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ABSTRACT

An uncountable collection of arcs i is constructed, each member of which
is wild precisely at its endpoints, such that the fundanmegaups of their comple-
ments are non-trivial, pairwise non-isomorphic, and imaeposable with respect to
free products. The fundamental group of the complement eft@in Fox-Artin arc is
also shown to be indecomposable.
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1. Introduction

At the 1996 Workshop in Geometric Topology F. D. Antﬂl [1] edghe following ques-
tions:

Question 1.1. Let A be the Fox-Artin arc ir5® which is pictured in Figure 1. Is; (53— A)
indecomposable with respect to free products?

Figure 1: The Fox-Artin arcl
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Question 1.2. Are there infinitely (uncountably?) many wild are§ in S3 such that
m1(S3 — A;) andm (S® — A;) are non-isomorphic foi # j?

Fox and Artin []Z] proved that; (S3 — A) is non-trivial. (4 is actually the mirror image
of their Example 1.1.) At the workshop Ancel remarked thatramorrect proof that it is
indecomposable had been published by Rosiar@c [15]. Henaited that an affirmative
answer to Question 1.1 would give an affirmative answer tethumtable case of Question
1.2 by concatenating finitely many copies 4f the resulting groups are free products of
copies ofr; (S — A) and so would be non—isomorph@ [9, Vol. Il, p. 27]. These eplas
would have a finite but unbounded number of wild points.

In this paper we answer these two questions in the affirmaltivparticular, regarding
Question 1.2 we construct an uncountable family of at¢ssuch that the fundamental
groupsm (S® — A;) are non-isomorphic for distinct indices and also are indgmusable
and non-trivial. Moreover each arc is wild precisely at itslpoints.

We remark that if the fundamental group of the complementnoéie in S® is non-
trivial, then it is not finitely generatetﬂ[& Corollary 2.6]

Ancel also posed the following question, to which one cancafrse add the question
of indecomposability. As of this writing these questionsiaén open, but it seems likely
that affirmative answers could be obtained by the methods®piaper.

Question 1.3. Let B be the wild arc in the solid toru$” pictured in Figure 2. Suppose
ki : V — S3is a knotted embedding such that(S3 — k;(V)) is not isomorphic to
m1(S3 — kj(V)) fori # j. Is w1 (S3 — k;(B)) not isomorphic tor; (S® — k;(V)) for
i#j?

Figure 2: TieV in a knot to get an Ancel arc.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we give ar@itfor the fundamental
group of a non-compact 3-manifold to be indecomposable anetrivial. In section 3 we
prove that the exterior of the Fox-Artin arc satisfies thisecion. In section 4 we prove
a lemma about embeddings of torus knot groups in torus krmipgg. In section 5 we
construct the uncountable family of arcs mentioned abodevanfy its properties.

The author thanks Bill Banks for drawing the Fox-Artin arcigthis used in Figures 1,
2,and 3.



2. A Criterion for Indecomposability

Recall that a grouj- is decomposabld it is a free productK’ x L, where K and L are
non-trivial. G is indecomposabli it is not decomposable.

Lemma2.1. Let{H;},>0 be a sequence of non-trivial, non-infinite-cyclic, indepost
able subgroups ofr such thatd, C Hj4q forall k > 0 andG = U2 Hy. ThenG is
indecomposable.

Proof. Supposé&s = K x L, whereK andL are non-trivial. Then no non-trivial element of
K is conjugate to an element 6f This can be seen as follows. Ligtbe the normal closure
of K in G. Letp : G — G/N be the natural projection. Then there is an isomorphism
q : G/N — L such that the restriction @fo p to L is the identity ofL [@, pp. 101-102].
But ¢ o p sends any conjugate of an element#oto the trivial element of_.

By the Kurosh subgroup theorelﬁ [E] 10] any subgrougra$ a free product of a free
group and conjugates of subgroupsfofand of L. SinceH, in indecomposable and non-
infinite-cyclic we may thus assume that it is conjugate tolagsoup of K. Similarly H;
must be conjugate to a subgroupigfor of L. The latter cannot happen since then some
non-trivial element ofX would be conjugate to an elementiof Continuing in this fashion
we get that eacl#;, is conjugate to a subgroup &f. This implies thats cannot be the
union of theH;, since the non-trivial elements éfare excluded.

We now consider fundamental groups of non-compact 3-mhisifd-or basic defini-
tions in 3-manifold topology we refer ttﬂ [5] anﬂ [6]. A 3-mé&ald M is d-irreducibleif
OM is incompressible in\/. Let S andS’ be compact surfaces such thais properly
embedded inV/ andS’ either is properly embedded ¥ or lies indM. ThenS and.S’
areparallel in M if there is an embedding ¢f x [0, 1] in M (called aparallelism fromS
to S’) such thatS x {0} = S, S x {1} = &/, and(dS) x [0,1] liesindM. If S’ liesin
OM thenS is 9-parallel in M. The topological interior ofV in M is denoted bynt N.

Lemma 2.2. Let W be a connected, non-compact 3-manifold which can be exuiess
the unionW = U2 _ X, of compact, connected, irreduciblgirreducible 3-manifolds
X, such thatX,, N X, = 0 for jm —n| > 1land X, N X,,1; = 0X, NOX,4+1 IS a

compact, connected surface which is incompressibl€,jrand in X,,;; and is not a disk.

Thenm (W) is non-trivial and indecomposable.

Proof. Standard arguments show thgf = Uﬁz_an is irreducible and-irreducible.
It follows thatm; (Y}) is non-trivial, non-infinite-cyclic, and indecomposa@ Theorem
5.2, Lemma 6.6]. The incompressibility of ea&h N X, shows thatr (Y} ) injects into

71 (M). We now apply Lemma 2.1

3. The Fox-Artin Arc

Theorem 3.1. 71(S3 — A) is indecomposable, whergis the Fox-Artin arc in Figure 1.

Proof. Let N be a tapered regular neighborhoodAf ThusN is a 3-ball containingd
such thatd N ON = 0A, Ais isotopic inN rel 9A to a diameter ofV, and N is tamely
embedded irf3 except abA. LetW = S3 — (Int N UHA). (We callW theexterior of
A. We also use this term for the closure of the complement ofalae neighborhood of



a tame submanifold of a manifold.) Then(WW) = (S — A), andOW = ON — 9A
is homeomorphic to an open annul§$ x R. It suffices to show thalV satisfies the
hypotheses of Lemma 2.2. In the figures which follow we do mptieitly draw N, but its
presence should be understood.

S3—0A can be parametrized I8§# x R.in such a way thatt meets eacl§? x [m, m+1],
m € Z, in three arcs as indicated in Figure 3.

Figure 3:5% — 0A parametrized aS? x R

It is natural to consider the exterior of the union of these¢harcs in5? x [m, m + 1]
and to regard? as the union of these exteriors. Unfortunately these mhsifare cubes
with two handles and so are nfrreducible. Instead we take? x [2n—1,2n+1],n € Z,
which also meetsi in three arcs, and leX,, be the exterior of their union. The generic
copy X of X,, is then the exterior of the union of the three an¢$3, and~y in S? x [—1,1]
as indicated in Figure 4.

S

Figure 4: The arcs, 3, andy in 5% x [—1,1]

Since no component of N (5% x {—1,1}) or of the closure 0dX — (52 x {—1,1})
is a disk it suffices to prove the following.

Lemma3.2. X isirreducible andd-irreducible.

Proof. Irreducibility follows from the Schonflies theorem togettwith the fact thatX is
a compact, connected submanifold®fwith connected boundary.

The strategy for provin@-irreducibility is to exhibitX as a double covering space
of a solid torusV’ branched over a certain properly embeddeddaic V. If 90X were
compressible, then by th&, case [h] of the equivariant loop thqoreEull] there would be
a compressing disk for 9X such that either(D) N D = () or7(D) = D, wherer is the
non-trivial covering translation. Lad be the image oD in V. In the first caseD would



missd. In the second case we could assume fhakould meet) in a single transverse
intersection point, since otherwiﬁevgould contain the fixed point sétof 7, and we could
reduce to the first case by replaciigby a nearby parallel disk. In both casBswould
be a compressing disk fétV in V since if0D = JF for some diskE' in 9V, then the
preimage off in X would have a componet with 9E = dD. The proof is completed
by showing that no such disk exists.

By sliding one endpoint of each of and of 3 ontoy we see thaf{ is homeomorphic
to the exterior of the graph in S? x [—1, 1] shown in Figure 5.

&Y

Figure 5: The graplv in S2 x [-1, 1]

This in turn is homeomorphic to the exterigrof the grap@in 53 shown in Figure 6.
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Figure 6: The grapH in $3

This graph is invariant under the order two rotatioabout the simple closed curye
This involution defines a branched double covegings® — S3. The image® andp of 0
andp are shown in Figure 7.

Figure 8 shows a regular neighborha@af 6 in S3 and the aré = pN (S3 — Int R).
Figure 9 showsR straightened by an isotopy to a standard solid torus. Fig@moves the
point atoo to a finite point. Figure 11 displays the solid tofids= S — Int R containing
0.



Figure 7: The quotient graphin S3

Figure 8: The regular neighborhodtiof 6



Figure 9: R isotoped to a standard solid torus

Figure 10:0 isotoped off the point ato



Figure 11:0inV = S3 — Int R

Lemma 3.3. There is no meridinal disk in V' such thatD N ¢ is either empty or a single
transverse intersection point.

Proof. Let U be a regular neighborhood 6fin V. Let I = 9V — Int (U N 9V) and
M =V — IntU. It suffices to show thaf’ is incompressible i/ and that there is no
properly embedded incompressible annutug M with one boundary component in the
frontier (topological boundary)’ = Fr U of U in V and the other a curve iR" which
bounds a meridinal disk in V with D N M = G. Let E be the meridinal disk shown in
Figure 11. It meet# in a pair of disks and so meeid in a disk with two holesS. Let 1}
be the 3-ball obtained by splitting along £ and M, the 3-manifold obtained by splitting
M along$S. ThenE splitsé into three arcgy, 41, andds, U into the regular neighborhoods
Uy, U1, andUs of these arcg} into the three annully, Cy, andCs, andF into the surface
Fy. See Figure 12. Lef, andS; be the copies of in M, which are identified to obtain
S, whereSy; meetsCy andS; meetsC; andCs.

Let K be the disk inM, shown in Figure 12. Its boundary consists of one arc each in
Fy, S1, Cy, andCs. Splitting M, along K gives a 3-manifold\/; which is homeomorphic
to (Sp U Cy) x [0, 1] with Sy U Cp = (Sq U Ch) x {0}. See Figure 13M is then obtained
by attaching a 1-handle with cocoféto (Sy U Cp) x {1}, so itis irreducible.

We first show thatS is incompressible inV/. It suffices to show thaf, and S; are
each incompressible it/y. The first of these follows from our description aboveld§ as
a product/-bundle with a 1-handle attached. The second follows fromdlogy consid-
erations.

We next show thaty is incompressible id/,. Supposd. is a compressing disk. Then
0L separates one non-empty set of componentsHgffrom another. The seven possible
partitions are all ruled out by a combination of homologyuangnts and the incompress-
ibility of Sp.



Figure 13:M, split alongK to obtainM; ~ (So U Cp) x [0, 1]

We now show tha¥' is 0-incompressible reF' in M. This means that wheneveéris a
disk in M such thatl. N S is a properly embedded akcin S andL N dM is an arcu in
F suchthat Ny = 90X = dpanddL = AU p, then there is an anzin 9.5 and a diskL’
in F such thatu Nv = 9u = dv anddL’ = p U v. It suffices to prove thag, andS; are
0-incompressible reky in M.

For Sy this follows from homology considerations and the inconspitaility of Fj in
M. For S, similar arguments reduce the problem to the case in wiich= \ U i where
Ais an arc inS; such thav\ lies in Sy N Fy and\ separates; N C; from.S; N Cy on .Sy
andy is an arc infy separatingy N C; from Fy N Cs.

IsotopL so thatK andL are in general position and the af€s1.5; andL.NS; meetin
a single transverse intersection point. Then there is ag srd{ N L joining this point to
apointinK N Fy. SinceMj is irreducible we may assume that in additi&m L contains
no simple closed curves. The intersection then consistsaofl possibly some areswith



onin K N Fy. Assumey is outermost orl.. Let ¢ be an arc iDL such thatf U n bounds
a diskLj in L whose interior misseK. Lete be the arc o N Fy with 9 = 9n = 9¢.
There is a diskiy in K suchthab Ky =nUe. ThenKyN Ly =nandKy U Ly is a disk
with boundary( U e. SinceFy is incompressible i/ this curve bounds a disk; in Fj.
Since M, is irreducibleKy U Ly U F; bounds a 3-balBy in Mj. Note thaté N By = ().
An isotopy of L which movesl acrossB, to K and then offKy removes) and possibly
other components dk N L but does not affect.

Thus we may assume that N L = £. We now split)M, along K to obtainM,, as
before. This splitd. into disksLy and L, either of which we can take as a compressing
disk for (SoUCp) x {1} in My = (SoUCy) x [0, 1]. This contradiction completes the proof
thatSy andS; ared-incompressible reky in My and hence that is 9-incompressible rel
Fin M.

Now suppose thab is a compressing disk fdr' in M. PutD in general position with
respect toS so thatD N .S has a minimal number of components. By the incompress-
ibility of S and the irreducibility ofA/ none of them are simple closed curves. Sice
is 0-incompressible reF' in M none of them can be arcs, 0N S = ). SinceFy is
incompressible i/, we have thafD cannot exist.

Finally suppose thats is an incompressible annulus M with one boundary com-
ponent inC' and the other a curve if' which bounds a meridinal disk of V' such that
DN M = G. We may assume that the first boundary component miSsésatG is in
general position with respect fHand that among all such annuli in its isotopy cléss S
has a minimal number of components. Then none of these camnpois a simple closed
curve which bounds a disk ii or in GG or is an arc joining the two componentsa@d:.

Suppose some componendf G N S is a simple closed curve. Then we may assume
thatx andG N C form the boundary of a subannul@$ of G which lies in M. If k lies
in Sy, then for homological reasorts N C must lie inCy. We can isotop=, so that it
missesk’. HenceGy lies in M; = (So U C)) x [0,1]. By [@, Corollary 3.2]Gg is parallel
to an annulus i(Sy U Cp) x {0} and sox can be removed by an isotopy, contradicting
minimality. If  lies in S, then for homological reasorig N C' must be inC; or Cs, say
Cy. Let My = My U Uy. ThenM, is homeomorphic t&; x [0, 1] with S; = 57 x {1}.
Now Gy is incompressible in\/; and can be isotoped keepirgfixed to an annuluss,
such thav Gy lies in Sy. It then follows from , Corollary 3.2] that, is parallel to an
annulus inS; and hence is 9-parallel in Ms. Since this parallelism does not méét
we have thaty is 0-parallel in M. It follows thatx can be removed by an isotopy, again
contradicting minimality.

Hence any component 6f N .S must be an arc whose boundary liedim S. SinceS
is 0-incompressible reF" in M and.S is incompressible i/ any outermost such arc can
be removed by an isotopy. ThdN S = @, and we may regar@ as lying inM,. For
homological reason& N C must lie inC4 or Cs, sayC;. SinceD is a meridinal disk o/
we must have for homological reasons that splits Fy into two components such that one
containsfyN.Sy andFyNC; and the other containgN.S; andFyNCs. Let M| = MyUU;.
ThenM ] is homeomorphic t§Sy U Cy) x [0, 1] with So U Cy = (So U Cp) x {0}. SoD
is a compressing disk f@M; — (So U Cp) in M. This contradiction completes the proof
of Lemma 3.3

This completes the proof of Lemma 32.
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This completes the proof of Theorem 3[1.

4, Embeddings of Torus Knot Groups

In this section we prove a technical result concerning erdingg of torus knot groups in
torus knot groups which will be used in the next section tdimisiish among the fun-
damental groups of the complements of a certain uncountadlection of arcs. Re-
call that the fundamental group of the complement dfpa;) torus knot is the group

Gp,q = (z,y|2P = y9).

Lemma4.l. Letp, ¢, 7, ands be primes such that < ¢ andr < s. ThenG,, , embeds in
G s ifand only ifp = r andg = s.

Proof. Let Z(G) denote the center of the grotp Recall thatZ (G, ,) is an infinite cyclic
group generated hy? and thatG/Z(G,, ,) = Z, = Z,. Recall also that a free product of
two non-trivial groups has trivial center and that any elahoé finite order in a free product
is conjugate to an element of one of the factors. (@e [1014@-141, 100-101].)

We may assume thaf, , is a subgroup of7, ;. Let K = G, 4N Z(G,s). Then
K is a subgroup o¥ (G, ) and is the kernel of the restriction of the natural projactio
Grs = 2y xZ;10G, 4. If u € G, g, then letu denote its image i@, * Z,.

SupposeX = Z(Gp,4). Then we have an embeddidg « Z, — Z, = Z,. Sincez has
orderp it must be conjugate to an element@f or of Z, hencep|r or p|s, hence since
ands are prime we havg = r or p = s. Similarlyg = r orq = s. Sincep < gandr < s
we must have = r andg = s.

Now suppose thak is a proper subgroup of (G, ,). Then it is generated by”* for
somek > 0, k # 1. LetGp 41 = Gp,q/K. It embeds inZ, = Z, and has presentation
(z,y|zP = y?,2P* = 1). By the Kurosh subgroup theoreft [9] 1G}, , , must be a free
product of cyclic groups and so must either be cyclic or havet center. It thus suffices
to show that neither of these is the case.

Fork = 0 this group is justG, 4, and we are done. So assuig 2. Define functions
29 2 Zpg, — Zpgi bY f(n) = n + ¢ mod pgk andg(n) = n + p mod pgk. Then f
andg are one to one and so may be regarded as elements of the sycngnetip S,
Definey : G, g — Sper DY ¥(Z) = f andy(y) = g. Theny is well defined because
fP(n) = n+pg =n+q = g4n) and fP*(n) = n + pkq = n mod pgk. Since
Y(zP) = fP # id we have thaZ (G, 4 x) is non-trivial. Sincez,, , , maps ont&,, * Z,, it
is non-cyclic, and so we are dorig.

5. Uncountably Many Arcs
Theorem 5.1. There are uncountably many aref in S3 such that:
(1) (8% — A;) is indecomposable and non-trivial.
(2) ™1 (83 — A;) andm(S® — A;) are isomorphic if and only if = j.

(3) A; is wildly embedded precisely at its endpoints.
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Proof. We first outline the proof and then fill in the details with agence of lemmas.

The construction of thed; will have a pattern similar to that of the Fox-Artin arc.
S3 — 9A; will be parametrized a$? x R, and for each integet we will have that4;
meetsS? x [n,n + 1] in three properly embedded aras, 3, and~,, wherea,, runs
from S2 x {n} toitself, 3,, runs fromS? x {n + 1} to itself, andy,, runs fromS? x {n}
to 5% x {n + 1}. These arcs will be chosen so that the extelgrof a,, U 3,, U, in
5% x [n,n + 1] is irreducible and-irreducible. Hence by Lemma 2.2 we will have that
71(S% — A;) is indecomposable and non-trivial. Thus will be wild. It will clearly be
tame at points not i A4,. It will be wild at both endpoints since otherwise its commpént
would be simply connected. (Any meridian of the arc wouldrhxba disk consisting of an
annulus which follows the arc to a tame endpoint and is theapped off by a disk behind
it. In fact it can be shown as i|ﬁ|[2, Example 1.2] tis&t— A; would be homeomorphic to
R3)

A map ism;-injectiveif it induces an injection on fundamental groups; the sarma te
applied to a submanifold if its inclusion map has this proypeFhe arcs will be chosen so
that the interior ofX,, will contain ar -injective submanifold),, which is homeomorphic
to the exterior of &p,,, ¢,,) torus knot inS3, wherep,, andg,, are primes withp,, < g,,. It
will follow from the d-irreducibility of all the X,,,, that; (S® — A;) will have a subgroup
isomorphic tor (Q,,). Moreover it will be shown that any subgroupmf(S3 — A;) which
is isomorphic to dp, ¢) torus knot group for primesandg with p < ¢ must be isomorphic
to one of ther; (Q.,,). We then letJ be the set of all pairs of primég, ¢) with p < ¢ and
let 27 be the set of all subsets df For each non-emptiyc 27 we construct an ard; as
above such that th, ¢) torus knot subgroups af; (52— A;) with (p, ¢) € J are precisely
those for which(p, q) € i. It follows thatm; (S® — A4;) andm; (S® — A;) are isomorphic if
and only ifi = j. Since2” is uncountable we will be done.

We next recall some terminology. Lét/ be a compact, connected, orientable 3-
manifold. We say thal/ is atoroidal if every properly embedded, incompressible torus
S1 x S1in M is 9-parallel in M and isanannularif every properly embedded, incom-
pressible annulus! x [0,1] in M is 9-parallel inM. If M is irreducible 0-irreducible,
anannular and atoroidal, contains a 2-sided, properly dodxincompressible surface,
and is not a 3-ball, the/ is excellent the same term is applied to a compact, properly
embedded 1-manifold in a compact 3-maniféldf its exterior in P has these properties.

Lemmab5.2. LetY’ andY” be excellent 3-manifolds. Suppoge= Y’ U Y", where
S=Y'nY” =9Y'NnJY" is a compact surface such thétis incompressible iY”” and
inY”, 9Y’ — Int S is incompressible irY”’, 9Y"” — Int S is incompressible irY””, and
each component &f has negative Euler characteristic. Th&nis excellent.

Proof. This is [1#, Lemma 2.1]0

We now construct the arcs. L& be an unknotted solid torus in the interior $f x
[0,1]. Let P = S? x [0,1] — Int R. (We say thatR is unknottedif there is a properly
embedded disl in P such thahE C 9R and a meridinal dislD of R such that D and
OF meet transversely in a single point.)

Lemma 5.3. There exist disjoint properly embedded at¢s3, and~ in P such thaba C
S? x {0}, 08 C S? x {1}, v has one endpointis? x {0} and the other in5? x {1}, and
a U B U~ is excellent.
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Proof. Letcd/, 5/, andy’ be any arcs inP? whose boundaries satisfy the given conditions.
By [@, Theorem 1.1] any compact, properly embedded 1-rolhifh a compact, con-
nected, orientable 3-manifold which meets each 2-sphasadary component in at least
two points is homotopic relative its boundary to a properhbedded 1-manifold which is
excellent. Lety, 3, and~ be the respective components of this new 1-manifold.

For those who prefer a more concrete construction of suchvaeecgive an alternative
proof at the end of this sectiofl

Now let @ be the exterior of dp, ¢) torus knot inS®, where(p, ¢) € J. Glue P andQ
together by identifyin@ R with Q) in such a way thad E is identified with a meridian of
0Q. Then the union of) and a regular neighborhood &fin P is a 3-ball, and s U @
is homeomorphic t®? x [0,1]. LetY be the exteriorofy U 3U~in PandX =Y U Q.

It follows from the irreducibility and-irreducibility of Y and of Q that X is irreducible
ando-irreducible and thaf) is 7 -injective in X.

We now repeat this construction usig,, ¢, ) torus knots with(p,,,¢,) € i to ob-
tain o, Bny Y, Poy Qn, Ya, and X, contained inS? x [n,n + 1]. We construct an
arc A; by identifying the endpoints of the arcs so that the arcs oatuhe sequence

ey Vs Cnt1, B, Ynt1, - - - ON Az The exteriorWW; of A; then satisfies the hypotheses
of Lemma 2.2, and s@; (S® — A;) is indecomposable and non-trivial. Moreover the in-
compressibility of eactX,, N X,,.1 implies that eacld),, is 71 -injective in .

We next review some characteristic submanifold thehy[[[@§17 following [[{] but
restricting attention to the special case which we will nedtle first refine our notion
of parallel surfaces. A paifM, F') is anirreducible 3-manifold pairf M is a compact,
orientable, irreducible 3-manifold arfdis a compact, incompressible surfaceéih/. Let
S andS’ be disjoint compact surfaces i such thatS is properly embedded i/, S’ is
either properly embedded ¥ or contained ir0M, anddS U 95’ is contained inF'. We
say thatS and.S” areparallel in (M, F) if there is a parallelisnb x [0, 1] from S to S’
such thatdS) x [0, 1] is contained inF; if S C F we say thatS is F-parallel. Our old
definitions of “parallel” and &-parallel” in M correspond to the case 6T= 0M.

The characteristic pairof the irreducible 3-manifold paifM, 9M) is a certain irre-
ducible 3-manifold pai(%, ®) such that: C M andX N dM = ®. For its definition
and proof of existence seE [7, Chapter V]. We will limit ousaission to two basic issues:
using (X, ®) and recognizindX, ®). The property we will use is that any; -injective
map from a Seifert fibered space with non-cyclic fundamegr@lip intoM which is not
homotopic to a map whose image liesdd/ must be homotopic to a map whose image
liesinX [fd, p. 138].

We will recognizeX: by recognizing its components and using the Splitting Tasor
[@ p- 157] to recognize the frontiéfr X of X in M. The componentés, ¢) of (X, ®) are
Seifert pairsi.e. o is either an/-bundle over a compact surface witithe associated!-
bundle ots is a Seifert fibered space witha union of fibers ido. One of the properties we
will need is that the inclusion map frofw, ¢) into (M, M) is not homotopic as a map of
pairs to a map whose image liestin- 0. Also the components dfr X are incompressible
annuli and tori none of which i8-parallel in\M though some components may be parallel
in (M,0M) to each other. (See the examples [jh [6, Chapter 1X].) A urfiori = of
components of'r ¥ such that no two components &* 3 are parallel in(M,0M) to
each other and'r* ¥ is maximal with respect to inclusion among all such uniorwited
areductionof Fr X. We call the components dfr ¥ — F'r* ¥ redundanttcomponents of
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Fr Y. Now suppose we are given a compact, properly embeddedsdrfa M satisfying
the following two conditions:

(a) The components gf are incompressible annuli and tori none of whichiparallel
in M.

(b) Let(M’,d'M) be the pair obtained by splittint/ along7 andoM alongd7T. Then
each componentV, L) of (M’,0'M) is either a Seifert pair or aimple pait i.e.
every incompressible, properly embedded torudinr annulus inV with boundary
in Int L is eitherL-parallel or parallel i N, L) to a component o N — Int L.

If 7 is minimal with respect to inclusion among all compact, mdpembedded surfaces
in M satisfying (a) and (b), then by the Splitting Theor@nis isotopic toFr* X..
Now let My, = UF_ , X, andCy, = UE__, Q...

Lemma5.4. (M, 0My) is an irreducible 3-manifold pair, and its characteristiaip
(3, @) = (Ck, 0).

Proof. The irreducibility andd-irreducibility of M), and the incompressibility a#Cy, in
M, follow from the irreducibility andd-irreducibility of the X,,, the incompressibility of
the X,, N X,,+1 in X, and inX,, 1, and the incompressibility diQ,, in X,,.

LetT = 0Cy. SincedM;, is a surface of genus two no componenfois d-parallel in
Mj,. The components ¢f\/;, 9'M},) are the(Q,,, #) and(Z, OMy,), whereZ = Uk _ | V,,.
Each@), is a Seifert fibered space. By Lemma 5.2 we have thiatexcellent and therefore
(Z,0My,) is a simple pair. Thug satisfies properties (a) and (b). Deleting any components
of T gives a surface which splitd/;, into components one of which, say, is the union
of Z and some of th&),,. Now N is not Seifert fibered since it contaidg§\fy. It is
not an/-bundle over a compact surfa¢esince S would be covered by M;, and so
m1(S) = 71 (N) could not contain th& & Z subgroupr (0Q,,). Finally (N,0Mj) is
not a simple pair becaug¥),, is noto-parallel inN. Thus7 is minimal with respect to
inclusion among surfaces satisying (a) and (b). So by thigi®gl Theorem7 = Fr* 3.

By arguments similar to those applied aboveNowe have that Z, 0M},) is not a
Seifert pair. So if there are no redundant components we havst(>>, &) = (Cy, (), and
we are done.

Suppose there is a redundant component. Then it must besavitiiah is parallel in
(M, O0My,) to 0Q,, for somen; denote it byT,,. Thus we may assume that there is an
embedding off}, x [0,1] in M}, such thatT,, x [0,1] meetsQ,, in T,, x {0} = 0Qn,

T, x {1} = T, andT,, x (0,1) contains all other redundant tori which are parallel to
0Q,. If there are such extra redundant tori, then they are isoiogl;, x [0, 1] to tori of
the formT,, x {¢} [E, Corollary 3.2]. It follows that there is some componerdf > of
the formT,, x [r, s]. Its inclusion map intd/;, is homotopic to a map whose image lies in
Y — o, contradicting one of the properties Xf

Thus there are no extra redundant tori. NowZ4étbe the closure of the complement
in Z of the union of all the products,, x [0,1]. ThenZ’ is homeomorphic t&Z, and so
(Z',0Mj}) is a simple pair which is not Seifert pair. Thills x [0, 1] is a component oF,
and(Q,, ) is a simple pair. Now in factQ.,, #) actuallyis a simple pair. However, it is
also a Seifert fibered space with non-cyclic fundamentalgrdts inclusion map cannot be
homotopic to a map whose image liesdi/;, becauser; (M) has noZ @ Z subgroups.
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Thus it must be homotopic to a map whose image lies in some gperfio of X. In
particular the image lies in the complement®f.

Now it follows from [[§, Squeezing Theorem, p. 139] §} [6, Them 1X.12] thatQ,, is
actually isotopic to a submanifold ef This fact can be used to contradict our knowledge
of the structure of7’. We choose, however, to give the following somewhat moreadir
argument.

Letp : M, — M, be the covering map correspondlngntp(Qn) There is a com-
ponenth of p_l(Qn) such that the restnctm@n = Qn ofp isa homeomorphlsm and
m(Qn) —m (Mk) is an isomorphism. It follows that; (6Qn) — m (M;C — Int Qn) is
an isomorphism. Now the homotopy @, into its complement lifts to a homotopy OJn
into Mk —Int @n This implies thatr, (Q,,) is abelian, which is not the cadé.

We now suppose that; (S — A;) andr (S® — A;) are isomorphic. Then, (W;) and
m1(W;) are isomorphic, wher&/; andW; are the exteriors off; and A;, respectively.
Since these spaces are irreducible and orientable, thessiitemrem implies that they are
aspherical. Hence there is a map W; — W; such thath, : = (W;) — 7 (W;) is
an isomorphism. We then restrictto a(p, ¢) torus knot space arising in the construction
of A;. This map ism;-injective. Its image lies in som@{;. Sincer;(0My) has no
Z & Z subgroups Lemma 5.4 implies that it is homotopic to a map whosge lies in
some(r, s) torus knot space arising in the constructiordef By Lemma 4.1 we have that
(p,q) = (r,s). Thusj C i. The symmetric argument shows thiat j, concluding the
proof of Theorem 5.1(1

- | Sﬁ\ )
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Figure 14: An excellent 3-tangle Figure 15: An excellent 2-tangle

Alternative Proof of Lemma 5.3. Figure 14 shows a three component tangle in a 3-ball.
Figure 15 shows a two component tangle in a 3-ball. [13pBsdion 4.1] andﬂz,
Proposition 4.1] these two tangles are excellent.YeandY” be their respective exteriors.
We glueY’ andY” together as indicated in Figure 16 to obtain the exteYiaf the
union of the arcsy, 8, and~ in the spaceP obtained by removing the interior of an
unknotted solid toru® contained in the interior 02 x [0, 1]. S = Y'NY" = 9y’ NoY”
has two components; each is a disk with two holes. Since a aohspirface contained in
an incompressible boundary component of a compact 3-mdmgfacompressible if none

15



of the components of its complement in the boundary compomes closure a disk, we
have thatS is incompressible it” and inY”". We now apply Lemma 5.2 to conclude that
Y is excellent[

~
L

aq\\
S

Figure 16: The three ares 3, andy in (S? x [0,1]) — Int R
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