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A INVARIANTS OF PLUMBED MANIFOLDS

SHIMAL HARICHURN, ANDRAS NEMETHI, JOSEF SVOBODA

ABSTRACT. We study the minimal g-exponent A in the BPS g-series Z of negative
definite plumbed 3-manifolds equipped with a spin®-structure. We express A of
Seifert manifolds in terms of an invariant commonly used in singularity theory.
We provide several examples illustrating the interesting behaviour of A for non-
Seifert manifolds. Finally, we compare A invariants with correction terms in
Heegaard—Floer homology.
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1. INTRODUCTION

z,(Y; q) is a g-series invariant of a negative definite plumbed 3-manifold Y equipped
with a spin® structure b [8]. It recovers Witten-Reshetikhin-Turaev U, (sl)-invariants
in radial limits to roots of unity as conjectured by [8], and recently proved in [11].
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In this paper, we focus on the behavior of /Z\b(Y; q) near ¢ = 0. In other words,
we study the smallest g-exponents Ay in Zp(Y, q):

Z,(Y, q) = qAb(co +eagq+ed®+...), c#0.

The rational numbers A, were studied in [7] where their fractional part was related
to various invariants of 3-manifolds. In this work, we focus on the actual value of

Ay.
For plumbed manifolds it is natural to consider the ‘canonical’ spin® structure
can. Related to it, there is a numerical topological invariant v(Y) := k? + s (see

2.2). It appears, e.g., in the study of Seiberg—Witten invariants [15] of the associated
plumbed 3-manifold, and its use in topology goes back to Gompf [4]. It also plays an
important role in singularity theory, e.g. in Laufer’s formula [10] for Milnor number
of a Gorenstein normal surface singularity.

As the main result of this paper, we prove that for Seifert manifolds, A4, (Y") can
be expressed using y(Y'):

Theorem 1.1. Let Y = M(bo; (a1,w1),. .., (an,wy)) be a Seifert manifold associated
with negative definite plumbing graph. Let can be the canonical spin® structure of Y.
Then Acqn satisfies

1Y) 1
Acan = — + —. 1.1
can 4 2 ( )

IfY is not a lens space, then A qp is minimal among all Ay, b € spin®(Y).

In the special case of Seifert homology spheres Y = ¥(aq,aq,...,a,), we deduce
that Acqn(Y) grows polynomially with the leading term given by

Aan(Y) = (n—2)ajas - ap.

The idea of the proof is to express Agq, as a minimum of a quadratic form, given
by the linking form of the plumbing graph, over certain integral vectors. The key is
identifying this set over which we minimize (Lemma 3.5). We show that in this set,
there exists a unique vector (up to sign) that minimizes the quadratic form.

Once we leave Seifert manifolds, the computation of Ay invariants becomes much
more complicated. We illustrate this on plumbing graphs with exactly two vertices
of degree 3 and no vertices of degree > 4 in Section 5. In this case, A,y is often
smaller than —(Y")/4+1/2, because we have a larger freedom in finding minimizing
vectors. To analyze A of these graphs, we use splice diagrams [20, 3, 17] of plumbed
manifolds, building on [6].

Surprisingly, A.q, can also be larger than —(Y')/44-1/2, as a result of interesting
cancellations in the formula for Z,(Y), sce Example 6.2. Namely, Z,(Y) can be
expressed as a weighted sum over certain lattice points and those can sometimes be
organized in pairs with weights of opposite signs. rg\his can be avoided by refining

the weights, as provided by the two-variable series Z(q,t) defined in [1]. However,

~

Example 6.4 shows that cancellations may occur even in Z (g, ).

An analogy between Ay(Y') invariants and the correction terms dp(Y') in Heegaard—
Floer homology was proposed in [7]. In [9], the first author demonstrated on
Brieskorn spheres that unlike dy(Y"), Ay(Y') are not cobordism invariants.
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Using the explicit formula for A, of Seifert manifolds given by Theorem 1.1, we
compare Acqpn and deq, for some classes of Brieskorn spheres, where d., is explicitly
known [2]. We find that Ay, is generically much larger than d.,,. The reason for
this discrepancy is that although A.., and d.q, are both minima of certain closely
related quadratic forms, for A.q.n, the quadratic form is being minimized over a
much smaller set of vectors than the one for d.q,.
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Sunghyuk Park for useful discussions. A. Némethi was partially supported by
“Blvonal (Frontier)” Grant KKP 144148. J. Svoboda was supported by the Si-
mons Foundation Grant New structures in low-dimensional topology. S. Harichurn
was supported by the 2020 FirstRand FNB Fund Education Scholarship Award.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we collect the necessary material on plumbed manifolds and spin®
structures on them.

2.1. Plumbed 3-manifolds. Let I' = (V, E,m) be a finite tree with the set of
vertices V and edges E, and a vector m € ZIV| consisting of integer labels m, for
each vertex v € V. Let s = |V| and let 6 = (0y)yev € Z° be the vector of the
degrees (valencies) of the vertices. We often implicitly order vertices of V', so that
V =w1,v9,...,vs and write the quantities associated to v; with subscript i. We can
record I" using s X s plumbing matriz M = M(T'), defined by

m, if v=w
Myy=4¢1 if (v,w)€FE
0 otherwise.

We always assume that M is a negative definite matrix. For a vector [ € Z° we write
="M

Note that the quadratic form [ — —I? is a positive definite.

From T', we can construct a closed oriented 3-manifold Y := Y(T") by plumbing
[16]: For each vertex v we consider a circle bundle over S? with Euler number
my. Then we glue the bundles together along tori corresponding to the edges in E.
Manifolds given by this construction, with M negative definite, are called negative
definite plumbed manifolds.

From the construction above, it follows that Y is a rational homology sphere, that
is, H1(Y) = H1(Y,Z) is finite. We have H1(Y) = Z°/MZ* and |H,(Y)| = det M.
The quadratic form | — —I? takes values in |H|~'Z as the adjugate matrix adj M =
(det M)M~! of M has integer entries.

2.2. Spin® structures. The set spin®(Y") of spin® structures on Y admits a natural
free and transitive action of Hq(Y), hence it is finite. It can be identified with
the set (2Z° + m)/2MZ* of characteristic vectors. For us, it is convenient to use
another identification, with spin®(Y") = (2Z° + 0)/2M7Z?, obtained from the usual
characteristic vectors via the map | — [ — Mu, where v = (1,1,...,1). This is
justified by the identity § + m = Mu.
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For a vector b € 2Z° + 0, we denote the corresponding spin® structure as [b] €
(2Z° +6)/2M7Z?°. We often omit the brackets when it is clear from the context, e.g.
we write Z\b for Z\[b].

We consider the vector 2u — ¢ and the corresponding ‘canonical’ spin® structure
can = [2u — ¢]. Its characteristic vector is k = 2u — § + Mu = m + 2u. The rational
number v(Y) := k%2 + s = (2u — 6 + Mu)? + s does not depend on the plumbing
representation of Y, so it is a topological invariant of Y. Denote by Tr(M) =
Y vey My the trace of the plumbing matrix M. Then y(Y) can be expressed as
follows:

Proposition 2.1 ([15]). Let Y := Y(I') be a negative definite plumbed manifold,
which is a rational homology sphere. Then

YY) =3s+Te(M)+2+ > (2—6,)(2— 6uw)M,,
v,weV (21)
=354+ Tr(M) + 2 + (2u — §)°.
2.3. The Z, invariants. For the rest of the paper, let Y = Y(I') be a negative

definite plumbed rational homology sphere with a chosen negative definite plumbing
matrix M of T

Definition 2.2. Let b € 2Z° + § be a vector representing a spin® structure [b]. For
lg| < 1, the GPPV g-series Z,(Y'; q) is defined by

~ 35— Tr(M) dz; 1 2-0;
Zy(Yiq)=q 4 V. p. }{ H <Zi — —> Op(2), (2.2)

2miz; Z;

‘Zi|:1 v, €V
where
Op(z) = > g, (2.3)
le2M7Z5+b
and v.p. denotes the principal part of the integral.

We often omit the manifold Y when it is clear from the context, e.g. we write
Zy(q) for Zy(Y,q). Clearly, Zy(q) does not depend on the choice of b € [b]. The
convergence of Z,(Y') for |¢| < 1 follows from the negative definiteness of M.

3. Ap INVARIANTS

Definition 3.1. The Delta invariant A, is the smallest g-exponent in /Z\b(q). If
Zy(q) = 0, we set Ay = o0.

Using Ay, we can write the Z\b(q) in the following form:
oo
Zy(q) =27¢™ D rig =27 (ro + 1" +12g’ + )
=0
for some integers r; with 79 # 0. This is justified by part (1) of the following Lemma
(recall that |H| is the order of H1(Y,Z)):

Lemma 3.2. (1) The differences between the exponents of Zb(q) are integers.
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(2) The fractional part of the exponents (and in particular of Ay) is given by
—3s — Tr(M) — b?
4
Consequently 4| H|Ay € Z U {o0}.
(3) |H|Ay = |H|Ap (mod 1) for any two spin® structures [a], [b] on Y.

(mod 1).

Proof. (1) Consider two vectors I,{ +2Mn € [b], where [,n € Z*. The difference
of the corresponding exponents is

—12 (1 +2Mn)?

JE— + -

4 4
(2) The exponent of a representative b € [b] reads
—3s — Tr(M) — b? c 1
4 4|1H|
By (1), all the other exponents have the same fractional part.
(3) We have

=1Tn+n"MneZ.

Z

2 _
H[ALY) - H|A(y) = H

By writing b =2l 4+ § and a = 2n + § with [,n € Z, we see that

@) (mod 1).

1
Z\H\(bQ —a®) = |H|(P+1TM15 —n? +nT M%) € Z.
O

Remark 3.3. The set ofﬁspinC structures adrilits a nfitural involution, called conju-
gation, denoted by b — b. It is known that Z,(q) = Z3(q), hence we have A, = A;,.

3.1. The exponents of Zb. The A, invariant is the minimal g-exponent in the
series /Z\b(q). The exponents are, up to an overall shift, given by the quadratic form
[ — —I2. Here [ are lattice vectors that run over a certain subset C, C Z°. We need
to identify this subset.

We order the set of vertices V' of the plumbing tree I' by their degree:

V= {Ula vy Vs 3y Ugy 41y v+ 9y Usi4593 Usy4so4+1y--- 7?}81+82+83:8}-

We have s; leaves, so vertices of degree 2 and s3 vertices of degree > 3.
The integrand of Z contains the rational function
s s1 s

e | | e =

i=1 i=1 i=s1+sa+1 P

The integration in (2.2) is equivalent to the following procedure: First, we expand
each term of the product above using the symmetric expansion—the average of
Laurent expansmns as z; — 0 and z; — 0o, and multiply these together, giving an
element of Z[zl v, 251

S

HS. e.(z — 2z % = Z G2t = Z clzilz? ooz (3.2)

i=1 leZs leZs
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Then we multiply the result with the theta function ©(z) in (2.3), and we extract
the constant coefficient in variables z;, giving the g-series /Z\b(q).

Let C denote the set of all the vectors [ € Z* with nonvanishing coefficient & # 0
n (3.2). Similarly, define C, = C N —(2Z° + b). The reason for the sign is that we
are pairing [ € C with — € 2Z° + b when extracting the constant coefficient. Note
that while C is symmetric about the origin, 2Z° + b in general is not.

Lemma 3.4. The set C consists of vectors whose components satisfy the following
conditions:

l; ==+1
C=<{(l1,...,15,,0,...0,myq,...,mg,) € Z° | m; = 6; (mod 2)

Proof. The expansion for 1-vertices is simply z; — 2, ! giving the entries [; = +1.
The variables corresponding to 2-vertices are absent in 3.2. For a vertex v; of degree
0; > 3, put d :=6; —2 > 1. We have the following symmetric expansion:

—d d
z z

2.s.e.(2— 21 7d:ex n-———— +expn————
( ) zj)oo (1 —272)d ZEO (Z2 - 1)d

= (k—1+d = (k—1+d
:Zdz< k+ >22k+(_1)dzdz< k+ >Z2k
k=0 k=0

= (7 dz 24 )+ (D dT? )

It follows that the corresponding entry m; must have the same parity as §; and

3.2. Cancellations. By the previous section, the g¢-series Z,(Y, q) can then be ex-

pressed as a sum over Cp:
2

~ —3s—Tr(M) ]
Z(Y,q)=q~ * > &g (3:3)
lEéb
The g-exponents of Z,(q) are therefore given by (—3s—Tr(M)—12)/4 for those [ € Cy
whose contribution does not cancel out in the sum above, in other words:

o= Z & # 0. (3.4)

I'eCy,

122
However, ¢; can vanish even if there are more nonzero terms ¢ is (3.4). We refer to
this phenomenon as ‘cancellations’ — see Examples 6.2 and 6.3. Motivated by this,
we define

Cp:= {l | | € Cp;1 satisfies (3.4)} C Cp.

It follows that Ay is determined by minimizing —I? over the set C,. We refer to the
elements [ in Cy, for which —I? is minimal, as minimizing vectors.

Lemma 3.5.

Ay(Y) = i (-35 — Tr(M) + leelgl{—zz}> . (3.5)
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_bll _b12 _blsl
—by
_bn1 _bn2 _bnsn

FIGURE 1. Plumbing graph of a Seifert manifold.

4. A FOR SEIFERT MANIFOLDS

In this section, we will prove Theorem 4.1 which gives an explicit formula for
Acan(Y) of a Seifert manifold Y equipped with the canonical spin® structure can.

4.1. Seifert manifolds. Seifert manifold Y = M (bo; (a1,w1), ..., (an,wn)), fibered
over S?, is given by an integer by and tuples of integers 0 < w; < a; for 1 < i < n. It
can be represented by a star-shaped plumbing as shown in Fig. 1. The graph consists

of a central vertex with label —bg and n ‘strings’. The labels —bj,, —bj,,..., —bjsj
on the j-th string are determined by Hirzebruch—Jung continued fraction
7 1
w—j:[bjl,...,bjsj]:bjl—b 1
J2 1
bj

5

The intersection form M is negative definite if and only if the orbifold Euler
number e = —by + ), w;/a; is negative.

We have the following formula for v(Y) of a Seifert manifold Y [15, p. 296], a
consequence of Proposition 2.1:

n 2 n
1 1
Y)=-(2-n+) — 5+12Y s(wi,a). 4.1
~(Y) e< n—i—i:1ai> +e+5+ s(w;, a;) (4.1)

i=1
Here s denotes the Dedekind sum.

4.2. Agqn of Seifert manifolds.

Theorem 4.1. Let Y = M (bo; (a1,w1), ..., (an,wn)) be a negative definite Seifert
manifold. Then Acqn of the canonical spin® structure satisfies

1Y) 1
Acan = — + - 4.2
can 4 2 ( )

IfY is not a lens space, then Acqn is minimal among all Ay, b € spin®(Y).

Proof. We will treat the lens spaces separately in Section 4.3, so we may assume
that n > 3 and a; > 2 for each i. Denote A = [["; a;.

We will first show that over the set C from Lemma 3.4, —I? is minimized by
exactly be vectors +(2u — §). From that, it will follow that 2u — § € Ceqep is a
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true minimizing vector in the sense of Section 3.2. The formula (4.2) for A,y, then
follows from Proposition 2.1.
The set C consists of the vectors

l= (ll,lg,...,ln,O,...,O,m)

where [; = £1 and m = n (mod 2) and |m| > n — 2 by Lemma 3.4. The quadratic
form [? can be expressed using Seifert data as follows:

—12=m?A l;m= I;L; - ML 4.3
m + ; mai + ; j aia]’ ; i ( )

By the symmetry 2 = (—1)?, we may assume that m > n — 2. Taking the
derivative with respect to m, we obtain

10

Aom

n
l; n
~1?) =2 < >2n—-2)— = >0
() =2m+) = >2n-2) -5 >0,
i=1
so the minimum is attained when |m|=n — 2.
Similarly, pick j € 1,...,s1. Let [T,I™ be two vectors with m = n — 2 that only

differ by having l;»L =1, l; = —1, respectively. We have
2A l;
2 2 _ 2: i
i#£]
2A n—1
>—(n—-2-— ) > 0.
aj 2

It follows that

l=(-1,...,-1,0,...,0,n —2) = 0 — 2u.
minimizes (4.3). The argument also implies that the only other vector giving the
same value of [? is —I = 2u — § which represents the canonical spin® structure can.
These two vectors have the same coefficients in the expansion of (3.1):

1 n+|n—2| _9
q=c_|= isgn(n—Q)"< ;_3 >

Therefore even in the case that +I belong to the same spin® structure, i.e. can is

spin, their contributions do not cancel in Emn(q) and consequently —I € C.4p,. Thus
the minimum of —I? over C.qy, is given by —(2u — 6)? and we have

—3s—Tr(M) (2u—4)? YY) 1
A=——F T Tt 44

The last equality follows the formula for v(Y") in Proposition 2.1. O

4.3. Lens spaces. In this section, we compute A of lens spaces. Let Y = L(p,r)
be a lens space with p > r > 0. Denote by g a generator of H1(Y,Z) = Z/pZ and
can the canonical spin® structure. We have the following formula for Z,(q) of lens
spaces:

3
L

Zygican(@)g" = ¢V ((g_r_l F1)gYP — (g7 + g—l)q—1/2p>

I
o
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Here s(r, p) denotes the Dedekind sum. From the formula, we read off the four finite
Ay invariants.
1 1
Ag_T_lcam = Acan = 3S(T,p) + %’ Ag’rcan = Ag_lcan = 3S(Ta p) - % (4'5)

~v(Y) can be described using Dedekind sums in the following manner [15, p. 304]:

2

1Y) =2—-——12s(p,7).
p

Comparing with (4.5), we obtain that Ay, satisfies the same formula as for the
other Seifert manifolds:
) 1

4 2
Note that (4.5) shows that for lens spaces, A.q;, is not minimal among all Ay. See
also Example 6.2.

Acan = -

Remark 4.2. We originally proved Theorem 4.1 using the reduction theorem [6, Thm.
4.2] which may be used to compute all g-exponents of Zb(q) of Seifert manifolds.
Later, we found a simpler argument presented here, which focuses on the smallest
exponent. It also emphasizes the role of the vector 2u — §, making the presence of
the invariant v(Y") more transparent.

Remark 4.3. As we have seen above, A, invariants are often infinite. In [8], the
authors conjectured, based on Physics considerations, the existence of a categorifi-
cation of Zy(q), i.e. a doubly-graded cohomology theory #,”(Y") whose graded Euler

characteristic is Z,(q):

Zy(q) =27°¢™ D ¢'(—1) dim M/ (V).

1,J€Z
Smaller g-exponents than A; could appear in the corresponding two-variable gen-
crating series g Do ¢'t/ dimH;”(Y). In [5], a Poincaré series of this sort was
defined for lens spaces L(p,1). Its minimal g-power is finite for all spin® structures,
in contrast with Ay.

5. BEYOND SEIFERT MANIFOLDS

In the proof of Theorem 4.1 giving the formula for A.,, of Seifert manifolds, we
used a special form (4.3) of the quadratic from [ — —I2 following from the fact that
Seifert manifolds admit a star-shaped graph. For more general graphs, we need a
generalization of (4.3). This is realized by some properties of splice diagrams, which
are certain weighted graphs built from plumbing graphs. We will illustrate this
method on plumbing graphs with exactly two vertices of degree 3 and no vertices of
degree 4 or more. The corresponding splice diagrams are “H-shaped” graphs with 6
vertices, as in Fig. 2.

In general, there is no uniform choice of minimizing vector as was the vector
2u — 0 for Acqpn of Seifert manifolds. Therefore we cannot hope for a simple uni-
versal formula for A.,, as in Theorem 4.1. Nevertheless, the minimizing vectors
keep a specific form in certain regions given by the relative size of the weights in
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splice diagram. On the boundaries of these regions, we may see multiple minimizing
vectors.

In principle, one can divide the study into those particular cases. Some of these
can be effectively reduced to the case of Seifert manifolds, as we will illustrate in
Section 5.2. The techniques described here can be used for more general plumbings,
but the number of cases grows significantly with the complexity of the splice diagram.

5.1. Splice diagrams. Following [17] (see also [19]), given a plumbed manifold Y
with plumbing graph I', we construct a splice diagram €2 of Y as follows: 2 is a tree
obtained by replacing each maximal string in I' (a simple path in I" whose interior
is open in I') by a single edge. Thus € is homeomorphic to I' but has no vertices of
degree two. We identify the vertices of €2 with the corresponding vertices of I'.

At each vertex v of € of degree > 3, we assign a weight w,. on an incident edge
¢ as follows. The edge € in €2 corresponds to a string in I' starting in v with some
edge e. Let 'y be the subgraph of I' cut off by the edge of I at v in the direction
of e, as in the following picture.

. my My -
e
,—’(”’ v ¢ \\\\\\\

%/—/

F’U@

The corresponding weight w,. is given by the determinant of —M (I';.), where
M (T',.) denotes the intersection matrix of I'ye. We draw the weight w,. on the
edge € near v. For example, the following is a plumbing graph and its splice dia-
gram:

262 3 o *72 "~ o

I'= Q= e —8—8—€

2 2 o« e

If Y/(T') is a homology sphere, the splice diagram uniquely determines the plumbing
graph, see [18]. Although I' and Q) are essentially equivalent in this case, € is
much smaller. More importantly, it is the relative size of the weights of 2, which
directly influences the minimizing vectors. For example, if one weights is significantly
larger than the others, the minimizing vectors must be of some specific form, see
Section 5.2.

The values of the quadratic form [ — —I[? = —[T"M 1] can be computed from the
splice diagram as follows: For two vertices v, v/ of the splice diagram, consider the
shortest path P connecting them. Let N, be the product of all weights adjacent
to vertices of P, but not lying on P.

-, Vot
2

ve T e

Theorem 5.1 ([17, Thm. 12.2]). With the notation above, we have
-1 Nyy

M =— .
o det M

va’ =38
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Recall that the vectors [ € Z° that contribute to Z,(q) lie in the set C from
Lemma 3.4. If [ € C, we have [, = 0 if v is of degree 2 and [2 = (£1)? = 1 if v is of
degree 1. We obtain the following expression for —I? generalizing (4.3):

= > Myl + Y M2+ M (5.1)
V£V 6y, >3 dp=1
80,0, 72

Note that the coefficients in the first and second sum can be expressed using the
weights of the splice diagram €2, up to the multiplication by det M. On the other
hand, the third sum is not expressed in terms of weights of ) in a simple way, but
it is independent of I (whenever | € C), so it does not influence which vectors I € C
have the minimal value of —I2.

5.2. A for homology spheres with H-shaped splice diagrams. We now con-
sider a plumbing graph I' with exactly two vertices of degree 3 and no vertices of
higher degree, e.g. the graph in Fig. 3. For simplicity, we assume that the associated
plumbed manifold Y is a homology sphere. The associated splice diagram ) is an
‘H-shaped’ graph with six vertices, see Fig. 2. Its six weights are denoted a1, as, ag
and a,al,ay. They are pairwise coprime integers, which we further assume to be
> 2. In this case, Y can be realized as splicing of Brieskorn spheres ¥ (aq, az,as3)
and X(a}, ), a) along their third singular fibers.

We consider the projection Z* — ZS, denoted by | + [, which removes the
components corresponding to the vertices of degree 2. We order the components of
[ = (z1, 79, 23,7, 7%, 24) as in Fig. 2 and keep the ordering throughout this section.

x x
1.\&1563 l‘/r_a/ /. 1
a2ka37a§,)4 /

ag
Toe e,

FI1GURE 2. H-shaped splice diagram §2

The quadratic form [ — —[2, restricted to the set C from Lemma 3.4, can be
expressed in terms of the weights of €) as:

2 2 /
- = r3a10203 + £1T30203 + T2T30103 + T1T203 + ( .. ) +
/ / / / / / /
+ z1Tha0a7 + Ty T3010205 + Tox3araza; + (... )+ (5.2)
/ / / / / ! !
+ x12 020y + T2xh0107 + T3T301020 a9 + C.

Here (...)" means that we repeat the terms on each line with the usual and dashed
variables reversed. C is constant on the set C so it does not influence the minimizing
vectors for Aggp.

The general strategy to identify A.., can be described as follows: We know
that xq,x9, 2,2, € {£1} because | € C. For each of the 2% possibilities of the
signs, the form above reduces to a quadratic form in variables z3, and x%. We can
then minimize these forms over odd integers, using standard optimization methods.
Finally, we must check that the resulting vectors do not cancel out, as in Section 3.2,
so they are true minimizing vectors.
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Clearly, the form of minimizing vectors depends on the relative size of the coeffi-
cients a;,a;. We describe in greater detail the case when a3 is very large compared
to other a; and ). This allows us to effectively reduce the minimizing problem to
the Seifert case. If ag > ay, ag, al, ah, aj, the substantial terms are those containing
as:

riayasa3 + 1130003 + Tor30103 + T1T003 (5.3)
Any vector | € C with the minimal value of —I? also minimizes the expression (5.3).
As this is (almost) a quadratic form of a star-shaped graph, we can repeat the first
part of the argument in the proof of Theorem 4.1. Namely, assuming that a; > 2
and taking the x3-derivative, we obtain that z3 = +1 in any minimizing vector, say
x3 = 1. The signs of x1 and x5 are easily determined by the relative size of a; and
as.

This consideration ‘freezes’ the left-hand side of the graph and for each choice of
z) = £1 and 2§, = 1, we are left with a quadratic function of a single variable .

Explicitly, in the case 1 = x9 = —1, the minimum in the variable 2% (over R) is
given by
o rhabal + xhalaly — ajazal, + ajazalaly — ayagd)
3 2/ ala
1 / / .
1 <ﬁ Ty alaz | aa a1a2>
/ /! ! ! ! ! / °
2 \ay; ay ajaz asas as

This computation illustrates that the value of z% can be arbitrarily large. This
shows that the minimizing vector is very different from the vector 2u — ¢ which was
minimizing in the case of Seifert manifolds.

In a similar way, we could analyze other cases of the relative size of the weights,
giving (at least approximate) ‘explicit formulas’ for A.q,. However, in practice,
it is easier to use a computer to search for the minimizing vectors. We illustrate
the variability of possible minimizing vectors and possible values of A, on several
examples in this and the following section.

Example 5.2. Consider the integral homology sphere Y associated with the splice
diagram

2e—11—101-e
\.
Then A(Y) = %, with minimizing vectors (-1, —1,3,1,1,—1). A(Y) is strictly

smaller than —# + % = % given by the vector 2u —§ = (—=1,—-1,1,—-1,—1,1).

The corresponding plumbing graph on 28 vertices is shown in Figure 3.

Example 5.3. Consider the manifold Y given by the following plumbing:

Then Y is an integral homology sphere with A(Y) = % and the minimizing vectors
are {+v,+w}, where v = (1,1,—1,-1,1,1), w = (1,1,-1,1,—1,1). Again, A(Y) <
1Y)

- —i—% = % Note that this plumbing corresponds to the following splice diagram:
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FIGURE 3. The plumbing graph associated to the splice diagram in
Example 5.2

2 2
Se—37—1—e]

e

6. UPPER BOUNDS AND CANCELLATIONS

In this section, we focus on upper bounds for Ay. In principle, bounding A; from
above should be easy—the (shifted) norm (—3s—Tr(M)—1?)/4 of any element [ € C,
gives an upper bound.

However, when finding elements of Cp, we are facing two issues. First of all, Gy
can be empty, e.g. for some spin® structures on lens spaces, giving z,(q) = 0 and
Ay = oo. Secondly, even if Cp, is non-empty, there may be drastic cancellations of
the coefficients, as we will illustrate on the Seifert manifold in Example 6.3.

This prevents us from establishing general results in this direction. In particular,
the vector 2u — d does not always give an upper bound for Ay, unlike for Seifert
manifolds (where it was optimal), see Example 6.2.

We believe that those cancellations are rather special, being related to some addi-
tional symmetry of the plumbing graph. In particular, it would be rather surprising
if they occurred for all spin® structures at once. Therefore, we expect the following;:

Conjecture 6.1. For a negative-definite plumbed manifold Y we have

. ~vY) 1
Ay < ———= + -,
Y I

We now proceed with several examples of manifolds for which the cancellations

occur. We also compare Z(q) with the two-variable extension Z defined in [1]. The
new variable t can distinguish vectors [ with the same value of {2, removing some
cancellations, but not all of them, see Example 6.4.

Example 6.2. Consider the following plumbing:
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The resulting plumbed manifold Y admits 20 spin® structures. For the canon-

ical spin® structure can we have A.yn = % with the (sole) minimizing vector
(1,—1,1,—1,—1,1). This is Sitrictly larger than —# + % = %—3.

The only vectors within Ceqp that satisfy (—3s — Tr(M) — 1) = 33 are |} =
(1,1,-1,1,1,-1) and lp = (—1,—1,1,1,1, —3). However their coefficients are ¢;, =
i = —¢, and so they cancel out in Z.q,(q).

The above cancellation does not happen for Z can(q, t):

N

1 13 33 53 73 93
can(q>t) = 1 ((t*1 —1)q20 +q20 —t 1q20 + (t72 +1%)q20 —t g0 - ) ]

Example 6.3. Consider Seifert manifold M (2;(3,1),(3,2),(3,2)). It is described
by the following negative definite plumbing;:

Let b be the spin® structure with the associated vector 6 = (1,2,3,2,1,1) € 2Z° +4.
The g-series Zp(q) is a single monomial:

N 1
Zy(q) = sq%/"

2
This is due to the following cancellation: All vectors but one in the set C can be split
into pairs Iy, [y satisfying (? = 3 and ¢, = —c;,. Similarly to the previous example,

/Z\b(q, t) removes the cancellations and it gives an infinite series:
2 1
Zy(q,1) = (a0 + g0 7)o+ T — %) 4 ¢TI - ),

Example 6.4. Consider the following plumbing:

The resulting plumbed manifold Y admits 21 spin® structures. For the canonical
spin€ structure can represented by 2u—4§ = (1,1, —1,1,1, —1) we have that AL, = %
and the minimizing vectors for the quadratic form that produces Al are given by

L =(-1,-1,-3,1,1,1), Iy = (-1,-1,7,—-1,-1,-1), Is = (1,1,-7,1,1,1) and

ls = (1,1,3,-1,—1,—1) with coefficients ¢;, = ¢, = —1t~1 and ¢, = ¢, = —3t.
This is strictly larger than —# + % = %

For this manifold, the only vectors within C,,,, which satisfy 1(=3s=Tr(M)—1?) =
Lare ly = (=1,-1,1,—1,-1,1), Iy = (—=1,—-1,3,1,1,~1), I3 = (1,1,—1,1,1,~1)

and Iy = (1,1,-3,—1,—1,1). However their coefficients are ¢;, = %til = —¢, and
¢, = —3t = —cy, and so they cancel out in Zean(q,t). The entire (£, q) series is given
by:

A 1
Zean(a:t) = =7 ((2t—1 1203 + (23 123 g (22— g - )
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This example shows that cancellations do occur even for A can(q,t) and as a result

A > —# + % where Al denotes the smallest g-exponent of Z 4y, (g, t).

can can

7. COMPARISON WITH CORRECTION TERMS

In the last section, we compare A,(Y) with correction terms dp(Y) = d(Y, [b])
in Heegaard-Floer homology'. We include this discussion because there were some
expectations that Ay(Y) and dp(Y') might be related [7, 1]. In the Seifert case, we
have an explicit formula for A, (Y) in terms of the (Y') invariant by Theorem 4.1.
We can then use elementary bounds for Dedekind sums to obtain estimates on
Acan(Y). Finally, we compare Agqn(Y) to degn(Y) for some classes of Brieskorn
spheres, where dq, (Y) is known, finding that they are very different.

7.1. Quadratic forms. Correction terms can be expressed as minimizers of a qua-
dratic form over the characteristic vectors:

Theorem 7.1 ([13]). For an almost rational graph T', the correction terms are given
by

(K2 + s
dp(Y) = max ———
k(Y) k’€[k] 4
Note that this formula holds in many other cases and was conjectured by the
second author to be true for any negative definite rational homology sphere [12].
To compare with A, we need to shift to our conventions on spin® structures, so
we set | = k' — Mu. Then we have
(K)?+s  (+Mu)'M'(1+Mu)+s

4 4
_(Tr(M)—i—?)s E) 1Tu

1
4 4 2 2

We see that the minimized quadratic forms for d and A differ in the linear term

MTu/2 = (355, 1)/2.

Remark 7.2. In [7], the authors observed that in the setting of Theorem 7.1, the
difference between dy(Y) and Ay(Y) — 1 is an integer. For Seifert manifold Y with
the canonical spin® structure, this can be explained as follows: By [14, Thm. 8.3.],

dean(Y) and 4(Y) (and therefore Ay, (Y)) satisfy the following relation:

Y 1
dean(Y') = % — 2Xcan <: —Acan + 5~ 2Xc¢m> . (7.1)

Here x¢qn is the holomorphic Euler characteristic of a certain holomorphic line bun-
dle on the corresponding quasihomogeneous singularity. In particular, it is an inte-
ger.

1Again7 we omit the brackets for spin® structures.
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7.1.1. Lower Bound for Seifert Manifolds. We end this section with some elementary
estimates considering the v(Y') invariant of Seifert manifolds, and hence of A4 (Y).
The formula (4.1) for v(Y) contains Dedekind sums. We have the following well-
known inequality for p > 0, a € Z:
p 1 1
—s(1 < <s(1 =—+4 ——-. 2
s(lp) < s(a,p) <s(lp) = 5+ 5~ 7 (7.2)

Combining this with (4.1), we obtain the following result.

Proposition 7.3. For the Seifert manifold Y = M (by; (a1,w1), ..., (an,w,)) and
the canonical spin® structure, we have

2
1 "1 e+3n+1) a1
Apan > —— | 2— - =TT 4
can = 46( n+;ai> 4 + 4+2ai

i=1

and

2
1 "1 et+3(1—n) <Ka 1
Agan < —— [ 2= ) ST N
can = 4e< n+;ai> 4 Zl4+2a,~

where e is the orbifold Euler number of Y.

If Y is a Brieskorn sphere X(ay,...,a,), then e = —[[, al-_1 = A" In
particular, if a; > 1, the leading term of A is given by (n — 2)?A. We obtain that
the A invariant grows polynomially with a; for large values of a;.

7.1.2. Brieskorn spheres. We illustrate the difference between A = Ay, and d =
dean for some families of Brieskorn spheres, for which correction terms are explicitly
known [2]. For p,q > 0set p= (p—1)(g—1)/2. Then for X(p,q,pq+1) = S3,(T}4)
we have v(Y) = —4p(p — 1). From Theorem 4.1 we immediately obtain the next
result:

Corollary 7.4. ForY = X(p,q,pq+1),
1
AY)=plp—1) + 5. (7.3)

In contrast to this, the correction term vanishes, so that A(Y) > d(Y) = 0.
For Y = ¥(p,p + 1,p(p + 1) — 1), we have

an-[5 (5

From Proposition 7.3 we obtain, after some manipulations, that for p > 2

1
A(Y) > (p* +2p® —5p) —3 > d(Y). (7.5)
The case of p = 2 correspond to Poincaré sphere Y = ¥(2,3,5), where we have
A(Y) = =3 < d(Y) = 2. This seems to be a boundary case and in general, we

expect the following conjecture:

Conjecture 7.5. For all but finitely many Seifert manifolds Y we have
dcan(Y) < Acan(Y)-
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