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MARION CAMPISI AND MATT RATHBUN

If a graph is in bridge position in a 3-manifold so that the graph complement
is irreducible and boundary-irreducible, we generalize a result of Bachman
and Schleimer to prove that the complexity of a surface properly embedded
in the complement of the graph bounds the graph distance of the bridge sur-
face. We use this result to construct, for any natural number n, a hyperbolic
manifold containing a surface of topological index n.

1. Introduction

It has become increasingly common and useful to measure distances in complexes
associated to surfaces between certain important subcomplexes associated with the
surface embedded in a 3-manifold. These techniques provide a means to indicate the
inherent complexity of links in a manifold, decomposing surfaces, or the manifold
itself. Bachman [2010] defined the topological index of a surface as a topological
analogue of the index of an unstable minimal surface. When the distance is small,
the notion of topological index refines this distance, by looking at the homotopy
type of a certain subcomplex.

In the same way that incompressible surfaces share important properties with
strongly irreducible surfaces (distance > 2) despite being compressible, the topolog-
ical index provides a degree of measurement of how similar irreducible, but weakly
reducible (distance = 1) surfaces are to incompressible surfaces. Bachman [2012a;
2012b; 2012c] has shown that surfaces with a well-defined topological index in a
3-manifold can be put into a sort of normal form with respect to a triangulation of
the manifold, generalizing the ideas of normal form introduced by Kneser [1929]
and almost normal form introduced by Rubinstein [1995], and mirroring results
about geometrically minimal surfaces due to Colding and Minicozzi [2004a; 2004b;
2004c; 2004d; 2015].

Lee [2015] has shown that an irreducible manifold containing an incompressible
surface contains topologically minimal surfaces of arbitrarily high genus, but has
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only shown that the topological index of such surfaces is at least two. Bachman
and Johnson [2010] showed that surfaces of arbitrarily high index exist. These
surfaces are the lifts of Heegaard surfaces in an n-fold cover of a manifold obtained
by gluing together boundary components of the complement of a link in S3. A
byproduct of their construction is that the resulting manifolds are toroidal.

This leaves open the question of whether the much more ubiquitous class of
hyperbolic manifolds can also contain high topological index surfaces. Here we
construct certain hyperbolic manifolds containing such surfaces. We generalize
the construction in [Bachman and Johnson 2010] by gluing along the boundary
components of the complement of a graph in S3 to show:

Theorem 1.1. There is a closed 3-manifold M1, with an index 1 Heegaard surface S,
such that for each n, the lift of S to some n-fold cover Mn of M1 has topological
index n. Moreover, Mn is hyperbolic for all n.

In order to guarantee the hyperbolicity of Mn, we must rule out the existence of
high Euler characteristic surfaces in the graph complement. To that end, we define
the graph distance, dG , of graphs in S3, an analogue of bridge distance of links. In
the spirit of Hartshorn [2002] and Bachman and Schleimer [2005], we show that the
complexity of an essential surface is bounded below by the graph bridge distance:

Theorem 1.2. Let 0 be a graph in a closed, orientable 3-manifold, M, which is in
bridge position with respect to a Heegaard surface, B, so that M r n(0) is irre-
ducible and boundary-irreducible. Let S be a properly embedded, orientable, incom-
pressible, boundary-incompressible, non-boundary-parallel surface in M r n(0).
Then dG(B, 0) is bounded above by 2(2g(S)+ |∂S| − 1).

In Section 2 we lay out the definitions of the various complexes and distances
we will use, and prove Theorem 1.2. In Section 3, we prove Theorem 1.1.

2. Definitions

Given a link L ⊂ S3, a bridge sphere for L is a sphere, B, embedded in S3, inter-
secting the link L transversely, and dividing S3 into two 3-balls, V and W, so that
there exist disks DV and DW properly embedded in V and W, respectively, so that
L∩V ⊂ DV and L∩W ⊂ DW are each a collection of arcs. If there are b arcs, the
link is said to be b-bridge with respect to B.

Goda [1997] introduced the notion of a bridge sphere for a spatial θ -graph, and
this was extended by Ozawa [2012]. A bridge sphere for a (spatial) graph 0 is
a sphere, B, embedded in S3, intersecting 0 transversely in the interior of edges,
and dividing S3 into two 3-balls, V and W, so that there exist disks DV and DW

properly embedded in V and W, respectively, so that 0∩V ⊂ DV and 0∩W ⊂ DW

are each a collection of trees and/or arcs.
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If B is a bridge sphere for a link L, then a bridge disk is a disk properly embedded
in one of the components of (S3 r n(L))r B), whose boundary consists of exactly
two arcs, meeting at their endpoints, with one arc essential in B r n(L), and the
other essential in ∂n(L)r B. We refer to the arc in the boundary of the disk that
is contained in B as a bridge arc. Similarly, if B is a bridge sphere for a graph 0,
then a graph-bridge disk is a disk properly embedded in one of the components
of (S3 r n(0))r B), whose boundary consists of exactly two arcs, meeting at
their endpoints, with one arc essential in B r n(0), and the other essential in
∂n(0)r B. We refer to the arc in the boundary of the disk that is contained in B
as a graph-bridge arc.

Definition 2.1. The curve complex for a surface B with (possibly empty) boundary
is the complex with vertices corresponding to the isotopy classes of essential simple
closed curves in B, so that a collection of vertices defines a simplex if representatives
of the corresponding isotopy classes can be chosen to be pairwise disjoint. We will
denote the curve complex for a surface B by C(B).

Definition 2.2. The arc and curve complex for a surface B ′ with boundary is the
complex with vertices corresponding to the (free) isotopy classes of essential simple
closed curves and properly embedded arcs in B ′. A collection of vertices defines a
simplex if representatives of the corresponding isotopy classes can be chosen to
be pairwise disjoint. We will denote the arc and curve complex for a surface B ′

by AC(B ′).

If B is a surface embedded in a manifold, and a 1-dimensional complex intersects
B transversely, we will refer to the surface obtained by removing a neighborhood
of the 1-complex by B ′. We will often refer to C(B ′) simply by C(B), and AC(B ′)
simply by AC(B).

Definition 2.3. Let B be a surface with at least two distinct, essential curves.
Given two collections X and Y of vertices in the complex C(B) (resp., AC(B)),
the distance between X and Y, denoted dC(B)(X, Y ) (resp., dAC(B)(X, Y )), is the
minimal number of edges in any path in C(B) (resp., AC(B)) from a vertex in X to
a vertex in Y. When the surface is understood, we often just write dC (resp., dAC).

We will be working with four subtly different but closely related subcomplexes,
and some associated notions of distance.

Definition 2.4. Let B be a properly embedded surface separating a manifold M
into two components, V and W. Define the disk set of V (resp., W ), denoted
DV ⊂ C(B), (resp., DW ⊂ C(B)), as the set of all vertices corresponding to essential
simple closed curves in B that bound embedded disks in V (resp., W ). Define the
disk set of B, denoted DB , as the set of all vertices corresponding to essential simple
closed curves in B that bound embedded disks in M.
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Definition 2.5. Let B be a bridge sphere for a link L, bounding 3-balls V and W,
with at least 6 marked points corresponding to the transverse intersections of L
with B. The distance of the bridge surface, denoted dC(B,L), is dC(B ′)(DV ,DW ),
the distance in the curve complex of B ′ between DV and DW .

The fundamental building block in our construction will be the exterior of a graph
that is highly complex as viewed from the arc and curve complex. The existence
of such a block will follow from a result of Blair, Tomova, and Yoshizawa, using
“warped pants decompositions” and Dehn twists to construct gluing maps resulting
in high bridge distance link complements. It is a special case of [Blair et al. 2013,
Corollary 5.3 and the proof of Theorem 4.9].

Theorem 2.6 [Blair et al. 2013]. Given nonnegative integers b1, b2 and d, with
b1 + b2 ≥ 3, there exists a 2-component link L in S3, and a bridge sphere B for
L so that L is (b1+b2)-bridge with respect to B, the components of L are b1- and
b2-bridge with respect to B, and dC(B,L)≥ d.

Definition 2.7. Let B be a bridge sphere for a link L, bounding 3-balls V and W.
Define the bridge disk set of V (resp., W ), denoted BDV ⊂AC(B) (resp., BDW ),
as the set of all vertices either corresponding to essential simple closed curves in
B ′ that bound embedded disks in V rL (resp., W rL), or corresponding to bridge
arcs in B ′ contained in the boundaries of bridge disks in V (resp., W ).

Definition 2.8. Let B be a bridge sphere for a link L, bounding 3-balls V and
W. The bridge distance of the bridge surface B, which we denote by dBD(B,L),
is dAC(B ′)(BDV ,BDW ), the distance in the arc and curve complex of B ′ between
BDV and BDW .

Lemma 2.9 [Blair et al. 2017, Lemma 2]. If B is a bridge surface which is not a
sphere with four or fewer punctures, then dBD(B,L)≤ dC(B,L)≤ 2dBD(B,L).

Definition 2.10. Let B be a bridge sphere for graph 0, bounding 3-balls V and W.
The graph disk set of V (resp., W ) denoted GDV ⊂AC(B) (resp., GDW ⊂AC(B)),
is the set of all vertices either corresponding to essential simple closed curves in
Brn(0) that bound embedded disks in Vrn(0) (resp., Wrn(0)), or corresponding
to graph-bridge arcs in B r n(0) contained in the boundaries of graph-bridge disks
in V (resp., W ).

Definition 2.11. Let B be a bridge sphere for graph 0. The graph distance of the
bridge surface, denoted dG(B, 0) is dAC(B ′)(GDV ,GDW ), the distance in the arc
and curve complex of B ′ = B r n(0) between GDV and GDW .

Lemma 2.12. Let L be a link in bridge position with respect to a bridge sphere B,
bounding 3-balls V and W, and let 0L be a graph in bridge position with respect
to B formed by adding edges to L in V that are simultaneously parallel into B in
the complement of L, and so that 0L ∩ V has at least two components.
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If D ⊂ (V r n(0L)) is a graph-bridge disk for 0L, then there is a bridge disk D′

for L in (V r n(L)) which is disjoint from D.

Proof. Let 01, . . . , 0` be the connected components 0L ∩ V, and let 0i be the
component of 0L ∩ V to which D is incident.

Over all bridge disks E ⊂ V for L disjoint from 0i , choose one which minimizes
|D ∩ E |. Suppose the intersection is nonempty. Any loops of intersection can be
removed because (V rn(0)) is a handlebody and therefore irreducible. Any points
of intersection between ∂D and ∂E are contained in ∂D ∩ B and ∂E ∩ B. Choose
an arc γ of |D ∩ E |. The arc γ cuts D into two disks Dγ1 and Dγ2 . For one of
j = 1 or 2, ∂Dγ j ∩ ∂D is contained in B. Call that disk Dγ . Consider an arc α of
|D ∩ E | outermost in Dγ . If the interior of Dγ is disjoint from E then take α to
be γ . The arc α cuts off a disk Dα from Dγ and cuts E into two disks E1 and E2,
only one of whose (say E2) boundary is incident to L. The disk E2 ∪ Dα = E ′ is a
bridge disk for L and intersects D fewer times than E , contradicting the minimality
of |D ∩ E |. �

The above implies that the distance in the arc and curve complex of B r n(0)
between GDV and BDV is less than or equal to 1.

Corollary 2.13. Let L and 0L be as above. Then dBD(B,L)≤ 1+ dG(B, 0L).

Proof. Since W r n(0) contains no graph-bridge disks, GDW = BDW . Suppose
that the distance in AC(B ′) between GDW = BDW and GDV is realized by a path
between vertices X ∈ GDW and Y ∈ GDV . Then, by Lemma 2.12, there is a
vertex Z of BDV so that the distance between Y and Z is at most 1, and therefore
dAC(B ′)(BDW ,BDV )≤ dAC(B ′)(GDW ,GDV )+ 1. �

Hartshorn [2002] proved that an essential closed surface in a 3-manifold creates
an upper bound on the possible distances of Heegaard splittings of that manifold in
terms of the genus of the essential surface.

Theorem 2.14 [Hartshorn 2002, Theorem 1.2]. Let M be a Haken 3-manifold
containing an incompressible surface of genus g. Then any Heegaard splitting of M
has distance at most 2g.

This idea has been generalized in numerous ways, including in [Bachman and
Schleimer 2005] where it is shown that the distance of a bridge Heegaard surface
in a knot complement is bounded by twice the genus plus the number of boundary
components of an essential properly embedded surface.

Theorem 2.15 [Bachman and Schleimer 2005, Theorem 5.1]. Let K be a knot in
a closed, orientable 3-manifold M which is in bridge position with respect to a
Heegaard surface B. Let S be a properly embedded, orientable, essential surface in
M r n(K ). Then the distance of K with respect to B is bounded above by twice the
genus of S plus |∂S|.
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We will need a yet more general version, since we will be concerned with surfaces
properly embedded in graph complements.

The essence of both results is that the distance of a bridge or Heegaard surface is
bounded above in terms of the complexity of an essential properly embedded surface.
We will generalize this result to link and graph complements, with the additional
benefit of avoiding many of the technical details of [Bachman and Schleimer 2005]
necessary to treat the boundary components. Unfortunately, our bound will be
worse than that obtained by Bachman and Schleimer, though it will be sufficient for
many applications of this type of bound (see, e.g., [Mossessian 2016; Du and Qiu
2016; Ohshika and Sakuma 2016; Bachman 2013; Namazi 2007]). We note also
that our proof requires a minimal starting position similar to that used by Hartshorn,
an assumption Bachman and Schleimer’s method was able to avoid.

We now prove Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.2. Let 0 be a graph in a closed, orientable 3-manifold, M, which is in
bridge position with respect to a Heegaard surface, B, so that M r n(0) is irre-
ducible and boundary-irreducible. Let S be a properly embedded, orientable, incom-
pressible, boundary-incompressible, non-boundary-parallel surface in M r n(0).
Then dG(B, 0) is bounded above by 2(2g(S)+ |∂S| − 1).

Proof of Theorem 1.2. In the case that S is closed, we note that the proofs of
Theorems 2.14 and 2.15 both apply to closed surfaces in manifolds with boundary
as long as the manifold is irreducible. In the case that ∂S 6= ∅ we will double
M r n(0) along ∂n(0) to obtain a closed surface and show that the surface can be
made to fulfill all the hypotheses necessary to use the machinery in the proof of
Theorem 2.14 to obtain the bound on distance.

First, isotope S to intersect B minimally, among all isotopy representatives of S.
Let V and W be the handlebodies on either side of B. Double M r n(0) along
∂n(0), and call the resulting manifold M̂ . Let the doubles of S, B, V, and W be Ŝ,
B̂, V̂ , and Ŵ , respectively, and let G be ∂n(0) in M̂ , with respective copies Mi ,
Si , Bi , Vi , and Wi , for i = 1, 2.

Note that B̂ is a Heegaard surface for M̂ . (The proof of this is very similar to
the proof of Proposition 3.2 below.) Also, note that since S is incompressible and
∂-incompressible in M r n(0), Ŝ is an incompressible closed surface in M̂ , for
otherwise an outermost arc of intersection between a compressing disk and G would
show S to have been ∂-compressible in Mrn(0). Since ∂n(0) was incompressible
in M r n(0), G is incompressible in M̂ .

Claim 1. Each of Ŝ ∩ V̂ and Ŝ ∩ Ŵ are incompressible.

Proof. If, say, Ŝ ∩ V̂ had a compressing disk D, then since Ŝ is incompressible
in M̂ , there would have to be a disk D′ in Ŝ with ∂D′ = ∂D, and D′ ∩ B̂ 6=∅. We
may choose D to be a compressing disk which intersects G minimally. Further,
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since G is incompressible, we may choose D to intersect G only in arcs, if at all.
But M̂ is irreducible, so D ∪ D′ bounds a ball and we may isotope Ŝ across this
ball from D′ to D, lowering the number of intersections between Ŝ and B̂.

If D′ ∩G =∅, then this can be viewed as an isotopy of S in M r n(0) which
reduces the number of intersections between S and B, a contradiction.

If D′∩G 6=∅ we still arrive at a contradiction. Consider a loop, `, of intersection
in (D∪D′)∩G, innermost in D∪D′. Since D∩G only contains arcs, ` consists of
two arcs, α and α′ in D and D′ respectively. Thus ` bounds a disk D` in G, α cuts
off a subdisk Dα of D and α′ cuts off a subdisk Dα′ of D′, both of which are in
either M1 or M2, say M1. Now we have an isotopy of S1 from Dα ∪ Dα′ to D`.

Independent of whether Dα′ intersected B, we could have chosen D to have fewer
intersections with G, contradicting our choice of D to minimize intersections. �

Claim 2. Every intersection of Ŝ with B̂ is essential in B̂.

Proof. Curves of intersection in Ŝ ∩ B̂ which are inessential in both surfaces would
either give rise to a reduction in |S ∩ B| or could have come from the doubling of
arcs in S∩ B which would give rise to a reduction in |S∩ B| in a fashion similar to
the previous claim. �

Claim 3. There are no ∂-parallel annular components of Ŝ ∩ Ŵ or Ŝ ∩ V̂ .

Proof. Any such component disjoint from G would have been eliminated when
|S ∩ B| was minimized. The intersection of any such component intersecting G
with M1 would be a ∂-parallel disk which also would have been eliminated when
|S ∩ B| was minimized. �

Now we have satisfied all the hypotheses to obtain the sequence of isotopic
copies of Ŝ described in Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5 of [Hartshorn 2002]. Depending
on whether either of Ŝ ∩ V̂ or Ŝ ∩ Ŵ contains disk components or not, we apply
either Lemma 4.4 or 4.5, respectively, of [Hartshorn 2002] to obtain a sequence
of boundary compressions of Ŝ in V̂ or Ŵ , which gives rise to a path in C(Ŝ).
A priori, this path would not restrict to a path in AC(S), but the following claim
shows that we can choose the compressions to be symmetric across G, and so each
compression will correspond to an edge in AC(S).

Claim 4. If there exists an elementary ∂-compression of Ŝ in V̂ (resp., Ŵ ), then
there exists an elementary compression of Ŝ in V̂ (resp., Ŵ ) which is symmetric
across G in the sense that either

(1) the ∂-compressing disk D1 is disjoint from G in M1, and there is a correspond-
ing ∂-compressing disk D2 in M2, or

(2) the ∂-compression is along a disk that is symmetric across G.
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Proof. Let D be an elementary ∂-compression disk for, say, Ŝ ∩ V̂ chosen to
minimize |D ∩G|. We may restrict attention to such disks with |D ∩G|> 0.

First, we observe that D∩G cannot contain any loops of intersection, for a loop
of D ∩G innermost in D bounds a subdisk of D which would either give rise to a
compression for G or would provide a means of isotoping D so as to lower |D∩G|.
Thus, D ∩G consists only of arcs. These arcs are either

• vertical arcs, with one endpoint on each of Ŝ and B̂,

• Ŝ-arcs, with both endpoints on Ŝ, or

• B̂-arcs, with both endpoints on B̂.

Consider an Ŝ-arc of D ∩G, outermost in D, cutting off subdisk D′ from D,
with boundary consisting of σ in Ŝ and γ in G. Without loss of generality, assume
D′ ⊂ M1. If σ is essential in Ŝ ∩M1, then D′ is a boundary-compression disk for
S in M, which is impossible. If σ is inessential in Ŝ ∩M1, then it must cobound a
disk E in Ŝ ∩M1 together with an arc σ ′ ⊆ ∂(Ŝ ∩M1). The curve γ ∪ σ ′ cannot
be essential in G, else D′ ∪ E would be a compressing disk for G. Thus, γ ∪ σ ′

bounds a disk, F ⊆ G. Now F ∪ D′ ∪ E is a sphere bounding a ball in M1, so
D∪ E is isotopic to F, and replacing D′ with F results in an elementary boundary-
compressing disk for Ŝ ∩ V with fewer intersections with G than D. Thus we may
assume that D ∩G contains no Ŝ-arcs.

Now consider a subdisk D′ of D which is cut off by all the arcs of D ∩ G
and whose boundary consists of no more than one vertical arc. Without loss of
generality, assume D′ ⊆ M1. Suppose ∂D′ has B̂-arcs, β1, β2, . . . , βk . Then all
the βi are disjoint arcs on G. If any of them are inessential in G ∩ V̂ then they
bound disks Bi ⊆ G ∩ V1. If any of the βi are essential in G ∩ V̂ , then they bound
disks Bi ⊆ V1 that are bridge disks for n(0) in V1. In either case, D′ ∪

(⋃k
i=1 Bi

)
results in a boundary-compressing disk for S ∩ V̂ with fewer intersections with G
than D. This boundary-compressing disk is still elementary as the arc in Ŝ remains
unchanged. Thus, we may assume that D ∩G consists solely of vertical arcs.

Let γ be an arc of D ∩ G outermost in D, cutting off a subdisk D1 from D.
Without loss of generality, D1 ⊆ M1. The boundary of D1 consists of three arcs;
γ ⊆ G, σ1 ⊆ S1 and β1 ⊆ B1. By symmetry, there exists disk D2 ⊆ M2 in M2,
so that D1 ∪ D2 is a disk in V̂ with boundary consisting of arcs σ = σ1 ∪ σ2 ⊆ Ŝ
and β = β1 ∪β2 ⊆ B̂, intersecting G in exactly one arc, γ . Finally, we must show
that σ is a “strongly essential” arc in Ŝ ∩ V̂ .

If σ is not strongly essential then it is either the meridian of a boundary-parallel
annulus of Ŝ ∩ V̂ , which is not possible since σ1 was a subarc of the original
elementary compression disk D, or σ is inessential in Ŝ ∩ V̂ . If σ is inessential
then it would cobound a disk E in Ŝ together with an arc σ ′ ⊆ Ŝ ∩ B̂. This disk
provides an isotopy in Ŝ of σ1 to σ2.
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If the disk D′ = D r D1 only intersects D2 in γ then D′ ∪ D2 is a compressing
disk for Ŝ ∩ V̂ with fewer arcs of intersection with G, as the disk can be isotoped
away from γ . This disk is still an elementary compressing disk because σ1 is
isotopic to σ2, and so contradicts our original choice of D.

Thus, σ is strongly essential in Ŝ ∩ V̂ , and D1 ∪ D2 is a new compressing disk
for Ŝ ∩ V̂ that is symmetric across G. �

We may, thus, proceed exactly as in Theorem 2.14. Each elementary boundary
compression of Ŝ towards either of V̂ or Ŵ can be performed in a symmetric way,
demonstrating a path from DV̂ to DŴ in C(Ŝ) of length no greater than twice the
genus of Ŝ, which is 2(g(S)+ |∂S| − 1).

Each time a boundary compression for Ŝ corresponds to a pair of curves ĉi

and ĉi+1 in S1 that contribute an edge in a path in C(Ŝ) from DV̂ to DŴ , there is
immediately a pair of curves ĉi+2 and ĉi+3 in S2 also contributing an edge in a path
from DV to DW , and this pair of paths corresponds to a single pair of curves ci and
ci+1 in S contributing a single edge in AC(S). Each time a boundary compression
for Ŝ corresponds to a pair of curves intersecting G that contributes an edge in a
path in C(Ŝ) from DV̂ to DŴ , the restriction of these curves to S1 is a pair of arcs
contributing an edge in AC(S).

Further, since the boundary compressions (and elimination of boundary-parallel
annuli) are all being performed symmetrically, the resulting disks DV̂ ∈ DV̂ from
Ŝ ∩ V̂ and DŴ ∈ DŴ from Ŝ ∩ Ŵ are symmetric. That is, either DV̂ (resp., DŴ )
is disjoint from G, so that we may assume that it sits in V1 (resp., W1), or it is
symmetric across G so that DV̂ ∩M1 (resp., DŴ ∩M1) is a graph bridge disk for
0 in M. In either case, this demonstrates a path in AC(S) from DGV to DGW of
length no greater than 2(g(S)+ |∂S| − 1). �

3. Theorem 1.1

Bachman [2010] defined the topological index of a surface. In contrast to the
distances between subcomplexes each corresponding to some disks discussed in
Section 2, he exploits the homotopy type of the complex of all disks.

Definition 3.1. The surface B is said to be topologically minimal if either DB is
empty, or if there exists an n ∈N so that πn(DB) 6= 0. If a surface B is topologically
minimal, then the topological index is defined to be the smallest n ∈ N so that
πn−1(DB) 6= 0, or 0 if DB is empty.

Bachman and Johnson [2010] showed that surfaces of arbitrarily high index exist,
but their manifolds all contain essential tori. We prove an analogue of this.

Theorem 1.1. There is a closed 3-manifold M1, with an index 1 Heegaard surface S,
such that for each n, the lift of S to some n-fold cover Mn of M1 has topological
index n. Moreover, Mn is hyperbolic for all n.
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3A. The construction. Let n be a positive integer. We will construct a hyperbolic
manifold containing a Heegaard surface of topological index n.

Using the machinery in Theorem 2.6, let L be a link in S3 with two components,
L and K, that are each 2-bridge with respect to a bridge sphere B of distance at
least 24n+ 7. Let V and W be the two 3-balls bounded by B. Since L is in bridge
position, there exist disks DV and DW properly embedded in V and W, respectively,
with (L∩ V )⊂ DV , and (L∩W )⊂ DW . By modifying DV if necessary, we can
find two arcs τL and τK in the interior of V such that

(1) τL ∪ τK ⊂ DV ,

(2) τL ∩ τK =∅,

(3) τL ∩L= ∂τL ⊂ L and τK ∩L= ∂τK ⊂ K,

(4) the endpoints of τK are on different components of K ∩ V, and the endpoints
of τL are on different components of L ∩ V.

Let L ′= L∪τL , let GL = ∂n(L ′), let K ′= K ∪τK , let G K = ∂n(K ′), and let 0=
L∪τL∪τK = L ′∪K ′. Observe that 0 is a graph in bridge position with respect to B.
Let M ′ = S3 r n(0), let V ′ = V r n(0), and let W ′ =W r n(0)=W r n(L), and
B ′ = B r n(0)= B r n(L).

For each i = 1, 2, . . . , n, let M ′i be homeomorphic to M ′, along with homeomor-
phic copies Li of L, (GL)i of GL , (G K )i of G K , and B ′i of B ′.

Then, for each i = 1, 2, . . . , (n− 1), identify (G K )i with (GL)i+1 and identify
(G K )n with (GL)1, all via the same homeomorphism. Call the resulting closed
3-manifold Mn. Observe that the union of the B ′i is a closed surface that we will
call Bn. We will show that Bn is a Heegaard surface for Mn, that Bn has high
topological index, and that Mn is hyperbolic.

Proposition 3.2. For each n, Bn
⊂ Mn is a genus 3n+ 1 Heegaard surface.

Proof. That the genus of Bn is 3n+ 1 can be verified by an Euler characteristic
count. It suffices, then, to verify that the complement of Bn is two handlebodies,
V n and W n.

Since 0 was in bridge position with respect to B, there are disks DV and DW

properly embedded in V and W, respectively, so that 0∩V ⊂ DV and 0∩W ⊂ DW .
Then DV and DW cut along 0 is a collection of subdisks.

The result of cutting V rn(0) along all these subdisks of DV is a pair of 3-balls,
each with two subdisks, D+1 and D+2 , of n(0) contained in the boundary. Each
identification of (G K )i with (GL)i+1 (indices mod n) glues pairs of these subdisks
along arcs, resulting in disks in V n, and further cutting along (n−1) copies of each
of D+1 and D+2 results in a collection of 3-balls, showing that V n is a handlebody.

Similarly, the result of cutting W rn(0) along all of the subdisks of DW is a pair
of 3-balls, each with four subdisks of n(0) contained in the boundary, D−1 , D−2 , D−3 ,
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and D−4 . Each identification of (G K )i with (GL)i+1 (indices mod n) glues pairs
of these subdisks along arcs, resulting in disks in W n, and further cutting along
(n− 1) copies of each of D−1 , D−2 , D−3 , and D−4 results in a collection of 3-balls,
showing that W n is a handlebody. �

3B. Bounding from above.

Proposition 3.3. The surface Bn has topological index at most n.

Proof. Our proof will follow almost exactly the proof of Proposition 5 from
[Bachman and Johnson 2010]. In each copy M ′i of the manifold M ′, we have the
surface B ′i , a copy of B ′, dividing the manifold into V ′i and W ′i , copies of V ′ and W ′.
Observe that in each V ′i , there is exactly one essential disk, D+i with boundary
contained in B ′i , just as in [Bachman and Johnson 2010]. However, in each W ′i ,
there are several essential disks with boundary contained in B ′i . We will call this
collection of disks D−i . From each D−i , choose a single representative D−i .

Define the subcomplex, P, of DM spanned by the vertices corresponding to⋃
i {D
+

i , D−i }, which is homeomorphic to an (n−1)-sphere. Then, define a map
F :DM → P by the identity on P, and by sending a vertex corresponding to a disk
D 6∈

⋃
i {D
+

i , D−i } to the vertex corresponding to D+j or D−j , where either D ∈D−j ,
or j is the smallest index for which an essential outermost subdisk of D r

(⋃
i Gi

)
is contained in V ′j or W ′j , respectively.

Just as in [Bachman and Johnson 2010], we claim that this map F is a simplicial
map that fixes each vertex of P. To see this, consider any two disks D1 and D2

connected by an edge in DM (so that the disks are realized disjointly in M). Observe
that by our construction of M ′ and Corollary 2.13, any disk contained in V ′j must
intersect any disk contained in W ′j (whether either disk is a bridge disk, a graph-
bridge disk, or the boundary is contained in B ′j ). So, if D±i = F(D1) 6= F(D2)=D±j ,
then i 6= j, and F(D1) is joined to F(D2) in P. Thus, F is a retraction onto the
(n−1)-sphere, P, showing that πn−1(DM) is nontrivial, so the topological index of
Bn is at most n. �

Corollary 3.4. The topological index of Bn is well defined, and Bn is topologically
minimal.

3C. Bounding from below. We make use of an important theorem in the develop-
ment of the topological index by Bachman:

Theorem 3.5 [Bachman 2010, Theorem 3.7]. Let G be a properly embedded, in-
compressible surface in an irreducible 3-manifold M. Let B be a properly embedded
surface in M with topological index n. Then B may be isotoped so that

(1) B meets G in p saddles, for some p ≤ n, and

(2) the sum of the topological indices of the components of B r n(G), plus p, is at
most n.
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Proposition 3.6. The surface Bn has topological index no smaller than n.

Proof. Suppose Bn had topological index ι < n. Let G be the union of all the genus
two surfaces Gn

i := (G K )i = (GL)i+1 (indices mod n) in the manifold Mn. By
Theorem 3.5, Bn can be isotoped to a surface, Bn

+
, so that Bn

+
meets G in σ saddles,

the sum of the topological indices of the components of Bn
+
rn(G) is k, and k+σ ≤ ι.

Observe that χ(Bn
+
r n(G))=−6n+ σ . We may isotope any annular components

of Bn
+
r n(G) that are boundary-parallel into ∂n(G) completely into n(G). Note

that this will have no effect on the Euler characteristic of Bn
+
rn(G), nor any effect

on the topological index, since such a component will have topological index 0.
Any component, Q, of Bn

+
∩n(G) is contained in n(Gn

i ) for some i . Any such Q
is a punctured sphere with, say, d boundary components, has d − 2 saddles, and
we will show that at most d − 2 of its boundary components can bound disks of
Bn
+
r n(G) that are boundary-parallel into ∂n(G) in Mi r n(G) or Mi+1 r n(G).

As Bn
+

is connected and not a sphere, all the boundary curves of Q cannot bound
disks. Suppose, then, that d−1 of the curves bound disks that are boundary-parallel
into ∂n(G) in Mi r n(G) or Mi+1 r n(G), and let c be the remaining boundary
component of Q. As the other curves all bound disks that can be isotoped into
n(Gn

i ), and Gn
i is incompressible in Mn, c must bound a disk in ∂n(Gn

i ). By pushing
this disk slightly into Mi or Mi+1, we have a compressing disk for a component
of Bn

+
r n(G) that is disjoint from all other compressing disks for that component.

Thus, the disk complex for that component is contractible, contrary to the fact that it
is topologically minimal. Thus, at most d−2 of the boundary components of Q can
bound disks that are boundary-parallel into ∂n(G) in Mi r n(G) or Mi+1 r n(G).

Therefore, the total number of disk components of Bn
+
rn(G) that are boundary-

parallel in Mn r n(G) is β ≤ σ . So we may further isotope all β such boundary-
parallel disks into n(G), and call the resulting surface Bn

0 . Still, then, each compo-
nent of Bn

0 rn(G) is topologically minimal, the topological index will be unchanged
as each boundary-parallel disk has topological index 0, Bn

0 rn(G) has no boundary-
parallel disks or annuli, and

χ(Bn
0 r n(G))= χ(Bn

+
r n(G))−β ≥ χ(Bn

+
r n(G))− σ =−6n.

First, suppose that there is some component of Bn
0 r n(G) with Euler character-

istic less than −6n. In this case, because the Euler characteristic of Bn
0 r n(G) is

greater than or equal to−6n, there must be a component of Bn
0 rn(G) with positive

Euler characteristic. But there are no disks, as we have eliminated boundary-parallel
disks and an essential disk would be a compression of G in Mn, and it cannot be a
sphere, so this is impossible.

Thus, we may suppose that the Euler characteristic of each component of
Bn

0 r n(G) is bounded below by −6n. Observe that each component of G is an
incompressible surface, so Bn cannot be made disjoint from any component of G,
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and so (Bn
0 rn(G))∩Mi is nonempty for all i . As the sum of the topological indices

of the components of Bn
0 rn(G) is k < n, there must be at least one index j so that

every component of (Bn
0 rn(G))∩M j has topological index 0. Thus, there is some

component of (Bn
0 r n(G))∩M j , and all such components are incompressible and

have Euler characteristic bounded below by−6n. If necessary, maximally boundary
compress (Bn

0rn(G))∩M j , and isotope any resulting boundary-parallel components
into n(G). As Bn

0 cannot be isotoped away from any copy of Gn
i , there must be some

component remaining that is incompressible, boundary-incompressible, and not
boundary-parallel. Since boundary compressions only increase Euler characteristic,
the resulting component has Euler characteristic bounded below by −6n. Call this
component B ′′.

By Lemma 2.9 and Corollary 2.13, in M j with B j a copy of B ′, we have

dC(B j ,L)≤ 2dBD(B j ,L)≤ 2(1+ dG(B j , 0)).

By Theorem 1.2, dG(B j , 0)≤ 2(2g(B ′′)+ |∂B ′′| − 1). By our choice of L and the
fact that χ(S)= 2− 2g(S)− |∂S|, we have

24n+ 7≤ dC(B j ,L)≤ 2+ 2dG(B j , 0)≤ 8g(B ′′)+ 4|∂B ′′| − 2=−4χ(B ′′)+ 6.

On the other hand we have just shown that −6n ≤ χ(B ′′), a contradiction. Thus,
the topological index of Bn cannot be less than n. �

3D. Hyperbolicity. We have now shown that Mn contains a surface of topological
index n. To prove Theorem 1.1 it remains to show that Mn is hyperbolic.

Proposition 3.7. For all n, Mn is hyperbolic.

Proof. Consider an essential surface S in Mn with Euler characteristic bounded
below by 0, chosen to intersect G minimally. If S ∩ G = ∅, we arrive at a
contradiction to Theorem 1.2 as S would lie in one of the copies of M ′. If S∩G 6=∅,
the incompressibility and boundary-incompressibility of G guarantees that the
curves of S∩G are essential in S. Thus S∩M ′i is a collection of one or more planar
surfaces for some i . This again contradicts Theorem 1.2. Thus, in particular, Mn is
prime and atoroidal for all n. Then, as G is an incompressible surface in Mn, we
conclude that Mn is hyperbolic. �

Now the proof of Theorem 1.1 follows.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let Mn and Bn be as in Section 3A. We note that Mn is an
n-fold cover of M1. By Proposition 3.2, Bn is a genus 3n+ 1 Heegaard surface.
By Propositions 3.3 and 3.6, Bn has topological index n, and by Proposition 3.7,
Mn is hyperbolic. �



318 MARION CAMPISI AND MATT RATHBUN

References

[Bachman 2010] D. Bachman, “Topological index theory for surfaces in 3-manifolds”, Geom. Topol.
14:1 (2010), 585–609. MR Zbl

[Bachman 2012a] D. Bachman, “Normalizing topologically minimal surfaces I: Global to local
index”, preprint, 2012. arXiv

[Bachman 2012b] D. Bachman, “Normalizing topologically minimal surfaces II: Disks”, preprint,
2012. arXiv

[Bachman 2012c] D. Bachman, “Normalizing topologically minimal surfaces III: Bounded combina-
torics”, preprint, 2012. arXiv

[Bachman 2013] D. Bachman, “Stabilizing and destabilizing Heegaard splittings of sufficiently
complicated 3-manifolds”, Math. Ann. 355:2 (2013), 697–728. MR Zbl

[Bachman and Johnson 2010] D. Bachman and J. Johnson, “On the existence of high index topologi-
cally minimal surfaces”, Math. Res. Lett. 17:3 (2010), 389–394. MR Zbl

[Bachman and Schleimer 2005] D. Bachman and S. Schleimer, “Distance and bridge position”,
Pacific J. Math. 219:2 (2005), 221–235. MR Zbl

[Blair et al. 2013] R. Blair, M. Tomova, and M. Yoshizawa, “High distance bridge surfaces”, Algebr.
Geom. Topol. 13:5 (2013), 2925–2946. MR Zbl

[Blair et al. 2017] R. Blair, M. Campisi, J. Johnson, S. A. Taylor, and M. Tomova, “Exceptional and
cosmetic surgeries on knots”, Math. Ann. 367:1-2 (2017), 581–622. MR Zbl

[Colding and Minicozzi 2004a] T. H. Colding and W. P. Minicozzi, II, “The space of embedded
minimal surfaces of fixed genus in a 3-manifold, I: Estimates off the axis for disks”, Ann. of Math.
(2) 160:1 (2004), 27–68. MR Zbl

[Colding and Minicozzi 2004b] T. H. Colding and W. P. Minicozzi, II, “The space of embedded
minimal surfaces of fixed genus in a 3-manifold, II: Multi-valued graphs in disks”, Ann. of Math. (2)
160:1 (2004), 69–92. MR Zbl

[Colding and Minicozzi 2004c] T. H. Colding and W. P. Minicozzi, II, “The space of embedded
minimal surfaces of fixed genus in a 3-manifold, III: Planar domains”, Ann. of Math. (2) 160:2
(2004), 523–572. MR Zbl

[Colding and Minicozzi 2004d] T. H. Colding and W. P. Minicozzi, II, “The space of embedded
minimal surfaces of fixed genus in a 3-manifold, IV: Locally simply connected”, Ann. of Math. (2)
160:2 (2004), 573–615. MR Zbl

[Colding and Minicozzi 2015] T. H. Colding and W. P. Minicozzi, II, “The space of embedded
minimal surfaces of fixed genus in a 3-manifold V; fixed genus”, Ann. of Math. (2) 181:1 (2015),
1–153. MR Zbl

[Du and Qiu 2016] K. Du and R. Qiu, “A note on the uniqueness of unstabilized Heegaard splittings
of amalgamated 3-manifolds”, Topology Appl. 204 (2016), 135–148. MR Zbl

[Goda 1997] H. Goda, “Bridge index for theta curves in the 3-sphere”, Topology Appl. 79:3 (1997),
177–196. MR Zbl

[Hartshorn 2002] K. Hartshorn, “Heegaard splittings of Haken manifolds have bounded distance”,
Pacific J. Math. 204:1 (2002), 61–75. MR Zbl

[Kneser 1929] H. Kneser, “Geschlossene Flächen in dreidimensionalen Mannigfaltigkeiten”, Jahres-
bericht der Deutschen Mathematiker-Vereinigung 38 (1929), 248–259. Zbl

[Lee 2015] J. H. Lee, “On topologically minimal surfaces of high genus”, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc.
143:6 (2015), 2725–2730. MR Zbl

http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/gt.2010.14.585
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2602846
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1206.57020
http://msp.org/idx/arx/1210.4573
http://msp.org/idx/arx/1210.4574
http://msp.org/idx/arx/1303.6643
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00208-012-0802-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00208-012-0802-4
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3010144
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1260.57036
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/MRL.2010.v17.n3.a1
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/MRL.2010.v17.n3.a1
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2653676
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1257.57026
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.2005.219.221
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2175113
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1086.57011
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/agt.2013.13.2925
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3116308
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1278.57004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00208-016-1392-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00208-016-1392-3
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3606449
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1360.57014
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2004.160.27
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2004.160.27
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2119717
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1070.53031
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2004.160.69
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2004.160.69
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2119718
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1070.53032
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2004.160.523
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2004.160.523
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2123932
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1076.53068
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2004.160.573
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2004.160.573
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2123933
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1076.53069
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2015.181.1.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2015.181.1.1
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3272923
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1322.53059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.topol.2016.03.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.topol.2016.03.006
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3482710
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1337.57053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0166-8641(96)00177-0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1467213
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0888.57003
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.2002.204.61
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1905192
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1065.57021
http://eudml.org/doc/145838
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/55.0311.03
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9939-2015-12455-0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3326050
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1315.57023


HYPERBOLIC MANIFOLDS CONTAINING HIGH TOPOLOGICAL INDEX SURFACES 319

[Mossessian 2016] G. Mossessian, “Stabilizing Heegaard splittings of high-distance knots”, Algebr.
Geom. Topol. 16:6 (2016), 3419–3443. MR Zbl

[Namazi 2007] H. Namazi, “Big Heegaard distance implies finite mapping class group”, Topology
Appl. 154:16 (2007), 2939–2949. MR Zbl

[Ohshika and Sakuma 2016] K. Ohshika and M. Sakuma, “Subgroups of mapping class groups
related to Heegaard splittings and bridge decompositions”, Geom. Dedicata 180 (2016), 117–134.
MR Zbl

[Ozawa 2012] M. Ozawa, “Bridge position and the representativity of spatial graphs”, Topology Appl.
159:4 (2012), 936–947. MR Zbl

[Rubinstein 1995] J. H. Rubinstein, “An algorithm to recognize the 3-sphere”, pp. 601–611 in
Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians (Zürich, 1994), vol. 1, edited by S. D.
Chatterji, Birkhäuser, Basel, 1995. MR Zbl

Received June 16, 2017. Revised February 22, 2018.

MARION CAMPISI

MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS DEPARTMENT

SAN JOSÉ STATE UNIVERSITY

SAN JOSÉ, CA
UNITED STATES

marion.campisi@sjsu.edu

MATT RATHBUN

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY, FULLERTON

FULLERTON, CA
UNITED STATES

mrathbun@fullerton.edu

http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/agt.2016.16.3419
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3584263
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/06666105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.topol.2007.05.011
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2355879
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1129.57027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10711-015-0094-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10711-015-0094-4
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3451460
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1334.57016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.topol.2011.11.026
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2876700
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1253.05062
https://www.mathunion.org/fileadmin/ICM/Proceedings/ICM1994.1/ICM1994.1.ocr.pdf
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1403961
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0864.57009
mailto:marion.campisi@sjsu.edu
mailto:mrathbun@fullerton.edu




PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS
Founded in 1951 by E. F. Beckenbach (1906–1982) and F. Wolf (1904–1989)

msp.org/pjm

EDITORS

Don Blasius (Managing Editor)
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555

blasius@math.ucla.edu

Matthias Aschenbrenner
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555

matthias@math.ucla.edu

Daryl Cooper
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Santa Barbara, CA 93106-3080

cooper@math.ucsb.edu

Jiang-Hua Lu
Department of Mathematics

The University of Hong Kong
Pokfulam Rd., Hong Kong

jhlu@maths.hku.hk

Paul Balmer
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555

balmer@math.ucla.edu

Wee Teck Gan
Mathematics Department

National University of Singapore
Singapore 119076

matgwt@nus.edu.sg

Sorin Popa
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555

popa@math.ucla.edu

Paul Yang
Department of Mathematics

Princeton University
Princeton NJ 08544-1000
yang@math.princeton.edu

Vyjayanthi Chari
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Riverside, CA 92521-0135

chari@math.ucr.edu

Kefeng Liu
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555

liu@math.ucla.edu

Jie Qing
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Santa Cruz, CA 95064

qing@cats.ucsc.edu

PRODUCTION
Silvio Levy, Scientific Editor, production@msp.org

SUPPORTING INSTITUTIONS

ACADEMIA SINICA, TAIPEI

CALIFORNIA INST. OF TECHNOLOGY

INST. DE MATEMÁTICA PURA E APLICADA

KEIO UNIVERSITY

MATH. SCIENCES RESEARCH INSTITUTE

NEW MEXICO STATE UNIV.
OREGON STATE UNIV.

STANFORD UNIVERSITY

UNIV. OF BRITISH COLUMBIA

UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY

UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS

UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, LOS ANGELES

UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, RIVERSIDE

UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, SAN DIEGO

UNIV. OF CALIF., SANTA BARBARA

UNIV. OF CALIF., SANTA CRUZ

UNIV. OF MONTANA

UNIV. OF OREGON

UNIV. OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

UNIV. OF UTAH

UNIV. OF WASHINGTON

WASHINGTON STATE UNIVERSITY

These supporting institutions contribute to the cost of publication of this Journal, but they are not owners or publishers and have no
responsibility for its contents or policies.

See inside back cover or msp.org/pjm for submission instructions.

The subscription price for 2018 is US $475/year for the electronic version, and $640/year for print and electronic.
Subscriptions, requests for back issues and changes of subscriber address should be sent to Pacific Journal of Mathematics, P.O. Box
4163, Berkeley, CA 94704-0163, U.S.A. The Pacific Journal of Mathematics is indexed by Mathematical Reviews, Zentralblatt MATH,
PASCAL CNRS Index, Referativnyi Zhurnal, Current Mathematical Publications and Web of Knowledge (Science Citation Index).

The Pacific Journal of Mathematics (ISSN 0030-8730) at the University of California, c/o Department of Mathematics, 798 Evans Hall
#3840, Berkeley, CA 94720-3840, is published twelve times a year. Periodical rate postage paid at Berkeley, CA 94704, and additional
mailing offices. POSTMASTER: send address changes to Pacific Journal of Mathematics, P.O. Box 4163, Berkeley, CA 94704-0163.

PJM peer review and production are managed by EditFLOW® from Mathematical Sciences Publishers.

PUBLISHED BY

mathematical sciences publishers
nonprofit scientific publishing

http://msp.org/
© 2018 Mathematical Sciences Publishers

http://msp.org/pjm/
mailto:blasius@math.ucla.edu
mailto:matthias@math.ucla.edu
mailto:cooper@math.ucsb.edu
mailto:jhlu@maths.hku.hk
mailto:balmer@math.ucla.edu
mailto:matgwt@nus.edu.sg
mailto:popa@math.ucla.edu
mailto:yang@math.princeton.edu
mailto:chari@math.ucr.edu
mailto:liu@math.ucla.edu
mailto:qing@cats.ucsc.edu
mailto:production@msp.org
http://msp.org/pjm/
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet
http://www.emis.de/ZMATH/
http://www.viniti.ru/math_new.html
http://www.ams.org/bookstore-getitem/item=cmp
http://apps.isiknowledge.com
http://msp.org/
http://msp.org/


PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS

Volume 296 No. 2 October 2018

257Congruence subgroups and super-modular categories
PARSA BONDERSON, ERIC C. ROWELL, ZHENGHAN WANG and QING

ZHANG

271On the Chow ring of the stack of truncated Barsotti–Tate Groups
DENNIS BROKEMPER

305Hyperbolic manifolds containing high topological index surfaces
MARION CAMPISI and MATT RATHBUN

321Length spectra of sub-Riemannian metrics on compact Lie groups
ANDRÁS DOMOKOS, MATTHEW KRAUEL, VINCENT PIGNO, COREY

SHANBROM and MICHAEL VANVALKENBURGH

341The action of the Hecke operators on the component groups of modular
Jacobian varieties

TAEKYUNG KIM and HWAJONG YOO

357Liouville theorems, volume growth, and volume comparison for Ricci
shrinkers

LI MA

371Presentations of generalisations of Thompson’s group V
CONCHITA MARTÍNEZ-PÉREZ, FRANCESCO MATUCCI and BRITA

NUCINKIS

405Localization functors and cosupport in derived categories of commutative
Noetherian rings

TSUTOMU NAKAMURA and YUJI YOSHINO

437Zeta integrals for GSp(4) via Bessel models
RALF SCHMIDT and LONG TRAN

481Toric surfaces over an arbitrary field
FEI XIE

509Erratum for the article The Johnson–Morita theory for the rings of Fricke
characters of free groups

TAKAO SATOH

0030-8730(201810)296:2;1-S

Pacific
JournalofM

athem
atics

2018
Vol.296,N

o.2


	1. Introduction
	2. Definitions
	3. Theorem 1.1
	3A. The construction
	3B. Bounding from above
	3C. Bounding from below
	3D. Hyperbolicity

	References
	
	

