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Abstract. In this article, we give a necessary and sufficient condition for

embedding a finite index subgroup of Artin’s braid group into the mapping
class group of a connected orientable surface.

1. Introduction

Let Sbg,p be a connected orientable surface of genus g with p punctures and b
boundary components. In the case where b = 0 or p = 0, we drop the suffix that
denotes 0, excepting g, from Sbg,p. For example, S0

g,p will simply be denoted as Sg,p.

The mapping class group Mod(Sbg,p) of Sbg,p is the group of orientation-preserving

homeomorphisms of Sbg,p, fixing the boundary pointwise, up to isotopy relative to
the boundary. We write Bn for the braid group on n strands, which is identified
with Mod(S1

0,n). We define the Euler charcteristic of Sbg,p as

χbg,p := 2− 2g − p− b.
We say that a group H is virtually embedded in a group G if H has a finite index
subgroup that injects into G. An injective homomorphism from a finite index
subgroup of H to G is called a virtual embedding of H (into G). In this paper we
give a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of virtual embeddings of
braid groups into the mapping class groups of orientable surfaces.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose b = 0. Then the braid group Bn is virtually embedded in
Mod(Sg,p) if and only if

n ≤


1 ((g, p) ∈ {(0, 0), (0, 1), (0, 2), (0, 3)})
2 ((g, p) ∈ {(0, 4), (1, 0), (1, 1)})
−χg,p (g = 0, p ≥ 5)
2− χg,p (g ≥ 2, p = 0)
1− χg,p (otherwise).

Theorem 1.2. Suppose b ≥ 1. Then Bn is virtually embedded in Mod(Sbg,p) if and
only if

n ≤
{

2− χbg,p (g ≥ 1, p+ b ≤ 2)
1− χbg,p (otherwise).
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2 T. KATAYAMA AND E. KUNO

If a group L is virtually embedded in a group H and H is virtually embedded in a
group G, then L is virtually embedded in G. Note as well that virtual embeddings
are closely related to homomorphisms with finite kernel. In fact, the mapping
class group Mod(S) is virtually embedded in a group G if and only if there is
a homomorphism with finite kernel from a finite index subgroup of Mod(S) to G,
because Mod(S) is virtually torsion-free by Serre’s theorem. We are often interested
in the pure mapping class group, denoted by PMod(Sbg,p), which is a subgroup of

Mod(Sbg,p) and consists of the mapping classes fixing the punctures. We denote the

pure braid group PMod(S1
0,n) by PBn; this is an index n! subgroup of Bn.

The study of injective homomorphisms between the mapping class groups of sur-
faces has been extensively developed by various researchers. Aramayona–Leininger–
Souto [1], Birman–Hilden [5] and Paris–Rolfsen [17] gave injective homomorphisms
induced by inclusion maps and (possibly branched) coverings of surfaces in an inge-
nious manner. Aramayona–Souto [2] proved that PMod(Sbg,p) cannot be embedded

in PMod(Sb
′

g′,p′) if g ≥ 6 and either g′ ≤ 2g−2 or g′ = 2g−1 and p′+b′ ≥ 1. Ivanov–

McCarthy [11] proved that every injective homomorphism between the mapping
class groups of surfaces with almost the same topological complexity is necessarily
an isomorphism. Shackleton [19] proved that Ivanov–McCarthy’s result is also true
for virtual embeddings. The topological complexity of surfaces [6] and virtual co-
homological dimension [10] are known to be obstructions to the existence of virtual
embeddings. It follows from these results that, apart from a few exceptions, two
mapping class groups are abstractly commensurable if and only if the defining sur-
faces are homeomorphic. Moreover, the rigidity result of the mapping class groups
due to Behrstock–Kleiner–Minsky–Mosher [4] and Hamenstädt [9] implies that two
mapping class groups are quasi-isometric if and only if they are abstractly commen-
surable. Therefore, finite index subgroups of the mapping class groups of surfaces
reflect the homeomorphism types of the surfaces. As for braid groups, Castel [7]
characterized homomorphisms from braid groups to the mapping class groups of
surfaces without punctures and proved that every injective homomorphism is a
transvection of a geometric monodromy.

Remark 1.3. From Castel’s work [7], it follows that B2g+3 is not embedded in
Mod(Sbg) for any g ≥ 0 and b ≥ 0. On the other hand, Theorem 1.2 says that

B2g+3 has a finite index subgroup embedded in Mod(Sbg) if b ≥ 4. Therefore, if

b ≥ 4, then there is a virtual embedding of B2g+3 into Mod(Sbg) that does not
extend to an embedding of the entire group B2g+3.

Recently, Chen–Mukherjea in [15] proved that any non-trivial homomorphism
from a braid group to the pure mapping class groups of a surface with punctures
is a transvection of a geometric monodromy if the genus of the surface lies in a
certain range.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the embeddings
between the mapping class groups of surfaces that have been obtained from the
Birman–Hilden theory and Paris–Rolfsen’s result. We then introduce the concept
of “psuedo-annular extensions” of surfaces and prove that “pseudo-annular exten-
sions” of spheres induce virtual embeddings of the mapping class groups of the
spheres. These virtual embeddings of the mapping class groups of surfaces enable
us to prove the “if part” of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 in the last section of this paper.
On the other hand, the “only if part” of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 will be proved by
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comparing right-angled Artin subgroups in the mapping class groups of surfaces.
In Sections 3 and 4, we determine whether a right-angled Artin group A of specific
type is embedded in the mapping class group of a surface S. More precisely, in
Section 3, we decide whether the defining graph of A and its companions are full
subgraphs of the 1-skeleton of the Harvey’s curve complex of S. In Section 4, we
prove that A is embedded in the mapping class group of S if and only if the defining
graph of A is a full subgraph of the 1-skeleton of Harvey’s the curve complex of S
(Remark 4.9). The last section of this paper is devoted to proving Theorems 1.1
and 1.2.

Acknowledgements. The authors are grateful to Donggyun Seo and Dan Mar-
galit for helpful comments. The first author was supported by JSPS KAKENHI
through a grant, number 20J01431. The second author was supported by JSPS
KAKENHI Grant-in-Aid for Young Scientists, number 21K13791.

2. Constructions of virtual embeddings

In this section, we explain how to obtain virtual embeddings of braid groups into
the mapping class groups of surfaces. Our constructions of the virtual embeddings
are based on extensions and coverings of surfaces.

First, let us review homomorphisms induced by embeddings of surfaces. Let
i : S → F be an inclusion map between two connected orientable surfaces of finite
type. We call i an extension of S for convenience sake. The extension i is said to be
admissible if i(S) is a closed subset of F and no component of i(∂S) is parallel to
a component of ∂F . Additionally, we say that an admissible extension i is annular
if F \ Int(i(S)) is a disjoint union of annuli.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that i : S → F is an admissible extension.

(1) If the extension i is annular, then the kernel of the induced homomorphism
Mod(S)→ Mod(F ) is a free abelian group generated by

A = {[Tc1 ][Tc2 ]−1 | c1, c2 are the boundary components of an outer annulus}.

(2) If F \ Int(i(S)) is a disjoint union of annuli and once-punctured disks,
then the kernel of the induced homomorphism Mod(S)→ Mod(F ) is a free
abelian group generated by A and

{[Tc] | c is the boundary component of an outer once-punctured disk}.

Here, Tc is a Dehn twist about a curve c.

When each component of the exterior of an admissible extension is sufficiently
complicated, the extension induces an embedding of the mapping class group.

Proposition 2.2. Suppose that F \ i(S) is a disjoint union of surfaces of negative
Euler characteristics. Then Mod(S) ↪→ Mod(F ).

Propositions 2.1 and 2.2 were proved by Paris–Rolfsen in [17]. We say that an
admissible extension i is hyperbolic if i satisfies the assumption in Proposition 2.2.
The embedding given in the following corollary is induced by a hyperbolic extension
S1

0,n → S1
0,m.

Corollary 2.3. If n ≤ m, then Bn ↪→ Bm.
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Now, let us recall some injective homomorphisms induced by coverings of sur-
faces. Consider the double-branched covering S2

g−1,0 → S1
0,2g induced by the hyper-

elliptic involution of S2
g−1,0. According to Birman–Hilden theory, it follows that B2g

is embedded in Mod(S2
g−1) as the symmetric mapping class subgroup with respect

to the hyperelliptic involution. By gluing S2
g−1 and Sb+2

0,p along their boundaries,

we obtain an admissible extension S2
g−1 → Sbg,p. This extension is either annu-

lar or hyperbolic, thereby inducing a homomorphism Mod(S2
g−1) → Mod(Sbg,p),

whose restriction to the subgroup B2g is injective. Therefore, B2g is embedded in
Mod(Sbg,p). For more information about Birman–Hilden theory, see [5] and [16].

Proposition 2.4. Suppose g ≥ 1, p ≥ 0 and b ≥ 0. Then B2g ↪→ Mod(Sbg,p).

Similarly, from the double-branched covering S1
g → S1

0,2g+1, we obtain B2g+1 ↪→
Mod(S1

g). The target of this embedding can be extended as follows.

Proposition 2.5. Suppose g ≥ 1 and b+ p ≥ 2. Then B2g+1 ↪→ Mod(Sbg,p).

Proof. Since b + p ≥ 2, an extension S1
g → Sbg,p is hyperbolic. Hence, we have

B2g+1 ↪→ Mod(S1
g) ↪→ Mod(Sbg,p). �

In the case where g ≥ 1, b = 1 and p = 1, we can find a larger braid group in
Mod(S1

g,1).

Proposition 2.6. Suppose g ≥ 1. Then B2g+2 ↪→ Mod(S1
g,1).

Proof. We use the embedding B2g+2 ↪→ Mod(S2
g) induced by the covering described

above and the restriction of the capping homomorphism ϕ : Mod(S2
g)→ Mod(S1

g,1)
to B2g+2. Since no non-trivial element of Ker(ϕ) preserves the fiber of a point in
S1

0,2g+1, the restriction is injective. �

The following concept is fairly important for finding the largest virtual embed-
dings of braid groups into mapping class groups.

Definition 2.7. Let S be a surface with punctures and F a surface. By S, we
denote the compactification of S that has circles at infinity (if S ∼= Sbg,p, then

S ∼= Sb+pg ). An extension i : S → F is said to be pseudo-annular if i is obtained

from a disjoint union of S and copies of an annulus and a once-punctured disk by
gluing each annulus A (resp. once-punctured disk D) to S along their boundaries
so that one boundary component of A (resp. the boundary of D) is identified with a
component of S−S and that another boundary component of A is either identified
with a component of ∂S or is unattached. Note that no pseudo-annular extension is
admissible, because its image is not a closed subset. However, S ⊂ F is admissible.

The pure mapping class group of a sphere is naturally embedded in the mapping
class group of its compactification as follows.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose p+b ≥ 3. Then PMod(Sb0,p)×Zp ∼= PMod(Sp+b0 ). Moreover,
each standard generator of the direct factor Zp corresponds to a Dehn twist about

a closed curve parallel to a boundary component of Sp+b0 .

Proof. See [8, Theorem 10]. �

A pseudo-annular extension of a sphere induces an embedding of the pure map-
ping class group of the sphere.
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Proposition 2.9. Let S → F be a pseudo-annular extension. If S is a sphere,
then PMod(S) is embedded in PMod(F ).

Proof. The admissible extension S ⊂ F induces an embedding φ : Homeo(S) ↪→
Homeo(F ). Then φ gives a well-defined homomorphism ϕ : Mod(S) → Mod(F )
whose kernel is generated by Dehn twists corresponding to the attached once-
punctured disks and products of Dehn twists corresponding to the attached annuli.
Since S is a sphere, Lemma 2.8 implies that PMod(S) ↪→ Mod(S). Since S → F is
pseudo-annular, Proposition 2.1 together with Lemma 2.8 implies that the intersec-
tion of Ker(ϕ) and PMod(S) is trivial. Therefore, the restriction of ϕ to PMod(S)
is injective. �

3. Cyclic chains on Surfaces

In this section we investigate combinatorial obstructions, contained in the 1-
skeleta of Harvey’s curve complexes, to embedding certain right-angled Artin groups
into the mapping class groups of surfaces. More precisely, we give a necessary and
sufficient condition for embedding Ccm, Ccm ∗K1 and some graphs similar to these
into C(S) as “full subgraphs”; see Lemmas 3.27–3.32. Here, Cm is a cyclic graph
of length m (the geometric realization is homeomorphic to the unit circle), Γc is
the complement graph of a given graph Γ, Km is a complete graph on m vertices,
and C(S) is the curve graph of a surface S that is the 1-skeleton of Harvey’s curve
complex.

An arc or closed curve on a surface is called simple if it has no self-intersection.
An arc δ on a surface S is properly embedded if ∂δ ⊆ ∂S and δ is a transversal to
∂S. A properly embedded arc δ on S is called essential if it is not isotopic to ∂S.
A simple closed curve α on S is called essential if it does not bound a disk and it
is not isotopic to a boundary component of S. For short, we use will the term arc
(resp. closed curve) to mean a simple, properly embedded and essential arc (resp.
closed curve) unless otherwise noted.

Definition 3.1. A sequence (α1, . . . , αm) of closed curves on a surface S is called a
semi-cyclic chain if any two consecutive curves αi and αi+1 are in minimal position
and not disjoint (i = 1, . . . ,m mod m). If (α1, . . . , αm) is a semi-cyclic chain, we
call m its length. We say that a semi-cyclic chain (α1, . . . , αm) on a surface has a
chord if there are non-consecutive curves αi and αj that are in minimal position and
not disjoint (j 6= i, j 6= i± 1 mod m). A semi-cyclic chain without a chord is called
a cyclic chain. Note that if (α1, . . . , αm) is a cyclic chain, then every length (m−1)
subsequence of the form (αi+1, . . . , αm, α1, . . . αi−1) is a linear chain (i = 1, . . . ,m
mod m) as defined in [12, Section 2].

Let Λ and Γ be graphs. We denote the vertex set of the graph Λ (resp. the
edge set of Λ) by V (Λ) (resp. E(Λ)). We use the term map, from a graph Λ to a
graph Γ, to mean a map from V (Λ) to V (Γ). A map φ : Λ→ Γ is called a (graph)
homomorphism if it is a product map from Λ = (V (Λ), E(Λ)) to Γ = (V (Γ), E(Γ))
such that φ([v1, v2]) = [φ(v1), φ(v2)] for all pair of adjacent vertices v1, v2 of Λ. Here,
we use the notation [•, •] to mean the edge joining two vertices in the bracket. A
(graph) embedding is an injective graph homomorphism. The image of a graph
embedding is called a subgraph. A map φ : Λ→ Γ is said to be full if it is a product
map from Λ to Γ such that φ([v1, v2]) = [u1, u2] for all pairs of adjacent vertices
u1, u2 of Γ and for all v1 ∈ φ−1(u1) and v2 ∈ φ−1(u2). We write Λ ≤ Γ if there
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is a full embedding of Λ into Γ. In this case, both Λ and the image of the full
embedding are called a full subgraph of Γ. Note that any full subgraph of a graph
is uniquely determined by its vertex set. For a subset G ⊂ Γ, the full subgraph
induced by G is the full subgraph of Γ, whose vertex set is identical to that of G.

By definition, we have the following.

Proposition 3.2. There is a cyclic chain of length m on a surface S of negative
Euler characteristic if and only if Ccm ≤ C(S).

For the purpose of proving the non-existence of cyclic chains on surfaces, we
introduce the following concept.

Definition 3.3. Let δa and δb be arcs on a surface S, and (α1, . . . , αm) a linear
chain on S. A triple (δa, (α1, . . . , αm), δb) is called chained if the triple satisfies the
following conditions:

(1) δa intersects α1 non-trivially in minimal position but is disjoint from α2, . . . , αm
and δb.

(2) δb intersects αm non-trivially in minimal position but is disjoint from α1, . . . , αm−1

and δa.

We call m the length of the chained triple. We say that an arc on S is recursive if the
arc joins a single boundary component of S to itself. Note that a separating arc on
a surface (i.e., the surface minus the arc is not connected) is recursive. A chained
triple (δa, (α1, . . . , αm), δb) on a surface S satisfies condition (∗) if the following
holds: for any boundary component C of S, we have either δa ∩ C = ∅ or δb ∩ ∅.

We will frequently use the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.4. If δ is an arc on Spg , then

Spg \ IntN(δ) ∼=
{
Sp+1
g−1 (δ : non-separating),
Sp1g1 t S

p2
g2 (δ : separating),

where g1, p1, g2 and p2 are natural numbers satisfying

• g1 + g2 = g, g1 ≥ 0, g2 ≥ 0,
• p1 + p2 = p+ 1, p1 ≥ 1, p2 ≥ 1,
• if gi = 0, then pi ≥ 2 (i = 1, 2).

Lemma 3.5. Let T = (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm), δ2) be a chained triple on Spg . Suppose
that S′ is a connected component of Spg \ IntN(δ2), which contains a (possibly not
chained) triple T ′ = (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm−1), δ′2), where δ′2 is a connected component of
αm ∩ S′ intersecting αm−1. Then, we have the following.

(1) If there is a closed curve αi which is parallel to a boundary component of
S′, then i = 1 and m = 2.

(2) If m ≥ 3, then T ′ = (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm−1), δ′2) is a chained triple on S′.
(3) If δ1 is recursive and δ2 is either separating (i.e., Spg \ IntN(δ2) is not

connected) or non-separating and not recursive on Spg , then δ1 is recursive
on S′.

(4) If δ1 is either separating or non-separating and not recursive, then δ′2 is
recursive on S′.

(5) If T is chained triple satisfying condition (∗), then for every boundary com-
ponent C of S′, we have either δ1 ∩ C = ∅ or δ′2 ∩ C = ∅.
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(a) (b)

2
2

Figure 1. (a) the arc δ2 joins C to itself, (b) δ2 joins two distinct
boundary components.

Proof. (1) Suppose that a curve αi is isotopic to a boundary component of S′.
Then, since αi is essential in Spg , αi is isotopic to ∂Spg ∪ δ2. Then, depending on
whether ∂δ2 lies in a single boundary component of Spg or ∂δ2 is not contained in a
single boundary component, we have the following.

(a) If δ2 joins a boundary component C to itself, then there is an annulus A in
Spg such that ∂A ⊂ αi t (δ2 ∪ ∂Spg ) (see Figure 1 (a)).

(b) If δ2 joins a boundary component C1 to another boundary component C2,
then there is a two-holed disk D in Spg such that ∂D = αi t C1 t C2 (see
Figure 1 (b)).

In each case, any closed curve in Spg that intersects αi non-trivially and minimally
must intersect with δ2. Hence, we have i = 1 and m = 2.

(2) Suppose that m ≥ 3. Then, any closed curve in (α1, . . . , αm−1) is not bound-
ary parallel (by (1)) and bounds no disk, and hence, it is essential in S′. In addi-
tion, consecutive closed curves αi and αi+1 intersect minimally and non-trivially,
and non-consecutive closed curves are disjoint. Therefore, (α1, . . . , αm−1) is a linear
chain on S′. From our assumption that (δa, (α1, . . . , αm), δ2) is a chained triple and
δ′b ⊂ αm, the arc δ1 intersects with α1 minimally and non-trivially but does not in-
tersect α2, . . . , αm−1 or δ′2. Similarly, the arc δ′2 intersects αm−1 minimally and non-
trivially but does not intersect α1, . . . , αm−2 or δ1. Thus, (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm−1), δ′2)
is a chained triple on S′.

(3) Suppose that δ2 is either separating or non-separating and not recursive on
Spg . Then, in either case, for each component S′′ of Spg \ IntN(δ2), the number of
boundary components of S′′ that are derived from δ2 (and a boundary component
of Spg ) is exactly one. Hence, this fact together with the assumption that δ1 is
recursive on Spg implies that δ1 is recursive on S′.

(4) Suppose that δ2 is either separating or non-separating and not recursive
on Spg . Then, for each component S′′ of Spg \ IntN(δ2), the number of boundary
components of S′′ that are derived from δ2 (and a boundary component of Spg ) is
one. Hence, since ∂δ′2 ⊂ δ2, it follows that ∂δ′2 is contained in a single boundary
component. Therefore δ′2 is recursive on S′.

(5) Suppose that T satisfies condition (∗). Pick a boundary component C of S′.
Then, the following holds.

C has an endpoint of δ′2.

⇔ C is derived from δ2 and the boundary component(s) of Spg .
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Condition (∗) implies that C is not derived from δ2 or the boundary component(s)
of Spg if C contains an endpoint of δ1. Hence, either δ1 ∩ C = ∅ or δ′2 ∩ C = ∅
holds. �

Now, let us compute the maximal lengths of chained triples on holed spheres.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm), δ2) is a chained triple on S3
0 . Then

m = 0.

Proof. There is no essential simple closed curve in S3
0 . Hence, m must be 0. �

Lemma 3.7. Let p be an integer ≥ 4. Suppose that (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm), δ2) is a
chained triple on Sp0 . Then m ≤ p− 2.

Proof. Note that ((α1, . . . , αm), δ2) is a “chained pair” on Sp0 (a chained pair is
defined in [12, Section 2]). By [12, Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6], we have m ≤ p− 2. �

Next, we compute the maximal lengths of chained triples satisfying condition (∗)
on spheres with holes in Lemmas 3–3.10 below.

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that 2 ≤ p ≤ 3. Then there is no chained triple satisfying
condition (∗) on Sp0 .

Proof. We will prove this lemma in the case where p = 3. Let δ1 and δ2 be mutually
non-isotopic disjoint arcs on S3

0 . If ∂δ1 is contained in a single boundary compo-
nent, then δ2 cannot be essential. Hence, δ1 connects two boundary components.
Similarly, δ2 connects two boundary components. Since S3

0 \IntN(δ1) is an annulus,
a boundary component of S3

0 intersects both ∂δ1 and ∂δ2. Hence, no chained triple
satisfies condition (∗) on S3

0 . �

Lemma 3.9. Suppose that (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm), δ2) is a chained triple satisfying con-
dition (∗) on S4

0 . Then m ≤ 1.

Proof. Suppose, on the contrary, that m ≥ 2. Then, a component S′ of S4
0\IntN(δb)

contains δ1. Pick a connected component δ′2 of αm ∩ S′ intersecting αm−1. Since
m ≥ 2, the arc δ1 is disjoint from δ′2. By Lemma 3.5 (5), it follows that δ1 is disjoint
from δ′2 and is not isotopic to δ′2. This implies that S′ has (δ1, ∅, δ′2), a chained triple
of length 0 satisfying condition (∗). This is absurd because S′ is homeomorphic to
S2

0 or S3
0 and does not contain such a chained triple by Lemma 3. Thus, we have

m ≤ 1. �

Lemma 3.10. Let p be an integer ≥ 5. Suppose that (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm), δ2) is a
chained triple satisfying condition (∗) on Sp0 . Then m ≤ p− 3.

Proof. Case of p = 5. Suppose, on the contrary, that m ≥ 3. Then, by Lemma
3.5 (2) and (5), a connected component S′ of S5

0 \ IntN(δ2) contains a chained
triple T ′ = (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm−1), δ′2) satisfying condition (∗). Hence, S′ contains a
length m− 1 ≥ 2 chained triple satisfying condition (∗). This is a contradiction by
Lemmas 3.4, and 3.9. Thus, we have m ≤ 2.

Case of p ≥ 6. We may assume that m ≥ 3. A similar argument to the p = 5
case, together with the induction hypothesis, completes the proof. �

Next, we compute the maximal length of chained triples on a one-holed torus.

Lemma 3.11. Suppose that (δ1, {α1, . . . , αm}, δ2) is a chained triple on S1
1 . Then

m ≤ 2.
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Proof. Annuli do not have a chained triple of length ≥ 0. So Lemma 3.5 (2)
immediately implies the assertion. �

Next, we compute the maximal lengths of a few different chained triples on a
two-holed torus.

Lemma 3.12. Suppose that (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm), δ2) is a chained triple on S2
1 satisfy-

ing condition (∗). Then m ≤ 2.

Proof. Now, let us assume that m ≥ 3 and derive a contradiction. It follows that
either δ1 or δ2 is non-separating. Since δ2 is non-separating, S′ = S2

1 \ IntN(δ2) is
homeomorphic to S3

0 . Since m ≥ 3, S′ contains a chained triple of length m− 1 by
Lemma 3.5 (2). By Lemma 3.6, we have m−1 ≤ 0, which is a contradiction. Thus,
m ≤ 2. �

Lemma 3.13. Suppose that (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm), δ2) is a chained triple on S2
1 such

that δ2 is recursive. Then m ≤ 2.

Proof. To the contrary, suppose that m ≥ 3. Since δ2 is recursive, δ1 must be
non-separating on S2

1 . Then S3
0
∼= S2

1 \ IntN(δ1) contains a chained triple of length
m− 1 ≥ 2 by Lemma 3.5 (2), this is a contradiction. Thus we have m ≤ 2. �

Now, let us compute the maximal lengths of chained triples on holed tori.

Lemma 3.14. Let p be an integer ≥ 3. Suppose that (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm), δ2) is a
chained triple on Sp1 . Then m ≤ p.

Proof. Proof by induction on p.
Case of p = 3. Assuming m ≥ p = 3, we will prove that m = 3. First, we treat

the case where δ2 is non-separating. Since m ≥ 3, the surface S′ = S3
1 \ IntN(δ2)

contains a chained triple of length m− 1 by Lemma 3.5 (2), and is homeomorphic

to Sp
′

0 , where p′ ≤ 4. Hence, by Lemmas 3.6 and 3.7 we have m− 1 ≤ 2. Therefore
m = 3. Next, we treat the case where δ2 is separating. By Lemma 3.5 (2) and (4),
there is a connected component S′ of S3

1 \ IntN(δ2) that contains a chained triple
T ′ = (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm−1), δ′2) such that δ′2 is recursive on S′. Since a sphere with at
most three boundary components does not have a chained triple of positive length,
S′ must be a torus with at most two boundary components. Hence, Lemma 3.13
implies m− 1 ≤ 2 i.e., m ≤ 3.

Case of p ≥ 4. We may assume that m ≥ p > 3. First, we treat the case
where δ2 is non-separating. Since m ≥ 3, the surface S′ = Sp1 \ IntN(δ2) contains

a chained triple of length m − 1 by Lemma 3.5 (2), and is homeomorphic to Sp
′

0 ,
where p′ ≤ p + 1. Hence, by Lemmas 3.6 and 3.7 we have m − 1 ≤ (p + 1) − 2,
namely, m ≤ p. Next, we treat the case where δ2 is separating. Then, a connected
component S′ of Sp1 \ IntN(δ2) contains a chained triple of length m− 1 by Lemma
3.5 (2). When S′ is a sphere with a boundary, an argument similar to the case
where δ2 is non-separating implies m ≤ p− 1. When S′ is a torus with a boundary,
the induction hypothesis implies m ≤ p. �

Remark 3.15. Hyperbolic extensions of surfaces preserves chained triples. Hence,
Lemma 3.14 also implies that the maximal length of chained triples on S2

1 is at
most 3.

Now, let us compute the maximal lengths of chained triples on higher genera
surfaces.
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Lemma 3.16. Let g be an integer ≥ 2 and p be an integer ≥ 1. Suppose that
(δ1, (α1, . . . , αm), δ2) is a chained triple on Spg . Then

m ≤
{

2g + p− 1 (p ≤ 2)
2g + p− 2 (p ≥ 3)

Furthermore, if p = 2 and δ2 is recursive, then m ≤ 2g.

Proof. We give a proof by induction. Assume that m ≤ 3.
Case of (g, p) = (2, 1). In the case where δ2 is non-separating, S1

2 \ IntN(δ2) is
homeomorphic to S2

1 and contains a chained triple of length m− 1 by Lemma 3.5
(2). By Remark 3.15, we have m−1 ≤ 3 i.e., m ≤ 4 = 2g+p−1. In the case where
δ2 is separating, a connected component of S1

2 \ IntN(δ2) is homeomorphic to S1
1

and contains a chained triple of length m− 1. By Lemma 3.11, we have m− 1 ≤ 2
i.e., m ≤ 3 < 2g + p− 1.

Case of g ≥ 2, p = 2 and δ2 is recursive. In order to prove the assertion
we further divide the proof into two cases: (i) δ2 is non-separating and (ii) δ2 is
separating.

(i) Suppose that δ2 is non-separating. Then S2
g \ IntN(δ2) is homeomorphic to

S3
g−1 and contains a chained triple of length m− 1 by Lemma 3.5 (2). By Lemma

3.14 and the induction hypothesis, we have m− 1 ≤ 2(g − 1) + 3− 2 i.e., m ≤ 2g.
(ii) Suppose that δ2 is separating. We claim that either δ1 or δ2 does not bound an

annulus. To see this, assume that δ2 bounds an annulus, i.e., S2
g\IntN(δ2) ∼= S1

g∪S2
0 .

Since any arc that is not recursive and does not intersect δ2 should be contained in
the annulus and since αm must intersect such an arc, the inequality m ≥ 3 implies
that δ1 is not such an arc; δ1 should be recursive. Moreover, by (i) we may assume
that δ1 is separating. Then δ1 does not bound an annulus, because δ1 and δ2 are
not isotopic and that δ1 is boundary parallel on S2

g \ IntN(δ2) (∼= S1
g). Hence,

either δ1 or δ2 does not bound an annulus. So we may assume that δ2 does not
bound an annulus. Pick a connected component S′ of S2

g \ IntN(δ2) which contains
a chained triple (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm−1), δ′2) obtained from Lemma 3.5 (2). Since δ2
does not bound an annulus, the component S′ is homeomorphic to a surface of
genus ≤ g − 1 with at most two boundary components. Moreover, Lemma 3.5 (2)
implies that the arc δ′2 derived from αm is recursive, because δ2 is separating. In
the case where the number of boundary components of S′ is 2, by Lemma 3.13
and the induction hypothesis we have m − 1 ≤ 2(g − 1), i.e., m ≤ 2g − 1. Since
a hyperbolic extension of a surface preserves chained triple, the case where the
number of boundary components of S′ is 1 can be reduced to the case where the
number of boundary components of S′ is 2. Thus we have m ≤ 2g − 1.

Case of (g, p) = (2, 2). By Lemma 3.5 (2), a connected component S′ of S2
2 \

IntN(δ2) contains a chained triple of length m − 1. Then S′ is homeomorphic to
S1

2 ; otherwise the genus of S′ is at most 1 and the number of boundary components
of S′ is at most 3. In both cases we have m− 1 ≤ 4 by Lemmas 3.6, 3.14 and the
assertion in the case where (g, p) = (2, 1). Hence m ≤ 5 = 2g + p− 1.

Case of g ≥ 3 and p = 1. In the case where δ2 is non-separating, S1
g \ IntN(δ2)

is homeomorphic to S2
g−1 and contains a chained triple of length m − 1. By the

induction hypothesis, we have m− 1 ≤ 2(g − 1) + 2− 1 i.e., m ≤ 2g = 2g + p− 1.
In the case where δ2 is separating, a connected component of S1

g \ IntN(δ2) is

homeomorphic to S1
g′ (g′ ≤ g − 1) and contains a chained triple of length m − 1.

The induction hypothesis gives m− 1 ≤ 2(g − 1), i.e., m ≤ 2g − 1 < 2g + p− 1.
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Case of g ≥ 3 and p = 2. A connected component S′ of S2
g \ IntN(δ2) contains

a chained triple of length m−1. Then either S′ is homeomorphic to S1
g or the genus

of S′ is at most g − 1 and the number of boundary components of S′ is at most 3.
By the induction hypothesis, we have m− 1 ≤ 2g. Hence, m ≤ 2g+ 1 = 2g+ p− 1.

Case of g ≥ 2 and p ≥ 3. A connected component S′ of Spg \ IntN(δ2) contains
a chained triple of (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm−1), δ′2). Suppose that δ2 is separating. Then δ′2
is recursive. When the genus of S′ is g, the induction hypothesis gives m − 1 ≤
2g + (p− 1)− 2, i.e., m ≤ 2g + p− 2. When the genus of S′ is at most g − 1, the
induction hypothesis gives m−1 ≤ 2(g−1)+(p+1)−2, i.e., m ≤ 2g+p−2. Next,
let us consider the case where δ2 is non-separating. Then, S′ is homeomorphic to
Sp+1
g−1 . The induction hypothesis gives m − 1 ≤ 2(g − 1) + (p + 1) − 2. Thus, the

assertion holds. �

We will also use the following sequence on surfaces.

Definition 3.17. A quadruple (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm), δ2, δ3) of arcs δ1, δ2 and δ3, and
a sequence (α1, . . . , αm) of closed curves on a surface S is said to be Y -chained if
the quadruple satisfies the following conditions:

• (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm), δ2) is a chained triple on S,
• (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm), δ3) is a chained triple on S,
• δ2, δ3 are disjoint and non-isotopic, and
• there is a boundary component C of S such that ∂δ2 ∪ ∂δ3 ⊂ C.

We prepare a lemma for Y -chained quadruples, which is similar to Lemma 3.5.

Lemma 3.18. Suppose m ≥ 3. Suppose also that (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm), δ2, δ3) is a Y -
chained quadruple on a surface S. Then, there is an arc δ′1 on S \ IntN(δ1) derived
from α1 such that (δ′1, (α2, . . . , αm), δ2, δ3) is Y -chained quadruple on S \ IntN(δ1).

Proof. Suppose that (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm), δ2, δ3) is a Y -chained quadruple on a surface
S. Pick a proper arc δ′1 on S\IntN(δ1) which is derived from α1 such that δ′1∩α2 =
∅. By [12], both (δ1, (α2, . . . , αm), δ2) and (δ1, (α2, . . . , αm), δ3) are chained triples
on S\IntN(δ1). Obviously, δ2 and δ3 are disjoint on S\IntN(δ1). Since any isotopy
between δ2 and δ3 on S \ IntN(δ1) gives rise to an isotopy between δ2 and δ3 on S
relative to IntN(δ1), it holds that δ2 and δ3 are non-isotopic on S \ IntN(δ1). Since
the boundary component of S containing ∂δ2 ∪ ∂δ3 naturally becomes a boundary
component of S \ IntN(δ1), (δ′1, (α2, . . . , αm), δ2, δ3) is a Y -chained quadruple on
S \ IntN(δ1). �

Let us compute the maximal lengths of Y -chained quadruples on surfaces. First,
we treat holed spheres.

Lemma 3.19. Any two disjoint arcs δ2, δ3 such that ∂δ2 ∪ ∂δ3 is contained in a
single boundary component of S3

0 are isotopic.

Proof. Since S3
0 \ IntN(δ3) consists of two copies of annuli, δ2 is boundary parallel

on S3
0 \ IntN(δ3). This implies that δ2 and δ3 are isotopic on S3

0 . �

Lemma 3.20. Suppose that (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm), δ2, δ3) is a Y -chained quadruple on
S4

0 . Then m ≤ 1.
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Proof. Suppose, on the contrary, that m ≥ 2. Then a connected component S′ of
S4

0 \ IntN(α1) contains δ2 and δ3 and is homeomorphic to S3
0 . By Lemma 3.19,

there is an isotopy between δ2 and δ3 on S′. However, this isotopy in turn gives an
isotopy between δ2 and δ3 on the original surface S4

0 , which is a contradiction. �

Lemma 3.21. Let p be an integer ≥ 5. Suppose that (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm), δ2, δ3) is a
Y -chained quadruple on Sp0 . Then m ≤ p− 3.

Proof. Proof by induction on p.
Case of p = 5. Suppose, on the contrary, that m ≥ 3 > p−3. Then, a connected

component S′ of S\IntN(α1) contains a length m−1 chained quadruple by Lemma
3.18. Since S′ is homeomorphic to a sphere with at most four boundary components,
by Lemmas 3.19 and 3.20 m−1 ≥ 2 is impossible. This is a contradiction, so m ≤ 2.

Case of p ≥ 6. An argument similar to the p = 5 case, together with the
induction hypothesis, completes the proof. �

Next, let us consider holed tori.

Lemma 3.22. No Y -chained quadruple is contained in S1
1 .

Proof. Any triple of mutually non-isotopic arcs on S1
1 intersects minimally non-

trivially. �

Lemma 3.23. Suppose that (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm), δ2, δ3) is a Y -chained quadruple on
S2

1 . Then m ≤ 2. Furthermore, if (δ1, (α1, α2), δ2, δ3) is a Y -chained quadruple on
S2

1 , then δ2 is separating on S2
1 .

Proof. First, we treat the case where δ2 is separating. In this case S2
1 \ IntN(δ2) is

homeomorphic to a disjoint union of a one-holed torus T and an annulus A. If δ1
is contained in A, then any essential simple closed curve on S2

1 intersecting δ1 must
also intersect δ2, so m ≤ 1. Thus, we may assume that δ1 is contained in T . The
arc δ3 is contained in either T or A, because δ3 is disjoint from δ2. Since ∂δ2 and
∂δ3 are contained in the same boundary component and since δ3 is not isotopic to
δ2, the arc δ3 must be contained in T . Since δ1 is not isotopic to δ3, it follows that
any essential simple closed curve in T must intersect either δ1 or δ3. This implies
that m ≤ 2 (if m ≥ 2, α2 must intersect δ3).

Next, we treat the case where δ2 is not separating. We may assume that δ3 is
not separating either. Then S′ := S2

1 \ IntN(δ2) is homeomorphic to S3
0 and δ3

connects the two boundary components C1 and C2 which are derived from δ2 on
S′. Any essential simple closed curve on S2

1 that is disjoint from δ2 is isotopic to
either C1 or C2 on S′ and thereby intersecting δ3 on the original surface S2

1 . Hence,
we have m ≤ 1.

The last assertion of this lemma immediately follows from the above. �

The maximal lengths of Y -chained quadruples on higher genera surfaces can be
computed as follows.

Lemma 3.24. Suppose that (δ1, (α1, . . . , αm), δ2, δ3) is a Y -chained quadruple on
Spg . If the pair (g, p) satisfies either g = 1 and p ≥ 3 or g ≥ 2 and p ≥ 2, then
m ≤ 2g + p− 3.

Proof. Proof by induction on (g, p).
Case of (g, p) = (1, 3). In the case where δ1 is non-separating, S3

1 \ IntN(δ1)
is homeomorphic to S4

0 , so we have m ≤ 2 by Lemma 3.20. Next, let us consider
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the case where δ1 is separating. Suppose, on the contrary, that m ≥ 3. By Lemma
3.18, Spg \ IntN(δ1) contains a Y -chained quadruple L of length m − 1 ≥ 2. By
Lemmas 3.20 and 3.22, S \ IntN(δ1) must be homeomorphic to a disjoint union
of a two-holed torus T and an annulus A, and L is contained in T . Lemma 3.23
implies that m must be equal to 3 and δ2 is separating on T . It follows that δ2
is separating on the original surface S3

1 . Moreover, δ3 is non-separating on S3
1 .

Therefore S3
1 \ IntN(δ3) is homeomorphic to S4

0 . Obviously, α2 and δ2 are essential
on S3

1 \ IntN(δ3). Every essential simple closed curve on S3
1 \ IntN(δ3) intersecting

α2 but disjoint from δ2 forms a bigon with α2. Since α1 does not form a bigon with
α2 on S3

1 , α3 is isotopic to a boundary component C of S3
1 \ IntN(δ3). However,

this implies that α1 intersects α2 trivially on S3
1 , which is a contradiction. Hence,

we have m ≤ 2.
In the following cases we may assume that m ≥ 3. By Lemma 3.18, Spg \IntN(δ1)

contains a Y -chained quadruple of length m− 1.
Case of g = 1 and p ≥ 4. Lemma 3.21 and the induction hypothesis give

m− 1 ≤ p− 3.
Case of g ≥ 2 and p ≥ 1. Lemma 3.21 and the induction hypothesis give

m− 1 ≤ 2(g − 1) + (p+ 1)− 3, i.e., m ≤ 2g + p− 3. �

We are now ready to decide whether there is a cyclic chain of a given length on
surfaces. To begin with, we compute the maximal lengths of cyclic chains whose
two consecutive curves intersect exactly once on surfaces.

Lemma 3.25. Let (α1, . . . , αm) be a cyclic chain on Spg . If int(αi, αi+1) = 1
(1 ≤ i ≤ m), then m ≤ 2g + 2.

Proof. We will prove that the genus g′ of a subsurface N(α1 ∪ · · · ∪ αm) is at least
m
2 −1. This fact directly implies that m ≤ 2g+2, because the genus of a subsurface
does not exceed that of the ambient surface. First, we show that the number n of
boundary components of N(α1∪· · ·∪αm) is either at most 3 or at most 4 according
to whether m is odd or even. Consider the case where m is odd. The number of the
boundary components of a sub-subsurface N(α1 ∪ · · · ∪ αm−1) is 1. Note that the
subsurface N(α1∪ · · ·∪αm) can be obtained from (α1, . . . , αm−1) by attaching two
bands to its two boundary components so that the bands connect the boundary
components. Since these increase at most 1 boundary component, n is at most 3.
Next, we consider the case where m is even. The number of boundary components
of a sub-subsurface N(α1 ∪ · · · ∪ αm−1) is 2. Hence, n is at most 4.

Using the Euler characteristic we obtain the equality 2 − 2g′ − n = −m, i.e.,
g′ = 2+m−n

2 . Thus g′ ≥ m
2 − 1. �

Note that a cyclic chain of length m on a surface gives a shorter cyclic chain as
follows.

Lemma 3.26. Let m be an integer greater than 3, S a surface with negative Euler
characteristic. If S has a cyclic chain of length m, then S has a cyclic chain of
length m− 1.

Proof. Let (α1, . . . , αm) be a cyclic chain on S, Tαm
be a Dehn twist along a closed

curve αm. Then (α1, . . . , αm−2, Tαm
(αm−1)) is a cyclic chain of length m− 1. �

Let us compute the maximal lengths of cyclic chains on surfaces.
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Figure 2. Longest cyclic chains on tori with at most two bound-
ary components.

Figure 3. Longest cyclic chains on tori with at least three bound-
ary components.

Lemma 3.27. The complement graph Ccm of the cyclic graph on m vertices is a
full subgraph of C(Spg ) if and only if

m ≤



p (g = 0, p ≥ 5)
3 (g, p) = (1, 1)
5 (g, p) = (1, 2)
p+ 2 (g = 1, p ≥ 3)
2g + 2 (g ≥ 2, p = 0)
2g + p+ 1 (g ≥ 2, 1 ≤ p ≤ 2).
2g + p (g ≥ 2, p ≥ 3).

Proof. Case of g = 0 and p ≥ 5. From [12, Figure 7], we can see that Sp0 contains
a cyclic chain of length p. By Lemma 3.26, we can obtain full embeddings of shorter
cyclic graphs into C(Sp0 ). On the other hand, Sp0 does not contain a linear chain
of length ≥ p by [12, Theorem 2.2]. Since any cyclic chain of length m induces a
linear chain of length m− 1, we have Ccm 6≤ C(S

p
0 ) for each m ≥ p+ 1.

Case of (g, p) = (1, 1). The left picture in Figure 2 shows Cc3 ≤ C(S1
1). Note

that a cyclic chain of length ≥ 4 contains a pair of non-isotopic disjoint closed
curves. A one-holed torus does not contain such a pair.

Case of (g, p) = (1, 2). The right picture in Figure 2 shows Cc5 ≤ C(S2
1). By

Lemma ??, we can obtain full embeddings of Cc3 and Cc4 into C(S2
1). A cyclic chain

of length ≥ 6 contains a triple of pairwise non-isotopic disjoint closed curves. A
two-holed torus does not contain such a triple.

Case of g = 1, p ≥ 3. Figure 3 shows Ccp+2 ≤ C(S
p
1 ). Suppose that (α1, . . . , αm)

is a cyclic chain on Sp1 . We may assume that m ≥ p + 2 ≥ 5. By Lemma 3.25,
(α1, . . . , αm) contains a pair of closed curves whose intersection number is greater
than 1. Hence, without loss of generality we may assume that the intersection
number of αm−1 and αm is greater than 1. Thus, a connected component S′ of
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Figure 4. Longest cyclic chains on surfaces of genus ≥ 2 with at
most two boundary components.

Sp1\IntN(αm) contains a quadruple L := (δ1, (α2, . . . , αm−2), δ2, δ3). The quadruple
L is Y -chained or not according to whether δ2 intersects αm−2 or not.

(i) Suppose that δ2 intersects αm−2. Then, L is Y -chained on S′. By Lemmas
3.21, 3.23 and 3.24 we have m − 3 ≤ (p + 2) − 3 (resp. m − 3 ≤ 2) if p ≥ 4 (resp.
p = 3).

(ii) Suppose that δ2 is disjoint from α2. Then δ2 is disjoint from a chained
triple (δ1, (α2, . . . , αm−2), δ3). Since δ2 is isotopic to neither δ1 nor δ3, a connected
component of Sp1\Int(N(αm)∪N(δ2)) contains (δ1, (α2, . . . , αm−2), δ3). By Lemmas
3.7, 3.11 and 3.14, we have m− 3 ≤ p− 1. Thus, we have m ≤ p+ 2.

Case of g ≥ 2 and p = 0. From [12, Figure 7], we can see that Sg contains a
cyclic chain of length 2g+2. On the other hand, Sp0 does not contain a linear chain
of length ≥ 2g + 2 by [12, Theorem 2.2]. Hence, Ccm 6≤ C(S

p
0 ) for each m ≥ 2g + 3.

Case of g ≥ 2, 1 ≤ p ≤ 2. The left picture in Figure 4 shows Cc2g+2 ≤ C(S1
g) and

the right picture shows Cc2g+3 ≤ C(S2
g). Suppose that (α1, . . . , αm) is a cyclic chain

on Spg . We may assume that m ≥ 2g + p + 1 > 3. Then a connected component
S′ of Spg \ IntN(αm) contains a chained triple (δa, {α2, . . . , αm−2}, δb). Hence, by
Lemma 3.16 we have m− 3 ≤ 2(g − 1) + (p+ 2)− 2 i.e., m ≤ 2g + p+ 1.

Case of g ≥ 2, p ≥ 3. Figure 5 shows Cc2g+p ≤ C(Spg ). Suppose that
(α1, . . . , αm) is a cyclic chain on Spg . We may assume that m ≥ 2g+p > 2g+2 = 6.
By Lemma 3.25, (α1, . . . , αm) contains a pair of closed curves whose intersection
number is greater than 1. Hence, without loss of generality we may assume that
the intersection number of αm−1 and αm is greater than 1. Then a connected com-
ponent S′ of Spg \ IntN(αm) contains a quadruple L := (δ1, (α2, . . . , αm−2), δ2, δ3).
The quadruple L is Y -chained or not according to whether δ2 intersects αm−2 or
not.

(i) Suppose that δ2 intersects αm−2. Then L is Y -chained on S′. By Lemmas
3.21 and 3.24, we have m− 3 ≤ 2(g − 1) + (p+ 2)− 3, i.e., m ≤ 2g + p.

(ii) Suppose that δ2 is disjoint from α2. Then δ2 is disjoint from a chained
triple (δ1, (α2, . . . , αm−2), δ3). Since δ2 is neither isotopic to δ1 nor δ3, a connected
component of Spg \ IntN(αm)∪N(δ2) contains (δ1, (α2, . . . , αm−2), δ3). From Lem-
mas 3.7, 3.11, 3.14 and 3.16, it holds that m − 3 ≤ 2(g − 2) + (p + 3) − 2, i.e.,
m ≤ 2g + p. �

For a pair of graphs Λ1 and Λ2, the graph-join ∗2i=1Λi = Λ1 ∗Λ2 is a graph such
that the vertex set is a disjoint union of V (Λ1) and V (Λ2), and that the edge set
is a disjoint union of E(Λ1), E(Λ2) and {[u, v] | u ∈ V (Λ1), v ∈ V (Λ2)}.
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Figure 5. Longest cyclic chains on surfaces of genus ≥ 2 with at
least three boundary components.

Lemma 3.28. Ccm ∗K1 is a full subgraph of C(Spg ) if and only if

m ≤


3 (g, p) ∈ {(0, 5), (1, 2)}
p− 1 (g = 0, p ≥ 6)
p+ 2 (g = 1, p ≥ 3)
2g + 1 (g ≥ 2, p = 0)
2g + p (g ≥ 2, p ≥ 1)

Proof. We will reduce the “if part” of Lemma 3.28 to Lemma 3.27. Suppose g ≥ 2
and p ≤ 1. Then, any cyclic chain of length m on Sp+2

g−1 induces a cyclic chain

of length m on Spg via an annular extension Sp+2
g−1 → Spg . Hence, the disjoint

union of the core of the attached annulus and the induced cyclic chain of length m
induces a full embedding Ccm ∗K1 ≤ C(Spg ). Consequently, Ccm ≤ C(S

p+2
g−1) implies

Ccm ∗ K1 ≤ C(Spg ). Next, we consider the case where p ≥ 2 (and g ≥ 0). Use a

hyperbolic extension Sp−1
g → Spg . Then Ccm ≤ C(Sp−1

g ) implies Ccm ∗K1 ≤ C(Spg ).
Hence, Lemma 3.27 together with [12, Figure 7] completes the “if part” of Lemma
3.28.

Now, we prove the “only if part” of Lemma 3.28.
Case of g = 0, p ≥ 5. Suppose that Ccm ∗ K1 ≤ C(Sp0 ). Then, a cyclic chain

of length m is contained in a connected component S′ of the surface Sp0 \ IntN(α),
where α is a closed curve corresponding to the graph K1. Since S′ is a sphere with
≤ p− 1 holes, m must be not more than p− 1.

Case of (g, p) = (1, 2). Suppose that Ccm ∗ K1 ≤ C(S2
1). Then, a cyclic chain

of length m is contained in a connected component S′ of the surface S2
1 \ IntN(α),

where α is a closed curve corresponding to the graph K1. Since S′ is homeomorphic
to either S4

0 or S1
1 , we have m ≤ 3.

Case of g = 1, p ≥ 3. Suppose that Ccm ∗ K1 ≤ C(Sp1 ). Then, a cyclic chain
of length m is contained in a connected component S′ of the surface S2

1 \ IntN(α),
where α is a closed curve corresponding to the graph K1. The component S′ is

homeomorphic to either Sp
′

0 or Sp
′′

1 , where p′ ≤ p + 2 and p′′ ≤ p − 1. Hence, by
Lemma 3.27, we have m ≤ p+ 2.

Case of g ≥ 2, p = 0. Suppose that Ccm ∗ K1 ≤ C(S0
2). Then, a cyclic chain

of length m is contained in a connected component S′ of the surface S0
g \ IntN(α),

where α is a closed curve corresponding to the graph K1. The component S′

is homeomorphic to Sp
′

g′ , where g′ = g − 1 and p′ ≤ 2. Hence, we have m ≤
2(g − 1) + 2 + 1 = 2g + 1 by Lemma 3.27.



VIRTUAL EMBEDDINGS OF BRAID GROUPS 17

Case of g ≥ 2, p ≥ 1. Suppose that Ccm ∗ K1 ≤ C(Spg ). Then, a cyclic chain
of length m is contained in a connected component S′ of the surface Spg \ IntN(α),
where α is a closed curve corresponding to the graph K1. The component S′ is

homeomorphic to Sp
′

g′ with one of the following:

(a) g′ = g and 1 ≤ p′ ≤ p− 1,
(b) g′ ≤ g − 1 and p′ ≤ p+ 2.

Hence, we have m ≤ 2(g − 1) + (p+ 2) = 2g + p by Lemma 3.27. �

We denote the path graph on m vertices by Pm (the geometric realization is
homeomorphic to the unit interval).

Lemma 3.29. Suppose that p ≥ 5. If P cm ∗K2 ≤ C(Sp0 ), then m ≤ p− 3.

Proof. Suppose that P cm ∗K2 ≤ C(Sp0 ). Then, there is a linear chain (α1, . . . , αm)
and closed curves β1, β2 on S0,p such that each βi is isotopic to none of {α1, . . . , αm, βj}
and is disjoint from {α1, . . . , αm, βj} for j 6= i. A connected component S′ of
S0,p \ IntN(β1) ∪ IntN(β2) contains the linear chain (α1, . . . , αm). Note that the
connected component S′ is a sphere with at most p− 2 holes. Hence, by [12, The-
orem 2.2], the length of any linear chain on S0,p \ IntN(β1) ∪ IntN(β2)) is at most
p− 3. Therefore, m ≤ p− 3. �

Lemma 3.30. Suppose that p ≥ 2. If P cm ∗K2 ≤ C(Sp1 ), then m ≤ p.

Proof. We may assume that m ≥ p+ 1 ≥ 3. Suppose that P cm ∗K2 ≤ C(Sp1 ). Then,
there is a linear chain (α1, . . . , αm) and closed curves β1, β2 on S1,p such that βi is
isotopic to none of {α1, . . . , αm, βj} and is disjoint from {α1, . . . , αm, βj} for i = 1, 2
and j 6= i. A connected component of Sp1 \ IntN(β1)∪ IntN(β2) contains the linear
chain (α1, . . . , αm). From results in [12, Theorem 2.2], it follows that the length of
any linear chain on S0,p \ IntN(β1) ∪ IntN(β2)) is at most p. Therefore, we have
m ≤ p. �

Lemma 3.31. Suppose that m ≥ 1, g ≥ 2 and p ≥ 0. If P c2g+p+1 ∗Km ≤ C(Spg ),
then m ≤ g − 2.

Proof. We give a proof by induction on the genus g. Suppose that P c2g+p+1 ∗
Km ≤ C(Spg ). Then, there are mutually non-isotopic closed curves α1, . . . , α2g+p+1,
β1, . . . , βm satisfying the following conditions: (i) {α1, . . . , α2g+p+1} is a linear chain
of length 2g + p + 1 and (ii) βj is disjoint from the other curves α1, . . . , α2g+p+1

and β1, . . . , βj−1, βj+1, . . . , βm.
Case of g = 2, p ≥ 0. Suppose, on the contrary, that m ≥ 1. By conditions

(i) and (ii), there is a connected component S′ of Sp2 \ IntN(β1) containing a linear
chain (α1, . . . , αp+5). However, [12, Theorem 2.2] implies that the length of any
linear chain on S′ is at most p + 4. Therefore, the initial assumption m ≥ 1 must
be false.

Case of g ≥ 3, p ≥ 0. Assuming m ≥ g−2 ≥ 1, we will prove that m = g−2. A
connected component S′ of Spg \ IntN(β1) contains a linear chain (α1, . . . , α2g+p+1).

By [12, Theorem 2.2], we may assume that S′ is homeomorphic to Sp+2
g−1 . Hence,

P c2g+p+1 ∗Km−1 ≤ C(Sp+2
g−1). The induction hypothesis implies m− 1 = (g− 1)− 2,

as desired. �

Lemma 3.32. Suppose that m ≥ 1, g ≥ 2 and p ≥ 0. If P c2g+p ∗Km ≤ C(Spg ), then
m ≤ g − 1.
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Proof. Suppose that P2g+p ∗ Km ≤ C(Spg ). Then, we have mutually non-isotopic
closed curves α1, . . . , α2g+p, β1, . . . , βm satisfying the following conditions:

(i) (α1, . . . , α2g+p) is a linear chain and
(ii) βj is disjoint from the other curves α1, . . . , α2g+p, β1, . . . , βj−1, βj+1, . . . , βm.

We give a proof by induction on the genus g.
Case of g = 2, p ≥ 0. Suppose, on the contrary, that m ≥ 2 (> g − 1).

From properties (i) and (ii), it follows that there is a connected component S′ of
S2,p \ IntN(β1 ∪ β2) containing a linear chain {α1, . . . , αp+4}. We may assume

that S′ is homeomorphic to either Sp−2
2 or Sp+1

1 . However, neither of the surfaces
contain a linear chain of length p+4. Therefore, the initial assumption m ≥ 2 must
be false, and so m ≤ 1.

Case of g ≥ 3, p ≥ 0. Assuming m ≥ g − 1 ≥ 2, we will prove that m = g − 1.
From properties (i) and (ii), it follows that there is a connected component S′ of
Spg \ IntN(β1) containing a linear chain (α1, . . . , α2g+p). In the case where S′ is
a surface of genus g with ≤ p − 1 holes, Lemma 3.31 implies m − 1 ≤ g − 2, i.e.,
m ≤ g − 1. Assume that S′ is a surface of genus ≤ g − 1 with ≤ p + 2 holes.
Since P c2g+p ∗Km−1 ≤ C(S′), we have that m − 1 ≤ (g − 1) − 1 by the induction
hypothesis. In every case, we have the desired inequality m ≤ g − 1. �

4. Right-angled Artin subgroups in mapping class groups

For a simple finite graph Γ, the right-angled Artin group A(Γ) is the group with
the following finite presentation:

A(Γ) := 〈V (Γ) | vivj = vjvi if {vi, vj} ∈ E(Γ)〉.
Here, V (Γ) is the vertex set of Γ and E(Γ) is the edge set of Γ. The main purpose
of this section is to prove Theorems 4.7 and 4.8. Deciding whether a right-angled
Artin group can be embedded in the mapping class group of a surface is supposed
to be difficult; at the moment the authors do not have an algorithm that solves
the problem. Koberda in [14] proved that, for any family of mutually non-isotopic
essential simple closed curves on a surface, sufficiently high powers of Dehn twists
about the curves generate a right-angled Artin group in the mapping class group
of the surface. This theorem is phrased as follows.

Theorem 4.1 (Koberda’s embedding theorem). Let S be a surface of negative
Euler characteristic and let Γ be a finite graph. If Γ ≤ C(S), then A(Γ) ↪→ Mod(S).

Kim–Koberda in [13] introduced combinatorial embeddings of right-angled Artin
groups into the mapping class groups of surfaces and proved that such embeddings
are normal (Lemma 4.2 below). We say that a group homomorphism ψ : A(Λ) →
Mod(S) satisfies condition (KK) if ψ(v) is a product of mutually commutative
Dehn twists for every v ∈ V (Λ). Note that, if ψ satisfies condition (KK), the
support curves of Dehn twists appearing in ψ(v) induce a clique in C(S) if ψ satisfies
condition (KK).

Lemma 4.2. Let S be a surface of negative Euler characteristic and without a
boundary and let Γ be a finite graph. If A(Γ) ↪→ Mod(S), then there is an embedding
A(Γ) ↪→ Mod(S) that satisfies condition (KK).

For an embedding ψ : A(Λ) ↪→ Mod(S) satisfying condition (KK) and a vertex
u of Λ, supp(ψ(u)) denotes the subset of V (C(S)) corresponding to the supports of
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Dehn twists that appears in ψ(u). To simplify the notation, we write supp(ψ) for
∪u∈V (Λ)supp(ψ(u)).

Theorem 4.3. Let m be an integer ≥ 5, S a surface of negative Euler characteristic
and without a boundary, and Λ a graph isomorphic to Ccm. Suppose that there is an
embedding ψ : A(Λ) ↪→ Mod(S) with condition (KK). Then there is a full subgraph
∆ ≤ C(S) that is induced by some vertices in supp(ψ) and has exactly one of the
following properties:

(1) ∆ ∼= Ccn (for some n ≥ m),
(2) ∆ ∼= P cn (for some n ≥ m+ 1),
(3) ∆ ∼= P cm−1 ∗Km. Furthermore, for each vertex v of ∆, there is a vertex in

supp(ψ) that is not adjacent to v.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2, we may assume that the embedding ψ : A(Λ) ↪→ Mod(S)
satisfies condition (KK). We name the vertices u1, u2, . . . , um of Λ ∼= Ccm to indicate
that ui is not adjacent to ui+1 (1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1) and that um is not adjacent to
u1. Let Γ[ψ] denote the full subgraph induced by supp(ψ) in C(S). There are
m mutually distinct full embeddings ιi : P

c
m−1 → Ccm, up to inversion. By [12,

Proposition 3.9], each ιi induces a full embedding ι̃i : P
c
m−1 → Γ[ψ]. We denote the

image of ι̃i by Ji. Since Ji ∼= P cm−1,

(∗) for each vertex v of Ji, there is a vertex of Ji that is not adjacent to v in
Γ[ψ].

Assuming that neither assertion (1) nor (2) holds, we shall prove that assertion (3)
holds. First, consider the case where J1, . . . , Jm induces a full subgraph isomorphic
to ∗mP cm−1 in Γ[ψ]. Since m ≥ 5, P cm−1 contains a full subgraph isomorphic to K2.
This implies that P cm−1 ∗ K2m−2 ≤ Pm−1 ∗ (∗m−1P cm−1) = ∗mPm−1. Hence, we
have an isomorphic copy ∆ of P cm−1 ∗K2m−2 in Γ[ψ] (m ≥ 5 implies 2m− 2 ≥ m).
Moreover, since each Ji has the above property (∗), for each vertex v of ∆, there
is a vertex of ∗mi=1Ji ≤ Γ[ψ] that is not adjacent to v in Γ[ψ]. Therefore, assertion
(3) holds.

Now, let us consider the case where some pair of J1, . . . , Jm does not induce a
graph-join in Γ[ψ]. Let φ be the correspondence between Λ and Γ[ψ] such that
φ ◦ ι̃i = ιi given in [12, Proposition 3.9]. Then, the restriction of φ to ∪mi=1Ji is
a (surjective) map onto Λ. To simplify the notation, let φ denote this restriction
map φ|∪m

i=1Ji
(we will use the restriction rather than the original correspondence).

Moreover, φ is a graph embedding of Jci
∼= Pm−1 into Λ. Also, by changing indices,

if necessary, we may assume that J1 and Ji (i 6= 1) does not induce a graph-join.
In other words, there is a pair of vertices of J1 and Ji that are not adjacent in Γ[ψ].
To prove assertion (3), we have to prove the following claim.

Claim 4.4. The full subgraph induced by J1 and Ji in Γ[ψ] contains a full subgraph
isomorphic to P cm.

Proof of Claim 4.4. Let u0 be the element of a singleton set V (ι1(Pm−1))\V (ιi(Pm−1)).
Pick a vertex v0 of J1 so that φ(v0) = u0. Since φ ◦ ι̃i = ιi, it follows that
u0 6∈ φ(V (Ji)). Therefore, we have that v0 6∈ Ji. In the following, we use
both Γ[ψ] and its complement graph, Γ[ψ]c, for convenience. Pick a sequence
J := (v0, v1, v2, . . . , vs, vs+1, . . . , vs+t) of vertices in Γ[ψ] satisfying the following
conditions.

(a) v0, v1, v2, . . . , vs ∈ V (J1) and vs+1, vs+1, . . . , vs+t ∈ V (Ji),
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(b) vj and vj+1 are adjacent in Γ[ψ]c (for all 0 ≤ j ≤ s+ t− 1),
(c) the vertices v0, v1, v2, . . . , vs, vs+1, . . . , vs+t are mutually distinct,
(d) φ({v0, v1, v2, . . . , vs, vs+1, . . . , vs+t}) = V (Λ) and φ(v0) 6∈ φ(Ji),
(e) s = 0, or Ji and the full subgraph induced by {v0, v1, . . . , vs−1} make a

graph-join in Γ[ψ],
(f) J1 and the full subgraph induced by {vs+2, . . . , vs+t} make a graph-join in

Γ[ψ].

Before proving the existence of a sequence of vertices satisfying conditions (a),
(b), (c), (d), (e) and (f), we prove that such a sequence induces a full subgraph
isomorphic to P cm in Γ[ψ]. Assume that we have a sequence J as above. Conditions
(a) and (d) imply r := s + t + 1 ≥ m. Hence, from conditions (b) and (c), we
obtain a graph embedding τ of Pr into Γ[ψ]c that maps the vertices of Pr to J .
Now, we prove that this embedding is full. Pick an edge e of Γ[ψ]c (not Γ[ψ])
joining two vertices of J . Consider the case where ∂e ⊂ {v0, v1, . . . , vs}. Since
Jc1 is a full subgraph of Γ[ψ]c, we have that e ∈ E(Jc1). Then, conditions (a) and
(b) imply ∂e = {vj , vj+1} for some 0 ≤ j ≤ s. Hence, e is contained in τ(Pr).
Similarly, in the case where ∂e ⊂ V (Jci ), e is contained in τ(Pr). The remaining
case is that ∂e = {vx, vy} for some 0 ≤ x ≤ s and s + 1 ≤ y ≤ s + t. Notice that
0 ≤ x < s together with condition (e) implies s = 0 and x = 0, because e ∈ Γ[ψ]c.
Therefore we have x = s. Similarly, condition (f) implies y = s + 1. Thus, e is
contained in τ(Pr), and therefore τ is a full embedding. Consequently, τ induces a
full embedding of P cr into Γ[ψ] whose image is J .

Now, let us construct a sequence satisfying the desired conditions. Pick a vertex
v? of Jc1

∼= Pm−1 such that v? is adjacent to some vertex of Jci in Γ[ψ]c, and that the
shortest path from v0 to v? in Jc1 has no vertex adjacent to a vertex of Jci in Γ[ψ]c

other than v0 and v? (v? might be v0). Let v1, . . . , vs−1 be the vertices of Jc1 such
that (v0, v1, . . . , vs−1, v?) is the shortest path from v0 to v? in Jc1 . It follows that
s+1 ≤ m−1. We put vs := v?. Since φ({v0, v1, . . . , vs−1, vs}) induces a path-graph
on ≤ m− 1 vertices in Λc = Cm and since φ(v0) 6∈ φ(V (Ji)), at least one end point
vend of the path-graph Jci satisfies φ(vend) 6∈ {φ(v0), φ(v1), . . . , φ(vs−1), φ(vs)}. We
should note that φ(vend) is adjacent to φ(v0) in Λc. Let v? be the vertex of Jci
which is adjacent to vs in Γ[ψ]c and is nearest to vend in Jci . Put vs+1 := v? and
pick the vertices vs+2, . . . , vs+t−1 of Jci in such a that (vs+1, vs+2, . . . , vs+t−1, v

end)
is the shortest path from vend to vs+1. Let us show that the sequence

(v0, v1, . . . , vs, vs+1, . . . , vs+t−1, vs+t := vend)

satisfies conditions (a), (b), (c), (d), (e) and (f).
Conditions (a) and (b): Obvious.
Condition (c): Since (v0, v1, . . . , vs) is the shortest path from v0 to vs in Jc1 ,

any two vertices in {v0, v1, . . . , vs} are distinct. Similarly, any two vertices in
{vs+1, . . . , vs+t} are distinct. Moreover, since the only edge joining {v1, . . . , vs} to
{vs+1, . . . , vs+t} in Γ[ψ]c is [vs, vs+1], we have that {v1, . . . , vs}∩{vs+1, . . . , vs+t} =
∅. Furthermore, v0 is not contained in {vs+1, . . . , vs+t}, because φ(v0) is not con-
tained in φ({vs+1, . . . , vs+t}) ⊂ φ(V (Ji)). Therefore, the vertices in

{v0, v1, . . . , vs, vs+1, . . . , vs+t−1, vs+t}
are mutually distinct.

Condition (d): By definition, we have φ(v0) = u0 6∈ φ(Ji). So we have to prove
that φ({v0, v1, v2, . . . , vs, vs+1, . . . , vs+t}) = V (Λ). Since φ(v0) = u0, it is enough
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to show that φ({v1, v2, . . . , vs+t}) = V (ιi(P
c
m−1)) (= V (Λ) \ {u0}). Since vs+t is

an end point of Ji and since v0 ∈ V (Λc \ V (ιi(P
c
m−1)), φ(vs+t) is not adjacent to

φ(v0) in Λ. In addition, φ(v1) is not adjacent to φ(v0), because the restriction of
φ to Jc1 is a graph homomorphism and that v1 is not adjacent to v0. Therefore,
φ(v1) and φ(vs+t) are the end points of the path graph ιi(Pm−1). Hence, the path
(φ(v1), φ(v2) . . . , φ(vs+t)) joins the end points of ιi(Pm−1) in Λc ∼= Cm. Since the
restriction of φ to Jc1 is a graph embedding and since φ(Ji) (= ι(Pm−1)) does not
contain u0 = φ(v0), it holds that the path (φ(v1), φ(v2) . . . , φ(vs+t)) in Λc does not
pass φ(v0). Thus, (φ(v1), φ(v2) . . . , φ(vs+t)) covers V (ι(P cm−1)), as desired.

Conditions (e) and (f): It is enough to show that vs+t is adjacent to v0 in Γ[ψ]. To
this end, we shall show that (v0, v1, . . . , vs, vs+1, . . . , vs+t) induces a full subgraph
isomorphic to Ccs+t+1 in Γ[ψ] (assertion (1)) by assuming that vs+t is not adjacent
to v0 in Γ[ψ] (hence, they are adjacent in Γ[ψ]c). This assumption together with the
fact that (v0, v1, . . . , vs, vs+1, . . . , vs+t) satisfies conditions (b) and (c) implies that
there is a natural graph embedding α : Cs+t+1 → Γ[ψ]c. Moreover, it follows that α
is full from the choice of paths (v0, v1, . . . , vs) and (vs+t, vs+t−1, . . . , vs+1). Hence,
(v0, v1, . . . , vs, vs+1, . . . , vs+t) induces a full subgraph isomorphic to Cs+t+1 in Γ[ψ]c.
However, by assumption, Γ[ψ] has no full subgraph isomorphic to Ccs+t+1, and hence
vs+t is adjacent to v0 in Γ[ψ]. Thus, the sequence (v0, v1, . . . , vs, vs+1, . . . , vs+t)
satisfies conditions (e) and (f).

As shown above, the sequence (v0, v1, . . . , vs, vs+1, . . . , vs+t) with the above con-
ditions induces a full subgraph isomorphic to P cs+t+1 (s+ t+ 1 ≥ m) in Γ[ψ]. �

We also need to prove the following claim.

Claim 4.5. If Jc1 ∪ Jci ∪ Jcj (j 6= 1 and j 6= i) induces a connected full subgraph in
Γ[ψ]c, then the full subgraph of Γ[ψ] induced by J1∪Ji∪Jj contains a full subgraph
isomorphic to P cm+1.

Proof of Claim 4.5. Suppose that Jc1 ∪ Jci ∪ Jcj induces a connected full subgraph
in Γ[ψ]c. By changing indices, if necessary, we may assume that Jc1 and Jci are
connected by an edge in Γ[ψ]c, and that Jc1 and Jcj are connected by an edge in
Γ[ψ]c. Let (v0, v1, . . . , vs, vs+1, . . . , vs+t) be the sequence of vertices in V (J1)∪V (Ji)
constructed in the proof of Claim 4.4. If s+ t+ 1 ≥ m+ 1; then, the claim holds.
Thus, we may assume that s + t + 1 = m. Then, condition (c) implies that the
restriction of φ to the sequence (v0, v1, . . . , vs, vs+1, . . . , vs+t) is a graph embedding
of P cm into Ccm. Moreover, as in the proof of Claim 4.4, φ(vs+t) is adjacent to φ(v0)
in Γ[ψ]c.

(i) Case where J1 has a vertex va such that φ(va) = φ(vs+t). A key observation is
that φ(E(Jc1)∪E(Jci )) = E(Λc) = E(Cm). We claim that (va, v0, v1, . . . , vs, vs+1, . . . , vs+t)
induces a full subgraph isomorphic to P cs+t+2 (s + t + 2 ≥ m + 1) in Γ[ψ]. To see
this, we will show the following:

• va is adjacent to v0 in Γ[ψ]c,
• va 6∈ {v0, . . . , vs+t}, and
• each vertex in {v1, . . . , vs+t} is adjacent to va in Γ[ψ].

These facts together with the fact that the sequence (v0, . . . , vs+t) induces a full
subgraph isomorphic to P cm imply that the longer sequence (va, v0, . . . , vs+t) in-
duces a full subgraph isomorphic to P cm+1 in Γ[ψ]. First, we show that va is not
adjacent to v0 in Γ[ψ]. Since φ(va) = φ(vs+t) and since φ(vs+t) is adjacent to
φ(v0) in Λc, φ(va) is adjacent to φ(v0) in Λc. The restriction of φ to Jc1 is a
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full embedding of Jc1 into Λc, because Jc1
∼= Pm−1 and φ ◦ ι̃1 = ι1. Therefore,

va must be adjacent to v0. Next, we show that va 6∈ {v0, . . . , vs+t}. The path
(φ(v0), . . . , φ(vs)) (s+ 1 ≤ m− 1) in Λc cannot reach φ(vs+t), because φ(v0) is ad-
jacent to φ(vs+t) in Λc and φ(v1) 6= φ(vs+t). Hence, we have va 6∈ {v0, v1, . . . , vs}.
In addition, no vertex in {vs+1, vs+2, . . . , vs+t−1} is mapped to φ(vs+t). Therefore,
va 6∈ {vs+1, vs+2, . . . , vs+t−1}. By assumption, Γ[ψ] has no full subgraph isomor-
phic to Ccm, and hence va 6= vs+t (if not, the path (v0, v1, . . . , vs+t = va) induces
Cs+t+1 = Cm in Γ[ψ]c). As a result, we have va 6∈ {v0, v1, . . . , vs, vs+1, . . . , vs+t}.
Next, we show that each vertex in {v1, . . . , vs, vs+1, . . . , vs+t} is adjacent to va in
Γ[ψ]. Since (φ(v0), . . . , φ(vs+t)) induces an embedding of Pm into Λc ∼= Cm, no
vertex in (φ(v1), . . . , φ(vs+t−2)) is adjacent to φ(va) in Λc. In other words, each
vertex in (φ(v1), . . . , φ(vs+t−2)) is adjacent to φ(va) in Λ. Since φ is a graph homo-
morphism from the full subgraph induced by Jc1 ∪ Jci in Γ[ψ]c to Λc, no vertex in
(v1, . . . , vs+t−2) is adjacent to va in Γ[ψ]c. Therefore, each vertex in (v1, . . . , vs+t−2)
is adjacent to va in Γ[ψ]. Note that (va, v0, v1, . . . , vs+t−2) induces a full subgraph
isomorphic to P cm−1 in Γ[ψ]. This implies that va is adjacent to vs+t−1 in Γ[ψ],
because there is no full subgraph isomorphic to Ccm in Γ[ψ]. Also, va is adjacent
to vs+t, because ψ satisfies condition (KK) and φ(va) = φ(vs+t). Thus each ver-
tex in {v1, . . . , vs+t} is adjacent to va in Γ[ψ]. The above argument shows that
(va, v0, . . . , vs+t) induces a full subgraph isomorphic to P cm+1 in Γ[ψ]

(ii) Case where J1 has no vertex mapped to φ(vs+t). In this case, it holds that
φ(vs+t) 6∈ φ(Jc1) and φ(v0) 6∈ φ(Jci ). Hence, φ(E(Jc1) ∪ E(Jci )) ( E(Λc) = E(Cm).
Note that Jcj has an edge [vb, vc] such that φ(vb) = φ(vs+t) and φ(vc) = φ(v0).
Suppose that Jcj contains a vertex mapped to φ(vs+t−1). Accordingly, we have
φ(E(Jc1)) ∪ φ(E(Jcj )) = E(Λc). By applying Claim 4.4 and the argument in (i)
to J1 ∪ Jj instead of J1 ∪ Ji, we have that the full subgraph induced by J1 ∪ Jj
contains P cm+1. Hence, we may assume that φ(Jcj ) does not contain φ(vs+t−1).
Then we have that v0 is an endpoint of Jc1 , vb is an endpoint of Jcj , and that
φ(E(Jci ))∪φ(E(Jcj )) = E(Λc). So again by Claim 4.4 and (i), we may assume that
there is no edge between Jci and Jcj in Γ[ψ]c. We can now construct a path γ from
vs+t ∈ Jci to an endpoint of Jcj which passes Jc1 and [vb, vc] in this order as follows.

Case (ii)-(A). Let ve be an an endpoint ve of Jc1
∼= Pm−1 other than v0. If vb is not

adjacent to ve in Γ[ψ]c, then γ can be obtained by connecting (vs+t, . . . , vs+1, vs, . . . , vd)
with a subpath S of Jcj starting from an internal vertex of Jcj and ending at vb,
where vd ∈ {v0, v1, . . . , vs} and no vertex between vs and vd is adjacent to a vertex
of Jcj in Γ[ψ]c.

Case (ii)-(B). If vb is adjacent to ve in Γ[ψ]c, then γ can be obtained by connecting
the shortest path from vs+t to ve in the full subgraph induced by Jc1 ∪ Jci with the
entire Jcj .

Let us show that γ induces a full subgraph P isomorphic to a path graph of
length at least m+ 1 in Γ[ψ]c. By our construction, φ(γ) passes φ(vs+t) twice and
all of the vertices in Λc, so the number of vertices contained in γ is at least m+ 1.
It is easy to see that γ does not have an overlap. Moreover, we can show that γ
has no shortcut as follows.

Case (ii)-(A). Both (vs+t, . . . , vs+1, vs, . . . , vc) and S have no shortcut. Since
there is no edge between Jci and Jcj , no vertex of S is adjacent to (vs+t, . . . , vs+1)
in Γ[ψ]c. By the properties of vd, there is no edge between S and (vs, . . . , vd).
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Case (ii)-(B). Suppose, on the contrary, that there is an edge e connecting a
vertex of Jc1 and a vertex of Jcj other than vb. Then Jc1 ∪Jcj contains a full subgraph
isomorphic to Cn for some n ≥ m, because [ve, vb] is an edge in Γ[ψ]c. This does
not happen, so there is exactly one edge, [ve, vb], between Jc1 and Jcj . This implies
that there is no shortcut in γ, because there is no edge between Jci and Jcj .

By the above argument, γ induces a full subgraph isomorphic to Pn for some
n ≥ m+ 1, as desired. �

We denote by F the full subgraph of Γ[ψ]c induced by Jc1 , . . . , J
c
m. Since two of

Jc1 , . . . , J
c
m, say Jc1 and Jci , are connected by an edge in Γ[ψ]c, Claim 4.4 implies that

F contains a full subgraph Pm t F̌ , where F̌ is a full subgraph of Γ[ψ]c induced by
Jc2 , . . . , J

c
i−1, J

c
i+1, . . . , J

c
m. Claim 4.5 together with the assumption P cm+1 6≤ Γ[ψ]

ensures that no triple of Jc1 , . . . , J
c
m is connected in Γ[ψ]c. Hence, there is no edge

between the isomorphic copy of Pm and F̌ in the above union. Let x denote the
number of connected components of F induced by pairs of Jc1 , . . . , J

c
m, and let y

denote the number of other connected components of F . Then, we have 2x+y = m.
In order to prove that there is a full subgraph isomorphic to Pmt (tmK1) in F , we
will find tmK1 in F̌ . Note that F̌ has x − 1 connected components that contain
full subgraphs isomorphic to Pm and y connected components that do not contain
Pm (but contain Pm−1). Since m ≥ 5, Pm contains a full subgraph isomorphic
to t3K1. On the other hand, Pm−1 contains a full subgraph isomorphic to t2K1.
Therefore, F̌ contains a full subgraph isomorphic to t3(x−1)+2yK1. The equality
2x+ y = m implies 3(x− 1) + 2y = 3m+y−6

2 . We now claim that 3m+y−6
2 ≥ m. To

see this, assume that m = 5. Then, at least one component should be induced by a
single Jk, and hence y ≥ 1. Therefore, we have 3m+y−6

2 ≥ m. Next, we assume that

m ≥ 6. Then we have 3m− 6 ≥ 2m, and hence, 3m+y−6
2 ≥ m. Thus, 3m+y−6

2 ≥ m
for all m ≥ 5. Now it follows that Pm t (tmK1) ≤ Pm t (t

3m+y−6
2 K1) ≤ Pm t F̌ ≤

F ≤ Γ[ψ]c. Namely, we have P cm ∗Km ≤ Γ[ψ]. Property (∗) implies that for each
vertex v of the full subgraph P cm ∗Km ≤ Γ[ψ], there is a vertex of Γ[ψ], which is
not adjacent to v in Γ[ψ], and therefore assertion (3) holds. �

The above theorem immediately implies the following.

Corollary 4.6. Let m be an integer ≥ 5, S a surface with negative Euler char-
acteristic and without boundary, and Γ a finite graph with P cm+1 6≤ C(S). Suppose
that there is an embedding ψ : A(Ccm) × A(K1) ↪→ Mod(S). Then at least one of
the following holds:

(1) Cn ∗K1 ≤ C(S) (for some n ≥ m),
(2) P cm−1 ∗Km+1 ≤ C(S).

Proof. We may assume that ψ satisfies condition (KK). Restricting ψ to A(Ccm)
and A(K1), we have two embeddings ψ1 := ψ|A(Cc

m) : A(Ccm) ↪→ Mod(S) and
ψ2 := ψ|A(K1) : A(K1) ↪→ Mod(S) with condition (KK). Applying Theorem 4.3 to
ψ1, we have that there is a full subgraph ∆ of C(S) that is induced by some vertices
in supp(ψ1(V (Ccm))) and is isomorphic to one of the following:

(1′) Cn (for some n ≥ m) or
(2′) Pm−1 ∗Km. Furthermore, for each vertex v of Pm−1 ∗Km, there is a vertex

in supp(ψ1(V (Ccm))) that is not adjacent to v.
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We only treat the case where ∆ is isomorphic to Pm−1 ∗Km, because another case
can be treated similarly. Suppose that ∆ is isomorphic to Pm−1∗Km. Pick a vertex
u of supp(ψ2(V (K1))). Then every element of supp(ψ1(V (Ccm))) is adjacent to u
in C(S), because the images of ψ1 and ψ2 are commutative. So we have u 6∈ V (∆),
and hence, P cm−1 ∗Km+1

∼= P cm−1 ∗Km ∗{u} ≤ C(S). Thus, assertion (2) holds. �

Using the above results, we can decide whether A(Ccm) is embedded in the map-
ping class group of a surface.

Theorem 4.7. A(Ccm) is embedded in Mod(Sg,p) if and only if m satisfies

m ≤



0 ((g, p) ∈ {(0, 0), (0, 1), (0, 2), (0, 3)})
3 ((g, p) ∈ {(0, 4), (1, 0), (1, 1)})
5 ((g, p) = (1, 2), (0, 5))
2g + 2 (g ≥ 2, p = 0)
2g + p+ 1 (g ≥ 2, 1 ≤ p ≤ 2)
2g + p (otherwise).

Proof. Case of (g, p) ∈ {(0, 0), (0, 1), (0, 2), (0, 3)}. In this case, the mapping class
group Mod(Sg,p) is a finite group, and so the right-angled Artin group embedded
in Mod(Sg,p) should be trivial.

Case of (g, p) = (1, 1). Note that A(Cc3) ∼= F3 is embedded in Mod(S1,1) ∼=
SL(2,Z). However, if m ≥ 4, then A(Ccm) contains Z2. On the other hand, SL(2,Z)
does not contain Z2. Hence, the assertion holds.

Case of (g, p) ∈ {(0, 5), (1, 2)}. The assertion in the case where (g, p) = (0, 5),
was proved in [12, Proposition 4.1]. Suppose that (g, p) = (1, 2). Koberda’s em-
bedding theorem together with Lemma 3.27 shows that A(Cc5) is embedded in
Mod(S1,2). Next, we prove that A(Ccm) ↪→ Mod(S1,2) implies m ≤ 5. Note that
A(Cc6) contains a subgroup isomorphic to Z3. On the other hand, the topological
complexity of S1,2 is two. Hence, A(Cc6) is cannot be embedded in Mod(S1,2).

Case of g ≥ 2, p = 0. This is shown in [12, Proposition 4.1].
Case of g ≥ 2, 1 ≤ p ≤ 2. Koberda’s embedding theorem together with

Lemma 3.27 shows that A(Cc2g+p+1) is embedded in Mod(Sg,p). Suppose that
A(Ccm) ↪→ Mod(Sg,p). Assuming m ≥ 2g + p + 1, we shall prove m = 2g + p + 1.
By [12], P cm+1 is not a full subgraph of C(Spg ). Hence, from Theorem 4.3, we have
either Ccm ≤ C(Sg,p) or P cm−1 ∗ Km ≤ C(Spg ). Lemma 3.27 together with Lemma
3.32 implies that m = 2g + p+ 1.

Case of g = 0, p ≥ 6. See [12, Proposition 4.1].
In the rest of the cases, we can give proofs similar to the case where g ≥ 2, 1 ≤

p ≤ 2.
Case of g = 1, p ≥ 3. Koberda’s embedding theorem together with Lemma 3.27

shows that A(Ccp+2) is embedded in Mod(S1,p). Next, we suppose that A(Ccm) ↪→
Mod(S1,p). Furthermore, assume that m ≥ p + 2 ≥ 5. Since P cp+3 6≤ C(S

p
1 ) by

[12, Theorem 2.2], either Ccm ≤ C(S1,p) or P cm−1 ∗ Km ≤ C(S1,p) holds. Hence,
m = p+ 2.

Case of g ≥ 2, p ≥ 3. Koberda’s embedding theorem together with Lemma
3.27 shows that A(Cc2g+p) is embedded in Mod(Sg,p). Suppose that A(Ccm) ↪→
Mod(Sg,p). To the contrary, assume that m ≥ 2g+p+1. Then, one of the following
holds: Ccm ≤ C(Sg,p) or P c2g+p+1 ≤ C(S) or P c2g+p ∗Km ≤ C(Spg ). However, this is
impossible by [12] and Lemmas 3.27 and 3.32. Thus, m ≤ 2g + p. �
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Similarly, we can decide whether A(Ccm)× Z is embedded in the mapping class
group of a surface.

Theorem 4.8. A(Ccm)× Z is embedded in Mod(Sg,p) if and only if m satisfies

m ≤



0 (g, p) ∈ {(0, 4), (1, 1)}
3 (g, p) ∈ {(0, 5), (1, 2)}
p− 1 (g = 0, p ≥ 6)
p+ 2 (g = 1, p ≥ 3)
2g + 1 (g ≥ 2, p = 0)
2g + p (g ≥ 2, p ≥ 1).

Proof. Koberda’s embedding theorem together with Lemma 3.28 and [12, Propo-
sition 4.1] implies the “if part” of the theorem. Thus, we will prove the “only if
part”.

Case of (g, p) ∈ {(0, 4), (1, 1)}. If m ≥ 1, then A(Ccm) × Z contains Z2. On
the other hand, Mod(S0,4) and Mod(S1,1) do not contain Z2. Hence, A(Ccm)×Z is
embedded in neither Mod(S0,4) nor Mod(S1,1) if m ≥ 1.

Case of (g, p) ∈ {(0, 5), (1, 2)}. Since the topological complexity of Sg,p is two,
the right-angled Artin group A(Cc4)× Z is not embedded in Mod(Sg,p).

Case of g = 0, p ≥ 6. Suppose that A(Ccm) × Z is embedded in Mod(S0,p).
We may assume that m ≥ p− 1 ≥ 5. Then, there is an embedding A(Ccm)× Z ↪→
Mod(S0,p) satisfying condition (KK). As shown in [12], we have P cm+1 6≤ C(S

p
0 ).

Then, from Corollary 4.6, either Ccm ∗K1 ≤ C(S0,p) or P cp−2 ∗Km+1 ≤ C(Sp0 ) holds.
Hence, by Lemmas 3.28 and 3.29, we have m ≤ p− 1.

The remaining cases can be treated similarly.
Case of g = 1, p ≥ 3. Suppose that A(Ccm) × Z is embedded in Mod(S1,p).

We may assume that m ≥ p + 2 ≥ 5. Then there is an embedding A(Ccm) ×
Z ↪→ Mod(S0,p) satisfying condition (KK). By [12], we have P cm+1 6≤ C(Spg ). From

Corollary 4.6, it follows that either Ccm ∗K1 ≤ C(Sp1 ) or P cp+1 ∗Km+1 ≤ C(Sp1 ). By
Lemmas 3.28 and 3.30, we have m ≤ p+ 2.

Case of g ≥ 2, p = 0. From Lemma 3.31, it routinely follows that P2g ∗K2g+1 6≤
C(Sg). In addition, Ccm ∗K1 ≤ C(Sg) only if m ≤ 2g + 1.

Case of g ≥ 2, p ≥ 1. Suppose that A(Ccm) × Z is embedded in Mod(Sg,p).
Assume to the contrary that m ≥ 2g+p+ 1. There is an embedding A(Ccm)×Z ↪→
Mod(Sg,p) satisfying condition (KK). Since P c2g+p+2 6≤ C(Spg ) by [12, Theorem 2.2],
either Ccm ∗K1 ≤ C(Spg ) or P c2g+p ∗K2g+p+2 ≤ C(Spg ) holds. From Lemma 3.31, it
follows that P c2g+p ∗ K2g+p+1 6≤ C(Spg ). In addition, Ccm ∗ K1 6≤ C(Spg ). This is a
contradiction. Thus, we have m ≤ 2g + p. �

Remark 4.9. Apart from a few exceptions, it holds that A(Ccm) ↪→ Mod(Sg,p)
if and only if Ccm ≤ C(Spg ). Similarly, A(Ccm) × Z ↪→ Mod(Sg,p) if and only if
Ccm ∗K1 ≤ C(Spg ).

We end this section by noting a result for braid groups.

Theorem 4.10 ([12]). Suppose n ≥ 3. A(Ccn+1)× Z ↪→ Bn.

5. Proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. Let us start with the following
lemma.
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Lemma 5.1 ([3]). Let A be a right-angled Artin group and G a group. If A is
embedded in G, then A is also embedded in each finite index subgroup of G.

The following is the “only if part” of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 5.2. If the braid group Bn is virtually embedded in Mod(Sg,p), then

n ≤



1 ((g, p) ∈ {(0, 0), (0, 1), (0, 2), (0, 3)})
2 ((g, p) ∈ {(0, 4), (1, 0), (1, 1)})
3 ((g, p) ∈ {(0, 5), (1, 2)})
p− 2 (g = 0, p ≥ 6)
p+ 1 (g = 1, p ≥ 3)
2g (g ≥ 2, p = 0)
2g + p− 1 (g ≥ 2, p ≥ 1).

Proof. Suppose that Bn is virtually embedded in Mod(Sg,p). First, we treat the
cases where surfaces have complexities less than 3.

Case of (g, p) ∈ {(0, 0), (0, 1), (0, 2), (0, 3)}. In this case Mod(Sg,p) is a finite
group, so there is no virtual embedding of B2 into Mod(Sg,p).

Case of (g, p) ∈ {(0, 4), (1, 0), (1, 1)}. Since the mapping class group of Sbg,p
is Gromov hyperbolic and since every finite index subgroup of B3 contains a free
abelian group of rank 2, B3 has no finite index subgroup embedded in the mapping
class group.

Case of (g, p) ∈ {(0, 5), (1, 2)}. Since Z3 is not embedded in Mod(Sg,p), B4 has
no finite index subgroup embedded in Mod(Sg,p). Hence, the desired inequality
holds.

In the remaining cases, we may assume that n ≥ 3. Then, since A(Ccn+1) × Z
is embedded in all finite index subgroups of Bn, A(Ccn+1) × Z is embedded in
Mod(Sg,p). We use Theorem 4.8 to obtain the desired inequalities.

Case of g = 0 and p ≥ 6. We have n+ 1 ≤ p− 1.
Case of g = 1 and p ≥ 3. We have n+ 1 ≤ p+ 2.
Case of g ≥ 2 and p = 0. We have n+ 1 ≤ 2g + 1.
Case of g ≥ 2 and p ≥ 1. We have n+ 1 ≤ 2g + p. �

The following lemma is convenient.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose n ≥ 4. Suppose also that Bn is virtually embedded in
Mod(Sbg,p). Then, A(Ccn+1) is embedded in Mod(Sg,p+b).

Proof. The kernel of the capping homomorphism Mod(Sbg,p) → Mod(Sg,p+b) is
generated by the center. Since Ccn+1 has no vertex adjacent to the other vertices,
the center of A(Ccn+1) is trivial. This is an immediate corollary of Servatius’ cen-
tralizer theorem [18] which implies the centralizer of a vertex v is generated by v
and the vertices adjacent to v. Hence, we obtain an embedding of A(Ccn+1) into
Mod(Sg,p+b). �

The following is the “only if part” of Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 5.4. Suppose that b ≥ 1. Suppose also that the braid group Bn is virtually
embedded in Mod(Sbg,p). Then,

n ≤
{

2g + p+ b (g ≥ 1, p+ b ≤ 2)
2g + p+ b− 1 (otherwise).
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Proof. Suppose that Bn is virtually embedded in Mod(Sbg,p).

Case of g = 0, p ≥ 0, b = 1. In this case Mod(S1
g,p) is isomorphic to Bp. The

inequality n ≤ p (= 2g+p+b−1) immediately follows from the fact that Zl ↪→ Bm
if and only if l ≤ m− 1.

Case of g = 0 and p ≥ 0, b ≥ 2. Suppose that p + b ≤ 3. Then, (p, b) ∈
{(0, 2), (1, 2), (0, 3)}, and so Mod(Sb0,p) is a free abelian group. Since B3 has no

finite index abelian subgroup, B3 is not embedded in Mod(Sb0,p) even virtually.
Therefore n ≤ 2 (= 2g+ p+ b− 1). Next, consider the case where p+ b = 4. Since
Mod(S0,4) is virtually free, Mod(Sb0,p) is a central extension of a virtually free group.
This implies that any centerless right-angled Artin subgroup of Bn (embedded in
Mod(Sb0,p)) must be free. Since B4 contains A(P c4 ) which is centerless but not free,
we have n ≤ 3. Suppose that p + b ≥ 5. Assuming n ≥ 4, we shall prove that
n ≤ p+ b− 1. By Lemma 5.3, A(Ccn+1) is embedded in Mod(S0,p+b). Theorem 4.7
implies that n+ 1 ≤ p+ b.

Case of g = 1, p = 0, b ≤ 2. In this case Zb+2 cannot be embedded in Mod(Sb1).
Hence, no finite index subgroup of Bb+3 is embedded in Mod(Sb1).

Case of g ≥ 2, p = 0, b ≤ 2. We may assume that n ≥ 4. By Lemma 5.3,
A(Ccn+1) is embedded in Mod(Sg,b). Since 1 ≤ b ≤ 2, we have n + 1 ≤ 2g + b + 1
by Theorem 4.7. When b ≥ 3, we have n+ 1 ≤ 2g + b.

Case of g ≥ 1, p = 1, b = 1. We may assume that n ≥ 4. By Lemma 5.3 and
Theorem 4.7, we have n+ 1 ≤ 2g + p+ b+ 1.

Case of g ≥ 1, p + b ≥ 3. We may assume that n ≥ 4. By Lemma 5.3 and
Theorem 4.7, we have n+ 1 ≤ 2g + p+ b. �

Below we summarize topological methods for constructing virtual embeddings
of braid groups into the mapping class groups of surfaces in Theorems 5.5 and 5.6.

Theorem 5.5. Suppose that either b 6= 1 or p 6= 1 holds. Let S denote the surface
Sbg,p. Then the inequality in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 holds if and only if there is at
least one of the following:

(1) an extension D → S which is either trivial or hyperbolic,

(2) an extension D̃ → S which is trivial, annular, or hyperbolic,
(3) a composition of extensions D → P → S, where the middle surface P is a

sphere, the first extension is hyperbolic and the second is pseudo-annular.

Here, D is the defining surface S1
0,n of Bn and D̃ is a double branched cover of

D, which is homeomorphic to either S2
k (k = n

2 − 1) or S1
l (l = n−1

2 ) according to
whether n is even or odd.

Proof. Suppose that there is at least one of (1), (2) or (3). Then we can find a
virtual embedding of the braid group Bn described in Section 2. Hence, Theorems
5.2 and 5.4 imply that the inequality on n in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 holds.

We shall prove the “only if part” of this theorem.
Case of S ∼= S0,p. Suppose n ≤ p− 2. Then, there is a hyperbolic extension of

D to S, so we have (1).
Case of S ∼= S1,p. Suppose n ≤ p + 1. Consider a pseudo-annular extension

S1
0,p+1 → S. This is obtained from the compactification Sp+2

0 of S1
0,p+1, a single an-

nulus and p copies of a once-punctured disks. Then, this pseudo-annular extension
together with a hyperbolic extension D → S1

0,p+1 satisfies (3).
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Case of S ∼= Sg with g ≥ 2. Suppose n ≤ 2g. In this case we have an annular
extension S2

g−1 → S. Since n ≤ 2g, the natural numbers k and l defined in the

assertion are both less than g. Hence, we have an extension D̃ → S2
g−1 which is

either trivial (this case occurs if n = 2g) or hyperbolic. So we have (2).
Case of S ∼= Sg,p with g ≥ 2 and with p ≥ 1. Suppose n ≤ 2g+p−1. Consider

a pseudo-annular extension S1
0,2g+p−1 → S obtained from the compactification

S2g+p
0 , g copies of an annulus and p copies of a once-punctured disk. Since n ≤

2g + p− 1, there is a hyperbolic extension D → S1
0,2g+p−1. So we have (3).

Case of S ∼= S1
0,p. Suppose n ≤ p. Then we can find an extension D → S that

is either trivial or hyperbolic. So we have (1).
Case of S ∼= Sb0,p with b ≥ 2. Suppose n ≤ p+ b− 1. Then, there is a pseudo-

annular extension S1
0,p+b−1 → S obtained from Sp+b0 , b − 1 copies of an annulus,

and p copies of a once-punctured disks. Since n ≤ p + b − 1, there is a hyperbolic
(or trivial) extension D → S1

0,p+b−1. So we have (3).

Case of S ∼= Sbg with g ≥ 1 and with 1 ≤ b ≤ 2. Suppose n ≤ 2g+ b. Then, S

is a double branched covering of S1
0,2g+b. From a hyperbolic (resp. trivial) extension

D → S1
0,2g+b, we have a hyperbolic (resp. trivial) extension D̃ → S. So we have

(2).
Case of S ∼= Sbg,p with g ≥ 1 and with p+ b ≥ 3. Suppose n ≤ 2g+ p+ b− 1.

Consider a pseudo-annular extension S1
0,2g+p+b−1 → S obtained from S2g+p+b

0 , g
copies of an annulus and p copies of a once-punctured disk. A combination of this
pseudo-annular extension and a hyperbolic extension D → S1

0,2g+p+b−1 satisfies (3)
and completes the proof. �

Note that Theorem 5.5 proves the “if part” of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 when S 6∼=
S1
g,1.

Theorem 5.6. Suppose that g ≥ 1. Then n ≤ 2g + 2 if and only if one of the
following holds:

(1) D̃ ∼= S2
g

cap→ S1
g,1 or

(2) there is a hyperbolic extension D̃ → S2
g together with S2

g
cap→ S1

g,1.

Here, D̃ is a Birman–Hilden cover of S1
0,n, which is homeomorphic to either S2

k

(k = n
2 − 1) or S1

l (l = n−1
2 ) according to whether n is even or odd, and S2

g
cap→ S1

g,1

is an admissible extension obtained from S2
g and a once-punctured disk by gluing

along a boundary component of S2
g and the boundary of the once-punctured disk.

Proof. Suppose that (1) or (2) holds. Then the entire braid group Bn is embedded
in Mod(S2

g). Hence, Theorem 5.4 implies n ≤ 2g + 2.

Next, let us assume that n ≤ 2g + 2 and D̃ 6∼= S2
g (so (1) does not hold). Since

D̃ 6∼= S2
g , we have n ≤ 2g + 1. So we can find a hyperbolic extension D̃ → S2

g . �

Recall that Bn is virtually embedded in Mod(S1
g,1) only if n ≤ 2g+2 by Theorem

5.4. Let us prove the converse in accordance with Theorem 5.6.

Theorem 5.7. Bn is virtually embedded in Mod(S1
g,1) if n ≤ 2g + 2.

Proof. Suppose n ≤ 2g + 2. Then we have an embedding B2g+2 ↪→ Mod(S2
g)

induced by a double branched covering. Moreover, from Proposition 2.6 we have
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an embedding B2g+2 → Mod(S1
g,1). Now the embedding Bn ↪→ B2g+2 induced by

a hyperbolic extension completes the proof. �

Consequently, the “if part” of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 is also true.
Furthermore, our argument allows us to obtain the following results on embed-

dings of pure braid groups.

Theorem 5.8. PBn ↪→ Mod(Sg,p) if and only if

n ≤


1 ((g, p) ∈ {(0, 0), (0, 1), (0, 2), (0, 3)})
2 ((g, p) ∈ {(0, 4), (1, 0), (1, 1)})
−χg,p (g = 0, p ≥ 5)
2− χg,p (g ≥ 2, p = 0)
1− χg,p (otherwise).

Theorem 5.9. Suppose b ≥ 1. Then PBn ↪→ Mod(Sbg,p) if and only if

n ≤
{

2− χbg,p (g ≥ 1, p+ b ≤ 2)
1− χbg,p (otherwise).
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