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Abstract. The Artin-Alexander theorem characterizes the knot groups of classical links, providing necessary and
sufficient conditions for a group to be the knot group of some classical link. This result was shown using the closed
braid method. González-Acuña and Kamada independently extended this characterization to the knot groups of
orientable surface-links. Kamada applied the closed 2-dimensional braid method to show this result.

In this paper, we generalize these results to characterize the knot groups of surface-links, including non-orientable
ones. Our approach relies on a plat form presentation for surface-links. Furthermore, we show a similar characteri-
zation for the knot symmetric quandles of surface-links. As an application, we show that every dihedral quandle with
an arbitrarily good involution can be realized as the knot symmetric quandle of a surface-link.

1. Introduction

The knot group is the fundamental group of the complement of a knot or a link. In knot theory, the knot
group plays a crucial role in the classification and study of invariants for knots and links. This naturally leads
to the following question: for a given group G, when is G the knot group of some link? The answer to this
question is provided by Alexander-Artin Theorem:

Theorem 1.1 ([1]). A group G is the knot group of a link if and only if there exists an m-braid b such that G has
a presentation 〈

x1, . . . , xm xi = b · xi (i = 1, . . . ,m)
〉
.

Here, b·x denotes the action on the free group Fm by the braid group Bm, which will be defined in Section 2.2.
This theorem was shown by using the fact that every link is equivalent to the closure of some braid.

A surface-knot is a closed connected surface smoothly embedded in the 4-space, and a surface-link is a
disjoint union of surface-knots. González-Acuña [5] and Kamada [8] independently proved a characterization of
the knot groups of orientable surface-links. We recall the result due to Kamada as follows: A group presentation
is called an (m, n)-presentation (associated with m-braids b1, . . . , bn) if it is〈

x1, . . . , xm bi · x1 = bi · x2 (i = 1, . . . , n)
〉
.

We say that an (m, n)-presentation satisfies the ∂-condition if there exist n signs ε1, . . . , εn ∈ {±1} such that
n∏

i=1

b−1
i σ

εi
1 bi = 1m,

where σi is Artin’s generator of Bm and 1m is the unit element of Bm.

Theorem 1.2 ([8]). A group G is the knot group of a c-component (total) genus g oriententable surface-link if
and only if G satisfies the following conditions for some m, n ≥ 0:

(1) G has an (m, n)-presentation satisfying the ∂-condition.
(2) It holds that 2c − 2g = 2m − n.
(3) G/[G,G] is isomorphic to Zc.

In this paper, we give an analogue result for arbitrarily (unoriented) surface-links including non-orientable
ones. A group presentation is called a (2m, n)-presentation with inverses (associated with b1, . . . , bn) if it is〈

x1, . . . , x2m bi · x1 = bi · x2, x2 j−1 = x−1
2 j (i = 1, . . . , n, j = 1, . . . ,m)

〉
,
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2 JUMPEI YASUDA

which is obtained from a (2m, n)-presentation by adding new m relations x2 j−1 = x−1
2 j ( j = 1, . . . ,m). We say

that an (2m, n)-presentation satisfies the weak ∂-condition if there exist n signs ε1, . . . , εn ∈ {1,−1} such that
n∏

i=1

b−1
i σ

εi
1 bi ∈ K2m,

where K2m is Hilden’s subgroup of B2m defined in Section 2.3. A surface-link F is called (c, d)-component if F
consists of c orientable surface-knots and d non-orientable ones. The (non-orientable) genus of (c, d)-component
surface-link F means the integer g satisfying χ(F) = 2(c + d) − g, where χ(F) is the Euler characteristic of F.

Theorem 1.3. A group G is the knot group of a (c, d)-component genus g surface-link if and only if G satisfies
the following conditions for some m, n ≥ 0:

(1) G has an (2m, n)-presentation with inverses satisfying the weak ∂-condition.
(2) It holds that 2(c + d) − g = 2m − n.
(3) G/[G,G] is isomorphic to Zc ⊕ (Z/2)d.

We will show this theorem using the fact that every surface-link is equivalent to the plat closure of some
braided surface, which is discussed in Section 2.3.

In Section 3, we extend Theorem 1.3 to the knot symmetric quandles of surface-links. A quandle [7, 15] is a
set Q with a binary operation ∗ : Q × Q→ Q satisfying the following conditions:

(1) For any a ∈ Q, we have a ∗ a = a.
(2) For any a, b ∈ Q, there exists a unique element c ∈ Q such that a ∗ c = b.
(3) For any a, b, c ∈ Q, we have (a ∗ b) ∗ c = (a ∗ c) ∗ (b ∗ c).

Quandles are usefull tools in the study of oriented links and oriented surface-links. Specifically, the knot
quandle is defined for oriented links and oriented surface-links (Section 3.1). It has been shown that the knot
quandle is a stronger invariant than the knot group for distinguishing surface-links ([18]).

To apply quandle theory to unoriented surface-links, Kamada [10] introduced symmetric quandles, which
is a pair of a quandle Q and a good involution ρ of Q. The knot symmetric quandle is defined for an unori-
ented surface-links, with details provided in Section 3.2. We present an algebraic characterization of the knot
symmetric quandles of surface-links:

Theorem 1.4. A symmetric quandle (Q, ρ) is the knot symmetric quandle of a (c, d)-component (non-orientable)
genus g surface-link if and only if (Q, ρ) satisfies the following conditions for some m, n ≥ 0:

(1) (Q, ρ) has an (2m, n)-presentation with inverses satisfying the weak ∂-condition.
(2) It holds that 2(c + d) − g = 2m − n.
(3) Q consists of 2c + d connected components X1, . . . , Xc, Y1, . . . ,Yc, and Z1, . . . ,Zd such that ρ(Xi) = Yi

and ρ(Z j) = Z j for each i ∈ {1, . . . , c} and j ∈ {1, . . . , d}.

The dihedral quandle Rn is one of the most basic examples of quandles. In Section 4, we provide presenta-
tions of Rn as symmetric quandles. Applying Theorem 1.4, we show the following result:

Theorem 1.5. For any n ≥ 1 and any good involution ρ of Rn, there exists a surface-link whose knot symmetric
quandle is (Rn, ρ).

In Section 5, we discuss the relationship between symmetric quandles and P2-irreducibility of surface-links.
In particular, we construct an infinite family of 2-component P2-irreducible P2-links (Theorem 5.3).

2. Braids and Braided surfaces

2.1. Braids and Braided surfaces. Let m ≥ 1 be an integer, D2 a 2-disk, and p2 : D2 × I → I the projection
of D2 × I. We fix an m-point subset Xm = {x1, . . . , xm} of D2 such that x1, . . . , xm lie on a line of D2 in this order.
An m-braid is a curve β in D2 × I such that

(1) the restriction map p2|β : β→ I is covering map of degree m and
(2) ∂β = Xm × {0, 1}.
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Two m-braids are said to be equivalent if they are isotopic in D2 × I rel ∂. The braid group Bm of degree m is
the fundamental group of the configuration space Cm of m-point subsets of Int(D2) with based point Xm. Then
elements of Bm are naturally identified with equivalence classes of m-braid.

Let B2 be the unit disk on C and pr2 : D2 × B2 → B2 the projection of D2 × B2. We take a point y0 ∈ ∂B2 as
a based point of B2. A braided surface [17] of degree m is a compact surface S properly embedded in D2 × B2

such that
(1) the restriction map πS := pr2|S : S → B2 is a branched covering map of degree m and
(2) S ∩ D2 × {y0} = Xm × {y0}.

A 2-dimensional braid [19] of degree m is a braided surface S of degree m with ∂S = Xm × ∂B2. In this paper,
every braided surface is assumed to be simple, meaning that for every y ∈ B2, the preimage π−1

S (y) consists of m
or m − 1 points. Two braided surfaces S and S ′ are said to be equivalent if there exists

• an isotopy {Φt}t∈[0,1] of D2 × B2 carrying S to S ′, and
• an isotopy {ht}t∈[0,1] of B2

such that the following conditions hold for t ∈ [0, 1]:
(1) ϕt ◦ pr2 = pr2 ◦ ht, and
(2) Φt |D2×{y0} = id.

Kamada [9] showed that S and S ′ are equivalent if and only if there exists an isotopy {Φt}t∈[0,1] of D2 × B2

carrying S to S ′ such that Φt(S ) is a simple braided surface for t ∈ [0, 1].

2.2. Braid systems of braided surfaces. Let pr1 : D2 × B2 → D2 be the projection and S a braided surface of
degree m. The branch locus of πS : S → B2 is denoted by Σ(S ) = {x1, . . . , xn}, where n ≥ 0.

The braid monodromy of S is the homomorphism ρS : π1(D2 \ Σ(S ), y0) → π1(Cm, Xm) defined as follws:
For each y ∈ B2 \ Σ(S ), the image pr1(π−1

S (y)) is a point of Cm. For a loop γ : (I, ∂I)→ (D2 \ Σ(S ), y0), the loop
ρS (γ) : (I, ∂I)→ (Cm, Xm) is defined by ρS (γ)(t) := pr1(π−1

S (γ(t))). Then, the braid monodromy is defined as the
homomorphism ρS : π1(D2 \ Σ(S ), y0)→ Bm = π1(Cm, Xm) sending [γ] to [ρS (γ)].

It is known that π1(D2 \ Σ(S ), y0) is isomorphic to the free group on n letters. To specify a generating
system of π1(B2 \ Σ(S ), y0), we use a Hurwitz arc system in B2 (with the base point y0) which is an n-tuple
A = (α1, · · · , αr) of oriented simple arcs in B2 such that

(1) for each i = 1, . . . , r, αi ∩ ∂D2 = ∂αi ∩ ∂D2 = {y0} which is the terminal point of αi,
(2) αi ∩ α j = {y0} (i , j), and
(3) α1, . . . , αr appear in this order around the base point y0.

The starting point set ofA is the set of initial points of α1, . . . , αr.
Let A = (α1, · · · , αn) be a Hurwitz arc system in B2 with the starting point set Σ(S ). Let Ni be a (small)

regular neighborhood of the starting point of αi and αi an oriented arc obtained from αi by restricting to D2 \

Int Ni. For each αi, let γi be a loop αi
−1
· ∂Ni · αi in D2 \ Σ(S ) with base point y0, where ∂Ni is oriented

counter-clockwise. The n-tuple (γ1, . . . , γn) is called a Hurwitz loop system in B2 with the base point y0, and
π1(D2 \ Σ(S ), y0) is the free group generated by [γ1], [γ2], . . . , [γn].

Definition 2.1. Let γi as above. A braid system of S is an n-tuple (β1, . . . , βn) with βi = ρS (γi).

The choice of a braid system depends on the Hurwitz arc system. Rudolph [17] showed that an n-tuple
(β1, . . . , βn) of m-braids is a braid system of some S if and only if βi is a conjugate of σ1 or σ−1

1 . We notice that
for i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} and ε ∈ {±1}, a conjugate of σεi is a conjugate of σε1. Such an n-tuple is simply called a
braid system. For a braid system b = (β1, . . . , βn) and i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}, we define a new braid system b′ by

b′ = (β1, . . . , βi−1, βi βi+1 β
−1
i , βi, βi+2, . . . , βn).

Then, we say that b′ is obtained from b by a slide action. Two braid systems are said to be slide equivalene (or
Hurwitz equivalene) if one can be obtained from the other by a finite sequance of slide actions.

Proposition 2.2 ([17]). There exists an one to one natural correspondance between the set of equivalene classes
of (simple) braided surfaces degree m and the set of slide equivalene classes of braid systems of degree m:

{Braided surfaces} /equivalene
1:1
←→ {braid systems} /slide equivalene.



4 JUMPEI YASUDA

The braid group Bm acts on the free group Fm as follows: The braid group Bm is identified with the mapping
class group MCG∂(D2, Xm), the group of isotopy classes of homeomorphisms ϕ : D2 \ Xm → D2 \ Xm that fix
∂D2 pointwise. An element b ∈ Bm corresponds to an isotopy class [ϕ], and the action of [ϕ] on an element
[γ] ∈ π1(D2 \ Xm) is defined as [ϕ ◦ γ].

A Hurwitz system in D2 with the starting point set Xm induces generators x1, . . . , xm for π1(D2 \ Xm), making
it the free group Fm on x1, . . . , xm. The action of Bm on Fm is defined similaly via homeomorphisms ϕ as
desctibed above. Explicitly, the images of σi · x j and σ−1

i · x j are given by:

σi · x j =


xi xi+1 x−1

i ( j = i),
xi ( j = i + 1),
x j (otherwise),

σ−1
i · x j =


xi+1 ( j = i),
x−1

i+1 xi xi+1 ( j = i + 1),
x j (otherwise).

For braids b1, b2 ∈ Bm, the action of (b1b2) on w ∈ Fm is given by (b1b2) · w = b2 · (b1 · w).

2.3. The plat closure of braided surfaces. A wicket [2] is a semi-circle in D2 × I that meets D2 × {0} orthog-
onally at its endpoints in IntD2. A configuration of m wicket is a disjoint union of m wickets. Let w0 be the
configuration of m wickets such that each wicket has the boundary {x2i−1, x2i} ⊂ Xm (i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}), and letWm

denote the space consisting of configurations of m-wickets. For a loop f : (I, ∂I)→ (Wm,w0), the 2m-braid β f

is defined as
β f =

⋃
t∈I

∂ f (t) × {t} ⊂ (D2 × {0}) × I = D2 × I.

A 2m-braid β is adequate if β = β f for some loop f : (I, ∂I)→ (Wm,w0).
Hilden subgroup K2m of B2m is the subgroup generated by σ1, σ2σ1σ3σ2 and σ2kσ2k−1σ

−1
2k+1σ

−1
2k for k ∈

{1, . . . ,m − 1}. We remark that σ2 j−1 and σ2kσ2k−1σ2k+1σ2k also belong to K2m for j ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and k ∈
{1, . . . ,m− 1}. Brendle-Hatcher [2] proved that K2m is precisely the subgroup generated by adequate 2m-braids.

We assume D2 ⊂ R2 and y0 = 1 ∈ C. For a braided surface S of degree m, the m-braid βS are defined as
follows:

βS =
⋃
t∈I

pr1(π−1
S (e2π

√
−1t)) × {t} ⊂ D2 × I.

We call βS the boundary braid of S . A braided surface is adequate if the boundary braid βS is adequate. We
remark that the degree of an adequate braided surface is even.

Let S be an adequate braided surface of degree 2m, and we define the plat closure of S as follows: For
t ∈ I = [0, 1], we define an interval Jt = {re2π

√
−1t ∈ C | 1 ≤ r ≤ 2}, where J0 = J1. The union of Jt (t ∈ I)

is an annulus, and ∂B2 is contained in the boundary of the annulus. Since βS is adequate, there exists the loop
f : (I, ∂I) → (Wm,w0) such that βS = β f . Let wt (t ∈ I) denote the configuration of m wickets f (t) in D2 × Jt

such that ∂wt ⊂ D2 × {e2π
√
−1t}. Then, the union of wt (t ∈ I), denoted by AS , is the surface properly embedded

in (D2 × B2)c = R4 \ int(D2 × B2) such that ∂AS = ∂S = S ∩ AS .

Definition 2.3. The plat closure of S is the union of S and AS , denoted by S̃ .

Proposition 2.4 ([20]). Every surface-link is ambiently isotopic to the plat closure of some braided surface.

Proposition 2.5 ([21]). Let S be an adequate braided surface of degree 2m, and let (β1, . . . , βn) a braid system
of S such that βi = b−1

i σ
εi
1 bi (εi ∈ {1,−1}). Then, the knot group of the plat closure S̃ has a (2m, n)-presentation

with inverses associated with b1, . . . , bn:〈
x1, . . . , x2m bi · x1 = bi · x2, x2 j−1 = x−1

2 j (i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, j ∈ {1, . . . ,m})
〉
.

Proof. Let S be an adequate braided surface of degree 2m and βS the boundary braid of S . From [8], the knot
group G(S ) = π1(D2 × B2 \ S ) has (2m, n)-presentation

G(S ) =
〈

x1, . . . , x2m bi · x1 = bi · x2 (i ∈ {1, . . . , n})
〉
.

Let L denote the intersection of S and AS , which is a link in a 3-sphere ∂(D2 × B2) and the closure of βS . Then,
the knot group G(L) has a presentation

G(L) =
〈

x1, . . . , x2m xk = βS · xk (k = 1, . . . , 2m)
〉
.
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By applying [21, Lemma 4.7] for the case of groups, the knot group of G(AS ) = π1((D2 × B2)c \ AS ) has a
presentation

G(AS ) =
〈

x1, . . . , x2m xk = βS · xk, x2 j−1 = x−1
2 j (k = 1, . . . , 2m, j = 1, . . . ,m)

〉
.

Finally, the homomorphism ιS : G(L) → G(S ) (or ιAS : G(L) → G(AS )) induced from the natural inclu-
sion map sends xk ∈ G(L) to xk ∈ G(S ) (or xk ∈ G(AS )), respectively. Hence we obtain the presentation in
Proposition 2.5 by van Kampen’s theorem. □

2.4. Proof of Theorem 1.3. We divide the proof into two parts: the “only if part” and the “if part”.
(Proof of the only if part): Let G = G(F) be the knot group of a (c, d)-component genus g surface-link F.
From Theorem 2.4, F is ambiently isotopic to the plat closure of an adequate braided surface S of degree 2m.
Let (β1, . . . , βn) be a braid system of S such that βi = b−1

i σ
εi
1 bi (εi ∈ {1,−1}). By Proposition 2.5, G admits

a (2m, n)-presentation with inverses associated with b1, . . . , bn. Since βS is adequate, the (2m, n)-presentation
with inverses of G satisfies the weak ∂-condition:

n∏
i=1

b−1
i σ

εi
1 bi =

n∏
i=1

βi =

n∏
i=1

ρS
([
γi
])
= ρS ([

n∏
i=1

γi]) = ρS ([∂B2])

= βS ∈ K2m,

where (γ1, . . . , γn) is a Hurewitz loop system in B2. It holds that χ(S̃ ) = 2m − n so that G satisfies the condition
(2). Using the Alexander Duality Theorem, we know that H1(R4 \ F) � Zc ⊕ (Z/2)d. Since H1(R4 \ F) is the
abelianization of G(F), G satisfies the condition (3).
(Proof of the if part): Suppse G is a group satisfying the conditions (1) – (3) of Theorem 1.3 for some m, n ≥ 0.
Specifically, G admits a (2m, n)-presentation with inverses associated with 2m-braids b1, . . . , bn, and there exists
signs ε1, . . . , εn such that

n∏
i=1

b−1
i σ

εi
1 bi ∈ K2m.

Let S be a braided surface of degree 2m associated with a braid system (β1, . . . , βn) with βi = b−1
i σ

εi
1 bi. Since

βS =
∏n

i=1 b−1
i σ

εi
1 bi ∈ K2m, S can be chosen as an adequate braided surface. We define the surface-link F as

the plat closure of S . By Proposition 2.5, the knot group of F is isomorphic to G. Furthermore, F is (c, d)-
component and genus g because

H1(R4 \ F) � G/[G,G] � Zc ⊕ (Z/2)d and χ(S̃ ) = 2m − n = 2(c + d) − g.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.3. □
The author [20] also showed that every orientable surface-link is ambiently isotopic to the plat closure of a 2-

dimensional braid. Consequently, we have a similar characterization of knot groups of orientable surface-links:

Theorem 2.6. A group G is the knot group of a c-component genus g orientable surface-link if and only if G
satisfies the following conditions for some m, n ≥ 0:

(1) G has an (2m, n)-presentation with inverses satisfying the ∂-condition.
(2) It holds that 2c − g = 2m − n.
(3) G/[G,G] is isomorphic to Zc.

3. Quandles and symmetric quandles

3.1. Quandles. A quandle [7, 15] is a set Q with a binary operation ∗ : Q × Q → Q on Q satisfying the
following three axioms:

(Q1) For any a ∈ Q, we have a ∗ a = a.
(Q2) For any a, b ∈ Q, there exists a unique element c ∈ Q such that a ∗ c = b.
(Q3) For any a, b, c ∈ Q, we have (a ∗ b) ∗ c = (a ∗ c) ∗ (b ∗ c).
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A rack [4] is a set Q with a binary operation on Q satisfying (Q2) and (Q3).
A quandle homomorphism is a map f : Q→ Q′ such that f (a ∗ b) = f (a) ∗ f (b) for any a, b ∈ Q. For b ∈ Q,

the map S b : Q → Q sending a ∈ Q to a ∗ b ∈ Q is a quandle homomorphism. Moreover, S b is a quandle
automorphism. The inner automotphism group of Q, denoted by Inn(Q), is the subgroup of Aut(Q) generated
by S b for all b ∈ Q.

A quandle Q is called connected if Inn(Q) acts transitively on Q. Similaly, an orbit of Q under the action of
Inn(Q) is called a connected component of Q.

For a quandle (Q, ∗), we define the binary operation ∗ on Q by a∗b = c, where c ∈ Q is a unique element
obtained from the axiom (Q2). Then (Q, ∗) is again a quandle. We call ∗ the dual operation of ∗.

When expressing elements of Q, we sometimes use the Fenn-Rourke notation [4]: For a, b ∈ Q, a ∗ b is
written as ab, and for w = bε1

1 bε2
2 · · · b

εn
n ∈ F(Q), (· · · ((a ∗ε1 b1) ∗ε2 b2) ∗ · · · ) ∗εn bn is written as aw, where ∗1 = ∗

and ∗−1 = ∗.

Example 3.1 (Free quandle). Let A be an non-empty set and F(A) the free group on A. Then FR(A) = A×F(A)
is a rack by a binary operation (x,w) ∗ (y, u) = (x,wu−1yu) for (x,w), (y, u) ∈ FR(A). We call FR(A) the free rack
on A.

Let ∼q be the equivalence relation on FR(A) generated by (x,w) ∼q (x, xw) for x ∈ A and w ∈ F(A). Then the
rack operation on FR(A) induces a quandle operation on FQ(A) := FR(A)/ ∼q. We call FQ(A) the free quandle
on A. We write xw for (x,w) ∈ FQ(A) and x for (x, 1), where 1 ∈ F(A) is the unit element.

For a subset R of FQ(A) × FQ(A), the quandle ⟨A | R⟩q is defined in a manner similar to the case of group
presentations. The quandle ⟨A | R⟩q is called a quandle presentation of a quandle Q if Q is isomorphic to
⟨A | R⟩q. (See [4] for details.)

Example 3.2 (Knot quandle). Let K be a properly embedded oriented n-submanifold in a connected (n + 2)-
manifold M, N(K) a regular neighborhood of K in M, E(K) = cl(M \ N(K)) the exterior of K, and ∗ a fixed
based point of E(K). An (unoriented) noose of K is a pair (D, α) of an (unoriented) meridional disk D of K and
an oriented arc α in E(K) connecting from a point of ∂D to ∗.

We denote by Q(M,K, p) the set of homotopy classes [(D, α)] of all noose of K. The knot quandle (or
fundamental quandle) of K is Q(K, p) with the binary operation ∗ on Q(M,K, p) defined by

[(D, α)] ∗ [(D′, α′)] = [(D, α · α′−1∂D′α′)],

where ∂D′ is a meridional loop starting from the initial point of α′ and going along ∂D′ in the positive direction.
See Figure 1 for n = 1. Thus we denote it by Q(M,K) or Q(K) simply. We notice that the knot quandle is
independent of the choice of the base point p since M is connected. It is known that the numbers of connected
components of K and Q(K) are equal.

Figure 1. Nooses of K (left) and an operation result of the knot quandle (right)

The knot quandle Q(D2, Xm) is isomorphic to the free quandle on n letters. By a similar way of the definition
of the action on the free group by Bm, we can define the action on the free quandle FQ(Xm) by Bm, denoted by
b · x for b ∈ Bm and x ∈ FQ(Xm). Explicitly, for i ∈ {1, . . . ,m − 1} and x j ∈ Xm, the images σi · x j and σ−1

i · x j
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are written as

σi · x j =


xi+1 ∗ xi ( j = i),
xi ( j = i + 1),
x j (otherwise).

σ−1
i · x j =


xi+1 ( j = i),
xi ∗ xi+1 ( j = i + 1),
x j (otherwise).

3.2. Symmetric quandles. A good involution of a quandle Q is an involution ρ : X → X (i.e., ρ◦ρ = idQ) such
that for any a, b ∈ Q, we have ρ(a ∗ b) = ρ(a) ∗ b and a ∗ ρ(b) = a∗b. A symmetric quandle is a pair X = (Q, ρ)
of a quandle Q and its good involution ρ. A symmetric quandle homomorphism is a quandle homomorphism
f : (Q, ρ)→ (Q′, ρ′) such that f ◦ ρ = ρ′ ◦ f .

Example 3.3 (Dihedral quandles). The dihedral quandle Rn is Z/nZ with a ∗ b = 2b − a. Kamada and Oshiro
[13] classified the good involutions of dihedral quandles:

(1) When n ≡ 1, 3 (mod 4), the idetity map idRn is the only good involution of Rn.
(2) When n ≡ 2 (mod 4), the good involution is either the idetity map idRn or the antipodal map ρA which

is defined by ρA(a) = a + n/2.
(3) When n ≡ 0 (mod 4), the good involution is either the idetity map idRn , the antipodal map ρA, or one of

the two types of half-antipodal maps, denoted by ρHA and ρ′HA, which are defined by

ρHA(a) =

a + n/2 (a: even)
a (a: odd)

, ρ′HA(a) =

a (a: even)
a + n/2 (a: odd)

.

We remark that (R4n, ρHA) and (R4n, ρ
′
HA) are isomorphic as symmetric quandles.

A kei (or a involutory quandle) is a quandle Q such that (a ∗b) ∗b = a for any a, b ∈ Q. The dihedral quandle
is a kei. They also proved that Q is a kei if and only if the identity map idQ is a good involution of Q.

Example 3.4. Let Q be a quandle and Q = {a | a ∈ Q} a copy of Q. We extend the binary operation ∗ on Q into
the disjoint union D(Q) = Q ∪ Q:

a ∗ b := a∗b, a ∗ b := a ∗ b, a ∗ b := a∗b.

Then (D(Q), ∗) is a quandle. We define a good involution ρ on D(Q) by ρ(a) = a. The symmetric quandle
(D(Q), ρ) is called the double of Q.

The free symmetric quandle on A, denoted by FSQ(A), is the double of the free quandle FQ(A) on A. The
underlying set of FSQ(A) is (A ∪ A) × F(A) under the identification a ∈ A with a−1 ∈ F(A).

Oshiro showed [16] that the double of R2n+1 is the dihedral quandle R4n+2 with the antipodal map.

Example 3.5 (Knot symmetric quandles). Let K be an (unoriented) properly embedded n-submanifold in a
connected (n + 2)-manifold M, N(K) a regular neighborhood of K in M, E(K) = cl(M \ N(K)) the exterior of
K, and ∗ a fixed based point of E(K). An oriented noose of K is a pair (D, α) of an oriented meridional disk D
of K and an oriented arc α in E(K) connecting from a point of ∂D to ∗.

Q̃(M,K) (or Q̃(K) simply) denotes the set of homotopy classes [(D, α)] of all oriented noose of K. We remark
that [(D, α)] and [(−D, α)] are different homotopy classes if K is orientable, where −D is D with the reversed
orientation. The knot full quandle (or fundamental full quandle) of K is Q̃(M,K) with the binary operation ∗ on
Q̃(M,K) defined by

[(D, α)] ∗ [(D′, α′)] = [(D, α · α′−1∂D′α′)].

The good involution ρK of Q̃(M,K) is defined by ρK([(D, α)]) = [(−D, α)]. The symmetric knot quandle (or
fundamental symmetric quandle) of K, denoted by X(M,K) (or X(K) simply), is the pair of Q̃(K) and ρK .

When K is orientable, then X(K) is the double of Q(K). When K is non-oriententable and connected, then
X(K) is also connected as a quandle.

The knot symmetric quandle X(D2, Xm) is isomorphic to the free symmetric quandle on m letters. The action
on the free quandle FQ(Xm) by the braid group Bm extends the action on the free symmetric quandle FSQ(Xm)
by Bm defined by b · x j = b · x j.
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3.3. Symmetric quandle presentation. In this section, we recall the definition of presentations of symmetric
quandles.

Let A be a non-empty set, and R be a subset of FSQ(A) × FSQ(A). Then, we define a subset ⟨⟨R⟩⟩sq of
FSQ(A) × FSQ(A) by repeating the following moves:

(E1) For every x ∈ FSQ(A), add (x, x) to R.
(E2) For every (x, y) ∈ R, add (y, x) to R.
(E3) For every (x, y), (y, z) ∈ R, add (x, z) to R.
(R1) For every (x, y) ∈ R and a ∈ A, add (xa, ya), (x−a, y−a) to R.
(R2) For every (x, y) ∈ R and t ∈ FSQ(A), add (tx, ty), (t−x, t−y) to R.

(S) For every (x, y) ∈ R, add (x−1, y−1) to R.
Then ⟨⟨R⟩⟩sq is called the set of symmetric quandle consequences of R, which is the smallest congruence

containing R with respect to the axioms of a symmetric quandle ([11]). An element of ⟨⟨R⟩⟩sq is called a
consequence of R. Let ⟨A | R⟩sq denote the quotient set FSQ(A)/⟨⟨R⟩⟩sq. The quandle operation and the good
involution of FSQ(A) induce a quandle operation and a good involution on ⟨A | R⟩sq.

Definition 3.6. The symmetric quandle ⟨A | R⟩sq is a symmetric quandle presentation of a symmetric quandle
X if ⟨A | R⟩sq is isomorphic to X.

The symbol xi denotes the image of xi by the good involution in a symmetric quandle presentation. The
notions and properties of symmetric quandle presentations are discussed in detail in [11, 21].

It is known that two finite presentations of a group are related by a finite sequence of Tietze transformations.
This result was extended for finite presentations of racks [4] and of symmetric quandles [21].

Proposition 3.7 ([21]). Any two finite presentations of a symmetric quandle are related by a finite sequence of
Tietze transformations (T1) – (T4):

(T1) Add a consequence r ∈ ⟨⟨R⟩⟩sq to R.
(T2) Delete a relator r from R, where r is a consequence of other relators in R.
(T3) Add a new generator x and a new relator (x, r) to A and R, respectively, where r is an element of F(A).
(T4) Delete a generator x and a relator (x, r) from A and R, respectively, where (x, r) is a consequence of

other relators and x does not occur in other relators in R.

A symmetric quandle presentation is called a (2m, n)-presentation with inverses (associated with b1, . . . , bn)
if it is 〈

x1, . . . , x2m bi · x1 = bi · x2, x2 j−1 = x2 j (i = 1, . . . , n, j = 1, . . . ,m)
〉

sq
.

We say that an (2m, n)-presentation with inverses satisfies the weak ∂-condition if there exist signs ε1, . . . , εn ∈

{1,−1} such that
n∏

i=1

b−1
i σ

εi
1 bi ∈ K2m.

Proposition 3.8 ([21]). Let S be an adequate braided surface of degree 2m and (β1, . . . , βn) be a braid system
of S such that βi = b−1

i σ
εi
1 bi (εi ∈ {1,−1}). Then the knot symmetric quandle of the plat closure S̃ has a

(2m, n)-presentation with inverses associated with b1, . . . , bn.

3.4. Proof of Theorem 1.4. We prove Theorem 1.4 by rephrasing the proof of Theorem 1.3. Thus, we provide
only an outline of the proof.
(Proof of the only if part): Let (Q, ρ) be the knot symmetric quandle of a (c, d)-component genus g surface-link
F. Then, there exists an adequate braided surface S of degree 2m whose plat closure is F. By Proposition 3.8,
(Q, ρ) has a (2m, n)-presentation with inverses satisfying the weak ∂-condition. Furthermore, (Q, ρ) satisfies the
condition (2) because χ(S̃ ) = 2m − n = 2(c + d) − g.

Let F0 be a connected component of F. For any [(D, α)], [(D′, α′)] ∈ X(F) with meridional disks D and D′

of F0, either [(D, α)] or [(−D, α)] belong to the connected component of X(F) containing [(D′, α′)]. Moreover,
connected components of X(F) containing [(D, α)] and [(−D, α)] are the same if and only if F0 is non-orientable.
Thus, the number of connected component of X(F) is 2c + d. Furthermore, the good involution of X(F) maps
[(D, α)] to [(−D, α)]. Hence, (Q, ρ) satisfies the condition (3).
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(Proof of the if part): Let (Q, ρ) be a symmetric quandle satisfying the conditions (1) – (3) of Theorem 1.4 for
some m, n ≥ 0. Then, there exists an adequate braided surface S of degree 2m such that the knot symmetric
quandle of the plat closure S̃ is (Q, ρ). By the condition (3), S̃ is (c, d)-component. Finally, the genus of S̃ is g
since it holds that χ(S̃ ) = 2m − n = 2(c + d) − g. □

4. Knot symmetric quandles and dihedral quandles

In this section, we provide symmetric quandle presentations of dihedral quandles with arbitrarily good in-
volutions, and we show that dihedral quandles with arbitrarily good involutions can be realized as the knot
symmetric quandles of surface-links. The following was provided by Taniguchi in a private communication:
Let ⟨A | R⟩sq be a symmetric quandle presentation of (Q, ρ). Denote A = {x | x ∈ A}, and assume that A is
disjoint from A. For an element r = (xw, yu) ∈ R, we denote r = (xw, yu), where x = x for x ∈ A. We define
R = {r | r ∈ R}, and R0 = {(xy, xy−1

) | x, y ∈ A}.

Proposition 4.1. In the situation above, Q has a quandle presentation ⟨A, A | R,R,R0⟩q.

Proof. Let Q0 denote the quandle with ⟨A, A | R,R,R0⟩q. We define the involution ρ0 : Q0 → Q0 by ρ0(xw) = xw

for xw ∈ Q0. Then we verify that ρ0 is a good involution of Q0 as follows: For any xw, yu ∈ Q (x, y ∈ A ∪ A,
w, u ∈ F(A)), we have

ρ0(xw ∗ yu) = x wu−1yu = ρ0(xw) ∗ yu.

xw ∗ ρ0(yu) = xwu−1yu (♯)
= xyywu−1y−1u = xy−1ywu−1y−1u = xw ∗ yu.

Here, the equality (♯) follows from zwy = zwx−1yyxy−1
for each x, y, z ∈ A and w ∈ F(A), derived from the relation

xy = xy−1
in R0.

Let f1 : A ∪ A ↪→ Q and ι1 : A ∪ A ↪→ Q0 be the natural maps. By the universality of quandle presentations
(cf. [12, Lemma 8.6.3]), there exists a quandle homomorphism F1 : Q0 → Q such that f1 = F1 ◦ ι1.

Similaly, let f2 : A ↪→ Q0 and ι2 : A ↪→ Q be the natural maps. By the universality of symmetric quandle
presentation ([21, Lemma 3.8]), there exists a symmetric quandle homomorphism F2 : (Q, ρ) → (Q0, ρ0) such
that f2 = F2 ◦ ι2. Finally, F1 and F2 are inverse maps of each other, and thus Q and Q0 are isomorphic. □

Lemma 4.2 (cf. [3]). The dihedral quandle has the following quandle presentation:

R2n+1 =
〈
x, y xy2

= x, yx2
= y, x = y(xy)n

〉
q
.

R2n =
〈
x, y xy2

= x, yx2
= y, x = x(yx)n

, y = y(xy)n
〉

q
.

Now, we provide symmetric quandle presentations of dihedral quandles for each good involution.

Proposition 4.3. For n ≥ 1, the dihedral quandle with the antipodal map has the following presentation:

(R4n+2, ρA) =
〈
x, y x = y(xy)n

, y = x(yx)n 〉
sq
,

(R4n, ρA) =
〈
x, y x = x(yx)n

, y = y(xy)n 〉
sq
.

Proof. We show the case of (R4n+2, ρA). Let (Q, ρ) =
〈
x, y x = y(xy)n

, y = x(yx)n 〉
sq

denote the symmetric

quandle. By direct calculation, we obtain the equality x ∗ y = x ∗ (y(xy)n
x(yx)ny) without any additional relations:

x ∗ (y(xy)n
x(yx)ny) = x ∗ ((y−1x−1)n y(xy)n y−1(x−1y−1)nx(yx)ny)

= x ∗ ((y−1x−1)n (yx)ny y−1(x−1y−1)n(xy)n+1)
= x ∗ (xy) = x ∗ y.

Since the relation y = x(yx)n
derives the equality y = x(yx)ny, we obtain a new relation x ∗ y = x ∗ y in the

presentation. Similarly, we obtain y ∗ x = y ∗ x. Hence, (Q, ρ) has the following presentation

(Q, ρ) =
〈
x, y x = xy2

, y = yx2
, x = y(xy)n

, y = x(yx)n
〉

sq
.(4.1)
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By Proposition 4.1, Q has a quandle 1presentation with four generators x, y, x, y, and the following twelve
relations:

x = xy2
, y = yx2

, x = y(xy)n
, y = x(yx)n

, x = xy2
, y = yx2

, x = y(xy)n
, y = x(yx)n

,

xx = xx−1
, xy = xy−1

, yx = yx−1
, yy = yy−1

.

We now remove generators x, y with the relations x = y(xy)n
and y = x(yx)n

from the presentation of Q, resulting
in the quandle Q being generated by x, y with the following ten relations:

xy2
= x, yx2

= y, y(xy)ny2
= y(xy)n

, x(xy)n x2
= x(xy)n

, x = x(yx)n(xy)n
, y = y(xy)n(yx)n

,

xy(xy)n

= xx−1
, xx(yx)n

= xy−1
, yy(xy)n

= yx−1
, yx(yx)n

= yy−1
.

Two relations xy2
= x and yx2

= y induce the following equalities for any z ∈ {x, y} and w, u ∈ F({x, y}):

zwxu = zwx−1u, zwyu = zwy−1u.

Therefore, all relations except for xy2
= x, yx2

= y, xy(xy)n

= xx−1
, and yx(yx)n

= yx−1
are removable relations, so

we can remove these relations from the presentation. Finally, the relations xy(xy)n

= xx−1
and yy(xy)n

= yx−1
are

equivalent to x = x(yx)2n+1
and y = y(xy)2n+1

, respectively. Therefore, Q is the dihedral quandle R2n+1. Since the
images of x and y under ρ are distinct from themselves, ρ is the antipodal map ρA. The case of (R4n, ρA) can be
shown by a similar way, so we leave the proof to the reader. □

The proofs of the following two propositions are similar to the proof of Proposition 4.3, so we omit them.

Proposition 4.4. The dihedral quandle with the idetity map has the following presentations:

(R2n+1, id) =
〈
x, y x = x, y = y, x = y(xy)n 〉

sq
,

(R2n, id) =
〈
x, y x = x, y = y, x = x(yx)n

, y = y(xy)n 〉
sq
.

Proposition 4.5. The dihedral quandle with the half-antipodal map has the following presentation:

(R4n, ρHA) =
〈
x, y x = x, x = x(yx)n

, y = y(xy)n 〉
sq
.

4.1. Proof of Thoerem 1.5. For each good involution ρ of Rn, we construct a surface-link F with X(F) ≃
(Rn, ρ).
(Case 1: n ≡ 2 (mod 4), ρ = ρA: the antipodal map) We denote k = n/2 and take an integer m such that
gcd(k,m) = 1. Let F = τ2(K(k,m)) denote the 2-twist spun 2-knot of a 2-bridge knot K(k,m). It was shown
by Inoue [6] that the knot quandle of F is isomorphic to the dihedral quandle Rk. Hence, the knot symmetric
quandle X(F) is the double of Rk, which is (R2k, ρA) = (Rn, ρA) (see Example 3.4).
(Case 2: n ≡ 0 (mod 4), ρ = ρA: the antipodal map) We construct a surface-link Fn as follows: Let b = (σ−1

2 )k

be a 4-braid for k = n/2. We put b1 = b and b2 = (σ2σ1σ3σ2)−1 b. Then, (b−1
1 σ1b1)(b−1

2 σ
−1
1 b2) is an adequate

4-braid. Hence, we have a symmetric quandle X with a (4, 2)-presentation with inverses associated with b1, b2
satisfying the weak ∂-condition:〈

x1, x2, x3, x4 x1 = x(x3 x2)k

2 , x(x2 x3)k

3 = x4, x1 = x2, x3 = x4

〉
sq
.

By Tietze moves, we remove generetors x2 and x3 with relations x1 = x2 and x3 = x4 from the presentation
so that we have

X =
〈
x2, x3 x2 = x(x3 x2)k

2 , x3 = x(x2 x3)k

3

〉
sq
,

and hence X is the dihedral quandle R2k = Rn with the antipodal map. By Theorem 1.4, X is the knot symmetric
quandle of a surface-link Fn consisting of two projective planes.
(Case 3: n ≡ 1, 3 (mod 4), ρ = id) Let F denote a connected sum of τ2(K(n,m)) and a trivial P2-knot. In terms
of the presentation of a symmetric quandle, taking the connected sum of a trivial P2-knot is equivalent to adding
relations x = x, where x represents the meridional disk of the trivial P2-knot. Since F is connected, x = x
induces the relation y = y so that X(F) has the presentation of (R2n+1, id) in Proposition 4.4.
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(Case 4: n ≡ 0, 2 (mod 4), ρ = id) Let Fn be the surface-link constructed in (Case 2). Since Fn is a 2-component
surface-link, we obtain the surface-link F by taking the connected sum of trivial P2-knots with each component
of Fn. Then, a presentation of X(F) is obtained from the presentation of (R4n, ρA) in Proposition 4.3 by adding
two relations x = x and y = y, and hence this is the presentation of (R2n, id) in Proposition 4.4.
(Case 5: n ≡ 0 (mod 4), ρ = ρHA) Let F denote a connected sum of the surface-link Fn constructed in
(Case 2) and a trivial P2-knot. Then X(F) has the presentation obtained from the presentation of (R4n, ρA) in
Proposition 4.3 by adding the relation x = x, and hence this is the presentation of (R4n, ρHA) in Proposition 4.5.

□

5. Remarks on P2-irreduciblity of non-orientable surface-links

A P2-knot is a surface-knot homeomorphic to the projective planeRP2, and a P2-link is a disjoint union of P2-
knots. A surface-link is called P2-reducible if it is a connected sum of a trivial P2-knot and some surface-link,
otherwise it is called P2-irreducible. The following is one of the fundamental conjectures for P2-knots.

Conjecture 5.1 (Kinoshita’s problem [14]). Every P2-knot is P2-reducible.

Using the knot symmetric quandle, we derive a necessary condition for the P2-reduciblity of surface-knots.

Proposition 5.2. For a P2-reducible surface-knot F, the good involution of X(F) is the identity map. In partic-
ular, X(F) is a kei.

Proof. Let F be a P2-reducible surface-knot, meaning that F decomposes into a surface-knot and a trivial P2-
knot P0. Let x ∈ X(F) be an element representing a meridional disk of P0. Then the image ρ(x) of x under
the good involution ρ of X(F) is the same as x. Since F is a surface-knot with a (0, 1)-component, X(F) is
a connected quandle by Theorem 1.4. Hence, for each y ∈ X(F), there exists z ∈ X(F) such that y = x ∗ z.
Therefore, we have ρ(y) = ρ(x ∗ z) = ρ(x) ∗ z = x ∗ z = y, which implies that ρ = id. It was shown by
Kamada-Oshiro [13] that a quandle Q is a kei if and only if the identity map is a good involution of Q. □

We remark that this Proposition does not hold for surface-links. For instance, the surface-link constructed in
(Case 5) of the proof of Theorem 1.5 is P2-reducible even though the good involution is the half-antipodal map.

In the proof of Theorem 1.5, we construct an infinite family of 2-component P2-links Fn (n ≥ 1). It follows
from a direct computation that the knot group of Fn is the generalized quaternion group Qn of order 8n whose
group presentation is 〈

a, b a4k = 1, b2 = ak, b−1ab = a−1
〉
,

where meridional loops of the components of Fn are represented by b and b−1a, respectively. The orders of b
and b−1a are four. It implies that Fn is P2-irreducible, and we have the following result:

Theorem 5.3. There exists an infinite family of 2-component P2-irreducible P2-links.

We notice that F1 and F2 are 8−1,−1
1 and 10−1,−1

1 in the list of [22], respectively.
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