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AUGMENTATIONS AND RULING POLYNOMIALS FOR LEGENDRIAN GRAPHS

BYUNG HEE AN, YOUNGIIN BAE, AND TAO SU

AssTrACT. In this article, associated to a (bordered) Legendrian graph, we study and show the equivalence
between two Legendrian isotopy invariants: augmentation number via point-counting over a finite field, for the
augmentation variety of the associated Chekanov-Eliashberg differential graded algebra, and ruling polynomial
via combinatorics of the decompositions of the associated front projection.
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The theory of Legendrian knots has been extremely fruitful. Classical Legendrian isotopy invariants
include rotation numbers and Thurston-Bennequin numbers [14]. However, the much more powerful in-
variants are Chekanov-Eliashberg differential graded algebras (CE DGAs), which distinguish a pair of
Legendrian knots with the same classical invariants [7]. The CE DGAs admit higher dimensional general-
izations, known as Legendrian contact homology differential graded algebras (LCH DGAs), associated to
any pairs of a Legendrian submanifold contained in a contact manifold. The LCH DGAs fit into the more
general framework of symplectic field theory [10], and have a Morse-Floer-Fukaya theoretic definition in
terms of counting of holomorphic disks. There is an advantage in the case of Legendrian knots contained
in the standard contact three-space Rgtd. That is, the LCH DGAs in this case also admit a combinatorial
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description [7, 12], allowing concrete computations. The LCH DGAs are Legendrian isotopy invariants,
up to homotopy equivalence.

On the other hand, there are natural singular generalizations of Legendrian knots, i.e. singular Legendrian
1-dimensional submanifolds in contact 3-manifolds, called Legendrian graphs [22]. The motivation for
studying these objects is quite natural. For example, they have already appeared in the proof of the Giroux
correspondence [ 15, | 1], a bijection between the set of oriented contact structures up to isotopy and the set of
open book decompositions up to positive stabilization, on compact oriented 3-manifolds. Also, Legendrian
graphs are used in [9] to show that the classical invariants are complete invariants for topologically trivial
Legendrian knots. Recently, they also appear in the construction and study of Weinstein manifolds whose
skeleton are singular, especially the arboreal type, see [19].

In this article, we study the Legendrian isotopy invariants of Legendrian graphs, or more generally,
bordered Legendrian graphs. A bordered Legendrian graph 7 = (T, — T « Tg) with a Maslov potential
u = (uL, p, pR) is a singular Legendrian 1-submanifold 7 in J'U = Ux ]Ryz, which is ‘transverse’ to the left
and right boundaries d(J'U) along the borders 7; and TR, respectively. Here, U C R is a closed interval.

Similar to Legendrian knots, there are Legendrian isotopy invariants, the LCH DGAs

AT, ) = (AE(TL ) — ACE(T, 1) — AT, )

for bordered Legendrian graphs (77, ) defined combinatorially asin[1]. A standard way to extract numerical
invariants from the LCH DGAs A®E(7", u) is via counting the “functor-of-points” for A°(7", u) over a finite
field F,. More specifically, for any base field K, we consider the set of augmentations, i.e. DGA maps,
€ : A°8(T, u) — K onto K with zero differential, whose restrictions €, : A°¥(T}, u,) — K for * = L and R
are specified by boundary conditions. This defines an algebraic variety, called augmentation variety (with
boundary conditions), whose normalized point-counting over F, defines a numerical Legendrian isotopy
invariant, called the augmentation number and denoted by aug(7, i; oL, PR; IF'q).

Our main result in this article solves the question of counting the augmentation number. More precisely,
we generalize the results in [17, 23] to show that the augmentation numbers are computed by ruling
polynomials of (7, u), defined via the combinatorics of decompositions of the front projection (7)) as
follows:

Main Theorem (Theorem 5.3.17, Corollary 5.2.6). For a bordered Legendrian graph T with a Maslov
potential u, let pi. € NR(T, u) and pr € NR(TR, ur) be two boundary conditions,i.e., normal rulings.
Then the following two Legendrian isotopy invariants coincide:

_d+B B
aug(7, pt; pL, pr: Fg) = ¢~ 2 22 (oLIR(T, 1 4. 2)| pR).-

Here, (o |R(T, pt; ¢, 2)|pr) € Z[g* 3zt Y is the two variable ruling polynomial for (T 0] wzth boundary
conditions (p, pr), d = maxdeg_ (pL|R(T", p; 22, 2)|pR). In the formula, we take z = qz -q° >, and

~ val(v)
B=B+ ) ——
veVvV(T) 2
counts the number of “generalized” base points in T.

Moreover, the ruling polynomial satisfies the gluing property, that is, for the concatenation (7, u) =
(71, 1Y) - (772, u?) of two bordered Legendrian graphs with Maslov potentials with (T, ,uél) = (T2, ,uf), we
have

OURT, g, 2)lpr) = Y. (pulR(T, 150, 2)lp) - (PIR(T 1% ,2) p).
PENR(TA,u})

By the second statement above, we tend to view the augmentation number aug(7, y; pL, pr; Fg) or the
ruling polynomial (o |R(T", it; ¢, z)| pr) as the Legendrian analogue of Jones polynomials [ 1 8] in topological
knot theory, which is well-known to fit into a 3D TQFT. Hence, we may consider them interesting problems
to build a “contact version of 3D TQFT” for Legendrian knots and graphs in contact 3-manifolds.

Another purpose of this article is to set up a foundation for our next article [4], in which we show the
slogan“augmentations are sheaves” for Legendrian graphs that generalizes the case of Legendrian knots
[20]. More specifically, for each closed interval U c R, and M = U X R,, we first identify J U with the
contact submanifold 7°>~ M of the co-sphere bundle 7% M which consists of covectors which are negative
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in the z-directions. Now for a bordered Legendrian graph 7~ in J'U with a Maslov potential g, we define
Shq-,,(M; K) to be the DG category of constructible sheaves on M with micro-support at infinity contained
in 77, and define C1 (7, p; K) to be the full subcategory of Shy,,(M;K) whose objects are microlocal rank
1 sheaves with acyclic stalks for large enough |z|.

Theorem 1.0.1. [4] There is a well-defined diagram of unital A.-categories:
Aug, (T, u: K) = (Aug, (T, p1: K)  Aug, (T, 1: K) — Aug, (Tr, ur: K)),

where the objects of Aug, (7", u; K) are the (acyclic) augmentations of the LCH DGA ACE(T, ). The diagram
is invariant under Legendrian isotopy up to A«-equivalence. Moreover, there is an A -equivalence between
the two diagrams of unital Aw-categories:

Aug, (T, u; K) — Ci(T, it; K).

Here, Ci(T, u; K) = (C1(TL, u; K) «— CI(T, u; K) — C1(Tg, ur; X)) is a diagram of DG-categories
of constructible sheaves, with each category defined as above. In particular, when 7' = A ¢ T M
is a Legendrian graph, we get an A, -equivalence Aug, (A, u;K) = G (A, u; K). Namely, the slogan
“augmentations are sheaves” holds in the singular case.

As a consequence of Theorem 1.0.1, up to a normalization, our main theorem also gives the point-
counting of the moduli space M(7", u; K) of sheaves in Ci(7, u; K) (with boundary conditions) over a
finite field K = [F,. By atheorem of N. Katz [ 16, Appendix], this is also the same as giving the E-polynomial
of M(7, u;C). Notice that M, (7, pu; K) is an analogue of the wild character varieties over a punctured
Riemann surface, the latter is well-known as the Betti moduli space in non-abelian Hodge theory, the study
of which remains a central subject of current research (for example, see [16]). Thus, it would be interesting
to explore the Hodge theory of M (7", u; K) as well. See also Remark 5.3.8 for more information.

Organization. The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give the basic backgrounds on
bordered Legendrian graphs 7 = (L. — T « Tg) with a Maslov potential g = (u., , ur). In Section 3, we
introduce bordered LCH DGAs ACE(7", u) = (AE(Ty, u) — ACE(T, u) < ACE(TR, ur)). The key result in
this section is to show the invariance of the diagrams of LCH DGAs for bordered Legendrian graphs, up to
(generalized) stabilizations.

In Section 4, we introduce augmentations and augmentation varieties (with boundary conditions)
Aug(T, p; €, pr; K) for the LCH DGAs ACE(7, u). The normalized point-counting over a finite field
F, of Aug(7, u; €1, pr; Fy4) then defines the augmentation number aug(7, u; pr, pr; F4). The key ingre-
dient in this section is to show the “invariance” of the augmentation varieties Aug(7, u; €., pr; K), which
implies the invariance of augmentation numbers aug(7", u; pL, pr; Fy). Unlike the Legendrian knot case,
this is not a trivial task, due to the involvement of generalized stabilization of LCH DGAs for (bordered)
Legendrian graphs.

In Section 5, we introduce and show the invariance of normal rulings R(7", i; o1, pr) and ruling polyno-
mials (with boundary conditions) {p.|R(7", i; g, z)|pr) for bordered Legendrian graphs (77, 1) with Maslov
potentials. The gluing property of ruling polynomials will follow directly from the definition. We then
show our main result that augmentation numbers are ruling polynomials up to a normalization. The proof
is via a tangle approach as in [23].
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Bordered Legendrian graphs. A graph is a finite regular one dimensional CW complex, whose
0O-cells and closed 1-cells are called vertices and edges. For each vertex v, a half-edge at v is a small enough
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restriction of an edge adjacent to v. Then as usual, the valency of v is the number of half-edges at v and
denoted by val(v).
A (based) bordered graph T = (V,V|, Vg, B, E) of type (n., ng) consists of the following data:
e the pair (VLI V. LI Vg I B, E) defines a graph |T'|,
e cach b € B of |I'| is bivalent, and
e two disjoint subsets V_ and Vg consist of n; and ng univalent vertices of |T|.
Elements in V, V|, Vg, B and E will be called vertices, left borders, right borders, base points and edges,
respectively. The interior I of ' is define to be the complement of V11 Vg.

Notation 2.1.1. In order to emphasize the border structures, we will denote the bordered graph I as
FZ(FL—>F<—FR),

where I'| and I'r are defined by V_ and Vg by, respectively, and both arrows are inclusions.
From now on, we mean by a graph a bordered graph with empty borders (2 — I' « @), which will be
denoted simply by I'.

For a closed interval U = [xi, xg] C Ry, let the bordered one-jet space J'U = (J'U. — J'U «— J'UR)
be the one-jet space J'U = (U x Ry, dz — ydx) C J'R, = (Riyz, dz — ydx) together with two contact
submanifolds

J'WUL = {x} xR, dz) and  J'Ug = ({xr} xR,, d2).
Definition 2.1.2 (bordered Legendrian graphs). A bordered Legendrian graph T = (T, —» T « Tgr) of a
bordered graph I of type (n., ng) in J'U is defined as an embedding T : I — J'U such that
(1) T is transverse to the boundary J'U = U x Ry, and the restrictions on the interior I" and both
borders I'L and I'g are contained in J'U, J'U, and J' U, respectively.
ThaJ'u, T =TT c J'U, Tr := T(TR) € J'Ug, T:=70)cJ'U.
(2) T on edges are smooth Legendrian with boundary and pairwise non-tangent to each other at all
vertices and base points, in particular, two edges adjacent to each base point form a smooth arc.

By labeling borders in T| and Tg in top-to-bottom ways with respect to z-coordinates, we identify the
left and right border T and Tg with the set [ ] = {1,...,n.} and [ng] = {1, ..., nR}.

2.2. Front and Lagrangian projections. There are two projections for J'R, = R3

Xyz?
Lagrangian projections my : Riyz — R)ZCZ and 7 o4 : Riyz — R)zcy,

called the front and
respectively.

Definition 2.2.1 (Regular projections). For a bordered Legendrian graph T = (T, — T « TR), the front
and Lagrangian projections T = (IT. = T < Tg) := m(T) and Tlag = (TLagL — Tlag < TiagRr) = TLag(7)
are said to be regular if in their interiors,

(1) there are only finitely many transverse double points, called crossings, and

(2) no vertices, basepoints or x-extreme points are crossings,

(3) each edge containing a x-maximal point must involve at least one vertex or a base point,

where a point in the interior T is said to be x-maximal or x-minimal if it is maximal or minimal with respect
to the x-coordinate, and x-extreme if it is either x-maximal or x-minimal.!

A bordered Legendrian graph of type (0, 0) is called a Legendrian graph and we denote the sets of
regular front and Lagrangian projections of non-bordered and bordered Legendrian graphs by £ S, £Giag
and BL Gy, BLG|og, respectively.

Remark 2.2.2. Due to the Legendrian condition, there are no vertical tangencies and no non-transverse
double points in the front projection. Instead, it contains cusps, which is obviously, x-extreme.

Notation 2.2.3. The front and Lagrangian projection of T = T(I") with T = (V, V|, Vg, B, E) will be denoted
by T = (V, Vi, VR, B, E) and TLag = (VLags VLag,Ls VLag,R’ BLag, ELag)’ respectively.

For examples of regular and non-regular projection, see Figure 1. To avoid any confusion, we denote
vertices and basepoints by small dots and bars, respectively.

In the front projection, an x-extreme point is either a cusp or a vertex of type (0, n) or (n, 0).
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(a) Non-regular local front projections (b) Non-regular local Lagrangian projections
1 1 1
Tn = ; 0, = 0 A “
> ] \ \ >
(c) Regular front projections (d) Non-regular front projections

Ficure 1. Regular and non-regular projections of bordered Legendrian graphs

Definition 2.2.4 (Types and orientations). For a vertex v or a base point b of a bordered Legendrian graph,
we say that it is of type (¢, r) if there are £ and r half-edges adjacent to v or b on the left and right, respectively.
We label the set H, = {h,1,..., h,m} of (small enough) half-edges in front and Lagrangian projections

as follows:
Zv, 1 hy,e41 hye Ny 41
,2 1% . Vv
v.}-{: :><: hb,l—lr—hb,Z
. . hv,2 :
hv’[ hv,l

hv,f+r hv’[q_r

In particular, each base point b € B is assumed to be oriented from the half-edge hy, | to hp 3 in the above
convention.

Example/Definition 2.2.5 (The trivial and vertex bordered Legendrian graphs). Let n > 1. The front

projections of the trivial bordered Legendrian graph 7, = (T,,. — T, < T,,r) of type (n, n) and the vertex

bordered graphs 0, = (@ — 0, < 0,,r) and oo,, = (00, | — o0, « @) of type (0, n) and (n, 0) as depicted

in Figure 1(c), whose left and right borders are points lying on the red lines at the left and right, respectively.
For convenience’s sake, we define 75 = 0p = c0g = (@ — @ «— ).

As usual, we say that two bordered Legendrian graphs 7 and T’ are equivalent if they are isotopic, that
is, there exists a family of bordered Legendrian graphs

T, :T'x[0,1] - J'U; c J'R,, To =17, T, =T,

Remark 2.2.6. It is important to note that during the isotopy between two bordered Legendrian graphs,
the ambient manifold J'U, may changes. For example, any translation along the x-axis will give us an
equivalence.

In terms of projections, it is known that two front projections 7 and 7~ or two Lagrangian projections
7[;9 and 74 are projections of equivalent Legendrian graphs if and only if they can be connected by a
sequence of front or Lagrangian Reidemeister moves depicted in Figures 2(a) or 2(b), respectively. One
may refer [5, Proposition 4.2] or [3, Proposition 2.1].

2.2.1. Maslov potentials for bordered Legendrian graphs. We consider Z-valued Maslov potentials on
bordered Legendrian graphs as follows:

Let 7 € BLGs and S = S(T) c T be the set of x-extreme points in its interior. An Z-valued Maslov
potential of T is a function u : R — Z from the set R := 7o (T \ (V U S)) of connected components of the
complement of vertices and cusps such that forall s € S\ V,

u(s ) —pu(sT)=1€Z, 2.1)

where s* (resp. s7) is the upper (resp. lower) strand near s.
For Tiag € BL | ag, let Spag = S(Tiag) C Tiag be the set of x-extreme points. As before we define the
set Riag = mo(TLag \ (Viag U SLag)) of connected components of the complement of vertices and x-extreme
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R )é%>/ |
ey

(a) Front Reidemeister moves

(VI)

| ><

>’ = >/

(b) Lagrangian Reidemeister moves

Ficure 2. Front and Lagrangian Reidemeister moves: Refelections are possible, the
valency of vertex is arbitrary and the vertex can be replaced with a basepoint if it is
bivalent.

points. Then an Z-valued Maslov potential of 7.4 is a function u : Riag — Z satisfying the following
condition: for each s € Siag \ Viag,
s is x-minimal;

1
u(s™) = pu(s™) = {_1 . . (2.2)

s is x-maximal.

Diagrammatically, the above definition is depicted in Figures 3(a) and 3(b).

< >—=XK ¥ D= D

(a) In front projections (b) In Lagrangian projections

Ficure 3. Defining diagrams for Maslov potentials

Moreover, one can define y = ulg : [n] = Z and ur = u|ry : [nr] — Z as the restrictions of y to
the connected components containing 7| and Tg, respectively, under the canonical identifications 7 = [n]
and 7;{ = [nR]

Definition 2.2.7 (Maslov potentials for bordered Legendrian graphs). A Maslov potential for a bordered

Legendrian graph 7 is a triple g = (i, i, ur) and we denote the category of front and Lagrangian

projections of Legendrian graphs with Maslov potentials by B.L 94: and BL S’Cag, respectively.

Example 2.2.8. Recall the bordered Legendrian graphs 75, 0, and co,, defined in Example/Definition 2.2.5.
Since they have no x-extreme points except for a vertex, there are no conditions for Maslov potentials. That
is, any function u : [n] = {1,...,n} — Z can be realized as a Maslov potential for 7,,, 0,, or co,,.

Lemma 2.2.9. [, Theorem 2.21] Let (m) : Lag — Tlag be a Lagrangian Reidemeister move. Then it lifts
to (m) : (‘7[;9, H1') = (Tlag, 1) Namely, for given 1/, there is a unique Maslov potential i on T ag such that

(m), = p.
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Definition 2.2.10 (Restrictions of Maslov potentials on vertices). For each vertex v of type (¢, r) with
{ +r = n, the set H, of half-edges can be identified with Z/nZ by Definition 2.2.4 and we denote the
restriction u|g, : Z/nZ — Z of a Maslov potential to H, by u,.

2.2.2. Concatenations of bordered Legendrian graphs. Fori = 1,2, let 7% € BLG; be a front projection
of type (ni,nk). Suppose that n} = nl. Then we can naturally define the concatenation T, - 7. simply
by concatenating and identifying T,% and TLZ. The result T becomes a front projection of the bordered
Legendrian graph whose left and right borders 7} := TI_1 and Ty = TFZ{ come naturally from 7! and 772,
respectively.

Remark 2.2.11. It is important to note that we will not regard the points of concatenations as vertices of 7.
Therefore T has n-less edges than the disjoint union of 7' and 72.

Definition 2.2.12 (Closure). For 7 € BLG;, of type (nL, ng), the closure T is defined by the Legendrian
graph obtained by the concatenation

T =0, -T - oon, € LGy
as depicted in Figure 4.

FiGure 4. The closure of the front projection 7~

Lemma 2.2.13. The closure™: BLS} — LG} is well-defined.

Proof. Tt is obvious that for each (7, u) € BL 9’: , there is a unique way to extend p on T to i on T
by definition of the closure, which is well-defined since any function on [n] can be realized as a Maslov
potential of 0, or oo, as seen in Example 2.2.8. O

2.2.3. Ng’s resolution. We introduce a combinatorial way, called the Ng’s resolution to obtain a regular
Lagrangian projection Tiag € £ 44 for given front projection T € £ Gy, defining the equivalent Legendrian
graphs.

Remark 2.2.14. This is an extension of the original Ng’s resolution for Legendrian knots to Legendrian
graphs.

Definition 2.2.15 (Ng’s resolution). [21, Definition 2.1] For T € LGy, the Ng’s resolution ResN9(T) is a
Lagrangian projection obtained by (combinatorially) replacing the local pieces as follows:

<~C >0 X=X

and for a vertex v of type (¢, r), we take a replacement as follows:

hv, 1 hv,£’+l hv, 1 hv,£’+1
hy.2 \9\ v é . hy.a v .

: : — : X :
e h e 25 h

v,l+r v,l+r

In particular, a right cusp with a base point will be mapped as follows:

> X0
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For example, let 7~ € BLGy be a front projection of a bordered Legendrian graph. Then the Ng’s

resolution of its closure look like a picture in Figure 5. Notice that there are (an) many additional crossings

in ResN9 (’7') than 7, which came from the right closure oo, .

ResN(7T) = ¢ ResN9(T)

no

FiGure 5. The Ng’s resolution of the closure of 7

Lemma 2.2.16. The Ng’s resolution ResN9 : ng - LS’Cag is well-defined and preserves the equivalence.
In other words, each front Reidemeister move will be mapped to a sequence of Lagrangian Reidemeister
moves with Maslov potentials.

Proof. The well-definedness is obvious since the Ng’s resolution is indeed defined as follows:

isotopy y= :i%
z z §géé y ::X::
= Lo« (.

Moreover, it is not hard to check that the Ng’s resolution for each of front Reidemeister moves and their
inverses gives us an equivalence. See Figure 6.
Finally, by Lemma 2.2.9, we are done. O

3. BORDERED DGA INVARIANTS FOR BORDERED LEGENDRIAN GRAPHS
In this section, we will consider a bordered Chekanov-Eliashberg’s DGA associated to each bordered
Legendrian graph.

3.1. Preliminaries on DGAs. Throughout this paper, we mean by a differential graded algebra (DGA) a
pair A = (A, 0) of a unital associative graded free algebra A over the Laurent polynomial ring Z[tlil, cees tlfl]
for some k > 0.

Example/Definition 3.1.1 (Border DGAs). Letn > 1 and u : [n] — Z be a function. The border DGA
An(u) = (A, 0,) is defined as follows:

e The graded algebra A, := Z (K, is freely generated by the graded set K,,, where
K, ={kap |1 <a<b<n} |kap| = p(a) — u(b) — 1.
e The differential is given as

nkap) = D (=D hegekep. 3.1)

a<c<b

Example/Definition 3.1.2 (Internal DGAs). Let £,r > Owith {+r =n > 1 and u : Z/nZ — Z be a
function. The internal DGA Iz ,\(11) = (I¢,r), 0,) of type (£, r) is defined as follows:

o The graded algebra ¢ ,) = Z <‘7(5,r)> is freely generated over Z by the graded set \7(&,), where

Vier) = {éai la € Z/nZ,i > 1}, |a,il = pla) = pla + i) + (n(t,r, a,i) = 1),
where n(¢, r, a, i) is the number defined as follows:2
a+i-1 2 {r=0,a=n;
n(t,r,a,i) = Z n(t,r, j, 1), n(t,r,a,1l) =31 €&r+0,a=rorn;

j=a 0 otherwise.
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Ficure 6. Ng’s resolutions for front Reidemeister moves

Therefore for ¢; + ¢, = €, we have

|§a,€| = |§a,l’1| + |§a+£’1,[2| +1

and moreover, |&, ,| = 1 for any a € Z/nZ.

o The differential is given as

On(&a,

i) = 0in+ Z (_1)‘&”1 ‘_lfa,i1§a+i1,i2'

i1+ip=i

We will simply denote I, ,y(xt) by 1,,(11).

Remark 3.1.3. Forany [ +r =nand u : Z/nZ — Z, there exists y’ defined as p’(a) = p(a) + 1 fora < ¢
or u(a) for a > ¢, where Iz (1) = I,(u"). Therefore all internal DGAs can be assumed to be of type (0, )

for some n > 0.

1

IR

/
-

(iiiy)

(iv),

7

Proposition 3.1.4. The assignment kup, — &4.p—-q defines a inclusion A,(u) — I,(1t) between DGAs.

Proof. This follows easily from the

Definition 3.1.5 (DGA homotopies). Let f,g : A” — A be two DGA morphisms. We say that f and g

direct computation.

H
are homotopic via H, denoted by f =~ g if there exists a DGA homotopy H : A — A’ which is an algebra

homomorphism of degree 1 satisfyi

2The geometric description for the numb

ng the following:

er n(¢, r, a, i) will be given in Definition 3.3.1.



10 B. H. AN, Y. BAE, AND T. SU

e H is a chain homotopy:
f-g=0cH+Hod . (3.2)

e Hisa(f,g)-derivation: forall x,y € A’,

H(xy) = H(x)g(y) + (=D f(x)H(y). (3.3)

Remark 3.1.6. It is known that the homotopy relation becomes an equivalence relation, but this is not
straightforward at all. See [13, Ch. 26].

Let us recall the notion of tame isomorphisms on DGAs.

Definition 3.1.7 (Tame isomorphisms). Let A" = (A’ = Z(G),9’) and A = (A = Z(G), d) be DGAs. A
DGA map f : A’ — A is called an elementary isomorphism if for some g € G,

g+u ith=g

f(h):{h ifh+g,

where u is a word in A not containing g.
A tame isomorphism is a composition of countably many (possibly finite) elementary isomorphisms.

Definition 3.1.8 (Stabilizations [3, Definition 2.16]). For a DGA A = (A = Z{G), 9), a stabilization of A
is a DGA which is tame isomorphic to a DGA SA = (SA, d) obtained from A by adding a countably many
(possibly finite) number of canceling pairs of generators {¢’, ¢’ | i € I} for some index set I so that

SA=Z(GU{e,¢ |iel}), &' = |e'] + 1, (@) = ¢, a(e') =0,
and for each d € Z, there are only finitely many &'’s and e'’s of degree b.

For a stabilization A’ of A, there are two natural DGA morphisms 7 : A” — Aand¢: A — A’ defined
as the canonical projection and inclusion

n(s) = {S se4 ((s) = s.

0 otherwise,

We introduce a special kind of a DGA operation called a generalized stabilization originally defined in
[1] as follows:

Definition 3.1.9 (Generalized stabilization). Let A = (A = Z(G), d) be a DGA generated by the set G and
¢ : I,(u) — A be a DGA morphism for some y : Z/nZ — Z.

The d-th positive or negative stabilization of A with respect to ¢ is the DGA SffA = (SE,A, gi) defined
as follows: let v, ; == ¢(&4.:) € A.

e The graded algebra SZ,A is given as

SSA=Z(GU{e',.. . e"}), "] =2+ > (Ivaal + 1).

a<b

—+
e The differentials @~ for ¢” are given as
— ar _
9 (") = ) (=D e, (") =) Vri-b-ae”.
a<b a<b
As observed in [|, Remark 3.8], the generalized stabilization is a composition of a stabilization and a

destabilization. For the completeness, we will give a proof in Appendix A.

Proposition 3.1.10. [8, Appendix B.2] There exists a DGA §31A which is a common stabilization of both
A and S;J—'A.
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3.2. Bordered DGAs. We consider DGAs together with additional structures, called bodered DGAs.
Definition 3.2.1 (Bordered DGASs). A bordered DGA A of type (ni, nR) is a diagram

ﬂZ(ALﬂAJb—RAR)

consisting of DGAs A, A| and Ag, and two DGA morphisms ¢ : AL — A and ¢g : Ag — A such that
(1) ¢v is injective, and
(2) forsome y : [n] = Z and R : [nr] — Z,
AL = AnL(ML) and AR = Anﬂ(:uR)

A bordered quasi-morphism £ : A’ — A between two bordered DGAs A and A’ is a triple (f, f, fr)
of DGA morphisms such that in the following diagram, the left square is commutative and the right square
is commutative up to homotopy

A’ Al s A< AL
fl = le fl Ape lfh

and a bordered quasi-morphism is a bordered morphism if the homotopy Hp is trivial, i.e., the squares
above are strictly commutative.

Now we consider stabilizations of bordered DGAs as follows:

Definition 3.2.2 (Stabilizations of bordered DGAs). for each bordered DGA A, we say that a bordered DGA
A’ of A’ is said to be a (weak) stabilization if there exists a bordered morphism r = (Id, 7, Idg) : A" —» A
such that 7 : A” — A is the canonical projection, and a strong stabilization if it is a weak stabilization and
there exists a bordered morphism i = (Id, ¢, Id) where ¢ : A — A’ is the canonical inclusion.

As an example of (weak) stabilizations, we consider the mapping cylinder in the bordered setting as

follows: let A = (AL & A <¢—R AR) be a bordered DGA of type (n, ng). That is,

A= (A0), A = Z(G),
AL = (AL, 0L), AL = Z(Ky), K ={kapy |1 <a’ <b <n},
Ar = (AR, 0r), AR = Z(KR), Kr = {kap | 1 < a < b < ng}.

Definition 3.2.3 (Mapping cylinders of bordered DGAs). The mapping cylinder A = (AL , A & AR)
of A will be defined as follows:
e The DGA A = (A, 5) and its graded algebra A is defined as

A= Z<GHKRHER>, ER = {;ab kabEKR}, Eab = lkap| + 1.
e The differential 8 for each kap is the same as dg(k,p) and for Eab it is defined as
5(7;(117) = kah - ¢R(kab) + Z (_l)lkac‘_lk\ac¢ﬂ(kcb) + kacigch (34)
a<c<b

e The morphism ¢, is the composition of ¢ and the canonical inclusion A — A, and ¢r is defined
by ¢r(kab) = kap € A.

Lemma 3.2.4. The DGA A is a weak stabilization of A but not a strong stabilization.

Proof. Notice that in each differential 5(75“;?) there is one and only one generator k,,. Therefore one
may find a tame automorphism @ on A that sends d(kyp) to kqp so that the DGA (A, dgp) with the twisted
differential becomes a stabilization of A.
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Indeed, we have a canonical projection 7 : A — A which maps kqp — ¢r(kyp) and 7{1,;, +— 0. Then it
gives us a strictly commutative diagram

A AL s A4 AR
|
A AL éL Y AL PR Ar

and therefore it is a bordered morphism. However, the canonical inclusioni : A — A makes the following
diagram commutative up to homotopy

A AL > A < AR
AT e
ﬁ AL P y X( ¢r Ar

where the homotopy Hg is obviously defined as HR(kub) = Eab. Therefore it only gives us a quasi-
morphism. O

On the other hand, we have the following general lemma.

Lemma 3.2.5. Let f : Kn — A be a function and f : Ar — A be an algebra homomorphism extending f.
Then the endomorphism

é\(’k\ub) = kab - f(kab) + Z (_l)lzaf‘_ligacf(kcb) + kucigcb

a<c<b
defines a differential on A ie, 8* =0, if and only zf? is a DGA morphism.
Proof. It follows easily from the induction on b — a and the direct computation. We omit the proof. O
3.3. Chekanov-Eliashberg DGAs for bordered Legendrian graphs. Now we briefly review the con-
struction of Chekanov-Eliashberg DGAs for Legendrian graphs with Maslov potentials.

Let Tiag = (Mag, ELag, BLag) € £51ag be a Lagrangian projection of a Legendrian graph with a Maslov
potential y. Then we consider two graded sets as follows:

e The set Ciaqg of crossings in 7| 5y, where for each ¢ € Clag, its grading is defined as

le] = pu(c*) = p(c™) ifc= X or ef=pc)-pc)-1 ifc= X

where ¢t and ¢~ in Riag = Tiag \ (Viag L Siag) are components containing the upper and lower
preimage of the crossing ¢ with respect to the z-coordinate.
e The set V44 of infinitely many generators from each vertex,

Viag = {Vai | a € Z/Val(V)Z, i > 1, v € Vigg},
whose grading is defined as
|Va,i| = ,Uv(hv,a) - ,uv(hv,a+i) + (n(v,a,i) - 1), 3.7

where n(v, a,i) = n(¢, r, a,i) is the number defined in Example 3.1.2.
Indeed, one can interpret each v, ; geometrically as follows:
Definition 3.3.1 (Vertex generators and spiral curves). Let v be a vertex of type (¢, r). Each v, ; are called

a vertex generator which may be regarded as a spiral curve y(v, a, i) which starts from the a-th half-edge at
the vertex v and rotates i sectors in a clockwise direction as depicted in Figure 7.
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4 y 4 ; 4 ;
3 5 3 5 3 N 5
~ I
v(v,2,2) = y(v,6,4) = 6 vy(v,7,8) = — 6
2 2= N 7 2 ~ 7

Ficure 7. Examples of spiral curves

(=)

Remark 3.3.2. The number n(v, a, i) is the number of intersection between the y-axis and the spiral curve
v(v, a,i). For examples, the spiral curves in Figure 7 give us the numbers n as

n(v,2,2) =0, n(v,6,4) =1, n(v,7,8) = 3.
Moreover, the following additivity holds for any a € Z/val(v)Z and i; + iy =i
n(v,a,i) = n(v,a,iy)+n(v,a+iyiz) 3.8)

Definition 3.3.3. The graded algebra ACE(Ti g, 1) is defined to be the unital associative algebra over the
Laurent polynomial ring Z [tb, t;l | be BLag] , which is freely generated by the graded set Crag LI Vi 4g.

ACE(TLag7 W=7 [tb, tgl | be BLag] <CLag a VLag> .
The differential on VLag will be defined as the differential for the internal DGA. That is,
a(va,i) = 6va1(v),i + Z (_l)lva’il |+]Va,i1Va+i1,i2' (3.9
i1+ir=i
Then for each v, the DG-subalgebra I, C ACE(TLag, () generated by v, ;’s is isomorphic to an internal DGA

I, = I(t’,r)(,uv)’ (3.10)
under the identification &,; — v, i, Where u, is the restriction of u to the set of half-edges of v.
Let IT; be a (1+1)-gon, and denote its boundary and vertices by 011, and VII; = {xq, ..., X, }, respectively.
The differential for each crossing ¢ € C are given by counting orientation preserving immersed polygons
f & (1, 811,, VIT,) — (R% Tiag, Clag U Viag L Bag) (3.11)
which satisfies the following conditions:

e near X, f passes a convex corner of ¢ with positive Reeb sign in Figure 8(a);
e near x; for each k > 1, f passes either a convex corner of a crossing with negative Reeb sign, a
half space of a base point, or a vertex.

X % X % € = €(c) = (=1)leI!

(a) Reeb sign (b) Orientation sign

Ficure 8. Reeb sign and orientation sign

For such a map f defined on I1, with a vertex x € VII,, the sign sgn(f, x) of f at X is the orientation sign
defined as follows:

the sign in Figure 8(b)  f(x) € Ciag;

sgn(f,x) = {1 f(X) € Viag-

The evaluation ]7(x) of f atxis given by
sgn(f,x)c if f(x) =c € Clag;
f( ) Va,j if f(x) =v € Vag, f occupies j-sectors from £, 4 to hy, 44 Near x;
X) =
tp f(X) = b € BLag, the orientation of f matches with that of b;
t,;l f(X) = b € Biag, the orientation of f does not matches with that of b.
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Here, we are using the orientation convention for each base point b as defined in Definition 2.2.4.
The grading | f| of f defined on I1; is assigned by

1= 17 o)l = D 1F 0.
i=1

For a crossing ¢ € Ciag, consider the following moduli space
M, (c) = {f | fisamapof (3.11), f(x0) =c, |f| =1} / Diff*(Il,, 811, VII,).
The differential d(c) of the DGA ACE(TIflag) is defined by

aey=p, >, sen(fixo)fxi)- - flxe).

t>0 fe M,(c)

Definition 3.3.4 (LCH DGAs for Legendrian graphs). The Legendrian contact homology DGA(LCH DGA)
or Chekanov-Eliashberg DGA ACE(TLag, ) for a Legendrian graph Tfa g € LS’L’ag with a Maslov potential is
defined as

ACE(TLag7 M) = (ACE(TLaga ), 6) .

Theorem 3.3.5. [1, Theorem A, B and E] For a Legendrian graph (T ag, pt) € £ Sfag with a Maslov potential,

the pair of the LCH DGA ACE(TLag, W) and the set of its internal DG-subalgebras {I\, C ACE(TLag, wlve V}
corresponding to vertices is invariant under the Reidemeister moves up to generalized stable-tame isomor-
phisms.

Remark 3.3.6. In [1], internal DG-subalgebras corresponding to vertices are called peripheral structures.

Corollary 3.3.7. Let (Tl_'ag, 1), (Tiag, 1) € £9’L1ag be Lagrangian projections of two equivalent Legendrian

graphs. Then there exists a zig-zag of stabilizations between two LCH DGAs ASS(T’__ u’) and ACE(TLag, )

Lag
i1 ii in-1 i 1
CE c \ Z > [ AN > CE
AT Ty 1) == Ao L A1 Ty L At T An == A" (Tiag. )-
T 7{'{ Tt Vi

n-1

Proof. 1t is known that up to tame isomorphisms, each Lagrangian Reidemeister move induces a DGA
morphism which is either a canonical inclusion into or a projection from a (generalized) stabilization. Since
a generalized stabilization is a zig-zag of stabilizations by Proposition 3.1.10, we are done. O

Now let (7, 1) € BL 9¢: be a front projection of a bordered Legendrian graph with a Maslov potential.

Then by Lemma 2.2.13, we have a Legendrian graph (‘7‘, ) with a Maslov potential. Let ACE(’? , i) be the
Chekanov-Eliashberg’s DGA for the Ng’s resolution

AT i) = (AT, 0),8) = A Res™(T i)

of the closure (’7' , 10) as depicted in Figure 5. Clearly, it consists of three parts, where the left and the right
parts corresponding to the resolutions of 0,, and oo,,,, and we denote the middle part by ResNo(T).

As mentioned earlier, there are ("ZR) more crossings in ResNg(T), which will be denoted by

Eab = |kab| + 1.

o = [

1§a<b§ng},

whose upper and lower strand corresponds to a and b in T, respectively.
For two vertices 0 and co coming from the closure, we define two subsets of vertex generators

Kl ={kar =0pp-o |1 <a" <b <n} and Kg:={kap =4p-q|1<a<b<ng}.

Then by Proposition 3.1.4, the DG-subalgebras generated by k,/’s and kgp’s are isomorphic to border
DGAs A, (u.) and Ap.(ur), where u and pg are the restriction of u to the left and right borders,
respectively, as seen in Section 2.2.1.
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Lemma 3.3.8. The bordered DGA below is well-defined:
AT, p) = ACR(TL, ) =5 ACE(T, ) & A% (T, )| (3.12)

where
ACE(TL, ) = (Z(KL), 8) = A, and  A®E(Tg, ur) = (Z(KR). 6R) = Apgs
and XCE(T, W) is the subalgebra of ACE(’? , [i) generated by

e all crossings and vertex generators in ResN9(T),
e all elements in the set Kg, and
o all kyp’sand kyp’s for 1 <a’ <b’ <n and1 <a < b < ng,

and the maps (?51 and (;;F{ are the canonical inclusions.
Proof. Let f be an immersed polygon defined in (3.11) with f(x¢) € C(7). Since two vertices 0 and co in

ResN9 (‘7“) faces the unbounded region which correspond to the sectors between A, and hg 1 and between
heo ng and h 1, respectively, these unbounded regions are never covered by f. O

Furthermore, we have a smaller DG-subalgebra ACE(T, y1) as follows:

Theorem 3.3.9. The DG-subalgebra A°¥(T, p) of ZCE(T, ) generated by K, and both crossings and vertex
generators in ResN(T') is well-defined.

Proof. Since the action of Reeb chords increases as we go to the right and we regard crossings Eab have
very large actions relative to the action of ¢, the map f never escape ResN9(T;) to the right. Therefore no
generators in Kr appear and we are done. O

Corollary 3.3.10. The map ¢, is the composition of the canonical inclusions ¢ : ASE(T,, u.) — ACE(T, )
and ACE(T, i) — ACE(T, p).

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemma 3.3.8 and Theorem 3.3.9. O

Now let us focus on the differential 5(755,1,). Indeed, there is a trichotomy on the moduli space M,(Eab)
as follows:

(1) disks hitting the vertex co have the contribution

(_l)lk\ubl_l (kab + Z llgackcb) s 3

a<c<b

(2) disks not hitting co but hitting 7{1.1, have the contribution

Z gacigcb

a<c<b

for some g4 € ASE(T, p),
(3) disks hitting neither co nor k., have the contribution denoted by g.; € ACE(T, ).

In summary, we have the following differential formula for Eab

é\(Eab) = (_1)|kab|_lkab + 8ab t+ Z (_l)lkabl_lzackcb + gacigcb (3.13)
a<c<b
for some gu;, € ACE(T, n). Notice that this formula is the same as the differential formula for the mapping
cylinder given in 3.4 by replacing ;ab and g, with (—1)|k‘*b|_1Eah and (—1)kavlg .. Therefore the
assignment k,p — g,;, Will define a DGA morphism by Lemma 3.2.5 since 5 =0.
Summarizing the above argument, we have the following theorem.

3The sign convention given in Figure 5 is used here.
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Theorem/Definition 3.3.11 (Well-definedness). Let (7, u) € BL Sﬁ be a bordered Legendrian graph with
a Maslov potential. The bordered DGA

AT, p) = (AR ) =5 AR(T, ) & A% (T, ) (3.14)
is well-defined.
Proof. The DGA A®E(T, u) is well-defined by Theorem 3.3.9, and two morphisms are DGA maps by
Corollary 3.3.10 and Lemma 3.2.5, and we are done. O

Example 3.3.12 (DGAs for the trivial and vertex bordered Legendrian graphs). Let (7, u) € BL Sﬁ be the
front projection of the trivial bordered graph with n strands and with a Maslov potential g = (u, y, u) for a
function u : [n] — Z. Then it is obvious that 7}, has no generators except for those for the left border 7},
and so is isomorphic to the border DGA A, (u) defined in Example/Definition 3.1.1. Therefore the bordered
LCH DGA for T,, is

A (T ) = (An(p) = An(p) = An().

On the other hand, for the bordered Legendrian graph (0,,, i) with a Maslov potential g = (0, &, ) as
shown in Example/Definitoin 2.2.5, the DGA A®E(0,, ) is the same as the internal DGA I,,(u) since it has
no left borders. Therefore the bordered LCH DGA for (0,,, p) is

A% (0, 1) = (0 = In(k)  An(uR)),
where the DGA morphism on the right is the inclusion described in Proposition 3.1.4.

As a corollary of Theorem/Definition 3.3.11, we have the following important observation.

Proposition 3.3.13. Ler (7,u) € BL 94“:. Then the bordered DGA XCE(T, M) defined in (3.12) is the
mapping cylinder of the bordered DGA AE(T", u) defined in (3.14) in the sense of Definition 3.2.3.
Proof. This follows obviously from the equation (3.13). O
Theorem 3.3.14. Fori = 1,2, let (77, pu') € BL 9?: be two front projections of type (ni, nfq). Suppose that
n:= n,lq = nf and u, = ué{ = uf. Then the bordered DGA for the concatenation (T, p) := (T, u")-(772, u*)
is given as follows:

e the DGA ACE(T, u) is defined to be the push-out of two DGA morphisms ¢|l=z and ¢2,

¢2
An(un) ——— ACE(T?, 12)

|
|
fl’éi 1 tu2u
4/

iyl
ACE(T!, ') == === ACK(T, p),
o two border DGAs ACE(T, u) and AE(TR, ur) and morphisms ¢, and ¢r are defined as
#! iyl
oLt ASE(TL ) = ACK(TY, ) — ACE(T!, 1) 55 ACK(T, ),

= i
¢r : A% (Tr, up) = AK(T3, p) —> ACEK(T?, 1) = ACK(T, p).

Proof. This is essentially nothing but Theorem C in [1]. The generators for A°E(T, u) come from those
for ACE(T!, u') and ACE(T?, 1i?). For the differential of T, every immersed polygon f can be cut into two
pieces along the original border 7)1 = 77 so that the right part will give a generator in 7 while the left part
will give the image under ¢é{ for the corresponding generator in TFI{. We omit the detail. O

For the rest of this section, we will prove the invariance of the bordered LCH DGAs.

Theorem 3.3.15 (Invariance of bordered LCH DGAs). The bordered LCH DGAs ACE(T, p) is invariant
under Legendrian isotopy up to stablizations.
Moreover, for each M) : (T'u’) — (T, ), there is an induced bordered quasi-morphism

(M), + ACK(T", p') — ACE(T" )
such that two compositions (M), o (M_l)* and (M_l)* o (M), are homotopic to the identities.
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Proof. For convenience’s sake, we denote the DGAs for these graphs as follows: for = = L, R or empty,

A= AP i), A= AT ), A= AT 1),
A, = AT, ), A = AT, p), A= ACK(T, p).
Due to Proposition 3.3.13, we have the following situation:
A’ L SN VPR BEY
i ;
A’ Y SN R S
i ). i M), (3.15)
~ _ v _
A AL i s A ¢ o AR
T l?r
A AL — AT A,

where all squares in both upper and lower parts are commutative.

Letusregard M) : 7/ — 7 as the move (M) T ST By taking Ng’s resolution, we have a sequence

ResN9 (1\71) of Lagrangian Reidemeister moves between ResNg(‘}: ") and ResNg(‘?’ ) as seen in Lemma 2.2.16.
Then Corollary 3.3.7 implies that we have a zig-zag of stabilizations as follows:
3 4

=~ —~ c n-1 n-1 —~ =
AT— A=A T2 AT a2 A S A=A " A

) a St -

AN
V]

It is important to note that all DGA morphisms in this zig-zag preserve two border DG-subalgebras since
they are DG-subalgebras of the internal DG-subalgebras which are invariant as seen in Theorem 3.3.5.
Therefore the above zig-zag induce the zig-zags of stabilizations between bordered DGAs A’ and A

o i

~ —~ i b i1 n-1 ~ =
T C \ < bl [d \ < — .3
ﬂ/ <_ ﬂ/ = Lﬂo «71'1 4 ﬂ] Al p 1SS M <§r 1/ ﬂn_l ﬁ ﬂn = ﬂ —> ﬂ,
1 "

n-1

where all DGAs in the middle are strong stabilizations while 7" and 7 are weak stabilizations. Therefore
the invariance up to stabilizations is proved.
In order to define the bordered DGA morphism (M), = (Id, (M), ,1d), we use the bordered quasi-
morphism i : A’ — A’ given as (3.6). Then we define the DGA morphism (M), as the composition
M), =7o (M) i A > A, (1\7[) = ResNd (M) =m0l o0---0i A > A,

which makes the diagram below commutative up to homotopy

G B
(M)*l = H l(%
A AL éL v A < PR Ar
where the homotopy H}, (v Can be defined explicitly as
H"q’(M) =m0 (M), 0 Hf: AR — A

The last statement follows easily by choosing the sequence ResN9 (M‘]) of Lagrangian Reidemeister
moves corresponding to each front Reidemeister move (M‘l) as the inverse of the sequence ResN9 (M). Then
two compositions (M), o (M™!)_and (M™!), o (M), of induced maps will be compositions of morphisms
which are either the identities or homotopic to the identity morphisms. O
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4. AUGMENTATIONS

In this section, we introduce augmentation varieties (with boundary conditions) and augmentation
numbers for bordered Legendrian graphs, and show their invariance. In addition, we consider two key
examples: the augmentation varieties for a trivial bordered Legendrian graph and for a vertex.

Definition 4.0.1 (Augmentation variety). Let A = (A, d) be a DGA. An augmentation of A over K is a DGA
morphism € : A — K, where K is a field with the trivial differential, i.e.,
€00 =0, 4.1
and the (full) augmentation variety of A is then defined as
%(A; K) := {€ | € is an augmentation of A over K}.
We firstly introduce an equivalence relation ~ on the set of affine algebraic varieties over K.
Definition 4.0.2 (Equivalence of augmentation varieties). Let X any Y be two affine algebraic varieties

over K. We say that X and Y are equivalent, denoted by X ~ Y if they are isomorphic as affine algebraic
varieties up to stabilizations, i.e., there exists m > 0 and n > 0 such that

XxK" =Yy xK".

Lemma4.0.3. Let A’ be a stabilization of A. Then two full augmentation varieties ATJZ;(A; K) and AIJE;(A’; K)
are equivalent.

Proof. This is obvious. Indeed, if A’ has additional cancelling pairs {¢', ¢’ | i € I} as in Definition 3.1.8,
then the augmentation variety Aug(A’; K) is the product space

Aug(A"; ) = Aug(A; K) x KV,
where N is the number of generators ¢ of degree 0. O
4.1. Augmentation varieties for border DGAs. Let (7, u) € BL 9]’; be a front projection of the trivial
bordered Legendrian graph consisting of n parallel strands with a Maslov potential g defined in Exam-
ple/Definition 2.2.5. Recall that ACE(7,,, u) = (A, (1) = A, (1) = A,(u)) as seen in Example 3.3.12, where
An(u) = (Ap(w), dy,) is generated by elements k,p’s
An(p) = Z(Kp), Ky =Akap | 1 <a<b<n}, |kap| = p(a) — u(b) - 1,
whose differential is given by
Onleap) = > (=1)ec gk,

a<c<b
as defined in Example/Definition 3.1.1.
Let us denote the augmentation variety for A,(u) by Aug(T,,, 1; K). Then by regarding €(k,p) as a
variable x,p, the augmentation variety of (7}, ) is an affine algebraic variety

%(Tn,,u;K) = {(xah) e gnn=1/2

13a<b§m%h=MH@H¢0,z:xMsz*.

a<c<b
Definition 4.1.1 (Morse complex). Let u : [n] — Z be a function. We define a decreasing filtration F*C,
C,=F’C,>F'C,>--->F"C, = {0}
of the free graded K-module C,, = Cp,(u) as follows:
FCy= (D Kles), lev] = —p(b).*

a<b<n

The group of K-linear automorphisms on F°*C,, i.e., automorphisms on the graded K-module C,
preserving the filtration, will be denoted by B(T},, u; K).

A Morse complex d € Endg(F*C,) on F*C, makes (C,,d) a cochain complex and preserves the
filtration, and a Morse complex d is said to be acyclic if the induced cohomology vanishes. We denote the

4The convention used here differs from [23, Def.4.4] by a negative sign, which is more convenient for our purpose in this article.
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sets of all Morse complexes and all acyclic Morse complexes on F*C,, by W(Tn, w; K) and MC(T,,, p; K),
respectively.

Remark 4.1.2. As a matrix, each element in B(T},, u; K) is upper-triangular with respect to the ordered bases
{ey, ..., e, } since it preserves the filtration.

Definition 4.1.3. We define GNR(7},, 1) to be the set of all involutions p on [n] such that for each
a < b= p(a),
lkap| =0  orequivalently, |e,| = |ep| — 1.

The subset consisting of involutions without fixed points will be denoted by NR(7},, u).

We’ll see in the next section that GNR(7},, ) is known as the set of generalized normal rulings, and
NR(T,,, ) is the set of normal rulings of T,, u.

Lemma 4.1.4 ([23, Definition 4.4]). There is a canonical identification

E 1 Aug(Ty, 1K) — MC(T,, p; K)
€ —> d =d(e),

where

d(eq) = Y (=11 Welkap)ep.

a<b
Under this identification, B(T},, u; K) acts on W(Tn, u; K) via conjugation: for each g € B(T,, u; K),
E(g-e)=g-E(e)=goE(e)og™.

Moreover, we can say that an augmentation € is acyclic if so is E(€) and we denote the subvariety of
Aug(T,, u; K) of acyclic augmentations by Aug(7},, u; K), which can be identified with MC(T},, u; K) by
Lemma 4.1.4.

Definition 4.1.5 (Canonical augmentations and differentials). For each involution p € GNR(7}, u), the
canonical augmentation €, € Aug(T,,, u; K) and differential d, € MC(T},, 1; K) are defined as

I a<b=play dfeny o [ en a<b=pla
0 otherwise, prass 0 otherwise

Ep(kab) = {
so that Z(e,) = d,.
The orbit of €, under the action of B(T},, ; K) will be denoted by
Aug? (T, 1K) = B(T,,, 11;K) - €,
whose stabilizer subgroup will be denoted by Stab®(T;,, u; K).

Notice that each p € GNR(T,, u) defines a partition [n] = U, LI H, LI L, together with a bijection
p:U, — L, satisfying that |kyp,| = O foralla € U, < b= p(a) € L, and ¢ = p(c) forall c € H,,.

Definition 4.1.6. For each i € [n], we define
1G) == {j € [n] | j > i, u(j) = p(@)}-
For any fixed p € GNR(7},, 1) and any i € H,, define p(i) = co. For any i € U, I H,,, define
Ap(i) = {j € Uy | j € 1) and p(j) < pli)}.
Now, define Ap(p) € N by

App)i= Yo 1AM+ D G

ieU,UH, ieL,

Lemma 4.1.7 ([23, Lem.4.5, 5.7 and Cor.5.8]). Let y : [n] — Z be a function as before.
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(1) The group action of B(T,, u;K) induces decompositions on BTC(T”, w; K) and MC(T,,, u; K) into
finitely many orbits

MC(T, k)= || BTwwK) -dy — MCTuwK)= || BTwmK)-dp.
PEGNR(T,,, 1) PENR(Ty,, 1)

In particular, we have a decomposition of Aug(Ty,, u; K) over the finite set NR(Ty,, 1)

Aug(T,, u; K) = U Aug®(T,,, p; K),
PENR(Ty, 1)

(2) Forall p € GNR(T,, ), the principal bundle
7ot B(Ty, 1; K) — B(Tn, 1, K) - d

admits a canonical section ¢,. That is, ¢,(d) - d, = d for all d € B(Ty, ; K) - d,,.
(3) Forall p € GNR(T,, p), we have:

B(Ty, 1K) - d, = (K)ol x kAP, (4.2)

Remark 4.1.8. Due to the result of Barannikov [6], for each Morse complex d, we have the Barannikov’s
normal form of d which is a canonical differential d,, for some p € GNR(T},, u) up to the action of
B(Ty, 1;K). Indeed, d,, can be obtained as follows: we pick a first nontrivial element from (i,i + j) entry
with the lexicographic order on (i, j) such as

and use it as a povot to apply upward row operations and right column operations, where the entries to be
cancelled out look like “L’-shape. After that, we pick the next pivot and do row and column operations to
the corresponding “L’-shape as before until we have only pivot entries.

b/
dy

—d — dp, =

P1 dr =

S O O O
oS O O O
]

o O

I
oo oo
oo oo
o oo
o o

|
co oo
oo oo
coow
ooc..zd

0

where
pr={{L4}5{2,3}} and pp={{1,3}{2,4}}.

Then there are exactly Ap(p)-many non-pivot positions lying in the “L’-shapes whose degrees are the
same as of the pivot, which are cancelled during this process. For example above, we have two such entries
at {(1,3),(2,4)} and only one entry {(1,4)}, or equivalently, A, (p1) = 2 and Ap(p2) = 1, respectively.

All the detailed computations have been done in [23].

Lemma 4.1.9. Let €}, ¢ € A@(Tn, u; K) be two augmentations. Then a function h : K,, — K extends to a
DGA homotopy between €| and € if and only if
E(e) = u - E(er),
where u is defined by
u(ey) = eq + Z h(kap)ep-

a<b
Proof. 1t is not hard to check that / extends to a DGA homotopy from € to ¢, if and only if
o h(kyp) =0forall |kgp| # —1 and
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e foralll <a<b<n,

(&2 — €1)(kap) = h o d(kap)

D DR k)

a<c<b

Z (_l)lkac I_lh(kac)El(kcb) + (_l)lkac ‘EZ(kac)h(kcb)

a<c<b

D0 (D) (kg Yer (kep) = €x(kac)hlkep)) -

a<c<b

Notice that as mentioned in Remark 4.1.2, the presentation matrix D; = ((—1)*@¢;(kap)) for Z(g;) is a
strictly upper-triangular matrix.
Let H = (h(kap)). Then H is also strictly upper-triangular. Then we can rewrite the above condition as

D, — D) =HD| — DyH orequivalently, Dy(I+ H)=(+ H)Dy,

and again, it is equivalent to u o E(e;) = Z(¢;) o u.
Finally, by the definition of the action of u € B(T},, u; K), this is the same as the condition Z(¢;) = u-Z(e;)
as desired. |

As a consequence, we can say that two homotopic augmentations are in the same orbit.
Corollary 4.1.10. Let € and €’ be two homotopic augmentations. If € € Aug’ (T, u; K), then so is €.

4.2. Augmentation varieties with boundary conditions. Let (7, u) € BL Sﬁ be a front projection of a
bordered Legendrian graph of type (n, ng). Then we have a diagram of augmentation varieties

— — A o —
Aug(T, 1: K) = [Aug(TL, p; K) — Aug(T, i1; K) —> Aug(Tr, ur; K) |, 4.3)

where Aug(T., i.; K) == Aug(ACE(T,, u,); K) for = = L, R or empty.

Proposition 4.2.1 (Gluing property of augmentation varieties). Let (77, u') be two bordered Legendrian
graphs of type (ni, nfq), fori=1,2. Suppose that n = né{ = nﬁ and yy, = /1,1:{ = yﬁ. Then the augmentation
variety for the concatenation (T, p) = (T, u') - (T2, 1i?) is given as follows:

e the variety Aug(T, w; K) is defined to be the fiber product of two induced maps (qﬁé)* and (qﬁf)*,

Aug(T, 1K) --+-% -5 Aug(T?, 4 K)
|
iz/l U : l(‘pf)*
g 1y
ATl - @RS i
AUQ(T s M ’K) e AUg(Tn, #n)
e two border varieties %(TL, uL; K) and %(TR, ur; K) and morphisms ¢| and ¢y are defined as
* . A~ i*UlU — 1 1 ((/5&))Y —_— 1 1 —_—
o Aug(T, 1; K) — Aug(T", 1 K) — Aug(T, p s K) = Aug(TL, u; K)
— AP — (¢8) — —
b+ AUg(T, 1) 5 Aug(T2, 1K) = AUQ(TE, 42k ) = Aug(Th, pim; ).
Proof. Tt follows directly from the definition of the augmentation variety and Theorem 3.3.14. O

Note that two augmentation varieties %(TL, s K) and ATJE;(TR, ur; K) are isomorphic to the augmen-
tation varieties %(Tnu s K) and Kﬁé(TnR, 4r; K) of two trivial bordered Legendrian graphs (75, , (4 ) and
(Tg» #r), Which can be decomposed over the finite sets GNR(7,,, p) and GNR(T},,, ur) by Lemma 4.1.7.

We will consider the augmentation varieties for bordered Legendrian graphs with constraints, called
boundary conditions, and prove the invariance of augmentation varieties with boundary conditions.
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Definition 4.2.2 (Augmentation varieties with boundary conditions). Let (7, u) € BLSﬁ. For p_ €
NR(Ti, pL), pr € NR(Tg, ur) and ¢ € Aug(Ti, ui; pL; K), we define subvarieties of %(T, w; K) as

AUg(T, s e, pr; K) = (7)™ (e0) 0 (%)~ (Aug?® (T, um; K)

N fom —
= {(EL — e eR) € Aug(T, u; K)

€r € Aug™ (TR, ﬂR;K)} ;
w\—1 %\ —1
Aug(T, i; pu. pr; K) = (¢]) " (Aug” (T, pis K)) N (¢R) " (Aug™ (Tr, pr; K))

N (o
{(q_ — 5 ER) € Aug(T w; K)

& € Aug”™ (T, u.; K),* = L or R}

Remark 4.2.3. The augmentation-orbit and orbit-orbit boundary conditions are closed related, as follows:
Aug(T, p; pu, pr; K) = Aug™ (1, s K) X Aug(T, p; €, pri K)
= ((KX)"L/2 X KA”('DL)) x Aug(T, p; e, pr; K)

See Proposition B.2.8 for more details. Thus we will see that the two definitions of augmentation varieties
with boundary conditions lead to equivalent results up to a normalization.

Theorem 4.2.4 (Invariance of augmentation varieties with boundary conditions). Let (7, i) € BL 94: and
€, pL and pgr be as above. Then Aug(T, u; €., pr; K) and Aug(T, p; p, pr; K) are Legendrian isotopy
invariants up to equivalence.

Proof. Tt is enough to prove the invariance of the variety Aug(7, i; €., pr; K), and we will follow the
argument described in the proof of Theorem 3.3.15.

Let us first consider the mapping cylinder ACE(‘T ) of ACE(T, ) defined in Lemma 3.3.8 and Propo-
sition 3.3.13. Then the canonical inclusion i commutes with the structure morphisms ¢r and PR up to
homotopy Hg which implies that there exists u € B(T,,, ur; K) that makes the following diagram commu-
tative:

— ¢ — A
Aug(Ti, s K) ——— Aug(T, p; K) ——— Aug(Tr, ur; K)

L

— & i & —
Aug(Ti, pi; K) ——— Aug(T, 1; K) ——— Aug(Tr, ur; K)

where KLI;(T, w;K) = ADZ}(ZCE(T, 1); K). We denote the corresponding subvariety with boundary condi-
tions in Aug(T, u; K) by Aug(7T, u; €., pr; K).

_ -1 -l
Aug(T, p; e, pr; K) = (fﬁ) ()N (¢E) (Aug”™® (TR, ur; K)).

By Lemma 3.2.5, ZCE(T, 4 is isomorphic to a stabilization of A®E(T, u) and the map?‘ is the projection
of the trivial vector bundle

7 AUG(T, 1K) = Aug(T, 1K) x KN — Aug(T, 13 K).

I;Ige the number N is the number of generators Zab’s of degree 0 in XCE(T, ). Hence for each eg €
AUQ(TR’ MR, K)’

() (") = (6 F) " (em = (60)”" ™
which implies that
AT e pei ) = (8) (@) (B) (AugP" (T, s )

= ((¢) ™ (@) < EN) 0 ((¢) " (ug™ (T i ) x V)
= Aug(T, 11; e1, pr; K) X KV
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Obviously, this is a trivial vector bundle over Aug(7, u; €., pr; K) and therefore
AUg(T, t; &, pr; K) ~ Aug(T, s €, pr; K).

The rest of the proof follows obviously from the fact that each front Reidemeister move induces a zig-zag
sequence of stabilizations of bordered DGAs as discussed already in the proof of Theorem 3.3.15, where
both inclusion and projection of each stabilization fixes both left and right border DGAs. O

Definition 4.2.5 (Augmentation numbers). Let (7, u) € BL Sﬁ. For p. € NR(T{, ) and pr € NR(TR, ur)
and a finite field F,, the augmentation number with boundary condition (p(, pr) for (7, ) is the normal-
ization of the number of F,-points in the augmentation variety Aug(T, p; €, pr; K)

aug(T", t; pL. pr; Fy) = g~ Sme AT 1armBpnug(T, i; e, pr; Fy),
where € = ¢, _is the canonical augmentation for py .
Remark 4.2.6. 1f we use Aug(7, u; pL, pr; K) instead of Aug(7, ; €, pr; K), then as seen in Remark 4.2.3,
AUg(T, s pL, pr; K) = (KX)"/2 x KAP Y 5 Aug(T, p; €1, pr; K)
and therefore the following relation holds.
q dimg AUg(‘T»H;vaPR;K)#Aug(T’ ;oL pr: Fy)
= /2 Ap(pL))—dime Aug(T i, oriK) g ((KX)nL/z X KAM)) #AUQ(T", 1t: €1, pr: Fy)

—(nL/2+Ap (/’L))(q _ l)nL/ZqAb (L)

=q aug(7, i; pL, pr; Fy)

L] _ l n|_/2
= (T) aug(7, p; pu, pr: Fg).

As a consequence of Theorem 4.2.4, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 4.2.7. The augmentation number aug(T", p; p, pr; Fy) is a Legendrian isotopy invariant for
(T, p.

Proof. Recall the equivalence of algebraic varieties in Definition 4.0.2, that is,
X~Y = XxK"=zYxK"
for some m, n. Then the numbers of F, points and dimensions are
#HX x K")(F,) = #X(F,) - g™ dimg(X x K™) = dimg X + m,
#Y xK")(F,) = #Y(Fy) - ¢", dimg (Y x K") = dimg Y + n.
Therefore the normalizations of the numbers of [F, points coincide
g~ XX (Fy) = g MO X K ()
= ¢~ SmeED 4y x K")(F,) = ¢ Ime Y #Y (F,). O
4.3. Augmentation varieties for internal DGAs. The key example concerns the information near a vertex
of a bordered Legendrian graph. Recall the construction of the DGA A®E(7, u). As seen in the equation

(3.10), for each vertex v, there is a DG-subalgebra of I, C ACE(’]', .
Let v be a vertex of type (£,r) withn = £ +r, then I, = (l,,, 8,) = Iz ,y(py) is as follows:

ly =Z{vg; |1 <a<nizl), Vail = (@) — py(a + i) + n(v,a,i) - 1,

where n(v, a, i) is defined in Section 3.3. Notice that among these infinitely many geneartors, there are only
finitely many generators in each degree. Indeed, there exists N = N(u,) > m such that |v, ;| > 1 for any
a€c€Z/nZandi> N.

The differential 9, is defined by

— Va.i, |-1
O0vVva,i = 0in + Z (‘Ul i | Va,iy Va+iy,i -

i1 +ir=i
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As before, by regarding €(v, ;) as x, ;, the augmentation variety at v is an affine algebraic variety

Aug(v; K) = {(xa,,-) e k"N

ac Z/”Zl € [N]7 xa,i = O lf |xa,i| 7& 0, Z xa,ilxa+i1,i2 = 6i,n}9

i1+ix=1

which will be denoted by Aug(v; K).
We introduce a Morse complex for a vertex as follows:

Definition 4.3.1 (Morse complex at a vertex). Let K[Z] be the graded polynomial ring in one variable Z
with |Z| = 1. We define a free graded left K[Z]-module

C, =K[Z){e1,...,en), leq| = —puy(a)
and a decreasing filtration
¢,oF'C,>---oF‘C,oz-F*'¢c,>---oZ-F*"c, > z* - F*™'c, = 72> - F'C,

of C,, by free graded left K-submodules such that for each a € Z/nZ,

FOC, = Kea) ® (D RAZ" " Veaus).

i>0

The group of K[Z]-superlinear automorphisms of C, preserving F'* will be denoted by B(v;K) and its
unipotent subgroup will be denoted by U(v; K) c B(v;K) consisting of automorphisms # € B(v; K) such
that (u(e,), eq) = 1 forall a € Z/nZ.

We define MC(v; K) to be the set of all K[Z]-superlinear endormorphisms d of degree 1 which preserves
F* and satisfies d*> + Z% = 0.

In the above definition, the pairing {, ) : C,®C, — Kis K-bilinear and satisfies (Ze,, Z/e},) = §;, i0ab-
Moreover, we assume that d € MC(v; K) is super-commutative with Z. That is, for all x € C,

d(Z-x)=-Z-d(x). 4.4)
and therefore (d + Z)* = 0 if and only if d*> + Z*> = 0.

Remark 4.3.2. A homogeneous K[Z]-superlinear endormorphism d € End(C,) preserves F* if and only if
d(ey) € FeC, for all a € Z/mZ, that is,

d(ea) = Cq,0€a t Z Ca,iZn(v’a’i)eaﬂ'

i>0
for some ¢,; € K, with ¢, 0 = 0if |d| # 0.
Lemma 4.3.3. There is a canonical identification
E, : Aug(v; K) 5 MC(v; K);
e d=2E,(e),

where

d(eq) = (~1 D" €va) 2" g,

i>0

Proof. Since d = Z,(¢) is of the form in Remark 4.3.2, it preserves F°C, and is of degree 1 since
(=1 @De(vy )eqsi # 0 only if |v, ;| = 0 and so

|d| = 12" *Deg ;| — leq] = py(a@) = pola+i) +n(v,a,i) = [va;| + 1 = 1.
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Moreover, we have

d(eq) =d| D (1P De(va,, )Z"@’“’“)eaﬂ»l)
i[ >0
= Y (—p@mtaie(y, )70 d (e ) (by (4.4))
i1>0
— Z(_1)HV(a)+n(v’a’il)G(Va,il )Zn(v,a,iI) (Z(_1)FV(a+il)6(Va+i1,i2)Zn(v’aﬂl’h)eaﬂ'l+i2
i1>0 >0
= Z (_ 1 )”V(a)_yv (a+i1)+n(v,a,i1)6(va’[] Va+i1,i2)zn(v’a,il+i2)ea+i1 +in (by (38))
i|,i2>0
= > 2D N ()M (v v, i) ear (by (3.7))
i>0 i1+iy=i
= > 29D (€ 0 0)(Vay) = Oin) €ari (by (3.9))
>0
= —Zzea.
The last equality holds by the defining equation of the augmentation (4.1) and we are done. O

From now on, we will always use the identification above. In particular, the algebraic group B(v; K) acts

naturally on Aug(v; K) via conjugation.

Definition 4.3.4 (Canonical augmentations and differentials at a vertex). Let us define as before the set
NR(v) of all fixed-point-free involutions p on [n] satisfying that |v, p—| = Oforall 1 < a < b = p(a) < n.

For each involution p € NR(v), define the canonical augmentation €, € Aug(v;K) and differential

d, € MC(v; K) as follows:

1 1<a=c<b=a+i=pla)<n

&Wei) =91 1<a=b+i-n<c=>b=pla)<n;

0 otherwise,

d o (=1 znvab=a), a=c<b=pa)
P(eC) - (_1)pv(c)Zn(v,b,n+a—b)ea a<c=b= p(a)

We denote the orbit of €, under the action of B(v; K) by
Aug’(v;K) = B(v;K) - ¢,

and denote its stabilizer subgroup by Stab’(v; K) c B(v; K).

As before, each p € NR(v) defines a partition [n] = U, LI L, together with a bijection p : U, = L,

such thata < b = p(a) € L, forany a € U,.

Definition 4.3.5. For any a € [n], let

L(a) ={i > 0| u(a)— pula +i)—n(,a,i)=0,ie., |vg;| =1}

which is finite due to the degree reason.

For any a € U, define

Ap(a) ={beU]| p(b) < p(a), and b—a € I,(a)}.

By definition, we have A,(b) ¢ A,(a) for all b € A,(a). Now, define A, (p) € N by

Ap) = ) 1Ap(@ + Y 1),

aeU acL

Then we have the similar result to Lemma 4.1.7, which will be proved in Appendix B.1.

Lemma 4.3.6. Let v be a vertex as above.
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(1) There are decompositions of Aug(v; K) and MC(v; K) over the finite set NR(v)

Aug(v; K) = ]_[ Aug” (v; K) MC(v;K) = ]_[ B(v;K)-d,
PENR(V) PENR(V)
In particular, Aug(v; K) = @ if val(v) is odd.
(2) For all p € NR(v), the Stab®(v; K)-principal bundle
7yt B(v;K) — B(v;K) - d,

admits a natural algebraic section ¢, i.e. @,(d)-d, = d for all d € B(v;K) - d,,. In other words,
we have a trivialization of 7,:

B(v; K) = Stab’(v; K) x B(v;K) - d,,
(3) Forall p € NR(v), we have:

val(v)

B(v;K)-d, = (K*) 2 x K40, (4.5)
5. RuLINGs

In this section, we prove that augmentation numbers for (bordered) Legendrian graphs are computed by
certain associated ruling polynomials.

5.1. Resolution of vertices. Let us recall from [2] the construction of ruling invariants for (bordered)
Legendrian graphs. The key is to resolve a vertex v with respect to an involution p € NR(v). At first
glance, this operation may look weird. However, there is a geometric intuition from the augmentation side.
By studying the structure of the augmentation variety for an elementary bordered Legendrian graph with a
single vertex, the operation of resolving the vertex arises naturally. See Remark 5.3.7.
Let (7, 1) € BL Sﬁ be a bordered Legendrian graph with Maslov potential g and v be a vertex of type
(¢, r) with € + r = n. We identify the set H, of half-edges at v with [x] as defined in Definition 2.2.4.
Let p € NR(v) be a fixed-point-free involution (or a perfect matching) on [n]. We first recall the
construction of the marked bordered Legendrian graph (7, ,, M, ,,), which is the pair of the following:
o the bordered Legendrian link 7, ,, of type (¢, r), and
e the set M, , of marking, which is a subset of crossings in 7;, ..
We first split [n] into the following three subsets

Lyp)={ae[n]|a<pla)<l}={ay < - <ag};

By(p)={aclnllast<pla)}={af < <a’};

Ru(p)={aeln]|t<a<pl@}={af < <a}.

Then{ =2s+tand r = 2u + ¢.

Example 5.1.1. For example, let us assume that v of type (7,5) and p is given as
p={(1,10),(2,5).(3,7),(4,8),(6,11),(9,12)},

where (a, b) € p means that a < b = p(a). Then three sets above are defined as
Ly(p) ={2,3}, B,(p) = {1,4,6}, R, (p) ={9}.

For each aé € L,(p), we assign a bordered Legendrian graph ﬁ,p(a,f) of type (€ — 2k, € — 2k — 2) for
some k with one right cusp and several markings as depicted in Figure 9(a). By concatenating bordered
Legendrian graphs 7, , (alL), .. .» Ty p(ak), we obtain a bordered Legendrian graph (7;&,, ‘fp) of type (¢, 1)
as depicted in Figure 9(b). By the same procedure, we assign a bordered Legendrian graph (‘7;,’;, pr) of
type (¢, r).

From the pairing B, (p), we assign a braid 8 = B(p) with 7-stands having minimal crossings. We regard
B as a bordered Legendrian graph of type (z, 1) consisting of r Legendrian arcs without self-intersection,
cusps, and markings. Then the minimality means that any pair of strands make at most 1 crossing in its
front projection.

Let B¢ be a right complement of f3 satisfying 8 - B¢ = Ap,, where Ay, is the b-braid of half-twist, and 8¢

is the mirror of B¢. We assume that all crossings in 8¢ and ,EC are marked. Then the middle part of the
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ar
Ly _ L _ R _
Tv,p(ak) - L Tv,p - 7;,/) -
play)
(a) A marked cusp (b) Concatenated marked cusps

ME ) and (7R, MR )

FiGURE 9. Two marked bordered Legendrian links (7% o v Mo p

V.0

resolution (‘7;3 , Mf ) will be defined to be the concatenation of three marked bordered Legendrian graphs
B, B¢ and BC. ‘

(Tl M) = BB
See Figure 10(a).

S S 5 5 7S

(a) A right complement 8¢ and its mirror,lii’L

-7 -5 S x50

(b) The middle part of the p-resolution

Finally, the resolution of the vertex v with respect to an involution p € NR(v) is a bordered Legendrian
graph with markings (7, ,, M, ,) is defined by the concatenation

. L L B B R R
(%’P’ MV’P) = (Tv,p’ Mv,p) ' (7;,/)’ Mv,p) ' (7\-2,p’ Mv,p)-

Example 5.1.2 (cont.). The marked bordered Legendrian graph (p, M) is given by
1

(7;,;)3 Mv,p) = (7\-;i)s M\;L ) : (TB MBp) . (TR MRp) =

.0 v, M, v,p0 My,

12
7

Example 5.1.3. Let ¢ + r = 6, then there are 15 possible marked bordered Legendrian links for the vertex
of type (¢, r). Especially when (¢, r) = (3, 3) we have the following list of resolutions with markings without

NSl
>4 52 o
50 8 B

Definition 5.1.4 (p-resolutions). Let (7, u) € BLS?: and v be a vertex of T possibly with a set M
of markings. For each p € NR(v), a p-resolution (7, up), M,,) of (7, ), M) at v is defined to be
the tangle replacement of a small neighborhood of v with (7, ,, M, ,). Thatis, M, = M I M, , and
T, = (IL = T, < Tr), where

A7
2824
KA

T, =T\U,)U7,,.
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Note that the Maslov potential g on 7 inherits to the result 7, of the tangle replacement because the
construction of 7, , obeys the condition of a Maslov potential. Therefore the Maslov potential p,, on 7, is
well-defined.

Example 5.1.5 (A Legendrian graph with 6-valent vertex). Let us consider the Legendrian graph A with
a unique vertex v of valency 6 which consists of three Legendrian unknots intersecting at one vertex v as

depicted in Figure 10.

Ficure 10. A Legendrian graph with six-valent vertex

The Maslov potential u assigns 0 and 1 to the lower and the upper arcs, respectively. Note that all the
half edges A, ; near the vertex v has the Maslov potential u(h, ;) = 0. As above, there are fifteen different
involutions on [6], see Example 5.1.3, but only six of them are possible due to Definition 4.1.3, as listed
below:

oL ={(1,6),(2,5), (3,4)}, 02 =1(1,6),(2,4), (3,5)}, o3 ={(1,5),(2,6),(3,4)},

Ay ={L4.25.G0L A ={L)2HGOL 0 ={L426.35)
Then the corresponding resolutions are as depicted in Figure 11.

Pv Py Py
Apy = Apy = Nps =

Ficure 11. Resolutions for A in the front projection

Definition 5.1.6. Let (7, u) € BL Sﬁ be a Legendrian graph with Maslov potential and possibly with
marking M. We define the set P(7, ) of all resolutions of 7~ as

P(T.p) = [ | NRO) = {® = (o) | pv € NR(V)).
veV
For each ® = (p,,) € P(7, n) and M c C(T), we define the full resolution of (T, u), M) with respect
to ® by the pair (7o, g ), Mo) of

(T 1) Ma) = (- (T 1. Mp, D)=,

where V = {vy,..., v }.

5.2. Rulings for bordered Legendrian graphs. Let (7, u) € BL Sﬁ be a bordered Legendrian graph.
For any subset N ¢ C(T) of crossings, the O-resolution of 7 along N is the bordered Legendrian graph
In = (I = Ty « Tgr), where Ty is obtained by replacing each crossing in N with the O-resolution as

follows: ~
X
VS

Notice that when the crossings in N are of degree 0, then the Maslov potential u induces the Maslov
potential p,; on Ty.
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Definition 5.2.1 (Graded normal rulings of bordered Legendrian links with markings). Let

(T 1. M) = (T ). @) = (T. 0. M) <= (T ). 2)

be a bordered Legendrian link with the set M of markings. For p. € NR(7., u) and pr € NR(TR, ur), a
(Z-graded) normal ruling p of (T, ), M) with respect to a boundary condition (oL, pr) is a pair (N, Sy)
consisting of
e asubset N ¢ C(T) \ M of crossings except markings, and
e a decomposition (or ruling surface) Sy of the O-resolution T
satisfying the following:
(1) Each c € N is of degree 0.
(2) The decomposition Sy of the O-resolution 7 consists of eyes, left half-eyes, right half-eyes, and
parallels as follows:

O (> E

(3) Ateach ¢ € N, the decomposition Sy satisfies a non-interlacing condition, i.e., the only following
decompositions are allowed near ¢ € N:

—><:
o S

(4) The induced involutions i (Sy) and i5(Sy) at left and right borders from Sy will coincide with o
and pg, respectively.

i (Sn) = pL, ir(Sn) = PR-
We denote the set of normal ruling of (7, u), M) with respect to (oL, pr) by R((7, u), M; pL, pR)-
Definition 5.2.2 (Graded normal rulings of bordered Legendrian graphs). Let (7, u) € BL Sf: be a bordered

Legendrian graph and P (77, ) be the set of full resolutions. For p; € NR(7, ) and pg € NR(TR, ur), we
define the set of Z-graded normal ruling of ((7, u), @) with a boundary condition (o, pr) by

R mipuon) = || R(Ta o) Moi pu, pr),
QeP(T, 1)
where (7o, o), Mo) = (T, pt), D)o is the result of the full resolution defined in Definition 5.1.6.

Proposition 5.2.3 (Gluing property of normal rulings). Let (7', u') and (772, u?) be bordered Legendrian

graphs oftype(ni, nfq) andi = 1,2. Suppose that n == n'lzl = nE and p = ;1,1:{ = ,uf on [n], then we have the

following pull-back diagram: for (T, u) = (T4, u) - (T2, u?),

R (T, u; i, pf) ------ > R(T2 u% pt p3)

|
| o
| I
\l/
1,1

R (7 plpl, pk) ——— NR(T,,, )

Proof. For each Sy1 € R(T, u'; pl, pk) and Sy2 € R(T2 p?; p?, pg), we can glue them in a canonical
way if and only if p}, = p? in NR(7},, u). The maps from R(T", u; p|, p3) are defined by restrictions and the
square satisfies the universal property. O

Definition 5.2.4 (Ruling polynomial). Let (7, u) € BL 9?: and p_ and pr be as before. For each ® =
(pv)vev € P(T, 1) and normal ruling p € R((To, 1), Mo; oL, pr), let us define

A(p)= ) Apy) and  x(p) = X(Sn) = X(ESN)
veV
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and A, (p,) is defined in Lemma 4.3.6.
The weight w(p) of p = (N, Sy) is defined as

w(p) = g K@) (5.1)

and the (Z-graded) ruling polynomial {p |R(T", u; q, z)|pr) and R(T", u; g, z) are defined by the weight sum
as follows:

(PLIR(T. 34, Do) = ) wp), R(T.1:¢:2) = ) (puIR(T, 34, 2)lpr)
p (oL,PR)

where the sums run over all p € R(7, u; p, pr) and all (o, pr) € NR(Ty, u) X NR(TR, ur), respectively.

Example 5.2.5. Let us compute ruling polynomial for the Legendrian graph in Figure 10. For each
oL, € NR(v), by direct computation from the definition in Lemma 4.3.6, we have A, (p') as follows:

Ap) =6 AED =5 AED=5 Ap)=3 Ap)=4 A =4
The corresponding ruling polynomial for each resolutions are
R(A,159.2) = (1 +z7%), R(A,2:q.2) = ¢, R(A,33q,2) = ¢l
R(A,:q.2) = 27, R(A,5:9,2) = ¢°27, R(A534:2) = ¢°27.
Hence the ruling polynomial for the Legendrian graph A becomes
RA; ¢, 2) = (1 + 772 + 24277 4242272 + 32773,
Corollary 5.2.6. Let (T, p) = (T, ") - (T2 p?) for (T, i) of type (n,n%) and i = 1,2. Then

OURT, g:q,2)lpr) = Y. (pUR(T " 1'0,2)lp) - (pIR(T?, 15 ¢, 2)l pr), (5.2)
PENR(Tp, ptn)
where n = n,lq = nf and u = ,u;{ = yf.
Proof. This is a direct consequence from the gluing property of the ruling in Proposition 5.2.3 and the
definition of the ruling polynomial in Definition 5.2.4. Note that the weight data A(Sy) and y(Sy) is
additive under the gluing of ruling surfaces along the borders. O

Example 5.2.7. Recall the Legendrian graph 0, with n even and let u be a Maslov potential of 0,,. Then
for any p € NR(T,, p), it defines a unique graded normal ruling Sy = Sy(p) consisting of 5 half-eyes.
Therefore its Euler characteristic x(Sy) is exactly 5 and the weight w(Sy) = Z2XSN) = 1 for any p.

Hence the total ruling polynomial R(0,,, u) is the same as # NR(7T},, u).

Theorem 5.2.8 (Invariance). [2] Let (7, u) € BL Sﬁ and (p, pr) € NR(T1, u.) X NR(TR, uRr) be as before.
Then the set of normal rulings R(T", u; pL, pr) is a Legendrian isotopy invariant up to bijections preserving

x(p) and A,(p).
In particular, the polynomial {p_|R(T", i; q, 2)|pr) is an invariant.

Proof. Note that for bordered Legendrian links, the invariance has been already given in [23, Lemma 2.9].

Let (7, ) and (7, u’) be two bordered Legendrian graphs which differ by a Reidemeister move. Take
boundary conditions (o, pr) € NR(T{, 1) X NR(TRg, ur). In [2], there is a bijection between sets of rulings
R(7, u; pL, pr) and R(T, u; p, pr) preserving the Euler characteristic xy(p). So it remains to show that
A(p) is preserved. It is direct from the bijection in [2] and A(p) only depends on data p at vertices not
switches. The weight z¥(?)g4®)/2 for each p is preserved under that bijection. This proves the invariance
theorem. O

5.3. Augmentation numbers are ruling polynomials. Let (7, u) € BL Sﬁ: be a bordered Legendrian
graph of type (n, ng) contained in [xi, xgr] X R, and let p_ € NR(7, u.) and pg € NR(TR, ur) be fixed.

Definition 5.3.1 (Elementary bordered Legendrian graphs). An elementary bordered Legendrian graph
(E=(EL > E « ER), 7)€ BL 9# contains several horizontal strands and either (i) only one left cusp, (ii)
only one right cusp with a base point, (iii) only one crossing or (iv) only one vertex v.

Assumption 5.3.2. For the simplicity of the argument, throughout this section, let us assume that
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(1) n, ng, val(v) for v € V(T) are all even;

(2) each right cusp has a base point;

(3) each vertex v € V(T) is of type (0, val(v));

(4) each cusp, crossing and vertex has a different x-coordinate.

Lemma 5.3.3. Let (&, 7) be an elementary bordered Legendrian graph satisfying the above assumption
and (o1, 0R) € NR(EL, 1) X GNR(ER, Tr). Then the set R(E, T; 0, 0r) of normal rulings with boundary
conditions is either empty or consisting of a unique normal ruling o.

In particular, if or € GNR(ER, Tr) \ NR(ER, 7r), then R(E, T; 0, 0R) is empty.

Proof. Suppose that R(E, T; 01, oR) is nonempty and contains o~. Then it can be easily checked that o
is uniquely determined by o and og for the cases (i), (ii) and (iii) in Definition 5.3.1. Finally, when &
contains a vertex of type (0, val(v)), o is again completely determined by boundary conditions since so is
the resolution of the vertex v. O

Remark 5.3.4. One can consider the bordered Legendrian graph (&, T) containing only one vertex of type
(€, r). In this case, R(&, T; 01, or) may have several rulings.

Due to the fourth assumption above, we may cut (77, i) into elementary pieces
(&i = (EiL = E; « Eir),Ti) = (T, 1)ljx;_1,xi xR VAV EX (ST ) ERERE (EmsTm)

along the vertical lines {xy, ..., x;—-1} X R, for some x| = xop < x; < -++ < X;—1 < X; = XR, Where each
vertical line contains no cusps, crossings, base points and vertices.

Definition 5.3.5. [23, Definition 2.4] Let (7, u) € Bﬁgﬁ be a bordered Legendrian graph and p =
(N,Sn) € R(T, u; pL, pr) be a normal ruling. A crossing c is called a return (resp. departure) of p if the
behavior of the ruling surface Sy is one of (resp. the vertical reflection of) the following:

P

Moreover, returns (resp. departures) of degree O are called graded returns (resp. graded departures) of the
ruling p. Let us denote the number of graded returns (resp. graded departures) by r(p) (resp. d(p)).

c

%

Lemma5.3.6. Let(E,7) € BL Sﬁ be an elementary bordered Legendrian graph and (o, or) € NR(EL, 1.)X
GNR(ER,7R). Then R(E,T; 01, 0R) is non-empty if and only if so is Aug(&E, 1; €, or;K) for any e €
Aug?t(EL, 7; K). In this case, we have a unique ruling o € R(E, 1; 01, oR) and

Aug(E, 1; e, 0R; K) = (KX)—X(U)+§ x KHO)+AW)

where

val(v)
2

B =#B(E) + Z

veV(E)

and B(E) and V(E) are the sets of base points and vertices of E.
In particular, it is independent of the choice of €.

Proof. For elementary bordered Legendrian graphs containing left or right cusps, or a crossing, we refer to
[23, Lemma 4.15] and we will focus on the case when & is of type (n, n + val(v)) and contains a vertex of
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type (0, val(v)) which looks as follows:

1 1
j
&= | =
J + val(v)
n n + val(v)

Let 0, € GNR(v) := GNR(vR) be the restriction of o on [val(v)] = {J,...,j + val(v)}. Since the LCH
DGA A®E(E, 1) = A_ [ [ A, is decomposed into two parts

AL =Zkap | 1 <a<b<n)y and A, =2Z{v,,|acZ/va(v)Zi>0)
and the augmentations for generators k;, are given by ¢ , we have the induced isomorphism
Aug(E; €, or; K) = Aug? (v; K).
Therefore Aug(E; €, or; K) is non-empty if and only if so is Aug?” (v; K), i.e., o, € NR(v) and
Aug? (v; K) = (K*)V0)/2  gAv©ev), (Lemma 4.3.6)
Moreover, the ruling o and involution ¢, determine a ruling o for (&, T) and vice versa, we are done. O

Remark 5.3.7. Though it is not trivial and need some more work, one can show a natural generalization of
Lemma 5.3.6 for the case when a vertex v is of any type, as shown in Proposition B.3.9.

Let (&, T) be an elementary bordered Legendrian graph with a single vertex v of type (¢, ), then for any
€ € Augft(EL, 1.; K), there is a natural decomposition via locally closed sub-varieties

Aug(8E, 15 e, pr; K) = U Aug? (&, 1; e, pr; K).
PER(E,T:pL.0R)
In addition,
Aug’ (8, 7; e, pr; K) = () VOB gTPTAR)

where 7(p) is defined in Proposition B.3.9.

The above statement comes up naturally by purely working with augmentations, hence provides the

geometric intuition for defining normal rulings and ruling polynomials for (bordered) Legendrian graphs
as seen before.

Remark 5.3.8. By Theorem 4.2.4, the mixed Hodge structure of the compactly supported cohomology
H:(Aug(T, p; €L, pr; C), Q) is also a Legendrian isotopy invariant up to a normalization and generalizes aug-
mentation numbers. By a spectral sequence argument as in [24], one can also show that Aug(7, u; €., pr; C)
is of Hodge type. This is similar to the Betti moduli space in non-abelian Hodge theory, which is well-known
to have this property.

Definition 5.3.9. We denote foreach 1 <i <m
(Ti = (TiL > Ti < TiR) py) = (E1,71) - (E2,72) - -+ - (EiTo).
For p € R(T, u; pL, pr), we define the varieties
AUG? (T, s €13 K) 1= AUg, (€2, p1) Xpugr * X pygPm=t AUGy (Om-1, PR);
Aug” (T, p; prs K) = Augi (oL, p1) Xt « - Xpygem-1 AUG(Pm-1, PR),
where p; = plr, ; and

Aug;(— —) = Aug(Ei ;s — —K)  and  Aug!” = Aug ) (T; g, i p; K).



AUGMENTATIONS AND RULING POLYNOMIALS FOR LEGENDRIAN GRAPHS 33

As a consequence of Lemma 5.3.6, we obtain a partition of the augmentation variety as follows:
Aug(T, 1; e, pr; K) = ]_[ Aug’ (T, u; e, K). (5.3)
PER(T, p3pL,pR)

Remark 5.3.10. For a vertex of type (£, r), we will use the following fact shown in Corollary B.2.5: For
any augmentation € € Aug(7, u; K), if . = ¢/ (€) € Aug(TL, ui; K) is acyclic, then er = ¢(€) is acyclic
as well.

Lemma 5.3.11. For any ¢ € Aug’ (T, u; K), we have
dimy Aug(T, p1; 1, prs ) = max{—x(p) + B + 1(p) + Alp)}
and therefore

- max, {~x(0)+B+r(p)+A(p)} Z(q _ 1)—m>+§ g AP,

)

aug(T; pL, pr; Fy) = ¢

Here p runs over the set R(T, pt; pL, pr).
Proof. First consider the natural projection
P AUQ? (s 1,: €13 K) — AUQP Tmt (Tt 1,y €. K)

whose fiber is Aug(Epm, Tim; €m—1, Pm) for each €,—1 € AugP ' (Tin-1,R, m-1.r; K).
Lemma 5.3.6 implies that the fibers are independent of the choice of ¢,,—; and the following formulas:

dimg Aug” (T, ;€03 K) = dimyg Aug? -1 (T, p1,,_ 3 €13 K)
~x(ple,) + B(Ex) + r(plg,) + Apl, );
HAUG (To €13 Fg) = (g = 1) X0 1Em P BE gr Pl AG e Y Agh s (T, 1 € F ).
By the inductive process, we obtain
dimg Aug® (T, pi; &3 K) = —x(p) + B + r(p) + A(p)  and
#AUQY (T, s e K) = (g — 1) X8 r0)+AG)

since all indices y, B,r and A are additive under the concatenation. Then the conclusion directly follows
from the partition of the augmentation variety given in (5.3). O

Corollary 5.3.12. The following holds:

dimg Aug(T, e, pr) = max  {—x(p) + B +r(p) + A(p)}.
PER(T, u:pL.0R)

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the decomposition given in (5.3) and Lemma 5.3.11. O
Generalizing the result in [17, 23], we need the following lemma to prove the main theorem.

Lemma 5.3.13. Suppose that each vertex v is at the bottom of the vertical line that contains v. For any
p € R(T, u; pL, pr), the value

-x(p) + 2r(p) + A(p)
is a constant and will be denoted by D = D(T", u; p, pRr)-
Proof. Let us denote
cr = #(right cusps of T) and  s(p) = #(switches of p).

Recall that d(p) is the number of graded departures of p from Definition 5.3.5. Then y(p) = cgr — s(p) and
hence

—x(p) +2r(p) + A(p) = (s(p) + r(p) + d(p) — cr) + r(p) + A(p) — d(p).

Note that s(p) + r(p) + d(p) is the number of crossings of the front diagram 7" and cg also depends only on
the front diagram. So it remains to show that r(p) + A(p) — d(p) is independent of the choice of ruling.
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Assume that T C [xg, x;] X R;, and take a normal ruling p € R(7, u; p, pr). For each x € [xg, x1]
missing the crossings, cusps, and vertices, consider the restriction
Px = Plixyxr. € NR(T|(xyxr,s Ml (x)xr. )s

and A(x) = Ap(px) as in Definition 4.1.6. Note that A(xg) = Ap(pL) and A(xy) = Ap(pR).

Let us look at the behavior of A(x) by increasing x € [xg, x1]. It is direct from the definition of A(x) that
it increases (resp. decreases) by 1 when x passes through a graded return (resp. a graded depature). There
is no change when x passes switches and other crossings.

Now focus the change of A(x) when it passes through a vertex. Denote g € [xg, x1] be a position of a
vertex v of type (0, val(v)). Recall the corresponding definition A, (p) from Definition 4.3.5 as follows:

Let u, be the restriction of u to a neighborhood of v, then for any i € I(v) = [val(v)], we introduce

LG) = 1{j >0 leil = |2V ey, iepun(i) = py(i + j) +n(vij) = O}

For the induced restriction p,, € NR(v), we obtain a partition I(v) = U, 11 L, with a bijection p,, : U, = L,
as in Definition 4.3.4. For any i € U,, let us define
Ay p(i) ={j €Uy | py(j) < py(i), and j —i € L, (i)}
Now, define A, (p) € N by
Alp) = D7 1A () + D 1L,
ieU, i€L,

Now compare (1, py, Ay), (Ig+s, Pg+s> Aqs) for sufficiently small § > 0. Let TN {x = ¢ — 6} = [n4-s],
then there is a canonical identification ¢, : I(v) = [val(v)] — [ng-s + val(v)] = [ng4+s]. Moreover, ¢,
induces the following commutative diagram:

Ly |Uv

Uy ——— Ugss

“‘lpv ~lpq+o‘
Ly |Lv

L, —— Lq+6
Note that the image ¢, (1(v)) is consecutive. For the notational convenience, let us denote
Iq—6 = {1, .. .,nq_(s};
Igvs = {1, ..ng-s}t L, (I(v)) = [ng45].
Let I.(i) be defined as in Definition 4.1.6, for = € {g + 6}. Then fori € [n.] and * € {g + 6, v}, we have
Losi) = Ig-s() W oy({j € 1) | u(j) = p@)}) ifi < ng-s;
o (i + I,(i = ng—s)) N [val(v)] ifi € 1, (I(v)),

where i + S means {i + s | s € S}. Note that the construction of /s from I,_s and I, does not depend on
the ruling p, depend only on u and ¢,,. This implies that

D Hgrs @ = Y gs®l = D7 LD+ Cy (5.4)
i€lgts i€Ly-s ieL,

and C, = C,(u) does not depend on the ruling p.

Note that ¢,,(/(v)) C [n] has a perfect matching with respect to a given ruling p,,. Then the definition of
A, (i) fori € U,, * € {q £ 6, v} conclude the following: Fori € Ug.s,
|Ag-s(0)] ifi < ng-s;

|[Ag+s ()] = {

|Av(i - nq—6)| ifi > ng-s,

D sl = D7 1Ags@l = D 1A (5.5)

i€Uq, i€Uy-s iev,

and we obtain

By combining (5.4) and (5.5), we have
Aq+6(p) - Aq—é(p) = Av(p) +C,
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Basically we apply same strategy for left and right cusps, let ¢ be a cusp with the x-coordinate p, then

Ap+6(,0) - Ap—&(P) =C,,
where the constant C. depends only on (77, i), see [23, Proposition 4.22].
Now summing up all the equations which come from the crossings, cusps, and vertices. Then we have

Ap(pr) = Ap(p) = A(n) = Ao) = r(p) —d(p)+ Y Ap)+ ), G+ Y Ce.
veV(T) veV(T) cusps
Since Ap(pr)— Ap(pL) is fixed and X, ey (1) Gy + Xcusps Ce independent of p, we conclude that r(p) — d(p) +
A(p) is independent of the choice of the ruling p. This proves the lemma. O

Remark 5.3.14. With some more work, one can also show that, for any bordered Legendrian graph (7, ),
the index — y(p) + 2r(p) + A(p) is a constant in p € R(T, u; pL, PR)-

Now we consider the operations manipulating base points. There are essentially two operations on base
points as depicted in Figure 12.

Remark 5.3.15. Note that the operation that moves a base point through a crossing below or above can
be realized as a sequence of front Reidemeister moves and induces an isomorphism between LCH DGAs.
Therefore their augmentation varieties and augmentation numbers coincide. See [23, Lemma 4.21] for
detail.

—— = S S S

(a) Base point-base point splitting (b) Vertex-base point splitting

FiGure 12. Operations on base points

Lemma 5.3.16. Let d := max deg (o |R(T", p; 2% 2)|pr) and

~ )
B = #(base points inT) + Z ra (V)

veV(T) 2

Then the normalized augmentation number

d+B _B
q 2 P aug(T, p pu, pRIFQ| 12 g1y
is independent of the number and position of the base points on T.

In other words, it is invariant under the operations on base points described in Figure 12.

Proof. Notice that the numbers d and };, val(v)/2 are preserved under the operations on base points.
#B

Therefore we only need to concern g 2 z #2 for the normalization, where B is the set of base points. Since

both operations increase the number of base points by 1, the contribution of the additional base point in the

normalization is precisely
q% Z_l = L
qg-1
Therefore it suffices to show that for each operation (7, u’) — (77, ) on base points,

Aug(T, p; pu, pr; K) = Aug(T”, 1’; pL, pr; K) X K*
which induces the desired equality
qg-—1

aug(7, u; pL, pr; K) = Aug(T', 1’; pu, pr; K).

The base point-base point splitting operation (7, u’) — (7, u) induces a bordered DGA morphism
f: ACE(T, u’) — ACE(T, u) since it is a special case of the tangle replacement defined in [1]. Notice
that two DGAs ACE(T”, u’) and AE(T, u) have the same generating sets but over the different rings

Zlf' |beB] and Z[1f'|beB],



36 B. H. AN, Y. BAE, AND T. SU

where B = (B’ \ {b}) LI {V’,b"’}. Indeed, the DGA morphism f : ACE(T", u’) — ACE(T, u) maps 1, to
tptp and each occurrence of 7,/ in any differential of ACE(T, () comes together with f,» and vice versa.
Therefore, their augmentation categories are as follows:

Aug(T", p; pL. pr; K) = Aug(7”, 1'; pu. prs K) X {(xpr, x5) € (KX)* | xprxpr = x5}
= Aug(7", s pu, pr; K) X K,
where xp, x5 and xp~ are regarded as variables corresponding to the values of augmentations of #, f,» and
tp~, respectively.
Now let (7, u’) — (7, ) be the vertex-base point splitting operation. Then as before, we have a

bordered morphism f : AT, u’) — ACE(T, u) since it is another tangle replacement again, and
moreover, two DGAs ACE(T”, u’) and A®E(T, u) only differ by the base rings

Zlf' |be Bl and Z[f'|be B],
where B = B’ II {b}. The DGA morphism f : A°¥(T"’, u’) — ACE(T, u) sends all generators to the very
corresponding generators except for the following vertex generators v, ;:

o the vertex v is the vertex where the splitting happens;

o the half-edge h, 4 or h, 44; is the half-edge on where the additional base point b lies.
In this case, f maps v,,; to either v, ;5 or t;lva,,-, and as before each occurrence of #;, in any differential of
ACE(T, 1) comes together with such a vertex generator and vice versa.

In other words, whatever we have an augmentation €’ for A8(7”, ) and we assign a nonzero value x;,
to 15, by multiplying x;l to each augmentation value for those vertex generators, we obtain an augmentation
€ for ACE(T, u). Conversely, for each augmentation e for ACE(T, u), by assigning the value €(v ;) to vy,
we have an augmentation for ACE(T”, u’). Tt is obvious that these two constructions are inverses to each
other up to the value of #;,. Therefore we have

Aug(T, p1; pL. pr: K) = Aug(7 ', 1”; pL. pr: K) x {xp € KX} = Aug(7”, ;s pu, pr; K) x K.
This completes the proof. O

Theorem 5.3.17. The augmentation number and the ruling polynomial are related as follows:

_d+B gj
aug(7, 1t pL, pri Fy) = ¢ 2 28 (oL|R(T, 1 4. 2)| pR),

where z = q* — ¢ %, d := max deg, (pL|R(T", u; 22 2)|pr) and

—~ )
B = #(base points inT) + Z ra (V)

veV(T) 2

Proof. Let us first show the statement for the special front diagram as described in Lemma 5.3.13. That is,
we assume that each vertex v is at the bottom of the vertical line containing v.
Let us choose a normal ruling py € R(7, ; pL, pr) such that

dimg Aug(7", 1; L. pr: K) = —x(po) + B + r(po) + A(po).
Then we claim that d = — x(pg) + A(pg). By Corollary 5.3.12 and Lemma 5.3.13 imply that

D+ B ~r(po) = ~x(po) + B +r(po) + A(po)
= max{—x(p) + B +r(p) + Alp)}
=max{D + B - r(p)}.
2
In other words, —r(pp) = min,{—r(p)} since D and B are constant for any ruling. Hence by Definition 5.2.4,
d = mgx{—x(p) +A(p)} = mgx{D =2r(p)} = D =2r(po) = —x(po) + A(po). (5.6)

On the other hand, by Lemma 5.3.13 again, we have

rip) = rlpo) = 5(-x(o0) + Alpo) + x(0) = A(p) = 5(d + x(p) ~ A(p) 5.7)
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and therefore we obtain

aug(T, 1 pu, pR§Fq) — qx(p[))ff?fr(m)*f\(po) Z(q _ ])*X(P)Jrl?qr(/?)“\(ﬂ) (by Lemma 5.3.11)
o)
_ q—d—§(q _ 1)§ Z(q — 1) X ) gA®) gr)=r (o) (by (5.6))
_ q—d—§(q _ 1)§ i(q _ 1)—X(p)qA(p>q%(d+X(P)—A(P)) (by (5.7))
)
Y 0y @=q-qh
)

_d+B g
=q "7 2B(pLR(T, p; 9, 2)|pR).

So we have the statement for the special front diagram of a bordered Legendrian graph. Note that
the invariance of augmentation number and the ruling polynomial under Legendrian isotopy are already
discussed in Proposition 4.2.7 and Theorem 5.2.8. This shows that the statement holds for general front
diagrams.

The only remaining issue is about base points. The ruling polynomial (o, |R(7, u; q, z)| pr) has nothing
to do with base points, and aug(7, y; o1, pr; F,) depends on (the number of) base points. However, the
normalized augmentation number in Lemma 5.3.16 is independent of the number and position of the base
points on 7. This prove the theorem. O

Example 5.3.18 (Higher valency vertices). Recall Example 5.1.5. For the Legendrian graph A consisting
of three Legendrian unknots intersecting at one vertex v of valency 6, which has six possible resolutions

P s Y-
Res"9(A) = a:
42,3

Ficure 13. Ng’s resolution of A in Example 5.1.5

Ve
Ve as b3
Ve ap by
\ 41 b )’

Let us compute the DGA A(A, u) = (A, d) := AE(A, p) for ResN9(A) equipped with Maslov potential .
The algebra is generated by the crossings and the vertex generators:

G = {a1,ap, a3, ar 2, a23,a13} UV, A=2z[ i3 5 (G)
Note that |a;| = 1 fori = 1,2, 3 and let us list all generators of degree O:
ayn, az 3, ay3;

V1,3, V1,4, V1,5, V2,2, V2,3, V2,4, V3,1, V3,2, V3,35

V4,3, V4,4, V4,5, V5,2, V5,3, V5,4, V6,1, V6,25 V6,3 -
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The differential for the vertex generators are the same as before and for the crossings are as follows:

da; =t +a13va) +aavan + vi3;

day =t + ax3van +va3 + (@23v31 + Vo)t (@iva +ai3vsn + aiavas + via);

daz = 13+ va3 +v31t; (@van +a13vas + aiovas + vis) +vioty (aavs +az3vas + vas)
+V3,2lz_1(llz,3v3,1 + V2,2)f1_1(111V4,2 +a1,3v33 + aiavas +vis)
3ty (arva + ar3van + arovas + Vi)t (@avs + ay3vas +vaa)
+v3ty (@va + aravip +aiavas + viats (axsvan + vty @ivan + aiavis + aiavaa + vis).

(5.8)

Now recall the rulings p@, i=1,...,6atthe vertex v from Example 5.1.5 which induce fixed-point-free
involutions on six-edges &, ;,i = 1, ..., 6 near the vertex v. Since there is a natural map

my - Aug(A, 13 K) — Aug(v; K)

induced by the inclusion i, : A(v) — A(A, p), let us investigate Aug(A, u; K) by the induced augmentation
in Aug(v; K) with respect to the decomposition

6
Aug(v; K) = U Aug® (v: K),
i=1
and let us denote by Aug(A, u; p'; K) = 7' (Aug?* (v; K)) and Aug(A, 1; €' K) = ;' (€Y).
For pi, = {{l,a;},{2,b;},{3,c;}} and 1 < i < 6, let us consider an (canonical) augmentation €. €
Augpi (v; K) satisfying

i( ) 1 if(k, f) = (l, a; — 1), (ai,7—a,~), (2, b,‘ —2), (bi,g_bi), (3, Ci _3), (Ci’g_ci);
€ (vry) =
vkt 0 otherwise.

For example, when pl = {{1,6}, {2, 5}, {3,4}}, the (canonical) augmentation €! € Augplv (v; K) becomes

1 ifg=visv23 Vi1, Vas, V5.3, V61,
1 5. 1,5 V2,3, V3,1, V4,5, V5,3, V6, 15
€)= { (5.9)

0 otherwise.

Now consider an augmentation €! € Aug(A, u; K) extending evl. Then €' is determined by the value on aio,

ax3, a1z, and t;, i = 1,2, 3 which should satisfy the followings:
fi+a; =05
n+1+ m =0;
B+ 1 a ity an st = 0, (5.10)
where g means €' (g) and the above induced from (5.8) by applying €' and (5.9). Let us count the F,-points

satisfying (5.10). There are (g — 1)(2g — 1) and (¢ — 1)*(¢ — 2)-many F,-points when#; = —1 and 7, # —1,
respectively. In total, we have

(g-1D2g-D+(g-1D*g-2)=(q-17 +q(g-1).

Denote by (A, 1) the Legendrian graph obtained from (A, u) by adding an additional base point at each
left half-edge of v. Then the map «,, : Aug(/~\, w;p5K) — Augf’i (v;K) is a fiber bundle. For example, this
follows from Corollary B.3.3. By a similar argument, one can also show the same holds for A. In particular,
for any € € Aug”i (A, iz K) with 7, (€) € Augpi (v; K), we have

# (Aug(A, 1Pl Fq)) —# (Aug(A, € ]Fq)) X # (Augﬂi (V;Pq)) .
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Especially for €',
#(Aug(A, s pls ) ) = # (Aug(A, s €5 Fy)) x # (Aug? (v: By )|
= ((q -1) +q(q - 1)) x (g - 1) gA¥V)

= ((a= 1 +alg - D) x (- Dq".

By a similar computation for €/,i =2, ..., 6,
# (Aug(A. 2 p3: Fy)) = (g = 1", # (Aug(A, 13 P35 F,)) = (g = 14"
#(Aug(A, u p‘v‘;Fq)) =(g- 114" # (Aug(A, o pﬁ;Fq)) =(q - 1)*¢%

# (Aug(A,u;pE;Fq)) =(g-1)*¢".
Then we have
# (Aug(AsFy)) = (9= 1P+ g(g = D) x (g = 1°¢° +2(q = 1’4 + 2 = D" + (g - 1/'¢"

((g=13*+q(g—1) x(g-113¢° +2(qg - 1)°¢° +2(qg - 1)*q® + (¢ - 1)*¢°

aug(A; Fy) = pE

On the other hand, recall from Example 5.2.5 that
RA;q.2) =1+ 272 +2¢° 227 + 247272 + 71273,
Note that d(A) = max deg, R(A; 2,2) =6, E(A) = # + #{base points} = 6. This implies

d+

g BR(A g, 2) = ¢80 (q3(1 + 27 +2¢° %77 v 2477 + q3/2z_3) )

Evaluate z = (¢'/2 — g='/?), then it recovers aug(A; F,). This verifies Theorem 5.3.17.

APPENDIX A. GENERALIZED STABILIZATIONS AND EKHOLM-NG’S (DE)STABILIZATIONS
Let A = (A = Z(G),d) be a DGA and ¢ : I ,;)(1) — A be a DGA inclusion for some m > 1 and
(: [m] — Z. We denote the image ¢(04,;) by va,i-
Then we define a DGA SA* = (SA,d ) as follows: the underlying graded algebra SA* is generated by
SA=Z(GU{&, ¢ |i>1}).
The gradings and differentials for newly added generators are defined as

) I\ i =1; ; i —E i aF i
lef| == ! @] = |ef]| + 1, 3 (@) = e, 3 () = 0.
b+|V1’i_1|+1 i>1,

Then it is obvious that SA* is a stabilization of A by cancelling pairs (¢, e?). _ _
Let us focus on the positive stabilization case first. Then we define a map ®* : SA — SA between graded
algebras defined as
(@) = &, D (e) = e + Z(-l)'e”'efava,b_a.
a<b

Remark A.0.1. The map ®* is indeed a tame isomorphism, which is a composition
o = ---of[z]ofﬁ] :SA — SA
of infinite elementary isomorphisms { f[Z] : SA — SA}ps1 such that f[Z] fixes all generators but e” and

f[z] ce? > e? + Z(—l)lealgava,b—w

a<b

Note that the map ®* does not depend on the order of compositions.
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We denote the twisted differential of 8 by ®@* by §"" and the DGA (SA, 5'+) by SA"*.
9 =Dt 0d o (@Y, SA™ = (SAY, 8.
Then by definition, we have a tame isomorphism between DGAs
O i SAT — SA™.
Lemma A.0.2. The following holds: for each b > 1,
DD ety b < m;

—rt
o (eb) — Ja<b w
em 4+ Z(—l)'e I_leavu,b_a b > m,

a<b
3" (@) = ot (eb).
Proof. This follows from the direct computation: for each b > 1, it is obvious that
3@ = (@ 0 o (@) @) = (@ 0d (@) = dT(e?)

since @™ fixes &?.
On the other hand,

97 (") = (@ 08 o (@) "))

= (@* 05+) (eb - Z(—l)lealgava,b—a)

a<b
a -+
= (D+ - Z(_l)le leava,b—a + Z e"d (Va,b—a))
a<b a<b
aj|_ —
= > DO e g+ Y T ((sb_u,m + ) (Dt lva,c_u,b_a)
a<b a<b a<c<b
“1-1 a|-1+|e€|xc
= Z(_l)‘e ! eava,bfa + Z (_l)le ! le le Ve,a—c,b-a
a<b c<a<b
+ Z (_1)|va’c_al_lgava,c—a,b—a + Z 6b—a,mgu'
a<c<b a<b

Since |e?| + |e| = 1 = |v4,c-a| mod 2, the above expression is equivalent to

Z(_l)‘e l_leava,b—a+ Z (_l)lva'“a"\c c,a-c,b—a
a<b c<a

a,c-a,b-a T Z 5b-g,mga.

a<b

Since Y, <p Op—a.me” is either 0 if b < m and e?~™ if b > m, we are done. |

Now we twist again the differential to obtain 9" via the tame isomorphism P : SA — SA between
graded algebras as follows:
11+

PHEh) = e + Z D%y pipan ) =€, 3 =¥ 00 o ()

a<m+b

Remark A.0.3. As before, ¥* is a tame isomorphism which is a composition
Fh=ogpog
of infinite elementary isomorphisms g[z] : SA — SA which fix all generators but ¢” such that
@) =2+ > (=D e g .

a<m+b

As before, this does not depend on the order of compositions.



AUGMENTATIONS AND RULING POLYNOMIALS FOR LEGENDRIAN GRAPHS 41

Then obviously, we have a tame isomorphism between DGAs
P SAT — SAT
Lemma A.0.4. The following holds: for each b > 1,
—r+
Proof. This also follows from the direct computation: since ¥* fixes e” for each b > 1, we have
3" () = (¥ 0@ o (W) N = (W0 d )eh).
If b < m, then

3" (eP) = pt

Z(_l)le“ _1eavu,b—a) = Z(_l)\e“ l_leava,b—as

a<b a<b

and if b > m, then

RO R o ) N

a<b

= (¥ o (P ) = e

as desired.
This also implies the existence of anti-derivative of e? foreach b > 1, whichis precisely, eb*m_ Therefore,

we have @ (&%) = 0 for all b > 1. Indeed,

—/1+

3" @) = (¥ od o) @)

= (LP+ o 5’+) (Eb - Z (_l)lealeava,m+b—a)

a<m+b

=yt

(D+(eb)+ Z (_1)ga|_15/+(eava,m+b—a))-
a<m+b

Let us consider the inside first. Then we have
o )+ Y (DG g mia)

a<m+b
b al~q a _1—/+ -+
="+ ) D e+ Y DTS Wamiba = Y €D Vamib-a)
a<b a<m+b a<m+b
a
=el + Z(—l)le ‘E”va,b,a
a<b
a|_q . c|_
+ Z (_1)‘6 ! (6a—c,mEL + (_1 le”] € Ve,a—c )va,m+b—a
c<a<m+b
- ag -
€ Om+b-a,m Va,c—a,m+b—c -

a<m+b
Since we have
a b e? =~ e |=a-m
Z € Omib-am =€ and Z (—l)‘ |6u_c,me = Z (—1)| lga—m.
a<m+b c<a<m+b m+l<a<m+b
we have

/_'_ Z(_l)lea‘éﬂva,b—a + Z (_l)|e"|*]é‘afmva’m+b_a _gb/

a<b m+1<a<m+b
al~ a’ 1~
(_l)le | ab-a Tt Z(_l)‘e ! a',b-a’ >
&

where the last equality comes from that |e“*™| = || + 2 and Vg m+b-a = Va'.b-a fOr a = m + a’. We are
done. m]
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Proof of Proposition 3.1.10. As mentioned earlier, the DGA SA* = (SA, 5+) is a stabilization of A = (A, 9),
where the cancelling pairs are (e?, e?) for b > 1.

On the other hand, the DGA SA™ is tame isomorphic to the twisted DGA SA"* = (§A, 5”+) defined as
above via
Prodt: SA — SA”,
which has infinite cancelling pairs (¢"*?,e?) for b > 1. By cencelling out these pairs, what we have is
isomorphic to the generalized stabilization S;J'A by identifying e” with e, for b € [m].
For the generalized stabilization SE,’A, we define tame isomorphisms @~ and ¥~ by using elementary
isomorphisms f[;] and 81p) fixing all generators but ¢” and &’ so that

ﬁ;](eb) = eb + Z(_l)lvnﬁlib‘bialile+l—b,b—aEa,

a<b
(€)= e’ + Z Vintl-b,b-a€”.
a<b
The rest of the proof is essentially the same as before and we omit the detail. O

AprPENDIX B. COMPLEMENTARY RESULTS ON AUGMENTATIONS

B.1. Orbits of augmentation varieties for internal DGAs. Let v be a vertex of type (,r) withn =€ +r
as in Section 4.3, and y : I(v) = [n] — Z be the Maslov potential. The main purpose of this subsection
is to show Lemma 4.3.6: (1) follows immediately from Proposition/Definition B.1.1.(4) below; (2) and (3)
are contained Lemma B.1.2.
Let us denote n(v; ;) := n(v, i, j).
Proposition/Definition B.1.1. Let v be a n-valency vertex as above, with n even. Let d € MC(v; K).
(1) Foreachi € Z/nZ andt > 0, an element x € C,, is called (i, t)-admissible, if

x=2Z"coe; + Z cxZ"Vike |,
k>0

Jor some c € Kwith ¢y € K*, and x is homogeneous. In particular, ¢ # 0 implies
le:| = 12"V e | and hence  u(i) — u(i + k) + n(vix) = 0.

When t = 0, we simply say that x is i-admissible.

Notice that x is (i, t)-admissible if and only if x = Z'y, with y i-admissible.
(2) For any i-admissible x € C,, define pg(x) := k if dx is (i + k, n(v; x))-admissible.
(3) Foranyi € Z/n, define

P1a)(@) = max{pq(x) | x € C, is i-admissible.}

Then, we have:
(1) For any i-admissible x, pq(x) is well-defined and 0 < p4(x) < n. In particular, 0 < pj4(i) < n.
(2) The set of (i,t)-admissible elements is preserved by the action of B(v;K). Moreover, for any
g € B(v;K) and any i-admissible x, have
pa(x) = pg.a(8(x)).

In particular, pjq) = p[g.q)- That is, pq) depends only on the isomorphism class of d, i.e. the orbit
B(v;K)-d.
(3) If pja)(i) = k, then piq)(i + k) = n — k. In particular, each isomorphism class B(v;K) - d in
MC(v; K) induces an involution p = p([d]) € NR(v) such that
p(i) =i+ pg)(i) mod n.

(4) Each isomorphism class B(v;K) - d contains a unique canonical differential d,, with p = p([d]).
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Proof. Let x € C, be any i-admissible element. Say,
x = Z X 2" e
k>0

for some x; € K with xg # 0. Here, we use n(v; o) := 0. For any f € End(C,, F*), i.e. a homogeneous
K[Z]-superlinear endomorphism, by Remark 4.3.2, we have:

f(x) = Z Xk Z(_1)lfl'n<vi’k)zn(vi’k)<f(ei+k), Zn(ka’j)@i+k+j>Zn(vi+k’j)ei+k+j
k=0 70

- Z Z (DI (fleisk), 2"k ey | 200 0ery

>0 \0<k<I

= Y a(NZ e

120

where (f(eq), Z"Var)e,, ;) denotes the K-coefficient of Z"(Va.b)e, ., in f(e,), and we have used the fact
that f super-commutes with Z, and n(v; x) + n(visk,j) = n(vik+;)-

Proof of (1). Take f := d, then (deg, e4) = 0 and dx = Y- c;(d)Z"Vi-e;,;. By a similar calculation, we
obtain:

d’x = Z Z (=1)"Dey(d)(derss, 2"V Ve ) | 2000 ey
J>0\0<I<j

In particular,
(d°x, Z%¢;) = Z (=1)"Dey(d)(deisr, 2"V ey ) = —xo
O<l<n
is non-zero, as d> + Z? = 0. Let Iy := min{l|c;(d) # 0}, then it follows that 0 < [y < n. Moreover, by
definition of ly, we can rewrite
dx = 7"Vt Z Cl()+k(d)Zn(vi+l°’k)ei+lo+k,
k>0

with ¢;,(d) # 0. In other words, dx is (i + lo, n(v;,))-admissible. Hence, pg(x) = Iy is well-defined, and
0 < pg(x) < n. This shows (1). |

Proof of (2). For any g € B(v;K) and any ¢ > 0, we have
8(Z'x) = 2'g(x) = Z' Y el@) 2" ery,
=0

with co(g) = xi{(g(ei),e;) # 0. That is, g(Z'x) is (i, t)-admissible. Thus, g preserves the set of (i, 1)-
admissible elements. Moreover, dx is (i + k, n(v; x))-admissible if and only if (g - d)(g(x)) = g o d(x) is. It
follows that p(x) = pg.4(g(x)) and hence py4 is well-defined. This shows (2). O

Proof of (3). If pi4)(i) = k, then 0 < k < n. By definition, k = p[4)(i) = pa(x) for some i-admissible x. In
addition, dx = Z"(Vik)y for some (i + k)-admissible y. We then define g € B(v; K) by

glep) = ep, ifp#ii+k;
g(x) = ei;
g(y) = eirk.
Replacing d by g - d and x by ¢;, we obtain
X =e, de; = Z"ViRe p .

It then follows from d? + Z> = 0 that O < n(v; ) < 2, and

dejyy = —(—1)"(Vi,k)22—n(v,-,k)ei

= —(-1 )n(viJrk,u—k)Z"(Vi+k,n—k)ei+k+(n_k)’

which implies that pg(e;x) = n — k. This shows that pr4)(i + k) > n - k.
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Suppose pjq)(i + k) = j > n— k. Then there exists a (i + k)-admissible element e ,, such that
de],, = Z"("i+’<»1)elf+k+j and e/, . is (i + k + j)-admissible. Again, by d*> + Z*> = 0, we must have

i+k+j
de£+k+j — _(_1)n(Vi+k+_/'.n—j)Zn(vi+k+j,n—j)el{+k.

It follows that

i+k+j-n

d (6‘1‘ + cZ"Vikei-n)g! )

— Zn(vi.k)ei+k _ c(_])n(Vi.kJrjfn)+”(Vi+k+j,n7j)Z"(Vi.kJrjfn)+”(Vi+k+j,n7j)e£+k

— 7n(vix) (er _ (_1)n<w,k>cel¢+k)
Since elf ok 18 (i + k)-admissible, can choose ¢ € K* so that
W= e — (_l)n(Vf,k)cel{+k — Z *Izn(vnk,z-k)eHl,
1>k

i.e., wis not (i + k)-admissible. By assumption,

’

— 5. . n(V’,k+_'— )
z:=¢; +cLM ki € tk+j-n

is i-admissible. Then by the choice of ¢, dz = Z"Viw is (i +1, n(vi,1,))-admissible for some /y > k. Hence,
pa(z) = lp, which implies that p4)(i) > lp > k, a contradiction! Therefore, we must have pj1(i + k) = n—k,
as desired. The remaining part of (3) now follows by a direct check of Definition 4.3.4. O
Proof of (4). Let p := p([d]) € NR(v) be the involution induced by p[4]. Notice that p is equivalent to a
partition I(v) = {1,2,...,n} = U II L together with a bijection p : U — L satisfying
u(i) = u(p@@) = 1+ n(v; pi-i) = 0, for all i € U with i < p(i).

For each i € U, denote j = p(i). By definition of p[4), there exists an i-admissible element e; € C, such
that (=1yVde] = Z"Vipwride!
element g € B(v; K) by

iy where e;(i) € G, is p(i)-admissible. Then {e,, : 1 < p < n} defines an
glep) = e, foralll < p<n.
It follows that, for all i € U, have

(g—l . d)(e,) —_ g—l odo g(g—l(el/)) — g—l((_1)ﬂ(i)Zn(Vi,p(i)—i)el’)(i)) — (_1)ﬂ(i)Zn(Vi,p(i)—i)ep<i)_

Then by the condition (g™ - d)> + Z? = 0, we see that g™ - d = d,,, the canonical differential associated to
p as in Definition 4.3.4. In other words, d = g - d,, and B(v;K) - d = B(v;K) - d,,. By construction, d, is
uniquely determined by p([d]), hence by B(v; K) - d. This shows (4). O

This proves the proposition. O
Similar to [23, Lem.5.7,Cor.5.8], we have

Lemma B.1.2. Let v be a vertex as before and p € NR(v).

(1) Forany d € B(v;K) - d,, and any i € U, there exists a unique i-admissible element in C, of the
form

elf =e; + Z aj_l-Z”(v"*f"')ej, aj—; e K,

JEAL(D)
such that de] is (p(i), n(v; p(;)-i))-admissible. Moreover, e; = e;(d) depends algebraically on
d € B(v;K) - dp.

(2) The Stab’(v; K)-principal bundle

7, B(v;K) = B(v;K) - d,
admits a natural algebraic section @, i.e. @,(d)-d, = d for all d € B(v;K) - d,. In other words,
we have a trivialization of ny:

B(v;K) = Stab’(v; K) x B(v;K) - d,,
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(3) In addition, we have:
B(v;K) - d, = (K% x KAv®) (B.1)
with A, (p) given in Definition 4.3.5.

The proof is essentially the same as that in [23, Lem.5.7,Cor.5.8]. For completeness, we give the details.

Proof of (1). Existence. By Proposition/Definition B.1.1, for any i € U, we have:
p(i) —i = max{pqy(x) | x is i-admissible}.
Hence, we can take an i-admissible element of the form
X =e€; + Z ajZn(v""j)EHj,
JEL()
such that pg(x) = p(i) — i, i.e. dx is (p(i), n(v; p(i)-i))-admissible.
Let us apply induction argument on
j = J(x0) = min{j | j € L)) \ (Ap() ~ ) and a; = (xo, Z"""Ve; ;) # 0}
Inductive step 0: 1f j = +oo,i.e., a; = 0 forall j € I(i) \ (Ay(i) — i), then e] = x is a desired element for

(1)
Inductive step 1: Otherwise, set xo = x and construct x; by considering the following cases:
(1) Ifi + j > n, in particular, j > p(i) — i. Take
X1 1= X9 — ajZ"(v"'f)eiﬂ-.
Then, x; is i-admissible, and dx is still (p(i), n(v; n(;)-;))-admissible.
(ii) If i + j < n, i.e. i+ j € I(v), then by definition of A, eitheri + j € L, ori + j € U and
pli +j) > p(i).
(ii-1) Ifi+j € L,denote k := p™'(i + j) € U, thenk < i+ jand pg(i + j) = n— (i + j — k), by
Proposition/Definition B.1.1. Hence, there exists an (i + j)-admissible element of the form
Vitj = €ivj + Z w2V ey
I>j
such that dy;; = (k, n(Vi+j n—(i+j-k)))-admissible. It follows that x; = xo — ajZ”(V"’f)ij is
i-admissible and dx; is still (o(i), n(v; ()i )-admissible, but j(x1) > j = j(xo).
(ii-2) Ifi + j € U and p(i + j) > p(i), then there exists a (i + j)-admissible element of the form
Yitj = €ivj t+ Z w5 2" ey
I>j
such that dy;,; is (p(i + j), n(Visj p(i+j)~(i+j))-admissible. It follows again that x; = xo —
ajZ”(V""j)ij is i-admissible and dx; is still (o(i), n(v; p(;)-;))-admissible, but j(x1) > j(xo).
Inductive step 2: If j(x1) = oo, then e] = x; is a desired element for (1). Otherwise, replace xo by x; and
repeat the procedure above. Inductively, for some sufficiently large N, we obtain in the end an i-admissible
element of the form xy = e; + Xjer, (i) ajZ"(V"’-f)eHj such that dxy is (p(i), n(v; p(i)-i))-admissible and
J(xn) = co. Thatis, e; := xp is a desired element for (1). This shows the existence.

Uniqueness. We show the uniqueness by induction on |A,(i)|. If A,(i) = @, then e; = e;, which is clearly
unique. For the inductive procedure, assume the uniqueness holds when |A,(i)| < k, and consider the case
when [A, ()| = k. Let

e =e + Z aj_; Z"Vii-e;
JE€Ap (D)
be any element satisfying (1). Since A,(j) & Ap(i) for all j € A, (i), by induction we can rewrite
el =e; + Z bj_,-Z"(""~f"')e]'..
JE€Ap ()

5Here, we use the convention min @ := oo.
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Here, by the inductive hypothesis, for all j € A,(i), ej’. is the element in (1) for j, uniquely determined by
d. We want to show the uniqueness of b;_;’s.

Assume A,(i) = {i) < ip < .-+ < ir} and p(A,(0)) = {j1 < j2 < --- < ji} C L. By definition of
Ap(i), we know p(iy) < p(i) for all 1 <[ < k. By the conditions of (1), de] is (p(i), n(v; p(;)-;))-admissible,

hence (de], Zn(vi’p(i")_i)ep(ipﬁ =0forall 1 < p < k. That is, the following system of linear equations for
{bi;~i}1<j<k holds:

(ep,q)p’q ( iq_l-)q = (—(Z"(Vi,p(ip)—i)ep(ip), dei))p, (B.2)
where

— 1) Oiig-0) (7" Vig.ptip)iq) g . . de’ ifi, < pliy);
EM:{( ) ( plip def) i ig < plip) ©3)

0 otherwise.

Denote iy, := 07 (g) € {its iz, . . ., ik }. Define

’
€

) {(_1)n(vl',i’q—i)<Zn(Vf§rjp—i21)ejp’del{21> if ié < Jps
Pq

0 otherwise.

Then the following two coeflicient matrices are similar:
’
(EPvCI)p,q ~ (Ep,q)

))-admissible, hence (Z”(";l’j!’_"él)ejp,delf;]) = 0if p < g and

P
. PR

And by definition, dei;, is (jg, n(viy, j, -1,

iy jq-it)

(Z ej,»de), ) # 0. Therefore, the square matrix (61; q) is lower triangular and invertible, then
q ’

P
501 (€p,q) - It follows that

-1 nv; o_s
( iq_l-)q = (ep’q)p’q (_(Z ( l,p(rp)—t)ep(ip)’ dei>)p (B4)

By induction, e ’s are uniquely determined by d, hence so is the right hand side. The uniqueness in (1)
q

then follows. The previous equation also shows by induction that e = e/(d) depends algebraically on d.
This shows (1). O

Proof of (2). Take any j € L, then there is i € U such that j = p(i). By (1), (—1)”<i)del{ = ch"(Vi,fff)ej’, for
some ¢; € K* and some j-admissible element of the form

ej'- =e;+ Z *ZZ"("fvl)ejH.
>0
Then (1) shows that both ¢; and ej’. are uniquely determined, and depend algebraically on d.
Now, define an unipotent isomorphism ¢y(d) € U(v; K) c B(v;K) by

wo(d)(e;) = ¢}, foralll1 <i <n.

It follows that ¢g : B(v;K) - d, — U(v;K) defines a canonical algebraic map. Moreover, for any d €
B(v;K) - d, and any i € U, have

(po(d)™" - d)(er) = wo(d)™" o d o @o(d)(e;) = po(d)™" o d(ef)
= cpiypo(d)” (1O Z"Vrwdel ) = cpin (=1 D ZVr0De ).
Now, for the canonical section of 7, : B(v;K) — B(v;K) - d,, we simply take
@p(d) = D(d) o @o(d),

where

{D(d)(e;) =e¢  forieU; ®5)

D(d)(ej’.) = cje} forje L.
It follows that ((pp(d)_l -d)(e;) = (—1)“(")2"(”##(")*")%@) =d,(e;) for all i € U. By the condition
(¢p(d)™)-dP + 2% =0,
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we then see that (cpp(d)_l) -d =dp, ie. ¢,(d)-d, =d, as desired. This shows (2). O

Proof of (3). By (2), there is an identification between d € B(v; K)-d,, and ¢,(d), where ¢,, is the canonical
section of 7, : B(v;K) — B(v;K) - d,. Use the notations in the proof of (2) above, the general form of
@p(d) is ¢p(d) = D(d) o po(d), where

po(d)(e;) = ej = e; + Z *ijZ"("’?f“‘)ej, fori € U;
JEAL(D)

wo(d)(e;) = e; + Z xi; Z"Videy, forie L.

JeL, (i)

Together with (B.5), it follows that
B(v;K)-dp = {(xij)ij |1 € U, j € Ap(i), %;j € K}
x{(kij)ij |1 € L,j€ L(i),*; € K}
x{(ci)i li€L,c; e K'}
> (K7 x K40

This shows (3). |

B.2. Augmentations for elementary bordered Legendrian graphs with a vertex. In this and the next
subsection, we study the structure of the augmentation variety associated to any elementary bordered
Legendrian graph with a vertex of general type, i.e. whose only singularity is a vertex of any type. In
the end, generalizing [23, Thm.5.10], we’ll see this leads naturally to a ruling decomposition for the
augmentation variety associated to any bordered Legendrian graph, at least when we impose a base point
at each right cusp, and at each left half-edge of any vertex.

Let (‘V,u) € BL Sg be an elementary bordered Legendrian graph in Definition 5.3.1 of type (n, ng)
containing a vertex v of type (¢, r). Let us impose a base point on each left-half edges of v. The borders and
the additional base points are labelled from top to bottom, see Figure 14 (left). Consider Ng’s resolution
ResN9(V) € BL 9l|_1ag of V. Note that there are (g)-many additional crossings induced from Ng’s resolution.
Let us label them as in Figure 14 (right).

1 1 1 1
. t £+1 .
k k
by
k+1 k+1
by
v
k+2 by k+2
k+e-11—"b¢ k+r-1
ni "R n "R

FiGure 14. Bordered Legendrian graph V and ResN9(V).

B.2.1. Augmentations for V. Recall the construction of DGA A = (A, d) := A®E(V, u). The algebra A is a
unital associative algebra over Z[t;—'1 | 1 <i < {] freely generated by the left border generators, crossings,
and vertex generators:

G:{ai,j|lsi<an|_}H{ci,j|1Si<j£f}H{vi,j|i€Z/nZ,j>0};
A=Z[F |1 <i < )G),
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where tl.il corresponds to the base point b;. The grading is given by:
=0, laisl = mG) =)= 1 leigl = p@) = u(), vijl = pG) = p() = 1+ n(vi ;)
as in Section 4.3. By definition, the differential is given by 8tl.i1 =0and
da;; = Z (Dl
i<k<j

Vik |+l
OVij = 0jn+ Z DMy vk ko
O<k<j

-0 o -0 p
6Cp,q =1p r ak+p—1,k+q—1tqq + Z Ip pak+p—1,k+0—1touco,q
p<o<q

+(=1)lepalt! Vpgp + Z CpoVoqg—o
p<o<gq
where o = (=1)#*®),
Then by Theorem/Definition 3.3.11, we have a diagram of DGAs
A(V) = (AL ads AR),
where ¢ is the natural inclusion of the DG-subalgebra A generated by «; ;’s, and
AR = (Z<bi7j 1<i< ] < nR>, aR)

is the DGA generated by the right border generators as in Example/Definition 3.1.1. See, (3.13) for the
construction of ¢g.

Let A := (a;)1<ij<n, and B = (b;j)1<i,j<ng be the strictly upper-triangular matrix with entries a; ;’s
and b; ;’s, with a; ; = O and b; ; = O for i > j, respectively. We write them in the following block matrices

Al A Ay Bi,1 B2 B3
A= 0 Ay Ays|, B=| 0 By, B3|,
0 0 Asz 0 0 B33

where Ayo = (Ak+p—1k+g-1)1<p,g<t a0d Boy = (Drsp—1,k+g—1)1<p,q<r- The other A,.’s and B,,’s are
defined in the same way.
Let ¢;; == (—1)I<usI*1¢; ; for the crossing generators {c;; | | <i < j < ¢}, and define
. : o (ol . ~ (=
S = Dlag(tl .. 1, ), C:= (Cp,q)ISp,qsfa C:= (Cp,q)ISp,qsf'
Similarly define matrices V; ;, i € Z/2, j > 0 for the vertex generators {v; ; | i € Z/n, j > 0} by
Vl,2j Vl,2j+1 — (Vp,jn+q—p)13p,qsf (Vp,jn+£’+q—p)lSpS(’,lqur
V2,2j+1 V2,2j (V€+p,jn+r+q—p)lSpSr,Iqut’ (v{,’+p,jn+q—p)lSp,qu

Then we have:

Arl ALQS(I + C)Vl’l Az + ALQS(I + C)VI,Z Z 5i S_1A2,3
i>0
¢r(B) = _. (B.6)
Va0 W1 Z C'|S7 A3
i>0
0 0 Az

Dualizing A(V), we then obtain a diagram of augmentation varieties:
Aug(V;K) = (Aug(V._;K) & Aug(ViK) S Aug(VR;K))
Also, the inclusion i : I, < A of the DG-subalgebra /,, as in Section 4.3 induces a map

i Aug(V; K) — Aug(v; K).
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Lemma B.2.1. As in the above setup, any augmentation € € Aug(V;K) is equivalent to the following:
e = ri(e) € Aug(V; K), & = i"(e) € Aug(v; K);
€lcpg) eK1<p<d, e(t) e K51 <i<d,
satisfying €(cp.q) = 0 if |cp 4l # 0, and for |cp 4| = 1 we have:

0 = €(t,"")eL(@rrp-1krg-1)ety ) + D €ty Ve @xsp-1kso- )T )e(Co,q)
p<o<gq

+Ev("p,qu) + Z f(cp,o)Gv(Vo,q—o)'
p<o<q
Equivalently,
€.(A22)e(S)(I + €(C)) = —e(S)( + €(C))ey(Vi,0). (B.7)

B.2.2. An identification via Morse complexes. We’ll see immediately that the condition for e(tZ”) and
€(cp,q) has a simple interpretation in terms of Morse complexes.

Definition B.2.2. Let (V, u) be a bordered Legendrian graph involving a single vertex v, and let € be any
augmentation of A(V). We make the following definitions:
(1) For the trivial tangle V|, define
CiW) = @ K- e, W) = @ K- e]t+p—1’ CGW) = @ K-e,
1<i<k l<p<t k+t<j<n_
where the grading is given by |€|{| := —u (i) as usual. Recall that, by Definition 4.1.1, we have
CW) = (W) @ G(W) © G(W).

Similarly define C,(VR) similarly for 1 < a < 3, and we have C(VR) = @zzl C,(VR).
Let us denote column vectors and diagonal matrices

e = (ef....eh), e-l= ek e )
&2 = (e,';, .. .,e,'gﬂ,fl)’, &3 = (e,tw, .. .,e';lL)t;
(-1y* := Diag ((_1)HL(1), o (_1).“L("L)) , (-1 = Diag ((_1)#L(1)’ o (_1).“L(k_l)) :

(~1y%2 = Diag (~1)*®, ., (<1 &+ D) -1yt o= Diag ((-1y2**0, . (~1ya)

Define &P/, &® and (—1)4-F, (= 1)HR similarly, with ¢, n|_ replaced by r, ng respectively.
(2) Let us define

d“=da)= ) (-1Da(a; el o ()

l<i<j<m
di=der) = ). (1" Den(ar el @ ().
I1<i<j<ngp
Equivalently, we have
d“(@) = (-1)" e (A)- &, d(@) = (~1y"er(A) - &,
where the right hand side is matrix multiplication. We can then denote:
dlf,l 0 0 lefl 0 0
d-=\|ds, ds, 0 |, d®=|d}, d4f, 0
i, ds, df, df, df, B

according to the decomposition C(V.) = C;(VL) ® C2(V) @ C3(W), and that of C(VR). Equivalently,
we have:

df (@) = (1 e (Ary) - e

d7(@) = (=1 er(B; ;) - &/
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(3) For the vertex v, define

)= P K-, com)= P K¢,

I<i<t (+1<i<l+r

where |e}| := —u(i). Recall that, by Definition 4.3.1, we have

C, =C,/(Z=0)=C(v)® C(vR).
Denote fori € Z/2

i

Vel (—1) = Diag ((—1)ﬂ<1>,...,(—1)ﬂ<">) if i is odd:
b€ (1= Diag (PO, YO0) s even

NN

vl = (e
ev e

(4) Let us define d¥ = d(e,) as in Lemma 4.3.3,

&= Y Oz @)
i€Z/nZ,j>0

We can rewrite d¥ as
v _ J v
= > 7z,
i€7,/2Z,j >0

where d}; € Hom!™/(C(v;), C(vi+)) is given by
a7, (@) = (1 (Vi) 5.
(5) We will always use the following identifications:

C(vg) = Co(VR) viae™? =em?;

Ci(V) = Ci(Vg) viae-! =& fori=1,3.

Notice that the gradings are also preserved.
(6) Define gc = g(e(S), e(C)) : C2(VL) — C(v) by

(1P Dgc(ef,, ) = e(tT)el + ) etie el
i<j

Equivalently, we have
gc(@?) = (=1y2e(S)U + e(C))e™".

Clearly, gc € B(C>(W); K), under the identification C(V) = C(v) via e,'; ip-1 = €p

<

Remark B.2.3. Now, observe that

(=1Y"-2e(S)(I + €(C)) = e(S)(I + €(C)) (=1},
(=126 (A2) = —e (App)(— 12,

then the equation (B.7) can be re-written as:
gcody, =dyyogc (B.8)
As a consequence, we obtain an identification
Aug(V;K) = MC(V;K)

where MC(V;K) is the variety of triples (d“, gc, d") such that, d- defines a Morse complex for V, d”
defines a Morse complex for v, and Equation (B.8) holds with gc € B(C>(W.); K).
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B.2.3. Induced morphisms between Morse complexes. By definition, (d“)? = 0 is equivalent to

(d;)* =0, 1<i<3
d'z"20d'2"1+d'2‘,10d'1‘,1 =0,

(B.9)
d3L’3 ) d3L’2 + d'3‘,2 o dli,z =0,
dy,ody, +dy odr +dyy0dy, =0.
Similarly for 4®. In addition, by a direct calculation, (d”)> + Z? = 0 is equivalent to
D1y o dly + 6 1d =0 (B.10)
Jtk=m
for all m > 0. In particular, it implies that:
(&) =0, i=12
dijodiy—dyyod/ =0,
dy,ody,—djyody, =0, (B.11)

dY,ZOdY,O'{_dlv,OOdlv,Z_d;,l oa’i1 +Id=0,
d£2°d£0+d;,0°d£2_dr,1 oa’;’1 +1d =0.
On the other hand, by the formula (B.6) for (g(B), we obtain
€(A1)  €(A)e(S + SCO)e(Vi,1)  €(A13) + €(A12)e(S + SC)e(Vi2)(e(S + SC)) ' e(Ar3)

ew(B)=| 0 €(V2,0) e(Va,1)(e(S + SC)) ' e(Ar3)
0 0 6(A3,3)
By the identifications in Definition B.2.2.(5), it follows that
a0 0 &, 0o 0
d2:1 d2:2 (; = dy, ods, dy, 0 (B.12)
L L L L L
dyy dy, dyy dy +dy,0di,0dy, dy,ody, di,

where for all j > 0, we define

flr,zj d22j+l
dipjs1 dooj
Proposition/Definition B.2.4. Define C(V) := C(V) ® C(vR). Let € be any augmentation of A(V).
(1) The equation (B.11) still holds with de ’s replaced by JL"/ s, and

-1 v v
= (% O diyy  dypin gc O B13
' ( 0 Id) ° (d1,2j+1 daj °lo 1 (B.13)

dyy=dy, (B.14)
It follows that
dy, = dy, o gc : (C2(V).d5,) = (COR). d})
d£1 = gE‘I ° df,l : (C(VR)’ dﬁo) - (CZ(VL), dliz)

are co-chain maps, and the last two equalities in (B.11) show that they are homotopy inverse to
each other.

(2) Define d¥ = dV(e) € End(C(V)) by

dv = d"
V|C(VL> Jo (B.15)
d |C(VR) = dZ,O + d3’2 o d2,l’
Then dV defines a differential of degree 1, and we obtain a short exact sequence of complexes:
0 = (CM).dY) 25 (C(V),d") 5 (C(va), d3g) = O,

where @\ is a canonical inclusion and g, a canonical quotient.
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Define iy = iz(€) : Co(V) — C(V) by
i = 1d—(d) | +d5, 0d),). (B.16)
Use the identifications in Definition B.2.2.(5), define a K-linear map ¢r = ¢r(€) : C(V) — C(VR)
by
N =1Id;
¢Rrlc;(vpec( %@CJ(VLB d (B.17)
¢rle,w) = df | +d3, 0 dy,.
Then iy : (C2,(W), dli,z) — (C(V),d") and ¢g : (C(V),dV) - (C(VR),d®) are co-chain maps, and
we obtain a short exact sequence of complexes:
0 = (G, d5,) 2 (C(V),d") L (C(VR), dF) — 0

Moreover, the composition q; o iy : (C2(W), dliz) — (C(vr), d} ) is a co-chain homotopy equiva-

lence with homotopy inverse —675 1
Define a K-linear map ¢ : C(V) — C(W) by

= 1d;
Yilew) d B.18)
lleC(vR) = dZ,l'
Then Y is a co-chain map, and o ¢ = 1d.
Define a K-linear map yr : C(Vg) — C(V) by

Urlesw) = id;
Yrlcon) = d; 3 (B.19)
wR|C1(V|_) =id+ dr,Z o d|2_,1

Then YR is a co-chain map.
Define ¢ := ¢g o ¢ : (CW).d") = (C(Vr),d?) and ¢ = Y o Y : (C(Vr),d?) — (C(W), d").
Define a K-linear map h_ : C(V.) — C(W) of degree —1 by

hLlC](VL)@Cg(ZL_/) =0; (B.20)
hile,wy = dy .
Define a K-linear map hgr : C(VR) — C(WR) of degree —1 by
hRICs(VL) =0; _
helcwn = dy, +ds, 0 dy 5 (B.21)
hrle,w) = (df’3 + d|§,2 o dlv,4) o dlz',l'
Then we have
1d = gt L.
Yop—-Id=d-oh .+ h od; (B.22)
poy —1Id =d o hg + hg o d™.

In particular, ¢ and ¥ are co-chain homotopy equivalences and are homotopy inverse to each other.

Proof. (1). By adirect check, this follows immediately from the definition.
(2). The only nontrivial part is to show (d¥)? = 0. By definition of d", we have (d“)* = 0. It suffices to
show that, for all x € C(vg), we have d*(x) = 0. By definition, we have:

(d")(x) = d¥(dy o(x)) + d¥ (d5, o dy | (x))
= (d;o)z(x) + d;2 o c?;l ody(x) + d;3 o d;Z o ai;l(x)
= d;Z o dgz(dgl(x)) + d;3 o d;z(d;’l(x))
=0

Here, in the second equality, we used (1), and in the third equality, we used Equation (B.9).
In fact, the above computation also shows that d'3-2 o Ei}l 1 (COvr), dy )[-1] — (C(W), d") is a co-chain

map, and (C(V),d") = Cone(d'i2 o El).
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(3). Firstly, we show i; is a co-chain map. Clearly, i, is of degree 0. In addition, for all x € C>(V), we have
d" oip(x) = d¥(x - dy |(x) - dj, o d} ,(x))
= dli,z(x) + d'g’z(x) - JZV’O o c?lv’](x) - d'3"2 o JZV’] o c?lv’](x) - d'3"3 ) dé"z ocjiz(x)
=ds,(x)—dy | o ds,(x) +d5, 0 (id - dy, ody , +d} o0 d),)(x)
= ds5(x) = dy 0 dyy(x) = ds, 0 diy 0 dy o(x)
= (Id-d}, - d5, o d},) o d5,(x)
=iy 0 dj (%)
as desired. Here, in the third equality, we used the equation (B.9) and the fact that cﬂ’ | is a co-chain map.

In the fourth and fifth equalities, we used the equation (B.11) and d'z-2 = jlv 0
Next, we show g is a co-chain map. Clearly, ¢g is of degree 0. It suffices to show

elevy = ¢ 1 (C(V), d") — (C(Vr), dP) (B.23)

is a co-chain map, and g o d¥(x) = d® o pr(x) for all x € C(VR).
Use the decompositions C(V) = C1(VL) @ C2(W) & C3(VL) and C(VR) = C1(WL) & C(vg) & C3(W), we
can write ¢ in a matrix form:

It follows from Equation (B.12) that

d-, 0 0\ fi 0 0
R _ v L v v
d ogp= dl’l oflg,l d2’0~ 0 (o]0 Ldl’l~ 0
L L v L L v L \%
dy, +dj, 0 d1,2 ody, dj,o0 d2,1 dy, 0 dy,od/, W
d-, 0 0
= dlvlodlz'l dyyody, 0
L L v L L v v L L . v L
dy,+dy,0di,0dy, dy,od)od) +dyyody,odl, di,
d-, 0 0
= dlvlodle d1V1°d2Lz 0
d- +d", oc?‘; od-, d- od OJV’—dL’ od’. od', d-
3,1 Ta3,001,00;) d3,00;,0041 ) ~03,0d1,004;, d33
d-, 0 0
= dlvlodle d1v1°d2Lz 0
L L v L L L 7 v L
dy)+dy,0di,0dy, dy,+dy,odi,odl, di,
d 0 0\ (d, 0 0
_ v L L
-lo Ld1’1~ 0o dy, ds, 0
v
0 dy,ody, Id dy, dy, dy,

=god-.

Here we’ve used Equation (B.9), Equation (B.11) for c}?’j, and (1) above. Besides, for all x € C(VR), by
Equation (B.12), we have:

or o d” (x) = gr(dy o(x) + dj, o dy | (x))
= dy o(x) + d5, o dy | (x)
= d(x)
= d" o pr(x).

This shows that ¢g is indeed a co-chain map.
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Then, we show (@R, ip) induces a short exact sequence of complexes. Clearly, i; is injective and ¢R is
surjective. In addition, by definition, for all x € C;(V]), we have:

@R 0 iz(x) = gr(x — d} () = d5, o d} ,(x))
= 0,

and clearly we have ker(¢r) = Image(iy). B
Finally, by definition, we have g3 o i>(x) = —d | (x) for all x € C2(V.). By (1), it is a co-chain homotopy

equivalence with homotopy inverse —c?zv .- This finishes the proof of (3).
(4). Clearly, ¥ o ¢ = Id. To show y_is a cochain map, it suffices to show that, for all x € C(vg), we have
Y o d¥ (x) = d- oy (x). Indeed, by definition, we have:

Lo d” (x) = y(dy o(x) + d5, o dy | (x))
= J;J odgo(x)+dgzojzl(x)
= dgzoci{l(x)+d;20@1(x)
=d" oy (x),

as desired.

Next, we show ¢ is a co-chain map. The only nontrivial parts are to show that, for all x € C(vg) or
x € C1(W) = C1(VR), we have yg o d(x) = d¥ o yr(x).
If x € C(vR), we have

U 0 d"(x) = Yr(dy o(x) + d55 0 d5 1 (x))
= (}Zl odzv,o()c)—i-d?';2 o ;V,l(x)
=dy,ody,(x)+d5, 0 dy (%)
=d¥ o yr(x).
If x € C;(W), we have
U 0 d(x) = Yr(dy (x) + d} o d5 (x) + d5 (x) + d5y 0 d} 5 0 di (1)
= dil(x)+cfﬁ20d£"1 Odlf,l(x)+J2V,1 ocplvlv’l Odil(x)+d;1(x)+d;2oc?KZOdlil(x)
=dvx—dil(x)—cﬁzOJIV’OOd'Z"I(x)+%V’1 ocpivlv‘l Odlz"l(x)+d'3"20£flv’20dil(x)
=d"x+d)jody,ods(x)+ds,0d,o0dy (x)
=de+dVo£lV1V’20d'2"1(x)
= d¥ o yr(x)

as desired.
(5). Firstly, we show ¢ o0 ¢ —Id = d“ o h + h_ o d". For all x € C3(W), clearly we have i o ¢(x) —x =0 =
d" o hy + h_ o d-(x). For all x € C5(V), we have

W o @(x) = y(dy [(x) + d5, 0 d) ,(x))
= c}gl ° cfﬁl(x) +d5, 0 cfiz(x))
(id +dy,0d),+dyody,)(x)+ds,0d,(x))
X + hi(ds 5(x)) + d"(d} ,(x))
= x + h(d"(x)) + d" o hi(x)

Finally, for all x € C;(V_), we have
Yo p(x)—x=y(x) - x =dj,0ds(x)
= hi(dy, (%)) + hi(dy  (x) + d5 | (x)) + d" 0 hy(x)
= hod“(x) +d" o h (x)
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as desired.
Now, we show ¢ oy —Id = d o hg + hg o dP. Clearly, for all x € C3(VR) = C3(WL), we have
@o(x)—x=0=dRohg(x)+ hg o dR(x). For all x € C(vg), we have

o y(x) = x = p(dy, (X)) = (d} , +d5p 0 d)y) o dy (x) ~ x
= (dygody,+dy,o0dy)x)+d5,o0d),o0dy (x)
=d%od),(x) = ds, 0dy 0 dro(x) +ds, 0dy,0dy (x)+dy,0dy(x)
=d%od),(x)+d5, 0 (dyy0dyy—dyody)(x)+dy,o0dy(x)
=d" o d),(x) +d55 0 d5, 0 dy4(x) + (dy, +d5, 0dy5)0dy(x)
= d" o hp(x) + hr(d} o(x))
= d® o hp(x) + hg o d"(x)
Here, in the fourth equality we’ve used the identity
dy,ody,—dy,ody +dy ody,—dy ody;=0
from Equation (B.10) for &Z}.’s with m = 3. Finally, for all x € C;(VR) = C1(W), let us show ¢ o y(x) —x =
d® o hg(x) + hg o d7(x). By Equation (B.12), observe that
hg o d™(x) = ha(dy, + 071V,1 ody, +ds, +ds,o0 JKZ o dy )(x)
= hp o dy (x) + hg o d) | o dy (x)
= hpody (x) + (dy, +d5, 0 dys) o dy | ody,(x)
It suffices to show
@oy(x)—x—(dy, +d5,0dys)0dy ody,(x)=d"ohp(x)+hgody(x).
Indeed, we have
@oy(x)—x—(dy, +d5,0dys)od ody(x)
= ¢(x +di o ds (1)~ x = (d3, + di, 0 dyy) o dy o ds (x)
=(c’lvil+d|3‘,2ocjlv’z)ojtzodil(x)—(d£2+dézoc?;,3)ocjtl od'z"l(x)
=(d),0d},~dy,od),)ods (x)+d5,0(d),od),—dy;0d),)ody(x)
=(dyg© leﬁ - ‘71v,3 ° ‘71v,0) ody,(x) +dj, 0 (_‘7{4 ° ‘?r,o + ‘72V,1 ° "flv,s - le,o ° ‘71v,4) o dy,(x)
:(d£0+d_4';’20(7£1)oa71v’3Od'2"1(x)+a7lv’30d'2"1 Odll"l(x)
+d'3"zoglv’40d'2"1 Od'f’l(x)+d§’3 Od'3"20a71"’40d2L’1(x)
=d%o(dyy+ds,od),)ods (x)+(dyy+ds,0dy),)ods (df(x)
=d" o hg(x) + hg o d{"](x)
f as desired. Here, in the fourth equality, we’ve used the identities
dijodly—djyod] +dl,o0d],—dj odly+d]jodl, =0
from Equation (B.10) for CZ ;’s with m = 3 and 4 respectively. This finishes the proof of (5).

O

Corollary B.2.5. Let 7 = (TL. — T « TR) be a bordered Legendrian graph, and € € Aug(T;K) be an
augmentation. In particular, €_ = €|, is acyclic. Then eg = €l|g is also acyclic.

Proof. By [23, Cor.5.3], it suffices to proof the case when T = V is an bordered Legendrian graph involving
a single vertex. But this is a direct corollary of (5) in the Proposition/Definition above, in which we showed
@ is a co-chain homotopy equivalence, in particular a quasi-isomorphism. O
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B.2.4. A group action. We use the notations in Definition 4.1.1 and Definition 4.3.1.

Definition B.2.6. Let B := B(V{;K) and B¥ := B(v;K) be the two automorphism groups associated to V
and v respectively. For 1 < i < 3, define Bl.LJ. = B(Ci(W.);K). Fori € Z/2, define B}, := B(C(v;);K),

L~

with v;’s as in Definition B.2.2.(3). Notice that there is a canonical identification B; , = B]V0 if we identify
C(V) with C(v) via €,|E+p71 = e};.

For any gL € BL, similar to d“, we can write gL in a matrix form:

g'l"l 0 0
gL = g|2|:’] gIZ_,Z 0

L L
831 832 833

Similarly, one can define BR := B(Vg;K) and Bl.Rl. for 1 <i < 3. And, there are canonical identifications
R ~ pL - R ~

Bl.’l. = Bl.’l. fori = 1,3, and B2’2 = B;,()'

For any g¥ € BY, similar to d*, we can write g" as:

¢= ), Zg
i€2/2,j20
for some g, € Hom™ (C(v;), C(vis)).
Denote B := B- x B". By the identification in Remark B.2.3, we can define a natural algebraic group action
of B on Aug(V;K) = MC(V; K) as follows: for any g = (g%, ¢”) € B and any d = (d", g¢c, d*) € MC(V; K),
we take
g-d=(g-d“g-gc.g-d")=(g"-d" gl yogco(gs,) g d")
Here, g- - d" and g" - d” are the group actions in Definition 4.1.1 and Definition 4.3.1 respectively. It is
direct to check that g - d satisfies the Equation (B.8). Hence, the group action is well-defined.

Question: Given any g € B, when does this group action preserve the isomorphism class of d&, i.e.
(g-d)R =g - d" for some g% = gR(g, d) € BR? The answer is the key to counting augmentations for V.
Lemma B.2.7. Let g € B, and € (or d = (d“, gc, d")) be any augmentation for A(V). We have:
(1) Ifg = (g% g") € B, with both of g- and g" block-diagonal. That is, g}?i =0ifi < j, and gl?’j =01if
J>0. Then (g - d)F = g7 - d® with g" = gR(g, d) := Diag(g} |, 85 » €5.3)-
() If g = (g% 1d) € B, with g:ri = Id, and g}?i =0foralll <i < j < 3unless (j,i) = (3,2). In
particular, (g‘l)'i'i =14, (g‘l)'3'2 = —g;'z, and g}?i = 0 otherwise. Then (g - d)¥ = g% - d® with
8" = gR(g. d) given by
Id 0 0
gR = 0 Id O
g'3-’2 o di”z o dlz-,l g?';’z o dg,l Id
() If g = (g~ 1d) € B, with g:.:l. = Id, and g',?,i =0foralll <i< j<3unless (j,i) = (2,1). In
particular, (g‘l)'l.-’l. =1d (g7"s, = —g5,, and g}-.,i = 0 otherwise. Then (g - d)? = gR - d® with
g" = gR(g. d) given by

1d 0 0
gR = di”lf g|2-,1 Id 0
d'3"20dlv’20g'2"1 0 Id

4) If g = (g~ 1d) € B, with g:.:l. = Id, and g}‘.’i =0foralll <i < j < 3unless (j,i) = (3,1). In
particular, (g‘l)'l.ji =1d, (8_1)5,1 = _g|§,l’ and g',?’l. = 0 otherwise. Then (g - d)? = gR - d® with
8" = g"(g, d) given by
d 0 O
=0 1 0
g|§,1 0 Id



Proof.

(1) If g = (g4, g") € B, with both of g- and gV block-diagonal. Then
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0
0

(g-df, (g-df, (g-dF

(€ d), +(g-di 0@ d),0(g-ds, (g-d 0 d)y, (g

(g : d)i] 0
(g'd)zl (g'd)§’2
g'il 0 0

0 gé”o 0

0 0 g_'3"3
g'l"] 0 0

0 g;,o 0

0 0 g'3"3

R, dR

(g ' d)|1_,1

(g-d)] o(g-d),

gy ody o g™
8o (d] o ~2L,1) o (gf,)"

L L v L L v
dy, +dj,odi,0dy, dy,od

R
leil
szil
dy,

L
_ dy,

% L
diyody,

0 0
R
Gr
d3,2 d3,3

0
(g : d)‘io

0

820° 0 ° (80)7"
gl3_’3 ° (d|3_’1 + dgl,_,z o dtz o dlz_’l) ° (gll_,1)71 g3|‘_’3 ° (d|3_’2 o d;,l) o (8‘2}’0)71

0 0
&, 0
2,1 dﬁli_,3
o o0\
8o O
0 gsL,s

with gR = gR(g) = Diag(g} |, 85 85 3) € B, as desired.
(2) If g = (¢%1d) € B, with g, = Id, and g}ji =0forall 1 <i< j < 3unless (j,i) = (3,2). The only
two nontrivial calculations are

(- df =g s, +(g - ds,0(8 d)j,0(g-d)s,

= (d|§,1 +g'3"2 °© dli,l) + (d3L,2 +g'3"2 Odli,z - d|§,3 °g|§,2) °© ‘71V,2 Odlz_,l

= d?,l +g'3"2 odli,l +(g'3"2 0671V,o _d3L,3 Og!i,z)o‘flv,z °d|£,|

= d?,l +g3';’2 0(@,1 °‘7lv,1 _Jf,zojlv,o)odzv,l _dl§,3 °g|§,2 oﬁjlv,z odli,l

= d?,l +g'3‘,2 ogg,l odZFfl +g3';2 0671V,2 Odli,l Odlf,l _d3F§3 °g|3',2°‘71v,2 Odli,l

_ R L R L L R
=dy +83,0d,0dy, +83,0d[,0dy,0dp -

_ R R R R R R R
=dy +g3,0dy g3 0d; —dy3083),
(g- d)3R,2 =(g- d)|3_,2 o(g- d)‘2},1

L L L
=(d3, +83,0d5, —

L
d3, 3

L ot
©835)0 dy,

_ 4R L v v R L v
=dy, + 83,04, 0dyy—dy3083,0dy,

_ R R R R R
=dy,+83,0d,, —dy3083,

L L
0g3,0di,0dy,

57
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Otherwise, we have (g - d)?l. = ijl.. It follows that

g-dF 0 0
(g'd)zR,l (g'd)ZQ 0
(g-df, (g-dF, (g -DF,

d1R1 0 0
R R
= dz 1 dzz 0
R R R R R R R R R R R R R
dyy+83,0dy + 8y, 0dy —dyy08y, dy,+8y,0dy,—dyy083, diy
Id 0 0\ [df, 0 0 d 0 o
=10 Id 0o d;l dZR2 0 |o] O 1d 0
R R 3 3 R R
8 &, M d§fl dgFfz d3Ff3 831 &, M

gR o dR ° (gR)fl

as desired.
_ L . L _ L _ . . o . _
(3) If g = (¢g-,1d) € B, with g;; =1d, and 8= Oforall 1 <i < j < 3unless (j,i) = (2,1). The only
two nontrivial calculations are

(g-d)f; = (8-, +(g-dyyo(g- Do (g d,
=(dy, —d5,085,) +ds,0d),0(dy, + g5, ody, —dy,085))
= dstl +(d3L,2 ° ‘71v,2 085,1) ° dlL,l +d3L,2 ° (Jr,o °‘71v,2 - ‘75,1 ° jr,l)ogli,l
= d3F31 +(d|§,2 ° ‘71v,2 ogli,l) ° dlf,l _d|§,3 ° (dliz Od?,z °g|§,1) - (dsL,z ° ~2‘),1)0 (‘71},1 °g|§,1)
=dy +gnodi —diz08y —diy 08y,
(g df = d)}, og d,
= ‘?lv,l ° (dzL,l +g§,1 OdlL,l - d2L,2 085,1)
= d§,1 +g'21 °d1L,1 —dy, o le,l 085,1

:dzl -i-g;1 od'l"1 _d£0°g2R,l'
Otherwise, we have (g - d)?l. = d}Bi. It follows that

dR, 0 0
R R [ R R
dy, +8y,0d; —dy 08y, dy, 0

R R E_ & B _ R _.R R
dy;+g3,0d) —dyy0gy, —dy,08,, 0 diy

(g-d)F

Id 0 0\ [df, 0 0 d 0 0
gi Id 0fofdy, df, 0 |o|-gf 1d 0
0 o 1) \df df, df, 0 0 I

gR OdR o(gR)fl

as desired.
— (oL cp oL L _ . N
4) If g = (¢g-,1d) € B, with g;; =1d, and 8 = Oforall 1 <i < j < 3unless (j,i) = (3,1). The only
nontrivial calculation is

(g ) =(g d, +(g - d),0(g d)j,0(g s,
= (dsL,l +83L,1 ° d1L,1 - d3L,3 °g|§,1) + d3L,2 ° ‘71V,2 ° dzL,l

_ R R ;R _ R R
=dy +g3,d; —d3308;3;-
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Otherwise, we have (g - d)?l. = ijl.. It follows that
dr, 0 0
(g-d) = dzZl dy, 0
i + g3 ody, —diyogd, di, di
d 0 0\ (4}, 0 0 d 0 0
0 Id 0lo|di daf, 0o 0 1d 0
gy 0 1d dfl di, diy -8y 0 W
gR o dR ° (gR)—l

as desired. |

Regard B* as a subgroup of B via the obvious inclusion. Recall Definition 4.2.2, we then have

Proposition B.2.8. Let (o, pr) be a pair of boundary conditions, with p. € NR(V.) and pr € NR(VR)
respectively. Then the group action of B- on Aug(V;K) preserves the sub-variety Aug(V, pL, pr;K).
Moreover, for any . € Augf-(V; K), the augmentation variety with boundary conditions Aug(V, €., pr; K)
is independent of the choice of €_in Aug’ - (V;K) up to canonical isomorphism. And, we have a natural
isomorphism

Aug(V, p, pr: K) = Aug™ (VL; K) x Aug(V, €L, pr; K)
= KM/2 % (K)A P x Aug(V, e, pr; K)

Proof. Any element g- € B- C B can be written uniquely as a product g- = gA': o g'3' ) g'z‘ o g'l‘ with g:.' of the
form as in Lemma B.2.7 (1). The rest follows immediately from Lemma B.2.7 and Lemma B.1.2. O

B.3. Ruling decomposition for augmentation varieties of bordered Legendrian graphs.

Definition B.3.1. Use the notations in Definition 4.3.4 and Lemma 4.3.6, for any p, € NR(v), define
Aug(V, e, py, pr; K) to be the sub-variety of Aug(V, €., pr; K) whose augmentations d = (d", gc,dV) further
satisfy d¥ € B” - d,,,. Define Aug(V, pL, pv, pr; K) similarly.

Then we have the following decomposition
AV priK) = | | Aug(V.a pr pri ) (B.24)
PENR(V)

of Aug(V, €., pr; K) into the set-theoretic disjoint union of locally closed sub-varieties. There is a similar
decomposition of Aug(V, pi, pr; K), and the previous isomorphism is compatible with the decompositions.
That is, we have an induced natural isomorphism

Aug(V, pL, pv, pr; K) = K™/ x (K*)A# @0 x Aug(V, L, py. pr; K).

By the result above, to count augmentations for Aug(V, €., pr; K) or Aug(V, €., py, pr; K), we can now
assume €_= €, is a fixed standard augmentation. Equivalently, the differential is d- = h* - d,, for some
diagonal element h‘ e B“, and dp, is the canonical differential associated to o as in Definition 4.3.4.

Fix any augmentation € (or d = (d“, gc, d")) of A(V), similar to d*, define g° € B” by

(}Y,z, %zj+1):: (861 O)O(glv,zj gizﬁl)o(é’c 0) (B.25)
81,2j+1 822/ 0 Id) \gi2+1 &2 0 Id

Lemma B.3.2. Let € (or d = (d“, gc, d")) be any augmentation of A(V) such that d“ is standard. Then for
any g = (Id, g¥) € B, we have:
(1 Ifgl‘.j0 =1d, and gl‘.jj =0foralli € Z/2 and j > O unless (i, j) = (1, 1). In particular, (g~ ZO =1d,

(g7! 11 =-8, and (g‘l)ivl. = 0 otherwise. Then (g - d)? = g% - d® with g% = gR(g, d) given by

Id 0 O
gt= 811 oa"z"1 Id 0
0 0 Id
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2) IngO =1d, and giV’j =0foralli € Z/2 and j > O unless (i, j) = (2, 1). In particular, (g‘l);.”0 =1d,
(g_l);’] = —gy, and (g_l)zj = 0 otherwise. Then (g - d)? = gR - d® with gR = gR(g, d) given by

Id 0 0
g"=10 Id 0
0 dj,ogy Id

3) IngO =1d, and ng =0foralli € Z/2 and j > O unless (i, j) = (1,2). In particular, (g_l)zo =1d,

-1y

(g = —g{z, and (g’l)zj = 0 otherwise. Then (g - d)¥ = gR - d® with gR = gR(g, d) given by

Id 0 0
gt= 0 Id 0
_d3L,2 °gj,° dzL,l 0 Id

4 Ifgl,=1d g/, =0foralli e Z/2, and 81, = 0. In particular, (g_l)z.’o =1d, (g_l):.’] =0, and
(g7! 1, =0. Then (g - AR = gR - adR with g = 1d.

Proof. Notice that if g = (Id, g¥) with g/ ) = 1d, then g - gc = gc, and we have gftidv =g d.
(1). If g = (Id, g¥) with g/, = Id, and gl.vj =0foralli € Z/2 and j > O unless (i, j) = (1, 1), then g” is of
the same form as g". The only two nontrivial calculations are

- df =(-d)y og d,
= (‘7}},1 +87 Ojlv,o _dg,oogtl)odzL,l
= d§1 -8 °d2L,1 odlL,l —dypo 8, OdzL,l
= sz§1 +811 °d2L,1 OdlL,l —dyy°8), °d2L,1
=dy, + g8 od —d5,0gh,

(€ d)f = (g-d), +(g-ds,0(@-d),0(g-d),
=d5, +ds,o0(d),—dy, 0] ) ods,
= d3Ffl - dstz ° (8 ° d’il)

_ R _ R R
=dy —d3,08,,

Here, in the first equation we have used the fact that d" is standard. In particular, it implies that dli 1° dlf , =0.
In all the other cases, we have (g - d)zl. = dJFfl.. It follows that

lel 0O O

R R R R R R R
(g-ad)" = d2,1+g%,1°d11_d%,2°gz,1 d%éz 0
dy) —d3, 085, dy, O

Id 0 0\ [df, 0 O d 0 0
gi Id 0fo|dy, df, Ofo|-gR 1d 0
0 0 1d) \di df, 0 0 0 Id

gR ° dR ° (gR)—l

as desired.
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(2). If gZo =Id, and ng =0foralli € Z/2 and j > O unless (i, j) = (2, 1), then g" is of the same form as
g”. The only two nontrivial calculations are

(€ d)f,=(g-d)s,0 (g Dy,
=d5,0(dy, +8, 0dyy—dyyo8y,)
=d5y +(d5,08y,)odyg+dsy0ds, 08,
= d3F§2 +(d3L,2 °g8y;)ody _d3L,3 ° (d3L,2 °g)
=df, + g5, 0df, —d5y 0 gl

(€ d)f = (g-d), +(g-d,0(@-d),0(g-d),
=dy, +d3"’20(071’,2+§“2“,1 ojr’l)odlil

_ R R R
=dy  +83,04d;,

Here, in the first equation, we have used the fact that 4" is standard. In particular, it implies that d3L 40 d'3- ,=0.
In all the other cases, we have (g - d)il. = dﬁi. It follows that

R
. L o X
(8- d)"= R dzﬁl R R R dzﬁz R . R 0
diy +83,0dy, di,+g83,0dy,—dyy0g3, 0

0 d 0o|df, 4§, 0lo|0 Id

0 ¢, 1) \af df o) \0 —¢f,
gR ° dR o (gR)fl

IdOOdf‘IOOIdOO)
0

as desired.
(3). If g/, = Id, and givj =0foralli € Z/2 and j > 0 unless (i, j) = (1,2), then g” is of the same form as
g". The only nontrivial calculation is

(8- d)g{,l =(g- d)|3_,1 +(g- d)liz o(g- d)‘f,z o(g- d)lil
=de1 +d3L,2O(dlv,z+§1V,2°d1v,o_dlv,0°§i2)°d2L,1
R L L L L L L
=dy| —ds, 0 §Y,2 ody ody, +dy30d;, Ogiz ody,

_ R R R _ R R
=dy +g3,0d] —dy;0835,.

In all the other cases, we have (g - d)jF.‘l. = dj'.ql.. It follows that

d?, 0 0
(g )" = R R d2:1 R . .R d2:2 0
dyy+gy,0d) —diyo8y, dy, O

Id 0 0\ (df, 0 0 d 0 0
=0 1 0fofdl df, Olof O 1 0

R R R R

gi 0 1) \dgy dy, 0f \-&5; 0 M

— gR ° dR ° (gR)—l

as desired.



62 B. H. AN, Y. BAE, AND T. SU

(4). If g, =1d,g/, =0foralli € Z/2, and g| , = 0, then g" is of the same form as g". By definition, it is
direct to see that

(g- d)?’1 0 0
g- D =g D5, (-dF, 0
(gd)gF,\il (8d)§,2 (gd)gF,\ij,
(g, 0 0
= (g ' d)\l),l o (gj);] (g ' d);}()‘i 0
(g-d)y, +(g-ds 0@ d)f,0(g-d)s, (g-d)i,0(g Ay, (g-d),
dtl 0 0
= dy, ods, dy, 0
dy +dsyodiyody, dipody, di,
=d"
as desired.
This finishes the proof of the lemma. O

Corollary B.3.3. For any e € Aug’ (V; K) which is standard, the group action of B" on Aug(V, €., pr; K)
is well-defined, and preserves the sub-varieties Aug(V, €., py, pr; K).

Proof. By linear algebra, any group element g = g¥ € BY C B can be written uniquely as a product
g" =gy ogyogyog)og, withg! of the form as in Lemma B.3.2.(i) for 1 <i < 4, and g; block-diagonal,
i.e. of the form as in Lemma B.2.7.(1). Now, the result follows from Lemma B.2.7.(1) and Lemma B.3.2
above. O

Fix e (or d%) to be standard, define Aug'(V, e, p, pr; K) to be the subvariety of Aug(V, e, pv, pr; K)
consisting of d = (d", gc, d") with g¢ = 1d, hence d} | = gc o dy , o g¢' = dj,. Clearly, we have a natural
isomorphism

Aug(V, e, v, pr; K) = Aug' (V, e, pv, pr; K) X BY (B.26)
d = (d"gc,d") > ((d"id,d"), gc)

For simplicity, we now assume d“ = d,, is the canonical augmentation. Notice that there are natural
maps

r: NR(v) — GNR(v), rr : NR(v) — GNR(vR)
such that
. (@) ifl<i<p,(i)<¢ ) o) ifl+1<i<p,(i)<l+r,;
r(py)(@) =1, . rr(pv)(@) = 1, .
i otherwise, i otherwise.

Then d} | = dlz'z is the canonical differential associated to py |y, = r.(py).

Define B! to be the subgroup of B” whose elements g satisfy g o = id. Again, by the previous lemma,
there is an induced group action of B! on Aug!(V, e, p. pr; K).

For each fixed p,, € NR(v), recall that p,, determines a partition I,, := {1,2,...,£+r} = U(p,) U L(p,),
together with a bijection p,, : U(p,) = L(py), such that i < p,(i) and Vi p,()—il = p(@) = u(py (@) — 1+
n(vip, (i)-j) = 0 for all i € U(p,). For eachi € U(p, ), define

Allpy,i) = {j € Ulpy) 1 < j < pu(j) < puli), py(j) < €oand p(j) = (i)}

A(py.i) = {j € Ulpy) | i < j < €< py(j) < (i) and p(j) = p(};

AXpy.i) = {j € Ulpy) |1 < j < py(j) < pul@).j = €+ 1,and v -] + 1 = 0}
Then A,, (i) = A'(py. i) I A%(p,, i) L1 A%(p,, i) by Definition 4.3.5. For each i € L(p,), define

I(py,i) = {j>0]i+j>¢and v ;| +1=0,ie. |e]=]Z2"es ]}
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Define Aug*(V, €., p, pr; K) to be the sub-variety of Aug'(V, €., pv, pr; K), consisting of (“partially canon-
ical”) augmentations d = (d“, id, d}) such that:

e;(l.) ifl<i<p,i)slorl+1<i<p,i)<l+r;
—DHOQ (e)) =
1 (i) Ze;(i)+ Z el-je:)(j) ifl<i<l<p,(i)<l+r,
JEAX(py,i)
(B.27)

for some ¢; € K. Notice that the differential d) € MC(v;K) is uniquely determined by the conditions
above, as the other values df(e” ) are uniquely determined via (d)?+2>=0.

Define B(p,;K) to be the subgroup of B! whose elements gV further satisfy:
(1) fori € U(p,), we have

62) +7Z Z *i,j_,-e; ifi <¢;

. JeA pyni)
8"(e)) = v N o
e; + Z *,-,j,,-ej ifi >¢+ 1,
JEA3(py,i)

for some *; j_; € K;
(2) fori € L(p,), we have
ghe)) = wioe) + D i Z"el
J€l(pv,i)
for some ;o € K* and *; ; € K.
One can check directly that this indeed defines a group.
Lemma B.3.4. There is an natural isomorphism
B(py: K) x Aug*(V. €L, py. pr: K) = Aug (V. &L, py, pri K)
(8" de = (d"1d,dY)) > d = (d"1d, (8")" - d}).
Proof. The argument is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.3.6, and Lemma B.1.2. By the discussion above,
the map is well-defined. For any d = (d-1d,d") € Augl(V, €L, Pv, PR; K), it suffices to show that there
exists a unique pair (g”, d..) with g € B(p,;K) and d. = (d“1d,d}) € Aug*(V, €., p, pr; K), such that
(g¥)"' - d¥ = d”. We will determine g" by defining (e})” = g"(e}) inductively.
By Lemma B.1.2.(1), for each i € U(p, ), there exists a unique i-admissible element in C,, of the form
(e]) =¢ + Z ai,j—izn(v"‘j"')ef, aij-i € K
jEAPv (l)
such that d"(e})" is (py (i), n(v; p, (i)-i))-admissible. Denote d”(e])" = Z"(V"wf*i)(ejv.)’ with j := p, (i), then
(&) =ajoe; + ), apZ"0e,,
pelv(j)
for some a; o € K* and a;,, € K, uniquely determined by d".

() Ifi > ¢+ 1, then A, (i) = A(py, i) and L,(py (i) = I(py, pv(i)). Define (e])" = (e})" and
(e/v)v(i))” = (e:)v<l.))’, we have d”(e})" = (e:) (l.))”.
(2) Ifi < py(i) < ¢, by the condition that dy  is standard, we have (¢;)" = ¢; and

d’(e})" = (e, )" = ap, 06, i)+ Z “pv(i),pzn(vpv(i)’p)e;vyv(mp'

PEl(py,i)
VN . v v [ v ’ v VNI Vv n”
Define (e})"” = e}, and (epv(i)) = (epv(l.)) , we have d”(e})"” = (epv(l.)) .
(3) Ifi < ¢ < p,(i), then I,(i) = I(p,,i). Again by the condition dﬁo is standard, we have
(e]) =e + Z ai,j_iZ"(v'Vf*")e}’.

JEAX(py, ) TAY (py, i)
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If A%(py,i) = @, define
(@) = (e =ef + Y @ Z"e
JEA3(py,i)
and (e; (i))” = (e¥ ))’, then we have d”(e})"” = Z(e; (i))”. Otherwise, by induction, we can

pv(i
define (e}.’)" and (e; (].))” for all j € A%(p,, i), such that

@) =el+Z > wugel;

keA3(py.j)
) =506 * D5 i Z" e
kel(pv.j)
n\ _ 7 7
(@) =2\, + Y, e @) .
keA2(py,j)
for some uniquely determined *; o € K* and *; ,, € x € K. In addition, we can re-write uniquely
(6}})’ = e:.) + Z b,-,j_[Z"(""f*"')(e]v.)”, bi,j—i e K

J €A% (py, ) TA3 (py,0)

Define (e!)" = e! + Z Z(e}’)" and (e:)v(l.))” = (e:)v<l.))’, then
JEA3 oy 0)bi ji

&y =d" (@) =d"| Y biji(e)”

JEAX(py,0)
=Z(e! o)) - Z by jid"(e})”
JEA%(py,i)
=Z2ep,e)"+ ), Enlep))
PEA%(py,i)
for some uniquely determined ¢;, € K. Here, the last equality follows from the inductive hypoth-

esis.

This finishes the construction of (e})” forall 1 <i < € +r.
Now, define g¥ via g"(e}') = (e;)”’. By the discussion above, we have g¥ € B(p,;K), and d := g" - d¥
defines d.. := (d“, 1d, d’) € Aug?(V, €L, p, pr; K) uniquely. This finishes the proof of the lemma. O

B.3.1. Resolutions and normal rulings. For our purpose later on in this section, we give an alternative
definition of resolutions of a vertex and normal rulings for bordered Legendrian graphs.

For each fixed p, € NR(v), recall that r (p,) € GNR(v.) (resp. rr(py) € GNR(vR)) is an involution
(or generalized normal ruling) for v (resp. vg) with possible fixed points. By Definition 4.1.6, r_(p,)
determines a partition I(v.) = {1,2,...,£€} = U(r.(p,)) U L(r.(p,)) I H(r (p,)), together with a bijection
r(py) @ U(r(py)) — L(r(py)). Similar statement applies to rg(p,) with I(v.) replaced by I(vg) =
{€+1,...,0+r}. Let £(p,) = r(py) = |H(rL(py))| be the number of fixed points of r_(p,) (equivalently,
rr(pv)). Then € — £(p,) and r — r(p, ) are both even. Also, n. —€ = ng —r.

Definition B.3.5. For each fixed p, € NR(v), we define a Legendrian tangle (or bordered Legendrian link)
V(py), called a resolution of V with respect to p,, as follows:

Define Vi(p,) as a Legendrian tangle of type (n,n_+ €(p,) — €) obtained from V_ such that, for all
i€ U(r(py)),sol <i< j:=p,(i) < connect the strands k +i — 1 and k + j — 1 of W by a right cusp.
Then Vi(p,) consists of cr(p,) = (€ — €(p,)) right cusps and some additional crossings. We term these
crossings as markings.

Say, H(r.(py)) = {h']‘ <...< hll;(pv)} and H(rgr(py)) = {h%q <...< hf‘(pv)}. Recall that p,, determines a

bijection p,, : H(r_(py)) — H(rr(py)), which can be represented by a positive braid 8(p, ) with the minimal
number of crossings. We can regard B(p, ) as a braid with n|_ + €(p, ) — € strands, by adding k and n. —€ — k
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parallel strands from top and bottom respectively.

Define V5(p, ) to be the Legendrian tangle of type (n_ + £(p,) — €, n_ + €(p,) — € = ngr + r(p,) — r) obtained

from (V}(p,))r by adding the braid S8(p,) from the right hand side.

Define V3(p,) as a Legendrian tangle of type (ng + r(p,) — r,ng) obtained from Vg as follows: for all

{+i e U(rp(py)),sol+1 <€+i<t+j:=p,(£+i) < +r,connectthe strands k+i—1and k + j — 1 of

Vi by a left cusp. Then V3(p,) consists of (r — r(p,))/2 left cusps and some additional crossings. Again,

we term these crossings as markings.

Finally, define V(p,)) = Vi(p,) o Va(py) o V3(p,) as the concatenation of the Legendrian tangles above. The

Maslove potential of V(p, ) is induced from that of V. We impose a base point at each right cusp of V(p,,).
The construction of V(p, ) is not unique, but the ambiguity is not essential.

Definition B.3.6. Define NR'(V(p,), pL, pr) € NR(V(p,), oL, pr) to be the set of Z-graded normal rulings
p’ for V(p,) such that

D) Pl = PP v e = PR
(2) Any marking of V(p, ) is not a switch, i.e. all the switches of p’ are contained in V»(p,);
(3) Any two strands of (V(p,))L contained in H(r_(p)), are not paired by p’|v,) € NR((V2)L).

Define NR(V, pi, pRr) to be the set of p = (p,, p’) such that p,, € NR(v), and p’ € NR’(V(p,), oL, pr). Any
p € NR(V, pL, pr) is called a normal ruling for V.

Remark B.3.7. The resolution V), described in Definition 5.1.4 is different from the V(p, ) defined above.
However, from the definition, there is a canonical identification NR'(V(p, ), pL, pr) = R(V},,, My, 5 oL, PR),
with the latter described in Definition 5.2.2. Hence, there is a canonical identification NR(V, p|, pr) =
R(V, pL, pr) between the set of normal rulings for V defined above, and that in Definition 5.2.2.

B.3.2. Ruling decomposition. Now, we have seen that Aug(V, €, p,, pr; K) is non-empty if and only if
Augz(V, €L, Py, PR; K) is non-empty. It suffices to determine the structure of AugZ(V, €L, Pv, PR; K).
Recall that there is a ruling decomposition [23, Thm.5.10] of the augmentation variety for V(p,):

Aug(V(py), €., pr; K) = ]_[ Aug” (V(py), €., pr; K)
' €NR(V(py );pL.0R)
with
Aug” (V(py), &, pr; K) = (X)X 5 g7

Observe that the crossings of degree 0 (excluding the markings) are in one-to-one correspondence with
the pairs of 1 < i < j < ¢ in U(p,) such that pu(i) = u(j) and £ +1 < p,(j) < py(@) < € +r.
Denote by z;j the corresponding generators of A(V(p,)) = A(ResN9(V(p,))). Define a sub-variety
Aug®(V(py), €., pr; K) € Aug(V(py), €L, pr; K), whose augmentations e satisfy

(1) €(a) = 0if a is a marking in V(p,);

(2) The normal ruling determined by €|(v,(,, ), satisfies Definition B.3.6.(3). Equivalently, for any Reeb

chord b connecting two strands of (V2(p,,))L contained in H(r_(py)), we have €|, (,, ), (b) = 0.

For each p’ € NR'(V(py); pL, pr), define Aug®>>(V(py), e, pr) C Aug® (V(py), €, pr; K) similarly, with
Aug? (V(py), €L, pr; K) given in Definition 5.3.9.

Lemma B.3.8. There is a natural identification
Aug*(V, e, pv, pr; K) = Aug*(V(py ), &1, pr; K)
de = (d“1d,d)) — (d", e(zij) = —€i))
where € is defined by d as in Equation (B.27). And, we have a ruling decomposition:
Aug*(V(py), €, pr3 K) = Ly enr/(v(pn ) pipor)AUGT 2 (V(py ), €0, pr; K)
with
Aug” 2 (V(py), e, prs ) = (K097 x K760,

where s(p’) is the number of switches, and r(p") is the number of Z-graded returns (excluding the markings),
of p" in V(p,) as in Definition 5.3.5.
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Proof. The first result follows from the identification between augmentations and Morse complexes [23,
Lem.5.2]. What remains follows from the ruling decomposition [23, Thm5.10] for Aug(V(p, ), €., pr; K).
O

Now, generalizing Lemma 5.3.6 (4), we have

Proposition B.3.9. For any e € Aug’ (W ; K), there is a natural decomposition

Aug(V, e, pr: K) = ]_[ Aug”(V, e, pr; K)
PENR(V,p1,0R)
over the finite set NR(V, pi, pr) (= R(V; pv, pr)), and for all p = (py, p’) € NR(V, pL, pr), we have

AUg’ (V. €1, pri K) = (X)X OB 5 gT0)+AR)

where 7(p) is defined as follows: Let u(v) be the number of degree 0 crossings in Ng’s resolution ResN9(v)
of v. Let c(p”) be the number of degree 0 crossings (excluding the markings) in V(p,). Define Ap(r.(py))
as in Definition 4.1.6. Define r(p”) as in Lemma B.3.8. Then

7(p) = r(p") + u(v) = Ap(r(py)) — c(p”)
Proof. By Equations (B.24), (B.26), Lemma B.3.4, and Lemma B.3.8, the proof is a direct calculation. O

Remark B.3.10. By combining with [23, Thm.5.10], the gluing property of augmentation varieties implies
that, the above ruling decomposition for V generalizes directly to all bordered Legendrian graphs when we
impose a base point at each right cusp and each left half-edge of a vertex.
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