟨a, b⟩:

(6.1) E := aba^{−1}b^{−1}a^{−1}, F := a^{−1}b^{−1}abab^{−1} The peripheral system with this presentation is given by (6.2) m = a, l = a^{−2n+2}bab^nab^naba^{−2n−9} Remark 6.1. The above expression for the meridian and longitude have been found in [Nak13]. Our notation differs from theirs: our generators a^{±1} and b^{±1} correspond to their c, c̄ and l, l̄. 6.2. The Brumfiel-Hilden algebra. Recall (see the appendix) that the Brumfiel-Hilden algebra has the following presentation: H[π] = (R ⊕ Rt) /(A + Bt) where R = C [X^{±1} , y, z], and A + Bt := b^nE − F b^n ∈ H[F_2] To compute A and B, we first observe that F = E^σ b^{−1}, where σ : F_2 → F_2 is the involution of the free group defined by σ(a) = a^{−1}, σ(b) = b^{−1}, and σ(ab) = σ(a)σ(b). This involution acts on H[F_2] = R ⊕ Rt by X → X^{−1}, y → y, z → z, and t → −t. We have E = aba^{−1}b^{−1}a^{−1} = ab(aba)^{−1} = (Xy + xt)(X^{−2}y + 2X^{−1}z − t) Write E = E_0 + E_1t; then a direct calculation shows (6.3) E_0 = αX + β, E_1 = γX + δ where we have used the elements α = 1 − 4xyz − 2y^2 − 4z^2

(6.4) β = 2xy^2 + 2yz γ = 4x^2y + 4xz − 2y δ = −2xy − 2z Note that E^σ = E^σ_0 − E^σ_1 t, where E^σ_0 = αX^{−1} + β and E^σ_1 = γX^{−1} + δ. Hence, A + Bt = b^nE − F b^n = b^nE − E^σ b^{n−1} = (T_n(y) − U_{n−1}(y)t)(E_0 + E_1t) − (E^σ_0 − E^σ_1 t)(T_{n−1}(y) + U_{n−2}(y)t) By straightforward calculation, we then have A = T_n(y)E_0 − T_{n−1}(y)E^σ_0 + U_{n−1}(y)δ(E_0) + (U_{n−1}(y) + U_{n−2}(y))E^σ_1 (y^2 − 1)

(6.5)

B = T_n(y)E_1 + T_{n−1}(y)E^σ_1 + U_{n−1}(y)δ(E_1) + (U_{n−1}(y) − U_{n−2}(y))E^σ_0

(6.6) where δ(E_0) = 2αz and δ(E_1) = 2γz. It follows that A^σ = T_n(y)E^σ_0 − T_{n−1}(y)E_0 + U_{n−1}(y)δ(E_0) + (U_{n−1}(y) + U_{n−2}(y))E^σ_1 (y^2 − 1)

(6.7)

δ(A) = δ(E_0)(T_n(y) + T_{n−1}(y)) − δ(E_1)(U_{n−1}(y) + U_{n−2}(y))(y^2 − 1)

(6.8) B^σ = T_n(y)E^σ_1 + T_{n−1}(y)E_1 + U_{n−1}(y)δ(E_1) + (U_n(y) − U_{n−2}(y))E_0

(6.9)

δ(B) = δ(E_1)(T_n(y) − T_{n−1}(y)) − δ(E_0)(U_{n−1}(y) − U_{n−2}(y))

(6.10) These computations combined with the computations in Appendix 9 show the following. Lemma 6.2. The ideal J is generated by (6.11) J = ⟨A, B, A^σ + δ(B), δ(A) + B^σ (y^2 − 1)⟩ where the elements A, B, etc. are given in equations (6.5) through (6.10).

Proof. This follows from Proposition 9.7. □ Remark 6.3. The symmetry condition (9.9), which was true in the case of torus knots, does not hold for pretzel knots (cf. (6.6)). However, computer experiments suggest that (for small n), J = ⟨A, B, A^σ , B^σ, δ(A), δ(B)⟩ This seems hard to prove in general.

6.3. Computing the longitude. By (6.2), it suffices to prove that l̄ := bab^nab^nab ∈ H_0[π] To compute this element we use the (anti-)involution γ : F_2 → F_2 given by a → a and b → b (so that ab → ba). It acts on H[π] by X → X, y → y, z → z, t → t Thus (6.12) l̄ = bab^nab^nab = (bab^n)aγ(bab^n) = (C + Dt)X(C + Dt) where bab^n = C + Dt with C := (Xy + 2z)T_n(y) + X^{−1}(y^2 − 1)U_{n−1}(y)

(6.13) D := (Xy + 2z)U_{n−1}(y) + X^{−1}T_n(y)

(6.14) It follows that l̄ = l̄_0 + l̄_1t, where (6.15) l̄_1 = CD^σ X + DC^σ X^{−1} + 2DD^σz with C^σ = (X^{−1}y + 2z)T_n(y) + X(y^2 − 1)U_{n−1}(y)

(6.16) D^σ = (X^{−1}y + 2z)U_{n−1}(y) + XT_n(y)

(6.17)

A computer calculation with Maple shows that for all n ≤ 20 the element l̄_1 defined above belongs to the ideal J defined in (6.11). This implies Theorem 6.4. The (−2, 3, 2n + 1) pretzel knots satisfy Conjecture 3.4, at least for n ≤ 20. Remark 6.5. With enough effort it should be possible to verify the inclusion l̄_1 ∈ J for all n.

7. Two-bridge knots In [BS16] we confirmed Conjecture 1.1 for 2-bridge knots using explicit computations from [BH95] and a C [X^{±1} , Y^{±1}] ⋊ Z_2-submodule of H[δ^{−1}] defined as M := H^+[X^{±1}] + H^+[X^{±1}]Qδ^{−1} (See [BS16, Eq. (3.11)].) In this section we show that the module M is equal to the module N from (3.5). In particular, this shows that M has a definition that does not depend on the polynomial Q, which was a specific polynomial used in the computations of [BH95]. We will adapt the notation of [BS16]. Proposition 7.1. If K is a two-bridge knot, then N = H^+[X^{±1}] + H^+[X^{±1}]Qδ^{−1}. In particular, the Brumfiel-Hilden condition (1.2) holds for K.

Proof. First, by Lemma 3.5 in [BS16], it is clear that H^+[X^{±1}, Y^{±1}] = H^+[X±1] in H[π]. By [BS16, Proof of Thm. 3.7], we know that (7.1) Y = fQ + gδ − 1 where we have written f = 2X^{−s}(L + NJ) ∈ H^+[X^{±1}] g = X^{−s} ( 2N^2Jδ + 2LM + A(X) ) ∈ H^+[X^{±1}]

s = 4 d∑ n=1 e_n A(X) = { X + X^3 + · · · + X^{s−1} if s ≠ 0 0, if s = 0 It follows from (7.1) that (y + 1)δ^{−1} = g + fQδ^{−1}, which implies N ⊂ M.

To prove the inclusion M ⊂ N, we note that [BH95, pg. 119] shows that L = 1 + 2F^2J − 2G^2IJ N = 2DG + 2EF This shows that fQ = 2X^{−s}(L + NJ)Q, which implies fQ = 2X^{−s}(1 + 2F^2J − 2G^2IJ + 2DGJ + 2EF J)Q = 2X^{−s}[1 + 2(F^2 + DG + EF )J]Q = 2X^{−s}[1 + 2(F^2 + DG + EF )δ^2]Q because IQ = 0 and JQ = δ^2Q in H. Hence (Y + 1)δ^{−1} = (fQ + gδ)δ^{−1} = fQδ^{−1} + g ∈ N This implies fQδ^{−1} = (Y + q)δ^{−1} − g ∈ N which then implies 2X^{−s}[1 + 2(F^2 + DG + EF )δ^2]Qδ^{−1} = 2X^{−s}[Qδ + 2(F^2 + DG + EF )δQ] ∈ N This implies 2X^{−s}Qδ^{−1} ∈ N, which implies Qδ^{−1} ∈ N, which finally implies M ⊂ N.

Finally, the last statement follows [BS16, Thm. 3.9], which proves the conditions in Proposition 3.5 for the module M. □

8. Further remarks In this section we provide some further remarks about the Brumfiel-Hilden condition (3.4). First, we propose a generalization from SL_2(C ) to SL_n(C ) (although we will leave the problem of relating this to higher rank DAHAs to later work). Second, it is natural to ask whether there is a condition on the A-polynomial of a knot K that implies the Brumfiel-Hilden condition for K. We show that there is such a condition on A, but that it does not hold for the figure eight knot or for some torus knots. This makes it seem less likely that the Brumfiel-Hilden condition can be proved using properties of the A-polynomial. 8.1. Higher rank generalization. Given a group π, let Rep_n(π) := Hom(π, SL_n) be the variety of representations of π into SL_n(C ) (which are not considered up to isomorphism). We also define (8.1) H_n[π] := Γ(Rep_n(π), M_n(C ))^{GL n} , H^+_n [π] := Γ(Rep_n(π), C )^{GL n} Here if X is a space and V a vector space, we have written Γ(X, V ) for V -valued functions on X. If G acts on X and V , then Γ(X, V )^G is the space of G-equivarient V -valued functions. The action of GL_n on the space M_c(C ) of n × n matrices is by conjugation, and the action of GL_n on C is trivial.

By definition, H^+_n [π] is the ring of functions on the SL_n character variety of π. We remark that one easy source of equivariant sections in H_n[π] are evaluations at elements of π: given g ∈ π, define ev_g : Rep(π) → M_n(C ), ρ → ρ(g) Similarly, an element g ∈ π produces a function ρ → Tr(ρ(g)) in H^+_n [π].

We now give a statement which implies Conjecture 1.1 when n = 2 and q = −1. However, we remark that we have no evidence for this statement other than n = 2. We will write X := ev_m ∈ H[π], Y := ev_l ∈ H[π] where m and l are the meridian and longitude of the knot, and we will use the fact that H_n[π] is an algebra (where the multiplication is “pointwise” and comes from matrix multiplication). Conjecture 8.1. We (optimistically) believe the following inclusion holds: (8.2) H^+_n [π][X^{±1}, Y^{±1}] ⊂ H^+_n [π][X^{±1}]

The left hand side of this (conjectural at best) inclusion is the subalgebra of H_n[π] generated by H^+[π] and the elements X^{±1} and Y^{±1}, and similarly for the right hand side. (The reverse inclusion is obvious.) Remark 8.2. For n = 2, (8.2) appeared as a conjecture in the last sentence of [BH95, pg. 122]. 8.2. The A-polynomial and the Brumfiel-Hilden condition. Recall that for a knot K ⊂ S^3 with π = π_1(S^3 \ K) we define the algebra map α : C [m^{±1} , l^{±1}] → H[π] We now define two ideals in C [m^{±1} , l^{±1}]:

J := Ker(α) ⊂ C [m^{±1} , l^{±1}], ⟨J, m − m^{−1}⟩ ⊂ C [m^{±1} , l^{±1}] Consider the following condition: (8.3) l − l^{−1} ∈ ⟨J, m − m^{−1}⟩ ⊂ C [m^{±1} , l^{±1}] Lemma 8.3. Condition (8.3) implies the conditions in Proposition 3.5. Proof. If l − l^{−1} ∈ ⟨J, m − m^{−1}⟩, then we can apply α to obtain Y − Y^{−1} ∈ α(C [m^{±1} , l^{±1}])(X − X^{−1}) ⊂ Hδ □ Remark 8.4. Condition (8.3) is equivalent to l − l^{−1} ≡ f(m, l)(m − m^{−1}) (mod J) for some f(m, l).

By [BH95, Prop 10.5], the ideal J has primary decomposition J = p_1 ∩ p_2 ∩ · · · ∩ p_n where p_i are the primary components belonging to the prime ideals of dimension 1. These primary ideals are generated by powers of irreducible polynomials in C [m^{±1} , l^{±1}], i.e. p_i = ⟨p^{mi}_i ⟩ and the product of the p_i’s is the A-polynomial: A_K (m, l) = k∏ i=1 p_i It follows that (8.4) J ⊂ ⟨A_K (m, l)⟩ The BH conjecture is that the containment 8.4 is actually an equality.

We will need a weaker version:

Conjecture 8.5 (Weak BH conjecture). ⟨J, m − m^{−1}⟩ = ⟨A_K (m, l), m − m^{−1}⟩

We next introduce the following condition: (8.5) l − l^{−1} ∈ ⟨A_K (m, l), m − m^{−1}⟩

Lemma 8.6. Condition (8.5) is equivalent to (8.6) A_K (±1, l) divides l^2 − 1 ∈ C [l^{±1} ] Proof. (We refer to Cooper-Long’s 1998 paper [CL98] for results on the A-polynomial. By [CL98, Thm. 3.5], A_K (m, l) can be normalized so that A(m, l) = P (m^2, l) ∈ C [m^2 , l]. Write

(8.7) P (m^2, l) = n∑ i=0 P_i(l)(m^2 − 1)^i

so that P_0(l) = P (1, l) = A_K (±1, l). Then ⟨A(m, l), m − m^{−1}⟩ = ⟨P (m^2, l), m^2 − 1⟩ = ⟨P (1, l), m^2 − 1⟩ = ⟨A(±1, l), m^2 − 1⟩ Thus (8.5) holds iff (l^2 − 1) ∈ ⟨A(±1, l), m^2 − 1⟩, which is equivalent to l^2 − 1 = a(l, m)A(±1, l) + b(l, m)(m^2 − 1). Finally, this equality can only hold when b(l, m) = 0, which implies equation (8.6).

Conversely, the expansion (8.7) shows that (8.6) implies (8.5). □ Corollary 8.7. Condition (8.6) combined with the weak BH Conjecture 8.5 imply [BS16, Conj. 1] at q = −1. We also have the following implication: l − l^{−1} ∈ ⟨J, m − m^{−1}⟩ ⇒ A_K (±1, l) | (l^2 − 1) 8.2.1. Examples. We now give some examples to show that condition (8.6) does not hold in general. Example 8.8 ((2, 2p + 1) torus knots).

A_K (m, l) = (l − 1)(1 + lm^{2(2p+1)}), A_K (±1, l) = l^2 − 1 Therefore, condition (8.6) holds. One can compute (Y − 1)(Y + X^{−2(2p+1)}) = 0 ∈ H[π] A computation then implies

(Y − Y^{−1})δ^{−1} = X(1 + X^2 + · · · + X^{4p})(1 − Y )

= (1/2) [ Tr(X^{2p+1} − Tr(Y X^{2p+1})) + p∑ k=1 (Tr(X^{2k−1} − Tr(Y X^{2k−1}) ]

Example 8.9 (The (p, q) torus knots with p, q > 2:). In this case, A_K (m, l) = (l − 1)(−1 + l^2m^{2pq} ) A_k(±1, l) = (l − 1)(l^2 − 1) Since A_K (±1, l) does not divide l^2 − 1, we see that l − l^{−1} /∈ ⟨J, m − m^{−1}⟩.

Proposition 8.10. Assume that the (equivalent) conditions of Proposition 3.5 hold for a knot K but condition 8.6 fails. Then

(1) the map α is not surjective, (2) Im(α) is not preserved by U = δ^{−1}(1 + sY ).

Proof. Assume that α is surjective. Then the first condition of Proposition 3.5 implies Y − Y^{−1} = F (X^{±1}, Y^{±1})δ for some F . This implies α ( l − l^{−1} − F (m^{±1}, l^{±1})(m − m^{−1}) ) = 0, ⇒ l − l^{−1} − F (m^{±1}, l^{±1})(m − m^{−1}) ∈ J, ⇒ l − l^{−1} ∈ ⟨J, m − m^{−1}⟩ ⊂ ⟨A_K (m, l, m − m^{−1}) However, by Lemma 8.6, this is equivalent to A_K (±1, l) | (l^2 − 1), which is a contradiction.

To prove the second claim, we argue by contradiction and assume that U[Im(α)] ⊂ Im(α). Since we have already assumed that UM ⊂ M and Im(α) ⊂ M, we see that Im(α) is a submodule of M. Since 1 ∈ Im(α), we have that (Y U − UY^{−1})1 ∈ Im(α) But Y U − UY^{−1} = δ^{−1}(Y + s − Y^{−1} − s) = δ^{−1}(Y − Y^{−1}), and this combined with our assumptions shows that (Y − Y^{−1})δ^{−1} ∈ Im(α), which leads to a contradiction as in the first claim. □ Example 8.11 (The figure eight). One may compute (Y − Y^{−1})δ^{−1} = −(I + IJ)Tr(X) ∈ H[π] Then the proof of Proposition 8.10 implies that I + IJ /∈ Im(α) since condition (8.6) fails to hold in this case.

Remark 8.12. By [CL98, Theorem 3.6], A(±1, l) always divides (l^2 − 1)^N for some N under a certain (probably unnecessary) technical condition. We therefore have property (8.5) in a weaker form: (l − l^{−1})^N ∈ ⟨A_K (m, l), m − m^{±1}⟩ for some N ≥ 1. If the weak BH conjecture is true, this implies (Y − Y^{−1})^N ∈ Hδ 9. Appendix: The Brumfiel-Hilden algebra 9.1. The BH algebra of a free group on two generators. Let F := ⟨a, b⟩ be the free group on two generators a and b. We begin by recalling the presentation of the BH algebra H[F ] of F given in [BH95]. We will use the following notation (cf. [BH95]): for any g ∈ F , we write g^+ := (g + g^{−1})/2 and g^− := (g − g^{−1})/2 in H[F ]; also, we set |a| := a^− = (a − a^{−1})/2 |b| := b^− = (b − b^{−1})/2 |ab| := (a^−b^−)^− = ab − b^+a − a^+b − (ab)^+ + 2a^+b^+ x := a^+ y := b^+ z := (a^−b^−)^+ = (ab)^+ − a^+b^+ Theorem 9.1 ([BH95, Prop 3.9]). For F = ⟨a, b⟩, we have H[F ] = H^+[F ] ⊕ H^−[F ] , where (1) H^+[F ] = k[x, y, z] is a free polynomial ring (2) H^−[F ] = H^+|a| ⊕ H^+|b| ⊕ H^+|ab| is a free H^+[F ]-module The multiplication table in H is given by |a| |b| |ab| |a| x^2 − 1 z + |ab| −z|a| + (x^2 − 1)|b| |b| z − |ab| y^2 − 1 −(y^2 − 1)|a| + z|b| |ab| z|a| − (x^2 − 1)|b| (y^2 − 1)|a| − z|b| z^2 − (x^2 − 1)(y^2 − 1) We will construct a different presentation of H[F ] in terms of Ore extensions. First, we recall basic definitions.

9.2. Ore extensions. Let k be a field. Given an associative k-algebra R and an endomorphism σ : R → R, a (left) σ-derivation δ : R → R is a linear map satisfying the rule δ(ab) = σ(a)δ(b) + δ(a)b Note that this rule implies δ(a) = 0 for a ∈ k. A typical example of a σ-derivation is given by a twisted inner derivation ad_σ (a) : R → R defined by ad_σ (a)[x] := ax − σ(x)a, where a ∈ R.

Definition 9.2. Given a commutative k-algebra R, an endomorphism σ : R → R, and a σ-derivation δ, we define R[t; σ, δ] := R⟨t⟩ (ta = σ(a)t + δ(a)) . The algebra R[t; σ, δ] is called the Ore extension of R with respect to (σ, δ).

The following facts are standard and easy to prove (see, e.g., [MR01, 1.2.4]).

Lemma 9.3. (1) If R is an integral domain and σ is injective, then R[t; σ, δ] is a (noncommutative) domain, which is free as a left and right module over R.

(2) If R is left (right) Noetherian, then R[t; σ, δ] is also left (right) Noetherian. 9.3. The BH algebra as an Ore extension. Let R := k[X^{±1}, y, z] , and let σ ∈ Aut(R) be an automorphism of R defined on generators by (9.1) X → X^{−1}, X^{−1} → X, y → y, z → z To define δ, we set δ(X) = 2z, δ(X^{−1}) = −2z, δ(y) = δ(z) = 0 .

Lemma 9.4. δ extends to a (unique) σ-derivation of R given by (9.2) δ(X^k) = 2z U_{k−1}(x) , ∀ k ∈ Z , where U_{k−1}(x) is the (k − 1)-th Chebyshev polynomial of x = (X + X^{−1})/2. This derivation satisfies the relations (9.3) σ δ = −δ σ = δ , δ^2 = 0 . Proof. First, check that δ(X · X^{−1}) = δ(1) = 0. Indeed, δ(X · X^{−1}) = σ(X)δ(X^{−1}) + δ(X)X^{−1} = X^{−1}(−2z) + 2zX^{−1} = 0 Now, formula (9.2) follows easily by induction in k, while the relations (9.3) follow (9.2). □ Using the above σ and δ on R, we define

(9.4) R[t; σ, δ] = k[X^{±1}, y, z]⟨t⟩ (ty = yt, tz = zt, tX = X^{−1}t + 2z, tX^{−1} = Xt − 2z) Note that, by Theorem 9.1, the σ-invariant subalgebra R^σ = k[x, y, z] of R is isomorphic to H^+[F ]. The next proposition shows that this isomorphism can be extended to the entire algebra H[F ]. Proposition 9.5. The assignment X^{±1} → a^{±1}, y → y, z → z, t → |b| extends to a surjective algebra homomorphism Ψ : R[t; σ, δ] ↠ H[F ], with kernel generated by t^2 − y^2 + 1. Thus, we have an isomorphism of algebras H[F ] ∼= R[t; σ, δ]/(t^2 − y^2 + 1) that restricts to H^+[F ] ∼= R^σ = k[x, y, z]. Proof. The map Ψ is well defined because Ψ(tX − X^{−1}t − 2z) = |b|(x + |a|) − (x − |a|)|b| − 2z = |b||a| + |a||b| − 2z = z − |ab| + z + |ab| − 2z = 0 . Similarly, Ψ(tX^{−1} − Xt + 2z) = 0, and Ψ(1) = Ψ(XX^{−1}) = (x + |a|)(x − |a|) = x^2 − |a|^2 = 1 The surjectivity of Ψ follows from the calculation Ψ([X, t]) = Ψ(Xt) − Ψ(tX) = (x + |a|)|b| − |b|(x + |a|) = |a||b| − |b||a| = z + |ab| − (z − |ab|) = 2|ab| . Finally, we check that Ψ(t^2 − y^2 + 1) = |b|^2 − y^2 + 1 = y^2 − 1 − y^2 + 1 = 0 and it is easy to see that t^2 − y^2 + 1 generates the kernel of Ψ. □

Thus, we have the following commutative diagram R[t; σ, δ] t^2 − y^2 + 1 ∼= H[F ]

R ∪ ∼= H^+[a^{±1}] ∪

R^σ ∪ ∼= H^{+∪} where the horizontal arrows are algebra isomorphisms and the vertical ones are inclusions. Corollary 9.6. The algebra H[F ] is a free quadratic extension of R = H^+[a^{±1}] with basis {1, t}: H[F ] = R ⊕ Rt The multiplication in H[F ] is determined by the relation t^2 = y^2 − 1.

Proof. This follows from the isomorphism of Proposition 9.5 and Lemma 9.3(1). □

We list several natural involutions on H[F ] which are induced from involutions on the free group F : (1) Inverse anti-involution: ∗ : H[F ] → H[F ], defined by a → a^{−1} and b → b^{−1}. (2) Canonical anti-involution: γ : H[F ] → H[F ], defined by a → a, b → b, and γ(ab) = ba. (3) Involution “switching a and b:” ξ : H[F ] → H[F ], a → b, b → a. (4) Involution inverting a and b: σ : H[F ] → H[F ], a → a^{−1}, b → b^{−1}.

These involutions can be expressed in terms of their action on the generators X^{±1}, y, z and t. For example, the involution σ extends the eponymous involution on R : it acts on X^{±1}, y and z by (9.1), while σ(t) = −t.

9.4. One-relator groups. We now use the results of the previous section to give a presentation of the Brumfiel-Hilden algebra for a two generator groups with one relator. Thus, we consider π = F ⟨a, b⟩/(w_1w^{−1}_2 ), where w_1 and w_2 are two words in F ⟨a, b⟩. By Corollary 9.6, H[F ] = R ⊕ Rt , with multiplication defined by t^2 = y^2 − 1 . Hence, w_1 − w_2 = A + Bt ∈ H[F ] for some polynomials A, B ∈ R = k[X^{±1}, y, z]. We will write (w_1 − w_2) = (A + Bt) for the two-sided ideal in H[F ] generated by w_1 − w_2.

By [BH95, Prop. 1.4] and Proposition 9.5 above, we can now identify (9.5) H[π] ∼= R[t; σ, δ]/(A + Bt, t^2 − y^2 + 1) ∼= [R ⊕ Rt]/(A + Bt) , and think of elements of H[π] as elements of R ⊕ Rt modulo the ideal (A + Bt). Our goal is to give a criterion when an element [r_0 + r_1t] ∈ H[π] belongs to the commutative subalgebra H_0[π] generated by H^+[π] and a^{±1} ∈ H[π]. First, observe that, with identification (9.5), we have (9.6) H_0[π] ∼= R/R ∩ (A + Bt) . To characterize the elements of H_0[π] we define J := {r ∈ R : r_0 + rt ∈ (A + Bt) for some r_0 ∈ R} .

Note that r ∈ J ⇔ rt ≡ R modulo (A + Bt) . Hence J is an ideal of R such that R ∩ (A + Bt) ⊆ J . (The last inclusion follows from the fact that for any r ∈ R ∩ (A + Bt), rt ∈ (A + Bt), because (A + Bt) is an ideal of H[F ], so rt ≡ 0 modulo (A + Bt) .) Moreover, it is immediate from (9.5) that (9.7) [r_0 + r_1t] ∈ H_0[π] ⇔ r ∈ J .

To make (9.7) an effective criterion we need to give generators of J as an ideal in R. First, by definition, B ∈ J. On the other hand, we have

(A + Bt)t = B(y^2 − 1) + At t(A + Bt) = tA + tBt = A^σ t + δ(A) + B^σ (y^2 − 1) + δ(B)t = δ(A) + B^σ (y^2 − 1) + (A^σ + δ(B))t t(A + Bt)t = (A^σ + δ(B))(y^2 − 1) + (δ(A) + B^σ (y^2 − 1)t

where A^σ := σ(A), etc. Hence J also contains the elements A , A^σ +δ(B), δ(A)+B^σ (y^2 −1), A^σ −δ(B^σ) and δ(A^σ ) − B^σ (y^2 − 1) . Now, by (9.3), the last two elements coincide with the previous and hence are redundant as generators; on the other hand, it is easy to see that the rest do actually generate J : i.e.,

(9.8) J = ⟨A, B, A^σ + δ(B), δ(A) + B^σ (y^2 − 1)⟩

Let us assume that π admits a palindromic presentation, i.e. the defining relation w_1 = w_2 of π is such that the elements w_1 and w_2 are both palindromic as words in a and b. Then γ(w_1) = w_1 and γ(w_2) = w_2 and hence γ(w_1 − w_2) = w_1 − w_2, where γ is the canonical anti-involution fixing a and b. The last condition implies that tB = Bt in H[F ] or equivalently,

(9.9) B^σ = B .

In this case, the ideal J simplifies as follows (9.10) J = ⟨A, B, A^σ , δ(A)⟩ . We summarize the above observations in the following Proposition which is the main tool used in Sections 5 and 6.

Proposition 9.7. Let π = ⟨a, b : w_1w^{−1}_2 ⟩ be a group with two generators and one relator. Let w_1 −w_2 = A + Bt ∈ H[F ]. Then

(1) H[π] ∼= R[t; σ, δ]/(A + Bt, t^2 − y^2 + 1) and H_0[π] ∼= R/(R ∩ (A + Bt)). (2) An element [r_0 + rt] ∈ H[π] belongs to H_0[π] if and only if r ∈ J = ⟨A, B, A^σ + δ(B), δ(A) + B^σ (y^2 − 1)⟩ . (3) If the presentation of π has a palindromic presentation, then J in (2) is given by J = ⟨A, B, A^σ , δ(A)⟩ . References

[BH95] G. W. Brumfiel and H. M. Hilden, SL(2) representations of finitely presented groups, Contemporary Mathematics, vol. 187, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1995. MR 1339764 (96g:20004) [BP00] Doug Bullock and Józef H. Przytycki, Multiplicative structure of Kauffman bracket skein module quantizations, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 128 (2000), no. 3, 923–931. MR 1625701 (2000e:57007) [BS16] Yuri Berest and Peter Samuelson, Double affine Hecke algebras and generalized Jones polynomials, Compos. Math. 152 (2016), no. 7, 1333–1384. MR 3530443 [Bul97] Doug Bullock, Rings of SL_2(C)-characters and the Kauffman bracket skein module, Comment. Math. Helv. 72 (1997), no. 4, 521–542. MR 1600138 (98k:57008) [BZ03] Gerhard Burde and Heiner Zieschang, Knots, second ed., de Gruyter Studies in Mathematics, vol. 5, Walter de Gruyter & Co., Berlin, 2003. MR 1959408 (2003m:57005) [CCG^+94] D. Cooper, M. Culler, H. Gillet, D. D. Long, and P. B. Shalen, Plane curves associated to character varieties of 3-manifolds, Invent. Math. 118 (1994), no. 1, 47–84. MR 1288467 (95g:57029) [CL98] D. Cooper and D. D. Long, Representation theory and the A-polynomial of a knot, Chaos Solitons Fractals 9 (1998), no. 4-5, 749–763, Knot theory and its applications. MR 1628754 (99c:57013) [DG04] Nathan M. Dunfield and Stavros Garoufalidis, Non-triviality of the A-polynomial for knots in S^3, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 4 (2004), 1145–1153 (electronic). MR 2113900 [FG00] Charles Frohman and Răzvan Gelca, Skein modules and the noncommutative torus, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 352 (2000), no. 10, 4877–4888. MR MR1675190 (2001b:57014)

[FK65] Robert Fricke and Felix Klein, Vorlesungen über die Theorie der automorphen Funktionen. Band 1: Die gruppentheoretischen Grundlagen. Band II: Die funktionentheoretischen Ausführungen und die Andwendungen, Bibliotheca Mathematica Teubneriana, Bände 3, vol. 4, Johnson Reprint Corp., New York; B. G. Teubner Verlagsgesellschaft, Stuttg art, 1965. MR 0183872 [Gel02] Răzvan Gelca, Non-commutative trigonometry and the A-polynomial of the trefoil knot, Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 133 (2002), no. 2, 311–323. MR 1912404 (2004c:57021) [Gol97] William M. Goldman, Ergodic theory on moduli spaces, Ann. of Math. (2) 146 (1997), no. 3, 475–507. MR 1491446 (99a:58024) [GS] Daniel R. Grayson and Michael E. Stillman, Macaulay2, a software system for research in algebraic geometry, Available at www.math.uiuc.edu/Macaulay2/.

[GS04] Răzvan Gelca and Jeremy Sain, The computation of the non-commutative generalization of the A-polynomial of the figure-eight knot, J. Knot Theory Ramifications 13 (2004), no. 6, 785–808. MR 2088746 (2005f:57020) [IIS06] Michi-aki Inaba, Katsunori Iwasaki, and Masa-Hiko Saito, Dynamics of the sixth Painlevé equation, Théories asymptotiques et équations de Painlevé, Sémin. Congr., vol. 14, Soc. Math. France, Paris, 2006, pp. 103–167. MR 2353464 [IT10] Tatsuro Ito and Paul Terwilliger, Double affine Hecke algebras of rank 1 and the Z_3-symmetric Askey-Wilson relations, SIGMA Symmetry Integrability Geom. Methods Appl. 6 (2010), Paper 065, 9. MR 2725018 [Iwa03] Katsunori Iwasaki, An area-preserving action of the modular group on cubic surfaces and the Painlevé VI equation, Comm. Math. Phys. 242 (2003), no. 1-2, 185–219. MR 2018272 [KM04] P. B. Kronheimer and T. S. Mrowka, Dehn surgery, the fundamental group and SU(2), Math. Res. Lett. 11 (2004), no. 5-6, 741–754. MR 2106239 [Koo08] Tom H. Koornwinder, Zhedanov’s algebra AW(3) and the double affine Hecke algebra in the rank one case. II. The spherical subalgebra, SIGMA Symmetry Integrability Geom. Methods Appl. 4 (2008), Paper 052, 17. MR 2425640 (2010e:33028) [LT11] T. T. Q. Le and A. T. Tran, On the AJ conjecture for knots, arXiv:1111.5258 (2011). [Mag80] Wilhelm Magnus, Rings of Fricke characters and automorphism groups of free groups, Math. Z. 170 (1980), no. 1, 91–103. MR 558891 [MR01] J. C. McConnell and J. C. Robson, Noncommutative Noetherian rings, revised ed., Graduate Studies in Mathematics, vol. 30, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2001, With the cooperation of L. W. Small. MR 1811901 (2001i:16039) [Nak13] Yasuharu Nakae, A good presentation of (−2, 3, 2s + 1)-type pretzel knot group and R-covered foliation, J. Knot Theory Ramifications 22 (2013), no. 1, 1250143, 23. MR 3024026 [NS04] Masatoshi Noumi and Jasper V. Stokman, Askey-Wilson polynomials: an affine Hecke algebra approach, Laredo Lectures on Orthogonal Polynomials and Special Functions, Adv. Theory Spec. Funct. Orthogonal Polynomials, Nova Sci. Publ., Hauppauge, NY, 2004, pp. 111–144. MR 2085854 (2005h:42057) [Obl04] Alexei Oblomkov, Double affine Hecke algebras of rank 1 and affine cubic surfaces, Int. Math. Res. Not. (2004), no. 18, 877–912. MR 2037756 (2005j:20005) [PS00] Józef H. Przytycki and Adam S. Sikora, On skein algebras and Sl_2(C)-character varieties, Topology 39 (2000), no. 1, 115–148. MR 1710996 (2000g:57026) [Sah99] Siddhartha Sahi, Nonsymmetric Koornwinder polynomials and duality, Ann. of Math. (2) 150 (1999), no. 1, 267–282. MR 1715325 (2002b:33018) [Ter11] Paul Terwilliger, The universal Askey-Wilson algebra, SIGMA Symmetry Integrability Geom. Methods Appl. 7 (2011), Paper 069, 24. MR 2861207 [Ter13] , The universal Askey-Wilson algebra and DAHA of type (C^∨_1 , C_1), SIGMA Symmetry Integrability Geom. Methods Appl. 9 (2013), Paper 047, 40. MR 3116183 [Vog89] H. Vogt, Sur les invariants fondamentaux des équations différentielles linéaires du second ordre, Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. (3) 6 (1889), 3–71. MR 1508833

Department of Mathematics, Cornell University, Ithaca, NY 14853-4201, USA E-mail address: berest@math.cornell.edu

Department of Mathematics, University of Edinburgh, Edinburgh, UK, EH9 1PH E-mail address: peter.samuelson@ed.ac.uk