arXiv:2011.11273v1 [math.GT] 23 Nov 2020

On biquandles for the groups G^k_n and surface singular braid monoid

SANG YOUL LEE Department of Mathematics, Pusan National University, Busan 46241, Korea sangyoul@pusan.ac.kr VASSILY OLEGOVICH MANTUROV MIPT, Moscow, Kazan Federal University, North-Eastern University (China), vomanturov@yandex.ru and IGOR MIKHAILOVICH NIKONOV Department of Mechanics and Mathematics, Moscow State University, Moscow, Russia.

nikonov@mech.math.msu.ru

Abstract The groups G^k_n were defined by V. O. Manturov [16] in order to describe dynamical systems in configuration systems. In the paper we consider two applications of this theory: we define a biquandle structure on the groups G^k_n, and construct a homomorphism from the surface singular braid monoid to the group G^2_n.

1 Introduction

In 2015, V. O. Manturov [16] defined a series of groups G^k_n for natural numbers n > k ≥ 1 and formulated the following principle:

If dynamical systems describing the motion of n particles possess a nice codimension one property depending exactly on k particles, then these dynamical systems admit a topological invariant valued in G^k_n.

These turn out to be good in studying fundamental groups of configuration and moduli spaces when the initial space admits some geometry (for example, in the Euclidean space one can study codimension 1 properties “three points are collinear” or “four points belong to the same circle/line”). One of our goals is to study when we have just topological spaces.

Definition 1.1. The groups of free k-braids G^k_n (n > k ≥ 1) are defined as groups with the set of generators a_m which are indexed by all k-element subsets of {1, . . . , n}, and relations (1) (a_m)^2 = 1 for any unordered sets m ⊂ {1, . . . , n}, Card(m) = k; (2) (far commutativity) a_ma_m′ = a_m′ a_m, if Card(m ∩ m^′) < k − 1;

(3) (tetrahedron relation) for every set U = {i_1, . . . , i_{k+1}} ⊂ {1, . . . , n} of cardinality (k + 1), let us denote them by m^p = U \ {i_p}, p = 1, . . . , k + 1. Then a_m1 · · · a_mk+1 = a_mk+1 · · · a_m1 . We shall call the words in generators a_m ∈ G^k_n diagrams of free k-braids. These groups have become a sophisticated tool for researches in knot theory and low dimensional topology [4]. Example 1.2. Let G^2_n be the group defined by the presentation generated by {a_{ij} | {i, j} ⊂ {1, . . . , n}, i < j} subject to the following relations:

(1) a^2_{ij} = 1 for all i ≠ j, (2) a_{ij} a_{kl} = a_{kl}a_{ij} for distinct i, j, k, l, (3) a_{ij} a_{ik}a_{jk} = a_{jk} a_{ik}a_{ij} for distinct i, j, k.

In particular, the group G^2_3 is isomorphic to the group with a presentation < a, b, c | a^2 = b^2 = (abc)^2 = 1 >, where a = a_{12}, b = a_{13}, c = a_{23}. Indeed, the relation (abc)^2 = 1 is equivalent to the relation abc = cab = 1 because of a^2 = b^2 = c^2 = 1. This obviously yields all the other tetrahedron relations. Example 1.3. Let G^3_n be the group given by the presentation generated by {a_{ijk} | {i, j, k} ⊂ {1, . . . , n}, |{i, j, k}| = 3} subject to the following relations: (1) a_{ijk} = 1 for all {i, j, k} ⊂ {1, . . . , n}, (2) a_{ijk} a_{stu} = a_{stu}a_{ijk} if {i, j, k} ∩ {s, t, u} < 2. (3) a_{ijk} a_{ijl}a_{ikl}a_{jkl} = a_{jkl}a_{ikl}a_{ijl}a_{ijk} for distinct i, j, k, l. Especially, the group G^3_4 is isomorphic to the group with a presentation < a, b, c, d | a^2 = b^2 = c^2 = 1, (abcd)^2 = 1, (acdb)^2 = 1, (adbc)^2 = 1 > .

Here a = a_{123}, b = a_{124}, c = a_{134}, and d = a_{234}.

Figure 1: A vertex corresponding to the generator a_{ijk}

Figure 2: The involution relation a^2_{ijk} = 1

We can give a geometric interpretation to the free k-braids in the spirit of Artin’s braids: Each free k-braid in G^k_n given by a word w = a_{m1} . . . a_{ml} , m_j = {i_{j1}, i_{j2}, . . . , i_{jk}}, j = 1, . . . , l determines an oriented graph Γ_w with n source vertices and n sink vertices of degree 1, and l vertices of degree 2k (with k incoming and k outcoming) edges, see Fig. 1. The vertices possesses the structure of opposite edges: Each incoming edge is assigned to a unique outcoming edge (the opposite edge).

The relations in the group G^k_n induce transformations (moves) of the free k-braid graphs, see Figs. 2–4 for the case k = 3.

2 Biquandles for G^k_n

Biquandles were introduced in [5]. They can be described as rules for colouring edges of link diagrams by elements of some set [3]. These rules ensure that the sets of proper colourings of two equivalent link diagrams are isomorphic. We can take this approach to give a definition of biquandles on free k-braids.

Definition 2.1. A biquandle for free k-braids (or a k-biquandle) is a pair (X, B) where X is some set and B : X^{×k} → X^{×k} is a map that satisfies the relations:

1. π ∘ B = B ∘ π for any permutation π ∈ Σ_k. Here we consider the natural action of Σ_k on X^{×k} by permutation of the factors;

Figure 3: The tetrahedron relation a_{ijk} a_{ijl}a_{ikl}a_{jkl} = a_{jkl}a_{ikl}a_{ijl}a_{ijk}

Figure 4: The far commutativity relation a_{ijk} a_{klm} = a_{klm}a_{ijk}

Figure 5: Colouring rule of the biquandle

2. B^2 = id; 3. B_{{1,...,k}}B_{{p+1,...,k+p}} = B_{{p+1,...,k+p}}B_{{1,...,k}} for any p = 2, . . . , k − 1. Here B_{{i1 ,...,ik }} : X^{×2k−1} → X^{×2k−1} denotes the map which act as B on the factors with indices from the set {i_1, . . . , i_k} and as the identity on the others;

4. B_{^1}B_{^2} · · · B_{^k+1} = B_{^k+1}B_{k̂} · · · B_{^1} where B_î = B_{{1,...,k+1}\{i}} : X^{×k+1} → X^{×k+1}.

The definition means that B induces an action ρ of the group G^k_n on the set X^{×n} with ρ(a_m) = B_m.

Definition 2.2. Let (X, B) be a biquandle on free k-braids and w be a diagram of free k-braid (i.e. a word in generators a_m). Let Γ_w be the geometric realization of w, E = E(Γ_w) be its set of edges, and c: E → X be a colouring of the edges with elements of X. We call the colouring c to be good if for each vertex of degree 2k the colours (x_1, . . . , x_k ) of the incoming edges are related to the colours (y_1, . . . , y_k) of the opposite outcoming edges by the rule (see Fig. 5)

(y_1, . . . , y_k) = B(x_1, . . . , x_k) ≡ (b_1(x_1, . . . , x_k), . . . , b_k(x_1, . . . , x_k)). (2.1)

We denote the set of good colourings by Col_{(X,B)}(w). Given two n-tuples of colours χ_1, χ_2 ∈ X^{×n}, we define the coloring binding number col^{χ1 ,χ2}_{(X,B)}(w) as the number of good colourings of w which have the colours χ_1 on the incoming edges of the diagram Γ_w and the colours χ_2 on the outcoming edges of Γ_w.

Note that col^{χ1,χ2}_{(X,B)}(w) = 0 or 1 because the colours of the incoming edges determine uniquely the colours of the other edges of Γ_w.

The following statement comes immediately from Definitions 1.1,2.1 and 2.2.

Theorem 2.3. Let w and w^′ be diagrams of free k-braids. If w and w^′ define the same element in G^k_n then for any biquandle for free k-braids (X, B) there is a bijection between the sets of good colourings of w and of w^′ with elements of X.

Thus, the coloring binding numbers col^{χ1,χ2}_{(X,B)} are invariants of free k-braids. Now we give some examples of biquandles for free k-braids.

Example 2.4 (Fundamental k-biquandle). Let w be a diagram of free k-braid and Γ_w be its geometric realization. Analogously to the fundamental biquandle construction, we can define the fundamental kbiquandle BQ_f (w) = (X_f (w), B_f (w)) for the diagram w. The set X_f (w) consists of equialence classes of formal words which are results of all possible applications of a formal map B_f (w) to the elements of the set of edges E(Γ_w). The equivalence of the words is induced by the relations of Definition 2.1 and the equation 2.1.

The fundamental k-biquandle can be characterized by the following statement.

Theorem 2.5. 1. Let w be a diagram of free k-braid. Then for any k-biquandle (X, B) there is a natural bijection between the set of good colouring of w with elements of X and the set of k-biquandle homomorphisms from the fundamental k-biquandle BQ_f (w) to the k-biquandle (X, B). 2. If two diagrams w and w^′ of free k-braids define the same element of G^k_n then their fundamental k-biquandles BQ_f (w) and BQ_f (w^′) are isomorphic.

Proof. The first statement of the theorem follows from the definition of the fundamental biquandle. The second statement follows from the universal property of the fundamental biquandle (first statement of the theorem) and Theorem 2.3. □

Example 2.6 (Gaussian k-biquandle). Let X = Z_2 and B(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_k ) = (x_1 +1, x_2 +1, . . . , x_k +1). It is easy to see (X, B) satisfies the k-biquandle conditions.

The previous example can be generalized in the following way. Let X be an arbitrary set and τ : X → X is an involution on X, i.e. τ^2 = id_X . Then the map

B(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_k) = (τ(x_1), τ(x_2), . . . , τ(x_k ))

defines a k-biquandle structure on X we call an involution k-biquandle.

We can give a further generalization.

Let X be a set and τ : X → X is an involution on X. Then τ is a product of independent transpositions τ = ∏ i(p_iq_i). For any tuple x = (x_1, . . . , x_k) we define its multiplicity vector m(x) = (m_1(x), m_2(x), ...) where m_i(x) is the number of elements x_j in x which are equal to p_i or q_i for some i. Let M_k = {(m_1, m_2, . . . ) | m_i ∈ Z, m_i ≥ 0, 1 ≤ ∑ i m_i ≤ k} be the set of possible notrivial multiplicity vectors and μ ⊂ M_k be an arbitrary subset of it. We define a map B_{τ,μ} : X^{×k} → X^{×k} as following

B_{τ,μ}(x) = { τ(x), m(x) ∈ μ, x, m(x) ∉ μ. Here τ(x_1, . . . , x_k ) = (τ(x_1), . . . , τ(x_k )).

Proposition 2.7. The pair (X, B_{τ,μ}) is a k-biquandle.

Proof. The first two properties of k-biquandle definition are evident. For the tetrahedron and far commutativity relations note that if x = (x_1, . . . , x_k ) and x^′ is obtained from x by applying τ to some components of x then m(x) = m(x^′). This means the condition m(x) ∈ μ does not change after applying operators B_{τ,μ}. Therefore, for any subsets m and m^′ with k elements operators (B_{τ,μ})_m and (B_{τ,μ})_m′ commute. Thus, the tetrahedron and far commutativity relations hold. □

Figure 6: Flat biquandle

Figure 7: Resolution of a k-crossing

We call the biquandle (X, B_{τ,μ}) a conditional involution k-biquandle. The direct computation shows the following.

Proposition 2.8. Let k = 3.

1. Let X = Z_2. Then there is a unique up to isomorphism nontrivial 3-biquandle on X. This is the Gaussian biquandle.

2. Let X = Z_3. Then there are 7 up to isomorphism nontrivial 3-biquandles on X. They are all conditional involution biquandles.

Example 2.9. Let X be a flat biquandle [11] with operations (a, b) → (b ∗ a, a ∘ b), see Fig. 6.

Then we can define a structure of k-biquandle (X, B) on X by the splitting a k-crossing (see Fig. 7) into^{k(k−1)}_2 double crossings and applying the biquandle operations to the obtained diagram. The result does not depend on the choice of the splitting.

For example, for k = 3 we have the following formula

B(x_1, x_2, x_3) = ((x_1 ∘ x_2) ∘ x_3, (x_2 ∗ x_1) ∘ (x_3 ∗ (x_1 ∘ x_2)), (x_3 ∗ (x_1 ∘ x_2)) ∗ (x_2 ∗ x_1)). In order to the operator B possesses the properties of Definition 2.1 we need to impose the following relations on the flat biquandle operations:

• x = (x ∘ y) ∗ (y ∗ x) for all x, y ∈ X; • x ∗ y = x ∘ y for all x, y ∈ X when k ≥ 2, and additionally • x ∗ (y ∘ z) = x ∗ y for all x, y, z ∈ X; • (x ∘ y) ∗ z = (x ∘ z) ∗ y for all x, y, z ∈ X when k ≥ 3.

3 Marked graph diagrams and surface-links

A marked graph is a graph G possibly with 4-valent vertices embedded in R^3 (or S^3) such that it has a finite number of vertices and edges (possibly loops). Each vertex, say v, of G is rigid, that is, there exists a small rectangular neighborhood N(v) homeomorphic to {(x, y)| − 1 ≤ x, y ≤ 1}, where v corresponds to the origin and the edges incident to v are represented by x^2 = y^2, and also has a marker represented by a thickened line segment on N(v) with the core homeomorphic to {(x, 0)|−^1_2 ≤ x ≤^1_2 }. A marked graph in R^3 can be presented as usual by a diagram on R^2 , called a marked graph diagram (or ch-diagram), which is a classical link diagram on R^2 possibly with marked 4-valent vertices look like ?? ?? ?? ?? ? ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨ . Throughout this paper, a classical link (diagram) is regarded as a marked graph (diagram)

without marked vertices.

For a given marked graph diagram D, we define L_−(D) and L_+(D) to be the link diagrams obtained from D by replacing every marked vertex ?? ?? ?? ? ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨ with and , respectively, as illustrated in

Figure 8. If D has no marked vertices, then we define L_−(D) = L_+(D) = D. We call L_−(D) and L_+(D) the negative resolution and the positive resolution of D, respectively. A marked graph diagram D is said to be admissible if the negative resolution L_−(D) and the positive resolution L_+(D) are all trivial link diagrams.

Figure 8: Resolutions of marked graph diagrams

A surface-link (or knotted surface) is a closed 2-manifold smoothly (or piecewise linearly and locally flatly) embedded in the standardly oriented Euclidean 4-dimensional space R^4 (or the 4-sphere S^4). A connected surface-link is called a surface-knot. A 2-sphere-link is sometimes called a 2-link. A connected 2-link is also called a 2-knot. Two surface-links L and L^′ in R^4 are equivalent if they are ambient isotopic, i.e., there exists an orientation preserving homeomorphism h : R^4 → R^4 such that h(L) = L^′. It is well known that every surface-link is presented by an admissible marked graph diagram and vice versa (see [10],[15],[18]).

The local transformations on marked graph diagrams depicted in Figure 9 are called Yoshikawa moves. (These moves were first announced in [18].) The Yoshikawa moves Ω_1, Ω_2, Ω_3, Ω_4, Ω^′_4 and Ω_5 are said to be of type I and the Yoshikawa moves Ω_6, Ω^′_6, Ω_7 and Ω_8 are said to be of type II. It is noted that all Yoshikawa moves of type I are realized to ambient isotopies of R^3 , while all Yoshikawa moves of type II are realized to ambient isotopies of R^4 , not R^3 (see [10]).

Two marked graph diagrams D and D^′ are said to be Yoshikawa move equivalent if they can be transformed into each other by a finite sequence of Yoshikawa moves of type I, type II and ambient

Figure 9: Yoshikawa moves

isotopies of R^2 .

Theorem 3.1 ([13, 14, 17, 18]). Let L and L^′ be two surface-links and let D and D^′ be two marked graph diagrams presenting L and L^′, respectively. Then L and L^′ are equivalent if and only if D and D^′ are Yoshikawa move equivalent.

4 Surface singular braid monoid SSB_n and groups G^k_n

A marked graph diagram is said to be in braid form if it is the geometric closure of a singular braid on n strands together with markers on its singular vertices for some integer n ≥ 1. (The notion of singular braid was developed independently in [1] and [2].)

Proposition 4.1 ([7], Proposition 3.2). For every surface-link, there exists its marked graph diagram in braid form.

Let SSB_n(n ≥ 1) denote the set of all marked graph diagrams in braid form on n strands. Then SSB_n forms a monoid with some defining relations (see Definition 4.2), which is called the surface singular braid monoid on n strands. The product xy of two surface singular braids x and y is obtained by putting them end to end as the product of two classical braids. For n = 1, this monoid is trivial with one element. Elements of SSB_n are called surface singular braids (on n strands), and are generated by four types of elementary surface singular braids a_i, b_i, c_i, and c^{−1}_i on n strands for i = 1, . . . , n − 1,

¨¨ ¨¨ ¨ ? ?? ?? · · · · · · 1 i n i+1

a_i ?? ?? ? ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨ · · · · · · 1 i n i+1

b_i

¨¨ ¨¨ ¨ ?? ?? · · · · · · 1 i n i+1

c_i ?? ?? ? ¨¨ ¨¨ · · · · · · 1 i n i+1

c^{−1}_i Figure 10: The standard generators of SSB_n

called the standard generators of SSB_n, where the correspondence of types of crossings and types of marked singular vertices between i-th and (i + 1)-th strand are as shown in Fig. 10.

Definition 4.2. ([7]) Let n ∈ Z, n > 1, and i, j, k ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} such that |k − i| = 1, moreover let x_i, y_i ∈ {a_i, b_i, c_i, c^{−1}_i }. We define SSB_n to be the monoid generated by a_i, b_i, c_i, and c^{−1}_i (1 ≤ i ≤ n−1) subjected to the following defining relations:

(A1) c_ic^{−1}_i = 1 = c^{−1}_i c_i,

(A2) x_iy_j = y_j x_i for |i − j| > 1,

(A3) x_ic_kc_i = c_kc_ix_k,

(A4) x_ic^{−1}_k c^{−1}_i = c^{−1}_k c^{−1}_i x_k,

(A5) a_ib_k = b_ka_i,

(A6) a_ib_{i−2}(c_{i−1}c_{i−2}c_ic_{i−1})^2 = a_ib_{i−2} for i > 2,

(A7) b_ia_{i−2}(c_{i−1}c_{i−2}c_ic_{i−1})^2 = b_ia_{i−2} for i > 2,

(A8) a^2_i = a_i,

(A9) b^2_i = b_i,

(A10) a_ib_ic^2_i = a_ib_i,

(A11) a_ib_k(c_ic_kc_i)^2 = a_ib_k.

For x ∈ SSB_n, we denote ^x the closure of the surface singular braid x obtained by connecting the n initial points to the corresponding end-points by a collection of n parallel strands as same as the closure of classical braids. Note that the closed surface singular braid ^x is a marked graph diagram as discussed in the previous section 3. Let CSB_n be the subset of SSB_n consisting of only those elements x such that the closure ^x is an admissible marked graph diagram, i.e., both the positive resolution L_+(^x) and the negative resolution L_−(^x) of ^x are diagrams of trivial classical links. We consider the following Markov type relations on surface singular braids in CSB_n:

(C1) x_iS = Sx_i for x_i ∈ {a_i, b_i, c_i, c^{−1}_i }(1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1) and S ∈ CSB_n, (C2) S = Sx_n for S ∈ CSB_n and x_n ∈ {a_n, b_n, c_n, c^{−1}_n } ⊂ CSB_{n+1}. Proposition 4.3. ([7]) Making change in a closed surface singular braid word formulation of a surface-link by using one of the relations from (A1)-(A11) or (C1)-(C2), we receive a formula of a surface-link of the same type.

We remark that Proposition 4.3 is a straightforward consequence of Theorem 3.1. The following question is still open.

Question 1. Whether any pair of marked graph diagrams in braid form of equivalent surface-link can be transformed one another by using only relations (A1)-(A11), (C1) and (C2)?

The following proposition gives another useful presentation for the surface singular braid monoid SSB_n. Proposition 4.4. ([8]) The monoid SSB_n(n ≥ 2) is generated by a_i, b_i, c_i, c^{−1}_i (1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1) subjected to the following relations: (R1) c_ic^{−1}_i = 1 = c^{−1}_i c_i, (R2) x_iy_j = y_j x_i for |i − j| > 1, where x_i, y_i ∈ {a_i, b_i, c_i, c^{−1}_i }, (R3) a_ic_i = c_ia_i, (R4) b_ic_i = c_ib_i, (R5) c_{i+1}c_ic_{i+1} = c_ic_{i+1}c_i for 1 ≤ i < n − 1, (R6) a_{i+1}c_ic_{i+1} = c_ic_{i+1}a_i for 1 ≤ i < n − 1, (R7) b_{i+1}c_ic_{i+1} = c_ic_{i+1}b_i for 1 ≤ i < n − 1, (R8) a_ic_{i+1}c_i = c_{i+1}c_ia_{i+1} for 1 ≤ i < n − 1, (R9) b_ic_{i+1}c_i = c_{i+1}c_ib_{i+1} for 1 ≤ i < n − 1, (R10) a_ib_{i+1} = b_{i+1}a_i for 1 ≤ i < n − 1, (R11) a_ib_i = b_ia_i, (R12) a^2_i = a_i, (R13) b^2_i = b_i, (R14) a_ib_ic^2_i = a_ib_i, (R15) a_ib_{i+1}(c_ic_{i+1}c_i)^2 = a_ib_{i+1} for 1 ≤ i < n − 1, (R16) a_ib_{i+2}(c_{i+1}c_ic_{i+2}c_{i+1})^2 = a_ib_{i+2} for 1 ≤ i < n − 2.

Figure 11: Virtual crossing

In the rest of the paper, we shall investigate some relationship between the surface singular braid monoid SSB_n and the groups G^k_m of free k-braids, and also k-biquandles for G^k_m for some m and k?. It is natural to ask the following questions.

Question 2. Whether or not there is a homomorphism from SSB_n to G^k_m for some m and k?

We give a positive answer to this question in the next section.

5 Virtual surface singular braid monoid V SSB_n

In this section we extend the surface singular braid monoid by adding a new type of crossing — a virtual crossing (see Fig. 11). Then we define a homomorphism from the constructed virtual surface singular braid monoid to the group G^2_n and describe the coloring invariants virtual surface singular braids induced by this homomorphism.

Definition 5.1. Let n ≥ 2 be an integer. The virtual surface singular braid monoid V SSB_n is the monoid with the generators a_i, b_i, c_i, c^{−1}_i and v_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, and the relations (A1)-(A11) from Definition 4.2 and the virtual relations:

(V1) v_ix_j = x_j v_i for |i − j| > 1 and x_j ∈ {a_j , b_j , c_j , c^{−1}_j , v_j }, (V2) v^2_i = 1, (V3) x_iv_{i±1}v_i = v_{i±1}v_ix_{i±1}, x_j ∈ {a_j , b_j , c_j , c^{−1}_j , v_j }, j = i, i ± 1 (V4) x_iv_i = v_ix_i, x_i ∈ {a_i, b_i}.

Remark 5.2. Yoshikawa moves for virtual surface-links were found by L. Kauffman [12]. Here we adapt those moves to the braid case. The relations (V2),(V3) correspond to the detour move of Kauffman, and the relation (V4) is the commutation relation between virtual crossings and marks.

Let Σ_n be the group of permutations of the set {1, . . . , n}. There is a homomorphism ρ_n from the monoid V SSB_n to the group Σ_n:

ρ_n(a_i) = ρ_n(b_i) = 1, ρ_n(c_i) = ρ_n(c^{−1}_i ) = ρ_n(v_i) = (i i + 1), i = 1, . . . , n − 1. Here (i i + 1) is the transposition of elements i and i + 1.

Figure 12: A virtual surface singular braid

The kernel of the homomorphism ρ_n is a submonoid V P SSB_n in V SSB_n. We call it the virtual pure surface singular braid monoid.

Now, let us define an action of the monoid V SSB_n on the product G^2_n × Σ_n. Given an element (g, σ) ∈ G^2_n × Σ_n, we define c_i · (g, σ) = c^{−1}_i · (g, σ) = (a_{σ(i),σ(i+1)}g, σ · (i i + 1)), a_i · (g, σ) = b_i · (g, σ) = (g, σ), v_i · (g, σ) = (g, σ · (i i + 1)). Then for any β ∈ V SSB_n we have

β · (1, 1) = (ϕ_n(β), ρ_n(β)). (5.2)

The direct computations show

Proposition 5.3. 1. The map ϕ_n defines is a well-defines mapping of the monoid V SSB_n to the set G^2_n.

2. The restriction of ϕ_n to the virtual pure surface singular braid monoid V P SSB_n is a homomorphism to the group G^2_n.

Corollary 5.4. Let (X, B) be a 2-biquandle and χ_1, χ_2 ∈ X^{×n}. Then the colouring binding number col^{χ1,χ2}_{(X,B)}(ϕ_n(β)), β ∈ V SSB_n, is an invariant of virtual surface singular braids.

Example 5.5. Consider the virtual surface singular braid β = c_1a_2v_3c^{−1}_2 b_1c^{−1}_2 , see Fig. 12. Then ϕ_4(β) = a_{12}a^2_3 = a_{12}. Take the Gaussian 2-biquandle X = Z_2, B(x_1, x_2) = (x_1 + 1, x_2 + 1), and choose the colours 4-tuples χ_1 = (0, 1, 0, 1) and χ_2 = (0, 0, 1, 1). Then col^{χ1,χ2}_{(X,B)}(ϕ_4(β)) = 1.

Although we constructed a homomorphism from surface singular braids to G^2_n, it is trivial in the sense that ϕ_n(β) = 1 if β is a classical braid, i.e. has no virtual crossings. Thus, the following question remains actual.

Question 2’. How to construct a nontrivial homomorphism from SSB_n to G^k_m for some m and k ≥ 3?

Acknowledgements

The first author was supported under the framework of international cooperation program managed by the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF-2019K2A9A1A06100201). The second and the third authors were supported by the Russian Foundation for Basic Research (19-51-51004-NIF-a).

References

[1] J. C. Baez, Link invariants of finite type and perturbation theory, Lett. Math. Phys. 26 (1992) 43–51.

[2] J. Birman, New points of view in knot theory, Bull. Am. Math. Soc. 28 (1993) 253–287.

[3] M. Elhamdadi, S. Nelson, Quandles–an introduction to the algebra of knots. Student Mathematical Library, 74. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2015.

[4] D.A. Fedoseev, S. Kim, V. O. Manturov, I. M. Nikonov, Invariants and pictires, 2020.

[5] Fenn R., Rourke C., Sanderson B. (1993) An Introduction to Species and the Rack Space. In:

Bozhuyuk M.E. (eds) Topics in Knot Theory. NATO ASI Series (Series C: Mathematical and Physical Sciences), vol 399. Springer, Dordrecht.

[6] R. Fenn, R. Rimányi, C. Rourke, The braid-permutation group. Topology 36 (1997), no. 1, 123–135.

[7] M. Jablonowski, On a surface singular braid monoid, Topology Appl. 160 (2013), 1773–1780.

1780.

[8] M. Jablonowski, Presentations and representations of surface singular braid monoids, J. Korean Math. Soc. 54 (2017), No. 3, pp. 749–762.

[9] S. Kamada, A. Kawauchi, J. Kim and S. Y. Lee, Presentation of immersed surface-links by marked graph diagrams, 2017, arXiv:1707.04688 [math.GT].

[10] A. Kawauchi, T. Shibuya and S. Suzuki, Descriptions on surfaces in four-space, I Normal forms, Math. Sem. Notes Kobe Univ. 10 (1982), 75–125.

[11] L. H. Kauffman, An affine index polynomial invariant of virtual knots, J. Knot Theory & Ramifications, 2013, Vol. 22, No.4.

[12] L. H. Kauffman, Virtual knot cobordism, arXiv:1409.0324.

[13] C. Kearton and V. Kurlin, All 2-dimensional links in 4-space live inside a universal 3-dimensional polyhedron, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 8 (2008), 1223–1247.

[14] J. Kim, Y. Joung and S. Y. Lee, On generating sets of Yoshikawa moves for marked graph diagrams of surface-links (preprint), 2014, arXiv:1412.5288 [math.GT]

[15] S. J. Lomonaco, Jr., The homotopy groups of knots I. How to compute the algebraic 2-type, Pacific J. Math. 95 (1981), 349–390.

[16] V. O. Manturov, I. M. Nikonov, “On braids and groups G^k_n”, J. Knot Theory & Ramifications, 2015, Vol. 24, No.13.

[17] F. J. Swenton, On a calculus for 2-knots and surfaces in 4-space, J. Knot Theory Ramifications 10 (2001), 1133–1141.

[18] K. Yoshikawa, An enumeration of surfaces in four-space, Osaka J. Math. 31 (1994), 497–522.