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ABSTRACT. Let M0 be a compact and orientable 3-manifold. After capping off spherical boundaries with balls and removing
any torus boundaries, we prove that the resulting manifold M contains handlebodies of arbitrary genus such that the closure of
their complement is hyperbolic. We then extend the octahedral decomposition to obtain bounds on volume for some of these
handlebody complements.

1. INTRODUCTION

A compact 3-manifold M is said to be hyperbolic if after capping off any spherical boundary components and
removing any torus boundaries, it admits a hyperbolic metric, which is to say a metric of constant sectional curvature
−1. If the manifold has boundary components of genus greater than 1, we say it is tg-hyperbolic if the higher genus
boundaries appear as totally geodesic surfaces in the hyperbolic metric.

In [9], Myers proved that any compact orientable 3-manifold M contains a knot such that the knot exterior is
tg-hyperbolic. There are advantages to this. For instance, since volumes of manifolds are well-ordered, this tells us
that every compact orientable 3-manifold M has a unique minimal hyperbolic volume for any knot complement in M .
Similalrly, the manifold inherits other hyperbolic invariants.

In this paper, we extend Myers’ result to show the following:

Theorem 1.1. Given a compact orientable 3-manifold M with or without boundary, and a positive integer n ≥ 2, M
contains a genus n handlebody such that the closure of its complement is tg-hyperbolic.

This implies the following result:

Corollary 1.1. Let M be a compact orientable 3-manifold. Then for any finite sequence of positive integers
(a1, a2, . . . , an), there is a choice of a1 solid tori, a2 genus 2 handlebodies, . . . , an genus n handlebodies in M ,
disjoint from one another, such that the closure of their complement is tg-hyperbolic.

Note that it then follows from Theorem 1.1 that for any compact orientable 3-manifold M , and any integer n ≥ 1,
we can associate a volume vmin

n (M), which is the least volume of the closure of the hyperbolic complement of a genus
n handlebody in M . Thus, we obtain a hyperbolic volume spectrum associated to M . Other hyperbolic invariants can
also be applied, even though the original manifold may not be hyperbolic.

In order to prove the main theorem, we use a result of Thurston, also used by Myers. A 3-manifold is said to be
simple if it contains no properly embedded essential spheres, disks, annuli, or tori. In [12], Thurston proved that a
compact orientable simple 3-manifold with boundary is tg-hyperbolic. So it is enough to prove that there are no essential
surfaces of these types.

The general strategy in proving Theorem 1.1 is similar to that of Myers. He showed that every such 3-manifold M
has a special handle decomposition with four 1-handles attached to every 0-handle. Within each 0-handle, he placed a
true lover’s tangle and connected them through the 1-handles to obtain a knot with simple complement.

In Section 2, we replace the true lover’s tangle in a 0-handle by a simple knotted graph tangle as in Figure 2. This
increases the genus of the handlebody that is a neighborhood of the resulting knotted graph by one. Repeating the
process for additional 0-handles and using the fact the number of 0-handles can be made arbitrarily large, this shows M
contains handlebodies of arbitrary genus with hyperbolic complements.

To conclude that the closure of the handlebody complement is simple, we build it as unions of pairs of 3-manifolds
with an incompressible gluing surface in their boundaries. In Section 2, we introduce the gluing lemma and a series of
sufficient conditions for each pair of 3-manifolds along with the gluing surface to be simple.

To check the gluing surfaces are incompressible as part of the conditions of the gluing lemma, we calculate the
fundamental group of the central part in our knotted graph in Section 3. Then we first use the gluing lemma inside each
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0-handle in Section 4 and we apply the gluing lemma again between 0-handles and the remaining handles to show that
the entire handlebody complement is simple.

In Section 5, we extend the octahedral decomposition for links in S3 from [11] and links in F × I from [1] to
handlebody complements in F × I and other 3-manifolds. This allows us to obtain various upper bounds on volume in
terms of crossing number for spatial graphs that are retracts of the handlebodies.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We start by introducing the following definitions:

Definition 2.1. A 3-manifold M is irreducible if every sphere contained in it bounds a ball, and is boundary-irreducible
if every properly embedded disk cuts a ball from the manifold. An annulus in M is essential if it is properly embedded,
incompressible, and not boundary-parallel. A torus in M is essential if it is incompressible and not boundary-parallel.
A 3-manifold is simple if it is irreducible, boundary irreducible, and contains no essential tori or annuli.

A manifold M is called sufficiently large if M contains a properly embedded incompressible surface other than a
sphere or disk. A compact orientable irreducible boundary-irreducible sufficiently large 3-manifold is called a Haken
manifold.

Definition 2.2. A compact 3-manifold M is tg-hyperbolic if after capping off spherical boundary components, the
complement of the torus components of ∂M has a complete Riemannian metric with finite volume and constant
sectional curvature −1 with respect to which the nontorus components of ∂M are totally geodesic.

Theorem 2.3 (Thurston [12]). Every simple Haken manifold is hyperbolic.

Definition 2.4. A 3-manifold pair (M,F ) consists of a 3-manifold M and a 2-manifold F in ∂M . We define (M,F )
to be an irreducible 3-manifold pair if M is irreducible and F is incompressible.

We refer to Waldhausen’s definition of handle decomposition on p. 61 of [13]. A handle decomposition of a
3-manifold is a decomposition into four collections of balls. The first is denoted N0 and made up of what we call
0-handles. The second is denoted N I and made up of what we call 1-handles, each identified with I ×D. The third
is denoted N II and made up of what we call 2-handles, each identified with D × I . The fourth is denoted N III and
made up of what we call 3-handles. We assume the following conditions:

(1) N III ∩ (N0 ∪N I ∪N II) = ∂N III

(2) For any 1-handle, we have:
(a) I ×D ∩N0 = ∂I ×D
(b) I ×D ∩N II = I × d where d is a collection of arcs in ∂D

(3) For any 2-handle, we have:
(a) D × I ∩N0 = e1 × I
(b) D × I ∩N I = e2 × I where e1 and e2 are collections of arcs in ∂D such that e1 ∪ e2 = ∂D

(4) For each component of N I ∩N II , the induced product structures agree.
A special handle decomposition of a compact 3-manifold M is a handle decomposition of M such that the further

conditions below apply:
(1) The intersection of any handle with any other handle or with ∂M is either empty or connected.
(2) Each 0-handle meets exactly four 1-handles and six 2-handles.
(3) Each 1-handle meets exactly two 0-handles and three 2-handles.
(4) Each pair of 2-handles either

(a) meets no common 0-handle or 1-handle, or
(b) meets exactly one common 0-handle and no common 1-handle, or
(c) meets exactly one common 1-handle and two common 0-handles.

(5) The complement of any 0-handle in the union of the 0-handles and 1-handles is connected.
(6) The union of any 0-handle with all the 2-handles and 3-handles is a handlebody that meets ∂M in a disjoint

collection of disks.

A handle of index k is denoted by hki . We utilize this lemma from Myers:

Lemma 2.5. [9] Every compact orientable 3-manifold M has a special handle decomposition.
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Having chosen a special handle decomposition, Myers properly embeds the tangle shown in Figure 1 into every
0-handle and connects the endpoints to the cores of the four 1-handles meeting each 0-handle. By choosing the
connections appropriately the result is a knot. The true lover’s tangle is simple in its tangle space [9] and this allows
Myers to prove that the knot complement is hyperbolic.

Let X denote the true lover’s tangle and E(X) denotes the exterior of X in a closed 3-ball.

FIGURE 1. True Lovers Tangle X with exterior E(X) in a closed 3-ball

Using a similar idea to Myers, we consider the knotted graph J shown in Figure 2. We will show that its exterior
E(J) in the closed ball is simple. This knotted graph is a 2-strand tangle with an arc attached. Thus, embedding
this knotted graph into (n− 1) 0-handles and embedding a true lover’s tangle into the remaining 0-handles, and then
connecting the cores of the 1-handles results in an embedded graph in the manifold, a regular neighborhood of which is
a genus n handlebody.

FIGURE 2. Knotted graph J with exterior E(J) in a closed 3-ball

Remark 2.6. The knotted graph J shown in Figure 2 is constructed from the three-strand tangle I shown in Figure 3
thus their exteriors in a closed 3-ball are homeomorphic. Note that the 2-fold rotational quotient of the true lover’s
tangle gives the same tangle as the 3-fold rotational quotient of the tangle in Figure 3, which is why we chose it as a
candidate for being simple.

The expression of E(J) shown in Figure 3 is equivalent to the exterior of the graph formed by joining the six
outgoing strands at a single vertex as appears in going from (1) to (2) in Figure 4. The subsequent moves in the figure
all preserve the exterior. Therefore, in subsequent sections we use the expression of E(J) in Figure 3.

In Section 4, we prove that the exterior of this knotted graph in a closed 3-ball is hyperbolic using the following
gluing gemma, and then use this to prove that the closure of the handlebody complement is simple.

Let (M,F ) be a pair of 3-manifold M and 2-manifold F ⊂ ∂M . We use the following properties first introduced
by Myers.
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FIGURE 3. The knotted graph I with the same exterior as J

FIGURE 4. Showing the tangle exterior of I and the spatial graph exterior of J are equivalent

The idea of the gluing lemma is to decompose M into two submanifolds that intersect exactly along a gluing face F ,
and prove each submanifold has certain properties that prevent essential spheres, disks, tori, and annuli in M .

Definition 2.7. The pair (M,F ) has Property A if:
(1) (M,F ) and (M,∂M − F ) are irreducible 3-manifold pairs
(2) No component of F is a disk or 2-sphere
(3) Every properly embedded disk D in M with D ∩ F a single arc is boundary-parallel.

The pair (M,F ) has Property B if:
(1) (M,F ) has Property A
(2) No component of F is an annulus
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(3) Every properly embedded incompressible annulus A in M with ∂A ∩ ∂F = ∅ is boundary-parallel.

The pair (M,F ) has property has Property C if:
(1) (M,F ) has property B
(2) Every properly embedded disk D in M with D ∩ F a pair of disjoint arcs is boundary-parallel.

The pair (M,F ) has Property B′ (respectively C′) if:
(1) (M,F ) has Property B (respectively Property C)
(2) No component of F is a torus
(3) Every incompressible torus in M is boundary-parallel.

Furthermore, we recall a useful gluing lemma proved by Myers in [9].

Lemma 2.8 (Gluing Lemma). Let M = M0 ∪M1, where each Mi is a compact orientable 3-manifold and F =
M0 ∩M1 = ∂M0 ∩ ∂M1 is a compact 2-manifold. If (M0, F ) has Property B′ and (M1, F ) has Property C′, then M
is simple.

In the following two sections, we prove E(I) is simple using the gluing lemma. We first decompose it as in Figure 5.

FIGURE 5. Decompose E(I) into P1 ∪ P2 ∪ P3 and P with gluing faces F1, F2, F3

Let Fi be the surface Pi ∩ P . Then, (Pi, Fi) has property B′ by Myers. So, by the gluing lemma, to prove E(I) is
simple it suffices to show that (P, F1 ∪ F2 ∪ F3) has property C′. Now, P is the exterior of the trivial 3-tangle T in the
closed 3-ball, so we also denote P by E(T ).

We first show certain surfaces are incompressible in Section 3, and then use these results to show E(T ) has Property
C′ in Section 4.

3. FUNDAMENTAL GROUP CALCULATIONS

We will show that various surfaces are π1-injective in E(T ), which immediately implies incompressibility. Pick a
basepoint p at the top of the ball in E(T ), and note that the fundamental group of this tangle exterior is free on three
generators, x, y, and z. We’ve highlighted them in Figure 7. To see that these are in fact generators, note that one can
fix the endpoints of the handles they loop around and untangle M into a handlebody while fixing these loops.

We highlight relevant surfaces F1, F2, F3, U1, U2, U3, and G in Figure 8. Let F := F1 ∪ F2 ∪ F3.
For any surface S ⊂ E(T ), let i∗ : π1(S, p) → π1(E(T ), p) denote the induced inclusion map on the fundamental

groups. We calculate the following maps in terms of x, y and z.
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FIGURE 6. Trivial tangle T with exterior E(T ) in the closed 3-ball P

FIGURE 7. The three generators of the fundamental group x, y, z of the exterior of our tangle

FIGURE 8. Surfaces F1, F2, F3, U1, U2, U3 and G

(1) i∗ : π1(F1, p) → π1(E(T ), p)
(2) i∗ : π1(F2, p) → π1(E(T ), p)
(3) i∗ : π1(G, p) → π1(E(T ), p)
(4) i∗ : π1(F2 ∪ U2 ∪G, p) → π1(E(T ), p)
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(5) i∗ : π1(F1 ∪ F2 ∪G, p)) → π1(E(T ), p)

Remark 3.1. It is useful to pick our base point p to lie at the top of the sphere. However, in doing so p will often
not lie in the surfaces we wish to analyze. In these cases we must instead pick a basepoint p′ on the relevant surface
S. After doing so the inclusion induces a map i∗ : π1(S, p

′) → π1(E(T ), p′). Since E(T ) is path connected
we may compose with some change of base point isomorphism π1(E(T ), p′) → π1(E(T ), p). This yields a map
π1(S, p

′) → π1(E(T ), p′) → π1(E(T ), p). By abuse of notation we refer to this map as i∗ : π1(S, p) → π1(E(T ), p).

Claim 3.2. i∗ : π1(F1, p) → π1(E(T ), p) is injective.

Proof. Figure 9 depicts i∗ of the generators e1, e2 of F1:

FIGURE 9. The generators e1 and e2 for F appearing in E(T )

Note that i∗(e1) is easy and is just x. To see i∗(e2), we proceed by working backwards.
Starting with the loop x−1, notice that this is the same as the loop in Figure 10.

FIGURE 10. A realization of x−1

In order to obtain the loop i∗(e2), we need to change x−1 so it passes over the strands of the tangle instead of under.
This is achieved by conjugating. To go over the first strand, we conjugate by z to get zx−1z−1, as depicted in Figure 11.

7



FIGURE 11. First step in constructing i∗(e2) in i∗π1(F1, p)

(A) (B) (C)

FIGURE 12. Second step in constructing i∗(e2) in i∗π1(F1, p)

To have it also go over the second strand, we first need to calculate the loop in Figure 12(A) in terms of the generators,
then conjugate zx−1z−1 by it.

Notice that this loop is z−1 conjugated by the gray loop in Figure 12(B), which is exactly xy−1x−1 as shown in
Figure 12(C). This means the loop in Figure 12(A) is (xy−1x−1)z−1(xyx−1). Hence, we conjugate zx−1z−1 by this
to obtain

i∗(e2) = [(xy−1x−1)z−1(xyx−1)]zx−1z−1[(xy−1x−1)z(xyx−1)]

Now, we claim that i∗ is injective. To see this, suppose W is a non-trivial reduced word in e1 and e2. Notice that
powers of i∗(e1) = x are reduced, and powers of i∗(e2) are conjugates of powers of x. Let W be the word we’re
conjugating by; notice that binary products of i∗(e1) or its inverse with any words that are conjugated by W or words
conjugated by W−1 are non-trivial. Therefore, the i∗-image of any non-trivial reduced word in e1 and e2 is still
non-trivial in x, y, z, and thus the map i∗ is injective. □

Claim 3.3. i∗ : π1(F2, p) → π1(E(T ), p) is injective.

Proof. Although this is true by symmetry, since E(T ) has a rotational symmetry about a vertical axis in the plane
sending F2 to F1, we will subsequently need calculations for the generators so we do that here. We use the same method
as in the proof of Claim 3.2. Figure 13(A) depicts i∗(e1) and i∗(e2), and we can see that i∗(e1) = y. In Figure 13(B) is
the loop y−1.
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(A) (B)

FIGURE 13. First step in constructing i∗(e2) in i∗π1(F2, p)

We first conjugate y−1 by x to go over the first crossing as shown in Figure 14(A). Notice that the loop in Figure
14(B) is zx−1z−1 as shown in Figure 14(C), and we then conjugate xy−1x−1 by zx−1z−1 to go over the second
crossing.

(A) (B) (C)

FIGURE 14. Second step in constructing i∗(e2) in i∗π1(F2, p)

Thus, i∗(e1) = y and i∗(e2) = (zx−1z−1)(xy−1x−1)(zxz−1). Because the word i∗(e2) begins and ends with
z, z−1, any non-trivial reduced word in terms of i∗(e1) and i∗(e2) is still reduced in x, y, z. □

Claim 3.4. i∗ : π1(G, p)) → π1(E(T ), p) is injective.

Proof. Notice that G is a thrice-punctured sphere. In particular, it has two generators. If we choose the generators
for G to be g1 and g2 as shown in Figure 15(A), then they are given by the product of the two generators for
F1 and the product of the two generators for F2, namely i∗(g1) = xy−1x−1z−1xyx−1zx−1z−1xy−1x−1zxy and
i∗(g2) = zx−1z−1xy−1x−1zxz−1y. Again, we note that non-trivial reduced words in g1 and g2 are also non-trivial in
x, y, and z, so the map is injective, as desired. □

Claim 3.5. i∗ : π1(F2 ∪ U2 ∪G, p) → π1(E(T ), p) is injective.
9



(A) Generators of G. (B) Generators of F2 ∪ U2 ∪G.

FIGURE 15. Generators for fundamental groups of surfaces
.

Proof. The surface F2 ∪ U2 ∪ G is a twice-punctured torus with three generators, depicted in Figure 15(B). We’ve
already calculated i∗(e1) = y and i∗(e2) = xy−1x−1z−1xyx−1zx−1z−1xy−1x−1zxy from Claim 3.4, so it remains
to calculate i∗(e3), which is the same as the loop in Figure 16(A).

(A) (B)

FIGURE 16. Showing the fundamental group of F2 ∪ U2 ∪G injects

Because we have already shown zx−1z−1 is the loop from Figure 11, we can multiply this by x as in Figure 16(B)
to obtain i∗(e3) = zx−1z−1x.

Again, by inspection we notice that non-trivial words reduced in the ei are also non-trivial in their images, so i∗ is
injective. By rotational symmetry of E(T ), this implies F1 ∪ U1 ∪G is also incompressible. □

Claim 3.6. i∗ : π1(F1 ∪ F2 ∪G, p)) → π1(E(T ), p) is injective.
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FIGURE 17. Generators for F1 ∪ F2 ∪G

Proof. Notice that as in Figure 17, this is a five-punctured sphere, with generators g1, g2, g3, g4 given by the generators
of F1 and F2. Thus, we have the following:

i∗(g1) = x,

i∗(g2) = xy−1x−1z−1xyx−1zx−1z−1xy−1x−1zxyx−1,

i∗(g3) = y,

i∗(g4) = zx−1z−1xy−1x−1zxz−1.

Because π1(F1∪F2∪G) = ⟨gi | 1 ≤ i ≤ 4⟩, it’s also generated by g1, g′2 := g1g3g
−1
1 g2g1g

−1
3 g−1

1 , g3, g4. Because
there are exactly four of them, they are also a set of free generators.

Their images under i∗ are x, z−1xyx−1zx−1z−1xy−1x−1z, y, zx−1z−1xy−1x−1zxz−1, so any reduced words in
g1, g

′
2, g3, g4 is reduced in x, y, z. This means i∗ is injective. □

4. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM

Lemma 4.1. (E(T ), F ) has Property A.

Proof. We verify that (E(T ), F ) has the properties (1), (2), (3) needed for Property A.

(1) E(T ) is a genus three handlebody. By Jaco [5] Example III.13(b), E(T ) has no incompressible 2-spheres, i.e.
is irreducible. The incompressibility of F = F1 ∪ F2 ∪ F3 follows from Claim 3.2 and the rotational symmetry of
E(T ), and incompressibility of ∂M − F = G∪U1 ∪U2 ∪U3 follow from Claim 3.4 and the fact each Ui is obviously
incompressible.

(2) All components of F are disks with two punctures and thus are neither disks nor 2-spheres.

(3) Let D be a properly embedded disk in E(T ) whose boundary intersects F in a single arc. Notice the rotational
symmetry of E(T ), so without loss of generality, we may assume ∂D ∩F ⊂ F1. Since ∂D doesn’t intersect F2 nor F3,
∂D is also disjoint from U2, U3. Thus ∂D ⊂ F1 ∪ U1 ∪G, which is incompressible by Claim 3.5. Thus there exists a
disk D′ ⊂ F1 ∪ U1 ∪G such that ∂D′ = ∂D. Together S = D ∪D′ form a sphere. Recall any sphere in a handlebody
bounds a ball. Thus S bounds a ball, and hence we may isotope D to D′ through the ball. Since D′ ⊂ ∂E(T ), D is
boundary parallel as desired. □

Lemma 4.2. Let A1, A2 be the two boundary components of a properly embedded annulus A in a manifold M . Fix a
base point p ∈M and choose paths x and z from p to points on A1 and A2 respectively. Conjugate each Ai by its path
to create two loops in π1(M,p). Then these two loops are conjugate in π1(M,p).

Proof. Let y be a path in A from the endpoint of x to the endpoint of z. Then xA1x
−1 ≃ xyA2y

−1x ≃
(xyz−1)zA2z

−1(zy−1x−1), as we wished to show. □
11



Lemma 4.3. (E(T ), F ) has Property B.

Proof. We verify that (E(T ), F ) satisfies the conditions (1), (2), and (3) for Property B.

(1) This follows by Lemma 4.1.

(2) All components of F are twice punctured disks and therefore not annuli.

(3) Fix some incompressible annulus A such that ∂A ∩ ∂F = ∅. We wish to show A must be boundary parallel.
Denote the two boundary components of A as ∂A1, ∂A2. Note that since ∂A ∩ ∂F = ∅, each ∂Ai must lie entirely in
some Uj , Fj or in G.

The only non-trivial simple closed curves on Uj are the meridians of the strands. Thus if ∂Ai lies in Uj we may
isotope it along Uj so that it lies in Fj . Similarly, since G is a thrice-punctured sphere, the only non-trivial simple
closed curves in G must wrap around some puncture. Thus if ∂Ai lies in G we may isotope it to lie in some Fj .

Thus we need only consider the case where both ∂A1 and ∂A2 lie in F . We proceed by casework.

Case One: ∂A1, ∂A2 lie in different components of F .

By rotational symmetry, we may without loss of generality assume ∂A1 ⊂ F1 and ∂A2 ⊂ F2. Note since F1 is a
twice-punctured disk, ∂A1 must wrap around one puncture or around both punctures.

Recall that one may compute the homology class of ∂A1 by abelianizing its homotopy class in π1(E(T ), p). Thus
the homology class of ∂A1 is x±1 if it winds around one puncture and 0 otherwise. Similarly, since ∂A2 ⊂ F2, the
homology class of ∂A1 is y±1 if it winds around one puncture and 0 otherwise.

Note the annulus A realizes a homology between ∂A1 and ∂A2. Thus they must have the same homology, which
implies they must both wrap around both punctures. Thus the two loops can be isotoped to be the two generators of
π1(G). Furthermore by Lemma 4.2, the homotopy classes [∂A1], [∂A2] ∈ π1(E(T ), p) must be conjugate. However
these two elements are cyclically reduced and have different length, so by Theorem 1.3 of [7], this means they are not
conjugate.

Case Two: ∂A1, ∂A2 lie in the same component of F .

Without loss of generality, we assume ∂A1, ∂A2 lie in F1. Since ∂A1 and ∂A2 are homologous they must both
either wrap around one puncture, or both wrap around both punctures. Note if ∂A1 and ∂A2 wrap around different
punctures, we may isotope ∂A1 along U1 to wrap around the same puncture as ∂A2. Thus, without loss of generality,
we can assume that ∂A1 and ∂A2 are non-trivial concentric simple closed curves on F1.

Given A is incompressible, then by Jaco [5] Example III.13 (b), it must be boundary compressible. Let D be the
boundary compression disk with arcs α ⊂ A, β ⊂ ∂E(T ). Since ∂A1 and ∂A2 are concentric simple closed curves on
F1, they bound an annulus A′ in F1 and β must lie in A′. Then, surgering the torus given by A ∪A′ using the disk D
yields a sphere, which must bound a ball by irreducibility. Hence, A ∪A′ bounds a solid torus that can be used to push
A into ∂E(T ).

□

Lemma 4.4. (E(T), F) has property C′.

Proof. We verify that (E(T ), F ) has the properties (1), (2), (3), and (4) for Property C′.
(1) This follows directly from the lemmas above.
(2) All the components of F have boundary and so are clearly not tori.
(3) By Jaco [5] Example III.13(b), the only incompressible and boundary-incompressible surface in a handlebody

is a disk, so E(T ) contains no essential tori.
(4) Let D be a properly embedded disk in E(T ) whose boundary intersects F in two disjoint arcs, α1 and α2. If

the two arcs are both on F1, then incompressibility of F1 ∪ U1 ∪G implies D is boundary-parallel.
If the two endpoints of α1 lie on the union of the the two hole boundaries in F1, then to avoid ∂D being

disconnected, α2 must also be on F1. If one endpoint of α1 lies on a hole and the other endpoint lies on the
outer boundary of F1, for ∂D to be a simple closed curve, it must intersect ∂U1 in two points, which implies
α2 also lies on F1.

So if αi’s are on distinct components of F , their endpoints must both lie on the outer boundary of F , which
means they are disjoint from Ui’s. By incompressibility of F1 ∪ F2 ∪G, D is boundary-parallel.

□
12



Lemma 4.5. E(I) is simple.

Proof. Note that Myers proved that (A1 ∪A2 ∪A3, F ) has property B′, and we have proven (E(T ), F ) has property
C′. Thus by Lemma 2.8, E(I) is simple. □

Since E(J) is homeomorphic to E(I), it is also simple. Let ∂B be the 4-punctured sphere that bounds the ball
containing E(J) as in Figure 2. We also prove the following lemma:

Lemma 4.6. (E(J), ∂B) has property C′.

Proof. Because we have already proven that E(J) is simple, it suffices to show that ∂B and ∂E(J)− ∂B are
incompressible in E(J).

We know E(J) is boundary-irreducible. Both surfaces ∂B and ∂E(J)− ∂B are spheres with four boundary
components, each boundary component of which is nontrivial on ∂E(J). A nontrivial simple closed curve in either ∂B
or ∂E(J)− ∂B is also nontrivial on ∂E(J) because ∂E(J) is homeomorphic to a genus 3 surface. Since we have
already proved that E(J) is ∂-irreducible, such a curve is nontrivial in E(J). So, both surfaces are incompressible. □

We are now ready to prove the main Theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Given a compact orientable 3-manifold M with or without boundary, and a positive integer n ≥ 2, M
contains a genus n handlebody such that the closure of its complement is tg-hyperbolic.

Proof. If ∂M contains spherical boundaries, we cap them off with balls. Thus, without loss of generality, we suppose
∂M has no sphere components. We further remove any torus boundaries.

Let C be a collar on ∂M and let N be M − C. Using Lemma 2.5, we take a special handle decomposition of N .
Note that Myers’ proof of the lemma begins with a barycentric subdivision of a triangulation of the manifold, and then
takes the dual cell complex. So, in the construction of the special handle decomposition, the number of 0-handles is the
same as 0-cells in the dual cell complex. This means we may choose the original triangulation so that in the special
handle decomposition of N , there are m 0-handles where m > n.

LetH ′′ be the union of all the 2-handles and 3-handles in this special handle decomposition ofN , and letZ = H ′′∪C.
For each 0-handle h0i , let Ri = h0i ∩ Z and R =

⋃
iRi.

For 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, let Ti be a copy of our new spatial graph tangle in the ball Bi = h0i such that the four outgoing
ends are identified with endpoints of the core curves of the four 1-handles that touch h0i . Let the exterior of Ti in Bi be
denoted Qi.

For each i such that n ≤ i ≤ m, let Ti be a copy of the true lover’s tangle in the ball Bi = h0i such that the four
outgoing ends are identified with endpoints of the core curves of the four 1-handles that touch h0i . In this case, let the
exterior of Ti in Bi be denoted Q′

i. We can choose the connections so that the graph G, which is the union of all of the
tangles in all the 0-handles and the core curves of the 1-handles, is connected. Let Q = (∪n−1

i=1 Qi) ∪ (∪m
i=nQ

′
i). Note

that a neighborhood of G is a genus n handlebody.
The exterior M −N(G) in M is Q ∪ Z with Q ∩ Z = R. Since Q is a disjoint union of tangle spaces, by work of

Myers the tangle space of true lover’s tangle with the gluing face has property C′, and by Lemma 4.6 this also holds for
our tangle J . It follows that (Q,R) has property C′. By Lemma 5.3 of [9], (Z,R) has property B′. By Lemma 2.8,
this means M −N(G) is simple. Note that the boundary of the handebody exterior is an incompressible surface in
our manifold. Furthermore, the resulting manifold is irreducible and orientable, and thus is Haken. By the work of
Thurston it follows that it is tg-hyperbolic. □

The resulting manifold is still compact, so we can repeat the process any number of times, allowing us to remove
any sequence of handlebodies and keep the complement hyperbolic. Thus, we obtain the corollary as a general case.

Corollary 1.1. Let M be a compact orientable 3-manifold. Then for any finite sequence of positive integers
(a1, a2, . . . , an), there is a choice of a1 solid tori, a2 genus 2 handlebodies, . . . , an genus n handlebodies in M ,
disjoint from one another, such that the closure of their complement is tg-hyperbolic.

5. VOLUME BOUNDS

In this section, we consider embeddings of spatial graphs in some elementary 3-manifolds, and generalize the
octahedral decomposition, first detailed by Dylan Thurston in [11] for links in the 3-sphere, to obtain upper bounds
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FIGURE 18. Place one octahedron between each crossing

on their volumes. The octahedral decomposition of link complements in S3 has already been generalized to links in
thickened surfaces, as in [1].

First, we note that the complement of any embedded handlebody H in a 3-manifold M is homeomorphic to the
complement of an open regular neighborhood of a deformation retract of H , so the theory of exteriors of spatial graphs
in 3-manifolds is equivalent to the the theory of closures of complements of handlebodies in 3-manifolds.

We work with a spatial graph G in S3 or in a thickened surface F × I . We consider spatial graphs with no vertices
of degree 1 and with minimum degree of at least 3 so they are not just links. But we do allow more than one component
and we allow components that are link components. For spatial graphs in S3, we take F to be a sphere in S3. For
spatial graphs in F × I , we define projection to F in the usual way.

If F is a disk, then we recall that to put a hyperbolic metric on a 3-manifold we must cap off all spherical boundaries
with 3-balls, so a spatial graph in a 3-ball given by F × I is equivalent to one in S3. If F has at least one boundary
component and is not a disk, then F × I can be realized as a handlebody. In this case, we still project to F .

For spatial graphs in S3 or a thickened surface, we define crossing number as the minimal number of crossings in a
projection to F .

To construct the octahedral decomposition of the complement of a spatial graph, we require each cycle in the graph to
have an edge with a crossing. The following proposition says that if this is not the case then the graph is not hyperbolic,
so it is reasonable to exclude this case from our decomposition.

Lemma 5.1. Let M be either the 3-sphere S3 or a thickened surface F × I where F is a compact orientable surface
with or without boundary. If a spatial graph G embedded in M has a projection to F in which a cycle in the graph is
involved in no crossings then the exterior of the graph is not hyperbolic.

Proof. If the cycle without crossings, denotedL, is contractible then it bounds an essential disk, precluding hyperbolicity.
If M = S3, L is always contractible. If M is not S3 then we may isotope L so that it lies on ∂M .This isotopy traces
out an essential annulus with one boundary on L and the other on ∂M and therefore also precludes hyperbolicity. □

Construction 5.2 (Generalized octahedral decomposition). Consider a spatial graph G embedded in S3 or a thickened
surface F × I and let p(G) be a minimal crossing projection to F . As in the usual octahedral decomposition depicted in
Figure 18, we place an octahedron between each crossing of the projection such that one apex is at the overstrand, the
other is at the understrand, and two nonadjacent equatorial vertices sit directly below the overstrand with the other two
sitting directly above the understrand. We pull the equatorial vertices below the overstrand down to a finite point labeled
D below the plane of the projection. It’s then clear that the two edges from these equatorial vertices to the understrand
will be identified. Similarly, we pull the equatorial vertices above the understrand up to a finite point labeled U above
the plane of the projection. This causes the two edges connecting from these equatorial vertices to the overstrand to be
identified. The edges of the octahedron at a crossing are identified to edges as in Figure 18.
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FIGURE 19. Decomposing manifold around a vertex of the projection of a graph

We now need to cover the space surrounding a vertex v of the graph projection. Consider the image on the left in
Figure 19. We see a ball defined by the edges shown around the neighborhood of the vertex. Note that the shaded
portion in the figure, which is the neighborhood of v and its outgoing edges, is removed from the ball. Then we
isotope each of the four edges labeled 1A, 1B , 1C , and 1D to a single edge running from the vertex U to the top of the
handlebody that is the neighborhood of the graph. Similarly, we isotope the four edges labeled 2A, 2B , 2C , and 2D
to a single edge running from the bottom of the handlebody to the vertex D. The ball now becomes an object Q that
consists of four fins, one of which is shaded darker in the figure on the right. Each side of a fin corresponds to a triangle
that is glued to either the face of an octahedron corresponding to a crossing or to another fin from a vertex that shares an
edge with this vertex such that that edge is involved in no crossings. Note that in the case M \N(G) is hyperbolic,
Lemma 5.1 avoids the situation that there is a cycle of fins that glue one to the other and then back to the beginning with
no octahedra involved.

Given a vertex of valency r, there will be r such fins. We call this set of fins a starfruit.
In the case that the ambient manifold is S3, the vertices U and D remain in the manifold and are finite vertices.
In the case the manifold is F × I and the surface F is neither a sphere, disk, torus, nor annulus, the genus of the

boundaries that result from F × I is at least 2. The boundary of the manifold is either two surfaces when F is closed
or one surface when F has boundary. Then, when we take the exterior of the spatial graph, we obtain an additional
boundary surface of genus greater than 1 and possibly additional boundary components if G is not connected. If all
boundary components have genus greater than 1, all vertices of both the octahedra and the starfruit are truncated.
However, if there are torus boundaries, either occurring when F is an annulus (so there is one torus boundary) or torus
(so there are two torus boundaries), or when there are components of G that have no vertices of valency greater than 2,
then the corresponding vertices will be ideal.

The starfruit corresponding to v contributes zero volume to the knot complement. It just changes the gluings on faces
of octahedra and the octahedra generate all the volume. Hence, if the spatial graph is hyperbolic, we obtain an upper
bound on the volume of its complement, which is the number of crossings times the maximal volume of an octahedron
in which every vertex is truncated.

To each crossing, we associate a generalized hyperbolic octahedron, which has vertices that are real, ideal, and
hyperideal depending on the genera of F and the connected components of the graph containing the strands which form
the crossing. In particular, we remove toroidal boundary components and leave higher genus boundary components.
Respectively, these correspond to ideal and hyperideal (also, truncated or ultra-ideal) vertices. Note that hyperideal
vertices may be truncated canonically along their truncation planes.

To determine the maximal volume of a generalized octahedron, we use a result of [3] for proper generalized
polyhedra. The plane along which a vertex of a hyperbolic polyhedron is truncated cuts H3 into two parts. A proper
generalized polyhedron is a generalized polyhedron in H3 for which each truncation plane cuts H3 such that the side
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FIGURE 20. Constructing the rectification of the octahedron

of the plane away from the truncation vertex contains all the real vertices of the polyhedron. Notice that all mildly
truncated polyhedra are proper. Also notice that if we consider spatial graphs (possibly with link components) in
thickened surfaces, then Construction 5.2 yields generalized octahedra with no real vertices. Hence, these octahedra
must be proper, and we can use the result below to bound their volumes.

Theorem 5.3 ([3], Theorem 4.2). For any planar 3-connected graph Γ, the supremum of the volumes of all proper
generalized hyperbolic polyhedra with 1-skeleton Γ is the volume of Γ the rectification Γ, that is, the polyhedron in R3

with 1-skeleton Γ all of whose edges are tangent to ∂H3.

It is also shown in [3] that the rectification Γ of a 3-connected, planar graph Γ exists and is unique up to isometry.
Moreover, Γ has a unique associated truncation (and thus a unique volume) which results in the ideal, right-angled
hyperbolic polyhedron with 1-skeleton given by the medial graph M(Γ).

Theorem 5.4. Let G be a spatial graph embedded in the interior of a thickened surface M = F × I where F is a
compact orientable surface with or without boundary of Euler characteristic less than 1. Suppose the exterior of G is
tg-hyperbolic. Then, the volume of the exterior of G is bounded with respect to the crossing number c(G) by

vol(M \N(G)) < vol(Qcuboct) · c(G).

Proof. As in the above construction, we have a topological decomposition of the graph exterior into generalized
octahedra such that every vertex is either ideal when the corresponding component of the boundary is a torus, or
hyper-ideal when the corresponding boundary is of genus 2 or greater.

Let Γoct be the 1-skeleton of the octahedron. This is a planar, 3-connected graph satisfying the hypothesis of
Theorem 4.2 of [3], which says in our case that over all proper, generalized octahedra Poct we have

sup
Poct

vol(Poct) = vol(Qcuboct),

where Qcuboct is the ideal, right-angled hyperbolic cuboctohedron. Note that in the projective model H3 ⊆ R3 ⊆ RP3,
a rectification Γ of a given 3-connected, planar graph Γ is a projective polyhedron which has 1-skeleton isomorphic to Γ
and every edge tangent to the sphere ∂H3 at infinity.

As seen in Figure 20 we obtain Qcuboct as the truncation of the rectification Γoct determined by Γoct. Note that
a generalized octahedron does not attain this upper bound in volume as it would require the truncation planes to be
tangent to one another which cannot occur in a manifold with totally geodesic boundary.

Given the closure of the complement of G is tg-hyperbolic, in our generalized octahedral decomposition, the crossing
number c(G) corresponds to the minimal number of generalized octahedra which can be used to reconstruct the exterior
of G under this process. After performing such a decomposition, the volume is then the sum of the volumes of
c(G) many generalized octahedra. Note that when realized geometrically, these generalized octahedra may either be
singular or negatively oriented, which generates negative volume, but in any case, each has volume upper bounded by
vol(Qcuboct). □

Now, we can determine the volume of the right-angled cuboctahedron, which provides the volume bound, as in
Theorem 5.4. This volume has been previously computed, such as in [1], but as we are unaware of any sources that
discuss the volume in the exact form using elementary methods, we do so here explicitly with symmetries.
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FIGURE 21. Triangulating the ideal, right angled cuboctahedron Qcuboct in the Klein model

Lemma 5.5. The volume of the ideal, regular cuboctahedron is

vol(Qcuboct) = 8Λ(π/2− θ) + 16Λ(θ)− 6Λ(2θ) + Λ(4θ)

≈ 12.04609204009437764726837862923

where θ = arctan
(√

2
)
.

Proof. In the Klein ball model of H3, the ideal, regular polyhedron Qcuboct is realized as a regular cuboctahedron
inscribed in the unit sphere. We know that the Poincaré ball model coincides with the Klein model at the unit sphere at
infinity, so we take the coordinates for each ideal vertex and continue to calculate the angle with the Poincaré model.

We may decompose our cuboctahedron into 13 ideal tetrahedra as depicted in Figure 21. The tetrahedra come in three
isometry classes. We specify their dihedral angles in terms of θ, the dihedral angle in the ideal tetrahedron v1v2v3v4
at the edge v1v3. There are eight tetrahedra isometric to the tetrahedron determined by v1v2v3v4, all with dihedral
angles π/2, π/2− θ, θ. Once we remove these tetrahedra (as in the first list of Figure 21), we are left with a rectangular
parallelepiped. We decompose it into four external tetrahedra, each with three faces on the exterior of the parallelepiped
and one in the interior, and one interior tetrahedron, which is shaded in Figure 21 (second row, left). The four exterior
tetrahedra each have dihedral angles θ, θ, π − 2θ. The interior tetrahedron has dihedral angles π − 2θ, π − 2θ, 4θ − π.

In the Poincaré model up to isometry, this tetrahedron can be realized with vertices

v1 =

(
0,

1√
2
,
1√
2

)
, v2 =

(
1√
2
, 0,

1√
2

)
, v3 =

(
1√
2
,
1√
2
, 0

)
, v4 =

(
1√
2
, 0,− 1√

2

)
.

We know that the faces v1v2v3 and v1v3v4 are on the spheres given by (centered at c =
(

1√
2
, 1√

2
, 1√

2

)
and infinity)(

x− 1√
2

)2

+

(
y − 1√

2

)2

+

(
z − 1√

2

)2

=
1

2
,

x− y + z = 0,

respectively. Their angle of intersection, which by construction is θ, can be found by intersecting these surfaces with
some plane, say x− z = 0, containing the origin that is orthogonal to both spheres bounding their respective faces. We
see that the midpoint u1 =

(
1

3
√
2
,
√
2
3 ,

1
3
√
2

)
of the geodesic edge v1v3 and u2 =

(
1√
2
,
√
2, 1√

2

)
are the two points on

the intersection of all three surfaces. As in Figure 22, we can use the Pythagorean theorem to determine the Euclidean
length |u1u2| = 2√

3
and thus

θ = arctan
(√

2
)
.

17



FIGURE 22. We use the labeled points in the Poincaré model to calculate θ, the shaded angle, which
is the dihedral angle.

So, we may apply Milnor’s formula for the volume of ideal tetrahedra [8], where Λ denotes the Lobachevsky
function:

vol(Qcuboct) = 8 (Λ(θ) + Λ(π/2− θ)) + 4 (2Λ(θ) + Λ(π − 2θ)) + (2Λ(π − 2θ) + Λ(4θ − π))

= 8Λ(π/2− θ) + 16Λ(θ) + 6Λ(π − 2θ) + Λ(4θ − π)

= 8Λ(π/2− θ) + 16Λ(θ)− 6Λ(2θ) + Λ(4θ),

and we have the volume in its exact form. □

By the work of Igor Rivin, the cuboctahedron Qcuboct is unique up to isometry and, being maximally symmetric, has
maximal volume among all ideal, convex cuboctahedra [10] [Theorems 14.1, 14.3].

Theorem 5.6. Let G be a spatial graph embedded in S3 with projection to a sphere F in S3 with c(G) crossings.
Suppose the exterior of G is tg-hyperbolic. Then, the volume of the exterior of G is bounded with respect to the crossing
number c(G) by

vol(S3 \N(G)) < vol(Btrunc
4 ) · c(G),

where Btrunc
4 is the 4-bipyramid of maximal volume described in [1], with volume approximately 5.074708.

Proof. We work in the Klein model. In the generalized decomposition for the complement in S3,we obtain a generalized
octahedron P with two opposite vertices u1, u2 that are either ideal or hyperideal, determined by the genera of the
handlebody components forming the crossing, and four real equatorial vertices v1, v2, v3, v4, connected by edges
cyclically in this order.

Let v′1 and v′3 be the two ideal endpoints of the unique geodesic through v1 and v3. Let v′2 and v′4 be the two
ideal endpoints of the unique geodesic through v2 and v4. And let P ′ be the generalized octahedron with vertices
u1, u2, v

′
1, v

′
2, v

′
3 and v′4. Then P ⊂ P ′.

Since every such generalized octahedron P is contained in a generalized octahedron (i.e. 4-bipyramid) P ′ with four
equatorial ideal vertices, we may bound vol(P ) by the maximum volume of such an octahedron P ′. In [1], this volume
is found to be

vol(Btrunc
4 ) ≈ 5.07470803204826812510601277,

realized by Btrunc
4 , the generalized octahedron with dihedral angle 2π/3 on the four equatorial edges and dihedral

angle π/3 on each of the other eight edges. As in the proof of the previous theorem, when realized geometrically, these
18



generalized octahedra can be either singular or negatively oriented, in which case they contribute negative volume. But,
in the case of each generalized octahedron, the volume contribution is bounded strictly from above by the upper bound,
yielding the conclusion of the theorem. □

In fact, results such as these can yield volume bounds for handlebody complements in much more general 3-manifolds.
We utilize the following two theorems. The first is well known [6, Thm 1.10.15].

Theorem 5.7. Let M be a Riemannian manifold and let f :M →M be a nontrivial isometry. Then, the subset Fix(f)
is a union of embedded totally geodesic submanifolds.

The second is due to Agol, Storm, and Thurston in [2, Thm. 9.1], as generalized by Calegari, Freedman and Walker
in [4, Thm. 5.5].

Theorem 5.8. Let M be a compact manifold with interior M a hyperbolic 3-manifold of finite-volume. Let Σ be a
properly embedded two-sided totally geodesic surface, let ψ : Σ → Σ be a diffeomorphism, and let M ′ be the manifold
formed by surgering along Σ and gluing the resulting pieces together via ψ. Then, M ′ is a hyperbolic 3-manifold of
finite volume, satisfying

vol(M ′) ≥ vol(M).

Equality is attained if and only if Σ is totally geodesic in M ′.

In our case, we will apply these as follows. Let M be a compact orientable 3-manifold and let F be a properly
embedded incompressible two-sided compact orientable surface in M . Let D(M\\F ) be the double of the manifold M
obtained by removing an open neighborhood of F , and then doubling M\\F across the two copies of F in its boundary.
Note that by Theorem 5.7, the two copies of F in the double are totally geodesic, as there is a reflection of D(M\\F )
for which they are the fixed point set. Let D(F × I \N(G)) denote the double of F × I \N(G) over the two copies
of F on its boundary. For it also, the two relevant copies of F in D(F × I \N(G)) are also totally geodesic. Note
that when F × I \N(G) is tg-hyperbolic, so does D(F × I \N(G)), and has volume exactly twice the volume of
F × I \N(G).

Theorem 5.9. Let M be a compact orientable 3-manifold with properly embedded incompressible compact orientable
two-sided surface F . Let G be a spatial graph in the interior of F × I ⊂ M . If D(M\\F ) and F × I \N(G) are
both tg-hyperbolic, then M \N(G) is tg-hyperbolic and

vol(M \N(G)) ≥ 1

2
vol(D(M\\F )) + vol(F × I \N(G)).

Note that the original surface F can have boundary or not and it need not be totally geodesic in M . But if it is, then
1

2
vol(D(M\\F )) = vol(M).

Proof. We start with the disconnected manifoldW = D(M\\F )∪D(F × I \N(G)). Denote the two totally geodesic
copies of F in D(M\\F ) by FA

0 and FA
1 . Denote the two totally geodesic copies of F in the double of F × I \N(G)

by FB
0 And FB

1 . Cutting D(M\\F ) open along FA
0 And FA

1 yields two copies of M\\F , the first with copies FA
0,0

and FA
1,0 of F and the second with copies FA

0,1 and FA
1,1 of F . Cutting D(F × I \N(G)) open along FB

0 And FB
1

yields two copies of F × I \N(G), the first with copies FB
0,0 and FB

1,0 of F and the second with copies FB
0,1 and FB

1,1

of F . These cuts have the effect of cutting W open along four totally geodesic copies of F and yield the eight listed
copies in the resulting manifold. Now, we glue FA

i,j to FB
i,j , for all i = 0, 1 and j = 0, 1 in each case using the same

diffeomorphism that came from how they were glued before the cutting. This creates two copies of M \N(G). By
Theorem 5.8, the volume of the resulting two copies of M \N(G) is at least as large as the volume of W . Dividing by
2 yields the desired inequality. □

Note that if M is tg-hyperbolic, this needn’t imply that D(M\\F ) is tg-hyperbolic. As a simple example, take the
exterior of an alternating 4-chain link as in Figure 23(A), which is tg-hyperbolic. Then let F be the 4-punctured sphere
corresponding to the dotted line. Then D(M\\F ) is the exterior of the link in Figure 23(B), which contains essential
annuli and is therefore not tg-hyperbolic.

However, when D(M\\F ) is tg-hyperbolic, knowledge of the volume of F × I \N(G) allows us to obtain lower
bounds on the volume of M \N(G).
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(A) (B)

FIGURE 23. A hyperbolic link complement M containing an incompressible surface F such that
D(M\\F ) is not hyperbolic
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