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Ayaka Shimizu*and Yoshiro Yaguchif
January 6, 2026

Abstract

We study the crossing matrix of a braid and introduce a polynomial
invariant for braid systems that is invariant under Hurwitz equivalence.
As an application to the study of surface braids and surface links, we also
define an invariant that can be used as an indicator of the necessity of
Euler fusion or fission between braid systems.

1 Introduction

The Hurwitz action plays an important role in the study of surface braids and
surface links. Let G be a group, and let G™ denote the n-fold direct product of
G. For g,h € G, we define an operation * on G by g+ h = h™'gh € G. The
Hurwitz action is defined by a natural right action of B,, on G™ as

(91,927~-~7gn) c 0 = (91,---7gi71,9i+1,gi *gi+1;gi+2>---agn)7

(91,927~-~,9n) : O'i_l = (91,---,gi71,9i+1 * (9{1),9i,9i+2,~--,gn)

for each i € {1,2,...,n— 1}, where o; is the i'" standard generator of B,,. Two

elements g and g? of G™ are said to be Hurwitz equivalent and are denoted by
_ Hur

g v ¢ if they are related by a Hurwitz action.

When G is a braid group B,,, a complete classification of elements of G"
up to Hurwitz equivalence yields a complete classification of surface braids,
that is the two-dimensional version of the classical braids, of degree m with n
branch points up to “equivalence”. From a computational viewpoint, determin-
ing Hurwitz equivalence is difficult. In fact, the Hurwitz equivalence problem
is undecidable in general (see, e.g., [7]). This motivates the search for effective,
computable invariants of Hurwitz equivalence classes.
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A crossing matriz, introduced in [4], is a matrix whose entries represent the
crossing information between the strands of a braid. Using the crossing matrix,
several conjugacy invariants of braids were proposed in [9]. It is natural to
extend these invariants to braid systems be (Bm)™. In Section 6, we construct
new invariants of braid systems. In particular, we define the characteristic
polynomial P(b) of a braid system b € (B,,)" and prove that P(b) is invariant
under Hurwitz equivalence. The following theorem is proved in Section 6.

Theorem 1. Let bl € (By,)". If b~ ¥, then P(b) = P().

For example, let b = (010203_1,03,02_1,01_1), Vo= (0102_103,03_1,02,01_1) €
(By)*. Their characteristic polynomials are given by P(b) = z'¢ — 5al4 +
10212 — 10210 + 528 — 28 and P(V) = 6 — 9z + 8213 + 1822 — 24z —
10210 4 242° — 328 — 827 + 32°. Hence, by the contrapositive of Theorem 1, we

_, Hur _, R -
conclude that b 4 b'. Note that b and b have the same “trace product” and
the same “monodromy group” (see Example 9 for more details). This example
shows that P(b) is an effective invariant in practice. Moreover, P(b) is easy to
compute.
The characteristic polynomial P(b) of a braid system b € (B,,)" admits a

factorization into mn linear expressions as P(b) = (z —ay)(x — az) ... (T — mn)
with real constant terms aq,as,...,am, € R (Corollary 2). Let E(g) be the
multiset of the constant terms ai,as, ..., am, except for 0,+1. We apply this
E(b) to the study of (orientable and oriented) surface links, that is a closed
oriented surface embedded in R*. Kamada proved that every surface link can
be obtained as the closure of some surface braid ([6]). Kamada also proved
that if two braid systems b and ¥ represent “equivalent” surface links, then
they are related by a finite sequence of a Hurwitz action, global conjugation,
stabilization/destabilization, and Euler fusion/fission (see Sections 7 and 6 for

details). The following theorem is shown in Section 6.

Theorem 2. Let l_;, V be braid systems. If they are related by a finite sequence
of a Hurwitz action, global conjugation, and stabilization/destabilization, then
E(b) =E).

Take two braid systems b and b’ which represent equivalent surface links. As a
consequence of Theorem 2, if E(b) # E(V), then any sequence of a Hurwitz ac-
tion, global conjugation, stabilization/destabilization, and Euler fusion/fission
between b and & must contain an Euler fusion/fission. Thus, E(b) can be used
as an indicator for the necessity of Euler fusion or fission for a given pair of
braid systems, as shown in Example 10 in Section 7.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review braids
and the crossing matrix. In Section 3, we recall the conjugacy invariants derived



from the crossing matrix. In Section 4, we explore the characteristic polynomial
of braids. In Section 5, we review the Hurwitz action and Hurwitz equivalence.
In Section 6, we construct Hurwitz invariants on braid systems and prove The-
orems 1 and 2. In Section 7, we recall surface braids and surface links and see
an example of Theorem 2.

2 Braids and crossing matrix

In this section, we briefly review braids, braid groups, and the crossing matrix
introduced in [4].

Throughout this paper, we work in the PL category. A geometric m-braid
(m > 2) consists of m strands attached to two horizontal bars in R?, where each
strand runs monotonically from the upper bar to the lower bar with respect
to the vertical coordinate. Two geometric m-braids are said to be equivalent
if they are sent to each other by an ambient isotopy of R? which fixes the two
horizontal bars pointwise. For geometric m-braids b and ¢, we define the braid
product bc by the geometric m-braid obtained by placing b above ¢ so that the
endpoints of b on the lower bar coincide with those of ¢ on the upper bar.

An m-braid diagram B of a geometric m-braid b is a projection of b onto R?
in general position (so that all crossings are transverse double points), equipped
with over/under information at each crossing, as shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1: A braid diagram.

In this paper, the equivalence class of a geometric m-braid is simply called
an m-braid. Let B,, be the m-braid group, that is, the set of m-braids with the
group operation naturally induced by the braid product. For 1 < i < m — 1,
o; is the m-braid which has the diagram depicted in Figure 2 and we call it
the it" standard generator of B,,. It is well-known that B,, has the following
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Figure 2: The generators o; and o, L



presentation ([1], [2]):

_ 0i0j0; = 0005 ([i —j| =1),

For example, the braid which has the diagram in Figure 1 is expressed as
0101051 € Bs, or equivalently 0%051 € Bs.

We recall the definition of the crossing matrix introduced in [4]. For a
braid or braid diagram, we call the strand that has the upper endpoint at the
kth position from the left the k" strand. The crossing matriz was defined by
Burillo, Gutierrez, Krsti¢ and Nitecki in [4] (see also [5]) as follows. Let B be
an m-braid diagram. The crossing matrix C'(B) is an m X m matrix with zero
diagonal entries. Its (i,7)-entry is defined as the number of positive crossings
minus the number of negative crossings between the i'" and j** strands, where
the i'" strand passes over the j'* strand. (See Figure 3.) Since the crossing
matrix is unchanged by the relation o;0; L= o; Lo, = id B,, and two relations
in the presentation of B,, in Section 1, the crossing matrix does not depend on
the choice of a braid diagram B for each braid b. This enables us to define the
crossing matrix C(b) of a braid b as C(b) = C(B) for any diagram B of b.

1 2 3 Ly s
B 1fol1]o

2(1]ol-1
y - 3lolo]o

Figure 3: A braid diagram and its crossing matrix.

For each m-braid b, the braid permutation of b is the permutation on (1,2, ...,m)
that is associated to the correspondence from the upper endpoints to the lower
endpoints of the strands of b. For example, the braid permutation of the braid
in Figure 3 is (1 g g) since the 1¢, 24, 374 strands have the endpoints at the 15¢,
374, 24 position at the bottom. A pure braid is a braid whose braid permutation

is trivial. The following proposition was proved in [4] for pure braids.

Proposition 1 ([4]). The crossing matrix of a pure braid is symmetric.

3 Conjugacy invariants of braids

Here we review and explore conjugacy invariants of braids that are proposed in

[9].



Definition 1. Two braids b,b" € B,, are said to be conjugate and denoted by

b AN =bxa (= a='ba) for some a € By,.

Definition 2. Two m X m matrices M and N are said to be permutation
equivalent, denoted by M PE™ N, if N is obtained from M by applying the
same permutation to both its rows and columns. Equivalently, N = P~'MP

for some m X m permutation matrix P.

1 2 3 5 4 6
Example 1. The matrices |4 5 6| and [2 1 3| are permutation equiv-
7 8 9 8 7 9

alent since they are related by the permutation switching the 1st and 2nd rows
and columns.

It was shown in [9] that C(b) "™ C(V') when b is pure and b "X’ o', In general,
let r be the order of the braid permutation of a braid b. Then b" is a pure braid
and we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 2 ([9]). Let b be a braid whose order of the braid permutation is

r I b S then C(b7) PN C(()").

Example 2. For the two braids b = 0102051 and V' = 0105103 € By in Figure
4, the orders of their braid permutations are both 4, and we obtain the matrices

0010 0 1 -1 1

4 _ 0 O O ]- N4 _ ]. O ]. 71
ce) = 1.0 00 , C()7) = -1 1 0 1
01 00 1 -1 1 0

Since C(b*) is not permutation equivalent to C'((b')*), we conclude that b is not
conjugate to b’ by the contrapositive of Proposition 2.

1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
+ +
- +
b b’

Figure 4: Braids b = 010905 ' and b/ = 0105 o3.
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In Example 2, it was easy to see that C(b*) p% C((b')*) since the entries are not
the same. For some cases, it is not easy to determine whether two matrices are
permutation equivalent or not. By the well-known fact that the rank, determi-
nant and characteristic polynomial are invariant of the permutation equivalent
classes for square matrices, the following proposition follows from Proposition
2.

Proposition 3 ([9]). Let r be the order of the braid permutation of a braid b.
The rank, determinant, characteristic polynomial, and eigenvalues of C'(b") are
invariant under conjugation.

Example 3. For the pair of conjugate braids b = 030{104 and bV = 04030{1
shown in Figure 5, we have det(C(b%)) = det(C((0')®)) = —144. The character-
istic polynomials of C(b%) and C((b')%) are both 2° — 2123 — 1622 + 108z + 144 =
(x —4)(z — 3)(z + 2)%*(z + 3).

1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
p?
- a _)+
b b'

Figure 5: Conjugate braids b = 0301_104 and b = 040301_1.

Example 4. For the braids b = 0102051 and bV = 0105103 in Example 2,
we obtain det(C'(b*)) = 1, det(C((v')*)) = —3. The characteristic polynomials
of C(bY), C((b)*) are 2t — 222 +1 = (x + 1)%(x — 1)%, 2 — 622 + 8z — 3 =
(z — 1) (x + 3), respectively.

In the following proposition, further conjugacy invariants are obtained from
Proposition 2 in the same way to [12] as permutation-equivalence invariants.

Proposition 4. Let r be the order of the braid permutation of a braid b. The
multiset ST(b) (resp. S¢(b)) consisting of the multisets of the entries in each
row (resp. column) of C'(b") is invariant under conjugation. The multiset S(b)
of the entries of C'(b") is also invariant under conjugation.

Example 5. For the braid b shown in Figure 3, we have SE(b) = SC(b) =
{{0,1,1},{1,0,—1},{1,—-1,0}} and S(b) = {—1,-1,0,0,0,1,1,1,1}.

From the next section, we focus on the characteristic polynomial of C(b"), which
is reasonable to deal with and contains the information of the determinant and
eigenvalues.



4 Characteristic polynomials of braids

We investigate the characteristic polynomial of the crossing matrix C(b") for a
braid b with order of the braid permutation r.

Definition 3. The characteristic polynomial of b € B,,, denoted by P(b), is
the characteristic polynomial of the crossing matrix C(b"), where r is the order
of the braid permutation of b. That is, P(b) = det (I — C(b")), where I is the
m x m identity matrix.

As shown in Proposition 3, P(b) is invariant under the conjugation. The follow-
ing propositions hold (see Examples 3 and 4).

Proposition 5. For each b € B,,, P(b) is in the following form:
Pb) =zm+ 2™ 2 4 s 3 4 1 + ¢,

where ¢, _2,Cn_3,...,C1,¢0 € Z.

Proof. The coefficient of ™ in P(b) is one by the property of the characteristic
polynomial. Let r be the order of the braid permutation of b. The coefficient of
2™~ 1 is equal to the trace of —C(b"), which is zero because the crossing matrix
has zero diagonal. Since C(b") is an integer matrix, ¢;—2,Cm—3,...,¢1,¢0 €
7. O

Proposition 6. For each b € B,,, P(b) factors as P(b) = (zr—a1)(z—a2) ... (z—
am) with real numbers ay, as, ..., a, € R such that a3 +az + -+ ay,, = 0.

Proof. Let r be the order of the braid permutation of b. As observed in [9], the

m x m matrix C'(b") has real eigenvalues, say aj,as, ..., am, € R since b is pure
and C(b") is symmetric by Proposition 1. Note that a3 + as + - - - + a,, is equal
to the trace of C'(b"), which is zero. O

In the rest of this section, we observe some formulae of the characteristic poly-
nomials of braids.

Example 6. For any o; € B,,, P(0;) = P(o; ") = 2™ 2(z + 1)(z — 1).

K2

Proof. The order of the braid permutation of o; is two and the crossing matrix
C(0?) is permutation equivalent to the m x m matrix such that the (m —1,m)-
and (m, m—1)-entries are 1 and the others are zero, which has the characteristic
polynomial 2~2(z + 1)(z — 1). The same is true for o=1. O



12 . m mt+l

b
—r1|
1(b)

Figure 6: The braid ¢(b).

Lemma 1. Let b € B,,. Let ¢(b) be the (m + 1)-braid that has the same word
as b (see Figure 6). Then P(u(b)) = zP(b).

Proof. Let r be the order of the braid permutation of b. Then ¢(b) has the
same order r of the braid permutation since the (m + 1)!* strand of +(b) has
the lower endpoint at the (m + 1)** position. We have (1(b))" = +(b") since the
(m+1)*" strand has no crossings in a diagram of (+(b))". The (m+1) x (m+1)
crossing matrix C(¢(b")) coincides with the m x m crossing matrix C(b") in the
first m rows and columns. All the entries in the (m + 1) row and column
are 0. Hence, P(u(b)) = det (zlp11 — C((t(b))")) = det (211 — C(L(b7))) =
xdet (zl,, — C(b")) = xP(b), where I, denotes the k x k identity matrix. O

By considering “weaving braids”, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 7. For each positive integer n, there are nontrivial n-braids b
whose characteristic polynomial is P(b) = z™.

m1—17 namely
a weaving braid W(m,1). Then b has the order of the braid permutation as
m. As shown in [10], each pair of strand of b™(= W (m,m)) has exactly two
crossings, one positive crossing and one negative crossing, where one strand is
over the other strand at both crossings'. Hence, the crossing matrix of b™ is
the m x m zero matrix O. Therefore, P(b) = P(b™) = det(z] — O) = 2™. We
also have P(.(b)) = P(t(b™)) = xP(b) = 2™*! by Lemma 1. O

Proof. Let m be a positive odd number. Let b = 0105103 ..o

We give formulae of the characteristic polynomial for some positive pure braids?.

Example 7. For m > 2, let b, = 0102 ...0m_20%,_10m_2...0201 € By, (see
Figure 7). Then P(b,,) = 2™ — (m — 1)a™ 2.

1When m is a positive even number, one of the strands has one over-crossing and one
under-crossing for each pair of strands of W (m, m). See Section 2.1 of [10] for more details.

2The characterization of the crossing matrix of a positive pure braid is an open problem.
See [4], [5], [8], [11].
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Figure 7: The braid b5 has the characteristic polynomial P(bs) = x° — 423.

Proof. Since by, is a pure braid, we have P(b,,) = det (I — C(b,,)). By the
Laplace expansion along the m!" column and then the (m — 1)** row, we have

z -1 -1 ... -1 1z 0 ... 0 i .
1 z 0 ... 0 10 2 ... 0 v
-1 =z 0
T 100 ... = :
-1 0 0 ... z 10 0 ... 0 -0 .
z 0 0
0O = ... 0
=(=)" (=™t . | +xPbn1) = -2+ 2P(bpm_1).
0 0 ... =z
By induction, the formula P(b,,) = 2™ — (m — 1)z™~2 is proved. O

Example 8. For the braid b,, € B, in Example 7, let by, , = bmofk € B,,.
Then P(by, 1) = 2™ — (k* + 2k +m — 1)z™ 2.

Proof. By replacing the (1,2)- and (2, 1)-entries with —k—1 for the m xm matrix
in the proof of Example 7, we obtain P(b, ) = —2™ 2 + 2P (by—1x). O

For positive pure 3-braids, the following proposition holds.

Proposition 8. Let b be a positive pure 3-braid. The characteristic polynomial
is in the form P(b) = x® + a1 x + ag, where a; is a non-positive integer and ay is
an even non-positive integer. Moreover, ag is non-zero if and only if every pair
of strands has a crossing in any diagram of b.

Proof. Let 2k,2l,2m be the number of crossings between the 15 and 27¢, 15¢
and 37 27! and 3"¢ strands of a diagram of b. Since C(b) is a symmetric
matrix,

z -k -l
P(b) =det(al —C(b)) = |-k x —m|=2a"— (k*+ 1 +m*)z — 2kim.
-l -m =z
The constant term is non-zero if and only if all of k, [, m are non-zero. O



5 Hurwitz action and its properties

In this section, we briefly review the Hurwitz action and the Hurwitz equiva-
lence. Let G be a group and let G" be the n-fold direct product of G. We
restate the definition of the Hurwitz action and the Hurwitz equivalence for
convenience.

Definition 4. The Hurwitz action of B, on G” is the right action defined by

(91’927 s 7gn) c 0y = (gla oy 9i-159i+15 9i * Git1, Gi+2, - - - >gn) and
(91,925 -+ 9n) - o = (915 9i-1,Git1 * (gi_l)’gi,giw, N

foreachi € {1,2,...,n—1}. Two elements § = (g1,...,9n) and h = (h1y... hy)

of G™ are Hurwitz equivalent and denoted by ¢ g i they are sent to each
other by the Hurwitz action of B, i.e., there exists an element 5 € B, such
that g- 5 = h.

Definition 5. For an element § = (g1,...,9n) € G™,
(1) the trace product of g is the product g; - - g, in G and denoted by tr(g),
and

(2) the monodromy group of g is the subgroup of G generated by ¢1,...,gx
and denoted by (g).

The following properties are obtained from the definition of the Hurwitz action
(see, e.g., [3], [7])-

—

Proposition 9. Let §= (g1,.--,9n), h = (h1,...,hy) € G". If §Hur h, then
(A) tr(g) = tr(h),

(B) (9) = (h),

(C) for any i € {1,...,n}, g; and h(;) are conjugate in (§), where 7 is the
braid permutation of 8 € B,, such that g- 5 = H, i.e., the number of times
each conjugacy class with respect to (§) appears in § is the same as in h,
and

(D) for a group G’ and for a group homomorphism f : G — G’, we have
1™(9) fr fm(h), where fm : G* — G'" is defined by f™(g1,...,9n) =
(flg1), - flgn))-

10



Take a subset X of G which is closed under conjugation in G, i.e., for any
x € X and y € G, zxy € X. Then, the Hurwitz action of B,, on G™ can be
restricted to that on X™. Fix an element g € G. Let P;'(X) be the set of ele-
ments § € X™ such that ¢r(§) = g and ¢; # idg fori € 1,...,n. By Proposition
9, the Hurwitz action of B,, on G™ can be restricted to that on Py (X).

In this paper, we discuss the Hurwitz equivalence for the case of G = B,,,
namely, G" = (B,)".

6 Hurwitz invariants on braid systems

We construct invariants of the Hurwitz equivalence classes of braid systems
based on the necessary condition (C) in Proposition 9.

A braid system (of degree m and length n) is an element b = (by, b, ..., b,) €
(B,,)". Under the Hurwitz action on (B,,)", the conjugacy classes of the compo-
nents of each braid system in (B,,)" are preserved up to permutation. Therefore,
the multiset, product, or sum of the conjugacy invariants given in Propositions
3 and 4 is invariant under Hurwitz equivalence. We have the following corollary
by Proposition 3.

Corollary 1. Let b= (by, bs, ..., b,) € (Bm)™. Let r; be the order of the braid

permutation of b; (¢ = 1,2,...,n). Any of the sum, product, or multiset of the
ranks, determinants, and characteristic polynomials of C'(b7*), C'(b52),...,C(bl»)
is invariant under the Hurwitz action. The multiset of eigenvalues of
C(b1),C(05?),...,C(byr) is also invariant under the Hurwitz action.

The following example demonstrates a case that the multiset of characteristic
polynomials of a braid system provides an effective Hurwitz invariant than the
classical necessary conditions such as the trace product and the monodromy

group.

Example 9. Let b = (by, by, b3, by) and & = (b}, bl, b, b;) be braid systems in
(B4)* defined as follows:

1

(b17b27b37b4) = (01U203_17U3702_ 701_1)a

g =
v :( /17 /27 évbi;) = (‘710'2_10'3703_170'27‘71_1)~

The multisets of characteristic polynomials are {z* — 222 + 1,2* — 22, 2% —
2?2, 2% — 22} and {2* — 622 + 8z — 3,2* — 22, 2* — 2%, 2* — 22} by Examples 2
and 6. Since these multisets do not coincide, we conclude from Corollary 1 that

_ Hur _, - —
b 4 V. It is important to note that the Hurwitz equivalence of b and & cannot

be distinguished using the necessary conditions (A) and (B) in Proposition 9;

(A): tr(b) = tr(t)) (= id),

11



(B): (B) = (¥) (= Bu).

As for (D), moreover, the Hurwitz equivalence of band & cannot be distinguished
for the following typical settings of f.

(D-1): Set f = m: By — S4, where 7 sends each b € By to its braid permuta-

tion. Then £'(0) = ((G153) (335320, GT51) = 1), and
O .

(D-2): Set f : By — 7Z as a map that sends each braid b = o7l0?...07"
(i1,92,... 9% € {1,2,3}, €1,€9,...,6x € {£1}) to the sum of the expo-
nents e1+¢e9+- - -+¢e. Then f4(b) = (1,1, -1, 1), f4(¥') = (1,-1,1,-1).

Since f4(b) - o2 = f4(¥), we obtain that f4(5) 'S F4(8).

We are now ready to define the characteristic polynomial for braid systems.

Definition 6. Let b = (b1,b2,...,b,) € (Bm)™ be a braid system. The charac-
teristic polynomial of b, denoted by P(b), is a polynomial of degree mn defined

-,

- Hur P

We show Theorem 1 stating that if b < &', then P(b) = P(¥).

Proof of Theorem 1. This is an immediate consequence of Corollary 1 by taking
the product of characteristic polynomials. (]

The characteristic polynomial of a braid system has the following property.

Corollary 2. For each b= (b1,ba,...,b,) € (By,)"™, the characteristic polyno-

mial factors as P(b) = (v —a1)(x — a2) ... (x — amn), where a1, a9, ..., am, € R
and a1 +as + -+ + amn = 0.

Proof. By Proposition 6, each characteristic polynomial P(b) of b, admits a fac-
torization of the form (x—ay 1) (x—ag2) . . . (T—Qk,m ), Where g 1, Qg2 - - ., Ol €
R and oy 1 + ag2 + - - - + ag,m = 0. Multiplying all these characteristic polyno-
mials gives

-,

Ph=@—-—ai1)...(c—aim)(@—a21)...(c—azm)(@—an1)... (T — anm).

O

The following corollary follows from Proposition 4.

12



Corollary 3. Let b = (by, b, ...,b,) € (Bp)" The multiset of the components
of ST(by), SE(by),...,SE(b,) or SC(b1), S (b2),...,SC(b,) is invariant under
the Hurwitz action. The multiset of the components of S(b1), S(b2),...,S(by)
is also invariant under the Hurwitz action.

As we will see in the next section, these Hurwitz invariants not only distinguish
non-Hurwitz equivalent braid systems, but also provide an invariant regarding
the necessity of “Euler fusion or fission” between the braid systems representing
surface braids and surface links. To describe Markov’s theorem in dimension
four in the next section, we prepare the following definitions and lemmas.

Definition 7. The global conjugation of b = (by,ba, ... ,bp) € (Bm)" bya € B
is defined by b*a := (by *a, by *a,...,b, xa) € (B,,)". Two braid systems b
and O are global conjugate if there exists a braid a € B,, such that i/ = b * a.

For each m € N, let ¢ : B,,, = B,,,+1 with ¢(b) = b, as defined in Lemma 1.

Definition 8. The stabilization ofg = (b1,b2, - ,by) € (By)" is the braid
system defined by (¢(b1),c(b2), ..., t(br), Om,01) € (Bmy1)™ 2. The inverse is
called a destabilization (if it exists).

Observe that applying a stabilization on a braid system brings new eigenvalues
0 or +1 for each component by Lemma 1 and Example 6. Now we define an
invariant for braid systems that is unchanged by any of a Hurwitz action, global
conjugation, and stabilization.

Definition 9. Let b = (b1,b2,...,b,) € (Bm)" and let 7; be the order of the

-,

braid permutation of b; for each i € {1,2,...,n}. Let E(b) be the multiset of

eigenvalues of C(b1*),C(b3?),...,C(bi) except for 0,+1. We refer to E(b) as
the essential eigenvalue set of b.

For each b € (B,,)", we can calculate E(b) from the characteristic polynomial
P(b) = (x—a1)(x—az) ... (T—amy) by taking the multiset of a1, as, . . ., amn € R
and eliminating 0, 1.

Lemma 2. For a braid system b, the set E(b) is invariant under the transfor-
mations (I): a Hurwitz action, (II): a global conjugation and (III): a stabiliza-
tion/destabilization.

Proof. (I): This follows from Corollary 1.
(I): This follows from Proposition 3.

(I0): For b = (by,by,....by) € (Bm)™ and (u(by), t(ba), ..., t(bn), om,00t) €
(Bpmi1)"2, we have P(u(b;)) = xP(b;) when i = 1,2,...,n by Lemma 1.
We have P(0,,) = P(0,,') = 2™ 2(z + 1)(x — 1) by Example 6. Hence,
the eigenvalues are unchanged except for 0, £1.
O
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7 Applications to surface braids and surface links

In this section, we observe that the Hurwitz invariants introduced in Section 6
have an application for surface braids and surface links.

We briefly recall the surface braids and surface links. Let D; and D5 be 2-
disks and let p : Dy x Dy — D5 be the natural projection which sends (z1, z2) €
Dy x Dy toxg € Dy. A surface braid S of degree m is an (orientable and) oriented
surface embedded properly and locally flatly in Dy x Do such that p|g : S — Dy
is a branched covering of degree m, i.e., there is a finite set I" C Int(Ds) satisfying
I~ ({y})NS| = m for any y € Do \T and [p~!({y})NS| < m for each y € T, and
0S = Qum X 0D4 for a set @, which consists of fixed m points in Int(D;). We
refer to an element of the set I as a branch point of S. Two surface braids S and
S’ are said to be equivalent if there exists a fiber-preserving homeomorphism
h : Di x Dy — Dy X Do, that is po h = h o p for some homeomorphism
h: Dy — Dy, carrying S to S’ fixing D1 X dDs pointwise.

For a surface braid S of degree m with n branch points, we can obtain an
element of (B,,)" through the “braid monodromy” for each branch point of S,
and call it a braid system of S. To review the characterization of a braid system
of a surface braid, we describe the definition of a subset A,, of B, as follows:
Let D and S' be a 2-disk and a l-square, respectively. Let ¢ : D x S* — S1
be the natural projection. A closed geometric m-braid £ is a closed 1-manifold
embedded in the solid torus D? x S! such that ¢|, : £ — S! is a covering map
of degree m. A closed geometric m-braid £ is said to be completely split if there
exist ¢ mutually disjoint convex disks IN7,..., N, in D such that every solid
torus N; x S' contains a component of £, where c is the number of connected
components of /. For a geometric m-braid b, the closure b is a closed braid
obtained from b by connecting each endpoint on the upper bar to the same
position on the lower bar by disjoint arcs outside b so that no new crossings
are introduced. An element b € B, is said to be completely splittable if there
is a geometric m-braid b as a representative of it such that the closure b is
completely split. Let A, be the set of non-identity and completely splittable
braids b € B,, such that b is a trivial link in R?. For example, o;, o, Le A, for
1 <i<m—1. Note that A,, is closed under conjugation in B,,.

Kamada proved the following properties ([6]):

(i) An element b € (B,,)" is a braid system of a surface braid (of degree m
with n branch points) if and only if b € P/(A,,), ie., b € (4,)" and

-,

tT(b) = ’L'dB

(ii) Two surface braids are equivalent if and only if their braid systems are

Hurwitz equivalent.

Let S be a surface braid in Dy x Dy of degree m. We regard Dy as a
subset of a square S2 and naturally extend the projection p : D; x Dy — Dy
to the projection p : D; x S? — S2. The closure of S is a closed oriented
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surface S in Dy x S2 such that SN p~1(Dy) = S and § Np~ (52 \ Int(Dy)) =
Qm x (5%\ Int(Dy)).

An oriented surface link is a closed (orientable and) oriented surface embed-
ded in R? locally flatly. In this section, we simply call it a surface link. Two
surface links ' and F’ are equivalent if there exists an orientation-preserving
homeomorphism A : R* — R* such that h(F) = F’ and h|r : F — F’ is also an
orientation-preserving homeomorphism.

Kamada proved the following ([6]):

(iii) (Alexander’s theorem in dimension four;) Every surface link is equivalent
to the closure of some surface braid “Alexander’s theorem in dimension
four”. (In [6], it is proved an even stronger claim as follows: every surface
link is equivalent to the closure of some simple surface braid S, that is a
surface braid with [p~!({y}) N S| = m — 1 for each y € T, where I is the
set of branch points of S.)

(iv) (Markov’s theorem in dimension four;®) The closures of two surface braids
S and S’ are equivalent as surface links if and only if S and S’ are related
by the deformations “braid ambient isotopic”, “conjugations”, “stabiliza-
tions”, and their inverse operations.

In terms of the braid systems, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3 ([6]). Let m,m/,n,n’ € N. Let b € PZZ(Am) and b € P (Apr).
Let S and S' be surface braids which have braid systems b and b’ respectively. If
their closures S and S’ are equivalent as surface links, then b cmd Y are related
by a finite sequence of the following transformations (I)-(IV’): For k,l € N,

(I) applying the Hurwitz action by a braid in By, on PL,(Ay),
(II) applying the global conjugation by a braid in By on PL(Ay),
(L) applying a stabilization Ply(Ag) — P2 (Agyr),
(III’) applying a destabilization P (Ags1) — PL(Ar),
(IV) applying an Euler fission Ply(Ax) — Pll;q(Ak) for ¢ > 0, that transforms

(br,....b1) € PLy(Ay) to (b,...,b),,) € Pig"(Ax) with b; = by for 1 <

i <1=1,bp=bybj - b;_m in By, and 7(by) = 7(b))+7(bj )+ '+T(b2+p),
where 7(b) denotes the difference m minus the component number of the
closure of b for b € By, and

(IV’) applying an Euler fusion Pil;q(Ak) — PL(Ay) for q > 0, that is the inverse
of an Euler fission.

3 Application of the crossing matrix to the classical Markov’s theorem is discussed in [9].
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The transformations (I), (IT), (IT) and (IV) in Theorem 3 correspond to “equiva-
lence”, “conjugations”, “stabilizations” and “braid ambient isotopic” on surface
braids, respectively, in the above property (iv).

-

In the following example, the essential eigenvalue set F(b) detects the necessity
of the Euler fission (IV) or fusion (IV’)%.

Example 10. For a braid system b= (o105 o3, 03_1, o9, o7 t) € PL(Ay),
we obtain the set E(b) = {—3} from the characteristic polynomial P(b) =
2%(x + 1)3(z — 1)%(z + 3). For the braid system ¢ = (0105 ‘03, 03 0207 ") €
P2(A4), we obtain the set E(¢) = {£3} from the characteristic polynomial
P(&) = (z+1)3(z—1)3(x+3)(z—3). Note that is obtained from b by applying
Euler fusions (IV’) twice. Moreover, the difference between E(b) = {—3} and
E(é) = {£3} implies that any sequence of (I)~(IV’) and their inverses between

b and ¢ must contain an Euler fusion or fission by Theorem 2.
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