
RATIONAL CONCORDANCE OF DOUBLE TWIST KNOTS

JAEWON LEE

Abstract. Double twist knots Km,n are known to be rationally slice if mn = 0, n = −m± 1, or n = −m.

In this paper, we prove the converse. It is done by showing that infinitely many prime power-fold cyclic
branched covers of the other cases do not bound a rational ball. Our rational ball obstruction is based on

Donaldson’s diagonalization theorem.

1. Introduction

Two knots in S3 are called concordant if they cobound a smoothly and properly embedded annulus in
S3 × I. If a knot K is concordant to the unknot, then K is said to be slice, meaning it bounds a smooth disk
in B4. The concordance relation with the connected sum operation gives rise to an abelian group C, called
the knot concordance group, where the inverse of K is represented by the orientation-reversed mirror image of
K. Knot concordance has been extensively studied with deep interactions in 3- and 4-dimensional topology
since Fox and Milnor initiated.

Levine [Lev69] developed a simple algebraic tool to study knot concordance by using a bilinear form,
called the Seifert form, obtained from a Seifert surface. If a knot has a metabolic Seifert form, it is called
algebraically slice. Since every slice knot has a metabolic Seifert form, there is a quotient map C → AC, where
the quotient group AC is called algebraic concordance group. Levine also proved that AC ∼= Z∞ ⊕ Z∞

2 ⊕ Z∞
4 .

Sliceness and algebraic sliceness can be similarly defined for high-dimensional knots. In fact, it turned out
that every even dimensional knot is slice [Ker65], and every higher odd dimensional knot that is algebraically
slice is slice [Lev69].

It was not known whether there exists an algebraically slice knot that is not slice in the classical dimension
until Casson and Gordon [CG78] found such knots. Their examples are some twist knots Kn described in
Figure 1 with n ∈ Z full-twists. More precisely, while it was known that Kn is algebraically slice if and only
if n = k(k − 1) for some integer k by Levine [Lev69], Casson and Gordon [CG78] proved that the only slice
twist knots are K0 and K2, namely the unknot and the stevedore knot.

Figure 1. The twist knot Kn.

On the other hand, there is a generalized notion of sliceness by replacing B4 with a smooth rational ball.
A knot which bounds a smooth disk in some rational ball is called rationally slice. Modulo rational sliceness,
we obtain the quotient group CQ of C, called the rational knot concordance group. By definition, every slice
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2 JAEWON LEE

knot is rationally slice, but the converse is not true. Based on [FS84], Cochran proved that the figure-eight
knot K1, which is not even algebraically slice, is rationally slice. Thus, it is natural to ask which twist knots
are rationally slice.

When n < 0, the twist knot Kn has signature σ(Kn) < 0. Since the signature and Levine-Tristram
signature function are rational concordance invariants [CO93, CK02], it is easy to see that Kn for negative
n is not rationally slice. In fact, there are many rational concordance invariants from knot Floer homology
package such as τ [OS03a, Ras03], ϵ [Hom14], ν+ [HW16], and ΥK [OSS17]. When n > 0, however, all the
mentioned invariants vanish because Kn is 0-bipolar, i.e., it bounds a smooth nullhomologous disk in both
positive and negative definite simply-connected smooth 4-manifolds [CHH13, CK21].

On the other hand, as a rational analogue of AC, Cha [Cha07] defined the rational algebraic concordance
group ACQ, which is a quotient group of CQ. It was previously known that some Kn for n > 0 are not
rationally slice [Cha07, BD12, CFHH13] by showing that they are not algebraically rationally slice. However,
the rational concordance classification of all twist knots has remained unsolved.

In this paper, we answer the question by showing that the unknot K0, the figure-eight knot K1, and the
stevedore knot K2 are the only rationally slice twist knots. In fact, we determine the rational concordance of
a more general family, called the double twist knots Km,n in Figure 2 with m,n ∈ Z full-twists. Note that the
twist knot Kn is the same as the double twist knot K−1,n. When either m or n is 0, Km,n is the unknot. It
was known that Km,n is slice if mn = 0 or |m+ n| = 1 by Siebenmann [Sie75], and Matsumoto and Yamada
[MY87] proved that the converse holds as well.

Figure 2. The double twist knot Km,n.

It is also known that Km,−m is rationally slice [Cha07]. We prove that Km,n for mn = 0 or |m+ n| ≤ 1 are
the only rationally slice double twist knots:

Theorem 1.1. The following are equivalent:

(a) Km,n is rationally slice,
(b) mn = 0 or |m+ n| ≤ 1,
(c) Km,n is of finite order in CQ.

Note that Theorem 1.1 tells us not only about the rational sliceness of Km,n but also about its rational
concordance order in CQ. It is not known if there exists any nontrivial torsion elements in CQ. It was shown
that some twist knots with n > 0, whose orders in ACQ are 2, generate an infinite rank subgroup in CQ
[Lee24]. We confirm that there are no nontrivial torsion elements among the double twist knots.

Note that when m and n have the same sign, it can be easily checked that its signature σ(Km,n) is nonzero
so that Km,n is not rationally slice. When m and n have opposite signs, however, it is again 0-bipolar. Thus,
as mentioned above, many rational concordance invariants vanish due to the 0-bipolarity: [CHH13, CK21]

σ(Km,n) = σKm,n
(ω) = τ(Km,n) = ϵ(Km,n) = ν+(Km,n) = ΥKm,n

(t) = 0.

Nevertheless, we prove Theorem 1.1 by employing the lattice embedding obstruction for infinitely many prime
power-fold cyclic branched covers based on Donaldson’s diagonalization theorem.
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Recall that every prime power-fold cyclic branched cover of a slice knot bounds a smooth rational ball
[CG78]. To prove that a knot K is not slice, it is enough to show that its double branched cover Y does
not bound a smooth rational ball. If Y bounds a smooth definite 4-manifold W and a smooth rational ball,
then by Donaldson’s diagonalization theorem [Don87], the intersection form QW of W must be embedded
in ⟨±1⟩b2(W ). An embedding of a billinear form into the standard lattice of codimension 0 is called a lattice
embedding. Lisca [Lis07a] employed the lattice embedding obstruction on the double branched cover to char-
acterize the sliceness of the 2-bridge knots K(p, q)1 [Lis07a] and their concordance order [Lis07b]. See also
[GJ11, Lec12, Lec15, FM16, Lis17, AKPR21, Sim23, AMP24, GO25] for the lattice embedding obstructions
of the double or 3-fold branched covers of other families of knots and links.

For a rational sliceness obstruction, however, the double branched cover does not suffice. For example,
the double branched cover of the figure-eight knot K−1,1, which is rationally slice, does not bound a smooth
rational ball. On the other hand, while we cannot conclude that a prime power-fold branched cover of a
rationally slice knot bounds a smooth rational ball, we can conclude that such a smooth rational ball exists
for sufficiently large prime power-fold branched covers:

Theorem 1.2. If a knot K is rationally slice, then for any sufficiently large prime p, the pk-fold cyclic
branched cover Σpk(K) bounds a smooth rational ball.

To apply Theorem 1.2 in proving Theorem 1.1, we consider prime power-fold cyclic branched covers,
denoted Y , of Km,n for infinitely many primes. Our obstruction for Y bounding a smooth rational ball
is essentially based on Donaldson’s diagonalization theorem [Don87]. Recall that the 0-bipolarity of Km,n

makes many rational concordance invariants vanish. Nevertheless, the 0-bipolarity of Km,n helps us obtain a
definite filling W of Y so that we can apply the lattice embedding obstruction. By analyzing a matrix which
represents QW , we prove that every odd prime power-fold branched cover of Km,n does not bound a smooth
rational ball unless mn = 0 or |m−n| ≤ 1. We emphasize that smooth rational ball obstructions on infinitely
many branched covers can distinguish rationally non-slice knots among 0-bipolar knots.

On the other hand, for any nonzero integer c, any knot is Z
[
1
c

]
-slice if and only if its (c, 1)-cable is

Z
[
1
c

]
-slice [CFHH13]. Moreover, this fact implies that the following are equivalent:

• A knot is Q-slice.
• Its (c, 1)-cable for some c is Q-slice.
• Its (c, 1)-cables for all c are Q-slice.

Note that the double branched cover obstruction is a Z2-slice obstruction, which means that it obstructs
Z
[
1
c

]
-sliceness for any odd c. Thus, Lisca’s work [Lis07a] implies that the (c, 1)-cable of Km,n for each odd

c is not Z
[
1
c

]
-slice unless mn = 0 or |m− n| = 1. From the above fact and Theorem 1.1, we directly obtain

the following corollary about the cable of double twist knots:

Corollary 1.3. Any (c, 1)-cable of Km,n is not rationally slice unless mn = 0 or |m+ n| ≤ 1.

Note that Donaldson’s diagonalization theorem is a gauge theoretic result and works in the smooth cate-
gory. On the other hand, one can consider the knot concordance in the topological category by allowing locally
flat embedding of slice disks. Recall that the aforementioned algebraic concordance, defined by Levine [Lev69],
is a topological concordance invariant. Beyond the algebraic concordance, however, the topological concor-
dance is much different from the smooth concordance. For example, it is known that the smooth concordance
group of the topologically slice knots has a Z∞

2 subgroup [HKL16] and a Z∞ summand [OSS17, DHST21].
However, it is difficult to obstruct the topological sliceness of a given knot due to the lack of tools that do
not rely on smooth structures.

In fact, there are some finer topological concordance invariants than the algebraic concordance. For ex-
ample, by Freedman’s work [Fre82, FQ90], it turns out that the Casson-Gordon invariant [CG78, CG86]
still works well in the topological category. The twisted Alexander polynomial [KL99] can also be used to
obstruct topological sliceness. Cochran, Orr, and Teichner [COT03] generalized the fact that the algebraic
concordance captures whether the Alexander module admits a Lagrangian submodule with respect to the
Blanchfield form. By considering higher Alexander modules and Blanchfield forms, they provided infinitely

1In our notation, for example when m < 0 and n > 0, Km,n = K(4mn+ 1, 2n).
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many stronger topological sliceness obstructions by employing the so-called von Neumann ρ-invariants, orig-
inally defined by Cheeger and Gromov [CG85].

Similarly, the rational knot concordance can be also studied in the topological category. Cha [Cha07]
introduced the notion of complexity2 to higher Alexander modules and the corresponding Blanchfield forms
to study the structure of the rational knot concordance group CQ in the topological category. While it is not
clear that Casson-Gordon invariant and the twisted Alexander polynomial can be also used for a rational slice
obstruction or has a rational concordance analogue, Cha [Cha07] employed the von Neumann ρ-invariant as
a rational sliceness obstruction. See also [CHL09, Kim23, Lee24].

In the last section, we first characterize the algebraic rational sliceness of all twist knots in Theorem
4.5, which extends the aforementioned results [Cha07, BD12, CFHH13]. Then we recover a partial result of
Theorem 1.1 for twist knots Kn in the topological category by employing a von Neumann ρ-invariant with
complexity.

Theorem 1.4. Kn is topologically rationally slice if and only if n = 0, 1, or 2, provided n ̸= 22, 32, · · · , 82.

The ρ-invariant obstruction in [COT03, Theorem 4.2] typically involves infinitely many choices in practice,
and the resulting set of values can be used as a sliceness obstruction, as shown in [COT03, Theorem 4.6]. To
overcome the difficulty to check all such values, Cochran, Harvey, and Leidy [CHL09, CHL10] developed a
more practical tool. They associated a single ρ-invariant for each Lagrangian submodule P of the Alexander
module, called the first-order signature ρ(1)(K,P ) and proved that the set of these values suffices to obstruct
sliceness [CHL10, Definition 4.1, Theorem 4.2]. In particular, the first-order signatures always form a finite
set for the genus one knots.

Cha [Cha07] employed a ρ-invariant with complexity and gave a rational sliceness obstruction in a manner
similar to [COT03, Theorem 4.6]. Based on his construction, we take a Lagrangian submodule P of the

Alexander module with complexity c and define the corresponding ρ-invariant, denoted ρ
(1)
c (K,P ), following

[CHL10, Definition 4.1]. We then prove the following rational sliceness obstruction, which is an analogue of
[CHL10, Theorem 4.2] derived from the first-order signature:

Theorem 1.5. [Lee24] If K is rationally slice in a rational ball V 4 with complexity c, then there exists a

Lagrangian submodule P of Ac(K) such that ρ
(1)
c (K,P ) = 0. For a slice disk ∆, such a submodule P is given

by

P = ker(Ac(K) → H1(V − ν∆;Q[t±1])).

This theorem was initially mentioned in [Lee24] for the completeness of the preliminaries and was briefly
proved, although it was not used there. In this paper, we provide a more detailed proof and use it to prove
part of Theorem 1.4.

Finally, we remark on the Dehn surgery along twist knots in the smooth category. Recall that the 0-surgery
S3
0(K) along a knot K bounds a rational homology S1 × B3 if and only if K is rationally slice [CFHH13].

Therefore, we obtain the following immediate corollary:

Corollary 1.6. S3
0(Kn) bounds a smooth rational homology S1 ×B3 if and only if n = 0, 1, 2.

Similarly, the homology spheres obtained by ±1-surgery along a rationally slice knot bound a smooth
rational balls. However, the converse does not hold. For example, S3

1(K4) bounds a smooth contractible 4-
manifold [Fic84], and S3

1(K3) [AL18] and S3
−1(Kn) for all n [Sim21] bound smooth rational balls. It is not

known if the 1-surgery S3
1(Kn) along Kn for n > 4 bounds a smooth rational ball. For example, by the 0-

bipolarity of Kn for n > 0, the Ozsváth-Szabó correction term d-invariant [OS03b] vanishes. It is well known
that S3

1(Kn) is the Brieskorn homology sphere Σ(2, 3, 6n+ 1) for positive n. We close the introduction with
the following classical question:

Question 1.7. [Kir97, Problem 4.2][Şav24, Problem Z] Which Σ(2, 3, 6n+1) bounds a smooth rational ball?

2Cochran, Orr, and Teichner also considered the same notion in [COT03], called multiplicity, but they mainly studied the case

when the multiplicity is 1.
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Organization. In Section 2, we provide a rational slice obstruction using infinitely many branched covers,
as stated in Theorem 1.2. In Section 3, we obtain a definite filling of the pk-fold branched cover of Km,n for
each prime p and prove Theorem 1.1 by analyzing their intersection forms. In Section 4, we study the ratio-
nal concordance in the topological category and provide appropriate obstructions for twist knots including
Theorem 1.5 and prove Theorem 1.4.

Acknowledgement. The author appreciates his advisor, JungHwan Park, for his constant support and
valuable guidence. The author would also like to thank Marco Golla for suggesting a nice idea that helped
merge Lemma 3.4 with what was previously Lemma 3.6, thereby shortening the proof. Taehee Kim provided
important comments as well. The author is also grateful to his colleagues Dongjun Lee, Seungyeol Park, and
Oğuz Şavk for reading the draft and offering helpful feedback. This work is partially supported by Samsung
Science and Technology Foundation (SSTF-BA2102-02) and the NRF grant RS-2025-00542968.

2. Rational slice obstruction via branched covers

In this section, we briefly recall a slice obstruction via a branched cover and provide a rational slice
obstruction Theorem 1.2 in a similar way.

Theorem 2.1. [CG78] If a knot K is slice, then, for any prime p, the pk-fold cyclic branched cover Σpk(K)
bounds a smooth rational ball.

Such a rational ball filling is obtained by taking the pk-fold branched cover of B4 branched over a slice disk
of K. Similarly, if K bounds a smooth disk ∆ in a rational ball V , one can prove Theorem 1.2 as a rational
slice analogue of Theorem 2.1 by taking the prime power-fold branched cover of V branched over the slice
disk ∆ for sufficiently large primes.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Suppose K bounds a smooth slice disk ∆ in a rational ball V 4. Note that V is a
Zp-homology ball for any prime p such that p does not divide |H1(V ;Z)|. Let p be any such a prime. Take the
pk-fold branched cover Vpk of V branched over ∆. Then Vpk is smooth and bounded by Σpk(K). It suffices
to show that Vpk is a Zp-homology ball.

Let Ṽ be the infinite cyclic cover of V −∆. The infinite cyclic group acts on Ṽ as a deck transformation.
Let t be a generator of the deck transformation group. Then, by [Mil68], there exists an exact sequence:

· · · → Hi(Ṽ ;Zp)
1−tp

k

−−−−→ Hi(Ṽ ;Zp) −−−→ Hi(Vpk ;Zp) → · · · .
Similarly, we also have another exact sequence:

· · · → Hi(Ṽ ;Zp)
1−t−−→ Hi(Ṽ ;Zp) −−→ Hi(V ;Zp) → · · · .

Since Hi(V ;Zp) ∼= Hi(B
4;Zp), the map 1 − t is an isomorphism on Hi(Ṽ ;Zp). Then, in Zp field, 1 − tp

k

=

(1− t)p
k

is also an isomorphism on Hi(Ṽ ;Zp). Thus, we conclude that Hi(Vpk ;Zp) ∼= Hi(B
4;Zp). □

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1 by applying Theorem 1.2 proved in the previous section. Thus, it is
basically to obstruct a rational homology sphere, which is obtained from the branched cover of a knot, from
bounding a smooth rational ball. If a rational homology sphere Y bounds a smooth definite 4-manifold W ,
then there is a chance to use Donaldson’s diagonalization theorem [Don87] to obstruct Y bounding a smooth
rational ball.

Theorem 3.1. [Don87] Suppose that a rational homology sphere Y bounds a smooth negative definite 4-
manifold W . If Y bounds a smooth rational ball, then the intersection form QW embeds in ⟨−1⟩b2(W ).

Recall that the double twist knots Km,n with mn < 0 are 0-bipolar. We use the 0-bipolarity to obtain a
negative definite filling of branched covers of such Km,n.

The outline of the proof of Theorem 1.1 is as follows. First, we take the prime power-fold cyclic branched
cover Y of Km,n and find its smooth negative definite filling W . Second, we analyze how the intersection

form QW embeds in ⟨−1⟩b2(W ) when n = −m and n = −m+ 1. Third, we obstruct the lattice embedding of



6 JAEWON LEE

Figure 3. Km,n for n > 0 bounds a smooth nullhomologous disk in nCP2
.

the N -fold connected sum ⊕NQW when n ≥ −m+ 2. Note that the second step is to help the reader follow
the third step easily, rather than being a necessary part of the proof.

Lemma 3.2. Let p > 2 be a prime power, n > 0 and m < 0. The p-fold branched cover Σp(Km,n) of Km,n

bounds a smooth negative definite 4-manifold Wp(m,n) described in Figure 4.

Proof. Blow up all n positive twists by (−1)-framed unknots as illustrated in Figure 3. Then Km,n bounds

a smooth nullhomologous disk ∆ in punctured nCP2
, which is negative definite. Let Wp(m,n) be the p-fold

cyclic branched cover of the punctured nCP2
branched over the disk ∆. It is, of course, bounded by the p-fold

cyclic branched cover Σp(Km,n) of S3 branched over Km,n. By simple Kirby moves and isotopy described
in Figure 3, we obtain the rightmost diagram. From that diagram, we take the p-fold branched cover as a
2-handlebody whose Kirby diagram is described in Figure 4. Since our manifold involves cyclically linked
2-handles, we explain how to get the surgery coefficients and linking numbers with correct signs in detail.

Let w be the writhe of the (−1)-framed unknot in the rightmost diagram in Figure 3. Note that each lift of
the (−1)-framed unknot is (−w − 1)-framed. Because each negative twist of two oppositely oriented strands
contributes +2 to the writhe and we have |m| many negative twists, the framing coefficient of each lift of
(−1)-framed unknot is −2|m| − 1 = 2m− 1. Since two |m|-linked strands are directed in opposite directions,
the linking number between two linked (2m− 1)-framed unknots is positive, and hence equal to |m| = −m.
Thus, we get the 2-handlebody in Figure 4.

Since ∆ is nullhomologous, by Atiyah-Singer G-signature theorem [AS68], it can be checked thatWp(m,n)
is negative definite. For example, see [CHH13, Corollary 4.2]. For completeness, we provide a brief proof from
[CHH13].

Take the p-fold branched cover V of B4 branched over a Seifert surface F of Km,n and attach −V to
Wp(m,n) along Σp(Km,n) = ∂Wp(m,n). We obtain a closed smooth 4-manifold X with Zp-action generated

by, say τ . Our X is the p-fold branched cover of nCP2
branched over the closed smooth surface Σ = ∆ ∪ F .

Since τp = id, the eigenvalues of τ on H2(X;C) are exp(2πik/p) for k = 0, · · · , p − 1. Let σ(−; k) be the
signature of the intersection form on the exp(2πik/p)-eigenspace of H2(−;C) with respect to τ . Then,

σ(X; k) = σ(Wp(m,n); k)− σ(V ; k).

Casson and Gordon [CG78] proved the following identity by applying G-signature theorem:

σ(X; k) = σ(nCP2
)− 2[Σ] · [Σ]k(p− k)

p2
.

Since the branched set Σ is nullhomologous in nCP2
, we have σ(X; k) = σ(nCP2

) = −n for each k and hence,

σ(X) =

p−1∑
k=0

σ(X; k) = −pn.
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Figure 4. A negative definite filling Wp(m,n) of Σp(Km,n) for m < 0, n > 0, and p > 2.

To prove that Wp(m,n) is negative definite, we have to show that σ(Wp(m,n)) = −b2(Wp(m,n)). Since
−b2(Wp(m,n)) = −pn = σ(X), it is enough to check that σ(V ; k) vanishes for each k = 0, · · · , p− 1 by the
above equality by Casson and Gordon. Recall that V is the p-fold branched cover of B4 branched over Seifert
surface F of Km,n. It is well-known [Vir73] that

σ(V ; k) = σKm,n(exp(2πik/p)),

where the right-hand side denotes the Levine-Tristram signature function of Km,n. Since Km,n is 0-bipolar,
the signature function vanishes, so the proof is complete. □

Let p > 2,m < 0, and n > 0. The intersection form Qp(m,n) of Wp(m,n) is the n-by-n-block matrix:

Qp(m,n) =



Qp(m, 1) Ip O · · · · · · O
Ip −2Ip Ip O · · · O
O Ip −2Ip Ip · · · O
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

...
O · · · O Ip −2Ip Ip
O · · · · · · O Ip −2Ip


,

where each block is a p-by-p matrix, Ip is the rank p identity matrix, and Qp(m, 1) is the following p-by-p
matrix:

Qp(m, 1) =



2m− 1 −m 0 · · · 0 −m
−m 2m− 1 −m 0 · · · 0
0 −m 2m− 1 −m · · · 0
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

...
0 0 · · · −m 2m− 1 −m

−m 0 · · · 0 −m 2m− 1


.
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Recall that when n = −m+1, Km,n is slice and when n = −m, Km,n is rationally slice in a Zp-homology
ball for any odd prime p. Thus, in those cases, Qp(m,n) must be embedded into ⟨−1⟩np. As a warm-up for
the obstruction part, we give explicit examples of their embeddings.

Example 3.3. Let a1, · · · , ap, b1, · · · , bp, c1, · · · , c(n−2)p be the standard basis of ⟨−1⟩np. Suppose n = −m+1.
We set vi, wi, xi, and xpk+i up for each i ∈ {1, · · · , p} = Zp and k = 1, · · · , n− 3 as:

vi = bi + ci + cp+i + · · ·+ c(n−3)p+i − (ai+1 + bi+1 + ci+1 + cp+i+1 + · · ·+ c(n−3)p+i+1),

wi = ai − bi, xi = bi − ci, xpk+i = cp(k−1)+i − cpk+i.

Then, one can check that

vi · vi = −(n− 1)− n = 2m− 1,

vi · vi±1 = n− 1 = −m.

Moreover, (Znp, Qp(m,n)) is spanned by v1, · · · , vp, w1, · · · , wp, x1, · · · , x(n−2)p. Hence, Qp(m,−m+ 1) em-
beds in ⟨−1⟩np.

Similarly, consider the case when n = −m. In this case, we restrict our p as a odd prime power 2q+1. Set
wi, xi, and xpk+i as the same as before and let vi be as follows:

vi = −ai + (ai+q + bi+q + ci+q + cp+i+q + · · ·+ cp(n−3)+i+q)

− (ai+q+1 + bi+q+1 + ci+q+1 + cp+i+q+1 + · · ·+ cp(n−3)+i+q+1).

Then v1, · · · , vp, w1, · · · , wp, x1, · · · , x(n−2)p span Qp(m,−m) so that we have an embedding of Qp(m,−m)
in ⟨−1⟩np.

Lemma 3.4. Let p > 2. If n ≥ −m+ 2, then ⊕NQp(m,n) does not embed in ⟨−1⟩Nnp for any N ≥ 1.

Proof. For each s = 1, · · · , N , let vs1, · · · , vsp, ws1, · · · , wsp, xs1, · · · , xs(n−2)p be a basis of the s-th summand of

(ZNnp,⊕NQp(m,n)) in the order from left to right. We denote ⊕NQp(m,n)(a, b) by a · b. Then,

vsi · vtj =


2m− 1 if (s, i) = (t, j),

−m if s = t and i− j ≡ ±1 in Zp,
0 otherwise.

wsi · wtj =

{
−2 if (s, i) = (t, j),

0 otherwise.

vsi · wtj =

{
1 if (s, i) = (t, j),

0 otherwise.
wsi · xtj =

{
1 if (s, i) = (t, j),

0 otherwise.

vsi · xtj = 0. xsi · xtj =


−2 if (s, i) = (t, j),

1 if s = t and i− j = ±p,
0 otherwise.

Suppose ⊕NQp(m,n) embeds in ⟨−1⟩Nnp. By abuse of notation, we use vsi , w
s
i , x

s
i to denote their im-

ages in (ZNnp,−INnp). Then each of vsi , w
s
i , and xsi must be a linear combination of the standard basis

{et1, · · · , etnp}Nt=1 of (ZNnp,−INnp). For simplicity, we also write −INnp(a, b) as a · b. We say v meets z if
v · z ̸= 0 and v is supported by standard basis elements z1, · · · , zk when v · z = 0 for a standard basis z if and
only if z ̸∈ {±z1, · · · ,±zk}. Let V si ,W s

i and Xs
i be the set consisting of etk such that vsi · etk ̸= 0, respectively

for wsi , x
s
i .

Before we proceed with the proof, we provide a rough guideline. First, we claim that wsi and xsi should
be in the form given in the above example. Second, we find an expression for vsi using vsi · wti and vsi · xti.
Using vsi · vsi = 2m− 1 with the assumption n ≥ −m+ 2, we are left with only three cases: n = −2m± 2 or
n = −2m. For each case, we obstruct lattice embeddings by using vsi · vsj = −m for j = i± 1.



RATIONAL CONCORDANCE OF DOUBLE TWIST KNOTS 9

Claim 1. |W s
i ∩W t

j | = 0 when (s, i) ̸= (t, j).

Since wsi · wsi = −2, we may assume that wsi = asi − bsi for some asi , b
s
i ∈ {±et1, · · · ,±etnp}Nt=1 such that

asi · bsi = 0. If |W s
i ∩W t

j | ≠ 0, then W s
i = W t

j since wsi · wtj = 0. Then we may assume that wtj = ±(asi + bsi ).

Then xsi · wtj = xsi · ±(wsi + 2bsi ) = ±(1 + 2xsi · bsi ) ̸= 0, which contradicts to xsi · wtj = 0. Thus, Claim 1 is
done.

Without any loss of generality, we still let

wsi = asi − bsi ,

where asi , b
s
i ∈ {±et1, · · · ,±etnp}Nt=1 and each one is orthogonal to the others.

Claim 2. |Xs
i ∩W t

j | = 0 when (s, i) ̸= (t, j).

Otherwise, Xs
i =W t

j since x
s
i ·wtj = 0. It is clear from xsi ·wsi = 1 that |Xs

i ∩W s
i | = 1, we have |W s

i ∩W t
j | = 1

for (s, i) ̸= (t, j), which contradicts to Claim 1.

Since |Xs
i ∩W s

i | = 1 and |Xs
i ∩W t

j | = 0 for i = 1, · · · , p and any (t, j) ̸= (s, i), xsi meets precisely one of asi
and bsi . If x

s
i meets asi , then by setting new (asi , b

s
i ) as (−bsi ,−asi ), we may assume that

xsi = bsi − csi

for some csi ∈ {±et1, · · · ,±etnp}Nt=1 such that each of asi and bsi is orthogonal to any ctj . Also note that

csi · ctj = 0 for (s, i) ̸= (t, j) since xsi · xtj = 0. Since xsp+i · xsi = 1, xsp+i meets exactly one of bsi and csi . If
xsp+i met bsi , then xsp+i = −bsi − asi since xsp+i · wsi = 0. However, this contradicts to xsp+i · vsi = 0 since
xsp+i · vsi = (wsi −2asi ) · vsi = 1−2asi · vsi ̸= 0. By a similar argument, we may assume that for k = 1, · · · , n−3,

xspk+i = csp(k−1)+i − cspk+i,

where {asi , bsi , cspk+i}Ns=1 spans (ZNnp,−INnp) and each of them is orthogonal to the others.

Claim 3. vsi · btj = vsi · ctj = vsi · ctp+j = · · · = vsi · ct(n−3)p+j = −lti,j and vsi · atj = −lti,j + δ
(t,j)
(s,i) where |lti,j | ≤ 1.

Let vsi · btj = −lti,j . Then it follows from vsi · xtj = vsi · (btj − ctj) = 0 that vsi · ctj = −lti,j . Simi-

larly, since vsi · xtpk+j = 0, we have vsi · ctpk+j = lti,j . The first part is done by induction on k. Since

vsi · wtj = δ
(t,j)
(s,i) = vsi · (atj − btj) = vsi · atj + lti,j , the second part is done. Suppose some |lti,j | > 1. Then

vsi · vsi ≤ −(lti,j)
2(n− 1) ≤ −4(n− 1) ≤ −4(−m+ 1) < 2m− 1, which completes the proof of Claim 3.

We regard the index i as an element in {1, · · · , p} ∈ Zp. From Claim 3, we can let vsi be of the following
form:

vsi = −asi +
N∑
t=1

p∑
k=1

lti,k(a
t
k + btk + ctk + ctp+k + · · ·+ ct(n−3)p+k),

where each lti,k has absolute value at most 1. Then we have the following:

vsi · vsj = asi · asj + lsj,i + lsi,j − n

N∑
t=1

p∑
k=1

lti,kl
t
j,k.

When j = i,

(1) 2lsi,i − n

N∑
t=1

p∑
k=1

(lti,k)
2 = 2m.



10 JAEWON LEE

When j = i± 1,

(2) −lsj,i − lsi,j + n

N∑
t=1

p∑
k=1

lti,kl
t
j,k = m.

Applying the assumption that n ≥ −m+ 2 to (1), we have the inequality:

N∑
s=1

p∑
k=1

(lti,k)
2 ≤

2m− 2lsi,i
m− 2

= 2 +
4− 2lsi,i
m− 2

< 2.

Note that the summation S in the left-hand side of the inequality is a nonnegative integer less than 2. If S
were 0, then lti,k = 0 for all k = 1, · · · , p and t = 1, · · ·N so that m = 0 from (1). Thus, S must be 1 and

−n+ 2lsi,i = 2m.

Before we start to deal with each case, notice that the assumption n ≥ −m+2 was crucial in deriving S = 1.
If we assumed n ≥ −m + c for some c = 0 or 1, then the strict inequality between S and 2 does not hold
anymore and it might happen that S = 2 like the cases in Example 3.3.

Case 1. lsi,i = −1 and n = −2m− 2.

In this case, lti,k = 0 whenever (t, k) ̸= (s, i). Also note that n = −2m− 2 and m ≤ −4 by the assumption

n ≥ −m+ 2. Since lsi,j = 0 when j = i± 1, we obtain the following from (2):

m = −lsj,i − nlsj,i.

In any case where lsj,i ∈ {−1, 0, 1}, the condition m ≤ −4 is violated.

Case 2. lsi,i = 1 and n = −2m+ 2.

In this case, we similarly obtain the following from (2):

m = −lsj,i + nlsj,i.

In any case where lsj,i ∈ {−1, 0, 1}, the condition m ≤ 0 is violated.

Case 3. lsi,i = 0 and n = −2m.

In this case, there exists a unique (t, k) ̸= (s, i) such that lti,k = ±1. Also note that n = −2m and m ≤ −2

by the assumption n ≥ −m+ 2. Then when j = i± 1, it follows from (2) and n = −2m that:

m =
−lsj,i − lsi,j
2lti,kl

t
j,k + 1

.

Since i+ 1 ̸≡ i− 1 mod p for p > 2, we can always choose j ∈ {i+ 1, i− 1} such that k ̸= j. Then lsi,j = 0 so
that:

m =
−lsj,i

2lti,kl
t
j,k + 1

.

Since lti,kl
t
j,k and lsj,i are always either −1, 0, or 1, it contradicts to m ≤ −2 for any cases. The assumption

has also been necessary here because K−m,2m is slice when m = 1.

Therefore, we can conclude that (ZNnp,⊕NQp(m,n)) does not embed in (ZNnp,−INnp) whenever n ≥
−m+ 2. □

Remark 3.5. One might guess that the 0-negativity of Km,n would be enough since we have used only
negative definite filling but not a positive one. However, we have made use of both 0-negativity and 0-
positivity at two points. First, when we proved our branched cover of nCP2 − ∆ is negative definite in
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Lemma 3.2, recall that we used the fact that σKm,n
(ω) = 0. In general, K being 0-negative is not sufficient

to guarantee that σK(ω) vanishes.
Second, our lattice embedding obstruction on the negative definite filling does not always work unless

n ≥ −m + 2. For example, consider the knot Km,1 with m < 0. One can find that the intersection form
Qp(m, 1) of Wp(m, 1) embeds in the standard negative definite (Zp,−Ip) when −m = k2. Instead, we take its
mirror K−1,−m. Since this knot is 0-bipolar, the p-fold branched cover of K−1,−m still has a negative definite
filling and we obstruct the lattice embedding of Qp(−1,−m).

Remark 3.6. Marco Golla has informed us that Claims 1 and 2 follow from a well-known fact about the
uniqueness of the lattice embeddings of so-called 2-legs or chain of twos. For example, see [AGLL20, AMP22].
Nevertheless, we include the proof for the sake of completeness of this article.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. It is known that Km,−m±1 is slice by [Sie75] and Km,−m is rationally slice [Cha07].
Thus, (b) implies (a), and it is trivial that (a) implies (c). We prove that (c) implies (b). We proceed by
contrapositive, so we show that the double twist knotKm,n have infinite order in the rational knot concordance
group CQ whenever mn ̸= 0, n ̸= −m± 1, and n ̸= −m.

Note that the signature σ(Km,n) ̸= 0 when mn > 0 and σ is an integer-valued homomorphism from CQ
[CO93, CK02], Km,n has infinite order in CQ. We assume mn < 0. By the symmetry Km,n = Kn,m and
taking mirror if it is needed, we may assume that n ≥ −m. By the hypothesis that n ̸= −m,−m ± 1, it is
enough to prove that Km,n for n ≥ −m+ 2 has infinite order in CQ when n ≥ −m+ 2.

Suppose #NKm,n with n ≥ −m+2 is rationally slice. Then the p-fold cyclic branched cover #NΣp(Km,n)
bounds a smooth rational ball V for sufficiently large prime p by Theorem 1.2. Take the negative definite
filling ♮NWp(m,n) of #NΣp(Km,n) as given in Lemma 3.2. Then Theorem 3.1 implies that the intersection
form ⊕NQp(m,n) of ♮NWp(m,n) embeds in ⟨−1⟩Nnp. However, by Lemma 3.4, it is impossible for any prime
p > 2. □

4. Rational concordance of twist knots in the topological category

Recall that Donaldson’s theorem used in the previous section works in the smooth category. However, the
topological concordance is much different from the smooth concordance. In this section, we prove Theorem
1.4, which recovers a partial result for the twist knots Kn = K−1,n of Theorem 1.1 in the topological category.
We first pick out the algebraically rationally slice twist knots. Then we obstruct their topological rational
sliceness by employing von Neumann ρ-invariant. Througout this section, all discussion on the concordance is
carried out in the topological category. For example, a rationally slice knot means a knot bounding a locally
flat disk in a topological rational ball.

4.1. Rational algebraic concordance. Levine [Lev69] defined a quotient map ϕ of the knot concordance
group C by associating the S-equivalence class of a Seifert form. The quotient image AC is called the algebraic
concordance group. He also proved that AC ∼= Z∞ ⊕ Z∞

2 ⊕ Z∞
4 . Note that the algebraic concordance class

is a topological knot concordance invariant. One simple way to obstruct a knot being slice is to check if its
algebraic concordance class is nontrivial. For example, we can use the Alexander polynomial.

Theorem 4.1 (Fox-Milnor condition). If a knot is algebraically slice, then its Alexander polynomial ∆(t)
satisfies:

∆(t) = f(t)f(t−1).

Note that the above equality means that both sides are the same up to multiplication by a unit in Z[t±1]. The
converse, in general, does not hold. For example, consider a knot K whose algebraic concordance order is 4.
Then the connected sum K#K satisfies the splitting in Theorem 4.1, but its order in AC is 2. Nevertheless,
there is a partial converse:

Theorem 4.2. [Cha07] Let K be a knot, and let ∆(t) be its Alexander polynomial. If each irreducible factor
of ∆(t) is not symmetric up to a unit in Z[t±1], then K is algebraically slice. In particular, if

∆(t) = f(t)f(t−1)

for some irreducible f(t) such that f(t) ̸= f(t−1) up to a unit, then K is algebraically slice.
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Proof. For any reciprocal number z, its irreducible polynomial λ(t) is symmetric so that it does not divide
∆(t) by assumption. Then by [Cha07, Proposition 3.6 (1)], the z-primary part of ϕ(K) is trivial. Since this
holds for every reciprocal number z, ϕ(K) is trivial in AC. □

As an analogue for the rational knot concordance group CQ, Cha [Cha07] defined a quotient map ϕQ :
CQ → ACQ such that below diagram commutes:

C CQ

AC ACQ

ψ

ϕ ϕQ

ψ

where the quotient image of CQ is called the algebraic rational concordance group ACQ. Cha also used an
analogous version of Fox-Milnor condition implicitly in [Cha07]. See also [CFHH13, Proposition 4.5] for an
explic statement.

Theorem 4.3 (generalized Fox-Milnor condition). [Cha07] If a knot is algebraically rationally slice, then its
Alexander polynomial ∆(t) satisfies for some positive integer c:

∆(tc) = f(t)f(t−1).

The equality holds up to a unit in Z[t±1]. There is also a partial converse as a rational analogue of Theorem
4.2, proved in [Cha07].

Theorem 4.4. [Cha07, Below of Example 3.17] Let K be a knot, and let ∆(t) be its Alexander polynomial.
If each irreducible factor of ∆(tc) for some positive integer c is not symmetric up to unit in Z[t±1], then K
is algebraically rationally slice. In particular, if

∆(tc) = f(t)f(t−1)

for some irreducible f(t) such that f(t) ̸= f(t−1) up to a unit, then K is algebraically rationally slice.

Proof. Let A ∈ ACQ be the algebraic rational concordance class of K. By assumption, the generalized
Seifert form A of complexity c is trivial by Theorem 4.2. Since A is defined as the image of A under the
homomorphism ϕc defined in [Cha07, Definition 2.22], the proof is done. □

A polynomial p(t) is called strongly irreducible if p(tc) is irreducible for all positive integer c. It was
previously shown that the Alexander polynomial of the twist knot Kn for not perfect power n is strongly
irreducible [BD12]. It is, however, difficult to prove that a given polynomial is strongly irreducible in general.
Instead of that, we can use Theorems 4.3 and 4.4 directly to prove Theorem 4.5:

Theorem 4.5. Kn is algebraically rationally slice if and only if n = k(k − 1) or n = k2 for some k.

Proof. Let ∆n(t) be the Alexander polynomial of Kn. Then

∆n(t) = nt2 − (2n+ 1)t+ n.

If n = k(k − 1), then it was already known that Kn is algebraically slice [Lev69]. By using the fact that

∆n(t) = (kt− (k − 1))((k − 1)t− k)

and kt− (k − 1) is not symmetric, it also follows from Theorem 4.2 that Kn is algebraically slice.
For the case when n = k2, it was previously shown that Kn is algebraically rationally slice in [BD12, Remark
4.6] by computing the complete invariants s, e, and d for ACQ defined by Cha [Cha07]. For the reader’s
convenience, we reprove it without computing s, e, and d. Since

∆n(t
2) = (kt2 − t− k)(kt2 + t− k)

and kt2 ± t − k is obviously irreducible and not symmetric up to unit, by Theorem 4.4, Kn is algebraically
rationally slice. See also [Cha07, Example 3.17].

Now we prove the converse. Suppose Kn is algebraically rationally slice. Then, by Theorem 4.3, ∆n(t
c) =

uf(t)f(t−1) for some unit u ∈ Z[t±1], where f is a degree k polynomial. Without loss of generality, we may
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assume that u = ±tc and f(t) ∈ Z[t] with degree c. Write f(t) = act
c + ac−1t

c−1 + · · · + a1t + a0 and let
g(t) = tcf(t−1) and ε = u/tc. Then,

∆n(t
c) = nt2c − (2n+ 1)tc + n = εf(t)g(t)

= ε(act
c + ac−1t

c−1 + · · ·+ a1t+ a0)(a0t
c + a1t

c−1 + · · ·+ ac−1t+ ac)

= ε(aca0t
2c + · · ·+ (a2c + · · ·+ a20)t

c + · · ·+ a0ac).

Then n = εaca0, so the coefficient of tc term is ε
c∑
i=0

a2i = −2εaca0 − 1. Then (ac + a0)
2 +

c−1∑
i=1

a2i = −ε.

Since the left-hand side is nonnegative, the right-hand side is +1. Thus, |ac + a0| ≤ 1, which implies that
n = k(k − 1) or n = k2. □

Thus, to prove Theorem 1.4, it suffices to obstruct the algebraically rationally slice twist knots from being
actually rationally slice. This will be dealt with in the next subsection.

4.2. von Neumann ρ-invariant with complexity. In this subsection, we employ the von Neumann ρ-
invariant with complexity to prove Theorem 1.4. As one can see in Theorem 4.5, the remaining case splits
into two parts:

• Kn is trivial in AC,
• Kn is nontrivial in AC but is trivial in ACQ.

Since the product of any two nonzero consecutive integers cannot be a square, the first case corresponds
exactly to n = k(k − 1), and the second case corresponds exactly to n = k2. Thus, it is enough to prove the
following two theorems:

Theorem 4.6. If n = k(k − 1) with k > 2, then Kn is not rationally slice.

Theorem 4.7. If n = k2 with k > 8, then Kn is not rationally slice.

Proof of Theorem 1.4 modulo Theorems 4.6 and 4.7. By assumption, n ̸= 22, 32, · · · , 82. Suppose that Kn is
rationally slice. Then it is algebraically rationally slice. By Theorem 4.5, n is either k(k− 1) or k2. Consider
the former case. Then by Theorem 4.6, Kn is rationally slice only when n = 0 or 2. For the latter case, by
Theorem 4.7, Kn is rationally slice only when n = 1. □

In the rest of this section, we will provide appropriate obstructions for each case and use them to prove
Theorems 4.6 and 4.7. We first recall the definition of von Neumann ρ-invariant for a closed 3-manifold with
b1 = 1 and its basic property. Throughout this section, every manifold is orientable, compact, and connected.

Definition 4.8. Let M be a closed 3-manifold with b1(M) = 1, Γ be a discrete group, and ϕ : π1(M) → Γ.
Suppose thatM bounds a 4-manifoldW such that the inclusion induces an isomorphism on the first homology
with rational coefficient and ϕ extends to ψ : π1(W ) → Γ as in the commutative diagram below.

π1(M) Γ

π1(W )

ϕ

ψ

Let σ(2)(W,ψ) denote the L2-signature of W with respect to ψ. Then the von Neumann ρ-invariant for
(M,ρ) is defined to be the signature defect of (W,ψ), namely:

ρ(M,ϕ) = σ(2)(W,ψ)− σ(W ).

The L2-signature σ(2)(W,ψ) is, roughly speaking, the signature of the intersection form of ψ-covering of W .
For a rigorous definition of L2-invariant, see [CG85, Lüc02, COT03, Cha08]. The value ρ(M,ϕ) is independent
of choices of W and ψ as proved in [CW03, COT03].

The following lemma, called the subgroup property, is a well-known fact for the ρ-invariant. For example,
see [COT03, Proposition 5.13].
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Lemma 4.9. If j : Γ → Λ is injective, then

ρ(M,ϕ) = ρ(M, j ◦ ϕ).

Recall that the Alexander module A(K) is defined as H1(MK ;Q[t±1]), which is a torsion Q[t±1]-module,
and the Blanchfield form Bℓ is the Q(t)/Q[t±1]-valued linking form on A(K). A submodule P of A(K) is
said to be isotropic if P ⊂ P⊥ with respect to Bℓ. P is called Lagrangian if P = P⊥.

Definition 4.10. [CHL09] Let P be an isotropic submodule of A(K) with respect to Bℓ. Define ϕP as the
quotient map of π1(MK) by the kernel of the following map:

π
(1)
1 (MK) → π

(1)
1 (MK)

π
(2)
1 (MK)

= H1(MK ;Z[t±1]) → H1(MK ;Q[t±1]) → A(K)/P.

The first-order signature ρ(1)(K,P ) is defined as ρ(MK , ϕP ).

Note that if K is slice, then the kernel of the inclusion induced map on A(K) from MK to the slice disk
complement is Lagrangian. Cochran, Harvey and Leidy [CHL10] developed this tool to obstruct K being slice
in a more convenient way.

Theorem 4.11. [COT03, Theorem 4.2, 4.4] [CHL10, Theorem 4.2] If a knot K is slice, then there exists a
Lagrangian submodule P of A(K) such that ρ(1)(K,P ) = 0. For a slice disk ∆, such a submodule P is given
by

P = ker(A(K) → H1(B
4 − ν∆;Q[t±1])).

Cha [Cha07] introduced the notion of complexity for the Alexander module, the Blanchfield form, and the
ρ-invariants associated in the fashion of [COT03]. We recall his construction and introduce complexity to the
first-order signature in [CHL10].

Definition 4.12. Suppose that a knot K bounds a slice disk ∆ in a rational ball V 4. K is said to be
rationally slice with complexity c if the inclusion of the knot complement into the disk complement induces
multiplication by c on the free part of the first homology as:

H1(S
3 −K;Z) ×c−−→ H1(V −∆;Z)/torsion.

For a closed 3-manifold M bounding a 4-manifold W with b1(M) = b1(W ) = 1, We also say that M bounds
W with complexity c if the inclusion induces multiplication by c on the free part of the first homology as:

H1(M ;Z) ×c−−→ H1(W ;Z)/torsion.

Note that K is rationally slice with complexity c if and only if the 0-surgery MK bounds some QHS1 ×B3

W with complexity c [CFHH13].

Definition 4.13. The Alexander module Ac(K) with complexity c is defined as

Ac(K) = A(K)⊗c Q[t±1],

where the tensor product ⊗c is given by the action of t ∈ Q[t±1] as the multiplication by tc.

Suppose the 0-surgeryMK alongK boundsW with complexity c with b1(W ) = 1. Then the following diagram
commutes:

π1(MK) Z Z

π1(W )

ϕ0 t7→tc

ψ0

where ϕ0 is the abelianization and ψ0 is the abelianization modulo torsion. Thus, we obtain the inclusion
induced map

jc : Ac(K) → H1(W ;Q[t±1]),

where the right one will be denoted by A(W ). The Blanchfield form Bℓc on Ac(K) naturally extends Bℓ on
A(K) in the sense that:
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Definition 4.14. [Cha07, Theorem 5.16] The Blanchfield form Bℓc on Ac(K) is defined as:

Bℓc(x⊗c f(t), y ⊗c g(t)) = f(t) · h(Bℓ(x, y)) · g(t−1),

where h : Q(t)
Q[t±1]

t 7→tc−−−→ Q(t)
Q[t±1] .

Definition 4.15. Let P be an isotropic submodule of Ac(K) with respect to Bℓc. Define ϕc,P as the quotient
map of π1(MK) by the kernel of the following map:

π
(1)
1 (MK) → Ac(K)/P.

The first-order signature ρ
(1)
c (K,P ) with complexity c is defined as ρ(MK , ϕc,P ).

Now we provide a rational slice obstruction as a rational analogue of Theorem 4.11. This theorem was
briefly proved in [Lee24], where it was not directly used there. For the reader’s convenience, we give a proof
here in detail.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let W be the disk complement V − ν∆. W is bounded by the 0-surgery M along K
and P is the kernel of the inclusion induced map jc on the Alexander module with complexity c. For a group

G, recall that the n-th rational derived subgroup is G
(n)
Q = {g ∈ G

(n−1)
Q |gr ∈ [G

(n−1)
Q , G

(n−1)
Q ] for some r ̸= 0}

and G
(0)
Q = G [Coc04]. Consider the following commutative diagram.

π1(M)(1)

π1(M)(2)
Ac(K)/P

π1(M)(1)

kerϕc,P

π1(W )(1)

π1(W )
(2)
Q

A(W )

j∗

α

Choose an element g ∈ π1(M)(1) such that ϕc,P (g) = 0. Then j∗(g) = 0 so that the dashed map α is induced.
Moreover, the map is injective by commutativity of the diagram. To claim that ρ(MK , ϕc,P ) is the signature
defect of (W,ψ), by Lemma 4.9, it is enough to show that β is injective in the following diagram:

π1(M)
π1(M)

kerϕc,P

π1(W )
π1(W )

π1(W )
(2)
Q

j∗

ϕc,P

β

ψ

where ψ is the obvious quotient map. Consider the following commutative diagram, where rows are exact
and all vertical maps are induced by the inclusion.

0
π1(M)(1)

kerϕc,P

π1(M)

kerϕc,P

π1(M)

π1(M)(1)
0

0
π1(W )(1)

π1(W )
(2)
Q

π1(W )

π1(W )
(2)
Q

π1(W )

π1(W )(1)
0

α β γ
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We have already checked that α is injective. Note that γ is the map on the first homology, which is clearly
injective. Thus, β is injective and the proof is done. □

Now we relate the first-order signature with complexity with the ordinary one without complexity. Re-
garding Ac(K) as A(K)⊗c Q[t±1], we obtain the following identification. See also [Cha07, Section 5.2].

Lemma 4.16. Suppose Pc is an isotropic submodule of Ac(K) with respect to Bℓc. Let P be the preimage of

Pc under A(K)
⊗c1−−→ Ac(K). Then P is an isotropic submodule of A(K) with respect to Bℓ. Moreover,

ρ(1)c (K,Pc) = ρ(1)(K,P ).

Proof. Let x be an element in P . For any y ∈ P , it is clear that x ⊗c 1 ∈ Pc and y ⊗c 1 ∈ Pc ⊂ P⊥
c . Then

Bℓc(x⊗c 1, y ⊗c 1) = 0. By definition, we obtain the following identity:

Bℓc(x⊗c 1, y ⊗c 1) = 1 · h(Bℓ(x, y)) · 1 = h(Bℓ(x, y)).

Since h is clearly injective, Bℓ(x, y) = 0. Thus, P ⊂ P⊥ with respect to Bℓ.
We now prove that two ρ-invariants have the same value. Since the map ⊗c1 is obviously injective, P is

exactly the kernel of A(K)
⊗c1−−→ Ac(K) → Ac(K)/Pc by definition of P . Then we have the induced map

h : A(K)/P → Ac(K)/Pc, which is injective. Thus, by Lemma 4.9,

ρ(1)(K,P ) = ρ(MK , ϕP ) = ρ(MK , ϕc,Pc) = ρ(1)c (K,Pc).

□

One can also see that ⊗c1 is the same as the map t 7→ tc regarding Ac(K) as H1(MK ;Q[t±1]) with the local

coefficient system from π1(MK) → Z ×c−−→ Z, where the first map is the abelianization.

Remark 4.17. Note that P in Lemma 4.16 might be trivial since ⊗c1 does not surject in general. For
example, let K be the figure-eight knot and c = 2. Then the submodule Pc of Ac(K) annihilated by the
factor t2 − t − 1 of t4 − 3t2 + 1 is isotropic with respect to Bℓc. However, there are no nontrivial isotropic
submodules of A(K) since the Alexander polynomial t2 − 3t+ 1 is irreducible. Note that t2 − t− 1 ∈ Ac(K)
is not in the image of ⊗c1 and hence, the preimage P of Pc is 0. See also [CHL09, p1435].

Recall that the first signatures for algebraically slice twist knots Kn with n ̸= 0, 2 are known to be nonzero
as computed in [CHL10, Example 5.10]. Based on this fact, we can now prove Theorem 4.6 by combining
Theorem 1.5 and Lemma 4.16.

Proof of Theorem 4.6. Suppose that Kn is rationally slice with some complexity c. Then by Theorem 1.5,

there exists a Lagrangian submodule Pc of Ac(K) with respect to Bℓc such that ρ
(1)
c (K,Pc) = 0.

Consider the Alexander polynomial ∆n(t) of Kn. Note that ∆n(t) = (kt − (k − 1))((k − 1)t− k). Since
the polynomial kt − (k − 1) is strongly irreducible [DPR21, Proof of Corollary 3.6], Pc is annihilated by
either ktc − (k− 1) or (k− 1)tc − k. Let P+

c be the Lagrangian annihilated by the former, and let P−
c be the

Lagrangian annihilated by the latter. Let P± be the preimage of P±
c under ⊗c1. Then P± is annihilated by

kt− (k−1) and (k−1)t−k, respectively. By Lemma 4.16, ρ
(1)
c (K,P±

c ) is the same as ρ(1)(K,P±), which can
be computed by integrating the Levine-Tristram signature of the torus knot −Tk,k−1 as [CHL10, Example
5.10]. Such values are nonzero whenever n is neither 0 nor 2, which contradicts our assumption. Therefore,
when n = k(k − 1), then Kn is not rationally slice with any complexity c unless n = 0 or 2. □

Now it remains to prove the last case, Theorem 4.7. Before we prove it, we first state a rational slice
obstruction developed in [CHL09]. Note that the difference of the following theorem from Theorem 4.11 is
that P may not be a Lagrangian. This can be simply recovered from Theorem 1.5 and Lemma 4.16.

Theorem 4.18. [CHL09, Proposition 5.8] If K is rationally slice, then one of the first order L2-signatures
of K vanishes. In other words, there exists an isotropic submodule P of A(K) with respect to Bℓ such that
ρ(1)(K,P ) = 0.
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Proof of Theorem 4.7. Note that all the twist knots are genus one knots so that any isotropic submodule
of A(Kn) has rkQ ≤ 1. However, Kn in the assumption is not algebraically slice. Thus, the only possible
isotropic submodule of A(Kn) with respect to Bℓ is the trivial one P = 0. Thus, to use Theorem 4.18, it
is enough to show that ρ(1)(Kn, 0) ̸= 0. Davis [Dav12a, Dav12b] proved that the values for k > 8 does not
vanish by approximating them from the Cimasoni-Florens signature [CF08] of derivative links of Kn#Kn,
based on [CHL10, Proposition 5.7]. Therefore, for n = k2 > 64, Kn is not rationally slice. □
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