arXiv:2403.08446v1 [math.CO] 13 Mar 2024

ARITHMETIC ON q-DEFORMED RATIONAL NUMBERS

TAKEYOSHI KOGISO, KENGO MIYAMOTO, XIN REN, MICHIHISA WAKUI, AND KOHJI YANAGAWA

Abstract. Recently, Morier-Genoud and Ovsienko introduced a q-analog of rational numbers. More precisely, for an irreducible fraction^r_s > 0, they constructed coprime polynomials R^r_s (q), S^r_s (q) ∈ Z[q] with R^r_s (1) = r, S^r_s (1) = s. Their theory has a rich background and many applications. By definition, if r ≡ r^′ (mod s), then S^r_s (q) = S r′_s (q). We show that rr^′ = −1 (mod s) implies S^r_s (q) = S r′_s (q), and it is conjectured that the converse holds if s is prime (and r ≢ r^′ (mod s)). We also show that s is a multiple of 3 (resp. 4) if and only if S^r_s (ζ) = 0 for ζ = (−1 + √ −3)/2 (resp. ζ = i). We give applications to the representation theory of quivers of type A and the Jones polynomials of rational links.

Contents

1. Introduction 2 2. Preliminaries 4 2.1. q-deformed rational numbers 4 2.2. The arithmetic conjecture on q-deformed rational numbers 8 2.3. Closures of a quiver and q-deformed rational numbers 9 2.4. Farey neighbors and Farey sums 10 3. A proof of the sufficiency of the conjecture 11 4. Another proof of the sufficiency of the conjecture 14 5. Three operations on the positive rational numbers and q-deformed rational numbers 16 6. A formula for computing closure polynomials of type A 19 7. Special values of the q-deformed rational numbers 24 8. Application to Jones polynomials of rational knots 29 References 31

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 05A30, 11A55, 16G20, and 57K14. Key words and phrases. q-deformed rational numbers, q-continued fractions, quivers, and Jones polynomials, and rational knots.

T. Kogiso is supported by JSPS Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (C) 21K03169. K. Miyamoto is supported by JSPS Grant-in-Aid for Early-Career Scientists 20K14302 and Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (A) 23H00479.

X. Ren is supported by the Kansai University Grant-in-Aid for progress of research in graduate course, 2023.

M. Wakui is supported by the Kansai University Grant-in-Aid for progress of research in graduate course, 2023.

K. Yanagawa is supported by JSPS Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (C) 19K03456 and by the Kansai University Grant-in-Aid for progress of research in graduate course, 2023. 1

1. Introduction The q-deformation of a positive integer n, which is given by

[n]_q = 1 − q^n 1 − q = q^{n−1} + q^{n−2} + · · · + q + 1,

is a very classical subject of mathematics. Recently, Morier-Genoud and Ovsienko [MO20] introduced the q-deformation [α]_q of a rational number α based on some combinatorial properties of rational numbers. They further extended this notion to arbitrary real numbers [MO22] by some number-theoretic properties of irrational numbers. These works are related to many directions including Teichmüller spaces [FC99], the 2-Calabi-Yau category of type A_2 [BBL23], the Markov-Hurwitz approximation theory [K22, LL22, LMOV21, R22(a)], the modular group and Picard groups [LeM21, Ov21], Jones polynomials of rational knots [KW19(a), LS19, NT20, MO20, BBL23, R22(b)], and combinatorics on fence posets [MSS21, Og22, OR23].

For an irreducible fraction^r_s > 0, we have [r s ] q = R^r_s (q) S^r_s (q) for R^r_s (q), S^r_s (q) ∈ Z_{>0}[q] with R^r_s (1) = r and S^r_s (1) = s.

There are many ways to compute [α]_q (see Section 2 for details). For example, we have [ 6 5 ] q = [6]_q [5]_q = q^5 + q^4 + q^3 + q^2 + q + 1

q^4 + q^3 + q^2 + q + 1 , [ 7 5 ] q = q^4 + 2 q^3 + 2 q^2 + q + 1 q^3 + 2 q^2 + q + 1 , and observe that the denominators of^6_5 and^7_5 are the same 5, but the denominator polynomials of their q-deformation are different. In general, the following problem arises. When dose the equation S^r_s (q) = S r′_s (q) hold for two irreducible fractions r s and^{r′}_s ? By definition, we have S_{α+n}(q) = S_α(q) for n ∈ Z, and hence r ≡ r^′ (mod s) implies S^r_s (q) = S r′_s (q). However, there are more subtle relations.

Example 1.1. (1) The table of S_α(q) for irreducible fractions α of the form^r_{17} is the following.

A = [17]_q = q^{16} + q^{15} + · · · + q + 1 B = q^9 + 2 q^8 + 2 q^7 + 2 q^6 + 2 q^5 + 2 q^4 + 2 q^3 + 2 q^2 + q + 1 C = q^7 + 2 q^6 + 3 q^5 + 3 q^4 + 3 q^3 + 2 q^2 + 2 q + 1 D = q^7 + 2 q^6 + 3 q^5 + 4 q^4 + 3 q^3 + 2 q^2 + q + 1 E = q^6 + 2 q^5 + 4 q^4 + 4 q^3 + 3 q^2 + 2 q + 1

r (mod 17) 1, 16 2, 8 3, 11 4 5, 10 6, 14 7, 12 9, 15 13 S^r_{17} (q) A B C D E C^∨ E^∨ B^∨ D^∨

Here, for f(q) ∈ Q[q], f^∨(q) denotes its reciprocal polynomial q^{deg(f)}f(q^{−1}). For example, we have E^∨ = q^6 + 2 q^5 + 3 q^4 + 4 q^3 + 4 q^2 + 2 q + 1.

(2) Next, we give the table of S_α(q) for irreducible fractions α of the form^r_{23} .

A = [23]_q = q^{22} + q^{21} + · · · + q + 1

B = q^{12} + 2 q^{11} + 2 q^{10} + 2 q^9 + 2 q^8 + 2 q^7 + 2 q^6 + 2 q^5 + 2 q^4 + 2 q^3 + 2 q^2 + q + 1

C = q^9 + 2 q^8 + 3 q^7 + 3 q^6 + 3 q^5 + 3 q^4 + 3 q^3 + 2 q^2 + 2 q + 1

D = q^8 + 2 q^7 + 3 q^6 + 4 q^5 + 4 q^4 + 3 q^3 + 3 q^2 + 2 q + 1

E = q^7 + 3 q^6 + 4 q^5 + 5 q^4 + 4 q^3 + 3 q^2 + 2 q + 1

F = q^7 + 2 q^6 + 4 q^5 + 5 q^4 + 5 q^3 + 3 q^2 + 2 q + 1

r (mod 23) 1, 22 2, 11 3, 15 4, 17 5, 9 6, 19 7, 13 8, 20 10, 16 14, 18 12, 21

S^r_{23} (q) A B C D E D^∨ F C^∨ F^∨ E^∨ B^∨

From these examples, the third author of the present paper and Takeshi Sakurai, who were supervised by the first author, proposed the following conjecture in their master theses [R21, S21]. This is the main motivation of the present paper.

Conjecture 1.2 (Arithmetic conjecture). Let p be an odd prime integer. For two positive integers a, b which are coprime to p, S^a_p (q) = S b_p (q) if and only if ab ≡ −1 (mod p) or a ≡ b (mod p).

The necessity part of Conjecture 1.2 really requires the assumption that p is prime. In fact, S 5_{24} (q) = S 11_{24} (q) holds, while 5 · 11 ≢ −1 (mod 24). See Subsection 2.2 for detail. On the other hand, without the assumption that p is prime, we can show the sufficiency (so the essential part of the conjecture is its necessity). We give two different proofs in Sections 3 and 4.

The proof given in Section 3 is rather direct. Combining an argument here and a combinatorial result in [OR23], we can show that S^r_s (q) is palindromic if and only if r^2 ≡ 1 (mod s). Recall that f(q) ∈ Z[q] is said to be palindromic, if f^∨(q) = f(q).

The proof given in Section 4 uses the q-deformation (a, b)_p ∈ Z[q] of a pair (a, b) of positive and coprime integers introduced in the previous work [W22] of the fourth author. In Section 5 we study on behavior of R_α(q) and S_α(q) under the operations i, r, ir on the positive rational numbers α, which are introduced in [KW19(a)].

For a given rational number α ∈ Q ∩ (1, ∞), the regular continued fraction expansion of α determines a quiver Q of type A. In [MO20, Thoerem 4], they provided a method for computing R_α(q) (and S_α(q)) by using combinatorial enumeration with the quiver Q. Specifically, the coefficients of q^k in R_α(q) coincides with the number of marking of circles to k vertices of Q so that there is no arrow from an unmarked vertex to a marked vertex. Thus, one representation-theoretic view of R_α(q) is that it counts the number of submodules of the most dimensional indecomposable module M over the path algebra kQ, where k is a field. Namely, the coefficients of q^k in R_α(q) is equal to the number of k-dimensional submodules of M. In Section 6, we give a formula for computing R_α(q).

In Section 7, we extend the result [MO20, Proposition 1.8] which states that S_α(−1) and R_α(−1) belong to {0, ±1}. First, we will show that R_α(ω), S_α(ω) ∈ {0, ±1, ±ω, ±ω^2} for ω = −1 + √ −3 2 and R_α(i), S_α(i) ∈ {0, ±1, ±i, ±(1 + i), ±(1 − i)}. Hence, for an irreducible fraction^r_s , S^r_s (q) ∈ Z[q] can be divided by [3]_q = q^2 + q + 1 (resp. [4]_q = q^3 + q^2 + q + 1) if and only if s is a multiple of 3 (resp. 4). Inspired by this fact, we conjecture that if p is a prime integer then S^a_p (q) ∈ Z[q] is irreducible over Q (Conjecture 7.9).

In Section 8, we give an application of the observations in the previous section. For the rational link L(α) associated with α ∈ Q (for example, see [KL02]), the Jones polynomial V_{L(α)}(t) ∈ Z[t^{±1}] ∪ t^12 Z[t^{±1}] has the normalized form J_α(q) ∈ Z[q] ([LS19]). Since J_α(q) for α > 1 can be expressed using R_α(q) and S_α(q) by [MO20, Proposition A.1], one can study the special values of J_α(q) at q = −1, i, ±ω. There are several classical results on the special values of the Jones polynomials V_L(t) for general links L, and most of the facts given in this section easily follow from these results. However, we give a new explanation using q-deformed rationals.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, for a real number x ∈ R, the symbols ⌈x⌉ and ⌊x⌋ mean ⌈x⌉ = min{n ∈ Z | x ≤ n} and ⌊x⌋ = max{n ∈ Z | n ≤ x}, respectively. For an irreducible fraction^r_s , we always assume that s > 0. We regard 0 =^0_1 as an irreducible fraction.

2.1. q-deformed rational numbers. In this subsection, we review some basics on q-deformations for rational numbers introduced by Morier-Genoud and Ovsienko [MO20]. A rational number α ∈ Q ∩ (0, ∞) can be represented by

α = a_1 + 1 a_2 + 1 ... + 1 a_n with a_1 ∈ Z_{≥0}, a_2, . . . , a_n ∈ Z_{>0}. When α > 1, it can be also represented by

α = c_1 − 1 c_2 − 1 ... − 1 c_l with c_1, . . . , c_l ∈ Z_{>0}\{1}. In this case, we write [a_1, . . . , a_n] and [[c_1, . . . , c_l]] for these expansions, respectively. The former expansion is called a regular continued fraction of α, and the latter is called a negative continued fraction. One can always assume that the length n of a regular continued fraction to be even, since [a_1, . . . , a_n + 1] = [a_1, . . . , a_n, 1]. The expression as a regular continued fraction is uniquely determined if the parity of n is specified, and that as a negative continued fraction is unique (since c_i ≥ 2 for all i now).

For an integer a, we set:

(2.1) M(a) := ( a 1 1 0 ) , M^−(a) := ( a −1 1 0 ) . Moreover, for a finite sequence of integers (a_1, . . . , a_n), we set (2.2) M(a_1, . . . , a_n) = M(a_1) · · · M(a_n), M^−(a_1, . . . , a_n) = M^−(a_1) · · · M^−(a_n). It follows from the definitions, we see that M^−(a_1, . . . , a_n) ∈ SL(2, Z), whereas M(a_1, . . . , a_n) ∈ SL(2, Z) if and only if n is even. These matrices are well-known as the matrices of continued fractions in elementary number theory, because one has the following result.

Lemma 2.1 ([MO19, Proposition 3.1]). Let α =^r_s > 1 be an irreducible fraction, and assume that it is expressed by α = [a_1, . . . , a_{2m}] = [[c_1, . . . , c_l]] with a_i ≥ 1 (i = 1, . . . , 2m) and c_j ≥ 2 (j = 1, . . . , l). Then,

M(a_1, . . . , a_{2m}) = ( r r^′ s s^′ ) , M^−(c_1, . . . , c_l) = ( r −r^{′′} s −s^{′′} ) , where^{r′}_{s′} = [a_1, . . . , a_{2m−1}] and^{r′′}_{s′′} = [[c_1, . . . , c_{l−1}]].

The q-deformation of positive rational numbers is based on the above lemma. Let q be a formal symbol. For an integer a, we define a Laurent polynomial [a]_q ∈ Z[q, q^{−1}] by [a]_q := 1 − q^a 1 − q = q^{a−1} + q^{a−2} + · · · + q + 1 if a > 0, 0 if a = 0, −q^{−a} − q^{−a+1} + · · · − q^{−2} − q^{−1} if a < 0. By the definition of [a]_q, for all a, n ∈ Z, the equation (2.3) [a + n]_q = q^n[a]_q + [n]_q holds. For an integer a, two q-deformations of (2.1) are defined by

(2.4) M_q(a) := ( [a]_q q^a 1 0 ) , M^−_q (a) := ( [a]_q −q^{a−1} 1 0 ) . Then, for a finite sequence of integers (a_1, . . . , a_n), the q-deformations of (2.2) are also defined by

M_q(a_1, . . . , a_n) := { M_q(a_1)M_q−1 (a_2)M_q(a_3) · · · M_q−1 (a_n) if n is even, M_q(a_1)M_q−1 (a_2)M_q(a_3) · · · M_q(a_n) if n is odd,

M^−_q (a_1, . . . , a_n) := M^−_q (a_1)M^−_q (a_2) · · · M^−_q (a_n). In the case n = 2m, we set ~M_q(a_1, . . . , a_{2m}) := q^a2^{+a}4^{+···+a}2m M_q(a_1, . . . , a_{2m}).

Then, the following statements, which is a q-analogue of Lemma 2.1, hold. Proposition 2.2 ([MO20, Propositions 4.3 and 4.9]). Let α =^r_s be a rational number as given in Lemma 2.1. Setting

M^−_q (c_1, . . . , c_l) ( 1 0 ) = ( R_α(q) S_α(q) ) , ~M_q(a_1, . . . , a_{2m}) ( 1 0 ) = ( qR^+_α (q) qS^+_α (q) ) , we have the following.

(1) R_α(q) and S_α(q) are coprime in Z[q]. (2) We have R^r_s (1) = r and S^r_s (1) = s.

(3) R_α(q) = R^+_α (q) and S_α(q) = S^+_α (q). In particular, R_α(q) S_α(q) = R^+_α (q) S^+_α (q) . Remark 2.3. In [MO20, Definition 1.1], they introduced the q-deformations of continued fractions as follows.

• For a regular continued fraction [a_1, a_2, . . . , a_{2m}], its q-deformation is defined as follows:

(2.5)

[a_1, . . . , a_{2m}]_q := [a_1]_q + q^{a1} [a_2]_q−1 + q^{−a2} [a_3]_q + q^{a3} ... + q^{−a2m−2} [a_{2m−1}]_q + q^{a2m−1} [a_{2m}]_q−1 • For a negative continued fraction [[c_1, c_2, . . . , c_l]], its q-deformation is defined as follows:

(2.6)

[[c_1, . . . , c_l]]_q = [c_1]_q − q^{c1−1} [c_2]_q − q^{c2−1} ... − q^{cl−2−1} [c_{l−1}]_q − q^{cl−1−1} [c_l]_q

Then, the fractions^{Rα(q)}_{Sα(q)} and^{R+α (q)}_{S+α (q)} in the above lemma coincide with [[c_1, . . . , c_l]]_q and [a_1, . . . , a_{2m}]_q, respectively.

Based on Proposition 2.2, the q-deformation of a rational number α > 1 is defined by [α]_q := R_α(q) S_α(q) . For an integer n ≥ 2, since n = [[n]] as a negative continued fraction, we have the following philosophically trivial equations (2.7) R_n(q) = [n]_q and S_n(q) = 1.

Morier-Genoud and Ovsienko pointed out that the definition of q-deformed rational number [α]_q can be extended to the case where α ≤ 1 including the negative rational numbers by the following formulas, see [MO20, page 3]: (2.8) [α + 1]_q = q[α]_q + 1. More precisely, we have (2.9) S_α(q) = S_{α+1}(q) and R_α(q) = q^{−1}(R_{α+1}(q) − S_{α+1}(q)). However, for α < 0, R_α(q) is not an ordinary polynomial but a Laurent polynomial. Similarly, for 0 < α < 1, R_α(q) is a polynomial, but R_α(0) = 0 (if α ≥ 1, we have R_α(0) = 1). It can be easily verified that the polynomials R_α(q), S_α(q) coincide with R^+_α (q), S^+_α (q) formally substituted a_1 ≤ 0 in (2.5).

Lemma 2.4. Let a, x be positive and coprime integers with 1 ≤ a ≤ x, and express x as the form x = ca + r for some c, r ∈ Z with 0 ≤ r < a. Then the following equations hold:

R^x_a (q) = [c + 1]_qR^a_{a−r} (q) − q^cS^a_{a−r} (q), S^x_a (q) = R^a_{a−r} (q).

Proof. Note that it follows from the equations (2.7) and (2.9) that R_1(q) = S_1(q) = 1. If a = 1, then r = 0. Thus, we have

[c + 1]_qR^a_{a−r} (q) − q^cS^a_{a−r} (q) = [x + 1]_qR_1(q) − q^xS_1(q) = [x]_q = R^x_a (q). The second equation obviously holds when a = 1.

If a > 1, then r > 0, and thus^a_{a−r} > 1. By x = ca + r, x a = (c + 1)a + r − a a = c + 1 −

1_a a−r . So, if^a_{a−r} is expressed as^a_{a−r} = [[c_1, . . . , c_l]], then^x_a = [[c + 1, c_1, . . . , c_l]] and

M^−_q (c + 1, c_1, . . . , c_l) ( 1 0 ) = M^−_q (c + 1)M^−_q (c_1, . . . , c_l) ( 1 0 )

= ( [c + 1]_qR^a_{a−r} (q) − q^cS^a_{a−r} (q) R^a_{a−r} (q) ) . This leads to the equations in the lemma. □ By the last equation of Lemma 2.4, we have { S_α(q) | α ∈ Q } = { R_α(q) | α ∈ Q ∩ (1, ∞) }. Lemma 2.5. For a rational number α and an integer n, we have R_{α+n}(q) = q^nR_α(q) + [n]_qS_α(q) and S_{α+n}(q) = S_α(q), equivalently, [α + n]_q = q^n[α]_q + [n]_q.

Proof. Let us express α as the regular continued fraction α = [a_1, a_2, . . . , a_{2m}]. By Proposition 2.2 and the equation (2.3), then we have ( qR_{α+n}(q) qS_{α+n}(q) ) = ~M_q(a_1 + n, a_2, . . . , a_{2m}) ( 1 0 )

= ( q^n [n]_q 0 1 ) ~M_q(a_1, a_2, . . . , a_{2m}) ( 1 0 )

= ( q^n [n]_q 0 1 ) ( qR_α(q) qS_α(q) ) . This equation derives the equations in the lemma. □

Lemma 2.6. For coprime positive integers a, x with 1 ≤ a ≤ x, we have R^a_x (q) = R^x_{x−a} (q) − S^x_{x−a} (q), (2.10)

S^a_x (q) = R^x_{x−a} (q).

(2.11)

Proof. Express^x_{x−a} as the negative continued fraction^x_{x−a} = [[c_1, . . . , c_l]]. Then a x + 1 = [[2, c_1, . . . , c_l]], and ( R^a_{x +1}(q) S^a_{x +1}(q) ) = M^−_q (2)M^−_q (c_1, . . . , c_l) ( 1 0 ) = ( [2]_q −q 1 0 ) ( R^x_{x−a} (q) S^x_{x−a} (q) ) . This equation and Lemma 2.5 yield the equation (2.11) and

(2.12) qR^a_x (q) + S^a_x (q) = [2]_qR^x_{x−a} (q) − qS^x_{x−a} (q)

The equation (2.10) can be obtained by substituting (2.11) to (2.12). □

2.2. The arithmetic conjecture on q-deformed rational numbers. Conjecture 1.2 is the central problem of the present paper. In this subsection, we collect a few remarks on this conjecture.

It is a result of elementary number theory that, for an odd prime integer p, there is some a ∈ Z with a^2 ≡ −1 (mod p) if and only if p ≡ 1 (mod 4). Thus, Conjecture 1.2 holds for an odd prime p if and only if

#{S^a_p (q) | a ∈ Z} = p + 1 2 (p ≡ 1 mod 4), p − 1 2 (p ≡ 3 mod 4).

Next, we remark that the assumption that p is prime is really necessary for the necessity part of Conjecture 1.2. In fact,^5_{24} = [0, 4, 1, 4] and^{11}_{24} = [0, 2, 5, 2] satisfy

S 5_{24} (q) = S 11_{24} (q) = q^8 + 2q^7 + 3q^6 + 4q^5 + 4q^4 + 4q^3 + 3q^2 + 2q + 1

by Proposition 2.2 and (2.9), while 5 · 11 + 1 = 56 is not divisible by 24.

The following table shows composite numbers p and pairs of natural numbers (a, b) (1 < a < b < p ≤ 111) which do not satisfy the necessity of Conjecture 1.2. Note that if p admits a pair (a, b) with this property then it admits other pairs. For example, (p − b, p − a) is also such a pair by Lemma 3.1 below.

p (a, b) p (a, b) 24 (5,11) 84 (19,25) 51 (11,20) 91 (19,32) 57 (13,16) 99 (17,28) 60 (11,19) 105 (23,38) 63 (13,20) 110 (19,41) 78 (17,29) 111 (25,34) On the other hand, the sufficiency part of Conjecture 1.2 holds without the assumption that p is prime. In Sections 3 and 4, we will prove this in two ways.

2.3. Closures of a quiver and q-deformed rational numbers. By a quiver we mean a tuple Q = (Q_0, Q_1, s, t) consisting of two sets Q_0, Q_1 and two maps s, t : Q_1 → Q_0. Each element of Q_0 (resp. Q_1) is called a vertex (resp. an arrow). For an arrow α ∈ Q_1, we call s(α) (resp. t(α)) the source (resp. the target) of α. We will commonly write a^α−→ b or α : a → b to indicate that an arrow α has the source a and the target b. A quiver Q is finite if two sets Q_0 and Q_1 are finite sets. The opposite quiver of Q, say Q^∨, is defined by Q^∨ = (Q_0, Q_1, t, s).

Let Q be a finite quiver. A subset C ⊂ Q_0 is a closure if there is no arrow α ∈ Q_1 such that s(α) ∈ Q_0 \ C and t(α) ∈ C. A closure C is an ℓ-closure if the number of elements of C is ℓ. The number of ℓ-closures is denoted by ρ_ℓ(Q). Then the polynomial

cl(Q) := n∑ ℓ=0 ρ_ℓ(Q)q^ℓ ∈ Z[q], where n = |Q_0|, is called the closure polynomial of Q. Obviously, the constant term and the coefficient of the leading term of cl(Q) are 1, including the extremal case cl(∅) = 1. We remark that, for any ℓ, the equation (2.13) ρ_ℓ(Q) = ρ_{n−ℓ}(Q^∨) holds. For a polynomial f(q) ∈ Z[q], we define a polynomial f^∨(q) by

f^∨(q) = q^{deg(f)}f(q^{−1}), which is called the reciprocal polynomial of f(q). By (2.13), we have (2.14) cl(Q)^∨ = cl(Q^∨).

For a tuple of integers a := (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_s) with a_1, a_s ≥ 0, a_2, . . . , a_{s−1} > 0, we set the quiver Q(a) := ∘ ←− ∘ · · · ∘ ←− ∘ a_1 left arrows −→ ∘ · · · ∘ −→ ∘ a_2 right arrows ←− ∘ · · · ∘ ←− ∘ a_3 left arrows −→ · · · , with the left-right distinction. We understand that if a_1 = 0, then Q(a) := −→ ∘ · · · ∘ −→ ∘ a_2 right arrows ←− ∘ · · · ∘ ←− ∘ a_3 left arrows −→ · · · . Note that |Q(a)_0| = a_1 + a_2 + · · · + a_s + 1, and, for a = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_s), the equation (2.15) cl(Q(0, a)) = cl(Q(a))^∨ holds since Q(0, a) ≃ Q(a)^∨ as quivers. Here we have cl(Q(0, 0)) = cl(Q(0)) = 1 + q.

Lemma 2.7. For a = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_s), we put a^{pal} := (a_s, a_{s−1}, . . . , a_1). Then, there is an isomorphism of quivers

Q(a^{pal}) ≃ { Q(a) if s is even,

Q(a)^∨ if s is odd. Therefore, we have

cl(Q(a^{pal})) = { cl(Q(a)) if s is even,

cl(Q(a))^∨ if s is odd.

Proof. First, we assume that s is even. Then, the direction of the i-th arrow of Q(a) from the left is the opposite of that of the i-th arrow of Q(a^{pal}) from the right end. Thus, Q(a^{pal}) is the “π-rotation”of Q(a), and hence Q(a) ≃ Q(a^{pal}) as quivers. We leave the case n is odd to the reader as an easy exercise. □

According to [MO20, Section 3], Morier-Genoud and Ovsienko gave a combinatorial interpretation of the coefficients in R_α(q) and S_α(q).

Let α > 1 be a rational number, and write α as the regular continued fraction α = [a_1, a_2, . . . , a_{2m}]. Then, we set Q^R_α := Q(a_1 − 1, a_2, . . . , a_{2m−1}, a_{2m} − 1),

Q^S_α := { Q(0, a_2 − 1, a_3, . . . , a_{2m−1}, a_{2m} − 1) if m > 1, Q(0, a_2 − 2) if m = 1.

Here, if a_2 = 1 and m > 1 (resp. a_2 = 2 and m = 1, a_2 = 1 and m = 1), we understand that Q^S_α = Q(a_3, . . . , a_{2m−1}, a_{2m} − 1) (resp. Q^S_α = Q(0), Q^S_α = ∅). The quiver Q^S_α is obtained by deleting the first a_1 arrows from Q^R_α .

Remark 2.8. If α ∉ Z and α > 1, the above construction of Q^R_α and Q^S_α also works for the expression as a regular continued fraction of odd length.

Following the notation used in [MO20], we will use the symbols ρ_ℓ(α) and σ_ℓ(α) to denote the numbers of ℓ-closures of Q^R_α and Q^S_α, respectively.

Theorem 2.9 ([MO20, Theorem 4]). Let α > 1 be an irreducible fraction. Then, the following equations hold:

R_α(q) = ∑ ℓ≥0 ρ_ℓ(α)q^ℓ ( = cl(Q^R_α ) ) , (2.16)

S_α(q) = ∑ ℓ≥0 σ_ℓ(α)q^ℓ ( = cl(Q^S_α) ) . (2.17)

2.4. Farey neighbors and Farey sums. In this subsection, we recall the definitions of Farey neighbors and Farey sums.

Two irreducible fractions^x_a ,^y_b are said to be Farey neighbors if ay − bx = 1. Here we regard ∞ =^1_0 as an irreducible fraction.

For two irreducible fractions^x_a ,^y_b , the operation ♯ is defined as follows: x a ♯ y b := x + y a + b .

If^x_a ,^y_b are Farey neighbors, then^x_a ♯^y_b is called the Farey sum of^x_a and^y_b . The Farey sum of two irreducible fractions is also irreducible. Farey neighbors have the following fundamental properties.

Lemma 2.10. The following assertions hold.

(1) Any non-negative rational number can be obtained from^0_1 and^1_0 applying ♯ in finitely many times.

(2) For any positive rational number α ∈ (0, ∞), there uniquely exist Farey neighbors^x_a ,^y_b such that α =^x_a ♯^y_b . The pair (^x_a ,^y_b ) is called the Farey parent of α, and the fraction^x_a (resp.^y_b ) is called the left parent (resp. the right parent).

For proof of the above lemma, see [A13, Theorem 3.9] or [KW19(b), Lemma 3.5]. Let α and β be two fractions with α, β ≥ 1. If α♯β = [[c_1, . . . , c_l]], then the equation

(2.18) [α♯β]_q =

R_α(q) + q^{cl−1}R_β (q) S_α(q) + q^{cl−1}S_β (q) holds, see [MO20, Theorem 3].

3. A proof of the sufficiency of the conjecture In this section, without the assumption that p is a prime number, we will show that ab ≡ −1 (mod p) implies S^a_p (q) = S b_p (q), that is, the sufficiency part of Conjecture 1.2 holds. Recall that S_{α+n}(q) = S_α(q) for all α ∈ Q and n ∈ Z.

In the rest of the paper, p means a (not necessarily prime) integer with p ≥ 2, unless otherwise specified.

Lemma 3.1. Let^a_p ,^b_p be irreducible fractions with a ≡ −b (mod p). We may assume that^a_p − ⌊_a p ⌋ ≤^1_2 , and hence^a_p = [a_1, a_2, . . . , a_k] with a_2 ≥ 2 as a regular continued fraction. Then we have^b_p = [b_1, 1, a_2 − 1, a_3, . . . , a_k], where b_1 = ⌊_b p ⌋ . Proof. Since the assertion only depends on the decimal parts of^a_p and^b_p , we may assume that 0 <^a_p ≤^b_p < 1. Then we have b = p − a, a p = 1 p a = 1 a_2 + p − aa_2 a and b p = p − a p = 1 p p − a = 1 1 + a p − a = 1 1 + 1 p − a a

= 1 1 + 1 (a_2 − 1) + p − aa_2 a

.

If k > 2, we have p − aa_2 a = [a_3, a_4, . . . , a_k], and the assertion follows. □

Proposition 3.2. Let^a_p ,^b_p be irreducible fractions with a ≡ −b (mod p). Then we have S^a_p (q) = S^∨_{bp} (q).

Proof. We may assume that 1 <^a_p ,^b_p < 2, and^a_p = [1, a_2, . . . , a_k] with a_2 ≥ 2. Then we have^b_p = [1, 1, a_2 − 1, a_3, . . . , a_k] by Lemma 3.1. With the notation of the previous section, we have

Q^Sa_p = Q(0, a_2 − 1, a_3, . . . , a_k − 1) and Q^Sb_p = Q(a_2 − 1, a_3, . . . , a_k − 1)

(by Remark 2.8, we do not have to care about the parity of the length of the regular continued fraction). Hence we have Q^S_{bp} = (Q^Sa_p )^∨ by (2.15), and

S b_p (q) = cl(Q^Sb_p ) = cl((Q^Sa_p )^∨) = cl(Q^Sa_p )^∨ = S^∨a_p (q)

by Theorem 2.9 and (2.15). □

The following lemma is a variant of “Palindrome Theorem” (for example, see [KL02, Theorem 4]) for continued fractions. We will give a direct proof here for the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 3.3. Let^a_p ,^b_p be irreducible fractions with^a_p = [a_1, a_2, a_3, . . . , a_n] as a regular

continued fraction. Set b_1 := ⌊_b p ⌋ . Then^b_p = [b_1, a_n, a_{n−1}, . . . , a_2] if and only if ab ≡ (−1)^n (mod p).

Proof. Clearly, it suffices to show the case a_1 = b_1 = 0. First, assume that^b_p = [0, a_n, . . . , a_2]. By Lemma 2.1, we have ( a k p l ) = ( 0 1 1 0 ) ( a_2 1 1 0 ) · · · ( a_n 1 1 0 )

for some k, l ∈ Z. Hence we have ( p l a k ) = ( a_2 1 1 0 ) ( a_3 1 1 0 ) · · · ( a_n 1 1 0 ) . Taking the transpose of both sides, we get ( p a l k ) = ( a_n 1 1 0 ) ( a_{n−1} 1 1 0 ) · · · ( a_2 1 1 0 ) . Hence we have

(3.1) ( l k p a ) = ( 0 1 1 0 ) ( a_n 1 1 0 ) · · · ( a_2 1 1 0 ) , and it implies that^l_p = [0, a_n, . . . , a_2] =^b_p , and hence l = b. The determinant of the right side of (3.1) is (−1)^n, so that of the left side is also. It implies that ab − pk = (−1)^n, and hence ab ≡ (−1)^n (mod p).

The converse implication follows from the above observation and the uniqueness of the solution of a · x = ±1 in Z/pZ. □

Proposition 3.4. Let^a_p ,^b_p be irreducible fractions with ab ≡ 1 (mod p). Then we have S^a_p (q) = S^∨_{bp} (q).

Proof. We may assume that 1 <^a_p ,^b_p < 2. If^a_p = [1, a_2, . . . , a_{2m}], then^b_p = [1, a_{2m}, . . . , a_2] by Lemma 3.3. Hence we have

Q^Sb_p = Q(a_{2m} − 1, a_{2m−1}, . . . , a_2 − 1)^∨ ≃ Q(a_2 − 1, a_3, . . . , a_{2m} − 1) = (Q^Sa_p )^∨

by Lemma 2.7. So the assertion follows from Theorem 2.9 and (2.15). □ The following implies the sufficiency of Conjecture 1.2.

Theorem 3.5. Let p be a positive integer. For irreducible fractions^a_p ,^b_p with ab ≡ −1 (mod p), we have S^a_p (q) = S b_p (q).

Proof. The assertion follows from Propositions 3.2, 3.4 and the fact that f^{∨∨}(q) = f(q) for general f(q) ∈ Z[q]. □ Regarding Q^S_α as a finite poset, Oǧuz and Ravichandran [OR23] intensely studied S_α(q) from purely combinatorial point of view. Among other things, they showed that S_α(q) is always unimodal. Here we apply their another result. A polynomial f(q) is said to be palindromic if f^∨(q) = f(q).

Theorem 3.6. For an irreducible fraction^r_s , S^r_s (q) is palindromic if and only if r^2 ≡ 1 (mod s).

Proof. Let b = (b_1, . . . , b_k) be an integer sequence such that b_1, b_k ≥ 0, b_2, . . . , b_{k−1} > 0 and k is odd. [OR23, Theorem 1.3 (c)], which was first conjectured in [MSS21], states that cl(Q(b)) is palindromic if and only if b_i = b_{k+1−i} for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

Set^r_s = [a_1, . . . , a_{2m}]. By the above mentioned result, the q-polynomial S^r_s (q) = cl(Q(a_2 − 1, a_3, . . . , a_{2m} − 1)^∨) is palindromic if and only if (3.2) a_i = a_{2m+2−i} for all 2 ≤ i ≤ 2m.

By Lemma 3.3, the condition (3.2) holds if and only if a^2 ≡ 1 (mod p). □ Corollary 3.7. The following hold.

(1) For an irreducible fraction^a_{pn} such that p is an odd prime, S^a_{pn} (q) is palindromic, if and only if a ≡ ±1 (mod p^n), if and only if S^a_{pn} (q) = [p^n]_q = 1 + q + · · · + q^{pn−1}.

(2) For n ≥ 2, S^a_{2n} (q) is palindromic if and only if a ≡ ±1 (mod 2^n) or a ≡ 2^{n−1} ± 1 (mod 2^n).

Proof. (1) The latter equivalence is clear, so we prove the former. By Theorem 3.6, it is sufficient to show that a^2 ≡ 1 (mod p^n) implies a ≡ ±1 (mod p^n). If a^2 ≡ 1 (mod p^n), then p^n divides (a + 1)(a − 1). Since p is an odd prime, p does only divide one of a + 1 and a − 1. In fact, if p divides both a + 1 and a − 1, then p divides 2, which is a contradiction. This means that all n copies of p that appear in the prime decomposition of (a + 1)(a − 1) must come from either a + 1 or a − 1. Thus, p^n divides either a + 1 or a − 1, equivalently, a ≡ ±1 (mod p^n).

(2) Since 4 cannot divide both a + 1 and a − 1 at the same time, an argument similar to the above works. □ Combining the above results with Chinese remainder theorem, for a general s, we can easily detect all r such that S^r_s is palindromic (equivalently, r^2 ≡ 1 (mod s)).

Corollary 3.8. For an irreducible fraction^r_s > 1, R^r_s (q) is palindromic if and only if s^2 ≡ 1 (mod r).

Proof. By (2.11), we have R^r_s (q) = S r−s_r (q). Hence we have

R^r_s (q) is palindromic ⇐⇒ S r−s_r (q) is palindromic ⇐⇒ (r − s)^2 ≡ 1 (mod r) ⇐⇒ s^2 ≡ 1 (mod r), where the second equivalence follows from Corollary 3.6. □

4. Another proof of the sufficiency of the conjecture In [W22], the fourth author introduced the q-deformed integers derived from pairs of positive and coprime integers. In this section, by using them we give the second proof of the sufficiency of Conjecture 1.2. To do this we need the following interpretation of the conjecture.

Lemma 4.1. Conjecture 1.2 is equivalent to the following statement.

(∗) Let p be an odd prime integer. For two integers a, b with 1 ≤ a < b < p, R^p_a (q) = R^p_b (q) if and only if ab ≡ −1 (mod p).

Proof. This follows from Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6. □ Definition 4.2 ([W22, Definition 4.3]). For a pair (a, b) of positive and coprime integers we define a polynomial (a, b)_q in q with integer coefficients by

(4.1) (a, b)_q := { (a − r, r)_q + q(a, b − a)_q if a < b, (a − b, b)_q + q^{⌈ a}b^⌉(r, b − r)_q if a > b, where r is the remainder when b is divided by a in case where a < b, and when a is divided by b in case where a > b, and also (1, n)_q = (n, 1)_q := [1 + n]_q for any non-negative integer n.

The polynomial (a, b)_q is convenient to compute [α♯β]_q.

Theorem 4.3 ([W22, Theorem 4.4]). If α =^x_a , β =^y_b ≥ 1 are Farey neighbors, then S_{α♯β} (q) = (a, b)_q, R_{α♯β} (q) = (x, y)_q. Thus, we have [α♯β]_q = (x, y)_q (a, b)_q . Any rational number α > 0 is associated with a link L(α) in the 3-sphere S^3 which is given by the diagram D(α) below, and such a link is called a rational link or two-bridge link. If α belongs to the open interval (0, 1), then the diagram D(α) is given as in Figure 1 after the expression of α = [0, a_1, . . . , a_n] with odd n.

Figure 1. the diagram D(α) of rational link

where

= if a ≥ 0,

if a < 0.

If α > 1, then D(α) is defined by D(α) := D(α^{−1}), and if α = 1, then D(α) = . For a negative rational number α, a rational link L(α) and its diagram D(α) are defined in the same way as the positive case. Then we see that the link L(α) is the mirror image of L(−α). However, for any α ∈ Q , there is some β ∈ Q ∩ (1, ∞) such that L(α) and L(β) are isotopy. See, for example, [KL02, Theorem 2]. In this sense, we may assume that α > 1.

As a useful isotopy invariant for an oriented link L in S^3, the Jones polynomial V_L(t) [J85, K87], which is valued in Z[t^{± 1}2 ], is well-studied. Lee and Schiffler [LS19] introduced the following normalization J_α(q) of the Jones polynomial V_α(t) := V_{L(α)}(t) of a rational link L(α):

(4.2) J_α(q) := ±t^{−h}V_α(t)|_{t=−q}−1 , where ±t^h is the leading term of V_α(t). This indicates the normalization such that the constant term is 1 as a polynomial in q. We note that J_1(q) = 1, J_∞(q) = q.

By Lee and Schiffler [LS19], it is known that the Jones polynomial V_α(t) can be recovered from J_α(q). By [MO20, Proposition A.1] and the equation (2.18), we see that, for a rational number α > 1, the normalized Jones polynomial J_α(q) can be computed by (4.3) J_α(q) = qR_α(q) + (1 − q)S_α(q). Using this formula, the fourth author showed the following.

Theorem 4.4 ([W22, Theorem 5.3]). Let (a, p) be a pair of coprime integers with 1 ≤ a < p. Then (4.4) (a, p)_q = J^p_a (q) + q(a − r, r)_q, where r is the remainder when p is divided by a.

Remark 4.5. The equation (4.4) corresponds with the equation J^r_s (q) = R^′ − qS^′ in [MO20, p.45].

As an application of Theorem 4.4 we have:

Theorem 4.6 ([W22, Theorem 5.4]). Let (a, p) be a pair of coprime integers with 1 ≤ a ≤ p, and r the remainder when p is divided by a. Then, the following equations hold. R^p_a (q) = (a, p − a)_q, (4.5) S^p_a (q) = (a − r, r)_q. (4.6)

By using the above theorem, one can give another proof of Theorem 3.5, that is, the sufficiency of Conjecture 1.2.

Another proof of Theorem 3.5. Since ab ≡ −1 (mod p), there is some m ∈ Z with mp − ab = 1. Since 1 ≤ a ≤ b < p, we have 0 ≤ m < a. Thus, (_a m ,^{p−a}_{b−m} ) is the Farey parents of^p_b . By using Theorem 4.3, we have R^p_b (q) = (a, p − a)_q. (See also the proof of [KW22, Theorem 3.2].) Combining this equation with (4.5), we get R^p_a (q) = R^p_b (q). □

Remark 4.7. By Corollary 3.8 and (4.5), (a, b)_q is palindromic if and only if a^2 ≡ 1 (mod a + b). Combining this observation with Theorem 4.3, one can show the following. For a positive irreducible fractions^c_z whose Farey parent is (^a_x ,^b_y ), S^c_z (q) is palindromic, if and only of x^2 ≡ 1 (mod x+y) (equivalently, y^2 ≡ 1 (mod x+y)).

5. Three operations on the positive rational numbers and q-deformed rational numbers Let α =^z_c > 0 be an irreducible fraction. In the case where α ∈ (0, 1), irreducible fractions i(α), r(α), (ir)(α) in the interval (0, 1) are defined as follows [KW19(a)]:

(5.1) i(α) := c − z c (= 1 − α), r(α) := a c , ir(α) := b c , where (^x_a ,^y_b ) is the Farey parent of α. Note that

(5.2) az ≡ 1 (mod c) and b ≡ −a (mod c).

In fact, since z = x + y, c = a + b and ay − bx = 1 now, we have

az = a(x + y) = ax + ay = ax + 1 + bx = 1 + (a + b)x = 1 + cx.

Hence as operations on Q ∩ (0, 1), we have i^2 = r^2 = id and ir = ri. By Theorem 3.6, for α ∈ Q ∩ (0, 1), r(α) = α if and only if S_α(q) is palindromic.

In the case where α > 1, i(α), r(α), and ir(α) are defined as follows:

(5.3) i(α) := ( i(α^{−1}) )_{−1} , r(α) := ( r(α^{−1}) )_{−1} , (ir)(α) := ( (ir)(α^{−1}) )_{−1} . Here we also have i^2 = r^2 = id and ir = ri. Moreover, r(α) = α if and only if R_α(q) is palindromic.

By Lemmas 3.1 and 3.3, and the equation (5.2), one can show that for a positive rational number α = [0, a_2, . . . , a_n],

(ir)(α) =

[0, a_n, . . . , a_3, a_2] if n is odd, [0, 1, a_n − 1, a_{n−1}, . . . , a_3, a_2] if n is even and a_n ≥ 2, [0, a_{n−1} + 1, a_{n−2}, . . . , a_3, a_2] if n is even and a_n = 1,

(5.4)

i(α) = { [0, 1, a_2 − 1, a_3, . . . , a_n] if a_2 ≥ 2, [0, a_3 + 1, a_4, . . . , a_n] if a_2 = 1,

(5.5)

r(α) =

[0, 1, a_n − 1, a_{n−1}, . . . , a_3, a_2] if n is odd and a_n ≥ 2, [0, a_{n−1} + 1, a_{n−2}, . . . , a_3, a_2] if n is odd and a_n = 1, [0, a_n, . . . , a_3, a_2] if n is even.

(5.6)

Lemma 5.1. Let α ∈ Q ∩ (0, ∞) whose expression as a regular continued fraction is α = [a_1, a_2, . . . , a_n]. If n is odd, then β = [a_1, . . . , a_{n−1}, a_n − 1] if a_n ≥ 2, [a_1, . . . , a_{n−2}] if a_n = 1 and n ≥ 3, [0] if a_1 = 1 and n = 1, γ = { [a_1, . . . , a_{n−1}] if n ≥ 3, [ ] if n = 1 are Farey neighbors and α = β♯γ, where [ ] expresses ∞ =^1_0 . If n is even, then β = [a_1, . . . , a_{n−1}] γ = [a_1, . . . , a_{n−1}, a_n − 1] if a_n ≥ 2, [a_1, . . . , a_{n−2}] if a_n = 1 and n ≥ 4, [ ] if a_2 = 1 and n = 2 are Farey neighbors and α = β♯γ.

Proof. Note that, as a regular continued fraction, each rational number has expressions in both odd and even lengths. It is easy to check that two definitions (the odd case and the even case) coincide.

We will prove the equation α = β♯γ by induction on n. The cases n = 0 and n = 1 are clear. Now, we suppose that the statement holds for n − 1. We only show the case n ≥ 3 is odd and a_n ≥ 2; the proofs in other cases are similar. Not that we have β = [a_1, . . . , a_{n−1}, a_n − 1] and γ = [a_1, . . . , a_{n−1}] now. Set [a_2, . . . , a_{n−1}] =^r_s , [a_2, . . . , a_{n−1}, a_n − 1] =^{r′}_{s′} .

By induction hypothesis, (^r_s ,^{r′}_{s′} ) is the Farey parents of^{r+r′}_{s+s′} = [a_2, a_3, . . . , a_n]. Since β =^{r′a1 +s′}_{r′} , γ =^{ra1+s}_r and sr^′ − rs^′ = 1, β and γ are Farey neighbors. Moreover, it follows from induction hypothesis that we have β♯γ = a_1(r + r^′) + s + s^′ r + r^′ = a_1 + 1 r + r^′ s + s^′ = a_1 + 1 [a_2, . . . , a_n] = [a_1, a_2, . . . , a_n] = α.

□ For a quiver Q of type A, let denote by Q^{rot} the quiver obtained from Q by π-rotation. Since Q ≃ Q^{rot} as quivers, their closure polynomials are same; (5.7) cl(Q) = cl(Q^{rot}).

For α ∈ Q ∩ (1, ∞), the equations (5.4), (5.5) and (5.6) imply that Q^R_{i(α)} = (Q^R_α )^∨,

(5.8) Q^R_{(ir)(α)} = (Q^R_α )^{rot},

(5.9) Q^R_{r(α)} = (Q^R_α )^{rot∨} = (Q^R_α )^{∨rot}.

(5.10)

Except for the denominator of i(α), the denominator and numerator polynomials of q-deformations of i(α), r(α), (ir)(α) are computed from that of α and its Farey parent as follows.

Theorem 5.2. Let α ∈ Q ∩ (1, ∞) and (β, γ) be its parents. Then, the following hold.

(1) R_{i(α)}(q) = R_{r(α)}(q) = R^∨_α(q) and R_{(ir)(α)}(q) = R_α(q). (2) S_{(ir)(α)}(q) = R_β (q), and S_{r(α)}(q) = R^∨_γ (q).

Proof. (1) By the equations (2.14) and (5.7), these follow from (5.8), (5.9), and (5.10).

(2) We write α as α = [a_1, a_2, . . . , a_{2m}]. Then, it follows from Lemma 5.1 that β = [a_1, . . . , a_{2m−1}]. Since α^{−1} = [0, a_1, . . . , a_{2m}] ∈ Q ∩ (0, 1), we have (ir)(α^{−1}) = [0, a_{2m}, . . . , a_1] by (5.4). Thus, (ir)(α) = [a_{2m}, . . . , a_1]. Hence, Theorem 2.9 and (5.7) imply that S_{(ir)(α)}(q) = cl(Q(0, a_{2m−1} − 1, a_{2m−2}, . . . , a_2, a_1 − 1)) = cl(Q(0, a_{2m−1} − 1, a_{2m−2}, . . . , a_2, a_1 − 1)^{rot}) = cl(Q(a_1 − 1, a_2, . . . , a_{2m−2}, a_{2m−1} − 1)) = R_β(q). Finally, we consider S_{r(α)}(q). Suppose that a_{2m} > 1. In this case, it follows from Lemma 5.1 that γ = [a_1, . . . , a_{2m−1}, a_{2m} − 1]. By (5.6), r(α) = [1, a_{2m} − 1, a_{2m−1}, . . . , a_1]. Thus, we have S_{r(α)}(q) = cl(Q(a_{2m} − 2, a_{2m−1}, . . . , a_2, a_1 − 1)^∨) = cl(Q(a_{2m} − 2, a_{2m−1}, . . . , a_2, a_1 − 1))^∨ = cl(Q(a_{2m} − 2, a_{2m−1}, . . . , a_2, a_1 − 1)^{rot})^∨ = cl(Q(a_1 − 1, a_2, . . . , a_{2m−1}, a_{2m} − 2))^∨ = R^∨_γ (q).

In the case where a_{2m} = 1, by the same argument the same equation is derived. □ For a rational number α with 0 < α < 1, the q-deformations of i(α), r(α) and (ir)(α) behave as follows.

Proposition 5.3. For a rational number α ∈ Q ∩ (0, 1), we have the followings.

(1) S_{r(α)}(q) = S^∨_α (q) = S_{i(α)}(q) = R_α−1 (q).

(2) R_{i(α)}(q) = R_α−1 (q) − S_α−1 (q), R_{r(α)}(q) = R_α−1 (q) − R_γ−1 (q), where (β, γ) is the parent of α.

Proof. (1) The first (resp. second) equality follows from (5.1), (5.2), and Proposition 3.4 (resp. Proposition 3.2). To see the third equality, express i(α) =^a_x as an irreducible fraction. Then we have α =^{x−a}_x and α^{−1} =^x_{x−a} . So the equality follows from (2.11).

(2) The first equation immediately follows from (2.10). Since i(ir(α)) = r(α) and (ir(α))^{−1} = ir(α^{−1}), replacing α by ir(α), the first equation yields R_{r(α)}(q) = R_{(ir)(α}−1_)(q) − S_{(ir)(α}−1_)(q).

Applying Theorem 5.2, we have R_{r(α)}(q) = R_α−1 (q) − R_γ−1 (q). □

As an application of Proposition 3.2 we have:

Theorem 5.4. Let α ∈ Q ∩ (1, ∞), and express it as a regular continued fraction α = [a_1, a_2, . . . , a_n].

(1) If a_1 = 1, then S_{i(α)}(q) = S^∨_{(a2+1)(α−1)+α−2} α−1 (q). (2) If a_1 ≥ 2, then S_{i(α)}(q) = S^∨_{a1(α−1)+α−2α−1} (q). Proof. Set α =^x_a with 1 ≤ a < x. Then, S_{i(α)}(q) = S^x_{x−a} (q), and hence by Proposition 3.2 (5.11) S^x_{x−a} (q) = S^∨_x′_{x−a} (q)

for x^′ ∈ Z such that x^′ ≡ −x (mod x − a) and ⌊_x x−a ⌋ = ⌊_{x′} x−a ⌋ . (1) Since a_1 = 1, we have^a_{x−a} = [a_2, . . . , a_n], and 0 ≤ a − a_2(x − a) < x − a. As x^′ one can take x^′ := −x + (a_2 + 3)(x − a). Thus by (5.11) we have S^x_{x−a} (q) = S^∨_{−x+(a2+3)(x−a)x−a} (q) = S^∨_{−α+(a2+3)(α−1)} α−1 (q) = S^∨_{(a2+1)(α−1)+α−2} α−1 (q). (2) Since a_1 ≥ 2, we have^x_a − a_1 = [0, a_2, . . . , a_n] and 0 ≤ x − aa_1 < a. In this case one can take x^′ := −x + (a_1 + 2)(x − a). Then, by the same argument of the proof of Part (1), the assertion is derived. □

6. A formula for computing closure polynomials of type A

Let Q be a finite quiver. A representation of Q over a field k is a system M = (M_a, φ_α)_{a∈Q0,α∈Q1} (M = (M_a, φ_α) for short) consisting of k-vector spaces M_a (a ∈ Q_0), and k-linear maps φ_α : M_{s(α)} → M_{t(α)} (α ∈ Q_1). Then, a representation M^′ = (M^′_a, φ^′_α) is said to be a subrepresentation of M if M^′_a is a subspace of M_a, and φ^′_α = φ_α|_M ′_a .

Let M = (M_a, φ_α) and N = (N_a, ψ_α) be two representations of Q. A morphism of representations f : M → N is a family f = (f_a)_{a∈Q0} of k-linear maps f_a : M_a → N_a such that ψ_αf_{s(α)} = f_{t(α)}φ_α for any arrow α. A representation M = (M_a, φ_α) has finite dimension if ∑ a∈Q_0 dimk(Ma) < ∞. the category of finite dimensional

representations of Q is denoted by rep(Q). The category rep(Q) is k-linear and Abelian. It is well-known that there is an k-linear equivalence between rep(Q) and the category of finitely generated kQ-modules, where kQ is the path algebra of Q. For a vertex i ∈ Q_0, we denote by S(i) the corresponding simple kQ-module. In this subsection, any objects of rep(Q) are freely regarded as objects of mod kQ. For representations of quivers, see [ASS06, Chapters II and III] for more details.

For a = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_s), let M(a) = (M_a, φ_α) ∈ rep(Q(a)) be the indecomposable representation with M_a = k (a ∈ Q(a)_0) and φ_α = 1 (α ∈ Q(a)_1). By the definition of a closure, there is a one-to-one correspondence

{ℓ-closures of Q(a)}^{1:1}←→ {ℓ-dimensional subrepresentations of M(a)}.

In this correspondence, every vertex of a closure subset is assigned with k, and the vertices that do not belong to the closure have zero vector space. Thus, the closure polynomial cl(Q(a)) counts subrepresentations of M(a). In particular, ρ_1(Q(a)) = dim_k soc(M(a)), which equals to the number of sinks of Q(a). Note that the above correspondence and Jordan-Hölder theorem imply that any coefficients of cl(Q(a)) are greater than or equal to 1. This yields that, for any irreducible fraction α, any coefficients of the polynomials R_α and S_α are greater than 1.

In this section, we give a formula for computing cl(Q(a)).

Let Q be a quiver of type A, that is, Q = A_n = 1 − 2 − 3 − · · · − n. Then, the set of positive roots of A_n is {(i, j) | 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n}. It follows from Gabriel’s theorem [ASS06, Chapter VII, Theorem 5.10] that there is one-to-one corresponding between indecomposable objects of rep(Q) and pairs (i, j) with i ≤ j. In this correspondence, each pair (i, j) is assigned with the interval representation I[i, j] = (M_a, φ_α), where

M_a = { k if i ≤ a ≤ j, {0} otherwise, φ^α = { 1 if i ≤ s(α) and t(α) ≤ j, 0 otherwise.

Following this notation, the representation M(a) is just I[1, n] ∈ rep(Q(a)). For a = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_s), we note that

top(M(a)) = ⨁ k≥1 S(1 + a_1 + a_2 + · · · + a_{2k−1})

soc(M(a)) = S(1) ⊕ ⨁ k≥1 S(1 + a_1 + a_2 + · · · + a_{2k}) if a_1 ≠ 0, ⨁ k≥1 S(1 + a_1 + a_2 + · · · + a_{2k}) if a_1 = 0.

A subquiver of Q(a) of the form ∘ −→ ∘ · · · ∘ −→ ∘ p_1 arrows ←− ∘ · · · ∘ ←− ∘ p_2 arrows

is called a (p_1, p_2)-valley. For (p_1, p_2)-valley, we define a polynomial val_q(p_1, p_2) by val_q(p_1, p_2) := cl(Q(0, p_1, p_2)).

By Lemma 2.7, the equation val_q(p_1, p_2) = val_q(p_2, p_1) holds. Lemma 6.1. For (p_1, p_2)-valley with p_1 ≥ p_2, we have

val_q(p_1, p_2) = 1 +

p_2+1∑

k=1 kq^k + (p_2 + 1)

p_1+1∑

k=p_2+2

q^k +

p_1+p_2+1 ∑ k=p_1+2

(p_1 + p_2 + 2 − k)q^k

Proof. This lemma follows from direct computation. □ We define a sequence of pairs of integers as follows:

(i) Compute a − 1 := (a_1 − 1, a_2 − 1, . . . , a_s − 1). (ii) We put

(b_1, b_2, . . . , b_{2m}) :=

(0, a − 1, 0) if a_1 ≠ 0 and s is even, (0, a − 1) if a_1 ≠ 0 and s is odd, (a_2 − 1, a_3 − 1, . . . , a_s − 1, 0) if a_1 = 0 and s is even, (a_2 − 1, a_3 − 1, . . . , a_s − 1) if a_1 = 0 and s is odd.

(iii) Obtain a sequence (b_1, b_2), (b_3, b_4), . . . , (b_{2m−1}, b_{2m}).

Let 1 ≤ k_1 < k_2 < · · · < k_t and 1 ≤ ℓ_1 < ℓ_2 < · · · < ℓ_t′ be the positive integers such that top(M(a)) = S(k_1) ⊕ · · · ⊕ S(k_t), soc(M(a)) = S(ℓ_1) ⊕ · · · ⊕ S(ℓ_t′ ).

Proposition 6.2. For a, the number of ℓ-dimensional subrepresentation of rad(M(a)) coincides with the coefficient of q^ℓ of val_q(b_1, b_2) · val_q(b_3, b_4) · · · val_q(b_{2m−1}, b_{2m}).

Proof. The radical of M(a) is decomposed as

rad(M(a)) = I[1, k_1 − 1] ⊕ I[k_1 + 1, k_2 − 1] ⊕ · · · ⊕ I[k_t + 1, k_t − 1] ⊕ I[k_t + 1, n], where n := |Q(a)_0|. Here, we understand that if k_1 = 1 (resp. k_t = n), then I[1, k_1 − 1] (resp. I[k_t + 1, n]) is the zero representation.

Suppose that a_1 > 0 and s is even. Then, m = t + 1, and the quiver Q(a) is of the form: 1 ← ∘ · · · ∘ ← k_1 − 1 b_2 arrows

← k_1 → k_1 + 1 → ∘ · · · ∘ → ∘

b_3 arrows ← ∘ · · · ∘ ← k_2 − 1 b_4 arrows

← k_2 → k_2 + 1 → ∘ · · · ∘ → ∘

b_5 arrows ← ∘ · · · ∘ ← k_3 − 1 b_6 arrows ← k_3 → · · · . Thus, the numbers of subrepresentations of I[1, k_1 − 1], I[k_i + 1, k_{i+1} − 1], and I[k_t + 1, n] are equal to the numbers of closures of (b_1, b_2)-valley (b_{2i+1}, b_{2i+2})-valley, (b_{2t+1}, b_{2t+2})-valley, respectively. Therefore, in this case, the assertion follows.

The statement is true in other cases by the similar arguments above. □

For each k_i, a polynomial Δ_q(k_i) is defined as follows.

(i) Suppose that a_1 > 0. In this case, we define Δ_q(k_i) by

Δ_q(k_i) := q^{ℓi+1−ℓi+1}[ℓ_i − k_{i−1}]_q[k_{i+1} − ℓ_{i+1}]_q if i ≠ 1, t, q^{ℓ2} [k_2 − ℓ_2]_q if i = 1, q^{n−ℓt+1}[ℓ_t − k_{t−1}]_q if i = t.

(ii) Suppose that a_1 = 0. In this case, we define Δ_q(k_i) by

Δ_q(k_i) := q^{ℓi−ℓi−1+1}[ℓ_{i−1} − k_{i−1}]_q[k_{i+1} − ℓ_i]_q if i ≠ 1, t, q^{ℓ1} [k_2 − ℓ_1]_q if i = 1, q^{n−ℓt−1+1}[ℓ_{t−1} − k_{t−1}]_q if i = t.

For each k_i, take a multisubset {(v^{(ki)}_{2j−1}, v^{(ki)}_{2j} ) | j = 1, 2, . . . , r_{ki} } ⊂ {(b_{2i−1}, b_{2i}) | i = 1, . . . , m} such that any (v^{(ki)}_{2j−1}, v^{(ki)}_{2j} )-valley is not adjacent to vertex k_i. Then, we set

~Δ_q(k_i) := Δ_q(k_i) r_{ki}∏

j=1 val(v^{(ki)}_{2j−1}, v^{(ki)}_{2j} ).

For a representation M ∈ rep(Q), the support of M is the set of composition factors, which is denoted by supp(M).

Lemma 6.3. The coefficient of q^ℓ of ~Δ_q(k_i) coincides with the number of ℓ-dimensional subrepresentations N of M(a) such that S(k_i) ∈ supp(N), but S(k_j) /∈ supp(N) for i ≠ j. Proof. We only show the statement when a_1 > 0 and s is even; the proofs in other cases are similar.

If S(k_i) ∈ supp(N), then S(ℓ_i) ⊕ S(ℓ_{i+1}) is a direct summand of soc(N). Thus, N has I[ℓ_i, ℓ_{i+1}] as an indecomposable subrepresentation, and hence dim(N) is at least ℓ_{i+1} − ℓ_i + 1. Now, we consider the interval representation I[k_{i−1} + 1, k_{i+1} − 1]. Here, if k_{i−1} (resp. k_{i+1}) is not in Q(a)_0, then we replace k_{i−1} + 1 by ℓ_1 (resp. k_{i+1} − 1 by ℓ_{i+1}). Then, there is an isomorphism

I[k_{i−1} + 1, k_{i+1} − 1]/I[ℓ_i, ℓ_{i+1}] ≃ I[k_{i−1} + 1, ℓ_i − 1] ⊕ I[ℓ_{i+1} + 1, k_{i+1} − 1]. Since the direction of arrows between k_{i−1} + 1 and ℓ_i − 1, and the direction of arrows between ℓ_{i+1} + 1 and k_{i+1} − 1 are linear, the number of ℓ-dimensional subrepresentations N^′ of I[k_{i−1} + 1, k_{i+1} − 1] such that S(k_i) ∈ supp(N^′) coincides with the coefficient of q^ℓ of Δ_q(k_i). Remaining subrepresentations that must be counted come from subrepresentations of rad(M(a))/(I[k_{i−1} + 1, k_{i+1} − 1]/S(k_i)). Therefore, the assertion follows. □

Next, for two k_{i1} < k_{i2} , we define

Δ_q(k_{i1} , k_{i2} ) :=

Δ_q(k_{i1} )Δ_q(k_{i2} ) q[ℓ_{i2} − k_{i2−1}]_q[k_{i1+1} − ℓ_{i1+1}]_q if i_2 = i_1 + 1,

Δ_q(k_{i1} )Δ_q(k_{i2} ) otherwise. Inductively, for k_{i1} < k_{i2} < · · · < k_{ir} , we define

Δ_q(k_{i1} , k_{i2} , . . . , k_{ir} ) :=

Δ_q(k_{i1} , k_{i2} , . . . , k_{ir−1})Δ_q(k_{ir} ) q[ℓ_{ir} − k_{ir −1}]_q if i_r = i_{r−1} + 1,

Δ_q(k_{i1} , k_{i2} , . . . , k_{ir−1})Δ_q(k_{ir} ) otherwise. Take a multiset {(v^{(ki1 ,...,kir )} 2j−1 , v (k_{i1} ,...,k_{ir} ) 2j ) | j = 1, 2, . . . , r_{(ki1 ,...,kir )}} ⊂ {(b_{2i−1}, b_{2i}) | i = 1, . . . , m} such that any (v^{(ki1 ,...,kir )} 2j−1 , v (k_{i1} ,...,k_{ir} ) 2j )-valley is not adjacent to one of vertices k_{i1} , . . . , k_{ir} .

Then, we set

~Δ_q(k_1, . . . , k_r) := Δ_q(k_1, . . . , k_r) r_{k1,...,kr}∏

j=1 val(v^{(k1,...,kr)} 2j−1 , v (k_1,...,k_r) 2j ). It follows from the proof of Lemma 6.3 that the number of ℓ-dimensional subrepresentations N of M(a) such that S(k_{i1} ), . . . , S(k_{ir} ) ∈ supp(N) but S_j ∉ supp(N) for j ≠ k_{i1} , . . . , k_{ir} is the coefficient of q^ℓ of ~Δ_q(k_{i1} , . . . , k_{ir} ). Thus, we have the following.

Theorem 6.4. The equation cl(Q(a)) = ∏ (b_i,b_{i+1})

val_q(b_i, b_{i+1}) + ∑ (k_1,...,k_j ) ~Δ_q(k_{i1} , . . . , k_{ij} ) holds.

Example 6.5. (1) Let a = (1, 3, 1, 1). Then, the quiver Q(a) is of the form Q(a) = 1 ←− 2 −→ 3 −→ 4 −→ 5 ←− 6 −→ 7, and ((b_1, b_2), (b_3, b_4), (b_5, b_6)) = ((0, 0), (2, 0), (0, 0)). So, we compute val_q(0, 0)val_q(2, 0)val_q(0, 0) = q^5 + 3q^4 + 4q^3 + 4q^2 + 3q + 1, ~Δ_q(2) = q^5[1]_q[1]_qval_q(0, 0) = q^6 + q^5, ~Δ_q(6) = q^3[3]_qval_q(0, 0) = q^6 + 2q^5 + 2q^4 + q^3, ~Δ_q(2, 6) = Δ^q(2)Δ^q(6) q[3]_q[1]_q

= q^7.

Thus, we have cl(Q(a)) = q^7 + 2q^6 + 4q^5 + 5q^4 + 5q^3 + 4q^2 + 3q + 1.

(2) Let a = (0, 3, 1, 5, 1). Then, the quiver Q(a) is of the form Q(a) = 1 −→ 2 −→ 3 −→ 4 ←− 5 −→ 6 −→ 7 −→ 8 −→ 9 −→ 10 ←− 11, and ((b_1, b_2), (b_3, b_4)) = ((2, 0), (4, 0)). So, we compute val_q(2, 0)val_q(4, 0) = q^8 + 2q^7 + 3q^6 + 4q^5 + 4q^4 + 4q^3 + 3q^2 + 2q + 1, ~Δ_q(1) = q^4val_q(4, 0) = q^9 + q^8 + q^7 + q^6 + q^5 + q^4, ~Δ_q(5) = q^7[3]_q = q^9 + q^8 + q^7, ~Δ_q(11) = q^2[5]_qval_q(2, 0) = q^9 + 2q^8 + 3q^7 + 4q^6 + 4q^5 + 3q^4 + 2q^3 + q^2,

~Δ_q(1, 5) = Δ^q(1)Δ^q(5) q[3]_q

= q^{10},

~Δ_q(1, 11) = Δ_q(1)Δ_q(11) = q^{10} + q^9 + q^8 + q^7 + q^6,

~Δ_q(5, 11) = Δ^q(5)Δ^q(11) q[5]_q

= q^{10} + q^9 + q^8,

~Δ_q(1, 5, 11) = Δ^q(1)Δ^q(5)Δ^q(11) q^2[3]_q[5]_q

= q^{11}.

Thus, we have

cl(Q(a)) = q^{11} + 3q^{10} + 5q^9 + 7q^8 + 8q^7 + 9q^6 + 9q^5 + 8q^4 + 6q^3 + 4q^2 + 2q + 1.

7. Special values of the q-deformed rational numbers In [MO20, Proposition 1.8], it is shown that both S_α(−1) and R_α(−1) belong to {0, ±1}. From this, we see that for an irreducible fraction^r_s , s is even if and only if S^r_s (q) is divisible by [2]_q = 1 + q. In this section, we extend this observation. Set

ω :=

−1 + √ −3 2 . Theorem 7.1. For a rational number α, we have R_α(ω), S_α(ω) ∈ {0, ±1, ±ω, ±ω^2}. Proof. First, we assume that α > 1, and write α = [[c_1, . . . , c_l]]. By Proposition 2.2, we have ( R_α(ω) S_α(ω) ) = (M^−_q (c_1)M^−_q (c_2) · · · M^−_q (c_l))|_{q=ω} ( 1 0 ) . It is easy to check that M^−_q (c)|_{q=ω} for a positive integer c is one of the following forms:

M^−_q (c)|_{q=ω} =

X := ( 0 −ω^2 1 0 ) if c ≡ 0 (mod 3),

Y := ( 1 −1 1 0 ) if c ≡ 1 (mod 3),

Z := ( −ω^2 −ω 1 0 ) if c ≡ 2 (mod 3).

Let G be the subgroup of GL(2, C ) generated by X, Y and Z. A direct computation shows that the X^{12} = Y^6 = Z^3 = E_2. Set

(7.1) A := { ζ ( 1 0 ) , ζ ( 1 −ω ) , ζ ( 1 1 ) , ζ ( 0 1 ) | | | ζ = ±1, ±ω, ±ω^2 } ⊂ C^2 .

Then, easy calculation shows that A is closed under the natural action of G. Thus, for any W ∈ G, all entries of W , especially R_α(ω) and S_α(ω) for α > 1, belong to the set {0, ±1, ±ω, ±ω^2}. Let us consider the case α ≤ 1. By (2.9), we have

(7.2) ( R_α(ω) S_α(ω) ) = ( ω^2 −ω^2 0 1 ) ( R_{α+1}(ω) S_{α+1}(ω) ) . It is easy to check that the set A is closed under the multiplication of ( ω^2 −ω^2 0 1 ) , so we can show that ( R_{α+1}(ω) S_{α+1}(ω) ) ∈ A implies ( R_α(ω) S_α(ω) ) ∈ A. Since α + n > 1 for sufficiently large n, the desired assertion follows from repeated use of the above implication. □ Since the leading coefficient of [n]_q = 1 + q + · · · + q^{n−1} is 1, when we divide f(q) ∈ Z[q] by [n]_q, the quotient and the remainder belong to Z[q]. It is clear that if S^r_s (q) can be divided by [3]_q = 1 + q + q^2, then s = S^r_s (1) is a multiple of 3. The following states that the converse is also true.

Corollary 7.2. The following assertions hold.

(1) If s = S^r_s (1) is a multiple of 3, S^r_s (q) can be divided by [3]_q. Moreover, for an irreducible fraction^r_s , we have

S^r_s (ω) =

0 if s ≡ 0 (mod 3), 1, ω, ω^2 if s ≡ 1 (mod 3), −1, −ω, −ω^2 if s ≡ 2 (mod 3).

(2) Similarly, we have

R^r_s (ω) =

0 if r ≡ 0 (mod 3), 1, ω, ω^2 if r ≡ 1 (mod 3), −1, −ω, −ω^2 if r ≡ 2 (mod 3).

Proof. (1) Note that ω^2 = −(w + 1). By Theorem 7.1, the remainder of the polynomial S^r_s (q) divided by [3]_q is aq + b for a, b ∈ {0, ±1} with (a, b) ≠ (1, −1), (−1, 1). Since s = S^r_s (1) ≡ a + b (mod 3), the assertion easily follows.

(2) While R^r_s (q) ∈ Z[q, q^{−1}] has terms of negative degree for^r_s < 0, we have f(q) := q^{3n}R^r_s (q) ∈ Z[q] for n ≫ 0. Since f(1) = R^r_s (1) = r and f(ω) = R^r_s (ω), we can use the argument of the proof of (1). □

Example 7.3. Even if we fix s, S^r_s (ω) depends on r. For example, we have S 12_{11} (ω) = −ω^2, S 13_{11} (ω) = −ω, S 14_{11} (ω) = −ω^2, S 15_{11} (ω) = −1, and so on.

Corollary 7.4. For an irreducible fraction^r_s , s ≡ r (mod 3) if and only if R^r_s (ω) = S^r_s (ω).

Proof. By (2.9), we have R^r_{s −1}(q) = q^{−1}(R^r_s (q) − S^r_s (q)). By Corollary 7.2, we have R^r_s (ω) = S^r_s (ω) ⇐⇒ R r−s_s (ω) = 0 ⇐⇒ r − s is a multiple of 3.

So we are done. □

In the rest of this section, i means √ −1. Proposition 7.5. We have R_α(i), S_α(i) ∈ {0, ±1, ±i, ±(1 + i), ±(1 − i)}, and the remainder of S_α(q) divided by q^2 + 1 is aq + b for a, b ∈ {0, ±1}.

Proof. It suffices to show the first assertion. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 7.1. First, assume that α > 1. It is easy to check that M^−_q (c)|_{q=i} is of the form

M^−_q (c)|_{q=i} =

X_0 := ( 0 i 1 0 ) if c ≡ 0 (mod 4),

X_1 := ( 1 −1 1 0 ) if c ≡ 1 (mod 4),

X_2 := ( 1 + i −i 1 0 ) if c ≡ 2 (mod 4),

X_3 := ( i 1 1 0 ) if c ≡ 3 (mod 4).

A direct computation shows that X^8_0 = X^6_1 = X^4_2 = X^{12}_3 = E_2. Let G^′ be the subgroup of GL(2, C ) generated by X_0, X_1, X_2 and X_3. The set

B := { ζ ( 1 0 ) , ζ ( 0 1 ) , ζ ( 1 1 ) , ζ ( i 1 ) , ζ ( 1 + i 1 ) , ζ ( 1 1 − i ) | | ζ = ±1, ±i } . is closed under the natural action of G^′. Hence all entries of any element in G^′ belong to {0, ±1, ±i, ±(1 + i), ±(1 − i)}. Since R_α(i) and S_α(i) are entries of a suitable element of G^′, we are done.

For the case α ≤ 1, we can use the same argument as the last part of the proof of Theorem 7.1. □

Theorem 7.6. For an irreducible fraction^r_s , the following are equivalent.

(1) s is a multiple of 4, (2) S^r_s (q) is divisible by [4]_q = q^3 + q^2 + q + 1, (3) S^r_s (q) is divisible by q^2 + 1.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) : Let g(q) ∈ Z[q] be the remainder of S^r_s (q) divided by 1 + q^2, that is, S^r_s (q) = f(q) · (1 + q^2) + g(q) (f(q) ∈ Z[q], deg(g) ≤ 1).

Since [4]_q = (1+q)(1+q^2) and S^r_s (−1) = 0 by [MO20, Proposition 1.8], it suffices to show that S^r_s (q) is divisible by 1+q^2 (equivalently, g(q) = 0). For the contradiction, assume that g(q) ≠ 0. Proposition 7.5 states that g(q) = ±1, ±q, ±(1 + q), ±(1 − q). However, since g(1) = s − 2f(1) and s is a multiple of 4, g(1) is even, and hence g(q) ≠ ±1, ±q. Finally, we have g(q) = ±(1 + q), ±(1 − q).

In what follows, for f(q) ∈ Z[q], (f(q)) denotes the ideal of Z[q] generated by f(q), and Z[q]/(f(q)) denotes the quotient ring. For the canonical surjections π_1 :

Z[q] → Z[q]/(1 + q) and π_2 : Z[q] → Z[q]/(1 + q^2) (if there is no danger of confusion, we denote π_i(f(q)) by f(q)), consider the ring homomorphism

ϕ : Z[q] ∋ f(q) −→ (π_1(f(q)), π_2(f(q))) ∈ (Z[q]/ (1 + q)) × ( Z[q]/ ( 1 + q^2 )) . Since Z[q] is a UFD, and 1 + q and 1 + q^2 are coprime, we have ker(ϕ) = ([4]_q). In the present situation, we have ϕ(S^r_s (q)) = (0, g(q)).

Recall that g(q) = ±(1 + q), ±(1 − q), but we have

ϕ(±(1 + q)) = (0, ±(1 + q)) or ϕ(±(q + q^2)) = (0, ∓(1 − q)). Hence, we have either ±(1 + q) − S^r_s (q) ∈ ([4]_q) or ± (q + q^2) − S^r_s (q) ∈ ([4]_q).

In both cases, ±2−S^r_s (1) ∈ 4Z, and it means that S^r_s (1) ≡ 2 (mod 4). It contradicts the assumption that S^r_s (1) ∈ 4Z.

(2) ⇒ (3) : Obvious.

(3) ⇒ (2) : If S^r_s (q) is divisible by 1 + q^2, then there is some f(q) ∈ Z[q] such that S^r_s (q) = (1 + q^2)f(q). It follows that s = S^r_s (1) = 2f(1) is even, and hence S^r_s (q) is also divisible by 1 + q. Since [4]_q = (1 + q)(1 + q^2), the assertion follows. □ The next result can be proved by an argument similar to the corresponding results for q = ω.

Corollary 7.7. The following assertions hold.

(1) We have

S^r_s (i) =

0 if s ≡ 0 (mod 4), ±(1 + i), ±(1 − i) if s ≡ 2 (mod 4), ±1, ±i if s ≡ 1 (mod 2), and R^r_s (i) =

0 if r ≡ 0 (mod 4), ±(1 + i), ±(1 − i) if r ≡ 2 (mod 4), ±1, ±i if r ≡ 1 (mod 2).

(2) For an irreducible fraction^r_s , we have s ≡ r (mod 4) if and only if R^r_s (i) = S^r_s (i).

Example 7.8. It is clear that the analog of Corollaries 7.2 and 7.7 does not hold for primitive n-th roots of unity with n ≥ 5. In fact, since S 7_5 (q) = q^3 + 2q^2 + q + 1, we have S 7_5 (ζ) ≠ 0, where ζ is a primitive 5th root of unity (i.e., a root of q^4 + q^3 + q^2 + q + 1). Moreover, using a computer system, we see that S 37_{35} (q) is irreducible over Q, while 35 is a composite number.

Conjecture 7.9. If p is a prime integer, then S^a_p (q) is irreducible over Q.

Using the computer program Maple, we checked the conjecture for prime numbers up to 739. The following is another piece of evidence.

Theorem 7.10. Let p be a prime integer. If S^a_p (q) is reducible in Q [q] (i.e., Conjecture 7.9 does not hold), all of its factors have degree at least 7. Proof. Consider the factorization

S^a_p (q) = k∏ j=1 f_j(q) in the polynomial ring Q[q]. It is a classical result that we can take f_j (q) from Z[q] for all j. Assume that k ≥ 2. Since f_j(1) ∈ Z for all j and p = S^a_p (1) = ∏_k j=1 f_j (1) is a prime number, we may assume that f_1(1) = p and f_j(1) = 1 for all j ≥ 2.

Since both the leading coefficient and constant term of S^a_p (q) are 1, those of f_j(q) are ±1. Since all coefficients of S^a_p (q) are positive, if q = α is a real root of the equation S^a_p (q) = 0 then α < 0. Clearly, the same is true for each f_j (q), so both the leading coefficient and constant term of f_j (q) are 1 (note that f_j (1) > 0 now).

If p = 2, 3, the assertion is clear. So we may assume that p ≥ 5. Since p = S^a_p (1) is odd, S^a_p (−1) = ∏_k j=1 f_j (−1) = ±1. Since f_j (−1) ∈ Z for all j, we have f_j(−1) = ±1, and hence the remainder of f_j (q) divided by q + 1 is ±1. Similarly, we have S^a_p (i) = ∏_k j=1 f_j(i) = ±1, ±i by Corollary 7.7. Since f_j(i) ∈ Z[i] for all j, we have f_j (i) = ±1, ±i, and the remainder of f_j (q) divided by q^2 + 1 is ±1, ±q. Since p = S^a_p (1) is not a multiple of 3, S^a_p (ω) = ∏_k j=1 f_j (ω) = ±1, ±ω, ±ω^2. Since f_j(ω) ∈ Z[ω] for all j, we have f_j (ω) = ±1, ±ω, ±ω^2 by Corollary 7.2, and the remainder of f_j(q) divided by q^2 + q + 1 is ±1, ±q, ±(1 + q).

Set g(q) = q(q+1)(q^2 +1)(q^2 +q+1), and consider the natural ring homomorphism Ψ : Z/(g(q)) −→ Z[q]/(q) × Z[q]/(q + 1) × Z[q]/(q^2 + 1) × Z[q]/(q^2 + q + 1).

Since Z[q] is a UFD, Ψ is injective. Let us find polynomials in Z[q] whose images under Ψ are characteristic.

For t(q) := (q + 1)(q^2 + 1)(q^2 + q + 1), we have Ψ(t(q)) = (1, 0, 0, 0) and t(1) = 12. For u_1(q) := q(q^2 + q + 1), u_2(q) := q^2(q^2 + q + 1), u_3(q) := q^3(q^2 + q + 1), u_4(q) := q(q^2 + q + 1)^2, we have Ψ(u_1(q)) = (0, −1, −1, 0), Ψ(u_2(q)) = (0, 1, −q, 0), Ψ(u_3(q)) = (0, −1, 1, 0), Ψ(u_4(q)) = (0, −1, −q, 0), and u_k(1) = 3 for k = 1, 2, 3, u_4(1) = 9. For v_1(q) := q(q + 1)(q^2 + 1), v_2(q) := q(q + 1)^2(q^2 + 1), v_3(q) := q^2(q + 1)(q^2 + 1), we have

Ψ(v_1(q)) = (0, 0, 0, q), Ψ(v_2(q)) = (0, 0, 0, −1), Ψ(v_3(q)) = (0, 0, 0, −1 − q) and v_1(1) = v_3(1) = 4, v_2(1) = 8.

The possible values of Ψ(f(q)) have been determined above, and the leading coefficient of f_j (q) is 1. Hence, if deg f_j(q) ≤ 6, we have f_j (q) = c_1g(q) + t(q) + c_2u_k(q) + c_3v_l(q) for some c_1 = 0, 1, c_2, c_3 = ±1, k = 1, . . . , 4 and l = 1, 2, 3. If j ≥ 2, f_j(q) must satisfy the following conditions:

• f_j (q) ≠ 1 and f_j (1) = 1. • The leading coefficient is 1.

However, easy calculation shows that no choice of c_1, . . . , c_3, j, k satisfies these conditions. Finally, we consider f_1(q). We have

p = f_1(1) ≤ g(1) + t(1) + u_k(1) + v_l(1) ≤ 12 + 12 + 9 + 8 = 41. However, Conjecture 7.9 has been checked in this range by using Maple. □

8. Application to Jones polynomials of rational knots Using the results in the previous section, we study the special values of the Jones polynomial V_α(t) and the normalized one J_α(q) of a rational link L(α).

For a general link L, it is a classical fact that V_L(1) = (−2)^{c(L)−1}, where c(L) is the number of the components of L. On the other hand, for an irreducible fraction^r_s , it is well-known that c(L(^r_s )) = 1, 2, and c(L(^r_s )) = 1 if and only if r is odd. Hence we have

V^r_s (1) = { −2 if r is even, 1 if r is odd.

We can explain this equation using q-deformed rationals.

Recall the equation (4.3), which states that the normalized Jones polynomial J_α(q) of a rational link L(α) can be computed by the following formula: J_α(q) = q · R_α(q) + (1 − q) · S_α(q).

By an argument similar to the previous section, we can show that ( R^r_s (−1) S^r_s (−1) ) = ± ( 1 0 ) , ± ( 0 1 ) , ± ( 1 1 )

(this is a refinement of [MO20, Proposition 1.8]). Hence we have

(8.1) |V^r_s (1)| = |J^r_s (−1)| = { 2 if r is even, 1 if r is odd.

Next, we will consider the special values of J_α(q) at q = i, ω, −ω. Many parts of the following results should be well-known, but we are interested in the relation to q-deformed rationals.

Theorem 8.1. For an irreducible fraction^r_s > 1, we have J^r_s (ω) ∈ {±1, ±ω, ±ω^2}, if r is not a multiple of 3, and J^r_s (ω) ∈ {±(1 − ω), ±ω(1 − ω), ±ω^2(1 − ω)}, if r is a multiple of 3. In particular,

(8.2) |V^r_s (−ω)| = |J^r_s (ω)| = {√ 3 if r is a multiple of 3, 1 otherwise.

Proof. The assertion easily follows from (the proof of) Theorem 7.1. By (4.3), we have

J^r_s (ω) = ( ω 1 − ω ) ( R^r_s (ω) S^r_s (ω) ) and ( R^r_s (ω) S^r_s (ω) ) ∈ A, where A is the set given in (7.1). So the assertion follows. □

Remark 8.2. For a general link L, Lickorish and Millett ([LiM86, Theorem 3]) showed that

(8.3) V_L(−ω) = ±i^{c(L)−1}( √ 3i)^d, where d = dimH_1(Σ(L); Z_3) with Σ(L) the double cover of the 3-sphere S^3 branched over L.

By (4.2), we have V^r_s (−ω) = ±(−ω)^hJ^r_s (ω^{−1}) (note that ω^{−1} = ω^2 = ω). Hence, comparing (8.3) with (8.2), we have

dimH_1(Σ(L(r/s)); Z_3) = { 1 if r is a multiple of 3, 0 otherwise.

The next result can be proved similarly to Theorem 8.1, but we use Proposition 7.5 this time.

Theorem 8.3. For an irreducible fraction^r_s > 1, we have

J^r_s (i) =

0 if r ≡ 2 (mod 4), ±(1 + i), ±(1 − i) if r ≡ 0 (mod 4), ±1, ±i if r ≡ 1, 3 (mod 4).

Remark 8.4. For a general link L, Murakami [M86] (see also [LiM86, Theorem 1]) showed that

V_L(i) = { (− √ 2)^{c(L)−1}(−1)^{Arf(L)} if Arf(L) exists, 0 otherwise.

Comparing this equation with Theorem 8.3, we see that Arf(L) exists if and only if r ≢ 2 (mod 4).

For a general link L, it is known that V_L(ω) = (−1)^{c(L)−1}. Hence, for a rational link L(^r_s ), we have V^r_s (ω) = (−1)^{r−1} and hence (8.4) J^r_s (−ω) ∈ {±1, ±ω, ±ω^2}.

We can give a new interpretation to this equation using q-deformed rationals. Note that M^−_q (c)|_{q=−ω} is of the form

X_0 := ( 0 ω^2 1 0 ) if c ≡ 0 (mod 6),

X_1 := ( 1 −1 1 0 ) if c ≡ 1 (mod 6),

X_2 := ( 1 − ω ω 1 0 ) if c ≡ 2 (mod 6),

X_3 := ( 1 − ω + ω^2 −ω^2 1 0 ) if c ≡ 3 (mod 6),

X_4 := ( −ω + ω^2 1 1 0 ) if c ≡ 4 (mod 6),

X_5 := ( ω^2 −ω 1 0 ) if c ≡ 5 (mod 6).

By (4.3), for α = [[c_1, . . . , c_l]], we have ( J_α(−ω) ∗ ) = ( −ω 1 + ω ) · (M^−_q (c_1)M^−_q (c_2) · · · M^−_q (c_l)|_{q=−ω}),

where ( J_α(−ω) ∗ ) and ( −ω 1 + ω ) are 1 × 2 matrices, and · means the product of matrices. Easy calculation shows that ( −ω 1 + ω ) = −ω ( 1 ω ) and there exists ζ_i ∈ {±1, ±ω, ±ω^2} such that ( 1 ω ) · X_i = ζ_i ( 1 ω ) for each 0 ≤ i ≤ 5. So we can show (8.4) by induction on l.

Remark 8.5. In the above notation, the matrix X_3 is not diagonalizable, and hence X^n_3 ≠ E_2 for all positive integers n. It means that the subgroup of GL(2, C ) generated by X_3 is infinite, and hence {S_α(−ω) | α ∈ Q } is an infinite set.

References

[A13] M. Aigner, Markov’s Theorem and 100 Years of the Uniqueness Conjecture, A Mathematical Journey from Irrational Numbers to Perfect Matchings, Springer, 2013.

[ASS06] I. Assem, D. Simson and A. Skowroński, Elements of the Representation Theory of Associative Algebras, vol 1, Techniques of Representation Theory, London Mathematical Society Student Texts, 65, Cambridge University Press, 2006.

[BBL23] A. Bapat, L. Becker and A. M. Licata, q-deformed rational numbers and the 2-Calabi– Yau category of type A_2, Forum Math. Sigma 11 (2023), Paper No. e47, 41 pp.

[FC99] V. V. Fok and L. O. Chekhov, Quantum Teichmüller spaces, Theoret. and Math. Phys. 120 (1999), no.3, 1245–1259.

[J85] V. F. R. Jones, A polynomial invariant for knots via von Neumann algebras, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.) 12 (1985), no.1, 103–111.

[K87] L. H. Kauffman, State models and the Jones polynomial, Topology 26 (1987), no.3, 395–407.

[KL02] L. H. Kauffman and S. Lambropoulou, On the classification of rational knots, Enseign. Math. (2) 49 (2003), no.3-4, 357–410.

[K22] T. Kogiso, q-deformations and t-deformations of Markov triples, Preprint (2020), arXiv:2008.12913.

[KW19(a)] T. Kogiso and M. Wakui, A bridge between Conway-Coxeter friezes and rational tangles through the Kauffman bracket polynomials, J. Knot Theory Ramifications 28 (2019), no.14, 1950083, 40 pp.

[KW19(b)] T. Kogiso and M. Wakui, Kauffman bracket polynomials of Conway Coxeter friezes, Proceedings of the Meeting for Study of Number Theory, Hopf Algebras and Related Topics, 51–79. Yokohama Publishers, Yokohama, 2019.

[KW22] T. Kogiso and M. Wakui, A characterization of Conway-Coxeter friezes of zigzag type by rational links, Osaka J. Math. 59 (2022), no.2, 341–362.

[LL22] S. Labbé and M. Lapointe, The q-analog of the Markoff injectivity conjecture over the language of a balanced sequence, Comb. Theory 2 (2022), no.1, Paper No.9, 25 pp.

[LeM21] L. Leclere and S. Morier-Genoud, The q-deformations in the modular group and of the real quadratic irrational numbers, Adv. in Appl. Math. 130 (2021), Paper No. 102223, 28 pp.

[LMOV21] L. Leclere, S. Morier-Genoud, V. Ovsienko and A. Veselov, On radius of convergence of q-deformed real numbers, Preprint (2023), arXiv:2102.00891.

[LS19] K. Lee and R. Schiffler, Cluster algebras and Jones polynomials, Selecta Math. (N.S.) 25 (2019), no.4, Paper No. 58, 41 pp.

[LiM86] W. B. R. Lickorish and K.C. Millett, Some evaluations of link polynomials, Comment. Math. Helv. 61 (1986), no.3, 349–359.

[MSS21] T. McConville, B. E. Sagan and C. Smyth, On a rank-unimodality conjecture of Morier- Genoud and Ovsienko, Discrete Math. 344 (2021), no.8, Paper No. 112483, 13 pp.

[MO19] S. Morier-Genoud and V. Ovsienko, Farey boat: continued fractions and triangulations, modular group and polygon dissections, Jahresber. Dtsch. Math.-Ver. 121 (2019), no.2, 91–136.

[MO20] S. Morier-Genoud and V. Ovsienko, q-deformed rationals and q-continued fractions, Forum Math. Sigma 8 (2020), Paper No. e13, 55 pp.

[MO22] S. Morier-Genoud and V. Ovsienko, On q-deformed real numbers, Exp. Math. 31 (2022), no.2, 652–660.

[M86] H. Murakami, A recursive calculation of the Arf invariant of a link, J. Math. Soc. Japan 38 (1986), no.2, 335–338.

[NT20] W. Nagai and Y. Terashima, Cluster variables, ancestral triangles and Alexander polynomials, Adv. Math. 363 (2020), 106965, 37 pp.

[Og22] E. K. Oǧuz, Oriented posets, Rank Matrices and q-deformed Markov Numbers, Preprint (2022), arXiv:2206.05517.

[OR23] E. K. Oǧuz and M. Ravichandran, Rank polynomials of fence posets are unimodal, Discrete Math. 346 (2023), no.2, Paper No. 113218, 20 pp.

[Ov21] V. Ovsienko, Towards quantized complex numbers: q-deformed gaussian integers and the Picard group, Open Communications in Nonlinear Mathematical Physics Vol.1 (2021) pp 73–93.

[R21] X. Ren, Some observation on q-rational numbers and q-real numbers (in Japanese), Master’s thesis, Josai Univ., 2021.

[R22(a)] X. Ren, On radiuses of convergence of q-metallic numbers and related q-rational numbers, Res. Number Theory 8 (2022), no.3, Paper No. 37, 14 pp.; Corrigendum to: On radiuses of convergence of q-metallic numbers and related q-rational numbers, Res. Number Theory 9 (2023), no.2, Paper No. 39, 4 pp.

[R22(b)] X. Ren, On q-deformed Farey sum and a homological interpretation of q-deformed real quadratic irrational numbers, Preprint (2022), arXiv:2210.06056.

[S21] T. Sakurai, A relationship between mutation of quivers, triangulation of polygons, and q-rational numbers (in Japanese), Master’s thesis, Josai Univ., 2021.

[W22] M. Wakui, q-deformed integers derived from pairs of coprime integers and its applications, to appear in Low Dimensional Topology and Number Theory.

Department of Mathematics, Josai University, Saitama, 350-0295, Japan. Email address: kogiso@josai.ac.jp

Department of Computer and Information Science, Ibaraki University, Ibaraki, 316-8511, Japan.

Email address: kengo.miyamoto.uz63@vc.ibaraki.ac.jp

Department of Mathematics, Kansai University, Osaka, 564-8680, Japan. Email address: k641241@kansai-u.ac.jp

Department of Mathematics, Kansai University, Osaka, 564-8680, Japan. Email address: wakui@kansai-u.ac.jp

Department of Mathematics, Kansai University, Osaka, 564-8680, Japan. Email address: yanagawa@kansai-u.ac.jp