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Locally equivalent Floer complexes and unoriented link cobordisms

ALBERTO CAVALLO

We show that the local equivalence class of the collapsed link Floer complex cCFL°(L), together
with many Y -type invariants extracted from this group, is a concordance invariant of links. In
particular, we define a version of the invariants Y7 (f) and v+ (L) when L is a link and we prove
that they give a lower bound for the slice genus g4(L).

Furthermore, in the last section of the paper we study the homology group HFL'(L) and its
behaviour under unoriented cobordisms. We obtain that a normalized version of the v-set,
introduced by Ozsvith, Stipsicz and Szabd, produces a lower bound for the 4-dimensional
smooth crosscap number ~y4(L).

57K10, 57K18

1 Introduction

In [8] Hom introduced an equivalence relation on the knot Floer complex CFK*°(K) called stable
equivalence. Namely, we say that two knots are stably equivalent if and only if their chain complexes
become filtered chain homotopy equivalent after adding some acyclic complexes. A very important
result in [8] is that when K is concordant to K, then the complex CFK°°(K) is stably equivalent
to K>, which made possible to prove that many knot invariants coming from CFK*°(K) are indeed
concordance invariants, see [1, 2, 9, 11] for some examples.

Another relation on knot Floer chain complexes was given by Zemke in [27]: two knots K
and K; are called locally equivalent if there exist two maps f : CFK*(K;) — CFK*(K;) and
g : CFK*™(K>) — CFK™ (K1) which preserve the filtrations (both the Alexander and algebraic
filtration) and induce filtered isomorphisms in homology. Even though those two relations appear to
be very different from their definition, we can actually show that they coincide. We recall that this
theorem was proved in the involutive setting by Hendricks and Hom ([7]).

Theorem 1.1 Consider two knots K; and K, in S°. Then CFK*™(K,) is locally equivalent to
CFK™(Ky) if and only if such two chain complexes are stably equivalent.

For the purpose of this paper, the local equivalence relation has the advantage that it can be used in
the same way for links. Let us consider the chain complex ¢cCFL*°(L), defined from CFL™ (L) by
collapsing the variables Uy, ..., U, to U and taking the tensor product with F[U, U~'], where here
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F always denotes the field with two elements, see [15, 20]. We equip ¢cCFL®°(L) with a filtration F,
obtained from the algebraic filtration and the (collapsed) Alexander filtration; such F descends to
homology so that we can define the filtered group Fc¢HFL(L). Based on an intuition of Alfieri in
[1], we consider F as indexed by some particular subsets S of the plane, which he calls south-west
regions, satisfying the property that if (x,y) € S then each (x,y) suchthat x < xand y <y isin §;
a more precise definition is given later in Subsection 2.2.

We recall that two n-component links are concordant if there is a cobordism between them consisting
of n disjoint annuli. Then the local equivalence class of ¢cCFL*°(L) and the filtered homology group
c¢cHF L%°(L) are a concordance invariant in the following sense.

Theorem 1.2 Suppose that L, is concordant to L, ; then there are chain maps
cCFL>*(L;) > c¢CFL>(L,) , which preserve F and induce an F -filtered isomor-
phism in homology. In particular, the restrictions of such isomorphisms give identifications

FSeHFLF(Ly) =p FScHFLP (L)

forevery d € 7 and S south-west region of 7.

The strategy of the proof of this result consists in decomposing a concordance into standard pieces
and then a careful usage of the maps introduced by Sarkar, see [23], on grid diagrams. In fact,
starting from Sarkar’s work, we can construct maps induced by some specific cobordisms. Some of
these maps were already used by the author in [3].

Remark 1.3 In [26] Zemke, using different techniques, also defined maps induced by (decorated)
link cobordisms, which conjecturally coincide with the ones presented in this paper. We can use
such maps to give another proof of Theorem 1.2: namely, according to [26, Theorems A and C]
every link concordance induces a graded isomorphism in link Floer homology; while the fact that
the F -filtration is preserved follows from [25, Theorem 1.4]. This argument is similar to the one in
[27], where Zemke proved a version of Theorem 1.2 for knots.

Theorem 1.2 allows us to define some numerical concordance invariants for links; including a
generalization of Alfieri’s T [1], the v -invariant of Hom and Wu [9] (see also [22]) and the
secondary upsilons, defined by Kim and Livingston [11]. We briefly describe how to extract some
of these invariants.

Write cCFL2°(L) for the filtered chain homotopy type of the link Floer complex of L. Once we fix a
filtered basis, we can represent such model complex in the plane (j, A), where j and A represent
the minimal algebraic and Alexander filtration level respectively and * the Maslov grading of each
generator. We use the fact that dimp F U<} ey F L°(L) = 1, see Theorem 2.1, and then compute
how far we can shift the region S while being able to find a generator for such homology class in
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cCFL{°(L). In this way, given a south-west region §, we associate a real number to it that we call
Tg(L); the complete definition can be found in Subsection 2.2.

In the case of knots Yg(L) is a normalization of the invariant of Alfieri in [1]. This choice was done
because, say A; is the region of the plane consisting of the pairs (j,A) with At 4 j(2 — 1) < 0, we
have that

YT4,(K)=Tg(@® for te]l0,2]

and the latter is the Y -function of Ozsvath, Stipsicz and Szabd, see [16].

Moreover, since we also have that there is a unique homology class in FUSOcH FLX (L) \
FUs=Benr L3°,(L), the same procedure allows us to define another family of invariants which
we call T5(L). Clearly, for knots we have that Yg(K) = Y (K) for every S. The following
proposition summarizes some of the main properties of Y g(L).

Proposition 1.4 Suppose that L, L, L, are links in S* and L has n components. Then we have
that Yg(L) and Y5(L) are concordance invariants and

v T(L) = =Y(0) and T(L) = —(Y7)(0)
where the invariants 7(L) and 7*(L) are defined in [3];
2)
Ts(L)="_g(L) and Yg(L)= T g(L) forany S
where —S is the region obtained by reflecting S along the line {j — A = 0};
3)
Ys(L)="Ys(—L) and Y3 (L)=Y5(—L) forany S
where —L is the reverse of L;
“4)

To(L) = YD)

where L* is the mirror image of L and 1S is the topological closure of the complement of the
region obtained by reflecting S using the central symmetry of R? at the origin;

(5)
Y, = Y, (0) + Y1, (&) and Y} 4 () = Y7 () + Y, () fort € [0,2]

where Li#L, is a connected sum of Ly and L, ;

© 1 —n+o(l) 1+ o(L)
—n o n— g
Tu) = ———— —

whenever L is quasi-alternating and o(L) is the signature of the link as in [6].

t and Yi() = t forte0,1]
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We prove that each Tg(L) gives a lower bound for the slice genus g4(L), which as usual is defined as
the minimum genus of a compact, oriented surface ¥ properly embedded in D* such that 9% = L.
We recall that, since we can add tubes between surfaces in D* without increasing the genus, we
can suppose that such ¥ is also connected. Moreover, in Subsection 4.4 we define the notion of
distance hg(m) from the point (0, m) to the centered south-west region S, where centered means
that (0,0) € 0S; therefore, we have the following result.

Theorem 1.5 If L is a link in S® with n components then
—Ys(L) < has(ga(L) +n—1) and  —TH(L) < his(ga(L))
for every centered south-west region S of R?. In particular, for the classic Y -functions one has
=Tt < t(ga(L)+n—1) and — Y[ <t ga(l)

forevery t € [0, 1].

Now let us consider the south-west regions Vi for £ > 0, defined as the subset of the plane
consisting of the pairs (j, A) such that j < 0 and A < k. We can now define the invariant v (L)
as the minimum k such that —2 - Vi (k) := Ty, (L) = 0. The author gave an equivalent definition
of vT(L) in [3, Section 4]; although, in the latter paper the invariant was denoted by v(L) and the
concordance invariance was not proven.

Proposition 1.6 Suppose that L, Ly, L, are links in S> and L has n components. Then we have
that v (L) is a concordance invariant and

0< T < v <ga)+n—1 and v (Li#ly) <vT (L) +vH,).

In [17] Ozsvith, Stipsicz and Szabé introduced the homology group HFL'(L) that they called
unoriented link Floer homology group. From HFL'(L) they define the v-set of L which is a set of
2"~! integers and is an isotopy invariant of unoriented links after a suitable normalization.

Moreover, for knots they showed that v(K), that coincides with Tx(1) and is the only element of
the v-set in this case, gives a lower bound for the 4-dimensional smooth crosscap number v4(K),
which is the minimum first Betti number of a compact surface F properly embedded in D* and such
that OF = L. Note that this time F is not necessarily orientable (and always non-oriented).

Starting from these results, in this paper we consider a slightly different version of HFL'(L) and
we prove that it is an unoriented concordance invariant. Since it shares many information with the
original group and we only use this new version, we denote it in the same way.

We say that a collection of n disjoint annuli X is an unoriented concordance between L and L,,
which are n-component links, if ¥ is a concordance between L} and L}, obtained by changing the
orientation of some components on L; and L, respectively.
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Theorem 1.7 The group HFL'(L,) H#ﬂ is j-filtered isomorphic to HFL'(L;) [{%H whenever
L, is unoriented concordant to L, .

From Theorem 1.7 we obtain that the wideness of the v-set |Umax(L) — Umin(L)| and the numbers
Umax (L) — % and vpin(L) — % are unoriented concordance invariants of L. Using the same
techniques in Subsection 4.4, we show that such invariants give lower bounds for 'yik) (L), a version
of the 4-dimensional smooth crosscap number for links. In fact, we say that yik) (L) is defined as the
minimum first Betti number of a compact surface, properly embedded in D*, which has k connected
components and is bounded by L.

Theorem 1.8 Say the n-component link L in S bounds a compact, unoriented surface F with k
connected components and properly embedded in D*. Then we have that

|k — 1 — Umax(L) + Umin(L)’ < 'Yfl.k)(L) .

A corollary of this theorem is the following result, which was already proved in a different way by
Donald and Owens in [4].

Corollary 1.9 Every quasi-alternating link L can bound an unoriented, compact surface F, properly
embedded in D*, only when the Euler characteristic x(F) is at most equal to one.

Theorem 1.8 gives a bound that involves the wideness of v(L). We give other inequalities in the
following theorem.

Theorem 1.10 Consider an n-component link L in S* which bounds a compact, unoriented surface
F with k connected components and properly embedded in D*. Then we have that

Umax@)_@_k—n U(ZL)_2—I;—n

<AYW@)  and  |omin(L) — <A .

2 2

In particular, when k = n one has

o(l) o(L)
Umax (L) — 2‘ < ’Yz(tn)(L) and Umin(L) — T +n—1| < ’Yz(;n)(L)
and when k = 1 one has o |
o(L —n
vi(L) — > T3 <P

for every v;(L) in the v-set of L.

We apply this result to the family of links L, = 75 4#T§ '4; namely, the connected sum of the mirror
of the torus link 7> 4 and n torus knots 73 4. In particular, we show that {L,} for n > 0 is a family
of 2-component links such that ’yf‘l) is arbitrarily large.
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Corollary 1.11 Given the link L, = T;‘A#Tf”}‘; we have that ’yf)(Ln) =n-+1 and fy‘(‘l)(L,,) >n
forevery n > 0.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we summarize the construction of the link Floer
complex ¢CFL>(L) and we describe how to define the filtered homology group FSc¢HFL>®(L)
and the invariant Y g(L). Moreover, we prove the equivalence between stable and local equivalence
of knot Floer chain complexes stated in Theorem 1.1. In Section 3 we prove the concordance
invariance of ¢cCFL*°(L). In Section 4 we define the other T -type invariants and we prove some of
their properties, including Proposition 1.4. We also give the proof of Theorem 1.5, which describes
our bound for the slice genus. Finally, in Section 5 we introduce the group HFL'(L) and the v-set
of L, showing that they give unoriented concordance invariants. Moreover, we study their behaviour
under unoriented cobordisms and we prove the lower bounds for ’y‘(‘k) (L).

Acknowledgements: The author would like to thank Antonio Alfieri and Andrés Stipsicz for their
many conversations about the Y -invariant; and Kouki Sato for his observations. The alternative
argument to prove Theorem 1.2, appearing in Remark 1.3, was communicated by Ian Zemke, to
whom many thanks are due for his interest and help. We also thank the referee for his many
corrections.

The author has a post-doctoral fellowship at the Max Planck Institute for Mathematics in Bonn.

2 Link Floer homology

2.1 Chain complex and homology

Throughout the paper we assume that the reader is familiar with the construction of the link Floer
homology chain complexes, both when links are represented with multi-pointed Heegaard diagrams
[18, 19, 20] or grids [13, 15]. We only recall the main features.

Let us consider D = (%, «, 3, w, z) a multi-pointed Heegaard diagram for an oriented n-component
link L in S. The chain complex ¢cCFL>®(D) is the free F[U, U~']-module over the intersection
points T = T, N Ty in the symmetric power Sym(X, ., 3), see [19, 20], where [ is the field with
two elements and w and z are two n-tuples of basepoints in 3, see [20]. The differential 0~ is
defined by counting pseudo-holomorphic curves on some special ([20]) domains in Sym(%, «, 3)
with Maslov index p equal to one ([12, 18]); denote the set of such domains with 7, then for every
intersection point x we can write

0x=3 3 m@) Uy,

YET pem(x.y)
me)=1
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where m(¢) € F depends also on the choice of an almost-complex structure on Sym(X, i, 5) and
0 < nw(9) = ny, (@) + ... + ny, (¢) is the multiplicity of the basepoints w in ¢. Moreover, we say
that

o"(WHp =U="-07p
for any x € T and p € cCFL*(D).

For every x € T we can assign an absolute Z-grading, called Maslov grading [20], which is denoted
by M(x) and can be extended to the whole complex by taking

MU*p) = M(p) F 2
for any p homogeneous. We then have that
cCFL™(D) = (P cCFLy (D)
deZ
as [F-vector spaces; moreover, there is a map
0; : ¢cCFLy(D) — ¢CFL (D)
forany d € Z.

The chain complex ¢cCFL* (D) comes with a natural increasing filtration, usually denoted as the
algebraic filtration j, defined as follows

j/¢cCFL>®(D) = U™" - ¢cCFL™ (D),
where ¢cCFL™ (D) is the free F[U]-module over T. Tt is easy to check that the differential 0~
respects j.
We define the homology group
Ker 0

HFLXL) = P HFLFW) =P — Tt
d+1

dez dez
Since the Maslov grading and the differential only depend on w, we have that such a group, together
with the algebraic filtration, is isomorphic to HF*° (S, n) = F[U,U _1]2”7l , where the n denotes
the number of basepoints in the Heegaard diagram. The filtration j descends to homology in the
following way. Say 74 : Ker 9, — ¢HFL; (L) is the quotient map; then

JeHFLE (L) = mq (Ker 9 Nj'cCFL™(D)) ,

which is an F-subspace of ¢HF L °(L). More specifically we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1 Say the link L has n components. Then we have that
J T CHFLI(L)
JT T HF L)

whenever d = k mod 2 and 0 < k < n — 1. It is zero otherwise.

o FC)
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Figure 1: Maslov gradings and algebraic filtration for 2- (left) and 3-component links (right). The
algebraic level j is on the x-axis and the Maslov grading on the y-axis.

Proof From [20] we know that HF~(S°,n) has 2"~! generators such that exactly (";l) of them
have Maslov grading —k. Since

HFX(S?,n) gy y—1y HF, (S, n) @muy FIU, U],

then one has
F'7 it n>2
CHFLP (L) =p (T if n=1 and d iseven
{0} if n=1 and d isodd

and this determines the Maslov gradings.

Now we want to compute the filtration j. We note that all the generators of HF~(S>, n) have minimal
j-filtration level zero. Hence, the statement is true for j°; in fact if we substitute d = —k in then we
obtain the right distribution of the Maslov gradings. At this point, in order to prove the theorem,
we only need to observe that the multiplication by U*! drops the minimal level of the algebraic
filtration by £1 and the Maslov grading by £2. a

Figure 1 shows the distribution of the Maslov grading and the minimal j-level for two- and three-
component links.
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2.2 The Alexander and the F filtrations

In the same way as the Maslov grading, we can assign to every x € T another absolute Z-grading:
the Alexander grading A(x), which also is extended to cCFL*(D) by taking

AUF'p) = Ap) F 1
for any p homogeneous. We recall that in [20] the Alexander grading is introduced as a multi-grading

A(x) = (A1(x), ...,Au(x)); in this paper we denote A(x) := A1(x) + ... + A, (x).

In this case, the differential 0~ does not preserve A(x); for this reason we introduce the Alexander

filtration. Let us consider the F[U]-subspace A°cCFL*(D) generated by all the elements p in

c¢CFL*(D) such that A(p) < s. The A-filtration is an increasing filtration like j and it is such that

2-1) {0} = A%cCFLY*(D) C ... C A°cCFLY (D) = cCFLF (D),

which follows from [20]; moreover, it is again easy to show that it is preserved by 0~ . Note that 5

and s depend on d.

We define F for now as a double-increasing filtration. More specifically, we say that
F"cCFL>®(D) = j'cCFL*™ (D) N A*cCFL>*(D)

and clearly 0~ also respects . We now extend the F -filtration on the homology group, in the
way that it is indexed by south-west regions of the lattice Z> (resp. the plane R?), using an idea
of Alfieri in [1]. A south-west region S C 7Z? (resp. R?) is a subset of Z? (resp. a topological
submanifold of R?) such that if (7,5) € S then s < 5 and ¢ < 7 imply (¢,5) € S. Moreover, we
require S to differ from () and 7> (resp. R?).

Consider again the map 7, : Kerd; — ¢HF L7 (L). Define
Ker 8, ¢ =Kerd; N Span { F"*cCFLF(D) | (t,s) € S} :=
:=Kerd, N FScCFLY (D).

Then we say that

FSeHFLP(L) = my(Ker 9 g) C cHFLF (L)
for any d € Z. Note that the level F"* corresponds to the south-west region V;; = {(j,A) | j <
t,A < s}, while j' := FUS and A* := F¥<}t correspond to {(j,A) | j < ¢} and {(j,A) | A < s}
respectively.

The filtration F is increasing in the sense that if S C S, are two south-west regions then
FSICHFLE(L) C FS2cHFL(L); moreover, it has the following property.

Proposition 2.2 Fix an integer d, denote with W, ; the south-west region in Figure 2 and take V;
as before. Then there exists a pair (¢, s) such that F5cHJF L3°(L) = {0} for every south-west region
SC W
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(t,5)

Figure 2: The south-west region W, , is the subset {(j,A) | j < tor A < s} of R2.

Furthermore, there is another pair (', s") such that FTcHFLP (L) = ¢HF LI (L) for every south-
west region T D Vy .

Proof Since cCFL* (D) is finitely generated as F[U, U ~11-module, we have that cCFLF (D) is a
finite dimensional [F-vector space. Then there are integers A, the minimal Alexander level containing
a generator of cCFL}°(D), and B, the same considering algebraic levels, because of Equation (2-1).
If we choose ¢ < B and s < A then F"scCFL*(D) = {0} and so F"scHF LG (L) is also zero.
The first claim now follows from the fact that F is an increasing filtration; for the second one we
reason exactly in the same way. a

From [20] we have the following important theorem.

Theorem 2.3 (Ozsvith and Szabd) The F -filtered chain homotopy type of cCFL*°(D), together
with the Maslov grading, is a link invariant of L, where D is a Heegaard diagram for L.

For simplicity from now on we may denote our chain complex with cCFLZ°(L), implicitly referring
to any of the representatives of the filtered chain homotopy type. This result guarantees that also the
F -filtration on ¢HF LS is a link invariant, justifying our notation.

We call a graded isomorphism F between the homology groups of two links L and L, a filtered
isomorphism if F and its inverse F~! both preserve the filtration F. This is equivalent to say that F
restricts to isomorphisms

FSeHFLP(Ly) =p FScHFLF (L)

for every d € Z and south-west region S of Z2.
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When L; and L, are isotopic links Theorem 2.3 implies that cCFL°°(L;) is locally equivalent
to cCFL*(L,), following the notation of Zemke in [27]. This means we can find chain maps
f 1 ¢cCFL*°(L;) — ¢CFL®°(Ly) and g : cCFL°°(Ly) — cCFL®°(Ly) which both preserve JF and
induce F-filtered isomorphisms between ¢HF L (L;) and cHFL¥(Ly).

Corollary 2.4 Suppose that the link L; is isotopic to the link L, in S°; then there is a local
equivalence between cCFL*° (L) and cCFL*>*(L;).

Note that we can assume f to be a chain homotopy equivalence, but in general a local equivalence
is not necessarily an F-filtered chain homotopy equivalence. This would happen if the chain
homotopies between f and its homotopy inverse also preserve F.

We call a south-west region S of R? centered if (0, 0) belongs to the boundary 95 of S. Consider

k k
Sp = {(t,s) e R?| <t+ 2,s+2> eS} ,

where k € R. We define the invariant Y g(L) as follows. Given a centered south-west region S of
R?, we say that

Ts(L) = max {k | FSCCHFLE(L) f{f@}cﬂfﬁgm)} .
(S

We recall that the F-level {j < 0} coincides with the level j* of the algebraic filtration. Note
also that Theorem 2.1 implies dimy ¢cHF LG"(L) > 1 for links with three or more components, but
dimp FUSOYeH F L°(L) is always equal to one. For this reason, in the definition of Y, we need
the region S; not only to contain a generator of the total homology in Maslov grading zero, but also
that such element is homologous to one which lives in the algebraic level j°.

Corollary 2.5 The real number Ys(L) is a link invariant for every south-west region S of R?.

Proof It follows immediately from Proposition 2.2 and Corollary 2.4. |

2.3 Duality and mirror images

Let us start this subsection from a Heegaard diagram D for an oriented link L in S3. As we recalled
in Subsection 2.1, from D we obtain the chain complex (cCFL*(D),0~). We now define the
corresponding dual complex (cCFL*(D)*, 0, ) as follows.

The space cCFL*°(D)* as an F[U, U ~!1-module is isomorphic to

(2-2) Homgy y-17 (cCFL™(D), F[U, U™ 1]) .



12 Alberto Cavallo

Figure 3: The dotted boundary in the picture on the right is not part of ¢S

If x is an intersection point then its dual x* is the functional which sends x into 1 and the other
intersection points into 0; and this implies p* € ¢CFL>®(D)* can be defined by F[U, U~ ']-
linearization of the dual of the intersection points. More specifically, we say that

cCFLE(D)* := (cCFL®(D))" = {p* € ¢cCFL™(D)* | 1 € p*(cCFL*(D)) implies m = —d} .

Notice that
cCFL®(D)* 2 @CCFLgo(D)* ,
dezZ

but cCFL*°(D)* 2%y Homp (cCFL*°(D), F). In particular, we have Uilp* = (UjFlp)* and thus
MU*'p") = M (UT'p)*) = —M(UT'p) = —M(p) T 2 = M(p") F 2
as expected.

We can also define the dual filtration F*. In order to do this, we introduce the concept of inverse ¢S
of a south-west region S in Z> (resp. R?). We take S as the complement of the image of S under
the symmetry centered in the origin of the plane, see Figure 3 for an example.

Lemma 2.6 If S is a south-west region then .S is also a south-west region.

Proof The mirror image of S is a north-east region. The complement of a north-east region is a
south-west region; in fact, if (x,y) € «S and (x,y) € S with X < x and y < y then (x,y) belongs to
the north-east region (+S5)¢, which means that (x, y) is also in (.S)¢. This is a contradiction. a

The dual filtration is defined in the following way:
(F*)S¢CFLP(D)* := Ann F*ScCFL*(D) =
={p* € cCFLF(D)* | p* (F**cCFL>/(D)) = 0}



Locally equivalent Floer complexes and unoriented link cobordisms 13

for any south-west region S. We observe that if § C S then .S C ¢S’ and so Ann F*S' C Ann F*S.
This means that F* is still an increasing filtration.

The only missing part in the dual complex is the differential. We introduce 0, as follows. For every
x* € cCFL*®(D)* and y € ¢cCFL**(D) we have

(0 X)) =x"(07y);
moreover, we take 0, (Up*) = U - 0, p*.

Lemma 2.7 The map 0, is a differential, drops the Maslov grading by 1 and preserves the
filtration F*.

Proof First we have
0, (0, x*(y)) = (0, x" )07 y) =x"(0” 00 y) = 0= 0(y)

for any y € ¢CFL*(D). For the second claim, suppose that p* € ¢CFL;°(D)*. Then one has
0, p*(q@) = p*(0~q) soif g € cCFLY,__ (D) then we have that 9~ g € cCFL>(D); in addition, if
r ¢ cCFL>, 11(D) is homogeneous then 0, p*(r) = 0 and this implies

0, p* = 0, p*lecrr=,, (€ (¢CFLZ, (D))" = cCFLE |(D)* .

Finally, suppose that p* € (F *)ScCFLjo(D)* for a south-west region S. Then one has p* (f LSCCFLCf’d(D)) =
0.1f g € F*ScCFL™,, (D) then (8, p*)(q) = 0, since d~q € F*cCFL>¥(D); this implies that

9, p* € Ann F*¥cCFL™,, (D) = (F*)’cCFLY (D)* .

This completes the proof. |

We can now prove that the dual complex that we have just defined is related to the complex obtained
from a Heegaard diagram of the mirror image of L. We denote with C;[a] the graded complex
given by Cy_g.

Theorem 2.8 If (cCFL*°(D), ™) is the chain complex associated to a Heegaard diagram D for L
then there is a diagram D*, representing the mirror image L* of L, such that
(cCFL*™(D*), 0p.) = (cCFL*™(D)*,0,)[1 — n]
as JF -filtered, graded chain complexes.
Proof If D = (%, a, 3, w,z) then D* = (=X, «, 8, w, z). This identifies the domain ¢ € m(x,y)

with —¢ € m(y, x), see [16, 20]; moreover, using the formula in [12] it is easy to check that ¢ and
—¢ have the same Maslov index. The identification that proves the theorem is x — x*, extended
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U -equivariantly to the whole complexes, where x* denotes the dual of x as before. We first show
that such a map is indeed a chain map:

YET pem(y,x) peEm(t,x)
H@)=1 uw@)=1

O, " (1) =x"(0" 1) =x" Z Z m(g) - U™@y | = Z m(g) - U™
YET pema(t,y) peEm(t,x)
(=1 uw)=1

which holds for every generator ¢ of cCFL®(D) and so the claim is proved.

Now we argue that our identification correctly shifts the Maslov and Alexander gradings. Suppose
that M(x) = d, then by definition it is M,(x*) = —d. We observe that from [20] we have

M(x) = M(y) = (((¢) — 2nw(¢) = p(—¢) — 2nw(—¢) = Mp.(y") — Mp.(x")

with ¢ € m(x,y) and then Mp, is reversed as a relative grading, which means Mp.(x) = —d + ¢
with ¢ € Z. Now we use the fact that the Maslov grading is always normalized in the way that the
top grading, where the total homology is non-trivial, is zero ([20]). This gives ¢ = 1 — n as wanted.

Finally, consider x such that A(x) = s. As before, using the relation

A(xX) = A(Y) = ng(@) — nw(e)

whenever ¢ € m(x,y) and the fact that the Alexander grading is always symmetric, we obtain
Ap+(x) = —s. We use the definition of F™* to recover

AL (x) :Hgg {a|x* € (A")cCFL>*(D)*} =
s * —a—1 oo _ _ a—1 00 —
—rarg%{ﬂx (A= 1cCFL>*(D)) = 0} = I;leazx{a |x ¢ A" 'cCFL™(D)}

=— mi% {a|x € A%CFL>*(D)} = —s
ac

and the proof is completed. |

Note that the identification in Theorem 2.8 also gives that the homology group of the mirror image
of L is the dual of the homology group of L, where the latter group is defined exactly as in Equation
(2-2). Furthermore, as an example in Figure 4 we show the filtered chain complexes for the positive
and the negative trefoil.
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A A
2 t 2 T 1
1 o< 1
0 T 0 o "
1 " -1 "
2 2
3 2 1|01 2 3 2 1|01 2

Figure 4: The complex ¢cCFL>(T>3) is on the left and cCFLOO(T;S) on the right, both chain
complexes are pictured ignoring the U-action. Black, white and gray dots represent Maslov
gradings 1,0 and —1 respectively.

2.4 Local and stable equivalences of knot Floer chain complexes

In [8] Hom introduced a different equivalence relation for the complexes CFK*°(K) = cCFL*(K),
when K is a knot. More specifically, we say that the Floer complexes associated to the knots K| and
K, are stably equivalent if we have an F -filtered chain homotopy equivalence

CFK*®(K|) ®A ~ CFK*(K;) ® B,

where A and B are acyclic chain complexes; in other words, it is H.(A) = H.(B) = {0}. Here we
recall [7, Corollary 3.2], which shows that the notion of stable equivalence coincides with the one of
local equivalence, in the case of knots.

Lemma 2.9 (Hendricks and Hom) If CFK*°(K) is locally equivalent to CFK*°(()) = F[U, U _1](0)
then
CFK>®(K) ~F[U,U "o @A,

where A is acyclic.

Thanks to the following result, we can see the local equivalence relation, that we defined for link
Floer complexes in Subsection 2.2, as a natural generalization to links of the stable equivalences
introduced by Hom.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 If our chain complexes are stably equivalent then, in order to define the
local equivalence, we just have to take the restriction of the filtered chain homotopy equivalence and
its inverse. Conversely, let us suppose that f : CFK*°(K;) — CFK*(K>) and g : CFK*(K;) —
CFK®°(K;) define a local equivalence. Then we have that

J®ld f
CFK*®(K]) ® CFK*(K»)* <g(8Td> CFK*®(K>) ® CFK*®(K»)* T} F[U, U_l](o)
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where both the pairs of chain maps give local equivalences. The existence of f” and g’ can be proved
in the same way as in [27, Lemma 2.18].

From Lemma 2.9 one has
CFK*(K>) ® CFK™®(K»)" ~ F[U, U™ ® A

and
CFK*(K) ® CFK*™(K>)* ~ F[U, U_l](o) ® B,

where A and B are acyclic. Therefore, one has
CFK*(K;) ® A ~CFK*°(K}) ® (CFKOO(Kz) ® CFKOO(KZ)*) ~
~CFK™(K>) ® (CFK*(K,) ® CFK*(K2)") ~ CFK*(K>) ® B

and the theorem is proved. |

It is important to observe that, when L is a link with n components and r is at least two, the
chain complex ¢CFL*°(L) ® cCFL*(L)* is not locally equivalent to the complex cCFL*((),)
representing the unlink. In fact, these groups have different dimensions as F[U, U~ !]-modules.
Furthermore, in Subsection 4.3 we give an example of a link L for which such a chain complex is
not locally equivalent to any ¢cCFL**((),,) for m € N.

3 Concordance

3.1 Canonical form of oriented link cobordisms

The definition of link cobordism is standard in literature; in particular, for this paper the reader might
find helpful to look at [3, 23]. We only recall that we always assume the connected components of a
smooth cobordism ¥ < §3 x I, from L; to L, to have boundary on both the links.

Given a surface 3. as before, we assume for now that ¥ is oriented; we study unoriented cobordisms
only in the last section of the paper. Then X consists of four elementary pieces, three of them
corresponding to a critical point in the cobordism: birth, band and death moves; while the fourth is a
link isotopy, which represents a piece with no critical point. Band moves come in two types: split, if
the move turns one component into two, and merge moves, when two components are joint into one.

For the purpose of this paper, it is more useful to consider what we call extended birth and death
moves. These are the composition of a birth and a merge move and of a split and a death move
respectively, see Figures 8 and 11. In addition, we call a torus move the composition of a split move
with a merge move which rejoins together the newly created components, see Figure 6. Hence, if L;
has n; for i = 1,2 components, while > has k£ connected components and genus g(>2), then the
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T 0

Figure 6: A torus move corresponds to two consecutive band moves on the same component.

canonical form of X is the composition (up to isotopies) of b extended birth moves, n; — k merge
moves, g(2) torus moves, ny — k split moves and d death moves in this specific order. This implies
that 3 can be arranged as shown in Figure 5, see [3].

When L; and L, both have n components X is a concordance if it is the union of n disjoint annuli
>;, which means that each ¥; is a knot concordance between the i-th components of the two links.
From Figure 5 we immediately see that in the case of a concordance there are no torus moves
(g(¥) = 0). This means that the canonical form of a concordance can be decomposed into three
standard pieces: extended birth moves, isotopies and extended death moves.

In this section we define maps which relate the chain complexes of the links, this time constructed
using grid diagrams, before and after each of these moves. Of course we do not need to study
the isotopy cobordism; in fact, in this case Theorem 2.3 and Corollary 2.4 already tell us that
the complexes are filtered chain homotopy equivalent and that in particular there exists a local



18 Alberto Cavallo

equivalence. The strategy we follow is the same one that the author used in [3].

3.2 Overview on grid diagrams

A grid diagram D of an oriented n-component link L in S3 is a grid of grd(D) x grd(D) squares, repre-
senting the fundamental domain of a torus, together with a set of OQ-markings O = {01, ..., Ograp) }
and one of X-markings X = {X|, ...,Xgrd(D)}, such that there are exactly one O and one X in every
column and every row. Moreover, we choose a non-empty subset s which consists of at most one
O-marking for each component of L. We call these (-markings special and the others normal.

The link L can be drawn in D by connecting the O’s with the X’s on a row and the X’s with the
O’s on a column, specifing an orientation on L. Vertical lines always overpass the horizontal lines.

The chain complex ¢cCFL*(D) is freely generated by the grid states S(D) and it is an
F[Vy, Vl_l, eers Vi V,;l, U, U~']-module, where grd(D) — 1 > m > grd(D) — n is the number of
normal -markings. The differential is given by

ox= > Y v yi . gy
yES(D) reRect®(x,y)
for any y € S(D), where O;(r) is equal to one if the normal @-marking O; € r and zero otherwise
and O(r) is the number of special @-markings in r. The set Rect® denotes some special rectangles
in D, see [15] for details. As in Subsection 2.1 we extend the differential to cCFL**(D) by taking
O~ (V¥p) = Vi . 97p forevery i = 1,...,m and p in the complex. The variables V; are all
homotopic to U so our homology group still has a natural structure of F[U, U~']-module.

The Maslov and Alexander gradings are also combinatorially defined from D ([15]) and each
variable drops them by 2 and 1 respectively; while to define the j-filtration we need to specify that
the level ¢ is generated by the elements in

Vil .. Vgl ¢CFL™(D),

where i1 + ... +i,, + i = —t and ¢cCFL™ (D) is the free F[V/, ..., V,,, U]-module over S(D). With
this definitions in place we have the following theorem [13], see also [23].

Theorem 3.1 (Manolescu, Ozsvdth, Szab6 and Thurston) The A-filtered chain homotopy type as
F[U, U~"1-module of ¢cCFL°(D) coincides with the one of cCFL>®(D) together with the Maslov
grading and the algebraic filtration, where D is a grid and D is a Heegaard diagram for L.

In particular, if D; and D, represent isotopic links then ¢cCFL°(Dy) is locally equivalent to
cCFL (D»).

The way the filtered homology group ¢HFL°(L) is defined and how the filtration F descends into
homology are the same as in the previous section.



Locally equivalent Floer complexes and unoriented link cobordisms 19

X

O X
X0

Figure 7: A grid diagram representing the unlink (), . The red circles denote the special (-markings.

Remark 3.2 More precisely, Theorem 3.1 tells us that cCFL°(Dy) is A-filtered, but not nec-
essarily F-filtered chain homotopy equivalent to ¢CFLS°(D,), while all the maps induced by
link isotopies preserve the algebraic filtration; in the sense that, say m; and m; are the num-
bers of normal @-markings in D; and D>, the image of Vi"; - V,;Tl' U . cCFL (D) is contained
into Vi' --- Vil Ul - ¢CFL2(Dy) when my < my or Vil - .. V2 UHim+1FFin . cCFL2(D,) when
m1 > my for every (m;+1)-tuple of integers (i1, ..., iy, , ). We call this relation between cCFLL°(D1)
and cCFLY°(D;) (or between the complexes given by a grid and a Heegaard diagram for the same
link) an almost filtered chain homotopy equivalence and it implies that the complexes are locally
equivalent, as stated in Theorem 3.1.

We conclude this subsection with Figure 7, which shows a grid diagram for the two-component
unlink (), and a lemma that we need for later.

Lemma 3.3 Given a grid diagram D for a link, we can always change the X -markings to obtain
another diagram D' which represents an unlink.

Proof We apply the following algorithm. Let us shift the rows of D until there is a special Q-
marking in the top row (remember that D is the fundamental domain of a torus); then, starting from
this O-marking denoted by O, we put an X-marking just below O;. We keep doing this procedure
with the -markings in the row below, unless we reach an O; such that O;; (in the row below)
is special. Note that this can happen also when i = 1. In this case we put the new X-marking
in the same column of O;, but not in the row below while in the row where the previous special
O-marking appeared.

When it happens that two consecutive rows j, j + 1 have both special O-markings on them, we put
the X-marking in the same square of O; and we continue the algorithm from O;; . At some point
we reach the lowest row; in this case, we assume the next row is the very top row (which contains a
special O-marking) and we put X accordingly.

The reader may shift the rows back to the original ordering; in any case, it is easy to check that the
new diagram D’ represents an unlink and the number of components coincides with the number of
the special @-markings in D. O
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b 0 0 P
() ( O D D, Ds

Figure 8: An extended birth move, corresponding to a 0-handle attachment followed by a 1-handle
(left). The picture on the right shows only the component of 3 where the 0-handle appears.

T Qﬁ
O—sX O >
X—O) ¢ O

: :

Figure 9: Band move in a grid diagram

3.3 Extended birth moves

Let us study the concordance . given as in Figure 8: we first need a suitable choice of grid diagrams
D; fori =1, ...,4, representing the links that appear in the extended birth move at the times shown
in the picture. Second, we define maps b; : D; — D, and b, : D3 — Dy; the first map represents
the disjoint union of L; with an unknot, while the second one the merge move that we need in order
to join the new component to L;. Note that the diagrams D, and D3 present isotopic links; then the
corresponding chain complexes are related by an almost filtered chain homotopy equivalence, as in
Theorem 3.1, and thus they are locally equivalent.

Let us start with b;: the merge move is described by the diagram fragments in Figure 9, where we
assumed that no special Q-markings were on the new unknotted component. More explicitly, we
are picking the diagram D3 in the way that it contains the fragment on the left in Figure 9, while
Dy is the resulting diagram after applying the move. At this point we define D} and D/, as the grid
diagrams obtained by applying the algorithm in Lemma 3.3 to D3 and D4. This means that they are
both diagrams (the same ones!) for (),,, where n is the number of components of L; and L,, with
the O-markings in the same position as in D3 and Dj.
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® X

X O

D1 — Dz D2
D, Dy \ X

Figure 10: Birth move in a grid diagram. In the diagram D5 the top-right X-marking Xi, in D; does
not appear.

Since the differential and the j-filtration do not depend on the position of the X-markings as we see
from their definition in Subsection 3.2, and this holds also for the Maslov grading [15, 20], then the
Identity map

Id : cCFL>®(D%) — ¢CFL*> (D))

is a chain map, which clearly induces a graded isomorphism in homology and preserves the algebraic
filtration.

Proposition 3.4 The map b, := 1d : cCFL*°(D3) — ¢CFL*>* (D) preserves the Maslov grading
and the F -filtration and induces an isomorphism in homology.

Proof In order to prove the claim we have to show that the map induces a graded isomorphism in
homology and that preserves the two filtrations j and .A. The first two properties only depend on the
O-markings so they hold because b, is defined as the Identity map; then we only need to show that

by(A*cCFL>(D3)) C A*cCFL*™(Dy) .

This can be checked by proving that Ap,(x) < Ap,(x) for every x € S(D3). Note that this is not
obvious, even if b, is the Identity; in fact, this time we need to consider the X-markings in their
original position, not like in D and D}, and the Alexander grading depend on the X’s. Hence, we
need to use a result of Sarkar ([23, Subsection 3.4]), which gives us exactly what we need. m|

We now want to define b;. We suppose D; has an X in top-right corner; then we use the move in
Figure 10. Of course the new doubly-marked square is not a special Q-marking. We consider the
filtered NE-stabilization map

sNE - cCFL>® (D)) —s ¢CFL™(Dy)

defined in [13, 15, 23]. Stabilizations relate isotopic links; therefore, such a map is an almost filtered
chain homotopy equivalence for Theorem 3.1 and thus a local equivalence.

We say that by := s"E : cCFL>®(D) — ¢CFL*>(D,). This makes sense because the stabilization
maps, in the filtered setting, are independent of the position of the X-markings. Hence, we have the
following proposition.
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Proposition 3.5 The map by : cCFL*°(D,) — c¢CFL®°(D,) preserves the Maslov grading and
the F -filtration and induces an isomorphism in homology.

Proof We cannot argue that b; is an A-filtered chain homotopy equivalence, because the X-
markings in D, are different with respect to the ones in D5. On the other hand, we still have that it
is a chain homotopy equivalence and preserves the j-filtration; in fact, as in Proposition 3.4 these
two properties ignore the X’s. Therefore, we just need to show that Ap, (sNE(x)) < Ap, (x) for every
x € S(Dy). This follows from another result of Sarkar ([23, Subsection 3.4]). m|

Going back to the concordance >, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 3.6 There is a map by, : cCFL*™ (D) — cCFL*(D4), which preserves the Maslov
grading and the F -filtration and induces an isomorphism

by, 1 cHFL>®(Ly) — cHFL>®(Ly) .
In particular, this means that
b% (FSeHFLP(Ly)) C FSAHFLE (L)

for every d € 7 and S south-west region of 7% .

Proof We have that by, = b, o b o by, where b is the almost filtered chain homotopy equivalence
between the complexes given by D, and D3. Then the statement follows from Theorem 3.1 and
Propositions 3.4 and 3.5, because each piece of the map induces a graded isomorphism in homology
and preserves the filtration F. O

3.4 Extended death moves and invariance

An extended death cobordism is described in Figure 11. If ¥ < §3 x I is such a cobordism between
two n-component links L; and L, then ¥*, the same cobordism seen in the ambient manifold 31
with reversed orientation, can be considered an extended birth cobordism from L3 to L. Then we
can prove the following proposition.

Theorem 3.7 There is a map ds; : ¢cCFL*®(L;) — c¢CFL*>(L,) which preserves the Maslov
grading and the F -filtration and induces an isomorphism in homology.

Note that, since cCFLZ°(D) is usually not a finite dimensional [F-vector space when D is a grid
diagram, we cannot directly apply Theorem 2.8 in this case, although this can be done after more
work.
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( 0

Figure 11: An extended death cobordism, corresponding to a 2-handle attachment together with a
1-handle.

Proof Denote with cCFL*°(L;) the filtered chain homotopy type of the complexes associated to
L;. From Theorems 2.8 and 3.1 we have that the dual complex ¢cCFL*>(L;)* represents the almost
filtered chain homotopy type of cCFL**(Dy).

We use Theorem 3.6 to say that, up to composing with some j-filtration preserving A-filtered
chain homotopy equivalences, we can suppose the existence of a map by« : cCFL*(Ly)* —
cCFL>(Ly)* which has all the property we want. If we take by« , as the dual of this map then

by . : cCCFL™(L;) — ¢cCFL™(Ly)

preserves the filtration F and induces precisely a graded isomorphism in homology; this because the
definition of the dual complex in Subsection 2.3 implies that cCFL®°(L)** has a natural identification
with cCFL*(L) for every link L.

We conclude by saying that dy; := by« , again up to compose with some j-filtration preserving
A-filtered chain homotopy equivalences. a

Now with this theorem set we can prove one of the main results of the paper.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 After applying Theorems 3.6 and 3.7, by considering the maps induced by
a concordance Y. from L; to Ly, we obtain a graded isomorphism F, between the homology groups,
such that F(FScHF L (L)) C FScHF LY (Ly), which gives

(3-1) dimp FScHFLP (L) < dimp FSeHF L (L) .

In order for F to be a filtered isomorphism we also need that it restricts to an isomorphism on each
level of the F-filtration. To see this we take another concordance Y’ from L, to L; and, in the
same way as before, we get the opposite inequality with respect to Equation (3—1), which proves the
claim. O
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We now show that the Y -type invariants are indeed concordance invariants. In order to prove this
fact, we only need that the F-filtered isomorphism type of the homology group is a concordance
invariant.

Theorem 3.8 The real number Y g(L) is a concordance invariant for every centered south-west
region S in R?.

Proof From Theorem 1.2 we have that FS*¢HF L3 (L) D F U<Oy ey F Le°(Ly) if and only if
FSReHFLE(L,) D F {jgo}c’H}"ﬁgo(Lz) for every k € R, since L; is concordant to L,. By
definition this immediately implies that Ts(L;) = Ys(L,) for every south-west region S. m|

4 Upsilon-type invariants

4.1 Definition of T3(L) and the T -function for links

In Subsection 2.2 we saw that FV<0t¢H F L5°(L) is isomorphic to I for every link. Using Theorem
2.1 we can also argue that
FUSDHFLE (L)
FUS—BeHFLY (L)

F ’

where 7 is the number of components of L. Then, for a given centered south-west region S C R?,
we can define

T5(L) 1= max {k | FSCeHFLE (L) ¢ FUSTUeHFLe n(L)} .
€

Theorem 1.2 implies that T§(L) is also a concordance invariant. Moreover, we observe that for
knots Y™ coincides with Y.

In [16] the Y -invariant is described as a piece-wise linear function Yg(z) : [0,2] — R such that
Tg(2 —t) = Tk(¢) for every knot K and . We call this function the classical Y -invariant. In the
case of links we give a similar definition, which can be seen as a particular case of Y.

Consider the centered south-west region
Av={Gaer a2 +j(1-1) <o}
for ¢t € [0,2], see Figure 12. It can be showed, see [1], that T4, (K) = Yk(¢) for every knot K.
Moreover, we define
Yr(t):=Ta (L) and Y7() =Ty (L)

for every link. The reader can easily check that these R-valued functions are piece-wise linear and
T1(0) = Y7(0) = 0.
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A 7'

A\ 4
r

Figure 12: The centered south-west regions Ag (left), A} (middle) and A, (right) of RZ2,

Example 4.1 In Figure 13 we show the chain complexes for the (3, 3)-torus link, which can
be computed from the Heegaard diagram in Figure 15. We write 73 3 when we orient the three
components in the same direction, while T§73 denotes the same link with the orientation reversed on
one component. From this picture we can easy compute the Y -functions:

. t t€[0,1]
Y, ()=0 1€10,2] T7 (0= 2t reqLa”
r 2
— 3t t 0, -
e_,3]
Yr.()=4 —2 te |5 1,,(0) =
73,5(7) < _3’3] 132 {_2+z te(l,2]
[4
—6+3t te 3,2]

Finally, we show that the classical T -invariants do not determine the F -filtered isomorphism type
of cHFL>(L). In fact, take the knot K = T475#T;3;2 5#T§’5 whose homology is shown in Figure
14, where T 3.5 5 is the (2, 5)-cable of 75 3. In [11] is proved that Tg(#) = T (t) = 0 for every ¢ €
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Figure 13: The complex ¢cCFL>(T33) on the left and cCFLOO(Téﬁ) on the right. The 2 on the
central staircase is the multiplicity of the subcomplex. White, gray and brown dots represent Maslov
gradings 0, —1 and —2 respectively, while black dots represent the others.

[0, 2]. On the other hand, it is easy to check that Yy, (K) = —2, where Vo = {(a,b) |a < 0,b < 0},
while Ty,(0) = 0.

4.2 Symmetries

In this subsection we study some of the main properties of the Y -invariants. We start from this
proposition from [20].

Proposition 4.2 (Ozsvéth and Szabd) The F -filtered chain homotopy type cCFL* (L) of a link
Floer complex is independent of the (global) orientation of L.

In particular, we can identify the homology group of a link L and its reverse.

Corollary 4.3 There is an F -filtered isomorphism ¢HF L°(L) +— ¢HF L>(—L). In particular,
we have Yg(L) = Ys(—L) and T5(L) = Y5(—L) for every centered south-west region S of R2.

We remind the reader that this result is not true if we reverse the orientation only on some of the
components of L, as we saw in the previous subsection with the link 73 3.

Say —S is the south-west region obtained from § after applying the reflection r of the plane with
respect to the line {A — j = 0}. We prove the following property.



Locally equivalent Floer complexes and unoriented link cobordisms 27

S
A

41321101 23

Figure 14: The non-acyclic summand of the chain complex CFK®°(K), where the knot K is
T4,5#Tf,3;2,5#T§,5 :

Theorem 4.4 We have Yg(L) = Y_g(L) and Y3(L) = Y* ((L) for every centered south-west
region S of R2. In particular, one has Yy (t) = Yp(2—1) and Y;(t) = Y;(2—1) forevery t € [0,2].

Proof Since a chain complex for —L is obtained by switching the role of w and z in a Heegaard
diagram for L, and then of the filtrations A and j, Corollary 4.3 tells us that cCFL*°(L) is symmetric
under r up to homotopy. Moreover, this symmetry is chain homotopic to the identity by [24, Lemma
4.6] and the claim follows.

For the second part of the statement, we just need to observe that the reflected south-west region
—A; corresponds to Ay_;. O

With this theorem set, from now on we consider the Y -functions as defined on [0, 1], since their
values on [1, 2] are then determined automatically.

Now we want to study the relation between the Y ’s of L and its mirror image. We recall that, in
Subsection 2.3, we defined ¢S as the complement of the region obtained from S by applying a
central symmetry. Then we say that .S is the topological closure of .S.

Proposition 4.5 For an n-component link L we have that
To(L*) = —T2(L)

for every centered south-west region S of R?. In particular, we obtain Y -(f) = —Y7(¢) for every
t € [0, 1] and for a knot K one has T5(K*) = —T<(K).
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AN/
See

Figure 15: A Heegaard diagram for the link 73 3. The a-curves are red, while the s are blue.

Proof We apply Theorem 2.8 to argue that there is an identification
FSCHFLE (L) < (FYSHFLE (L)* = Ann FScHF LY, (L)
that preserves the containment relations. Hence, we only need to use the definition of T :

Ts(L") = max (k| PO HFLEw o FUOHFLE@n) =
S

= max {k | Ann FS¢HF L, (L) D Ann }'{ig_l}cH}'E‘fin(L)} =
€

—max {k | FUS— ey F L0 (L) € FUS—BeHFLe ,,(L)} -

. o) oo {ji<—1} oo
= —min {k | FU*eHF LY (L) C F CH.FEI,”(L)} =
_ LSk oo {i<—1} oo _ *
= —max {k | F*eHF LY (L) & F cH.F[,l_n(L)} = -T(L)

for every centered south-west region S in R?.

The third claim is trivial, while for the second one we note that 1A, = A, forevery t € [0,1]. O

We observe that the south-west regions A; are not the only S such that 1§ = S as we see from Figure
16.

Let us recall that the homology group I-ﬁ(L) (resp. W(L)) is defined as the bigraded homology
of the associated graded object (resp. the A-filtered graded homology) of the complex CFL(L),
given by setting U = 0 in ¢cCFL*°(L), see [3, 20] for details.
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A

A

Figure 16: The centered south-west region T in the picture is such that 7 = (T .

Lemma 4.6 If a cycle in FUSOY¢CFL>(L) is a generator of the homology group ¢HFL>(L),
and its homology class has minimal j-level zero, then its projection to CFL(L) is a generator of
HFLL).

Proof By [22, Lemma 4.5] we know that, up to changing basis, the complex cCFL*(L) is such
that the differential of the bigraded object associated to (ﬁ(L) is zero. Therefore, if we pick a
generator with minimal j-level zero then its projection cannot be zero in W(L), because clearly
it would be homologous to an element of U - F <0} eCFL>® (L)y=F Us=hecFL> (L). a

We use the mirror image symmetry to prove the following proposition. We assume the reader to be
familiar with the definition of the concordance invariants 7(L) and 7*(L), given by the author in [3].

Proposition 4.7 For a link L we have that
7(L) = =Y3(0) and 7*(L)=—(Y})(0).

Furthermore, each slope of Y (t) and Y;(t) is an integer s such that the Alexander grading subgroup
HFL, (L) is non-zero and if ty € (0, 1) is a point where the slope changes from s to s, then
fh € ﬁ and [sy — 51| > 2.

Proof We prove the first part of the statement. We take ¢ € [0, €) with ¢ very small and we show
that for such #’s one has Y7 (f) < —¢ - 7(L). Suppose that the homology class of x is a generator of
FUsOenr L5°(L). By Lemma 4.6 we have that X, the projection of x to CFLy (L), is a generator
of HF Ly(L). Hence, assuming Y1 (¢) > —t - 7(L) contradicts the fact that 7(L) is the minimum
A-level s such that A*H F Ly(L) has dimension one, see [3].

We now show that Y, () > —t - 7(L). In fact, the same argument we used before also shows that
T7.(t) < —t-7%(L") for t € [0,¢) and then — Y (f) < —#(—7(L)) from Proposition 4.5 and the
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Figure 17: A positive staircase (left), a negative staircase (middle) and an acyclic square (right).
The acyclic subcomplex of cCFL*>(L), when L is as in Theorem 4.8, is the direct sum of acyclic
squares.

symmetry properties of 7*, see [3]. This proves the claim; in fact, the version for the YT*-function
can be proved applying Proposition 4.5.

The second part of the proposition follows from the same proof of [16, Proposition 1.4] and [5,
Observation 2.2]. O

Using this result we immediately compute the T -functions for the Hopf links H . In fact Hy isa
non-split 2-component link that bounds an annulus in S*. Since HFL detects the Thurston norm
[14, Theorem 1.1], this implies that I-TF\L*,S(Hi) is non-zero only when s = —1,0, 1 and then Tp,
and T, are determined by the 7-invariants, which are computed in [3, Corollary 3.7]. Therefore,
we obtain

Th, () =—t, Ty )=t and Tp O)="Ty (H=0
for every t € [0, 1].

We conclude this subsection by stating a result of Petkova [21] that allows us to determine cCFL°(L)
for every non-split alternating link. We recall that an n-component link L is HFL-thin if its homology
group HFL, (L) is supported on the line s = d + % , where (L) is the signature of L.

Theorem 4.8 (Petkova) Suppose that the link L has n components and it is HFL-thin. Then the
chain complex cCFL*°(L) is given as the direct sum of some F[U, U - -subcomplexes as in Figure
17. More specifically, for every

e{n—l—U(L)

5 —k} with k=0,..,n—1,
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we have (";1) positive (resp. negative) staircases when s is positive (resp. negative). Moreover, the
acyclic subcomplex is determined by

TFLD) () = S dime ALy £ = (¢ — )" v (- )
X(HFL(L)) " dez;( 1)? dimg HFLy (L) - (z ¢ ) Vi (r t )

where V[ (z) is the Conway normalization of the Alexander polynomial of L.

Note that quasi-alternating links (and then non-split alternating links) are HFL-thin, see [3, 15]. In
Figure 18 we show a Whitehead link and its corresponding complex.

4.3 Connected sums and disjoint unions

It follows from the work of Ozsvéth and Szabé that the chain complex for a connected sum of the
links L; and L, is given by the tensor product between the ones of L; and L;.

Theorem 4.9 (Ozsvith and Szab6) Given two links Ly and L;, denote with L #; ;L, the connected
sum performed on the i-th and the j-component of Ly and L, respectively. Then we have that

CCFLOO(L1#I'J'L2) = CCFLOO(Ll) ®IF[U,U*1] CCFLOO(LQ) .

In particular, the complex cCFL*°(L#L,) does not depend on i and j.

Since F[U, U~'] is a principal ideal domain, using the Kiinneth formula and Theorem 2.1 on the
identification in Theorem 4.9 gives

FUSO N FLP(LHL) 2 FUSOHFLE (L)) @ FUSO HTFLE(L,)

and
FUSDCHFLE oy Likly) | FUSDIHTLY, L) FUDCHFLY, (L)
FUSTHFLE,, y(Likly) — FUSHCHFLE, (L) FUSDAHFLYE (L)

1—ny

where 7n; is the number of components of L; and we recall that n; + n, — 1 is the one of Li#L,.
Furthermore, if the homology classes of x; are generators for FUSO¢H F Lo°(L;) then [x] ® x2]
is a generator of the homology group FUSO¢H F L°(Li#Ly). In the same way, if y; is such that
[yi] is a generator of cHF E?inl,(L,-), with minimal j-level zero, then [y; ® y;] is a generator of
cHF L3, _,,(L1#Ly) and its minimal algebraic level is again zero.

We can now study how the T -invariants behave under connected sums. For every centered south-
west region S of R? we define

env(S) = {(j,A) € R? |j=a; +ap;and A = by + by , where (a;,b;) € S fori = 1,2} .
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Figure 18: The complex cCFL*> (W) (right) of the Whitehead link W (left).

Clearly, the region env(S) is still a south-west region (unless it coincides with the whole R?) and
S C env(S). Moreover, we take A(S) € Z>o U {+o0} as

zrelg{k | S_x D env(S)}

and we state the following proposition.

Proposition 4.10 Let us consider a link L; with n; components for i = 1,2 and S a centered
south-west region of R>. We have that

Ts(Li#Ly) = Ys(Ly) + Ys(L) — h(S)

and
YS(Li#Ly) > YT5(Ly) + Y5(Lo) — h(S) .

In particular, it S = env(S) then the Y ’s and Y* ’s are super-additive under connected sums.

Proof The proof of the two inequalities is exactly the same; hence, we only do the first one. From
what we said at the beginning of the subsection we can take x and y, such that their homology
classes are generators of FUSO}¢H FLE(L;) for i = 1,2, in the region Sy, = S+, and we obtain
that [x ® y] is a generator of F {jgo}c”ﬂ}"ﬁgo(Ll#Lz) and x ® y € FVOn+mn cCFL3°(L1#Ly).
Therefore, from the definition of A(S) it follows that

env(S)y, 4, C Sy49n—h(s)

andx®y e F SW1+72*’7<5)CCFL8° (L1#L,) proving the inequality. ad
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There are examples of south-west regions S with 4(S) = 0 and Y is not super-additive. Take the
region Vi = {(j,A) € R? |j < 0,A < 1}, then

—4 =Yy, (Tr3#T27) < Ty, (T23) + Ty, (T27) =04 (=2) = =2

Corollary 4.11 If a centered south-west region S is such that 1S = S and h(S) = 0 then
Ys(Li#Ly) = Ys(Ly) + Ys(lp) and T;(Ll#Lz) = T;(Ll) + T;(Lg)

for every links Ly and L, . In particular, this holds for the classical T ’s functions.

Proof From Propositions 4.5 and 4.10 we have
Ts(L1) + Ys(La) — h(S) < Ys(Li#La) < Ts(Lr) + Ts(La) + h(LS) .

The claim follows by using the assumption that 4(S) = h(.S) = 0. The same proof works for
T O

We observe that there are centered south-west regions, different from the A;’s, for which A(S) = 0
and then their Y -invariants are super-additive, see Figure 19.

Example 4.12 Corollary 4.11 gives that for the positive and negative Hopf link one has Yy, 45 _(f) =
—t and T}‘{+#H_ (t) =t for every ¢ € [0, 1]. In particular, we have an example when cCFL*(L) ®

cCFL®°(L*) is not locally equivalent to the chain complex of an unlink; in fact, itis T, = 0 for

every m € N.

The disjoint union of two links can be seen as a special connected sum. In fact, the link L; LI L; is
isotopic to Li# (), #L,, where the two connected sums are performed on different components of
the unlink ().

Proposition 4.13 The chain complex of the link Ly Ll L, is given by
cCFL™(Ly U L) = cCFL™(L1#L2) ®py,y-1) cCFL™(O2) =
>~ cCFL™®°(Li#Ly) @® CCFLOO(Ll#Lz)[[l]] R

where [-] denotes a shift in the Maslov grading.

Proof It is easy to compute that cCFL°((),) = F[U, U_l](O) @ F[U, U_l](_l). Hence, the claim
follows from Theorem 4.9. a

Note that, since the chain complex for the connected sum is independent of the choice of the
components, we have that cCFL*(L; L Ly) = ¢cCFL*°((L1#L;) LI ()); in other words, there is an
identification between the chain complexes for the disjoint union and the link gotten by adding an
unknot to any connected sum of L; and L,.
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Figure 19: The centered south-west region 7 is such that 4(T) = 0.

Corollary 4.14 Given two links L; and L, we have that
To(Li ULy = Yg(Li#Ly) and TS(Ly U Ly) = Y(Li#L,)

for every south-west region S of R?.

Proof It follows immediately from Theorem 2.1 and Proposition 4.13. O

4.4 Slice genus

Suppose that a link L has n components and bounds a smooth, compact, oriented surface ¥ < D*
with genus g(X) and k connected components. Then, after removing k open disks from it, we
can see X as a smooth cobordism between the k-component unlink (), and L. If we look at the
canonical form of link cobordisms described in Subsection 3.1 then X is such that, from left to
right, there are no merge moves, the torus moves are g(X) in total and there are exactly n — k split
moves. Other than these, the cobordism » might have pieces representing concordances, which
induce local equivalences as shown in Section 3.

The goal of this subsection is to study how much the Y -invariants of L differ from zero (Ys((,) =0
for every S) when L bounds a surface X as before. We use grid diagrams like in Section 3.

Let us start from the torus move, see Figure 6. We define a map ¢ as the Identity between the grid
diagram representing the link before the move and the one obtained by applying Figure 9 twice.
Such a map is a chain map, induces a graded isomorphism in homology and preserves the j-filtration
by the same argument in Subsection 3.3: since the links before and after the moves have both k
components, the corresponding diagrams have the same (-markings (both normal and special).
Previously we used a result of Sarkar ([23]) to show that b, is A-filtered of degree zero. Since now
we are composing the same map twice, but the first time the number of components is increasing,
this is no longer true. In fact, the map ¢ is A-filtered of degree 1, see [23, Subsection 3.4].
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Connected sum

L,

0O D 00 D

Figure 20: A split move. The two cobordisms in the picture are isotopic in > x I after capping the
unknot.

Ly

Now we study the split moves as in the left side of Figure 20. We may want to define a map s in a
similar way as what we do for ¢: using the same procedure for the map b,, but this is not possible.
In fact, the link L, has one more component than L;, so the number of special O-markings is
different and s would not be a chain map. To avoid this problem, before applying the split move we
add a disjoint unknot to L; and after the split move we connect sum the unknot to the component
without special Q-markings. This is pictured on the right side of Figure 20. In this way, we can
define a map

$7 - CCFLSO(Dl U O) — CCFLSO(DZ) ,

where D; is a grid diagram for L;, exactly in the same way as t. Now from Proposition 4.13 we
have that the map

s1 1= cCFL3*(D}) — ¢CFL° (D LU Q) = cCFL*(D}) ® ¢cCFL°(D))

is the inclusion of cCFL{°(D)) as the first summand of ¢cCFL{*(D} U O); and we recall that D;
is the grid diagram obtained from D; by applying the algorithm in Subsection 3.2. Hence, the
map s; preserves the Maslov grading and the filtration /. We conclude that the composition
s 1= 8308 : cCFL;°(D1) — ¢CFLg°(D>) induces a graded injective homomorphism in homology,
preserves j and it is A-filtered of degree 1.

Given a centered south-west region S of R?, we say that
S+m:={(,A) € R*|(j,A—m) € S}
for every m € N, an example is given in Figure 21. We define the non-negative integer hs(m) as

min {k | (0,m) € S—¢}
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Figure 21: A centered south-west region S on the left and the south-west region S + 1 on the right.

and we recall that the reversed region —S is defined in Subsection 4.2 by applying to S the reflection
of R? with respect to the line {A — j = 0}. Then we can prove that each T gives a lower bound for
the genus of 3.

Proposition 4.15 If L is an n-component link in S3, which bounds a surface Y. as before, then
—Ys(L) < hs(g(X) +n—k)

for every centered south-west region S of R>.

Proof We construct a map fx, by composing the maps ¢ and s defined in this subsection, together
with the concordance maps in Section 3. We obtain that

F2(FScCFLE(Op)) C FST8&tn=keCFL(L)

for every S. In particular, if the homology class of x is a generator of FUSOcHF L5°(Ox) then
f[x] is a generator of FUSOY¢H FL3(L). This immediately implies that Yg(L) > —hg(g(X)+n—k)
and we complete the proof by observing that T _g(L) = Yg(L) from Theorem 4.4. O

A similar lower bound holds with T* in place of T, but it is clear that the proof cannot work as
the one of Proposition 4.15. In fact, we used the map s that preserves the Maslov grading, while
the Y*-invariants of L; are computed by finding generators in cHF L]°,,(Ly) and cHF LY, (L2)
respectively, where m is the number of components of L;. To jump this hurdle, in the following
lemma we introduce another map s” induced by the split move.

Lemma 4.16 Suppose that L; and L, are as in the left side of Figure 20 and D, and D, are
corresponding grid diagrams. Then we can find a chain map

s’ : cCFLY®(D1) — cCFLY ((D>)
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Figure 22: Another split move in a grid diagram. We recall that special O-markings are colored in
red.

for every d € 7Z, which preserves the F -filtration and induces an isomorphism
FUSOeHFLY (L) FUSOHFLS, (L)
FUSTCHFLY (L) FUSUCHFLS, (L)

when m is the number of component of L; .

Proof We represent the split move using the fragments of D; and D; as in Figure 22, where this
time the number of special @-markings on each component is the same both before and after the
move. We define 5" as follows:

, X if cex , ,
() = " and S(Vip)=U-s(p)
Ux otherwise
for every grid state x € S(Dy), every p € cCFL>*(Dy) and V;-equivariant for i > 1, where V] is

the variable associated to the normal O-marking O, see Figure 22.

Consider the diagrams D} and D), obtained by applying the algorithm in Subsection 3.2 to D and
D»; hence, the diagrams D; and D] have same O-markings. Denote by D’ the diagram obtained
by removing the row « and the column /3 from D) ; we have that cCFL*(D)) is isomorphic to
cCFL>™(D%) & ¢cCFL*>(D%)[1] because of Proposition 4.13. Finally, let us call 7 : cCFL>(D}) —
cCFL®> (D)) the map given by adapting to our setting the homotopy inverse of the map i o H used
in [3, Proposition 3.1]. This map coincide with the special destabilization in [23, Subsection 3.3].

The map s’ was also studied by Sarkar, see [23, Subsection 3.3], and he proves that 7 o s’ = d? is
one of the destabilization maps in [13, 15]. Such a map is induced by the link isotopy relating D
and D which means it is an almost filtered chain homotopy equivalence, and a local equivalence
by Remark 3.2. Therefore, the map s : ¢cCFL*®(Dy) — c¢CFL*°(D;) induces an injective
homomorphism in homology and drops the Maslov grading by one, while the fact that s" preserves
the Alexander filtration A is shown in [23, Subsection 3.4].
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In order to conclude the proof we just need to observe that s* does not change the minimal j-level
of a generator of the homology in F U<0}¢CFL>*(D)); and note that this only depends on the
O-markings. Since the identification in Proposition 4.13 is an isomorphism of chain complexes, we
would have that if s’ would drop the minimal j-level then the same should be true for 7 o s’ = dV°,
but this is impossible because the latter is a local equivalence. O

Now we can prove the main result of this subsection.

Proposition 4.17 Suppose that L is an n-component link in S®> which bounds a smooth, compact,
oriented surface . — D*, with k connected components. Then we have that

—h,5(g(3) < — Ts(L) < his(g(E)+n—k) and
—hy5(8(X) +n—k) < — Tg(L) < hes(g(X))

for every centered south-west region S of R?.

Proof The fact that
—T5(L) < his(g(X))

follows in the same way as in Proposition 4.15 by using Lemma 4.16. Then we apply Propositions
4.5 and 4.15. O

This theorem immediately gives the lower bound in Theorem 1.5 for the smooth slice genus g4(L)
of a link, which is defined as the minimum genus of a smooth, oriented, compact surface properly
embedded in D* and that bounds L. For knots such lower bounds agree with the ones of Alfieri in
[1] and Ozsvath, Stipsicz and Szabd in [16].

Example 4.18 We observe that, when L bounds a planar (genus zero) surface in D*, we have
Ts(L) < 0and T3(L) > O for every S centered.

4.5 Other concordance invariants from the link Floer complex
4.5.1 The invariant v

Let us consider the centered south-west regions
Vi = {(G,A) e R*|j < 0,A <k}

with k € N, see Figure 23. We denote the Y -invariants associated to these regions with —2 -V (k) =
Ty, (L). It follows from [1] that the invariants Vg (k) determine some of the invariants A of K,
which were introduced by Rasmussen in [22].
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Figure 23: The centered south-west regions Vj (left) and W; (right) of R2 for any integer k > 0.

Proposition 4.19 (Alfieri) Suppose that K is a knot in S>. Then Vi (k) = hi(K) for every k € N.

Applying Proposition 4.17 we obtain that /;(K) = Vg (k) < g4(K) — k foraknot K and 0 < k <
g4(K), which coincides with [22, Corollary 7.4]; furthermore, one has
0SSV <gal)+n—k—1 if k<ga(l)+n—1
Vitk) =0 if k>2gl)+n—-1
and
Vi(k) > Vilk + 1)

for every link L. Finally, Theorem 3.8 tells us that V (k) is a concordance invariant for every k € N.

In [9] Hom and Wu define the knot concordance invariant v+ and they prove that such invariant
gives a lower bound for the slice genus g4. Using our results we can easily extend v to links: we
say that

+ i _
v (L) = 1]%{]1 {k| Vip(k) =0} .

It is easy to check ([8]) that for knots such a definition coincides with the one in [9] and it generalizes
its well-known properties.

Proposition 4.20 The non-negative integer v (L) is a concordance invariant of links.

Proof If L is concordant to L, then Vi, (k) = Vi, (k) for every k € N as we saw before. Hence,
one has Vp, (k) = 0 if and only if V,(k) = 0. O
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Consider the south-west regions W, in Figure 23; we see immediately that one has Wy = .V} and
then T’{jvk(L) = 2 - Vp«(k) for every k € N because of Proposition 4.5. We say that

(L) = max{v ™ (L), v (L")},
where
v (L") = 5{121{]1 {k| Vp-(k) = 0} = Iklgg {k| Ty, L) =0}

which is also a concordance invariant.

Theorem 4.21 Suppose that L is an n-component link in S*. Then we have that
0<v (L) <P <gal)+n—1 and 7(L)<v ().
Furthermore, the invariants v (L) and D(L) are sub-additive:
vi(Littly) < v (L) + v (L) and D(Li#Lo) < D(L1) + D(La)

for every pair of links Ly and L.

Proof We saw before that if V; (k) # O then k < g4(L) +n — 1. Since v*(L) is the minimal k
such that Vi (k) = 0 and g4(L) = g4(L*) we conclude that D(L) < g4(L) +n — 1. We now show that
7(L) < v (L). Suppose that s is the minimal integer such that V7 (s) = 0; then there is an element x
in F¥*cCFL{®(L) whose homology class is a generator of the homology with minimal j-level zero.
The claim follows from Lemma 4.6.

For the last part of the theorem, take elements x; and x, as before for L; and L, respectively. From
Subsection 4.3 we know that

X1 ®xy € F vttt an cCFLE(Li#L,)

has the same properties. Since Yy, (L1#L,) < 0 for every k, this implies Vp 4, @1 (L) + v (L)) =
0. Now, denote with J; and J, either the links L; and L, or the links L] and L3, depending on
which ones give the maximal v+ (Ji#J;); then we have

ULi#Ly) = v (#12) < vFUn) + vT () < DLy + Do) -

O

Theorem 4.21 tells us that v+ gives a lower bound to the slice genus at least as good as the one
given by 7. An example where this happens is shown in Figure 24.

Let us write 2 - Wy(k) = Tw,(L). In the same way as before, we have

0< Wilk) < ga(L) —k if k< ga(L)
Wi(k) =0 if k> ga(l)
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Figure 24: The relevant non-acyclic summand of cCFL*°(L), where L = T, o#T, 3 5#Hf"_l. Here,

by relevant we mean the summand which contains the generators of F U0 en F L°(L), in the
decomposition induced by the connected sum, according to Theorem 4.9. We have that 7(L) = 0
and v (L) = 2.

and
Wr(k) > Wik + 1)

for every link L.

We call (L) the non-negative integer
max {min {k | Wr(k) = 0} ,min {k | W= (k) = 0}} ,
keN keN
which shares similar properties with Z(L). In particular, we have (L) = V(L) for knots.
Theorem 4.22 Suppose that L is an n-component link in S3. Then we have that ¥/ is a concordance
invariant; moreover, one has
0< (L) <ga(l) and 7°(L)<VU(L).
Furthermore, the invariant U(L) is also sub-additive:
U(Li#Lp) < U(Ly) + (L)

for every pair of links Ly and L,.
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Proof It follows in the same way as in the proof of Proposition 4.20 and Theorem 4.21, by applying
Lemma 4.6 and Proposition 4.17. We just need to observe that

min {k | W-(6) = 0} = min {k| 7,(L) = 0} .

O

This result implies that if L bounds a compact planar surface properly embedded in D* then
(L) = 0.

4.5.2 Secondary upsilon invariants

In a paper of Allen ([2]) we find an example of two non-concordant knots with the same T -invariants.
These knots are the torus knot 75 7 and the connected sum T, s#T5 g. Their chain complexes are
pictured in [2, Figures 4 and 6].

Starting from this example, we build the links J; = T577#H4f’;”_1 and J, = T275#T576#Hi”_1. Since
we can compute the complex of the positive Hopf link:

¢CFL®(Hy) = CFK™(T»3) ® F[U, U ']_1y ,

we easily obtain that the homology groups of J; and J, are F-filtered isomorphic. On the other
hand, it is still possible to show that cCFL*°(J) is not locally equivalent to cCFL*°(J,), which
means that the filtered isomorphism (or its inverse) is not induced by a chain map that preserves the
filtration F.

In order to find an obstruction for the existence of such a map, we need to use another family of
invariants, which was introduced by Kim and Livingston in [11] and by Alfieri in [1] for knots.
We define the secondary Y -invariants ngi s (L) of an n-component link L as —Ys(L) plus the
supremum of k € Z such that

A0 cerrey
contains a 1-chain a with 0~a = x; + x;; the cycles

(57 ) ecrige (55 ) ecrize

x1 € FVt/eCFL(L) and  x; € F\ v /cCFLy (L)

have the property that their homology classes are generators of F U0 en F L°(L), where v =
Yg+(L) and ST,S~ and S are three centered south-west regions of R2. Note that ngl s (L) can

be +00, as it happens for the unknot.

We can define a secondary Y*-invariant exactly in the same way, only this time we consider

elements in Maslov gradings 1 — n and 2 — n. For the sake of simplicity, in this subsection we only

write proofs for Téa) s— @), but all the results also hold for this version of the invariant.
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2)
St.5—.,8

invariant for every triple of centered south-west regions S*, S~ and S of R?.

Proposition 4.23 Let us consider a link L. Then the invariant T (L) is a concordance

Proof Suppose that L; is concordant to L, and Tgﬁ’s_ 7S(L]) < T(Szﬁ ,S—,S(LZ)' Then there is an
integer k > Tg%z s— s(L1) + Ts(Ly) such that
+
7t € FEcCFLE(Ly)

the homology class [z7] = [z™] is the generator of F U<} ey F L5°(Ly) and there exists
+ —_
Be fs"u(sw+>u<sv—>cCFLf°(L2)
with 9~ 3 = z+ 4z~ . We recall that 'yi = Tgx(L1) = YTgx(Ly), since T is a concordance invariant.

From Theorem 1.2 we know that the corresponding chain complexes of two links are locally
equivalent. Then we find a chain map g : ¢cCFLg°(Ly) — ¢CFL{°(L1), which preserves F and
induces an F-filtered isomorphism between ¢cHF L;°(Ly) and ¢HF LG (L1). Therefore, we can
take

8z +g(z) = g(d B) = 9 g(B)

and we have .
¢(z5) € Fv* cCFLZ(Ly)

the homology class [g(z")] = [g(z )] is the generator of FUSO¢H FLS(L;) and

o8 € P09 ) cepre)

This is a contradiction, because it implies k < Tga) s— s(L1) + Ts(Ly). O

Now we can show that the links J; and J, are not concordant. We have that
CCFL(lxin(‘h) = CCFLSO(T577) and CCFL?in(]z) = CCFLSO(T275#T5’6)
up to acyclics; hence, if J; and J, were concordant then Proposition 4.23 should imply

T§2+),s— ,S(T577) = (T*)ézl,s—,s(Jl) - (T*)(Sa),s- ,S(JZ) = Tg%z,s—,s(TlS#TSﬁ)

for every south-west regions S* and S. This is not true, as shown by Allen in [2].

We showed that the secondary Y -invariants can give more information than the F-filtered isomor-
phism type of ¢HFL>(L); nonetheless, the following proposition holds. Here we recall that the
invariants V7(0) and W(0), corresponding to the south-west regions Vy and Wy, are defined before
in Subsection 4.5.
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Proposition 4.24 If V;(0) = W;(0) = 0 then all of the Y ’s of L are zero and all of the Y ’s of L
are +o00. In the same way, if V;(0) = Wy«(0) = O then all of the Y* ’s of L are zero and all of the
(Y*)? s of L are +0c0.

Proof Suppose that S is a centered south-west region of R?. Then we have that Vy C S and
0= Ty,(L) < YTs(L). In the same way, we have that S C Wy and Ts(L) < Tw,(L) = 0. This
implies Yg(L) = 0.

Consider two centered south-west regions S* of R?>. We have that Vo C ST NS~ and then there is
a cycle, which represents the generator of the algebraic level zero of ¢HFL5°(L), in

FYcCFLP(L) € FS ¢CFLE(L) N FS~ ¢CFLF(L) .

Since Tg(L) = 0 for every S for what we said before, we obtain T(52+) s g(L) = +oo. The proof for

T* is exactly the same because of Proposition 4.5. a

In particular, for knots we have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.25 For a knot K if Vg(0) = Vi+(0) = 0 then Ts(K) = 0 and Y{) . (L) = +oo for

every ST and S south-west regions of R?.
Proof It follows immediately from Propositions 4.5 and 4.24. a

In fact, it is possible to prove that Vg(0) = Vi«(0) = 0 forces CFK*°(K) to be stably equivalent to
FIU,U *l](O), the filtered chain homotopy type of the unknot, see [8].

5 Unoriented Heegaard Floer homology

5.1 The homology group HFL'(L)

Let us take a Heegaard diagram D for a link L in S°. The chain complex CFL'(L) is the filtered
chain homotopy type of CFL'(D), the free F[U, U~!]-module over T = T, N Tps with differential

given by
Ix=3"3" mg) U@y,

YET pem(x.y)
me)=1

where ¢, n.(¢) and m(¢) are as in Subsection 2.1, and
forany x € T and p € CFL (D).
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Foe every x € T we define the ¢-grading as
ox) =Mx) — Ax) .

It is easy to check that, with this definition, the variable U*! drops the §-grading by 1. Moreover,
we have that there is a map
0y : CFLl(D) — CFL),_,(D)

forany d € Z.
The chain complex CFL'(L) also has the algebraic filtration j, defined as in Subsection 2.1:
J'CFL'(Ly=U""- CFL"(L),

where CFL"(L) is the free F[U]-module over T and ¢ € Z. Note that the latter group was the
original unoriented chain complex defined by Ozsvéth, Stipsicz and Szabé in [17]. It is easy to
check that the differential &’ preserves j.

We define the homology group as usual:

HFL'(L) = @ HFL)(L)
dez

and
F'HFLy(L) = mq(Ker 0y ,) := mq(Ker 9y N F'CFL'(L)) ,

where 7, : Ker 0, — HFL'(L) is the quotient map.

Proposition 5.1 For every n-component link L one has
HFL'(L) =gy - FIU, U
with § -homogeneous generators, and

FOHFL'(L) B
F~IHFL/(L)

Proof The first claim follows from [17], while the second one from the fact that the U -action drops
the J-grading by one: each homology class in F°HFL'(L) \ F ~'HFL'(L) corresponds exactly to an
F[U, U~']-summand of HFL'(L). ]

In [17] is proved that HFL'(L) is an isotopy link invariant. This is also implied by the following
theorem.

Theorem 5.2 There exists a chain map
i: cCFL™(L) ® cCFL™(L)[-1] — CFL'(L)

which is an isomorphism of F-vector spaces that identifies the Maslov grading with the § -grading.
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Proof Let us consider all the intersection points xp, ...,x; whose Maslov grading has the same
parity of d. We define
19 : cCFLY (L) — CFLl(L)
Ukix) + ... 4 Ubtg — U400y o gPhAly

and

il : cCFLP(L) — CFL},_,(L)

Uhix) 4 ... 4 Ulixy — U240 4 glt2h=An,,

These maps are linear by definition; let us prove that they are also injective. We observe that
i5(URx) + ... + Ubix)) # 0, where ¢ is 0 or 1, because the monomials UsT2k—Ay; for i = 1,...,1
are linearly independent in CFL],__(L); hence, the kernel of i is trivial.
We now show that i; = i2 + i31+1 is surjective. Suppose that g = Uhx; 4+ ...+ Ulx € CFL;,(L). If
h; = A(x;) mod 2 then there exists a k; such that 2k; — A(x;) = h;; otherwise, if h; = A(x;) + 1 mod
2 then there exists a k; such that 1 + 2k; — A(x;) = h;. Therefore, say ¢ = g1 + g2 and g; consists
of monomials of these two kinds respectively, we find p; and p; such that

ia(p1,p2) = ig(p) + iy (P =q1 + @2 = q
and the claim follows.

Since ig and i}i 41 are both injective and their images have trivial intersection, and then give a
direct sum of CFL/(L), we obtain that each iy is a linear isomorphism between ¢CFL*(L) &
cCFL>®(L)[—1] in §-grading d and CFL)(L).

In order to complete the proof we now have to show that i is a chain map, which means io(0~,07) =
0’ oi. Since i is linear we can just check monomials. We have

(ig—1 0 (07, 07)N(U*x,0) = ig_1(0~ (U*x),0)) = i5_(U*0~x) =

=U*. 9, Z Z m(g) - U™@y :Z Z m() - UKF2m(@=A0)y,

yeT ¢€W2(X7y) yET ¢€7F2(x7y)
w(@)=1 w(p)=1

and
(@ 0 iU, 0) = D' ([(GUN) = T U A0 =3 7 Y m(g) AT @@y,
yET ¢pemy(x,y)

w(p)=1
To conclude we need to see that ny(¢) — A(y) = n,(¢) — A(x) and this holds for every ¢ € m(x,y),
see [20]. The proof for the monomials (0, U"y) is the same. m|

The graded object associated to CFL'(L) is CFL' (L), which is the version of CFL obtained by
collapsing the bigrading accordingly. Hence, if L; and L, are isotopic links then

HFLy'(Ly) =p HFL, (L)
for every d € Z. This means that both HFL'(L) and HFL' are link invariants.
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5.2 The v-set and unoriented concordance
We start this subsection with some properties of HFL'(L).

Lemma 5.3 For every link L we have that

(1) ifthere is a chain map F : cCFL>™(L) — cCFL*° (L) which preserves the JF -filtration then
the map F' : CFL' (L) — CFL'(L,), defined as i, o (F &) Fﬂ—l]) o il_1 , preserves j;

(2) if cCFL*°(Ly) is locally equivalent to cCFL*°(L,) then there is a j-filtered and § -graded
isomorphism between HFL'(L,) and HFL'(L;).

Proof Let us prove Point 1). We have to show that F’ is j-filtered of degree zero. We do this by
proving that if U¥x € F'CFL'(L;) then F'(U*x) € F'CFL/(L,) for every monomial.

We assume that kK > —t¢. Then one has
k+A(x) . .
- (U z O) if k4 A(x) iseven
b (U x) = —1+k+AW . . :
(o, Ut ) if k+A(x) isodd

Now, when k + A(x) is even, we can write

Fo F[[—l]])(irl(ka)) = Za(x’ y) - []H'?(")—&-A(x,y)y7 0],
yeT

with a(x,y) € F. This yields

F/(ka) _ Z a(x’ y) . Uk—l-A(X)—A())-FZA(X,)’)y
yeT
and it is easy to check that we get the same result when k + A(x) is odd. To conclude we need to
argue that A(y) < A(x) + 2A(x,y). Since F preserves JF, we have that it is both j and A-filtered of
degree zero. Therefore, it is A(x,y) > 0 and A(y) < A(x) + A(x,y) whenever a(x,y) = 1 and the
claim follows.

Finally, to prove Point 2) take the maps f : cCFL*°(L;) — ¢CFL*(L;) and g : cCFL*°(L;) —
c¢CFL>(L;), which both preserve the F-filtration. Now Theorem 5.2 implies that f’, defined as
iro (f@f[—1]) oi;', and g, defined in the same way from g, induce §-graded isomorphisms in
homology; moreover, Lemma 5.3 Point 1) also gives that they preserve j. Hence, we proved that
HFL'(Ly) is j-filtered isomorphic to HFL'(L;). |

The first consequence of this lemma is that the group HFL' is also a concordance invariant.
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Corollary 5.4 If the link L, is concordant to the link L, then the unoriented link Floer homology
group HFL'(Ly) is j-filtered isomorphic to HFL'(L,), which means that
F'HFL)(Ly) =p F'HFL)(L,)

forevery t,d € 7.

Proof From Theorem 1.2 we know that cCFL*°(L;) is locally equivalent to cCFL°°(L;). Then the
claim follows from Lemma 5.3 Point 2). a

From Theorem 2.1 we know that for an n-component link L one has

FUDHFLEWL) o -
" =F F\ —a
FUS—BeHFLP(L)

ford =0,...,1 — n. Let us denote with {Ay, ..., hy»—1} a basis for the direct sum of such groups,
where the homology classes #/;’s are taken so that they satisfy the following property: for each i,

there are an integer k and a Maslov grading d € [0, 1 — n] such that
h; € FAURHFLF

(L) ~ ] .
'/ FA Y T LE(L) where A is the centered south-west region

{(G,A) e R*|j+A <0}

that we used in Subsection 2.2 to define Y7 (1), and, for any fixed k and d, the number of %;’s with
those k and d is exactly

FARHFLF(L)
F@err cHFLP(L)
We also take A to be the only homology class as above in Maslov grading O and h,.—1 the same,
but in Maslov grading 1 — n.

We define u;(L) for i = 1,...,2"! as the maximum k € R such that FAcHF L3°(L) contains
the homology class h;. Note that the unordered set {u;(L), ..., up—1(L)} does not depend on the
choice of the A;’s, but only on the F-filtered isomorphism type of ¢HF L°°(L). Moreover, we have
that u; (L) = Yr(1) and up—1(L) = Y7(1).

Now let v(L) = {vi(L), ..., vy—1(L)} be the set of -gradings of a homogeneous [F-basis of
FOHFL' (L)
FIHFL/(L)
Such set exists because of Proposition 5.1 and it does not depend on the choice of the basis, but only
on the j-filtered isomorphism type of HFL'(L). We have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5 A homogeneous [ -basis as before is obtained by taking the homology classes of
elements {Uhqy, ..., Uk Gon—1}, where q; = igl_(pi) and p; represents the homology class h; in
Maslov grading d; forevery i =1,...,2" !,
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Proof Since i is an isomorphism for Theorem 5.2, we have that there is an injective map
cHFLX(L) — HFL'(L) identifying the Maslov grading with the d-grading. This means that
if p is a representative for &, with Maslov grading d, then ig(p) represents a non-zero homology
class in HFL'(L); moreover, representatives of distinct homology classes are sent into representatives
of distinct homology classes, because of Theorem 5.2.

The element g = ig(p) is in d-grading d, but the minimal j-level of [g] is not necessarily zero;
although, since the §-grading is an absolute Z-grading and the U-action drops it by one, we have
that there is an integer k such that U*[g] has indeed minimal j-level equal to 0.

The fact that the set of all the U*g’s obtained in this way gives a basis as wanted is assured by the
condition we put on the choice of the 4;’s. O

We use this lemma to show that the v-set of L is closely related to the set {u(L), ..., usn—1(L)}.

Proposition 5.6 Let v(L) and u;(L) fori = 1,...,2"~! be as before. Then we have that v;(L) =
u;(L) + d;, where u;(L) is associated to the homology class h; with Maslov grading d;. In particular,
one has vi(L) = Yr(1) and vy—1(L) = Y (1) + 1 —n.

Proof Suppose that p; = Uhx; + ... + Ukix, € cCFLg" (L) represents the homology class h;;
moreover, we assume that

ki — A(UYx;) = 2k; — A(xj) > ui(L) for any j=1,..¢
and 2k1 — A(X]) = u,‘(L).

Using Lemma 5.5 we obtain that ¢; = i(p;) = Ui—AGDx, 4 4 UZke—AX)y, € CFL;,_ (L) represents
a non-zero homology class in HFL’dt_(L) and U~2+A) . 4. is in minimal algebraic level zero.
Moreover, we saw that we get a homogeneous basis by considering all the /;’s and then, by definition
of v(L), we have

vi(L) = 8 (U204 - g5) = 8(g) + 2k — AQp) = d; + ui(L)

for every i = 1.2 1. a
We can shift HFL'(L) in order to turn it into an unoriented link invariant.

Theorem 5.7 The complex CFL'(L;) H#ﬂ is j-filtered chain homotopy equivalent to

CFL'(Ly) H@ﬂ whenever L, is isotopic to L, as unoriented links, where o is the signature of a
link as in [6]. In particular, the set

"D o= 72wyt 72)

L) —
u(L) 5
is an unoriented link invariant for every link L.
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Proof Changing the orientation of a link L from Zl to [_:2, by reversing the orientation on the
i-th component, results in a grid diagram G where the ;-markings and the X;-markings are
swapped. Then everything stays the same except for the §-grading, which is renormalized. Using
[17, Proposition 7.1] we conclude that

01(x) — 0o (x) = O-(;'l) _ U(;Z)

for every grid state x of G. O

It is important to note that, if we only compute the group HFL'(L), we do not know how to identify
T.(1) and Y7 (1) + 1 — n in the v-set of L. This means that the latter is an unoriented link invariant
only if considered as an unordered set of 2"~! integers, up to an overall shift that can be determined
from a diagram representing L. Furthermore, an analogue of the last result holds for unoriented
concordant links.

Proof of Theorem 1.7 It follows in the same way as the last theorem, using Corollary 5.4. a

5.3 Unoriented cobordisms
5.3.1 Normal form and Euler number
Let us denote with vyax (resp. vmin) the maximal (resp. minimal) value in the v-set of a link.

From [17, Theorem 5.2] if there is an oriented saddle between L and L', where L’ has one more
component with respect to L, then

(5-1) UmaX(L/) < Umax(D) < Umax(L,) +1
and
(5-2) Umin(L/) < Umin(L) < Umin(L/) +1.

The following inequalities agree with Proposition 4.17.

Proposition 5.8 Suppose that a link L bounds a compact oriented surface 3., properly embedded
in D*, with genus g(X) and k connected components. Then we have that

—8(X) +k —n < umax(D) < g(X) and —gX) + 1 —n<omin(D) <) +1—k.

Proof From Corollary 5.4 we know that v, and vpin are concordance invariants. Hence, since
every oriented cobordism Y. between () and an n-component link L can be decomposed as
explained at the beginning of Subsection 4.4, and the values of vmax((Ox) and vmin(Or) are 0 and
1 — k respectively, the claim follows from Equations (5-1) and (5-2). O
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Figure 25: Canonical form of unoriented cobordisms between two links: only one connected
component of F is shown. The non-orientable saddles are Mobius strips with a small open disk

removed.

L,

Q O

Figure 26: A non-orientable saddle corresponds to a non-oriented band move on a single component.

We now want to study how these invariants behave when we consider unoriented cobordisms. First,
we note that there still exists a normal form; in fact, comparing the oriented case with the results
of Kamada in [10] applied to cobordisms, we obtain that every unoriented cobordism F between
Ly and L, can be written as in Figure 25. Hence, we just need to check what happens to the
v-set when two links are related by many non-orientable saddles. Of course, we can just study the
case where there is only one of such moves, since the general case is obtained by composing the
cobordism in Figure 26.

We recall that, if F is an unoriented cobordism, there is a well-defined integer e(F), called the Euler
number, defined as

where ¢, is the sign of a oriented basis of T,F & T,F’, induced by a local orientation system of F,
compared with the one given by the orientation of Tp(S3 x I); and where F’ denotes a push-off of F
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‘ YYVD1 Dy

Figure 27: The non-orientable saddle is represented in the diagrams as an unoriented resolution of a
crossing, where both arcs belong to the same component of L.

along the trivialization of v(L;) (resp. v(Ly))in S? x {0} (resp. S* x {1}) given by the Seifert
framing, see [6, 17]. Clearly, we have that e(F) = 0 if F is an orientable knot cobordism.

The integer e(F) can also be interpreted in the following way. Suppose that L; has n components,
while L, has m; since F is homotopy equivalent to a 1-dimensional CW-complex, its normal
1-sphere bundle admits a section F’. The boundary of F’ consists of the links L and L/, which can
be oriented accordingly to L; and L. Then one has

n m
e(F) = Ik(L}, (L)) = > Ik(Lh, (Lh)) .
i=1 j=1
The reader can check that this definition is independent of the choice of the section, see [6].

From the previous statement we obtain that if F is the union of disjoint surfaces F1i, ..., F; then
e(F) = e(F1) + ... + e(Fy). In particular, a non-orientable saddle as in Figure 26 has Euler number
equal to that of the unique non-orientable component.

Lemma 5.9 Suppose that L and L, are related by a non-orientable saddle F'. Say D and D, are
planar diagrams for them such that the saddle is represented as in Figure 27. Denote with D} the
corresponding diagram obtained from D; by deleting all the components that do not appear in the
saddle.

We have that
e(F) = Wr(D']) — wr(D'z) + €,

where ¢ is equal to 1 if the crossing is positive and —1 if is negative.

Proof From what we said before e(F) = e(F’), where F’ is a non-orientable saddle between K|
and K>, the components of the links represented by D’1 and D’2. Since e(F’) is computed from a
tubular neighborhood of F’ and F’ is disjoint from the other annuli of F, we have that e(F’) can be
computed using [17, Lemma 4.3]:

e(F') = wr(D)) — wr(D5) + ¢ .

The fact that every non-orientable saddle can be seen as an unoriented resolution of a crossing (and
vice versa) follows easily from Figure 28. O
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Unoriented resolution

A N N

Non-oriented band move
1
Figure 28: Each of two rows shows a direction of the equivalence of the two representations of a
non-orientable saddle.

O 0) X
O (0] 0O
—
X X X
X X 0)
G] G, G2

Figure 29: Non-orientable saddle in a grid diagram. Assume the markings in the first two columns
of G belong to the same component of L;; we switch the X-marking in the first column with the
O-marking in the second one to get G’. Then starting from the X at the bottom, we reverse all the
markings on this component of the link until we obtain the diagram G, .

5.3.2 Unorientable saddle move

We use the grid diagrams and maps defined in [17, Section 5]. Say G| and G, are grid diagrams for
L and L,, which are related by a non-orientable saddle as in Figure 29. Then we have chain maps
v: CFL'(G)) — CFL(G;) and V' : CFL'(G,) — CFL'(Gy), such that v/ ov = v o/ = U, defined
as

X it xNA#(

- Ux if xNA#0)
v = Ucx if xNA=0

. and V'(x) =
X if xNA=10

for every grid state x.
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Lemma 5.10 The maps v and v’ as before drop the ¢ -grading by
2—e(F) (k(Ki,Li\K) — tk(K2, Lo\ K2) 2+ e(F) kK, Ly \ K1) — (k(Kr, Ly \ K)
4 2 4 2

respectively. Here by K; we denote the component of L; where we perform the non-orientable
saddle move.

Proof Say G;,G’' and G, are as in Figure 29, with orientations on G; and G, given as in
Subsection 3.2. We prove the claim for the map v: from [17, Proposition 5.7] and its proof we have
that dg, (x) = d¢(v(x)) and

1
de'(V(x)) — 06, (v(x)) = ~7 [wr(Gy) — wr(G2) + 1 — 2] =
1 1
=1 [wr(G}) — wr(G)) + 1 — 2] — 1 [2- k(K1 Ly \ K1) — 2 - k(K L \ K2)]

where G/ is the subdiagram representing K;.

Then we have that

2 —e(F) n (k(Ky1, Ly \ K1) — k(K> Lo \ K>)

5G2 (V(X)) = 6G1(X) - 4 D)

because of Lemma 5.9. The case of ¢/ is done in the same way. O

This lemma implies the following result.

Proposition 5.11 Suppose that L;, K; are as before and F is the corresponding non-orientable
saddle. Then the following inequality holds:

2 —e(F 1
Umax(L1) — # +3 [(k(Ky, L1 \ K1) — (k(K3, Ly \ K2)] <
2 F 1
< Umax(L2) < Vmax(L1) + +Te() t3 [(k(K1, Ly \ K1) — (k(K2, Ly \ K2)]

where L, \ K, and L, \ K are oriented in the same way. The same is true for Uiy

Proof Since v/ ov = v o1/ = U we have that v and v/ induce isomorphisms in homology.
Therefore, the claim follows from Lemma 5.10 and the definition of vy,x and Vi, . O

These inequalities do not depend on the orientation of the components of L; and L, where the
saddle appears. The proof of this statement is given in Lemma 5.12.
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Figure 30: The number v; denotes how many non-orientable saddles there are on each of the k
components of F. In the picture we omitted the attachment of the extended birth and death moves.

5.4 Bounds for the unoriented slice genus of a link

Suppose that the n-component (unoriented) link L bounds a compact, unoriented surface F, with
k connected components and Euler number e(F), properly embedded in D*. Define the number
v =V + ... + v as in Figure 30; moreover, using the notation in [6] we write
MD) == Y (KL, L)
I<i<j<n
for the fotal linking number of L and we take ep(F) :=e(F) — 2)\(1_:), where L means that we pick

an orientation of L. We have that e;(F) = 0 when F is oriented and L inherits its orientation from
F, see [6, Section 5].

Lemma 5.12 Suppose that a link L = L = OF asin Figure 30 is such that n = k, which means
that F is the union of n disjoint unoriented surfaces F; each one bounding a knot. Then we have
that

v er(F) o v erF)
(5-3) _g_i"i_ L4 gvmax(L)gg‘FE‘f' L4
and
v e-(F - v e-(F
54 —g—§+1—n+ Li)évmin(L)gngE-H—nJr Li)

for every possible orientation we put on L.



56 Alberto Cavallo

Proof If v = 0O then the claims are true because in this case e;(F) = e(F) = A(E) = 0 (every
orientation on L is compatible with one on F') and Proposition 5.8. Suppose that v > 1, we prove
the last statement first: we assume Equations (5-3) and (5—4) are satisfied for one orientation L and
we prove them for another one, that we call L. Obviously, we can also suppose that [’ is obtained
from L by just reversing the orientation on one component of L, that we denote by K.

From [15, Corollary 2.7.10] and Theorem 5.7 we have that
(L") = v(L) + (k(K,L\ K)
where here v denotes either vyax Or Umin. Hence, since
ML) = ML\ K) — (k(K,L\ K) = \(L) — 2¢k(K,L\ K) ,

we obtain

) Dk I\VB).

4
This means that if we add ék([? , L \ K ) to each term in the inequalities in Equations (5-3) and (5-4)
then we obtain precisely the corresponding equations for L'; and this part of the proof is complete.

We now prove that the inequalities hold for at least one orientation of L. We proceed by induction
on v, where the initial step has been done at the beginning of the proof. Therefore, we assume that
Equations (5-3) and (5-4) hold for L and we prove them for L, where this time L' is related to L
by a non-orientable saddle move as in Figure 27; denote with K and K’ the components of L and L’
where the move is performed; and we orient them as in the proof of Lemma 5.10 and Proposition
5.11.

We show the case of Equation (5-3): the argument for Equation (5—4) is exactly the same. We start
by writing
e R - v erF
—8— 5 + L( ) < Umax(L) and Umax(L) < g + B =+ Lf‘_ )
from the inductive step; we call S the saddle move and F’ the surface obtained by gluing S to F,

which means OF’ = L'. Then the first inequality becomes

B _V+1 EZ/(F/)__ v ep(F) 1 @ Y W3 A i "
R 2+ - +( S+52+5 Ek(KL\K) Ek(K L\K)
< D) + (—2 T AV RN R AV )) < (D).

where the first equality can be easily computed from the definition of e and the last inequality
follows from Proposition 5.11. In the same way, we have

L L o e:(F
Vmax(L') < Umax(L) + <2+e(45)+ k(K, L\K)——ﬁk(K \K’)> <g+§+ﬁi >+
-, - — 7”/ F/
+<2+e(4S)+ kK, L\ K) - Ek(K’,L’\K’)>gg+V;1+eL‘(‘)'

N



Locally equivalent Floer complexes and unoriented link cobordisms 57

This concludes the proof because all the terms in Equations (5-3) and (5-4) are preserved under
concordance; hence, we can ignore extended births and deaths in F'. O

This lemma allows us to prove Proposition 5.13. Suppose that L is a link which bounds an unoriented
surface F in D*, with F 1, ..., Fx as connected components, as in Figure 30. Fix an orientation on
L, we need to define the integer A(E, F) = X(Ly) + ... + AX(Ly), where L; is the oriented sublink
of L such that L; = OF;; note that the orientation on L; has nothing to do with F; which may be
non-orientable as well. We say that A(L;) = 0 when L; is a knot.

We also write L for the k- -component link which appears before the split moves in the decompos1t10n
of F in Figure 30. Hence, if we denote by F C F the sub-surface such that L = OF then L and F
satisfy the hypothesis of Lemma 5.12.

Proposition 5.13 With the notation established above, the fol]owmg inequalities are satisfied for
the 2% orientations of L which are determined by the ones on L:

A4 er(F) v er(F)
—g—§+k—n+ L4 gUmaX(L)gg‘{'E"' L4
and er(F) ep(F)
v e
—g— 5t 1-n+ L= <vmin(l) < g+2+1—k+ L4

Proof We have that
(Li L) = Y k(L L)
tel;, I€];
forevery i,j = 1, ..., k, where I, is the set of the components of L in L, for a = 1, ..., k. Therefore,
one has A(Z) + )\(Z F) = \(L). We name F’ C F the cobordism between L and L and we obtain

ep(F) = e(F) — 2\(L) = e(F) + e(F") — 2(ML) + ML, F)) = ;(F) + (e(F") — 2X(L, F))

and from this, say F, = F' N F; is a connected component of F’, we argue that

k
e(F') = 2M(L, F) =) (e(F}) — 2\(L))
i=1
by definition of Euler number. Since each F! is oriented and it is a cobordism from Zi =LNF i to
L;, we can cap F! off in D* by gluing a compact oriented surface with boundary L;. In this way, we
obtain an oriented surface G; such that 9G; = L; and e(G;) = e(F}) for every i = 1, ...,k and then

k

k k
D (e(F]) = 2M(L) = Y (e(Gi) —2A(Lp) = > 21, (Gi) =0

i=1 i=1 i=1

because the orientation on L; is induced by the one on G; (which is the same induced by F}).
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We have proved that e;(F) = EZ(I? ) and now we can apply Lemma 5.12 to show that

v ep(F) ~ v ep(F)
— _5 L4 gvmax(L)gg“‘i‘f'LT
and ¢:(F) e.(F)
y ey ~ v ey
—g— 51—kt L4 Svmin(L) g+ 7 +1-k+ L4 .

In order to conclude the proof, we apply Equations (5-1) and (5-2) which tell us that
'Umax(l_:) < Umax(z) < Umax([_:) +n—k and Umin(l_:) < Umin(z) < Umin(z) +n—k,

provided that the orientation on L belongs to the 2* ones induced by an orientation of F’. O

We can use this result to prove that the wideness of the v-set of L gives a lower bound for the
unoriented slice genus 'yflk)(L), which is defined as the smallest first Betti number of a surface F
as in Figure 30 and k connected components.

Proof of Theorem 1.8 It follows from Proposition 5.13 because 2g + v + n — k is exactly the first
Betti number of F. O

Note that Theorem 1.7 tells us that v, (L) — Umin(L) is an unoriented concordance invariant of L.
As a consequence of Theorem 1.8 we obtain Corollary 1.9; see also [4, Section 5] for another proof
of this result.

Proof of Corollary 1.9 Suppose that F is the unoriented surface with maximal value of x(F) and
say it appears like in Figure 30. As we saw in the proof of Theorem 1.8, the first Betti number of F
is 2g + v + n — k and then the same theorem implies

k—1<2g+v+n—k,
because for a quasi-alternating link L it iS Umax(L) = Unpin(L) from Theorem 4.8.
The latter inequality can be rewritten as
2k—n—2g—v<l

and it is easy to check that the left-most side is precisely y(F). O

In particular, suppose that the quasi-alternating link L has n components and F is the disjoint union
of a disks and n — a M&bius strips. Then a can be at most equal to one.

We saw in Theorem 1.7 that we can shift HFL' (E) to obtain an unoriented concordance invariant of
links. This suggests that we can modify the bounds in Proposition 5.13 in a way that only unoriented
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(-

Figure 31: The link T 4: this link becomes the 2-component unlink after the unoriented resolution
of the crossing on the blue component.

invariants appear. The main tool to achieve this goal is the Gordon-Litherland formula from [6,
Corollary 5”]:

(5-5) 'a(i) - eL;F)’ <P

where L = 0F and F = F; U ... U F}.
Proof of Theorem 1.10 We just need to apply Equation (5-5) to Proposition 5.13. |

Note that the quantities that appear in the left-most side of all the inequalities in Theorem 1.10 are
unoriented concordance invariants; in particular, they are independent of the choice of the orientation
on L.

We conclude the paper with a couple of applications, which imply Corollary 1.11. First, we compute
~2U(L,) when L, is the 2-component link T #TY.

Corollary 5.14 We have that yiz)(Ln) =n+1 foreveryn > 0.

Proof Since 773 4 is non-split alternating we can easily compute Umin(75 4) = 1 using Theorem 4.8,
while the fact that U(Tﬂ) = —2n is known from [17, Corollary 1.4]. Moreover, applying Corollary
4.11 we obtain that

Umin(Ln) = Umin(T34) + v(T34) =1 —2n.

Now we just use Theorem 1.10 and remember that a(T§74) =3 and 0(T54) = —6:
3—-6 1
| —2n— ”+1‘—n+2‘<n+1<7§2)(Ln).
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In order to complete the proof we observe that there is a sequence of n + 1 non-orientable saddles
that change L, into the unlink (s there is one from 73 4 to the unknot and we perform one on
each summand, while we can go from 7,4 to (O, by an unoriented resolution of a crossing, see
Figure 31. a

Finally, we show that ﬁl)(L,,) can be arbitrarily large.

Corollary 5.15 We have that 'yf‘])(Ln) > n forevery n > 0.

Proof We use the last inequality in Theorem 1.10 with vyin(L,) and we immediately obtain

3—6n-1
1—2n—+ :néfyil)(Ln).

We point out that these two results were unobtainable if we only used Theorem 1.8.
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