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Abstract. We prove that if G is a plumbing tree and Y (G) is the corresponding
plumbed 3-manifold, then the lattice homology of G coincides with the Heegaard
Floer homology of Y (G).

1. Introduction
Heegaard Floer homology is a powerful invariant of 3-manifolds, introduced by
Ozsváth and Szabó [OS04b] [OS04c]. To a closed 3-manifold Y , equipped with a
Spinc structure s ∈ Spinc (Y ), Ozsváth and Szabó constructed an F[U ]-module denoted
HF − (Y, s). We define
M
HF − (Y ) =
HF − (Y, s).
s∈Spinc (Y )

An important class of 3-manifolds are the plumbed 3-manifolds, which are obtained
by plumbing S 1 -bundles over surfaces. In this paper, we consider 3-manifolds obtained
by plumbing S 1 -bundles over the 2-sphere. To a tree G with integer weights at the
vertices, there is an associated plumbed 3-manifold Y (G). The manifold Y (G) has a
convenient surgery description as integral surgery on a link LG ⊆ S 3 . The link LG
has one unknotted component for each vertex of G, and a clasp for each edge of G.
The link LG is an iterated connected sum of Hopf links. The weights give an integral
framing Λ on LG , and Y (G) ∼
= SΛ3 (LG ).
Much effort has gone into computing the Heegaard Floer complexes of plumbed
3-manifolds. Ozsváth and Szabó [OS03] computed the Heegaard Floer homology of
3-manifolds obtained by plumbing along a tree G when Λ is negative definite and the
tree has at most one bad vertex (which is a vertex such that the weight exceeds minus
the valence). This family includes the Seifert fibered spaces.
The computation of Ozsváth and Szabó was formalized by Némethi [Ném05] [Ném08],
who defined an F[U ]-module HF(Y (G)) called lattice homology. Lattice homology is the
homology of a combinatorially defined chain complex CF(Y (G)). Némethi proved that
for the family of almost rational graphs, HF − (Y (G)) and HF(Y (G)) are isomorphic.
Ozsváth, Stipsicz and Szabó generalized this to a larger family called type-2 graphs, and
proved that for general G there is a spectral sequence from lattice homology to Heegaard
Floer homology (almost rational graphs are type-1 graphs in Ozsváth-Stipsicz-Szabó’s
terminology). In later work, Némethi proved using work of Hanselman, J. Rasmussen,
S. Rasmussen and Watson [HRRW20] that if G is negative definite, then Y (G) is an
L-space if and only if G is a rational graph [Ném17].
Némethi [Ném08] conjectured that lattice homology and Heegaard Floer homology
coincide for all negative definite plumbing trees G. The conjecture is also open for more
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general plumbing graphs. The aforementioned works [OS03] [Ném05] [OSS14] [Ném17]
verify the conjecture for when G is a type-2 graph and for negative definite plumbings
such that Y (G) is an L-space.
In recent work [Zem21], the author gave a complete computation of HF − (Y (G)) for
all plumbing trees G. The author proved that Heegaard Floer homology is a deformation of the lattice complex, i.e. that CF − (Y (G)) ∼
= (CF(Y (G)), ∂ + E), where E is an
endomorphism of the lattice complex which decreases the cube filtration by at least 3,
and gave a combinatorial description of the deformation. In [Zem21], it was not clear
whether the deformation gave a different homology group.
In the above, we write HF − (Y ) for the module obtained by completing HF − (Y )
with respect to the U action. If Y (G) is a rational homology 3-sphere, no information
is lost by taking completions. The same holds if we restrict to torsion Spinc structures
on Y (G).
Building off the techniques of [Zem21], we prove the conjecture:
Theorem 1.1. If G is a plumbing tree, then there is an isomorphism of F[[U ]]-modules
HF(G) ∼
= HF − (Y (G)).
The isomorphism decomposes over Spinc structures, and is relatively graded for torsion
Spinc structures.
Remark 1.2. In the literature, there are several conventions regarding completions in
the definition of lattice homology. In this paper, we follow the convention of OzsváthStipsicz-Szabó [OSS14] and work with direct products instead of direct sums, and we
work with the power series ring F[[U ]] instead of F[U ].
1.1. Aspects of the proof of Theorem 1.1. Our proof makes use of several tools
in Heegaard Floer homology. Firstly, we use the link surgery formula of Manolescu
and Ozsváth [MO10]. We also use the description from [OSS14] of lattice homology in
terms of the Manolescu-Ozsváth surgery formula. Additionally, we use recent work of
the author [Zem21], which reinterprets the link surgery formula as a bordered theory
over an algebra K, in a similar spirit to (and inspired by) the bordered theory of
Lipshitz, Ozsváth and Thurston [LOT18].
The developments that are unique to the present paper focus on an asymmetry in
the construction of the link surgery formula of Manolescu-Ozsváth [MO10] and the
knot surgery formulas of Ozsváth and Szabó [OS08b] [OS11]. We observe that the link
surgery formula requires an auxiliary decoration of each link component. For each link
component, there are two possible choices, which we refer to as being alpha-labeled or
beta-labeled. The construction in [MO10] is for links where all components are betalabeled.
The asymmetry is somewhat similar to the setting of bordered Heegaard Floer homology [LOT18], where one may choose to use either alpha arcs or beta arcs on each
boundary component of a bordered manifold.
K⊗K
In [Zem21], the author computed the Hopf link surgery complex HΛ
where both
boundary components were beta-labeled. The author obtained a model for CF − (Y (G))
by tensoring the Hopf link complexes together. The resulting model of CF − (Y (G))
was a deformation of the lattice complex. In the present paper, we compute the module
for the Hopf link where one component is alpha-labeled and one component is betaK⊗K
labeled, which we denote by HΛ . The computation is presented in Theorem 4.1. We
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prove in Section 5 that the resulting model of CF − (Y (G)) is homotopy equivalent to
the lattice complex via a homological algebra argument.
1.2. Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank Antonio Alfieri, Maciej
Borodzik, Kristen Hendricks, Jennifer Hom, Robert Lipshitz, Beibei Liu, Ciprian
Manolescu, Peter Ozsváth and Matt Stoffregen for helpful conversations.
2. Background
2.1. Background on knot and link Floer homology. We recall presently the knot
and link Floer complexes. For knots, these are due to Ozsváth and Szabó [OS04a]
and independently Rasmussen [Ras03]. For links, they are due to Ozsváth and Szabó
[OS08a]. We focus on the description in terms of a free chain complex over a 2-variable
polynomial ring F[U , V ].
To a Heegaard knot diagram (Σ, α, β, w, z) for K ⊆ Y , one considers the Lagrangian
tori
Tα = α1 × · · · × αg and Tβ = β1 × · · · × βg ,
inside of the symmetric product Symg (Σ). The chain complex CFK(Y, K) is the free
F[U , V ]-module generated by intersection points Tα ∩ Tβ . The differential counts
Maslov index 1 pseudo-holomorphic disks u connecting intersection points, weighted
by U nw (u) V nz (u) . Here, nw (u) is the intersection number of the curve u with {w} ×
Symg−1 (Σ), and nz (u) is similar.
For an `-component link L ⊆ Y , we consider a 2`-pointed Heegaard link diagram (Σ, α, β, w, z) where |w| = |z| = `. We may similarly define CFL(Y, L) to
be the complex freely generated over the ring F[U1 , . . . , U` , V1 , . . . , V` ] by intersection points x ∈ Tα ∩ Tβ . This version of link Floer homology was considered in
[Zem19]. In the differential, a holomorphic disk u is weighted by the algebra element
nw (u)

nw

nz (u)

nz (u)

U1 1 · · · U` ` V1 1 · · · V` ` .
We now discuss Alexander gradings. For a knot K in a rational homology 3-sphere
Y , there is a Q-valued Alexander grading A on CFK(Y, K). When K is integrally
null-homologous, the Alexander grading is Z-valued. If s ∈ Q, we write As (Y, K) ⊆
CFK(Y, K) for the subcomplex in Alexander grading s. Since U and V have non-zero
Alexander grading, the subcomplex As (Y, K) is not naturally an F[U , V ]-module, but
rather an F[U ]-module, where U acts by U V . Similarly, if L is a link in a rational
homology 3-sphere, there is an n-component Alexander grading on CFL(Y, L), which
we denote A = (A1 , . . . , An ).
2.2. Background on surgery formulas. We now recall some basics of the ManolescuOzsváth link surgery formula [MO10], as well as the knot surgery formulas of Ozsváth
and Szabó [OS08b] [OS11].
If K is a knot in an integer homology 3-sphere Y , then Ozsváth and Szabó [OS08b]
proved a formula which relates HF − (Yn (K)) with the knot Floer complex of K. They
defined two chain complexes A(Y, K) and B(Y, K) over F[[U ]], as well as two F[[U ]]equivariant maps v, hn : A(Y, K) → B(Y, K) such that
HF − (Yn (K)) ∼
= H∗ Cone(v + hn : A(Y, K) → B(Y, K)).
The modules A(Y, K) and B(Y, K) are identified (up to completions) with CFK(Y, K)
and V −1 CFK(Y, K), respectively.
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The map v is the canonical inclusion map, while hn is defined by composing the
canonical inclusion map of CFK(Y, K) into U −1 CFK(Y, K), and then composing with
a homotopy equivalence of F[U ]-chain complexes U −1 CFK(Y, K) ' V −1 CFK(Y, K).
The map hn shifts the Alexander grading by n.
Manolescu and Ozsváth extended the knot surgery formula to links in S 3 [MO10].
To a link L ⊆ S 3 with integral framing Λ, they constructed a chain complex CΛ (L)
whose homology is HF − (SΛ3 (L)). The chain complex CΛ (L) is built from the link
Floer homology of L. The chain complex CΛ (L) is a hypercube of chain complexes. See
[MO10, Section 5]. This means that as a group CΛ (L) decomposes as a direct sum of
groups Cε where ε ∈ {0, 1}` , ` = |L|. Furthermore, the differential only has non-trivial
components from Cε to Cε0 when ε ≤ ε0 . (We write ε ≤ ε0 if εi ≤ ε0i for all i). Also, we
will usually conflate the integral framing Λ with the symmetric framing matrix, which
has Λi,i equal to the framing of Li , and Λi,j = lk (Li , Lj ) if i 6= j.
The underlying group of CΛ (L) has a simple description in terms of link Floer homology. If ε ∈ {0, 1}` , write Sε for the multiplicatively closed subset of F[U1 , . . . , U` , V1 , . . . , V` ]
generated by Vi for i such that εi = 1. Then Cε is identified with a completion of
Cε ∼
= Sε−1 · CFL(L). (This is a slight reformulation of Manolescu and Ozsváth’s original
description; see [Zem21, Lemma 5.7]).
Furthermore, the hypercube differential decomposes over sublinks of L which are
~
~ is an oriented sublink of L, we write ΦM
oriented (possibly differently than L). If M
for the corresponding summand of the differential. If ε < ε0 and ε0 and ε0 − ε is the
~
indicator function for the components of M , then ΦM sends Cε to Cε0 .
Furthermore, by using a basic system of Heegaard diagrams one may arrange so
~
~ contains a single component, or M
~ has only negatively
that ΦM = 0 unless either M
oriented components relative to the orientation on L. Furthermore, if K ⊆ L and K
is oriented coherently with L, the ΦK is the canonical inclusion of subcomplexes. See
[MO10, Section 8.7].
2.3. Background on lattice homology. Lattice homology is an invariant of plumbed
3-manifolds due to Némethi [Ném05] [Ném08], which is a formalization of Ozsváth and
Szabó’s computation of the Heegaard Floer homology of some plumbed 3-manifolds
[OS03].
For our purposes, the description of Némethi is not the most convenient, and instead
we use an alternate description given by Ozsváth, Stipsicz and Szabó [OSS14], which
is more similar to Heegaard Floer homology. Ozsváth, Stipsicz and Szabó gave a
description of CF(Y (G)) in terms of the link surgery formula for LG ⊆ S 3 , as follows.
Let (Cε , Dε,ε0 ) denote the link surgery hypercube for LG . We may construct another
hypercube (Hε , dε,ε0 ) by setting Hε = H∗ (Cε ), and by setting dε,ε0 = (Dε,ε0 )∗ if |ε0 −
ε|L1 = 1 and dε,ε0 = 0 otherwise. Note that Cε is naturally a module over F[[U1 , . . . , U` ]],
where ` = |LG |, however each Ui has the same action on homology, so we view H∗ (Cε )
as being an F[[U ]]-module, where U acts by one of the Ui . Ozsváth, Stipsicz and Szabó
prove the following:
Proposition 2.1 ([OSS14, Proposition 4.4]). There is an isomorphism of hypercubes
of chain complexes over F[[U ]]:
(Hε , dε,ε0 ) ∼
= CF(Y (G))
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which is relatively graded on torsion Spinc structures. In particular, the total homologies
of the two sides coincide.
3. The bordered perspective on the link surgery formula
In this section, we now recall the bordered perspective on the knot and link surgery
formulas described in [Zem21] and describe some new subtleties that are important for
our present setting.
3.1. The algebra K, and surgery formulas as K-modules. The author described
an associative algebra K, as follows. The algebra K is an algebra over the ring of two
idempotents I0 ⊕ I1 . We have
I0 · K · I0 = F[U , V ]

and I1 · K · I1 = F[U , V , V −1 ].

Furthermore I0 · K · I1 = 0. Finally, I1 · K · I0 has two special algebra elements, σ and
τ which are subject to the relations
σ · f = I(f ) · σ

and τ · f = T (f ) · τ,

for f ∈ F[U , V ] = I0 · K · I0 . Also, I : F[U , V ] → F[U , V , V −1 ] is the canonical
inclusion, while T : F[U , V ] → F[U , V , V −1 ] is the algebra homomorphism satisfying
T (U ) = V −1 and T (V ) = U V 2 .
The author also showed how to naturally view the knot and link surgery formulas
of Ozsváth-Szabó [OS08b] [OS11] and Manolescu-Ozsváth [MO10] as certain types of
K-modules. The author used the framework of type-A and type-D modules of Lipshitz,
Ozsváth and Thurston [LOT18] [LOT15], and showed that to a knot K in a rational
homology 3-sphere, the Ozsváth-Szabó mapping cone formula may naturally be viewed
as either a type-D module over K, denoted Xλ (Y, K)K , or a type-A module over K,
denoted K Xλ (Y, K). Similarly, the link surgery formula of Manolescu-Ozsváth [MO10]
may naturally be viewed as a type-D module over the tensor product algebra K⊗` ,
where ` = |L|. The author also described how to change any number of the type-D
algebra outputs into type-A algebra inputs by tensoring an algebraically defined module
(see [Zem21, Section 6.5]), though we mostly focus on the type-D perspective in this
paper.
We describe the correspondence for the case of the knot surgery formula for a knot
K ⊆ S 3 . The type-D module Xn (K)K is defined as follows. Let x1 , . . . , xn be a free
F[U , V ]-basis of CFK(K). Then Xn (K) · I0 is generated over F by copies of the basis
elements x01 , . . . , x0n , and similarly Xn (K) · I1 is generated by elements x11 , . . . , x1n . The
structure map
δ 1 : Xn (K) → Xn (K) ⊗I K
has three types of summands: those arising from ∂, those arising from v, and those
arising from hn , as follows. If ∂(xi ) has a summand of U n V m · yj , then δ 1 (xεi ) has a
summand of yεj ⊗ U n V m , for ε ∈ {0, 1}. Also, each δ 1 (x0i ) has a summand of the form
x1i ⊗ σ. Finally, if hn (xi ) has a summand of U n V m yj , then δ 1 (x0i ) has a summand of
y1j ⊗ U n V m · τ . It is verified in [Zem21, Lemma 6.2] that Xn (K)K is a type-D module
over K.
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3.2. An asymmetry in link surgery formulas. In this section, we describe a subtle asymmetry in the construction of the link surgery hypercube from [MO10]. The
asymmetry appears in the construction of the descent maps in the surgery hypercube.
One picks a collection c = {c1 , . . . , c` } called a good set of trajectories [MO10, Definition 8.26]. A good set of trajectories consists of a collection of arcs ci : [0, 1] → Σ such
that ci (0) = wi and ci (1) = zi , and such that pushing ci into the alpha handlebody Uα
yields an arc which is isotopic relative to {0, 1} to a subarc of L. In order to satisfy
this latter condition, it is sufficient to assume that ci is disjoint from the alpha curves.
Symmetrically, we may alternatively assume that each ci is disjoint from the beta
curves. This implies that the push-off of ci into the beta handlebody Uβ is isotopic to
a subarc of L.
We may combine these two perspectives, and consider the link surgery complex where
c = {c1 , . . . , c` } is a collection of pairwise disjoint arcs on Σ, such that ci connects wi
to zi , and such that ci is either disjoint from the alpha curves, or disjoint from the beta
curves. The proof of the surgery formula carries through without change to show that
the resulting hypercube computes CF − (SΛ3 (L)).
To illustrate the asymmetry, and also illustrate why the arcs ci must pass through
only the alpha curves, or only the beta curves, we consider the notationally simpler
setting of Ozsváth and Szabó’s knot surgery formula [OS08b] (which is the same as
Manolescu and Ozsváth’s link surgery formula [MO10] when the link has one component). We recall several elements of the proof of the knot surgery formula. Let K ⊆ S 3
3
(K)
be a knot, let n ∈ Z and m  0. and let W be the 2-handle cobordism from Sn+m
3
to S .
3
(K)) with Z/(n + m). If (n + m)/2 ≤ s <
Ozsváth and Szabó identify Spinc (Sn+m
(n + m)/2, they write xs and ys for the two Spinc structures on W with the largest
3
square which restrict to [s] ∈ Spinc (Sn+m
(K)). See [OS08b, Lemma 4.4] for more
details.
To construct their quasi-isomorphism, they built two hypercubes of chain complexes
as follows:
3
CF − (Sn+m
(K), [s])

FW,xs

∼
=

Γs

As (K)

3
CF − (S 3 ) ⊗ T s CF − (Sn+m
(K), [s])

vs

Bs (K)

FW,ys

∼
=

Γs

As (K)

CF − (S 3 ) ⊗ T s+n

hs

Bs+n (K)
(3.1)
−
3
s
In the above, we are viewing CF (S ) ⊗ T as being a summand of a complex which
is isomorphic to CF − (S 3 ) ⊗ F[Z], where T is the generator of F[Z]. Also, Γs is a
holomorphic triangle counting map, which counts holomorphic triangles representing
xs on W . Also, As (K) denotes the subcomplex of CFK(K) in Alexander grading s,
and Bs (K) is the subcomplex of V −1 CFK(K) in Alexander grading s. The map vs is
inclusion of chain complexes, whereas hs is more complicated, and is described below.
Because the vertical maps on the diagrams in Equation (3.1) coincide, we may add
the maps of the two hypercubes together to obtain a morphism from

3
Cone FW,xs + FW,ys : CF − (Sn+m
(K), [s]) → CF − (S 3 ) ⊗ T s ⊕ CF − (S 3 ) ⊗ T s+n
to
Cone(vs + hs : As (K) → Bs (K) ⊕ Bs+n (K)).
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This morphism may be viewed as a fundamental building block of the quasi-isomorphism
between CF − (Sn3 (K)) and Ozsváth and Szabó’s mapping cone formula.
The alpha/beta labeling asymmetry arises when we consider these hypercubes on the
level of Heegaard diagrams. Ozsváth and Szabó considered a Heegaard triple of the form
3
(Σ, α, β, β 0 , w, z), such that (Σ, α, β, w, z) represented an unknot in Sn+m
(K), and
0
(Σ, α, β , w, z) was a doubly pointed diagram for (Y, K). On the diagram (Σ, α, β, w, z)
the basepoints w and z are immediately adjacent to each other, whereas on (Σ, α, β 0 , w, z),
they are separated only by the curves β 0 . Let c be a path on Σ which connects w and
z and avoids α and β.
To construct the hypercube for ys , one considers the naturality map which pushes z
to w along c. One builds and compresses the following hypercube:
CF − (α, β, w, [s])

FW,ys ;w

φw→z

CF − (α, β, z, [s])

=

FW,xs ;z

CF − (α, β 0 , z) ⊗ T s

Fz→w

=
v
es

es (α, β 0 , w, z)
B

CF − (α, β 0 , w) ⊗ T s+n
=

Fw→z

Γs

As (α, β 0 , w, z)

CF − (α, β 0 , w) ⊗ T s+n

CF − (α, β 0 , w) ⊗ T s+n

(3.2)

=
Fz→w

Bs+n (α, β 0 , w, z)

es denotes the subcomplex of U −1 CFK in Alexander grading s. Also,
In the above, B
the map φw→z denotes the point pushing isomorphism (not changing any alpha or
beta curves). The map Fw→z denotes the map obtained by doing the point pushing
isomorphism, followed by a sequence of beta-handleslides and isotopies, and also overall
multiplication by T −n . The map Fz→w is similar, but moves the point in the opposite
direction, and multiplies by T n . The map ves is inclusion of chain complexes.
As we mentioned earlier, to be able to combine the compression of the hypercube
in Equation (3.2) with the one involving FW,xs in Equation (3.1), it is important that
the maps along the left hand side of the diagram coincide. For this to be the case, we
require the map φw→z : CF − (α, β, w, [s]) → CF − (α, β, z, [s]) to be the identity on the
level of intersection points. This is ensured by requiring that c be disjoint from α and
β, i.e. only pass through β 0 . We call such a configuration a beta labeled component.
Symmetrically, one could consider the situation where the surgery formula was proven
using a triple (Σ, α0 , α, β, w, z) and the arc c intersects only α0 . This configuration
corresponds to an alpha-labeled component, in our present paper.
Remark 3.1. The asymmetry described above is reminiscent of bordered Heegaard Floer
homology [LOT18]. Therein, each component of the boundary must be designated
as being alpha-bordered or beta-bordered. On the level of Heegaard diagrams, this
amounts to deciding whether the non-closed attaching arcs are beta arcs or alpha arcs.
One may choose to always work with (say) alpha arcs, however sometimes the bordered
modules are more natural algebraically if one works with alpha arcs on some boundary
components and beta arcs on others. See, for example, [Zar10], [Aur10] or [LOT11].
3.3. Pairing theorems. Suppose that L1 and L2 are two links in S 3 . The author gave
several descriptions of the link surgery formula for L1 #L2 in terms of the link surgery
formulas for L1 and L2 , which we refer to as pairing theorems. See [Zem21, Theorem 10.1] for the main statement, and [Zem21, Section 10.2] for alternate formulations.
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The most important formulation of the pairing theorem for our purposes is via a
tensor product formula. Write CΛ1 (L1 ) = (Cε (L1 ), dε,ε0 ) and CΛ2 (L2 ) = (Cν (L2 ), δν,ν 0 )
for the link surgery formulas of links L1 and L2 , with integral framings Λ1 and Λ2 .
Write K1 and K2 for the distinguished components of L1 and L2 (along which we take
the connected sum). We assume that K1 and K2 have the same alpha/beta designation.
If i ∈ {0, 1}, write C i (L1 ) for the codimension one subcube of CΛ1 (L1 ) where the K1
component has index i. Define C i (L2 ) similarly. We may view CΛ1 (L1 ) as a mapping
cone from C 0 (L1 ) to C 1 (L1 ) as follows:
CΛ1 (L1 ) = Cone( C 0 (L1 )

−
φ+
1 +φ1

C 1 (L1 ) ).

In the above, and φ+
1 is the sum of the hypercube maps of CΛ1 (L1 ) ranging over all
~
~ . Similarly φ− is the sum of the hypercube
oriented sublinks M of L such that +K1 ⊆ M
1
~ . Each C i (L1 ) has an internal differential consisting of the
maps such that −K1 ⊆ M
~ which do not contain ±K1 . We may view
sum of the hypercube maps for sublinks M
CΛ2 (L2 ) similarly as a mapping cone from C 0 (L2 ) to C 1 (L2 ). The pairing theorem
asserts
CΛ1 +Λ2 (L1 #L2 ) ∼
= C 0 (L1 ) ⊗F[U ,V ] C 0 (L2 )

+
−
−
φ+
1 ⊗φ2 +φ1 ⊗φ2

C 1 (L1 ) ⊗F[U ,V ,V −1 ] C 1 (L2 ).

(3.3)
In Equation (3.3), the framing Λ1 + Λ2 is obtained by summing the framing on K1 and
K2 , and using the other framings on L1 and L2 . See [Zem21, Lemma 10.3]. Note also
that in the above formula, the differential on C i (L1 ) ⊗ C i (L2 ) is the ordinary differential
on the tensor product of two chain complexes. Note that in [Zem21], the author
considered only the case where all components were beta-labeled. The adaptation of
the proof to the case where some components are alpha-labeled and some are betalabeled is mostly an extension of notation, as long as we take the connected sum
of components which have same alpha/beta labeling. (See [Zem21, Section 10.3 and
Remark 9.15]).
In [Zem21], the author also described how to reinterpret the above formula in terms
of Lipshitz-Ozsváth-Thurston’s box-tensor product of type-D and type-A modules
[LOT18] over the algebra K. In this paper, we focus on the tensor product statement in Equation (3.3) to keep the algebra approachable. We refer the reader to
[Zem21, Section 10] for more perspectives on the pairing theorem.
4. The Hopf link complex
In this paper, we work with the negative Hopf link, whose link Floer complex takes
the form
a U2 b
∼
(4.1)
CFL(H) =
U1
V1
c V2 d.
In this section, we compute the alpha-beta model of the Hopf link surgery complex
(i.e. the link surgery complex where one component is alpha-labeled and the other is
K⊗K
beta-labeled). We denote this complex as HΛ . Additionally, we recall that there
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K⊗K
was an additional module HK⊗K
from [Zem21], which was obtained from H(λ
by
Λ
1 ,λ2 )
omitting some of the higher length arrows in the hypercube. The structure maps of
K⊗K
HΛ
and HK⊗K
are reviewed in Section 4.1.
Λ
The main result of this section is the following:

Theorem 4.1. There is an equivalence of type-D modules
K⊗K

H(λ1 ,λ2 ) ' HK⊗K
(λ1 ,λ2 ) .
Remark 4.2. A-priori, there are two possible link surgery complexes for alpha-beta
labeled Hopf link, depending on which component is alpha-labeled, and which is betalabeled. As will be apparent in the proof, the corresponding type-D modules are both
K⊗K
HΛ , so we do not distinguish them.
4.1. The beta-beta model of the Hopf link. In [Zem21, Proposition 12.1], the
author computed the hypercube structure maps for the beta-beta labeled Hopf link.
The maps are summarized as follows:
Proposition 4.3. Suppose that Λ = (λ1 , λ2 ) is an integral framing on the Hopf link.
The hypercube maps of the beta-beta labeled negative Hopf link complex are determined
up to overall homotopy equivalence by the following formulas:
(1) The map ΦL1 is the canonical inclusion of localization. The map Φ−L1 is given
by the following formula:

Φ−L1 =

a

V1λ1 −1 d

b

0

c

V1λ1 +1 b + V1λ1 U2 c

d

V1λ1 U2 d.

(2) The maps ΦL2 is the canonical inclusion of localization, and Φ−L2 is given by
the following formula:
U1 V2λ2 a

a
Φ−L2 =

b

0
V2λ2 +1 b

c

+ U1 V2λ2 c

V2λ2 −1 a.

d

(3) The length 2 map Φ−L1 ∪−L2 is given by the following formula:

Φ−L1 ∪−L2 =

a

V1λ1 −2 V2λ2 −1 c

b

0

c

V1λ1 −1 V2λ2 d

d

V1λ1 −1 V2λ2 −2 c.

The length 2 maps for other orientations of the Hopf link vanish.
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The above formulas are stated only for the values of the maps on the generators a,
b, c and d. Values on the rest of the complex are determined by the equivariance
properties of the maps proven in [Zem21, Lemma 5.9]. The above data is algebraically
K⊗K
equivalent to the type-D module H(λ
. See [Zem21, Section 6.5].
1 ,λ2 )
In [Zem21], the author considered only the case that λ2 = 0, though the general case
is just a modification of notation.
Following the notation of [Zem21], we will write HK⊗K
(λ1 ,λ2 ) for the bimodule obtained
by dropping the term c 7→ V1λ1 −1 V2λ2 d from Φ−L1 ∪−L2 . In [Zem21], the author showed
this complex is related to lattice homology in a natural way. See [Zem21, Theorem 1.12].

4.2. The alpha-beta model of the Hopf link. In this Section, we prove TheoK⊗K
rem 4.1, which states H(λ1 ,λ2 ) ' HK⊗K
(λ1 ,λ2 ) .
K⊗K

We begin by considering the length 1 maps of the Hopf link complex H(λ1 ,λ2 ) . In
K⊗K
[Zem21, Proposition 11.1], the author computed the length 1 maps for H(λ
by
1 ,λ2 )
observing that they were uniquely determined uniquely by their grading and algebraic
equivariance properties. (In fact, these maps are determined uniquely, not just up to
K⊗K
chain homotopy). Since the length 1 maps of H(λ1 ,λ2 ) have the same constraints, we
K⊗K

K⊗K
conclude that the length 1 maps of H(λ1 ,λ2 ) coincide with those of HK⊗K
(λ1 ,λ2 ) and H(λ1 ,λ2 ) .
K⊗K

We now consider the length 2 map of H(λ1 ,λ2 ) , which is the most interesting portion
of the hypercube in our present setting.
We begin by normalizing some conventions. We assume that the arc c1 from z1 to
w1 goes through no beta curves, and the arc c2 from z2 to w2 goes through no alpha
curves.
K⊗K
We now consider the interaction of the surgery hypercube H(λ1 ,λ2 ) with the relative
homology action of [Zem15, Section 5] (compare [Ni14]), which we recall presently. If
(Σ, α, β, w) is a multi-pointed Heegaard diagram and λ is an arc which connects two
basepoints w1 , w2 ∈ w, there is degree −1 endomorphism

Aλ : CF − (Σ, α, β, w) → CF − (Σ, α, β, w)

which satisfies [Aλ , ∂] = (U1 + U2 ) · id. See [Zem15, Lemma 5.1]. The map Aλ is defined
by counting Maslov index 1 holomorphic disks which are weighted by the quantity
#(∂α D(φ) ∩ λ). Here, ∂α D(φ) denotes the subset of the boundary of the domain of a
class of disks φ which lies in the curves α.
K⊗K

Lemma 4.4. Consider the surgery hypercube HΛ
for the alpha-beta labeled negative
Hopf link. Write C for the link Floer complex of the negative Hopf link. There is a
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c
z1
w1
A

z2

z1

w2
z2
M

a
w2
b
β

α
a

b

p
A

β

α

w1

11

λ

d

d

M
Figure 4.1. A planar diagram for the Hopf link (left) and a genus 2
stabilization (right). The arc c1 (not shown) is the shortest path from
z1 to w1 on the right hand side. Similarly, c2 is the shortest path from
z2 to w2 .

diagram with the following form:
C/(U1 − 1, U2 − 1)

C/(V1 − 1, U2 − 1)

e −L1
Φ

−L1

Aλ

Aλ +D1 (∂)

hλ

C/(U1 − 1, U2 − 1)
e −L2
Φ

e −L1 ∪−L2
Φ
−L2

e −L2
Φ
−L2
e −L2 )
+D1 (Φ

ω

hλ

hλ

e −L2
Φ

C/(U1 − 1, V2 − 1)

e −L1
Φ

e −L1 ∪−L2
Φ

e −L2
Φ

C/(V1 − 1, V2 − 1)

Aλ

Aλ +D1 (∂)

−L1

hλ

C/(U1 − 1, V2 − 1)
Furthermore, the following are satisfied:

C/(V1 − 1, U2 − 1)

e −L1
Φ

e −L1
Φ

C/(V1 − 1, V2 − 1)
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e −Li and Φ
e −L1 ∪−L2 are the maps on quotients induced by the structure maps
(1) Φ
K⊗K
of the surgery complex H(λ1 ,λ2 ) .
(2) If we view the diagram as determining a morphism G from the back face to the
front face, then
∂Mor (G) = (U1 V1 + U2 V2 ) · id,
where id denotes the identity morphism of hypercubes.
(3) If F is a map which is F[U1 , V1 ]-equivariant, we write D1 (F ) for the map
U1 ∂U1 (F )+V1 ∂V1 (F ). (As an example, when F = ∂, the map D1 (∂) is U1 ΦU1 +
V1 ΨV1 , where ΦU1 and ΨV1 are the basepoint actions on C).
(4) The map Aλ is the relative homology map for the path λ shown in Figure 4.1.
1
are induced by a single map
(5) The maps labeled h−L
λ
1
: C/(U1 − 1) → C/(V1 − 1),
h−L
λ
2
and similarly for h−L
.
λ

Proof. The front and back face of the above cube are constructed as part of the surgery
K⊗K
complex H(λ1 ,λ2 ) , as we now describe.
We let φ1 : Σ → Σ denote a diffeomorphism which pushes z1 to w1 along the shortest
path in Figure 4.1, and is the identity outside of a small neighborhood of this arc. We
let φ2 be a similar diffeomorphism which pushes z2 to w2 . Let (Σ, α, β, w, z) be the
Heegaard diagram shown on the right side of Figure 4.1.
We pick a 1-dimensional hyperbox of alpha attaching curves Lα whose initial alpha
curves are (α, z), and whose final set is (φ−1
1 (α), z). (See [MO10, Definition 8.4] for the
definition of a hyperbox of attaching curves in slightly different notation, or [HHSZ20,
Section 5.5] for notation that is more similar to our present setting). Similarly we pick a
1-dimensional hyperbox of beta attaching curves Lβ whose initial beta curves are (β, z)
and whose final set is (φ−1
2 (β), z). To get the back face of the diagram in the statement,
we pair these two hypercubes of attaching curves together (see [HHSZ20, Section 5.6]
for pairing hypercubes of attaching curves), compress, and then compose with the
tautological diffeomorphism maps (φi )∗ as in the following diagram:
CF − (α, β, z1 , z2 )

CF − (φ−1
1 (α), β, z1 , z2 )

(φ1 )∗

CF − (α, β, w1 , z2 )

CF − (α, φ−1
2 (β), z1 , z2 )

−1
CF − (φ−1
1 (α), φ2 (β), z1 , z2 )

(φ1 )∗

CF − (α, φ−1
2 (β), w1 , z2 )

(φ2 )∗

CF − (α, β, z1 , w2 )

(φ2 )∗

(φ2 )∗

CF − (φ−1
1 (α), β, z1 , w2 )

(φ1 )∗

CF − (α, β, w1 , w2 )
(4.2)
The unlabeled arrows are sums of compositions of holomorphic polygon counts (according to the compression operation).
Formally, we may view λ as morphism between two alpha Lagrangians, and extend
the hypercube Lα to a generalized hypercube
Lλα = Cone( Lα

Lα )

THE EQUIVALENCE OF LATTICE AND HEEGAARD FLOER HOMOLOGY
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The construction of the cube Lλα is described in greater generality in [HHSZ21b, Section 6.2], though we describe the construction presently for the reader. We focus on
the case that Lα = Cone( α Θα0 ,α α0 ) where α and α0 are related by a sequence
of handleslides and isotopies, and Θα0 ,α is a cycle which represents the top degree
generator of homology. In this case, the diagram Lλα takes the form:

α

Θα0 ,α

α0

λ

η

λ

α

Θα0 ,α

α0

In the above diagram, η is any chain which is of homogeneous grading one higher than
Θα0 ,α such that

Aλ (Θα0 ,α ) + A0λ (Θα0 ,α ) = ∂η.

In the above, Aλ counts holomorphic disks of index 1 weighted by #(∂α D(φ) ∩ λ)
whereas A0λ counts such disks weighted by #(∂α0 D(φ) ∩ λ). The existence of such an
η is verified in the proof of [Zem15, Lemma 5.10]. For a 1-dimensional hyperbox Lα
of size greater than 1 where each morphism is a top degree cycle, we construct Lλα by
performing the above argument to each constituent morphism.
We may formally pair the diagrams Lλα and Lβ . The construction of the paired
hyperbox is essentially the same as the case without formal λ morphisms (cf. [MO10,
Section 8.10], or [HHSZ20, Section 5.6]), and is described in greater detail in [HHSZ21b,
Section 6.2]. The paired complex counts holomorphic polygons corresponding to a
sequence of inputs which have sequences of inputs from Lλα and Lβ . The difference
from the ordinary pairing construction is that if λ : αi → αi is an input, we count
holomorphic polygons as if αi appeared only once in the sequence, but we weight
curves by #(∂αi D(ψ) ∩ λ). This extends the top left sub-cube of Equation (4.2) out
of the page. This hypercube may be tautologically extended over the diffeomorphism
maps φ1 and φ2 . In doing so, however, we are forced to change the arc λ in several
places. Write λ1 , λ2 and λ1,2 for the images of λ under φ1 , φ2 and φ1 ◦ φ2 , respectively.
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We obtain a diagram of the following form:
C/(U1 − 1, U2 − 1)

C/(V1 − 1, U2 − 1)

e −L1
Φ

−L1

Aλ

Aλ1

hλ

C/(U1 − 1, U2 − 1)
e −L2
Φ

e −L1 ∪−L2
Φ
−L2

e −L2
Φ
−L2

ω

hλ

hλ

1

e −L2
Φ

C/(U1 − 1, V2 − 1)

C/(V1 − 1, U2 − 1)

e −L1
Φ

e −L1 ∪−L2
Φ

e −L2
Φ

C/(V1 − 1, V2 − 1)

e −L1
Φ
Aλ2

Aλ12

−L1

hλ

2

C/(U1 − 1, V2 − 1)

e −L1
Φ

C/(V1 − 1, V2 − 1)

This is not identical to the diagram in the statement. To prove the claim in the statement, we must relate the different Aλi , and also the different homotopies on opposite
faces.
We note that the arc λ2 is obtained by concatenating λ with the short arc connecting
z2 to w2 . Note that this short arc does not intersect any alpha curves. Hence
Aλ2 = Aλ

and Aλ12 = Aλ1 ,

since the maps count the same holomorphic curves with the same weights. On the
other hand, the arc λ1 is obtained from λ by concatenating a small arc which only
intersects the alpha curves. In particular if φ is a class of disks, then
#(∂α D(φ) ∩ λ1 ) ≡ #(∂α D(φ) ∩ λ) + nz1 (φ) + nw1 (φ).
The effect on the level of maps is that
Aλ1 = Aλ + U1 ΦU1 + V1 ΨV1

and Aλ12 = Aλ2 + U1 ΦU1 + V1 ΨV1

on C. This yields the statement for the length 1 morphisms.
It remains to consider the length 2 morphisms. The argument is similar, as we now
describe. We consider first the left and right sides of the hypercube. Both of these
maps are induced by maps from C/(U2 −1) to C/(V2 −1), since w1 and z1 are not moved
along this face. The diagonal maps involve counting holomorphic triangles which are
weighted by either #(∂α D(ψ) ∩ λ) (for the left hand side) or #(∂α D(ψ) ∩ λ1 ) (right
the right hand side).
2
2
Similar to the length 1 maps, we claim that the difference between h−L
and h−L
λ
λ1 is
e −L2 )
(U1 ∂U1 + V1 ∂V1 )(Φ
e −L2 as a map from C/(U2 − 1) to C/(V2 − 1). To see this, we recall
where we view Φ
e −L2 is defined as a sequence of holomorphic triangle maps fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1 , followed
that Φ
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by a point-pushing diffeomorphism map which moves z2 to w2 . Each of these holomorphic triangle maps is on a triple of the form (Σ, α, β i , β i+1 ). For each fi , there is a
corresponding holomorphic triangle map fiλ which weights the count of a holomorphic
2
,
triangle representing a class ψ by the quantity #(∂α D(ψ) ∩ λ). The homotopy h−L
λ
being obtained as the compression of a hypercube, is defined to satisfy the formula
2
=
h−L
λ

n
X

fn ◦ · · · ◦ fiλ ◦ · · · ◦ f1 .

i=1
2
is similar, except it uses the maps fiλ1 instead of fiλ . Since λ1 is obtained
The map hλ−L
1
by concatenating λ with an arc which intersects only α, the difference between the two
homotopies is
n
X
nw +nz
fn ◦ · · · ◦ fi 1 1 ◦ · · · ◦ f1

i=1
nw +nz
fi 1 1

where
counts holomorphic triangles weighted by nw1 (ψ)+nz1 (ψ). The Leibniz
rule allows us to apply ∂U1 and ∂V1 to the composition fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1 . The stated formula
now follows.
Finally, we consider the difference between the top face of the hypercube and the
bottom. Here, we view both as being induced by maps from C/(U1 − 1) to C/(V1 − 1)
since we are not moving the basepoints w2 or z2 on these faces. In the corresponding
diagonal map of this hypercube, there is a contribution of triangle counts which are
weighted by a quantity #(∂αi D(ψ) ∩ λ). Since λ2 is obtained by concatenating λ with
a small arc which connects w2 to z2 , which is disjoint from all of the αi , we conclude
that #(∂αi D(ψ) ∩ λ) = #(∂αi D(ψ) ∩ λ2 ) so the maps are identical on the two faces.
From here, the remaining claims in the lemma are straightforward to verify.

We now use Lemma 4.4 to prove Theorem 4.1:
K⊗K
Proof of Theorem 4.1. The strategy is the same as the computation of H(λ
from
1 ,λ2 )
[Zem21, Section 11.1]. Therein, it is shown that up to homotopy, there are exactly two
algebraically admissible choices for the length 2 map in the surgery hypercube for H.
These are the maps

a
b
HH :=
c
d

c
0
0
c,

a
b
and HH :=
c
d

c
0
d
c,

(4.3)

K⊗K
As the notation suggests, HH is the map for H(λ
and HH is the map for HK⊗K
(λ1 ,λ2 ) .
1 ,λ2 )
The proof in [Zem21] that HH is the homotopy for H proceeded by constructing a
hypercube similar to the one in Lemma 4.4, for which HH gave satisfiable hypercube
relations, whereas HH did not. In our present setting, we will show that the hypercube
appearing in Lemma 4.4 is satisfiable for HH , but not for HH .
We begin by computing the map Aλ . The holomorphic disks on the two diagrams in
Figure 4.1 are in bijection, and the map Aλ may be computed by counting bigons on
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the left diagram to be
a
Aλ =

V2

c

= b
c

V1

U1
V2
U2

V2 b + U1 c

a

b

d.

0
V2 d
U2 c + V1 b

d

(In [Zem21, Section 11], this map is called Ap , where p is the unique intersection point
of α and λ).
1
, appearing along the top and bottom
We now consider the homotopy labeled h−L
λ
of the cube. One may compute directly that

e −L1 ] + D1 (∂) ◦ Φ
e −L1
[Aλ , Φ

a
= b
c

0
0
U1 d + U2 a

d

0.

A null-homotopy of the above map is the map
jλ−L1

a
= b
c
d

0
0
b
0.

e −L1 is the only non-zero
We recall that in [Zem21, Section 11], it is observed that Φ
chain from C/(U1 − 1) to C/(V1 − 1) which is F[U2 , V2 ] equivariant and sends V1 to U1 ,
1
and has the correct grading. Hence, the map h−L
must satisfy
λ
1
e −L1
h−L
= jλ−L1 + t · Φ
λ

for t ∈ F.
Next, one computes that
a
e −L2 ] = b
[Aλ , Φ
c

0
0
U1 d + U2 a

d

0

2
e −L2 + (c 7→ b) for some s ∈ F.
Hence, we may take h−L
=s·Φ
λ
Next, we claim that the satisfiability of the hypercube in Lemma 4.4 is independent
of the choice of s and t. This is because changing s has the effect on the length
e −L1 , Φ
e −L2 ], which is easily checked to be null-homotopic. In
3 relation of adding [Φ
particular, changing s does not affect whether the length 3 relation is satisfiable. The
same comment holds for changing t. Hence, we may set s = t = 0 without any loss of
generality.
We now compute the sum of the terms in the length 3 relation of the hypercube,
using the map HH . This is the chain
e −L1 , h−L2 ] + [Φ
e −L2 , h−L1 ] + D1 (Φ
e −L2 ) ◦ Φ
e −L1 .
CH = [Aλ , HH ] + D1 (∂) ◦ HH + [Φ

λ

λ
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We compute the above terms individually:
a
[HH , Aλ ] = b
c
d

d
0 ,
U2 c
d.

e −L2 ) ◦ Φ
e −L1
D1 (Φ

a
e −L2 , h−L1 ] = b
[Φ
λ
c
d
a
= b
c

0
0
U1 c

d

0

0
0 ,
b
0

a
e −L1 , h−L2 ] = b
[Φ
λ
c
d

a
D1 (∂) ◦ HH = b
c
d

0
0
b
0

a
0
0
a

Summing, we obtain the formula

CH =

a

a+d

b
c

0
(U1 + U2 )c

d

a+d

The map CH is null-homotopic, and a null-homotopy may be taken to be
a
ω= b
c
d

c
0
0
c.

Hence, the hypercube in Lemma 4.4 is satisfiable with HH .
On the other hand, if we replace HH with HH , then the sum of the length 3-relations
becomes
a
d
0
CH = b
,
c
b + U1 c
d

d

which is not null-homotopic, so the hypercube in Lemma 4.4 is not satisfiable with
e −L1 ∪−L2 = HH . Hence, Φ
e −L1 ∪−L2 = HH , completing the proof.
Φ

5. Completing the proof of Theorem 1.1
In this section, we describe the proof of Theorem 1.1.
5.1. Homological perturbation lemma for hypercubes. In this section, we review
a version of the homological perturbation lemma for hypercubes. This lemma is similar
to work of Huebschmann-Kadeishvili [HK91]. A proof may be found in [HHSZ21a] using
our present notation. See [Liu14, Section 5.6] for a similar though slightly less explicit
result for transferring hypercube structure maps along homotopy equivalences.
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Lemma 5.1. Suppose that C = (Cε , Dε,ε0 ) is a hypercube of chain complexes, and
(Zε , δε )ε∈{0,1}n is a collection of chain complexes. Furthermore, suppose there are maps
π ε : Cε → Z ε

i ε : Z ε → Cε

hε : C ε → C ε ,

satisfying
πε ◦ iε = id,

iε ◦ πε = id +[∂, hε ],

hε ◦ hε = 0,

πε ◦ hε = 0

and

hε ◦ iε = 0

and such that πε and iε are chain maps. With the above data chosen, there are canonical
hypercube structure maps δε,ε0 : Zε → Zε0 so that Z = (Zε , δε,ε0 ) is a hypercube of chain
complexes, and also there are morphisms of hypercubes
Π : C → Z,

I: Z → C

and

H: C → C

such that
Π ◦ I = id and
and such that I and Π are chain maps.

I ◦ Π = id +∂Mor (H)

The structure maps δε,ε0 and the morphisms Π and I have a concrete formula. We
begin with δε,ε0 . Suppose that ε < ε0 are points in {0, 1}n . The hypercube structure
maps δε,ε0 are given by the following formula:
X
δε,ε0 :=
πε0 ◦ Dεj−1 ,εj ◦ hεj−1 ◦ Dεj−2 ,εj−1 ◦ · · · ◦ hε2 ◦ Dε1 ,ε2 ◦ iε .
ε=ε1 <···<εj =ε0

The component of the map I sending coordinate ε to coordinate ε0 is given via the
formula
X
Iε,ε0 :=
hεj ◦ Dεj−1 ,εj ◦ · · · ◦ hε2 ◦ Dε1 ,ε2 ◦ iε .
ε=ε1 <···<εj =ε0

Similarly, Π is given by the formula
X
Πε,ε0 :=
πε0 ◦ Dεj−1 ,εj ◦ hεj−1 ◦ Dεj−2 ,εj−1 ◦ · · · ◦ Dε1 ,ε2 ◦ hε1 .
ε=ε1 <···<εj =ε0

5.2. Completion of the proof of Theorem 1.1. We now describe the proof of
Theorem 1.1.
There is no loss of generality in assuming that G is connected, since if G = G1 t G2
then Y (G) ∼
= Y (G1 )#Y (G2 ), and both theories are tensorial under connected sum of
3-manifolds. We label each component of LG as either alpha or beta, such that the
labelings of any two adjacent vertices are opposite.
Parallel to [Zem21], we could decompose the link surgery complex as an iterated
tensor product of DA-bimodules, and compare [Zem21, Theorem 1.12] with an analog
K⊗K
of [Zem21, Theorem 1.11] using the modules HΛ . Therein, the author showed that
lattice homology could be computed by tensoring the HK⊗K
modules together, and
Λ
K⊗K
Heegaard Floer homology can be computed by tensoring the HΛ
modules together.
K⊗K
K⊗K
' HΛ , as proven in Theorem 4.1, the statement follows
Using the fact that HΛ
essentially immediately.
One drawback of this approach is that gradings were not considered in detail in
[Zem21]. It also involves a substantial amount of technical work from [Zem21], which
is actually unnecessary for the statement in Theorem 1.1. Hence, we opt to give a
direct argument via the homological perturbation lemma.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let C(G) = (Cε , Dε,ε0 ) be the surgery hypercube obtained by
tensoring the H models of the Hopf link surgery complex together, using Equation (3.3).
We wish to show that C(G) is homotopy equivalent as a hypercube to the lattice
complex.
We note that the Hopf link Floer complex has the following filtration:
CFL(H) = ( Span(b, c)

∂

Span(a, d) ).

Let us first consider the subcomplex Cε,s of Cε which lies in a single Alexander grading
s ∈ H(LG ). The complexes Cε are obtained by localizing a tensor product of `-copies of
CFL(H) at some of the Vi variables, and completing with respect to the Ui and taking
the direct product over Alexander grading. In particular, Cε,s has a similar filtration.
Write cε,s for the chain complex Cε,s before completing with respect to the Ui variables.
The complex cε,s may be written as the following exact sequence:
Fε`

cε,s = 0

Fε1 .

···

(5.1)

In Equation (5.1), Fεi is generated over F[U1 , . . . , U` ] by monomials which contain i − 1
factors which are b or c, and ` − i factors which are from a or d.
The homology group H∗ (cε,s ) is isomorphic to F[U1 ] by [OS03, Lemma 2.6] (see also
[OSS14, Lemma 4.2]). Furthermore, the generator has only a and d factors (i.e. is
supported in Fε1 ). It follows that the chain complex cε,s is a free resolution of its
homology over F[U1 , . . . , U` ].
Since H∗ (cε,s ) ∼
= F[U1 ] is a projective module over F[U1 ], it is a basic exercise in
homological algebra to show that the above exact sequence may be split over F[U1 ].
i over F[U ] into a direct sum of F[U ]-modules
That is, we may decompose each Fε,s
1
1
i ∼ i,l
i,r
Fε,s
= Fε,s ⊕ Fε,s
i,r
i−1,l
so that ∂ maps each Fε,s
isomorphically onto Fε,s
, for 1 < i < `, and ∂ vanishes on
i,r
`,l
1,r
Fε,s . Further, Fε,s = 0 and Fε,s projects isomorphically into H∗ (cε,s ). We may then
define maps πε,s , hiε,s and iε,s as in the following diagram
h`−2
ε,s

h`−1
ε
`,r
Fε,s

∂

`−1,l
`−1,r
Fε,s
⊕ Fε,s

∂

h1ε,s

h2ε,s

···

∂

2,l
2,r
Fε,s
⊕ Fε,s

∂

iε,s
1,l
1,r
Fε,s
⊕ Fε,s

πε,s

H∗ (cε,s )

The map πε,s is the canonical projection map, and iε,s is a section of the map πε,s ,
which we assume is compatible with the splitting described earlier. Similarly, hiε,s is
the inverse of ∂|F i,l . Note that iε,s and hiε,s are not generally F[U1 , . . . , U` ]-equivariant,
ε,s
and instead only F[U1 ]-equivariant.
We may define F[[U1 ]]-equivariant maps
πε : Cε → H∗ (Cε ),

iε : H∗ (Cε ) → Cε

and hε : Cε → Cε

which give a homotopy equivalence over F[[U1 ]] between Cε and H∗ (Cε ), by taking the
P
direct product of the maps iε,s , πε,s and hε,s = `i=1 hiε,s , and then completing with
respect to the variables U1 , . . . , U` . To see that the maps iε,s , πε,s and hε,s induce welldefined maps after completing with respect to U1 , . . . , U` , we argue as follows. The
completion over U1 , . . . , U` may be viewed as the completion with respect to the I-adic
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topology on F[U1 , . . . , U` ], where I is the ideal (U1 , . . . , U` ). See [AM69, Chapter 10].
Equivalently, since there are only finitely many generators over F[U1 , . . . , U` ] and each
Ui has Maslov grading −2, we may describe the completion as having a fundamental
system of open sets given by Mi = Span{x : gr(x) ≤ i} ranging over i < 0. The
maps iε,s and hε,s are clearly continuous with respect to this topology, since they are
homogeneously graded, and hence induce maps on the completion.
Applying the homological perturbation lemma for hypercubes, Lemma 5.1, we may
transport the hypercube maps of (Cε , Dε,ε0 ) to a hypercube with underlying groups
H∗ (Cε ). This coincides with the underlying group of the lattice complex by Proposition 2.1. To see that the resulting hypercube is the lattice complex, it is sufficient to
show that there are no higher length hypercube maps when we apply the homological
perturbation lemma. This is seen directly, as follows. The recipe from the homological
perturbation lemma for hypercubes is to include via iε , then sequentially compose cube
maps and the homotopies hε , and then finally apply πε0 . Note that hε strictly increases
the filtration level i in the sequence in Equation (5.1), and πε is non-vanishing on only
the lowest filtration level. Additionally, using Proposition 4.3 and the tensor product
formula in Equation (3.3), we see that the length 1 maps of C(G) preserve the filtration
level, while the higher length maps strictly increase the filtration level. In particular,
the only way for a summand from Lemma 5.1 to contribute is for there to be no hε
factors, and for the hypercube arrow to be length 1. Hence, the transported hypercube
maps are exactly the maps induced on homology by the length one maps of C(G). This
is exactly lattice homology by Proposition 2.1. The proof is complete.

Remark 5.2. The above argument fails at the last step if we use the H-models instead
of the H models. This is because the length 2 map of H decreases filtration level, so
could potentially contribute to higher length terms in the hypercube structure maps
obtained from the homological perturbation lemma.
6. The alpha-to-beta transformer bimodule
We now describe a DA-bimodule

KT

K

which can be used to relate HK⊗K
(λ1 ,λ2 ) and

K⊗K
. We call this bimodule the alpha-to-beta transformer.
H(λ
1 ,λ2 )
The bimodule T has rank 1 over I, and has δ11 = 0. The map δ21 is the unique I-linear
map which satisfies
δ21 (a, (i0 + i1 )) = (i0 + i1 ) ⊗ a,

for a ∈ K. (This coincides with the identity bimodule).
Additionally, there is a δ41 term, which is non-vanishing on terms of the form f τ g|a|b|i0 ,
where f , g, a and b are concentrated in a single idempotent, and which vanishes on
other elementary tensors. On such elements, we have the formula

δ41 (f τ g, a, b, i0 ) = i1 ⊗ f τ g · ∂U (a) · ∂V (b) .
Lemma 6.1.

KT

K

satisfies the DA-bimodule relations.

Proof. The only interesting structure relations to be verified are the ones with 5 inputs.
There are only two non-vacuous relations to be verified, which are those for sequences
of the form (τ, a, b, c, i0 ) and those of the form (a, τ, b, c, i0 ). The structure relations
for sequences of the form (a, τ, b, c, i0 ) are straightforward, so we consider the tuple
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(τ, a, b, c, i0 ). The structure diagrams with potentially non-trivial contribution are the
following:
τ a

b

c i0

τ a b

µ2

c

i0

τ a b

µ2

c

δ21

µ2

+

+

δ41

τ a b c i0

i0

δ41

+
δ41

δ41
µ2

The vanishing of the above equation follows from the algebraic relation
a∂U (b)∂V (c) + ∂U (a)∂V (bc) + ∂U (ab)∂V (c) + ∂U (a)∂V (b)c = 0,
which is straightforward to verify.


K⊗K
H(λ1 ,λ2 )

K⊗K
and H(λ
are related via the following
Proposition 6.2. The bimodules
1 ,λ2 )
tensor product:
K ⊗K ˆ
K1 ⊗K2
K1
H(λ11 ,λ22) 
= H(λ
.
K1 T
1 ,λ2 )

In the above, K1 and K2 denote copies of the algebra K (identified with the link components K1 and K2 ). The same holds if we switch the roles of K1 and K2 .
Proof. The proof is a direct computation. The diagram which adds the extra length 2
differential is the following:
c00

i0

∂C
Φ−L2
Φ−L1
δ41

d11

i1

V1λ1 −1 V2λ2 τ1 τ2 .

In the above c00 and d11 denote the copies of c and d lying in idempotents I0 ⊗ I0 and
I1 ⊗ I1 , respectively. The proof is complete.

We conjecture that the bimodule K T K corresponds to the DA bimodule for T2 ×[0, 1],
where one component of the boundary is alpha-labeled, and the other is beta-labeled.
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[Ném05] András Némethi, On the Ozsváth-Szabó invariant of negative definite plumbed 3-manifolds,
Geom. Topol. 9 (2005), 991–1042.
, Lattice cohomology of normal surface singularities, Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 44
[Ném08]
(2008), no. 2, 507–543.
[Ném17]
, Links of rational singularities, L-spaces and LO fundamental groups, Invent. Math.
210 (2017), no. 1, 69–83.
[Ni14] Yi Ni, Homological actions on sutured Floer homology, Math. Res. Lett. 21 (2014), no. 5,
1177–1197.
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