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Knot Floer homology and rational surgeries

PETER S OZSVATH
ZOLTAN SZABO

Let K be a rationally null-homologous knot in a three-manifold Y. We construct a
version of knot Floer homology in this context, including a description of the Floer
homology of a three-manifold obtained as Morse surgery on the knot K. As an
application, we express the Heegaard Floer homology of rational surgeries on Y
along a null-homologous knot K in terms of the filtered homotopy type of the knot
invariant for K. This has applications to Dehn surgery problems for knots in S3. In
a different direction, we use the techniques developed here to calculate the Heegaard
Floer homology of an arbitrary Seifert fibered three-manifold with even first Betti
number.

57R58; 57TM27, 5TM25

1 Introduction

Heegaard Floer homology (see our paper [21]) is an invariant for closed, oriented three-
manifolds Y, taking the form of a collection of homology groups which are functorial
under cobordisms. This invariant is extended by the authors [19] and Rasmussen [28] to
an invariant for null-homologous knots K. (Here, we say that a knot is null-homologous
if its induced homology class in H;(Y; Z) is trivial. If the induced homology class of a
knot K C Y in H{(Y;Q) is trivial, we call the knot rationally null-homologous.) The
knot invariant takes the form of a Z @ Z —filtration of the chain complex whose homology
calculates the Heegaard Floer complex for Y . It is the filtered chain homotopy type of
this filtered complex which depends on the particular knot K.

The knot filtration gives rise to collection of chain complexes {4 (K)}sez and chain
maps {v;i: AT (K) — BT }sez and {h]: A](K) — Bt }sez, where here BT =
CF™ (Y) is a chain complex whose homology is the Heegaard Floer homology HF *(Y').
Indeed, the homology groups of the chain complex A, (K) represent the homology
HF* of sufficiently large integer surgeries on Y along K, in a sense which can be
made precise (cf Theorem 4.4 of [19] and also [28]). (These complexes are defined in
a more general setting in Section 3.)
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2 Peter S Ozsvdth and Zoltdn Szabo

Suppose that K is a null-homologous knot in a three-manifold Y . Given a rational
number r, let Y, (K) denote the three-manifold obtained by Dehn filling ¥ —nd(K)
with a solid torus with slope r (with respect to the canonical Seifert framing of K). In
the case where r is an integer, the Heegaard Floer homology of Y, (K) can be described
in terms of the above-mentioned data coming from the knot filtration, according to our
paper [27].

The primary aim of this article is to generalize this construction to the case of Morse
surgery on a knot K C Y which is only rationally null-homologous. (By Morse surgery,
we mean here Dehn surgery on a knot which can be realized as the boundary of a
single two-handle addition to [0, 1] x Y'; in the case where K is null-homologous,
this corresponds to Dehn surgery with an integral slope). This construction has new
consequences even in the case of null-homologous knots in a three-manifold: since the
result of Dehn surgery on a null-homologous knot K C Y can be viewed as Morse
surgery on a knot in the connected sum of ¥ with a lens space, we obtain a description
of the Heegaard Floer homology of Y} (K) in terms of the original knot Floer homology
of K.

Rather than introducing the generalization of the knot package to knots which are only
rationally null-homologous in this introduction, which will require some additional
material in its statement (cf Sections 3, 5 and 6 below), we focus now on the description
of the Floer homology of Y;(K) when r is a rational number, and K C Y is null-
homologous.

As a preliminary point, recall that the Heegaard Floer homology of Y admits a direct
sum splitting indexed by the set of Spin® structures over Y, which in turn is an affine
space for H?(Y;Z). In particular, if K C Y is a knot in an integral homology sphere,
then there is a splitting

HF T (Yp1q(K) = @D HF'(Y,/4(K).i).
i€Z/pZ

Fix an integer 7, and consider the chain complexes

+ _ + +_ +
Aj = @(S’ AL(i+ps)/qJ (K)) and B = @(S’ B™),
SEZL SEZ

where here | x| denotes the greatest integer smaller than or equal to x, and all Bt =
CFT(Y) . We view the above chain homomorphisms v+ and 4+ as maps

+. + + +. + -
v .(s,AL(i+ps)/qJ(K))—>(s,B ) and & .(s,AL(i+ps)/qJ(K))—>(s+l,B ).

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 11 (2011)



Knot Floer homology and rational surgeries 3

Adding these up, we obtain a chain map

+ +
Dl p/q A — B
that iS, D;!_p/q{(S,as)}SEZ = {(S’bs)}SEZ’
_ ot +
where here Ds = V4 p)/q1 (45) F (14 pis—1)) g1 (@5=1)
Let X "p/q denote the mapping cone of D;it "»/q- Note that X;+ "»/q depends on i only

through its congruence class modulo p Note also that A"’ and B"’ are relatively
Z—graded, and the homomorphisms v, and /] respect this relative grading. The
mapping cone X;" can be endowed with a relative grading, with the convention that

D,-‘f‘ »/q drops the grading by one.

This mapping cone, whose ingredients are extracted from the knot filtration, captures
Heegaard Floer homology of p/q surgeries on Y along K, according to the following:

Theorem 1.1 Let K C Y be a null-homologous knot, and let p, g be a pair of
relatively prime integers. Then, for each i € Z/pZ, there is a relatively graded
isomorphism of groups

Ho (X HFY (Y,,,(K), ).

i.plq) =
The proof of Theorem 1.1 is based on generalization of the knot filtration of [19; 28]
to the case of rationally null-homologous knots, together with a generalization of the
integer surgeries description from [27] (where in fact Theorem 1.1 is proved in the
case where ¢ = 1). Note that in the more general case, the knot filtration is naturally a
filtration by relative Spin® structures on the knot complement (rather than integers).
Rational surgeries on K C Y can be realized as Morse surgeries on a knot in the
connected sum of ¥ with a lens space. The resulting knot is gotten by forming the
connected sum of K with a model (homologically nontrivial) knot in the lens space.
Theorem 1.1 is then realized as a combination of a straightforward calculation involving
this model knot, combined with a Kiinneth principle for connected sums, followed by
the general Morse surgeries description.

We turn now to various applications of Theorem 1.1.

1.1 Applications to knots with L —space surgeries

In Section 8, we give applications of Theorem 1.1 to knots in S which admit L -space
surgeries.

Recall that an L—space is a rational homology three-sphere ¥ whose Floer homology
HF* in each Spin® structure is isomorphic (as a relatively-graded Z[U]-module)
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4 Peter S Ozsvdth and Zoltdn Szabo

to HFT(S3). This is equivalent to the condition that HF (Y,s) = Z for each s €
Spin€(Y). Recall also from our papers [26; 15] that if Y is a rational homology
three-sphere, then HF (Y, s) is a Q-graded group. Thus, the Heegaard Floer homology
of an L—space is determined by the “correction term” function

d: Spin(Y) — Q

which associates to each s € Spin°(Y) the degree in which HF (Y, s) is supported;
compare also Frgyshov [6].

The set of L—spaces includes all lens spaces and indeed all three-manifolds with elliptic
geometry (cf our paper [24]); for more examples; see also Némethi [13]. Another
interesting family is given by the branched double-covers of alternating knots in S3;
cf our paper [25].

Let K C S? be a knot in the three-sphere. Write its symmetrized Alexander polyno-
mial as

Ag(T)=ao+ Y ai(T'+T7),

i>0

and let
o0

(1) G(K) =" jaj;.
=1

Note that for any knot C in S3, there is a canonical affine map Z/pZ = Spinc(Ss /q Q).

Theorem 1.2 Let K C S* be a knot which admits an L—space surgery, for some
r = p/q € Q with r > 0. Then, for all integers i with |i| < p/2 we have that

) d(Sp;,(K) i) =d(S),(0),i) = =211]i/4)|(K),
while for all | j| > p/(2q), we have that t;(K) = 0.

In the case where ¢ = 1, a version of the above theorem is established in [15, Theo-
rem 7.2]. Theorem 1.2 (in the case where ¢ = 2) also gives the symmetry used in [23]
to find an obstruction to a knot having unknotting number equal to one.

The following is a quick consequence of this result, together with our result that knot
Floer homology distinguishes the unknot (cf [18]) (though alternative proofs could
be given which model the proof by Kronheimer, Mrowka and the authors [10] more
closely):

Corollary 1.3 If Ss / q(K) ~ S ;’ (O) as oriented three-manifolds, then K = O.

/q
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Knot Floer homology and rational surgeries 5

The above result, which was conjectured by Gordon in [8], was first established using
Seiberg—Witten monopoles by Kronheimer, Mrowka and the authors [10]. Thanks to
a theorem of Eliashberg [4] and Etnyre [5], it is now possible to prove results of this
type purely in the context of Heegaard Floer homology; see also our work [18].

Theorem 1.2, together with results from [18], has the following corollary:

Corollary 1.4 If K is a knot with the property that S} (K) is an L—space for some
rational number r, then |r| > 2g — 1 where g is the Seifert genus of K .

1.2 On cosmetic surgeries

Let Y be a closed, oriented three-manifold, and K C Y be a framed knot. Given a
rational number r, let Y, (K) denote the three-manifold obtained by Dehn surgery
along K with slope r (with respect to the initial framing). If there are two distinct
rational numbers r and s with the property that Y, (K) and Ys(K) are homeomorphic
(but the homeomorphism is not required to preserve the orientation inherited from Y'),
then the surgeries are called cosmetic. A pair of surgeries on K with r # s is called
truly cosmetic if Y, (K) = Ys(K) as oriented manifolds.

Amphicheiral knots have cosmetic surgeries; specifically, if K is an amphicheiral
knot, then S?(K) = —S3,(K). The unknot O admits infinitely many truly cosmetic
surgeries: S ; /q(O) =S ;’ /p Jrq(O). Lackenby [11] has shown that under general
conditions on a knot K C Y, there are at most finitely many cosmetic surgeries; see
also Bleiler, Hodgson and Weeks [2]. It is conjectured [2] that if Y, (K) = Ys(K), then
Y —nd(K) admits an automorphism which carries the slope r to the slope s.

The present state of Heegaard Floer homology — and specifically the surgery formulas
given here — works best for excluding cosmetic surgeries on knots in S3. For example,
we have the following result:

Theorem 1.5 If K is a knot with Seifert genus equal to one, and S3(K) = S3(K)
with r # s, then S3(K) is an L—space.

The conclusion of the above theorem places severe restrictions on K. In particular,
according to results of [24], it follows that K must have the same knot Floer homology
(and in particular the same Alexander polynomial) as the trefoil knot 7", and thus
according to Theorem 1.1, S (K) and S} (T) have the same (graded) Floer homology
groups. Indeed, this result, combined with other methods, can rule out genus one
cosmetic surgeries, as in Wang [32].

For particular integers p, the existence of a truly cosmetic surgery on such a knot K
with specified numerator p can be ruled out by an explicit, finite search.
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6 Peter S Ozsvdth and Zoltdn Szabo

Theorem 1.6 Let K C S3 and suppose that S? (K) =~ £+S2(K). Then either S?(K)
is an L—space or r and s have opposite signs.

For the above theorem, both possible conclusions can hold. The simplest example is
the unknot which admits cosmetic surgeries with positive slopes. A more interesting
example of cosmetic surgeries with positive slopes is provided by the trefoil knot K,
which has the property that S;’ (K) =~ —Sg /Z(K); cf Mathieu [12]. Examples where r
and s have opposite signs are given by amphicheiral knots.

Our methods can be refined to exclude cosmetic surgeries for certain numerators p.
We study here the case where p = 3.

Theorem 1.7 Suppose that K C S3 is a knot with the property that S;/q(K) =

S; /q,(K ) as oriented manifolds. In the case where p = 3, we can conclude that ¢ = ¢’ .

1.3 Heegaard Floer homology of Seifert fibered spaces

We give some other applications of the general surgeries description along a rationally
null-homologous knot. In Section 10, we use it to describe the Heegaard Floer homology
with Z /27 coefficients of any Seifert fibered space whose first Betti number is even.

1.4 Organization

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review some of the topological
preliminaries required by the knot filtrations, including the notion of relative Spin® struc-
tures for three-manifolds with torus boundary. In Section 3, we give the construction of
the knot filtration. In the next two sections, we turn to some properties of the knot Floer
homology which are rather straightforward adaptations of the corresponding results for
null-homologous knots [19; 28]: the relationship between knot Floer homology and
“large” surgeries on a rationally null-homologous knot (Section 4), and the Kiinneth
principle for connected sums of knots (Section 5). The first result is an ingredient in
the Morse surgery formula from Section 6. In Section 7, we show how the Kiinneth
principle, together with the Morse surgery formula, give the rational surgery formula
described in this introduction. In Section 8, we turn to knots which admit L—space
surgeries. In Section 9, we give the applications of the rational surgery formula to the
problem of cosmetic surgeries on a knot in S3. In Section 10, we turn to the Heegaard
Floer homology groups of Seifert fibered spaces with even first Betti number.
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2 Preliminaries

We recall some of the background material and notation which will be required for the
construction of the knot filtration. The bulk of this material is about the constructions
relating (doubly-pointed) Heegaard diagrams for knots, and relative Spin® structures
for three-manifolds with boundary. We include also a few key properties of Heegaard
Floer homology which will be used repeatedly throughout; see also [21].

2.1 Surgeries

Let K C Y be a knot. The boundary of a tubular neighborhood of the knot K is a
torus 7" equipped with a canonical choice of (isotopy class of) embedded curve i, a
meridian for K. A longitude for K is any embedded curve A in T which meets a
meridian transversally in a single point.

Given a homologically nontrivial, embedded curve y in 7', we can form the three-
manifold Y, (K) which is gotten by attaching a solid torus to ¥ —nd(K) so that y
bounds a disk in the attached solid torus. We say that Y, (K) is obtained from Y by
Dehn surgery along K. In the special case where y is a longitude for K, there is a
canonical two-handle cobordism from Y to Y, (K), and we say that Y, (K) is obtained
from Y by Morse surgery on K. A choice of longitude for K is also called a framing
of K.

Let K C Y be a rationally null-homologous knot in a closed, oriented three-manifold,
equipped with a framing A. Since K € Y has finite order, there is a pair of integers n
and d with minimal absolute value which satisfy the property that

3) d-r=n-peH(Y -K;Z).

In particular, it follows that the induced homology class K] € H;(Y; Z) has order |d|.
Here, and in the future, K, denotes a copy of K displaced into ¥ —nd(K) using the
framing A.
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8 Peter S Ozsvdth and Zoltdn Szabo

2.2 Relative Spin® structures for three-manifolds with boundary

Following Turaev [31], we say that two nowhere-vanishing vector fields v; and v,
on a closed, oriented three-manifold are homologous if they are homotopic in the
complement of a ball in Y. The set of homology classes of nowhere-vanishing vector
fields can be given the structure of an affine space for H2(Y; Z), and indeed, it can be
identified with the space of Spin® structures over Y, Spin°(Y).

This construction can be readily generalized to the case of a three-manifold with torus
boundary; cf Chapter 1.4 of [31]. Specifically, on an oriented three-manifold M with
torus boundary, two vector fields vy and v, on M which vanish nowhere and point
outwards at dM are said to be homologous if they are homotopic in the complement of
a ball in the interior of M, and throughout the vector fields point outwards along the
homotopy. The set of homology classes of nowhere vanishing vector fields can be natu-
rally given the structure of an affine space for the relative cohomology H?(M,dM ;7).
The homology classes of nowhere vanishing vector fields are called relative Spin©
structures on M, and are denoted Spin“(M, dM).

Let K C Y be a knot in a closed, oriented three-manifold, we can construct the three-
manifold with torus boundary M =Y —nd(K). In this case, we denote the relative
Spin¢ structures over M by Spin¢(Y, K).

Orienting the core of the solid torus, we obtain a canonical isotopy class of nowhere
vanishing vector field which points inward at the boundary, and which has a closed
orbit which is the core of the solid torus (with its given orientation). More explicitly,
the isotopy class of this vector field on D2 x S! is characterized by the property that in
the interior of the solid torus, w is everywhere transverse to the tangent planes to D?.

Giving K an orientation (and denoting this oriented knot by K ), we glue in this vector
field w to obtain a natural map

Gy g Spin®(Y, K) —> Spin‘(Y)
which is equivariant with respect to the action by H2(Y, K; Z); ie letting
i H*(Y,K:Z) — H*(Y:;Z)
be the natural map, we have for each k € H 2(Y,K:7),
Gy gE+k) =Gy g&) + (k).

As the notation suggests, Gy g depends on the orientation for K'; indeed, for any
& € Spin“(Y, K),

“) Gy g (&) = Gy _g() —PD[K].
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Note that if Y is a three-manifold, and K C Y is a knot with meridian p, then the
fibers of the map Gy g are the orbits of Spin®(Y, K) under the action by Z - PD[u],
where we think of PD[u] € H?(Y, K;Z); ie Gy g realizes an identification

. Spin¢(Y, K)
Spin‘(Y) =~ 7P—D[u]

2.3 Doubly-pointed Heegaard diagrams

A doubly-pointed Heegaard diagram is a collection of data (X, &, 8, w, z) where X
is an oriented surface of genus g, @ = {«,..., g} is a g—tuple of homologically
linearly independent, pairwise disjoint, embedded curves in 3 (a g—tuple of attaching
circles), and B = {B1,...,Bg} is another g—tuple of attaching circles, and w and z
are two distinct points in ¥ —oy —+--—ag — 1 —---— fBg.

A doubly-pointed Heegaard diagram gives rise to an oriented three-manifold Y together
with an oriented knot K C Y. The orientation on ¥ induces an orientation on Uy
(so that dU, = X)), which can then be uniquely extended to an orientation over Y.
The knot K is obtained as a union of two arcs, nq and ng. The arc 74 is gotten by
connecting w and z in ¥ —ay —---—ag, and orienting it as a path from w to z. This
arc is then pushed into Uy so that only its boundary meets X (at w and z). The arc ng
is obtained in an analogous manner, only reversing the roles of the circles in & and f .
The oriented knot K is gotten by the difference g — 1 B-

2.4 Relative Spin° structures associated to intersection points

Let (¥, &, B, w, z) be a doubly-pointed Heegaard diagram. Fix x,y € T, N Tg. There
are paths
a: [0,1] —> Tg, b: [0,1] — Tpg

with da = 0b = x—y. These paths can be viewed as arcs in X (supported inside the
a U B). The difference a — b is a closed one-cycle in ¥ which is disjoint from w
and z. Indeed, since X — w — z is a subset of ¥ — K, this one-cycle can be viewed as
an element €(x,y) € H{(Y — K; Z).

We construct a map

Sw,z: T N T,B — SP_iHc(Y» K),
as follows (compare the analogous construction from [21]). A Heegaard diagram
(X, a, B,w,z) can be realized by a self-indexing Morse function f: Y — [0, 3],
with a single index zero and three critical point (and g index one and two critical
points), together with a Riemannian metric g, for which ¥ is the mid-level f~1(3/2),
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a; is the locus of points flowing out of the 7 —th index one critical point (via gradient
flow), and B; is the locus of points flowing into the j—th index two critical point. Thus,
x € Tq NTy can be thought of as a g—tuple of gradient flow-lines yx containing all
the index one and two critical points.

Now, the knot K is realized as a union of two flow-lines )y, and y, which connect the
index zero and index three critical points, meeting ¥ in the points w and z respectively.
The oriented knot K is gotten by ¥, — .

We construct a vector field representing the relative Spin® structure sy, (&) as follows.
Modify the gradient vector field v f in a neighborhood of the flows yx so that it has
no zeros at any of the index one or two critical points. This modification involves a
choice of nowhere vanishing vector field in a regular neighborhood of yx, but it will
follow easily from the construction that this choice will not affect the relative Spin®
structure of the induced vector field. Next, we modify the vector field in a neighborhood
of y, to obtain a new vector field v which has no zeros at either the index zero or
three-critical points. In fact, this can be achieved so that the knot K is a closed orbit of
the resulting vector field, whose orientation as a flow-line agrees with the orientation
induced from K. This v modification involves a choice X of nowhere vanishing vector
field on the neighborhood of y,, with fixed behaviour on K. When calling attention
to this choice, we write v = v(X). The resulting vector field v over Y is the vector
field representing the Spin® structure s,,(x) € Spin®(Y") associated to the intersection
point x and reference point w, as described in [21] (and this fact is independent of the
choice of X').

Our representative v has been constructed so that there is a neighborhood D, x S! of
the closed flow-line {0} x S I~ K (where here D, is a disk of radius two centered
at the origin) with the property that the disks D, x @ for any 6 € S are transverse
to the vector field v. Consider a concentric disk Dy C D,. We can continuously
extend vy = v|y_p,xs1 to a new vector field vy = vy(x, X) over ¥ — Dy x S, by
using a vector field over (D, — D1) x S! which is everywhere transverse to the annuli
(D, — Dy) x 6, and which point towards the origin at dD; x S'. Thus, the vector
field v; over Y — (D x S') inherits the vector field v which points outwards at the
boundary. It is easy to see that the isotopy class of v; is uniquely determined by the
isotopy class of our initial vector field v.

The induced relative Spin® structure v; over ¥ —nd(K) = ¥ — (D; x S') de-
pends, of course, on w, z, X, and our choice X, and we write it correspondingly as
vi(w, z,x, X). It is easy to see that

GY’I;(vl(w, z,X, X)) = sy (x).
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It is easy to see that the induced relative Spin¢ structures over ¥ —nd(K) depends on
the choice of X by

vi(w,z,x, X)—v;(w,z,x, X') = a-PD[u],

where here a € Z is a universal constant (depending on only X and X'; in fact, it is
even independent of the ambient three-manifold Y ). We choose X now to satisfy a
normalization condition as follows.

Consider the unknot K C S3. An orientation K specifies a canonical relative Spin®
structure so € Spin‘(S 3 K). This is the relative Spin® structure represented by a
vector field v over S —nd(K) = D? x S! which is everywhere transverse to the
disks D?. The direction is specified by the condition that v can be represented by a
vector field with closed orbits which have linking number one with our original knot
K . Our condition on X now is that for the standard genus one doubly-pointed diagram
for the oriented unknot with a single intersection point x, the relative Spin® structure
induced by vy (w, z, X, X) is the canonical Spin¢ structure for the oriented unknot.

With this choice for X, it is easy now to see that the relative Spin® structure un-
derlying v{(w, z,x, X) depends only on w, z, and x, inducing the required map
Sw,z: Tq N Tg —> Spin‘(Y, K).

We investigate its dependence on w, z, and X in the following lemma. Continuing
notation from [21], letting x,y € Ty NTg, let w5 (X, y) denote the space of homotopy
classes of Whitney disks connecting x and y, and for fixed

pez_al_..._ag_ﬂl_..._ﬁg

and ¢ € my(X,y), let n,(¢) denote the intersection number of ¢ with the submanifold
{p} x Sym& () C Sym¥ (%).

Lemma 2.1 Given x,y € Ty N Ty, we have that

®) $w,z(Y) — $w,z(x) = PD[€(x,y)].
In particular, if there is some ¢ € w,(X,y), then
(6) Sw,z(X) — 5w,z (Y) = (n2(¢) —nyw(¢)) - PD[pu].

Proof We begin by establishing Equation (5). Vector fields representing s, (X) and
Sw,z(y) can be chosen so that they agree everywhere except in a regular neighborhood
of €(x,y). It follows that s, -(x) and s, -(y) differ by some multiple of the Poincaré
dual of this curve. The fact that this multiple is one follows from the analogous property
of 54 (x) established in Lemma 2.19 of [21].
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We turn to Equation (6). The homotopy class ¢ € 75 (x,y) gives rise to a null-homotopy
of €(x,y) inside Y. This null-homology meets the knot K with intersection num-
ber n;(¢) — ny(¢). Thus, it can be modified to give a homology of €(x,y) with
(nz(¢) —nyw(¢))-PD[u] in Y — K. Equation (6) now follows from Equation (5). O

2.5 Heegaard triples and relative Spin® structures

Suppose K C Y is a knot with framing A. We can form a four-manifold W, (K),
which is obtained by attaching a two-handle to [0, 1] x Y along K (thought of as a
subset of {1} x Y') with framing A.

A Heegaard triple is a closed, oriented two-manifold X, equipped with three g—tuples
of attaching circles, (X, &, B, y); cf [21]. This gives rise to a four-manifold X,g,
which has three boundary components —Y,g, Yg,, and Yy, . (Of course, Y,pg here
denotes the three-manifold described by the Heegaard diagram (X, &, B); Y4, and
Yp, are defined analogously.)

Given aknot K C Y with framing A, we can construct a Heegaard triple (X, oz, 8, p),
where Yypg represents Y, Yy represents framed surgery along K, and Yg, is a
connected sum of g — 1 copies of S2 x S!. Filling in Yg, by a boundary connected
sum of g — 1 copies of B3 x S, we obtain a four-manifold which is diffeomorphic
to Wy (K).

The Heegaard triple is constructed by first writing down a Heegaard diagram for Y
with the property that K is supported entirely inside Ug, as the core of one of the
handles in the handlebody, and B, represents its meridian. Next, realize the framing A
as a curve Y, which is disjoint from the B; fori =1,...,g —1. We then let y; for
i=1,...,g—1 be small, isotopic translates of the corresponding ;. We would like
to choose convenient reference points. These are points w and z are chosen so that
there is an arc from z to w which crosses none of the «; or y; fori =1,...,g,0or ,Bj
for j =1,...,g—1, so that an arc from z to w crosses B¢ transversally once. An
ordering on w and z is specified by an orientation on K We call such a doubly-pointed
Heegaard triple (X, o, B, ¥, w, z) to be a doubly-pointed Heegaard triple subordinate
to the framed, oriented knot K C Y with framing X.

By constructing the diagram carefully, we can arrange for there to be a unique inter-
section point ® € Tg NT,, representing the generator ® of the top-most nontrivial
Floer homology group of HF #&71(S2 x S1)). We denote this intersection point, and
its corresponding homology class, by ©.

As in [21], we let m,(x,®,y) denote the space of homotopy classes of Whitney
triangles, ie continuous maps of the triangle into Sym# (%) which map the three edges
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to Ty, Tg, and T, , and the vertices to the given points. In Section 8 of [21], it is
shown that homotopy classes of triangles give rise to Spin® structures over Xg,, .

Proposition 2.2 Let (X, a, 8, y,w, z) be a doubly-pointed Heegaard triple subordi-
nate to an oriented knot K C Y, equipped with framing A. The map

¥ e ma(X,0.y) = su,z (%) + (1w () —nz(¥)
descends to give a well-defined map
Ey;. i Spin°(Wy.(K)) —> Spin‘(Y, K)

(ie independent of the choice of Heegaard triple). Moreover, letting Fe Hy((W)(K),Y )=
Z. denote a generator, we have that

(7) Ey, g(+PD[F)) = Ey, g(s)+PD[K;].

Proof Recall [21] that two triangles ¥ € m,(x, ©,y) and ¥’ € 7, (x’, ©,y’) induce
the same Spin® structure on W, (K) if and only if there are ¢; € m,(x,x) (relative to
the subspaces Ty and Tg) and ¢, € m>(y’, y) (relative to the subspaces Ty and T))
with the property that

DY) —Dy') —D(¢1) —D(¢p2) = n-[X]

for some integer n. (Here, as in [21], D(1) denotes the two-chain in ¥ induced by
the homotopy class ¥, whose multiplicity at some point p is the intersection number
of ¥ with p x Sym#~!(X).) But now 7y (¢2) = n,(¢,) (since w and z lie in the
same component of ¥ —o —---—ag —y1 —---—yg); combining this with the fact that

§w,z(xl) = 5w,z(X) + (ny(P1) —nz(d1)) - p

(Lemma 2.1), it follows that in this case

Sw,z(X) + (1w (V) —nz (V)i = Sw,:(X) + (1w (¥) —nz(¥") 1.

Independence of the Heegaard triple is a routine consequence that any two Heegaard
triples can be connected by a sequence of stabilizations and handleslides among the
a;, Bj for j =1,...,g—1, and the distinguished meridian B, handlesliding over the
other f;.

We now verify Equation (7). Suppose that we have ¢ € m,(x,0,y) and v’ €
5(X/, ®,y). The difference D(y¥) —D(y¥’) gives a two-chain C in X, which has no
corners on y; for i =1,..., g. The corners of C occur at xlf € x’ and x; € x. Indeed,
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the boundary of the two-chain consists of €(x, x) and some number of copies of the y;.
As such, it can be thought of as inducing a relation

ex.X)=L-yg+ W —y)—n(y —y")Hu

in the first homology of the knot complement (we are thinking of Y, as a curve in
the Heegaard surface; of course, it is identified with K thought of as a curve in the
knot complement). Indeed, ¥ — ¥’ corresponds to a surface-with-boundary Z in the
four-manifold underlying the Heegaard triple, whose boundary is supported entirely Y .
The integer £ corresponds to the multiplicity with which Z meets the cocore of the
attaching two-handle. Thus, sy, (V) — sy (Y') = £ - F, and the equation follows. 0O

For a pointed Heegaard triple (X, &, 8, y, z), the group of two-dimensional homology
classes is identified with the group of relations a + b 4+ ¢ = 0 in H(X;Z) where
a resp. b resp. ¢ lies in the span of {[ozl-]}‘l.g:1 resp. {[,Bi]}ligzl resp. {[y,']}ligzl. These
relations correspond to two-chains P in ¥ with boundary a formal linear combination
of the attaching circles, and with #n,(P) = 0. Given a Whitney triangle ¢ € 7, (X, y, W),
there is a formula for the evaluation (cq(s;()), H(P)), where H(P) denotes the
second homology class (in H(Xyg, : 7)) corresponding to P, in terms of the Heegaard
triple; cf Proposition 6.3 of [26]. To describe this, we need two notions, the Euler
measure of the periodic domain and the dual spider number of the triangle with respect

to the triply-periodic domain.

Let &: F — X be a representative for P, where here ® is an immersion in a
neighborhood of dF. The line bundle ®*(7 X) has a canonical trivialization over JF,
since ® induces an isomorphism

TF ~ ®*(TY),

and T F is canonically trivialized near dF (using the outward normal orientation on F).
We define x(P) to be the Euler number of ®*(7 X), relative to this trivialization at dF,

X(P) = (c1(®*(T'X), 0F). F).

Note first that the orientation of X, and the orientations on all the attaching circles «,
B and y naturally induce “inward” normal vector fields to the attaching circles (ie if
y: 81 — I is a unit speed immersed curve, this inward normal vector is given by
P / . . . ;
J(dy/dt)). Let a;, B; and y; denote copies of the corresponding attaching circles o;,
B and y/, translated slightly in these normal directions. Let &/, 8" and y’ denote the
corresponding g—tuples, and T/, T //3 and T,, be the corresponding tori in Sym#(X).
By construction, then, u(ey) misses T, u(eg) misses ']I“f}, and u(ey) misses T,,.
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Let x € A be a point in the interior, chosen in general position, so that the g—tuple
u(x) misses all of &/, B’ and y’. Choose three paths @, b and ¢ from x to eg, e;
and e, respectively. The central point x and the three paths @, b and ¢ is called a dual
spider. We can think of the paths @, b and ¢ as one-chains in X. Recall that 9P has
three types of boundaries: the a, 8 and y boundaries, which we denote d,P, dgP
and d,P. Let 9, P, 8}377 and 9}, P respectively denote the one-chains obtained by
translating the corresponding boundary components using the induced normal vector
fields. Let u: A —> Sym#(X) be a representative for a homotopy class ¥ of Whitney
triangle. The dual spider number of ©# and P is defined by

0 (u, P) = ny(x)(P) +#(a N3, P) +#(b N dgP) +#(cNd,P).
According to Proposition 6.3 of [26],
®) {c1(sz2(u)), H(P)) = X(P) + #(0P) — 2nz(P) + 20 (u, P),
where here #(0P) represents the number of boundary components of P, with multi-
plicity.
2.6 Filtered complexes

A Z & Zfiltered complex is a chain complex C whose underlying Abelian group
decomposes as

(i,j))EZBZL
and whose boundary operator d carries C{iy, jo} into the subset

Cli <igand j < jo} = &y c{i’,j'} cC.
{i’,j"|i’<i and j'<j}

A map f: C —> C’ between filtered complexes is called a filtered map if it carries
Clig, jo} into C'{i <igand j < jo}. Two filtered chain maps

fO’ fl: C — C/
are called filtered homotopic if there is a filtered map H: C —> C’ with
fO_fl =0 oH+ Hod.

Two filtered chain maps C and C’ are called filtered chain homotopy equivalent if
there are filtered chain maps f: C —> C’ and g: C’ —> C with the property that
fog and go f are filtered homotopic to the corresponding identity maps.

A 7 & Zfiltered Z[U]-complex C is a filtered chain complex equipped with an
endomorphism U: C — C whose restriction to C{i, j} maps to C{i — 1, j — 1}.

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 11 (2011)



16 Peter S Ozsvdth and Zoltdn Szabo

If C; and C; are Z & Zfiltered Z[U ]—chain complexes, then we can form their tensor
product C; ®z[y] C2. This can be given a Z & Zfiltration by

Bi1,70.62,72) | G1,j0) + 2,2 =(iy ClL T1E ® Clia, o}
Ur-§6186~58Ux-&
If C is afiltered complex, and (a,b) € Z & Z, let C[(a, b)] denote the filtered complex

whose underlying chain complex is isomorphic, but whose filtration is shifted by
(a,b);ie

(CR®CHi, j} =

Clla,.D)Ri. jy = Cla+i.b+j}.
A relatively filtered map f: C —> C’ is a chain map which respects the filtration on C
and the filtration C’[(a, b)] for some (a,b) € Z D 7.

2.7 Absolute gradings

Heegaard Floer homology is natural under cobordisms. Indeed, if W is a smooth,
connected, oriented cobordism with dW = —Y; U Y, which is equipped with a Spin®
structure s whose restriction t; = 5|Yi for i = 1, 2 has torsion first Chern class, then
there is an induced chain map

futsi CFY(Y;.t1) — CFT (Y. tp)
which is homogeneous of degree

c1(8)* =2x(W) =30(W)
4

©)

(cf Theorem 7.1 of [26]).

Let 71 denote the module Z[U, U~!]/U - Z[U]. Recall [21] that HF T (S3) = T +.
The Q-grading on Floer homology is characterized by Equation (9), together with the
normalization that HF ; (S3) is trivial for all d < 0, nontrivial in degree d = 0.

Following our usual notational conventions, we write T(:; for the module 7, thought
of as a graded Z[U]-module, where multiplication by U lowers absolute degree by 2,
and the nonzero homogeneous elements of lowest degree have degree d. In this
notation, then, HF T (S3) = 7'('0").

2.8 Approximating CF*

Following [27], it is useful to have the following approximation to CF™(Y): fix an
integer § > 0, let CF®(Y) € CF*(Y) denote the subcomplex which is annihilated
by multiplication by U%*!, and let HF®(Y) denote the homology of CF' 8 (Y). In
particular, for 6 = 0, this construction gives HF (Y). Note that for all § >0, HF*(Y)
is a three-manifold invariant.
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3 Construction of the knot filtration

The aim of this section is to construct the knot filtration: a filtration of CF*°(Y)
induced by a rationally null-homologous knot K C Y. Most of this discussion is a
straightforward generalization of the corresponding constructions for null-homologous
knots K C Y described in [19] and [28].

Let K C Y be a rationally null-homologous knot, and let (X, &, 8, w, z) be a corre-
sponding doubly-pointed Heegaard diagram.

For fixed & € Spin®(Y, K), let T(§) C (Tq NTp) x Z x Z be the subset of elements
[x,1, j] satisfying

(10) Sw,z(X) + (i — ) -PD[u] = ¢&.
According to Lemma 2.1, if [x, i, j] € T(§) and ¢ € m,(X,Yy), then

[y.i —nw(®)., j —nz(¢)] € ().

Let CFK® (X, &, B, w, z, &) be the chain complex generated by [x, i, j] € T(£), en-
dowed with the differential

igl= Y > () i na@). -

yeToaNTg {pem2(xy) | n(d)=1}

where as usual, M(¢) is the moduli space of pseudo-holomorphic representatives of ¢,
and w(¢) denotes its expected dimension.

The map F: 3¢ —ZeaZ

given by F[x,i, j]= (i, j) induces a Z @ Z filtration on CFK*°(Z, o, B, w, z).

Theorem 3.1 The filtered chain homotopy type of CFK*®°(X, o, B, w,z,&) is an
invariant of the underlying oriented knot K C Y and choice of relative Spin® structure
& € Spin“(Y, K).

Proof This is a routine adaptation of the corresponding statement in Theorem 3.1
of [19]. o

We denote this complex by CFK® (Y, K, &).
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Proposition 3.2 Let Cg = CFK*(Y, K. £). We have that

Ceyppu) = Cel(0, =1)]

(where the right-hand-side denotes the shift of C¢ by (0,—1), as in Section 2.6). The
short exact sequences of Z[U |—chain complexes

0 —— Celi <0} —— C¢ —— Ce{li 20} —— 0,
0 —— Celi =0} ——> Celi >0} ——— Celi >0} —— 0
are isomorphic to the short exact sequences
0 —— CF (Y,s) —— CF*®(Y,s) —— CFT(Y,s) —— 0,
0 —— C/‘?(Y,s) — CF'(Y,s) ——E——> CFt(Y,s) —— 0,

respectively, where here s = Gy g(§). Similarly, the short exact sequences of Z[U]-
chain complexes

0 —— C{j <0} —— CG —— C¢{j =20} —— 0,
0 —— Celj =0} —> Ge{j 20} —— Celj =0} —— 0
are isomorphic to the short exact sequences
0 —— CF (Y,s') —— CF>®(Y,s') —— CF*(Y,s’) —— 0,
0 —— CE(Y,s') —— CF*(Y,s') —2— CF(Y,s') ——> 0,
where here s' = Gy _ g (§).

The set of relative Spin® structures G;llz(s) inducing a fixed Spin® structure over Y
is a well-ordered set, under the rule that &; < &, if & =& + j -PD[u] for some j > 0.

This ordering on relative Spin® structures gives rise to an ordering of the generators of
CF(Y,s) by X sy -(x). It is easy to see that this ordering gives rise to a filtration of
the complex CF(Y) = @xeﬂramr 5 Zx endowed with the usual differential

M(¢)
ox = —]-y.
X Z # ( R y
{yeTaNTg | nw (#)=0,u(p)=1}
The homology of the associated graded object is the knot Floer homology
HFK(Y.K)= @ HFK(Y.K.£)
geSpin® (Y, K)

where HFK (Y, K. &) is generated by x with s, ,(x) = £, and whose differential counts
holomorphic disks with 1y, (¢) = n;(¢) = 0.
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3.1 Relationship with knot Floer homology for null-homologous knots

If K C Y is a null-homologous knot, then a choice of Seifert surface for Y gives
an identification Spin‘(Y, K) =~ Z @ Spin®(Y). Thus, with this additional choice, we
identify the Spin®(Y, K)-filtration of CF (Y, s) with a Z-filtration. This identification
is used, for example, in [19], where the knot filtration is described as a filtration by Z,
rather than by relative Spin® structures.

For example, if K is a knot in S and s is an integer, then I-ﬁ\l{(S3, K, £) in the
present notation corresponds to HFK(Y, K, s) for s € Z in the notation from the
introduction or [19], where here s and & are related by ¢ (§) = 2s PD[u].

4 Knot Floer homology and large surgeries

We describe here the result of forming “large surgeries” on a rationally null-homologous,
framed knot K C Y. This result generalizes a corresponding result in the null-
homologous case [19; 28], and it is a special case of Theorem 6.1

Let K C Y be aknot given with framing A. We can form a three-manifold Y, 4 (K)
obtained by filling the curve m - + A in ¥ —nd(K). Let

W (K): Yy (K) — Y

denote the two-handle cobordism obtained by turning around the two-handle cobordism
from —Y to —Y,,., 42 (K). Note that

Hy (W, (K), Y Z) = Z,

and let F C W, (K) be a surface-with-boundary representing a generator. Clearly,
PD[F]|y =PD[K] e H?(Y;Z). Note that for sufficiently large m, the self-intersection
number of F is negative.

Let K C Y be an oriented knot in a three-manifold Y, whose induced homology
class is trivial in rational homology. We fix also a framing A of K. For a fixed
relative Spin® structure £ € Spin®(Y, K), let C¢ be the Z & Z—filtered chain complex

CFK®(Y, K, £). There are two projection maps
(I1) Cg{max(i, j) =0} —> C¢{i =0} and Cg{max(i, j) = 0} —> Ce{j = 0}.
Denoting

(12) A;(Y, K) = Cg{max(i, j) = 0} and B;(Y, K)=CF*(Y,Gy g (§)
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and using the identifications (from Proposition 3.2)
Celi 2 0} = CF* (Y, Gy g (§)),
Celj 20} = CFY (Y, Gy _(§)) = CF* (Y, Gy g (€ + PD[K}))),

where here K is the push-off of K inside ¥ — K using the framing A, we can view
the canonical projection maps of Equation (11) as maps

(13) v;:A;(Y,IZ)—>B;(Y,IZ) and h;: A;(Y,K)—>B+

$+PD[KA](Y’ K).

Theorem 4.1 Let K C Y be a rationally null-homologous knot in a closed, oriented
three-manifold, equipped with a framing A . Then, for all sufficiently large m, there is a
map

E: Spin‘ (Y. 42.(K)) —> Spin‘ (Y, K)

with the property that for all t € Spin® (Y41 (K)), the group CF+(Ym.M+X (K),t) is
represented by the chain complex

AE(Q = Cg(yimax(i, j) = 0},
in the sense that there are isomorphisms (of relatively 7 —graded Z|U]—-complexes)
W CFF (Yoppga (K) ) — AJEF(O(Y, K).

Furthermore, fix t € Spin®(Y,,,,+1(K)), and let £ = E(t). There are Spin® structures
r, v € Spin®(W,,(K)) with EY,mqux,I?(x) =&, andy =1+ PD[ﬁ] with the property
that the maps v; and h; correspond to the maps induced by the cobordism W, (K)
equipped with ¢ and t) respectively. More precisely, the following squares commute:

+
fW’ (K

CF* (Y a (K). ) —2225 CFH(Y, Gy £ (6)))

o I

e

AF (V. K) LI B (Y. K)

+
fW,41<K).n

CF¥ (Y 42.(K), ¥) CFT(Y.Gy_g®)

] I

h+
+v £ + i
A; (Y. K) e Bg+PD[E](Y’ K)

The following result is also an easy consequence of the proof:
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Proposition 4.2 Let K CY be arationally null-homologous knot in a closed, oriented
three-manitold, equipped with framing A . For any § > 0, there is an integer N with
the property that for all m > N and all t € Spin®(Y},.,,4+1 (K)), there are at most two
Spin® structures in Spin®(W,,(K)) with restriction to Y,.,,+1(K) equal to t for which
the induced map

Fg%( 650 HF? V41 (K), ) — HF(Y)

is nontrivial. These are the Spin® structures ¢ and v associated to t from Theorem 4.1
above.

We return to the proofs of Theorem 4.1 and Proposition 4.2 after some preliminary
discussion and lemmas.

We work with a family of doubly-pointed Heegaard triples (X, e, 8, y,w,z) for
the framed knot K, so that there are identifications Yoy = Yiua(K), Y, =
#871(S§2 xS, Yop = Y. We can give Heegaard triples for all of the W, which
differ only in y,, which winds along the meridian . We call this region the “winding
region” (cf Figure 1 for an illustration of a winding region; in this picture, the subscript
for yg is dropped).

Definition 4.3 An intersection point x € Ty, T, is said to be supported in the winding
region if its component along y, lies in the winding region. Given x,y € T, N T,
(both supported in the winding region), we say that ¢ € m,(X,y) is supported in the
winding region if the segment of 9(D(¢)) in y, is a subset of the winding region. (Note
that if ¢ € ,(x,y) is supported in the winding region, then so is any ¢’ € m5(x,y).)
An equivalence class of intersection point for Y., 4, is said to be supported in the
winding region if every intersection point in the equivalence class is supported in the
winding region, and any two intersection points can be connected by Whitney disks
supported in the winding region. Finally, ¥ € m,(x, ©,y) is said to be a small triangle
if the yg arc in dD(y) is supported in the winding region. Note that in this case, y is
the “closest point” in T, N Tg to x.

Definition 4.4 The depth of a basepoint z in the winding region is the minimum abso-
lute value of the algebraic intersection number of y withanyarc ACX — oy —---— oy
which connects z with some basepoint zy outside the winding region with z. Given
an integer € > 0, we say that z is e—centered if its depth is less than or equal to
(m —¢€)/2. Similarly, a choice of meridian p is called e—centered if each point z €
is e—centered.
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Figure 1: Illustration of the Heegaard triple. The integers denote (nonzero)
local multiplicities of the “small triangle” connecting x and x’. This picture
is taking place in a cylindrical region in X.
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Fix a Heegaard diagram with an e—centered meridian, with basepoints w and z on
either side of . Then, for each small triangle v, we have that at least one of 714, (V)
or nz(¥) =0, and also

(14) max(my ()1 Inz(9)]) < 7

This is an immediate consequence of the definitions.

Lemma 4.5 There is an integer € > 0 with the property that for all sufficiently large m,
each t € Spin®(Y,,,,,4+1(K)) can be represented by an equivalence class of intersection
points supported in the winding region and an € —centered choice of meridian.

Proof If an equivalence class of intersection points in T N T, is not supported in
the winding region, we say it is bad. It is clear that for all large m, the set of bad
equivalence classes is bounded. We choose € so that 2¢ is greater than this number.
Now move the basepoint as needed. a

Given £ € Spin®(Y, K), define
Vg% CF® (Y42 (K), t) —> CFK™(Y, K.£)
by ¥Px.il= > > FEM)) Ly, i —nw (). i—nz ()],

YETaNTp {Yema(x,0.y) | Epyr (g (5w (¥))=6)}

where here x represents sy, (¥)|y

it (K) - We claim that this is a chain map.

Given t € Spin®(Y,,,+1(K)), we realize t by an equivalence class of intersection
points supported in the winding region. Define £ = E(t) by

§=5u,:(X)+ () —nz(¥)) - u,
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where ¥ € m,(x/, ®,x) is any small triangle connecting an intersection point X’ €
Te N'Ty representing t with its “nearest point” x € T N Tg. The restriction of \I‘g"

to CF +(YmM+A(K), t) induces a chain map

xpgz CFt (Yomp4(K), t) — A;(Y, K).

Proof of Theorem 4.1 The argument from [19] shows that W™ induces an iso-
morphism. Postcomposing W™ with the projection Cetmax(i, j) = 0} to C{i = 0}
(ie vT), we obtain the map induced by the cobordism W,,(K) equipped with the Spin©
structure r; ie the first square in the statement of the theorem commutes. Commutativity
of the second square follows similarly. a

Lemma 4.6 There is a constant ¢ with the property that for all sufficiently large m,
for any of the Spin® structures {r(t), (1) }eeSpin© (Vimu 15 (K)) @ppearing in Theorem 4.1,
we have that

—c < {c1(x),[F]) <2m +c,
—2m—c < {(c;(n),[F]) <ec.

Proof There is a constant C' (depending on x € Ty, N Tg, but independent of m2) with
the property that for any small triangle ¥ € 7, (X', ©,x),

(15) (1w W), [F]) +[F]-[F] = C + 2(nw(¥) —n2 ().

This can be seen as follows. Consider the function

&) = {c1(5w (W), [F]) + [F]-[F] = 2(nw (¥) — nz(y)),

where here ¥ € m,(x/, ©,x) is a small triangle. We claim that this is independent
of the choice of x’. This can be seen by varying x’, and appealing to Equation (8).
Similarly, to verify its independence of m1, it suffices to consider a fixed small triangle
V¥ € my(x, ©,%), and observe that {c¢q (s (¥)), [ﬁ ]) increases by one as the number m
is increased by one, and furthermore [1’3 1- [ﬁ ] also decreases by one. Note here that
by “fixed small triangle”, we mean that x is fixed, as is 1y (¥) —nz(y¥), though, of
course, yg is varied. This assertion is an easy consequence of Equation (8). More
specifically, with the integer d chosen as in Equation (3), we see that d F represents
a generator of H,(W,,(K);Z). Specifically, let P,, be a generator for the space of
triply-periodic domains, and write d[Py,] = A + B + C, where A, B and C are first
homology classes in the spans of &, B, and y respectively. In view of Equation (3),
0P has C component given by d(mu+A) and B component —(dm + n)u, modulo
the other B; for i < g. Thus, #(0Py,) = dm + ¢ for some constant ¢. It is easy to see
that the other quantities in Equation (8) are independent of .
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Thus, we have seen that for any small triangle ¥ € 7, (X', ©,x),

(e1(sw@)). [F]) + [F]-[F] =200 (¥) — (%))

depends only on x € Ty N Tg. Since there are only finitely many intersection points
Te N Tg, it follows that there is some constant C’ with the property that

(16) [(e1 (5w (W), [F) +[F]- [F]—2(nw(¥) —nz(¥)| < C'.

By restricting to e—centered base points for some integer € independent ofm (which
we can do in light of Lemma 4.5), we can arrange for 2|ny, () —n,(¢)| <m —e€ for
all small triangles (cf Equation (14)). The result now follows, bearing in mind that

= sw(¥), and vy = s, () = £(y) — PDF]. O

Proof of Proposition 4.2 We choose m large enough that W, (K) has negative-
definite intersection form. Given t € Spin®(Y), let &(t) € Spin®(W,,(K)) denote the
set of Spin® structures whose restriction to Y is t. This set &(t) has the form {s¢ +n-
PD[F]}nez for some fixed s € Spin®(W,,,(K)). The function n +— cq (9 +n .PD[F])?
is a quadratic function of n which is bounded above.

Choosing m larger than the constant ¢ from Lemma 4.6, it follows easily that ¢ ()? >
¢1(y + PD[F])?, while ¢;(x)?> > ¢ (x — PD[F])2. Since § = ¢ 4+ PD[F], it follows
readily that at least one of ¢;(x)? or ¢;(9)? is a maximum of c;(s)? for s € &(¥).

As in the proof of Lemma 4.6 (cf Inequahty (16)) there is a constant B independent
of m with the property that if {c;(r), [F I +[F ] [F 1= B, then for any corresponding
small triangle ¥ representing ¢, we have 1, () > 0. Moreover, in this case, 41, which
corresponds to the Spin® structure ), induces an isomorphism, while t) maximizes
c1(s)? among all 5 € G(t). In the same way, when {c; (x), [ﬁ]) + [ﬁ] . [I:"] < —B, then
r induces an isomorphism, and it maximizes c(s)> among all s € S(t).

In either case, in view of Equation (9), we see that the degree of any element of
HF (Y42 (K), t) lies within a bounded distance (independent from 7 and t) from
—c1(s)?/4, where s € G(t) minimizes ¢;(s)?. The claimed result follows. a

Proposition 4.2 has the following consequence:

Corollary 4.7 Let K C Y be a null-homologous knot in an integer homology three-
sphere, and fix an integer § > 0. There is a constant C with the property that for
all sufficiently large m and any t € Spin® (Y41 (K)), there is a chain complex for
CFS(YmM_,_;L (K), t) with the property that if CF‘sd(Ym,H_k (K), t) is nontrivial, then

)d—%‘SC.
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Proof It is easy to see that for fixed t € Spin°(Y), if we consider &(t), the element s
which maximizes c;(s)? has ¢;(sg)> = —m + ¢, where here ¢ is some constant
(independent of m2). Thus, according to Equation (9), the map f’ﬁ’{( K),so Carries an
element of degree d to an element of d —m /4 4 c¢. Now, according to Theorem 4.1,
we have a chain complex representing CF d (Ymu+a(K), 1) (for any choice of t) whose
breadth is constant, independent of 7 and the choice of t. According to the proof of
Proposition 4.2, fljsV/\ (K).so> the map of degree d —m/4 + ¢, carries some element of
this complex nontrivially to CF’ (7). o

5 Kiinneth principle

Let K; C Yy and K, C Y, be a pair of oriented three-manifolds equipped with
oriented knots. Then, we can form the connected sum to obtain an oriented knot
K\ #K, CY;#Y,. Indeed, given &; € Spin(Y;, K;), we can form their connected
sum &; #£&,. This induces a gluing map -

Spinc(Yl , Kl) X Spinc(Yz, Kz) —> Spinc(Yl # Yz, K1 #Kz),
written &1, &, > &1 #&,, which is equivariant with respect to the natural map
H*(Y\. K11 2) & H* (Y2, K2:Z) — H*(Y\ #Y2. K1 # K2 ).

More explicitly, we can think of &; (i = 1,2) as specified by a nonvanishing vector
field which contains K; as a closed orbit. We realize the connected sum as attaching
a one-handle to Y7 [ [Y> along a pair of three-balls B; supported on K;. We can
assume that on each sphere S; = 0B;, there are exactly two points where the vector
field is normal to S;, the two points where S; meets K; : the “in-going” and “out-going
points”. Here, a point in S; is “in-going” if &; points into ¥; — B;. We can then match
the in-going point on Y7 — B; with the out-going point on Y, — B, and vice versa,
to construct a nowhere vanishing vector field on Y7 #Y;. This new vector field has
K, # K, as a closed orbit, and it has prescribed form in the connected sum region. This
vector field gives rise to a relative Spin® structure Spin®(Y; #Y,, K; # K»), inducing
the gluing map above.

The gluing map can be described in terms of Heegaard diagrams as follows. Let
(21,1, B84, wy,z1) and (X5, a2, B,, w3, z2) be the doubly-pointed Heegaard di-
agrams compatible with the oriented knots K; C Y; and K, C Y,. Consider the
oriented two-manifold X3 obtained as the connected sum of ¥X; with X,, identi-
fying neighborhoods of z; with w,. Then, the doubly-pointed Heegaard diagram
(23,01 Uy, B UB,, wy,zy) is compatible with K #K, C Y #Y,. Now, given
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X1 € Tgy NTg, and x5 € Ty, N Tg,, we can think of X X X, as an intersection point
in Ty ua, N Tg,up,. Then,

§w1,22 (Xl X X2) = §w1 ,Z1 (Xl) #§U)2,22 (XZ)-

The following is a straightforward generalization of the connected sum principle for
knot homology in the case of null-homologous knot;; cf [19; 28]. A proof can be found,
for example, in Theorem 7.1 of [19]; we omit it here.

Theorem 5.1 Fix & € Spin®(Y;, K;) fori = 1,2. There is a filtered chain homotopy
equivalence

CFK® (Y1, K1,£1) ®z[y,u—1] CFK® (Y2, K3, &)

N EB CFK®(Y1#Y,, K1 # K>, &3).
{&3 | x1#E2=63}

Of course, the tensor product in the above theorem is to be taken in a suitable manner:
CFK® (Y1, K1,&1) and CFK®°(Y,, K, &) are Z & Z-filtered chain complexes over
Z[U,U~1]. Their tensor product (over Z[U,U~']) can then be equipped with a
filtration gotten as the sum of the filtrations of two tensor factors.

Definition 5.2 A U —knot is a knot in a rational homology three-sphere Y with the
property that the induced filtration of CF°(Y,s) is trivial. More precisely, given
any & € Spin®(Y, K), CFK* (Y, K, ) is chain homotopy equivalent via a relatively
Z @ Z—filtered chain homotopy to the chain complex R which is a free, rank one
Z[U,U~'] module with the trivial differential.

The unknot in S3 is a U—knot. Indeed, the results of [18] can be interpreted as
saying that the only U —knot in S* is the unknot. Other U —knots will be described in
Lemma 7.1.

Corollary 5.3 If K, C Y, is a U —knot, then for each &, € Spin° (Y, Ky) and s, €
Spin€(Y>), there is some &, € Spin®(Y;) representing s,, with the property that

CFK®(Y1, K1,£)) = CFK® (Y1 #Y,, K| # K, £ #£,)
as 7 @ Z —filtered chain complexes.

Proof Let £ € Spin®(Y>, K,) be any relative Spin® structure representing s, . Then,
CFK™®(Y,, K>, £) is quasi-isomorphic to the Z @ Z —filtered chain complex Z[U, U~!]
which contains a nontrivial element in filtration (0, n) for some n. Letting

§2 =& +nPD[u]
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(where o of course is a meridian for K,), we see that CFK*° (Y5>, K>, &) is quasi-
isomorphic to Z[U, U] with a generator in filtration level (0, 0) (cf Proposition 3.2).
For this choice of &,, the corollary is an immediate consequence of Theorem 5.1. O

6 The Morse surgery formula

We describe the Morse surgery formula, which expresses the Heegaard Floer homologies
of Morse surgery along a rationally null-homologous knot in terms of its knot Floer
homology.

Given s € Spin© (Y3 (K)), let

AT(Y.K) = &y AL (Y, K),
{geSpin” (V1. (K).K) | Gy, (5. & €)=5}
B (Y. K) = &y B (Y. K),

{gespin® (¥;.(K).K) | Gy, () g (€)=s}

where here A;(Y, K) and B; (Y, K) are defined as in Equation (12).

In the above definition, we view K also as a knot in Y3 (K). An orientationon K C Y
naturally induces also an orientation on the induced knot in Y} (K) in a natural way:
an orientation on K corresponds to an orientation on a meridian for K, which can be
thought of as supported in ¥ —nd(K), which in turn can be thought of as a subset of
Y, (K), where it in turn induces an orientation of the induced knot in Y} (K).

Theorem 6.1 Let K C Y be a knot in a rational homology three-sphere, and let A be
a framing on K with the property that Y, (K) is also a rational homology three-sphere.
The Heegaard Floer homology HF ¥ (Y, (K), s) is calculated by the homology of the
mapping cone X7 (Y, K. )\) of the chain map

D AT (Y, K) — B (Y, K)

defined by DF ({af}EEG;;(K)’E(s)) = {bE}SEG—l AT

Yy (K).K
where bg = h;—PD[KA](aE—PD[KA]) — v;(aé).
The proof is modeled on the proof of the main result from [27]. Specifically, it is
based on two key ingredients: the relationship between the knot Floer homology of

K C Y and the Heegaard Floer homology of three-manifolds obtained as sufficiently
large surgeries on K from Section 4, and also an exact triangle which relates, for all
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integers m, the Heegaard Floer homologies of Y3 (K), Y;,;.,4+1(K) and Y (the latter
taken with twisted coefficients).

We have not strived for maximal generality in Theorem 6.1. As a technical tool, we
make heavy use of the rational grading on HF ' which is defined on the Heegaard
Floer homology of any three-manifold equipped with a Spin® structure whose first
Chern class is torsion; cf Section 7 of [26]. Thus, Theorem 6.1 holds — and indeed
the proof we give below applies — whenever we consider Spin structures over Yy (K)
whose first Chern class is torsion.

6.1 A surgery exact sequence

The following is essentially a restatement of Theorem 3.1 of [27]:

Theorem 6.2 Let Y be a closed, oriented three-manifold, and K C Y be a rationally
null-homologous knot with framing A . Then, for all positive integers m, there is a long
exact sequence

F o Fy
- — HFY(Y3(K)) — HFt(Ypu2(K) — @"HFY(Y) — -,

where here |t denotes the meridian of K.

We describe the maps appearing in the above theorem, and then make a few comments
on the proof.

Let K C Y be a rationally null-homologous knot, and (X, &, ) be a corresponding
Heegaard diagram, where B¢ represents a meridian for the knot K (pushed into the
Up handlebody). We place a basepoint p on B, and consider twisted homology with
coefficients in Z/mZ; ie write Z[Z/mZ] = Z[T]/(T™ — 1), and consider the chain
complex CFT(Y) ®z Z[Z/mZ] endowed with the differential

= Y N (%) T D)y i — ()

YEToNTg {pem(x,y) | (p)=1}

where as usual here x € Ty NTg, i >0, m2(X,y) denotes the space of homotopy classes
of Whitney disks connecting x and y, p(¢) denotes the Maslov index of ¢, and terms
in the above equation for which i —n,(¢) < 0 are to be dropped. Moreover, m1,(¢)
denotes the multiplicity of the basepoint p in the boundary of ¢; ie p determines
a codimension one submanifold B x -+ x Bg_1 x {p} C Tg, and m,(¢) denotes
the intersection number with the restriction of the boundary of ¢ with this subset.
We denote the complex by CFT(Y; Z[Z/mZ]). (In the terminology of [20], this is
the chain complex for Y with twisted coefficients in Z[Z/mZ], where it is denoted
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CF*(Y;Z[Z/mZ]), however, as in [27], we drop the underline here in the interest
of notational simplicity.) Recall that there is an isomorphism of chain complexes of
modules over Z[Z/mZ],

(17) 0: CFY(Y:Z[Z/mZ]) —> CF*(Y) ®z Z[Z/mTZ)],

where here the right-hand-side is endowed with the differential which is the original
differential on CFT(Y) tensored with the identity map on Z[Z/mZ]. There is a
corresponding identification

HFY(Y:Z[Z/mZ)) = HF Y (Y) ®7 Z[Z/m7Z] = @HF+(Y)

The quantity m,(¢) has an expression more in the spirit of the constructions from
Section 3. Fix two basepoints, w and z on either side of Bg, so that there is an arc
in X connecting them, but disjoint from all the attaching circles except for B, which
it meets transversally in the single intersection point p. Then,

(18) mp(P) = nw (@) —nz(¢).

We now define the chain maps f1+, f2+ and f3+ inducing maps on homology F,
F;L and F. 3+ appearing in Theorem 6.1.

We consider the Heegaard quadruple (in the sense of [21, Section 8.4]; see also the
proof of [27, Theorem 3.1]) (¥, &, B, ¥, d, z), where here the g—tuples of circles f,
y and § differ only in the last factor, where y, is a meridian for K, y, represents
the framing curve A, and §, represents the resolution of the curve m - g + yg.

The map f1+ is defined by counting pseudo-holomorphic triangles between Ty, T,
and Tg. More precisely, note that the Heegaard triple (X, &, y, &, z) determines a
four-manifold X, s with three boundary components

(19) Yo 2 Vi(K), Yas = Yippuia(K) and Y5 = #1(S2x SY# L(m,1).

Definition 6.3 Let £ € Spin°(#8~1(S? x S1)# L(m, 1)) denote the canonical Spin®
structure, ie this is the one which extends over the tubular neighborhood N of a sphere
with self-intersection number m (after attaching a two-handle and a collection of g —1

three-handles) in such a way that its first Chern class evaluates as +m on the two-sphere
generator of the two-dimensional homology of N .

Let ©,,5 denote the Floer homology class corresponding to the generator (over the ring
A* H, (Yy5) ® Z[U)) of

HF=°(Y,5,0) =~ A*H'(Y,5) ® Z[U]
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in its canonical Spin® structure £. (As usual, we arrange for the homology class ©,5
to be represented by a single intersection point in T, N Ty, which we also denote

by ®y8 )

‘We then define

Q0 fFxiD= ) > # M) Iy, i —nz(y)).

yeToNTs {rema(x,0y5.) | w(¥)=0}

Similarly, we define f,;": CFt (Y42 (K)) — CFT (Y Z[Z/mZ]) by

en fily.ih= ). > #M)[w, i —nz ()] T,
weToNTg {yem(y,Os5,w) | u(¥)=0}

where m () is the natural extension of m, to triangles. (In particular, in the case
where we consider doubly-pointed Heegaard diagrams, m, () = ny (¥) —nz(y) as
in Equation (18).)

To define f3+, we proceed as follows. Fix ¢ € m,(0,,8, ©gs, ©,5). The congruence
class ¢ of my () modulo m is independent of the choice of . The map

St CFY (Y Z[Z/mZ])) — CFT (Y3 (K))
is given by the formula

@2) ;AT iD= ) > # M) ly, i —nz(¥)].

ToNT — v
yelady {WG”Z(XaGﬁst) }s+m5(%)sc0modm}

Proof of Theorem 6.2 Let Hl+ and H2Jr denote the null-homotopies of f2+ ) fl+
and f3+ o f2+ respectively. With this notation, the proof of Theorem 3.1 of [27] applies
to show that the chain maps

¢ CFT(V(K)) — M(f,5) and vt M(f,") — CFT (Y3 (K))

defined by

(23) ¢TE) = (/7 (®). HT©)).

(24) YT y) = Hy () + £ (0)

respectively are quasi-isomorphisms, and hence establishing Theorem 6.2. a
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6.2 The analogue of Theorem 6.1 for the case of CF®

Given an integer § > 0, let CF' % denote the approximation of CFt described in Section
2.8. We state and prove analogue of Theorem 6.1 for this group, following the pattern
of proof from [27].

Given 6 > 0, let
(25) AN(Y.K)=Cg{0 <max(i,j) <8} and B{(Y.K)=CF’(Y.Gy g(£)).
Given s € Spin¢ (Y3 (K)), let

AS(Y,K) = &b ALY K),
{gespin® (Y2 (K),K) | Gy, (k) g (§)=s}
B (Y, K) = P B(Y.K).

{£€Spin® (V1. (K), K) | Gy, (k). g (E)=5}

Consider the map
D3 Ad(Y, K) — B (Y, K)

defined by D}({aglecc=1 ) = g

;;(K),K YA(K).I?(s)’
where be = lig_ppy,)(@g—piK,]) — Vg (ag)-

Our aim in the present subsection is to prove the following analogue of Theorem 6.1
for CF®.

Theorem 6.4 The group CF 8(Yy(K),s) is quasi-isomorphic to the mapping cone
X3(A) of
D3 Ad(v, K) — B(Y, K).

We deduce Theorem 6.4 from a combination of Theorems 6.2 and 4.1. Theorem 6.1
will follow from Theorem 6.4, together with some further observations about gradings;
see Section 6.3.

We turn our attention now towards proving Theorem 6.4. We assume that both d
and n have the same sign, and hence without additional loss of generality that both are
positive, returning to the case where their signs are opposite in Section 6.4.

It will be useful to have the following lemma. In the statement, “sufficiently large”
is meant with respect to the ordering on Spin¢(Y, K) with fixed filling t over Y
described earlier. Specifically, recall that & < &, if & = &; + j - PD[u] for some
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J = 0. In particular, we say that a condition P holds for all sufficiently large relative

Spin® structures Spin‘(Y, K) if there is a finite collection & C Spin® (Y, K) with the

properties that each t € Spin®(Y’) can be represented by some 7 € Spin“(Y, K) with

17 € B, and also for any & € Spin°(Y, K) which has the property that & > 7 for some
€ & then P holds for £&.

Lemma 6.5 If ¢ is sufficiently large, then for any § > 0, the map
2. AL(Y. K) — B{(Y. K)
is an isomorphism, while
8 8 % 8 %
ALY K) — By oy (Y- K)

is trivial; moreover, if £ is sufficiently small, then hg is an isomorphism, while vg is
trivial.

Proof Since there are finitely many x € Ty N Tg, there is a maximal £, among all
Sw,z(x) with x € Ty NTg. Clearly, for any & > &, there are no generators [X, i, j ] of
CFK*®(Y, K, &) with i <0 and j > 0; thus, in fact, A (Y, K) = Celi = 0}, ie v is
the identity map, and the corresponding statement for vg follows at once.

The other assertions follow from similar reasoning. a
It will help to work in a finite piece of X (Y, K.}), by using a suitable truncation (as

in [27]). We describe this truncation presently in cases where the coefficients n and d
appearing in Equation (3) have the same sign; see Section 6.4 for the other case.

Fix a relative Spin® structure £. Given an integer » and § > 0, we can form b—truncated
complexes

+ 2 K
Ag (Y. K:b) = GB Ay e (Y- K).
26) s=—b
+ by — K
B (Y K3b) = @ B ceopi (- K).
s=—b+1
b
) b — ) K
AE(Y, K, b) - @ AE-}-S'PD[K)L](Y’ K)7
s=—b
@7) b
Sy - 8 K
BE(Y’ K, b) = @ BE—}-S'PD[K)L](Y’ K)’
s=—b+1
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where here A+(Y K) and B+(Y K) are defined as in Equation (12) and Ag(Y K)
and B‘S(Y K) are their analogues as in Equation (25). The maps v £ I and h+ can be
added up to define a chain map between b—truncated complexes

“b A+(Y K:b) — B+(Y,1?;b),

from which we construct a mapping cone X+(Y A, K:;b). We can also specialize to
U=0to get a map

D§ ;.0 AL(Y. K:b) — BY(Y. K:b).
from which we construct a mapping cone X? (Y A, K:b). We call X+(Y A, K:;b) and
X8 (Y A, K:b) the b—truncated mapping cones (Note that the untruncated mapping
cones depend on the framing parameter A and a Spin® structure over Yy (K); by

contrast, the truncated mapping cones also depend on a relative Spin® structure &,
which can be thought of as a lift of the Spin® structure over Y; (K).)

Lemma 6.5 has the following easy consequence:

Proposition 6.6 Fix £, K C Y, and a framing A. Suppose moreover that the coeffi-
cients n and d from Equation (3) have the same sign. Then, for all sufficiently large b,

X+(Y A, K b) is quasi-isomorphic to X (Y, A, K) (where s extends £ over Y; (K)).
S1m11ar1y, for b as above, we have that X8 (k b) is quasi-isomorphic to Xa (2) for any
§>0.

Proof X;(Y, A, K;b) can be viewed as a quotient complex of Xy, A, K),bya
subcomplex, which is acyclic according to Lemma 6.5 a

Proof of Theorem 6.4 when ¢ and »n have the same sign Choose m = nk, where
n is as in Equation (3). It is easy to see that PD[ K | has order dk + 1 in H2(Ym.u+)b)
whereas PD[K}] has order dk in the quotient group H>(Y,Y — K;Z)/mPD[u].

By Theorem 6.2, we may express CF' d (Y, (K)) as the mapping cone of a map from
CFS(Ym.u+A(K)) to CF(Y,Z[Z/mZ]). We can think of CF®(Y, Z[Z/mZ]) more
invariantly, as a sum

o, (€. CF (Y. Gy £ £))),

{[£]eSpin“(Y,K)/Zm-u}

where, as the notation suggests, the index set consists of m - u—orbits in Spin(Y, K)
(each of which induces the same Spin® structure over Y, of course). The identification
is induced by the map

T' ® &+ (5w,2(x) +i -PD[u], x).
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Now, the map
S22 CF (Y42 (K)) — CFY (Y Z[Z/m1Z))
can be written as
ar Y (Eyg@l f@),
s€Spin® (W), (K))
where here W, (K) denotes the natural cobordism from Y,,,, 4 (K), and Ey g is the
map from Spin® structures over W, (K) to Spin“(Y, K) as in Proposition 2.2.

Choosing k sufﬁciently large, (where m = nk) according to Theorem 4.1, we have that
the summand CF? Ympsa.H C CF® (Yomu+2) is identified with A‘s (Y K) for £ =B (t).
In fact, there are only two homotopically nontrivial components of f2 | cps Tt (K),9°
according to Proposition 4.2: these are the components belonging to ¢ and t), whose
corresponding maps are identified with vg and hg respectively. In view of Equation (7),

Ey gt +PD[F]) = Ey g(x) + mp+ A:

and hence, if E(t) =& and E(t+ PD[K}]) = £ + PD(K}), then the ranges of v‘g and
h; PD[K] coincide.

In effect, we have shown that CF®(Y; (K)) is quasi-isomorphic to the mapping cone
of a map which splits according to K orbits in Spin®(Y, K) or equivalently, Spin®
structures over Y3 (K). In each such orbit, the map has the form

8y/. 8 % 8 %
5B D A )K= D B (Y K).

seZ/(dk+1)Z seZ/dkZ
defined by adding
8. 46 % 8 %
Vs Agsppix; ) (Y- K) — Beysppix;, (Vs K)
8. 46 % 8 %
and h: A§+s-PD[KA](Y’ K)— B§+(s+1)-PD[K,\](Y’ K).

According to Lemma 6.5 and our hypothesis on the sign of d, we see that for any &, if s
is sufficiently large, then letting &’ = & +s-PD[K} ], we have that hg, is null-homotopic,
and v3, is an isomorphism. It follows from this (together with the analogous statement
for s sufficiently small) that the mapping cone of ( fz‘s )’ is identified with the mapping
cone Xg(Y, K;b) of

DY, AY(Y. K:b) — BY(Y. K:b).

The theorem now follows from Proposition 6.6. a

The case where d and n have opposite signs is handled in Section 6.4.
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6.3 Gradings and the proof of Theorem 6.1 (in the case where d and n
have the same sign)

In the proof of Theorem 6.4, for each § > 0, we establish quasi-isomorphisms
¢%: CF(Y(K).5) — X2(0).
We wish to conclude that
HF T (Y)(K),s) = H(X] (Y, %, K)).
To this end, we must establish that X (Y, A, K) is a relative Z—graded complex, which

can be given an absolute grading so that the map ¢5 is homogeneous of degree zero.

Clearly, the groups A+(Y K) and B Jr(Y K) are relatively Z—graded, and the maps
vg and h+ are all relatlvely Z—graded maps. It is now a formal consequence of the

shape of _ _

Df: AH(Y, K)— B (Y, K)
that A} (Y, K) and B} (Y, K) can be given absolute Z—gradings so that D} drops
this grading by one. This naturally endows the mapping cone X (Y, A, K) with an
absolute Z—grading. In fact, this grading is uniquely determined up to an overall shift.

In the proof of Theorem 6.2, we considered maps
Rt CFX(K)) —> CF (Vg4 (K)).
3 CF (Vg 41 (K)) — CF (Y ZIZ/mZ)).
Fix & € Spin“(Y, K). Given s € Z, we have a projection map
" CFF (Vg2 (K)) —> CFF (Vg2 (K), Gy, i) (€ +5-PDK;)).

We prove the following analogue of Proposition 4.6 of [27]. The proposition considers
K C Y be an oriented knot in a rational homology sphere, and A a framing for which
Y; (K) is also a rational homology sphere. In this case, both CF* (Y, t) and CF™ (Y3, t)
are relatively Z—graded groups.

Proposition 6.7 Let K C Y be an oriented knot in a rational homology sphere, and
A a framing for which Y, (K) is also a rational homology sphere. Fix an absolute lift
of the relative 7 —grading on CF ™ (Y; (K), GYA(K),I?@))’ and an integer § > 0. Then,
given an integer b > 0, any sufficiently large k has the property that for each s with
|s| < b, there are absolute lifts of the relative Z —gradings on both

AL oo (V- B) = CP (Vg2 (K). ) € CFP (Vg (K))

and CF® (Y, GYK(é +s-PD[K,])) forall |s| < b, with the property that HA o f1 and

also the restriction of f2 | 48 (v,K) have degree zero.

&+s-PD[K) ]
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We return to a proof of Proposition 6.7 after two lemmas.

Recall (cf Equation (19)) that the map f1+ was defined by counting holomorphic
triangles for a Heegaard triple describing a four-manifold which we denoted X5,
whose boundaries consist of Y3 (K), Yur)u+1(K) and #871(S% x S1) # L(nk, 1).
We denote this four-manifold here by X'(k), to call attention to its dependence on k.

The following lemma is an adaptation of the proof of Lemma 4.7 from [27].
Lemma 6.8 Fix a constant Cy. Then, for all sufficiently large k, the following
statement holds. Each Spin® structure over Y, ., +3 (K) has at most one extension s

over X (k) whose restriction to #~1(S? x S')# L(nk,1) is the canonical Spin®
structure (in the sense of Definition 6.3, and for which

(28) Co < c1(s)% +nk.
Proof Observe that Hy (X (k);Z) =~ Z is generated by a surface ¥ with
»? = —nkd*(dk +1).

This can be seen, for example, by observing that the group of triply-periodic domains
in X (k) is generated by a relation of the form

—(dk+1)d -h+d-(nk-p+2) +a+b,

where a is a sum of curves among the «; with i = 1,..., g, and b a sum of curves
among the B; with j =1,..., g — 1. The intersection number of the first two curves —
which gives the self-intersection number of the homology class corresponding to the
triply-periodic domain — is —nkd?(dk + 1).

Thus, if s satisfies Inequality (28), then writing ¢ (s) = « - PD[X], we see that
nk — C() 1
| = | —F——==
nkd?*(dk +1) ~ 2

Now, any other Spin® structure over X (k) which interpolates between the same two
Spin® structures on Y; (K) and Yy.,+2(K) (and whose restriction to the remaining
boundary component #6~1(S2 x S')# L(nk, 1) is the canonical Spin® structure) has
the form s + j PD[X], for some integer j # 0; thus,

c1(s+ j -PD[E])? —¢1(s)> = 4(j*Z - = + j{c1(s).[Z]))

< —4j%nkd*(dk +1) (1 - M) < —2nkd*(dk +1).
J

for large enough k.

Of course, if k is sufficiently large, then Inequality (28) is violated. a
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Lemma 6.9 Fix K C Y with framing A. Fix also & € Spin°(Y, K) and t € 7. Then,
for sufficiently large §, there is a cycle § = {{s}(—p<s<b} € Ag(Y, K;b) with the
following properties:

e FEach component ag is homogeneous with respect to the relative grading on
s _
Hi(Agy oppix; (Y- K))-

e Foreachs=—b+1,...,b, the homology class of vf (¢s) is nontrivial.

e The element a is in the kernel of the map
D}, ALY, Kib) — BY(Y. K)
(from Equation (27)).

Proof We have a chain map

M5: X§(Y. K;b) — BL(Y. K: b)
defined by T8 ({as}—p<s<p) = (0°(a5)}—pt1<s<b-

Note that both maps

0 AL spppx,1 (Vs K) — BES s pppx, (Vs K)
h$®: AZ sk, 1 (Vs K) — BEY sppix; 1 (Vs K)

are isomorphisms. It follows easily that H*(XOO(Y K:b)) = Z[U, U], and indeed
the homology group is represented as a cycle ¢ & in AOO(Y K b), which has the prop-
erty that each component of T1%°(¢{*°) e [EBOO(Y K; b) is nonzero. By multiplying ¢*°
through by a sufficiently large power of U !, we can assume that {* is the image of
acycle {7 in X+(Y A, K:b) supported in A+(Y K b) which that the property that
each component of n+i¢h) e B;(Y K b) is nonzero. For § > 0, we can consider
the image % of ¢F in Xg(Y, K b). For suitably large § > 0, we can assume that each
component of TT%(¢%) is also nonzero. This element ¢? is the desired cycle. o

Proof of Proposition 6.7 Fix an absolute lift of the relative Z—grading on the complex
CFT(Yy(K),s), and fix some § > 0. Now, f15 decomposes as a sum of homogeneous
terms, indexed by those s € Spin®(X (k)) whose restriction to the boundary component
#871(S2 x S # L(nk, 1) is the canonical Spin® structure. By a suitable adaptation
of Equation (9), we see that each term is homogeneous of degree (c;(s)? + nk)/4
(in this application, note that X (k) has three, rather than two, boundary components,
and we are considering the pairing with a fixed homology class on the third term). It
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follows readily from Lemma 6.8 that there is at most one such Spin® structure which
can induce a nontrivial map from CF* (Yo (K), Gy, (k)(&)) to CF* Yakpu+1(K)).

Thus, we can grade CF S(Yn k-u+»(K)) so that each component of fl‘S has degree zero.

Similarly, we can endow ([s], CF3(Y, & + s -PD[K;]) C CF®(Y, Z[Z/mZ]) with the
grading for which

vB: A%, ppik, (Y- K) = CF (Yo (K). € +5 - PD[K;))
—> (s], CF(Y, £ + s - PD[K;)))

has degree zero. We must check that this is compatible with the grading for which

hl: AL oo (Y K) = CF (Vg pu42(K). € + s - PD[K;))
—> ([s]. CF*(Y. & + (s + 1) - PD[K,]))

has degree zero. But this follows from Lemma 6.9.

Specifically, let ¢ € A¢ (Y K b) the element given by Lemma 6.9, now thought of as a
homology class in X8 (Y, K:b). Let ne CF 8 (¥3) be an element mapped to ¢ under the
quasi-isomorphism q from CF3(Y3) to X?¢ (Y K;b). We argue that 7 can be taken to
be homogeneous with respect to the gradlng on CF? (Y3). To this end, we write out 1 as
a sum of terms 1o + 1, where 7¢ consists of the component of 7 in a fixed grading (to
be determined in a moment), and 7 consists of all components of 7 in other gradings.
Here, we choose 7 so that the component of ¢(ng) in Hy (ASJFS PD[K;, ](Y, K)) for
some fixed s is homologous to a; (as in Lemma 6.9). One can readily verify that 7o,
which is clearly a cycle as well, projects under ¢ to an element as in Lemma 6.9. O

With the above proposition in place, the proof of Theorem 6.1 follows from Theorem
6.4 by following the pattern from [27].

Specifically, according to Proposition 6.7, an absolute grading on CF’ SV (K )) induces
absolute gradings on both

@ AE"I‘S PD[K)L]

—b=<s=<b

and D (5. CFA(Y. Gy g (& +5-PDIK,))) C CF (Y Z[Z /nkZ)).
—b+n=<s<b

so that ff and fza both are graded maps with degree zero. Let
2. CF(Y: Z[Z/nkZ)) — CF*(Y. Gy g (€ + s - PD[K}])

denote the projection onto the summand ([s], CF 8 (Y, &+ 5-PD[K,))).
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Lemma 6.10 With respect to the above gradings, given § > 0, we have that for any
sufficiently large k and |s| < b, the map HSB o Hf is homogeneous of degree +1.

Proof This follows exactly the proof of Lemma 4.8 of [27] |

Proof of Theorem 6.1, in the case where ¢ and n have the same sign This now
follows exactly as in [27]. Specifically, Theorem 6.4 provides, for any § > 0, a
quasi-isomorphism between CF S(YA (K),s) and M (Df).

There is an integer » with the property that for all s > b, v and 4T are isomorphisms.
Thus, we can truncate the mapping cone at this level to obtain a quasi-isomorphic
complex. According to Proposition 6.7, the truncated mapping cone inherits a grading,
and according to Lemma 6.10, the quasi-isomorphism from Theorem 6.4 respects these
gradings. In effect, we have shown that for any § > 0, there is a graded isomorphism
of HF%(Y; (K)) with HFS (M (Df)). It is now a formal consequence (see Lemma 2.7
of [27] for details) that HF T (Y (K)) = HF T (M (D)), as well. a

6.4 The signs of d and n are opposite

In the case where the signs of d and # in Equation (3) do not coincide, we write instead
(29) d-r=—-n-pne Hy(Y—-K;Z)

where in this new notation now, both d and n are positive. Letting m = nk, we see
that in this case, PD[K ] has order dk — 1 in Hz(Ym.M+k).

Theorem 6.4 is obtained as before, with minor notational changes.

For example, the precise description of the b—truncated complexes (Equation (27))
needs to be modified. Specifically, for fixed relative Spin® structure &, and integers b
and § > 0, we define in this case h—truncated complexes

b b
v Rh) — + c N + c
BEOFD = D Moo 0B B D) =) B 1.
s=—b+1 s=—b
b b
8 e h) — 8 % 8 e B — 8 %
AgY. K:b) = D Agyspopi (VoK) Be(VK:b) =D Bey ook, (Y- K).
s=—b+1 s=—b

Again, we can add up v; and h; or vg and hg to define chain maps
D)—:b: A:F(Y, K:b) — ]B%j(Y, K;b),
D}, . AN(Y. K:b) — BI(Y. K; D),

from which we construct mapping cones X (A;5) and Xg (A D).
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Proof of Theorem 6.4 when ¢ and »n have opposite sign Applying Theorem 6.2 as
before, we have a description of HF®(Y; (K), s) as the homology of a mapping cone
of a map from CF‘S(Ym.“_,_;L (K)) to CF® (Y, Z|Z/mZ]), which decomposes as

A 8 % 8 %
) D AoV — D Beiero (Y K,

seZ/(dk—-1)Z seZ/dkZ

defined by adding

5. 46 7% 8 7%
Ug: A$+s PD[KA](Y’ K) B$+S~PD[KA](Y’ K)
8. 4 o ) i
and hy: SJrs_pD[KA](Y, K)— B§+(s+1)-PD[K,\](Y’ K).

Combining Lemma 6.5 with the positivity of d and n in Equation (29), we see that
for any &, if s is sufficiently large and &’ = & + s - PD[K} ], we have that hg, is null-
homotopic, and vg, is an isomorphism. It follows from this (together with the analogous
statement for s sufficiently small) that the mapping cone of ( fz‘s )’ is identified with
the mapping cone of

8\/7. 8 % 8 o
B D Ao — D By (Y- K,

s€Z/(dk—-1)Z s€Z/dkZ

gotten by adding all the maps v§ and hg. Lemma 6.5 and our hypothesis on the sign
of d ensures that this mapping cone is, in turn, identified with the truncated mapping
cone Xg(Y, A, K:;b). Theorem 6.4 in the present case now follows from an analogue
of Proposition 6.6, for negative truncation (whose proof, in turn, follows similarly:
note, however that now Xé(Y, A, K;b) is a subcomplex, rather than quotient complex,
of the untruncated version Xf (Y, A, K), and it is now the quotient of this complex
which is acyclic). a

To complete the proof of Theorem 6.1, we must verify that the quasi-isomorphism
between CF? (Yy,s) and the truncated mapping cone X‘S(Y A, K: b) respects rela-
tive gradings. We are using here the same relative grading on the mapplng cone
Xy, A, K), as before, and this gives the truncated version X¢ (Y A, K:;b) an anal-
ogous relative grading. We find it more convenient to work W1th negative-definite
cobordisms so we will be working with the map from Xf (A;b) to CF 5(Y;L (K)) with
component f35 (induced from the map ¥ in the proof of Theorem 6.2).

Thus, instead of studying the grading properties of fl+ (as we did in Lemma 6.8), we
study f3+ , the map associated to the cobordism W), from Y to Yj . To this end, we
have the following:
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Lemma 6.11 Fix an integer § > 0 and constant Cy. For all sufficiently large k, the
following condition holds. For each sy € Spin® (W) (K)), there is at most one Spin®
structure of the form s = sg + jk PD[F] with j € Z for which

Co < c1(s)* +nk.
Here, F denotes a generator of H>(W,(K),Y).

Proof This follows along the lines of Lemma 6.8, bearing in mind that now W, is a
negative-definite cobordism. a

The relevance of the lemma is the following: f35 (£ ® T is a sum of the maps
associated to Spin¢ structures s over the cobordism W (K) which differ by addition
of nk PD[u] = dk PD[A], under the identification H*(Y, K;Z) = H?*(W,(K)). By
Equation (7), the latter in turn correspond to dkZ - F orbits.

It follows from Lemma 6.11 that if & is sufficiently large, then given t € Spin°(Y) and
i € Z/nkZ, there is a unique Spin® structure on W) which contributes nontrivially
to f3‘S (£-TY) for any & € HF(Y,t). Specifically, according to Equation (9), the
nontriviality of the map places a lower bound (independent of k) on the square of the
first Chern class of any such Spin® structure (cf Corollary 4.7).

We are now able to use the absolute grading on Y3 (K) to fix an absolute grading
on IB%‘S(Y K;b); ie it is the one for which S5 5 has degree zero. We check that this
compatlble with the relative grading on X®(Y, K; b) in the spirit of Proposition 6.7. In
fact, we wish to show that the map

YO XLV, Kib) = M(fy) — CF(Y3(K))
induced by ¥4 (x, y) = HZS (x)+ f3 (») is a relatively graded map.

In the present case, the map Dg, ab is injective (rather than surjective, as it was before).
Indeed, we can always find a homogeneous cycle representing a nontrivial homology
class in the cokernel of Dg’ ab (using nontriviality of H F°°; see the proof of Lemma
6.9); indeed, we can find a representative of this homology class supported in any of
the b + 1 summands of B? (Y K b). It follows now that any of these representatives
is taken to a fixed, homogeneous homology class in CF B(Y;L (K)). This guarantees
compatibility of the relative gradings of the relative gradings on B5(Y K; b) induced
from the mapping cone with its relative gradings induced from the condltlon that f3 is
homogeneous of degree 0.

The preceding discussion shows that the component f3 of the map WS is homogeneous.
Seeing that the map H; 5 also respects the relative grading follows similarly: it, too,
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is induced by a negative definite cobordism, where at most one Spin® structure can
contribute, and the above argument shows that its grading shift is compatible with all
the other gradings.

Having established that 1//‘s is a graded quasi-isomorphism, the proof of Theorem 6.1
proceeds as before.

7 The proof of Theorem 1.1

If K CY is anull-homologous knot, then Y, /,(K) can be realized by surgery with
coefficient a inside the knot K# O/, C Y #(—L(q,r)), where a is the greatest integer
smaller than or equal to p/q, a =|p/q], and

and Oy/, C —L(q,r) is the knot which is obtained by viewing one component of the
Hopf link as a knot inside the lens space —L(g, r), thought of as —¢q/r surgery on the
other component of the Hopf link; cf Figure 2.

Figure 2: Thinking of K as a knot in the lens space obtained by performing
—g/r on the other component of this link, we obtain the knot O/, .

In view of these remarks, Theorem 1.1 is proved by combining a model calculation of
the knot Floer homology of O/, , the Kiinneth principle for connected sums, together
with the surgery formula of Theorem 6.1.

Of course, the complement of O,/, C —L(q,r) is a solid torus, and consequently,
there is an affine identification Spin®(—L(q.r), Oy4/,) = Z.
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Lemma 7.1 The knot Oy/, C —L(g,r) is a U—knot. Indeed, there is an affine
identification ¢ fitting into a commutative diagram

z Y Spin(L(g.r). Ogyy)

Jv lGL(q.r),Oq/r

7)q7 —=—  Spin°(L(q,r))

(where the left vertical arrow is the natural quotient map) with the property that

Z if0<i<g-—1,

HFK(L(q.7), Og/r. $(i)) = .
0 otherwise.

Proof Consider the standard genus one Heegaard decomposition of the lens space
—L(g,r), where « is a curve of slope 0/1 and B is a curve of slope —¢q/r. Placing
two basepoints w and z, separated by an arc which is disjoint from 8 and meets «
exactly once, we obtain a doubly-pointed Heegaard diagram for O,,, C —L(q,r). Of
course a N B consists of exactly g points {Xg,...,X4—1}, each one representing a
different Spin® structure over L(g,r). See Figure 3 for an illustration.

Figure 3: Heegaard diagram for O3/, . The intersection points X, X1, X2
are ordered so that €(xg, x1) = €(x1, x7) is a generator of the homology of
L3,2)—0;>.

Now, we have that

H\(T?—w—2) N Hy(T?)

(30) Hi(=L(q.1) = Ogpr) = =)= = g = 7 5

Z.

lle

We order the intersection points {xi}?;é in the order they are encountered as we
traverse the « circle in the complement of the arc from w to z. It is easy to see that
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with respect to this ordering, we have that €(x;, x;+1) = ¥, where here y is some
fixed generator of Hy(—L(q,r)— Oy/,) = Z. Let ¢(i) correspond to $y,7(x;). The
lemma follows. a

Suppose that K is a null-homologous knot in an integral homology three-sphere Y . In
this case, H>(Y, K) = Z, and also H>(Y #—L(q,r), K# Oy/r) = 7.

Lemma 7.2 Suppose that K C Y is a null-homologous knot in an integer homology
three-sphere. Under the connected sum

(Y. K) # (~L(q.7). Oy)) —> (Y #—L(q.r). K# Oyy,).

the following diagram commutes:

7Z®Z — Z

. 1

H*(Y,K)® H*(—L(q.r), Oy/y) —> H>*(Y#—L(q,r). K#0Oy,),

1R

where f(x,y) = gx + y. Moreover, under this correspondence, it K is the push-
off of K with respect to the integral framing a, then PD[K | represents the element
pEZ=H*(Y#—L(q.r),K#0,,), where p/g=a-+q]/r.

Proof Let m and £ denote the meridian and the longitude of O,/,. We have an
isomorphism H2(—L(q,r), Oy/r) = Z under which m and £ are mapped to ¢ and r
respectively. Now in Y #—L(q,r)— K#0Oy,, clearly the meridian of K is homologous
to a meridian for O/, , and hence it is mapped to ¢ under the isomorphism. Moreover,
the push-off of K is homologous a-m + £, which in turn is mapped to ag +r = p,
under this above map. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1 Fix an identification Spin“(Y #—L(q,r), K#Oy/,) = 7Z, and
correspondingly think of A (Y #—L(q,r), K # Oy/r) as indexed by s € Z. Since
Oy/r is a U—knot (cf Lemma 7.1), the Kiinneth principle for connected sums, in the
form of Corollary 5.3 applies to show that

AT (Y #=L(q.r), K#0y/,) = A (V)

for some g: Z —> Z (where here >~ means filtered quasi-isomorphic). Indeed, ac-
cording to Lemma 7.2, the formula g(s) satisfies s = gg(s) + j where, according to

Lemma7.1,0<j <gq;ie
s
g ==
q
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Recall also that PD[ K ] represents p times a generator of H>(Y#—L(q,r), K# Og/r)-

With these remarks in place, Theorem 1.1 is obtained as a direct application of
Theorem 6.1. |

7.1 The case of HF

Some of the algebra is simpler when one considers HF ™, rather than HF . To this end,
we let

~

D; p/q: Ai — I@i,
that s, Di p/qta\+ps)/asez = D1+ ps)/al sez.
where here
b+ ps)fa) = LG+ p9)/a) @LG+ps)/a) + G+ pGs—1)/a) @G+ pGs—1)/a)-
The proof of Theorem 1.1 adapts readily to this context to give the following:

Theorem 7.3 Let K C Y be a null-homologous knot. There is a relatively graded
isomorphism of groups

H*(Xi,p/q) = ITIF(Yp/q(K)» i)
foreachi € 7/ pZ.

7.2 Absolute gradings

In fact, Theorem 1.1 (and indeed Theorem 6.1) actually determines HF ' (Y, /¢ (K), 1)
as an absolutely graded group.

An absolute grading on X;’:p /q(K) compatible with the relative grading is specified by
fixing an absolute grading on B ['El- +ps)/q) (for any s), thought of as a subcomplex of
X,-pr /q(K) (note that it is independent of the choice of K'). This absolute grading in turn
is in turn determined by a grading on its homology Hx(B[{; . ps)/q)) =T T . Finally, that
datum is fixed by the requirement Hx(X;",/,(0)) = T in such a way that its bottom-
most nontrivial element is supported in dimension d(S ; / q(O), i)y=d(L(p,q),i).
(Explicit, recursive formulas for these rational numbers can be found in Proposition 4.8

of [15].)

This assertion follows easily from the proof of Theorem 1.1. Specifically, as in Section
6.3, the composite of

13 CP (Y3 (K)) —> CF* (Yupp1(K))
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with the projection onto CF® Ynk-p+a(K). ) C C’F‘S(Ynk.,“r;L (K)) is a homogeneous
map (provided that » is sufficiently large). Moreover, its degree depends on the
intersection form of the cobordism X (k) and the first Chern class of t. Moreover,
the proof of Theorem 6.4 shows that this map is also identified with the projection
Xé A — Ag(Y, K). Since the intersection form of X (k) does not depend on the
particular knot K, the claim follows.

8 Knots which admit L —space surgeries

Suppose that K C S3 is a knot which admits an L —space surgery with positive slope R.
Examples of such knots include all torus knots, and also knots from Berge’s list [1].
Moreover, an alternating knot K with unknotting number equal to one gives rise to
another knot C C S which admits an L—space surgery. This new knot C is obtained
by performing the unknotting operation, but connecting the two strands which were
crossed by an arc y; C then is the branched double-cover y, compare [23].

Theorem 1.2 says that for such a knot, the Alexander polynomial is determined from
the correction terms. In this application, we find it convenient to use the group HF T ;
to do this, recall the characterization of L —spaces in terms of this group [24]: a rational
homology three-sphere Y is an L-space if and only if for each t € Spin°(Y),

HFY (Y, ) =T,

The correction terms d (Y, t) of an L—space is the minimal grading of any homogeneous
element of HF Y, 0.

The symmetrized Alexander polynomial Ag (7") plays a role, since it is the Euler
characteristic of the knot Floer homology; ie

Y X(HFK(S*. K.9))-T* = Ag(T)
(cf Equation (1) of [19] or [28]).

Proof of Theorem 1.2 1t is easy to see that both maps vyt: Hy(A]) — Hi(B™)
and h}: Hy(A}) — Hy(B™) are surjective, since Hyx(B1) = HF*(S?), and both
maps are isomorphisms in all sufficiently large degrees.

Fix i € Z/pZ, and let s € Z be an arbitrary representative. Split AT =AteJ

_ + ., . . .
where J = P ts AL(i +ip)/al” From the above remarks, it is clear that the restriction

of Dl-‘f' p/q 10 Hx(J) surjects onto Hy (IB%;L). It follows at once that there is a surjection

: Ker (He(D;5,,): He(AT) — Hi(B)) — Hi(A]).
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Moreover, it follows from this surjectivity, combined with Theorem 1.1, that

Ker (Hx(Djf,0): He(A) — Hi(B)) = HFT (S, (K),i) =T,

The surjectivity of ¢, together with the fact that Hy(A}) = Hy(B™) in all sufficiently
large degree combine to show that Hy(A) ®7z Q =~ T ®z Q. Applying the same
argument, only taking coefficients in Z/ pZ for arbitrary p shows that Hy(A]) = T+.

Having established that Hy (A7) =~ 7, and that v;" and /] are isomorphisms in all
sufficiently large degrees, it follows that v} is modeled on multiplication by U Vs and
h is multiplication by U Hs where all Vy, Hg > 0.

The condition that Ker (H« (D, ,,): Hx(AT) —> Hu(B;")) =T ensures readily that

in each i € Z/pZ, there can be at most one integer s € Z for which both V| + ps)/q4]
and H|(i+ ps)/q] = 0. Our aim now is to determine which value of s has this property.

Let m(s) = min(V, Hy). We claim that
(31) m(sy) <m(sy) if s;<s3=<0o0rs; >s,>0.

To this end, we have an exact sequence

+
0 — C{i<Oand j =5} — C{max(i, j —s) >0} AN C{i=0} — 0.
Since X(bTF\K(K, s)) = as, it follows at once that for s > 0,
x(C{i <0and j = s}) =t,(K),

which in turn is the same as V. Similarly, x(C{i > 0 and j < s}) =t,(K) + s, which
is Hy. In particular, this (together with a symmetric argument for s < 0) shows that

(32) Vi<Hg; fors>0 and Vy> H; fors =<0.
Incidentally, we have just established that
(33) ts =m(s) > 0.

Note that there is a natural quotient map A7 —> A;’H , and indeed, the projection
of Af — B; factors through this quotient. It follows at once that {V}sez is a
nonincreasing sequence in s. Dually, {H}scz is an nondecreasing sequence in s.

Combining this with Equation (32), Equation (31) follows.

Having established that for each i € Z/ pZ, there is exactly one nonzero integer among
the {m(|(i + ps)/q])}sez, Equation (31) together with the fact that m(s) = m(—s)
(an easy consequence of Equation (33)) shows that whenever m(|i/q]) # 0, we have

IHIEEAL
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Finally, note that the bottom-most generator of At 7l is an element whose degree
is 2m(|i/q]) less than the corresponding generator for the unknot. In view of the
remarks from Section 7.2, the theorem now follows. a

Lemma 8.1 Let K C S3 be a knot. The map vy": A} — B™ is an isomorphism on
homology for all s > 0 if and only if HFK(K,s) = 0 for all s > 0.

Proof It is easy to see by descending induction on s that v; is an isomorphism on
homology for all s > d if and only if HFK(K,s) =0 forall s > d. a

Proof of Corollary 1.3 Suppose that S; q(K ) =~ » /q(O) Then, for some permuta-
tion o: Z/ pZ —> 7./ pZ, we have that HF"‘(S3 ,(0).1) = HF+(S3 ,(K).a (i) for
all 7. It follows from the proof of Theorem 1.2 (Equatlon (33)) that #; (K) > 0 for all i.

Summing Equation (2) over all i and using the hypothesis that S3 /4 (K) =~ (0)

we conclude that #;(K) = 0. It follows that Vg = 0 for s > 0, ie v"’ H* (A ) —
HF*(S?) is an isomorphism for all s > 0. According to Lemma 8.1, HFK(K, s)=0
for all s # 0, and hence, according to [18], K is the unknot. O

Proof of Corollary 1.4 If g £ 0, according to [18], HFK (K, g) #0. Thus, according
to Lemma 8.1, v;_l is not an isomorphism on homology, and hence 7,1 # 0. We
can immediately conclude from the statement of Theorem 1.2 that |r| > 2g — 2. This
bound can be improved to |r| > 2g — 1, by looking more carefully at the proof of

Theorem 1.2.

Suppose that |r| <2g — 1. In view of Equation (31) and the fact that m(s) = m(—s),
we see that for i = ¢(g — 1), both m(|i]) # 0 and m(|(i — p)/q]) # 0. But in the
proof of Theorem 1.2, it is shown that if S?(K) is an L—space, then there is at most
one s € Z for which both V| ps)/q) and H| 4 ps)/q) 18 zero. This contradiction
shows that for S3(K) to be an L—space, we must have that |r| > 2g — 1. a

9 On cosmetic surgeries

Under favorable circumstances, the existence of an orientation-preserving homeomor-
phism HF (S3(K)) = HF (S S3 (K)) for distinct r and s forces the knot Floer homology
of K to agree with that for the unknot, and hence for the knot to be unknotted. This
is not always the case, though. For example, the knot K = 944 has the property
that HF T (Sil(K)) ~ HF* (SEI(K)), although Sil(K) £ SEI(K). Specifically,
according to Theorem 6.1 of [22], the knot 944 has

HFK(K.i) = 2,
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where the subscript indicates the degree in which the summand is supported, and a; is
the 7 —th coefficient of the Alexander polynomial

Ag(T)=) a;-T' =T 24T+ 74T + T2,
i€Z
It is now a straightforward application of the surgery formula, either in the form given

in the present paper or from [27], that

HF(S3,(K)) = T, ® Loy ® Z{_y) = HF T (S2,(K)).

On the other hand, Walter Neumann [14] informs us that the manifolds S il(K)
and S3 (K) can be distinguished (using the computer program Snap [3]; see also
SnapPea [33]) by their hyperbolic volume; one has hyperbolic volume roughly 5.52,
the other has hyperbolic volume roughly 5.27.

Our results here can be proved by restricting attention to Floer homology with coef-
ficients in any field I, which we suppress from the notation. For concreteness, we
restrict to IF = 7 /27, so that eg I-/ITT(S3) denotes the homology H, (@(53) Rz F).
Indeed, we work here throughout the present section with HF (rather than HF™T).

Definition 9.1 Define v(K) by
v(K) = min{s € Z | Us: Ay —> (/]77(53) induces a nontrivial map in homology}.

Lemma 9.2 If K C S3 and m(K) denotes its mirror, then either v(K) or v(m(K))
is nonnegative.

Proof Let {Fs}secz be the knot filtration of CF (S3) (ie in the notation of Section 3
Fs = Cgy{j < s}, where & € Spin®(S 3, K) is the relative Spin® structure with trivial
first Chern class) and let

1(K) = min{s € Z | Hy(Fs) — HF(S?) is nontrivial}.
Recall that 1(K) = —t(m(K)) and also that
(34) V(K)=1(K)ort(K)+1

(cf Lemma 3.3 of [16] and Proposition 3.1 from the same reference respectively; or
alternatively, see [28]). O

The integer v(K) dictates the maps on homology induced by all the h s and Uy,
according to the following two lemmas.

Lemma 9.3 For all s > v(K), Vg induces a nontrivial map in homology.

Proof This follows at once since the image of Uy is Fy, and Fs € Fy if s <t. O
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Lemma 9.4 Ifv(K) >0, then forall s > 0, (hy)x = 0.

Proof The image of /i;: Ay —> B is identified with F_; C B, thus, if s > 0 and
7(K) > 0, then the map on homology induced by A; is trivial. o
For knots with v(K) = 0, we will need also to understand the behaviour or

(ho ® Do)x: Hy(Ag) — Hy(B® B)~F @F.
Recall that the total rank of HF (Y) is independent of the orientation of Y :
(35) rank HF (—Y) = rank HF (Y).

(Indeed, in Proposition 2.5 of [20], it is shown that HF* (-Y) = HF «(Y).) We apply
this principle, together with the observation that

(36) S}(K)=-S2,(m(K)).
Lemma 9.5 Let K C S3 be a knot, and suppose that v(K) = v(m(K)) = 0. Then,
the image of
(ho ®Vo)«: Hx(Ag) — Hx(B®B)~FaF
is one-dimensional; indeed, it is spanned by the diagonal element.
Proof Let §(K) denote the dimension of the image of
(ho ® Do)w: Hy(Ag) — H(B® B)~F @F,
and let a¢(K) denote the dimension of Hi (/’1\0 (K)). We verify that §(K) = 1.
For large enough integral surgeries N, we have that
(37) rank HF(S3(K), 0) = ao(K).

(This follows the rational surgery formula; but in fact it also follows simply from
Theorem 4.1.) Similarly, CF(S? N (K),0) is described as the mapping cone of

ﬁo @ vo: /’1\0(1() —> B®B.
Thus, we have
(38) rank HF (S y (K), 0) = ag(K) + 2 —28(K).
Consider the equations
rank(HF(S3(K), 0)) = rank (HF(S2 5, (m(K), 0))),
rank(HF (S y (K), 0)) = rank (HF(S2 5 (m(K), 0)))
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(both of which are straightforward combinations of Equations (35) and (36)), and
substitute Equations (37) and (38) to conclude that

ao(K) = ao(m(K)) + 2 —28(m(K)).
ao(m(K)) = ao(K) + 2 —28(K),

from which it follows at once that

(39) §(K) + 8(m(K)) = 2.

Now, v(K) =0 implies that 6(K) > 0 (since Do induces a nontrivial map on homology).
This, together with Equation (39) implies that 6(K) = §(m(K)) = 1.

By symmetry, we know that H*(§ &) é) projects nontrivially to each factor. Since
5(K) = 1, we conclude that the image of (fg @ V)« is the diagonal subspace. a

We would like to calculate the rank of HF (S 3 (K )). It suffices to consider knots K
with v(K) > v(m(K)), since rankHF(S3/ (K) = 1rankHF(S3 »la (m(K)) (by Equa-
tions (35) and (36)).

Proposition 9.6 Let K C S3 be a knot, and fix a pair of relatively prime integers p
and g with p # 0 and g > 0, and suppose that v(K) > v(m(K)).

If v(K) >0 or p >0, then

rankHF( 5/ (K))

“0) = p+2max(0, 2v(K) —1)qg — p) + q(z (rank Ha(Ay) - 1))

N

If v(K) =0 and p <0, then

(41) rank HF (S, (K)) = |p|+q(Z(rankH*(/fs)—l)).

N

Proof In view of Equation (34), either v(K) > 0 or v(K) =v(m(K)) =0. Using
Theorem 7.3 to express HF(S3 (K)) in terms of H, (Xp/q) calculating the rank of
H, (X p/q) 1S now stralghtforward application of Lemma 9.3 and Lemma 9.4 when
v(K) > 0, and furthermore Lemma 9.5 when v(K) = 0. Indeed, in the case where
v(K) > 0, the cokernel D has rank max (0, 2v(K) — 1)q — p), while its kernel has
rank

p +max(0, 2v(K)—1)g — p) + q(z (rank H*(/fs) — 1))

N

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 11 (2011)



52 Peter S Ozsvdth and Zoltdn Szabo

In the case where v(K) =0 and p > 0, its kernel has rank the cokernel is trivial, and

kernel has rank
p+ q(z (rankH*(/fs) — 1))

s
(ie these formulas agree with the formulas when v(K) > 0). In the case where v(K) =0
and p < 0, the cokernel has rank | p|, while its kernel has rank

Q(Z(fankfl*(ffs)—l)). -

N

(The above proposition holds even in the case where p and ¢ are not relatively prime,
with the understandlng that if (p,q) = a, then HF (S 3 /4 (K)) denotes the direct sum
of @ many copies of HF(S a ,(K)), where here p' = p/a, ¢’ =q/a.)

The following result is analogous to Lemma 8.1.

Proposition 9.7 Let K be a knot with v(K) = 0 and rank Hy(As(K)) = 1 for all
s € Z. Then, K is the unknot. More generally,

g(K) =max(v(K),{s € Z | rankH*(//l\s_l) > 1}).

Proof Recall [18] that
g(K) =max{t € Z | HFK(K, 1) # 0}.

This readily implies that the map v: Ay —> CF (S?) induces an isomorphism in ho-
mology for all s > g(K): Ay has a subcomplex C{i <0, j = s}, the kernel of v,
which is easily seen to be acyclic (as it is filtered by subcomplexes whose associated
graded has homology isomorphic to P, HFK (K, 1)), and moreover its image in
C{i = 0} consists of the subcomplex C{i =0, j < s}, whose quotient is acyclic.

Thus, we have proved that

g(K) > max(v(K), {s € Z|rank H,(4;) > 1}.
Now consider

vl
0—C{i<0,j>g—1}—C{max(i,j—g+1) >0} —> C{i =0} — 0,

where the middle term here is, of course A;_l . Since HFK(K,t) = H«(C{(0,7)})=0
for all ¢+ > g, it follows from the natural filtration that Hy(C{i < 0j > g —1}) =
Hi({(—1,g—1)}) = H«(C{0, g}) = HFK(K, g) # 0. It follows at once that Uy_; is

not an isomorphism. It follows at once that either the map is not surjective, in which
case V(K) = g — 1, or it has kernel, in which case rank Hx(Ag_1) > 1. a
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Theorem 9.8 Let K C S3 be a knot, and suppose that r and s are distinct rational
numbers with the property that S (K) = £S52(K). Then, either S} (K) is an L—space,
or r and s have opposite signs.

Proof Since H;(S3 Yp/q (K);Z) = 7] pZ, we can fix p throughout Now, accord-
ing to Proposition 9.6, for fixed p, and positive integral ¢, rank HF (S 3 (K)) is a
monotone nondecreasing function of ¢g. In fact, the function is strlctly monotone
except possibly for sufficiently small ¢, for which the rank is p. But this ensures that

p /q(K ) is an L—space. The same remarks hold for the function rank HF (S 3p /a (K))
for fixed p and positive, integral ¢. Since the total rank of HF (Y) is an invariant of
the underlying (unoriented) three-manifold, cf Equation (35), the result holds. O

Proposition 9.9 If K is a nontrivial knot with v(K) = v(m(K)) = 0, then if there
are rational numbers r, s € Q with r # s and Sr3 (K) =~ Ss3 (K), then r = +£s.

Proof According to Proposmon 9.6, if rankHF(S3 (K)) = rankHF(S3 ,(K)) for
q’ # +q, then rank H, (As) =1 for all 5. Now, in V1ew of Proposition 9 7 K is the
unknot, contrary to our assumption. Thus, it follows that for a cosmetic surgery on K,
r=-—s. O

Theorem 9.10 Let K C S* be a knot with Seifert genus equal to one. Then if
S3(K) = SS3(K) as oriented manifolds, then either S>(K) is an L—space orr =s.
Proof In view of Theorem 9.8, we can assume r >0 and s <0, and v(m(K)) <v(K).
As in the proof of Proposition 9.7, it is clear that

Ot Hy(As(K)) — HF(S?)
is an isomorphism for all s > 0. Also, v(K) < 1.

We exclude the possibility that v(K) = 1. For S2(K), we consider the description
of HF(S?(K)). There are a priori two types of Spin® structure: those for which the
mapping cone contains a copy of Ay(K), and those for which it does not; and there is
always at least one Spin® structure of the first type. For Spin® structures t of the first
type, HF(S? (K), t) is described by
Hy(Ao(K)" @ F"!

(while for those of the second type, HF (S2(K),t) = F; but we will not use this here).
Next, for any Spin® structure t' over S2(K), HF(S3(K),t') has the form

Hy(Ag(K)" @ F™H!,

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 11 (2011)



54 Peter S Ozsvdth and Zoltdn Szabo

Fix now t with HF(S3(K),t) = Hy(A(K))™ & F™~1, which in turn is identified
with HF(S2(K),t) for suitable ¢ (by the hypothesis that S?(K) = S3(K)). Since
rank Hy (/fo (K)) # 0 (since its Euler characteristic is 1), the equality of these two
ranks forces at once that m2 = n 4+ 1 and rank H, (/fo(K)) = 1. But it is easy to see
that a relatively graded isomorphism

Hy(Ag(K))" ' @ F( ) = Hy(Ao(K))"[1] @ (g
cannot possibly hold.

In the case where v(K) = 0, the relatively graded isomorphisms between the Floer
homologies in the various Spin® structures give rise to

K" @F(O) >~ K[l]m @F(O),
where here K is the kernel of the map on homology
(Do EB/”I\())*Z H*(//l\()) —FoaF.

Moreover, we can always choose some Spin® structure for which n # 0. Such a
relatively graded isomorphism can hold only if the rank of K is zero. In turn, this
forces rank Hy (/fo) = 1. From Proposition 9.7, it follows now that K is a trivial knot,
contradicting our hypothesis. a

In a different direction, the algebra can be used in some cases to exclude cosmetic
surgeries with a fixed numerator p (ie first homology of the surgered manifold). We
content ourselves here with a discussion of the case where p = 3.

Theorem 9.11 Suppose that K is a nontrivial knot. Then, if r,s € Q both with
numerators having absolute value 3, and with r # s, we have that S3(K) % S2(K) as
oriented manifolds.

Proof By reflecting if necessary, we can assume without loss of generality that
v(K) > v(m(K)). Moreover, by Lemma 9.2, it follows that v(K) > 0.

The possibility that v(K) > 3 is excluded by counting ranks. According to Proposition
9.6, we have that

rankfIF(Si3/q(K)) =3+4+¢q- (2(2V(K) -1+ Z (rankH*(Xs) — 1))

When v(K) > 3, then for all ¢, we have that
(42) 3<(Qv-—1)g,
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and hence
rankHF(S3/q(K)) =-34g¢q- (2(2v(K) —1)+ Z (rank H*(/’l\s) — 1))

It follows that
(43) rank HF(S3, (K)) < rank HF(S2 5, (K)).
Moreover, since

(44) 6<2(2v(K)—1)+Z(rankH*(ffs)—1)»

we also have that

(45) rank HF(S2 5, (K)) <rank HF(S3,, ,  (K)).

3/q

and hence the three-manifolds {S33 Iq (K)}qez are all distinct.

Next, we turn our attention to excluding v(K) = 2. When v(K) =2 and ¢ = 1,
Inequality (42) fails, but it is still the case that rank HF (S 33 (K)) < rank HF (Si3(K ).
However, for g > 1, Inequality (42) holds. The above argument (used when v(K) = 3)
can fail, however, if Inequality (44) fails. Thus, it remains to exclude the possibil-
ity that S2,, (K) = 83, (K) (when ¢ =1 (mod 3)). Now, HF(S?;, (K)) =
HF (S3 g+ (K )) forces equahty, rather than the inequality of Equation (44) In par-
ticular, this forces rank Hi (A ) =1 for all s and, since X(A ) =1, each Hy (As) is
supported in even degree, relative to the corresponding group for the unknot. Indeed,
we claim that both H, (/IO) and H, (//1\ 1) are supported in negative degrees (again,
relative to the unknot). This can be seen by considering the diagram

HFt(A}) —— HF(4y)

(46) ot | 3 l

HFt(B}) —— HF(By)

for s =0, 1. Since H. (/fo) and H, (/Il) have rank one, it follows that HF(A]) =
T for s =0, 1 and that v]" is multiplication U’ for some is > 0. Indeed, for s =0, 1,
we have that ig > 0, in view of Diagram (46) and the hypothesis that v(K) = 2. It now
follows that H (/To) and H, (/f 1) are supported in negative degrees (relative to the
unknot). We can now exclude the existence of an absolutely graded isomorphism

@7 HF(S25,,(K).0) = HF«(S25, 1 (K). 0)

3/q
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with ¢ =1 (mod 3). To this end, it helps to recall that for ¢ =1 (mod 3) and U the
unknot,

HF(S3,,U).0) = HF(S2,,,,U).0) =F

is supported in degree 1/2. By considering the mapping cone calculation of
HF «(S3 3/(g+1) (K) 0) we see that this group is nontrivial in degree 1/2, while the
even degree part of HF (S 3 (K) 0) with d = 1/2 (mod 2) is carried by elements
from Hy_ 1/2(/10) and H;_ 1/2(A1) which we have seen already forces d < 1/2,
and hence the impossibility of an isomorphism as in Equation (47).

We turn our attention now to the case where v(K) = 1. Let

C = Z (rankH*(/fs)— 1).

First, we check ¢ = 1, 2, where Inequality (42) fails, and we find

rank HE(S /I(K))_3—|—C rankHF(S 3/1(K))—5—|—C
rankHF(S3/2)=3+2C rank HF(S> 3/2)—7—i-2C rank HF (S /4)—5+4C

This sequence is not monotone increasing only if C =0 or C = 2. Above this range,
Inequality (42) holds, and in fact Inequality (44) holds except if C =0, 2, or 4. (Note
that C is even.) In sum, the ranks of the Floer homology groups of various surgeries
are distinct except when C = 0, 2, or 4. In the case where C = 2, it follows from
symmetry that rank H, (/TO) = 3, and rank H, (/fs) =1 forall s #0.

Thus, in the cases where C = 0 or 2, Proposition 9.7 ensures that K is a knot with
Seifert genus equal to one. According to Theorem 9.10, S}(K) must be an L—space,
and in particular C = 0. But if K is a knot with Seifert genus one, some positive
surgery on K gives an L —space, then by considering Proposition 9.6, we can conclude
that ¢ = 1 or 2. But the Q/Z—valued linking form ensures that S3/1 (K) £ S3/2(K).

When v(K) =1, we are left with the remaining case that C = 4. Once again, since
)((/I s) = 1, there are two ways in which the total rank C can in principle distribute
over the Hy (/T ). either Hy (//1\0) has rank 5 (and H. (/f s) has rank one for all other s)
or there is exactly one positive s with rank H (/f s) = Hy (/f_s) = 3 and for all ¢
with |¢| # |s|, rank H (/I,) = 1. In the first case, Proposition 9.7 again ensures that
g(K) =1, and hence we can apply Theorem 9.10 (which in turn ensures C =0, a
contradiction).

We consider now the case where v(K) = 1, and C = 4, where the total rank is
distributed so that rank Hy(As) = rank H«(A—_s) = 3. The previous analysis shows
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that

rank HF (S ;1K) =1 rank HF(S3 n(K) =9

rankHF(S /2) =11 rankHF(S_3/2) =15 rankHF(S /4) =21.
while for g > 4

rankHF(S (K)) < rankHF(S (K)) = rankHF(S3/q+1(K)).

3/q -3/q

Thus, we need only exclude the poss1b111ty that S~ 3 (K )= S; 3 3g+1 (K) when g > 4.
This in turn is done by comparing HF(S3 (K) 0) and HF(S3/ +1(K),0). Indeed,
forany ¢ >4 and ¢ =1 (mod 3) we prove the following claims (in the case at hand;
ie K is a knot with C =4, rankHF(Ao) =1,v=1):

(1) There is a unique rational number ¢; such that rank Ifﬁ?d1 (S° 33 /q (K),0) is odd.

(2) There is a unique rational number d, such that rank HFar2 (S 3/q +1(K),0) is
odd.

To prove (1) and (2), note that the mapping cone picture for both CF (S 3 3/q (K ) 0)
and CF (S; 3 3/q Jrl(K) 0) is symmetric, by a symmetry which exchanges A with A_s
and the maps % and £ (and preserves all absolute gradings). This involution fixes a
copy of Ao when ¢ is odd and a copy of Bo when ¢ is even. Indeed, in the case where
v(K) = 1, we obtain splittings

- A X @ X' ifqis odd,

CF(S3,,,(K),0) ~ | Aokl @ X &L il gis o
Bole1]® X ® X' if ¢ is even,
Bolo)]® X @ X7 if ¢ is odd,

CF(S K),0
(3/q+1( ).0) = {Ao[ez]EBXEBX/ if ¢ is even,

where the complexes X and X’ in the four above cases are different, but in each
particular case, X ~ X’ (as graded complexes). Moreover and /f[m] and E[m] denote
the complexes A and B with a shift in grading by m. Claims (1) and (2) follow
immediately.

We must now calculate the shifts in grading appearing above. Comparing with absolute
gradings of HF (3 3/ (U),0) (see [15]), we find that the shifts are given by

1 1 3 1
01—2 e = > 0y = ) €y = 2

Next, we claim that v(K) =1 and rank HF (/fo) =1 imply that HF (/fo) is supported in
grading § < —2 (relative to the unknot). An analogous statement was established when
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excluding the possibility that v(K) = 2; the present case follows very similarly (ie it is
gotten easily by inspecting Diagram (46) with s = 0, and noting that HF (Ag') =T+
and v(;r is a nontrivial map).

We conclude that

di — 8+ 1/2 if g isodd,
' —1/2 if ¢ is even,

_)-3/2 if ¢ is odd,
B §—1/2 if q iseven,

so di = d, occurs only if § = —2 and ¢ is odd.

Thus, we need consider only ¢ = 6n + 1 for n > 1. In this case, we find that (since
v=1)

(48) rank HF_1/3(S25 6,11 (K). 0) = 2n+ 2.

Moreover, 1nspect1ng the grading shifts for the description of HF (S3 y/6n +2(K).0)
(and using that rank HF (As) = 3, we find that the components in HF (S3 J6n +2(K).0)
coming from the various summands corresponding to A come in different gradings; the
same is true for the various summands corresponding to A_s, ﬁnally, there are no other
groups contributing in degree —1/2. Thus, we find, rank HF_1/2(S3/6n+2(K)) <2.
This, together with Inequahty (48) excludes the existence of a graded isomorphisms

HF(S3 (K),0) =~ HF(S3, . (K),0) when v(K) =1 and C = 4.

3/6n+1 3/6n+2

Finally, we turn attention to the case where v(K) = 0. Since K is a nontrivial knot,
Proposition 9.9 ensures that the only possibility is that .S 33 Iq (K)=S3 3/q (K). But this
is easily excluded by the QQ/Z—valued linking form. O

9.1 Proofs of theorems in Section 1.2

Theorem 1.5 is a restatement of Theorem 9.10 proved above. Theorem 1.6 is stated and
proved as Theorem 9.8 above. Theorem 1.7 is a restatement of Theorem 9.11 stated
and proved above.

10 Seifert fibered spaces

Methods from this paper lead to the calculation of the Heegaard Floer homology groups
of a large class of Seifert fibered spaces, with coefficients in F = Z /27 . The primary
ingredients here are the calculation of the knot Floer homology of the “Borromean
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knot” (cf Section 9 of [19]), the knot Oy, considered in Section 7 and Theorem 6.1.
Our aim here is to state and prove these results.

Let h: Z —> Z be a function with the property that

lim A(s) = +oo.

s—>+o0
We describe here a natural F[U]-module associated to /. It is interesting to compare

the following construction with a construction of Némethi [13]; see also [17].

A well at height n is a pair of integers (i, j) with i < j —2 and the property that
h(k)<nforalli <k < j,while h(i) >n and h(j) > n. Let W,,(h) denote the set of
wells at height n, and let M, (%) denote the free Abelian group generated by W, (h).

If x € Wy(h) and y € Wy,_(h), we write x > y if x = (i, j) and y = (i’, j') with
i <i’ < j' < j.Define

U: My(h) — My—1(h)

by the formula U-x= Z ¥,
{yeWn—1(h) | x>y}
and let HF* (h) = @D Ma(h)
nez

be the induced module over F[U]. Indeed, we can view this as a graded F[U] module
by the grading which sends W, () to 2n.

In the language of Némethi, the set of wells forms a root, and HIF * (/) is the associated
F[U]-module.

Let Y be a Seifert fibered space over a genus g orbifold with Seifert invariants
(a,r1/q1,...,rn/qn) over a genus g base; see [30; 29; 7]. The orbifold degree is the
quantity

deg(Y)=a+ E ;—l
. l
l

Recall that b, (Y) is even if and only if deg(Y) # 0. By reversing the orientation on Y,
we can arrange for deg(Y) > 0.
There is a presentation of the first homology of Y as
a-moy +Z:’=1 mj = 07
I,...,n

ri-mo—gqi-m; =0, 1=

(49) H(Y;Z) ~

(cf below for more specifics).
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Theorem 10.1 Let Y be a Seifert fibered space over a genus g orbifold with positive
degree, and Seifert invariants (a,7r1/q1,...,"n/qn). There is an affine identification
Spin€(Y) =~ H,(Y; Z) with the following properties.

e The HF ' (Y, s) is nontrivial only to those Spin® structures which are supported
in the span of my, ..., my (in the notation of Equation (49)).

e Let s be some Spin® structure over Y, and let £y -mqy + &1 -my + -+ &, -my,
be a representative with 0 < &; < q;. For integers —g <t < g, let8;: 7. — 7
be the function defined by

8i(s) = (=)' r + (Eo ta-s+) L%J)

i=1
and h;: Z —> 7 be the function:
SUZls)  ifs>0
1/2 ift <& =0
ha(s) = . +10 ifs =0
50—2/2 Iflzéo )
— Y =g 0:(i) ifs<0
Then, there is a relatively 7 —graded isomorphism of F[U]-modules:

(50) HF (Y, s) ED AET H (S F) ®p HF V (h;).
—g=<t=<g

In the above statement, the factor A1 is not meant to affect grading (grading shifts
from H;(X;Z) have been incorporated in the definition of /,(s)). Note also that the
right-hand-side is graded only in the relative sense, corresponding to our choice of s.

Note that in the case where g = 0, this recaptures (as a relatively Z—graded group)
the description of HF ™ for rational homology Seifert fibered spaces given by Némethi
in terms of his “computational sequences”. We prove Theorem 10.1 in Section 10.2
below, after giving some sample calculations.

Although we have described here the Floer homology only as a relatively graded group,
the absolute grading can be obtained by comparing the summand corresponding to
t = 0 with the calculation of genus zero Seifert fibered spaces from [17]; see also [13].

10.1 Sample calculations

We begin with some generalities. Suppose that 4: Z — Z is a function with
limg> 400 1(s) = 400. Let §(s) = h(s) — h(s — 1). Clearly, the rank of KerU C
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HF *(h) agrees with the number of pairs of integers (i, j) with i < j, (i) < 0,
8(j)>0and §(k) =0 forall i <k < j (ie these are the local minima of /).

In the case of Theorem 10.1, explicitly finding these local minima is a straightforward
matter: in the statement of the theorem, §;(s) differs from a linear function of s by a
periodic function whose period is the least common multiple of 2 (when ¢ # 0) and

the integers {¢;}7_, .
We use Theorem 10.1 to calculate the Seifert fibered space over a genus one base, and
Seifert invariants (—1,1/2,2/3). Note that H,(Y;Z) = 7?2, and there is a unique

Spin® structure with nontrivial HF ' .
To calculate it, we proceed as follows. Observe that
Si(s+6)=146;(s).
Moreover, the sequence {§¢ (s)}§=0 is
{0,—1,0,0,0,0}.

Set t = 0. The sequence of integers {/¢(i)} clearly has a unique local minimum. It
follows that the corresponding summand of HF*(Y') is isomorphic to

H(TH @z T = (T

In our subsequent descriptions, we will fix an absolute grading lifting the relative
grading, with the additional convention that this corresponding summand of HF T (Y)
is isomorphic to (7’(33)2. Indeed, this convention corresponds to the naturally induced
absolute grading on HF1(Y), as can be seen by comparing against the case where
g = 0, and observing that the Seifert fibered space with corresponding invariants is S3.

When ¢t = —1, all of the minima of the sequence {/_;(i)};ez clearly occur for
—5<i <12, where {§_1(s)}.2_ takes the form

{-3,0,-2,0,—-2,1,-2,1,-1,1,—-1,2,-1,2,0,2,0, 3}.

12

We plot the corresponding function {1 (s)};Z_

summand of HFT(Y) takes the form

in Figure 4. Thus, the corresponding

+ 2 2
Tty ® Zi1y @ Ly

under the normalization convention established in the previous paragraph. Perhaps
a few words are in order regarding the normalization. The minimum value of the
sequence {hy(s)}sez is —1; ie it has grading —2. To obtain then the renormalized
absolute grading of a well at a local minimum of /2;(s), we must add 2 to this minimal
value.
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In the case where ¢ = 1, we have that {§; (i )}}i _s takes the form
{-1,-2,0,-2,0,-1,0,-1,1,—-1,1,0,1,0,2,0,2, 1},

which clearly contains all the minima of {/{(i)} for i € Z. It follows that the corre-
sponding summand of HF* (Y) is of the form 7'(:) S F1.

Figure 4: Height function for the Seifert fibered space with invariants
(=1,1/2,2/3) at t = —1

Putting this together, if Y denotes the Seifert fibered space over a genus one base with
Seifert invariants (—1, 1/2,2/3), then its Heegaard Floer homology can be described
as a graded F[U] module by

+ N 2 2 + +12 +

10.2 Proof of Theorem 10.1

It is useful to have a mild generalization of the rational surgeries formula.

Definition 10.2 Let K C Y be a null-homologous knot in a three-manifold Y . Fix
an integer a and an n—tuple of rational numbers {g;/r;}7_,. Consider an n—tuple of
unknotted circles O; each of which links K once, and which are pairwise mutually un-
linked. Let Y(K, a,{qi/ri};_,) denote the three-manifold obtained as a—surgery on K,
followed by —¢;/r; surgery on each O;. This three-manifold Y (K, a, {g;/ri}7_,) is
said to be obtained as a generalized rational surgery on K C Y , with Seifert invariants

(a.{qi/ri}i—,).

For fixed K C Y, let

Y'=Y#(#_ L(gi.r1)) and K'=K#(#_, Ogyr,)
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mq ny ns

—_—
—_—
—_—

—q1/1r —q2/12 —q3/13
Figure 5: A schematic illustration of generalized rational surgery. We take
here n = 3. K represents some initial knot, and {g;/ ri}l?:] represent surgery
instructions on the unknots, while K is framed with framing a. The lightly
drawn circles represent generators of the homology of the complement of the
dark link (they are meridians).

in the notation of Section 7. Of course, Y (K, a,{q;/ri}}_,) can be thought of as the
three-manifold gotten by a—surgery on K’ C Y.

As an example, if we start with the unknot K C S3 and form the three-manifold
S3(K,a,{qi/ ri}i_,), we obtain the Seifert fibered space whose base has genus zero,
n singular fibers and Seifert invariants (a, {¢;/ri}7_,), with the standard conventions.
More generally, if we start with the Borromean knot By C #28(S! x $2) (this is the
knot obtained by taking zero surgery on two of the components of the Borromean rings
to obtain a knot B; in #2(S! x S?), and then taking the connected sum of g copies
of Bp), the resulting three-manifold #%€(S! x Sz)(Bg, a,{qi/ri};—,) is the Seifert
space over a genus g base orbifold with Seifert invariants (@, g /ri}7_,)-

Of course,
H](Y—K;Z)GBZMI GBEBZm,,
a-mo+> i mi=0, '
1,...,n

ri-mgo—gqi-m; =0, i =

H; (Y/; 7) =

where here mg € H1(Y — K;Z) denotes the homology class of the meridian of K.
We can change basis, letting g; = a; - mo + b; - m;, where here a; -q; +ri-b; =1, to
obtain a presentation
H((Y-K;Z)BPLg1 B - BPLgn
a-mo+3i_iri-gi =0, '
1,...,m

mo—qi-gi =0, i =

H(Y'Z) ~

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 11 (2011)



64 Peter S Ozsvdth and Zoltdn Szabo

Consider the map
B: Hi(Y —K';Z) — H{(Y — K;7Z)
defined by BlEo+&1-g1+++Engn) =Fo+ (Z [q—J)
i=1 1
Letting N =a-mo+ Y i_ ri - & be the push-off of K, we have that
Hi(Y(K.a,{qi/ri}j—):Z) = HFi(Y' = K')/Z-N.
Given E € H{(Y — K), define

Al = D6 A p sy (V- K) and By =D, By (V)

SEZ SEZ
+ At +
and Digy: Alg) — By
with [E]{as}seZ = {bs}sez
where a; € Adeg(EJrs ) and by € Bdeg(E+S N) by

_ 5t i
bs - hﬂ(E+(s—1)~N)(aS—1) + vlg(E+s.N)(as)-

Proposition 10.3 Let K C Y be a null-homologous knot, and fix E € Spin°(Y’ — K').
Suppose moreover that by (Y (K, a,{qi/ri})) = b1(Y). There is a map
Ji Hy\(Y' = K') — Spin“(Y(K, a,{gi/1i])

with the property that for each E € Y' — K’ for which c¢;(f(E)) is a torsion class,
we have that HF Y (Y (K, a, {qi /i y'_1), J(E)) is identified with the homology of the
mapping cone D[J%]: A'[FE] —> B[}].

Proof Like Theorem 1.1, this follows from a direct application of Theorems 6.1, 5.1,
and the calculation of the invariant for O,/, C L(g,r) of Lemma 7.1. a

Theorem 10.1 follows quickly from Proposition 10.3, together with the calculation
of the knot Floer homology of the Borromean knot (cf Section 9 of [19]), which we
summarize here:

Lemma 10.4 Let K C #28(S? x S') be the Borromean knot. The Spin® structure
over #28(S? x S') with trivial first Chern class is the only one whose induced knot
filtration consists of nonzero groups. For that chain complex C, we have a splitting

(51) C=@P AT H|(Z:F)QF[U.U']
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where this splitting corresponds to the various summands C{i — j = t}. In particular,
there are identifications

AT#E(S*xSH. K) =P AT H (Z:F) T,
t

Cli = 08 (s2x S1). K) = DA H (2 2) @ T
t

Moreover, the following squares commute:

max (0,7 —

A (SR e T Lo A (5 F) @ T

l l

vt
A+ — Bt

Uma ax (0,5 —

ANTEH (S F)QTT —>Af+gH1(2 F) QT+ —— AT H(2:F) @ T+

l l

ht =
A; = Bt — B+,

where here all the vertical maps are induced by inclusions in the identification of
Equation (51).

Proof Most of the above statements are a direct result of Proposition 9.2 of [19],
which, together with the Kiinneth principle, gives that

Cli,j}=U" QA HI(Z:F),

with no differentials. The second square involves the identification between C{i > 0}
and C{j > 0}, which sends the subset C{i — j =t} to C{i — j = —t}, as explained
in Proposition 5.2 of [27]. (Note that this is where we use most significantly the fact
that we are using coefficients over I ; over coefficients in Z the involution has a more
complicated form, described in [9].) m|

Lemma 10.5 Given a map 6: Z —> 7., consider the chain map
Ds: P 4s — P Bs.
N N
where all Ag = T = By, defined by
Ds({as}sez) = {bs}sez
by = Umax(—S(s),O)as + Umax(5(s+1),0)

where dgy1-
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Letting h(s) = _8(3i),

i=0
we have that the homology of the mapping cone of Dg is HF ¥ (h), provided that
(52) lim A(s) = too.

s—>+o0

Proof The map Djs is surjective. It remains to identify its kernel. Given (i, j) € W, (h),
consider the element {as}scz defined by the property that

dg =

(=Dkyht-—n ifi <k <,
0 otherwise.

By linearity, we can extend this to a homomorphism W, (k) —> Ker Djg. It is straight-
forward to verify that this extends to an isomorphism HF ™ (h) —> Ker Ds. a

Proof of Theorem 10.1 According to the adjunction inequality (cf Theorem 8.1
of [20]), since the Thurston norm of Y is trivial, it follows that HF T (Y, ) is trivial for
all Spin® structures with nontorsion ¢ (s). According to the combination of Proposition
10.3 and Lemma 10.4, given E, the Floer homology HF ¥ (Y,[E]) splits as

HFY(Y,[E)) ~ @ ASTTHY (S F) @ X(1),
teZ

where here X (¢) is the homology of a chain complex satisfying the hypotheses of
Lemma 10.5, for the function §;: Z — Z as in the statement of the theorem. The
theorem now follows from the calculation in Lemma 10.5. Note that Equation (52)
holds, since the orbifold has positive degree. a
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