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HEEGAARD FLOER HOMOLOGY AND THE WORD METRIC ON THE
TORELLI GROUP

SANTANA AFTON, MIRIAM KUZBARY, AND TYE LIDMAN

ABSTRACT. We study a relationship between the Heegaard Floer homology correction terms
of integral homology spheres and the word metric on the Torelli group. For example, we give
an elementary proof that the Cayley graph of the Torelli group has infinite diameter in the
word metric induced by the generating set of all separating twists and bounding pair maps. On
the other hand, we show that many subsets of the Torelli group are bounded with respect to
this metric. Finally, we address the case of rational homology spheres by ruling out a certain
Morita-type formula for congruence subgroups of mapping class groups.

1. INTRODUCTION

Recall that for every closed, connected, oriented 3-manifold Y there is a positive integer g such
that Y can be decomposed into two genus g handlebodies glued together along an orientation
reversing diffeomorphism of their boundary. This is called a Heegaard splitting of Y, and is unique
up to isotopy and stabilizations by a classical theorem of Reidemeister and Singer. As used to
great effect in [BC78], any Heegaard splitting of Y can be constructed from a Heegaard splitting of
the 3-sphere in the following way. Given a Heegaard splitting of S® with gluing map f, there is an
element ¢ in the mapping class group of the surface 3, (denoted Mod,, for a genus g surface) such
that Y is the result of gluing handlebodies together by the composition f o ¢. The equivalence of
Heegaard splittings up to isotopies and stabilizations can be translated into an algebraic statement
about mapping class groups [BC78, Pit08]. More generally, given any oriented 3-manifold ¥ and
a smoothly embedded surface f : £, < Y in it, we can cut Y open along S = f(X,) and reglue
by some diffeomorphism f o ¢ of S. We will refer to this 3-manifold as Yg 4. If the surface S is
clear from context, we will omit S from the notation.

This observation relating Heegaard splittings and the mapping class group leads to many results
relating the algebraic structure of Mod, and the topology of 3-manifolds. For example, in [Lic62],
Lickorish proves that every 3-manifold can be obtained by surgery on a link; this is a direct
application of Dehn’s result that the mapping class group is generated by Dehn twists. Moreover,
there is an entire program of using invariants of 3-manifolds, such as the Rokhlin invariant y, to
explore the structure of the Torelli group, which is the subgroup of Mod, acting trivially on the
homology of the surface ¥,. This subgroup, denoted Z, is the main object of study in this paper as
the connections between 3-manifold invariants and the Torelli group continue to be discovered. The
aforementioned work by Birman-Craggs [BC78] shows that ¢ — u(Sg’ ¢) provides homomorphisms
from Z, to Z/2; see also the work of Johnson [Joh&0]. Furthermore, by lifting the Z/2Z-valued
Rokhlin invariant to the Z-valued Casson invariant A, the Birman-Craggs homomorphism lifts to
a Z-valued homomorphism on a certain subgroup of the Torelli group by [Mor89]. More recently,
in [MS520] the Casson invariants of these glued up 3-manifolds were instrumental in detecting the
differences between two important algebraic filtrations on the Torelli group.

In this work, we mostly focus on integral homology spheres as these are exactly the 3-manifolds
corresponding to changing the monodromy of a Heegaard splitting of S® by an element of the
Torelli group as stated in [Mor91]. More generally, we will refer to Ys , when ¢ € Z, as Torelli
surgery. A natural question is what Torelli surgery can see about the geometry of the Torelli group.
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For example, Broaddus-Farb-Putman showed in | ] that for a Heegaard surface S in Y there
is a quadratic bound
(1) A(Ys,6) = AY)| < Cllg]1%,

where ||¢|| denotes the word metric with respect to a finite generating set on the Torelli group and
C'is a fixed constant that depends on this choice. Since Heegaard Floer homology (and other Floer
theories) can recover the Casson invariant, we were curious what could be learned from applying
these invariants to Torelli surgery. We focus here on the Heegaard Floer d-invariants from | ]
as they are both important numerical 3-manifold invariants in their own right and because they
provide a direct connection between Floer homology and the Casson invariant, which we recall in
Equation (2) below.

Our first result is the following. Consider ¢ a separating Dehn twist or bounding pair map
on a surface of genus g (for more details on these mapping classes, see the next section). By
[ ], these maps generate Z,. The curves which are being twisted separate the surface into two
components and for each ¢ we will denote the minimum genus among these two surfaces as k.
Note that kg < [£].

Theorem 1.1. Let S be an embedded surface of genus g in a homology sphere Y. Let A be a
generating set for L, consisting of bounding pair maps and separating twists. Let ka = maxgea kg-
Note that a generating set for I, can always be chosen such that ka = 1. For any ¢ € I,

ka
() (v, <2 | 5 ol
where ||¢||a is the word length of ¢ in I, and d is the Heegaard Floer d-invariant.

A more general version of the above theorem is given in Section 3. We will use the notation
|| lloo to denote the word length on the Torelli group with respect to the infinite generating set of
all separating twists and bounding pair maps.

An immediate consequence of Theorem 1.1 is a quick proof of the following result, which is
likely known to experts:

Corollary 1.2. Suppose that K is a knot in a homology sphere Y and n € Z. Then,
9(K)
Y () - ()] < 20l | 252

Proof. Given a Seifert surface F' for K, F'x I is a genus 2¢g handlebody and K sits on the boundary
as a separating curve, splitting the boundary into two genus g surfaces. Now, by the Lickorish trick
(see Lemma 2.3 or Example 2.5) below, 1/n-surgery on K can be recast as Torelli surgery using
powers of a Dehn twist along this separating curve. The result then follows from Theorem 1.1. O

Remark 1.3. While this corollary suggests that the d-invariants of 1/n-surgery can be unbounded
for a fixed knot, this is impossible. This follows, for example, from Theorem 1.9 below (see also
Proposition 4.3 for this specific case).

We can use the well-known result that the d-invariants are unbounded on manifolds with fixed
Heegaard genus to prove the following corollary about the Torelli group. We thank Andy Putman
for explaining that this would be worthy of proof.

Corollary 1.4. The Cayley graph of the Torelli group has infinite diameter with respect to the
infinite generating set consisting of all separating twists and bounding pair maps.

Proof. Fix g > 2. Consider the Brieskorn spheres Y;, = ¥(2,4n+1,8n+1), oriented as the boundary
of a positive-definite plumbing; these are alternatively described as +1-surgery on the (2,4n + 1)-
torus knot. The manifold Y;, has d-invariant —2n (see for example | , Corollary 1.5]). Since
the Heegaard genus of Y,, is 2, after stablization these manifolds have Heegaard splittings of genus
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g. Now, fix a Heegaard surface S in S, and choose ¢, € Z, such that Sd3>n =Y,. Theorem 3.2
shows that ||¢,||co is unbounded in n. This proves the desired result. O

Remark 1.5. Tan Agol noted to us that this result can alternatively be proved from the fact the
stable commutator length of a Dehn twist is positive (see [ , , ]). It is interesting
to note that the methods of | , ] rely on the topology of symplectic four-manifolds,
but the four-dimensional information captured using these techniques is different than what the
d-invariants seem able to capture.

Remark 1.6. It seems likely that one could also study various subgroups of the braid group as
follows. Given a braid which lifts to a Torelli element on a branched cover, we can consider the
d-invariant of Torelli surgery on say S2. We do not pursue this here.

For the sake of comparison, we show that there is no analogue of (1) when working with || - ||c-

Theorem 1.7. Fiz an integral homology sphere Y and an embedded surface S of genus g. There
is no function f: RT — RY such that for all ¢ € I,

AY) = AVs.0)| < fl[@lloc)-

Another consequence of Theorem 1.1 is in the setting of the homology cobordism group; this
is the set of homology cobordism classes of integral homology spheres with connected sum as the
group operation | ]. Recall that two homology three-spheres are homology cobordant if they
cobound a smooth four-manifold with the homology of S® x I. By | , ], this group is
infinitely generated; however, Theorem 1.1 illustrates that we can use the fact that the Torelli
group is finitely generated for g > 2 as proven in | ] to bound the d-invariant without a finite
generating set for the homology cobordism group itself. In the case of genus 2, Johnson proved the
Torelli group is infinitely generated and Mess further showed that it is a free group on infinitely
many separating twists | ]

The explicit relationship between the d-invariant and the Casson invariant \ is

) MY) = X(HFrea(Y) — Ld()

by Theorem 1.3 in | | where HF,.q(Y) is the U-torsion summand of HF~(Y') and the Casson
invariant is normalized so that A(X(2,3,5)) = 1 where (2, 3,5) is oriented as +1-surgery on the
right-handed trefoil. In fact, the d-invariant was originally called the “correction term” precisely
because it captures the difference between the Casson invariant and x (H Fy..q(Y)). Since Broaddus-
Farb-Putman show that (2) is sharp in a suitable sense, combining (2) with Theorem 1.1, we see
this means the Euler characteristic of HF..q(Y") can grow much faster than d(Y) as a function of
the word length in the Torelli group.

To further account for the difference between these Heegaard Floer invariants and previously
studied 3-manifold invariants in this setting, we prove the following theorem noting that both the
Rokhlin invariant and the Casson invariant are finite-type invariants [ ]

Theorem 1.8. Neither the d-invariant nor the FEuler characteristic of HF,.q is a finite-type
invariant of homology three-spheres.

We can also sometimes establish much stronger bounds on the d-invariants than Theorem 1.1.
One example is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.9. Let A = {¢1,...,¢r} be a collection of separating Dehn twists and bounding pair
maps on a parameterized embedded surface S of genus g in a homology sphere Y. Consider the
subset A" of Mod, consisting of length at most q products of powers of elements of A, i.e. elements
of the form &;' ...(j)zq, Then, the set {d(Y,) | a € A’} is bounded.

3
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Theorem 1.9 further implies that if H is an abelian group generated by separating twists and
bounding pair maps, then {d(Y,) | ¢ € H} is bounded. To incentivize more interest in these
questions, we pose the following optimistic conjecture:

Conjecture 1.10. Let S be a genus g surface in a homology sphere Y and let H be an abelian
subgroup of Torelli. Then {d(Yy) | ¢ € H} is bounded.

Underneath these results is the fact that, in general, the result of taking the connected sum of
Y, and Y, is not homeomorphic to Yye,. However, the Casson invariant is “almost” additive when
S is a Heegaard surface, as the Morita formula (Theorem 4.3 in | ]) gives:

(3) AYgou) = A(Yp) + A(Yy) 4 20(9, ¥),

where ¢,1 € 7, and 6(¢,%) is a term depending on the image under the Johnson homomorphism
of ¢, considered as elements of Z,; (and hence independent of the choice of embedding of the
Heegaard surface). This formula was used to prove the aforementioned theorem of Broaddus, Farb,
and Putman.

While the Casson invariant can be extended to all closed, oriented three-manifolds | ,

], we disprove the existence of a certain extension of the Morita formula to rational homology
spheres. Just as integral homology spheres can be constructed as Ys 4 where ¢ € Z,, for S a
Heegaard surface, we can characterize rational homology spheres using specific subgroups of Mod,
in the following way. Recall that for an integer d > 2, the level d congruence subgroup Mod,(d)
consists of the mapping classes that act trivially on the homology of ¥, with Z/dZ coefficients,
and one important property the congruence subgroups have distinct from those of Z, is that each
level p congruence subgroup is finite index in Mod,. By Theorem 1.1 in | ] (and related work
in | ]) every rational homology sphere has gluing map in the level p congruence subgroup
Modg(p) for some prime number p.

Therefore, it is a natural question to ask whether the Morita formula for the Casson invariant of
integral homology spheres corresponding to products of elements in Z, generalizes to a formula for
the Casson-Walker invariant of rational homology spheres corresponding to products in Mod,(d)
for each fixed d (note that again by Theorem 1.1 in | ] this is exactly rational homology spheres
Y with |H1(Y)| = n where d divides n — 1 or n + 1). By Lemma 5.6 in | ], we know every
element of Mod,(d) factors as a product of a Torelli element and a product of d" powers of Dehn
twists. In the following theorem, we use elements written in this form to show there cannot be a
Morita formula for homology spheres with gluing map in Mod,(d) for any d > 1.

Theorem 1.11. Let d be an arbitrary non-zero integer. There exists a Heegaard surface S in S3,
Torelli elements v, n, and a non-separating Dehn twist ¢ so that:

(1) S;’)d is an integer homology sphere;

(2) There is an automorphism of S taking 1 to n and ¢ to ¢;

(3) A(Si¢d) - )\(sz) — )\(Sf;’d) is not equal to A(Sg¢d) —A(S3) - )\(Sf;;d),
Consequently, there is no Morita formula for Mod,(d), that is, a formula for the Casson (or
Casson- Walker) invariant of Ys g0y where ¢,1 € Mody(d) that is independent of the embedding of
a Heegaard surface S.

Remark 1.12. This is quite different from the Perron conjecture | |, which tries to define a
Casson invariant from an element 9 - [[, ¢ € Mod,(d) by reducing A(S3) mod d.

We end this introduction with some discussion about the Johnson kernel. The kernel of the
Johnson homomorphism, denoted Ky, is exactly the subgroup of Z, generated by separating twists,
and Morita showed every integral homology sphere is actually Yy for some ¢ € K4,. Thus, the
Casson invariant is additive on KC,.

Remark 1.13. The same argument as in Corollary 1.4 shows that the Johnson kernel has infinite
diameter with respect to the generating set consisting of all separating twists.
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Though we do not have a Morita-type formula for the d-invariant of the result of gluing by a
product of mapping classes, we observe the following consequence of combining (2) with the Morita
formula (3).

Remark 1.14. Let ¢, € K,. Then
d(Y¢O¢) = d(Y¢) + d(Yw) + Q(X(HFred(Yqﬁow)) - X(HF7ed(Y¢)) - X(HFred(Yw)))-

When any of the constituent 3-manifolds Yoy, Yy, and Yy, have torsion-free HF~, the formula
becomes much simpler. However, it is an open question whether there are any such integral
homology spheres other than % and connected sums of the Poincaré homology sphere. Similarly,
it is natural to ask whether there is any subgroup of Xy on which the d-invariant is a group
homomorphism, but the question is beyond the scope of this paper. Note that it is not even a
quasimorphism on the Johnson kernel by applying the proof of Corollary 1.4 along with the fact
that every homology sphere has a gluing map in the Johnson kernel | ]

Remark 1.15. It seems likely that one could do analogous work with the Torelli group (or at
least Johnson kernel) for surfaces in other three-manifolds. For example, one could consider the
collection of d-invariants of Torelli surgery on a Heegaard splitting of a rational homology sphere
or the totally twisted d-invariant | ] applied to the mapping torus of a Torelli element.

1.1. Outline. Section 2 lays the technical foundations for this work, followed by proofs of The-
orem 1.1 and Theorem 1.7 in Section 3. Section 4 details the proof of the boundedness result
Theorem 1.9. Finally, in Section 5, we consider the extension to rational homology spheres and
prove Theorem 1.11.
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Tan Agol, Tara Brendle, Benson Farb, Jennifer Hom, Brendan Owens, and Sam Taylor for many
fruitful discussions and Inan¢ Baykur for comments on an earlier draft. Special thanks to Andrew
Putman for many conversations about this work and for introducing the second author to the
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2. BACKGROUND

As the intended audience for this work includes mathematicians interested in mapping class
groups, 3-manifold topology, and Heegaard Floer homology, we have included a brief survey of
some relevant background. Throughout this article, we work with a fixed orientable genus g surface
Yg4. By abuse of notation, we will say that S is an embedded genus g surface in a homology sphere
Y to mean we fix an embedding f: £, — Y and S = f(X,) as in the introduction; consequently,
an element of Mod,, the mapping class group of ¥, induces a well-defined mapping class of S.

2.1. The Torelli group. Recall that Mod, is generated by Dehn twists along simple closed
curves in X4. In the interest of matching the sign conventions in [ ], we will consider a left-
handed twist along a simple closed curve to be a positive twist. This corresponds to the standard
right handed orientation of S! and the parametrization of a Dehn twist inside the annulus as
T.:S'x[0,1] = S* x [0,1] with T.(0,t) = (6 + 27t,t) .

For the Torelli group, Z, we can also write down a generating set, but we need more terminology
first. First, a separating twist is a Dehn twist along a separating curve, which lives in the Torelli
group. Next, we say ¢ € Mod is a bounding pair map if it can be written as the product of a
positive twist T, on a curve a C ¥, and a negative twist Tb_1 on a curve b C ¥, where a and b
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cobound a subsurface of 3,. As discussed above, for g = 2, Mess proved that Z, is an infinitely
generated free group which has a collection of separating twists as generators; for g > 2, bounding
pair maps and separating twists generate the Torelli group Z, | 11 ]. Note that if we
allow one curve in a bounding pair map to be trivial, then every separating twist can technically
be viewed as a bounding pair map.! By work in [ |, Z, is finitely generated when g > 2. The
subgroup generated by separating twists is the Johnson kernel K.

From now on, we will write v to denote either a simple closed curve when we are performing a
Dehn twist along a single curve or a curve with two simple closed components if we are referring to
a bounding pair map and we will write v = 71 U 2. In the latter case, we will use the convention
that v is ordered so that a positive bounding pair map refers to a positive Dehn twist along v,
and a negative Dehn twist along ~s.

We quickly mention two standard results that allow us to easily perform computations and
analyze Dehn twists along more complicated curves.

Proposition 2.1 (E.g. Fact 3.7 in | ). For any f € Mod, and any isotopy class a of simple
closed curves in S we have

Ty = fTaf ™!
Proposition 2.2. Dehn twists along any two non-separating simple closed curves on X, are con-

Jugate. Dehn twsists along separating simple closed curves vi,7v2 on 3, are conjugate if and only
if g — 7 and X4 — 2 are homeomorphic.

2.2. Dehn twists and Dehn surgeries. To set some more notation, as in the introduction,
Ys 4 denotes surgery on the embedded surface S C Y with gluing map ¢ € Mod,. When L is
a nullhomologous link in a three-manifold Y, Dehn surgery on an n-component link L C Y with
surgery coefficients r € Q™ will be denoted Y;(L).

The key insight this work relies on is by Lickorish in [ ]: the result of cutting open a 3-
manifold Y along an embedded surface ¥ and regluing by a Dehn twist along a simple closed
curve embedded in the surface is the same as performing Dehn surgery on that same curve instead
thought of as a knot in Y. This is often called the Lickorish trick, and though it is well-known we
will spell this out in Figure 1 and Lemma 2.3 for the benefit of the reader.

Lemma 2.3. Let S be an embedded surface in a three-manifold Y and let v be an oriented, simple
closed curve on S which is nullhomologous in Y. Let s denote the surface framing of v viewed as
an integer. Let ¢ denote the Dehn twist along . Then, Ys gn can be described as Y, 1 (7).

Proof. Note that performing surgery on S in this way fixes Y outside of a neighborhood of v C S
considered as a subset of Y. Therefore, we only need to determine how v(7), a solid torus, changes
after regluing Y together by ¢”. Modifying Y inside a solid torus only is exactly the definition
of Dehn surgery and can be completely described by the image of the meridian of v(vy) after the
diffeomorphism ¢™ has been applied to S. Using coordinates on this torus corresponding to the
meridian g and the Seifert longitude A, this means the meridian of v(y) will be sent to the curve
(1 — ns)pu — nX where s corresponds to the surface framing of + as in Figure 1. O

Since a smoothly embedded surface is bicollared, we can think about the result of cutting open
Y along S and regluing by a composition ¢ o v of mapping classes in Mod, as the same as cutting
along S x {0} and regluing by ¢ and cutting along S x {1} and regluing by ¢. From this perspective,
we see that there is a relationship between the Dehn twists in a factorization of ¢ and a surgery
diagram for Ys 4. More precisely, if ¢ is given by T7t... 7", then Ys,4 can be described by

Tk ?
surgery on a k-component link in Y where the individual components are isotopic to 71, ..., V.

LFor the purposes of exposition and to align with perspectives in geometric group theory, we will prove results
for separating twists and bounding pair maps separately, when often it might seem more succinct to give a single
proof for this more general notion of bounding pair maps. We feel it is beneficial for the reader to study separating
twists separately as a warm-up to build intuition.
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W= A

FIGURE 1. In this local picture of a curve 7 (in purple) lying on a surface ¥ (in
green) embedded in a 3-manifold Y, we see the blue annulus is a neighborhood
of the curve in the surface X, and the black solid torus is a neighborhood of « in
Y. The meridian p of v viewed as a knot in Y is shown in orange. The result
of cutting open Y along 3, performing a single positive Dehn twist on v C X,
and gluing back together along ¥ is exactly the same as removing the solid torus
neighborhood of v and gluing it back with its meridian now going to the p — A
curve shown on the right. This is precisely —1-surgery on 7y C Y.

sF1 s F —
n
K K
F2 JF2F2F2
SaEy'S

FIGURE 2. Above we see three equivalent surgery diagrams for the result of cut-
ting open S® along a surface and twisting by ¢™ where ¢ is a single Dehn twist
along a simple closed curve in the surface isotopic to the knot K. In these dia-
grams, s denotes the surface framing of the curve.

For example, in the case of a separating twist ¢, Lemma 2.3 shows that Yy» can be described by
surgery on Y as in the left-hand side of Figure 2. Using handleslides and slam dunks, we obtain
the alternative surgery descriptions in the right side of Figure 2.

In general, if we instead apply Torelli surgery using a power of a product of various Dehn twists,
the story becomes more complicated. By work in [Mor91], every integral homology sphere can be
obtained as Yg 4 where ¢ € Z,. In fact, every integral homology sphere can be obtained as Yg 4
where ¢ € Kg4; however, it is more difficult to find such an element in /C; compared to Z,.

Lemma 2.4. Let S be an embedded surface in a three-manifold Y and let v = ~v1 Uy be a pair
of oriented, simple closed curves on S which together bound a subsurface of S. Let ¢ denote the
bounding pair map corresponding to . If v1, v2 are nullhomologous in Y, then Yy is sti’SJr;(v).

Proof. Note that for a bounding pair map the surface framings on the two curves 7; and ~»
are necessarily the same integers since the two curves are homologous. Indeed, lk(vy1,7v;") is the
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intersection of v; with a Seifert surface F' for «;, which we can choose to intersect S only at ;.
By gluing on the surface Sy that 71,72 cobound, we see that lk(y2,7]") = lk(71,7]). However, v;
is homologous to v, in the complement of v; U 72, and hence lk(7y2,7]") = lk(y2,75 ), giving the
desired claim.

Since 71 and 72 cobound an embedded surface, they must be disjoint. Since Dehn twists
corresponding to disjoint curves commute, we see that T} = (T, T;;1)" = T* T.". Therefore

Y152 Y172
Lemma 2.3 completes the proof. (]

Example 2.5. We can view 1/n-surgery on any knot K in a homology sphere Y as Torelli surgery
by powers of a separating twist on some embedded surface S; simply take a neighborhood in Y of
a Seifert surface for K. The boundary of this neighborhood will be an embedded surface in Y with
K lying on it as a separating curve. Similarly, any surgery Y,_1 .1 (KUJ) on a two component
link where s is the surface framing for the connected Seifert surface of K U J can be viewed as
Torelli surgery by a bounding pair map by doubling the connected Seifert surface.

In general, for ¢ € Z,, we can describe Yg 4 as surgery on a link in Y using a factorization of ¢
into several bounding pair maps and separating Dehn twists; our goal is to understand this surgery
description. If we factor ¢ as a product of separating twists and bounding pair maps ¢7'* - - - ¢ *

along 71, ...,7vk, then we can obtain a link surgery description from Y to Y, as follows:

e Identify a neighborhood of S in Y with S x I.
e The ith component (or pair of components) of this link is a copy of 7; on S x {1/i}. If
it is a bounding pair map, the surgery coefficient is s; — 1/n; on 4} and s; + 1/n; on 2,
where s; is the surface framing. If it is a separating twist, then the surgery coefficient is
There is naturally a question as to whether the integer s; we associate to the surface framing
of S depends on whether we have done surgery on the other «; first. This is a somewhat subtle
point and is addressed in the following lemma.

AT T

F
L K
S S, S S Sl
FIGURE 3. A schematic picture one dimension lower describing the proof of

Lemma 2.6.

Lemma 2.6. Fiz a surface S in a homology sphere Y and a Torelli element ¢ € Z,. Let K be a
simple closed curve on a parallel copy of S. Then, the difference between the Seifert and surface
framings of K is unchanged by Torelli surgery corresponding to ¢.
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Proof. Let Kg denote a surface-framed pushoff of K in Y. Let K denotes the image of K after
Torelli surgery and K g the surface-framed pushoff of K, which is the same as the image of Kg
after Torelli surgery. We would like to show that

F-Ks=F Kg,

where F is a Seifert surface for K and F’ is a Seifert surface for K.
Fix a Seifert surface F' for K. For notation, let S’ be the parallel copy of S and write

Y =X Us SxI Ug Z

as in the left hand side of Figure 3. Let L = FFN.S. Note that L is nullhomologous in X, since it
bounds F'N X. For the sake of this proof, we can understand Y 4 using the schematic in Figure 3
where we have constructed Yg 4 by cutting open Y along S and gluing in the mapping cylinder M.
Because ¢ € Z,, L is still nullhomologous in X Ug M. Gluing the embedded surface representing
this nullhomology to F'N (S x I Ugs Z) inside Yg 4 yields a Seifert surface F' for K in Yg 4. By
construction, the intersection number between F and Kg is the same as that of F and Kg. O

Remark 2.7. Torelli surgery produces an important relationship between the Johnson kernel and
boundary links (links whose components bound disjoint Seifert surfaces). More precisely, if ¢ € K4
is factored as a product of separating twists, then this factorization gives an expression of Yy as
surgery on a boundary link in Y.

2.3. 3-manifold invariants. In this work we will focus on two 3-manifold invariants. The first,
the Casson invariant, has multiple interpretations. The original definition is loosely a suitable
count of conjugacy classes of irreducible SU(2)-representations of the fundamental group of the
3-manifold, and can be computed in terms of the SU(2)-representations of a Heegaard surface. An-
other is loosely a count of gauge equivalence classes of irreducible flat SU(2)-connections [ ]
In our case, we will be interested in the characterization with the following axiomatic definition.

Definition 2.8 (See for example Theorem 12.1 in | ). Let S be the set of diffeomorphsim
classes of oriented integral homology 3-spheres. The Casson invariant is the unique map A : S — Z
satisfying

(1) A(S%) =0;

(2) For a knot K in a homology sphere Y,

(W AYI(K)) = A(Y) = SA% (1),

where Ak () is the symmetrized Alexander polynomial of K normalized so that Ag (0) = 1;
(3) A(SP(T23)) = 1.

Next, we will need the d-invariant. While we will not need the definition, and instead mostly
apply known results, we include it for context. For any integral homology sphere Y, the Heegaard
Floer homology HF~(Y) is a graded Z/2Z[U]-module with the structure

HF(Y) = Z/2Z[U)aiy) ® HF_,(Y)

where d(Y') is the grading of 1 in the free summand and HF,_,(Y") is the U-torsion submodule
(HF,,,(Y) is called the reduced Heegaard Floer homology of Y'). This number d(Y) is the d-
invariant, which is always an even integer and is a homology cobordism invariant [ ]; more
generally, d(Y) is loosely governed by the four-manifolds bounding Y. For more exposition on the

d-invariants, see for example | ]
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3. PROOFS OF ASYMPTOTIC RESULTS

In this section, we begin by bounding the change in d-invariants under Torelli surgery. Suppose
that ¢ is a separating twist or bounding pair map on X,. By cutting along the corresponding
curves in Yg4, we obtain two surfaces. In what follows, let m denote the minimal value among the
two genera.

Proposition 3.1. Fiz a homology sphere Y. Let ¢ be an element of the Torelli group of genus g
which is either a separating twist or bounding pair map. Then,

d(Y) — d(Yy)| < 2[ ).

See also Remark 3.10 in | ].

Proof. This can be deduced from | ] and known computations of the d-invariants of circle
bundles over surfaces. In the former, a linear bound on |d(Y") — d(Yy)| in terms of m is established
but not quantified. We do not review the arguments in | | and only describe the additional

steps needed here to quantify the bounds explicitly. First, we consider the case of a separating
twist. Since d-invariants change sign under orientation reversal, we may assume that ¢ is a positive
Dehn twist, so Yy is —1-surgery on a knot of genus at most m in Y. In the proof of Proposition
3.6 in | ], the following inequality is established:

0<d(Yy) —d(Y) <m+dy(N_1,m),

where dy(Ny,,m) denotes the “bottom” d-invariant and N, ,, denotes the circle bundle over Euler
number n over a genus m surface. For non-zero Euler numbers, this d-invariant was computed in
[ , Theorem 4.2.3]. This d-invariant for N_; ,, is particularly simple and is 0 if m is even and
1 if m is odd. Therefore, we obtain

m

d(¥y) — (V)| <[]
(Note that this inequality is all that is necessary to prove Corollary 1.2.)
In the case of a bounding pair map, the proof of Theorem 1.9 in | ] establishes the
inequality
2m +1
d(Ys) = d(Y) +d(Nom) = ———,
where d denotes the twisted d-invariant of Behrens-Golla | ]. Behrens-Golla compute this
twisted d-invariant to be (—1)"+1/2 (] , Theorem 6.1]), and so we obtain
m 2m +1 m
A(Yy) = d(Y) = (-1 /2 - 2L = o

Note that ¥ = (Y4) -1, and ¢~ ! is a bounding pair map as well. Therefore, we also obtain
m
a(y) - d(vy) = -2[7],
which completes the proof. O

We can now give a more general version of Theorem 1.1 and see that the statement in the
introduction is a special case.

Theorem 3.2. Let S be an embedded surface of genus g in'Y and A be any set of separating twists
and bounding pair maps. Let ma = maxgea my. Let ¢ € (A) be a gluing map where (A) denotes
the subgroup generated by A. If Y = Sg, then

(V)] < 2[4 18lla
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where ||¢||a is the word length of ¢ in (A). Since I, is generated by bounding pair maps and
separating curves, we can choose A so that (A) = Z,. Further, a generating set A for I, can be
chosen such that ma = 1. If g > 2, we can choose a generating set A which is finite.

Proof. The desired inequality follows from a direct application of Proposition 3.1. The case of

ma = 1 follows by work of | ], which shows that a generating set can always be chosen to
consist of twists on curves which split off genus 1 subsurfaces from 3,. By work in | | and
[ |, Z, is finitely generated exactly when g > 2. O

It is natural to ask whether these results are really special to the structure of the Torelli group
as opposed to the mapping class group as a whole. Of course, one can frequently apply surgery
using elements not in Torelli and get back a homology sphere. One should not a priori expect these
results to apply to the mapping class group as whole, particularly because the word metric in the
Torelli group is distorted at least exponentially when included into the mapping class group (and
in fact, even into the mod p congruence subgroups) [ 11 ]. In fact, the following lemma
shows we cannot bound the d-invariant of a homology sphere obtained by even a single Dehn twist
along an arbitrary curve.

FIGURE 4. An example of a curve C} in the proof of Lemma 3.3 with k& = 1.

Lemma 3.3. Fix a Heegaard surface S for a homology sphere Y of genus at least 2. There does
not exist a constant C' such that

|d(Ys,-)| < C

for every Dehn twist T on S producing a homology sphere.

Proof. By Theorem 1.1, it suffices to prove the result for the standard genus g Heegaard surface S
for S3. Place the torus knot T5 4x+1 on a genus 1 subsurface so that it corresponds to a (2, 4k + 1)-
curve should that genus 1 surface be capped off. In this picture, the surface framing is 8k + 2.
Therefore, modify the torus knot so that an arc runs along the longitude of the complementary
subsurface of S and wraps meridionally —(8k + 2) times as in Figure 4 for the case k = 1. The
resulting surface framing from S is now zero. Let 7 denote the negative Dehn twist along this new
curve which we will call C}, which is clearly not in Torelli (the curve is homologically essential in
S). Because the surface framing is 0, S2 = S3(T% 4x+1), which is a homology sphere with d = —2k.
The result follows. |
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For comparison, we also quickly observe that the quadratic bounds on the Casson invariant of
Broaddus-Farb-Putman do not apply for the word metric using the standard infinite generating
sets for the Torelli group.

Theorem 1.7. Fiz an integral homology sphere Y and an embedded surface S of genus g. There
is no function f : Rt — RT such that for all ¢ € I,

AY) = AVs.0)| < F([[lloc)-

Proof. Let K,, denote the twist knot (2n + 1);. Consider the orientable checkerboard surface for
the standard projection of K5; a neighborhood of this surface provides half of a Heegaard surface
for S® where K, sits as a separating curve as seen in Figure 5. Further, all other n are obtained
by inserting meridional twists along the curve in the right side of the figure. Note that all the K,
still sit on this surface as separating curves. Consequently, the manifolds S3(K,,) are all obtained
from S by Torelli surgery using a single separating twist, i.e. an element with word length 1.
However, [A(S$(K,))| = n by the surgery formula for the Casson invariant, as K, has Alexander
polynomial nt — (2n — 1) +nt~! . Hence there is no attainable bound on the change in the Casson
invariant under Torelli surgery in terms of || - ||oo- O

4 )

-
- ",

\_ /

FIGURE 5. On the left is the twist knot K; as a separating curve, together with
the subsurface it bounds on X5. If we conjugate the Dehn twist Tk, by Dehn
twists on the meridional curve on the right, we obtain the Dehn twist Tk, which
is also a separating twist.

To further illustrate the difference between the behavior of the Casson invariant and the d-
invariant, we prove the following.

Theorem 1.8. Neither the d-invariant nor the Euler characteristic of HFyeq is a finite-type
imwvariant of homology three-spheres.

Proof. We will show the d-invariant is not a finite type invariant. Since the Euler characteristic of
HF,.4 is a linear combination of the d-invariant and the Casson invariant, which is a finite type
invariant, the result for the Euler characteristic follows.

If ] is a finite-type invariant of homology three-spheres of order at most n — 1, then I(S3 (L)) =
1(S3) for any Brunnian link with n components by definition [Oht96]; here A denotes a choice of
+1 for each component of L. Therefore, it suffices to construct Brunnian links with an arbitrarily
large number of components such that the d-invariant of some integral surgery is non-zero. Begin
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with the Borromean rings and take the (n — 3)-fold Bing double of one of the components. Call
the resulting Brunnian n-component link L,. We claim that if A = (1,...,1), then d(S%(L,)) # 0.
To see this, we first will show that S3(L,) = S?(Wh("=3)(Ty3)), where Wh(¥) denotes the k-fold
iteration of the positive Whitehead double satellite operation. Indeed, let K be a knot and J
the result of Bing doubling K. Then, (+1,41)-surgery on the Bing double can easily be seen to
be +1-surgery on K by blowing down one of the components of the Bing double. We can view
(+1,...,4+1)-surgery on L, as (+1,...,+1) on the (n — 3)-fold Bing double of the right-handed
trefoil, since the operations of Bing doubling and blowing down the two other components of the
Borromean rings commute. (This is because the linking numbers of the Borromean rings are zero.)
Hence, we see that S3(L,,) = S§(Wh("=3)(Ty 3)).

Hedden shows that 7(Wh®*) (Ty3)) = 1 for any k | , Theorem 1.4], and so d(S3 (L)) # 0
(see | , Equation (1.1)] and | , Proposition 1.6], for example), completing the proof. O

4. FAMILIES OF HOMOLOGY SPHERES WITH BOUNDED D-INVARIANTS

With the goal of proving Theorem 1.9, we now show that many families of Torelli surgeries have
a bounded effect on the d-invariants of homology spheres. First, we study separating Dehn twists,
then bounding pair maps, and then we allow for combinations of the two.

4.1. Separating Dehn twists. We begin with a technical Dehn surgery lemma that allows us to
compare the d-invariants of surgery on a link in an arbitrary homology sphere to those of surgery
on a link in S3.

Lemma 4.1. Let L = L1U...ULg be a link in an integer homology sphere Y. Choose another link
L' =LY uU...UL, in S with the same pairwise linking numbers as L. Then there is a constant C
such that,

|d(Yi(L)) = d(SE(L))| < C,
for any 7= (r1,...,7%) € Q¥ such that Y=(L) is an integer homology sphere.

Proof. We carry this out in two steps. In the first step, we will transform (Y, L) into (S2, L") for
some link L” with the same linking numbers as L and show there is a constant K; € R>( satisfying

|d(Yr(L)) — d(SE(L"))| < K,

for any ¥ = (ry,...,m;) € QF such that Y(L) is an integer homology sphere. Then, we relate
surgery on L” to surgery on L', for an arbitrary L’ with the same linking numbers.

By | , Proposition 2.4, Remark 2.6], there is a link L” in S% and a sequence of surgeries
transforming (S3, L") into (Y, L); furthermore, for each 4, the ith component in this sequence of
surgeries is nullhomologous in the complement of L after the previous 7 — 1 surgeries, and all the
surgeries have coefficients +1. In particular, there is a sequence of 1-surgeries on nullhomologous
knots transforming S2(L”) into Yi(L) whose genera at each step is bounded independent of 7. By
Corollary 1.2 (or [ , Proposition 3.6]), we see that there is a constant K7 € R>q such that

(5) |d(Yr(L)) — d(SE(L"))| < K,

for any = (r1,...,7,) € QF such that Yz(L) is an integer homology sphere.

Now, we convert L” to L’ and study the change in d-invariants. By a sequence of Torelli
surgeries in the complement of L”, we can transform (5%, L") into (53, L’), where L’ is any link
with the same pairwise linking numbers as L (i.e. the same as L). See [ , Proof of Lemma
2] or | ]. Each Torelli surgery may occur along a different handlebody of possibly differing
genus. Nonetheless, we can transform Sg(L' ") into Sg(L’ ) using a sequence of Torelli surgeries such
that the length of the sequence, the genera of the relevant surfaces, and the number of separating
Dehn twists and/or bounding pair maps to describe them are all independent of 7. Theorem 1.1
(or | , Theorem 1.9]) implies there is an integer K5 such that

(6) |d(SF(L")) — d(SF(L")] < Ka,
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for any 7 = (rq,...,7r) € QF such that S2(L") is an integer homology sphere. Of course, this is
the same as the 7 which will make Yz(L) an integer homology sphere, so let C = K7 + K> and the
result follows from applying the triangle inequality to (5) and (6). O

As a warm-up towards proving Theorem 1.9, we begin by showing that iterating a single sepa-
rating twist produces only a bounded change in d-invariants.

Proposition 4.2. Let Y be an integer homology sphere and S an embedded surface in 'Y with
genus g. Let ¢ be a separating twist. Then, {d(Ys,¢n)}nez is bounded.

Proof. Since ¢ is a separating Dehn twist, Yyn can be described as —1/n-surgery on a knot K in
Y by Lemma 2.3. By Lemma 4.1, for any knot J in S®, the quantity |d(Ys,gn) — d(S?jl/n(J))\ is
bounded independent of n. Therefore, choose J to be unknotted, and Sil/n(J) = S3 for all n.
This completes the proof. O

We can quickly prove a stronger version, which is Theorem 1.9 if one restricts only to separating
twists.

Proposition 4.3. Let Y be an integer homology sphere and S any genus g surface embedded in
Y. Let ¢1,...,¢r be separating Dehn twists on S and let I be the set of the elements consisting of
PRt with ny, ..., ny € Z. Then, the collection of |d(Yy)| indexed over ¢ € T' is bounded.

Proof. Identify a neighborhood of S in Y with S x [0,1]. Let ¢; denote a Dehn twist along
L; cSx{1/i}. Write L =L;U...ULy, alink in Y. Since each L; is separating on S x {1/i}
and L; is disjoint from S x {1/i} for ¢ # j, L; bounds a surface disjoint from L;, and we see that
all pairwise linking numbers in L are 0.

From the above description, it follows that if ¢ = ¢ o ... o ¢;*, then Yy is obtained by
performing (—n%, ceey —nik)—surgery on L. We would like to see that the set of d-invariants of this
family of manifolds is bounded. By Lemma 4.1, we can replace Yy with (—n%, cee —i)—surgery
on any link in S? with pairwise linking zero. Choose the unlink and the result follows. O

4.2. Bounding pair maps. Next, we consider the case of words of bounding pair maps similar
to Proposition 4.3 and show these d-invariants are also bounded. Our strategy will be similar to
that used in Proposition 4.3. We begin with some technical preliminaries.

Lemma 4.4. Let L = L1 U Ly be an oriented two-component link in a homology sphere Y and let
L’ be another framed link disjoint from L. Suppose that L1, Lo cobound an annulus in the exterior
of L' and have linking number —{ with this orientation. Consider meridians y; of L;. Perform
L-surgery on Ly and on Lo, n-surgery on the meridian of Ly and —n-surgery on the meridian of
Lo. The result is Y and L' is transformed into a link of the same framed isotopy type.

Proof. Let A be the annulus that L cobounds. Taking a neighborhood of A in Y, we see that L,
and Lo cobound annului on a torus 7' in Y. By Lemma 2.4, we see that the given surgery on this
link corresponds to removing a neighborhood of T and regluing by a bounding pair map along the
curves corresponding to Ly, Lo taken to the nth power. This bounding pair map is isotopic to the
identity mapping class on T, and so the surgery operation preserves Y and L'. (|

Remark 4.5. This can also be proved directly using Kirby calculus.
We will now use this lemma to prove the following.

Proposition 4.6. Let ¢1,..., ¢ be bounding pair maps on an embedded surface S in a homology
sphere Y. Then, the set {d(YS)¢;L1___¢Zk)} is bounded.

Proof. The strategy is to write Y¢?1,,,¢:k as some surgery on a fixed link in Y (independent of
ny,...,n) and then use Torelli surgeries (again independent of nq,...,ng) to transform this into
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a link in S® whose surgery we can compute. To streamline notation, let Y (ni,...,nx) denote
Y¢T1 g

As in the case of separating twists, identify a neighborhood of .S with S x I. For each 1 <17 < k,
let ¢; be represented by To, T}, ! where T, denotes a Dehn twist along v and o, 5; are curves on
S x {1/i}. We may view «;, 8; as a 2-component link L; in Y. Write the pairwise linking as ¢;,
where a; and [3; are oriented to be homologous in S. Consider the 4-component link M; which is
obtained by adding meridians to both «; and j;, called earrings. By Lemma 2.4 and the discussion
corresponding to Figure 2, Yy e is obtained by integral surgery on M; where each of a;, 3; has
framing /¢;, the earring on «; has framing —n; and the earring on 3; is given framing n;. We will
use these earrings to avoid rational surgery coefficients and therefore for the rest of this section we
will refer to framed links rather than rational surgeries on links.

By construction, each pair «; and f; is disjoint in Y. Therefore, we can make sense of L. = |J, L;
and M = (J; M; as links in Y. In this case, Y (n1,...,nx) can be expressed as surgery on M with
the same surgery coefficients as we used for the individual ¢}, i.e. ¢; on «;, 5; and —n;, n,; on the
meridians of «; and §; respectively. Therefore, we can realize all Y (ni,...,nx) as surgery on a
single link, where the only dependence on the n; is in terms of the framings. Now, following the
strategy of the previous subsection, we would like to apply Torelli transformations to a link in S°
we understand with the same pairwise linkings and then use it to bound the d-invariant of our
original link.

We now construct a candidate link in 3. First, because c; and f3; cobound a surface in Sx {1/i}
which is disjoint from S x {1/j} for any j # i, o; and §; are homologous in the complement of «;
in Y for j # i. Therefore, for j # i, lk(o, ;) = lk(B;, ;). Applying the same for /3;, and also
switching the roles of ¢ and j, we see

Uk(ai, ) = 1k(Bi, ) = lk(ay, Bj) = Uk(Bi, B;).

Call this linking number 7;;. Note that the earrings of o;; and §; are geometrically unlinked from
any component with index j # 1.
For any link J in S with the same pairwise linking as M, Lemma 4.1 tells us that

(7) |A(YA(M)) — d(SRI)| < C,

where C' is a constant independent of the framing A on M.

Let K = K, U...U K}, be any link in S with pairwise linking 7;; for each component. Let J be
the link obtained by applying a (2, 2¢;) cable to K;, which now doubles the number of components,
and adding earrings to each of these 2k components. See Figure 6. It is easy to see that J has the
same pairwise linking as M. If we let Z(nq,...,ni) denote the result of surgery on J with surgery
coefficients corresponding to those of M, then we see from (7) that

(8) |[d(Y (n1,...,nk) —d(Z(n,...,n))| < C,

for some constant C' independent of ny, ..., n;. Hence, it suffices to show that d(Z(nq,...,ng)) is
bounded independent of nq,...,n; and then we can apply the triangle inequality as in the proof
of Lemma 4.1.

Fix nq,...,ng. For notation, let J; denote the (2,2¢;) cable of K; with meridians attached. We
will run the surgery in steps. First, do ¢;-surgery on the two components of the (2,2¢;) cable of
K1, ni-surgery on one meridian, and —nj surgery on the other meridian. By Lemma 4.4 and the
construction of J;, this surgery on J; produces S and preserves the framed link J — J;. By induc-
tion, we see that the corresponding framed surgery on J gives S2. This is of course independent
of n1,...,n. Hence Z(ni,...,n;g) = S and by Equation (8), it follows that d(Y (ni,...,ng)) is
uniformly bounded. O

4.3. Combining separating twists and bounding pair maps. We are able to combine the
ideas from the proofs of Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.6 into one result.
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FIGURE 6. Here L is a 4-component link representing curves associated to two
bounding pair maps; the two furthest left components correspond to the first map
¢1 and have 1 = 0 and the remaining two components correspond to the second
map ¢ and have o = 2. We see that 1712 = 1721 = 0. We now construct K as
a 2-component link with linking number 72 = 0. Since this link is arbitrary, in
the diagram we have the simplest link with this linking number. Adding in the
meridian of each component will result in the 8-component link M. We can now
build J by cabling the components of K in order to have the same linking numbers
as L. We have taken the (2,0) cable of K7 and the (2, 4) cable of K» and included
the meridians of each component to obtain J. Now, by | ] a sequence of
Torelli surgeries takes Dehn surgery on M with framings described in the proof of
Proposition 4.6 to Dehn surgery on J described in this same proof. This sequence
is independent of the powers n; and no, so we obtain a single upper bound for the

d-invariants of Torelli surgery by all words ¢7*¢5? (and similarly ¢52¢7*).

Theorem 1.9. Let A ={¢1,...,¢r} be a collection of separating Dehn twists and bounding pair
maps on a parameterized embedded surface S of genus g in a homology sphere Y. Consider the
subset A’ of Mod, consisting of length at most q products of powers of elements of A, i.e. elements
of the form ¢;' ...qb?qq. Then, the set {d(Ys,) | a € A’} is bounded.

Proof. Since there are only finitely many length ¢ sequences of elements in {1,...,k}, it suffices
to show that the set

{d(Yo) |a= ¢ ... 0.7, n1,...,ng € Z}

i1 iq
is bounded for a fixed sequence 41, ..., 1,.

Without loss of generality, ¢1, ..., ¢,, are separating twists and ¢, 41, .. ., P are bounding pair
maps. Identify a neighborhood of S in ¥ with § x I. For 1 < j <gq, if 1 <i; < m, let y; be the
curve on S x {1/} in Y on which the separating Dehn twist is performed; if m +1 < i; < ¢ let
aj,B; on S x {1/j} be the pair of curves corresponding to ¢;; as in the previous subsection. By
construction, the 4’s and all «, 8 are disjoint, and we can view the collection of all of these curves
as a link L in Y. Upgrade this to a link I where we have attached meridians to the a and § curves
as in the previous subsection.

By definition, 7; bounds a subsurface in S x {1/j}, say F}, which is disjoint from «, ;- for all
j# 4, and so

9) (7, o) = lk(v5, B51) = 0.

Of course, the only components that link the meridians are the curves which they are meridians
of. As in Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.6, Lemma 4.1 implies it suffices to consider a link T
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in S2 with the same pairwise linking as L, and show that the corresponding surgeries on T have
bounded d-invariants, independent of ny,...,n,.

Equation (9) tells us that we can replace T with a split link in S®, where, after re-ordering the
components, the components corresponding to separating twists form an unlink and the remaining
components corresponding to bounding pair maps form a link analogous to J from the proof of
Proposition 4.6 (i.e. collections of (2,¢;) cables with meridians). Combining the proofs for the
cases of separating twists and bounding pair maps shows that the corresponding surgeries on this
link compute S3. Again, Lemma 4.1 now implies that the d-invariants of Y¢;L1___ gra are bounded
independent of ny,...,n,. This completes the proof. O

5. RATIONAL HOMOLOGY SPHERES

As outlined in the introduction, the relationships between invariants of integral homology
spheres and the algebraic structure of Z, are quite surprising. For example, the Birman-Craggs-
Johnson homomorphism | , | is constructed using the Rokhlin invariant. One of the
reasons the Morita formula (3) is so powerful is that it exactly measures the failure of the Casson
invariant to be a homomorphism on Z, and is related to what Morita calls the “core” of the Cas-
son invariant. In [ ], he develops these ideas in the setting of characteristic classes of surface
bundles. Therefore, if there were a similar framework to relate invariants of rational homology
spheres and Mod,(p) one might hope to extend Morita’s (and others’) results in a straightforward
way. However, we show this is not possible.

Theorem 1.11. Let d be an arbitrary non-zero integer. There exists a Heegaard surface S in S3,
Torelli elements ¥, n, and a non-separating Dehn twist ¢ so that:

(1) Sid is an integer homology sphere;

(2) There is an automorphism of S taking 1 to n and ¢ to ¢;

(3) /\(Sid)d) - /\(sz) - )\(Sgd) is not equal to )\(Sgd)d) - A(S3) - )\(Sgd).

Consequently, there is no Morita formula for Mod,(d), that is, a formula for the Casson (or
Casson- Walker) invariant of Ys 4oy where ¢,1 € Modg(d) that is independent of the embedding of
a Heegaard surface S.

Proof of Theorem 1.11. Let S denote a genus g Heegaard surface S for S2. We will construct
separating twists ¢, 7 and a non-separating Dehn twist ¢ such that for any nonzero d € Z

A(SE 4a) = A(S5) + A(S3a),

and
A(Spga) = A(Sp) + A(S3s) + d,
and also a self-homeomorphism of S such that ¢ is preserved under conjugation and v is sent to
7. All of the three-manifolds are homology spheres. This will show that a Morita formula cannot
exist defined purely in terms of the embedded Heegaard surface (although there may be a formula
which depends on the embedding itself).
Consider the curves C, K, L in Figure 7. Note that from the figure, C, K, L have the following
properties:
(1) There is a self-homeomorphism of S fixing C' and sending K to L (namely, the Dehn twist
on M).
) K, L are separating curves on S while C is not.
) C'is unknotted in S®, K = P(1,1,1) =Ty 3 and L = P(1,-1,1) = U.
) Pushing C off of S has linking number 0 with each of K and L.
) The surface framings of K, L,C are all the Seifert framings, so that Torelli surgery for a
d-fold Dehn twist corresponds to a —1/d-surgery.
(6) Pushing C off S and performing —1/d-surgery turns K into P(1,1,1 + 2d) and keeps L
unknotted.
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FIGURE 7

Let ¢, %, n denote negative Dehn twists along C, K, L respectively. Note that for all d

S = S1,(P(1,1,1)) = £(2,3,5),
S8 =85, = 5%,
Shga = ST (P(1,1,1 4 2d)).

The Casson invariant of S3 is 0. The Casson invariant of S3(P(1,1,1+2d)) is d+1 by (4), since the
Alexander polynomial of P(1,1,1+2d) is dt — (2d — 1) +dt~! for d > 0 and |d|t — (2|d| + 1) + |d|t~*

for d < 0. Hence, we have the desired result. O
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