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Chapter 1

Introduction

The largest part of this thesis concerns introducing skein relations for cluster alge-
bras from punctured surfaces. These are identities in terms of cluster variables in a
cluster algebra which showcase how certain variables can be expressed in terms of
variables which contain some nice properties. Namely, cluster variables correspond-
ing to arcs, which are considered to be incompatible, on a surface, can be written as
cluster variables corresponding to compatible arcs. Examples of incompatible arcs
include intersecting arcs, self-intersecting arcs and closed curves, as well as arcs
with opposite tagging at a puncture. In order to prove these important identities,
we first construct a bridge between some combinatorial objects (graphs) and some
algebraic representations. Our final aim of this thesis, in which skein relations play
a crucial role, is to prove the existence of some bases on surface cluster algebras
that satisfy some nice properties. This expands on the existing bibliography by
dealing with a larger collection of surface cluster algebras, by adding punctures
(marked points) to the interior of the surface.

Cluster algebras were introduced by Fomin and Zelevinsky [FZ01] [FZ03] [BFZ05]
in 2001 with the initial aim of developing a combinatorial framework for the un-
derstanding of the Lustig’s dual canonical bases [Lus90] and total positivity in
algebraic groups. However, it gained a lot of interest on its own immediately after
[CCS06][BMRRT06][BZ11], as well as attention from various other fields such as
Teichmüller theory and higher rank geometry [FG06], algebraic geometry, mirror
symmetry [GHKK17], mathematical physics, as it can be seen through their appear-
ance in the Kontsevich-Soibelman wall crossing formula for Donaldson-Thomas
invariants [KS09] and many more [TY14],[Dav18]).

Cluster algebras are commutative rings which are generated through a distinct
set of generators called cluster variables, which are grouped into a set called clus-
ters. Relating back to the original motivation, explicitly stating the elements of
these dual canonical bases is a very hard problem, but their initial conjecture was
that all the monomials appearing in these cluster variables, belong to the dual
canonical basis. This fundamental connection of cluster algebras and dual canoni-
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2 CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

cal bases, poses the natural question of finding and constructing bases which have
some desired properties. One of these properties would be to require the basis
to have some positivity properties, which is closely related to the initial Positiv-
ity Conjecture of Fomin and Zelevinsky, which states that every cluster variable
can be expressed as a Laurent polynomial in the initial variables with positive
coefficients. This conjecture has been proven for specific cases by several authors
([FZ03],[CK08], [Nak09]), while in Lee and Schiffler [LS15] gave a purely combi-
natorial proof for all skew-symmetrizable cluster algebras. Moreover later Gross,
Hacking, Keel and Kontsevich [GHKK17] established positivity, and much more,
for cluster algebras of geometric type via the construction of canonical theta basis
construction. This was a very deep result, since they constructed the theta basis for
certain cluster varieties using scattering diagrams and the positivity was a simple
corollary of their work, which is a prime example of the hidden role that cluster
algebras play in various settings.

An important class of surface cluster algebras was introduced by Fomin, Shapiro
and Thurston ([FST06], [FT12]), where they gave a geometric construction asso-
ciating a cluster algebra to a marked surface. These algebras are very interesting
for a variant of reasons. First of all they have a topological interpretation as they
provide coordinate charts for decorated Teichmüller spaces, giving a combinato-
rial atlas of the moduli space [Pen87]. Additionally, they are closely connected to
representation theory and categories, since they represent combinatorially abstract
notions.

One of these first connections is by Buan, Marsh, Reineke, Reiten and Todorov
from [BMRRT06] where they introduced the notion of the cluster category, which
served as a nice model for the combinatorics of a class of cluster algebras. How-
ever it was Amiot [Ami09] in her fundamental work who contributed vastly in the
categorization of cluster algebras by constructing generalized cluster categories,
extending the original cluster categories to a much broader setting. Relevant to
this thesis, Brüstle and Zhang [BZ11] and Labardini-Fragoso [Lab09b],[Lab09a],
finalized the formalization of the representation-theoretic model for surface clus-
ter algebras. To give some more details regarding this connection, certain objects
called cluster tilted objects of a cluster category correspond to tagged triangulations
of the surface [BZ11],[Sch08]. This result provides another bridge between surface
cluster algebras and representation theory, providing tools for structural results in
both direction. This in turn, influenced a lot of work in representation theory such
as [ABCP10],[AIR14],[ÇS21].

The initial inspiration of this thesis stems from the work of Musiker, Schiffler
and Williams [MSW13], where they constructed two bases for cluster algebras
coming from a triangulated surface without punctures. This result relied heavily on
one of their previous papers [MSW11], in which they gave combinatorial formulas
for the cluster variables in the cluster algebra, using the so-called snake graphs.
To each arc (simple curve) on the surface, they associated a planar snake graph
and subsequently the formula was given as a weighted sum over perfect matchings
of the snake graph. Additionally they expanded this result to band graphs that
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correspond to closed curves on the surface. One of the key points in their proof
of the basis result, was the fact that skein relations of intersecting curves on this
setup had a nice property.

Skein relations are algebraic identities which express how curves can be trans-
formed through local intersections and smoothing operations. In their specific
setup, a product of crossing arcs could be expressed in terms of non intersecting
arcs and loops which have a unique term on the right hand side of the equation
with no coefficient variables. In the same work they also conjectured that a similar
result should be true in the case of punctured surfaces, i.e. surfaces where marked
points in the interior of the surface are also allowed. One should basically prove
the equivalent skein relations in this setup. However the existing machinery was
not enough to prove such relations at that point.

This brings us to our second major inspiration for this thesis. In the setting
of punctured surfaces, plain arcs are not enough in order to capture all the cluster
variables of the associated cluster algebra. In order to do so, a second type of arcs
must be introduced, the so-called tagged arcs [FST06]. These are arcs that are al-
lowed to have a special tagging on their endpoints which are adjacent to punctures
(marked points in the interior). Expansion formulas were already know for such
arcs [MSW11], alas larger graphs and a different more complicated version of per-
fect matching had been considered, making it complicated to study skein relations
in this setup. However, Wilson [Wil20] introduced the notion of loop graphs; these
are simple graphs that can be associated to a tagged arcs. Using these loop graphs,
Wilson gave an alternative expansion formula for the tagged arcs.

One can then ask whether these graphs can be used to show skein relations,
and a natural approach is to attempt this question combinatorially in the spirit of
the work by Çanakçı and Schiffler. In a series of papers ([ÇS12]),[ÇS13], [ÇS14]),
they introduced abstract snake graphs, and gave alternative proofs for the skein
relations occurring in the setting of surfaces, by constructing bijections between
the sets of perfect matchings of the graphs appearing in both sides of the relations.
This technique showcases the importance of these combinatorial objects, and hints
on how one could work using loop graphs in order to prove skein relations.

In this thesis we initially explore skein relations on punctured surfaces.
As stated earlier, in [MSW13] the authors conjectured that one can extend the given
bases of unpunctured surfaces, to the punctured setup. They explicitly stated 15
different cases of skein relations that had to be resolved in order for one to tackle
the more general problem of bases on general surfaces. In order for us to prove
these relations, we use both directly and indirectly the loop graphs introduced by
Wilson. Although helpful in some sense, these loop graphs contain too much infor-
mation, which complicates things when one explicitly tries to prove things using
them.
However one of the more understood and easy to work with objects are quiver rep-
resentations. In the classical setting of snake graphs Çanakçı and Schroll [ÇS21]
introduced abstract string modules and constructed an explicit bijection between
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the submodule lattice of an abstract string module and the perfect matching lattice
of the corresponding abstract snake graph. This correspondence comprises the last
key component of our approach. We thus expand this framework to a connection
between loop graphs and what we call loop modules and loop strings. In Remark
7.11 of [Wil20] the author already indicates how one can do this association, how-
ever we make this connection explicit. More explicitly, we first make precise the
existence of an isomorphism between the perfect matching lattice of a graph G
and the submodule lattice of the associated module MG as stated in the following
Theorem 3.3.1.

Theorem 1.0.1. Let A “ kQ’{I and Mpwq be a loop module over A with associ-
ated loop graph G’. Then LpGq, which denotes the perfect matching lattice of G is
in bijection with the canonical submodule lattice LpMpwqq.

The above theorem is the first stepping tool. However we additionally intro-
duce the notion of loopstrings, which is a generalization of the notion of strings in
classical representation theory. The idea is to substitute loop graphs with what we
call loop modules and then in turn define these modules using word combinatorics,
which entail the most important properties of the module.

Çanakçı and Schiffler in [ÇS13] (and the continuation of this paper introduced
snake graph calculus in order to give an alternative proof of skein relations for un-
punctured surfaces. They proved this by constructing an explicit bijection between
the perfect matchings associated to the initial arcs and the perfect matchings of
the arcs generated by the “resolution” of the initial crossing. This provided our
first idea of trying to generalize this construction by using the newly introduced
loop graphs. However such a construction should not be considered trivial for a
multitude of reasons, the first one being that in the case of punctured surfaces the
skein relations are not known. The second and most important reason on why such
a construction in the new setting would not be ideal, is the fact that the cases that
need to be investigated for unpunctured surfaces are more complicated and work-
ing out the combinatorics through snake graph, or in our case loop graph calculus
would require extreme time and effort, just for setting up each case.
However, a subsequent train of thought would be to take advantage of the bijection
of the loop graphs and the newly introduced loopstrings and try to use this new
tool as a means of simplifying some procedures. It should be noted here that the
exact reason that makes loopstrings easier to work with, is the same reason on why
these by themselves do not imply that the skein relations straightforwardly. The
problem is, that string modules store much less information than snake graphs,
which is extremely important when proving that the elements of the cluster alge-
bra in both parts of the resolution coincide. Thankfully one can get away with this
lose of information by realizing that there is a clever way of associating the correct
monomial in the cluster algebra to some nice modules. We make this construction
clear in Definition 4.1.22 and heavily rely on that and Lemma 4.2.10 to show that
we can recover the loss of information that happened when we changed the set up
from the loop graphs to the loop modules.
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By relying on the key ingredients listed above, we are able to prove skein re-
lations for every punctured surface apart from some extreme cases, which are ba-
sically the extreme cases for which loop graphs are not defined. The following
theorem sums up Theorem 4.1.1, Theorem 4.2.1, Theorem 4.3.17, Theorem 4.4.15
and and Theorem 4.5.1.

Theorem 1.0.2. Let pS,M,P, T q be a triangulated punctured surface and A the
cluster algebra associated to it. Let γ1 and γ2 be two arcs, which are incompatible.
Then there are multicurves c1 and c2 such that:

xγ1
xγ2

“ Y ´xc1 ` Y `xc2

where Y ´, Y ` are monomials in yi coefficients and satisfy the condition that one
of the two is equal to 1.

During the writing of this thesis we became aware that Banaian, Kang and Kel-
ley were working independently on the same problem, using a different approach
[BKK24]. We would like to thank them for their transparency and for the helpful
communication.

The structure of this thesis, goes as follows:

In Section 2 we recall some well-known results, mainly on cluster algebras and
more specifically on cluster algebras associated to triangulated surfaces, which will
be extensively used in the rest of the thesis. We also introduce the notion of loop-
strings and loop modules.

In Section 3, we construct an explicit bijection between the perfect matching
lattice LpGq of a given loop graph G and the associated canonical submodule lattice
LpwGq. This result, although suggested by Wilson, is important to be dealt with
with care, since the rest of the thesis uses directly and indirectly this construction
in virtually every proof and thus making it worthy enough to be given some more
attention.

In Section 3, which comprises the main part of the new results of this thesis, we
prove skein relations for every possible configuration between two arcs on a given
punctured surface building on the previously proven bijection. We do a case by
case study, while we also group some of the cases when possible. In total these
cases add up to 15 cases that were indicated in [MSW13].
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Chapter 2

Preliminaries

2.1 Cluster Algebras

We start by recollecting the definition of a cluster algebra which was first introduced
by Fomin and Zelevinsky [FZ01]. We will not give the general definition of a
cluster algebra, but rather restrict ourselves to the so-called skew-symmetric cluster
algebras with principal coefficients, which are closely related to bordered surfaces,
the main interest of this thesis.
To define a cluster algebra A we need to start by fixing its ground ring. We will
be dealing with cluster algebras of geometric type, that is, the coefficients of the
cluster algebra are elements of a so-called semifield.
Let pP, ¨q be a free abelian group on the variables ty1, . . . , ynu. We define an
addition on P as follows:

ź

j

y
aj

j ‘
ź

j

y
bj
j “

ź

j

y
mintaj ,bju

j .

This makes pP, ¨,‘q a semifield, i.e., an abelian multiplicative group endowed with
a binary operation ‘ which is commutative, associative and distributive with re-
spect to the multiplication ¨ in P. The group ring ZP, i.e., the ring of Laurent
polynomials in y1, . . . , yn will be the ground ring of the cluster algebra A.
Let also QP be the field of fractions of ZP, and F “ QPpx1, . . . , xnq the field of
rational functions in the variables x1, . . . , xn and coefficients in QP. The field F
will be the ambient field of the cluster algebra A.

So far, we have talked about where the cluster algebra “lives”, but not how it
is generated. To define a cluster algebra, we need to determine an initial seed (x,
y, Q), which consists of the following:

• Q is a quiver (i.e., a directed graph) (see chapter 2.9) without loops and
2-cycles and with n vertices,

• x “ px1, . . . , xnq is the n-tuple from F , which is called the initial cluster,

7



8 CHAPTER 2. PRELIMINARIES

• y “ py1, . . . , ynq is the n-tuple of generators of P, which is called the initial
coefficients.

The next vital procedure in the construction of a cluster algebra is the so-called
mutation. The idea is to take a seed px,y, Qq and transform it into a new one
px1,y1, Q1q. Since there are n variables in the initial cluster (or equivalently n
vertices in the quiver Q) we want to transform it in n different directions (ways).

Definition 2.1.1. Let px,y, Qq be a seed of a cluster algebra A and 1 ď k ď n.
The seed mutation µk, in direction k, transforms the seed px,y, Qq into the seed
µkpx,y, Qq “ px1,y1, Q1q where:

• The quiver Q1 is obtained from Q following the next steps:

1. for every path i ÝÑ k ÝÑ j, add one arrow i ÝÑ j to Q1,

2. reverse all the arrows adjacent to k,

3. delete all the 2-cycles that were created in the previous steps.

• The new cluster is x1 “ xztxku
Ť

tx1
ku where the new cluster variable x1

k P F
is given by the following exchange relation:

x1
k “

yk
ś

iÑk xi `
ś

iÐk xi

xkpyk ‘ 1q
,

where the first product runs over all the vertices that are sources to arrows
leading to the vertex k, while the second one runs over all the vertices that
are targets from arrows coming from the vertex k.

• The new coefficient tuple is y1 “ ty1
1, . . . , y

1
nu where:

y1
j “

#

y´1
k if j “ k,

yj
ś

kÑj ykpyk ‘ 1q´1
ś

kÐj pyk ‘ 1q if j ‰ k.

These cluster variables are the generators of the cluster algebra. Even though
mutations are involutions, meaning that applying a mutation twice in a row in the
same direction takes you back to the initial seed, by mutating in different direction
each time, we recursively create new cluster variables. Doing this procedure possi-
bly infinite times gives rise to possibly infinitely many cluster variables, which are
set to be the generators of the cluster algebra.

Definition 2.1.2. Let px,y, Qq be an initial seed and X the set of all cluster
variables obtained by all possible mutations starting from the seed px,y, Qq. The
cluster algebra A “ Apx,y, Qq is the algebra ZPrX s, i.e., the ZP-subalgebra of F ,
generated by X .

Example 2.1.3. Let px,y, Qq “ ppx1, x2q, p1, 1q, 1 Ñ 2q be the initial seed of the
cluster algebra A. Since the initial coefficients are trivial, they coefficients will re-
main trivial in any seed, so we do not need to keep track fo them. In Figure 2.1
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Figure 2.1: The exchange graph of the cluster algebra of type A2.

we can see the so-called exchange graph, where the edges correspond to the mu-
tations, and the vertices correspond to the cluster variables. Mutating the seed
ppx1`1

x2
, x1q, 1 Ñ 2q in direction µ1 produces the seed ppx2, x1q, 1 Ð 2q. If we keep

on mutating, we will not produce any new cluster variables. Therefore, the cluster
algebra A is said to be of finite type and is generated by the set:

X “ tx1, x2,
x2 ` 1

x1
,
x1 ` x2 ` 1

x1x2
,
x1 ` 1

x2
u.

2.2 Punctured surfaces

In this section we recall the notion of tagged arcs on a punctured surface. Our goal
is to describe the lattice structure of a loop graph associated to a tagged arc, which
in turn will help us introduce the skein relations when tagged arcs are involved.
Therefore, we will restrict our attention to such loop graphs. Fomin, Shapiro, and
Thurston [FST06] established a cluster structure for triangulated oriented surfaces.
Our motivation stems from the interplay between cluster algebras, bordered trian-
gulated surfaces, and cluster categories.

Let S be a compact oriented Riemann surface with boundary BS. Fix M Ă BS
to be a finite set of marked points on BS, with at least one marked point on each
connected component of the boundary. Furthermore, fix P Ă S to be a finite set
of marked points in the interior of the surface, which we will call punctures. We
refer to the triplet pS,M,P q as a punctured surface if P ‰ H and unpunctured
surface otherwise. For technical reasons, we exclude the cases where pS,M,P q is
an unpunctured or once-punctured monogon, a digon, a triangle, or a once-, twice-
or thrice-punctured sphere.

Definition 2.2.1. An arc of pS,M,P q is a simple curve, up to isotopy class, in S
connecting two marked points of M , which is not isotopic to a boundary segment
or a marked point. A tagged arc γ is an arc whose endpoints have been “tagged”
in one of two possible ways: plain or notched. This tagging must also satisfy the
following conditions:
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• If the beginning and end points of γ are the same point, then the tagging at
this point must be the same for both the beginning and the end.

• An endpoint of γ lying on the boundary BS of the surface must have a plain
tagging.

When an arc γ is notched at least at one of its endpoints, we will denote it by
γ’, as a reminder of this tagging, and refer to it as a tagged arc. An arc with plain
tagging will be denoted simply by γ and will be called an untagged arc.

Remark 2.2.2. In Definition 2.2.1, when referring to a simple curve up to isotopy
classes, we mean that two curves on the surface S are considered the same if you
can “stretch” them, without passing “over” a puncture.
Additionally, given a tagged arc γ’, we will call the same arc with plain tagging
in both of its endpoints, the untagged version of it and denote it by γ. The arcs
γ’ and γ then belong to different isotopy classes.

In order to associate a cluster structure to a given surface, one needs the notion
of a tagged triangulation, which is closely related to the initial seed of the associated
cluster algebra. In order to define these triangulations, we first have to define when
two arcs on the surface are considered to be compatible.

Definition 2.2.3. Let pS,M,P q be a punctured surface and γ1 and γ2 be two
arcs on the surface. We will say that the arcs γ1 and γ2 are compatible when the
following conditions are met:

• There exist representatives in the isotopy classes of γ1 and γ2 that do not
intersect on the surface.

• If the arcs γ1 and γ2 share an endpoint, and their untagged versions are
different, then this endpoint must be tagged in the same way.

• If the untagged versions of γ1 and γ2 are the same (or equivalently opposite),
then they must have the same tagging in exactly one of their endpoints.

A tagged triangulation T is a maximal collection of pairwise compatible arcs and
the 4-tuple pS,M,P, T q is called a triangulated surface.

Remark 2.2.4. Instead of considering only singular arcs or closed curves on a sur-
face, we can also consider collections of those, which will be called multicurves.
Additionally, a multicurve c will be called compatible if any pair of distinct arcs
or closed curves of c are compatible and there are no closed curves which are con-
tractible or contractible to a single puncture of the surface.

Remark 2.2.5. Following definition 2.2.3 one can notice that a tagged triangulation
“cuts” the surface S into triangles, with two possible exceptions.
The sides of a triangle may not be distinct, resulting in what is called a self-
folded triangle. This situation is precisely the reason why the tagged arcs were
introduced in the first place . The second exception occurs when both the tagged
and the untagged versions of a an arc are part of the triangulation.
The aforementioned exceptions are, in fact, two sides of the same coin, as there
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Figure 2.2: Self folded triangle rlr and the associated tagged arc r’, where xl “

xrxr’ in the cluster algebra.

is a unique way to transition from one to the other, as illustrated in Figure 2.2.
Let p P P and q P M

Ť

P . Suppose that l is a plainly tagged loop,i.e. a closed
curve with both endpoints at q that goes around p and cuts out a once-punctured
monogon with side r, connecting the points p and q. Then, we can replace the loop
l with the arc r’, which is isotopic to r and is tagged notched at p, setting:

xl “ xrxr’ ,

in the cluster algebra.

Remark 2.2.6. A tagged triangulation that does not contain any tagged arcs is
called an ideal triangulation. Substituting the loop l with the arc r’, as described
in Remark 2.2.5, is precisely how we assign a tagged triangulation to a given ideal
triangulation. Additionally, by replacing all the tagged arcs with plain arcs where
possible and reversing the above procedure, we can transitions from a tagged tri-
angulation back to an ideal triangulation.

As mentioned earlier, a cluster algebra can be associated to a given triangulated
surface pS,M,P, T q. We are now ready to show how a cluster algebra can be defined
by a choice of an initial triangulation T of a punctured surface pS,M,P q. For this,
we are going to define a quiver QT without loops or 2-cycles, associated to T .

Definition 2.2.7. Let pS,M,P q be a punctured surface and let T “ tτ1, τ2, . . . , τnu

be a tagged triangulation of the surface. We define the quiver QT associated with
the triangulation T as follows:
Vertices: For each arc τi of the triangulation T , there exists a vertex of the quiver
QT , which we denote by i.
Arrows: For every triangle in the triangulation T , there exists an arrow i Ñ j
whenever:

• The side τi follows the side τj in clockwise order, if the triangle is not self-
folded.

• The arc τi is the radius of a self-folded triangle enclosed by a loop l, and l
follows the side τj in clockwise order within a triangle.

• The arc τj is the radius of a self-folded triangle enclosed by a loop l, and τi
follows the side l in clockwise order within a triangle.

If the triangulation T contains tagged arcs that can be substituted through the
procedure described in Remark 2.2.5, we first associate a loop to each such arc and
then proceed with the construction of the the quiver QT .
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Figure 2.3: Flipping of the diagonal of a quadrilateral.

To define a cluster algebra, we need to determine an initial seed (x, y, Q).
If pS,M,P, T q is a triangulated surface, we associate a cluster variable xi and an
initial coefficient yi to each arc τi of T .
The cluster algebra A “ ApS,M,P, T q determined by the initial seed (xT , yT ,
QT ), where xT “ tx1, . . . , xnu and yT “ ty1, . . . , ynu, is called the cluster algebra
associated with the triangulated surface pS,M,P, T q.

The following dictionary of notions between a triangulated surface pS,M,P, T q

and the corresponding cluster algebra ApS,M,P, T q contains some of the vital
elements of this correspondence.

Theorem 2.2.8. There exist the following bijections of notions between a surface
and the associated cluster algebra:

pS,M,P q ApS,M,P, T q

tNon-crossing tagged arcsu ÐÑ tCluster variablesu

tTagged triangulationsu ÐÑ tClustersu

tFlips of tagged arcsu ÐÑ tMutation of seedsu

Before proceeding, we would like to elaborate further on how flips of tagged
arcs work on a surface. First of all, it is well known that in unpunctured surfaces,
each arc d of a triangulation T is the diagonal of a quadrilateral in the surface. We
can then flip this arc d by substituting it with the unique other diagonal d1 of the
corresponding quadrilateral, as shown in Figure 2.3.
In punctured surfaces, if the new diagonal of the quadrilateral shares an endpoint
with an arc of T that is tagged “notched” at that endpoint, then the new diagonal
must also be tagged “notched” there, in order to satisfy the second condition of
Definition 2.2.3.
Additionally, as mentioned in Remark 2.2.5, in punctured surfaces and in the pres-
ence of self-folded triangles, some arcs cannot be flipped. For example, in Figure 2.2
the arc r cannot be flipped. This is precisely why tagged arcs were introduced: by
associating a tagged arc (see Remark 2.2.6) to the loop that forms one side of
the self-folded triangle in question, we are able to flip the arc, as illustrated in
Figure 2.4.
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Figure 2.4: Flipping of a radius of a self-folded triangle.

2.3 Loop graphs

Having explained the basic dictionary between surfaces and cluster algebras one
question that may arise is the following: Given an arc γ on a triangulated surface
pS,M,P, T q, which may possibly be self-crossing or even a closed curve, is there an
element of the cluster algebra that is associated to it? It turns out that such arcs
are actually elements of the cluster algebra, which also raises the next question:
What is the element in the cluster algebra associated to that arc? This question is
answered by the existence of a combinatorial formula for the Laurent expansion of
the cluster element associated to the arc γ. This Laurent expansion is parametrized
by the perfect matchings of a suitable graph, depending on the type of the arc γ.
There are three types of arcs on a surface, resulting in three types of graphs. If γ is
an untagged arc, then we can associate the so-called snake graph. If γo is a closed
curve on the surface, then the associated graph is called a band graph. Finally, if
γ’ is a tagged arc (assuming that at least one of its endpoints is tagged notched),
then the associated graph is called a loop graph.

We will start by defining what an abstract snake graph is, as well as giving the
notion of a zig-zag in a snake graph which will turn out to be useful in some of the
proofs that will follow.

Definition 2.3.1. A snake graph G is a connected planar graph consisting of a
finite sequence of tiles, which are squares (graphs with four vertices and four edges)
in the plane: G1, . . . , Gn, with n ě 1, which are glued together in the following
way: two subsequent tiles Gi and Gi`1 share exactly one edge, which can either
be the North edge of Gi and the South edge of Gi`1, or the East side of Gi and
the West edge of Gi`1.

Definition 2.3.2. Let G “ tG1, . . . , Gdu a snake graph.

• A consecutive sequence of tiles pGi, Gi`1, . . . , Gjq, 1 ď i ď j ď d is called a
subgraph of G.

• Let G1 be a subgraph of G. We will say that G1 is a zig-zag if for every tile
Gi`1 of G1 not both of its South and North edges, or West and East edges,
are glued to the tiles Gi and Gi`2 respectively.
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Figure 2.5: Sign function on a tile of a snake graph where ϵ “ ˘.

• We will also say that G1 is the maximal zig-zag following (maximal zig-zag
preceding) a tile Gi if adding any more tiles of G at the end (start) of G1,
results in it not being a zig-zag anymore.

We can also define a special function on a given snake graph G, which is called
sign function. This is a map f : tedges of Gu Ñ t`,´u, which satisfies the following
properties on every tile Gi, 1 ď i ď n of G:

• the North and West sides of Gi have the same sign,

• the South and East side of Gi have the same sign,

• the North and South sides of G1 have the opposite sign,

as illustrated in Figure 2.5.
The above sign function can help us define the next category of graphs, the so-
called “band graphs”.

Definition 2.3.3. A band graph is a snake graph, with the additional property
that the North or West side of the tile Gn is identified with the South or East side
of the tile G1, provided they have the same sign. We will denote band graphs as
Go.

Lastly, we have yet to define what a loop graph is. Loop graphs are, roughly
speaking, created by gluing the first or last tile of a snake graph G to an interior
tile of G. The following procedure describing how two edges are “glued” together
differs slightly from the original given in [Wil20], since we are concerned with loop
graphs associated to tagged arcs on punctured surfaces. Additionally, the defini-
tion of loop strings, which will be introduced later (see Definition 2.6.1), would not
work on the general setting.

Definition 2.3.4. Let G “ tG1, . . . , Gdu, d ě 3 be a snake graph and c the edge
of the tile Gd which is not adjacent to any vertex of the tile Gd´1. Let also x
be the North-East vertex of Gd and y the remaining vertex adjacent to c. Let
G1 “ tGi`1, . . . , Gdu, i ě 1 be the maximal zig-zag preceding the tile Gd. We let
c1 denote the North/East edge of the tile Gi that is a boundary edge of G. If c1

is the North edge of Gi we let y1 denote the North-East vertex of Gi and x1 the
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Figure 2.6: Example of isomorphic loop graphs.

remaining vertex adjacent to c1.
A loop graph G’ is obtained from G by identifying the vertices x and y to the

vertices x1 and y1 respectively, and subsequently the edge c to c1. We call the
subgraph G1, the right hook of the loop graph G’.

Dually, let G2 “ tG1, . . . , Gju, j ď d be the maximal zig-zag following the tile
G1. By identifying two vertices of the tile G1 with two vertices of the tile Gj`1 we
obtain a loop graph G1’ and call the subgraph G2 the left hook of G1’.

Finally, we can do the above procedures at the same time creating a loop graph
that has both a left and a right hook.

Example 2.3.5. In Figure 2.6 we give two examples of graphs G’
1 and G’

2 with
five tiles. For the loop graph G’

1 we have the right hook G1
1 “ tG3, G4, G5u, while

the right hook of the loop graph G’
2 is G1

2 “ tG5, G4, G3u. Additionally, the loop
graph G’

1 has the boundary edge c on the North side of G5, while the loop graph
G’
2 has it on the East side of G5. However, one can notice that in fact these two

graphs are isomorphic.

Having gone through the definitions of abstract snake, band and loop graphs,
we are now ready to explain how one can associate the suitable graph to each arc
on a triangulated surface. We will first associate a snake graph to a plain arc of
the surface and then proceed to associate a loop graph to a given tagged arc.

Definition 2.3.6. Let T be an ideal triangulation of a punctured surface pS,M,P q

and γ a plain arc in the surface which is not in T . We choose an orientation of γ
and set s P M to be the starting point and t P M the ending point of the arc γ.
Let p1, p2, . . . , pd be the intersection points of γ with T ordered by the sequence
that γ intersects T , starting from s and finishing at t. Let τij be the arc containing
the point pj for every 1 ď j ď d.

Assume first that τij is not the self-folded side of a self-folded triangle. Then
τij is the diagonal of a quadrilateral Qij in pS,M,P, T q and let ∆j denote the first
triangle in one side of Qij that γ crosses, and ∆j`1 the other triangle. For every
such intersection point pj , we associate a tile Gj which is formed by deleting the
diagonal τij and embedding Qij in the plane so that the triangle ∆j forms the
lower left half of Gj .

Assume now that τij is the self-folded side of a self-folded triangle. Then we
associate a tile Gj to pj by gluing two copies of the self folded triangle such that
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Figure 2.7: Local configuration of a snake graph, for arcs passing through a self-
folded triangle.

the labels of the North and West (equivalently South and East) edges of Gj are
equal.
The snake graph Gγ “ tG1, . . . , Gdu associated to γ is formed by gluing the common
edges of Gj and Gj`1 if both tiles were not formed by an intersection in a self-folded
triangle, while they are glued as shown in Figure 2.7 otherwise.

The definition of a loop graph associated to a tagged arc requires the notion of
a hook which was used by Labardini-Fragoso and Cerulli Irelli ([Lab09b], [CL12])
in their work on representations of quivers with potential.

Let γ’ be a tagged arc on a triangulated surface pS,M,P, T q which is tagged
“notched” at its endpoint adjacent to the puncture p. We can then associate a
new hooked arc γ’

h which is obtained from γ by replacing the endpoint of γ’

that is tagged “notched” with a hook which travels around p either clockwise or
anti-clockwise intersecting each incident arc of the triangulation T at p once, as
illustrated in Figure 2.8
If both of the endpoints of γ’ are tagged notched, then we do the previous con-
struction in both ends of γ’, in order to obtain a doubly hooked arc γ’

h .

Figure 2.8: Creating a hooked arc γ’
h out of a tagged arc γ’.
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Figure 2.9: Tagged arc on a surface.

Definition 2.3.7. Let T be an ideal triangulation of a punctured surface pS,M,P q

and γ’ a tagged arc in the surface, such that the underlying plain arc γ is not in
T , and the tagging is not adjacent to a puncture enclosed by a self-folded triangle.
Consider Gγ’

h
“ tGh1 , . . . , Ghn , G1, . . . Gdu to be the snake graph associated to the

hooked arc γ’
h , where Gγ “ tG1, . . . Gdu is the snake graph associated to the plain

arc γ.
We define Gγ’ to be the loop graph associated to the tagged arc γ’, which is

obtained from Gγ’
h
by creating a loop at Gh1

and G1.

If Gγ’
h

“ tG1, . . . Gd, Gh1
1
, . . . , Gh1

n
u was the snake graph associated to the hooked

arc γ’
h , then we define Gγ’ to be the loop graph associated to the tagged arc γ’,

which is obtained from Gγ’
h
by creating a loop at Gd and Gh1

d
.

Lastly if there is a tagging in both endpoints of the arc γ’, then we have Gγ’
h

“

tGh1
, . . . , Ghn

, G1, . . . Gd, Gh1
1
, . . . , Gh1

n
u to be the snake graph associated to the

hooked arc γ’
h , and we define Gγ’ to be the loop graph associated to the tagged arc

γ’, obtained from Gγ’
h

by creating a loop at Gh1
and G1 and a loop at Gd and

Ghd
.

Remark 2.3.8. One can notice that, by the definition of the hook around a punc-
ture, we have two choices: either we can go clockwise or anti-clockwise around
the puncture. This means that there are two different loop graphs associated to
a singly tagged arc. However, this is not a problem, since up to isomorphism, the
resulting loop graphs are equal, as can be seen in Figure 2.6.

Example 2.3.9. In Figure 2.9 the tagged arc γ’ gives rise to two possible loop
graphs depending on which direction we follow around the puncture p. If we follow
the anti-clockwise orientation then the resulting graph is the graph G1 of Figure 2.6,
while if we follow the clockwise orientation we take the graph G2 of the same figure.
It is easy to see that these two graphs are isomorphic, as expected.

Example 2.3.10. In Figure 2.10 the tagged arc γ’ is passing through a self-folded
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Figure 2.10: Tagged arc passing through a self folded triangle.

triangle (the one defined by the arcs 8 and 9). Therefore, in the construction of the
loop graph Gγ’ we need to follow the local configuration appearing on the left hand
side of Figure 2.7.

2.4 Expansion formula of tagged arcs

In the previous section we associated a loop graph to each tagged arc of a surface.
The importance of this association becomes evident in this section, as initially
Musiker, Schiffler and Williams [MSW13] and later Wilson [Wil20] provided an
expansion formula for the associated cluster variable of an arc in the surface using
these graphs. We will include only Wilson’s result at the end of this section, as it
is a generalization that encompasses all possible cases of a given arc in a surface.
We will start by explaining what a perfect matching of a graph is and how to as-
sociate a monomial to every perfect matching of a snake or loop graph.
A perfect matching of a graph G is a subset P of the edges of G such that each
vertex of G is incident to exactly one of the edges in P . We define MatchG to be
the collection of all perfect matchings of G.

Each snake or loop graph has precisely two perfect matchings that contain only
boundary edges. We will discuss the matchings for snake graphs and loops graphs
separately.
If G is a snake graph, then we will denote by P`, and call it the maximal per-
fect matching of G, the perfect matching that contains only boundary edges and
includes the West side of the first tile of G. Dually, we will denote by P´, and
call it the minimal perfect matching of G, the perfect matching that contains only
boundary edges and includes the South side of the first tile of G.
If G’ is a loop graph, the maximal perfect matching P` of G’ is defined to be the
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Figure 2.11: Maximal perfect matching of two isomorphic loop graphs.

perfect matching that contains only boundary edges and is a subset of the maxi-
mal perfect matching associated to the plain snake graph G. The minimal perfect
matching of a loop graph is defined dually.

Remark 2.4.1. A loop graph G’ can be represented in more than one ways as it was
pointed out in Example 2.3.5. Therefore, defining the maximal perfect matching
of G’, relying on what we call the plain snake graph G, could potentially create a
problem. Namely, if G’

1 and G’
2 are isomorphic loop graphs, we must have that

PG’
1,`

“ PG’
2,`

.

Let P´aP “ pP´YP qzpP´XP q denote the symmetric difference of an arbitrary
perfect matching of a graph G with the minimal perfect matching P´. Notice that
P´ a P is a set of boundary edges of a subgraph GP of G, which consists of a
subset of tiles Gi of the graph G.

Definition 2.4.2. Let P P MatchG. The height monomial of P is defined by

ypP q “
ź

GiPGP

yi.

The weight monomial of P is defined by

xpP q “
ź

τiPP

xτi

Theorem 2.4.3. Let pS,M,P q be a punctured surface and T an ideal triangulation
of the surface. Let C “ CpS,M,P, T q be the associated cluster algebra with principal
coefficients, with respect to T . Suppose γ’ is a (tagged) arc, which is not tagged
notched at a puncture enclosed by a self folded triangle in T . Then the cluster
variable xγ’ is equal to

xγ’ “
1

crosspγ, T q

ÿ

PPMatchGγ’

xpP qypP q

where xpP q is the weight of the perfect matching P , ypP q is the height of P and

crosspγ’q “
śd

j“1 xτij
is the crossing monomial of γ’.
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Remark 2.4.4. As it is the case with unpunctured surfaces, we can also assign a
cluster algebra element to each multicurve c by defining xc “

ś

γPc xγ , where γ
runs over all arcs, tagged arcs and closed curves of c.

2.5 Quivers associated to loop graphs

In this subsection we first recall from [MSW11] how we can associate a quiver to
a given snake graph and later recall from [Wil20], the generalized construction of
the quiver associated to a loop graph.

Definition 2.5.1. [MSW11] Let G “ pG1, ..., Gnq be a snake graph. The quiver
associated to the graph G is defined to be the quiver QG with vertices 1, ..., n and
whose arrows are determined by the following rules:

(i) there is an arrow i Ñ i ` 1 in QG if i is odd and Gi`1 is on the right of Gi,
or i is even and Gi`1 is on the top of Gi,

(ii) there is an arrow i Ñ i ´ 1 in GG if i is odd and Gi is on the right of Gi´1,
or i is even and Gi is on the top of Gi´1.

Following Wilson, we can now define a quiver to a given loop graph.

Definition 2.5.2. [Wil20] Let G’ “ pG1, . . . , Gnq’ be a loop graph, with under-
lying snake graph G “ pG1, . . . , Gnq. The quiver associated to the loop graph G’ is
defined to be the quiver QG’ which is the same as the quiver QG with an additional
arrow for each loop of G’, where the additional arrow is defined as follows:

(i) if there is a loop with respect to G1 and k P t2, . . . , nu then the arrow 1 Ñ k
(resp. k Ñ 1) is in QG’ if k is odd (resp. even) and SpGkq is the cut edge,
or k is even (resp. odd) and W pGkq is the cut edge,

(ii) if there is a loop with respect to Gn and k P t1, . . . , n ´ 1u then the arrow
n Ñ k (resp. k Ñ n) is in QG’ if and only if k is odd (resp. even) and NpGkq

is the cut edge, or k is even (resp. odd) and EpGkq is the cut edge.

One thing that one may notice, is that a loop graph has equivalent represen-
tations which could possibly lead to different quivers associated to each represen-
tation. However Definition 2.5.2 is consistent in the sense that the quiver that is
associated to a loop graph is independent of the choice of the representation of the
loop graph as the following propositions indicates.

Proposition 2.5.3. Let G’
1 and G’

2 be two different representations of the same
loop graph G’. Then, the associated quivers QG’

1
and QG’

2
of the graphs G’

1 and

G’
2 respectively are the same quiver.

Proof. We will assume that there is only one loop at the start of the loop graph
G’, since the arguments for a possibly second loop at the end of the graph would
be similar.
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Let G’
1 “ tG1, . . . Gd´1, Gd, . . . Gnu, 2 ď d ď n where there is a loop with re-

sect to the tiles G1 and Gd. Therefore since there is only one loop, there are
two possible representations of the loop graph and therefore it must be G’

2 “

tGd´1, . . . G1, Gd, . . . Gnu.
Let w.l.o.g. assume that d is even and that the tile G2 is on the right of the tile G1

at the loop graph G’
1 . We will now construct the quivers QG’

1
and QG’

2
separately.

Starting with QG’
1
we first construct the quiver QG1

associated to the underly-

ing snake graph G1. The local configuration induced by the tiles tGd, . . . , Gnu at
the quiver QG1

is the same as the local configuration at the quiver QG2
, so we need

to focus only on the arrows of the quiver which are induced from the first part of
the loops graphs, up to the tile Gd.
Since G2 is on the right of G1 following Definition 2.5.1 we have an arrow 1 Ñ 2
in QG1

. Since tG1, . . . Gd´1u is a zig-zag we must have the following configuration
locally in QG1

: 1 Ñ 2 Ñ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ñ d ´ 1. Additionally the zig-zag tG1, . . . Gd´1u is
also maximal and therefor we have the arrow: d ´ 1 Ð d. Lastly we need to add
an arrow that is induced by the loop at the tiles G1 and Gd. Since d is an even
number the tile Gd is over the tile Gd´1 and therefore W pGdq is the cut edge in
the loop graph G’

1 . Following Definition 2.5.2(i) we have that the quiver QG’
1

is

the same as the quiver QG1
with an additional arrow 1 Ñ d.

We will now construct the quiver QG’
2
associated to the loop graph G’

2 . G’
2 “

tGd´1, . . . G1, Gd, . . . Gnu and as stated earlier we need to only investigate the con-
figuration of arrows in QG’

2
induced by the first part tGd´1, . . . G1, Gdu.

To begin with, the tile G1 is on the left of the tile Gd in the loop graph G’
2 since

the cut edge in G’
1 is W pGdq. Notice also that G1 is an odd tile G2 and therefore

by Definition 2.5.1 (i) there is an arrow 1 Ñ d in QG2 . Since tGd´1, . . . G1u is a
maximal zig-zag in G2 we must also have the following local configuration in QG2 :
d ´ 1 Ð ¨ ¨ ¨ Ð 1.
Lastly we need to add an extra arrow induced by the loop with respect to the tiles
Gd´1 and Gd in order to complete the quiver QG’

2
. The cut edge in G’

1 was W pGdq

which implies that the cut edge in G’
2 is SpGdq. The cut edge being SpGdq and d

being even implies by Definition 2.5.2 that in QG’
2
we have additionally the arrow

d Ñ d ´ 1.
Noticing that the quivers constructed QG’

1
and QG’

2
are the same completes the

proof.
■

A nice visualization of the above proof can be done by looking at the Figure 2.12
where there is a loop at the start of the loop graph, ignoring the second loop at
the end of it.

Example 2.5.4. In Figure 2.12 the loop graph on the left hand side has two loops,
one at the start of the graph which “connects” the tiles 1 and 4 and one at the end
which “connects” the tiles 6 and 10. Following Definition 2.5.1 and viewing the
loop graph as a regular snake graph we take the quiver:

1 Ñ 2 Ñ 3 Ð 4 Ñ 5 Ñ 6 Ð 7 Ñ 8 Ñ 9 Ñ 10.
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Figure 2.12: Quiver associated to loop graph.

In order to construct the quiver of the loop graph, following the two rules in Defi-
nition 2.5.2 we add the arrow 1 Ñ 4 and the arrow 6 Ñ 10 to the quiver resulting
in the final quiver that can be viewed in the same figure.
Working on the loop graph on the right hand side of Figure 2.12, the quiver asso-
ciated on the plain snake graph of that loop graph is the following:

3 Ð 2 Ð 1 Ñ 4 Ñ 5 Ñ 6 Ñ 10 Ð 9 Ð 8 Ð 7.

Looking at the two loops at the start and at the end of the loop graph we also add
the arrows 3 Ð 4 and 6 Ð 7 respectively.
It is easy to see that the quivers associated to both loop graphs (which are equivalent)
are the same.

2.6 Abstract strings and loopstrings

Abstract strings are a well-established tool which has been used as a means of
simplifying the information of a snake graph by associating a string to a given
graph and by extension to a given arc on a surface. In this chapter we introduce
a generalization of such abstract strings, which we call loopstrings. The definition
of a loopstring captures the combinatorial structure of a loop graph and is similar
to the notion of an abstract string associated with a snake graph.

Let tÑ,Ðu be a set of two letters where the first one is called direct arrow and
the second one inverse arrow. An abstract string is a finite word in this alphabet
or is the additional word denoted by H, which stands for the empty word. We
will generalize this construction by adding two new letters in this alphabet and by
imposing additional properties for these letters, which will correspond to the loops
that appear in loop graphs.

Definition 2.6.1. Let tÐâ, ãÑu be a set of two letters where the first one is called
inverse loop and the second one direct loop. We create a new alphabet from the set
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tÑ,Ð,Ðâ, ãÑu. An abstract loopstring l is either an abstract string, or an abstract
string with maximum two additional letters from tÐâ, ãÑu subject to the following:

• A direct or inverse loop cannot be the first or last letter of the string l.

• A direct (respectively inverse) loop can be placed in a position only if all the
following arrows up to the end of the l or the preceding arrows up to the start
of l are inverse (respectively direct) arrows.

To make the above Definition 2.6.1 clear we will present some examples of
loopstrings and some examples of non-loopstrings, pointing out the rules that are
violated in each case.

Example 2.6.2. The following sequences are loopstrings:

(i) ÐÐãÑÑÑÐãÑÐÐÐ,

(ii) ÑÑÑÐâÐÑ,

(iii) ÐÑÐâÑ,

(iv) ÑÑÑÐâÑÑ,

(v) ÐãÑãÑÐÐ.

The following sequences are not loopstrings:

(vi) ÐâÐÑ,

(vii) ÐÐÑãÑÐÑ ,

(viii) ÐÐâÑÐ,

(ix) ÑÐâÐâãÑÐÐ.

The sequences (i) and (v) have exactly two loops. These loops satisfy the conditions
of Definition 2.6.1 since the first loops encountered in each case follows arrows of
opposite direction, while the second loop in both cases precedes arrows of opposite
direction. The sequences (ii) and (iii) satisfy all conditions since the inverse loop
in (ii) follows a sequence of three consecutive direct arrows, while the inverse loop
in (iii) precedes a sequence of one direct arrow. Regarding the sequence (iv) there is
one inverse loop which both precedes and follows a sequence of direct arrows, which
is obviously more than enough.
The fact that it can be considered either as the start or the end translates to being
associated to two different tagged arcs on a punctured surface.
The sequence (ix) has three loops and therefore cannot be a loopstring. The sequence
(vi) is not a loopstring, since the loop is the first letter of the sequence. The sequence
(vii) is not a loopstring, since on the left of the direct loop there is a direct arrow,
while on the right of the loop there may exist an inverse arrow but this sequence of
direct arrows (in this case, a sequence of one arrow) is not continuing up the end
of the string. Lastly the sequence (viii) is not a loopstring since the loop follows
a sequence of inverse arrows, but it should have been a direct loop for (viii) to be
considered a loopstring.
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Remark 2.6.3. The reader can notice a repeating pattern on the second condition
of Definition 2.6.1. We require the direct or inverse loop to follow or precede a
sequence of inverse or direct arrows respectively. This is a parallel to the notion
of maximal zig-zag that follows or precedes a tile as it was encountered in Defi-
nition 2.3.4. This comes as no surprise since in the classical case of associating a
string to a snake graph, zig-zag tiles give rise to a sequence of direct or inverse
arrows.

Remark 2.6.4. Our Definition 2.6.1 is not unique in the sense that we could have
taken a different root. In the case of loop graphs, one defines at first a snake graph
and then identifies some edges on that graph. We could try to define a loopstring,
starting with a string and then adding the two new letters of the alphabet in the
suitable spots. However we decided to stick to our approach since now loopstrings
are defined more abstractly instead of depending on a preexisting string, resembling
in some way the way that abstract snake graphs were defined in the first place.

We finish this chapter by remarking that although abstract loopstrings are
given as words on an alphabet, in practice when we are dealing with loopstrings
associated to loop graphs or tagged arcs, we can view them as a special kind of
graphs, by adding numbers in between the arrows and the loops, which correspond
to the vertices of a graph. Another interesting observation is the fact if pS,M,P, T q

is a triangulated surface, then loopstrings associated to tagged arcs, as it is also
the case with regular strings associated to regular arcs, have a close connection
to the quiver associated to the triangulation T of the surface pS,M,P q. This
connection will be better understood through examples later, after we introduce
the connections of loops graphs and loopstrings.

2.7 Construction of the loop graph of an abstract
loopstring

In this section we will describe how one can go from an abstract loopstring to a
loop graph. In practice, we will be usually working the other way around, building
a loopstring out of a loop graph as it is described in the next section, but still it is
important to point out that this procedure is bijective.
We start by defining the plain string associated to a loopstring which will simplify
the construction.

Definition 2.7.1. Let w “ a1 . . . an be an abstract loopstring where ah1
, ah2

P

tÑ,Ð,Ðâ, ãÑu, 2 ď h1, h2 ď n ´ 1 and ai P tÑ,Ðu for every 1 ď i ď n with
i ‰ h1, h2. We set a1

h1
to be equal to Ñ (resp. Ð) if ah1

is equal to Ñ or ãÑ (resp.
Ð or Ðâ). Similarly we set a1

h2
to be equal Ñ or Ð based on what ah2 is. We call

w1 “ a1 . . . a
1
h1

. . . a1
h2

. . . an to be the plain string associated to the loopstring w.

We will now construct the loop graph of a loop string by combining a clas-
sic construction of Çanakçı-Schroll and some of the tools that we have already
introduced in previous chapters.
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Definition 2.7.2. Let w “ a1 . . . ah1 . . . ah2 . . . an be a loopstring where ah1 , ah2 P

tÑ,Ð,Ðâ, ãÑu. Let also w1 be the plain string associated to w. Let Gw1 “

tG1, . . . Gh1
. . . Gh2

. . . Gnu be the snake graph associated to the w1 as it is de-
scribed in [ÇS21].
We call the loop graph G’

w the loop graph associated to the loopstring w, where G’
w

is the loop graph obtained from the snake graph Gw1 by identifying the edges of
the tiles G1 and Gh1

(resp. Gh2
and Gn) if ah1

P tÐâ, ãÑu (resp. ah2
P tÐâ, ãÑu)

as described in Definition 2.3.4.

2.8 Construction of the loopstring of a loop graph

Given a loop graph G, we want to associate a loopstring w. We will do this by
combining a variety of construction that have already been introduces. Of course
this is not the only way that one can define it, but we chose this approach, since it
builds on previous results.

Definition 2.8.1. Let G’ “ pG1, . . . , Gnq be a loop graph and G “ pG1, . . . , Gnq

the underlying snake graph associated to G’. Let QG be the quiver of the under-
lying snake graph G “ pG1, . . . , Gnq (which is unique based on Remark 2.5.3). We
define w1 “ a1 . . . an where:

• ai “Ñ if there is an arrow i Ñ i ` 1 in QG ,

• ai “Ð if there is an arrow i ` 1 Ñ i in QG .

We now associate possibly two more letters from tÐâ, ãÑu in the following cases:

• if there is a loop with respect to G1 and Gh1 , 1 ă h1 ă n then we define
ah1 “Ðâ (resp. ah1 “ãÑ) if the arrow 1 Ñ h1 (resp. h1 Ñ 1) is in QG’,

• if there is a loop with respect to Gh2 , 1 ă h2 ă n Gd then we define ah2 “Ðâ

(resp. ah2 “ãÑ) if the arrow h2 Ñ n (resp. n Ñ h2) is in QG’.

The loopstring w is then defined as w “ a1 . . . ah1 . . . ah2 . . . an and is called the
loopstring associated to the loop graph G’.

The next remark is a well known fact about snake graphs, but it can be easily
seen that it also holds true for loop graphs. We mention it here for the sake of
completion and since it will be widely used later in the proofs of the main results.

Remark 2.8.2. Based on the definition of a loopstring associated to a loop graph
we can notice two things:

• if three consecutive tiles of the loop graph form a zig-zag then the two arrows
associated to these tiles have the same direction.

• if three consecutive tiles of the loop graph form a straight piece then the two
arrows associated to these tile have alternating directions.
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Remark 2.8.3. Notice that equivalent planar representations of a loop graph will
produce two different loopstrings. We will introduce an equivalence relation for
loopstrings which recovers equivalent planar representations of a loop graph.

Definition 2.8.4. Let w “ a1 . . . ad . . . an and w1 “ b1 . . . bd . . . bn be two different
loopstrings, for which ad, bd P tÐâ, ãÑu and ai, bi P tÐ,Ñu for every 1 ď i ď n and
i ‰ d. Then we will say that the two loopstrings are left equivalent if w “ w1 or
the following are true:

(i) ad ‰ bd,

(ii) if ta1, . . . , ad´1u are direct arrows (resp. inverse arrows), then we must have
that tb1, . . . , bd´1u are inverse arrows (resp. direct arrows),

(iii) ai “ bi for each d ` 1 ă i ď n.

We can define similarly right equivalent loopstrings when there is a direct or inverse
loop only at the end part of the loopstrings. Lastly we call two loopstrings w,w1

equivalent if they are left and right equivalent and we will write w „ w1.

Notice that when two loopstrings w1 and w2 are left equivalent, then the arrow
ad`1 has opposite direction from the arrow bd`1.

Example 2.8.5. Looking at Figure 2.12 we have that the loopstring w associated
to the loop graph on the left hand side is the following:

w “ÑÑÐâÑÑÐâÑÑÑ,

while the loopstring w1 associated to the graph on the right hand side of the figure
is:

w1 “ÐÐãÑÑÑãÑÐÐÐ .

Following Definition 2.8.4 it is easy to see that w „ w1 which is what we should
hope for in order for our constructions to be consistent. This is exactly what we
also prove in the next Lemma 2.8.6.

The fact that the above defined relation is indeed an equivalence relation is
easy to see, since all properties can be trivially checked. However, what is more
important is that equivalent loopstrings, correspond to isomorphic loop graphs. We
will prove this for the case that the two loopstrings are left equivalent, but similar
arguments can be used for the other cases.

Lemma 2.8.6. Suppose that w “ a0 . . . an and w1 “ b0 . . . bn are two loopstrings,
which have a direct or inverse loop at the beginning and no direct or inverse loop at
the end. Then, the associated loop graphs G’

w and G’
w1 are isomorphic if and only

w and w1 are left equivalent.

Proof. If w “ w1 there is nothing to prove. So suppose from now on, that w ‰ w1.
We will first prove the direct implication.
Suppose that the loop graphs G’

w “ tG1, . . . , Gk, . . . , Gnu’ and
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G’
w1 “ tG1

1, . . . , G
1
l, . . . , G

1
nu’ are isomorphic, where Gk and G1

l are the tiles in
which one of their edges is identified with on edge of the first tile of the respective
loop graph. Since w ‰ w1, the underlying snake graphs Gw and Gw1 without the
identification of the two respective edges are not equal. Additionally, since the two
graphs G’

w and G’
w1 are isomorphic we conclude that k “ l.

W.l.o.g. assume that G2 is on the right of G1. Since the two graphs are isomorphic
but not equal when viewed as plain snake graphs, we conclude that G1

2 must be
on top of G1

1, since there are only two possible different planar representations of
a loop graph (Remark 2.8.3). Therefore, we can deduce that a0 “Ðâ and b0 “ãÑ.
This, in turn implies that ai “Ñ and bi “Ð for each 2 ď i ă k ´ 1, by defi-
nition of loopstrings. Lastly, since the two graphs are isomorphic, the subgraphs
G’
v “ tGk, . . . , Gnu’ and G’

v1 “ tG1
l, . . . , G

1
nu’ are equal, and therefore we have

that aj “ bj for each k ď j ď n. Therefore, the loopstrings w and w1 are left
equivalent.

Let us prove now the other direction. Suppose that the loopstrings w and w1

are left equivalent. Suppose w.l.o.g that a0 “Ðâ. Since they are not equal, we
also have that b0 “ãÑ from (i) of Definition 2.8.4. Suppose also that a1, . . . , ak
is the maximum subcollection of consecutive tiles of w which are direct arrows.
Therefore, due to (ii) of Definition 2.8.4, b1, . . . , bk is the maximum subcollection
of consecutive tiles of w1 which are inverse arrows. we will treat the case that k is
even, since the other case is symmetrical.
Sine k is even, the tile Gk`1 of the graph G’

w is on the right of the tile Gk and the
south edge of this tile SpGk`1q is identified with W pG1q, by the construction of the
loop graph by a given loopstring. Similarly, regarding the graph G’

w1 , we can see
that G1

k`1 is on top of G1
k and that the edge W pG1

k`1q is identified with the edge
SpG1

1q. By identifying each tile Gi of the graph G’
w with the tile G1

k`1´i of the graph

G’
w1 , for every 1 ď i ď k, and each tile Gj with G1

j for every k ` 1 ď j ď n. We can

construct an isomorphism Φ: G’
w Ñ G’

w1 which sends each vertex and edge of the
graph G’

w to the appropriate edge and vertex of G’
w1 respectively, keeping in mind

the aforementioned identification of tiles. Therefore, two left equivalent loopstrings,
give rise to two different planar representations of the same loopgraph. ■

Remark 2.8.7. Using the above definition we can see that two different planar rep-
resentations of the same loop graph produce two equivalent loopstrings. So working
under equivalence of loop graphs, the construction of loopstrings coming from a
loop graph is well defined. From now on when we are talking about loopstrings we
will always mean it up to equivalence of loopstrings.

Remark 2.8.8. Lemma 2.8.6 is essential for the arguments that will follow. A lot of
the arguments regarding loop graphs can be reduced to the case where the second
tile of the graph G is on the right of the first tile, since as we can see by the above
Lemma, if the second tile was on top of the first one, we could just consider the
isomorphic planar representation of G. Of course symmetric arguments can be
applied when the loop is at the end of the graph.



28 CHAPTER 2. PRELIMINARIES

2.9 Quiver representations and loop modules

In this chapter we introduce the notion of loop modules which generalize the now
classical notion of string modules. These are modules over a path algebra that cor-
respond to loopstrings, in the same way that string modules correspond to abstract
strings.
We begin by reviewing some basic background on quiver representations and their
morphisms. Quivers and their representations are extremely useful tools for study-
ing the structure of a group or algebra through combinatorial objects such as graphs
and easily understood linear maps. We then discuss the definition of a path algebra
and by extension, that of a string algebra. The importance of string modules is
evident from the fact that the finite-dimensional modules over a string algebra are
precisely the finite-dimensional string and band modules.

Let us formally define what a quiver is. A quiver Q “ pQ0,Q1, s, tq consists of
a set of vertices Q0, a set of arrows Q1, a map s : Q1 Ñ Q0 assigning to its each
arrow its source, and a map t : Q1 Ñ Q0 assigning to each arrow its target. Let k
be an algebraically closed field.

A representation M “ pMi, ϕαqiPQ0,αPQ1
of a quiver Q is a collection of k-vector

spaces Mi together with a collection of k-linear maps ϕα : Mspαq Ñ Mtpαq.
Quivers are mathematically convenient objects to work with, as they can be re-
garded simply as directed graphs. A quiver representation then assigns a vector
space to each vertex and a linear map to each arrow.

Example 2.9.1. Let Q be the quiver 1 Ð 2 Ñ 3. Then, the following are repre-
sentations of Q:

M1 : k

´

1 0 0
¯

ÐÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝ k3

¨

˚

˚

˝

1 1 0
0 1 1
0 0 1

˛

‹

‹

‚

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ k3

M2 : k

´

1 0
¯

ÐÝÝÝÝÝ k2

¨

˚

˚

˝

1 0
0 1
0 1

˛

‹

‹

‚

ÝÝÝÝÝÑ k3

M3 : k

´

1 0
¯

ÐÝÝÝÝÝ k2

¨

˚

˚

˝

1 1
0 1
0 0

˛

‹

‹

‚

ÝÝÝÝÝÑ k3

M4 : k

´

1 0
¯

ÐÝÝÝÝÝ k2

¨

˝

1 1
0 1

˛

‚

ÝÝÝÝÝÑ k2

M5 : k
1

ÐÝÝÝ k

¨

˝

1
0

˛

‚

ÝÝÝÑ k2

If Q is a quiver and M “ pMi, ϕαq and M 1 “ pM 1
i , ϕ

1
αq are two representations
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of Q, then a morphism of representations f : M Ñ M 1 is a collection of k-linear
maps pfiqiPQ′ , such that for each arrow α : i Ñ j we have ϕ1

α ˝ fi “ fj ˝ϕα, i.e. the
linear maps must be compatible with the maps ϕα.

Example 2.9.2. If Q : 1 Ð 2 Ñ 3 and M1,M2 and M3 are the representations
appearing in Example 2.9.1 then the following diagrams commute:

M1 k k3 k3

M2 k k2 k3

´

1 0 0
¯

¨

˚

˚

˝

1 1 0

0 1 1

0 0 1

˛

‹

‹

‚

f 1 œ

´

1 0
¯

¨

˚

˚

˝

1 0

0 0

0 1

˛

‹

‹

‚

¨

˚

˚

˝

1 0

0 1

0 1

˛

‹

‹

‚

œ

¨

˚

˚

˝

1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 1

˛

‹

‹

‚

M1 k k3 k3

M3 k k2 k3

´

1 0 0
¯

¨

˚

˚

˝

1 1 0

0 1 1

0 0 1

˛

‹

‹

‚

f 1 1 œ

´

1 0
¯

¨

˚

˚

˝

1 0

0 1

0 0

˛

‹

‹

‚

¨

˚

˚

˝

1 1

0 1

0 0

˛

‹

‹

‚

œ

¨

˚

˚

˝

1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 1

˛

‹

‹

‚

Notice additionally that fi, f
1
i , 1 ď i ď 3 are injections, so f : M2 Ñ M1 and

f 1 : M3 Ñ M1 are injective morphisms of representations.

Remark 2.9.3. If Q is a quiver, one can consider the category of quiver represen-
tations repQ. The objects of this category are the representations of Q, and the
morphisms are morphisms between representations. Composition of morphisms is
given by the composition of the corresponding linear maps ϕa. Even though we
have not explicitly discussed the notions of indecomposable representations and di-
rect sums of representations, the equivalence of categories stated in Theorem 2.9.9,
illustrates the deep connection between modules and representations. In practice
we will use these notions interchangeably.

Remark 2.9.4. If N is a subrepresentation of M , then we refer to the canonical
embedding of N into M as the injective map f : N ãÑ M where each component
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fi : Ni Ñ Mi is the linear map induced by the identity on the non-zero compo-
nents of N . The injective maps f and f 1 from Example 2.9.2 are both canonical
embeddings of the representations M2 and M3 into the representation M1.

Having introduced the category of representations repQ, this is a good moment
to revisit one of the first natural questions: “why do we care about representations
of quivers?”. The answer lies in two fundamental results (Theorems 2.9.7 and
2.9.9), which together show that the study of finite-dimensional algebras can, in
many cases, be reduced to the study of representations of bound quivers.

Let Q be a quiver. One can associate to it the so-called path algebra kQ. This
is a k-algebra whose basis consists of all finite paths in Q-that is, finite sequences
of consecutive arrows from one vertex to another. The multiplication of two basis
elements c1 ¨ c2 is defined as the concatenation of the paths if the endpoint of c1
coincides with the starting point of c2; otherwise, the product is defined to be zero.
This multiplication is extends linearly to all of kQ, making kQ a (non-commutative)
k-algebra. In particularly, it can be viewed as a graded k-algebra, with grading
given by path length.

Remark 2.9.5. Let Q “ pQ0, Q1q be a quiver, and let c be a path in Q. We can
canonically associate a string wc, by assigning an arrow in the string wc for each
arrow in the path c, as illustrated in Example 2.9.6. This correspondence provides
a convenient alternative representation of strings associated with quivers and will
be used extensively throughout the remainder of this thesis.

Example 2.9.6. Let Q be the quiver 1
α

ÐÝ 2
β

ÝÑ 3, and consider the path

c “ p1|α, β, β, β, β, β|3q.

We associate to this path the string wc which is given by:

wc “ 1 Ð 2 Ñ 3 Ð 2 Ñ 3 Ð 2 Ñ 3.

This presentation of the string wc, differs from the one given in Def 2.6.1, but its
properties remain the same.

If kQ is the path algebra of a quiver Q, it is not necessarily finite-dimensional
algebra. In particular, ifQ contains oriented cycles, then kQ is infinite-dimensional.
Therefore, to study finite dimensional algebras, we must consider quotients of path
algebras by suitable ideals. One such suitable ideal is the so-called admissible ideal.
This is, roughly speaking, an arrow ideal -that is, a two-sided ideal generated by
paths of length at least two. If I is an admissible ideal of the path algebra kQ, then
the pair pQ, Iq is called a bound quiver, and the quotient algebra kQ{I is called a
bound quiver algebra.

Having introduced the notion of a bound quiver algebra, we are now in a position
to address a very natural question that arises when studying quiver representations:
“Why do we study them in the first place?”

Theorem 2.9.7. If A is a basic finite dimensional k-algebra, then there exists a
quiver Q and an admissible ideal I such that A – kQ{I.
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Remark 2.9.8. The assumption in Theorem 2.9.7 that A is a basic algebra is not
restrictive. Indeed, the module category of any finite dimensional algebra is equiv-
alent to the module category of a basic finite-dimensional algebra. Therefore, the
study of basic algebras is sufficient, from a representation theoretic perspective
point of view.

The result of Theorem 2.9.7 is fundamental, as it reduces the study of basic
finite-dimensional algebras to the study of the bound quiver algebras. The next
fundamental results builds upon this by further reducing the study of finitely gen-
erated right modules to the study of the representations of a quiver.

Theorem 2.9.9. Let A “ kQ{I be a bound quiver algebra where Q is a finite
connected quiver. Then, the following equivalence of categories if true:

mod kQ – rep pQ, Iq.

2.9.1 String modules

We have already introduced abstract strings and loopstrings in Der 2.6.1. However,
another way to view these objects is as modules over an algebra. In the remain-
der of this chapter, we will describe the classical construction of a string module
from an abstract string, and subsequently, the construction of what we will call a
loopstring module from a given abstract loopstring. This correspondence between
modules and (loop)strings is important, as it allows us to use these notions inter-
changeably in the remainder of the thesis.

Let kQ{I be a bound quiver algebra and let c be a path in the quiver. Consider
the string

wc “ a0u1a1 . . . an´1unan,

where ai P Q0 for every 0 ď i ď n, and uj P tÐ,Ñu for every 1 ď j ď n. Define
the index set Ia :“ ti|ai “ au. Then the string module Mpwcq corresponding to
the string wc is defined as follows:

• At each vertex x P Q0 we assign the vector space Mx “
À

iPIx
Ki where

Ki “ k for every i P Ix.

• For each arrow a P Q1, where x
α

ÝÑ y, we assign a linear mapMa :
À

jPIx
Kj Ñ

À

iPIy
Ki given by the matrix:

pMaqi,j “

#

Idk if |i ´ j| “ 1,

0 otherwise.

Example 2.9.10. Let Q “ 1
α

ÐÝ 2
β

ÝÑ 3 and wc “ 1 Ð 2 Ñ 3 Ð 2 Ñ 3 Ð 2 Ñ 3 as
in Example 2.9.6. We will now construct the corresponding string module Mpwcq.
First we compute the index sets:

I1 “ t0u, I2 “ t1, 3, 5u, I3 “ t2, 4, 6u,
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which indicate the positions in the string wc where each vertex of the quiver Q
appears. Accordingly, the vector spaces assigned to each vertex are:

M1 “ k, M2 “ k3, M3 “ k3.

Finally, we describe the linear maps associated to the arrows α and β. These are
given by the matrices:

Mα “
`

Idk 0 0
˘

, Mβ “

¨

˝

Idk Idk 0
0 Idk Idk
0 0 Idk

˛

‚.

Therefore the string module Mpwcq associated to the string wc is as follows:

Mpwcq : k

´

1 0 0
¯

ÐÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝ k3

¨

˚

˚

˝

1 1 0
0 1 1
0 0 1

˛

‹

‹

‚

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ k3.

We can also depict the string module Mpwcq in the following ways:

Mpwcq “

k k k

k k k k

α

1k β

1k β

1k β

1k β

1k β

1k

,

Mpwcq “

2 2 2

1 3 3 3

,

where the second presentation is called the string presentation of the module Mpwcq.

Remark 2.9.11. Notice that the module Mpwcq appearing in Example 2.9.10 is the
same as the module M1 in Example 2.9.1. The string presentation of the modules
M2 and M3 of Example 2.9.1 is the following:

M2 “

2

1 3

‘

2

3 3

,

M3 “

2 2

1 3 3

‘ 3.

It is clear that M2 and M3 are maximal submodules of M1, as in each case we
remove a copy of the top vertex 2 from M1. However, the resulting submodules
are not isomorphic, since the top vertex is removed from “different positions” in
the structure of M1. This is also reflected in the fact that the inclusion maps from
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M2 and M3 to M1 are distinct, as can be seen in Example 2.9.2. In this thesis,
the idea of removing a top from a module to produce a submodule will appear
frequently. For brevity, whenever we refer to a canonical submodule N , we will
implicitly mean the pair pN, fq, where f : N ãÑ M is the associated canonical
embedding, as described in Remark 2.9.4.

Remark 2.9.12. String modules are of particular interest because they appear in
the classification of indecomposable representations of certain algebras. Specifi-
cally, these are the so-called finite-dimensional string algebras for which the in-
decomposable modules are completely classified by string and band modules. In
this thesis, we will not explicitly construct the band module associated to bands as
their construction is analogous to that of string modules described in this chapter
and can be found in detail in the relevant literature ([BR87], [Lak16]).

2.9.2 Loop modules

In this chapter we associate a loop module to any given loopstring. This association
is particularly important, as it allows us to interchangeably work with loopstrings
and their corresponding modules, especially when studying the submodule struc-
ture of a loop module. The construction closely parallels that of string modules,
but is expanded by adding a non-zero values to the matrix entries corresponding
to loops. Since our focus will be on loopstrings associated to tagged arcs on a
punctured surface, we will restrict our attention to such cases.

Let pS,M,P, T q be a punctured surface and QT the quiver associated to the
triangulation T . Let I be an admissible ideal of the quiver QT and define the
bound quiver algebra kQT {I. Let γ’ be a doubly notched arc on the surface and
consider cγ’ to be the path on the quiver QT which follows the intersection points
of γ’ with the triangulation T . Consider the loop string

w :“ wcγ’
“ a0u1 . . . ak´1ukak`1 . . . al´1ulal`1 . . . an´1unan,

where ai P QT for every 0 ď i ď n, uj P tÐ,Ñu for every 1 ď j ď n with j ‰ k, l
and uk, ul P tÐâ, ãÑu. Define the index set Ia :“ ti|ai “ au. Then the loop module
Mpwq corresponding to the string w is defined as follows:

• At each vertex x P Q0 we assign the vector space Mx “
À

iPIx
Ki where

Ki “ k for every i P Ix.

• For each arrow a P Q1, where x
α

ÝÑ y we assign a linear mapMa :
À

jPIx
Kj Ñ

À

iPIy
Ki given by the matrix:

pMaqi,j “

$

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

%

Idk if |i ´ j| “ 1,

Idk if i “ 0 and j “ k, or i “ k and j “ 0,

Idk if i “ l ´ 1 and j “ n, or i “ n and j “ l ´ 1,

0 otherwise.



34 CHAPTER 2. PRELIMINARIES

We would like now to clarify two points regarding the construction of the loop
module. First, since there is a hook at positions k and l of the loopstring w we can
deduce that there must exist an edge connecting the vertices a0 and ak, as well as
an edge connecting al´1 and an in the quiver QT . This ensures the existence of two
matrices, denoted Mα and Mβ , which are assigned to these edges. The existence
of these matrices implies that exactly one of the two conditions i “ 0 and j “ k,
or i “ k and j “ 0 (resp. i “ l ´ 1 and j “ n, or i “ n and j “ l ´ 1) must hold.
This gives rise to exactly two non-zero entries in the matrices, as intended.
Additionally, although the construction was given for the case where the loopstring
has two loops, it naturally reduced to the case with a single loop.

Example 2.9.13. Let pS,M,P, T q be the triangulated surface, and γ’ the tagged
arc, appearing in Figure 2.9. We can then associate the following equivalent loop-
strings to γ’:

wγ’ “ 1 Ð 2 ãÑ 3 Ð 4 Ð 5,

w1
γ’ “ 1 Ð 2 Ðâ 3 Ñ 4 Ñ 5.

The loop modules Mpwγ’ q and Mpw1
γ’ q associated to the loopstrings wγ’ and w1

γ’

are isomorphic and equal to the following:

Mpwγ’ q “ Mpw1
γ’ q “

k

k k

k k

1

1

1

1

1

.

A different way of depicting the module Mpw’
γ q which resembles closely the loop-

string structure is the following:

Mpwγ’ q “

5

2 4

1 3

,

while the equivalent way of representing Mpw1
γ’ q is:

Mpw1
γ’ q “

5

2 4

1 3

.
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We will refer to the above presentations as the loopstring presentation of the mod-
ule. In practice, this will be the primary way we visualize loopstrings or loop mod-
ules from now on, as this depiction makes it easier to identify maximal submodules.
By locating a top and removing it we can directly read off submodule structures.

In Example 2.9.13, notice that equivalent loopstrings give rise to isomorphic
modules. The natural question that arise then is the following: “Is the construc-
tion of the loop modules compatible with the different loopstrings that may be
associated to the same tagged arc γ’?”. We should expect to associate the same
loop module Mpwcγ’

q to a given tagged arc, as seen in Example 2.9.13, and this
is indeed the case, as the next proposition indicates.

Proposition 2.9.14. Let γ’ a tagged arc on the triangulated surface pS,M,P, T q

and wcγ’
and w1

cγ’
two loopstrings associated to γ’. Then the modules Mpwcγ’

q

and Mpw1
cγ’

q are the same.

Proof. Let us assume that γ’ has only one tagging. Let

wcγ’
“ a0u1 . . . ak´1ukakuk`1 . . . unan,

w1
cγ’

“ ak´1u
1
1 . . . a0ukakuk`1 . . . unan,

be the two loopstrings. Notice that the sequence of vertices pa0, . . . , ak´1q in the
loopstring wcγ’

, appears in the opposite order in the loopstring w1
cγ’

.

By the construction of the loop modules we have non-zero entries in the matrices
when there are consecutive vertices ai, ai`1 (i.e. when |i ´ j| “ 1). Additionally,
since there is only one loop starting from the left, we have an additional non-zero
entry (when i “ 0 and j “ k, or i “ k and j “ 0).
Therefore, the consecutive vertices ai, ai`1, 0 ď i ď n ´ 1 in the string wcγ’

give
rise to a non-zero entry. If k ď i ď n ´ 1, then the vertices ai, ai`1 appear in
that order in the loopstring w1

cγ’
, and so they give rise to a non-zero entry in the

equivalent matrix. If 0 ď i ď k´2, then the vertices ai, ai`1 appear in the opposite
order in the loopstring w1

cγ’
, and so they still give rise to a non-zero entry in the

equivalent matrix.
Lastly, let us assume that i “ k ´ 1. Looking at the string w1

cγ’
we can notice

that the vertex ak´1 is the first vertex and the vertex ak is the first vertex after
the hook uk. We can therefore rewrite:

w1
cγ’

“ b0u
1
1 . . . bk´1ukbkuk`1 . . . unbn,

where b0 “ ak´1.. Notice that then, we must have a non-zero entry in the corre-
sponding matrix, (following the construction of the matrix pMαqi,j ,) since in this
case i “ 0 and j “ k.
Therefore, the corresponding matrices assigned to the arrows in the quiver repre-
sentationsMpwcγ’

q andMpw1
cγ’

q must be the same, and subsequently the modules

are isomorphic. ■
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Remark 2.9.15. In the case of the strings algebras, we mentioned in the previous
chapter that the string and band modules give a complete classification of the in-
decomposable modules of those algebras.
It is not too difficult to show that loop modules are indecomposable modules, by
combining the fact that string modules are indecomposable and exploring what
happens with the extra non empty entries to the suitable matrices. Therefore, a
natural question, would be to ask if the loop modules, together with some other
possible modules (e.g. string and band modules), could fully classify the inde-
composable representations of some algebras. However, when working with path
algebras, we usually require the representations to satisfy the conditions of the
admissible ideal I, which not necessarily happens in our definition of loop modules.



Chapter 3

Bijection of loop graphs and
loopstrings

In this section we aim to prove that there is a bijection between the lattice of
a loop graph and he submodule lattice of the associated loopstring. At first we
will expand on some results on perfect matchings and generalize some results from
[ÇS21] which will be needed for the final proof of Theorem 3.3.1.

3.1 Minimal and maximal perfect matchings

In this section we will define two special perfect matchings of a loop graph QG’

that will be of a great importance later. Our definition is dual to the one given
by Wilson [Wil20]. However, we will also prove in Lemma 3.2.4 that if the given
graph G has at least two tiles, that definition is equivalent to the one given by
Çanakçı-Schroll [ÇS21].

Remark 3.1.1. Based on the definition of maximal and minimal perfect matchings
of a loop graph G’ “ pG1, . . . , Gnq’ we can notice the following:

• if G2 is on the right of G1 then W pG1q (resp. NpG1q or SpG1q) belong to
the minimal (resp. maximal) perfect matching, if they are boundary edges,

• if G2 is on top of G1 then W pG1q or SpG1q (resp. SpG1q) belong to the
minimal (resp. maximal) perfect matching, if they are boundary edges.

We will denote the minimum perfect matching by Pmin and the maximal perfect
matching by Pmax.
Also if G is a snake or loop graph we will denote by EbdrypGq the collection of
boundary edges of G. We also note that if G is a loop graph then the edges that
are identified with each other are not boundary.
If P and P 1 are perfect matchings of a graph G, then we will denote by P aP 1 their
symmetric difference, namely the collection of all edges that belong either only to
P or only to P 1.

37
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Remark 3.1.2. Suppose that G is a snake graph and that H “ tG1, . . . , Gku is a
subgraph of G where the tiles G1, . . . , Gk form a maximal zig-zag piece. Suppose
P “ Pmax or P “ Pmin. Then the following are true:

• each tile G2, . . . , Gk´1 has exactly one of its edges in P|H ,

• if the tile G1 has two of its edges in P|H , then none of the edges of Gk is in
P|H ,

• if the tile G1 has none of its edges in P|H , then two of the edges of Gk are in
P|H .

Lemma 3.1.3. Suppose that G’ “ pG1, . . . , Gk, . . . , Gnq’ is a loop graph in which
edges of the tiles G1 and Gk are identified, G2 is on the right of G1 and P is a
perfect matching of G’. Then EbdrypGjq P P aPmin, 1 ď j ă k ´ 1, if and only if
EbdrypGiq P P a Pmin for all j ă i ď k ´ 1.

Proof. Suppose that EbdrypGjq P P a Pmin for some 1 ď j ă k ´ 1. We will first
show that EbdrypGk´1q P P a Pmin. By the definition of Pmin, no edges of G1 are
in Pmin. Therefore Gk´1, which is the last tile of the zig-zag, must have two of its
edges in Pmin and all the other tiles G2, . . . , Gk´2 have exactly one of their edges
in Pmin.
Notice that each perfect matching is connected to the minimal perfect matching by
a series of flips that satisfy the twist parity condition. Therefore, since EbdrypGjq P

P a Pmin, it follows that we must first flip the edges of the tile Gk´1. Thus,
EbdrypGk´1q P P a Pmin.
Notice, that after flipping the edges of Gk´1 we can only flip the edges of Gk´2,
since it is the only other tile with two of its edges in P . Continuing inductively,
the second part of the Lemma follows. ■

Corollary 3.1.4. Suppose that G’ “ pG1, . . . , Gk, . . . , Gnq’ is a loop graph in
which edges of the tiles G1 and Gk are identified, G2 is on the right of G1 and P
is a perfect matching of G’. If Hi “ tTi1 , . . . , Tinu is a connected subgraph of G’,
then the corresponding loopstring wi of Hi is equivalent to a ”connected” loopstring
w1

i “ aj1 , . . . , ajn .

Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.8.4 and Lemma 3.1.3. ■

3.2 Perfect matching lattices and submodule lat-
tices

Our aim in this section is to make the bijection in Remark 7.11 [Wil20] explicit.

In this section, when referring to a loop graph G’ “ pG1, . . . , Gk, . . . , Gnq’ we
will mean a loop graph with a loop at the beginning of the graph in which edges
of the tiles G1 and Gk are identified. The results in this section can be naturally
generalised in the dual case where we have one loop at the end of the graph or in
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the case that there are two loops, one at the beginning and one at the end of the
graph.

Lemma 3.2.1. Suppose that G “ tG1, . . . , Gnu is a snake graph without loops.
Then, the tile Gi of G has two of its boundary edges in Pmin if and only if it
corresponds to a socle.

Proof. We will use induction on the number of tiles of the graph.

• base case
If the graph G has only one tile, then obviously that tile corresponds to a
socle and it has two of its edges in Pmin.

• induction step
Suppose now, that our assumption is true for every graph with k tiles. We
will prove that this is also true for a graph G “ tG1, . . . , Gk, Gk`1u with k`1
tiles.
There are two cases. Either the tile Gk`1 is on the right of Gk or it is on top
of it. We will deal with the first case, since the other is completely symmet-
rical.

1. Assume that EpGk`1q is in Pmin. We will prove then, that Gk`1 does
not correspond to a socle. We will consider cases on the configuration
of the tile Gk´1, Gk and Gk`1.
If these three tiles form a straight piece, then we can deduce that NpGkq

and SpGkq are also in Pmin. Therefore, when we consider the subgraph
G1 “ tG1, . . . , Gku and the induced P 1

min on that graph, using our induc-
tion hypothesis, we obtain that Gk correspond to a socle. Subsequently,
Gk`1 cannot correspond to a socle.
If the tiles Gk´1, Gk and Gk`1 form a zig-zag, suppose that Gl is the fist
tile of the maximal zig-zag piece. Since EpGk`1q is in Pmin, we deduce
that NpGkq and SpGkq are also in Pmin. Therefore, when we consider
the subgraph G1 “ tG1, . . . , Gku and the induced P 1

min on that graph,
using our induction hypothesis, we obtain that Gl correspond to a socle.
Subsequently, there is a local configuration of arrows
l Ð ¨ ¨ ¨ Ð k Ð k ` 1, which means that Gk`1 does not correspond to a
socle.

2. Assume now that NpGk`1q and SpGk`1q are in Pmin. We will prove
then, that Gk`1 corresponds to a socle. Again, we will consider cases
on the configuration of the tile Gk´1, Gk and Gk`1.
If these three tiles form a straight piece, then we can deduce that none
of the boundary edges of Gk are in Pmin. Therefore, when we consider
the subgraph G1 “ tG1, . . . , Gku and the induced P 1

min on that graph,
which contains only the east boundary edge of Gk, using our induction
hypothesis, we obtain that Gk does not correspond to a socle. Subse-
quently, Gk`1 must correspond to a socle.
If the tiles Gk´1, Gk and Gk`1 form a zig-zag, then we can deduce that
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the induced P 1
min of the subgraph G1 “ tG1, . . . , Gku, contains W pGkq

and EpGkq. Therefore, using our induction hypothesis on G1, we ob-
tain that Gk corresponds to a socle of the quiver which is generated
by the subgraph G1. Subsequently, there is a local configuration of ar-
rows k ´ 1 Ñ k. Since, the tiles Gk´1, Gk and Gk`1 form a zig-zag
this local configurations of arrows extends to the following configura-
tion: k ´ 1 Ñ k Ñ k ` 1. This means that Gk`1 corresponds to a socle,
which completes the proof.

■

Remark 3.2.2. The previous Lemma 3.2.1, shows that our definition of minimal
and maximal perfect matchings is equivalent to the definition of Çanakçı-Schroll.
This also builds a bridge between the definition of Wilson’s minimal and maximal
perfect matchings, since it shows that a tile Gi of the snake graph has two of its
edges in Pmax if and only if it corresponds to a socle.

The dual of the previous Lemma is also true. The only difference is that we
need to exclude the first and the last tile, since when they correspond to a top, one
of their boundary edges is part of Pmin. We state it explicitly in the next Lemma,
omitting the proof.

Lemma 3.2.3. Suppose that G “ tG1, . . . , Gnu is a snake graph. Then, the tile
Gi, for 1 ă i ă n, of the snake graph has none of its boundary edges in Pmin if
and only if it corresponds to a top.

We would like to have a similar result also for the case of loop graphs, since
this is the main interest of this report. It turns out that the same statement is also
true for loop graphs, and the next Lemma is going to be one of our main tools for
the proofs that will follow.

Lemma 3.2.4. Suppose that G’ is a loop graph with at least one loop at the
beginning or at the end of the graph. Then, the tile Gi of G’ has two of its
boundary edges in Pmin if and only if it corresponds to a socle.

Proof. Consider the plain snake graph G associated to the loop graph G’. Then,
by definition, the minimal perfect matching Pmin of G’ can be extended to the
minimal perfect matching P 1

min of G. Suppose that Q is the quiver associated to
G’ and Q1 is the quiver associated to G1. Observe now the following:

(i) By construction, the vertex of Q associated to the last tile of the loop graph,
is a socle if and only if it is a socle in Q1.

(ii) If Gk, 1 ă k ă n, is a tile in which at least one of its boundary edges has been
identified with another edge of the graph, then, by construction the vertex k
of the quiver Q never corresponds to a socle nor a top.

Continuing now with the proof, suppose that there is a loop at the end of the graph
G’, and let Gk be the tile in which we have identified one of its boundary edges



3.2. PERFECT MATCHING LATTICES AND SUBMODULE LATTICES 41

with an edge of the tile Gn. Fist of all, it can be easily seen that if 1 ă“ i ă n
and i ‰ k, the local configuration around the vertex i on the quivers Q and Q1 is
the same, so the tile corresponds to a socle in Q if and only if it corresponds to a
socle in Q1 and so the result follows from Lemma 3.2.1.
Regarding the tile Gk, as noted above in (ii), it cannot correspond to a socle in Q.
However, we can also notice that it has only one boundary edge, so it can’t have
two boundary edges in Pmin.
Lastly, regarding the tile Gn, as noted above in (i), it corresponds to a socle in Q
if and only if it corresponds to a socle in Q1, and so the result follows by Lemma
3.2.1. This completes the proof, since the case that there is a loop at the beginning
of the graph follows in exactly the same way. ■

We will now proceed with the first main step on proving that there is a bijection
between the perfect matching lattice of a loop graph and the canonical submodule
lattice the associated loop word. For this, we will prove that each perfect matching
of a loop graph can be canonically associated to a submodule of the corresponding
loop word.

Proposition 3.2.5. Let A “ kQ’{I, where I is an admissible ideal in kQ’. Let
w be a loopstring, and Mpwq be the associated loop module over A. Suppose P is a
perfect matching of G’. Then P aPmin gives rise to a canonical submodule MpP q

of Mpwq.

Proof. We have that P a Pmin “
Ť

Hi where each Hi is a connected subgraph of
Gpwq and for each i there is a canonical embedding of graphs ϕi : Hi Ñ Gpwq. We
will show that each Hi gives rise to a canonical submodule Mpwiq and these in
turn will give rise to the canonical submodule MpP q “

À

Mpwiq.
Let Ti1 , . . . , Tin be the tiles of Hi. Then we can consider the sub-loopstring
wi “ ai1 . . . ain´1 (by Lemma 3.1.4) of the loopstring w which is defined to be
the restriction of w to the elements of the set tÑ,Ð,Ðâ, ãÑu which are corre-
sponding to the tiles of Hi. First of all, assume that Hi contains only one tile Ti1 .
Using Lemma 3.2.4, we see that then Ti1 corresponds to a socle and then obviously
Mpwiq is a submodule of Mpwq.
Suppose, from now on that Hi contains at least two tiles.

We know that each subloopstring wi gives rise to a representation of A. Since
each Hi is connected, the representation Mpwiq associated to wi is irreducible.
Therefore Mpwiq would not be a subrepresentation, and subsequently a submodule
of Mpwq, if and only if none of the following is true:

• there exists an arrow i1 Ñ i1 ´ 1 in the quiver Q’,

• there exists an arrow in Ñ in ` 1 in the quiver Q’

We will show that none of the above is true for Mpwiq focusing only on the first
case, since the second is similar.
First, suppose that Tj “ Gj for each 1 ď j ď k, namely that Hi contains the whole
zig-zag of the loop. Then i1 “ 1 so there is not a vertex i1 ´ 1 and subsequently
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no arrow i1 Ñ i1 ´ 1 in the quiver Q’.
Suppose now that Hj contains a strict subset of the tiles tG1, . . . , Gku. Using
Lemma 3.1.3, we see that Ti1 “ Gj for some 1 ă j ď k ´ 1 and since the tiles Gj´1

and Gj are part of the zig-zag, we have that there exists an arrow j ´ 1 Ñ j, and
so there is no arrow i1 Ñ i1 ´ 1 in the quiver Q’.
Lastly suppose that Ti1 is not part of the loop of the loop graph. Assume that
there is an arrow i1 Ñ i1 ´ 1 in the quiver Q’. We consider the following cases:
Suppose that there is an arrow i1 Ñ i2. Then Ti1 corresponds to a top and using
Lemma 3.2.3 we take that none of the edges of Ti1 belong to Pmin. Therefore, due
to the twist parity condition, Ti1 P P a Pmin if and only if we have flipped the
edges of both the tiles Ti1´1 and Ti2 . But then we would also have that the tile
Ti1´1 belongs to Hi which is not true.
Suppose now that there is an arrow i2 Ñ i1. Then there must exist a zig-zag of tiles
Ti1´1, Ti1 , Ti2 , . . . Til , 2 ď l ď n, where Tl corresponds to a top. The tiles Ti1´1, Ti1 , Ti2 , . . . Til´1

have exactly one of their edges in Pmin. Additionally, since Tl is a top, it has none
of its edges in Pmin. Therefore, since we have that Tl P P a Pmin we see that due
to the twist parity condition, we first need to flip the edges of Til´1 and inductively
the edges of Ti1´1. However, in that case we would also have that the tile Ti1´1

belongs to Hi which is not true.

Lastly, we need to show now that there is a canonical embedding MpP q ãÑ

Mpwq. Each canonical embedding of graphs ϕi : Hi Ñ Gpwq determines a tile Tji

which is the first tile of Hi, when we consider it as a subgraph of Gpwq. This tile
corresponds to a vertex of the quiver Q’ and some vertex of wi. Identifying these
two vertices gives rise to a canonical embedding Mpwiq ãÑ Mpwq which in turn
gives rise to a canonical embedding MpP q ãÑ Mpwq.

■

Conversely, given a canonical submodule N “ Npw1q ‘ ¨ ¨ ¨ ‘ Npwnq of a loop
module Mpwq, with canonical embedding ϕ, we want to associate a perfect match-
ing PN of the loop graph Gw. Suppose Hi is the loop subgraph of Gw which
corresponds to the embedding ϕ. We define:

P cpHiq “ EbdrypHiqzPmin|Hi
,

PN “ p
ď

P cpHiqq
ď

Pmin|G’z
Ť

Hi
.

Remark 3.2.6. Note that P cpHiq “ PmaxpHiq when the subgraph Hi contains at
least two tiles. However, if Hi consists of only one tile then P cpHiq is equal to
either PmaxpHiq or PminpHiq.

Proposition 3.2.7. The set of edges PN as defined above is a perfect matching of
G’ and N “ MpPN q.

Proof. In order to prove that this is indeed a perfect matching, we just have to
prove that P cpHiq is a perfect matching of the subgraph Hi.
We will prove this by induction on the number of tiles of Hi.
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• base case:
If Hi contains only one tile then this tile corresponds to a socle and according
to Lemma 3.2.4. this tile has two of its edges in Pmin. But then, this means
that P cpHiq is also a perfect matching of Hi.

• induction step:
Suppose that, for each subgraph H of Gw which contains less than k tiles,
P cpHq is a perfect matching of H. We will prove that this is also true when
H is a subgraph of Gw with k tiles.
Suppose that Hi “ tTi1 , . . . , Tiku with ik ą 1. Suppose that the module
Npw1

iq is a maximal submodule of Npwiq. Then, Npw1
iq is either a direct sum

of two submodules or is an indecomposable module..
Suppose that Npw1

iq is indecomposable. This means that the subgraph H 1
i,

which is the graph corresponding to Npw1
iq, is connected. Therefore, H 1

i “

tTi1 , . . . , Tik´1
u or H 1

i “ tTi2 , . . . , Tiku. W.l.o.g. suppose that
H 1

i “ tTi1 , . . . , Tik´1
u and that Tik is on the right of Tik´1

, meaning that
EpTik´1

q is an interior edge. Using the induction hypothesis, P cpH 1
iq is a

perfect matching of H 1
i. Since EpTik´1

q is an interior edge, it cannot belong
to P cpH 1

iq. However, in a perfect matching, all edges must be matched, so
NpTik´1

q and SpTik´1
q are in Pmin. Therefore, in order to prove that P cpHiq

is a perfect matching of Hi we just need to prove that EpTikq is in Pmin,
since then we will also have that all the edges of the tile Tik are matched.
Suppose that EpTikq is not in Pmin. However, this can happen only if there is
an additional tile on the right or above of Tik . This means that the tile Tik`1

is a tile of Gw and that the simple corresponding to Tik is a top of Mpwq,
since none of it’s edges belong in Pmin (this is the dual statement of Lemma
3.2.4). But then, the maximal submodule of Npwiq which does not contain
the simple corresponding to Tik would be a direct sum of two submodules,
which is a contradiction.
Suppose now that Npw1

iq “ N1 ‘ N2, where N1, N2 are submodules of Nw.
Then we know that H1 “ tTi1 , . . . , Tid´1

u and H2 “ tTid`1
, . . . , Tiku are

subgraphs corresponding to N1 and N2 respectively for some 1 ă d ă k.
Therefore, the simple module corresponding to Td is a top of both N1 and
N2. So the tiles Td´1, Td and Td`1 form a straight piece and w.l.o.g assume
that this is a horizontal piece. Therefore, EpTd´1q and W pTd`1q are interior
edges. Also, by the induction hypothesis we have that P cpH1q and P cpH2q

are perfect matchings. Since EpTd´1q and W pTd`1q are interior edges, they
cannot belong to PminpHq and so by the definition of P c, we have that these
two edges are part of the perfect matchings P cpH1q and P cpH2q respectively.
But then this means that also P cpHiq is a perfect matching of Hi, since we
can flip the tiles of Td and this will still be a perfect matching.

To prove the last statement, by definition of PgpHiq we have that:

MpP cpHiq
ď

Pmin|G’zHi
“ Npwiq,

and so we take that MpPN q “ N .
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■

3.3 Bijection between perfect matching lattices and
canonical submodule lattices

We are now ready to prove the main theorem of this section. Namely, we prove the
existence of a bijection between the perfect matching lattice and the submodule
lattice of the associated module.

Theorem 3.3.1. Let A “ kQ’{I and Mpwq be a loop module over A with associ-
ated loop graph G’. Then LpGq, which denotes the perfect matching lattice of G is
in bijection with the canonical submodule lattice LpMpwqq.

Proof. By propositions 3.2.5 and 3.2.7 we have that the two lattices are equal as
sets. Suppose that HpGq and HpMq are the Hasse diagrams of LpGq and LpMpwqq.
We need to show that there exists an edge between two vertices in HpGq if and
only if there exists an edge between the two corresponding vertices of HpMq.

Suppose that P and P 1 are two perfect matchings of LpGq which are con-
nected with an edge in LpGq. Let P a Pmin “

Ť

Hi and P 1 a Pmin “
Ť

H 1
i,

and ϕ :
Ť

Hi ãÑ G’ and ϕ1 :
Ť

H 1
i ãÑ G’ the corresponding canonical embedding

of graphs. Since P and P 1 are connected with an edge, we have that they agree
everywhere apart from one tile Tl in which they have opposite matchings. W.l.o.g.
suppose that the tile Tl is in P a Pmin.
We can associate to P 1 a submodule N of Mpwq. Since P and P 1 agree in all
other tiles apart from Tl by our construction in Prop.3.2.5 this submodule is
exactly MpwP q removing the simple corresponding to Tl. However, this means
that these two modules N and MpwP q are connected with an edge in HpMq.
Following Prop.3.2.5 we also have two induced canonical embeddings of modules
Φ1 : N ãÑ Mpwq and Φ: MpwP q ãÑ Mpwq. Since these embeddings are induced by
the canonical embeddings of graphs ϕ and ϕ1, which agree everywhere apart from
the tile Tl, we see that Φ|N “ Φ1.
Conversely suppose that pMpwiq, ϕiq and pMpwjq, ϕjq are two canonical submod-
ules of Mpwq connected by an edge in HpMq. Then wi and wj agree in every
vertex apart from one vertex l. W.l.o.g. assume that l belongs to wi. Following
our construction in Prop.3.2.7 there are two perfect matchings PMpwiq and PMpwjq

corresponding to Mpwiq and Mpwjq respectively. Then we have that :

pPMpwiq a Pminq
ď

pPMpwjq a Pminq “ T,

where T is a tile of G’. But this means that PMpwiq and PMpwiq agree on all tiles
apart from T and so by the definition of the perfect matching lattice of a loop
graph there must be an edge connecting the two perfect matchings.

■



Chapter 4

Skein relations

4.1 Skein relations for crossing arcs

Our goal in this section is to explore and prove skein relation in the cases that
involve:

(i) a plain arc and a singly notched arc, which cross each other,

(ii) a plain arc and a doubly notched arc, which cross each other,

(iii) two singly notched arcs, which cross each other,

(iv) a singly notched arc and a doubly notched arc, which cross each other,

(v) two doubly notched arcs which cross each other.

These are the first five cases which are listed in the Appendix of [MSW13].
The following theorem addresses these cases:

Theorem 4.1.1. Let pS,M,P, T q be a triangulated punctured surface and A the
cluster algebra associated to it. Let γ1 and γ2 two arcs, which cross on the surface
and let pγ3, γ4q and pγ5, γ6q be the two pairs of arcs obtained by smoothing the
crossing. Then :

xγ1
xγ2

“ Y ´xγ3
xγ4

` Y `xγ5
xγ6

,

where xγi
denotes the cluster algebra element associated to the arc γi and Y ´, Y `

are monomials in yi coefficients and satisfy the condition that one of the two is
equal to 1.

4.1.1 Resolution of crossing between two arcs, with non
empty overlap

Suppose that pS,M,P q is a punctured surface and T is a triangulation. Then, one
can associate a Cluster Algebra A “ ApxT , yT , QT q and a Jacobian algebra to that
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surface and that triangulation. We have also showcased, how one can associate a
loopstring, given a loop graph.

Suppose that there is a crossing between two arcs γ1 and γ2, where both arcs
can have one or both of their endpoints tagged notched in their endpoints. We can
then associate two loopstrings to them, w2 and w1 respectively .
In [ÇS21], the authors interpreted the notion of crossing of snake graphs and their
resolutions, as these were defined in [ÇS13], in terms of string combinatorics. This
interpretation will prove very useful to us, since when there is a crossing between
two arcs which follows the restrictions of this section (i.e. a plain arc and a singly
notched arc crossing), on the surface S, the resolution of the crossing does not
depend significantly on the existence of punctures on the surface.
The following definition, is a generalization of the first part of Definition 4.1 in
[ÇS21].

Definition 4.1.2. Suppose that w1 and w2 are two abstract loopstrings which pos-
sibly contain a hook at their start or their end. Assume that w1 “ h1u1ambv1h2

and w2 “ h3u2cmdv2h4 where ui, vi,m are substrings, a, d are direct arrows, b, c
are inverse arrows, and hi are hooks. We then say that w1 and w2 cross in m.

w1 “

h1

u1 v1

m

a b h2

w2 “ h4 h3u2 v2

m
c d

The resolution of the crossing of w1 and w2 with respect to m are the loopstrings
w1, w2, w3 and w4 which are defined as follows:

(i) w3 “ h1u1amdv2h4.

(ii) w4 “ h3u2cmbv1h2.

(iii)

w5 “

$

’

&

’

%

h1u1eu
´1
2 h3 if u1, u2 ‰ H and where e “Ð.

h1u
1
2h3 if u1 “ H and u2 ‰ H.

h1u
1
1h3 if u2 “ H and u1 ‰ H.

where u1
2 is such that u2 “ u1

2r
2 where r2 is a maximal sequence of direct

arrows and u1
1 is such that u1 “ u1

1r
1 where r1 is a maximal sequence of inverse

arrows.
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(iv)

w6 “

$

’

&

’

%

h2v
´1
1 fv2h4 if v1, v2 ‰ H and where f “Ñ.

h2v
1
2h4 if v1 “ H and v2 ‰ H.

h2v
1
1h4 if v2 “ H and v1 ‰ H.

where v1
2 is such that v2 “ r2v1

2, where r2 is a maximal sequence of inverse
arrows and v1

1 is such that v1 “ r2v1
1, where r2 is a maximal sequence of

direct arrows

The resolution of a crossing of w1 and w2 is illustrated in Figure (4.1)

Remark 4.1.3. Looking at definition 4.1.2, one can notice that it is almost iden-
tical to the definition given in [ÇS21]. The main difference is the inclusion of the
hooks h1, h2, h3 and h4. This should come as no surprise, since the resolution of
the crossing between two arcs, should behave in the same way, even if the arcs are
tagged notched on their endpoints. We could give the previous definition in two
steps, by first reducing the notched arcs to their plain versions, applying definition
4.1, and then adding the tagging at the appropriate arcs.

Remark 4.1.4. Since we are dealing with all possible five cases listed at the start of
the section, we are allowing endpoints of the arcs to be untagged to their endings. In
this case the definition remains the same by just setting hi “ H to the appropriate
hooks.

At this point we need to make some clarifications regarding the notation of a
hook and how it ”interacts” with other strings.

Remark 4.1.5. Suppose that pS,M.P, T q is a triangulated surface, p is a puncture
and α1, . . . , αn are the arcs of the triangulation T that are adjacent to the puncture
p written in a clockwise order. Then, the collection of these arc is called a hook
around p and we write hp “ α1 . . . αn. Note that the labeling of the arcs is arbitrary
and there is no clear choice of which adjacent arc to p we could name ai. However,
if β1, . . . , βn is a different labeling, which satisfies the rule that the arcs are labeled
in the clockwise order, h1

p “ β1 . . . βn is equivalent to hp.
We need to also note that you cannot define a loopstring w “ h.
In practice, during the proofs and the examples we are allowed to change equivalent
representations of h without explicitly mentioning it every time. The necessity of
it, is showcased in the next example 4.1.6.

Example 4.1.6. Example including picture where I am explaining the notation of
w “ uh.

Now that we have explained what a hook is, we need to make one more con-
vention regarding the notation of the resolution.

Remark 4.1.7. Let wi, 1 ď i ď 6 as they were defined in 4.1.2. Suppose that
v1 “ a1 . . . an and h “ an´k . . . anan`1 . . . am, where k ă n. Then
v1h “ a1 . . . anan`1 . . . am, instead of a1 . . . anan´k . . . anan`1 . . . am which does
not correspond to a module in the Jacobian algebra.
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w3 “

h1

h4

u1

v2

m

a

d

w4 “

h2

h3

u2

v1m
c

b

w5 “

h3

h1

u1

u´1
2

e w5 “

h2

v´1
1 v2

f

h4

Figure 4.1: Resolution of w1 and w2.

In our next remark, we will illustrate a key ingredient for some of the proofs
that will follow. The key idea is that if w is a string module, and a is a vertex
corresponding to a top w, then removing a we take a maximal submodule w1 “ wza
of w. Therefore in principle, we could ”reach” each submodule of w by sequentially
removing tops ai, 1 ď i ď n, from w.

Remark 4.1.8. Suppose that w is a loopstring (or equivalently a module). If m
is a submodule of w then there exists a sequence pa1, . . . , anq such that m can be
”reached” from w by removing one simple belonging to the top of each submodule.
However, this sequence is not necessarily unique. For example if we consider the
quiver Q : 1 ÝÑ 2 ÐÝ 3 ÐÝ 4 and the submodule 0 ÝÑ k ÐÝ 0 ÐÝ 0 of
k ÝÑ k ÐÝ k ÐÝ k, then three possible sequences would be p1, 4, 3q, p4, 1, 3q or
p4, 3, 1q.
An additional thing that one can notice, is that if we are given the end of a sequence
tbk, . . . , bnu leading to a submodule m of w, and another sequence
ta1, . . . , ak´1, ak, . . . , anu, where tak, . . . , anu is a rearrangement of the sequence
tbk, . . . , bnu, then we also have that ta1, . . . , ak´1, bk, . . . , bnu is a sequence from w
to m.
For example, if we were given in the previous quiver Q, and there exists sequences
p. . . , 1, 3q and p4, 3, 1q leading from k ÝÑ k ÐÝ k ÐÝ k to 0 ÝÑ k ÐÝ 0 ÐÝ 0, we
could deduce that there exists also the sequence p4, 1, 3q leading from k ÝÑ k ÐÝ

k ÐÝ k to 0 ÝÑ k ÐÝ 0 ÐÝ 0.

Proposition 4.1.9. Let w1, w2, w3, w4, w5 and w6 as they were defined in 4.1.2.
Suppose that m1 (resp. m2) is a proper submodule of w3‘w4 (resp w5‘w6). If m1

(resp. m2) is reached from w3 ‘w4 (resp. w5 ‘w6) by the sequence paiq, 1 ď i ď n,
then we can apply the same sequence paiq to the module w1‘w2 (resp. w1‘pw2zmq)
to obtain a submodule m1

1 (resp. m1
2) of it.

Proof. Suppose that m1 is a submodule of w3 ‘ w4 and paiq, for 1 ď i ď n is a
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sequence of simples of w3 ‘ w4, such that p. . . ppw3 ‘ w4{a1q{a2q{ . . . q{an “ m1.
In the context of loopstrings, this corresponds to removing a sequence of vertices
paiq, 1 ď i ď n, such that in each step, there is no incoming arrow to that vertex.
We will prove the statement by induction. For the base case, we want to prove
that if a1 belongs to the top of the module w3 ‘ w4, then it also belongs to the
top of the module w1 ‘ w2. It follows immediately by the structure of each string,
that if a1 belongs to one of the substrings u1, u2, v1, v2 or is the top of the hook h
then it is also a top for the module w3 ‘ w4. If a1 is the first letter of the string
m, then since this is also assumed to be a top, it means that it was removed from
the string w4, and therefore w4 “ u2

c
ÐÝ a1 ÝÑ pmza1qv1h. Therefore a1 belongs

also to the top of w2. A similar argument works also for when a1 is assumed to be
the last letter of the string m.

Assume now, that the sequence of simples paiq, 1 ď i ď n ´ 1 has already been
removed from both loopstrings w3 ‘ w4 and w1 ‘ w2.
We need to take into account two cases, depending on which substring, each ai
belongs. The following construction will do exactly this, showcasing how depending
on these cases, which top must be removed and from which submodule.
Construction:
Suppose that ai, 1 ď i ď n is not an element of the string m. Then, there is unique
choice up to embedding that we can do, regarding from what substring of w1 ‘w2

we can remove it. Indeed, if a1 P u1 then we can remove a1 only from the copy of
u1 viewed as a substring of w1.
However, if a1 is an element of the substring m, then there are two choices. We
could either remove it from m viewed as a substring of w1 or a substring of w2. In
order to make this construction precise, we impose that if we remove an element of
m viewed as a substring of w3 (resp. w4), then we remove the same element from
m viewed as a substring of w1 (resp. w2), if this is possible.
In the above construction there is one exception. Without loss of generality assume
that v1 ‰ H, (since otherwise we could argue using the hook h2). Suppose that
an “ ml where ml is the last letter of the string m, viewed as a substring of w3, and
v11 ‰ ai for 1 ď i ď n ´ 1, where v11 is the first letter of v1. Attempting to remove
this simple from the loopstring w1 would lead to a contradiction, since locally in
w1 the arrow configuration is as follows:

ml Ð v11 .

Therefore, we need to apply the sequence ai in a different way. We retrace the
removal of tops and instead of removing local tops from the substring m viewed as
a substring of w1, we remove these tops from m viewed as a substring of w2 when
possible. This procedure is possible since locally the whole substring m is a top in
w2 and therefore in each step we know that we can actually still remove inductively
the sequence ai for 1 ď i ď n´ 1. This allows us to remove an “ ml from w2 since
locally now the arrow configuration is the following:

ml Ñ v12 ,

where v12 is the first letter of v2.
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The above construction also indicates us why the induction step is true, since
by the way that it was defined we can always remove the next top from the suitable
submodule.

Suppose now that m2 is a submodule of w5 ‘ w6 and paiq, for 1 ď i ď n is a
sequence of simples of w5 ‘ w6, such that p. . . ppw3 ‘ w4{a1q{a2q{ . . . q{an “ m2.
It follows by a simple induction that we can also remove the same sequence paiq
from the module w1 ‘ pw2zmq since in this case there is always a unique choice up
to embedding of submodules that we can inductively remove tops from w1‘pw2zmq.

■

Remark 4.1.10. Before going any further, we need to explain how the construction
in the above proposition 4.1.9 works and why the exception mentioned is the only
case that would lead to a contradiction.
Our goal is to be able to remove tops and map submodules of w3‘w4 to submodules
of w1‘w2 in a unique way. Since the substring m appears twice in the module w1‘

w2 it is obvious that every time that we remove a simple from m we have to make
a choice. In our construction we choose to remove a simple from w1 if originally
the removed simple was from w3, when possible. However, we could have chosen
to remove that simple from w2 when removing it from w2. Doing so would not
create any problems apart from the fact that the exception that we mention would
be different, and we would run on the same contradiction without the necessary
changes. Based on this proposition, we will later construct a morphism from the
submodules of w3 ‘ w4 to the submodules of w1 ‘ w2 and we will argue that this
map is an injection by construction.
Notice that by making this choice and since all the other substrings h1u1, v1h2,
h3u2 and v2h4 appear only once on each side, removing a different sequence of tops
from w3 ‘ w4 leads to a different submodule of w1 ‘ w2. The only non-obvious
part on why this assignment is unique regards the aforementioned exception. By
assuming that v11 has not been removed already, we make another indirect choice,
namely when v11 is not removed and ml is removed, we ”biject” the substring m
of w3 to the substring m of w2. However, if both v11 and ml have been removed
already we ”biject” the substring m of w3 to the substring m of w1. In practice we
have the following correspondence:

ph1u1q1 ‘ w4 ÝÑ pph1u1q1 ‘ mv1h2q ‘ h3u2,

where ph1u1q1 is a submodule of h1u1.

From now on, we will not differentiate between a string w and the associated
module Mpwq, denoting both in the same way. Let also SMpwq denote the set of
all the submodules of the module Mw.
The first big step towards proving skein relations is establishing a bijection between
the submodules of both hands of the resolution. The existence of a bijection be-
tween SMpw3 ‘w4q

Ť

SMpw5 ‘w6q and SMpw1 ‘w2q should come as no surprise,
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since as we will see later, these are just two finite sets with the same cardinality.
However, the way that this bijection is constructed is very crucial and will allow
us later to pass from the loopstrings to the associated monomials.

Theorem 4.1.11. Let w1, w2, w3, w4, w5 and w6 as they were defined in 4.1.2.
Then there exists a bijection:

Ψ: SMpw3 ‘ w4q
ď

SMpw5 ‘ w6q Ñ SMpw1 ‘ w2q,

which is defined as follows:

Ψpw3 ‘ w4q “ w1 ‘ w2,

Ψpw5 ‘ w6q “ w1 ‘ pw2zmq,

where w2zm :“ u2 ‘ v2.
If w is a submodule of w3 ‘ w4 which is reached by the sequence taiu1 ď i ď n,
and w1 is the submodule of w1 ‘ w2 which is reached by the same sequence, then
we define:

Ψpwq “ w1.

If w is a submodule of w5 ‘ w6, then Ψpwq is defined in a similar way.

We will present the proof of the previous Theorem in steps. At first, we will
prove that the map Ψ is an injective map. For this, we will need to make a remark
regarding the structure of the submodule lattice of a loopstring module.

We are now ready to prove the injectivity of the map Ψ.

Proposition 4.1.12. The map Ψ as it was defined in Theorem 4.1.11 is an injec-
tion.

Proof. Let m1,m2 P SMpw3 ‘ w4q
Ť

SMpw5 ‘ w6q such that Ψpm1q “ Ψpm2q.
First of all it is obvious by construction of the map Ψ that if both m1,m2 P

SMpw3 ‘ w4q or m1,m2 P SMpw5 ‘ w6q, then m1 “ m2.
We just have to show now, that if m1 P SMpw3 ‘ w4q and m2 P SMpw5 ‘ w6q

then Ψpm1q ‰ Ψpm2q. Assume that Ψpm1q “ Ψpm2q. Since m1 P SMpw3 ‘

w4q, we know by construction of the map Ψ, that there exists a (not necessarily
unique) sequence paiq, 1 ď i ď n of simples, such that when viewed as a loopstring
pw3 ‘w4qztaiu “ m1. By proposition 4.1.9 and by construction of Ψ, we have that
Ψpm1q “ Ψpw3 ‘ w4qztaiu.
Similarly, working on m2, there is a sequence pbiq, 1 ď i ď k, such that m1 “

pw5 ‘ w6qztbiu and Ψpm2q “ Ψpw5 ‘ w6qztbiu.
However, since Ψpm1q “ Ψpm2q we obtain:

Ψpw3 ‘ w4qztaiu “ Ψpw5 ‘ w6qztbiu.

Since Ψpw3 ‘ w4q “ w1 ‘ w2, and Ψpw5 ‘ w6q “ w1 ‘ pw2zmq, we further obtain
that:

pw1 ‘ w2qztaiu “ pw1 ‘ pw2zmqqztbiu.
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The previous equality shows us that the sets taiu and ptbiu
Ť

mq must be equal. By
Remark 4.1.8, we can deduce, that there must exist a sequence tmj1 , . . .mjl , b1, . . . , bku

leading from w1 ‘w2 to Ψpm2q. However, this also implies that using the same se-
quence tmj1 , . . .mjl , b1, . . . , bku, we can go from the module w3 ‘w4 to the module
m2. This is a contradiction, since this would mean that we could remove either the
first or the last letter of the string m without removing any other simple from the
loopstrings h1u1 or v2h4, which cannot happen, by construction of the loopstrings
w3 and w4. ■

What remains to be shown, is that Ψ is also a surjection. For this, we shall
argue on the size of both the domain and the codomain of the map. Let us notice
first of all, that there is a finite number of elements both in the domain and the
codomain. If we manage to prove that this is the same, then surjectivity will follow
by the injectivity of Ψ.

Remark 4.1.13. We have already proven in Section 2, that if w is a loopstring
module with associated loop graph G then the perfect matching lattice of G is in
bijection with the canonical submodule lattice Lpwq. We also know from Theorem
5.7 in [Wil20], that each perfect matching of G, corresponds to a summand of xw,
which denotes the associated element of w in the cluster algebra.
It is also easy for one to prove skein relations in the coefficient free case, as it was
noted in section 8.4 of [MSW11], since one can reduce the cases that we are working
on, to the classic untagged skein relations, which are already known. Therefore, we
have that if we set the y variables to be equal to 1, then the associated elements of
the cluster algebra in each side of our map Ψ must agree. Therefore, the number
of the terms, which does not depend on the y variables, must agree.

Proof of Theorem 4.1.11. The fact that Ψ is a bijection follows immediately from
the fact that Ψ is an injective map, as it was proven in Prop 4.1.12 and the fact
that

|SMpw3 ‘ w4q| ` |SMpw5 ‘ w6q| “ |SMpw1 ‘ w2q|

as it follows from Remark 4.1.13.
■

4.1.2 Resolution of grafting

Similarly to the classic case of unpunctured surfaces, there is another type of cross-
ing between two arcs on the surface. This type, following the terminology of [ÇS13],
is called grafting and occurs when there is an empty overlap between the associ-
ated graphs of the given arcs. The main difference with the previous resolution of
the crossing between two arcs, is that, although the two arcs cross on the surface,
when constructing the associated snake/ loop graphs or the modules associated to
them, there is not a common overlap m to them, as it was the case in the regular
crossing.
We will mainly focus on the case that the grafting appears around a puncture,
since, in the other case, that it occurs near a boundary component, it is just a
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direct generalization of the classic grafting.

Before giving the definition, let as recall what a grafting is. In the classical
setting, grafting is basically an operation that given two snake graphs associates
four new graphs. In our setting we will do a similar construction working with
loopstrings instead of graphs. The main difference with the regular resolution, is
that a priori, one could define a grafting between two abstract loopstrings even
when they correspond to two arcs which do not cross in the surface. The results
proven still hold true in the general case, although in principle we are mainly in-
terested in the cases that the two arcs cross on the surface.

Let w1 “ u1av1 an abstract string and w2 “ hu2 an abstract loopstring, where
u1, v1, u2 are substrings, a P tÐ,Ñu and h is a hook. Let also e denote the arrow
which connects tpu1q and spu2q in the loopstring w2, where tpu1q denotes the last
letter of u1 and spu2q denotes the first letter of u2.
We can then construct the following four loopstrings:

(i) w3 “ u1eu2

(ii) • If a, v1 ‰ H then w4 “ hv1
1 where v1

1 is such that v1 “ rv1
1, where r is a

maximal sequence of direct arrows (resp. inverse arrows) if a is a direct
arrow (resp. inverse arrow).

• If a, v1 “ H then w4 “ hza1, where a1 “ tpe1q and e1 the denotes the
second arrow (apart from e) which connects u2 with h in w2.

(iii) w5 “ u1
1h where u1 is such that u1 “ u1

1r
1, where r1 is a maximal sequence

of direct arrows (resp. inverse arrows) if a is a direct arrow (resp. inverse
arrow).

(iv) • If a, v1 ‰ H then w6 “ v´1
1 au2.

• If a, v1 “ H then w6 “ u1
2 where u1

2 is such that u2 “ r2u1
2, where r2

is a maximal sequence of direct arrows (resp. inverse arrows) if e1 is a
direct arrow (resp. inverse arrow).

Definition 4.1.14. The loopstrings w3, w4, w5 and w6, as they were just con-
structed, are called the resolution of the grafting of w2 on w1 in a if a ‰ H or in e
if a “ H.

Remark 4.1.15. One can notice that if a ‰ H then e “ a´1. Figure 4.2 illustrates
the local behavior of a grafting.

Our aim in this subsection will be to construct a map similar to the one defined
in Theorem 4.1.11 and prove that this is also a bijection.

Theorem 4.1.16. Let w1, w2, w3, w4, w5 and w6 as they were defined in 4.1.14.
Then there exists a bijection:

Ψ1 : SMpw3 ‘ w4q
ď

SMpw5 ‘ w6q Ñ SMpw1 ‘ w2q,

which is defined as follows:
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Figure 4.2: grafting

(i) If a “Ð then:

Ψ1pw3 ‘ w4q “ w1 ‘ w2,

Ψ1pw5 ‘ w6q “ w1 ‘ pw2zr1q.

(ii) If a “Ñ then:

Ψ1pw3 ‘ w4q “ w1 ‘ pw2zrq,

Ψ1pw5 ‘ w6q “ w1 ‘ w2.

In both cases, if w is a submodule of w3 ‘ w4 (or w5 ‘ w6) then we define Ψ1pwq

to be the submodule of w3 ‘ w4 (or equivalently of w5 ‘ w6), which is induced by
removing the same sequence paiq of tops from w2 ‘ w4 (or w5 ‘ w6).

Remark 4.1.17. Before proving Theorem 4.1.16, we need to explain why the strings
w2zr1 and w2zr appearing in (i) and (ii) are well defined in each case.
First of all, since we are dealing with grafting around a puncture, it is easy to see
that r

Ť

r1 “ h. If a “Ð, then a letter from r1 is a top on h, while if a “Ñ, a
letter from r is a top on h. Therefore in each setting we can define w2zr or w2zr1 ,
since we are removing tops in both cases.

Example 4.1.18. Suppose that pS,M,P, T q is the triangulated surface depicted on
Figure 4.3. We then have that:

w1 “ 1 Ñ 2 Ð 5 Ñ 4 Ð 8 Ð 9,

w2 “ 4 Ñ 5.

It is easy to see that in this case we have that:

h1 “ 3 Ñ 2 Ñ 1,
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Figure 4.3: Resolution of grafting incompatibility for regular crossing.

h2 “ 6 Ð 7 Ð 8,

m “ 4 Ñ 5.

while u1 and u2 are empty! It is also easy to see that since both of these substrings
are empty we have two regular incompatibilities, one at each of the two punctures.
Following the resolution as it was defined earlier we take:

wo
3 “Ð 3 Ñ 2 Ñ 1 Ð 4 Ñ 5 Ð 8 Ñ 7 Ñ 6 Ð 5 Ð 4 Ð,

and w4 “ h1, w5 “ h2 and w6 “ H.

Example 4.1.19. Suppose that w1 “ 9 Ð 5 Ñ 2 Ñ 1 Ñ 8 Ð 9 Ð 10 and
w2 “ 7 Ð 3 Ðâ 1 Ñ 8 Ñ 5 Ñ 2. Then there is a grafting of w2 onto w1,
with u1 “ 9 Ð 5 Ñ 2, a “Ñ, v1 “ 1 Ñ 8 Ð 9 Ð 10, u2 “ 7 Ð 3 and
h “ 1 Ñ 8 Ñ 5 Ñ 2. Applying theorem 4.1.16 we have that the grafting is resolved
as follows:

w3 “ 9 Ð 5 Ñ 2 Ð 3 Ñ 7,

w4 “ 10 Ñ 9 ãÑ 8 Ð 1 Ð 2 Ð 5,

w5 “ 10 Ñ 9 Ñ 8 Ð 1 Ñ 3 Ñ 7,

w6 “ 9 ãÑ 8 Ð 1 Ð 2 Ð 5.

Notice that we are in case (ii) of theorem 4.1.16 and indeed r “ 1 Ñ 8 is a top of
w2 and therefore:

w2zr “ 7 Ð 3 Ñ 2 Ð 5

is well defined.

Proposition 4.1.20. The map Ψ1, as it was defined in 4.1.16, is an injection.
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Proof. The proof, follows exactly the same idea as the proof of Proposition4.1.12.
The only difference in this case, is the fact that instead of the overlap m which
occurred in the crossing of two arcs, the contradiction here occurs from the existence
of r or r1 depending on each case.
S For example assume that a “Ñ. Suppose that m1 P SMpw3 ‘ w4q and m2 P

SMpw5 ‘ w6q with Ψ1pm1q “ Ψ1pm2q. Then we should be able to first remove the
substring r from w3 ‘w4. However this is a contradiction, since this is a local socle
of w4. ■

Proof of Theorem 4.1.16. The fact that Ψ1 is a bijection follows immediately from
the fact that Ψ1 is an injective map, as it was proven in Prop 4.1.20 and the fact
that

|SMpw3 ‘ w4q| ` |SMpw5 ‘ w6q| “ |SMpw1 ‘ w2q|

as it follows from Remark 4.1.13.
■

4.1.3 Monomials associated to loopstrings

Snake graphs and loop graphs are a very important combinatorial tool which helps
us calculate cluster variables, by computing perfect matchings and assigning a
weight to each face and edge of these graphs. The loopstrings that we have already
defined may be considered easier to work in some occasions since they seem to
carry less information than the corresponding graphs. However, in order to prove
skein relations, the established bijection Ψ is not enough.
Our goal for the rest of this section will be to first prove that the module MpPmaxq

corresponding to the maximal perfect matching Pmax of a given snake or loop
graph G, contains almost all the information needed for the calculation of the
corresponding summand of the cluster element associated to the graph G.
After we have proven this fact, we will have all the necessary tools needed to prove
our first main theorem 4.1.1, which we will do at the end of this subsection.

Remark 4.1.21. Drawing inspiration from the notion of blossoming quiver, as it was
defined in Definition 2.1 in [PPP22], we would like to extend a loopstring to the so
called blossoming loopstring. The idea of the blossoming quiver and loopstring is
similar, but the difference is that in our case we are only interested in extending
the loopstring at the start or at the end, since we want to keep track of the frozen
variables which should be appearing in the associated monomial of a loopstring
which we will define later.

Assume that pS,M,P q is a punctured surface and T a given triangulation of this
surface. Then classically, one can associate a quiver QT to the given triangulation,
where each vertex of the quiver corresponds to an arc of the triangulation. We can
additionally assign a vertex to each boundary component of the surface and extend
the quiver QT to a new quiver Q1

T . Let us note that by construction, in each vertex
of the quiver Q1

T , which corresponds to an arc of T , there are exactly two incoming
and two outgoing arrows. Suppose furthermore, that γ is an arc on the surface
which does not belong to the triangulation T . Then, one can associate to the arc
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γ a graph Gγ as well as a loopstring wγ and a module Mpwγq. In the following
definition we will extend the loopstring wγ , in a way that the new loopstring w1

γ

will contain all the information that Pmax contains.

Definition 4.1.22. Let pS,M,P, T q, be a triangulated punctured surface and Q1
T

the extended quiver associated to that surface. Assume that γ is a plain arc, which
does not belong to the triangulation T and wγ “ aebucfd is the associated string,
where a, b, c, d are vertices of the quiver Q1

T , e, f are arrows and u is a substring of
w.

• If e “Ñ, then there exists exactly one vertex a1 of the quiver Q1
T such that

locally, we have the following configuration: a Ñ a1 on the quiver Q1
T .

• If e “Ð, then there exist two vertices a1 and a2 of the quiver Q1
T , such

that locally, we have the following configuration a1 Ð a Ñ a2 and the arcs
associated to a, a2 and b form a triangle on the surface S.

• If f “Ð, then there exists exactly one vertex d1 of the quiver Q1
T such that

locally, we have the following configuration: a Ñ a1 on the quiver Q1
T .

• If f “Ñ, then there exist two vertices d1 and d2 of the quiver Q1
T , such

that locally, we have the following configuration d1 Ð a Ñ d2 and the arcs
associated to d, d2 and c form a triangle on the surface S.

The extended string of w is defined to be the string

w1
γ “ a1aebucfdd1.

Remark 4.1.23. We can define the extended loopstring of a loopstring in a similar
way, by just extending it to the side that does not contain the hook.

Definition 4.1.24. Let w “ a1 . . . an be a loopstring. The monomial associated
to the loopstring w is defined in the following way:

xpwq “

n
ź

i“1

xei
ai
,

where, if ai corresponds to a simple in the socle of the module Mpwq and simul-
taneously is part of the hook of the loopstring, then ei “ 1, while otherwise ei
denotes the number of incoming arrows to ai.

Example 4.1.25. Let us take:

w “ 1 ÝÑ 2 ãÑ 3 ÐÝ 4,

or equivalently:

w “

1

2 4

3
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Assume that the blossoming loopstring w1 is the following:

w1 “ 0 ÐÝ 1 ÝÑ 2 ãÑ 3 ÐÝ 4.

or equivalently:

1

0 2 4

3

Then, following definition. 4.1.24 we have that:

xpwq “ x0x
2
2x3.

Lemma 4.1.26. Let pS,M,P, T q, be a triangulated punctured surface and Q1
T the

extended quiver associated to that surface. Assume that γ is a plain arc, which
does not belong to the triangulation T . Let Pmax be the maximal perfect matching
of the associated graph Gγ and wγ the associated loopstring of the arc γ. Then,
if xpPmaxq denotes the x-weight of the maximal perfect matching Pmax, as it is
classically defined, we have that

xpwγq “ xpPmaxq.

Proof. The proof of this Lemma is straightforward by comparing the definitions of
the weight monomial in each setting. ■

Remark 4.1.27. Definition 4.1.24 is very useful, but unfortunately, when one asso-
ciates a module to a different perfect matching (apart from the maximal), then the
associated x monomial of the loopstring is not the same as the associated x mono-
mial of that perfect matching. However, using the structure of the extended quiver
Q1

T , and observing how the bijection between the submodule lattice of a loopstring
and the perfect matching lattice of the associated loop graphs was constructed one
can notice the following useful fact:
Removing a top t from the loopstring w corresponds to switching the two edges
on the corresponding quadrilateral in the associated perfect matching Pw. If we
denote the new loopstring as w1 and compute xpPw1 q, then we can see that:

xpPw1 q “
xpPwqxbxd

xaxc

where a, c P PwzPw1 and b, d P Pw1 zPw. We can notice now that locally in the
quiver Q1

T we have the configuration appearing in figure 4.4. Therefore, by looking
at the local configuration around t in the quiver Q1

T we can compute xpw1q given
xpwq. Additionally, we can notice that since the new monomial depends only on
the local configuration of the quiver Q1

T , if xpw1q “ xpw2q, removing the same
top t from both modules w1 and w2 preserves the equality on the x-variables, i.e.
xpw1ztq “ xpw2ztq.
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Figure 4.4: By removing the top t from the string w we obtain xpPw1 q “
xpPwqxv3xv4

xv1
xv2

.

Before stating the main Theorem of this section, which proves skein relation for
a crossing between two possibly tagged arcs, we need to prove two more Lemmas.

Lemma 4.1.28. Let w1, w2, w3, w4, w5 and w6 as they were defined in 4.1.2. Then:

xpw3 ‘ w4q “ xpw1 ‘ w2q,

and

xpw5 ‘ w6q “ xpw1 ‘ pw2zmqq

Proof. We will show only the first equality, since the second one is also just a direct
computation.
By definition 4.1.24 we can see that if v2 ‰ H then:

xpw3q “ xph1u1mv2h4q “
xph1u1mv1h2q

xtpmqxpv1h2q
xpv2h4qxspv2q,

where tpmq denotes the last letter of the string m and spv2q denotes the first letter
of the string v2, while if v2 “ H then:

xpw3q “ xph1u1mh4q “
xph1u1mv1h2q

xpv1h2q
xph4q,

since then there is an extra term xptpmqq due to the fact that h4 is following m.
Working now on the string w4 we take:

xpw4q “ xph3u2mv1h2q “ xph3u2mqxtpmqxpv1h2q.

Multiplying now xpw3q and xpw4q, if v2 ‰ H we take the following:

xpw3qxpw4q “ xph1u1mv1h2qxpv2h4qxspv2qxph3u2mq “ xph1u1mv1h2qxph3u2mv2h4q,

which is exactly xpw1qxpw2q, while if v2 “ H we have:

xpw3qxpw4q “ xph1u1mv1h2qxph4qxph3u2mqxtpmq “ xpw1qxpw2q.

■
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Theorem 4.1.29. Let pS,M,P, T q be a triangulated punctured surface, γ1 a singly
notched arc on a puncture p and γ2 a plain arc. Suppose that γ1 and γ2 cross on the
surface and let pγ3, γ4q and pγ5, γ6q be the two pairs of arcs obtained by smoothing
the crossing.

(i) If γ1 and γ2 have a non empty overlap, then:

xγ1xγ2 “ xγ3xγ4 ` Y `xγ5xγ6 ,

where Y ` “ Y pw1 ‘ pw2zmqqzY pw5 ‘ w6q.

(ii) If γ1 and γ2 have an empty overlap and a is the arrow appearing in definition
4.1.14, then we have the following cases.

(1) If a “Ð, then:
xγ1xγ2 “ xγ3xγ4 ` Y `xγ5xγ6 ,

where Y ` “ Y pw1 ‘ pw2zr1qqzY pw5 ‘ w6q.

(2) If a “Ñ, then:
xγ1

xγ2
“ Y ´xγ3

xγ4
` xγ5

xγ6
,

where Y ´ “ Y pw1 ‘ pw2zrqqzY pw3 ‘ w4q.

Proof. The proof of this theorem for the case piq (resp. piiq) is a direct consequence
of Theorem 4.1.11 (resp 4.1.16), Lemma 4.1.28 and Remark 4.1.27. ■

4.2 Skein relations for crossing arcs and loops

Our goal in this section is to prove skein relations in the case that there is a crossing
between an arc and a loop on the surface. This covers the following two cases, as
they were listed in [MSW11]:

(i) a singly notched arc and a loop,

(ii) a doubly notched arc and a loop.

As in the case of a crossing between two arcs, there are two different possibilities
when an arc crosses a loop. They can either cross with a non-empty overlap, or
cross in an empty overlap, fro which case we will define a grafting between the loop
and the arc.

The following Theorem, the proof of which will be covered later on this section
deals with these two cases.

Theorem 4.2.1. Let pS,M,P, T q be a triangulated punctured surface, γ1 a notched
arc on a puncture p and lo a loop. Suppose that γ1 and γl cross on the surface and
let γ2 and γ3 be the two arcs obtained by smoothing the crossing.

If γ1 and γl have a non empty overlap, then:

xγ1
xlo “ xγ2

` Y `xγ3
,

where Y ` “ Y pmq.
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4.2.1 Resolution of crossing between an arc and a loop, with
non empty overlap

As it was the case with the previous chapter, suppose that pS,M,P q is a triangu-
lated punctured surface, and A is the Cluster algebra associated to it.

Suppose that there is a crossing between an arc γ1 and a loop β on the surface,
where γ1 is notched tagged in at least one of its endpoints. We can then associate
a loopstring w1 to γ1 and a band string l to β.
In [ÇS14] the authors resolved a crossing between a pain arc and a loop, by con-
structing a bijection of snake and band graphs. In that case the resolution produces
two new plain arcs. A similar thing holds, when the arc is not assumed to be plain,
as it was to be expected. In the following definition, we resolve the crossing of such
two arcs, when viewed as loopstrings or band strings instead.

Definition 4.2.2. Suppose that w1 and lo are two abstract loopstrings and band
strings respectively, where w1 possible contains a hook at its start or its end. As-
sume that w1 “ h1u1mh2 and lo “ bmau2b where ui,m are substrings, a, b are
arrows (which are opposite) and hi are hooks. We then say that w1 and lo cross in
m.

The resolution of the crossing of w1 and l0 with respect to m are the loopstring
w2 and w3 which are defined as follows:

(i) w2 “ h1u1mu2mh2,

(ii) If u1 ‰ H then w3 “ h1u1pu´1
2 q1h2,

where pu´1
2 q1 is such that u´1

2 “ pu´1
2 q1s where s is a maximal sequence of

direct arrows (inverse arrows) if a “Ñ (resp. a “Ð).
If u1 “ H then w3 “ h1pu´1

2 q2h2,
where pu´1

2 q2 is such that u´1
2 “ kpu´1

2 q1s where s is a maximal sequence of
direct arrows (inverse arrows) if a “Ñ (resp. a “Ð) and k is a maximal
sequence of inverse arrows (direct arrows) if a “Ñ (resp. a “Ð).

Remark 4.2.3. Let us notice that in the above definition 4.2.2 we did not make
an assumption that there might exist a loopstring in between the overlap m and
the hook h2. We decided to not include this case in the definition since we care
about loopstrings and bands associated to tagged arcs and band arcs on a surface
respectively, and such behavior cannot occur on such a surface, since loops are also
considered up to isotopy.
We also need to elaborate a little bit more, regarding the local configuration of
m and h2 in the loopstring w1. Since the substring m is attached to the hook
h2, locally there are two arrows connecting the last letter of m and the hook h2.
One incoming and one outgoing arrow. Therefore, since the last letter of m is also
connected to the substring u2 in lo through the arrow a, this arrow a as well as a
substring of u2 are part of the hook h2. This means that we could possibly define
the overlap of the intersection to be a bigger substring that the one appearing in
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4.2.2. However, we opted to not define like this, since by the definition of the loop
graphs and the tagging on a puncture, the hook which was introduced by Wilson
[FST06] is artificial and does not appear on the surface. This important detail will
come into the spotlight in the proof of proposition 4.2.5.

The next two examples showcase the two different cases that appear in definition
4.2.2. One may argue that the definition of k and s in the previous definition is
superfluous, since in the cases that h1 and h2 are non-empty, the arcs in k and s
are part of the hooks. However, the above definition should be a generalization of
the classic case in which there are no tagged arcs, and in those cases the exemption
of the arcs in k and s is needed.

Example 4.2.4. Suppose that w1 “ 1 ÐÝ 9 ÝÑ 8 Ðâ 7 ÝÑ 5 ÝÑ 6 and
l “ÝÑ 9 ÝÑ 8 ÐÝ 7 ÝÑ 5 ÐÝ 4 ÝÑ 3 ÝÑ 2 ÝÑ.
Then, following definition 4.2.2, we have that h1 “ H, u1 “ 1, m “ 9 ÝÑ 8,
u2 “ 7 ÝÑ 5 ÐÝ 4 ÝÑ 3 ÝÑ 2, a “ÐÝ and h2 “ÝÑ 7 ÝÑ 5 ÝÑ 6 ÝÑ.
The resolution of the crossing of the loopstring w1 and the loop l in m is the
following:

w2 “ 1 ÐÝ 9 ÝÑ 8 ÐÝ 7 ÝÑ 5 ÐÝ 4 ÝÑ 3 ÝÑ 2 ÝÑ 9 ÝÑ 8 Ðâ 7 ÝÑ 5 ÝÑ 6.

w3 “ 1 ÝÑ 2 ÐÝ 3 ÐÝ 4 ãÑ 5 ÐÝ 7 ÐÝ 6.

Proposition 4.2.5. Let w1, w2, w3 and l as they were defined in 4.2.2. Suppose
that m1 (resp. m2) is a proper submodule of w2 (resp. w3). If m1 (resp. m2) is
reached from w1 (resp. w2) by the sequence paiq, 1 ď i ď n, then we can apply the
same sequence paiq to the module w1‘lo (resp. w1‘pw2zmq) to obtain a submodule
m1

1 (resp. m1
2) of it.

Proof. The proof of this proposition will follow the steps of Prop.4.1.9 and will be
done by induction. We will also assume that the arrow a as it was defined in 4.2.2
is an inverse arrow.
Suppose that m1 is a submodule of w2. If only one top was removed from w2 to
generate the submodule m1 it is clear by the construction of w2 and the shape of
w1 and lo that the simple which was removed, is also a top in one of the modules
associated to w1 or l

o and therefore removing it gives us a submodule of the module
w1 ‘ lo.
Assume now that m1 is reached from w2 by removing a sequence of simples
paiq, 1 ď i ď n (which is, as we have stated already non-unique). By the inductive
assumption, removing the sequence paiq, 1 ď i ď n ´ 1 from w1 ‘ lo generates a
submodule of this module. In order to showcase how the induction works we first
need to do the following construction.
Construction:
If ai for 1 ď i ď n is simple in h1 or u1 viewed as substrings of w2 then there is
a unique simple ai (up to embedding of submodules) in w1 ‘ lo, and therefore we
remove that unique one.
If ai is in m, there may be two choices depending on which ai we can remove from
w1 ‘ lo since m appears in both. Additionally, notice that due to the local behavior
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of the hook h2 (as it was discussed in Remark4.2.3), if ai is in h2 or u2, it may
happen that the simple ai is also part of the hook h2 or the substring u2 making
the choice of which simple to be removed from w1 ‘ lo non-unique.
In those cases, we decide the following: If ai is the simple in m, removed from the
first copy of m in w2, then we remove ai from w1, while if the opposite happens,
we remove it from lo, if possible. If ai is in h2 then we remove it from h2 viewed
as the hook of w1 while if a1 is in u2 we remove it from u2 viewed as a substring
of lo, if possible.
Nevertheless, it may happen that we are not able to apply the previous construc-
tion. If such a removal is not possible, we apply the following exception to the rule:
Suppose that ml is the last letter of the string m and an “ ml removed from the
first copy of w2. Since a is an inverse arrow (making ml not a local top in w2),
u1
2 which denotes the first letter of u2 must have been one of the simples in the

sequence ai for 1 ď i ď n ´ 1. Therefore, following the steps of the previous con-
struction it should have been removed from u2 viewed as a substring of lo. This
would lead to a contradiction, when trying to remove ml from w1 since it is still
not a local top. However, we know that u1

2 “ h1
2 or u1

2 “ hl
2 where h1

2 (resp. hl
2)

denotes the first (resp. last) letter of the hook h2. Therefore, by retracing the
removal of tops and removing u1

2 from the hook h2 now, we take that ml is a local
top in w1 and can be removed to produce a submodule of w1 ‘ lo.
The above construction also proves the validity of the induction step, since we can
now always remove an from w1 ‘ lo

The proof fro m2 being a submodule of w3 is omitted since it is an easy induc-
tion following the same steps as the earlier proof without the need of defining an
exception, since by construction the choice of which simple to remove is always
unique. ■

Remark 4.2.6. The only reason for making the assumption in the previous proof
that the arrow a is considered to be an inverse arrow, is the fact that we need to
be precise on when the exception mentioned in the proof occurs. If the arrow a
was considered to be a direct arrow, we would just have to adjust part of the proof,
since now the exception would occur when we attempt to remove the last letter of
the second copy of m in w2.

Theorem 4.2.7. Let w1, w2, w3 and l as they were defined in 4.2.2. Then there
exists a bijection:

Ψ: SMpw2q
ď

SMpw3q Ñ SMpw1 ‘ lq,

which is defined as follows:

1. If a “ÐÝ then:

Ψpw2q “ w1 ‘ l,

Ψpw3q “

#

ph1u1q ‘ ph2zsq ‘ l if u1 “‰ H.

ph1zkq ‘ ph2zsq ‘ l if u1 “ H.
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2. If a “ÝÑ then:

Ψpw2q “ w1 ‘ l,

Ψpw3q “ w1 ‘ u2,

If w is a submodule of w2 which is reached by the sequence taiu1 ď i ď n, and w1

is the submodule of w1 ‘w2 which is reached by the same sequence, then we define:

Ψpwq “ w1.

If w is a submodule of w3, then Ψpwq is defined in a similar way.

We will now prove that the map Ψ that was defined in 4.2.7 is an injection and
the surjectivity will follow in a similar way as it was the case with the crossing of
two arcs.

Proposition 4.2.8. The map Ψ as it was defined in 4.2.7 is an injection.

Proof. Let m1,m2 P SMpw2q
Ť

SMpw3q such that Ψpm1q “ Ψpm2q.
By construction of the map Ψ, if both m1,m2 P SMpw2q or m1,m2 P SMpw3q,
then m1 “ m2.
Suppose that m1 P SMpw2q and m2 P SMpw3q. We will show that Ψpm1q ‰

Ψpm2q.
Assume that Ψpm1q “ Ψpm2q. We need to take cases:

• Suppose that a “ÝÑ. Since m1 P SMpw2q, we know by construction of the
map Ψ, that there exists a sequence paiq, 1 ď i ď n of simples, such that
when viewed as a loopstring w2ztaiu “ m1. By proposition 4.1.9 and by
construction of Ψ, we have that Ψpm1q “ Ψpw2qztaiu.
Similarly, working on m2, there is a sequence pbiq, 1 ď i ď k, such that
m1 “ pw3qztbiu and Ψpm2q “ Ψpw3qztbiu.
However, since Ψpm1q “ Ψpm2q we obtain:

Ψpw2qztaiu “ Ψpw3qztbiu.

Since Ψpw2q “ w1 ‘ l, and Ψpw3q “ w1 ‘ u2, we further obtain that:

pw1 ‘ lqztaiu “ pw1 ‘ u2qztbiu.

The previous equality shows us that the sets taiu and ptbiu
Ť

mq must be
equal. By Remark 4.1.8, we can deduce, that there must exist a sequence
tmj1 , . . .mjl , b1, . . . , bku leading from w1 ‘ l to Ψpm2q. However, this also
implies that using the same sequence tmj1 , . . .mjl , b1, . . . , bku, we can go from
the module w2 to the module m2. We will show that this is a contradiction.
Notice fist that w2 contains two copies of the string m. it is easy to see that
we cannot remove a whole copy ofm from w2 since neither copy ofm is a local
top of w2. Suppose now that tmj1 , . . .mjku , where k ă l, is removed from
the first copy of m in w2 and tmjk`1

, . . .mjlu is removed from the second copy
of m in w2. By the shape of w2 obviously spmq must be removed from the
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second copy of m. Furthermore suppose that m1 is the connected substring
of m which contains spmq and contains a maximal sequence of direct arrows
in m. Then we can also see that tpm1q must be removed from the second copy
of m in w2. Additionally since this is a maximal sequence of direct arrows we
also take that locally in m we have that tpm1q Ð spmzm1q. Therefore, since
tpm1q is removed from the second copy of m, spmzm1q must also be removed
from the second copy of m. Inductively, working on maximal substrings of
m that contacting only let arrows or right arrows, we take that every mi,
1 ď i ď l, must be removed from the second copy which is a contradiction.

• Suppose that a “ÐÝ. Similar arguments hold in that case too, since the
position of the substring m leads to a similar contradiction as before.

■

Proof of Theorem 4.2.7. It follows straightforwardly using 4.2.8 and 4.1.13 that the
map Ψ is a bijection.

■

4.2.2 Monomials associated to loops

So far we have proven the existence of a bijection between the submodules of the
direct sum of a loopstring and a band string and the disjoint union of the resolved
modules. However we still need to show that the monomials associated to these
modules are equal.

Remark 4.2.9. Suppose that l is a band. Then we can associate a monomial xplq to
this band, which follows exactly the same rules as they were dictated in definition
4.1.22. Let us note though that in the case of bands, we are not defining an analogue
of a blossoming string.

Lemma 4.2.10. Let w1, w2, w3 and l as they were defined in 4.2.2. Then:

xpw2q “ xpw1 ‘ loq,

and

xpw3q
ź

i

xmpiq “

$

’

&

’

%

xpw1 ‘ u2q if a “Ñ .

xpph1u1q ‘ ph2zsq ‘ lq if a “Ð and u1 ‰ H.

xpph1zkq ‘ ph2zsq ‘ lq if a “Ð and u1 “ H.

Proof. We will show only one of these equalities since the proof for the others is
very similar.
Let us assume that a “Ð and u1 ‰ H. Isolating the factor xploq we obtain:

xploq “ xpmu2q “ xpmqxpu2qxspmqxtpmq,

where spmq and tpmq denote the first and last letter of the string m respectively
and the equality follows since a “Ð and therefore there ate two extra arrows in lo
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that point at the start and respectively at the end of the string m.
Similarly working on the term corresponding to the band w1 we obtain:

xpw1q “ xph1u1qxtpu1qxpmh2q.

Simplifying on the left hand side we have:

xpw2q “ xph1u1u
´1
2 h2q “ xph1u1qxtpu1qxpmqxtpmqxpu´1

2 qxspmqxpmh2q “ xpw1qxploq,

which concludes the proof. ■

The following theorem is a direct consequence of the previous Lemma 4.2.10
and the existence of the bijection Ψ from Theorem 4.2.7

Theorem 4.2.11. Let pS,M,P, T q be a triangulated punctured surface, γ1 a notched
arc on a puncture p and lo a loop. Suppose that γ1 and γl cross on the surface and
let γ2 and γ3 be the two arcs obtained by smoothing the crossing.

If γ1 and γl have a non empty overlap, then:

xγ1xlo “ xγ2 ` Y `xγ3 ,

where Y ` “ Y pmq.

4.3 Skein relations for single incompatibility in a
puncture

So far, we have explored what happens when there is a regular crossing between
two arcs. The previous cases could be understood as generalizations of the classical
skein relations on unpunctured surfaces, since even if the arcs were not tagged, the
arcs are considered incompatible to each other.
However starting with this chapter and onward, the cases that we will explore
appear only on punctured surfaces since those cases will deal with incompatibilities
that occur between two arcs at a puncture.
In this chapter more specifically we will deal with the following cases:

• a singly notched arc and a plain arc which have an incompatible tagging at
a puncture,

• a doubly notched arc and a plan arc which have an incompatible tagging at
a puncture,

• two singly notched arcs which have one incompatible tagging at a puncture.

• a doubly notched arc and a singly notched arc which have one incompatible
tagging at a puncture.
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The reason, for grouping these cases together is the fact that only the incom-
patibility of the tagging at a single puncture plays a role to the skein relations.
The cases that there are two incompatibilities at two punctured are explored later,
since then the situation is drastically different.
The following theorem which addresses the above cases will be proven at the end
of the chapter.

Theorem 4.3.1. Let pS,M,P, T q be a triangulated punctured surface, γ1 a notched
arc at a puncture p and γ2 an arc which has an plain endpoint at the puncture p.
Let γ3 and γ4 be the two arcs obtained by smoothing the crossing. Then we have
that:

xγ1
xγ2

“ xγ3
` Y `xγ4

,

where Y ` is a monomial on y-variables.

4.3.1 Resolution of single incompatibility of two arc at a
puncture

As we have seen in the previous cases already, given two arcs which have exactly
one incompatibility at one puncture, there are two different cases for the resolu-
tions in the skein relations depending on the triangulation of the surface.
We will separate these two cases, calling the first one, which will be dealt with in
this chapter as regular incompatibility while we will call the second case, which will
be dealt in the next section grafting incompatibility, since it poses some similarities
to the grafting for regular crossing of arcs.

Suppose now that pS,M,P q is a punctured surface and T is a triangulation of
the surface. Let γ1 and γ2 be two arcs which have exactly one incompatible tagging
at a puncture p, and w1, w2 the associated loopstring to each arc respectively. We
will say that γ1 and γ2 have a regular incompatibility at the puncture p when
the arcs do not cross the same arc t of the triangulation T before meeting at the
puncture p (Figure 4.5).
looking at the associated loopstrings or modules of the arcs γ1 and γ2 one can
notice that we would not be able to detect when these arcs meet at a puncture,
since it can happen that they do not share any crossings. However since there is
an incompatibility at that puncture, we know that at least one of these two arcs
it tagged at its endpoint at the puncture p, o its loopstring should contain a hook
h which s all the arcs of the triangulation T which are adjacent to the puncture p.
Therefore if we assume that γ1 is tagged at p and γ2 is untagged at p, by considering
the extension w1

2 of the loopstring w2, we can notice that w1 and w1
2 share at least

one vertex, which must belong to the hook h of γ1.
The following definition explains how we can resolve such an incompatibility and
Figure 4.5 showcases the situation that we just explained.

Definition 4.3.2. Suppose that w1 and w2 are two abstract loopstrings such that
w1 contains a hook at its end, while w2 does not contain a hook at its end. Assume
that w1 “ h1u1h2 and w2 “ h3u2 where ui are substrings and hi are hooks, with
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Figure 4.5: Regular incompatibility at a puncture.

Figure 4.6: Resolution of regular incompatibility at a puncture p.

h2 ‰ H. Let also w1
2 “ h3u2k be the extended loopstring of w2 with k P h2 We

then say that w1 and w2 have a regular incompatibility at their endpoints.

Since k P h2 we can write h2 “ s1aks2 where si are not necessarily non empty
strings and a is an arrow. The resolution of the regular incompatibility of w1 and
w2 with respect to k are the loopstrings w3 and w4 which are defined as follows:

(i) w3 “ h1u1s1bu2
´1h´1

2 , where b is an opposite arrow to a.

(ii) w4 “ h1u1s2cu2
´1h´1

2 , where b “ a.

Remark 4.3.3. Looking at the above Definition 4.3.2, one can notice that the reso-
lution is defined uniquely for every situation of regular incompatibility, and there is
no need for extra cases. This occurs since visually the resolution basically ”glues”
the two arcs γ1 and γ2 to create two new arcs γ3 and γ4 which follow γ3 and γ4
around the puncture in the two possible ways that one can follow. This can be
further illustrated in Figure 4.6, on which also the next example is based on.

Example 4.3.4. Suppose that pS,M,P, T q is the triangulated surface depicted on
figure 4.6. Then we have that w1 “ 2 ãÑ 5 Ð 4 Ð 3 and w2 “ 6. Considering the
extension of w3 we take w1

3 “ 6 Ñ 4. Therefore, so far we have h1 “ H, u1 “ 2,
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h2 “ 5 Ð 4 Ð 3, h3 “ H, u2 “ 6 and k “ 4.
Notice that indeed k P h2 and we can write h2 “ s1aks2 where s1 “ 5, s2 “ 4 Ð 3
and a “Ð.
Using Definition 4.3.2 we can resolve the regular incompatibility with respect to
k “ 5, by defining:

w3 “ 2 Ñ 5 Ñ 6,

w4 “ 2 Ð 3 Ñ 4 Ð 6.

Remark 4.3.5. One can notice that the hooks h1 and h3 can be either assumed
to be empty or not without anything substantial changing to the definition of the
resolution. This happens, since as one can see by the definition of the resolution, we
just follow the arc γ1 until it ”reaches” the puncture p and then we follow the path
of γ2 by either turning left or right at the puncture p. Therefore, the resolution
depends on the local neighborhood of the puncture p and the triangulation of the
surface around the puncture, so it does not come as a surprise that possible other
taggings or equivalently hooks would change anything.

Our next aim, after having given the definition of the resolution is to actually
construct a bijection between the submodules of w1 ‘ w2 and the submodules of
w3 and w4.
In order to do so we first have to give a proposition which will help us iteratively
define the bijection as we have already done in the previous cases too.

Lemma 4.3.6. Let w1, w2, w3 and w4 as they were defined in 4.3.2. Suppose that
m1 (resp. m2) is a proper submodule of w3 (resp w4). If m1 (resp. m2) is reached
from w3 (resp. w4) by the sequence paiq, 1 ď i ď n, then we can apply the same
sequence paiq to the module w1zs2 ‘ w2 (resp. w1 ‘ w2) to obtain a submodule m1

1

(resp. m1
2) of it.

Proof. Suppose that m2 is a submodule of w4 and it is reached by the sequence
paiq, 1 ď i ď n. First of all, since k belongs to w1

2 by definition we have that there
exists a right arrow tpw2q Ñ k. Therefore, by the construction of w4, k is a socle.
This shows us that we can split the sequence paiq, 1 ď i ď n w.l.o.g. to two parts,
where the the sequence paiq, 1 ď i ď j is a sequence of removing tops from u´1

2 and
paiq, j ` 1 ď i ď n is a sequence of removing tops from the rest of w4. The only
extreme case, is the case that k is an element of this sequence, but in order for this
to happen we should have that all the elements of the string s2 are also part of the
sequence paiq, j ` 1 ď i ď n.
The previous argument is enough to show that we can also apply this same se-
quence to the module w1 ‘w2, since the two subsequences are independent of each
other.

Suppose now that m2 is a submodule of w3 and it is reached by the sequence
paiq, 1 ď i ď n. Notice that we want to show that we can apply the same sequence
not the the whole module w1 ‘ w2, but to the submodule of it w1zs2 ‘ w2. Ad-
ditionally, it is easy to see that w1zs2 “ u1 Ñ s1. Therefore, we can again split
the sequence paiq, 1 ď i ď n into two smaller ones, pbiq “ paiq, 1 ď i ď j and
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pciq “ paiq, j ` 1 ď i ď n for some 0 ď j ď n, where pbiq consists of vertices only
of the string u1 Ñ s1 while pciq consists of vertices only of the string u1 Ñ s1. It
is important to order them in that way, since any top of the substring u1 Ñ s1 in
w3 is a top, but not necessarily any top of u´1

2 is a top in w3. ■

The above lemma, is very important, since it shows us that there is a way to
construct a map between the sets that we want to. However, this is not enough,
since we want to define that map in a unique way, which will actually preserve the
information lost from passing to a loopstring given a loop graph.

Proposition 4.3.7. Let w1, w2, w3 and w4 as they were defined in 4.3.2. Suppose
that m1 (resp. m2) is a proper submodule of w3 (resp w4). If m1 (resp. m2) is
reached from w3 (resp. w4) by the sequence paiq, 1 ď i ď n, then we can apply the
same sequence paiq to the module w1zs2 ‘ w2 (resp. w1 ‘ w2) to obtain a unique
submodule m1

1 (resp. m1
2) of it.

Proof. the uniqueness of the modules m1
1 and m1

2 follows straightforwardly by the
construction of the modules as it was done in lemma 4.3.6, by noticing that the
two subsequences of paiq, j ` 1 ď i ď n as they were defined in the proof were
independent of each other for both cases. ■

Having established that there is a unique way of passing from submodules of
w3 and w4 to submodules of w1 ‘ w2 we are now ready to construct the desired
bijection.

Theorem 4.3.8. Let w1, w2, w3 and w4 as they were defined in 4.3.2. Then there
exists a bijection:

Ψ: SMpw3q
ď

SMpw4q Ñ SMpw1 ‘ w2q,

which is defined as follows:

Ψpw3q “ pw1zs2q ‘ w2,

Ψpw4q “ w1 ‘ w2,

If w is a submodule of w3 which is reached by the sequence taiu1 ď i ď n, and w1

the unique submodule of pw1zs2q ‘ w2 which is reached by the same sequence, then
we define:

Ψpwq “ w1.

If w is a submodule of w4, then Ψpwq is defined in a similar way.

As the reader may already be familiar by now, we only need to prove that the
map defined on Theorem 4.3.8 is an injection, since then the bijectivity will follow
from Remark 4.1.13.

Proposition 4.3.9. The map Ψ as it was defined in Theorem 4.3.8 is an injection.
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Proof. Let m1,m2 P SMpw3q
Ť

SMpw4q such that Ψpm1q “ Ψpm2q.
By construction of the map Ψ, if both m1,m2 P SMpw3q or m1,m2 P SMpw4q,
then m1 “ m2.
We will now show that if m1 P SMpw3q and m2 P SMpw4q then Ψpm1q ‰ Ψpm2q.
Assume that Ψpm1q “ Ψpm2q. Since Ψpm1q “ Ψpm2q and Ψpm1q Ă w1zs2, by
construction of Ψ if pbiq, 1 ď i ď n is a sequence of the simples removed to reach
Ψpm2q, we must have that all the elements of the string s2 must be contained in
that sequence pbiq. Since there exists an arrow k Ð spu´1

2 q we deduce that spu´1
2 q

must also be an element of this sequence.
Assume now that paiq, 1 ď i ď n is a sequence of the simples removed from m1 to
reach Ψpm1q. Since spu´1

2 q is part of the sequence pbiq, it must be also part of the
sequence paiq, since otherwise we could not have Ψpm1q “ Ψpm2q. However, this
in turn means that tpu1q as well as the whole string s1 must belong to the sequence
paiq, since there is a sequence of direct arrows starting from tpu1q and going at least
until spu´1

2 q. The above arguments gives us that the module Ψpm1q “ Ψpm2q does
not contain any element of the hook h3. However this means that a submodule of
w4 is mapped to a module which does not contain any element of the hook h3 which
is impossible by the construction of the map Ψ and the fact that the elements of
the string s1 are not in w4. (Basically submodules of w4 are always mapped to
elements which contain the whole string s1).

■

Proof of Theorem 4.3.8. The fact that Ψ is a bijection follows immediately from
the fact that Ψ is an injective map (Proposition 4.3.9) and Remark 4.1.13.

■

4.3.2 Resolution of grafting incompatibility of two arcs at
a puncture

So far in this chapter we have covered the resolution of an incompatibility of two
arcs at a puncture when they possibly do not have any common intersections to
the arcs of the given triangulation. However the situation depicted in Figure 4.7
can happen, which is reminiscent of the grafting of two arcs which was covered in
earlier chapters. This is why we will call such an incompatibility a grafting incom-
patibility.
The structure of this section will be similar to the previous one. We will first give a
proper definition of what a grafting incompatibility is and how this can be resolved.
Later we will construct and prove the desired bijection which in turn will help us
prove the announced theorem of this chapter.

Suppose that pS,M,P q is a punctured surface and T is a triangulation of the
surface. Let γ1 and γ2 be two arcs which have exactly one incompatible tagging
at a puncture p, and w1, w2 the associated loopstring to each arc respectively. We
will say that γ1 and γ2 have a grafting incompatibility at the puncture p when the
arcs cross the same arc t of the triangulation T before meeting at the puncture p
(Figure 4.7).
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Figure 4.7: Grafting incompatibility at a puncture.

One big difference of this incompatibility to the regular incompatibility that was
covered earlier, is the fact that one does not need to consider the extended loop-
string in order to notice that such a problem occurs on the surface, and the defi-
nition is more reminiscent of the classical resolution of a crossing of two arcs with
common overlap. However, the idea of the resolution still remains the same. One
must follow on arc until the puncture and then create two new arcs by turning left
and right respectively around the puncture before continuing following the path of
the other arc.

Definition 4.3.10. Suppose that w1 and w2 are two abstract loopstrings such
that w1 contains a hook at its end, while w2 does not contain a hook at its end.
Assume that w1 “ h1u1amh2 and w2 “ h3u2m where ui and m are substrings, hi

are hooks, with h2 ‰ H and a is an arrow. We then say that w1 and w2 have a
grafting incompatibility at their endpoints.

The resolution of the grafting incompatibility of w1 and w2 are the loopstrings
w3 and w4 which are defined as follows:

(i) w3 “ h1u1mh2m
´1u´1

2 ,

(ii)

w4 “

$

’

&

’

%

h1u1eu
´1
2 h3 if u1, u2 ‰ H and where e is an opposite arrow to a.

h1u
1
1 if u1 ‰ H and u2 “ H.

u1
2h3 if u2 ‰ H and u1 “ H.

where u1
1 is such that u1 “ u1

1r
1 where r2 is a maximal sequence of inverse

arrows and u1
2 is such that u2 “ u1

2r
2 where r1 is a maximal sequence of direct

arrows.

The following example is based on Figure 4.8, in which we can see how visually
the resolution may look the same, but looking at the intersection of the arcs γ3
and γ4 one can notice that there is a fan (in this example it consists of only the
arc 4), which fan the arc γ4 is not actually intersecting, explaining the existence of
the cases for w4 in the above definition.
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Figure 4.8: Resolution of grafting incompatibility at a puncture p.

Example 4.3.11. Suppose that pS,M,P, T q is the triangulated surface that appears
on Figure 4.8.
Then we have that w1 “ 2 ãÑ 5 Ð 4 Ð 3 and w2 “ 7 Ð 1 Ð 2. Using Definition
4.3.10 and since we can write u1 “ 7 Ð 1 as u1 “ u1

1r
1 where u1

1 “ 7 and r1 “ 1,
we have:

w3 “ 7 Ð 1 Ð 2 Ð 3 Ñ 4 Ñ 5 Ð 2,

w4 “ 7.

As we have already done in each chapter we will first present an important
lemma and a proposition which will be used for the definition of the desired bijec-
tion. In the continuation of this section we will focus only on one case, regarding
how w4 is defined in the resolution, since similar arguments and constructions can
be given for the rest of the cases.

Lemma 4.3.12. Let w1, w2, w3 and w4 as they were defined in Definition 4.3.10
with u1 “ H. Suppose that m1 (resp. m2) is a proper submodule of w3 (resp w4).
If m1 (resp. m2) is reached from w3 (resp. w4) by the sequence paiq, 1 ď i ď n,
then we can apply the same sequence paiq to the module w1 ‘ w2 (resp. w1 ‘ u1

2)
to obtain a submodule m1

1 (resp. m1
2) of it.

Proof. Suppose that m2 is a submodule of w4 and it is reached by the sequence
paiq, 1 ď i ď n. One can easily see we can just take out the same sequence from
the module w1 ‘ u1

2, by applying the sequence only to u1
2 Ă w1 ‘ u2.

Suppose now that m1 is a submodule of w3 and it is reached by the sequence
paiq, 1 ď i ď n. The only tricky part of this case is the duplication of the string m
in w3, since removing elements from m when viewed as a substring of w3, does not
give us a natural choice of removing this element from either w1 or w2.
W.l.o.g. let h2 “ x1, . . . , xn and w1 “ h1u1m ãÑ xk Ð ¨ ¨ ¨ Ð x1. We then have
that w3 “ h1u1m Ñ xk Ð ¨ ¨ ¨ Ð x1 Ñ m´1u´1

2 . It is now easy to see that if the
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sequence paiq does not contain any of the elements in the set tx1, . . . , xku then if
aj is in h1, u1, h3, u2 or m for some 1 ď j ď n, then there is a unique and obvious
choice for the same element to be removed from w1 ‘ w2. Assume now that there
is at least one aj P h2 for some 1 ď j ď n. Then this implies also that xk P paiq
since it is locally a top. Therefore we must remove also xk from hw viewed as a
hook of w1, which makes m locally a top in w1 when viewed next to h2. Therefore
when we are removing elements twice from both the substrings m of w3 we can
also remove the same elements from w1 or w2 which completes the proof. ■

The next proposition, provides the uniqueness of the construction of the asso-
ciated submodules as it is needed later for the construction of a suitable mapping.

Proposition 4.3.13. Let w1, w2, w3 and w4 as they were defined in 4.3.10 with
u1 “ H. Suppose that m1 (resp. m2) is a proper submodule of w3 (resp w4). If m1

(resp. m2) is reached from w3 (resp. w4) by the sequence paiq, 1 ď i ď n, then we
can apply in a unique the same sequence paiq to the module w1 ‘w2 (resp. w1 ‘u1

2)
to obtain a submodule m1

1 (resp. m1
2) of it.

Proof. The uniqueness of the module m1
2 follows straightforwardly by the con-

struction of the module as it was done in lemma 4.3.12, by noticing that we can
just“forget” the module w1, and remove the same tops from u1

2 when viewed as a
submodule of w1 ‘ u1

2. ■

Having established that there is a unique way of passing from submodules of
w3 and w4 to submodules of w1 ‘ w2 we are now ready to construct the following
bijection.

Theorem 4.3.14. Let w1, w2, w3 and w4 as they were defined in 4.3.10. Then
there exists a bijection:

Ψ: SMpw3q
ď

SMpw4q Ñ SMpw1 ‘ w2q,

which is defined as follows:

Ψpw3q “ w1 ‘ w2,

Ψpw4q “ w1 ‘ u1
2,

If w is a submodule of w3 which is reached by the sequence taiu1 ď i ď n, and w1

the unique submodule of pw1zs2q ‘ w2 which is reached by the same sequence, then
we define:

Ψpwq “ w1.

If w is a submodule of w4, then Ψpwq is defined in a similar way.

As per usual we only need to prove that the map defined on Theorem 4.3.14 is
an injection, which is done in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.3.15. The map Ψ as it was defined in Theorem 4.3.14 is an injec-
tion.
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Proof. Let m1,m2 P SMpw3q
Ť

SMpw4q such that Ψpm1q “ Ψpm2q.
By construction of the map Ψ, if both m1,m2 P SMpw3q or m1,m2 P SMpw4q,
then m1 “ m2.
We will now show that if m1 P SMpw3q and m2 P SMpw4q then Ψpm1q ‰ Ψpm2q.
Assume that Ψpm1q “ Ψpm2q and let paiq, 1 ď i ď n be a sequence of the simples
removed from m1 to reach Ψpm1q.
Since w4 “ u1

2 we take that all the elements of r1 and m must belong to the se-
quence paiq. However for this to happen, the sequence paiq should contain at least
one element from the hook, since r1 and m are not a top of the module w3. How-
ever in turn this would give us that there is a submodule of w4 “ u1

2 which is not
mapped to w1 ‘ m2 for m2 a submodule of w4, which gives us a contradiction by
the construction of the map Ψ.

■

Proof of Theorem 4.3.14. The fact that Ψ is a bijection follows immediately from
the fact that Ψ is an injective map (Proposition 4.3.15) and Remark 4.1.13. ■

4.3.3 Skein relation for arcs with a single incompatibility at
a puncture

Having already established the two bijection 4.3.8 and 4.3.14 we would also like to
prove that there is no ”lost” information from passing to a loopstring from a loop
graph. For this, we will use the monomials associated to loopstrings as they were
defined in Chapter 4.

We will not give full proofs for each case, since the idea is very similar and it
is basically depending on a series of computational tricks in order to rewrite some
monomials.

Lemma 4.3.16. Let w1, w2, w3 and w4 as they were defined in 4.3.2. Then:

xpw3q “ xppw1zs2q ‘ w2q,

and
xpw4q “ xpw1 ‘ w2q

Proof. We will show only the first equality, since the second one is also just a direct
computation.

By definition 4.1.24 we have that:

xpw3q “ xph1u1 Ñ s1 Ñ k Ð
´1
2 h3q “

xph1u1 Ñ s1qxpu´1
2 h3q

xk

However, since k by definition belongs to the extended w2 we have that:

xpw2q “
xph3u2q

xk
,
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and therefore we take that

xpw3q “ xppw1zs2q ‘ w2q,

as we wanted to show.
■

Theorem 4.3.17. Let pS,M,P, T q be a triangulated punctured surface, γ1 a notched
arc at a puncture p and γ2 an arc which has an plain endpoint at the puncture p.
Let γ3 and γ4 be the two arcs obtained by smoothing the crossing.

(i) If γ1 and γ2 have a regular incompatibility at the puncture p, then:

xγ1
xγ2

“ xγ3
` Y `xγ4

,

where Y ` “ Y ps1q.

(ii) If γ1 and γ2 have a grafting incompatibility at the puncture p, then:

xγ1xγ2 “ xγ3 ` Y `xγ4 ,

where Y ` “ Y pw1q.

Proof. The proof of this theorem is a direct consequence of Theorems 4.3.8, 4.3.14,
Lemma 4.3.16 and Remark 4.1.27. ■

4.4 Skein relations for double incompatibilities in
two punctures

In this section we will work on skein relations for arcs which have two incompatibil-
ities in two punctures. This can happen in two different occasions. We can either
have a double notched arc with its endpoints in two punctures p and q and a plain
arc with its endpoints in the same punctures p and q. Additionally we could have
two singly notched arcs, which have both of their endpoints in the same punctures
p and q, but they are tagged in different punctures.
We will see that both of these cases give rise to the same skein relation and there-
fore instead of proving skein relation for these two cases separately we will just deal
with one of these cases and then prove that indeed these cases are equivalent.
These two cases behave a little bit differently than what we have seen so far in the
sense that they can give rise to four different arcs of which only one of these arcs
does not include ant additional y-terms when resolving the incompatibilities. The
deeper reason on why such a thing occurs can be understood through looking at
the two incompatibilities that occur separately, instead of both at the same time.
To understand the above argument let us consider one doubly notched arc γ1,
which has a tagging at its endpoints p and q, and a plain arc γ2 which has its
endpoints in p and q. One could try and resolve first the tagging at the puncture
q. This procedure would look like a natural extension of the previous section, since
then, we could think of dealing with a single incompatibility at the puncture q and
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Figure 4.9: Resolution of single incompatibility and self incompatible arcs.

therefore apply the results of the previous section to resolve this incompatibility,
by creating two new arcs γ1

1 and γ1
2, as they can be seen in Figure 4.9, which would

have a self incompatibility at the puncture p. If we could assume that the results
of the previous section can be generalized for self incompatible arcs, we could then
deal with these two self incompatibilities separately, giving rise to four new arcs in
total. Assuming that the previous results still hold, only one of the newly formed
arcs would not have any additional y-terms in front of it in the complete skein
relations.
To sum up and under the fore mentioned assumptions the expected skein relations
for such arcs would be the following:

xγ1xγ2 “ Y1xγ1
1

` Y2xγ1
2

“ Y1pY `
1 δ1 ` Y ´

1 δ2q ` Y2pY `
2 δ3 ` Y ´

2 δ4q.

Notice also that the initial arbitrary selection of dealing with one specific incompat-
ibility was not restricting. Even if we started by resolving the other incompatibility
we would end up to a similar relation, since one can notice that by rearranging the
terms we could take the following equality:

xγ1xγ2 “ Y1xγ1
1

` Y2xγ1
2

“ Y1pY `
1 δ1 ` Y ´

1 δ2q ` Y2pY `
2 δ3 ` Y ´

2 δ4q.

However, the above arguments cannot be applied straightforwardly since we
do not deal with arcs that have self incompatibilities. In fact, there was an open
question from Musiker, Schiffler and Williams, regarding such arcs and if those arcs
are elements of the Cluster Algebra. We conjecture that such arcs are indeed part
of the cluster algebra when we are dealing with bordered surfaces. The idea, is
that such arcs can be decomposed into bands, and then in the presence of border
components, one can prove that each band is part of the cluster algebra. We will
not get into more details now, since this will be further explored in the last chapter
of this thesis.
To get back on the topic of this chapter, we will prove that indeed the skein rela-
tions when resolving double incompatibilities at a puncture between two arcs have
exactly the form that we described earlier. Nonetheless, our approach in the proof
of this statement will be different. We will prove every statement by resolving both
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Figure 4.10: Resolution of double incompatibility, which gives rise to a singe band
arc l.

incompatibilities at the same time, avoiding in this way to deal with self incom-
patible arcs at a puncture.
We should also mention an important detail before going to the main part of this
section. Not every skein relation gives rise to four bands. It can happen that the
resolution gives rise to one and only band arc. This however can occur in some
very specific cases, as the one appearing in figure 4.10. Such an observation can
be very crucial in proving that some band arcs, even in surfaces without boundary
components, are part of the cluster algebra. Notably, problems occur in surfaces
with genus bigger that one and when dealing with bands that “pass around” the
handle of the surface.

To sum up in this chapter we deal with the following cases:

• two singly notched arcs which have two incompatible taggings at two punc-
tures,

• a doubly notched arc and a plan arc which have two incompatible taggings
at two punctures.

The following theorem which addresses these cases and will be proven at the end
of this chapter.

Theorem 4.4.1. Let pS,M,P, T q be a triangulated punctured surface, γ1 a double
notched arc at two puncture p and q, and γ2 an arc which has an plain endpoint at
the puncture p. Let γ3, γ4, γ5 and γ5 be the four arcs obtained by smoothing the
incompatibilities at the two punctures. Then we have that:

xγ1
xγ2

“ Y1Y
´
1 xγ3

` Y1Y
`
1 xγ4

` Y2Y
´
2 xγ5

` Y2Y
`
2 xγ6

,

where Y1, Y2, Y
`
1 , Y ´

1 , Y `
2 and Y ´

2 are monomials on y-variables and in each pair
pY1, Y2q, pY `

1 , Y ´
1 q and pY `

2 , Y ´
2 q at least one term of each pair is equal to 1.
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Figure 4.11: Regular incompatibilities at two punctures.

4.4.1 Resolution of double incompatibility of two arcs at a
puncture

As in all the previous cases discussed in this thesis, the resolution of the incompati-
bility at the punctures depends on the local configuration of the given triangulation
of a surface. In the case of a double incompatibility, since there are two punctures,
the so called grafting incompatibility that was discussed in the previous section
can occur in one, both or none of the punctures. Instead of splitting the cases of
a regular incompatibility and a grafting incompatibility, we will work on both of
them at the same time by assuming that each one of them occurs in exactly one of
the punctures. The rest of the cases which consist of all the possible configuration
that we can have locally are simple generalisations of the case that we will focus,
so we will not discuss them any further.

Suppose that pS,M,P q is a punctured surface and T is a triangulation of the
surface. Let γ1 and γ2 be two arcs which have two incompatible taggings at the
punctures p and q, and w1, w2 are the associated loopstring of each arc respectively.
We will say that γ1 and γ2 have a regular incompatibility at the puncture p when
the arcs cross the same arc t3 of the triangulation T before meeting at the puncture
p. We will also say that the arcs have a grafting incompatibility at the puncture
q when the arcs do not cross the same arcs t1 and t2 of the triangulation T before
meeting at the puncture q (Figure 4.11).

Definition 4.4.2. Suppose that w1 and w2 are two abstract loopstrings such that
w1 contains two hooks at its endpoints, while w2 does not contain any hook at its
endpoints. Assume that w1 “ h1u1mh2 and w2 “ u2m where ui,m are substrings
and hi are hooks, with h1, h2 ‰ H. Let also w1

2 “ a1u2m be the extended loop-
string of w2 with a1 P h2 and w2

2 “ a2u2m be the extended loopstring of the dual
of w2 with a1 P h2. We then say that w1 and w2 have a regular incompatibility at
p and a grafting incompatibility at q.

Since a1, a2 P h2 we have that h1 “ h1
1a1a2h

2
1 where h1

1 and h2
1 are not neces-

sarily non empty strings. The resolution of the incompatibilities of w1 and w2 are
the bandstrings w3, w4, w5 and w6 which are defined as follows:

(i) wo
3 “ a1h

1
1u1mh2mu2,



80 CHAPTER 4. SKEIN RELATIONS

(ii) wo
4 “ a1h

1
1u1,

(iii) wo
5 “ a2h

2
1u1mh2mu2,

(iv) wo
6 “ a2h

2
1u1.

We will now proceed on constructing two examples that will help us understand
how the resolution mentioned in the above definition is applied. In the first exam-
ple, there will be a regular resolution where all the bandstrings created after the
resolution are non empty, while the second one will deal with one of the extreme
cases in which there is only one regular bandstring created.

Example 4.4.3. Suppose that pS,M,P, T q is the triangulated surface depicted on
Figure 4.12. We then have that:

w1 “ 6 Ñ 5 Ñ 4 Ñ 3 Ñ 2 Ñ 1 Ðâ 10 Ñ 11 Ð 9 Ð 12 Ðâ 14 Ñ 13,

w2 “ 7 Ñ 5 Ñ 8 Ñ 9 Ð 12.

Looking at the loopstrings we can notice that there is a regular incompatibility at
the end of the end since and we have furthermore the following:

h1 “ 6 Ñ 5 Ñ 4 Ñ 3 Ñ 2 Ñ 1,

h2 “ 14 Ñ 13,

u1 “ 10 Ñ 11,

u2 “ 7 Ñ 5 Ñ 8,

m “ 9 Ð 12.

In order to see if there is an incompatibility at the start of the loopstrings we need to
construct the extended and reverse extended strings w1

2 and w2
2 respectively, which

are as follows:
w1

2 “ 4 Ð 7 Ñ 5 Ñ 8 Ñ 9 Ð 12,

w2
2 “ 3 Ñ 7 Ñ 5 Ñ 8 Ñ 9 Ð 12.

Looking at the above extended strings we see that a1 “ 4 and a2 “ 3 which are
indeed part of h1. Therefore, we can rewrite h1 “ h1

1a1a2h
2
2 where:

h1
1 “ 6 Ñ 5,

h2
1 “ 2 Ñ 1.

We now have all the necessary tools to resolve the incompatibilities. Using Defini-
tion 4.4.2 we take the following bandstrings:

wo
3 “Ð 3 Ñ 2 Ñ 1 Ð 10 Ñ 11 Ð 9 Ð 12 Ð 14 Ñ 13 Ð 12 Ñ 9 Ð 8 Ð 5 Ð 7 Ð,

wo
4 “Ð 3 Ñ 2 Ñ 1 Ð 10 Ñ 11 Ñ 8 Ð 5 Ð 7 Ð,

wo
5 “Ñ 4 Ð 5 Ð 6 Ñ 10 Ñ 11 Ð 9 Ð 12 Ð 14 Ñ 13 Ð 12 Ñ 9 Ð 8 Ð 5 Ð 7 Ñ,

wo
6 “Ñ 4 Ð 5 Ð 6 Ñ 10 Ñ 11 Ñ 8 Ð 5 Ð 7 Ñ,

which correspond to the bands appearing in Figure4.13.
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Figure 4.12: Double incompatibility at two punctures.

Figure 4.13: Resolution of the double incompatibility in Figure4.12.
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Figure 4.14: Extreme case for double incompatibility.

Remark 4.4.4. Notice that the not all the bandstrings defined in the previous
definition 4.4.2 are always non empty. In particular it may happen that u1 and u2

are empty and a1, a2 are located at the start or the end of the hook h2. In such
a situation at least a bandstring would be empty. To make things more clear, the
following example is a case where such a resolution occurs.

Example 4.4.5. Suppose that pS,M,P, T q is the triangulated surface depicted on
Figure 4.14. We then have that:

w1 “ 3 Ñ 2 Ñ 1 Ðâ 4 Ñ 5 ãÑ 6 Ð 7 Ð 8,

w2 “ 4 Ñ 5.

It is easy to see that in this case we have that:

h1 “ 3 Ñ 2 Ñ 1,

h2 “ 6 Ð 7 Ð 8,

m “ 4 Ñ 5.

while u1 and u2 are empty! It is also easy to see that since both of these substrings
are empty we have two regular incompatibilities, one at each of the two punctures.
Following the resolution as it was defined earlier we take:

wo
3 “Ð 3 Ñ 2 Ñ 1 Ð 4 Ñ 5 Ð 8 Ñ 7 Ñ 6 Ð 5 Ð 4 Ð,

and w4 “ h1, w5 “ h2 and w6 “ H.

Having showcased how the construction of the four bandstrings works, we should
now try to show that indeed under this definition there is a nice bijection between
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Figure 4.15: Resolution of extreme case for double incompatibility.

the submodules associated to the initial modules and the modules associated to
the newly formed ones.

Remark 4.4.6. Looking at how we obtained a1 and a2 in definition 4.4.2, one can
notice that a priori there is no way of telling how the local configuration in the hook
h1 looks, meaning we cannot know if there is an arrow from a1 to a2 or the other way
around. Looking at how we have constructed the bijections in the previous chapters
one can see that by taking cases we were trying to differentiate what happens when
a simple is locally a socle or a top of the module. A similar obstruction appears
here two. However instead of taking both of the aforementioned cases we will only
focus on one of them. The reason for such an assumption is the fact that since there
are two pairs of bandstrings in the resolution, the situation is very symmetrical and
one could prove what happens in the other case, just by relabeling the two pairs.
Starting from the next proposition which basically indicates how the bijection will
be constructed, we will use the assumption that locally there is an arrow from a1
to a2 in the hook h1.

Proposition 4.4.7. Let w1, w2, w3, w4, w5 and w6 as they were defined in 4.4.2.
Suppose that mi is a proper submodule of wi for 1 ď i ď 4, and without loss of
generality assume that the local configuration of the hook h1 is a1 Ð a2. If m3

is reached from w3 by the sequence pbiq, 1 ď i ď n, then we can apply the same
sequence paiq to the module w1 ‘ w2 to obtain a unique submodule m1

1 of it.
The same statement is true by adjusting the following:
The module m4 is reached by applying the sequence to the module pw1zmh2q ‘ w2.
The module m5 is reached by applying the sequence to the module pw1za1h

1
1q ‘ w2.

The module m6 is reached by applying the sequence to the module ppw1za1h
1
1qzmh2q‘

w2.
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Proof. The uniqueness of the modules follows from the construction of the modules
in the next Lemma 4.4.8. ■

Lemma 4.4.8. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.4.7, For each of the mod-
ules mi and sequences pbiq, 1 ď i ď n, we can apply the same sequence in the
associated submodule of w1 ‘ w2 to obtain a new submodule m1

1

Proof. We will prove this statement indicatively only for one of the four cases.
Let us assume that m1 is a submodule of w3 and is reached by the sequence
pbiq, 1 ď i ď n. We need to show that we can apply the same sequence to w1 ‘ w2

and obtain a submodule m1
1 of it.

First of all, suppose that there are simples in a1h
1
1 that are part of the sequence.

By construction since locally in w1 we have a1 Ð a2, therefore the h1
1 contains

the top of the hook. Therefore, by an iterative process of applying the sequence
on w1 ‘ w2 when we have to remove a simple from the hook, we can always do
it. The above argument indicates that simples belonging to the hook cannot cause
problems when we try to remove them as local tops from the module w1 ‘ w2.
The cases in which we have to remove a top from u1 or u2 are obviously straight-
forward too, since the local configuration in both modules w3 and w1 ‘ w2 is the
same.
The last case that we have to investigate is the case that we have to remove sim-
ples that belong to the common substring m or in the hook h2. However this part
follows the same principles of the proofs of Propositions 4.1.9 and 4.2.5 and so we
omit the respective arguments. ■

Let us now construct the bisection which will be used for the proof of the skein
relation.

Theorem 4.4.9. Let w1, w2, w3, w4, w5 and w6 as they were defined in 4.4.2. Then
there exists a bijection:

Ψ: SMpw3q
ď

SMpw4q
ď

SMpw5q
ď

SMpw6q Ñ SMpw1 ‘ w2q,

which is defined as follows:

Ψpw3q “ w1 ‘ w2,

Ψpw4q “ pw1zmh2q ‘ w2,

Ψpw5q “ pw1za1h
1
1q ‘ w2,

Ψpw6q “ ppw1za1h
1
1qzmh2q ‘ w2.

If m is a submodule of w3 which is reached by the sequence taiu1 ď i ď n, and m1

the unique submodule of pw1zs2q ‘ w2 which is reached by the same sequence, then
we define:

Ψpmq “ m1.

If m is a submodule of w4, w5 or w6, then Ψpmq is defined in a similar way.

Proof. The fact that Ψ is a bijection follows from Proposition 4.4.10 and Remark
4.1.13.

■
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Proposition 4.4.10. The map Ψ as it was defined in Theorem 4.4.9 is an injec-
tion.

Proof. The proof of this proposition is omitted, since it follows the same logic as
in previous chapters.
The only difference here is that instead of having to compare submodules of two
modules, we have to check all possible configurations between the four given mod-
ules wi, 3 ď i ď 4. However this does not create any problem, since the gist of
the argument given in previous proposition resolves around the fact that there is
always a part of one module that is locally a top, while in the other module it is
locally a socle. This principle is not violated in any of the possible cases since each
one of the modules apart from w3 takes out a different part of the hook h1 or mh2

or a combination of these two.
■

4.4.2 Skein relation for arcs with two incompatibilities at
two puncture

In this chapter we will prove skein relations when there are two arcs which have
two different incompatibilities, one at each puncture.
The most interesting part, is the fact that out of the four terms appearing in the
resolution, only one term does not contain any y-variables, which was partially
explained at the start of this section earlier.
The bijection given in Theorem 4.4.9 as usual indicates to us, which monomials
associated to each module on the left hand side of the bijection should be equal
to the ones associated to modules on the right hand side of the bijection. We will
indicatively prove some of these equalities first before going on the main statement
of this subsection.

Remark 4.4.11. Before going any further, we need to deal with an anomaly that
may appear depending on the geometry of the surface. As it was showcased in
the second example of the previous section the resolution of such incompatibilities
may result in the loss of one of the four expected terms. However, what is equally
important is the fact that sometimes an expected bandstring may end up being
equal to a hook. A natural question would be, what does this even mean, since
this cannot be a module. For this reason we will make a small abuse of notation
and not indicate each time when this is not a module, but still refer to it like this.
The propositions and the theorems in the previous sections still hold valid, under
this abuse of notation by noticing one very important thing.
Assuming that w4 is equal to a hook , we will view this as a simple module. The idea
behind it, is going back to the surface and the associated snake graphs, one should
expect that the arc linked to w4 is a band which just goes around a puncture. If one
tries to construct the band graph of such an arc, it is easy to see that it would only
have two perfect matchings. Since in our language perfect matchings are linked
to submodules, it makes sense to view this w4 as a simple module. Therefore the
results of the previous section are still true under this assumption.
One more thing that we need to do before going to the main theorem, is to define
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Figure 4.16: Band around puncture

a monomial to such arcs. This is essential, since the definition given earlier cannot
be used now. The reason for this, is that given a perfect matching of the graph
associated to the such a bandstring, one cannot produce a new one by just flipping
two edges in one of the squares of the band graph. Therefore a new but intuitive
definition is needed.

Definition 4.4.12. Assume that w is a bandstring produced by a resolution of
an incompatibility and is equal to the hook h “Ñ a1 Ñ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ñ an Ñ. Then the
monomial associated to the bandstring w is defined to be:

xpwq “ 1 ` y1 . . . yn.

Example 4.4.13. Assume that w “ h where h is the hook around the puncture p
on the surface of Figure 4.16. Then we have that:

xpwq “ 1 ` y1y2y3y4.

Proposition 4.4.14. Let w1, w2, w3, w4, w5 and w6 as they were defined in 4.4.2.
Then:

xpw3q “ xpw1 ‘ w2q,

xpw4q “ xppw1zmh2q ‘ w2qq,

xpw5q “ xppw1za1h
1
1q ‘ w2q,

xpw6q “ xppw1za1h
1
1qzmh2q ‘ w2q.

Proof. The proof here goes by induction as in the case of propositions 4.1.9 and
4.2.5. ■
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Figure 4.17: Self incompatible arc.

Theorem 4.4.15. Let pS,M,P, T q be a triangulated punctured surface, γ1 a double
notched arc at the puncture p and q and γ2 a plain arc which has its endpoints also
at the punctures p and q. Suppose that γ3, γ4, γ5 and γ6 are the bands obtained by
resolving the incompatibilities at the punctures. Then:

xγ1
xγ2

“ Y pmqY pa2h
2
2qxγ3

` Y pa2h
2
2qxγ4

` xγ5
` Y pmqxγ6

.

Proof. The proof of this theorem is a direct consequence of Theorem 4.4.9, Propo-
sition 4.4.14 and Remark 4.1.27. ■

Remark 4.4.16. By taking a look at the y-variables appearing on the terms of
Theorem 4.4.15 one can notice the intricacies of this case and how one could possibly
follow a different root on the proof of this statement. For this, we should pay
attention on the possible grouping of the terms that was mentioned at the start
of this section. One can see that each puncture ”generates” its own terms on the
y-variables, which is a strong indication that this resolution could be viewed as a
two step procedure.
It can also indicate that an arc which has a self incompatibility at a puncture could
be viewed under some assumptions as an element of the Cluster algebra, since this
is a term appearing after the first step of such a procedure (Figure 4.17).

4.5 Skein relations for self crossing tagged arcs

In this section we will work on the final cases of possible incompatibilities of tagged
arcs on punctured surfaces. These two cases are namely the following:

• a single notched generalized arc with a self-crossing,

• a doubly notched generalized arc with a self crossing.

These two cases end up being extremely similar to the standard cases of self
crossing untagged generalized arcs, that were studied in [ÇS14]. The reason for
these similarities is the same as that observed in the regular crossing of tagged
arcs. Since the crossing takes place away from the puncture, the hook has minimal
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impact on the resolution.

As we will see later on this section, one can apply the resolution of arcs as it was
described in [ÇS14] and just add the hook where it is necessary. However, we still
need to do some work, since a priori the skein relations are not guaranteed to be
the same as in the regular set up of generalized plain self crossing arcs. Nonetheless
going through all the cases that were described in their paper adding possible hooks
to the arcs would not be mathematically interesting, since one can just recycle all
of the arguments combining the ideas of their paper and the suitable generalization
on how someone deals with the hooks. This is why we will only focus on some of
the more interesting cases that can be encountered on this set up.
The two cases that we will focus on will be about self crossing doubly notched arcs
that have both of their endpoints at the same puncture. On these two cases one
can encounter either a self-grafting incompatibility (Figure 4.19 ) or a regular self
crossing incompatibility (Figure 4.18). The purpose of this distinction is the same
as in the previous intersections. Depending on the triangulation there may be a
common overlap locally at the intersection or not.
The final result of this chapter which will combine both of the previous cases
(Theorem 4.5.9, Theorem 4.5.14) that will be explored in detail, as well as the
cases that we will not be fully explored due to their similarities will be summed up
in the following theorem:

Theorem 4.5.1. Let pS,M,P, T q be a triangulated punctured surface and γ1 a self
intersecting arc. Let c1 and c2 be the two multicurves obtained by smoothing the
crossing. Then we have that:

xγ1
“ xc1 ` Y `xc2 ,

where Y ` is a monomial on y-variables.

4.5.1 Resolution of regular self incompatibility of a doubly
notched arc

Suppose that pS,M,P, T q is a triangulated punctured surface and let γ be an arc
which has both of its endpoints at the same puncture and has a tagging at both of
them. Assume that there is a common overlap m locally, where the self-intersection
occurs. Then we say that there is a regular self-incompatibility.
We will interpret the conditions under which this incompatibility occurs by analyz-
ing the corresponding loop string associated with the arc γ. The main distinction
is about the overlap and if it occurs on the same or on the opposite direction.

Definition 4.5.2. Suppose that w is an abstract loopstring with the same hook
at both of its ends.
Assume that w “ hu1ambu2cm

´1du3h where ui and m are substrings, a and d are
inverse arrows, b and c are inverse arrows and h ais a hook. We then say that w
has a regular self-crossing in the opposite direction in m.
The resolution of the self crossing of w with respect tom are the loopstrings w5, w34

and the band wo
6 which are defined as follows:
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Figure 4.18: Regular self crossing of a doubly notched arc in the opposite direction.

• w34 “ hu1amc´1u´1
2 b´1m´1du3h,

• w5 “ hu1eu3h, where e is a direct arrow,

• wo
6 “ uo

2.

Assume now that w “ hu1ambu2cmdu3h where ui,m, a, b, c, d as they were defined
earlier. We then say that w has a regular self-crossing in the same direction in m.
The resolution of the self crossing of w with respect to m is the loopstring w34 and
the bands wo

5, w
o
6 which are defined as follows:

• w3 “ hu1amdu3h,

• wo
4 “ cmbu2c,

• wo
56 “ pu3 ´ u1q1 Ñ pu´1

2 q1, where pu3 ´ u1q1 is the string u3 subtracting the
string u1 and the intersection of u2 and u3, while pu´1

2 q1 is the inverse of the
string u2 subtracting the intersection of u2 and u3.

We will now present one example where there is a self intersection in the opposite
direction so that Definition 4.5.2 becomes clearer.

Example 4.5.3. Suppose that pS,M,P, T q is the triangulated surface appearing in
Figure 4.18. Let γ1 be the red arc appearing in the same figure. Then the string
w1 corresponding to γ1 is the following:

w1 “ 1 Ñ 2 Ðâ 3 Ð 8 Ñ 9 Ð 7 Ð 5 Ð 10 Ð 12 Ð 11 Ñ 8 Ð

Ð 4 Ð 5 Ð 6 Ñ 7 Ð 5 Ñ 4 Ð 3 Ðâ 1 Ñ 2.

Following Definition 4.5.2 we see that there is a self intersection in the opposite
direction with overlap m “ 8. We can additionally break the string w1 in the
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following substrings:

h “ 1 Ð 2,

u1 “ 3,

u2 “ 9 Ð 7 Ð 5 Ð 10 Ð 12 Ð 11,

u3 “ 4 Ð 5 Ð 6 Ñ 7 Ð 5 Ñ 4 Ð 3.

We therefore get the following resolution of w1 with respect to m.

w34 “ 1 Ñ 2 Ðâ 3 Ð 8 Ð 11 Ñ 12 Ñ 10 Ñ 5 Ñ 7 Ñ 9

Ð 8 Ð 4 Ð 5 Ð 6 Ñ 7 Ð 5 Ñ 4 Ð 3 Ðâ 1 Ñ 2,

w5 “ 1 Ñ 2 Ðâ 3 Ñ 4 Ð 5 Ð 6 Ñ 7 Ð 5 Ñ 4 Ð 3 Ðâ 1 Ñ 2,

wo
6 “Ð 9 Ð 7 Ð 5 Ð 10 Ð 12 Ð 11 Ð .

It is easy to see that the loopstrings/bands w34, w5.w
o
6 in the resolution correspond

to the respective arcs/loops γ34, γ5, γ
o
6 appearing in Figure 4.18 as it should be

expected.

The following two propositions, each deal with a separate case of opposite and
same direction self crossing incompatibility respectively.

Proposition 4.5.4. Let w1, w34, w5 and wo
6 as they were defined in Definition 4.5.2,

where w1 has a self intersection m in the opposite direction. Suppose that m1 is a
proper submodule of w34. If m1 is reached from w34 by the sequence pbiq, 1 ď i ď n,
then we can apply the same sequence paiq to the module w1 to obtain a unique
submodule m1

1 of it.
Similarly, assuming that m2 is a proper submodule of w5 ‘wo

6 and is reached from
w5 ‘ wo

6 by the sequence pbiq, 1 ď i ď n, we can apply the same sequence paiq to
the module w1 ´ m “ hu1 ‘ u2cm

´1du3h to obtain a unique submodule m1
1 of it.

Proof. The uniqueness of the modules follows from the construction of the modules
in the next Lemma 4.5.6. ■

Proposition 4.5.5. Let w1, w3, w
o
4 and wo

56 as they were defined in Definition 4.5.2,
where w1 has a self intersection m in the same direction. Suppose that m1 is a
proper submodule of w3 ‘ wo

4. If m1 is reached from w3 ‘ wo
4 by the sequence

pbiq, 1 ď i ď n, then we can apply the same sequence paiq to the module w1 to
obtain a unique submodule m1

1 of it.
Similarly, assuming that m2 is a proper submodule of wo

56 and is reached from wo
56

by the sequence pbiq, 1 ď i ď n, we can apply the same sequence paiq to the module
u2cmdpu3 ´ u1q1, to obtain a unique submodule m1

1 of it.

Proof. The uniqueness of the modules follows from the construction of the modules
in the next Lemma 4.5.6. ■

Lemma 4.5.6. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.5.4 and Proposition 4.5.5,
for each of the modules mi and sequences pbiq, 1 ď i ď n, we can apply the same
sequence in the associated submodule of w1 to obtain a new submodule m1

1
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Proof. Let us assume first that the self intersection is in the opposite direction.
If m1 is a submodule of w34 it is easy to see that the statement is true since it
follows the same arguments from previous chapters and the local position of the
substrings u1h, u2, u3h is the same.
If m2 is a submodule of w5 ‘wo

6, having removed the substring m from the module
w1 we can again easily see that each top removed from w5 ‘ wo

6 has an obvious
counterpart from hu1 ‘ u2cm

´1du3h.
Suppose now that the self intersection is in the same direction. The only interesting
case is when we considerm1 to be a submodule of wo

56 when w has a self intersection
in the same direction m. However, even this case is straightforward since u2 and
u1
3 are local tops in u2cmdpu3 ´ u1q1, due to the c being a direct arrow and d an

inverse arrow. ■

Theorem 4.5.7. Let w1, w34, w5 and wo
6 as they were defined in Definition 4.5.2,

where w1 has a self intersection m in the opposite direction. Then there exists a
bijection:

Ψ: SMpw34q
ď

SMpw5 ‘ wo
6q Ñ SMpw1q,

which is defined as follows:

Ψpw34q “ w1,

Ψpw5 ‘ wo
6q “ hu1 ‘ u2cm

´1du3h.

If m is a submodule of w34 which is reached by the sequence taiu1 ď i ď n, and m1

the unique submodule of w1 which is reached by the same sequence, then we define:

Ψpmq “ m1.

If m is a submodule of w5 ‘ wo
6, then Ψpmq is defined in a similar way.

Let also w1, w3, w
o
4 and wo

56 as they were defined in Definition 4.5.2, where w1

has a self intersection m in the same direction. Then there exists a bijection:

Φ: SMpw3 ‘ wo
4q

ď

SMpwo
56q Ñ SMpw1q,

which is defined as follows:

Ψpw3 ‘ wo
4q “ w1,

Ψpwo
56q “ u2mpu3 ´ u1q1.

Proof. The fact that Ψ and Phi are bijections follows from Proposition 4.5.8 and
Remark 4.1.13.

■

Proposition 4.5.8. The maps Ψ and Phi as they were defined in Theorem 4.5.7
are injections.

Proof. The proof of this proposition is similar to the one given in Proposition 4.1.12
and is omitted. ■
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We will proceed by giving the theorem describing the skein relations for both
cases of same and opposite self crossing without explicitly proving it. The only
argument missing is the proof that the x-variables of the corresponding whole
modules agree in each case, but this has been done multiple times already and the
proof technique is exactly the same.

Theorem 4.5.9. Let pS,M,P, T q be a triangulated punctured surface, γ1 a doubly
notched arc at a puncture p which has a self crossing. Then:

(i) If the overlap m in γ1 occurs in the opposite direction, then:

xγ1
“ xγ34

` Y `xγ5
xγo

6
,

where Y ` “ Y pmq.

(ii) If the overlap m in γ1 occurs in the same direction, then:

xγ1 “ xγ3xγo
4

` Y `xγo
56
,

where Y ` “ Y pmqY pu2 X u3q.

4.5.2 Resolution of grafting self incompatibility of a doubly
notched arc

We will now deal with the case where a tagged arc γ in a triangulated punctured
surface pS,M,P, T q has a self intersection but the overlap is empty. In other words
we will resolve a grafting self incompatibility of a doubly notched arc. In this
section, as it was the case with the previous one, we will limit ourselves to the case
where the given arc γ has both of its endpoints at the same puncture.
Contrary to the classical grafting, this case is unique since even though the overlap
is empty we can still recognize the grafting case given one abstract loopstring.

Definition 4.5.10. Suppose that w is an abstract loopstring with the same hook
h “ tx1, . . . , xnu, 2 ď n, at both of its endpoints.
Assume that w1 “ hu1xkaxk`1u2h where 1 ď k ď n ´ 1 and a “Ð. Then, we say
that w has a grafting incompatibility at xk, xk`1.
The resolution of the grafting incompatibility at xkxk`1 is defined to be the loop-
strings γ34, γ5 and the bandstring γo

6 which are defined as follows:

• w34 “ hu´1
1 xk`1u2h,

• w5 “ hpu2q1h, where pu2q1 “ u2 ´ pu2 X hq,

• wo
6 “ pxku

´1
1 qo.

Remark 4.5.11. In Definition 4.5.10 the string pu2q1 is basically defined to be the
string u2 if we subtract the common elements of u2 and h.
Additionally as a reminder of the notation used in the above definition, if u is a
string then we denote by uo the bandstring which can be created by adding the
appropriate arrow at the start and end of u. Of course this cannot be done on
every string, but in our case this is possible.
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Example 4.5.12. Suppose that pS,M,P, T q is the triangulated surface appearing
in Figure 4.19. Let γ1 be the red arc appearing in the same figure. Then the string
w1 corresponding to γ1 is the following:

w1 “ 3 Ñ 2 Ñ 1 Ñ 7 Ñ 6 Ñ 5 Ñ 4 Ðâ 11 Ñ 12 Ñ 3 Ð 4

Ð 5 Ñ 10 Ð 9 Ð 8 ãÑ 1 Ð 2 Ð 3 Ð 4 Ð 5 Ð 6 Ð 7.

Following Definition 4.5.10 we see that there is a grafting incompatibility at 3, 4.
Breaking down the string w1 we also see the following:

h “ 1 Ð 2 Ð 3 Ð 4 Ð 5 Ð 6 Ð 7,

u1 “ 12 Ð 11,

u2 “ 5 Ñ 10 Ð 9 Ð 8.

Our goal is to resolve this grafting incompatibility using Definition 4.5.10. For
that, let us first compute u1

2. According to our definition, u1
2 should not contain the

common elements of u2 and h, so in our case this is just 5. Therefore:

u1
2 “ 10 Ð 9 Ð 8.

We are now ready to compute the resolution:

w34 “ 2 Ñ 1 Ñ 7 Ñ 6 Ñ 5 Ñ 4 Ñ 3 Ðâ 12 Ð 11 Ñ 4 Ð 5

Ñ 10 Ð 9 Ð 8 ãÑ 1 Ð 2 Ð 3 Ð 4 Ð 5 Ð 6 Ð 7,

w5 “ 5 Ñ 4 Ñ 3 Ñ 2 Ñ 1 Ñ 7 Ñ 6 Ðâ 10 Ð 9

Ð 8 ãÑ 1 Ð 2 Ð 3 Ð 4 Ð 5 Ð 6 Ð 7,

wo
6 “Ð 3 Ð 12 Ð 11 Ð .

It is now easy to see that the loopstrings/bandstrings w34, w5.w
o
6 in the resolution

correspond to the respective arcs/loops γ34, γ5, γ
o
6 appearing in Figure 4.19.

In this last section we will omit the propositions and lemmas leading to the final
theorem which showcases how the bijection between the submodules of w1 and on
the other hand the submodules of w34 and w5 ‘wo

6 is built, since all the arguments
and ideas are following preexisting results.

Theorem 4.5.13. Let w1, w34, w5 and wo
6 as they were defined in Definition 4.5.10,

where w1 has a grafting incompatibility at xk, xk`1. Then there exists a bijection:

Ψ: SMpw34q
ď

SMpw5 ‘ wo
6q Ñ SMpw1q,

which is defined as follows:

Ψpw34q “ ph ´ xkqbu1xkaxk`1u2h,

Ψpw5 ‘ wo
6q “ w1,

where ph´xkq is the substring xk´1 Ñ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ñ xk`1 and b “Ð. If m is a submodule
of w34 which is reached by the sequence taiu1 ď i ď n, and m1 the unique submodule
of w1 which is reached by the same sequence, then we define:

Ψpmq “ m1.
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Figure 4.19: Grafting self crossing of a doubly notched arc.

If m is a submodule of w5 ‘ wo
6, then Ψpmq is defined in a similar way.

As in the previous section we proceed on by finally stating the last theorem
dealing with the skein relations without explicitly working the details of the proof.

Theorem 4.5.14. Let pS,M,P, T q be a triangulated punctured surface, γ1 a doubly
notched arc at a puncture p which has a self crossing at the first triangle of T that
γ1 passes through. Then there is a grafting incompatibility and we the smoothing
of the intersection is the following:

xγ1
“ xγ34

` Y `xγ5
xγo

6
,

where Y ` “ Y pxkxk`1qY pu2 X hq.
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[ÇS21] İlke Çanakçı and Sibylle Schroll. “Lattice bijections for string mod-
ules, snake graphs and the weak Bruhat order”. In: Advances in
Applied Mathematics 126 (2021). Special Issue: Dedicated to Joseph
Kung, p. 102094. issn: 0196-8858. doi: https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.aam.2020.102094. url: https://www.sciencedirect.
com/science/article/pii/S019688582030097X.

[PPP22] Yann Palu, Vincent Pilaud, and Pierre-Guy Plamondon. Non-kissing
complexes and tau-tilting for gentle algebras. 2022. arXiv: 1707 .

07574 [math.CO].

[BKK24] Esther Banaian, Wonwoo Kang, and Elizabeth Kelley. Skein rela-
tions for punctured surfaces. 2024. arXiv: 2409.04957 [math.CO].
url: https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.04957.

https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2006.13218
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.13218
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.13218
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aam.2020.102094
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aam.2020.102094
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S019688582030097X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S019688582030097X
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.07574
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.07574
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.04957
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.04957

	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Cluster Algebras
	Punctured surfaces
	Loop graphs
	Expansion formula of tagged arcs
	Quivers associated to loop graphs
	Abstract strings and loopstrings
	Construction of the loop graph of an abstract loopstring
	Construction of the loopstring of a loop graph
	Quiver representations and loop modules
	String modules
	Loop modules


	Bijection of loop graphs and loopstrings
	Minimal and maximal perfect matchings
	Perfect matching lattices and submodule lattices
	Bijection between perfect matching lattices and canonical submodule lattices

	Skein relations
	 Skein relations for crossing arcs
	 Resolution of crossing between two arcs, with non empty overlap
	 Resolution of grafting
	 Monomials associated to loopstrings

	 Skein relations for crossing arcs and loops
	 Resolution of crossing between an arc and a loop, with non empty overlap
	 Monomials associated to loops

	Skein relations for single incompatibility in a puncture
	 Resolution of single incompatibility of two arc at a puncture
	 Resolution of grafting incompatibility of two arcs at a puncture
	 Skein relation for arcs with a single incompatibility at a puncture

	 Skein relations for double incompatibilities in two punctures
	 Resolution of double incompatibility of two arcs at a puncture
	 Skein relation for arcs with two incompatibilities at two puncture

	 Skein relations for self crossing tagged arcs
	Resolution of regular self incompatibility of a doubly notched arc
	Resolution of grafting self incompatibility of a doubly notched arc



