Virtual Thompson’s group
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fRAEAS CHEER, Kauffman [7) Ik D BAIN, MUEHERO—BLTH 2. HHMLAES
B S? x [0,1] NORSUH & AkE 32— T, RKAEMCHERE X, x [0,1] NOFTH & A%
TENHKS. L B, 3EE g > 1 oREOTARERAIE TS 5.

AR CHBEEmICN LCh, HHMRE R HER OGS L Rk, REHAME WO R E2E 2 5
ZEMARETH S, HAMMEEE, BHICES LWL O>rDMEEDS L THRALDDTHS. KL,
NODMIENCL B> TEICEDLL TIZE>TWVWE LT 5. 2O00MAMED 2, —HDM
At 5 —HICBIF 5 Z e TH LA RSN, ChEEELES 2t THAMBENERTE
%. £iz, HAMOMEZBT2 BB WwS) e TKRAEMEONS. Wi, TEDKAHIZH
HHHAMOATE LTRT N TEL DAL TED, Thz Alexander DFEHE WS, L
Teio T, MHAMBHIR S HHGROFMRN AR ZEZTWE EE A 5. A E T LXK
ELTRTZET2REMCRS 2epTE, FMAMOFERO 2 ERICK 1 O X5 RIEHRE
523 ZeT, REHAMIERENS. #H 6], B & Kauffman-Lambropoulou [8] (A& A
M2 ERL, X512 Alexander OEFZ NI L 72

EI 1.3 ([6, Proposition 3], [8, Theorem 1]). EEDIRAEEAHIZ, & 2REHAMOEATLE LT
FEHIN5.

1.2 Thompson ¥ &4 H

Thompson £ F &%, Richard Thompson {Z X DBEAZINLEHTH D WL D) DFMEBRERDL D
5. BEMOD AL 53, RAZNHEE, KT M —MRERLABRTHICES L, £/, HMmicBT5
k& e B2 S 2 BRIV O M2 REIFFEICHBEWEE 2R o 7 TH 5. 2L T, 2017 i
Jones 5] ko THICHEGMICHOEL TS Z & &85, Jones I, planar algebra & FHIH 5 5K
% AT Thompson ffD =%V EBEZMRL, Z0D ‘N 2L 5 I & THRAEMEK IS Z &
ZRLTz. £, ZOHEZRBINHERL, XDEHHEREAHOMMELZER L. 61T, (LR
DFEAHED Thompson BEDH B0 656N 2 ERL, BEEMNICZDO 7 LY XL HFFE L.
24U Thompson #HICHB T % Alexander DEFE FI5NEHDTH D, Aiello [1] I X o THIAH



HHEITH LTS RBRDEHDE D LD Z e RS .

AWFFETIE, Jones DM 2 RS AEAN LIRS 5. T4 5, KA Thompson #f VF & X
NHHEEERL, Jones DM ENLNIRT 2 2 TVFE Oh HREKAENEOLNSE Z 2R T. &
512, RIEEAE DG ETD Alexander DFEMDMILTE Z 2 &2 73V X 4% BRI L T
AT %

EIE 1.4 ([10, Theorem 1.1]). fEE ORI A B, A Thompson T VE O H 3Th 6560 %.
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Z ZTlE, Thompson Bt F % 2 9 AREHWCERT 2. ¥3, £EEF &
F = {EOHDR UM Z 2 5RO (T4, T-) } /~ .
3%, 20KROM (T4, T-) % tree diagram £\,
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DEIICRT. Tz, FMEBBR ~ ZRDLIIWCEET 5: 2 DD tree diagram MFEETH % &1,
EADHRMEID opposing caret <> DEMBIVHIRTED S 2205 (K5EK). Lok

7% opposing caret 2372\ tree diagram % reduced tree diagram LWV, F OEEDITIEH S
reduced tree diagram Z W T—ENICRI NS Z e PHLNTVWS |
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5: [AfE7% tree diagram 725, HAH D tree diagram 1 reduced TH 5.

2 D0 tree diagram (Ty,T1_) & (Toy,To_) DFEZRTED %: opposing caret DB X UH
Brick b, zhehFER tree diagram (17, ,T(_), (T3, T5_) TH-7T, T{_ & Ty, HEL 2
DAREBDESCEWTES. 2o E, (T, Ti-) (Toy, To-) % (11, T5_) TEFRTS. Z
DFEEADH L EA FI3BE 2L, % Thompson X W5, F OHAITIX, TED29KT %
FWT (T, T) e R&h, tree diagram (T, T_) O#tid (T_,T,) THZ 6N 3.

Thompson #f F 1ZRD & 5 KRz H:ioZ e HHNTWS [2, Theorem 3.1]:
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ZIT, [pylldaydXHBTreRL, $7 20,01 BEY 22 13K 6 D tree diagram 25T 5.
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Z OHiTlE, Jones [5] I K DEA X N7 Thompson #2 6 #& A HZ 1S 2 MKW & HE

ZRENT S, (T4,T-) ZEDOED n + 1 @ reduced tree diagram & L, &HEZ FH DK
(2.0).(0) ... (252,0) <.
Step 1: I'-grpah I'(T,T_) DMK

(Ty,T-) @ I'-graph I'(T},T-) ZXOVH 772 7 LTERT %5: I'(T4,7-) DEKIIZX
(0,0), (1,0),...,(n,0) CEL. %7, (T, T) ORE T, ® / 0X35%0% LLE T 0

\\@;oaL31ﬁtnﬁMmr~bb ZRLAD (T, T.) DAL ELH SR (K T75H).
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7: (T+,T,) ﬁ’%f%5ﬂ5¥ﬁ7§ 7 F(T+,T,)

Step 2: medial graph M (I'(T',T_)) DRk

—iz, EREREH 7T 7 GIZX LT, 20 medial grpah M(G) 13RO XS WCERES N 5:
M(G) OTES %2 G OF I EICEL . F/2, GOFHEK GEFERRDDDEL) LT, ZOMHEE
ETCG0 252 GOERELALTWS L E, MET 2 M(G) OIHMAEZLTES (M8 ZH).
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X 8: T'(Ty,T-) ® medial graph M (I'(T},T-

Step 3: %'%5’75 B (T, T_) DK
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Dz 5 2 e TRABRIR L(T,,T.) #18%: F¥PmcssEaz L e l, FEEmICH2E
sz X rsz (M9BH).

&y~ &y

B 9: M(T(Ty,T-)) 251860 2i&AEHKRX L(T,, T-

AR 2.1. reduced TR tree diagram (ZXF L Td _EOMBITEHTZ 525, —MIZ reduced tree
diagram 25186 N 28AH L IZE L2 DMK L. BRIVICIE, (T4,T-) % reduced tree
diagram & U, (T%,T1”) % (T4,T_) |\ opposing caret <> % 1 D8I L7 tree diagram ¥ § 3
(Ffiz, 205 200 tree diagram IZFMETH 2). D X, L(T,,T.) = L(Ty,T-) U AL
35, LiRo#@ED, F DOIC g D reduced tree diagram 13 —EICEE 5. £I T, g »oEoN 5
HH%, % reduced tree diagram ZHWTHKL, L(g) tH b D 5.
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Jones OHERIZ, AEINE 2 5RO DL (T, WD /2 T_ MO \) #5aHDRHI
FIHELTWB DT, RABKABICHINRT 2123 200 OINIER M FIXMRBARZ SOER (F01)
EREDLZEPRBEICKR D, TDDHIZ, diagram B MIIN S BEREAT . OB, FHOHF
RERBLUOZDENRES LOGBOHI OB ONZEETHD, Thompson Bt d diagram #ED—DT
HdZepHohTwd GEIEAIZIX [4) 22R).

3.1 Diagram &%

FYHOARKRP = (X |R) Z—D2k 3. ZIT, SWZEBRTOERES, R IIBEGBTFOERE
BTH5. 72, BBRT (u,v) e RBFu—ov eFHELZLETDE. 2R Lu,vld Y LOFETH 3.
diagram ffZ ERT MR, RITIFu— uw LW BBRFREBNZE Z2RET 2. £/, HHEOLD
u—vERRBBLIEFV>UERTHDLT 5.

AREE Y Lo w z—2lET 2. Zot %, £5DP,w) %

D(P,w) = {ARFlw=w; - ws =+ 5 Wy wwp =w}/~

¢35, ARV w=w = wy— - = wp_1 — w, =w % diagram £\5. ZIT, w; = w1
@i Fwi %RV\]O)Z@éBEﬁ’??%HﬂL\“C Wi+1 &:%%Tgﬁéiéj Z E%%ﬁ%j—é Oi D, w; BJ:UUJZ‘+1
&, 255w, W £HBEFRT pi — pip1 € RZHVT w; = w'(py)w”, wipr = w' (pip1)w” &FF

LU EER (277 78 BRI TV AMATIEHAT 3 &, T(Ty,T-) & L(T4,T-) ® Tait graph TH 3.



%. L7zoT, diagram &1, FEw % R NOBBRFEZHOWTEXHBZI 2170, X w~NE-TL
2FETCRIGONZGELBLOHERI) TH2. —HOFEZHZ w, = W' (p)w” = W' (pig1)w” = wiyq
FRZAUCHVREBRT pi — pig1 & cell WS, BfR ~ 13KD 2 o TAER SN2 FAERMGRE
95

dipole MEEH LTHEA diagram w = wy — wy — -+ — Wy_1 — W, = w D—ubD’, HBEFR
Fp—qZHNT

/

= w(q)w = wp)w' = wlq)w — -

YREDZEE, TOHEDE - s wp)w — - KEZX D, ZOHRESB X UWHEEE dipole*? M
EBSLVHIBRE W S.

DBEL 7= cell DA diagram w = w; — wy — - — Wp_1 — Wy, = w D—EH, HBHEFRT
pi—q (i=1,2) ZHWT

co = w(p)w'pew” = w(g)w'paw” = wgw (p2)w” = wgw'(g2)w” — - -
YREZLE, FOESTE
= wprw’ (p2)w” — wprw' (g2)w” = w(pr)w'pew” = w(g)w' guw” — - -

CEZB. OFD, BEWIHELLRVEOHEEMABEL LR THIRVWEWSHERTH 2.

200 diagramw =a; — -+ —a,=w & w=by — - = b, =w DFE~E
w=a == a,=w=b > —=by=w

TEHTS. ZOEBEIZ LR U FEREFRD T well-defined TH D, £E D(P,w) LICHHEE L E
»3. ZOR%E diagram B\,

diagram #FOTCIE 7 7 72 HWTalid T2 Z e b HIKD. 20701, £TE@EE2 7 78 LTR
TIEHATE. w=wwy-w, X LDFEET S, ZITHw, (1<i<n)ZXLODOILTH
5. ZOLE, GBwIlHLT, ROEXIREMT T 7EERT S THEE v1,v2,...,0041 &L, 4
%z (v1,v2), (V2,03)y -« s (Uny Uny1) £ F 2. B (v, 0;41) WIEZDIETHZNDOWTED, w; LW
TR DNTWVWDB LTS, TDFY T 7%5E w D trivial geometric diagram W5, %7z,
—MICEM T 7DOER v I LT, v Z2&Ee 358 (resp. fAmE 3 538) % v D incoming
edge (resp. outgoing edge) ¥\ 5.

RiZ, 12Dcellp »qgeR%ZED, p=p1- P, d =@ Gm £F 5. vy, (resp. v, ) Zp
? trivial geometric diagram DTHMTH > T p; (resp. p,) DT LHFNW72il% outgoing edge
(resp. incoming edge) & LTHDOdDE T 5. FHICLT, vy,v,, ZERTS. p & g D trivial
geometric diagram %, vy, vp, B ZNEN vy, vy, KD EDETHON S 7 J 7 % geometric
(p,q)-cell £\ 5.

BZIZ, —%D diagram w = wy; — wy — - = Wp_1 — Wy, = wW I LT, XD XS ITHMT
TIRMKT S £, cell wy = w'(p1)w” — w'(p2)w” = we I LT, wy @ trivial geometric

*2 dipole (B T) I KEIDPHFLVIEADHT (Bfiky) OXEd LHNEMEBECBEVWZDDTHS. HlZIEE
I BEWRICRE T 2BRAROKTF L, BB T2M%EZHW: diagram OFHADH T dipole DFEFETWVWS Z
e, BEES.



diagram @ py BT 257277 712 - T geometric (p1,p2)-cell ZHED GbV=27F7 7 %E 2
5. DFbh, ZDOFT71F w; & we D trivial geometric diagram % w’ & w” WxHT 5 HR7THE
DEDLEREDBDITHR->TWVWS. RIZ, cell wy — ws XL T, HIFEHWR Lz wy — wy 1T
7 7 D we ITXIHT B trivial geometric diagram 12k & [ARRD LT geometric (po, p3)-cell % Afi D
BRI 7%EZSD. ZOREE diagram OFREZD cell ETHDRERLTHELNLT I 7% w D
geometric diagram &\ 5.

Dotz k b, diagram ¥ geometric diagram % [F—# L, diagram @ [FERE R & [F 4k
12, geometric diagram ®EOEE FI2 FERMGFZERT 5. HEAHEK S dipole ZFi7z72 0
(geometric) diagram %, reduced (geometric) diagram & W\, diagram #fOE&IT ([FfEEH)
&, 7272—2® reduced geometric diagram %> Z & AFIHNTWS [9].

Bl 3.1. FEOHEMRKXRP = (a,b | a — ab,b — aa,a — aa) BLXLFEw =aZ2FZ 5. K10
X2 DRRITHT B trivial geometric diagram % geometric cell DFITH 5. £z, KD X 5 7%

diagram ##& 2 5%:
(a) — (ab) = a(b) — a(aa) — a(a) = (aa) — (a).

ZDr X, MBI 5 geometric diagram 1ZX 11 D X 5124 5.

10: a & ab D trivial geometric diagram, 3 & geometric (a, ab)-cell & (aa, a)-cell

a
11: fil 3.1 @ diagram 12X 3 % geometric diagram

Bl 3.2. FEHDOHRK R Pp = (z |z —xx) ZEZS. DL ZE, diagram #f D(Pp, z) & Thomp-
son fif F L[ABITH 5. D(Pr,x) D geometric diagram & F O tree diagram OXJHIFRD & 512
fF505: reduced geometric diagram Z#& 2 % (AEBUTIE 1 DT RO THD ZNNVIFEKT 5).
% (a,aa)-cell BXU (aa,a)-cell .M LT, K12 DEMD X SIZ tree ZXIHEXES. ZTIT, iba
RGBS % tree DTHRZREAZL, aa ICHRT 2 2 ODHFARZELARZT. ZLT, ZhH6D
tree ZBIF TV Z TR 12 D FTRID X 512 reduced tree diagram #18%. 22T, T, & T_ D



5iH X diagram WO R K DFEIINIET 5 trivial geometric diagram TH 5.
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12: cell & tree DXE (LX), 3B XU geometric diagram & tree diagram OXfI (FXI). FEHE
M T, TR T_ 12k T3,

EE 3.3. FHOARETR Pyr ZXTERT %:

Pvr = <x,v

T — TT,T —> TV, T —> VL, T —> VU
v — TT,V — TU,V — VT,V — vV [/

Zot %, diagram §f D(Pyp,z) Z VF £t HZE, {R18 Thompson B 5.

{48 Thompson HOREILHEEIZ WL D030 > TWVWEH, Z I TIIEMKS 5.

3.2 {RABi&dH B DB

LR D | tree diagram 7> 5 Jones D F k% B TIRAEFE A H Z M T 2 7291213, tree DA
KR PR S0 DIEHE et 2 0B DD - 72, AE Thompson Bl diagram Bf e L TEFR S
72, 12 D X 51T geometric diagram % tree diagram IZHF X2, Z LTIV EMNIET 5 tree
DINMF 2. ZLT, 2 DIRABDOVTWEITITRIERFRE, v DT NUHRDOVTWEIITIR
MR RS Z UL Jones DFENZOFEEMZ 2 b s, LrL, ZOiEFET Thompson
HTEEN L2 - ZHOMENFE LT 5. 20Uk, —ICIZRAE Thompson #EDITIE tree diagram
DIETIEET RV WS 2 TH3. HlziE, K13 DX SR EEZ % L, Thompson HDEE
X7 LN dipole £ o TE O HIBRS % Z & 23H2R 7223, kA Thompson # TIXHIBRH
KIERD LTI s. ZD®, Jones DREMZHIOMRKRTE Z 2% DH 5. Golan-Sapir [3] 1,
Thompson #f% diagram #f D(Pr,z) & LT\, Jones DK% geometric diagram DR TH
EHEL. BAEZE, ZOKHEERIE Thompson BHICHEIRS 2 Z 8 TZOMEERIRLZ. 72751,
I 2 TR LWARITARZ V. FiX, Alexander DEMEFEAT 212, 52 b h A4 EH%
FEIT 2 & 5 BRAE Thompson BEDILZ FERRITHK T 2 D TH 523, ZDILIIM 13 D & 5 BRZE IR
MIFHEEZ 573, tree diagram & L THEIF 2 L2526 DHRDTHS. L7zdo>T, ZI T Jones D
Ttz Z2DEFHWT, RERAEZHNT 5 7EZ2HHT 5.



13: 2v - ¢ = vz 2D T, ZHAUIVFIZBWT dipole 137570,

Step 1: IANILfFEF tree diagram DIERL
{48 Thompson # VF ® reduced geometric diagram % & 5. 72721, K 13 ® X 5% cell 1&#F
Fwne 33, K12 DX 512 cell ITH LT tree ZXHEE 5. ZORE, BrEARIOIZ, ED

TEAICHIE S % geometric diagram DT> TWB F~NILEFEE L. IRHEBITF TV 22T,
Z U E D tree diagram 25505 (X 14 ZH8).

14: VF @ geometric diagram 2> 51§ 58023 7 XL} Z tree diagram

Step 2: FANJL{FE I-graph DR
T3, 22D Step 1 ORFEAFRICLT (FXAVEEL D) T-graph ZHEKRT 5. FTlX, tree

diagram D772 —2DAE XD > TWVWEDT, ZDF L% [-graph OB T2 Z & TIT~L
{1 % T-graph 23HK 2 (X 15 2[).

15: AT E tree diagram 22 515 5405 7 L} E T-graph

Step 3: RAEEABRADIERK
2.2 i Step 2 DKF ¥ FIFRIZ LT medial graph 2L, & (41fi) THAICHERREIFMRIER



RERXRD XS WIZHIDIRS (K16 /) : X532 [-graph OLH

EEFHEIESD ¢ 07 nffutniug, X = )4
FAEEmEmIZH DY 17O)fﬁlf]ViﬁﬁTL\va\jlcia :’< - >\<’
v 0)5/\\}1/7373‘1#11\{1’\“0&7 X - >8<

v
Q/
T
16: 7~} & T-graph 2 518 50 3 RAEKE A H

MRk, (&TTidzwsdy) A8 Thompson D ITH SARKEE A HHERK X 17,

3.3 Alexander D EIE

%12, Alexander OEH CEM 1.4) DAFHDOMEZARNS. fHHEICE 21X, Jones DL ZE
W20 TH5. mOARENZETE, (RAE) Thompson D (F L Z) I-graph 725 X
S IEAS 2 7 7 2RO 2 2 e TH B, HMIZLEEIX Jones [5] KL o TRENTED, &
A2 B NTf&AHED Tait graph % &M% 1723 & 512 Reidemeister move Zffi > TEE T % Z & 23,
WHWLETNTY AL HI A5 THS. WBKAHDLESFRKOKAZEKT 2 LT,
Jones DFAFHE AL Z /282 Z e D3RS, FEiX, 713V X LIZHE R Reidemeister move
lZR1 & R2DATHZDT, welded f&AH H LR FIG A HITH LT FERDKTIRABLD IZD.
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