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Abstract. We study the band-unknotting number unb(K) of a knot K, and how
it behaves with respect to connect sums. We show that this sub-additive function
is not additive under connected sums, by finding infinitely many examples of knots
K1,K2 with unb(K1#K2) < unb(K1) + unb(K2). Even more surprisingly, there are
infinitely many examples of knots K1,K2 such that unb(K1#K2) < unb(Ki), i = 1, 2.
Our work is motivated by the recent analogous results for the Gordian unknotting
number by Brittenham and Hermiller [1].

We also prove new lower and upper bounds on the topological and smooth non-
orientable 4-genus of a knot K.

1. Introduction

1.1. Background. An unknotting operation O is a “local” transformation on a knot
diagram yiedling another knot diagram, such that any diagram can be unknotted after
finitely many steps. The O-unknotting number uO(K) is the minimum number of
applications of the operation O, taken across all diagrams of K, that yields a diagram
of the unknot. It is easy to see that for oriented knots K1 and K2, the O-unknotting
number is subadditive with respect to the connected sum operation, that is

(1) uO(K1#K2) ≤ uO(K1) + uO(K2).

It is an interesting question to determine if strict inequality can occur.
Classically, the most studied unknotting operation is that of a crossing-changing

(Figure 1(a)) leading to the Gordian or classical unknotting number u(K). Many other
unknotting operations exist, see for example [5] or Chapter 11 of [10].

(a) (b)

Figure 1. (a) The unknotting operation of switching a crossing. (b)
The unknotting operation of a non-orientable band move. We require
both diagrams to represent a knot.

A beautiful and remarkable recent result due to Brittenham and Hermiller [1] proves
that inequality (1) can become sharp for the Gordian unknotting number.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 57K10 and 57K31.
1

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

06
29

9v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

G
T

] 
 6

 D
ec

 2
02

5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.06299v1


2 NAKISA GHANBARIAN AND STANISLAV JABUKA

Theorem (Theorem 1.2, [1]). Unknotting number is not additive under connected sum.
In particular, for the knot K = 71 (the (2,7)-torus knot), with u(K) = 3, the connected
sum L = K#K̄ satisfies u(L) ≤ 5 < 6 = u(K) + u(K̄).

In the above, and throughout this work, K̄ represents the mirror knot ofK. Similarly,
if K is oriented, we let −K represent the reverse of K.

1.2. The band-unknotting number. In this work we focus on the unknotting op-
eration given by performing non-orientable band moves on knot diagrams, as defined
by Figure 1(b). It is easy to see that non-orientable band moves are an unknotting
operation as a crossing-change can be obtained by two non-orientable band moves.
We denote the corresponding unknotting number by unb, and refer to it as the band-
unknotting number. Our main results are inspired by the work of Brittenham and
Hermiller [1].

Theorem 1.1. There exist infinitely many oriented knots K1 and K2 such that

unb(K1#K2) < unb(K1) + unb(K2).

Example 1.5 showcases some concrete knots realizing this strict inequality.

In [1] the question is asked (Question 4.2) whether it is true for all knots K1, K2 that

u(K1#K2) ≥ max{u(K1), u(K2)}.

This question remains unanswered for the Gordian unknotting number, but we are able
to offer this answer for the analogous question for the band-unknotting number.

Theorem 1.2. There exists infinitely many oriented knots K1, K2 such that

unb(K1#K2) < unb(Ki) for i = 1, 2.

The knot group is a powerful knot invariant. While not a complete knot invariant,
it is known that prime knots with isomorphic groups are equivalent [4, Corollary 2.1].
It was shown in [1, Corollary 1.4] that the knot group does not in general determine
the Gordian unknotting number. We are able to prove the analogous result for the
band-unknotting number.

Theorem 1.3. There exist infinitely many alternating, oriented knots K1, K2 such that

unb(K1#K2) = 1 and unb(K1#(−K̄2)) ≥ 2.

Note that π(K1#K2) ∼= π(K1#(−K̄2)). One such example is given by K1 = 52 and
K2 = 61, both of which are twist knots.

1.3. On non-orientable 4-genera. The results in Section 1.2 are implied by existing
upper and lower bounds on unb (reviewed in Section 2.4) and new bounds presented in
this section. To formulate them, we need these preliminaries.

The fusion number F (K) of a ribbon knot K, defined in [8], is the minimum integer
n ≥ 0, taken across all ribbon disks in S3 bounded by K, which become the (n + 1)-
component unlink after attaching n oriented bands to K. Attaching an oriented band
is the same operation as described by Figure 1(b), with the caveat that when applied
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to a single component in a link, it increases the number of components by 1. It is
shown in [8, Section 1.6] that

(2) F
(
K#(−K̄)

)
≤ br(K)− 1,

with br(K) being the bridge index of K.

The topological and smooth non-orientable 4-genera γ4,t(K) and γ4,s(K) of a knot
K, are the minimum of the first Betti numbers b1(σ) with σ ranging over all non-
orientable, compact surfaces σ, properly embedded in the 4-ball D4 with ∂σ = K.
For γ4,t we require σ to possess a tubular neighborhood (or equivalently, to be locally
topologically flatly embedded) while for γ4,s we ask σ to be smoothly embedded. Clearly
γ4,t(K) ≤ γ4,s(K) for every knot K.

For a rational homology 3-sphere Y , consider the linking form λ : H1(Y )×H1(Y ) →
Q/Z. The Witt Decomposition Theorem (see Section 2.3 for more details) says that
there is a decomposition of the form (H1(Y ), λ) into an orthogonal direct sum (H1(Y ), λ) ∼=
(G1, λ1)⊕ (G2, λ2) with (G1, λ1) an anisotropic form (a form for which λ1(g, g) ̸= 0 for
any nonzero g ∈ G1), and with (G2, λ2) metabolic. In this decomposition, the isomor-
phism type of (G1, λ1) is determined by (H1(Y ), λ). For the case of Y = Σ2(K) - the
two-fold cyclic cover of S3 branched along K - let µan(K) denote the minimal number
of generators for G1.

Theorem 1.4. Let K be an oriented knot. Then:

(a) µan(K) ≤ γ4,t ≤ γ4,s(K) ≤ unb(K).
(b) unb(K#(−K̄)) ≤ 2F

(
K#(−K̄)

)
.

Example 1.5. According to [12], any knot K from among the list

41, 63, 75, 77, 81, 82, 812, 813, 92, 910, 911, 912, 914, 918, 920, 102, 105, 109,

1010, 1013, 1014, 1018, 1019, 1025, 1026, 1028, 1032, 1033, 1034, 1036, 1037,

has bridge index and γ4,s equal to 2 (the values of γ4,s for 8–10 crossing knots were
computed in [2, 7]). By Theorem 1.4 and (2) we find

unb(K) = unb(−K̄) ≥ γ4,s(K) = 2, and

unb(K#(−K̄) ≤ 2F
(
K#(−K̄)

)
≤ 2(br

(
K#(−K̄

)
− 1) = 2.

We tacitly relied on the fact that the bridge number minus 1, is additive under con-
nected sum, a classical results of Schubert’s [15]. Taking K1 = K and K2 = −K̄ for
any knot K above, gives an example for Theorem 1.1, since

unb(K1#K2) ≤ 2 < 4 = 2 + 2 ≤ unb(K1) + unb(K2).

Corollary 1.6. For any knot K, the following inequalities holds:

µan(K) ≤ γ4,t ≤ γ4,s(K) ≤ u(K) + 1.

These are both nontrivial bounds on γ4,t(K), γ4,s(K), knot invariants which are them-
selves often difficult to compute. The upper bound is best possible as for instance in
the case of K = 41, one has γ4,t(K) = 2 = γ4,s(K) and u(K) = 1. Also, if K = 818
then γ4,s(K) = 3 while u(K) = 2.
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Let g4,t(K), g4,s(K) denote the topological and smooth 4-genus of K. It is easy to
see that γ4,t(K) ≤ 2g4,t(K) + 1 and γ4,s(K) ≤ 2g4,s(K) + 1, while it is well known
that g4,s(K) ≤ u(K). The combination of the two yields γ4,t(K), γ4,s(K) ≤ 2u(K) + 1,
substantially weaker bounds than those of Corollary 1.6.

The lower bound from Corollary 1.6 is also best possible as the case of K = 31 shows,
for which µan(K) = 1 = γ4,t(K) = γ4,s(K). The inequality µa(K, 2) ≤ u(K)+1 follows
from existing results, see inequality (8) in Section 2.4.

For any slice knot L, µan(L) = 0, and in particular, µan

(
K#(−K̄)

)
= 0 for any

knot K.

1.4. Organization. The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: Sections 2
provides background on (dual) band moves, linking forms and band-unknotting num-
bers. Section 3 proves Theorem 1.4 and Corollary 1.6, Section 4 proves Theorem 1.2,
and Section 6 provides a proof for Theorem 1.3.

Acknowledgements. We thank Maggie Miller for a helpful email correspondence.

2. Background

2.1. Band Moves. We defined a non-orientable band move on a knot diagram via
Figure 1(b). We elaborate here on this definition, as we shall rely on an equivalent
reformulation of it below.

By a band we shall mean the oriented boundary of [0, 1]2. A band-move on a knot
diagram is a band-surgery, performed by attaching the edges [0, 1]×{0, 1} of a band to
two disjoint arcs of the knot diagram, and then deleting the attaching arcs and adding
the edges {0, 1}× [0, 1] to the diagram. We say that a band-move is an oriented band-
move if the attaching regions of the band have orientation that either both agree or
both disagree with the orientations of the attaching arcs, inherited from an orientation
of the knot. The knot need not be oriented for this to make sense. One imposes an
orientation on the knot just temporarily to check compatibility of orientations when
attaching the band, and either orientation on the knot will yield the same compatibility
(or non-compatibility) results.

A non-orientable band move is one that isn’t orientable; it is distinguished by having
one attaching edge have the orientation that agrees with the orientation of its attaching
arc, with the other edge having the opposite orientation of the attaching arc. This
definition of a non-orientable band move agrees with that of Figure 1(b) as we can
always modify a given diagram by planar isotopy and Reidemeister moves, to bring the
two attaching arcs of the band close to each other so they look as in Figure 1(b), and
only then perform the band move. The same can of course be done with an oriented
band move. We shall take advantage of this broader viewpoint of band moves, and use
bands that can meander around and across a given knot diagram between the attaching
arcs.

Some authors refer to orientable band moves as fusion or fission moves according to
whether they fuse or split components in a knot/link. Similarly, non-orientable band
moves are sometimes referred to as half-twists or crosscaps. For later use, we make
these easy but useful observations.



BAND-UNKNOTTING NUMBERS AND CONNECTED SUMS OF KNOTS 5

Remark 2.1. Let K be an oriented knot and K1, K2 be two distinct components in an
oriented link.

(i) Attaching a non-orientable band to K produces a new knot, while attaching its
ends to K1 and K2 fuses the two components into a single component. The
new knot/link obtained from a non-orientable band move does not admit an
orientation compatible with the original knot/link.

(ii) Attaching an orientable band to K produces a two-component link, while attach-
ing its ends to K1 and K2 fuses the two components into a single component. In
either case, the resulting knot/link inherits a well-defined orientation from the
knot/link it was obtained from.

When attaching multiple bands to a diagram, we shall always arrange the attaching
arcs of the bands to all be mutually disjoint, and to only lie on the diagram of the
knot/link, rather than having attaching arcs of later bands, lie on previously attached
bands.

If A is a band that is attached to the knot/link K, we simply write K ∪ A for the
knot/link obtained by the surgery on A. Our notation does not distinguish between
orientable and non-orientable band moves. If we attach two bands A and B to K,
then writing K ∪ A ∪ B means that we first attach A to K and then B to K ∪ A,
while K ∪ B ∪ A means that we first attach B to K and then A to K ∪ B. The final
outcomes K ∪ A ∪ B and K ∪ B ∪ A are the same (given our convention from the
previous paragraph), but the order of attachment may change what kind of band each
of A or B is.

2.2. Dual Band Moves. Let K be an oriented knot or link and let A be a band,
orientable or not. Thus, A = ∂[0, 1]2 as an oriented 1-manifold with the edges [0, 1]×
{0, 1} attached to two disjoint arcs of K. The orientations of K and of A determine
if A is an oriented or non-orientable band attachment. Regardless of its orientability,
we call the Ā = ∂([0, 1]2) the dual band of A if Ā gets attached to K ∪ A via the arcs
{0, 1}× [0, 1]. It is easy to see that K ∪A∪ Ā = K and that the dual band of the dual
band, equals the original band. Sometimes, for easier visibility, we shall identify the
dual band with Ā =

(
[0, 1]× [1

2
, 3
4
]
)
attached it to K ∪A via {0, 1}× [1

2
, 3
4
]. In this case

K ∪ A ∪ Ā is isotopic to K and the dual of the dual is isotopic to the original band.
See Figure 2 for an illustration.

Remark 2.2. Duality of bands preserves the orietability type of the band: The dual
band is orientable if and only if the band is orientable; and similarly for non-orientable
bands.

2.3. Linking forms. The material presented in this section can be found in most
books on bilinear or quadratic forms. We lean on the exposition from [14, Section 5],
see also [10, 16].

A linking form is a pair (G, λ) consisting of a finite Abelian group G and a symmetric
bilinear function λ : G×G → Q/Z. We sometimes refer to λ itself as the linking form
if G is understood from context. A linking form λ is called non-singular or regular if
its dual

λ∗ : G → G∗ = Hom(G,Q/Z), define as λ∗(g) = λ(g, ·),
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 2. An illustration of dual band moves. The top row shows a
non-orientable band move being performed on the knot K = 818. The
band itself is indicated in Figure (a) and is shaded in light gray. Its
dual band is represented by the darker gray rectangle. In Figure (b) the
non-orientable band move has been performed, the dual band remains
unchanged. In Figure (c) we perform the dual band move (also a non-
orientable band move) to return to an isotopic copy of the original knot
from Figure (a). Figures (d)–(f) do the same for an orientable band move.
The dotted curve in Figure (e) is to emphasize that a two-component link
has been obtained.

is an isomorphism. Two linking forms (G1, λ1) and (G2, λ2) are called isomorphic or iso-
metric if there exists an isomorphism φ : G1 → G2 of groups such that λ2(φ(g1), φ(g2)) =
λ1(g1, g2) for all g1, g2 ∈ G1. This is an equivalence relation among linking forms, and
we shall without further mention identify forms that are isomorphic.

Two linking forms (G1, λ1) and (G2, λ2) can be added, and we write (G1, λ1)⊕(G2, λ2)
for this sum, by considering the function λ1 ⊕ λ2 on (G1 ⊕ G2) × (G1 ⊕ G2) defined
by λ1 ⊕ λ2((g1, h1), (g2, h2)) = λ1(g1, g2) + λ2(h1, h2). The sum of non-singular linking
forms is again non-singular.

For a linking form (G, λ) and a subgroupH of G, we define its orthogonal complement
H⊥ as H⊥ = {g ∈ G |λ(g, h) = 0, for all h ∈ H}. A key result about non-singular
linking forms (cf. [16, Lemma 1]) is the orthogonal splitting

(3) (G, λ) ∼= (H,λ1)⊕ (H⊥, λ2),

valid under the hypothesis that λ1 := λ|H×H is non-singular. In this case, λ2 :=
λ|H⊥×H⊥ is also non-singular.
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A form (G, λ) is called isotropic if there exists an isotropic element g ∈ G, that is a
non-zero element with λ(g, g) = 0; otherwise it is called anisotropic. If λ is non-singular
and isotropic and g is an isotropic element, one can always find an element h ∈ G with
λ(g, h) ̸= 0 and such that the restriction of λ to H ×H is non-singular. Here H is the
subgroup of G generated by g and h. By (3), this leads to the isomorphism

(4) (G, λ) ∼= (H, λ|H×H)⊕ (H⊥, λ|H⊥×H⊥).

Clearly H⊥ is a proper subgroup of G, and if H⊥ is also isotropic, on can continue
this process of splitting off summands generated by isotropic elements, until one arrives
either at an anisotropic linking form or the trivial subgroup ofG (which is by convention
also considered anisotropic). This sketches the proof of the next theorem, known as
the Witt Decomposition Theorem [14, 5.11 Corollary]. To state it, recall that a linking
form (H,µ) is called metabolic if H has a subgroup K with K = K⊥. The form
(H,λ|H×H) in decomposition (4) is metabolic.

Theorem (Witt Decomposition). Let (G, λ) be a non-singular linking form. Then
there exists an isomorphism

(G, λ) ∼= (G1, λ1)⊕ (G2, λ2),

with (G1, λ1) anisotropic (possibly zero) and with (G2, λ2) metabolic. The isomorphism
type of (G1, λ1) is uniquely determined by (G, λ).

The form (G1, λ1) from the previous theorem is called the anisotropic component or
anisotropic part or the kernel form of (G, λ).

For a knot K, let Y = Σ2(K) by the cyclic two-fold cover of S3 branched along
K. Then Y is a rational homology 3-sphere with |H1(Y )| = detK. The linking
form λ : H1(Y ) × H1(Y ) → Q/Z is defined as follows: Let a, b ∈ H1(Y ) be two
homology classes represented by embedded curves α, β ⊂ Y . Let m ∈ N be such that
m · b = 0 ∈ H1(Y ), and thus m · β = ∂σ for some 2-chain σ ⊂ Y . Then

λ(a, b) =
1

m
α · σ,

where on the right-hand, α · σ is the linking pairing that counts intersection points
between α and σ with sign. This linking pairing is well known to be non-singular.

Let X be a compact, connected, oriented 4-manifold X with ∂X = Y . The long
exact homology sequence for the pair (X, Y ) includes these terms:

. . . H2(X)
ι∗−→ H2(X, Y )

∂−→ H1(Y ) → H1(X) → . . .(5)

Write H2(X) ∼= F ⊕ T1 and H2(X, Y ) ∼= F ⊕ T2 with T1, T2 the torsion subgroubs of
H2(X), H2(X, Y ) and with F a free Abelian group of rank b2(X). The component of
the map H2(X) → H2(X, Y ) in the above exact sequence that maps F ⊂ H2(X) to
F ⊂ H2(X, Y ), can, with a suitable choice of bases, be represented by a non-singular,
symmetric, integral matrix A, of dimension b2(X)× b2(X).
Let B = ∂(F ) ⊂ H1(Y ). By the exact sequence (5), B ∼= Coker(A), and the

minimum number of generators of the cokernel of A, is given by the number of diagonal
entries in the Smith Normal Form of A that are strictly greater than 1. In particular,
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the minimum number of such generators is no greater than b2(X), showing that the
minimum number of generators of B is also bounded from above by b2(X).

It was shown in [3] that λ|B×B is non-singular, and so by (3) one can decompose the
linking form λ as

(H1(Y ), λ) ∼= (B, λ0)⊕ (B⊥, λ3),

with λ0 = λ|B×B and λ3 = λB⊥×B⊥ . [3, Lemma 1] proves that (B⊥, λ3) is metabolic.
Apply the Witt Decomposition to (B, λ0) to obtain

(B, λ0) ∼= (G1, λ1)⊕ (G2, λ2)

with (G1, λ1) anisotropic and with (G2, λ2) metabolic. It is easy to see that the orthog-
onal direct sum of two metabolic linking forms is again metabolic, yielding this Witt
Decomposition of (H1(Y ), λ):

(6) (H1(Y ), λ) ∼= (G1, λ1)⊕
[
(G2, λ2)⊕ (B⊥, λ3)

]
.

By Recall that µan(K) is the minimum number of generators of G1. Since G1 ≤
G1 ⊕G2

∼= B ∼= Coker(A), we have proved this statement.

Theorem 2.1. Let K be a knot and let X be a compact, connected, and oriented
4-manifold with ∂X = Σ2(X). Then

µan(K) ≤ b2(X).

2.4. The band-unknotting number. The band-unknotting number as we have de-
fined it in the introduction, has been considered by other authors, sometimes under
different names. The earliest result about band-unknotting that we are aware of goes
back to Lickorish [11] from 1986. What we call a non-orientable band move, Lickorish
refers to “adding a twisted band” to a knot diagram, and he proves that the Figure
Eight knot cannot be rendered unknotted by adding a single twisted band, a claim
that follows from this main result of [11]:

Theorem (Lickorish [11]). If K is a knot with unb(K) = 1, then H1(Σ2(K)) is cyclic
and there exists a generator α ∈ H1(Σ2(K)) such that

(7) λ(α, α) = ± 1

detK
.

It follows that if K is any knot with detK > 1, then unb(K#(±K)), unb(K#±K̄) ≥ 2.
While Lickorish’s work is related to band-unknotting, he does not explicitly mention
it.

Hoste, Nakanishi and Taniyama [5] introduced a family of unknotting operations
H(n), indexed by integers n ≥ 2, described in Figure 3. The corresponding unknotting
numbers are denoted by un(K), and it is easy to check that an H(2)-move equals a
non-orientable band move, so that unb(K) = u2(K). To quote results from their paper
we shall rely on below, let Σr(K) denote the r-fold cyclic cover of S3 branched along
K, with r ≥ 2. Let µ(K, r) denote the minimum number of generators of H1(Σr(K)),
and for simplicity, let µ(K) = µ(K, 2).
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(a) (b)

Figure 3. (a) The unknotting operation H(n), n ≥ 2, shown here for
n = 4. Under this move, a knot/link diagram is locally modified by
replacing the arrangement of n unknotted arcs as in Figure (a), with
the arrangement as in Figure (b). One requires that the number of
components be preserved. An H(2)-move is a non-orientable band move.

Theorem. [5, Theorem 4] For all integers r ≥ 2, one obtains

(8)
µ(K, r)

r − 1
≤ unb(K), and thus µ(K) ≤ unb(K).

Kanenobu and Miyazawa [9] study u2(K) = unb(K) further, proving various bound-
sand computing its value for most knots with 9 or fewer crossings. We shall make use
of this result:

Theorem. [9, Theorem 3.1] The Gordian and band-unknotting numbers are related by
the inequality:

(9) unb(K) ≤ u(K) + 1.

Yasuhara [17] showed that if K is a knot with σ(K) + 4 ·Arf(K) ≡ 0 (mod 8), then
γ4,s(K) ≥ 2. It follows that such knots must satisfy the inequality unb(K) ≥ 2, though
we shall not make use of this here.

3. The proof of Theorem 1.4 and Corollary 1.6

3.1. Part (a) of Theorem 1.4. Part (a) of Theorem 1.4 claims the double inequality

µan(K) ≤ γ4(K) ≤ unb(K),

with γ4(K) equal to either γ4,t(K) or γ4,s(K). The bound γ4(K) ≤ unb(K) follows
from two facts established in [7]:

(i) If K and K ′ are two knots that possess diagrams that are related by a single
non-orientable band move, then |γ4(K)− γ4(K

′)| ≤ 1.
(ii) If K is a non-trivial knot related to a slice knot by a single non-orientable band

move, then γ4(K) = 1.
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The work in [7] focuses on γ4,s, but the two statements above are readily verified to be
valid for γ4,t as well.

If K is a knot with γ4(K) = k ≥ 3, then after k− 2 non-orientable band moves on a
diagram representing K, we obtain a diagram representing a knot K ′ with γ4(K

′) ≥ 2.
If an additional band move on K ′ led to the unknot, that would erroneously imply
γ4(K

′) = 1, showing that at least two more non-orientable band moves are needed to
unknot K ′, and thus a total of at least k = γ4(K) band moves to unknot K. This
proves Part (a) of Theorem 1.4.

For the lower bound µan(K) ≤ γ4(K) from Theorem 1.4, let σ ⊂ D4 be a prop-
erly embedded, non-orientable surface with ∂σ = K. Assume that either σ is locally
topologically flatly embedded and that γ4,t(K) = b1(σ), or else that σ is smoothly
embedded with γ4,s(K) = b1(σ). In either case, let X be the connected, compact,
oriented 4-manifold obtained as the 2-fold cyclic cover of D4 with branching set σ.
Then b2(X) = b1(σ) and X meets the hypotheses of Theorem 2.1, showing that
µan(K) ≤ b2(X) = γ4(K). This completes the proof of Part (a) of Theorem 1.4.

3.2. Part (b) of Theorem 1.4. Endow K with a choice of orientation. Let n =
F
(
K#(−K̄)

)
so that by definition of the fusion number, the knot K#(−K̄) is the

boundary of a ribbon disk D2 ↬ S3 that becomes the (n + 1)-component oriented
unlink Un+1 (the orientation induced by that on K) after applying n orientable band
moves A1, . . . , An to K#(−K̄):

Un+1 =
(
K#(−K̄)

)
∪ A1 ∪ · · · ∪ An.

By Remark 2.1, we can only obtain an (n + 1)-component link Un+1 from a knot
by using n oriented band moves, if each band has both ends attached to the same
component. Accordingly, each oriented band move Ai splits its attaching component
into two components Ci and C ′

i, and the dual band Āi has its two attaching arcs lying
on Ci and C ′

i, thereby fusing two components with an orientable band move.
We may isotope Un+1 to the standard diagram of Un+1, exercising care to “drag” the

dual bands Ā1, . . . , Ān along with the isotopy. In this manner, we obtain a configuration
of the standard unlink connected by the oriented bands Ā1, . . . , Ān, and attaching the
said dual bands, returns us to the original knot K#(−K̄).

Proposition 3.1. Let K be an oriented knot with n = F
(
K#(−K̄)

)
and suppose

that the configuration of the unlink Un+1 and the dual bands Ā1, . . . , Ān was obtained
from from K#(−K̄) by attaching the n orientable bands A1, . . . , An. Then there exist
n non-orientable band moves B1, . . . , Bn on Un+1 such that:

(i) Un+1 ∪B1 ∪ · · · ∪Bn = U1 =unknot.
(ii) In the diagram for U1 obtained in Part (i), the band moves Ā1, . . . , Ān are non-

orientable band moves.

The preceding proposition implies that

Un+1 =
(
K#(−K̄)

)
∪ A1 ∪ · · · ∪ An

Un+1 ∪B1 ∪ · · · ∪Bn =
(
K#(−K̄)

)
∪ A1 ∪ · · · ∪ An ∪B1 ∪ · · · ∪Bn

U1 =
(
K#(−K̄)

)
∪B1 ∪ · · · ∪Bn ∪ A1 ∪ · · · ∪ An,
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with all the 2n band moves on the right-hand side of the last line being non-orientable
band moves. Thus unb(K#(−K̄)) ≤ 2n, proving Theorem 1.4. It remains to proof the
proposition.

Proof. (Of Proposition 3.1). We proceed by induction on n ≥ 1.

Base of induction. The simple case of F
(
K#(−K̄)

)
= 1 is worked out in Figure 4.

The conclusion from Figure 4 is that B1 is a non-orientable band move on U2 and that

(a)

Ā1

B1

(b) (c)

Figure 4. Figure (a) shows an oriented 2-component unlink U2 isotoped
into standard position. The single dual band Ā1 is the half-twisted band
connecting the two components of U2, and were we to first perform this
band move, it would be an oriented band move. The dotted lines in this
band indicate that the band Ā1 can be complicated; it can be knotted
and link the components of U2. The band B1 is the untwisted band on
the outside of both components of U2. In Figure (b) we performed the
non-orientable band move B1, and adjusted the orientation on the thus
obtained unknot U1. In Figure (c) we finally perform the band move Ā1

which is now a non-orientable band move.

U2 ∪B1 the unknot U1. The band move Ā1 performed on U2 ∪B1, is a non-orientable
band move. We have thus shown that

U2 =
(
K#(−K̄)

)
∪ A1

U2 ∪B1 =
(
K#(−K̄)

)
∪ A1 ∪B1,

U1 =
(
K#(−K̄)

)
∪B1 ∪ A1.

Step of induction. Assume the proposition has been verified for fusion numbers no
greater than n− 1, and let K be an oriented knot with F

(
K#(−K̄)

)
= n. Perform n

oriented band moves A1, . . . , An on K#(−K̄) to obtain the oriented (n+1)-component
unlink Un+1. Pick a component C of Un+1 that is only connected to one single other
component of Un+1 by a single dual band, say Ān for concreteness. This is always
possible for if not, then every component would be connected to at least two other
components, and would thus have at least two dual bands attached to it, making the
total number of dual bands exceed 1

2
· (2(n+ 1)) = n+ 1. But there are only n bands,

a contradiction.
Thus we can always arrange to be in the situation of Figure 5, which we ex-

plain now. Since none of the bands A1, . . . , An−1 attach to the component C, then(
(K#(−K̄)

)
∪ An = L ∪ C, with L some knot with orientation induced by that of
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K#(−K̄). Attaching the oriented bands A1, . . . , An−1 to L yields the unlink Un and
thus, by induction hypotheses, there exist non-orientable bands B1, . . . , Bn−1 satisfying
the two conclusions from the statement of Proposition 3.1. The result of performing
the non-orientable band moves L ∪ B1 ∪ . . . Bn−1 ∪ Ā1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ān−1 yields a knot
L′ = L∪B1 ∪ · · · ∪Bn−1, oriented in an arbitrary fashion. The knot L′ is shown in the
“black box” in each of Parts (a)–(c) in Figure 5. Only an unknotted arc protrudes past
the box, used to attach the dual band Ān between L′ and C. The dots on the band

(a)
Ān

Bn

L′

C

(b)
Ān

Bn

L′

C

(c)
Ān

Bn
L′

C

Figure 5. The inductive step in the proof of Proposition 3.1. Figure
(a) shows the knot L′ = Un ∪ B1 ∪ · · · ∪ Bn−1 ∪ Ā1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ān−1 and
the unknotted component C. Indicated are also the bands Ān and Bn,
though no band moves on either have been performed. Figure (b) shows
the result of performing the non-orientable band move Bn, while Figure
(c) shows the outcome of performing the non-orientable band move Ān.

Ān indicate again that this band may be very complicated: It can itself be knotted,
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it can be linked with C, and even enter and exit the black box multiple times. The
non-oriented band Bn is also shown. In Part (a) of Figure 5, no band moves on either
Ān or Bn have been performed, but observe that if we were to perform the move on
Ān first, we would be performing an oriented band move. In Part (b) we performed
the non-orientable band move on band Bn, while finally in Part (c), we perform what
is now a non-orientable band move on Ān. The final result, as seen in Part (c), is

L′ ∪Bn ∪ Ān = Un ∪B1 ∪ · · · ∪Bn−1 ∪ Ā1 ∪ · · · ∪ An−1 ∪Bn ∪ Ān.

As already explained above (in the paragraph following the statement of Proposition
3.1), this proves Part (ii) of the proposition. Part (i) is also clear for Un∪B1∪· · ·∪Bn−1

is the unknot, by induction hypothesis, and clearly so is Un∪B1∪ · · · ∪Bn−1∪Bn. □

3.3. Proof of Corollary 1.6. Corollary 1.6 is a direct consequence of Theorem 1.4
and the second inequality in (8).

4. Proof of Theorem 1.2

In [6], the smooth non-orientble 4-genus γ4,s of the family of “double twists” C(m,n)
(Figure 6) is studied. All double twist knots are two-bride knots and thus br(C(m,n)) =

m

−n

Figure 6. The double twist knot C(m,n) is the two-bridge knot with
two twisting regions. Each rectangle labeled by an integer represents a
pair of parallel strands with with as many half-twists between them as
indicated by the absolute value of the integer. A positive integer indicates
right-handed half-twists, while a negative integer indicates left-handed
half-twists. The determinant of C(m,n) is

∣∣mn+1
n

∣∣, showing that C(m,n)
is a knot if and only if at least one of m or n is even.

2. On the other hand, Theorem 6.2 in [6] proves that

γ4,s(C(22 + 8k, 62 + 8k)) = 3, k ≥ 0.

It follows that if we let K1 = C(22+8k, 62+8k) and K2 = −K̄1 for any of the infinitely
many choices of k ≥ 0, then

unb(K1#K2) ≤ 2F (K1#K2) ≤ 2(br(K1)− 1) = 2, and,

3 = γ4,s(Ki) ≤ unb(Ki), i = 1, 2.

By Lickorish’s results (7), we obtain unb(K1#K2) = 2. It follows that

2 = unb(K1#K2) < 3 = unb(Ki), i = 1, 2,
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proving Theorem 1.2. We don’t know the band-unknotting number of C(22 + 8k, 62+
8k) but it is not hard to show that unb(C(22 + 8k, 62 + 8k)) ≤ 7 + 2k.

5. Comments on Theorem 1.1

Theorem 1.1 follows from Theorem 1.2, which we proved in Section 4. We want to
point out that it can be verified independently. Namely, given any two-bridge knot
K with detK > 1 and γ4,s(K) = 2, it follows that F

(
K#(−K̄)

)
= 1 and thus that

unb(K#(−K̄)) = 2. On the other hand, unb(K) = unb(−K̄) ≥ γ4,s(K) ≥ 2. Any
such knot leads to the strict inequality unb(K#(−K̄)) < unb(K)+unb(−K̄). There are
infinitely examles of such two-bridge knots that have been identified in [6, Theorem
5.8].

6. Proof of Theorem 1.3

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is inspired by [9, Theorem 9.1]. For a positive integer
a ≥ 4 and a ≡ 4 (mod 6) consider the two-bridge knots K1 and K2 whose two-fold
branched covers are the lens spaces L(2a − 1, 2) and L(2a + 1, 2). The linking forms
λ1 and λ2 on Σ2(K1) and Σ2(K2) are

λ1 =

〈
2

2a− 1

〉
and λ2 =

〈
2

2a+ 1

〉
.

Note that gcd(2a− 1, 2a+1) = 1 and thus the first homology of the two-fold branched
cover of K1#K2 is given by H1(Σ2(K1#K2)) ∼= Z2a−1⊕Z2a+1

∼= Z4a2−1, and its linking
form λ3

∼= λ1 ⊕ λ2 is determined by

λ3(1, 1) =

〈
2a

4a2 − 1

〉
.

If we had unb(K1#K2) = 1 then by (7) we would obtain an isomorphism λ3
∼=

〈
± 1

4a2−1

〉
.

This would imply the existence of an integer λ solving the congruence

2a ≡ ±λ2 (mod (4a2 − 1)).

Since 4a2 − 1 = (2a − 1)(2a + 1), and the two factors are relatively prime, then the
above congruence is equivalent to the two congruence relations

2a ≡ ±λ2 (mod (2a− 1)) and 2a ≡ ±λ2 (mod (2a+ 1)).

Furthermore, because 2a = (2a ± 1) ∓ 1 ≡ ∓1 (mod (2a ± 1)), the above can be
rewritten more succinctly as

(10) 1 ≡ ±λ2 (mod (2a− 1)) and − 1 ≡ ±λ2 (mod (2a+ 1)).

Recall now that a = 4 + 6k for k ≥ 0, and thus 2a+ 1 ≡ 0 (mod 3).

Case (i). Suppose the sign in front of λ2 is a plus sign. Then the mod 3 version of
the second equation in (10) reads −1 ≡ λ2 (mod 3). But −1 is not a square in Z3 and
so no solution λ can exist.
Case (ii). If the sign in front of λ2 equals −1, then the first equation in (10)
becomes −1 ≡ λ2 (mod (2a− 1)), a congruence saying that −1 is a quadratic residue
modulo 2a− 1. Determining when −1 is a quadratic residue is relatively easy. Recall



BAND-UNKNOTTING NUMBERS AND CONNECTED SUMS OF KNOTS 15

that for an odd integer n ≥ 3 and a coprime non-zero integer x, the Jacobi symbol(
x
n

)
∈ {±1} equals 1 when x is a quadratic residue modulo n. The key fact for us,

see for example [13, Theorem 11.10], is that
(−1

n

)
= (−1)(n−1)/2. Since we care about

n = 2a − 1 = 7 + 12k then 6(−1)(2a−2)/2 = (−1)3+6k = −1, showing that −1 is not a
quadratic residue modulo 2a − 1. Therefore, in Case (ii) as well, no λ can exist that
solves (10).

This proves that unb(K1#K2) ≥ 2. On the other hand, unb(K1#(−K̄2)) = 1 as
can be verified in Figure 7. Taking a = 4 gives the two-bridge knots K7/2 = 5̄2 and
K9/2 = 6̄1. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.3.

a a

a −a

(a) (b)

(c)

Figure 7. For an integer a ≥ 4, Figure (a) shows the two-bridge knot
K1 = K(2a−1)/2 and Figure (b) the two-bridge knot K2 = K(2a+1)/2. Fig-
ure (c) show that connected sumK1#(−K̄2) and indicates the single non-
orientable band move that unknots it, showing that unb(K1#(−K̄2) = 1.
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