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Abstract. For every integer g ≥ 2 we construct smooth 3–dimensional 1–
handlebodies H1 and H2 of genus g, which are properly embedded in B 5 with the
same boundary, such that both H1 and H2 are smoothly boundary parallel and
are homeomorphic rel boundary as 3-manifolds, yet H1 and H2 are not related
by a topological, locally flat isotopy rel boundary.
In other words, we construct 3–dimensional genus–g 1–handlebodies smoothly
embedded in S 4 with the same boundary that are defined by the same cut systems
of their boundary yet are not isotopic rel boundary via any locally flat isotopy even
when their interiors are pushed into B 5 . This in particular proves a conjecture of
Budney–Gabai for g ≥ 2.

1. Introduction
In this paper, we work in the smooth category and the topological locally flat
category. We will specify in which category various statements hold. As a shorthand,
we will write “topological” but implicitly mean “topological and locally flat.”
The goal of this paper is to obstruct two boundary-parallel handlebodies (by
which we always mean 3-dimensional 1–handlebodies) in B 5 from being isotopic rel
boundary. However, when two handlebodies are not defined by the same systems of
curves on their common boundary, this claim is not very interesting.
Definition 1.1. Let H1 and H2 be genus–g handlebodies that are both bounded
by a surface F . We say that H1 and H2 are compressing curve equivalent if there
exist g disjoint simple closed curves A1 , . . . , Ag in F so that F \ ν(Ai ) is planar and
so that each Ai bounds a disk into H1 and also bounds a disk into H2 .
If H1 and H2 are handlebodies properly embedded into B 5 with common boundary and H1 and H2 are not compressing curve equivalent, then they obviously cannot
be isotopic rel boundary.
Our motivation is the following conjecture of Budney and Gabai.
Conjecture 1.2 ([2, Conjecture 11.3]). For each g ≥ 0 there exist 3–dimensional
genus–g handlebodies H1 , H2 ⊂ S 4 such that ∂H1 = ∂H2 and H1 , H2 are compressing curve equivalent, but H1 is not isotopic to H2 via an isotopy that fixes ∂Hi .
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Figure 1: The 3-balls constructed by Gabai-Budney become smoothly isotopic when
their interiors are pushed into B 5 . Left: A schematic of a knotted 3-ball constructed
by Budney and Gabai [2]; see their paper for full detail (note this diagram matches
Figure 59(b) of [2]). Briefly, the horizontal sheet represents a standard 3-ball B
in B 3 × S 1 = S 4 \ ν(unknotted 2-sphere). Surgering B along many pairs of 4dimensional 2-handles (with pairs meeting B in zero-framed Hopf links) transforms
B into another 3-ball B 0 . While these 2-handles are “linked” in B 3 × S 1 , when a
fifth dimension of freedom is added they become unlinked. Right: After pushing
the interior of B 0 into the interior of B 3 × S 1 × I, we perform isotopy to unlink
the 2-handles used in the construction of B 0 . The resulting 3-ball is isotopic rel
boundary to B.
Budney and Gabai [2] provided examples satisfying Conjecture 1.2 for g = 0,
obstructing smooth isotopy rel boundary. We prove a stronger version of this conjecture for g ≥ 2.
Theorem 1.3. For every g ≥ 2, there exist genus–g handlebodies H1 and H2
smoothly, properly embedded in B 5 so that the following hold.
(i) Both H1 and H2 are smoothly boundary-parallel,
(ii) ∂H1 = ∂H2 ,
(iii) H1 and H2 are compressing curve equivalent,
(iv) H1 and H2 are not topologically isotopic rel boundary.
Corollary 1.4. For every g ≥ 2, there exist smooth genus–g handlebodies H1 and
H2 in S 4 with ∂H1 = ∂H2 so that H1 and H2 are compressing curve equivalent but
are not topologically isotopic rel boundary.
The 3-balls constructed by Budney–Gabai become smoothly isotopic rel boundary
when their interiors are pushed into B 5 (see Figure 1). In contrast, our higher-genus
handlebodies in S 4 do not even become topologically isotopic rel boundary when
their interiors are pushed into B 5 , which we considered to be very surprising behavior
for objects that are seemingly trivial.
The construction of Theorem 1.3 involves producing genus–2 examples and then
showing that adding trivial 3-dimensional 1-handles to the pair does not cause them
to become topologically isotopic rel boundary.
Corollary 1.5 (Corollary of the proof of Theorem 1.3). There exist smooth genus–
2 handlebodies H1 and H2 embedded in S 4 with ∂H1 = ∂H2 so that H1 and H2
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are compressing-curve equivalent and so that if H1 , H2 are boundary-summed with
any identical collections of smooth solid tori to obtain smooth genus–g handlebodies
b1, H
b 2 , the handlebodies H
b 1 and H
b 2 are not topologically isotopic rel boundary even
H
when their interiors are pushed into B 5 .
Our construction necessarily yields handlebodies of genus at least two. There are
thus obvious open questions left about 3-balls and solid tori. These questions may
be asked in either the smooth or topological category.
Questions 1.6.
(i) Do there exist solid tori in S 4 with the same boundary that are compressing
curve equivalent but are not isotopic rel boundary? Do they necessarily
become isotopic rel boundary when pushed into B 5 ?
(ii) Must two 3-balls in S 4 with the same boundary become isotopic rel boundary
when their interiors are pushed into B 5 ?
Answering the first part of Question 1.6(i) would affirm Conjecture 1.2.
Acknowledgements. Thanks to Mark Powell for correcting our discussion on
topological vs. smooth double slicing.
2. Double Slicing
Our obstruction to isotopy rel boundary comes from double sliceness (or more
precisely, obstructing double sliceness) of 2-knots.
Definition 2.1. A 2–knot K is the image of a smooth embedding from S 2 to S 4 ,
defined up to ambient isotopy of S 4 . We say that K is (topologically/smoothly)
unknotted if K is the boundary of the image of a (topological/smooth) embedding
of B 3 into S 4 .
More generally, a positive-genus surface in S 4 is said to be unknotted if it bounds
a handlebody in S 4 in the appropriate category.
It is a theorem of Kervaire [7] that every (topological/smooth) 2–knot is slice, in
the sense that it bounds a (topological/smooth) 3–ball into B 5 . However, Stoltzfus
[12] showed that not every 2–knot is topologically doubly slice.
Definition 2.2. Let K be a 2–knot. We say that K is (topologically/smoothly)
doubly slice if, writing S 5 as the union of two (topological/smooth) 5–balls along
their boundary W ∼
= S 4 , there exists a (topological/smooth) embedding f : B 4 → S 5
so that
homeo/diff
(W, W ∩ f (∂B 4 )) ∼
= (S 4 , K).
In words, K is doubly slice when K is an equator of an unknotted 3–sphere in S 5
in the appropriate category.
Ruberman [9] gave convenient examples of 2–knots that are not doubly slice (using
different techniques than Stoltzfus, who actually obstructed the broader property of
algebraic double sliceness).
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Theorem 2.3 ([9]). The 5-twist spun trefoil is not smoothly doubly slice.
While Stoltzfus obstructs topological double sliceness (i.e. obstructs a 2-knot from
being a cross-section of a locally flat, topologically unknotted 3-sphere), Ruberman’s
theorem involves smooth topology. Ruberman gives an invariant that obstructs
double sliceness that is shown to be well-defined using Rokhlin’s theorem applied to
a smooth, spin 4-manifold cobounded by a smooth 3-manifold in B 5 . When applied
directly, he thus obstructs the 5-twist spun trefoil from being smoothly doubly slice.
However, it is a theorem of Wall [14, Corollary 3.1] and Shaneson [11, Theorem 2.1]
(or more precisely a theorem of Wall that rested on a conjecture later proved by
Shaneson) that every smooth 3-sphere in S 5 that is topologically unknotted is also
smoothly unknotted.1 Thus, we can rephrase Theorem 2.3 in a seemingly sharper
way: if L is a smooth 3-sphere in S 5 admitting the 5-twist spun trefoil as a crosssection (via a smooth splitting of S 5 ), then L is not topologically unknotted.
3. Constructing slice 3–balls
By Kervaire [7], we know that every 2–knot is slice. In this section we give a
procedure for constructing a 3–ball into B 5 bounded by a specific 2–knot. This
same construction appears in [6].
Definition 3.1. Let Σ be an oriented genus–g surface in an orientable 4-manifold X.
Let η be an arc in X with endpoints on Σ that is disjoint from Σ in its interior and is
not tangent to Σ near its boundary. There are two isotopy classes of 2–dimensional
subbundles of the normal bundle νη that extend T Σ|∂η ; pick representatives Nη1 and
Nη2 . Using Nη1 and Nη2 (respectively), obtain 3–dimensional thickenings H1 , H2 ∼
=
2
0
2
I × D of η that each meet Σ in S × D .
The orientation of Σ extends over exactly one of ∂H1 or ∂H2 . Without loss of
generality, assume it extends over ∂H1 . Then we obtain a genus–(g +1) surface from
Σ by surgering along ∂H1 . We denote this surface Ση by adding η as a subscript.
We say that Ση is obtained from Σ by attaching a tube along η.
The following lemma of Hosokawa–Kawauchi [4] is very well known (and has been
proved in much greater generality by Baykur–Sunukjian [1]).
Lemma 3.2 ([4]). Let K be a smooth 2-sphere in S 4 . For some n, there exists a
collection of n arcs η1 , . . . , ηn so that attaching smooth tubes to K along η1 , . . . , ηn
yields a smoothly unknotted genus–n surface.
Proof. Let Y be a 3-manifold in S 4 bounded by K. Fix a relative handle decomposition on Y . Let η1 , . . . , ηn be cores of the 1–handles of this decomposition. Then
Kη1 ,...,ηn bounds a copy of Y with the relative 1–handles deleted, which is a smooth
handlebody. We conclude that Kη1 ,...,ηn is smoothly unknotted.

1We have noticed several papers attribute the fact that a topologically unknotted n-dimensional
sphere smoothly embedded in S n+2 is also smoothly unknotted for n ≥ 3 to J. Levine [8]. However,
Levine specifically assumed n ≥ 4 in his main theorem in this reference (although later works seem
to recover the n = 3 case). As far as we can tell, the original path to proof for n = 3 follows from
the two cited works of Wall [14] and Shaneson [11].
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Joseph–Klug–Ruppik–Schwartz [5] gave examples of when the tubings prescribed
by Lemma 3.2 are particularly simple.
Proposition 3.3 ([5]). Let K be an n–twist spun trefoil for some n. Then a single
tube can be attached to K to obtain the smoothly unknotted torus.
Before stating the main lemma of this section, we describe some useful work of
Hirose on isotopies of unknotted surfaces that makes use of the Rokhlin quadratic
form.
Definition 3.4. Let Σ be a genus–g surface in S 4 . The Rokhlin quadratic form on
Σ is a quadratic form q : H1 (Σ; Z) → Z/2Z defined as follows.
Given a primitive element α ∈ H1 (Σ; Z), let C be a simple closed curve on Σ
representing α. Let P be a disk in S 4 bounded by C that is framed , i.e. so that the
1–dimensional subbundle of the normal bundle of C that is tangent to Σ extends
over all of P . Then
q(α) = |P̊ ∩ Σ| (mod 2).
For our purposes, a symplectic basis ((A1 , B1 ), . . ., (Ag , Bg )) of a genus–g surface
F consists of simple closed curves A1 , . . ., Ag , B1 , . . ., Bg on F so that the following
are all true.
• [A1 ], . . . , [Ag ] are linearly independent in H1 (F ; Z),
• [B1 ], . . . , [Bg ] are linearly independent in H1 (F ; Z),
• Ai ∩ Aj = Bi ∩ Bj = Ai ∩ Bj = ∅ for i 6= j,
• Ai , Bi intersect transversely in one point.
Hirose [3] showed that the Rokhlin form determines equivalence of symplectic
bases on unknotted surfaces in S 4 .
Theorem 3.5 ([3]). Let Ug be an unknotted surface of genus–g in S 4 . Fix symplectic
bases of curves ((A1 , B1 ), . . . , (Ag , Bg )) and ((A01 , B10 ), . . . , (A0g , Bg0 )) on Ug . Then
there is an ambient isotopy of S 4 taking Ug to itself and taking Ai , Bi to A0i , Bi0 for
each i if and only if q([Ai ]) = q([A0i ]), q([Bi ]) = q([Bi0 ]) for each i.
The following lemma is easy to prove and would likely be used without proof by
many experts, but we write it out here for completeness.
Lemma 3.6. Let h : B 5 → [0, 1] be the usual radial height function. If a 2–knot
K can be transformed into an unknotted surface Un by attaching n tubes, then K
bounds a 3–ball B into B 5 so that h|B is Morse with one index–0 point, n index–1
points, and n index–2 points.
Proof. Let A1 , . . . , An be belt circles of the tubes attached to K to obtain Un . Since
each Ai bounds a framed disk (the cocore of the 3–dimensional 1–handle Hi used to
perform the tube surgery) whose interior is disjoint from Un , q([Ai ]) = 0. Choose
curves B1 , . . . , Bn on Un so that ((A1 , B1 ), . . . , (An , Bn )) is a symplectic basis of Un .
For each i, if q([Bi ]) 6= 0, then redefine Bi by Dehn twisting it along Ai . We thus
arrange for q(Bi ) = 0 for all i.
By Theorem 3.5, Un can be isotoped so that ((A1 , B1 ), . . . , (An , Bn )) is taken to
the standard symplectic basis (see Figure 7), so we conclude that B1 , . . . , Bn bound
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disjoint framed disks ∆1 , . . . , ∆n into the complement of Un . Specifically, the disks
∆1 , . . . , ∆n may be taken to lie in a copy of S 3 that contains Un . These disks have
the property that when ∆i is thickened to ∆i × I (so that (∂∆i ) × I is contained
˚ i × I is disjoint from Un ), compressing Un along all of the ∆i yields
in Un and ∆
the unknotted sphere U0 , which bounds a 3-ball D. We can now describe B via the
following intersections. (Recall that h−1 (1) = ∂B 5 and that h−1 (0) is the central
point of B 5 .)
B ∩ h−1 (3/4, 1] = K × (3/4, 1],
!
n
[
−1
B ∩ h {3/4} = K ∪
Hi ,
i=1

B ∩ h−1 (1/2, 3/4) = Un × (1/2, 3/4),
−1

B∩h

{1/2} = Un ∪

n
[

!
(∆i × I) ,

i=1

B ∩ h−1 (1/4, 1/2) = U0 × (1/4, 1/2),
B ∩ h−1 {1/4} = D,
B ∩ h−1 [0, 1/4) = ∅.
Notice that h−1 [0, 1/2] ∩ B is a handlebody. After a small perturbation of B, h|B
is Morse with one index–0 critical point (in h−1 (1/4)), n index–1 critical points (in
h−1 (1/2)) and n index–2 critical points (in h−1 (3/4)).

4. Proof of Theorem 1.3
Positioning a handlebody H in B 5 so that h|B 5 has only one index-0 point is
particularly useful.
Lemma 4.1. Let H be a genus–g handlebody smoothly and properly embedded in B 5
such that for h : B 5 → [0, 1] the radial height function, the function h|H is Morse
with a single index–0 critical point and with no index–2 or –3 critical points. Then
there is a smooth isotopy of H rel boundary taking H into ∂B 5 .
Proof. After choosing a gradientlike flow for h|H , h induces a handlebody decomposition on H with one 0-handle and g 1-handles. Let t0 and t1 be chosen so that
0 < t0 < t1 < 1, with the index–0 critical point of h|H lying below height t0 , and the
g index–1 critical points sitting between heights t0 and t1 . Then in h−1 (t0 ) ∼
= S 4 the
−1
level set S := h|H (t0 ) will be a small unknotted 2–sphere, which bounds a properly
−1
embedded 3–ball W = h|−1
H [0, t0 ] in h ([0, t0 ]).
Moving upwards along the height function h, the index–1 critical points will
change S by attaching tubes along some arcs η1 , . . . , ηg . We may shrink each of these
tubes to be thin neighborhoods of their respective arcs ηi , and push them all down
to height t0 . These tube additions may be flattened at height t0 , so that h|−1
H (t0 )
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1−ε<s<2

Figure 2: The union T of an unknotted sphere S with 3–dimensional 1–handles.
Here, T is represented as a sequence of level sets with respect to the time parameter
t. Not shown are the level sets when s < 0 or s > 2, which are all empty.

consists of the union of the unknotted 2–sphere S along with g 3–dimensional 1–
handles b1 , . . . , bg attached to S along each η1 , . . . , ηg respectively. Let T := h|−1
H (t0 )
−1
denote this union. For small ε > 0, nearby level sets h|H (t0 − ε) will consist of only
(a parallel copy of) the sphere S, while h|−1
H (t0 + ε) will be a genus–g surface parallel
to one obtained from adding tubes to S along the arcs ηi .
We first show that T ⊂ h−1 (t0 ) may be put into a standard position. We begin
by fixing a Morse function f : h−1 (t0 ) → R, chosen so that the induced Morse
function on S has only one critical point of index–0 at level 0, one critical point of
index–2 at level 2, and no other critical points. (To distinguish this Morse function
f on h−1 (t0 ) from the Morse function h on B 5 , we will use a parameter s for f and
continue to use t for h.)
Since the 3–dimensional 1–handles bi are small tubular neighborhoods of the arcs
ηi , we may isotope them so that they lie in a neighborhood of the level set f −1 (1).
Then with respect to f it follows that T is as in Figure 2. Here, we interpret each of
the three figures as representing the cross-sections of T at the various levels depicted.
First note that in Figure 2 we have cross-sections of each 3-dimensional 1–handle
bi as 2–dimensional bands, so bi = (band) × [1 − ε, 1 + ε]. (Note also that by twisting
the attaching map of the handle bi we can achieve the blackboard framing shown in
Figure 2.) Second, by pushing segments of the bands into the past we may change
any given crossing between two bands, or self-crossing of a single band. This includes
changing crossings along S as in Figure 3. Perform these operations until the bands
in f −1 (1) are contained in disjoint 3-balls meeting S ∩ f −1 (1) in one arc each.
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Figure 3: Removing crossings along the sphere S by pushing bands backwards and
forwards in time.

Q

Q

Figure 4: Twisting a band around S to remove an intersection with Q.

0<s<1−ε

1−ε≤s≤1+ε

1−ε<s<2

Figure 5: The union T of an unknotted sphere S with 3–dimensional 1–handles after
being put into standard position.

Finally, we will remove any twisting of the bands around S. To be more precise,
let Q be the standard disk spanned by the unknot in the central frame of Figure 2.
We can remove any intersections of the bands with Q by twirling them around ∂Q
as shown in Figure 4.
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Performing all of the above modifications allows us to reposition T as in Figure 5. Recall now that W = h|−1
H ([0, t0 − ]) is a 3–ball properly embedded in
−1
h ([0, t0 − ]) with boundary (a parallel copy of) the unknotted 2–sphere S. As
none of the bands bi intersect the spanning disk Q, the 3–ball W can be pushed up
into h−1 (t0 ). Together with the 1–handles bi , this gives a 3–dimensional handlebody
T ∪ W embedded in h−1 (t0 ). Between heights t0 and 1 the handlebody H has no
more critical points. The level sets h|−1
H (t) for t0 ≤ t ≤ 1 trace out an isotopy of ∂T
that can be extended to an ambient isotopy of h−1 (t0 ) ∼
= S 4 . Using this ambient
5
isotopy we can push T and the rest of H into ∂B as required.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.3.
Proof of Theorem 1.3. First we prove the theorem for g = 2. We will then extend
this strategy to larger g. Let K be the 5-twist spun trefoil. By Theorem 2.3, K is
not smoothly doubly slice. By Proposition 3.3 and Lemma 3.6, there is a smoothly
embedded 3-ball B in B 5 whose boundary is K and so that the radial height function
on B 5 restricts to a Morse function on B with one index–0 point, one index–1 point,
and one index–2 point.
Double B along K to obtain a smooth 3–sphere L in S 5 . Since K is not smoothly
doubly slice, L is not smoothly unknotted, and hence also not topologically unknotted (recall the discussion after Theorem 2.3). The standard height function h on S 5
restricts to a Morse function on L with the following critical points, in order from
highest to lowest (descending in the table, naturally).
(vi)
(v)
(iv)
(iii)
(ii)
(i)

index–3
index–2
index–1
index–2
index–1
index–0

from
from
from
from
from
from

B; the dual of the index–0 point of B,
B; the dual of the index–1 point of B,
B; the dual of the index–2 point of B,
B,
B,
B.

Note that the critical points of h|L are not a priori in order. However, we may
interchange the heights of the (iv) index–1 point and the (iii) index–2 point by
smoothly isotoping L, so that both of the index–1 points of h|L are below both of
the index–2 points. See the right side of Figure 6. After this isotopy, fix a level
S 4 = h−1 (t0 ) between the index–1 and index–2 critical points of h|L separating S 5
into two 5-balls V1 = h−1 [0, t0 ] and V2 = h−1 [t0 , 1]. This S 4 intersects L in a smooth
genus–2 unknotted surface U = h|−1
L (t0 ). We have L = H1 ∪U H2 for two smooth
genus–2 handlebodies H1 and H2 , with H1 ⊂ V1 lying below U and H2 ⊂ V2 lying
above U . Note that h|H1 and −h|H2 each have one index-0 point and two index-1
points. By Lemma 4.1, H1 is smoothly boundary-parallel in V1 and H2 is smoothly
boundary-parallel in V2 .
Since (H1 , H2 ) is a Heegaard splitting of S 3 , by Waldhausen’s theorem ([13] but
see [10] for exposition) there exists a symplectic basis ((A1 , B1 ), (A2 , B2 )) of U so
that each Ai bounds a disk into H1 and each Bi bounds a disk into H2 . Projecting
such a disk bounded by Ai or Bi from B 5 into S 4 yields an immersed framed disk
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Interchange the
heights of
critical points

Figure 6: Left: An index-2 point of h|L below a dual index-1 point. Right: We
exchange the heights of the two critical points so that the index-1 critical point of
h|L is below the index-2 critical point. Note that this increases the genus of the
central cross-section of h|L .

with boundary on U intersecting U algebraically zero times in its interior. We
conclude q([Ai ]) = q([Bi ]) = 0.
By Theorem 3.5, (U ; (A1 , B1 ), (A2 , B2 )) can be smoothly isotoped to the standard
unknotted surface with standard curves as in Figure 7 (drawn for general genus).
Then U bounds smooth handlebodies H1∗ and H2∗ in S 4 with Ai bounding a disk
into H1∗ and Bi bounding a disk into H2∗ , and with H1∗ ∪U H2∗ an unknotted 3-sphere.
Push H1∗ into V1 and H2∗ into V2 . Since L = H1 ∪U H2 is topologically knotted, L
is not topologically isotopic to H1∗ ∪U H2∗ , which is unknotted. Therefore, if H1 is
topologically isotopic rel boundary in V1 ∼
= B 5 to H1∗ , then H2 is not topologically
5
∗
isotopic rel boundary in V2 ∼
= B to H2 . This completes the proof for g = 2, with
the pair of non-isotopic handlebodies being either (H1 , H1∗ ) or (H2 , H2∗ ).
To extend the above argument to larger g, we simply perturb the 3-ball B. Fix
b be obtained from B by perturbing B with respect h to introduce
g > 2 and let B
(g − 2) pairs of cancelling index-1, index-2 pairs to h|Bb . Now consider the 3-sphere
b = B
b ∪ B in S 5 . Again, K is a cross-section of L,
b so L
b is not topologically
L
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Figure 7: A symplectic basis ((A1 , B1 ), . . . , (An , Bn )) on an unknotted genus–n
surface in S 4 . We have shaded a genus–n handlebody into which the Ai curves
bound disks; the closure of its complement in this 3-dimensional cross-section is
a genus–n handlebody into which the Bi curves bound disks. Gluing these two
handlebodies together yields an S 3 that splits S 4 into two smooth 4-balls.

b is smoothly isotopic to L so of course L
b is not
unknotted. (And more directly, L
b
b
topologically unknotted.) In words, we obtain L by gluing a copy of B to a copy
b is not expressed as a double. As
of B (with opposite orientations); note that L
b
constructed, the standard height function on B 5 restricts to a Morse function on L
with the following critical points.
(vii)
(vi)
(v)
(iv2(n−2) )
(iv2(n−2)−1 )
..
.

index–3
index–2
index–1
index–2
index-1
..
.

(iv2 )
(iv1 )
(iii)
(ii)
(i)

index–2
index-1
index–2
index–1
index–0

from B; the dual of the index–0 point of B,
from B; the dual of the index–1 point of B,
from B; the dual of the index–2 point of B,






b from B
From the perturbations that yield B





from B
from B,
from B.

In total, h|Lb has one index–0 point, g index–1 points, g index–2 points, and
b to move the index-1 critical points below
one index–3 point. Smoothly isotope L
−1
4
∼
h (t0 ) = S and the index-2 critical points above h−1 (t0 ). Then h−1 (t0 ) intersects
b in a genus–g surface U
b , and H
b 1 = h|−1 [0, t0 ] and H2 = h|−1 [t0 , 1] are smooth
L
L
L
genus–g handlebodies that are smoothly boundary parallel (via Lemma 4.1) in the 5balls V1 , V2 respectively. By the same argument as in the g = 2 case (recall Figure 7),
b bounds smooth boundary-parallel handlebodies H
b ∗ and H
b ∗ respectively in V1 , V2
U
1
2
∗
∗
b i and H
b are compressing-curve equivalent but H
b ∪b H
b∗
so that H
1 U 2 is unknotted. We
i
b 1 is topologically isotopic rel boundary to H
b ∗ , then H
b2
similarly conclude that if H
1
∗
∗
b
b
b
b
b
is not topologically isotopic rel boundary to H2 . Then either (H1 , H1 ) or (H2 , H2∗ )
are the desired pair of non-isotopic genus-g handlebodies.
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