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VERTEX DISTORTION DETECTS THE UNKNOT

MARION CAMPISI, NICHOLAS CAZET, DAVID CRNCEVIC, TASHA FELLMAN, PHILLIP KESSLER, NIKOLAS
RIEKE, VATSAL SRIVASTAVA, AND LUIS TORRES

ABSTRACT. The first two authors introduced vertex distortion of lattice knots and showed that the vertex
distortion of the unknot is 1. It was conjectured that the vertex distortion of a knot class is 1 if and only if
it is trivial. We use Denne and Sullivan’s lower bound on Gromov distortion to bound the vertex distortion
of non-trivial lattice knots. This bounding allows us to conclude that a knot class has vertex distortion 1
if and only if it is trivial. We also show that vertex distortion does not have a universal upper bound and
provide a vertex distortion calculator.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Gromov distortion of a knot K is denoted §(K) and defined by

dK(CLb)
0(K) = —_—
()= s ~arb)

where dg (a,b) is the length of the shortest path from a to b in K and d is the Euclidean metric. Gromov
defined distortion of rectifiable curves in [4] where he showed that the Gromov distortion of any knot is at
least /2 and exactly /2 if and only if the knot is a round circle. Denne and Sullivan later showed that the
Gromov distortion of a non-trivial knot is non-trivially bounded from below.
Theorem 1.1 (Denne-Sullivan '04 [3]). For any non-trivial tame knot K,
> o
-3
Let [K] be a knot class. The Gromov distortion of [K] is denoted §[K] and defined by

O[K]:= inf 0(K),

[K]:= inf O(K)

3(K)

where the infimum is taken over all conformation in the knot class. Gromov asked if there is a universal
upper bound on this invariant. Pardon answered this negatively in [5]. He showed that the distortion of the
(p, q)-torus knot class tends to infinity as p and ¢ tend to infinity. In [1], Blair, Campisi, Taylor, and Tomova
showed that Gromov distortion is bounded below by bridge number and bridge distance, and exhibited an
infinite family of knots for which their bound is arbitrarily stronger than Pardon’s. No knot class has a
calculated Gromov distortion.

The first two authors introduced vertex distortion of lattice knots as a discrete reformulation of Gromov
distortion [2]. A polygonal knot is a knot that consists of finitely many line segments called sticks. A lattice
knot is a polygonal knot in the cubic lattice L? = (R x Z x Z) U (Z x R x Z) U (Z x Z x R). For a lattice
knot K, the points a € V(K) := K NZ?3 are called vertices; bold variables will represent vertices. The vertex
distortion of a lattice knot K is defined as

max dK (aa b)
abev(K) di(a,b)’
where dg (a, b) is the length of the shortest path from a to b in K and d;(a,b) = Z?zl |a; — b;]. The vertex
distortion of a knot class [K] is given by

ov(K) =

v (K] = inf 6 (K),

where the infimum is taken over all lattice knot conformations representing the knot class [K].
In [2], vertex distortion was shown to satisfy many of the same properties as Gromov distortion:

(i) If oy (K) =1, then K is unknotted.
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FIGURE 1. Conformations with vertex distortion 1.

(ii) Up to isometry, the only two conformation with vertex distortion 1 are shown in Figure 1.
(iil) There exists a sequence of minimal stick (n,n+1)- torus knots T,, such that oy (Ty,) — 0o asn — oo.
(iv) If U is the unknot, then §y[U] = 1.
It was conjectured that oy [K] = 1 if and only if [K] is trivial and
Ov[Tp,q = 00 as p,q — 0.

The goal of this paper is to affirm these two conjectures. These conjectures are corollaries to the two
theorems of this paper:

Theorem 1.2. If K is a non-trivial lattice knot, then

5%
ov(K)> — —1~2.02.
V( )—3\/§

Theorem 1.3. For any lattice knot K,
S(K) = by (K) > 6(K)/V3 1.

Section 2 gives definitions and technical lemmas on vertex distortion needed to prove Theorem 1.2 and
Theorem 1.3. This section compares the vertex distortion of K with the distortion ratios between midpoints
of K’s edges. A notion of generality is defined for pairs of midpoints. Section 2 culminates with Proposition
2.13 that shows if two midpoints have a higher distortion ratio than the vertex distortion of the lattice knot
that they belong to, then the midpoints are antipodal and non-generic.

Section 3 defines the 2™-scaling of a lattice knot. The doubling of a lattice knot is done by multiplying
the coordinates of each point by 2. This section also defines Gromov 1-distortion by replacing the Euclidean
metric d with the d; metric in the definition of Gromov distortion. Section 3 culminates with Proposition
3.5 showing that the Gromov 1-distortion of a lattice knot is to equal the vertex distortion of its double.

Section 4 proves Theorem 1.2. The proof translates Denne and Sullivan’s bound on Gromov distortion to
vertex distortion using Gromov 1-distortion and the results of Sections 2 and 3. A corollary is included that
affirms oy [K] = 1 if and only if [K] is trivial.

Section 5 proves Theorem 1.3, affirms

Ov[Tp,q] — 00 as p,q — oo,

and gives a link to our vertex distortion calculator.

2. VERTEX DISTORTION AND MIDPOINTS

This section includes midpoints of edges in its study of vertex distortion. A notion of generality is
defined for pairs of midpoints such that generic midpoints have a distortion ratio no larger than the vertex
distortion of their knot. The lemmas of this section are used to prove Proposition 2.13 that says if a pair
of midpoints have a higher distortion ratio than the vertex distortion of their knot, then they are antipodal
and non-generic. This classification is used in the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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Definition 2.1. A stick of a lattice knot K is a mazimal line segment of K in L3, i.e. a line segment
contained in K that is not contained in any longer line segment of K.

Each stick of length n can be decomposed into n unit length line segments.
Definition 2.2. An edge of a lattice knot is a unit length line segment connecting two vertices.

A stick parallel to the z-, y-, or z-axis is called an x-, y-, or z-stick, respectively. We define an z-, y-, and
z-edge analogously.

Lemma 2.3. A lattice knot has an even number of edges.

Proof. Orient the lattice knot. Consider an z-edge to be positive if the z-coordinate increases following
the orientation and negative if the z-coordinate decreases. There is an equal number of positive z-edges as
negative z-edges since the lattice knot is a closed loop. This is true for y- and z-edges as well. Therefore,
there is an equal number of negative edges as positive edges in the lattice knot. Since each edge is either
positive or negative, the total number of edges is divisible by 2. O

Definition 2.4. A point a* on a knot K is antipodal to a € K if dk(a,a*) is half the total length of K.

Definition 2.5. A point on a lattice knot K is a midpoint if it is the midpoint of some edge; the vertices of
this edge are called the neighbor vertices or neighbors of the midpoint.

Definition 2.6. Let V,,,(K) be the set of vertices and midpoints of a lattice knot K.

We will denote the neighbors of a midpoint p by n; and n;‘)‘ .

Definition 2.7. Let p and q be midpoints of a lattice knot with neighbors ng,nt and n,;,n‘|r

o p o The pair p
and q are generic if di(p,ng) # di(p, n(‘;) ordi(ng,q) # di (ng, q).

FIGURE 2. A pair of generic midpoints, squares, and non-generic midpoints, triangles.

Lemma 2.8. If two midpoints p and q of a lattice knot K are mon-generic, then they share a non-integer
coordinate, the edges containing p and q are parallel, and

di(p,ng) = di(p,ng) = di(p,q) +0.5 = di(n,, q) = di(n], q).

Proof. For any pair of midpoints p and ¢ and neighbors n, and ng, we have that

di(p;ng) = di(p,q) +0.5 or di(p,ng) =di(p.q) — 0.5,
and
di(np,q) =di(p,q) +0.5 or di(np,q)=di(p,q) —0.5.
Therefore, a pair of midpoints p and ¢ are non-generic if and only if

dl(pa Il(;) = dl(pa nj:;) = dl(pa Q) +0.5
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and
di(ng,q) = di(nf,q) = di(p,q) + 0.5,
since it is not possible for di(p,ng) = di(p,ng) = di(p,q) — 0.5 = di1(n,, ¢) = di(n, q).

Suppose that p = (ps, py, p-) and ¢ = (¢x, ¢y, ¢-). The neighbor vertices of g are (¢, £0.5,qy,¢z), (¢z, ¢y =
0.5,42), Or (qe;qy,q- £ 0.5). In the first case, di(p,ng) = di(p,n}) if and only if p, = ¢,. With neighbor
vertices (¢, 0.5, gy, ¢.) and p, = ¢, we have that di(p, q) = |py —qy| +|pz —¢:| and di(p,ng) = di(p,nf) =
0.5+ |py — qy| + [p> — ¢2| = d1(p,q) + 0.5. In the case that the neighbor vertices of ¢ are (g5, ¢, £0.5,¢) or
(¢z+ Gy, q= £ 0.5), an analogous argument shows that di(p,ng) = di(p, nf{) only if di(p,ng) = di(p, ng) =
di(p,q) +0.5. Likewise, di(¢q,n, ) = di(g,n}) only if di(¢,n,) = di(g,n}) = di(p,q) +0.5.

The non-integer coordinate of a midpoint determines whether it belongs to an -, y-, or z-edge. Since
non-generic midpoints share a non-integer coordinate, the edges of non-generic midpoints are parallel.
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FIGURE 3. Projection of non-generic midpoints.

We use distortion functions to translate the bound of Theorem 1.1.

Definition 2.9. For a knot K, define p1,p2: K x K — R by

pl(x’y) - d1(x,y)
pa(x,y) = dj(f;ﬁ)

forx # vy and p1(z,x) = po(x,2) = 1.
Lemma 2.10. For any midpoint m = (mq, ma, ms) and vertex v = (v1,va,v3) of a lattice knot, there exists
a neighbor ny, of m such that

pl(nm7 V) > P1 (m7 V).

Proof. Let n and n}, be the neighbors of m. Without loss of generality, assume that m is a midpoint of

an z-edge and

n_, = (my — 0.5, ma, m3) n = (my + 0.5, ma, m3).

Since m is the midpoint of an z-edge, we have v; # m;. Figure 4 gives intuition for the following cases.
If v1 > mq, then

(1) di(ng,,v) =di(m,v)+0.5 di(n},v) = di(m,v) — 0.5.
If v < my, then
(2) di(ng,,v) =di(m,v) — 0.5 di(ng,v) = di(m,v) + 0.5.

Lemma 2.3 tells us that the total length of a lattice knot is even. Therefore, the dx-distance between
antipodal points on a lattice knot is an integer, and the antipode of a vertex is a vertex. For the vertex v,
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FIGURE 4. The case v; > m; seen in (1).

consider its antipodal vertex v* # m. The antipode v* lies on one of the two injective paths v =+ n_,, = m

or v— n} — m along K.
Case 1: v* lies on the path v — n,, — m. Then,

dx(ng,,v) =dg(m,v)+0.5 di (nf,v) = dg(m,v) — 0.5.
If v1 > myq, then by (1)

dg(m,v) =05 _ dxg(m,v)
+ = > =
P10, V) di(m,v)—0.5 = dy(m,v) pr(m, v),

since dg(m,v) > di(m, V).
If v; < my, then by (2)

_ dg(m,v) 4+ 0.5
= > .
(o) = G > gy,
Case 2: v* lies on the path v — n}, — m. Then,
dx(ng,v) =dg(m,v) — 0.5 dr(nft,v) = dg(m,v) + 0.5.
If v1 > myq, then by (1)
dg(m,v) 4+ 0.5
vy = > .
B V) = =05 2 e Y)
If v1 < my, then by (2)
d - 0.
V) =08 mv),

P18, V) = dy(m,v) —0.5

since dg(m,v) > di(m, V).

O

Lemma 2.11. If two midpoints p and q of a lattice knot are generic, then there exist neighbor vertices ny

of p and ng of q such that
p1(np,ng) > pi(p,q).

Proof. Assume that di(p,nl) # di(p,ng); an analogous argument can used if di(ny}, q) # di(n,, q). Label

the neighbors n¥ of ¢ such that dy(p,ng) = di1(p,q) — 0.5 and dy(p,ng) = di(p, q) + 0.5.
Either dk (p,ng) = dk(p,q) — 0.5 or dx(p,ng) = dk(p,q) + 0.5. Since

di(p,q) +0.5  dr(p,q) —0.5 <
Z P1
di(p,q) =05 = di(p,q) — 0.5

(p,q),



BIARION CAMPISI, NICHOLAS CAZET, DAVID CRNCEVIC, TASHA FELLMAN, PHILLIP KESSLER, NIKOLAS RIEKE, VATSAL SRIVASTAVA, ANT

we have that
p1(p,ng) > p1(p, q).

Then, Lemma 2.10 implies that there exists np € {n},n, } such that

pl(npa 1’1;) 2 P1 (pa q)
(Il

Lemma 2.12. If two midpoints p and q of an oriented lattice knot are non-generic and non-antipodal, then
there exist neighbor vertices ny of p and ng of q such that

p1(np,ng) > p1(p, q).

Proof. Let nri, and ng be the neighbors of p and ¢q. The lattice knot’s orientation induces one of four

orderings on these neighbors:

(3) n, - n; —ng —n

(4) n, -»nl —n; —n

+

<—Ilq (—Ilq,

- +
np<—n

— +
p D Nl

Since p; is unaffected by orientation reversal, we need only consider the cases (3) and (4).

With p and ¢ non-antipodal, there are two subcases to consider: the antipode of p lies on the lattice knot
path p = nf — qgorp = n, —q.

Case 1: The antipode of p lies on p — n:,' — ¢ . If (3) holds, then

,01(11:)_711;;_) > pl(p7 q)

If (4) holds, then
pl(nﬁané) = p1(p, q)-
Case 2: The antipode of p lies on p — n; — ¢. If (3) holds, then

p1(ng,ng) > pi(p,q).
If (4) holds, then
p1(ng,ng) = pi(p,q).

Proposition 2.13. If p and q are midpoints of a lattice knot K such that

p1(p,q) > 6v(K),

then p and q are antipodal and non-generic. Furthermore, the neighbors of p and q satisfy the ordering of
(3) for some orientation of K.

Proof. If p and ¢ are generic, then Lemma 2.11 implies oy (K) > p1(p,q). If p and ¢ non-antipodal (and
non-generic), then Lemma 2.12 gives oy (K) > p1(p, q). Therefore, p and ¢ are antipodal and non-generic.
Recall from the proof of Lemma 2.12 that the neighbors of p and ¢ satisfy the ordering of (3) or (4). If
(4) is satisfied, then there exist neighbors np and ng such that p;(np,ng) = p1(p,q). Thus, non-generic,
antipodal p and ¢ satisfy p1(p,q) > dv (K) only if (3) or its reverse is satisfied.
O
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FIGURE 5. Neighbor ordering induced by (3).

3. 2"-ScALED LATTICE KNOTS AND GROMOV 1-DISTORTION

This section introduces 2™-scaling of lattice knots. A lattice knot is doubled by multiply the coordinates
of each point by 2. We prove in this section that the vertex distortion of a doubled lattice knot equals the
vertex distortion of its progressive doublings. Gromov 1-distortion is defined by replacing the Euclidean
metric d with the dy metric. This section shows that the Gromov 1-distortion of a lattice knot equals the
vertex distortion of its double. This result is used to prove Theorem 1.2 in the next section.

Definition 3.1. The 2"-scaling of a lattice knot K is
'K ={(2"x,2"y,2"z2) | (x,y,2) € K},
where n € N.

For r € R3, we have that » € L if and only if at least two coordinates of r are integers. Therefore, the
integer scaling of L3 is contained in L3. This implies that a 2"-scaled lattice knot is a lattice knot.

Lemma 3.2. For a lattice knot K, if dv (2K) > 6y (K) then there exists antipodal, non-generic midpoints p
and q of K such that

p1(p, q) = 0v (2K).
Furthermore, the neighbor vertices of p and q satisfy the ordering of (3) illustrated in Figure 5.

Proof. Since p1(2x,2y) = p1(x,y), we have that dy(2K) is equal to

max ,q).
P,qEVim (K) pip.9)

The inequality oy (2K) > dy (K) is equivalent to

(5) x| p1(p:q) > e p1(a,b).

The inequality (5) holds if and only if there is a pair p’, ¢’ € V;,,(K) such that p1(p', ¢') = dv (2K) > oy (K).
At least one of p’ and ¢’ must be a midpoint of K for this to be true. Lemma 2.10 tells us that if only
one of p’ and ¢’ is a midpoint, then p1(p’,q") < dy (K). Therefore, both p’ and ¢’ must be midpoints for
the inequality (5) to hold. With p’ and ¢’ both midpoints of K such that pi(p’,q") > dv(K), Proposition
2.13 tells us that p’ and ¢’ are antipodal and non-generic. The proposition further implies that the neighbor
vertices of p’ and ¢’ satisfy the ordering of (3). This is shown in Figure 5.

(Il

Lemma 3.3. For any lattice knot K and positive integer n,

Sy (2" K) = 0y (2" K).
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Proof. We will show that
oy (4K) = 6y (2K).
The lemma follows from a recursion of this fact.

Assume that oy (4K) > 6y (2K). Lemma 3.2 implies that there exist antipodal, non-generic midpoints p
and ¢ of 2K such that p1(p,q) = v (4K) > 6y (2K). The neighbor vertices of p and ¢ satisfy the ordering
of (3) illustrated in Figure 5.

Let o and 8 be the embedded paths in K connecting n; to n;’ and n, to ng. These are abstractly drawn
in Figure 5. The paths o« and g have equal length ¢ € N since p and ¢ are antipodal. The total length of
the knot is 2¢ + 2. Lemma 2.3 tells us that lattice knots have even length implying that four divides the arc
length of 2K. Therefore, £ must be odd.

Connect the endpoints of o with a path L in L3 with arc length equal to the d;-distance between the
endpoints. Let |L| denote this arc length. The closed loop L U « has even length |L| + ¢ if and only if |L| is
odd. Therefore, |L| must be odd.

If ng and nj{ have even coordinates, then |L| is even, forming a contradiction. Following the orientation
of the knot, every other vertex of 2K has even coordinates since it is the double a vertex of K. Therefore, if
neither n;‘ nor njl‘ has all even coordinates, then n; and ng have even coordinates. With a minimal length
path in lattice chosen to connect ’s endpoints, we can form the same contradiction as before that implies
this path must have both odd and even length. In conclusion, one of n; and ng has all even coordinates
and one does not.

Without loss of generality, assume that n;; is the endpoint with not all even coordinates. Then, n and

P
nj{ have even coordinates. Since Figure 5 shows that one coordinate of n, — ng is 1, we have a contradiction.

q
]

Let K be a lattice knot. Since p; is continuous on L3, p; is continuous on K away from the diagonal
{(z,z) : « € K}. On the diagonal, p; is defined to be one. For sequences z,, — x and z] — =z, we have
p1(zp, 2!) — 1 since di (y,2) = di(y, z) for all y and z in a d;-neighborhood of radius less than one in L3.
Thus, p; is continuous on lattice knots.

Definition 3.4. The Gromov 1-distortion of a lattice knot K is
1) —
07(K) = max pi(a,b).

With p; continuous on L3 and K compact, 6(!) is well-defined as a maximum instead of a supremum.
Let D denote the set of dyadic rationals in R, and define the set Dy, as

DL =(DXZXZ)U(ZxDxXxZ)U(ZxZxD).
The density of D in R implies that Dy, is dense in L3. Furthermore, Dy, N K is a dense subset of K.

Proposition 3.5. For a lattice knot K,

dW(K) = 6y (2K).
Proof. For a lattice knot K, dy (2K) is equivalent to

max ,q)-
e p1(p,q)

Since the Gromov 1-distortion of K is equal to

b
nax pi(a,b),

we have 0()(K) > 0y (2K). Assume that 6V (K) > §y(2K), and let a’,b’ € K be the points realizing the
Gromov 1-distortion maximum 6" (K) = p;(a’,¥’). The points a’ and b’ cannot both be vertices of K else
§M(K) = 6y (2K).
Since Dy, N K is a dense subset of K, there exist sequences a,, and b,, in Dy, N K such that a, — a’ and
b, — b'. For each n, let m,, be the smallest non-negative integer such that
2Mnrq,, 2 b, € V(2" K).

Then, dy (2" K) = dy(2K) by Lemma 3.3.
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The continuity of p; implies

pi(a’,b) = lim pi(an,by)

n— oo

= lim p1(2™"ay,2™m"b,)

n— oo
nl;rr;oév(2 "K)
= 5V(2K)a

IN

contradicting the assumption p;(a’,b') = 6 (K) > 6y (2K). The equality lim &y (2™ K) = 6y (2K) holds
n— oo
since 0y (2" K) = 6y (2K) for any m,, > 0.
O

This section concludes with two Gromov 1-distortion inequalities that will be used in the proof of Theorem
1.2.

Lemma 3.6. For any lattice knot K,

1
SO(K) > —6§(K).
(K) = 7 (K)
Proof. This follows from the inequality V3d> dy.
|
Corollary 3.7. For any lattice knot K, we have
o
SW(K) > —.
(K) = 2 7
Proof. This is a consequence of Lemma 3.6 and Theorem 1.1. (Il

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

Theorem 1.2 Let K be a non-trivial lattice knot. Then,

Proof. If §y (2K) = éy (K), then Proposition 3.5 and Corollary 3.7 give

o7
Sv(K) =0y (2K) = W (K) > —.
V(0) = by (2K) =0 (K) =
We finish the proof with the case oy (2K) > dy(K). Lemma 3.2 tells us that there exists antipodal,
non-generic midpoints p and ¢ of K such that their neighbors satisfy the ordering of (3) and

p1(p,q) = 6v(2K) > dv(K).

Such midpoints are illustrated in Figure 5 where we see that there exist neighbor vertices np and ng such
that

dx(p.q) — 1
np,ng) = ——""—
p1(Rp:na) di(p,q)
The initial argument of this proof tells us that
o
,q) =0y (2K) = dW(K) > —.
Thus,
dK(paq)il 57
oy (K) > pi(np,ng) = ———— >0y (2K)—-1> — -1
V() = pilnp.ma) = =500 v(2K) 3v3

Corollary 4.1. If 0y [K]| =1, then [K] is trivial
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Proof. Suppose that [K] is not trivial and éy[K] = 1. Then, there exists a sequence of conformations K,

such that dy (K,) — 1 as n — oco. Some term K, of this sequence satisfies oy (K,,) < 35% — 1. Theorem

1.2 implies that K, is unknotted, contradicting the non-triviality of [K].
O

Therefore, oy [K] =1 if and only if [K] is trivial.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3
Theorem 1.3 For any lattice knot K,
§(K) > b6y (K) > 6(K)/vV3 — 1.
Proof. Since dy > d, we have §(K) > §y(K). Proposition 3.5 and Lemma 3.6 imply that
by (2K) = 6O (K) > (K)/V3.

If 9y (2K) = 0y (K), then the proof is complete. If oy (2K) > oy (K), then the last line of Theorem 1.2°s
proof shows that
ov(K) > 6(2K) — 1.
Thus,
Sv(K)+1>3(K)/V3.

The preceding theorem implies that a bound on Gromov distortion carries to vertex distortion. This
allows for a vertex distortion port of Pardon’s result on Gromov distortion.

Theorem 5.1 (Pardon '11 [5]). For the (p, q)-torus knot T}, ,,

min(p, q)
Myl =2 —60
Corollary 5.2. For the (p,q)-torus knot T}, g,
min(p, ¢)

TN B

Conjecture 1 of [2] purported,
Ov[Tp,q = o0 as p,q — co.

Corollary 5.2 affirms this conjecture.

9.90
||

7.82

5.45

FIGURE 6. Trefoil colored by p1(z,-)’s maximum at x.

Our vertex distortion calculator is available here:
https://github.com/sava-1729/lattice-knots-vis. We conclude with the program’s algorithm.
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Algorithm 1: Computing the Vertex Distortion of a Lattice Knot

Data: (v, | 1 <n < N), the ordered sequence of vertices of an oriented knot K
Result: 0y (K) = maxi<; j<n p1(Vi, Vi) =6,
Vs(K) = {{p,a} € V(K) x V(K) | pr(p,q) = dv (K)}

S

6+ 1;
S+ @;
for dx + |N/2] to 1 do
fori< 0to N —1do
j <« i—dg (mod N);
(T1,Y1,21) + Vi;
(T2, Y2, 22) < Vj;
dy < |z1 — 2| + |y1 — ye| + |21 — 22f;
if d; > 0 then
p1 4 dxc/fdy;
if p; > § then
d  p1;
S {{vi,vih
end
else if p; = ¢ and {vj,v;} ¢ S then
‘ S« SuU {{Vi,Vj}};
end

end
end
end
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