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Abstract

A set of regions of a link projection is said to be isolated if any pair
of regions in the set share no crossings. The isolate-region number of a
link projection is the maximum value of the cardinality of an isolated set
of regions of the link projection. In this paper, all the link projections of
isolate-region number one are determined. Also, estimations for welded
unknotting number and combinatorial way to find the isolate-region num-
ber are discussed, and a formula of the generating function of isolated-
region sets is given for the standard projections of (2, n)-torus links.

1 Introduction

A knot is an embedding of a circle in S3 and a link is an embedding of some
circles in S3. We assume a knot to be a link with one component. A link
projection is a regular projection of a link on S2 such that any intersection is a
double point where two arcs intersect transversely. We call such an intersection
a crossing. We call each connected part of S2 divided by a link projection a
region. It is well known that the number of regions is greater than the number
of crossings by two1 for each link projection.

Two regions xa and xb of a link projection L are said to be connected when
they share a crossing on their boundaries. Otherwise, they are said to be dis-
connected. For example, the regions x1 and x2 are connected, whereas x1 and
x8 are disconnected in Figure 1. A set of regions Ri = {xa, xb, . . . , xc} is said
to be isolated, or an isolated-region set, if any pair of regions xα and xβ ∈ Ri

are disconnected. We assume that the empty set ∅ is isolated. The isolate-
region number2, I(L), of a link projection L is the maximum value of #(Ri)
for all isolated-region sets Ri of L, where #(Ri) denotes the cardinality of Ri.
For example, the isolate-region number of the knot projection K in Figure 1 is
three.
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1See, for example, [2].
2The isolate-region number I(K) is similar but different from the “independent region

number” IR(K) introduced in [8]; a crossing is fixed for IR(K).
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Figure 1: {x2, x6, x8}, {x1, x8} are isolated-region sets.

We show the following theorem in Section 2.

Theorem 1. A link projection L has isolate-region number one if and only if
L is one of the link projections shown in Figure 2.

Figure 2: All the link projections of isolate-region number one.

The concept of the isolate-region number was introduced in [8] to estimate the
“warping degree” of knot projections ([4, 12]). In Section 3, we investigate
the warping degree and using the relation between the warping degree and the
isolate-region number, we discuss the relation between the welded unknotting
number uw(D) of a knot diagram D and the isolate-region number I(D). We
show an upper bound for uw(D) (uw(D) ≤ c(D)− I(D), Corollaries 4, 5) when
D satisfies some conditions. Generally, however, determining the isolate-region
number is not easy by looking only at the link projection of large number of
crossings. In Section 4, a combinatorial method to find the isolate-region num-
ber using graphs is given. Moreover, from the graphs, we can see the distri-
bution of the isolated-region sets by considering the generating function. We
give a formula and recurrence relation of generating functions for the standard
projections of (2, n)-torus links in Section 6.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the proof of Theorem
1 is given. In Section 3, some properties of warping degree are discussed and
applied to estimate the welded unknotting number of a knot diagram. In Sec-
tion 4, two graphs, the region-connect graph and region-disconnect graph are
introduced to find isolated-region sets. In Section 5, the generating function of
isolated-region sets are discussed. In Section 6, the generating functions for the
standard projections of (2, n)-torus links are discussed.

2 Proof of Theorem 1

In this section, we prove Theorem 1. For link projections M and N , a split sum
and a connected sum are link projections obtained from M and N as shown in
Figure 3. We say a link projection L is connected when L is not any split sum of
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link projections. We say a link projection L is composite when L is a connected
sum of two nontrivial link projections. We have the following lemma.

Figure 3: A split sum M ∪N and a connected sum M#N of knot projections
M and N .

Lemma 1. Every unconnected or composite link projection L has I(L) ≥ 2.

Proof. When L is a split sum of M and N , take a region from M and N avoiding
the region between them, and they are disconnected. When L is a connected
sum of M and N , take a region from M -part and N -part avoiding the shared
two regions. Thus, we have I(L) ≥ 2.

A crossing of a link projection is said to be reducible if it has exactly three regions
around it. A link projection L is reducible when L has a reducible crossing. We
say L is irreducible when L is not reducible. Since a reducible link projection
can be assumed to be a connected sum when it has at least two crossings, we
have the following corollary.

Corollary 1. Every reducible link projection L with two or more crossings has
I(L) ≥ 2.

Next, we divide a link projection into two tangles by giving a circle C, where
C intersects edges transversely. We assume each tangle T is on a disk D with
∂D = C, and call each connected portion of D divided by T a region of T . In
particular, if a region touches ∂D, we call it an open region, and otherwise we
call it a closed region. We remark that any pair of closed regions in opposite
sides of C are disconnected. We show the following.

Lemma 2. For any connected irreducible link projection with four or more
crossings, we can draw a circle C so that the tangle on each side of C has a
closed bigon or trigon.

Proof. By the formula

2C2 + C3 = 8 + C5 + 2C6 + 3C7 + . . .

for the number Ck of k-gons of a connected irreducible link projection shown in
[1], we have 2C2 + C3 ≥ 8.

(0) When C2 = 0, i.e., C3 ≥ 8, draw a circle C around a trigon as shown in Fig-
ure 4, (II). Then the tangle in the figure has a closed trigon. Since C3 ≥ 8 > 7
and there are at most six regions around the trigon, the tangle on the other side
has a closed trigon, too.
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Figure 4: (I) A circle around a bigon. (II) A circle around a trigon. (III) Labeled
regions around a bigon.

(1) When C2 = 1, i.e., C3 ≥ 6, draw a circle C around the bigon as shown
in Figure 4, (I). Then, the tangle on the other side has closed trigons because
C3 ≥ 6 > 4 and there are at most four regions around a bigon.
(2) When C2 = 2, i.e., C3 ≥ 4, draw C as shown in Figure 4, (I). Since C2+C3 ≥
6 > 5, the tangle on the other side has a closed bigon or trigon, too.
(3) When C2 = 3, i.e., C3 ≥ 2, we consider the following cases.
(3-1) When C2 = 3 and C3 = 2, choose any bigon and see (III) in Figure 4. We
consider the further two cases whether a = c or not.
(3-1-1) When a = c, we can draw a circle C as in Figure 4, (I) since we have
C2 + C3 = 5 > 4 and the bigon has only three regions around it.
(3-1-2) Suppose a ̸= c. Then neither b nor d is a bigon. Suppose a and c are
connected and both bigons. Then the curve is closed with only three crossings.
Hence this does not happen. When a and c are connected and either a or c is
not a bigon, take C as shown in Figure 4, (I). Then the other side has a closed
bigon, too.
(3-1-3) Suppose a ̸= c and they are disconnected bigons. Then both b and d are
4-gon or more. Take C as in Figure 4, (I). Then the other side of C has closed
trigons. Suppose a and c are disconnected and either a or c is not a bigon. Draw
C as in Figure 4, (I). Then the other side has a closed bigon.
(3-2) When C2 = 3 and C3 ≥ 3, we can draw C as in Figure 4, (I), because
C2 + C3 ≥ 6 > 5.
(4) When C2 = 4, i.e., C3 ≥ 0, choose any bigon and see (III) in Figure 4.
(4-1) When a = c and it is a bigon, then the curve is closed with only two
crossings. Hence this is not allowed to happen. When a = c and it is not a
bigon, we can draw C as in Figure 4, (I) since inside C in the figure has at most
three bigons.
(4-2) When a ̸= c, we can draw C as shown in Figure 4, (I) since neither b nor
d is a bigon, and inside C in the figure has at most three bigons, too.
(5) When C2 ≥ 5, choose any bigon and see (III) in Figure 4. If all of a, b, c, d
are distinct bigons, then the curve is closed with only two crossings. Hence this
does not happen. We can draw C as in Figure 4, (I) since inside C in the figure
has at most four bigons.

By Lemmas 1, 2 and Corollary 1, we have the following.

Corollary 2. Any link projection L with 4 or more crossings has I(L) ≥ 2.

Now we prove Theorem 1.
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Proof of Theorem 1. Since every unconnected projection has isolate-region num-
ber two or more by Lemma 1, it is sufficient to discuss connected projections.
When the crossing number n = 0, 1, there are just two link projections, the first
and second knot projections in Figure 2, and they have isolate-region number
one. When n = 2, 3, we have just two reduced link projections, the third and
fourth projections in Figure 2, and they have isolate-region number one. By
Corollaries 1 and 2, there are no link projections of isolate-region number one
for link projections with four or more crossings or reducible projections with
two or more crossings.

In addition to Corollary 2, we have the following proposition regarding the
location of isolated regions.

Proposition 1. If an irreducible knot projection has an n-gon for n ≥ 4, there
is a pair of disconnected regions around the n-gon.

Proof. Take points a, b, c, d on edges of the n-gon and call the regions A,B,C,D,
as shown in Figure 5. Since the knot projection is irreducible, we have A ̸= B,
B ̸= C, C ̸= D. We also have A ̸= D since n ≥ 4.
(1) If A ̸= C and A and C are disconnected, they are the regions.
(2) If A = C, we can draw a simple curve α connecting a and c inside the region
A = C. Since B and D cannot touch α, they are disconnected.
(3) If A ̸= C and A and C are connected, we can draw a simple curve connecting
a and c passing through A, C and one crossing p shared by A and C. Then, B
and D are disconnected. Otherwise, B and D must share the crossing p to be
connected, and we can draw a simple curve β connecting b and d which passing
through B, D, and p. Then, at least one of the arcs between A and B loses the
place to go since both α and β have only one crossing p on it.

Figure 5: Regions A,B,C,D around an n-gon.

Also, we have the following corollary from Lemma 2.

Corollary 3. Any connected irreducible link projection L with 13 or more
crossings has I(L) ≥ 3.

Proof. By Lemma 2, L has a pair of disconnected regions of bigon or trigon, say
r1 and r2. Then L has at most 12 regions which are connected to either r1 or
r2. Since L has 15 or more regions, L has at least one region, say r3, which is
neither r1 nor r2 and is connected to neither r1 nor r2.
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3 Warping degree, welded unknotting number
and isolate-region number of a knot diagram

In this section, we discuss the warping degree and welded unknotting number of
a knot diagram and their relations to the isolate-region number. In Subsection
3.1, we discuss the relation between the warping degrees of a knot diagram
and knot projection. In Subsection 3.2, we discuss the relation between the
welded unknotting number, warping degree and isolate-region number of a knot
diagram.

3.1 Warping degree

Let D be an oriented knot diagram with a base point b on an edge. A crossing
point of D is said to be a warping crossing point of Db if we encounter the
crossing as an under crossing first when we travel D from b with the orientation.
The warping degree of Db, d(Db), is the number of the warping crossing points of
Db. We can represent all the warping degrees by the “warping degree labeling”
as shown in Figure 6.

Figure 6: Warping degree labeling. Each label on an edge indicates the warping
degree where a base point is on the edge.

The warping degree of D, d(D), is the minimal value of d(Db) for all base points b
of D ([4]). As shown in Figure 6, warping degree depends on the orientation; we
have d(D) = 1, whereas d(−D) = 2, where −D is D with orientation reversed.
In this paper, we define d(D) = min{d(D), d(−D)}. For a knot diagram D,
we denote by |D| the knot projection which is obtained from D by forgetting
the crossing information. The warping degree of P , d(P ), is the minimal value
of d(D) for all oriented alternating diagrams D with |D| = P . Although each
projection has four oriented alternating diagrams (see Figure 6), the following
proposition claims it is sufficient to check only one alternating diagram with
two orientations.

Proposition 2. The equality d(D) = d(P ) holds when D is an alternating
diagram with |D| = P .

Proof. As shown in [12], we have d(−Db) = c(D)− d(Db) for any oriented knot
diagram D with a base point b because the order of over crossing and under
crossing is switched at every crossing. We also have d(Db

∗) = c(D) − d(Db)
for the mirror image D∗ because the crossing information is changed at each
crossing. Therefore, we have d(Db

∗) = d(−Db), and d(D∗) = d(−D). Hence
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d(P ) = min{d(D), d(−D), d(D∗), d(−D∗)} = min{d(D), d(−D)} = d(D) for
any alternating diagram D with |D| = P .

A nonalternating knot diagram D is said to be almost alternating if D becomes
alternating by a single crossing change. For almost alternating diagrams, we
have the following proposition.

Proposition 3. Let D be an almost alternating diagram with |D| = P . Then
d(D) ≤ d(P ) holds. In particular, if an almost alternating diagram D has no
monogons, d(D) = d(P )− 1.

To prove Proposition 3, we prepare a further formula. Since we have d(−D) =
minb d(−Db) = c(D)−maxb d(Db) for any diagram D, we have

d(D) = min{d(D), d(−D)} = min{min
b

d(Db), c(D)−max
b

d(Db)}

for any knot diagram D. Hence, we can find the value of d(P ) only from one
oriented alternating diagram D with |D| = P by looking at the minimum and
maximum values of warping degree labeling. We prove Proposition 3.

Proof of Proposition 3. Let D be an almost alternating knot diagram which is
obtained from an oriented alternating diagram DA by a single crossing change
at a crossing c. Let C1 (resp. C2) be a portion of DA from a point just after
the over crossing (resp. the under crossing) of c to a point just before the under
crossings (resp. the over crossing) of c. Let C1

′ (resp. C2
′) be the corresponding

portions of D to C1 (resp. C2). Each warping degree labeling on C1
′ is smaller

than the corresponding labeling on C1 by one because c becomes a non-warping
crossing point for base points on C1

′ by the crossing change at c ([5, 13]). In
the same way, each labeling on C2

′ is greater than C2 by one. Let d(DA) = i.
Then we have d(−DA) = c(D)− i− 1, and d(DA) = min{i, c(D)− i− 1}.
(1) When both C1 and C2 have crossings, their warping degree labeling are
consisting of i and i+1. After the crossing change, the labels on C1

′ are i−1, i
and the labels on C2

′ are i + 1, i + 2. Hence d(D) = i − 1 = d(DA) − 1 and
d(−D) = c(D)− i− 2 = d(−DA)− 1, and therefore d(D) = d(DA)− 1.
(2) When C1 has no crossings and C2 has crossings, the label of C1 is only i+1
and the labels of C2 are i + 1, i + 2, and the labels of C1

′ is i and that of C2

are i+ 1, i+ 2. Hence d(D) = i, d(−D) = c(D)− i− 2, and d(D) ≤ d(DA).
(3) When C1 has crossings and C2 has no crossings, the labels of C1 are i− 1, i
and that of C2 is only i, and the labeling of C1

′ are i − 1, i and that of C2
′ is

i+ 1. Hence d(D) = i− 1, d(−D) = c(D)− i− 1, and d(D) ≤ d(DA).
(4) When neither C1 nor C2 has crossings, then c(D) = 1, and D is not an
almost alternating diagram.
Therefore, we have d(D) ≤ d(DA) = d(P ), where P = |D|. In particular, if D
has no monogons, then both C1 and C2 must have crossings for any crossing c,
and this case applies (1).

Next, we show the following proposition.
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Proposition 4. Let P be an irreducible knot projection with c(P ) ≤ 9. The
inequality d(D) ≤ d(P ) holds for any knot diagram D with |D| = P if and only
if P is neither of the four projections illustrated in Figure 7.

Figure 7: The four exceptional projections.

To prove Proposition 4, we prepare Lemmas 3, 4, 5. All the irreducible knot
projections with warping degree 1 and 2 are determined in [11].

Lemma 3. [11] Let P be an irreducible knot projection.
(1) d(P ) = 1 if and only if P is one of the two projections depicted in Figure 8.
(2) d(P ) = 2 if and only if P is one of the 16 projections depicted in Figure 9.

Figure 8: All the irreducible knot projections of warping degree one.

Figure 9: All the irreducible knot projections of warping degree two.

The following lemma gives an upper bounds for d(D) and d(P ).

Lemma 4. The inequality d(D) ≤ (c(D)− 1)/2 holds for any knot diagram D
with c(D) ≥ 1. The inequality d(P ) ≤ (c(P )−1)/2 holds for any knot projection
P with c(P ) ≥ 1.

Proof. By the inequality d(D) + d(−D) ≤ c(D) − 1 shown in [12], we have
2d(D) ≤ c(D)− 1, and therefore d(D) ≤ (c(D)− 1)/2. Since this also holds for
alternating diagrams D, we have d(P ) ≤ (c(P )− 1)/2.

The span, s(D), of an oriented knot diagram D is defined to be the difference
s(D) = maxb d(Db)−minb d(Db). By definition, we have s(D) = s(−D). Also,
we have the following.

Lemma 5. [13] The span s(D) is one if and only if D is an alternating diagram.
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Using the above lemmas, we show Proposition 4.

Proof of Proposition 4. We show that there exist no non-alternating diagrams
D with |D| = P such that d(D) > d(P ) under the condition.
•When c(P ) = 3 or 4, we have d(P ) = 1 by Lemma 4, and there are no diagrams
D with |D| = P satisfying d(D) > 1 by Lemma 4.
• When c(P ) = 5 or 6, we have d(P ) = 2 by Lemmas 3, 4, and there are no
diagrams D satisfying d(D) > 2 by Lemma 4.
• When c(P ) = 7, d(P ) = 2 or 3 by Lemmas 3, 4. There are no diagrams D
with |D| = P satisfying d(D) > 3 by Lemma 4. When d(P ) = 2, each oriented
alternating diagram DA with |DA| = P has warping degree labeling {2, 3} or
{4, 5}. There are no nonalternating diagrams D with |D| = P such that the
minimal label is greater than 2 and the maximal labeling is smaller than 5,
because s(D) > 1.
• When c(P ) = 8, d(P ) = 2 or 3 by Lemmas 3, 4. When d(P ) = 2, P is one
of the four knot projections depicted in Figure 7 by Lemma 3. For each knot
projection P , we have a diagramD with |D| = P such that d(D) = 3 > 2 = d(P )
as shown in Figure 10.

Figure 10: Diagrams of warping degree three.

When d(P ) = 3, the warping degree labeling on DA is {3, 4} or {4, 5}, and there
are no nonalternating diagram D such that the minimal label is greater than 3
and the maximal label is less than 5 since s(D) > 1.
• When c(P ) = 9, d(P ) = 3 or 4 by Lemmas 3, 4. There are no diagrams D such
that d(D) > 4 by Lemma 4. When d(P ) = 3, each oriented alternating diagram
DA has warping degree labeling {3, 4} or {5, 6}. There are no nonalternating
diagrams D such that the minimal label is greater than 3 and the maximal label
is less than 6 since s(D) > 1.

3.2 Welded unknotting number

In this subsection, we apply results in Subsection 3.1 to a study of welded
knot diagrams. A welded knot diagram is a diagram obtained from a classical
knot diagram by replacing some classical crossings with “welded crossings”. A
welded knot ([3, 9]) is the equivalence class of welded knot diagrams related
by classical and virtual Reidemeister moves and the over forbidden move. The
welded unknotting number, uw(D), of a welded knot diagram D is the minimum
number of classical crossings which are needed to be replaced with a welded
crossing to obtain a diagram of the trivial knot ([7]). Let D be a classical knot
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diagram. It is known that uw(D) ≤ d(D) ([6, 7, 10]), as a relation between the
welded unknotting number and the warping degree. On the other hand, the
inequality I(P ) ≤ d(P ) ≤ c(P )− I(P ), the relation between the warping degree
and the isolate-region number, was shown in [12]. For a knot diagram D, let
I(D) = I(P ), where P = |D|. With Propositions 3, 4, we have the following
corollaries which are estimations of the welded unknotting number in terms of
isolated regions.

Corollary 4. Let D be an almost alternating diagram. We have uw(D) ≤
c(D)− I(D).

Corollary 5. Let D be an irreducible knot diagram of c(D) ≤ 9 such that |D|
is neither of the projections in Figure 7. We have uw(D) ≤ c(D)− I(D).

4 Region-connect graph and its complement

In this section, region-connect graph and region-disconnect graph are defined
and investigated. Then an algorithm to find the isolate-region number is given.
For a graph G, we say a graph G′ is a subgraph of G and denote by G′ ⊆ G if
G′ = G or G′ is obtained from G by deleting some vertices and edges. For a link
projection L with n regions, give labels x1, x2, . . . , xn to the regions. The region-
connect graph G of L is the graph with the vertices labeled x1, x2, . . . , xn and the
edges xαxβ for all the pairs of connected regions xα and xβ (see Figure 11). The
region-disconnect graph, G, of L is the complement graph of G. By definition,
G represents which pairs of regions are disconnected. Then we can find the
isolated-region sets Ri of L by looking at G as follows. Find a subgraph of G
which is a complete graph Kr. Since the corresponding r regions to the vertices
of Kr are disconnected each other in L, the set of them is isolated. Moreover,
the maximum size of a complete graph Kr ⊆ G is identical to the isolate-region
number I(K). For example, we obtain I(K) = 3 for the knot projection K in
Figure 11 because the graph G includes K3 and does not include Kr for r ≥ 4.

Figure 11: A knot projection K and its graphs G and G.

5 I-generating function

In this section, we explore the generating functions for isolate-region sets of a
link projection. Let L be a link projection. Let R = {x1, x2, . . . , xn} be the set
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of all regions of L. Let P (R) be the power set of R. Now we want to know how
isolated-region sets Ri are distributed in P (R). First, each element Rk ∈ P (R)
is determined by the choices whether each region xj is taken or not. Hence, all
the elements in P (R) can be seen as the terms of the following polynomial.

h = (x1
0 + x1

1)(x2
0 + x2

1)(x3
0 + x3

1) · · ·
= (1 + x1)(1 + x2)(1 + x3) · · ·
= 1 + x1 + x2 + · · ·+ x1x2 + x1x3 + · · ·+ x1x2x3 + · · · ,

where j = 1 or 0 in xj
i denotes if the region xi is chosen or not respectively.

For h, delete the terms which include the pair of connected regions, i.e., the
pair of the letters which are connected in G. Then we obtain a polynomial g
which represents all the isolated-region sets. Since we want to know just the
number of isolated-region sets, replace each xi with x. Then, we obtain the
generating function f(L) for #(Ri) for isolated-region sets Ri. In this paper,
we call f(L) the i-generating function of L. By definition, the maximum degree,
maxdegf(L), indicates the isolate-region number of L. We have the following
proposition.

Proposition 5. For each i-generating function f(L) = a0+a1x+a2x
2+a3x

3+
· · ·+arx

r of a connected link projection L with c crossings, a0 = 1 and a1 = c+2.
All the terms from degree 0 to maxdegf(L) = r are nonzero.

Proof. We notice that each coefficient ak is the number of isolated-region sets
consisting of k regions. In terms of the region-disconnect graphs G, ak is the
number of Kk with Kk ⊆ G. The first claim is obvious from the fact that
we have one ∅ and the number of regions of L is c + 2. For the second claim,
when G includes a complete graph Kr, then G also includes Kr−1 because
Kr ⊇ Kr−1.

For connected irreducible link projections, we have an upper and lower bounds
for a2 as follows3.

Proposition 6. Let L be a connected irreducible link projection with c cross-
ings and let f(L) = a0 + a1x+ a2x

2 + · · ·+ arx
r be the i-generating function of

L. We have

c2 − 5c+ 2

2
≤ a2 ≤ c2 + 3c+ 2

2
.

3We note that Proposition 6 does not include Corollary 2 because the proposition claims
just a2 ≥ (c2 − 5c+ 2)/2 = −2 when c = 4.
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Proof. The upper bound is
(
c+2
2

)
, the number of edges of Kc+2 since G ⊆ Kc+2.

For the lower bound, let x1, x2, . . . , xc+2 be the regions of L. Suppose xi is a
ki-gon. Then xi has at most 2ki regions around xi. For each region xi, the
number of regions which is disconnected to xi is at least (c+2)−2ki−1, where
c+ 2 implies the number of all regions of L. In total, we have

a2 ≥
c+2∑
i=1

c+ 1− 2ki
2

=
(c+ 1)(c+ 2)

2
−

c+2∑
i=1

ki,

where we divided the summation by 2 to fix the double counting. Since we have

c =
2C2 + 3C3 + 4C4 + . . .

4
=

1

4

c+2∑
i=1

ki

for connected irreducible link projections, we have

a2 ≥ c2 + 3c+ 2

2
− 4c =

c2 − 5c+ 2

2
.

6 I-generating functions of (2, n)-torus link pro-
jections

In this section, we investigate the i-generating functions for the standard pro-
jections of (2, n)-torus links, and prove the following theorem.

Theorem 2. The i-generating function f(L) of a standard projection L of the
(2, n)-torus link (n ≥ 4) is

f(L) = 1 + (n+ 2)x+

⌊n
2 ⌋∑

k=2

(
n− k

k

)
n

n− k
xk.

For a standard projection T (2, n) of a (2, n)-torus link, give labels of regions
x1, x2, . . . , xn+2 as shown in Figure 12.
We notice that the (n+1)th and (n+2)th regions are connected with all the other
regions. Also, when n ≥ 3, each region from the 1st to nth is connected to the
four regions, the (n+1)th and (n+2)th regions and the neighboring two bigons.
In the region-connect graph G, therefore, the (n + 1)th and (n + 2)th vertices
have degree (n+1), and the others have degree four. As for G, the (n+1)th and
(n+2)th vertices have degree zero, and the others have degree (n−3). Moreover,
in G, the vertices x1, x2, . . . , xn forms a complete graphKn missing the following
n edges, x1x2, x2x3, x3x4, . . . , xnx1. For example, when n = 5, we have G and
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Figure 12: A standard projection T (2, n) of a (2, n)-torus link with regions
x1, x2, . . . , xn+2.

Figure 13: T (2, 5) and its G and G.

G as shown in Figure 13, and the polynomials h = (1+ x1)(1 + x2) . . . (1 + x7),
g = 1+x1+x2+· · ·+x7+x1x3+x3x5+x5x2+x2x4+x4x1, and f = 1+7x+5x2.
To prove Theorem 2, we prepare a (perhaps well-known) formula.

Lemma 6. Suppose there are m white balls in a line. Denote by
((

m
n

))
the

number of cases to paint n of m balls red so that the painted balls are not next
to each other. Then, ((

m

n

))
=

(
m− n+ 1

n

)
.

Proof. At first, suppose (m−n) white balls in a line. Then there are (m−n+1)
rooms between balls or on a side. The number of ways to put the painted n red
balls there is

(
m−n+1

n

)
.

Now we show Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2. Let G be the region-disconnected graph of T (2, n) with the
(n + 2) regions labeled as in Figure 12. Note that the (n + 1)th and (n + 2)th
vertices have degree zero. For the subgraph of G consisting of the vertices
x1, x2, . . . , xn and the edges, we discuss how many complete graphs Kk are
included.

Let f = a0 + a1x + a2x
2 + · · · + arx

r be the i-generating function. For
the maximum degree, we have r = maxdegf = ⌊n

2 ⌋ because we can take ⌊n
2 ⌋

non-neighboring vertices and cannot for ⌊n
2 ⌋ + 1 from G, where we say xi and

xj are neighboring when |i− j| = 1 or |i− j| = n− 1.
For coefficients, we have a0 = 1 as the empty set of vertices. We have

a1 = n+2, the number of vertices (or K1) of G, as mentioned in Proposition 5.

13



We have a2 = (n− 3)n2 , the number of edges (or K2) of G. More precisely, fix a

vertex xi. Then xi has n− 3 choices of vertices to form an edge in G. Remark
that xi cannot be connected with the neighboring vertices. Multiple n − 3 by
n because we can consider the same thing for the n vertices. Divide it by two
since each edge is double counted. Hence, we have a2 = (n− 3)n2 .

Next, for k ≥ 3, we obtain ak = (
(
n−3
k−1

)
)nk in the following way. Fix a vertex

xi. Then xi has n − 3 non-neighboring edges and has (
(
n−3
k−1

)
) choices to take

other k − 1 vertices to form Kk so that any pair of vertices is not neighboring.
Multiple (

(
n−3
k−1

)
) by n, and divide it by k since each Kk is counted k times.

Then,

ak =

((
n− 3

k − 1

))
n

k
=

(
(n− 3)− (k − 1) + 1

k − 1

)
n

k
=

(
n− k − 1

k − 1

)
n

k

=
n− k

n− k

(n− k − 1)(n− k − 2) . . . (n− 2k + 1)

(k − 1)!

n

k
=

(
n− k

k

)
n

n− k
.

This holds when k = 2, too.

The i-generating functions fn of T (2, n) are listed below for n = 1 to 12.

f1 = 1 + 3x

f2 = 1 + 4x

f3 = 1 + 5x

f4 = 1 + 6x+ 2x2

f5 = 1 + 7x+ 5x2

f6 = 1 + 8x+ 9x2 + 2x3

f7 = 1 + 9x+ 14x2 + 7x3

f8 = 1 + 10x+ 20x2 + 16x3 + 2x4

f9 = 1 + 11x+ 27x2 + 30x3 + 9x4

f10 = 1 + 12x+ 35x2 + 50x3 + 25x4 + 2x5

f11 = 1 + 13x+ 44x2 + 77x3 + 55x4 + 11x5

f12 = 1 + 14x+ 54x2 + 112x3 + 105x4 + 36x5 + 2x6

We have the following formula.

Proposition 7. For the i-generating functions fn(x) of T (2, n), we have

fn − fn−1 − xfn−2 = −2x2

for n ≥ 4.
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Proof. Let bk be the coefficient of xk of fn−fn−1−xfn−2. When k ≥ 3, the kth
coefficient of fn is

(
n−k
k

)
n

n−k , that of fn−1 is
(
n−1−k

k

)
n−1

n−1−k , and the (k − 1)th

coefficient of fn−2 is
(
(n−2)−(k−1)

k−1

)
n−2

(n−2)−(k−1) =
(
n−k−1
k−1

)
n−2

n−k−1 . Hence,

bk =

(
n− k

k

)
n

n− k
−
(
n− k − 1

k

)
n− 1

n− k − 1
−

(
n− k − 1

k − 1

)
n− 2

n− k − 1
.

Using the formula
(
n+1
r

)
=

(
n

r−1

)
+
(
n
r

)
, we have

(
n−k
k

)
=

(
n−k−1
k−1

)
+
(
n−k−1

k

)
and

bk =

(
n− k − 1

k − 1

)(
n

n− k
− n− 2

n− k − 1

)
+

(
n− k − 1

k

)(
n

n− k
− n− 1

n− k − 1

)
=

(n− k − 1)!

(k − 1)!(n− 2k)!

n− 2k

(n− k)(n− k − 1)
− (n− k − 1)!

k!(n− 2k − 1)!

k

(n− k)(n− k − 1)

=
(n− k − 1)!

(k − 1)!(n− 2k − 1)!

1

(n− k)(n− k − 1)
− (n− k − 1)!

(k − 1)!(n− 2k − 1)!

1

(n− k)(n− k − 1)

= 0.

For k ≤ 2, b2 =
(
n−2
2

)
n

n−2 −
(
n−3
2

)
n−1
n−3 − n = −2, b1 = (n+ 2)− (n+ 1)− 1 = 0

and b0 = 1 − 1 = 0. Hence, we have b2 = −2 and bk = 0 for k ̸= 2, and
fn − fn−1 − xfn−2 = −2x2 holds for n ≥ 4.

From Proposition 7, we have a recurrence relation about the number of isolated-
region sets.

Corollary 6. For the i-generating function fn(x) of T (2, n) of n ≥ 4, we have

fn(1) = fn−1(1) + fn−2(1)− 2.
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