
ON LAKES OF WADA

PEKKA PANKKA AND JANG-MEI WU

Abstract. There exist Lakes of Wada in Sn, n ≥ 3, which are quasi-
conformally equivalent to a Euclidean ball and are John domains.
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1. Introduction

Classically, Lakes of Wada are three or more open sets in S2 which have
a common boundary. The common boundary is necessarily a continuum
and it is called a Wada continuum. This definition generalizes immediately
to higher dimensional spheres and further to connected manifolds (possibly
with boundary): A continuum X on a connected manifold M is a Wada
continuum if M \X has at least three connected components and each point
in X is a common boundary point of all connected components of M \ X.
In this case, the connected components of M \X are called Lakes of Wada.

In S2, Lakes of Wada were constructed by Yoneyama [24] in 1917, who
credited the idea to Takeo Wada. They were also known previously by
Brouwer [3] in 1910. In 1951, Lubański [12] proved the existence of Lakes of
Wada in Sn for n ≥ 3.

While Lakes of Wada in S2 are conformally equivalent to the unit disk,
by the Riemann Mapping Theorem, they do not have the internal geometry
of the unit disk. For example, Lakes of Wada are never John domains
(Proposition 8.3). This changes when we pass from two to higher dimensions.
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In this article, we construct Wada continua in Sn for n ≥ 3, whose com-
plementary components are both quasiconformally equivalent to the unit
ball and John domains.

Theorem 1.1 (Lakes of Wada). For n ≥ 3 and m ≥ 3, there exists a
Wada continuum in Sn having exactly m complementary components, each
of which is both quasiconformal to the Euclidean ball Bn(0, 1) and a John
domain.

This result on Wada continua on spheres is an immediate consequence
of the following existence result for Wada continua on compact Riemannian
manifolds with boundary.

In what follows, for an n-manifoldM with boundary, we denote intM the
set of manifold points of M , that is, the set of points having neighborhoods
homeomorphic to Rn, and denote ∂M the manifold boundary of M , that
is, non-manifold points of M ; recall that ∂M is an (n − 1)-manifold in
its relative topology. The sets intM and ∂M are called, respectively, the
manifold interior and manifold boundary of M . To distinguish, we denote
by ∂topE the topological boundary of a subset E of a topological space.

Theorem 1.2. Let n ≥ 3, m ≥ 3, and M be a compact connected Riemann-
ian n-manifold with m boundary components. Then there exist a constant
K = K(n,M) > 1 and a Wada continuum X ⊂ intM having the following
properties:

(1) M \X has m connected components, each of which contains a con-
nected component of ∂M ; and

(2) each component Ω of M \ X is a John domain in M and is K-
quasiconformal to the product (Ω ∩ ∂M)× [0, 1).

Remark 1.3. In the case of two boundary components, the proof of Theorem
1.2 yields a continuum, which is the the common boundary of two comple-
mentary domains, satisfying properties (1) and (2); see Theorem 8.1 for a
statement. We follow here the tradition and do not call continua having less
than three complementary components Wada continua.

Continua X ⊂ intM having no interior points and satisfying properties
(1) and (2), exist also on compact manifolds M without boundary or hav-
ing only one boundary component. In particular, for a closed and connected
Riemannian n-manifold M , there exists a continuum X, having no interior
points, for which M \ X is a John domain quasiconformal to an open Eu-
clidean unit n-ball. Recall that a compact manifold without boundary is called
closed. We refer to Corollary 4.7 for the constructions of these continua.

In order to prove Theorem 1.1, it suffices to fix m mutually disjoint closed
PL balls B1, . . . , Bm in Sn and apply Theorem 1.2 to manifold M = Sn \
int(B1 ∪ · · · ∪Bm).

We recall now the definitions in these statements. A homeomorphism
f : M → N between two oriented Riemannian n-manifolds without bound-
ary (n ≥ 2) is K-quasiconformal for K ≥ 1, if f belongs to the Sobolev space

W 1,n
loc (M ;N) and satisfies the distortion inequality

(1) ∥Df∥n ≤ KJf a.e. M,
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where ∥Df∥ is the norm of the weak differential Df of f and Jf is the
Jacobian determinant of f . We say that a homeomorphism f : M → N
between Riemannian manifolds with boundary is quasiconformal if there
exist open Riemannian manifolds M ′ and N ′ containing manifolds M and
N as smooth submanifolds with boundary, respectively, and f extends to a
quasiconformal homeomorphism f ′ : M ′ → N ′.

Remark. This definition of quasiconformal homeomorphism between Rie-
mannian manifolds with boundary stems from the corresponding definition of
diffeomorphisms. Note that, a diffeomorphism between compact Riemannian
manifolds with boundary is a quasiconformal homeomorphism. Note also
that a homeomorphism between two compact Riemannian manifolds with
boundary, if quasiconformal with respect to some Riemannian metrics, is
quasiconformal with respect to all Riemannian metrics. The definition in
the case of manifolds with boundary given here is equivalent to the require-
ment that, for a homeomorphism M → N between manifolds with boundary,
the restriction intM → intN is quasiconformal. This follows from clas-
sical boundary extension of quasiconformal homeomorphis and theorems of
Tukia and Väisälä [20, 21]. There are also other equivalent definitions, in
particular, a metric definition and a geometric definition using modulus of
curve families; we refer to monographs of Ahlfors [1] and Väisälä [22] for
the quasiconformal theory.

The concept of John domains is due to F. John [11], and the term John
domain was coined by Martio and Sarvas in [14]. John domains occur fre-
quently in the study of elasticity and geometric analysis. A proper sub-
domain D of Rn, n ≥ 2 is a C-John domain for C ≥ 1, if any two points
a, b ∈ D can be joined by a rectifiable curve γ ⊂ D satisfying the length-
distance estimate

(2) min{s(γ(a, x)), s(γ(b, x))} ≤ C dist (x,Rn \D) for all x ∈ γ,

where γ(a, x) (resp. γ(b, x)) is the part of γ between a and x (resp. between
b and x) and s(·) is the length.

An open and connected proper subset D of a Riemannian manifold M
(possibly with boundary) is a C-John domain in M if it satisfies an length-
distance estimate (2) for rectifiable curves with respect to dist (x,M \D).

Roughly speaking any two points in a John domain D can be connected
by a twisted double-cone in D having vertices at these two points. If
f : Bn(0, r) →M is a quasiconformal embedding of a Euclidean ball Bn(0, r)
into a Riemannian manifold, then the image f(Bn(0, r/2)) remains some-
what round and has diameter roughly the distance to the complement of
the image. While many quasiconformal images of Euclidean balls are John
domains, these two classes are not the same. For example, for n ≥ 3, a
domain in Rn that contains an inward-directed spike can not be mapped to
a ball by a quasiconformal map, but it can be a John domain. On the other
hand, a domain, which contains an outward-directed spike, is not a John
domain, but it can be mapped by a quasiconformal map to a ball. We refer
to [7] and [8] for the explanation.

Apart from the intrinsic geometry of higher dimensional Lakes of Wada,
our interest in the Wada continua stems from their roles in the construction
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of quasiregular mappings and in complex dynamics. Recall that a continuous
mapping f : M → N between oriented Riemannian manifolds is quasiregular
if f belongs to the Sobolev space W 1,n

loc (M ;N) and satisfies the distortion
inequality (1) for some K ≥ 1.

Rickman [17] used two dimensional complexes – called map complexes –
in his construction of a quasiregular map R3 → S3 omitting a given finite
set in S3. Analogous 2-dimensional complexes were later used by Heinonen
and Rickman [9, 10] – first under the name of separating polyhedra in [9]
and then under the name separating complexes in [10] – to construct, for
example, quasiregular maps S3 → S3, whose branch sets contain Antoine’s
necklaces, and quasiregular maps B3 → B3 with no radial limits in the limit
set of certain Kleinian groups. The common property of these constructions
is that the distortion of the map is controlled by a quantity depending only
on the dimension and topological data associated to the construction. In
particular, in these constructions the distortion does not put restriction on
the (global) degree of the mappings. We refer to [9], [10], and [17] for the
terminology and precise statements. In higher dimensions n ≥ 4, Drasin
and the first named author used a cubical version of separating complexes
(with respect to standard cubical structure of Rn) in [5] to construct a
quasiregular map Rn → Sn omitting a given finite set in Sn; see the end of
the introduction in [5] for discussion.

In complex dynamics, Mart́ı–Pete, Rempe, and Waterman recently gave
a positive answer in [13] to a question of Fatou from 1926 on the existence of
a Wada continuum in S2 which is the common boundary of infinitely many
Fatou components of a transcendental entire function C → C. In dimensions
n ≥ 3, an analog of Fatou’s question asks: Does there exist, for n ≥ 3, a
Wada continuum in Sn which is a common boundary of Fatou components
of a uniformly quasiregular mapping f : Rn → Rn? We refer to [13] for the
history of Fatou’s problem and examples of Wada continua in dynamics.

Outline of the proof. The Wada continuum X in Theorem 1.2 is found by
an iterative subdivision process starting from a cubical structure K on the
manifold M .

We begin by passing from the Riemannian manifold (M, g) to a cubical
n-complex K having space |K| =M . The cubical complex carries a natural
polyhedral metric dK for which the metric space (|K|, dK) is quasisimilar to
(M,dg), where dg is the length metric induced by the Riemannian metric g;
see Proposition 2.1.

We take next a monotone sequence K0 = K,K1,K2, . . . of cubical sub-
divisions of K in which each complex Kℓ+1 is obtained by subdividing the
cubes in Kℓ with a fixed rule. This subdivision respects the metric dK in
the sense that cubes in Kℓ have side length 3−ℓ with respect to metric dK .

The crux of the proof is to construct a sequence Z0 ⊂ K0, Z1 ⊂ K1, Z2 ⊂
K2, . . . of (n − 1)-dimensional (separating) subcomplexes in the interior of
|K| having the property that each connected component of |K|\|Zℓ| contains
exactly one boundary component of |K| and is quasiconformal to a collar
of that boundary component. The Wada continuum X is obtained as the
Hausdorff limit of the spaces |Zℓ| ⊂M of complexes Zℓ.
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Heuristically, the inductive step from Zℓ to Zℓ+1 may be viewed as a
controlled way of trading n-dimensional cubes in Kℓ+1 between components
of |K| \ |Zℓ| near Zℓ. The aims of this trading are threefold:

(1) at each step, components of |K| \ |Zℓ+1| remain in one-to-one corre-
spondence with respect to the components of |∂K|,

(2) the maximum distance from each cube in Zℓ to any of the compo-
nents of |K| \ |Zℓ| tends to zero as ℓ→ ∞, and

(3) each |K| \ |Zℓ+1| is K-quasiconformal to a fixed collar of |∂K| for a
distortion constant K independent of ℓ.

One difficulty of the construction stems from condition (2), which may
be viewed as a Wada-type condition for complexes Zℓ. More precisely, each
(n− 1)-cube q in Zℓ is a face of exacty two n-cubes in Kℓ. Thus q is on the
boundary of at most two of the components of |K| \ |Zℓ|. By (2), however,
q is required to be close to all components of |K| \ |Zℓ|.

Organization of the article. We discuss, in Section 2, cubical structures on
Riemannian manifolds and the polyhedral metrics on cubical complexes. We
also introduce some terminology related to cubical complexes.

In Section 3, we discuss first adjacency graphs, realizations of subgraphs
of adjacency graphs as complexes, and cut-graphs. We define next a special
class of complexes, called tunnels, and prove a tunnel contracting lemma
which is applied repeatedly in our proof. Finally, we introduce the notion of
a good complex, which comprises all essential properties of a cubical complex
that are needed in the construction.

Separating complexes are defined in Section 4, along with the statement
of a theorem on the evolution of separating complexes, which is used to
guide our construction.

In Section 5, we introduce the notion of indentation and prove a flattening
theorem for indentations, which is used to control the quasiconformality
constant of the domains.

The iterative construction of the sequence Z0, Z1, Z2, . . . of separating
complexes is given in Sections 6 and 7. In Section 6 we discuss the building
blocks – reservoir-canal systems – for our construction and the method of
channeling. In Section 7 we discuss the iterative processes. Quasiconformal
stability of the sequence Z0, Z1, Z2, . . . is proved in Section 7.5. Finally
Theorem 1.2 is proved in Section 8. In this final section, we also show that
two dimensional Lakes of Wada are not John-domains.

2. Cubical structures on Riemannian manifolds

In this section, we discuss cubical structures on Riemannian manifolds.
Recall that every Riemannian n-manifold (M, g) admits a triangulation T in
which every n-simplex (σ, g|σ) is bilipschitz to an affine Euclidean n-simplex.
We refer to Cairns [4], Whitehead [23], and Munkres [15] for constructions;
see also e.g. Dyer, Vegter, and Wintraecken [6], Peltonen [16], or Saucan [18]
for triangulations with controlled geometry.

In what follows, we call a simplicial complex T having space M a tri-
angulation of M . We also denote dT the simplicial metric on M under
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which simplices of T are similar to the standard simplices ∆k ⊂ Rk+1, for
k = 0, . . . , n, in the Euclidean space.

Barycentric subdivision of a triangulation induces a cubical structure on
M (see e.g. Shtan’ko and Shtogrin [19]), which carries a natural polyhedral
metric. Although this reduction of a Riemannian manifold to a metric cubi-
cal complex is known to the experts, we devote this section to establish this
connection. We discuss this in three parts: cubical complexes and related
notations, polyhedral metrics on cubical complexes, and finally the change
of metric on barycentric subdivisions from cubical to simplicial complexes,
then from simplicial to cubical complexes.

The following proposition allows us to pass from compact Riemannian
manifolds with boundary to finite cubical complexes in our main theorem
(Theorem 1.2).

Proposition 2.1. Associated to each compact Riemannian manifold with
boundary (M, g), there exist a cubical complex K with a metric dK , in which
each cube of K is isometric a Euclidean unit cube, and a quasisimilar home-
omorphism (M, g) → (K, dK).

Recall that a map f : X → Y is L-bilipschitz for L ≥ 1, if

L−1 d(x, y) ≤ d(f(x), f(y)) ≤ Ld(x, y) for all x, x′ ∈ X.

A map f : X → Y is L-quasisimilar for L ≥ 1, if there exists λ > 0 for
which

L−1λ d(x, y) ≤ d(f(x), f(y)) ≤ Lλd(x, y) for all x, x′ ∈ X.

The proof of this proposition is concluded in Section 2.2. We first intro-
duce the polyhedral metric; see e.g. Bridson and Haefliger [2, Chapter I.7]
for an analogous discussion. After the proof of Proposition 2.1, we introduce
the terminology of refinements of a cubical complex in Section 2.1.3, and the
notion of good complexes in Section 3.3.

2.1. Preliminaries on cubical complexes. As usual, a simplicial complex
is a complex whose elements are cells with the standard simplicial structure.

Definition 2.2. A collection K of cells is a cell complex if, for C,C ′ ∈ K,
C ∩ C ′ ∈ K ∪ {∅}.

It is immediate that the restriction K|C = {C ′ ⊂ C : C ′ ∈ K} of a cell
complex K to its cell C ∈ K is a cell-complex.

For k ∈ N, we call the complex Ck = {{0}, {1}, [0, 1]}k a standard cubical
structure on [0, 1]k; we also set C0 = {{0}, {1}, [0, 1]}0 = {{0}} and C−1 =
{{0}, {1}, [0, 1]}−1 = ∅.

Given a k-cell Q and a homeomorphism ϕ : Q → [0, 1]k, we call the com-
plex

Cϕ(Q) = {ϕ−1q : q ∈ Ck}
a standard cubical structure on Q (induced by ϕ). If there is no ambiguity,
we simply write C(Q) = Cϕ(Q). The (k − 1)-cubes and (k − 2)-cubes in
Cϕ(Q) are called faces and edges of Q, respectively.

Cubical complexes are cell complexes, whose cells have cubical structure.
In what follows, we use the following slightly more restrictive definition.
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Definition 2.3. A cell complex K is a cubical n-complex for n ≥ 0 if

(1) for each Q ∈ K, the restriction K|Q = C(Q) is a standard cubical
structure on Q,

(2) for each pair Q,Q′ ∈ K of cells, C(Q)|Q∩Q′ = C(Q′)|Q∩Q′ and the
composition (ϕQ|Q∩Q′) ◦ (ϕQ′ |Q ∩Q′)−1 : ϕQ′(Q∩Q′) → ϕQ(Q∩Q′)
is an isometry, and

(3) each cell in K is contained in an n-cell in K.

The k-cells in a cubical n-complex K are called k-cubes. A collection of cells
P ⊂ K is a cubical k-subcomplex of K if P is a cubical k-complex.

In this definition, we tacitly assume that, for each n-cell Q in K, we have
fixed a homeomorphism ϕQ : Q→ [0, 1]n.

Remark 2.4. Property (3) is not typically part of the definition of a com-
plex, and complexes satisfying (3) are called in the literature either homo-
geneous or pure complexes. The stronger condition holds for cubical com-
plexes whose spaces are manifolds. We emphasize that, in what follows, we
consider cubical complexes and their subcomplexes satisfying this additional
assumption.

Also the second part of property (2) is not typically part of the definition
of a cubical complex. This condition, however, yields a well-defined poly-
hedral metric dK on a cubical n-complex K having connected space |K|.
Before discussing construction of polyhedral metrics on cubical complexes,
we finish this general discussion with two definitions.

Definition 2.5. Given a homeomorphism ϕ : X → |K|, where K is a cubical
n-complex, we call

ϕ∗K = {ϕ−1Q : Q ∈ K}
the pull-back of the complex K under ϕ; clearly |ϕ∗K| = X. A homeo-
morphism ϕ : |K| → |K ′|, between spaces of cubical complexes K and K ′, is
called a cubical isomorphism if ϕ∗(K ′) = K.

Definition 2.6. We say that n-subcomplexes K1, . . . ,Kℓ of a cubical n-
complex K are essentially disjoint if Ki and Kj do not have n-cubes in
common for i ̸= j. We say that {K1, . . . ,Kℓ} is an essential partition of a
cubical n-complex K if K = K1 ∪ · · · ∪Kℓ, and K1, . . . ,Kℓ are essentially
disjoint.

2.1.1. Polyhedral metric of a cubical complex. We define first, for each n-
cube Q in K, a metric dQ : Q × Q → [0,∞) by the formula dQ(x, y) =
|ϕQ(x) − ϕQ(y)| for x, y ∈ Q. By (2) in Definition 2.3, dQ(x, y) = dQ′(x, y)
for x, y ∈ |Q ∩Q′|.

We call a sequence (x0, . . . , xm) in |K| a K-chain if xi and xi−1 belong
to the same n-cube in K. Since |K| is connected, any two points x and y
in |K| may be connected by a K-chain. Thus we may define the polyhedral
metric dK : |K| × |K| → [0,∞) of |K| by the formula

dK(x, y) = inf
(x0,...,xm)

m∑
i=1

dQi(xi−1, xi),

where the infimum is taken over K-chains connecting x and y and each Qi

is an n-cube containing xi−1 and xi.
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Remark 2.7. With respect to the polyhedral metric dK on a cubical n-
complex K, each n-cube Q in K is isometric to [0, 1]n and dQ(x, y) =
dK(x, y) for x, y ∈ |Q|.

2.1.2. Subcomplexes of cubical complexes. LetK be a cubical n-complex and
0 ≤ k ≤ n. We denote K [k] = {q ∈ K : q is a k-cube} the collection of all

k-cubes in K and K(k) =
⋃

ℓ≤kK
[ℓ] the k-skeleton of K.

Definition 2.8. Let S be a subset of a cubical n-complex K. The subcomplex
SpanK(S) spanned by S is the smallest subcomplex of K that contains S.

We say that an (n − 1)-cube q in a cubical n-complex K is a one-sided
if there exists only one n-cube in K containing q. The boundary ∂K of a
cubical n-complex is the subcomplex of K spanned by all one-sided cubes,
that is,

∂K = SpanK

(
{q ∈ K [n−1] : q is one-sided}

)
.

A subcomplex Σ ⊂ K is a boundary component of K if |Σ| is a component of
|∂K|. Note that, for a cubical complex K having a manifold with boundary
as its space |K|, the space |∂K| is the manifold boundary of |K|.

Let P and N be subcomplexes of K. We call the complex

P −N = SpanP ({q ∈ P : q ̸∈ N})
the difference of P and N . Note that, under this definition, P − N = P
when the dimension of P ∩N is strictly lower than the dimension of P .

Our definition of star is more restrictive than the usual definition; in the
usual definition, a star is spanned by all cubes meeting q.

Definition 2.9. The star StK(q) of a k-cube q in K is the smallest subcom-
plex spanned by all cubes in K containing q, that is,

StK(q) = SpanK({Q ∈ K : q ⊂ Q}).
The star StK(S) of a subset S ⊂ K is StK(S) =

⋃
q∈S StK(q).

The star of a subcomplex yields the notion of locally Euclidean complexes.
For the definition, let C(Rn) be the standard cubical structure on Rn in which
every cube is of unit size and corners in the integer lattice Zn.

Definition 2.10. Let K be a cubical n-complex and S ⊂ K a subcomplex.
We say that K is locally Euclidean at S provided that (StK(S), S) is

isomorphic to a pair of subcomplexes (St(P ), P ) in C(Rn).

Remark 2.11. Let Q be an n-cube, q an (n − 1)-cube, and ξ an (n − 2)-
cube in Rn with n ≥ 2. Then, by Definition 2.9, StC(Rn)(Q), StC(Rn)(q), and
StC(Rn)(ξ), contain one, two, and four n-cubes, respectively. Thus the same
holds for locally Euclidean cubical n-complexes.

2.1.3. Refinement of cubical complexes. The standard cubical structure Cn

of the Euclidean n-cube [0, 1]n admits a natural subdivision into 3n congru-
ent n-cubes.

For each v ∈ {0, 1, 2}n, let qv = 1
3 (v + [0, 1]n) and ιv : qv → [0, 1]n be the

congruence x 7→ 3n(x − v); we denote C(qv) = Cιv(qv). Then cubes qv, v ∈
{0, 1, 2}n, are congruent Euclidean cubes which cover [0, 1]n, have mutually
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disjoint interiors, and satisfy qv ∩ qv′ ∈ C(qv) ∩ C(qv′) for v, v′ ∈ {0, 1, 2}n.
Then

Rn =
⋃

v∈{0,1,2}n
C(qv)

is a cubical n-complex with space [0, 1]n, and is called the standard refine-
ment of Cn.

Let now K be a cubical n-complex and, for each Q ∈ K [n], let ϕQ : Q →
[0, 1]n be the fixed cubical isomorphism in the definition of cubical n-complex.

For each Q ∈ K [n], we take

Ref(Q) = ϕ∗Q(Rn).

Since the transition maps for n-cubes having a common face q = Q ∩Q′ ∈
K [n−1] are isometries, we have that Ref(Q)|q = Ref(Q′)|q. Further, since

each n-cube Q′ ∈ Ref(K)[n] is contained in an n-cube Q ∈ K [n], we have
ϕQ(Q

′) = qv for some v ∈ {0, 1, 2}n and we may define ϕQ′ : Q′ → [0, 1]n to
be the map ϕQ′ = ιv ◦ ϕQ|Q′ . Hence

Ref(K) =
⋃

Q∈K[n]

Ref(Q)

is a well-defined cubical n-complex. We call Ref(K) is the standard re-

finement of K. For k ≥ 1, we call the cubical n-complex Refk(K) =

Ref(Refk−1(K)) the kth iterated refinement of K.

For x, x′ ∈ |Refk(K)| = |K|, we have

dRefk(K)(x, x
′) = 3kdK(x, x′)

under the two different metrics. To be consistent in all refinement scales,
we equip all refinements Refk(K), k ≥ 1, with the metric dK .

Convention 2.12 (Standard metric on Refk(K)). Let K be a cubical n-

complex and dK the polyhedral metric of K. We equip Refk(K), for k ≥ 1,
with the metric dK = 3−kdRefk(K). We call dK the standard metric on

Refk(K).

2.2. From simplicial to cubical structure. We construct now, using the
barycentric subdivision, a cubical complex from a barycentric subdivision
of a simplicial complex. The general case stems from the case of a single
simplex. Let ∆n = [e1, . . . , en+1] ⊂ Rn+1 be the standard n-simplex.

In the following statement, an n-cube Q is a polyhedron with a cubical
structure C(Q) isomorphic to Cn, and two n-cubes Q and Q′ are congruent
if there exists a cubical isomorphism ψ : Q→ Q′ which is an isometry.

Lemma 2.13. There exists a cubical complex ∆□
n on ∆n consisting of (n+1)

congruent n-cubes Q0, . . . , Qn, for which the restriction ∆□
n |σ to each face

σ of ∆n is a well-defined cubical (n− 1)-complex consisting of n congruent
(n− 1)-cubes.

Proof. We denote ∆n = [v0, v1, . . . , vn] and let X be the barycentric subdi-
vision of ∆n for which the simplices of the same dimension are congruent.
For each vertex vi of ∆n, let StX(vi) be the star of vi in the complex X and
let Qi = |St(vi)|.
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We claim that each Qi admits a cubical structure C(Qi) isomorphic to Cn

on [0, 1]n for which each k-cube in C(Qi), 0 ≤ k ≤ n, is a union of k-simplices
in X. The argument is an induction on dimension. The claim clearly holds
for n = 1.

Suppose that the claim holds for dimension n − 1. For dimension n, it
suffices to prove the claim for the vertex v0.

By the induction assumption, for each i ̸= 0, the restriction of StX(v0)
to the face [v0, v1, . . . , vi−1, v̂i, vi+1, . . . , vn] admits a cubical structure K0 i

which has one (n−1)-cube and whose k-cubes, k ∈ [0, n−1], are unions of k-
simplices in X|Q0 . Thus K0 = K0 1∪· · ·∪K0n is the cubical (n−1)-complex
StX(n−1)(v0).

Let v be the unique vertex of X in the interior of ∆n. Let L0 be the
link of vertex v0 in X and τ0 be the face of ∆n opposite to v0. Since X is
the barycentric subdivision of ∆n, link L0 is isomorphic to the barycentric
subdivision X|τ0 of τ0. By the induction assumption, X|τ0 admits a cubical
(n− 1)-complex consisting of n cubes of dimension (n− 1) and is the star of
the unique vertex in the interior of τ0. Thus the same holds true for L0 and
v. We denote the corresponding cubical (n− 1)-complex on |L0| by K ′

0.
Then the union K0∪K ′

0 is a cubical complex on the boundary of StX(v0),
obtained by taking unions of simplices in X. Moreover, |K0| and |K ′

0| are
(n− 1)-cells and ∂Q0 = |K0 ∪K ′

0| is an (n− 1)-sphere. Thus Q0 is an n-cell
and is the space of the cubical complex C(Q0) = K0 ∪K ′

0 ∪ {Q0} which is
isomorphic to Cn.

We fix, for each i = 1, . . . , n, an isometry ρi : ∆n → ∆n which maps
vi to v0. Then ρi fixes the barycenter v of ∆n and satisfies ρi(Qi) = Q0.
Thus Qi admits a standard cubical structure C(Qi) for which ρ∗i (C(Qi)) =
C(Q0). The n-cubes Q0, . . . , Qn are congruent by definition. The fact that
C(Qi)|Qi∩Qj = C(Qj)|Qi∩Qj for i ̸= j follows from the induction assumption
and the Euclidean barycentric subdivision of ∆n.

We set ∆□
n to be the union of complexes C(Q0), . . . ,C(Qn) and for brevity,

denote complex C(Qi) by Qi.
It remains to show the compatibility of the standard cubical structures.

Let h : Q0 → [0, 1]n be a cubical isomorphism for which h(v0) = 0, h(v) =
e1+ · · ·+ en, and h conjugates each isometry of Q0 that fixes v0 and v to an
isometry of [0, 1]n. Set h0 = h : Q0 → [0, 1]n and, for i > 0, hi = h◦ρi : Qi →
[0, 1]n.

Since ρj(Qj ∩Qi) and ρi(Qj ∩Qi) are unions of faces of Q0 in K ′
0, which

differ by an isometry, maps hi ∩ h−1
j |hj(Qj∩Qi) : hj(Qj ∩ Qi) → hi(Qj ∩ Qi)

are Euclidean isometries. □

An immediate consequence of the previous lemma is the existence of a
cubical complex T□ on the space |T | of a simplicial complex T .

Proposition 2.14. Let T be a simplicial n-complex for which (|T |, dT ) is
a Riemannian manifold. Then there exists a cubical complex K = T□ on
|T | for which the restriction T□|σ to each n-simplex σ ∈ T is isomorphic to
∆□

n . Moreover, the polyhedral metric dT□ and the Riemannian metric dT
are L(n, T )-quasisimilar.
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Proof. We fix, for each n-simplex σ ∈ T , an affine simplicial homeomorphism
ψσ : σ → ∆n. Since the transition maps ψσ′ ◦ ψ−1

σ are Euclidean isometries
on common faces, the pull-back structures ψ∗

σ(∆
□
n ) and ψ∗

σ′(∆□
n ) agree on

σ ∩ σ′. We define
T□ =

⋃
σ∈T [n]

ψ∗
σ(∆

□
n ).

Recall that, by the proof of Lemma 2.13, all n-cubes Q0, . . . , Qn in ∆□
n

are congruent and that maps hi : Qi → [0, 1]n are cubical isomorphisms.
Let σ be an n-simplex in T and Q be an n-cube in T□|σ. Let iQ ∈

{0, 1 . . . , n} be the index for which ψσ(Q) = QiQ . Set ϕQ = hiQ ◦ψσ|Q : Q→
[0, 1]n for each Q ∈ T□. It is now straightforward to check that transition
maps ϕQ′ ◦ ϕ−1

Q are Euclidean isometries on common faces.

Note that, for each n-simplex σ in T and n-cube Q ∈ T□|σ, ψσ is a
quasisimilarity with a constant depending on σ and hiQ is a bilipschitz map
in Euclidean metric with a constant depending on the dimension n. Thus
the map ϕQ : (Q, dT |Q) → [0, 1]n is an L(n, σ)-quasisimilarity. From this,
the L(n, T )-quasisimilarity between the two metric follows. □

Proof of Proposition 2.1. A Riemannian n-manifold M admits a simplicial
triangulation T in which every n-simplex is bilipschitz to an affine Euclidean
n-simplex. The claim now follows from Proposition 2.14. □

Remark 2.15. The cubical complex in Proposition 2.1 may be chosen to
have additional properties which are suitable for the Wada construction; see
Remark 3.20.

3. Adjacency graphs

In this section, we discuss adjacency graphs of cubical complexes and
their subgraphs. We study cubical complexes, called realizations, whose
adjacency graphs are given subgraphs. Of particular interest is the class of
cut-graphs and their realizations. Using adjacency graphs, we introduce at
the end of this section notions of tunnels and good complexes. This section
may be viewed as a preliminary for the study of separating complexes in
Section 4.

We begin by recalling that a complex K is connected if its space |K| is
connected. Similarly, a subcomplex P ⊂ K is a component of K if |P | is
connected component of |K|

In what follows, we use a stronger notion of connectedness for cubical
complexes based on adjacency.

Definition 3.1. Two n-cubes Q and Q′ in a cubical n-complex K are said
to be adjacent if they have a common face Q ∩Q′ in K [n−1].

The pair

Γ(K) =
(
K [n],

{
{Q,Q′} : Q ̸= Q′, Q ∩Q′ ∈ K [n−1]

})
is the adjacency graph of K. We call cubes in K [n] vertices and adjacent
pairs {Q,Q′} edges.

A cubical n-complex K is said to be adjacently-connected if its adjacency
graph Γ(K) is connected.
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Clearly, two n-cubes Q and Q′ of K may have non-empty intersection
without being adjacent. Thus a cubical n-complex may have a topologically
connected space without being adjacently-connected.

Remark 3.2. Let K be a cubical n-complex in which every (n− 1)-cube is
the face of at most two n-cubes. Then each edge {Q,Q′} of Γ(K) may be

identified with the face Q∩Q′ ∈ K [n−1], hence the set of edges of Γ(K) with

a subset of K [n−1].

3.1. Realization of a subgraph. Let K be a cubical n-complex. Let
G = (VG, EG) be a subgraph of the adjacency graph Γ(K), and let

SpanK(G) = SpanK

(
{Q ∈ K [n] : Q ∈ VG}

)
be the subcomplex of K spanned by G.

We define a cubical n-complex RK(G), called the realization of G with
respect to K, by unidentifying points in SpanK(G), which belong to two or
more n-cubes but not lie in an edge of tree G. See Figures 2 and 1.

For the definition, let

SG =
⊔

Q∈VG

Q and FG =
⊔

Q∈VG

C(Q)

be the disjoint union of the n-cubes Q in G and the cubical n-complex
having SG as its space, respectively. Let ∼G be the equivalence relation in
SG generated by x ∼G x′ between points x ∈ Q and x′ ∈ Q′ for which x = x′

in |K| and {Q,Q′} is an edge in G. Denote by [x] the equivalence class of
x ∈ SG, and by [q] = {[x] : x ∈ q} for q ∈ FG.

Remark 3.3. For Q ∈ SpanK(G)[n], the equivalence class [Q] is an n-cube.

For q ∈ SpanK(G)(n−1), the equivalence class [q] is either one cube or union
of two cubes.

Definition 3.4. Let K be a cubical n-complex. The realization RK(G) of
a subgraph G of Γ(K) (with respect to K) is the cubical complex

RK(G) = FG/∼G = {[q] : q ∈ FG}.

Figure 1. Left: complex K and Γ(K). Middle: a spanning
tree G ⊂ Γ(K) and SpanK(G). Right: realization RK(G)
and Γ(RK(G)).

Remark 3.5. By the definition, Γ(RK(G)) = G. We want to emphasize the
fact that adjacency graph alone does not determine the realization. There
are cubically non-isomorphic complexes with isomorphic adjacency graphs.
The ambient complex K is crucial in the definition.
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By transitivity of the relation ∼G, the connected components of the re-
alization RK(G) are in one-to-one correspondence with the connected com-
ponents of G.

Let K be a cubical n-complex and G a subgraph of Γ(K). Let ιG : SG →
|SpanK(G)| be the inclusion map of n-cubes Q ∈ VG into |SpanK(G)| and
define, with the same symbol, ιG : FG → SpanK(G) the inclusion map
of complexes. By construction, mapping ιG : SG → |SpanK(G)| factor-
izes through the quotient map SG → |RK(G)|, x 7→ [x], and mapping
ιG : FG → SpanK(G) through the quotient FG → RK(G), q 7→ [q].

Thus we obtain a well-defined G-quotient maps,

πG : |RK(G)| → |SpanK(G)| and πG : RK(G) → SpanK(G)

for which the restriction πG|Q : Q→ SpanK(G) is an isomorphic embedding
and the restriction πG||Q| : |Q| → |SpanK(G)| a homeomorphic embedding

for Q ∈ RK(G)[n]. We call the image πG(Q) of a cube Q ∈ RK(G) the
projection of Q, and the preimage π−1

G (C) of a cube C ∈ SpanK(G) the lift
of C.

The G-quotient πG : RK(G) → SpanK(G) induces an injective map

π̂G : Γ(RK(G)) → Γ(SpanK(G))

between adjacency graphs, given by Q 7→ πG(Q) on vertices and {Q,Q′} 7→
{πG(Q), πG(Q

′)} on edges. By the definition of RK(G), graph Γ(RK(G)) is
isomorphic to G and map π̂G is an isomorphism onto G ⊂ Γ(SpanK(G)).

The inclusion G ⊂ Γ(SpanK(G)) may be proper; see Figure 1.

Remark 3.6. The G-quotient πG : RK(G) → SpanK(G) induces a bijection

between n-cubes in Refk(RK(G)) and n-cubes in Refk(SpanK(G)).

In our construction, we consider mainly the realizations RK(G) of sub-
graphs G ⊂ Γ(K) which are trees; see Section 3.2 on tunnels.

In such cases, the spaces of the realizations are n-cells. We prove this fact
in the following lemma; see also Figure 2 for an example.

Lemma 3.7. Let K be a cubical n-complex and G ⊂ Γ(K) be a tree. Then
|RK(G)| is an n-cell.

Proof. Since G is a tree, so is Γ(RK(G)) = (V,E). Let Q ∈ RK(G) be an
n-cube for which |Q| is a leaf of Γ(RK(G)), that is, there is a unique n-cube

Q′ ∈ RK(G)[n] for which {Q,Q′} ∈ G. Let R′
G = Span(RK(G) − C(Q)) be

the subcomplex with C(Q) removed.
We claim that Q does not meet any other leaf in RK(G). Otherwise, let

Q′′ ∈ RK(G) be another leaf that has nonempty intersection with Q. By
transitivity of the relation ∼G, there exists a chain Q = Q0, . . . , Qm = Q′′

of adjacent n-cubes in RK(G) satisfying Q∩Q′′ ⊂ Qi for each i = 0, . . . ,m.
In particular, Q ∩ Q′′ is contained in an (n − 1)-cube Q0 ∩ Q1 ∈ RK(G).
Since Q′ is the only n-cube in RK(G) adjacent to Q, we have that Q = Q0

and Q′ = Q1.
Thus there exists a PL homeomorphism hQ : |RK(G)| → |R′

G| for which
hQ|q = id for all n-cubes q ∈ RK(G), q ̸= Q,Q′. By removing leaves of G
iteratively by homeomorphisms, we may reduce RK(G) to an n-cube, which
is an n-cell. Hence |RK(G)| is an n-cell. □
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3.1.1. Cut-graphs. A particular class of subgraphs of Γ(K) is obtained by
cutting Γ(K) with a codimension one subcomplex Z of K.

Definition 3.8. Let K be a cubical n-complex and Z ⊂ K be a cubical
(n− 1)-subcomplex. The cut-graph Γcut(K;Z) of the adjacency graph Γ(K)
relative to Z is the subgraph

Γcut(K;Z) =
(
K [n],

{
{Q ∩Q′} ∈ Γ(K) : Q ∩Q′ ̸∈ Z

})
.

We call the realization RK(Γcut(K;Z)) the lift of K relative to Z, and the
Γcut(K;Z)-quotient map

π(K;Z) : RK(Γcut(K;Z)) → K

the canonical projection from the lift onto K.

A component G of Γcut(K;Z) is called an inner component if SpanK(G)
does not meet ∂K, and an outer component if it is not an inner component.

3.1.2. Σ-components of cut-graphs and their lifts. In this article, we are
mainly interested in the case when Z is in the interior of K.

Suppose that Z is in the interior of K and Σ ⊂ ∂K is a boundary com-
ponent. We denote by Γcut(K;Z; Σ) the unique connected component of
Γcut(K;Z) for which

Σ ⊂ SpanK(Γcut(K;Z; Σ)) ⊂ K

and call the span

CompK(Z; Σ) = SpanK(Γcut(K;Z; Σ)),

the Σ-component of K.

Remark 3.9. In general, Z need not separate the components of ∂K. Thus
it can happen that Γcut(K;Z; Σ) = Γcut(K;Z; Σ′), hence CompK(Z; Σ) =
CompK(Z; Σ′) ⊃ Σ ∪ Σ′, for two distinct boundary components Σ and Σ′.
Note also that, if the cut-graph Γcut(K;Z) has an inner component, then
the union

⋃
Σ CompK(Z; Σ) over all boundary components Σ is strictly con-

tained in K. These two observations lead us to the discussion of separating
complexes in Section 4.

When Z is in the interior of K, we denote

LiftK(Z; Σ) = RK(Γcut(K;Z; Σ)).

Since π(K;Z) projects LiftK(Z; Σ) onto CompK(Z; Σ), we may also write

LiftK(Z; Σ) = π−1
(K;Z)(CompK(Z; Σ)),

and call it the lift of CompK(Z; Σ) in RK(Γcut(K;Z)).

Remark 3.10. The Σ-component CompK(Z; Σ), being a subcomplex of K,
inherits a polyhedral metric from K. Similarly, cubical n-complex LiftK(Z; Σ)
has a metric in which each n-cube Q is isomorphically isometric to its pro-
jection π(K;Z)(Q) in CompK(Z; Σ). Under these metrics, the restriction of

π(K;Z)|LiftK(Z;Σ) : |LiftK(Z; Σ)| → |CompK(Z; Σ)|
is a length preserving map, that is, for each path γ in |LiftK(Z; Σ)|, we have
ℓ(π(K;Z) ◦ γ) = ℓ(γ).
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Since interiors of |LiftK(Z; Σ)| and |CompK(Z; Σ)| are locally Euclidean
metric spaces with respect to the inherited metrics, the previous remark im-
mediately yields that map π(K;Z) is conformal in the interior of |LiftK(Z; Σ)|.
We record this fact as follows.

Lemma 3.11. With respect to the metrics above, interiors int(|Lift(Z; Σi)|)
and int(|Comp(Z; Σi)| \ |Z|) are conformally equivalent.

We end this section with some more notations. Let P be an n-subcomplex
of K, we may denote for simplicity

π−1
(K;Z)(P ) = SpanRK(Γcut(K;Z))(π

−1
(K;Z)(P

[n])).

Clearly the Γcut(K;Z)-quotient map π(K;Z) induces a natural isomor-

phism Refk(RK(Γcut(K;Z))) → Refk(K) between refinements. Thus, given

an n-subcomplex R of Refk(K), we may also denote

π−1
(K;Z)(R) = SpanRefk(RK(Γcut(K;Z)))(π

−1
(K;Z)(R

[n])).

3.2. Tunnels. In this section, we define a special class of cubical complexes
called tunnels.

Definition 3.12. A cubical n-complex K is a tunnel if its adjacency graph
Γ(K) is a tree and |K| is an n-cell.

A cubical n-complex K is tunnel-like with respect to an (n−1)-subcomplex
Z ⊂ K if Γcut(K;Z) is a tree.

Remark 3.13. The term of tunnel-like complexes is justified by Lemma
3.7. Indeed, if K is tunnel-like with respect to a subcomplex Z, then the
realization RK(Γcut(K;Z) is a tunnel.

Figure 2. Left: not a tunnel. Right: a tunnel

The importance of tunnels stems, in part, from the following contraction
property. This fact is used throughout the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 3.14 (Tunnel-contracting). Let K ∪ T be a cubical n-complex
for which T is a tunnel and the intersection qT = K ∩T is the common face
of exactly two n-cubes. Then there exist a constant L = L(n,#T [n]) ≥ 1
and a piecewise linear L-bilipschitz homeomorphism ϕT : |K ∪ T | → |K| for
which ϕT is the identity on |K −QT |, where QT is the unique n-cube in K
having qT as a face.

Proof. Let T ′ = T ∪QT . Then Γ(T ′) is a tree.
Let Q ∈ T ′, Q ̸= QT , be a leaf in Γ(T ′) and Q′ be the unique n-cube in T ′

sharing a face q = Q∩Q′ with Q. Since T ′ is isomorphic to the realization of
Γ(T ′), we have thatQ∩(T ′−Q) = Q∩Q′. Thus there exists a piecewise linear
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homeomorphism φQ : |Q∪Q′| → |Q′|, which is the identity on |∂Q′|\|Q| and
whose bilipschitz constant depends only on n. We extend φQ, by identity,
to a homeomorphism φQ : |K ∪ T | → |(K ∪ T ) − Q|. The mapping ϕT in
the proposition is obtained as a composition of such homeomorphisms by
contracting one leaf at a time. Thus the bilipschitz constant for ϕT depends
only on the dimension n and the size of the tree Γ(T ), which is #T [n]. □

3.3. Good cubical complexes. The cubical complex K associated to a
Riemannian manifold defined in Proposition 2.1 has certain properties which
are needed in our construction. We collect these properties in the notion of
good complexes.

Definition 3.15. A cubical n-complex K is a good complex if

(1) Γ(K) is connected,
(2) each (n− 1)-cube is a face of at most two n-cubes,
(3) star of each vertex and each (n− 2)-cube is an adjacently-connected

n-complex, and
(4) ∂K is a cubical (n − 1)-complex with at least one component, and

each component Σ of ∂K is adjacently-connected.

A cubical n-complex K is said to have a good interior if Conditions (1),
(2), and (3) are satisfied.

We show next that by (2), the adjacency in (3) improves to cyclicity. For
the statement, we say that a graph G = (V,E) is cyclic if it is isomorphic
to either

({1, . . . ,m}, {{1, 2}, {2, 3}, . . . , {m− 1,m}})
or

({1, . . . ,m}, {{1, 2}, {2, 3}, . . . , {m− 1,m}, {m, 1}}).
In the first case, we say also that G is linear.

Lemma 3.16. Let K be a good cubical n-complex. Then the adjacency
graph Γ(StK(ξ)) of the star of an (n− 2)-cube ξ ∈ K [n−2] is cyclic.

Proof. Let ξ ∈ K [n−2]. By condition (3) in Definition 3.15, the adjacency
graph Γ(StK(ξ)) is connected. Let Q ∈ StK(ξ) be an n-cube. Then ξ is
intersection of exactly two faces of Q. Thus Q is adjacent to at most two
other n-cubes in StK(ξ) by condition (2). Hence Γ(StK(ξ)) is connected
and has valence at most two at each vertex. We conclude that Γ(StK(ξ)) is
cyclic. □

The refinement of a good complex remains to be good; we omit the simple
argument.

Lemma 3.17. If K is a good cubical n-complex then Ref(K) is a good
cubical n-complex.

The cubical structure T□ in Proposition 2.14 is a good complex.

Proposition 3.18. Let T be a simplicial n-complex for which (|T |, dT ) is a
Riemannian manifold with boundary. Then the cubical structure T□ associ-
ated to T constructed in Proposition 2.14 is a good complex.
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Proof. Since |T | is a connected manifold with boundary, the simplicial com-
plex T satisfies the simplicial counterpart of the conditions in Definition
3.15. Since ∆□

n is a good cubical complex, complex T□ is also good from
the construction. □

The complex T□ remains good after a collar of the boundary is added.
We state this straightforward fact as a lemma.

Lemma 3.19. Let T be a simplicial complex whose space |T | is a connected
n-manifold with boundary. Let ι : ∂T□ → ∂T□×[0, 1] be the cubical inclusion
q 7→ q × {0}, and let K be the cubical n-complex

K = T□
⋃

ι

(
∂T□ × [0, 1]

)
obtained by identifying points q and ι(q) for q ∈ ∂T□. Then K is a good
cubical n-complex. Moreover, (|T□|, dT□) and (K, dK) are bilipschitz equiv-
alent for a constant depending only on T .

Remark 3.20. By Lemma 3.19, we may assume that the cubical n-complex
K in Proposition 2.1 is a good cubical n-complex for which the star StK(∂K)
of the boundary is isomorphic to ∂K× [0, 1]. Moreover complex K, equipped
with a polyhedral metric dK , is quasisimilar to the original Riemannian
manifold M .

4. Separating complexes

At the center of our construction is the notion of separating complexes.
Roughly, a separating complex Z in a good cubical n-complexK with bound-
ary is an (n−1)-dimensional subcomplex whose complement in |K| is home-
omorphic to |∂K| × [0, 1). Typically the space of a separating complex Z is
not a manifold. A formal definition stronger than the topological description
above uses the notion of lifts. We refer to Section 3 for definitions.

Definition 4.1 (Separating complex). Let K be a good cubical n-complex
for which StK(∂K) is isomorphic to ∂K × [0, 1]. An (n − 1)-subcomplex
Z ⊂ K is a separating complex in K if

(1) Z ∩ StK(∂K) = ∅;
(2) Γ(Z) is connected;
(3) for each boundary component Σ ⊂ ∂K, CompK(Z; Σ)∩∂K = Σ, and

the union of all Σ-components is K, i.e.
⋃

Σ CompK(Z; Σ) = K;
(4) for each boundary component Σ ⊂ ∂K, the space of lift LiftK(Z; Σ)

is homeomorphic to |Σ| × [0, 1].

Remark 4.2. In general, spaces |CompK(Z; Σ)| and |LiftK(Z; Σ)| are not
homeomorphic, even the interiors of |CompK(Z; Σ)| and |LiftK(Z; Σ)| need
not be homeomorphic. Indeed, in Figure 3, the cut-graph Γcut(K;Z) has
four connected components and, for each i = 1, . . . , 4, LiftK(Z; Σi) has two
boundary components. The subcomplex τ ⊂ Z in the figure, consisting of
four 1-cubes, is contained in CompK(Z; Σ1) but not in ∂(CompK(Z; Σ1)).
Thus the cubical complex CompK(Z; Σ1) has three boundary components.
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Condition (4), however, implies a weaker property

|CompK(Z; Σ1)| \ |Z| ≈ π−1
(K;Z)(|CompK(Z; Σ1)| \ |Z|)

= |Liftk(Z; Σ1)| \ π−1
(K,Z)(|Z|) ≈ |Σ1| × [0, 1).

Σ1

Σ2

Σ3

Σ4

τ

Figure 3. Separating complex Z (in red) in a complex K (in blue).

Remark 4.3. By (1), Z does not meet the star StK(∂K), hence Γ(StK(Σ)) ⊂
Γcut(K;Z,Σ). Thus StK(Σ) lifts isomorphically into LiftK(Z; Σ), i.e.,

π(K;Z)|π−1
(K;Z)

(StK(Σ)) : π
−1
(K;Z)(StK(Σ)) → StK(Σ)

is an isomorphism. From here on, we assume that the star StK(Σ) and its
lift π−1

(K;Z)(StK(Σ)) are so identified.

Remark 4.4. Let Z be a separating complex in a good cubical n-complex
K and Σ ⊂ ∂K be a boundary component. Then LiftK(Z; Σ) is also a good
complex. We omit the straightforward verification.

Separating complexes are stable under refinement, we record this fact as
a lemma and omit a straightforward proof.

Lemma 4.5. If Z ⊂ K(n−1) is a separating complex in a cubical n-complex
K, then Ref(Z) is a separating complex in Ref(K).

4.1. Existence of separating complexes. The following theorem shows
that, after refinement, every good complex K admits a separating complex
of particular form. Indeed, there exists a separating complex Z in Ref(K)
having the properties that Z ⊂ Ref(K − StK(∂K)) and Ref(K − StK(∂K))
is tunnel-line with respect to Z. We return to the structures of the subcom-
plexes separated by a separating complexe and their lifts in Section 7 and,
in anticipating that discussion, we formulate the statement in terms of the
complementary components of Z.

Theorem 4.6. Let n ≥ 2, K be a good cubical n-complex for which StK(∂K)
is isomorphic to ∂K×[0, 1], and Σ′ ⊂ ∂K a boundary component. Then there
exists a separating complex Z of Ref(K) having the following properties:
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(1) for each boundary component Σ ⊂ ∂K, Σ ̸= Σ′, the Σ-component
CompRef(K)(Z; Σ) = Ref(StK(Σ)), and the lift LiftRef(K)(Z; Σ) is

isomorphic to Ref(StK(Σ)).
(2) for the boundary component Σ′,

CompRef(K)(Z; Σ
′) = Ref(StK(Σ′))

⋃
(Ref(K)− StK(∂K)),

and

LiftRef(K)(Z; Σ
′) = Ref(StK(Σ′)) ∪RRef(K)(τ),

where τ is a spanning tree in Γ(Ref(K − StK(∂K))), RRef(K)(τ) is
the realization of τ and Ref(StK(Σ′))∩RRef(K)(τ) is an (n−1)-cube.

Proof. Let Σ1, . . . ,Σm be the boundary components of ∂K and Σ′ = Σ1.
From the assumption, stars StK(Σi) are necessarily mutually disjoint and
each Γ(StK(Σi)) is connected.

Let A′ be the subcomplex of K obtained by removing all stars StK(Σi),
that is,

A′ = K − (StK(Σ1) ∪ · · · ∪ StK(Σm)) ,

recalling the difference of two complexes defined in Section 2. Since Γ(K)
is connected and the stars StK(Σi) are mutually disjoint, the complex A′ is
adjacently-connected. Let B′ = StK(Σ1) and

K ′ = B′ ∪A′.

Then K ′ is adjacently-connected and B′ ∩A′ = ∂(StK(Σ1)) \ Σ1.
Let T ⊂ Γ(A′) be a spanning tree and let

Ω = {c(q) ∈ Ref(q) : q ∈ (A′)[n−1] is an edge in T},

where c(q) is the center cube in Ref(q), be the collection of the center cubes
of the edges in T . Let

Y = SpanRef(K)

(
Ref((A′)(n−1)) \ Ω

)
.

Fix next a spanning tree τ in Γ(Ref(A′)) which is contained in the cut-
graph Γcut(Ref(A′);Y ) and contains all faces of the center cube c(Q) of

Ref(Q) for all Q ∈ (A′)[n]. Fix also an n-cube Q′ ∈ (A′)[n] having a face q′

in StK(Σ1) and denote by ω = c(q′) the center cube in Ref(q′).
We claim that

Z = SpanRef(K)

(
(Ref(A′))[n−1] \ (τ ∪ {ω})

)
is a separating complex in Ref(K).

Since Z ⊂ Ref(A′), the intersection Z ∩ StRef(K)(Ref(∂K)) = ∅. Condi-
tion (1) in the definition of separating complex holds.

Since the (n−1)-complex (A′)(n−1) is adjacently-connected, the refinement

Ref((A′)(n−1)) is adjacently-connected. After the collection Ω of (n − 1)-

dimensional center cubes is removed from Ref((A′)(n−1)), the complex Y
remains adjacently-connected. From the selection of τ , any (n− 1)-cube in
Z which does not belong to Y is adjacent to an (n− 1)-cube in Y . Hence Z
is adjacently-connected and Condition (2) holds.
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From the construction, the cut-graph

Γcut(Ref(K ′);Z) = Γ(Ref(B′)) ∪ τ ∪ {ω}
is connected. Thus the connected components of Γ(Ref(K);Z) are in one-
to-one correspondence with the components of ∂K. Hence Condition (3)
holds.

Since Γ(LiftRef(K)(Z; Σ1)) is isomorphic to Γcut(Ref(K ′);Z), the lift has
an essential partition

LiftRef(K)(Z; Σ1) = B ∪A,

where B = π−1
(K;Z)(B

′) is isomorphic to, hence identified with, Ref(StK(Σ1)),

A = RRef(K)(τ) is a realization of a tree, hence a tunnel having an n-cell as
its space, and B ∩ A = {ω}. Finally, for i = 2, . . . ,m, the adjacency graph
of LiftRef(K)(Z; Σi) is isomorphic to Γ(Ref(StK(Σi))). Thus Condition (4)
holds also.

Hence Z is a separating complex in Ref(K) having the properties stated
in the theorem. □

The existence of a separating complex immediately yields a counterpart
of Theorem 1.2 for manifolds, whose boundary has at most one component.

Corollary 4.7. Let n ≥ 3, m ∈ {0, 1}, and let M be a compact connected
Riemannian n-manifold with m boundary components. Then there exist a
constant K = K(n,M) > 1 and a continuum X ⊂ intM , which has no
interior points, for the following:

(1) For m = 1, M \X is K-quasiconformal to ∂M × [0, 1) and a John
domain in M .

(2) For m = 0, M \ X is K-quasiconformal to the Euclidean n-ball
Bn(0, 1) and a John domain in M .

Proof. Let K be a good complex, as in Remark 3.20, having M as its space.
Suppose that m = 1, and let Z be a separating complex of Ref(K) chosen

in the proof of Theorem 4.6. Then, by Remark 3.10, |K| \ |Z| is conformal
to its lift and, by Tunnel contracting proposition 3.14, the lift of |K| \ |Z|
is bilipschitz homeomorphic to |∂K| × [0, 1) for a constant depending only
on K and n. Let X = |Z|. Thus M \X is K-quasiconformal to ∂M × [0, 1).
The John property of the components of |K| \ |Z| follows from the finiteness
of the complex K.

For m = 0, let Q ∈ K be an n-cube and Q′ ∈ Ref(Q) the n-cube, which
does not meet the boundary of Q. Let K ′ = Ref(K) − Q′. Then |K ′| an
n-manifold with one boundary component andK ′ is a good complex on |K ′|.
Let Z be a separating complex of Ref(K ′) chosen as in Theorem 4.6. Then
|K ′| \ |Z| is quasiconformal to |∂Q| × [0, 1). Thus M \ |Z| is quasiconformal
to an open n-cube (−1, 1)n with a distortion constant depending only on M
and n. The John property again follows from the finiteness of the complex
K. □

4.2. Statement of the Evolution Theorem. In this section we state an
Evolution Theorem for separating complexes (Theorem 4.16) which reduces
the proof of the main theorem (Theorem 1.2) to an iterative construction
of a sequence of separating complexes (Zk), with controlled geometry, in
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refinements of the good complex K. We begin by associating two quantities
to the good cubical complex K, namely, the local multiplicity of a cubical
complex and the refinement scale.

Definition 4.8. The local multiplicity of a cubical n-complex K is

µ(K) = max
{
#{q ∈ K [n−1] : e ∈ q[n−2]} : e ∈ K [n−2]

}
.

Definition 4.9. The refinement scale ν(K) ≥ 1 of a good cubical n-complex
K with m boundary components is the smallest integer ν ≥ 1 satisfying

3ν ≥ 310mµ(K)2.

We now describe the specific properties that we are aiming at in the
Evolution Theorem.

Suppose from here on that K is a good cubical n-complex for which
StK(∂K) is isomorphic to ∂K × [0, 1], Z is a separating complex in K, and
ν = ν(K) is the refinement scale.

The relative Wada property describes how the complementary compo-
nents of the separating complexes are progressively intertwined.

Definition 4.10 (Relative Wada property). A separating compilex Z ′ in
Refν(K) has a relative Wada property with respect to a separating complex

Z of K provided that, for each q ∈ Z [n−1], the union Refν(Q ∪ Q∗) of the
n-cubes Q and Q∗ sharing the face q contains at least one n-cube in each
CompRefν(K)(Z

′; Σ), where Σ is a component of ∂K.

The second is a core-expanding property. For each component Σ ⊂ ∂K,
the core of CompK(Z; Σ) is defined to be

CoreK(Z; Σ) = CompK(Z; Σ)− StK(Z) ⊂ K.

Since Z ∩ StK(∂K) = ∅, CoreK(Z; Σ) has an outer boundary component Σ
and an inner boundary component

(∂CoreK(Z; Σ))inner = ∂CoreK(Z; Σ)− Σ = CoreK(Z; Σ) ∩ StK(Z).

Definition 4.11 (Core-expanding property). A separating complex Z ′ in
Refν(K) is core-expanding with respect to a separating complex Z of K if

|CoreK(Z; Σ)| ⊂ |CoreRefν(K)(Z
′; Σ)| \ |(∂CoreK(Z ′; Σ))inner|

for each component Σ ⊂ ∂K. A sequence (Zk) of separating complexes,

Zk ⊂ Refνk(K), is said to be core-expanding if Zk+1 is core-expanding with
respect to Zk, for each k.

Remark 4.12. Since CoreK(Z; Σ) lifts isomorphically into LiftK(Z; Σ), we
identify CoreK(Z; Σ) with its lift and consider, from now on, CoreK(Z; Σ)
as a subspace of LiftK(Z; Σ).

The third property quantifies the trading of cubes between complemen-
tary components of a separating complex discussed in the introduction.

Definition 4.13 (λ-perturbation). A separating complex Z ′ in a complex
K ′ = Refν(K) is an λ-perturbation of a separating complex Z in K if
there exist a number λ ≥ 1 and essentially disjoint subcomplexes TΣ ⊂
Refν(StK(Z)), where Σ is a component of ∂K, for which T =

⋃
Σ TΣ has

the following properties:
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(1) for each Σ, CompK′(Z ′; Σ) = (Refν(CompK(Z; Σ))− T )
⋃
TΣ, and

(2) for each Σ, π−1
(K′;Z′)(TΣ) is a union of disjoint tunnels, each of which

has at most λ n-cubes.

Remark 4.14. As discussed in the introduction, a perturbation is achieved
in Sections 6 and 7 by first making a dent to each Σ-component and col-
lecting the carved out dents into a complex T . We next repartition T into
subcomplexes TΣ whose adjacency graphs are trees and then redistribute. In-
dentation, a formal notion of dent, is discussed in Section 5.2.

For geometrical discussion, it is helpful to recall the metrics on the Σi-
components and the lifts from Remark 3.10.

Definition 4.15 (Quasiconformal stability). Let K be a good cubical n-
complex and let K ≥ 1. A sequence (Zk) of separating complexes in refine-

ments (Refkν(K)), respectively, is K-quasiconformally stable if, for each k ≥
1 and each boundary component Σ ⊂ ∂K, there exists a K-quasiconformal
homeomorphism

|LiftK(Z; Σ)| → |LiftRefνk(K)(Zk; Σ)|,

which is identity on |CoreK(Z; Σ)|.
We are now ready to state an Evolution theorem for separating complexes.

Theorem 4.16 (Evolution of separating complexes). Let n ≥ 3 and m ≥
2. Let K be a good cubical n-complex having m boundary components and
a polyhedral metric dK , and let ν = ν(K) ≥ 1 be the refinement scale.
Suppose that Z0 is a separating complex in K. Then there exist constants
λ = λ(K) ≥ 1 and K = K(K) ≥ 1, and a sequence (Zk) of separating

complexes, Zk ⊂ Refνk(K), for which

(1) each Zk has the relative Wada property with respect to Zk−1;
(2) (Zk) is core-expanding;
(3) each Zk is an λ-perturbation of Zk−1;
(4) (Zk) is K-quasiconformally stable.

The proof of this theorem takes up the next three sections.

Topological Lakes of Wada. The first two conditions in Theorem 4.16 yield
the existence of topological Lakes of Wada.

Proposition 4.17. Let K be a good cubical n-complex with boundary com-
ponents Σ1, . . . ,Σm, where m ≥ 3. Suppose that (Zk) is a sequence of core-

expanding separating complexes in (Refνk(K)) which satisfies the relative
Wada property. Then

X =

∞⋂
k=1

|StRefkν(K)(Zk)|

is a Wada continuum having the property that each connected component of
|K| \X contains exactly one boundary component Σi.

Proof. Let

Mi =
∞⋃
k=1

|CoreRefkν(K)(Zk; Σi)| for i = 1, . . . ,m.
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The core-expanding property yields the fact that each Mi is a domain,
i.e. an open and connected set, inM = |K| and that

⋃m
i=1Mi is dense inM .

Furthermore, the relative Wada property implies thatM1, . . . ,Mm share the
same topological boundary. We now give the details.

Since the cores Core(Zk; Σi) = Comp(Zk; Σi)−StRefkν(K)(Zk) are expand-

ing, it follows immediately that, for each i = 1, . . . ,m, the boundary ∂topMi

is contained in X.
We check next that X ⊂ ∂topMi for each i = 1, . . . ,m. Fix an index i and

let x ∈ X. Then, for each k ≥ 1, the point x is contained in the unionQk∪Q′
k

of two adjacent n-cubes Qk, Q
′
k ∈ StRefkν(K)(Zk) having a common face in

Z
[n−1]
k . The relative Wada property of Zk+1 with respect to Zk yields the

existence of an n-cube Q∗
k+1 ∈ Comp(Zk+1; Σi)

[n]
⋂
Refν(Qk ∪Q′

k)
[n]. Every

n-cube in Comp(Zk+1; Σi) must meet the core |Core(Zk+1; Σi)|. We fix a
point xk+1 in Q∗

k+1 ∩ |Core(Zk+1; Σi)|. Thus x is a limit point of a sequence
(xk+1) in Mi. Since x is not in the interior of Mi, it must be a boundary
point of Mi.

We conclude that

∂topM1 = · · · = ∂topMm = X.

□

5. Indentations

The goal of this section is prove an Indentation-flattening Theorem (The-
orem 5.17). Heuristically, a dented cubical complex, by dents of a particular
type, may be recovered to its pre-dented form by bilipschitz homeomor-
phisms with bilipschitz constants independent of the structure of the dents.
This type of dents are called indentations. Reader may prefer to read this
section after seeing the construction of reservoirs and canals in Section 6.2.5.

5.1. Spectral cubes. Before discussing indentations, we define spectral
cubes and the spectrum of a subcomplex.

Definition 5.1. Let K be a cubical n-complex, P be an n-subcomplex of
Refk(K), and 0 ≤ j ≤ k. An n-cube Q ∈ Refj(K) is called a spectral cube
of P of rank j with respect to K if

(1) |Q| ⊂ |P |, and
(2) Q does not belong to any refinement of an n-cube Q′ ∈ Refi(K)

satisfying i < j and |Q′| ⊂ P .

Remark 5.2. Clearly, a refinement of a subcomplex has the same spectral
cubes, that is, Q is a spectral cube of P ⊂ Refk(K) of rank j if and only if

Q is a spectral cube of Ref(P ) ⊂ Refk+1(K) of rank j.

Definition 5.3. Let K be a cubical n-complex, and P be an n-subcomplex
of Refk(K). The spectrum S∗(P ;K) of P with respect to K is the sequence

S∗(P ;K) = (S0(P ;K),S1(P ;K), . . . ,Sk(P ;K)),

where Sj(P ;K) is the subcomplexes of Refj(K) spanned by the spectral cubes
of P of rank j with respect to K.
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With a slight abuse of notation, we denote the entire family of spectral
cubes of P with respect to K by

S∗(P ;K)[n] =
k⋃

j=0

Sj(P ;K)[n].!

P

P

Figure 4. Left: K a cubical complex consisting of one 2-
cube, and P a subcomplex of Ref2(K). Right: spectral cubes
of P .

Remark 5.4. By maximality condition in (2) in Definition 5.1, a subcom-

plex P ⊂ Refk(K) has a unique spectrum S∗(P ;K) and that

P =

k⋃
j=0

Refk−j(Sj(P ;K)).

Furthermore, S∗(P ;K) is an essential partition of |P |.

5.2. Cube and star indentations. We define two classes of indentations,
namely, cube-indentations and star-indentations, and then combine them
into the definition of indentation.

Loosely stated, a cube-indentation is an n-subcomplex in Refk(K) having
all its spectral cubes lying on the boundary |∂K|. The following formal def-
inition is more restrictive and imposes some additional regularity conditions
on the sizes and adjacency of spectral cubes.

Definition 5.5. Let K be a good cubical n-complex, and let q be an (n−1)-

cube in (∂K)[n−1]. A cubical n-subcomplex D ⊂ Refk(K), possibly empty, is
a cube-indentation in K (over q) if its spectrum S∗(D;K) has the following
properties.

(1) S0(D;K) = S1(D;K) = ∅.
(2) Each spectral cube of D has a face contained in the interior of |q|.
(3) Intersection Q ∩Q′ ∩Q′′ of three distinct spectral cubes Q,Q′, Q′′ is

empty.
(4) The intersection Q ∩ Q′ of spectral cubes Q ∈ Sj(D;K) and Q′ ∈

Sj′(D;K), j ≤ j′, if nonempty, is a face of Q′; in the case j < j′,
Q′ meets only two faces of Q, one of which is Q ∩ |q|.

We record two simple observations on cube-indentations.
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Lemma 5.6. Let D ⊂ Refk(K) be a cube-indentation in K over q ∈
(∂K)[n−1] and let Q ∈ S∗(D;K)[n] be a spectral cube in D. Then Q meets
at most two spectral cubes of the same or larger side length, out of which
at most one has larger side length than Q. Furthermore, if Q meets two
spectral cubes Q′ and Q′′ of the same side length or larger side length, then
Q ∩Q′ and Q ∩Q′′ are opposite faces of Q.

Note that there is no restriction on the number of spectral cubes in
S∗(D;K) of smaller side length which cube Q may meet. This is a cru-
cial property in forthcoming constructions.

Proof of Lemma 5.6. For the first claim, suppose that a spectral cube Q of
S∗(D;K)[n] meets spectral cubes Q′ and Q′′ in S∗(D;K)[n] of the same or
larger side length. Since Q ∩Q′ ∩Q′′ is empty by (3), we have that Q ∩Q′

and Q ∩ Q′′ are opposite faces of Q. Since this holds for all spectral cubes
of S∗(D;K)[n] of the same or larger side length than Q, we conclude that Q
meets at most two spectral cubes of the same or larger side length.

Retaining the previous notations, we may assume that the side length of
Q′′ is at most the side length of Q′. Since mutually disjoint spectral cubes
have distance at least the side length of the smaller cube, we further have
that Q′′ has side length at most the side length of Q. Thus Q meets at most
one spectral cube having larger side length. □

Lemma 5.7. Suppose that D ⊂ Refk(K) is a cube-indentation in K over q
for an (n− 1)-cube q ∈ ∂K. Then

(1) a connected n-subcomplex of Sj(D;K) consisting of ℓ distinct n-cubes

is isomorphic to [0, 1](n−1) × [0, ℓ];
(2) each connected component of D is adjacently-connected, and it is

also a cube-indentation over q; and
(3) if D is connected, then |D| is an n-cell and |D∩∂K| and |∂D−∂K|

are (n− 1)-cells.

Proof. Properties (1) and (2) follow immediately from the definition. Prop-
erty (3) can be easily checked by induction on the number of spectral cubes
in S∗(D;K). □

We now define the second class of indentations – star-indentations. Heuris-
tically, cube-indentations over ∂K do not bend. To bend, we connect inden-
tations over neighboring (n − 1)-cubes with star-indentations. We give the
formal definition in two parts.

Definition 5.8. Let K be a good cubical n-complex and ξ ∈ (∂K)[n−2]

be an (n − 2)-cube. For e ∈ (Refj(ξ))[n−2], we call the subcomplex S =
StRefj(K)(e) ⊂ Refj(K) a star emitted from ξ.

Definition 5.9. Let K be a good cubical n-complex and ξ ∈ (∂K)[n−2] be an

(n−2)-cube. A subcomplex A ⊂ Refk(K) is a star-indentation inK (emitted

from ξ) if A = Refk−j(S) is the refinement of a star S = StRefj(K)(e) emitted

from ξ. In this case, we call S the star defining A and denote it by SA.

Remark 5.10. In view of Lemma 3.16, the adjacency graph of StRefj(K)(e)

is cyclic and S ∩ Refj(∂K) is the union of the two (n − 1)-cubes in ∂S
containing η.
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An indentation in K is defined to be the union of a family of cube-
indentations over (n − 1)-cubes in ∂K and a family of star-indentations
emitted from (n− 2)-cubes in ∂K, with some particular rules on the inter-
sections.

Definition 5.11. Let K be a good cubical n-complex. A subcomplex B
of Refk(K), k ≥ 2, is a indentation in K if B has an essentially disjoint
partition

B = (
⋃

D∈D(B)

D) ∪ (
⋃

A∈A(B)

A),

where D(B) = {Dq : q ∈ (∂K)[n−1]} is a family of essentially disjoint cube-
indentations and A(B) is a family of mutually disjoint star-indentations in
K having following properties:

(1) If Dq, Dq′ ∈ D(B) meet for q ̸= q′, then associated to each connected
component η of |Dq ∩ Dq′ |, there exists a star-indentation Aη =

Refk−j(Sη) ∈ A(B) emitted from ξ = q ∩ q′ for which |Dq ∩ Dq′ ∩
Aη| = η.

(2) If a star-indentation A = Refk−j(SA) ∈ A(B) intersects a cube-
indentation Dq ∈ D(B), where SA is a star emitted from ξ, then
|A ∩ Dq| is a common face of SA and a spectral cube in Dq not
intersecting ξ.

We make two remarks on this definition.

Remark 5.12. Suppose that Dq ∩ Dq′ ̸= ∅ for q ̸= q′. Then q and q′

are faces of the same n-cube in K, which contains |Dq| and |Dq′ |; see left
figure in Figure 5. By (1) and structure of the star, the each connected
component of the intersection is a common edge e (i.e. (n − 2)-cube) of
the intersecting spectral cubes. In particular, the intersecting spectral cubes
have the same side length. Moreover, in this case, each star emitted from
ξ = q ∩ q′ consists of a single n-cube. Thus Aη is a single cube having one
face in Dq and another in Dq′.

Remark 5.13. Let A = Refk−j(SA) ∈ A(B) be a star-indentation and SA
be a star emitted from ξ. Since ξ meets exactly two (n − 1)-cubes of ∂K,
SA meets at most two cube-indentations in D(B). Note that, the definition
does not exclude the possibility that there is only one, or possibly none cube-
indentation in D(B) meeting SA; see right figure in Figure 5.

5.3. Flattening indentations. In this section, we discuss an iterative pro-
cedure for flattening indentations. The goal is to obtain a bilipschitz homeo-
morphism from the space of an indented complex to the space of the original
complex, whose bilipschitz constant does not depend on the particular in-
dentation. For this reason, we discuss first neighborhoods of indentations,
called wedges, which allow us to track the change of bilipschitz constants in
the flattening process.

5.3.1. Wedges. The definition of a wedge of subcomplex reads as follows.
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!

η
e

!

e

Figure 5. Indentations - spectral cubes in cube-
indentations (medium blue) and stars in star-indentions
(shaded blue).

Definition 5.14. Let K be a good cubical n-complex. Let P ⊂ Refk(K)
be a subcomplex in which each spectral cube either has a face on |∂K|, or
belongs to a star StRefj(K)(e) of an (n−2)-cube e in the boundary |∂K|. We

say that x ∈ |K| is in the wedge of P if there exists p ∈ |P | for which

distK(x, |P |) = dK(x, p) ≤ distK(p, |∂K|)/4,
where dK is the standard metric in K defined Section 2.1.3. We call

Wedge|K|(P ) = {x ∈ |K| : x is in the wedge of P}

the wedge of P in |K|.

Note that Wedge|K|(P ) = Wedge|K|(Ref(P )) and observe that wedges
are well-defined on an indentation as well as on a single n-cube Q in an
indentation.

We prove first a non-overlapping property of wedges associated to the
cubes in a cube-indentation.

Lemma 5.15. Let k ≥ 2 and D ⊂ Refk(K) be a cube-indentation in K
over an (n− 1)-cube q ∈ ∂K. Then

(1) if Q and Q′ are cubes in S∗(D)[n] for which Q ∩ Q′ = ∅, then
Wedge|K|(Q) ∩Wedge|K|(Q

′) = ∅;

(2) if Q,Q′, Q′′ are three distinct cubes in S∗(D)[n] then Wedge|K|(Q) ∩
Wedge|K|(Q

′) ∩Wedge|K|(Q
′′) = ∅.

Proof. To prove (1), let Q ∈ Sj(D) and Q′ ∈ Sj′(D) be two non-intersecting
n-cubes. We may assume that j ≤ j′. Then the distance between Q and Q′

is at least 3−j′ .
Suppose towards contradiction that Wedge|K|(Q) ∩ Wedge|K|(Q

′) ̸= ∅
and let x ∈ Wedge|K|(Q

′) ∩Wedge|K|(Q
′′). Let also p ∈ Q and p′ ∈ Q′ be

points for which dist (x,Q) = d(x, p) ≤ dist (p, |∂K|)/4 and dist (x,Q′) =
d(x, p′) ≤ dist (p′, |∂K|)/4. Observe that

dist (p, |∂K|) ≤ d(p, x) + d(x, p′) + dist (p′, |∂K|)
≤ dist (p, |∂K|)/4 + 5dist (p′, |∂K|)/4.
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Thus, dist (p, |∂K|) ≤ 5 dist (p′, |∂K|)/3, and

dist (Q,Q′) ≤ d(p, p′) ≤ d(p, x) + d(x, p′)

≤ dist (p, |∂K|)/4 + dist (p′, |∂K|)/4

≤ 2dist (p′, |∂K|)/3 ≤ 2 · 3−j′−1.

This is a contradiction. Thus Wedge|K|(Q
′) ∩Wedge|K|(Q

′′) = ∅.

To prove (2), let Q,Q′, Q′′ be three distinct cubes in S∗(D)[n] and as-
sume that Q′′ is less than or equal to the other two in size. Suppose that
Wedge|K|(Q)∩Wedge|K|(Q

′)∩Wedge|K|(Q
′′) ̸= ∅. Then, by part (1) of this

lemma, Q∩Q′′ ̸= ∅ and Q′ ∩Q′′ ̸= ∅ and, by Lemma 5.6, the intersections
are opposite faces of Q′′. This is a contradiction, since Q ∩Q′ ̸= ∅. Hence
Wedge|K|(Q) ∩Wedge|K|(Q

′) ∩Wedge|K|(Q
′′) = ∅. □

The proof of Lemma 5.15 may be modified to yield the following.

Corollary 5.16. Let B ⊂ Refk(K) be an indentation inK. As in Definition

5.11, we write B =
(⋃

D∈D(B) D
)
∪
(⋃

A∈A(B) A
)
, and let

C(B) =

 ⋃
D∈D(B)

S∗(D)[n]

 ∪ {SA : A ∈ A(B)}

be the collection of spectral cubes and stars defining B. Then

(1) if C and C ′ are two elements in C(B) for which |C| ∩ |C ′| = ∅, then
Wedge|K|(C) ∩Wedge|K|(C

′) = ∅;

(2) if Q,Q′, Q′′ are three distinct spectral cubes in C(B), then the inter-
section of their wedges is empty.

Proof. Property (1) has been proved in Lemma 5.15 in the case when both
C and C ′ are in the same cube-indentation. The cases, when C and C ′ are
in different D and D′ in D(B) or when at least one of them is a star, can
be proved analogously.

Property (2) has been proved for the case when all three cubes are associ-
ated to the sameD ∈ D(B). Other cases can also be proved analogously. □

5.3.2. Indentation-flattening theorem. We are now ready to state the main
theorem for this section. Due to non-intersection properties of wedges
around spectral cubes, indentations may be flattened by bilipschitz homeo-
morphisms supported in wedges. Recall that µ(K) in the statement is the
local multiplicity of K; see Definition 4.8.

Theorem 5.17 (Indentation-flattening). Let K be a good cubical n-complex.
Then there exists a constant L = L(n, µ(K)) ≥ 1 for the following. If

B ⊂ Refk(K) is an indentation in K, then there exists a piecewise linear
L-bilipschitz homeomorphism

ϕB : |Refk(K)−B| → |Refk(K)|,

which is the identity on |K| \Wedge|K|(B).

Proof of Theorem 5.17 begins with the flattening of a single cube.
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Proposition 5.18. Let B ⊂ Refk(K) be an indentation in K and Q be
spectral cube in C(B) of the smallest side length. Then spaces of complexes

T = ∂Q ∩ ∂(Refk(K) − B) and ∂Q − T are (n − 1)-cells, whose common
boundary is an (n− 2)-sphere. Furthermore, there exists a piecewise linear
L(n)-bilipschitz map

ψ : |Refk(K)−B| → |Refk(K)−B| ∪ |Q|,

which is the identity in the complement of Wedge|K|(Q).

Proof. Let q0 = Q ∩ |∂K| and let t ∈ {0, 1, 2} be the number of elements in
C(B) adjacent to Q. For the first claim, we have three cases.

If t = 0, that is, Q does not meet any other elements in C(B), then
∂Q− T = q0 and T = ∂Q− q0 are (n− 1)-cells.

If t = 1, that is, Q either shares a face q1 with a spectral cube or with
a star in C(B), and with no other. Since q0 and q1 must be adjacent,
∂Q− T = q0 ∪ q1 and T = ∂Q− (q0 ∪ q1) are (n− 1)-cells.

Finally, if t = 2 then Q shares faces q1 and q2 with two distinct elements
in C(B). Since q1 and q2 must be opposite faces of Q, both are adjacent to
q0. Hence ∂Q−T = q0∪ q1∪ q2 and T = ∂Q− (q0∪ q1∪ q2) are (n−1)-cells.

For the second claim, it suffices to observe that there exist a constant
L ≥ 1 and a piecewise linear L-bilipschitz map, |T | → |∂Q − T |, which is
the identity on the boundary |∂T |. This map extends as a piecewise linear
bilipschitz map cl(Wedge|K|(Q) \ |B|) → cl(Wedge|K|(Q) \ |B − Q|), which
is the identity on the boundary of Wedge|K|(Q). We may now take ψ to be
the map, which is the extension of this map by identity. □

With Proposition 5.18 at our disposal, we can now inductively flatten all
spectral cubes of the smallest size. For the statement, let δ(B) be the largest
index j for which Sj(D) ̸= ∅ for some D ∈ D(B), and let

B† = B −
⋃

D∈D(B)

Refk−δ(B)(Sδ(B)(D))

be a subcomplex of B from which the smallest spectral cubes of B are
excluded. Note that B† is again an indentation. Observe that δ(B†) < δ(B)
and denote

C(B)δ(B) =
⋃

D∈D(B)

Sδ(B)(D)[n].

Lemma 5.19. There exists a constant L = L(n) ≥ 1 for the following. If

B ⊂ Refk(K) is an indentation in K, then there exists a piecewise linear
L-bilipschitz homeomorphism

ϕB† : |Refk(K)−B| → |Refk(K)−B†|,

which is the identity on |K| \Wedge|K|(C(B)δ(B)).

Proof. Fix an enumeration Q1, . . ., Qs of the n-cubes in C(B)δ(B), to be used
for the order in which the cubes are to be flattened. For each i = 1, . . . , s,
set Ei = Q1 ∪ · · · ∪ Qi, set also E0 = ∅. Note that each B − Ei is an
indentation in K and that B − Es = B†.
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By Proposition 5.18 that there exist L = L(n) ≥ 1 and, for each i =
1, . . . , s, a piecewise linear L′-bilipschitz map

ψi : |(Refk(K)−B) ∪ Ei−1| → |(Refk(K)−B) ∪ Ei|,

which is identity in the complement of Wedge|K|(Qi). In view of Corol-

lary 5.16, mapping ψi can be chosen so that for each Q ∈ C(B)δ(B) in-
tersecting Qi, image ψi(Wedge|K|(Q)) does not meet Wedge|K|(Q

′) for any

Q′ ∈ C(B)δ(B), Q
′ ̸= Qi, Q.

Since each spectral cube of D meets at most two other spectral cubes of
the same size, we have, for each x ∈ |K|, that

ψi(ψi−1 . . . (ψ1(x))) ̸= ψi−1(ψi−2 . . . (ψ1(x)))

for at most two indices i ∈ {2, . . . , s}. Thus the composition

ψB = ψs ◦ · · · ◦ ψ1 : |Refk(K)−B| → |Refk(K)−B†|

is an (L′)2-bilipschitz homeomorphism, which is an identity in the comple-
ment of Wedge|K|(C(B)δ(B)). □

Proof of Theorem 5.17. Since the subcomplex B† of an indentation B is
again an indentation, we may iteratively apply Lemma 5.19 to flatten all
spectral cubes. By Corollary 5.16, if Q,Q′, Q′′ are three distinct spectral
cubes in

⋃
D∈D(B) S∗(D)[n] then

Wedge|K|(Q) ∩Wedge|K|(Q
′) ∩Wedge|K|(Q

′′) = ∅.

An iterative application of Lemma 5.19 and its proof yields the existence of
individual L(n)-bilipschitz homeomorphisms

|Refk(K)−B0| → |Refk(K)−B1| → · · · → |Refk(K)−Bt|,

whose composition ψD(B) is (L(n))2-bilipschitz and is the identity in the

complement of Wedge|K|(
⋃

D∈D(B) D). Here B0 = B, Bi = (Bi−1)
†, and

t ∈ [1, k] is the number of indices j for which Sj(
⋃

D∈D(B) D) ̸= ∅. Thus

Bt =
⋃

A∈A(B)A, and all spectral cubes are flattened by the map

ψD(B) : |Refk(K)−B| → |Refk(K)−
⋃

A∈A(B)

A|.

Since elements in A(B) are mutually disjoint, distinct elements have dis-
joint wedges by Corollary 5.16. Star indentations in A(B) may be flattened

independently. Let A = Refk−j(SA) ∈ A(B) and SA ⊂ Refj(K). Then

|∂A ∩ Refk(∂K)| = |SA ∩ Refj(∂K)| is the union of two adjacent (n − 1)-

cubes, hence an (n− 1)-cell. Thus ∂A− Refk(∂K)| is also an (n− 1)-cell.
Since the number of n-cubes in SA, A ∈ A(B) is at most µ(K), there

exists a piecewise linear L(n, µ(K))-bilipschitz homeomorphism

ψA(B) : |Refk(K)−
⋃

A∈A(B)

A| → |K|,

which is the identity in the complement of Wedge|K|(
⋃

A∈A(B) A).

The claim follows by setting ϕB = ψA(B) ◦ ψD(B). □
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6. Channeling by reservoirs and canals

In this section, we develop the technical part of the proof for the Evolution
Theorem 4.16 – channeling by reservoirs and canals.

Suppose that - for concreteness - we are given a separating complex Z in
a cubical n-complex K having m boundary components, and a refinement
scale ν. Our task is to perturb Refν(Z) in Refν(K) into a new (n − 1)-

complex Z̃ which has the relative Wada property with respect to Z and has
controlled geometry.

Perturbation is made in two steps. In the first step, we build a reservoir-
canal system RC(Z) along Z which has m subsystems RC(Z)1, . . . ,RC(Z)m,
and transform Z into a new (n− 1)-subcomplex Tr(Z) ⊂ Refν(Z) ∪ RC(Z),
which satisfies a pre-Wada property with respect to Z. The complex Tr(Z)
is not yet a separating complex, since the cut-graph Γcut(Refν(K);Tr(Z))
has m extra connected components, each associated to a spanning tree of
RC(Z)i. In the second step, we fix this issue by removing some (n − 1)-
cubes from Tr(Z) to create connections among some of the components of
Γcut(Refν(K);Tr(Z)). We call this process channeling, and the new complex

Z̃ = Ch(Z) a channeling of Z.
Heuristically, the regions in |K| separated by a separating complex Z

may be viewed as lakes filled with water of different colors. Reservoir-canal
systems are merely intermediate structures and they are partitioned into
artificial lakes after transformation and filled with water after channeling.

In particular, the lakes of Z̃ = Ch(Z) have the same colors as lakes of Z.

Remark. We emphasize that, although Z is a subcomplex of K, pertur-
bation of Z is performed in the refinement Refν(K) of K. Therefore, it
is understood that transformation Tr(Z), channeling Ch(Z), as well as the
reservoir-canal systems RC(Y ) are subcomplexes of Refν(K).

This section is divided into two parts. In the first part (Sections 6.1, 6.2,
and 6.3), we construct reservoir-canal systems and discuss the transforma-
tion. In the second part (Section 6.4), we discuss the channeling.

After the initial perturbation of Z, from the second iterative step on-
ward, channeling will be performed locally on subcomplexes of separating
complexes. For this reason, the constructions in this section are made on
pairs (U, Y ) ⊂ (K,Z) in which the topological relations between Y and U
are more complex than that between Z and K. In particular, Y need not be
a separating complex in U , and Y need not even be contained in the interior
of U .

6.1. Goal and Standing assumptions. We state in Proposition 6.5 the
goal of transformation and later, in Proposition 6.39, summarize the com-
bined process of transformation and channeling. Throughout this section,
we make the following assumptions on complex K.

Standing assumptions 6.1.

• K is a good cubical n-complex with m(≥ 2) boundary components,
Σ1, . . . ,Σm, and admitting a separating complex.

• µ = µ(K) is the local multiplicity of K, and ν = ν(K) ≥ 1 is the
refinement scaleof K, that is, an integer for which 3ν ≥ 310µ2m.
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We now define complex pairs (U, Y ) which are admissible for transforma-
tion.

Definition 6.2. Suppose that k ≥ 0 and Zk is a separating complex in
Refkν(K). An adjacently connected (n − 1)-subcomplex Y of Zk is said to

be admissible, in (Refkν(K), Zk), if there exists an adjacently connected n-

subcomplex U of Refkν(K) for which

(1) Y ⊂ U ,
(2) each (n− 1)-cube in Y is a face of an n-cube in U ,
(3) each n-cube in U has a face in Y ,
(4) each connected component of the cut-graph Γcut(U ;Y ) is a subgraph

of some Γ(CompRefkν(K)(Zk; Σi)), and

(5) for each i = 1, . . . ,m, subcomplex U has at least one n-cube in
CompRefkν(K)(Zk; Σi).

We call (U, Y ) an admissible pair.

Definition 6.3. An essentially disjoint partition L of Zk is said to be a
localization of Zk if each element of L is admissible in (Refkν(K), Zk).

Trivially, (K,Z) is an admissible pair in (K,Z) and L0 = {Z} is a local-
ization of Z.

By conditions (4) and (5) in Definition 6.2, Γcut(U ;Y ) has at least m
connected components. We follow the convention below in labeling these
components.

Convention 6.4. Suppose that pair (U, Y ) is admissible in (Refkν(K), Zk).
We label the connected components G1, . . . , Gr of the cut-graph Γcut(U ;Y ),
where r = r(U, Y ) ≥ m, so that, for i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, SpanU (Gi) is contained
in CompRefkν(K)(Zk; Σi).

We now state the main result of the first part of this section.

Proposition 6.5. Assume the Standing assumptions 6.1 and let Zk be a sep-
arating complex in Refkν(K). Suppose that (U, Y ) is an admissible pair in

(Refkν(K), Zk) and components G1, . . . , Gr of Γcut(U ;Y ) are labeled accord-
ing to Convention 6.4. Then, there exists an adjacently connected (n − 1)-
subcomplex

Tr(Y ) ⊂ Refν(U)

for which

(1) the cut-graph Γcut(Refν(U);Tr(Y )) has r+m connected components,

G′
1, . . . , G

′
r, τ1, . . . , τm,

where G′
i is a subgraph of Γ(Refν(SpanU (Gi))) for i ∈ {1, . . . , r}, and

τi is a tree of size at most λ = λ(#(Y [n−1]), µ, ν) for i ∈ {1, . . . ,m},
and

(2) Tr(Y ) satisfies a pre-Wada property: for each q ∈ Y [n−1] and each
i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, there is an n-cube in SpanRefν(U)(τi) having a face
in q.

Complex Tr(Y ) is called a transformation of Y . The proof of the propo-
sition is completed at the end of Section 6.3.1.
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6.1.1. Preference functions. Before building the reservoir-canal systems for
the transformation, we introduce the notion of preference functions which
are used to guide the placement of reservoirs and canals.

Definition 6.6. Let U be an n-cubical complex with a good interior and
Y ⊂ U an (n − 1)-subcomplex. A function ρ : Y [n−1] → U [n] is called a

preference function on Y if, for each q ∈ Y [n−1], ρ(q) is an n-cube having q
as a face.

We do not assume the preference function ρ to be injective, nor assume
cubes ρ(q) and ρ(q′) to be adjacent even for adjacent q and q′.

For an admissible pair (U, Y ) in (Refkν(K), Zk), a preference function

ρY : Y [n−1] → U [n] is said to be admissible if ρY (Y
[n−1]) contains at least one

n-cube in each SpanU (Gi), hence in CompRefkν(K)(Zk; Σi), for i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}.
Note that an admissible pair always admits an admissible preference func-
tion.

6.2. Reservoir and canal systems. We now construct reservoir-canal sys-
tems for the proof of Proposition 6.5. An illustration of the construction is
given in Figures 6 and 7.1

To do this, we retain all assumptions in the proposition, and fix an admis-
sible preference function ρY : Y [n−1] → U [n] and a partially ordered spanning
tree TY in Γ(Y ).

Using data (U, Y, ρY ,TY ), we create a reservoir over each q ∈ Y [n−1] and
then connect them with canals. The placement of the reservoirs is deter-
mined by the preference function ρY , and the flow of canals is determined
by the spanning tree TY . For brevity, we write ρ = ρY and T = TY .

We begin with the constructions of pre-reservoir-blocks, markers, canal
sections, and connectors in Sections 6.2.1 ∼ 6.2.4.

6.2.1. Pre-reservoir-blocks. We fix a family of model reservoirs R1, . . . ,Rm

in the unit n-cube [0, 1]n. For each i = 1, . . . ,m, let

Di =

[
4

9
+
i− 1

3ν
,
5

9
− i− 1

3ν

]n−1

×
[
0,

1

9
− i− 1

3ν

]
⊂ [0, 1]n,

and let Dm+1 = ∅. We take Ri ⊂ Refν([0, 1]n) to be the subcomplex, whose
space is cl(Di \Di+1), that is,

Ri = SpanK({Q ∈ Refν(U)[n] : Q ⊂ cl(Di \Di−1)}).

Observe that each |Ri| is an n-cell, and Γ(Ri) is connected. We call the
cubical complexes Ri pre-reservoir-blocks.

To construct pre-reservoir-blocks on Y with respect to a preference func-
tion ρ, let q ∈ Y [n−1] and Q = ρ(q). After applying an isometry of [0, 1]n if
needed, we may assume that the map ϕQ : Q → [0, 1]n, associated to Q in
the cubical structure, has the property that ϕQ(q) = [0, 1]n−1 × {0}. Since
Refν(Q) = ϕ∗Q(Ref

ν([0, 1]n), subcomplexes

Rq;i = ϕ∗Q(Ri) ⊂ Refν(Q), i = 1, . . . ,m,

1Figures 6 and 7 are drawn with the assistance of Julie Kaufman.
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are well-defined. We call Rq,1, . . . ,Rq,m pre-reservoir-blocks adjacent to q.
The name stems from the fact that

Rq;i ∩ Refν(q) = ϕ∗Q(Ri ∩ Refν([0, 1]n−1 × {0}))
is an adjacently-connected cubical complex contained in |q|. We call the
union

Rq =
m⋃
i=1

Rq;i

a pre-reservoir-cube over q, and observe that Rq is a refinement of a cube in

Ref2(Q).

6.2.2. Markers. Fix first a family of model markers in the unit cube [0, 1]n−2.
Since 3ν ≥ 310µ2m, there exists a family

E = {ζ1, . . . , ζm; ζm+1, . . . , ζ2m; . . . ; ζ(µ2−1)m+1 . . . , ζµ2m}

of mutually disjoint (n−2)-cubes contained in Refν−2
(
[49 ,

5
9 ]

n−2 × {0} × {0}
)
.

The elements in E are called the model markers.
Note that [49 ,

5
9 ]

n−2 ∈ Ref2([0, 1]n−2), hence

Refν−2

([
4

9
,
5

9

]n−2

× {0} × {0}

)
⊂ Refν([0, 1]n−2 × {0} × {0})).

We use cubical isomorphisms ϕQ : Q → [0, 1]n in the cubical structure of

U to define the markers on Y [n−2]. To each (n − 2)-cube e ∈ Y [n−2], we

fix an n-cube Q ∈ U [n] which contains e. Let ϕQ : Q → [0, 1]n be the map
associated to Q in the cubical n-complex U . After applying an isometry of
[0, 1]n if needed we may assume that ϕQ(e) = [0, 1]n−2 × {0} × {0}. We call

ζe;i = ϕ∗Q(ζi), i = 1, . . . , µ2m,

markers on e, and set

E(e) = {ζe,1, . . . , ζe,m; ζe,m+1, . . . , ζe,2m; . . . ; ζe,(µ2−1)m+1 . . . , ζe,µ2m}.

Note that markers in E(e) are contained in Refν−2(c2(e)) ⊂ Refν(e), where
c2(e) ∈ Ref2(e) is the center cube of the center cube c(e) of e. We emphasize
that, despite the notation, the markers of U are not elements of U but
elements of Refν(U).

Since the model markers are mutually disjoint (n−2)-cubes in the refine-
ment Refν([0, 1]n−2 × {0} × {0}), stars of markers in Refν(U) are mutually
disjoint; recall the notion of star from Definition 2.9.

Lemma 6.7. Let ζ and ζ ′ be markers in U , ζ ̸= ζ ′. Then

StRefν(U)(ζ) ∩ StRefν(U)(ζ
′) = ∅.

For each e ∈ U [n−2], we distribute the markers on E(e) to the pairs {q, q′}
of (n − 1)-cubes in StU (e)

[n−1] for which q ∩ q′ = e. To do this, we fix for

each e ∈ U [n−2], an injective marking function

κe : {{q, q′} : q, q′ ∈ StU (e)
[n−1], q ∩ q′ = e} → {1, . . . , µ2},

and denote the m markers associated to the pair {q, q′} by

ζe,{q,q′};i = ζe,(κe({q,q′})−1)m+i ∈ E(e), i = 1, . . . ,m.
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The reason for the elaborate placement of markers will be explained in
Remark 6.15.

6.2.3. Canal sections. We define canal sections connecting pre-reservoir-
blocks to markers guided by a spanning tree T of Γ(Y ); see Figure 6

Let q ∈ Y [n−1]. For each edge {q, q′} in T and i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, take
Cq,{q,q′};i to be the unique adjacently connected n-subcomplex of Refν(ρ(q))
consisting of minimal number of n-cubes for which

(1) Cq,{q,q′};i ∩ Rq;i is an (n− 1)-cube, and
(2) Cq,{q,q′};i ∩ StRefν(U)(ζq∩q′,{q,q′};i) is an (n− 1)-cube.

Remark 6.8. The minimality of Cq,{q,q′};i has two immediate implications.

First, the space |Cq,{q,q′};i| is isometric to [0, s][n−1] × [0, s#(C
[n]
q,{q,q′};i)],

where s is the side length of ζq∩q′,{q,q′};i. In particular, complexes Cq,{q,q′};i
and Cq′,{q,q′};j do not meet unless q = q′ and i = j.

Second, each n-cube in Cq,{q,q′};i has a face in q. Indeed, by (2), Cq,{q,q′};i
meets StRefν(U)(ζq∩q′,{q,q′};i) in a face and, by minimality, this face meets q.

We call Cq,{q,q′},i the canal section connecting the pre-reservoir-block Rq;i

to the star of marker ζq∩q′,{q,q′};i. We denote

Cq;i =
⋃

{q,q′}∈T

Cq,{q,q′};i.

Clearly, Cq;i ⊂ Refν(ρ(q)) ⊂ StRefν(U)(Ref
ν(q)).

The following two properties follow immediately from the construction,
in particular, the nested nature of the pre-reservoir-blocks.

Corollary 6.9. Let q ∈ Y [n−1], {q, q′} ∈ T, and i, i′ ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. Then
Cq,{q,q′};i intersects Rq,i′ (in an n-cube) if and only if 1 ≤ i′ < i ≤ m.

Corollary 6.10. For each q ∈ Y [n−1] and i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, the cubical com-
plex Rq;i ∪ Cq;i is adjacently-connected.

6.2.4. Connectors. We now define for each edge {q, q′} in T and each i ∈
{1, . . . ,m}, a subcomplex J{q,q′};i which connects canal sections Cq,{q,q′};i
and Cq′,{q,q′};i. The definition below uses the fact that complex U has a
good interior.

Definition 6.11. Let {q, q′} ∈ T be an edge and i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} an index.
We define a connector J{q,q′};i ⊂ Refν(K) connecting Cq,{q,q′};i and Cq′,{q,q′};i
over marker ζq∩q′,{q,q′};i in two cases.

Case 1. If ρ(q) = ρ(q′), we take J{q,q′};i to be the unique n-cube in Refν(ρ(q))∩
StRefν(U)(ζq∩q′,{q,q′};i).

Case 2. If ρ(q) ̸= ρ(q′), we take J{q,q′};i to be a minimal adjacently-connected
n-subcomplex of StRefν(U)(ζq∩q′,{q,q′};i) for which

StRefν(U)(ζq∩q′,{q,q′};i) ∩
(
Refν(ρ(q)) ∪ Refν(ρ(q′))

)
⊂ J{q,q′};i.

Remark 6.12. In Case 2, the connector J{q,q′};i may have n-cubes outside

preferred cubes, that is, complexes Refν(SpanU (ρ(Y
[n−1]))).

Since ρ(q) ̸= ρ(q′), StRefν(U)(ζq∩q′,{q,q′};i)∩ (Refν(ρ(q)) ∪ Refν(ρ(q′))) has
two n-cubes. Since star StRefν(U)(ζq∩q′,{q,q′};i) is cyclic, there are at most two
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possible choices for a connector J{q,q′};i.. The minimality in the definition
ensures that any proper subcomplex of a connector is not a connector.

We combine now canal sections with connectors and say that two canal
sections are joined together by a connector into a canal stretch; see Figure
6.

Definition 6.13. For each edge {q, q′} in T and i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, the complex

C{q,q′};i = Cq,{q,q′};i ∪ J{q,q′};i ∪ Cq′,{q,q′};i

is called a canal stretch of index i over the edge {q, q′}.

Rq,1

Rq,2

q

q′

q′′

Rq,3

C{q,q′},2

C{q,q′},3

C{q,q′},1

Figure 6. Pre-reservoir-blocks and canal stretches over an
(n− 1)-cube q ∈ Y (not in scale).

We omit the straightforward proof of the following lemma.

Lemma 6.14. For each edge {q, q′} ∈ T and i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, the canal
stretch C{q,q′};i and its boundary ∂C{q,q′};i are adjacently-connected.

Remark 6.15. The placement of markers guarantees that canal stretches
C{q,q′};i and C{q′′,q′′′};j for which q∩ q′ = q′′ ∩ q′′′ = e, in other words passing
the same edge e, do not meet and that the adjacency graph of each C{q,q′};i
is linear. See Figure 7.

6.2.5. Construction of the system RCRefν(U)(Y ). For each fixed i, we have
connected every pair of pre-reservoir-blocks Rq;i and Rq′;i, for {q, q′} ∈ T,
into a canal stretch C{q,q′};i. Since each canal stretch C{q,q′};i enters every
pre-reservoir-block Rq,i′ of a lower index i′ < i (Corollary 6.9), we first
remove the n-cubes in the intersection from each pre-reservoir-block.

For each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and each q ∈ Y [n−1], we call

R̂q;i = Rq;i −
⋃

{q,q′}∈T

(⋃
i′>i

Cq,{q,q′},i′

)
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q1

q5
q3

q6

q4

q2

e

Figure 7. Schematic figure of the space of a reservoir-canal
system RCRefν(U)(Y ) - a local picture (not in scale). Cubes
in Y are colored in grey.

the reservoir of index i adjacent to q.

Lemma 6.16. Complexes R̂q;i and ∂R̂q;i are adjacently-connected.

Proof. Since each canal stretch C{q,q′},i′ meets Rq;i in an n-cube if and only
if i′ > i, and these n-cubes are mutually disjoint, we conclude that both

adjacency graphs Γ(R̂q;i) and Γ(∂R̂q;i) are connected. □

Definition 6.17. We call the subcomplex

RCRefν(U)(Y ;T, ρ)i =

 ⋃
q∈Y [n−1]

R̂q;i

 ∪

 ⋃
{q,q′}∈T

C{q,q′};i

 ⊂ Refν(U).

the reservoir-canal system of index i over Y (associated to the spanning tree
T and the preference function ρ), and call the complex

RCRefν(U)(Y ;T, ρ) =

m⋃
i=1

RCRefν(U)(Y ;T, ρ)i ⊂ Refν(U)

the reservoir-canal system over Y . For brevity, we write RCRefν(U)(Y )i and
RCRefν(U)(Y ) for RCRefν(U)(Y ;T, ρ)i and RCRefν(U)(Y ;T, ρ), respectively.

6.2.6. Properties of reservoir-canal systems. We record now properties of
reservoir-canal systems and their boundaries, which are needed in the sub-
sequent constructions.
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We note first that aside from the family JRefν(U)(Y ) of connectors, the

system RCRefν(U)(Y ) is contained in Refν(ρ(Y [n−1]). More precisely, we have
the following corollary.

Corollary 6.18. From the construction, we have that

RCRefν(U)(Y ) ⊂ Refν(ρ(Y [n−1])) ∪ JRefν(U)(Y ) ⊂ Refν(StU (Y )),

and
StRefν(U)(RCRefν(U)(Y )) ⊂ Refν(StU (Y )).

The adjacent connectedness follows from Lemmas 6.14 and 6.16.

Corollary 6.19. The complex RCRefν(U)(Y )i is adjacently-connected for
each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, and has an adjacently-connected boundary. Moreover,
the system RCRefν(U)(Y ) is adjacently-connected and

⋃m
i=1 ∂RCRefν(U)(Y )i is

also adjacently-connected.

The space of the reservoir-canal system of index i is n-cell.

Corollary 6.20. For each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, the space of RCRefν(U)(Y )i is an
n-cell.

Proof. Let i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. For each q ∈ Y [n−1], the space of R̂q;i is an n-
cell. Moreover, for each {q, q′} ∈ T, the space of C{q,q′};i is an n-cell and

R̂q;i∩C{q,q′};i is an (n−1)-cube, hence the space of R̂q;i∪C{q,q′};i is an n-cell.
The claim follows by induction along the tree T. □

Since the complexes RCRefν(U)(Y )i, i = 1, . . . ,m, with distinct indices
meet only in reservoirs, we have the following.

Corollary 6.21. For i ̸= i′, the intersection RCRefν(U)(Y )i∩RCRefν(U)(Y )i′

is an (n− 1)-complex.

Finally, the system RCRefν(U)(Y ) is far from the boundary ∂Y of Y in the
graph distance.

Corollary 6.22. Suppose that ∂Y is nonempty. The graph distance, with
respect to Γ(Refν(U)), between an n-cube in RCRefν(U)(Y ) and any n-cube

in Refν(U) that meets Refν(∂Y ) is at least 3ν−2.

Proof. Since (n − 2)-cubes on the boundary of Y are not edges of the tree
T, there are no markers in ∂Y . Therefore, there are no canal sections in
RCRefν(U)(Y ) connecting pre-reservoir blocks to StRefν(U)(∂Y ). The claim
now follows from the fact that every pre-reservoir block is located over the
center cube of Ref2(q) for some q ∈ Y [n−1]. □

6.2.7. A partially ordered partition of RCRefν(U)(Y ) determined by tree T.
To prepare for a localized perturbation in Section 7.2, we choose and fix
a partition RCRefν(U)(Y ) of the reservoir-canal system RCRefν(U)(Y ) as fol-
lows.

We divide each canal stretch into two parts by assigning each connector
entirely to one of the two canal sections using the partial order <Y in T.
For edge {q, q′} ∈ T with q <Y q′, we take

C̃q,{q,q′};i = Cq,{q,q′};i ∪ J{q,q′};i and C̃q′,{q,q′};i = Cq′,{q,q′};i.
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Let

RCRefν(U)(Y )q;i = R̂q;i ∪
⋃

{q,q′}∈T

C̃q,{q,q′};i,

and

RCRefν(U)(Y )q =

m⋃
i=1

RCRefν(U)(Y )q;i.

Then the collection

RCRefν(U)(Y ) = {RCRefν(U)(Y )q : q ∈ Y [n−1]}

is an essential partition of RCRefν(U)(Y ). We call RCRefν(U)(Y ) a partially
ordered partition of RCRefν(U)(Y ) (uniquely) determined by tree T.

By Lemmas 6.16 and 6.14, each RCRefν(U)(Y )q is adjacently-connected
and has an adjacently-connected boundary.

Remark 6.23. The ambient complex Refν(U) is locally Euclidean at each
(n − 2)-cube in RCRefν(U)(Y ) which is not a marker in connectors. The
requirement ’each connector belonging entirely to one of the elements in
RCRefν(U)(Y )’ for the partition ensures each marker belongs to only one
element in the partition. This condition simplifies the discussion of local
geometry in the future.

6.3. Transformation. Using RCRefν(U)(Y ), we transform Y into a complex
Tr(Y ) in Refν(K) which has m additional complementary components than
that of Y .

For each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, we fix a spanning tree τi ⊂ Γ(RCRefν(U)(Y )i) and
denote

τY = τ1 ∪ · · · ∪ τm.
We call the family of (n− 1)-cubes Q ∩Q′ representing the edges in τY ,

PτY = {Q ∩Q′ ∈ RCRefν(U)(Y )[n−1] : {Q,Q′} ∈ τY },

τY -passages.

Definition 6.24. The transformation of Y is the (n− 1)-subcomplex

Tr(Y ) = TrRefν(U)(Y ) =
(
Refν(Y ) ∪ RCRefν(U)(Y )(n−1)

)
− PτY .

Remark 6.25. Although not emphasized, the definition of Tr(Y ) depends
on the assumptions in Proposition 6.5, as well as as the spanning tree T, the
selection of the markers, and the choice of the trees τi in the proof. We omit
the recording of these dependencies, as they have no roles in what follows.

Remark 6.26. The τY -passages are encoded into the reservoir-canal trans-
formation TrRefν(U)(Y ). Indeed, for each i = 1, . . . ,m, we have that

τi = Γcut
(
RCRefν(U)(Y )i; TrRefν(U)(Y ) ∩ RCRefν(U)(Y )i

)
.

The following lemma shows that the transformation Tr(Y ) of Y inherits
the adjacently-connectedness of Y . This is one of the key properties in terms
of inductive construction of separating complexes.

Lemma 6.27. The transformation TrRefν(U)(Y ) is adjacently-connected.



40 PEKKA PANKKA AND JANG-MEI WU

Proof. Since Y is adjacently-connected, the refinement Refν(Y ) is adjacently-

connected. We check next that Γ(RCRefν(U)(Y )(n−1) − PτY ) is connected.
For each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, let Pi be the set of passages associated to the

tree τi, thus

(3) RCRefν(U)(Y )(n−1) − PτY =
m⋃
i=1

(RCRefν(U)(Y )
(n−1)
i − Pi).

Since RCRefν(U)(Y )i is an adjacently-connected n-complex, the (n − 1)-

subcomplex RCRefν(U)(Y )
(n−1)
i is also adjacently-connected. Since (n − 1)-

cubes in Pi are inside RCRefν(U)(Y )i, we conclude that the adjacency graph

Γ(RCRefν(U)(Y )
(n−1)
i − Pi) remains connected after their removal.

Since complexes RCRefν(U)(Y )i
(n−1)−Pi and RCRefν(U)(Y )j

(n−1)−Pj hav-
ing consecutive indices i and j, meet in (n − 1)-cubes, their union is adja-

cently connected. Thus, by (3), Γ(RCRefν(U)(Y )(n−1) − PτY ) is connected.
The n-cubes in the canal stretches in RCRefν(U)(Y ) have faces in Refν(Y )

and these faces do not belong to PτY . Therefore, the adjacency graphs

Γ(RCRefν(U)(Y )(n−1) − PτY ) and Γ(Refν(Y )) belong to the same connected
component of Γ(TrRefν(U)(Y )). Thus Γ(TrRefν(U)(Y )) is connected. □

From Corollary 6.22 and the construction of Tr(Y ), the boundary of Y
remains in the boundary of Tr(Y ) after the transformation.

Corollary 6.28. The (n − 2)-complex Refν(∂Y ) remains in the boundary
∂(TrRefν(U)(Y )) of the transformation.

6.3.1. Receded subcomplexes. Recall that G1, . . . , Gr are the connected com-
ponents of the cut-graph Γcut(U ;Y ) labeled according to Convention 6.4,
where r = r(U, Y ) ≥ m. We denote

Uj = SpanU (Gj), j = 1, . . . , r.

We call the subcomplex of Refν(Uj) remained, after the removal of the
reservoir-canal system RCRefν(U)(Y ), a receded subcomplex.

Definition 6.29. For j ∈ {1, . . . , r}, we call

U rec
j = Refν(Uj)− RCRefν(U)(Y ),

a receded subcomplex of Refν(Uj) of index j.

Complex U rec
j is adjacently-connected. We first prove a local version of

this property.

Lemma 6.30. For each j ∈ {1, . . . , r} and each n-cube Q in Uj, the adja-
cency graph Γ(Refν(Q) ∩ U rec

j ) is connected.

Proof. Let Q be an n-cube in Uj . Suppose first that Q ∩ Y = ∅. Then
Refν(Q) ⊂ U rec

j . Hence Γ(Refν(Q) ∩ U rec
j ) = Γ(Refν(Q)) is connected.

Suppose next that Q ∩ Y ̸= ∅. We consider two cases. Assume first that
Q is not in the image of the preference function ρ. Then the intersection
Refν(Q)∩RCRefν(U)(Y ) either (i) has no n-cubes, or (ii) has only n-cubes in
the connectors in RCRefν(U)(Y ). In case (i), Γ(Refν(Q)∩U rec

j ) = Γ(Refν(Q))
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is connected. In case (ii), each n-cube in the intersection meets Refν(∂Q)
in an (n− 1)-cell. Thus Γ(Refν(Q) ∩ U rec

j ) is connected.

Assume second that Q is the preference cube of one or more (n−1)-cubes
in Y , under ρ. Then the space of R = Refν(Q) ∩ RCRefν(U)(Y ) has an
essential partition into n-cells, each of which is either the space of an n-cube
in Ref2(Q) with a face on |∂Q|, or the space of an n-cube in Refν(Q) having
one or two faces on |∂Q|. Since

Refν(Q) ∩ U rec
j = Refν(Q)−R,

each n-cube in Refν(Q) ∩ U rec
j may be connected, by a chain of adjacent n-

cubes, in Refν(Q)∩U rec
j to the center n-cube of Refν(Q). Thus Γ(Refν(Q)∩

U rec
j ) is connected. □

Corollary 6.31. Each complex U rec
j is adjacently-connected.

Proof. Let {Q,Q′} ∈ Γ(Uj) and q = Q∩Q′. Since both graphs Γ(Refν(Q)∩
U rec
j ) and Γ(Refν(Q′) ∩ U rec

j ) are connected and they may be connected to

each other through some (n−1)-cubes in Refν(q), graphs Γ(Refν(Q)∩U rec
j )

and Γ(Refν(Q′)∩U rec
j ) belong to the same connected component of Γ(U rec

j ).

Since Γ(Uj) is connected, we conclude that Γ(U rec
j ) is connected. □

By Remark 6.26 and Corollary 6.31, cut-graph Γcut(Refν(U);TrRefν(U)(Y ))
has r +m connected components.

Corollary 6.32. Let TrRefν(U)(Y ) be a transformation of Y in Refν(U).

Then the connected components of Γcut(Refν(U);TrRefν(U)(Y )) are

Γ(U rec
1 ), . . . ,Γ(U rec

r ), τ1, . . . , τm.

Moreover, each τi is a tree of length at most λ = λ(#Y [n−1], µ, ν).

Proof of Proposition 6.5. Property (1) in the Proposition follows from Corol-
lary 6.32. Property (2) holds because, for each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, there is a

RC(Y )q;i over each q ∈ Y [n−1] by the construction. □

6.3.2. Indentation in realizations. Recall that G1, . . . , Gr are the connected
components of the cut-graph Γcut(U ;Y ), Uj = SpanU (Gj), RU (Gj) is the
realization of Gj , RU (Γ

cut(U ;Y )) is the realization of Γcut(U ;Y ), and

π(U ;Y ) : RU (Γ
cut(U ;Y )) → U

is the Γcut(U ;Y )-quotient map.
We prove next that the lift of RCRefν(U)(Y ) in RU (Gj),

DU (Gj) = π−1
(U ;Y )

(
RCRefν(U)(Y ) ∩ Refν(Uj)

)
,

is an indentation in RU (Gj), for each j = 1, . . . , r.

Proposition 6.33. For each j ∈ {1, . . . , r}, the complex DU (Gj) is an
indentation in RU (Gj).

First we show that the lift of each canal stretch C{q,q′};i is an indentation
in RU (Gj). Note that indices i and j have no relation.

Lemma 6.34. For j ∈ {1, . . . , r}, the lift π−1
(U ;Y )

(
C{q,q′};i

)
∩ Refν(RU (Gj))

of any canal stretch C{q,q′};i, if nonempty, is an indentation in RU (Gj).
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We make an observation before giving the proof.

Remark 6.35. Although a canal stretch C{q,q′};i is adjacently-connected, its

lift in Refν(R(Γcut(U ;Y )) need not be connected. The splitting of the lift
occurs when Y enters the interior of the connector |J{q,q′};i|; see Figure 8
for an illustration.

Y

U LiftU

LiftYe

Figure 8. A schematic picture of a reservoir-canal system
(dark blue) and its lift.

Proof of Lemma 6.34. Let C{q,q′};i be a canal stretch having a nonempty lift

π−1
(U ;Y )(C{q,q′};i) ∩ Refν(RU (Gj)). Let P be a subcomplex of C{q,q′};i whose

lift π−1
(U ;Y )(P ) is a connected component of π−1

(U ;Y )(C{q,q′};i)∩Refν(RU (Gj)).

Then Γ(P ) is a connected component of Γcut(C{q,q′};i;Y ) and is isomorphic

to Γ
(
π−1
(U ;Y )(P ∩ Refν(Uj))

)
.

Complex P then has one of the following three forms:

(1) the entire C{q,q′};i, or
(2) the union of a canal section in C{q,q′};i and an adjacently-connected

subcomplex R of the connector, or
(3) an adjacently-connected subcomplex R of the connector and it is not

adjacent to either canal section.

Each n-cube Q ∈ P [n] belonging to a canal section has a face in the the
same (n − 1)-cube in ∂Uj . Thus the lift of a canal section is a spectral-
cube-indentation in RU (Gj). The partial star of R in Cases (2) or (3),

has two faces on Y , hence π−1
(U ;Y )(R) is a star in Refν(RU (Gj)). There-

fore, π−1
(U ;Y ) (P ∩ Refν(Uj)) is an indentation in RU (Gj). Since a union of

mutually disjoint indentations is an indentation, the claim follows. □

Proof of Proposition 6.33. Every pre-reservoir-cube Q associated to the sys-
tem RCRefν(U)(Y ) is a refinement of an n-cube CQ in Ref2(K), hence CQ is
the spectral cube of Q. Thus, if a pre-reservoir-cube Q belongs to Uj , then

π−1
(U ;Y )(CQ) is a spectral cube of DU (Gj) in Refν(RU (Gj)) and has a face on

∂Uj .
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From the placement of reservoirs and canals in the construction, a pre-
reservoir-cube and a canal stretch can meet only in a face of the canal stretch.
In particular, the intersection of three distinct spectral cubes in DU (Gj) is
empty. Hence DU (Gj) is an indentation in RU (Gj). □

6.4. Channeling. Reservoir-canal system provides a method to transform
Y ⊂ U into a new complex Tr(Y ) ⊂ Refν(U). While the original cut-
graph Γcut(U ;Y ) has r components, where r = r(U, Y ) ≥ m, the cut-graph
Γcut(Refν(U);Tr(Y )) has m additional components τ1, . . . , τm created from
the reservoir-canal systems as seen in Corollary 6.32. Channeling, which we
now discuss, connects τ1, . . . , τm to Γ(U rec

1 ), . . . ,Γ(U rec
m ), by removing a gate

between RC(Y )i and U
rec
i for each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}.

6.4.1. Gates on RC(Y )i. Let (U, Y, ρY ) be admissible in (Refkν(K), Zk) and
assume the labeling of cut-graphs as in Convention 6.4.

Since ρY is admissible, we may fix for each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, an n-cube
Ci ∈ RC(Y )i ∩ Refν(Ui) which is well-located in the system RC(Y ), that is,
Ci belongs to a canal section in RC(Y )i but not adjacent to any pre-reservoir-
cube and is closer to a pre-reservoir-cube than a connector in graph distance.

Let ωi be the unique face of Ci which does not meet Y , in other words,
ωi is in the interior of Ui. We connect Γ(U rec

i ) and τi by ωi. Since ωi ∈
RC(Y )i ∩ U rec

i , we refer to ωi as a gate between RC(Y )i and U
rec
i .

Definition 6.36. The subcomplex

Ch(Y ) = Tr(Y )−
m⋃
i=1

{ωi} ⊂ Refν(U)

is called a channeling of Y (based on ρY and TY ).

Remark 6.37. For future discussion, we fix now, for each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m},
a sheet neighborhood Λ(ωi) of ωi on the boundary ∂(U rec

i ) of the receded
complex U rec

i , by setting

Λ(ωi) = |StRefν(U)(ωi) ∩ ∂(U rec
i )|.

Note that Λ(ω1), . . . ,Λ(ωm) are mutually disjoint (n−1)-cells and that Λ(ωi)
contains the corresponding ωi in its interior.

We record now the basic properties of the channeling.

Lemma 6.38. Let Ch(Y ) be a channeling of Y . Then Ch(Y ) is adjacently
connected, Ch(Y ) has the pre-Wada property with respect to Y as stated
in Proposition 6.5, and Ch(Y ) is an λ-perturbation of Y for a constant

λ = λ(#(Y [n−1]), µ, ν). Moreover, the connected components of the graph
Γcut(Refν(U);Ch(Y )) are

GCh(Y );i =

{
Γ(U rec

i ) ∪ τi ∪ {ωi} for i = 1, . . . ,m,

Γ(U rec
i ) for i = m+ 1, . . . , r.

Proof. For the first claim it suffices to observe that, since Tr(Y ) is adjacently-
connected by Lemma 6.27 and the removal of mutually disjoint (n − 1)-
cubes ω1, . . . , ωm does not change the connectedness, we have that Ch(Y ) is
adjacently connected. The second part has been proved in Proposition 6.5.
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For the third claim, we observe first that the structure of the connected
componentsGCh(Y );i of Γ

cut(Refν(U);Ch(Y )) follows immediately from Corol-
lary 6.32 and the choice of gates ωi. Let U ′

i = SpanRefν(U)(GCh(Y );i) for
i = 1, . . . , r and let

π(Refν(U);Ch(Y )) : RRefν(U)(Γ
cut(Refν(U);Ch(Y ))) → Refν(U)

be the Γcut(Refν(U);Ch(Y ))-quotient map.
Since U ′

i = (Refν(Ui) − RC(Y )) ∪ RC(Y )i and the adjacency graph of

the lift π−1
(Refν(U);Ch(Y ))(RC(Y )i) is the tree τi, the channeling Ch(Y ) is an

λ-perturbation of Y for a constant λ = λ(#(Y [n−1]), µ, ν). □

6.4.2. Summary on channeling. We summarize the channeling process and
collect properties of Ch(Y ) in the next proposition; we refer to Sections 6.3
and 6.4 for notations. All properties listed here have been proved above.

Proposition 6.39. Retain all assumptions and the labeling in Proposition
6.5. Guided by a preference function ρY : Y [n−1] → U [n] and a spanning tree
TY in Γ(Y ), we may construct in Refν(U) the following:

(1) an adjacently connected reservoir-canal system RC(Y ) =
⋃m

i=1 RC(Y )i
consisting of essentially disjoint n-subcomplexes RC(Y )1, . . . ,RC(Y )m,
each of which is adjacently connected and has a spanning tree, τi, of
size at most λ = λ(#(Y [n−1]), µ, ν), which satisfies
(a) RC(Y ) ⊂ Refν(StU (Y )), and
(b) RC(Y ) ∩ StRefν(U)(Ref

ν(∂Y )) = ∅;

(2) an (n− 1)-subcomplex Tr(Y ) ⊂ Refν(Y ) ∪ RC(Y )(n−1) for which the
connected components of Γcut(Refν(U);Tr(Y )) are

Γ(U rec
1 ), . . . ,Γ(U rec

r ), τ1, . . . , τm,

where r = r(U, Y ) ≥ m, U rec
i = Refν(Ui)−RC(Y ) for i ∈ {1, . . . , r},

and τi is a spanning tree in Γ(RC(Y )i) for i ∈ {1, . . . ,m};
(3) for each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, an (n − 1)-cube ωi ∈ ∂RC(Y )i ∩ ∂U rec

i
contained in the interior of Ui for which their sheet neighborhoods
Λ(ωi) are mutually disjoint;

(4) an adjacently connected (n− 1)-subcomplex

Ch(Y ) = Tr(Y )−
m⋃
i=1

{ωi} ⊂ Refν(U),

for which
(a) the connected components of Γcut(Refν(U);Ch(Y )) are

GCh(Y );i =

{
Γ(U rec

i ) ∪ τi ∪ {ωi} for i = 1, . . . ,m,

Γ(U rec
i ) for i = m+ 1, . . . , r,

(b) Ch(Y ) satisfies the pre-Wada property with respect to Y in Propo-
sition 6.5, and

(c) Ch(Y ) is a λ-perturbation of Y .

Proof. For (1), see Corollaries 6.19 and 6.21. The length estimate for the
trees τi is recorded in Corollary 6.32. For (1a), see Corollary 6.18 and for
(1b) Corollary 6.28. For (2), see Corollary 6.32, and, for (3), Remark 6.37.
Item (4) follows from Lemma 6.38. □
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Whereas the previous proposition describes the structure of the comple-
mentary components of Ch(Y ) relative to the complementary components
of Y , the following corollary gives a similar structure for the realization
RRefν(U)(Γ

cut(Refν(U);Ch(Y ))) with respect to RU (Γ
cut(U ;Y )).

Corollary 6.40. In the setting of Proposition 6.39, let

π(U ;Y ) : RU (Γ
cut(U ;Y )) → U

be the canonical quotient map which maps RU (Gi) onto Ui. Then the lift

DU (Gi) = π−1
(U ;Y )(RC(Y ) ∩ Refν(Ui))

is an indentation in RU (Gi), and RRefν(U)(Γ
cut(Refν(U);Ch(Y ))) has an

essential partition,

RRefν(U)(GCh(Y );i) =

{
RRefν(U)(Γ(U

rec
i )) ∪ ti for i = 1, . . . ,m,

RRefν(U)(Γ(U
rec
i )) for i = m+ 1, . . . , r,

where ti is a tunnel whose adjacency graph is tree τi, and the intersection
ti ∩RRefν(U)(Γ(U

rec
i )) = π−1

(U ;Y )(ωi).

Proof. The lift DU (Gi) is an indentation by Proposition 6.33 and the essen-
tial partition of the realization RRefν(U)(Γ

cut(Refν(U);Ch(Y ))) follows from
item (4a) of the previous proposition and the role of gates ωi. □

7. Evolution of separating complexes

We return now to the context of a separating complex Z in a cubical
n-complex K. The task in this section is to construct a sequence (Zk) of
separating complexes for the Evolution Theorem.

Theorem 4.16 (Evolution of separating complexes). Let n ≥ 3 and m ≥
2. Let K be a good cubical n-complex having m boundary components and
a polyhedral metric dK , and let ν = ν(K) ≥ 1 be the refinement scale.
Suppose that Z0 is a separating complex in K. Then there exist constants
λ = λ(K) ≥ 1 and K = K(K) ≥ 1, and a sequence (Zk) of separating

complexes, Zk ⊂ Refνk(K), for which

(1) each Zk has the relative Wada property with respect to Zk−1;
(2) (Zk) is core-expanding;
(3) each Zk is an λ-perturbation of Zk−1;
(4) (Zk) is K-quasiconformally stable.

We assume the Standing assumptions 6.1 throughout this section, and fix

• a preference function ρZ : Z [n−1] → K [n] for which ρZ(Z
[n−1]) con-

tains at least an n-cube in each CompK(Z; Σi), i = 1, . . . ,m, and
• a partially ordered spanning tree TZ in Γ(Z).

Fix also an integer

λloc = λloc(n, µ, ν)

which is an upper bound of the number of n-cubes and (n − 1)-cubes in

Refν(StK(Q)) for all Q ∈ K [n].
We define channeling Z1 = Ch(Z) in Section 7.1, construct Z2 = Ch(Z1)

by a localized channeling of Z1 in Section 7.2, and then iterate the localized
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procedure to obtain the entire sequence (Zk) in Section 7.3. Geometry
between cores is discussed in Section 7.4, and quasiconformal stability of
(Zk) is proved in Section 7.5.

The reason for using localized channeling after the first step is to ensure
that tunnels attached at subsequent steps have a hierarchical relationship
and are uniformly bounded in size. These properties are needed for estab-
lishing the quasiconformal stability.

Notation. Throughout this section, we denote

πk = π(Refkν(K);Zk)
: RRefkν(K)(Γcut(Refkν(K);Zk)) → Refkν(K)

for the canonical quotient map associated to the realization, whenever Zk

is a separating complex in Refkν(K). Recall that, we use the notation

Comp(Zk; Σi) for the connected component of Refνk(K) separated by Zk and
containing Σi, and that Lift(Zk; Σi) = π−1

k (Comp(Zk; Σi)). Recall also that
the subcomplex Core(Zk; Σi) lifts isomorphically in πk, and we have identi-
fied π−1

k Core(Zk; Σi) with Core(Zk; Σi). For this reason, we call Core(Zk; Σi)
also a core Lift(Zk; Σi).

7.1. Construction of Z1 = Ch(Z) by channeling. Let U = K and Y = Z
in Section 6.4. Proposition 6.39, applied to

(K, Z, ρZ , TZ),

yields a channeling
Z1 = Ch(Z).

Since Z1 is obtained by channeling, the cut-graph Γcut(Refν(K);Z1) has
exactly m components GZ1;1, . . . , GZ1;m, one corresponding to each Σi, and

Comp(Z1; Σi) = SpanRefν(K)(GZ1;i).

To show that Z1 is a separating complex, we recall briefly properties of
some of the complexes in the construction. By Proposition 6.5 and property
(1b) in Proposition 6.39, the reservoir-canal system RC(Z) satisfies

StRefν(K)(Z1) ⊂ StRefν(K)(RC(Z) ∪ Refν(Z)) ⊂ Refν(StK(Z)),

which yields immediately the core-expanding property.

Corollary 7.1. For each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m},
|Core(Z; Σi)| ⊂ |Core(Z1; Σi)| \ |(∂Core(Z1; Σi))inner|.

Note from Proposition 6.33 that

D(Z; Σi) = π−1
1 (RC(Z) ∩ Refν(Comp(Z; Σi)))

is an indentation in Lift(Z1; Σi). Corollary 6.40 may now be restated as
follows (cf. Theorem 4.6).

Corollary 7.2. For i = 1, . . . ,m,

Lift(Z1; Σi) = Liftdented(Z; Σi) ∪ tunnel(Z; Σi),

where

(1) Liftdented(Z; Σi) = Refν(Lift(Z; Σi))− D(Z; Σi),
(2) tunnel(Z; Σi) is a tunnel whose adjacency graph is a tree τZ;i of size

at most λ(n, µ, ν,#Z [n−1]), and
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(3) Liftdented(Z; Σi) ∩ tunnel(Z; Σi) = π−1
1 (ωZ;i) is the lift of a gate.

Indentation-flattening Theorem 5.17 and the Tunnel-contracting Propo-
sition 3.14 now yield the following bilipschitz expansion property.

Corollary 7.3. There exist a constant L = L(n,K) ≥ 1, depending only on
the dimension n and complex K, and surjective L(n,K)-bilipschitz homeo-
morphisms

|Lift(Z; Σi)|
f−→ |Liftdented(Z; Σi)|

g−→ |Lift(Z1; Σi)|,

whose composition is the identity on the core of Lift(Z; Σi).

We summarize the properties of Z1 as follows.

Corollary 7.4. The channeling Z1 = Ch(Z) of Z is a separating complex
in Refν(K), and it has the relative Wada property with respect to Z, is
core-expanding with respect to Z, and is an λ(n,K,Z)-perturbation of Z.

Proof. We verify first that Z1 = Ch(Z) is a separating complex of Refν(K).

Since Z∩∂K = ∅, we have that Z1(q)∩∂Refν(K) = ∅ for each q ∈ Z [n−1].
Thus Z1 ∩ ∂Refν(K) = ∅. This verifies the first property in the definition
of the separating complex. By (4) in Proposition 6.39, Γ(Z2) is connected.
This verifies the second property.

We observe now that the construction immediately yields the proper-
ties CompRefν(K)(Z1; Σi) ∩ ∂Refν(K) = Σi and

⋃m
i=1 CompRefν(K)(Z1; Σi) =

Refν(K). Thus the third condition holds.
By Corollary 7.3, |Lift(Z1; Σi)| ≈ |Lift(Z; Σi)| ≈ |Σi|× [0, 1]. Thus the last

condition holds and Z1 is a separating complex of Refν(K).
Core-expanding property has been shown in Corollary 7.1 and the other

properties are listed in (4) of Proposition 6.39 and in Lemma 6.38. □

7.1.1. Relative John property of Z1 with respect to Z. As a preparation for
the proof of John property of the Lakes of Wada, we prove now a relative
John type property for the cores associated to Z and Z1.

Lemma 7.5. Each n-cube Q in

P = Core(Z1; Σi)− Refν(Core(Z; Σi))

can be connected to an n-cube Q′ in P having a face in the inner boundary
component Refν(∂Core(Z; Σi)− ∂K) of Core(Z; Σi), by a chain of adjacent
n-cubes of length at most 3νθ(K), where

θ(K) = max
{
#{Q ∈ StK({p})[n]} : p ∈ K [0]

}
.

Proof. Since

Core(Z; Σi) = Comp(Z; Σi)− StK(Z)

and

Core(Z1; Σi) = Comp(Z1; Σi)− StRefν(K)(Z1),

we have that

P = Comp(Z1; Σi) ∩
(
Refν(StK(Z))− StRefν(K)(Z1)

)
.
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By the construction of transformation Tr(Z), we have that each n-cube in
Comp(Z1; Σi), which is not contained in Refν(Comp(Z; Σi), has a face in Z1,
and is hence not in P . Thus P ⊂ Refν(Comp(Z; Σi)) and we have that

P = Refν(CompK(Z; Σi) ∩ StK(Z))− StRefν(K)(Z1).

Let now Q be an n-cube in P and let C be an n-cube in CompK(Z; Σi)∩
StK(Z)), whose refinement contains Q. Since K is a good complex and Z is
in the interior ofK, by the definition of core, C meets CoreK(Z; Σi) (at least)
in a vertex v. Since K is a good complex, the star StK(v) of v is adjacently
connected. Since StK(v) contains an n-cube, say C ′′, in CoreK(Z; Σi), we
may fix a chain C = C1, . . . , Cr = C ′ adjacent cubes contained in P , where
r < θ(K), from C to a cube C ′ sharing a face with C ′′. It is now easy to find
a chain of adjacent cubes through the refinements Refν(C1), . . . ,Ref

ν(Cr)
from Q to a cube Q′, which has length at most 3νθ(K), where the multiplier
3ν is an upper bound for the number of n-cubes needed in Refν(Ci) to
connect a given n-cube in Refν(Ci) to any of the faces of Ci by a chain of
adjacent n-cubes in Refν(Ci). □

7.1.2. A preference function ρ1 on Z
[n−1]
1 nearly nested in ρ0. Recall that

ρ0 = ρZ : Z [n−1] → K [n] is the preference function used in channeling Z, and

Z1 = Ch(Z) ⊂ Refν(Z) ∪ RC(Z)(n−1).

For the construction of Z2, we fix a preference function

ρ1 : Z
[n−1]
1 → Refν(K)[n]

which satisfies the (nearly nested) conditions:

(1) ρ1(q
∗) ∈ RC(Z)[n] if q∗ ∈ RC(Z)[n−1], and

(2) ρ1(q
∗) ∈ Refν(ρ0(q)) if q∗ ̸∈ RC(Z)[n−1] but q∗ ∈ Refν(q) for some

q ∈ Z [n−1].

Remark 7.6. The name nearly nested stems from the following observation.
Aside from the connectors J(Z) in RC(Z), the system RC(Z) is completely

contained in ρ0(Z
[n−1]). Since ρ1 satisfies the conditions above, we have that

ρ1((Z1)
[n−1]) ⊂ Refν(ρ0(Z

[n−1])) ∪ RC(Z) ⊂ Refν(ρ0(Z
[n−1])) ∪ J(Z).

7.2. Construction of Z2 = ChL1(Z1) by localized channeling. We have
already had

Z0 = Z, L0 = {Z0}, Z1 = Ch(Z),

where the construction Ch(Z) is based on L0, ρ0 = ρZ and T0 = TZ .

7.2.1. Outline for constructing Z2. To define Z2, we perturb Z1 locally. We
define first a partially ordered partition

L1 = {Z1(q) : q ∈ Z [n−1]}
of Z1 guided by tree T0. After choosing an appropriate ambient complex
U(q) for each Z1(q), we show that all pairs (U(q), Z1(q)) are admissible,
hence L1 is a localization, and that the restriction of the function ρ1, chosen
in Section 7.1.2, to Z1(q)

[n−1] has image in U(q)[n] for each q. Thus

ρq = ρ1|Z1(q) : Z1(q)
[n−1] → U(q)[n]
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is a well-defined preference function. Let

P1 = {ρq : q ∈ Z [n−1]}.
Lastly, we fix a family

T1 = {Tq : q ∈ Z [n−1]}
of spanning trees Tq on Z1(q) each of which is partially order and locally
Euclidean in Refν(K).

For the definition of locally Euclidean trees, we adopt Definition 2.10.

Definition 7.7. A spanning tree T ⊂ Γ(R) of an adjacently connected
(n − 1)-subcomplex R in a cubical n-complex P is locally Euclidean in P
provided that P is locally Euclidean at each edge of T.

Having L1,P1,T1 in hand, we apply Proposition 6.39 to

(U(q), Z1(q), ρq,Tq)

to obtain local channelings Ch(Z1(q)), and then take their union

Z2 = ChL1(Z1) =
⋃

q∈Zn−1]

Ch(Z1(q)).

7.2.2. Localization of Z1. We begin by subdividing complex Z1 into two
subcomplexes

I(Z1) = Z1 ∩ RC(Z) and II(Z1) = Refν(Z)− RC(Z)(n−1).

Using the partially ordered partition RCRefν(K)(Z) = {RC(Z)q : q ∈ Z [n−1]}
of RC(Z) determined by T0 in Section 6.2.5, we subdivide complexes I(Z1)
and II(Z1) further into subcomplexes

Iq(Z1) = Z1 ∩ RC(Z)q, and IIq(Z1) = Refν(q)− RC(Z)(n−1),

for q ∈ Z [n−1]. Clearly

I(Z1) =
⋃

q∈Z[n−1]

Iq(Z1) and II(Z1) =
⋃

q∈Z[n−1]

IIq(Z1).

It is straightforward to check that

Z1(q) = Iq(Z1) ∪ IIq(Z1)

is adjacently connected.
Since any (n− 1)-cube common to two distinct RC(Z)q and RC(Z)q′ be-

longs to the passages that have been removed before the channeling, such
(n− 1)-cubes are not in Z1. Therefore the family {Iq(Z1)

[n−1] : q ∈ Z [n−1]}
is an essential partition of I(Z1)

[n−1]. Clearly the family {IIq(Z1)
[n−1] : q ∈

Z [n−1]} is also an essential partition of II(Z1)
[n−1].

We now fix an ambient n-subcomplex U(q) ⊂ Refν(ρ(q)) for Z1(q). For

each q ∈ Z [n−1], let

N(q) = SpanRefν(K)

(
{Q′ ∈ Refν(ρ(q))[n] : Q′ ∩ q ̸= ∅}

)
− RC(Z)

and take

U(q) = RC(Z)q ∪N(q) ⊂ Ref2ν(K).
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As a preparatory step towards localized channeling over Z1, we summarize
the data needed for the process.

Lemma 7.8. For each q ∈ Z [n−1], (U(q), Z1(q)) is admissible in (Refν(K), Z1),
and

ρq = ρ1|Z1(q) : Z1(q)
[n−1] → U(q)[n]

is an admissible preference function. Moreover, each Γ(Z1(q)) admits a
spanning tree which is locally Euclidean in Refν(K) and of size at most
λloc.

Proof. Since RC(Z)q =
⋃m

i=1 RC(Z)q;i and each RC(Z)q;i belongs to a dis-
tinct Σi-component Comp(Z1; Σi), the pair (U(q), Z1(q)) is admissible in
(Refν(K), Z1). Since ρ1 is nearly nested in ρ0, each preference function ρq
is admissible.

It follows from Remark 6.15 and Remark 6.23 that markers in connectors
are far from one another and that each marker is contained in only one Z1(q).
Because markers are the only (n−2)-cubes in Z1(q) at which Refν(K) might
not be locally Euclidean, there exist spanning trees in Γ(Z1(q)) which do
not pass markers. Such trees are locally Euclidean. □

7.2.3. Family of localizations Ch(Z1(q)). We begin with the observation that
by Definition 6.3, the essential partition L1 is a localization of Z1. In view
of Lemma 7.8, we may fix for each q ∈ Z [n−1], a partially ordered locally
Euclidean spanning tree Tq of Γ(Z1(q)) of size at most λloc. Let T1 =

{Tq : q ∈ Z [n−1]}.
As outlined in Section 7.2.1, we may now apply Proposition 6.39 to each

(U(q), Z1(q), ρq,Tq) to obtain Ch(Z1(q)).
Recall from Definition 6.36 that channeling

Ch(Z1(q)) = Tr(Z1(q))−
m⋃
i=1

ωZ1(q);i

is obtained by removing gates ωZ1(q);i on the transformation Tr(Z1(q)) and
that the transformation has the form

Tr(Z1(q)) =
(
Refν(Z1(q)) ∪ RC(Z1(q))

(n−1)
)
− PZ1(q) ⊂ Ref2ν(K),

where RC(Z1(q)) =
⋃m

i=1 RC(Z1(q))i ⊂ Refν(U(q)) ⊂ Ref2ν(K), PZ1(q) is
the family of (n− 1)-cubes representing the edges in

τZ1(q) = τZ1(q),1 ∪ · · · ∪ τZ1(q),m,

and each τZ1(q);i is a spanning tree in Γ(RC(Z1(q))i) of size at most λloc.
Regarding the choice of reservoir-canal systems RC(Z1(q)), we observe

first that each tree Tq ∈ T1 is locally Euclidean. Thus, connectors in the
reservoir-canal system RC(Z1(q)) over Z1(q) may be chosen so that the
connectors are contained in the union of RC(Z) and the preference cubes
ρq(Z1(q)). We formulate this observation as follows and leave its verifica-
tion to the interested reader.
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Lemma 7.9. Let q ∈ Z [n−1]. The reservoir-canal system RC(Z1(q)) may
be chosen so that for each edge {q∗, q∗∗} ∈ Tq and each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, the
connector J{q∗,q∗∗};i in the canal stretch C{q∗,q∗∗};i ⊂ RC(Z1(q)) satisfies

J{q∗,q∗∗};i ⊂ Refν(RC(Z)) ∪ Refν(ρq(Z1(q)
[n−1])).

In particular, if q∗ ∈ Refν(RC(Z)) and q∗∗ ∈ Refν(Z1(q)) − Refν(RC(Z)),
then J{q∗,q∗∗};i − Refν(RC(Z)) consists of exactly one n-cube, which has a
face in q.

Before defining complex Z2, we observe that complexes Ch(Z1(q)) are
essentially disjoint.

Corollary 7.10. Let q ̸= q′ ∈ Z [n−1]. Then local systems RC(Z1(q)) and
RC(Z1(q

′)) are disjoint and their graph distance in Γ(Ref2ν(K)) is at least

3ν−2. In particular, |∂Z1(q)| ⊂ |∂Ch(Z1(q))| for q ∈ Z [n−1], and |Ch(Z1(q))∩
Ch(Z1(q

′))| = |Z1(q) ∩ Z1(q
′)| for q ̸= q′.

Proof. By Corollary 6.22, complexes RC(Z1(q)), for q ∈ Z [n−1], have the
claimed graph distance. Hence Ch(Z1(q)) and Ch(Z1(q

′)), if q ̸= q′, can
meet only at their common boundary. □

7.2.4. Definition and properties of Z2 = Ch(Z1). We define

Z2 = Ch(Z1) =
⋃

q∈Z[n−1]

Ch(Z1(q)).

Remark 7.11. The complex Z2 is determined by the choices associated to
the channeling of the elements in the localization L1, but the localization L1

depends on (K,Z, ρZ ,TZ) as seen in Section 7.2.2; this dependence is also

present in the union taken over the elements of Z [n−1]. Hence, the complex
Z2 stems from Z1 as well as from Z0 = Z.

We show that Z2 is a separating complex in Ref2ν(K), which has the
relative Wada property with respect to Z1, is a λloc-perturbation of Z1, and
is core-expanding.

We begin with four immediate properties.

Corollary 7.12. Complex Z2 is an adjacently connected.

Proof. Since each Ch(Z1(q)) is adjacently connected and boundary of each
Ch(Z1(q)) agrees with Refν(q), we conclude that complex Z2 is adjacently
connected. □

Corollary 7.13. Complex Ch(Z1) ⊂ Ref2ν(K) has the relative Wada prop-
erty with respect to Z1.

Proof. The relative Wada property follows from Proposition 6.39 and the

construction of local channelings Ch(Z1(q)) for q ∈ Z
[n−1]
1 . □

Corollary 7.14. For each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m},
|Core(Z1; Σi)| ⊂ |Core(Z2; Σi)| \ |(∂Core(Z2; Σi))inner|.

Proof. By Lemma 7.9, RC(Z1(q)) ⊂ Refν(RC(Z)) ∪ Refν(ρq(Z1(q))) and
StRef2ν(K)(Z2) ⊂ StRef2ν(K)(RC(Z1) ∪ Refν(Z1)) ⊂ Refν(StRefν(K)(Z1). The

core-expansion property follows now as in the case of Corollary 7.1. □
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Corollary 7.15. The cut-graph Γcut(Ref2ν(K);Z2) has exactly m connected
components,

GZ2;i = Γ(Comprec(Z1; Σi)) ∪
⋃

q∈Z[n−1]

(τZ1(q);i ∪ ωZ1(q);i), i = 1, . . . ,m.

Proof. For each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, the receded Σi-component resulted from the
removal of the system RC(Z1) =

⋃
q∈Z[n−1] RC(Z1(q)) from Comp(Z1; Σi) is

Comprec(Z1; Σi) = Refν(Comp(Z1; Σi))− RC(Z1).

Since pairs (U(q);Z1(q)) are admissible, all local systems RC(Z1(q))i, q ∈
Z [n−1], with index i are channeled to the receded complex Comprec(Z1; Σi).
The claim follows. □

To show that Z2 is an perturbation of Z1, we begin with an observation.
By construction, the Σi-component Comp(Z2; Σi) = SpanRef2ν(K)(GZ2;i) has

an essential partition

Comp(Z2; Σi) = Comprec(Z1; Σi) ∪ RC(Z1)i.

By Proposition 6.33,

D(Z1; Σi) =
⋃

q∈Z[n−1]

π−1
2 (RC(Z1) ∩ Refν(Comp(Z1; Σi)))

is a union of mutually disjoint indentations hence an indentation in lift
Lift(Z1; Σi) = π−1

1 (Comp(Z1; Σi)). Thus Corollary 7.15 gives rise to a de-

scription of the structural relation between Lift(Z2; Σi) = π−1
2 (Comp(Z2; Σi))

and Lift(Z1; Σi).

Lemma 7.16. For each i = 1, . . . ,m,

Lift(Z2; Σi) = Liftdented(Z1; Σi) ∪ Tunnel(Z2; Σi),

where

(1) Liftdented(Z1; Σi) = Refν(Lift(Z1; Σi))− D(Z1; Σi),
(2) Tunnel(Z2; Σi) =

⋃
q∈Z[n−1] tunnel(q; Σi) is a family of tunnels whose

adjacency graphs are isomorphic to trees τZ1(q);i, of sizes at most
λloc, and

(3) tunnel(q; Σi) ∩ Liftdented(Z1; Σi) = π−1
2 (ωZ1(q);i) is the lift a gate.

Similarly, as for Z1, Indentation-flattening Theorem 5.17 and the Tunnel-
contracting Proposition 3.14 now yield the following bilipschitz relations.
Note that, due to the controlled lengths of the tunnels tunnel(q; Σi) and
the choice of the nearly nested preference function ρ1, the constants in the
statement depend only on the dimension n and the original complex K.

Corollary 7.17. There exist a constant L = L(n,K) ≥ 1, depending only
on the dimension n and complex K, and surjective L(n,K)-bilipschitz home-
omorphisms

|Lift(Z1; Σi)|
f−→ |Liftdented(Z1; Σi)|

g−→ |Lift(Z2; Σi)|,
whose composition is the identity on the core of Lift(Z1; Σi).

We are now ready to summarize the properties of Z2.
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Corollary 7.18. Complex Z2 is a separating complex in Ref2ν(K), which
has the relative Wada property with respect to Z1, is a λloc-perturbation of
Z1, and is core-expanding.

Proof. We verify first that Z2 is a separating complex. Since

Z1 ∩ StRefν(K)(∂Ref
ν(K)) = ∅,

we have that Ch(Z1(q)) ∩ StRef2ν(K)(∂Ref
2ν(K)) = ∅ for each q ∈ Z

[n−1]
1 .

Thus Z2 ∩ StRef2ν(K)(∂Ref
2ν(K)) = ∅ and the first condition holds. By

Corollary 7.12, Γ(Z2) is connected and the second condition holds.
For the third condition, recall that we identify boundary ∂K and its com-

ponents Σi with their refinements Refkν(∂K) and Refkν(Σi), respectively.
Due to the construction, the complex Z2 inherits from Z1 the properties Σi ⊂
CompRef2ν(K)(Z2; Σi) ∩ Ref2ν(K) = Σi and

⋃m
i=1 CompRef2ν(K)(Z2; Σ2) =

Ref2ν(K). Thus the third property holds.
Finally, by Corollary 7.17, |Lift(Z2; Σi)| is homeomorphic to |Lift(Z1; Σi)|

hence also to |Σi| × [0, 1]. We conclude that Z2 is a separating complex.
By Corollaries 7.13 and 7.14, Z2 has Wada property with respect to Z1

and is core-expanding with respect to Z1. Finally, by Lemma 7.16 again,
Ch(Z1) is an λloc-perturbation of Z1. □

7.2.5. Cumulative effect of channelings Ch(Z) and ChL1(Ch(Z)). Before pro-
ceed to the construction of Zk for k ≥ 3, we examine the cumulative effect
of successive channelings on Comp(Z; Σ). This cumulative effect can be
summarized, in the case of Lift(Z2; Σi), as follows:

Dents in Comp(Z1; Σi) are made by carving out RC(Z1(q))

from Comp(Z1; Σi) near each q ∈ Z [n−1], including those

q ∈ Z [n−1] on ∂Comp(Z; Σi) which have not been altered
during the construction of Z1. This yields that tunnels in
Lift(Z2; Σi) created in the construction of Z2 are attached
not only to the boundary of tunnels created in the construc-
tion of Z1 but also to the part of the boundary of Z not
affected by the construction of Z1. This leads to a construc-
tion that, in the inductive step, the newly created tunnels at
the k-th steps will be attached to its ancestors of all previous
generations.

This seemingly straightforward observation leads to notational and book-
keeping issues. We deal with these by considering combined reservoir-canal
systems and cumulative indentations.

For this discussion, we begin with an observation on relationship of spec-
tral cubes in complexes Z0 = Z and Z1.

Lemma 7.19. Each spectral cube of the complex RC(Z1) is either contained
in a spectral cube of Refν(RC(Z0)) or has a face in Z0.

Proof. Since

Refν(Z0)− RC(Z0) ⊂ Z1 ⊂ RC(Z0) ∪ (Refν(Z0)− RC(Z0)),

we have

RC(Z1) ⊂ Refν(RC(Z0)) ∪ Refν(ρ1((Ref
ν(Z0)− RC(Z0))

[n−1]),
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where ρ1 : Z
[n−1]
1 → Refν(K)[n] is the preference function, nearly nested

in ρ0, used for the construction of Z2. From these inclusion relations and
Lemma 7.9, the claim follows. □

We now combine the reservoir-canal systems in the first two steps into
one complex:

RC∪(Z0, Z1) = Refν(RC(Z0)) ∪ RC(Z1) ⊂ Ref2ν(K).

Lemma 7.20. The complex

D∪(Z0, Z1; Σi) = π−1
0

(
RC∪(Z0, Z1)

⋂
Refν(Comp(Z0; Σi))

)
is a well-defined subcomplex of Ref2ν(Lift(Z0; Σi)) and is an indentation in
the complex Lift(Z0; Σi).

Proof. The first claim follows from Remark 3.6. For the second claim, we
observe first that the complex D(Z0; Σi) = π−1

0 (RC(Z0) ∩ Comp(Z0; Σi)) is
an indentation in Lift(Z0; Σi) by Proposition 6.33.

System RC(Z1) =
⋃

q∈Z[n−1]
0

RC(Z1(q)) is a union of mutually disjoint

local systems. Since RC(Z1(q))−RC(Z0) is contained in the preference cube
ρ1(q) ∈ K, the local geometry is Euclidean. By Lemma 7.19, every spectral
cube of RC(Z1(q)), if not contained in RC(Z0), has a face in Z0. Indeed,
by Lemma 7.9, intersection RC(Z1(q)) − RC(Z0) and RC(Z0) consists of
mutually disjoint (n − 1)-cubes. Moreover, by construction, intersection of
three distinct spectral cubes in RC∪(Z0, Z1) is empty.

Lifts π−1
0 (RC(Z1(q))− RC(Z0)) and RC(Z1(q))− RC(Z0) are isomorphic.

Thus D∪(Z0, Z1; Σi) is a union of essentially disjoint indentations D(Z0; Σi)

and π−1
0 ((RC(Z1(q))− RC(Z0)) ∩ Comp(Z0; Σi)) for q ∈ Z

[n−1]
0 , whose pair-

wise intersection satisfies the requirements in Definition 5.5 and intersection
of any three distinct spectral cubes is empty. We conclude that D∪(Z0, Z1; Σi)
is an indentation in Lift(Z0; Σi). □

The following proposition describes the iterative relation between lifts
Lift(Z2; Σi) and Lift(Z0; Σi). It can be seen as a composition of Corollary
7.2 and Lemma 7.16.

Proposition 7.21. For each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, Lift(Z2; Σi) has an essential
partition

Lift(Z2; Σi) = Lift†2(Z0; Σi) ∪ Tunnel†2(Z1; Σi) ∪ Tunnel(Z2; Σi),

where

(1) Lift†2(Z0; Σi) = Ref2ν(Lift(Z0; Σi))− D(Z0, Z1; Σi);

(2) Tunnel†2(Z1; Σi) = Refν(Tunnel(Z1; Σi))−D(Z1; Σi) is a dented tun-

nel which meets Lift†2(Z0; Σi) at π
−1
2 (ωZ;i);

(3) Tunnel(Z2; Σi) =
⋃

q∈Z[n−1] tunnel(q; Σi) is a collection of tunnels

each of which meets Lift†2(Z0; Σi)∪Tunnel†2(Z1; Σi)) at the (n− 1)-
cube π−1

2 (ωZ1(q);i).
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Proof. From Lemma 7.16 and the construction it follows that

Lift(Z2; Σi) = (Refν(Lift(Z1; Σi))− D(Z1; Σi)) ∪ Tunnel(Z2; Σi)

=
(
Ref2ν(Lift(Z0; Σi))− D∪(Z0, Z1; Σi)

)
∪
(
(Refν(Lift(Z1; Σi))− D(Z1; Σi))

− (Ref2ν(Lift(Z0; Σi))− D∪(Z0, Z1; Σi))
)

∪ Tunnel(Z2; Σi)

=
(
Ref2ν(Lift(Z0; Σi))− D∪(Z0, Z1; Σi)

)
∪ (Refν(Tunnel(Z1; Σi))− D(Z1; Σi)) ∪ Tunnel(Z2; Σi).

Other claims in the proposition are restatements of those in Lemma 7.16. □

7.2.6. A preference function ρ2 on Z2 nearly nested in ρ1. The process of
defining Z2 = Ch(Z1) readily yield a well-defined preference function

ρ2 = (ρ1)Ch : Z2
[n−1] → Ref2ν(K)

[n]
,

nearly nested in ρ1 : Z1
[n−1] → Refν(K)[n], for which

(1) ρ2(q
∗) ∈ RC(Z1)

[n] if q∗ ∈ RC(Z1)
[n−1], and

(2) ρ2(q
∗) ∈ Refν(ρ1(q)) if q

∗ ⊂ q ∈ Z
[n−1]
1 and q∗ ̸∈ RC(Z1)

[n−1].

7.2.7. A localization L2 of Z2 in accordance with L1 and T1. Let L1 =

{Z1(q
′) : q′ ∈ Z

[n−1]
0 } be the localization of Z1, and T1 = {Tq′ : q′ ∈ Z

[n−1]
0 }

the family of spanning trees on Z1(q
′) previously defined.

For each q′ ∈ Z
[n−1]
0 , the local channeling Ch(Z1(q

′)) has a partially or-

dered partition {Z2(q) : q ∈ Z1(q
′)[n−1]} determined by the tree Tq′ ∈ T1 by

the same rules of subdivision as in Section 6.2.7. Thus,

Ch(Z1(q
′)) =

⋃
q∈Z1(q′)[n−1]

Z2(q),

and the union

L2 = {Z2(q) : q ∈ Z
[n−1]
1 } =

⋃
q′∈Z[n−1]

0

 ⋃
q∈Z1(q′)[n−1]

{Z2(q)}


is an essential partition of Z2.

Similarly as in Section 7.2.2, we may choose an ambient subcomplex
U2(q) ⊂ Ref2ν(K) for each Z2(q) ∈ L2 for which all pairs (U2(q), Z2(q))
are admissible in (Ref2ν(K), Z2) and the preference functions ρ2|Z2(q) are
also admissible. Hence L2 is a localization and it is uniquely determined by
L1 and T1.

After fixing a spanning tree on each element in L2, we may proceed to
construct Z3 = Ch(Z2). We iterate this construction in Section 7.3.

7.3. Evolution sequence. We now construct the sequence (Zk) by induc-
tion. Analogous to the construction of Z2, which depends on both Z1 and
Z0, the construction of Zk depends on Zk−1 as well as Zk−2.
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For the record, separating complexes Z0 = Z ⊂ K, Z1 = Ch(Z) =
ChL0(Z) ⊂ Refν(K), and Z2 = ChL1(Z1) ⊂ Ref2ν(K) have been con-

structed, where L0 = {Z0} and L1 = {Z1(q) : q ∈ Z
[n−1]
0 } is a localization

of Z1.
Suppose that, for some k ≥ 2, we already have a sequence

Z0,L0, Z1,L1, . . . ,Lk−2, Zk−1

of separating complexes Zj ’s and localizations Lj ’s, for which

Zj = ChLj−1(Zj−1) =
⋃

q∈Z[n−1]
j−2

Ch(Zj−1(q)) ⊂ Refνj(K)

is a localized channeling over Lj−1 = {Zj−1(q) : q ∈ Z
[n−1]
j−2 }, based on a

family Pj−1 of preference functions and a family Tj−1 of spanning trees on
the elements on Lj−1, for 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1.

7.3.1. Construction of Zk. To construct Zk, we follow the steps for Z2 in
Section 7.2 almost verbatim, and we only give a sketch.

Define as in Section 7.2.7 a partition

Lk−1 =
⋃

q′∈Z[n−1]
k−3

{Zk−1(q) : q ∈ Zk−2(q
′)[n−1]}

of Zk−1 =
⋃

q′∈Z[n−1]
k−3

Ch(Zk−2(q
′)) in accordance with Lk−2 and Tk−2. Thus

for q′ ∈ Z
[n−1]
k−3 ,

ChLk−2
(Zk−2(q

′)) =
⋃

q∈Zk−2(q′)[n−1]

Zk−1(q).

Fix as we may, as in Section 7.2.2, for each q ∈ Z
[n−1]
k−2 an ambient complex

Uk−1(q) of Zk−1(q) in Ref(k−1)ν(K) for which (Uk−1(q), Zk−1(q)) is admis-

sible in (Ref(k−1)ν(K), Zk−1). Hence the partition Lk−1 is a localization.

Fix next a preference function ρk−1 : Z
[n−1]
k−1 → (Ref(k−1)ν(K))[n] which is

nearly nested in ρk−2 as in Section 7.2.6, and let

Pk−1 = {ρq = ρk−1|Zk−1(q) : q ∈ Z
[n−1]
k−2 }.

Each ρq in Pk−1 is admissible by Lemma 7.8.

Finally fix, for each q ∈ Z
[n−1]
k−2 , a partially ordered locally Euclidean

spanning tree on Zk−1(q), and let

Tk−1 = {Tq : q ∈ Z
[n−1]
k−2 }.

Having (Lk−1,Pk−1,Tk−1) at our disposal, we follow the steps in defining
Z2 = Ch(Z1) to obtain

Zk = ChLk−1
(Zk−1) =

⋃
q∈Z[n−1]

k−2

Ch(Zk−1(q)).

as the union of local channelings Ch(Zk−1(q)).
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Remark 7.22. Note that, similarly as we chose complexes Z1(q) with re-

spect to Z, we may assume that, for each q ∈ Z
[n−1]
k−2 , the reservoir-canal

system RC(Zk−1(q)) satisfies the properties of Lemma 7.9 with respect to
reservoir-canal system of Zk−2 and preference function ρq.

7.3.2. Properties of Zk. Before summarizing the properties of the complex
Zk, we discuss the properties of the lifts Lift(Zk; Σi). As for Z1 and Z2,
this discussion is used to show that Zk is a separating complex having λ-
perturbation property.

Analogous to the case k = 2, we have that

Comp(Zk; Σi) = Comprec(Zk−1; Σi) ∪ RC(Zk−1)i

and that

D(Zk−1; Σi) = π−1
k (RC(Zk−1) ∩ Refν(Comp(Zk−1; Σi)))

is an indentation in Lift(Zk−1; Σi).
The following proposition formalizes the relation between Lift(Zk; Σi) and

Lift(Zk−1; Σi); cf. Lemma 7.16.

Proposition 7.23. Let k ≥ 2. For each i = 1, . . . ,m,

Lift(Zk; Σi) = Liftdented(Zk−1; Σi) ∪ Tunnel(Zk; Σi),

where

(1) Liftdented(Zk−1; Σi) = Refν(Lift(Zk−1; Σi))− D(Zk−1; Σi),
(2) Tunnel(Zk; Σi) =

⋃
q∈Z[n−1]

k−2

tunnel(q; Σi) is a family of tunnels each

of which has graph size at most λloc, and
(3) tunnel(q; Σi) ∩ Liftdented(Zk−1; Σi) = π−1

k (ωZk−1(q),i) is the lift of a
gate.

Analogously to the argument in the proof of Corollary 7.18, we have that
following properties.

Corollary 7.24. The sequence (Zk), Zk ⊂ Refkν(K), consists of separating
complexes for which

(1) Zk has the relative Wada property with respect to Zk−1,
(2) Zk is core-expanding with respect to Zk−1, and
(3) Zk is a λ-perturbation of Zk−1,

where constants λ = λloc and L = Lloc when k ≥ 2, and λ and L depend on
n and K when k = 1.

This completes the construction of the sequence (Zk).

7.4. Geometry between cores. For the geometry of Lakes of Wada, we
prove that points between cores may be connected a chain of cubes not too
close to the boundary.

For the statement, recall that sequence (Zk) is core-expanding.

Lemma 7.25. Let k ≥ 1. Given an n-cube Q0 ∈ Core(Z; Σi) and an n-cube
Qk in

Pk = Core(Zk; Σi)− Refν(Core(Zk−1; Σi)),

there is a chain Ck of n-cubes

Qk = Qk,1, . . . , Qk,pk ; Qk−1,1, . . . , Qk−1,pk−1
; . . . ; Q0,1, . . . , Q0,p0 = Q0,
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connecting Qk to Q0 for which

(1) for each ℓ ≥ 1, Qℓ,1, . . . , Qℓ,pℓ is a linearly adjacently connected se-
quence of cubes in

Pℓ = Core(Zℓ; Σi)− Refν(Core(Zℓ−1; Σi)),

and Qℓ,pℓ is adjacent to the n-cube Qℓ−1,1 ∈ Refν(Qℓ−1,1);

(2) pℓ ≤ 3νθ(K) for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k, and p0 ≤ #(K [n]).

Proof. GivenQk ∈ Pk, we follow the proof of Lemma 7.5 to obtain a sequence
Qk = Qk,1, . . . , Qk,pk of linearly adjacently connected n-cubes in Pk for which

(1) the sequence is contained in Refν(StRef(k−1)ν(K)(Zk−1)),

(2) Qk,pk has a face in Refν
(
Core(Zk−1; Σi) ∩ StRef(k−1)ν(K)(Zk−1)

)
, and

(3) pk ≤ 3νθ(K).

Let Qk−1,1 be the n-cube in Core(Zk−1; Σi) which meets Qk,pk in a face of

Qk,pk . Since Qk−1,1 is contained in StRef(k−1)ν(K)

(
StRef(k−1)ν(K)(Zk−1)

)
and

StRef(k−1)ν(K)

(
StRef(k−1)ν(K)(Zk−1)

)
⊂ Refν(StRef(k−2)ν(K)(Zk−2)),

the n-cube Qk−1,1 is not in Refν(Core(Zk−2; Σi)). Thus Qk−1,1 is in Pk−1.
We repeat the construction above for ℓ = k−1, . . . , 1, in descending order

to obtain sequences Qℓ,1, . . . , Qℓ,pk−1
in Pℓ and n-cubes Qℓ−1,1 in Pℓ−1 for

which pℓ ≤ 3νθ(K), and finally the last sequence Q0,1, . . . , Q0,p0 = Q0 is in

Core(Zk; Σi) for a number p0 ≤ #(K [n]). □

Lemma 7.25 yields a John property for cores |Core(Zk; Σi)|. We do not
state this formally here, as we discuss John property of the Lakes of Wada
in Section 8. However we record a remark.

Remark 7.26. With respect to the polyhedral metric dK on K, cubes Qℓ,j,

for j = 1, . . . , pℓ, in Lemma 7.25 have side lengths 3−ℓν . Let xℓ,j be the
center of the cube Qℓ,j. Then there exist constants c1 = c1(n, ν) > 0 and

c2 = c2(n, ν) > 0 for ℓ ≥ 1, and constants c1 = 1 and c2 = #(K [n]) for
ℓ = 0, for which

c13
−ℓν ≤ dist (xℓ,j , |∂Core(Zk; Σi)|) ≤ c23

−ℓν .

Thus we may fix a PL curve σ in |Core(Zk; Σi)| which connects the centers

xk = xk,1, . . . , xk,pk ;xk−1,1, . . . , xk−1,pk−1
; . . . ; x0,1, . . . , x0,p0 = x0,

of the cubes in succession by line segments.

7.5. Quasiconformal stability. We now prove the quasiconformal stabil-
ity of the sequence (Zk). The quasiconformal stability, together with Corol-
lary 7.24, completes the proof of the Evolution Theorem (Theorem 4.16).

The proof of stability is based on inductive relation between lifts in Propo-
sition 7.23. To control the dilatation, we flatten indentations made in all
steps simultaneously, instead of iteratively. To this end, we extend the no-
tions of combined reservoir-canal systems and the cumulative indentations
from k = 2 defined earlier to all k’s.
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Let k ≥ 0. We define for each ℓ ∈ {1, . . . ,m} a combined reservoir-canal
system

RC∪(Zℓ, . . . , Zk−1) =
k−1⋃
j=ℓ

Refν(k−j−1)(RC(Zj)) ⊂ Refkν(K).

Note that the combined system does not meet core |CoreKℓ
(Zℓ; Σi)|.

The spectral cubes of RC(Zk) and the spectral cubes of RC∪(Zℓ, . . . , Zk−1)
have the following relation.

Lemma 7.27. Let k ≥ 1. A spectral cube of the complex RC(Zk) is either
contained in a spectral cube of RC∪(Z0, . . . , Zk−1) or has a face in Z0.

Proof. For k = 1, the claim follows from Lemma 7.19.
Analogous to the case k = 1, we obtain from the construction that for

k ≥ 2,

Zk ⊂ RC∪(Zℓ, . . . , Zk−1) ∪
(
Refkν(Z0)− RC∪(Zℓ, . . . , Zk−1))

)
and

Refkν(Z0)− RC∪(Zℓ, . . . , Zk−1) ⊂ Zk.

Thus,

RC(Zk) ⊂Refν(RC∪(Zℓ, . . . , Zk−1))

∪
(
Refν(ρk−1(Ref

(k−1)ν(Z0)− RC∪(Zℓ, . . . , Zk−1)
)
,

where ρk−1 : (Zk−1)
[n−1] → Ref(k−1)ν(K)[n] is the preference function used

in the construction of Zk. From this inclusion relation, the claim follows. □

Let k ≥ 2. We define for each 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ k − 1, a subcomplex

D∪(Zℓ, . . . , Zk−1; Σi)

= π−1
ℓ

(
RC∪(Zℓ, . . . , Zk−1)

⋂
Ref(k−ℓ)ν(Comp(Zℓ; Σi))

)
⊂ Ref(k−ℓ)ν(Lift(Zℓ; Σi)).

As in the case k = 2, by Remark 3.6, the quotient πℓ may be passed to
a map between the refinements of the domain and the refinement of the
target, thus D∪(Zℓ, . . . , Zk−1; Σi) is well-defined.

Let now for ℓ ≥ 1,

DT
∪(Zℓ, . . . , Zk−1; Σi) = D∪(Zℓ, . . . , Zk−1; Σi)

⋂
Ref(k−ℓ)ν(Tunnel(Zℓ; Σi)),

where Tunnel(Zℓ; Σi) is the tunnel part of Lift(Zℓ; Σi); see Proposition 7.23
for notation.

Lemma 7.28. Let k ≥ 1 and i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. Then D∪(Z0, . . . , Zk−1; Σi)
is an indentation in Lift(Z0; Σi). Furthermore, for each ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1},
DT
∪(Zℓ, . . . , Zk−1; Σi) is an indentation in TunnelKℓ

(Zℓ; Σi).

Proof. When k = 1, D∪(Z0; Σi) = π−1
0 (RC(Z0)∩ Comp(Z0; Σi)) is an inden-

tation in Lift(Z0; Σi) by Proposition 6.33. When k = 2, D∪(Z0, Z1; Σi) is
an indentation in Lift(Z0; Σi) by Lemma 7.20. The claim for k ≥ 3 is by
induction. To reach the claim for k assuming the validity of the statement
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for k − 1, we apply Lemma 7.27 and follow the same line of argument as
that in Lemma 7.20. This completes the proof of the first claim.

Let ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}. For the proof of the second claim, we follow
the proof of the first statement with (TunnelKℓ

(Zℓ; Σi);D
T
∪(Zℓ, . . . , Zk−1; Σi))

assuming the role of (Lift(Z0; Σi);D∪(Z0, . . . , Zk−1; Σi)). Other than the fact
that TunnelKℓ

(Zℓ; Σi) has multiple components, the proof follows almost
verbatim. We omit the details. □

We record the iterative relation between the structures of Lift(Zk; Σi)
and Lift(Z0; Σi) in a proposition, which reveals the non-standard tree-like
structure of Lift(Zk; Σi) for k ≥ 2 described in beginning of Section 7.2.5.
Proof of the following proposition is a straightforward extension of that of
Proposition 7.21, we omit the details; see Proposition 7.23 and Lemma 7.28
for notations.

Proposition 7.29. Let k ≥ 2. For each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, Lift(Zk; Σi) has an
essential partition

Lift(Zk; Σi) = Lift†k(Z0; Σi) ∪
k−1⋃
ℓ=1

Tunnel†k(Zℓ; Σi) ∪ Tunnel(Zk; Σi),

where

(1) Lift†k(Z0; Σi) = Refkν(Lift(Z0; Σi))− D∪(Z0, . . . , Zk−1; Σi);

(2) Tunnel†k(Zℓ; Σi) = Ref(k−ℓ)ν(Tunnel(Zℓ; Σi)) − DT
∪(Zℓ, ...Zk−1; Σi),

where
(a) Tunnel†k(Z1; Σi) is a dented tunnel which meets Lift†k(Z0; Σi) at

a refinement of π−1
k (ωZ;i), and

(b) for ℓ ≥ 2, Tunnel†k(Zℓ; Σi) =
⋃

q∈Z[n−1]
ℓ−2

tunnel†k(q; Σi) is a col-

lection of dented tunnels which meet

Lift†k(Z0; Σi) ∪
ℓ−1⋃
j=1

(Tunnel†k(Zj ; Σi))

in a family π−1
k (ωZℓ−1(q);i), q ∈ Z

[n−1]
ℓ−2 , of lifts of gates.

(3) Tunnel(Zk; Σi) =
⋃

q∈Z[n−1]
k−2

tunnel(q; Σi) is a family of tunnels each

of which meets

Lift†k(Z0; Σi) ∪
k−1⋃
j=1

Tunnel†k(Zj ; Σi))

in the lift π−1
k (ωZk−1(q);i) of a gate.

Proof. Since Lift(Z1; Σi) = (Refν(Lift(Z0; Σi))−D(Z0; Σi))∪Tunnel(Z1; Σi),
the claim holds for k = 1. The claim for k = 2 has been proved in Proposition
7.21. For k ≥ 3, the essential partition of Lift(Zk; Σi) is proved by induction.
Assuming the the validity of the statement for k− 1, the proof of the claim
for k follows the proof of Proposition 7.21 almost verbatim. We omit the
details. □
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Having Proposition 7.29 at our disposal, we may flatten indentations made
in different generations simultaneously. Fix an integer k ≥ 2. For the
statement, we denote

W0;i = Wedge|Lift(Zk;Σi))|(D∪(Z0, . . . , Zk−1; Σi)),

and for ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1},
Wℓ;i = Wedge|Lift(Zk;Σi))|(D

T
∪(Zℓ, . . . , Zk−1; Σi)).

Proposition 7.30. Fix an integer k ≥ 2. For each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, there
exists a space

Xk;i = R0;i ∪

(
k−1⋃
ℓ=1

Tℓ;i

)
∪ Tk;i,

where R0;i is an isometric copy of |Lift(Z0; Σi)|, and T1;i, . . . , Tk;i are iso-
metric copies of |Tunnel(Z1; Σi)|, . . ., |Tunnel(Zk; Σi)|, respectively, and there
exists an L(n,K)-bilipschitz homeomorphism

φk;i : |Lift(Zk; Σi)| → |Xk;i|,

which restricts to maps |Lift†k(Z0; Σi)| → R0;i, |Tunnel†k(Zj ; Σi)| → Tj;i for
j = 1, . . . , k − 1, and a map |Tunnel(Zk; Σi)| → Tk;i. Moreover,

(1) φk;i is an isometry in the complement of the wedgesW0;i∪· · · ,∪Wk−1;i,

and an isometry on |π−1
k (ωZ;i)|∪

(⋃k−1
ℓ=1

(⋃
q∈Z[n−1]

ℓ−1

|π−1
k (ωZℓ(q);i)|

))
;

and
(2) T1;i ∩R0;i = φk;i(|π−1

k (ωZ;i)|), and for ℓ ∈ {2, . . . , k},

Tℓ;i ∩

R0;i ∪ (
ℓ−1⋃
j=1

Tj;i)

 =
⋃

q∈Z[n−1]
ℓ−2

φk;i(|π−1
k (ωZℓ−1(q);i)|).

Proof. For the proof, we flatten successively the subcomplexes Lift†k(Z0; Σi),

Tunnel†k(Z1; Σi), . . . ,Tunnel
†k(Zk−1; Σi) of Lift(Zk; Σi) in Proposition 7.29.

We give the details only for the first step.
Since Lift†k(Z0; Σi) = Refkν(Lift(Z0; Σi)) − D∪(Z0, . . . , Zk−1; Σi), where

D∪(Z0, . . . , Zk−1; Σi)∩Refkν(Lift(Z0; Σi)) is an indentation, there exists, by
the Indentation-flattening theorem (Theorem 5.17) a bilipschitz map

ψ0;i : |Lift†k(Z0; Σi)| → |Refkν(Lift(Z0; Σi))|
which is the identity in the complement of the wedge W0;i of the complex
D∪(Z0, . . . , Zk−1; Σi). Moreover, by the construction in the proof of The-
orem 5.17, we may further assume that ψ0;i is an isometry on all gates in

Lift†k(Z0; Σi) where the tunnels are being attached.

We replace now subcomplex Lift†k(Z0; Σi) in Lift(Z; Σi) by the flattened

complex Refkν(Lift(Z0; Σi)) and keep subcomplexes Tunnel†k(Zj ; Σi) for j =
1, . . . , k− 1, and tunnels Tunnel(Zk; Σi) attached, canonically, at the images
of the corresponding gates.

Repeating this process iteratively for subcomplexes Tunnel†k(Zj ; Σi), for
j = 1, . . . , k− 1, the claim follows. Since the application of Theorem 5.17 is
done in essentially disjoint subcomplexes, the bilipschitz constant of ϕk;i is
the bilipschitz constant of Theorem 5.17. □
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After the indentations have been flattened, for the proof of quasiconformal
stability, it remains to contract tunnels.

Theorem 7.31. There exists a constant K = K(n,K) ≥ 1 for the follow-
ing. For each k ≥ 1 and i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, there exists a K-quasiconformal
homeomorphism

fk;i : |Lift(Zk; Σi)| → |Lift(Z; Σi)|,

which is the identity on the core Core(Z; Σi).

The following argument is a simplification of the argument in [5]. For the
argument, we fix first a parameter β ∈ N as follows.

The localized channeling construction yields a constant N = N(n, ν) ≥ 1
for which there are at most N tunnels in Tunnel(Zℓ+1; Σi) that can be at-
tached to the same tunnel tunnel(q; i) in the previous collection Tunnel(Zℓ; Σi).

Let β ∈ N be the smallest integer for which Refβν([0, 1]n−1) has at least N
mutually disjoint (n− 1)-cubes contained in (0, 1)n−1.

For the argument, recall also that the tunnel-contracting map in Propo-
sition 3.14 has a bilipschitz constant depending only on n and the size of
the tunnel. By Propositions 7.29 and 7.30, Tunnel(Z1; Σi) consists of ex-

actly one tunnel, which has graph size at most #(Z [n−1])3(n−1)ν and that
for ℓ ≥ 2, each tunnel(q; Σi) in the collection Tunnel(Zℓ; Σi) has size at most
λloc. Hence the tunnel-contracting maps have a bilipschitz constant depend-
ing only n and K.

Proof of Theorem 7.31. As a preliminary step, let

φ = φk;i : |Lift(Zk; Σi)| → R0;i ∪
k⋃

ℓ=1

Tℓ;i

be the L(n,K)-bilipschitz indentation-flattening map in Proposition 7.30.

For each ℓ ∈ {2, . . . , k}, we take Ωq;i, q ∈ Z
[n−1]
ℓ−2 , to be the n-cube in

R0;i ∪
⋃ℓ−1

j=1 Tj;i which has wq;i = φ(|π−1
k (ωZℓ−1(q);i)|) as a face and call it a

cube over wq;i. Take also Ω̂q;i to be the cube in R0;i ∪
⋃ℓ−1

j=1 Tj;i containing

Ωq;i for which the pair (Ω̂q;i, Ωq;i) is a scaling of ([0, 3]n, [1, 2][n−1] × [0, 1]).

We call Ω̂q;i a tent over wq;i. When ℓ = 1, we make the obvious changes on

notations, and define cube Ωq;i and tent Ω̂q;i over φ(|π−1
k (ωZ;i)|) analogously.

In view of Proposition 7.29, we assume as we may, after post-composing
φ with a bilipschitz map if necessary, that tents in

{Ω̂q;i} ∪
k⋃

ℓ=1

{Ω̂q;i : q ∈ Z
[n−1]
ℓ−2 }

are mutually disjoint.
When k = 1, by Proposition 3.14 there exists an L′-bilipschitz homeo-

morphism, hence quasiconformal, ψ̂1;i : R0;i ∪ T1;i → R0;i which is the iden-
tity on |Core(Z; Σi)|, where constant L′ = L′(n,K) depends only on n and

#(Z [n−1]). The composition ψ̂1;i◦φ1;i is the claimed map in the proposition.
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Let now k ≥ 2. We fix a tunnel-contracting bilipschitz homeomorphism

ψk;i : R0;i ∪

(
k−1⋃
ℓ=1

Tℓ;i

)
∪ Tk;i → R0;i ∪

k−1⋃
ℓ=1

Tℓ;i

as in Proposition 3.14, which

(1) is the identity in the complement of Tk;i ∪
(⋃

q∈Z[n−1]
k−2

|Ω̂q;i|
)
, and

(2) maps each τq;i = φ(|tunnel(q; Σi)|) in Tk;i, q ∈ Z
[n−1]
k−2 , onto the cube

Ωq;i adjacent to τq;i.

Since the graph size of tunnel(q; Σi) is at most λloc, the bilipschitz constant
L′′ = L′′(n,K) may be chosen to depend only on n and λloc.

We fix next a L′′′-bilipschitz homeomorphism

ψk−1;i : R0;i ∪
k−1⋃
ℓ=1

Tℓ;i → R0;i ∪
k−2⋃
ℓ=1

Tℓ;i,

which

(1) is the identity in the complement of Tk−1;i ∪
(⋃

q∈Z[n−1]
k−3

Ω̂q;i

)
,

(2) maps each τq;i = φ(|tunnel(q; Σi)|) in Tk−1;i, for q ∈ Z
[n−1]
k−3 , onto

Ωq;i, and

(3) is a scaling on each tent Ω̂q′;i for q
′ ∈ Z

[n−1]
k−2 ,

where the bilipschitz constant L′′′ = L′′′(n,K) ≥ L′′ may be chosen to
depend only on n, λloc, and ν.

Follow the construction of ψk−1;i inductively for ℓ = k − 2, . . . , 2, and
replace condition (3) by

(3)’ ψℓ;i is a scaling on each Ω̂q′;i, for q
′ ∈ Z

[n−1]
j and j ∈ {ℓ−1, . . . , k−2}.

We obtain then a sequence of L′′′-bilipschitz homeomorphisms

ψℓ;i : R0;i ∪
ℓ⋃

j=1

Tj;i → R0;i ∪
ℓ−1⋃
j=1

Tj;i, ℓ = k − 2, . . . , 2,

for which the sequence

ψk;i, ψk−1;i, ψk−2;i, . . . , ψ1;i,

has an essential property needed for the composition to be quasiconformal
with a distortion constant independent of k. Namely, for each ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , k},
points in Tℓ;i are not moved by ψℓ+2;i ◦ · · · ◦ ψk;i. They are first moved by
ψℓ+1;i to points in Tℓ;i, and then by the tunnel-contracting map ψℓ;i into
tents adjacent to Tℓ;i. From then on, on each of these tents, ψ1;i ◦ · · · ◦ψℓ−1;i

is a scaling. In the above, we have taken ψk+1;i and ψk+2;i to be the identity
map. Points in R0;i stay fixed under ψ2;i ◦ · · · , ◦ψk−1;i ◦ ψk;i and are only
moved by ψ1;i.

Therefore the composition

fk;i = ψ1;i ◦ · · · , ◦ψk;i ◦ φ : |Lift(Zk; Σi)| → |Lift(Z; Σi)|,
is a K-quasiconformal homeomorphism for a constant K depending only on
L(n,K), L′, L′′, L′′′, and is the identity on the core CoreK(Z; Σi). □
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Proof of Evolution Theorem 4.16. Quasiconformal stability of the sequence
(Zk) follows by taking the inverse f−1

k;i of the mapping fk;i in Theorem 7.31.

The quasiconformal stability, together with Corollary 7.24, completes the
proof of Theorem 4.16. □

8. Lakes of Wada

8.1. Proof of the Main Theorem. Evolution of separating complexes
repeated indefinitely yields a continuum whose complement consists of Lakes
of Wada. The following theorem, including manifolds with two boundary
components, is an extension of the main theorem (Theorem 1.2).

Theorem 8.1. Let n ≥ 3, m ≥ 2, and M be a compact connected Rie-
mannian n-manifold with m boundary components.Then there exist a con-
stant K = K(n,M) > 1 and a continuum X ⊂ intM having the following
properties:

(1) each x ∈ X is a common boundary point of all connected components
of M \X;

(2) each component Ω ofM \X is a John domain inM for which Ω∩∂M
contains exactly one component of ∂M and Ω is K-quasiconformal
to (Ω ∩ ∂M)× [0, 1).

Proof. For the proof we pass from the Riemannian manifold (M, g) to a
cubical n-complex K with a polyhedral metric dK in which each cube is
isometric to a Euclidean unit cube, and for which (|K|, dK) is quasisimilar
to (M, g); see Proposition 2.1. Thus it suffices to prove Theorem 1.2 in the
setting of (|K|, dK).

We continue to denote the boundary components of K by Σ1, . . . ,Σm and
refer freely to the construction in Section 7. Let Z0, Z1, . . . , Zk, . . . be sepa-
rating complexes in K,Refν(K), . . . ,Refkν(K), . . ., respectively, constructed
in Section 7, which have the properties in Theorem 4.16.

Common boundary. For each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, the cores

Core(Zk; Σi) = Comp(Zk; Σi)− StRefkν(K)(Zk)

are expanding, that is, |Core(Zk−1; Σi)| ⊂ int|Core(Zk; Σi)|. Thus

Mi =
∞⋃
k=1

|Core(Zk; Σi)|, i = 1, . . . ,m,

are mutually disjoint open sets in M . Let

X =
∞⋂
k=1

|StRefkν(K)(Zk)|.

It has been proved in Proposition 4.17 that the topological boundaries
∂topMi of domains Mi satisfy ∂topM1 = . . . = ∂topMm = X.



ON LAKES OF WADA 65

Quasiconformality. Recall from Convention 2.12 and Lemma 3.11 that met-
rics on |Lift(Zk; Σi)| and on |Comp(Zk; Σi)| are conformally equivalent (in
fact, locally isometric) when restricted to interiors int(|Lift(Zk; Σi)|) and
int(|Comp(Zk; Σi)| \ |Zk|).

Recall also that core Core(Zk; Σi) and its lift π−1
k (Core(Zk; Σi)) are iso-

morphic, hence are identified with the same notation.
For each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and k ≥ 2, let

gk;i = f−1
k;i : |Lift(Z; Σi)| → |Lift(Zk; Σi)|

be the inverse of the K-quasiconformal mapping fk;i in Theorem 7.31, and
let

hk;i : int(|Comp(Z; Σi)| \ |Z|) → int(|Comp(Zk; Σi)| \ |Zk|)
be the mapping hk;i = πk ◦ gk;i ◦ π−1

0 .
For a fixed i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, each mapping hk;i is the identity on |Core(Z; Σi)|.

Hence the sequence (hk;i) is equicontinuous and they form a normal family
of K-quasiconformal mappings int(|Comp(Z; Σi)| \ |Z|) → M . Therefore,
there is a subsequence (hkj ;i) which converges locally uniformly to a K-
quasiconformal map

hi : int(|Comp(Z; Σi)| \ |Z|) → ker
(
int(|Comp(Zkj ; Σi)| \ |Zkj |)

)
;

see Väisälä [22, Section 20]. Recall that the kernel ker(Aj) of a sequence of
sets (Aj) in |K| is the set of all points in |K| which has a neighborhood that
is contained in all but finitely many sets Aj . Since

|Core(Zk; Σi)| ⊂ |Comp(Zk; Σi)| \ |Zk| ⊂ |Core(Zk; Σi)| ∪ |StRefkν(K)(Zk)|,

and cores are expanding, it is straightforward to check that

ker
(
int(|Comp(Zkj ; Σi)| \ |Zkj |)

)
=Mi \ |∂K|.

Since int(|Comp(Z; Σi)| \ |Z|) is L(n,K)-bilipschitz to Σi × (0, 1), each
Mi \ |∂K| is K-quasiconformal to the space Σi × (0, 1) for some constant
K = K(n,K) ≥ 1.

John domain. Let i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. We fix an n-cube Q′
0 in Core(Z0; Σi). Let

also x′0 be the center of Q′
0.

We construct first, for each a ∈Mi, a path γa from a to x′0. Given a ∈Mi,
let k ≥ 0 be the smallest integer for which a ∈ |Pk|, where

Pk = Core(Zk; Σi)− Refν(Core(Zk−1; Σi)).

Let Qk ∈ P
[n]
k be an n-cube which contains a, and let xk be the center of

Qk.
Suppose first that k ≥ 1 and let

Qk = Qk,1, . . . , Qk,pk ; Qk−1,1, . . . , Qk−1,pk−1
; . . . ; Q0,1, . . . , Q0,p0 = Q′

0,

be the n-cubes in Lemma 7.25 and let points xℓ,j be centers of cubes Qℓ,j ,
respectively. By the definition of cores and the distance estimates in Remark
7.26, there exist constants c = c(n,K) > 0 and C = C(n,K) > 0 such that

c3−ℓν ≤ dist (xℓ,j ,M \Mi) ≤ C3−ℓν ,

for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k and j ∈ {1, . . . , pℓ}. In this case, we fix a path γa from the
center xk of Qk to the center x′0 of Q′

0 as follows. First, let σa be the PL
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curve which connects xk = xk,1 to x0 = x0,p0 as in Remark 7.26. Let also
σ′a be the line segment which connects a to xk. We take γa = σa ∪ σ′a.

For k = 0, we observe that, since P0 is a (product) collar of the boundary
component Σi, that there exists a chain of n-cubes

Q0 = Q0,1, . . . , Q0,p0 = Q′
0,

where p0 depends only on Σi, and hence again only on K. Thus, we may
fix a path γa from x0 to x′0 as in the case k ≥ 1.

It is straightforward to check by Lemma 7.25 that there exists a constant
C = C(n, µ, ν,#(K [n])) > 0 for which

s(γa(a, x)) ≤ C dist (x,M \Mi) for all x ∈ γa,

where γa(xk, x) is the part of γa between xk and x, s(·) is the length.
Let now a, b ∈ Mi and define γ = γa ∪ γb. Then the length-distance

estimates of γ in the definition of John domain follows immediately.
This completes the proof of the theorem. □

Corollary 8.2. Let n ≥ 3, m ≥ 2, and D1, . . . , Dm be mutually disjoint con-
nected closed PL n-dimensional submanifolds of a closed and connected Rie-
mannian n-manifold M . Then there exists a continuum X in M \

⋃m
i=1Di,

whose complement in M has exactly m components M1, . . . ,Mm for which
Di ⊂Mi, and

∂topM1 = · · · = ∂topMm =

m⋂
i=1

Mi = X,

and each Mi is quasiconformal to intDi and is a John domain.

The main theorem (Theorem 1.1) follows from Corollary 8.2 by choosing
D1, . . . , Dm to be Euclidean balls. We restate the theorem for reference.

Theorem 1.1 (Lakes of Wada). For n ≥ 3 and m ≥ 3, there exists a
Wada continuum in Sn having exactly m complementary components, each
of which is both quasiconformal to the Euclidean ball Bn(0, 1) and a John
domain.

8.2. Lakes of Wada in S2. In dimension n = 2 the situation is different.
We finish this paper with the result that Lakes of Wada in S2 are never John
domains. Note that Lakes of Wada in S2 are always open cells and hence
conformal to the unit disk.

Proposition 8.3. Let m ≥ 3, and M1, . . . ,Mm be disjoint connected open
sets in S2 for which

∂topM1 = · · · = ∂topMm =
m⋂
i=1

Mi.

Then none of the domains M1, . . . ,Mm is a John domain.

Proof. Let X =
⋂m

i=1 Mi. Suppose towards contradiction that one of the
domains M1, . . . ,Mm is a John domain. We assume, as we may, that M1 is
a John domain. We may assume that ∞ ∈Mm and hence that domain M1

is a C-John domain in R2. Note that, now X is a continuum in R2.
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Fix a point a ∈ M1. Let S1(a, r) (resp. S1(a, r′)) be the smallest (resp.
the largest) circle centered at a that meets X. Thus, B2(a, r) ⊂ M1 and

M1 ∪X ⊂ B2(a, r′).
Fix points p ∈ S1(a, r) ∩X and p′ ∈ S1(a, r′) ∩X and let

ϵ = min{|p− p′|/10, r/(10C), (r′ − r)/(10C)}.

Let also D = B2(p, ϵ) and D′ = B2(p′, ϵ). Since p and p′ are in X, we have
that each Mi meets the interior of D and also the interior of D′.

We fix, for i = 2, 3, a Jordan arc γi ⊂Mi \ (D ∪D′) having one endpoint
qi in ∂D, the other q′i in ∂D

′; such Jordan arc γi is given by a subarc of a
Jordan arc in Mi connecting points in D and D′.

Let τ be the subarc of ∂D having endpoints q2 and q3 and not intersecting
the disk B2(a, r). Now γ2∪τ ∪γ3 is a Jordan arc in R2\(D∪D′). Let now τ ′

be one of the subarcs of ∂D′ connecting q′2 and q′3. Then J = γ2∪ τ ∪γ3∪ τ ′
is a Jordan curve having the property that one of the components of R2 \ J
contains the disk B2(a, r). Let Q be the component of R2 \ J which does
not contain B2(a, r).

Since both γ2 and γ3 meet the circle S = S1(a, (r+r′)/2), the intersection
Q ∩ S contains points in X. Thus we may fix a point b ∈M1 ∩Q satisfying
dist (b, S) < ϵ.

Let γ ⊂M1 be an arc connecting a to b. Since a and b belong to different
components of R2 \ J and γ does not meet arcs γ2 and γ3, we conclude that
γ intersects either τ or τ ′. Let t ∈ γ ∩ (τ ∪ τ ′). Since τ ⊂ D and τ ′ ⊂ D′,
we conclude that dist (t,X) ≤ ϵ. Thus

min{|t− a|, |t− b|} ≥ min{r, (r′ − r)/2− 2ϵ} > Cϵ ≥ Cdist (t,X).

This is a contradiction, since we assumed that M1 is C-John. □

References

[1] L. V. Ahlfors. Lectures on quasiconformal mappings, volume No. 10 of Van Nostrand
Mathematical Studies. D. Van Nostrand Co., Inc., Toronto, Ont.-New York-London,
1966. Manuscript prepared with the assistance of Clifford J. Earle, Jr.

[2] M. R. Bridson and A. Haefliger. Metric spaces of non-positive curvature, volume
319 of Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of
Mathematical Sciences]. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1999.

[3] L. E. J. Brouwer. Zur Analysis Situs. Math. Ann., 68(3):422–434, 1910.
[4] S. S. Cairns. On the triangulation of regular loci. Ann. of Math. (2), 35(3):579–587,

1934.
[5] D. Drasin and P. Pankka. Sharpness of Rickman’s Picard theorem in all dimensions.

Acta Math., 214(2):209–306, 2015.
[6] R. Dyer, G. Vegter, and M. Wintraecken. Riemannian simplices and triangulations.

Geom. Dedicata, 179:91–138, 2015.
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