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Abstract

We give the explicit algorithm computing the motivic generaliza-
tion of the Poincare series of the plane curve singularity introduced by
A. Campillo, F. Delgado and S. Gusein-Zade. It is done in terms of
the embedded resolution of the curve. The result is a rational function
depending of the parameter ¢, at ¢ = 1 it coincides with the Alexander
polynomial of the corresponding link. For irreducible curves we relate
this invariant to the Heegard-Floer knot homologies constructed by P.
Ozsvath and Z. Szabo. Many explicit examples are considered.
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1 Introduction

In the series of articles (e.g. [3],[4]) A. Campillo, F. Delgado and S. Gusein-
Zade proved that the Alexander polynomial of the link of the plane curve
singularity is related to the generating function arising in the purely algebraic
setup.

Let C'=U]_,C; be a germ of a plane curve,

are the uniformizations of its components. If f € O = O¢2 is a germ of
function on (C?,0), we define

vi(f) = Ordo f(7i(t)),

and the Poincare series of the curve C' is defined ([4]) as the integral with
respect to the Euler characteristic

Pc(tl,...,tr):/ t by, (1)
PO

where PO denotes the projectivisation of O as a vector space. For example,
if C is irreducible, we can define the decreasing filtration

ODJlDJQD..., Jn:{f6(9|vl(f)2n}, (2)

and .
POt) = t"dim Jp/ T (3)
n=0

Let A%(t1,...,t,) denote the Alexander polynomial of the intersection
of C' with a small sphere centered at the origin. The theorem of Campillo,
Delgado and Gusein-Zade says that if » = 1, then

(1-1t)PO(t) = A°(), (4)

and if r > 1, then
PC(ty, ..., t,) = A%ty,.. ., t,).

In [5] there was proposed the following natural generalization of the
Poincare series. One can naturally define the motivic measure on the space
of functions, and consider the following motivic integral, generalizing ([I):

PC(th, . .t,) :/ £ (5)
PO
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If r = 1, we can rewrite () as the generalization of ({3]):

. 0o qcodimjn _ qCOdimJn+1
Pr(t)=>) t"
; ( ) % - , <6>

so in this case one can deduce Py(t) from P(t). If r is greater than 1, the
situation becomes more complicated: the motivic Poincare series is not de-
termined by the ordinary one and the method of its computation is more
complicated. Nevertheless, the explicit algorithm is presented below (theo-
rem 3). We also need the following

Definition: The reduced motivic Poincare series is the power series

P(tr,... ) =1 —qty) ... (L—qt,) - P(ts,....t,). (7)

We prove that the reduced motivic Poincare series satisfies the following
properties.

1. Polynomiality. P,(t,...,t,;q) is a polynomial in ¢,,...,¢, and g.
We give a bound for its degree on tq,...,t,.

2. Reduction to the Alexander polynomial. If n = 1, then

Py(tiqg=1) = A(t),

where A denote the Alexander polynomial of the link of the correspond-
ing plane curve singularity. If n > 1, then

Pyt otnsq=1) = Alt, .. ta) - [[(1 = 1),

i=1
3. Forgetting components. Let C' be a curve with n components, and

(' be an irreducible curve. Then

—CcucC —C
P (bt tan = 1) = (1= )P, (... 1) (8)

If C has only one component, then

This property is clear from the equation (Bl), but seems to be curi-
ous and, for example, does not hold for the Alexander polynomial (we
cannot reconstruct the Alexander polynomial of a sublink from the
Alexander polynomial of a link).
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4. Symmetry. Let p, be the Milnor number ([2]) of C,, (C, o Cp) is the
intersection index of C, o Cg, u(C) is the Milnor number of C. Let

la = pa+ Y (Ca©Cs), 8(C)=(u(C)+r—1)/2.
B

It is known that the Alexander polynomial is symmetric in a sense that

Al o) =[]t A, ).
We prove the generalization of this identity, namely,

— 1

1 _
P(—, . ....—)=q¢ %Ot -P(ty,....t).
g(qtla ’qtr) q ]J o g( 1 ) )

In more knot-theoretic language, p,, is equal to the genus of the link of
C, multiplied by 2, and (C, 0 Cj) is equal to the linking number of the
corresponding link components. Another remark is the identity

zr: lo = 25(C).

5. Relation to the knot homologies. For irreducible curves we prove
that P,(t) can be related by the simple procedure with the Poincare
polynomial of the Heegard-Floer knot homologies constructed by P.
Ozsvath and Z. Szabo. These homologies are the different " categorifi-
cation” of the Alexander polynomial, tightly related with the symplec-
tic topology and Seiberg-Witten theory. Since the origins of our and
their construction are quite far, the relation between them seems to be
interesting. No conceptual proof for this fact is known, and we just use
that both answers are determined by the Alexander polynomial in the
same way.

The paper is organized in the following way. In the section 2 we recall
the definition of the Poincare series of a plane curve singularity. Then we
recall the definition of the motivic measure on the space of functions and
give, following [5], two definitions of the motivic Poincare series as a motivic
integral and in terms of the multi-index filtration associated with the curve.
We give the simple method of deduction of the motivic Poincare series for
irreducible curves from the ordinary Poincare series. In Theorem 2 we recall
the formula from [5] expressing the motivic Poincare series in terms of the
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embedded resolution of a curve. This formula is proved by Campillo, Delgado
and Gusein-Zade using thorough analysis of the geometry of the embedded
resolution of a curve.

In the section 3 we apply the Theorem 2 to a nonsingular curve and
explain step-by-step the calculation of all sums involved. It turns out to be a
curious exercise, and this simplest example is a toy model for the consequent
combinatorial work.

The section 4 contains several steps of the simplification of Theorem 2.
In the result (lemma 6) the motivic Poincare series is expressed in terms
of some quantities cx(n). In lemma 5 the generating function for these
quantities is explicitly written. Directly applying lemma 6, we get a lot of
similar summands which cancel after all substitutions, but this cancellation
is not clear from lemmas 5 and 6. For example, it is not even clear, that the
answer is a polynomial.

Therefore in the rest of section 4 we discuss the analogues of the identity

> n n2+3n —n
S ot (g —tg) =1
n=0

arising in the nonsingular case. The result of this investigation is Theorem
3, where we formulate an explicit algorithm of calculation of the motivic
Poincare series. This algorithm does not involve infinite sums, and can be
successively realised as a short Mathematica program.

The answer is presented in the same manner: the motivic Poincare series
is expressed in terms of some quantities dp(n), which fits into the explicitly
written generating function Hp(u). This function is generally more compli-
cated, than the one from lemma 5, but in some examples (lemma 9) it is
more or less compact.

Section 5 contains a bunch of explicit answers for the resolutions contain-
ing up to 3 divisors.

In the section 6 we prove the symmetry property for the motivic Poincare
series (Theorem 4). It generalizes the known symmetry property for the
Alexander polynomial of a link. From the viewpoint of the algebraic geome-
try, it is related to the Gorenstein property of the coordinate ring of a curve
([6]), and, on the other hand, to the Serre duality on the components of the
exceptional divisor, which is the origin of the Kapranov’s functional equation
([10],[9]) for the motivic zeta function.

The main result of the section 7 is Theorem 6 describing the remarkable
relation between the motivic Poincare series and the another deformation of
the Alexander polynomial, namely, the Poincare polynomial for the Heegard-
Floer knot homologies ([16],[17]). It is proved using the known algorithms



of deduction of the Heegard-Floer homologies and motivic Poincare series
from the Alexander polynomial. We also give some corollaries from this fact
which seems to carry more geometry. A filtered complex of Z[U]-modules
analogous to the complex CFL~(K) is constructed. We also compare the
motivic Poincare series with the Heegard-Floer homologies of two-component
links, corresponding to the singularities of type As,_1.
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2 Poincare series and its generalization

2.1 Poincare series

Let C = UI_,C; be a reduced plane curve singularity at the origin in C?, and
C; are its irreducible components. Let v; : (C,0) — (C;,0) are uniformisa-
tions of these components.

We define r integer-valued functions on the space O = O¢2 by the
formula

v;i(f) = Ordo(f(:(t)))
and Z"-indexed filtration

Jy ={f € Olui(f) = vi}.

Note that J, are also defined for negative values of v. This filtration is
decreasing in a sense that if v; < v,, then J, D J,,. Consider the Laurent
series

Lo(ty,.oty) =Y 8.t dim Jy/ Jypy.

v

Definition:([6], [3]) We define the Poincare series of the curve C' by the

formula .
Lo(ty, ... ) - Hz:1(ti - 1)

Pc<t1,...7tr): tl- t—l .

For example, if r = 1, we have
Po(t) =Y " -dim J,/ Ty
v=0

One can prove, that P is always a power series. More geometric meaning
of this definition is given by the following

Proposition.([4])

Pc(tl,...,tr):/ t et dy. 9)
PO

On the other hand, we have a link of C' — the intersection of C' with a
small three-dimensional sphere centered at the origin. We denote its Alexan-
der polynomial as A¢(ty, ..., t,). Campillo, Delgado and Gusein-Zade in [4]
proved the following



Theorem 1 Ifr =1, then
Po(t)(1—1t) = Ac(?), (10)

and if r > 1, then
Po(ty, ... t,) = Ac(ty, ..., ). (11)

2.2 Motivic measure

Let £ = L¢2 be the space of arcs at the origin on the plane. It is the set of
pairs (z(t),y(t)) of formal power series (without degree 0 term). Let £, be
the space of n-jets of such arcs, let m, : L — L,, be the natural projection.

Let Ko(Varc) be the Grothendieck ring of quasiprojective complex al-
gebraic varieties. It is generated by the isomorphism classes of complex
quasiprojective algebraic varieties modulo the relations [X] = [Y] + [X \ Y],
where Y is a Zariski closed subset of X. Multiplication is given by the for-
mula [X]-[Y] = [X xY]. Let L € Ko(Varc) be the class of the complex
affine line.

The Euler characteristic provides a ring homomorphism

X : Ko(Vare) — Z.

Consider the ring Ko(Varc)[L7!] with the following filtration: F}, is gen-
erated by the elements of the type [X]-[L™"] with n —dim X > k. Let M be
the completion of the ring Ko(Varc)[L™!] corresponding to this filtration.

On an algebra of subsets of £ Kontsevich, and later Denef and Loeser
([7]) constructed a measure p with values in the ring M.

A subset A C L is said to be cylindric if there exist n and a constructible
set A, C L, such that A =7, '(A,). For the cylindric set A define

p(A) = [A,] - L7

It was proved in [7], that this measure can be extended to an additive measure
on a suitable algebra of subsets in L.

A function f : £ — G with values in an abelian group G is called simple,
if its image is countable or finite, and for every g € G the set f~1(g) is mea-
surable. Using this measure, one can define in the natural way the (motivic)
integral for simple functions on £ as [, fdu =3 . g-p(f'(g)), if the right
hand side sum converges in G ® M.

Note that for cylindric sets the Euler characteristic can be well defined by
the formula x(A) = x(A,). This gives a Z—valued measure on the algebra of
cylindric sets. However, it cannot be extended to the algebra of measurable



sets. This measure provides a notion of an integral with respect to the Euler
characteristic for functions on £ with cylindric level sets. It is clear that for

such functions
A/MMZ/ﬁW
L L

We will use some simple functions, e.g. v, = Ordyz(t),v, = Ordyy(t)
and v = min{v,, v, }, defined for an arc y(t) = (z(t), y(t)).

Campillo, Delgado and Gusein-Zade ([5]) constructed an analogous mea-
sure on the space O¢2 o = O of germs of analytic functions on the plane at the
origin. Let j,(O) be the space of n-jets of functions from O. A subset A C O
is said to be cylindric if there exist n and a constructible set A, C j,(O)
such that A = j1(A,). For the cylindric set A define

_ (n+1)(n+2)
2

u(A) = [4,] L

In the same way one can define the motivic integral over the space of func-
tions.

As a direct generalisation of the equation (@) Campillo, Delgado and
Gusein-Zade proposed the following

Definition: Motivic Poincare series is the motivic integral

PO(ty, ..., t) :/ t e tdp (12)
PO

As above, this definition can be reformulated in terms of the multi-index
filtration on the space of functions. Let ¢ = ™! be a formal variable. Let

h(v) = codim.J,, and

Ly(ty,ootrg) = > e,

h(v) _ ,h(v+1)
vEL” 1- q

Then the following equation holds ([5]):

Lgc(tl, vt TT (6 — 1)

Pty ...ty q) =
g (o) tyooeot,—1

(13)

An example of the calculation of the motivic Poincare series for the sin-
gularities of type Ag,_; directly from the equation (I3)) is presented in the
section 7.5 below.
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2.3 Irreducible case

If r = 1, the equation ([I3]) has a very clear form. First, in this case ch (t) =
LS (t). Second, remark that

codimJ, =dimO/J; +dim J;/Jo + ...+ dim J,_1/J,, (14)

so the series PC(t) can be reconstructed from the series Po(t). Namely, the
coefficient at tV in Pc(t) vanishes, if J, = J,;1, and equals to 1 otherwise.
Therefore we have

Po(t) =14+t +t2 +17 + ...,

where o; form the increasing sequence of integers.

This sequence has itself the nice description. The functional v(f) =
Ordg f(~(t)) is a valuation on the ring O. This means that v(fg) = v(f)+v(g)
and v(f 4+ ¢g) > min(v(f),v(g)). The set of values of v is a semigroup in N,
and one can prove that this semigroup coincides with {0y, 09, 03,...}. For
example, for the singularity z? = y? (its link is the torus (p, ¢) knot) we have
x(t) =t y(t) = tP, so the corresponding semigroup is generated by p and q.

Now the equation (I4) implies the following formula for the motivic
Poincare series:

Cy. _ o 240 30
Pr(tq) =1+qt" + ¢t + ¢t + ... (15)

Example. Consider the cusp 22 = y3. Its semigroup is generated by 2 and
3, the Poincare series is equal to

Pt)=1+++t"+.. .,
the motivic Poincare series is equal to
P,(t) =1+ qt> + @t + ¢P*t* + .. ..

Note that
Pt)(1—t)=1—1t+1

what is Alexander polynomial of the trefoil knot in the intersection with a
small sphere.
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2.4 Formula of Campillo, Delgado and Gusein-Zade

In [5] Campillo, Delgado and Gusein-Zade gave a formula for the generalized
Poincare series in terms of the resolution.

Let 7 : (X, D) — (C?,0) be an embedded resolution where D = U;_, F is
the exceptional divisor. Let E? be E; without intersection points of F; with
other components of D, E? be E? without intersection points of E; with the
components of the strict transform of our curve. Let A = (E; o E;) be the
intersection matrix and M = —A~%.

Let Iy = {(4,5) : i < j,E;NE; = pt}, Ko = {1,...,r}. For o € I,
o= (i,7) let i(0) =1, j(o) =j. For I C Iy, K C Kj let

Nig:={n=(ny,n.,n,,n,ng):n; >0,i=1...,s

o) o)
n,ny,o€l;n,>0,n,>0ke K}

Forn e Njg,i=1,...,s, let

n; = n; + Z n, + Z n”+ Z (16)

oel:i(o)=i o€l:j(o keK:i(k)=
Let
men n]—l—an mex (E3)+1)) +Zﬁg, (17)
1,j=1 keK
Z minif; + an Zm”X (E3)+1)),
2,7=1
and

wmn) = hmy, vk(n) = wiey(n) + 7.

Theorem 2 ([5])

Pg(th ... 7t7’7 q) — Z Z qF(Q)_ 'Ls':lni_lll_‘Kl . (1 — q)‘IH'IK‘X

ICIy,KCKoneNT i
min{n;,1—-x(E)}

% f[ Z (—1)! (1 - E(Ef)) ¢ e,

i=1 j=0
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We briefly recall the sketch of the proof from [5]. Consider a function
f € O and its pullback 7*f on the space of resolution X. Now let I(f)
be the set of intersection points in D such that there are components of
the strict transform of X passing through them, K (f) is the analogous set
of intersection points of strict transform of C' with D. Now n;(f) is the
intersection index of the strict transform of f with the smooth part of E;,
n. and n! are intersection indices of the component of the strict transform
of f passing through o with E;,) and Ej() respectively, nj and 7 are
intersection indices of the component passing through the point & with Ejy,
and corresponding component of C' respectively.

Given these sets and multiplicities, the value of the function tiljl(f o
£t i equal to t*®@ . Every summand in Theorem 2 is equal to this value
multiplied by the motivic measure of the set of functions providing such set
of data.
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3 Example: nonsingular curve

Let us check that for the nonsingular curve the complicated expression from
Theorem 2 coincides with the expected one.

We have one divisor and one component of the strict transform of the
curve. We have Iy = (), Ko = {1}. Also we have x(E°) = 1, x(E*) = 2, so
1—x(E°) =0.

1) K = (. In this case F(n) = %(n? 4+ 3n), so we have a sum

1
2

o n2+3n
Z tnq 2 . q_n
n=0

2) K = {1}. In this case F(n) = 1(2® + 37) + n”, so we have a sum

00 n—1 00 00
72 +3h y n— n n! n243n Al —h qt

> q Y g =g Y M =) g e )
~ A — qt
n=1 n=0 n'’'=1 n=1

Summing these two expressions, we get

> n2+3n _ qt _ 1 > n2+3n _

1 t"q 2 "—(¢"-1) =14 —— t"q 2 "—qt) =

+n§:1 g * (q +1_qt(q ) A ;:1 ¢ * (¢"—qt)

1 e n(n+1) ad (n+1)(n+2)
1+ — thg 2 — gt 2 .
+ qt(; q > ot )

n=1

In the last sum all coefficients at ¢t for n > 2 cancel, so we get

tq 1

1 = :
+1—qt 1—qt
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4 Combinatorics

4.1 Preliminary simplification

Let

Ponla) = S (-1pg (’;)

J=0

(k can be negative, but n should be non-negative and integer).

Lemma 1
[S™(CP* — k{pt})] = ¢ " Pe-1.n(q)-

Proof.

> IS EP)] = 3 rIEr) = et

hence -
= 1—t)k-
nrQn ]Pl o — ( —
> (" - k)] =
n=0
k— kE—1
—1)® ta]thb " a Lre —
s (e e ())
> g Pio1a(g)
n=0
U
Let
FLE)= > 1+ > 1+ >,
oel:i(o)=i oel:j(o)=t keK:i(k)=i
fill) = Z L+ Z
oel:i(o)=i o€l:j(o)=

Note that > 7, fi({, K) =2/I|+ |K|,> i, fi(I) = 2|I|.
Lemma 2 Let us fix n;. Then

> g OP L (500, (@) = ¢ Piye)— 08 i) (@) (18)

. / a~U
ng NG, Ny T

15



Proof. By lemma 1 we have
> a P = Y g HEIST(ED)],
ng,nl,nl ng,nl il

Consider a n;-tuple of points on E?, intersection points ¢ € I such that
i(o0) = i with multiplicities n — 1, intersection points ¢ € [ such that
j(o) = i with multiplicities n” — 1, intersection points k € K such that
i(k) = ¢ with multiplicities nj, — 1. We get the unordered n; — fi;-tuple of
points on EY U f;(I, K). Thus the sum (I8]) equals to

g RS IR (B2 U fi(1, K))] = ¢ Proy(me)— (1.6)me— f: (1,5 (@)

0

Lemma 3

Pytr,..teg) = Y Y "¢ ] a M Pio)— ) s a0 (@) X

IClo,KCKo n;>fi(I,K) i=1

t
11— g5 T _ 2%
keK

(19)

Proof. First, remark that for every k

so from now on we can forget about summation over 7}.
We have

g~ St n =K — gl TT g fi0),
=1

Therefore we can reformulate the statement of Theorem 2 in the form

Py(t1,... trq) = Z g1 —¢q) 1 Z MR F (@) o

ICIy,KCKy > fi (1K)

«

Z qinlifZ(I,K)Pl—X(E$)7nl <q>

] — . / AU
i=1 | ngnl nJn

Now the equation (I9) follows from the lemma 2. [
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Definition: By the reduced motivic Poincare series from now on we mean

Py(ty, . tn) = Pyltr, ..., tn) - [ (1 = t50).
7=1

To any divisor F; we associate the factor

Oi(I, K, 1) = Proy(B)—fi(K.I)hi— fi(K.I)»

and let
G(K,I,n) = ¢"(1 — q)IHEK H¢
Lemma 4
fi(K.D)
Zu"G K, I,7) = qgl(1 — g)THIE] H (1 — wyq) XED-FLE) - (90)

Proof. We have

> utig (I K n) =) Z um(—l)j(l_X(E;)‘_

Jj A= ]+fzKI) ]

fill, K))q;

Ji(K,I _ oy _ f. Fi(KT
ul )Z(_1>j<1 X(Ez) f2<[7K))<uq>j: ul )(1 uq)l x(E7)—fi(1,K)
J

l—u = 1—-u ’
J
and
L USD
ZunG (K, I,7)=q"l(1— g)lTH+IK] H (1 — wyq) XED-FilK),
]

Definition: Let

- Z Z <_1)‘K|7‘K1‘G<K17[7n)7

I K CK

u) = Z u"ck(n)

17



Lemma 5

Agc(u) = (=) T (1 =usq) KOP (1) EOEI T T (1= quai o) =g o)+ qUioyijio))-

3 el

Proof.
Ag(u) = qull(l — g Z(_l)lK\—lKll(l — g)l"l ZUHH@(L Ki,n).

We have
fi(KU(l . uiq)lfx(Ef)*fi(LK)

zn:u"]:[gbi(l,fg,n):nu@ [

i

Now

Z (_1)\K0Ei\—|Kﬂ\(1 _q)|K1i|

fiBnD)
—— (
KliC(KﬂEi)

uiq)l—X(Ef)—fi(I,Kl) —

1 .
uifz(Kvl)(l
1 — U,

D (OISR gy KIIORI () g KO
K

— ulq)l_X(Ezo)_fl(K7I) X

1 ; o I — w; .
17%/5([(7])(1 — uq) X EDRED (] g u q)|KﬂE,\ _
1
1 — U;

Remark that f;(K,I) — |K N E;| = f;(I) and

(1) OB FUSD=IROE () VB =FOD) (1 _ 4y, )l KO

X(E?) + fil K, 1) = x(E7) — [Ko N E| 4 |[K N Ejf + fi(1),
so the last expression can be rewritten in a form
(_1)|K0Ei\u{¢(1)(1 _ uiq)lfx(Ei')HFﬂEi\ffi(l)(1 _ ui>|KOEi\71_

Also

(1 (D) _ -
> g a—)" TTul™ (1—uig) D = TT(1+a(1=q)tioyusio) 1—tie)q) " (1=t1j0)q) ") =
I i

o

[T = w2 T = quite) — quio) + Qi) tio))-

% o

18



Therefore

Ap )] H = (E®)+|KNE; (1 — )l ENEI=15

x JT0 = wig) 02 T (1 = quico) — quj0) + quitoys0)) =

o

DT T = i) B (1 =) KO T T (= qutito) — quiso) + quticoyjco)-

) o

Lemma 6

P, = ZtM"qF(")*z”i ZthmcK(n). (21)
n K

Proof. From the equation (I9]) we get

Pty tg) = Yy M H 0" P () fi(1.K) i £, 5) (@)

ICIyp,KCKy n1>fz(f K) =1
|1| WHK\ H
Xq

keK 1= qtk

iy
0,KCKon;i>fi(I,K) keK
Z M ()~ Z"'Zth'K‘Z S ()RR, i) =

H 1 - qt IClp K1iCK

VTP 2
U

4.2 Cancellations

Lemma 6 together with lemma 5 gives the concrete description of Fg(t): it
is expressed in terms of some quantities cx(n), which fits into the generating
function Ag(u), which has a compact form. Nevertheless, as in the model
example with a nonsingular curve, lots of summands in the sum (2]) have
the same power in t, and for n large enough we have a huge number of
cancellations.
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We say that a subset K C Ky is proper everywhere, if for all i KN FE; is a
proper subset of KoM FE;. We denote the set of proper everywhere subsets by
P. For any K C Kj let E(K) be the set of divisors such that for i € F(K)
the set K N E; is empty. Sometimes we'll write i € P, if i ¢ E(P).

Using these notations, every subset K C Ky can be presented (uniquely)
in the following way: we fix a proper everywhere subset P(K) and a set of
divisors £ C E(P(K)) where all intersection points with Ky belong to K.

For a set E of divisors let A(E) be the number of pairs of intersecting
divisors from E. Let y;(E) =1, if i € E and p;(E) = 0 otherwise.

Lemma 7 For a proper everywhere set P let

Hp(ug, ... us) = Z (_1)\K00E| Hui—zaijﬂj_qA(E) H(q_ui)kiil H (1—qui)ki*1
ECE(P) i€l i¢(PUE)
(22)
% H(l _ ql_ui(o)(E)ui(o_) _ ql—uj(a)(E)uj(U) + ql_ﬂi(a)(E)_Mj(o)(E)ui(o_)uj(o_)).

o

Then the polynomial Hp is divisible by [Licurp)(d —w).

Proof. We have to prove that Hp =0 at ug = 1 for € E(P). Suppose that
Ejs is intersected by E,,, ..., E,,. For every set E of divisors not containing
Ejg let us compare the summands corresponding to £ and to £'U Ej.

For I/ at ug = 1 we have

Hu;zaijﬂj(_1)|KoﬁE\qA(E) H(q _ ui)ki—l(l _ q)k5—1 H (1 . qui)ki—l

i#8 i€k i¢(PUE)

> H 1 M(o)(E)u() ql_ﬂj(o)(E)uj(o_)_'_ql_ﬂi(o)(E)_Mj(o)(E)ul.(o_)uj(o_)).(1_q)k.
o¢Eg

For £ U E; at ug = 1 we have

k
H Ua, H ui—zam (_1)k3+|KomE\qA(EUE1)(q_l)k‘ﬁfl H(q_ui)kiil H (1—qui)ki71

Jj=1 i#8 ier i¢(EUP)
k
1 i(o) (B 1—pii(o) (B 1—pio) (E - a; (B
x [T (1=a" =Py —g =150 Ehay gt =i E 500 By gy o) T (1= ) g Pug,
7j=1

O’¢E,8

It rests to note that A(E'U Es) — A(E) = Ele to, (E£). O
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Lemma 8

Zu Z g Ziepnim MBI Liep i FlgIRonEL oy b (n; + Zaz‘jﬂj(E)) =

ECE(P)
1 -
1)l YriPil (1 — )P Hp(uq, ..., us).
ZI;ID HieE(P)(l — ;)
Proof.
ZU Z q ,EEni*A(E)*ZieE aii*|E|q|K00E| X CPUE(ni —+ ZQZJMJ(E)) =
ECE(P)

Z Hu > aijui(E Zawuz(E)ug( ).q—A(E)—ZiEIaiz‘HKoﬂEl—\E\

ECE(P)

> Z H(uiq—ui(E))nu . CPUE(nl) _

Z Hu Z%MJ APuE(U(] uz(E))qA(E)JrIKoﬂEHE\ —

ECE(P
7 Z H“ 2 aij (B 1)|KoﬂE|qA(E)+\KoﬁE\—|E|H[(l_ui)_l(l_Uiq_l)ki_l]
ECE(P) P
<TI0 = quaf = @ —w =) T 10— qua)™ ' (1 =)™
iep i¢(PUE)

x 1 = g0y — g0 E gy 4 g 10 E ) =

[

1
DI = e (1= )]
1-1;[: Hz‘eE(P)(l — u;)
> Z \K00E| Hu > aiju;(E) qA(E) H<q - ui)kifl H(l . qui>k¢71
ECE(P) i€E i¢E

% H(l _ ql_ui(o)(E)ui(o_) _ ql—uj(a)(E)uj(U) + ql_ﬂi(a)(E)_Mj(o)(E)ui(o_)uj(o_)).

O
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Theorem 3 For a proper everywhere set P define the numbers dp(n) by the
equation
_ [iepl( = qua)™ P71 (1 — wy)P 1]

dp ndp = HP(U ,...,us).
Z HieE(P)(l — u;) '

(23)
Then
Py(ty, .. ) = > (=1)"gPlep x de Y gF=2n:
PeP
Proof. From lemma 6 we have
ZtMnl F(ni)—>_n; Z th CK nl
KCK()
Z q'" ItPZtMm Fim)=3n: Z g " Elep p(ng).
PeP ECE(P)
Let us collect the coefficient at ™. We have
Mny + Zuj(E) =Mn, ny=n-+ Zaij,uj(E).
and
— 1
=Y ni) = (Fm) =Y nyy) = —[—2 > miniajap;(E)
= miyaips(E)agm(E) =Y mix(Eajsus(E) + Y aijpi(E
Remark that
> ay=2-x(E}),
i#£]
so we get
=Y n) = (Flm) =Y mg) = > ni+A(E)+ Y aq + |El.
i€E =
Thus

qu‘t ZtM"qF(”)*Z"z’ Z q*ZieE”i*A(E)*ZieKa“'*‘E‘

PepP ECE(P)

g™ Flepp(n 4+ ag(E)).

Now we apply lemma 8.

O

Corollary 1 The power series ?g(tl, ..., t,) is a polynomial.
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4.3 The algorithm

If every line Fj; is intersected by the one component of the strict transform,
any proper everywhere set should be empty. Therefore we get the following
statement.

Lemma 9 Suppose that each divisor E; is intersected by exactly one compo-
nent of the strict transform of the curve. Then the reduced motivic Poincare
series can be computed using the following algorithm.

1. Consider the polynomial

Alur, - yup) = [T = quie) = quj0) + quio) t0)-

o

2. Consider the Laurent polynomial

B, ) = 37 ()Rl T = - g™, g™ ),

KCK()

3. This polynomial is divisible by [[(1 — ;). Let

H(uy, ... u,)

H(ul,...,ur):m.

4. Ezxpand this polynomial:

and now
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5 Examples

5.1 One divisor
We consider the singularity
fL‘kO _ yk‘o — 0’

which is geometrically a union of ky pairwise transversal lines. Its minimal
resolution has one divisor and kg components of the strict transform inter-
secting it. For 0 < k < kg let the numbers c¢x(n) be defined by the equation

Ap(u) = Zu"ck(n) = (1 —ug)* 11 —u)" 1,

and for k = 0 let the numbers ¢o(n) be defined by the equation

1 —ug)kot — u(u — g)ko~1

1—u

Ap(u) = Zu”co(n) = (

The polynomials A (u) has degree ko — 2 for k > 0, Ag(u) has degree ko — 1,
so we have a finite number of non-zero cx(n).
From the Theorem 3 we conclude that

— e n n(n+1)

Py(tr,. . tiy) = Y (=D™g™ ey " cpy(n)(ty . tey)"q 2
KCxKo n=0

For example, if ky = 2,

_1—ug—ulu—q)

A1<U):1,A0<U,)— ]_—u :1+U,
SO B
Py(ti,t2) = 1 — qt1 — qta + qtito.
If ko = 3,
Ai(u) =1—qu, Ap(u) = 1 —u, Ag(u) = 1+ (1 — 2¢ — ¢*)u + u?,
SO

Fg(tl, tQ, tg) =1- q(tl +t2 +t3) +q2(t1t2 +t1t3 +t2t3) —+ q(]_ — 2q — q2)t1t2t3+

Ptitats(ty + ty +ts) — Plitats(tits + tits + tots) + GP21L2.

This answer can be rewritten as

?g(tl, t2, tg) = (1—qt1)(1—qt2)(1—qt3)—q3t1t2t3<1—t1)(1—t2)<1—t3)—|—q<1—Q)2t1t2t3
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5.2 Two divisors

Suppose that the second divisor is intersected by two components of the
strict transform, and the first one by one component. This corresponds to
the singularity

z-(y—a?)- (y+2°) =0

11
=i a)

X(ET) = x(E3) =1,

The matrix M is equal to

SO
1
F(ny,ng) = a(n% + 2110y + 203 + 21y + 3ny).

If P=10, we get
ﬁ@(ulu U2) = (1—qu1—qu2—|—qu1u2)(1—qu2)—(1—u1—qu2+u1u2)(1—un)ufu51

+<1 —qui — Uz + U1U2)(q - U2)UIIU2 - Q(l — Uy — U+ q71U1U2)(1 - un)ul =

(1 —up)(1— ug)(—u:f + uiue + u%u2 — qu%ug — q2ufu2 + qui’u2

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3
+quy + uguy — quiuy — qEugus + ujus — uy),

if P is one point on the second divisor, we get

Hy(ug,ug) = (1 — qui — qua + quaug) — (1 — ug — qua + ug)utuy b =

1
_u_<1 —up) (U2 — Uy — Uy + quity — udug + qu3).
2

Finally we get the following answer (¢, corresponds to the first divisor):
Py(to, t1,12) = 1—qto—qti+q*tot1 —qta+qtota+q*titatatotita— ¢ tot ta—q ot Lo
—q*totTts + @ totta — ¢ totits + ¢ totits + P tot 1t — ¢ tot 1t — ¢ tot it + g totits
+q'totit; — ¢*t5tts + g totity — g Rty — g totit; + ¢ttt
This answer can be rewritten as
Py(to, t1,t2) = (1 — qto)(1 — gt1)(1 — gta) — g'totit5(1 — to)(1 — t1)(1 — ta)

+(1 = @)qtotita(1 — gty — qta + qtits).
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If g =1, we get the known Alexander polynomial:
Py(to, ti,ta;q=1) = (1 —t0)(1 — t1)(1 — t2) (1 — totits).

If t5 = 1, we get the known answer for A; singularity:

Py(to,t1,1) = (1 — q)(1 — qto — qt1 + qtot1).
If to = 1, we get the answer for A3z singularity:
Py(1,t1,t) = (1 —q)(1 — gty — qta + qtits + ¢*tits — ¢tita — ¢*tits + ¢°1515),

SO
—A
P (t1,t2) = (1 — qt1) (1 — qta) + qtita(1 — qt1 — gtz + qtats) =

(1 —qt1)(1 — qty) + Ptita(1 — 1) (1 — L) + (1 — q)qt1ts.

This answer coincide with the general answer for the singularities of type
Ay, in the section 7.5.

5.3 Three divisors

For simplicity we assume that each divisor is intersected by one component
of the strict transform. This corresponds to the singularity

z-y-(2® —y’) =0

Matrix M is equal to

SO

1
F(ni,ng,ng) = é(n% +2n3 + 6n§ + 2n1n9 + 4ning + 6ngng + ny + 2ns + 4ng).
Now

A(uq, ug, u3) = (1 — qui — qug + quiuz) (1 — qua — qus + quaus),

SO

1

U Uu3

3 3. 2 4 2 2 9 2 2
E(uy,ug,uz) = (ug”usuy — uy ug”q + ug “uzug — uy “us uz” — us uz“ul+
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3,3 2.3 3
U U3 + U U U3 — U3 qUs—

4, 3 32 3 2
U1 U2 U3 — U3 U~ — UL UU3™ + Uy
3 2 9 3 2 9 2 2 2 2 4 3 3
U U2 U™ — U3 UG — U2 UG — UL UgUZ™ — U UTU + U U U3 — U1 U2 qU3+
2 2 9 4 2 4 2 32 3 2 3. 2
U U3 UL"G — Uy UU2™q — U U U2q — U2 U3 UG — U U3U1 G + U3~ UG Uz

4.3 2.3 3 2.2
Uo” + U1 U3” + Usz" U + U3 Uy u2q+

2 2 9 3.2 92 3.2 9

U2 U3 ULG™ + U1 U2 U3q” + UL U3 UG — U
3. 3 3, 2 3 3 4

w1 ug® + usus” 4+ uzus + uz® — ug”),

and
Py(ty,ta, t3) = L—t3q+t1 2%t 3" 120 ° 32 Pt ot 3* P+t s ¢ —t 2ty s T+
totsq® — titats® @ + titaq® — tita’ts g — 1171730 ¢ — it 3% — 1 Pt 137 —
1335707 — 130 55T + 1263550 + 120250 + 126255 — 202 g+
071 50" + 17 0T + 1t — 0P 0T — 177t — ittt
titatsq® + titat33q" — taq + titsq® — titats’q® + tP My g+
titats?q — t1q — 2t ts gt + 13,3438

It can be rewritten as

Fg(tl, tQ, tg) = (1 — th)(]_ — tgq)(l — tgq) — t12t23t36q7(1 — tl)(l — tg)(l — tg)—

Ba3(g — 1)(1 — 1) (1 — tag) — B84 g — 1)(1 — 1)(1 — t)—
tit5t36° (¢ — 1)(1 — t1g) + tatstzq® (g — 1)(1 — 1)

In this presentation the symmetry of P, is clear, since every line in the
right hand side is invariant under the change t; <+ ¢~ ;'
If we set ¢ = 1, we get

Py(ti,ta,ts, g =1) = (1 — t7t5t3) (1 — t1) (1 — t2) (1 — t3).
If we consider only singularity of type As, we set t; =ty = 1,3 =1, and
Py(1,1,t) = (1 — ¢)*(1 — tg + t*q),

SO

1 — tq+ 12 ke
P,(1,1,t) = 1:(] Loy gt
k=2

27



6 Symmetry and functional equations

6.1 Symmetry of the motivic Poincare series

Lemma 10

1
Ag(—, ..., 1‘K| "-* ce, Ug).
K(qu1 quS Hu ula y U )
Proof.
1 1 1 1
AK( — |K\ |KﬁE| 1(1 )\KﬁEi|—1 (1_ o + )
C]U H u;q 1:[ Ui(g)  Ujlo) qUi(o)Uj(o)
1-[KNE;|, 1-|KNE; _
AF(“)H% |KNE[ 1-|KN \ql |KmE\H GUi(o) (o)) 1_
Af(u)qsfuqu H uzflKoﬂEi\er(E;%2
It rests to note that |[o] = s — 1 and x(EY) = x(E?) — |[Ko N E;|. O
Lemma 11
CK(nlv s 7n8) ql ‘KH—ncf(_X(E?) —Ni,..., _X(Eso> - n8)7
where n =Y, n;.
Proof.
AK(L ! ) = ZCK(nl Congu g = ¢ K Hux(ES) Zc—(zl ey 25U
qul 9 qus - ) ) L 7 . K ) ) =
We have
zi + X(B) = —ni, 2 = —x(E7) — n.
O

Theorem 4 Let i, be the Milnor number of C,, and (C, o Cj) is the in-
tersection index of C, o Cg, u(C) is the Milnor number of C. Let l, =
fto + D g 40(Ca 0 Cp) and 6(C) = (u(C) + 1 —1)/2. Then

_ 1 _
Pg(—,..., Ht o Py(ty, ... t).

qty
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Proof. Let k; = |Ky N E;|. From lemma 6 we get

_ 1 1 s P,
Pyl ) = (1 oety) Yt Mg 2mukina gFU=m N ey (n) =
K

n

z—l—Mx(E’) Z zM(X(EO)—E)q_ >omijkin; qF(n)—Z ni

x> g T e e (—x(E) — ). (24)
K
Let
&=—x(£7), m ={—n.
Then
> =5 myming + Y minix(E;) = ) ni
SO

—> i — F(n) +Zni] =
> mi(& =)+ D my (6 = nx(E]) = (& —n)
- Zmijnz‘”j = mymax(B}) + Y ni =
=2 my(&+X(ED)n; +2> n+2(F() =Y &) =
=2 “myking +2> n;+2(F(€) =) &)

Thus (24)) is equal to

t_1_M§q—F(§)+Z§iq1—|Ko\ Z tMnqu(nl)—Z n1; Z th@CF(nl)'
K

To conclude we have to compute the power of ¢, and of ¢.
Remark that > & = |Ko| — 2,80 > & +1— |Ko| = —1.
Also

= Zmijkikj -2 Zm@]kﬁdE;) + Zml]X<Ez.)X(EJ.)+
D mighix(E) = 3 mix(ED)x E;>+Zfi=
Zmijkik Zmu iX(E7) + [Ko| — 2.
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The formula of A’Campo ([I]) says that
:me< ZX mmk —me )kja

OF(€) = p— 1+ |Ko| —2 =26 — 2.
Thus —F(§) — 1= —6.

Also for every « one has

SO

1— Ho = Z Mi(a) _]X + Mi(), z(a)(X( z‘.(a)) - 1)7
J#i()

and for f # «
Ca © Cp = Mi(a),i(s);

SO

Y CaoCs= Y Miaik; +miaica) (Kita) — 1)
fa j#i@)

and

1- Ha — Coz o CB = Zmi(a),jX(E;)'
J

0

Corollary 2 The degree of the polynomial ?g(tl, ..., t,) with respect to the
variable t; is equal to l;. The greatest monomial in it equals to ¢*(©) 11—, til

6.2 Analogue of the Kapranov’s functional equation

Let C' be a genus g curve,

= i £"[S"C).

In [I0] M. Kapranov proved that (o (¢) is rational and satisfies the following
functional equation:

Goles) = L0400 (r).

For example, for C' = P! one has

1
w®) = apa -1y’
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and the equation can be verified directly.

Kapranov’s proof is based on the Serre’s duality, so it is important that
the curve is closed. Nevertheless, there exists an analogue of this equation for
punctured curves, generalizing lemma 10. Since it follows directly from the
Kapranov’s formula, the idea of this section is to write explicitly the function
this equation can be applied to.

Let C° denote the curve C without kg points, and K C K. Consider the
following generating function:

Feo(K t) = ) Z DFr[SnR (C° U K))].
Ki1CK n=k;
Proposition.
Foo(K, ﬂ) = (22 R R (K ). (25)

Proof. First, note that

Zt" [S"C°] = (1 — t)*o¢u(t),

3 ST (CR U K] = (1 — (1)
Therefore o
For(it) = 37 (1L = D= 0 (1= 0 elt) =
(1=t (L= 1)1 (1= ) *Co(t) = (1 — L1 — )" Ge(d).
Now
Fou (R 22 = (1= 17781 = (L) )oGe(c) = 27 L0 o (K ).
O
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7 Relation to the Heegard-Floer knot homolo-
gies
7.1 Heegard-Floer homologies

In the series of articles (e.g. [16],[17],[18],[20], see also [2I]) P. Ozsvath and
Z. Szabo constructed new powerful knot invariants, Heegard-Floer knot (and
link) homologies. To each link L = U]_,K; they assign the collection of
homology groups Pﬁd(L, h), where d is an integer and h belongs to some
r-dimensional lattice. Their original description was based on the construc-
tions from the symplectic topology, later ([I1],[12]) there were elaborated
combinatorial models for them. All of these homologies are invariants of the
link L, and they have the following properties ([17], [12]).

First, they give a ”categorification” of the Alexander polynomial of L: if
r =1, then

STXHFLL(L, ) = A%(b),
h

where A%(t) = t~9482/2A(t) is a symmetrized Alexander polynomial of L. If
r > 1, then

T

STOXHFL(L W) =T = 7% - A%t 1),

h i=1

Second, they have the symmetry extending the symmetry of the Alexan-
der polynomial:

HFLy(L,h) = HFLy_on(L, —h),

where H =37 h;.

These properties are similar to the ones of the polynomials Fg(t), SO one
could be interested in comparison of these objects. It turns out, that for knots
(of course, P,y(t) is defined only for the algebraic ones) this comparison can
be done.

In [20] for the relatively large class of knots, containing all algebraic knots,
the following statement was proved.

Theorem 5 ([20]) Let the symmetrized Alezander polynomial has the form

k

A*(t) = (=1)F + Y (=D)F ()

i=1
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for some integers 0 < my < ng < ... < ng. Let n_; = —nj,ng = 0. For
—k < i <k let us introduce the numbers d; by the formula

0, if i=k
5@' = 5i+1 - 2(7’Li+1 - n,) + 1, Zf k-i is odd
0ir1 — 1, if k-i>0 is even.

Then @(K,j) = 0, if j does not coincide with any n;, and @(K, n;) =
Z belongs to the homological grading d;.

7.2 Matching the answers

Consider the Poincare polynomial for the Heegard-Floer homologies:
HFL(t,u) = Y u®t* dim HF Ly (K).
It categorifies the Alexander polynomial in the sense that
HFL(t,—1) =t~ %22 A(1).

Remark that the coefficients in P,(t, q) are always equal to 0 or to 1.
It can be proved from the equation (I3]).

Theorem 6 Take P,(t,q) and let us make a following change in it: t*q°
is transformed to t*u™*", and —t“q® is transformed to t*u'~**. We get a
polynomial Ay(t,w). Then

Ayt u) =t~ 982 2P Lt ). (26)

Example. For (3,5) torus knot we have

q4t8

1—qt’

Py(t,q) =1+ qt> + @t° + ¢*t° +

Py(t,q) =1—qt +qt’ — ¢*t* + ¢*° — ¢*'t" + ¢'t°,
Kg(t, Q) =1+ut+u 2 Fu 3t a4 e,
and

HEL(t,u) =t* +u ' +u 2t + o + o a3 a8
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Proof. To prove (26]) we match Theorem 5 with the equation (I3]).
In the notation of Theorem 5 the non-symmetrized Alexander polynomial

equals to

—k 2k
A= D (Rimen = Y (i
i=k =0

k—1ng—ng_2i—1—1 2

P(t) :——Z Z v —.

=0 j=ng—ng_2;

Note that for 7 > 0

Ok—2i = Ok—2i41 — 1 = Op_a(i—1) — 2(Np—2i42 — Nk—2i41),

SO L
—1Ng—Ng—2i—1— 2np M
(F—nr+nk—2i)—0k—2i/24] g
q 7+ ;
1—qt
=0 j=np—np_2;
k—1
Fg(t Q) — <q*5k72i/2tnk*nk72i _ q*5k72¢—1/2tnk*nk72¢71) + t2nkan_
=0
Now
k—1
&(t, u) — (u5k72¢tnk*nk72i + u5k72i71tnk*nk—2i—l) + t2nku*2nk’
1=0
N k—1 k
tnkAg@fil,U) — <u5k72itnk72i+q5k—2i—ltnk—%—l)+t2nku*2nk — Z Wit = HFL({; u)
=0 i=—k
]

7.3 Relative Spin® structures

In this paragraph we recall the notion of the relative Spin¢ structure from
[17], based on the construction of V. Turaev ([22]).

Let Y be a closed, oriented three-manifold. We say that two nowhere
vanishing vector fields v and v’ are homologous, if there is a ball B C Y such
that v and v’ are homotopic (through nowhere vanishing vector fields) on the
complement of B. The set of equivalence classes of such vector fields can be
naturally identified with the space Spin®(Y) of Spin® structures over Y. In
particular it is an affine space for H*(Y,Z).
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This notion has a straightforward generalization to the case of three-
manifolds with toroidal boundary. Let (M,0M) be a three-manifold with
boundary consisting of a disjoint union of tori 71U. . .UT,.. The tangent bundle
to torus has a canonical nowhere vanishing vector field, which is unique up to
homotopy (through nowhere vanishing vector fields). Consider now nowhere
vanishing vector fields on Y whose restrictions to the components of OM are
identified with the canonical nowhere vanishing vector field on the boundary
tori (in particular, it is tangent to them). We call two such fields v and v’
homologous, if there is a ball B € M \ OM such that the restriction of v
and v’ to M \ B are homotopic. The set of homology classes of such vector
fields is called the set of relative Spin® structures, and it is an affine space
for H2(M,0M;Z). This set is denoted as Spin®(M,dM).

If v is an admissible nowhere vanishing vector field, we can consider the
oriented two-plane field v+ of orthogonal complements to vectors of v. Along
OM, it has a canonical trivialisation by outward pointing vectors. Hence,
there is a well-defined notion of a relative Chern class of this plane field
relative to its trivialization, thought as an element of H*(M,dM;Z). This
gives a well-defined map

c1 : Spin®(M,0M) — H*(M,0M;7Z).

In our case we have M is a complement to the tubular neighborhood
of the link L in the sphere S® and H?*(M,0M;Z) = Z". We'll denote
Spin®(S3, L) := Spin®(M,0M). We may think of this set as generated by
the nowhere vanishing vector fields having the components of L as closed
orbits (with the corresponding orientation). One can also define the filling

map

Gy, : Spin®(S®, L) — Spin(S*, L — K,)

defined by the natural continuation of vector fields to the tubular neighbor-
hood of Kj.

Now the algebraic structure of the Heegard-Floer homologies can be de-
scribed in the following way ([17]). Consider the ring

R=7Z[Uy,....U,].

For every r-component link L there exists a Spin°(S?, L)-filtered chain com-
plex CFL™(S3, L) of R-modules, whose filtered homotopy type is an invari-
ant of the link L. The operators U; lowers the homological grading by 2 and
the filtration level by 1. The homologies of the associated graded object are
denoted as HFL™(S3 L). If one sets U; = Uy = ... = U, = 0, he gets a
new Spin®(S?, L)-filtered chain complex of Z-modules, which will be denoted
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as C/'ﬁ/(L) The homologies of the associated graded object are denoted as
]—TF\L(L), and they are the homologies discussed above.

The filtration on the second complex is compatible with the forgetting of
components (proposition 7.1 in [I7]). Namely, let M be the two-dimensional
graded vector space with one generator in grading 0 and one in grading -1.
Proposition. Let L be an oriented, r-component link in S® and distin-

guish the first component K;. Consider the complex C'/F\L(L) viewed as a
Spin®(S3, L— K,) filtered chain complex via the filling map Gg,. The filtered

homotopy type of this complex is identified with C/’F\L(L —K)® M.

If we forget all components of L, we get either the complex
CF(S*) @ M™,

where C'F(S?) has one-dimensional homologies in grading 0 or
CF~(8°) = Z[U],

where all U; acts by the multiplication by U.
This proposition is a direct analogue to the equation ().

For the relatively large class of knots there was proved in [20], that
tk H*(CFL™(K)/U;(CFL™(K))) = 1.

This follows from the fact that these homologies equals to the Floer homolo-
gies of manifold S3(K), obtained from S® by the n/1 Dehn surgery along the
knot K for n large enough. The class of knots is specified by the condition
that S3(K) is a homology sphere with one-dimensional Floer homologies. Al-
gebraic knots belong to this class, since the tree of resolution of a plane curve
singularity gives a plumbing construction for S3(K), and its Floer homologies
can be computed using results of [19].

7.4 Comparing filtered complexes

In this section we try to describe the relation between the knot filtration
on the Heegard-Floer complexes and the filtration on the space of functions
defined by a curve.

To be more close to the algebraic setup, we reverse all signs for filtrations
and for the homological (Maslov) grading as well (so we get cohomologies).
The Alexander grading is also changed to get the non-symmetrized Alexan-
der polynomial. In another words, the Poincare polynomial of the result
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cohomologies coincides with K;(t,ufl). The operator U will now increase
the homological grading by 2.

Consider a Zs(-indexed filtration J,, by vector subspaces (with finite codi-
mensions) on a infinite-dimensional complex vector space Jy. It induces a
filtration by projective subspaces P.J,, on P.J, = CP*:

J1 J2 J3
]IDJ()(—’PJl(—’]P)JQ(—’...,
so we have a sequence of corresponding Gysin maps in cohomologies:

H*(PJ,) G- fe—2codimap 7 (G2)s f+—2codimpp 7. Gl

Of course, to be correct, one should consider only ”N-jets” of these maps,
i.e. consider J;/Jy, where N is large enough.
Therefore we get a Z>(-indexed filtration

Fyy = ()« (H" (P Jk))

in H*(CP>*) = Z[U], which is compatible with the multiplication by U. If
we also know (as for the filtration defined by the orders on the curve), that

dim Ji/Jg11 < 1, we conclude that U increase the filtration level at least by
1.
The motivic Poincare series in this setup can be written as

Py(t,q) =Y t*¢"* dim H"(Fy/Fyy1).

k,n

The situation is very close to the Heegard-Floer complexes, but U may
increase the filtration level more that by 1. To avoid this problem, we should
modify the complex.

Example. Consider the following filtered complex T: it has generators
U*agy, U*ay and U*ay. The homological degree of Ula; equals to 20 + j and
its filtration level equals to [ 4+ j. One can check that

Ztku" dim H™"(Tj, /Trs1) = 1+ 2 +u*t* + .
k.n

(so this complex corresponds to the trefoil knot) and rkH* (T} /UT}) = 1 for
all k. Remark that if T% = T}, /UT}._1, then

>t dim H™(To/ Tier) = 1+ ut + u?t?,
k.n
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what is the Poincare polynomial for the Heegard-Floer homologies of the
trefoil.

Let us turn to the general case. Consider the complex
Co = FolUn] + (Fo[1])[UA] (27)

with the filtration

.= P vine P UK

k+l=n k+l=n—1

and the natural action of the operator U; of homological degree 2. The
differential is given by the equation

dz)=U, -z + Ux.

One can check that this differential preserves the filtration C,, and commutes
Now

Co/Cot1 = B Ul(F/Frvr) ® D Ui(Fi/Fi)[L].

k+l=n k+l=n—1
Since the Uj-increasing component of the differential
d\(Uyz[l]) = U"'e
gives the isomorphism
dy : Uy (Fy/Fyy1) = Ut (Fy/ Fip),

we have

H*(Cn/cn+1) - Fn/Fn+1.

Also we have

C./UIC) =Rho Rl @ UFE/Fa)e @ UlFE/Fue)lll,

k-+l=n,l>0 ktl=n—1,1>0

and up to the isomorphisms d; we have the complex Fy & Fy[l] with the
differential

SO

rk H*(Co/UL(Cy)) = 1.
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The properties of the complex Cy are similar to the ones of the complex
CFL™(K). More precisely, the calculations of [20] (lemma 3.1 and lemma
3.2) implies the following

Proposition. Suppose that a cochain complex C has a filtration C, k£ > 0
and an injective operator U of homological degree 2 acting on it such that

HU(Cy) C Chyr and UY(Cy) C Cp_y (this means that U increase the
level of filtration exactly by 1)

2)H*(Cr/U(Cx)) has rank 1 for all k&,

then for all k£ the rank of H*(C/Ciy1) is at most 1. Let {0,071, 09,...} is
the set of k such that this rank is 1. Then

3) H*(Cy, /Cs,+1) belongs to degree 2k.

Let

Qt,q) = ¢"t%, Q(t,q) = Q(t,q)(1 — gt).

Let us make a following change in Q: t*¢? is transformed to t®u??, and —t®¢®
is transformed to t®u?°~1.
4) The result is equal to

k.n

_ The last result can be reformulated as follows. Consider the complex
Cr = Cx/UCy_1, then the last homologies are the homologies of the associated
graded object (/Z\k / é\k,l. The multiplication by 1 — gt corresponds to the exact
sequence

0— Ck,l/Ck E) Ck/CkJrl — C//’\k/é\k+1 — 0.

As a corollary we get that the series Q(t,1) determines completely all
discussed cohomologies. Since for the filtered complexes C and CF L~ we
have Q(t,1) = A(t)/(1—t) for both, we have the equality of the cohomologies
of the associated graded objects and the more clear proof of the Theorem 6.
For example, we get the equation

H*(CFL™(S*)/CFL;(S* K)) =~ H*(P(O/J,)), (28)

which looks clearer that the Theorem 6.

Remarks.

1. It would be interesting to construct the analogous Z"-filtered complex
of Z|Uy, ..., U,] for multi-component links which would carry the information
about the Poincare series of the corresponding multi-index filtration.
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2. Since the order of the product of two functions on a curve is equal to
the sum of their orders, the integers oy, 05, ... form a semigroup. This may
lead to some conjectural multiplicative structure on the complex CFL™.
Unfortunately, it seems that it does not preserve the homological grading.

3. It would be also interesting to compare these results with the ones of
[13], [14] and [I5] computing the Seiberg-Witten and Heegard-Floer invari-
ants of the surface links.

7.5 Example: A,,_; singularities

Since the algorithm of computation of the (reduced) motivic Poincare series
is quite complicated, it is useful to have a series of answers where the motivic
Poincare series and the link homologies can be computed.

Proposition. Consider the singularity of type As,_ 1 given by the equation
y2 — x2n.

From the topological viewpoint this corresponds to the 2-component link,
whose components are unknotted, all intersections are positive and the link-
ing number of the components equals to n. Then

¢"(1 —q)tity

Byt ta) =Lt atita + .+ g7 ey

Proof. For the proof we use the equation (I3]). Parametrisations of the
components are

(z(t1),y(t1)) = (t1,17), and (2(t2),y(t2)) = (t2, —13),

o)
xayb|c1 — t(11+bn’ xayb|02 — (—l)bt(21+bn.
If a < n, then every function with order a on C4 has a form z® + ..., so its
order on () is also equal to a.
For every a,b > n consider the function x4 "(z" + y) + 2" (2" — y). Its
restrictions on C; and Cj are respectively equal to 2t¢ and 2t%, therefore

dim Ja,b/Ja+1,b = dim Ja,b/Ja,b+1 =1.

The codimensions h(vy,ve) are equal to vy + vg — n, if v, v2 > n, to ve, if
v1 < m,vy >N, to vy, if vy < n,v; > n, and to max(vy, vy), if 0 < vy, vy < n.
We have

L;‘bn—l (tla f}g, q> — Z t1121t1222qmax(v1,v2)+<1_'_q> Z tillltgzqvﬁrvzfn’

0<max(v1,v2);min(v1,v2)<n v1,02=n
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hence
Lyt (t=1)(ta—1) = =14+(1=q)trtot. . +(¢" 2 —¢" ) 5 +¢" (1—q+¢°)t1t5

(g - 1) ¢ (g - 1) ¢ (L4 g)(1 - g)?

and
Ln=1(ty = 1)(ty — 1) (1 —q)tty
PAQn—l — 9 -1 tt o nfltnfltnfl 1°2 )
g tltg -1 +q ! 2+ _'_q ! 2 _'_(]_ — qtl)(]_ — qtg)
]

Corollary 3

—Aop_ n— n\yn—1,n— nyngn
ng 1(t1,t2):[1—0—(q+q2)t1t2+...—|—(q 1"‘(] )t 1752 1"‘(] tity] (29)

—<t1 + tg)[q + q2t1t2 + ...+ qnt?iltgil].

In [I7] Ozsvath and Szabo computed the Heegard-Floer homologies of the
corresponding links. In their notation the answer has the following form (ev-

erywhere we write the Poincare polynomials of the corresponding complexes).
Let

Yy (s tayu) = ul(th + 15 o 4 1)+ u T (T L Y,
Ba) (t1,t2,u) = u’ + (t1 + t2)ud+1 + w2ty

Then

HFLy,, (ti,ty,u) = Y(O)t"/2 "/2+Y( 1)tn/2 1 n/2 1+ZB o tn/2 i n/2—z‘.

Since Y(g) =1 and Y(lfl) = u~1(t; + to) + w2 one can simplify this as

HF Ly, (t1 t,u) = 2207 4 (' (b + ty) + w22

+ (W7 (o b)u T T )T
=2
SO
2 PHF Ly, (170850 0) = 14 (u™ (ty + b)) + u2tty)
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> (T 4 (b + t)u T R =
=2
[142u™ 2ty + .. 4+ 2u 22 1=t =24

—(ty + )t uT ity A T,

The last expression is similar to (29) in analogy with the theorem 6. The

author do not believe that there is a formal algorithm relating P, and HF'L
in general, but there is a hope that the analogue of the equation (28)) relating
the filtration in Heegard-Floer homologies with the filtration in the space of
functions.
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