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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 | 11 11

in 2001 with the initial aim of developing a combinatorial framework for the un-
derstanding of the Lustig’s dual canonical bases | ] and total positivity in
algebraic groups. However, it gained a lot of interest on its own immediately after
[ il 1l ], as well as attention from various other fields such as
Teichmiiller theory and higher rank geometry [ ], algebraic geometry, mirror
symmetry | |, mathematical physics, as it can be seen through their appear-
ance in the Kontsevich-Soibelman wall crossing formula for Donaldson-Thomas
invariants | | and many more | 1Ll D-

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-



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
( 1Ll 1, [ ]), while in Lee and Schiffler | | gave a purely combi-
natorial proof for all skew-symmetrizable cluster algebras. Moreover later Gross,
Hacking, Keel and Kontsevich | ] 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 (] 1, [ ]), 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 Teichmiiller spaces, giving a combinato-
rial atlas of the moduli space [ |. 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 | | 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 [ ] 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, Briistle and Zhang | ] and Labardini-Fragoso | I, l,
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 | L.l ]. 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 [ il J,[C521].

The initial inspiration of this thesis stems from the work of Musiker, Schiffler
and Williams | ], 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 | ], 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



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 | ]. 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 | ], 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 | | 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 Canak¢r and Schiffler. In a series of papers (| Dil I, [ Ds
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 | ] 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 Canakg and Schroll | ]
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 | ] 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 M(w) be a loop module over A with associ-
ated loop graph G™. Then L(G), which denotes the perfect matching lattice of G is
in bijection with the canonical submodule lattice L(M (w)).

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.

Canakg1 and Schiffler in | | (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.



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 (S, M, P,T) be a triangulated punctured surface and A the
cluster algebra associated to it. Let v1 and s be two arcs, which are incompatible.
Then there are multicurves ¢; and co such that:

—y- +
Ty Ty =Y Tey +Y T2,

where Y=, Y are monomials in y; 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
[ ]. 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 £(G) of a given loop graph G and the associated canonical submodule lattice
L(wg). 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 [ ]
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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 [ ]. 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 (IP,-) be a free abelian group on the variables {yi,...,y,}. We define an
addition on P as follows:

1_[ y;%j ® n y;?f _ y;nin{aj7bj}'
J J J

This makes (PP, -, ®) 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 IP. The group ring ZP, i.e., the ring of Laurent
polynomials in ¥, ..., y, will be the ground ring of the cluster algebra A.

Let also QP be the field of fractions of ZP, and F = QP(zq,...,x,) the field of
rational functions in the variables z1,...,z, and coefficients in QIP. 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,
v, @), which consists of the following:

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

e x = (x1,...,2,) is the n-tuple from F, which is called the initial cluster,

7
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o v = (y1,...,Yn) 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 (x,y,Q) and transform it into a new one
(x',y',Q’). Since there are n variables in the initial cluster (or equivalently n
vertices in the quiver @)) we want to transform it in n different directions (ways).

Definition 2.1.1. Let (x,y,Q) be a seed of a cluster algebra A and 1 < k < n.
The seed mutation pg, in direction k, transforms the seed (x,y, Q) into the seed

M (X7 Yy, Q) = (le y/7 Q,) where:
e The quiver @)’ is obtained from @ following the next steps:
1. for every path i — k — j, add one arrow i — j to @',

2. reverse all the arrows adjacent to k,

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

e The new cluster is x' = x\{z} | J{z},} where the new cluster variable ), € F
is given by the following exchange relation:

r Yk Hiﬁk T+ Hiek €Z;
'Ik‘ = 3

T (yr ®1)

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.

e The new coefficient tuple is y' = {y},...,y,,} where:
J = vt if j =k,
’ i [ e yr(yr @ 1) [l (ye®1) ifj# 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 (x,y,Q) be an initial seed and X the set of all cluster
variables obtained by all possible mutations starting from the seed (x,y, Q). The
cluster algebra A = A(x,y, Q) is the algebra ZP[X], i.e., the ZP-subalgebra of F,
generated by X.

Example 2.1.3. Let (x,y,Q) = ((z1,22),(1,1),1 — 2) 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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(1'1,1'2),1 —2

/ .
10 Tl

To+1 z1+1

(25 4y) 1 9 (B ), 1 9
\”2 o

ro+1 x1+ao+l " r1+1 x1+ao+l

( 1;1 Y zlxr_) )71 _> 2 ! ( 1;2 Y zlxr_) )71 <_ 2

Figure 2.1: The exchange graph of the cluster algebra of type As.

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
((%,xl), 1 — 2) in direction 1 produces the seed ((x2,21),1 < 2). 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:

To+1 x1+220+1 21 +1
X = {.’L'17.T27 ) ) }
X1 X1To Xro

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 [ | 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 0S. Fix M < 05
to be a finite set of marked points on 0S, with at least one marked point on each
connected component of the boundary. Furthermore, fix P < 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 (S, M, P) as a punctured surface if P # ¢ and unpunctured
surface otherwise. For technical reasons, we exclude the cases where (S, M, P) 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 (S, M, P) 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 ~ 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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e If the beginning and end points of « are the same point, then the tagging at
this point must be the same for both the beginning and the end.

e An endpoint of v lying on the boundary 0S of the surface must have a plain
tagging.

When an arc « is notched at least at one of its endpoints, we will denote it by
~™, as a reminder of this tagging, and refer to it as a tagged arc. An arc with plain
tagging will be denoted simply by v 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 v, we will call the same arc with plain tagging
in both of its endpoints, the untagged version of it and denote it by . The arcs
~* and ~ 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 (S, M, P) be a punctured surface and v; and 72 be two
arcs on the surface. We will say that the arcs v; and 2 are compatible when the
following conditions are met:

e There exist representatives in the isotopy classes of 41 and <2 that do not
intersect on the surface.

e If the arcs 73 and 79 share an endpoint, and their untagged versions are
different, then this endpoint must be tagged in the same way.

e If the untagged versions of 77 and ~2 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 (S, M, P,T) 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 ¢ will be called compatible if any pair of distinct arcs
or closed curves of ¢ 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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q q

Figure 2.2: Self folded triangle rir and the associated tagged arc r™, where x; =
T, T~ in the cluster algebra.

is a unique way to transition from one to the other, as illustrated in Figure 2.2.
Let p e P and g € M |JP. Suppose that [ is a plainly tagged loop,i.e. a closed
curve with both endpoints at ¢ 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
[ with the arc r™, which is isotopic to r and is tagged notched at p, setting:

T] = TpXpwa,

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 [ with the arc ™, 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 (S, M, P,T). 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 (S, M, P). For this,
we are going to define a quiver Q without loops or 2-cycles, associated to T

Definition 2.2.7. Let (S, M, P) be a punctured surface and let T = {11, T2, ..., Tn}
be a tagged triangulation of the surface. We define the quiver Q7 associated with
the triangulation T as follows:

Vertices: For each arc 7; of the triangulation T, there exists a vertex of the quiver
Qr, which we denote by 1.

Arrows: For every triangle in the triangulation 7', there exists an arrow ¢ — j
whenever:

e The side 7; follows the side 7; in clockwise order, if the triangle is not self-
folded.

e The arc 7; is the radius of a self-folded triangle enclosed by a loop [, and [
follows the side 7; in clockwise order within a triangle.

e The arc 7; is the radius of a self-folded triangle enclosed by a loop I, and T;
follows the side [ 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 Q.



12 CHAPTER 2. PRELIMINARIES

Hd d

b b

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 (S, M, P,T) is a triangulated surface, we associate a cluster variable x; and an
initial coefficient y; to each arc 7; of T'.
The cluster algebra A = A(S, M, P,T) determined by the initial seed (xp, yr,
Qr), where xp = {x1,...,2,} and yr = {y1,...,yn}, is called the cluster algebra
associated with the triangulated surface (S, M, P,T).

The following dictionary of notions between a triangulated surface (S, M, P,T)
and the corresponding cluster algebra A(S, M, P,T) 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:

(S, M, P) A(S, M, P,T)
{Non-crossing tagged arcs} «— {Cluster variables}
{Tagged triangulations} «— {Clusters}
{Flips of tagged arcs} «—— {Mutation of seeds}

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 d’ 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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q2 q2 q2
- . Hir X
W M

q1 q1 q1

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 - on a triangulated surface
(S, M, P,T), 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 . This Laurent expansion is parametrized
by the perfect matchings of a suitable graph, depending on the type of the arc ~.

There are three types of arcs on a surface, resulting in three types of graphs. If 7 is
an untagged arc, then we can associate the so-called snake graph. If v° is a closed
curve on the surface, then the associated graph is called a band graph. Finally, if
™ 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: Gi,...,G,, with n > 1, which are glued together in the following
way: two subsequent tiles G; and G;.1 share exactly one edge, which can either
be the North edge of G; and the South edge of G;.1, or the East side of G; and
the West edge of Gj41.

Definition 2.3.2. Let G = {Gy,...,G4} a snake graph.

e A consecutive sequence of tiles (G, Git1,...,G;),1 < i< j <dis called a
subgraph of G.

e Let G’ be a subgraph of G. We will say that G’ is a zig-zag if for every tile
G;i11 of G’ not both of its South and North edges, or West and East edges,
are glued to the tiles G; and G;o respectively.
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—€

Figure 2.5: Sign function on a tile of a snake graph where € = +.

o We will also say that G’ is the mazimal zig-zag following (mazimal zig-zag
preceding) a tile G; if adding any more tiles of G at the end (start) of G,
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: {edges of G} — {+, —}, which satisfies the following
properties on every tile G;,1 <i <n of G:

e the North and West sides of G; have the same sign,
e the South and East side of GG; have the same sign,
e the North and South sides of G; 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 G,, is identified with the South or East side
of the tile G, provided they have the same sign. We will denote band graphs as
ge.

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 | ], 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 = {G1,...,Gq4},d = 3 be a snake graph and ¢ the edge
of the tile G4 which is not adjacent to any vertex of the tile G4_1. Let also x
be the North-East vertex of G4 and y the remaining vertex adjacent to c. Let
G ={Git1,...,Gg},i = 1 be the maximal zig-zag preceding the tile G4. We let
¢’ denote the North/East edge of the tile G; that is a boundary edge of G. If ¢
is the North edge of G; we let 3’ denote the North-East vertex of G; and z’ the
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G4 Gfg c
y_¢ = y
gTq = oy Gs g5<] = G
y'
G| Ga| Gy | Gy Gi| Ga | ¢

Figure 2.6: Example of isomorphic loop graphs.

remaining vertex adjacent to c'.

A loop graph G™ is obtained from G by identifying the vertices x and y to the
vertices =’ and 3’ respectively, and subsequently the edge ¢ to ¢’. We call the
subgraph G’, the right hook of the loop graph G™.

Dually, let G” = {G1,...,G,},j < d be the maximal zig-zag following the tile
G1. By identifying two vertices of the tile G with two vertices of the tile G;11 we
obtain a loop graph G'™ and call the subgraph G” the left hook of G"™.

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 Gy' and G5 with
five tiles. For the loop graph Gi* we have the right hook G| = {G3,G4, G5}, while
the Tight hook of the loop graph G5 is Gy = {Gs5,G4,Gs}. Additionally, the loop
graph GT' has the boundary edge ¢ on the North side of G5, while the loop graph
G5' has it on the East side of Gs. 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 (S, M, P)
and v a plain arc in the surface which is not in 7. We choose an orientation of ~y
and set s € M to be the starting point and ¢ € M the ending point of the arc ~.
Let p1,p2,...,pq be the intersection points of v with T ordered by the sequence
that v intersects T', starting from s and finishing at ¢. Let 7;; be the arc containing
the point p; for every 1 < j < d.

Assume first that 7;; is not the self-folded side of a self-folded triangle. Then
7, is the diagonal of a quadrilateral @Q;; in (S, M, P,T) and let A; denote the first
triangle in one side of @;; that v crosses, and Aj;; the other triangle. For every
such intersection point p;, we associate a tile G; which is formed by deleting the
diagonal 7;; and embedding @);; in the plane so that the triangle A; forms the
lower left half of G;.

Assume now that 7;; is the self-folded side of a self-folded triangle. Then we
associate a tile G; to p; 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 G; are
equal.

The snake graph G, = {G1,...,Gq} associated to vy is formed by gluing the common
edges of G; and Gj11 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 (] N D
in their work on representations of quivers with potential.

Let 4™ be a tagged arc on a triangulated surface (S, M, P,T) which is tagged
“notched” at its endpoint adjacent to the puncture p. We can then associate a
new hooked arc ~,' which is obtained from ~ by replacing the endpoint of ™
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 v* are tagged notched, then we do the previous con-
struction in both ends of 4™, in order to obtain a doubly hooked arc ~;".

Figure 2.8: Creating a hooked arc ;' out of a tagged arc v™.
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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 (S, M, P)
and 7™ a tagged arc in the surface, such that the underlying plain arc v is not in
T, and the tagging is not adjacent to a puncture enclosed by a self-folded triangle.
Consider gvff‘ ={Gh,y,...,Gp,,G1,...Gq} to be the snake graph associated to the

hooked arc v;', where G, = {G1,...Gq} is the snake graph associated to the plain
arc +y.

We define G~ to be the loop graph associated to the tagged arc >, which is
obtained from gﬁ by creating a loop at G, and G;.

If g%b:. = {G1,...Gq, Gryseens G } was the snake graph associated to the hooked

arc 7y,', then we define G, to be the loop graph associated to the tagged arc ™,
which is obtained from g by creating a loop at G4 and G,/ W,

Lastly if there is a tagglng in both endpoints of the arc v*, then we have g =
{Ghyy- -, Ghy s Gry oo Ga, Gy oG} to be the snake graph associated to the
hooked arc 7;*, and we define QWM to be the loop graph associated to the tagged arc
~>, obtained from Q,YZQ by creating a loop at Gp, and G; and a loop at G4 and
Gh,.

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 v 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 Gy of Figure 2.6,
while if we follow the clockwise orientation we take the graph Go 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 v 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 G~ 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 | ] and later Wilson [ ] 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 Match G 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 mazimal 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 G7* and G5' are isomorphic loop graphs, we must have that
P

5
g1,+

M.
g2,+

Let P_OP = (P_uP)\(P-nP) denote the symmetric difference of an arbitrary
perfect matching of a graph G with the minimal perfect matching P_. Notice that
P_© P is a set of boundary edges of a subgraph Gp of G, which consists of a
subset of tiles G; of the graph G.

Definition 2.4.2. Let P € Match G. The height monomial of P is defined by

yP)= [ v

G.eGp

The weight monomial of P is defined by

x(P) = 1—[ X,

T,€P

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

b= —— S a(P)y(P)

cr0s8(7, T) perriiah .
5

where x(P) is the weight of the perfect matching P, y(P) is the height of P and
> d . . . -
cross(v™) = [[;_, Tr,, is the crossing monomial of v*.
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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 ¢ by defining z. = H’yec Z~, Where
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 [ ] how we can associate a quiver to
a given snake graph and later recall from [ |, the generalized construction of
the quiver associated to a loop graph.

Definition 2.5.1. | | Let G = (Gy,...,Gp) 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 + 1 in Qg if 7 is odd and G;11 is on the right of G;,
or i is even and G, 1 is on the top of G;,

(ii) there is an arrow ¢ — ¢ — 1 in Gg if 7 is odd and G; is on the right of G;_1,
or i is even and G; is on the top of G;_1.

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

Definition 2.5.2. | | Let G™ = (G4,...,Gp)™ be a loop graph, with under-
lying snake graph G = (Gy,...,Gy,). The quiver associated to the loop graph G™ is
defined to be the quiver ()g~ which is the same as the quiver ()¢ 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 G; and k € {2,...,n} then the arrow 1 — k
(resp. k — 1) is in Qgw if k is odd (resp. even) and S(Gy) is the cut edge,
or k is even (resp. odd) and W(G}) is the cut edge,

(ii) if there is a loop with respect to G, and k € {1,...,n — 1} then the arrow
n — k (resp. k — n) is in Qg if and only if & is odd (resp. even) and N(Gy)
is the cut edge, or k is even (resp. odd) and F(Gy) 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}° and G5 be two different representations of the same
loop graph G™. Then, the associated quivers Qg;q and Qg.; of the graphs G* and

G5' 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 = {G1,...Gaq-1,Ga,...Gr},2 < d < n where there is a loop with re-
sect to the tiles G; and Gy4. Therefore since there is only one loop, there are
two possible representations of the loop graph and therefore it must be G5 =
{G4_1,...G1,Gq,...Gp}.
Let w.l.o.g. assume that d is even and that the tile G5 is on the right of the tile G
at the loop graph G;*. We will now construct the quivers Qg;q and Qg;q separately.

Starting with lelm we first construct the quiver Qg, associated to the underly-
ing snake graph G;. The local configuration induced by the tiles {Gg,...,G,} at
the quiver Q)g, is the same as the local configuration at the quiver Q)g,, 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 G4.
Since G is on the right of G; following Definition 2.5.1 we have an arrow 1 — 2
in Qg,. Since {G1,...G4-1} is a zig-zag we must have the following configuration
locally in Qg,: 1 —> 2 — --- —> d — 1. Additionally the zig-zag {G1,...G4-1} is
also maximal and therefor we have the arrow: d — 1 <« d. Lastly we need to add
an arrow that is induced by the loop at the tiles G; and G4. Since d is an even
number the tile G4 is over the tile G4—1 and therefore W(Gy) is the cut edge in
the loop graph G}*. Following Definition 2.5.2(i) we have that the quiver Qg;q is
the same as the quiver Qg, with an additional arrow 1 — d.

We will now construct the quiver Qg? associated to the loop graph G5'. G5 =

{Ga-1,...G1,Gq,...G,} and as stated earlier we need to only investigate the con-
figuration of arrows in Qg;q induced by the first part {G4_1,...G1,Ga}-

To begin with, the tile Gy is on the left of the tile G4 in the loop graph G since
the cut edge in g? is W(Gq). Notice also that G; is an odd tile Go and therefore
by Definition 2.5.1 (i) there is an arrow 1 — d in Qg,. Since {Gg4_1,...G1} is a
maximal zig-zag in G we must also have the following local configuration in Qg,:
d—1e 1.

Lastly we need to add an extra arrow induced by the loop with respect to the tiles
G4_1 and G4 in order to complete the quiver Qggq. The cut edge in G} was W (Gy)
which implies that the cut edge in G5' is S(G4). The cut edge being S(Gy) and d
being even implies by Definition 2.5.2 that in Qggq we have additionally the arrow
d—d-—1.

Noticing that the quivers constructed Qg;q and Qggq 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:

1-2-53«4-55-56<7—-8—-9-10.
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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 — 4 and the arrow 6 — 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+2<1-4-5-26—->10-9 8T

Looking at the two loops at the start and at the end of the loop graph we also add
the arrows 3 «— 4 and 6 < 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 {—, <} 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 (¢, 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 {«, <} be a set of two letters where the first one is called
inwverse loop and the second one direct loop. We create a new alphabet from the set
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{—,—, <, —}. An abstract loopstring [ is either an abstract string, or an abstract
string with maximum two additional letters from {«, <} subject to the following;:

e A direct or inverse loop cannot be the first or last letter of the string [.

e A direct (respectively inverse) loop can be placed in a position only if all the
following arrows up to the end of the [ or the preceding arrows up to the start
of [ 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) e,
R ——

fii) s,

R ——

(V) .

The following sequences are not loopstrings:
(vi) =,

(Uii) e

(m“) o,

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 (i) and (iii) satisfy all conditions since the inverse loop
in (ii) follows a sequence of three consecutive direct arrows, while the inverse loop
in (i) 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 (iz) 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 (S, M, P,T')
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 (S, M, P). 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 = a;3...a, be an abstract loopstring where ap,,ap, €
{—,—,—,—>}2 < hj,hs < n—1and aq; € {—,<} for every 1 < i < n with
i # hi,hy. We set aj, to be equal to — (resp. <) if ap,, is equal to — or < (resp.
«— or «<). Similarly we set a;m to be equal — or < based on what ay, is. We call
w' =ay...ay ...a,, ...a, 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 Canakci-Schroll and some of the tools that we have already
introduced in previous chapters.
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Definition 2.7.2. Let w =a;...an, ...apn, . ..an be aloopstring where ap,, an, €
{—,—,«<,—}. Let also w’ be the plain string associated to w. Let G, =
{G1,...Gp, ...Gp,...Gp} be the snake graph associated to the w’ as it is de-
scribed in | ]

We call the loop graph G%5 the loop graph associated to the loopstring w, where Gy
is the loop graph obtained from the snake graph G, by identifying the edges of
the tiles G and Gy, (resp. Gp, and G,,) if ap, € {<, >} (resp. ap, € {«<,—>})
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™ = (Gy,...,G,,) be a loop graph and G = (G1,...,G,)
the underlying snake graph associated to G™. Let Qg be the quiver of the under-
lying snake graph G = (G4, ..., G,) (which is unique based on Remark 2.5.3). We
define w’' = ay ...a, where:

e q; =— if there is an arrow ¢ - i+ 1 in Qg,
o q; =« if there is an arrow 1 + 1 — ¢ in Qg.
We now associate possibly two more letters from {«=, <} in the following cases:

e if there is a loop with respect to G; and Gj,,1 < h1 < n then we define
ap, =< (resp. ap, =) if the arrow 1 — h; (resp. hy — 1) is in Qgu,

o if there is a loop with respect to Gp,,1 < ha < n G4 then we define ap, =<
(resp. ap, =) if the arrow hg — n (resp. n — hg) is in Qg

The loopstring w is then defined as w = a;y...an, ... Gp, ... 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:

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

e 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=a;...aq...a, and w’' = by ...by...b, be two different
loopstrings, for which ag,bg € {<, —} and a;,b; € {«—, >} for every 1 <i < n and
1 # d. Then we will say that the two loopstrings are left equivalent if w = w’ or
the following are true:

(i) aq # ba,
(ii) if {a1,...,a4—1} are direct arrows (resp. inverse arrows), then we must have
that {b1,...,b4—1} are inverse arrows (resp. direct arrows),

(iii) a; = b; for each d+ 1 < i < 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, w’
equivalent if they are left and right equivalent and we will write w ~ w'.

Notice that when two loopstrings wy and ws are left equivalent, then the arrow
aq+1 has opposite direction from the arrow by, 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 =" ——>,

while the loopstring w' associated to the graph on the right hand side of the figure
18:

/
W =<

Following Definition 2.8.4 it is easy to see that w ~ w' 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 = ag...a, and w’' = by ...b, 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 Giy and G, are isomorphic if and only
w and w' are left equivalent.

Proof. If w = w’ there is nothing to prove. So suppose from now on, that w # w'.
We will first prove the direct implication.
Suppose that the loop graphs G& = {G4,...,Gg,...,G,}™ and
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> =A{GY,...,G},...,G\,}* are isomorphic, where Gy and Gj 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 # w’, the underlying snake graphs G,, and G, without the
identification of the two respective edges are not equal. Additionally, since the two
graphs Gy and G, are isomorphic we conclude that k = [.

W.lo.g. assume that G5 is on the right of G;. Since the two graphs are isomorphic
but not equal when viewed as plain snake graphs, we conclude that G, must be
on top of G, since there are only two possible different planar representations of
a loop graph (Remark 2.8.3). Therefore, we can deduce that ap =< and by =<.
This, in turn implies that a; =— and b; =« for each 2 < i < k — 1, by defi-
nition of loopstrings. Lastly, since the two graphs are isomorphic, the subgraphs
Gy = {Gg,...,Gp}™ and Gy = {G},...,G,,}™ are equal, and therefore we have
that a; = b; for each k < j < n. Therefore, the loopstrings w and w’ are left
equivalent.

Let us prove now the other direction. Suppose that the loopstrings w and w’
are left equivalent. Suppose w.l.o.g that ag =<—. Since they are not equal, we
also have that by =<— from (i) of Definition 2.8.4. Suppose also that aq,...,as
is the maximum subcollection of consecutive tiles of w which are direct arrows.
Therefore, due to (ii) of Definition 2.8.4, by, ..., by is the maximum subcollection
of consecutive tiles of w’ 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 G4 of the graph G is on the right of the tile G and the
south edge of this tile S(Gg+1) is identified with W (G1), by the construction of the
loop graph by a given loopstring. Similarly, regarding the graph G, we can see
that G, is on top of G}, and that the edge W (G, ) is identified with the edge
S(G"). By identifying each tile G; of the graph G with the tile G}, ,_; of the graph
Go, for every 1 < i < k, and each tile G; with G; for every k+1 < j <n. We can
construct an isomorphism ®: G — gfj, which sends each vertex and edge of the
graph G to the appropriate edge and vertex of G, 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.
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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 = (Qq, Q1, s,t) consists of
a set of vertices Qq, a set of arrows Qp, a map s: Q1 — Qq assigning to its each
arrow its source, and a map t: Q@1 — Qg assigning to each arrow its target. Let k
be an algebraically closed field.

A representation M = (M;, ¢o)ic0,,ae0, Of a quiver Q is a collection of k-vector
spaces M; together with a collection of k-linear maps ¢o: Moy — My(a)-
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 «— 2 — 3. Then, the following are repre-

sentations of Q:
1 1 0
01 1
0 0 1

M, : k (100)k3 k3
i
0 1
Mk (1 0) 2 0 1 3
(1 1
0 1
My sk (1 o 2 0 0 8
b3
Mk (1 0) 2 0 1 2
o)
Mszk;kllﬁ

If Q is a quiver and M = (M;, ¢o) and M’ = (M], ¢},) are two representations
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of Q, then a morphism of representations f: M — M’ is a collection of k-linear
maps (f;)ico,, such that for each arrow « : i — j we have ¢/, o f; = f; 0 ¢q, i.e. the
linear maps must be compatible with the maps ¢,.

Example 2.9.2. If @ :1 <« 2 — 3 and My, M and M3 are the representations
appearing in Example 2.9.1 then the following diagrams commute:

1 1 0
0 1 1
1 0 0 ) 0 0 1
My k ( ) k3 k3
0
f 1 O &) 1
0 1 0 1
(r o
My k k2 k3
0
1
1
1 1 0
0 1 1
1 0 0 ) 0 0 1
M, k ( ) k3 k3
0 1 0 0
g 1 &) 1 D 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
(r o
M3 k k2 k3
101
0 1
0 0

Notice additionally that f;, fI,1 < i < 3 are injections, so f: My — M; and
f': M3 — M; are injective morphisms of representations.

Remark 2.9.3. If Q) is a quiver, one can consider the category of quiver represen-
tations rep ). The objects of this category are the representations of ), and the
morphisms are morphisms between representations. Composition of morphisms is
given by the composition of the corresponding linear maps ¢,. 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 — M where each component
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fi: N; — M; is the linear map induced by the identity on the non-zero compo-
nents of N. The injective maps f and f’ from Example 2.9.2 are both canonical
embeddings of the representations My and M3 into the representation M;.

Having introduced the category of representations rep @), 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 @ 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 @-that is, finite sequences
of consecutive arrows from one vertex to another. The multiplication of two basis
elements c; - ¢o is defined as the concatenation of the paths if the endpoint of ¢y
coincides with the starting point of cy; otherwise, the product is defined to be zero.
This multiplication is extends linearly to all of £Q, making k@ 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 @ = (Qo,Q1) be a quiver, and let ¢ be a path in Q. We can
canonically associate a string w,, by assigning an arrow in the string w, 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 <= 2 LN 3, and consider the path

c= (1‘a7/8,67/87/87/8|3)'
We associate to this path the string w. which is given by:
We=1-—2—->3<2>53—2->3.

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

If £Q is the path algebra of a quiver @, it is not necessarily finite-dimensional
algebra. In particular, if () contains oriented cycles, then k£Q) 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 k@), then
the pair (Q, I) 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 (Q, I).

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 ¢ be a path in the quiver. Consider
the string
We = AoULAT -+« . Ap—1UnpAn,

where a; € Qo for every 0 < i < n, and u; € {«, —} for every 1 < j < n. Define
the index set Z, := {ila; = a}. Then the string module M (w.) corresponding to
the string w, is defined as follows:

e At each vertex x € @y we assign the vector space M, = C—Bielm K; where
K; =k for every i € Z,.

e For each arrow a € 1, where x = y, we assign a linear map M,: @
@iez, K given by the matrix:

Id, ifi—j| =1,
(Ma)ij = { i~ |

jeT, Kj—

0 otherwise.

Example 2.9.10. LetQ:1<32£>3 andw,=1-2—->3—2—->3—2—>3as
in Example 2.9.6. We will now construct the corresponding string module M (w.).
First we compute the index sets:

Il = {0}7 IQ = {173a5}7 IS = {2a4a6}7
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which indicate the positions in the string w. where each verter of the quiver Q
appears. Accordingly, the vector spaces assigned to each vertex are:

M, =k, M,=Fk, M;=FEk.

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

Idy, Id, 0
M, =(Id, 0 0), Msg=| 0 Id Id
0 0 Id

Therefore the string module M (w.) associated to the string w. is as follows:

110
(011)
(100)k3001

k3.

M(we) : k

We can also depict the string module M (w.) in the following ways:
k k k
M(wc) = 1 B 1 B 1g B ,
« 1 B 1 B8 1
k k k k
2 2 2
M(w,) = / \ / \ / \ ,
1 3 3 3

where the second presentation is called the string presentation of the module M (w.).

Remark 2.9.11. Notice that the module M (w.) appearing in Example 2.9.10 is the
same as the module M; in Example 2.9.1. The string presentation of the modules
M5 and M3 of Example 2.9.1 is the following;:

we SR SON
we SN\,

It is clear that Ms and M3 are maximal submodules of M7, as in each case we
remove a copy of the top vertex 2 from M;. However, the resulting submodules
are not isomorphic, since the top vertex is removed from “different positions” in
the structure of M. This is also reflected in the fact that the inclusion maps from



2.9. QUIVER REPRESENTATIONS AND LOOP MODULES 33

Ms and M3 to M; 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 (N, f), where f: N — 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 (| 1, [ D-

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 (S, M, P,T) be a punctured surface and Qr the quiver associated to the
triangulation T. Let I be an admissible ideal of the quiver Q1 and define the
bound quiver algebra kQr/I. Let ™ be a doubly notched arc on the surface and
consider cy= to be the path on the quiver Q7 which follows the intersection points
of v* with the triangulation 7. Consider the loop string

w = waN = agul ... Qp—1UELQK+1 - - - A—1UA]41 - - - Ap—1UnpQp,
where a; € Qp for every 0 < i < n, u; € {«,—} for every 1 < j < n with j # k,
and uy, u; € {«<,}. Define the index set Z, := {i|a; = a}. Then the loop module
M (w) corresponding to the string w is defined as follows:

e At each vertex x € @y we assign the vector space M, = @ielm K; where
K; =k for every i € Z,.

o Foreach arrow a € Q1, where z = y we assign a linear map M,: @
®iezy K; given by the matrix:

€T, K; —

Ide ifli—j| =1,

Id, ifi=0andj=k ori=%kandj=0,

M), : =
(Ma)i; Idy ifi=l—1landj=mn,ori=nandj=1[0-1,

0 otherwise.
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We would like now to clarify two points regarding the construction of the loop
module. First, since there is a hook at positions & and [ of the loopstring w we can
deduce that there must exist an edge connecting the vertices ag and ay, as well as
an edge connecting a;_1 and a,, in the quiver Q. This ensures the existence of two
matrices, denoted M, and Mg, which are assigned to these edges. The existence
of these matrices implies that exactly one of the two conditions ¢ = 0 and 7 = k,
ori=%kand j=0 (resp. i=0l—1and j=n,ori=nand j =[— 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 (S, M, P,T) be the triangulated surface, and 4™ the tagged
arc, appearing in Figure 2.9. We can then associate the following equivalent loop-
strings to v

Wy =1 23— 45,

w;N=162<—>3H4H5.

The loop modules M (w4 ) and M(w!..) associated to the loopstrings w.w and w’ .
are isomorphic and equal to the following:

/\
/\/

A different way of depicting the module M(w;“) which resembles closely the loop-
string structure is the following:
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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 mazimal 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 v™?”. We should expect to associate the same
loop module M (wcw) 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 v™ a tagged arc on the triangulated surface (S, M, P,T)
and we_,, and w;__ two loopstrings associated to 4. Then the modules M (w._,,)
al

and M(w,, ) are the same.
Y

Proof. Let us assume that 4> has only one tagging. Let
wcw = apul ... .0p—1ULAKLUE+T - - - UpQp,

/
w

C

l
» = OQg—1U7 - - - AQQUELAEL UL 41T - - - UpQnp,

be the two loopstrings. Notice that the sequence of vertices (ag,...,ar—1) in the
loopstring we_,,, appears in the opposite order in the loopstring w’cWM

By the construction of the loop modules we have non-zero entries in the matrices
when there are consecutive vertices a;,a;+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 ¢ =0 and j =k, or ¢ = k and j = 0).

Therefore, the consecutive vertices a;,a;41,0 <7 < n — 1 in the string We_,, give
rise to a non-zero entry. If £ < i < n — 1, then the vertices a;,a;11 appear in
that order in the loopstring w;, , and so they give rise to a non-zero entry in the
equivalent matrix. If 0 <7 < k12, then the vertices a;, ;41 appear in the opposite
order in the loopstring w/, _, and so they still give rise to a non-zero entry in the
equivalent matrix. k

Lastly, let us assume that ¢ = k — 1. Looking at the string w/, ., We can notice
that the vertex ap_; is the first vertex and the vertex aj is thewﬁrst vertex after
the hook ug. We can therefore rewrite:

/ /
wcvm = boul . bk_lukbkuk+1 . ’U,nbn,

where by = ar_1.. Notice that then, we must have a non-zero entry in the corre-
sponding matrix, (following the construction of the matrix (My); ;,) since in this
case 1 = 0 and j = k.

Therefore, the corresponding matrices assigned to the arrows in the quiver repre-
sentations M (wcw ) and M (wgw1 ) 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
[ ] 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 | ]. 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
Canakgi-Schroll | ].

Remark 3.1.1. Based on the definition of maximal and minimal perfect matchings
of a loop graph G = (Gq,...,G,)™ we can notice the following:

e if G5 is on the right of G; then W(Gy) (resp. N(G;) or S(G1)) belong to
the minimal (resp. maximal) perfect matching, if they are boundary edges,

e if G5 is on top of Gy then W(G;) or S(G;) (resp. S(G1)) belong to the
minimal (resp. maximal) perfect matching, if they are boundary edges.

We will denote the minimum perfect matching by P,,;, and the maximal perfect
matching by Ppaz-
Also if G is a snake or loop graph we will denote by E*¥¥(G) 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’ are perfect matchings of a graph G, then we will denote by PO P’ their
symmetric difference, namely the collection of all edges that belong either only to
P or only to P'.

37
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Remark 3.1.2. Suppose that G is a snake graph and that H = {G1,...,G} is a
subgraph of G where the tiles Gy, ..., Gk form a maximal zig-zag piece. Suppose
P = P,4: or P= P,;,. Then the following are true:

e cach tile Ga,...,Gy_1 has exactly one of its edges in Py,

o if the tile G has two of its edges in Py, then none of the edges of Gy, is in
P|H7

o if the tile G has none of its edges in P, then two of the edges of G are in
By

Lemma 3.1.3. Suppose that G™ = (G1,...,Gg,...,Gp)™ is a loop graph in which
edges of the tiles G1 and Gy are identified, G2 is on the right of G1 and P is a
perfect matching of G*. Then E*¥Y(G;) € PO Ppin, 1 < j < k—1, if and only if
EYY(Gy) € PO Pin forall j <i <k —1.

Proof. Suppose that E*¥Y(G;) € P © Py, for some 1 < j < k — 1. We will first
show that E¥"Y(G)_1) € PO Ppy,. By the definition of P,,;,, no edges of G are
in Pyin. Therefore Gi_1, which is the last tile of the zig-zag, must have two of its
edges in P, and all the other tiles Go, ..., Gr_o 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 E*¥™Y(G;) €
P © P,,in, it follows that we must first flip the edges of the tile Gi_;. Thus,
Ebdry(kal) € P@szn

Notice, that after flipping the edges of Gx_1 we can only flip the edges of Gj_o,
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™ = (G1,...,Gk,...,Gn)™ is a loop graph in
which edges of the tiles G1 and Gy are identified, Gy is on the right of G and P
is a perfect matching of G™. If H; = {T;,,...,T;,} is a connected subgraph of G™,
then the corresponding loopstring w; of H; is equivalent to a ”connected” loopstring
W, = Gjy,. ..y Qj,-

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 | ] explicit.

In this section, when referring to a loop graph G™ = (G4, ...,Gg,...,Gp)™ we
will mean a loop graph with a loop at the beginning of the graph in which edges
of the tiles G; and Gy, 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 = {G1,...,Gp} is a snake graph without loops.
Then, the tile G; of G has two of its boundary edges in P, if and only if it
corresponds to a socle.

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

e 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 P,y,-

e 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 = {G1, ..., Gk, Gg+1} with k+1
tiles.
There are two cases. Either the tile Gy is on the right of G} or it is on top
of it. We will deal with the first case, since the other is completely symmet-
rical.

1. Assume that E(Gg41) is in Ppj,. We will prove then, that G411 does
not correspond to a socle. We will consider cases on the configuration
of the tile Gx_1, Gy and Gpy1.

If these three tiles form a straight piece, then we can deduce that N(Gy)
and S(Gy) are also in Py,;,. Therefore, when we consider the subgraph
G' = {Gy,...,G}} and the induced P/, on that graph, using our induc-
tion hypothesis, we obtain that G correspond to a socle. Subsequently,
G+1 cannot correspond to a socle.

If the tiles Gx_1, Gk and Gi41 form a zig-zag, suppose that G is the fist
tile of the maximal zig-zag piece. Since E(Gj1) is in P, we deduce
that N(Gy) and S(Gy) are also in Py,;,. Therefore, when we consider
the subgraph G’ = {G1,...,G} and the induced P/ . on that graph,
using our induction hypothesis, we obtain that G; correspond to a socle.
Subsequently, there is a local configuration of arrows

l— .-+ — k< k+ 1, which means that Gj; does not correspond to a
socle.

2. Assume now that N(Ggy1) and S(Gg41) are in Ppy,. We will prove
then, that Gy,1 corresponds to a socle. Again, we will consider cases
on the configuration of the tile Gy_1, G and G 1.

If these three tiles form a straight piece, then we can deduce that none
of the boundary edges of G, are in P,,;,. Therefore, when we consider
the subgraph G’ = {G1,..., Gy} and the induced P/ . on that graph,
which contains only the east boundary edge of Gy, using our induction
hypothesis, we obtain that Gy does not correspond to a socle. Subse-
quently, G1 must correspond to a socle.

If the tiles Gi_1, G and Gy form a zig-zag, then we can deduce that
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the induced P/ ,,, of the subgraph G’ = {G1,..., Gy}, contains W(Gy,)
and E(Gy). Therefore, using our induction hypothesis on G’, we ob-
tain that Gj corresponds to a socle of the quiver which is generated
by the subgraph G’. Subsequently, there is a local configuration of ar-
rows kK — 1 — k. Since, the tiles Gy_1, G, and Gg41 form a zig-zag
this local configurations of arrows extends to the following configura-
tion: k —1 — k — k+ 1. This means that Gy 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 Canakgi-Schroll.
This also builds a bridge between the definition of Wilson’s minimal and maximal
perfect matchings, since it shows that a tile G; of the snake graph has two of its
edges in P,,4, 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 P,,;,. We state it explicitly in the next Lemma,
omitting the proof.

Lemma 3.2.3. Suppose that G = {G1,...,Gy} is a snake graph. Then, the tile
G, for 1 <11 < n, of the snake graph has none of its boundary edges in Py, 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 G; of G™ has two of ils
boundary edges in Pppn 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 P,,;, of G™ can be extended to the
minimal perfect matching P, . of G. Suppose that @ is the quiver associated to
G™ and @’ is the quiver associated to G’. Observe now the following:

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

(ii) If G, 1 < k < 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 @ 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 Gi be the tile in which we have identified one of its boundary edges
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with an edge of the tile G,,. Fist of all, it can be easily seen that if 1 <=7 <n
and 7 # k, the local configuration around the vertex ¢ on the quivers Q and @’ is
the same, so the tile corresponds to a socle in @ if and only if it corresponds to a
socle in (' and so the result follows from Lemma 3.2.1.

Regarding the tile Gy, 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 Pip,-

Lastly, regarding the tile G,,, as noted above in (i), it corresponds to a socle in @
if and only if it corresponds to a socle in Q’, 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 M (w) be the associated loop module over A. Suppose P is a

perfect matching of G™. Then PO Py, gives rise to a canonical submodule M (P)
of M(w).

Proof. We have that P © P,,;, = | J H; where each H; is a connected subgraph of
G(w) and for each i there is a canonical embedding of graphs ¢;: H; — G(w). We
will show that each H; gives rise to a canonical submodule M (w;) and these in
turn will give rise to the canonical submodule M (P) = @ M (w;).

Let T;,,...,T;, be the tiles of H;. Then we can consider the sub-loopstring
w; = a4y -..a;,—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 {—,«, <, <} which are corre-
sponding to the tiles of H;. First of all, assume that H; contains only one tile T}, .
Using Lemma 3.2.4, we see that then T;, corresponds to a socle and then obviously
M (w;) is a submodule of M (w).

Suppose, from now on that H; contains at least two tiles.

We know that each subloopstring w; gives rise to a representation of A. Since
each H; is connected, the representation M (w;) associated to w; is irreducible.
Therefore M (w;) would not be a subrepresentation, and subsequently a submodule
of M(w), if and only if none of the following is true:

e there exists an arrow i; — 47 — 1 in the quiver Q™,
e there exists an arrow i, — i, + 1 in the quiver Q™

We will show that none of the above is true for M (w;) focusing only on the first
case, since the second is similar.

First, suppose that T; = G for each 1 < j < k, namely that H; contains the whole
zig-zag of the loop. Then i3 = 1 so there is not a vertex i; — 1 and subsequently
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no arrow i; — 41 — 1 in the quiver Q™.

Suppose now that H; contains a strict subset of the tiles {G1,...,G}. Using
Lemma 3.1.3, we see that T;, = G for some 1 < j < k— 1 and since the tiles G;_1
and G; are part of the zig-zag, we have that there exists an arrow j —1 — 7, and
so there is no arrow i; — i; — 1 in the quiver Q™.

Lastly suppose that T;, is not part of the loop of the loop graph. Assume that
there is an arrow i3 — i3 — 1 in the quiver Q™. We consider the following cases:
Suppose that there is an arrow i; — i2. Then T}, corresponds to a top and using
Lemma 3.2.3 we take that none of the edges of T}, belong to P,i,. Therefore, due
to the twist parity condition, T;, € P © Py, if and only if we have flipped the
edges of both the tiles T;, _; and T;,. But then we would also have that the tile
T;,—1 belongs to H; which is not true.

Suppose now that there is an arrow io — 4. Then there must exist a zig-zag of tiles
T 1,15, Ty, ... T3, 2 < I < n, where T corresponds to a top. The tiles T, _1, T3, ,T;
have exactly one of their edges in P,,;,. Additionally, since T} is a top, it has none
of its edges in P,,;,,. Therefore, since we have that T; € P © P,,;,, we see that due
to the twist parity condition, we first need to flip the edges of T;,_; and inductively
the edges of T;, ;. However, in that case we would also have that the tile T;,_;
belongs to H; which is not true.

Lastly, we need to show now that there is a canonical embedding M (P) —

M (w). Each canonical embedding of graphs ¢;: H; — G(w) determines a tile T},

which is the first tile of H;, when we consider it as a subgraph of G(w). This tile

corresponds to a vertex of the quiver Q™ and some vertex of w;. Identifying these

two vertices gives rise to a canonical embedding M (w;) — M (w) which in turn
gives rise to a canonical embedding M (P) — M (w).

|

Conversely, given a canonical submodule N = N(w1) @ ---@® N(wy,) of a loop
module M (w), with canonical embedding ¢, we want to associate a perfect match-
ing Py of the loop graph G,. Suppose H; is the loop subgraph of G, which
corresponds to the embedding ¢. We define:

Pc(Hi) = Ebdry(Hi)\Pmin‘Hw

Py = (P (H)) | Prinlg= 1.

Remark 3.2.6. Note that P°(H;) = Ppa.(H;) when the subgraph H; contains at
least two tiles. However, if H; consists of only one tile then P¢(H;) is equal to
either Pmax (Hz> or P’min(Hi)-

Proposition 3.2.7. The set of edges Py as defined above is a perfect matching of
G™ and N = M(Py).

Proof. In order to prove that this is indeed a perfect matching, we just have to
prove that P°(H;) is a perfect matching of the subgraph H;.
We will prove this by induction on the number of tiles of H;.
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e base case:
If H; 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 P,,;,. But then, this means
that P¢(H;) is also a perfect matching of H;.

e induction step:
Suppose that, for each subgraph H of G, which contains less than k tiles,
P¢(H) is a perfect matching of H. We will prove that this is also true when
H is a subgraph of G,, with k tiles.
Suppose that H; = {T;,,...,T;,} with iz > 1. Suppose that the module
N (w}) is a maximal submodule of N(w;). Then, N(w}) is either a direct sum
of two submodules or is an indecomposable module..
Suppose that N(w}) is indecomposable. This means that the subgraph H,
which is the graph corresponding to N(wj}), is connected. Therefore, H] =
{Tiy,....,T5_,} or H ={T,,,...,T;.}. W.lLo.g. suppose that
H] = {T;,,...,T;,_,} and that T;, is on the right of 7;, ,, meaning that
E(T;,_,) is an interior edge. Using the induction hypothesis, P°(H) is a
perfect matching of H/. Since E(T;,_,) is an interior edge, it cannot belong
to P¢(H]). However, in a perfect matching, all edges must be matched, so
N(T;,_,) and S(T;,_,) are in Py,;,,. Therefore, in order to prove that P¢(H;)
is a perfect matching of H; we just need to prove that E(T;,) is in Ppin,
since then we will also have that all the edges of the tile T;, are matched.
Suppose that E(T;, ) is not in P,,;,. However, this can happen only if there is
an additional tile on the right or above of Tj, . This means that the tile T5,
is a tile of G,, and that the simple corresponding to T;, is a top of M (w),
since none of it’s edges belong in P,,;, (this is the dual statement of Lemma
3.2.4). But then, the maximal submodule of N(w;) which does not contain
the simple corresponding to T;, would be a direct sum of two submodules,
which is a contradiction.
Suppose now that N(w}) = Ny @ Na, where N1, Ny are submodules of N,,.
Then we know that Hy, = {T;,,...,T;, ,} and Hy = {T;, ,,...,T;,} are
subgraphs corresponding to N7 and N> respectively for some 1 < d < k.
Therefore, the simple module corresponding to T, is a top of both N; and
Ns. So the tiles Ty_1,T4 and Ty, form a straight piece and w.l.o.g assume
that this is a horizontal piece. Therefore, E(T4—1) and W(T;41) are interior
edges. Also, by the induction hypothesis we have that P¢(H;) and P¢(Hs)
are perfect matchings. Since F(T;—1) and W (Ty41) are interior edges, they
cannot belong to Py, (H) and so by the definition of P¢, we have that these
two edges are part of the perfect matchings P¢(H;) and P¢(Hs) respectively.
But then this means that also P°(H;) is a perfect matching of H;, since we
can flip the tiles of Ty and this will still be a perfect matching.

To prove the last statement, by definition of Py(H;) we have that:
M(P(H;) Upmin|gN\H7¢ = N(w;),
and so we take that M(Py) = 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 M(w) be a loop module over A with associ-
ated loop graph G™. Then L(G), which denotes the perfect matching lattice of G is
in bijection with the canonical submodule lattice L(M (w)).

Proof. By propositions 3.2.5 and 3.2.7 we have that the two lattices are equal as
sets. Suppose that H(G) and H(M) are the Hasse diagrams of £(G) and L(M (w)).
We need to show that there exists an edge between two vertices in H(G) if and
only if there exists an edge between the two corresponding vertices of H(M).

Suppose that P and P’ are two perfect matchings of £(G) which are con-
nected with an edge in £(G). Let P © Pnin = (UH; and P’ © Py, = U H],
and ¢: |JH; — G™ and ¢': | JH] < G™ the corresponding canonical embedding
of graphs. Since P and P’ are connected with an edge, we have that they agree
everywhere apart from one tile 7; in which they have opposite matchings. W.l.o.g.
suppose that the tile 7} is in P © Pyp.

We can associate to P’ a submodule N of M(w). Since P and P’ agree in all
other tiles apart from 7; by our construction in Prop.3.2.5 this submodule is
exactly M(wp) removing the simple corresponding to 7;. However, this means
that these two modules N and M (wp) are connected with an edge in H(M).
Following Prop.3.2.5 we also have two induced canonical embeddings of modules
®': N — M(w) and &: M(wp) — M(w). Since these embeddings are induced by
the canonical embeddings of graphs ¢ and ¢’, which agree everywhere apart from
the tile T}, we see that ®|y = &',

Conversely suppose that (M (w;), ¢;) and (M (w;), ¢;) are two canonical submod-
ules of M(w) connected by an edge in H(M). Then w; and w; agree in every
vertex apart from one vertex [. W.l.o.g. assume that [ belongs to w;. Following
our construction in Prop.3.2.7 there are two perfect matchings Py (,,,) and Py
corresponding to M (w;) and M (w;) respectively. Then we have that :

w;)

(PM(UM) @szn) U(PIVI(wj) © Pmln) = T7

where T is a tile of G™. But this means that Pys(,,,) and Py(,,,) agree on all tiles
apart from 7T 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

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

two doubly notched arcs which cross each other.

Theorem 4.1.1. Let (S, M, P,T) be a triangulated punctured surface and A the
cluster algebra associated to it. Let v, and o two arcs, which cross on the surface
and let (ys,7v4) and (vs,7v) be the two pairs of arcs obtained by smoothing the
crossing. Then :

V- +
Ly Ly, = Y Lryg Ly, +Y Lrys Loy 5

where x., denotes the cluster algebra element associated to the arc v; and Y, Y+
are monomials in y; 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 (S, M, P) is a punctured surface and T is a triangulation. Then, one
can associate a Cluster Algebra A = A(zr,yr, Qr) and a Jacobian algebra to that

45
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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 «; and -, where both arcs
can have one or both of their endpoints tagged notched in their endpoints. We can
then associate two loopstrings to them, wy and w; respectively .

In | ], the authors interpreted the notion of crossing of snake graphs and their
resolutions, as these were defined in | ], 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

[CS21].

Definition 4.1.2. Suppose that w; and ws are two abstract loopstrings which pos-
sibly contain a hook at their start or their end. Assume that w; = hiuiambuihg
and wy = hzuscmdvsohy where u;, v;, m are substrings, a,d are direct arrows, b, c
are inverse arrows, and h; are hooks. We then say that w; and ws cross in m.

wy = ‘

hs

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

(1) wsg = hlulamdv2h4.
(11) Wy = h3U26mbU1h2.
(i)
hluleuglhg if uy,us # @ and where e =«.
W5 = hluéhg if Uy = @ and U # @
hiu)hs ifup = @ and uy # .
where uf, is such that us = u4r” where 7 is a maximal sequence of direct

arrows and u] is such that u; = v}’ where r’ is a maximal sequence of inverse
arrows.
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(iv)
hgvl_lfvgh4 if v1,v2 # & and where f =—.
we = { hovhhy ifvi = & and vy # .
hov! hy ifvo = & and v1 # .

where v}, is such that ve = 7”0}, where r” is a maximal sequence of inverse
arrows and v} is such that v; = r”v}, where r” is a maximal sequence of
direct arrows

The resolution of a crossing of w; and wy 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 | ]. The main difference is the inclusion of the
hooks hi, hs, hg and hy. 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 h; = ¢J 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 (S, M.P,T) is a triangulated surface, p is a puncture
and o, ..., q, are the arcs of the triangulation 7" 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 b, = ay ... a,. Note that the labeling of the arcs is arbitrary
and there is no clear choice of which adjacent arc to p we could name a;. However,
if 81, ..., Bn is a different labeling, which satisfies the rule that the arcs are labeled
in the clockwise order, h; = B1... 0By is equivalent to h,.

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 w;, 1 < ¢ < 6 as they were defined in 4.1.2. Suppose that
vi=a1...ap and h = ap_g...0pAp41 - - - Ay, where kK < n. Then

vih = ai...an0n41 -..Gm, instead of a1 ...a,0n_k...Gnapt1 - ..y which does
not correspond to a module in the Jacobian algebra.
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Figure 4.1: Resolution of w; and ws.

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 « is a vertex
corresponding to a top w, then removing a we take a maximal submodule w’ = w\a
of w. Therefore in principle, we could "reach” each submodule of w by sequentially
removing tops a;, 1 < i < 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 (aq,...,a,) 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 @ : 1 — 2 «— 3 «— 4 and the submodule 0 — k£ «— 0 «— 0 of
k — k «— k < k, then three possible sequences would be (1,4,3), (4,1,3) or
(4,3,1).

An additional thing that one can notice, is that if we are given the end of a sequence

{bg,...,b,} leading to a submodule m of w, and another sequence
{a1,...,ak—1,0K,...,a,}, where {ag,...,a,} is a rearrangement of the sequence
{bk,...,bn}, then we also have that {a1,...,ax-1,bg,...,b,} is a sequence from w
to m.

For example, if we were given in the previous quiver (), and there exists sequences
(...,1,3) and (4,3,1) leading from k — k «— k «— kto 0 — k «— 0 «— 0, we
could deduce that there exists also the sequence (4,1, 3) leading from k — k «—
k—kto0— k—0—0.

Proposition 4.1.9. Let wy,ws, w3, wy, ws and wg as they were defined in 4.1.2.
Suppose that my (resp. ma) is a proper submodule of ws@wy (resp wsBwg ). If mq
(resp. ma) is reached from ws @ wy (resp. wsPwe) by the sequence (a;),1 <i < n,
then we can apply the same sequence (a;) to the module wi@ws (resp. w1 @ (wa\m))
to obtain a submodule m} (resp. mb) of it.

Proof. Suppose that m; is a submodule of w3 @ wy and (a;), for 1 < i < nisa
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sequence of simples of ws @ wy, such that (... ((ws ®wy/ar)/az)/...)/an = mq.
In the context of loopstrings, this corresponds to removing a sequence of vertices
(a;),1 < i < 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 a; belongs to the top of the module ws @ wy, then it also belongs to the
top of the module w; @ ws. It follows immediately by the structure of each string,
that if a; belongs to one of the substrings uq,us, vy, vo or is the top of the hook h
then it is also a top for the module ws @ wy. If ay 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 wy, and therefore wy = uy <~ a; —> (m\ai)vih. Therefore a; belongs
also to the top of wy. A similar argument works also for when a; is assumed to be
the last letter of the string m.

Assume now, that the sequence of simples (a;),1 < i < n — 1 has already been
removed from both loopstrings w3z @ wy and wy @ wo.
We need to take into account two cases, depending on which substring, each a;
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 a;,1 < i < 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 w; @ ws
we can remove it. Indeed, if a; € u; then we can remove a; only from the copy of
uy viewed as a substring of w;.
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 w; or a substring of ws. In
order to make this construction precise, we impose that if we remove an element of
m viewed as a substring of ws (resp. wy), then we remove the same element from
m viewed as a substring of w; (resp. wa), if this is possible.
In the above construction there is one exception. Without loss of generality assume
that v; # J, (since otherwise we could argue using the hook hsy). Suppose that
a, = m! where m! is the last letter of the string m, viewed as a substring of ws, and
v} # a; for 1 < i< n—1, where v{ is the first letter of v;. Attempting to remove
this simple from the loopstring w; would lead to a contradiction, since locally in
w1 the arrow configuration is as follows:

m! — vl

Therefore, we need to apply the sequence a; 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 w, we remove these tops from m viewed as a substring of wy when
possible. This procedure is possible since locally the whole substring m is a top in
wy and therefore in each step we know that we can actually still remove inductively
the sequence a; for 1 < i < n — 1. This allows us to remove a, = m! from ws since
locally now the arrow configuration is the following:

! 1
m — vy,

where v3 is the first letter of vo.
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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 mq is a submodule of ws @ we and (a;), for 1 < i < nis a
sequence of simples of ws @ wg, such that (... ((ws ® wy/a1)/as)/...)/an = ma.
It follows by a simple induction that we can also remove the same sequence (a;)
from the module wy @ (w2\m) since in this case there is always a unique choice up
to embedding of submodules that we can inductively remove tops from w1 @ (ws\m).

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@w, to submodules
of w1 @ws in a unique way. Since the substring m appears twice in the module w; @
ws 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 w; if originally
the removed simple was from w3, when possible. However, we could have chosen
to remove that simple from ws when removing it from ws. 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 wy @ we and we will argue that this
map is an injection by construction.

Notice that by making this choice and since all the other substrings hjuq,vihe,
hsuo and vohy appear only once on each side, removing a different sequence of tops
from w3 @ wy leads to a different submodule of wy @ wy. The only non-obvious
part on why this assignment is unique regards the aforementioned exception. By
assuming that vi has not been removed already, we make another indirect choice,
namely when v} is not removed and m! is removed, we ”"biject” the substring m
of wz to the substring m of wy. However, if both v} and m! have been removed
already we ”biject” the substring m of ws to the substring m of w;. In practice we
have the following correspondence:

(hqur)' ® wy —> ((h1ur) @ mvihe) @ haua,

where (hquy)’ is a submodule of hju,.

From now on, we will not differentiate between a string w and the associated
module M (w), denoting both in the same way. Let also SM (w) denote the set of
all the submodules of the module M,,.

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 SM (ws@wsq) | J SM (ws Dws) and SM (w; @ws) 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 wi,ws, w3, wq, ws and wg as they were defined in 4.1.2.
Then there exists a bijection:

U: SM(ws @ ws) U SM(ws ®we) = SM(wy @ ws),
which is defined as follows:

V(w3 @wy) = wy @ wa,
V(w5 @ we) = w1 @ (w2\m),

where wa\m = us @ vs.
If w is a submodule of w3 ® wy which is reached by the sequence {a;}1 < i < n,
and w' is the submodule of w1 @ we which is reached by the same sequence, then
we define:

U(w) =w'.

If w is a submodule of ws ® we, then V(w) 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 W 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 W.

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

Proof. Let my,mg € SM(ws @ wy) | SM (w5 ® we) such that U(my) = ¥(ma).
First of all it is obvious by construction of the map ¥ that if both mi,my €
SM (w3 @ wy) or my, ma € SM(ws @ wg), then my = mo.

We just have to show now, that if m; € SM(ws ® wy) and mge € SM (w5 @ wg)
then ¥(my) # U(msz). Assume that U(my) = ¥(mg). Since my; € SM(ws @
wy), we know by construction of the map ¥, that there exists a (not necessarily
unique) sequence (a;),1 < i < n of simples, such that when viewed as a loopstring
(ws Dwg)\{a;} = mq. By proposition 4.1.9 and by construction of ¥, we have that
W(m) = ¥(ws @ wa)\{a;}.

Similarly, working on mg, there is a sequence (b;),1 < i < k, such that m; =
(ws @ we)\{b;} and ¥(msa) = V(w5 ® we)\{b;}-

However, since ¥(m;) = ¥(msg) we obtain:

(ws @ wa)\{ai} = V(ws ® we)\{b;}.

Since U (ws @ wy) = w1 @ ws, and ¥(ws @ wg) = wi @ (wa\m), we further obtain
that:

(w1 @ w2)\{ai} = (w1 @ (w2\m))\{b:}.
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The previous equality shows us that the sets {a;} and ({b;} | Jm) must be equal. By
Remark 4.1.8, we can deduce, that there must exist a sequence {m;,,...mj,,b1,...,bx}
leading from w; @ ws to ¥(ms). However, this also implies that using the same se-
quence {mj;,,...m;,,b1,...,b;}, we can go from the module ws @ w, to the module
ms. 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 hiui or vohy, which cannot happen, by construction of the loopstrings
w3 and wy. |

What remains to be shown, is that ¥ 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 .

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 £(w). We also know from Theorem
5.7 in | ], that each perfect matching of G, corresponds to a summand of z,,
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 | ], 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 ¥ 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 ¥ is a bijection follows immediately from
the fact that ¥ is an injective map, as it was proven in Prop 4.1.12 and the fact
that

‘SM(’LU;;@’LUAL)‘ + |SM(’LU5@IU6)‘ = ‘SM(U)l @’LU2)|

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 | 1,
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 = ujav; an abstract string and we = hus an abstract loopstring, where
uy,v1, ug are substrings, a € {«<, —} and h is a hook. Let also e denote the arrow
which connects t(u;) and s(ug) in the loopstring ws, where ¢(u1) denotes the last
letter of u; and s(us) denotes the first letter of us.

We can then construct the following four loopstrings:

(i) ws = ujeus

(ii) e If a,v; # & then wy = hv] where v} is such that vy = rv], where r is a
maximal sequence of direct arrows (resp. inverse arrows) if a is a direct
arrow (resp. inverse arrow).

e If a,v; = J then wy = h\a;, where a; = t(e’) and ¢’ the denotes the
second arrow (apart from e) which connects us with h in ws.

(iil) ws = wjh where uy is such that u; = w}r’, where v’ is a maximal sequence
of direct arrows (resp. inverse arrows) if a is a direct arrow (resp. inverse
arrow).

(iv) e Ifa,v; # & then we = vy 'aus.

e If a,v; = & then wg = u), where u}, is such that ug = r"u}, where r”
is a maximal sequence of direct arrows (resp. inverse arrows) if €’ is a
direct arrow (resp. inverse arrow).

Definition 4.1.14. The loopstrings ws, w4, ws and wg, as they were just con-
structed, are called the resolution of the grafting of wy on wy inaifa # orine
ifa = .
Remark 4.1.15. One can notice that if a # ¢J then e = a~!. 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 wy,ws, w3, ws,ws and wg as they were defined in 4.1.14.
Then there exists a bijection:

\I//Z SM(’LU;), @’LU4) USM(U){, @ws) — SM(w1 ®1U2),

which is defined as follows:
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Figure 4.2: grafting

(i) If a =< then:

U (w3 ®wy) = wy @ wa,
U (ws ®wg) = w1 @ (w2\r’).

(i) If a =— then:

V' (ws @ wy) = wy @ (wa\r),
V' (ws ® we) = wy @ wa.

In both cases, if w is a submodule of ws ® wy (or ws ® wg) then we define V' (w)
to be the submodule of ws ® wy (or equivalently of ws @ we), which is induced by
removing the same sequence (a;) of tops from we @ wy (or ws @ we ).

Remark 4.1.17. Before proving Theorem 4.1.16, we need to explain why the strings
wo\r’ and wo\r 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 | Jr" = h. If a =<, then a letter from ' is a top on h, while if ¢ =—, a
letter from 7 is a top on h. Therefore in each setting we can define wy\r or wa\r’ ,
since we are removing tops in both cases.

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

W =1->2«5 >4« 809,

w2:4—>5.

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

hi=3—>2—1,
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Figure 4.3: Resolution of grafting incompatibility for regular crossing.

ha =6« 7« 8§,
m =4 —5.
while uy and us 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:

wg:<—3—>2—>1(—4—>5<—8—>7—>6<—5<—4<—,
and wy = hy, ws = hy and wg = .

Example 4.1.19. Suppose that w1 = 9 <« 5 - 2 > 1 - 8 « 9 « 10 and
wyg =7« 3 «— 1 —>8 —> 5 — 2. Then there is a grafting of wa onto ws,
withuy =9 «< 5 > 2, a=—,vy =1—>8 9 « 10, ug =7 < 3 and
h=1—8—>5—2. Applying theorem 4.1.16 we have that the grafting is resolved
as follows:

w3 =9—5—->2<—3-7,
wyg=10—>9—>8«— 12«35
ws=10—->9—->8—1-53->7,
wg=9—>8«— 1«25
Notice that we are in case (ii) of theorem 4.1.16 and indeed r = 1 — 8 ‘s a top of

wy and therefore:
wa\r =7« 3—>2«5

is well defined.

Proposition 4.1.20. The map V', 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 ' depending on each case.

S For example assume that a« =—. Suppose that m; € SM(ws @ wy) and mg €
SM (ws @ we) with '(my) = ¥/ (ms). Then we should be able to first remove the
substring r from w3 @w,. However this is a contradiction, since this is a local socle
of wy. [ |

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

|SM (ws @ wy)| + |SM (w5 ® wg)| = |SM (w ®ws)|

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 W is not enough.

Our goal for the rest of this section will be to first prove that the module M (Py,qz)
corresponding to the maximal perfect matching P,,,, 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 | ], 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 (S, M, P) is a punctured surface and T a given triangulation of this
surface. Then classically, one can associate a quiver Qr 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 Qr to a new quiver @Q/. Let us note that by construction, in each vertex
of the quiver @/, which corresponds to an arc of T', there are exactly two incoming
and two outgoing arrows. Suppose furthermore, that 7 is an arc on the surface
which does not belong to the triangulation 7. Then, one can associate to the arc
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v a graph G, as well as a loopstring w, and a module M (w,). In the following
definition we will extend the loopstring w., in a way that the new loopstring w’w
will contain all the information that P,,,, contains.

Definition 4.1.22. Let (S, M, P,T), be a triangulated punctured surface and Q/.
the extended quiver associated to that surface. Assume that v is a plain arc, which
does not belong to the triangulation T" and w, = aebucfd is the associated string,
where a, b, ¢, d are vertices of the quiver Q7., e, f are arrows and u is a substring of
w.

o If ¢ =—, then there exists exactly one vertex a’ of the quiver Q7. such that
locally, we have the following configuration: a — &’ on the quiver Q7.

o If ¢ =<, then there exist two vertices a’ and a” of the quiver @/, such
that locally, we have the following configuration a’ < a — a” and the arcs
associated to a,a” and b form a triangle on the surface S.

o If f =«, then there exists exactly one vertex d’ of the quiver @/ such that
locally, we have the following configuration: a — &’ on the quiver Q7.

o If f =—, then there exist two vertices d’ and d” of the quiver @/, such
that locally, we have the following configuration d’ < a — d” and the arcs
associated to d,d” and ¢ form a triangle on the surface S.

The extended string of w is defined to be the string
w!, = a’'aebucfdd’.

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 = a;...a, be a loopstring. The monomial associated
to the loopstring w is defined in the following way:

n
i=1

where, if a; corresponds to a simple in the socle of the module M (w) and simul-
taneously is part of the hook of the loopstring, then e; = 1, while otherwise e;
denotes the number of incoming arrows to a;.

Example 4.1.25. Let us take:
w=1—2—3« 4

or equivalently:
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Assume that the blossoming loopstring w’ is the following:
w=0—1-—234.

or equivalently:
1
0 2 4
3

Then, following definition. 4.1.24 we have that:
r(w) = zorirs.

Lemma 4.1.26. Let (S,M,P,T), be a triangulated punctured surface and Q' the
extended quiver associated to that surface. Assume that 7 is a plain arc, which
does not belong to the triangulation T'. Let P4, be the mazximal perfect matching
of the associated graph G and w, the associated loopstring of the arc . Then,
if ©(Pnaz) denotes the z-weight of the mazimal perfect matching Pz, as it is
classically defined, we have that

z(wy) = (Praz)-

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
Q’, 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 P,. If we
denote the new loopstring as w’ and compute (P, ), then we can see that:

o(Puy) = 2(Py)xpxq
Talc

where a,c € P,\P, and b,d € P,\P,. We can notice now that locally in the
quiver Q. we have the configuration appearing in figure 4.4. Therefore, by looking
at the local configuration around ¢ in the quiver Q% we can compute x(w’) given
z(w). Additionally, we can notice that since the new monomial depends only on
the local configuration of the quiver Q7., if z(w;) = z(wsz), removing the same
top ¢ from both modules w; and wy preserves the equality on the z-variables, i.e.

x(wi\t) = x(wa\t).
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N
N

Figure 4.4: By removing the top ¢ from the string w we obtain z(P,) =

z(Pw)mvszrv4

Tyy Tog

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 wi, wa, w3, wq, ws and wg as they were defined in 4.1.2. Then:
(w3 ®wy) = z(w1 ©ws),

and

r(ws ®wes) = x(w1 @ (w2\m))

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 vo # ¢ then:

x(hyuymurhs)

z(ws) = z(hjuymushy) = Ty(myT(v1ha)

T(V2h4) T s(05),

where t(m) denotes the last letter of the string m and s(vq) denotes the first letter
of the string vo, while if vo = ¢F then:

x(hlulmvlhg)

z(ws) = x(hjuymhy) = Y

1’(h4),

since then there is an extra term x(¢(m)) due to the fact that hy is following m.
Working now on the string w4 we take:

r(wy) = z(hguamuiha) = x(hauam)zymyz(viha).
Multiplying now z(ws) and z(wy), if v # & we take the following:
r(ws)r(wy) = x(hrurmuiho)x(vahy)Ts(p,) T (hauam) = x(hiurmuiho)x(hsugmuahy),
which is exactly z(wq)x(wsz), while if vo = ¢F we have:

r(ws)r(wy) = x(hruymuihg)x(hy)x(hauem)ymy = x(wi)w(ws).
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Theorem 4.1.29. Let (S, M, P,T) be a triangulated punctured surface, y1 a singly
notched arc on a puncture p and s a plain arc. Suppose that v and o cross on the
surface and let (y3,74) and (7s,7vs) be the two pairs of arcs obtained by smoothing
the crossing.

(i) If v1 and 2 have a non empty overlap, then:
Ty Ty = Ty T Y Ty, T,
where YT =Y (wy; @ (wa\m))\Y (w5 ® wg).

(ii) If v1 and vy have an empty overlap and a is the arrow appearing in definition
4.1.14, then we have the following cases.

(1) If a =<, then:
Ty Ty = TayToy + Y T 20,
where YT =Y (w1 ® (wa\r"))\Y (ws ® wg).
(2) If a =—, then:
Ty Ty = Y T Ly Ty + T T
where Y~ =Y (w1 @ (wa\r))\Y (w3 @ wy).

Proof. The proof of this theorem for the case () (resp. (i4)) 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 | |:

(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 (S, M, P,T) be a triangulated punctured surface, y1 a notched
arc on a puncture p and l° a loop. Suppose that v, and v, cross on the surface and
let v2 and ~y3 be the two arcs obtained by smoothing the crossing.
If v1 and v, have a non empty overlap, then:
Ty Tl = Ty + YJFCC'YS?

where YT =Y (m).
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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 (S, M, P) is a triangu-
lated punctured surface, and A is the Cluster algebra associated to it.

Suppose that there is a crossing between an arc y; and a loop 8 on the surface,

where 77 is notched tagged in at least one of its endpoints. We can then associate
a loopstring wy to 1 and a band string [ to 5.
In | ] 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 w; and [° are two abstract loopstrings and band
strings respectively, where w; possible contains a hook at its start or its end. As-
sume that wy; = hjuymhe and [° = bmaugb where u;, m are substrings, a,b are
arrows (which are opposite) and h; are hooks. We then say that wy and [° cross in
m.

The resolution of the crossing of wy and I° with respect to m are the loopstring
wo and ws which are defined as follows:

(i) Wy = hlulmu2mh2,

(ii) If uy # & then ws = hyuy (uy ') ha,
where (uy ')’ is such that uy' = (u;')’s where s is a maximal sequence of
direct arrows (inverse arrows) if a =— (resp. a =<«).
If Uy = @ then w3 = hl(ugl)”hg,
where (usy )" is such that u; ' = k(uy')'s where s is a maximal sequence of
direct arrows (inverse arrows) if a =— (resp. a =<) and k is a maximal
sequence of inverse arrows (direct arrows) if a =— (resp. a =«).

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 he. 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 hy in the loopstring w;. Since the substring m is attached to the hook
ho, locally there are two arrows connecting the last letter of m and the hook hs.
One incoming and one outgoing arrow. Therefore, since the last letter of m is also
connected to the substring us in [° through the arrow a, this arrow a as well as a
substring of uy are part of the hook hy. 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
[ ] 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 £ and s in the previous definition is
superfluous, since in the cases that h; and ho 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 wy =1«—9 —8«—7—5— 6 and
l=—=—"9—>8—7—>55—4—53—52—.

Then, following definition 4.2.2, we have that hy = &, uy = 1, m = 9 — 8§,
Uy =7—>5«—4—>3—2 a=—and hg =—>7—5— 6 —.

The resolution of the crossing of the loopstring wy and the loop I in m is the
following:

wp=1«—9—>58«—7—>5—4-—>53—2-—>59—>8—~7—5—6.
wg=1—>2«—3«—4—>5«—T7—6.

Proposition 4.2.5. Let wy,ws, w3 and l as they were defined in 4.2.2. Suppose
that my (resp. ms) is a proper submodule of wo (resp. ws). If my (resp. ma) is
reached from wy (resp. wa) by the sequence (a;),1 < i < n, then we can apply the
same sequence (a;) to the module wi @I (resp. w1 @®(w2\m)) to obtain a submodule
m} (resp. mb) 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 m; is a submodule of ws. If only one top was removed from ws to
generate the submodule m; it is clear by the construction of ws and the shape of
wy and [° that the simple which was removed, is also a top in one of the modules
associated to wy or [° and therefore removing it gives us a submodule of the module
w1 (—B °.

Assume now that m; is reached from ws by removing a sequence of simples
(a;),1 < i < n (which is, as we have stated already non-unique). By the inductive
assumption, removing the sequence (a;),1 < i < n — 1 from w; @ [° generates a
submodule of this module. In order to showcase how the induction works we first
need to do the following construction.

Construction:

If a; for 1 < i < n is simple in Ay or u; viewed as substrings of wsy then there is
a unique simple a; (up to embedding of submodules) in w; @ 1°, and therefore we
remove that unique one.

If a; is in m, there may be two choices depending on which a; we can remove from
w1 @1° since m appears in both. Additionally, notice that due to the local behavior
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of the hook hy (as it was discussed in Remark4.2.3), if a; is in hg or ug, it may
happen that the simple a; is also part of the hook ho or the substring us making
the choice of which simple to be removed from w; @ [° non-unique.

In those cases, we decide the following: If a; is the simple in m, removed from the
first copy of m in ws, then we remove a; from wy, while if the opposite happens,
we remove it from [°, if possible. If a; is in hy then we remove it from ho viewed
as the hook of wy while if a; is in us we remove it from us viewed as a substring
of 1°, 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 m! is the last letter of the string m and a, = m! removed from the
first copy of ws. Since a is an inverse arrow (making m; not a local top in ws),
ud which denotes the first letter of uy must have been one of the simples in the
sequence a; for 1 < i < n — 1. Therefore, following the steps of the previous con-
struction it should have been removed from us viewed as a substring of {°. This
would lead to a contradiction, when trying to remove m! from w; since it is still
not a local top. However, we know that ui = h} or ul = h} where h} (resp. h))
denotes the first (resp. last) letter of the hook hy. Therefore, by retracing the
removal of tops and removing u3 from the hook hs now, we take that m! is a local
top in wy and can be removed to produce a submodule of wy @ [°.

The above construction also proves the validity of the induction step, since we can
now always remove a,, from w; @ [°

The proof fro ms 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 ws.

Theorem 4.2.7. Let wy,ws, w3 and | as they were defined in 4.2.2. Then there
exists a bijection:

U SM(ws) | JSM (ws) — SM(wy ®1),

which is defined as follows:

1. If a =< then:

\IJ(IUQ) = W1 (—B l,

U(uy) = | 1) © b2\ OL ifma =# 3.
’11)3) = '
(h\k) ® (ha\s) ®1 ifu; = .
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2. If a =— then:

V(ws) = w1 @I,
U(w3) = w1 @ uz,

If w is a submodule of wo which is reached by the sequence {a;}1 < i < n, and W'
is the submodule of w1 @ wy which is reached by the same sequence, then we define:

U(w) =w'.
If w is a submodule of ws, then V(w) is defined in a similar way.

We will now prove that the map ¥ 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 ¥ as it was defined in 4.2.7 is an injection.

Proof. Let mq,mg € SM(w2) |J SM(ws) such that ¥(mq) = ¥(ms).

By construction of the map WU, if both my, mg € SM(ws) or my,mg € SM(ws),
then my; = mao.

Suppose that m; € SM(wz) and me € SM(ws). We will show that ¥(my) #
\I/(mg)

Assume that ¥(m;) = U(ms). We need to take cases:

e Suppose that a =—. Since m; € SM(ws), we know by construction of the
map VU, that there exists a sequence (a;),1 < i < n of simples, such that
when viewed as a loopstring ws\{a;} = m. By proposition 4.1.9 and by
construction of ¥, we have that U(mq) = ¥(ws)\{a;}.

Similarly, working on mg, there is a sequence (b;),1 < i < k, such that
my = (w3)\{b;} and W(mz) = W(ws)\{b;}.
However, since ¥(m;) = ¥(mz) we obtain:

U(wa2)\{a;} = V(ws)\{b:}.
Since ¥(wq) = wy @1, and ¥(w3) = w1 D ug, we further obtain that:
(w1 @ D\{a;} = (w1 @ u2)\{b:}-

The previous equality shows us that the sets {a;} and ({b;}|Jm) must be
equal. By Remark 4.1.8, we can deduce, that there must exist a sequence
{mj,,...mj,,b1,...,bx} leading from wy, @1 to ¥(ms). However, this also
implies that using the same sequence {mj, ,...m;,,b1,..., by}, we can go from
the module wsy to the module my. We will show that this is a contradiction.
Notice fist that ws contains two copies of the string m. it is easy to see that
we cannot remove a whole copy of m from ws since neither copy of m is a local
top of we. Suppose now that {m;,,...m; .} , where k < [, is removed from
the first copy of m in wy and {mj, ,,,...m;,} is removed from the second copy
of m in we. By the shape of ws obviously s(m) must be removed from the
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second copy of m. Furthermore suppose that m’ is the connected substring
of m which contains s(m) and contains a maximal sequence of direct arrows
in m. Then we can also see that ¢(m') must be removed from the second copy
of m in wo. Additionally since this is a maximal sequence of direct arrows we
also take that locally in m we have that t(m’) < s(m\m’). Therefore, since
t(m’) is removed from the second copy of m, s(m\m’) 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 m;,
1 <4 < I, must be removed from the second copy which is a contradiction.

e Suppose that a =«—. 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 Y 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 [ is a band. Then we can associate a monomial z(l) 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 wy,ws,ws and | as they were defined in 4.2.2. Then:
z(w2) = z(w1 1),
and

x(wy @ uz) if a =— .
Z‘(wg)l—[iﬂm(i) =1 z((hu) ® (h2\s)®1) if a =« andu # .
: 2((hi\k) ® (h2\s) ®1) ifa =« andu; = J.

Proof. We will show only one of these equalities since the proof for the others is
very similar.
Let us assume that ¢ =< and u; # J. Isolating the factor z(I°) we obtain:

x(lo) = x(mu2) = ‘r<m)z(u2)xs(m)xt(m)a

where s(m) and t(m) denote the first and last letter of the string m respectively
and the equality follows since a =« and therefore there ate two extra arrows in [°
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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 w; we obtain:

x(wr) = x(hi1u1) Ty, )r(mhs).
Simplifying on the left hand side we have:
z(wy) = x(hluluglhg) = x(hlul)xt(ul)x(m)xt(m)x(ugl)xs(m)x(mhg) = z(wq)x(1°),
which concludes the proof. |

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

Theorem 4.2.11. Let (S, M, P,T) be a triangulated punctured surface, v1 a notched
arc on a puncture p and 1° a loop. Suppose that v, and 7y cross on the surface and
let vo and 3 be the two arcs obtained by smoothing the crossing.

If v1 and v, have a non empty overlap, then:
Ty Tlo = Ty + Y+x“/37

where YT =Y (m).

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:

e 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 (S, M, P,T) be a triangulated punctured surface, v1 a notched
arc at a puncture p and v an arc which has an plain endpoint at the puncture p.
Let v3 and 4 be the two arcs obtained by smoothing the crossing. Then we have
that:

— +
Loy Lryy = Ly +Y Tryas

where YV 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 (S, M, P) is a punctured surface and T is a triangulation of
the surface. Let v and =2 be two arcs which have exactly one incompatible tagging
at a puncture p, and wy, ws the associated loopstring to each arc respectively. We
will say that v, and 7o have a regular incompatibility at the puncture p when
the arcs do not cross the same arc ¢ of the triangulation T before meeting at the
puncture p (Figure 4.5).
looking at the associated loopstrings or modules of the arcs v; and 7, 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 v is tagged at p and 7, is untagged at p, by considering
the extension w} of the loopstring we, we can notice that w; and w) share at least
one vertex, which must belong to the hook h of ~;.

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 w; and we are two abstract loopstrings such that
wy contains a hook at its end, while wo does not contain a hook at its end. Assume
that w1 = hiuihe and wy = hzus where u; are substrings and h; are hooks, with
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Y2

t,

Figure 4.5: Regular incompatibility at a puncture.

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

he # . Let also w) = hzusk be the extended loopstring of we with k € hy We
then say that wi and ws have a regular incompatibility at their endpoints.

Since k € ho we can write ho = sjakss where s; are not necessarily non empty
strings and a is an arrow. The resolution of the reqular incompatibility of w1 and
wy with respect to k are the loopstrings ws and w4 which are defined as follows:

(i) w3 = h1u181buz_1h51, where b is an opposite arrow to a.
(il) wy = h1u152cu2’1h2_1, 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 1 and 72 to create two new arcs 3 and 74 which follow 3 and 4
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 (S, M, P,T) is the triangulated surface depicted on
figure 4.6. Then we have that w1 = 2 — 5 «— 4 «— 3 and we = 6. Considering the
extension of ws we take wh = 6 — 4. Therefore, so far we have hy = &, uy = 2,
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h2=5<—4<—3, h3=@, UQ=6 and k = 4.
Notice that indeed k € ho and we can write hg = syaksy where s1 =5, s9 =4 «— 3
and a =<«.
Using Definition 4.53.2 we can resolve the regular incompatibility with respect to
k =5, by defining:

w3 =2—>5— 06,

’LU4=2<*3*>4<*6.

Remark 4.3.5. One can notice that the hooks hy and hs 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 «; until it "reaches” the puncture p and then we follow the path
of 79 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 wy @ ws and the submodules of
w3 and wy.

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 wy, we, w3 and wy as they were defined in 4.5.2. Suppose that
my (resp. ma) is a proper submodule of ws (resp wa). If my (resp. ma) is reached
from ws (resp. wy) by the sequence (a;),1 < i < n, then we can apply the same
sequence (a;) to the module wi\sa @ wa (resp. w; @ ws) to obtain a submodule m}
(resp. mb) of it.

Proof. Suppose that mg is a submodule of wy and it is reached by the sequence
(a;),1 <i < n. First of all, since k belongs to w), by definition we have that there
exists a right arrow t(wy) — k. Therefore, by the construction of wy, k is a socle.
This shows us that we can split the sequence (a;),1 < i < n w.lo.g. to two parts,
where the the sequence (a;),1 <4 < j is a sequence of removing tops from wuy Land
(a;),j +1 < i < nis a sequence of removing tops from the rest of wy. 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 sy are also part of the
sequence (a;),7 +1<i<n.

The previous argument is enough to show that we can also apply this same se-
quence to the module wy @ wo, since the two subsequences are independent of each
other.

Suppose now that ms is a submodule of w3 and it is reached by the sequence
(a;),1 < i < n. Notice that we want to show that we can apply the same sequence
not the the whole module w; @ we, but to the submodule of it wi\se @ we. Ad-
ditionally, it is easy to see that wi\ss = u; — s1. Therefore, we can again split
the sequence (a;),1 < ¢ < n into two smaller ones, (b;) = (a;),1 < i < j and
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(¢;) = (a;),5 +1 < i < n for some 0 < j < n, where (b;) consists of vertices only
of the string u; — s; while (¢;) consists of vertices only of the string u; — s1. It
is important to order them in that way, since any top of the substring u; — s1 in
w3 18 a top, but not necessarily any top of u;l is a top in ws. |

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 wy,ws, w3 and wy as they were defined in 4.5.2. Suppose
that my (resp. ma) is a proper submodule of ws (resp wy). If my (resp. ma) is
reached from ws (resp. wy) by the sequence (a;),1 < i < n, then we can apply the
same sequence (a;) to the module wi\s2 @ we (resp. wi @ wa) to obtain a unique
submodule m’ (resp. m}) of it.

Proof. the uniqueness of the modules m} and m} follows straightforwardly by the
construction of the modules as it was done in lemma 4.3.6, by noticing that the
two subsequences of (a;),j + 1 < i < 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 wy to submodules of wy @ wy we are now ready to construct the desired
bijection.

Theorem 4.3.8. Let wy,ws, w3 and wy as they were defined in 4.3.2. Then there
erists a bijection:

v SM(’LU3) U SM(’U)4) — SM(’LUl (—B ’wg),
which is defined as follows:

U(ws) = (wi\s2) ®wo,
U(wy) = wy @ wa,
If w is a submodule of ws which is reached by the sequence {a;}1 < i < n, and w’
the unique submodule of (w1\s2) @ we which is reached by the same sequence, then

we define:
U(w) =w'.

If w is a submodule of wy, then V(w) 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 ¥ as it was defined in Theorem 4.3.8 is an injection.
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Proof. Let my,mg € SM(ws) | JSM (wy) such that U(mq) = U(my).
By construction of the map W, if both mq, me € SM(ws) or my,ma € SM(wy),
then my; = ms.
We will now show that if m; € SM(ws) and mg € SM (wy4) then ¥(mq) # ¥(ms).
Assume that U(my) = ¥U(msg). Since ¥(my) = ¥(msg) and ¥(my) < wi\sa, by
construction of U if (b;),1 < i < n is a sequence of the simples removed to reach
U(ms), we must have that all the elements of the string sy must be contained in
that sequence (b;). Since there exists an arrow k « s(u; *) we deduce that s(uy!)
must also be an element of this sequence.
Assume now that (a;),1 < i < n is a sequence of the simples removed from m; to
reach W(m,). Since s(uy ') is part of the sequence (b;), it must be also part of the
sequence (a;), since otherwise we could not have ¥(m;) = ¥(ms). However, this
in turn means that ¢(u) as well as the whole string s; must belong to the sequence
(a;), since there is a sequence of direct arrows starting from t(u;) and going at least
until s(u; '). The above arguments gives us that the module ¥(m;) = ¥(msy) does
not contain any element of the hook h3. However this means that a submodule of
wy is mapped to a module which does not contain any element of the hook hs which
is impossible by the construction of the map ¥ and the fact that the elements of
the string s; are not in wy. (Basically submodules of wy are always mapped to
elements which contain the whole string s;).

|

Proof of Theorem 4.3.8. The fact that ¥ is a bijection follows immediately from
the fact that ¥ 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 (S, M, P) is a punctured surface and T is a triangulation of the
surface. Let 77 and -2 be two arcs which have exactly one incompatible tagging
at a puncture p, and w1, wy the associated loopstring to each arc respectively. We
will say that vy, and 7, have a grafting incompatibility at the puncture p when the
arcs cross the same arc t of the triangulation 1" 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 w; and ws are two abstract loopstrings such
that w; contains a hook at its end, while wy does not contain a hook at its end.
Assume that wi; = hiuiamhs and we = hzusm where u; and m are substrings, h;
are hooks, with hs # J and «a is an arrow. We then say that w; and wy have a
grafting incompatibility at their endpoints.

The resolution of the grafting incompatibility of w; and ws are the loopstrings
ws and wys which are defined as follows:

(i) w3 = hyuymhom ™ uy !,

(i)

hluleuglhg if uy,us # & and where e is an opposite arrow to a.
wy = { hyu} ifu; # & and ugy = .
uhhg if ug # @ and u; = .

where v is such that u; = wj7’ where r” is a maximal sequence of inverse
arrows and u is such that us = ufr” where 77 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 =3
and -4 one can notice that there is a fan (in this example it consists of only the
arc 4), which fan the arc -4 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 (S, M, P,T) is the triangulated surface that appears
on Figure 4.8.
Then we have that w; = 2 — 5 «— 4 «— 3 and wy =7 «— 1 «— 2. Using Definition
4.3.10 and since we can write uy =7 < 1 as up = ujr’ where uy =7 and v’ =1,
we have:

Wy =T 123452,

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 wy is defined in the resolution, since similar arguments and constructions can
be given for the rest of the cases.

Lemma 4.3.12. Let wi,ws, w3 and wy as they were defined in Definition 4.53.10
with uy = . Suppose that my (resp. ma) is a proper submodule of ws (resp wy).
If my (resp. ma) is reached from ws (resp. wy) by the sequence (a;),1 < i < n,
then we can apply the same sequence (a;) to the module w1 @ wa (resp. wi @ uh)
to obtain a submodule m’ (resp. mb) of it.

Proof. Suppose that ms is a submodule of wy and it is reached by the sequence
(a;),1 < i < n. One can easily see we can just take out the same sequence from
the module wy @ uf, by applying the sequence only to ufy < wy @ us.

Suppose now that m, is a submodule of w3 and it is reached by the sequence
(a;),1 < i < n. The only tricky part of this case is the duplication of the string m
in ws, 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 w; or ws.

W.lo.g. let hog = 21,...,2, and w1 = hjuym — x < --- < x1. We then have
that w3 = hjuym — xp «— -+ «— 11 — m_lugl. It is now easy to see that if the
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sequence (a;) does not contain any of the elements in the set {x1,...,2;} then if
a; is in hi,u1, ha, ug or m for some 1 < j < n, then there is a unique and obvious
choice for the same element to be removed from w; @ wo. Assume now that there
is at least one a; € hy for some 1 < j < n. Then this implies also that zj € (a;)
since it is locally a top. Therefore we must remove also x from h,, viewed as a
hook of w1, which makes m locally a top in w; when viewed next to hy. Therefore
when we are removing elements twice from both the substrings m of w3 we can
also remove the same elements from w; or we 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 wi,ws, w3 and w4 as they were defined in 4.5.10 with
up = . Suppose that my (resp. ms) is a proper submodule of ws (resp wy). If my
(resp. ma) is reached from ws (resp. wy) by the sequence (a;),1 < i < n, then we
can apply in a unique the same sequence (a;) to the module w; ®wsy (resp. wi Dul)
to obtain a submodule m} (resp. mb) of it.

Proof. The uniqueness of the module m} 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 w;, and remove the same tops from u), when viewed as a
submodule of wy @ uj. [ ]

Having established that there is a unique way of passing from submodules of
w3 and wy to submodules of w; @ wy we are now ready to construct the following
bijection.

Theorem 4.3.14. Let wy,ws, w3 and wy as they were defined in 4.3.10. Then
there exists a bijection:

v SM(w3) U SM(U)4) i SM(w1 @ ’wg),
which is defined as follows:
U (ws) = wy @ wa,
U (ws) = w1 @ u,

If w is a submodule of ws which is reached by the sequence {a;}1 < i < n, and w’
the unique submodule of (w1\s2) @ we which is reached by the same sequence, then
we define:

U(w) =w'.
If w is a submodule of wy, then V(w) 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 ¥ as it was defined in Theorem 4.3.14 is an injec-
tion.
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Proof. Let my,mg € SM(ws) | JSM (wy) such that U(mq) = U(my).

By construction of the map W, if both mq, me € SM(ws) or my,ma € SM(wy),
then my; = ms.

We will now show that if m; € SM(ws) and mg € SM (wy4) then ¥(mq) # ¥(ms).
Assume that ¥(mq) = ¥U(mgy) and let (a;),1 < i < n be a sequence of the simples
removed from m; to reach ¥(my).

Since wq = uf we take that all the elements of 7’ and m must belong to the se-
quence (a;). However for this to happen, the sequence (a;) should contain at least
one element from the hook, since ' and m are not a top of the module ws. How-
ever in turn this would give us that there is a submodule of w4 = u) which is not
mapped to wy; @ m” for m” a submodule of wy, which gives us a contradiction by
the construction of the map V.

Proof of Theorem 4.3.14. The fact that ¥ is a bijection follows immediately from
the fact that ¥ 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 wy,wq, w3 and wy as they were defined in 4.3.2. Then:
x(ws) = x((wi\s2) ® wa),

and
x(wg) = x(w B ws)

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:

z(hyuy — s1)x(uy ths)

(E(’w?,) = x(h1u1 — 51 — k <—2_1 hd) = o

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

.%‘(’LUQ) _ $(h3U2) 7
Tk
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and therefore we take that

z(ws) = x((w1\s2) ®w2),

as we wanted to show.
[ |

Theorem 4.3.17. Let (S, M, P,T) be a triangulated punctured surface, v1 a notched
arc at a puncture p and v an arc which has an plain endpoint at the puncture p.
Let v3 and 4 be the two arcs obtained by smoothing the crossing.

(i) If v1 and v2 have a regular incompatibility at the puncture p, then:
Ty Ty = Ty + Y T2,
where YT =Y (s1).
(i) If v1 and v have a grafting incompatibility at the puncture p, then:
Ty Ty = Ty + Y,
where YT =Y (wq).

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 g and a plain
arc with its endpoints in the same punctures p and ¢. Additionally we could have
two singly notched arcs, which have both of their endpoints in the same punctures
p and ¢, 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 ~q,
which has a tagging at its endpoints p and ¢, and a plain arc «o 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 ¢ 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 74 and 4, 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:

Ly Ty = HI% + Ygl‘,yé =Y (Y1+61 + }/1_52) + YQ(Y2+53 + }/2_54).

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:

Loy Ty = Yll"y{ + Ygx,yé =Y (Y1+(51 + Yl_(SQ) + YQ(Y2+53 + }/2_(54).

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 [.

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:

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

e 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 (S, M, P,T) be a triangulated punctured surface, y1 a double
notched arc at two puncture p and q, and 2 an arc which has an plain endpoint at
the puncture p. Let v3, Y4, 75 and 5 be the four arcs obtained by smoothing the
incompatibilities at the two punctures. Then we have that:

Ly Ly, = Y1Y171‘73 + Y1Y1+3:’74 + Y2Y27'r’)'5 + Y2Y2+x767

where Y1,Y2, Y, , Y7, Yot and Y, are monomials on y-variables and in each pair
(Y1,Y2), (Y;5,Y7) and (Y5",Y,) 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 (S, M, P) is a punctured surface and T is a triangulation of the
surface. Let v; and 72 be two arcs which have two incompatible taggings at the
punctures p and g, and w1, ws are the associated loopstring of each arc respectively.
We will say that v; and - have a regular incompatibility at the puncture p when
the arcs cross the same arc t3 of the triangulation 7" 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 ¢; and ¢y of the triangulation T" before
meeting at the puncture ¢ (Figure 4.11).

Definition 4.4.2. Suppose that w; and we are two abstract loopstrings such that
wy contains two hooks at its endpoints, while ws does not contain any hook at its
endpoints. Assume that wy = hyuymhe and wy = usm where u;, m are substrings
and h; are hooks, with hy, he # . Let also w) = ajusm be the extended loop-
string of wy with a; € he and wf = asusm be the extended loopstring of the dual
of wo with a; € ho. We then say that w; and wo have a regular incompatibility at
p and a grafting incompatibility at q.

Since a1, as € hy we have that hy = hlajash] where b} and h] are not neces-
sarily non empty strings. The resolution of the incompatibilities of w; and ws are
the bandstrings w3, wy, ws and wg which are defined as follows:

(i) wg = a1hjuymhamus,
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(il) w§ = a1hjuq,
(i) wg = azhfuyimhamus,
(iv) wg = aghfuy.

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 (S, M, P,T) is the triangulated surface depicted on
Figure 4.12. We then have that:

w =6—-5-4-3-2-1—10-11—-9« 12— 14— 13,

wy=7—5—->8—>9« 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:

hi=6—-5—-4->3->2->1,

ho =14 — 13,
up =10 — 11,
Upg =7—> 95— 8§,
m =9« 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 wh and wh respectively, which
are as follows:

why=4«T7—>5->8—>9 12,

wh=3—>T7—>5—>8—>9«12.

Looking at the above extended strings we see that a1 = 4 and as = 3 which are
indeed part of hy. Therefore, we can rewrite hy = hiajashy where:

B} =6 —5,
i =2-—1.

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

wg=—3-2->1-10-11-9— 12145131259« 85«7 «,
W =—3-52->1—10-11-58—5—7«,

wg=—>4-5—6—-10-11-9—12-—14-513—12>9—8 57—,
wg=—>4<5—6—->10->11->8—5—7—,

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 u; and us
are empty and aj,as are located at the start or the end of the hook hy. 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 (S, M, P,T) is the triangulated surface depicted on
Figure 4.14. We then have that:

w=3—>2—>1—4->55>56«7«8§,
wy =4 — 5.
It is easy to see that in this case we have that:
hy=3—-2-1,
ha =6« 7« 8§,
m =4 —b5.

while uy and ug 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:

and wg = hy, ws = ho and wg = .

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 a; and as 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 a; to as 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 a,
to as in the hook h;j.

Proposition 4.4.7. Let wy,ws, w3, wy, ws and wg as they were defined in 4.4.2.
Suppose that m; is a proper submodule of w; for 1 < ¢ < 4, and without loss of
generality assume that the local configuration of the hook hy is a1 < as. If ms
is reached from ws by the sequence (b;),1 < i < n, then we can apply the same
sequence (a;) to the module wy @ wq to obtain a unique submodule m} of it.

The same statement is true by adjusting the following:

The module my is reached by applying the sequence to the module (w1\mha) @ wa.
The module ms is reached by applying the sequence to the module (w1\a1h}) ® wa.
The module mg is reached by applying the sequence to the module ((w1\a1h})\mhs)®
wa.
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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 m; and sequences (b;),1 < i < n, we can apply the same sequence in the
associated submodule of w1 @ wq to obtain a new submodule m)

Proof. We will prove this statement indicatively only for one of the four cases.
Let us assume that mj is a submodule of w3 and is reached by the sequence
(b;),1 < i < n. We need to show that we can apply the same sequence to wy @ ws
and obtain a submodule m/} of it.

First of all, suppose that there are simples in a;h} that are part of the sequence.
By construction since locally in w; we have a1 < asg, therefore the h) contains
the top of the hook. Therefore, by an iterative process of applying the sequence
on wi @ ws 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 w; @ ws.
The cases in which we have to remove a top from u; or us are obviously straight-
forward too, since the local configuration in both modules w3 and w; @ ws 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 hy. 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 wy, we, w3, wy, ws and we as they were defined in 4.4.2. Then
there exists a bijection:

v SM(wg) U SM(’U)4) U SM(U)5) U SM(UJG) i SM(w1 &) wg),
which is defined as follows:

U(ws) = wy @ wa,
U(wy) = (w1\mha) @ wa,
¥ (ws) = (wi\a1h}) @ wa,
U(wg) = ((wi\a1h})\mhsa) @ ws.
If m is a submodule of ws which is reached by the sequence {a;}1 < i < n, and m’
the unique submodule of (w1\s2) @ we which is reached by the same sequence, then

we define:

U(m) =m'.
If m is a submodule of wa, ws or we, then W(m) is defined in a similar way.

Proof. The fact that U is a bijection follows from Proposition 4.4.10 and Remark
4.1.13.
|
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Proposition 4.4.10. The map V¥ 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 w;, 3 < ¢ < 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 ws takes out a different part of the hook h; or mhsg
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 wy 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 wy 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 =— a; — -+ — a,, —. Then the
monomial associated to the bandstring w is defined to be:

z(w)=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:

z(w) = 1+ y1Y2y3Ya.

Proposition 4.4.14. Let wi,ws, w3, ws, ws and wg as they were defined in 4.4.2.
Then:

x(ws) = z(w; B ws),
z(wg) = 2((w1\mha) ® w2)),
z(ws) = x((wi\a1h}) @ wa),

z(we) = z((wi\a1hy)\mha) @ ws).

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 (S, M, P,T) be a triangulated punctured surface, y1 a double
notched arc at the puncture p and q and v a plain arc which has its endpoints also
at the punctures p and q. Suppose that v3,7v4,7s and vg are the bands obtained by
resolving the incompatibilities at the punctures. Then:

x"/l x’Yz = Y(m)Y(CLQh/QI)x’Y?, + Y(G'th)x’m + x% + Y(m)x’YG'

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:

e a single notched generalized arc with a self-crossing,
e 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 | ]. 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 [ ] 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 (S, M, P,T) be a triangulated punctured surface and v1 a self
intersecting arc. Let c¢1 and co be the two multicurves obtained by smoothing the
crossing. Then we have that:

_ +
Ty = Ty +Y 7 Ty,

where Yt is a monomial on y-variables.

4.5.1 Resolution of regular self incompatibility of a doubly
notched arc

Suppose that (S, M, P,T) is a triangulated punctured surface and let v 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 4. 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 = huyambusem ™ dush where u; 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 regqular self-crossing in the opposite direction in m.

The resolution of the self crossing of w with respect to m are the loopstrings ws, w34
and the band wg which are defined as follows:
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Figure 4.18: Regular self crossing of a doubly notched arc in the opposite direction.

® W3y = hulamc_luglb_lm_ldu?,h,

e w5 = huieugh, where e is a direct arrow,

o w§ = uj.

Assume now that w = huyambuscmdugh where u;, m, a, b, ¢, 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 ws4 and
the bands wg, wg which are defined as follows:

e w3 = hujamdush,
o wji = cmbuac,

o Wl = (uz —up) — (uy '), where (uz —up)’ is the string uz subtracting the
string u; and the intersection of ug and ug, while (uy )’ is the inverse of the
string uo subtracting the intersection of us and us.

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 (S, M, P,T) is the triangulated surface appearing in
Figure 4.18. Let vy, be the red arc appearing in the same figure. Then the string
wy corresponding to 1 is the following:

W =1-22—3-8-29 75101211 -8«
—4+—5+—6->T—5—-4—3<—1->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 wi in the
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following substrings:

h=1+«2,

u; = 3,
U =9 «—T7«—5«— 10« 12 « 11,
Ug=4—5—6—->7—5—->43.

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

w3y=1-2<—3<8<11->512—-10—->5—->7—9
84 F5eboT«5ode3—1—>2,
ws=1->2<3 545« 6->T7T«5—-4—3—1->2

W =—9—T—5—10—12 11 —.

It is easy to see that the loopstrings/bands wsq, ws.wg in the resolution correspond
to the respective arcs/loops ~ys4,7s,7v8 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 wy, wsa, ws and w§ as they were defined in Definition 4.5.2,
where wy has a self intersection m in the opposite direction. Suppose that my is a
proper submodule of wsy. If my is reached from wsy by the sequence (b;),1 <i < n,
then we can apply the same sequence (a;) to the module wy to obtain a unique
submodule m} of it.

Similarly, assuming that ma is a proper submodule of ws @ w§ and is reached from
ws @ w by the sequence (b;),1 < i < n, we can apply the same sequence (a;) to
the module w1 —m = hui @ uscm ™ Ydush to obtain a unique submodule m} of it.

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

Proposition 4.5.5. Let wy,ws, w) and wgg as they were defined in Definition 4.5.2,
where wy has a self intersection m in the same direction. Suppose that my is a
proper submodule of ws @ wgi. If my s reached from ws @ wi by the sequence
(b;),1 < i < n, then we can apply the same sequence (a;) to the module wy to
obtain a unique submodule m'; of it.

Similarly, assuming that mq is a proper submodule of wgy and is reached from wg
by the sequence (b;),1 < i < n, we can apply the same sequence (a;) to the module
ugemd(us — uy)’, to obtain a unique submodule m} 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 m; and sequences (b;),1 < i < n, we can apply the same
sequence in the associated submodule of wy to obtain a new submodule m)
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Proof. Let us assume first that the self intersection is in the opposite direction.

If my is a submodule of w3, 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, us, uzh is the same.

If my is a submodule of ws @wg, having removed the substring m from the module
w; we can again easily see that each top removed from ws @ wg has an obvious
counterpart from hu, @ usem ™ 'dush.

Suppose now that the self intersection is in the same direction. The only interesting
case is when we consider m; to be a submodule of wg; when w has a self intersection
in the same direction m. However, even this case is straightforward since us and
uf are local tops in ugemd(us — u1)’, due to the ¢ being a direct arrow and d an
inverse arrow. ]

Theorem 4.5.7. Let wi,wsq, ws and w§ as they were defined in Definition 4.5.2,
where wy has a self intersection m in the opposite direction. Then there exists a
bijection:

U: SM(wsq) | SM (ws @ wg) — SM(wy),
which is defined as follows:
U(w3q) = wy,
U(ws @ wg) = huy @ usem” tdush.

If m is a submodule of wsy which is reached by the sequence {a;}1 < i < n, and m’
the unique submodule of wi which is reached by the same sequence, then we define:

U(m) =m'.
If m is a submodule of ws ® wg, then ¥(m) is defined in a similar way.

Let also w1, ws,w) and wgs as they were defined in Definition 4.5.2, where w;
has a self intersection m in the same direction. Then there exists a bijection:

O: SM(ws @ wf) | JSM(wgs) — SM(w),
which is defined as follows:
U(ws @ wy) = wr,
U(wg) = ugm(ug —up)’.

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

Proposition 4.5.8. The maps V 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 az-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 (S, M, P,T) be a triangulated punctured surface, v1 a doubly
notched arc at a puncture p which has a self crossing. Then:

(i) If the overlap m in v1 occurs in the opposite direction, then:
Ty, = Ty, + Y Ty 20,
where Yt =Y (m).
(ii) If the overlap m in v1 occurs in the same direction, then:
Ty = TogTyo + Y+x7g6,

where YT =Y (m)Y (ug N ug).

4.5.2 Resolution of grafting self incompatibility of a doubly
notched arc

We will now deal with the case where a tagged arc v in a triangulated punctured
surface (S, M, P,T) 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  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={z1,...,2,},2 < n, at both of its endpoints.

Assume that wi = huyxpazgiush where 1 < k <n —1 and a =<. Then, we say
that w has a grafting incompatibility at xj, Tri1-

The resolution of the grafting incompatibility at xpxi41 is defined to be the loop-
strings 734, v5 and the bandstring ¢ which are defined as follows:

—1
e w34 = huy T 1u2h,

o w5 = h(uz)'h, where (u2)’ = ug — (uz N h),
o wl = (zpuyt)e.

Remark 4.5.11. In Definition 4.5.10 the string (uz)’ is basically defined to be the
string uo if we subtract the common elements of us and h.

Additionally as a reminder of the notation used in the above definition, if u is a
string then we denote by u° 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 (S, M, P,T) is the triangulated surface appearing
in Figure 4.19. Let 1 be the red arc appearing in the same figure. Then the string
wy corresponding to 1 is the following:
w=3—-2—->1->7-6—->5—->4—11—->12—>3«4
—H—-10-9«—8>1«—2—3—4—5H—6«T.
Following Definition 4.5.10 we see that there is a grafting incompatibility at 3,4.
Breaking down the string wy we also see the following:
h=1—23—4«<5—06<7,
Uy = 12 « 11,
Uy =5— 10 «— 9 « 8.
Our goal is to resolve this grafting incompatibility using Definition 4.5.10. For

that, let us first compute uby. According to our definition, uf should not contain the
common elements of us and h, so in our case this is just 5. Therefore:

up =10 < 9 < 8.
We are now ready to compute the resolution:
wyyy=2—->1-7-6—-5-4—-3—12-—11—->4«5
- 10982123 —4—5—6«171,
ws=5—-4—-3-2->1-7T-6<—10<9

wg =—3«— 12— 11 «.

It is now easy to see that the loopstrings/bandstrings wsa, ws.wg in the resolution
correspond to the respective arcs/loops 34, V5,78 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 w; and on
the other hand the submodules of w34 and ws @ wg is built, since all the arguments
and ideas are following preexisting results.

Theorem 4.5.13. Let wi, w34, ws and w§ as they were defined in Definition 4.5.10,
where wy has a grafting incompatibility at xy, 1. Then there exists a bijection:

U: SM(wsq) U SM(ws ®wg) — SM(w),
which is defined as follows:
U(wza) = (h — zp)burrpazy1uzh,
U(ws ®wg) = wy,

where (h—xy) is the substring Tp—1 — -+ — xp+1 and b =<—. If m is a submodule
of wsy which is reached by the sequence {a;}1 < i < n, andm’ the unique submodule
of wy which is reached by the same sequence, then we define:

U(m) =m'.
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Figure 4.19: Grafting self crossing of a doubly notched arc.

If m is a submodule of ws ® wg, then ¥(m) 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 (S, M, P,T) be a triangulated punctured surface, v1 a doubly
notched arc at a puncture p which has a self crossing at the first triangle of T that
Y1 passes through. Then there is a grafting incompatibility and we the smoothing
of the intersection is the following:

_ +
Ty = Ty, + Y L5 Tryg s

where YT =Y (zrxp41)Y (u2 N h).
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