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THE HOMOTOPY CARDINALITY OF THE REPRESENTATION
CATEGORY FOR A LEGENDRIAN KNOT

JUSTIN MURRAY

ABSTRACT. Given a Legendrian knot in (R3, ker(dz — ydz)) one can assign a combinatorial
invariants called ruling polynomials. These invariants have been shown to recover not only
a (normalized) count of augmentations but are also closely related to a categorical count of
augmentations in the form of the homotopy cardinality of the augmentation category. In
this article, we prove that that the homotopy cardinality of the n-dimensional representation
category is a multiple of the n-colored ruling polynomial. Along the way, we establish that
two n-dimensional representations are equivalent in the representation category if they are
“conjugate homotopic”. We also provide some applications to Lagrangian concordance.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a Legendrian knot A in R? with its standard contact structure given by ker(dz—ydz),
one can assign to it a differential graded algebra (DGA), (Aa,dy), called the Chekanov-
Eliashberg DGA. This DGA is generated by the Reeb chords of A and whose differential
counts J-holomorphic disks with boundary on R x A in the symplectization of R3. The
stable-tame isomorphism class of (Ax, dy) is a powerful invariant of A that can distinguish
Legendrian knots, and be used to study Lagrangian cobordisms between Legendrians. Unfor-
tunately, these tend to be hard to compute. What one can do to remedy this is to linearize
the DGA by an augmentation € : (A,0) — (F,0) to get the linearized contact homology
LCH¢, which is easier to compute in general (but depends on €). For an in-depth discussion
on Legendrian contact homology, see [EN22].

Interestingly, augmentations have close ties to a purely combinatorial invariant called m-
graded normal rulings discovered independently by Fuchs and by Chekanov and Pushkar in
the context of generating families (see Definition [Fuc03l, [PCO5, [FT04, INS06, NRSS17,
Sab05]. In particular, (LAx,da) has an m-graded augmentation if and only A admits an m-
graded normal ruling. Moreover, in [HR15], the authors were able to show that the m-graded
ruling polynomial specialized at ¢'/2 — g~%/2 returns the augmentation number Aug,,(A,F,).
This is a (normalized) count of m-graded augmentations into a finite field of order ¢. This
implies that the ruling polynomial of A is completely determined by (A, Ox).

On the other hand, one can collect all of the augmentations into two types of A-
categories, called positive and negative augmentation categories. This idea of collecting
augmentations into an A, category first appears in [BCI4] where they introduce what is
now called the negative augmentation category Aug_. The positive augmentation cate-
gory Aug, was constructed to show that there is an A-equivalence from Aug, (A,F) to
Shi(A, F), the category of microlocal rank 1 constructible sheaves on R? with microsupport
on A. In both settings these are categories whose objects are augmentations and morphism
spaces are certain forms of linearized contact cohomology [NRST20]. In [NRSS17] the au-

thors introduce a notion of cardinality for Aug, called the homotopy cardinality (a.k.a.
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multiplicative Euler characteristic [BD0I, MPOT7]) defined as
Z 1 |H'Hom(e, €)||H 3Hom(e, €)| - - -

#rzoAug, (A, Fy)" = |Aut(e)| |H-2Hom(e, €)||H*Hom(e,€)| - -’

[e]eAug (AFq)/~

where here |Aut(e)]| is the number of invertible elements in H°Hom(¢, €). Moreover, the main
theorem of [NRSS17] asserts that the homotopy cardinality is actually computable via the
ruling polynomial and the Thurston-Bennequin number:

#WZOAU.Q-F(A? Fq)* = qtb(A)/QR(l)\(Z)|z:q1/2—q_1/2

where R is the 0-graded ruling polynomial. This homotopy cardinality has also been shown
to be an effective obstruction to reversing certain Lagrangian cobordisms see |[CSLL™22|[Pan17].

1.1. Main Results. Recently, [LR20, MR20] defined m-graded n-colored ruling polyno-
mials, R;"\(q) as a linear combination of ruling polynomials of various satellites of A (see
Definition 4.8/ for m # 1) to obtain the similar counts of DGA maps into (Mat,,(F,),0). Such
maps p : (A, 0r) — (Mat,(F,),0) are called n-dimensional representations. Furthermore,
in [CDRGGI6], the augmentation category was generalized to the case where the target
DGA is noncommutative. The goal of this article is to generalize the categorical aspect of
the previously described story from augmentations to n-dimensional representations.

Main Theorem. For a connected Legendrian A C R with r(A) = 0 equipped with a single
basepoint, we have

tb—xx )

#s0Repa(AFy)* = ¢ 7 |GLA(F,) [ - [{p 1 A = Mat, (F,)}|

where x. denotes the shifted Euler characteristic (defined in Equatz’on and the homotopy
cardinality of the representation category is a multiple of the colored ruling polynomial:

#150Repa (A, Fy)* = ¢ " ™R | (q).

In Section [5| we provide some applications to Lagrangian concordance. In particular, a
result of Pan [Panl7] implies that if there is an exact Lagrangian concordance from A_ to
A then the homotopy cardinality of the augmentation category is increasing

#rs0Augy (A, Fo)* < #msodug (A, Fy)™

So if the inequality is not an equality, then this provides an obstruction to reversing the
concordance. Section |5 establishes a similar result. Namely, we show if 7(A+) = 0 and there
is a concordance from A_ to Ay, then

#msoRepn (A, F )" < #m>oRep, (A, Fy)".

We conjecture that this obstruction to reversing concordance is strictly stronger than that
from the augmentation category and give a sketch of a proof, contingent on the existence of
a knot A,, that has a 0-graded n-dimensional representation for some n > 1, but no 0-graded
augmentations.

For the remainder of the document, we will restrict our focus to Legendrian knots A with
r(A) = 0 (which is required for the DGA of A to have a 0-graded n-dimensional represen-
tation). The document is organized as follows. In Section , we give the background on
the the n-dimensional representation category, Rep,(A,F). Section , is devoted to showing
that two representations in Rep, (A, F) are equivalent if and only if they are conjugate up
to DGA homotopy. Section [ establishes the main theorem listed above. After this, we
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conclude with Section [5] which establishes some applications to concordance, and provides
some further directions to explore.
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support and many useful conversations over the years. We thank Dan Rutherford for nu-
merous discussions and for suggesting the current problem. We also thank Mike Wong and
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2. THE REPRESENTATION CATEGORY

In this section we review the construction of the (positive) representation category as
defined in [CDRGGI6] and [CNS19] with A, sign conventions coming from [CNS19] and
[INRST20]. Although the objects and hom spaces are easily defined in the representation
category, the interesting part of this A.-category comes from its A, structure. We briefly
summarize the definitions given in Section 2 of [CNS19], omitting some details.

2.1. From A, to MY. Let F be a field and A := Mat,(F) and R := {ay,...,an} a
generating set equipped with gradings. Let M4 be the free graded A-A-bimodule generated
by R and having coefficient ring in grading 0. Set M%° := A and define A4 to be the graded
F-algebra given by

Api=Ta(Ma) = EB

where X = ®4, and multiplication is defined by concatenatlon (and matrix multiplication).
Suppose that in addition A4 comes equipped with an differential d4 satisfying the signed
Leibniz rule and 04]|4 = 0. As usual we will call 04 augmented if 94 has no constant terms,
that is, 94(Aa) C P, ME".

Suppose (A4, d4) is an augmented DGA. Let MY = Homa_a(Ma, A) with grading de-
termined by |a)| = |a;| + 1. Observe that an element ¢ € M" is completely determined by
where it sends elements of R and thereby can be identified with the free A-module generated
by {ai,...,a’}. A dualizing procedure of the k-th order part of the augmented differential
04 gives F-linear maps

my, o (MY — MY
determined by the rule that a term in the augmented differential of the form

0a(b) = Apa;, Ag—rap—1---a;, Ag+ - - -

with A; € A, then contributes a term in my, as

(M“a“, . Mzka%) ( 1)U(AkMikAk—1Mik_1 s MilAQ)bv —|—
where
o= (Zla lay >+|a|+|a|+
p<q
More geometrically the terms of mk(M“a“, ..., M;, a; ) are obtained (up to sign) by replac-

ing each of generators a;; appearing in the augmented differential with the corresponding
coefficient on aivj and then recording the dual of the positive puncture (see Figure . We will
later adopt shorthand notation (my(M;,a; ..., M; a; ),b") for the coefficient of b¥ appear-

1177 1k 1y

ing in my (M, af, ..., M;a; ). The pair (M"Y, {mk}) then forms an A algebra as described

1191 Uk "1,
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FIGURE 1. Left: A geometric picture of an augmented disk contributing to
+AgagAsas AyagAzazAsas Aja; Ag in 04(b) (with the Ag labelled strand corre-
sponding to the overstrand of b). Right: The corresponding term contributing
to the coefficient (mg(Miay, Maay, Msay, Myay, Msay, Mgay ), b")

in [CDRGGI6] and [CNST9].

2.2. Constructing augmented differentials on A, from representations. Let R be
another F-algebra and Ag be another DGA (constructed as a tensor algebra as before)
equipped with a differential Og satisfying the Leibnez rule and Or|g = 0. For us, this
is going to be the fully-noncommutative Chekanov-Eliashberg DGA of a Legendrian knot
equipped with a single basepoint tensored with F (so in particular R = F[t*1]).

Definition 2.1. An n-dimensional representation of (Ag,dr) to A is a unital DGA map
p: (Agr,0r) — (A,0)
(in particular po d = 0 and p(a;) = 0 unless |a;| = 0).

Remark 2.2. The previous definition is actually the definition a 0-graded representation in
the sense of [LR20] as it has support on 0-graded elements of R. Furthermore, if the DGA
of A has 0-graded n-dimensional representation, then A must have r(A) = 0. Therefore, we
will assume, for the rest of the paper, that r(A) =0, as there is no real loss in generality.

Given a representation p : (Agr,dr) — (A4,0), one gets an induced differential on 4,4 by
simply replacing elements of R appearing in 0r with their image under p. Letting 04 be the
induced differential one can twist d4 by p to get an augmented differential 0% on A4. In
particular, define the “twisting” F-algebra homomorphism on generators by ¢, : Ap — Ax

by
a+pla) a€R
¢p(a) = ( )
p(a) a€R
and then extend ¢, on all of Ag by the signed Leibniz rule. Then one gets an augmented
differential 0% : 04 — 04 by defining

% (a) - {ﬁ”@R(a” e n

on generators and extending by the signed Leibniz rule. With an augmented differential in
hand one can construct (M"Y, {my}r>1) as in the previous subsection.
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2.3. The representation category. As in the case of augmentation categories, there are
two flavors for the n-dimensional representation categories a “negative” version and a “pos-
itive” version c.f. [BCI4] [CNS19] and [NRST20]. The negative version is the A, category
whose objects are n-dimensional representations and whose self hom-spaces form the A,
algebra defined earlier in this section. A downside of the negative version is that it fails to
to have a strict unit. In contrast, the positive representation category does have a strict unit
given by —y" (see [CNS19]). The existence of this unit is essential to the remainder of this
document and so we will drop the positive adjective with understanding that we are talking
about the positive representation category.

Definition 2.3. Let A be a Legendrian knot equipped with a basepoint and (A, da) the
Chekanov-Eliashberg DGA. The representation category Rep,(A,F) is the A category
defined by

1. Objects: n-dimensional representations p : (A, 9) — (Mat,(F), 0)
2. Morphisms: Given two representations pi, po we define Hom(py, p2) to be the free
graded Mat,, (F)-module generated by ay,...,ay,,z",y" where a) are formal duals to

Reeb chords along with two extra generators. Gradings are given by |a)| = |a;| + 1,
|z¥| =1 and |y¥| =0
3. Compositions: The F-multilinear maps

my, : Hom(py, pr+1) ® Hom(pg_1, pr) ® - - - ® Hom(py, p2) — Hom(p1, pr+1)

are defined by dualizing the augmented differential of the (k 4+ 1)-copy of A with
respect to the pure representation p = (p1, ..., prr1) as before.

We now flesh out 3 in more detail. We describe the pure representation after we review
the DGA of the Lagrangian projection k + 1-copy A]jfl described in [NRST20]. Let f
be a perturbing Morse function with exactly 1 maximum followed by exactly 1 minimum
occurring within a small neighborhood of the basepoint (here the ordering is prescribed
via the orientation of A). Using f one can obtain a Lagrangian projection of the k + 1-
copy, A]Ji“, to create k + 1 parallel copies of A (see [NRST20, Section 4] for more details).
Diagrammatically this looks like a blackboard framed k + 1 copy of m,,(A) with a single
“dip” near the orginial basepoint on A as depicted in Figure

Label the components of the copy as A; to Ay starting from the top and working down
near the basepoint. We label Reeb chords of the perturbed k + 1-copy by a;”, 2™, and y*/
where the superscript 4, j denotes a Reeb chord from A; to A; (with A; under A;). Here 2%
(resp. y*’) are the Reeb chords produced from the maximum (resp. minimum) of f during
the perturbation process. We will call a Reeb chord of the k + 1-copy pure if i = 7 and mized
otherwise. Adopting this labeling scheme, one can describe the DGA of the k& + 1-copy
explicitly using matrices.

Proposition 2.4. [NRS™20, Proposition 4.14] Let (A,0) be the DGA of A generated by
Reeb chords aq, ..., a, and invertible generators t*' corresponding to the basepoint. Then
the DGA of the k-copy, denoted (AAI;, aA;;) is generated by:

a?j for1<i,7<kandl</{<m, with |a2’j| = |ay|
9 for 1 <i<j <k, with |[z%7| =0

Yyl for 1 <i < j <k, with |y»| = —1

tF for 1 <i <k, with |t5']| = 0
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F1GURE 2. Top: The Lagrangian 3-copy of the trefoil. Bottom: Crossing and
dip generators

The differential of the k-copy is described as follows. Define k x k matrices Ay, ... A, X,Y,
and A by (Ar)ij = a and

1 1= ii . o
s e (U AT
0 j>1
Then, the differential of the k-copy is given entry-by-entry by
O (Ae) = ®(0(ar)) + Y A — (=1l Ay
8A;;(X) = A'YAX - XY
Ops(Y) = Y?
where ® : A — Maty(Ays) defined by ®(ar) = Ay, $(t) = AX, and P(t71) = XA

Lastly augmenting the k£ + 1-copy DGA with respect to pure representation p means that
we twist the differential with respect to the representation given by p(a;”) = d;;pi(as) and
p(t;) = pi(t). The construction of my, then follows from above after restricting to increasing
composable words (c.f. [NRST20, Lemma 3.15]), that is if ¢, is any of the a}’, or 2% or 3"/
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generators then
Pk _ 1,2 2,3 k—1,k
(b)) = Apey " Agae”y - ef T A+
gives rise to a contribution of

mk<MICY7 ceey Mkfc]\{;/) = (—1)U<AkMkAk,1Mk,1 cee Mle)bv + e

3. EQUIVALENCE IN THE REPRESENTATION CATEGORY

We will call two representations in Rep,, isomorphic if they are isomorphic in their as-
sociated cohomology category H*Rep,. In the augmentation category, one can show (as
done in [NRS™20]) that this notion of equivalence is equivalent to two augmentations being
DGA homotopic. However the augmentation category has the property that each my is
F-linear whereas in the representation category there is no Mat, (F)-linearity. On the other
hand, we know from representation theory that two linear representations of a group are iso-
morphic if there is a conjugation relating them. Naturally, one might hope that combining
these two perspectives yields an equivalent notion of isomorphic representations in Rep,.
Indeed, in this section we show that two representations are isomorphic if and only if they
are “conjugate DGA homotopic” (Definition [3.7 below).

The following two “characterization lemmas” follow directly from the description of the
DGA of the n-copy and the definition of Rep,, and will be used throughout this section. The
reader is encouraged to compare this with [NRST20, Lemmas 5.16 and 5.17]

Lemma 3.1 (Characterization of m;). In Hom(py, p2), we have

mi(Ma;) = Z Z Z Obgia; Oup1 (b1 -~ be—1) M pa(beyy - - bn>a}/
J

aj,by,...bn 1<t<n
u€A(a;;b1,...,bn)

my(My") = (p1(t) " Mps(t) — M)z" + Z(M/b(aj) — pila;)M)aj
mi(Mz") € SpanMatn(IE‘){a}/}

where o, denotes the product of orientation signs of u, and A(a;; by ... by,) denotes the moduli
space of holomorphic disks with a single positive puncture at a; and the b;’s are negative
punctures or any integer power of the basepoint generator t coming from intersections of the
basepoint and the boundary of u.

Lemma 3.2 (Characterization of ms). Assume that the Reeb chords of A are labeled by
increasing height, h(a1) < h(ag) < --- < h(am). Then for any representations py, p2, and ps,
the map ms : Hom(ps, p3) ® Hom(py, p2) — Hom(p1, p3) satisfies

my(May, Naj) € SpanMatn(F){a,}/M > max{i,j}}

ma(MzY, Naf), me(Ma), Nz"), and my(Mz", Nx") are all in Spany,, g {af}
ma(y", ) = ma(a,y") = —a for any a € Spany,, m{y", 2", a{,...,a}

For o = Myy" + A and 8 = Mgy + B with A, B € Spany,,, m{a)| lai| = =1} the
following holds:

mg(Oé, 6) = mQ(Mayva M,Byv) + mQ(Mayv7 B) + mQ(Aa Mﬂyv) + mQ(A7 B)
= —MgM,y" — B - M, — MsA + my(A, B).

Where B- M, denotes right multiplication by M, on all coefficients so if B =), Bja;
then B - M, =Y. BiMya; .
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Remark 3.3. Comparing Lemma with Lemma 5.17 in [NRST20] the final bullet point
seems somewhat mysterious to include, but these four computations are the only four that
we will need.

Lemma 3.4 (Cocycle condition). Any element of the form o = My" — . K(a;)a; €
Hom®(py, p2) with M € GL,(F), and K (a;) € Mat,(F) is a cocycle if and only if Mpy(t) =
p1(t)M and Mpy(a;) — pi(a;)M = Ko d(a;) holds for all i. Here K is the unique (p1, p2)-
derivation from A to Mat,, () extending K.

Proof. We just compute m;(«) (with a mild abuse of notation: allowing the b;’s to denote
the invertible ¢ generators)

my(a) = mi(My") (ZKCLZ )

= (07 Mpalt) = M)+ 3 (M pales) = () M)

_ Z 3 > gupi(br- - beo1) K (b)pa(bess - - by)a)

aj, bl,...bn 1<i<n
u€A(ajbr,....bn) beAt*!

= (07 M) = M)+ 3 S (Mpales) = () M)

- Z >, > (= ‘bl'"be’ll%m(h +be1) K (D) p2 (b -+ bu)af

aj, bl,...bn 1<i<n
u€A(a;;b1,...,bn) bg;étil
= (p1(t)"" Mpa(t) — M)z" + Y (Mpz(ag) — pi(a;)M — K o 9(ay))ay
J
Where at the last equality we used induction after including the vanishing terms coming
from by = t*! (we have that K (t*') = 0 for grading reasons). The claim now follows. O

Remark 3.5. The above computation in Lemma 3.4 holds if the assumption that M is invert-
ible is dropped. However, we will see that invertibility of M is needed for two representations
to be equivalent in Rep, (A, F).

Remark 3.6. If Mp; and pa M were DGA maps (which they are not), then having M ps(a;) —

p1(a;)M = K 00(a;) with K being a (p1, p2)-derivation is the definition of a DGA homotopy
between M p, and py M and we would be tempted to write Mpy ~ py M. This can be fixed
in the following way. First observe that p; and Mp,M~! are DGA maps. When m4(a) = 0,
then multiplying the coefficients of a}/ by M~! on the right gives that

> (Mpa(a) M~ = pi(az))ay = (=)0 tloypy (by -+ ey ) K (be) pa(brss - - ba)]M ' af
7 disks

where the ) ... should be interpreted as the triple summation in the proof of Lemma .

Define L to be the unique (py, M po M ~1)-derivation extending L(z) = K(z)M~'. Then by

definition L(xy) = L(x) M pa(y) M~ +(~1)Flpy () L{y) = (K (2)ps()+(—1) ¥l py () K ()| M.

Then by induction, this gives that the coefficient of a]V on the right hand side of equality

is exactly ) Lo d(a;).
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Definition 3.7. Given two representations py, p2 : A — Mat,(F), we say that p; and py
are conjugate DGA homotopic, if there is M € GL,(F) and a (p1, M pos M ~1)-derivation L so
that Mpy(t)M~! = py(t) and Mpo M~ — p; = L o d. We will write Mps M~ ~ p; to mean
a conjugate DGA homotopy

Lemma 3.8. Conjugate DGA homotopy is an equivalence relation

Proof. This follows from the fact that M is invertible and that usual DGA homotopy is an
equivalence relation which can be found in [FHT15]. O

We are now at the stage to prove when two representations are equivalent. As in the
augmentation category, we define two representations py, po in Rep, (A, F) to be equivalent,
if they are isomorphic in the cohomology category H*Rep, (A, F), (c.f. [NRST20] [CNS19]).

Proposition 3.9. Two representations in Rep, (A, F) are equivalent in H*Rep, (A, F) if and
only if they are conjugate DGA homotopic

Proof. Suppose p; = py in Rep,(A,F). Then there exists cocycles o € Hom®(py, py) and
B € Hom®(py, p1) such that [mo(a, B)] = [~4"] in H°Hom(p,, p2) Then, we have my(a, 3) =
—yY + my(vy) for some 7 in grading —1. If we denote by (mq(7),y") the coefficient of y
appearing in my (), we deduce that (my(v),y") = 0 (by characterization of m; in Lemma
and that (m4(7y),z") = 0 (for grading reasons). So we can rewrite

(3.1) ma(a, B) = —y* + Z K(a;)a) .

lai|=—1

Since «, § are in grading 0 and are cocycles, we only need to verify that the coefficient on
y" appearing in « is invertible, since Lemma [3.4] and Remark would complete the proof.
Towards this end, let @ = Moy + A and 8 = Mgy” + B for A, B € Spany,, m{a)| |a:| =
—1}. Then, since my, is F-multilinear we get

m2(a7 ﬂ) = mQ(Mozyv’ Mﬁyv) + mQ(MozyV7 B) + m2(A7 Mﬁyv) + mQ(A7 B)
(3.2) — MMy — B- M, — MsA +ms(A, B).

Comparing [3.1] and and using Lemma [3.2] we see that M, € GL,F as required.

Conversely, suppose that there is an M € GL,(F) and a (p;, M pyM~')-derivation L such
that MpoM~' — p; = L od. Since we are viewing (Mat,(F),0) as a DGA concentrated
in degree 0, we see the only nonzero L(a;) must come from those a; in DGA degree —1.
Therefore, by Lemma and Remark [3.6, we see « = My" + > . L(a;)a; is a cocycle in
Hom’(py, p2). We will find a 3, € Hom"(py, p1) such that my(a, 8) = ma(y,a) = —y" and
then once we show  and 7 are cocycles it will follow that [ms(c, 8)] = [ma(y, )] = —[y"].
This will give us p; = ps.

The constructions of 5 and v are symmetric so we only construct 8. For grading reasons,
B = Mgy” + B for some B € Spany,, m{a/| |a;] = —1}. Reviewing Equation and
abbreviating « as My" + A, we see —y* = may(q, ) is equivalent to

—y¥ = —MsMy" — B- M — MgA +my(A, B).

We need to define My and B. It is clear that we must define Mz = M~'. With this choice
of Mg we see that any choice for B must satisfy B=—-M 1A M~ 4+ my(A,B)- M~'. We
construct such a B via induction on hieght as follows. If we insist on labeling our Reeb chords
with respect to the height filtration, the characterization of my implies that (ms(A, B),a))
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is completely determined by A and those Bjaj with j < 4, and so B; can be defined by
induction. This completes the construction of § To verify that m,(5) = 0 we appeal to the
A, relations. We have

mi(=y") = mi(ma(a, B)) = ma(mi(a), B) + ma(a, mi(B))

Observe that mj(—y") vanishes since we are computing m;(—y") in the self hom space
Hom(p1, p1) (see Lemma [3.4). We also know that ma(m4(a), 8) = 0 since a is a cocycle. So
the above equation reduces to 0 = ma(a, m1(8)). Using F-linearity, we have

0 =ma(My" + A mi(B)) = ma(My*,mi(8)) + ma(A,mi(B))
= —ma(B) - M 4 ma(A,mi(5))
Rearranging we obtain m, (8) = ma(A, my(3))-M~" which implies that m, (3) € Spany,, @){ai}

by the characterization of msy. Using the first bullet point of Lemma [3.1] one verifies by in-
duction that (my(5),a)) = 0, and so my(8) = 0. O

[t

4. COUNTING IN THE REPRESENTATION CATEGORY

With the equivalence of representations in hand we can start toward the homotopy cardi-
nality of the representation category. Define the homotopy cardinality as one would expect:

1 H~'Hom(p, H=3Hom(p, p)| - -
fraoRep (A F) = Y H Hom(p. p)[H-*Hom(p. p)]

-2 —4

where the equivalence is equivalence in the cohomology category, which we saw from the
previous section is the same as conjugate DGA homotopy.

Lemma 4.1. For p: A — Mat,(F) and M € GL,(F) both fized, and A; € Mat,,(F) arbitrar-
ily chosen, then there exists a unique representation py : A — Mat, (F) and (p, MpoM~1)-
derivation L such that L(a;) = A; and MpoM~ ~ p.

Proof. This is another induction using the height filtration. Suppose pg and L have been de-
fined to satisfy the desired properties on F;_;.A, the subalgebra of A generated by ay,...a;_1.
Define pg(a;) == M'p(a;)M + M~'LM(9(a;)). By construction Mpg(a;)M~ — p(a;) =
L(0(a;)). Thus to verify that py is a representation it only remains to show that py :
(FiA,0) — (Mat,(FF),0) is a chain map and since Mat, (F) has the zero differential this
amounts to showing po(d(a;)) = 0. Since d(a;) € Fi—1.A the inductive hypothesis implies
that

po(9(a;)) = M~ p(3(a;))M + M~ LM (9*(a;)) = 0.

Here the first term in the above equation vanishes since pod = 0 (the second term is 0 since
0 is a differential). O

Corollary 4.2. For any representation p € Rep,(A\,F,) the cardinality of

|_| {a € Hom"(p, po)|m1(a) = 0 and [a] is an isomorphism in H Hom(p, po)}
PO ER@pn (Aqu)

is ¢*"|GL,(F,)| where r denotes the number of Reeb chords in DGA degree —1.
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Proof. A cocyle in H'Hom, (p, py) representing an isomorphism has the form a = My" + A
for A € Spany,, g, {@)]|ail = =1} and M € GL,(F,). We see that there are |GL,F,| choices

for M, and after fixing M, we obtain ¢"°" isomorphisms (corresponding to the possible values
of the homotopy operator L on those elements of A in grading —1) from p to some py (with
po uniquely determined by «). O

Lets denote by Hom®(p, po)* the cocycles in Hom®(p, po) that have left and right inverses
under the my operation. A result found in [NRSS17] immediately generalizes to show that
there is a bijection from Hom®(p, pg)* to Hom’(p, p)*. We record their arguments here and
explain the modification to our setting. Assume, that the the labeling of the Reeb chords of
A respects the height filtration and define a descending filtration by

F~'Hom(py, ps) = Hom(py, ps)

.FOHOHI(pl, P2) = SpanMatn(]Fq){xva GY, a\2/7 s ,CLX
F'Hom(py, p2) = Spanyrar, ) {07+ afyrs - -5 an}-

Then the A, operations respect this descending filtration on Rep,(A,F) in the following
way.

Proposition 4.3. [NRSS17] For k > 1, and any representations pi, pa,...pr+1 and any
integers 1 < iq,...,1 < n, we have

mk(]—"ikHom(Pky Pr1) @+ ® _7:vi1H0m<p1’ ) C ]:IHom(ph )
where I = {max{zlw--a@k} +1 k#2

max{iy, iz} k=2

Proof. This follows exactly as in [NRSS17, Proposition 9]. We only sketch their proof here for
completeness. The idea there is that one can label the generators for the augmented DGA of
the k+1 copy A(A*+Y)P with respect to increasing height h(y) < h(z) < h(a;) < ... < h(ay,)
(here we are purposefully omitting superscripts on our generators) to get the usual filtration
for the k + 1 copy. This then translates to the statement that my(F*Hom(pg, pri1) @ -+ ®
Hom(py, p2)) C F'Hom(py, pry1) with I = max{iy,...,4}. From here one improves this
for k # 2, by examining the (augmented) DGA of the k + 1-copy and noting that when
sHL e FL AN\ Fomg A(AFTP the only generators in FL AAF)P\ F A(AFTP
appearing in 0°(s) appear in quadratic terms by Proposition 2.4. |

Proposition 4.4. Suppose p and py are isomorphic in Rep, (A, F) then there is a bijection
fmm HOIDO(p, PO)X to H0m0<:07 IO)X :

Proof. We repeat the argument in [NRSS17, Proposition 10] with a mild alteration to account
for the m;, operations failing to be Mat,, (F,)-multilinear. Fix f € Hom"(p, po)* and a left
inverse ¢ € Hom’(pg, p)* for f. The define M, : Hom’(p, py) — Hom’(p,p) and M; :
Hom"(p, p) — Hom®(p, po) by My(a) = ma(g,a) and Ms(a) = ma(f, ). One can compute
using the A, relations that
Mg © Mf(a) =a+ ml(m?)(ga f7 Oé)) + m3(g7 f7 m1<&>)
We now apply Proposition , to see that the matrix of My o My with respect to the basis

{Eijy’ Eyay, ... Eja),} \ {Eijay : |ay| # 0}
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is of the form /4 N with NV strictly lower triangular. Here, F;; denotes the n X n matrix with
(1, 7)-entry equal to 1 and zeros elsewhere, and the basis is ordered lexographically by Reeb
chord, followed by 4, then j. This implies that M, o M} is injective and so M} is injective.
A similar argument shows M, is injective.

It suffices to show M;(Hom®(p, po)*) € Hom"(p,p)*. Let B € Hom’(p,pp)*. Then
my(M(B)) = mi(ma(f, B)) = ma(mi(f),B) + (=) Flma(f, mi(8)) = 0 where at the last
equality we are using the fact that f and § are cocycles. To see that M;(f) has left and
right inverses we recall that having left and right inverses is equivalent to requiring the
coefficient of " to be invertible. Since f and 8 by definition have invertible y" coefficient we
see by Equation [3.2|in Proposition [3.9that so does M;(f3). Therefore, M; : Hom®(p, pg)*
Hom"(p, p)* is an injection and similarly so is M, : Hom’(p, pg)* — Hom’(p, p)*. It follows
that that there is a bijection from Hom®(p, pg)* to Hom’(p, p)*. O

Corollary 4.5. Fiz p : A — Mat,F, and let B%(p, p) denote the coboundaries in Hom®(p, p)
and |Aut(p)| denote the number of units in H*Hom(p, p). Then

{0 A = Mat, (B 2 )| = el o om0
ut(p

Proof. Corollary [4.2] followed by Proposition [£.4] implies that

¢""|GL(F,)| =

~

po=p

|| Hom®(p, po)x‘ = {po: p = po}| - [Hom®(p, p)*|

were 7 is the number of Reeb chords in DGA degree —1. Now since r = rankMatn(Fq)HomO( P, p)—
1 and

im 0
[Hom (. p)*| = |Aut(p)| - [B*(p, )] = |Aut(p)] - ¢ 209

we get

n?(rkHom" (p,p)—1) _— dimg, B%(p,p)

{po : A — Mat,(F,)[p = po}| = q q

dimg, Hom" (p,p) —dimg, B®(p,p)—n?

LS

O

Let r; denote the number of Reeb chords of A in grading i. We define the shifted Euler
characteristic x, by

(4.1) Xx Z Yors + Z 1)y

i>0 <0

Theorem 4.6. For a Legendrian knot A in R® we have

#msoRepn (A, F)* =

e Z Tz + Z H—l

>0 1<0

tb X*

GLA(Fy)| ™! - [{p + A — Mat, (F)}|

where
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Proof. Let m} : Hom'(p, p) — Hom""!(p, p), and observe that

dimg, Hom'(p, p) = dimg, ker m} + dimy, im m]
= dimp, ker mi + dimp, im mi1 — dimp, im m 4 dimg, im mZ 1
= dimp, H'Hom(p, p) + dimg, B (p, p) + dimz, B'(p, p)

Therefore,

(4.2) Z(—l)i dimg, Hom'(p, p) = — dimg, B%(p, p) + Z )" dimp, H'Hom(p, p).

<0 1<0

Meanwhile, we have

(4.3) n*x. = —2n* + Z )" dimp, Hom'(p, p) — Z(—l)i dimg, Hom'(p, p)
1<0 >0

and

(4.4) —n*th = Z(—l)i dimg, Hom'(p, p)

7

where the —2n? in Equation accounts for extra contributions coming from y" and xV.
Combining the above equations we see that

«—th
n? <X 5 )mgzm —n® + dimg, Hom®(p, p +Z )" dimp, Hom'(p, p)
<0

"~
[}

—n? + dimy, Hom’(p, p) — dimg, B°(p, p) + Z )" dimp, H'Hom'(p, p)

<0

Therefore the statement of Corollary can be rephrased as

GLy(Fg)| n2(xecte) _ s~ (C1)idimg, HiHom
|{p p p0}| ﬁq (X 2 )q Zz<0( 1) d ]FqH H (p”o)

|GL ( )|qn2(x*2_tb) . |H71HOH1(,07 p)||H73HOH1(p, p)| e
|Aut(p)]| |H~*Hom(p, p)||H~*Hom(p, p)| - --

Rearranging and summing over isomorphism class of representations gives us

1 |H ™ 'Hom(p, p)||H *Hom(p, p)| - - -
#r>0Rep, (A, Fy)" = > T2 -
[p]enepnm py /e [AUER)| | H=?Hom(p, p)||H~*Hom(p, p)| - --

tb x*
|GLL(F)| ™" - [{p : A — Mat,(Fy)}|
as desired. O

We now recall the definition of an m-graded normal ruling. A normal ruling of A is a
decomposition of the front diagram into a collection of simple closed curves such that each
simple closed curve has exactly one corner at a right cusp and exactly one corner at a left
and possibly has corners at crossings (called switches) subject to the normality condition in

Figure
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F1GURE 3. The normality condition says that at a switch the interiors of the
corresponding simple closed curves are locally disjoint or nested.

Further suppose that A comes equipped with a Z/m-valued Maslov potentiaﬂ for m|2r(A).
If all switches of a ruling 7 occur between strands of equal Maslov potential (mod m) then
T is called m-graded.

Definition 4.7. The m-graded ruling polynomial of A is defined by
RT(z) = Z lewitches(r)|—|right cusps(7)|

T

Definition 4.8. [LR20] For m # 1, the m-graded n-colored ruling polynomial is defined by

1
10 = L 5 O R e g
" BeSn

where S(A, ) denotes the satellite construction of A by a positive permutation braidfl b C
J'0, 1] with Maslov potential 0 on all strands of 3; ¢(f3) is the length of 3; and

n qi/2 _ q—i/2

_ (,1/2\n(n—-1)/2
cn = (q77) 1/2 —-1/2"
izt 4 =gV

In [LR20], Legendrian invariant m-graded total n-dimensional representation numbers
were defined for any m > 0 in full generality. We record their definition (in our restricted
context).

Definition 4.9. Let A C J'R have r(A) = 0. Then the total 0-graded n-dimensional
representation number is defined by

Repo(A,Fy) = ¢~ (%)
Combining Theorem [4.6] with
Theorem 4.10. [LR20] Let A C JY(R) be a Legendrian with r(A) = 0, then
Repo(A,F2) = B, (0)

GL,(Fy)[ " - [{p : A — Mat, (F,)}|

one gets

Corollary 4.11. For a Legendrian knot A C R3 with r(A) = 0, the n-colored ruling polyno-
mial of A is defined by
#WzoRepn(A7 Fq)* =q" tb/2R(T)L,A(Q)'

TA Maslov potential is a locally constant function on the front diagram of A that increments by one as
one traverses up through a cusp

2A positive permutation braid is the unique Legendrian n-tangle characterized by requiring the front
projection of 8 has no cusps, and (labeling strands top to bottom) if ¢ < j then then 8 has no (resp. exactly
one) crossings between strands labeled ¢ and j at x = 0 if 5(i) < 8(j) (respectively 5(i) > 5(4))-
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5. APPLICATIONS TO CONCORDANCE

In this section we explore immediate results arising from the previous sections and the
current literature. We do this by combining results found in J[CNSI6], [CSLLT22|, and
[Pan17]. We recall some of their results.

Theorem 5.1. [CNS16, Theorem 2.4] Suppose L is an exact Lagrangian concordance from
A_ to Ay, then for any pattern 3 C JY(S') there exists an exact Lagrangian concordance

from S(A_, B) to S(Ay, B)

Remark 5.2. In [CNSI16] they consider concordance between knots, and so they restrict to
the case where 3 is connected. However, their argument, which is an application of the
Weinstein neighborhood theorem, pushes through to the case where [ is disconnected.

Theorem 5.3. |[CSLL"22| Let L be a spin exact Maslov-0 Lagrangian concordance from A_
to Ay then #msoAug,A_ Fo)* < #moAugy (A, Fo)* and RS (¢"* — ¢V/?) < RY (¢"* —
¢ )

Corollary 5.4. If L is a spin exact Lagrangian concordance form A_ to A, and either
r(AZ) = 0 or r(Ay) = 0, then #m>oRepn(A_,Fy)* < #msRepn(Ay, Fy)* and Ry \ (q) <
Rn A+< )

Proof. 1t suffices to show that the concordance from S(A_, 5) = S(A, ) is Maslov-0 for each
positive permutation braid . This is follows from the observation that if A is a Legendrian
on either end of the concordance C' then we have the following commutative diagram relating
A, C, and the Lagrangian Grassmannians LGr(—)

Hi(C) —— Hy{(LGr(2)) — 2 7

T*lN T(idLG’r(l) X Oy )

Hy(A) —L— H(LGr(1)) —E2— 7Z

where ¢ and 7 are inclusions and r is a deformation retract. Since the bottom composition is
0 (r(A) = 0) we see that the Maslov number of C'is also 0. The corollary then follows from
applying the above theorems to each of Rg(, g) summands. U

Corollary [5.4] also has some interesting consequences. For example one can see that if
there are Maslov-0 concordances from U to A and A to U, then the homotopy cardinality of
A is exactly the same as U. So, if U is the max tb unknot, then

#WZORepn(Aan)* = #WZORepn((L Fq)* = |GLn(]Fq)|_1

5.1. Further directions. It is unclear, whether the homotopy cardinality of the representa-
tion category is a strictly stronger obstruction to concordance than that of the augmentation
category. More precisely, is there a Maslov-0 concordance from A_ to A, where both AL
have no augmentations and such that the inequalities in Corollary are strict for some
n > 17 An obvious strategy to tackle this would be as follows. First, find a knot A, that
has no (0-graded) augmentations but has higher n-dimensional (0- graded) representations.

Pick any two Maslov-0 concordant Legendrians A_ and A+ with

#WzoAug(A_, F,)* < #WZOAug(A+, F,)*
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and then one takes Ay to be An#//{;l/: Some auxiliary choices need to be made in order
for this strategy to be viable, for example, the choice the Maslov potentials on A, and A_
(respectively A, ) should be chosen to be compatible with a Maslov potential on A, #A_ (re-

spectively A, #A,). It is known that there are Legendrians with no augmentations but have
2-dimensional ungraded representations namely Sivek’s negative torus knots. The family
A, is the exact same family proposed in [CDRGGI6] which can distinguish mirrors within
connected sums.

Our setting is somewhat restrictive. We have chosen to work with connected Legendrians
with a single basepoint, and a single dip and concordances between such Legendrians. There
are several ways this could be generalized. For example, one could ask whether similar
results hold for links. In addition, Lemma holds for 2m-graded representations, so
another direction could be to address how much of the above story works for say 2m-graded
representations. In fact, there is still some outstanding work in the augmentation setting, as
it is rather unclear how to define the homotopy cardinality for the 2m graded augmentation
category. For example, In [NRSS17, Conjecture 19] they conjecture

2 dim Hom" (¢, €) — 2dim B%(e, ¢) — 1 — x.(A) = 2dim H°Hom(e, €) — dim H'Hom(e, €).

Assuming this, the authors deduce what the appropriate definition for the 2m-graded ho-
motopy cardinality should be, that is what is correct combination of cohomology groups
that gives a multiple of the ruling polynomial. Under the assumption of the previous con-
jecture one obtains [NRSS17, Corollary 20] which states that for any m > 0, the homotopy
cardinality of the 2m-graded augmentation category should be

1 |HHom(e, €)| (th(A)~1)/2 _ _tb/2 p2m( 1/2 _ _—1/2
#rz0Aug. (A, Fo) Z |Aut(e)| |[HHom(e, 6)’1/2(] ( =R = ).

So one might suspect under a verification of a similar conjecture to obtain a definition that
has ¢"tv/ >R\ (¢) on the right hand side.
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