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ABSTRACT. In this paper we discuss a general strategy to detect the absence of weakly
symplectic fillings of 𝐿-spaces. We start from a generic 𝐿-space knot and consider (pos-
itive) Dehn surgeries on it. We compute, using arithmetic data depending only on the
knot type and the surgery coefficient, the value of the relevant geometric invariants used
to obstruct fillability. We also provide a new example of an infinite family of hyperbolic
𝐿-spaces that do not admit weakly symplectic fillings. These manifolds are obtained via
rational Dehn surgery on the 𝐿-space knots {𝐾𝑛}𝑛 described in [BK22]. This is a new
infinite family of manifolds that lie inside {Tight} but not inside {Weakly Fillable}.

1. INTRODUCTION

Understanding whether a closed 3-manifold 𝑀 admits a tight contact structure is one
of the most relevant questions in 3-dimensional contact topology. It is known that any
manifold admitting a taut foliation has a fillable and hence tight contact structure [ET98].
It is also known that a Seifert fibered 3-manifold admits a tight contact structure if and
only if it is not (2𝑞−1)-surgery on the (2, 2𝑞+1)-torus knot, for 𝑞 ≥ 1 [LS09]. Therefore the
existence question is fully answered for Seifert fibered 3-manifolds. Due to the intrinsic
dichotomy of geometric manifolds, it only remains to consider the following problem:

Question 1.1. Does every hyperbolic 3-manifold admit a tight contact structure?

Up to now no example of hyperbolic 3-manifold without tight contact structures has
been produced. As mentioned before, taut foliations can be perturbed into fillable and
hence tight contact structures.

Recall that an 𝐿-space is a rational homology sphere 𝑌 with the simplest possible Hee-
gaard Floer homology, in the sense that 𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑘𝐻𝐹(𝑌) = |𝐻1(𝑌;ℤ)|. A result of [OS04]
shows that the existence of a taut foliation ensures 𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑘𝐻𝐹(𝑌) > |𝐻1(𝑌;ℤ)|. It follows
that 𝐿-spaces do not admit taut foliations. It is thus natural to consider hyperbolic 𝐿-
spaces to try and construct a hyperbolic 3-manifold with no tight contact structures.

Another relevant notion closely related to tightness is that of a symplectic filling. A
contact manifold is symplectically fillable if it bounds a symplectic manifold with a certain
boundary condition. Depending on the conditions imposed on the boundary we obtain
different notions of symplectic fillability. We are mainly interested in weakly symplectically
fillable manifolds.
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Definition 1.2 (Weak fillability). A contact manifold (𝑀, 𝜉) is weakly fillable if 𝑀 is the
oriented boundary of a symplectic manifold (𝑋, 𝜔) and 𝜔 |𝜉 > 0.

This is not the only notion of fillability - one can require a manifold to be strongly
or Stein fillable, for example. These notions are stronger and imply weak fillability. A
contact 3-manifold with no weak fillings has no other type of symplectic fillings.

Trying to understand whether a manifold admits weakly fillable tight contact structures
is an interesting question on its own. Even if it is well known that weak fillability is
stronger than tightness [EH02], finding examples of manifolds not having weakly fillable
contact structures is still a decent starting point to try and answer Question 1.1.

In this paper we construct an obstruction for weak fillability of 𝐿-spaces. Our inspira-
tion comes from the work of [LL19; KT17]. The manifolds considered in [LL19; KT17] are
hyperbolic 𝐿-spaces obtained via rational Dehn surgery on the pretzel knots 𝑃(−2, 3, 2𝑞+1).
Here we show how their strategy can be used for a general 𝐿-space knot 𝐾. Recall these
are knots that admit a positive integral surgery to an 𝐿-space.

Roughly speaking, the strategy goes as follows. If the 𝐿-space constructed via 𝑛-
surgery on the knot 𝐾 has symplectic fillings, such fillings need to be negative definite
[OS04]. On the other hand, if the surgered manifold has a negative definite symplectic
filling (and the surgery coefficient is square-free) its 𝑑-invariants have to satisfy some
inequality (see Theorem 2.1). Therefore if the inequality does not hold, 𝑛-surgery on 𝐾

cannot admit weakly symplectic fillings.
In this paper we use an explicit description of the symmetrized Alexander polynomial

Δ𝐾(𝑡) of 𝐾 to give a general computation of the 𝑑-invariants of the 𝑛-surgery on 𝐾. In
short, the symmetrized Alexander polynomial of 𝐾 can be uniquely described by a vector
𝑟 = (𝑟1 , · · ·, 𝑟𝑘) (see Lemma 2.3 and the discussion below it.). Using 𝑟 and a formula from
[OS12a] (see Theorem 2.2) we can then write down the values of the 𝑑-invariants using
only the entries 𝑟𝑖 of 𝑟 and 𝑛.

We show the following result:

Theorem 1.3 (General obstruction). Let 𝐾 be an 𝐿-space knot of genus 𝑔(𝐾) and symmetrized
Alexander polynomial described by 𝑟 = (𝑟1 , · · ·, 𝑟𝑘). Let 𝑛 ∈ ℕ with 𝑛 ≥ 2𝑔(𝐾) − 1. Suppose
𝑛 is square-free. The 𝑑-invariants can be computed as in Theorem 2.7 using only 𝑟 and 𝑛. If the
invariants fail to satisfy the inequalities in Theorem 2.1, then the manifold 𝐾(𝑛) has no weakly
symplectically fillable contact structures.

We then consider the infinite family of hyperbolic 𝐿-space knots {𝐾𝑛}𝑛 described in
[BK22] (see Figure 1). This is a quite interesting family of knots, since it might provide an
infinite family of 𝐿-space knots that are not braid positive. In [MT23, Corollary 1.5] it is
shown that any braid positive knot is fillable (by this we mean that it has some positive
surgery that admits weakly symplectic filllings).

Question 1.4. Are the knots {𝐾𝑛}𝑛 fillable?
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2𝑛 + 1

FIGURE 1. The braid 𝛽𝑛 whose closure gives the knot 𝐾𝑛

In order to check whether the 𝐾𝑛’s are fillable it suffices to check all the slopes in the
range [2𝑔(𝐾𝑛), 4𝑔(𝐾𝑛)]. This is because in [MT23, Proposition 1.7] it is shown that if a
knot is fillable then the minimal slope that admits fillings lies in the interval [2𝑔(𝐾𝑛), 4𝑔(𝐾𝑛)].

In this paper we do not show that the 𝐾𝑛’s are not fillable. The interval we are able
to study with our techinques is considerably smaller than [2𝑔(𝐾𝑛), 4𝑔(𝐾𝑛)]. However,
it does give some evidence against the existence of weakly symplectically fillable struc-
tures. 1

We prove the following two results .

Theorem 1.5. Let 𝑛 ≥ 1 ∈ ℕ so that there is a square-free integer in {8𝑛 + 3, 8𝑛 + 5}. Let 𝑚 be
the maximal such square-free number and 𝑞 a rational number so that 𝑞 ∈ [8𝑛 + 3, 𝑚]. Let 𝐾𝑛(𝑞)
denote the 𝑞 rational Dehn surgery along the knot 𝐾𝑛 . Then 𝐾𝑛(𝑞) is (generically) a hyperbolic
3-manifold that admits no weakly symplectically fillable contact structures.

Here by generically we mean that we are excluding the exceptional (i.e. not giving a
hyperbolic manifold) slopes that potentially live in the interval, since these are finite by
Thurston’s hyperbolic Dehn surgery theorem.

Moreover, after proving an existence result for tight contact structures, we obtain the
following:

Theorem 1.6. Let 𝑛 ≥ 1 and 𝑞 ∈ ℚ. Then the manifolds 𝐾𝑛(𝑞) admit a tight contact structure
for 𝑞 ∉ [8𝑛 + 1, 8𝑛 + 3].

Moreover if 8𝑛 + 5 is square-free, the family 𝐾𝑛(𝑞), 𝑞 ∈ (8𝑛 + 3, 8𝑛 + 5] ∩ ℚ , contains an
infinite family of hyperbolic 𝐿-spaces that admit tight contact structures but do not admit weakly
symplectically fillable contact structures.

Remark 1.7. There is still no clear way to understand whether the surgery coefficient 𝑞 =

8𝑛 + 3 produces a manifold admitting tight contact structures. The contact surgery with

1It is important to remark that even if the knots 𝐾𝑛 were shown to be fillable this would not imply that
they are braid positive.
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contact framing zero leads,by definition, to an overtwisted contact structure. It is possible
that 𝐾𝑛(8𝑛 + 3) provides an example of a manifold without tight contact structures.

1.1. Structure of the paper. The paper is structured as follows: in Section 2 we introduce
the general algorithm to define the obstruction for weakly symplectic fillings. In Section
3 we introduce the family of knots {𝐾𝑛}𝑛 and prove Theorem 1.5. In Section 4 we then
show that most of the manifolds included in Theorem 1.5 admit tight contact structures.

2. L-SPACE KNOTS AND A GENERAL OBSTRUCTION FOR WEAK FILLABILITY

Let 𝐾 be an 𝐿-space knot in 𝕊3. Recall this is a knot that has a positive integral surgery
to an 𝐿-space. By [LS07], we know that for an 𝐿-space knot 𝐾 of genus 𝑔(𝐾), every 𝑟

surgery with 𝑟 ≥ 2𝑔(𝐾) − 1 yields an 𝐿-space. We hence consider surgery coefficients
𝑛 ≥ 2𝑔(𝐾) − 1 throughout the rest of the paper.

We use the following obstruction for a certain 3–manifold to bound a negative definite
4-manifold.

Theorem 2.1 ([OS12a, Theorem 2]). Let 𝑌 be a rational homology sphere with |𝐻1(𝑌;ℤ)| = 𝛿.
If 𝑌 bounds a negative definite 4-manifold 𝑋, and if either 𝛿 is square-free or there is no torsion
in 𝐻1(𝑌;ℤ), then:

𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑡∈𝑆𝑝𝑖𝑛𝑐(𝑌)4𝑑(𝑌, 𝑡) ≥
{

1 − 1
𝛿 if 𝛿 is odd or

1 if 𝛿 is even.

Recall that due to work of [OS12a], when 𝑛 is an integer we can enumerate the 𝑆𝑝𝑖𝑛𝑐

structures on the surgered 3-manifold 𝐾(𝑛) indexing them by integers 𝑖, with |𝑖 | ≤ 𝑛/2.
Additionally, if 𝐾 is an 𝐿-space knot, then the 𝑑-invariants of integral surgeries can be
computed by the following formula:

Theorem 2.2 ([OS12a, Theorem 6.1]). Given 𝑛 ∈ ℕ and ∀|𝑖 | ≤ 𝑛/2, we have:

(1) 𝑑(𝐾(𝑛), 𝑖) = 𝑑(𝑈(𝑛), 𝑖) − 2𝑡𝑖(𝐾) =
(𝑛 − 2|𝑖 |)2

4𝑛
− 1

4
− 2𝑡𝑖(𝐾),

where 𝑈 is the unknot, 𝑡𝑖 the torsion coefficient :

(2) 𝑡𝑖(𝐾) =
∑
𝑗>0

𝑗𝑐 |𝑖 |+𝑗 ,

and 𝑐ℎ is the coefficient of 𝑡ℎ in the symmetrized Alexander polynomial of 𝐾.
Theorem 2.1 gives us a strategy to study weakly symplectic fillings of the surgered

manifolds 𝐾(𝑛) when 𝑛 is square-free. Suppose that all the 𝑑-invariants (which can be
computed using Theorem 2.2) fail to satisfy the inequalities in Theorem 2.1. Since 𝐾(𝑛) is
an 𝐿-space, by [OS04] all of its symplectic fillings are negative definite. The existence of
such a negative definite filling would then contradict our assumption on the 𝑑-invariants.

Hence, if we can show the 𝑑-invariants associated to 𝐾(𝑛) do not satisfy the required
bounds then we have an obstruction to weak fillability. We therefore procede to describe
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a way to compute the 𝑑-invariants associated to 𝑛 ≥ 2𝑔(𝐾)−1 surgeries on 𝐾 for a general
𝐿-space knot.

First we note that for an 𝐿-space knot there is a specific description of its symmetrized
Alexander polynomial.

Lemma 2.3 ([OS05, Corollary 1.3],[HW18, Corollary 9]). If 𝐾 ⊂ 𝕊3 is a knot which admits
an 𝐿-space surgery, then:

(3) Δ𝐾(𝑡) =
𝑘∑

𝑖=−𝑘
(−1)𝑘+𝑖𝑡𝑛𝑖

for some sequence of integers 𝑛−𝑘 < 𝑛−𝑘+1 < · · · < 𝑛𝑘−1 < 𝑛𝑘 satisfying 𝑛𝑖 = −𝑛−𝑖 . Additionally
we know that 𝑛𝑘 − 𝑛𝑘−1 = 1.

Roughly speaking, since the coefficient associated to 𝑡𝑛𝑖 is either 1 or −1 it is not hard
to compute the torsion coefficients 𝑡 𝑗 using Equation (2). We provide a general algorithm
to do it.

We always assume in the following that 𝑘 = 2ℎ is even. The odd case is similar and we
do not discuss it here. Define integers 𝑟𝑖 (for 𝑖 = 1, · · ·, 𝑘) as follows:

(4) 𝑟𝑖 = 𝑛𝑘+2−2𝑖 − 𝑛𝑘+1−2𝑖 .

The coefficient 𝑟𝑖 encodes a "jump" in the Alexander polynomial. By this we mean that 𝑟𝑖
determines the distance between two consecutive exponents 𝑛𝑘+2−2𝑖 and 𝑛𝑘+1−2𝑖 in Δ𝐾(𝑡).

The jumps that are described by the 𝑟𝑖’s are actually every second step. However since
the polynomial is symmetric the coefficients 𝑟𝑖 are enough to compute all the exponents
appearing in Δ𝐾(𝑡). In other words 𝑟 := (𝑟1 , · · ·, 𝑟𝑘) uniquely determines Δ𝐾(𝑡).

Remark 2.4. We point out that there is a result [Krc18, Theorem 1.5] that imposes addi-
tional conditions on the 𝑟𝑖’s for an 𝐿-space knot. As such, not all vectors 𝑟 = (𝑟𝑖)𝑖 can arise
from the Alexander polynomial of an 𝐿-space knot.

More precisely, if Δ𝐾(𝑡) is the symmetrized Alexander polynomial of an 𝐿-space knot
𝐾 with 𝑛𝑖 and 𝑟𝑖 as above, then we have the following additional inequality for the values
of 𝑟𝑖 :

(5)
𝑗∑
𝑖=2

𝑟𝑖 ≤
𝑘∑

𝑖=𝑘−𝑗+2

𝑟𝑖

for any 𝑗 ≤ 𝑘.

Back to our main question, by definition of the torsion coefficients 𝑡 𝑗 = 0 for 𝑗 ≥ 𝑔(𝐾).
We need to understand when and how the torsion coefficients start to change. Using a re-
cursive formula for torsion coefficients we derive an expression for 𝑡 𝑗(𝐾) that is written in
terms of the 𝑟𝑖 . To help the reader visualise our computations we will end the discussion
with a worked out example.
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We first define the following quantities:

𝐴 𝑗 =

𝑗∑
𝑖=1

𝑟𝑖 ,

𝐵 𝑗 =

𝑘∑
𝑖=𝑘−𝑗+1

𝑟𝑖 ,

𝐶𝑙 =

𝑘∑
𝑖=𝑘−𝑙+2

𝑟𝑖 ,

for 𝑗 = 1, · · · , ℎ and 𝑙 = 2, · · · , ℎ. We also denote:

𝑎 𝑗 = 𝑔(𝐾) − (𝐴 𝑗 + 𝐵 𝑗)
𝑏𝑙 = 𝑔(𝐾) − (𝐴𝑙 + 𝐶𝑙)

for 𝑗 = 1, · · · , ℎ and 𝑙 = 2, · · · , ℎ. We artificially impose 𝑎0 = 𝑔(𝐾) and 𝑏1 = 𝑔(𝐾) − 1.

Lemma 2.5. Let 𝐾 be an 𝐿-space knot with genus 𝑔(𝐾) and symmetrized Alexander polynomial
described by 𝑟 = (1, ..., 𝑟𝑘) with 𝑘 = 2ℎ. Let 𝑎𝑖 , 𝑏𝑖 be defined as above. Then the difference
between the torsion coefficients for 𝑗 ∈ {1, · · · , 𝑔(𝐾)} is given by the following equation:

(6) 𝑡 𝑗−1(𝐾) − 𝑡 𝑗(𝐾) =
ℎ−1∑
𝑖=0

𝜒(𝑏ℎ−𝑖 ,𝑎ℎ−𝑖−1](𝑗).

Here 𝜒 denotes the characteristic function. In words, the torsion coefficient increases if
and only if 𝑗 is contained in one of the (open on the left) intervals (𝑏ℎ−𝑖 , 𝑎ℎ−𝑖−1]. Note that
the family of intervals

⊔ℎ−1
𝑖=0 (𝑏ℎ−𝑖 , 𝑎ℎ−𝑖−1] joint with the family of complementary intervals⊔ℎ−1

𝑙=0 (𝑎ℎ−𝑙 , 𝑏ℎ−𝑙] covers (0, 𝑔(𝐾)].
Figure 2 visually represents the result in Lemma 2.5. The red dots correspond to the

values of the torsion coefficients 𝑡 𝑗 .

Proof of Lemma 2.5. By definition of the torsion coefficients of 𝐾, we have the following
recursive formula:

(7) 𝑡 𝑗−1(𝐾) − 𝑡 𝑗(𝐾) =
∑
𝑖≥ 𝑗

𝑐𝑖(𝐾),

where we recall that 𝑐𝑖(𝐾) is the coefficient of 𝑡 𝑖 in Δ𝐾(𝑡).
The result is obtained using Equation (7) and noticing the following: each interval

(𝑏ℎ−𝑖 , 𝑎ℎ−𝑖−1] contains exactly one index for which the corresponding coefficient in the
Alexander polynomial is 1 (i.e. the index 𝑎ℎ−𝑖−1) and no indices corresponding to neg-
ative coefficients. On the other hand, each one of the complementary intervals behaves
the opposite way - it contains exactly one index corresponding to −1 coefficient (i.e. the
𝑏ℎ−𝑙) and no indices corresponding to positive coefficients. Starting from 𝑎0 = 𝑔(𝐾) and
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𝑏1 = 𝑔(𝐾) − 1, with 𝑐𝑎0(𝐾) = 1, we obtain the desired equation by recursively applying
Equation (7). □

𝐴ℎ

𝐴ℎ−1

1
𝐴2
𝐴3

𝑎0𝑏1𝑎1𝑏2𝑎2𝑏3𝑏ℎ 𝑎ℎ−10

· · ·

FIGURE 2. A visual representation of the torsion coefficients associated to
𝐾. To each red dot at 𝑥 = 𝑗 is associated the value of 𝑡 𝑗 .

Lemma 2.5 provides a way to compute the torsion coefficients starting from the vector
𝑟.

Lemma 2.6. Let 𝐾 be an 𝐿-space knot with genus 𝑔(𝐾) and symmetrized Alexander polynomial
described by 𝑟 = (1, ..., 𝑟𝑘) with 𝑘 = 2ℎ. Let 𝑗 ∈ {0, · · · , 𝑔(𝐾) − 1}. Then :

(8) 𝑡 𝑗(𝐾) =
𝑔(𝐾)∑
𝑙=𝑗+1

(
ℎ−1∑
𝑖=0

𝜒(𝑏ℎ−𝑖 ,𝑎ℎ−𝑖−1](𝑙)).

Proof. We have an expression for 𝑡 𝑗−1(𝐾) − 𝑡 𝑗(𝐾) for all 𝑗 and we know that 𝑡𝑔(𝐾) = 0. Note

that 𝑡 𝑗 =
∑𝑔(𝐾)−1
𝑖=𝑗

(𝑡𝑖 − 𝑡𝑖+1). Simply plug in the expression in Lemma 2.5 to conclude. □

From Lemma 2.6 it is evident for example that 𝑡0(𝐾) =
∑ℎ
𝑖=1 𝑟𝑖 = 𝐴ℎ . This is the maxi-

mum value for the torsion coefficients. In general, Lemma 2.6 shows that 𝑡𝑎𝑖 (𝐾) = 𝐴𝑖 for
𝑖 = 0, · · ·, 𝑘.

Now we can use Theorem 2.2 to give a general formula for the 𝑑-invariants.

Theorem 2.7. Let 𝐾 be an 𝐿-space knot with genus 𝑔(𝐾) and symmetrized Alexander polynomial
described by 𝑟 = (1, ..., 𝑟𝑘) with 𝑘 = 2ℎ. Let 𝑛 ∈ ℕ with 𝑛 = 2𝑔(𝐾) + (𝑚 − 1), 𝑚 ≥ 0.
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For all | 𝑗 | ∈ {0, · · · , 𝑔(𝐾) − 1} we have:

(9) 𝑑(𝐾(𝑛), 𝑗) = (𝑛 − 2| 𝑗 |)2
4𝑛

− 1
4
− 2

𝑔(𝐾)∑
𝑙=| 𝑗 |+1

(
ℎ−1∑
𝑖=0

𝜒(𝑏ℎ−𝑖 ,𝑎ℎ−𝑖−1](𝑙)).

If | 𝑗 | ∈ {𝑔(𝐾), · · · , 𝑔(𝐾) + ⌊𝑚−1
2 ⌋} then:

(10) 𝑑(𝐾(𝑛), 𝑗) = (𝑛 − 2| 𝑗 |)2
4𝑛

− 1
4
.

Although it would be a stretch to define the first equation in Theorem 2.7 as easy to
visualize, it is important to notice that it is a quite simple linear expression. Once the
vector (𝑟1 , · · · , 𝑟𝑘) is known it is then straightforward to use it to compute the desired
values.

To help the reader we now discuss an easy example to apply our calculations. Let 𝐾
be the Pretzel knot 𝑃(−2, 3, 11). This is an 𝐿-space knot whose symmetrized Alexander
polynomial is given by:

Δ𝐾(𝑡) = 𝑡7 − 𝑡6 + 𝑡4 − 𝑡3 + 𝑡2 − 𝑡 + 1 − 𝑡−1 + 𝑡−2 − 𝑡−3 + 𝑡−4 − 𝑡−6 + 𝑡−7.

In particular, the vector 𝑟 describing Δ𝐾(𝑡) is given by 𝑟 = (1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 2) where in this
case 𝑘 (the length of the vector) is 6. We have 𝑎0 = 7, 𝑎1 = 4, 𝑎2 = 2, 𝑎3 = 0 and 𝑏1 = 6,
𝑏2 = 3, 𝑏3 = 1.

Using Equation (8) we can write down the values of 𝑡 𝑗 for 𝑗 = 0, 1, · · · , 7. Clearly 𝑡7 = 0.
In general,

𝑡 𝑗(𝐾) =
7∑

𝑙=𝑗+1

(
2∑
𝑖=0

𝜒(𝑏3−𝑖 ,𝑎2−𝑖](𝑙)).

We can summarise everything in a graphic, see Figure 3.
Now we can return to our main discussion. As promised at the beginning, once we

have computed the 𝑑-invariants we can obtain a general obstruction for weak fillability.

Theorem 1.3. Let 𝐾 be an 𝐿-space knot of genus 𝑔(𝐾) and symmetrized Alexander polynomial
described by 𝑟 = (1, ..., 𝑟𝑘). Let 𝑛 ∈ ℕ with 𝑛 ≥ 2𝑔(𝐾) − 1. Suppose 𝑛 is square-free. Then
the 𝑑-invariants can be computed as in Theorem 2.7 in terms of 𝑟 and 𝑛. If they fail to satisfy the
inequalities in Theorem 2.1, then the manifold 𝐾(𝑛) has no weakly symplectically fillable contact
structures.

Remark 2.8. Note that as shown in Figure 3 in our example we can easily obtain an in-
equality for the 𝑑-invariants by considering the function ℎ(𝑗) = − 1

3 𝑗 + 7
3 . More precisely,

we get:

𝑑(𝐾(13), 𝑗) ≤
(13 − 2𝑗)2

44
− 1

4
+ 2

3
𝑗 − 14

3
.

Note 𝑛 = 2𝑔(𝐾) − 1 = 13 it is square-free. The above inequality implies that:

𝑑(𝐾(13), 𝑗) ≤
−142 + 4𝑗2 − 68𝑗

132
≤ 0
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FIGURE 3. This graphic shows the values of 𝑡 𝑗(𝐾). The red line is the linear
interpolation between the points, the green line is the function ℎ(𝑗) = − 1

3 𝑗+
7
3 .

for 𝑗 = 0, · · · , 7. Hence we can apply Theorem 1.3 and conclude that 𝐾(13) has no weakly
simplectically fillable contact structures. This was already obtained in [LL19].

In the following we call a value for the 𝑑-invariant weak if :

4𝑑(𝐾(𝑛), 𝑡) ≥
{

1 − 1
𝑛 if 𝑛 is odd or

1 if 𝑛 is even.

We say it is non weak if such inequality is not satisfied. The terminology is used in relation
to the absence of weakly symplectic fillings.

According to Theorem 1.3, we want all the 𝑑-invariants to be non weak in order to
obstruct fillability. On the other hand, if some of the invariants are weak then our strategy
cannot detect the absence of fillings.

Focusing on the second equation in Theorem 2.7 we can obtain an interesting bound
on the surgery coefficient 𝑛 that depends only on the genus of the knot.

Proposition 2.9. Let 𝑛 = 2𝑔(𝐾) + (𝑚 − 1), with 𝑚 ≥ 1. Then the 𝐿-space 𝐾(𝑛) has non weak
𝑑-invariants only if:

(11)

{
(𝑚 − 2)2 < 4𝑔(𝐾) if 𝑚 is even

(𝑚 − 1)(𝑚 − 3) < 4𝑔(𝐾) if 𝑚 is odd .

Proof. From Equation (10) the maximum value that 𝑑(𝐾(𝑛), 𝑗) assumes
for 𝑗 ∈ {𝑔(𝐾), · · · , 𝑔(𝐾) + ⌊𝑚−1

2 ⌋} corresponds to 𝑗 = 𝑔(𝐾).
• If 𝑚 is even 𝑛 is odd. Thus for a 𝑑-invariant to be non weak we need:

(2𝑔(𝐾) + 𝑚 − 1 − 2𝑔(𝐾))2
4(2𝑔(𝐾) + 𝑚 − 1) − 1

4
<

1
4
− 1

4(2𝑔(𝐾) + 𝑚 − 1)
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(𝑚 − 2)2 < 4𝑔(𝐾).

• If 𝑚 is odd 𝑛 is even. Thus for a 𝑑-invariant to be non weak we need:

(2𝑔(𝐾) + 𝑚 − 1 − 2𝑔(𝐾))2
4(2𝑔(𝐾) + 𝑚 − 1) − 1

4
<

1
4

(𝑚 − 1)(𝑚 − 3) < 4𝑔(𝐾).

□

This is just a rough upper bound. When considering Equation (9) we are quite likely
introducing sharper bounds.

Remark 2.10. Theorem 1.3 does not imply that if the inequalities are not satisfied the re-
sulting surgered manifold has weak symplectic fillings - we just cannot detect their ab-
sence with our tools.

There is also another interesting result that can be obtained using a rough lower bound
on the torsion coefficients. Remember we are considering an 𝐿-space knot 𝐾 and sym-
metrized Alexander polynomial described by (𝑟1 , · · ·, 𝑟𝑘) with 𝑘 even.

Proposition 2.11. Let 𝑛 = 2𝑔(𝐾)−1. Let 𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛 ∈ {1, · · ·, ℎ} be the index minimising the quantity
𝐴𝑖

𝑔(𝐾)−𝑎𝑖 . Then the 𝐿-space 𝐾(𝑛) has non weak 𝑑-invariants if:

𝑎𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛 + 4𝐴𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛 ≥ 𝑔(𝐾),

i.e. if the minimum value of 𝐴𝑖
𝑔(𝐾)−𝑎𝑖 is bigger than 1

4 .

Proof. The idea is to bound the values of the 𝑑-invariants of 𝐾(𝑛) from below using an
adequate function. Let 𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛 ∈ {0, · · ·, 𝑘} be the index minimising the quantity 𝐴𝑖

𝑔(𝐾)−𝑎𝑖 .
Then the function:

ℎ(𝑗) =
(
− 𝐴𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛
𝑔(𝐾) − 𝑎𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛

)
𝑗 +

(
𝐴𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛

𝑔(𝐾) − 𝑎𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛

)
𝑔(𝐾)

satisfies ℎ(𝑗) ≤ 𝑡(𝑗) for 𝑗 ∈ [0, 𝑔(𝐾)] (see Figure 3 for an example of this function). Here
𝑡(𝑗) is the linear interpolation between the values of 𝑡 𝑗 . Then for 𝑗 = 0, · · ·, 𝑔(𝐾) we have

𝑑(𝐾(𝑛), 𝑗) ≤ 𝑓 (𝑗), where 𝑓 (𝑗) = (2𝑔(𝐾)−1−2𝑗)2
4(2𝑔(𝐾)−1) − 1

4 − 2ℎ(𝑗). 𝑓 (𝑗) is a decreasing function from

0 to 𝑗 = (2𝑔 − 1)
(

1
2 − 𝐴𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛

𝑔(𝐾)−𝑎𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛

)
and then it increases until 𝑗 = 𝑔(𝐾). We will compute the
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values of 𝑓 (𝑗) at 𝑗 = 0, 𝑔(𝐾) and show these are negative.

𝑓 (0) = 2𝑔(𝐾) − 1
4

− 1
4
− 2

(
𝐴𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛

𝑔(𝐾) − 𝑎𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛

)
𝑔(𝐾)

=
𝑔(𝐾) − 1

2
− 2𝑔(𝐾)

(
𝐴𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛

𝑔(𝐾) − 𝑎𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛

)
=

𝑔(𝐾)
(
1 − 4

(
𝐴𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛

𝑔(𝐾)−𝑎𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛

))
− 1

2

=

𝑔(𝐾)
(
𝑔(𝐾)−𝑎𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛−4𝐴𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛

𝑔(𝐾)−𝑎𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛

)
− 1

2

Since we are imposing 𝑎𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛 + 4𝐴𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛 ≥ 𝑔(𝐾), we obtain that 𝑓 (0) < 0. Moreover 𝑓 (𝑔(𝐾)) =
1

4(2𝑔(𝐾)−1) −
1
4 which is negative as well. Thus 𝑓 (𝑗) ≤ 0 for all 𝑗 ∈ [0, 𝑔(𝐾)], which implies

that 𝑑(𝐾(𝑛), 𝑗) ≤ 0 for 𝑗 ∈ [0, 𝑔(𝐾)]. In other words, the 𝑑-invariants of 𝐾(𝑛) are non weak.
□

Remark 2.12. In our toy example with the pretzel knot 𝐾 = 𝑃(−2, 3, 11) the minimum
value of 𝐴𝑖

𝑔(𝐾)−𝑎𝑖 is 1
3 . In particular the inequality in Proposition 2.11 is satisfied so we can

immediately conclude that 𝐾(11) has non weak 𝑑-invariants and hence it has no weakly
symplectic fillings. Note that it is quite easy to tell whether Proposition 2.11 can be ap-
plied once we have the graphic representation of the torsion coefficients.

So far we only considered integral surgery coefficients. We now expand our results to
rational coefficients as well. For this we need the following theorem.

Theorem 2.13 ([OS12b, Theorem 1.4]). For all rational numbers 𝑟 > 𝑚(𝐾), the 𝑟-surgered
manifold 𝐾(𝑟) bounds a negative-definite manifold 𝑋𝑟 , with 𝐻2(𝑋𝑟) → 𝐻2(𝐾(𝑟)) surjective,
where 𝑚(𝐾) is:

inf {𝑟 ∈ ℚ≥0 |𝐾(𝑟) bounds a negative-definite 4-manifold}.

We can combine this result with Theorem 1.3. In particular, we obtain:

Theorem 2.14. Let 𝐾 be an 𝐿-space knot of genus 𝑔(𝐾). Let 𝑛 ∈ ℕ with 𝑛 ≥ 2𝑔(𝐾)−1. Suppose
𝑛 is square-free. If 𝐾(𝑛) does not bound any negative-definite 4-manifold, then 𝐾(𝑞), 𝑞 ∈ ℚ has
no weak symplectic fillings for 𝑞 ∈ [2𝑔(𝐾) − 1, 𝑛].

Proof. Assume by contradiction there is a slope 𝑞 ∈ [2𝑔(𝐾)−1, 𝑛] so that 𝐾(𝑞) has a weakly
symplectically fillable tight structure. Then 𝐾(𝑞) bounds a negative-definite 4-manifold.
By Theorem 2.13 every manifold 𝐾(𝑞′) with 𝑞′ ≥ 𝑞 also bounds a negative-definite 4-
manifold. However 𝐾(𝑛) cannot bound a negative-definite manifold by assumption. This
concludes the proof. □
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3. A FAMILY OF HYPERBOLIC 𝐿-SPACES WITHOUT WEAK SYMPLECTIC FILLINGS

In this section we apply the methods introduced in Section 2 to a family of 𝐿-space
knots which does not consist of pretzel knots.

Let {𝐾𝑛}𝑛 be the family of knots obtained as the closure of the braids:

(12) 𝛽𝑛 = [(2, 1, 3, 2)2𝑛+1 ,−1, 2, 1, 1, 2].

See Figure 1. Here we adopt the notation from [BK22], where the numbers in the brackets
denote the corresponding generator in the braid group with 4-strands.

Note this is a strongly quasi positive presentation of 𝛽𝑛 that is almost braid positive, i.e.
it is braid positive for all but one negative crossing.

This family of knots is particularly interesting for our present purposes due to the
following result:

Theorem 3.1 ([BK22, Proposition 2.1]). The knots 𝐾𝑛 , 𝑛 ≥ 1, are hyperbolic 𝐿-space knots.

The 𝐿-space surgery property in Theorem 3.1 is proved in [BK22] by showing that
(8𝑛 + 6) surgery on 𝐾𝑛 produces a Seifert fibered space that is known to be an 𝐿-space
thanks to [LS07]. In general we are interested in hyperbolic 3-manifolds. Our surgery
coefficients lie in [8𝑛 + 3, 8𝑛 + 5] (the interval bounds will become more clear after our
computations) and in this interval there might be Seifert fibered surgeries. However there
are only finitely many of them, so we implicitly assume that we are choosing hyperbolic
surgeries without loss of generality.

As computed in [BK22], the symmetrized Alexander polynomial of the knot 𝐾𝑛 is:

(13) Δ𝐾𝑛 (𝑡) = 1 +
𝑛∑
𝑘=0

(𝑡4𝑘+2 + 𝑡−4𝑘−2) −
𝑛∑
𝑗=0

(𝑡4𝑗+1 + 𝑡−4𝑗−1)

The Seifert genus of the knot 𝐾𝑛 is given by the maximal exponent in Δ𝐾𝑛 (𝑡). Hence we
have 𝑔(𝐾𝑛) = 4𝑛 + 2.

By [LS07], we know that for an 𝐿-space knot 𝐾 of genus 𝑔(𝐾), every 𝑟 surgery with
𝑟 ≥ 2𝑔(𝐾) − 1 yields an 𝐿-space. Thus, in our case, since 𝑔(𝐾𝑛) = 8𝑛 + 3, we have that
each 𝐾𝑛(𝑟) is an 𝐿-space for 𝑟 ∈ ℚ and 𝑟 ≥ 8𝑛 + 3. Moreover as stated in Theorem 3.1 𝐾𝑛
is a hyperbolic knot, meaning that every rational surgery on 𝐾𝑛 except for finitely many
exceptional ones yields a hyperbolic 3-manifold. We now state the main result of this
section.

Theorem 1.5. Let 𝑛 ≥ 1 ∈ ℕ so that there is a square-free integer in {8𝑛 + 3, 8𝑛 + 5}. Let 𝑚 be
the maximal such square-free number and 𝑞 a rational number so that 𝑞 ∈ [8𝑛 + 3, 𝑚]. Let 𝐾𝑛(𝑞)
denote the 𝑞 rational Dehn surgery along the knot 𝐾𝑛 . Then 𝐾𝑛(𝑞) is (generically) an hyperbolic
3-manifold that admits no weakly symplectically fillable contact structures.

Consider for example the value 𝑛 = 1. In this case, 8𝑛 + 5 = 13 which is prime and
hence square-free. Thus for the hyperbolic 𝐿-space knot 𝐾1 we have produced an infinite
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family 𝐾1(𝑞), 𝑞 ∈ [11, 13] ∩ ℚ, of 3-manifolds that do not admit weakly symplectically
fillable tight contact structures.

Due to the considerations above about hyperbolicity, this family of manifolds 𝐾𝑛(𝑞)
contains an infinite sub-family of hyperbolic 3-manifolds that are 𝐿-spaces and do not
admit any weakly symplectically fillable contact structure.

Remark 3.2. It is important to mention that there are infinitely many primes of the form
8𝑘 + 5 (this is a special case of Dirichlet’s Prime Number Theorem). Thus there are infinitely
many values of 𝑛 ≥ 1 for which 8𝑛 + 5 is prime and hence square-free. As such, there are
infinitely many 𝑛 for which the interval [8𝑛 + 3, 8𝑛 + 5] does indeed contain a square-free
number, and the maximum such number is 8𝑛 + 5. So we actually produced a (ℕ × ℚ)-
infinite family (indexed both by 𝑛 and 𝑞) of hyperbolic 𝐿-spaces not admitting weak
symplectic fillings.

We now prove Theorem 1.5.

Proposition 3.3. For the hyperbolic L-space knot 𝐾𝑛 , the torsion coefficients 𝑡 𝑗(𝐾𝑛) are given by:

𝑡 𝑗(𝐾𝑛) =
{

0 for 𝑗 > 4𝑛 + 2

𝑛 − ⌊ 𝑗+2
4 ⌋ + 1 for 𝑗 = 0, · · ·, 4𝑛 + 2.

Proof. Recall that the symmetrized Alexander polynomial of 𝐾𝑛 is given by

Δ𝐾𝑛 (𝑡) = 1 +
𝑛∑
𝑘=0

(𝑡4𝑘+2 + 𝑡−4𝑘−2) −
𝑛∑
𝑗=0

(𝑡4𝑗+1 + 𝑡−4𝑗−1).

As we did in Section 2, we can describe Δ𝐾𝑛 (𝑡) using a vector 𝑟 = (𝑟1 , · · ·, 𝑟𝑘) that encodes
the jumps in the coefficients of Δ𝐾𝑛 (𝑡). In this case, the vector 𝑟 = (𝑟1 , · · ·, 𝑟𝑘) is given by
(1, · · ·, 1, 3, · · ·, 3) where we have 𝑛 + 2 entries equal to 1 and 𝑛 entries equal to 3. Here 𝑘,
which is the number of entries of 𝑟 is equal to 2𝑛 + 2 = 2(𝑛 + 1).

Then equation 6 translates to the condition 𝑡 𝑗−1(𝐾𝑛) = 𝑡 𝑗(𝐾𝑛) if 𝑗 is contained in an
interval of the form (4𝑚 + 2, 4𝑚 + 5] for 𝑚 = 0, · · ·, 𝑛 − 1 and 𝑡 𝑗−1(𝐾𝑛) = 𝑡 𝑗(𝐾𝑛) + 1 if 𝑗 is
contained in an interval (4𝑚+1, 4𝑚+2] for 𝑚 = 0, · · ·, 𝑛. In other words 𝑡 𝑗−1(𝐾𝑛) = 𝑡 𝑗(𝐾𝑛)
if 𝑗 is congruent to 0, 1, 3 (mod 4) and 𝑡 𝑗−1(𝐾𝑛) = 𝑡 𝑗(𝐾𝑛) + 1 if 𝑗 is congruent to 2 (mod 4).

Clearly 𝑡4𝑛+2(𝐾𝑛) = 0. Using the above considerations it is then straightforward to
compute the value of 𝑡 𝑗 for 𝑗 ≤ 4𝑛 + 2. See Figure 4 for the case 𝐾2. □

Proposition 3.4. Let 𝑛 ≥ 1 and 𝑚 ∈ {8𝑛 + 3, 8𝑛 + 4, 8𝑛 + 5}. Then all the 𝑑-invariants of
𝐾𝑛(𝑚) are negative.

Proof. We use Theorem 2.2 to compute the 𝑑-invariants for 𝑚 = 8𝑛 + 𝑘 with 𝑘 ∈ {3, 4, 5}.
Recall that we have to check negativity for the 𝑑-invatiants corresponding to all the in-
dices | 𝑗 | ≤ 4𝑛 + ⌊ 𝑘2 ⌋.
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FIGURE 4. This graphic shows the values of 𝑡 𝑗(𝐾2) for 𝑗 = 0, · · · , 10. The
red line is the linear interpolation between the values of 𝑡 𝑗(𝐾2). The green
line is the function ℎ(𝑗) = − 𝑗

4 + 5
2 which we can use to obtain the desired

inequalities.

Since our 𝑘 is in {3, 4, 5}, we can split the calculations in two cases. We first assume
that 𝑘 = 3. Then the coefficients we have to consider are 0 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 4𝑛 + 1 (the negative case
is identical).

If 𝑘 ≠ 3, then we also have to consider the torsion coefficient 𝑡ℎ with ℎ = 4𝑛 + 2, which
is equal to 0 by Proposition 3.3.

First let 0 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 4𝑛 + 1. We have:

𝑑(𝐾𝑛(8𝑛 + 𝑘),±𝑗) = (8𝑛 + 𝑘 − 2𝑗)2
4(8𝑛 + 𝑘) − 1

4
− 2(𝑛 − ⌊ 𝑗 + 2

4
⌋ + 1)(14)

≤ (8𝑛 + 𝑘)
4

− 𝑗

2
− 5

4
+ 𝑗2

(8𝑛 + 𝑘) − 2𝑛(15)

=
𝑗2

(8𝑛 + 𝑘) −
𝑗

2
+ (𝑘 − 5)

4
.(16)

If we evaluate the last expression at 0 we obtain 𝑘−5
4 , which by assumption on 𝑘 is

negative. Note that in passing from the first to the second step we bounded the values of
the torsion coefficients from below using the function ℎ(𝑗) = − 𝑗

4 + 𝑛 + 1
2 . See Figure 4 for

the case 𝐾2.
Let 𝑓 (𝑗) =

𝑗2

(8𝑛+𝑘) −
𝑗

2 + (𝑘−5)
4 . Here we are extending the domain so that 𝑗 is varying

on the real line. This is a decreasing function from 0 to 𝑗 = 8𝑛+𝑘
4 , after which it starts

increasing.
The value at 𝑗 = 4𝑛 + 1 is:

(4𝑛 + 1)2
(8𝑛 + 𝑘) − (4𝑛 + 1)

2
+ (𝑘 − 5)

4
=

−24𝑛 + 𝑘2 − 7𝑘 + 4
4(8𝑛 + 𝑘) .
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From the above equality we see that if 𝑘 ∈ {3, 4, 5} then the value of 𝑓 (4𝑛 + 1) is negative.
Thus we have showed that all the 𝑑-invariants up to 𝑗 = 4𝑛 + 1 are negative. If 𝑘 = 3, this
is sufficient to conclude the proof.

On the other hand, assume 𝑘 ∈ {4, 5}. Then the 𝑑-invariant corresponding to 4𝑛 + 2
can be easily shown to be negative as well.

(8𝑛 + 𝑘 − 2(4𝑛 + 2))2
4(8𝑛 + 𝑘) − 1

4
=

(𝑘 − 4)2
4(8𝑛 + 𝑘) −

1
4
< 0(17)

for our values of 𝑘.
Thus we have shown that all the 𝑑-invariants for integral 8𝑛 + 𝑘 surgery on 𝐾𝑛 with

𝑘 ∈ {3, 4, 5} are negative. □

We have thus shown that all the 𝑑-invariants in this case are non weak.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. The proof is a direct application of Theorem 2.14. □

Remark 3.5. Note that to conclude the non weakness of the 𝑑-invariants of 𝐾𝑛(8𝑛 + 3) we
could have used Proposition 2.11 directly.

4. EXISTENCE OF TIGHT CONTACT STRUCTURES

We now show that the family of hyperbolic 𝐿-spaces introduced in Section 3 does ad-
mit tight contact structures. Hence we have constructed an infinite family of hyperbolic
𝐿-spaces 𝐾𝑛(𝑞) that do admit tight contact structures but none of them can be weakly
symplectically fillable. First recall that the braid presentation in Figure 12 shows that
the knots 𝐾𝑛 are strongly-quasi positive. As such, the slice genus 𝑔𝑠(𝐾𝑛) and the Seifert
genus 𝑔(𝐾𝑛) of the knot agree [Hed10]. As we showed in Section 3, the Seifert genus
𝑔(𝐾𝑛) = 4𝑛 + 2.

Moreover, we know that for quasi-positive knots the Slice Bennequin inequality is
sharp. In particular:

𝑡𝑏(�̃�𝑛) + |𝑟𝑜𝑡(�̃�𝑛)| = 2𝑔𝑠(𝐾𝑛) − 1

for some Legendrian representative �̃�𝑛 of 𝐾𝑛 in 𝕊3. In our case, this translates to:

𝑡𝑏(�̃�𝑛) + |𝑟𝑜𝑡(�̃�𝑛)| = 8𝑛 + 3

for some Legendrian representative �̃�𝑛 of 𝐾𝑛 . An explicit example of this can be directly
seen by taking the Legendrian knot diagram in Figure 5.

It is a straighforward calculation to show that indeed 𝑡𝑏(�̃�𝑛) + |𝑟𝑜𝑡(�̃�𝑛)| = 8𝑛 + 3 for
the Legendrian knot �̃�𝑛 , where 𝑡𝑏 = 8𝑛 + 1 and |𝑟𝑜𝑡 | = 2.

In [MT18] the authors prove the following result:

Theorem 4.1 ([MT18, Theorem 1.3]). Let 𝐾 ⊂ 𝕊3 be a knot with slice genus 𝑔𝑠(𝐾) > 0 that
admits a Legendrian representative 𝐾 with 𝑡𝑏(𝐾) + |𝑟𝑜𝑡(𝐾)| = 2𝑔𝑠(𝐾) − 1. Then the manifold
𝕊3

𝑝
𝑞

(𝐾) obtained by smooth ( 𝑝𝑞 )-surgery along 𝐾 admits a tight contact structure for every 𝑝

𝑞 ∉

[2𝑔𝑠(𝐾) − |𝑟𝑜𝑡(𝐾)| − 1, 2𝑔𝑠(𝐾) − 1].
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2𝑛 + 1

FIGURE 5. The Legendrian representative �̃�𝑛 ,

In our case the family of strongly-quasi positive knots 𝐾𝑛 satisfies the hypothesis of
Theorem 4.1. Hence we obtain the following theorem:

Theorem 1.6. Let 𝑛 ≥ 1 and 𝑞 ∈ ℚ. Then the manifolds 𝐾𝑛(𝑞) admit a tight contact structure
for 𝑞 ∉ [8𝑛 + 1, 8𝑛 + 3].

Moreover if 8𝑛 + 5 is square-free, the family 𝐾𝑛(𝑞), 𝑞 ∈ (8𝑛 + 3, 8𝑛 + 5] ∩ ℚ , contains an
infinite family of hyperbolic 𝐿-spaces that admit tight contact structures but do not admit weakly
symplectically fillable contact structures.

Proof. The proof is a combination of Theorem 1.5 and Theorem 4.1. □

Remark 4.2. In the proof of Theorem 4.1 the tight structures constructed by smooth ( 𝑝𝑞 )-
surgery along the knot 𝐾 have non-vanishing contact invariant. They cannot contain
Giroux torsion since a contact structure 𝜉 with non-trivial torsion has vanishing contact
invariant 𝑐(𝜉). Recall that having non-trivial torsion is the first obvious obstruction to
weak fillability. The family of manifolds 𝐾𝑛(𝑞) constructed here is however an example
of torsion-free tight manifolds without weakly symplectic fillings.
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