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THE LINK SURGERY MODULES OF 2-COMPONENT L-SPACE
LINKS

DAREN CHEN, IAN ZEMKE, AND HUGO ZHOU

ABSTRACT. In our earlier work [CZZ24], we studied the link surgery modules of two
component L-space links. Therein, we computed two of the four idempotents of such
modules. In this article, we use Koszul duality to give an alternate account of this
proof, and also to extend it to compute the entire link surgery modules of such links,
modulo a technical result which will be proven in a subsequent paper.
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1. INTRODUCTION

If L is a link in S with integral framing A, the link surgery complex of L, denoted
Ca(L), is a chain complex defined by Manolescu and Ozsvath [MO10] which computes
the Heegaard Floer homology of S3 (L).

The link Floer complex is an invariant of links, defined by Ozsvéath and Szabé [OS08].
It takes the form of a free and finitely generated chain complex CFL(L) over the ring
F[W1, Z1, ..., Wy, Z,], where n = |L|. Conceptually, we can think of the link surgery
complex Cp(L) is an enhancement of the complex CFL(L) which incorporates some
additional algebraic data necessary for the surgery formula.

In [Zem21, Zem23], the second author reinterpreted the link surgery complex as an
invariant for 3-manifolds with parametrized torus boundary components (i.e. the link
complement), and repackaged the surgery complex in terms of certain A,,-module
categories over an algebra, called the surgery algebra, denoted K. This theory was
modeled on the bordered theory of Lipshitz, Ozsvath and Thurston [LOT18], and
features a gluing theorem for the invariant of a manifold obtained by gluing two 3-
manifolds with torus boundaries together.

To a link with 2-components L C S3, the second author defines in [Zem21] an A-
bimodule (more precisely, a D A-bimodule), denoted xX(L)*, which encodes the link
surgery complex of L. The algebraic structure of this invariant as a bimodule (as
opposed to just a chain complex) allows for the gluing formulas from [Zem21].

In this article, we study the link surgery complexes and bimodules of a family of
2-component links called L-space links. We recall that a link L C S3 is an L-space link
if S3 (L) is an L-space for all integral surgeries A > 0. (Recall that a rational homology

3-sphere is an L-space if rankz ﬁ(Y) is equal to the number of elements in H;(Y)).

L-space knots and links are well-studied in the literature. Ozsvath and Szabé proved
in [OS05] that the knot Floer complex of an L-space knot K is a staircase complex.
For example, the complex of the (3,4) torus knot is freely generated over F[W, Z] by
five elements, Xg, X1, X9, X3 and X4, and has differential shown below:

w w?  z : (1.1)

In [CZZ24], we extended this computation to 2-component L-space links. We proved
that if L is a 2-component L-space link, then CFL(L) is formal, i.e., homotopy equivalent
to a free-resolution of its homology.

Work of the second author with Borodzik and Liu [BLZ22] extends Ozsvath and
Szabd’s result in a different direction. Therein, it is proven that if L is a plumbed L-space
link in S3, then CFL(L) is also formal. It is an open question whether non-plumbed
L-space links L with more than 2-components have formal link Floer complexes.

Using work of Gorsky and Némethi [GN15], Liu [Liul7] describes a reduced model
of the link surgery complex Cy (L) of a 2-component L-space link. This computation is
sufficient for computing the Heegaard Floer homologies of surgeries on 2-component L-
space links, but it is not sufficient for understanding the bimodule structure on X (L)*,
which is necessary for the gluing formulas from [Zem21].
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For the theorem statements in this paper, it is important also that the link surgery
bimodule xX(L)* depends on an extra choice of data, called an arc-system. For the
purpose of this introduction, an arc system is equivalent to a designation of each com-
ponent of L as having either an “alpha parallel arc” or a “beta parallel arc”. (The
meaning of this designation is not important for our paper).

In this paper, we study the DA-bimodules of 2-component L-space links over the
surgery algebra. In [CZZ24], we gave a partial computation of these bimodules. We
computed two of the four idempotents of the module x X' (L)*. That is, inside of K there
is a subalgebra Ry := F[W, Z] C K, and we computed the corresponding bimodule with
outputs restricted to this subalgebra. The main goal of this paper is to compute the
entire complex (modulo some technical arguments that will appear in the subsequent
[Zem]).

Before stating our theorem, we need the following technical definition:

Definition 1.1. We say that the structure maps 571L+1 of a type-DA bimodule xX*
are U-equivariant if

5711+1(an,...,Uai,...a1,x):5711+1(an,...,ai,...,a1,x)-U

for all a,,...,a;1 € K and x € X. Here, -U means to multiply the K factor of the
output of &}, by U.

In this article, we define a candidate bimodule x X*'8(L)* for a 2-component L-space
link L C S3. This bimodule is determined by the H-function of L. By work of Gorsky
and Némethi [GN15], the H-function is determined by the Alexander polynomials of
L and its sublinks, so we can also view X8(L) as being determined by the Alexander
polynomials of L and its sublinks.

Theorem 1.2. Let L C S% be a two component L-space link. If < is a choice of
arc-system for L such that the bimodule X (L; 2/)* has a model with U-equivariant
structure maps, then there is a homotopy equivalence

kX (L; )N ~ e xle(n)k
In a forthcoming article [Zem], the second author proves the following:

Theorem 1.3 ([Zem)). If L C S® is a 2-component link and <7 is an arc-system where
the arc for one component of L is beta-parallel while the arc for the other component
is alpha-parallel, then X (L; o/ )* admits a U-equivariant model.

In particular, Theorem 1.3 implies that there is an arc-system for L for which The-
orem 1.2 applies.

Remark 1.4. There are arc systems on L-space links for which the structure maps on
xX(L; o/)* cannot be made U-equivariant. For example, in [Zem21, Section 16,17],
the second author computed a reduced model of the bimodule x X' (L; o7 )* when L was
a Hopf link and & consisted of two alpha-parallel arcs, and the resulting structure
maps are not U-equivariant. In fact, it is not hard to see that the this bimodule is not
even homotopy equivalent to a U-equivariant bimodule.

Acknowledgments. The first author was partially supported by the Simons Collab-
oration Grant on New Structures in Low Dimensional Topology. The second author
was partially supported by NSF grant 251324 and a Sloan fellowship. The third author
was partially supported by an AMS-Simons travel grant.
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2. ALGEBRAIC BACKGROUND

2.1. Type-D, A, DA and DD bimodules. In this section, we recall the algebraic
framework of type-D, A and DA bimodules due to Lipshitz, Ozsvath and Thurston, as
well as the natural analogs of these notions for bimodules over curved dg-algebras. We
refer the reader to [LOT18] [LOT15] for further details on the uncurved setting, and
we refer the reader to [OS19, Section 3] for additional background on this framework
in the presence of curvature.

Let k be a unital ring with characteristic 2. A curved dg-algebra (A, p;) over k
consists of a (k, k)-bimodule A, equipped with k-linear operations

po: A A— A, pw:A— A, po:k— A

satisfying the following:
(1) A is an associative algebra with respect to ps.
(2) p? =0, and furthermore s satisfies the Leibniz rule with respect to p1: 1 (a -
b) = pi(a) - b+ a- pi(b). (Here a - b denotes pa(a,b)).
(3) The element g := po(1) is a cycle and is central, i.e.
po-a=a-po and fi(po) =0,
for all a € A.

If (A, i1;) is a curved dg-algebra, a right type-D module over A, denoted X, consists
of a right k-module X equipped with k-linear map

X XA
which satisfies
(Ix ® pg) 0 (6" ®@T4) 06" + (Iy ® 1) 0 6" + 1y @ o = 0.

If (A, u;) and (B, v;) are two curved dg-algebras over k and j, respectively, then a D A-
bimodule 4 X% over (A, B) consists of a (k, j)-bimodule X, equipped with a collection
of (k,j)-linear structure maps

i1 Ak O AQX — X ®; B
—_—
J
which satisfy the following compatibility condition. We have
(]IX®,u,2)o(5% ®]IA)05% —|—(H)(®/L1)05% +I®vy=0.

Furthermore, for each n > 1 and each a,,...,a; € A and x € X, we have
0= Z(HX ® VQ)((S;L—]'—H ® ]IB)(G’TM sy @41, 6]1‘+1(aj7 s 7alvx))

+ Z(S}l_i+2(an, cee ,ui(aj+i_1, cee ,aj), cee ,al,x)

+(Ix ®11) (5}L+1(an, ..,a1,X)).
Finally, we discuss D D-bimodules. If A and B are curved dg-algebras over j and k,
respectively, a DD-bimodule AXB consists of a (j, k)-bimodule X, equipped with a
structure map

S X = A®j X @ B.

The compatibility condition is the same as if we view §'! as a map from X to X ®jorp gk
(A°PP @ B), and view X as a type-D structure over A°PP @y B. Here, A°PP denotes
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the curved dg algebra with underlying space A, but with us™ (a1, a2) = pe(az,a1) (and
the same differential and curvature). The tensor product A°PP ®p B is equipped with
the curvature po ® 1 + 1 ® ug, and with the differential p1 ® id +id Q1.

2.2. A perturbation lemma. In this section we prove a simple perturbation lemma,
which will be useful later. We recall that a dg-category is a category where the mor-
phism sets are chain complexes of abelian groups, and whose differential satisfies the
Leibniz rule with respect to composition. For our purposes, we will only consider the
case where the morphism sets have characteristic 2, so that the differential satisfies

Ago f)=0(g)o f+god(f).

If C is a dg-category, a twisted complez in C consists of a pair Twq (X) := (X, o) where
X is an object of C and o € Hom¢ (X, X) is a morphism satisfying the Mauer-Cartan
relation:

d(a)+aoa=0.

The set of twisted complexes forms a category. If Tw,(X) and Twg(Y') are twisted

complexes, we define

Hompy,c) (Twa(X), Twg(Y)) := Home (X, Y),

with differential
Orwie)(f) =0c(f) +Bof+ foa.
It is easy to check that Tw(C) is a dg-category. (Compare [Sei08, Section 1.5]).

The categories of interest to us (chain complexes, type-D modules, A,-modules,
etc.) are all closed under twists, in the sense that there is a canonical functor from
Tw(C) to C. For example, in the category of chain complexes, this functor sends
Twa(X,d) to (X,d + «). Similarly for the dg-categories consisting of type-D and
type-DA bimodules over dg-algebras, the twisted complex Tw,((X, 6}- 41)) is sent to
(X, ajl-H + (5]1“). Because of this, we typically conflate Tw,(X) € Tw(C) and its image

in C

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that X is an object of a dg category and h € End(X) is an
endomorphism such that 1 + h is invertible. Then a = O(h)(1 4+ k)~ is a Mauer-
Cartan element and X is isomorphic to Tw,(X).

Proof. To see that « is a Mauer-Cartan element, we observe that
d(a) 4+ a? = a(h)o((1+h)™H) +a(h)(1+ h)~ta(h)(1 + h) L.
This is zero if and only if
A(h)A((1+ h)™1)(1 + h) + O(h) (1 + k)~ 'O(h)
(

is zero. We note that 9((1 + h)"1)(1 +h) = (1 +h)"10(1 +h) = (1 + h)~19(h), and
hence the above equation vanishes.

We now define a morphism f from X to Tw,(X) to be 1 + h. By definition, the
twisted morphism differential of f is equal to

(f)+aof,

(where O(f) is the differential of f when viewed as an endomorphism of X). With our
choice of a;, we observe that the above is equal to

d(h) +a(h)A+h)"' (1 +h) =0,
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so f is a cycle with respect to the differential on morphisms of twisted complexes.
Similarly, we can define a morphism g = (1 + h)~! from Tw,(X) to X and it is
straightforward to verify that g is a cycle as well. We observe that f and g are inverses,
so the claim is proven. O

Remark 2.2. Our typical usage of the above lemma is as follows. We will consider a
DD-bimodule AX8 with differential 6%!. We will want to perturb the structure map
sV by adding a term 9(h) to it in order to simplify some terms of the differential.
In general, this will not be possible because d(h) is not typically a Mauer-Cartan
element. However, d(h)(1 + h)~! is a Mauer-Cartan element (as demonstrated in
the previous lemma). Furthermore, in the cases of interest to us, the infinite sum
(1+ k)=t = 372 h™ makes sense, and furthermore we view o = > o0 9(h)h" as
coinciding with d(h) up to first approximation.

3. HEEGAARD FLOER BACKGROUND

3.1. Knot and link Floer homology. We recall some basics about knot and link
Floer homology. Knot Floer homology is an invariant of knots due independently to
Ozsvath and Szab6 [0S04] and Rasmussen [Ras03]. Link Floer homology is an invariant
of links due to Ozsvath and Szabé.

To a knot K C Y, the invariant takes the form of a free and finitely generated chain
complex CFI(Y, K) over F[W, Z], where F = Z/2. We are primarily interested in the
case that Y = S3, in which case we write CFK(K) for the invariant. There are three
gradings of interest, denoted gry,, gr, and A, which are related by the equation

1
A= §(grw - grz)'
The algebra F[W, Z] is graded by
(erw,gry, A)(W) =(-2,0,-1), and (gry,gr,, A)(Z)=(0,-2,1).

It is convenient to write

U:=WZ.
If L C S? is a link, the invariant CFL(L) takes the form of a free, finitely generated
chain complex over the ring F[W1,..., Wy, Z1,...,Z,]. This invariant has a more

complicated set of gradings. We write

) = [ (2 M)

. 2
=1

There is an Alexander grading A = (Ai,...,A,) which takes values in H(L). The
variables have gradings
Ai(Zj) = —Ai(Wj) = bij,

where 6;; is the Kronecker delta.

Similar to the case of knots, it is convenient to write U; = W;Z;. All of the U; induce
chain homotopic actions on homology. See, for example, [BLZ24, Equation 2.8].

As before, there are Maslov gradings gr,, and gr,, though in fact there is a more
refined collection of Maslov gradings. If o is any orientation on L, then there is a
Maslov grading gr, on CFL(L). The construction of CFL(L) requires a choice of base
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orientation, which we will denote 0g. The Maslov grading gr,  coincides with gry,, and
more generally gr, satisfies

—2 ifOKZ.ZOO K;»
r, (Wi) = {2 ol = ool
0 lfO’KiZ—U()‘Ki
Similarly
0 if o K; = 00|K;
() =4 Wolm = ool
-2 lfOIKZ. :_UO‘KZ-
We have the following relation:
gy, — 8T, = > 24 | —1k(Lo, L\ Lo),

0|k, =—00|Kk,

where L, is the set of components of L where o differs from 0¢. In computing the above
linking number, we orient L as in 0g. See [Zem21, Lemma 6.4].

3.2. L-space knots and links. An important class of knots and links are L-space
links. A link L is called an L-space link if S} (L) is a Heegaard Floer L-space for all
integral framings A > 0. (Recall that a rational homology 3-sphere is an L-space if
HF~(Y) is isomorphic to )y, y) F[U], where [H;(Y)| is the number of elements in
H,(Y)). Using the large surgeries formula of Manolescu and Ozsvath [MO10, The-
orem 12.1], an equivalent condition for L to be an L-space link is that the module
HFL(L) is free as an F[U] module, where U acts by any of the U; = W;Z; (all U; have
the same action on homology). Equivalently, L is an L-space link if and only

HFL(L) = P F[U.
seH(L)

When K is an L-space knot, the knot Floer homology group HFL(L) has rank 0 or
rank 1 in each (gry,, gr,)-grading. Furthermore, it is not hard to see that gry, (x) < 0 and
gr,(x) < 0 for any non-zero, homogeneously graded element x € HFL(L). Therefore,
HFL(L) can be naturally embedded inside of F[W, Z] as a monomial ideal (an ideal
spanned by monomials). We illustrate the link Floer homology of the (3, 4)-torus knot,
HFL(T3.4), in Figure 3.1.

FIGURE 3.1. The link Floer complex CFIC(T5 4) (left) and its homology
HFK(T3,4) (right). Each shaded square on the right denotes a generator
over . Multiplication by W shifts to the right, while multiplication
by Z shifts upwards. We can view the entire upper-right quadrant as

F[W, Z).
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3.3. The link surgery complex. Toalink L C S® with integral framing A, Manolescu
and Ozsvath [MO10] describe a chain complex Cy(L). The chain complex is a mod-
ule over F[[Uy,...,U,], where n = |L|. The homology of Cy(L) is isomorphic to the
completion of the Heegaard Floer homology with respect to (U):

H.(CA(L)) = HF(53(L)) := HF~(5%) @) F[U].

Work of the second author [Zem23| extends this theory to arbitrary Morse framed links
in 3-manifolds.

We now sketch some properties of the link surgery complex, focusing on links in S3.
We refer the reader to [MO10] or [Zem23] for further details. The link surgery complex
Ca(L) is a hypercube of chain complexes (see [MO10, Section 5] for background on this
algebraic formalism). In more detail, the underlying group of Cy(L) decomposes as a

direct sum
Ca(L) = GB C..
e€{0,1}»
Furthermore, the differential D on Cj(L) decomposes as a sum
D=> D..,
e<e!

where D, .- maps C to Cor.
The complex Cj is isomorphic to a completion of CFL(L). More generally, there is a
homotopy equivalence

Co ~ CFL(Le,p.) @ FIT;,, T, Ty T3 . (3.1)
In the above, L. C L is the sublink of components K; C L where ¢; = 0, and
{i1,...,tx} = e71(1). Also p, is a collection of n — |L.| extra basepoints, which are

disjoint from L..
The differential D, .+ decomposes further as a sum. Write

ME,E' = Ls \ LEI.

The components of M, ., are in one-to-one correspondence with the set of indices which
are increased in ¢’ from e. The differential decomposes over the set of orientations of
M, ., for which we write o(M, /). If 0 is an orientation, write M? _, for M, ./, equipped

with this orientation. Following standard conventions, we write ME,E/ for a sublink of
L, equipped with a choice of orientation. The map D, ., decomposes as a sum

M?
Ds,s’ = Z (1)5758/78 ’
o(M, 1)
where the sum is over the set of orientations on M. We frequently omit the subscripts
and write just ®, when M is an oriented sublink of L.

Following standard conventions, we identify a base orientation on L, and say that
other orientations are obtained by reversing components relative to this base orienta-
tion.

Given a base orientation on L, we obtain a H(L)-valued Alexander grading on
CFL(L), and consequently on Cy. If € is an arbitrary index, then Equation (3.1) gives a
H(L.)-valued Alexander grading on C.. We extend this to an Alexander grading taking
values in H(L.) x Z" 17| by declaring A;(T:") to be +4;; (the Kronecker delta). Note
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that the Z" 1L<| components are only well-defined up to an overall shift, though the
H(Le) component of the grading is uniquely determined. Abusing notation slightly,
we will write A = (Ay,...,A,) also for this extension of the Alexander grading. See
[Zem23, Section 7.2] for a similar discussion.

There is another natural normalization of the Alexander grading, for which we write
A? and refer to as the o-normalized Alexander grading. This grading takes values in
H(L). It is determined by the property that A% coincides with A° on Cz = CFL(L)

and that the maps oM preserve A’ whenever M C L has only positively oriented
components.
If M is an oriented sublink of L, then

Ik(K;, M) — Ik(K;, M)

o (M) —

The quantity on the right can be reinterpreted as the sum over —lk(Kj, J ), ranging

over components J of M which are oriented negatively relative to the base orientation
on L. (See [MO10, pg. 5]).

Lemma 3.1. There is a choice of absolute lift of the grading A, described above, which
is given on C. by the formula

o, JI(K, L\ Le)/2  ifei=0
AZ_A‘—F{Ik(Kz‘,L\K@')/Q ife; = 1.

Proof. There are two non-trivial claims. The first is that if ; = 0, then A; agrees with
the absolute Alexander grading from CFL(L.). The second is that if ¢; = 1, then A;
takes values in Z.

The second claim, i.e., that if &; = 1 then A; takes values in Z is straightforward, as
A? takes values in lk(K;, L \ K;)/2 4+ Z by definition. Therefore we focus on the first
claim.

The first claim is clear if ¢ = 0. We prove the claim by induction on € and i. Assume
that it is true for some ¢ and index ¢ such that ¢; = 0 and €’ = ¢ + ¢;, for some j # 1.
The shift in the statement changes by

k(K;, L\ (Le UK;))  Ik(Ki, L\ L) 1k(K;, K))

2 2 B 2

On the other hand, this is exactly the shift in the absolute Alexander grading A; under
the map ®*%i by [Zem21, Lemma 6.4 (4)]. (Implicitly, we are here using the fact that
®%i can be described as the composition of the map which localizes at Zj, followed by
the composition of a grading preserving homotopy equivalence which sets U; = W;Z;
and Z; = Tj). This completes the proof. O

Using the above shifts, it is easy to verify that if L., = L. U M, then

) L[, M) ife;=e/ =0
Ai(@M)) = 57 ) (G, Le \ K)o+ (G, M) — k(K;, M) ife;=0,e,=1 (3.2)
Ik(K;, M) — 1k(K;, M) ife; =e =1.
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Remark 3.2. The formula for the grading shift of M wwith respect to A% is simpler
than with respect to A. However, the grading A is simpler to write down on C, since
it is induced by the absolute Alexander grading on CFL(L;).

3.4. The surgery algebra K. We now recall the surgery algebra from [Zem21, Zem23|.
We write I = Iy @ I; for an idempotent ring on two idempotents, where each I 2 F =
Z /2. The surgery algebra K is defined as follows. We set

Iy K- Io=FW,Zz], I,-K-I, =F[U,T,77Y, Iy-K-1I; =0.
We declare
I,-K-Ip=F[U,T, T @ (o, 7).
The generators o and 7 satisfy
oW ZI=U'T""". ¢ and 7 -W'Z/=U'T""" 1.
It is sometimes helpful to also describe two algebra morphisms
¢7,¢": FIW, Z] — F[U, T, T ] (3.3)
given by the formulas
" (W'Z7) =U'T""" and ¢"(W'Z7)=U’T'"".
We can restate the definitions of ¢” and ¢” in terms of these maps as
o-a=¢°(a)-0 and T-a=¢" (a)-T.
It is helpful to write
Ro=Ip-K-Ip and Ry :=1; -K- 1.

3.5. The Koszul dual algebra K'. We now recall the Koszul dual algebra X', de-
scribed by the second author in [Zem25]. Similar to K, this K' is an algebra over the
idempotent ring I = Iy & I;. In contrast to K, K' is a curved dg-algebra.

We declare

F(w, z, 6)

w2 =22=w, 0] =[20=602=0
In the above, F(w, z, ) denotes the free, noncommutative algebra on the symbols w, z
and 6.

We declare I - K' - Iy = 0.

Next, we set

Ip-K' Iy =

F<90+7 ) 9>
0l = =[0,0:] =62=0
We define Iy - K'-T; to be generated as a bimodule over (I-K'-TIo,I; - K'-1;) by two
algebra elements s and t. We define the product of two monomials to either be zero or
be given by concatenation, subject to the following relations:

LK1 =

ws=sp_ =0, zt=tpr =0, s0=0s, zs=spy, td=0t, and wt=1tp_.
As a vector space, we have

I - K I = Spang(s, s6, zs, zs0, t, t0, wt, wth).
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Additionally, the algebra K' has a differential p1, which is supported only in idem-
potent (0,0), and which is given by

p1(0) = wz + zw,

extended to other monomials via the Leibniz rule. Finally, X' has a curvature term,
supported in idempotent (1, 1), given by

Ho = P—p4 + Py
It is convenient to write
Ry:=Ip-K' Iy and Rj:=1,-K' I

In [Zem25], the second author constructs rank 1 dualizing bimodules X' [Co]< and

k[Tr]xr, which give equivalences of categories between suitable categories of modules
over K and over K'. The bimodule * [C0]* is given by the following diagram:

o|U

\

wlW > iy & 41z

/)

t|r slo

\ /

T~V 2 iy L eilT

[l

o|U

The bimodule x[77]x: is more complicated, and more details can be found in [Zem?25].
We will define the tensor weight (or just weight) of a monomial in K' to be the
number of letters. For example

wt(wzw) =3 wt(s) =1 wt(wzwzf) =5.

It is convenient to complete KC' over the weight filtration. For our purposes, it is actually
more convenient to complete just RE) under this weight filtration. We write &' for the
algebra with RB completed in this manner. We write

R::) = IO'K:! -I(].

Remark 3.3. Given a type-A module xX', one can tensor with the cotrace bimodule
K'[Co]® to obtain a type-D module © X. The reader should think of the structure

map &' on K'X as encoding the following information. The w weighted component of
8! encodes the map mao(W, —). The f-weighted component encodes ma(U, —). More
generally, if a € K' is a monomial in ' with tensor weight n, then the a component of
o' is equal to the sum of mn+1(a!1, ey a!n, —), ranging over all sequences ay,,...,a; €
{w, z,0,t,7,0_, o4} such that a,---a; = a. Here aé € Ro denotes the dual element
to a; € Rf). (E.g. if a; = w then a} = W, and so forth). We think of the type-D
structure £ X as encoding just a small collection of the actions of the A,.-module X,
from which the entire module X' can be recovered up to homotopy equivalence.
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As discussed in the introduction, the following definition is important for our pur-
poses:

Definition 3.4.

(1) If xX K'is a DA-bimodule, we say that X is U-equivariant if the structure maps
satisfy

5,1L+1(an,...,Uai,...,al,x) :5}L+1(an,...,a1,x)-U,

where -U means to multiply the K factor of d,41(ap,...,a1,x) by U. A mor-
phism of DA-bimodules is called U-equivariant if the analogous condition is
satisfied.

(2) If K XK is a D D-bimodule, we say that X is U-equivariant if the structure map
o1 has a component of the form # ®id ®U (i.e. a self arrow on each generator
weighted by 0|U), and has no other components weighted by a multiple of 6.
We say a morphism of DD-bimodules over (K', K) is U-equivariant if there are
no components weighted by a multiple of 6.

It is straightforward to see that if x XX has U-equivariant structure maps and is
strictly unital, then K [Tr]’C X XX also has U-equivariant structure maps. Similarly,
if flis a strictly unital and U-equivariant morphism of D A-bimodules, then T & fl
has no 6-weighted terms, and hence is U-equivariant in the above sense.

Slightly less obviously, it is also the case that if ’C!)}’C has U-equivariant structure
maps (in the above sense), then x[77]x: XK' PK is strictly unital and has U-equivariant
structure maps. See [Zem25, Corollary 5.8].

4. STAIRCASE COMPLEXES

An important component of the proofs from [CZZ24] was an analysis of staircase
complexes, as well as morphisms between staircase complexes.

Definition 4.1. A staircase complex C is a free chain complex over F[W, Z] with
generators xg, X1, . .., X2, such that 9(xy;) = 0 and

O(X2i41) = X2, W + X042 2%,
for some «;, 5; > 0.

If C = (0: C1 — Cp) is a staircase complex, we define the algebraic grading on C to
be 1 on C; and 0 on Cy.

Another perspective on staircase complexes is that they are free-resolutions of their
homology. That is, if C = (9: C; — Cp) is a staircase complex, then the following
sequence is exact:

OHCOL(AHH*(C)HO.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that A and B are two staircase complexes and F: H.(A) —
H,.(B) is a homogeneously graded F[W, Z]-equivariant map. Then there is a chain
map f: A — B which induces F' on homology and preserves the algebraic grading.
Furthermore, the map f is unique up to chain homotopy. In particular, if f,g: A — B
are two homogeneously graded maps which preserve the algebraic grading and which
induce the same map on homology, then f and g are chain homotopic.
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Since A and B are free resolutions of their homology, the above result follows from
basic homological algebra. (See [Wei94, Theorem 2.2.6]).
We will have use for some slightly less obvious results about staircase complexes:

Lemma 4.3 ([CZZ24, Lemma 5.19]). If S is a staircase complex and f: S — S is a
chain map which shifts the (gry,, gr,)-grading by (—1,—1), then f is null-homotopic.

Remark 4.4. If we write S = Cone(d: S; — Sp), then an endomorphism ¢ of S with
(8rw,8r,)(¢) = (—1,—1) can be written as a sum ¢ = ¢19 + ¢o1 where ¢;; maps S; to
S;. If ¢ is a chain map, then it is easy to see that ¢19 = 0, because 0 is injective as a
map from S; to Sg. The component ¢g; naturally determines an element in the group
Ext%z ,(S,S). The above lemma can be interpreted as the vanishing of the subspace of
this Ext group in (gr,, gr,)-grading (—1, —1).

Lemma 4.3 follows from a slightly more general result, which we will periodically
find useful:

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that A and B are staircase complexes with absolute (gry,, gr,)-
gradings and such that there is a grading preserving chain map I: A — B which is
non-zero on homology. If ¢: A — B is a chain map of grading (—1,—1), then ¢ is
null-homotopic.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as [CZZ24, Lemma 5.19]. Write A as Cone(d4: A; —
Ap) and B as Cone(dp: By — By). The map ¢ can be written as ¢ = ¢g1 + ¢10, where
¢;; maps Aj to B;. Since 04 and Jp are injective, it is easy to see that ¢ is zero, so
it suffices to show that ¢ = ¢¢; is null-homotopic.

Let xg, X2, ...,Xs, be the generators for Ag, and x1, X3, ...,X2,_1 be the generators
for A;. Let ¢ be the minimal index such that ¢ is non-zero on x;. The proof is by
induction on <.

We consider two cases: ¢(x;) is zero in homology, and ¢(x;) is non-zero in homology.
In the first case, if ¢(x;) = (y) for some y € By, then we define a homotopy j which
sends x; to y. The map ¢+ 9(j) vanishes on xq, .. .,X;, X;+1 (i.e. we have increased the
minimal index on which ¢ is non-vanishing by 2). We now consider the case that ¢(x;)
is non-zero in homology. Write 9(x;) = x;—1W" + x;4+1Z™. Now gry, (x;+1Z™) has the
same grading as ¢(x;). We define a map j: A — B which sends x;41 to I(x;11)Z™.

Now ¢ + O(j) vanishes on xg,...,x;—1, and now sends x; to a boundary. Using the
previous argument, we may modify ¢ by a chain homotopy so that it vanishes on
X0, - .-, Xi+1. By induction, the proof is complete. (Il

Another helpful lemma is the following:

Lemma 4.6. Suppose that S is a staircase complex and f: S — S is a grading pre-
serving chain homotopy equivalence. Then f = id.

Proof. Write § = (9: 81 — Sp). Since f preserves the Maslov bigrading, it must also
preserve the algebraic grading. Write f; = fls,. Since H,(S) has rank 1 or 0 in each
(gry,, gr,)-bigrading, the map f must induce the identity map on homology. We observe
that for each generator xo; in algebraic grading 0, there are no other non-zero elements
of § in the same (gry,, gr,)-grading. Therefore f(x2;) = x9;. Since f is a chain map,
we know that

do fi=food.
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Since fo = id, we conclude that
do(fi+id) =0.
Since 0 is injective as a map from Sy to Sp, we conclude f; = id. O

An additional result that we will use concerns endomorphisms of staircases of positive
degree:

Lemma 4.7. Let S be a staircase complex and ¢: S — S be a map which has (gry,, gr,)-
grading (n,n). If n > 1, then ¢ = 0.
Proof. Write xg,X1, ..., Xay, for the generators of S, ordered so that 9(x2;4+1) = xo; W*+
X2i+226i. We observe that

8w (Xiv1) < gry(xi) and  gr,(xit1) > gr,(x:)
for all 7. Suppose ¢(x;) contains a summand of ij“Zb. Suppose that j > 7. Since ¢
has gr,-grading n, we have gr, (x;) — 2a = gry,(x;) + n, or equivalently

grw(xj) - grw(xi) =n+ 2a.

Since j > i, the left hand side is non-positive, while the right hand side is positive, so

this is impossible. If j < ¢, the same argument applies with gr, replacing gr,,. This
completes the proof. O

5. THE CANDIDATE BIMODULE

In this section, we describe our candidate bimodule for a 2-component L-space link,
equipped with framing (0,0). We will write Ky alg(1)X for this bimodule. The candi-
date D A-bimodule, x X*8(L)X, is obtained by tensoring with the trace bimodule from
Koszul duality (constructed in [Zem25]):

kXK = [T BE x2l8(L)K
5.1. The complexes at each idempotent.

5.1.1. Idempotent (0,0). We now describe the candidate module ’C!Q(‘r“lg(L)’C in idem-
potent (0,0). We will view this as a type-DD-module over (R}, Ro), and will write

RE) Xalg(L)Ro'
Schematically, the bimodule Rp yalg (L)Ro takes the following form:
Zw|sz+ ZU}‘sz-f— ZwILz’w“l‘ Z’U)|sz+ Zw‘sz“l‘
wz|sz+ wz‘sz‘i‘ 'U)Z|sz+ ’wZ|sz+ 'LUZ‘sz“F
- Csy—2 Csy—1 Cs, Csy+1 Csiq42-+- . (5.1)

In the above, each of the complexes Cs, is a type-D module over Ry. We define each Cs,
to be the canonical 2 step resolution of the module @,z (k;, k)2 HFL(L, 51, 52).-
This is a torsion free complex by definition of an L-space link. As in Section 3.2, the
free-resolution of this complex is a staircase complex.

In Equation (5.1), we choose the maps L, : Cs;, — Cs,—1 and L,: C5, — Cs,41 to
be any chain maps which have (gr,,, gr,)-grading shift equal to (—2,0) and (0, —2),
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respectively, and which are non-zero on homology. Any two choices of maps for L,, are
chain homotopic as type-D morphisms by Lemma 4.2, and similarly for L.

Before defining L,,, and L., we set some notation. If f: Cs, — Cs’1 is a type-D
morphism, we write O (f) for the morphism differential of f as a map of type-D
modules.

We declare L,,, and L,,, to be any choice of maps such that

Omt(Low) = Lyo L, +1d®U and Ot (Lyz) = L, o Ly, +id ®U,

which have (gr,,, gr,)-grading equal to (—1, —1), and which increase the algebraic grad-
ing (i.e. staircase grading) of Cs, by 1.

Remark 5.1. The above construction is essentially the same as the one appearing in
[CZZ24, Section 5.5], with the maps L, L., Ly, and L., of our present work being
the same as Ly, Lz, hzw and hy, 7 in [CZZ24]. The relation between the perspective
in [CZZ24] and the above D D-bimodule is explained in [Zem25, Section 5.3].

A similar argument to [CZZ24, Proposition 5.9] shows that the induced bimodule
Ro x alg (1)Ro is well-defined up to homotopy equivalence.

The groups ®32€Z+1k(K1,K2)/2 ‘HFL(L, s1, s2) can be read off from the H-function, as
we now recall. Each of the groups HFL(L, s1, s2) is isomorphic to F[U] since L is an L-
space link. By definition, the generator of HFL(L, s1, s2) has gr, grading —2H,(s1, 52)
and gr, grading —2H7,(s1, s2) — 2s1 — 2s2. See, e.g., [CZZ25, Section 4.1].

5.1.2. Idempotent (1,0). We now describe the complexes appearing at idempotent
(1,0). Let S be the staircase complex CFIC(K32), viewed as a type-D module over

F[W, Z]. We define the complex R} X8(L)Ro to be the following:

S T572S 751718 T8 Ts1HS T3S ...

1% o |1 0|U -1 6|U o|U 41 1%

In the above, s; takes values in Z.

We equip each T%'S with Maslov gradings gry,, gr, by identifying it with CFIC(K?).
We define the As Alexander grading A, = %(grw —gr,). We view T%'S as being in A;
Alexander grading si.

5.1.3. Idempotent (0,1). We now consider idempotent (0,1). We define the complex
RbXalg(L)Rl abstractly as o X (K;)FlUl [1FIT T where RBX(Kl)F[U] is the idempo-
tent 0 subspace of the surgery complex of the knot K (treated as a DD-bimodule over
(R, F[U]). In more detail, the AA-bimodule kX (K1)p[y) is described in [Zem21, Sec-
tion 8]. The construction therein is naturally free on the right action of U (with the
left KC-action being U-equivariant), and therefore this naturally describes a type-D A-
bimodule X (K1)FIU). We define the DD-bimodule RoX (K1)FIU] by restricting the
left idempotent, and tensoring with Ri [Co]0. The module [I]F[T’Tﬂ] denotes a type-D
structure with one generator, and vanishing differential.

Using the fact that K7 is an L-space knot, we may produce the following model,
which is smaller and the the one we focus on. Write Hp, : Z — Z=9 for the H-function
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of K1. We will set
n(s1) = Hi, (s1) — Hi (s1 + 1),
which always takes value in {0,1}. Then Ro X alg(L)R1 is given by the diagram

It is convenient to view RoX alg(I)R1 as having the bigrading (gr, gr,), where

(8rw: 81,)(¥s,) = (—2Hk, (s1), —2HK, (s1) — 2s1).
We set
(A1, A2)(y5,) = (51,0).

5.1.4. Idempotent (1,1). Finally, we describe the complexes Ry X8(L)R1. We define
this complex as the following diagram:

o|lU p-1 ogu w11 qu eI qu e+l g

We view the generator T*'e as having a single Maslov grading, gr, where gr(7%'e) = 0.
We view

(Al, Ag)(TSle) = (81, 0)

5.2. The length 1 maps. We now define the length 1 maps of the surgery bimodule.
In our bimodule £ X alg(L)’C, these are the components which shift only one idempotent.
(The term length comes from the perspective of the link surgery complex from [MO10]
as a hypercube, where the “length” refers to the L!'-length of the corresponding line
segment in the cube).

5.2.1. Idempotent (0,0) to (1,0). The maps from idempotent (0,0) to idempotent (1,0)
are described (in slightly different language) in [CZZ24, Section 5.4]. We repeat the
description in our present notation. We pick maps

Lo Li: Cyy =T 228

which are chain maps and are non-zero on homology, preserve the staircase grading,
and which have the following Maslov gradings:

(8w 8r,)(Ls) = (0, —2s1 +€) and (gry,gr,)(Li) = (251 +£,0).
Additionally, we pick maps
L.g: Coy = T 71PHLS and  Lyy: Co, — T 712718,

We assume that these maps increase the algebraic (staircase) grading by 1, and have
grading

(gry,er,)(L.s) = (1,—2s1+ ¢ —1) and (gry,gr,)(Luwt) = (2s1+¢—1,1).



THE LINK SURGERY MODULES OF 2-COMPONENT L-SPACE LINKS 17

Additionally, we require these maps to satisfy
Omt(Lzs) = Lso L, + Ly, oLy and  Oing(huwt) = Lt 0 Ly + Ly_ 0 Ly.

In the above, Ly, : T51S — T51*! @ S are the canonical identifications.

We form the components of 6! from idempotent (0,0) to (1,0) by using the above
maps. The maps L are weighted by s. The maps L; are weighted by ¢t. The maps L
are weighted by zs. The maps L, are weighted by wt. We arrange these as shown
below:

Zw‘sz"F Z’L,U|sz+ Zw|sz+ ZwIsz+ Zwlew+
wz|Lywz+ wz|Lywz+ wz|Layz+ wz|Lywz+ wz|Lywz+
o|U o|lU o|U o|U o|lU

TR VP S
51 -2 Csl 1 CSl Csl+1 Csl+2 e
1Ut|Lwt wtlet thLu)f ’LUt‘Lwt
s|Ls S|LS s|Ls s|Ls s|LS
+t|Lt |Lt N +t‘Lt \ +t| Ly |Lt
zs\ng 28|Lss 28|L.s zs\ng
1 \ \ \ 1
1 /SD+ 4 /90+‘1\ 1 /‘P"P'l\/l /<P+| 3

.oTs1—E/2— 28 Ts1—¢/2— 18 Tsl—£/28 Ts1 Z/2+18 Ts1— Z/2+2S‘--

T[\] \ / 7\ go |1/ T\ \¢ 1 9|l\] \ / 7\

9| o|U o|lU o|U
It is convenient to write WX for the components of the above diagram which are

weighted by multiples of s, and to write ¥ 5 for the components of the above diagram
which are weighted by multiples of .

Remark 5.2. In [CZZ24, Section 5.5], we wrote Ly, L;, hyz and h;p for the maps
we write Lg, L, L,s, and L., above (respectively). In [CZZ24, Section 5.5], we also
included choices of homotopies h,w and h; z, though it is explained in [Zem25, Re-
mark 5.3] that these contain redundant information and do not appear in the Koszul
dual type-DD bimodule.

5.2.2. Idempotent (0,0) to (0,1). We now describe the components of the differential
n X X8 (L)X which go from idempotent (0,0) to (0,1). Write (o), (r) C K for the
ideals generated by o and 7, respectively. We pick
RJ: Csl — YS1—€/2 ® (O—) and RT: Csl — ysl—‘rf/Q ® (7—)
to be the unique maps satisfying the following properties

(1) R? and R" are chain maps.

(2) R? and R” vanish on algebraic grading 1, and are non-vanishing on each mono-
mial generator of Cs in algebraic grading 0.

(3) The maps R and R™ are homogeneously graded with respect to the Alexander
grading and to furthermore satisfy

AL(R%) = —£/2, Ay(R7) =1{/2,

and
As(R™) = Ay(R%) = —4/2.



18 DAREN CHEN, IAN ZEMKE, AND HUGO ZHOU

(See Equation (3.2) our grading conventions).

(4) On each Alexander grading in H(L), R? and R” are homogeneously graded with
respect to (gry,, gr,). On generators which lie in Alexander grading (s1, s2), they
have grading (gry,,er,)(R%) = (0,2s2 + ¢) and (gry,, gr,)(R7) = (—2s2 + £,0).

When defining the grading of the maps R° and R7, we are viewing an element
Y, ®@U"TY0 as having

(grw7 grz)(Ysl @ UlT]O-) = (grw’ grz)(Ysl) - (27;’ 21’)7
and o
(A1, A2)(ys, @ U'T?0) = (s1, ),

and similarly for 7-weighted elements.

We use the map 1|R? + 1|R" as the component of the differential from Rox alg()Ro

RB Xalg( L)Rl

Schematically, we indicate this below:

Z‘U7](517€/271)

/—\

Zlun(si+e/2 z|Un(s1+£/2)

/—\/—\

Y s —0/2— 1 T Ys1—4/2 T Ys1+¢4/2 YS1+Z/2+1 T

U w|U~ n(s1— Z/2 1) U w|U(s1-4/2) w|U=n(s1+4/2) U w|UL~ n(sl+e/2+1) U
o\U

o|U
The following is stralghtforward, and we leave the proof to the reader:

Lemma 5.3. The maps R° and R™ are chain maps of type-D D modules from o x21&([)Ro
to Roxale(L)R1,

Note that in the above, when we say that R’ is a chain map from ™ox2le(L)Ro
to Roxale(L)R1 we are viewing both Rg and R; as being inside of K, and therefore
viewing both modules as DD bimodules over (Rg, ). Furthermore, when we call these
maps chain maps, we mean that the morphism differential vanishes on them.

5.2.3. Idempotent (1,0) to (1,1). The staircase complex & = CFK(K2) extends to a
type-D structure Xy(K32)", which is normalized so that Xy(K3) - I; consists of a single
generator, concentrated in (gr, A) grading 0. See [HMSZ25, Section 5.3] for more
details. Let 67 and 6™ denote the components of the structure map on Xo(K2)* which
are weighted by o and 7.

We define maps U%2 and =52 from RllXalg(L)RO to R!lXalg(L)Rl via the formulas

U2 = 1@ Lpo®6° and U 52 =1@ Ly ®4".
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Here Lp: is the endomorphism of F[T,T~!] which is multiplication by T¢. We define
the components of the differential 61! of X' X#8(L)X which go from RllXalg(L)Ro to
R!lXalg(L)R1 to be the sum of W52 and w2,

5.2.4. Idempotent (0,1) to (1,1). Finally, we define the component of 6%! which goes
from Rox alg(L)R1 to Rix alg(L)R1. We recall that the underlying vector spaces of
Rox alg(1)R1 and R yals (L)®1 are identified with the idempotent 0 and 1 subspaces of
the type-D-structure

K XO(Kl)F[U] _K [CO]K X ]CXO(KI)IF[U}
(which as vector spaces are the same as the idempotent 0 and 1 subspaces of x Xy (K;)FIU).
Write Ly, L, : I - Xo(K1) — Iy - Xp(K7) for the structure maps 04 (o, —) and 63 (7, —).
Then the differentials from RoX alg(L)R1 to Ry alg(L)R1 are given by s ® L, and
t @ T'L,, as shown in the diagram below:

1% 2|Un(=2) 0|U 2| Un(=1) 1% 2|Un(©) % 2| Un() 1%
Y2 Y-1 Yo
\/ \_/ \_/
w|U1*"(*2> w|U1*"(*1> w|U1*"<0> ‘Ulfn(l)
s|Lo+ s|Lo+ s|Lo+ s|Lo+ s|Lo+
tTl L, tTCL, tT L, tTl L, t Tl L,
|l oyl oyl |l
T %e —le T Tle T?e
}|)U o_|1 0(\\)U p-1 }l)U o1 }l)U o1 }l)U

Remark 5.4. In the above diagram, the T* weight on the arrows t|TL, is part of the
R1 output of the map. This is not the same as the T-powers shown along the bottom
row, which are part of the vector space of the module ®1 x2l8(L)R1,

5.3. The length 2 maps. We define the complex Ky alg (L)X to have vanishing length
2 map. (By length 2 map, we mean the component of 5! which goes from idempotent

(0,0) to (1,1)).

Having defined the structure map 6! on K yale (L)X, we state the following:

Proposition 5.5. The bimodule ’C!/"(‘j‘lg(ll)’C satisfies the type-DD structure relation,
and furthermore is well-defined up to U-equivariant homotopy equivalence.

We leave the proof to the reader. Compare [CZZ24, Proposition 5.10].

6. PROOF OF THE EQUIVALENCE

In this section, we prove the following theorem:

Proposition 6.1. If L is a 2-component L-space link in S3, and </ is an arc-system

such that ’C!X(L, )X admits a U-equivariant model, then there is a homotopy equiv-
alence , ’
K xals )k ~ K x(L, o)
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Recall that ' is obtained by completing K' by the weight filtration on idempotent
(0,0). That is, we allow infinite sums of monomials in idempotent (0,0) with increasing
weight, such as ) ;2 (wz)%. In the subsequent Section 7, we prove that the homotopy
equivalence holds also over the uncompleted algebra iC'.

Remark 6.2. In our proof of Proposition 6.1, we the U-equivariant assumption is only
necessary to determine the length 2 map of the complex (i.e. the component of §:!
which shifts both idempotents). We note that our computation of X' (L)R0 in [CZZ24]
never used the U-equivariance property. In our present paper, we assume the U-
equivariance condition even where it is not necessary, because it simplifies our proofs.
Nonetheless, the techniques of this paper extend easily to handle the cases where the
U-equivariance condition is unncessary, such as for the bimodule X (L)RO. We leave
these details as an exercise to the interested reader.

6.1. L-space knots and staircases. In this section, we recall [CZZ24, Theorem 5.14]:

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that CR0 is a type-D structure admitting a (gry, gr,)-bigrading
whose homology module Hg, (i.e. the homology of CR° K Ry equipped with only ma
non-vanishing) has support contained in 27 x 27. Then C™° is homotopy equivalent to
a free resolution of HR,.

Proof. By definition, Hg, is quasi-isomorphic to a free resolution of itself. If A is an
algebra over a field, then in the category of As.-modules over A, quasi-isomorphisms
admit inverses as Ao, module maps (see [Kel01, Theorem, pg 14]), so Hg, is homotopy
equivalent to a free resolution of itself as an A,.-module.

By homological perturbation theory, we can equip the underlying vector space of
Hr, with an As-module structure, denoted Hg,, so that

ﬁRo ~CRr K Ro [RO]RO'
The bimodule g,[Ro]r, is quasi-invertible, with quasi-inverse equal to the rank four
type-DD bimodule ®0AR0 shown below:

1+1
W®+®W¢

1
Ro ARo .
0N = Z®1+1®Z‘/ Z@1+107

qu)VV<§§1+1®3V¢77Z)'

The above is well known, and essentially the Koszul resolution of a module over Ry,
but we refer the reader to [CZZ24, Lemma 5.11] for a proof in our present notation. We

observe that the action ms(—, a, b) from Hp, shifts both of the gr,, and gr, grading by

1, modulo 2, for any a,b € Ry. This implies that m3(—, a,b) vanishes on Hg, because
‘H is supported only in even gr,, and gr, gradings. In particular,

ﬁ’Ro X ROARO >~ HRO X ROARO,
from which we conclude that Hz, ~ Hp,. O

Remark 6.4. The above lemma gives another proof (or at least another perspective on
the proof) of Ozsvath and Szabd’s result [OS05] that the knot Floer complexes of L-
space knots are homotopy equivalent to staircase complexes. Indeed, if K is an L-space
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knot, its homology HFIC(K) can naturally be viewed as a monomial ideal in F[W, Z],
and is supported in even gr,, and gr, grading. The above lemma implies that CFIC(K)
is a free resolution of HFIC(K), which is a staircase complex.

6.2. The complexes at each idempotent. In this section, we will prove the follow-
ing:

Proposition 6.5. Suppose that L C S® is a 2-component L-space link and that K!X(L)’C
is a U-equivariant model of the link surgery complex of L. Write R X (L)% for the
complex at idempotent (¢,e’). Then there is a U-equivariant homotopy equivalence

REX(L)RE' ~ REXalg(L)’Rs/ )
When € = 0, the equivalence is over the completed ring ’Ré.

Proposition 6.1 follows from Lemmas 6.7, 6.8 and 6.9, below.

6.2.1. Idempotent (0,0). For each s € Z + 1k(K1, K2)/2, we write X, and Cy, for
subspaces of RoX (L)Ro and Rox alg(L)Ro which have Aj-Alexander grading s;. We
view X, and Cs, as type-D structures over R by equipping them with the component
of 6&! which is weighted by 1 € Rb.

Lemma 6.6. For all sy, there is a strong deformation retraction

11
#C Xy 72 Co.

We recall that o strong deformation retraction is a diagram as above so that
Hol=1l¢,, Ioll=Ix, +9(H), HoH=0, Hol=0, IloH=0.
Proof. The homology of X, and Cs, are both isomorphic to
EB HFL(L, s1, S2). (6.1)
$2€Z+1k(K1,K2)/2

Since L is an L-space link, the group appearing in Equation (6.1) is supported only
in even (gry,,gr,) gradings. By Lemma 6.3, X, must be homotopy equivalent to a
staircase complex. We have, therefore, a diagram

II
QR X, = Coy DV

where I[To ] =Ix, +0(J) and I oIl = I, + 0(Q). As a first step, we observe that
since Cs, is reduced (i.e. the differential has image in the maximal ideal (W, 7)), the
homotopy equivalence Il o I': C;;, — Cs, must be invertible as a type-D module map
(alternatively, we could use Lemma 4.6 which is particular to staircases). By composing
II with the inverse of this map, we may assume that I1o [ = Ie,, -

The following formula of Lambe and Stasheff [LS87, Section 2.1] gives a homotopy
H: X, — X, which turns the above diagram into a strong deformation retraction:

Q =(I+Tol)oQo (I+10oll)
H = Ql O axsl (@] Q/’
completing the proof. O
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Lemma 6.7. If L is a 2-component L-space link and R!OX(L)RO s U-equivariant,
then there is a U-equivariant homotopy equivalence of DD-bimodules RoX (L)R0 —
'R»E)Xalg(L)RO.

Proof. We will write the structure map R X (L)Ro as
§Ul = @bl 4ot

where d! consists only of the differentials weighted by 1 € RE), and o' consists of
the components weighted by monomials of RE) with weight 1 or greater.
We will write 5;1’; also as d;ié + aiié where d;i; and a;ié are defined similarly to the

above. Lemma 6.6 gives a strong deformation retraction of type-D modules over R

o (@) 2= (@ena)
S1 S1

The endomorphism (1 + H oa®!) is invertible when we work over ’RE), since the inverse

is given by
o0

> (Hoalh)

i=0
The homological perturbation lemma for type-D D modules (compare [LS87, Section 2],
which states the perturbation lemma for chain complexes) gives a homotopy equivalence
(in fact, a strong deformation retraction)

(@ XSI,W) ~ (6]9631,d;i; + 5“)
S1 S1

where
,81’1 — ZHOOél’l ° (Hoal,l)n ol.
n>0

Since H o H = 0, it is easy to see that 81! is U-equivariant (i.e. the only self arrows
consist of # ® id ®U), as are the maps appearing in the above homotopy equivalence.

By replacing RE)X(L)RO with (D, Csy,dit 4+ 851, we can regard RE)/"C'(L)R0 and

alg
Rox alg(1)Ro as having the same underlying vector space, and also the same induced
type-D structures over Rg. We will write X' (L) and Cs, for the common underlying
vector spaces and type-D structures over Rg. We will write 61! for the structure maps
from X (L), and we will write 5;; for the structure maps from X®8(L).

Next, we observe that the w and z weighted terms of §'! have the same (gry,, gr,)-
gradings as the maps L,, and L., defined in Section 5.1. Furthermore, they cannot
be null-homotopic as chain maps from Cs, to Cs,+1 because by Koszul duality the w
weighted component of ! corresponds to the action of W7 on HFL(L), which acts
non-trivially on homology because W1Z; = Uy, and HFL(L) is a free and non-zero
F[U;]-module by definition. A similar statement holds for the z-weighted component.
Also, since the w and z weighted components preserve the (gry,, gr,)-gradings modulo
2, it is easy to see that they must preserve the algebraic (staircase) grading on Cs,.
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Therefore in the construction of RoX?1s (L)R0, we can take L,, and L, to be w and z
components of 65! from X (L).

Next, we consider the components of §1'! which are weighted by wz or zw. Call these
L, and L, respectively. A-priori, L,,, and L,,, may have summands which increase
the algebraic grading by 1, or decrease it by 1. Write L1 L1 and L0 L9 for each of
these summands, respectively. We now modify (RE)X (L)Ro §11) by a homotopy equiva-
lence so that L., and L., increase the algebraic grading, i.e. so that L?,}Z vanishes. By
Lemma 4.3, the maps L?,}Z and Lg}u are null-homotopic. Write hy,;, hzw: Cs; = Cs, ®Ro
for the null-homotopies. We define an endomorphism A = wz ® hy, + 2w & hyy of
(RBX(L)RO, 651). Note that 1+ h is invertible over the completed ring R, so if we ap-
ply Lemma 2.1, we see that (RBX (L)Ro, 511 is isomorphic to a DD-bimodule whose
underlying vector space is X (L), and whose w, z, wz and zw weighted differentials
coincide with those of 5;1; (but which may have differentials weighted by algebra ele-
ments in ’RB with weight larger than 2). Abusing notation slightly, write 6! for the
new structure map on RoX (L)Ro after this perturbation.

We now eliminate the higher weight differentials of 6!, by an inductive procedure
which repeats the ideas used to modify the weight 1 and 2 differentials of 6%'. Write
Luzw and L.y, for the summands of 6! which are weighted by wzw and zwz, respec-
tively. We observe that L., and L,,,, have the same (gr,,, gr,)-gradings as L,, and
L.. By considering the wzw coefficient of the type-DD-structure relation for 6!, we
see that

aint(szw) + LyoLy,+ LyyoL, =0.

1,1

alg has no components with

Since (5;1’; satisfies the type-DD structure relation, and §

T\’,E)—weight larger than 2, and since 5;1’; coincides with 6! on components with RE)
weight 2 or less, we conclude that L., o Ly, + L., o L, = 0. In particular, Ly, is
a chain map when viewed as a type-D morphism from C,, to Cs,—1. The same logic
shows that L., is also a chain map from Cs, to Cs,11.

When we examine the wzwz coefficient of the type-DD structure relation for 6!,
we see that

0~ Lo Lyzw~+ Laws 0 Ly + Lz 0 Lys = Ly 0 Lz + Loz © Ly, (62)

as type-D endomorphisms of Cs,. (The homotopy is given by Ly, and we are also
using the fact that L, o L, = 0 because L,,, increases the algebraic grading by 1).
Recall that the maps L,, and L, are, up to chain homotopy, the unique chain maps
from Cs, to Cs,+1 in their grading which are non-zero on homology. Equation (6.2)
implies that, for each s;, the maps

szzi C51—1 — C51 and szwi Csl — Csl—l

are either both non-zero on homology, or both zero on homology (though the property
of being zero or non-zero may depend on s;1). Define a function

€: Z+1k(K1,K2)/2 — Z/Q

as follows. We set €(s1) =1 if and only L,y : Cs;,—1 — Cs, and Lyyzy: Cs; — Csy—1 are
non-zero on homology. Then we define a map

h: Rox (L)Ro — Rox(L)Re
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which sends x € Cs, to €(s1)wz®x. Observe that 14 h is invertible over the completed
algebra ’R!O, so we can apply Lemma 2.1 using the function h described above, to modify

(RBX (L), %) to an isomorphic type-DD structure whose wzw terms change to Ly, +
€(s1) Ly and whose zwz terms change to L, + €(s1+1)L,. The components weighted
by Rb—elements of weight less than 3 are unchanged. After this modification, all of the
maps hyy, and hy., are still chain maps (when viewed as maps from Cg, to Cs,+1),

however they are all null-homotopic. Abusing notation, we write (RBX (L)Ro, §b1) for
the complex with this modified structure map.

We let jouz: Cs; — Csy41 and Jyzw: Cs; — Cs,—1 be suitably graded null-homotopies.
We define a map

B Rox(L)Ro — Rox(L)Ro

by sending x € Cs, t0 W2W® Jz (X) +2W2 @ fupzo(X). After modifying (Rox (L)Ro, §b1)
using Lemma 2.1 with the function h’, we have produced a homotopy equivalent model

whose differential coincides with our candidate model 5;; on monomials of Rf up to

RE)—Weight 3. Furthermore, this model and the homotopy equivalence are easily seen
to be U-equivariant. We again will write (Rox'(L)R0, §11) for the new complex.

A similar argument works to eliminate components of §%! which are weighted by
wzwz or zwzw. Write

szwm szzw: Cs1 — Csl

for the components of 6! which are weighted by wzwz and zwzw, respectively. Simi-
lar to before, it is straightforward to see that Ly .., and L, are chain maps. Fur-
thermore, we observe that they both have (gr,,,gr,) degree (—1,—1). Write C5, =
(0s,: CL — C2)). The map Lyz> decomposes as a sum LYY, . + LY., where Ly,
maps algebraic grading j to algebraic grading i. Since Js, is injective, we see that
LI, must vanish. The map L9} = is null-homotopic by Lemma 4.3. By a similar
argument, L. is also null-homotopic. Therefore, we may remove the differentials
weighted by wzwz and zwzw by applying Lemma 2.1.

Proceeding inductively, if we construct a model for (’R!OX (L)Ro, 51 so that 6! and

1,1
(5a1g

Lemma 2.1 so that 1! agrees with 5;1’; up to monomials of Ré—weight n+1l. Ifn+1
is even, we may use the same argument as for removing the wzwz and zwzw weighted
terms. If n 4+ 1 is odd, we may use the same argument as for removing the wzw and
zwz weighted terms.

This produces an infinite sequence of maps

fu: X(L) = Ry ® X(L) ® Ro

agree up to Ri-weight n, for some n > 4, we now modify (R!OX(L)RO, §b1) using

which are isomorphisms of DD-modules (for suitable structure maps 6!). The maps
fn are all equal to id +f], where f! involves only monomials of ’RB of length at least
n. Therefore the infinite composition - - - f3o fo o f1 is well-defined, and gives homotopy
equivalence between our original type-D structure o X (L)Ro and R!OXalg(L)RO. As
described earlier, all of these maps are U-equivariant, and it is easy to see that their
inverses are as. ]

6.2.2. Idempotent (1,0). We now consider idempotent (1,0), i.e. I - X' (L) - Io.
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Lemma 6.8. Suppose that R!lX(L)RO has U-equivariant structure maps. Then there
is a U-equivariant homotopy equivalence ™1 X (L)R0 ~ T yale([)Ro,

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 6.7. Write X, and 7% ® S for the
subspaces of ”1 X (L)Ro and Rix alg(1)Ro whose Aj-Alexander grading is s1. By using
only the components of the structure map §"! which are weighted by 1 € R!p we may
view X, and T%' ® S as type-D modules over Rg. Write X' (L)®0 for the direct sum
of all of the X,. By the construction from [Zem23, Section 3], we see that X (L)™0 is
homotopy equivalent to the knot Floer complex of Ko, with twisted coeflicients induced
by the class [K1] € H1(S%). Since H;(S3) = 0, twisting by the class of [K] yields just
the tensor product of CFK(K>) = S with F[T,T~!]. Therefore, X(L)®0 is homotopy
equivalent to F[T, T~!®pS. Since each T51 ®S lies in a different A1-Alexander grading,
we conclude using similar reasoning to the proof of Lemma 6.7 that there is a strong
deformation retraction of type-D structures from X, to T¥' ® §. Furthermore, as in
the proof of Lemma 6.7, the homotopy equivalence can be taken to be U-equivariant.

As in the proof of Lemma 6.7, using the above constructed strong deformation re-
traction, we will view X' (L) and X?8(L) as having the same underlying vector space,
which we denote by X'(L). We write 6! and 5;@ for the two structure maps.

We now consider the components of the differentials which are weighted by non-unit
elements of R'l Write L, and L,_ for the components of 611 which are weighted by
w4+ and @_, respectively. The structure relation

(81?2 + g @ id®1

(where po = @y + ¢_@,) implies that L, o L, ~id and L,_ o L,, ~ id, as
type-D endomorphisms of X, . In particular, L, gives a homotopy equivalence from
T5® S to T°T1 @ S, and similarly for L, . Since L,, and L,_ both preserve the
(gry,, gr,)-bigrading on S, they must be equal to the identity map by Lemma 4.6.
Since Ri X (L)®0 is assumed to be U-equivariant, the only other weight one monomials
appearing in 6! consist of the component 6 ® id @U which occurs on each generator.
We now claim that there are no components of §"'! which are weighted by any
monomials a € R'l which have weight greater than 1. If a € 7?,'1 is a product of ¢ and
¢_ which contains n factors, then write L, for the component of §'! which is weighted
by a. We observe that L, shifts the (gr,,gr,)-grading by (n — 1,n — 1). (It has the
same grading as 8} (T, T, ... T%, =) on X (L)X). We assume by induction that
o1 has no weight j terms for 2 < j < n — 1. If a has weight n, then one verifies easily
that L, is a chain map (when viewed as a map from S to §). Lemma 4.7 implies that
L, = 0. Proceeding by induction we obtain a U-equivariant homotopy equivalence
RllX(L)RO o~ R!lXalg(L)RO, completing the proof. O

6.2.3. Idempotents (0,1) and (1,1). We state the following result:

Lemma 6.9. If Ré}X(L)Rl 1s U-equivariant then there is a U-equivariant homotopy
equivalence o X (L)R1 ~ Roxalg([YR1 The same statement holds for RIIX(L)RI.

The proofs of the above statements are not substantially different than the proofs of
Lemma 6.7 and 6.8, so we leave them to the reader.
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6.3. The length 1 differentials. Using the isomorphisms of the complexes at each
idempotent, proven in Lemmas 6.7, 6.8 and 6.9, we know that x X (L)’C is U-equivariantly
homotopy equivalent to a complex obtained by summing over the complexes of x X' alg(L)’C
at each idempotent, and then adding some idempotent shifting differentials.

We write @51 d+K2 and ¢+E1L+EK2 for the idempotent shifting differentials from
X(L). Here, ®*1 denotes the components of 6! which are weighted by a multiple of
s (on the left), but not by a multiple of ¢ or 7 (on the right). Similarly, ® =% denotes
the components of §''! which are weighted by a multiple of ¢ on the left, but not by a
multiple of o or 7 on the right. The map ®%2 denotes the component of 6! which is
weighted by a multiple of o on the right, but not s or ¢ on the left. The map ® %2 is
similar. The map ®%X1%2 is the component of 6! which is weighted by a multiple of
s on the left and o on the right. The other ®*51: K2 are defined similarly.

We write @:ﬁ? L @j? and @i?l’ﬂ@ for the analogous idempotent shifting differen-
tials from A28(L).

We recall, as in Proposition 6.5, that we are working with a U-equivariant model for
K x (L)’C. This assumption simplifies a number of the arguments, but is only essential
for the map from idempotent (0,0) to (1,1).

6.3.1. Differentials from idempotent (0,0) to (1,0).

Lemma 6.10. The maps <I>K1,§>§é: RBX(L)RO — R!lX(L)RO are U-equivariantly

Ki

chain homotopic. Similarly ® =51 and (I);lg are U-equivariantly chain homotopic.

Remark 6.11. In the statement, we are viewing ’RB and R'l as being subalgebras of
KC', and therefore we can view both ’RE)X(L)R0 and RllX(L)RO as type-DD modules
over KC' and Rg. The claim is that ®X1 and @5; are chain homotopic as morphisms of
type-D D modules, when viewed in this way.

Proof. Write Ly and L; for the components of ®%1 and ® %1 which are weighted by s
and ¢, respectively. Write L?Ig and L?lg for the corresponding components of @ﬁé and

@;? '. We can view these as type-D morphisms from Cs;, to S. From the structure

relations for 81! and 5;1’;, it is straightforward to check that Lg, Ly, L8 and L?lg are
chain maps.

The maps L, and L2 are chain maps from C,, to S which preserve the (gry,gr,)
grading modulo 2. Since ®% induces a quasi-isomorphism Cs, — S for 51 > 0 (compare

[MO10, Lemma 10.1]), it cannot be zero on homology for any s;. By assumption, @ﬁé

has this property, and has the same grading as ®*1. By Lemma 4.2, we conclude that
Ly~ LY et hs, be a choice of homotopy. We define a morphism of D D-bimodules
h: RBX(L)RO — R1X(L)R by sending x € Cs, to s ® hs, (x). By replacing ®*! with
K1 4+ §(h) is a chain map with the same properties, we may assume that L, = L€,
(Here, we are writing d(h) for the type-DD morphism differential applied to h).

We now consider the component of ®¥1 which is weighted by zs. We write L., for
this map. We can decompose this as a sum L9+ LY where L¥, maps algebraic grading
j to algebraic grading i. In our definition of X*!8(L), we may take the zs component
of the differential to be L.

We now show how to eliminate the LY. term of ®% via a chain homotopy.
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For a fixed value s € Ik(K1, K2)/2 + Z, we will write L1, : Cs, — S for the above
map. Firstly, for all large s;, we know that Lg: Cs;, — S is an isomorphism, and also

that L,: Cs;, — Cs,+1 is an isomorphism. We have

(grwvgrz)(LZS;Sl) = (grwvgrz>(LS) + (grw7grz>(LZ) + (17 1)

Identifying Cs, and S via Lg o L., we may view ng; s, as an endomorphism of § which

increases the (gry,,gr,) grading by (1,1). It is not hard to see that L. is a chain

28;81
map, so Lemma 4.7 implies that Lgi;s1 =0 for s; > 0.

In order to eliminate ng; s, for other values of 51, we now define a map j: Rox (L)Ro —

RllX(L)RO. On Cs,, we set j to be

S s T LY, o (L)

t12>51

In detail, this maps Cs, to T51=t/28. The sum is finite because we have already arranged
for LOl7ltl to be zero if ¢; > 0. Also, j maps Cs, to the same copy of S as the map Ls.

z8

It is straightforward to see that
a(j) = L.
Adding this homotopy to ®*1, we may therefore assume that the s and zs coefficients

of ®K1 coincide with those of @gl. Since we assume that < X (L)X is a U-equivariant

model, there cannot be any s or sy, weighted summands, so we conclude that our
K
alg”

The proof for &% is identical, so the proof is complete. O

original ®*1 is chain homotopic to ®

6.3.2. Differentials from idempotent (0,0) to (0,1).

Lemma 6.12. The maps <I>K2,<I>§§: RE)«"C'(L)R0 — RBX(L)Rl are U-equivariantly

2

chain homotopic. Similarly ®=%2 and (I);lé( are U-equivariantly chain homotopic.

Ky

Proof. We focus on constructing a chain homotopy ®%2 ~ & alg”

We can view the map ®%2 as being induced by a map
K2 Ro x(L)R0 K o, [6°]RF — Rox(L)R

where ¢7: Ry — R is the natural algebra morphism described in Equation (3.3), and
Ro[#°]™" denotes the induced DA-bimodule. The correspondence between ¢%2 and
®K2 is as follows. If there is a generator x and ®X2(x) has a summand e ®y ® U'T/0,
then we view ¢’?(x) as having a component a @ y ® U'TV.

By construction of the link surgery formula, the map ¢%2 is a homotopy equivalence.
Therefore, ®%2 and (I)ﬁé must differ by post-composition with a grading preserving

R1 Tt suffices therefore to show that all grading

homotopy automorphism of RoX (L)
preserving, U-equivariant homotopy automorphisms of R!OXalg(L)Rl are chain homo-
topic to the identity. We suppose that F' is such a homotopy automorphism. If a € Rb,
we write F, for the component of F' which is weighted by a.

In each Alexander grading s; € Z, Ry alg(L)R1 contains a single generator, which

we will denote y, .
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If F is a grading preserving homotopy automorphism, then F; must be an isomor-
phism, since there are no R’O—weight 0 components of 6! pointing to or from Vs,
Consequently, F; sends y, to y,, ®1 for all s1.

Next, we observe that F, and F, shift the gr,,-grading by +1 and hence must vanish
since R0 X (L)® is supported in only even gr-gradings.

We now consider F,,, and Fl,. By considering the wzw coefficient of the relation
O(®K) = 0, we see that

szoLz+Lzonw:a(szz)-

In particular, the map F},, is non-zero on y, if and only if F,, is non-zero on y; .

Note that since L, o L,, = id®U, one of L.(y,,) and Ly (yg, 1) must be weighted
by 1 and the other by U. For each s; € Z, we will define E(s;) C {—1,1}, as follows.

(1) We declare —1 € E(s1) if and only if Fy.(y,,) is non-zero and Lz(y,, 1) is
weighted by 1.

(2) We declare 1 € E(s1) if and only if FL,(ys,) is non-zero and Ly (yg, 1) is
weighted by 1.

Note that since F' preserves the (gry,, gr,)-bigrading as well as the Alexander bigrad-
ing, the maps F,, and F,, can only have components whose R factor is 1 € R;.

We now define a homotopy of j as follows. If —1 € E(s1), then we declare j(y,,)
to have a summand of w ® y,, ; ® 1. If 1 € E(sy), then we declare j(y,) to have a
summand of z ® yg,  ® 1. (If E(s1) = {—1,1}, we declare j(y,) to be a sum of the
above two elements).

One checks easily that

0()) =wz® Fy, + 2w @ Foy,.

Therefore we may assume, after chain homotopy, that F,,, and F,, are zero. We
illustrate in Figure 6.1 the situation that E(s;) = {1,—1}.

From here, we proceed by induction to remove the summands of F’ which are weighted
by monomials of higher length. By the same grading argument as above, there can
never be any summands weighted by monomials of the form wz---w or zw---z (i.e.
monomials of odd length). The argument used above to eliminate summands weighted
by wz or zw extends without substantial change to eliminate summands weighted by
monomials of even length greater than 2 (i.e. wz---z and zw - --w). Since F is assumed
to be U-equivariant, there are no components weighted by a multiple of §. We have
thus shown that F' is chain homotopic to the identity, so the proof is complete. O

6.3.3. Differentials from idempotent (1,0) to (1,1) and from (0,1) to (1,1). We now
state the following lemmas:

Lemma 6.13.

(1) The maps K2, @5;: 72ll)c'(L)RO — Rllé‘((L)R1 are U -equivariantly chain homo-
Ko

g

(2) The maps @Kl,q)ggl: Rox(L)® — R!l.)((L)R1 are U-equivariantly chain homo-

topic. Similarly ®~51 and <I>;1§1 are U -equivariantly chain homotopic.

topic. Similarly ®~52 and ¢ .2 are U-equivariantly chain homotopic.

The proof of the above lemma follows from identical reasoning as the proofs of
Lemma 6.10 and 6.12, so we leave the details to the reader.
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FIGURE 6.1. The homotopy j (dashed arrows) which eliminates wz and
zw weighted arrows of F' (solid arrows) when E(s;) = {—1,1}.

6.4. The length 2 differentials. We now analyze the length 2 differentials. The
length 2 differential of the surgery complex decomposes as a sum of four maps, one for
each orientation on L. The map ®X1YX2 (positive orientation on both components)
increases the gr,, grading by 1. For an arbitrary orientation on L, denoted L, if we let
p C {w1,we, 21,22} contain one basepoint from each of K; and Ky, and furthermore
contain z; if and only if o is positively oriented on K; (and contain z; otherwise), then

the map ®* increases gry, by 1 (sce [Zem21, Lemma 6.4 (1)]).

Lemma 6.14. Let L be a 2-component L-space link and suppose that K!X(L)’C s a
U -equivariant model of the link surgery complex for L. If F': RBX(L)RO — RllX(L)Rl
1s a U-equivariant chain map which is weighted by multiples of s and o, and which
has +1 gry,-grading and the same Alexander grading shift as ®K1952  then F is null-
homotopic. The same statement holds for the other orientations on K1 U Ks, as long
as the gry, grading is replaced with the gr, grading, where p C {wy, z1,wa, 22} is as
above.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 6.12, we can interpret the map F' in the statement as
a chain map from

Ro X (L)R0 B gy [¢7]R — Rix(L)R

The left hand side is homotopy equivalent (U-equivariantly) to Rox (L)®1, and so we
can view the map F' instead as a map

F:Rox ()R - Ry ()R

Write y, for the generators of REJX(L)R1 and write 7' e for the generators of R} X (L)~
The only possible components of the map F' are to send y, to zs ® Ts1totle @
UHK1(51)=1 where § is some fixed Alexander grading shift. (Components weighted
by s are impossible since a shift in the Maslov grading by +1 would be impossible
since all generators have even gr,, grading; components weighted by s or sy, are
impossible because we have assumed that F' is U-equivariant). Since § is fixed, and
the module Ri X (L)® has a translation action which shifts this Alexander grading by
1 but preserves the Maslov grading, we can assume that 6 = 0, for convenience.
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Write €(s1) € Z/2 for the coefficient of this component in F. (Le. set e(s;) = 1 if
and only if F'(y,, ) is non-zero). That is, say that

F(y,,) = ¢(s1) - zs @ T e @ UHm (s1)-1, (6.3)

We observe firstly that e(s;) = 0 for s; > 0. This is because Hg, (s1) = 0 for s; > 0,
and so the above equation would involve negative powers of U, which is prohibited. In
fact, we see that e(s1) =0 if Hg,(s1) = 0.

We now define our homotopy by the equation

ive)=| D et | se e Uutmin-t,
t12>s1

It is straightforward to see that this homotopy satisfies 9(j) = F'.
The proof for other orientations on L carries through mutatis mutandis. O

Remark 6.15. The above lemma is false if we omit “U-equivariant” from the statement.
For example, we may take ®%1 o ®¥2 and multiply the X' entries by 6.

6.5. Proof of Proposition 6.1. We now summarize our proof that ’C!X(L)’C o~
K!‘X‘alg(L)K.

Proof of Proposition 6.1. The complex Ky (L)’C decomposes as a hypercube of type-
DD bimodules:

Ry (L)Ro 2240782 by R

K:'X(L)IC — <1>K1+<I>—K1 (biKLiKQ <1>K1+<1>—K1 (64)

Riy(L)Ro — 22078 R ()R

By assumption, all of these complexes and maps are U-equivariant. The complex
K xalg (L)X decomposes similarly.

Proposition 6.5 implies that K x (L)X is homotopy equivalent to a complex similar to
the one in Equation (6.4), but with R!fXalg(L)R” replacing each R!EX(L)RV. Since the
homotopy equivalences are U-equivariant, the resulting hypercube structure maps are
also U-equivariant. Applying Lemmas 6.10, 6.12 and 6.13, we conclude that ®+5i ~
@;é{i, so K'x (L)X is homotopy equivalent to a complex that agrees with Ky (L)~
except possibly along its diagonal (length 2) map. Lemma 6.14 implies that any two
choices of diagonal map are homotopic, which implies that the two hypercubes are
homotopy equivalent, completing the proof. O

7. RELATING THE COMPLETED AND UNCOMPLETED ALGEBRAS

There are several natural ways that we can complete K':

(1) No completions on the algebra K.
(2) Completing K' with respect to the tensor weight filtration on RE).
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(3) Completing ' with respect to the tensor weight filtration on R{, and R).
(4) Completing ' with respect to the tensor weight filtration on R'l

We are interested in the first and second ways of completing the algebra. We will
write X' and KC' for these two manners of completing the algebra. We do not have any
applications of the third or fourth, so we will not consider it in this paper.

Proposition 7.1. There is an Ax-equivalence of categories between K'Mod and ' Mod.

Remark 7.2. Conceptually, the proof is related to the fact that ’RB and RE) have ho-
mology equal to the exterior algebra on two generators. In fact, there is an A,.-algebra
ICLO which is quasi-equivalent to both X' and K'. The algebra ICLO has in idempotent
(0,0) the exterior algebra on two generators in place of R}). See [Zem25, Lemma 3.3].

Proof. We will define Ay,-algebra morphisms ¢ and ¢ and consider the induced bimod-
ules ’C![gf)]’c! and < [t]ir (see [LOT15, Definition 2.2.48]). We will prove that [¢] X [¢]
and [1] X [¢] are both homotopy equivalent to the identity functors. Furthermore, these
bimodules and the morphisms between them will be bounded as D A-bimodules (in the
sense that 6} = 0 if n > 0).

The morphism ¢ is given by the inclusion map ¢: K' — K'. That is, we have ¢; is the
inclusion and ¢; = 0 for j > 1.

The morphism ¢ is more complicated. We begin by defining the map ¢ : KK' — K.
We pick an integer N > 4. (The choice of N is not important for our proof, so we
could pick N =4).

If a € Ip- K' - I is a monomial, we define wty(a) € {0,1} to be 0 if a is not a
multiple of #, and to be 1 otherwise. We write wt(a) for the number of factors of a.
(E.g. wt(wz) = 2, wt(wzwz) = 5). We write wty(a) = wt(a) + wtg(a). Notice that
wt is preserved by u; and pa. We set

é1(a) = {a if wty(a) <N

0 otherwise.

We define ¢; to be the identity on all monomials in idempotent (0,1) or (1,1). If a
and b are monomials in idempotent (0,0), we set

(ab)0 it wti(ab) > N,wty(a) < N,wty(b) < N
0 otherwise.

(bQ(a? b) = {

In the above (ab)’ denotes the monomial obtained from ab by reducing wt by 2 (by
removing the last two non-6 symbols from ab) while preserving wty. For example,
(wzwzwz)' = wzwz and (zwzwd) = zwh. We set ¢2(a,b) to be zero if a or b is not in
idempotent (0,0).

The compatibility condition is proven as follows. The compatibility condition with
one input amounts to the claim that ¢, is a chain map, which is easy to verify. The
compatibility condition on two inputs, a and b, is proven as follows. The compatibility
condition amounts to the claim that

¢1(ab) + ¢1(a)@1(b) + p1ga(a,b) + d2(p1a,b) + d2(a, u1b) = 0.

Note that the claim is only non-trivial when ab # 0. The proof of this relation breaks
into several cases:
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(1) (wty(a) < N, wty(b) < N and wt4(ab) < N) In this case, ¢2(a,b) = ¢2(p1a,b) =
¢2(a, p1b) = 0 and the compatibility condition is straightforward to verify.
(2) (wty(a) > N or wty(b) > N) In this case, ¢1(ab) + ¢1(a)p1(b) = 0, and also
¢2(a,b) = ¢2(p1a,b) = ¢a(a, u1b) = 0, so the compatibility condition follows.
(3) (wty(a) < N, wty(b) < N and wty(ab) > N) In this case, ¢1(a)d1(b) +
¢1(ab) = ab. If wtg(a) = wtg(b) = 0, then pi¢a(a,b) = ab while ¢o(u1a,b) =
¢2(a, pu1b) = 0, so the compatibility condition follows. If wtg(a) = 1 while
wtg(b) = 0, then pipa(a,b) = ¢a(a,u1d) = 0 while ¢o(u1a,b) = ab, so the
compatibility condition follows. The case that wtg(a) = 0 while wty(b) = 1 is
similar. Finally, if wtg(a) = wtg(b) = 1, then ab = pi¢2(a,b) = ¢po(p1a,b) =
¢2(a, p1b) = 0, so the compatibility condition follows.
We now consider the compatibility condition with three or more inputs. We focus on
three inputs since the case of more than three inputs follows from similar reasoning.
Similar to the previous cases, the condition is only non-trivial if all inputs are in
IO-R6~IO. Let F': RB@RB@RB —>RE) be the map

F(a’ b, C) = MQ(QSQ(Q? b)’ ¢1(C)) + M2(¢1 (a)a ¢2(b’ C)) + ¢2(:U’2(a’ b)v C) + ¢2(a’ :U’Q(bv C))

Since ¢35 = 0, this is the sum of all of the terms of the compatibility condition. The
compatibility conditions for one and two inputs imply that F' is a chain map (where
we equip the domain with the differential 41 @ I? +1® p; @ T+ 12 ® p1). Furthermore,
wtg gives a grading on both the domain and the codomain of F' which F increases by
1. Schematically, if we write (Cs — Cy — C1 — Cp) for the domain of F' (where the
subscript indicates the wtg-grading) and (E; — Ej) denotes the codomain, then F
induces a map from Ci to Ey, and F vanishes on C3, C5 and C7. Since F' is a chain
map and the differential vanishes on Ey, we have that uq o F' vanishes. However R(!] has
trivial homology in wtg-grading 1, so pu1: EF1 — FEp is injective, and therefore F' = 0.
Therefore the compatibility condition is satisfied. A similar argument shows that all
of the compatibility conditions with more inputs also are satisfied.
We now construct morphisms of bimodules

! ! f !
Kl B (i — e

which satisfy go f =T and fog=1.

We define f as follows. We set f{(1) = 1 ® 1. We set f} to vanish except on
idempotent (0,0). We set f5(1,a) to vanish unless ¢1(a) = 0 (i.e. wty(a) > N) and
wtg(a) = 0. In this case, we set f1(1,a) = a’0 ® 1, where a’ again means the monomial
obtained by reducing the wt(a) by 2 while preserving wty(a).

One easily checks that f is a morphism of bimodules. We define the map g using
the same formula as f. It is easy to check that both f o g and go f are equal to the
identity.

Next, we construct an isomorphism between [t]icr X K (@] and K!H,Cz. We ob-
serve that the structure maps of < (] X K [¢])ct have the same formula as those from

k! (@] X K:![L] i Furthermore, the bimodule maps f and g we defined above reduce
the weight filtration by at most 1, and hence they induce well defined maps over the
completed algebra K'. In particular, we also conclude that < [t]jc X K [¢])r and ’C!H,C!
are isomorphic, completing the proof. ]
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Ezxample 7.3. The complex x Ltwe y is contractible in 7?'!OMod, because we can
define a null-homotopy H of the identity by H(y) = >.,° j(wz)" ® x. We observe

that this complex is also contractible in RoMod because we can instead take H (y) =
(I4+wz)@x+wl Ry, H(x) = w20 ®x.

As a consequence, we obtain the main theorem:

Theorem 7.4. If o7 is an arc system so that K!X(L; @)K is U-equivariant, then there
is a homotopy equivalence of type-DD bimodules ’C!X(L; ) ~ ’C!Xalg(L)’C.

Proof. Proposition 6.1 implies that there is an equivalence after over the completed
algebra KC'. Proposition 7.1 now implies that this equivalence holds also on the uncom-
pleted algebras K. O

By tensoring the above equivalence with the dualizing bimodule x[77]x:, we obtain
the statement in Theorem 1.2.

8. EXAMPLES

In this section, we illustrate the construction of the bimodules ’C!X‘?‘lg(L)’C when
L is the positively clasped Whitehead link Why = K; U K3, equipped with framing
(A1, A2) = (0,0). We first describe the bimodule ’C!Xalg(Wth)’C, and then we compute
the surgery complex of the knot W C S! x S? obtained by performing 0-surgery to one
component of Why.

8.1. The bimodule X' x2i2 (Wh )X, In this section, we compute the bimodule K X8 (Wh )k,
The (0,0) and (1,0) idempotents of x X*8(Wh)* are described in [CZZ24, Section 6.2]
(see also [CZZ25, Section 4.1]). As described in [Zem25, Section 5.3], the description
of the DD-bimodule over (K', R) is essentially equivalent to this perspective.

In Figure 8.1, we illustrate the H-function of Why. The boxed entry represents
generators of algebraic grading 0 in the (0,0) idemponent.

S1

FiGure 8.1. The H-function of the positively clasped Whitehead link
Why.
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The bimodule Ro.X (Wh, )R takes the following form:

z\W T }
W zw|Z
AU, AU / wz (/ \ | R Py

X_9 X_ 1 XO
M~ w1l — *~ 1 — 7|W/ w\U/ ™ wlv

wz\W 1\
w\W \ J{ w\Z
2

Here, x4, denote the jth generator in the staircase complex Cs, with the first Alexan-
der grading A; = s1, and we denote Xgl by xs, if there is only a single generator in
Cs,. The arrows indicate the §'! differential. Each generator has a #-weighted arrow
0|U pointing to itself by the U-equivariant condition, which we omit from the drawing.
(We will omit such arrows for other idempotents as well to simplify the drawing.)

The gradings of the generators are given by

(8l 81, A1, A2)(x)) = (0,—2,0,1)

(8rw» 815, A1, A2) (%) = (—1,-1,0,0),

(8ly, 815, A1, A2)(x3) = (=2,0,0, 1),
and for s; # 0,
(0,—2s1,51,0) if s3>0,
(251,0,51,0)  if 51 < 0.

Since K> is an unknot (after deleting K1), the complex S = CFK(K3) is spanned by

a single generator, for which we write x’. The bimodule Ry (Wh )R0 therefore takes
the following form:

(grw7 grz7 A17 AQ)(XSI) = {

/<P+‘1\\ /L'OHl\,L /<P+|1\/l _p4l
T-1x’/ T/ Tix!

~
Ko
e n— e n—" e n—

o
where x’ is the generator of CFK(K?2), and K> is the unknot. We set
(8l g1, A1, A2)(T'X) = (0,0,1,0).
The (0, 1) idempotent 20X (Wh. )R takes the following form:

/z|U /z|1

it
: Y1 Yo Y1
S~ w1 — ~uwl Swu Selu

st

Since K7 is the unknot, we compute

n(s1) = Hg,(s1) — Hi,(s1 + 1) = max {0, —s1 } .
The gradings of y, are given by

(0, —281, S1, O) if s1 > 0,

’ zaAaA S = i
(8w, 815, A1, A2)(ys,) {(231,0,51,0) if 51 <0.
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The (1,1) idempotent R x (Wh, )®1 takes the following form:

1
/<P+| ~

el

T le
K¢7|1/

1\¢_|1/

P

TY%
Ko

Tle
o

e A

—~
S

which is the same for every two-component L-space link in S3. Each generator T"e has
a single Maslov grading equal to 0, and has Alexander gradings (A1, 42)(T"e) = (4,0).

The length 1 map &1 + =K1 . RBX(Wth)RO — R!lX(Wth)RO is shown below
(this computation is also performed in [CZZ24, Section 6.2])

0

X0
Z\W /T
1|W zw\Z \
U
/z|U\ /Z‘ ~ /Z\l\ /z\l
bX(Why)Ro - X_ x,1 W,}
‘\w|1/ r\wll/ / ‘ &w\U/ Yl\w‘U/
wz|W 1|1Z
w‘W \ y ﬂl/
4K p-K1  — s|U? slU 5|1 s)1
+o 1 +t1 / jL‘ZZ U +t|U?
s|W
+t|W
R . et~ ety /Wllx\/ P ., ey el
1X(Why)'*o T2/ T-1%/ TOx! Tly! T2y
*< —
e ‘\wll/ ‘\w—h/ S~ S~ i eIl

Next, we compute the length 1 map ®+52 + &=K2 : Ro x(Wh)Ro — Rox(Wh, )R
by the description in Section 5.2.2. The result is drawn in the following picture

7 Xg
2|W /T\ z|Z
/1|W zw|Z
! z|U /z\U\ / w\Z \ le\,x /zll\
RoX(Wh)Ro X_2 X 1 /> X1 X2 .
“~ w1 — *~ w1~ wlU =~ wlU "
wz\W l\Z
w|W \\ J
o K2 {p— K2 1o 1o 1|To’ 1o 1|0
+1|7 +1|r +1\UT7' +1|7 +1|7
1HUT o
+1|T*1
! z\U\ /Z\U\ /Z‘U\\l /z|1\J /z|1\l /z|1\
ROX(Wh+)R1 9 _ 0
Kw‘l/ Kw\l/ &w‘l/ r\w\U/ &w‘U/ &’LU‘U/
For example, we have
0 0
gr(RU(XO)) - gr(xo) + gr(RJ) - (07 —2,0, 1) + (07 2,0, 0) = (07 0,0, 1)7

where gr = (gry,, gr,, A1, A2) and y, has grading gr = (0,0,0,0). Therefore,
RU(XS) =yo®T,
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where T in the coefficient carries the grading As = 1. This corresponds to the arrow
1|/To from xJ to y,. The rest of the components can be computed in the same manner.

Next, we compute the length 1 map ®T51 4+ &~K1 : Ro x(Wh )Rt — Ri X (Why )R,
Since K is the unknot, the 0-framed knot surgery complex xXo (K 1)F[U] has the action

Lo(y) = L:(y) = e,

where y (resp. e) is the unique generator in the 0 (resp. 1) idempotent of xXo(K7)FIYl.
The linking number of the Whitehead link is 0. Therefore, by the description in Section
5.2.4, the length 1 map takes the following form:

R ® /Z‘U\ /Z‘U\ /ZlU\ /Z‘l\ /2‘1\ /Z‘l\l
0 X (Why )™ - Y-2 - Yo Y1 Y2 e
St~ ‘ ~ " ‘ S~ w1 ‘ ™~ v~ ‘ "~ iy~ ‘ "~ wlv—"
_ s|U? s|U s|1 s|1 s|1
PHE14p-K1 = 1 +t)1 +[1 +t|U +t|U?
| [ I | | |
' P . el e el - PR ‘ P : el
RiX(Whp)® -+ T 2e T le TYe Tle T?e
S S~ pn— ~e_n— ~e_pn- ~e_n-— ~p_n

Finally, we compute the length 1 map ®+524&=K2 : R x(Wh, )R — Ri X (Wh, ).
Since K3 is the unknot, the O-framed surgery complex Xy(K2)X takes the form:

x' Tt e, (8.1)

where x’ (resp. e) is the unique generator in the 0 (resp. 1) idempotent of Xo(K>)r.
Then, by the description in Section 5.2.3, the length 1 map takes the following form

! ® el el el el el el
1X(Why)™ L. T2x/ T 1%/ T/ T/ 2% e
~~ —
S ‘ S~ n— ‘ e " ‘ o n— ‘ o n— ‘ e |1
_ 1o 1o 1o 1o 1o
+ K- K: —
erirteTh = +1|r +1|7 +1|7 +1|7 +1|7
' l /%’Hl\‘ l el l el l el l P l el
RLY(Why)Rt - T % T 'e TO% Tle T2

Sen S~ ~en— e e pn— e n—
The length 2 maps FKv+K2 R!OX(Wth)RU — R!lX(Wh+)R1 vanish.

8.2. The Whitehead knot in S x S2. We now compute the surgery complex of the
Whitehead knot W C S x S? obtained by performing 0-surgery to K. Using the
type-AA bimodule x[77]x: defined in [Zem25, Section 3.4], we have

Xo(S' x 2, WK ~ Xp(U)F R [ Tr] e B 5 228 (Whe ), (8.2)
Here, U is the unknot in S3, with the O-framed surgery complex Xo(U)* shown below:
XU = ( Xg 25 X, ).

It is straightforward to see directly from the construction in [Zem25, Section 3.4]
that the only sequence of monomials a1, ...,a, € K' such that

m1|1|n(07 Lay,..., an) 7& 0
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has n =1 and a; = s. The analogous claim holds for sequences that pair non-trivially
with 7.

The idempotent 0 subspace of Xy(S' x S2, W)X is therefore given by the infinite
complex

Xolx{
W
- Xolx—2 Xolx—1 Xo\x(l) Xolx1 Xolxg - -+
Z
14U 14U Xo|x2 14U 14U?2
C X T2 Xy T 1% X1 T X4 |T %! X4 |T%x" -

Idempotent 1 of the tensor product is given by

- Xoly_o Xoly_4 X0|y0 Xolyy Xolyg -
14-U? 1+U 14U 1+U2
X4 |T % X|T e X1 |T% X |T'e Xq|T?%e- -

We note that in both idempotents (0,0) and (1,1) of IC, the element 14 U" is a unit if
n > 0 since we complete IC with respect to the U-adic topology (see [Zem23, Section 4.2]

for more on completions on K). In particular, after homotopy equivalence, we may
remove all of the generators except

Xolx), Xolxg, Xolx3, Xi|T°%, Xglyy, and X;|T%e.

Furthermore, using the description of ®%2 and &2 above, we compute easily that
the resulting model for Xy (S* x S2, W)X takes the following form:

Xolx3
% K
Xo(St x 2 WK ~ Xolx) Xo|x3 X |T0%/
\ / & o+T
UT lo4+T 17 To+UTT
Xolyo X;|T%

Remark 8.1. Note that Xp(S! x S2, W)X is isomorphic to Xy(Th3)* @ Ap(U)*.



38

[BLZ22]
[BLZ24]
[CZ724]
[CZ725]
[GN15]
[HMSZ25]
[Kel01]

[Liul7]
[LOT15]

[LOT18]
[LS87]
[MO10]
[0S04]
[0S05]
[0S08]
[0S19]
[Ras03]
[Sei0g]
[Wei94]
[Zem?21]
Zem23]
(Zem25]

[Zem]

DAREN CHEN, IAN ZEMKE, AND HUGO ZHOU

REFERENCES

Maciej Borodzik, Beibei Liu, and lan Zemke, Lattice homology, formality, and plumbed -
space links, 2022. arXiv:2210.15792. In Press, Journal of the European Math. Society.

, Heegaard Floer homology, knotifications of links, and plane curves with noncuspidal
singularities, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 24 (2024), no. 9, 4837-4889.

Daren Chen, Ian Zemke, and Hugo Zhou, L-space satellite operations and knot Floer ho-
mology, 2024. e-print, arXiv 2412.05755 [math.GT].

, Applications of the L-space satellite formula, 2025. e-print, arXiv 2509.20288
[math.GT].

Eugene Gorsky and Andras Némethi, Lattice and Heegaard Floer homologies of algebraic
links, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 23 (2015), 12737-12780.

Kristen Hendricks, Abhishek Mallick, Matthew Stoffregen, and Ian Zemke, The link surgery
formula and equivariant surgeries, 2025. e-print, arXiv 2507.12809 [math.GT].

Bernhard Keller, Introduction to A-infinity algebras and modules, Homology Homotopy
Appl. 3 (2001), no. 1, 1-35.

Yajing Liu, L-space surgeries on links, Quantum Topol. 8 (2017), no. 3, 505-570.

Robert Lipshitz, Peter S. Ozsvéath, and Dylan P. Thurston, Bimodules in bordered Heegaard
Floer homology, Geom. Topol. 19 (2015), no. 2, 525-724.

Robert Lipshitz, Peter S. Ozsvath, and Dylan P. Thurston, Bordered Heegaard Floer homol-
o9y, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 254 (2018), no. 1216, viii+279.

Larry Lambe and Jim Stasheff, Applications of perturbation theory to iterated fibrations,
Manuscripta Math. 58 (1987), no. 3, 363-376.

Ciprian Manolescu and Peter S. Ozsvath, Heegaard Floer homology and integer surgeries
on links, 2010. e-print, arXiv:1011.1317 [math.GT].

Peter Ozsvath and Zoltan Szabd, Holomorphic disks and knot invariants, Adv. Math. 186
(2004), no. 1, 58-116.

Peter Ozsvath and Zoltan Szabd, On knot Floer homology and lens space surgeries, Topology
44 (2005), no. 6, 1281-1300.

Peter Ozsvath and Zoltan Szabd, Holomorphic disks, link invariants and the multi-variable
Alezander polynomial, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 8 (2008), no. 2, 615-692.

Peter Ozsvath and Zoltan Szabd, Algebras with matchings and knot Floer homology, 2019.
e-print, arXiv 1912.01657 [math.GT].

Jacob Rasmussen, Floer homology and knot complements, Ph.D. Thesis, 2003.
arXiv:math/0306378.

Paul Seidel, Fukaya categories and Picard-Lefschetz theory, Zurich Lectures in Advanced
Mathematics, European Mathematical Society (EMS), Ziirich, 2008.

Charles A. Weibel, An introduction to homological algebra, Cambridge Studies in Advanced
Mathematics, vol. 38, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1994.

Tan Zemke, Bordered manifolds with torus boundary the link surgery formula, 2021. e-print,
arXiv 2109.11520 [math.GT].

, A general Heegaard Floer surgery formula, 2023. e-print, arXiv 2308.15658
[math.GT].

, Koszul duality and the link surgery formula, 2025. e-print, arXiv 2507.09964
[math.GT].

, U-equivariant models of link surgery complexes. In preparation.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, CALIFORNIA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY, PASADENA, CA, USA
Email address: darenc@caltech.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF OREGON, EUGENE, OR, USA
Email address: izemke@uoregon.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN, ANN ARBOR, MI, USA
Email address: hugozhou@umich.edu



	1. Introduction
	Acknowledgments

	2. Algebraic background
	2.1. Type-D, A, DA and DD bimodules
	2.2. A perturbation lemma

	3. Heegaard Floer background
	3.1. Knot and link Floer homology
	3.2. L-space knots and links
	3.3. The link surgery complex
	3.4. The surgery algebra K
	3.5. The Koszul dual algebra K!

	4. Staircase complexes
	5. The candidate bimodule
	5.1. The complexes at each idempotent
	5.2. The length 1 maps
	5.3. The length 2 maps

	6. Proof of the equivalence
	6.1. L-space knots and staircases
	6.2. The complexes at each idempotent
	6.3. The length 1 differentials
	6.4. The length 2 differentials
	6.5. Proof of Proposition 6.1

	7. Relating the completed and uncompleted algebras
	8. Examples
	8.1. The bimodule K! Xalg(Wh+)K
	8.2. The Whitehead knot in S1S2

	References

