arXiv:2403.06701v1 [math.GT] 11 Mar 2024

EXCEPTIONAL OR HALF-INTEGRAL CHIRALLY COSMETIC SURGERIES

KAZUHIRO ICHIHARA AND TOSHIO SAITO

Dedicated to Professor Mario Eudave-Muñoz on his 60th birthday

Abstract. A pair of Dehn surgeries on a knot is called chirally cosmetic if they yield orientation-reversingly homeomorphic 3-manifolds. In this paper, we consider exceptional or half-integral chirally cosmetic surgeries, and obtain several restrictions.

1. Introduction

Generically, the manifolds obtained by Dehn surgeries on a knot are expected to be all distinct. However there can exist a pair of such manifolds which are homeomorphic to each other. Known such examples are all given by pairs of orientationreversingly homeomorphic manifolds (mirror images). In view of this, a pair of Dehn surgeries on a knot yielding orientation-reversingly homeomorphic manifolds is called chirally cosmetic. (If the homeomorphism is orientation-preserving, they are called purely cosmetic.)

In fact, chirally cosmetic surgeries can occur for some knots in the 3-sphere S^3. The well-known examples are given by the trefoil and the figure-eight knot.

The trefoil is known as the first example of a knot admitting non-trivial chirally cosmetic surgeries. The prominent ones are 9- and 9/2-surgeries on the right-hand trefoil which create Seifert fibered spaces with opposite orientations. In Section 2, we show that this example is very special in a sense. It might be conjectured that only the trefoil can admit such integral and half integral chirally cosmetic surgeries among knots in S^3.

The figure-eight knot is actually an amphicheiral knot, i.e., it is ambient isotopic to its mirror image. Thus it naturally admits chirally cosmetic surgeries. In fact, for an amphicheiral knot, r- and (−r)-surgeries give a pair of 3-manifolds which are mirror images of each other for any r ∈ Q. On the other hand, the figure-eight knot is well-known in the study of the exceptional surgeries on hyperbolic knots. For instance, it is recently proved in [4, Theorem 1.7] that the figure-eight knot is the unique hyperbolic knot with nine or more exceptional surgeries (actually 10). It follows that there are 4 pairs of chirally cosmetic exceptional surgeries on the figure-eight knot. However those are only known examples of chirally cosmetic exceptional surgeries on hyperbolic knots in S^3. In Section 3, we show that this example is also very special in a sense. Again it might be conjectured that only

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 57K30, 57K35.

Key words and phrases. Dehn surgery, cosmetic surgery, exceptional surgery, trefoil, figureeight knot. 1

the figure-eight knot can admit such exceptional chirally cosmetic surgeries among hyperbolic knots in S^3.

Remark 1. It is conjectured that there are no chirally cosmetic surgeries on a knot K whenever K is a non-trivial knot in S^3 other than (2, p)-torus knots and amphicheiral knots. (See [8].) It is also conjectured that there are no purely cosmetic surgeries whenever K is a non-trivial knot in S^3. (This is the purely cosmetic surgery conjecture raised in [22].) See [13] for more general cases.

We here recall some terminology and set up our notations. Given a 3-manifold M and a knot K in M, Dehn surgery on a knot K is an operation to make a 3- manifold as (M −intN(K))∪_f D^2 ×S^1, where N(K) denotes a regular neighborhood of K. Remark that the gluing map f is determined by the isotopy class of a loop on ∂N(K) identified with the meridian of the attached solid torus, called the surgery slope. For knots in S^3, or more generally for knots in an integral homology sphere, such surgery slopes can be naturally identified with rational numbers. See [20] for more detail. Let K(p/q) denote the 3-manifold obtained by Dehn surgery on a knot K in S^3 along slope p/q. For oriented 3-manifolds M and N, we mean by M ∼= N that M and N are orientation-preservingly homeomorphic, and by −M the manifold orientation-reversingly homeomorphic to M. With these notation, Dehn surgeries on a knot K along slopes p/q and p^′/q^′ are chirally cosmetic if and only if K(p/q) ∼= −K(p^′/q^′). Remark that, by homological reason, p = p^′ must hold in this case.

2. Half-integral chirally cosmetic surgeries

One of the well-known non-trivial examples of chirally cosmetic surgeries is given by the Dehn surgeries on the right-hand trefoil in the 3-sphere along slopes 9 and 9/2. See [15]. In this section, we show that such chirally cosmetic surgeries along integral and half-integral slopes on knots are quite restricted.

First we have the following.

Theorem 1. Let K be a knot of genus g in the 3-sphere S^3. For p > 0, if K(p) ∼= −K(p/2), then p ≤ 7g + 2.

When K is the right-hand trefoil, the genus g = 1 and the slopes are 9 and 9/2, where 9 ≤ 7 · 1 + 2.

On the other hand, the trefoil in S^3 is a torus knot and the exterior is homeomorphic to a Seifert fibered space with base orbifold D^2(2, 3). Concerning this fact, we have the following.

Theorem 2. Let K be a knot in an integral homology sphere with the exterior E(K) ∼= D^2(r, s) for some non-zero integers r, s. For p > 0, if K(p) ∼= −K(p/2), then K = 3_1 in S^3 and p = 9.

Proof of Theorem 1. Let K be a knot of genus g in the 3-sphere S^3.

Suppose that K(p) ∼= −K(p/2) for a positive odd integer p > 0. Since both p and p/2 are positive, by [8, Proposition 4.2(ii)], the surgered manifolds K(p) and −K(p/2) are L-spaces. That is, K is an L-space knot.

Then, as shown in [25, Proofs of Theorem 1.2 and 1.4], Δ^{′′}_K (1) ≠ 0, where Δ_K (t) denotes the Alexander polynomial of K. Let a_2(K) denote the second coefficient of the Conway polynomial of K. Since 2a_2(K) = Δ^{′′}_K (1), it implies that a_2(K) ≠ 0. Thus we can apply the result [7, Theorem 2.1] to have the following. 6a_2(K) = p(s(1, p) + s(2, p)).

Here, s(q, p) denotes the Dedekind sum for coprime integers p, q with p > 0. See [7] for example. Moreover, by direct calculations, we see that s(1, p) = (p − 1)(p − 2) 12p , s(2, p) = (p − 1)(p − 5) 24p . It follows that a_2(K) =

(p − 1)(p − 3) 48 . On the other hand, we have the following claim.

Claim 1. a_2(K) ≤ g^2

Proof. Since K is an L-space knot in S^3, as shown in [25, Proofs of Theorem 1.2 and 1.4], the following holds.

Δ^{′′}_K (1) = 2 k∑ j=1 (−1)^{k−j} n^2_j

with 0 < n_1 < · · · < n_k for some k. Moreover, by [17, Corollary 1.3], K is fibered and so, we have n_k = g.

If k = 1, then a_2(K) = n^2_1 = g^2.

Otherwise, from (−1)n^2_l + n^2_{l−1} < 0 for l = k − 1, k − 3, · · · , we obtain that

a_2(K) = 1 2 Δ^{′′}_K (1) = k∑ j=1 (−1)^{k−j} n^2_j < n^2_k = g^2 □ Now, assume for a contradiction that p > 7g(K) + 2. Then we would have

a_2(K) =

(p − 1)(p − 3) 48 > 49g^2 − 1 48 . This contradicts a_2(K) ≤ g^2 shown in the claim above and g ≥ 1. □

Proof of Theorem 2. Let X be the exterior of K which is a Seifert fibered space with orientable orbifold B and projection map π : X → B. Let ν_1, . . . , ν_n be the singular points of B and δ_1, . . . , δ_n their pairwise disjoint regular neighborhoods respectively. We set X_0 = cl ( X \ ⋃_n i=1 π^{−1}(δ_i) ) and B_0 = π(X_0) = cl (B \ ⋃_n i=1 δ_i).

Let T_0, . . . , T_n be boundary tori of X_0 defined by T_0 = ∂X and T_i = ∂π^{−1}(δ_i) (i ≠ 0).

Under the assumption that K admits chirally cosmetic surgeries, it follows from [21, Theorem 1] that under some choice of the section σ : B_0 → X_0, the unnormalized Seifert invariants of singular fibers of X are { β_1 α_1 , β_2 α_2 , − β_2 α_2 , . . . , β_j α_j , − β_j α_j , 1 2 , . . . , 1 2 } , where β_i α_i ≠ 0, 1 2 (mod 1).

Suppose that j > 1 and let h be a regular fiber of X which generates a cyclic normal subgroup of π_1(X). For each boundary torus T_i, set c_i = σ(B_0) ∩ T_i. Then we have

H_1(X) ∼= ⟨ c_0, c_1, . . . , c_n, h | | | | | | α_1c_1 − β_1h = 0, α_{k+1}c_{2k} − β_{k+1}h = 0, α_{k+1}c_{2k+1} + β_{k+1}h = 0, 2c_l − h = 0, c_0 + c_1 + c_2 + · · · + c_n = 0 ⟩ , where k = 1, . . . , j−1 and l = 2j, . . . , n. In particular, we obtain α_{k+1}(c_{2k}+c_{2k−1}) = 0 from two relations α_{k+1}c_{2k} − β_{k+1}h = 0 and α_{k+1}c_{2k+1} + β_{k+1}h = 0. Under the assumption that K is a knot in an integral homology sphere, we see that H_1(X) ∼= Z, and therefore, H_1(X) has no torsion elements. Hence we see that c_{2k} = −c_{2k+1} (k = 1, 2, . . . , j − 1). Similarly, we see that c_{2j} = c_{2j+1} = · · · = c_n and h = 2c_n. This implies:

H_1(X) ∼= ⟨ c_1, c_3, · · · , c_{2j−1}, c_n | | | | α_1c_1 − 2β_1c_n = 0, α_{k+1}c_{2k+1} + 2β_{k+1}c_n = 0 ⟩ . (1) As in the assumption of Theorem 2, we hereafter assume that the exterior X is a Seifert fibered space with two singular fibers. Then the Seifert invariants of X = E(K) are { β α , 1 2 } , where β α ≠ 0, 1 2 (mod 1).

The arguments of [7, Appendix] show that if K(p) ∼= −K(p/2), then

p = α^2(2m + 1) 1 2 (α(2m + 1) − 1) , p/2 = α^2(2m + 1) 1 2 (α(2m + 1) + 1)

for some integer m. This implies that α(2m + 1) = 3. Since α ≠ ±1, we see that (α, m) = (3, 0) or (−3, −1). We therefore obtain p = 9 under the assumption that p > 0. We also see that X is the exterior of a trefoil as follows. There is a horizontal normal surface F in X that is a degree 6 cover of the underlying orbifold B. See [12, Proposition 3.7] for example. Then it follows from Riemann-Hurwitz formula that the Euler characteristic of F is −1, i.e., F is a once-punctured torus. This means that X is a once-punctured torus bundle over S^1. Using the homology of X as with Burde and Zieschang [1], we see that K is a trefoil. □

Remark 2. Let M be a closed oriented 3-manifold and K ⊂ M a knot such that its exterior is a Seifert fibered space with base orbifold a disk and more than two singular fibers. If M is a rational homology sphere, then we can find such a knot K which admits K(p) ∼= −K(p/2) for an integer p.

To this end, let X be a Seifert fibered space with base orbifold a disk such that the Seifert invariants are written as {−1/3, 1/5, −1/5, 1/2} under some choice of the section. Then it follows from (1) in the proof of Theorem 2 that

H_1(X) ∼= ⟨ c_1, c_3, c_4 | 3c_1 = 5c_3 = −2c_4 ⟩.

Adding z = c_1 +c_3 +c_4 as a generator of H_1(X), we see that H_1(X) ∼= ⟨ z | – ⟩ ∼= Z and c_0 = 5z and h = −30z in H_1(X). We now let μ and λ be simple closed curves in ∂X such that μ = c_0 and λ = 6c_0 + h in H_1(∂X). Then the Dehn filling along μ yields a closed 3-manifold M with H_1(M) ∼= Z/5Z. Hence the core loop, say K, of the filling solid torus is a knot in the rational homology sphere M, and (μ, λ) is a meridian-longitude pair of K in ∂E(K) = ∂X. It follows from [21, Theorem 1] that after changing the basis in our setting, the following two slopes

γ_1 =

18m + 9 3m + 1

, γ_2 =

18m + 9 3m + 2 give chirally cosmetic surgeries. In particular, the case that m = 0 shows that K(9) ∼= −K(9/2).

At this moment, the authors do not know whether there exists such a knot, except for a trefoil, when M is an integral homology sphere.

3. Chirally cosmetic exceptional surgery slopes

In this section, we consider chirally cosmetic exceptional surgeries on hyperbolic knots in the 3-sphere S^3, i.e., a pair of Dehn surgeries on a hyperbolic knot yielding orientation-reversingly homeomorphic non-hyperbolic 3-manifolds. We show that the surgery slopes for such surgeries are quite restricted, in particular, possible integral ones are only ±1, ±2, ±3, or ±4. All these slopes actually appear for the figure-eight knot. As far as the authors know, only examples of chirally cosmetic exceptional surgeries are on the figure-eight knot.

Theorem 3. Let K be a hyperbolic knot in S^3. Suppose that K admits chirally cosmetic exceptional surgeries, i.e., K(p/q) ∼= −K(p/q^′) for p, q > 0, q, q^′ are coprime to p with q ≥ q^′ and K(p/q) is non-hyperbolic. Then q = −q^′ and p/q = 1, 2, 3, 4, 1/2, 1/3 or 1/4.

As stated above, all the integral ones in the theorem can be realized by the figure-eight knot.

Furthermore, also shown is the figure-eight knot is the only knot admitting such surgeries among all the hyperbolic alternating knots and Montesinos knots.

Theorem 4. Let K be a hyperbolic knot in S^3. Suppose that K is an alternating knot or a Montesinos knot and admits chirally cosmetic exceptional surgeries. Then K is the figure-eight knot and the surgeries slopes are ±1, ±2, ±3, ±4.

Remark 3. It is shown in [19] that purely cosmetic and exceptional surgeries on hyperbolic knots in S^3 are quite restricted. In particular, algebraic knots, alternating hyperbolic knots, and arborescent knots are shown to have no purely cosmetic exceptional surgery.

It is a natural question if the other knot can admit such surgeries. This is related to a question if any hyperbolic amphicheiral knot can have non-longitudinal exceptional surgeries, which would be still open. The next is an immediate corollary of the theorem above.

Corollary 5. Among hyperbolic alternating knots and Montesinos knots, the figureeight knot is the only knot which is amphicheiral and admits non-longitudinal exceptional surgeries.

Among the exceptional slopes for the figure-eight knot, ±4 are toroidal and the others are all Seifert surgeries. These Seifert fibered manifolds obtained are all small (atoroidal) Seifert fibered with infinite fundamental groups.

About the type of the manifolds obtained by chirally cosmetic exceptional surgeries, we have the following.

Corollary 6. Let K be a hyperbolic knot in S^3. Suppose that K admits chirally cosmetic exceptional surgeries. Then the obtained manifolds are irreducible and have infinite fundamental groups. Furthermore if the obtained manifolds are toroidal, then the surgery slopes are {±4}, which actually occur for the figure-eight knot, or {±1}. Proof of Theorem 3. Let K be a hyperbolic knot in S^3. Suppose that K(p/q) ∼= −K(p/q^′) for p, q > 0, q, q^′ are coprime to p with q ≥ q^′ and K(p/q) is nonhyerpbolic.

For exceptional slopes p/q and p/q^′, by the result of [14], the distance Δ(p/q, p/q^′) between them is at most eight, i.e., Δ(p/q, p/q^′) = p|q^′ − q| ≤ 8. Now we consider two cases q^′ > 0 and q^′ < 0.

Suppose that q^′ < 0. Then, for coprime integers q, q^′, we have |q^′ − q| ≥ 3. It implies that p ≤ 2, which contradicts to [8, Corollary 1.6] which says that p > 2.

Suppose that q^′ > 0. Then, by [8, Proposition4.1(ii)], the obtained manifold is an L-space, i.e., K is an L-space knot. It implies that a_2(K) ≠ 0 by [25]. From p ≤ 8 together with a_2(K) ≠ 0, we can apply [7, Corollary 2.2] to obtain the following:

• p = 7, q = 7s + 1, q^′ = −7s − 2 (s ∈ Z), or • p = 7, q = 7s + 2, q^′ = −7s − 1 (s ∈ Z).

In both cases, we have Δ(p/q, p/q^′) = p|q^′ − q| = 7(14s + 3) (s ∈ Z) which contradicts Δ(p/q, p/q^′) ≤ 8.

As a consequence, q^′ = −q must hold. Then, by p|q^′ −q| ≤ 8 and p, q are coprime, we obtain p/q = 1, 2, 3, 4, 1/2, 1/3 or 1/4. □

Proof of Theorem 4. Suppose first that a hyperbolic alternating knot K admits chirally cosmetic exceptional surgeries, that is, K(p/q) ∼= −K(p/q^′) for p > 0, q, q^′ are coprime to p with q ≥ q^′ and K(p/q) is non-hyperbolic. Then, by [10, Corollary 1.2.], one of the following holds.

• K is equivalent to the figure-eight knot, and the exceptional slopes are; −4, −3, −2, −1, 0, 1, 2, 3, 4. • K is equivalent to a two bridge knot K_{[2n,2]} (resp. K_{[2n,−2]}) with |n| > 2, and the exceptional slopes are; −4, −3, −2, −1, 0. (resp. 0, 1, 2, 3, 4.) • K is equivalent to a two bridge knot K_{[b1,b2]} with |b_1|, |b_2| > 2 and both b_1 and b_2 are even (resp. b_1 is odd and b_2 is even), and the exceptional slopes are 0 (resp. 2b_2) only.

• K is equivalent to a pretzel knot P (q_1, q_2, q_3) with q_j ≠ 0, ±1 for j = 1, 2, 3 and q_1, q_2, q_3 are all odd (resp. q_1 is even and q_2, q_3 are odd), and the exceptional slopes are 0 (resp. 2(q_2 + q_3)) only.

This shows that the only possibility for K is the figure-eight knot by Theorem 3. In fact, the figure-eight knot is amphicheiral, and so, ±1, ±2, ±3, ±4-surgeries are actually chirally cosmetic and exceptional.

Suppose next that a hyperbolic Montesinos knot K admits chirally cosmetic exceptional surgeries, that is, K(p/q) ∼= −K(p/q^′) for p > 0, q, q^′ are coprime to p with q ≥ q^′ and K(p/q) is non-hyperbolic.

Then the length of K must be at most three by [23, Theorem 3.6] and if K is alternating, then the above arguments assure that K is the figure-eight knot. Thus, in the following, we assume that K is non-alternating, which implies the length of K is just three, i.e., K = M(p_1/q_1, p_2/q_2, p_3/q_3) with q_j ≥ 2 for j = 1, 2, 3. Also, since Montesinos knots have no reducible surgeries by [23, Corollary 2.6], each exceptional surgery slope for K is a toroidal slope or a Seifert slope. Remark that there are no toroidal Seifert slopes for Montesinos knots other than the trefoil [9, Theorem 1.1].

In the case that K admits Seifert surgeries, by [10, Appendix B], one of the following holds.

Table 1. Montesinos knots with Seifert surgeries

Montesinos knot exceptional slopes P (−2, 3, 2n + 1) with n ≠ −1, 0, 1, 2 4n + 6, 4n + 7, 4n + 8 P (−2, 3, 7) 16, 17, 18, 37/2, 19, 20 P (−3, 3, 3) 0, 1, 2 P (−3, 3, 4) 0, 1 P (−3, 3, 5) 0, 1 P (−3, 3, 6) 0, 1 M(−1/2, 1/3, 2/5) 3, 4, 5, 6 M(−1/2, 1/3, 2/7) −2, −1, 0, 1 M(−1/2, 1/3, 2/9) 2, 3, 4, 5 M(−1/2, 1/3, 2/11) −3, −2, −1, 0 M(−1/2, 1/5, 2/5) 7, 8, 9 M(−1/2, 1/7, 2/5) 11, 12 M(−2/3, 1/3, 2/5) −6, −5, −4 Due to Theorem 3., this implies that the only possibility for K is the Montesinos knot M(−1/2, 1/3, 2/7) with slopes ±1. For this knot, it is shown that ±1-surgeries are not chirally cosmetic in several ways. For example, this knot is known as 10_{132} in the knot table. Such a knot can be checked by using a computer whether it has cosmetic surgeries based on the method developed in [3]. Also see [8, Remark 1.14]. It is also checked by using finite type invariants. Actually, by direct computations, we see that the value of v_3 for the knot is −5 ≠ 0, and so, ±1-surgeries are not cosmetic by [11, Corollary 1.3(ii)]. More concretely, in [16, Theorem 1.4], the following is obtained. M(−1/2, 1/3, 2/7)(−1) ∼= S^2(1/3, 1/4, −4/7) M(−1/2, 1/3, 2/7)(1) ∼= S^2(1/2, 1/3, −16/19) Thus they are not homeomorphic. It concludes that K has no chirally cosmetic exceptional surgeries.

In the case that K has only toroidal slopes, we also see that K has no chirally cosmetic exceptional surgeries as follows. It suffices to consider that K has at least two toroidal slopes (and no Seifert slopes). Then, by [24, (3) in page 308] K admits exactly two toroidal surgeries, and K is equivalent to one of five knots. Three of the five admit Seifert slopes, and so, already appear in the above table. The remaining are the following.

• K is equivalent to P (−3, 3, 7) and the exceptional (i.e., toroidal) slopes are; 0, 1. • K is equivalent to M(−2/3, 1/3, 1/4), and the exceptional (i.e., toroidal) slopes are; 12, 13.

These pairs of slopes cannot be chirally cosmetic by Theorem 3, and so, both knots have no chirally cosmetic exceptional surgeries. □

Proof of Corollary 6. Let K be a hyperbolic knot in S^3 which admits chirally cosmetic exceptional surgeries, i.e., K(p/q) ∼= −K(p/q^′) for p, q > 0, q, q^′ are coprime to p with q ≥ q^′ and K(p/q) is non-hyperbolic.

It is known by [5] and [2] that if the manifolds obtained by two Dehn surgeries on a knot are reducible or have cyclic fundamental groups, then the distance between the surgery slopes is at most one. Thus, by Theorem 3, the manifolds K(p/q) and K(p/q^′) are irreducible and do not have cyclic fundamental groups.

In the case that the obtained manifolds have the finite but noncyclic fundamental groups, then such a pair of surgery slopes are classified in [18, Theorem 1.4(3)]. The list does not contain any of the slope pairs given in Theorem 3. This implies that K(p/q) and K(p/q^′) have the infinite fundamental groups.

Suppose next that the obtained manifold is toroidal. Note that, in the list of the slopes given in Theorem 3, only {±1} are of distance 2, and the others have distance at least 4. On the other hand, in [6], toroidal surgeries on hyperbolic knots in S^3 with distance at least 4 are completely classified. Among them, we see that only {±4}-surgeries on the figure-eight knot can be chirally cosmetic due to Theorem 3, and actually they are. □

Acknowledgments

The authors thank Tetsuya Ito for useful comments on Theorem 1 and Masakazu Teragaito for comments on Corollary 5. This work was supported in part by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers JP22K03301 and JP21K03244.

References

[1] G. Burde and Heiner Zieschang. Neuwirtsche Knoten und Flächenabbildungen. Abh. Math.

Semin. Univ. Hamb., 31:239–246, 1967.

[2] Marc Culler, C. McA. Gordon, J. Luecke, and Peter B. Shalen. Dehn surgery on knots. Ann.

Math. (2), 125:237–300, 1987.

[3] David Futer, Jessica S. Purcell, and Saul Schleimer. Effective bilipschitz bounds on drilling and filling. Geom. Topol., 26(3):1077–1188, 2022.

[4] David Gabai, Robert Haraway, Robert Meyerhoff, Nathaniel Thurston, and Andrew Yarmola.

Hyperbolic 3-manifolds of low cusp volume, 2021.

[5] C. McA. Gordon and J. Luecke. Only integral Dehn surgeries can yield reducible manifolds.

Math. Proc. Camb. Philos. Soc., 102:97–101, 1987.

[6] Cameron McA. Gordon and Ying-Qing Wu. Toroidal Dehn fillings on hyperbolic 3-manifolds, volume 909 of Mem. Am. Math. Soc. Providence, RI: American Mathematical Society (AMS), 2008.

[7] Kazuhiro Ichihara, Tetsuya Ito, and Toshio Saito. Chirally cosmetic surgeries and Casson invariants. Tokyo J. Math., 44(1):1–24, 2021.

[8] Kazuhiro Ichihara, Tetsuya Ito, and Toshio Saito. On constraints for knots to admit chirally cosmetic surgeries and their calculations. Pac. J. Math., 321(1):167–191, 2022.

[9] Kazuhiro Ichihara and In Dae Jong. Toroidal Seifert fibered surgeries on alternating knots.

Proc. Japan Acad., Ser. A, 90(3):54–56, 2014.

[10] Kazuhiro Ichihara and Hidetoshi Masai. Exceptional surgeries on alternating knots. Commun.

Anal. Geom., 24(2):337–377, 2016.

[11] Tetsuya Ito. On LMO invariant constraints for cosmetic surgery and other surgery problems for knots in S^3. Commun. Anal. Geom., 28(2):321–349, 2020.

[12] Adele Jackson. Recognition of seifert fibered spaces with boundary is in NP, 2023. [13] Rob Kirby. Problems in low-dimensional topology. (Edited by Rob Kirby). Kazez, William H. (ed.), Geometric topology. 1993 Georgia international topology conference, August 2–13, 1993, Athens, GA, USA. Providence, RI: American Mathematical Society. AMS/IP Stud. Adv. Math. 2(pt.2), 35-473 (1997)., 1997.

[14] Marc Lackenby and Robert Meyerhoff. The maximal number of exceptional Dehn surgeries.

Invent. Math., 191(2):341–382, 2013.

[15] Yves Mathieu. Closed 3-manifolds unchanged by Dehn surgery. J. Knot Theory Ramifications, 1(3):279–296, 1992.

[16] Jeffrey Meier. Small Seifert fibered surgery on hyperbolic pretzel knots. Algebr. Geom. Topol., 14(1):439–487, 2014.

[17] Yi Ni. Knot Floer homology detects fibred knots. Invent. Math., 170(3):577–608, 2007. [18] Yi Ni and Xingru Zhang. Finite Dehn surgeries on knots in S^3. Algebr. Geom. Topol., 18(1):441–492, 2018.

[19] Huygens C. Ravelomanana. Exceptional cosmetic surgeries on S^3. Topology Appl., 204:217– 229, 2016.

[20] Dale Rolfsen. Knots and links. Mathematical Lecture Series. 7. Berkeley, Ca.: Publish or Perish, Inc. 439 p. $ 15.75 (1976)., 1976.

[21] Yongwu Rong. Some knots not determined by their complements. In Quantum topology.

Based on an AMS special session on topological quantum field theory, held in Dayton, OH, USA on October 30-November 1, 1992 at the general meeting of the American Mathematical Society, pages 339–353. Singapore: World Scientific, 1993.

[22] András I. Stipsicz and Zoltán Szabó. Purely cosmetic surgeries and pretzel knots. Pac. J.

Math., 313(1):195–211, 2021.

[23] Ying-Qing Wu. Dehn surgery on arborescent knots. J. Differ. Geom., 43(1):171–197, 1996. [24] Ying-Qing Wu. The classification of toroidal Dehn surgeries on Montesinos knots. Commun.

Anal. Geom., 19(2):305–346, 2011.

[25] Zhongtao Wu. Cosmetic surgery in L-space homology spheres. Geom. Topol., 15(2):1157– 1168, 2011.

Department of Mathematics, College of Humanities and Sciences, Nihon University, 3-25-40 Sakurajosui, Setagaya-ku, Tokyo 156-8550, JAPAN

Email address: ichihara.kazuhiro@nihon-u.ac.jp

Department of Mathematics, Joetsu University of Education, 1 Yamayashiki, Joetsu 943-8512, JAPAN

Email address: toshio@juen.ac.jp