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A NOTE ON KNOT FLOER THICKNESS AND THE
DEALTERNATING NUMBER
LINH TRUONG
Abstract. In this note, we give a short proof that knot Floer thickness is a
lower bound on the dealternating number of a knot. The result is originally
due to work of Abe and Kishimoto, Lowrance, and Turaev. Our proof
is a modification of the Stipsicz-Szabó approach using Kauffman states to
show that thickness bounds the minimal number of bad domains in a knot
diagram.

1. Introduction
Alternating knots are knots which admit a diagram in which the crossings
alternate between over-passes and under-passes. An intrinsic definition of alternating (i.e. independent of a diagrammatic definition) was given by Greene
and Howie [Gre17, How17]. Alternating knots include any T (2, n) torus knot
and all prime knots of seven or fewer crossings. Several invariants can obstruct a knot from being alternating, such as degree of the Alexander polynomial [Cro59, Mur58], the thickness of knot Floer homology [OS03], thickness
of Khovanov homology [Lee05], and the Heegaard Floer homology of its double branched cover [OS05]. Another obstruction to being alternating is the
dealternating number, introduced in [ABB+ 92].
Definition 1.1. The dealternating number of a knot K, denoted dalt(K), is
the minimum number of crossing changes to turn a diagram for K into an
alternating diagram.
Observe that if a knot K is alternating, then the dealternating number of
K vanishes. Note that if K has crossing number n, then 0 ≤ dalt(K) ≤ n/2.
Recently, Stipsicz-Szabo [SSss] show that the δ-thickness th(K) of knot Floer
homology provides a lower bound on β(K), the minimal number of bad domains in a diagram for a knot K. A bad domain is one in which there exists an
edge whose two vertices are both under-passes or both over-passes (as opposed
to one over- and one under-pass). The invariant β(K) is a measure of how
far a knot is from being alternating, since if K is alternating, then β(K) = 0.
Their proof relies on studying the knot Floer δ-gradings of Kauffman states in
a knot diagram, and a similar strategy can be leveraged to show the following
theorem.
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Theorem 1.2. th(K) ≤ dalt(K).
We remark that an alternative proof of this theorem already exists: Lowrance
[Low08] shows the bound th(K) ≤ gT (K), where gT (K) denotes the Turaev
genus of K. Furthermore, Abe and Kishimoto [AK10] show gT (K) ≤ dalt(K)
by using work of Lowrance [Low08] and Turaev [Tur87]. We provide a shorter
proof of this result, without referring to the Turaev genus, by modifying the
strategy of [SSss].
An analogous result showing the thickness of Khovanov homology bounds
the dealternating number is due to Asaeda and Przytycki [AP04] (and was
reproven by Champanerkar-Kofman in [CK09]).
The dealternating number of a knot is difficult to compute, and the calculation for torus knot of most braid indices remains open. With Turner’s
calculation of the thickness of Khovanov homology for torus knots of braid
index three [Tur08], Abe and Kishimoto [AK10] determine the dealternating
number for all (3, q)-torus knots. For torus knots of braid index 5 or fewer, the
dealternating number is computed up to an error of at most two [JLPZ17].
1.1. Acknowledgements. The author thanks András Stipsicz for helpful
comments. The author was partially supported by NSF grant DMS-2104309.
2. Knot Floer thickness
[
Let K ⊂ S 3 be a knot. The hat version of knot Floer homology HFK(K)
over F = F2 is knot invariant [OS04] which is a finite-dimensional bigraded
P
[
[ M (K, A). Here, M denotes the Maslov
vector space HFK(K)
= M,A∈Z HFK
grading and A denotes the Alexander grading. We can collapse the two gradings into a single grading via δ = M −A. This produces the δ-graded invariant
δ
δ
P
[
[ (K), where HFK
[ (K) ⊂ HFK(K)
[
HFK(K)
= δ HFK
is the subspace of homogeneous elements of grading δ ∈ Z. The (knot Floer) thickness of K is the
[
thickness of this finite dimensional δ-graded vector space HFK(K),
which by
definition is the largest possible difference between δ-gradings of two non-zero
homogeneous elements:
a

a

[ (K) 6= 0} − min{a ∈ Z | HFK
[ (K) 6= 0}.
th(K) = max{a ∈ Z | HFK
Given a knot diagram D for K, we can define knot Floer homology as the homology of a chain complex, whose construction [OS03] we recall here. Choose
an edge e in the diagram D. Associated to the marked diagram (D, e), the
chain complex CD,e has an underlying (M, A)-bigraded vector space generated
over F by the Kauffman states (described in the next paragraph) of (D, e).
By [OS03], there exists a boundary map ∂ : CD,e → CD,e of (M, A)-bidegree
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Figure 1. Local contribution to the δ-grading
Every Kauffman state x associates to each crossing a domain, which
contributes to the δ-grading of x according to this illustration.
(−1, 0) with the property that the homology H∗ (CD,e , ∂) is isomorphic to the
[
knot Floer homology HFK(K)
of K [OS04] (as a bigraded vector space).
Let cr(D) denote the set of crossings in the diagram D for the knot K.
Denote the set of domains which do not contain the edge e on their boundary
by Dome (D). A Kauffman state x is a bijection x : cr(D) → Dome (D) such
that for each crossing c ∈ cr(D), the domain x(c) is one of the (at most four)
domains meeting at c. Equivalently, a Kauffman state is a choice of a corner
in each domain of the diagram D that is not adjacent to the special marked
edge e, such that no two corners belong to the same crossing in cr(D). Given
a Kauffman state x, we will denote the crossing associated to the domain
x(c) by cx . The Maslov, Alexander, and δ gradings of a Kauffman state are
computed by adding the local contributions at each crossing; see Figure 1 for
the δ-grading.
Proof of Theorem 1.2. Suppose D is a non-alternating diagram for the knot
K. Let cr(D) denote the set of crossings of D. Choose a special marked edge
e in the diagram D with respect to which the Kauffman states will be defined.
As observed in the proof of [SSss, Proposition 2.1], the δ-grading of a Kauffman state x is given by
X
1
f (cx )
δ(x) = − wr(D) +
4
c∈cr(D)

where cx denotes the marked corner (determined by x) of the crossing c, and
f (cx ) ∈ { 14 , − 14 }. Here, wr(D) denotes the writhe of the diagram. Note that
P
c∈cr(D) f (cx ) is expressed as a sum of f -values over crossings in the diagram
D, but via the bijection x, we will also find it useful below to view this as a
sum of f -values over all domains in Dome (D).
Choose a set of n crossings c1 , . . . , cn in the diagram D such that after
changing these crossings, the new diagram is alternating. We call each ci a
fixable crossing. (Note that there is more than one choice of a set of fixable
crossings for a diagram D.) Call the remaining crossings in cr(D) \ {c1, . . . , cn }
the static crossings.
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Let x be a Kauffman state of D. Note that given a domain D ∈ Dome (D),
the domain D has exactly one corner marked (chosen) by x.
We call a domain good if it is not bad. After changing all the fixable
crossings, each domain will be good. In a good domain, all corners have the
same f -value aD ∈ { 41 , − 41 }, where aD depends on the domain D [SSss]. Also,
note that after changing a crossing, the f -value at that crossing is multiplied
by −1. Thus, given a domain D in the original diagram D, the static corners
all have the same f -value aD , whereas the fixable corners all have the same
f -value −aD .
Let x and y be Kauffman states in the diagram D. Let D ∈ Dome (D) be
a domain which contributes to the δ-gradings δ(x) and δ(y) (that is, D is not
adjacent to the special marked edge e). The contributions to δ(x) and δ(y)
from the writhe are the same, and we are interested in the difference
X
X
|δ(x) − δ(y)| = |
f (cx ) −
f (cy )|.
c∈cr(D)

c∈cr(D)

We can view each summation on the right-hand side as a sum over domains
D ∈ Dome (D) via the bijections with cr(D) given by x and y. Let cx , respectively cy , denote the crossing associated to the domain D by x, respectively y.
The domain D falls into exactly one of four categories:
(1) cx ∈ D is a static crossing, cy ∈ D is a fixable crossing;
(2) cx ∈ D is a fixable crossing, cy ∈ D is a static crossing;
(3) cx ∈ D and cy ∈ D are both fixable crossings;
(4) cx ∈ D and cy ∈ D are both static crossings.
In cases (1) and (2), the f -values at this domain D for x and y differ by at
most 21 . The maximum number of possible domains of the diagram D that fall
into case (1) is bounded above by the number of fixable crossings n. Similarly,
the number of possible domains in case (2) is bounded above by n. In cases
(3) and (4), the contributions to the δ-grading of x and y are the same for the
domain D. Thus, summing over all domains in Dome (D), we see
1
1
|δ(x) − δ(y)| ≤ n + n + 0 + 0 = n.
2
2
If we take the maximum of the left-hand side of this inequality over all pairs
δ
of homogeneous elements x, y ∈ CD,e
, we see immediately th(K) ≤ n. Taking
the minimum n, over all choices of a set of fixable crossings in a diagram and
over all diagrams for K, gives the bound th(K) ≤ dalt(K).

References
[ABB+ 92] Colin C. Adams, Jeffrey F. Brock, John Bugbee, Timothy D. Comar, Keith A.
Faigin, Amy M. Huston, Anne M. Joseph, and David Pesikoff, Almost alternating
links, Topology Appl. 46 (1992), no. 2, 151–165. MR 1184114

A NOTE ON KNOT FLOER THICKNESS AND THE DEALTERNATING NUMBER

[AK10]

5

Tetsuya Abe and Kengo Kishimoto, The dealternating number and the alternation number of a closed 3-braid, J. Knot Theory Ramifications 19 (2010), no. 9,
1157–1181. MR 2726563
[AP04]
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