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1 Introduction

It is a well-known fact that every ribbon knot is smoothly slice. The ribbon
conjecture states that, conversely, a smoothly slice knot is ribbon. In this paper
we prove that the ribbon conjecture holds for 2-bridge knots, deducing this
result from a characterization of the 3—dimensional lens spaces which smoothly
bound rational homology 4-dimensional balls (Theorem below).

A link in S® is called 2-bridge if it can be isotoped until it has exactly two
local maxima with respect to a standard height function. Figure [l represents
the 2-bridge link L(cy,...,c,), where ¢; € Z, ¢ = 1,...,n. Given coprime
integers p > ¢ > 0 with

B:cl—k—, ¢G>0 fori=1,...,n,
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co + 71
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the 2-bridge link K(p,q) is, by definition, L(c1,...,¢,). When p is even,
K(p,q) is a 2—component link, when p is odd K(p,q) is a knot. It is well-
known [I, Chapter 12] that K(p,q) and K(p',q’) are isotopic if and only if

p = p and either ¢ = ¢’ or q¢ =1 (mod p), and that every 2-bridge link is
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Figure 1: The 2-bridge link L(cy,...,cp)

isotopic to some K (p,q). Moreover, K (p,p— q) is isotopic to the mirror image
of K(p,q).

Now we recall what is known about 2-bridge knots with regard to the ribbon
conjecture. In order to do that, the following definition is needed.

Definition 1.1 Let Q- denote the set of positive rational numbers, and
define maps f,g: Q>0 — Qso by setting, for £ € Qso, p>q>0, (p,q) =1,

py_ P Py _ P
f((}) p—q g<<1> q"’

where p > ¢’ > 0 and q¢' =1 (mod p). Define R C Q¢ to be the smallest
subset of Qo such that f(R) C R, g(R) C R and R contains the set of
rational numbers £ such that p > q > 0, (p,q) =1, p = m? for some m € N
and q is of one of the following types:

(1) mk=+1 with m >k >0 and (m,k) = 1;
(2) d(m+£1), where d > 1 divides 2m F 1;
(3) d(m=£1), where d > 1 is odd and divides m % 1.



According to [11], Casson, Gordon and Conway showed that every knot of the
form K(p,q) with % € R is ribbon. The interior of any ribbon disk can be
radially pushed inside the 4-ball B4 to obtain a smoothly embedded disk, and
the 2-fold cover of B* branched along a slicing disk for K (p,q) is a smooth ra-
tional homology ball with boundary the lens space L(p, q). Therefore if K(p,q)
is a knot (i.e. if p is odd) we have the following implications:

g €R = K(p,q) ribbon = K(p,q) smoothly slice = L(p,q) = 0W,

where W is a smooth 4-manifold with H,(W;Q) = H,(B* Q). Casson and
Gordon [2] observed that if K(p,q) is a smoothly slice knot then p is a perfect
square. Moreover, they proved that if the 2-bridge knot K (m?2,q) is ribbon
then

rs
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2
— Z cot(w—Z)cot(w—qj)siﬁ( )==41, r=1,...,m—1. (1.1)
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Casson and Gordon [2, page 188] used Equations (L)) to show that if a 2-bridge
knot K (m?,q) is ribbon and m < 105 then mT2 belongs to R. Fintushel and
Stern [5, Theorem 6.1] proved that Equations (II]) hold under the assumption
that L(m?,q) is the boundary of a smooth rational homology ball W with
Hy(W;Z) without 2-torsion. In [7] Owens and Strle used a result by Oszvath
and Szabé [8, Theorem 9.6] to find apriori different obstructions for K (m?,q) to
be smoothly slice, and verified that for m < 105 these new obstructions give the
same constraints as Equations (ILI]). It is not known whether Equations (I.T)
imply that the knot K (m?,q) is smoothly slice.

The following is our main result.

Theorem 1.2 Let p > g > 0 be coprime integers. Then, the following state-
ments are equivalent:

(1) The lens space L(p,q) smoothly bounds a rational homology ball.
(2) There exist:

(a) A surface with boundary ¥, homeomorphic to a disk if p is odd and
to the disjoint union of a disk and a Mobius band if p is even;

(b) A ribbon immersion i: ¥ 9+ S% with i(0X) = K(p,q).
(3) L belongs to R.

Theorem immediately implies the following result, which settles the ribbon
conjecture for 2-bridge knots.



Corollary 1.3 Let p > q > 0 be coprime integers with p odd. Then, the
following statements are equivalent:

1) 2 belongs to R

2) K(p,q) is a ribbon knot
3) K(p.q

4)

) is a smoothly slice knot

(
(
(
(4) L(p,q) smoothly bounds a rational homology ball.

In particular, the ribbon conjecture holds for 2-bridge knots. O

The proof of Theorem is based on the following simple idea. If a lens space
L(p,q) smoothly bounds a rational homology ball W (p,q), one can form a
smooth negative definite 4-manifold X (p, q) by taking the union of —W (p, q)
with a canonical 4-dimensional plumbing P(p,q) bounding L(p,q). Since
X(p, q) is negative definite, Donaldson’s celebrated theorem [4] implies that the
intersection lattice Qx(pq) of X (p,q) is isomorphic to the standard diagonal
intersection lattice D™, where n = by(X(p,q)). Therefore there is an embed-
ding of intersection lattices Qp(,q — D", and since —L(p,q) = L(p,p — q)
smoothly bounds the rational homology ball —W(p,q), for some n’ there is
an embedding Qp(,p—q) — D" as well. The existence of both embeddings (it
is easy to see that a single embedding is not enough) gives constraints on the
pair (p,q) which eventually lead to the proof of Theorem [[.2l In spite of the
simplicity of this idea, the algebro—combinatorial machinery we must set up to
work out the above constraints is fairly complex and occupies Sections 2HT] of
the paper. Here is the gist of what we do. We can write

1 D 1
by e Loy —
q a 1 p—q b 1
? 1 S
an, by
for some integers a;,b; > 2 for i = 1,...,n, j = 1,...,n/. It turns out (see

Lemma [2.0]) that

nl

D (ai—3)+ > (b —3) = -2,

i=1 j=1

therefore, up to replacing (p,q) with (p,p — q), we may assume

n

> (ai—3) <0 (1.2)

i=1



After choosing a suitable set of generators of Ha(P(p,q);Z), the embedding
Qp(p,q — D" gives rise to a subset S = {v1,...,v,} C D" with

—ay; if ’Z —j’ = 0,
Vi - Vj = 1 if|’i—j|:1,

0 ifli—j|>1.
We call such subsets standard. In Sections 2H7 we study the standard subsets of
D" satisfying Equation (L2). In Section [1 we show that the string of integers
(ai1,...,ay,) associated to such a subset must belong (for a fixed n) to a finite
list which we describe explicitly. This gives the constraints mentioned above.
In Section 8 we prove the existence of ribbon surfaces for all the links required
by Theorem , and in Section [0 we prove Theorem using all the re-
sults obtained in the previous sections. Each section starts with a brief outline
summarizing its purpose, contents and relationships with the other sections.

Acknowledgments: The author is grateful to Andrew Casson for generous
help, to Cameron Gordon for informative e-mail correspondence and to the
anonymous referee for useful comments.

2 First definitions and preliminary results

Outline. In this section we introduce definitions which will be used throughout
the paper. In particular, the concept of good subset (see Definition 2.2]) is crucial
in Sections Bl Ml and [l while the invariant I(S) (see Definition 2.3) is the key
quantity on which the proof of Theorem [I.2]is based. We also prove Lemma [2.4]
which is the basis of the inductive process used in the subsequent sections,
and Lemma 2.6 which will be directly quoted in the proof of Theorem [[.2] in
Section [l

Let D denote the intersection lattice (Z,(—1)), and let D™ be the orthogonal
direct sum of n copies of D. Fix generators eq,...,e, € D™ such that

62"6]':—52']', ’i,j:1,...,n.
Observe that the group of automorphisms Aut(D™) contains the reflections

across each hyperplane orthogonal to an e; as well as the all the trasforma-
tions determined by the permutations of {e1,...,e,}. Given a subset S =

!The results of Section [§ were known previously for knots [I1] (although even in the
case of knots we were unable to recover all of them from [I1]). In Section B we give a
self-contained account valid for links and adapted to our conventions.



{v1,...,v,} € D", we define
Ef={je{l,....n}|vj-e#0}, i=1,...,n,
Vi={je{l,....n}|ej-v;#0}, i=1,...,n,

and
pi(S):={je{l,....n} | |Ef| =i}, i=1,...,n.

Let vy,...,v, € D" be elements such that, for i,j € {1,...,n},

—a; < -2 ifi=j

vi-vj={0or1 if i — j| =1, (2.1)
0 if [i —j] > 1.
for some integers a;, 1t =1,...,n.

Remark 2.1 Elements vy, ..., v, € D" satisfying Conditions (2.I]) are linearly
independent over Z. In fact, it is easy to check that the associated intersection
matrix

Q = (vi - v))
is nonsingular. The independence of vy,...,v, follows immediately from the
fact that

Q = _MMt7

where M := (m;;) is defined by v; = Zj mije; .

Let S = {v1,...,v,} € D" be a subset which satisfies (2.I]). We define the in-
tersection graph of S as the graph having as vertices vy,...,v,, and an edge
between v; and v; if and only if v; -v; =1 for 4,5 = 1,...,n. The number of
connected components of the intersection graph of S will be denoted by ¢(S5).
We shall say that an element v; € S is isolated, final or internal if the quantity
n
> (i)
i=1
i#]
is equal to, respectively, 0, 1 or 2. In other words, v; is isolated or final if it

is, respectively, an isolated vertex or a leaf of the intersection graph, and it is
internal otherwise.

Given elements e,v € D" with e-e = —1, we shall denote by m.(v) the
projection of v in the direction orthogonal to e:

Te(v) :=v+ (v-e)e € D™



Two elements v, w € D" are linked if there exists e € D™ with e-e = —1 such
that

v-e#0, and w-e#0.

A set S C D" is irreducible if, given two elements v, w € .S, there exists a finite
sequence

Vg =V, V1,...,0p =W E S

such that v; and wv;11 are linked for ¢ = 0,...,k — 1. A set which is not
irreducible is reducible.

The reason to introduce the following definition is technical. It will become
clear later on (see the “Outline” at the beginning of Section [3]).

Definition 2.2 A subset S = {v1,...,v,} C D" is good if it is irreducible
and its elements satisfy (2.1]).

Definition 2.3 Given a subset S = {vy...,v,} C D", let

n

I(S) = Z(—Ui C UV — 3) €7

i=1
The following Lemma will be used in Sections Bl B, B and Bl

Lemma 2.4 Let S = {vi,v2,v3} C D3 = (e1,e2,e3) be a good subset with
I(S) < 0. Then, up to applying to S an element of Aut(D?) and possibly
replacing (vi,ve,v3) with (vs,va,v1), one of the following holds:

(1) (v1,v2,v3) = (
(2) (vi,v2,v3) = (e1 — e2,e2 —e3,€e1 +ea+e€3),
= (

(3) (v1,v2,v3)

el — e, ex — €3, —€y —e€1),

€1 +ex+e3,—e; —ex+e3,61 — 62).
Moreover,

(1,1,1,—-3) in case (1),
(pl(S),pz(S),C(S),I(S)) = (072727_2 in case (2)7
(0,1,2,—1) in case (3).

In particular, (CLl, az, a3) = {(27 2, 2)7 (27 2, 3)7 (37 3, 2)} :



Proof Up to replacing (vi,v2,v3) with (vs,ve,v1), by Conditions 2.1)) we
have three possible cases: (a) vi vy =wvg-v3 =1, (b) v1 vy =1, va-v3=0
and (c) vy - v2 = vy - v3 = 0. Moreover, since I(S) < 0 we have ) .a; < 8.
Therefore a; < 4 for ¢ = 1,2,3. Using the fact that S is irreducible it is easy
to see that a; < 4 for ¢ = 1,2,3. This implies

{a1,a9,a3} € {{2,2,2},{2,2,3},{3,3,2}}.
Now observe that if a; = 3 then, up to applying an element of Aut(D™) we
have v; = e; + e2 + e3. If a; = 2 then v; € {+e; + e,,}, therefore v; - v; is
an even number, hence v; - v; = 0. By a similar argument one sees that there
cannot be distinct elements v; and v; with a; = a; = 3 and v; - v; = 0. Using
such considerations it is easy to check that, up to replacing (vi,ve,v3) with
(v3,v2,01),

(a)
(b) (a1,a2,a3) =(2,2,3) is the only triple compatible with case (b),
(¢) (a1,a2,a3) = (3,3,2) is the only triple compatible with case (c).

(a1,a2,a3) = (2,2,2) is the only triple compatible with case (a),

The lemma follows by a straightforward case-by—case analysis. O

The following lemma provides a basic constraint on p;(S) and ps(S) coming
from the assumption 1(S) < 0. It will be used in Sections M and [5l

Lemma 2.5 Let S C D" = (ey,...,e,) be a subset of cardinality n with
I(S) < 0. Then,

n

2p1(S) + p2(S) > > (7 — 3)p; (). (2.2)

j=4

Proof Let S = {vi,...,v,} and let M = (m;;) be the matrix defined by
v; = Y ;mjjej. By the definition of p;(S), the number of non-zero entries of

M is
n n
> () < Sl < Yom = >
=1 BJ ij i=1

Moreover, the assumption I(S) < 0 is equivalent to

n
— Z v; - v; < 3n.
i=1
Since it is also evident that

n :pl(S) —|—p2(5) + - +pn(s)7

the lemma follows. O



Given integers aq,...,a, > 2, we shall use the notation

_ 1
[a1,...,an]” = a1 B ——
ay — 1
an
and for any integer ¢t > 0 we shall write
¢
(.2l ) =(...2,...,2,..). (2.3)

The following arithmetic lemma will be used in the last section of the paper to
prove Theorem

Lemma 2.6 Let p > q > 1 be coprime integers, and suppose that
]g:[alv"'ﬂan] ) :[bl,--.,bm]_,

with aq,...,a, > 2 and by,...,b,, > 2. Then,

n

D ai—=3)+) (b —3)=-2

i=1 j=1

Proof We can write

]_) = [mlv 2[m2}’m3’ 2[7714]7 ceey,M2s—1, 2[77123]]—
for some
ml,TTL3,...,m23_1Z3, mg,m4,...,m2320.
Then, by Riemenschneider’s point rule [10]
P ol gy, g 0lma8l gy g omee=8] 4 o1m (2.4)
pP—q
Therefore,
n S S
D (ai—3) = (mgi1—3) =Y ma
i=1 i=1 i=1
and
m S S
Z(bj — 3) =—-1+ ngi — Z(mgi_l - 3) — 1.
j=1 i=1 i=1
The lemma follows immediately. |



3 The case p;(S) >0 and I(S5) <0

Outline. In this section we introduce the key notion of standard subset, which
is the algebraic object naturally arising in our approach to Theorem [[2] (see the
outline of the proof in Section [I]). For technical reasons, in order to understand
standard subsets we need to understand first the more general good subsets
introduced in Section 2l In this section we study the special class of good
subsets S satisfying pi(S) > 0 and I(S) < 0. As explained at the beginning
of Section [, this is one of the two important classes of good subsets S with
I(S) < 0. The main result of this section is Corollary B.5l which shows that
a good subset with p1(S) > 0 and I(S) < 0 is necessarily standard and is
obtained from a standard subset of D3 by a finite sequence of operations we
call expansions (see Definition B.4]). The results of this section will be used in
Section Bl

Definition 3.1 A subset S,, = {v1,...,v,} C D" such that
a4 < -2 if Q=]
viov; =141 if |i—j|=1, (3.1)
0 if |i—j|> L

for i,j5 =1,...,n will be called standard.

The following lemma deals with good subsets S satisfying pi(S) > 0. It will
be used in the proofs of Proposition 3.3, Corollary and in Section [l
Lemma 3.2 Suppose that n > 3, and let
Sp=A{v1,...,v} CTD" = (e1,...,6,)

be a good subset such that EZS" = {s} for some i,s € {1,...,n}. Then,

(1) ws Is internal;

(2) for some 1 < j <mn we have Vi ={i,j}, E]-S” ={s—1,s,s+ 1} and

[vs—1 - ej| = |vs - ej| = |vsq1 - €j| = 1;
(3) for some t € {s—1,s+ 1} the set
Sn—1 = Su \ {vs, v} U{me; (ve)} C (€1, -5 €im1,€i415---,6n) = D!
is good, |E;"| =1 and I(Sp-1) = I(Sn) +2 + v, - vs.

Moreover, if S, is standard then so is S,_1.

10



Proof Since S, is irreducible we have |V| > 2. If |V,| > 2, the set obtained
from S,, by replacing vs with =, (vs) would still satisfy (21I), but it would
consist of n independent vectors (see Remark 2.1]) contained in the span of
the n — 1 vectors eq,...,€;_1,€i41,...,€n, giving a contradiction. Therefore
Vsl =2, ie. Vs ={i,j} for some j # i.

If |vg-€ej] > 1 then we get a contradiction as before by replacing v, with 7, (vs).
Hence, we conclude |v, - e;| = 1. Since S, is irreducible and EZS” = {s}, vy is
not isolated.

We need to show that vg is not final. By contradiction, suppose e.g. that

vs—1 + Vs = 0 and wvs - vs41 = 1 (the discussion in the case vs_1 - vs = 1,
Vs - Vg1 = 0 is similar). Let [ > 1 be the largest natural number such that the
set {vs,...,vsy;} has connected intersection graph. If

As1 =" = Ay = 2

it is easy to check that | Ul_, Viys| = + 2. Since S, is irreducible and EZS" =
{s}, this gives a contradiction. Therefore asyp, > 2 for some 1 < h < [.
Choose h to be as small as possible. Then, it is easy to verify that for some

Ee{l,...,n}
Verh N Veyn—1 ={er} and |vgpp-ex] =1.
Since | U?z_ol Vs+il = h+ 1, it follows that by eliminating the vectors

Vsy Us+1s5 -+ -5 Usth—1

and replacing vgyp, with m, (vsyp) one obtains a set of n — h independent
vectors contained in the span of n — (h + 1) vectors. This contradiction shows
that vs must be internal, i.e. vs_1 - vs = vgy1 - Vs = 1.

Now observe that, since EZS” = {s}, we must have j € Vs_1 NVs4q. If a5_1 =
as+1 = 2 then vs_1 -vs11 = 0 implies Vi_1 = V41, and it is easy to verify that
either n = 3 or S is reducible.

If as—1,as41 > 2 then, since clearly |vs_1 - ej| = |vsq1 - €j| = 1, one gets a
contradiction by eliminating v, and replacing vs_1 and vs11, respectively, with
e, (Vs—1) and me;(vsy1). We conclude that either (i) as—1 > 2 and asy1 = 2
or (ii) asy1 > 2 and as—1 = 2. By symmetry, it suffices to consider the
case as+1 > 2 and as—1 = 2. Since |vs_1 - €j| = |ve41 - €5 = 1, we have
Vs—1 - Te; (Vs+1) = 1. Therefore the elements of the set

Sp—1:={v1,...,vn} \ {vs, 0541} U {ﬂ-@j (Vs+1)}
satisfy (2.I). Moreover, the formula
I(Sp—1) =1(Sn) + 2+ vs - vs

11



is straightforward to check. Since ES" = {s} we have Ef" ={s—1,s,s+ 1},
therefore the only vectors linked to vs are vs_; and vgy1. Since vs_; and
Te; (vst+1) are linked to each other, it follows easily that S,_; is irreducible.
The fact that if S,, is standard then so is S,,_1 is evident from the definition
of Sj,_1. O

The following proposition analyzes the nature of a good subset S with I(S) <
0 and pi(S) > 0. It is essential to prove the main result of this section,
i.e. Corollary

Proposition 3.3 Suppose that n > 3, and let
S=A{v1,...,0,} D" ={e1,...,ep)
be a good subset such that 1(S) < 0 and p1(S) > 0. Then,
(1) S is standard;
(2) |vi-ej| <1 foreveryi,j=1,...,n;
(3) If n >4 there exist h,t € {1,...,n} and s € {1,n} such that
EY ={s,t}, as=2 and a;> 2.

Proof If n = 3 the proposition follows from Lemma 24l If n > 3, set S, :=
S. By Lemma there exists a good subset S,,_; with p;(S,—1) > 0, to
which Lemma can be applied again as long as n — 1 > 3. Applying the
lemma n — 3 times we obtain a sequence Sy, S,_1,...,S53 of good subsets with
p1(Sn), ..., p1(S3) > 0. In particular, the fact that S3 is good and p;(S3) > 0
implies, by Lemma [Z4] that there is only one possibility for S3 modulo the
action of Aut(D?), which is given by Lemma[2.4(1). This immediately implies
that all the sets S;, i = 3,...,n, have connected intersection graph. Therefore
Sy, is standard, i.e. (1) holds. Since by assumption I(S,) < —1 and I(S3) = —3,
the formula for I(S,_1) in the statement of Lemma [B:2]implies that every time
we applied the lemma we had v - v > —4. Since Vi = {i,j}, this implies
vs - vy = —2. Therefore |vs - €;| = |vs - €j| = 1, and by the definition of the
sequence Sy, S,_1,...,S3 this immediately implies (3). Finally, it is easy to
check that (2) holds forS3 and Sy, and that if Si_; is obtained from Sy as in
Lemma [3:2] and (2) holds for Si_; then (2) holds for Si. This proves (2) and
concludes the proof. |

Definition 3.4 Let S = {v1,...,v,} C D" be a subset satisfying (2.I]) and
such that |v; - ej| < 1 for every i,j = 1,...,n. Suppose that there exist
1 < h,s,t <n such that

EY ={s,t} and a; > 2.

12



Then, we say that the subset S' C (€1,...,en_1,€hi1,---,en) = D! defined
by
S =S\ {vs, v} U {me, (ve) }

is obtained from S by a contraction, and we write S \, S’. Moreover, we say
that S is obtained from S’ by an expansion, and we write S’ / S.

The following result will be used in the proof of Corollary [5.41

Corollary 3.5 Suppose that n > 3, and let S = {v1,...,v,} € D™ be a good
subset such that 1(S) < 0 and pi(S) > 0. Then, S is standard and there is a
sequence of expansions

S /Sy /s S Spm1 S S =S
such that Sy is standard and I(Sy) = —3 for every k=3,...,n.

Proof If n = 3 the corollary follows from Lemma 2.4l Suppose that n > 4,
let S, := S5, and let h,s and ¢ be the indexes appearing in Proposition [3.3)(3).
By Lemma and Proposition B.3] the set

Sp—1:= Sn \ {vs, vt} U {me,, (vt) }

is standard and is obtained from S,, by a contraction. Moreover, p1(S,—1) > 0,
and since as = 2 we have I(S,_1) = I(S,). Arguing in the same way we get
a sequence of contractions S, \, Sn—1 \, - -+ \, 93 with each S} standard and
I(S;) = I(S3) for every k. Since by Lemma [2:4] we have I(S3) = —3, this
concludes the proof. O

4 The case pi(S) =0, p2(S) >0 and I(S) <0

Outline. It follows from Lemma that if a subset S C D™ of cardinality
n satisfies I(S) < 0 and pi(S) = 0, then necessarily p2(S) > 0. Having
dealt with the case p;(S) > 0 in the previous section, in this section we start
tackling the more difficult case of a good subset with p1(S) = 0, p2(S) > 0 and
I(S) < 0. As in the previous case, one would like to show that good subsets
satisfying this condition are obtained by expansions of smaller subsets of the
same type. But in this case one must first understand the potential obstruction
coming from the fact that during a sequence of contractions the subset might
develop what we call bad components (see Definition [4.]). The main result of
the section is Proposition 5], essentially giving a control on the number of

13



bad components which might appear as a result of contractions. In the next
section we shall use Proposition to establish some results which hold under
the general assumption I(S) < 0 and, using these, in Section [@] we shall finally
be able to show that any standard subset S with I(S) < 0 is obtained by
expanding standard subsets of the same type.

Definition 4.1 Let S’ = {v1,...,v,} € D", n > 3, be a good subset, and
suppose there exists 1 < s < n such that C' = {vs_1,vs,vs41} C S gives
a connected component of the intersection graph of S’', with ve_q - vs_1 =
Vgl - Vsl = —2, Vg - Vg < —2 and EJS/ = {s—1,s,s+ 1} for some j. Let
S C D™ be a subset of order m > n obtained from S’ by a sequence of
expansions by final (—2)—vectors attached to C', so that ¢(S) = ¢(S") and there
is a natural 1 — —1 correspondence between the sets of connected components
of the intersection graphs of S and S’. Then, the connected component C' C S
corresponding to C' C S’ is a bad component of S. The number of bad
components of S will be denoted by b(S).

If a good subset S = {vy,...,v,} C D" satisfies pa(S) > 0 then for some
i,s,t € {1,...,n} we must have E¥ = {s,t}. There are two possibilities: either
as and a; are both greater then 2, or one of them is equal to 2. The next lemma
analyzes with the latter possibility (assuming S has no bad components), while
the former possibility is considered in Lemma [£3]

Lemma 4.2 Suppose that n > 3, the subset
S={v1,...,0,} CD" = (e1,...,ep)
is good, has no bad components and there exist i,s,t € {1,...,n} such that
EY ={s,t} and as=2.

Then, one of the following holds:

(1) ws-v =0, v is not internal, |V;| > 2, and the set

S = S\ {vs, v} U{me, ()} C {er,. .. ei1,€i41--.,en) =D
is good. Moreover, I(S") < I(S) and S’ has no bad components.

(2) ws-v =0, vs is internal and a; > 2.

(3) wvs-ve =1, a; > 2 and the set S’ defined in (1) above is good. Moreover,
I(S") < I(S) and S’ has no bad components.
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Proof Since ay =2, we have V; = {i,j} for some i,5 € {1,...,n}.
First case: vg-vy =0 and a; = 2.

In this case V; = {4,j}. Since S is irreducible and n > 3, there is a v, with
r & {s,t} linked to either vs or v;. Since EZS = {s,t}, this implies j € V,. and
Uy Vs = Uy - vy = 1, therefore |V;| > 2. Assuming |V;| = 2 it easily follows that
S is reducible. Therefore |V,.| > 2, which implies that S has a bad component.
Hence this case cannot occur.

Second case: vs-v; =0 and a; > 2.

We have V; D {4, j}. Suppose first that v is isolated. If |V;| = 2, then no other
vector could link vs nor v, and S would be reducible. If |V;| > 2 then the set

S = S\ {vs, v} U {me, (1)}

satisfies (2I)). Since every vector v linked to vs must satisfy v-e; # 0, S’ is
irreducible. Clearly I(S") < I(S) and it is easy to check that b(S’) = b(S) = 0.
Hence (1) holds.

If vy is final then v-vy = 1 for some s’ € {s—1, s+1}. This implies vy -e;| = 1.
If |V;| > 2 then it follows as above that the set S’ is good, I(S’) < I(S), and
b(S") = b(S) = 0. Hence (1) holds. If |V;| = 2 then vy - vy = 1, hence
|vg - ej| = 1. Since v, - vy = 0, we also have |v; - e;| = 1. But this is impossible
because a; > 2.

Third case: vs-v; =1 and a; = 2.

In this case v, is not isolated and V; = {i, k} for some k # j. Observe that v
cannot be a final vector, otherwise EJS = {s}, which by LemmaB.2limplies that
vg is internal. By symmetry, we may assume without loss of generality that
t = s+ 1. Then, arguing as in the proof of LemmaB.2] one gets a contradiction
using the fact that EZS = {s,t} by considering the largest [,m > 1 such that
{Us—m,.-.,Vs1;} has connected intersection graph. In fact, if

Us—m =+ = Qgq] = 2

it is easy to check that |USX! Vil = 14 m + 2. Since S is irreducible and
EY = {s,5+1}, this easily leads to a contradiction. Therefore, a, > 2 for some
s—m <r <sora,>2forsome s+1<p<s+1. Suppose e.g. that only
the latter happens (the other cases can be dealt with similarly). Choose p as

small as possible. Then, for some ¢ € {1,...,n}

Ve Vi ={eq} and |up-eqf = 1.
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Since | Uf:_sl_m Vil = p+1—s+m, one obtains the contradiction by eliminating

the vectors
Vs—my -+ Up—1,
replacing v, with 7, (v,) and arguing as in the proof of Lemma [3.21

Fourth case: vs-vy =1 and a; > 2.

By symmetry we may assume t = s+ 1. If j € V;,1 then, as in the case
a; = 2, vs is not final, otherwise E]S = {s}, which implies that v, is internal
by Lemma Then one obtains a contradiction as in the previous case by
considering the biggest | > 0 such that {vs_;,...,vs} has connected intersection
graph.

If Vi41 = {i,j} then v, cannot be final because otherwise vs and wvsy; would
be linked to no other vector, and therefore the set S would be reducible. But
if vy is not final then E]S O {s—1,8,s+ 1} and k € Vs_1 N Vs for some
k & {i,j}, which is impossible if Vi1 = {i,7}.

Therefore we conclude that Vi1 2 {i,7}. Since if vp, is linked to vs then
j € Vp,, it follows that the set

§' = S\ {05, 0551} U {7, (0541)}
is good, and it is clear that I(S’) < I(S). Moreover, one can easily check that
b(S") = b(S) = 0. Hence (3) holds. O
Lemma 4.3 Suppose that n > 3, the subset
S={vi,..., o} CTD" = (e1,...,ep)
is good, has no bad components and there exist i,s,t € {1,...,n} such that
EY ={s,t} and asa; > 2. (4.1)

Then, up to replacing the pair (s,t) with another pair satisfying (4.1l), one of
the following holds:

(1) The set
S = S\ {vs, v} U{me,(v1)} C (e1,...,€i-1,€i41,...,6n) =D
is good, I(S") < I(S)—1 and b(S") < 1.
(2) There exist k #i and s’ € {s — 1,s+ 1} such that

(a) Ep ={ss'},
(b) vy -vs =1, and
(c) ay =2.
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Proof If the set S’ of (1) is good, since as > 2 it follows that I(S") < I(S)—1,
and it is easy to check that S’ can have at most one bad component, therefore
b(S") < 1. Hence (1) holds.

Now suppose that the set
S'(s,t) := S\ {vs, v} U {me,; (v4)}

is not good because 7., (v;) happens to have square —1. Then, v; = ze; + ¢;
with |z| > 1. Since vs - v € {0,1}, we must have j € V. Moreover, the vector
e, (Vs) must have square less than —1, because otherwise vy = ye; £ e; with
ly| > 1, which implies

|vs - v = | —xy £ 1] > 3.

Therefore the set S'(t,s) satisfies (2.I)). Since there is no vector linked to v
but unlinked from vy, it follows that S’(¢,s) is irreducible as well. Therefore,
after replacing (s,t) with (¢,s), (1) holds.

We may now assume that S’(s,t) and S’(t, s) satisfy (Z.I)) but they are not good
because they are both reducible. We can write S'(s,t) = S} US5, where S5 is a
maximal irreducible subset of S’(s,t) containing 7, (v;) and S| = S'(s,t) \ S5.
Define S; C S\ {vs}, i@ = 1,2, to be the preimage of S, under the natural
surjective map S\ {vs} — S’(s,t) sending v; to v; for j # s,t and v to
Te; (v¢). The decomposition S\ {vs} = 51U Sy shows that S\ {vs} is reducible.
Define
VI = Upes; Vi 5= 1,2.

Observe that VI NV2 =0 and i € V2, and let V¥ := V, N V7, j =1,2. Since
S is irreducible while S\ {vs} is reducible, there exists a vector v, € S; which
is linked to vs, therefore |[V!| > 1. If |[V}| > 1 then we could replace vs with

Vg 1= — Z (vs - ex)ek

kevy}

and v; with 7, (v). For every u # s we would have either V,, NV, C VS1 or
VN Vs C V2, implying that v, - 95 € {0,1}. The n vectors resulting from the
replacements just described would satisfy (2.I)) and hence be independent, but
they would be contained in the span of {e1,...,e,}\{e;}, giving a contradiction.
Thus, we have V! = {k} for some k. Since

vi=vin J = |J vinw),

vkES1 Ukesl

if v, € Sy is a vector linked to vy then V., NV, = {k}, hence v, - vy = 1.
This implies that {s — 1,s + 1} N Ey # 0. Moreover, if v, is final we have
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r € {s—1,s+1} and then E = {s — 1,s} or Ef = {s,s+ 1}. By symmetry,
we may assume that the first case occurs. If as_; = 2 then (2) holds. If
as—1 > 2 and k & V41, we can eliminate v, replace vs_1 with 7, (vs—1) and
vy with 7, (v¢). This gives a contradiction unless 7, (vs—1) happens to have
square —1. But in that case we can replace (s,t) with (s — 1,s), and by the
argument given above S’(s — 1, s) is good, therefore (1) holds.

Now we must consider the case when v, is not final. We have vg_1 - vg =
Vs Vgp1 = 1, E,f ={s—1,8,s+1} and Vo1 NV, =VyN Vs = {k}. Let us
suppose that either as_1 > 2 or asy1 > 2. By symmetry we may assume that
as—1 > 2. Since vy € S1, t &€ {s —1,s+ 1}, we have vg - v; = 0, so we can
eliminate vs; and make the replacements:

Vs—1 = Te,, (Us—l)y Vg = Te, (Ut)‘

It is easy to see that the resulting set S” of n — 1 vectors satisfies (Z]) and
can be written as a disjoint union S” = S U---U Sy of maximal irreducible
subsets so that each S}’ is contained in the span of a set of vectors e; whose

cardinality is equal to |S]'|. We know that for some I, v,11 € S]'. Moreover,

. Sy . . . .
by construction E,' = {s+ 1}. Since vsy; is not internal in S}, we get a
contradiction with Lemma [3.2/(1).

We are left with the case as—1 = as+1 = 2. In this case it is easy to deduce that
Vio1 = Viy1 = {h,k} for some h, and EY = {s — 1,5+ 1}. But this means
that S contains a bad component, which is contrary to our assumptions. |

The following is an auxiliary result which will be used in the proof of Proposi-
tion 5] as well as in Section Bl

Lemma 4.4 Let
S={v1,...,v,} CD" = (eq,...,en)

be a good subset such that p1(S) =0, p2(S) > 0 and I(S) < 0. Suppose that
for each i,s,t € {1,...,n} such that E¥ = {s,t} we have either a; = 2 or
a; = 2. Then, for at least one choice of i, s,t such that a; = 2 and EZS = {s,t},
either vy is not internal or vs - vy = 1.

Proof Suppose by contradiction that for each 4,s,t such that a; = 2 and
E? = {s,t} we have vs -v; = 0 and v, is internal. Then, if Vi = {4,;(i)} it
follows immediately that j(i) € Vs_1 N VsNVs41, and therefore, since vg-vy =0
implies j(i) € V;, we have ]E]S(Z)] > 4. Note that, in particular, we must have
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n > 4. Consider the collection {j(i)} of all the indices j(i) obtainable in this
way. Since p1(S) =0 and |EJS(Z)| > 4 for every i, by Lemma 2.5 we have

P2(S) > pa(S) + 2p5(S) + - -+ + (n = 3)pn(S) = pa(S) + ps(S) + -+ + pu(9).

Therefore we must have jj(i) = j(i') for some i # . But if EZ = {s/,¢'} with
ag = 2 then j(i) = j(i') € Vo1 NVy N Vyyq and j(i) = j(i') € Vi, and this
easily implies that ]E]S(Z)] > 5. Moreover, it is easy to check that if 4,4',4"” are
three distinct indexes with |EY| = |E3| = |E%| = 2, then one cannot have
j(i) = j(i") = j(i"). This leads to conflict with Inequality (2.2]), and we must
conclude that there exist 4,s,t € {1,...,n} such that as = 2, EY = {s,t} and
either v, is not internal or v, - vy = 1. O

Proposition 4.5 Suppose that n > 3 and
S={v1,...,0} CTD" = (e1,...,ep)

is a good subset with no bad components and such that p1(S) =0, p2(S) >0
and I(S) < 0. Then, there exist i,s,t € {1,...,n} such that the set

S/ == S\{US,Ut} U {Wei(vt)} Q <€1, ey €i—15€441, - - .,€n> = Dn_1

is good. Moreover, 1(S") < I(S), b(S") <1 and if b(S") =1 then v, - vs < —2
and I(S") <I(S)-1.

Proof Since pa(S) > 0, there exist i,s,¢ € {1,...,n} such that EY = {s,t}.
If as > 2 and a; > 2 the hypotheses of Lemma .3 are satisfied. Therefore, since

S has no bad components, the conclusions of Lemma [£3(1) or Lemma [A.3]2)
hold.

If the conclusion of Lemma [£.3|(1) holds, then the proposition follows immedi-
ately. If the conclusion of Lemma [£3|(2) holds then Lemma [£.2(3) applies and
(2) holds. Therefore, from now on we assume that for each i,s,t € {1,...,n}
such that EY = {s,t} we have either as = 2 or a; = 2. Since p(S) = 0,
p2(S) > 0 and I(S) < 0, by Lemma [£4] for at least one choice of i,s,t we
have EZS = {s,t}, as = 2 and either v is not internal or vs - v; = 1. Since
we are assuming b(S) = 0, by Lemma we see that either the conclusion
of Lemma [£.2(1) or the conclusion of Lemma [.2)(3) holds. In both cases the
proposition is proved. O
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5 The general case I(S) <0

Outline. In this section we study good subsets S with no bad components
and I(S) < 0. Our aim is to establish some results which will be used in the
next section to analyze standard subsets with I(S) < 0. The main result is
Corollary 5.4l which implies that a good subset S with no bad components and
I(S) < 0 has I(S) € {—1,—2,—3} and is obtained by a sequence of expansions
from a subset of D3 of the same kind as S.

The following simple lemma is used in the proof of Proposition

Lemma 5.1 Let S C D", n > 3, be a standard subset with I(S) < 0. Then,
S has no bad components.

Proof Since the intersection graph of a standard subset is connected, if the
only connected component of the intersection graph of S is bad, then by defini-
tion S is obtained via expansions by final (—2)—vectors from a subset S’ C D3
consisting of a single bad component with I(S’) < 0. But Lemma [2:4] forbids
the existence of such a subset. m|

The following proposition should be thought of as a generalization of Proposi-
tion 3.3(2).
Proposition 5.2 Suppose that n > 3, and let

S={v1,...,0,} CD" = (eq,...,en)

be a good subset with no bad components such that I(S) < 0. Then, |v;-e;| <1
for every i,57=1,...,n.

Proof We argue by induction on n > 3. If n = 3 the conclusion is an immedi-
ate consequence of Lemma 24l Therefore, from now on we shall assume n > 3.
Since I(S) < 0, by Lemma 25 Inequality (2.2)) holds, therefore either p;(S) > 0
or pa(S) > 0. If p1(S) > 0 then the conclusion holds by Proposition [3.3] hence
we may assume p1(S) =0 and pa(S) > 0.

Since b(S) = 0, by Proposition {3 there is a good subset S’ C D"~! such that
I(S") +b(S") <I(S)+b(S) <0

In particular, it follows that I(S") < 0. Now we set S1:= S5, So: =5, n;1 =n

and ngo =n—1. If n—1 =3 we stop. If n —1 > 4 and p;1(S2) > 0, then
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by Corollary Sy is standard, I(S3) = —3 and S contracts to a standard
subset S3 C D"2 such that I(S3) = —3. If n —1 > 4 and p;(S2) = 0 then,
since I(S2) < 0 we have py(S2) > 0. If Sy has a bad component then there
is a sequence of contractions from Sy to a good subset S5 with a connected
component {vs_1, Vs, Vs4+1} such that vs_1-vs_1 = Vs41-Vs41 = —2, V5 05 < —2
and E]Sé ={s—1,s,s+ 1} for some j. Then, we set

Sz = S5\ {vs,v541} U {Wej- (vs)}

It is easy to check that S3 is good, has no bad components and I(S3) =
I(S2) + 1. Therefore, in any case we obtain a good subset S3 C D™ with
ng > 2 and

1(53) + b(Sg) < I(SQ) + b(SQ) < 0.

Continuing in this way, we obtain a decreasing sequence of good subsets without
bad components
Sl - Dnlu 52 C Dn27'” 7Sk C D"*

with ny >ng > --- > mn > 2 and
I(Sit1) + b(Siv1) < I(Si) +b(5:) <0, i=1,....k—1L

Clearly a good subset S C D? has I(S) = —2. Therefore, by Lemma [Z4] we
have I(Sk) > —3 and b(Sk) = 0. Setting

1(S;) + b(S;), i=1,...,k,
g(si) = 4 I,

-3, i=k+1,
since b(S1) = 0 we have

k

D (E(Si) = &(Six1) = &(S1) = E(Sk41) = I(S1) +3< ~1+3=2.
=1

Since £(S;) — &(Si+1) > 0 for every i, we conclude
0<E(S;) —&(Six1) <2, i=1,...,k (5.1)

In particular, £(S1) — £(S2) < 2. By a simple calculation one easily sees that
this is equivalent to
as + |Ut . €i|2 < b(SQ) + 5.

First case: b(Sz) = 0. In this case a5 > 2 implies |v; - ¢;]> = 1 and therefore
as < 4. Since |V;| > 2, we necessarily have |vs-e;j| <1 for every j=1,...,n,
and this easily implies the statement of the proposition.

Second case: b(Sy) = 1. Clearly, either |vi-e;|?> =1 or |vp-e;|*> = 4. If [vpei|? = 1
then a; < 5. If as < 5 the conclusion follows as in the previous case. If a;z =5
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and |vs - ex| > 1 for some k, then vs = ae; + be; with a® 4+ b* = 5 for some
i,7. This immediately implies vs - v; = 1, |vs - ¢;| =1 and Vs NV, = {i}, and
one gets a contradiction e.g. by replacing vy with 7, (vs) and vy with e, (vt).
If |vs - €;]> = 4 then ag = 2. But then Proposition is incompatible with the
assumption b(Sz) = 1. O

The following proposition shows that good subsets with no bad components,
possibly disconnected intersection graphs and sufficiently negative invariant
I(S) can be contracted to subsets having the same properties. This fact will
quickly lead to the main result of this section, i.e. Corollary [5.4]

Proposition 5.3 Suppose that n > 4, and let
S={vi,...,0,} CD" = (e1,...,epn)

be a good subset with no bad components such that I(S) < 0. Then, for some
i,8,t the set

S = S\ {vs, v} U{me,(v)} C (e1,. .. i 1, €11, .-, en) =D
is good and has no bad components. Moreover, either

(1(8"),e(5) = ((8),e(9))

IS <I(S)—1 and ¢(S) <c(S)+ 1.

Proof Since I(S) < 0, by Proposition we have |v; - ej| < 1 for every i
and j. Moreover, Inequality (2.2)) holds by Lemma [2.5] hence either p;(S) > 0
or pa(S) > 0. If pi(S) > 0 then the conclusion holds by Proposition 3.3l
Therefore from now on we shall assume p;(S) = 0 and p2(S) > 0. Under this
assumption there exist i,s,¢ € {1,...,n} such that EY = {s,t}. If a; > 2
and a; > 2, since S has no bad component the hypotheses of Lemma [£3] are
satisfied and either Lemma [£3(1) or Lemma A.3|(2) holds. If Lemma [4.3](2)
holds then so does Lemma [£.2(3). But this is impossible because the proof of
Lemma (see the fourth case) shows that if Vi = {i,j} then V; DO {i,j},
which is incompatible with v, - v; = 1 and |v; - e;| < 1 for every j. If the
conclusion of Lemma [£.3|(1) holds then the set

S'= S\ {U&Ut} U {ﬂ-@i(vt)}
is good and clearly I(S") < I(S)—1 and ¢(S") <¢(S)+ 1. Now we argue that

S’ has no bad components.
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First, we claim that if S’ has a bad component C’ C S’ then, if 7: S\{vs} — 5’
denotes the natural map, v; € C := 7~ (C"). Observe that if v; ¢ C then v,
must be orthogonal to C' (i.e. to every element of C'). Otherwise, it is easy
to check that v, would have nontrivial intersection with at least 2 vectors e;
orthogonal to S\ C'. But then, adding to S; the vector obtained from vg by
eliminating all the vectors e; which are not orthogonal to S\ C' would give a
contradiction via rank considerations. We conclude that if v; € C' then vg must
be orthogonal to C'. But then if S’ has a bad component also S has one, so
we get a contradiction. Therefore v, € C'.

Next, we observe that by the proof of Proposition[5.2lwe have —4 < vg-v, < —3.
Using this fact together with |vs-e;| =1 for every j it is now a simple exercise
to find a contradiction by analyzing separately the following three cases. We
sketch the argument for each case.

First case: vs orthogonal to C'.

Since vs-vy =0, VsN'V; D {i, 5} for some index j. Moreover, |Vs NV, must be
even, therefore it is either 2 or 4. But if |[V5 N V| = 4 one immediately gets a
contradiction from the fact that v, is orthogonal to C'. Therefore, |V,NV;| =2
and e;-v' # 0 for some v’ € C\{v;}. Since EY = {s,t} and vs-v' = 0, for some
k #i,7 we have k € Vi and e - v’ # 0. It is now easy to see that ey - v” # 0
for some v € C'\ {v,v'}. Since vs - v” = 0, there is an index h # i, j, k such
that k € Vi and ey -v” # 0. Since |Vy| < 4, continuing in this way clearly leads
to a contradiction.

Second case: vs not orthogonal to C' but vs-vy = 0.

As in the previous case, V5 NV, has either 2 or 4 elements. But [V, NV} =4
easily leads to a contradiction, therefore Vs NV, = {i,5}. Let v, € C' with vy -
v, = 1. We have V;NV,. # {j} (otherwise a contradiction follows immediately).
If Vi = {i,j, h} then a contradiction follows quickly by considering the vectors of
C' which intersect non—trivially ej,. If Vi = {4, j, h,k} one gets a contradiction
via a rank counting argument by replacing vs with ., (e, (vs)) and vy with
Te; (V1)

Third case: vg-v; = 1.

If V,NV, ={i} then replacing vy with =, (vs) and v; with m,(v;) one gets a
contradiction by the usual rank counting argument. Therefore V,NV; = {4, j, k}.
Again, this gives a contradiction by looking at the vectors of C' which intersect
non-trivially e; and ej,.

The previous arguments show that if a; > 2 and a; > 2 then the state-
ment of the proposition holds. Therefore we may now assume that for each
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i,s,t € {1,...,n} such that E7 = {s,t} we have either a5 = 2 or a; = 2. By
Lemma [£.4] for at least one choice of 4, s,t we have a;, = 2 and either v is not
internal or v, -v; = 1. Therefore, since S has no bad component the conclusion
of either Lemma [4.2)(1) or Lemma [£.2/(3) holds. But, as we pointed out above,
the conclusion of €.2(3) leads to a contradiction, therefore £.2[(1) must hold.
Thus, the resulting S’ has no bad components and, since |v; - e;| =1 and vy is
not internal, we have I(S") = I(S) and ¢(S") = ¢(S). 0

Corollary 5.4 Suppose that n > 3, and let S, = {v1,...,v,} € D™ be a
good subset with no bad components and such that 1(S,) < 0. Then I(S,,) €
{—1,-2, -3}, there exists a sequence of contractions

Sn N\ Sn—1 N\ N\ 53 (5.2)

such that, for each k =3,...,n—1 the set Sy is good, has no bad components
and we have either

(1(Sk),c(Sk)) = (I(Sk+1), c(Sk+1))

or
I(Sk) <I(Sg+1)—1 and ¢(Sk) < e(Ska1) + 1.

Moreover:

(1) If p1(Sn) > 0 then I(S,) = —3, S, is standard and one can choose
the above sequence so that I(Sx) = —3 and Sy is standard for every
k=3,....,n—1.

(2) If I(S,) + ¢(Sn) < 0 then Ss is given, up to applying an automorphism
of D3, by either (1) or (2) in Lemma [2.4; if I1(S,) + ¢(S,) < 0 then the

former case occurs.

Proof If n = 3 the corollary follows immediately from Lemma [2:4], so we may
assume n > 4. Since I(S,) < —c(S,) < 0, by Lemma either p1(S,) > 0
or pa(Sy) > 0. If p1(S,) > 0 then the existence of the required sequence
as well as (1) follow from Corollary Moreover, in this case (2) follows
from (1) because, by Lemma 2.4 S5 is given, up to the action of Aut(D?), by
Lemma 2.4(1).

If p1(Sn) = 0 and pa(S,) > 0 the existence of the sequence (5.2)) follows
from several applications of Proposition 5.3l Since I(Sy) < I(Sky1) for k =
3,...,n—1, I(Sy) € {—1,-2,-3}. If I(S,) + ¢(Sp) <0, since

I(S3) +¢(S3) < I(Sy) +¢(Sy) <--- < I(Sp)+c(Sp) <0, (5.3)

24



it follows from Lemma [2.4] that, up to applying an automorphism of D3, S3
must be either of type 2.4)(1) or 2.4)2). Inequalities (5.3]) imply that if 1(S,,) +
c(Sy) < 0 then I(S3)+c(S3) < —1, hence Ss is given, up the action of Aut(D?3),
by 2.41(1). ]

6 Standard subsets

Outline. In this section we finally look at the subsets of D" we are mostly
interested in, that is the standard subsets with I(S) < 0. By Corollary [5.4] such
subsets satisfy I(S) € {—1,—2,—3}. As it turns out, the case I(S) = —3 is the
easiest, so we deal with this case first in Proposition Theorem is the
main result and the culmination of all the work done in this section and in the
previous three sections. It is the main algebraic result underlying the proof of
Theorem Proposition [6.1] and Theorem [6.4] will be used in the next section
to characterize the strings (a1, ...,a,) associated to standard subsets S C D"
with I(S) < 0.

Proposition 6.1 Let n > 3, and let

Sp=A{v1,...,v,} CTD" =(eq,...,en)

be a standard subset such that I(S,) = —3. Then, there is a sequence of
contractions

with I(Sx) = —3 and S standard for k = 3,...,n. Moreover,

(1) p1(Sn) = p2(Sn) =1 and p3(Sp) =n —2;

(2) If EZ.S” = {s} then vy is internal and vs - vy = —2;
Sn| _ Sn _ .

(3) If|E7"[ =2 then E;" = {1,n};

(4) either vy - vy = —2 or v, - v, = —2.

Proof We argue by induction on n. For n = 3 the statement of the proposition
follows immediately from Lemma 2.4, because I(S3) = —3 implies that Ss is
given, up to the action of Aut(D?3), by 2.4)(1). Let us now assume n > 3. By
Corollary [5.4] there is a sequence of contractions

with I(S,) > --- > I(S3). Since by Lemma [2.4] I(S3) > —3, the assumption
I(S,) = —3 implies I(S,,) =--- =1(S3) = —3. By Corollary [5.4it follows that
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each Sy is standard for k = 3,...,n. Up to applying an element of Aut(D")
we have

Sp—1= 5y \ {1)87'Ut} U {ﬂ-@n(vt)}

for some s,t with v, final and vs-vs = —2. Moreover, we may assume without
loss that vs = e +e,. Then, it is easy to check that ]Elsn’ll = 2 and therefore,
by the induction hypothesis, Els "' ={1,n — 1}. It follows immediately that
|EP"| = 3 and ES» = {1,n}, and using this it is very easy to verify the
statement of the proposition for 5, . |

The next two lemmas will be used in the proof of Theorem

Lemma 6.2 Let S3 ~ --- 7 S, be a sequence of expansions such that, for
each k = 3,...,n, Sk is good, has no bad component and (I(Sk),c(Sk)) =
(—2,2). Then,

(1) p1(Sn) =0, p2(Sn) =2 and p3(S,) =n — 2.

(2) If EZ-S” = {t,t'} then v; and vy are not internal and exactly one of them
has square —2.

(3) If v, € S, is not internal then there exists i € V; such that \EZS"] = 2.

Proof We argue by induction on n > 3. For n = 3 the statement of the
lemma follows immediately from Lemma [2.4] because I(S3) = —2 implies that
S3 is given, up to the action of Aut(D?), by B4(2). Now we assume n > 3.
Up to applying an element of Aut(D™) we have

Sn—l = Sn \ {’US7 Ut} U {ﬂ-@n(vt)}

for some s,t with v, final and vs - vs = —2. As in the proof of Proposition
we may assume without loss that vs = e; + e,, and it is easy to check that
|Ef "~'| = 2. Using the fact that, by the induction hypothesis, the lemma holds
for S,,_1 it is now easy to check that \Ef "| = 3 and v; is not internal, and from
this that the lemma holds for S,,. O

Lemma 6.3 Let S3 C D? be a good subset with I(S3) = —3 and ¢(S3) = 1.
Suppose that S3 /' --- /Sy is a sequence of expansions such that, for each
h=3,...,k, Sy is good, has no bad component and (I(Sy),c(Sy)) = (=3,1).
Then, it is not possible to expand Sy by an isolated (—3)—vector.
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Proof We may assume that
Sk = {Ul,--.,’l)k} - <€17"'>€k> %Dk

By contradiction, suppose that Sip.; € D**1 is obtained by expanding Sy,

via an isolated (—3)-vector vj1. Up to applying an automorphism of D*+!
Skt1

we can write vgy1 = €1 + ez + exp1. Since vgyg is isolated and |E, | = 2, we
have
’Ekarl\{UkJrl}‘ + ’E§k+1\{vk+1}‘ + ‘Elfi?\{vkﬂ}‘ _
|Ef"| + |E§k| +1= Z v; - vgy1 (mod 2) =0 (mod 2).
i#k+1

This shows that the sum |Ef Fl 4+ |E2S *| must be odd. Therefore by Proposi-
tion [6.1] we may assume Ef’“ = {1,k} and either \EQSH =1or ]Egk\ = 3. Since
Vg1 is orthogonal to each v; for i = 1,..., k, using Proposition [6.1] it is easy
to check that both cases ]Egk\ =1 and \Efkl = 3 lead to a contradiction. O

Theorem 6.4 Let n > 3, and let
Sp=A{v1,...,v,} CD"
be a standard subset such that I(S,) < 0. Then, I(S,) € {—1,—2,—-3} and
there is a sequence of contractions
such that for every k = 3,...,n—1 the set Sy, is standard and I(Sy) < I(Sk+1).

Proof We argue by induction on n > 3. For n = 3 the theorem follows
immediately from Lemma 2.4] so we assume n > 3 and that the theorem holds
true for sets of cardinality between 3 and n — 1. By Corollary [5.4] we have
I(S,) € {—1,—2,—-3} and there is a sequence of contractions

such that for every k = 3,...,n—1, each S} is good, it has no bad components,
and we have either

(1(Sk),c(Sk)) = (I(Sk+1), c(Sk+1)) (6.1)

I(Sk) <I(Sg+1)—1 and ¢(Sk) < e(Ska1) + 1. (6.2)

If 1(S,) = —3 the theorem follows from Proposition [6.I therefore we may
assume I(S,) € {—2,—1}.
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Suppose first I(S,,) = —2. By Corollary[5.4)(2) we have (I(S3),c(S3)) = (—3,1).
Then, Equations (6.1]) and ([6.2]) force ¢(Sx) = 1 for every k = 3,...,n —1,
therefore the theorem follows in this case.

Now assume I(S,) = —1. By Equations (6.I]) and (6.2]) we have ¢(S,—1) < 2.
If ¢(Sy—1) =1 we can apply the induction hypothesis and immediately obtain
the theorem, therefore we may assume (I(S,—1),¢(Sn—1)) = (—2,2). By Corol-
lary[5.41(2) (1(S3),c(S3)) is equal to either (—2,2) or (—3,1). If (I(S3),c(S3)) =
(—3,1), it is easy to check using (G.I]) and (6.2]) that for some 3 <k <n —1
we have Sgy1 = {v1,..., 0641} and

Sk = Sk \ {41, v} U{me,,, ()},

where I(Sk11) = —2 and I(Sk) = —3. But again by (6.1]) and (6.2]) we must
have

I(Sk) = I(Sk—1)=---=1(S3) =-3
and therefore ¢(Sg) = ¢(Sk—1) = -+ = ¢(S3) = 1. This implies that vgy; is
isolated and wvgy1 - vg+1 = —3, but it contradicts Lemma Therefore from

now on we assume (I(S3),c(S3)) = (—2,2).

The contraction S, \, S,_1 involves eliminating an internal vector of square
—3, while the sequence of contractions

Sn—1 N\ -\ S3 (6.3)

satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 6.2l Let us write

Sn—l = Sn \ {US,Ut} U {ﬂ-ei (Ut)} - <el7 sy 61,6415 - - - ,€n> = Dn_l

for some 7, 1 < s <n and t # s with as = 3. Up to applying an automorphism
of D™ we may assume i = n and vs = e; + ea + e,. Moreover, we can write
S,_1 as a union S, 1 = S} ; US% | of subsets with connected intersection
graphs, where

1 2
Sn—l = {Ugv"wvfs—l}v Sn—l = {U;—i—lv""vg}'
In view of Proposition it is easy to check that, since vs_1-vs = vg11-vs = 1
and |ES»| = 2, we have
2 =105 1" Vs + Usq1 Vs =sz~vs =
i#£s

By By U B (mod 2) = |BY B AL (mod 2),
and therefore the sum |Ef"’1| + |E§q”*1| must be odd. On the other hand,
by Lemma |EZS "] is equal to either 2 or 3 for every i. Therefore, we
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may assume |ES"'| =2 and |E;"'| = 3. Moreover, by Lemma B2 we may
also assume |E§”’1| =2 and E)"' U E?)S"’1 ={l,s — 1,5+ 1,n}. Therefore,
if e1 € Vs_1 N Vsyq then es € Vi NV,. In this case, by Lemma either
v1 v = —2 and v, - v, < —2 or v, v, = —2 and vy - v; < —2. By symmetry
we may assume the latter occurs and define

-1 = Sn \ {v1, v} U {mes (v1)}.
Clearly (I(S],_1),c(Sl_1)) = (=1,1) and S],_; is obtained from S, by a con-

n—1 n—1
traction, hence applying the induction hypothesis to S/ _; we get the state-
ment of the theorem. Thus, by symmetry and Lemma we may assume
e1 € Vo1 NV,. If e, € Viyq then, since v - v541 = 1, €9 & Viyg U Vs_1. But
this conflicts with \Ef"’l\ =2 and ]E?“l] = 3, therefore e, & Vii1, €3 € Vsiq
and es € V1 N Veyq. If v1-v; = —2 then by Lemma Vet - Vgr1 < —2, We
can define
Sp—1:= Su \ {v1,vs41} U {mey(vs41)}

and argue as before. If v; - vy < —2 then wvsy - vs41 = —2 and therefore
Vs+1 = {ea,e3}. Since v1 - vg41 = 0 and ez € Vi, this implies es € V;. Now
either s = 2 and v = vs_1 or s > 2 and vy - vs_1 = 0. In the former case
e1 € Vi1 = V,_1, and since vy - vs = 1, we must also have e, € V;. In the latter

case we still have e, € Vi because e; ¢ V1. Therefore in either case we can
define

Sp—1 = Sn \ {v1,vs} U{me, (v1)}.

and conclude as before. O

7 Strings associated to standard subsets

Outline. In this section we use Proposition and Theorem to identify
the strings (aq, ..., a,) corresponding to standard subsets S C D™ with I(.S) €
{—1,—2,—3}. These results will be used in Section @ to prove Theorem

The case [ = —3

Recall Notation (2.3]).

Lemma 7.1 Let n >3 and let S, = {v1,...,v,} C D" be a standard subset
such that 1(S,) = —3. Suppose v; -v; = —a; for i =1,...,n. Then, the string

(a1,...,a,) is obtained from (2,2,2) via a finite sequence of operations of the
following types:
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(1) (317327 o 7Sk—173k) = (31 + 17327 .. '7Sk—173k72)7
(2) (s1,82,--,8k—1,5kK) — (2,81,82,..., 861,58k + 1).

It follows that either (ai,...,a,) or (ay,...,a1) is of the form

(cnt120% =17 ey 42, a2l ey 42,2001 42, ey 42,2000 1)  or
(c1 + 1,201y,

for some integers c1,...,c; > 1 and k > 3.

Proof By Proposition there is a sequence of expansions

with S3 given, up to applying an element of Aut(D?), by Lemma [Z4{(1) and
each expansion is obtained by adding a final vector of square —2 while si-
multaneously decreasing by 1 the square of the opposite final vector. This
immediately implies the first part statement. The second part of the statement
follows from a straightforward calculation. m|

The case [ = -2

Lemma 7.2 Let n >4, and let S, = {v1,...,v,} C D™ be a standard subset
such that I(S,) = —2. Suppose v; - v; = —a; for i = 1,...,n. Then, either
(a1,...,an) or (ay,...,a1) is of one of the following types:

(1) (2.3,24+5,241,3,28), 5.t >0,

(2) (2,34 5,2,241,3,28), 5.t >0.

Proof By Theorem and Lemma [2.4] there is a sequence of contractions
SN NSk N CSk—1 N NS

of standard subsets with I(S3) = —3 and therefore, for some n > k > 3,
I(S,) = -+ = I(Sk) = —2 and I(Sk_1) = --- = I(S3) = —3. Moreover, we
may assume Sy = {v1,...,vt} and

Skt = S\ {vg, v} U{me, (v)} C (eq,...,ep_1) = DF?

for some 1 <t < k—1 and v - vp = —3, with v, final. Up to applying an
element of Aut(Dk) we may also assume that vy = e; 4+ es + e;. Moreover,
by Proposition we have p1(Sg—1) = 1. Therefore, if |Efk’1| > 1 and
|E25k*1| > 1 then we would have p;(Sg) > 0, which would imply I(Sg) = —3
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by Corollary [£.4)(1). Since vy is final, it is easy to see, as in the proof of
Theorem [6.4] that the number \Efkil |+ \E;qk’l | must be even. Thus, in view of
Proposition [6.I]we may assume \Efk’ll =1 and ]Egk’ll = 3. By (2) of the same
proposition there is a vector vy € S such that 1 <h <k —1 and ey - v, # 0.
If t = h then vy, - e # 0, therefore Efk = Elf’“ = {h,k}. Since \Efkl =4, there
exists s € {h,k—1,k} such that ey € V. But vs v, = 0 implies s € Ef’“UESk,
which is impossible. Therefore we have t # h, vy, - e = 0 and ey € V},. Then
vp € {£(e1 —e2)}, and since \Efk’ll = 1 this implies e3 € V;,_1 NV} 41 as well.
If h+1 < k —1 then, since Eig’“ = {h,k}, vp_1 - Vg = Vpy1 - vk = 0 implies
e € E;?f N E,‘jil, which is impossible because |E,‘j"| = 2. Therefore we must
conclude h+1=%k—1 and e, € V}_1.

Combining this analysis with the proof of Proposition [6.1] shows that if S_1 =
{v},...,v,_,} then, up to the action of Aut(D*~!) we have

/ / 3
Vo1 =—€e—e3—---—e,1 and v, =€ —e_1, 1=2,....k—1

Moreover, v; = v} for 1 <i<k—1, 9% k—3, and vy_3 = v;,_5 + e;. Now
we see that Sy can be contracted to a standard subset S;_; by dropping v
and replacing vi_q with vlil_)l = Te,_, (Ug—1). Similarly, for i = 2,...,k — 4
we can define S;_, by dropping v; from S;_, ; and replacing Ul(ci—_il—gl with
fu,(;ll = ﬂekii(v,(:__ﬁl). Continuing in this way we can construct a new sequence

of contractions

Sk NSk N\ S (7.1)

of standard subsets with I(S}) = —2 for i = 4,...,k — 1, and such that, up to
an automorphism of D?,

/
54 = {63 — €9 + €4,9 — €1,—€2 — €3,61 + €3 + 64}.

Analysing Sequence (1)) it is easy to see that, up to reversing the k—tuple
(v1,...,08), if ]Elsk\ = 2 then

EP e {1,k —1},{k — 2,k}, {k — 3,k}}.

Since the subset S,, is obtained from S} by a sequence of expansions by final
(—2)—vectors, the lemma follows easily. ]
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The case [ = -1

Lemma 7.3 Let n >4 and let S, = {v1,...,v,} C D" be a standard subset
such that I(S,) = —1. Suppose v; - v; = —a; for i = 1,...,n. Then, either
(a1,...,an) or (ay,...,a1) is of one of the following types:

(1) (t+2,5+2,3,21 428 5¢>0,

(2) (t+2,2,3+ 5,2l 428 5t >0,

(3) (3+1,2,3+s,3,21 3,26 5¢t>0.

Proof By Theorem and Lemma [2.4] there is a sequence of contractions

of standard subsets with I(S3) = —3. Thus, either for some 3 < & < n we have
I(Sp) =+ =1(Sk) = =1, I(Sk-1) =---=1(83) = =3, (7.2)
or for some 3 < k < h <n we have
I(Sp) =+ =1(Sh) = =1, I(Sh-1) =+ =1(S) = -2, (73)
I(Sk—1) = -+ =I(S3) = =3

First case: (L2) holds.

The expansion Si_1 /" Sk is obtained by adding a final (—4)—vector which can
be assumed of the form v = e; + e3 + e3 + ex, and p1(Sk) = 0 otherwise by
Corollary 5.4(1) I(Sk) = —3. Moreover, by Proposition 6.l we have pi(Sx_1) =
1 and, by the parity argument used in the proofs of Theorem[6.4] and Lemma[7.2]
we have ]Efk’l\ =1, \E;qk’l\ =2 and \Eg?k’ll = 3 (up to renaming the vectors
e1, eo and eg). Also, by Proposition [6.1] we have e; € V} for some 1 <1 < k—1
and v; is of the form v; = +e; + ¢; with Efk*1 = {l —1,l,l +1}. Since
vy - v = 0 this immediately implies ¢ = 3. Again by the proposition we have
eo € ViNVi_1 NV, Since v - v1 = v - vj_1 = 0, it is easy to check that if
I—1 %1 then ¢, € V;_1NVy, which is impossible because ]E]fk\ = 2. Therefore
[l =2, e3 € V4 and e, € V3. By the proposition this implies that Sy has
associated string (up to a reflection) of the form

(t+2,2,3,2M 1),

Efk = {2,k}, Elf’“ = {3,k} and \Elsk] > 2 for i # 1,k. Since S, is obtained
from S} by a sequence of expansions obtained by adding final vectors of square
—2, this implies that S,, has associated fraction (up to a reflection) as in (1) or
(2) from the statement of the lemma.
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Second case: ([T3)) holds.
Arguing as in the proof of Lemma we may assume that kK =4, and
Sy = {U1 =e1 —€e2+teq,V3 =e€2+€3,V3 = —€2 —€1,V4 =€4+ €2 — 63}7

with Sy /' --- /" Sp_1 consisting of expansions obtained by adding final (—2)—
vectors and the expansion Sp_1 ' Sj, obtained by adding a final (—3)—vector
which we can assume to be v, = e;+ea+ep,. Since the number \thfl ]—HEQS’“1 |
must be even and it can be easily checked that pa(Sp_1) = 3, p4(Sp—1) =1 and
p3(Sh—1) = h — 5, a case-by—case analysis shows that ]Ef’“l\ = ]Eégh’l\ =2.

This implies, assuming Sy, = {vy,...,v,}, that i € th N Eﬁgh for some ¢ with
i < h. The same analysis of the sequence Sy " --- /" S,_1 used at the end of
the proof of Lemma [T.2] shows that |Ef’“1| = 2 implies Ef’“l N{1,h—1} #0.
Since vp_1 - vp = 1, up to renaming e; and ey we may assume e, es € V7 and
eo € V1. It is easy to check that this implies that all the (—2)-vectors added
in the sequence Sy " --- / Sp_1 are added from the same side. If they are

added e.g. from the right—hand side the string associated to Sj_; has the form
(3+1,2,2,3,20).

Moreover, the same analysis as above shows that E,‘?h = {3,h} and |EZS "l =3
for every ¢ € Vi. This implies that the sequence S, " --- S, consists of
expansions obtained by adding (—2)—vectors from the right—-hand side only. It
follows that the string associated to S, is of the form (3) from the statement
of the lemma. If the (—2)—vectors added in the sequence Sy /" -+ /" Sp_1
are added from the left—-hand side the resulting string is obtained from (3) by
a reflection. |

8 Existence of ribbon surfaces

Outline. In this section we prove the existence of bounding ribbon surfaces for
all the 2-bridge links which will occur in the proof of Theorem in Section [l

We shall use the following elementary fact about continued fractions (see e.g. [0,
Appendix] for a proof). Let p > ¢ > 1 be coprime integers, and suppose that

p
—:[al,ag,...,an] s al,...,ahZZ.
Then,

gz [an, an-1,...,a1]", (8.1)
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where p > ¢ > 1 and ¢¢' =1 (mod p).

Let aq,...,as, be positive integers. The following identity holds (see [9, Propo-
sition 2.3]):

[a1+1,2[02=1 g3429laa=1 45, j422060n—1]= n > 2
[a17 . aa2n]+ = [a _1] _ ’ ’ (82)
[aq + 1,292= 4] n=1.
Lemma 8.1 Let p > q > 1 be coprime integers, and suppose that
P =lay,...,a,]", where either (ay,...,a,) or (an,...,a1) is of the form

q

(cr 121017 oy ot2 L ez422l2—1 ey 420le1t) co 2 op 42,20~ 1)  or
(c1 + 1, 2ler+1))

for some integers ci,...,c, > 1 and k > 3. Then, if p is odd K(p,q) bounds
an immersed ribbon disk; if p is even the 2-component link K (p,q) bounds the
image under a ribbon immersion of the disjoint union of a disk and a Mdbius
band.

Proof Let k,ci,...,c > 1 be integers. Then, a straightforward application
of Equation (B.2]) gives

lep+1,20%=17 oy o2 est2,2l027 1 42,200 ey 42 ey 42,200k 1)) =
+
[ck7 ck-l? Ck_27 R 7cl7 cl + 27 627 037 e JCk—17 ck]

and
[e1 4+ 1,207~ = [, ¢y + 2]

Recalling that if 0 < ¢’ < p and ¢¢' =1 (mod p) the link K(p,q’) is isotopic to
K(p,q), this shows that the K (p,q) is isotopic to L(cg,...,c1,¢14+2,¢2,...,Ck)
(see Figure [Il case n even). Applying the ribbon move described in the top
picture of Figure [2 reduces K(p,q) to a 2-component unlink, as shown in the
remaining pictures of Figure 2l By standard facts on ribbon moves, this proves
the lemma. O

Lemma 8.2 Let L,j, a,b € Z, be the 2-bridge link given by the top picture
of Figure If the link L,y is a knot then it bounds a ribbon disk. If L,y
has two components then it bounds the image under a ribbon immersion of the
disjoint union of a disk and a Mobius band.

Proof Figure [3] shows that after performing two ribbon moves the link L,
reduces to a 3—component unlink. This proves the lemma. |
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| (isotopy)
O

Figure 2: The link L(cg,...,c1,¢1 +2,...,¢,) bounds a ribbon surface

Lemma 8.3 Let L:Lba a,b € Z, be the link given by the top picture of Fig-
ure[d If the link L}, is a knot then it bounds a ribbon disk. If L, has two
components then it bounds the image under a ribbon immersion of the disjoint

union of a disk and a Mébius band.

Proof Figure @ shows that after performing one ribbon move the link L ,
reduces to a 2-component unlink. This proves the lemma. O

Lemma 8.4 Let p > q > 0 be coprime integers, and suppose that % is equal
to one of the following:

(1) [2¥,3,s +2,t+ 23,2817, s5,t >0,
(2) [2¥,5+3,2,t+2,3,281]7, 5t > 0.

Then, if p is odd K(p,q) bounds a ribbon disk; if p is even the 2—component
link K(p,q) bounds the image under a ribbon immersion the disjoint union of
a disk and a Mébius band.
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\l, (isotopy)
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Figure 3: Ribbon moves on the link L,

Proof By Equation (8.2) we have
[1,¢,1,1,5,1,¢,1,1,s + 17 = [214,3, s + 2,¢ + 2,3, 28]~

Therefore, in Case (1) the link K(p,q) = L(1,¢,1,1,s,1,¢,1,1,s+1) is given by
the top picture in Figure[H After an isotopy, the knot appears as in the middle
picture of Figure Bl After a further isotopy, we obtain the bottom picture of
Figure Bl After an isotopy starting with pulling a strand as suggested by the
arrow in Figure [l we arrive at the link given by the top picture of Figure [3] for
(a,b) = (t+2,—s —1). Thus, in Case (1) the lemma follows from Lemma [82]

By Equation (82) we have
1,t,s+1,2,¢t,1,1,s+1]7 =2 s +3,2,t +2,3,26]~

Therefore K (p,q) is isotopic to the link L(1,¢,s + 1,2,¢,1,1,s + 1) given in

Figurell Applying an obvious isotopy it is easy to see that this link is isotopic
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a ’\1—',/
b —a+1 —b+1

1~ F

¢, (one ribbon move)

¢, (isotopy)

OO

Figure 4: Ribbon move on the link L/ ,

to the link Ly, _ ;, where L;,,, for a,b € Z, is as in Lemma 8.3l Part (2) of

a,b>
the statement now follows from Lemma 8.31 O

Lemma 8.5 Let p > q > 1 be coprime integers, and suppose that g is equal
to one of the following:

(1) [t+2,5s+2,32M 426~ s¢t>0,
(2) [t+2,2,5+3,2M,426]- st >0,
(3) [t+3,2,5+3,3,21 326~ st >0.

Then, if p is odd K(p,q) bounds a ribbon disk; if p is even the 2—component
link K(p,q) bounds the image under a ribbon immersion of the disjoint union
of a disk and a Mdébius band.

Proof By Equation (82) we have
t+1,1,81,1,t+1,2,s+ 1T =[t+2,s+2,3,20 4267 s t>0.
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\ s+1

—1
(SR

¢/ (isotopy)

Figure 5: The link L(1,¢,1,1,s,1,¢,1,1,s + 1)

Therefore in Case (1) K(p, q) is isotopic to the link L(t+1,1,s,1,1,t4+1,2,s+1)
given by the top picture of Figure [[l Applying the isotopy suggested by the
arrow one obtains the link given by the bottom picture of Figure [[, which is
easily checked to be the mirror image of the link L. o .o, where L, for
a,b € Z, is as in Lemma B3l Therefore, Part (1) of the statement follows from
Lemma B3l By Equation (8.2) we have

t+1,2,s+1,t+1,2s+1]" =[t+2,23+s,2l 4267 s¢>0.
This shows that in Case (2) K(p,q) is isotopic to L(t+1,2,s+1,t+1,2,s+1),
which is easily seen to be isotopic to L_;_1,_s_1, where Ly, a,b € Z is as in

Lemma Thus, in Case (2) the statement follows from Lemma Now
observe that if

= [t+3,2,5+3,3,21 32817 s ¢>0,

ISH ]

then by Equations (2:4]) and (81]) we have

D [s+2,t+3,3,20, 4200
p—q
which is of the type considered in Case (1). This concludes the proof. O
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Figure 7: The link L(t+1,1,s,1,1,t +1,2,s + 1)

9 The proof of Theorem

Outline. In this section we use the results obtained in the previous sections to
prove Theorem

Before starting the proof of Theorem we need four arithmetic lemmas.

Lemma 9.1 Suppose that a; > 2 for i =1,...,n, are integers and
2
[al,...,an]_:m;nil, (m,k)=1, 0<k<m.
Then,
_ (2m — k)?
2 1] ==
[ , a1, y Qpy Gp + ] (2m—k)mi1
and
_ (m + k)?
1 2T = ——
[al + , a2, y Ay ] (m—i—k‘)k:l:l
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Proof Since
(m(m—k)£1)(mk+1)=1 (mod m?),

by Equation (81]) we have

m2

[an,...,a1]" = m, (9.1)

therefore
o omP+mim—k)£1 2m?-mk+1

[an + 1, ] = m(m—k)+1 :m(m—k‘)il’

Similarly, since
(m(m —k) £1)(2mk —k*£2) =1— (2m?> —mk £ 1)(k* —mk ¥ 1)

we have
_ 2mP—mk+1
[a1,...,an +1]7 =

C o 2mk—k2E£2°
The first formula in the statement of the lemma now follows by a simple com-
putation. By Equation (9.I]) and the first formula in the statement we have

__ @m—(m-k)* _ (m+k)?
[2,an,...,a1 + 1] C@2m-—m+kmE+l (m+km+1’

which implies, as before, the second formula in the statement of the lemma. O

Lemma 9.2 Let n >3 and let S, = {v1,...,v,} C D" be a standard subset
such that I1(S,) = —3. Suppose v; - v; = —a; for i =1,...,n. Then,

[a1,...,a,]" =

for some integers m,k with 0 < k < m and (m,k) = 1.

Proof The fraction associated to the set S3 of Lemma 24 is [2,2,2] = 4/3,
which is of the form m?/(m + 1). The lemma follows immediately from Lem-

mas [7.1] and O

In the following proofs we shall use the formula

(2l 7]~ = % t e NU {0}, (9.2)

which holds for any variable x and can be established by an easy induction.

40



Lemma 9.3 Let n >4, and let S,, = {v1,...,v,} C D" be a standard subset
such that I(S,) = —2. Suppose v; - v; = —a; for i = 1,...,n. Then, either

[a1,...,a,]" or [ay,...,a1]” is of one of the following forms:
m2
(1) m, where d divides 2m + 1;
m2
(2) m, where d is odd and divides m — 1.

Proof Using Formula (@.2)) one can verify that

2 3, s +2,¢t+23,26]" =
(2st + 3s + 3t + 4)*
(2st + 35+ 3t +4)2 — (25 + 3)(2st + 35+ 3t + 3)
For m = 2st +3s+3t+4 and d = 25+ 3, since 2m+ 1 = (254 3)(2t + 3), this

shows that the associated fraction is of the form
2

_m
m2 —d(m—1)’
where d divides 2m + 1. Similarly,
’ T ' (25t + 25+ 3t +4)2 — (25 +3)2(t+1)
__m
m2 —d(m—1)’
where m = 2st +2s+3t+4 and d = 2s+ 3. Observe that d is odd and divides
m—1=(2s+3)(t+1). By Lemma [(.2] this concludes the proof. O

Lemma 9.4 Let n >4 and let S, = {v1,...,v,} C D" be a standard subset
such that I(S,) = —1. Suppose that v; - v; = —a;, i = 1,...,n. Then, either
[a1,...,an]” or [ap,...,a1]” is of one of the following types:

m2

d(m+1)

m2

dim+1)
m2

(3) A1) where d is odd and divides m + 1.

(1)

where d is odd and divides m + 1;

(2)

where d divides 2m — 1;
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Proof Using Formula ([0.2)) one can verify that

_ (2st+4s+ 3t +5)? m?
t+2,5+2,3,2l 4 2l _ =

[+ ,S—|— ) )y ] (28—|—3)2(t—|—2) d(m—l—l)’

where m = 2st +4s + 3t +5 and d = 2s + 3 is odd and divides m +1 =
(25 + 3)(t + 2). Similarly,

_ 25t + 35 + 3t + 5)2 m’
P22, 43,20 40 = B
[t+2,2,5 43,21 4,2 (25 +3)(2st +3s +3t+6) d(m+1)’

where m = 2st +3s+3t+5 and d = 2s+ 3 divides 2m —1 = (254 3)(2t + 3).
Finally,

~ 2ts + Bs + 4t + 9)?
t 43,2 5+3,32[ 30— = ( =
[ + 9,2, + 9,9, )9y ] (3—|—2)(4t$+103+8t+17)

m2

@m—1)(m + 1)/d’

where m = 2ts +5s+ 4t +9 and d = 2t + 5 divides m + 1 = (s + 2)(2¢t + 5).
Since

(2m — 1)(m + 1) (m2 _ d(m + 1)) =1 (mod m2)7

d
by Equation (8.1l we have
2
m — [2[3}7372[1&]7373 4 3,2,t + 3]—.
Thus, the lemma follows by Lemma [7.3] -

Proof of Theorem We first show that (2) implies (1). Let us assume for
that (2) holds. Let ¥ C B* be a smoothly embedded surface obtained by push-
ing the interior of ¥ inside the 4-ball. Tt is easy to check that (regardless of the
parity of p) the inclusion S3\ 9% C B*\ ¥ induces a surjective homomorphism

©: H\(S*\ 0%;Z) — H(B*\ % Z)

such that the homomorphism H;(S3\ %;Z) — Z/2Z defining the 2-fold cover
L(p,q) — S branched along 8% = K(p, q) factors through Hi(B*\ ;Z) via
@. Therefore, the cover L(p,q) — S% extends to a 2-fold cover W — B*
branched along 3. We may assume that the distance function from the origin
B* — [0, 1] restricted to 3 is a proper Morse function with only index—0 and
index—1 critical points. This implies that W has a handlebody decomposition
with only 0—, 1- and 2-handles (see e.g. [3, lemma at pages 30-31]). Therefore,
from N
bo(W) — b1 (W) + ba (W) = x(W) = 2x(B) — x(¥) = 1
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we deduce by(W) = ba(W). On the other hand, since b;(0W) = 0 and
H{(W,0W;Q) = H3(W;Q) = 0, the homology exact sequence of the pair
(W,0W) gives b1 (W) = 0, so it follows that H,(W;Q) = H.(B*;Q), and (1)
holds.

Now we show that (1) implies (3). Assume that Part (1) of the statement holds.
It is a well-known fact that if % = [a1,...,ay,]” the lens space L(p,q) smoothly
bounds the 4-dimensional plumbing P(p,q) given by the weighted graph of
Figure B The intersection form of P(p,q) is negative definite. Hence, since

—ai —a —as —Qp—2 —Ap—-1 —ap

Figure 8: The graph of the canonical plumbing bounded by L(p, q)

L(p,q) = —L(p,p — q), if L(p,q) smoothly bounds a rational homology 4-ball
W (p, q) we can construct the smooth, negative 4-manifolds

X(p,q) = P(p,q) Ys (=W(p,q)), X(p,p—q)=P(p,p—q)Us W(p,q)

By Donaldson’s theorem on the intersection form of definite 4-manifolds [4],
the intersection forms of X (p,q) and X (p,p — q) are both standard diagonal.
Hence, suppose that the intersection lattice of X(p,q) is isomorphic to D"
and the intersection lattice of X (p,p — ¢) is isomorphic to D" . Clearly, the
intersection lattices Ho(P(p,q);Z) = Z" and Hy(P(p,p — q);Z) = Z" have
bases {v1,...,v,} and {w1,...,w, } which satisfy Equations (8I]). Therefore,
via the embeddings P(p,q) C X(p,q) and P(p,p—q) C X(p,p—q) we can view
the above bases as standard subsets S C D™ and S’ ¢ D" with associated
strings (a1, ...,ay) and (by,...,by), where [by,...,by]” =p/(p—q). In view
of Lemma [2.6] we may assume without loss of generality that I(S) < 0. Then,
by Theorem and Lemmas 2.4 [0.2] and it follows that (3) holds.

Finally, we show that (3) implies (2). Suppose that (3) holds, i.e. g € R.
Then, since applying finitely many times the functions f and g of Definition [L.1]
amounts to changing K (p, ¢) by an isotopy or a reflection, we may assume that
p =m? and ¢ is of one of the three types given in Definition [.IT We consider
various cases separately.

First case: ¢ =mk =+ 1, with m >k >0 and (m,k) =1.

In view of Lemmas [Tl and B] it suffices to show that the string of coefficients
of the continued fraction expansion of % is obtained from (2,2,2) via a finite

sequence of operations as in Lemma [Tl Since m? — (mkF1) = m(m — k) + 1
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and either m > 2k or m > 2(m — k), up to replacing k with m — k (and
K (p,q) with its mirror image K (p,p—q)) we may assume m > 2k. If m = 2k,
since (m,k) =1 we must have m =2, k=1 and p/q = [2,2,2]. If m > 2k,
arguing by induction on m we may assume

(m — k)? _
-kt el
where (ai,as,...,a,) is obtained from (2,2,2) as described above. But in view
of Lemma we have
2
m _
mk + 1 = [al +17a27---7an72] )

so we are done.
Second case: q=d(m — 1), where d > 1 divides 2m + 1.

It suffices to show that (2) holds for K (p,p—q). Since d(m —1) < m?, we have
2m+1>d > 1, and d must be odd because it divides 2m + 1. Therefore we
can write d = 2s 4+ 3 for some s > 0 and 2m + 1 = d(2t 4 3) for some ¢ > 0.
Then m = 2st + 3s + 3t + 4, and as in the proof of Lemma

m2

m? —d(m — 1)
Therefore (2) holds by Lemma B4(1).

=[2M.3,s+2,t +2,3,26]~.

Third case: ¢ =d(m + 1), where d > 1 divides 2m — 1.

Arguing as in the previous case, we can write d = 2s+3 and 2m—1 = d(2t+3)
for some s,t > 0. Then, m = 2st + 3s+ 3t + 5 and
m2
d(m+1)
which implies (2) by Lemma [B.5)(2).

=[t+2,2,5+3,20 4,20,

Fourth case: ¢ =d(m + 1), where d > 1 is odd and divides m + 1.

Since d(m+1) < m? we have m+1 > d > 1, therefore we can write d = 25+ 3
and m + 1 = d(t + 2) for some s,t > 0. Then

2
d(m +1)
and (2) holds by Lemma [85(1).
Fifth case: ¢ = d(m — 1), where d > 1 is odd and divides m — 1.

= [t+2,5+2,3,21 4,207,
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As before, it suffices to prove that (2) holds for K(p,p — q). We can write
d=2s+3 and m—1=4d(t+1) for some s,t > 0. Then

m’ 0 o]
— =2 s+ 3,2,t +2,3,2%]7,
m2 —d(m — 1) [ ]
and (2) holds by Lemma [R4)(2). This concludes the proof. O
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