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ON ROUND SURGERY DIAGRAMS FOR 3-MANIFOLDS

PRERAK DEEP AND DHEERAJ KULKARNI

ABSTRACT. We introduce the notion of round surgery diagrams in S3 for rep-
resenting 3-manifolds similar to Dehn surgery diagrams. We give a correspon-
dence between a certain class of round surgery diagrams and Dehn surgery
diagrams for 3-manifolds. As a consequence, we recover Asimov’s result stat-
ing that any closed connected oriented 3-manifold can be obtained by a round
surgery on a framed link in S3. There may be more than one round surgery
diagram giving rise to the same 3-manifold. Thus, it is natural to ask whether
there is a version of Kirby Calculus for round surgery diagrams, similar to the
case of Dehn surgery diagrams with integral framings. In this direction, we
define four types of moves on round surgery diagrams such that any two round
surgery diagrams corresponding to the same 3-manifold can be obtained one
from another by a finite sequence of these moves, thereby establishing a version
of Kirby Calculus. As an application, we prove the existence of taut foliations,
hence the existence of tight contact structures on 3-manifolds obtained by
round 1-surgery on fibred links with two components in S3.

1. INTRODUCTION

In 1975, Asimov [I] introduced the notion of round handles as a generalisation of
ordinary handles. A round handle is a product of a circle with an ordinary handle.
A manifold M is said to admit a round handle decomposition if it can be realized
as the union of round handles. Moreover, any compact flow manifold M of the
dimension at least four admits a round handle decomposition (see Main Theorem
in [I]). In 1976, Thurston [I4] introduced the notion of round Morse functions
while investigating codimension 1 foliations. He proved that the existence of a
round Morse function on a manifold M is equivalent to the existence of the round
handle decomposition of M.

The round handle attachment to an n-manifold along its boundary produces
a new n-manifold with the resultant boundary manifold. Similar to the ordinary
handle attachment, the effect of the round handle attachment on the boundary
manifold is called the round surgery. Miyoshi effectively used round surgeries in
[T1] to describe foliated cobordisms.

Dehn surgery in dimension 3 has been a well-explored topic. Dehn surgery on
a 3-manifold consists of removing a tubular neighbourhood of a link and glueing
back solid tori along the toral boundary components to obtain a new closed 3-
manifold. The isotopy classes of homeomorphisms that are used for glueing along
toral boundary components determine the new manifold uniquely. In particular,
we have the Dehn-Lickorish-Wallace Theorem in [9] and [15]. Consequently, there
is a surgery presentation for every closed connected oriented 3-manifold. Hence, it
is possible to describe a closed, connected and oriented 3-manifold by means of a
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generic link projection on R? together with framing (integer coefficient) assigned to
each component of it. A 3-manifold admits many (infinitely many) surgery presen-
tations. Further, Kirby calculus ([8], [5]) relates any two surgery presentations for a
3-manifold by some finite sequence of moves on diagrams, which are now known as
the Kirby moves. The integral surgeries on 3-manifolds are associated with handle
attachment on 4-manifolds. Kirby proved his theorem using handle decompositions
of 4-manifolds and studying the deformations of associated Morse functions.

In analogy with Dehn-Lickorish—Wallace Theorem, Asimov showed that any
compact connected 3-manifold can be obtained by performing round surgeries on
S3 (see Theorem Y in [I]). The parallels between Dehn surgery and round surgery
motivate the question of whether, for 3-manifolds, there exist round surgery pre-
sentations similar to Dehn surgery presentations using link projections on R2.

In this article, we propose a notion of round surgery presentation (or round
surgery diagram) to describe any closed, connected, oriented 3-manifold (see Section
3). Further, we investigate the question of relating two round surgery diagrams
that describe the same 3-manifold along the lines of Kirby’s theorem. However,
one does not expect an argument similar to Kirby’s proof to work in this setup due
to the absence of enough round Morse functions in the space of smooth functions.
Despite this roadblock, we show that it is possible to relate any two round surgery
diagrams associated to a 3-manifold via moves on diagram. To this end, we establish
a correspondence between Dehn surgery diagrams and a class of round surgery
diagrams (see Theorem [2). Using Theorem [2| we give a set of moves that relate
any two round surgery diagrams representing the same 3-manifold (see Section ,
thereby extending Kirby calculus for round surgery diagrams. Further, we show
via Theorem [2f that Asimov’s result (see Corollary [1)) is a manifestation of Dehn-
Lickorich-Wallace Theorem in the round surgery setup.

As an application to round surgery of index 1, we get Theorem [b] which says
that if a 3-manifold M is obtained by performing round 1-surgery on a fibered
link with two components, each carrying integer framing n, then it admits a taut
foliation F,, for each integer n. This implies the Corollary [3| giving rise to tight
contact structures on M.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

We say that a manifold is closed if it is a compact manifold without a boundary.
By Dehn-Lickorish-Wallace theorem [9] and [I5], every closed connected oriented
3-manifold can be obtained by a Dehn (41)-surgeries on some link in S®. Thus,
any closed connected oriented 3-manifold can be presented in terms of a diagram
in R? of a link projection with each component having 41 coefficient on top of
it. We call these coefficients surgery coefficients (or framing) and the diagram
of the link a surgery diargam of the corresponding 3-manifold. A link with a fixed
framing is called a framed link. Throughout this article, we refer to surgery diagrams
mentioned above as Dehn surgery diagrams. For a given knot K in S, we denote
N(K) as a tubular neighbourhood of K, which is homeomorphic to the solid torus
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S! x D?. We recall that the canonical coordinate system on the boundary torus
ON(K) is given as follows.

On ON(K), let m denote a simple closed curve that bounds a disk in N(K).
We call m as meridian on ON(K). Let Sk denote a Seifert surface of K. We
define | := Sg N IN(K) to be the canonical longitude on ON(K). The curve [ is
isotopic to the knot K. Denote by 7, a normal vector on ON(K) pointing out of
S3\ N(K). We may choose orientation on curves m and [ such that < m,l,7n >
determines the orientation of S®. We call this pair of curves m and [, the canonical
coordinate system on the boundary torus ON(K). Throughout this article, the
surgery coefficient is given with respect to the canonical coordinate system. For
details about the Dehn surgery, the reader may refer to [5], [12], [13].

Recall that an integral Dehn surgery on a link in 3-manifold M can be realised as
the effect on one of the boundaries of M x [0, 1] when a 2-handle D? x D? attached
to it. An n-ball D¥ x D"~* is called a k-handle of dimension n. It is known that
any compact manifold can be decomposed into handles. A decomposition of a
manifold into handles of various indices is called a handle-body decomposition. In
particular, a compact connected 4-manifold can be described on paper by drawing
the attaching spheres of handles indices 1 and 2, and mentioning other handles.
These diagrams are known as the Kirby diagram.

In [§], Kirby discussed two types of moves on Dehn surgery diagrams having only
integer coefficients. The moves introduced by Kirby do not change the resultant
3-manifold. The Kirby move of type 1 is an addition (or deletion) of unknot with
+1 framing to (or from) a surgery diagram (see Figure [1)).

+1

L <> L U

FiGure 1. Kirby move of type 1

Before, we discuss the Kirby move of type 2. We recall the notion of band
connected sum. Suppose K; and K5 are two framed knots with framing m and
n. We denote Ks(n) to be the framing curve of Ky such that (k(Ks, Ka(n)) =n
(see Figure [2). Recall that the band connected sum of K; and K»(n) denoted by

FIGURE 2. Framing curve Ka(n) of Ko. The box on the right
denotes the knotting of K, and the box in the middle denotes the
linking of Ks(n) with Ks.
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FIGURE 3. Band Connected sum of K; with Ks.

K| := K1#K2(n) is the attachment of a band as shown in Figure

The Kirby move of type 2 is sliding of one component of link L over another.
In particular, given two components K; and Ky in L with framing n, and nao,
respectively. We may slide K3 over K5 along the framing curve K(ng). We replace
K, UK, by K} U K,, where K| = K #,K5(n2) and K gets a new framing given
by n1 + ne + 20k(L1, La) (see Figure [4)). This move corresponds to the sliding of
a 2-handle corresponding to L; over the 2-handle corresponding to Lo. It is easy
to see that both moves do not change the resultant 3-manifold. Kirby proved that
given a Dehn surgery diagram for a 3-manifold, the moves of type 1 and 2 are
sufficient to describe all possible Dehn surgery diagrams for the same 3-manifold.

FI1GURE 4. Kirby move of type 2. On both sides, the box in the
middle denotes the knotting of each component and their linking.

In [1], Asimov introduced the notion of a round handle as a generalisation of the
ordinary handles. The round handles are defined as the product of a circle with an
ordinary handle. More precisely, we have the following definition.

Definition 1. A product manifold S! x D* x D"~*~1 is called an n-dimesional
round handle of indezx k.

The boundary of the round handle of index k£ has two components given by
S' x SF=1 x D" % and S' x DF x S»F=1, We call S! x S¥=1 x D% to be an
attaching region of the round handle of index k.

Definition 2. An n-manifold X' is obtained by attaching an n-dimensional round
handle of index k to X if X" = X J4 S! x D¥ x D"~*~1 where the attaching region
of the round handle is embedded in 0X by a specified embedding ¢ : S' x SF~1 x
Dkl & 9X.
We say that n-manifold X admits a round handle decomposition if
X =Ry Ug, Ry Ug, - Ug, Ry,

where each Ry, denotes a round handle of some index 0 < k <n — 1.
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In a handle-body decomposition of a manifold, we say two handles hy and hy41
are independently attached if their attaching regions are disjoint. The following
result from [I] proves that two independently attached handles of indices k& and
k + 1 can be isotoped to a round handle of index k.

Theorem 1 (Fundamental Lemma of Round Handles, [I]). Let (X,0_X,0.X) be
a flow manifold with non-empty boundary 0X. Let X" = X Uy, hy Uy, hit1, where
hyr and hiy1 are attached independently via attaching maps V1 and ¥y to 04 X.
Then if k > 1, X" = X Uy Ry, via some attaching map ¢.

Conversely, any attached round k-handle can be realised as an attached pair of

a (k — 1)-handle attachment and a k-handle, as discussed in the following lemma.

Lemma 1 ([I0]). Any round k—handle can be realised as a pair of ordinary handles
of indices k and k + 1.

The effect of attaching a round k-handle to an (n+1)-manifold X on its boundary
is a round k-surgery on 90X for 0 < k < n. More precisely, we have the following
definition of the round surgery.

Definition 3. Let N be n-dimensional manifold. Let ¢ : S x S¥=t xD*=*~1 5 N
be an embedding. A round k-surgery on n-manifold N is the operation of removing
the embedded region ¢ (Sl x SF=1 x ]D)”’kfl) from N and gluing S' x DF x S*—k—1
to get a new n-manifold M. More precisely, we have,
M := N\ ¢(S' x SF=1 x Dn=F)| JS' x DF x g*7F~t
id

for 0 < k < n — 1. The manifold M is said to be obtained from performing round
k-surgery (or round surgery of index k) on N along the embedding ¢.

For an example, we consider a round 1-surgery on S? along the embedding ¢(S* x
S% x D?) — S3 defined as follows : ¢(S! x S° x D?) is a tubular neighbourhood
N of the Hopf link, and ¢(S* x S x {=}) + l4; and ¢({—} x SY x S) = my,
where the simple closed curves 41 and m-, define the canonical coordinate curves
on ON. This round 1-surgery on S? along ¢ prodcues T?.

For an example of a round 2-surgery on S?, we consider the embedded thickened
torus inside a tubular neighbourhood of unknot N(U) such that the ¢(S! x {—} x
{—}) maps to the meridian of the solid torus. Then the resultant 3-manifold is
S3U (S x S?). In this article, we are interested in studying round surgery of indices
1 and 2 on S2.

3. ROUND SURGERY DIAGRAMS

In this section, we associate a framed link to each round surgery on S of index
1 as well as index 2. We call an associated framed link a round surgery diagram. It
is analogous to a Dehn surgery diagram for an oriented smooth 3-manifold.

Recall that in a round surgery of index k, there are two parts. The first part
is the embedding of S' x S¥~1 x D"~* into n-manifold N. The second part is the
glueing of the S! x D* x S"~*~1 by the identity map with respect to the product
structure. In particular, the identity homeomorphism maps

S {=hx {=} = 0T (=) (D),
(=} x 8 x{=} = o=} x8* T x {=})
and {—} x {=} xS o g({—) x (=} xR,
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For N = S? and k = 1,2, we have embedding ¢ : S' x Sk=1 x D3~% — §3. We
get
M =8\ ¢(S' x S x D¥7F) | JS! x DF x §27F.
id
We glue two copies of torus St x St x SY to their images ¢(S* x St x S°) by the
identity homeomorphism.

In our case, the simple closed curves ¢(S' x {—} x S°) and ¢({—} x S! x SY)
determine a coordinate system on the boundary tori 9(S3 \ ¢(S* x S¥—1 x Dn—F)).
We refer to these coordinate curves to be the round surgery coordinate curves.

On each boundary torus, we identify coordinate curves ¢(S* x {—} x S%) and
d({—} xSt xS°) to (1,0) and (0, 1) in R?/Z2, respectively. Thus, any simple closed
curve ¢ can be expressed as a-(1,0)+b- (0, 1) for some coprimes a and b. For round
k-surgery, it is clear that the 0 and % = oo completely determine the gluing map.
We call the fraction § to be the round surgery coefficient with respect to the round
surgery coordinate curves.

By taking a different choice of coordinate curves on the boundary tori, we can
get a different coefficient.

Lemma 2 (Change of coordinate lemma). Suppose there is another pair of coor-
dinate curves A and p on the boundary torus. Then there is a homeomorphism
W : T2 = T2 taking round surgery coordinates to A and .

Proof. Tt is sufficient to express the round surgery coordinate curves with respect
to the given coordinate system given by the curves A\ and p to define a desired
homeomorphism v. Suppose ¢(S! x {—}) — a-pu+b-X and p({—} xS') = c-p+d-A.

Then the matrix Z ; € GL(2,Z) determines a self-homeomorphism of a torus
that takes round surgery coordinates to the given coordinate curves. [

In the following subsections, we discuss the round surgery diagram for round
surgery of indices 1 and 2 separately. Later, we discuss the round surgery diagram
for a sequence of round surgeries on S3.

3.1. Round 1-surgery diagram. Recall that round 1-surgery on S? is an opera-
tion of removing embedded S! x S x D? from S* and glueing S* x D! x S! by an
identity map. Thus,
N =S¥\ (ST x SO x D?) JS' x D' x §%;
id
where ¢ : 9(S! x S” x D?) — S? is an embedding.

Lemma 3. A round 1-surgery on S® can be completely determined by a two-
component framed link in S3.

Proof. In round 1-surgery, we remove two solid tori and glue in a thickened torus.
Recall that any embedded solid torus S! x D? in S can be realised as a tubular
neighbourhood of its core curve S* x {0}. Thus, a link L = L; U Ly with two
components determines the embedding of S* x S? x D? in S? for a round 1-surgery.
In particular, ¢(S* x S° x D?) = N(L;) U N(Ly) where N(L;) denote the tubular
neighbourhood of the link component L;. Next, we prove that the glueing home-
omorphism of a thickened torus is completely determined by an integer surgery
coefficient on each component of the link.
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On ON(L;), we consider a canonical coordinate system given by meridian m;
and longitude ;.

We want to express the round 1-surgery coordinates curves with respect to m;
and [;. We denote the round 1-surgery coordinates by r; = ¢(S* x {j} x {—}) and
s;=¢({—} x {j} x S'). We have

ri= pjmjt+gi-l;
and  s; = uj-m;+v;-ly,

for some pj, ¢;,u; and v; in Z. Moreover, for j = 1,2, the curves S! x {j} x {p} and
{q} x {j} x S* form a basis of the first homology of the boundary torus S x {;j} x S!
of the thickened torus S' x [1,2] x S!.

Since we glue S! x D! x S! by the identity homeomorphism, the curves S x {j} x
{p} = rj=o(S* x {j} x {p}) and {q} x {j} x S' = s; = ¢({q} x {j} x OD?).

Since ¢({q} x {j} x OD?) is a disk bounding curve in N(L;), it is a meridian on
the boundary torus ON(L;). The meridian curve is unique up to isotopy; we get
s; = m;. Therefore, u; = 1 and v; = 0 for each j =1,2.

Further, the curve r; is isotopic to the core curve L;(= S* x {5} x {0}) of N(L;).
We get r; =nj-mj+1-1; ie. p; =n; and ¢; = 1 for some n; € Z. Therefore, the
round 1-surgery is completely determined by ("—1”, %) Since the image s; is always
fixed, embedding can be completely determined by a pair of integers n; on L; and
ng on Ly. Hence, a round surgery can be presented by an integral framed link with
two components. ([

Remark 1. Suppose M is obtained by round 1-surgery on a framed link L in S3.
Then (M) is not trivial. Because the interval I of the glued thickened torus
can be joined with another interval Iy C S*\ N(L) to form a circle that is non-
contractible in the new 3-manifold, where N (L) is a tubular neighbourhood of the
round 1-surgery link L.

Lemma 4. Let L = LiULy C S? denote a round 1-surgery link with round 1-surgery
coefficients ny = n on L1 and no = n+ k on Ly. Then we obtain diffeomorphic
3-manifolds after performing round 1-surgeries on L for any n € Z and a fized
keZ.

Proof. From the proof of the above Lemma [3] we take the canonical coordinate
system m; and [; on the boundary tori ON(L;) for each j = 1,2. Suppose z =
{g} x{j} xS' and y = S' x {j} x {p} denote the coordinate system on the boundary
of the glued thickened torus T? x [1,2], where j = 1,2. Then, we glue T? x {4} to
ON(L;) as

r = m;

y = nj-mj+l;
for each j = 1,2. Suppose ¢; denote the above homomorphism from T? x {j} to

ON(L;). Then we can realise glueing of the thickened torus as a homeomorphism
¢ 0 ¢1—1 from ON(L1) to ON(L2). It maps ¢ o ¢>1_1(m1) = my and

d20¢7 (1) = da(y —n1-2) = (N2 —n1) ma+lo =k -ma+lo.

Thus, the homeomorphism corresponds to with respect to the given basis

01
on O(N(Ly) U N(Lg)). Notice that, for fixed k € Z and different values of n € Z,
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we get the same matrix for the homeomorphism. Hence, the resultant 3-manifolds,
after performing round 1-surgeries on L with coefficient n on Ly and n + k on Lo,
for n € Z and a fixed integer k, are diffeomorphic. O

Remark 2. For k = 0, we get the same round 1-surgery coefficient on both of
the components of L. Thus, by the above Lemma [d round 1-surgeries on a link
Ly U Ly with the same coefficients on both of the components correspond to the
diffeomorphic 3-manifold.

3.2. Round 2-surgery diagram. The following lemma is required to define the
round surgery diagram for the round surgery of index 2.

Lemma 5. Any embedded thickened torus T? x [1,2] in S® is homeomorphic to
No(K)\ N1(K) for some knot K € S, where N,. is a tubular neighbourhood homeo-
morphic to a solid torus St x D2 := {(0, (z,y)) € S' x R?|z? +y% = r? and § € S*}.

Proof. Suppose ¢ : T2 x [1,2] — S? is an embedding. Then by solid torus theorem
[7], there exists a solid torus N7 bounded by either the torus T2 x {1} or T? x {2}.
Without loss of generality, we assume that ON; = T? x {1}. Further, we can glue
N; with the T? x [1,2] to produce a new solid torus N’ := N; Uz x (13 T2 x [1,2]
with boundary T? x {2}. Suppose c¢; denotes the core curve of the solid torus.
Thus, N’ and Nj are tubular neighbourhoods of the knot ¢;. Hence, ¢(T? x [1,2])
is homeomorphic to N\ Ny C N’(¢;) for some knot ¢;.

We would like to claim that the choice of knot ¢; is unique up to isotopy. Suppose
there is another embedded solid torus Ny bounding T? x {2} given by an embedding
W S' x D? = Ny C M. We denote ¢y to be the core curve of the solid torus Ns.
Since Ny # N’, we claim that Ny N N’ = T? x {2}. Suppose p € N N N’ such
that p ¢ T? x {2}. The point p is in the interiors of N’ and N». Let s; and sy be
straight line segments lying in the interiors of N’ and N3 joining p with some point
q1 € ¢ and qo € co, respectively. Thus, the path s; U ss is a path connecting the
interior of N’ with Ny without intersecting T? x {2}. We remove the embedded
torus T? x {2} from S?® and get a 3-manifold with two connected components. The
union of the interiors are contained in one of the components. By the solid torus
theorem, the interior of N’ is one of the components of the complement. Thus, the
interior of Ny is a subset of the interior of N’. Since N’ = ON,, we get N’ = N,
which is a contradiction to N’ # Ny. Therefore, No N N’ = T? x {2}. In particular,
Ny is the knot complement of ¢ in S3.

By the knot complement theorem of Gordon-Luecke in [6], knots in S are iso-
topic if their knot complements are homeomorphic. Since the knot complement is
a solid torus, it implies that the core curves ¢; and co are unknots. Thus, the knot
c1 is unique up to isotopy. O

For a round 2-sugery, we remove embedded thickened torus ¢(S* x St x D!) from
S? and glue two solid tori S! x D? x SY using the identity homeomorphism.

Lemma 6. A round 2-surgery on S® can be determined by a knot in S® with a
rational coefficient.

Proof. Suppose ¢ : S x St x [1,2] — S? is an embedding. By Lemma [5, the
embedded thickened torus ¢(S! xS* x[1,2]) is completely determined by a knot K C
S3. In particular, the embedded thickened torus ¢(S* xSt x[1,2]) = No(K)\ N1 (K),
where N;(K) = {(0, (z,y)) € S'xR?|0 € S*, 2% +y* = i? for x,y € R} is a tubular
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neighbourhood of the round 2-surgery knot K. Since ¢ is a diffeomorphism onto its
image, the boundary of T? x[1, 2] maps to the boundary d(N(K)\N;(K)). Without
loss of generality, we can assume that ¢ (']I‘2 x {j} = 8Nj(K)) where j = 1,2. On
ONj;, we have the canonical coordinate system of curves m; and l;. Moreover, the
meridian m; is isotopic to mg, and I is isotopic to Iz in No(K) \ N1(K). On the
boundary of S! x S! x [1,2], curves r; = S' x {p} x {j} and s; = {q} x S x {j}
determine the basis of the first homology group of T? x {;} for some fixed p,q € S*
and j = 1,2. Clearly, the basis curves ry is isotopic to ro and s; is isotopic to
sy in T? x [1,2]. We can express diffeomorphism T? x {1} — ON; as a matrix

A= Z ; with respect to the basis r1, s; on T2 x {1} and canonical coordinates

mq and [; on ON;.

Now, we can think of ¢ : T? x [1,2] — S? as an isotopy between diffeomorphisms
Plr2x {5} onto their images for j = 1,2. Recall that any isotopy class of diffeomor-
phism is given by the same matrix A € SL(2,7Z). Thus, for j = 1,2, ¢|r2xy;y is
given by the same matrix A.

In round 2-surgery, we remove the embedded thickened torus ¢(S! x S x [1,2])
from S®. Denote N := 9(S93\ ¢(S! x S! x [1,2])). We observe that N has two
connected components. We glue two solid tori S' x D? x S° to each connected
component of N along their boundary tori by identity diffeomorphism. Denote
SY = {1,2}. Under the identity glueing map, the longitude S' x {p} x {j} maps to
#(r;) and the meridian {g} x D? x {j} maps to ¢(s;), for j = 1,2.

Recall that the glueing map of a solid torus can be completely determined by
the image of the meridian of the boundary torus. Thus, in our case, it is sufficient
to know the coefficients of ¢(s;) = A (1 O)T =p-m; +q-l;, where p,g € Z
such that (p,q) = 1. The quotient % denotes the round 2-surgery coefficient on a

K. For %—coefﬁcient on K, we get ¢(s;) = m,;, for j = 1,2, yielding the resultant
3-manifold S? U S! x S2. We can avoid this surgery coefficient because we can
obtain S3 US! x S? by doing a round 2-surgery on an unknot with round 2-surgery
coefficient 0. Therefore, we get a rational number with a knot that completely

determines the round surgery of index 2. O

Remark 3. (Round 2-surgery on S* gives disconnected manifold.) In round 2-
surgery, we remove an embedded T? x [0, 1] from S* and glue two solid tori S x
5% x D?. From Lemma 5} we get a 3-manifold with two components after removing
the T2 x [0,1]. Thus, we obtain a disconnected 3-manifold after glueing solid tori.
Below, we define the way to perform round 1-surgery and round 2-surgery together
to get a connected 3-manifold.

Remark 4. By the definition of round surgery, it is clear that a round surgery on a
closed manifold produces a closed manifold. Thus, we get a closed 3-manifold after
performing round 1 and 2 surgeries on S*. Moreover, we fix an orientation on S?
to define the coordinate curves. Thus, we get an oriented smooth 3-manifold.

The following diagrams are some examples of round surgery diagrams on S3.

(1) In Figure |5, T2 can be presented by round 1—surgery diagram as a Hopf
link with 0 framing on both components.

(2) In Figure[6] S* L (S! x S?) can be presented by a round 2-surgery diagram
on a O-framed unknot.
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FIGURE 6. S3 U (St x §?)

(3) S31US? can be presented by a round 2-surgery diagram on a (#£1)-framed
unknot.

3.3. Joint pair of round surgeries of indices 1 and 2. By Remark [} we know
that round surgery of index 2 on a knot produces a 3-manifold with two connected
components. In particular, removing an embedded thickened torus from S? gives a
two-component 3-manifold. By Lemmal 5] we know that one component is the solid
torus, and the other component is the knot complement of the core curve of the
solid torus. We need to know possible embeddings for round surgeries on S* such
that we don’t get two components after performing surgeries or a combination of
surgeries. From Lemma [5] we know that every thickened torus is part of some solid
torus. If this solid torus is a part of some round 1-surgery, then we get a connected
manifold after performing round 1-surgery along that solid torus and removing that
embedded thickened torus. In the following Lemma 7] we prove it.

Now, let L = Li; U L5 in S? be a framed link for round surgery of index 1.
Let ¢(T? x I) be an embedded thickened torus such that ¢(T? x {0}) is parallel to
9 (S3\N (L12)), i.e ¢(T? x I) = Na(L12)\ N1(L12). Then perform a round 1-surgery
on L = L11 U ng, i.e.

Mp=S"\¢ (S xS xD?) [ J S'xD'xs'
S1 xS0 xSt
where 1 : S! x S% x D? — S3 is an embedding. Since ¢(T? x I) C S*\N(L), we
get ¢(T? x I) C M. We want to remove embedded ¢(T? x I) from Mj,. Denote
M} = M\ (¢(T? x I)). Clearly, OM} = ¢(T? x S°) = ¢(T? x {0}) U ¢(T? x {1}).

Lemma 7. Removing the above embedded ¢(T? x I) (parallel to the glued torus in
round 1-surgery) nullifies the effect of the glued thickened torus in round 1-surgery,
i.e.

Mp\¢ (T2 x I) = SP\N(L),
where L = L1 U L1 and My, described above.
Proof. We have given that the embedded T2 x I is parallel to the glued torus in

round l-surgery. In M/, the boundary torus ¢(T? x {0}) is given to be parallel to
the ON(L12) and the other boundary torus ¢(T? x {1}) can be isotoped along the
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glued thickened torus of round 1-surgery to realise it as parallel to the ON(Lq1).
Thus, M7 = M\¢ (T? x I) 2 S3\N(L). O

We observe that performing a round 2-surgery on a thickened torus parallel to
the glued torus of round 1-surgery produces a connected 3-manifold. Notice that
we are performing a round 2-surgery on the thickened torus Na(Li2) \ Ni(Li1),
which is part of the tubular neighbourhood of a link component L5 of the round
l-surgery link L. Thus, the component L5 is a round 2-surgery knot as well. We
call such pair of round 1-surgery and round 2-surgery on the round 1-surgery link
a joint pair of round surgeries of indices 1 and 2. Formally, we define it as follows.

Definition 4. A round 1-surgery link Li; U Lo is said to be a joint pair of round
surgeries of indices 1 and 2 if one of the components of L1y U L5 is treated as a
round 2-surgery knot. We denote the coefficient of the round 2-surgery knot on the
top of that component next to the round 1-surgery coefficient as shown in Figure

!

nii n12,M1

Ly Lo

FIGURE 7. A diagram of a Joint pair Ly; U Li5 with round 1-
surgery coefficient 711 on L1 and nis on L2, and round 2-surgery
coefficient m; on L15. The box in the middle represents the linking
between the components and the knotting of Li; and Lis.

Remark 5. We fix a convention to index a joint pair L as L;; U L;3 such that
L;1 U L3 is a round 1-surgery link with round 1-surgery coefficient n;; on L;; and
ngo on Lo, and Lo is also a round 2-surgery knot with round 2-surgery coefficient
my;, for some i € N,

3.4. A round surgery diagram in S® of a connected closed 3-manifolds.
We know that round 2-surgery produces a 3-manifold with two components. Thus,
a round surgery diagram for a closed connected 3-manifold has a round 2-surgery
knot in a joint pair with some round 1-surgery link.

Suppose M is a 3-manifold obtained by a sequence of round surgeries of indices
1 and 2 on S3. For such a sequence of round surgeries, we can associate a framed
link corresponding to round 1 and 2 surgeries. We call such framed link a round
surgery diagram.

Definition 5. A link L = L, U---U L, is said to be a round surgery diagram of a
3-manifold M, if

(1) for each i, L; is either a round 1-surgery link or a round 2-surgery knot.
(2) for some round 1-surgery link L;, L;s is also a round 2-surgery knot, i.e. a
L; is a joint pair.
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If M is connected, then a round 2-surgery knot must be in a joint pair with a
round 1-surgery link otherwise, we get a disconnected resultant manifold. Below,
we define a round surgery diagram for a closed connected oriented 3-manifold.

Definition 6. A round surgery diagram in S* of a closed connected oriented 3-
manifold is a link L = Ly U...U L such that
(1) for each 1 < i < n, L; is a link with two components with an integral
framing corresponding to the round 1-surgery,
(2) and for some of the 1 < ¢ < n, L; is a joint pair of the round surgeries of
indices 1 and 2.

3.5. Trivial round surgery diagram. In the proof of the Lemma [6] we have
a choice of 1/0-round 2-surgery coefficient. Let us consider a joint pair with a
1/0-round 2-surgery coefficient. Suppose L = L1 U L1o is joint pair with round 1-
surgery coefficient n17 on L1; and nqs on Lis and round 2-surgery coefficient 1/0 on
L1o. After round 1-surgery and removing the thickened torus for round 2-surgery
from S?, we are left with S3 \ N(L) as proven in the Lemma |7 Now, glueing two
solid tori with the 1/0 round 2-surgery coefficient is the same as performing two
trivial Dehn surgeries together. Thus, the resultant manifold is again S3. We call
such round surgery trivial round surgery. In particular, we say a round surgery
diagram trivial in S® if the round 2-surgery coefficient on each joint pair Ljs is 1/0.

3.6. Connected sum of 3-manifolds. Suppose two round surgery links are con-
tained in two disjoint 3-balls in S®. We know that the complement of the tubular
neighbourhood of the surgery link remains unchanged after round surgery over a
link. Thus, we get a connected sum of the manifolds after performing round surgery
on the given round surgery links.

4. BRIDGING DEHN SURGERY DIAGRAM WITH ROUND SURGERY DIAGRAMS.

We aim to convert a given round surgery diagram for round surgery of index 1
and 2 into a Dehn surgery diagram. In particular, we want to establish a bridge
between round surgery diagrams and Dehn surgery diagrams.

4.1. Correspondence between round surgery diagrams and surgery dia-
grams. Suppose the link L = L7 U L5 is a joint pair of round surgery of indices
1 and 2. Then we perform round 1-surgery on the tubular neighbourhood N (L) of
the link L and round 2-surgery on a thickened torus No(L12) \ N1(L12) parallel to
the ON(L12). From Lemma |7} we know that after performing round 1-surgery and
removing the thickened torus, we get S3 \ N(L). We glue two solid tori to complete
the round 2-surgery. Notice that, glueing S! x D? x S to S3\ N(L) is same as
performing Dehn surgery on L. In Lemma |8, we prove this and calculate the Dehn
surgery coefficients.

Moreover, any Dehn surgery on some two-component link can be viewed as per-
forming round surgeries on a joint pair. This observation provides a correspondence
between the set of round surgery diagrams of joint pairs and integral Dehn surgery
diagrams.

Lemma 8 (Joint pair to a Dehn surgery diagram). Let L = Ly; U L1s be a
round surgery diagram of a closed connected oriented 3-manifold such that L is a
joint pair of round surgeries of indices 1 and 2. Then, it corresponds to the Dehn
surgery link L with the surgery coefficient shown in Figure[§
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n11 Nniz, M nip —niz +m m

L1 Lio Lqy Lo

FIGURE 8. A joint pair to a Dehn surgery diagram.

Proof. Suppose we perform round 1-surgery on Lqi; U Li5 with round surgery co-
efficient ny; on Li; and mis on Ljs. For round 1l-surgery, the solid tori are
embedded as the tubular neighbourhoods N(Li;) U Ni(L12) of the Li; in S3.
We consider a bigger radius tubular neighbourhood Na(Li3) of Li2 such that
Ni(L12) C Na(L12). We also perform a round 2-surgery on Ljy on the embed-
ded thickened torus No(Lia) \ Ni(L12) in S3.

On the boundary torus ON (L), we have the canonical coordinate system given
by curves meridian m; and longitude [; for j = 1,2. Suppose we get N =
S3\ (St x D2 x SO)US! xSt x[1, 2] after round 1-surgery, where ¢ : S' xD? xS° —
S? is an embedding.

On Li5, we perform a round 2-surgery with respect to framing m. After removing
the embedded thickened torus from N, we get N’ = N \ (N2(L12) \ N1(L12)). On
ON’' = ONa(L12) U ONy(L12), we have coordinate curves mg and ly. The round
2-surgery framing curve on each ON;(L13) can be expressed as f; = p-ma+¢q-ls
for 1 = 1,2, because m = % € Q.

Notice that the boundary component N7 (Li2) can realised as the boundary of
a tubular neighbourhood of L1;. We observe that glueing solid torus to N2 (L12)
is the same as performing a Dehn surgery on L5 by surgery coefficient m. Thus, to
realise this round 2-surgery as Dehn surgeries, we also need to express the framing
curve f1 in terms of the coordinate curves m; and l; of ON(L11). Suppose p
and A are the coordinate curves on the glued thickened torus. Then on dNp(L12),
A nyg-ma + 1o and g — ma, and on ON(L11), A — nq1 -my + 11 and g — m;y.
Thus, we get my and mo are isotopic curves and

l2 = /\—’I’ng'mg
= ny-my+ 1l +nip-mg
= (nu1—ni2) -mi+bh, " m=ma.

Therefore,

i = p-me+q-{(n1 —ni2) -mi+0i}
= (g(n11 —ni2) +p) -mi+q-l.

Thus, the Dehn surgery coefficient is (n11 — ni2 + p/q) = (n11 — n12 +m) on Ly
and m on L, for a given joint pair of round surgery diagram. ([l

Definition 7. A round surgery diagram L = L; U...U L, is said to be round
surgery diagram of joint pairs if for each 1 <i<mn

(1) L; is a link with two components, i.e. L; = L;; U L;o
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(2) Li1 ULz is a joint pair of round surgery of indices 1 and 2 such that n;; is
a round 1-surgery coefficient on L;; and m; is a round 2-surgery coefficient
on Lo, where 1 < j < 2.

Remark 6. We are interested in studying the equivalence moves on the round
surgery diagrams like Kirby moves on integral Dehn surgery diagrams. From now
on, we will only consider integral round 2-surgery coefficients. Moreover, it is not
always possible to convert a given Dehn surgery diagram with rational coefficients
to a joint pair. For an example, we take a pair of unlinked unknots U; UUs with ra-
tional coefficients § on Uy and +1 on Us. We claim that this rational Dehn surgery
diagram can not be converted to a joint pair for round surgery. To prove the claim,
assume that it is possible to convert it into a joint pair of round surgery diagram
with round 1-surgery coefficient n, on Uy and ny on Us for some integers nq, no and
round 2-surgery coefficient m on Us. By Lemma |8 we can convert this joint pair
back to the Dehn surgery diagram with the Dehn surgery coefficients ny — no +m
on U; and m on Us. It implies, m =1 and ny —ns +m = g, which is contradiction
because ny,ng € Z.

Lemma 9 (Ordinary surgery diagram to a joint pair of round surgeries). Suppose
L=LiU---UL, is a Dehn surgery diagram such that component L; has a surgery
coefficient n; for 1 <1i <mn. Ifn is even, say n = 2m, then (L1ULy)U---U(Lay—1U
Loy,) is a round surgery diagram of joint pairs such that each pair Lo;—1 U La; in
the parenthesis is a joint pair with round 1-surgery coefficients n; —n;+1 +k on L;
and k on Liy1, and round 2-surgery coefficient n;41 on Liyq1, for 1 < i < m and
keZ.

If n is odd, say n = 2m — 1, then we add an unlinked unknot Ls,, with fram-
ing (£1) to convert L into a new Dehn surgery diagram with an even number of
components and apply the previous statement.

Proof. Suppose we have given a surgery diagram consisting of a link L = L; U Lo
with two components such that n; is a surgery coefficient on L; for 1 < j < 2.
Then, we can realise them as a joint pair L U Lo such that the pair has the round

TL1—’I7,2—|—I{J

ny . ko

L1 L2 Ll L2

FIGURE 9. An ordinary surgery diagram consists of two compo-
nents to a joint pair round surgery diagram on the left.

1-surgery coefficients ny —ny+k on Ly and k on Ly, and round 2-surgery coefficient
ng on Lo, where k can be any integer (See Figure@. We observe that we can convert
the joint pair L; U Ly to the Dehn surgery diagram using Lemma[8 We obtain the
same Dehn surgery diagram L; U Ly with surgery coefficient n; on L; for j =1, 2.
Thus, the joint pair and Dehn surgery diagram correspond to the same 3-manifold.

Suppose we have a surgery diagram consisting of a single component K with
surgery coefficient n. We need two components to convert a Dehn surgery diagram
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into a joint pair. Thus, we perform the first Kirby move i.e. addition of unlinked
disjoint unknot with 41 surgery coefficient to K to get K UU. Now, we convert
the new Dehn surgery diagram to the joint pair as discussed above (see Figure .

nFl+k
n k,+1

K K U

FIGURE 10. A joint pair from a Dehn surgery diagram consisting
of a single component.

Suppose we have given a Dehn surgery diagram L = L; U---U L,. We use
the order of the link components to club two components to form a candidate for
a joint pair. For each pair of link components, we treat them as a Dehn surgery
diagram consisting of two components and then convert them into a joint pair, as
mentioned above. If n is odd, then we treat the last component L, as a Dehn
surgery diagram consisting of a single component and convert them into a joint
pair. In conclusion, we obtain a round surgery diagram of joint pairs from the
given Dehn surgery diagram. [

Remark 7. There is a choice involved in the proof of the above lemma about which
component to assign a round 2-surgery curve. However, it does not matter because
the resultant 3-manifolds will be the same (From Lemma . In Section [5} we give
an equivalence relation to address this issue.

From Lemma [§] and Lemma [9] we have proved the following theorem.

Theorem 2 (The Bridge Theorem). The following two statements establish a
bridge between a set of ordinary surgery diagrams and round surgery diagrams.

(a) Given a round surgery diagram of joint pairs L = J;_,(Li1 U L) in S of
closed connected oriented smooth 3-manifold My, such that n;; is a round
1-surgery coefficient on L;; and m; is a round 2-surgery coefficient on Ljo
for1 <i<mnandl <j<2. Then there is a Dehn surgery diagram given
on L such that n;1 — ngo + m; and m; are surgery coefficients on L;; and
Lo, respectively.

(b) Given a Dehn surgery diagram L = L1U---UL, of closed connected oriented
smooth 3-manifold such that n; are surgery coefficient on L; for each 1 <
i <n. Then there is a round surgery diagram of joint pairs.

As a corollary, we have Asimov’s theorem for connected oriented 3-manifolds.

Corollary 1 (Asimov’s Theorem). Any closed connected oriented 3-manifold can
be presented by a round surgery diagram of indices 1 and 2.

Proof. By Lickorish—Wallace theorem, given a closed connected oriented smooth
3-manifold M, there is a Dehn surgery diagram L consisting of an integral framed
link L. There is a round surgery diagram of joint pairs for this surgery diagram L
from the Theorem [2 O
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Corollary 2 (Lickorish-Wallace theorem for round surgery diagrams). Given a
round surgery diagram of joint pairs L = \J;_,(La U Li2), we can obtain a new
round surgery diagram of joint pairs L' from L such that all the round surgery

coefficients are either of £1.

Proof. Suppose we have given a round surgery diagram of joint pairs L = (J;-_, (L;1U
L) with round 1l-surgery coefficient n;; on L;; and round 2-surgery coefficient
m; on Ljp for 1 < i < mnand 1 < j < 2. By Theorem [2] we convert L to a
Dehn surgery diagram L with Dehn surgery n;; — n;s +m; and m; on L;; and L
for 1 < i < n. Recall that any Dehn surgery diagram with an integral surgery
coefficient can be converted into a Dehn surgery diagram L’, with each component
having a surgery coefficient either of +1. If L’ has an odd number of components,
then we add an unlinked disjoint unknot with either of £1 surgery coeflicient.
Suppose L' = |J;Z; (Lj; ULj,) has even components with nj; is a suregry coefficient
on ng such that n;j e{zxl}forl <i<nandl <j <2 By Theorem
we convert L’ to a round surgery diagram (J;-, (L}, U L.;) with round 1-surgery
coefficient n}; — nly + k; on L}, and k; on L}, and round 2-surgery coefficient n/,
on L., where k; € Z for 1 < i < n. For each i, we take k; = n},. Hence, we get a
round surgery diagram of joint pairs such that round surgery coefficients are either
of £1. O

4.2. Round 1-surgery diagram to a Kirby diagram. A round surgery diagram
L = (Li1ULj) in S* of a 3-manifold is called round 1-surgery diagram if on
each pair L;; UL;5 we perform only round 1-surgery with round 1-surgery coefficient
ng; on Ly; for 1 <4 <nand 1 < j < 2. In this subsection, we would like to convert
a round 1-surgery diagram into a Kirby diagram consisting of handles of indices 1
and 2. We use the idea of the proof of Lemma [I| for the conversion.

Lemma 10 (Round 1-surgery diagram to a Kirby diagram). Suppose a link L =
L11 U L1y is round 1-surgery diagram of 3-manifold M with ny11 and nyi2 are round
1-surgery coefficients on Li1 and Lys, respectively. Then, it can be converted into
a Kirby diagram consisting of a 1-handle and a 2-handle such that

(1) one 3-ball of the attaching sphere of the 1-handle S° x D? lies on the one
component, and the other 3-ball lies on the other component of the round 1-
surgery link. It makes the two components link into a 2-surgery knot which
goes over the attached 1-handle.

(2) The 2-surgery curve gets a new framing ni1 + nia + 21k(L11, L12).

Proof. By Lemma [1} a round k-handle can be realized as a pair of k and (k + 1)-
handles. We want to track the attaching regions of the ordinary handles under
this realization. Since we are interested in a round 1l-surgery, we take k = 1.
Schematically, we can think of the round 1-handle S' x D! x D? as a solid cuboid
ABCDHGFE.

In the cuboid, we identify the y-axis with S!, the z-axis with D?, and the x-axis
with D!, as shown in the Figure The front face ADHFE and back face BCGF
are an attaching region of the round 1-handle. The circles ab C ADHE and cd C
BCGF is the link L1; ULy in S%. In both of the circles ab and ed, we can find small
segments disjoint from the linking and knotting. Suppose the segments eb C ab and
fd C cd denote those parts of the knots. Now, we can think of S' as a union of two
intervals, i.e. D' UD!'. We break this cuboid into two solid cuboids, ABCDSRQP
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FIGURE 11. Round 1-handle attachment as a pair of ordinary han-
dles of indices 1 and 2

and EFGHSRQP. We treat the first half ABCDSRQP as a 1-handle and the second
half EFGHSRQP as a 2-handle. The squares APSD and BQRC are the attaching
region of the 1-handle as it identifies with D' x D? x S = D3 x S°. Further,
the attaching region of the 2-handle is identified with the cuboid EPQFGHSR, i.e.
D! x D! x D? = D? x D?. The core curve of the 2-handle can be identified with
aeUefU fcUca where ae and cf are part of the different components of the round
1-surgery link. The parts ef and ac go over the attached 1-handles. In particular,
we get a Kirby diagram consisting of 1-handle and 2-handle.

In conversion, we add a 3-ball to each component such that the orientation on
the new knot going through the 3-balls agrees with the orientation given on the
components of the round 1-surgery link. The sides HS U SRU RG U GH form the
framing curve of the 2-surgery knot. We may consider the 3-balls such that they do
not intersect with the individual framing of the components of L. The framing curve
LY (n11) has linking number n1; with Ly; and linking number [k(L11, L12) with Lyo.
Similarly, the framing curve L},(n12) has linking number nis with L1 and linking
number lk(Ly1, L12) with Lis. Both of these framing curves join through the 2-
handle to become a single framing curve of the new 2-surgery knot. Thus the new
framing of the 2-surgery curve is the sum of the above individual linking numbers.
Hence, the 2-surgery knot has ni1 + nio + 2lk(L11, L12) framing. O

Remark 8. The above Lemma gives another way to construct new Kirby dia-
grams whose boundary is determined by the round 1-surgery diagrams. For exam-
ple, the round 1-surgery diagram of 3-torus given in Figure 5| can be converted into
a Kirby diagram K consisting of 1 and 2-handle (see Figure In particular, Kirby
diagrams obtained from the above lemma can be used to distinguish 4-manifolds
by showing that they have different boundary manifolds.

We have proved the following theorem in the Lemmas [§ and [I0]

Theorem 3. Suppose L = L1 U ...U L, is a round surgery diagram of a closed
connected oriented smooth 3-manifold such that each L; is a two-component link.
(i) If L; is not in a joint pair of surgeries, then it corresponds to a Kirby
diagram consisting of handles of indices 1 and 2.
(i) And if L; is a joint pair link, then it corresponds to a Kirby diagram con-
sisting of only 2-handles (in particular, an integral Dehn surgery diagram)
as mentioned Lemma[8
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—1

Ficure 12. Kirby diagram of a 4-manifold with 3-torus as a
boundary.

4.3. From a surgery diagram to a round 1l-surgery diagram. Suppose two
ordinary handles h; and hj;i; are independently attached to an n-manifold M.
Thus, the attaching regions and the attaching spheres of handles are disjoint to
each other. In particular, in the case of dimension 4, suppose X is a 4-manifold
obtained by independently attaching a 1-handle h; and a 2-handle hy to D*. Then,
the Kirby diagram of the X consists of a disjoint pair of D3 and a framed knot K.
In the lemma below, we will use the proof of the fundamental lemma of a round
handle by Asimov in [I] to obtain a round 1-surgery diagram from a given Kirby
diagram consisting of framed knot disjoint from a pair of 3-balls.

Lemma 11 (Disjoint 1-handle and 2-handle Kirby diagram to a round 1-suregry
diagram). Suppose A is a Kirby diagram consisting of a pair of D* and an integral
framed knot K such that K is disjoint from the pair of D®. Then A can be isotoped
to a round 1-surgery diagram.

Proof. Suppose 0;h; and 0_h; denote the belt region and attaching region of the
handle h;, respectively. In A, a pair of D3 determines the attaching sphere of 1-
handle, and a framed knot K determine the attaching sphere of 2-handle on S3.
We may choose a tubular neighbourhood N(K) of K such that N(K)No_hy = 0.
Since O_hy = N(K), we get the attaching regions are disjoint, i.e. _h;NO_hy = 0.
Thus, we have a pair of independently attached handles h; and hy. Thus, we may
isotope the attaching map of hsy as discussed in the proof of a fundamental theorem
of the round handle in [IJ.

In particular, we have a smooth map F : St x [0,1] — S® U 94 (h1) such that
Fy(St) is disjoint from hy and Fy(SY) Nhy = D! x SY. Moreover, this isotopy can
be extended to the attaching region, i.e., F" : (S! x D?) x [0,1] — S? x 9 (h1) such
that F}(S! x D*) N hy = 0 and F{(S* x D?) N hy = (D x D?) x S°.

We know that the framing of the attaching sphere S* x {0} of hy is a choice of
longitude on the boundary of S* x D? with respect to the trivialisation defined by
the Seifert surface. This framing can be determined by an integer n and it is also
the surgery coefficient of the 2-surgery.

Since the isotopy F perturbs an arc of the S' and keeps the rest of the arc
identical. We may assume that the perturbing arc has Siefert trivialisation. After
the extended isotopy F’, we can realise F'(S! x D?) = D' x D2U Dy x D? x SO U
D4 x D2, By the extended isotopy F”, the thickened arcs D1 x D? and D} x D? lies
in S3 and Dy' x D? x SO lies on the 1-handle.

Further, the arc D1 x {0} is a part of the perturbed arc of the 2-surgery knot K,
and the arc D} x {0} is the unperturbed arc. While realising this pair of handles
as round handles, Now, we join the end of the arc D} x {0} by D! € S? to get a
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knot L; in S3. Notice that L; is an unknot without any framing. Similarly, we
join the end of the other arc D} x {0} by D! € S3 to get another knot Ls. Clearly,
the knot types of Ly and K are the same and the framing of Lo is the same as K.
As a result, we get a link with two unlinked components L, and Lo with framing
0 on Ly and n on Ly. Thus, we get the corresponding round 2-surgery diagram, a
two-component framed link with framing 0 and n. (]

Remark 9. Consider a surgery presentation Ky of 3-torus by Boromean rings with
each component having O-framing and a Kirby diagram K of 3-torus given in the
Figure These two Kirby diagrams /C and Ky correspond to 4-manifolds whose
boundary is the 3-torus. If we want to convert Boromean rings (see Figure [13]) to
the other Kirby diagram K, then we need to insert a 1-handle in the Boromean
rings. The only way to do it is by the addition of a cancelling pair of handles of
indices 1 and 2. The newly created cancelling pair of handles can not be made into a
non-cancelling pair of handles by any Kirby move. In other words, after performing
any Kirby move, a cancelling pair continues to be a cancelling pair. Hence, a 1-
handle can not be added to the Boromean ring to obtain the Kirby diagram K.
Thus, we can achieve the Kirby calculus for the round surgery diagrams consisting

0 0

AN

0
FI1GURE 13. Surgery diagram of 3-torus

of joint pairs. Therefore, the subset of the round surgery diagram of joint pairs is
the optimal choice to have the bridge theorem.

5. EQUIVALENCE MOVES ON ROUND SURGERY DIAGRAMS OF JOINT PAIRS

In this section, we define equivalence moves on round surgery diagrams of joint
pairs. We prove that these moves are sufficient to establish a relation between two
round surgery diagrams of joint pairs corresponding to the same 3-manifold.

Now, we define the equivalence moves on a round surgery diagram of joint pairs.

(1) Equivalence Move 1.

The round surgery coefficients of a given joint pair Li; U L12 with round
1-surgery coefficient n1; and n12, and round 2-surgery coefficient m; can
be changed to new round surgery coefficient as shown below in Figure
for any integer k € Z. In particular, if we take k = n1o, we get the original
round surgery coefficients.

(2) Equivalence Move 2 (Shuffle moves). We define this equivalence move
to address the ambiguity pointed out in Remark [7}

Given a round surgery diagram of joint pairs L = Ly U...U L, such that
for each 1 < ¢ <n, L; = L;; UL, is a joint pair of round surgeries of index
1 and 2. In order to overcome the ambiguity observed in Remark (7] we
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ni1 ny2, M nyp —nig + k k,mq

Lll L12 Lll ng

FIGURE 14. Equivalence move 1

define two types of shuffling on the round 2-surgery knot, namely shuffie
moves of type A and B.

Shuffle move of type A. Suppose Li; U L1z is a joint pair with round
1-surgery coefficients n1; on L1 and n12 on Lqs, and round 2-surgery coef-
ficient m; on Lis. The shuffle move of type A changes the round 2-surgery
knot from Lq5 to Li; as shown in Figure In particular, we have con-
verted L11 U L12 — Llll U L/12 where Llll = L12 and L/12 = L11. Further,
L’ has a new round surgery coefficient. The round 1-surgery coefficients on
LY, is k —n11 +n12 and LY, is k, and round 2-surgery coefficient on L, is
n11 +m1 — nys for any k € Z.

ni1 N1, M1 k,m11 — niz2 +my
k—mn11 + nie

Lll L12 Lll L12

F1GUre 15. Shuffle move of type A

Shuffle move of type B. Suppose we have given a round surgery diagram
consisting of two joint pairs L = U?:I L;1 U Lz such that L;; has round
1-surgery coefficients n;; and L;» has round 2-surgery coefficient m; for

1 < 4,7 < 2. The shuffle move of type B interchanges round 2-surgery

nll@ On21 N1 — N2 +mqp — mo + k1 N1 — Nag — My + Mo + ko
L11 L21 LllG O
L21

2 Lo

Ll L22

FIGURE 16. Shuffle move of type ‘B’

knots Lis with Loy as shown in the Figure In particular, we have
converted L — L'(:= U?Zl 'y ULLy) where Liy = Log and Ly, = L1 such
that the round 1l-surgery coefficients on Lj; is m11 — nia + mqg — ma + kg
and L, is kg, and round 2-surgery coefficient on L}, is mq; and L, is
ng1 — Nag + me —my + ko and L), is k1, and round 2-surgery coefficient on
Li, is mqy for any ky, ko € Z.
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Equivalence Move 3.

Addition or deletion of joint pair U = U; U Us, consisting of an unlinked
pair of unknots with round 1-surgery coefficient &1 + k& on U; and k on
Us, and round 2-surgery coefficient +1 on Us, to the given round surgery
diagram R as shown in the Figure

k
k, +1

R < R U O
U U.

2

FI1GURE 17. Equivalence move of type 3.

Equivalence Move 4. Suppose we have given a round surgery diagram
R consisting of at least one joint pair Li; U L1s. We define the following
two moves on a single joint pair. We denote linking number between L;;
and Ly by l;ji50 and Ly (n) denote an isotopic curve on the boundary of
tubular neighbourhood N(L;;) that goes n times around the oriented core
curve L;;.

In Figure [I8] we describe the first type of equivalence move 4 on a
joint pair Li; U Ly1s. This equivalence move 4 on a Joint pair Ly U Lqg
replaces the Li; by the band connected sum L}, = L11#pL12(m1). Under
this move, the new component L}, gets a new round 1-surgery coefficient
niy = n11 — niz + my + 20112 + k and the other coefficients remain the

same.
@Lm
Loy
Q Q ; .
ni2, My Moo, Mo

Lo

FiGUure 18. This equivalence move 4 on a Joint pair L1y U L1s
replaces the Lq; by the band connected sum Lii#,L12(m1) and
changes the round surgery coefficients to n}; on L}; and ni2,mq
on L12.

In Figure we describe the second type of equivalence move 4 on a joint
pair Li; U Lq5. This equivalence move 4 on a Joint pair L1, U L1 replaces
the L5 by the band connected sum Lyo#4L11(f), where f = nyj; —nig+my.
Under this move, the new joint pair L1; U L}, gets a new round 1l-surgery
coefficient nf; = —my — 2ly112 + k on Ly; and k on L)y, for k € Z and
my = 2mq + n11; — ni2 + 201112 on L}, Further, the remaining joint pairs
and their round surgery coefficients remain unchanged under this move.

Now we assume that round surgery diagram R has at least two joint
pairs (L11 U L12) U (L21 U Log). We define four more types of equivalence
move 4.
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@n21
Loy
Q N22, M2

le L22 L/12 L22

FiGUureE 19. This equivalence move 4 on a Joint pair L1y U L1s
replaces the Ly by Lia#,L11(f) and changes the round 1-surgery
coefficients to m}; on Li; and k on Li,, for k € Z and round 2-
surgery coefficient on L}, to m].

In Figure we describe the first type of equivalence move 4 on two joint
pairs (L11 U L12) U (Lag U Log). This equivalence move 4 on (Lq7 U L12) U
(L21ULgy) replaces the Ly by the band connected sum LY, = L11#,Lo1(f),
where f = ng; — naz + ma. Under this move, the new joint pair Lj; U Lo
gets a new round 1-surgery coefficient n; = n11 +noy — (n12 +n9s2) + mo +
2ly121 + k on L}, and k on Lqa, for k € Z and my on Lis. Further, the
remaining joint pairs and their round surgery coefficients remain unchanged

under this move.
121 / S
niy 3
L21 ’ :
- L, .
TL127mIQ anz,mz Ky mQ Q Nag, Mo
b

Lz Lo Ly Lo

FIGURE 20. This equivalence move 4 on (L11 U L12) U (L21 U Lao)
replaces the Ly by L}; = Lii#sLo1(f) and changes the round
1-surgery coefficients to nj; on L{; and k on Lo, for k € Z.

In Figure we describe the second type of equivalence move 4 on
two joint pairs (L1 U L) U (La; U Log). This equivalence move 4 on
(L11 U L1g) U (L21 U Lag) replaces the Ly by the band connected sum
L, = L11#vLo2(ms2). Under this move, the new joint pair L}, U L5 gets a
new round 1-surgery coefficient n}; = ny1 —nia+ma+2l1120+% on L, and
k on Lis, for k € Z and round 2-surgry coefficient m; on L),. Further, the
remaining joint pairs and their round surgery coefficients remain unchanged
under this move.

In Figure 22] we describe the third type of equivalence move 4 on two
joint pairs (L11UL12)U(La; ULgs). This equivalence move 4 on (L1 UL12)U
(L21ULgy) replaces the Lo by the band connected sum L)y = Lia#, Lo (f),
where f = ng; — nag + mo. Under this move, the new joint pair L3 U L),
gets a new round 1-surgery coefficient nf; = (n11 — n12) — (n21 — nag) —
mg — 21291 + k on Ly and k on L, for k € Z and a new round 2-surgery
coefficient m} = my+mgo—+mns; —nog+2l1221 on L),. Further, the remaining
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FIGURE 21. This equivalence move 4 on (L1 U L12) U (L21 U Lag)
replaces the Ly; by Li; = L11#pL22(m2) and changes the round
1-surgery coefficients to nj; on L}; and k on Lo, for k € Z.

joint pairs and their round surgery coefficients remain unchanged under this
move.

O N22, M2

Ly Lo L/12 Loo

FIGURE 22. This equivalence move 4 on (L1 U L12) U (L2 U La2)
replaces the Lis by Lis = Lis#pLo1(f) and changes the round
1-surgery coefficients to n}; on L}; and k on Lis, for k € Z and
round 2-surgery coefficient to mj.

In Figure we describe the fourth type of equivalence move 4 on
two joint pairs (L1 U L12) U (Lay U Log). This equivalence move 4 on
(L11 U L12) U (L2; U Loy replaces the Lis by the band connected sum
L}y = Lis#uLaz(msa). Under this move, the new joint pair Ly; U Ly
gets a new round 1-surgery coefficient n); = ny; — nig — mg — 2lj000 + k
on Li; and k on Ly, for k € Z and a new round 2-surgery coefficient
my = mq +mao+ 211299 on L,. Further, the remaining joint pairs and their
round surgery coefficients remain unchanged under this move.

Remark 10. Equivalence move 3 can be thought of as a round version of the first
Kirby move, and equivalence move 4 can be realised as a round version of the second
Kirby move. In other words, we may also call equivalence move 3 as round first
Kirby move and equivalence move 4 as round second Kirby mowve.

Lemma 12. The application of equivalence moves 1-4 on a given round surgery
diagram L does not change the resulting 3-manifold.

Proof. Suppose L = J!_;(L;1 UL;) is a round surgery diagram of joint pairs with
round 1-surgery coefficient n;; on component L;; and round 2-surgery coefficient
m; on L for 1 <7 <mnand1<j <2 Below, we see the effect of each equivalence
move on L does not change the resultant 3-manifold.
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/
Ohl ST
Loy Ly,

Q
W
J?r‘
32

n12, M1

FIGURE 23. This equivalence move 4 on (L1 U L12) U (L2 U Lag)
replaces the Lis by Liy = Lia#pLaa(me) and changes the round
1-surgery coefficients to n}; on L}; and k on Ljs, for k € Z and
round 2-surgery coefficient to m].

Equivalence Move 1. We apply equivalence move 1 on a joint pair of the given
round surgery diagram L. Without loss of generality, we apply the equivalence
move 1 on the first joint pair L1 U L1s and obtain new round surgery coeflicients
on Li1 U Lqs. In particular, we get a new joint pair. Both of the joint pairs can be
converted to the same Dehn surgery diagram D by Lemma [8] as shown in Figure

24

ni1 ni2, M1 nip —niz +my my nip —nis +k k,my

Ly Ly L1 Lio Ly Ly

FIGURE 24. Diagrams involved in the equivalence move 1, i.e. di-
agrams on the left and right, correspond to the same Dehn surgery
diagram in the middle.

Equivalence Move 2. The equivalence move 2 has two types of separate moves:
The shuffle move of type A and type B. Since we apply a shuffle move of a certain
type once at a time, we discuss their effects separately.

Shuffle Move of type A. Since the shuffle move of type A applies on a joint
pair, we consider the first joint pair Li; U L5 of the given round surgery diagram
L, without loss of generality. Suppose Lj; U L}, is the new joint pair obtained

ni1 ny2, My ni1 — Nis + my my k,ni1 —ni2 +my k—mnqp +ni2

Ly Ly Ly Lo L Lyo
FicUrRE 25. Diagrams involved in the shuffle move of type A,

i.e. diagrams on the left and right, correspond to the same Dehn
surgery diagram in the middle.

after performing a shuffle move of type A on Lj; U L1s. By Theorem [2] the Dehn
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surgery diagram corresponding to both joint pairs is the same. Thus, the resultant
3-manifold remains unchanged.

Shuffle move of type B. The shuffle move of type B applies to two joint pairs.
In the given round surgery diagram L, we assume that we apply the type B move
on the first two joint pairs (L1 U L12) U (Lay U Lag) =: Ly U Ly. After performing
a shuffle move of type B on Ly U Ly, we get a new round surgery diagram L' =
U?:1(L;1 ULY,) Ui 5(Li UL;j2). We denote the new joint pairs by L := (L}; UL,)
for each i = 1,2. By Theorem [2| we may convert both round surgery diagrams L

nn noy nip — nig +my N21 — No2 + My Ny — Nio +my —mo + ki Mo — Moz — My +ma + ko
Ly, Lo L Loy Ln .
0o TS < 21
ni2, M1 N2, M2 mi ma ko, mq
k1,ms2
Ly
Lo Lis Lo Lia Lao

FIGURE 26. The shuffle move of type B applies on the diagram
on the left to obtain the diagram on the right, and both of the
diagrams correspond to the same surgery diagram in the middle.

and L’ to the same Dehn surgery diagram as shown in Figure Thus, the shuffle
move of type B does not change the resultant 3-manifold.

Equivalence Move 3. This move corresponds to the addition or deletion of
joint pair U = U; U Uy with round 1-surgery coefficient & on both U; and Us and
round 2-surgery coefficient £1 on Us to the given round surgery diagram L. In
particular, we get a new round surgery diagram L' = L| |U. By Lemma EI, the
joint pair U correspond to a pair unknot U; UU; with each having +1 Dehn surgery
coefficients. Recall that any unlinked disjoint +1 framed unknot corresponds to a
connected sum of the resultant manifold with S3. In particular, the resultant 3-
manifold is unchanged after an addition or deletion of U.

Equivalence Move 4. We have given six types of equivalence moves for a
round surgery diagram of joint pairs.

Each of the moves does not change the resultant 3-manifold. For each type of
move, we convert the left and right sides of the equivalence move 4 diagrams to the
Dehn surgery diagrams. We realise the effect of the equivalence move 4 on the round
surgery diagram is equivalent to the effect of Kirby move 2 on the corresponding
Dehn surgery diagrams.

In particular, in Figures[27]and [28] we realise equivalence move 4 on a single joint
pair as performing Kirby move 2 on the corresponding Dehns surgery diagrams.
And in Figures [29] [30] [31] and [32] we realise the equivalence move 4 defined on
two joint pairs as performing Kirby move 2 on the corresponding Dehns surgery
diagrams.

We know that the Kirby move 2 does not change the resultant 3-manifold. Hence
the equivalence move 4 also does not change the resultant 3-manifold.

O

Lemma 13. Let L = U;_,(La U Liz) and L' = Uj_,(L}; U L;y) be two round
surgery diagrams of joint pairs such that L and L' has the same link components
(up to knot isotopy) and linking between any two components of L matches with
the linking between corresponding two components of L'. Assume that both of the
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Lll

nio, m1@
Ly

$Eq. move 4 $Kirby Move 2

nip —niz +mp N21 — Nz +Mme

n21

Loy Lll@ @Lm
Qnm’ T 72

Loz Ly QL

22

nh+my —k

N21 — N22 + M2

21

—
Lo QLzl
n22, M2 N Mo
Lso QLm

FI1GURE 27. On the left column, the round surgery diagrams are in
equivalence move 4, where Li; replaces with Li1#,L12(m1), and
on the right, their corresponding surgery diagrams in Kirby move

ni1 N2t Ny — N1z My N1 — N2z + M2
L L
B 21 Ly Loy
ni2, M1 722, 12 2 my Mo
L L2 Ly Q

Loy

iEqA move 4 iKirby Move 2

nip — N2 +ma
.. Ng1 — N2z + M2

/
i I, i
21 0

n m
22, 1702 Mo
L22 L22

FIGURE 28. On the left column, the round surgery diagrams are
in equivalence move 4, where Ly replaces with Lia#,L11(f), and
on the right, their corresponding surgery diagrams in Kirby move
2, where framing f = nyi; — nio + ms.

round surgery diagrams correspond to the same Dehn surgery diagrams. Then, the
round surgery diagrams L and L' are connected by a finite sequence of the shuffle
moves of type A and type B and equivalence move 1.

Proof. We have given that L = [J!_,(L;1 U L;2) is a round surgery diagram of joint
pairs. Thus, by convention, we know that the link component L;o is the round
2-surgery knot for each 1 < i < n. Since link components of L and L’ are isotopic
and linking between any two components of L matches with the linking between
corresponding two components of L/, we change the indexing of components of
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ni1 On21 N1y — N1z £my Ng1 — N2z + M2
L L Ll@ @Lm
ni2, My N2, M2 —> Mo
L1 L2z L Q Q
12 L22
iKirby Move 2

/
niy TL21 — Mgy + Mo

HOION "“Q Q"”
L12 L22 L12 L22

FIGURE 29. On the left column, the round surgery diagrams are

in equivalence move 4, where L1y replaces with Li1#,Lo1(f), and

on the right, their corresponding surgery diagrams in Kirby move
2, where f = ngy — nag + mo

1 — ) n —n m
ni n11 — Nio + my 21 22 + M2
L1y Loy Ly O Lo
niz, M1 Q 22,Mg —> le ma

L22

Eq move 4 Klrby Move 2
niy+mi —k

Lyo

N1 — Nag + Mo N21 — N2 + M2

FIGURE 30. On the left column, the round surgery diagrams are in
equivalence move 4, where Li; replaces with Lii#,Las(ms), and
on the right, their corresponding surgery diagrams in Kirby move
2.

L', whenever needed, such that L;j and L,; are knot isotopic, and lk‘(LU,L ) =
lk(Lij, Lay) forall 1 <a<mnand 1 <b <2,

For 1 < a < mn, suppose L., and L/, is the first pair which is not a joint pair as
per convention mentioned in Remark [5} In particular, we have the following cases.
We want to convert the given pair into a joint pair as per convention, i.e. L}, is a
round 2-surgery knot.
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N21 — Na2 + M2

anm mo m@ ng
Lo

K|rby Move 2

Eq move 4

F1GURE 31. On the left column, the round surgery diagrams are
in equivalence move 4, where L1y replaces with Lio#,Lo1(f), and
on the right, their corresponding surgery diagrams in Kirby move
2, where f = nsp — nog + mo.

nip —nie +myp Mo — Nag + Mo

ni1
Ly Loy Ly Loy
Ny, My leﬂ@ mQ mo
Lo Lo
Eq move 4 K|rby Move 2

niy — N1z +mq

N21 — N2z + M2

FIGURE 32. On the left column, the round surgery diagrams are in
equivalence move 4, where Lo replaces with Lis#,Las(ms), and
on the right, their corresponding surgery diagrams in Kirby move
2.

Suppose L}, ; UL}, , are in joint pair but L} , is the round 2-surgery knot.
0 0

Then we apply the shuffle move of type A to get L) ; UL} , into a joint

pair as per convention, i.e. L;OQ is a round 2-surgery knot.

Suppose L ; and Lj , are in joint pairs with different components. In

particular, we assume that L} ,1 and Lk 5 are in joint pair with Ll0 jo and

L. . respectively, for some 1 < ig,i1 < nand 1 < jg,j1 < 2. We want

21717
Ly PR .. . .
to arrange the pair L} ; and Lj , into a joint pair as per our convention.
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For that, we consider the following cases. In each case, we start with joint
pairs as per our convention.
Case 1. The joint pairs are given as follows: (L} ; UL} ; YU(L} ,UL; ;). We

i0J0 11

apply the type A move on the second pair to get

( 201 U ngjo) U (Lj,;, U L;CQQ) ? (L;col U L/'ojo) U (L]

% 1171

ULj2)

1J1
Then we apply the type B move on the latter to get

(Lior U Liy) U (L

“0J0 1171

B
U L;coz) — (L;c(ﬂ U Lgojo) U (Lgljl U L%OQ)-
Finally, we have arranged L) ; and L}, , pair in a joint pair.
/

Case 2. The joint pairs are given as follows: (Lj ; UL} 1)U (L} oUL;

2070 11j1)' We
apply type B move to get

B
) —( 202 UL;cOl) U (L}, UL

(Lgojo UL;a’Ol)U( ;UQUL; 1070 zljl)'

171
Then we apply the type A move on the first pair to get kg component
into the joint pair as our convention, i.e.

A

( 202 U L;i:()l) U (Lgojo U Lgljl) = ( ;col U L;€02) U (L;Ojo U Lgljl)'
Case 3. The joint pairs are given as follows: (L , U L; ;) U (L; ; ULy oU).
We apply type B move to get
(Ligr U L) U (L, U LioU) 2 (Liggy U Lo W) U (L, U L),
ko component into the joint pair satisfying our convention.
Case 4. The joint pairs are given as follows: (Lj ; U Lj ;) U (L;,;, U Ly »U).

We apply the type A move on the first pair to get
(L]

©0J0

ULy, U (L

1171

A
U L;C()QU) — ( ;601 U L;o]o) U (L’/Lljl U L;C()QU)’
Then we apply type B move on the later union to get

UL

( ;colUL,' )U(L/‘ Zojo)'

©0J0 1171

B
U LioU) = (Ligy1 U Lio) U (L 5,

(3) We may repeat the above step finitely many times until we exhaust all the
pairs. In the end, we achieve a round surgery diagram L' = |J]_, (L}, UL},)
such that L}, U L., is a joint pair as per our convention for each 1 <14 < n.
However, the round surgery coefficients of ng are not same as L;;

(4) For each i'"-joint pair in L and L', there exists an integer k; such that the
round surgery coefficients on both of the joint pair agree. If such an inte-
ger does not exist for any joint pair, then the corresponding Dehn surgery
coefficient will differ, which is a contradiction to the hypothesis that both
round surgery diagrams correspond to the same Dehn surgery diagram.
This change in the round surgery coefficient is the application of the equiv-
alence move 1 to each of the joint pairs in the surgery diagram.

O

Theorem 4 (Equivalence theorem). Suppose Ry and R are two round surgery
diagrams of joint pairs such that they give rise to the same closed connected oriented
3-manifold. Then Ry can be obtained from Ry by applying some finite sequence of
equivalence moves 1—4 and vice versa.
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Proof. By Theorem [2] we convert the round surgery diagrams R; and Rs to the
Dehn surgery diagrams S7 and S5, respectively. Since Ry and Ry correspond to the
same 3-manifolds, S7 and S5 also correspond to the same 3-manifold. Recall that
we can apply the Kirby moves finitely many times to obtain Sy from S;. We denote
I; to be an intermediate surgery diagram obtained after applying a certain type of
the Kirby move to I;,_1, for 1 < i < k such that Iy =S and I, = S;. By Theorem
[2] each I; corresponds to a round surgery diagram of joint pairs. We denote each
intermediate round surgery diagram by J; corresponding to each I;. By definition,
the equivalence moves 3 and 4 play the role of the first and second Kirby moves on
a round surgery diagram, respectively.

Thus, each Kirby move of type 1 can be replaced with the equivalence move
3 and Kirby move type 2 by the equivalence move 4 in the corresponding round
surgery diagrams. Each Kirby move 1 changes the number of the components of I;
by 1. Since S has an even number of components, we apply Kirby move 1 an even
number, say 2p, times.

Each time we remove (+1)-framed unknot from Dehn surgery diagram I, via
Kirby move 1, we do not change the corresponding round surgery diagram J,
for some 1 < a < k. And each time we add an (£1)-framed unknot to Dehn
surgery diagram I, via Kirby move 1, we add two unknots in joint pair Uy U Ugg
in the corresponding round surgery diagram J, via equivalence move 3. Thus, after
applying all the Kirby moves on S; to get S;, the corresponding round surgery
diagram Jj has 2p-many unlinked unknots, which are either in a joint pair among
themselves or in a joint pair with other components. We pair those unknots, which
are in joint pairs with other components than among themselves. And apply shuffle
moves of type A and B as discussed in cases 1 to 4 in the proof of the Lemma
As a result, we get p-many joint pairs on unlinked unknots. We delete all these
pairs by equivalence move 3. After deletion, we get a link J}, link isotopic to Ss.

Since S is obtained by applying Lemma [§] the round surgery diagram R also
has the same link type as Sp. In particular, J; and R, are two round surgery
diagrams corresponding to the same Dehn surgery diagram Ss. We apply Lemma
to get Ry from J), by applying equivalence moves 1 and 2 finitely many times.
Hence, we have obtained the round surgery diagram R from R; by a finite sequence
of the equivalence moves 1-4. O

Remark 11. We can think of the Equivalence theorem as an analogue of the Kirby
theorem for the round surgery diagrams.

6. AN APPLICATION

On a thickened torus T? x [1,2], there are infinitely many taut foliations by an-
nulus as a leaf. For a given foliation F, a leaf annulus intersects with the boundary
torus T? x {i} on simple closed curve d; for i = 1,2. We may fix an identification of
the thickened torus with R?/Z? x [1,2]. Using this identification, we may describe
the slope s(d;) of d;. We claim that s(d;) = s(dz). Since dy Udy is the boundary of
an annulus of F, projection of this annulus on to T? x {2} gives a homotopy between
dy and dy in T? x {2}. Thus, simple closed curves are in the same homotopy class,
which implies they have the same slope, i.e. s(d;) = s(da).

In particular, any taut foliation by an annulus of thickened torus induced isotopic
simple closed curves on the boundary tori. For more details about the taut foliation,
the reader may refer to [2].
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We can extend a taut foliation to the resultant 3-manifold obtained after per-
forming a round 1-surgery on a fibred link of two components if their suture slopes
on the toroidal boundary are the same.

Lemma 14. Suppose L is a fibred link of two components in S?. Assume we
perform a round I1-surgery on L with the same round 1-surgery coefficient n on
both components. Then the resultant 3-manifold My, has a taut foliation extended
from the foliation of the fibred link.

Proof. We have given a two-component fibred link L = L1;ULj2. Suppose N (L) :=
N(L11) U N(L12), where N(Ly;) denotes the tubular neighbourhood of the Li;.
Since L is a fibred link, S? \ N(L) has a codimension 1 foliation such that the leaf
S is a Siefert surface of the link. Denote d; := SN N(Ly;) for j = 1,2. For
each j = 1,2, we may express d; with respect to the canonical coordinate curves
described in the proof of the Lemma [3]

(1) djzaj-mj+bj-lj.

Since d; is a push-off of the L;; along the surface S, b; = 1. Suppose S; be a Seifert
surface of Ly;. Then the knot Lq2 intersects with the surface Sy, lk(L11, L12)-many
times which implies the push off d; goes lk(L11, L12)-many times the meridian m;.
A similar argument holds for dy. Thus, a; = lk(L11,Li2) for j = 1,2. From
Equation [I, we have

(2) dj = lk(Lll, L12) . mj + lj

Suppose we perform a round l-surgery on L with round surgery coeflicients n4;
on Ly; for j = 1,2. Using the notation from the proof of the Lemma [3] the glueing
is determined by the images
(3) ry = n-mj—i—lj
(4) and s; = my,
where r; = ¢(S' x {4} x {p}) and s; = ¢({q} x S* x {j}) for some p,q € S'.

In particular, we get

(5) mj = sj
(6) andl; = r;—n-s;.
By Equations and [6] we get
dj = ”{J(Lll,ng) © S5 +7’j —n-Ssy

= (”C(Lll, ng) — n) © S5 + ;.

From the observation above, we know that we can extend the foliation if the
slope of d; is the same in T? x [1,2]. We take a taut foliation F on T? x [1,2] that
induce slope lk(L11, L12) —n on the boundary tori. Hence, the resultant 3-manifold
has a taut foliation. O

Remark 12. Suppose M is a disjoint union of two copies of S?, and each 3-sphere
S? contains a fibred knot K; for j = 1,2. Assume that we perform a round 1-
surgery on M along L = K; LI Ky with the round 1-surgery coefficients n on both
K, and K5. Then the resultant 3-manifold admits a taut foliation extended from
the foliations of the fibred knots.
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Suppose we perform two round 1-surgeries on the given link L1 U L1 with two
round surgery coefficients n1; = n1a3 = n and n}; = nj, = m such that n # m.
By Lemma [4] we know that both of the round 1-surgeries correspond to the same
3-manifold M. And we get two taut foliations Fy for surgery coefficient n and F;
for surgery coefficient m on M by Lemma We may state this observation as
the following theorem.

Theorem 5. Let M be a 3-manifold obtained by performing round I1-surgery on a
fibred link L1y U L1o with the same round 1-surgery coefficient n on L1y and Lis.
Then, for each n € Z, M admits a taut foliation F,.

A tangent bundle of the leaves of the taut foliation gives an integrable 2-plane
field on M. Due to Eliashberg-Thurston in [3], a small C°-perturbations to this
2-plane field give tight contact structure £ on M such that (M,&) is a contact
manifold. For details about the contact structure, a reader can refer to [4].

As a consequence of the Theorem [5| we get infinitely many tight contact struc-
tures on M, which is obtained by performing round 1-surgery on L = L1; U Ly5 in
S3. Formally, we may state it as follows.

Corollary 3. Suppose M is a closed connected oriented 3-manifold obtained by
round 1-surgery on Ly U Lig in S® with the same round 1-surgery coefficient n on
both components. Then, for each n € Z, M has a tight contact structure &, on it.
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