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ORDERINGS ON i-MARKOV NUMBERS
ESTHER BANAIAN

ABSTRACT. The k-Markov numbers, introduced by Gyoda and Matsushita, are those which
appear in positive integral solutions to 2% + y? + 22 + k(xy + x2 + yz) = (3 + 3k)zyz. When
k = 0, this recovers the ordinary Markov numbers. A long-standing question in the theory of
Markov numbers is Frobenius’s unicity conjecture, concerning whether every Markov number
is the maximum in a unique solution triple. Aigner gave a series of weaker, related conjectures
which were confirmed to be true by Lee, Li, Rabideau, and Schiffler using techniques from
the theory of cluster algebras. We show here that k-Markov numbers also satisfy Aigner’s
conjectures.

1. INTRODUCTION
A triple of positive integers (a, b, c) € Z~q satisfying
2 + 1?4 2% = 3ayz

is known as a Markov triple. The equation itself is known as the Markov equation. Examples
of Markov triples include (1,1, 1), (1, 1,2), and (2, 5,29). A number which appears in a Markov
triple is a Markov number. For instance, 1,25, and 29 are Markov numbers while one can
show that 3 is not.

Markov numbers first appeared in the study of Diophantine approximation [22]. In particu-
lar, they index points in the discrete interval of the Lagrange spectrum. Since their introduc-
tion to the world, Markov numbers have proven to be of interest in many other areas of math,
including hyperbolic geometry, algebraic geometry, number theory, and combinatorics. One
area of research concerns Frobenius’ unicity conjecture, which states that each Markov num-
ber is the maximum in a unique Markov triple. As is the case with many long-standing open
problems, Frobenius’ conjecture has motivated much interesting work on Markov numbers;
Aigner’s book [1] provides a lovely summary.

There is a well-known method of indexing Markov numbers with rational numbers in the
interval [0, 1] (see Section 2.1). Formally, we can view this as a function from QN [0, 1] to the

set of Markov numbers, sending %’ — me. Frobenius’ conjecture is equivalent to stating that
q

this map is injective. If this conjecture is true, then we recover a total order on Q N [0, 1] by
setting § < Zif me < me:. Aigner provided a triple of conjectures using this perspective, that
q S

is, predicting features of this total ordering.

Conjecture 1 (Aigner [1]). Let p, q be positive integers such that 1 < p < q and ged(p,q) = 1.
(1) (Fized Numerator) If ¢ < ¢ and ged(p,q') =1, then me < m= .
(2) (Fized Denominator) If p < p’ < q and ged(p',q) =1, tqhen m% <My .
(3) (Fized Sum) If 0 < i < p is such that ged(p —i,q + i), then me < mqD.

q+i
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A modern lens through which some have studied Markov numbers is cluster theory. A
cluster algebra is a commutative ring with a distinguished set of generators, cluster variables,
which sit in overlapping sets called clusters [14]. One can already see parallels to the definition
of Markov numbers and triples respectively. The similarities run deeper, which the following
key result illuminates.

Theorem 1. If (x,y, 2) is a Markov triple, so is (x,y, z') where 2’ is defined by
22 + ¢

(1) 2 = :

z

and similarly for (z',y,z) and (x,y, z). Every Markov triple is the result of applying finitely
many such moves to the triple (1,1,1).

The positivity of 2z’ evident from Equation 1 while integrality follows from the fact that,
if (z,y, z) is a Markov triple, then @ = 3xy — z. Equation 1 resembles one specific form
of (cluster) mutation, which connects different clusters in a cluster algebra. Indeed, there is
one specific cluster algebra, aptly called the Markov cluster algebra, whose cluster variables
specialize to Markov numbers [6, 27].

This identification of Markov numbers as specializations of cluster variables has been used
to make progress towards the unicity conjecture [21, 28]. The Markov cluster algebra is also
a cluster algebra of surface type, as discussed in [12, 13]; the relevant surface is a once-
punctured torus. Musiker, Schiffler, and Williams introduced a direct, combinatorial method
of computing cluster variables for cluster algebras of surface type in order to demonstrate the
coefficients are always positive [24]. This construction associates to each cluster variable x a
weighted, bipartite graph G such that x can be expressed as a dimer partition function of G.
A corollary in the present setting is that Markov numbers can be interpreted as the number
of dimer-covers (or, perfect matchings) of a family of graphs [27]. Indeed, perhaps the earliest
instance of a snake graph (predating the definition of cluster algebras) appears in work of
Cohn on Markov numbers [10]. These graphs also are closely related to Christoffel words,
another combinatorial tool used in the study of Markov numbers [29].

Interpreting Markov numbers as cardinalities of sets of dimer covers has been useful in two,
related directions. Firstly, Canakci and Schiffler showed that the number of dimer covers of
a snake graph can be expressed as the numerator of a continued fraction [8]. Therefore, one
can use machinery related to continued fractions in order to study Markov numbers. (We
remark that one could circumvent the cluster algebra connection to link Markov numbers
and continued fractions.) This approach was taken by Rabideau and Schiffler in [28] to
show the Fixed Numerator conjecture (i.e. Conjecture 1 part 1). The second approach uses
snake graph calculus [7, 9], a combinatorial method of realizing skein relations through the
combinatorial formula of Musiker, Schiffler, and Williams [24]. This approach was taken by
Lee, Li, Rabideau, and Schiffler in [21] to show that the three statements in Conjecture 1
follow from a more general set of inequalities on the numbers me. We note that similar

results were shown with other methods in [15, 20, 23].
Here, we will apply both approaches to study solutions to a family of equations which
generalize the Markov equation. Given k > 0, we define the k-Markov equation to be

(2) 2+ y* + 22 + k(avy + 22 +y2) = (3 + 3k)xyz.

Triples of positive integers satisfying Equation 2 are called k-Markov triples, which are
comprised of k-Markov numbers. Notice that ordinary Markov triples coincide with 0-Markov
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triples in our language, allowing us to simultaneously discuss the ordinary and generalized
case.

Equation 2 was first defined and studied by Gyoda and Matsushita [18]. In particular, they
showed that Vieta jumps connect all k-Markov triples.

Theorem 2 (Theorem 1.1 [18]). If (z,y, 2) is a k-Markov triple, so is (x,y,z’) where 2’ is
given by
22 + kxy + y?

2

and similarly for (2',y, z) and (x,y, z). Every k-Markov triple is the result of applying finitely
many such moves to the triple (1,1,1).

(3) 7 =

The definition of the k-Markov equation is motivated by Chekhov and Shapiro’s generalized
cluster algebras, which have the same structure as (ordinary) cluster algebras but allow more
general mutation relations. Indeed, for each choice of &, there is a specific generalized cluster
algebra whose cluster variables specialize to k-Markov numbers.

We remark that Gyoda and Matsushita studied the more general equation

(4) 22+ 4+ 22+ ke + kawz + kszy = (3 + ki + ko + k3)zyz

with three nonnegative integral parameters ki, ko, k3 [18] . An appropriately defined analogue
of Theorem 2 is true here and the connection to generalized cluster algebras remains. However,
the uniqueness conjecture is known to not be true in this widest setting of generality (see [18,
Remark 2.8]), and the asymmetry forces one to use a more complex indexing system (see [2,
Section 3.4]). These two complications convince us to only consider the case k; = ko = k3
here. However, we remark that the results in Sections 3 and 4 could be extended to the
distinct k; case.
Our main result is that Aigner’s conjectures holds for k-Markov numbers as well.

Theorem 3. Conjecture 1 holds for the k-Markov numbers for all k > 0.

Theorem 2 for kK = 1 (i.e. 1-Markov numbers) was independently shown by the author
and Sen in [5]. In this case, the generalized cluster algebra can be seen as arising from a
once-punctured sphere with three orbifold points of order 3. The main focus in this previous
work was to use a generalization of the snake graph construction to orbifolds from previous
work with Kelley [4] to study 1-Markov numbers, largely through continued fractions.

In joint work with Gyoda [2], we repackaged the construction from [4] into the language
of fence posets and used it to study the generalized cluster algebras in the backdrop of the
k-Markov numbers and the more general solutions to Equation 4. These posets come with
labels and weights which are scalar multiples of monomials; we can use this construction to
study the k-Markov numbers as well by setting the initial variables to 1 in the weights and
labels. The resulting posets can still come with weights other than 1, so that we are no longer
interpreting k-Markov numbers as cardinalities. However, we use a simple trick (Lemma 4)
to “extend” the weighted posets to those with all elements with weight 1. Our main proof
technique is to apply the poset skein relations from joint work with Kang and Kelley [3] to
these extended posets. In Section 2.4, we highlight how these poset skein relations can be
used to deduce relations on numerators of continued fractions, which may be of independent
interest.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we complete our survey of
the background as well as give more precise details regarding the combinatorial tools discussed
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here. The poset construction from [2] (in the specialized case) as well as the extended version
is given in Section 3. Section 4 describes a distance function we put on Z2, ¢, using the
combinatorial constructions in the previous section and following the ordinary case from [21].
Finally, Section 5 contains the proof of the main result, using properties of ¢;, and culminates
with a discussion regarding future directions.
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2. TooLs

In this section, we summarize necessary background for the main result. Many topics
are inspired by cluster theory, which we point out for continuity and motivation. However,
knowledge of cluster algebras is not necessary to understand any results in this article.

2.1. Rational Labeling. Theorem 2 endows k-Markov triples with the structure of a rooted
tree. It is most convenient to omit the first triple, (1,1, 1), from the construction.

Definition 1. Define the k-Markov tree, MT*, to be the rooted tree whose vertices are labeled
by triples of positive integers with root (1,k + 2,1) and such that each vertex (a,b,c) has left
child (b, M, ¢) and right child (a, ‘LZLEM, c).

Notice that there is symmetry between the left and right side of the tree, up to reordering.
We draw a neighborhood of the root of the 1-Markov tree below.

(1,3,1)
(3,13,1) — T (1,13,3)
(13,61,1) T (3,217,13) (13,217,3)  (1,61,13)
(61,201,1) \  (217,16693,13)\  (217,3673,3\_ (61,4683, 13N
(13,4683, 61) (3,3673, 217) (13, 16693, 217) (1,291,61)

We will label k-Markov numbers with rational numbers by comparing the k-Markov tree
with the Farey tree.

Definition 2. Define the Farey tree, F'T, to be the rooted tree whose vertices are labeled
with triples from Q U {%} with root (%, %, %) and such that each verter (%, §, L) has left child

(2, 2L LY gnd right child (£, “2 2).

q’ gtu’ u s?st+q’q

We draw a neighborhood of the root of the Farey tree below. Notice that the rooted sub-tree
with root (2,3, 1) is labeled by triples coming from the interval [0, 1].

10201
(Q 1 l)
17170
121 / \ 01 1
(1,%:5) (3,2, 7)
S N S N
L GED GRD 0
/ N\ / N\ / N\ / N\
FLDEADELDELDEEDGEDEEDC LY
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It is well-known that every positive rational number appears as the middle entry of a unique
vertex in F'T.

There is a canonical bijection of trees 7 : FT — MT*. We use this to define a map
t:QnN(0,1) — Z by focusing on the middle entries of each,

t
L(E) = b where Z(i,]—?,—) = (a,b,c).
q s'q u

Using this comparison of trees, given %’ € Qpo,1), we define m(gk) as
q

1 £=19
q
m(g): k+ 2 Ié—%
Coluy o<z<l

(1)

5/ = 4683. In Section 3, we will give an explicit method to construct m',
5

P
q

For example, m

2.2. Continued Fractions. This section discusses an important computational tool which
is intricately linked to both Markov numbers and fence posets.

Definition 3. Given a finite list ay, ..., a, of nonnegative integers, with a; > 0 for ¢ > 1, the
continued fraction, [ay,...,a,] is given by
1
lai,...,a,) =a; + .
as +
2 L 1

CL —

S

o

a’n

Every rational number g can be expressed as a continued fraction; this expression is unique

if we insist a,, > 1. It will be advantageous for us later to compute continued fractions in an
alternate way:.

Lemma 1. Let aq,...,a, be a list of nonnegative integers with a,, > 0. If p,q,r, s are integers
defined by
ap 1 ay 1 a, 1 _(p T
b6 - -6
then
[&1,...,(1”]:1_? and [al,...,anfl]:f
4q S

One can replace the definition of a continued fraction with the matrix formula in Lemma
1. Next, we use Lemma 1 to relate numerators of continued fractions. These formulas will
be useful in later sections. Let May,...,a,] denote the numerator of the resulting (reduced)
fraction [ay, ..., an]. That is, if [a1, ..., a,] = 2, Nas, ..., a,] = p.
Lemma 2. Let puy, pio be possibly empty lists of nonnegative integers and let a,b, k be nonneg-
atwe integers. We have

(5) N[M17a’7k7b7/1’2] :N[/J’ha‘—i_ k+ bn“?] +kN[,LLl,CI/— 17 17b_ 1;,“2]
and

(6) N[/*Lbaak—i_ 17b7,u2] :N[Mhaalab—i_ka,uQ] +kN[/1’17a_ 1717b_ 27“2]



6 ESTHER BANAIAN

Gy G5 GG —+ +_ *++
/ AN
G T - 6]
- v N
G1 G2 +, *++

F1GURE 1. On the left, we have a snake graph with 6 tiles. The sign function
on the snake graph is shown in the middle, with the signs used to compute the
shape colored in red. The red signs (doubling the last —) tell us that the snake
graph has shape 3,2,2. The fence poset of shape 3,2,2 is drawn on the right.
Here, we label elements with their chronological labels in .

Proof. In light of Lemma 1, we can show each equation by comparing two matrix expressions.
For Equation 5, first we compute

a 1\ (k 1\ (b 1\ (akb+a+0b ak+1
1 0/J\1 0/)\1 0/ bk + 1 k '
Next, we see

(1) E 0\ fa—1 1\ (1 1\ (b—1 1\ [(akb—Fk ak
0 k 1 0/\1 0 1 0/ bk k
and the entry-wise sum of the above with
a+k+0b 1
1 0
is the same as the matrix in Equation 7, showing Equation 5. One can show Equation 6 in
an analogous way. 0

One more useful result is the following, which is well-known.

Lemma 3. Ifaq,...,a, is a finite sequence of positive integers, then
Nlai,...,a,] = Nlag, ..., a].

2.3. Snake Graphs and Fence Posets. Here, we introduce two combinatorial objects which
have parallel roles in the theory of cluster algebras from surfaces.

A tile is another name for a cycle graph on 4 vertices. We will draw tiles as squares and
will refer to the four sides as North, East, South, and West in the natural way. If the tile
is named G, then the north edge will be labeled N(G), and similarly for the other cardinal
directions.

Consider a set of tiles, G1,...,G4. A snake graph, G, is the result of identifying pairs
of edges of these graphs in such a way that, for all 1 < ¢ < d, either N(G;) is identified
with S(G;41) or E(G;) is identified with W(G;11). The resulting shape is also known as a
border-strip. An example is drawn in Figure 1 on the left.

There are many ways to glue a set of tiles together. In order to distinguish these, we use a
sign function, f, as in [8]. This is a function from the edge set of a snake graph to the size
two set {£}, which satisfies the following rules.

(1) For each tile G;, S(G;) and E(G;) are labeled the same way and similarly for N(G;)
and W (G;).
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(2) For each tile G;, S(G;) and N(G;) are labeled in the opposite way.
(3) The label of S(Gy) is —.

The final condition assigns a unique sign function to each snake graph; otherwise, there
would be two sign functions associated to each snake graph. See the middle of Figure 1 for
an example of a sign function.

An internal edge of a snake graph is one which borders two tiles. A snake graph with d tiles
has d — 1 internal edges. Label these ey, ..., e, 1. Let ey denote S(Gy). The sign sequence of
a snake graph is f(eg), f(e1),..., f(eq—1), f(eq—1); we emphasize that we repeat f(e;_1) at the
end. Let aq,...,a, denote the lengths of maximal constant subseqeunces of the sign sequence;
necessarily, a,, > 1. We call the sequence a4, ..., a, the shape of of G. Indeed the data of the
shape uniquely determines G. For instance, the shape of the snake graph in Figure 1 is 3,2,2.

Recall a perfect matching of a graph G = (V,E) is a M C E such that every v € V is
incident to exactly one e € M. Weighted perfect matchings of snake graphs can be used to
compute cluster variables in a cluster algebra of surface type [24]. The following beautiful
result by Canak¢i and Schiffler shows how the shape of a snake graph also encodes the number
of perfect matchings.

Theorem 4 ([8)). If G is a snake graph of shape ay, . .., a,, then the number of perfect match-
ings of G is Nlay, ..., an).

For example, the continued fraction [3,2,2] is equal to the rational number %, from which
we see that the snake graph in Figure 1 has 17 perfect matchings.

Cluster variables are Laurent polynomials in two variables. Computing one of these variables
in terms of snake graphs can be done by putting the set of perfect matchings into a partial
order. The resulting poset turns out to be a distributive lattice, and its underlying poset
of join-irreducible elements is a fence poset; see [25, Theorem 5.4]. A fence poset is a poset
whose Hasse diagram is a path graph. In other words, a fence poset P on h elements, denoted
P(1),...,P(h), is a poset is of the form

(8) P(1) <P(2) < <Pler) = Ples +1) = -+ > Plea) < Plez + 1) - Plen) = P(h).

Notice that by our indexing, an element P(i) only has cover relations with P(i — 1) and
P(i + 1), when these elements exist. We refer to this as a chronological labeling, as in [3].
See the fence poset on the right in Figure 1. We use boxes to denote the use of chronological
labeling and to distinguish these from other labels which will be used in later sections.

Every poset with more than one element has two chronological labelings. Given a poset
P with one chronological labeling, let P denote the same poset with reverse chronological
labeling. In a drawing, this means taking a mirror image of the Hasse diagram. The notion of
chronological labeling also invites a notion of interval notation, Pla,b] := {P(i) : a < i < b}.
If @ > b, define Pla,b] = 0.

We return to discussions of shape. If n, as in Equation 8, is 1, so that P is a chain which
increases with the chronological labeling, we define the shape of P to be a; = ¢;+1. Otherwise,

we define the shape of P to be the sequence of positive integers aq, ..., a, defined by
C1 1=1
a; = § C —Ci_1 l<i<n

Cp— Cno1+1 1=n.

Notice that a; = 1 if and only if P(1) is maximal, and a,, > 1.
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For example, consider the fence poset on the right of Figure 1. The numbers ¢; are ¢; =
3,co = 5 and c3 = 6. Therefore, the shape is 3,2, 2.

An order ideal of a poset P is a subset I C P satisfying if z € I and y X =, then y € I. In
other words, an order ideal is “closed going down”. The set of all order ideals of a poset P is
denoted J(P). The empty set is an order ideal, so here we say an empty poset has one order
ideal. Given x € P, let (x) denote the smallest order ideal containing x. An order ideal of
the form (x) is sometimes called a principal order ideal.

We have now indexed both snake graphs and posets with finite sequences of positive integers
whose last entry is greater than 1. The connection is the following.

Theorem 5. Given aq, ..., a,, a list of positive integers with a,, > 1, let G and P be the snake
graph and poset of shape aq, ..., a, respectively. There is a bijection between the set of perfect
matchings of G and the set of order ideals of P.

Proof. This is a corollary of [25, Theorem 5.4]. O

More recently, a weighted version of Theorem 5 was given in [19] which allows one to
compute cluster variables directly from fence posets. The same result was independently
shown in [26]. Here, we only need the fact that these sets have the same size. Combining
Theorems 4 and 5 allows us to quickly compute the number of order ideals of a fence poset.

Corollary 1. If P is a fence poset of shape ay, ..., a,, then the number of order ideals of P
is Nay, ag, ..., a,].

For example, since we previously computed that the snake graph in Figure 1 has N'[3,2,2] =
17 perfect matchings, we also know the fence poset on the righthand side has 17 order ideals.

Corollary 1 gives another perspective for [11, Lemma 2], which gave a recursion on the
cardinality of the set of order ideals of a fence poset.

2.4. Skein Relations. Let a multicurve denote a (multi) set of curves on a surface. Given
two curves with a designated point of intersection, the resolution of this intersection is the
pair of multicurves resulting from replacing the point of intersection, locally X, with =< and
with )(. Understanding skein relations has been important in the study of cluster algebras
from surfaces as cluster variables satisfy an algebraic version of skein relations [13]. That is,
if z and 2’ are cluster variables associated to curves which intersect, and the resolution of this
intersection is the pair of multicurves I'* and I'", each of which corresponds to a product of
elements of the cluster algebra, then we have

xx' = xp+ + xp-.

Indeed, Vieta jumping for ordinary Markov numbers (Equation 1) can be seen as a special
case of a skein relation in the surface model for the Markov cluster algebra.

There have been multiple approaches to studying skein relations for cluster algebras. One,
given by Canak¢i and Schiffler, uses the snake graph construction and is combinatorial in
nature [9]. In joint work with Kang and Kelley, we gave poset versions of these results, working
in the more general setting of “tagged arcs” [3], which results in considering a slightly larger
class than fence posets. We will be interested in the enumerative consequences of these results.
Here, we do not need this wider generality and only consider fence posets. Therefore, while
we use the language from [3] for convenience, every result discussed also comes from simply
translating [9] to the land of fence posets. From here on, all posets will be assumed to be
fence posets.
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Let a subset S of elements in a poset P be on bottom if for any p € S,0 € P\S, p # o; this
is equivalent to the condition of being an order ideal. Define a set to be on top in a parallel
way. Such sets are sometimes called “order filters.”

If two posets P; and P, have isomorphic subposets of the form Ry = Pi[c,d] and Ry =
P, d'], we say they have an overlap. We emphasize that this isomorphism must be consistent
with the two chronological orderings. We say this is moreover a crossing overlap if

e R, is on top of P; and Ry is on bottom of Ps;
e we do not have both ¢ =1 and ¢ = 1; and

e we do not have both d = h; and d’ = hy where h; = |P;].

Definition 4. Given a pair of posets Py and Py with a crossing overlap Ry = Pife,d] =
Pylc,d] = Ry, define the Type 0 resolution of P; and Py to be {Ps, Py} U {Ps,Ps} where
these new posets are defined as follows.
o Let Ps be the poset on Pi[1,d] U Pyld + 1, hy| with all induced relations as well as
Pl(d) =< Pz(dl + 1)
o Let Py be the poset on Pa[l,d'] U Pold + 1, hy] with all induced relations as well as
Po(d') = Pa(d+1).
e The construction of Ps depends on ¢ and c'.
— Ifc > 1 and ¢ > 1, then Ps is the poset on Pi[l,c — 1] U Po[l, ¢ — 1] with all
induced relations as well as Py(c — 1) »= Pa(d —1).
— Ifc=1, implying ¢ > 1, let v < ¢ — 1 be the largest integer such that Py(v) £
Pa(c — 1), if it exists, and otherwise let v = 0. Let Ps be the induced subposet
Pg[l,?}].
— If =1, implying ¢ > 1, let uw < ¢ — 1 be the largest integer such that Py(u) #
Pi(c — 1), if it exists, and otherwise let w = 0. Let Py be the induced subposet
Pl[l,u].
e There are three parallel cases to construct Pg, analyzing d and d'. See [2, Definition
8.2], where “s” denotes ¢ here and ‘t” denotes d here.

Definition 4 was called a “Type 0 resolution” as it corresponds to a certain type of geometric
intersection with respect to a triangulation; see Section 5. There are several other ways in
which two curves can intersect. These are only apparent from the posets when the elements
are labeled with curves from a triangulation. Any pair of abstract fence posets of given shape
can realize such intersections. Therefore, here we discuss them without referencing when they
apply.

Definition 5. Given a pair of posets Py and Po, choose 1 < i < hy := |Py|. Chronologically
label Py such that Pa(i) = Pa(i + 1). Define the Type 1 resolution of Py and Py with respect
to i to be {Ps, Py} U{Ps, Ps} where these new posets are defined as follows.
o Let Ps be the poset on Py U Ps[l,i] with all induced relations as well as Pa(i) < Pi(1).
e Let v > i be the smallest integer such that P(i) # Pa(v), if it exists; otherwise let
v =hy+ 1. Let Py be the induced poset on Pa[v, hs].
o Let Ps be the poset on PyUPs[i+ 1, ho| with all induced relations as well as Pa(i+1) =
Pi(1).
o Letu < i be the largest integer such that P;(i) £ Po(u), if it exists; otherwise let u = 0.
Let Pg be the induced poset on Py[1, ul.

Definition 6. Given a pair of posets Py and Ps, define the Type 2 resolution of P; and Ps
to be {Ps, Py} U{Ps,Ps} where these new posets are defined as follows.
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o Let Py be poset on Py U Py with all induced relations as well as Py(1) = Pa(1).

o Let P, be the empty poset.

o Let v be the smallest integer such that Py(1) 7 Pi(v), if it exists; otherwise set v =
|P1| =: hy. Let Ps be the induced poset on Pylv, hq].

o Let u be the smallest integer such that Pa(1) A Pa(u), if it exists; otherwise set u =
|Py| =: ha. Let P be the induced poset on Pafu, hs.

Proposition 1. Let P and Py be a pair of posets. Suppose Ps, Py, Ps and Pg are four posets
satisfying one of the following conditions.

(1) The pair Py and Py has a crossing overlap and {P3, Py} U {Ps, Ps} is the Type 0
resolution.

(2) The set {Ps, Py} U{P5, Ps} is the Type 1 resolution of Py and Py with respect to some
1 <1< |P2|

(3) The set {Ps, Ps} U{P5, Ps} is the Type 2 resolution of Py and Ps.

Then,
[J(P)| - [T(P2)| = |J(Ps)] - [J(Pa)| + [J(Ps)] - |J(Ps)]-

Proof. This is the consequence of specializing all variables in [3, Propositions 6,7,8] to 1, or
equivalently from translating the results from [9] to statements concerning posets. U

Example 1. First, consider the two posets P; and Py below. We denote elements in each with
their chronological label, using primes for P,. These two posets have a crossing overlap in
Pi(2,4] = P,[1, 3.

P1 Po

The resolution consists of the following posets. We do not draw Ps as it is empty.

(6]

SN/ / \ V4
6]
/ AN / /
Ps3 Py Pe

One can check the existence of a bijection using Corollary 1. As previously noted, P; has
17 order ideals. One can further compute P, has N[2,1,2] = 8 order ideals and similarly Ps
has 11, P, has 12, Ps has 1, and Pg has 4. Indeed, 17-8 =136 =11-12+1-4.

Ezxample 2. We demonstrate the application of Definition 6 to P; and P, from Example 1.
First, we draw Ps.
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N N/
Ps

Now, the number v from Definition 6 is 2 since P;(1) % P1(2). The number u is 3 since
Pa(1) < Py(2) but Pa(1) £ P2(3). Therefore, the posets Ps and Pg are as below.

/N
6] /
N
Ps Ps

Using continued fractions, we can numerically verify Proposition 1. In Example 1, we saw
|J(P1)] - |J(Ps)| = 17 -8 = 136. The shape of Pz is 1,1,1,1,3,2,2, the shape of P5 is 2,2, 2,
and the shape of Pg is 3. Indeed, we have

N1,1,1,1,3,2,2] + N[2,2,2] - N[3] = 100 + 12 - 3 = 136.

From the point of view of Corollary 1, Proposition 1 can alternately be viewed as a family
of relations on numerators of continued fractions. There are many such formulas, based on
the various local configurations of these poset families. We present two of these formulas.

Corollary 2. Let ay,...,a, and by,..., b, be two finite sequences of positive integers. Let
a denote the sequence aq,...,a,, B denote the sequence by, ..., b,,, and @ denote the reverse
sequence ay, . .., a;.

(1) Let 1 <i <m and let V', b" € Z>o satisfy b’ + 0" +1i =b;. Let 5 denote the sequence
bi,...,bi_o and (" the sequence b;yo,...,b,. We have

N[Q]N[/B] - N[ﬁ/7bi—l>b/7a]'/\/’[bi+1 + 17B”] +N[a7 17b//7bi+17ﬁl/]'/\/'[ﬁ,7 bi—l + ]-]
(2) Suppose a1 =1 and by > 1. We have
N[Q]N[/B] :N[a75] +N[a27va‘n}'}\/[b277bn]

Proof. Part 1 comes from applying Proposition 1 for a resolution of Type 1 when the element
Ps(i) is incomprable with Ps(1) and Pa(|P2|), i.e., this element does not lie on the first or last
maximal chain of P,. Part 2 comes from applying the same Proposition for a resolution of
Type 2 where P;(1) is maximal and Py(1) is minimal. O

3. Two PoOSET CONSTRUCTIONS

In [2] we constructed a labeled, weighted fence poset P, associated to any curve - on the
lattice Z? with integral endpoints which does not contain integral points in its interior. Refer
to such a curve as an arc; we will also orient each arc in one of two directions. Whereas therein
elements were labeled with Laurent monomials, here we will specialize all formal variables to
1 and have rational weights. For book-keeping, we will retain the labels. When the weights
can vary, we will refer to poset elements by (I, w) where [ is the label and w is the weight.
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Soon, we will focus on posets with all elements weighted with 1, and then we will just refer
to labels. We emphasize that this is distinct from the chronological labeling discussed in the
previous section and in particular multiple elements of a poset can have the same label.

Let £ be the lattice of all arcs (or, “line segments”) in R? of slope 0, oo, and —1 with
endpoints being integral. Given a line segment 7 in £, let I(7) = z if 7 has slope —1, I(7) =y
if 7 has slope oo, and [(7) = z if 7 has slope 0. The labels of all line segments in £ are marked
in Example 3.

We will assume all arcs have a minimal set of intersections with £. In particular, an arc
will never cross the same arc (or, line segment) in £ two consecutive times. We will also
always choose one of two possible orientations for an arc. This induces an indexing on the
arc’s intersections with L.

Algorithm 1. Let y be an arc on Z?. If v does not intersect any line segments in £, then P,
is empty.

Otherwise, suppose the first line segment crossed by v is 7,. If £ = 0, then introduce one
new element P, (1) = (I(7,), 1) to P,. Otherwise, introduce two new elements P, (1) and P, (2).
If the intersection point of v and 7, lies strictly closer to the right endpoint of 7, than the left
(with respect to the orientation of +), then set P,(1) > P,(2); otherwise set P, (1) < P,(2).
Give both elements the label I(7,), weight the smaller with k& and weight larger with %

The remainder of the poset is constructed by performing the following.

(1) Let 7, be the last arc from £ which we have accounted for. If 7, is also the last arc
crossed by v, then we return the poset constructed. Otherwise, let 7, be the next arc
crossed by v, and let P,(j) be the last element of P, constructed so far.

(2) Introduce an element P, (j + 1) which has label I(7;,). If 7, and 7, share an endpoint
to the right of v, set P,(j) = P,(j + 1); otherwise, set P,(j) < P,(j + 1).

(3) If k£ =0, then weight P,(j + 1) with 1 and return to step 1.

(4) If £ > 0, then introduce another element P, (j + 2) which is also labeled (7). If the
intersection point of v and 7, lies strictly closer to the right endpoint of 7, than the
left (with respect to the orientation of 7), then set P, (j+1) = P,(j +2); otherwise set
P,(j+1) < P,(j +2). In either case, weight the smaller element with k& and weight
larger with 7. Return to Step (1).

Notice that even if v and ¢ are homotopic arcs and have the same sequence of intersections
with £, the posets P, and Ps can be different. This is illustrated in the following Example.

Example 3. Consider the following two arcs, v; and vs.

A~ ~

vl . e N
/2

Y

~ >

Assume first that & > 0. Then, the two posets, P,, and P,, are drawn on the left and right
below, respectively. Each element is denoted with as (label, weight).
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If £ = 0, the resulting posets are in fact the same. They are given by (z,1) = (y,1) < (x,1).

Let ot denote the a straight line between (0, 0) and (g, p) where p and ¢ are coprime positive
integers. For instance, v; in Example 3 is « 1. Each such arc intersects one line segment at its
midpoint. Note that our algorithm is left-biased in that even when ~ crosses a line segment
7 at its midpoint, we treat the intersection as if it is closer to the left endpoint. A corollary
from the work in [2] is that the posets 775 can be used to compute the k-Markov numbers.

Given a poset P with a weight function on its elements, w : P — R, define

W(P) = Z Hw(p).

IcJ(P) pel

As a convention, extend an unweighted poset P to a weighted one by defining w(p) = 1 for
all p € P.

Theorem 6. If 0 < p < q satisfy ged(p,q) =1 and k > 0, then

Proof. This is a consequence of setting all variables z; and y; to 1 in [2, Theorem 8.30]. [

The statement of Theorem 6 points out that the parameter & is implicit in our notation of
the poset Pr. Since we will not vary k, this should not cause confusion.
q

We will be interested in a wider family of curves. Let A, B € Z*. Define 745 to be the
result of taking the line segment AB and deforming each intersection of AB with points in
Z* other than A and B an infintesimal amount to the left. Define 7%, similarly to 745, using
a right deformation instead.

Convention 1. The arcs 745 and %5 each have the form of a series of arcs y» for the same
q

fraction § connected by semicircles. While the arcs e each intersect a line segment in £ at
q

its midpoint, we imagine that in 7%, these intersections have moved slightly to the left and
in v, these have moved slightly to the right.

, and this is distinct from P_r unless k = 0.

In particular, P,, =
P 1ETE Y(0,0)(a,p)

L
7(0,0)(,p)

Ezample 4. Here, we consider 745 and v55; where A = (0,0) and B = (2,4). These are drawn
on the left and right below.
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The poset Pﬁs is drawn below.

X, %) (z, k)\
(@} (2. 1) (=}
(k) (D) (@.1) (1)
(k) Y (@ (&%)
Ey,kj Ex,k) fy,%)

—~ 7

y, k)

Notice that P,z is the result of taking two copies of P, (P, in Example 3) and connecting
2

cach to a chain (z,7) > -+ (y, k). The poset P,z can be constructed the same way, but with
the order of the chain reversed, and the middle inequalities of the two copies of P, reversed

2
(see Convention 1). Indeed, these two posets are the same with reverse chronological labeling.
We will show this is always the case in Lemma 8.

Our goal is to show that, in this setting, we can replace the posets constructed in [2] with
different posets, called extended posets, in which every element has weight 1. Therefore, we can
recognize all k-Markov numbers as enumerating order ideals and as numerators of continued
fractions.

In order to work in slightly larger generality, say that a weighted poset with positive rational
weights and chronological ordering is balanced if all elements with a weight other than 1 come
in pairs of the form {P(i), P(i + 1)} such that wt(P(i))wt(P(i + 1)) = 1 and the smaller of
the two elements has an integral weight. For any curve v on Z?, the poset P, is balanced.

Algorithm 2. Let P be a balanced poset. We construct the extended poset, P by performing
the following. If every element of P has weight 1, then P = P. Otherwise, we do the
following as long as elements with weights other than 1 remain in P.

Let ¢ be the smallest number such that P(i) has a weight other than 1. We know that
cither (1) wt(P(i)) = k, wt(P(i + 1)) = 1, and P(i) < P(i + 1), or (2) wt(P(i)) = 1,
wt(P(i+ 1)) =k, and P(i) = P(i + 1).

(1) If we are in case (1), introduce elements P(i + j) for 2 < j < k such that P(i + j) <
P(i+j5+1) for all 1 < j < k. Shift the chronological ordering on all later elements.
If P(a) is such that P(a) < P(i + 1), we remove this relation and replace it with
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(a,1)

k + 1 elements

FIGURE 2. The main process in Algorithm 2

P(a) < P(i+ k). If P(a) is such that P(a) = P(i + 1), we also set P(a) = P(i + k).
For all 0 < j < k, we set the weight of P(i + j) to 1. Return to step 2.

(2) If we are in case (2), we perform a dual construction to the previous. Return to step
2.

When we apply this Algorithm to P,, the elements in each “balanced” pair will be labeled
in the same way, so we can unambiguously label the extended version with this common label.
Figure 2 succinctly illustrates Algorithm 2 along with this labeling convention.

Ezample 5. Suppose k = 2. Then, the extended posets PS5 and P5} associated to posets P,
and P,, built in Example 3 are below, on the left and right respectively. Since the weight of
each element is one, we suppress weight and only write the label of each element.

Remark 1. Following the correspondence between snake graphs and posets, we can realize
Algorithm 2 as taking a snake graph with some internal edges weighted by integers and
expanding this to a snake graph with unweighted edges.

Next, we show an important compatibility between the posets P, and PJ*.
Lemma 4. If P be a balanced poset with associated extended poset P, then

W(P) = W(P¥) = [J(P¥)|
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Proof. Notice the second equality is trivial since every order ideal in P** has weight 1. It
suffices to show that if P’ is the result of applying one iteration of step 2 in Algorithm 2 to
the balanced poset P, then W(P) = W(P’).

Let ¢ be the index such that we perform step 2 from Algorithm 2 at P(i) and P(i + 1).
Up to possibly reversing chronological ordering, we can assume wt(P (7)) = k, so that by the
balanced condition wt(P(i + 1)) = + and P(i) < P(i + 1).

Define the following subsets of J(P) and J(P’).

o Let Ay (resp. By) denote the set of order ideals I € J(P) (I € J(P’)) such that
P(i) &I (P'(i) € 1).

e Let A; denote the set of order ideals I € J(P) such that P(i) € I and P(i+ 1) ¢ I.

e For each 1 < j <k, let B; denote the set of order ideals I € J(P’) such that P'(i +
j—l)yeland P'(i+j) ¢ 1.

e Let Ay (resp. Bgi1) denote the set of order ideals I € J(P) (I € J(P')) such that
Pli+1)el (P(i+k)el).

The sets Ag, Ay, and Ay partition J(P) and the sets By, By, . .., By, partition J(P’). Let
o : P — P’ be defined by

, "(4) j<i
o(PU) = {’(]+k—1) j>i

Extend o to subsets S of P by defining o(S) := {a(p) : p € S}. Notice that if j ¢ {i,i+ 1},
then wt(P(j)) = wt(a(P(5)))-
We define a family of bijections between the parts of our partition of J(P) and J(P').
e Let @y : Ay — By be defined by ®¢(I) = o(I) := {o(p) : p € I}.
e For each 1 < j <k, define ®; : Ay — B; by ®;,(I) =c(l)U(P'(i+j—1)).
o Let Opyq: Ay — Bk+1 by deﬁned by (IDk( ) =o(I)U(P'(i+k)).
The map @ is clearly weight-preserving. Since wt((P(i 4+ 1))) = wt((P'(i + k))), Ppy1 is
also weight-preserving.
Fix I € Ay and let W = wt([)/k = wt(I\{P(i)}). For all 1 < j <k, we have wt(®;(I)) =
W, so that 3¢ | wt(®;(I)) = wt(I).
Now, we conclude

WP)= > wt(l)=> wt(l)+ Y wt(I)+ > _ wt(])

IeJ(P) IcAp IeA Ic A,
= wt(@o(D) + > Zwt (D) + > wi(@raa(1))
IcAo IcA; j=1 Ie A
k
= wt()+ )Y wt() + Y wt(l) = W(P).
IeBy 7j=1 IGB]' IeBk+1

O

Remark 2. One could alternatively prove Theorem 6 by combining Lemma 4 with the work
in [17], whose snake graph construction mirrors the extended posets considered here.

A consequence of Lemma 4 is that the posets P5* have a nearly-palindromic symmetry.
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Lemma 5. Let p,q be coprime integers. If the shape of P35} is given by ay, ..., an, then
q

(1) n is even,
2) a; = Gpy1—; foralll <i< 2 —1, and
( + 2
(3) ar =anyy £ k.
2 2

Proof. Each claim is a consequence of combining [2, Lemma 8.21] with Lemma 4. O

4. MARKOV DISTANCE
We will use the construction of the posets P, and PJ* to define a distance function on 72

Definition 7. (1) Given an arc v on Z?, define the k-Markov length of v by (1(y) =
W(P,).
(2) Given A,B € Z*, if A = B, |AB|;, = 0. Otherwise, define the k-Markov distance
between two integral points A, B to be |AB|, = ming (x(5) where we range over all
(possibly generalized) arcs 6 with endpoints in A and B.

Remark 3. As discussed in [21, Remark 3.7], 0-Markov distance is not a metric, and it is not
a metric for higher £ for similar reasons.

Out of convenience, we will shift all line segments AB to the origin. This will not affect our
calculations.

Lemma 6. If k is a nonnegative integer, A = (q,p),B = (s,r),A" = (0,0), and B" =
(s —q.r —p), then |AB|;, = |A'B'|;.

Proof. Any arc « with endpoints at A and B can be translated to an arc +" with endpoints at
A" and B’. This translation does not affect the crossing behavior, hence P, and P,/ are the
same as weighted posets. In particular, any arc 6 with endpoints in A and B minimizing /¢y
can be translated, and conversely for ¢’ with endpoints in A" and B’. O

Lemma 6 allows us to safely always set A = (0,0) throughout this section. Next, relating
the posets P, and P5* allows us to express k-Markov length in terms of continued fractions.

Corollary 3. Let v be an arc on Z*. We have
le(y) = Nlaa, ..., a,],
where ay, . .., an 1s the shape of P5*.
Proof. This follows from combining Lemma 4 and Corollary 1. U

For instance, given v, and 7, as in Example 3, by computing the shape of each poset and
using Corollary 1, we have (i(v;) = 25 and f;(v2) = 49. This example points out that k-
Markov length is not constant across the homotopy class of an arc, even when restricting to
homotopic arcs with the same crossing sequence. This is a unique feature of the k > 0 setting.

Our goal is to study which arcs v with endpoints A, B satisfy (x(y) = |AB|x. When search-
ing for an arc with a fixed pair of endpoints which minimizes ¢, we can restrict ourself to arcs
which, within their homotopy class, minimize the number of intersections with line segments
in £ and the number of self-intersections. We begin by showing that such a minimizing arc
cannot have any self-intersection.

Lemma 7. If v is an arc with endpoints A, B which has a non-contractible self-intersection,
then C(y) > |ABy.
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Proof. The claim is trivial if A = B, since |AA|; = 0, so we assume A and B are distinct. Let
v be an arc with a point of self-intersection. Call this point C'. Since v visits C' twice, we can
divide 7 into three curves v, ¥, y3 consisting of the portion of v before the first time it passes
through C, the portion between its two instances of passing through C', and the portion after
the last instance. In particular, giving each ~; the orientation inherited from ~, v, starts at A
and 73 ends at B. Let o' be the result of concatenating +; and -3 and removing unnecessary
intersections of the resulting arc with £. Do this in such a way to preserve the location of the
intersection points of all unaffected crossings between the v, and £ and similarly for vs.

Removing the unnecessary intersections is akin to pulling C', the point of self-intersection,
back to an extreme triangle. Assume first that C' cannot be pulled back to the first or last
triangle which ~ passes through. Then, the configuration of v and ' is as below.

Let h = |PS*|. By our construction of +/, there are values u < v such that PS5’ is the result
of taking the induced subposet on P, [1,u|UP,[v, h] and adding a relation between P, (u) and
P,(v). If v has the orientation as above, inducing an orientation on 4 as well, then the posets
P, and P, are as below. By abuse of notation, we will retain the chronological labeling from
PJ¥ when referencing elements of PS.

P P

We claim £x(y) > €(7'). We can show this by exhibiting an injection from J(P5X) to J(P5¥)
which has a nonempty cokernel.

Every order ideal I" of PS* can naturally be viewed as an order ideal I of P5* where we
include (P$*(v—1)) if P$*(v) € I'. Our geometric set-up implies that PS*(u+1) ¢ (P$*(v—1)).
Indeed, if our values u and v were such that Pﬁx[u + 1,v — 1] was totally ordered, then
the intersection of vy with the arc labeled x above would be unnecessary. Therefore, our
correspondence of sending I’ € J (Pvef) tol € J (P;’X) is a non-surjective injection, implying
| (PS)] < [J(PF)I-

Now, suppose that C' can be pulled back to the first triangle with + passes through.
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In this case, PS¥ is of the form P5*[v, h] where again h denotes the cardinality of P5*. Our
set-up here implies that there exists at least one value i < v such that P$*(i) and P5*(v) are
incomparable, and therefore it is clear that |.J(PS)| < [J(PS)]. O

Remark 4. The arc v/ constructed in the proof of Lemma 7 is one of the arcs which appears
when resolving the self-intersection of «. This result could have been shown more generally
by discussing skein relations on posets, as in [3] and, in the language of snake graphs, in [7].
However, our construction of the poset P5* is different from the one used for cluster algebras.
In order to use skein relations here, we would have to verify that every self-intersection gives
rise to the correct type of configuration of the poset. Moreover, to completely discuss skein
relations from self-intersections, we must associate a poset to a closed curve. Our current
proof bypasses these difficulties.

Looking forward, in Lemma 9 we are able to classify the intersections needed (with help
from Proposition 2, and hence there we can use skein relations without difficulty.

Our next step will be to identify an arc in each homotopy class which is minimal under /.
Even though this step is trivial in the k£ = 0, our description closely follows a construction
within the proof of [21, Theorem 3.5]. Given an arc v on R? with endpoints A, B € Z?, imagine
pulling v tight so that + nearly meets a set of points in Z2. Call this “straightened” arc ',
The path of 4* can be broken up into a set of r > 1 line segments between (e neighborhoods
around) points in Z?, A = Qo,Q1,...,Q, = B, and r — 1 angles, 0;,05,...,0,_,, which
7 takes around these points. These angles necessarily have values in [—2m, —7| U [, 27];
otherwise, the arc could be pulled even tighter. If « is homotopic to 755, then 4" = ~4 .
and similarly for v¥5. For example, the red arc, 7, in Example 3 straightens to the blue arc,
71

In the following, we extend Convention 1 to all arcs
construction of the posets P,s well-defined.

St This is necessary to make the

Convention 2. Let 6 be the i-th straight line segment comprising a straightened arc v. Since

0 is of the form Ve, it crosses a line from L, say 7, at its midpoint. If 6, ; and 6; are both

negative (positive), we perturb ¢ to intersect 7 slightly to the left (right) of its midpoint. The
same holds true if one of the angles 6;_; and 6; does not exist. If #;_16; < 0, then we have
intersect 7 exactly at its midpoint.

Proposition 2. Given v, an arc on R? with endpoints in Z*, we have

Ce(y) = Ce(v™)

Proof. If P, = Pysur, then by definition € (y) = lx(7*). If k = 0, then the statement also
holds without further proof.
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FIGURE 3. An example of an arc 7. This arc consists of 4 line segments
and three angles, 01,60, and 5. The first two angles are negative whereas the
last is positive. We have perturbed the central intersections of the straight line
segments to highlight Convention 2.

So suppose k > 0 and that P, # P,sw. Assign to each poset a compatible chronological
ordering and consider the first place where the posets differ with respect to this ordering.
This means that there is an arc 7 from £ such that ~ crosses 7 closer to its left endpoint and
and 5 crosses 7 closer to its right endpoint or vice versa. Two prototypical examples are
drawn below. The difference is whether the intersections before or after the intersection of
disagreement are with arcs with different labels or the same labels.

Y z ’
; L —
v VAB B
%%B
/ T
Suppose we have v as on the left above. Then, the shape of P is of the form ay, ..., a; 1, k,
@iy, - - -, 0,. Applying Equation 5 from Lemma 2, we have
Nlay, ... a1,k a1, ... an) = Nay, ... ai-1 + k4 ai, .. ap)

—|—k:/\/'[a1,...,ai_1—1,1,ai+1—1,...,an}.

Notice that ai,...,a;—1 +k+ai41,. .., a, is the shape of the poset PJ* where 7 follows vk 5
through its intersection with y then after follows 7. We have shown that ¢x(y) > (x(7'), and
so we can continue the argument with 4/ instead.

We can handle disagreements as on the right above using Equation 6 from Lemma 2 instead.
Using these relations a finite number of times, we conclude £y (7y) > £(7%"). O
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Remark 5. In joint work with Sen [5], we discuss how the construction of P,, when k =1 is

equivalent to the construction of a snake graph from a once-punctured sphereqwith three orb-
ifold points, using [4]. In particular, see [5, Theorem 5]. In this framework, non-straightened
arcs would correspond to arcs on an orbifold which have self-intersections, and the arc 7/
constructed in the proof of Proposition 2 would be one arc resulting from resolving this self-
intersection.

Now, we will focus on straightened arcs. Our final goal will be to show that v45 satisfies
le(7vh ) = |AB| and similarly for v%5. It will be helpful to record that these two arcs have
the same k-Markov length.

Lemma 8. Given A, B € Z2, the posets P;”L‘ and 7378’,% are the same up to reversal. In
AB AB
particular, Oy (vig) = l(vE5).

Proof. By Lemma 6, it suffices to set A = (0,0). Let B = (¢q,p). If K = 0, then we are done
by the proof of [21, Lemma 3.2]. So suppose k& > 0. We will induct on g := ged(p, q).
First, suppose g = 1. Let hp = |P ex| Let ay,...,a, denote the shape of PJ}. Note

q
the only difference between the set of cover relations of P, L= = P,, and PvaaB is that we

q
have PWAB(ﬁ g) < PWAB(§h§ +1) and 77753(5 E) - PWEB(ihS + 1) (see Convention 1). As a
consequence, the shape of Pj’,ﬁc IS ai,...,az_q1,an41,an, a8, ..., G, By Lemma 5, this is
AB

equal to the reversal of ay, . .., a,. Therefore, by Lemma 3 and Corollary 3, £x(v55) = (i (v55)
in this case.

Now, suppose we have shown our claim for all pairs of positive integers with greatest common
divisor less than g, and suppose ged(p, q) = g. Let r and s be such that p = gr and ¢ = gs,
and let p’ = (¢ — 1)r and ¢ = (¢ — 1)s. Set B = (¢, p').

The poset Pe" has Pex and P% as subposets, connected as below on the left. The latter

Tap!

is true because as in the base case, P,YL o is equivalent to PA,T . The vertical dots represent
0,0)(s,r

a chain consisting of, in decreasing order k elements with label z, k elements with label z,

and k elements with label y. This chain comes from traveling clockw1se in a semicircle around

B, from 7 + € to € for € > 0. Similarly, the poset (P, R )eX has Pex and P5¥ as subposets,
q

Ya.p)B

as below on the right. By Lemma 6, Pex is equivalent to Pe"

Via,p)B Yap!

z z
/ \
Pex . 'Ps); W . Pex

Vip : a T2 : Vip

~ N

Y )

By the inductive hypothesis, Pex and Pex are related by reversal, which implies the
AB/ AB/

same for Pex and P . O
’YAB

YAB
Our final step will be showing that straightened arcs other than those of the form ~v%5 or
75 do not minimize .

Lemma 9. Let v be a straightened arc with endpoints in distinct points A, B € Z2. If 4%
is not homotopic to v or v&g, then £1.(v*") > (1. (v4g).
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FIGURE 4. One case of a straightened arc v*" = v with endpoints in A and B
which is not homotopic to v55 or v§5. We intersect this arc with another, d,
and resolve the intersection, yielding a shorter arc, 7/, with endpoints A and B.
See the proof of Lemma 9.

Proof. Set v = ~*" throughout. This statement is shown for & = 0 in the proof of [21,
Theorem 3.5]. Our task will be to show that we can follow the same reasoning for £ > 0. This
in particular will mean demonstrating that we can still apply skein relations in this case.
Recall that we let r > 0 denote the number of straight line segments comprising 5,
interspersed between r — 1 angles 6;. If r = 1, then necessarily +*% = Ve = 7(%)70)(q7p) for

coprime integers p and ¢, and we are done. So we will assume r > 1 and will assume 7% is
not homotopic to ’yﬁ g Or 'ny.

Notice that 4" is homotopic to vk5 (v55) if and only if every §; = —m (6; = 7). Assume
A and B are positioned such that v%5 has every angle §; = —w. Without loss of generality,
let v be such that 6; > 0. Let 7 be the smallest nonnegative integer such that 6;,, # 7.

In [21], the authors break this into three cases based on the value of 6;: (1) 0,41 € [—27, —7],
(2) 0;11 € (7, 27), and (3) 0,41 = 27. In each of these cases, they describe a second arc, 0,
which intersects . There will be an arc, 4/, in the resolution of this intersection which has
endpoints in A and B. Using skein relations allows them to conclude ¢4 (y) > ¢x(7').

We will show how Case (1) still results in a situation for which we can apply skein relations.
Notice that by our assumption that ¢; > 0, we know ¢ > 0. Since each 0; = 7w for 7 <, there
exists a pair of coprime integers p, ¢ such that Q41 = Q; + (¢, p) for all 0 < j <.

Now, consider the arc § := fyﬁQm. In Figure 4, we zoom in on the behavior of these two
arcs near (); and ;11 and see that v and ¢ intersect.

Let s; be the chronological label of the first element in P5* associated to the crossing of 7
(as in Figure 4) and let t; be the chronological label of the last element in this poset associated
to the crossing of 7/ near ;+1. Let sy and t5 be the analogous indices in P§*; in particular,
ty = |P§*|. By our construction of straightened arcs, we see that PS*[sy,#,] is isomorphic to
P*[s2,ta]. Here, we are using Conventions 1 and the fact that 6; and 6,1 are opposite signs.
Moreover, we have PS*(s; — 1) = P5*(s1), PS*(t1 + 1) = PS*(t1) and P5*(s1 — 1) < P5*(s1).
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Therefore, this pair of isomorphic subposets is a crossing overlap. Proposition 1 implies that
there are four nonempty posets, Ps, P4, Ps5, Pg such that

[J(PT-[T(P5)| = | (Ps)] - [J(Pa)| + [J(Ps)] - | (Pe)|-

Following Definition 4, P3 is equivalent to PSr, where ~" is the result of following ¢ from its
start until its intersection point with v and then following +. Such an arc has endpoints in
A and B. The poset Py is associated to the portion of v until its intersection with ¢, which

means Py = Pﬁx . since 0, = --- =0; = . Therefore, we have
AQ;L,

Ce(7)lk(0) = ék(V)Ek(VﬁQM) > fk(Vl)fk(VﬁQM)

and by Lemma 8 we conclude ¢ (7y) > £(7).
The other cases from [21] will again result in crossing overlaps in the extended posets, so
that the remainder of the proof readily follows. 0

Set mg% := lp(~vhp). Note that in particular, if A = (0,0) and B = (¢, p) with ged(p, q¢) = 1,

m%)g is the k-Markov number m'¥.

q

Theorem 7. Given A, B € 72,
|ABli = m{}.

Proof. From Lemmas 7 and 9 and Proposition 2, we see that if v is any arc with endpoints in
A and B such that PF* is not isomorphic to P or P , then Ox(v) > lp(v% ). Therefore,
AB AB

we conclude 7%, minimizes £, and the statement follows from the definition of mff])g. O

5. INDUCED ORDERING ON RATIONAL NUMBERS

5.1. The Generalized Aigner’s Conjectures. In [21], the key tool for showing Aigner’s
conjectures is establishing a “Ptolemy Inequality” for 0-Markov distance. We will establish
this for general k-Markov distance.

Proposition 3. If A, B,C, D € Z? are four distinct points such that the segments AB,BC,CD
and AD form a convex quadrilateral with diagonals AC' and BD, then

|AC|i - |BD| > |AB|i - |CD|y + |AD|; - |BC|y

The key to showing Proposition 3 is to use skein relations on crossings between arcs of the
form v%, and v%,. We introduced three variants of skein relations in Section 2.4; we now
give three analogous ways in which two arcs can intersect. We distinguish these by saying an
intersection of Type ¢ occurs in an extreme (first or last) triangle for 7 of the two arcs involved.

Type 0 Type 1 Type 2

Lemma 10. If two arcs ¥4 and v%, have an intersection point of Type 0, then their corre-
sponding extended posets have a crossing overlap.
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Proof. Let v1 := v4, and 45 := vL,. When two arcs have an intersection of Type 0, they
have at least one common intersection, which shows that the posets P,, and P,, will have
an overlap. This further implies that P, := P5F and Py := P57 will have an overlap, say
R = 7)1 [C, d] = PQ[C,, dl]

It remains to show that, up to relabeling, this overlap is on top in P; and on bottom in
Py. This can be done by analyzing a few cases near the intersections which correspond to
Pi(c—1) and Pa(¢’ — 1), when they exist. If ¢ > 1 and ¢ > 1, then this will either correspond
to v1 and 7, crossing distinct arcs before the overlap or crossing the same arc, say 7, but with
one intersection point closer to the left endpoint of 7 and the other closer to the right (using
consistent orientations with respect to the overlap).

2 R 2 2

’])1 / Pl: / AN
Y x z Y x Y T

Yy A Y
/2 P2: N Y2 «
T Py y

R AN
x.
R

If c=1or ¢ =1, this means that «; or ¥5 begins “in” the overlap. The same three cases
are possible for d and d’. In all such cases, one can check that the fact that v; and 75 intersect
implies that the overlap is on top in P; and on bottom in P,, up to indexing. [l

Lemma 11. Let A, B,C, D € 7? be four distinct points such that the segments AB, BC,CD
and AD form a conver quadrilateral with diagonals AC and BD. There is a resolution of the
posets P%C and ép’ say {Ps, Ps} U{Ps,Ps} such that, up to reordering, Py = P for 3
an arc with endpoints in A, B and similarly for Py and C, D; Ps and A, D; and Pg and B,C.

Proof. Notice that the statement of the Lemma concerns straight line segments, such as AC,
and not the deformed arcs v4.. Therefore, the intersection point between AC and BD could
occur at an integral point. When passing to the deformed arcs 7% and ~%},, this intersection
point will move slightly off the integral point, but will remain in the interior of the convex
quadrilateral. Therefore, we can safely focus on the left-biased curves 7%, and 7%,

Assume first that v, := 7%, and v, := 75, cross in a Type 0 intersection. Orient these
arcs so that they pass through the overlap in the same direction (i.e., so that the overlap has
a consistent chronological labeling in the two posets). Lemma 10 guarantees that the posets

Py = Pex and Py := P,YL have a crossing overlap. Comparing the resolution of a crossing

overlap (Deﬁmtlon 4) with the construction of the poset associated to an arc (combining
Algorithms 1 and 2), one can see that Pj is equivalent to P,, where 73 is the arc given by
following ~; until the intersection point and then following 7, using its established orientation.
This can be denoted 7, o 9; it is important to see we read this left-to-right. In this notation,
similarly Py = P,,04,. Let 74 be the result of following v, until the intersection point, then
following v, backwards, and let 5 be the result of pulling 7% tight, removing any unnecessary
intersections, but preserving the locations of all (necessary) intersections. This will exactly
produce an arc such that P; = P,,, and the description for Pg is similar.
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Now, suppose 7; and v, cross in a Type 1 intersection. Without loss of generality, assume
that this intersection appears in the first face which v, passes through. Let 7,7, and 7, be
the arcs which border this triangle, such that 5 crosses 7, and 7, crosses 7, and 7., in this
order. In order to satisfy the chronological labeling requirement in Definition 5, assume that
7 Ty and 7. hare an endpoint to the right of 7, (with respect to its chosen orlentatlon).

With this structure, we can see that P3 = Py,0y, and Ps = P -1 . Meanwhile, Py is
associated to the arc 4 resulting from taking v, 0+, and pulling this curve past all unnecessary
crossings. The “unnecessary crossings” consist of 7. and any arcs crossed afterwards by v,
which share an endpoint with 7,. The poset Pg can be described similarly, using v, o v *

Discussing a Type 2 intersection is similar, and we omit the details. The reason that P, is
set to () is that one arc in the geometric resolution will be homotopic to an arc in L. 0J

With these two Lemmas, we can prove the Ptolemy inequality.

Proof of Proposition 5. From Theorem 7, we have |AC|; = {x(v%) and similarly for |BD|.
If |AC|; and |BD|; intersect, so do 74, and v5,. By Lemmas 10 and 11 and Proposition 1,
we have

(Vi) (VEp) = (1) k() + Lr(75) k (76)
where 73 has endpoints A, B, 74 has endpoints C, D, 5 has endpoints A, D, and - has
endpoints B, C. Since l(7y3) > |AB|y and similarly for the other ~;, the claim follows. O

Proof of Theorem 3. When k = 0, this result is [21, Theorem 4.1]. The proof only uses the
Ptolemy inequality. Since we have shown the Ptolemy inequality holds for general k, we can
conclude Aigner’s conjectures also hold in the k-Markov setting. 0

5.2. More Broadly. For each non-negative integer k: we have an induced partial order on
QN [0,1] given by settlng <k 7 Whenever m(p) < my S - 0, then claiming that < is

a total order is equivalent to Frobenius’ conJecture Indeed [16, Conjecture 1.8] posits that
each partial order <j is a total order (i.e., a k-version of the uniqueness conjecture).

In [21], the authors widely generalize Aigner’s conjectures by exhibiting families of relations
amongst Markov numbers whose rational labels sit on lines of various slopes. In this setting,
Conjecture 1 concerns lines of slope 0, —1, and oo.

It is natural to wonder if all these inequalities will hold for k-Markov numbers. The proof
techniques used for the wider class of inequalities use more than just the Ptolemy inequality.
For instance, the authors make use of the fact that the Markov numbers m1 are the odd-
indexed Fibonacci numbers and ma-1 are odd-indexed Pell numbers. One can consider the

k-versions of these families. These were considered for k = 1 in [5, Section 4]. For instance,
compare the recurrences for Markov numbers and 1-Markov numbers indexed by rational
numbers 1 ~. The former is a well-known relation on odd-indexed Fibonacci numbers and the
latter comes from [5, Proposition 2].
mi = =3m_1_ —m_1_ =5m
n—1 n—2 - pr ¥ 3
We expect that there will be similar patterns for such progressions of k-Markov numbers,
and more generally numbers mg%. [21, Remark 6.3] suggests an approach using skein relations
involving closed curves, which follows the spirit of this article. This would be useful in making
further progress towards understanding the partial order (Q N[0, 1], <x). However, the slight
asymmetry in the combinatorial constructions related to k-Markov numbers when & > 0 (such
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as in Lemma 5) yields non-homogeneous recurrence relations as above. This could increase
the level of difficulty of directly following the methods from [21] for & > 0.

These considerations leads us to believe this avenue of exploration is interesting but outside
the scope of the present article. We end with a question in this direction.

Question 1. Does there exist k, k' € Z>o and 2, € QN [0, 1] such that 2 <, - but & >p 9
= q’ s q s q s
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