arXiv:1001.1538v3 [math.GT] 7 May 2011

TOPOLOGICALLY SLICE KNOTS WITH NONTRIVIAL ALEXANDER POLYNOMIAL

MATTHEW HEDDEN, CHARLES LIVINGSTON, AND DANIEL RUBERMAN

Abstract. Let C_T be the subgroup of the smooth knot concordance group generated by topologically slice knots and let C_Δ be the subgroup generated by knots with trivial Alexander polynomial. We prove C_T /C_Δ is infinitely generated. Our methods reveal a similar structure in the 3–dimensional rational spin bordism group, and lead to the construction of links that are topologically, but not smoothly, concordant to boundary links.

1. Introduction

Donaldson’s landmark theorem [11] has an immediate corollary (first observed by Akbulut and Casson, and appearing in [6]) that there are classical knots with trivial Alexander polynomial that are not smoothly slice. A year after Donaldson’s work, Freedman [16, 17] proved a 4–dimensional topological surgery theorem for manifolds with fundamental group Z, implying that a knot with trivial Alexander polynomial is in fact topologically (locally flat) slice. Thus the natural map from the 3–dimensional smooth knot concordance group C to the topological (locally flat) concordance group C^{top} is not injective.

This paper is concerned with the kernel of the map between the groups C and C^{top}. Let C_T be the subgroup of C consisting of topologically slice knots and let C_Δ ⊂ C_T be the subgroup generated by knots with trivial Alexander polynomial. Using gauge theoretic methods of Furuta [20] and Fintushel-Stern [13], Endo [12] proved that C_Δ contains an infinitely generated subgroup. Based on Freedman’s work it seemed possible that C_Δ = C_T , or in other words that every topologically slice knot is smoothly concordant to a knot with trivial Alexander polynomial. This possibility was heightened by the observation by Cochran, Friedl, and Teichner [4], that many potential counterexamples developed by Friedl and Teichner in [18, 19] are in fact concordant to knots with trivial Alexander polynomial. Our main result is that, to the contrary, there is a substantial gap between these two subgroups of C. Theorem A. C_T /C_Δ contains an infinitely generated free subgroup.

To put Theorem A in the context of known results on the structure of the knot concordance group, we recall the following decomposition, parameterized by halfintegers: C_Δ ⊂ C_T ⊂ ∩ C_i ⊂ · · · ⊂ C_{1.5} ⊂ C_1 ⊂ C_A ⊂ C, This work was supported in part by the National Science Foundation under Grants 0706979, 0906258, 0707078, 1007196, and 0804760. January 14, 2019. 1

where C_A is the concordance group of algebraically slice knots (that is, the kernel of Levine’s classifying homomorphism [28]) and the C_i are the terms of the Cochran- Orr-Teichner filtration [8].

Early work on concordance demonstrated that C is infinitely generated [14, 28, 37, 48]. The infinite generation of C_A follows from the work of Casson and Gordon [3], as shown by Jiang [26]. The infinite generation of C_2/C_{2.5} was proved in [9] and the infinite generation of C_i/C_{i+.5} for all i was proved in [5] (see also [10] for the existence of elements of infinite order in each of the quotients). Conjecturally, ∩ C_n = C_T , but little progress has been made in proving this. As mentioned above, in [12] it is shown that C_Δ is infinitely generated. Thus the non-triviality of the quotient C_T /C_Δ, established in this paper, is at the heart of the distinction between the smooth and topological category.

Summary. The proof of Theorem A has three parts: (1) developing an obstruction to a knot being smoothly concordant to a knot with trivial Alexander polynomial; (2) constructing knots that offer potential examples; and (3) explicitly computing the obstructions.

The first part of the proof of Theorem A occupies sections 2 and 3. Section 2 reviews Spin^c structures on 3–manifolds. Section 3 describes basic properties of the Heegaard Floer correction term d(Y, s), which is a rational number associated to a 3–manifold Y equipped with a Spin^c structure s. This invariant, defined by Ozsváth and Szabó in [43], has been applied to study knot concordance in [23, 25, 34]). Letting Σ(K) denote the 2–fold branched cover of a knot K, we use these basic properties of d to prove that a related invariant, d̄(Σ(K), s), provides an obstruction to K being concordant to a knot with trivial Alexander polynomial. A priori, demonstrating that C_T /C_Δ is infinitely generated requires knowledge of our obstruction for all linear combinations of knots in a proposed basis. Thus, a key aspect of this part of the proof is a careful analysis of possible metabolizers for (Z/p^2Z)^n, which significantly reduces the amount of Floer theoretic computation necessary.

The second part of the proof of Theorem A occupies Section 4. Here a family of knots {K_p} is constructed and the covers Σ(K_p) are described as surgery on knots in S^3. Figure 1 illustrates one example, the knot K_3. In that figure, the knot J_3 is the connected sum of two untwisted Whitehead doubles of the trefoil knot: J_3 = D(T_{2,3})#D(T_{2,3}). For other values of p, all of which are selected to be primes congruent to 3 modulo 4, there are p half-twists between the bands of the illustrated surface and J_p consists of (3p − 1)/4 copies of the untwisted double of the trefoil. A relatively easy argument using Freedman’s result shows that K_p is topologically slice. An exercise in framed link descriptions of 3–manifolds then shows that Σ(K_p) can be described as surgery on a knot in S^3. More precisely, Σ(K_p) = S^3_{p2} (L_p); that is, by p^2 surgery on a knot L_p ⊂ S^3, where L_p is the connected sum of the (p − 1, p)–torus knot with (3p − 1)/2 untwisted doubles of the trefoil.

The third part of the proof of Theorem A is the most technical, calling on precise estimates of the value of the invariants d(Σ(K_p), s) for appropriate Spin^c structures. In Section 5 we review the necessary background material from Heegaard Floer homology. In Section 6 we carry out the explicit estimates needed to obstruct the relevant knots from being concordant to knots with trivial Alexander polynomial, completing the proof of Theorem A.

PSfrag replacements

Figure 1. A punctured Klein bottle whose boundary is the knot K_3. The circle labeled J_3 indicates that we tie a knot J_3 into the band.

Section 7 applies the results of Section 2 and the calculations of Section 6 to study the structure of 3–dimensional bordism groups. We let Ω denote either the 3–dimensional rational Spin–cobordism group, Ω^Q_{Spin}, or the 3–dimensional Z/2Z– homology bordism group Ω^{Z/2Z}. In each case, Ω contains a subgroup Ω_T , defined to be the kernel of the homomorphism from Ω to the corresponding topological cobordism group. It is also the case that Ω contains the subgroup Ω_I generated by homology spheres. By Freedman [15], Ω_I ⊂ Ω_T , and by Furuta [20], Ω_I ⊂ Ω^{Z/2Z} is infinitely generated. Our techniques show that Ω_T /Ω_I is infinitely generated. Of course it follows that Ω^Q_{Spin} is infinitely generated, which apparently was not previously known. As an additional consequence, we show the existence of 4–dimensional rational homology balls that do not have pseudo-handlebody structures.

In Section 8 we take up the question of boundary links and link concordance, again with regard to the difference between smooth and topological cobordisms. Cochran and Orr [7] constructed 2–component links in S^3 that are not concordant to boundary links, despite the fact that all of their Milnor μ̄–invariants vanish. Generalizing observations made in [29], we construct further examples: in this case the links have the remarkable property that they are topologically concordant to boundary links (and thus all Milnor and Cochran-Orr invariants vanish) and yet they are not smoothly concordant to boundary links.

Acknowledgments In addition to the support of the NSF, this collaboration was facilitated by generous support by our home institutions as well as the University of California, Berkeley, and MIT. We also thank Tim Cochran, Stefan Friedl, Peter Horn, Rob Kirby, Tom Mrowka, Nikolai Saveliev, and Peter Teichner for several useful and informative conversations.

2. Spin^c structures and metabolizers for linking forms

Our concordance obstruction will come from an invariant of Spin^c 3–manifolds. For these purposes, the only relevant Spin^c structures on a given 3–manifold, Y , are those which could extend over a putative 4–manifold W satisfying ∂W = Y . In this section, we clarify this extension problem by connecting it with metabolizers for the linking form on Y .

Denote by Spin^c(W ) the set of Spin^c structures on a manifold, W . If Spin^c(W ) is non-empty, then it admits a free, transitive action by H^2(W ; Z), which we denote z · s for z ∈ H^2(W ; Z), s ∈ Spin^c(W ). The action affects the first Chern class by the rule c_1(z · s) − c_1(s) = 2z. Thus if H^2(W ; Z) has no 2–torsion, then the first Chern class establishes an injection

c_1 : Spin^c(W ) → H^2(W ) with image the set of classes that restrict to w_2(W ) (mod 2). This map is natural with respect to restriction: if Y ⊂ W then c_1(s|_Y ) = i^∗c_1(s), where i^∗ is the restriction map on cohomology.

Let us now make the further simplifying assumptions that H_2(W ; Z/2Z) = 0 and H_1(∂W ; Z/2Z) = 0. Under the Lefschetz and Poincaré duality isomorphisms H^2(W ) ∼= H_2(W, ∂W ) and H^2(∂W ) ∼= H_1(∂W ), the set of Spin^c structures on ∂W that arise as the restriction of Spin^c structures on W correspond to

Im(H_2(W, ∂W )^∂→ H_1(∂W )).

This is precisely the kernel of the map i_∗ : H_1(∂W ) → H_1(W ), induced by inclusion. Understanding this kernel can be aided significantly by an observation of Casson and Gordon [3].

To state their observation, recall that a subgroup M ⊂ H_1(Y ) is called a metabolizer if

• |M|^2 = |T_1(Y )|, where T_1 denotes the torsion subgroup of H_1(Y ; Z), and • The Q/Z–valued linking form on H_1(Y ; Z) is identically zero on M.

In these terms, we have the following [3].

Proposition 2.1. If W is a compact 4–manifold with H_2(W ; Z/2Z) = 0 and H_1(∂W ; Z/2Z) = 0, then the set of Spin^c structures on ∂W that extend to Spin^c structures on W correspond via c_1 and Poincaré duality to a metabolizing subgroup M ⊂ H_1(∂W ).

In the special case that Y is a Z/2Z–homology 3–sphere^1, then it admits a unique spin structure; denote by s_0 the Spin^c structure corresponding to this spin structure. This notation extends to the other Spin^c structures as follows.

Definition 2.2. For Y a Z/2Z–homology sphere, and m ∈ H_1(Y ; Z), let s_m be the unique Spin^c structure satisfying P D[c_1(s_m)] = 2m.

Comments. In many cases, we will consider manifolds with H_1(Y ) cyclic. In these cases we refer to Spin^c structures by s_m, with m ∈ Z/pZ. The factor of two appears in our notation in order to simplify some of the exposition regarding the Heegaard Floer complexes that appear later. Note, however, that for Z/2Z homology spheres, multiplication by two is an isomorphism of H_1(Y ) that leaves all subgroups invariant.

3. The Heegaard Floer correction term d as a concordance obstruction

In this section, we define an invariant that serves as an obstruction for a knot to be concordant to a knot with Alexander polynomial one. We then proceed to determine sufficient conditions, in terms of our obstruction, for a collection of knots to be linearly independent (over Z) in the quotient group C_T /C_Δ; see Theorem 3.6. In light of Proposition 2.1, it is perhaps unsurprising that deriving these conditions

1Throughout we will say that an n-manifold is an R–homology sphere (ball) if it has the same

homology with R–coefficients as the n–sphere (ball).

requires some analysis of linking forms and their metabolizers. We relegate the bulk of this algebra to the appendix.

To a Spin^c 3–manifold, (Y, s), Ozsváth and Szabó associate a rational-valued invariant, d(Y, s) ∈ Q, called the correction term. The definition comes from grading information in their Heegaard Floer homology theory, and is reviewed in Section 5. For now, we need only the following two properties, which correspond to theorems 4.3 and 1.1 of [43], respectively.

(1) (Additivity) d(Y #Y^′, s#s^′) = d(Y, s)+d(Y^′, s^′); that is, d is additive under connected sums.

(2) (Vanishing) Suppose (Y, s) = ∂(W, t), where W is a Q–homology ball and t is a Spin^c structure on W that restricts to s on Y . Then d(Y, s) = 0.

Our obstruction is defined as a difference of correction terms.

Definition 3.1. For Y a Z/2Z–homology sphere, define d̄(Y, s) = d(Y, s)−d(Y, s_0), where d is the Ozsváth-Szabó correction term and s_0, as above, is the unique spin structure on Y .

We have the following vanishing theorem for d̄.

Theorem 3.2. Let P be a finite set of (distinct) odd primes. Suppose that W is a Z/2Z–homology 4–ball and ∂W = #_{p∈P} Y_p # Y_1, where

• p^kH_1(Y_p) = 0 for each p ∈ P and some k > 0. • Y_1 is a Z–homology 3–sphere.

Then for each p ∈ P , there is a metabolizer M_p ⊂ H_1(Y_p) for which d̄(Y_p, s_{mp} ) = 0 for all m_p ∈ M_p.

Proof. Proposition 2.1, together with the vanishing property of the correction terms, shows that H_1(∂W ) possesses a metabolizer M, satisfying d(∂W, s_m) = 0 for all m ∈ M.

There is a decomposition of M as a direct sum ⊕_{p∈P} M_p, where M_p is a metabolizer for H_1(Y_p) and, in particular, is p–torsion.

For each p ∈ P we can gather all but the p–summand of ∂W to write ∂W = Y_p # Z_p. Now, given m_p ∈ M_p, consider m = m_p⊕0 ∈ H_1(∂W ) = H_1(Y_p)⊕H_1(Z_p). Then d(∂W, s_{mp⊕0}) = 0 by the considerations above. Additivity shows that d(Y_p, s_{mp} ) + d(Z_p, s_0) = 0.

But this holds for any m_p ∈ M_p; that is, d(Y_p, s_{mp} ) is independent of the choice of m_p ∈ M_p. It follows that d̄(Y_p, s_{mp} ) = 0 for all m_p ∈ M_p, as desired. □ By using branched covers, the theorem yields the desired concordance obstruction.

Corollary 3.3. Let K ⊂ S^3 be a knot with p^kH_1(Σ(K)) = 0 for some k, where Σ(K) is the 2–fold branched cover of K. Suppose that K is concordant to a knot K^′, satisfying Δ_K′ (t) = 1. Then there exists a metabolizer M ⊂ H_1(Σ(K)) such that d̄(Σ(K), s_m) = 0, for all m ∈ M.

Proof. Let W be the 2–fold branched cover of B^4 branched over a slice disk for K # − K^′. Then ∂W = Y_p # Y_1 where Y_p = Σ(K) and Y_1 = Σ(−K^′). Since W is a Z/2Z–homology ball and Y_1 is a homology sphere (as follows from Δ_K′ (t) = 1) the previous theorem applies. □

Corollary 3.4. Let K = #_{p∈P} K_p # K_1 be a connected sum of knots satisfying • p^kH_1(Σ(K_p)) = 0 for each p in a set of primes, P , and some k, • H_1(Σ(K_1)) = 0.

Suppose K is slice. Then for each p ∈ P , there is a metabolizer M_p ⊂ H_1(Σ(K_p)) for which d̄(Σ(K_p), s_{mp} ) = 0 for all m_p ∈ M_p.

Proof. The proof is much like the previous argument, grouping together all Σ(K_q) for q ≠ p, since this space will be a Z/pZ–homology sphere. □ In the next section, we construct a family of knots, {K_p}, which we would like to show are linearly independent in C_T /C_Δ. By definition, this means that no Z– linear combination K = Σ n_pK_p is equal to zero or, equivalently, is concordant to a knot with Alexander polynomial one. Note the sum is in concordance; for instance, −3K means the connected sum of three copies of the mirror of K with reversed orientation.

In pursuit of such independence, the previous corollary reduces the problem to showing that for every n ≠ 0 and metabolizer M ⊂ H_1(Σ(nK_p)), there is some m ∈ M with d̄(Σ(nK_p), s_m) ≠ 0. In order to reduce this further, to the case that n = 1, we have the following theorem. The proof (compare [31, 32]) represents a significant algebraic detour, and is left to the appendix.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose p is a prime satisfying p ≡ 3 mod 4. If K satisfies H_1(Σ(K)) = Z/p^2Z and there is a metabolizer for M ⊂ H_1(Σ(nK)) for which d̄(Σ(nK), s_m) = 0 for all m ∈ M, then d̄(Σ(K), s_{pk}) = 0 for all k.

Combining this with the work above, we immediately have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.6. Suppose that {K_p} is a collection of knots indexed by the set of primes p ≡ 3 mod 4. Suppose further that H_1(Σ(K_p)) = Z/p^2Z, and that for each p, d̄(Σ(K_p), s_{pk}) ≠ 0 for some k. Then no Z–linear combination of the knots in {K_p} is concordant to a knot with trivial Alexander polynomial.

In Section 6 we show that a family of topologically slice knots constructed in the next section satisfy the hypotheses, thus demonstrating the truth of Theorem A.

4. The knots K_p.

In this section, we construct an infinite family of topologically slice knots. These knots will be used with Theorem 3.6 to prove Theorem A. The details of the construction were motivated by a desire to find knots whose 2–fold branched covers are realized by surgery on knots in S^3 with computable Floer invariants. As discussed in Section 5, these knot Floer homology invariants can be used to determine the correction terms.

Figure 1 illustrates a knot K_3 in the family of knots {K_p}, where p is a prime satisfying p ≡ 3 mod 4 and J_p is the connected sum of (3p − 1)/4 positive-clasped, untwisted Whitehead doubles of the right-handed trefoil knot. The orientationpreserving band in the non-orientable surface F_p bounded by K_p is untwisted and has the knot J_p tied in it.

Proposition 4.1. K_p is topologically locally flat slice.

Proof. The surface F_p is a punctured Klein bottle. The core of the left band of F_p is a simple closed curve α, which represents the knot J_p. Since the neighborhood of α is an untwisted annulus and J_p is topologically slice by Freedman’s theorem (untwisted doubles have trivial Alexander polynomial), F_p can be surgered in B^4 along α. Performing this surgery on the punctured Klein bottle yields a disk. □ For q ∈ Z, let S^3_q (K) denote the manifold obtained by q–surgery on a knot K ⊂ S^3.

Proposition 4.2. The 2–fold branched cover Σ(K_p) = S^3_{p2} (2J_p # T_{p−1,p}), where T_{p−1,p} is the (p − 1, p)–torus knot. In particular, H_1(Σ(K_p)) = Z/p^2Z, and hence K_p has non-trivial Alexander polynomial.

Proof. According to [1], the 2–fold branched cover of K_p, Σ(K_p), is given by the surgery diagram illustrated in Figure 2. There are −p full twists between the components of the 2–component link shown, and the surgery coefficients are 0 and −1. The notation J^r denotes the knot J with its string orientation reversed. Since doubled knots are reversible, in our case J^r = J.

PSfrag replacements

Figure 2. Surgery diagram of Σ(K_p).

If an unknotted component of a surgery diagram of a 3–manifold has framing −1, that component can be removed, with the effect of putting a full twist in the curves that pass through it and increasing their framings by the square of the linking number with the unknotted component. (This procedure is referred to as blowing down the −1.) In the present case, the result is the surgery diagram given in Figure 3. □ The result of [46] that we will use to compute d(S^3_q (K), s_m) requires that q ≥ 2g_3(K) − 1. The following lemma verifies that that this condition is satisfied.

Lemma 4.3. The 3–genus of T_{p−1,p} # J_p # J^r_p is^{p2 +1}_2 .

Proof. We have g_3(T_{p−1,p}) =^{(p−2)(p−1)}_2 . Since J_p =^{3p−1}_4 D(T_{2,3}) and g_3(D(T_{2,3})) = 1, we have

g_3(T_{p−1,p} # J_p # J^r_p ) =

(p − 2)(p − 1) 2 + 3p − 1 2 = p^2 + 1 2 . □

PSfrag replacements

Figure 3. Surgery diagram of Σ(K_p) as p^2–surgery on T_{p−1,p} # J_p # J^r_p .

5. Background on Heegaard Floer homology

In this section, we collect some basic facts about Ozsváth and Szabó’s Heegaard Floer homology invariants. Our main purpose is to introduce the algebraic structures inherent in the theory. These structures will subsequently be exploited, both to define the correction terms used for our concordance obstruction and to aid in its calculation. Details regarding the invariants used here can be found in [39, 43, 42]. Throughout, we let F = Z/2Z denote the field with 2 elements. Many of the chain complexes and homology groups in what follows have gradings; these are indicated by subscripts when we discuss groups in a single grading and are omitted otherwise.

5.1. The chain complexes and the definition of d. In [39], Ozsváth and Szabó associate various chain complexes to a pair, (Y, s), consisting of an oriented Q– homology sphere, Y , and a Spin^c structure s (invariants are defined for arbitrary 3–manifolds, but those of rational homology spheres will be sufficient for our applications). As input, the theory takes a pointed Heegaard diagram for Y consisting of a surface Σ of genus g, together with two g–tuples of attaching curves, ⃗α, ⃗β, and a distinguished basepoint in their complement, z. By taking the g–fold symmetric product of the diagram one arrives at a 2g–dimensional (complex) manifold, together with two g–dimensional submanifolds, denoted T_α, T_β. The basepoint leads to a complex hypersurface, V_z , consisting of those unordered g–tuples of points on Σ, at least one of which is z.

The most general Heegaard Floer complex is denoted CF^∞(Y, s). It is generated by pairs, [x, i], where x ∈ T_α ∩ T_β is an intersection point, i ∈ Z is an integer, and s_z(x) = s (the basepoint induces a map s_z : T_α ∩ T_β → Spin^c(Y )). Roughly speaking, the boundary operator counts pseudo-holomorphic disks in the symmetric product that connect x to y. The integer keeps track of the algebraic intersection number of such disks with the hypersurface, V_z . By identifying [x, i] with U^{−i} · x, the chain groups can be thought of more algebraically as the free F[U, U^{−1} ] module generated by intersection points of T_α and T_β . Here U is a formal polynomial variable, and under this correspondence we have U^i · [x, j] = [x, j − i]. The complex is relatively Z–graded by the formula gr([x, i]) − gr([y, j]) = μ(ϕ) − 2(i − j), where μ(ϕ) denotes the Maslov index of any Whitney disk connecting x to y. With this formula, it is clear that the variable U (respectively U^{−1}) carries a grading of −2 (respectively 2). Moreover, the complex can be endowed with an absolute grading, which takes values in r + Z, where r ∈ Q is a fixed (dependent only on s) rational number. This grading, which we denote gr, is defined in the spirit of index theory for 4–manifolds with boundary, [2] and considers characteristic numbers of a Spin^c cobordism between (Y, s) and the 3–sphere. For details on the absolute grading, see [40, 43].

We denote the homology of the above complex by HF^∞(Y, s). By itself, this invariant is rather uninteresting, as indicated by the following theorem

Theorem 5.1. [41, Theorem 10.1] Let Y be a rational homology three sphere. Then HF^∞(Y, s) ∼= F[U, U^{−1} ], for any Spin^c structure, s.

The theory becomes more interesting when one notices that CF^∞(Y, s) has a distinguished subcomplex, consisting of pairs [x, i] with i < 0. We denote this subcomplex by CF^−(Y, s). That this is a subcomplex follows from the fact that pseudo-holomorphic disks intersect V_z positively, when transverse. We have the corresponding short exact sequence (5.1) 0 → CF^−(Y, s) → CF^∞(Y, s) → CF^∞(Y, s)/CF^−(Y, s) → 0. The quotient complex, which we henceforth denote by CF^+(Y, s), is generated by pairs [x, i] with i ≥ 0.

There is a fourth complex, denoted ^CF (Y, s), which frequently appears. It can be described as the complex ker{CF^{+ ·U}→ CF^+}. Perhaps more concretely, it is the complex generated by pairs [x, 0], whose boundary operator counts holomorphic disks that miss the hypersurface.

Theorem 1.1 of [39] indicates that the homology of all four of these chain complexes are invariants of the pair, (Y, s). That is, they are independent of the many choices involved in the construction: for example the Heegaard diagram, the almost complex structure on the symmetric product, and the basepoint. Note that all four groups are naturally modules over F[U], and the module structure is also an invariant of (Y, s). Of course it follows from the definitions that HF^∞ is also a module over F[U, U^{−1} ], and that the module structure on ^HF is trivial (in the sense that U acts as zero).

Theorem 5.1 allows the definition of a numerical invariant, the so-called “correction term” or d–invariant, of a Spin^c 3–manifold. Appropriately interpreted, this invariant serves as our concordance obstruction (see Definition 3.1 above).

Definition 5.2.

d(Y, s) = min α≠0∈HF^+ (Y,s) {gr(α) | α ∈ Im U^k, for all k ≥ 0} Note that d(Y, s) is a rational number, in general. The additivity and vanishing properties of d mentioned in Section 3 follow immediately from Theorems 4.3 and 1.1 of [43], respectively.

We conclude this subsection with an example.

Example: the 3–sphere. Examining the standard genus one Heegaard diagram for the 3–sphere allows one to compute its Floer homology directly. We have the following isomorphisms of F[U] modules, where the grading of the element 1 ∈ F[U] is equal to 0, and U carries (as above) a grading of −2. Note that S^3 carries a unique Spin^c structure, so we suppress this from the notation. HF^∞(S^3) ∼= F[U, U^{−1} ] HF^+(S^3) ∼= F[U, U^{−1} ]/U · F[U] HF^−(S^3) ∼= U · F[U] ^HF (S^3) ∼= F[U]/U · F[U] ∼= F Moreover, the long exact sequence of F[U]–modules coming from the short exact sequence (5.1) becomes 0 → U · F[U] → F[U, U^{−1} ] → F[U, U^{−1} ]/U · F[U] → 0, and the map ^HF (S^3) → HF^+(S^3) is injective.

Note that 1 ∈ HF^+(S^3) is in the image of U^k for all k ≥ 0, and has grading 0. Thus d(S^3) = 0.

5.2. Knot Floer homology and surgery on knots. The discussion of the last section implies that CF^∞(Y, s) is naturally a Z–filtered chain complex. Indeed, the subcomplexes U^d · CF^−(Y, s) are the corresponding terms in this filtration. Equivalently, the filtered subcomplexes are those generated by pairs [x, i] satisfying i < −d, where d ∈ Z. A knot K ⊂ Y induces a second filtration on CF^∞(Y, s), whose construction we briefly describe. For our purposes, it will be sufficient to consider the case of knots in the 3–sphere, K ⊂ S^3, and henceforth we deal exclusively with this special case.

Given K ⊂ S^3, the second filtration of CF^∞(S^3) arises by consideration of a doubly-pointed Heegaard diagram adapted to the knot. This is a Heegaard diagram with basepoints z and w for which K can be realized as the union of two arcs t_α ∪t_β , where t_α (respectively t_β ) is properly embedded in the handlebody specified by ⃗α (respectively ⃗β), and both arcs have common boundary consisting of z ∪ w.

The data above allows us to define a complex CF K^∞(K), freely generated as an F[U, U^{−1} ]–module by triples [x, i, j], i, j ∈ Z satisfying a homotopy-theoretic constraint:

⟨c_1(s(x)), [S]⟩ + 2(i − j) = 0.

Here c_1(s(x)) is the Chern class of a Spin^c structure associated to x on S^3_0 (K) (the manifold obtained by zero surgery on K), and [S] ∈ H_2(S^3_0 (K); Z) is the class that arises from extending a Seifert surface by the meridional disk of the surgery torus. The boundary operator on CF K^∞(K) is defined as before, except that now the second index keeps track of the intersection number of holomorphic disks with the hypersurface V_w, specified by the additional basepoint. Forgetting j, we are left with CF^∞(S^3), and positivity of intersections ensures that the projection [x, i, j] → j provides it with a second Z–filtration.

Thus CF K^∞(K) is a Z ⊕ Z–filtered chain complex; that is, a chain complex C_∗, together with a map F : C_∗ → Z ⊕ Z satisfying F(∂x) ≤ F(x), where ≤ is the standard partial order on Z⊕ Z. Theorem 3.1 of [42] shows that the Z⊕ Z–filtered chain homotopy type of CF K^∞(K) is an invariant of the isotopy class of K.

Much of the power of an invariant that takes values in the Z ⊕ Z–filtered chain homotopy category lies in our ability to derive further invariants by considering the homology of sub and quotient complexes. For instance, we can consider the subcomplex C_∗{max(i, j − m) < 0} ⊂ CF K^∞(K) generated by triples [x, i, j] satisfying max(i, j − m) < 0. The homology of this subcomplex is also an invariant of K. The corresponding quotient complex is generated by triples satisfying max(i, j−m) ≥ 0, and is denoted C_∗{max(i, j−m) ≥ 0}. We will suppress K from the notation for complexes derived from CF K^∞(K) whenever the particular knot is clear from the discussion.

In the present context, the importance of these knot invariants comes from the following theorem, which indicates that they can be identified with the Floer homology of manifolds obtained by surgery on K. To make this precise, denote by s_m ∈ Spin^c(S^3_q (K)) the unique Spin^c structure that extends over the 2–handle cobordism induced by q–surgery on K, to a Spin^c structure, t_m satisfying:

⟨c_1(t_m), [S]⟩ + q = 2m.

In terms of this labeling of Spin^c structures, we have

Theorem 5.3. [42, Theorem 4.4] Let K ⊂ S^3 be a knot of Seifert genus g_3(K) = g, and let q be a positive integer such that q ≥ 2g − 1. Then for all m satisfying |m| ≤^1_2 (q − 1), we have a chain homotopy equivalence of graded complexes over F[U], CF^+_∗ (S^3_q (K), s_m) ≃ C_{∗+s(q,m)}{max(i, j − m) ≥ 0}, where the grading shift s(q, m) is given by the following formula s(q, m) = −(2m − q)^2 + q 4q . 6. Computing d̄(S^3_{p2} (T_{p−1,p} # J_p # J^r_p )

In this section we turn to the computation of the concordance obstruction for our family of knots. Having identified the branched double cover of these knots with the manifolds obtained by p^2 surgery on the knot

L_p := T_{p−1,p} # J_p # J^r_p = T_{p−1,p} # 3p − 1 2 D(T_{2,3})

(see Proposition 4.2) we will accomplish this task by analyzing CF K^∞(L_p) and using Theorem 5.3 to extract the correction terms necessary for d̄.

Before going further, we describe some aspects of the computation in more detail. Theorem 5.3 allows us to compute HF^+(S^3_{p2} (L_p), s) completely in terms of CF K^∞(L_p). Furthermore, a Künneth theorem for knot Floer homology says that CF K^∞(K_1#K_2) ∼= CF K^∞(K_1) ⊗ CF K^∞(K_2). Thus it suffices, in principle, to know CF K^∞(D(T_{2,3})) and CF K^∞(T_{p−1,p}). The former invariant was studied in [24], while the latter was determined in [45]. While this appears to complete the picture, two issues make the situation more subtle.

The first issue is that the size of the chain complex grows very quickly with p; a minimal generating set for CF K^∞(L_p) as an F[U, U^{−1} ] module consists of (2p − 3)(15)^{3p−12} elements. Such a complex is somewhat unwieldy to work with in the context of Theorem 5.3. The second issue is that the results of [24] leave an ambiguity in the full nature of CF K^∞(D(T_{2,3})): the results of [24] only determine differentials in CF K^∞ that drop one or the other of the filtration indices, and not differentials that drop both.

In light of this, we found it convenient to distill only the properties of CF K^∞(L_p) necessary for the computation of a single d̄ invariant which, by Theorem 3.6, is sufficient for the topological applications. As it turns out, this requires far less information than the full Z ⊕ Z–filtered chain homotopy type of CF K^∞(L_p), and we hope that similar methods can be exploited to compute the correction terms in other situations when chain complexes become complicated or are only partially known.

6.1. Understanding CF K^∞(T_{p−1,p}). With the general strategy in place, we begin by studying the complex of the torus knot T_{p−1,p}. The filtered chain homotopy type of this complex is determined by the main theorem in [45]. For the specific case of T_{p−1,p}, the complex can also easily be understood from the definition, as T_{p−1,p} admits a genus one doubly-pointed Heegaard diagram. For such knots, the methods developed in Section 6.2 of [42] (and further exploited in [22]) allow one to compute the differential on CF K^∞ via the Riemann mapping theorem.

For our purposes, it will be most convenient to use Theorem 1.2 of [45] to understand the structure of CF K^∞(T_{p−1,p}). While the full Z⊕Z–filtered chain homotopy type of CF K^∞(T_{p−1,p}) can be determined from this theorem, it is stated as a result about the knot Floer homology groups. Recall that these groups, denoted ^ HF K_∗(K, j) are the associated graded groups of the subquotient complex C{i = 0} ⊂ CF K^∞(K), equipped with the Z–filtration [x, 0, j] → j.

To state the theorem, let

Δ_K (t) = j=g∑ j=−g a_j · t^j denote the Alexander polynomial, normalized so that a_j = a_{−j} and Δ_K (1) = 1. Let n_{−k} < ... < n_k, denote the sequence of integers, j, for which a_j ≠ 0. Under the assumption that some positive framed surgery on K produces a lens space (or, more generally, an L-space), Theorem 1.2 of [45] indicates that this sequence determines the knot Floer homology groups.

More precisely, we have ^HF K(K, j) = 0 unless j = n_s for some s, in which case ^ HF K(K, n_s) ∼= F. Moreover, the homological grading of ^HF K(K, n_s) is given by an integer δ_s, determined by the formulas (for l ≥ 0): δ_{k−2l} = −2 2l−1∑

j=0 (−1)^j · n_{k−j} , (6.1)

δ_{k−2l−1} = δ_{k−2(l+1)} + 1.

(6.2)

Note that we have expressed Ozsváth and Szabó’s recursive formula for δ_i in closed form, and that δ_k = 0 since the summation in this case is vacuous.

We now use this theorem to extract the properties of CF K^∞(T_{p−1,p}) needed for our application. To be more precise, when we refer to the chain complex CF K^∞(K) of a given knot, we really refer to the Z ⊕ Z–filtered chain homotopy type of CF K^∞(K). As such, we will always work with a representative for this type that is reduced, in the sense of [47, Section 4]. This means that the differential on CF K^∞(K) strictly lowers the (i, j) filtration. The existence of such a representative for any Z ⊕ Z–filtered chain homotopy type follows in exactly the same manner as the proof of [47, Lemma 4.5].

For the reader unfamiliar with the Floer homology of torus knots, it may be enlightening to skip the proof of the following proposition on first reading and proceed to the discussion immediately following it. There, we give a more conceptual description of the chain complexes that guided the statement and proof of the proposition.

Proposition 6.1. Consider the chain complex CF K^∞_∗ (T_{p−1,p}), for p odd. Then • Any chain [x, i, j] ∈ CF K^∞_0 (T_{p−1,p}) satisfies i + j ≥^{p2 −2p+1}_4 . • Any chain [x, i, j] ∈ CF K^∞_1 (T_{p−1,p}) satisfies i + j ≥^{p2 −1}_4 . • There exists a cycle [x,^{p2−4p+3}_8 ,^{p2 −1}_8 ] that is homologous to a generator of HF^∞_0 (S^3) ∼= F.

Proof. Since p^2 −p+1 surgery on T_{p−1,p} is a lens space [38], we can employ Ozsváth and Szabó’s theorem to compute the knot Floer homology groups. To begin, recall that Δ_{Tp−1,p} (t) = t^{−g} · (t^{(p−1)p} − 1)(t − 1) (t^{p−1} − 1)(t^p − 1) , where g =^{(p−2)(p−1)}_2 denotes the Seifert genus of T_{p−1,p}. This can be rewritten as Δ_{Tp−1,p} (t) = t^g · {1 − p−2∑ l=1 t^{−p(l−1)−1} + p−2∑ l=1 t^{−l(p−1)}}. (To demonstrate this equality, multiply by (t^{p−1} − 1)(t^p − 1). The first sum, when multiplied by (t^p − 1), becomes telescoping and collapses, as does the second sum when multiplied by (t^{p−1} − 1).)

It follows that the sequence of integers corresponding to t powers with nonvanishing coefficient can be expressed as the union of two sequences: n_{k−2l} = g − l(p − 1) l = 0, ..., p − 2 n_{k−2l−1} = g − lp − 1 l = 0, ..., p − 3, Here, k is easily seen to equal p − 2, as there are 2p − 3 non-vanishing coefficients in Δ_{Tp−1,p} (t).

Straightforward algebra determines the gradings {δ_s} from the {n_s}: δ_{k−2l} = −l(l + 1) l = 0, ..., p − 2 δ_{k−2l+1} = −l(l + 1) + 1 l = 1, ..., p − 2. As above, {n_s, δ_s} determine the knot Floer homology groups. Up to Z ⊕ Z–filtered chain homotopy equivalence, these groups generate CF K^∞(K) as an F[U, U^{−1} ]–module. That is, we have identifications (6.3) ^HF K_∗(K, j) ∼= C_∗{0, j} ∼= C_{∗−2n}{−n, j − n}, for all j, n, ∗, where the first isomorphism holds since we work with a reduced representative for CF K^∞, and the second isomorphism is induced by the action of U^n. Now a basis for the knot Floer homology groups yields chains [x_s, 0, n_s] s = −p + 2, ..., p − 2 satisfying gr([x_s, 0, n_s]) = δ_s.

Equation (6.3) shows that these chains generate CF K^∞(T_{p−1,p}). Since we wish to understand CF K^∞_0 , it suffices to identify the chains U^n · [x_s, 0, n_s] with grading zero. We have gr(U^n · [x_s, 0, n_s]) = −2n + δ_s, from which it follows that U^{− l(l+1)2} · [x_{k−2l}, 0, n_{k−2l}] l = 0, ..., p − 2 generate CF K^∞_0 . But these chains satisfy

i + j = l(l + 1) + n_{k−2l} = g + l^2 − lp + 2l.

Recalling that g =^{(p−2)(p−1)}_2 , it follows that the sum is bounded below (as l varies) by^{p2 −2p+1}_4 , as claimed.

The second part of the lemma follows in the same manner. This time, we find that U^{− l(l+1)2} [x_{k−2l+1}, 0, n_{k−2l+1}] generate CF K^∞_1 , with filtration values satisfying:

i + j = l(l + 1) + n_{k−2l+1} = g + l^2 − l(p − 1) + p − 1.

Here, the minimum value of^{p2 −1}_4 occurs when l =^{p−1}_2 .

As for the last part of the proposition, we claim that every chain in CF K^∞_{ev} (T_{p−1,p}) is non-trivial in HF^∞(S^3). Granting this, the proof is finished: the chain in CF K^∞_0 corresponding to l =^{p−3}_2 is easily seen to have the desired filtration values.

To prove the claim, first note that it is enough to prove it for C_{ev} {i = 0}; that is, for the chains in CF K^∞_{ev} identified with the even graded knot Floer homology groups. This follows from the action of F[U, U^{−1} ] on CF K^∞. Hence it remains to show that each of the p − 1 chains above, [x_{k−2l}, 0, n_{k−2l}], represent non-trivial classes in HF^∞(S^3) ∼= F[U, U^{−1} ].

To see this, pick any [x_{k−2l}, 0, n_{k−2l}] and consider the diagram of chain complexes and chain maps CF K^∞(Tp−1,p) π < [x_{k−2l}, 0, n_{k−2l}] >^{i1}−−−−−→ C{max(i, j) = n_{k−2l}}^{i2}−−−−−→ C{max(i, j) ≥ n_{k−2l}} Here, the lower left complex is the complex generated by [x_{k−2l}, 0, n_{k−2l}], i_1 is its inclusion into the subquotient complex indicated, i_2 is the subsequent inclusion into the quotient complex, and π is the projection of CF K^∞ onto the quotient.

Taking homology, we claim this diagram becomes F[U, U^{−1}] π∗ F^{(i1 )∗} −−−−−→ F^{(i2 )∗}−−−−−→ F[U, U^{−1}]/U · F[U] where (i_1)_∗ is an isomorphism, (i_2)_∗ is an injection, and π_∗ is surjective.

Write N = p^2 − p + 1. That (i_2)_∗ is injective follows from the fact that i_2 is chain homotopic, up to an overall grading shift, to the inclusion ^CF (S^3_N (T_{p−1,p})), s_{nk−2l} ) → CF^+(S^3_N (T_{p−1,p})), s_{nk−2l} ), by Theorem 5.3 (since ^CF is the kernel of U), together with the fact that S^3_N (T_{p−1,p}) is an L-space (and hence the map is isomorphic to the corresponding map ^HF (S^3) → HF^+(S^3), up to a grading shift).

Similar considerations show that π_∗ is surjective; this time Theorem 5.3 shows that π_∗ is chain homotopic to the map HF^∞(S^3_N (T_{p−1,p})) → HF^+(S^3_N (T_{p−1,p})), which, since S^3_N (T_{p−1,p}) is an L-space, is isomorphic to the corresponding map for S^3.

Finally, to see that (i_1)_∗ is injective (and therefore an isomorphism), we first note that [x_{k−2l}, 0, n_{k−2l}] has strictly larger grading than every other chain in C{max(i, j) = n_{k−2l}}, and hence cannot become a boundary under i_1. Similarly, ∂ ∘ i_1 ≡ 0 for grading reasons: If l > 0, then all other chains have grading at least 3 less than x_{k−2l}, and hence there are no non-trivial differentials emanating from x_{k−2l}. For l = 0, ∂i_1(x_k) = 0 as well, since i_1(x_k ) is the only chain in C{max(i, j) = n_k} with grading zero, but the homology of this complex is isomorphic to ^HF (S^3) (which is supported in grading zero).

By tracing the the homology class generated by [x_{k−2l}, 0, n_{k−2l}] into H_∗(CF K^∞(T_{p−1,p})) ∼= HF^∞(S^3) ∼= F[U, U^{−1} ], through the second diagram, we see that it represents a non-trivial class, as claimed. This completes the proof of the proposition. □ The structure of CF K^∞(T_{p−1,p}) is perhaps best understood through an example, which we include for the reader’s convenience. Figure 4 illustrates a specific subcomplex of CF K^∞(T_{4,5}), shown in the (i, j)–filtration plane. We denote this subcomplex by C(4, 5). Letters represent chains (over F = Z/2Z) and an arrow between letters indicates that the terminal chain appears in the boundary of the initial. The element represented a is at filtration level (−3, 3) and has grading −6. The full complex CF K^∞(T_{4,5}) is generated by C(4, 5) as an F[U, U^{−1} ]–module; that is, CF K^∞(T_{4,5}) = C(4, 5) ⊗_F F[U, U^{−1} ]. Thus the full complex has a copy of C(4, 5) corresponding to each integer, with each copy specified by the filtration (n, n) of the chain coming from the translate of d. The transformation U^k acts on the total complex by translation by (−k, −k).

The chain complex for the (p−1, p) torus knot is similar. Again, there is a distinguished subcomplex generating CF K^∞(T_{p−1,p}) whose shape resembles a staircase. Instead of 7 chains, the general staircase is comprised of 2p − 3 chains. The first step down has length p − 2. Subsequent steps decrease in length by one until arriving at the final step, whose length is one. The width of the steps follows a similar pattern, beginning with an arrow of width one. As one travels down the staircase, subsequent arrows increase in width by one. That this subcomplex generates CF K^∞(T_{p−1,p}) as an F[U, U^{−1} ]–module follows from Theorem 1.2 of [45].

Returning to the special case of T_{4,5}, we point out that the homology of the subcomplex C(4, 5) is F, generated by a (or c, e, or g). Thus we have H_∗(CF K^∞(T_{p−1,p})) ∼= F[U, U^{−1} ], as expected (CF K^∞ is, after all, a filtered version of CF^∞(S^3)). The grading of e was determined in the course of the proof of the preceding lemma (where e was called [x_{−1}, 0, −2]). There, the grading was shown to be δ_{−1} = −6. Since arrows decrease the grading by one, this determines the grading on the complex completely.

PSfrag replacements

Figure 4. A Z⊕Z–filtered subcomplex of CF K^∞(T_{4,5}) that freely generates it as an F[U, U^{−1} ] module.

An alternative, and often convenient, method for determining the grading follows from the observation that U^{−3} · a generates H_∗(C{i = 0}) ∼= ^HF_∗(S^3) ∼= F. Since this latter group is supported in degree zero, and since U carries a grading of −2, it follows that a has grading −6.

6.2. Example: computing d(S^3_{25}(T_{4,5}), s_m). To indicate the general route to the correction terms through knot Floer homology, we now compute d–invariants for surgery on the (4, 5) torus knot. We restrict our attention to Spin^c structures, s_m, for m = 0, 5 and 10.

According to Theorem 5.3, in order to find d(S^3_{25}(T_{4,5}), s_0) we consider the quotient complex C{max(i, j) ≥ 0}. The homology of this quotient is isomorphic to F[U, U^{−1} ]/U · F[U], with 1 represented by the cycle a (or any cycle homologous to it). Since U^± carries a grading of ∓2, it follows that a represents the element of least grading in C{max(i, j) ≥ 0} that is in the image of U^k for all k ≥ 0. As a chain in CF^∞(S^3), the discussion above showed that gr(a) = −6. Viewed as a chain in CF^+(S^3_{25}(T_{4,5}), s_0) under the isomorphism of Theorem 5.3, the grading of a must be shifted down by^{−(2m−q)2 +q}_{4q} , where m = 0 and q = 25. Simplifying, we see that

d(S^3_{25}(T_{4,5}), s_0) = −6 − ( −(0 − 25)^2 + 25 4 · 25 ) = 0.

The same approach calculates d(S^3_{25}(T_{4,5}), s_5). Here we examine the quotient complex C{max(i, j −5) ≥ 0}. The only chains in C(4, 5) contained in this quotient are d, e, f, and g. By themselves, these chains do not yield non-trivial homology classes, as e is the boundary of d which, in turn, is homologous to g. Similarly, the part of U^{−1} · C(4, 5) contained in C{max(i, j − 5) ≥ 0} does not carry non-trivial homology classes. On the other hand, U^{−2} · C(4, 5) is entirely contained within C{max(i, j − 5) ≥ 0}, and hence its homology contributes to the homology of the quotient. Indeed, we have H_∗(C{max(i, j − 5) ≥ 0}) ∼= F[U, U^{−1} ]/U^{−1}F[U], and a representative for the class U^{−2} is provided by the cycle U^{−2} · a. As a chain in CF^∞(S^3) we have gr(U^{−2}a) = 4 + gr(a) = 4 − 6 = −2. Shifting this grading by s(q, p) with p = 5, q = 25 yields

d(S^3_{25}(T_{4,5}), s_5) = −2 − ( −((2)(5) − 25)^2 + 25 4 · 25 ) = 0.

Finally, we perform the same analysis to determine d(S^3_{25}(T_{4,5}), s_{10}). The first translate of C(4, 5) that generates non-trivial homology classes in the relevant quotient is U^{−3}C(4, 5), and we see that C{max(i, j − 10) ≥ 0} ∼= F[U, U^{−1} ]/U^{−2}F[U], with U^{−3} represented by the chain U^{−3} · a. Applying the shift yields

d(S^3_{25}(T_{4,5}), s_{10}) = gr(U^{−3}a) − ( −((2)(10) − 25)^2 + 25 100 ) = 6 − 6 + 0 = 0.

That all these turn out to be 0 is expected, since S^3_{25}(T_{4,5}) is the 2–fold branched cover of a smoothly slice knot and hence bounds a rational homology ball. (The slice knot giving rise to S^3_{25}(T_{4,5}) through its branched double cover is the knot obtained by our construction, replacing each Whitehead double in K_5 with an unknot.)

6.3. Dealing with the doubled summand. As mentioned in the beginning of this section, we will understand the Floer complex of L_p = T_{p−1,p} #^{3p−1}_2 D(T_{2,3}) by a Künneth-type theorem for connected sums. To use this, we must understand the key aspects of CF K^∞(D(T_{2,3})). We remind the reader that CF K^∞ denotes a particular reduced chain complex representing the Z ⊕ Z–filtered chain homotopy type, and that D(K) is the untwisted, positive-clasped, Whitehead double of K. We have an analogue of Proposition 6.1 for the Whitehead double.

Proposition 6.2. The chain complex CF K^∞_∗ (D(T_{2,3})) satisfies the following:

• Any chain [x, i, j] ∈ CF K^∞_0 (D(T_{2,3})) satisfies i + j ≥ 1. • Any chain [x, i, j] ∈ CF K^∞_1 (D(T_{2,3})) satisfies i + j ≥ 2. • There exist cycles [x, 0, 1], [y, 1, 0] ∈ CF K^∞_0 (D(T_{2,3})) that are homologous to a generator of HF^∞_0 (S^3) ∼= F.

Proof. The proof relies on the results of [24]. Applied to the Whitehead double, Theorem 1.2 of [24] shows that

^ HF K_∗(D(T_{2,3}), j) ∼= F^2_{(0)} ⊕ F^2_{(−1)} j = 1 F^3_{(−1)} ⊕ F^4_{(−2)} j = 0 F^2_{(−2)} ⊕ F^2_{(−3)} j = −1

The subscripts in the groups refer to the gradings.

Up to Z ⊕ Z–filtered chain homotopy equivalence, a basis for the above groups forms a basis for CF K^∞(D(T_{2,3})) as an F[U, U^{−1} ]–module; see Equation (6.3). Henceforth we let CF K^∞(D(T_{2,3})) denote this particular representative of the chain homotopy equivalence class. Since the variable U carries homological degree −2 and Z ⊕ Z filtration (−1, −1), we see immediately that any chain [x, i, j] ∈ CF K^∞_0 (D(T_{2,3})) satisfies i + j ≥ 1. Indeed, the only chains in CF K^∞_0 (D(T_{2,3})) are supported in filtration levels (1, 0), (0, 1), and (1, 1). This proves the first part of the proposition. The second part follows similarly: the only chains in CF K^∞_1 are supported in filtration levels (1, 2), (1, 1), and (2, 1).

To prove the last part, consider the subcomplex C{i < −d} ⊂ CF K^∞. Forgetting the additional Z-filtration induced by the knot, we have a chain homotopy equivalence C{i < −d} ≃ U^d · CF^−(S^3), where the latter is the subcomplex in the natural filtration of CF^∞(S^3) described in the first paragraph of Subsection 5.2. The map induced on homology by the inclusion

ι : U^d · CF^−(S^3) → CF^∞(S^3), is easily seen to be injective; indeed, it is given by

(ι)_∗ : U^{d+1} · F[U] → F[U, U^{−1} ].

Since 1 ∈ F[U, U^{−1} ] is the unique class in HF^∞_0 (S^3), it follows that the subcomplex U^{−1} · CF^−(S^3) ≃ C{i < 1} ⊂ CF K^∞ contains a cycle homologous to the generator of HF^∞_0 (S^3). It follows immediately from the description of the knot Floer homology given above, however, that the only chains in C{i < 1} = C{i ≤ 0} ⊂ CF K^∞(D(T_{2,3})) with homological grading zero have filtration level (0, 1). Thus there exists a cycle [x, 0, 1] ∈ CF K^∞_0 (D(T_{2,3})) which is homologous to a generator of HF^∞_0 (S^3) ∼= F, as claimed.

To obtain the other cycle [y, 1, 0], it suffices to recall that there is a Z⊕Z–filtered chain homotopy equivalence between CF K^∞(D(T_{2,3})) and the complex obtained from it by interchanging the roles of i and j, see [42, Section 3.5, Propositions 3.8, 3.9]. □ 6.4. Essential properties of CF K^∞_∗ (T_{p−1,p} #^{3p−1}_2 D(T_{2,3})). The following theorem combines Propositions 6.1 and 6.2 to extract the key features of the chain complex for L_p.

Theorem 6.3. (1) There is an equivalence of Z ⊕ Z–filtered chain complexes CF K^∞(T_{p−1,p} # 3p − 1 2 D(T_{2,3})) ≃ CF K^∞(T_{p−1,p})⊗_{Z[U,U} −1_]CF K^∞(D(T_{2,3}))^{⊗ 3p−12} . (2) Any chain [x, i, j] ∈ CF K^∞_0 (T_{p−1,p} #^{3p−1}_2 D(T_{2,3})) satisfies i+j ≥^{p2 +4p−1}_4 . (3) There exists a cycle [x,^{p2−1}_8 ,^{p2 +8p−1}_8 ] ∈ CF K^∞_0 (T_{p−1,p} #^{3p−1}_2 D(T_{2,3})) whose homology class generates HF^∞_0 (S^3) ∼= F.

Proof. According to Theorem 7.1 of [42], the chain complex associated to the connected sums of knots is the filtered tensor product of the complexes associated to the constituent knots. The first statement is a direct application of this theorem.

The second statement follows from the first, together with propositions 6.1 and 6.2. More precisely, any chain in the filtered tensor product can be decomposed as a sum Σ_l ψ^l_0 ⊗ θ^l_1 ⊗ ... ⊗ θ^l3p−1_2

where ψ^l_0 ∈ CF K^∞(T_{p−1,p}) and θ^l_j ∈ CF K^∞(D(T_{2,3})). Restricting attention to CF K^∞_0 , we find that each term in the sum satisfies

0 = gr(ψ^l_0 ⊗ θ^l_1 ⊗ ... ⊗ θ^l3p−1_2 ) = gr(ψ^l_0) + gr(θ^l_1) + ... + gr(θ^l3p−1_2 ).

We may further assume that each of the chains, ψ^l_0, θ^l_j takes grading values in the set {−1, 0, 1}, with the added restriction that the number of chains with grading +1 is the same as the number with −1. This follows from the U action on the tensor product, since we may write any individual θ with |gr(θ)| > 1 as U^kθ^′ where gr(θ^′) ∈ {−1, 0, 1}. Propositions 6.1 and 6.2 give bounds for the filtration indices associated to any chain with grading 0, 1, and this yields bounds for chains with grading −1 as well. Indeed, any chain CF K_{−1}(D(T_{2,3})) satisfies i + j ≥ 0 and any chain CF K_{−1}(T_{p−1,p}) satisfies i + j ≥^{p2−9}_4 , since such chains can be expressed as U · ρ for ρ ∈ CF K^∞_1 . Additivity of the filtration under tensor product now implies the desired bound.

For the third statement, the desired generator is formed as the tensor product of the cycle [x,^{p2−4p+3}_8 ,^{p2 −1}_8 ] ∈ CF K^∞_0 (T_{p−1,p}) from Lemma 6.1, p copies of the cycle [x, 0, 1] ∈ CF K^∞_0 (D(T_{2,3})) and^{p−1}_2 copies of the cycle [y, 1, 0] ∈ CF K^∞_0 (D(T_{2,3})) from Proposition 6.2. □

6.5. Computing d. The work of the previous subsections was aimed at the following non-vanishing theorem for the d̄–invariant.

Theorem 6.4. With the notation above, d(S^3_{p2} (L_p), s_0) ≤ −p−1 and d(S^3_{p2} (L_p), s_p) = −p + 1. In particular, d̄(S^3_{p2} (L_p), s_p) ≥ 2.

Proof. By Theorem 6.3, all chains in CF K^∞_0 (L_p) have (i, j)–filtration indices satisfying i + j ≥^{p2 +4p−1}_4 . This holds, in particular, for any cycle θ homologous to a generator of HF^∞_0 (S^3). For each such cycle, it follows that U^{p2+4p+38} θ has filtration level satisfying i + j ≥ −1. Thus U^{p2+4p+38} θ has one of i or j nonnegative, so that U^{p2+4p+38} θ ∈ C{max(i, j) ≥ 0} and can be viewed as homology class in HF^+(S^3_{p2} (L_p), s_0) under the identification given by Theorem 5.3. By equivariance of CF K^∞ with respect to the action of F[U, U^{−1} ], we see that U^{p2+4p+38} θ is a cycle whose homology class generates the summand of HF^∞(S^3) in grading

gr(U^{p2+4p+38} θ) = −2 · p^2 + 4p + 3 8 + gr(θ) = − (p + 1)(p + 3) 4 + 0.

Such a cycle is in the image of U^i for all i, so that if we view it as a (nonzero) homology class in HF^+(S^3_{p2} (L_p), s_0), its grading gives an upper bound for d(S^3_{p2} (L_p), s_0). This grading, in turn, is determined by the degree shift formula to be −^{(p+1)(p+3)}_4 −^{−p2 +1}_4 = −p − 1. (Here we use m = 0 and q = p^2 to compute the degree shift,^{−p2 +1}_4 ).

For the second statement, consider the generator ρ = U^{p2−18} · [x,^{p2 −1}_8 ,^{p2 +8p−1}_8 ], where [x,^{p2 −1}_8 ,^{p2 +8p−1}_8 ] is given by the third statement in Theorem 6.3. Observe that ρ = [x, 0, p] ∈ C{max(i, j − p) ≥ 0} whereas U^k · ρ = [x, −k, p − k] /∈ C{max(i, j − p) ≥ 0}, for all k > 0. By equivariance, ρ is in the image of U^i for all i ≥ 0. Moreover, the first observation above, together with Theorem 5.3, allows us to view ρ as a homology class in HF^+(S^3_{p2} (L_p), s_p).

Now this class may be zero. Indeed, while [ρ] is non-zero in HF^∞(S^3) it could be a boundary in the quotient complex C{max(i, j−p) ≥ 0}. The algebraic mechanism by which this could occur is illustrated in the example of Section 6.2. There, the cycle e generated HF^∞_{−6}(S^3), but was null-homologous in the quotient complex used for the computation of d(S^3_{25}(T_{4,5}), s_5).

On the other hand, since CF K^∞ is finitely generated as an F–module for any fixed degree, we know that for all ∗ ≫ 0, C_∗{max(i, j − p) ≥ 0} ∼= CF^∞_∗ (S^3), Hence [U^{−k}ρ] is a non-trivial homology class in either group for sufficiently large k > 0. It follows that

min{gr(U^{−k}ρ) | [U^{−k}ρ] ≠ 0 ∈ HF^+(S^3_p2 (L_p), s_p)}

is well-defined and equals d(S^3_{p2} (L_p), s_p). The second observation above shows that [U^k · ρ] = 0 ∈ HF^+(S^3_{p2} (L_p), s_p) for all k > 0, so that the grading of ρ, shifted by the quantity s(p^2, p), provides a lower bound for d(S^3_{p2} (L_p), s_p). Explicitly, we have gr(ρ) − s(p^2, p) = −2 · p^2 − 1 8 − −p^2 + 4p − 3 4 = −p + 1, and we see that d(S^3_{p2} (L_p), s_p) ≥ −p + 1, as claimed. □ Given the result of Theorem 6.4 that d̄(S^3_{p2} (L_p), s_p) ≥ 2, we have now completed the final details for the proof of Theorem A as outlined in the introduction.

7. Rational homology cobordisms

The study of knot concordance is closely related to the study of homology cobordism of rational homology spheres. To make this formal, denote by Ω^Q_{spin} the group of smooth spin Q–homology 3–spheres, modulo smooth spin Q–homology cobordisms. For any prime-power p^k, there is a homomorphism C → Ω^Q_{spin} induced by taking p^k–fold branched covers (see [23, §2] for a discussion of the spin structure) and many invariants of knot concordance (such as the ones used in this paper) factor through these maps. From this point of view, integral homology spheres are analogous to knots with Alexander polynomial 1.

As an alternative, the 2–fold branched cover of a knot K is a Z/2Z–homology sphere. If we denote by Ω^{Z/2Z} the group of Z/2Z–homology spheres modulo Z/2Z– homology cobordism, the corresponding homomorphism maps C → Ω^{Z/2Z}.

For the remainder of this section, we use Ω to denote either of Ω^Q_{spin} or Ω^{Z/2Z}. In either case, Ω contains a subgroup generated by integral homology spheres.

We denote this subgroup Ω_I . Recall that Freedman’s simply-connected surgery theory implies that any element in Ω represented by an integral homology sphere bounds a topological homology ball, and thus Ω_I is in the kernel of the homomorphism Ω → Ω^{top}, where Ω^{top} denotes the corresponding topological cobordism group. Denote this kernel by Ω_T . Thus Ω_I ⊂ Ω_T .

By analogy with the question of whether a topologically slice knot is smoothly concordant to a knot of polynomial 1 (that is, does C_Δ = C_T ?), we may ask whether Ω_I = Ω_T . Theorem A provides a negative answer, which we may state in the following terms.

Theorem 7.1. Ω_T /Ω_I contains an infinitely generated free subgroup, where Ω = Ω^Q_{spin} or Ω = Ω^{Z/2Z}.

Proof. The 2–fold branched cover of any knot, Σ(K), is a Z/2Z–homology ball, and thus also a rational homology ball. Since K_p is topologically slice, the 2–fold branched cover of B^4 over the slice disk is a Z/2Z–homology ball, and thus also a rational homology ball. This cover, and its boundary Σ(K_p), have unique spin structures. Hence, for all p, Σ(K_p) represents a class in Ω_T . The proof of Theorem A shows that no linear combination of the Σ(K_p) together with an integral homology sphere is trivial in Ω. Thus, {Σ(K_p)}_{p∈P} form an infinite linearly independent set in Ω_T /Ω_I (here P is, as before, the set of primes congruent to 3 modulo 4). □

The rational homology balls bounded by the double branched covers Σ(K_p) are interesting from the point of view of 4–dimensional handlebody theory. It follows from Cerf theory that a compact 4–manifold M that has a handlebody structure is smoothable; a weaker structure on M is discussed in [27, Problem 4.74] and is sometimes called a pseudo-handlebody structure. This is a decomposition of M = M_0 ∪_Σ Δ where M_0 is smooth (and hence has a handle decomposition relative to its boundary) and Δ is contractible. Examples of manifolds without such structures were constructed by Stong and Taylor; see, for example, the discussion after [27, Problem 4.74]. Theorem 7.1 gives rise to further examples of such manifolds.

Proposition 7.2. Suppose that W is a topological rational homology ball and that ∂W is not smoothly rationally homology cobordant to an integral homology sphere. Then W does not have a pseudo-handlebody structure.

Corollary 7.3. Let W_p be the 2–fold cover of B^4, branched along the topological slice disk for K_p. Then W_p does not have a pseudo-handlebody structure.

8. Boundary links

Our techniques also apply to understanding an important issue that arises in the theory of link concordance. Recall that a link L = L_1 ∪ · · · ∪ L_k is called a boundary link if its components bound disjoint Seifert surfaces. It is well-known that not every link is concordant to a boundary link. The methods for demonstrating this [7, 29, 21, 35, 36] typically show that a given link is not topologically (locally flat) concordant to a boundary link. As in knot concordance, this raises the question addressed in this section: is every link that is topologically concordant to a boundary link in fact smoothly concordant to a boundary link? The 2–component link L_p illustrated in Figure 5, where −p denotes half twists between the bands, provides a counterexample.

Theorem 8.1. For any p ≡ 3 mod 4, the 2–component link in Figure 5 is topologically slice (and hence concordant to a boundary link) but not smoothly concordant to a boundary link.

The proof requires some preparatory material.

Lemma 8.2. Suppose that a link L = (L_1, L_2) ⊂ S^3 × {1} is concordant to a boundary link L^′ = (L^′_1, L^′_2) ⊂ S^3 ×{0} via a concordance C ∼= C_1 ∐C_2 ⊂ S^3 ×[0, 1]. Let Σ^′_i be disjoint Seifert surfaces for L^′_1, L^′_2, and let Σ_i = C_i ∪_L′_i Σ^′_i. Finally, view B^4 as the union along S^3 × {0} of S^3 × [0, 1] with a 4–ball, and view all of the

PSfrag replacements

Figure 5. The link L_p = K_p ∪ α.

surfaces just described as embedded in B^4. Then the map H_1(Σ_1) → H_1(B^4 − Σ_2) induced by inclusion is trivial.

This follows from the fact that curves on Σ^′_1 ⊂ S^3 × {0} have trivial linking number with L^′_2.

Proof of Theorem 8.1. For simplicity the link will simply be referred to as L = K ∪ α. To see that L is a topologically slice link, do the band move indicated by the dotted line in Figure 5. After the band move indicated in Figure 5, the link becomes two parallel copies of J, separated from α by a 2–sphere. The band gives rise to a genus 0 cobordism in S^3 × [0, 1] from L to two parallel copies of J having linking number 0. Moreover, this cobordism is separated from α × [0, 1]. Glue a 4–ball to S^3 × [0, 1] as above, and recall that J is chosen to be topologically slice, so that we can cap off both copies of J with slice disks, and α × {0} with a disk as well, to give a topological slice for L.

Suppose that L is smoothly concordant to a boundary link, by a concordance C = C_K ∪ C_α. Let r be a reflection of S^3, and let −C be the image of C under r × id_I : S^3 × I. Gluing C to −C along the component C_K would then give a concordance from the 3–component link L̂_p drawn in Figure 6 to a boundary link.

To complete the proof of the theorem, we show that L̂_p is not concordant to a boundary link. If L̂_p were concordant to a boundary link, then the component of the boundary link corresponding to (the slice knot) K_p# − K_p would be slice. Attach a 4–ball to the S^3 × I containing the concordance, and add on a slicing disk to that component, yielding a slicing disk D for K_p# − K_p in B^4. The knots α and β bound disjoint surfaces in the complement of D, and according to Lemma 8.2 the inclusions of these surfaces in B^4 − D induce trivial maps in H_1. This is illustrated schematically in Figure 7.

Let W be the 2–fold branched cover of B^4, branched along D; this is a rational homology ball and its boundary is Σ(K_p# − K_p), which is diffeomorphic to the connected sum Σ(K_p)# − Σ(K_p). Since H_1(Σ(K_p# − K_p)) ∼= Z_p2 ⊕ Z_p2, we know that ker [H_1(Σ(K_p# − K_p)) → H_1(W )] has order p^2. To determine this kernel more precisely, observe that by Lemma 8.2, H_1 of the surfaces bounded by α and β becomes trivial in B^4 − D, so those surfaces lift to W . In particular, the inverse

PSfrag replacements

Figure 6. L̂_p = K_p# − K_p ∪ α ∪ β.

PSfrag replacements

Figure 7. Concordance to a boundary link, with one component filled in by a slicing disk.

image of α consists of two curves, each of which is null-homologous in W , and similarly for β. Let us write α̃ for one of those lifts, and β̃ for one of the lifts of β.

A surgery picture for Σ(K_p# − K_p) is obtained from a copy of the diagram in Figure 2 for Σ(K_p), together with its reflection. The curve α̃ appears as a meridian of the −1 framed unknot; when that unknot is blown down to produce Figure 3, α̃ twists p times around the knot T_{p−1,p} # J_p # J^r_p . Similarly, β̃ twists p times around −(T_{p−1,p} # J_p # J^r_p ). Since H_1(Σ(K_p#−K_p)) is generated by the meridians of those two knots, it follows that α̃ and β̃ generate ker [H_1(Σ(K_p# − K_p)) → H_1(W )] ∼= Z_p ⊕ Z_p.

Writing, as before s_i ⊕ s_j for the Spin^c structure corresponding to the element (i, j) ∈ H_1(Σ(K_p# − K_p)), we see that d((Σ(K_p)# − Σ(K_p), s_{pi} ⊕ s_{pj} ) = 0 for all i, j. But d((Σ(K_p)# − Σ(K_p), s_{pi} ⊕ s_{pj} ) = d(Σ(K_p), s_{pi}) − d(Σ(K_p), s_{pj} ).

Taking j = 0, we see that d̄ vanishes on the subgroup pZ/p^2Z. This contradicts Theorem 6.4, and hence the theorem is proved. □

Appendix A. Metabolizers for (Z/p^2Z)^n and d̄

Let M ⊂ H_1(nY_p) ∼= (Z/p^2Z)^n be a subgroup of order p^n on which d̄ vanishes. We let M_p = {m ∈ M | pm = 0}. To each m = p(m_1, . . . , m_n) ∈ M_p we have a relation ∑¯ d(Y_p, s_{pmi} ) = 0. Our goal is to show that these relations are sufficient to conclude d̄(Y_p, s_{kp}) = 0 for all k. We state this as a theorem, the proof of which occupies this appendix.

Theorem A.1. Let M ⊂ H_1(nY_p) ∼= (Z/p^2Z)^n be a metabolizer, and suppose that d̄(nY_p, s_m) = 0 for all m ∈ M. Then d̄(Y_p, s_{ip}) = 0 for all i.

A.1. Special elements in the metabolizer. We begin by showing that any metabolizer contains element of a special type.

Theorem A.2. If M ⊂ (Z/p^2Z)^n has order p^n, then it contains an element of the form z = (b_1, b_2, . . . , b_n) where at least n/2 of the b_i are equal to p ∈ Z/p^2Z and all b_i are multiples of p.

Proof. Any generating set for M must have at least n/2 elements. (This holds whether n is even or odd.) Let a minimal generating set for M consist of elements v_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ N. After perhaps rearranging the order of the summands of (Z/p^2Z)^n, a change of generating sets (corresponding to performing row operations in the Gauss-Jordan algorithm) yields generators of the form w_i = (0, . . . , 0, w_{i,i}, 0, . . . , 0, w_{i,N} , . . . , w_{i,n}), 1 ≤ i ≤ N, where w_{i,i} ≠ 0 and if w_{i,i} is a nonzero multiple of p, then so are all w_{i,j} .

Multiplying each w_i by an appropriate element of Z/p^2Z we get a set of elements z_i ∈ M ⊂ (Z/p^2Z)^n of the form z_i = (0, . . . , 0, p, 0, . . . , 0, w_{i,N} , . . . , w_{i,n}), 1 ≤ i ≤ N, where now each w_{i,j} is divisible by p. (If any of the multipliers is a multiple of p, this set will no longer generate M.) Finally, let z be the sum of the z_i, giving us the element z = (p, p, . . . , p, b_{N+1}, . . . , b_n) where each entry of z is a multiple of p. □ A.2. The relations space for d̄(Y_p, s_{pmi} ). To simplify notation we write d̄_i = d̄(Y_p, s_{pi}) for 1 ≤ i ≤^{p−1}_2 . Recall that p ≡ 3 mod 4, and thus p = 2q + 1 for some odd q. It follows that^{p−1}_2 = q is an integer. Let R = {(α_1, · · · , α_q) ∈ Q^q | ∑ α_id̄_i = 0}. Note that unless all d̄_i = 0, R is a (q − 1)–dimensional subspace of Q^q .

Each element in M_p determines an element in R. We denote this map (not a homomorphism) by ψ : ψ(p(m_1, . . . , m_n)) = (α_1, . . . , α_q), where α_j is the number of m_i = ±j mod q.

If we view the integers {1, . . . , q} as representatives of the multiplicative group Z^∗_p/{±1}, (a cyclic group of order q) then a multiplicative generator of Z^∗_p, say a, gives a cyclic permutation of {1, . . . , q} of order q. For example, if p = 23 then 5 generates Z^∗_{23}. Multiplying the elements of L = {1, . . . , 11} by 5 and, if need be multiplying by −1 to arrive at elements in L, gives a map of order 11.

(1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11) → (5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30, 35, 40, 45, 50, 55) ≡ (5, 10, −8, −3, 2, 7, −11, −6, −1, 4, 9)

The resulting permutation in cyclic notation is:

(1, 5, 2, 10, 4, 3, 8, 6, 7, 11, 9). This defines a cyclic action ρ on Q^q .

Multiplication by a also acts on M_p and the map ψ is equivariant with respect to ρ. That is, the subspace of R generated by ψ(M_p) is invariant under the action of ρ. As we now see, there are very few invariant subspaces. The action ρ makes Q^q into a free Q[Z_q]–module: Q[Z_q] = Q[t]/ ⟨t^q − 1⟩. This module splits into a direct sum of cyclic summands: Q[t]/ ⟨t^q − 1⟩ ∼= Q[t]/ ⟨t − 1⟩ ⊕_d Q[t]/ ⟨ϕ_d(t)⟩ , where the ϕ_d are the d–cyclotomic polynomials and d ranges over all nontrivial divisors of q.

A.3. Conclusion of proof. The vector z given by Theorem A.2 satisfies ψ(z) = (n, b_2, . . . , b_q) where ∑ b_j ≤ n and all b_j ≥ 0. Viewed as an element in Q[Z_q], ψ(z) = f_z(t) = n + β_1t + β_2t^2 + · · · + β_{q−1}t^{q−1} where the β_i are some permutation of the b_i. If ψ(z) were in some proper invariant subspace of Q[Z_q], then f_z(t)h(t) would be a multiple of t^q − 1 for some proper divisor h(t) of t^q − 1. This would imply that f_z(ω) = 0 for some q–root of unity. But any such (odd) root of unity has real part greater than −1; considering the real part of the f_z(ω) and the fact that the constant term is at least as large as the sum of the remaining coefficients, this is impossible.

In conclusion, R = Q^q and in particular every relation d̄_i = 0 is among the relations.

A.4. Example. To clarify the previous discussion, we present an example. Suppose that we are in the case p = 31 and n = 8. Theorem A.2 tells us that within the metabolizer for H_1(Y_p) ∼= (Z_{31}2)^8 there is a vector with all entries divisible by 31 and at least four of them equal to 31, for instance (31, 31, 31, 31, 13(31), 13(31), 27(31), 0).

The presence of this vector in the metabolize would imply that: 4d̄_1 + 2d̄_{13} + d̄_{27} = 0.

Since d̄_{27} = d̄_4, we rewrite this as 4d̄_1 + d̄_4 + 2d̄_{13} = 0.

The group Z^∗_{31}/{±1} is cyclic generated by 3. The first 15 powers of 3 are: {1, 3, 9, 27, 19, 26, 16, 17, 20, 29, 25, 13, 8, 24, 10}.

Replacing x with −x mod 31 when x ≥ 15 we have {1, 3, 9, 4, 12, 5, 15, 14, 11, 2, 6, 13, 8, 7, 10}.

Multiplication by 3 permutes Z^∗_{31}/{±1}, acting as a 15–cycle. If we identify Q[Z_{15}] with Q[t]/ ⟨ t^{15} − 1 ⟩ , identifying t^i with d̄_3i we have the relation

4 + 2t^3 + t^{11} = 0.

The set of all relations between the d̄_i corresponds to an ideal in Q[Z_{15}], but the ideal generated 4 + 2t^3 + t^{11} is all of Q[Z_{15}], since 4 + 2t^3 + t^{11} is relatively prime to t^{15} − 1. In particular, t^i is in the ideal, so d̄_3i = 0 for all i.

References

[1] S. Akbulut and R. Kirby, Branched covers of surfaces in 4–manifolds, Math. Ann. 252 (1979/80), 111–131.

[2] M. Atiyah, V. Patodi, and I. Singer, Spectral asymmetry and Riemannian geometry:

I, Math. Proc. Camb. Phil. Soc. 77 (1975), 43–69.

[3] A. J. Casson, and C. McA. Gordon, Cobordism of classical knots. With an appendix by P. M. Gilmer, in Progr. Math., 62, “À la recherche de la topologie perdue,” 181–199, Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 1986.

[4] T. D. Cochran, S. Friedl, and P. Teichner, New constructions of slice links, Comm.

Math. Helv. 84 (2009), 617–638.

[5] T. D. Cochran, S. Harvey, and C. Leidy, Knot concordance and higher-order Blanchfield duality, Geom. Topol. 13 (2009), 1419–1482.

[6] T. D. Cochran and R. E. Gompf, Applications of Donaldson’s theorems to classical knot concordance, homology 3–spheres and property P , Topology 27 (1988), 495–512.

[7] T. D. Cochran and K. E. Orr, Not all links are concordant to boundary links, Ann. of Math. (2) 138 (1993), 519–554.

[8] T. D. Cochran, K. Orr, and P. Teichner, Knot concordance, Whitney towers and L^2 signatures, Annals of Math. 157 (2003), 433–519.

[9] , Structure in the classical knot concordance group, Comment. Math. 79 (2004), 105–123.

[10] T. D. Cochran and P. Teichner, Knot concordance and von Neumann ρ–invariants, Duke Math. Journal 137 (2007), 337–379.

[11] S. Donaldson, An application of gauge theory to four-dimensional topology, J. Differential Geom. 18 (1983), 279–315.

[12] H. Endo, Linear independence of topologically slice knots in the smooth cobordism group, Topology Appl. 63 (1995), 257–262.

[13] R. Fintushel and R. Stern, Pseudofree orbifolds, Annals of Math. 122 (1985), 335–364. [14] R. H. Fox and J. W. Milnor, Singularities of 2–spheres in 4–space and cobordism of knots, Osaka J. Math. 3 (1966), 257–267.

[15] M. Freedman, The topology of four-dimensional manifolds, J. Differential Geom. 17 (1982), 357–453.

[16] , The disk theorem for four-dimensional manifolds, Proc. I.C.M. (Warsaw), (1983), 647–663.

[17] M. Freedman and F. Quinn, “Topology of 4–manifolds,” Princeton University Press, Princeton, N.J., 1990.

[18] S. Friedl and P. Teichner, New topologically slice knots, Geom. Topol. 9 (2005), 2129– 2158.

[19] , Correction to: New topologically slice knots, Geom. Topol. 10 (2006), 2501– 2504.

[20] M. Furuta, Homology cobordism group of homology 3–spheres, Invent. Math. 100 (1990), 339–355.

[21] P. Gilmer and C. Livingston, The Casson-Gordon invariant and link concordance, Topology 31 (1992), 475–492.

[22] H. Goda, H. Matsuda, and T. Morifuji, Knot Floer homology of (1, 1)–knots, Geom. Dedicata 112 (2005), 197–214.

[23] J. E. Grigsby, D. Ruberman, and S. Strle, Knot concordance and Heegaard Floer homology invariants in branched covers, Geom. Topol. 12 (2008), 2249–2275.

[24] M. Hedden, Knot Floer homology and Whitehead doubling, Geom. Topol. 11 (2007), 2277–2338.

[25] S. Jabuka and S. Naik, Order in the concordance group and Heegaard Floer homology, Geom. Topol. 11 (2007), 979–994.

[26] B. Jiang, A simple proof that the concordance group of algebraically slice knots is infinitely generated, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 83 (1981), 189–192.

[27] R. Kirby, Problems in low-dimensional topology, in “Geometric Topology,” W. Kazez, ed., American Math. Soc./International Press, Providence, 1997.

[28] J. Levine, Invariants of knot cobordism, Invent. Math. 8 (1969), 98–110.

[29] C. Livingston, Links not concordant to boundary links, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 110 (1990), 1129–1131.

[30] , Computations of the Ozsváth-Szabó knot concordance invariant, Geom. Topol. 8 (2004), 735–742.

[31] C. Livingston and S. Naik, Obstructing four-torsion in the classical knot concordance group, J. Differential Geom. 51 (1999), 1–12.

[32] , Knot concordance and torsion, Asian J. Math. 5 (2001), 161–167. [33] , Ozsváth-Szabó and Rasmussen invariants of doubled knots, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 6 (2006), 651–657.

[34] C. Manolescu and B. Owens, A concordance invariant from the Floer homology of double branched covers, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN (2007), no. 20, Art. ID rnm077.

[35] J. W. Milnor, Link groups, Ann. of Math. 59 (1954) 177–195.

[36] J. W. Milnor, Isotopy of links, in “Algebraic geometry and topology. A symposium in honor of S. Lefschetz,” 280–306, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1957.

[37] J. W. Milnor, Infinite cyclic coverings, in “Conference on the Topology of Manifolds (Michigan State Univ., E. Lansing, Mich., 1967),” 115–133, Prindle, Weber & Schmidt, Boston, Mass., 1968.

[38] L. Moser, Elementary surgery along a torus knot, Pacific J. Math. 38 (1971), 737–745. [39] P. S. Ozsváth and Z. Szabó, Holomorphic disks and topological invariants for closed three-manifolds, Ann. of Math. (2) 159 (2004), 1027–1158.

[40] , Holomorphic triangles and invariants for smooth four-manifolds, Adv.

Math. 202 (2006), 326–400.

[41] , Holomorphic disks and three-manifold invariants: properties and applications, Ann. of Math. (2) 159 (2004), 1159–1245.

[42] , Holomorphic disks and knot invariants, Adv. Math. 186 (2004), 58–116. [43] , Absolutely graded Floer homologies and intersection forms for four-manifolds with boundary, Adv. Math. 173 (2003), 179–261.

[44] , Knot Floer homology and the four-ball genus, Geom. Topol. 7 (2003), 615–639. [45] , On knot Floer homology and lens space surgeries, Topology 44 (2005), 1281– 1300.

[46] , Knot Floer homology and integer surgeries, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 8 (2008), 101–153.

[47] J. Rasmussen, Floer homology and knot complements, Ph.D. thesis, Harvard University, 2003.

[48] A. G. Tristram, Some cobordism invariants for links, Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 66 (1969), 251–264.

Matthew Hedden: Department of Mathematics, Michigan State University, East Lansing, MI 48824 E-mail address: mhedden@math.msu.edu

Charles Livingston: Department of Mathematics, Indiana University, Bloomington, IN 47405

E-mail address: livingst@indiana.edu

Daniel Ruberman: Department of Mathematics, MS 050, Brandeis University, Waltham, MA 02454

E-mail address: ruberman@brandeis.edu