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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.

Contents

1. Introduction 1
2. Preliminaries 5
3. Enumerative min-max theorem 7
4. Existence of four genus 2 minimal surfaces 10
5. Properties of the family Ψ 15
6. Topology of X 25
7. Properties of the family Ξ 27
Appendix A. Metric perturbation 36
Appendix B. A lemma on cap product 37
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1. Introduction

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

• Every Riemannian 2-sphere has at least 3 simple closed geodesics (Poincaré, 1905).
• Every Riemannian 3-sphere has at least 4 embedded minimal spheres (S.-T. Yau [Yau82]).
• 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 [LS47], M. Grayson gave a proof [Gra89] using curve shortening flow
(see also [Lus47; Kli77; Bal78; Jos89; Tăı92]). 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; Whi91; 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; Whi91; Zho16; HK19; BP23; HK23; Ko23a; Ko23b; BP24; LW24;
LWY25].

In a series of papers [CL24; Chu25; CLW26]1, 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≤g(M) ⊂ 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 Φ : X → S≤g(M) that cannot be
deformed via pinch-off processes to become a map into S≤g−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≤g(M),S≤g−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 Z2-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

Φ : (X,Z) → (S≤g(M),S≤g−1(M))

be a Simon–Smith family, where X is a finite simplicial complex and Z ⊂ X a subcomplex. Suppose
there exist some homology class w ∈ Hk(X,Z) and p cohomology classes λi ∈ Hki(X\Z), i =
1, ..., p, with the following properties.

(1) Let (Y, ∂Y ) ⊂ (X,Z) be any relative (k − k1 − · · · − kp)-subcomplex such that

[Y ] = w ⌢ (λ1 ⌣ · · · ⌣ λp) ∈ Hk−k1−···−kp(X,Z).

Then the subfamily Φ|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 ⊂ M , there exists some r > 0 such that: For

each i = 1, . . . , p, if C ⊂ X\Z is any ki-cycle such that λi([C]) ̸= 0, then Φ|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

x∈X
area(Φ(x)).

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 Z2(M ;F;Z2) 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;
CD03; DP10; Ket19; Zho20; MN21; SS23b; WZ23]. We note that in [LW24] Xingzhe Li and
Zhichao Wang also utilized certain relative cohomology groups to construct minimal tori.

1The 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 λ1 is the
Poincaré dual of [Y ], meaning [Y ] = [X] ⌢ λ1. Note the pairing of λ1 with the red
loop is 1. On the right, we have a schematic where the graphical surface represents
S≤g(M), with the two boundary circles being S≤g−1(M). The blue path is the family
Φ|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 S3 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 Φ : (X,Z) → (S≤2(S

3),S≤1(S
3)), 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 ng(S
3) 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:

n0(S
3) n1(S

3) n2(S
3) ng(S

3) for g ≥ 3
4 [WZ23] ≥ 5 [CL24] ≥ 4 (Theorem 1.3) ≥ 1 [Chu25]

Conjecturally n1(S
3) = 5. It will be very interesting to know the exact value of ng(S

3) for any
particular g ≥ 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(S

3) to finding
suitable maps into S≤g(S

3).
The family we use to prove Theorem 1.3 is inspired by the symmetry of the Lawson surfaces ξ2,1

[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 ξ3,1 and the Karcher-Pinkall-Sterling genus 3 surface [KPS88]. We expect that to
get a good lower bound for n3(S

3), 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 fixing the number of orientable genus g minimal surfaces. Applying this
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theorem to the given family Φ, we obtain some minimal surfaces Γi of genus ≤ g and subcomplexes
Di ⊂ X satisfying the following properties.

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

• m orientable minimal surfaces of genus g, Γ1, . . . ,Γm with area ≤ maxx area(Φ(x)),
• and associated subcomplexes D1, D2, . . . , Dm ⊂ X that, together with D, cover X,

such that:

(1) Φ|D can be deformed via pinch-off processes to become some map into S≤g−1(M).
(2) For each j = 1, . . . ,m, Φ|Dj can be deformed via pinch-off processes to become some family

Ξj : Dj → Sg(M) such that each member of Ξj is close to Γj 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 λi|Dj = 0, for otherwise item (2) of Theorem 1.1
would be contradicted. Thus, together with m ≤ p, we know

(λ1 ⌣ ... ⌣ λp)|D1∪...∪Dm = 0.

Then by some elementary algebraic topology one can deduce that D must detect the class

(1.1) w ⌢ (λ1 ⌣ · · · ⌣ λp) ∈ Hk−k1−···−kp(X,Z).

More precisely, we can find some [Y ] ∈ Hk−k1−...−kp(D,D ∩ Z) that gets pushforwarded to the
class (1.1) under the inclusion (D,D ∩ Z) ↪→ (X,Z). Then by item (1) above, Φ|D, and thus
Φ|Y in particular, can be deformed via pinch-off processes to become a map into S≤g−1(M). This
contradicts Theorem 1.1 (1).

1.1.2. Theorem 1.3. In order to construct 4 minimal surfaces of genus 2 using Theorem 1.1, we
need a suitable map into S≤2(S

3). We first define in the unit 3-sphere S3 ⊂ R4 a 7-parameter
family as follows. We introduce a coordinate system (x1, x2, α) for S3 (on the complement of a
great circle {x3 = x4 = 0}), defined by the relation

(x1, x2, x3, x4) = (x1, x2,
√

1− x21 − x22 cosα,
√

1− x21 − x22 sinα) ,

where (x1, x2) lies in the open unit disc in R2 and α ∈ R/2πZ. Note that (0, 0, α) parametrizes the
great circle C = {x1 = x2 = 0}. Now, we define a family Ψ : RP5 × D → S≤2(S

3) by sending each
pair a = [a0 : a1 : · · · : a5] ∈ RP5 and (r, θ) ∈ D to the zero set

{a0 + a1x1 + a2x2 + a3x3 + a4x4 + a5
[
x1x2 + ϵ(r cos(θ + 2α) + (1− r) cos 3α)

]
= 0} ⊂ S3,

where ϵ > 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 RP5-family Φ5 given by

Φ5(a) := {a0 + a1x1 + a2x2 + a3x3 + a4x4 + a5x1x2 = 0} ⊂ S3,

such that all members have at most finitely many singularities. Notably, the surface Ψ([0 : ... :
0 : 1], 0) has the same symmetry group as the genus 2 Lawson minimal surface ξ2,1, which is the
dihedral group D24 of 24 elements.

Then, we define a 13-parameter family Ξ̄ : RP5×D×SO(4) → S≤2(S
3) by rotating all members

of Ψ: We set Ξ̄(a, z,R) := R · Ψ(a, z) where R · Ψ(a, z) denotes the image of Ψ(a, z) ⊂ S3 under
the rotation R ∈ SO(4). This family has a lot of symmetry, allowing us to take quotient. Namely,
we will define a certain D24-action on RP5 × D × SO(4) such that Ξ̄((a, z,R) · g) = Ξ̄(a, z,R)
for all g ∈ D24 and (a, z,R). Hence, letting X := (RP5 × D × SO(4))/D24, Ξ̄ induces a family
Ξ : X → S≤2(S

3). Note, by the definition of Ψ, Ξ|∂X maps into S≤1(S
3).
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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 π from X onto B := SO(4)/D24 is a fiber bundle. By some standard
topological argument, B ∼= S3/Q48 × S3 where Q48 is the dicyclic group of order 48. We then
introduce two cohomology classes in X :

• It is known that there exists some element α̂ ∈ H1(S3/Q48) for which α̂3 ̸= 0. Let α ∈
H1(X ) be the pullback of α̂ under Π1 ◦ π : X → S3/Q48 where Π1 : B → S3/Q48 is the
projection onto the first factor.

• Fix some p ∈ S3, and let B0 := S3/Q48 × {p} ⊂ S3/Q48 × S3 ∼= B. Let β ∈ H3(X ) be the
pullback π∗(βB), where βB ∈ H3(B) is the Poincaré dual of [B0] ∈ H3(B).

Then, it is easy to see that the relative homology class [X ] ⌢ (α3 ⌣ β) ∈ H7(X , ∂X ) is induced
by the fibers of π : X → B.

Finally, let X0 := π−1(B0) ⊂ X . Note ∂X0 = X0 ∩ ∂X . We apply Theorem 1.1 to the subfamily

Ξ|X0
: (X0, ∂X0) → (S≤2(S

3),S≤1(S
3)),

with p = 3 and the three cohomology classes all being α|X0 ∈ H1(X0). To finish the proof, it suffices
to verify condition (1) and (2) in Theorem 1.1.

For (1), let [Y ] = [X0] ⌢ (α0)
3 ∈ H7(X0, ∂X0) and Φ′ be obtained from Ξ|Y by deformation via

pinch-off processes. We need to show that Φ′ must still contain some genus 2 element. Observe
that, when restricted onto any RP5-factor, Ξ gives an Almgren-Pitts 5-sweepout, which thus cannot
be deformed via pinch-off processes into S0(S

3) (see [CL24, §3.5]). From this, together with some
algebraic topology, it can be shown that there exists some relative 2-cycle (D, ∂D) ⊂ (Y, Y ∩ ∂X0)
such that D is homologous to the D factor in X and every member of Φ′|D has genus 1 or 2.
Finally, we analyze the boundary family Φ′|∂D, and show that it is, in certain sense, homologically
non-trivial in the set S1(S

3) of all genus 1 surfaces in S3, and thus does not admit a fill in. Hence,
Φ′|D 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 1-sweepout under
Ξ in the Almgren-Pitts sense, so that Ξ|C 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 Ξ : X → S≤2(S

3). 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 Ξ.

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 ⊂ M is a punctate surface in M provided that:

(1) The 2-dimensional Hausdorff measure H2(S) is finite.
(2) There exists a (possibly empty) finite set P ⊂ S such that S \ P is a smooth, orientable,

embedded surface.
(3) (Separating) Let Siso be the set of isolated points of S. Then the complement of S\Siso is

a disjoint union of two open regions of M , each having S\Siso 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 Z2(M ;F;Z2). In particular, we
can put on Sg(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 Sg(M) ⊂ S(M) (resp. S≤g(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 Φ : X →
S(M) is called a Simon–Smith family with parameter space X if the following hold.

(1) The map x 7→ H2(Φ(x)) is continuous.
(2) (Closedness) The family Φ is “closed” in the sense that {(x, p) ∈ X ×M : p ∈ Φ(x)} is a

closed subset of X ×M .
(3) (C∞-continuity away from singularities) For each x ∈ X, we can choose a finite set PΦ(x) ⊂

Φ(x) such that:
• Φ(x)\PΦ(x) is a smooth embedded orientable surface, i.e. PΦ(x) is a punctate set for
Φ(x).

• For any x0 ∈ X and within any open set U ⊂⊂ M\PΦ(x0), Φ(x) → Φ(x0) smoothly
whenever x → x0.

• N(PΦ) := sup
x∈X

|PΦ(x)| < ∞.

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 {Γ(t)}t∈[a,b] 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 Φ,Φ′ : X → S(M) be Simon–Smith families. Suppose we have a Simon–Smith family
H : [0, 1]×X → S(M) such that:

• H(0, ·) = Φ and H(1, ·) = Φ′.
• For each x ∈ X, t 7→ H(t, x) is a pinch-off process.

Then H is called a deformation via pinch-off processes from Φ to Φ′.

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 Φ : X → S(M) be a Simon–Smith family
of genus ≤ g with g ≥ 1, and the min-max width L := L(Λ(Φ)) > 0. Assume Condition A (which
automatically holds if g is a generic metric with positive Ricci curvature). Then for any r > 0,
there exist:

• a deformation via pinch-off processes, H : [0, 1]×X → S≤g(M),
• distinct, orientable, multiplicity one, embedded minimal surfaces Γ1,Γ2, . . . ,Γl of genus ≤ g
and area ≤ L,

• subcomplexes D0, D1, . . . , Dl of X (after refinement) that cover X,

such that:

(1) H(0, ·) = Φ.
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(2) The family Φ′ := H(1, ·) is such that Φ′|Di is of genus ≤ g(Γi) for every i = 1, . . . , l, and
Φ′|D0 is of genus 0.

(3) For each i = 1, . . . , l, there is some smooth function fi : Di → [0, 1] such that for every
x ∈ Di,

H(fi(x), x) ∈ Sg(Γi)(M) ∩BF
r (Γi).

Below is the definition of Condition A. Let Og,≤L(M,g) (resp. Ng,≤L(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,≤L(M,g) and N≤g,≤L(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:

• The set O≤g,≤L(M,g) is finite.
• Every element in O≤g−1,≤L(M,g) is non-degenerate.
• For every Γ ∈ Og,≤L(M,g), numbers in the set

{area(Γ′) : Γ′ ∈ O≤g−1,≤L(M,g) ∪N≤g+1,≤L(M,g)} ∪ {area(Γ)}
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 g0 ∈ N and L ∈ R+, suppose that (M,g) is a Riemannian 3-manifold
with #Og0,≤L(M,g) < ∞ and it admits no degenerate stable embedded minimal surface. Then for
any ε ∈ R+ and g1 > g0, there exists g′ ≤ g satisfying:

(1) #Og0,≤L(M,g′) = #Og0,≤L(M,g).
(2) #O≤g1,≤L(M,g′) < ∞, #N≤g1,≤L(M,g′) < ∞, and the set

(2.1) Kg′ :=
(
O≤g1,≤L(M,g′) ∪N≤g1,≤L(M,g′)

)
\ Og0,≤L(M,g′)

consists of strongly non-degenerate minimal surfaces.
(3) For any Σ ∈ Og0,≤L(M,g′),{

areag′(Σ′) : Σ′ ∈ Kg′
}
∪ {areag′(Σ)}

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 Z2-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 subcomplex Z ⊂ X, and integers k ≥ l ≥ 0, there is
a well-defined cap product

Hk(X,Z)×H l(X\Z) → Hk−l(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 Hk(X,Z) = Hk(X,U(Z)),
which is equal to Hk(X\U(Z), ∂U(Z)) by excision. Thus, since there is a well-defined cap product

Hk(X\U(Z), ∂U(Z))×H l(X\U(Z)) → Hk−l(X\U(Z), ∂U(Z))

(see for example Hatcher [Hat02, p.240]), there is also a well-define cap product

Hk(X,Z)×H l(X\U(Z)) → Hk−l(X,Z).

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

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 ≤ L0 := max

x∈X
areag Φ(x). Without loss of generality, we can assume that (M,g) has only

finitely many such minimal surfaces, i.e. #Og,≤L0(M,g) < ∞.

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 g0 := g, g1 := g + 1, ϵ := 1, and
L := L0, and obtain a metric g′ ≤ g satisfying the properties therein. In particular,

L′
0 := sup

x
areag′ Φ(x) ≤ sup

x
areag Φ(x) ≤ L0

as g′ ≤ g, and #Og,L0(M,g′) = #Og,L0(M,g). As a result, to prove Theorem 2.3, it suffices to
show #Og,≤L′

0
(M,g′) ≥ p+ 1.

3.3. Applying the optimal family. Applying Theorem 2.3 to (M,g′), g, Φ, and some r > 0 to
be specified, we obtain the optimal family Φ′, subcomplexes D0, D1, ..., Dl, and minimal surfaces
Γ1, ...,Γl as stated. Suppose for the sake of contradiction there are only ≤ p minimal surfaces of
genus g and area ≤ L0. We relabel Γ1, ...,Γl such that Γ1, . . . ,Γm have genus g and Γm+1, . . . ,Γl

have genus < g, where m ≤ p by assumption. Of course, we should relabel the subcomplexes
D1, ..., Dl accordingly.

Recall that we are given some homology class w ∈ Hk(X,Z) and p cohomology classes λi ∈
Hki(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 each i = 1, . . . , p and j = 1, . . . ,m, we have λi|Dj\Z = 0. Thus,

(λ1 ⌣ · · · ⌣ λp)|(D1∪···∪Dm)\Z = 0.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction λi|Dj\Z ̸= 0 for some i = 1, . . . , p and j = 1, . . . ,m. Then there

exists some ki-cycle C ⊂ Di\Z such that λi([C]) ̸= 0. Recall, from item (3) of Theorem 2.3,
that Φ|Di can be deformed via pinch-off processes to become some map into Sg(M)∩BF

r (Γj), and
thus so can Φ|C . Hence, if we take r to be sufficiently small (depending on Γ1, ...,Γm), 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. □

We can now easily finish the proof of Theorem 1.1. Denote D := D0 ∪Dm+1 ∪Dm+2 ∪ · · · ∪Dl.
To obtain a contradiction, it suffices to prove:

Proposition 3.3. Consider the inclusion map i : (D,D ∩ Z) → (X,Z), and the induced map

i∗ : Hk−k1−···−kp(D,D ∩ Z) → Hk−k1−···−kp(X,Z).

There exists some relative subcomplex (Y, ∂Y ) ⊂ (D,D ∩ Z) such that

i∗([Y ]) = w ⌢ (λ1 ⌣ · · · ⌣ λp) ∈ Hk−k1−···−kp(X,Z).
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Indeed, suppose we know this proposition is true. Hence, Φ|Y cannot be deformed via pinch-off
processes to become a map into S≤g−1(M) due to Condition 1 of Theorem 1.1. However, since
Y ⊂ D, we know using the defining properties of Di (namely Theorem 2.3 (2)) that each member
of Φ′|Y has genus at most max{g(Γm+1), . . . , g(Γl)}. And since Γm+1, . . . ,Γl all have genus < g,
we know that Φ′|Y maps into S≤g−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 ⊂ 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 ∂C ⊂ A ∪B (so that [C] ∈ Hp(X
′, A ∪B)), and ω ∈ Hq(X ′, A). Suppose that:

• C is a union of two open subsets W1,W2 ⊂ C.
• W2 ∩A = ∅.
• The pullback of ω under the inclusion (W1,W1 ∩A) ↪→ (X ′, A) is zero.

Then there exists some θ ∈ Hp−q(W2,W2 ∩ B) such that the pushforward of θ under the inclusion
(W2,W2 ∩B) ↪→ (X ′, B) is equal to [C] ⌢ ω ∈ Hp−q(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 ⊂ X ′ and W1,W2,⊂ C
are subcomplexes instead. Hence, we apply this lemma to our situation as follows.

• Take some open neighborhood U(Z) ⊂ X = dmn(Φ) 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.

• Put A := ∅ and B := X ′ ∩ U(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.

• Let r := k = deg(w) and s := k1 + ...+ kp = deg(λ1 ⌣ ... ⌣ λp).
• Let C ⊂ X ′ be some k-subcomplex, with ∂C ⊂ B, that represents w, viewed as an element
of Hk(X

′, B).

• Let W1 := ((D1 ∪ ...∪Dm)\U(Z))∩C and W2 := (D ∪U(Z))∩C. Note W1 and W2 cover
C, and can be assumed to be subcomplexes.

• Let ω := λ1 ⌣ ... ⌣ λp, viewed as an element of Hk1+...+kp(X
′). Note, since the pullback

of λ1 ⌣ ... ⌣ λp under (D1 ∪ ... ∪ Dm)\Z ↪→ X\Z is zero by Proposition 3.2, we can
ensure the pullback of ω under W1 ↪→ X ′ is zero by choosing U(Z) to be a sufficiently thin
neighborhood of Z.

Then, by the above lemma, there exists some θ ∈ Hk−k1−...−kp(W2,W2 ∩B) such that the pushfor-
ward of θ under the inclusion (W2,W2 ∩B) ↪→ (X ′, B) is equal to

[C] ⌢ (λ1 ⌣ ... ⌣ λp) ∈ Hk−k1−...−kp(X
′, B).

Then it is easy to see, there exists some θ1 ∈ Hk−k1−...−kp(D,D ∩ Z) such that the pushforward of
θ1 under the inclusion (D,D ∩ Z) ↪→ (X,Z) is equal to

w ⌢ (λ1 ⌣ ... ⌣ λp) ∈ Hk−k1−...−kp(X,Z).

Letting Y be a representative of θ1, 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 Ψ : RP5 × D → S≤2(S
3).

(2) Rotate Ψ by SO(4), and then the symmetry of Ψ would allow us to define a family

Ξ : (RP5 × D× SO(4))/D24 → S≤2(S
3).

(3) Verify the applicability of Theorem 1.1 to Ξ, and produce four genus 2 minimal surfaces.

Let S3 := {x ∈ R4 |
∑4

i=1 x
2
i = 1}, let C denote the great circle {x ∈ S3 | x3 = x4 = 0}. For

each (x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ S3\C, we can write

(4.1) (x1, x2, x3, x4) = (x1, x2,
√

1− x21 − x22 cosα,
√
1− x21 − x22 sinα) ,

with (x1, x2) in the open unit disc int(D) and α ∈ S1 := R/2πZ. This yields a parametrization
(x1, x2, α) of S

3 by D×S1, although the parametrization is not injective along the locus x21+x22 = 1,
where distinct α are mapped to the same point.

4.1. A 7-parameter family Ψ. Let D ⊂ R2 be the closed unit 2-disc centered at the origin. We
define a 7-parameter Simon–Smith family Ψ : RP5 × D → S≤2(S

3) as follows.
For each a = [a0 : a1 : · · · : a5] ∈ RP5 and (r, θ) ∈ D (in polar coordinates), Ψ sends (a, (r, θ)) to

the zero set in S3

(4.2)

{
(x1, x2, α) ∈ S3 |a0 + a1x1 + a2x2 + a3x3 + a4x4

+ a5

[
x1x2 + ρ(a, x)

(
r cos(θ + 2α) + (1− r) cos 3α

)]
= 0
}
.

Here, ρ : RP5 × S3 → [0, 1] is a cut-off function determined below. We fix a non-increasing cut-off
function ζ ∈ C∞(R) such that ζ|R≤1/2

= 1, ζ|R≥1
= 0, and then define ρ as follows:

(I) For every [a0 : a1 : ... : a4 : 1] ∈ RP5 with a21 + a22 < 1, let

ρ(a, x) := ζ

64 · (x1 + a2)
2 + (x2 + a1)

2(
1− a21 − a22

)2
 ζ

(
a23 + a24 + (a0 − a1a2)

2

δ
(
a21 + a22

) )
δ
(
a21 + a22

)
(4.3)

where δ ∈ C∞([0,∞)) is 0 on [1,+∞), and positive but very small on [0, 1). Equivalently,
for every a ∈ RP5 with a5 ̸= 0 and a21 + a22 < a25,

ρ(a, x) := ζ

64a25 ·
(a5x1 + a2)

2 + (a5x2 + a1)
2(

a25 − a21 − a22
)2

 ζ

(
(a23 + a24)a

2
5 + (a0a5 − a1a2)

2

a45 δ
(
(a21 + a22)/a

2
5

) )
δ

(
a21 + a22

a25

)(4.4)

(II) Otherwise, set ρ(a, x) = 0.

Remark 4.1. As mentioned in §1.1.2, the family Ψ should be viewed as a desingularization of the
RP5-family Φ5 given by

Φ5(a) := {a0 + a1x1 + a2x2 + a3x3 + a4x4 + a5x1x2 = 0} ⊂ S3,

such that only finitely many desingularities are left. Namely, for any a ∈ RP5 in the set

Asing := {[a1a2 : a1 : a2 : 0 : 0 : 1] ∈ RP5 : a21 + a22 < 1},
Φ5(a) = {(x1 + a2)(x2 + a1) = 0} contains the singular circle C(a1, a2) := {x1 = −a2, x2 = −a1}.
The feature of the above ρ is that:

• When a ∈ RP5 is near Asing, the function ρ(a, ·) : S3 → R is a bump function supported
near the circle C(a1, a2).
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• When a is away from Asing, the function ρ(a, ·) ≡ 0.

Theorem 4.2. With the functions δ, ζ appropriately chosen, (4.2) gives a Simon–Smith family

Ψ : RP5 × D → S≤2(S
3)

with the following properties.

(1) For every (a, z) ∈ RP5 × D, if ρ(a, ·) : S3 → R is the constant zero function, then Ψ(a, z)
has genus 0.

(2) Ψ|RP5×∂D is of genus ≤ 1.

We shall prove this theorem in §5.

4.2. Symmetry group of genus 2 Lawson surface. While the Lawson surface ξ2,1 does not
actually appear in the family Ψ, we remark that the element Ψ([0 : ... : 0 : 1], 0) in fact has the
same symmetry as ξ2,1, 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 ξ2,1 associated to a 4-segment partition of the great circle C and a 6-segment

partition of the complementary orthogonal great circle C⊥ = {x1 = x2 = 0}∩S3 has an orientation-
preserving symmetry group G of order 24. By [KW22, Lemma 3.11 (ii)], G = GC = D24 ⊂ SO(4),
generated by 2 group elements g1 and g2 satisfying the relations

(4.5) (g1)
12 = (g2)

2 = (g2g1)
2 = id .

Hence, the space of genus 2 Lawson surfaces is

{R(ξ2,1) : R ∈ SO(4)} ∼= SO(4)/⟨g1, g2⟩ .
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 ξ2,1, we shall use on C⊥ (resp. C)
the partition whose endpoints contain (0, 0, cos(π/6), sin(π/6)) (resp. (0, 1, 0, 0)).

Since R4 can be identified with the quaternion space H via (x1, x2, x3, x4) 7→ x1+ ix2+jx3+kx3,
we will henceforth express the group G in quaternion coordinates. Let S3 ⊂ H denote the unit
quaternion group, and each element (q1, q2) ∈ S3 × S3 acts on S3 ⊂ R4 isometrically by

(4.6) (q1, q2) : R4 → R4, p 7→ q1pq
−1
2 .2

The induced group homomorphism S3×S3 → SO(4) is a double cover. Let Ĝ denote the subgroup
of S3 × S3 generated by

ĝ1 :=
(
ei5π/12, e−iπ/12

)
, ĝ2 := (j,−j) .

It can be checked that Ĝ is the dicyclic group Q48 of order 48. Note that the kernel of the above
double cover map is {±(1, 1)} ⊂ Ĝ.

Under the group homomorphism induced by (4.6), ĝ1 and ĝ2 are mapped to some elements g1
and g2 in SO(4), and we let G < SO(4) be the subgroup generated by g1 and g2, which must be
of order 24 by the previous paragraph. Then g1 corresponds to a rotation in R4 by π/2 in the
x1x2-plane and by π/3 in the x3x4-plane, as

(4.7)

g1(x1 + ix2 + jx3 + kx4)

= ei5π/12
(
(x1 + ix2) + (x3 + ix4)j

)
eiπ/12

= eiπ/2(x1 + ix2) + eiπ/3(x3 + ix4)j ,

= (−x2 + ix1) +

((
x3 cos

π

3
− x4 sin

π

3

)
+

(
x3 sin

π

3
+ x4 cos

π

3

)
i

)
j ;

2The expression q1pq
−1
2 (as opposed to q−1

1 pq2) is compatible with the left SO(4)-action on R4.
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g2 corresponds to a reflection about the 2-plane {x1 = x3 = 0}, as

(4.8)
g2(x1 + ix2 + jx3 + kx4) = j

(
(x1 + ix2) + (x3 + ix4)j

)
(−j)−1

= (−x1 + ix2) + (−x3 + ix4)j .

In particular, on S3 ⊂ R4 and under the (x1, x2, α) coordinate, the above actions are:

(4.9) g1(x1, x2, α) = (−x2, x1, α+ π/3), g2(x1, x2, α) = (−x1, x2, π − α) ,

which preserve the orientation of S3.
Using (4.9), we can check that g1 and g2 satisfy the relations (4.5), so G is the dihedral group

D24 of order 24. Since g1 and g2 preserve ξ2,1, and the orientation preserving symmetry group of
ξ2,1 is of order 24 [KW22, Lemma 3.11 (ii)], G is indeed this group.

4.3. A 13-parameter family Ξ. First, we define a 13-parameter Simon–Smith family Ξ̄ : RP5 ×
D× SO(4) → S≤2(S

3) by

(4.10) Ξ̄(a, z,R) := R ·Ψ(a, z),

where Ψ is the 7-parameter family defined in the previous subsection, and R ·Ψ(a, z) denotes the
image of Ψ(a, z) ⊂ S3 under the rotation R ∈ SO(4) acting from the left.

Then, we define a left G-action σ on RP5 × D by3:
(4.11)

σ(g−1
1 ) : ([a0 : · · · : a5], z) 7→ ([a0 : a2 : −a1 : a3 cos

π

3
+ a4 sin

π

3
,−a3 sin

π

3
+ a4 cos

π

3
,−a5], e

−iπ/3z),

σ(g−1
2 ) : ([a0 : · · · : a5], z) 7→ ([a0 : −a1 : a2 : −a3 : a4 : −a5],−z̄).

Since G < SO(4), this induces a right G-action on RP5 × D× SO(4) by:

(4.12) (a, z,R) · g = (σ(g−1)(a, z), R · g) .

Remark 4.3. The right quotient X := (RP5 × D × SO(4))/G is the same as the total space
SO(4)×σ Y of the associated bundle to SO(4) → SO(4)/G with fiber Y; See Notation 7.3.

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

ρ([a0 : a1 : · · · : a5], g1x)

= ρ([a0 : a2 : −a1 : a3 cos
π

3
+ a4 sin

π

3
,−a3 sin

π

3
+ a4 cos

π

3
: −a5], x) ,

(4.13)

and

(4.14) ρ([a0 : a1 : · · · : a5], g2x) = ρ([a0 : −a1 : a2 : −a3 : a4 : −a5], x) .

Proposition 4.4. For each g ∈ G and each (a, z,R) ∈ RP5 × D× SO(4),

Ξ̄((a, z,R) · g) = Ξ̄(a, z,R) .

In other words, the family Ξ̄ 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 R4 from the left would be important for the proof.

Hence, letting

X := (RP5 × D× SO(4))/G ,

Ξ̄ induces a well-defined 13-parameter Simon–Smith family

Ξ : X → S≤2, (a, z,R) ·G 7→ Ξ̄(a, z,R) .

3We show the form of σ(g−1
i ) instead of σ(gi), for convenience in later calculation.



AN ENUMERATIVE MIN-MAX THEOREM FOR MINIMAL SURFACES 13

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×D×SO(4) → SO(4) is G-equivarient, it naturally
descends to fiber bundles

RP5 × D ↪→ X π−→ B and RP5 × ∂D ↪→ ∂X π−→ B.

By § 4.2, we can also write B = (S3 × S3)/Ĝ. Let Π̂1 : S3 × S3 → S3 ⊂ H be the projection map

onto the first factor. Hence, Π̂1(ĝ1) = ei5π/12 and Π̂1(ĝ2) = j, so Π̂1(Ĝ) is also isomorphic to Q48.

Lemma 4.5. The projection map Π̂1 induces a well-defined map

Π1 : B → S3/Π̂1(Ĝ), (q1, q2) · Ĝ 7→ q1 · Π̂1(Ĝ) .

Moreover, this yields a trivial S3-bundle S3 ↪→ B
Π1−−→ S3/Π̂1(Ĝ).

We postpone this topological proof to §6.1.
By the previous lemma, B ∼= S3/Q48×S3. Now, note the universal cover X̃ of X is S5×D×S3×S3.

Let G̃ := Z2 ⊕ Ĝ ∼= Z2 ⊕Q48, which is generated by

g̃0 := (1, 0) , g̃1 := (0, ĝ1) , g̃2 := (0, ĝ2) .

We define a right G̃-action on X̃ as follows: For every (a, z,q) ∈ S5 × D× (S3 × S3),

(4.15)

(a, z,q) · g̃0 := ((−a0,−a1,−a2,−a3,−a4,−a5), z,q),

(a, z,q) · g̃1 := ((a0, a2,−a1, a3 cos
π

3
+ a4 sin

π

3
, −a3 sin

π

3
+ a4 cos

π

3
,−a5), e

−iπ
3 z,qĝ1),

(a, z,q) · g̃2 := ((a0,−a1, a2,−a3, a4,−a5) ,−z̄,qĝ2),

where for any q = (q1, q2), the product (q1, q2)ĝi refers to a componentwise quaternionic mul-

tiplication. It is straightforward to check that this G̃-action on X̃ descends to the G-action on

RP5×D×SO(4). Hence, G̃ acts on X̃ freely, and X = X̃/G̃. This implies that π1(X ) = G̃ = Z2⊕Q48

and H1(X ;Z2) = Z2 ⊕ Z2 ⊕ Z2.
In summary, we have:

X̃ dmn(Ξ̄) X

S3 × S3 B = (S3 × S3)/Q48

S3 S3/Q48

G̃=Z2×Q48

G=D24

π

Ĝ=Q48

Π̂1 Π1

Π̂1(Ĝ)=Q48

We now fix a base point x̃0 ∈ X̃ :

(4.16) x̃0 := ((0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1), 0, (1, 0, 0, 0), (1, 0, 0, 0)) .

Then the generators g̃0, g̃1, and g̃2 can be viewed as elements in π1(X ), and thus they induce three
elements c0, c1, and c2 in H1(X ;Z2) respectively. From now on, we will always use Z2-coefficients,
unless specified otherwise. We define three cohomology classes λ, α ∈ H1(X ) and β ∈ H3(X ):

• Let λ := c∗0 + c∗1 + c∗2 ∈ H1(X ), where {c∗0, c∗1, c∗2} ⊂ H1(X ) ∼= Hom(H1(X );Z2) is the dual
basis of {c0, c1, c2} ⊂ H1(X ).

• Let α := c∗1 + c∗2 ∈ H1(X ).
• Fix some p ∈ S3, and let B0 := S3/Q48 × {p} ⊂ S3/Q48 × S3 ∼= B. Let β be the pullback
π∗(βB), where βB ∈ H3(B) is the Poincaré dual of [B0] ∈ H3(B).
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Denote the 2-dimensional disc

(4.17) D̃0 := (0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1)× D× (1, 0, 0, 0)× (1, 0, 0, 0) ⊂ X̃ ,

and let D0 ⊂ X be its image under the quotient map X̃ → X . Below is an important topological
feature of X .

Theorem 4.6. In H2(X , ∂X ), [X ] ⌢ (λ5 ⌣ α3 ⌣ β) = [D0].

Here, ⌣ is the cup product in H∗(X ), and ⌢ is the relative cap product for (X , ∂X ). The proof
is postponed to §6.2.

Now, let us record some crucial features of the family Ξ.

Theorem 4.7. By appropriately choosing the functions δ, ζ in the definition (4.4) for the cut-off
function ρ, the Simon–Smith family Ξ : X → S≤2(S

3) satisfies the following.

(1) For any x ∈
(
{ρ = 0} × D× SO(4)

)
/G ⊂ X , Ξ(x) has genus 0.

(2) For any x ∈ ∂X , Ξ(x) has genus ≤ 1.
(3) For any 1-cycle C ⊂ X such that α([C]) ̸= 0 and Ξ|C maps into S2(S

3), Ξ|C is a 1-sweepout
in the Almgren-Pitts sense.

(4) For any 5-cycle C ⊂ X such that λ5([C]) ̸= 0, Ξ|C is a 5-sweepout.
(5) For any closed 1-subcomplex C homologous to ∂D0 in ∂X , if Ξ|C maps into S1(S

3) then
Ξ|C is “homologically non-trivial in S1(S

3)” in the following sense. There does not exist a
Simon–Smith family Φ : W → S1(S

3), where W is a pure simplicial 2-complex, such that
(i) ∂W = C and (ii) Φ|∂W = Ψ|C .

We postpone the proof to §7. It will be checked in the proof that in item (1) the set defined by
ρ = 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 (S3,g) be the 3-sphere of positive Ricci
curvature given in Theorem 1.3. Let X0 ⊂ X be the preimage of B0 := S3/Q48×{p} ⊂ B under the
bundle projection π : X → B, and α0 ∈ H1(X0) be the restriction α|X0 . Clearly, ∂X0 = X0 ∩ ∂X .

Theorem 1.3 would follow immediately from applying Theorem 1.1, to the 10-dimensional family
Ξ0 := Ξ|X0

: (X0, ∂X0) → S≤2(S
3), with p = 3 and λ1 = λ2 = λ3 = α0. Thus, it now suffices to

verify the two assumptions in Theorem 1.1.
We first verify assumption (2) of Theorem 1.1. Let S ⊂ M be any smooth embedded genus g

surface. Pick any 1-cycle C ⊂ X0 such that α0([C]) ̸= 0. We let r > 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 Ξ|C
maps into S2(S

3). Then by Theorem 4.7 (3), Ξ|C must be a 1-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, ∂Y ) ⊂ (X0, ∂X0) be an arbitrary relative 7-subcomplex
such that

(4.18) [Y ] = [X ] ⌢ (α0)
3 ∈ H7(X0, ∂X0).

By (4.18) and Theorem 4.6, we have

[Y ] ⌢ λ5 = [X ] ⌢ λ5 ⌢ α3 ⌢ β = [D0] ∈ H2(X , ∂X ) .

Suppose by contradiction that there exists a deformation via pinch-off processes,

(4.19) H : [0, 1]× Y → S≤2(S
3) ,

where H(0, ·) = Ξ|Y , and Ξ′ := H(1, ·) maps into S≤1(S
3). For k = 0, 1, let Zk := {x ∈ Y :

g(Ξ′(y)) = k}. We can derive a contradiction by finding a relative 2-subcomplex (D, ∂D) ⊂
(Z1, Z1 ∩ ∂X ) such that [∂D] = [∂D0] ∈ H1(∂X ). Indeed, with such a D, we can concatenate
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H|[0,1]×∂D and Ξ′|D along Ξ′|∂D to obtain a family Φ. In this construction, the boundary of the
domain of Φ is {0} × ∂D, on which Φ agrees with Ξ|∂D, contradicting Theorem 4.7 (5).

Using [CLW26, Proposition 2.23], we take a subcomplex Z̃0 ⊂ Y slightly larger than Z0 such that
Ξ|

Z̃0
can also be deformed via pinch-off processes to become a map into S0(S

3). Now, recall that

there does not exist a Simon–Smith family in S0(S
3) that is 5-sweepout in the Almgren-Pitts sense:

This was proven in [CL24, §3.5]. Hence, Ξ|
Z̃0

cannot be a 5-sweepout, and therefore, by Theorem

4.7 (4), λ5|
Z̃0

= 0. Now, we apply Lemma 3.4 with

• Let X := X , A := ∅. Slightly thickened ∂X to make it open, and let B be that.
• p := 7, q := 5, C := Y . ω := λ5,

• W1 := int(Z̃0), W2 := Z1.

Note that the assumptions Lemma 3.4 are satisfied, and so we immediately obtain some relative
2-subcomplex (D, ∂D) ⊂ (Z1, Z1 ∩ ∂X ) for which, when viewed in H2(X , ∂X ), [D] = [D0]. In
particular, [∂D] = [∂D0] in H1(∂X ), as desired. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.3.

5. Properties of the family Ψ

In this section, we specify the cut-off functions ρ, ζ, δ in the definition of family Ψ 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

{x ∈ S3 : a0 + a1x1 + a2x2 + a3x3 + a4x4 + a5x1x2 = 0} .
This corresponds to an RP5-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 S1, 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 ρ, ζ, δ in §5.3 and discuss the basic properties
of the family Ψ 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 S3. First, we view S3 as the set of points x ∈ R4 of
unit distance to the origin. Let C ⊂ S3 be the great circle {x ∈ S3 : x3 = x4 = 0}. We parametrize
S3 by

D× S1 → S3, (x, α) 7→ (x1, x2, ς(x) cosα, ς(x) sinα) ,(5.1)

where ς(x) :=
√

1− x21 − x22, D is the closed unit disk in R2, and S1 := R/2πZ. For later reference
in this section, we also let Dκ(b) be the closed disc of radius κ centered at b. Recall that (4.1) is a
diffeomorphism from int(D)× S1 to S3 \ C, and it is a smooth S1 fiber bundle when restricted to
∂D× S1, mapping {z} × S1 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(Ψ) = RP5 × D.

5.1. The canonical RP5 family. We first consider the RP5 family: for every a = [a0 : a1 : a2 :
a3 : a4 : a5], define

Φ̃5(a) := {x ∈ R4 : a0 + a1x1 + a2x2 + a3x3 + a4x4 + a5x1x2 = 0} ⊂ R4 ;(5.2)

Φ5(a) := S3 ∩ Φ̃5(a) ⊂ S3 .(5.3)

Note that Φ̃5(a) is either the union of two orthogonal hyperplanes (in which case a = [a1a2 : a1 :
a2 : 0 : 0 : 1]), or an empty set (in which case a = [1 : 0 : 0 : 0 : 0 : 0]) or a smooth hypersurface in

R4. And Φ̃5(a) varies smoothly in a in their regular parts. We say that Φ̃5(a) is transverse to S3

at x ∈ S3 ∩ Φ̃5(a) if x is a regular point of Φ̃5(a) and the tangent spaces TxS
3 and TxΦ̃5(a) span

R4.
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It is easy to check that Φ5 gives a 5-sweepout in the Almgren-Pitts setting, but it is not a
Simon–Smith family. However, we still have genus bound when Φ5(a) does not contain a singular
curve:

Lemma 5.1. Let

Asing := {[a1a2 : a1 : a2 : 0 : 0 : 1] ∈ RP5 : a21 + a22 < 1} ,
Then,

(i) for every a ∈ Asing, Φ5(a) is the union of two round (but not necessarily equatorial) spheres
that intersect transversely along the circle {x ∈ S3 : x1 = −a2, x2 = −a1};

(ii) for a dense subset of a ∈ RP5 \Asing, Φ̃5(a) is transverse to S3, and hence Φ5(a) is smooth;

(iii) for every a ∈ RP5 \ Asing, Φ̃5(a) is transverse to S3 at all but at most 9 points; and
g(Φ5(a)) = 0.

Proof. (i) follows by noticing that when a ∈ Asing, Φ̃5(a) = {(x1+ a2)(x2+ a1) = 0} is the union of
two orthogonal hyperplanes {x1 = −a2} and {x2 = −a1} whose intersection transversely intersects
S3 along the circle described in (i).

To prove (ii) and (iii), consider an arbitrary a ∈ RP5\Asing. If a5 = 0, then Φ̃5(a) is either empty
or an affine hyperplane in R4, hence (iii) holds for such a; if not, then we write a = [a0 : · · · : a4 : 1].
If a0 = a1a2 and a3 = a4 = 0, then by a /∈ Asing, we have a21 + a22 ≥ 1, hence Φ5(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,

Φ̃5(a) = {x ∈ R4 : (x1 + a2)(x2 + a1) + (a3x3 + a4x4) + a0 − a1a2 = 0} .
where (a3, a4, a0 − a1a2) ̸= (0, 0, 0). Hence there exists R ∈ SO(4), b ∈ R4 and λ > 0 such that

η(Φ̃5(a)) =

{
{x ∈ R4 : x1x2 = 1}, if (a3, a4) = (0, 0) ,

{x ∈ R4 : x1x2 = x3}, if (a3, a4) ̸= (0, 0) ;

where η(x) = ηR,b,λ(x) := λ · Rx+ b is a diffeomorphism of R4. Also notice that η(S3) = ∂B4
λ(b),

hence η(Φ5(a)) = (P ×R)∩ ∂B4
λ(b), where P is the smooth surface described in Lemma 5.2 below.

Write b = (b̆, b4) ∈ R3 × R, ϱb̆(x̆) := |x̆ − b̆|2 is a function on R3. Notice that P × R intersects

non-transversely with ∂B4
λ(b) at x = (x̆, x4) if and only if x4 = b4 and b̆− x̆ ⊥ Tx̆P , i.e. ϱb̆(x̆) = λ2

and x̆ is a critical point of ϱb̆|P . Also notice that if λ2 is a regular value of ϱb̆|P , then the smooth

surface (P × R) ∩ ∂B4
λ(b) is homeomorphic to the following. Consider the smooth surface with

boundary P ∩ B3
λ(b̆), take two copies of it, and glue them together along their boundaries: Let us

call the resulting surface (without boundary) the double of P ∩B3
λ(b̆) .

Therefore, (ii) follows by Sard Theorem, as the regular value of ϱb̆|P is dense; (iii) follows from

Lemma 5.2 below, where the genus control is immediate when the intersection of Φ̃5(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 Φ5(aj) guaranteed
by (ii) and the lower-semi-continuity of genus g under C∞

loc convergence away from finitely many
points. □

Lemma 5.2. Let P be one of the following two smooth surfaces in R3

{x ∈ R3 : x1x2 = 1} , {x ∈ R3 : x1x2 = x3} .
Then for every b ∈ R3, let ϱb(x) := |x− b|2, we have,

(a) ϱb|P has at most 9 critical points;

(b) if r2 is a regular value of ϱb|P , then B3
r (b)∩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 ∈ R3 : x1x2 = x3}, the other surface can be treated
in a similar (actually even simpler) way.

For every x ∈ P , x is a critical point of ϱb|P if and only if 2(x1− b1, x2− b2, x3− b3) = ∇ϱb(x) ⊥
TxP , which is equivalent to {

x1 − b1 = −x2(x3 − b3) ,

x2 − b2 = −x1(x3 − b3) .
(5.4)

When (x3 − b3)
2 ̸= 1, (5.4) has solution

x1 =
b1 − b2(x3 − b3)

1− (x3 − b3)2
, x2 =

b2 − b1(x3 − b3)

1− (x3 − b3)2

Plugging back to the defining equation x1x2 = x3 for P gives a 5-th order polynomial equation in
x3, so there are at most 5 solutions for (x1, x2, x3).

When x3 − b3 = ±1, by (5.4), x1 ± x2 = b1 = ±b2 . Combining with x1x2 = x3 = b3 ± 1 gives at
most 4 solutions for (x1, x2, x3). In summary, there are at most 5+ 4 = 9 solutions x to x ∈ P and
∇ϱb ⊥ TxP , which proves (a).

To prove (b), we can first take a smooth perturbation of ϱb|P to get a Morse function ϱ̄ ∈ C∞(P )

such that spt(ϱ̄−ϱb|P ) is compact and that ϱ̄−1(R≤r2) is diffeomorphic to ϱ−1
b (R≤r2)∩P = B3

r (b)∩P .
Also, since the second fundamental form AP of P is everywhere indefinite,

∇2(ϱb|P ) = ∇2ϱb + (∇⊥ϱb) ·AP = 2 idT∗P + (∇⊥ϱb) ·AP

has at least 1 strictly positive eigenvalue everywhere on P . Thus we can further require the smooth
perturbation ϱ̄ to have no local maximum, i.e. every critical point of ϱ̄ has Morse index 0 or 1.
Therefore, the first betti number function λ 7→ dimH1(ϱ̄

−1(R≤λ)) is monotone non-decreasing in

regular value λ of ϱ̄. When λ ≫ 1, ϱ̄−1(R≤λ) = ϱ−1
b (R≤λ) ∩ P = B3√

λ
(b) ∩ P is a single disk, so we

conclude that

dimH1(B3
r (b) ∩ P ) = dimH1(ϱ̄

−1(R≤r2)) = 0 .

Also, since P is a graph over the x1x2-plane and hence diffeomorphic to R2, as a compact subdomain
with first betti number 0, B3

r (b) ∩ P is diffeomorphic to a finite disjoint union of disks. □

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∞(S1;R), let α ∈ f−1(0). Define the order of f at α to be

ordf (α) := sup{l ∈ Z≥1 : f(α) = f (1)(α) = · · · = f (l−1)(α) = 0} .

Also for E ⊂ S1, let

ord(f ;E) :=
∑

α∈f−1(0)∩E

ordf (α) ;

and we may omit E if E = S1.

Lemma 5.3. For N ∈ N+, f ∈ C∞(S1) and α ∈ f−1(0) with ordf (α) ≤ N , suppose that a sequence

fj ∈ C∞(S1) CN -converges to f as j → ∞, and U1 ⊃ U2 ⊃ ... are closed intervals containing α
that shrink to α as j → ∞. Then for all j ≫ 1, ord(fj ;Uj) ≤ ordf (α).

Proof. Notice that by the intermediate value theorem, any closed interval U ⊂ S1 ended by two
zeros of f contains a zero of f ′ in its interior. Hence, inductively, we have,

ord(f ;U) ≤ ord(f (1);U) + 1 ≤ · · · ≤ ord(f (N);U) +N .
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Suppose now for contradiction ord(fj ;Uj) > ordf (α) =: N ′ for infinitely many j. Then after
passing to a subsequence, for every j, and every k ≤ N ′,

ord(f
(k)
j , Uj) ≥ ord(fj , Uj)− k > 0 ,

i.e. there exists αj,k ∈ Uj such that f
(k)
j (αj,k) = 0. For j → ∞, we get αj,k → α and f (k)(α) = 0

for all 0 ≤ k ≤ N ′. This forces ordf (α) ≥ N ′ + 1, which gives a contradiction. □

Associated to each f ∈ C∞(S1;R) with 0 < ord(f) < +∞, we define:

Z(f) :=
∑

α∈f−1(0)

ordf (α) · α ;(5.5)

Z−(f) :=
∑

α∈µ({f<0})

α+
∑

α∈f−1(0)

1

2

(
ordf (α)− nf (α)

)
· α .(5.6)

Here, when given a disjoint union J of intervals on S1, µ(J) denotes the set consisting of the
midpoint of each connected component of J ; and nf (α) ∈ {0, 1, 2} denotes the number of connected
components of {f < 0} whose closure contains α. Note that since α, µ(I) ∈ S1 = R/2πZ and
ordf (α) − nf (α) is always even, we have Z(f),Z−(f) also take value in S1 = R/2πZ. When
ord(f) = 0, we set as a convention that Z(f) = Z−(f) := 0 mod 2π.

Lemma 5.4. For every f ∈ C∞(S1;R) with ord(f) < +∞, we have Z(f) = 2Z−(f) in S1.
Moreover, if fj ∈ C∞(S1,R) such that fj → f∞ in Cn and ord(fj) = ord(f∞) = n < +∞ for all
j ≥ 1, then Z−(fj) → Z−(f∞).

Proof. The first assertion follows directly from the definition and that for an open interval I ⊂ S1

with end points α−, α+, we have 2µ(I) = α− + α+ in S1.
To prove the second assertion, notice that we can view each α ∈ f−1(0) with ordf (α)−nf (α) > 0

as (ordf (α)− nf (α))/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 fj → f∞, then the zeros of f∞ must be the limits of the zeros of fj . In particular,
the corresponding (possibly degenerate) intervals in {fj ≤ 0} vary continuously under convergence.
Z−(fj) → Z−(f∞) thus follows from this. □

For every integer k > 0, a trigonometric polynomial of degree k is a function on S1 of the form

T (α) := b0 + b1 cos(α+ θ1) + · · ·+ bk cos(kα+ θk) ,(5.7)

where bj ∈ R, bk ̸= 0, and θj ∈ R/2πZ. (We use the convention that the zero function has degree
−1.) We let

∥T∥ :=
(
b20 + b21 + · · ·+ b2k

)1/2
,

and let Tk 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 ∈ Tk, ord(T ) ≤ 2k. Furthermore, if T has the form (5.7) and
ord(T ) = 2k, then bk ̸= 0, Z(T ) = −2θk and

Z−(T ) =

{
−θk + kπ, if bk > 0 ;

−θk + (k + 1)π, if bk < 0 .

Proof. By induction, without loss of generality, we can assume that T has the form (5.7) where
bk ̸= 0. By possibly replacing (bk, θk) by (−bk, θk − π) and multiplying T by a positive constant
(which does not change Z−(T )), we can even assume that bk = 1.
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Notice that α ∈ T−1(0) if and only if z := eiα is a root, with multiplicity ordT (α), of the following
polynomial:

qT (z) := zk
(
b0 +

b1
2
(eiθ1z + e−iθ1z−1) + · · ·+ 1

2
(eiθkzk + e−iθkz−k)

)
.

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

Moreover, if ord(T ) = 2k, then all roots of qT are sitting on the unit circle, and eiZ(T ) is the
product of all roots of qT , which is equal to qT (0) divided by the leading coefficient of qT . Hence,

eiZ(T ) = e−2iθk , and then Z(T ) = −2θk, which yields by Lemma 5.4 that Z−(T ) ∈ {−θk,−θk +π}.
To determine Z−(T ) precisely, notice that any trigonometric polynomial of form

T (α) = b0 + b1 cos(α+ θ1) + · · ·+ bk−1 cos((k − 1)α+ θk−1) + cos(kα+ θk)(5.8)

with order 2k is uniquely determined by its zeros and θk. More precisely, if α1, . . . , α2k ∈ R/2πZ
are the zeros of the above T (counting the orders) such that

∑
αj = −2θk, then

qT (z) =
eiθk

2
(z − eiα1)(z − eiα2) · · · (z − eiα2k)

and therefore

T (α) = e−ikα qT (e
iα) =

1

2
ei(−kα+θk)(eiα − eiα1)(eiα − eiα2) · · · (eiα − eiα2k) .

Also, any αj and θk as above give a trigonometric polynomial of the form (5.8) with order 2k.

Therefore, the space T top
k of trigonometric polynomial of form (5.8) with order 2k is path connected

(and clearly contains cos(kα + θk)). Moreover by Lemma 5.4, T 7→ Z−(T ) is continuous on T top
k ,

hence combined with the fact that Z−(T ) ∈ {−θk,−θk + π}, we see that

Z−(T ) = Z−(cos(kα+ θk)) = −θk + kπ .

□

Corollary 5.6. For every integer k > 0 and ε1 > 0, there exists δ1(k, ε1) > 0 with the following
property. For any T ∈ Tk in the form (5.7), and any f ∈ C∞(S1) such that

∥f − T∥C2k ≤ δ1∥T∥ ,
we have ord(f) ≤ 2k; and if in fact ord(f) = 2k and bk > 0, then distS1(Z−(f),−θk + kπ) ≤ ε1.

Proof. We may argue by contradiction and apply Lemma 5.4 and 5.5. □

Lemma 5.7. For every b = (b1, b2) ∈ D and κ > 0 such that |b| + 2κ < 1, there exists δ2(κ) ∈
(0, κ/4) with the following property.

Suppose F ∈ C∞(D× S1;R) and x ∈ C∞(S1;Dκ/4(b)) satisfy the following:

(a) Σ := F−1(0) agrees with Φ5(a) (see section 5.1) in (D \Dκ(b))×S1 for some a = [a0 : a1 :
a2 : a3 : a4 : 1] ∈ RP5 with

|a0 − a1a2|+ |a1 + b2|+ |a2 + b1|+ |a3|+ |a4| < δ2 ;

(b) f(α) := F (x(α), α) has ord(f) < +∞;
(c) in Dκ(b)× S1, ∇xF (x, α) = 0 if and only if x = x(α); and∣∣∣∣∣∇2

xF −
[
0 1
1 0

]∣∣∣∣∣ < δ2 .

Then

(1) Under the parametrization (5.1), Σ is a smooth surface in S3 with isolated singularities in
{(x(α), α) : α ∈ f−1(0), ordf (α) ≥ 2}.
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(2) For every α ∈ S1,

F (·, α)

{
> 0 on {x(α) + (t, t) ∈ D : 0 ̸= t ∈ R} , if f(α) ≥ 0 ;

< 0 on {x(α) + (t,−t) ∈ D : 0 ̸= t ∈ R} , if f(α) ≤ 0 ;

(3) the genus of Σ satisfies

g(Σ) ≤ max

{
0,

1

2
#{α ∈ f−1(0) : ordf (α) is odd} − 1

}
.

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

Figure 2. An example of the surface Σ: It shows a portion of a surface Σ near the
circle {x1 = −b2, x2 = −b1} ⊂ S3, which is represented by the z-axis in the figure,
parametrized by α. Those α satisfying F (x(α), α) = 0 correspond to the points on
the surface with horizontal tangent planes.

Proof. To prove (1), by (a) and assuming δ2 ≪ 1, Σ = Φ5(a) is smooth outside Dκ(b)× S1. Hence
it suffices to show that for every (x, α) ∈ Σ ∩Dκ(b)× S1,

∇F (x, α) = 0 ⇔ x = x(α) and ordf (α) ≥ 2 .(5.9)

To see this, note that by (c), ∇xF (x, α) = 0 if and only if x = x(α); while by definition of f ,

f ′(α) = ∇xF (x(α), α) · x′(α) + ∂αF (x(α), α) = ∂αF (x(α), α) .

Combining these proves (5.9).
To prove (2), for 0 ̸= v = (v1, v2) ∈ R2 such that x(α) + v ∈ Dκ(b), let h(t) := F (x(α) + tv, α).

Note that by (b) and (c),

h(0) = f(α) , h′(0) = 0 , |h′′(t)− 2v1v2| ≤ δ2|v|2 .

Hence ±h′′(t) > 0 if v = (t,±t). Combined this with the fact

F (x(α) + v) = f(α) +

∫ 1

0
(1− t)h′′(t) dt

proves (2) in Dκ(b). Moreover, by (a) (assuming δ2 ≪ 1) and a compactness argument, in (D \
Dκ(b))×S1 we know Σ = Φ5(a) does not intersect {(x(α)+(t,±t), α) ∈ D×S1 : 0 ̸= t ∈ R, α ∈ S1},
so the sign of F (·, α) on the corresponding line segments are not changing outside Dκ(b).

To prove (3), we first further assume that every zero of f has order 1 (hence Σ is smooth
everywhere by (1)). Consider the Killing vector field ∂α on D× S1 (which is also a Killing vector
field on the round S3 under parametrization (5.1)). For (x◦, α◦) ∈ Dκ(b)× S1 ∩ Σ, the orthogonal
projection ∂Σ

α of ∂α onto TΣ is zero at (x◦, α◦) if and only if ∇F (x◦, α◦) and ∂α are parallel,
or equivalently, ∇xF (x◦, α◦) = 0, which is equivalent to x◦ = x(α◦) (and α◦ ∈ f−1(0)) by (c).



AN ENUMERATIVE MIN-MAX THEOREM FOR MINIMAL SURFACES 21

Moreover, near such (x◦, α◦), viewing α as a single valued function onD×S1, we have ∂Σ
α = ∇(α|Σ).

And if we set ∂α|(x◦,α◦) = c◦∇F (x◦, α◦) for some nonzero constant c◦ ∈ R, then at (x◦, α◦),

∇2(α|Σ) = ∇2α|TΣ⊗TΣ + A⃗Σ · ∂α = c◦A⃗Σ · ∇F (x◦, α◦)

= c◦(∇2(F |Σ)−∇2F (x◦, α◦)|TΣ⊗TΣ)

= −c◦∇2
xF (x◦, α◦)

is indefinite and nondegenerate by (c) if δ2 is chosen small enough. Hence, the Poincaré-Hopf index
of the vector field ∂Σ

α at its zero (x◦, α◦) is −1.
On the other hand, set â := [a1a2 : a1 : a2 : 0 : 0 : 1] ∈ Asing. By (a) with δ2 chosen even

smaller, Σ is isotopic to some smooth surface Σ′ which agrees with Σ in Dκ(b) × S1, agrees with

Φ5(â) outside D2κ(b)×S1, and such that ∂Σ′
α is nonzero on (D2κ(b) \Dκ/2(b))×S1. In particular,

each zero of ∂Σ′
α is either

• one of {(x(α◦), α◦) : α◦ ∈ f−1(0)}, each of which has Poincaré-Hopf index −1; or

• one of zeros of ∂
Φ5(â)
α , whose index sum is equal to 2χ(S2) = 4 by Poincaré-Hopf theorem.

Therefore, applying Poincaré-Hopf theorem to ∂Σ′
α we find

χ(Σ) = χ(Σ′) = 4 + (−1) ·#f−1(0) .

Then (3) follows from the fact that Σ′ has at most two connected components, and is connected
when f−1(0) ̸= ∅.

Finally, when f has zeros of higher order, let Zev and Zod be the set of zeros of f with even order
and odd order respectively. We can construct another smooth function h ∈ C∞(S1) such that

• h−1(0) = Zod and each zero of h has order 1;
• fh ≥ 0 everywhere on S1.

Then, let ξ ∈ C∞
c (Dκ(b), [0, 1]) be a cut-off such that ξ|Dκ/2(b) = 1, we can consider

Fϵ(x, α) := F (x, α) + ϵξ(x)h(α) .

It is easy to check that when 0 < ϵ ≪ 1, Fϵ also satisfies (a)-(c) with f replaced by fϵ := f + ϵh.
By the construction above, fϵ only has zeros of order 1, and f−1

ϵ (0) = Zod. Therefore, as F−1
ϵ (0)

locally smoothly converges to Σ in the regular part, we have

g(Σ) ≤ lim inf
ϵ↘0

g(F−1
ϵ (0)) = max

{
0,

1

2
#Zod − 1

}
.

□

5.3. Construction of Ψ. Recall that D denotes the closed 2-dimensional unit disc in the second
factor of dmn(Ψ) = RP5×D. We will often use polar coordinate z = reiθ for D, and we parametrize
S3 by (4.1). Under this parametrization, the family Ψ : RP5 × D → S(S3) takes the form

Ψ(a, z) :=

{
Φ5(a) , if a5 = 0 ;

{(x, α) ∈ D× S1 : Fa,z(x, α) = 0} , if a5 ̸= 0
(5.10)

where for (a, z) ∈ (RP5 × D) ∩ {a5 ̸= 0} (recall ς(x) :=
√

1− x21 − x22),

Fa,z(x, α) := a−1
5

(
a0 + a1x1 + a2x2 + ς(x)(a3 cosα+ a4 sinα)

+ a5

[
x1x2 + ρ(a, x)

(
r cos(θ + 2α) + (1− r) cos(3α)

)])
.

(5.11)

Recall that the cut-off function ρ : RP5 × S3 → [0, 1] is chosen as in (4.4):
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(I) When a = [a0 : a1 : a2 : a3 : a4 : a5] ∈ RP5 with a21 + a22 < a25, let

ρ(a, x) := ζ

64a25 ·
(a5x1 + a2)

2 + (a5x2 + a1)
2(

a25 − a21 − a22
)2

 ζ

(
(a23 + a24)a

2
5 + (a0a5 − a1a2)

2

a45 δ
(
(a21 + a22)/a

2
5

) )
δ

(
a21 + a22

a25

)

where ζ ∈ C∞(R) is a fixed non-increasing cut-off such that ζ|R≤1/2
= 1, ζ|R≥1

= 0;

δ ∈ C∞(R; [0, 1]) is 0 outside (−1, 1), positive and very small in (−1, 1), to be specified in
Lemma 5.9 below.

(II) When a ∈ RP5 does not take the form above, we set ρ(a, x) = 0.

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

(i) ρ is a well-defined continuous function on RP5 × S3 and is C∞ in x variable.
(ii) For a ∈ RP5 that is not in a small neighborhood of Asing, ρ(a, ·) ≡ 0, hence (under the

parametrization (4.1)) by Lemma 5.1, Ψ(a, z) = Φ5(a) is a surface with at most 9 singular
points and genus 0.

(iii) When ρ(a, x) ̸= 0 and a5 = 1,

(x1 + a2)
2 + (x2 + a1)

2 ≤ 1

64
(1− a21 − a22)

2 <
1

16

(
1−

√
a21 + a22

)2

,

hence |x| ≤ (1+3
√

a21 + a22 )/4 < 1. As a consequence, Ψ(a, z) agrees with Φ5(a) in a small
neighborhood of ∂D × S1 (whose image under parametrzation (4.1) is a neighborhood of
C in S3). We shall establish the smoothness of Ψ(a, z) away from at most 3 points in the
interior of D× S1, which then implies the regularity of Ψ(a, z) in the whole S3.

(iv) When a ∈ Asing, ρ(a, x) = δ(a21 + a22) is a nonzero constant for (x, α) close to the singular
circle of Φ5(a). Heuristically, this means Ψ(a, z) is a desingularization of Φ5(a) using some
trigonometric polynomials in α variable, whose number of zeros bounds the genus of Ψ(a, z)
as in Lemma 5.7.

Lemma 5.9. There exists some function δ ∈ C∞(R), which vanishes outside (−1, 1) and is positive
and small enough in (−1, 1), such that Ψ(a, z) and Fa,z (defined at the beginning of this subsection)

satisfy the following 4 . For every a = [a0 : a1 : · · · : a4 : 1] ∈ RP5 with ρ(a, ·) not constantly zero,

if we let κ(a) := (1−
√
a21 + a22)/4, then we have:

(a) There is a unique xa ∈ C∞(S1;Dκ(a)/4(−a2,−a1)) so that for (x, α) ∈ Dκ(a)(−a2,−a1)×S1,

∇xFa,z(x, α) = 0 , ⇔ x = xa(α) .

And for some constant C = C(a21 + a22) > 0 we have,

|xa(α)− (−a2,−a1)| ≤ C · (|a3|+ |a4|)

(b) Let fa,z ∈ C∞(S1) be given by fa,z(α) := Fa,z(xa(α), α). Then

#f−1
a,z (0) ≤

{
4 , if |z| = 1 ;

6 , if |z| < 1 .

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

distS1(Z−(fa,z),−θ) ≤ 1000−1 .

4a5 is set to be 1, so the domains {±Fa,z > 0} are well-defined for such a.
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(c) For every z ∈ D, Ψ(a, z) is a smooth surface in S3 away from at most 3 points, with the
genus estimate

g(Ψ(a, z)) ≤

{
1 , if |z| = 1 ;

2 , if |z| < 1 .

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

Proof of Lemma 5.9. To prove (a), in the following Λi > 1 will be absolute constants changing from
line to line, and C(a21 + a22) > 0 also changes from line to line. Recall that

Fa,z(x, α) = (x1 + a2)(x2 + a1) + (a0 − a1a2) + ς(x)(a3 cosα+ a4 sinα)

+ ρ(a, x)(r cos(θ + 2α) + (1− r) cos(3α))

where ρ(a, ·) is constant for x ∈ Dκ(a)/4(−a2,−a1), ρ(a, ·) = 0 for x /∈ Dκ(a)(−a2,−a1) and in
general,

|∇xρ| ≤ Λ1(1− a21 − a22)
−2 · δ(a21 + a22) .

Also since ρ(a, ·) ̸= 0, we have

a23 + a24 + (a0 − a1a2)
2 ≤ δ(a21 + a22) .(5.12)

And in Dκ(a)(−a2,−a1),

|ς|+ |∇ς|+ |∇2ς| ≤ Λ2 κ(a)−4 .

Hence, in Dκ(a)(−a2,−a1) \Dκ(a)/4(−a2,−a1),

∇xFa,z(x, α) = (x2 + a1, x1 + a2) +O
(
|a3|+ |a4|+ δ(a21 + a22)

)
κ(a)−4

= (x2 + a1, x1 + a2) +O
(
δ(a21 + a22)

1/2
)
κ(a)−4

̸= 0

as long as δ(a21 + a22) ≤ Λ−1
3 κ(a)10. While in Dκ(a)/4(−a2,−a1),

∇xFa,z(x, α) = (x2 + a1, x1 + a2) + (a3 cosα+ a4 sinα)∇ς(x) ;

∇xFa,z(−a2,−a1, α) = O(|a3|+ |a4|)κ(a)−4 = O(δ(a21 + a22)
1/2)κ(a)−4 ;

∇2
xFa,z(x, α) =

[
0 1
1 0

]
+O(|a3|+ |a4|)κ(a)−4 .(5.13)

Hence consider

ϖ : (y1, y2) 7→ −
[
0 1
1 0

]
∇xFa,z(−a2 + y1,−a1 + y2, α) + (y1, y2)

By taking δ(a21 + a22) ≤ Λ−1
4 κ(a)10, we can see that ϖ has small Lipschitz constant and is a

contraction map from Dκ(a)/4 to itself, and by the Banach fixed-point theorem, it has a unique
fixed point (which corresponds to zero of ∇xFa,z) with length no more than

|ϖ(0, 0)|+ ∥∇ϖ∥C0(Dκ(a)/4)
≤ C(a21 + a22)(|a3|+ |a4|) .

This finishes the proof of (a). Moreover, since ∇xFa,z(xa(α), α) = 0, by chain rule we have,

∥xa − (−a2,−a1)∥C6(S1) ≤ C(a21 + a22)(|a3|+ |a4|) .(5.14)
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To prove (b), notice that

Ta,z(α) := Fa,z(−a2,−a1, α)

= (a0 − a1a2) + ς(−a2,−a1)(a3 cosα+ a4 sinα)

+ ρ(a, (−a2,−a1))(r cos(θ + 2α) + (1− r) cos(3α))

is a trigonometric polynomial of degree ≤ 3 for every (a, z), and it is of degree 2 if z ∈ ∂D. And
since ρ(a, ·) is a constant in Dκ(a)/4,

fa,z(α)− Ta,z(α) = (xa(α)1 + a2)(xa(α)2 + a1)

+ (ς(xa(α))− ς(−a2,−a1))(a3 cosα+ a4 sinα) .

Therefore

∥fa,z − Ta,z∥C6(S1) ≤ C(a21 + a22)
(
∥xa − (−a2,−a1)∥2C6(S1)

+ (|a3|+ |a4|)∥xa − (−a2,−a1)∥C6(S1)

)
≤ C(a21 + a22)(|a3|+ |a4|)2

≤ C̄(a21 + a22)(|a3|+ |a4|)∥Ta,z∥ .

Hence by taking δ(a21 + a22) ≪ 1 such that C̄(a21 + a22)(|a3| + |a4|) ≤ δ1(3, 1000
−1) from Corollary

5.6, (b) follows directly by Corollary 5.6.
To prove (c), by (5.12) and (5.13), we can further assume δ(a21 + a22) to be small such that

assumptions (a)-(c) of Lemma 5.7 hold for Fa,z, (−a2,−a1), κ(a), xa in place of F, b, κ, x
therein. Hence, (c) follows immediately from (b) proved above together with Lemma 5.7 (1) and
(3). □

Proof of Theorem 4.2. The construction of Ψ has been carried out above with the choice of δ fixed
by Lemma 5.9. The assertion that Ψ 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. □

5.4. Symmetry of Ξ̄ and Ψ. In this section, we prove Proposition 4.4. Recall that in (5.10),
Ψ(a, z) is defined using Φ5(a) in (5.3) when a5 = 0, and using Fa,z in (5.11) when a5 ̸= 0:

Fa,reiθ(x, α) := a−1
5

(
a0 + a1x1 + a2x2 + a3x3 + a4x4

+ a5

[
x1x2 + ρ(a, x)

(
r cos(θ + 2α) + (1− r) cos 3α

)] )
.

(5.15)

Therefore, Proposition 4.4 is a direct consequence of the following lemma.

Lemma 5.10. Recall the left-G action σ on RP5 × D is defined in (4.11). For i ∈ {1, 2}, we have

Fσ(g−1
i )(a,z)(p) = −Fa,z(gi · p), ∀ (a, z) ∈ {a5 ̸= 0} × D, ∀ p ∈ S3 ,

where the G-action on S3 was given in (4.9). In particular, the 7-parameter family Ψ : Y → S≤2(S
3)

is G-equivariant, where the G-action on S≤2(S
3) is induced by (4.9).
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Proof. For g1, we have

Fa,z(g1 · p) = a−1
5 (a0 + a1(−x2) + a2x1 +

(
a3 a4

)(cos π
3 − sin π

3
sin π

3 cos π
3

)(
x3
x4

)
+ a5

[
(−x2)x1 + ρ(a, g1 · x)

(
r cos(θ + 2(α+ π/3)) + (1− r) cos 3(α+ π/3)

)]
)

= a−1
5 (a0 + a2x1 + (−a1)x2 +

(
a3 cos

π

3
+ a4 sin

π

3

)
x3 +

(
−a3 sin

π

3
+ a4 cos

π

3

)
x4

+ (−a5)
[
x1x2 + ρ(g−1

1 · a, x)
(
r cos((θ − π/3) + 2α) + (1− r) cos 3α

)]
)

= −Fσ(g−1
1 )(a,z)(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−1

i ·a involves an obvious abuse of notation: It refers to the G-action on RP5 induced
by (4.13) and (4.14). Similarly, by (4.8), (4.9), (4.14), and (4.11),

Fa,z(g2 · p) = a−1
5 (a0 + a1(−x1) + a2x2 + a3(−x3) + a4x4

+ a5

[
(−x1)x2 + ρ(a, g2 · x)

(
r cos(θ + 2(π − α)) + (1− r) cos 3(π − α)

)]
)

= a−1
5 (a0 + (−a1)x1 + a2x2 + (−a3)x3 + a4x4

+ (−a5)
[
x1x2 + ρ(g−1

2 · a, x)
(
r cos((π − θ) + 2α) + (1− r) cos 3α

)]
)

= −Fσ(g−1
2 )(a,z)(p) .

□

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

Π1 : B = (S3 × S3)/Ĝ → S3/Π̂1(Ĝ), (q1, q2) · Ĝ 7→ q1 · Π̂1(Ĝ) ,

is clearly well-defined, where (q1, q2) · Ĝ and q1 · Π̂1(Ĝ) denote the left cosets. This gives a principal
S3-bundle via the fiberwise right action

τ : ((S3 × S3)/Ĝ)× S3 → (S3 × S3)/Ĝ,

((q1, q2) · Ĝ, q′) 7→ (q1, q
′−1q2) · Ĝ

Since the base of this bundle has dimension 3, by the obstruction theory, it admits a smooth global
section s : S3/Π̂1(Ĝ) → (S3×S3)/Ĝ, i.e., π ◦s = idS3/Π̂1(Ĝ). Alternatively, we extend (S3×S3)/Ĝ to

a real vector bundle V over S3/Π̂1(Ĝ) of rank 4, in which (S3×S3)/Ĝ ⊂ V is the unit sphere bundle.
By a perturbation of the zero section, there exists a section s̃ of V transverse to the zero section
s̃0 in V, and thus, doesn’t intersect s̃0 by counting dimensions; in other words, s̃ is nonvanishing
everywhere. Then s := s̃/|̃s| is a global section of (S3 × S3)/Ĝ.

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

S3 × (S3/Π̂1(Ĝ)) → (S3 × S3)/Ĝ, (q′, q · Π̂1(Ĝ)) 7→ τ(s(q · Π̂1(Ĝ)), q′) .
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6.2. Proof of Theorem 4.6. Recall that X = X̃/G̃, where X̃ := S5 ×D× S3 × S3, parametrized

by (a, z, z1+z2j, w1+w2j), and G̃ = Z2×Q48, with generators g̃0, g̃1, and g̃2 acting on X̃ by (4.15).
Here, we view S3 ⊂ C2 as the group of unit quaternions, and write any point (w1, w2) ∈ C2 as the
quaternion w1 + w2j.

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

We first construct G̃-equivarient functions on X̃ , concentrating on its first S3 factor.

Lemma 6.1. Let ϵ := 2026−1. Define v1, v2, v3 ∈ C∞(X̃ ,R) (that only depend on (z1, z2)) by

v1 := Re(z121 − z122 ) , v2 := Im(z121 − z122 ) , v3 := Re
(
eiϵπ(z1z

13
2 + z131 z2)

)
.

Then they satisfy the following:

(i) For each ℓ ∈ {1, 2, 3},

−vℓ(pg̃0) = vℓ(pg̃1) = vℓ(pg̃2) = −vℓ(p), ∀ p ∈ X̃ .

(ii) {v1 = v2 = v3 = 0} = S5 × D× Zα3 × S3, where Zα3 ⊂ S3 consists of 48× 7 points;

(iii) At each p ∈ {v1 = v2 = v3 = 0}, {∇v1(p),∇v2(p),∇v3(p)} are linear independent in TpX̃ 3.

Proof. Note that by (4.15) and the definitions of ĝ1, ĝ2 in §4.2,

(z1 + z2j, w1 + w2j)ĝ1 = (z1e
i5π/12 + (z2e

−i5π/12)j, w1e
−iπ/12 + (w2e

iπ/12)j) ;

(z1 + z2j, w1 + w2j)ĝ2 = (−z2 + z1j, 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, z2) = v2(z1, z2) = 0 is equivalent to z122 = z121 , and since

|z1|2 + |z2|2 = 1, this is to say, z1 = 2−1/2eiθ and z2 = 2−1/2ei(θ+lπ/6), for some l ∈ {0, 1, . . . 11}.
For each such l, plugging this into v3 = 0 yields

0 = 2Re(eiϵπz131 z2) = 2−6Re(ei(14θ+ϵπ+lπ/6)) ;

which has 28 solutions for θ mod2π for each l. Therefore, {v1 = v2 = v3} consists of 12×28 = 48×7
points in S3. We denote them by

Zα3 =

{
2−1/2(eiθ, ei(θ+lπ/6)) : 14θ + (ϵ+

l

6
)π = (

1

2
+m)π, l ∈ {0, . . . , 11}, m ∈ {0, . . . , 27}

}
.

(6.1)

To prove (iii), first note that each vℓ naturally extends to a homogeneous polynomial Vℓ on
C2 = R4. Hence at every p ∈ {v1 = v2 = v3 = 0}, p · ∇R4Vℓ(p) = 0 and hence ∇R4Vℓ(p) = ∇vℓ(p).
By Lemma D.1, it suffices to verify that at p, ∂z(z

12
1 − z122 ) and ∂z(z1z

13
2 + z131 z2) are C-linearly

independent in C2. A direct calculation proves this. □

Another class of G̃-equivarient functions comes from S5 × S3 directions.

Lemma 6.2. Define f0, . . . , f4 ∈ C∞(X̃ ,R) by

f0 = a0 , f1 + if2 = (z̄61 + z62)(a1 + ia2) , f3 + if4 = (z̄41 + z42)(a3 + ia4) .

They satisfy the following properties:

(i) For every p ∈ X̃ , 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ 4 and 0 ≤ m ≤ 2, fℓ(pg̃m) = ϕℓ(g̃m)fℓ(p) for some ϕℓ(g̃m) ∈ {±1}
determined by the following list,

ϕ0 ϕ1 ϕ2 ϕ3 ϕ4

g̃0 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1
g̃1 1 −1 −1 1 1
g̃2 1 −1 1 −1 1
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(ii) For every (z1, z2) ∈ Zα3 from Lemma 6.1,

{a ∈ S5 : fℓ(a, z, z1 + z2j, w1 + w2j) = 0, ∀ 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ 4} = {(0, 0, 0, 0, 0,±1)}
and at each point in this set, {∇S5fℓ}0≤ℓ≤4 are linearly independent.

Proof. Similar to Lemma 6.1, (i) follows by a straightforward verification. To prove (ii), notice
that for fixed (z1, z2), fℓ are restrictions on S5 of linear functions on R6 that are independent of
a5-variable. Thus, it suffices to show that

(z̄61 + z62) ̸= 0, (z̄41 + z42) ̸= 0

for every (z1, z2) ∈ Zα3 from Lemma 6.1. This also follows from a direct calculation using (6.1). □

Proof of Theorem 4.6. We apply Corollary C.2 to v1, v2, v3, f0, . . . , f4 ∈ C∞(X̃ ). 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, v2, v3
are all c∗1 + c∗2 = α, while the cohomology class corresponding to fℓ has form c∗0 + d∗ℓ for some
d∗ℓ ∈ span{c∗1, c∗2}. Thus, Corollary C.2 yields that the Poincaré dual of (⌣4

ℓ=0 (c∗0 + d∗ℓ )) ⌣ α3 ∈
H8(X ,Z2) is

Z := {v1 = v2 = v3 = f0 = · · · = f4 = 0}/G̃ = ({(0, . . . , 0,±1)} × D× Zα3 × S3)/G̃ ⊂ X .

Also recall that π : X → B := (S3×S3)/Ĝ, (a, z, z1+ z2j, w1+w2j) · G̃ 7→ (z1+ z2j, w1+w2j) · Ĝ
is a fiber bundle; while by Lemma 4.5, Π1 : B → S3/Π̂1(Ĝ), (q1, q2) · Ĝ 7→ q1 · Π̂(Ĝ) is a trivial
S3-bundle, and β = π∗βB where βB ∈ H3(B,Z2) is the Poincaré dual of a section B0 of the fiber

bundle Π1. Set B̂0 be the inverse image of B0 under S3 × S3 → B. Thus, the Ponicaré dual of
(⌣4

ℓ=0 (c
∗
0 + d∗ℓ )) ⌣ α3 ⌣ β ∈ H11(X ,Z2) is

Z ∩ π−1(B0) =
(
{(0, . . . , 0,±1)} × D× (Zα3 × S3 ∩ B̂0)

)
/G̃ ,

which consists of (2× 48× 7)/(#G̃) = 7 copies of D in the fibers of π : X → B, each homologous
to D0 defined above Theorem 4.6. Therefore, we have

[X ] ⌢
(
(⌣4

ℓ=0 (c
∗
0 + d∗ℓ )) ⌣ α3 ⌣ β

)
= 7[D0] = [D0] , in H2(X , ∂X ;Z2) .

Finally, we claim that (⌣4
ℓ=0 (c∗0 + d∗ℓ )) ⌣ α3 ⌣ β = λ5 ⌣ α3 ⌣ β in H11(X ,Z2), and this will

complete the proof of Theorem 4.6. To see this, notice that by definition λ = c∗0 + c∗1 + c∗2, and
there exist c∗1,B, c

∗
2,B ∈ H1(B,Z2) such that π∗c∗l,B = c∗l , l = 1, 2. Thus, α3 ⌣ β = π∗(α3

B ⌣ βB)

and there are some dℓ,B ∈ H1(B,Z2) such that

(⌣4
ℓ=0 (c

∗
0 + d∗ℓ )) ⌣ α3 ⌣ β = (⌣4

ℓ=0 (λ+ π∗dℓ,B)) ⌣ π∗(α3
B ⌣ βB) = λ5 ⌣ π∗(α3

B ⌣ βB) ,

where the last equality follows from that dℓ,B ⌣ (α3
B ⌣ βB) = 0 for every ℓ, since dimB = 6 < 7.

This finishes the proof of the claim. □

7. Properties of the family Ξ

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 Ξ|C maps into S2(S

3), we know by (1) that C must lie in the subset ({ρ ̸=
0}×D×SO(4))/D24. Thus, [C] ∈ H1(X ) has no c0 component (recall the notation in §4.4). Then,
since α := c∗1 + c∗2, we have [C] = c1 or c2. Now, choose an embedded path σ̄1(t) (resp. σ̄2(t))
in SO(4), with t ∈ [0, 1], that starts at id and ends at the point g1 (resp. g2): See §4.2 for the
definitions of gi ∈ SO(4). Then the path t 7→ ([0 : · · · : 0 : 1], 0, σ̄i(t)) in RP5 ×D×SO(4) descends
to a loop in X , which we denote as σi. Let x0 ∈ X be the image of x̃0 (defined by (4.16)) under the

map X̃ → X . Note, both loops σ1, σ2 are based at x0, and σi induces the class ci ∈ H1(X ).
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Notice Ξ(x0) takes the form {x1x2 + ρ([0 : ... : 0 : 1], x) cos 3α = 0}, which can be readily shown
to be of genus 2 using Lemma 5.7 (3). Then since all members in the loops Ξ|σ1 and Ξ|σ2 are just
rotations of Ξ(x0), they all have genus 2. Thus, recalling that the property of a loop in Z2(S

3;Z2)
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 σ1 or σ2. Hence, it suffices to check that Ξ|σi is a 1-
sweepout for i = 1, 2. That is, if we continuously choose inside and outside regions for Ξ(σi(t)) for
each t, then the inside region for Ξ(σi(0)) should coincide with the outside region of Ξ(σi(1)). To
see this, recall that as in (4.10), (5.10) and (5.11),

Ξ(σi(t)) = σ̄i(t) ·Ψ([0 : · · · : 1], 0) = ∂
(
σ̄i(t)({F[0:···:1],0 > 0})

)
= ∂{F[0:···:1],0 ◦ σ̄i(t) > 0} .

Hence t 7→ Ωi(t) = {F[0:···:1],0 ◦ σ̄i(t) > 0} is a continuous family of regions bounded by Ξ|σi . But
by Lemma 5.10 and (4.11),

F[0:···:1],0 ◦ σ̄i(1) = F[0:···:1],0 ◦ gi = −Fσ(g−1
i )([0:···:1],0) = −F[0:···:1],0 ◦ σ̄i(0) .

Therefore, Ωi(1) = int(S3\Ωi(0)). This shows that Ξ|σi is an Almgren-Pitts 1-sweepout for i = 1, 2.
For (4), it suffices to prove that λ := c∗0 + c∗1 + c∗2 is equal to Ξ∗(λ̄), where λ̄ is the generator of

the cohomology ring of the cycle space, H∗(Z2(S
3;Z2);Z2). Hence, since c0, c1, c2 generate H1(X ),

it suffices to show that for each i, if C ⊂ X is some loop representing ci, then Ξ|C is a 1-sweepout.
For c0, we pick the loop that lies in the fiber X|[id] ∼= RP5 × D and is given by

C = {[a0 : a1 : 0 : ... : 0] : a20 + a21 = 1} × {0}.

Then Ξ|C is the family {x ∈ S3 : a0 + a1x1 = 0}, which is clearly a 1-sweepout. Moreover, the
cases of c1 and c2 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 S3. Let L := βH
+ ⊔βH

− ⊂ S3

be the standard Hopf link in S3, which consists of two great circles

βH
+ := {(x1, x2, 0, 0) : x21 + x22 = 1}, βH

− := {(0, 0, x3, x4) : x23 + x24 = 1} .

Denote E(L, S3) := Diff(S3)/Diff(S3, L), where Diff(S3, L) denotes the subgroup of all diffeomor-
phisms ϕ ∈ Diff(S3) such that ϕ(L) = L (see Appendix E.1 for a discussion on the topology of
E(L, S3)). Without causing confusion, we can viewed each element of E(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 Ě(L, S3).

Next, let U ⊂ S1(S
3) be the set of all elements S ∈ S1(S

3) that are unknotted in the following
sense: Let Ω,Ω′ ⊂ S3 be the two open regions with topological boundary S (such that Ω ⊔ Ω′ =
S3\S). Then there exist smooth embedded loops α ⊂ Ω and β ⊂ Ω′ that form a Hopf link. In this
case, we say that S bounds the Hopf link α ∪ β. The following fact will be helpful, and its proof is
included in Appendix E.2.

Proposition 7.1. Let Φ : [0, 1] → S1(S
3) be a Simon–Smith family such that Φ(0) ∈ U . Then

Φ(t) ∈ U for every t ∈ [0, 1].

The key to Theorem 4.7 (5) is the following proposition. Let ∂1X := {y ∈ ∂X : g(Ξ(y)) = 1}.

Proposition 7.2. There exists a continuous map Υ : ∂1X → E(L, S3) with the following properties.

(i) For every y ∈ ∂1X , Ξ(y) ∈ U and Υ(y) is a Hopf link bounded by Ξ(y).
(ii) Υ∗[∂D0] ̸= 0 in H1(E(L, S3),Z2) (recall (4.17) regarding D0).
(iii) If ϑ ∈ H1(∂1X ,Z2) is such that ι∗ϑ = 0 in H1(∂X ,Z2), where ι : ∂1X ↪→ ∂X is the natural

inclusion, then Υ∗ϑ = 0 in H1(E(L, S3),Z2).
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Assuming this proposition, we can finish the proof of Theorem 4.7 (5) easily: Suppose C ⊂ ∂X
is a closed 1-subcomplex homologous to ∂D0 in ∂X and (since C is mapped into S1(S

3) by Ξ)
C ⊂ ∂1X . Then by Proposition 7.2, we have

Υ∗[C] = Υ∗[∂D0] ̸= 0 , in H1(E(L, S3),Z2) .(7.1)

Now, we suppose for contradiction that there exists a Simon–Smith family Φ : W → S1(S
3) for

some pure simplicial 2-complex W such that ∂W = C and Φ|∂W = Ξ|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 Φ(W ) only consists of unknotted elements, so that Φ(W ) ⊂ U ⊂ S1(S

3). Then,
in fact, Υ|∂W can be extended to a continuous map Ῡ : W → E(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 E(L, S3). Thus, Υ∗[C] = Υ∗[∂W ] = 0 in H1(E(L, S3),Z2), 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 Υ will be constructed
first along ∂1Y := (RP5 × ∂D) ∩Ψ−1(S1(S

3)), and then extended to ∂1X 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 τ̄ and ÛConf4(τ), and some maps between them:

(7.2)

∂X τ̄

∂1X ÛConf4(τ) E(L, S3)

Θτ

Mτ Υ′
τ

ι Pτ

All these spaces, except for E(L, S3), are fiber bundles over B := SO(4)/D24, 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.

• (Pτ )∗ : H1(ÛConf4(τ);Z2) → H1(τ̄ ;Z2) is injective (Lemma 7.6).
• Θτ ◦ ι ≃ Pτ ◦Mτ as maps ∂1X → τ̄ (Lemma 7.10), where ≃ means the two maps concerned
are homotopic.

• Υ′
τ ◦Mτ ≃ Υ as maps ∂1X → E(L, S3) (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 ⊂ 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 R4).

Notation 7.3. If η : G → Diff(F ) is a left action of G on a manifold F , we write SO(4)×η F :=
(SO(4)× F )/G, where the right G-action on SO(4)× F is given by,

(R, v) · g := (Rg, η(g)−1v), ∀ g ∈ G .

This gives a fiber bundle over B := SO(4)/G with fiber F with total space SO(4) ×η 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)×η F represented by (R, v) ∈ SO(4)× F .

7.1. Configuration space. We start by introducing some terminology related to the configuration
space of S1 := R/2πZ. Define the unordered configuration space of 4 points in S1 by

UConf4(S
1) := {Z ⊂ S1 : #Z = 4} .

It is better for us to work with the space ÛConf4(S
1), which would be its double cover, that consists

of all triples (Z;µ+, µ−) with the following properties:

• Z ∈ UConf4(S
1), and µ+ and µ− ⊂ S1 both consist of 2 points;
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• µ+ ∩ µ− = ∅, µ+ ∪ µ− contains the midpoint of each of the 4 connected components of
S1 \ Z;

• for i ∈ {±}, the two points in µi lie on 2 non-adjacent connected components of S1 \ Z.

Clearly, from the definition, (Z;µ+, µ−) 7→ Z gives a double cover ÛConf4(S
1) → UConf4(S

1). We

endow a topology on ÛConf4(S
1) by this cover.

Remark 7.4. It is well-known that the UConfn(S
1) is homeomorphic to an open (n − 1)-ball

bundle over S1 [Mor67], where the projection map UConfn(S
1) → S1 is given by summing the n

points (recall S1 := R/2πZ).

Lemma 7.5. For any (Z;µ+, µ−) ∈ ÛConf4(S
1),
∑

µ+ = π +
∑

µ−.

Here
∑

A denotes the sum of the elements in A ⊂ S1, which is a well-defined element in S1.

Proof. It follows from definition that 2
∑

µ+ = 2
∑

µ−, so
∑

µ+ =
∑

µ− or π +
∑

µ−. Then,

using the path-connected of ÛConf4(S
1) explained in Remark 7.4 and a continuity argument, it

suffices to check
∑

µ+ = π +
∑

µ− for any one choice of (Z;µ+, µ−), which is a trivial task. □

We shall consider the left G-action ϱ on S1 generated by

ϱ(g1) : α 7→ α+ π/3 , ϱ(g2) : α 7→ π − α .(7.3)

It induces a G-action on ÛConf4(S
1) generated by

ϱ̂(gi) : (Z;µ+, µ−) 7→
(
ϱ(gi)(Z); ϱ(gi)(µ

−), ϱ(gi)(µ
+)
)
, i ∈ {1, 2} .(7.4)

It is easy to check that this is a well-defined G-action on ÛConf4(S
1). We shall also let ϱ̄ be the

left G-action on S1 generated by

ϱ̄(g1) : α 7→ α− π/3 , ϱ̄(g2) : α 7→ π − α .(7.5)

Then, define the following bundles over B:

τ := SO(4)×ϱ S
1 , τ̄ := SO(4)×ϱ̄ S

1 , ÛConf4(τ) := SO(4)×ϱ̂ ÛConf4(S
1) .

Lemma 7.6. The map

P◦ : ÛConf4(S
1) → S1, (Z;µ+, µ−) 7→

∑
µ− ,(7.6)

is G-equivarient (note the sum is well-defined modulo 2π), where G acts on the left hand side by ϱ̂,
and on the right hand side by ϱ̄.

Thus it induces a well-defined map

Pτ : ÛConf4(τ) → τ̄ , (R, (Z;µ+, µ−)) ·G 7→ (R,P◦(Z;µ+, µ−)) ·G .(7.7)

Moreover, (Pτ )∗ : H1(ÛConf4(τ),Z2) → H1(τ̄ ,Z2) is injective.

Proof. The G-equivarience of P◦ follows by a direct calculation: Note that

P◦ϱ̂(g1)(Z;µ+, µ−) = P◦(Z + π/3;µ− + π/3, µ+ + π/3) = 2π/3 +
∑

µ+,

ϱ̄(g1)P◦(Z;µ+, µ−) = ϱ̄(g1)(
∑

µ−) = −π/3 +
∑

µ−.

By Remark 7.4, these two expressions are the same. For g2, the calculation is analogous. Therefore
the map Pτ is well-defined, and we are left to show the injectivity of (Pτ )∗.
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Here and below, we work with Z2-coefficients. First, consider the diagram.

(7.8)

H1(ÛConf4(S
1)) H1(ÛConf4(τ)) H1(B)

H1(S
1) H1(τ̄) H1(B)

î∗
↪−→

π̂∗

i∗
↪−→

π∗

(P◦)∗ (Pτ )∗ id

Note, by construction we see that ÛConf4(τ) is a ÛConf4(S
1)-bundle over B, so the map î just

denotes an inclusion map into some fixed fiber while π̂ the projection map, and similarly for i and
π. By the G-equivariance of P◦, it is easy to see that the above diagram Moreover, we claim that

(a) ÛConf4(S
1) is path-connected, and (P◦)∗ : H1(ÛConf4(S

1)) → H1(S
1) is bijective.

(b) i∗ : H1(S
1) → H1(τ̄) 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(Pτ )∗, then by

π̂∗a = 0, there exists v ∈ H1(ÛConf4(S
1)) such that î∗v = a. Since i∗ ◦ (P◦)∗v = (Pτ )∗a = 0, by

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

Lemma 7.7. Let F ↪→ E
π−→ B be a fiber bundle such that both B and F are path-connected. Then

the inclusion and the projection induce an exact sequence

H1(F,Z2) → H1(E,Z2) → H1(B,Z2) → 0 .

Proof. Consider the Serre spectral sequence with Z2-coefficents for the fibration. By the five-term
exact sequence [DK01, Corollary 9.14], we have the exact sequence:

H0(B;H1(F )) → H1(E)
π∗−→ H1(B) → 0 .

Moreover, denoting by Fb the fiber at any b ∈ B,

H0(B;H1(F )) ∼= H1(Fb)π1(B) := H1(Fb)/⟨g · x− x|g ∈ π1(B, b), x ∈ H1(Fb)⟩ ;

and the composition of the surjection H1(Fb) → H0(B;H1(F )) with the map H0(B;H1(F )) →
H1(E) is the homomorphism induced by the inclusion Fb ↪→ E. This proves the lemma. □

Now let us prove the two claims.

Proof of (a). The path-connectedness follows easily from Remark 7.4. Let γ ⊂ ÛConf4(S
1) be the

loop that consists of all possible triples (Z;µ+, µ−) where Z is formed by 4 equidistant points on

S1. Note, by the discussion in Remark 7.4, it follows easily that ÛConf4(S
1) can be deformation

retracted onto γ. On the other hand, it is straightforward to check from definition that P◦ ◦ γ
generates H1(S

1). Therefore (P◦)∗ is bijective, as desired.
□

Proof of (b). Consider the subgroup H of Diff((S3 × S3)× R) generated by

h0 : (q, α̃) 7→ (q, α̃+ 2π) , h1 : (q, α̃) 7→ (qĝ−1
1 , α̃− π/3) , h2 : (q, α̃) 7→ (qĝ−1

2 , π − α̃) .

(Recall the definition of ĝi in §4.2.) This yields a natural right action of H on (S3 × S3)× R, and
clearly,

τ̄ = SO(4)×ϱ̄ S
1 := (SO(4)× S1)/(R, v) ∼ (Rg, ϱ̄(g)−1v) = (S3 × S3 × R)/H .

We will check that H acts freely on (S3 × S3)×R and that the abelianization Hab = Z2 ⊕ Z2 ⊕ Z2

with generators induced by h0, h1, h2. Once we have this, we know π1(τ̄) = H, and since h0 clearly
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Figure 3. The cylinder, after suitable boundary identification, is S3. Then the red
pieces form a loop, and so do the blue pieces. Together they form a link of the form
Υ′

◦(Z;µ+, µ−).

represents a loop in a fiber S1 of τ which generates π1(S
1), we would obtain the injectivity of

i∗ : H1(S
1,Z2) → H1(τ̄ ,Z2). First, from definitions, its easy to check that

h241 h40 = id , h121 h20 = h22 , h1h2 = h2h
−1
1 , h0h1 = h1h0 , h0h2 = h2h

−1
0 .

These are all the relations that determineH as the quotient of the free group generated by h0, h1, h2,
since any other relation can be reduced by switching h0, h1, h2 and cancellation to ha0h

b
1h

c
2 = 1 for

some a ∈ Z, 0 ≤ b ≤ 23, c ∈ {0, 1}. But one can directly check from the definition of hi that this
forces a = b = c = 0. Now from the relation, its clear that the map

Hab → Z2 ⊕ Z2 ⊕ Z2 , [h0] 7→ (1, 0, 0), [h1] 7→ (0, 1, 0), [h2] 7→ (0, 0, 1) ,

is a well-defined isomorphism.
Also, a general element in H takes the form ha0h

b
1h

c
2 for some a ∈ Z, 0 ≤ b ≤ 23, c ∈ {0, 1}. If it

has a fix point, then ĝb1ĝ
c
2 has a fixed point on S3 × S3, which forces b = c = 0; and then ha0 has a

fixed point, forcing a = 0. Thus, H acts freely on (S3 × S3)× R. □

This completes the proof of Lemma 7.6. □

7.2. Hopf links through midpoints I: the map Υ′
τ . We are going to define a map Υ̌′

τ from

ÛConf4(S
1) to the space Ě(L, S3) of piecewise smooth Hopf links, and then smoothen it to become

a map Υ′
τ into E(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 E(L, S3) by rotating the Hopf links, and recall G acts on

ÛConf4(S
1) by (7.4).

Lemma 7.8. The following gives a well-defined G-equivarient map:

Υ̌′
◦ : ÛConf4(S

1) → Ě(L, S3) ,

(Z;µ+, µ−) 7→ {(t, t, α) : |t| ≤ 1, α ∈ µ+} ∪ {(t,−t, α) : |t| ≤ 1, α ∈ µ−}
(7.9)

(see Figure 3). As a corollary, it induces a well-defined map

Υ̌′
τ : ÛConf4(τ) → Ě(L, S3), (R, (Z;µ+, µ−)) ·G 7→ R

(
Υ̌′

◦(Z;µ+, µ−)
)
.(7.10)

Proof. By the definition of ϱ̂ and (7.9),

Υ̌′
◦(ϱ̂(g1)(Z;µ+, µ−)) = {(t, t, α) : |t| ≤ 1, α ∈ ϱ(g1)(µ

−)} ∪ {(t,−t, α) : |t| ≤ 1, α ∈ ϱ(g1)(µ
+)},

while using (4.9) we have

g1(Υ̌
′
◦(Z;µ+, µ−)) = {(−t, t, α+ π/3) : |t| ≤ 1, α ∈ µ+} ∪ {(t, t, α+ π/3) : |t| ≤ 1, α ∈ ϱ(g1)(µ

−)},
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and it is easy to see these two expressions are the same. For the action by g2, the verification is
similar. □

Finally, we smoothen all the Hopf links defined by (7.9) in a G-equivarient way to obtain a map

Υ′
τ : ÛConf4(τ) → E(L, S3).

7.3. Configuration determined by zeros. Recall the 7-parameter family Ψ : RP5 × D →
S≤2(S

3) specified in §4.1. Denote Y := RP5 × D. Let ∂1Y ⊂ ∂Y be the subset of y such that
g(Ψ(y)) = 1. Recall that there is a left G-action on Y defined in (4.11) which makes Ψ G-equivarient
(see Lemma 5.10). Note, the sets ∂Y, ∂1Y are both preserved under this action.

Now, recall from §5.4 that for each (a, z) = (a, reiθ) ∈ Y in {a5 ̸= 0} × D ⊂ RP5 × D, we
considered the real function Fa,z on S3 (parametrized by (x, α)) given by

Fa,reiθ(x, α) := a−1
5

(
a0 + a1x1 + a2x2 + a3x3 + a4x4

+ a5

[
x1x2 + ρ(a, x)

(
r cos(θ + 2α) + (1− r) cos 3α

)] )
,

(7.11)

and the zero set of Fa,z defines Ψ(a, z) under (4.2). Note ∂1Y ⊂ {a5 ̸= 0}×∂D. In Lemma 5.9 , for
each (a, z) ∈ Y such that function ρ(a, ·) is not constantly zero, we obtained a map xa ∈ C∞(S1,D)
with the following properties:

•

(7.12) ∇xFa,z(x, α) = 0 ⇔ x = xa(α).

• Consider the map

f : Y ∩ {ρ(a, ·) ̸≡ 0} → C∞(S1), (a, z) 7→
(
fa,z(α) := Fa,z(xa(α), α)

)
.(7.13)

Then, from Lemma 5.9 (c),

∂1Y = {(a, z) ∈ ∂Y : ρ(a, ·) ̸≡ 0, #f−1
a,z (0) = 4} .

Notice ∂1Y is an open subset of ∂Y. This enables us to define a map

M◦ : ∂1Y → ÛConf4(S
1), (a, z) 7→

(
f−1
a,z (0);µ({fa,z > 0}), µ({fa,z < 0})

)
,(7.14)

where for a disjoint union J of open intervals in S1, µ(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 ÛConf4(S
1) by ϱ̂ described in

(7.4), and acts on ∂1Y by σ defined in (4.11). As a corollary, it induces a well-defined map

from ∂1X := SO(4)×σ ∂1Y into ÛConf4(τ):

Mτ : ∂1X → ÛConf4(τ), (R, (a, z)) ·G 7→ (R,M◦(a, z)) ·G .(7.15)

Proof. By Lemma 5.10, for all (a, z) ∈ ∂1Y, for i = 1, 2, we have Fσ(gi)(a,z)(p) = −Fa,z(g
−1
i · p) for

every p ∈ S3. Differentiate this equation with respect to the (x1, x2). Then using the definition
(7.12) of xa and the action (4.9) on S3, we can check that

(7.16) xg1a(α) = g1xa(α− π/3), xg2a(α) = g2xa(π − α).

Note here we abused notation: gia denotes the RP5 component in (4.11), while gi(x1, x2) denotes
the first two components in gi(x1, x2, α) under (4.9). Thus, putting this into the definition (7.13)
of fa,z, we see that

(7.17) fσ(g1)(a,z) = −fa,z(α− π/3), fσ(g2)(a,z) = −fa,z(π − α).
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This implies the zero set f−1
σ(gi)(a,z)

(0) is the image of f−1
(a,z)(0) under gi under the action (7.3), and

that

M◦(σ(gi)(a, z)) =
(
ϱ(gi)(f

−1
a,z (0)); ϱ(gi)(µ({fa,z<0})), ϱ(gi)(µ({fa,z>0}))

)
.

But then according to (7.4) this is exactly ϱ̂(gi)(f
−1
a,z (0);µ({fa,z > 0}), µ({fa,z < 0})). □

Another important fact about fa,z is the following consequence of Lemma 5.9 (b).

Lemma 7.10. The map Θ◦ : ∂Y → S1 given by Θ◦(a, e
iθ) 7→ −θ is G-equivarient, where G acts

on ∂Y by σ and on S1 by ϱ̄. Thus, it induces a well-defined map

Θτ : ∂X → τ̄ , (R, (a, z)) ·G 7→ (R,Θ◦(a, z)) ·G .(7.18)

Moreover,

distS1(P◦ ◦M◦(a, e
iθ),−θ) ≤ 1000−1, ∀ (a, eiθ) ∈ ∂1Y .(7.19)

and hence the maps Θτ ◦ ι and Pτ ◦Mτ : ∂1X → τ̄ are homotopic.

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

Θ◦(g1(a, (r, θ))) = Θ◦(g1a, (r, θ + π/3)) = −(θ + π/3) = ϱ̄(g1)(−θ),

and

Θ◦(g2(a, (r, θ))) = Θ◦(g2a, (r, π − θ)) = −(π − θ) ∼ π − (−θ) = ϱ̄(g2)(−θ),

as desired.
For any (a, z) ∈ ∂1Y (so that Ψ(a, z) has genus 1), we have #f−1

a,z (0) = 4 by Lemma 5.9 (c).
Therefore by Lemma 5.7 (3), every zero of fa,z is of order 1. Hence, the expression ordfa,z(α) −
nfa,z(α) must be zero in the definition (5.6) of Z−. In other words, Z−(fa,z) =

∑
α∈µ({fa,z<0}) α,

which is equal to P◦ ◦ M◦(a, z) by definitions (7.6) and (7.14). Together with Lemma 5.9 (b),
we obtain (7.19), and the fact Θτ ◦ ι ≃ Pτ ◦ Mτ follows as the two maps are pointwise close by
(7.19). □

7.4. Hopf links through midpoints II: the map Υ. Finally, we define a map Υ : ∂1X →
E(L, S3). We will first construct a map Υ̌ : ∂1X → Ě(L, S3), and then smoothen the Hopf links to
obtain Υ. By (2) of Lemma 5.7,

β+
a,z :=

{(
xa(α) + (t, t), α

)
: t ∈ R, α ∈ µ({fa,z > 0})

}
∩ (D× S1)(7.20)

is the union of two line segments contained in {Fa,z > 0}. The picture here is similar to Figure 3,
except that now the four end points of β+

a,z 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 ⊂ S3 (which is the image of
∂D× S1 under the parametrization (5.1)), and form a loop β̄+

a,z ⊂ {Fa,z > 0} ⊂ S3. Similarly,

β−
a,z :=

{(
xa(α) + (t,−t), α

)
: t ∈ R, α ∈ µ({fa,z < 0})

}
∩ (D× S1)

also extends to a loop β̄−
a,z in {Fa,z < 0} ⊂ S3. As a result Ψ(a, z) is unknotted and bounds the

Hopf link β̄+
a,z ∪ β̄−

a,z (we introduced this notion before Proposition 7.1).

Lemma 7.11. Under the notations above, the map Υ̌◦ : ∂1Y → Ě(L, S3) given by (a, z) 7→ β̄+
a,z∪β̄−

a,z

is G-equivarient. Thus, it induces a well-defined map

Υ̌ : ∂1X → E(L, S3) , (R, (a, z)) ·G 7→ R
(
Υ̌◦(a, z)

)
.(7.21)
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Proof. For the action by g1, by (7.16) and (7.17) we have

β+
g1(a,z)

=
{(

xg1(a)(α) + (t, t), α
)
: t ∈ R, α ∈ µ({fg1(a,z) > 0})

}
∩ (D× S1)

=
{(

g1xa(α− π/3) + (t, t), α
)
: t ∈ R, α ∈ µ({α : −fa,z(α− π/3) > 0})

}
∩ (D× S1)

= g1

{(
xa(α) + (t,−t), α

)
: t ∈ R, α ∈ µ({α : fa,z(α) < 0})

}
∩ (D× S1)

and similarly

β−
g1(a,z)

=
{(

xg1(a)(α) + (t,−t), α
)
: t ∈ R, α ∈ µ({fg1(a,z) < 0})

}
∩ (D× S1)

= g1

{(
xa(α) + (−t,−t), α

)
: t ∈ R, α ∈ µ({α : fa,z(α) > 0})

}
∩ (D× S1).

As a result, the set β+
g1(a,z)

∪ β−
g1(a,z)

is equal to g1(β
+
a,z ∪ β−

a,z), so that β̄+
g1(a,z)

∪ β̄−
g1(a,z)

is equal to

g1(β̄
+
a,z ∪ β̄−

a,z). The calculation for the action by g2 is similar, so the G-equivariance follows. □

Hence, we smoothen the Hopf links given by Υ̌ in a G-equivarient way, to define a map Υ :
∂1X → E(L, S3).

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

(i) for every q ∈ ∂1X , Υ(q) is a Hopf link bounded by Ξ(q);
(ii) Υ∗[∂D0] ̸= 0 in H1(E(L, S3),Z2);
(iii) Υ′

τ ◦Mτ and Υ : ∂1X → E(L, S3) are homotopic.

Proof. As for the second paragraph, item (i) follows from the fact that β̄+
a,z ∪ β̄−

a,z is a Hopf link
bounded by Ψ(a, z), which is unknotted. To prove (ii), it suffices to show that the loop Υ◦|∂D0

:
∂D0 → E(L, S3) is homologically trivial in Z2-coefficients. First, we label the two loops in Υ◦|∂D0

as β+ and β−, and orient them both. Now, viewing ∂D0 as [0, 2π] with end points identified, we can
obtain via Υ◦|∂D0 a [0, 2π]-family of labeled, oriented Hopf links, β+(t)∪β−(t). Due to the explicit
description of the topology of E(L, S3) by Boyd-Bregman [BB25] (see Lemma E.1), to prove that
[Υ◦|∂D0 ] = 0 in H1(E(L, S3);Z2), it suffices to show that β+(0) and β+(2π) are the same loop with
opposite orientations.

To show that β+(0) and β+(2π) have opposite orientations, we first recall that the family Ψ|∂D0

is given by the zero sets

{x1x2 + ρ([0 : · · · : 0 : 1], (1, θ)) cos(θ + 2α) = 0} ⊂ S3,

where θ parametrizes ∂D0. 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 β+(t). It can
be easily checked that as θ varies from 0 to 2π, the inside regions of Ψ([0 : ... : 0 : 1], (1, 0)) and
Ψ([0 : ... : 0 : 1], (1, 2π)) (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 π1. As a result,
considering the core loops of the solid tori, we see that β+(0) and β+(2π) necessarily have different
orientations, as desired.

Finally, for item (iii), it suffices to construct a homotopy H : [0, 1] × ∂1Y → Ě(L, S3) such that
H(0, ·) = Υ̌′

◦ ◦M◦, H(1, ·) = Υ̌◦, and H is G-equivariant: After that we can apply smoothening to
conclude Υ′

τ ◦Mτ ≃ Υ. To this end, for each s ∈ [0, 1], we define

β+
a,z(s) :=

{(
sxa(α) + (t, t), α

)
: t ∈ R, α ∈ µ({fa,z > 0})

}
∩ (D× S1)

β−
a,z(s) :=

{(
sxa(α) + (t,−t), α

)
: t ∈ R, α ∈ µ({fa,z < 0})

}
∩ (D× S1),

and then, as in the paragraph containing (7.20), close up β+
a,z(s) ∩ β−

a,z(s) to form a Hopf link

β̄+
a,z(s) ∩ β̄−

a,z(s). Now, define H(s, (a, z)) as this Hopf link. It is clear by definition that H(0, ·) =
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Υ̌′
◦ ◦M◦, H(1, ·) = Υ̌◦, and similar to the above we can check that H is indeed G-equivariant, as

desired. □

7.5. Proof of Proposition 7.2. Item (i) and (ii) were stated in Lemma 7.12 already. As for (iii),
let ϑ ∈ H1(∂1X ,Z2) be such that ι∗ϑ = 0 in H1(∂X ;Z2). Since Θτ ◦ ι ≃ Pτ ◦Mτ by Lemma 7.10,

we know (Pτ ◦ Mτ )∗ϑ = 0. Hence, since (Pτ )∗ : H1(ÛConf4(τ);Z2) → H1(τ̄ ;Z2) is injective by

Lemma 7.6, we in fact know (Mτ )∗ϑ = 0 in H1(ÛConf4(τ);Z2). Finally, since Υ′
τ ◦ Mτ ≃ Υ by

Lemma 7.12, we know that Υ∗ϑ = 0 in H1(E(L, S3),Z2), 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 > g0. For each metric g′ on M , let Ñ≤g1,≤L(M,g′) denote the set of immersed minimal surfaces
obtained as the double cover of those in N≤g1,≤L(M,g′). And we extend (2.1) to

K̃g′ :=
(
O≤g1,≤L(M,g′) ∪N≤g1,≤L(M,g′) ∪ Ñ≤g1,≤L(M,g′)

)
\ Og0,≤L(M,g′) .

Lemma A.1. There exist ε > 0, and some open set U ⊂ S3 of the form U =
⋃

Σ∈Og0,≤L(M,g)B
g
δ (Σ)

for some δ > 0, such that for any metric g′ with ∥g′ − g∥C∞ < ε, no g′-minimal surface in Kg′

(defined in (2.1)) is contained in U .

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that such ϵ and U do not exist. Then, by [Whi87, Theorem 3],
there exist Σ ∈ Og0,≤L(M,g), a sequence gj → g in C∞, and a sequence {Σj ∈ Kgj} such that
in the varifold sense, |Σj | → k|Σ|. Moreover, there is a finite set Z such that Σj converges to Σ

multi-graphically in any compact subset of M \ Z. In addition, we may assume that Σj ∈ K̃gj ,

since each Σ̃j ∈ Ñgj

If k = 1, by Allard’s regularity [All72], Z = ∅ and for sufficiently large j, Σj has the same

diffeomorphic type as Σ, contradicting the definition of K̃gi . Otherwise, k ≥ 2, and by [Sha17,
Claim 5 and Claim 6], Σ is degenerate stable, contradicting the assumption on (M,g). □

Clearly, the lemma also holds with Kg′ replaced by K̃g′ .

Lemma A.2. Fix ε and U from Lemma A.1. There exists ε′ ∈ (0, ε), such that for any metric g′

with ∥g′ − g∥C∞ < ε, if g′|U = g|U , then Og0,≤L(M,g′) = Og0,≤L(M,g).

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that such an ε′ does not exist, and then by [Whi87, Theorem 3]
again, there exist Σ ∈ Kg, a sequence gj → g in C∞ with g′|U = g|U , and a sequence {Σj ∈
Og0,≤L(M,gj)}, such that |Σj | → k|Σ| in the varifold sense.

Following the same argument in the previous proof, if k = 1, then for sufficiently large j, Σj has
the same diffeomorphic type as Σ, a contradiction; otherwise, k ≥ 2 and Σ is degenerate stable,
also a contradiction. □

Fix ε, U , and ε′ from the previous two lemmas. For 3 ≤ q ≤ ∞, we set

Γq := {Cq-metric g′ on M}, Γq
Uc := {g′ ∈ Γq : g′|U = g|U} ,

Mq

Uc,K̃
:= {(g′,Σ′) : g′ ∈ Γq

Uc , Σ′ ∈ K̃g′} .

The topology of Mq

Uc,K̃
is induced by the product topology of the Cq-topology and C2,α-topology

for α ∈ (0, 1).
Following the proof of [CL24, Proposition 6.1, Lemma 6.5] verbatim, we can conclude that for

3 ≤ q < ∞, Mq
Uc,K is a separable Cq−2 Banach manifold and Π : Mq

Uc,K → Γq
Uc is a Cq−2 Fredholm

map with index 0. Let Γq
Uc,bumpy ⊂ Γq

Uc be the subset of regular values of Π. Then g′ ∈ Γq
Uc,bumpy
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if and only if for every (g′,Σ′) ∈ Mq

Uc,K̃
, Σ′ is non-degenerate. In this case, every Σ′ ∈ Kg′ is

strongly non-degenerate. In addition, Γq
Uc,bumpy ∩ Γ∞ is a generic set in Γ∞.

Fix ĝ ∈ Γq
Uc,bumpy ∩ Γ∞ with ∥ĝ − g∥C∞ < ε′ and ĝ ≤ g. Then by the previous arguments,

conclusions (1) and (2) hold. Moreover, since #Kĝ < ∞, there is a neighborhood U ⊂⊂ Γ∞ of ĝ
such that (1) and (2) also hold.

Finally, applying [CL24, Lemma 6.6] to the area of minimal surfaces in Og0,≤L(M, ĝ) and follow-
ing the proof [CL24, Proposition 6.1], we can find g′ near ĝ such that g′ ≤ ĝ 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.

(B.1)

Hp(X,A ∪B) Hq(X,A) Hp−q(X,B)

Hp(C,C ∩ (A ∪B)) Hq(C,C ∩A) Hp−q(C,C ∩B)

Hp(C,C ∩ (A ∪B)) Hq(C,W1 ∩ (A ∪B)) Hp−q(C,W2 ∩ (A ∪B))

Hp(C,C) Hq(C,W1) Hp−q(C,W2)

×

×

||
×

×

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

(C,C ∩A) ↪→ (C,W1 ∩ (A ∪B))

(for the middle arrow in the middle column) and

(C,W2 ∩ (A ∪B)) ↪→ (C,C ∩B)

(for the middle arrow in the right column) are well-defined because W2 ∩ 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] ⌢ ω backward” along this chain of arrows induced
by inclusions

(B.2) Hp−q(W2,W2 ∩B) → Hp−q(C,W2 ∩ (A ∪B)) → Hp−q(C,C ∩B) → Hp−q(X,B).

More precisely, we need to find some element θ ∈ Hp−q(W2,W2 ∩B) whose pushforward under this
three maps is [C] ⌢ ω. Hence, there are three steps.

Step 1: Observe that [C] ⌢ ω has [C] ⌢ ω|C ∈ Hp−q(C,C ∩ B) (in the latter expression we
treat [C] ∈ Hp(C,C ∩ (A ∪B))) as a preimage, using the naturality for the first two rows of (B.1).

Step 2: Then, noting C ∩A = W1∩A ⊂ W1 ⊂ C, we consider the exact sequence for this triple:

(B.3) Hq(C,W1) → Hq(C,C ∩A) → Hq(W1, C ∩A).

Since the pullback ω|W1 of ω under the inclusion (W1,W1 ∩ A) ↪→ (X,A) is zero by assumption,
we know that ω|C gets mapped to zero under the map Hq(C,C ∩ A) → Hq(W1, C ∩ A) (recall
C∩A = W1∩A). Hence, using the exact sequence (B.3), we know that under the map Hq(C,W1) →
Hq(C,C ∩ A), there exists some µ that gets mapped to ω|C . Thus, there exists some µ′ that gets
mapped to ω|C under the map Hq(C,W1 ∩ (A ∪B)) → Hq(C,C ∩A) (namely, we define µ′ as the
image of µ 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] ⌢ ω|C has [C] ⌢ µ′ as a preimage, under
the map

Hp−q(C,W2 ∩ (A ∪B)) → Hp−q(C,C ∩B).

Step 3: Finally, based on the inclusions W2 ∩B ⊂ W2 ⊂ C, we consider the exact sequence

Hp−q(W2,W2 ∩B) → Hp−q(C,W2 ∩B) → Hp−q(C,W2).

Note the middle term here is the same as Hp−q(C,W2 ∩ (A ∪ B)) as W2 ∩ A = ∅. Thus, in order
to obtain the desired θ ∈ Hp−q(W2,W2 ∩B) that gets mapped to [C] ⌢ µ′ under the first arrow of
(B.2), it suffices to show that [C] ⌢ µ′ gets mapped to 0 under the map

(B.4) Hp−q(C,W2 ∩B) → Hp−q(C,W2).

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] ⌢ µ′ would indeed get mapped to 0 from these facts:

• By definition µ is sent to µ′ under the map Hq(C,W1) → Hq(C,W1 ∩ (A ∪B)).
• Hp(C,C) = 0.
• The last two rows of (B.1) satisfy the naturality for cup product.

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.4.

Appendix C. Poincaré dual of cohomology classes via group action

In this appendix, let X̃ be a compact simply connected manifold (possibly with boundary), H

be a finite group acting freely on X̃ from the right, and X := X̃/H. By Hurewicz’s theorem, there
is a natural isomorphism Hab ⊗ Z2 = π1(X)ab ⊗ Z2 → H1(X,Z2), called the Hurewicz map, where
Hab = H/[H,H] denotes the abelianization of H.

We recall the following construction of the Poincaré dual of any cohomology class in H1(X,Z)
via H-equivarient functions on X̃.

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

Eϕ := X̃ ×ϕ R := (X̃ × R)/
(
(p, v) ∼ (ph, ϕ(h−1)v)

)
.

A smooth function u ∈ C∞(X̃,R) descends to a section of Eϕ → X if and only if

u(ph) = ϕ(h−1)u(p), ∀ p ∈ X̃, ∀h ∈ H .(C.1)

Moreover, for any such u, if in addition du ̸= 0 at every point in u−1(0) and d(u|
∂X̃

) ̸= 0 at every

point in u−1(0)∩∂X̃, then Zu := u−1(0)/H is a smooth hypersurface of X transverse to ∂X, whose
Poincaré dual Ωu ∈ H1(X,Z2) ∼= Hom(H1(X,Z2);Z2) is determined by

(−1)⟨Ωu,[h]⟩ = ϕ(h), ∀h ∈ H ;(C.2)

here [h] ∈ H1(X,Z2) is the image of h ∈ H = π1(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 γ̃ = γ̃h : [0, 1] → X̃ be a smooth path such that γ̃(1) = γ̃(0)h. Hence
γ̃ descends to a loop γ in X, and the induced homology [γ] = [h] in H1(X,Z2). By a small
perturbation, we may further assume that γ is transverse to Zu and γ(0) = γ(1) /∈ Zu. Hence,
u ◦ γ̃ ∈ C∞([0, 1],R) satisfies:

• (u ◦ γ̃)′(t) ̸= 0 for every t ∈ (u ◦ γ̃)−1(0);
• u ◦ γ̃(1) = u(γ̃(0)h) = ϕ(h) · u ◦ γ̃(0) ̸= 0, where ϕ(h) ∈ {±1};
• by Poincaré duality, ⟨Ωu, [h]⟩ = #(Zu ∩ γ) = #(u ◦ γ̃)−1(0) mod 2 .
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Considering the number of end points of the disjoint intervals {u ◦ γ̃ > 0}, we see that

ϕ(h) = (−1)#(u◦γ̃)−1(0) = (−1)⟨Ωu,[h]⟩ .

□

Corollary C.2. For ℓ = 1, . . . ,m, let ϕℓ : H → O(1) = {±1} be a group homomorphism, Ωℓ ∈
H1(X,Z2) = H1(X,Z2)

∗ be the cohomology class determined by

(−1)⟨Ωℓ,[h]⟩ = ϕℓ(h), ∀h ∈ H ,

and let uℓ ∈ C∞(X̃,R) be satisfying

uℓ(ph) = ϕℓ(h
−1)uℓ(p), ∀ p ∈ X̃, ∀h ∈ H .

Suppose that

• {duℓ(p)}mℓ=1 are linearly independent in TpX̃ for every p ∈ {u1 = · · · = um = 0};
• {d(uℓ|∂X̃)(p)}mℓ=1 are linearly independent in Tp∂̃X for every p ∈ {u1 = · · · = um = 0}∩∂X̃.

Then Z := {u1 = · · · = um = 0}/H ⊂ X is a smooth submanifold of codimension m transverse to
∂X, and [(Z, ∂Z)] ∈ HdimX−m(X, ∂X;Z2) is the Poincaré dual of Ω1 ⌣ · · · ⌣ Ωm.

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

• {ŭ1 = · · · = ŭm = 0} = {u1 = · · · = um = 0};
• for every ℓ, dŭℓ ̸= 0 along {ŭℓ = 0}, d(ŭℓ|∂X̃) ̸= 0 along {ŭℓ = 0} ∩ ∂X̃;

• {dŭℓ(p)}mℓ=1 are linearly independent in TpX̃ for every p ∈ {u1 = · · · = um = 0};
• {d(ŭℓ|∂X̃)(p)}mℓ=1 are linearly independent in Tp∂̃X for every p ∈ {u1 = · · · = um = 0}∩∂X̃.

Thus we can apply Lemma C.1 to get smooth hypersurfaces Zℓ := {ŭℓ = 0}/H ⊂ X transverse to
∂X, whose Poincaré duals are Ωℓ. Hence Z = Z1∩ · · ·∩Zm has Poincaré dual Ω1 ⌣ · · · ⌣ Ωm. □

Appendix D. Differential of real and imaginary part of complex polynomials

In §6.2, we introduced some functions on S3 ⊂ C2 under complex coordinates. The following
lemma helps justify the surjectivity of their differentials.

Lemma D.1. For n ≥ 1, we parametrize Cn = R2n by (z1, . . . , zn) = (x1, y1, . . . , xn, yn). For
f ∈ C1(Cn,C), its differential is a C2n-valued function,

∇Re(f) + i∇ Im(f) =
(
(∂z1 + ∂̄z1)f, i(∂z1 − ∂̄z1)f, . . . , (∂zn + ∂̄zn)f, i(∂zn − ∂̄zn)f

)
.(D.1)

In particular, if 1 ≤ k ≤ n and f1, . . . , fk ∈ C1(Cn,C) satisfy ∂̄zfℓ = 0 for ℓ = 1, . . . , k, then for
every p ∈ Cn, the following are equivalent:

• {∇Re(fℓ)|p,∇ Im(fℓ)|p}kℓ=1 are R-linearly independent in R2n;

• {(∂zfℓ)|p}kℓ=1 are C-linearly independent in Cn, where ∂zf := (∂z1f, . . . , ∂znf).

Proof. (D.1) follows from the fact that ∂xℓ
= ∂zℓ + ∂̄zℓ , ∂yℓ = i(∂zℓ − ∂̄zℓ).

When ∂̄zf = 0, by taking real and imaginary parts of (D.1), we have

∇Re(f) =
(
Re(∂z1f), − Im(∂z1f), . . . , Re(∂znf), − Im(∂znf)

)
,

∇ Im(f) =
(
Im(∂z1f), Re(∂z1f), . . . , Im(∂znf), Re(∂znf)

)
.

Hence we see that J∇Re(f) = ∇ Im(f), where J : R2n → R2n is the standard almost complex
structure given by J(x1, y1, . . . , xn, yn) := (−y1, x1, . . . ,−yn, xn).

When ∂̄zfℓ = 1 for all ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , k}, the equivalence of the two bullet points then follows from
(D.1) and the standard fact that for vectors u1, . . . uk ∈ R2n, the following are equivalent:

• {uℓ, Juℓ}kℓ=1 are R-linearly independent in R2n;
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• {uℓ + iJuℓ}kℓ=1 are C-linearly independent in C2n.

□

Appendix E. Unknotted genus 1 surfaces and Hopf links

E.1. An extension lemma of Hopf links. For a closed manifold M , we denote

Γ(M) := {unoriented embedded loops in M} ;

Γ̃(M) := {oriented embedded loops in M} .

And let p : Γ̃(M) → Γ(M) be the orientation forgetting map (which is a double cover). Also, let
L := βH

+ ⊔ βH
− ⊂ S3 be the standard Hopf link in S3, which consists of two great circles

βH
+ := {(x, y, 0, 0) : x2 + y2 = 1}, βH

− := {(0, 0, x, y) : x2 + y2 = 1} .

And let

E(L, S3) := {unparametrized Hopf links in S3} = Diff(S3)/Diff(S3, L) ,

E(L̂, S3) := {unparametrized labeled Hopf links in S3} = Diff(S3)/Diff(S3, L̂) ,

where Diff(S3, L) denotes the subgroup of all diffeomorphisms ϕ ∈ Diff(S3) such that ϕ(L) = L, and

Diff(S3, L̂) denotes that of all ϕ ∈ Diff(S3) such that ϕ(βH
± ) = βH

± , which constitutes a subgroup of

Diff(S3, L). Thus, every element of E(L̂, S3) can be represented by an ordered pair (β+, β−) whose

union forms a Hopf link in S3. Let q : E(L̂, S3) → E(L, S3) be the label-forgetting map (which is a

double cover); and r± : E(L̂, S3) → Γ(S3) be the map given by (β+, β−) 7→ β±.
The topology of E(L, S3) has been studied by Boyd-Bregman in [BB25]. We collect a key

consequence of it:

Lemma E.1. The fundamental group π1(E(L, S3)) = Z2⊕Z2. Moreover, a loop γ : S1 → E(L, S3)

is trivial in π1(E(L, S3)) if and only if it lifts to a loop γ̂ : S1 → E(L̂, S3) and r+ ◦ γ̂ lifts to a loop

γ̃ : S1 → Γ̃(S3).

Proof. If [γ] = 0 in π1(E(L, S3)), let f : D2 → E(L, S3) be a continuous extension of γ. Then by

the contractibility of D2, there is a lift f̂ : D2 → E(L̂, S3) of f and a lift f̃ : D2 → Γ̃(S3) of r+ ◦ f̂ .
Restricting to ∂D2 = S1 gives the desired lifts γ̂ and γ̃.

Conversely suppose the lifts γ̂ and γ̃ exist. Let Γ◦(S
3) ⊂ Γ(S3) be the subspace of unoriented

great circles in S3, and

R(L, S3) := {R(L) : R ∈ O(4)} ⊂ E(L, S3) ,

R(L̂, S3) := q−1(R(L, S3)) ⊂ E(L̂, S3) .

By [BB25, Theorem 5.2], R(L, S3) ↪→ E(L, S3) is a homotopy equivalence; by [Hat83, Appendix
(7)], Γ◦(S

3) ↪→ Γ(S3) is also a homotopic equivalence. Then by chasing the diagram

Γ◦(S
3) R(L̂, S3) R(L, S3)

Γ(S3) E(L̂, S3) E(L, S3)

r+

q

r+

q

there exists γ̂◦ : S1 → R(L̂, S3) such that q ◦ γ̂◦ is homotopic to γ and r+ ◦ γ̂◦ : S1 → Γ◦(S
3)

admits a lift into p−1(Γ◦(S
3)) ⊂ Γ̃(S3). Notice that p−1(Γ◦(S

3)) is isomorphic to the space of
oriented 2-planes in R4, which is diffeomorphic to S2 × S2 and hence is simply connected. Hence
r+ ◦ γ̂◦ : S1 → Γ◦(S

3) is homotopically trivial in Γ◦(S
3). Noticing that r+|R(L̂,S3) is an isomorphism
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between R(L̂, S3) and Γ◦(S
3), we conclude that γ̂◦ is homotopically trivial in R(L̂, S3), so γ ≃ q◦γ̂◦

is also homotopically trivial in E(L, S3). □

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 ∈ S1(S

3) 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
3) be a smooth surface of genus 1 that is unknotted, and U± be the two

open regions bounded by T (i.e. S3 \ T = U+ ⊔ U− such that ∂U± = T ). Suppose for i = 0, 1,
β±
i ⊂ U± are embedded loops such that β+

i ∪ β−
i forms a Hopf link. Then there exists an isotopy

t 7→ β±(t) of embedded loops over t ∈ [0, 1] such that

• β±(i) = β±
i , i = 0, 1;

• for every t± ∈ [0, 1], β±(t±) ⊂ U± and β+(t+) ∪ β−(t−) is also a Hopf link.

Proof. By the Schoenflies theorem in S3, every connected component of U± whose boundary is
a 2-sphere must be contractible, and hence cannot contain either of β±

i . 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 β±

i ), we may assume without loss of generality that T is diffeomorphic
to a smooth torus and U± are connected.

By the van Kampen theorem, one of the homomorphisms ι± : π1(T ) → π1(U±) induced by
natural inclusion is not injective: Say ι+ is not injective. Then by Dehn’s Lemma, there exists an
embedded nontrivial loop γ ⊂ T which bounds an embedded disc D ⊂ U+. When ϵ ≪ 1, after
smoothing the corners, U+ \Bϵ(D) is a smooth domain with boundary diffeomorphic to S2, hence
by Schoenflies theorem in S3, Ū+ \ Bϵ(D) (after smoothing out corners) is diffeomorphic to B3.
Therefore, U+ is diffeomorphic to B3 attached with a 1-handle, which is a solid torus D2 × S1. In
summary, U+ is diffeomorphic to the tubular neighborhood of some knot K ⊂ U+ ⊂ S3.
Claim. For every i = 0, 1 and every map from the disc f : D → U+ \β+

i such that f(∂D) ⊂ ∂U+ =
T , we have f∗[∂D] = 0 in H1(T ).

Proof of Claim. Since U+ is diffeomorphic to a tubular neighborhood of K, H1(U+) is generated
by [K]. Set [β+

i ] = mi[K] in H1(U+) for some integer mi. By the Mayer–Vietoris sequence

0 = H2(S
3) → H1(T ) → H1(U−)⊕H1(U+) → H1(S

3) = 0 ,

so there exists a loop λ ⊂ T such that [λ] ∈ H1(T ) is mapped to (0, [K]) ∈ H1(U−) ⊕ H1(U+).
Hence, miλ is homologous to β+

i in U+, and there is some map Σ → U− from some surface Σ such
that ∂Σ is mapped to λ. Therefore,

±1 = link(β−
i , β

+
i ) = algebraic intersection of β−

i and miΣ .

Thus mi = ±1.
Now since f(D) ∩ β+

i = ∅, the algebraic intersection of f(D) and K is also 0. This forces
f∗[∂D] = 0 in H1(T ) by Poincaré duality. □

Now that with this claim, by the Hurewicz theorem, the natural inclusion T ↪→ U+ \ β+
i induces

an injective map π1(T ) → π1(U+ \ β+
i ), hence by the van Kampen theorem, the homomorphism

induced by inclusion

π1(U− \ β−
i ) → π1(S

3 \ (β+
i ∪ β−

i ))

is also injective. Since β+
i ∪ β−

i forms a Hopf link, the right hand side is an abelian group, and so
is the left hand side. And since U+ is diffeomorphic to a tubular neighborhood of K, we know

π1(S
3 \ (K ∪ β−

i )) = π1(U− \ β−
i )
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is also an abelian group. By [XZ23, Remark 1.7] (see also [Kaw96, Section 6.3]), K ∪ β−
i is also a

Hopf link, and then K is an unknot, forcing U− = S3 \ U+ to be also diffeomorphic to the tubular
neighborhood of some (unknotted) embedded loop. Therefore, for each i, there exist ε > 0 and an
embedded disc Di ⊂ S3 with boundary β−

i such that Di ∩ Bε(K) is an ε-disc D′
i whose boundary

is a meridian of Bε(K). We can then construct isotopy from β−
0 to ∂D′

0 in D0, from ∂D′
0 to ∂D′

1 in
∂Bε(K) and from ∂D′

1 to ∂D1 = β−
1 in D1. Since all these isotopies are not intersecting Bε/2(K),

they can be concatenated and deformed to an isotopy from β−
0 to β−

1 in U−. In summary, there
exists an isotopy [0, 1] ∋ t 7→ β−(t) ⊂ U− such that β−(i) = β−

i for every i = 0, 1. The same

process also produces an isotopy [0, 1] 7→ β+(t) ⊂ U+ such that β+(i) = β+
i 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
3) 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+ ⊔ U− such that ∂U± = T ). Suppose K is a compact
metric space and β± : K → Γ(S3) are continuous maps such that β±(q) ⊂ U± and β+(q) ∪ β−(q)

forms a Hopf link for every q ∈ K. Then there exists a smooth surface T̃ ∈ S1(S
3) which bounds

two open regions Ũ± such that β±(q) ⊂ Ũ± for every q ∈ K.

Proof. Since K is compact and punctate set of T is finite, sufficiently small balls Bϵ centered at
the punctate set P do not intersect any β±(q). Hence by subtracting these small balls and filling

in the boundary by discs in these balls, we obtain a smooth genus 1 surface T̃ ⊂ S3 that bounds

open regions Ũ± which agree with U± outside Bϵ(P ). Therefore for every q ∈ K,

β±(q) ⊂ U± \Bϵ(P ) = Ũ± \Bϵ(P ) ⊂ Ũ± .

□

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, Φ : W → U ⊂ S1(S
3) is a Simon–Smith

family of unknotted punctate surfaces of genus 1. Suppose Υ : ∂W → E(L, S3) is a continuous map
such that for every q ∈ ∂W , Υ(q) is a Hopf link bounded by Φ(q). Then there exists a continuous
map Ῡ : W → E(L, S3) such that Ῡ|∂W = Υ.

Proof. The extension will be constructed cell by cell.
Claim. After refining W , there exists a map that associates to each 2-cell σ of W a Hopf link H(σ)
such that,

(i) for every q ∈ ∂W and q′ ∈ W in the same 2-cell of q, we have Υ(q) is bounded by Φ(q′);
(ii) for every 2-cell σ such that σ ∩ ∂W ̸= ∅, there exists qσ ∈ σ ∩ ∂W such that H(σ) = Υ(qσ).
(iii) for every 2-cell σ, and for every point q′ in σ or some adjacent 2-cell of σ, we have H(σ) is

bounded by Φ(q′).

Proof of Claim. By the definition of U , for every point q ∈ W , there exists a Hopf link Ῠ(q) ⊂ S3

bounded by Φ(q) (of course, q 7→ Ῠ(q) need not be a continuous map), and when q ∈ ∂W , we can

just choose Ῠ(q) = Υ(q). By the closedness of Φ (in Definition 2.2), there exists δq > 0 such that

Ῠ(q) is bounded by Φ(q′) for every q′ ∈ Bδq(q) ⊂ W . Since q 7→ Ῠ(q) is continuous on ∂W , we can
even ask δ∂W := infq∈∂W δq > 0.

We can then choose a finite subset J ⊂ W such that {Bδq/10(q)}q∈J forms a cover of W . Hence,
possibly after refining W ,

• every 2-cell σ of W is contained in Bδq(σ)/4(q(σ)) for some q(σ) ∈ J ;

• every 2-cell σ that intersects ∂W is contained in Bδ∂W /4(∂W ).
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For every 2-cell σ of W , define

H(σ) :=

{
Υ(q) if σ ∩ ∂W ̸= ∅, where q is some point in σ ∩ ∂W ;

Ῠ(q(σ)) if σ ∩ ∂W = ∅ .

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

Now we are ready to construct the extension Ῡ.
Step 1 (0-cells). For every 0-cell q ∈ W , define5

Ῡ(q) :=

{
Υ(q), if q ∈ ∂W ;

H(σ), if q /∈ ∂W, where σ is a 2-cell that contains q .

And for each q ∈ W , since by (i) and (iii)

L(q) := {Ῡ(q′) : q′ ∈ ∂W ∩ σ, 2-cell σ ∋ q} ∪ {H(σ′) : σ′ or its adjacent 2-cell contains q}

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

a smooth genus 1 surface Φ̃(q) that also bounds every Hopf links in L(q)6.
Step 2 (1-cells). For every 1-cell e ⊂ ∂W , define Ῡ|e = Υ+|e.

If e ̸⊂ ∂W , let q1, q2 ∈ W be the end points of e (which are 0-cells of W ) and q ∈ W be the

midpoint of e. By connectedness of the space of Hopf links bounded by Φ̃(q) (see Lemma E.2),
there exists a continuous isotopy Ῡ|e : e → E(L, S3) extending Ῡ|qi , such that Ῡ(q′) is bounded by

Φ̃(q) for every q′ ∈ e.

Step 3 (2-cells). For every fixed 2-cell σ of W , Step 2 produces a map Ῡ|∂σ : ∂σ → E(L, S3) which

agrees with Υ on ∂W when ∂σ ∩ ∂W ̸= ∅. Moreover, if we fix a lift (β+(σ), β−(σ)) ∈ E(L̂, S3) of
H(σ), then by Claim 1 (iii), there is a unique pair of maps U± : σ → {open subsets of S3} such
that for every q′ ∈ σ,

S3 \ Φ(q′) = U+(q
′) ⊔ U−(q

′), ∂U±(q
′) = Φ(q′) ; β±(σ) ⊂ U±(q

′) .

For every 0-cell q0 ∈ σ, this then determines a unique lift (Ῡ+(q0), Ῡ−(q0)) ∈ E(L̂, S3) of Ῡ(q0)
such that

Ῡ±(q0) ⊂ U±(q
′) , ∀ q′ ∈ σ .

In particular for every 1-cell e ⊂ σ with midpoint qe, there exist two regions Ũ±(qe) bounded by

Φ̃(qe) such that

β±(σ) ⊂ Ũ±(qe) , Ῡ±(q0) ⊂ Ũ±(qe), ∀ 0-cell q0 ∈ σ .(E.1)

Since Ῡ|e are bounded by Φ̃(qe), we see that

Ῡ±(q1) := Ῡ(q1) ∩ Ũ±(qe), q1 ∈ e

defines a continuous lift (Ῡ+, Ῡ−) : e → E(L̂, S3) of Ῡ|e, which agrees with (E.1) on the end points.

Putting them together, we conclude that there exists a lift (Ῡ+, Ῡ−) : ∂σ → E(L̂, S3) of Ῡ|∂σ,
and by (E.1) and Lemma E.2, Ῡ+(q1)∪β−(σ) forms a Hopf link for every q1 ∈ ∂σ. Since the linking

number is never zero, this forces that Ῡ+|∂σ : ∂σ → Γ(S3) lifts to a map ∂σ → Γ̃(S3). Then by
Lemma E.1, Ῡ|∂σ is trivial in π1(E(L, S3)), and hence there exists a continous map Ῡ : σ → E(L, S3)
extending Ῡ|∂σ. This finishes the construction of Ῡ. □

5The choice is not unique, but any such choice works for later purpose.
6We do not ask Φ̃(q) to vary continuously in q.
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E.2. Unknotted elements in S1(S
3). In this section, we prove Proposition 7.1.

Let us recall the notion of “neck-pinch surgery” first. Let S ∈ S(M) and γ be a smooth embedded
loop that lies on the smooth part of S. Suppose γ bounds a smooth embedded disc D whose interior
lies entirely in S3\S. We can perform a neck-pinch surgery along γ, using the disc D: Namely, we
remove a short cylinder on S around γ (whose geometry is like γ × [−ϵ, ϵ]), 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
3) 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 S′ ∈ U .

Proof. For the “if” part, by definition there exist some loops α ⊂ in(S′) and β ⊂ 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 α ⊂ in(S) and
β ⊂ out(S). So S ∈ U .

To prove the “only if” part, we first choose some loops α ⊂ in(S) and β ⊂ out(S) that form a
Hopf link. Let γ ⊂ S be the smooth embedded loop along which the surgery is performed, and
suppose γ 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 γ, using the disc D.

Step 1: First, by definition, S has at most finitely many singularities. We let B1, . . . , Bn ⊂ S3

be sufficiently small balls centered at these singularities such that:

• Each Bi avoids α and β.
• S\ ∪n

i=1 Bi is still a genus 1 surface with boundary.
• Each ∂Bi intersects S on the smooth part, and transversely.
• Each Bi avoids some neighborhood of D such that the surgery process would leave each Bi

intact.

For each ball Bi, the intersection S ∩∂Bi consists of a finite union of smooth loops {γk}k. We then
perform neck-pinch surgery along these loops one-by-one: Namely, whenever such a loop γk bounds
a disc on ∂Bi that does not contain any other loop γk′ , we perform a surgery along γk using the
disc it bounds on ∂Bi, and then repeat the process for all γk, and for all balls Bi. Then we remove

all components lying within ∪iBi, and denote the resulting surface at the end by S̃. Note that by

assuming the balls Bi to be sufficiently small, S̃ 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 Bi, we would still have α ⊂ in(S̃) and β ⊂ out(S̃).

Hence, since α ∪ β is a Hopf link, S̃ is a genus one Heegaard surface. Then, using the assumption

g(S′) = 1, we know that the surface obtained from S̃ by performing a surgery along γ, using the
disc D, has genus 1. Hence, the disc D can be “pushed” (i.e. deformed via smooth embeddings)

within in(S̃) to become a disc D̃ ⊂ S̃, while keeping the boundary γ fixed. Then, we can use the

reverse of this pushing procedure to deform α, and obtain a loop α̃ ⊂ in(S̃) that does not intersect

D. As a result, when we perform surgery on S̃ along γ using the disc D, the loops α̃ and β would

be left intact. Call this surface S̃′

Step 3: Finally, on the new surface S̃′, we undo the procedure described in Step 1. Namely, for

S̃′, we put back the connected components discarded, and undo all the neck-pinch surgeries (near
the balls Bi), 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 α ⊂ in(S′) and
β ⊂ out(S′), and α ∪ β is a Hopf link, so we have S′ ∈ U , as desired. □

We now prove Proposition 7.1. Suppose by contradiction there exists some Φ(t) /∈ U . Let
T := inf{t ∈ [0, 1] : Φ(t) /∈ U}.
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First, we claim that Φ(T ) /∈ U . Indeed, if Φ(T ) ∈ U , then we can find embedded loops α ⊂ in(Φ(T ))
and β ⊂ out(Φ(T )) such that they form a Hopf link: Note that we can consistently choose an inward
direction for each Φ(t). Then using the definition of Simon–Smith family, for any t sufficiently close
to T , we have α ⊂ in(Φ(t)) and β ⊂ out(Φ(t)), and thus Φ(t) ∈ U for such t. This contradicts the
definition of T .

As a result, T > 0, since Φ(0) ∈ U by assumption. Take t1, t2, . . . ↑ T. By the definition of
Simon–Smith family, we can choose finitely many small open balls Bj ⊂ S3 such that Φ(ti) → Φ(T )
smoothly outside B := ∪jBj . Without loss of generality, we can assume also that:

• The boundary of each Bj intersects each Φ(ti) on the smooth part only, and such intersection
is transverse, for each ti.

• Φ(T )\B is a genus 1 surface with boundary.

Now, to derive a contradiction, we just need to show that for any sufficiently large i, we can choose
some embedded loops αti ⊂ in(Φ(ti))\B and βti ⊂ out(Φ(ti))\B that form a Hopf link. Indeed, once
we have that, for some large i, we can ensure αti ⊂ in(Φ(T ))\B and βti ⊂ out(Φ(T ))\B through
slight deformation, using the fact that Φ(ti) → Φ(T ) smoothly outside B = ∪jBj . This shows that
Φ(T ) ∈ U , which contradicts the claim Φ(T ) /∈ U we obtained from the previous paragraph.

Now, we fix ti. We will modify the surface Φ(ti) such that it avoids ∂B as follows. For each ball
Bj , the intersection Φ(ti)∩ ∂Bj consists of a finite union of smooth loops {γk}k. We then perform
neck-pinch surgery along these loops one-by-one: Namely, whenever such a loop γk bounds a disc
on ∂Bj that does not contain any other loop γk′ , we perform a surgery along γk, using the disc it
bounds on ∂Bj , and then repeat this for all γk, for all ball Bj . We denote the resulting surface at
the end by Φ(ti)

′. As a result, Φ(ti)
′ avoids ∂B, and is smooth outside B.

By Lemma E.5 and Φ(ti) ∈ U , we know Φ(ti)
′ ∈ U . Thus there exist some embedded loops

αti ⊂ in(Φ(ti)
′) and βti ⊂ out(Φ(ti)

′) that form a Hopf link. Now, by the fact that Φ(T )\B has
genus 1, and the smooth convergence Φ(ti) → Φ(T ) outside B, we know that for i large, Φ(ti)

′\B
is a genus 1 surface with boundary and all the components of Φ(ti)

′ inside B have genus 0. Thus,
we can further assume that αti ⊂ in(Φ(ti)

′)\B and βti ⊂ out(Φ(ti)
′)\B: In each ball Bi, we

for a moment ignore the genus 0 components, and then either push αti to avoid Bi (in the case
∂Bi ⊂ in(Φ(ti)

′)) or push βti to avoid Bi (in the case ∂Bi ⊂ out(Φ(ti)
′)). As a result, undoing

all the neck-pinch surgeries by gluing back the 1-handles, we in fact have αti ⊂ in(Φ(ti))\B and
βti ⊂ out(Φ(ti))\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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