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Abstract

In this paper, we present a brief overview of the concept of doodles from the perspective of J. S. Carter’s
work on classifying immersed curves and the work of J. Carter, S. Kamada, and M. Saito on stable
equivalence of knots on surfaces and virtual knot cobordisms. We use the homology intersection
number and the work of G. Cairns and D. Elton on the Gauss word problem to introduce the concept
of skew-symmetric augmented matrices for determining whether a virtual doodle is non-classical. We
also provide a characterization of the virtualization of classical doodles.

1 Introduction

Doodles were first introduced by Fenn and Taylor [6] as embeddings of a collection of circles in S2 with
the condition that there are no triple or higher intersection points. These embeddings are considered
up to an equivalence relation that allows the introduction or removal of monogons and bigons. Later,
Khovanov [9] expanded this concept by allowing self intersections of curves on surfaces. In addition,
Khovanov introduced an algebraic structure he referred to as twin groups, which we reinterpret here as
planar braids. Doodles can also be understood as planar projections of knots and links in the plane,
where the third Reidemeister move is disallowed, and the first and second Reidemeister moves are
flattened. This creates an analogous relationship to the well-known correspondence: "(virtual) knots
and links" relate to "(virtual) braid groups" [8]. The new correspondence in this context is: "(virtual)
doodles" correspond to "(virtual) planar braid groups" [7, 10].

Due to the similarity between doodles on surfaces and the concept of normal curves, we present
a topological approximation of doodle diagrams on oriented and compact surfaces, similar to those
provided by Carter in [2] and by Carter, Kamada, and Saito in [3]. This approach allows us to apply
the work of Cairns and Elton, as found in [4] and [5], on the Gauss word problem to define the skew-
symmetric augmented matrix associated to a doodle diagram, which is a doodle invariant. The main

1

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

18
95

9v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

G
T

] 
 2

5 
D

ec
 2

02
4



property of this invariant is that it is null for the set of doodle diagrams on the sphere. Therefore,
skew-symmetric augmented matrices can determine whether a doodle is not equivalent to a doodle
diagram on the sphere S2. These latter doodles are commonly referred to as classical doodles. Additionally,
we introduce the concept of virtualization of doodles on the sphere and study the behavior of skew-
symmetric augmented matrices with respect to this operation. Thus, we provide sufficient conditions to
determine, in many cases, when the virtualization of a crossing point in a classical doodle is non-classical.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we provide a brief overview of the concept of doodles
in terms of stable R-equivalence, which is a slight modification of the stable equivalence introduced in
[2], [3], [4], [5], and [11]. We prove that this definition is equivalent to the one given in [1]. Moreover, we
define minimal doodles and compute the minimum genus of a doodle diagram, such genus is given in
terms of the number of components of any regular neighborhood of the doodle diagram. We also use the
homology intersection number of a collection of curves, defined in [4], on the ambient surface of a doodle
diagram to characterize certain types of doodle diagrams. In Section 3, we use intersection homology to
introduce and study the definition of skew-symmetric augmented matrices, providing some important
properties. We prove that Kishino’s doodle is non-classical. In Section 4, we introduce the concept of
virtualization of classical doodles and examine the behavior of augmented matrices with respect to this
operation. In particular, we present a brief characterization of the virtualization of classical doodles.
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2 Doodles

In this paper the word surface means an oriented and compact surface. An oriented doodle diagram of n-
components or, for simplicity, doodle diagram, is a tuple (Σ, D), where Σ is a surface and D ⊂ Σ is the
image of an orientation-preserving continuous map γ : ⨿n

i=1 S1
i → Σ from n disjoint circles S1 to Σ, such

that the number of self intersections, called crossing points of D, is finite, no more than three points have
the same image and the intersections are transverse. The surface Σ is called the ambient surface of D. In
the case that Σ = S2 is the 2-sphere, we say that (S2, D) is a classical doodle diagram. The restriction of γ
to each circle S1

i is called the ith-component of D.

DEFINITION. We say that two doodle diagrams (Σ1, D1) and (Σ2, D2) are geotopic, denoted by (Σ1, D1)
e∼

(Σ2, D2) if there exist a surface Σ3 and orientation-preserving embeddings fi : Σi → Σ3, i = 1, 2, such that
f1(D1) = f2(D2).

The geotopy relation is reflexive and symmetric, but not transitive. For example, if Σ1 = S1 × [0, 1] (a
cylinder), Σ2 = {(x, y, z) ∈ R3 | x2 + y2 + z2 + 1} (a sphere) and Σ3 = S1 × S1 the torus surface, then

(Σ2, D2 := {(x, y, z) ∈ Σ2 | z = 0}) e∼ (Σ1, D1 := S1 × {1/2}) e∼ (Σ3, D3 := S1 × {(1, 0)}),

but (Σ2, D2) is not geotopic to (Σ3, D3).

DEFINITION. Two doodle diagrams (Σ, D) and (Σ′, D′) are set to be stably equivalent, denoted (Σ, D) ∼ (Σ′, D′)
if there exists a finite collection of doodle diagrams {(Σi, Di)}n

i=1, such that

(Σ, D)
e∼ (Σ1, D1)

e∼ · · · e∼ (Σn, Dn)
e∼ (Σ′, D′).

The stable equivalency relation is, in fact, an equivalence relation on the set of doodles diagrams.

DEFINITION (Surgery on ambient surfaces). Let (Σ, D) be a doodle diagram, and let γj j = 1k be a disjoint
collection of k simple closed curves in Σ that neither intersect the boundary of Σ nor the doodle diagram D. Consider
regular neighborhoods VΣ

D and {VΣ
γi
}i = 1k of D and the curves γ1, . . . , γk, respectively, with disjoint closures.
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Now, remove the neighborhoods VΣ
γ1

, . . . , VΣ
γk

from Σ and glue 2k disks via their boundaries to the new boundaries
of the surface. The resultant surface, denoted by h−γ1,...,γk

(Σ), is called the surgery of Σ along the curves {γj}k
j=1,

and the corresponding doodle diagram (h−γ1,...,γk
(Σ), D) is called a surgery of (Σ, D) along the curves {γj}k

j=1.

Observe that, when we remove the regular neighborhood {VΣ
γi
}k

i=1 we obtain a closed and orientable
new surface, Σγ1,··· ,γk , which has 2k new components of boundary different from the boundary of the
original surface Σ. If we denote these components by {γ+

i , γ−
i }k

i=1, then, the surface h−γ1,··· ,γk
(Σ) is

obtained by gluing closed disks d+
i , d−

i to each component γ+
i , γ−

i , i = 1, · · · , k of Σγ1,··· ,γk . Thereby, the
curves γ+

i , γ−
i become, respectively, the border of simply connected closed regions Γ+

i , Γ−
i in h−γ1,··· ,γk

(Σ),
i = 1, · · · , k. Since, γ1, · · · , γk are simply closed curves in Σ, the closure of the regular neighborhoods
VΣ

γ1
, · · · , VΣ

γk
can be seen as thin tubes of the form γi × [0, 1], where γ+

i := γi × {0} and γ−
i = γi × {1},

or, as it is well known in the literature, 1-handles. Thus, the surgery of Σ along the curves {γj}k
j=1 is a

sequence of the elimination of the 1-handles γi × [0, 1], i = 1, · · · , k. So, surgery is, in fact, a sequence of
1-handle elimination. Hence, we have the following recursive form of a surgery

h−γ1,··· ,γk
(Σ) = h−γ1

(h−γ2
(· · · (h−γk−1

(h−γk
)(Σ)) · · · )).

The reciprocal is also true. For example, suppose that we want to eliminate an 1-handle in Σ. Since,
any 1-handle in Σ is a section of the form γ × [0, 1], where γ is a simple closed curve in Σ; then, the
elimination of the 1-handle can be seen as the surgery along the curve γ × { 1

2}.

DEFINITION (1-handle addition). Let (Σ, D) be a surface doodle diagram and let γ+ and γ− be two disjoint null-
homologue curves in Σ bordering two compact and disjoint simply connected regions Γ+ and Γ−, respectively, such
that D ∩ (Γ+ ∪ Γ−) = ∅ and ∂(Σ) ∩ (Γ+ ∪ Γ−) = ∅. Now, remove the interior of Γ+ and Γ− and attach an
1-handle, S1 × [0, 1], by its boundary to the new boundary components γ+ and γ− of Σ. The resultant surface,
denoted by h+

γ+ ,γ−(Σ), is called the 1-handle addition to Σ along the curves γ+ and γ−.

In general, if we have a collection of 2k null-homologue curves γ+
1 , γ−

1 , · · · , γ+
k , γ−

k , bordering 2k
disjoint compact and simply connected regions Γ+

1 , Γ−
1 , · · · , Γ+

k , Γ−
k , respectively, in Σ, such that these

regions do not intersect neither the doodle diagram D nor the boundary of Σ. Then h+
γ+

1 ,γ−
1 ,··· ,γ+

k ,γ−
k
(Σ) is

the surface obtained by gluing k 1-handles {(S1 × [0, 1])i}k
i=1 to Σ recursively as follows:

h+
γ+

1 ,γ−
1 ,··· ,γ+

k ,γ−
k
(Σ) = h+

γ+
1 ,γ−

1
(h+

γ+
2 ,γ−

2
(· · · h+

γ+
k−1,γ−

k−1
(h+

γ+
k ,γ−

k
(Σ)) · · · ))

and (h+
γ+

1 ,γ−
1 ,··· ,γ+

k ,γ−
k
(Σ), D) is called a 1-handles addition to (Σ, D) along the paired curves {γ+

i , γ−
i }k

i=1.

REMARK 1. With the notation of Definition 2. If γ := S1 × { 1
2} is a specific meridian of the attached 1-

handle S1 × [0, 1] to Σ along the curves γ+, γ−, then h−γ (h
+
γ+ ,γ−(Σ)) is homeomorphic to Σ. Reciprocally,

if γ is a simple and closed curve in Σ and γ × [0, 1] is the removed 1-handle used to construct h−γ (Σ),
then h+

γ+ ,γ−(h−γ (Σ)) is homeomorphic to Σ, where γ+ = γ × {0} and γ− = γ × {1}. In order to simplify
the notation, we use

h−(Σ) = h−γ1,··· ,γk
(Σ) and h+(Σ) = h+

γ+
1 ,γ−

1 ,··· ,γ+
k ,γ−

k
(Σ).

Thereby, h+(Σ) and h−(Σ) can be seem as inverse surgeries one of the other.

Next theorem relates the concepts of valid surgery and stable R-equivalence.

THEOREM 1. Let (Σ, D) be a surface doodle digram. Then, for any surgeries h− and h+ of (Σ, D),

(h−(Σ), D) ∼ (Σ, D) ∼ (h+(Σ), D).

Proof. We first prove the case in which h− = h−γ the surgery is along the curve γ, the rest of the proof
comes from the fact that h−γ1,··· ,γk

(Σ) = (h−γ1
◦ · · · ◦ h−γk

)(Σ). Since the inclusion function i : Σ \ Int(VΣ
γ ) →

Σ and the identity function id : Σ → Σ are orientation-preserving embeddings, and i(D) = Id(D), then

3



(Σ \ Int(VΣ
γ ), D)

R∼ (Σ, D). In a similar way, we also have that the inclusion function i : Σ \ Int(VΣ
γ ) →

h−γ (Σ) and the identity function id : h−γ (Σ) → h−γ (Σ) are orientation-preserving embeddings, and that

i(D) = Id(D), then (Σ \ VΣ
γ , D)

R∼ (h−γ (Σ), D). Thus,

(Σ, D)
R∼ (Σ \ VΣ

γ , D)
R∼ (h−γ (Σ), D).

Therefore, (h−(Σ), D) ∼ (Σ, D). In a similar way, we get the proof of (h+(Σ), D) ∼ (Σ, D).

The proof of the following lemma comes in the same fashion that the one of the previous theorem.

LEMMA 1. Let (Σ, D) be a doodle diagram. Then (Σ, D) is stable equivalent to (Sg(Σ), D), where Sg(Σ) is the
closed surface of genus g, obtained by gluing disks to each component of the boundary ∂(Σ) of Σ.

Let us suppose that γ1, . . . , γk are the components of the boundary of Σ, and let d1, . . . , dk be the
respective disks that we will glue to each component of ∂(Σ) to obtain Sg(Σ). Then,

Sg(Σ) = h+
γ1,∂(d1)

(
h+

γ2,∂(d2)

(
· · ·

(
h+

γk−1,∂(dk−1)

(
h+

γk ,∂(dk)
(Σ)

))
· · ·

))
. (1)

THEOREM 2. Let (Σ, D) and (Σ′, D′) be two doodles diagram. Then, (Σ, D) and (Σ′, D′) are stably equivalent if
and only if one of (Sg(Σ), D) and (Sd(Σ′), D′) can be changed into the other by a finite sequence of the following
operations
(a) surgeries of type h+ and h−,
(b) elimination of connected components of the ambient surface disjoint of the doodle diagram and
(c) orientation-preserving homeomorphism of the ambient surface.

Proof. Let us denote by ≈ the equivalence relation generated by the transformations described in literals
(a)-(b), and let (Σ, D) be a doodle diagram and a regular neighborhood OΣ

D of D in the interior of Σ. Let
γ1, · · · , γk be the component of ∂(OΣ

D). Then, these curves are simply-closed curves in Σ disjoint from
the doodle diagram D. From the fact that the regular neighborhoods VΣ

γ1
, · · ·VΣ

γk
of γ1, · · · , γk, given

in Definition 2, do not meet the doodle diagram D and overlap OΣ
D; then, after removing these regular

neighborhoods, the resultant surface Σγ1,··· ,γk has a component VΣ
D that is a regular neighborhood of D

contained in OΣ
D. Therefore, when we glue the respective discs along the new boundary components

γ+
1 , γ−

1 , · · · , γ+
k , γ−

k of Σγ1,··· ,γk , we have that h−γ1,··· ,γk
(Σ) = Sg′(VΣ

D )⨿ Sg1(V
Σ
γ1
)⨿ · · ·⨿ Sgk (V

Σ
γk
). Thus,

(Sg′(Σ), D) ≈ (Sg(OΣ
D), D), (2)

under transformations of type (b).
Now, we suppose that we have two doodle diagrams (Σ1, D1) and (Σ2, D2), with (Σ1, D1)

e∼ (Σ2, D2).
Then, there exist a compact and orientable surface Σ3 and orientation-preserving embedding fi : Σi →
Σ3, i = 1, 2, such that f1(D1) and f2(D2) are ambient isotopic. Then,
(1) There exist an orientation-preserving homeomorphism φ : Σ3 → Σ3, such that φ( f1(D1)) = f2(D2).
Therefore, (Σ3, f1(D1)) ≈ (Σ3, f2(D2)). So, from equation (1),

(Sh(Σ3), f1(D1)) ≈ (Σ3, f1(D1)) ≈ (Σ3, f2(D2)) ≈ (Sh(Σ3), f2(D2)).

Let VΣi
Di

⊂ Σi be a regular neighborhood of Di, i = 1, 2. Since, fi(V
Σi
Di
) = VΣ3

f (Di)
is a regular neighborhood

of fi(Di) in Σ3, i = 1, 2, from Equation (2),

(2) (Sg′i
(Σi), Di) ≈ (Sgi (V

Σi
Di
), Di), i = 1, 2, and

(3) (Sh(Σ3), fi(Di)) ≈
(

Shi

(
VΣ3

fi(Di)

)
, fi(Di)

)
, i = 1, 2. Note that hi = gi, i = 1, 2.

On the other hand, from the fact that f1 and f2 are orientation-preserving embedding, then

(4) (VΣi
Di

, Di) ≈ (VΣ3
fi(Di)

, fi(Di)), hence (Sgi (V
Σi
Di
), Di) ≈ (Shi

(VΣ3
fi(Di)

), fi(Di)), i = 1, 2.
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Thus, we have the following sequence,

(Sg′1
(Σ1), D1) ≈ (Sg1(V

Σ1
D1

), D1) ≈ (Sh1(V
Σ3
f1(D1)

), f1(D1)) ≈ (Sh(Σ3), f1(D1))

≈ (Sh(Σ3), f2(D2)) ≈
(

Sh2

(
VΣ3

f2(D2)

)
, f2(D2)

)
≈ (Sg2(V

Σ2
D2

), D2)

≈ (Sg′2
(Σ2), D2).

In this way, if (Σ, D) ∼ (Σ′, D′), then there exist a sequence of surface doodles {(Σi, Di)}k
i=1, such that

(Σ, D)
R∼ (Σ1, D1)

R∼ · · · R∼ (Σk, Dk)
R∼ (Σ′, D′),

then
(Sg(Σ), D) ≈ (Sg1(Σ1), D1) ≈ · · · ≈ (Sgk (Σk), Dk) ≈ (Sg′(Σ

′), D′).

Reciprocally, let (Σ, D) and (Σ′, D) be two surface doodle diagrams such that (Sg(Σ), D) ≈ (Sg′(Σ′), D).
Then there exist a sequence of doodle diagrams {(Σi, Di)}k

i=1, such that

(Sg(Σ), D) ≈ (Σ1, D1) ≈ · · · ≈ (Σk, Dk) ≈ (Sg′(Σ
′), D′),

and each equivalence in the sequence is one of the (a)-(d). Thereby, if ≈ corresponds to the type (a), then,
from Theorem 1, this implies ∼. It is clear that any homeomorphism is an embedding function, so (c)
and (d) implies ∼. Suppose that ≈ is given by elimination of superfluous components. Then, we have
that i : Σ → Σ ⨿ Ω, the inclusion function and the identity Id : Σ ⨿ Ω → Σ ⨿ Ω, satisfy the condition of
the definition of geotopy relation. Thus, (Σ ⨿ Ω, D) ∼ (Σ, D).

We say that a doodle diagram (S, γ) is minimal if the ambient surface S is a connected, closed,
orientable and compact surface with the minimum genus among all the doodle diagrams (Σ, D) stably
equivalent to (S, γ).

PROPOSITION 1. Let (Σ, D) be a doodle diagram. Then there exists a minimal doodle diagram (S, γ) stably
equivalent to (Σ, D).

Proof. Let (Σ, D) be a doodle diagram, and let M be the collection of all connected, closed, orientable,
and compact surfaces S for which there exists a doodle diagram (S, σ) stably equivalent to (Σ, D). The set
M is not empty because Sg(Σ) belongs to M , see Lemma 2. We now consider the set M = {genus(S) |
S ∈ M }. Then, by the well-ordering principle, M has a minimal element, say N0. Therefore, there exists
a doodle diagram (S, γ) with genus(S) = N0, stably equivalent to (Σ, D). Thereby, (S, γ) is the desired
minimal doodle diagram.

A formula to compute the number N0 is given in [11, Corollary 3.5], here we give a short review
of such construction. Let (Σ, D) be a doodle diagram and choose any regular neighborhood VΣ

D ⊂ Σ
of D disjoint from the boundary of Σ. Then, (Sg′(VΣ

D ), D) is a doodle diagram stably equivalent to
(Σ, D) and genus(Sg′(VΣ

D )) ≤ genus(Σ). If Sg′(VΣ
D ) is a non-connected surface, it is because D =

D1 ⨿ D2 ⨿ · · ·⨿ Dk has more than one connected component. Therefore, VΣ
D can be decomposed as

VΣ
D = VΣ

D1
⨿ VΣ

D2
⨿ · · ·⨿ VΣ

Dk
, where VΣ

D1
, · · · , VΣ

Dk
are disjoint regular connected neighborhoods of the

components D1, · · · , Dk of D, respectively. Then,

Sg′(V
Σ
D ) = Sg1(V

Σ
D1
)⨿ Sg2(V

Σ
D2
)⨿ · · ·⨿ Sgk (V

Σ
Dk
).

Moreover, the genus gi of Sgi (V
Σ
Di
) satisfies the equality

gi = genus(Sgi (V
Σ
Di
)) =

mi − 2− | ∂(VΣ
Di
) |

2
, i = 1, 2, · · · , k,

where mi is the number of crossing points of Di and | ∂(VΣ
Di
) | is the number of components of the

boundary of VΣ
Di

. Hence fore, the genus g′ of Sg′(VΣ
D ) also satisfies

g′ = genus(Sg′(V
Σ
D )) =

m − 2− | ∂(VΣ
D ) |

2
, (3)

5



where m is the number of crossing points of D. Because, (Sgi (V
Σ
Di
), Di) is a doodle diagram, i = 1, 2, . . . , k,

we write
(Sg′(V

Σ
D ), D) = (Sg1(V

Σ
D1
), D1)⨿(Sg2(V

Σ
D2
), D2)⨿ · · ·⨿(Sgk (V

Σ
Dk
), Dk),

and we say that (Sg1(V
Σ
D1
), D1), · · · , (Sgk (V

Σ
Dk
), Dk) are the connected components of (Sg′(VΣ

D ), D). In the
case that k = 1, we say that (Sg(VΣ

D ), D) is a connected doodle diagram.

REMARK 2. If we denote the surface Sg′(VΣ
D ) by MD, then, up to homeomorphism, MD does not depend

on either the ambient surface Σ or the chosen regular neighborhood VΣ
D . The surface MD is related in

[11] with the Carter surface of D, see [2] for more details.

EXAMPLE 1. A construction of a regular neighborhood is illustrated in Figure 1. In this case, the number

Figure 1: An example of a construction of a regular neighborhood of a doodle diagram

of components of the regular neighborhood of the doodle diagram is 2. So, the minimal genus of the
normal curve is genus = 2+2−2

2 = 1. Thereby, the Carter surface of K is the torus surface.

A doodle diagram (Σ, D) is called almost classical if it is geotopy equivalent to a classical doodle
diagram.

PROPOSITION 2. A doodle diagram (Σ, D) is almost classical, if and only if | ∂(VΣ
D ) |= m − 2, where m is the

number of crossing points of D.

Proof. A direct consequence of the equation (3).

Let (Σ, D) be a one-component doodle diagram, and label the crossing points of D with the letters
a1, . . . , an. For each ai, we consider the two closed curves, Dai and D̃ai , where Dai ⊂ D (or D̃ai ⊂ D)
is constructed by following D starting from a non-crossing point. If when D travels the crossing point
ai, it goes from right to left (resp. left to right), then instead of continuing along D, we turn to the left
(resp. right) and follow D until return to the starting point. The constructed curve is denoted by Dai

(resp. D̃ai ). The curves Dai and D̃ai are well defined and do not depend on the starting point. Moreover,
D = Dai + Dai in H1(Σ, Z), see Figure 2.

ai

Dai

(a)

ai

(b)

D̃

Figure 2: Construction of the primitive curve Dai

THEOREM 3. [4] Let (Σ, D) be a one component doodle diagram. Then, the homology group H1(Σ, Z) is generated
by the homology classes φD, φa1 , . . . , φan represented by the curves D, Da1 , . . . , Dan , respectively, if and only if
(Σ, D) is a minimal doodle diagram.
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We now review the definition of the intersection number; for more details, see [?], [?] and [11,
Section 2.4]. Let γ1 and γ2 be two transverse, oriented, and generically immersed curves on a surface Σ
with γ1 ∩γ2 = {c1, . . . , ck}. We choose a non crossing point x on γ1. We follow the curve γ1 writing down
an ordered set γ1 ↗ γ2 with the crossing labels cj’s we meet on the way, with the convention that we add
c+1

i (or c−1
i ) if when γ1 travels the crossing point ci, γ2 goes from left to right (right to left). The intersection

pairing number, denoted by ⟨γ1, γ2⟩, is defined as the sum of the superscript of the elements of γ1 ↗ γ2.
It is well known that all homology classes φ1 and φ2 in H1(Σ, Z) are represented by transverse and
oriented generically immersed curves γ1 and γ2, respectively, and that the number ⟨φ1, φ2⟩ = ⟨γ1, γ2⟩
is well defined, and called the homology intersection number between φ1 and φ2. Homology intersection
defines an skew-symmetric bi-linear map ⟨ ⟩ : H1(Σ, Z) × H1(Σ, Z) → Z, in other words, for every
φi ∈ H1(Σ, Z), i = 1, 2, 3 and t ∈ Z, we have

• ⟨φ1, φ2⟩ = − ⟨φ2, φ1⟩,

• ⟨φ1, φ2 + tφ3⟩ = ⟨φ1, φ2⟩+ t ⟨φ1, φ3⟩.

Thus, we have that ⟨φ, φ⟩ = 0 for every φ ∈ H1(Σ, Z).

THEOREM 4. A one-component doodle diagram (Σ, D) is almost classical if and only if the homology intersection
number between the elements of the subset {φD, φa1 , . . . , φan} of the first homology group H1(Σ, Z) is zero.

Proof. Let VΣ
D ⊂ Σ be a regular neighborhood of D in Σ, then {φD, φa1 , . . . , φan} ⊂ H1(Sg(VΣ

D ). Since
(Sg(VΣ

D ), D) is a minimal doodle diagram, from Theorem 3, {φD, φa1 , . . . , φan} is a generating set for the
first homology group H1(Sg(VΣ

D ), Z) of Σ. Thus, genus(Sg(VΣ
D )) = 0 if and only if

⟨φD, φai ⟩ = 0 and
〈

φai , φaj

〉
= 0 for all i, j. (4)

Therefore, (Σ, D) is almost classical if and only if it satisies the equations (4).

DEFINITION. Let (Σ, D) and (Σ′, D′) be two doodles diagram. Then, (Σ, D) and (Σ′, D′) are said to be stably
Reidemeister equivalent or, for simplicity, stably R-equivalent if and only if one of them can be changed into the
other one by a finite sequence of the following operations
(a) stably equivalence and
(b) monogon and bigon type moves, see figure 3.

Figure 3: monogon and bigon type moves

It is not hard to prove that the stably R-equivalent is in fact an equivalence relation. An oriented doodle
or doodle is defined as an equivalence class of a doodle diagram under the stably R-equivalence. A doodle
is called classical if its equivalence class has a classical doodle diagram. It is clear that if a doodle is almost
classical then it is classical, the reciprocal is not always true. A doodle is trivial if its equivalence class has
the doodle diagram without crossing points. The recognition doodle problem consists in determining when
a doodle is classical or not.

3 Skew-symmetric augmented matrices

For any natural number n > 0, a skew-symmetric augmented matrix of dimension n is a matrix of the form
(B | A), where B is a skew-symmetric matrix of order n× n and A is a vector of order n× 1. We define the
skew-symmetric augmented matrix of order zero as the empty matrix ( | ). The set of skew-symmetric
augmented matrices is denoted by Skew.
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DEFINITION. Let (B | A) and (B′ | A′) be two skew-symmetric augmented matrices. We say that (B′ | A′) is
a permutation of (B | A) if there exists a permutation matrix P such that (B′ | A′) = (PBPT | PA), where PT

denotes the transpose of the matrix P.

It is worth to point out here that if (B | A) is a skew-symmetric augmented matrix, then for every
permutation matrix P, (PBPT | PA) is also a skew-symmetric augmented matrix. Thereby, permutation
is a well-defined relation on the set Skew.

PROPOSITION 3. Let (Σ, D) be a one-component doodle diagram with n crossing points labeled with the letters
a1, . . . , an, and let φD, φa1 , . . . , φan the homology classes in the first homology group H1(Σ, Z) of Σ represented
by the curves D, Da1 , . . . , Dan , respectively. Then, the augmented matrix (β(D) | α(D)) defined as

(β(D) | α(D)) =

 ⟨φa1 , φa1⟩ · · · ⟨φa1 , φan⟩ ⟨φa1 , φD⟩
...

. . .
...

...
⟨φan , φa1⟩ · · · ⟨φan , φan⟩ ⟨φan , φD⟩

 , (5)

is a skew-symmetric augmented matrix. Moreover, if (β(D) | α(D)) and (β′(D) | α′(D)) are two skew-
symmetric augmented matrices obtained by two labelings of the crossing points of D, then one of these matrices is
a permutation of the other one.

Proof. Let us denote the set of crossing points of D by ⋊(D). Two labelings of ⋊(D) can then be defined
using bijective maps f : ⋊ (D) → {a1, . . . , an} and g : ⋊ (D) → {b1, . . . , bn}. Suppose these labelings
define skew-symmetric augmented matrices (β(D) | α(D)) and (β′(D) | α′(D)), respectively. Thus, if
σ ∈ Sym(n) is the permutation given by σ(i) = j if and only if (g ◦ f−1)(ai) = bj, then, the permutation
matrix P associated with σ satisfies (Pβ(D)PT | Pα(D)) = (β′(D) | α′(D)).

It is worth noting that surgeries of types h+ and h−1, as well as the elimination of redundant connected
components of the ambient surface, do not affect the doodle diagram. Besides, the homology intersection
number remains unchanged under orientation-preserving homeomorphisms. Thus, we have the proof
of the following lemma.

LEMMA 2. Let (Σ, D) be a one-component doodle diagram. Up to permutations, the skew-symmetric augmented
matrix (β(D) | α(D)) is invariant under stable equivalency relation. Therefore, the doodle diagram (Σ, D) is
almost classical if and only if (β(D) | α(D)) is the null matrix.

Let us introduce the following elementary transformations on the set of skew-symmetric augmented
matrices. It is important to note that these transformations encodes the monogon and bigon movements
in terms of augmented matrices.

DEFINITION (Elementary transformations). Let (B | A) be a skew-symmetric augmented matrix. Let B(j)

denote the jth column of the matrix B and Ar the rth component of the vector A.

(a) If there exists j ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that aj = 0 and (B(j) = (0)n×1 or B(j) = A), then we reduce the
augmented matrix (B | A) by simultaneously eliminating its jth column and the jth row. This type of reduction is
called reduction of type 1.
(b) If there are r, t ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that Ar = −At and B(r) + B(t) = A, then we reduce the augmented matrix
(B | A) by simultaneously eliminating its columns r and s and its rows r and s. This type of reduction is called
reduction of type 2.

The inverse of a reduction of type 1 is called extension of type 1 and the inverse of a reduction of type 2 is called
extension of type 2.

Since the elementary transformations are well defined on the set Skew, we are able to introduce the
following definition.

DEFINITION. Let (B | A) and (B′ | A′) be two skew-symmetric augmented matrices. We say that they are S-
equivalent, denoted by ≍ if there exists a finite collection {(Bi | Ai)}n+1

i=0 of skew-symmetric augmented matrices
such that (B0 | A0) = (B | A), (Bn+1 | An+1) = (B′ | A′) and (Bi+1 | Ai+1) is obtained from (Bi | Ai) by
using only a permutation or an elementary transformation.

It is not hard to verify that the relation previously defined is an equivalence relation. The S-equivalence
class of the skew-symmetric augmented matrix (B | A) is denoted by [B | A].
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THEOREM 5. Let (Σ, D) be an one-component doodle diagram. Then the map λ : DC → Skew, where DC denotes
the set of one-component doodle diagrams and λ((Σ, D)) = (β(D) | α(D)), extends to a function Λ : DC/ e∼ →
Skew/≍. We will use the notation Λ([(Σ, D)]) = [β(D) | α(D)].

Proof. From Proposition 3 and Lemma 2 we only have to prove the theorem for monogon and bigon
type moves. In fact, Let (Σ, D) be an one-component doodle diagram with crossing points labeled
with the letters a1, . . . , an and let φD, φa1 , . . . , φan be the homology classes in H1(Σ,Z) represented by
D, Da1 , . . . , Dan .

(a) From Proposition 3, we do not loose generality if we assume that (Σ, D) has a monogon at the
crossing point an. Let (Σ, K) be the doodle diagram obtained by eliminating such monogon of (Σ, D)
and let us denote by ψK, ψa1 ,. . . ,ψan−1 the homology classes in H1(Σ, Z) represented by the closed curves
K, Ka1 ,. . . ,Kan−1 , respectively. Then, D is homologous to K. Moreover, ψai is homologous to φai , for all
i = 1, . . . , n − 1. Therefore,

⟨φai , φD⟩ = ⟨ψai , ψK⟩ and
〈

φak , φat

〉
=

〈
ψak , ψat

〉
, for all i, k, t = 1, . . . , n − 1.

On the other hand, we have two cases, Dan is null-homologous, see Figure 4-(a) or Dan is homologous to
D, see Figure 4-(b). In any way, ⟨φan , φD⟩ = 0. Moreover,

(b)(a)

K

DanDan

KD

Figure 4: Generating primitive curves in a monogon

(i) If Dan is null-homologous, then ⟨φai , φan⟩ = 0, for all i. Hence,

(β(D) | α(D)) =

(
β(K) 0 α(K)

0 0 0

)
.

(ii) If Dan is homologous to D, then ⟨φai , φan⟩ = ⟨φai , φD⟩ = ⟨ψai , ψK⟩, for all i = 1, . . . , n − 1. Thus,

(β(D) | α(D)) =

(
β(K) α(K) α(K)

−α(K)T 0 0

)
.

From (i) and (ii), we have that (β(K) | α(K)) is a reduction of type 1 of (β(D) | α(D)).
(b) Suppose that D has a bigon in the crossing points an−1 and an and let (Σ, K) be the doodle diagram
obtained by eliminating the bigon of (Σ, D) at an−1 and an. Let us again denote by ψK, ψa1 ,. . . ,ψan−2 the
homology classes in H1(σ, Z) represented by the closed curves K, Ka1 ,. . . ,Kan−2 , respectively. Then, we
have that Dan−1 + Dan is homologous to D, see Figure 5.

In this way, φan−1 + φan = φD. Therefore, ⟨φai , φD⟩ =
〈

φai , φan−1

〉
+ ⟨φai , φan⟩ , for all i = 1, . . . , n.

Thus, if i = n, ⟨φan , φD⟩ =
〈

φan , φan−1

〉
and if i = n − 1,

〈
φan−1 , φD

〉
=

〈
φan−1 , φan

〉
. As a consequence,

⟨φan , φD⟩ = −
〈

φan−1 , φD
〉

. On the other hand, if i /∈ {n − 1, n}, we have the following equivalence

aε
k ∈ Dai ↗ D ⇐⇒ a−ε

k ∈ Dai ↗ D, for all k ∈ {n − 1, n}.

Hence, ⟨φai , φD⟩ = ⟨ψai , ψK⟩ . Moreover, for j /∈ {n − 1, n}, we also have the following equivalence,

aε
k ∈ Dai ↗ Daj ⇐⇒ a−ε

k ∈ Dai ↗ Daj , for all k ∈ {n − 1, n}.
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anan

an+1 an+1

anan

an+1 an+1

Dan+1

Dan

Dan+1

Dan

Figure 5: Generating primitive curves in a bigon

This proves that
〈

φai , φaj

〉
=

〈
ψai , ψaj

〉
. Thereby, (β(D) | α(D)) has the form:

(β(D) | α(D)) =

 β(K) A B α(K)
−AT 0 αn−1(D) αn−1(D)
−BT −αn−1(D) 0 −αn−1(D)

 ,

where A + B = α(K). Therefore, (β(K) | α(K)) is a reduction of type 2 of (β(D) | α(D)).

DEFINITION. Let (B | A) be a skew-symmetric augmented matrix of dimension n. We say that (B | A) is trivial
if it is equivalent to the empty augmented matrix. (B | A) is reducible if a reduction transformation can be applied
to it. Otherwise, we say (B | A) is irreducible.

THEOREM 6. Let [B | A] ∈ Skew/≍. Then there exists (B′ | A′) ∈ [B | A], such that (B′ | A′) is an irreducible
skew-symmetric augmented matrix. Moreover, if (B′′ | A′′) is another representative irreducible in [B | A], then
there exists a permutation matrix P such that (PB′PT | PA′) = (B′′ | A′′), so all irreducible representatives of
[B | A] have the same dimension.

Proof. Let (B | A) ∈ Skew be a skew-symmetric augmented matrix and let

F = {m ∈ N∪ {0} | ∃(B′ | A′) ∈ [B | A] s. t. m is the order of (B′ | A′)}.

Because F ⊂ N∪ {0} and F ̸= ∅, then from the well-ordering principle, there exists a minimal element
n0 ∈ F which corresponds to a skew-symmetric augmented matrix (B′ | A′) ∈ [B | A]. Due to the
minimality of n0, (B′ | A′) has to be irreducible. Besides, let (B′′ | A′′) be another irreducible in [B | A]
of dimension m. Because, m ∈ F , then n0 ≤ m. Since, (B′′ | A′′) and (B′ | A′) are S-equivalent, then
there exists a finite collection {(Bi | Ai)}n

i=0 of skew-symmetric augmented matrices such that

(B′′ | A′′) = (B0 | A0) ≍ (B1 | A1) ≍ (B2 | A2) ≍ · · · ≍ (Bn−1 | An−1) ≍ (Bn | An) = (B′ | A′), (6)

where (Bi+1 | Ai+1) is obtained from (Bi | Ai) by using only a permutation or an elementary transformation.
We denote the dimension of (Bi | Ai) by mi, and we prove that, for every i = 0, . . . , n, m ≤ mi and if
m = mi then (Bi | Ai) is a permutation of (B′′ | A′′). Let us proceed by induction on the length n of the
collections of the form given in Equation (6). If n = 1, then (B′ | A′) has to be a permutation of (B′′ | A′′),
thus m ≤ m1 = n0. Suppose that the sentence is true for collections of length k and suppose that we have
a collection {(Bi | Ai)}k+1

i=0 that satisfies (6). Hence, ni ≥ m and, if ni = m, then (Bi | A) is a permutation
of (B′′ | A′′), for every i = 1, 2, . . . , k. If nk = m, then (Bk | Ak) is a permutation of (B′′ | A′′). So,
(Bk+1 | Ak+1) has to be either a permutation or an extension of (Bk | Ak). In any case, m ≤ nk+1 and
if m = nk+1, we have that (Bk+1 | Ak+1) is a permutation of (B′′ | A′′) . On the other hand, if nk > m,
we have either nk+1 = nk or nk+1 > nk or nk+1 = nk − 1, thus nk+1 ≥ m. In this way, if nk+1 = m,
then (Bk+1 | Ak+1) is a simplification of (Bk | Ak). Therefore, we have two cases: In the first case,
nk = m + 1 then there exists nj such that nj = m and (Bj+1 | Aj+1) ≍ (Bj+2 | Aj+2) ≍ · · · ≍ (Bk | Ak) is
a sequence which only uses permutations and (Bj+1 | Aj+1) is an extension of (Bj | Aj) of type 1. Thus,
the simplification used to change (Bk | A) into (Bk+1, Ak+1) is the same used to change (Bj | Aj) into
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(Bj+1 | Aj+1). Therefore, (Bk+1 | Ak+1) is a permutation of (Bj | Aj) which is a permutation of (B′′ | A′′),
so (Bk+1 | Ak+1) is a permutation (B′′ | A′′). The second case, nk = m + 2, comes in the same fashion
as the first one. As a consequence, m ≤ mn = n0, and therefore m = n0. From the previous analysis,
(B′ | A′) is a permutation of (B′′ | A′′).

COROLLARY 1. If (Σ, D) is a classical doodle, then Λ([w]) = [ | ]

The proof of the following lemma is a direct consequence of the definition and properties of the
homology intersection number, therefore we omit it.

LEMMA 3. Let (Σ, D) be a one-component doodle diagram with crossing points labeled with the letters a1, . . . , an.
Let φD, φa1 , . . . , φan and φ̃a1 , . . . , φ̃an denote the equivalence classes represented by the curves D, Da1 , . . . , Dan

and D̃a1 , . . . , D̃an , respectively. Then,

⟨φai , φD⟩ = ⟨φai , φ̃ai ⟩ = − ⟨φ̃ai , φD⟩ and〈
φai , φaj

〉
=

〈
φ̃ai , φ̃aj

〉
+ ⟨φai , φD⟩ −

〈
φaj , φD

〉
,

(7)

for every i, j.

EXAMPLE 2. The Kishino’s knot is an important example in virtual knot theory because it cannot be
differentiated from the trivial knot by the fundamental group and the bracket polynomial. The Kishino’s
knot was distinguished by 3-strand Jones polynomial, the surface bracket polynomial, the quaternionic
biquandle and by skew-symmetric graded matrices, see [11]. In this paper we use skew-symmetric
augmented matrices to distinguish the Kishino’s doodle or the flat Kishino knot, see Figure 6. The
Kishino’s doodle has been distinguished from the trivial doodle in [?, Page 15] by using representations
of Weyl algebras and in [8, Theorem 4.1].

a4

a3

a2

a1

Figure 6: The Kishino’s doodle

Let us denote the Kishino’s doodle diagram by (T, D), where T is the torus surface. In Figure 7 we
show the construction of the generating set of primitive curves of the first homology group H1(T, Z) of
T.

From Equation 7 and Figure 7, we have that

α(K) =


−1

1
1

−1

 .

Also from Figure 7, we have that

(〈
φ̃ai , φ̃aj

〉)
i,j=1,2,3,4

=


0 1 0 0

−1 0 0 0
0 0 0 −1
0 0 1 0

 .
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Da3

a1

a2

a4 Da4

a1 a3

a2

Da2

a1 a3

a4

Da1

a2

a3

a4

Figure 7: Construction of the primitive curves for the Kishino’s doodle

Besides, (
⟨φai , φD⟩ −

〈
φaj , φD

〉)
i,j=1,2,3,4

=


0 −2 −2 0
2 0 0 2
2 0 0 2
0 −2 −2 0

 .

From Equation 7,
(〈

φai , φaj

〉)
i,j=1,2,3,4

=
(〈

φ̃ai , φ̃aj

〉)
i,j=1,2,3,4

+
(
⟨φai , φD⟩ −

〈
φaj , φD

〉)
i,j=1,2,3,4

. Thus,

(〈
φai , φaj

〉)
i,j=1,2,3,4

=


0 1 0 0

−1 0 0 0
0 0 0 −1
0 0 1 0

+


0 −2 −2 0
2 0 0 2
2 0 0 2
0 −2 −2 0

 =


0 −1 −2 0
1 0 0 2
2 0 0 1
0 −2 −1 0

 .

In this way,

λ((T, D)) =


0 −1 −2 0 −1
1 0 0 2 1
2 0 0 1 1
0 −2 −1 0 −1

 .

We observe that such skew-symmetric matrix is irreducible, so the Kishino’s doodle is non classical.

4 Virtualization of doodles

Let (Σ, D) be a surface doodle diagram, and let ai be a crossing point of D. Now, we consider a regular
neighborhood Uai ⊂ Σ of ai such that no other crossing points of D are in Uai , as shown in Figure 8.

DEFINITION. A virtualization of the doodle diagram (Σ, D) at the crossing point ai is represented by the doodle
diagram (Σ̂, vai (D)). Here, Σ̂ is a surface obtained by attaching a 1-handle to Σ within the neighborhood U disjoint
from D. The doodle diagram vai (D) on Σ̂ is gotten from D as illustrated in the following figure:

We do not lose generality by assuming that the virtualization occurs at the crossing point an. To
simplify the notation, we use V(D) instead of van(D). It is not hard to prove that, for every aj ̸= ai,
V(Daj) = V(D)aj .

PROPOSITION 4. Let (Σ, D) be a one-component doodle diagram and let (Σ̂, D) be the doodle diagram obtained by
attaching a 1-handle inside of the neighborhood Uan disjoint of the curve D as described in Figure 9. Then, (Σ, D)

is stably R-equivalent to (Σ̂, D). Therefore, (Σ, Dak ) is stably R-equivalent to (Σ̂, Dak ), for all k = 1, . . . , n.
Besides,
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a i

Uai

• ai

Ûai

Figure 8: Virtualization process at the crossing point ai

(a) D ∩
(

Σ̂ \ Ûan

)
= V(D) ∩

(
Σ̂ \ Ûan

)
.

(b) For all aj ̸= an, Daj ∩
(

Σ̂ \ Ûan

)
= V(D)aj ∩

(
Σ̂ \ Ûan

)
. Moreover, if Daj does not travel the crossing point

ai, then Daj = V(D)aj .

(c) D̃an ∩
(

Σ̂ \ Ûan

)
= V(D)an ∩

(
Σ̂ \ Ûan

)
.

(d) (Σ̂, V(D)an) is stably R-equivalent to (Σ̂, D̃an) and (Σ̂, Ṽ(D)an
) is stably R-equivalent to (Σ̂, Dan).

Ûan

an•

Uan

an

(Σ̂, D)
(Σ, D)

Figure 9: Immersion of D into the surface Σ̂.

Proof. The proof of (a) and (b) comes from the fact that the virtualization of a doodle diagram only
changes the part of the diagram inside the neighborhood Uan , while the rest of the diagram remains
unchanged. The proof of the literals (c) and (d) are gotten from Figure 10.

D̃an

Dan

(Σ̂, D)

Ûan

V(D)an

Ṽ(D)an

(Σ̂, V(D))

Ûan

Figure 10: Construction of the primitive curves of a virtualization of a doodle diagram

Up to permutation, we may assume, without loss of generality that the virtualization is given in the
crossing point an. In order to make the notation easier, we introduce the following definition.
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DEFINITION. Let us consider two transverse, oriented and generically immersed curves γ1 and γ2 on a surface Σ
and let U be a subset of Σ. We define the relative intersection pairing number, denoted by ⟨γ1, γ2⟩ |U as the
number

⟨γ1, γ2⟩ |U= ∑
c

ek
k ∈γ1↗U γ2

ek, (8)

where γ1 ↗U γ2 = {cei
i ∈ γ1 ↗ γ2 | ci ∈ γ1 ∩ γ2 ∩ U}.

The relative intersection pairing number is well defined in H1(U , Z). We now consider the equivalence
classes, denoted by V(φD), V(φ)a1 , . . . , V(φ)an , in the homology group H1(Σ̂, Z) represented by the
curves V(D), V(D)a1 , . . . , V(D)an , respectively. Thereby, from Proposition 4 and Equation 8,

⟨φai , φD⟩ |Σ̂\Ûan
= ⟨V(φ)ai , V(φD)⟩ |Σ̂\Ûan

and
〈

φai , φaj

〉
|Σ̂\Ûan

=
〈

V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
|Σ̂\Ûan

, (9)

for every i, j ̸= n. We also have,

⟨φ̃an , φD⟩ |Σ̂\Ûan
= ⟨V(φ)an , V(φD)⟩ |Σ̂\Ûan

. (10)

THEOREM 7. With the above notation. Let ai ̸= an.
(a) If {an, a−1

n } ∩ Dai ↗ D ∈ {∅, {an, a−1
n }}, then ⟨V(φ)ai , V(φD)⟩ = ⟨φai , φD⟩.

(b) If {an, a−1
n } ∩ Dai ↗ D = {aε

n}, then ⟨V(φ)ai , V(φD)⟩ = ⟨φai , φD⟩ − 2ε.
On the other hand, ⟨V(φ)an , V(φD)⟩ = − ⟨φan , φD⟩.

Proof. Let ai ̸= an.
(a) We suppose that {an, a−1

n } ∩ Dai ↗ D ∈ {∅, {an, a−1
n }}. Then, from the definition of virtualization,

we have {an, a−1
n } ∩ Dai ↗ D = {an, a−1

n } ∩ V(D)ai ↗ V(D). Therefore, relative to the neighborhood
Uan , the equality ⟨V(φ)ai , V(φD)⟩Ũan

= ⟨φai , φD⟩Ũan
is satisfied. Thus, from the first equation in (9), we

have that ⟨V(φ)ai , V(φD)⟩ = ⟨φai , φD⟩.
(b) Suppose that {an, a−1

n } ∩ Dai ↗ D = {aε
n}. Then, from the definition of virtualization, we have

{an, a−1
n } ∩ V(D)ai ↗ V(D) = {a−ε

n }. Thus, ⟨V(φ)ai , V(φD)⟩Ũan
= −ε and ⟨φai , φD⟩Ũan

= ε. Therefore,
from the first equation in (9), we have that ⟨V(φ)ai , V(φD)⟩ = ⟨φai , φD⟩ − 2ε.
Besides, from Figure 10, we have that ⟨V(φ)an , V(φD)⟩Ũan

= 0 and ⟨φan , φD⟩Ũan
= 0. Thus, from

Equation 10, we have

⟨V(φ)an , V(φD)⟩ = ⟨V(φ)an , V(φD)⟩ |Σ̂\Ûan
+ ⟨V(φ)an , V(φD)⟩ |Ûan

= ⟨φ̃an , φD⟩ |Σ̂\Ûan
+ ⟨φ̃an , φD⟩ |Ûan

= ⟨φ̃an , φD⟩ .

Thus, from Equation (7), ⟨V(φ)an , V(φD)⟩ = − ⟨φan , φD⟩ .

We consider the following theorem that involves the behaviour of the entries of the matrix β(D) of a
one-component doodle diagram (Σ, D).

THEOREM 8. Let (Σ, D) be a one-component doodle diagram and let ai ̸= an.

(a) If {an, a−1
n } ∩ Dai ↗ D = ∅, then

〈
V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
=

〈
φai , φaj

〉
, for every j = 1, . . . , n.

(b) Suppose that {an, a−1
n } ∩ Dai ↗ D = {an, a−1

n }, we have the following cases

• {an, a−1
n } ∩ Daj ↗ D ∈ {∅, {an, a−1

n }}, then
〈

V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
=

〈
φai , φaj

〉
.

• {an, a−1
n } ∩ Daj ↗ D = {aε

n}, then
〈

V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
=

〈
φai , φaj

〉
+ 2ε.

• ⟨V(φ)ai , V(φ)an⟩ = ⟨φai , φD⟩+ ⟨φai , φan⟩.
(c) Suppose that {an, a−1

n } ∩ Dai ↗ D = {aε
n}.

• {an, a−1
n } ∩ Daj ↗ D = {an, a−1

n }, then
〈

V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
=

〈
φai , φaj

〉
− 2ε.
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• {an, a−1
n } ∩ Dai ↗ D = {aε

n}, then
〈

V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
=

〈
φai , φaj

〉
.

• {an, a−1
n } ∩ Dai ↗ D = {a−ε

n }, then
〈

V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
=

〈
φai , φaj

〉
− 2ε.

• ⟨V(φ)ai , V(φ)an⟩ = ⟨φai , φD⟩+ ⟨φai , φan⟩ − ε.

Proof. Let ai ̸= an.

(a) Suppose that {an, a−1
n } ∩ Dai ↗ D = ∅. Then, Dai ∩ Ûan = ∅. Therefore, V(D)ai = Dai and〈

φai , φaj

〉
|Ûan

= 0. We also have
〈

V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
|Ûan

= 0. Thus,
〈

φai , φaj

〉
|=

〈
V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
.

(b) Suppose that {an, a−1
n } ∩ Dai ↗ D = {an, a−1

n }. Then, {an, a−1
n } ∩ V(D)ai ↗ V(D) = {an, a−1

n }.
Moreover,

• If {an, a−1
n } ∩ Daj ↗ D = ∅, we use literal (a). But, if {an, a−1

n } ∩ Daj ↗ D = {an, a−1
n }, then〈

V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
|Ũan

=
〈

φai , φaj

〉
|Ũan

= 0. As a consequence,〈
V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
=

〈
V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
|Σ̂\Ũan

+
〈

V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
|Ũan

=
〈

V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
|Σ̂\Ũan

=
〈

φai , φaj

〉
|Σ̂\Ũan

=
〈

φai , φaj

〉
.

• If {an, a−1
n } ∩ Daj ↗ D = {aε

n}, then
〈

φai , φaj

〉
|Ũan

= −ε. Thereby,
〈

V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
|Ũan

= ε. Thus,〈
V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
=

〈
V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
|Σ̂\Ũan

+
〈

V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
|Ũan

=
〈

V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
|Σ̂\Ũan

+ε

=
〈

φai , φaj

〉
|Σ̂\Ũan

+ε

=
〈

φai , φaj

〉
|Σ̂\Ũan

−ε + 2ε

=
〈

φai , φaj

〉
+ 2ε.

• From Figure 10, ⟨φai , φ̃an⟩ |Ũan
= 0 and ⟨V(φ)ai , V(φ)an⟩ |Ũan

= 0. Then,

⟨V(φ)ai , V(φ)an⟩ = ⟨V(φ)ai , V(φ)an⟩ |Σ̂\Ũan
+ ⟨V(φ)ai , V(φ)an⟩ |Ũan

= ⟨V(φ)ai , V(φ)an⟩ |Σ̂\Ũan
= ⟨φai , φ̃an⟩ |Σ̂\Ũan

= ⟨φai , φ̃an⟩ = ⟨φai , φD⟩+ ⟨φai , φan⟩ .

(c) Suppose that {an, a−1
n } ∩ Dai ↗ D = {aε

n}. Then, {an, a−1
n } ∩ V(D)ai ↗ V(D) = {a−ε

n }. Moreover,

• If {an, a−1
n } ∩ Daj ↗ D = {an, a−1

n }. From literal (a),
〈

V(φ)aj , V(φ)ai

〉
=

〈
φaj , φai

〉
+ 2ε. Therefore,〈

V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
=

〈
φai , φaj

〉
− 2ε.

• If {an, a−1
n } ∩ Dai ↗ D = {aε

n}, then
〈

φai , φaj

〉
|Ûan

= 0. We also have the equality {an, a−1
n } ∩

V(D)ai ↗ V(D) = {a−ε
n }. Thus,

〈
V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
|Ûan

= 0. Therefore,
〈

V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
=〈

φai , φaj

〉
.
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• If {an, a−1
n } ∩ Dai ↗ D = {a−ε

n }, then
〈

φai , φaj

〉
Ûan

= ε. Besides, we also have the equality

{an, a−1
n } ∩ V(D)ai ↗ V(D) = {aε

n}. Thus,
〈

V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
Ûan

= −ε. Therefore,〈
V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
=

〈
V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
|Σ̂\Ũan

+
〈

V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
|Ũan

=
〈

V(φ)ai , V(φ)aj

〉
|Σ̂\Ũan

−ε

=
〈

φai , φaj

〉
|Σ̂\Ũan

+ε − 2ε

=
〈

φai , φaj

〉
|Σ̂\Ũan

+
〈

φai , φaj

〉
Ûan

− 2ε

=
〈

φai , φaj

〉
− 2ε.

• Since {an, a−1
n }∩Dai ↗ D = {aε

n}, then, ⟨φai , φ̃an⟩Ûan
= ε. Besides, we know that ⟨V(φ)ai , V(φ)an⟩Ûan

=

0. Thus,

⟨V(φ)ai , V(φ)an⟩ = ⟨V(φ)ai , V(φ)an⟩ |Σ̂\Ũan
+ ⟨V(φ)ai , V(φ)an⟩ |Ũan

= ⟨V(φ)ai , V(φ)an⟩ |Σ̂\Ũan
= ⟨φai , φ̃an⟩ |Σ̂\Ũan

= ⟨φai , φ̃an⟩ |Σ̂\Ũan
+ ⟨φai , φ̃an⟩ |Ũan

−ε

= ⟨φai , φ̃an⟩ − ε = ⟨φai , φD⟩+ ⟨φai , φan⟩ − ε.

A direct consequence of Theorems 7 and 8 is the following corollary.

COROLLARY 2. Let (Σ, D) be an almost-classical doodle diagram. Then λ((Σ, V(D))) is equivalent to

0 . . . 0 −2 . . . −2 −1 −2
...

...
...

...
...

...
0 . . . 0 −2 . . . −2 −1 −2
2 . . . 2 0 . . . 0 1 2
...

...
...

...
...

...
2 . . . 2 0 . . . 0 1 2
1 . . . 1 −1 . . . −1 0 0


.

Where the block of 2’s is of size k × k and the block of −2’s is of size m × m, with k (and m) representing the
cardinality of the set of all aj for which Daj crosses the point an once in a positive (negative) way. Thus, if k = m,
then λ((Σ, V(D)))) is equivalent to ( | ).
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