arXiv:2403.05148v1 [math.GT] 8 Mar 2024

CROSSING NUMBER OF CURVES ON SURFACES

JASMIN JORG

ABSTRACT. We consider systems of simple closed curves on surfaces
and their total number of intersection points, their so-called crossing
number. For a fixed number of curves, we aim to minimise the crossing
number. We determine the minimal crossing number of up to 12 curves
on a surface of genus 2 and prove that minimising systems are unique
up to homeomorphisms of the surface and isotopies of curves.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this article, the objects of study are systems of simple closed curves on
surfaces and their total number of intersection points, their so-called cross-
ing number. Optimising such systems of curves has long been of interest,
usually taking the approach of maximising the number of curves under given
conditions on the intersection numbers. It is, for example, well-known that
in a closed surface of genus g, there are at most 3g — 3 pairwise disjoint
and non-homotopic, simple closed curves, maximal systems being given by
a decomposition of the surface into pairs of pants. It is also known that
there are at most 2g + 1 curves intersecting pairwise exactly once [MRT13].
However, the maximal number of curves in so-called 1-systems, that is, sys-
tems of curves intersecting pairwise at most once, remains an open question
for g > 3. The answer is easily given for a torus, where a maximal 1-system
consists of three curves. For a surface of genus 2, the answer is given by
Malestein, Rivin and Theran. They prove that maximal 1-systems contain
12 curves and that exactly two mapping class orbits of maximal 1-systems
exist [MRT13]. For higher genus surfaces, the exact answer remains un-
known; the best upper bound is of order g2 log(g), given by Greene [Grel§].
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Besides being fascinating objects in their own right, 1-systems are of in-
terest due to their connection to systoles in hyperbolic geometry: In a closed
hyperbolic surface, any two systoles intersect at most once. Thus, systems
of systoles naturally are 1-systems. The maximal number of systoles among
hyperbolic surfaces of a given genus, the so-called kissing number, is there-
fore closely related to the study of 1-systems. For genus 2, it is known that
the kissing number is 12, which is realised by a unique hyperbolic surface,
the Bolza surface [Sch94]. The best known upper bound for the kissing
number of surfaces of genus g is of order %, given by Parlier [Par13].

In this article, we take the reverse approach; we fix the number of curves
k and aim to determine how many intersection points any k pairwise non-
homotopic curves necessarily create. That is, what is the minimal crossing
number of k curves in a surface of genus g? Our interest is twofold: On the
one hand, we determine the minimal crossing number of k£ curves on a genus
g surface, denoted cr(k; g), for small k, focusing mainly, but not exclusively,
on a surface of genus 2. On the other hand, we consider the properties of
minimising systems and see that while they are unique for small systems
and small genus, this seems not to be the case in general. Our main goal is
to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. In a surface of genus 2, the minimal crossing numbers of
up to 12 curves are:

cr(4;2) =1, cr(7;2) = 6, cr(10;2) = 21,
cr(5;2) = 2, cr(8;2) = 10, cr(11;2) = 28,
cr(6;2) = 4, cr(9;2) = 14, cr(12;2) = 36.

For 4 < k < 12, realisations of cr(k;2) are unique up to homeomorphisms
of the surface and isotopies of curves. Further, for k < 11, any minimal
system of k curves may be obtained by adding a curve to a minimal system
of k—1 curves. The unique minimal system of 12 curves cannot be obtained
in this way.

One of the curve systems we examine more closely is a system of 12 curves
on a surface of genus 2 that arises from a description of a maximal 1-system
given in [MRT13|. It is related to the system of systoles in the Bolza surface
via a homeomorphism of the surface and isotopies of curves. One of our goals
is to prove that it is minimal in terms of the crossing number of 12 curves.
We further prove that any minimising system of 12 curves is a 1-system,
which in turn implies that minimal systems of 12 curves are unique.

The main part of this article is devoted to the proof of Theorem [I.1]
which is a collection of several results contained in Sections I3 and [5Bt The
minimal crossing numbers are given in Propositions [3.1] [5.6] [5.10] and
the uniqueness of minimal systems is given in Proposition and Corol-
lary Along the way, we obtain some more general results; namely, we
determine cr(k;g) for ¢ > 2 and k& < 5g — 3 in Section |3| as well as cr(k;1)
for k < 6 in Section [4] Realisations of minimal crossing numbers in higher
genus surfaces are investigated in Section[6] We explore the order of growth
of cr(k;g) in Section [7, where we give a lower bound of order k? and an

243,53
upper bound of order k" 39-3,
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2. CROSSING NUMBER OF CURVES

Let X, be a smooth, closed, connected and orientable surface of genus g.
A simple closed curve in X4 is an embedded circle, that is, a closed curve with
no self-intersections. Any simple closed curve is isotopic to a smooth simple
closed curve, we may therefore assume all curves to be smooth. Further, any
two curves that intersect are isotopic to curves that intersect transversely, we
thus assume that all intersections are transverse. In particular, this means
the number of intersection points of any two simple closed curves is finite.

For simple closed curves v and ¢, there is a notion of an intersection
number: the geometric intersection number of v and 0, denoted i(,d), is
the minimal number of intersection points between curves 4 and 4 homotopic
to v and §: 3 3

i(,6) = min{#(5N8) | 5 ~ 7,5 ~ 3},
where ~ denotes homotopy between curves. When i(vy,d) = #(y N J), we
say that «v and § are in minimal position. For details, see e.g. Chapter 1 in
[EFM12].

For a collection of simple closed curves v1,...,7; in 3,4, we consider the
crossing number of v1, ..., v, defined as
(v, ) = Y i)
1<i<j<k
When convenient, we write cr(I') for cr(yi,...,v) f I' = {y1,...,7%} is a
finite set of curves.

We define cr(k; g) as the minimum of all crossing numbers cr(vyi, ..., V),
where 71,...,7; C Xy is any collection of k& non-contractible, pairwise non-
homotopic, simple closed curves. We call cr(k;g) the minimal crossing
number of k curves in ¥,. We refer to a system of curves 71,...,7; with
cr(v1,...,v) = cr(k; g) as a minimal system or a realisation of cr(k;g).

Throughout Chapters whenever we consider a system of curves, it
is to be understood that these curves are non-contractible, pairwise non-
homotopic, simple, closed, and with transverse intersection. Unless other-
wise stated, we assume that all curves are in minimal position.

3. COUNTING INTERSECTION POINTS

We start out with a few simple topological considerations, which let us
determine cr(k;g) for k < 59 — 3. After that, we establish a fundamen-
tal counting argument that will be applied numerous times throughout the
following chapters.

Proposition 3.1. Let g > 2. Then
(i) cx(k;g) =0, for k < 3g— 3,
(ii) cx(3g —3 + k;g) =k, for 1 <k <g,
(iii) cr(4g — 3+ k;9) = g+ 2k, for 1 <k <g.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the fact that a surface of
genus g may be decomposed into pairs of pants by 3g — 3 pairwise disjoint
simple closed curves.

(i1); Clearly cr(k;g) is increasing in k, we prove that for k > 3g — 3, it
is strictly increasing. Assume towards a contradiction that there exists
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k> 3g — 3 such that cr(k + 1;9) = cr(k;g) and let T' = {v1,...,7+1}
be a minimal system of curves in ¥, For all ¢ € {1,...,k + 1}, the set
Iy =T\ {7} is a system of k curves, so cr(I';) > cr(k;g). We get

k+1
Z i(vi,y;) = cr(T) — cr(Ty)
j=1
<cr(k+1;9) —cr(k; g)

SO Zfill i(7i,7vj) =0forall i € {1,...,k+1}. But this means that the k+1
curves in I' are pairwise disjoint, contradicting k+1 > 3g—3. Thus, cr(k;g)
is strictly increasing for k > 3g — 3 and therefore cr(k;g) > k — (3g — 3) for
all k > 3g — 3 or equivalently

cx(Bg—3+kig) >k (1)

for all £ > 0. This establishes one inequality of For the other inequality,
consider the following system of curves (see Figure : Let a1,..., 0943 be
pairwise disjoint curves such that X, \ (; U--- U agg—3) consists of ¢ tori
with one removed disc and g — 2 pairs of pants. In each torus, choose
two curves 3; and ~y; intersecting exactly once. For 1 < k < g, set A =

{oa,...,009-3,81,...,B8g,71,---, 7} We have:
cr(3g — 3+ k;g) < er(Ay)
= k.

Above, we have shown that cr(k;g) is strictly increasing in k for
k > 3g — 3, which means that cr(k + 1;9) > cr(k;g) + 1. We prove that
for k > 49 — 3, we have cr(k + 1;g9) > cr(k;g) + 2, which together with
cr(4g — 3;9) = g implies one inequality of [[Hi)} cr(4g — 3 + k; g) > g + 2k.
For this, assume towards a contradiction that cr(k 4+ 1;9) = cr(k;g) + 1
for some k > 49 — 3 and let I' = {~1,...,7v+1} be a minimal system. For
ie{l,...,k+1}, consider I'; = I"\ {7;}, which is a system of k curves and
therefore satisfies cr(I';) > cr(k; g). It follows that

k+1
> i) = (D) - ex(T)
j=1
< cr(k+1;9) — cr(k; g)

i

so each curve ~; intersects at most one other curve, and if it does intersect
another curve, there is exactly one intersection point. This means that I"
contains cr(k+1; g) disjoint pairs of curves intersecting exactly once, and all
other intersection numbers are zero. In a genus g surface, there are at most
g such pairs of curves, contradicting cr(k + 1;¢g) > g, which follows from
since k > 4g — 3. Thus, cr(k+ 1;9) > cr(k; g) + 2 for k > 49 — 3.

For the other inequality, consider once more the system of curves in Fig-
ure[l] For1 <i <y, let d; be the curve obtained from ; by applying a Dehn

twist about B;. Set Ay = {041,...,agg_g,ﬁl,...,69,71,...,79,61,...,5k}.
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We have
cr(4g — 3+ k; g) < cr(Ay)
=g+ 2k. O

FIGURE 1. Curves aq,...,024-3, B1,..., 0y, 01,...,0qg

Lemma 3.2. Let g > 1 and let v1,...,v C X4 be a system of curves
satisfying for some m € {2,...,k} and n > 0: cr(viy,...,%,,) = n for any
1<y <<y <k. Then

k(k—1)
- > | — .
Cr(fyla 7’7k’) = ’Vm(m — l)n-‘
Proof. By assumption, cr(viy,...,%,,) > n forany 1 <i; < --- < i, < k.

Summing over all possible 1 < iy < --- < 1, < k, each pairwise intersection
number is counted ( :1__22) times, thus,

(k_2>cr(71,--.ﬁk): Z ety -+ Vi)

m — 2 A )
1<i1 < <im<k

()"

v

and therefore

k(k—1)
er(y, . ) >
rn ) m(m — 1)
Since cr(71, . . ., k) takes integer values, we may round up to the next integer
on the right-hand side of this inequality. O

Corollary 3.3. Fork>2 and 2 <m < k:

cr(k; g) > V(k_l))cr(m;g)w :

m(m —1
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4. GENUS 1

When considering minimal systems on a surface of genus 2 in Chapter
subsystems of curves occur that are contained in a subsurface of genus 1.
Therefore, we briefly restrict our attention to systems of curves on the torus
¥1. We determine cr(k; 1) for £ < 6 and prove that for k < 5, realisations of
the minimal crossing number are unique up to homeomorphisms of »; and
isotopies of curves. We start by recalling some facts about simple closed
curves on the torus (Chapters 1 and 2 in [FM12]).

There is a bijective correspondence between non-trivial isotopy classes of
(oriented) simple closed curves on the torus and primitive vectors in Z2. For
simplicity, we thus consider elements of Z? rather than curves themselves.
In a slightly imprecise use of language, we call elements (a,b) € Z? curves
when we mean the (isotopy classes of) curves in ¥; corresponding to (a,b).
The geometric intersection number of two curves (a, b) and (¢, d) is given by

i((a,b), (c,d)) = |ad — bc|.
Further, the mapping class group of the torus is isomorphic to SLy(Z), where
elements A € SL2(Z) act on Z? by left-multiplication. Note that we look
at unoriented curves only, so (a,b) and (—a,—b) correspond to the same
unoriented simple closed curve.
We consider the following curves:

w1 (1,0),
W9 = (O, 1),
w3 = (1, 1),
Wy = (—1, 1), (2)
Wy = (2, 1),
We = (1,2).

Computing the intersection numbers, we obtain the following upper bounds:
cr(1;1) < cr(wy) =0,

cr(2;1) < cer(wg,w2) =1,
cr(3;1) < er(wy, we,ws) = 3,
er(4;1) < er(wn, ... wa) =T, 3)
cr(5;1) < cr(wy,...,ws) = 14,
cr(6;1) < cr(wy, ..., we) = 24.
For k < 6, the curves wy, ..., w; minimise the crossing number of k£ curves

on the torus. As we see in the next lemma, this is immediate for k£ < 4.
Further, these realisations are unique in the following sense.

Lemma 4.1. For k < 4, the system wi,...,wg given in (@) s minimal,
i.e. cr(1;1) =0, cr(2;1) =1, cr(3;1) = 3, cr(4;1) = 7. Moreover, for any
other minimal system v1,...,v, € 72, there evists A € SLa(Z) such that

{Avy, ..., Avg} = {wr, ..., w}.

Proof. We first prove that the systems are minimal. Trivially, cr(1;1) =
0. On the torus, any two non-homotopic simple closed curves intersect at
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least once, so cr(2;1) > 1 and cr(3;1) > 3. Moreover, a straightforward
computation shows that a system of curves intersecting pairwise exactly
once consists of at most three curves, so in a system of four curves, one of
the intersection numbers must be at least two, yielding cr(4;1) > 7.

For uniqueness, let v; = (a;,b;) € Z2, i = 1,...,k, be distinct homotopy
classes of curves such that cr(vy,...,vx) = cr(k;1).
For k = 1, uniqueness is an immediate consequence of the fact that (aq,b1)
is primitive. Indeed, SLa(Z) acts transitively on primitive vectors in Z2.
k = 2: Since |a1by — agbi| = 1, one of (_bzl _a‘I?>7 <_b(1)2 _;51) is an
element of SLy(Z). Both map {v1,v2} to {w1,ws}.
k = 3: The images of {vy,vs,v3} under the maps from the case k = 2,

are {wi, wa, w3} and {w1, we,wys}. If the latter, apply <(1) i), which maps

{wy, w2, ws} to {wy, we,ws}.

k = 4: We may assume that i(v3, v4) = 2 and all other intersection numbers
are 1. In particular, this means cr(vy, va, v3) = 3, so by the case k = 3, after
a homeomorphism (and possibly renaming v1, v, v3) we may assume that
v1 = (1,0), va = (0,1), v3 = (1,1), v4a = (a,b). We get

4= Zi(vi,m) = |a|] + |b] + |a = b].
i=1

Therefore, vy € {(_11 1)7 (27 1)7 (1>2>} N {w47w57w6}' If vy = (27 1)7 apply
1 -1\ . 1 0
(0 1 ), if vy = (1,2), apply (_1 1). O

In order to find the minimal crossing number of 5 or 6 curves, we first con-
sider the possible intersection patterns of four curves. For this, we introduce
the intersection graph.

Definition 4.2. The intersection graph of curves vy,...,vx C X1 is the
weighted graph on vertices {1,...,k}, where for 1 < 4,5 < k, there is an
edge of weight i(v;,v;) between vertices i and j.

For simplicity, we leave edges of weight 1 unlabeled.

Lemma 4.3. Let vy,vo,v3,v4 € Z2 be any collection of curves. Then
cr(vi,...,v4) # 8. Moreover, if cr(vi,...,v4) = 9, then the intersection
graph of vi,...,v4 is isomorphic to:

ot
(3,0

Proof. Suppose cr(vy,...,vs) = 8. We consider all possible intersection
graphs of v1,...,v4. Up to isomorphism (which corresponds to renaming
v1,...,v4), the intersection graph is one of the following:
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In particular, i(v,v2) = 1. By Lemma after a homeomorphism we may
assume that v; = (1,0), vo = (0,1), v3 = (a,b), v4 = (¢,d). We may further
assume that b,d > 0. We have: i(vi,v3) = b, i(ve,v3) = |a|, i(v1,v4) = d,
i(ve,v4) = |c|. Hence,

i(vs,v4) = |ad — bc]|
_ ) li(v2, v3)i(vr, va) — i(v1, v3)i(v2, va)|  if sgn(a) = sgn(c), 2
|i(v2, v3)i(v1, va) +i(v1,v3)i(v2,va)|  if sgn(a) # sgn(c).

Looking at the intersection graphs above, we see that none of them satisfies
either of these equations, contradicting the assumption cr(vy,...,v4) = 8.

Now assume that cr(vy,...,v4) = 9. Up to isomorphism, the possible
intersection graphs are the following;:

oot
05,010,01070
peolovoloto
(3,0 -0 W)

The same procedure as above reveals that the only intersection graph sat-
isfying one of is the one at the bottom left, which is the one given in
the lemma. Note that this intersection graph is realised e.g. by v; = (0, 1),

Vo = (1,0),’03: (1,1), V4 = (1,3). U
Lemma 4.4. The system of curves wy,...,ws given in @ is optimal, i.e.
cr(b;1) = 14. Moreover, for any minimal system vi,...,vs, there exists

A € SLa(Z) such that {Av, ..., Avs} ={wi,...,ws}.

Proof. Suppose v1,...,v5 € Z? is a minimal system of five curves, i.e.
cr(vy,...,v5) = cr(5;1). Then there exist 1 < iy < i < i3 < ig4 < 5 such
that cr(vj,,...,v;,) = 7, since otherwise, by Lemma and Lemma
cr(5;1) = cr(vi,...,v5) > [%1 = 15, contradicting the upper bound given

in . Thus, we may assume that cr(vy,...,v4) = 7 and, by Lemma
that v; = (1,0), va = (0,1), v3 = (1,1), vg = (—1,1), vs = (a,b). We have:

> ivivs) = bl + |a] + b — a| + |a + ]
=1

= 3max{|al, |b|} + min{|al, |b|}
> 7, (5)
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where the last inequality holds because a,b # 0 and max{|a|, |b|} > 2. It
follows that

cr(5;1) = cr(v1, ..., vs)

4
= Cl"(’l}l, o ,U4) + Z i(vi, U5)
i=1
> 14.
For uniqueness, observe that if cr(vi,...,vs5) = 14, we get equality in (5]),

implying that vs € {(2,1),(-2,1),(1,2),(-1,2)}. If vs = (—2,1), apply
1 1\ . 1 -1\ . 0 -1
(0 1>, if vs = (1,2), apply <1 0 > if vs = (—1,2), apply <1 0 > O

Lemma 4.5. The system of curves wy,...,ws given in (@ is optimal, i.e.
cr(6;1) = 24.

Proof. Suppose v1,...,vs € Z? is a minimal system of 6 curves. We con-
sider two cases: First, suppose there exist 1 < i1 < .-+ < 174 < 6 such
that cr(vi,...,v,) = 7. We may assume w.lo.g. that {v;,...,v;,} =
{v1,...,v4} and, by Lemma we may further assume that v; = (1,0),
Vg = (07 1)7 V3 = (17 1)7 Vg = (_17 l)a U5 = (a5ab5)7 Ve = (a6766)' As in 7
for j = 5,6, we have

> i(vi,v5) = 3max{a], [bj|} + min{|a;], [b;]}
i=1
>, (6)
with equality if and only if v; € A = {(2,1),(1,2),(-2,1),(—1,2)}. In fact,
if this sum is not equal to 7, then it is at least 10, implying equality in @
for 7 = 5,6 since

4 4

Z i(vi, vs) + Zi(vi, vg) = cr(vi,...,vs) —cr(vy,...,vs) —i(vs, v6)
——

i=1 i=1 5, -

<24 =7 >1
< 16.

Now observe that i(v,w) > 3 for any v, w € A, thus,

cr(6;1) = cr(vy, ..., ve)

6
= cr(vr,...,01) +i(vs,06) + Y D i(vi, v5)
j=5 i=1
>T+3+42-7
= 24.

For the second case, assume that there are no four curves among vy, . .., vg
with crossing number 7. By Lemma that means any four curves in-
tersect at least 9 times. There must exist 1 < 47 < --- < 74 < 6 such
that cr(vj,,...,v;,) = 9, since otherwise, by Lemma cr(vy, ..., vg) >
[%10] = 25, contradicting cr(6;1) < 24. We may thus assume that
cr(vy,...,vq) = 9, and that the intersection graph of vi,...,v4 is as in
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Lemma In particular, this means cr(vi,ve,v3) = 3. By assumption,
cr(vi, v2,v3,v5) > 9 for j =4,5,6, therefore

3
Zi(vi, vj) = cr(vy, v2,v3,v;) — cr(vy, v, U3)
=1
>9-3=6.

This implies that
cr(6;1) = cr(vy, ..., v6)

6 3
cr(vy, va,v3) + cr(vy, vs, vg) + E g i(vs, vj)
j=4 i=1

>3+3+3-6
=24. (]

Remark. With the same kind of reasoning as in Lemma [4.4] it is possible
to prove that realisations of cr(6; 1) are unique up to homeomorphisms and
isotopies of curves.

5. GENUS 2

We now focus on our main surface of interest, 3o. For simpler notation,
throughout this chapter, we will use cr(k) to denote cr(k;2). Our main goal
is to determine the minimal crossing number of up to 12 curves. It will
transpire that with the exception of very small systems, that is, systems of
up to three curves, minimal systems are unique up to homeomorphisms of
Y9 and isotopies of curves.

Recall from Proposition that trivially cr(1) = cr(2) = cr(3) = 0 and
further:

cr(4) =1,

cr(5) =2,

cr(6) = 4, (M)
cr(7) =6

In the proof of Proposition we constructed realisations of the above
minimal crossing numbers. They correspond to subsystems of the curves
d1,...,07 given in Figure [2l Recall also that the minimal systems given in
the proof of that proposition were constructed inductively, i.e. they were
obtained from the minimal system of k — 1 curves by adding a curve with as
few intersection points as possible. At first glance, it seems plausible that
this behaviour is true in general, in this chapter we will see that this is not
the case: While this turns out to be true for minimal systems of up to 11
curves, the unique minimal system of 12 curves cannot be obtained in this
fashion. In fact, the realisation of cr(12) looks remarkably different from the
smaller optimal systems.

5.1. Minimal crossing number of up to 11 curves. We consider the
curves 01, ...,011 in Figure [2| Our primary goal is to prove for 8 < k < 11,
that d1,...,0 is a minimal system.
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FiGURE 2. Curves d1,...,011

The curves in the figure are in minimal position, so the geometric inter-
section numbers may be determined by counting intersection points. We
have:

cr(8) < cr(dy,...,ds) = 10,

cr(9) < cr(dy,...,09) = 14,
cr(10) < cr(dy,...,010) = 21, (®)
cr(11) <cr(dq,...,011) = 28.

In order to prove that these systems are optimal, we treat the cases
k= 8,9 and k = 10, 11 separately, needing stronger results for the latter. In
both cases, we proceed as follows: First, we give lower bounds for the cross-
ing number of curve systems that do not contain any three pairwise disjoint
curves. We apply these results to prove the existence of a separating curve
in minimal systems. We then find lower bounds for cr(k) depending on the
number of curves intersecting the separating curve. This approach not only
yields the minimality of the above systems but also provides enough infor-
mation about the structure of minimal systems that uniqueness is an almost
immediate consequence.

Lemma 5.1. For k > 3, let y1,...,7 C X2 be a system of curves such
that for any 1 < i1 < 19 < i3 < k, the curves v, Viy, Vis 0re not pairwise
disjoint. Then

(i, .. ) > [

Proof. As in Chapter[d] we consider the intersection graph of v1, ..., 7. Itis
sufficient to consider the unweighted intersection graph, i.e. the graph with
vertices V = {1,...,k} and edges E = {{i,j} | i,j € V and i(v;,y;) > 1}.
Since there is no triple of pairwise disjoint curves among ~i,...,7;, the
complement of the intersection graph is triangle-free. Thus, by Turan’s

theorem (Theorem 12.3 in [BM0S]), the complement contains at most {%J
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edges, yielding the desired lower bound for the crossing number:

cr(yiy .., ) = #E 9)

Q-5 w

ez :

Corollary 5.2. For 4 < k <9, any minimal system v1,...,7x C X2 con-
tains three pairwise disjoint curves, i.e. there exist 1 < i1 < iy < i3 < k
such that cr(Viy, Viys Vis) = 0. Moreover, one of Vi, Viy, Vis 1S separating.

Proof. The existence of pairwise disjoint curves v;,, Vi,, Vi; follows from the
upper bounds for cr(k) given in (7)) and together with Lemma To
see that one of the curves must be separating, observe that if all of them are
non-separating, then i(v;,%i,) + (35, %) + i(7s Vi) > 2 for j # i1, iz, is.
Therefore,
Cr(717 <. 7’7/€) > 2(k - 3)a
contradicting the values of cr(k) in for 4 <k < 7. For k= 8,9, use that
the remaining curves {v; | i # i1, 42,43} intersect at least cr(k — 3) times to
get
CI'(’)/l, cee a7/€) > 2(k - 3) + CI‘(k’ - 3)

We know cr(5) = 2 and cr(6) = 4, so the above lower bound contradicts the
upper bound given in . O

The above corollary guarantees the existence of a non-contractible sep-
arating curve § in minimal systems of k curves for 4 < k < 9. The two
connected components of 39 \ 0 are homeomorphic to a punctured torus.
We would like to give a lower bound for the crossing number of curves con-
tained in Yy \ d, by viewing them as a curve system in the disjoint union
of two tori and applying the results from the previous chapter. For this, we
need that non-homotopic curves in a connected component of ¥ \ § remain
non-homotopic when considered as curves in a torus, which we will prove in
the following lemma. As a consequence, the number of intersection points
is bounded below by the minimal crossing number for the torus.

Lemma 5.3. Let p € ¥ and let o, 5 C ¥1 \ {p} be two non-contractible
simple closed curves, not homotopic to p. Then a and B are homotopic in
Y1\ {p} if and only if they are homotopic in 3.

Proof. Clearly, if a and § are homotopic in ¥\ {p}, they are also homotopic
in ;. For the converse, suppose that a ~ § in %;. Apply isotopies in
Y1 \ {p} and obtain curves @ ~ « and B ~ B such that & and 3 do not
bound a bigon in X1 \ {p}. We will prove that there is also no bigon between
a and BN in ¥y. For this, assume that there is such a bigon. Consider
Y1 \ @, which is homeomorphic to an annulus since & is non-trivial and not
homotopic to p. As & and 3 bound a bigon, in particular they intersect,
so BN (31 \ @) is a collection of disjoint simple arcs with endpoints on
the boundary. Bigons in 3; between & and B correspond to arcs starting
and ending on the same boundary component. Observe that the number
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of endpoints on each boundary component must coincide, and therefore
there exists a second bigon between & and 3. But at most one of those
bigons contains p, so at least one of them is a bigon in ¥; \ {p}, giving a
contradiction. Hence, & and 3 do not bound a bigon in X1, so by the bigon
criterion (see e.g. Proposition 1.7 in [FM12]) ‘they are in minimal position
in 1. This means that @ N 3 = @ since @ ~ B in ¥1. Thus, ¥1 \ (& U f) is
the disjoint union of two annuli, only one of which contains p. Hence, & ~ f3
and therefore a ~ 5 in ¥; \ {p}. O

Corollary 5.4. Let §,71,...,7v C 2o be a system of curves such that § is
separating and v, ...,y C 3o \ 0. Then

cr(vi, ..., vk) > minf{er(k — ;1) +cr(l;1) |1 =0,...,k}.

Lemma 5.5. Let k < 12 and let v1, ...,y C X2 be a system of simple closed
curves such that v, is separating. Set m = #{v; | 2 <i <k, i(y1,v) > 1}.
Then

(Z) Cr(’Ylv cee afYk‘) > 2m + CI‘(k‘ - 1)7

(i) cr(v1,. .., ) = er(m)+m(k—m—1)+cr ([E=2=L] 1) +er (| B2 | 5 1).

Proof. For easier notation, let I' = {2,...,w}, M = {y; € ' | i(y1,7) > 1},
so that m = #M.
Since -1 is separating, any other curve has an even number of inter-
section points with ~y;, in particular, i(y1,7;) > 2 for any +; € M. This
yields
k
(v, ) = (1, 7) + ex(T)
i=2
= > i(y, ) +ex(D)
vi€EM
> 2m + cr(I). (11)

Clearly cr(I") > cr(k — 1), which implies |(1)|
We further rewrite cr(I'):

cr(l) = cr(M) +er@T\M)+ > > iy, v)- (12)

V€M ~v;€eT\M

We give lower bounds for all terms individually. First, we consider I' \ M.

The curves in I' \ M are contained in Y9 \ 1, we may therefore apply
Corollary 5.4 We have

cr(\ M) > min{cr(#T\ M) - ;1) +cr(;;1) |1 =0,..., 4T\ M)}.

Using the values of cr(k;1) for k¥ < 6 together with cr(7;1) > [%1 =34

and cr(8;1) > {%] = 46, given by Corollary a simple computation

#(I\M)
2

shows that the above minimum is attained for [ = [ —‘, i.e. when the

curves in I' \ M are split as evenly as possible between the two connected
components of 9 \ 1. Noting that #(I'\ M) =k —m — 1, we get:

cr(D\ M) > cr([B=2=2]51) + er(| 22221 51).
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Next, let us consider any curve v; € M. The curve ; may be disjoint
from one curve in I'\ M in each connected component of 3 \ 1, but must
intersect all others at least once. This can be seen as follows: The closure
of each connected component of g \ 71 is homeomorphic to a torus with
one boundary component. Since ; Ny # (), the restriction of ~; to one of
the connected components corresponds to at least one (non-trivial) simple
arc with endpoints on the boundary. The complement of this arc in that
connected component is homeomorphic to an annulus, thus contains exactly
one simple closed curve. This is the only curve in that connected component
that may be disjoint from ~;. It follows that

> i) = #C\NM)—2=k—m -3,
v €EM\M

and therefore,
Z Z i(v,7v5) = m(k —m —3).
YiEM v;eT\M
Finally, cr(M) > cr(m). Together with and these inequalities yield
(i) O
Proposition 5.6. For k = 8,9, the system of curves d1,...,0, given in
Figure[3 is optimal, i.e.
cr(8) = cr(dy,...,08) = 10,
cr(9) = cr(d1,...,09) = 14.
Proof. Let 71, ..., be such that cr(y1,...,7) = cr(k). By Corollary

we may assume that 7 is separating. Set m = #{v; | 2 <i <k, i(y1,v) > 1}.
k =8: If m > 3, then, by Lemma

cr(8) = cr(y, .- ,78)
> 2m + cr(7)
> 12,

contradicting the upper bound cr(8) < 10 given in . Therefore, m < 2

and, using Lemma we obtain

cr(8) = cr(v1,..-,98)

cr(3;1) +cr(4;1) itm=0,
> ¢ 6+ 2cr(3;1) ifm=1,
2-5+cr(2;1)4cr(3;1)  ifm=2,
10 ifm=0,
{12 iftm=1,
14  if m=2.

For m =1 and m = 2, this is a contradiction to the known upper bound, so
m = 0 and cr(8) = 10.
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k =9: Again, if m > 3, then

CI'(9) = Cr(71a s 379)
> 2m + cr(8)
> 16,

by Lemmaﬂ This contradicts cr(9) < 14, thus, m < 2. An application

of Lemma 5.5 yields
CI' :Cr(’h’---ﬂg)

2cr(4;1) ifm=0,

> 7+cr(3;1)+cer(4;1) iftm=1,
2.6+ 2cr(3;1) it m=2,
14 ifm=0,

={17 ifm=1,
18 ifm=2.

For m =1 and m = 2, this contradicts the known upper bound, so m = 0
and cr(9) = 14. O

In order to establish that the systems 71, ..., are minimal for £ = 10, 11,
we need to improve the lower bound given in Lemma for the crossing
number of k£ curves not containing any three pairwise disjoint curves.

Lemma 5.7. Let v1,...,79 C X2 be curves such that no three curves among
them are pairwise disjoint. Then

(Z) Cr(’Yl?' .. a78) > 14;
(’LZ) Cr(’)/l,. . ,’)/9) > 21.

Proof. We prove (ii), the proof of (i) is analogous. Set I' = {v1,...,7%9}.
We consider two cases. First, assume that there are four distinct curves
Yirs- -5 Via € I' such that i(7i177i2)7i(7i377i4) > 1 and i(’%j?’)/ik) = 0 for
j=1,2and k = 3,4. Let us call this property (*). Observe that (x) implies
that v;,,...,7i, are non-separating. Thus, 32 \ (75, U~i;) is homeomorphic
to a sphere with four punctures, and ~;,,7;, correspond to (nonempty) col-
lections of simple arcs, each connecting two of the punctures. Hence, one of
the connected components of ¥ \ (v, U---U~;,) is an annulus. Let ¢ be a
non-trivial simple closed curve contained in that annulus. Observe that by
construction, § C ¥ is a separating curve disjoint from ~;,,...,7;, and is
not homotopic to any of the curves in I'. Set M = {y € I' | i(v,d) # 0} and
m = #M. By construction of 4, m < 5. We adapt the proof of Lemma
slightly to obtain a lower bound for the crossing number depending on m.
We start by rewriting the crossing number:

(1, y0) = (M) + @\ M) + 3 3 i),

’YZGM ’yj GF\M
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By assumption, there are no three pairwise disjoint curves among vy, ..., Yo,
therefore,
v 0 if m <2, 13
cr > _

by Lemma Moreover, the curves in I'\ M are contained in 3 \ §, so we
may apply Corollary Together with the values of cr(k;1) determined
in the previous chapter, this gives rise to the following lower bound for the
crossing number:

cr(D\ M) > er([252] 1) +er(| 252] 51).

Since there are no three pairwise disjoint curves in I', any ~; € M intersects
all but possibly one curve of I' \ M, i.e.

S (i) = m(8 —m).

Y EM ~;€T\M
Finally, using all of the above inequalities, we obtain:

er(rn,. - 70) 2 ex(0) + ex([252] 1) + ex(| 552 1) + m(s - m)

cr(5;1) +cr(4;1) if m=0,
2er(4;1) + 7 ifm=1,
" cr(4;1) 4+ cr(3;1) + 12 if m=2,
= )1+ 2er(3:1) + 15 if m = 3,
24cr(3;1) +cer(2;1)+ 16  if m =4,
(4 +2cr(2;1) + 15 if m =5,
21 ifm =0,
21 ifm=1,
)22 itm=2,
)22 itm=3,
22 ifm =4,
(21 ifm =5,
> 21.

For the second case, assume that there are no four curves in I' satisfying
(¥). Consider any choice of 1 < i3 < -+ < igy < 9. Looking at possible
intersection graphs of 7;,,...,7i,, it is easy to see that cr(vi,,...,7,) > 3
since any intersection graph with less than 3 edges contradicts either the
assumption that I' contains no three pairwise disjoint curves or the assump-
tion that 7;,, ..., 7, do not satisfy (x). Applying Lemma [3.2]recursively, we
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get
[(5-3] ) )
Cr(Yigs -+ s Vig) = 5 =5, forall 1 <4y <--- <5 <9,
[6-5] . .
cr(Vigs vy Vig) = e =8 foralll<i; <---<ig<9,
(78] ) .
cr(Vigs .-y Yir) = 5 =12, forall1 <ip < ---<i7 <9,
[8-12 . .
er(Vigs -« Yig) = 6—‘ =16, forall 1 <41 <--- <ig <9,
and therefore 916
cr(V, -y Y9) > {7-‘ = 21. O
Corollary 5.8. Let v1,...,712 C X2 be curves such that no three curves

among them are pairwise disjoint. Then

(i) cr(y1,--.,710) = 27,
(”) Cr(fYL s a’yll) > 337
(Z’L’L) cr(')q, ‘e ,’)/12) > 40.

Proof. Use Lemma and apply Lemma three times. O

For k£ > 10, the existence of a separating curve in a minimal system is
no longer given by Corollary However, a closer look at the crossing
number of systems of non-separating curves reveals that this is still true for
k=10,11.

Lemma 5.9. For k = 10,11, any minimal system of k curves in Yo contains
a separating curve.

Proof. For k =10,11, let 71, ...,7 C X2 be a minimal system. Recall that
cr(10) < 21 and cr(11) < 28. By Corollary [5.8) we may therefore assume
that ~1,72,v3 are pairwise disjoint. Assume towards a contradiction that
all curves are non-separating. Since 71,2, y3 are pairwise disjoint and non-
separating, i(vy1,7y;) + i(v2,7) + i(7y3,7) > 2 for i = 4,..., k and therefore

Cr(’ha--'?f)/k) > 2(k_3)+cr(74777k) (14)
We have a closer look at the crossing number of 7y, ..., V.
k = 10: We know cr(~1,...,710) = cr(10) < 21, so inequality implies
CI'(")/47 R 7710) < 7. (15)

By Lemma[5.1] we may therefore assume that 4, 75, 76 are pairwise disjoint.
But the same argument as above yields

cr(Yay .- yv10) =24+ cer(y7, ... ,7v10)
> 8+ cr(4)
which is a contradiction to ([15)).
k = 11: Since cr(v1,...,v11) = cr(11) < 28, from inequality it follows
that
er(ya, ...y y11) < 12. (16)
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By Lemma [5.7(i)l we may thus assume that also 74, v5, V6 are pairwise dis-
joint. For the remaining five curves ~y7,...,711, there are two possibilities.
Depending on whether or not they contain yet another triple of pairwise
disjoint curves, we get cr(~yy,...,v11) > 4, with the same reasoning as above
or by Lemma [5.1} Hence,

cr(vay ..oy y11) > 25 +cer(y7, ..., 711)
> 14,

contradicting . O

Proposition 5.10. For k = 10,11, the system of curves d1,...,0, given in
Figure[3 is optimal, i.e.

CI‘(lO) = CI‘((Sl, ey 510) = 21,

cr(11) = cr(d1,...,011) = 28.
Proof. For k = 10,11, let ~v1,...,7v: be a minimal system of k curves. Re-
call that cr(v1,...,70) < 21 and cr(yg,...,711) < 28. By Lemma at
least one of the curves must be separating, let us therefore assume that
~1 is separating. As in the proof of Proposition set I' = {v2,..., %},
M ={~; €T |i(vi,m)#0} and m = #M.

First, consider £ = 10. If m > 4, then by Lemma
cr(’yl, e ,’)/10) Z 2m + CI‘(9)
> 22,

contrary to cr(10) < 21, so m < 3. By Lemma
(1, -, y10) = m(9 —m) +cr(m) +er([252]51) +er(| 52 51)

cr(5;1) 4+ cr(4;1) if m=0,
)8+ 2er(41) ifm=1,
)14 Fer(4;1) Fer(3;1)  ifm =2,
18 + 2cr(3;1) if m = 3,
21 ifm =0,
)22 itm=1,
)24 ifm=2,
24 it m =3,

som =0 and cr(10) = 21.
Let us now consider k = 11. If m > 4, then

cr(yi,y ..., y11) > 2m + cr(10)
> 29,

by Lemma This contradicts cr(11) < 28, therefore m < 3. By
Lemma [5.5]|(ii)]

(1, - y11) = m(10 = m) + er(m) + cr([252] ;1) 4+ er (| 2552 ;1)
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2cr(5;1) if m =0,
)9 +cr(551) +er(41) ifm=1,
© )16 +2cr(4;1) if m=2,
(21 +cr(4;1) +cr(3;1)  if m =3,
28 ifm =0,
)30 ifm=1,
)30 ifm =2,
(31 ifm =3,
som =0 and cr(11) = 28. O

The proofs of Proposition [5.6] and Proposition give sufficient struc-
tural information about minimal systems that uniqueness is an almost im-
mediate consequence. Note that this is not the case for k£ < 3 since there
are topologically inequivalent triples of pairwise disjoint curves.

Proposition 5.11. For 4 < k < 11, minimal systems of k curves in Yo are
unique up to homeomorphisms of the surface and isotopies of curves.

Proof. Let 4 < k < 11 and let ~1,...,7 be a minimal system of k curves.
We prove that ~1,...,7 may be mapped to the minimal system &y, ..., dg
(Figure [2)) by a homeomorphism of ¥ and isotopies of curves.

Recall that, by Lemmal[5.2)and Lemmal5.9] one of 1, . .., vk is separating.
We thus assume that v; is separating. After a homeomorphism and a ho-
motopy, we may also assume that y; = d1, where d; is the separating curve
in Figure [2 Further, for 8 < k£ < 11, it follows from the proof of Proposi-
tion [5.6] and Proposition [5.10] that m = #{v; | 1 <4 <k, i(y1,7) # 0} =0,
i.e. y2,...,7% do not intersect v;. Moreover, it comes out of the proofs that
cr(Y1y. ooy Yk) = cr({k—gl] ;1) + cr([k—glJ ;1). A simple computation shows
that this is only possible if s, . .., are distributed as evenly as possible be-
tween the two connected components of 9\ v1. In fact, all of this also holds
for 4 < k < 7, which is straightforward to prove following the same chain
of arguments as for 8 < k < 11. This means that minimal systems consist
of a separating curve -1, together with two subsystems of {%] and Lk—glJ
curves, one in each connected component of ¥ \ 71, which are minimal in
terms of the crossing number on the torus. The two connected components
of 39\ 71 are homeomorphic to punctured tori, to which we would like to ap-
ply the uniqueness results from Chapter [dl For this, recall that the mapping
class group of the torus is generated by two Dehn twists about simple closed
curves intersecting exactly once (Chapter 5 d in [Deh38]). Choosing these
two curves outside a neighbourhood of the puncture, one sees that for each
homeomorphism of the torus, there is a corresponding homeomorphism of
the punctured torus. Thus, the uniqueness results from Chapter [ transfer
to each connected component of X3\ 71, together yielding a homeomorphism
of Yo mapping the curves in each subsystem to the curves corresponding to
w; from in Chapter 4l Finally, note that the curves d; in each connected
component of 3y \ 01 in Figure [2| correspond to the curves wy,. .., ws given
in , yielding the desired result. (]
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5.2. Minimal crossing number of 12 curves. We consider the system of
12 curves in Figure [3] In total, there are 36 intersection points. Our goal is
to prove that this system is optimal. Notice, how this system of curves looks
significantly different than the minimal systems in the previous section: On
the one hand, the system no longer contains a separating curve which divides
the system into two subsystems. In fact, all curves are non-separating. In
particular, this means that this system cannot be obtained from a minimal
system of 11 curves by adding a curve. On the other hand, the intersection
number of any two curves is at most one, whereas in a minimal system of 11
curves, there are pairs of curves intersecting up to three times. Malestein,
Rivin and Theran consider systems of curves with pairwise at most one
intersection point, so-called 1-systems, in [MRT13]. They prove that in a
genus 2 surface, the maximal number of curves in a 1-system is 12. Thus,
the minimal system in Figure [3|is a maximal 1-system. In fact, we will see
that any minimal system of 12 curves is a maximal 1-system.

F1GURE 3. Minimal system of 12 curves

Proposition 5.12. The system of 12 curves in Figure [3 is optimal, i.e.
cr(12) = 36.

Proof. The system in Figure 3] gives cr(12) < 36. We prove that any minimal
system v1,...,712 satisfies cr(yq,...,712) > 36. For this, we first prove
that a minimal system contains no separating curve. Assume towards a
contradiction that one of 7q,...,712 is separating, w.l.o.g. let it be ;. Set

L= {v.. 2 M ={y €T [ iy, # 0} and m = #M. By
Lemma if m > 5, then

cr(Y1, ... ,v12) = 2m + cr(11)
> 38,

contradicting cr(vy,...,v12) < 36, so m < 4. Lemma yields

cr(y1, -+, m2) = er(m) +m(11 —m) +er([H™] ;1) +er([H5™] 51)
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'cr(ﬁ; 1) +cr(5;1) itm=0,
10 + 2cr(5;1) itm=1,
=18 +cr(5;1) +cr(4;1) if m=2,
24 4 2cr(4;1) it m=3,
(1+28+cr(451) +ex(3;1)  ifm=4,
38 ifm=0,
38 ifm=1,
=139 ifm=2,
38 if m =3,
(39 if m =4,
> 38,
again contradicting cr(v1,...,712) < 36. Therefore, all curves must be non-
separating.
Recall: If g, ..., ap are non-separating curves and o, oo, aig are pairwise
disjoint, then
3
> i) = 2 (17)
i=1

for j =4,..., k. We will apply this inequality several times.
By Corollary we may assume that 1, v, y3 are pairwise disjoint since
cr(v1, .. .,712) < 36. We consider the crossing number of the remaining nine

curves 74, . ..,7v12. Inequality yields

12
cr(yay - mz) = (e, y12) — 3 Y (%)
=4 i=1
<ecr(y1y.--,712) —2-9
<36 —18
= 18.

Thus, by Lemma we may also assume that 74, 75,76 are pairwise
disjoint. We consider the crossing number of the remaining six curves
Y7, ...,7v12. If there is yet another triple of pairwise disjoint curves among
them, let us assume w.l.o.g. that they are 7, s, v9, then

12 9
cr(yr, o mz) = > i(vi ) + er(y10, 71, Y12)
j=10 i=7

12 9
>3 S itiy) (18)

=10 i=7

M

3-2
=6.
If there are no three pairwise disjoint curves among them, then

cr(yr,...,v12) > 6 (19)
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by Lemma Finally, using the above inequalities and applying (17) twice,
we get:

12 3
Cr(717"'7712 2227177j +cr ’74a"'7'712)
: =1

>9. CI‘(’)’47 e ,’)/12) (20)
12 6
= 184> > i(yi,) +or(yr, - Y12)
=7 i=4
>18+46-24cr(yr,...,72) (21)
>18+12+6 (22)
= 36. O

The above proof gives a lot of information about what conditions minimal
systems of 12 curves necessarily satisfy. We will make use of that to deduce
that minimal systems of 12 curves are unique. For this, we study some of
these properties more closely.

Lemma 5.13.

(i) Let v1,7v2,73,01,02 C X2 be a system of non-separating curves such
that 01,62 are disjoint, "}/1,’)’2,’)/3 are pairwise disjoint, and

3
> il 6) Zz Vir 62) =
i=1 1=1

Then all pairwise intersection numbers are at most 1.
(ii) Let y1,7v2,73,01,02,03 C Yo be a systems of non-separating curves
such that vy1,792,7v3 and 41,02, 03 are pairwise disjoint and satisfy:
3
> i, 85) =2
i=1
for 7 =1,2,3. Then all pairwise intersection numbers are at most 1.

Proof. . It suffices to prove that i(v;,d;) < 1fori=1,2,3 and j = 1,2
since all other intersection numbers are 0. By assumption, z(%, 01) <2 and
i(vi,02) < 2 for i = 1,2,3, so assume towards a contradiction that one of
the intersection numbers is 2, w.l.o.g. i(71,01) = 2. By the conditions on
the sum of the intersection numbers, it follows that (-2, d1) = i(73,01) = 0.
Since 1 and 41 are non-separating, intersect exactly twice and are disjoint
from 9 and 3, X9 \ (71 U d7) is the disjoint union of two annuli containing
the curves 9 and 3. Therefore, d9 cannot lie in X9\ (71 Ud1) and hence must
intersect 1 since d N d; = (). By the conditions on the sum of intersection
numbers, it follows that either i(vy2,d2) = 0 or i(v3,d2) = 0. Assume w.l.o.g
that i(y2,02) = 0. Then 3,02 C X2 \ (72 U 1), which is homeomorphic
to a sphere with four removed discs since 72 and J; are non-separating
and v N d; = 0. Tt is straightforward to see that in a sphere with four
boundary components any two distinct non-trivial simple closed curves (not
homotopic to the boundary) intersect and are separating. Thus, i(ys3,d2) > 2
and therefore 2?21 i(vi,02) > 3, contradicting the conditions given in the
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lemma.
Apply [3)] to 71, 72,73 and 61,02 and to 71, 72,73 and da, d3. g

Corollary 5.14. Any system of 12 curves with minimal crossing number is
a maximal 1-system, i.e. all pairwise intersection numbers are at most 1.

Proof. Let 71,...,72 be a minimal system, i.e. cr(vy1,...,712) = 36, and
set A = {71,72,73}, B = {7,7%,7%}, C = {77,78, 7%}, D = {710,711, N12}-
It follows from the proof of Proposition that all curves must be non-
separating. Further, we may assume that A and B are two triples of pairwise
disjoint curves. Since cr(v1,...,v12) = 36, we get equality in all the inequal-
ities in the proof of Proposition Equality in yields

i(v1,7i) + (2, %) + (3, %) = 2
for i =4,...,12, and equality in gives

i(va, ) + (5, %i) + (6, 7:) = 2
fori=17,...,12. Equality in (22]) means

Cr(’Y% R 7712) == 67

which is possible in one of two cases; we consider them separately.

In the first case, the above equality corresponds to equalities in ,
where we may assume that C' is a third triple of pairwise disjoint curves.
These equalities imply that

for ¢ = 10,11,12, and that cr(v10,711,712) = 0, i.e. also the curves in D are
pairwise disjoint. This means that any two of A, B, C, D satisfy the condi-
tions of Lemma it therefore follows that all intersection numbers
are at most 1.

In the second case, the above equality corresponds to equality in ,
in which case there are no three pairwise disjoint curves among ~yz,...,y12.
Now observe that we applied Lemma to obtain this inequality, which we
proved by considering intersection graphs and applying Turan’s theorem.
Returning to the proof of that lemma, one sees that we get equality if and
only if we have equality in @ and . The first one implies i(7y;,7v;) < 1
for 7 < 4,57 <12, i.e. all pairwise intersection numbers of curves in C'U D
are at most 1. The second one yields, by Turdn’s theorem (Theorem 12.3 in
[BMOS]), that the intersection graph is isomorphic to the following graph:

(D ()
@la @l@

Thus, we may assume that C' and D each consist of curves intersecting
pairwise exactly once, and all other intersection numbers are zero. Applying
Lemma to A and B, yields that all pairwise intersection numbers
of curves in AU B are at most 1. Finally, applying Lemma to A and
any choice of 7; € C' and y; € D gives that all pairwise intersection numbers
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of curves in AU C' U D are at most 1. Analogously we get the same result
for BUC U D. O

Corollary 5.15. In Yo, minimal systems of 12 curves are unique up to
homeomorphisms of the surface and isotopies of curves.

Proof. Theorem 1.3 in [MRT13] states that for a genus 2 surface, there are
two mapping class orbits of maximal 1-systems. In the proof, the systems
are described as isomorphism classes of planar graphs on 6 vertices. It
arises from this description that the two maximal 1-systems have crossing
numbers 36 and 38, respectively. Since minimal systems of 12 curves are
1-systems with crossing number 36, it thus follows that they are unique up
to homeomorphisms of Y9 and isotopies of curves. O

Remark. With its 12 systoles, the Bolza surface realises the maximal num-
ber of systoles among hyperbolic surfaces of genus 2. The description of the
Bolza surface in Chapter 5 of [Sch93] implies that the system of its systoles
has crossing number 36. Thus, the system of systoles is a minimal system
of 12 curves and is therefore equivalent to the one given in Figure

6. HIGHER GENUS

In the last two chapters, we have seen that in surfaces of genus 1 and
2, small minimal systems are unique up to homeomorphisms of the surface
and isotopies of curves. The only exceptions are systems of at most three
curves in a genus 2 surface, where uniqueness is lost due to inequivalent
pair of pants decompositions of the surface. We now briefly look at minimal
systems on surfaces of genus g > 3. We will see that uniqueness is lost in its
strongest sense, preserved in a weakened form in some cases and completely
lost in other cases.

It is clear that realisations of cr(k; g) for k < 3g — 3 are not unique, due to
the existence of inequivalent decompositions of ¥, into pairs of pants. We
therefore consider k > 3¢ — 2.

Recall from Proposition that cr(3g — 3+ k;g) = k for 1 < k < g.
In the proof of that proposition, we have explored what this means for the
intersection pattern of optimal systems: Any curve ; in a minimal system

Y15 - - V3g—3+k Satisfies

3g—3+k
Z i(vi,75) <cr(3g—3+k;9) —cr(3g—3+k—1;9) <1,
j=1

which means that ~1,...,734—34+% contains k disjoint pairs of curves inter-

secting exactly once, while the remaining 3g — 3 — k curves are disjoint from
all other curves. These 3g — 3 — k remaining curves are thus contained in
the complement of the k pairs of curves in ¥4, which is homeomorphic to
a surface of genus g — k with k£ removed discs. It is clear that k of those
curves must be homotopic to the boundaries of the removed discs, else the
system would not be minimal. The other 3g — 3 — 2k curves define a pair
of pants decomposition of the complement of the k pairs of curves in .
With the exception of g = k = 3,4, 5, there are inequivalent choices of these
curves. Thus, besides these exceptions, realisations of cr(3g — 3 + k; g) are
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not unique up to homeomorphisms of ¥, and isotopies of curves. However,
they are unique up to the choice of these remaining 3g — 3 — k curves.

Finally, recall from Proposition that cr(4dg — 3 + k;g) = g + 2k for
1 < k < g. Looking at the minimal systems given in the proof of that
proposition (see Figure [1]), again it is clear that for g > 6, there are topo-
logically inequivalent choices of curves aq,...,azy—3. One may think that
those realisations of cr(4dg — 3 + k;g) are unique up to the choice of the
curves aq,...,0zg—3. We will illustrate on the example of a genus 4 surface
that this is not the case. In Figure [ there are two systems of 14 curves
with 6 intersection points. By Proposition cr(14;4) = 6, those systems
are therefore minimal. The two systems coincide with the exception of one
curve, they are only distinguished by the green curve. In the system on the
left-hand side, the green curve is non-separating, while it is separating in
the system on the right-hand side. These systems are thus different in any
regard. Adding curves to those systems gives distinct minimal systems of
k < 17 curves. The same construction yields inequivalent minimal systems
of k curves for g > 4 and 49 —2 < k < 5g — 3.

FI1GURE 4. Two different minimal systems of 14 curves in a
surface of genus 4

7. ORDER OF GROWTH

We conclude by considering the behaviour of cr(k; g) for large k, giving a

lower bound of order k? and an upper bound of order k2+39%3. The lower
bound is a straightforward consequence of the fact that any subsystem of
3g — 2 curves has crossing number at least 1. The upper bound is obtained
by choosing a hyperbolic metric on the surface and considering the crossing
number of all simple closed geodesics of length not exceeding L.

Proposition 7.1. For g > 2, there exists a constant cg > 0 such that for
any k > 3g — 2:

cr(k; g) > cgk?.



26 JASMIN JORG

Proof. Use Corollary with m = 3g — 2 and the fact that, by Proposi-
tion cr(3g —2;9) =1

k(k — 1)

cr(k; g) > cr(3g — 2;
(k5 9) 39—2)(39 —3) (39 —2;9)
B k(k—1)
(39 —2)(3g — 3)
> Cng,
Where Cg = W D

Remark. A lower bound for cr(k; g) of order k2755 is obtained by Hubard
and Parlier. Their article containing this result is currently in preparation
[HP24].

Proposition 7.2. For g > 2, there exist constants kg, cqy > 0 such that for
any k > kg:

1

cr(k; g) < cgk2+3g—3.
Proof. Choose a hyperbolic metric on ¥, with a simple simple length spec-
trum, that is, a metric such that all lengths of simple closed geodesics occur
with multiplicity 1, see [MPO0S] for the existence of such a metric. For L > 0,

let S(L) denote the set of simple closed geodesics of length at most L. The
following limit is known to exist due to Mirzakhani [Mir08]:

lim #5(L)

Jim e =c>0.

In particular, there exist positive constants a, and Ly such that for L > L,

1
— L9970 < #S(L) < a,L%C,
ag

implying that
L < (ag#S(L) ™. (23)

Denoting by £() the length of a curve v, there is a constant b, > 0 such
that for any two simple closed curves v and ¢,

i(7,6) < bgl(7)£(9)
(Lemma 4.2 in [FLP12]). For ~,§ € S(L), this implies

i(7,8) < byL2. (24)
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Define kq = #S(Ly) and let k > ky. Since the simple length spectrum is
simple, there exists L > Ly such that k = #S(L). Thus, we get:
cr(k; g) < er(S(L))

(24)
2

1
< 5bgk2L2
@31

S 7bg

1
_1_ 1
ad P k* s

1
= cgk:2+39*3,
1 1
_ 3g9—3
where cg = §bgag . O
8. A BRIEF OUTLOOK

The system of 12 curves considered in Section [5]is optimal in three ways:
It minimises the crossing number of 12 curves, it is a maximal 1-system,
and it is equivalent to the maximal system of systoles in the Bolza surface.
It would be worth further investigation, whether these optimal systems are
related in general.

Question 1. In a hyperbolic surface with the maximal number of systoles,
is the system of systoles minimal in terms of the crossing number?

Question 2. In a surface of genus g, does there exist a mazximal 1-system
that minimises the crossing number?

More generally, we have considered the set S(L) of all geodesics of length

at most L in Section |7, which provided an upper bound for cr(k; g) of order
1
k**35-3 . This leads to the following question.
Question 3. In a hyperbolic surface of genus g, is the crossing number of the
system S(L) of all geodesics of length at most L asymptotically proportional
1
to #S(L)Z+397_3 ¢ Explicitly, does the following statement hold:
1 L 1
L logeSW) _, 1,
L—oo log(#S(L)) 3g—3

During the process of writing this article, Hubard and Parlier obtained a

1
lower bound for cr(k; g) of order k**=5; their article containing this result
is in preparation [HP24]. The precise order of growth remains open.
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