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ALGEBRAIC REALIZABILITY OF KNOT FLOER-LIKE

COMPLEXES

DAVID POPOVIĆ

Abstract. We study algebraic obstructions to realizability of local equiva-
lence classes of knot-like complexes. We classify local equivalence classes of
knot-like complexes over F[U, V ], answering a question of Dai, Hom, Stoffregen
and Truong.

1. Introduction

Knot Floer homology is an invariant of knots and links in 3-manifolds. It was
introduced independently by Ozsváth and Szabó [OS04b] and Rasmussen [Ras03] as
a refinement of an earlier theory of 3-manifold invariants Heegaard Floer homology
[OS04d, OS04c]. Since then, different variations of the knot Floer homology package
have been found to contain much information about the geometric properties of the
knot. For example, knot Floer homology detects the genus of a knot [OS04a], its
fiberedness [Ghi08, Ni07, Juh08], the Thurston norm of a knot complement [OS08b]
and has been used to obtain bounds on the unknotting number [OS05] and slice
genus [OS03].

One area in which the strength of knot Floer homology has been leveraged with
particular success has been the study of the smooth knot concordance group C. See
[Hom17] for a survey article on the subject. Numerous knot concordance invariants
have been constructed, for example τ , ν, ε, ν+, Vs, V 0, V 0, Υ(t), and most recently
φj [OS03, OS10, Hom14, HW14, OS08a, HM17, OSS17, DHST21]. Over the years,
this development has crystallized the importance of the notion of local equivalence;
most of the mentioned invariants factor through the local equivalence group of
knot Floer complexes (see the local equivalence in [Zem19] without the involutive
part, stable equivalence in [Hom17], or ν+-equivalence in [KP16] for some different
descriptions of the same concept).

In their recent paper introducing an infinite family of linearly independent ho-
momorphisms φj : C → Z [DHST21], Dai, Hom, Stoffregen, and Truong studied

the simplified knot Floer complexes CFKR1
(K) over the ring R1 = F[U,V ]

(UV ) . The

main advantage of setting UV = 0 is that the resulting local equivalence group of
knot Floer complexes over R1 becomes totally ordered. In turn, this yields a simple
classification of knot Floer complexes up to local equivalence in which every class
can be described by an even length finite sequence of nonzero integers.

However, not all such sequences correspond to knots. It remains an interesting
and difficult question to determine which local equivalence classes can be realized
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by CFKR1
(K) for a knot K ⊂ S3. Since CFKR1

(K) is a mod UV reduction of
a chain complex CFK F[U,V ](K) over F[U, V ], every realized class should have such
a representative. This leads the authors of [DHST21] to pose the following purely
algebraic question: Which local equivalence classes arise as a mod UV reduction of
some chain complex over F[U, V ]? A complete classification of these classes is the
main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let a1, . . . , a2n be a sequence of nonzero integers. The local equiv-
alence class of C(a1, . . . , a2n) (Def. 2.6) is algebraically realizable (Def. 3.2) if and
only if the complex C(a1, . . . , a2n) is partially realizable (Def. 3.1). The latter can
be decided by Algorithm 3.12 terminating in at most n2 + n steps.

As a special case, the local equivalence class of C(a1, . . . , a2n) is algebraically
realizable if |ai| ≥ 2 for all i.

We stress that the algorithm we designed is very simple. It is geometric in
nature, requires no algebraic calculations, and can be carried out for reasonably-
sized complexes by hand in a matter of seconds. We give some demonstrations of
the algorithm in Section 4.

It will follow from the definition of algebraic realizability that the chain com-
plexes realizing local equivalence classes are not just chain complexes over F[U, V ];
they share many other properties with knot Floer complexes CFK F[U,V ](K). The
author is not presently aware of any symmetric algebraically realizable class that
does not arise from a knot.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Sucharit Sarkar for introducing me to
Heegaard Floer homology and for his guidance. This work was partially supported
by NSF Grant DMS-1905717.

2. Background and previous work

The purpose of this section is to establish our notational conventions and give
an overview of previous work. Throughout this paper, we work over F = Z/2Z.

2.1. Knot Floer complexes. We begin by reviewing formal aspects of knot Floer
homology. The main reference that uses the same terminology is [DHST21] and
the original paper containing the proofs of the properties is [OS04b].

Let K ⊂ S3 be a knot. The knot Floer complexes CFK F[U,V ](K) have the
following algebraic properties.

(1) Gradings: CFK F[U,V ](K) is a finitely generated bigraded chain complex
over F[U, V ] with a differential ∂ and bigrading gr = (grU , grV ) satisfying
gr(U) = (−2, 0), gr(V ) = (0,−2), and gr(∂) = (−1,−1).

(2) Symmetry: There is a chain homotopy equivalence

CFK F[U,V ](K) ≃ CFK F[U,V ](K)

where the overline denotes the complex in which the roles of U and V are
exchanged and grU and grV are switched.

(3) Homology: There is an isomorphism

H∗(CFK F[U,V ](K)/U)

V -torsion
∼= F[V ]
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Figure 1. The knot Floer complexes of the negative trefoil (a)
and the figure-eight knot (b) with some generators labelled.

as bigraded chain complexes over F[V ] where V -torsion denotes the torsion
subcomplex. The isomorphism stems from the fact that we are considering
knots in S3. Setting U = 0 and taking homology recovers HFK−(S3,K)
whose nontorsion part is F[V ], generated by an element x with grU (x) = 0.
There is a similar isomorphism obtained by exchanging the roles of U and
V .

Frequently, the easiest way to describe knot Floer complexes and their algebraic
counterparts defined in the next section is to draw them. The knot Floer generators
over F are drawn on a 2-dimensional lattice where the x-coordinate denotes the U−1

power and the y-coordinate denotes the V −1 power. The arrows connecting the
generators indicate the differential ∂, as explained below. Since gr(∂) = (−1,−1),
the Alexander grading A = 1

2 (grU−grV ) is preserved by ∂ and CFKF [U,V ](K) splits
as an F[UV ]-module (but not as an F[U, V ]-module) as a direct sum of summands
with a constant Alexander grading. Since the pictures corresponding to different
summands are all translates of each other, we always only draw the part in the
Alexander grading A = 0 and are intentionally ambiguous about the origin of
the plane. Note that even after this restriction, the same letter will appear in
infinitely many places. For example, in Figure 1a, the generator c is drawn three
times in positions (−1, 0), (−2,−1), and (−3,−2), and the three locations denote
the elements Uc, U2V c, and U3V 2c. The top horizontal arrow between a and b
indicates that ∂V a = UV b or equivalently that ∂a = Ub.

The knot Floer complexes of the negative trefoil and the figure-eight knot drawn
in Figure 1 consist of a finite piece and Z many of its translations. As such, it
is sufficient to only draw the finite piece, which by itself uniquely specifies the
chain complex. The corresponding finite pictures of the negative trefoil and the
figure-eight knot are shown in Figure 2.

In general, however, it can happen that the complex is essentially infinite, that
is, it does not split into finite pieces. In such cases, we draw pictures large enough to
completely specify the differential ∂. These may sometimes contain the same label
twice, for example in Figure 5, but there is no reason to be alarmed. We emphasize
that the two z’s appearing in that picture represent different elements z and UV z
and there is a priori no reason why these would not be connected in the knot Floer
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Figure 2. The finite pieces of the knot Floer complexes of the
negative trefoil (a) and the figure-eight knot (b).

complex. This phenomenon is discussed in more detail in [Pop23], where the author
constructs algebraic complexes sharing many properties with CFK F[U,V ](K) which
remain infinite after any change of basis or even chain homotopy equivalence.

While the knot Floer complexes of the trefoil and the figure-eight knot depicted
in Figure 1 and Figure 2 only contain horizontal and vertical arrows, diagonal
arrows will also be present in general. In that case, setting UV = 0 corresponds to
deleting all diagonal arrows and setting U2V 2 = 0 corresponds to deleting diagonal
arrows that move in both directions by at least 2.

Finally, we note that our pictures are equivalent to the pictures obtained in a
more classical setting of knot Floer homology [OS04b]. To be precise; the generators
have different decorations by monomials, but the shapes are the same as the shapes
obtained upon consideration of knot Floer complexes CFK−(K) over F[U ] in which
the x-axis represents the U−1 power and the y-axis represents the Alexander grading
A.

2.2. Algebraic complexes. With the formal properties of CFKF [U,V ](K) in mind,
we establish an algebraic framework for dealing with such complexes.

Let the ring F[U, V ] be equipped with a relative Z⊕ Z grading gr = (grU , grV ),
where gr(U) = (−2, 0) and gr(V ) = (0,−2). Any quotient of F[U, V ] by an ideal
generated by homogeneous elements inherits the relative grading gr in a natural way.

The cases we will be considering most often are when the quotient is Ri :=
F[U,V ]
(UiV i)

for i ∈ N and when it is R∞ := F[U, V ] itself. Any module C over these relatively
graded rings is automatically considered Z ⊕ Z graded and any endomorphism of
C that is denoted by ∂ is required to have degree (−1,−1).

Definition 2.1. Let i ∈ N ∪ {∞}. A free Ri-module with an endomorphism and
a distinguished basis is a triple (C, ∂,B) where C is a free Ri-module, ∂ : C → C
is an endomorphism, and B is a basis of C.

If ∂2 = 0, we call such a triple a free chain complex over Ri with a distinguished
basis.

Remark. We sometimes refer to (C, ∂,B) just by C, leaving ∂ and B implicit.

Let i, j ∈ N ∪ {∞} be such that i ≤ j. Note that any free chain complex over
Ri with a distinguished basis (C, ∂,B) can be lifted to a free Rj-module with an

endomorphism and a distinguished basis (Ĉ, ∂̂, B) where Ĉ = Rj〈B〉 is the free

Rj-module generated by B and ∂̂ is defined on B in the same way as ∂. Since most
of our work is concerned with lifting chain complexes over R1 to chain complexes
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over R∞ = F[U, V ], sometimes passing through R2 on the way, this construction
will be used throughout the paper. It will also be convenient to have the following
definition.

Definition 2.2. Let i ∈ N ∪ {∞} and let (C, ∂,B) be a free Ri-module with an
endomorphism and a distinguished basis. For basis elements x, y ∈ B and a, b ∈ N0,
let 〈∂x, UaV by〉 ∈ F denote the coefficient of UaV by in ∂x.

We have so far introduced the necessary terminology for dealing with the ‘Grad-
ings’ part of the list in Subsection 2.1. Encoding the ‘Symmetry’ and ‘Homology’
properties of knot Floer complexes into a purely algebraic language is more straight-
forward.

Definition 2.3. Let i ∈ N∪{∞}. A free Ri-module with an endomorphism (C, ∂)
is symmetric if C ≃ C where the overline denotes the complex in which the roles
of U and V are interchanged and grU and grV are switched.

Definition 2.4. Let i ∈ N∪{∞}. A free Ri-module with an endomorphism (C, ∂)

has the correct homology if H∗(C/U)
V−torsion

∼= F[V ] and H∗(C/V )
U−torsion

∼= F[U ], where the

element x generating F[V ] satisfies grU (x) = 0 and the element y generating F[U ]
satisfies grV (y) = 0.

We now define knot-like complexes and standard complexes that were first in-
troduced in [DHST21].

Definition 2.5. A knot-like complex (C, ∂) is a finitely generated free chain com-
plex over R1 with the correct homology.

Note that knot-like complexes are not required to be symmetric.

Definition 2.6. Let n ∈ N and let a1, . . . , a2n be a sequence of nonzero integers.
The standard complex C(a1, . . . , a2n) is the free chain complex over R1 with a
distinguished basis (C, ∂,B) where B = {x0, . . . , x2n} and the differential ∂ is as
follows. For each odd i, there is a U -arrow of length |ai| connecting xi and xi−1.
For each even i, there is a V -arrow of length |ai| connecting xi and xi−1. The
direction of the arrow is determined by the sign of ai, as follows. If ai > 0, then
the arrow goes from xi to xi−1, and if ai < 0, then the arrow goes from xi−1 to
xi. Finally, we equip the distinguished basis elements x0, . . . , x2n with the unique
Z⊕ Z gradings making C(a1, . . . , a2n) into a knot-like complex.

It will also be useful in our discussion to have the notion of a standard complex
with two extra arrows adjacent to its endpoints. We call them extended standard
complexes.

Definition 2.7. Let n ∈ N and let a0, . . . , a2n+1 be a sequence of nonzero integers.
The extended standard complex C(a0 | a1, . . . , a2n | a2n+1) is the free chain complex
over R1 with a distinguished basis (C, ∂,B) where B = {x−1, . . . , x2n+1} and the
differential ∂ is as follows. For each odd i, there is a U -arrow of length |ai| con-
necting xi and xi−1. For each even i, there is a V -arrow of length |ai| connecting
xi and xi−1. The direction of the arrow is determined by the sign of ai, as follows.
If ai > 0, then the arrow goes from xi to xi−1, and if ai < 0, then the arrow goes
from xi−1 to xi. The Z⊕Z gradings of the distinguished basis elements x0, . . . , x2n

are the same as in C(a1, . . . , a2n) and the Z⊕Z gradings of x−1 and x2n+1 are then
uniquely determined by the requirement that ∂ have degree (−1,−1).
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x0 x1

x2x3

x4 x5

x6

(a)

x−1

x0 x1

x2x3

x4 x5

x6x7

(b)

Figure 3. Standard complex C(2,−2,−1, 1, 3,−1) in (a) and an
extended standard complex C(2 | 2,−2,−1, 1, 3,−1 | − 1) in (b).

For understanding the notions of standard and extended standard complexes,
Figure 3 is likely to be a lot more illuminating than the preceding definitions. Note
that any standard complex is a knot-like complex, but extended standard complexes
are not knot-like complexes, since their homology is not correct.

Standard complexes are interesting primarily because they classify local equiva-
lence types of knot-like complexes.

Theorem 2.8 ([DHST21], Corollary 6.2). Let C be a knot-like complex. Then
there exists a unique standard complex C(a1, . . . , a2n) such that C splits as a direct
sum C ∼= C(a1, . . . , a2n)⊕A for some chain complex A over R1.

Note that the exact phrasing of the theorem in [DHST21] is slightly different. In
particular, the authors only claim C ≃ C(a1, . . . , a2n)⊕A, but they actually prove
the above stronger version.

Remark. We emphasize that knot-like complexes are chain complexes over R1. The
splitting in Theorem 2.8 only works over R1 and, indeed, is the main reason for
working over this smaller ring as opposed to R∞ = F[U, V ].

3. Algebraic realizability

In this section, we introduce the notion of algebraic realizability and classify
algebraically realizable local equivalence classes of knot Floer complexes.

There are two closely related notions of realizability one can explore. Given
a knot-like complex C, can it be realized as CFKR1

(K) up to local equivalence?
What about up to chain homotopy equivalence? Both of these questions are difficult
to answer. Some restrictions on the chain homotopy type can be found in [HW18]
and [Krc18]. In this paper, we explore the restrictions on local equivalence classes.
Following the list of algebraic properties of knot Floer complexes CFK F[U,V ](K) in
Section 2.1, we give the following definition.

Definition 3.1. A free R1-module with an endomorphism and a distinguished
basis (C, ∂C , B) is

– partially realizable if it is a mod UV reduction of a free chain complex over
R2 with a distinguished basis (D, ∂D, B),

– fully realizable if it is a mod UV reduction of a free chain complex over R∞

with a distinguished basis (D, ∂D, B).
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x0 x1

x2 x3

x4

Figure 4. The complex C(1,−1, 3,−2) and its local equivalence
class are algebraically realizable.

z

z

x2

x1x0

Figure 5. The local equivalence class of the complex C(2, 2) is

algebraically realizable. The C(2, 2) summand over the ring F[U,V ]
UV

is drawn in red.

A chain complex D over R2 or R∞ whose mod UV reduction is C is called a partial
realization or a full realization of C.

Definition 3.2. A (symmetric) knot-like complex C is algebraically realizable if it is
fully realizable and its full realization (is symmetric and) has the correct homology.

A local equivalence class of knot-like complexes is algebraically realizable if one
of its representatives is algebraically realizable.

Example 3.3. The local equivalence class of C(1,−1, 3,−2) is algebraically realiz-
able because C(1,−1, 3,−2) lifts to a Z⊕Z graded chain complex over F[U, V ] with
the correct homology. See Figure 4.

More generally, let a1, . . . , a2n be any sequence of nonzero integers with alternat-
ing signs. Then the complex C(a1, . . . , a2n) lifts to a Z ⊕ Z graded chain complex
over F[U, V ] with the correct homology. It follows that the local equivalence class
of C(a1, . . . , a2n) is algebraically realizable.

Example 3.4. The local equivalence class of C(2, 2) is algebraically realizable. To
see this, observe that Figure 5 depicts a bigraded chain complex over F[U, V ] with
the correct homology whose mod UV reduction is locally equivalent to C(2, 2).

Example 3.5. The local equivalence class of C(1, n) is not algebraically realizable
for any n ≥ 1. To see this, note that by Theorem 2.8, any representative of this
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class is isomorphic over R1 to C(1, n) ⊕ A for some chain complex A. Consider
a hypothetical algebraic realization and delete its diagonal arrows. This splits the
complex into two components, one of which is C(1, n). However, it is impossible
to restore ∂2 = 0 over F[U, V ] in C(1, n) by only adding some diagonal arrows,
regardless of the presence of A. This is a contradiction, so the local equivalence
class of C(1, n) is not algebraically realizable.

We now give a more general example of an obstruction to algebraic realizability
of certain standard complexes and their local equivalence classes.

Example 3.6. Let C be an algebraically realizable standard complex. If the type of
C contains the substring a, 1, b with b > 0, then −b < a < 0. This is because we
must have ∂2 = 0 over F[U, V ], which necessitates that there be a dashed diagonal
arrow as shown below.

a

b

1

This example has several symmetry properties. In particular, if there is a sub-
string a, 1, b with a > 0, then −a < b < 0. There exist similar restrictions on
the substrings of the form c,−1, d. Moreover, it is easy to see that if a substring
of this form obstructs algebraic realizability of C, it actually obstructs algebraic
realizability of an entire local equivalence class. For example, the local equivalence
classes of C(2, 1,−3, 1) and C(−8, 2, 1, 2) are not algebraically realizable.

We show that phenomena of this type are the only potential obstructions to
algebraic realizability of local equivalence classes of knot-like complexes. In precise
language, we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.7. The following are equivalent.

(1) The local equivalence class of C(a1, . . . , a2n) is algebraically realizable.
(2) C(a1, . . . , a2n) is partially realizable.
(3) C(N1 | a1, . . . , a2n |−N2) is partially realizable for all sufficiently large N1

and N2.

Proof. This is the content of Lemma 3.8, Lemma 3.9, and Lemma 3.10. �

Let us briefly remark on the notation we use in the proofs of the following
lemmas. In triples of the form (Ci, ∂Ci

, BCi
), the subscript i indicates that Ci is an

Ri-module. To guide the reader, we note that

D∞  D2  E2,
E2  F2,
F2  F∞  G∞

are the main modules appearing in the proofs of Lemma 3.8, Lemma 3.9, and
Lemma 3.10 respectively.

Lemma 3.8. If the local equivalence class of C(a1, . . . , a2n) is algebraically realiz-
able, then C(a1, . . . , a2n) is partially realizable.
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Proof. Let (D∞, ∂D∞
, BD∞

) be an algebraic realization of the local equivalence
class of C(a1, . . . , a2n). By Theorem 2.8, after an appropriate change of basis, the
mod UV reduction of D∞ splits as a direct sum C(a1, . . . , a2n) ⊕ A for some free
chain complex over R1 with a distinguished basis (A, ∂A, BA). In other words,
(D∞, ∂D∞

, {x0, . . . , x2n} ∪BA) is a full realization of C(a1, . . . , a2n)⊕A.
Let (D2, ∂D2

, {x0, . . . , x2n}∪BA) be the mod U2V 2 reduction of D∞. Note that
D2 is a chain complex over R2 since D∞ is a chain complex over R∞. Let now
E2 = R2〈x0, . . . , x2n〉 be the submodule of D2 generated by {x0, . . . , x2n} and let
∂E2

: E2 → E2 be defined via 〈∂E2
xi, U

aV bxj〉 = 〈∂D2
xi, U

aV bxj〉 for all xi, xj and
extended to an R2-module homomorphism. In other words, ∂E2

is the part of the
differential ∂D2

that is ‘happening in E2’.
We claim that (E2, ∂E2

, {x0, . . . , x2n}) is a partial realization of C(a1, . . . , a2n).
Assume for the contradiction that this is not the case. Since C(a1, . . . , a2n) is a
mod UV reduction of E2, it must be the case that (E2, ∂E2

) is not a chain complex.
So there exist xi, xj and a, b ∈ N with min(a, b) ≤ 1 such that 〈∂2

E2
xi, U

aV bxj〉 = 1.

But ∂2
D2

xi = 0 so there is a composition of two arrows in D2, one from xi to y,
followed by one from y to xj for some y ∈ BA. But min(a, b) ≤ 1 so both arrows
cannot be diagonal. This means that one of the arrows is vertical or horizontal,
which implies that y ∈ {x0, . . . , x2n}. This is a contradiction so E2 is a chain
complex and a partial realization of C(a1, . . . , a2n). �

Lemma 3.9. If C(a1, . . . , a2n) is partially realizable, then C(N1 | a1, . . . , a2n |−N2)
is partially realizable for all sufficiently large N1, N2 ∈ N.

Proof. We will show that taking any N1 ≥ max{|a1|, . . . , |a2n|}+1 works. Assume
C(a1, . . . , a2n) is partially realizable and let (E2, ∂E2

, BE2
) be its partial realization.

Consider the free R2-module F2 with a distinguished basis BF2
= B ∪ {x−1} and

whose endomorphism is ∂E2
together with a vertical arrow of length N1 from x0 to

x−1. Consider the set X = {x ∈ BF2
| ∂2

F2
x 6= 0} of elements witnessing that F2

is not a chain complex. Note that since E2 is a chain complex, all elements of X
have to come from the extra vertical arrow we just added. In other words, there is
an alternative description of X as {x ∈ BF2

| ∂F2
x = UV bx0 for some b ≥ 0} using

that N1 ≥ 2.
Since the mod UV reduction of E2 is the standard complex C(a1, . . . , a2n), every

x ∈ BF2
is adjacent to exactly one vertical arrow in F2. In particular, this is true

for every x ∈ X . To prove that all vertical arrows adjacent to elements of X are
outgoing, assume for the contradiction that there is an x ∈ X with an incoming
vertical arrow from y to x. Then passing through x is the only way of going from y to
x0 in E2 in two steps. Any other way would have to first go diagonally (because y is
adjacent to a unique vertical arrow that has already been used) and then vertically
to x0, but x0 has no incoming vertical arrow. Therefore 〈∂2

E2
y, UV bx0〉 = 1 for some

b. This is a contradiction with the fact that E2 is a chain complex. Therefore, we
have established that all x ∈ X have outgoing vertical arrows. Let Y be the set
of their other endpoints. By our choice of N1, we can draw diagonal arrows in F2

from every element y ∈ Y to x−1. Therefore ∂2
F2
x = 0 in F2 for all x ∈ X .

We claim that F2 is a free chain complex over R2 with a distinguished basis BF2
.

Indeed, the only thing that could go wrong is that ∂2
F2
z 6= 0 for some z /∈ X that has

an arrow to an element of Y . But such arrows cannot be vertical (because the unique
vertical arrow at every element of Y goes to an element of X). Any non-vertical
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x1 x0

y2n

y1 y0

x2n

x−1

x2n+1

y2n+1

y−1

Figure 6. A partial realization F2 of the starting complex
C(N1 | a0, . . . , a2n, | −N2) is drawn in black. The depicted struc-
ture F∞ is a chain complex over F[U, V ].

arrow from z to y ∈ Y followed by a diagonal arrow from y to x−1 vanishes overR2,
so indeed ∂2

F2
= 0 as required. A completely analogous construction works at the

other endpoint to construct a partial realization of C(N1 | a1, . . . , a2n | −N2). �

Lemma 3.10. If C(N1 | a1, . . . , a2n |−N2) is partially realizable for all sufficiently
large N1, N2 ∈ N, then the local equivalence class of C(a1, . . . , a2n) is algebraically
realizable.

Proof. Our proof proceeds through an intermediate step. We prove that there
exists a chain complex A over R1 such that C(N1 | a1, . . . , a2n | −N2)⊕A is fully
realizable. Then we adapt this construction to produce a suitable chain complex
over F[U, V ] algebraically realizing the local equivalence class of C(a1, . . . , a2n).

Let (F2, ∂F2
, BF2

) be a partial realization of C(N1 | a1, . . . , a2n |−N2) with a basis
BF2

= {x−1, x0, . . . , x2n, x2n+1}. Define BF∞
= {x−1, . . . , x2n+1, y−1, . . . , y2n+1}

and let F∞ be the free R∞-module generated by BF∞
. We equip F∞ with an

endomorphism ∂F∞
and a Z⊕Z grading as in the examples in Figure 6 and Figure

7.
Let us describe the construction in words: F∞ contains two copies of F2, one gen-

erated by the xi (drawn in black) and one generated by the yi (drawn in red). The
red copy of F2 is on the same diagonal one step above the black copy of F2. We draw
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x1 x0

y2n

y1 y0

x2n

x2n+1

x−1

y2n+1

y−1

Figure 7. A partial realization F2 of the starting complex is
drawn in black. The depicted structure F∞ is a chain complex
over F[U, V ].

the diagonal arrows from yi to xi for all i so as to make 〈∂F∞
yi, UV xi〉 = 1. These

are the light blue arrows. Finally, if a, b ∈ N are such that 〈∂2
F2
xi, U

aV bxj〉 = 1
(note that this implies a, b ≥ 2 since F2 is a chain complex over R2), we draw
a diagonal arrow from xi to yj . These are the green arrows and they make
〈∂F∞

xi, U
a−1V b−1yj〉 = 1.

The Z⊕Z gradings of the basis elements xi of F∞ are the same as their gradings
in F2. The gradings of the basis elements yi are uniquely determined by the re-
quirement that ∂ have degree (−1,−1). Explicitly, we have gr(yi) = gr(xi)− (1, 1).

We shall now check that F2 is in fact a chain complex, i.e., that ∂2
F∞

= 0.
Since we are working over F = Z/2, it is enough to verify that, starting at any
distinguished basis element, there is an even number of ways to reach any other
generator in two steps. It is useful to have the following relationships in mind:

– black ◦ black = black ◦ black (some black pairs)
– blue ◦ green = black ◦ black (the remaining black pairs)
– green ◦ black = red ◦ green
– red ◦ red = red ◦ red (some red pairs)
– green ◦ blue = red ◦ red (the remaining red pairs)
– blue ◦ red = black ◦ blue.

The exact meaning of these equations is now formalized in the careful and detailed
write-up of the proof that ∂2

F∞

= 0.
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x y

Figure 8. A schematic depiction of sources and targets of arrows
of each color.

• Let’s pair all ways of travelling from xi to UaV bxj in two steps.
– If min(a, b) ≤ 1, then 〈∂2

F2
xi, U

aV bxj〉 = 0 since ∂F2
is a differen-

tial over R2. There are no extra ways to travel between xi and
xj in F∞ since there is an outgoing green arrow from xi only if
〈∂2

F2
xi, U

aV bxj〉 = 1.

– Otherwise a, b ≥ 2. Assume 〈∂2
F2
xi, U

aV bxj〉 = 1. By construction,
there is a green arrow in F∞ from xi to yj , which, together with the
blue arrow from yj to xj cancels the two black arrows. The converse
is true as well. The existence of a green arrow starting at xi implies
〈∂2

F2
xi, U

aV bxj〉 = 1, i.e. the existence of two consecutive black arrows
with a non-zero composition.

• Let’s pair all ways of travelling from xi to UaV byj in two steps. Let there
be a black arrow from xi to xk followed by a green arrow to yj . The green

arrow from xk to yj implies that 〈∂2
F2
xk, U

a′

V b′xj〉 = 1 for some a′, b′. In
other words, there is a sequence of two black arrows, one from xk to xl,
followed by one from xl to xj . Therefore, there is a green arrow from xi to
yl. Together with the red arrow from yl to yj , this cancels the original two
black arrows.

The converse is true as well. Any green arrow followed by a red arrow
is matched with a sequence of two black arrows by a similar reasoning.

• Let’s pair all ways of travelling from yi to UaV byj in two steps.
– If min(a, b) ≤ 1, then 〈∂2

F2
xi, U

aV bxj〉 = 0 by assumption and since
the yi’s are just a copy of F2, this pairs some red arrows together.

– Otherwise a, b ≥ 2. Assume 〈∂2
F2
xi, U

aV bxj〉 = 1. By construction,
there is a green arrow in F∞ from xi to yj , which, together with the
blue arrow from yi to xi cancels the two red arrows. The converse
is true as well. The existence of a green arrow starting at xi implies
〈∂2

F2
xi, U

aV bxj〉 = 1, i.e. we get the existence of two consecutive black
arrows from xi to xj with a non-zero composition. Therefore also the
existence of two consecutive red arrows from yi to yj with a non-zero
composition.

• Finally, let’s now pair all ways of travelling from yi to UaV bxj in two steps.
There is just one pair of ways how this can be achieved. The composition
of a red arrow from yi to yj with the blue arrow from yj to xj is cancelled
by the composition of a blue arrow from yi to xi with the black arrow from
xi to xj .

We have now verified that F∞ is a Z⊕Z graded free chain complex overR∞. Its mod
UV reduction is isomorphic to a direct sum of two copies of C(N, a1, . . . , a2n,−N),
one black and one red. Therefore F∞ is not an algebraic relalization, since its



ALGEBRAIC REALIZABILITY OF KNOT FLOER-LIKE COMPLEXES 13

homology is not correct yet. We achieve this by modifying the construction as
follows.

It was proven in Lemma 3.9 that the exact lengths N1, N2 of the extensions
are not important. In particular, the extensions can always be elongated. This is
important for the following construction.

Let s = 1
2

∑2n
i=1 sgn(ai) ∈ Z. Consider the free R∞-module G∞ generated by

{x0, . . . , x2n, y−1, . . . , y2n+1, z}. The elements xi and yi for i ∈ {0, . . . , 2n} are
drawn in the plane as earlier and the basis element z is drawn in the plane far
down and to the left of any other generator. If s = 0, the basis element y−1 is
drawn in the row of z and the column of y0 and the basis element y2n−1 is drawn in
the row of y2n and the column of z. If s 6= 0, we draw the second copy of z |s| places
to the left and below of the first copy. If s > 0, the basis element y−1 is drawn in
the row of the second copy of z and the column of y−1 and the basis element y2n+1

is drawn in the row of y2n and the column of the first copy of z. If s < 0, the basis
element y−1 is drawn in the row of the first copy of z and the column of y0 and the
basis element y2n+1 is drawn in the row of y2n and the column of the second copy
of z.

Define an endomorphism of G∞ by with the same rules as in F∞, with the
convention that z assumes the roles of both x−1 and x2n+1. We can always do that
since z, or both of its copies, lies strictly below and to the left of both x−1 and
x2n+1.

Note that G∞ is a free chain complex over R∞ for the same reason that F∞ is.
To be explicit: we have slightly changed the Z ⊕ Z gradings of the generators and
we have identified x−1 with x2n+1, but the differential ∂G∞

connects the same pairs
of generators as ∂F∞

, so ∂2
G∞

= 0. After setting U = 0 and ignoring V -torsion, the
homology of G∞ is generated by x0 and after setting V = 0 and ignoring U -torsion,
the homology of G∞ is generated by x2n. Finally, our construction is symmetric:
if F2 is symmetric, then F∞ and G∞ are symmetric as well. Therefore, the local
equivalence class of C(a1, . . . , a2n) is algebraically realized by the complex G∞. �

Corollary 3.11. The local equivalence class of C(a1, . . . , a2n) with |ai| ≥ 2 for all
i is algebraically realizable.

Proof. The standard complex C(a1, . . . , a2n) is partially realizable provided |ai| ≥ 2
for all i, so this follows immediately from Proposition 3.7. �

Proposition 3.7 reduces the question of algebraic realizability of local equivalence
classes to an easier question of partial realizability of actual standard or extended
standard complexes. All that is left is to provide an algorithm that solves the latter
question and this is what we do now.

Algorithm 3.12. Let C(a1, . . . , a2n) be a standard complex considered as a free
R2-module with an endomorphism and a distinguished basis (C, ∂,B) where B =
{x0, . . . , x2n}. We first describe the algorithm that determines when C is partially
realizable and later prove its correctness.

We begin with the R2-module C. At each step, if we encounter a particular
situation, we try to augment the differential slightly by adding a diagonal arrow
between two of its generators. More precisely; if there exist xi, xj ∈ B such
that 〈∂2xi, U

aV bxj〉 = 1 where 1 ∈ {a, b}, then at least one of the two arrows
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connecting them must be non-diagonal (if they are both diagonal, then a, b ≥ 2).
We distinguish between four cases:

(1) b = 1: In this case, one of the two arrows must be horizontal.
(a) The first arrow is horizontal. Depending on the parity of i, the horizon-

tal arrow goes from xi to xi±1 and then there is a diagonal or a vertical
arrow to xj . The only way such a sequence of arrows can come from a
chain complex over R2 is if the unique horizontal arrow adjacent to xj

has both an appropriate length (less than a) and direction (into xj) as
depicted in the figure below. In this case, add a diagonal arrow from
xi to xj±1. With this modification, we have 〈∂2xi, U

aV bxj〉 = 0.

xixi±1

xj xj±1

(b) The second arrow is horizontal. Depending on the parity of j, the
horizontal arrow goes from xj±1 to xj and then there is a diagonal
or a vertical arrow from xi to xj±1. The only way such a sequence
of arrows can come from a chain complex over R2 is if the unique
horizontal arrow adjacent to xi has both an appropriate length (less
than a) and direction (out of xi). In this case, add a diagonal arrow
from xi±1 to xj . With this modification, we have 〈∂2xi, U

aV bxj〉 = 0.
(2) a = 1: In this case, one of the two arrows must be vertical. The analysis of

the situation is completely analogous to the analysis in the horizontal case.

Irrespective of the case we encounter, we draw the prescribed arrow and thus obtain

a new free R2-module with an endomorphism and a distinguished basis (C, ∂̃, B)

in which 〈∂̃2xi, U
aV bxj〉 = 0. Note that the distinguished basis has remained

the same, there has only been a slight augmentation of the endomorphism. If
there exist standard generators xi, xj ∈ B in the updated complex such that

〈∂̃2xi, U
aV bxj〉 = 1 where 1 ∈ {a, b}, then we try to repeat the steps above and

draw a new arrow. If possible, keep going until 〈∂̃2xi, U
aV bxj〉 = 0 for all pairs

of standard generators xi, xj and all a, b with 1 ∈ {a, b}. Once that is achieved,
the algorithm terminates and produces a partial realization of C(a1, . . . , a2n). By
Proposition 3.7, the local equivalence class of the standard complex C(a1, . . . , a2n)
is algebraically realizable.

It can also happen that, at some point, an arrow cannot be added to the com-
plex as prescribed. In this case, the local equivalence class of the complex is not
algebraically realizable. To see this, note that there are no alternative ways of ex-
tending C to a chain complex over R2. In each of the four cases, we can only add
diagonal arrows adjacent to the standard generators. Together with the condition
1 ∈ {a, b}, this implies that the arrows we add in the algorithm must be added.

The output of the algorithm is independent of the order in which we are adding
the arrows. If there are many arrows that can be added at a certain stage, we might
as well add all of them simultaneously, since they don’t interact with each other by
the previous paragraph and will have to be added eventually. At this point, it is
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Figure 9. A width 1 tunnel in which the arrows that will be added
by Algorithm 3.12 are dashed. A standard complex can contain
many width 1 tunnels and they do not interact with each other.

possible that some of the diagonal arrows that move in both directions by exactly
1 might have created the need for further arrows to be added. We add those in
stage two and proceed similarly for as long as it is needed. In a geometric language,
the complex C(a1, . . . , a2n) contains some width 1 tunnels as depicted in Figure 9.
Algorithm 3.12 terminates once all of them have been added the diagonal arrows
and the exact order in which this has happened is not important.

Uniqueness guarantees symmetry. If C(a1, . . . , a2n) is symmetric, the output of
the algorithm is symmetric as well.

Finally, let’s obtain an upper bound on the number of arrows drawn by the
algorithm. There are 2n+ 1 generators x0, . . . , x2n and each one has an associated
grU . Since grU (∂) = −1, arrows can only be drawn between the generators with grU
of different parity. In other words, the number of arrows drawn by the algorithm is
bounded by the maximal number of edges in a bipartite graph with 2n+1 vertices,
which is n(n+1) = n2 +n. Note that this is a very coarse bound and there will be
much fewer arrows added in general.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. This is the content of Proposition 3.7 and Algorithm 3.12.
The special case is Corollary 3.11. �

This completes the classification of algebraically realizable local equivalence
classes of knot-like complexes. In particular, it answers a slightly harder version of
Question 11.1 of [DHST21].

4. Examples

We give two demonstrations of our results.

4.1. The local equivalence class of C(−1, 1, 2,−1, 1, 2). The standard complex
C(−1, 1, 2,−1, 1, 2) with a distinguished basis {x0, . . . , x6} is drawn in Figure 10a.
Since we have 〈∂2x3, U

2V x1〉 = 1, the algorithm requires that we add a diagonal
arrow from x3 to x0. It is drawn dashed in Figure 10b. Next, we notice that
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x0x1

x2 x3

x4 x5

x6

(a)

x0x1

x2 x3

x4 x5

x6

(b)

x0x1

x2 x3

x4 x5

x6

(c)

Figure 10. The algorithm terminates after adding 2 arrows.
Since 〈∂2x6, U

3V x2〉 = 1 at the final stage, the local equiva-
lence class of the starting complex C(−1, 1, 2,−1, 1, 2) is not al-
gebraically realizable.

x0x1

x2 x3

x4 x5

x6

(a)

x0x1

x2 x3

x4 x5

x6

(b)

x0x1

x2 x3

x4 x5

x6

(c)

Figure 11. The algorithm, whose stages are depicted in (a), (b),
and (c), terminates after adding 2 arrows. Since ∂2 = 0 over
F[U,V ]
(U2V 2) at the final stage, the local equivalence class of the starting

complex C(−1, 1, 2,−1, 1, 3) is algebraically realizable.

〈∂2x6, UV 2x4〉 = 1 so the algorithm requires that we add a diagonal arrow from x6

to x3, which is drawn dashed in Figure 10c.
Continuing with the process, we notice that we have 〈∂2x6, U

3V x2〉 = 1 in the
updated complex. However, since there is no outgoing horizontal arrow from x6,
the algorithm stops and we conclude that the complex C(−1, 1, 2,−1, 1, 2) is not
partially realizable and hence the local equivalence class of C(−1, 1, 2,−1, 1, 2) is
not algebraically realizable.

4.2. The local equivalence class of C(−1, 1, 2,−1, 1, 3). The standard complex
C(−1, 1, 2,−1, 1, 3) with a distinguished basis {x0, . . . , x6} is drawn in Figure 11a.
Since we have 〈∂2x3, U

2V x1〉 = 1, the algorithm requires that we add a diagonal
arrow from x3 to x0. It is drawn dashed in Figure 11b. Next, we notice that
〈∂2x6, UV 3x4〉 = 1 so the algorithm requires that we add a diagonal arrow from x6

to x3, which is drawn dashed in Figure 11c.
At this point we can verify that ∂2 = 0 over R2. This means that the algorithm

stops and outputs the result. The complex C(−1, 1, 2,−1, 1, 3) is partially realizable
so the local equivalence class of C(−1, 1, 2,−1, 1, 3) is algebraically realizable. A
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z

z y−1

y2n+1

Figure 12. Algebraic realization of the local equivalence class of
C(−1, 1, 2,−1, 1, 3).

Z⊕ Z graded chain complex over F[U, V ] with the correct homology realizing it is
constructed using Lemma 3.9 and Lemma 3.10 and drawn in Figure 12.
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