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WINDING NUMBER m AND —m PATTERNS ACTING ON CONCORDANCE

ALLISON N. MILLER

ABSTRACT. We prove that for any winding number m > 0 pattern P and winding number —m
pattern @, there exist knots K such that the minimal genus of a cobordism between P(K) and
Q(K) is arbitrarily large. This answers a question posed by Cochran-Harvey [CH17] and generalizes
a result of Kim-Livingston [KLO05].

1. INTRODUCTION

While most of the investigations of C, the collection of knots modulo concordance, have focused
on its group structure, it is also natural to consider it as a metric space with metric d(K,J) :=
ga(K# — J). Cochran and Harvey [CHI17] considered this geometric structure, focusing on the
metric properties of maps induced by patterns in solid tori. Following their work, we consider the
distance between two patterns, defined as

d(P,Q) = sup d(P(K),Q(K)) € {0,1,2,...,00}.
KeC
It is natural to ask when two patterns are a finite distance from each other. Cochran and
Harvey use Tristram-Levine signatures to give an almost complete characterization of this in terms
of winding number. (For a discussion of pattern orientations, including a definition of winding
number, we refer the reader to Section ) All results stated here hold in both the smooth and the
topological categories, since the constructions are smooth and the obstructions are topological.

Theorem 1.1 (Cochran-Harvey [CH1T]). Let P and Q be patterns of winding number m and n,
respectively. If n = m then d(P, Q) is finite and if |n| # |m| then d(P, Q) is infinite.

We are therefore led to consider whether the distance between a winding number m pattern and
a winding number —m pattern can ever be finite. Cochran-Harvey’s arguments do not apply in
this case: Tristram-Levine signatures are insensitive to the orientation of a knot, and for every
winding number m pattern P there is a winding number —m pattern P" such that P(K) and
P"(K) are always equal as unoriented knots. Nevertheless, the case of m = 1 was resolved by Kim
and Livingston [KLO5] by using Casson-Gordon invariants, in a result that seems undeservedly
forgotten. Note that the core of the torus, oriented one way, gives a winding number 1 satellite
map K — K and, oriented the other way, gives a winding number —1 satellite map K — K.

Theorem 1.2 (Kim-Livingston [KLO05]). For any g > 0 there exists a knot K such that gi(K# —
K") > g. That is, the identity (winding number +1) and reversal (winding number -1) operators

are infinite distance from each other.
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It seems to have been assumed that the extension of Theorem [I.2] to the case of general m > 0
would require substantial advances in the computation of Casson-Gordon invariants (see e.g. Re-
mark 6.15 of [CHIT]). It is therefore perhaps somewhat surprising that we prove the following
result while computationally only using Litherland’s work of [Lit84]; on the other hand, the poten-
tial relevance of formulae for Casson-Gordon invariants of satellite knots to the problem is clear.

Theorem 1.3. Let m > 0 and P and Q be patterns of winding number m and —m, respectively.
Then d(P, Q) is infinite.

Theorems [T.1] and [1.3] combine to give the following.

Corollary 1.4. Let P and Q be patterns of winding number m and n, respectively. Then the
distance between P and Q is finite if and only if m = n.
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3. BACKGROUND

Given an oriented knot K, a choice of n € N, and a map x : Hi(X,(K)) — Z4 on the first homol-
ogy of the nth cyclic branched cover of K, Casson-Gordon associate a rational number o1 7(K, x),
which is roughly the twisted signature of some associated 4-manifold [CG86]. We have the following
key proposition relating the Casson-Gordon signatures of a knot to those of its mirror image (i.e.
the concordance inverse of its reverse), which follows immediately from the basic definitions.

Proposition 3.1. Let K be a knot, —K" denote its mirror image, and n € N. Then there is a
canonical isomorphism of groups o : Hy(X,(K)) — H1 (X, (—K")) such that

(1) Letting txg and t_gr denote the actions induced by the natural covering transformations
on Hi(2,(K)) and Hi(Z,(—K")), respectively, we have t_gr - a(z) = a(tx' - z) for all
x € Hi(X,(K)).

(2) Given x : H1(Zn(K)) = Zp, we have o1 7(—~K", xoa 1) = —o1 7(K, ).

Notice that if we replace —K" with —K, Part (1) of Proposition would be replaced with
t_k - a(r) = a(tk - x); since Casson-Gordon signatures are additive with respect to connected
sums of knots, we would not be able to obtain any potential slice genus obstruction for K# — K.
This is reassuring, since K# — K is of course always slice. It also suggests to us that in order
to obtain lower bounds for g4(K# — K”), we must pay particular attention to the action on the
first homology induced by the covering transformation. We will use Gilmer’s slice genus bound,
in a slightly different form than originally stated. We use ox(w) to denote the Tristram-Levine
signature of a knot K at w € S* and for n € N let w,, := e2™/™,

Theorem 3.2 (Gilmer [Gil82]). Let K be a knot and suppose that g4(K) < g. Then for any prime
power n there is a decomposition of Hi(X,(K)) = A1 @ Az so that the following properties hold:

(1) Ay has a rank 2(n — 1)g presentation with signature equal to > i o (wh).
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(2) A has a subgroup B such that |B|> = |As|, and for any prime power order character
X : Hi(3,(K)) = Zgq which vanishes on Ay & B, we have

n
|o1 (K, x) + ) ok (W)l < 2ng.
i=1

Also, A1 ® B and B are both covering transformation invariant.

Proof. This follows from Gilmer’s proof. Letting W,, denote the n-fold cyclic branched cover of the
4-ball over the hypothesized genus g surface with boundary K and abbreviating ¥,, = ¥, (K), we
obtain Ay and B from the following exact sequence:

0
0— Ho(W,) = Ho(W,, %) = Hi(3,) = HH(W,,) — Hi(W,,%,,) — 0.
In particular, A1®B = Im(0) and B = Im (8]TH2(WME”)) are covering transformation invariant. [J

Note that Gilmer’s original proof did not include any consideration of covering transformation
invariance, due perhaps to the fact that his work explicitly dealt with the case n = 2, when ¢t
acts by multiplication by —1 and all subgroups are covering transformation invariant. Kim and
Livingston’s [KL05] proof that there exist knots K for which g4(K# — K") is arbitrarily large relies
on this more general result in the case n = 3.

Our examples are constructed via various satellite operations. Given the importance of ori-
entation in our context, we rather pedantically establish some orientation conventions pertaining
to patterns in solid tori. Choose fixed orientations on S' and D?. These induce orientations on
V= S' x D% and Ay := S x {20}, where x is a (positively oriented) point in dD?, as well as on
wyv = {yo} x OD?. These orientations for V, Ay, and py will remain fixed throughout. Given a
pattern P : S' — V| the class of P(S') in Hy(V) is equal to n[Ay] for some n € Z. We call n the
(algebraic) winding number of P. To an oriented knot K in S% we associate the positively oriented
meridian px and O-framed longitude Ak in the standard way. Finally, note that as usual we mildly
abuse notation by, for example, referring to both the map P and its image P(S') as P.

Definition 3.3. Given a knot K in S? and a pattern P : S' — V, define the satellite knot P(K)

as follows: Let if : V — v(K) C S be a homeomorphism with ir(Ay) = A\ and ix(puy) = px.
Then P(K) :=igoP:S! — S3.

Given a pattern P : S — V of winding number n, we obtain a winding number (—n) pattern
P’ by reversing the orientation of S' while fixing the orientations of V', A/, and py. Observe that
P"(K) = (P(K))", whereas P(K") generally equals neither P(K) nor P"(K). Our need for this
plethora of orientations on P, Ay, and K in order to obtain a well-defined knot P(K) is evident
even in the simplest case: connected sum is not a well-defined operation on unoriented knots.

The work of Litherland [Lit84] completely describes the Casson-Gordon invariants of a satellite
knot; we will only need the following special cases.

Theorem 3.4 (Litherland [Lit84]). Let P be a satellite operator, described via a curve 7y in the
complement of P(U) in S®. Let n € N be a prime power, and suppose that v has n distinct
lifts v1, ...,y to Lp(P(U)). Then for any knot K there is a canonical, covering transformation
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FIGURE 1. A winding number +1 pattern P in the solid torus V' with longitude Ay
in red (left), a knot K (center), and the satellite knot P(K) (right).

invariant isomorphism ¢ : Hi(3,(P(U))) — H1(En(P(K))) such that for any prime power order
character x : Hi (X, (P(U)) — Zq we have

o1 7(P(K),x0 ¢~ ") =o17(P +ZO’K< XW)_

Theorem 3.5 (Litherland [Lit84]). Let P be a winding number m satellite operator with P(U) = U
and suppose n € N is a prime power such that (m,n) = 1. Then for any knot K there is a canonical,
covering transformation invariant isomorphism ¢ : H1 (X, (K)) — H1(3,(P(K))) such that for any
prime power order character x : H1(X,(K)) — Zq we have

o1 7(P(K),x0¢ ") =01 7(K, x).

4. WINDING NUMBER m AND —m PATTERNS ARE UNBOUNDED DISTANCE IN THEIR ACTION ON
CONCORDANCE.

Let Cy,,1 denote the (m,1) cabling pattern and C,.1 denote the winding number —m pattern
obtained by reversing C,, 1.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose K is a knot such that n-fold branched cover Casson-Gordon signature
obstructions show that g4(K# — K") > g. Then for any m which is relatively prime to n we have

that g4(Cm 1 (K)# — C7, 1(K)) > g too.

Proof. First, observe that by Theorem we have a canonical, covering transformation invariant
correspondence between the Casson-Gordon signatures of K corresponding to the n-fold branched
cover and those of C, 1(K). So the n-fold branched cover Casson-Gordon signature obstructions
show that g4(Cp1 (K)# — (Cim1(K))") > g. But —(C1 (K))" = —(Cy, 1 (K)). O

We will show in Theorem that for any odd prime p and any g € N, there exists a knot K
such that g4(K# — K") > g as detected by p-fold cyclic branched cover Casson-Gordon signatures.
Once we have this result, Theorem [T.3] follows.
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Proof of Theorem[1.3 Fix m > 0. Let P and @ be arbitrary patterns of winding number m and
—m, respectively. Observe that Theoremimplies that d(Cy, 1, P) and d(Cy, 1, Q) are both finite,
so it suffices to show that d(Cj, 1, C’fml) is infinite. Let g > 0 be given, and let p be an odd prime
which does not divide m. By Theorem there exists a knot K such that the pth cyclic branched
cover Casson-Gordon signatures show that g4(K# — K") > g. By Proposition we therefore

have that g4(Cr,,1 (K)# — Cy, 1(K)) > g, too. O

For a fixed p and g, we will take K = #g“Jg, where J; is obtained by iterated satellite operations
along a (p — 1)-component unlink {n; }?;% in the complement of some knot Jy. The key property
of Jo will be that for some prime ¢ and distinct ay,...,a,-1 € Fy,

Hi(5p(Jo), Fq) = Fylt] GBF /(t = ag).

(Here ®,(t) = tP~1 +¢P"2 + ... + ¢ 4+ 1.) Each curve n; will correspond to a generator of the
[Fy[t]/(t — a;)- summand above, in a way we will make precise.

Proposition 4.2. For any odd prime p, there exists a prime q and a knot J such that

p—1
Hi(2p(J), Fq) = Fo[t]/(®p(t)) = Folt]/(t — aj),
j=1
where aq,...,ap—1 are distinct elements of Fy and ap—; = a;l mod q.

Proof. Let g be a prime which is equivalent to 1 mod p, so we can write ¢ = kp + 1 for some k € N.
Note that 0 < k < ¢ and so k is a unit mod ¢. Let a(t) = k®,(t) — qtpTil. Observe that a(t) is a
symmetric polynomial with a(1) = kp—q = —1. Levine’s work [Lev65] characterizing the Alexander
polynomials of knots implies that there is a knot with Alexander polynomial equal to a(t). In fact,

his construction gives a knot J with Alexander module given by H; (Z;) =~ 7Z[t,t711/{a(t)). So

HI(EP(J)vIFq) = Hl(beq)/@p - 1> = ]Fq[t]/(a(t),tp - 1> = Fq[t]/<k¢p(t)7tp - 1> = Fq[t]/@)p(t))‘

It is a standard fact of number theory that since the order of ¢ mod p is 1, ®,(t) splits into
linear factors over F,. In addition, ®,(¢) has distinct roots, as one can easily verify by considering
f(t) = (t —1)®,(t) = t? — 1. Since the only root of f'(t) = ptP~! over F, is t = 0, we have that
f'(t) and f(¢) have no common roots and so f(t) has no repeated roots over F,. So ®,(t) certainly

cannot have repeated roots either, and there are distinct a1, ...,a,—1 € Iy such that
p—1
Hy(2p(J), Fq) = Fyt] g@]}?q (t —ay).

1

j:
Note that this decomposition is canonical, since the Fg[t]/(t—a;) summand is exactly the eigenspace
of the action of ¢ corresponding to eigenvalue a;. Since ®,(a) = 0 if and only if ®,(a~t) = 0, after

reordering we can also assume that a,_; = a:! mod q. g

J
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Now fix an odd prime p and let Jy be as in Proposition @ For j =1,...,p—1, let x; €
Hi(3p(Jo),Fy) be an arbitrary generator of the [Fy[t]/(t —a;) summand (i.e., z; is an eigenvector of
the covering transformation induced action on H;(X,(Jy), Fy) with eigenvalue a;). Choose elements
a; € m(Xp(Jo)) € m1(X(Jp)) which map to z; under the natural map m(X,(Jo)) = m1(X,(Jo)) —
Hi(3p(Jo)) = Hi1(X,(Jo)),Fy). Now choose curves 11, ...,n,—1 in the complement of Jy such that
n; represents a; in m (X (Jp)) for each j =1,...,p — 1. Notice that changing the crossings of the
7n; curves with each other does not change this property, and so by crossing changes we can assume

that U?;%m is an unlink in S3. For a choice of knots Ay, ..., 4,1, denote by J(Aq,...,Ap_1) the

knot obtained by infecting Jy by A; along n; for j = 1,...p — 1. Note that since U _177Z is an
unlink we can consider this infection as a (p — 1)-fold 1terated satellite operation, and Theorem -
applies. In particular, observe that for each j the homology classes of the p lifts of 7; are given by
{thx; = akmj M _1. Theorem [3.4f then implies that given any character x : H1(3,(Jo)) — Zgq, and
under the natural 1dent1ﬁcat10n of Hi(X,(J(A1,...Ap—1))) with Hi(X,(Jy)), we have

p—1
O'lT(J(Al,...Apfl),X)—O'lT Jo, +Z
j=1

p

SO

k=1

By the proof of Theorem 1 of Cha-Livingston [CLO04], for any w € S! there is some ' € S*
arbitrarily close to w and a knot K whose jumps in the Tristram-Levine signature function occur
exactly at w’ and «’. In particular, there exists a knot C such that the only jumps in the Tristram-
Levine signature oc(w) occur just before w, and just after Wy, and hence one such that

o (wk) |0 k=0 modgq
)= go(wg) >0 E#0 modgq -
Now also fix g > 0. Let ¢ = max {l o1 7(Jo, x)|}. By taking sufficiently large connected

x:H1(Ep(Jo))—Zq
sums of C, we can obtain knots A and B such that for all 1 <i < g —1 we have

paA(wZ) =poa(wg) >2(g+1)c+2pg
poB(ui) = popg) > (9 + Dpoalug) +2(g+ e+ 2pg.

Recall that forany 1 < j <p—1land1l < k < p, we have tk:z] =aF ;¢ for some nonzero eigenvalue a;.
It follow that X(tk%) = X(aé‘C j) aé“x(xj) is congruent to 0 mod q if and only if x(z;) =0 mod gq.

k 1 .
It follows that for 1 < 7 < p — 1 we have ZUA ( x(t x”)) { pUAO(wq) i ig?; iég Egg g
k=1 7

)

as well as an analogous formula for B.

We choose Ay = Ay = -+ = Ap_1yp = Aand Agyqyp = - = Ap1 = B, and let Jyp =
J(Aq,...,Ap—1). The key point here is that since a;l = ap—; mod ¢ for all j, we infect curves
corresponding to eigenvalues a and a~! with different knots.
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1 if x(z;) #0 mod ¢

Now define d;(x) = { 0 if x(z;) =0 mod ¢

, and observe that Equation |1| becomes

p—1

2 p—1
o17(Ja,B,x) = 017(Jo, x) + poa(wy) Z@'(X) +pop(wg) Z d;(x) (2)
j=1 _ptl

Theorem 4.3. For fizved oddp and g > 0, let J, = J4 p be as above, and let K = #9+1Jg. Then the
Casson-Gordon signatures associated to the pth cyclic branched cover show that g4(K# — K") > g.

Proof. As in Proposition[3.1] our identification Hy (S(Jy), Fy) 22 Hy (S(Jo), Fy) = Y] (Fy[t]/(t — a5)) ()
induces a description of Hi(X,(—Jy),Fy) as @?;% (Fqlt]/(t™ — a;)) (y;), such that o 7(=J], x

yj = ¢j) = —o17(Jg, x 1 xj — ¢;). We therefore have that
g+1 g+1
Hl(EP(K# - KT)7Fq) = @Hl(EP(Jg)7FQ) ® @Hl(zp(_Jg)an) 3)
i=1 i=1
g+1 p-1 p—1

g+1
(Fq[t]/(t — aj)) (=) @ EB @ (Fg[tl/ (" —aj)) () (4)

1

)

1
For any y = @fﬂl Xi ® @Zgﬂl x; and for 1 < j < p — 1, define n;(x) and n/(x) as follows:

ni(x) = ZQH d;(xi) and n}(x) = ZQH 9;(x;). By the additivity of Casson-Gordon signatures and
Equatlon 2] we have that

g+1 g+1
UlT(K#_KT7X) ZngJXZ +ZUIT 7X’L

g+1 p—1 g+1 p—1
=D | orm(oxi) + D 6i(xipoa(we) | = [ o1 7(Jo,xi) + D 85 (xi)poa, (wy)

i=1 =1 i=1 =1

g+1 ’ p—1 ’
= (o17(Jo.xa) — o1 7(Jo. xi)) + Y (ni(x) — n(x)) poa, (wy)

=1 j=1

g+1 %
= (o17(Jo,xa) — 01 7(Jo, Xi)) + Poalwg) Y (nj(x) — nj(x))

i=1 j=1

p—1
+pop(wg) (n;(x) = n;(x))
=t

Note that Hq(3,(K# — K"),F,) is isomorphic as a group to IF(p 1)(29+2)7 and so a subgroup
H has rank r if and only if it has order ¢". We wish to apply Theorem [3:2 to conclude that
g4s(K# — K") > g, and it is easy to check that it suffices to prove the following claim.
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Claim: For every covering transformation invariant subgroup H < Hy(X,(K# — K"),F,) of
rank (p — 1)(2g + 1) there exists x : Hi(3,(K# — K")) — F, which vanishes on H such that
|o1T(K# — K", x)| > 2pg.

Let H be as in the claim. Since H is an invariant subspace and H;(X,(K# — K"),F,) is spanned
by eigenvectors, H has a basis of eigenvectors ', as proven for instance in [KL99]. Let B; be
the aj-eigenspace of the covering transformation induced action on Hi(X,(K# — K"),F,), for
1 <j <p-—1. Note B; has a basis ; = {:c }g ] {yp ]}Z |, and is rank 2g + 2. Since H is
spanned by eigenvectors, we have that

p—1
Zrank (BjNH)=rank(H) =(p—1)(2g + 1).
7j=1

Since H # Hy(X,(K# — K"),F,) there is some jy such that Bj, ¢ H. Assume without loss of
generality that jo < %. Let v1 be in Bj, but not in H. We can extend 8’ U {v1} to a basis 8" of
eigenvectors for Hy (X,(K# — K"),F,) by adding some p — 2 vectors, va, ..., vp,—1. Let x be defined
as follows on elements of 8", and extended linearly over H; (X,(K# — K"),F,):

0 ifvep
x(v)=¢ 1 ifv=u
0 fv=vfori=2,....,p—1
Observe that x vanishes both on H and on B; for all j # jo. We therefore have that n;(x) = 0 for
j # jo and n;(x) =0 for j # p — jo. Our formula for oy 7(K# — K", x) therefore becomes
g+1
o1 T(K# - K", x) =Y (017(Jo,xs) — o1 7(Jo, X})) + poalwe)njo(x) — pos(we)ny, i, (X)-
i=1
Since x is not the zero character we must have that one of nj,(x) and n;,_; (x) is positive.

Case 1: n;,_; (x) > 0. Then, noting that nj,(x) < g + 1, by our choice of o5(w,) we have

o1 T(K# — K", x) <2(g + De+poa(wg)(g +1) —poplwg) < —2pg.
Case 2: n;,_; (x) = 0 and nj,(x) > 0. Then by our choice of 7 4(wy) we have

o1 T(K# — K", x) > —2(g+ 1)c+poalwg) > 2pg. O
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