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AN ENUMERATIVE MIN-MAX THEOREM FOR MINIMAL SURFACES

ADRIAN CHUN-PONG CHU, YANGYANG LI, ZHIHAN WANG

ABSTRACT. We prove an enumerative min-max theorem that relates the number of genus g minimal
surfaces in 3-manifolds of positive Ricci curvature to topological properties of the set of embedded
surfaces of genus < g, possibly with finitely many singularities. This completes a central component
of our program of using topological methods to enumerating minimal surfaces with prescribed genus
[CL24; Chu25; CLW26].

As an application, we show that every 3-sphere of positive Ricci curvature contains at least 4
embedded minimal surfaces of genus 2.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Enumerative problems in differential geometry have a long history. Here are some well-known
conjectures.

e Every Riemannian 2-sphere has at least 3 simple closed geodesics (Poincaré, 1905).
e Every Riemannian 3-sphere has at least 4 embedded minimal spheres (S.-T. Yau [Yau82]).
e Every Riemannian 3-sphere has at least 5 embedded minimal tori (B. White [Whi89]).

Among these three conjectures, only the first one was fully solved: Building on the work of
Lyusternik-Schnirelmann [L.S47], M. Grayson gave a proof [Gra89] using curve shortening flow
(see also [Lusd7; Kli77; Bal78; Jos89; Tai92]). Yau’s conjecture was solved in the case of bumpy
metric and the case of positive Ricci curvature by Wang—Zhou [WZ23]: They developed a multiplic-
ity one theorem for Simon—Smith min-max theory, using regularity results in [WZ25], and [SS23a]
by Sarnataro—Stryker (see also [Smi82; Whi91l; HK19]). Recently, the first two authors proved B.
White’s conjecture for 3-spheres with positive Ricci curvature [CL24]. Regarding more works on
the construction of minimal submanifolds of controlled topological types under general metrics,
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see also [Str84; GJ86; Gra89; Whi9l; Zhol6; HK19; BP23; HK23; Ko23a; Ko23b; BP24; LW24;
LWY25].

In a series of papers [CL24; Chu25; CLW26]!, the authors proposed a program that constructs
minimal surfaces with prescribed genus based on the topological structure of the set of genus g
embedded surfaces, possibly with finitely many singularities. Here is the setting: Let M be any
closed orientable 3-manifold, and g a non-negative integer. Let S(M) denote the set of all orientable,
separating, finite-area surfaces in M that are smoothly embedded except at possibly finitely many
points (see §2 for the precise definition). Then, we consider the subset S<4(M) C S(M) of elements
with genus < g. In [CLW26], we showed that given any closed orientable Riemannian 3-manifold
(M, g) of positive Ricci curvature, if there exists some map ® : X — S<4(M) that cannot be
deformed via pinch-off processes to become a map into S<4—1(M) (see §2 therein), then (M, g)
contains at least one minimal surface of genus g.

In this paper we generalize the above result. Namely, by further utilizing the relative topological
structure of the pair (S<4(M),S<g4—1(M)), we produce multiple minimal surfaces of genus g. This
completes a central component of our program to develop a topological machinery for enumerating
minimal surfaces with prescribed genus.

Below, we consider homology groups and cohomology groups under Zs-coefficients. Note, the
cap product —~ in item (1) is indeed well-defined, as we show in Lemma 3.1. Readers may refer to
Figure 1 for a schematic.

Theorem 1.1 (Enumerative min-max theorem). Let (M,g) be a closed orientable Riemannian
3-manifold with positive Ricci curvature, and let g be a positive integer. Let

®: (X, 2) = (S<¢(M), S<g-1(M))

be a Simon—Smith family, where X is a finite simplicial complex and Z C X a subcomplex. Suppose
there exist some homology class w € Hy(X,Z) and p cohomology classes \; € H"(X\Z), i =
1,...,p, with the following properties.

(1) Let (Y,0Y) C (X, Z) be any relative (k — ki — - - - — kp)-subcomplex such that
[Y] =w ()\1 — e )\p) S kaklf---fkp(Xa Z)

Then the subfamily ®|y cannot be deformed via pinch-off processes to a map into S<g—1(M).

(2) For any embedded smooth genus g surface S C M, there exists some r > 0 such that: For
each i = 1,...,p, if C C X\Z is any ki-cycle such that \;([C]) # 0, then ®|c cannot be
deformed via pinch-off processes to a family r-close to S under the F-distance.

Then (M,g) contains at least p+ 1 orientable embedded minimal surfaces with genus g and area at
most max area(®(z)).
xe

Importantly, it can be readily checked that assumptions (1) and (2) above are purely topological:
No geometric information about the ambient metric g is needed. Note, the F-distance is the
borrowed from the space Z3(M;F;Zs) of mod 2 cycles, which is the sum of the flat distance and
the varifold distance. The proof of this theorem crucially relies on [CLW26, Theorem 1.4], which
states that in a generic metric with positive Ricci curvature, every Simon—Smith family can be
deformed via pinch-off processes into a certain “topologically optimal family” [CLW26, Theorem
1.4]. This result is based on numerous previous foundational works on min-max theory [Smi82;
CDO03; DP10; Ketl9; Zho20; MN21; SS23b; WZ23]. We note that in [LW24] Xingzhe Li and
Zhichao Wang also utilized certain relative cohomology groups to construct minimal tori.

IThe current paper and [CLW26] together supersede [CLW25].
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FIGURE 1. On the left is an example where X is the annulus, Z is the two boundary
circles, Y is the blue path, w is the fundamental class [X], p = 1, and \; is the
Poincaré dual of [Y], meaning [Y] = [X] —~ A;. Note the pairing of A\; with the red
loop is 1. On the right, we have a schematic where the graphical surface represents
S<¢(M), with the two boundary circles being S<4—1(M). The blue path is the family
®|y, and the two red critical points are the minimal surfaces we are searching for.

Remark 1.2. Let us compare Theorem 1.1 with the previous work [CL24], in which we constructed
5 minimal tori in any 3-spheres with positive Ricci curvature. There we relied crucially on the non-
existence of a 5-sweepout on S that consists of only genus 0 elements. However, this line of
argument is unavailable in the higher genus case.

Next, we apply the above enumerative min-max theorem to the case of 3-spheres of positive
Ricci curvature to construct multiple minimal surfaces of genus 2. The main challenge is to find
a suitable map ® : (X, Z) — (S<2(5?%), S<1(S5?)), together with homology and cohomology classes,
that satisfy the conditions of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.3. Every Riemannian 3-sphere of positive Ricci curvature contains at least 4 embedded,
orientable minimal surfaces of genus 2.

Let us record the known results in this direction. Denote by ny(S?) the optimal number such
that every Riemannian 3-sphere of positive Ricci curvature must contain at least ng(S 3) orientable,
embedded minimal surfaces of genus g. Then we have:

no(S?) ny(S3) no(S%) ny(S3) for g >3
4 [WZ23] | > 5 [CL24] | > 4 (Theorem 1.3) | > 1 [Chu25]

Conjecturally ny(S3) = 5. It will be very interesting to know the exact value of ny(S®) for any
particular ¢ > 2. We believe that Theorem 1.1 is general enough to be used as a “black box”
for exploring the higher genus cases: It reduces the problem of lower bounding ng(S3) to finding
suitable maps into S<,(S3).

The family we use to prove Theorem 1.3 is inspired by the symmetry of the Lawson surfaces &2 1
[Law70], which is the only known genus 2 embedded minimal surface in the standard 3-sphere S3.
To speculate the g = 3 case, we recall that there are two known genus 3 minimal surfaces in S3: The
Lawson surface &3 1 and the Karcher-Pinkall-Sterling genus 3 surface [KPS88]. We expect that to
get a good lower bound for n3(S%), the family for which we apply Theorem 1.1 to should encompass
surfaces that resemble both of these two minimal surfaces, and also neck-pinch phenomenon from
them.

1.1. Sketch of proof.

1.1.1. Theorem 1.1. We first recall that, when the ambient metric is generic with positive Ricci
curvature, [CLW26, Theorem 1.4] shows that every family of surfaces in S(M) can be deformed into
some topologically optimal family. We first perturb the ambient metric such that [CLW26, Theorem
1.4] is applicable, while fizing the number of orientable genus g minimal surfaces. Applying this
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theorem to the given family @, we obtain some minimal surfaces I'; of genus < g and subcomplexes
D; C X satisfying the following properties.

Suppose that m orientable genus g were produced. We can divide the subcomplexes D; into two
collections: Those that correspond to orientable genus g minimal surfaces, and the other ones. We
denote the first collection by D1, ..., D,,, and take the union of the second collection to obtain some
subcomplex D. Hence, we have

e m orientable minimal surfaces of genus g, I'1,..., [, with area < max, area(®(x)),
e and associated subcomplexes Dy, D, ..., D, C X that, together with D, cover X,

such that:

(1) ®|p can be deformed via pinch-off processes to become some map into S<4—1(M).
(2) Foreach j =1,...,m, ®|p, can be deformed via pinch-off processes to become some family
Zj: Dj = Sy(M) such that each member of Z; is close to I'; and has genus g.

Then to prove Theorem 1.1 it suffices to show m > p + 1. Suppose by contradiction m < p. By
(2), we know that for every j = 1,...,m we have \;|p, = 0, for otherwise item (2) of Theorem 1.1
would be contradicted. Thus, together with m < p, we know

(Al N~ el AP)‘DIU---UDm — 0
Then by some elementary algebraic topology one can deduce that D must detect the class
(1.1) W~ (A== Ap) € Hygy—p (X, Z).

More precisely, we can find some [Y] € Hy_p,—.._4,(D,D N Z) that gets pushforwarded to the
class (1.1) under the inclusion (D,D N Z) — (X,Z). Then by item (1) above, ®|p, and thus
®|y in particular, can be deformed via pinch-off processes to become a map into S<4—1(M). This
contradicts Theorem 1.1 (1).

1.1.2. Theorem 1.5. In order to construct 4 minimal surfaces of genus 2 using Theorem 1.1, we
need a suitable map into S<2(S%). We first define in the unit 3-sphere S® C R* a 7-parameter
family as follows. We introduce a coordinate system (x1,z2,a) for S® (on the complement of a
great circle {x3 = x4 = 0}), defined by the relation

(21,2, 23, 74) = (21, 29,1/1 — 22 — 2% cosa, /1 — 23 — 23 sina),

where (1, 22) lies in the open unit disc in R? and o € R/27Z. Note that (0,0, ) parametrizes the
great circle C = {1 = z2 = 0}. Now, we define a family ¥ : RP® x D — S<2(S®) by sending each
paira=[ag:ay :---:as] € RP® and (r,0) € D to the zero set

{ag + a121 + agws + agxs + agxs + as [1311'2 + e(rcos(6 4 2a) + (1 — r) cos 3a)] =0} C S3,

where € > 0 is some small number (in our actual argument, this should be some small function).
Geometrically, this family should be viewed as a desingularization of the RP°-family ®5 given by

®5(a) == {ag + a171 + asx2 + azxs + agzs + asrizs =0} C S,

such that all members have at most finitely many singularities. Notably, the surface W([0 : ... :
0 : 1],0) has the same symmetry group as the genus 2 Lawson minimal surface &3 1, which is the
dihedral group Doy of 24 elements.

Then, we define a 13-parameter family = : RP® x D x SO(4) — S<2(S®) by rotating all members
of U: We set =(a, z,R) :== R-¥(a,z) where R - ¥(a,z) denotes the image of ¥(a,z) C S% under
the rotation R € SO(4). This family has a lot of symmetry, allowing us to take quotient. Namely,
we will define a certain Dag-action on RP® x D x SO(4) such that =((a, z,R) - g) = =Z(a,z, R)
for all g € Doy and (a,z, R). Hence, letting X := (RP® x D x SO(4))/Da4, Z induces a family
Z: X — S<2(S3). Note, by the definition of ¥, Z|gx maps into S<1(S3).
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In order to apply Theorem 1.1, let us understand the topology of X. It can be checked that
the natural projection map 7 from X onto B := SO(4)/Da4 is a fiber bundle. By some standard
topological argument, B = S3/Qus x S* where Qs is the dicyclic group of order 48. We then
introduce two cohomology classes in X':

e It is known that there exists some element & € H'(S%/Qus) for which &% # 0. Let o €
H'(X) be the pullback of & under Iy o7 : X — S3/Qus where Iy : B — S3/Qys is the
projection onto the first factor.

e Fix some p € S3, and let By := S3/Qus x {p} C S3/Qus x S® = B. Let 8 € H3(X) be the
pullback 7*(8g), where g € H?(B) is the Poincaré dual of [By] € H3(B).

Then, it is easy to see that the relative homology class [X] —~ (a® — ) € H7(X,0X) is induced
by the fibers of 7 : X — B.
Finally, let Xy := 7~ 1(By) C X. Note 90Xy = Xy N dX. We apply Theorem 1.1 to the subfamily

Ela (KXo, 0Xg) — (S<2(S?),S<1(5?)),

with p = 3 and the three cohomology classes all being a|y, € H'(Xp). To finish the proof, it suffices
to verify condition (1) and (2) in Theorem 1.1.

For (1), let [Y] = [X0] ~ (a)? € H7(Xp,0Xp) and ® be obtained from Z|y by deformation via
pinch-off processes. We need to show that ® must still contain some genus 2 element. Observe
that, when restricted onto any RP°-factor, = gives an Almgren-Pitts 5-sweepout, which thus cannot
be deformed via pinch-off processes into Sp(S?) (see [CL24, §3.5]). From this, together with some
algebraic topology, it can be shown that there exists some relative 2-cycle (D,0D) C (Y,Y NoXy)
such that D is homologous to the D factor in X and every member of ®'|p has genus 1 or 2.
Finally, we analyze the boundary family ®'|sp, and show that it is, in certain sense, homologically
non-trivial in the set S1(S?) of all genus 1 surfaces in S3, and thus does not admit a fill in. Hence,
®’| p must contain some genus 2 element, as desired. (This step requires Hatcher’s resolution of the
Smale conjecture and certain descriptions of the space of all Hopf links in S3.)

As for item (2), we shall show that any such 1-cycle C' must correspond to a l-sweepout under
E in the Almgren-Pitts sense, so that Z|¢ cannot be deformed into any r-ball if r is small enough.

1.2. Organization. In §2, we recall some preliminary results from our previous works [CL24;
CLW26]. A crucial result needed is [CLW26, Theorem 1.4]. Based on that, in §3 we prove the
enumerative min-max theorem, Theorem 1.1. In §4, we apply this theorem to construct 4 minimal
surfaces of genus 2 in 3-spheres of positive Ricci curvature, proving Theorem 1.3. Then the three
remaining sections contain the proof of some results used in §4. Namely, in §4, the 4 genus 2
minimal surfaces are obtained by applying the enumerative min-max theorem, using a certain 13-
parameter family = : X — S<2(S9%). The construction and the properties of this family will be
studied in detail in §5 and §7. In §6, we examine the topology of the parameter space of =.

Acknowledgment. We would like to thank Chi Cheuk Tsang and Boyu Zhang for numerous
discussions on topology, and Giada Franz for the discussions on min-max theory. We also want
to thank Ryan Budney, André Neves, Daniel Stern, Shmuel Weinberger, and Xin Zhou for their
interests. The first author was supported by the NSF grant DMS-1928930 while in SLMath in Fall
2024. The first and the second author was partially supported by the AMS-Simons travel grant.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations. Throughout this paper, all simplicial complexes are assumed to be finite. More-
over, a pure simplicial k-complex is a simplicial complex X in which every simplex of dimension
less than k is a face of some simplex in X of dimension exactly k.

Let (M, g) be a closed orientable Riemannian 3-manifold. Below we briefly recall the terminolo-
gies from [CLW26, §2].
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Definition 2.1 (Punctate surface). Let M be a closed orientable 3-manifold. A closed subset
S C M is a punctate surface in M provided that:

(1) The 2-dimensional Hausdorff measure #2(.S) is finite.

(2) There exists a (possibly empty) finite set P C S such that S\ P is a smooth, orientable,
embedded surface.

(3) (Separating) Let Sis, be the set of isolated points of S. Then the complement of S\Sigs, is
a disjoint union of two open regions of M, each having S\ Sis, as its topological boundary.

Any such set P is called a punctate set for S. We denote by S(M) the set of all punctate surfaces
in M.

Recall that S(M) can be viewed as a subset of the cycle space Z5(M;F;Zsy). In particular, we
can put on Sy(M) the F-distance, which is the sum of the flat distance and the varifold distance.
Moreover, we can define the notion of genus for punctate surfaces as in [CLW26, Definition 2.5].
We denote by Sy(M) C S(M) (resp. S<¢(M)) the subset of elements with genus g (resp. < g).

Definition 2.2 (Simon—Smith family). Let X be a cubical or simplicial complex. A map ¢ : X —
S(M) is called a Simon—Smith family with parameter space X if the following hold.

(1) The map = — H?(®(x)) is continuous.
(2) (Closedness) The family ® is “closed” in the sense that {(x,p) € X x M :p € ®(z)} is a
closed subset of X x M.
(3) (C°°-continuity away from singularities) For each x € X, we can choose a finite set Pg(z) C
®(x) such that:
o O(z)\Py(x) is a smooth embedded orientable surface, i.e. Pp(x) is a punctate set for
O(x).
e For any 79 € X and within any open set U CC M\ P (x0), ®(x) — P(xp) smoothly
whenever z — xg.
e N(Pgp) := sup |Pp(x)| < oco.
zeX

It follows from [CL24, §2] that every Simon—Smith family is F-continuous.

The notion of pinch-off process will also be important. Roughly speaking, it refers to a fam-
ily {I'(t)}te[a,p) Of elements in S(M) given by any combination of isotopy, neck-pinches, and the
shrinking of some connected components into points. The rigorous definition is stated in [CLW26,
§2]. Now, let ®,®' : X — S(M) be Simon-Smith families. Suppose we have a Simon-Smith family
H :[0,1] x X — S(M) such that:

e H(0,-)=® and H(1,:) = ¥'.
e For each x € X, t — H(t,z) is a pinch-off process.
Then H is called a deformation via pinch-off processes from ® to @'.

2.2. Preliminary results. First, for readers’ convenience, we recall Theorem 1.4 in [CLW26].

Theorem 2.3 (Existence of a topologically optimal family). Let (M,g) be a closed orientable
Riemannian 3-manifold of positive Ricci curvature, and ® : X — S(M) be a Simon-Smith family
of genus < g with g > 1, and the min-max width L := L(A(®)) > 0. Assume Condition A (which
automatically holds if g is a generic metric with positive Ricci curvature). Then for any r > 0,
there exist:

e a deformation via pinch-off processes, H : [0,1] x X — S<4(M),

e distinct, orientable, multiplicity one, embedded minimal surfaces I'y, T, ... T of genus < g

and area < L,
e subcomplexes Dy, D1,...,D; of X (after refinement) that cover X,

such that:
(1) H(0,) = @.
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(2) The family ® := H(1,-) is such that ®'|p, is of genus < g(I';) for every i =1,...,1, and
| p, is of genus 0.
(8) For each i = 1,...,1, there is some smooth function f; : D; — [0,1] such that for every
x €D,
H(fi(z),r) € Sy, (M) N By (T).

Below is the definition of Condition A. Let Oy <1,(M,g) (resp. N,y <r(M,g)) be the set of all
orientable (resp. non-orientable) embedded minimal surfaces in (M, g) with genus g and area < L.
Analogously, we define the sets O<g <1,(M, g) and N<g <1.(M, g) in which the genus of the minimal
surfaces concerned is < g.

Condition A. Given a closed Riemannian 3-manifold (M,g), a positive integer g, and a real
number L > 0, we say that Condition A holds if the following holds:

e The set O<y <1 (M, g) is finite.

e Every element in O<y_1 <1(M,g) is non-degenerate.

e For every I' € Oy <. (M, g), numbers in the set

{area(I") : T" € O<g-1,<1.(M, g) UN<g1,<(M,g)} U {area()}
are linearly independent over Z.

We remark that, for a generic Ricci-positive metric g, Condition A must hold for all g and L.
To guarantee that a metric satisfies the nondegeneracy assumption and the linear independence
assumption of the previous theorem, the perturbation theorem below will be instrumental.

Proposition 2.4. Given gy € N and L € RT, suppose that (M,g) is a Riemannian 3-manifold
with #0gy <1.(M,g) < 0o and it admits no degenerate stable embedded minimal surface. Then for
any € € RT and g1 > go, there exists g’ < g satisfying:

(1) #OQO,SL(Mv g/) = #OQOSL(M’g)'

(2) #0<g, <1.(M,g') < 00, #N<g, <1.(M,g') < o0, and the set

(2.1) Kg = (O<g,<0(M,g") UN<y, <r.(M, &) \ Ogy <r.(M,g')

consists of strongly non-degenerate minimal surfaces.
(3) For any ¥ € Ogy <1,(M,g'),

{areag (X') : ¥’ € Ko } U {areag (X)}
forms a Z-linearly independent set.
This proposition generalizes [CL24, Proposition 6.1] to arbitrary genus, and we will prove it in
Appendix A. Here, a minimal surface is called strongly non-degenerate if its double cover is non-
degenerate, and g’ < g means that g—g’ is non-negative definite pointwise. Note, the conclusion of

“strong” non-degeneracy is not needed in this paper (mere non-degeneracy suffices), but we record
it nonetheless for possible future usage.

3. ENUMERATIVE MIN-MAX THEOREM

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1. We use Zs-coefficients throughout this section unless
specified otherwise.

3.1. Preparation. We first state a lemma explaining why the cap product in Theorem 1.1 is
well-defined.

Lemma 3.1. Given a simplicial complex X, a subcompler Z C X, and integers k > 1> 0, there is
a well-defined cap product
Hy(X, Z) x H'(X\Z) = Hp1(X, Z).
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Proof. By the definition of simplicial subcomplex, we can take some open neighborhood U(Z) of Z

such that the pairs (X, Z) and (X,U(Z)) are homotopy equivalent. So Hy(X,Z) = Hi(X,U(Z)),
which is equal to Hi(X\U(Z),0U(Z)) by excision. Thus, since there is a well-defined cap product

Hy(X\U(Z),0U(2)) x H'(X\U(Z)) = Hy—1(X\U(Z),0U(Z))
(see for example Hatcher [Hat02, p.240]), there is also a well-define cap product
Hy(X,Z) x H(X\U(Z)) = Hp_1(X, Z).

But since X\U(Z) and X\Z are homotopy equivalent, the lemma follows. O

Now, let (M, g) be the closed orientable 3-manifold with positive Ricci curvature given in Theo-
rem 1.1, and we begin to prove that (M, g) has at least p+ 1 orientable minimal surfaces of genus g
and area < Lo := max areag ®(x). Without loss of generality, we can assume that (M, g) has only

BAS

finitely many such minimal surfaces, i.e. #0y<r,(M,g) < co.

3.2. Perturbation of metric. Since (M, g) is Ricci-positive, it contains no degenerate stable
minimal surfaces. Hence, we apply Proposition 2.4 to (M, g) with gy :=¢,91 :== g+ 1,e := 1, and
L := Ly, and obtain a metric g’ < g satisfying the properties therein. In particular,

Lj, := sup areay ®(z) < sup areag ®(z) < Ly
xT xT

as g’ < g, and #0O, 1,(M,g") = #Oy,1,(M,g). As a result, to prove Theorem 2.3, it suffices to
show #Og,ng(M> g >p+1.

3.3. Applying the optimal family. Applying Theorem 2.3 to (M,g’), g, ®, and some r > 0 to
be specified, we obtain the optimal family ®’, subcomplexes Dy, D1, ..., D;, and minimal surfaces
I'y,...,T as stated. Suppose for the sake of contradiction there are only < p minimal surfaces of
genus g and area < Lg. We relabel I'y,...,I'; such that I'y,..., Iy, have genus g and I'py41,...,17
have genus < ¢, where m < p by assumption. Of course, we should relabel the subcomplexes
D, ..., D; accordingly.

Recall that we are given some homology class w € Hy(X,Z) and p cohomology classes \; €
HF(X\Z),i=1,...,p, such that the statements (1) and (2) in Theorem 1.1 hold: Note these two
statements are independent of the ambient metric.

Proposition 3.2. For eachi=1,...,p and j=1,...,m, we have )‘i|D]-\Z = 0. Thus,

(A1 — - — M)l(pyuubnz = 0.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction )\i|D]~\Z %0 for some i = 1,...,pand j = 1,...,m. Then there
exists some k;-cycle C' C D;\Z such that A\;([C]) # 0. Recall, from item (3) of Theorem 2.3,
that ®|p, can be deformed via pinch-off processes to become some map into S,(M) N BF(T;), and
thus so can ®|c. Hence, if we take r to be sufficiently small (depending on I'y,...,T',;), then this
contradicts with item (2) in the assumption of Theorem 1.1, as desired. The second statement of
Proposition 3.2 then follows by elementary algebraic topology. U

We can now easily finish the proof of Theorem 1.1. Denote D := Dy U D41 U Do U---U Dy.
To obtain a contradiction, it suffices to prove:

Proposition 3.3. Consider the inclusion map i : (D,DNZ) — (X, Z), and the induced map
it Hy gyt (D, DN Z) = Hy gy (X, Z).
There exists some relative subcomplex (Y,0Y) C (D, D N Z) such that
W([Y]) =w ~ (A — = Np) € Hppy—. g, (X, Z).
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Indeed, suppose we know this proposition is true. Hence, ®|y cannot be deformed via pinch-off
processes to become a map into S<4—1(M) due to Condition 1 of Theorem 1.1. However, since
Y C D, we know using the defining properties of D; (namely Theorem 2.3 (2)) that each member
of ®'|y has genus at most max{g(I'y+1),...,9(I7)}. And since I'yy41,...,I all have genus < g,
we know that ®'|y maps into S<4—1(M). Contradiction arises.

So it suffices to prove the above proposition.

3.4. Proof of Proposition 3.3. In the lemma below, we fix an arbitrary commutative ring for
the coefficients of homology and cohomology. Readers may refer to [Hat02, p.240] for the following
relative version of cup product.

Lemma 3.4. Let X' be a (not necessarily finite) simplicial complex, and A,B C X' be open
subsets. Let p > q > 0 be natural numbers and p > 0. Let C be a union of p-subcomplexes in X'
with 0C C AU B (so that [C] € Hy(X',AUB)), and w € H1(X', A). Suppose that:

o (C is a union of two open subsets W1, Wy C C.
e WonA=0.
e The pullback of w under the inclusion (W1, W1 N A) — (X', A) is zero.

Then there exists some 0 € Hy,_ (W2, Wo N B) such that the pushforward of 6 under the inclusion
(Wa,Wan B) < (X', B) is equal to [C] ~w € H,_o(X', B).

We postpone the proof of Lemma 3.4 to Appendix B: It just uses standard algebraic topology. In
this paper we will only use the case A = (), but we choose to state this general version for possible
future usage.

In addition, it is easy to check that the above lemma is also valid if A, B C X’ and Wy, W, C C
are subcomplexes instead. Hence, we apply this lemma to our situation as follows.

e Take some open neighborhood U(Z) C X = dmn(®) of Z such that the inclusion map
(X,Z) < (X,U(Z)) and is a homotopy equivalence between the pairs, and X' := X\U(Z)
is homotopy equivalent to X\Z. We shall use these homotopy equivalence to identify
homology or cohomology groups.

e Put A:=0 and B := X'NU(Z). Note, by excision, we can identify the homology groups
of (X', B) and (X, Z). Without loss of generality we can assume B is a subcomplex.

o Let r:=k =deg(w) and s := k1 + ... + k, = deg(A1 — ... — Ap).

e Let C' C X' be some k-subcomplex, with dC' C B, that represents w, viewed as an element
of Hp(X', B).

o Let Wi :=((D1U...UDy)\U(Z))NC and Wy := (DUU(Z))NC. Note W and W5 cover
C, and can be assumed to be subcomplexes.

o Let w:= A1 — ... — )y, viewed as an element of Hyyvo vk, (X"). Note, since the pullback
of Ay — ... — Xy under (Dy U...UDy,)\Z — X\Z is zero by Proposition 3.2, we can
ensure the pullback of w under Wy < X' is zero by choosing U(Z) to be a sufficiently thin
neighborhood of Z.

Then, by the above lemma, there exists some 8 € Hk,kl,m,kp(Wg, W5 N B) such that the pushfor-
ward of § under the inclusion (Ws, W5 N B) — (X', B) is equal to

[C] —~ ()\1 — )\p) € Hk—k’l—...—k:p(leB)-

Then it is easy to see, there exists some 6y € Hy_p, ... _x,(D, D N Z) such that the pushforward of
61 under the inclusion (D, DN Z) — (X, Z) is equal to

w ()\1 — )\p) S Hk—lﬁ—...—kp(Xa Z).

Letting Y be a representative of 61, we finish the proof of Proposition 3.3, and also Theorem 1.1.
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4. EXISTENCE OF FOUR GENUS 2 MINIMAL SURFACES

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3 in the following steps:

(1) Construct a 7-parameter family ¥ : RP® x D — S<5(S?).
(2) Rotate ¥ by SO(4), and then the symmetry of ¥ would allow us to define a family

= (R]P)5 x D x SO(4))/DQ4 — SSQ(Sg).
(3) Verify the applicability of Theorem 1.1 to Z, and produce four genus 2 minimal surfaces.

Let S% := {z € R* | Y.}_, 2 = 1}, let C denote the great circle {z € S% | 3 = x4 = 0}. For
each (71,72, 73,74) € S3\C, we can write

(4.1) (71, 29, 23, 04) = (71, 29,/1 — 22 — 22 cosa, /1 — 2% — 22 sina)

with (21, 22) in the open unit disc int(D) and o € S! := R/27Z. This yields a parametrization
(71, 29, @) of S2 by D xS!, although the parametrization is not injective along the locus 22 +3 = 1,
where distinct a are mapped to the same point.

4.1. A 7-parameter family ¥. Let D C R? be the closed unit 2-disc centered at the origin. We
define a 7-parameter Simon-Smith family ¥ : RP® x D — S<2(S?) as follows.

For each a = [ag : a1 : -~ : as] € RP® and (r,0) € D (in polar coordinates), ¥ sends (a, (r,6)) to
the zero set in S3
{(961, 2, a) € S° |ag + a121 + agwy + azrs + agwy
(4.2)
+as |:.%'1332 + p(a,z) (rcos(f + 2a) + (1 — r) cos 3a)] = 0} .

Here, p: RP® x S% — [0,1] is a cut-off function determined below. We fix a non-increasing cut-off
function ¢ € C*°(R) such that (|r_, , =1, (|r., = 0, and then define p as follows:
(I) For every [ag : ay : ... : ag : 1] € RP® with a? + a3 < 1, let
r1 + a2)? + (w2 + aq)? a% + a3 + (ap — ajas)?
(4.3) pla,z) = ¢ 64-( 1+02)" + (22 5 ) ¢ 2—=4 2( 0 5 102) (5(&%4—@%)
(1 —af —a3) 0 (at + a3)

where 6 € C*°([0,00)) is 0 on [1,400), and positive but very small on [0,1). Equivalently,
for every a € RP® with as # 0 and a? + a2 < a2,

(4.4)

pla, I’) =C 64@%

(a1 + a2)® + (asz2 + a1)? ¢ (a3 + a4)a§ - (a0a5 — ajaz)? 5 a3 + a3

(a2 —a} - a})* 5 0 ((af + a3)/a3) a3
(IT) Otherwise, set p(a,z) = 0.
Remark 4.1. As mentioned in §1.1.2, the family ¥ should be viewed as a desingularization of the
RP’-family ®5 given by

®5(a) == {ag + a171 + asx2 + azxs + agzy + asrizs =0} C S,
such that only finitely many desingularities are left. Namely, for any a € RP% in the set
Aging 1= {[a1a2 1 a1 1 a2 : 0:0: 1] € RP° : af + a3 < 1},
®5(a) = {(z1 + a2)(x2 + a1) = 0} contains the singular circle C(ay,a2) := {1 = —ag,x9 = —ay }.
The feature of the above p is that:
e When o € RP is near Asing, the function p(a,-) : 53 — R is a bump function supported
near the circle C(aq, a2).
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e When a is away from Agpne, the function p(a,-) = 0.
Theorem 4.2. With the functions d,( appropriately chosen, (4.2) gives a Simon—Smith family
T RPS x D — S<o(S?)
with the following properties.

(1) For every (a,z) € RP% x D, if p(a,-) : S* — R is the constant zero function, then ¥(a, z)
has genus 0.
(2) ¥|gpsop s of genus < 1.

We shall prove this theorem in §5.

4.2. Symmetry group of genus 2 Lawson surface. While the Lawson surface &2 ; does not
actually appear in the family ¥, we remark that the element ¥([0 : ... : 0 : 1],0) in fact has the
same symmetry as {21, and it will be helpful to understand its symmetry.

By Kapouleas—Wiygul [KW22, Lemma 3.10, Lemma 3.11] (see also Lawson [Law70]), the genus
2 Lawson surface &> 1 associated to a 4-segment partition of the great circle C' and a 6-segment
partition of the complementary orthogonal great circle C*+ = {z; = 2o = 0}NS? has an orientation-
preserving symmetry group G of order 24. By [KW22, Lemma 3.11 (ii)], G = G€ = Doy C SO(4),
generated by 2 group elements g1 and go satisfying the relations

(4.5) (91)' = (92)* = (g201)* = id..
Hence, the space of genus 2 Lawson surfaces is

{R(&21) : R € SO(4)} = 50(4)/{91,92) -

The fact that G is dihedral is not explicitly stated in [KW22]. For completeness and convenience,
we therefore rewrite G in an equivalent form below.

For our purpose, in the construction of the Lawson surface &1, we shall use on Ct (resp. O)
the partition whose endpoints contain (0,0, cos(7/6),sin(x/6)) (resp. (0,1,0,0)).

Since R* can be identified with the quaternion space H via (1, z2, 23, £4) > =1 +ize + jo3 + k3,
we will henceforth express the group G in quaternion coordinates. Let S? C H denote the unit
quaternion group, and each element (g1, ¢2) € S® x S acts on S3 C R* isometrically by

(4.6) (q1,02) 1 R* 5 RY, prs qipgy ' .2

The induced group homomorphism S x §* — SO(4) is a double cover. Let G denote the subgroup
of S? x S3 generated by

gr o= (5712, e7m12) Gy e ()
It can be checked that ' is the dicyclic group Qus of order 48. Note that the kernel of the above
double cover map is {+(1,1)} C G.
Under the group homomorphism induced by (4.6), g1 and go are mapped to some elements g;
and g9 in SO(4), and we let G < SO(4) be the subgroup generated by ¢g; and gs, which must be

of order 24 by the previous paragraph. Then g; corresponds to a rotation in R* by 7/2 in the
x1x9-plane and by /3 in the xsx4-plane, as

g1(z1 + iz + jug + kxy)
= ei57r/12((x1 +ixo) + (x5 + i$4)j)€m/12
(4.7) = ei”/Q(m +ixzo) + 6i7r/3(1'3 +ix4)],

) T . T . T\ |\ .
:(—x2+zx1)+ xgcosg—msmg + x3s1n§+a:4cos§ ANE

2The expression qipg; ' (as opposed to g7 'pge) is compatible with the left SO(4)-action on R*.
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g2 corresponds to a reflection about the 2-plane {x; = z3 = 0}, as

g2(x1 +ixo + jag + kxy) = j((ﬂﬁ +ixg) + (23 + z‘x4)j)(—])
= (—.1‘1 + i$2) + (—$3 + ’L$4)] .

(4.8)
In particular, on S% C R* and under the (z1, 22, ) coordinate, the above actions are:
(—z2, 71,0+ 7/3), go(w1,22,) = (—21,72, 7 — ),

(4.9) g1(x1, 2, @)
which preserve the orientation of S3.
Using (4.9), we can check that g1 and g9 satisfy the relations (4.5), so G is the dihedral group
Doy of order 24. Since g; and go preserve {31, and the orientation preserving symmetry group of

&2, is of order 24 [KW22, Lemma 3.11 (ii)], G is indeed this group.
Z. First, we define a 13-parameter Simon-Smith family = : RP® x

4.3. A 13-parameter family

D x SO(4) — SSQ(SS> by

Z(a,z,R) := R-VY(a, 2),
where W is the 7-parameter family defined in the previous subsection, and R - ¥(a, z) denotes the

(4.10)
image of ¥(a,z) C S% under the rotation R € SO(4) acting from the left.
Then, we define a left G-action o on RP® x I by*:
(4.11)
asl,z) = (lap r ag : —ay : as cosg + a4 sin g, —as sin 3 + a4 cos g, —as],e”/32),

olgr") s (lag: -+

: (lag -+
Since G' < SO(4), this induces a right G-action on RP® x D x SO(4) by:

o(g5 ") asl,z) — (Jap : —a1 1 a2 : —az 1 aqg : —as), —Z2)
(a,z,R) 9= (o’(g_l)(a,z)’R : g) :

(4.12)
Remark 4.3. The right quotient X := (RP® x D x SO(4))/G is the same as the total space
SO(4) x5 Y of the associated bundle to SO(4) — SO(4)/G with fiber J; See Notation 7.3.

Note, a direct calculation shows that p has the following symmetry:

p(lao a1 :---:as], g1z)
(4.13) T o LT T
= p(lap 1 a2 : —ay : azcos — + aygsin —, —agsin — + a4 cos = : —as|, ),
3 3 3 3
and
p(lap :ay -+t as],922) = p([ap : —ay :az : —as : aq : —as), x).
4

(4.14)
Proposition 4.4. For each g € G and each (a,z, R) € RP° x D x SO(4),
Z((a,z,R) - g) = Z(a,2, R) .

In other words, the family = also has certain G-symmetry. It follows straightforwardly from the
definition, and we postpone the proof to §5.4. Note that the facts that G acts on SO(4) from the

right while SO(4) acts on R* from the left would be important for the proof.
Hence, letting
X = (RP° x D x SO(4))/G,

Z induces a well-defined 13-parameter Simon-Smith family
E:X — S<,(a,2,R) -G Z(a, 2, R).

3We show the form of o(g;!) instead of o(g;), for convenience in later calculation.
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4.4. Topology of X. Let B := SO(4)/G, which is a closed smooth manifold. Since by definition,
the natural projection onto the third factor RP5 x D x SO(4) — SO(4) is G-equivarient, it naturally
descends to fiber bundles

RPPxD— X 5 B and RP°x9D— dx 5 B.
By § 4.2, we can also write B = (S3 x 83)/6’. Let IT; : S® x S3 — S3 € H be the projection map
onto the first factor. Hence, I1;(§1) = e®™/12 and 11 (j2) = j, so I1;(G) is also isomorphic to Qus.

Lemma 4.5. The projection map I1; induces a well-defined map
HliB%Sg/ﬂl(é), (ql,qQ)-@b—)ql-ﬁl(é).
Moreover, this yields a trivial S*-bundle S® — B LN S /1L (G).

We postpone this topological proof to §6.1.
By the prev10us lemma, B 2 S?/Q48 xS?. Now, note the universal cover X of X is S®xDx$3xS3.
Let G := Zo B G = Zo @ @48, which is generated by

0 = (170)7 gl = (0791)7 52 = (0,@2) :
We define a right G-action on X as follows: For every (a,z,q) € S° x D x (S$? x S3),
(a7 Z, q) . 50 = ((_a07 —ai, —ag, —a3, —a4, —CL5), Z, q)7

(4.15) (a,z,q)- g1 := ((ao, a2, —ai, a3 COS% + ay Sing, —as Sing + ay COSg, —as), e 52,qd1),

(CL, Z, q) : 52 = ((CLQ, —ap, a2, —as, a4, _a5) ) _27 q§2))

where for any q = (¢1,¢2), the product (qi1,q2)g; refers to a Componentvvlse quaternionic mul-
tiplication. It is straightforward to check that this G-action on X descends to the G-action on
RP°xDx SO(4). Hence, G acts on X freely, and X = X' /G. This implies that 7, (X) = G = Zo®Qus
and Hl(X;ZQ) = Zio D Lo D Zo.

In summary, we have:

B = (S3 X SS)/Q4B

ﬁll N lnl

83 II; (G)=Quas N S3/Q48

We now fix a base point Zy € X
(4.16) zo := ((0,0,0,0,0,1),0,(1,0,0,0),(1,0,0,0)) .

Then the generators go, g1, and g2 can be viewed as elements in 71 (X'), and thus they induce three
elements ¢, ¢1, and ¢y in Hy(&X'; Zgy) respectively. From now on, we will always use Zg-coefficients,
unless specified otherwise. We define three cohomology classes \,a € H'(X) and 8 € H3(X):
o Let A\ :=c}+ ¢} + ¢ € HY(X), where {c}, ct,cs} € HY(X) = Hom(H;(X); Z2) is the dual
basis of {cg, c1,ca} C H1(X).
o Let a:=cl +che H(X).
e Fix some p € S3, and let By := S?/Qus x {p} C S3/Qus x S* = B. Let B3 be the pullback
7*(Bg), where Bg € H3(B) is the Poincaré dual of [By] € H3(B).
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Denote the 2-dimensional disc
(4.17) Dy = (0,0,0,0,0,1) x D x (1,0,0,0) x (1,0,0,0) C X,

and let Dy C & be its image under the quotient map X — X. Below is an important topological
feature of X.

Theorem 4.6. In Hy(X,0X), [X] ~ (\° — a® — B) = [Dy].

Here, — is the cup product in H*(X'), and —~ is the relative cap product for (X, 0X). The proof
is postponed to §6.2.
Now, let us record some crucial features of the family =.

Theorem 4.7. By appropriately choosing the functions 0,( in the definition (4.4) for the cut-off
function p, the Simon—Smith family = : X — S<2(S3) satisfies the following.

(1) For any z € ({p =0} xD x SO(4)) /G C X, Z(x) has genus 0.

(2) For any x € 0X, Z(x) has genus < 1.

(3) For any 1-cycle C C X such that o([C]) # 0 and Z|c maps into So(S?), Z|c is a 1-sweepout
in the Almgren-Pitts sense.

(4) For any 5-cycle C C X such that N\>([C]) # 0, Z|¢ is a 5-sweepout.

(5) For any closed 1-subcomplex C' homologous to 0Dy in OX, if Z|c maps into S1(S>) then
E|c is “homologically non-trivial in S1(S3)” in the following sense. There does not exist a
Simon-Smith family ® : W — S1(S3), where W is a pure simplicial 2-complex, such that
(i) OW = C and (ii) ®|ow = ¥|c.

We postpone the proof to §7. It will be checked in the proof that in item (1) the set defined by
p = 0 is indeed G-equivariant and thus we can take the quotient by G.

4.5. Proof of Theorem 1.3 via Theorem 1.1. Let (S, g) be the 3-sphere of positive Ricci
curvature given in Theorem 1.3. Let Xy C X be the preimage of By := S?/Qus x {p} C B under the
bundle projection 7 : X — B, and ag € H'(Xp) be the restriction a|y,. Clearly, Xy = Xy N OX.

Theorem 1.3 would follow immediately from applying Theorem 1.1, to the 10-dimensional family
Zo = 2, ¢ (X, 0X)) — S<2(83), with p = 3 and A\; = Ay = A3 = ap. Thus, it now suffices to
verify the two assumptions in Theorem 1.1.

We first verify assumption (2) of Theorem 1.1. Let S C M be any smooth embedded genus g
surface. Pick any 1-cycle C' C X such that ag([C]) # 0. We let » > 0 be small enough such that
every S’ € S(M) that is r-close to S in the F-distance must have genus at least g: See [CLW26,
Lemma 2.6]. Thus, to verify Theorem 1.1 (2), we can assume without loss of generality that =|¢
maps into S2(S3). Then by Theorem 4.7 (3), Z|¢ must be a l-sweepout. In particular, it cannot
be deformed via pinch-off processes to become r-close to S, as desired.

To verify Theorem 1.1 (1), we let (Y,9Y) C (Xp,0Xp) be an arbitrary relative 7-subcomplex
such that

(4.18) [V] = [X] ~ (a0)® € He(Xp, 0X).
By (4.18) and Theorem 4.6, we have

Y] ~ X =[X] ~ N> ~a® ~ 8 =[Dy| € Hy(X,0X).
Suppose by contradiction that there exists a deformation via pinch-off processes,
(4.19) H:[0,1] x Y = S<»(S%),

where H(0,-) = Ely, and Z' := H(1,-) maps into S<1(S%). For k = 0,1, let Z, :== {z € YV :
g(Z'(y)) = k}. We can derive a contradiction by finding a relative 2-subcomplex (D,9D) C
(Z1,7Z1 N OX) such that [0D] = [0Dg] € Hi(0X). Indeed, with such a D, we can concatenate
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H|jp1jxop and E'|p along Z'|sp to obtain a family ®. In this construction, the boundary of the
domain of ® is {0} x 9D, on which ® agrees with Z|sp, contradicting Theorem 4.7 (5).

Using [CLW26, Proposition 2.23], we take a subcomplex 20 C Y slightly larger than Zj such that
=] 7, can also be deformed via pinch-off processes to become a map into Sp(S?). Now, recall that

there does not exist a Simon—Smith family in Sp(S?3) that is 5-sweepout in the Almgren-Pitts sense:
This was proven in [CL24, §3.5]. Hence, Z| 7, cannot be a 5-sweepout, and therefore, by Theorem

4.7 (4), A5 7, = 0. Now, we apply Lemma 3.4 with

e Let X := X, A:= (. Slightly thickened X to make it open, and let B be that.

ep:=7,¢:=50C:=Y. w:= A5,

[} W1 = int(Z()), W2 = Zl.
Note that the assumptions Lemma 3.4 are satisfied, and so we immediately obtain some relative
2-subcomplex (D,0D) C (Z1,Z1 N 0X) for which, when viewed in Hy(X,0X), [D] = [Dy]. In
particular, [0D] = [0Dy] in H1(0X), as desired. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.3.

5. PROPERTIES OF THE FAMILY W

In this section, we specify the cut-off functions p, (,d in the definition of family ¥ in (4.2) and
(4.4) and prove Theorem 4.2. This section is organized as follows. We first study in §5.1 zero sets
of the form

{z € 3t ag + a1x1 + aswa + asrs + asxs + asrixre = 0}.

This corresponds to an RP°-family of cycles which (if nonempty) are either punctate surfaces with
genus 0, or a union of two transversely intersecting round spheres. §5.2 contains some abstract
lemmas discussing zeros of functions on S!, which help to understand in Lemma 5.7 the genus and
other geometric behavior of the zero sets of a special class of functions of the form (4.2). Using
them, we specify the choice of the cut-off functions p,(,d in §5.3 and discuss the basic properties
of the family ¥ in Lemma 5.9. Theorem 4.2 will proved at the end of §5.3 based on Lemma 5.9.
Finally, in §5.4 we prove Proposition 4.4.

Let us recall the coordinate system we use on S®. First, we view S3 as the set of points z € R* of
unit distance to the origin. Let C C S be the great circle {x € S%: 3 = x4 = 0}. We parametrize
S3 by

(5.1) D x S' = 83 (x,a) — (x1,12,5(x) cos o, () sin ) ,

where ¢(z) := /1 — 2% — 23, D is the closed unit disk in R?, and S! := R/27Z. For later reference
in this section, we also let D, (b) be the closed disc of radius s centered at b. Recall that (4.1) is a
diffeomorphism from int(D) x S! to $3\ C, and it is a smooth S fiber bundle when restricted to
0D x S!, mapping {2z} x S! to a point on C. Note also that here we use the symbol D in order to
distinguish it from the disc D in dmn(¥) = RP® x D.

5.1. The canonical RP° family. We first consider the RP® family: for every a = [ag : a3 : as :
as : aq : as], define

(5.2) <T>5(a) ={x € R*: ag 4+ a1x1 + asa + azxs + asrs + asriTe = 0} C R*;
(5.3) ®5(a) == SN d5(a) C S°.

Note that 55(a) is either the union of two orthogonal hyperplanes (in which case a = [a1as : a1 :
az :0:0:1]), or an empty set (in which case a =[1:0:0:0:0:0]) or a smooth hypersurface in
R*. And ®5(a) varies smoothly in a in their regular parts. We say that ®5(a) is transverse to S°

at z € S3 N ®5(a) if z is a regular point of ®5(a) and the tangent spaces 7,53 and T,®5(a) span
R%.
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It is easy to check that ®5 gives a 5-sweepout in the Almgren-Pitts setting, but it is not a
Simon—Smith family. However, we still have genus bound when ®5(a) does not contain a singular
curve:

Lemma 5.1. Let
Aging = {la1az 1 a1 :a2:0:0:1] ERIP’5:a%+a%< 1},
Then,
(i) for every a € Aging, Ps5(a) is the union of two round (but not necessarily equatorial) spheres
that intersect transversely along the circle {x € S3:x = —ag, 9 = —ai};
(ii) for a dense subset of a € RP®\ Agpg, ®5(a) is transverse to S®, and hence ®5(a) is smooth;
(iii) for every a € RPY \ Agpg, ®5(a) is transverse to S3 at all but at most 9 points; and

g(®s(a)) = 0.
Proof. (i) follows by noticing that when a € Agjng, ®5(a) = {(z1 +az)(z2 +a1) = 0} is the union of
two orthogonal hyperplanes {z; = —a2} and {z2 = —a;} whose intersection transversely intersects

S3 along the circle described in (i).

To prove (i) and (iii), consider an arbitrary a € RP®\ Agpg. If a5 = 0, then ®5(a) is either empty
or an affine hyperplane in R, hence (iii) holds for such a; if not, then we write a = [ag : --- : a4 : 1].
If ap = a1as and a3 = ag4 = 0, then by a ¢ Aging, we have a? + a% > 1, hence ®5(a) is the union
of at most two 2-spheres (possibly degenerated to points), either disjoint or tangent to each other,
which also satisfies the assertion in (iii). For the remaining case,

%5(@) ={z e R* : (x1 + a2)(x2 + a1) + (aszs + agxq) + ap — ajaz = 0} .
where (a3, a4, ag — ajaz) # (0,0,0). Hence there exists R € SO(4), b € R* and A > 0 such that

- Az e R* : zy20 = 1}, if (as,a4) = (0,0),
ale)) = {{x €R':mzy = a3}, if (as,a4) # (0,0);

where n(x) = nrp (%) := X Rz +b is a diffeomorphism of R*. Also notice that n(S*) = 9B (b),
hence 7(®5(a)) = (P x R) N OBL(b), where P is the smooth surface described in Lemma 5.2 below.

Write b = (b, bs) € R? x R, 0;(Z) = |T — b2 is a function on R3. Notice that P x R intersects
non-transversely with B3 (b) at = (&, x4) if and only if x4 = by and b—& L TP, ie. 05 (2) = A2
and 7 is a critical point of g;|p. Also notice that if A2 is a regular value of ;| p, then the smooth
surface (P x R) N B3 (b) is homeomorphic to the following. Consider the smooth surface with

boundary PN Bi(g), take two copies of it, and glue them together along their boundaries: Let us

call the resulting surface (without boundary) the double of P N Bi(lv)) .
Therefore, (ii) follows by Sard Theorem, as the regular value of g;|p is dense; (iii) follows from

Lemma 5.2 below, where the genus control is immediate when the intersection of EIV>5(a) and S3 is
transverse, since the double of finitely many disks is finitely many spheres; when the intersection
is not transverse, the genus control follows from the approximation of regular ®5(a;) guaranteed
by (ii) and the lower-semi-continuity of genus g under C}. convergence away from finitely many

points. L]

Lemma 5.2. Let P be one of the following two smooth surfaces in R3
{r eR>: zyze = 1}, {x € R : zyz0 = 23} .
Then for every b € R3, let gp(x) := |z — b|?, we have,
(a) ov|p has at most 9 critical points;

(b) if r% is a regular value of gp|p, then B3(b)N P is diffeomorphic to a finite collection (possibly
empty) of disjoint disks.
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Proof. We only focus on the case when P = {x € R®: 2129 = 13}, the other surface can be treated
in a similar (actually even simpler) way.

For every x € P, x is a critical point of gy|p if and only if 2(z1 — by, 29 — by, 23 — b3) = Vp(x) L
T, P, which is equivalent to

(5.4) Ty — by = —wa(w3 — b3),
o — bQ = —$1(:B3 — bg) .
When (z3 — b3)? # 1, (5.4) has solution
- bl—bg(fbg—bg) Ly — bQ_bl(xi%_bS)
! 1-— (.%'3 — bg)2 ’ 2 1-— (m‘g — b3)2

Plugging back to the defining equation 1z = z3 for P gives a 5-th order polynomial equation in
x3, so there are at most 5 solutions for (x1,x2,x3).

When x3 — bs = £1, by (5.4), 1 £ 29 = by = £by. Combining with x1z9 = 3 = b3 £ 1 gives at
most 4 solutions for (z1, z9,x3). In summary, there are at most 5+ 4 = 9 solutions x to z € P and
Vop L T, P, which proves (a).

To prove (b), we can first take a smooth perturbation of gy|p to get a Morse function p € C*>°(P)
such that spt(g— | p) is compact and that o~ (R,2) is diffeomorphic to Qb_l(]R<r2)ﬂP = B3(b)NP.
Also, since the second fundamental form Ap of P is everywhere indefinite,

V3(olp) = V2o, + (Vo) - Ap = 2idr.p + (Vo) - Ap

has at least 1 strictly positive eigenvalue everywhere on P. Thus we can further require the smooth
perturbation ¢ to have no local maximum, i.e. every critical point of ¢ has Morse index 0 or 1.
Therefore, the first betti number function A +— dim H; (g !(R<))) is monotone non-decreasing in
regular value A of 3. When A > 1, 57 }(R<)) = gb_l(Rg)\) NP = Bf’A
conclude that

(b) N P is a single disk, so we

dim Hy(B3(b) N P) = dim Hy (g7 ' (R,2)) = 0.

Also, since P is a graph over the z122-plane and hence diffeomorphic to R?, as a compact subdomain
with first betti number 0, B3(b) N P is diffeomorphic to a finite disjoint union of disks. O

5.2. Some abstract lemmas. We list some useful abstract lemmas in this subsection for later
application. Readers may skip the proofs in this subsection in a first reading.
For f € C*(SYR), let a € f71(0). Define the order of f at a to be

ords(a) = sup{l € Z>1 : f(a) = fP(a) = --- = f"V(a) = 0}.
Also for E C St let
ord(f;E) == ) ordg(a);
acf-1(0)NE
and we may omit F if £ = S!.

Lemma 5.3. For N € NT, f € C*®(S') and a € f71(0) with ord(a) < N, suppose that a sequence
f; € C>=(Sh) CN -converges to f as j — oo, and Uy D U D ... are closed intervals containing o
that shrink to o as j — oo. Then for all j > 1, ord(f;;U;) < ordys(a).

Proof. Notice that by the intermediate value theorem, any closed interval U C S! ended by two
zeros of f contains a zero of f’ in its interior. Hence, inductively, we have,

ord(f;U) < ord(fD;U) +1< -+ <ord(fM;U) + N
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Suppose now for contradiction ord(f;;U;) > ordg(a) =: N’ for infinitely many j. Then after
passing to a subsequence, for every j, and every k < N,

ord(f",U;) = ord(f;,Uj) —k > 0,

i.e. there exists a; € U; such that f;k)(aj’k) = 0. For j — oo, we get o, — a and f*)(a) =0
for all 0 < k < N’. This forces ords(a) > N’ + 1, which gives a contradiction. O

Associated to each f € C*(S!;R) with 0 < ord(f) < +o0, we define:
(5.5) Z(f) = Z ords(a) - a;

acf=1(0)
_ 1
(5.6) Z7(f) = Z a+ Z §(ordf(a)—nf(a)) .
aEu({f<0})  acs1(0)

Here, when given a disjoint union .J of intervals on S!, u(.J) denotes the set consisting of the
midpoint of each connected component of J; and n¢(«) € {0, 1,2} denotes the number of connected
components of {f < 0} whose closure contains . Note that since a, u(I) € S = R/27Z and
ordf(a) — ny(a) is always even, we have Z(f),Z7(f) also take value in S! = R/27rZ. When
ord(f) = 0, we set as a convention that Z(f) = Z~(f) := 0 mod 2.

Lemma 5.4. For every f € C®(SY;R) with ord(f) < +oo, we have Z(f) = 2Z~(f) in S'.
Moreover, if f; € C®(SY,R) such that fj — foo in C™ and ord(f;) = ord(fs) = n < +00 for all
j =1, then Z7(f;) = 27 (fx)-

Proof. The first assertion follows directly from the definition and that for an open interval I C S?
with end points a~, a™, we have 2u(I) = o~ + ot in S’

To prove the second assertion, notice that we can view each o € f~1(0) with ords(a) —ng(a) > 0
as (ords(a) —nyg(ar))/2 degenerate intervals in {f < 0}, so that (5.6) is the sum of midpoints of all
(possibly degenerate) n/2 intervals in {f < 0}. By Lemma 5.3, if the total order is preserved under
taking the limit f; — foo, then the zeros of fo, must be the limits of the zeros of f;. In particular,
the corresponding (possibly degenerate) intervals in { f; < 0} vary continuously under convergence.
Z7(fj) = 2~ (fo) thus follows from this. O

For every integer k > 0, a trigonometric polynomial of degree k is a function on S! of the form
(5.7) T(a) := by + by cos(a + 01) + - - - + b cos(ka + 0,) ,
where b; € R, b, # 0, and 6; € R/277Z. (We use the convention that the zero function has degree
—1.) We let
7= (3 8+ +)
and let T be the space of all trigonometric polynomial of degree < k, which is a vector space of

dimension 2k + 1.

Lemma 5.5. For every nonzero T' € Ty, ord(T') < 2k. Furthermore, if T has the form (5.7) and
ord(T) = 2k, then by, # 0, Z(T) = —20), and

-0+ k if b, > 0
Z_(T): Kk + KT, Zf k> U;
=0+ (k+ 1w,  ifbp <O0.
Proof. By induction, without loss of generality, we can assume that 7" has the form (5.7) where

br # 0. By possibly replacing (by, ;) by (—bg,0r — m) and multiplying 7" by a positive constant
(which does not change Z~(T')), we can even assume that by = 1.
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Notice that o € T~1(0) if and only if z := €® is a root, with multiplicity ords(a), of the following
polynomial:

b . 1 . .
qr(z) == 2F (bo + 51(61912 +e Wy g 5(610%]“ + ew’“zk)> .

Hence, ord(7') is no more than the total number of roots of ¢r, counting multiplicity, which is 2k
by the fundamental theorem of algebra.

Moreover, if ord(T) = 2k, then all roots of gr are sitting on the unit circle, and ¢*Z(T) is the
product of all roots of gp, which is equal to ¢r(0) divided by the leading coefficient of gp. Hence,
eZ(T) = ¢=2% and then Z(T') = —20), which yields by Lemma 5.4 that Z~(T) € {—0, —0, + 7}.

To determine Z~(T') precisely, notice that any trigonometric polynomial of form

(5.8) T(a) =by+bycos(a+61) + -+ bg_1cos((k — 1)+ 1) + cos(ka + 6)
with order 2k is uniquely determined by its zeros and 6. More precisely, if aq,...,as, € R/27Z
are the zeros of the above T' (counting the orders) such that ) a; = —26;, then
eiok . . .
ar(z) = (e = )z = ) o = o)
and therefore
T(a) — efzkoz qT(eza) — 5ez(fk:aJer)(ezoz _ ezal)(eza _ ezag) . (eza o elagk) )

Also, any «; and 6 as above give a trigonometric polynomial of the form (5.8) with order 2k.
Therefore, the space ’7;:01) of trigonometric polynomial of form (5.8) with order 2k is path connected

(and clearly contains cos(ka + ;). Moreover by Lemma 5.4, T+ Z~(T) is continuous on 7%,
hence combined with the fact that Z7(T') € {—0k, —0x + 7}, we see that

Z7(T) = Z (cos(ka+0y)) = =0 + kr.
O

Corollary 5.6. For every integer k > 0 and €1 > 0, there exists 01(k,e1) > 0 with the following
property. For any T € Ty, in the form (5.7), and any f € C*(S') such that

If = Tllgzx < &lIT
we have ord(f) < 2k; and if in fact ord(f) = 2k and by, > 0, then distg1 (27 (f), =0k + km) < €.
Proof. We may argue by contradiction and apply Lemma 5.4 and 5.5. O

Lemma 5.7. For every b = (b1,b2) € D and k > 0 such that |b| + 2k < 1, there exists da(k) €
(0, k/4) with the following property.
Suppose F € C®(D x SL;R) and x € C>°(S!; D, /4(b)) satisfy the following:
(a) X := F~1(0) agrees with ®5(a) (see section 5.1) in (D \ D, (b)) x S for some a = [ag : a :
agtas:ayg:l] € RP® with

lap — araz| + a1 + ba| + |ag + bi| + |as| + |as| < d2;

(b) f(a) = F(x(a),a) has ord(f) < 4o0;
(c) in Dy(b) x St, V. F(x,a) =0 if and only if v = x(a); and

vip [0 1}

10 < dy.

Then

(1) Under the parametrization (5.1), ¥ is a smooth surface in S® with isolated singularities in
{(x(a),a) : a € f71(0),0rds(cr) > 2}.
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(2) For every a € St,

Pl {0 K@+ (LD ED0FER), i f() 20,
7 <0 on{x(a)+ (t,—t)eD:0#t R}, if f(a) <O0;

(8) the genus of ¥ satisfies

g(2) < maX{O, %#{a € f710) : ordy () is odd} — 1} .

and equality holds if every zero of f has order 1.

FIGURE 2. An example of the surface X: It shows a portion of a surface ¥ near the
circle {x1 = —bo, 3 = —b1} C S3, which is represented by the z-axis in the figure,
parametrized by a. Those « satisfying F'(x(«), ) = 0 correspond to the points on
the surface with horizontal tangent planes.

Proof. To prove (1), by (a) and assuming dy < 1, ¥ = ®5(a) is smooth outside D, (b) x S*. Hence
it suffices to show that for every (z,a) € X N D,(b) x S,

(5.9) VF(z,a) =0 < x=x(a) and ords(a) > 2.
To see this, note that by (c¢), V. F(z,a) =0 if and only if x = x(«); while by definition of f,
f'(@) = Vo F(x(a),a) - X/(a) + 0o F(x(a), @) = 0aF(x(ax), ).
Combining these proves (5.9).
To prove (2), for 0 # v = (v1,v2) € R? such that x(a) +v € Dk (b), let h(t) := F(x(a) + tv, a).
Note that by (b) and (c),
h(0) = fla), H'(0)=0, [B"(t) = 2v109] < balv]*.
Hence £h"(t) > 0 if v = (¢, +t). Combined this with the fact

1
F(x(a) +v) = f(a) +/0 (1 —t)n"(t) dt

proves (2) in D,(b). Moreover, by (a) (assuming do < 1) and a compactness argument, in (D \
D,(b)) x S! we know % = ®5(a) does not intersect {(x(a)+ (¢, +t),a) e DxS': 0 #t € R,a € S},
so the sign of F(-,«) on the corresponding line segments are not changing outside D (b).

To prove (3), we first further assume that every zero of f has order 1 (hence ¥ is smooth
everywhere by (1)). Consider the Killing vector field 9, on D x S! (which is also a Killing vector
field on the round S% under parametrization (5.1)). For (o, as) € Dy (b) x S' MY, the orthogonal
projection 9> of 9, onto TY is zero at (xo, o) if and only if VF(x.,a,) and J, are parallel,
or equivalently, V,F(z,, ) = 0, which is equivalent to z, = x(a,) (and a, € f~1(0)) by (c).
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Moreover, near such (z., a. ), viewing « as a single valued function on D x S', we have 9 = V(a|x).
And if we set 804\(%,%) = ¢,V F (2o, a5) for some nonzero constant ¢, € R, then at (x., ao),

VQ(OZ|E) = V2a|T2®Tz + EE 20y = CO/YZ -VF(xo,a0)
= co(VA(Flz) = V2F (20, 00)|rers)
= —coViF(xo, o)
is indefinite and nondegenerate by (c) if d2 is chosen small enough. Hence, the Poincaré-Hopf index
of the vector field 02 at its zero (zo, o) is —1.

On the other hand, set G := [a1a2 : a1 : a2 : 0: 0 : 1] € Agng. By (a) with d2 chosen even
smaller, ¥ is isotopic to some smooth surface ¥’ which agrees with ¥ in D, (b) x S!, agrees with
®5(a) outside Dy (b) x S', and such that 9> is nonzero on (Do (b) \ D, 2(b)) x S'. In particular,
each zero of 3> is either

e one of {(x(aw), ) : a € f71(0)}, each of which has Poincaré-Hopf index —1; or
e one of zeros of 90 , whose index sum is equal to 2x(S?) = 4 by Poincaré-Hopf theorem.

Therefore, applying Poincaré-Hopf theorem to 85/ we find
X(E) = x(Z) =4+ (=1)-#/70).

Then (3) follows from the fact that ¥’ has at most two connected components, and is connected
when f~1(0) # 0.

Finally, when f has zeros of higher order, let Z., and Z,4 be the set of zeros of f with even order
and odd order respectively. We can construct another smooth function h € C°°(S!) such that

° hfl(O) = Z,q and each zero of h has order 1;
e fh >0 everywhere on S'.

Then, let £ € C2°(Dx(b), [0,1]) be a cut-off such that {|p_,r) = 1, we can consider
F(z,a) = F(z,a) + e(z)h(a).

It is easy to check that when 0 < € < 1, F, also satisfies (a)-(c) with f replaced by f. := f + €h.
By the construction above, f. only has zeros of order 1, and f.1(0) = Z,q. Therefore, as F.1(0)
locally smoothly converges to X in the regular part, we have

1
o(®) < limint (" (0)) = max {o, s - 1} |

O

5.3. Construction of V. Recall that D denotes the closed 2-dimensional unit disc in the second
factor of dmn(¥) = RP® x D. We will often use polar coordinate z = re? for D, and we parametrize
53 by (4.1). Under this parametrization, the family ¥ : RP® x D — S(S?) takes the form

B ®5(a), ifas =0;
(5.10) V(e z) = {{(x,oz) €D x8': Fy.(w,0) =0}, ifas #0

where for (a,z) € (RP® x D) N {a;s # 0} (recall ¢(z) := /1 — 27 — 23),
Fo.(z,a) = a5_1 (ao + a1z1 + agwa + () (ag cos a + ay sin «)
(5.11)

+ as {:1:1352 + p(a,z)(r cos(6 + 2a) + (1 — ) cos(3a))D .

Recall that the cut-off function p : RP® x S3 — [0,1] is chosen as in (4.4):
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(1) When a = [ag : a1 : ag : a3 : a4 : as] € RP® with a? + a3 < a2, let

plax) = ¢ | 6402 (asz1 + a2)? + (a5x22+ ar)? ¢ (a3 + Zi)ag —g (a0c2z5 —2a1a2)2 5 a2 ta%
(a2 — a3 — a3) ag & ((af + a3)/a3) ag
where ¢ € C*(R) is a fixed non-increasing cut-off such that (lr_,, = 1, (|r,, = 0;
§ € C=(R;[0,1]) is 0 outside (—1, 1), positive and very small in (—1,1), to be specified in
Lemma 5.9 below.
(IT) When a € RP® does not take the form above, we set p(a,x) = 0.

Remark 5.8. The following facts can be verified directly from the definition:

(i) pis a well-defined continuous function on RP® x $3 and is C* in x variable.

(ii) For a € RP5 that is not in a small neighborhood of Aging, p(a,-) = 0, hence (under the
parametrization (4.1)) by Lemma 5.1, ¥(a, z) = ®5(a) is a surface with at most 9 singular
points and genus 0.

(iii) When p(a,z) # 0 and a5 = 1,

1 1 2
(x1+a2)2+(x2+a1)2 < @(1—a%—a%)2< 6 <1—\/a%+a%> ,

hence |z| < (1+3y/a? + a2 )/4 < 1. As a consequence, ¥(a, z) agrees with ®5(a) in a small
neighborhood of 9D x S! (whose image under parametrzation (4.1) is a neighborhood of
C in S3). We shall establish the smoothness of ¥(a, z) away from at most 3 points in the
interior of D x S!, which then implies the regularity of ¥(a, ) in the whole S3.

(iv) When a € Aging, p(a,z) = 6(a? + a3) is a nonzero constant for (z,a) close to the singular
circle of ®5(a). Heuristically, this means ¥(a, z) is a desingularization of ®5(a) using some
trigonometric polynomials in « variable, whose number of zeros bounds the genus of ¥(a, z)
as in Lemma 5.7.

Lemma 5.9. There exists some function § € C*°(R), which vanishes outside (—1,1) and is positive
and small enough in (—1,1), such that Y (a, z) and Fy . (defined at the beginning of this subsection)
satisfy the following * . For every a = [ag : ay : -+ : aq : 1] € RP° with p(a,-) not constantly zero,

if we let r(a) := (1 — /a3 + a3)/4, then we have:
(a) There is a unique xo € C™°(S';Dyy(4y/4(—a2, —a1)) so that for (z,a) € Dy (q)(—az, —a1) xS,

VeFo:(z,0) =0, & z=xq().
And for some constant C = C(a?} + a3) > 0 we have,
[Xa(@) = (—az, —a1)| < C- (|as| + |aa])
(b) Let f,. € C®(SY) be given by fo.(a) := F,.(xq(), ). Then

4, iflz=1;

-1
#faz(0) < {6, if |2] < 1.

Moreover, if the equality holds when z = € (hence |z| = 1), then each zero of f, . has order
1, and

distg1 (27 (faz), —0) < 100071,

4as is set to be 1, so the domains {£F, . > 0} are well-defined for such a.
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(c) For every z € D, W(a,z) is a smooth surface in S° away from at most 3 points, with the
genus estimate

L, iflz]=1;

g(¥(a,2)) < {2, if 2] < 1.

And equality holds when |z| = 1 if and only if # f;1(0) = 4.

Proof of Lemma 5.9. To prove (a), in the following A; > 1 will be absolute constants changing from
line to line, and C'(a? + a3) > 0 also changes from line to line. Recall that

Fo:(z,a) = (x1 +a2)(x2 + a1) + (a0 — a1a2) + s(z)(az cos a + a4 sin )
+ p(a, x)(rcos(f + 2a) + (1 — r) cos(3av))

where p(a,-) is constant for x € Dy (q)/4(—a2, —a1), p(a,-) = 0 for z ¢ Dy, (—az,—a1) and in
general,

Vapl < Mi(1—af —a3) ™ 8(af +a3).
Also since p(a, -) # 0, we have
(5.12) a3 + a2 + (ap — a1a2)? < 8(a? + a3).
And in Dy (—az, —a1),
[l + Vel + [V2¢] < Az w(a) ™.
Hence, in D (q)(—a2, —a1) \ Dy(q)/4(—a2, —a1),

VoF,.(z,a) = (22 + a1,21 + a2) + O <|a3] + |ag| + 6(a? + a%)) f@(a)74
= ($2 +ai,r1 + (LQ) + O (5(&% + a%)1/2> K(a)_4
#0
as long as 6(a? + a3) < A;'k(a)'?. While in D,.(q)/4(—az2, —a1),
VeFa:(z,a) = (22 + a1, 1+ a2) + (azcosa + agsina)Ve(x) ;
VoFu(—az, —a1, @) = O|as| + |as|)r(a) ™ = O((a? + a3) /) w(a)™*;

01

2 _
(5.13) ViF,.(z,a) = L 0

] 1 O((as) + |as])(a) .

Hence consider

0 1
w: (Y1,y2) — — L 0] VoFy(—a2 +y1,—a1 + y2, @) + (Y1, y2)

By taking 6(a? + a3) < A;'x(a)'%, we can see that w has small Lipschitz constant and is a
contraction map from D q)/4 to itself, and by the Banach fixed-point theorem, it has a unique
fixed point (which corresponds to zero of V,F, .) with length no more than

[@(0,0)] + [Vl cop < C(af + a3)(|as| + |ad])

r(a)/4)

This finishes the proof of (a). Moreover, since V,F, .(X,(a),a) = 0, by chain rule we have,

(5.14) I%a — (—az, —a1)|les(s1) < Claf + a3)(as| + |aal) -
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To prove (b), notice that

Ta,z(a) = Fa,z(_a27 —az, a)
= (ag — a1a2) + s(—ag, —ai)(as cos a + a4 sin @)
+ p(a, (—az, —a1))(r cos(6 4+ 2a) + (1 — r) cos(3a))

is a trigonometric polynomial of degree < 3 for every (a, z), and it is of degree 2 if z € 9D. And
since p(a,-) is a constant in D) /4,

faz(a) = To () = (Xa(@)1 + a2)(Xa(a)2 + a1)
+ (¢(xq(@)) — s(—agz, —ay))(ag cosa + ag sin @) .

Therefore

[ faz = Tazlles(sty < Claf + a3) ( [|xa — CL2,*Cbl)||é6(sl)

+ (las] + las)lIxa — (—a2, —a)llco(s) )
< C(a? + ) lag| + Jas))?
< C(a? + ad)(las| + Jas))|| To. | -

Hence by taking §(a? + a3) < 1 such that C(a? + a3)(|as| + |as|) < §1(3,100071) from Corollary
5.6, (b) follows directly by Corollary 5.6.

To prove (c), by (5.12) and (5.13), we can further assume &(a? + a3) to be small such that
assumptions (a)-(c) of Lemma 5.7 hold for Fy ., (—ag2,—a1), k(a), X, in place of F, b, k, x
therein. Hence, (c) follows immediately from (b) proved above together with Lemma 5.7 (1) and
(3). O

Proof of Theorem 4.2. The construction of ¥ has been carried out above with the choice of § fixed
by Lemma 5.9. The assertion that ¥ takes value in the set of punctate surfaces of genus < 2 and
(1), (2) of Theorem 4.2 follow from (c) of Lemma 5.9 and (ii) of Remark 5.8. O

5.4. Symmetry of = and V. In this section, we prove Proposition 4.4. Recall that in (5.10),
U(a, z) is defined using ®5(a) in (5.3) when as = 0, and using F, , in (5.11) when a5 # 0:

Fypeio(z,0) = ag ! (ao + a1x1 + agxs + asrs + asry
(5.15)
+ as |:$1(L’2 + pla,z) (rcos(f + 2a) + (1 — ) cos 304)} )

Therefore, Proposition 4.4 is a direct consequence of the following lemma.
Lemma 5.10. Recall the left-G action o on RP® x D is defined in (4.11). Fori € {1,2}, we have

Fa(gi_l)(a,z)(p) = _Fa,z(gi 'p)a V(a,z) € {CL5 7& 0} X ]D7 Vp € S3a

where the G-action on S® was given in (4.9). In particular, the T-parameter family ¥ : ) — S<o(S?)
is G-equivariant, where the G-action on S<2(S®) is induced by (4.9).
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Proof. For g1, we have

_ cosZ —sinZ x
F,.(g1p) = a3 (ap + ai(—z2) + azz1 + (a3 a4) < 3 3> ( 3>

in I s
sing  cosg Ty

+ as [(—xg):ﬂl +pla, g1 - x) (7“ cos(0 4+ 2(a+7/3)) + (1 —r)cos3(a+ 7T/3)):|)

1 T . . T
=a; (ag + agx1 + (—a1)xs + | azcos 3 + a4 sin 3 )@ + | —agsin 3 + a4 cos 3 )%
+ (—as) [xlxg +p(g " - a,z) (reos((6 — 7/3) +2a) + (1 — 1) cos 304)})
= Fotgren(P)

where the first equality uses (4.7) and (4.9), the second uses (4.13), and the third uses (4.11). Note,
the notation g;- L. 4 involves an obvious abuse of notation: It refers to the G-action on RP? induced
by (4.13) and (4.14). Similarly, by (4.8), (4.9), (4.14), and (4.11),

Fu:(92-p) = a5 ' (a0 + a1(—21) + asws + az(—z3) + aszs
+ a5 [(—1)22 + p(a, g2 - 7) (reos(0 + 2(x — @) + (1 = 1) cos 3(r — ) )
= a5_1(a0 + (—a1)z1 + agx2 + (—a3)xrs + asxy
+ (—as) [:cm +p(gg" - a,z) (reos((m — 0) + 2a) + (1 — r) cos 3a)})

= (g (@) (D)

6. TOPOLOGY OF X

In this section, we prove Lemma 4.5 and Theorem 4.6.

6.1. Proof of Lemma 4.5. First, the map
II, : B = (Sg X Sg>/é — Ss/ﬂl(é'), (ql,QQ) . G —q1 ﬂl(é),

is clearly well-defined, where (g1, ¢2) - G and qn ﬂl(é) denote the left cosets. This gives a principal
S3-bundle via the fiberwise right action

7 ((S* x $%)/G) x $* — (S* x $%) /@G,
((g1,92) - G, &)= (1,4 ') - G

Since the base of this bundle has dimension 3, by the obstruction theory, it admits a smooth global
section s : S3/T11(G) — (S* x$%) /G, i.e., mos = idgs /17, (@) Alternatively, we extend (S? x$%) /G to
a real vector bundle V over S?/IT; (G) of rank 4, in which (S% xS?)/G € V is the unit sphere bundle.
By a perturbation of the zero section, there exists a section s of V transverse to the zero section
50 in V, and thus, doesn’t intersect o by counting dimensions; in other words, s is nonvanishing
everywhere. Then s := /(5] is a global section of (S* x §%)/G.

The triviality of this S3>-bundle follows from this global section s, which induces a diffeomorphism

A~ A

5% x (§°/IL(G)) — (8* x §%)/G,  (d',q-IL(Q)) = 7(s(q - L (G)),q).
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6.2. Proof of Theorem 4.6. Recall that X = X/G where X 1= S% x D x $3 x S3, parametrlzed
by (a, z, z1 4+ 224, w1 +wsj), and G = Zsy x Qus, with generators go, g1, and gs acting on X by (4.15).
Here, we view S? C C? as the group of unit quaternions, and write any point (wy,ws) € C? as the
quaternion wi + woj.

We shall apply Appendix C with X , G in place of X , H therein to construct Poincaré duals of
first cohomology classes.

We first construct G- equivarient functions on X concentrating on its first S® factor.

Lemma 6.1. Let € := 2026~'. Define v1,vo,v3 € C’OO()(,]R) (that only depend on (z1,22)) by
vy i= Re(21? — 232), wo:=Im(z{% — 21%), wv3:=Re <ei”(z1z%3 + 2’%322)) .

Then they satisfy the following:
(i) For each ¢ € {1,2,3},

—ve(pgo) = ve(p1) = ve(pGa) = —ve(p),  Vp € X.
(i) {v1 =va=v3 =0} =5° xD x Z,3 xS, where Z,3 CS? consists of 48 x 7 points; N
(iii) At each p € {v1 = vy = v3 =0}, {Vu1(p), Voa(p), Vus(p)} are linear independent in T,X3.

Proof. Note that by (4.15) and the definitions of g, g2 in §4.2,

(Z1+22j,w1+w2j)f]1 _ (z16i57r/12+(z2e z57r/12)J w1 e—m/lQ (’U) em/12) )’

(21 + 224, w1 +w2j)g2 = (—22 + 21j, w2 — w1j).

(i) thus follows from a direct calculation. For the rest, it suffices to only work with (z1, z2) variables.
To prove (ii), first notice that v1(z1, 22) = v2(z1,22) = 0 is equivalent to 242 = 2{2, and since
|z1]2 + |22)? = 1, this is to say, z; = 27/2¢? and 2z, = 27 V/210HT/6)  for some I € {0,1,...11}.

For each such [, plugging this into v3 = 0 yields
0= 2Re( zewzl3z2) — 96 Re(ei(149+67r+lrr/6)) :

which has 28 solutions for # mod 27 for each [. Therefore, {v; = v9 = v3} consists of 12x 28 = 48 x 7
points in S3. We denote them by

(6.1)
Zop = {220 140 + (e =
To prove (iii), first note that each v, naturally extends to a homogeneous polynomial V; on
C? = R*. Hence at every p € {v; = v2 = v3 = 0}, p- VgaVy(p) = 0 and hence Vi V;(p) = Vuy(p).
By Lemma D.1, it suffices to verify that at p, 9,(21? — 242) and 0,(2124% + 21322) are C-linearly

independent in C2. A direct calculation proves this. O

+ m)m, le{O,...,ll},mE{0,...,27}}.

Another class of é—equivarient functions comes from S° x S? directions.
Lemma 6.2. Define fo,..., f1 € C(X,R) by
fo=ao, fi+ifo=(3+250) (a1 +iaa), f3+ifs= (2 +2)(a3+ias).
They satisfy the following properties:

(i) For cveryp e X,0 < £ <4 and0 < m <2, fs(pim) = ¢e(Gim) fo(p) for some ¢u(Gm) € {21}
determined by the following list,

o | ¢1 | P2 | P3| ¢

go|—-1]-1]-1|-1|-1

g| 1 |—-1]-1|1 1

go| 1 | =11 |-1]1
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(ii) For every (z1,22) € Zys from Lemma 6.1,
{CL € 55 : ff(awzazl + Zij w1 +’UJ2]) = 07 Vo< /< 4} = {(0707070307:':1)}
and at each point in this set, {Vgs foto<e<a are linearly independent.

Proof. Similar to Lemma 6.1, (i) follows by a straightforward verification. To prove (ii), notice
that for fixed (21, 22), f; are restrictions on S° of linear functions on R® that are independent of
as-variable. Thus, it suffices to show that

(2 +29)#0, (21 +45) #0

for every (21, 22) € Z,3 from Lemma 6.1. This also follows from a direct calculation using (6.1). O

Proof of Theorem 4.6. We apply Corollary C.2 to vy, va,vs, fo, ..., f1 € C"X’(f). Note that Lemma
6.1 (iii) and Lemma 6.2 (ii) together imply the linear independence assumptions in Corollary
C.2. Also, by Lemma 6.1 (i) and Lemma 6.2 (i), cohomology classes corresponding to v1,ve, v3
are all ¢] + ¢5 = «, while the cohomology class corresponding to f, has form cj + dj for some
dj € span{c},cs}. Thus, Corollary C.2 yields that the Poincaré dual of (—}_, (¢ +d})) — o3 €
H8(X,Zs) is

Z={vi=vy=v3=fo=--=f1=0}/G = ({(0,...,0,£1)} x D x Z,5 x $*)/G C X.

Also recall that 7 : X — B = (S? x 83)/G (a, z, 21+ 22, wy +waj) - G (21+22j,w1+w2j) G
is a fiber bundle; while by Lemma 4.5, II; : B — S3/I11(G), (¢1,q2) - G — q1 - II(G) is a trivial
S3-bundle, and 3 = 7*Bp where Bg € H3(B,Zs) is the Poincaré dual of a section By of the fiber

bundle II;. Set By be the inverse image of By under S? x S — B. Thus, the Ponicaré dual of
(=t (ch+dp) — a3 — B e HY(X,Zy) is

ZNrN(By) = ({(0,...,0,i1)} x D % (Zys x S3 mB’O)> /G,

which consists of (2 x 48 x 7)/(#G) = 7 copies of D in the fibers of 7 : X — B, each homologous
to Dy defined above Theorem 4.6. Therefore, we have

) ~ ((—too (ch +df)) — a® — B) =7[Do] = [Dy],  in Ha(X,0X;Zs).

Finally, we claim that (—j_, (cf +d})) — a® — B =X — a3 — B in H'}(X,Z,), and this will
complete the proof of Theorem 4.6. To see this, notice that by definition A = ¢ + ¢] + ¢35, and
there exist ¢ p,c5 p € H'(B,Zs) such that T g = ¢, 1 = 1,2. Thus, ad — B =1*(al — Bg)
and there are some dy g € H'(B, Z2) such that

(o (G +dp)) — a® — B=(—}_g AN+7"dsp)) — 7*(a% — Bp) = \° — 7*(a%, — Bp),

where the last equality follows from that dy g — (a% — Bp) =0 for every ¢, since dimB =6 < 7.
This finishes the proof of the claim. O

7. PROPERTIES OF THE FAMILY =

In this section, we prove Theorem 4.7.

First, Theorem 4.7 (1) and (2) follow immediately from the definition and Theorem 4.2.

For (3), since Z|c maps into S2(S%), we know by (1) that C must lie in the subset ({p #
0} xDxSO(4))/D24. Thus, [C] € Hi(X) has no ¢y component (recall the notation in §4.4). Then,
since « := ¢} + ¢b, we have [C] = ¢; or c2. Now, choose an embedded path 7;(t) (resp. aa(t))
in SO(4), with ¢t € [0, 1], that starts at id and ends at the point ¢g; (resp. g¢2): See §4.2 for the
definitions of g; € SO(4). Then the path t — ([0:---:0:1],0,5;(¢)) in RP5 x D x SO(4) descends
to a loop in X', which we denote as 0;. Let g € X be the image of z( (defined by (4.16)) under the
map X = X. Note, both loops o1, 09 are based at x¢, and o; induces the class ¢; € Hy(X).



28 ADRIAN CHUN-PONG CHU, YANGYANG LI, ZHIHAN WANG

Notice =(z) takes the form {z1z2+ p([0: ... : 0: 1], z) cos 3a = 0}, which can be readily shown
to be of genus 2 using Lemma 5.7 (3). Then since all members in the loops Z|,, and Z|,, are just
rotations of Z(xg), they all have genus 2. Thus, recalling that the property of a loop in 25(S%;Zs)
being an Almgren-Pitts 1-sweepout depends only on its homology class, without loss of generality
we can assume that C is exactly the loop o1 or 2. Hence, it suffices to check that Z|,, is a 1-
sweepout for ¢ = 1,2. That is, if we continuously choose inside and outside regions for =(o;(t)) for
each t, then the inside region for =(o;(0)) should coincide with the outside region of Z(¢;(1)). To
see this, recall that as in (4.10), (5.10) and (5.11),

E(o:(t)) = 35(t) - U([0: -~ 1],0) = I <5i(t)({F[0:...;1]70 > 0})) — O{Fjg....170 © 5i(t) > 0}

Hence t — Q;(t) = {Flo....1),0 © 0i(t) > 0} is a continuous family of regions bounded by Z|;,. But
by Lemma 5.10 and (4.11),

Flo....1,0 © 0i(1) = Flp....11,0 © 96 = _Fcr(gi‘l)([o;...;l],o) = —Flo....15,0 © 5:(0) -

Therefore, ;(1) = int(S3\Q;(0)). This shows that =|,, is an Almgren-Pitts 1-sweepout for i = 1,2.

For (4), it suffices to prove that A := ¢ + ¢} + ¢} is equal to Z*()\), where A is the generator of
the cohomology ring of the cycle space, H*(22(S%;Z2); Zs). Hence, since cg, c1, co generate Hy(X),
it suffices to show that for each ¢, if C' C X is some loop representing ¢;, then =|¢ is a 1-sweepout.
For ¢g, we pick the loop that lies in the fiber X \[id] >~ RP® x D and is given by

C={lag:ay:0:...:0]: a2 +a? =1} x {0}.

Then Z|c is the family {z € S% : ag + ajz1 = 0}, which is clearly a 1-sweepout. Moreover, the
cases of ¢; and ¢y are already done above in the proof of item (3). This finishes the proof of item
(4).

To prove Theorem 4.7 (5), we first need to introduce the Hopf links in S. Let L := Bf upH c s3
be the standard Hopf link in S, which consists of two great circles

ﬁf = {(xl,xQ,O,O) : x% + JJ% = 1}7 59 = {(0,0,1‘3,1‘4) : l’% + .%‘Z = 1} :

Denote £(L, S3) := Diff(5%)/ Diff(S3, L), where Diff(S3, L) denotes the subgroup of all diffeomor-
phisms ¢ € Diff(S3) such that ¢(L) = L (see Appendix E.1 for a discussion on the topology of
E(L,S?%)). Without causing confusion, we can viewed each element of £(L,S3) as a link in S3,
which we call a smooth Hopf link. We will also sometimes consider Hopf links made up of piecewise
smooth segments: The set of all piecewise smooth Hopf links will be denoted & (L, S%).

Next, let U C S1(S®) be the set of all elements S € S;(S®) that are unknotted in the following
sense: Let €, C S3 be the two open regions with topological boundary S (such that QLI Q =
S$3\S). Then there exist smooth embedded loops o C © and 3 C €’ that form a Hopf link. In this
case, we say that S bounds the Hopf link oo U 3. The following fact will be helpful, and its proof is
included in Appendix E.2.

Proposition 7.1. Let ® : [0,1] — S1(S?) be a Simon—Smith family such that ®(0) € U. Then
O(t) e U for everyt € [0,1].

The key to Theorem 4.7 (5) is the following proposition. Let 01X := {y € 90X : g(E(y)) = 1}.

Proposition 7.2. There exists a continuous map Y : hX — E(L, S3) with the following properties.

(i) For everyy € 01X, Z(y) € U and Y(y) is a Hopf link bounded by Z(y).
(ii) Y«[0Do] # 0 in H1(E(L,S3),Zs) (recall (4.17) regarding D).
(iii) If Y € H1(OWX,Za) is such that 1,9 = 0 in H1(0X,Za), where v : hX — OX is the natural
inclusion, then Y. = 0 in Hy(E(L,S3),Zs).
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Assuming this proposition, we can finish the proof of Theorem 4.7 (5) easily: Suppose C' C 90X
is a closed 1-subcomplex homologous to dDy in X and (since C is mapped into S;(S?) by Z)
C C 01 X. Then by Proposition 7.2, we have

(7.1) Y.[C] = T[0Dg] #0, in H1(E(L,S%),Zs).

Now, we suppose for contradiction that there exists a Simon-Smith family ® : W — S;(S®) for
some pure simplicial 2-complex W such that OW = C and ®|g = E|c. Due to Proposition 7.1,
by possibly subtracting components of W that do not intersect C', we may assume without loss of
generality that ®(W) only consists of unknotted elements, so that ®(W) C U C S1(S®). Then,
in fact, Y|gp can be extended to a continuous map Y : W — £(L,S3): See Lemma E.4 in the
appendix, whose proof is an elementary argument using the basic properties of Simon—Smith family
and the topology of the space £(L,S?). Thus, Y.[C] = YT.[OW] = 0 in H1(E(L,S?),Zs), which
contradicts (7.1). So we have obtained Theorem 4.7 (5).

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 7.2. The map T will be constructed
first along 91) = (RP° x 9D) N ¥~1(S;(S?)), and then extended to &1 X by rotations (see Lemma
7.12 and the discussion above it). Before diving into details, let us sketch the main picture here.

We will define certain spaces 7 and [ﬁo\nﬁ;(ﬂ, and some maps between them:

ox — 9 7

(7.2) T P
My oo X 3
81.)( — UCOIlf4(T) — 5(L, S’ )

All these spaces, except for £(L,S3), are fiber bundles over B := SO(4)/Dsa4, and the maps are
all constructed first along individual fibers, and then extended to the whole bundle via rotation by
SO(4). The maps will be constructed such that the following is satisfied.

o (P,)s : Hy(UConty(); Zs) — Hy(7;Zs) is injective (Lemma 7.6).
e O,01~ProM; as maps O X — 7 (Lemma 7.10), where ~ means the two maps concerned
are homotopic.

e Y oM, ~7T as maps WX — E(L,S?) (Lemma 7.12).
Based on these facts, (iii) of Proposition 7.2 then follows from a formal chase of diagram, which
will be done in §7.5.

Throughout this section, we let G C SO(4) be the dihedral subgroup of order 24 generated by

g1, g2 defined in section 4.2 (see (4.7), (4.8) for an explicit description of the action on R*).

Notation 7.3. If n : G — Diff(F) is a left action of G on a manifold F, we write SO(4) x, F :=
(SO(4) x F)/G, where the right G-action on SO(4) x F is given by,
(R,v)-g:=(Rg,n(9)""v), Vged.

This gives a fiber bundle over B := SO(4)/G with fiber F' with total space SO(4) x, F: This is
called the associated bundle to SO(4) — B with fiber F'. We shall use (R,v) - G to denote the
element in SO(4) x, F represented by (R,v) € SO(4) x F.

7.1. Configuration space. We start by introducing some terminology related to the configuration
space of S! := R/27Z. Define the unordered configuration space of 4 points in S! by

UConfy(S) :={Z c S': #2Z =4}.

It is better for us to work with the space Iﬁo\nﬁ;(sl), which would be its double cover, that consists
of all triples (Z;u™, u~) with the following properties:

e Z € UConf,(S'), and put and p~ C S! both consist of 2 points;
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ey Npu~ =0, p* Up~ contains the midpoint of each of the 4 connected components of
s'\ Z; ,
e for i € {4}, the two points in x¢ lie on 2 non-adjacent connected components of S*\ Z.

Clearly, from the definition, (Z;u™, ™) — Z gives a double cover @f4(sl) — UConf,(S'). We
endow a topology on UConf,(S!) by this cover.

Remark 7.4. It is well-known that the UConf,(S') is homeomorphic to an open (n — 1)-ball
bundle over S [Mor67], where the projection map UConf, (S!) — S! is given by summing the n
points (recall S' := R/277Z).

Lemma 7.5. For any (Z;u*,u~) € Iﬁo\nfz;(sl), Sut=m+>pu.
Here > A denotes the sum of the elements in A C S!, which is a well-defined element in S*.

Proof. Tt follows from definition that 2>yt =23 u~, so >out =3 pu~ or #+ > u~. Then,

using the path-connected of @m(sl) explained in Remark 7.4 and a continuity argument, it
suffices to check Y u™ = 7+ > u~ for any one choice of (Z; u™, u~), which is a trivial task. [

We shall consider the left G-action o on S' generated by
(7.3) olgr) ras at+ /3, olg)am T —a.
It induces a G-action on I@u(sl) generated by
(7.4) 0(9i) : (Zs i, 17) = (0(90)(Z); 0(90) (1) 0(g0) (7)), i€ {1,2}.

It is easy to check that this is a well-defined G-action on @M(Sl). We shall also let g be the
left G-action on S! generated by

(7.5) olgr)ra—a—7/3,  og)ia—mT—a.
Then, define the following bundles over B:
7:=S50(4) x,8', 7:=S50(4) x;S', UConts(r) := SO(4) x ; UCont,(S') .
Lemma 7.6. The map
(7.6) Po: UConfs(8") = 8", (Ziu® )= Y u

is G-equivarient (note the sum is well-defined modulo 27 ), where G acts on the left hand side by o,
and on the right hand side by p.
Thus it induces a well-defined map

(7.7) P Confa(r) =7, (R,(Ziu* 1)) G (R, Po(Zip* 7)) - G

Moreover, (Pr)y : Hl([fo\nﬁl(r),Zg) — H1(T,7Z2) is injective.

Proof. The G-equivarience of P, follows by a direct calculation: Note that
Pob(g1)(Z; " p7) = Po(Z +7/3ip" + /3, +1/3) =20/3+ ) p,
2(g)Po(Zspt ) = 0lg) Y p) = —m/3+ > u

By Remark 7.4, these two expressions are the same. For go, the calculation is analogous. Therefore
the map P; is well-defined, and we are left to show the injectivity of (P-)..
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Here and below, we work with Zs-coefficients. First, consider the diagram.

Hy(UConfy(SY)) =, Hy(UConfs(r)) "= Hy(B)

(7.8) l(m)* lm)* lid

H,(SY) LN Hy(7) —— H\(B)

Note, by construction we see that @ﬂ;(ﬂ is a [mf4(81)—bundle over B, so the map 4 just
denotes an inclusion map into some fixed fiber while 7 the projection map, and similarly for ¢ and
w. By the G-equivariance of P,, it is easy to see that the above diagram Moreover, we claim that
(a) U/C$f4(Sl) is path-connected, and (Ps)s : H; (@f4(51)) — H;(S!) is bijective.
(b) i : H1(SY) — Hi(7) is injective;
Let us first finish the proof assuming these two claims. Since B is path-connected, the following
Lemma 7.7 yields that the horizontal sequences are exact. Therefore, if a € ker(P;)., then by
7ipa = 0, there exists v € H;(UConfy(S')) such that i,v = a. Since iy o (Po)sv = (Pr)sa = 0, by

the injectivity assertions in the two claims we see that v = 0 and hence a = i,v = 0. This finishes
the proof of the lemma.

Lemma 7.7. Let F — E 5 B be a fiber bundle such that both B and F are path-connected. Then
the inclusion and the projection induce an eract sequence

H\(F,Z2) — H\(E,Z2) — H\(B,Z3) = 0.

Proof. Consider the Serre spectral sequence with Zso-coefficents for the fibration. By the five-term
exact sequence [DKO01, Corollary 9.14], we have the exact sequence:

Ho(B; H\(F)) = Hi(E) = Hi(B) = 0.
Moreover, denoting by Fp the fiber at any b € B,
Ho(B; Hi(F)) = Hi(Fy)ry () = H1(F) /(g - = — z|g € m(B,b),x € Hi(F}));

and the composition of the surjection Hy(Fy) — Ho(B; Hi(F)) with the map Ho(B; Hi(F)) —
Hy(E) is the homomorphism induced by the inclusion F < E. This proves the lemma. O

Now let us prove the two claims.

Proof of (a). The path-connectedness follows easily from Remark 7.4. Let v C Iﬁm(sl) be the
loop that consists of all possible triples (Z;u™t, u~) where Z is formed by 4 equidistant points on

S!. Note, by the discussion in Remark 7.4, it follows easily that Iﬁo\nfz;(sl) can be deformation
retracted onto . On the other hand, it is straightforward to check from definition that P, o~
generates Hi(S'). Therefore (Ps). is bijective, as desired.

O

Proof of (b). Consider the subgroup H of Diff((S? x S3) x R) generated by
hO:(qaa)H(q7a+2ﬂ-)7 hl:(qaa)'_)(qgl_17&_7r/3)7 h21(q7&)’—>(qu_laﬂ—&)~

(Recall the definition of §; in §4.2.) This yields a natural right action of H on (S? x S?) x R, and
clearly,

7 =50(4) x5S := (SO(4) x SY)/(R,v) ~ (Rg, 8(9) ') = (S* x $* x R)/H .

We will check that H acts freely on (S? x S?) x R and that the abelianization Hy, = Zo @ Zy & Zo
with generators induced by hg, hi, he. Once we have this, we know 71(7) = H, and since hg clearly
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O/X\ f \\O

FIGURE 3. The cylinder, after suitable boundary identification, is S2. Then the red
pieces form a loop, and so do the blue pieces. Together they form a link of the form

To(Z; 't p).

represents a loop in a fiber S! of 7 which generates 71(S!), we would obtain the injectivity of
ix 1 H1(SY,Zy) — Hy(7,Zs2). First, from definitions, its easy to check that

hi*hg =id, hi*hd =h3, hihe = hohy', hohi = hiho, hoha = hahy'.
These are all the relations that determine H as the quotient of the free group generated by hg, h1, ho,
since any other relation can be reduced by switching hg, h1, ho and cancellation to hghl{hg =1 for

some a € Z, 0 < b <23, c € {0,1}. But one can directly check from the definition of h; that this
forces a = b = ¢ = 0. Now from the relation, its clear that the map

Hab — ZZ @ ZQ @ ZQ) [hO] = (LO)O)u [hl] — (07 17 0)7 [hQ] = (07 07 1) )

is a well-defined isomorphism.

Also, a general element in H takes the form hghl{hg for some a € Z, 0 < b <23, ce€{0,1}. If it
has a fix point, then g‘l’ g5 has a fixed point on S? x S3, which forces b = ¢ = 0; and then h§ has a
fixed point, forcing a = 0. Thus, H acts freely on (S* x S3) x R. O

This completes the proof of Lemma 7.6. O

7.2. Hopf links through midpoints I: the map YT.. We are going to define a map Y’ from

Iﬁo\nﬁl(sl) to the space (L, S3) of piecewise smooth Hopf links, and then smoothen it to become
a map Y’ into £(L,S3). We will continue to use the parametrization of S3 by (5.1). Notice the
G-action on S3 induces a G-action on £(L,S3) by rotating the Hopf links, and recall G' acts on

UConf,(S') by (7.4).
Lemma 7.8. The following gives a well-defined G-equivarient map:
T/ : UConts(S') — &(L, S3),
(Zict u) o (L) ] < L0 € U {(E~ta) |t < 1€ )
(see Figure 3). As a corollary, it induces a well-defined map

(7.10) Y. : UConfy(r) — E(L,S%), (R, (Z;put 1)) G R(YL(Z;ut, 1))

(7.9)

Proof. By the definition of ¢ and (7.9),
TL(0(91)(Z: ™ 17)) = {(t,t,0) « t] < La € o(g1) ()} U{(t,~t, @) : [t < 1, € o(g1) (1)},

while using (4.9) we have

g (Yo(Zsptopw)) ={(-t.t,a+7/3): [t| <L aep T U{(t,t,a+7/3): |t| <1, € o(g1) (1)},
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and it is easy to see these two expressions are the same. For the action by go, the verification is
similar. g

Finally, we smoothen all the Hopf links defined by (7.9) in a G-equivarient way to obtain a map
Y/ : UConfy(7) — &(L, S?).

7.3. Configuration determined by zeros. Recall the 7-parameter family ¥ : RP® x D —
S<2(S?) specified in §4.1. Denote ) := RP® x D. Let 6;) C 9 be the subset of y such that
g(¥(y)) = 1. Recall that there is a left G-action on ) defined in (4.11) which makes ¥ G-equivarient
(see Lemma 5.10). Note, the sets 0), 01) are both preserved under this action.

Now, recall from §5.4 that for each (a,2) = (a,re®) € Y in {as # 0} x D C RP® x D, we
considered the real function F, , on S? (parametrized by (z,«)) given by

Fypeio(z,0) = a5_1 (ao + a121 + asxo + azx3 + asxy
(7.11)
+ as {xlazg + p(a,z) (rcos(d + 2a) + (1 — r) cos 304)} ),

and the zero set of F, , defines ¥(a, z) under (4.2). Note 01 C {a5 # 0} x OD. In Lemma 5.9 , for
each (a,z) € Y such that function p(a, -) is not constantly zero, we obtained a map x, € C*°(S!, D)
with the following properties:

(7.12) ViFo.(z,0) =0 & z=x4(a).
e Consider the map
(7.13) f:Y0{pla,) #0} = C2(SY), (a,2) = (faz(a) = Fuz(xa(a), @)
Then, from Lemma 5.9 (c),
Y ={(a,2) €0V : pla,-) £0, #f,.(0) = 4}.

Notice 01) is an open subset of 0). This enables us to define a map
(T14) Moy - UCotu(SY),  (a.2) = (Fal () ul{faz > 0)). ul{fuz < 0)) .

where for a disjoint union .J of open intervals in S!, p(.J) denotes the set of midpoints of the
connected components of .J.

Lemma 7.9. The map M, is G-equivariant, where G acts on Iﬁo\nle(sl) by 0 described in
(7.4), and acts on Y by o defined in (4.11). As a corollary, it induces a well-defined map

from 01X := SO(4) xs 01Y into U/C$f4(7'):
(7.15) M, 1 91X — UConty(r), (R, (a,2)) G+ (R,Mola,z))-G.
Proof. By Lemma 5.10, for all (a,z) € 01, for i = 1,2, we have F,(,.(a,2)(P) = —Fayz(gi_1 -p) for

every p € S3. Differentiate this equation with respect to the (z1,72). Then using the definition
(7.12) of x, and the action (4.9) on S*, we can check that

(7.16) Xga(@) = giXe(a@ —7/3), Xgya(a) = gaXqo(m — ).

Note here we abused notation: g;a denotes the RP® component in (4.11), while g;(x1,22) denotes
the first two components in g;(x1, z2,«) under (4.9). Thus, putting this into the definition (7.13)
of fa ., we see that

(717) fa(g1)(a,z) = _fa,z(a - 77/3)> fa(gg)(a,z) = _fa,z(ﬂ- - Oé).
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This implies the zero set fg_(;_) (a Z)(O) is the image of f(; 1z) (0) under g; under the action (7.3), and
that

Molo(gi)(a.2)) = (olg) (2000 2(g1) (2 Fo<O1). £(6:) (u({Fos>0}) )
But then according to (7.4) this is exactly 6(gi)(fq.2(0); p({fa,> > 0}), p({fa,> < 0})). O
Another important fact about f, . is the following consequence of Lemma 5.9 (b).

Lemma 7.10. The map ©, : 0Y — S' given by Oo(a,e?) — —0 is G-equivarient, where G acts
on 0Y by o and on S' by . Thus, it induces a well-defined map

(7.18) 0,:0X =7, (R, (a,2) G~ (R,0,(a,2))-G.
Moreowver,
(7.19) distg1 (P 0 Mo(a, ), —0) < 10007%, VY (a,e?) € 01).

and hence the maps ©, ot and Pro M, : X — T are homotopic.

Proof. For the G-equivariance, by definition (and abusing notation by writing g;a)

eo(gl(a7 (T7 6))) = 60(910’7 (7’, 0+ 7T/3)) = _(9 + 7T/3) = é(gl)(_0)7
and
Oo(g2(a; (,0))) = Oo(g2a, (r,m = 0)) = —(m — 0) ~ m — (=0) = 2(g2)(-0),
as desired.
For any (a,z) € 01 (so that ¥(a,z) has genus 1), we have #f,1(0) = 4 by Lemma 5.9 (c).
Therefore by Lemma 5.7 (3), every zero of f, . is of order 1. Hence, the expression ordy, ,(a) —

ny, . (a) must be zero in the definition (5.6) of Z~. In other words, 27 (fa,z) = X neu((f...<op) @

!
which is equal to P, o M (a, z) by definitions (7.6) and (7.14). Together with Lemma 5.9 (b),
we obtain (7.19), and the fact ©, ot ~ P, o M, follows as the two maps are pointwise close b
(7.19). O

7.4. Hopf links through midpoints II: the map 7. Finally, we define a map T : X —
E(L,S?). We will first construct a map T : ;X — £(L, S%), and then smoothen the Hopf links to
obtain T. By (2) of Lemma 5.7,

(7.20) BF, = {(Xa(a) + (1), a) (tER, a € p({faz > 0})} N (D x SY)

is the union of two line segments contained in {F, . > 0}. The picture here is similar to Figure 3,
except that now the four end points of BI . may be distinct. However, the four end points naturally
come in two pairs, in which each pair consists of two points close to each other. Then for each pair,
we bridge the two points by adding a segment on the great circle C C S® (which is the image of
dD x S!' under the parametrization (5.1)), and form a loop 35, C {F,. > 0} C 5%, Similarly,

B = { (%al@) + (t,~1),0) L € R, a € pu({fu: < 0} } N (D x S

also extends to a loop 3, in {F,. < 0} C S%. As a result ¥(a, z) is unknotted and bounds the
Hopf link Bj LU Ba_ . (we introduced this notion before Proposition 7.1).

Lemma 7.11. Under the notations above, the map Yo : 01 — E(L, S®) given by (a,z) BgfoBa_z
is G-equivarient. Thus, it induces a well-defined map

(7.21) T:00X = E(L,S%), (R, (a,2) - G+ R(To(a,2)) .
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Proof. For the action by g1, by (7.16) and (7.17) we have
B o) = { K@ (@) + (1), @) 1t E€R, a € pl{fyy 09 > 01} N (D x 8

- {(glxa(a —7/3)+ (t,1), a) it €R, a € p({a: —far(a—m/3) > 0})} N (D x S}

= g1 { (xa@) + (t,~1), 0) :t € R, a € p({a: fuz(a) <OD}N (D xS
and similarly

Brntee) = L Kan@ (@) + (6,—), @) it R, a € u({fy,(az) < 0D} N (D x S
= g1 { (Xa(@) + (~t,~1), @) LR, a € p({a: foz(@) >0} } N (D xS,

As a result, the set 8 upB- ) is equal to 91(5Iz U B,..), so that B;(

- - g1(a,z) g1(a,z 1(a,z
a1 ( j » UB..). The calculation for the action by gs is similar, so the G-equivariance follows. O

) U Bg_l (a,2) is equal to

Hence, we smoothen the Hopf links given by T in a G-equivarient way, to define a map Y :
NnX — E(L,S?).

Lemma 7.12. Regarding the map T, we can guarantee that:

(i) for every q € 01X, Y(q) is a Hopf link bounded by =(q);
(ii) Y«[0Do] # 0 in H1(E(L,S3),Zs);
(iii) YL o M, and Y : 01X — E(L, S?) are homotopic.

Proof. As for the second paragraph, item (i) follows from the fact that Bj{z U Bg . is a Hopf link
bounded by ¥(a, z), which is unknotted. To prove (ii), it suffices to show that the loop Ys|ap, :
0Dy — E(L, S?) is homologically trivial in Zs-coefficients. First, we label the two loops in Yo|gp,
as A+ and _, and orient them both. Now, viewing Dy as [0, 27| with end points identified, we can
obtain via Ys|gp, a [0, 27]-family of labeled, oriented Hopf links, 4 (t) US_(t). Due to the explicit
description of the topology of £(L, S?) by Boyd-Bregman [BB25] (see Lemma E.1), to prove that
[Yolop,] = 0 in Hy(E(L, S3);Zs), it suffices to show that 54 (0) and B, (27) are the same loop with
opposite orientations.

To show that 84(0) and B4 (27) have opposite orientations, we first recall that the family ¥|gp,
is given by the zero sets

{129+ p([0:---:0:1],(1,0)) cos(f + 2a) = 0} C S3,

where 6 parametrizes 9Dy. Now, this is just an isometric family of smooth tori in S3. Let us fix
a continuous choice of inside region for each torus such that they contain the loops 4 (t). It can
be easily checked that as 6 varies from 0 to 27, the inside regions of ¥([0 : ... : 0 : 1],(1,0)) and
U([0:..:0:1],(1,27m)) (both are solid tori) are not exchanged, but the associated isometry map
between the starting solid torus and the ending one in fact induces the —id map on 7. As a result,
considering the core loops of the solid tori, we see that 54 (0) and 84 (27) necessarily have different
orientations, as desired.

Finally, for item (iii), it suffices to construct a homotopy H : [0,1] x &Y — &(L, S?) such that
H(0,-) =T oM,, H(1,-) = Y,, and H is G-equivariant: After that we can apply smoothening to
conclude Y7 o M, ~ Y. To this end, for each s € [0,1], we define

L (s) = {(sxa(a) + (1), a) (tER, a € p({far > 0})} N (D x SY)
B (s) i= {(sxa(a) 4 (t—t),a)  tER, € p({fax < 0})} N (D x SY),

and then, as in the paragraph containing (7.20), close up BIZ(S) N Ba..(s) to form a Hopf link
Ba.(s) N B, .(s). Now, define H(s, (a,z)) as this Hopf link. It is clear by definition that H(0,-) =
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Y oM., H (1,-) = Y., and similar to the above we can check that H is indeed G-equivariant, as
desired. O

7.5. Proof of Proposition 7.2. Item (i) and (ii) were stated in Lemma 7.12 already. As for (iii),
let ¥ € Hy (01X, Z2) be such that ¢, =0 in Hy(0X;Z2). Since ©, ot ~ P o M, by Lemma 7.10,
we know (P o M;), = 0. Hence, since (P;), : Hl(lf]o\nf4(7);Z2) — H1(T;Zs) is injective by
Lemma 7.6, we in fact know (M), = 0 in Hﬂ[ﬁﬂ(ﬂ;lg). Finally, since Y, o M, ~ T by
Lemma 7.12, we know that Y, = 0 in Hy(£(L, S?),Zs), as desired.

APPENDIX A. METRIC PERTURBATION

In this section we prove Proposition 2.4. Let (M,g) be as in Proposition 2.4. Fix an integer

g1 > go. For each metric g’ on M, let N<g, <1,(M,g') denote the set of immersed minimal surfaces
obtained as the double cover of those in N<g, < (M,g’). And we extend (2.1) to

ICg/ = (OSQhSL(M7 g') UNSQLSL(M: g/) Uﬁggl7§L(M, g/)) \OQOSL(M? g/) .

Lemma A.1. There exist e > 0, and some open set U C S? of the form U = UZGOQO <1 (Mg) B§(%)

for some 6 > 0, such that for any metric g’ with ||g' — gllc~ < €, no g'-minimal surface in Kg
(defined in (2.1)) is contained in U.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that such € and U do not exist. Then, by [Whi87, Theorem 3],
there exist ¥ € Oy, <1(M,g), a sequence g; — g in €, and a sequence {X; € Kg;} such that
in the varifold sense, |¥;| — k[X|. Moreover, there is a finite set Z such that ¥; converges to ¥
multi-graphically in any compact subset of M \ Z. In addition, we may assume that X, € /Egj,
since each ij € /\N/'gj

If £ = 1, by Allard’s regularity [All72], Z = () and for sufficiently large j, ¥; has the same
diffeomorphic type as X, contradicting the definition of Izgi. Otherwise, & > 2, and by [Shal7,
Claim 5 and Claim 6], 3 is degenerate stable, contradicting the assumption on (M, g). O

Clearly, the lemma also holds with g replaced by Izg/.

Lemma A.2. Fiz e and U from Lemma A.1. There exists € € (0,¢), such that for any metric g
with Hg/ - gHC‘X’ <g, Zf g/|U = g|U7 then OQQ,SL(Mv g,) = Ogo,SL(M) g)
Proof. Suppose by contradiction that such an & does not exist, and then by [Whi87, Theorem 3|
again, there exist ¥ € Kg, a sequence g; — g in C*° with g’'|y = g|v, and a sequence {¥; €
Ogo,<r.(M,g;)}, such that |3;| — k|X| in the varifold sense.

Following the same argument in the previous proof, if k£ = 1, then for sufficiently large j, ¥; has

the same diffeomorphic type as ¥, a contradiction; otherwise, k¥ > 2 and X is degenerate stable,
also a contradiction. g

Fix ¢, U, and &' from the previous two lemmas. For 3 < ¢ < oo, we set
I'Y:= {C%metric g’ on M}, TIf.:={g el'’:¢g'ly =glv},
M g ={(g,%) g €T, T €Ky}

The topology of M?JC IS is induced by the product topology of the C4-topology and C?*“-topology
for v € (0,1). ’

Following the proof of [CL24, Proposition 6.1, Lemma 6.5] verbatim, we can conclude that for
3 < q < oo, Mch i is a separable (972 Banach manifold and IT : M(qjc © = Fch is a C472 Fredholm

map with index 0. Let I'f;. C I'f;. be the subset of regular values of II. Then g’ € I',.

,bumpy ,bumpy
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if and only if for every (g/,¥’) € M‘[I]C & ¥’ is non-degenerate. In this case, every X' € Kg is

strongly non-degenerate. In addition, F‘(]]C N T is a generic set in I'*°.

,bumpy

Fix g € I‘qUC bumpy [ I'*° with ||g — g|lce < & and § < g. Then by the previous arguments,

conclusions (1) and (2) hold. Moreover, since #/Cg < 00, there is a neighborhood & CC I'*™® of g
such that (1) and (2) also hold.

Finally, applying [CL24, Lemma 6.6] to the area of minimal surfaces in Oy, <1,(M, &) and follow-
ing the proof [CL24, Proposition 6.1], we can find g’ near g such that g’ < g and all the statements
(1), (2) and (3) hold.

APPENDIX B. A LEMMA ON CAP PRODUCT

In this section we prove Lemma 3.4. We consider the following diagram.

H,(X,AUB) x HI(X, A) H, ,(X,B)

T A~
~

H,(C,CNn(AUuB)) x HYC,CNA)——— H, 4(C,CNB)
(B.1) I

Hy(C,CN(AUB)) x HIYC,WyN(AUB)) — Hy_o(C,Wan (AU B))

| !

H,(C,C) x HIYC,Wy) ———— H,_(C, W)

Here, all four horizontal arrows are given by cap products, and all the vertical arrows are induced
by inclusions: Note that the inclusion

(C,CNA)— (C,WiN(AUB))
(for the middle arrow in the middle column) and
(C,WanN(AUB)) — (C,CNB)

(for the middle arrow in the right column) are well-defined because Wy N A = ) by assumption.
Moreover, this diagram satisfies the naturality property for relative cap products (see [Hat02,
p.241]).

To prove Lemma 3.4, we need to “pull [C] —~ w backward” along this chain of arrows induced
by inclusions

(B.2) Hy_o(Wa, Wo N B) = H,_o(C, Wy (AU B)) — H,_(C,C N B) = H,_,(X,B).

More precisely, we need to find some element 6 € H,,_,(Ws, Wo N B) whose pushforward under this
three maps is [C] —~ w. Hence, there are three steps.
Step 1: Observe that [C] ~ w has [C] —~ w|c € Hp—4(C,C N B) (in the latter expression we
treat [C] € H,(C,C N (AU B))) as a preimage, using the naturality for the first two rows of (B.1).
Step 2: Then, noting CNA =W NAC W; C C, we consider the exact sequence for this triple:

(B.3) HY(C, W) — HY(C,C N A) — HY(W;,C N A).

Since the pullback w|y, of w under the inclusion (W7, Wy N A) < (X, A) is zero by assumption,
we know that w|c gets mapped to zero under the map HY(C,C' N A) — HY(W1,C N A) (recall
CNA =W;iNA). Hence, using the exact sequence (B.3), we know that under the map H4(C,W;) —
H(C,C N A), there exists some p that gets mapped to w|c. Thus, there exists some p’ that gets
mapped to w|c under the map HY(C, W1 N (AU B)) — HY(C,C N A) (namely, we define u’ as the
image of p under the bottom arrow in the middle column of (B.1)). Hence, using the second and
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the third row of (B.1) and by naturality, we know [C] ~ w|c has [C] —~ 1 as a preimage, under
the map
Hy_o(C, W3 N (AU B)) — H,_,(C,C N B).
Step 3: Finally, based on the inclusions Wo N B C Wy C C, we consider the exact sequence
H,_((Wy,WoNnNB) = Hy_q(C,WonN B) = H,_,(C, W>).

Note the middle term here is the same as Hp—q(C,Wo N (AU B)) as W N A = (0. Thus, in order
to obtain the desired 0 € H,_,(W2, W2 N B) that gets mapped to [C] ~ p/ under the first arrow of
(B.2), it suffices to show that [C] ~ p/ gets mapped to 0 under the map

(B.4) Hp_q(C, Wy N B) — Hp_q(C, WQ).
But now note that this map (B.4) is precisely the map at the bottom of the right column of (B.1).
So we can deduce that [C] ~ i/ would indeed get mapped to 0 from these facts:
e By definition p is sent to p/ under the map H?(C, W) — H1(C, W1 N (AU B)).
H,(C,C)=0.
e The last two rows of (B.1) satisfy the naturality for cup product.
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.4.

ApPPENDIX C. POINCARE DUAL OF COHOMOLOGY CLASSES VIA GROUP ACTION

In this appendix, let X be a compact simply connected manifold (possibly with boundary), H
be a finite group acting freely on X from the right, and X := X /H. By Hurewicz’s theorem, there
is a natural isomorphism Hg, ® Zo = 71(X )ap ® Zo — H1(X, Z2), called the Hurewicz map, where
H,, = H/[H, H] denotes the abelianization of H.

We recall the following construction of the Poincaré dual of any cohomology class in H'(X,7Z)
via H-equivarient functions on X.

Lemma C.1. Given any group homomorphism ¢ : H — O(1) = {£1}, one can associate a real
line bundle to ¢ over X:

Eyi=X o Ri= (X xR)/ ((p,v) ~ (ph, 6(h71)0)) .
A smooth function u € COO()?, R) descends to a section of Egy — X if and only if
(C.1) u(ph) = ¢(h Mulp), VYpeX, Vhe H.

Moreover, for any such u, if in addition du # 0 at every point in u=1(0) and d(ulyz) # 0 at every

point in ut(0)NOX, then Z, := u~'(0)/H is a smooth hypersurface of X transverse to X, whose
Poincaré dual Q, € HY(X, Z2) = Hom(H (X, Zs); Z2) is determined by

(C2) (—1) ) = g(n), VheH;
here [h] € Hi(X,Zs) is the image of h € H = (X)) under the Hurewicz map.

Proof. We only need to prove (C.2), which is a consequence of standard theory of vector bundle
and Euler class. For the sake of completeness, we include a quick proof here.

For every h € H, let ¥ = 7, : [0,1] — X be a smooth path such that 7(1) = 5(0) h. Hence
~ descends to a loop 7 in X, and the induced homology [y] = [h] in Hi(X,Z3). By a small
perturbation, we may further assume that v is transverse to Z, and v(0) = (1) ¢ Z,. Hence,
uoy e C*([0,1],R) satisfies:

o(uo%();&()foreveryte(uoy) L0);
e uoy(1) =u(y(0)h) = ¢(h) - uo7(0) # 0, where ¢(h) € {+1};
e by Poincaré duality, (Q,, [h]) = #(Z, ﬂ’y) #(uo¥)~10) mod 2.



AN ENUMERATIVE MIN-MAX THEOREM FOR MINIMAL SURFACES 39

Considering the number of end points of the disjoint intervals {u o5 > 0}, we see that
p(h) = (_1)#(%7)71(0) - (_1)<Qu»[h]> )
O

Corollary C.2. For £ =1,...,m, let ¢y : H — O(1) = {£1} be a group homomorphism, Q; €
HY(X,Zy) = H1(X,Z3)* be the cohomology class determined by

(1)) = g,(h),  VYheH,
and let uy € C’OO()N(,]R) be satisfying
ug(ph) = ¢o(h " Mug(p), VpeX,VheH.
Suppose that

o {dus(p)}jr, are linearly independent in Tp)z for every p € {u; =+ = uy =0};
o {d(wely5)(P)}iL, are linearly independent in T,0X for everyp € {uy = -+ = upy = 0}NIX.
Then Z :={u; = -+ = upy = 0}/H C X is a smooth submanifold of codimension m transverse to

0X, and [(Z,0Z)] € HY™MX=m(X 0X;7s) is the Poincaré dual of Q1 — -+ — Q..

Proof. Since by Lemma C.1, each uy descends to sections of a line bundle, we can perturb them to
uy which are still H-equivariant and such that

o {ij = =Up=0}={u1 = =uy =0}

e for every {, diiy # 0 along {1, = 0}, d(ie|,5) # 0 along {i, = 0} N OX;

o {du,(p)};>, are linearly independent in Tp)~( for every p € {ug = - -+ = up, = 0};

o {d(tg|,5)(p)}yL, are linearly independent in Tng for every p € {u1 = - -+ = up, = 0}NIX.

Thus we can apply Lemma C.1 to get smooth hypersurfaces Z, := {@, = 0}/H C X transverse to
0X, whose Poincaré duals are §2y. Hence Z = ZyN---N Z,;, has Poincaré dual 2y — --- — Q,,. O

APPENDIX D. DIFFERENTIAL OF REAL AND IMAGINARY PART OF COMPLEX POLYNOMIALS

In §6.2, we introduced some functions on S* ¢ C? under complex coordinates. The following
lemma helps justify the surjectivity of their differentials.

Lemma D.1. For n > 1, we parametrize C* = R*® by (z1,...,2,) = (1,Y1,-- - Tn,Yn). For
f € CHC",C), its differential is a C*™-valued function,

(D.1)  VRe(f) +iVIm(f) = ((9s +0:)f, 10z — ) fs ooy (05, + 02,0, 105, — 9,)f) -
In particular, if 1 <k <n and f1,..., fr € CY(C",C) satisfy O.fr = 0 for £ =1,...,k, then for
every p € C", the following are equivalent:

o {VRe(fo)lp, VIm(fo)|p}s_, are R-linearly independent in R*";
o {(0.f0)|p}s_, are C-linearly independent in C", where 0, f := (9x, f,..., s, f).

Proof. (D.1) follows from the fact that 9., = 9., + Dzys Oy, = 1(02, — 0z,)-
When 0, f = 0, by taking real and imaginary parts of (D.1), we have

VRe(f) = (Re(0:, f), —Im(8., f), ..., Re(0.,f), —Im(0,, f)) .

Vim(f) = (Im(anf)a Re(az1f)7 ooy Im(02, f), Re(@znf)) .
Hence we see that JVRe(f) = VIm(f), where J : R?™ — R2?" is the standard almost complex
structure given by J(1,y1,. -+, Tn,Yn) ‘= (—Y1, L1, —Yn, Tn)-

When 0, f, = 1 for all £ € {1,...,k}, the equivalence of the two bullet points then follows from
(D.1) and the standard fact that for vectors uy, ... ux € R?", the following are equivalent:

o {ug, Jus}k_, are R-linearly independent in R?";
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o {u;+iJug}y_, are C-linearly independent in C*".

APPENDIX E. UNKNOTTED GENUS 1 SURFACES AND HOPF LINKS

E.1. An extension lemma of Hopf links. For a closed manifold M, we denote
I'(M) := {unoriented embedded loops in M} ;
['(M) := {oriented embedded loops in M} .

And let p : T(M) — I'(M) be the orientation forgetting map (which is a double cover). Also, let
L:= Bf U B < 83 be the standard Hopf link in S3, which consists of two great circles

B = {(2,y,0,0) : 2* + y* = 1}, B = {(0,0,z,y) s 22 +y*> =1}.
And let
E(L, S?) := {unparametrized Hopf links in S®} = Diff(S®)/ Diff(S®, L),
E(L,S?) := {unparametrized labeled Hopf links in S®} = Diff(S%)/ Diff (S3, L),

where Diff (53, L) denotes the subgroup of all diffeomorphisms ¢ € Diff(53) such that ¢(L) = L, and
Diff (53, L) denotes that of all ¢ € Diff(S%) such that ¢(3) = B, which constitutes a subgroup of
Diff (53, L). Thus, every element of £ (f/, S3) can be represented by an ordered pair (8, 3_) whose
union forms a Hopf link in S3. Let q : E(ﬁ, 83) — &£(L, S?) be the label-forgetting map (which is a
double cover); and r+ : £(L, %) — T'(S?) be the map given by (81, 8_) — .

The topology of £(L,S?) has been studied by Boyd-Bregman in [BB25]. We collect a key
consequence of it:

Lemma E.1. The fundamental group m1(E(L,S?)) = Zo ® Zy. Moreover, a loop v : St — E(L, S3)
is trivial in 71 (E(L, S%)) if and only if it lifts to a loop 4 : St — E(ﬁ, S3) and vy o4 lifts to a loop
7:8' 5 T(S?).

Proof. If [y] = 0 in 71 (E(L, S3)), let f : D* — &£(L,S3) be a continuous extension of 7. Then by
the contractibility of D2, there is a lift f : D> — £(L, S3) of f and a lift f: D — T($3) of ry o f.
Restricting to 9D? = S! gives the desired lifts 4 and 7.

Conversely suppose the lifts 4 and 7 exist. Let I';(S%) C T'(S?) be the subspace of unoriented
great circles in S3, and

R(L,S%) :={R(L): Rc O(4)} C £(L,S?),
R(L,S%) := ¢ YR(L,S?)) c &(L, S?).

By [BB25, Theorem 5.2], R(L,S%) — &(L, S?) is a homotopy equivalence; by [Hat83, Appendix
(7)], To(S3) — I'(S?) is also a homotopic equivalence. Then by chasing the diagram

To(S%) 45— R(L, S%) = R(L, §%)

l I l

(%) 5— &(L, 8%) —= &(L, 5%)

there exists 4o : S' — R(L,S%) such that q o 4, is homotopic to v and 14 04, : S — To(S3)
admits a lift into p~1(I'.(S3)) C T'(S3). Notice that p~*(I',(S?)) is isomorphic to the space of
oriented 2-planes in R*, which is diffeomorphic to S? x S? and hence is simply connected. Hence
14 04 ¢ St — T'o(5?) is homotopically trivial in T's(S%). Noticing that r+\R(LS3) is an isomorphism
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between R(L, $3) and ', (53), we conclude that 4, is homotopically trivial in R(L, 5), so v ~ qode
is also homotopically trivial in £(L, S3). O

In the following, we study the relation between unknotted punctate surfaces of genus 1 and Hopf
links. We recall that the notion of a Hopf link bounded by an unknotted element S € S;(S3) was
described in §7 (before Proposition 7.1). The following lemma shows that the space of Hopf links
bounded by any given such smooth S is path-connected.

Lemma E.2. Let T € S1(S%) be a smooth surface of genus 1 that is unknotted, and Uy be the two
open regions bounded by T (i.e. S?\T = Uy UU_ such that OUy = T). Suppose for i = 0,1,
ﬁzi C Uy are embedded loops such that Bj' U B; forms a Hopf link. Then there exists an isotopy
t = BE(t) of embedded loops over t € [0,1] such that

o B(i)=p7,i=01;

o for every t+ € [0,1], fE(t+) C Ux and BT (tL) U B~ (t_) is also a Hopf link.

Proof. By the Schoenflies theorem in S2, every connected component of Ui whose boundary is
a 2-sphere must be contractible, and hence cannot contain either of B;E. Also, any isotopy of
closed curves in a region U can be deformed to avoid any given 3-dimensional ball in U. Hence by
inductively subtracting all the inner-most or outer-most spherical components (which still does not
affect the assumptions on ﬂf), we may assume without loss of generality that T is diffeomorphic
to a smooth torus and Uy are connected.

By the van Kampen theorem, one of the homomorphisms ¢+ : 71 (T) — 7 (U+) induced by
natural inclusion is not injective: Say ™ is not injective. Then by Dehn’s Lemma, there exists an
embedded nontrivial loop v C T which bounds an embedded disc D C U,. When ¢ < 1, after
smoothing the corners, U, \ B¢(D) is a smooth domain with boundary diffeomorphic to S2, hence
by Schoenflies theorem in S3, U, \ B.(D) (after smoothing out corners) is diffeomorphic to B3.
Therefore, U, is diffeomorphic to B? attached with a 1-handle, which is a solid torus D? x S!. In
summary, U, is diffeomorphic to the tubular neighborhood of some knot K C Uy C S3.

Claim. For every i = 0,1 and every map from the disc f : D — U \ 8" such that f(8D) C 9U4 =
T, we have f.[0D] =0 in H(T).

Proof of Claim. Since Uy is diffeomorphic to a tubular neighborhood of K, H;(U;) is generated
by [K]. Set [3;] = m;[K] in Hy(Uy) for some integer m;. By the Mayer—Vietoris sequence
0= Hy(S*) — H\(T) » Hi(U-) ® Hi(Uy) — Hi(S*) =0,

so there exists a loop A C T such that [A\] € H;(T) is mapped to (0,[K]) € H1(U-) ® H1(Uy).
Hence, m;\ is homologous to ,Bi+ in UL, and there is some map ¥ — U_ from some surface ¥ such
that 0¥ is mapped to A. Therefore,

+1 = link(B; , B;) = algebraic intersection of 3; and m;.

Thus m; = £1.
Now since f(D) N B = 0, the algebraic intersection of f(D) and K is also 0. This forces
fx[0D] =0 in H1(T') by Poincaré duality. O

Now that with this claim, by the Hurewicz theorem, the natural inclusion 7' < U, \ ,8i+ induces
an injective map 1 (T) — 71 (U \ B;"), hence by the van Kampen theorem, the homomorphism
induced by inclusion

m(U-\ ;) = m(S*\ (B U B))
is also injective. Since ﬁj U B, forms a Hopf link, the right hand side is an abelian group, and so
is the left hand side. And since Uy is diffeomorphic to a tubular neighborhood of K, we know

TSP\ (K UB)) = m(U-\ ;)
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is also an abelian group. By [XZ23, Remark 1.7] (see also [Kaw96, Section 6.3]), K U 3, is also a
Hopf link, and then K is an unknot, forcing U~ = $%\ Uy to be also diffeomorphic to the tubular
neighborhood of some (unknotted) embedded loop. Therefore, for each i, there exist € > 0 and an
embedded disc D; C S® with boundary B; such that D; N B.(K) is an e-disc D whose boundary
is a meridian of B.(K). We can then construct isotopy from 3, to dDf in Dy, from 0D to 0D] in
OB:(K) and from 0Dj to 9Dy = By in D;. Since all these isotopies are not intersecting B, o(K),
they can be concatenated and deformed to an isotopy from 3; to §; in U_. In summary, there
exists an isotopy [0,1] 3 t — S7(t) C U- such that (i) = 5, for every i = 0,1. The same
process also produces an isotopy [0,1] — B%(t) C Uy such that B (i) = B for every i = 0, 1.
These isotopies satisfy the desired properties. ]

When S is not smooth, the lemma above may not be true. The following lemma allows us to
perturb a punctate surface to a smooth one that still bounds a compact family of Hopf links.

Lemma E.3. Let T € S1(S®) be a punctate surface of genus 1 that is unknotted, and U be the two
open regions bounded by T (i.e. S3\T = U, UU_ such that OUy = T). Suppose K is a compact
metric space and * : K — T'(S3) are continuous maps such that B (q) C Ux and 8 (q) U B (q)
forms a Hopf link for every q € K. Then there exists a smooth surface T € S1(S3) which bounds
two open regions Uy such that BE(q) C Uy for every q € K.

Proof. Since K is compact and punctate set of T is finite, sufficiently small balls B, centered at
the punctate set P do not intersect any Bi(q). Hence by subtracting these small balls and filling
in the boundary by discs in these balls, we obtain a smooth genus 1 surface T C 53 that bounds
open regions ﬁi which agree with Uy outside B¢(P). Therefore for every q € K,

BE(q) C Us \ Bo(P) = Uy \ Bo(P) C Us .

The following extension lemma of Hopf links is crucial in the proof of Theorem 4.7.

Lemma E.4. Suppose W is a pure simplicial 2-complex, ® : W — U C S1(S3) is a Simon-Smith
family of unknotted punctate surfaces of genus 1. Suppose X : OW — E(L, S3) is a continuous map
such that for every q € OW, Y(q) is a Hopf link bounded by ®(q). Then there exists a continuous
map Y : W — E(L, S3) such that Y|ow = Y.

Proof. The extension will be constructed cell by cell.
Claim. After refining W, there exists a map that associates to each 2-cell o of W a Hopf link $ (o)
such that,
(i) for every ¢ € OW and ¢’ € W in the same 2-cell of ¢, we have T(q) is bounded by ®(¢');
(ii) for every 2-cell o such that o NOW # (), there exists ¢, € o N OW such that H(o) = T(q).
(iii) for every 2-cell o, and for every point ¢’ in o or some adjacent 2-cell of o, we have (o) is
bounded by ®(¢’).

Proof of Claim. By the definition of U, for every point ¢ € W, there exists a Hopf link ’f(q) c s’
bounded by ®(q) (of course, q — T(q) need not be a continuous map), and when ¢ € OW, we can
just choose T(¢) = Y(q). By the closedness of ® (in Definition 2.2), there exists d, > 0 such that
T(q) is bounded by ®(¢') for every ¢ € Bs,(q) C W. Since q — T(q) is continuous on W, we can
even ask dgw = infyecow dq > 0.
We can then choose a finite subset J C W such that {Bs,/10(q)}qes forms a cover of W. Hence,

possibly after refining W,

e every 2-cell o of W is contained in B(gq(a)/4(q(0)) for some q(o) € J;

e cvery 2-cell o that intersects OW is contained in B, /4(OW).
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For every 2-cell o of W, define

H(o) = Y(q) if c NOW # (), where g is some point in o N OW ;
T T(glo)) ifonow =0.

It is easy to verify from the definition that (i) - (iii) in Claim hold. O

Now we are ready to construct the extension Y.
Step 1 (0-cells). For every 0-cell ¢ € W, define®

T( ) = T(q), if g € OW;
©-= (o), if ¢ ¢ OW, where o is a 2-cell that contains ¢ .

And for each ¢ € W, since by (i) and (iii)
L(q) ={Y(¢): ¢ € 0OWna, 2-cell ¢ 3 ¢} U {H(0') : o or its adjacent 2-cell contains ¢}

is a compact family of Hopf links bounded by the punctate surface ®(¢q), by Lemma E.3 there exists

a smooth genus 1 surface ®(g) that also bounds every Hopf links in L(q)°.
Step 2 (1-cells). For every 1-cell e C W, define Y| = T4 |.
If e ¢ OW, let qi1,q2 € W be the end points of e (which are 0-cells of W) and ¢ € W be the

midpoint of e. By connectedness of the space of Hopf links bounded by ®(q) (see Lemma E.2),
there exists a continuous isotopy Y| : e — £(L, %) extending Y|,,, such that T(¢’) is bounded by

®(q) for every ¢ € e.
Step 3 (2-cells). For every fixed 2-cell o of W, Step 2 produces a map Y|y, : 9o — £(L, S3) which
agrees with Y on OW when do N OW # (). Moreover, if we fix a lift (84 (0), B_(c)) € (L, S?) of

$(c), then by Claim 1 (iii), there is a unique pair of maps Uy : ¢ — {open subsets of S3} such
that for every ¢’ € o,

S\ @(¢) = Us(d)UU-(¢), 0Ux(d)=2(d); Pxlo) CUx(d).

For every O-cell gy € o, this then determines a unique lift (T (qo), T—(q0)) € E(L,S?) of T(qo)
such that

T:I:(QO) C Ui(q/), Vq/ co.

In particular for every 1-cell e C ¢ with midpoint g., there exist two regions Uy (ge) bounded by
®(q.) such that

(E.1) Bi(0) CUs(ge), Ti(qo) C Us(ge), ¥ O-cellgoeo.
Since T|. are bounded by ®(q.), we see that

Ti(q) = T(q1) NUs(qe), q1€e

defines a continuous lift (Y4, T_) : e — E(L, $3) of T|., which agrees with (E.1) on the end points.

Putting them together, we conclude that there exists a lift (T,,T_) : do — E(L, S3) of T|s,,
and by (E.1) and Lemma E.2, T, (q1)UB_ (o) forms a Hopf link for every ¢; € do. Since the linking
number is never zero, this forces that T |5y : do — I'($3) lifts to a map do — ['(S3). Then by
Lemma E.1, Y|y, is trivial in 71 (£(L, S?)), and hence there exists a continous map T : o — (L, S3)
extending Y|s,. This finishes the construction of Y. ]

5The choice is not unique, but any such choice works for later purpose.
6We do not ask ®(g) to vary continuously in .
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E.2. Unknotted elements in S;(S?). In this section, we prove Proposition 7.1.

Let us recall the notion of “neck-pinch surgery” first. Let S € S(M) and « be a smooth embedded
loop that lies on the smooth part of S. Suppose v bounds a smooth embedded disc D whose interior
lies entirely in S®\S. We can perform a neck-pinch surgery along v, using the disc D: Namely, we
remove a short cylinder on S around 7 (whose geometry is like v x [—¢, €]), glue back two discs,
each being close to D graphically, and finally smoothen it near the two gluing curves to obtain an
element in S(S3).

Lemma E.5. Let S € S1(S%) and let S’ be obtained from S by performing a neck-pinch surgery,
such that S’ still has genus 1. Then S € U if and only if 8" € U.

Proof. For the “if” part, by definition there exist some loops o C in(S’) and 8 C out(S’) that form
a Hopf link. When we undo the neck-pinch surgery, we can first deform the two loops to avoid
the surgery region, so that after gluing back the 1-handle to obtain S, we still have a C in(.S) and
B C out(S). So S eU.

To prove the “only if” part, we first choose some loops o C in(S) and § C out(S) that form a
Hopf link. Let v C S be the smooth embedded loop along which the surgery is performed, and
suppose v bounds a disc D in S3\S. Without loss of generality, we choose an inward direction for
S, and assume that the interior of D lies in in(S). Let S’ be obtained from S by performing a
neck-pinch surgery along ~, using the disc D.

Step 1: First, by definition, S has at most finitely many singularities. We let By,..., B, C S°
be sufficiently small balls centered at these singularities such that:

Each B; avoids o and S.

S\ U, B; is still a genus 1 surface with boundary.

Each 0B; intersects S on the smooth part, and transversely.

Each B; avoids some neighborhood of D such that the surgery process would leave each B;
intact.

For each ball B;, the intersection SN dB; consists of a finite union of smooth loops {7 }x. We then
perform neck-pinch surgery along these loops one-by-one: Namely, whenever such a loop v bounds
a disc on 0B; that does not contain any other loop =g/, we perform a surgery along - using the
disc it bounds on dB;, and then repeat the process for all v, and for all balls B;. Then we remove
all components lying within U; B;, and denote the resulting surface at the end by S. Note that by

assuming the balls B; to be sufficiently small, S is a smooth genus one surface: This follows from
g(S) =1 and the definition of genus for elements in S(M) in [CLW26, Definition 2.5].

Step 2: Now, by the way we chose the balls B;, we would still have a C in(S) and 8 C out(S).
Hence, since U g is a Hopf link, Sisa genus one Heegaard surface. Then, using the assumption
g(S") = 1, we know that the surface obtained from S by performing a surgery along -y, using the
disc D, has genus 1. Hence, the disc D can be “pushed” (i.e. deformed via smooth embeddings)
within in(§ ) to become a disc D C S, while keeping the boundary ~ fixed. Then, we can use the
reverse of this pushing procedure to deform «, and obtain a loop a C in(§ ) that does not intersect
D. As a result, when we perform surgery on S along v using the disc D, the loops a and 8 would
be left intact. Call this surface S’

Step 3: Finally, on the new surface S/ , we undo the procedure described in Step 1. Namely, for
S’ , we put back the connected components discarded, and undo all the neck-pinch surgeries (near
the balls B;), by gluing back the 1-handles, so that we obtain the surface S’ with singularities:
This S’ is precisely the surface of interest S’ in Lemma E.5. It is easy to see that a C in(S’) and
B C out(S’), and a U B is a Hopf link, so we have S’ € U, as desired. O

We now prove Proposition 7.1. Suppose by contradiction there exists some ®(t) ¢ U. Let
T :=inf{t € [0,1]: ®(¢) ¢ U}.
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First, we claim that ®(7) ¢ U. Indeed, if ®(T) € U, then we can find embedded loops a C in(®(7"))
and 8 C out(®(T")) such that they form a Hopf link: Note that we can consistently choose an inward
direction for each ®(t). Then using the definition of Simon—Smith family, for any ¢ sufficiently close
to T', we have o C in(®(¢)) and f C out(P(t)), and thus ®(t) € U for such ¢. This contradicts the
definition of T

As a result, T > 0, since ®(0) € U by assumption. Take t1,to,... 1 T. By the definition of
Simon-Smith family, we can choose finitely many small open balls B; C S such that ®(¢;) — ®(T)
smoothly outside B := U;B;. Without loss of generality, we can assume also that:

e The boundary of each B; intersects each ®(¢;) on the smooth part only, and such intersection
is transverse, for each t;.
e O(T)\B is a genus 1 surface with boundary.

Now, to derive a contradiction, we just need to show that for any sufficiently large ¢, we can choose
some embedded loops oy, C in(®(¢;))\B and §;; C out(®P(¢;))\B that form a Hopf link. Indeed, once
we have that, for some large 7, we can ensure oy, C in(®(7))\B and §;, C out(®(7"))\B through
slight deformation, using the fact that ®(¢;) — ®(7") smoothly outside B = U;B;. This shows that
®(T) € U, which contradicts the claim ®(7") ¢ U we obtained from the previous paragraph.

Now, we fix t;. We will modify the surface ®(¢;) such that it avoids 0B as follows. For each ball
Bj, the intersection ®(t;) N dB; consists of a finite union of smooth loops {~x}x. We then perform
neck-pinch surgery along these loops one-by-one: Namely, whenever such a loop «y; bounds a disc
on 0B; that does not contain any other loop 7., we perform a surgery along 7, using the disc it
bounds on 9B;, and then repeat this for all v, for all ball B;. We denote the resulting surface at
the end by ®(t;)’. As a result, ®(¢;) avoids 0B, and is smooth outside B.

By Lemma E.5 and ®(¢;) € U, we know ®(¢;)’ € U. Thus there exist some embedded loops
ay, C in(®(t;)") and By, C out(®(¢;)") that form a Hopf link. Now, by the fact that ®(7")\B has
genus 1, and the smooth convergence ®(t;) — ®(T) outside B, we know that for i large, ®(¢;)'\B
is a genus 1 surface with boundary and all the components of ®(¢;)’ inside B have genus 0. Thus,
we can further assume that ay, C in(®(¢))\B and B, C out(®(#;)')\B: In each ball B;, we
for a moment ignore the genus 0 components, and then either push oy, to avoid B; (in the case
0B; C in(®(t;)')) or push B, to avoid B; (in the case dB; C out(®(t;)')). As a result, undoing
all the neck-pinch surgeries by gluing back the 1-handles, we in fact have oy, C in(®(¢;))\B and
Bt C out(P(¢;))\B. This is exactly what we need for a contradiction, as explained before.

This finishes the proof of Proposition 7.1.
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