
Torus Knots in Adjoint Representation

Andrei Mironova,b,c,∗, Vivek Kumar Singhd,†

FIAN/TD-23/25
ITEP/TH-39/25
IITP/TH-32/25

a Lebedev Physics Institute, Moscow 119991, Russia
b NRC “Kurchatov Institute”, 123182, Moscow, Russia

c Institute for Information Transmission Problems, Moscow 127994, Russia
dCenter for Quantum and Topological Systems (CQTS), NYUAD Research Institute,

New York University Abu Dhabi, PO Box 129188, Abu Dhabi, UAE

Abstract

We derive a closed-form expression for the adjoint polynomials of torus knots and investigate their special
properties. The results are presented in the very explicit double sum form and provide a deeper insight into
the structure of adjoint invariants essential for the Vogel’s universality of Chern-Simons theory.

Introduction. Evaluating the HOMFLY-PT invariant of various knots and links is an important goal due
to its numerous applications. Specifically, in accordance with [1], this invariant colored with a Young diagram
R is nothing but the Wilson loop average in representation R in the SU(N) Chern-Simons theory. Hence, its
analysis reveals pure topological effects in gauge theories. In particular, the study of adjoint representation
gives information about the pure gluodynamics.

The adjoint invariants are also applied to study of the Vogel’s universality of Chern-Simons theory [2] (see
also [3] for a latest review), which gives a unified description of various quantities in the adjoint sector of
representation theory for all simple Lie algebras in terms of three parameters α, β, γ, which are homogeneous
coordinates of the Vogel’s projective plane. These quantities vary from the Chern-Simons partition function [4]
to the Racah matrix [5] involving the adjoint representation and its descendants [6]. Notably, in [7,8], one of us
constructed universal invariants for the torus knots T [2, 2n+ 1], T [3, 3n± 1], and T [4, 2n+ 1]. Extending this
construction to more general knots, however, has not yet been possible.

Moreover, there is also a pure knot theory application: the knowledge of the adjoint invariant allows one
to evaluate the fundamental HOMFLY-PT of the reversed 2-cable knot K, which has a peculiar “panhandle”
shape, in accordance with [9, Eq.(2)]

H
C2(K)
[1] (q, A) =

1

D[1](q, A)

(
1 +DAdj(q,A)H

(K)
Adj (q, A)

)
, (1)

and similarly for link [9, Eq.(33)], where HR denotes the (reduced) HOMFLY-PT invariant colored with the
Young diagram R and normalized to unknot, and D[1] (DAdj) is the quantum dimension of the fundamental
(adjoint) representation. An important point is that the invariants are here taken in the vertical framework
[9, 10].

The simplest class of knots that we study here is the torus knots T [m,n]. They are given by a pair of coprime
numbers m and n (otherwise yielding a multi-component link). More concretely, we calculate the HOMFLY-PT
invariant for these knots in the adjoint representation and in the topological framing so that formula (1) looks
as

H
C2(T [m,n])
[1] (q, A) =

1

D[1](q, A)

(
1 +A−2(m−1)nDAdj(q, A)H

(T [m,n])
Adj (q,A)

)
, (2)

where we manifestly take into account the factor of transition to the vertical framing [9]. Using the Rosso-Jones
formula [11,12] allows us to present an answer for the adjoint HOMFLY-PT polynomial of arbitrary torus knots.
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Notation. In this paper, we adopt the following notation:

{x} := x− 1

x
, [n]q :=

{qn}
{q}

.

Rosso-Jones formula. We start with the Rosso-Jones formula [11, 12] for the (normalized) invariant of the
torus knot T [m,n] (m and n are coprime) colored by a finite-dimensional irreducible representation R of the
simple Lie group associated with root system ∆ (∆+ denotes the positive roots):

P
[m,n]
R (q,∆) =

qmnκR

qD
R
(q)

∑
Q∈R⊗m

c(m)
RQ

· q−
n
mκ

Q · qD
Q
(q,∆). (3)

Here

κQ = (ΛQ,ΛQ + 2ρ)

is the eigenvalue of the second Casimir operator in the representation Q, expressed in terms of its highest weight
ΛQ, and

qDQ(q,∆) =
∏

α∈∆+

[(ΛQ + ρ, α)]q
[(ρ, α)]q

is the quantum dimension, and the coefficients c(m)
RQ

are defined by the Adams operation: m-plethysm

ÂdmχR
(pk) ≡ χ

R
(pmk) =

∑
Q∈R⊗m

c(m)
RQ

χ
Q
(pk), (4)

where χ
R
(pmk) is the character of representation Q. In these formulas, ρ = 1

2

∑
α∈∆+

α is the Weyl vector.

Note that expression (3) is symmetric in m and n (which is absolutely non-trivial). The knot invariant (3) is in
the topological framing.

One of the most straightforward ways to evaluate the Adams coefficients is to use the explicit formula

c(m)
RQ

=
∑ ψR(∆)ψQ(m∆)

z∆
, (5)

where ψR(∆) is the character of the representation R of the permutation group on the conjugacy class given
by the Young diagram ∆, z∆ is the order of automorphism of the Young diagram ∆: if ∆ = [. . . , 3r3 , 2r2 , 1r1 ],
where some rk may be equal to zero, then z∆ :=

∏
k k

rkrk!. The Young diagram m∆ is understood as the
Young diagram with all lengths of lines multiplied by m.

In the following, we specialize the general formula(3) to the AN−1 series and derive explicit expressions for
the adjoint HOMFLY-PT invariant of arbitrary torus knots.

AN−1 series. For the AN−1 series, all ingredients entering the Rosso–Jones formula (3) admit a particularly
explicit form. The finite-dimensional irreducible representation is labeled by the Young diagram R, and the
corresponding character is given by the Schur function SR [13], which is realized either as a graded polynomial
of tr gk, where g is the group element of SL(N), or as a graded symmetric polynomial of the eigenvalues of g.

The Casimir eigenvalue in this case is

κQ = 2
∑

□i,j∈Q

(j − i)− |Q|2

N
+ |Q|N. (6)

The quantum dimension is

qD(q, A) =
∏

i,j∈R

{Aqj−i}
{qh(i,j)}

, (7)

where h(i, j) is the hook length, and the product runs over boxes of the Young diagram. It can be obtained by

evaluating the Schur polynomial at the point g = q2ρ so that trgk = {Ak}
{qk} .
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We will also make use of the notion of a composite representation [14], which describes the most general
finite-dimensional irreducible highest-weight representation of SL(N). Such a representation is associated with
a Young diagram of the form

(R,P ) =
[
R1 + P1, . . . , RlR + P1, P1, . . . , P1︸ ︷︷ ︸

N−l
R
−l

P

, P1 − P
l
P
, P1 − Pl

P
−1, . . . , P1 − P2

]
,

where lP denotes the number of lines in the Young diagram P. This (R,P ) is the first (“maximal”) representation
contributing to the product R⊗ P̄ , where P̄ denotes the conjugate representation. It can be manifestly obtained
from the tensor products (i.e., as a projector from R⊗ P̄ ) by formula [14]

(R,P ) =
∑

Y,Y1,Y2

(−1)lY NR
Y Y1

NP
Y TY2

Y1 ⊗ Y2 , (8)

where the superscript “T” denotes transposition.
The adjoint representation is the simplest example of the composite representation, it is given by the Young

diagram [21N−2], which depends on N . We introduce the variable A := qN as a convenient notation for our
discussion. This variable A should not be confused with the second variable A of the HOMFLY-PT polynomials.
The HOMFLY-PT polynomial is evaluated for one and the same Young diagram for various AN−1, while the
adjoint (or, more generally, composite) representation depends on N itself. Formally, we define HAdj(q,A) via
the specialization

HAdj(q, A)
∣∣
A=qN

= J
SL(N)

[2,1N−2]
(q), (9)

for all sufficiently large N [15] [20]. Here J
SL(N)
R (q) is the SL(N) invariant. This polynomial is called uniform

HOMFLY-PT polynomial in [7], and the same construction applies to any composite representation.
Our goal now is to construct the uniform (adjoint) HOMFLY-PT polynomial for the torus knots T [m,n], i.e.

m and n are coprime. Note that, in this case, constructing torus knot invariants is generally simpler than links:
for instance, Adj⊗4 decomposes into 40 irreps, while the Adams operation generates only 17 irreps [8]. This is
because the plethystic expansion of the adjoint Schur function generating the Adams coefficients is relatively
simple. For instance, the 5-plethystic expansion is

Âd5SAdj = 4 + S[251N−10] − S[352N−913] + S[453N−822] − S[554N−73] + S[655N−6] −
− S[3231N−9] + S[4332N−813] − S[5433N−722] + S[6534N−63] − S[7635N−5] +

+ S[4223N−8] − S[5322N−713] + S[6423N−622] − S[7524N−53] + S[8625N−4] −
− S[521N−7] + S[632N−613] − S[743N−522] + S[854N−43] − S[965N−3] +

+ S[61N−6] − S[72N−513] + S[83N−422] − S[94N−33] + S[10,5N−2] , (10)

which has to be compared with just antisymmetric part of Adj⊗5 in [16].
For the adjoint representation, the quantum dimension and the Casimir exponential take particularly simple

forms:

qDAdj(q, A) = qD[21N−2](q, A) =
{Aq}{A/q}

{q}2
, qκAdj = A2. (11)

Uniform polynomials for torus knots T [m,n]. Because of simplicity of the plethystic expansion, it is
technically available to construct the knot invariant in the adjoint representation for the torus knots T [m,n]
with arbitrary coptime m and n. The Adams operation generates m2+1 irreps in this case. The general answer
is quite transparent:

ÂdmSAdj = m− 1 +

+ S[2m1N−2m] − S[3m2N−2m+11m−2] + S[4m3N−2m+22m−3] + ...+ (−1)m+1S[m+1,mN−m−1]︸ ︷︷ ︸
m terms

−

− S[32m−21N−2m+1] + . . .︸ ︷︷ ︸
m terms

+

+ (−1)mS[42m−31N−2m+2] + . . .︸ ︷︷ ︸
m terms

+

. . .

+ (−1)m+1S[m+1,1N−m−1] + (−1)mS[m+2,2N−m1m−2] + . . .+ S[2m,mN−2]︸ ︷︷ ︸
m terms

, (12)
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with totally m2 + 1 terms in this formula.
With these formulas for the Adams operation, constructing the adjoint knot invariants is immediate. To this

end, we rewrite these formulas in the composite representation notation and notice that the Adams operation
gives rise to only hook Young diagrams:

ÂdmSAdj = m− 1 +

m∑
a,b=1

(−1)a+bS([a,1m−a],[b,1m−b]). (13)

In order to justify this formula, one can note that the coefficients c
(m)
RQ in the Adams operation can be obtained

by splitting the decomposition of R⊗m into a sum of terms with fixed symmetric patterns given by the Young
diagrams P of size m:

R⊗m =
∑
P⊢m

πP
(
R⊗m

)
. (14)

Then, the Adams operation gives (see [11], [12])

Âdm(R) =
∑
P⊢m

ψP ([m])πP
(
R⊗m

)
, (15)

where ψP ([m]) is the value of the character of the permutation group Sm in the representation P on the cycle
of the maximal length (i.e. on the cyclic permutation (1, . . . ,m)):

ψP ([m]) =

{
(−1)d if P = [m− d, 1d]

0 otherwise.
(16)

Now we evaluate the second Casimir eigenvalues of the representations entering (13). For the composite
representation (R,P ) with |R| = |P | = m, it is generally given by the formula (see, e.g., [9])1

κ(R,P ) = 2Nm+ κR − κPT .

Using

κ[a,1b] = a(a− 1)− b(b+ 1),

one obtains

qκ([a,1m−a],[b,1m−b]) = A2mq2m(a+b−m−1). (17)

Similarly, the quantum dimension of the composite representation is given by the formula [17], which can be
rewritten in the form

qD(R,P )(q, A) = qD
R
(q, Aq−l

P ) qD
P
(q, Aq−l

R )

l
R∏

i=1

l
P∏

j=1

[N +Ri + Pj + 1− i− j]q
[N + 1− i− j]q

,

so that

qD([a,1m−a],[b,1m−b])(q, A) =
{Aqa+b−1}{Aqa−m−1}{Aqb−m−1}

{qm}2{Aq−1}

a−1∏
i=1

{Aqi+b−m−1}
{qi}

b−1∏
i=1

{Aqi+a−m−1}
{qi}

×

×
m−a∏
i=1

{Aq−i+b−m−1}{Aqb−i}
{qi}{Aq−1−i}

m−b∏
i=1

{Aq−i+a−m−1}{Aqa−i}
{qi}{Aq−1−i}

m−a∏
i=1

m−b∏
j=1

{Aq1−i−j}
{Aq−1−i−j}

, (18)

since

qD([a,1m−a])(q, A) =

∏a−1
i=0 {Aqi}

∏m−a
i=1 {Aq−i}

{qm}
∏a−1

i=1 {qi}
∏m−a

i=1 {qi}
.

1In the generic case, the formula has the form

κ(R,P ) = 2N(|R|+ |P |)−
(|R| − |P |)2

N
+ κR − κPT .
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Thus, we finally come to the main result of this paper, to the explicit formula for the (reduced or normalized)
uniform HOMFLY-PT polynomial of the torus knot T [m,n]:

H
T [m,n]
Adj (q,A) =

A2mn

qDAdj(q)

m− 1 +

m∑
a,b=1

(−1)a+bA−2nq−2n(a+b−m−1) · qD([a,1m−a],[b,1m−b])(q, A)

 , (19)

with the quantum dimensions given by formulas (11) and (18).
Substituting the result (19) into (2), we immediately obtain the fundamental normalized HOMFLY-PT

polynomial of the reverse 2-cable T (m,n) knot [9]. The following section is devoted to a detailed study of the
properties of the obtained formulas(19).

Properties of uniform polynomials. Using the formulas (19), one can verify for a generic torus knot
T (m,n) that the following properties hold:

• As is usual with the Rosso-Jones formula, it looks non-symmetric in n and m for the torus knot T [n,m],
but, in fact, it is symmetric. In particular, this means that one can choose the smaller of two numbers m
and n as an upper limit of summation in (19) to have a simpler sum.

• Since T [m, 1] is unknot,

H
T [m,1]
Adj = 1. (20)

• In the case of T [m, 0], which is the pure plethysm,

H
T [m,0]
Adj =

qDAdj(q
m, Am)

qDAdj(q, A)
. (21)

• One checks that the stable uniform HOMFLY-PT homology of torus knots (in the spirit of [19]) is

lim
n→∞

( q
A

)2n(m−1)

HT [m,n]
Adj = qD([m],[m])(q, A) = qDmAdj(q, A), (22)

where HT [m,n]
Adj denotes the unreduced uniform HOMFLY-PT polynomial. This immediately follows from

(19) at |q| < 1, |A| < 1.

• One can also check that

H
T [m,n]
Adj

∣∣∣
q=eℏ

= 1 +O(ℏ2), (23)

which just means that the framing is topological.

Particular specializations of the polynomial H
T [m,n]
Adj are:

• The Alexander polynomial

A
T [m,n]
Adj = H

T [m,n]
Adj

∣∣∣
A=1

= 1. (24)

• The special polynomial

σ
T [m,n]
Adj (A) := H

T [m,n]
Adj

∣∣∣
q=1

,

which, for the series of torus knots T [2, n = 2k+1], T [3, n = 3k± 1], T [4, n = 2k+1], . . ., is equal to (the

signs in front of σ
T [m,n]
[1] are, of course, not seen in the uniform special polynomial)

σ
T [m,n]
Adj (A) =

(
σ
[m,n]
[1]

)2

,

σ
T [2,n=2k+1]
[1] = −1

2
An−1

(
(n− 1)A2 − (n+ 1)

)
,

σ
T [3,n=3k±1]
[1] =

1

6
A2(n−1)

(
(n− 1)(n− 2)A4 − 2(n− 1)(n+ 1)A2 + (n+ 1)(n+ 2)

)
,

σ
T [4,n=2k+1]
[1] = − 1

24
A3(n−1)

(
(n− 1)(n− 2)(n− 3)A6 − 3(n− 1)(n− 2)(n+ 1)A4 +

+ 3(n− 1)(n+ 1)(n+ 2)A2 − (n+ 1)(n+ 2)(n+ 3)
)
,

. . . (25)
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This, indeed, coincides with the special polynomial of the torus knot T [m,n] with arbitrary coprime m
and n in the fundamental representation:

σ
T [m,n]
[1] = (−1)m+1 1

m
A(m−1)(n−1) ·

m∑
k=1

(−1)k+1

(
n− 1

m− k

)(
n+ k − 1

k − 1

)
A2(m−k). (26)

The symmetry of this expression in m and n is absolutely non-evident, but it is symmetric.

• The A = q2 corresponds to the spin 1 representation of SL(2), and, hence the adjoint HOMFLY-PT

polynomial becomes the colored Jones polynomial: J
T [m,n]
2 (q) := H

T [m,n]
Adj

∣∣∣
A=q2

. In fact:

H
T [m,n]
Adj

∣∣∣
A=q2

=
q2(m−1)(n−1)

1− q6

(
1− q4m+2 − q4n+2 + q4(n+m) + q2(m+1)(n+1)−2(1− q2)

)
, (27)

which coincides with the colored Jones polynomial J2 of the torus knot T [m,n]. In this case, the symmetry
between m and n is manifest.

Concluding remarks. We presented an explicit formula(19) for the adjoint HOMFLY-PT polynomial for
an arbitrary torus knot T [m,n]. A natural extension of the present analysis is to the case of torus links,
which is considerably more involved. The complexity arises for two main reasons. First of all, the number of
representations Q that contribute to the r.h.s. of the Rosso-Jones formula in the case of knots is typically less
than half that in the case of links. This is because the m-plethysm expansion of the adjoint representation
gives rise to composite representations (R,P ) with |R| = |P | = m only (and not all of possible representations
even with this restriction emerge). In the case of l-component links, the sum in the Rosso-Jones formula runs
over representations with |R| = |P | equal to mk/l with k = 1, . . . , l (see [9]). An additional complication arises
from the non-trivial multiplicities of representations appearing in the sum. Due to these chain of reasoning,
calculating the adjoint HOMFLY-PT invariants for arbitrary links remains a challenging problem. It therefore
represents an important topic for future investigation.

Another essential problem that remains is to make a similar calculation for arbitrary knots, but for other
groups. This would allow one to construct the universal invariant in the Vogel’s sense. Finally, it would be
interesting to generalize the present construction to refined Chern–Simons theory, in the spirit of [18].
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