
ON THE TRANSVERSE INVARIANT AND BRAID DYNAMICS

LEV TOVSTOPYAT-NELIP

Abstract. Suppose (B, π) is an open book supporting a contact 3-manifold (Y, ξ), where
the binding B is possibly disconnected, and K is a braid about this open book. Then B ∪K
is naturally a transverse link in (Y, ξ). We prove that the transverse link invariant in knot
Floer homology,

t̂(B ∪K) ∈ ĤFK(−Y,B ∪K),

defined in [BVVV13] is always nonzero. This generalizes the main results of Etnyre and
Vela-Vick in [VV11, EVV10]. As an application, we show that if K is braided about an open
book with connected binding, and has fractional Dehn twist coefficient greater than one, then
t̂(K) 6= 0. This generalizes a result of Plamenevskaya [Pla15] for classical braid closures.

1. introduction

A central problem in 3-dimensional contact geometry is to distinguish and classify trans-
verse links. There is a classical invariant of transverse links called the self-linking number.
Distinguishing transverse links that are smoothly isotopic and have the same self-linking num-
ber can be quite difficult. In this paper, we study a transverse link invariant in knot Floer
homology which has proven useful in this regard. We recall this and related invariants below.

Suppose (B, π) is an open book supporting a contact 3-manifold (Y, ξ). Any link K braided
about the open book is naturally transverse, and all transverse isotopy classes are realized
via such braids [Pav11]. Baldwin, Vela-Vick, and Vértesi used this viewpoint in [BVVV13] to
define an invariant of transverse links, the so-called BRAID invariant, which assigns to such
K a class in knot Floer homology,

t̂(K) ∈ ĤFK(−Y,K).

They then proved that t̂ agrees with the LOSS invariant T̂ defined by Lisca, Ozsváth, Stipsicz,

and Szabó [LOSS09] for transverse knots, and with the GRID invariant θ̂ defined by Ozsváth,
Szabó, and Thurston [OST08] for transverse links in the tight contact 3-sphere (S3, ξstd).

Our first goal in this paper is to prove a nonvanishing result for the transverse invariant of
a braid together with the binding. To set the stage, recall that the binding B of an open book
(B, π) is naturally a transverse link in the supported contact manifold (Y, ξ).

Theorem 1.1. Suppose (B, π) is an open book supporting (Y, ξ) and K is a transverse link
braided about this open book. The transverse invariant of braid union binding is non-zero, i.e.

t̂(B ∪K) 6= 0.
1
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2 LEV TOVSTOPYAT-NELIP

There are two notable antecedents to Theorem 1.1. First, Vela-Vick proved in [VV11] that

the LOSS invariant T̂ (B) is nonzero when the binding B is connected. Second, Etnyre and
Vela-Vick proved in [EVV10] that c(B) is nonzero even when B is disconnected, where

c(B) ∈ SFH(−Y (B),Γµ) ∼= ĤFK(−Y,B)

is the transverse invariant defined in [SV09] using a partial open book for the link complement.

Theorem 1.1 can be viewed as a generalization of both of these results. Indeed, restricting
Theorem 1.1 to the case where K is the empty link and B is connected recovers the first result,
since the BRAID and LOSS invariants agree for transverse knots. Moreover, it is shown in

[SV09] that c = T̂ for transverse knots, and the arguments of [BVVV13, SV09] should extend
to show that c = t̂ for transverse links as well. Therefore, restricting Theorem 1.1 to the case
where K is empty should recover the second result above.

The dynamical properties of the monodromy φ of an open book decomposition having
connected binding can encode important geometric information about the supported contact
structure ξφ. Roughly, the fractional Dehn twist coefficient of the monodromy, denoted c(φ),
quantifies how much positive twisting φ induces near the boundary of the page. Honda, Kazez
and Matić proved that if c(φ) < 0, which implies that φ is not right-veering, then the supported

contact structure is overtwisted [HKM07]; in particular the contact invariant c(ξφ) ∈ ĤF (−Y )
vanishes. They also established a partial converse, if c(φ) ≥ 1, then ξφ is weakly symplectically
fillable [HKM08]; it follows that c(ξφ) 6= 0. It is interesting to ask how much of this story
translates to the setting of braids about open books and the transverse invariant.

Given a pointed monodromy g ∈ Mod(S r {p1, . . . , pn}, ∂S) we may take the closure and
obtain a link K braided about the underlying open book. Here we view the surface S as
a fixed page and the marked points {p1, . . . , pn} as K ∩ S. The notion of fractional Dehn
twist coefficient generalizes readily to pointed monodromies. It is shown in [BVVV13] that if
c(g) < 0 then the BRAID invariant of K vanishes. This was later exploited by Baldwin and
Grigsby in [BG15] to give a new solution to the word problem in the Artin braid group. More
recently, Plamenevskaya proved the following partial converse for the GRID invariant:

Theorem 1.2. [Pla15] If K is the closure of β ∈ Bn having c(β) > 1, then θ̂(K) 6= 0.

The above is proven by applying comultiplication [Bal10] of the invariant θ̂ to reduce to the

case of studying a reference braid T having θ̂(T ) 6= 0. Reducing to the reference braid relies on

the notion of σ-positivity, coming from the Dehornoy ordering on the braid group. θ̂(T ) 6= 0
is established by constructing a grid diagram for T and studying the associated combinatorial
chain complex. It is useful to observe that the reference braid T is transversely isotopic to
K ′ ∪ U , where K ′ is some braid about the trivial open book (U, π) for S3.

Studying geometric properties of transverse links arising from dynamical properties of their
pointed monodromies is more natural from the perspective of the BRAID invariant. Indeed,
via an application of Theorem 1.1 we are able to generalize the above theorem:

Theorem 1.3. Suppose K is the closure of a pointed monodromy g ∈Mod(S r P, ∂S), with
∂S connected. If c(g) > 1 then the BRAID invariant of K is non-zero, i.e.

t̂(K) 6= 0.
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The fractional Dehn twist coefficients of a pointed monodromy and that of the underlying
open book can differ by arbitrary amounts, see [IK17a]. We prove vanishing of the BRAID
invariant for loose links (Theorem 2.4) and observe the following immediate corollary:

Corollary 1.4. Suppose K is the closure of a pointed monodromy g ∈Mod(S r P, ∂S), with
∂S connected. If c(g) > 1 then K is non-loose.

The above should be compared with Theorem 6.1 of [IK17b], a similar result for braids about
planar open books equipped with multiple boundary components.

1.1. Acknowledgements. We thank John Baldwin for many helpful discussions.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Braids and transverse links. We assume the reader has some familiarity with contact
geometry. For an introduction to the Giroux correspondence consult the notes of Etnyre
[Etn05]. For a reference on transverse links we point the reader to [Etn04].

Bennequin [Ben83] studied transverse links in the tight 3-sphere via braids. His ideas have
been generalized to study transverse links in arbitrary contact manifolds 3-manifolds. Suppose
that (B, π) is an open book supporting a contact 3-manifold (Y, ξ); the binding B is naturally
transverse to the contact structure ξ.

A link K ⊂ Y r B is braided about (B, π) if it is positively transverse to the pages of the
open book. We say that two braids about an open book are braid isotopic if they are isotopic
through braids. Any link braided about an open book is braid isotopic to a link transverse to
ξ, as the contact planes are nearly tangent to the pages away from a neighborhood of B.

There is a notion of positive Markov stabilization for braids with respect to an arbitrary
open book, defined in [Pav11]. This operation increases the braid index by one, but preserves
the transverse isotopy class of the braid. The following is a generalization of the transverse
Markov theorem of Wrinkle [Wri02], and independently Orekov and Shevchishin [OS03]:

Theorem 2.1. [Pav11] Suppose (B, π) is an open book supporting (Y, ξ). Every transverse
link in (Y, ξ) is transversely isotopic to a braid with respect to (B, π). Moreover, two links
braided about (B, π) are transversely isotopic if and only if they become braid isotopic after
some number of positive Markov stabilizations.

2.2. Knot Floer homology. We fix some notation for knot Floer chain complexes and
homology groups. See Section 2 of [BVVV13] for a review.

To a weakly admissible 2n-pointed Heegaard diagram H = (Σ,α,β,w, z), encoding an m-
component link L ⊂ Y , we associate a chain complex CFK∞(H) [OS04a]. As an Z2[U1, . . . , Un]-
module, this complex is generated by tuples of the form [a, i1, . . . , in], where a ∈ Tα ∩Tβ and
each ij ∈ Z. The action of the U -variables is specified by

Uj · [a, i1, . . . , ij , . . . , in] = [a, i1, . . . , ij − 1, . . . , in].
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The differential counts pseudo-holomorphic disks

∂∞[a, i1, . . . , in] =
∑

b∈Tα∩Tβ

∑
φ∈π2(a,b)
µ(φ)=1
nw(φ)=0

(#M̂(φ))[b, i1 − nz1(φ), . . . , in − nzn(φ)].

For an integer c, the subcomplex CFK≤c(H) is generated, over Z2[U1, . . . , Un], by elements of
the form [a, c, . . . , c]. The minus complex is defined to be CFK−(H) := CFK≤0(H). If two
basepoints zi and zj correspond to the same component of L, then the variables Ui and Uj
act identically on HFK−(Y, L) := H∗(CFK

−(H)). By reindexing the basepoints, we arrange
that z1, . . . , zm correspond to the m distinct components of the link. HFK−(Y,L) is then an
invariant of the pair (Y,L), well-defined up to Z2[U1, . . . , Um]-module isomorphism.

By setting U1, . . . , Um = 0 in CFK−(H), we obtain the hat complex ĈFK(H). The

homology of this complex, denoted ĤFK(Y,L), is an invariant of the pair (Y,L) up to Z2-
module isomorphism. Let CFK≥0(H) denote the quotient complex CFK∞(H)/CFK≤−1(H).
For an Z2[U1, . . . Un]-module M , let M∨ denote

HomZ2[U1,...,Un](M,Z2[U1, . . . , Un, U
−1
1 , . . . , U−1

n ]/Z2[U1, . . . , Un]).

Observe that we can then identify CFK≥0(H)∨ with CFK−(Σ,β,α,w, z); where (Σ,β,α,w, z)
is a diagram encoding (−Y,−L).

Setting all U -variables equal to zero, we obtain the totally blocked complex C̃FK(H), whose

homology H̃FK(H) is an invariant of (Y, L, n), where n is the number of basepoint pairs. As

Z2-modules, H̃FK(H) ' ĤFK(Y,L) ⊗W⊗n−m, where W is a 2-dimensional vector space.
If Y is a QHS3 then the two generators of W have bigradings (0, 0) and (−1,−1). The

projection ĈFK(H)→ C̃FK(H) induces an injection ι : ĤFK(Y, L) ↪−→ H̃FK(H).

2.3. The BRAID invariant. In this subsection we review the definition of the BRAID
invariant. The construction is similar to that of the contact invariant given in [HKM09].

As before let, (B, π) be an open book supporting (Y, ξ). Let Sθ := π−1(θ) denote a page, φ
denote the open book monodromy. Suppose S has genus g and m boundary components. Let
K be an index n braid about (B, π), i.e. suppose K∩S0 consists of n points, P = {p1, . . . , pn},
and let g ∈Mod(S r P, ∂S) denote some lift of φ having closure K.

A basis of arcs {ai}2g+n+m−2
1 ⊂ S r P is a collection of properly embedded disjoint arcs

which cut S r P into n discs, each containing one point of P . The pointed monodromy φ̂
together with any basis of arcs specifies a Heegaard diagram Hg = (Σ,β,α,wK , zK) encoding

(−Y,K). Let {bi}2g+n+m−2
1 be another basis of arcs obtained by perturbing the endpoints of

ai in the oriented direction of ∂S, and isotoping in S r P so that ai intersects bi transversely
in a single point with positive sign. We construct the diagram H:

• Σ = S1/2 ∪ −S0

• αi = ai × {0, 1/2}, βi = bi × {1/2} ∪ g(bi)× {0}
• zi = pi × {0}, wi = pi × {1/2}
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For each i, αi intersects βi in a single point in the region S1/2 denoted xi. Let x ∈ Tβ ∩Tα

denote the generator1 having component xi on αi. The homology class [x] ∈ HFK◦(−Y,K) is
an invariant of the transverse isotopy class of K, denoted t◦(K) (Theorem 3.1 of [BVVV13]);
where ◦ ∈ {∧,−}. The proof of invariance utilizes the Giroux correspondence [Gir02] and
Theorem 2.1. Any two braidings of a transverse link K about two open books are related by
a sequence of braid isotopies, positive Markov stabilizations of the braids, and positive Hopf
stabilizations of the open books. Each of these moves, along with arc slides relating bases
of arcs, give rise to a quasi-isomorphisms of the underlying CFK◦ complexes preserving the
distinguished generator x, see [BVVV13] for details.

Given the pointed monodromy g, we can also consider the homology class of x ∈ C̃FK(H),

denoted t̃(g) ∈ H̃FK(H). The proof of arc-slide invariance for the invariant t◦ can be used to
show that t̃ is an invariant of the pointed monodromy g.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose g ∈Mod(S r P, ∂S) has transverse closure Kg ⊂ (Yg, ξg). Then

t̂(Kg) 6= 0 ⇐⇒ t̃(g) 6= 0.

Proof. The natural injection ι : ĤFK(−Yg,Kg) ↪−→ H̃FK(H) maps t̂(Kg) to t̃(g). �

2.4. Right-veering mapping classes and the fractional Dehn twist coefficient. The
monoid of right-veering diffeomorphisms in the mapping class group, along with the notion
of fractional Dehn twist coefficient, was introduced and studied by Honda, Kazez, and Matić.
We do not give the definition of the fractional Dehn twist coefficient, see sections 2 and 3 of
[HKM07] for details.

Let S denote an oriented compact surface with boundary. Let a, b ⊂ S r P be oriented
properly embedded arcs such that ∂a = ∂b ⊂ a ∩ ∂S = b ∩ ∂S, as oriented 0-manifolds. We
apply an isotopy of the arcs, fixing their endpoints, so that they intersect transversally in the
fewest number of possible intersections; in this case we say the arcs intersect efficiently. The
arc b is to the right of a, denoted a ≤ b, if the two arcs can be made to intersect efficiently
so that the tangent vectors (ḃ, ȧ) form a positive basis for Tp(S) at both points p ∈ ∂a. We
say that ψ ∈ Mod(S r P, ∂S) is right-veering if ψ(a) ≥ a for every properly embedded arc
a ⊂ S r P meeting ∂S.

Suppose now that ∂S is connected. We denote the fractional Dehn twist coefficient of
ψ ∈ Mod(S r P, ∂S) by c(ψ). The definition involves the Nielsen-Thurston classification of
surface diffeomorphisms. Although the fractional Dehn twist coefficient was originally defined
in the case that P = ∅, the definition carries over naturally when marked points are introduced.

Let τ∂S ∈Mod(SrP, ∂S) denote a boundary parallel right-hand Dehn twist. The following
basic properties of the twist coefficient follow from the definition:

Lemma 2.3. (Section 3 of [HKM07] and Proposition 4.10 [IK17a])

• c(τN∂S ◦ ψ) = N + c(ψ)
• If c(ψ) > 0 then ψ is right-veering.

1in the CFK−-complex, we mean the generator [x, 0, . . . , 0], in the notation of the previous sub-section.
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2.5. Loose transverse links. A transverse link K ⊂ (Y, ξ) is loose if its complement Y rK
contains an overtwisted disk. We prove that the BRAID invariant of a loose transverse link
vanishes by realizing it as the closure of a non right-veering pointed monodromy. This is
similar to Theorem 1.4 of [LOSS09].

Theorem 2.4. If K ⊂ (Y, ξ) is a loose transverse link then t̂(K) = 0.

Proof. By Lemma 5.1 of [LOSS09] we may decompose (Y, ξ) as a contact connected sum
(Y1, ξ1)#(S3, ξ2) such that K ⊂ (Y1, ξ1) and ξ2 is overtwisted. Let g ∈ Mod(S r P, ∂S)
denote a pointed monodromy specifying K ⊂ (Y1, ξ1). Theorem 1.1 of [HKM07] guarantees
the existence of an abstract open book (Σ, φ) supporting (S3, ξ2) which is not right-veering.

Let S]Σ denote the boundary connected sum of surfaces. There is a natural pointed mon-
odromy h ∈Mod

(
(SrP )]Σ, ∂(S]Σ)

)
which restricts to g and φ on each of the two respective

summands. By construction, the transverse closure of h is K ⊂ (Y, ξ), and h is not right-
veering. Theorem 1.4 of [BVVV13] implies t̂(K) = 0.

�

2.6. Transversely braiding the binding of an open book. We fix some notation and
illustrate how to transversely braid the binding of an open book about itself.

Let P = {p1, . . . , pn} denote a collection of marked points in the interior of an oriented
surface S. Let γ ⊂ S r {P ∪ ∂S} denote a properly embedded arc connecting two points
pi 6= pj of P . We let σγ denote the right-hand half twist about γ; σγ has support in a small
neighborhood of γ, see Figure 1. If δ is a simple closed curve in Sr{P ∪∂S}, we let τδ denote
a right-hand Dehn twist about δ.

We will also make use of push-maps. Let r denote an oriented properly embedded arc
γ ⊂ S r {P ∪ ∂S} having endpoints at a single point p ∈ P . Let δ1 ∪ δ2 denote the oriented
boundary of a small annular neighborhood of r, where the orientation of δ1 agrees with that
of r. The push-map of p along r, denoted πr, is the composition τδ1 ◦ τ

−1
δ2

. This map has a
simple interpretation: the oriented arc r specifies a movie of how the component of the closure
of πr corresponding to the marked point p intersects the pages of the open book as one flows
through the fibration. Note that if one forgets the basepoint p, then the right and left-hand
Dehn twists cancel, so πr does not change the underlying open book.

pi pj
γ σγ

Figure 1. The right-hand half twist σγ is supported in a neighborhood of the
horizontal arc γ and is determined by where it sends the vertical arc.

The binding B of an open book supporting (Y, ξ) is naturally a transverse link. We illustrate
how to braid B about (B, π) via a transverse isotopy.
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Any transverse knot K admits a neighborhood contactomorphic to

Nε = {(r, θ, z) : r < ε} ⊂ R2 × S1

where ξ = ker(α) = ker(dz+ r2dθ), and K is identified with (0, 0)×S1. In these coordinates,
K admits a parametrization γ(t) = (0, t, t), where t ∈ [0, 2π). Consider the transverse isotopy

Γs(t) = (s, t, t)

from γ0(t) to γε/2(t). Applying this isotopy to each component of B realizes the component
as an index 1 braid about (B, π).

Suppose B has n components. Let (S, φ) be an abstract open book corresponding to (B, π),
where S has genus g. Abusing notation, we denote the index-n braiding of B obtained by the

above procedure by B as well. B is specified by a lift φ̂ ∈ Mod(S r {p1, . . . , pn}, ∂S) of φ.

Thinking of φ as fixing a collar neighborhood ν(∂S) of the boundary, one obtains φ̂ by adding
n marked points and composing φ with n push maps supported in ν(∂S), each along an arc
parallel to and oriented as the nearby component of ∂S. See Figure 2 for the push maps and
a basis of arcs {ai}2g+n−1

1 ∪ {a2,i}2g+n−1
2g+1 for S r {p1, . . . , pn}.

a1

a2
a3

a4

a2,5 a2,6

a5 a6

Figure 2. The basis of arcs {ai}2g+n−1
1 ∪ {a2,i}2g+n−1

2g+1 for the case n = 3 and
g = 2 is depicted. The push maps along boundary parallel curves, supported
in the shaded neighborhood ν(∂S), are depicted as well.

Remark 2.5. The construction (of φ̂) above can be adapted in a straight forward way, with
only minor changes in notation, to give the following: Suppose ∂S is connected. Given a
pointed monodromy g ∈ Mod(S r {p1, . . . , pn}, ∂S) having transverse closure K, one can
construct a lift ĝ ∈ Mod(S r {p, p1, . . . , pn}, ∂S) of g having transverse closure B ∪K. The
new point p is the intersection of B, as an index one braid, with a page of the open book.

The following lemma allows us to recognize certain instances when the closure of a pointed
monodromy is transversely isotopic to braid union binding.

Lemma 2.6. Let S be an oriented surface with connected boundary. Suppose that

h ∈Mod(S r {p, p1, . . . , pn}, ∂S)

fixes an annular neighborhood of ∂S containing only the marked point p, then the closure of

τ∂S ◦ h
is transversely isotopic to B ∪ K, where B is the binding of the underlying open book (of
τ∂S ◦ h) and K is some braid about this open book.
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Proof. Since the pointed monodromy h fixes an annular neighborhood of ∂S containing p, it
restricts to an element g ∈Mod(Sr{p1, . . . , pn}, ∂S). By construction of τ̂∂S ◦ g (see Remark
2.5), and the definition of a push-map, it follows that τ∂S ◦ h = τ̂∂S ◦ g. �

2.7. Elementary non-vanishing results. We establish some non-vanishing results for the
BRAID invariant t̂ which play key roles in the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3.

Proposition 2.7. Let S be an oriented, compact surface with boundary and some marked
points. Let Kγ denote the closure of a right-hand half twist along some embedded arc γ
connecting two marked points. Let Kδ denote the closure of a right-hand Dehn twist along any
simple closed curve δ. Then t̂(Kγ), t̂(Kδ) 6= 0.

Proof. We first prove that t̂(Kγ) is non-zero. One can choose a basis of arcs {ai} for SrP such
that a1 intersects γ in a single point, and all other basis arcs {ai|i > 1} are disjoint from γ.
We use this basis of arcs to obtain a Heegaard diagram H encoding (−Y,Kγ) as in Subsection

2.3. The resulting complex ĈFK(H) has vanishing differential, so the result follows.

Next consider we consider a right-hand Dehn twist τδ along a simple closed curve δ. If δ is
non-separating in S, we may construct a basis of arcs {ai} for S r P such that a1 intersects

δ in a single point, and all other basis arcs {ai|i > 1} are disjoint from δ. The ĈFK complex
coming from the corresponding diagram will again have vanishing differential.

We are left to consider the case that δ separates a region R ⊂ S from ∂S. Consider the
surface R′ obtained by removing some small neighborhoods Di of the points in pi ∈ P ∩ R.
By the chain relation (see Proposition 4.12 of [FM12]), τδ can be expressed as a product of
right-hand Dehn twists about non-separating curves in R′, along with left-hand Dehn twists
about the boundaries of the disks Di. The latter are trivial as elements of the pointed mapping
class group. Theorem 3.3 and the previous case imply t̂(Kδ) 6= 0.

�

3. Comultiplicativity of the BRAID invariant

We establish some comultiplicativity statements for the BRAID invariant. The proof is an
adaptation of the argument for the comultiplicativity of the contact class [Bal08], and also
generalizes the comultiplicativity of the GRID invariant [Bal10].

Let S be a surface with boundary and P = {p1, . . . , pn} ⊂ S be a collection of marked
points. Let Kg ⊂ (Yg, ξg),Kh ⊂ (Yh, ξh), and Khg ⊂ (Yhg, ξhg) be transverse links specified by
elements g, h ∈Mod(S r P, ∂S) as in Subsection 2.1.

Theorem 3.1. There exists a natural comultiplication homomorphism

µ−∗ : HFK−(−Yhg,Khg)→ HFK−(−Yg,Kg)⊗HFK−(−Yh,Kh),

of Z2[U1, . . . , Un]-modules, sending t−(Khg) to t−(Kg)⊗ t−(Kh).

Remark 3.2. Recall that the U -actions corresponding to the same component of the link
act identically on HFK−, however when composing pointed monodromies it is usually not
practical to keep track of this. In practice, this theorem is more useful when one quotients
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HFK− by the action of (Ui − Uj) for every i, j. This has the effect of identifying all the
U -variable actions and endows the result with the structure of a Z2[U ]-module. The map µ−∗
of the Theorem then induces a map of these Z2[U ]-modules. Alternatively, one can choose to
work with the collapsed knot Floer homology, where all of the variables are identified on the
chain level; the proof carries through in this setting.

Let {ai} and {bi} denote the bases of arcs described in Subsection 2.3. We construct a
third basis of arcs {ci} from by applying a small isotopy moving the endpoints of arcs in {bi}
along ∂S in the direction given by the boundary orientation. We require that both ai and bi
intersect ci transversely in a single point with positive sign. We construct three sets of curves
and two sets of basepoints on the Heegaard surface Σ = S1/2 ∪ −S0:

• α = {αi} = {ai × {0, 1/2}}
• β = {βi} = {bi × {1/2} ∪ g(bi)× {0}}
• γ = {γi} = {ci × {1/2} ∪ h(g(ci)))× {0}}
• w = {wi} = {pi × {1/2}} and z = {zi} = {pi × {0}}.

The Heegaard diagrams Hg = (Σ,β,α,w, z), Hh = (Σ,γ,β,w, z) and Hhg = (Σ,γ,α,w, z)
encode (−Yg,Kg), (−Yh,Kh) and (−Yhg,Khg), respectively. There are unique generators
xg ∈ Tα ∩Tβ, xh ∈ Tβ ∩Tγ and xhg ∈ Tα ∩Tγ having all components in the region S1/2. By
construction, the homology classes of xg,xh and xhg are the braid invariants t◦(Kg), t

◦(Kh)
and t◦(Khg), respectively.

There is a version of comultiplication for the totally blocked theory, which is what we use
for the proof of Theorem 1.3. We prove this result then return to the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 3.3. There exists a natural comultiplication homomorphism

µ̃∗ : H̃FK(Hhg)→ H̃FK(Hg)⊗ H̃FK(Hh),

sending t̃(hg) to t̃(g)⊗ t̃(h). In particular, t̂(Kg), t̂(Kh) 6= 0 implies that t̂(Khg) 6= 0.

Proof. The statement involving the t̂ invariant will follow from the comultiplicativity of the
totally blocked invariant, by Lemma 2.2. For a Heegaard diagram H, let −H denote the dia-
gram obtained by interchanging the two sets of attaching curves, e.g. −Hg = (Σ,α,β,w, z).
If the Heegaard triple diagram (Σ,α,β,γ,w, z) is weakly-admissible there is a multiplication
chain map

m̃ : C̃FK(−Hg)⊗ C̃FK(−Hh)→ C̃FK(−Hhg)
defined on the generators by counting pseudo-holomorphic triangles

m̃(a⊗ b) =
∑

x∈Tα∩Tγ

∑
φ∈π2(a,b,x)
µ(φ)=0

nz(φ)=nw(φ)=0

(#M̂(φ))x.

Applying the HomZ2(−,Z2) functor to the above yields a comultiplication chain map

µ̃ : C̃FK(Hhg)→ C̃FK(Hg)⊗ C̃FK(Hh)

defined on generators by



10 LEV TOVSTOPYAT-NELIP

µ̃(x) =
∑

a∈Tα∩Tβ b∈Tβ∩Tγ

∑
φ∈π2(a,b,x)
µ(φ)=0

nz(φ)=nw(φ)=0

(#M̂(φ))a⊗ b.

To prove Theorem 3.3 it suffices to show that the triple diagram above is weakly admissible,
and that µ(xhg) = xg ⊗ xh. For the latter, we argue there is a unique pair of generators
(a ∈ Tα∩Tβ,b ∈ Tβ∩Tγ) for which there exists a Whitney triangle φ ∈ π2(a,b,xhg) satisfying
nw(φ) = 0 admitting a holomorphic representative. We will see that a = xg,b = xh, that
the Whitney triangle is unique, and that the triangle has a single holomorphic representative
contributing to m̃(a⊗ b).

Definition 3.4. Let D1, . . . , Dm denote the connected regions of Σ r {α ∪ β ∪ γ}. A triply-
periodic domain of a pointed Heegaard triple diagram (Σ,α,β,γ, z,w) is a formal linear
combination P =

∑
i piDi such that nw(P ) = 0 and ∂P =

∑
i pi∂Di is a linear combination

of complete α,β and γ curves.

Definition 3.5. A pointed Heegaard diagram is said to be weakly-admissible if every non-
trivial triply-periodic domain P has both positive and negative coefficients.

For each i, the triple of curves αi, βi and γi intersect form the arrangement on S1/2 pictured
in Figure 3. Suppose that P =

∑
i piDi is a triply periodic domain of (Σ,α,β,γ, z,w). The

regions D1 and D6 will always contain points of w (for some values of i the regions D1 and
D6 coincide), therefore p1 = p6 = 0. Since ∂P contains some total number of α curves, we
have that p7 = p4 − p5 = −p2. If p7 6= 0 we have that the domain P has both positive and
negative coefficients, so assume that p7 = p2 = 0 and p4 = p5. Because ∂P contains some
total number of β curves it now follows that p4 = p5 = −p3. Either P is to have both positive
and negative coefficients, or we have that p1 = p2 = · · · = p7 = 0. Since all α, β and γ curves
meet the region S1/2 it is clear that any non-trivial triply periodic domain must have both
positive and negative coefficients. We conclude that the diagram is weakly-admissible.

S1/2

−S0
D1 D2 D3

D4 D5
D6

D7

αi βi γi

Figure 3. The points (xg)i, (xh)i, and (xhg)i are depicted by a square, dot
and star, respectively.

We turn to the computation of µ̃(xhg).

Let (xg)i, (xh)i, and (xhg)i denote the components of xg, xh, and xhg on αi, βi, and γi,
respectively. Suppose that φ ∈ π2(a,b,xhg) is a Whitney triangle admitting a holomorphic



ON THE TRANSVERSE INVARIANT AND BRAID DYNAMICS 11

representative with nz(φ) = nw(φ) = 0. Let D =
∑

i piDi denote the domain of φ. nw(φ) = 0
immediately implies that p1 = p6 = 0.

Because (xhg)i is a corner of φ, a standard holomorphic polygon counting argument gives
that p5 = p2 + p4 + 1. Suppose that φ has no corner at (xg)i; in this case it follows that
p5 +p7 = p4. Subtracting the second equation from the first yields −p7 = p2 +1, in which case
either p7 or p2 must be negative, and φ can not admit a holomorphic representative. Thus φ
has a corner at (xg)i. A similar argument shows that φ must have a corner at (xh)i, and that
p5 = 1 is the only nonzero multiplicity of D pictured in Figure 3.

Applying this argument for each local configuration as in the figure it follows that a = xg,
b = xh, and that D is a union of small triangles, in which case φ must have a unique
holomorphic representative. We conclude that µ̃(xhg) = xg ⊗ xh. �

Proof of Theorem 3.1. The proof for the minus theory is similar. Because the triple diagram
is weakly admissible, there is a natural multiplication chain map

m≥0 : CFK≥0(−Hg)⊗ CFK≥0(−Hh)→ CFK≥0(−Hhg),
defined by counting pseudo-holomorphic triangles

m≥0([a, i1, . . . , in]⊗ [b, i′1, . . . , i
′
n]) =∑

x∈Tα∩Tγ

∑
φ∈π2(a,b,x)
µ(φ)=0
nw(φ)=0

(#M̂(φ))[x, i1 + i′1 − nz1(φ), . . . , in + i′n − nzn(φ)].

Applying theHomZ2[U1,...,Un](−,Z2[U1, . . . , Un, U
−1
1 , . . . , U−1

n ]/Z2[U1, . . . , Un]) functor, and iden-

tifying CFK≥0(−H)∨ with CFK−(H) we obtain a map

µ− := (m≥0)∨ : CFK−(Hhg)→ CFK−(Hg)⊗ CFK−(Hh).

The proof that µ̃(xhg) = xg ⊗ xh only used that the holomorphic triangles contributing to m̃
satisfy nw(φ) = 0; in particular, the same proof also shows that µ−(xhg) = xg ⊗ xh. �

4. the transverse invariant of a braid and its axis

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1 in three steps. First, we establish the result for the
case that there is no braid and the underlying open book monodromy is simple, see Proposition
4.3 and Lemma 4.4. Second, we include the braid in the picture, see Lemma 4.5. Finally, we
upgrade to general open book monodromy via an application of Theorem 3.3.

Suppose that (B, π) is an open book decomposition, with B having n components, sup-
porting (Y, ξ). Let (S, φ) be the abstract open book corresponding to (B, π), where S has
genus g. As discussed in Subsection 2.6 the binding B is naturally a transverse link that
may be braided about the open book via a transverse isotopy and is specified by some lift

φ̂ ∈ Mod(S r {p1, . . . , pn}, ∂S) of φ, constructed by composing φ with some push-maps. See

Figure 2 for the basis of arcs {ai}2g+n−1
1 ∪ {a2,i}2g+n−1

2g+1 for S r {p1, . . . , pn}.

The basis of arcs along with φ̂ specify a Heegaard diagram D = (Σ,β,α,wB, zB), along
with a generator xD, shown on the left side of Figure 4 for (−Y,B), as in subsection 2.3. The
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indexing of the basis arcs induces a labelling of the β and α curves. The homology class [xD],

in ĤFK(D), is the braid invariant t̂(B). Applying an isotopy to D we obtain the diagram
depicted on the right side of Figure 4, still denoted D.

S1/2

Figure 4. A portion of the Heegaard diagram D for (−Y,B) in the case g = 1
and n = 3. The wB basepoints and zB basepoints are solid and hollow dots,
respectively. The homology class of the generator depicted by orange dots is

t̂(B) ∈ ĤFK(D).

The following notion was introduced in [HP13] and is very useful for studying the relative
Alexander grading. Suppose (Σ,α,β, z1∪ z2,w1∪w2) is a Heegaard diagram encoding a link
L1 ∪ L2 = L ⊂ Y , where the basepoints zLi and wLi encode the sublink Li. Let λi ⊂ Σ be
a longitude for Li constructed by connecting the points of zLi to the wLi by oriented arcs
{γz|z ∈ zLi} in the complement of α curves and gluing together with arcs {γw|w ∈ wLi}
connecting the wLi with the zLi in the complement of the β curves. Let D1, . . . , Dr denote
the closures of connected components of Σ \ (λi ∪ α ∪ β). A relative periodic domain is a
2-chain P = ΣaiDi, whose boundary satisfies

∂P = λi +
∑

niαi +
∑

miβi.

By capping off capping off the α and β curves appearing in ∂P with discs one obtains an
immersed surface, and hence a relative second homology class in the complement of Li.

Lemma 4.1. (see Lemma 2.3 of [HP13]) Let Li ⊂ L be as in the definition above. Let P be a
relative periodic domain whose homology class agrees with that of a Seifert surface F for Li.
For x,y ∈ Tα ∩ Tβ, we have

ALi(x)−ALi(y) = nx(P)− ny(P)

where the Alexander grading above is defined using the surface F .

In this paper we consider only the Alexander grading induced by the binding of an open
book. The choice of Seifert surface will always be a page of the open book, so we continue to
suppress the surface from the notation.

Lemma 4.2. The Alexander grading of a generator of ĈFK(D) is the number of its compo-
nents in the region S1/2 minus (g+ n− 1). In particular, a generator has maximal Alexander
grading (g + n− 1) if and only if all of its components lie in the region S1/2.
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Proof. Consider the relative periodic domain S1/2 having boundary consisting only of a lon-
gitude for B (see right side of Figure 4). Using Lemma 4.1 it follows that a generator has all
components in S1/2 if and only if it has maximal Alexander grading. Symmetry determines
the absolute grading. �

We first prove Theorem 1.1 in the case that K = ∅ and the underlying monodromy of the
open book is trivial, this is the content of the following technical proposition. If φ is the
identity monodromy, then Y ' #2g+n−1S1 × S2. The homology classes of oriented curves
{Ai}g+n−1

1 ∪{Bi}g1 ⊂ S pictured in Figure 5, freely generate H1(Y ;Z); in particular the curves

{Ai}g+n−1
g+1 are boundary parallel.

A1

B1

A2

B2

A3 A4

Figure 5. A basis for H1(Y ;Z), when φ = 1(S,∂S)

Proposition 4.3. If φ is the identity monodromy, then xD is the unique generator of maximal
Alexander grading having SpinC-grading swB (xD) = s(ξ). In particular, [xD] = t̂(B) 6= 0.

Proof. Suppose y ∈ ĈFK(D, top) is a generator, and let (y)i, (y)i, denote the component of
y on βi, αi respectively.

Lemma 2.19 of [OS04b] allows us to compute the difference of SpinC-gradings of gener-
ators via the Heegaard diagram. We argue that the difference swB (y) − swB (xD), a linear
combination of Poincaré duals of basis elements for H1(Y ;Z), vanishes if and only if y = xH.

We will recursively construct a sequence of generators {yj}
y = yg+n,yg+n−1, . . . ,y1 = xD

in ĈFK(D, top) such that

• (yj)
i = (xD)i for j > g and i ≥ g + j,

• (yj)
i = (xD)i and (yj)

2,k = (xD)2,k for j ≤ g, i ≥ 2j − 1, and any k.
• swB (yj+1) − swB (yj) is a linear combination of PD([Aj ]) and PD([Bj ]) (the latter

only appears for j ≤ g). The difference is equal to zero if and only if yj+1 = yj .

(1) We begin by constructing yg+n−1. If (y)2g+n−1 = (xD)2g+n−1 then we set yg+n−1 = y,
so assume (y)2g+n−1 6= (xD)2g+n−1. There are two other intersection points involving
β2g+n−1 in the region S1/2, one with α2g+n−1 and another with α2,2g+n−1.

(a) If (y)2g+n−1 = (y)2g+n−1 let yg+n−1 be obtained from y by replacing (y)2g+n−1 with
(xD)2g+n−1. Then swB (y)− swB (yg+n−1) = PD([Ag+n−1]).
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(b) If (y)2g+n−1 = (y)2,2g+n−1 then it must be the case that (y)2,2g+n−1 = (y)2g+n−1.
Let yg+n−1 be obtained from y by replacing (y)2g+n−1, (y)2,2g+n−1, with (xD)2g+n−1,
(xD)2,2g+n−1, respectively. Then swB (y)− swB (yg+n−1) = PD([Ag+n−1]).

β2,2g+n+1

α2,2g+n+1

α2g+n+1

β2g+n+1

Figure 6. Step 1: The construction of yg+n−1, both cases. The orange dots
are components of xH and yg+n−1 (they agree here by construction). The
brown squares represent y. The highlighted path ε(y,yg+n−1) is homologous
to [Ag+n−1] in both cases.

(2) Assuming that we have constructed yj+1 for some j > g satisfying the hypotheses, we con-
struct yj . If (yj+1)g+j = (xD)g+j then we set yj = yj+1, so assume (yj+1)g+j 6= (xD)g+j .
There are three other intersection points involving βg+j in the region S1/2, one with αg+j ,
another with α2,g+j and a third with α2,g+j+1.

(a) If (yj+1)g+j = (yj+1)g+j , let yj be obtained from yj+1 by replacing (yj+1)g+j

with (xD)g+j . As in the first case of the construction of yg+n−1 it follows that
swB (yj+1)− swB (yj) = PD([Aj ]).

(b) If (yj+1)g+j = (yj+1)2,g+j there are two further sub-cases. Either (yj+1)g+j =
(yj+1)2,g+j+1 and (yj+1)2,g+j = (yj+1)2,g+j+1, or (yj+1)g+j = (yj+1)2,g+j .

(i) In the former case, let yj be obtained from yj+1 by replacing (yj+1)g+j with
(xD)g+j , (yj+1)2,g+j with (xD)2,g+j , and (yj+1)2,g+j+1 with (xD)2,g+j+1.

(ii) In the latter case, let yj be obtained from yj+1 by replacing (yj+1)g+j with
(xD)g+j and (yj+1)2,g+j with (xD)2,g+j . In either case we have that swB (yj+1)−
swB (yj) = PD([Aj ]). See Figure 7.

(c) If (yj+1)g+j = (yj+1)2,g+j+1 then it follows that (yj+1)g+j = (yj+1)2,g+j+1. Let yj be
obtained from yj+1 by replacing (yj+1)g+j , (yj+1)2,g+j+1, with (xD)g+j , (xD)2,g+j+1,
respectively. The picture is similar to that of the second case (1b) of the construction
of yg+n−1. It follows that swB (yj+1)− swB (yj) = PD([Aj ]).
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α2,g+j

α2,g+j+1

β2,g+j

β2,g+j+1

αg+j

βg+j

Figure 7. Case 2b: The construction of yj , in both sub-cases. The orange
dots are components of xH and yj (they agree here by construction). The
brown squares are components of yj+1. The highlighted path ε(yj+1,yj) is
homologous to [Aj ] in both cases.

(3) Assuming that we have constructed yj+1 for some j ≤ g satisfying the hypotheses, we
construct yj . For each i > 2g, in the domain S1/2 the curve β2,i intersects only α2,i

(among the α-curves whose components of yj+1 are not fixed); i.e. (yj+1)2,i = (yj+1)2,i.
Of the remaining α-curves, β2j and β2j−1 intersect only α2j and α2j−1. There are two
cases, with three nontrivial sub-cases each. Either (yj+1)2j = (yj+1)2j and (yj+1)2j−1 =
(yj+1)2j−1, or (yj+1)2j = (yj+1)2j−1 and (yj+1)2j−1 = (yj+1)2j . The trivial sub-case is
that (yj+1)2j = (xD)2j and (yj+1)2j−1 = (xD)2j−1, where we set yj = yj+1.

(a) Suppose that (yj+1)2j = (yj+1)2j and (yj+1)2j−1 = (yj+1)2j−1.

(i) If (yj+1)2j 6= (xD)2j and (yj+1)2j−1 = (xD)2j−1 then, obtaining yj from yj+1 by
replacing (yj+1)2j with (xD)2j , we have that swB (yj+1)−swB (yj) = PD([Bj ]).
See the left side of Figure 8.

(ii) If (yj+1)2j = (xD)2j and (yj+1)2j−1 6= (xD)2j−1 then, obtaining yj from yj+1

by replacing (yj+1)2j−1 with (xD)2j−1, we have that swB (yj+1) − swB (yj) =
PD([Aj ]). See the right side of Figure 8

(iii) If (yj+1)2j 6= (xD)2j and (yj+1)2j−1 6= (xD)2j−1 then, we obtain yj from yj+1 by
replacing (yj+1)2j with (xD)2j and (yj+1)2j−1 with (xD)2j−1. Taking the union
of the paths of the two previous sub-cases, we have that swB (yj+1)−swB (yj) =
PD([Aj ] + [Bj ]).

(b) Now, assume we are in the case that (yj+1)2j = (yj+1)2j−1 and (yj+1)2j−1 = (yj+1)2j .
The intersection point (yj+1)2j is fixed, and there are three possibilities for (yj+1)2j−1.
In each of these sub-cases we obtain yj from yj+1 by replacing (yj+1)2j with (xD)2j

and (yj+1)2j−1 with (xD)2j−1. Figure 9 shows the three possible sub-cases; in
each case swB (yj+1) − swB (yj) is a non-trivial linear combination of PD([Aj ]) and
PD([Bj ]).

�
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α2j−1

α2jβ2jβ2j−1

Figure 8. Case 3a: The construction of yj , in the first and second sub-
cases. The orange dots are components of xH and yj . The brown squares are
components of yj+1. The highlighted path ε(yj+1,yj) is homologous to [Bj ] in
the first sub-case, and [Aj ] in the second.

Figure 9. Case 3b: The construction of yj , in the case that (yj+1)2j =
(yj+1)2j−1. The orange dots are components of xH and yj . The brown squares
are components of yj+1. The highlighted path ε(yj+1,yj) is homologous to [Bj ]
in the first sub-case, [Aj ] in the second, and [Aj ] + [Bj ] in the third.

Still assuming K = ∅, we now consider a monodromy φ specifying a 3-manifold whose first
homology is compatible with the calculation of Proposition 4.3.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose an open book (B, π) has monodromy

φ = P ◦
∏
C∈∆

τmC ,

where P is a product of right and left-handed Dehn twists about separating curves in S, ∆ is the
set of n connected components of ∂S, and m ∈ Z. Then xD is the unique generator of maximal
Alexander grading having SpinC-grading swB (xD) = s(ξ). In particular, [xD] = t̂(B) 6= 0.

Proof. Given the monodromy φ, one readily obtains a presentation for H1(Y ) as in Subsection

2.1 of [EO08]. We use the generators {Ai}g+n−1
1 ∪{Bi}g1 described above Figure 5. Dehn twists

about separating curves do not introduce any relations. The composition of boundary parallel

Dehn twists
∏
C∈D

τmC introduces the n− 1 relations

{nm(Ai) = 0|i > g}.
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If n = 1, there are no new relations and the SpinC-structure calculation of Proposition 4.3
carries through. If n > 1, consider the group homomorphism h : H1(Y ) → Z2g ⊕ Z/nZ
specified by

• h(Ai) = ei for i ≤ g
• h(Bi) = eg+i
• h(Ai) = 1 ∈ Z/nZ for i > g.

where {e1, . . . , e2g} is a basis for Z2g and 1 ∈ Z/nZ is a generator. Note that for any subset

R ⊂ {g + 1, g + 2, . . . , g + n− 1} we have
∑
i∈R

Ai 6∈ ker(h).

In particular
∑
i∈R

Ai ∈ H1(Y ) is a nontrivial homology class. The SpinC-structure calculation

of Proposition 4.3 carries through and shows that xD is the unique generator of maximal
Alexander grading having SpinC-grading swB (xD) = s(ξ).

�

Suppose K is a link braided about (B, π) of braid index k. Consider a basis of arcs for

S r {c1, . . . , ck, p1, . . . , pn} obtained from {ai}2g+n−1
1 ∪ {a2,i}2g+n−1

2g+1 by adding k boundary

parallel arcs {a3,i}k1 each of which (together with a sub-arc of ∂S) bound a disk containing
one of the points ci. This basis, together with a pointed monodromy having transverse closure
B ∪K (as in Remark 2.5), specifies a Heegaard diagram H = (Σ,β,α,wK ∪ wB, zK ∪ zB),

see Figure 10, which encodes (−Y,B ∪K). By construction, [xH] ∈ ĤFK(H) is t̂(B ∪K).

S1/2

Figure 10. A portion of the diagram H in the case k = 2, g = 1, and n = 2.
The orange dots are components of xH. Points of wK are depicted with gray
basepoints. The two left-most α-curves are α3,1 and α3,2.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose K is braided about an open book (B, π) with open book monodromy

φ = P ◦
∏
C∈∆

τmC ,

where P is a product of right and left-handed Dehn twists about separating curves in S, ∆ is
the set of n connected components of ∂S, and m ∈ Z, then t̂(B ∪K) 6= 0.
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Proof. The binding B induces an Alexander grading on ĈFK(H); for a generator y ∈ Tβ∩Tα

let AB(y) denote this grading. As in Lemma 4.2 it is easy to argue that a generator y has
maximal AB grading if and only if all components of y lie in S1/2.

Observe that in S1/2 for any i ≤ k the curve α3,i only intersects curves β3,j for j ≤ i, and

no other β curves. Thus if AB(y) is maximal, then (y)3,i = (y)3,i for 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Let C denote

the subcomplex of ĈFK(H) in maximal AB grading. The underlying module of C can be

identified with (V1⊗V2⊗· · ·⊗Vk)⊗ĈFK(D, top), where each Vi is a rank two Z2-module with
generators xi and yi, thought of as the points of β3,i ∩ α3,i where xi = (xH)3,i. By Lemma

4.4, the summand S of C whose SpinC grading agrees with swB (xH) is then identified, as a
module, with (V1⊗V2⊗· · ·⊗Vk)⊗xD. S further decomposes as a direct sum over the relative
SpinC structures on the complement of K; each generator of S lies in a unique such grading
so the differential on S is trivial. In particular, 0 6= [x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xk ⊗ xD] = [xH] = t̂(B ∪K).

�

We now consider general monodromy φ, and prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof. Let S denote a compact and oriented surface with boundary. Let C ⊂ S denote a non-
separating, non-boundary-parallel, simple closed curve, and C ′ another such curve intersecting
C transversely in one point. By applying a sequence of conjugations and compositions with
left-handed Dehn twists about non-separating curves, one may pass from τ−1

C to (τC ◦ τC′)−6;
by the chain relation (see Proposition 4.12 of [FM12]), the latter is equivalent to a left-handed
Dehn twist about a separating curve, the boundary of a regular neighborhood of C ∪C ′ in S.

Any monodromy φ ∈ Mod(S, ∂S) can be expressed as a product of right and left-handed
Dehn twists. By applying a sequence of conjugations and compositions with left-handed Dehn
twists about non-separating curves, one can pass from φ to an open book monodromy as in
Lemma 4.5; combining this with Proposition 2.7 and Theorem 3.3 completes the proof. �

5. Proof of Theorem 1.3

In this section we prove Theorem 1.3 by combining the following two Lemmas with Theo-
rems 1.1 and 3.3 and Proposition 2.7.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that c ⊂ S is an embedded arc connecting ∂S to p ∈ P , disjoint from
all other points of P . Let φ ∈Mod(S r P, ∂S) be a monodromy such that φ(c) is to the right
of c, and disjoint from c along its interior.

If φ fixes p there exists a simple closed curved δ ∈ S r P such that the right-hand Dehn
twist τδ maps c to φ(c). If φ does not fix p there exists an embedded arc γ from p to φ(p) such
that the right-hand half twist σγ maps c to φ(c).

Proof. Suppose that φ fixes p. Let α = c ∪ φ(c). We apply an isotopy supported in a
neighborhood of α ∩ ∂S to push α into the interior of S, still denoting the resulting curve α.
The curve α admits an annular neighborhood S1×I ' N(α) ⊂ S, so that N(α)∩P = p. N(α)
has two boundary components, one which is disjoint from c, and one intersecting c transversely
in one point. Letting δ denote the latter component of ∂N(α), clearly τδ(c) = φ(c).



ON THE TRANSVERSE INVARIANT AND BRAID DYNAMICS 19

If φ does not fix p let γ = c ∪ φ(c). We apply a small isotopy supported in a neighborhood
of γ ∩ ∂S to push γ into the interior of S. It is clear that σγ(c) = φ(c). �

Remark 5.2. The following Lemma is similar to Lemma 5.2 of [HKM07], where a surface
with possibly multiple boundary components, but no marked points, is considered.

We denote, as in Subsection 2.4, that φ(a) is to the right of a by a ≤ φ(a).

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that e0 ⊂ S is an embedded arc connecting ∂S to p ∈ P , disjoint
from all other marked points. Suppose φ ∈ Mod(S r P, ∂S) takes the arc e0 to the right, i.e.
e0 ≤ φ(e0). Then there exists a sequence of arcs

e0 ≤ e1 ≤ e2 ≤ · · · ≤ em = φ(e0)

connecting e0 ∩ ∂S to a point of P , such that ei and ei+1 are disjoint along their interiors for
each 0 ≤ i ≤ m.

Proof. To simplify notation let a := e0 and c := φ(e0). We let #(a, c) denote the geometric
intersection number of a with the interior of c. It suffices to show that if a ≤ c, a 6= c,
and #(a, c) 6= 0 then there exists a properly embedded arc b such that a ≤ b ≤ c and
#(a, b),#(b, c) < #(a, c). The desired sequence of arcs can be obtained by iterating the
construction.

We endow S r P with a hyperbolic metric and assume that a and c are parametrized
geodesic arcs intersecting in a collection of points {x1, . . . , xm} = {y1, . . . , ym} where

xi = a(ti) for some 0 = t0 ≤ t1 ≤ · · · ≤ tm = 1

yi = c(si) for some 0 = s0 ≤ s1 ≤ · · · ≤ sm = 1.

The proof is a case by case analysis.

(1) Suppose that x1 = yr, and that at x1 the tangent vectors to a and c, in this order,
form a negative basis for Tx1(S). Consider b = a|[0,t1] ∗ c|[sr,1], by which we mean the
concatenation. Clearly we have that #(a, b) = #(a, c)− r and #(b, c) = 0. Note that b is
veers to the left of c near ∂S, since they intersect efficiently it follows that b ≤ c. When
smoothed, the piecewise geodesic path b veers to the right of a.

(2) Suppose now that x1 = yr, with r > 1, and that at x1 the tangent vectors to a and c form
a positive basis for Tx1(S). Let xr′ = yr′′ be the last point of a to intersect c|[0,sr]. There
are two sub-cases:
(a) Suppose that the tangent vectors to a and c form a negative basis for Txr′ (S). Set

b = c|[0,sr′′ ] ∗ a|[tr′ ,1]. It is clear that #(a, b),#(b, c) < #(a, c).

We claim that a ≤ b ≤ c. We pass to the universal cover π : S̃ → S. Let ã and c̃ be

lifts of a and c starting at some fixed lift x̃0 of x0. There is a natural lift b̃ of b which

consists of geodesic arcs along c̃ and some lift of a different from ã. In particular, b̃
starts along c̃ to the right of ã, and then switches to some other lift of a. Because

any two distinct lifts of a are disjoint, it follows that a ≤ b. Since b̃ starts along c̃
and diverges to the left along a lift of a, it is clear that b ≤ c.



(b) Suppose that the tangent vectors to a and c form a positive basis for Txr′ (S). We

set b = a|[0,t1] ∗ (c|[sr′′ ,sr])
−1 ∗ a|[tr′ ,1]. Again, it is clear that #(a, b),#(b, c) < #(a, c).

Establishing a ≤ b ≤ c involves passing to the universal cover as in the previous
sub-case.

(3) Suppose that x1 = y1, and that at x1 the tangent vectors to a and c form a positive basis
for Tx1(S). Let γ = c|[0,s1] ∗ (a|[0,t1])

−1. There are two sub-cases.
(a) Assume that γ is separating in S r P . Let R denote the subsurface of S having

oriented boundary γ. Since a and c are assumed to be intersecting efficiently, R can
not be a bigon disjoint from P . If R contains some point p′ ∈ P it is easy to connect
x0 to p′ with an arc b ⊂ R satisfying the desired properties.
If R ∩ P = ∅, then there is an arc η ⊂ R, which starts at x0, runs over a handle in
R and ends at x1, and whose interior intersects neither a nor c. Set b = η ∗ a[t1,1].
It is clear that a ≤ b ≤ c. Although we have not reduced the intersection number,
#(a, b) = #(a, c), we have reduced to the final sub-case:

(b) Assume that γ is not separating. Let R denote the connected component of Srar c
having an oriented boundary component γ. Since γ is not separating, R must have
atleast one other boundary component δ 6= γ, which consists of a union of sub-arcs
along a and b along with possibly ∂S.
We claim that for some i > 0, a[ti,ti+1] ⊂ δ. If δ contains no such sub-arc of a then it
must then contain a|[0,t1] as an oriented sub-arc. It follows that δ contains c[s1,s2]. Let

xi = y2, then δ contains either (a|[ti−1,ti])
−1 or a|[ti,ti+1], contradicting our assumption.

Now, we may connect x0 to xi+1 by an arc η ⊂ R initially to the right of a and left
of c. Setting b = η ∗ a[ti+1,1] gives the desired arc.

�

We turn to the proof of Theorem 1.3. For a pointed monodromy h, we let t̂(h) denote the
BRAID invariant of its transverse closure.

Proof. Let e0 be an embedded arc connecting ∂S to p ∈ P . By Lemma 2.3 we have that
c(g) > 1 =⇒ τ−1

∂S ◦ g is right veering; in particular τ−1
∂S ◦ g takes the arc e0 to the right.

By Lemmas 5.1 and 5.3 there exists a product, P , of right-handed Dehn and half twists
taking the arc e0 to τ−1

∂S ◦ g(e0). Comultiplication (Theorem 3.3) combined with Proposition

2.7 implies t̂(P ) 6= 0. The composition

P−1 ◦ τ−1
∂S ◦ g = τ−1

∂S ◦ P
−1 ◦ g

fixes the arc e0, and hence a small neighborhood of ∂S∪e0, which is an annular neighborhood
of ∂S containing only the marked point p. Lemma 2.6 then implies that the closure P−1 ◦ g is
transversely isotopic to B′ ∪K ′ for some K ′ braided about B′, the binding of the underlying
open book. By Theorem 1.1 we have that t̂(P−1 ◦ g) 6= 0. A final application of Theorem 3.3
coupled with t̂(P ) 6= 0 gives that t̂(g) 6= 0.

�
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[HKM09] Ko Honda, William H. Kazez and Gordana Matić. On the contact class in Heegaard Floer homology.

Journal of Differential Geometry, 83:289–311, 2009.
[HP13] Matthew Hedden and Olga Plamenevskaya. Dehn surgery, rational open books and knot Floer

homology. Algebraic and Geometric Topology, 13(3):1815–1856, 2013.
[IK17a] Tetsuya Ito and Keiko Kawamuro. Essential open book foliations and fractional Dehn twist coeffi-

cient. Geometriae Dedicata, 187(1):17–67, 2017.
[IK17b] Tetsuya Ito and Keiko Kawamuro. Quasi right-veering braids and non-loose links. https://arxiv.

org/abs/1601.07084, 2017.
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[OS04a] Peter Ozsváth and Zoltán Szabó. Holomorphic disks and knot invariants. Advances in Mathematics,
186(1):58–116, 2004.
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