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INVOLUTIONS OF ALTERNATING LINKS

KEEGAN BOYLE

Abstract. Let L be an alternating prime non-split link in S3. We study compositions of flypes
between reduced alternating diagrams for L to classify involutions on L. As consequences, we
show that when L is 2-periodic its quotient is alternating and that if L is freely 2-periodic then
it has an even number of components.

1. Introduction

A diagram for a link in S3 is alternating if the crossings alternate over and under following
the strands of the diagram (see Figure 1 for an example), and a link L is alternating if it has
such a diagram. The purpose of this paper is to give a diagrammatic classification of involutions
on alternating links using flypes. For us, an involution τ is a smooth orientation-preserving Z/2
action on S3 which preserves L set-wise. By a classical result of Smith [Smi39], τ either has an
empty fixed-point set, in which case it is conjugate to the antipodal action, or a fixed set S1. If
τ has fixed set S1, then the Smith conjecture, proved in [MB84], implies that τ is conjugate to
rotation around an unknotted axis. Thus involutions on links are generally classified into the
following three categories.

(1) When τ is conjugate to a rotation around an axis disjoint from L, we say that L is
2-periodic. In this case, the quotient of L is another link in S3.

(2) When τ is conjugate to a rotation around an axis which intersects L, the quotient is no
longer a link - the intersection points become the endpoints of arcs in the quotient. If
L is a knot we say that L is strongly invertible.

(3) Finally, when τ is conjugate to the antipodal action on S3, we say that L is freely
2-periodic. In this case the quotient is a link in RP 3.

We will use periodic without qualification to refer only to the first case, and will specify freely
periodic to refer to the third case.

The main result of this paper is Theorem 4.2, which will allow us to construct all involutions
on alternating links by beginning with one of three basic types of involutions on a diagram (see
Section 2) and performing a nested or disjoint sequence of the replacements shown in Figures 7
and 8. If the link is periodic, such a diagram then allows us to construct an alternating diagram
for the quotient.

This theorem was foreshadowed by Menasco and Thistlethwaite’s work in [MT93]; in [HTW98]
they state: “any symmetry of a prime alternating link must be visible, up to flypes, in any
alternating diagram of the link”. However, there is still a meaningful reduction in showing
exactly which sequences of flypes are possible in a finite order symmetry. This is demonstrated,
for example, by a conjecture in [JN16] that if an alternating knot K has crossing number c
and odd prime period q, then c|q. This conjecture was proved only recently by Costa and
Hongler [CH19] and independently by the author [Boy19]. The corresponding statement for
2-periods is false (consider the trefoil which is 2-periodic but has crossing number 3), but we
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are nonetheless able to prove the related result that the quotient of an alternating non-split
2-periodic link is alternating (see Corollary 4.4). The underlying reason for the additional com-
plication in the case of involutions is the existence of a diagrammatic involution for a period
which reverses the orientation of the projection sphere (see Figure 2).

Combining our results with [Boy19] or [CH19] we then have the following theorem (see
Definition 2.1 for a precise definition of a period on L).

Theorem 1.1. The quotient of an alternating non-split periodic link L is alternating.

For an application of this theorem consider [Boy18, Theorem 6], which gives a relationship
between the Alexander polynomial of a 2-periodic alternating knot and its quotient using a
spectral sequence on knot Floer homology developed by Hendricks [Hen15] and refined by
Hendricks, Lipshitz, and Sarkar [HLS16]. Theorem 1.1 strengthens [Boy18, Theorem 6] by
removing the assumption that the quotient knot is alternating:

Theorem 1.2. (a slight improvement of [Boy18, Theorem 6]) Let K̃ be an alternating 2-
periodic knot with quotient K which has linking number λ with the axis of symmetry. Consider
the symmetrized Alexander polynomials

∆K̃(t) = ã0 +
∑

s̃>0

ãs̃(t
s̃ + t−s̃), and ∆K(t) = a0 +

∑

s>0

as(t
s + t−s).

Then for each s,

|ã2s+λ−1

2

− ã2s+λ+1

2

| ≥ as.

As an additional application of our classification, we will see that a freely 2-periodic prime
non-split alternating link must have an even number of components (see Corollary 4.5). Specif-
ically, no alternating prime knots are freely 2-periodic. It is interesting to compare this to a
result of Sakuma [Sak87, Main Theorem] that amphicheiral hyperbolic knots cannot be freely
periodic, and a recent construction by Paoluzzi and Sakuma [PS20] of prime amphicheiral
(non-hyperbolic) freely 2-periodic knots.

The main technical tool used in this paper is Menasco and Thistlethwaite’s theorem that any
self-homeomorphism of pairs (S3, L) → (S3, L) is isotopic to a composition of flypes [MT93,
Main Theorem], see Theorem 4.6.

1.1. Organization. Section 2 defines some elementary involutions on alternating diagrams.
Section 3 gives some background on flypes, including some results in the particular situation of
involutions. Section 4 gives a precise statement and proof of the classification as well as some
interesting corollaries.

1.2. Acknowledgments. I would like to thank Liam Watson, Robert Lipshitz, and Ahmad
Issa for helpful comments and conversations. I would also like to thank the referee for many
comments which improved the clarity of the paper.

2. Basic Diagrammatic Involutions

In this section, we define three basic involutions which are visible in a link diagram. These
basic involutions are the building blocks for the main classification. Throughout this paper, all
links will be prime, alternating, and non-split. To begin, we specify our exact meaning of a
symmetry of L.
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Figure 1. An intravergent diagram for a periodic involution on an alternating
knot. The axis of rotation is perpendicular to the page, and is shown as a dot in
the center.

Definition 2.1. Given a link L, consider the group of self-diffeomorphisms of pairs (S3, L)
which are required to be orientation-preserving on S3, but not on L. The symmetry group of L
is the quotient of this group by the (normal) subgroup of diffeomorphisms which are isotopic
to the identity.

A symmetry of a link L is a finite order element of the symmetry group. That is, it is a finite
order self-diffeomorphism of S3 fixing L set-wise and not isotopic to the identity. An involution
of L is an order 2 symmetry. A period of L is a symmetry with fixed set an unknot disjoint
from L. A strong inversion of L is an involution with fixed set an unknot intersecting each
component of L in two points. A free period of L is a symmetry which acts freely on S3.

We note that this definition disagrees slightly with the more general notion of symmetry
which allows diffeomorphisms which are isotopic to the identity. Specifically, the torus links
T (p, q) have a periodic symmetry of order n if n|p or n|q, but this symmetry is trivial in the
symmetry group defined above. Our main conclusions, Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 4.5, hold in
this case as well, however. Indeed, the only alternating torus links are T (2, n) for which the
symmetries are well understood. On the other hand for non-torus knots K, [Kaw90, Theorem
10.6.6] implies that no finite order (> 1) self-diffeomorphism of S3 fixing K set-wise can be
isotopic to the identity; in this case these notions of symmetry agree.

Definition 2.2. Given a link L ⊂ S3 or a tangle T ⊂ B3 and a finite cyclic symmetry τ of
L or T , an intravergent diagram for (L, τ) or (T, τ) is a diagram such that τ is conjugate to
rotation within the plane of the diagram. See Figure 1 for an example.

Note that any period (with no fixed points on the link) or any involution with a pair of fixed
points (with the axis of symmetry intersecting the plane at a crossing) can be shown with an
intravergent diagram, but an intravergent diagram cannot show an involution with fixed points
on multiple components of the link. If τ is a period, this is commonly called a periodic diagram.

Definition 2.3. Given a link L ⊂ S3 or a tangle T ⊂ B3 and an involution τ on L or T , a
transvergent diagram for (L, τ) or (T, τ) is a diagram such that τ is conjugate to a rotation
around an axis contained within the plane of the diagram. See Figure 2 for an example.

Note that an involution with any number of fixed points on the link can be shown in a
transvergent diagram (unlike an intravergent diagram). For this reason, this is the more general
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Figure 2. A transvergent diagram for a strong inversion on an alternating knot.
The axis of rotation is the dashed line.

type of symmetric diagram to use for involutions of links. See for example [LW19] where a
transvergent diagram is called involutive.

Remark 2.4. The terms intravergent and transvergent were constructed from the latin root
vergo (I turn) and the prefixes intra (within) and trans (through). Thus intravergent refers to
a rotation within the plane of the diagram and transvergent refers to a rotation through the
plane of the diagram.

Definition 2.5. Given an alternating link L ⊂ S3 and a free involution on S3 which fixes L,
a freely periodic alternating diagram for (L, τ) is a diagram for L consisting of two identical
tangles with two additional crossings connected in the configuration shown in Figure 3.

Remark 2.6. A more general freely periodic diagram includes a half twist on n strands (see for
example [Chb97] or [PY03, Figure 1(b)]). Since a half twist on n strands will be alternating
only if n = 1, 2 and prime only if n 6= 1, we only consider the case of 2 strands in this paper.

3. Flypes

In this section we discuss compositions of flypes on a prime alternating link L ⊂ S3. This
section is largely similar to [Boy19, Section 2], but we reproduce it here for clarity. We begin
with some definitions.

Definition 3.1. The standard crossing ball Bstd = (B3, D2, a1 ∪ a2) is the triple of

(1) the 3-ball {(x, y, z) ∈ R
3 | |(x, y, z)| ≤ 1},

(2) the horizontal unit disk inside this ball {(x, y, z) ∈ R
3 | z = 0 and |(x, y, z)| ≤ 1}, and

(3) the union of the two arcs a1 = {(x, y, z) ∈ R
3 | x = 0, z ≥ 0 and y2 + z2 = 1} and

a2 = {(x, y, z) ∈ R
3 | y = 0, z ≤ 0 and x2 + z2 = 1}.

Definition 3.2. A realized diagram λ(D) for a link L ⊂ S3 is a collection of smooth embeddings
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T

T

Figure 3. A freely 2-periodic alternating diagram. Here T can be any alternat-
ing tangle and the shown double-points should be resolved into crossings so that
the entire diagram is alternating. The free involution is given by a π rotation
around the dashed axis, and then a π rotation within the plane of the diagram
around the shown dot. Note that this diagram necessarily has an even number
of components.

(1) S2 →֒ S3, the projection sphere,
(2) L : (S1)n →֒ S3, the link, and
(3) {Bi} →֒ S3, the crossing balls,

such that the {Bi} are disjoint and L ⊂ S2 ∪ {Bi}, along with homeomorphisms of triples
ci : (Bi, Bi ∩ S2, Bi ∩ L) → Bstd, the crossing ball identification maps. The diagram D is the
labeled graph in S2 which is the projection of L with vertices labeled to indicate under and
over crossings.

We will also apply the term realized diagram to a tangle by restricting the above definition to
a disk D3 ⊂ S3 which L intersects transversely and for which ∂D3 is disjoint from all crossing
balls.

Definition 3.3. An isomorphism of realized diagrams g : λ(D) → λ(D) is a homeomorphism

of pairs g : (S3, L) → (S3, L) such that g(S2) is isotopic to S
2
relative to L, g(Bi) = Bi, and

either

(1) g preserves the orientation of S2, and ci ◦ g = ci, or
(2) g reverses the orientation of S2, and ci ◦ g = m ◦ ci,

where m : Bstd → Bstd is π rotation around the line x = y and z = 0. In case (1) we refer
to the isomorphism as orientation preserving, and in case (2) we refer to the isomorphism as
orientation reversing. All isomorphisms must preserve the orientation on S3, but need not
preserve the orientation on L.

It is immediate that λ(D) and λ(E) are isomorphic realized diagrams if and only if D and
E are isomorphic diagrams. We also note that the three basic involutions from the previous
section all induce automorphisms of realized diagrams. For an intravergent involution, the
automorphism is orientation preserving; for transvergent and freely periodic involutions, the
automorphism is orientation reversing. In fact, these are the only involutions which can be
constructed as an automorphism of realized diagrams.

Lemma 3.4. An involution of a realized diagram g : λ(D) → λ(D) is either intravergent,
transvergent, or freely periodic. Furthermore, if D is a tangle diagram (as opposed to a link
diagram) then g is not freely periodic.
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Proof. There are only three conjugacy classes of involutions on S2, which are classified by their
fixed sets. They are

(1) the antipodal map, which arises from the antipodal map on S3 and corresponds to a
freely periodic diagram,

(2) reflection across a circle, which arises from rotation around that circle in S3 and corre-
sponds to a transvergent diagram, and

(3) rotation around a pair of points, which arises from rotation around an axis through
those points in S3 and corresponds to an intravergent diagram.

Since case (1) has no set-wise fixed disk, it cannot give rise to a tangle diagram. �

Definition 3.5. A standard flype is a transformation between realized diagrams λ(D) → λ(E)
of the form shown in Figure 4. More precisely, it is a homeomorphism s : S3 → S3 which
restricts to the identity on a round ball containing T2 (shown as the exterior of α2), π rotation
around the horizontal axis on a ball containing T1 (shown as the interior of α1) and a linear
homotopy between them. We will refer to the crossing ball B1 (or the respective crossing in
the underlying diagram) as the crossing removed or destroyed by the flype, and to the crossing
ball B2 as the crossing created by the flype.

Definition 3.6. A flype f : λ(D) → λ(D′) is any composition f = g2 ◦ s ◦ g1 where g1 and g2
are isomorphisms of realized diagrams, and s is a standard flype. We will refer to the crossing
ball created by f , g2(B2) in λ(D′), as c(f), and the crossing ball destroyed by f , g−1

1 (B1) in
λ(D), as d(f). The ball α2 containing the tangle T1 and the crossing ball B1 will be referred
to as the domain of f .

Our notions of flype and standard flype are slightly more general than the original definitions
in [MT93], making Theorem 4.6 nominally weaker. This is sufficient for our purposes, however.

We now introduce some notation for compositions of flypes.

Definition 3.7. A composable collection of flypes is an ordered set F = (fn, fn−1, . . . , f1) of
flypes which can be composed in the same order. We refer to the automorphism of pairs (S3, L)
given by their composition fn ◦fn−1 ◦ · · ·◦f1 as F◦. Two composable collections of flypes F and
H are equivalent if F◦ = H◦. We will refer to a set containing a single isomorphism of realized
diagrams as a composable collection of zero flypes.

We also need the following equivalence relation.

Definition 3.8. Let F = (fn, fn−1, . . . , f1) with fi : λ(Di) → λ(Di+1), and consider the set of
all crossing balls in all Di. We generate an equivalence relation on this set by declaring that
[Bi] = [fi(Bi)] for all Bi in Di. If two crossing balls Bi and Bj are in the same equivalence class
under this relation we say that Bi and Bj are equivalent mod F , and write [Bi]F = [Bj ]F . If F
is clear from context, then we simply write [Bi] = [Bj ].

This equivalence can be thought of as identifying crossings Bi and Bj in different diagrams
if a sequence of flypes takes Bi to Bj .

We will now give some basic facts about flypes. Consider a flype f : λ(D) → λ(D′). In
the underlying planar graph D we get a distinguished vertex corresponding to the crossing
ball d(f) and a distinguished pair of edges (e1c(f), e

2
c(f)) corresponding to the crossing ball c(f).

That is, the flype replaces this pair of edges with a vertex corresponding to c(f) and four edges
connecting this vertex to the vertices at the ends of e1c(f) and e2c(f). Similarly, we have an edge

pair (e1d(f), e
2
d(f)) in D′ corresponding to d(f).
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T1 T2

α1

α2

B1

λ(D)

T1 T2

α1

α2

B2

λ(E)

Figure 4. A standard flype fixes the exterior of α2 and rotates the interior of α1

by π around the horizontal axis, with a linear homotopy in between. It removes
the crossing ball B1 and creates the crossing ball B2.

Definition 3.9. Let D ⊂ S2 be a 4-valent graph on S2 with vertices labeled to indicate crossing
types so that D is a standard link diagram. Let γ in S2 be an oriented closed curve which
intersects D in two edges (e1c(f), e

2
c(f)) and a vertex d(f). A diagrammatic flype f : D → D′

replaces (e1c(f), e
2
c(f)) with c(f) and four incident edges as described above and replaces d(f) and

its incident edges with (e1d(f), e
2
d(f)). The flype f also reflects the so-far-unchanged part of D in

the interior of α across a line connecting c(f) and d(f) (see Figure 4).

The following lemma states that a diagrammatic flype is enough to reconstruct a flype.

Lemma 3.10. Let f : λ(D) → λ(D′) and g : λ′(D) → λ′(D′) be flypes such that (e1c(f), e
2
c(f)) =

(e1c(g), e
2
c(g)) and d(f) = d(g), or inversely such that (e1d(f), e

2
d(f)) = (e1d(g), e

2
d(g)) and c(f) = c(g).

Then there exists a pair of isomorphisms of realized diagrams g1, g2 such that f = g1 ◦ g ◦ g2.

Proof. To begin, note that there is an isomorphism between λ(D) and λ′(D), so that we may
consider f and g to start at the same realized diagram. Similarly, there is an isomorphism from
λ(D′) to λ′(D′), so we may assume f and g end at the same realized diagram. Note that f and
g induce the same diagrammatic flype on D. In particular f and g restrict to the same map
on crossing balls, since both are determined by the crossing ball identification maps for λ(D)
and λ(D′). From there we have a unique extension to the rest of S3 (up to an isomorphism of
realized diagrams) by Alexander’s Theorem. �

Lemma 3.11. Let λ(D) and λ(D′) be realized reduced alternating diagrams for L, and let N(L)
be a regular neighborhood of L. If f : λ(D) → λ(D′) is a homeomorphism S3 → S3 such that f
agrees with a flype when restricted to (N(L)∩S2)∪{ci}, then f is a flype. That is, if f induces
a diagrammatic flype on the underlying diagram, then f is a flype.

Proof. Let ϕ : λ(D) → λ(D′) be a flype, so that f and ϕ agree when restricted to both the
crossing balls and a neighborhood of L in S2. Let g = f ◦ ϕ−1 : λ(D′) → λ(D′), and observe
that g is the identity map on each crossing ball and on N(L)∩S2. In particular, this determines
the relative isotopy class of g(S2) so that g is an isomorphism of realized diagrams. But then
f = g ◦ ϕ, so f is a flype as desired. �
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T2 T1
T3T4

αf1 αf2

(A)

T2 T1

αf1

αf2

(B)
.

T2 T1

αf1

αf2

(C)

Figure 5. Three potential configurations for the composition of two flypes
f1 : λ(D) → λ(D′) and f2 : λ(D′) → λ(D′′) with c(f1) = d(f2). The diagrams
shown are D (as opposed to D′ or D′′).

By combining Lemmas 3.10 and 3.11 we see that a diagrammatic description of a flype
determines it uniquely up to isomorphism of realized diagrams. We now turn to minimizing
the complexity of a collection of composable flypes in the following sense.

Definition 3.12. Let F be a composable collection of flypes (fn, fn−1, . . . , f1), and let xi be
the number of crossing balls in the domain of fi. Then the complexity of F is defined to be

cx(F ) = n+

n∑

i=1

xi.

The collection F is reduced if cx(F ) is minimal among collections equivalent to F .

Note that the complexity of a collection F is 0 if and only if the collection contains no flypes
so that F◦ is an isomorphism of realized diagrams. In particular, isomorphisms of realized
diagrams are reduced.

Definition 3.13. Let F = (f2, f1). Then the domains α1 and α2 of f1 and f2 are essentially
disjoint if α1∩α2 does not contain any crossing balls. Similarly, α1 and α2 are essentially nested
if for each crossing ball B1 ⊂ α1 there is a crossing ball B2 ⊂ α2 with [B1] = [B2] or vice versa.
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T3 T1T2 T4

αf1 αf2

Figure 6. A possible configuration for two flypes f1 : λ(D) → λ(D′) and
f2 : λ(D′) → λ(D) whose domains overlap. The shown diagram is D, αf1 is
the domain for f1, and αf2 is the domain for f2.

Proposition 3.14. Let F = (fn, fn−1, . . . , f1) be a reduced composable collection of flypes.
Then for all i, j, the domains of fi and fj are essentially disjoint or essentially nested. Further-
more, for any permutation φ of {1, 2, . . . n}, there are flypes f ′

φ(n), f
′

φ(n−1), . . . , f
′

φ(1) such that

F ′ = (f ′

φ(n), f
′

φ(n−1), . . . , f
′

φ(1)) is equivalent to F , F ′ is reduced, and for each i, [c(fi)] = [c(f ′

i)]

and [d(fi)] = [d(f ′

i)].

In order to prove this proposition, we first consider some specific cases.

Lemma 3.15. If f1 : λ(D1) → λ(D2) and f2 : λ(D2) → λ(D3) are flypes such that c(f1) =
d(f2) and (e1c(f2), e

2
c(f2)

) 6= (e1d(f1), e
2
d(f1)

), then there exists a flype f1,2 : λ(D1) → λ(D3) with

f2 ◦ f1 ∼= f1,2 and cx((f1,2)) < cx((f2, f1)). In particular, (f2, f1) is not reduced.

Proof. By Lemmas 3.10 and 3.11, it is enough to consider diagrammatic flypes. There are three
possible configurations for f2 relative to f1 (see Figure 5). Observe however that configuration
(A) is impossible, since if T3 or T4 is a non-trivial tangle then L cannot be prime.

In configuration (B) the composition will flip both tangles T1 and T2 over once, so that f1,2 can
be defined by having domain a ball containing T1, T2, and d(f1). Similarly, in configuration (C)
the composition will flip the tangle T1 over twice so that f1,2 can be defined by having domain
a ball containing T2 and d(f1). In both cases it is clear that cx((f1,2)) < cx((f2, f1)). �

Lemma 3.16. If f1 : λ(D1) → λ(D2) and f2 : λ(D2) → λ(D3) are flypes such that c(f1) 6= d(f2)
and (f2, f1) is reduced, then there exists a pair of flypes f ′

2 : λ(D1) → λ(D′

2) and f ′

1 : λ(D
′

2) →
λ(D3) such that

(1) f2 ◦ f1 ∼= f ′

1 ◦ f
′

2, and
(2) for i ∈ {1, 2}, [d(fi)] = [d(f ′

i)] and [c(fi)] = [c(f ′

i)].

Proof. Again, by Lemmas 3.10 and 3.11 it is enough to prove this lemma diagrammatically
on the underlying graphs. On one hand, consider the case where either the domain for f1 is
essentially nested in the domain for f2 or else the domains for f1 and f2 are essentially disjoint.
Define f ′

1 and f ′

2 to have the same domains as f1 and f2 respectively. Then it is clear that
d(f1) = (f ′

2)
−1(d(f ′

1)) and c(f2) = f ′

1(c(f
′

2)) so that [d(f1)] = [d(f ′

1)] and [c(f2)] = [c(f ′

2)], and
similarly for c(f1) and d(f2).

On the other hand, suppose that the domains are neither essentially disjoint nor essentially
nested. Then we have the configuration shown in Figure 6. In this case, define f ′

1 as the flype
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with domain containing T1 and define f ′

2 as the flype with domain containing T3. We see that
f2 ◦ f1 ∼= f ′

1 ◦ f
′

2 but cx((f ′

1, f
′

2)) < cx((f2, f1)), so (f2, f1) is not reduced. �

Proof of Proposition 3.14. We begin by proving the claim about permutations. Since permuta-
tions are generated by transpositions between adjacent elements, it is enough to replace fi ◦fi−1

with f ′

i−1 ◦ f
′

i . Note that since F is reduced, so is (fi, fi−1).
On one hand, suppose that c(fi−1) 6= d(fi). Then we can apply Lemma 3.16 directly, and

we are done. On the other hand, suppose that c(fi−1) = d(fi). Then we have two cases. If
(e1c(fi), e

2
c(fi)

) 6= (e1d(fi−1)
, e2d(fi−1)

), we can apply Lemma 3.15 to see that (fi, fi−1) is not reduced.

If (e1c(fi), e
2
c(fi)

) = (e1d(fi−1)
, e2d(fi−1)

), then we have two possible configurations for fi and fi−1.

Either the domains of fi and fi−1 are essentially disjoint apart from the crossing c(fi−1), or
else they are essentially equal (in that they are each essentially nested in the other). In both
cases, fi ◦ fi−1 is equivalent to an isomorphism of realized diagrams, and hence (fi, fi−1) is not
reduced.

We have also seen that the only reduced configurations for (fi, fi−1) (and also (f ′

i−1, f
′

i))
have essentially nested or essentially disjoint domains. By applying the above permutation
argument, we can then see that this must be true for any pair fi and fj . �

Definition 3.17. Consider a reduced collection of composable flypes F = (fn, fn−1, . . . , f1)
and let αi be the domain of fi. A flype fi is innermost in F (or simply innermost) if for each
j 6= i, the domain αi is either essentially disjoint from αj or essentially nested in αj .

Lemma 3.18. In any reduced collection of composable flypes F with cx(F ) > 0, there is an
innermost flype.

Proof. First observe that since cx(F ) > 0, F contains at least one flype. Then by Proposition
3.14 any pair of flypes in F have essentially disjoint or essentially nested domains. This forms
a partial order by declaring fi < fj if the domain of fi is essentially nested in the domain of fj .
Any minimal element under this partial order is innermost. �

4. A Classification of Involutions

In this section, we will use flypes to prove the classification of involutions from alternating
diagrams via the basic involutions from Section 2. Before stating the main theorem, we give a
definition.

Definition 4.1. Consider an involution τ on a diagram D equal to the composition g ◦ f
of a flype f and another map g. We say that f is type A if there exists a 4-ended tangle
T ′ ⊂ D containing the domain of f such that τ restricted to T ′ is given by h ◦ f , where h is an
intravergent π rotation of T ′. See the right side of Figure 7 where f is the flype on T . Similarly
we say that f is type B if the same is true, but h is a transvergent rotation. See the right side
of Figure 8.

Consider an intravergent 4-ended tangle diagram with a central 4-ended subtangle consisting
of two arcs with no crossings (see the left side of Figure 7). Observe that by replacing this
central subtangle with a crossing and a transvergent tangle (see the right side of Figure 7), we
get a new tangle with an involution given by the composition of a flype with an intravergent
rotation. A similar replacement can be done for a transvergent tangle by replacing a trivial
central tangle with an intravergent tangle and a crossing (see Figure 8).

Theorem 4.2. Let L be a prime alternating non-split link in S3 and τ be an involution on S3

preserving L. Then there is a reduced alternating diagram for (L, τ) which is either intravergent,
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π π

T

Figure 7. A transformation to create an alternating 4-ended tangle with a new
involution from an intravergent alternating 4-ended tangle. The tangle on the
right is constructed by replacing the inner crossingless tangle as shown. Here T
must be alternating and transvergent around the dashed axis, and the intersecting
arcs shown should be a crossing of whichever type makes the diagram alternating.
The involution on the right is given by performing a flype on T , and then rotating
the entire diagram by π within the plane of the diagram.

transvergent, freely periodic, or constructed from an intravergent or a transvergent diagram by
a performing a (finite) sequence of replacements as shown in Figure 7 and Figure 8.

Before proving this theorem we will give an illustrative example and prove some interesting
corollaries.

Example 4.3. Consider Figure 9. Notice that taking the tangle in the exterior of the β box
and connecting the loose ends with a trivial tangle (either way) gives an intravergent diagram,
and that the interior of the α box is a transvergent diagram, so that the entire diagram is an
example of the transformation from Figure 7. In particular, an involution on this knot is given
by performing a flype on the α box, then rotating the entire diagram by π. This diagram as a
whole however, is neither transvergent nor intravergent.

Corollary 4.4. The quotient of an alternating 2-periodic prime non-split link is alternating.

Proof. We induct on the number of type A and type B replacements needed to construct
the diagram guaranteed by Theorem 4.2. For the base case we have an intravergent or a
transvergent diagram which clearly has an alternating quotient diagram. Now suppose that
we have a diagram D as given in Theorem 4.2 and we perform a replacement of type A (see
Figure 7) or type B (see Figure 8) to obtain a new diagram D′. The new transvergent or
intravergent tangle T then has an alternating quotient diagram, and by inductive assumption
the diagram D has an alternating quotient diagram. Furthermore, the quotient of D′ is the
boundary sum of the quotients of D and T in the way that preserves the alternating condition.
The extra crossing from the flype (which is not part of either D or T ) will become nugatory in
the quotient if you choose a fundamental domain which contains it, or it is possible to choose a
fundamental domain avoiding the extra crossing as we have done in Figure 9. In any case the
resulting quotient diagram of D′ is alternating. �

We can now prove Theorem 1.1.
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T

π π

Figure 8. Another transformation from one alternating 4-ended tangle with an
involution to another. On the left is given a transvergent alternating 4-ended
tangle with a crossingless 4-ended central subtangle. The diagram on the right is
constructed by replacing the inner crossingless tangle as shown. Here T must be
alternating and intravergent, and the intersecting arcs shown should be a crossing
of whichever type makes the diagram alternating. The involution on the right is
then given by performing a flype on T , and then rotating the entire diagram by
π around the dashed axis.

α β

Figure 9. A reduced alternating diagram of a knot with a non-basic periodic
involution (left) and its quotient (right).

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We first observe that by [Sak81] a p-period τ on an alternating (not
necessarily prime) link L respects a direct sum decomposition of L into prime links. Specifically,
for each prime component C, τ either induces a p-period on C or else permutes p isomorphic
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copies of C. Furthermore, the quotient of L is a connect sum of components and quotients of
components of L. Thus for p prime, we immediately have that the quotient of L is alternating
by either Corollary 4.4 or one of [Boy19, Corollary 1.3] or [CH19].

For the general case, we induct on the number of prime factors of p. If p = q · r with r
prime, then L quotiented by the Z/qZ action is a non-split r-periodic alternating link L′ by the
inductive assumption. Furthermore r is prime, so the quotient of L′ is also alternating. �

Corollary 4.5. A freely 2-periodic alternating prime non-split link must have an even number
of components. In particular, there are no freely 2-periodic alternating prime knots.

Proof. Observe that the transformations from Figure 7 and Figure 8 cannot create freely peri-
odic diagrams, since they are only local replacements and the original intravergent or transver-
gent diagram was not freely periodic. Hence for a freely periodic involution there is an alter-
nating freely periodic diagram by Theorem 4.2. Only the half twist on 1 or 2 strands can be
alternating, but a freely periodic diagram on 1 strand is not prime (recall that the unknot is
not prime), and a freely periodic diagram on 2 strands has an even number of components. See
Figure 3. �

In order to prove Theorem 4.2 we will need the following theorem of Menasco and Thistleth-
waite. We use the language of realized diagrams rather than the original language of flat
homeomorphisms since it is necessary for us to keep track of crossing balls. Hence the following
theorem is slightly weaker than the original.

Theorem 4.6. [MT93, a slight weakening of the Main Theorem] For any reduced alternating
diagram D for L and realization λ(D), any homeomorphism of pairs (S3, L) ∼= (S3, L) is isotopic
through maps of pairs to a composition of flypes.

In our situation, take the homeomorphism of pairs to be an involution τ , so that τ is isotopic
to F◦ for F = (fn, fn−1, . . . , f1) : λ(D) → λ(D). In particular, F 2

◦
is isotopic to the identity,

and we will label the first iteration of fi as f(i,1) and the second iteration of fi as f(i,2). With
this setup, we give the following definition and lemma.

Definition 4.7. Given a collection of composable flypes F = (fn, fn−1, . . . , f1), consider the
equivalence relation on these flypes generated by fa ∼ fb if [c(fa)]F = [d(fb)]F . Then let the
orbit of fi be the set of flypes in the equivalence class of fi. A flype fj is then in the orbit of
fi if there is a sequence of flypes fi = fi1 , fi2 , . . . , fik = fj with [c(fir)]F = [d(fir+1

)]F for all r,
or vice versa.

The following lemma follows from Theorem 4.6, and is similar to [Boy19, Lemma 3.3] but for
involutions instead of odd prime order group actions.

Lemma 4.8. If L is an alternating prime non-split non-torus link with an involution τ , then
there is a reduced alternating diagram D for L and a reduced collection of composable flypes
F = (fn, . . . , f1) with f◦ = τ : λ(D) → λ(D) such that the orbit of the flype f(i,1) in F 2 =
(f(n,2), . . . , f(1,2), f(n,1), . . . , f(1,1)) is {f(i,1), f(i,2)}.

Proof. Let F = (fn, fn−1, . . . , f1) be a reduced collection of composable flypes with F◦ isotopic
to τ . Such a collection exists by Theorem 4.6.

Suppose that in the orbit of f(i,1) in F 2 we have a flype fj 6= f(i,2). Then f(i,1) and fj are
both contained in either G = (f(i−1,2), . . . , f(i,1)) or H = (f(i,1), . . . , f(i+1,2)), since fj 6= f(i,2).
Suppose without loss of generality that fj ∈ G, and note that G◦ is isotopic to τ , although on
a different diagram than F . Then cx(F ) = cx(G), so G is also reduced. Now apply Proposition
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3.14 to G to obtain a new reduced collection G′ isotopic to τ with f ′

(i,1) and f ′

j adjacent and

c(f ′

(i,1)) = d(f ′

j). This is a contradiction since Lemma 3.15 then implies that G′ is not reduced.
Thus there is no fj 6= f(i,2) in the orbit of f(i,1).

We will also show that there must be at least one other element in the orbit of f(i,1) so that
the orbit is exactly {f(i,1), f(i,2)}. First, observe that by [Men84] an alternating prime non-split
non-torus link is hyperbolic. Then by Mostow rigidity, any finite order map on (S3 −L) which
is isotopic to the identity is the identity. In particular, F 2

◦
= id. The identity map preserves

crossing balls, however, so there must be another flype fj in F 2 with [d(fj)] = [c(f(i,1))].
�

Note that while Lemma 4.8 guarantees that fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1 is reduced, (fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1)
2 need not

be.
We are now ready to prove the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Let F = (fn, . . . , f1) : λ(D) → λ(D) be a collection of composable flypes
satisfying Lemma 4.8. We will proceed by induction on n. The base case is n = 0, in which
case F◦ is intravergent, transvergent, or freely periodic by Lemma 3.4. For the inductive step
we will show that an innermost flype fi is of type A or type B. Then a modification of (L, τ)
removing the tangle T (the reverse of one of the moves shown in Figure 7 and Figure 8) will
produce a new link diagram D′ (for a new link L′) with a new involution τ ′. Because fi is
innermost, the [c(fj)] and [d(fj)] are not removed by the modification if i 6= j. In particular,

fj induces a flype fj on the modified link L′ so that we have a new collection of composable

flypes F = (fn, . . . , f̂i, . . . , f1) ∼= τ ′ with n − 1 flypes which is also reduced. Here f̂i refers to
removing fi from the collection.

We now turn to showing that an innermost flype is of type A or type B. Consider an innermost
flype in F , which exists by Lemma 3.18. By a cyclic permutation of the fi we may assume
without loss of generality that f1 is innermost. Let g = fn ◦ · · · ◦ f2 so that F◦ = g ◦ f1.
Then consider the realized diagram for the tangle T in the domain of f1. Because the orbit of
f1 in F 2

◦
is {f1,1, f1,2}, we see that g fixes T set-wise; since f1 is innermost, g further fixes T

diagrammatically. That is, g restricts to an isomorphism of realized diagrams on T . By Lemma
3.4 we then have that g acts on T as a transvergent or intravergent involution. Thus f1 is either
type A or type B as desired. �
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