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CONSTRUCTING LEFSCHETZ FIBRATIONS VIA DAISY
SUBSTITUTIONS

ANAR AKHMEDOV AND NAOYUKI MONDEN

ABSTRACT. We construct new families of non-hyperelliptic Lefschetz fi-
brations by applying the daisy substitutions to the families of words
(cica -+ - Cag—1C2gCag41-CagCag—1 - - 0201)2 =1, (crica- - 629629+1)29+2 _
1, and (6162"'62971629)2(2g+1) = 1 in the mapping class group I'y
of the closed orientable surface of genus g, and study the sections of
these Lefschetz fibrations. Furthemore, we show that the total spaces
of some of these Lefschetz fibraions are irreducible exotic 4-manifolds,
and compute their Seiberg-Witten invariants. By applying the knot
surgery to the family of Lefschetz fibrations obtained from the word
(cica--- 629629+1)29+2 = 1 via daisy substitutions, we also construct an
infinite family of pairwise non-diffeomorphic irreducible symplectic and
non-symplectic 4-manifolds homeomorphic to (g% — g + 1)CP?#(3¢* —
g(k —3) + 2k + 3)CP? for any g > 3, and k = 2,--- ,g + 1.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Lefschetz fibrations are fundamental objects to study in 4-dimensional
topology. In the remarkable works [9, 21], Simon Donaldson showed that
every closed symplectic 4-manifold admits a structure of Lefschetz pencil,
which can be blown up at its base points to yield a Lefschetz fibration, and
conversely, Robert Gompf showed that the total space of a genus g Lefschetz
fibration admits a symplectic structure, provided that the homology class
of the fiber is nontrivial. Given a Lefschetz fibration over S?, one can asso-
ciate to it a word in the mapping class group of the fiber composed solely of
right-handed Dehn twists, and conversely, given such a factorization in the
mapping class group, one can construct a Lefschetz fibration over S? (see
for example [21]).

Recently there has been much interest in trying to understand the topo-
logical interpretation of various relations in the mapping class group. A
particularly well understood case is the daisy relation, which corresponds
to the symplectic operation of rational blowdown [12 13]. Another inter-
esting problem, which is still open, is whether any Lefschetz fibration over
S? admits a section (see for example [36]). Furthermore, one would like to
determine how many disjoint sections the given Lefschetz fibration admits.
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The later problem has been studied for the standard family of hyperelliptic
Lefschetz fibrations (with total spaces CP2#(4g + 5)CP?) in [27, B11 [39],
using the computations in the mapping class group, and such results are
useful in constructing (exotic) Stein fillings [I, B].

Motivated by these results and problems, our goal in this paper is to
construct new families of Lefschetz fibrations over S? by applying the se-
quence of daisy substitutions and conjugations to the hyperelliptic words
(creg -+ Cog_1CagCagi1Pcageag—1 - cac1)? = 1, (cica- - cogeagr1)®T? = 1,
and (creg - 029_1629)2(2g+1) = 1 in the mapping class group of the closed
orientable surface of genus g for any g > 3 and study the sections of these
Lefschetz fibrations (cf. Theorems 24H28]). Furthermore, we show that the
total spaces of our Lefschetz fibraions given by the last two words are ir-
reducible exotic symplectic 4-manifolds, and compute their Seiberg-Witten
invariants (cf. Theorem BIl). The analogues (but weaker) results for special
case of g = 2, using the lantern substitutions only, were obtained in [12] [2].
We would like to remark that the mapping class group computations in our
paper are more involved and subtle than in [12] 2]. One family of exam-
ples, obtained from the fiber sums of the Lefschetz fibrations using daisy
relations, were studied in [I3]. However, the examples obtained in [13] have
larger topology, and computations of Seiberg-Witten invariants, and study of
sections were not addressed in [I3]. Moreover, we prove non-hyperellipticity
of our Lefschetz fibrations and provide some criterias for non-hyperellipticity
under the daisy substitutions (cf. Theorem 29). Some of our examples can
be used to produce the families of non-isomorphic Lefschetz fibrations over
S? with the same total spaces and exotic Stein fillings. We hope to return
these examples in future work.

The organization of our paper is as follows. In Sections 2 and 3 we recall
the main definitions and results that will be used throughout the paper. In
Section 4, we prove some technical lemmas, important in the proofs of our
main theorems. In Sections 5 and 6, we construct new families of Lefschetz
fibrations by applying the daisy substitutions to the words given above,
study the sections and prove non-hyperellipticity of our Lefschetz fibrations
(Theorems 241 25 26, 27, 28, 29). Finally, in Section 7, we prove that
the total spaces of some of these Lefschetz fibrations are exotic symplectic
4-manifolds, which we veirfy by computing their Seiberg-Witten invariants
and obtain infinite family of exotic 4-manifolds via knot surgery (Theorems
B1 B2), and make some remarks and raise questions. We would like to
remark that the main technical content of our paper is more algebraic since
our proofs rely heavily on mapping class group techniques. It is possible
to pursue a more geometric approach (see Example [[2]), but such approach
alone does not yield the optimal results as presented here.
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2. MApPPING CLASS GROUPS

Let X7 be a 2-dimensional, compact, oriented, and connected surface of
genus g with n boundary components. Let Dif f+ (ZZ) be the group of all
orientation-preserving self-diffeomorphisms of 3¢ which are the identity on
the boundary and Dif f (¥,) be the subgroup of Diff*(3,) consisting
of all orientation-preserving self-diffeomorphisms that are isotopic to the
identity. The isotopies are also assumed to fix the points on the boundary.
The mapping class group 'y of X7 is defined to be the group of isotopy
classes of orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms of X7, i.e.,

7 = Dif £ () /Dif s (53).
For simplicity, we write ¥, = 22 and I'y = I‘g.
The hyperelliptic mapping class group H, of ¥, is defined as the subgroup

of I'y consisting of all isotopy classes commuting with the isotopy class of
the hyperelliptic involution ¢ : ¥y — X,.

Definition 1. Let o be a simple closed curve on X7. A right handed (or
positive) Dehn twist about « is a diffeomorphism of ¢,, : Yy — X obtained
by cutting the surface X7 along «a and gluing the ends back after rotating
one of the ends 27 to the right.

It is well-known that the mapping class group I'y is generated by Dehn
twists. It is an elementary fact that the conjugate of a Dehn twist is again
a Dehn twist: if ¢ : X — 37 is an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism,
then pot,o0¢p™ ! = to(a)- The following lemma is easy to verify (see [24] for
a proof).

Lemma 2. Let o and 8 be two simple closed curves on Xy. If a and
are disjoint, then their corresponding Dehn twists satisfy the commutativity
relation: totg = tgto. If o and B transversely intersect at a single point, then
their corresponding Dehn twists satisfy the braid relation: totgts = tgtats.

2.1. Daisy relation and daisy substitution. We recall the definition of

the daisy relation (see [33], [13], [7]).

Definition 3. Let Zg” denote a sphere with p 4+ 2 boundary components
(p > 2). Let dg,01,02,...,0p+1 be the p boundary curves of 2‘84’2 and let
Z1,%2,...,%p+1 be the interior curves as shown in Figure 3l Then, we have
the daisy relation of type p:
—1
ts toitey oty = tagtas o tay,

We call the following relator the daisy relator of type p:

-1 —1;—1,—p+1 —

t5h et s e ety -ty (= 1),

Remark 4. When p = 2, the daisy relation is commonly known as the
lantern relation (see [10], [25]).
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FIGURE 1. Daisy relation

We next introduce a daisy substitution, a substitution technique intro-
duced by T. Fuller.

Definition 5. Let dy,...,d;, and ey,..., e, be simple closed curves on I'y,
and let R be a product R = t4,t4, - -- tdlt;}t e te_;te_ll. Suppose that R =1
in FZ. Let o be a word in F;L including tg4,t4, - - - tq, as a subword:

0=U tgta, - tq -V,
where U and V' are words. Thus, we obtain a new word in I'}, denoted by

o, as follows:

O i =U tetey te, V.

Then, we say that ¢ is obtained by applying a R-substitution to o. In

particular, if R is a daisy relator of type p, then we say that o’ is obtained
by applying a daisy substitution of type p to o.

3. LEFSCHETZ FIBRATIONS

Definition 6. Let X be a closed, oriented smooth 4-manifold. A smooth
map f : X — S? is a genus-g Lefschetz fibration if it satisfies the following
condition:

(i) f has finitely many critical values by,...,b, € S? and f is a smooth
Y 4-bundle over S? —{by,...,bm},
(ii) for each ¢ (i = 1,...,m), there exists a unique critical point p; in the

singular fiber f~1(b;) such that about each p; and b; there are local complex
coordinate charts agreeing with the orientations of X and S? on which f is
of the form f(z1,22) = 2% + 23,

(i) f is relatively minimal (i.e. no fiber contains a (—1)-sphere.)

Each singular fiber is obtained by collapsing a simple closed curve (the
vanishing cycle) in the regular fiber. The monodromy of the fibration around
a singular fiber is given by a right handed Dehn twist along the corre-
sponding vanishing cycle. For a genus-g Lefschetz fibration over S?, the
product of right handed Dehn twists ¢,, about the vanishing cycles v;, for
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i=1,...,m, gives us the global monodromy of the Lefschetz fibration, the
relation t,,ty, - - ty,, = 1 in I';. This relation is called the positive relator.
Conversely, such a positive relator defines a genus-g Lefschetz fibration over
S? with the vanishing cycles v1, ..., V.

According to theorems of Kas [26] and Matsumoto [30], if g > 2, then
the isomorphism class of a Lefschetz fibration is determined by a positive
relator modulo simultaneous conjugations

Loy lug =+ Loy ~ o) be(va) = Lo(om) for all ¢ € M,
and elementary transformations

oy =ty oo togys = Ty, 2N tviflttui (Ui+1)tvi bopn " Lo,

boy =t pto s toitoyy ot~ toy Ty oty ot (vi,l)tviﬂ by,

Note that ¢t,, ¢! = ty(v;)- We denote a Lefschetz fibration associated to a
positive relator o € I'y by f,.

For a Lefschetz fibration f : X — S?, amap o : S* — X is called a
section of f if f oo = idg2. We define the self-intersection of o to be
the self-intersection number of the homology class [o0(S?)] in Hy(X;Z). Let
01,02,...,0, be n boundary curves of 7. If there exists a lift of a positive
relator ¢ =ty ty, + - ty,, = 1inI'g to I'y as

tﬁltf)Z e tf}m = t51t52 e tén’

then f, admits n disjoint sections of self-intersection —1. Here, t3, is a Dehn
twist mapped to ¢,, under I'j — I'g. Conversely, if a genus-g Lefschetz
fibration admits n disjoint sections of self-intersection —1, then we obtain
such a relation in I'y.

Next, let us recall the signature formula for hyperelliptic Lefschetz fi-
brations, which is due to Matsumoto and Endo. We will make use of this
formula in Section [6] where we prove that all our Lefschetz fibrations ob-
tained via daisy substitutions are non-hyperelliptic.

Theorem 7 ([29],[30],[11]). Let f : X — S? be a genus g hyperelliptic Lef-
schetz fibration. Let sg and s = Ehgfl sp, be the number of non-separating and
separating vanishing cycles of f, where sy denotes the number of separating
vanishing cycles which separate the surface of genus g into two surfaces, one
of which has genus h. Then, we have the following formula for the signature

(4]

a(X):—gHsOJrZ(M—l)sh.

29 +1 Pt 29 +1

3.1. Spinness criteria for Lefschetz fibrations. In this subsection, we
recall two Theorems, due to A. Stipsicz ([37]), concerning the non-spinness
and spinness of the Lefschetz fibrations over D? and S?. We will use them
to verify our familes of Lefschetz fibrations in Theorem B1] all are non-spin.
Since Rohlin’s Theorem can not be used to verify non-spinness when the
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signature of our Lefchetz fibrations is divisible by 16, Stipsicz’s results will
be more suitable for our purpose.

Let f : X — D? be a Lefschetz fibration over disk, and F' denote the
generic fiber of f. Denote the homology classes of the vanishing cycles of
the given fibration by vy, -+ , v, € H1(F;Zs).

Theorem 8. [37]. The Lefschetz fibration f : X — D? is not spin if and
only if there are | vanishing cylces vy, ---, v; such that v = 22:1 v; 1S also
a vanishing cycle, and 1+ 3 ;< vi - v; = 0(mod 2).

Note that the above theorem imples that if the Lefschetz fibration has
the separating vanishing cycle then its total space is not spin. To see this,
set [ = 0 and take the empty sum to be 0.

Theorem 9. [37]. The Lefschetz fibration f : X — S? is spin if and only if
X\ v(F) is spin and for some dual o of F we have o> = 0(mod 2).

3.2. Three familes of hyperelliptic Lefschetz fibrations. In this sub-
section, we introduce three well-known familes of hyperelliptic Lefschetz
fibrations, which will serve as building blocks in our construction of new
Lefschetz fibrations. Let c1, ca, ... , c24, c2g41 denote the collection of
simple closed curves given in Figure 2] and ¢; denote the right handed Dehn
twists t., along the curve ¢;. It is well-known that the following relations
hold in the mapping class group I'y:

H(g) = (c1ca -+ Cag—1C2gCog112CogCog—1 + + - C201)? = 1,
(1) I(g) = (c1c2 -+ CogCog41)%9 72 =1,

G(g) = (ciea- - C2g_1c2g)2(2g+1) —1

C2g+1

FIGURE 2. Vanishing Cycles of the Genus g Lefschetz Fibra-
tion on X(g), Y(g), and Z(g)

Let X(g), Y(g9) and Z(g) denote the total spaces of the above genus
g hyperelliptic Lefschetz fibrations given by the monodromies H(g) = 1,
I(g) = 1, and J(g) = 1 respectively, in the mapping class group I'y. For
the first monodromy relation, the corresponding genus g Lefschetz fibrations
over S? has total space X(g) = CP?#(4g + 5)CP?, the complex projective
plane blown up at 4g+5 points. In the case of second and third relations, the
total spaces of the corresponding genus ¢ Lefschetz fibrations over S? are also
well-known families of complex surfaces. For example, Y (2) = K3#2CP?
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and Z(2) = Horikawa surface, respectively. In what follows, we recall the
branched-cover description of the 4-manifolds Y (¢) and Z(g), which we will
use in the proofs of our main results. The branched-cover description of
X(g) is well-known and we refer the reader to ([2I], Remark 7.3.5, p.257).

Lemma 10. The genus g Lefschetz fibration on Y (g) over S? with the mon-
odromy (cico - "02g+1)2g+2 =1 can be obtained as the double branched cov-
ering of CPQ#@2 branched along a smooth algebraic curve B in the linear
system |2(g+1)L|, where L is the proper transform of line L in CP? avoiding
the blown-up point. Furthermore, this Lefschetz fibration admits two disjoint
—1 sphere sections.

Proof. We will follow the proof of Lemma 3.1 in [4], where g = 2 case
have been considered (see also the discussion in [6]), and make necessary
adjustments where needed. Let D denote an algebraic curve of degree d in
CP?. We fix a generic projection map 7 : CP?\ pt — CP! such that the pole
of ™ does not belong to D. It was shown in [40] that the braid monodromy
of D in CP? is given via a braid factorization. More specifically, the braid
monodromy around the point at infinity in CP', which is given by the central
element A? in By, can be written as the product of the monodromies about
the critical points of 7. Hence, the factorization A% = (o1 ---04_1)? holds
in the braid group B, where o; denotes a positive half-twist exchanging two
points, and fixing the remaining d — 2 points.

Now let us degenerate the smooth algebraic curve B in CP?#CP? into a
union of 2(g + 1) lines in a general position. By the discussion above, the
braid group factorization corresponding to the configuration B is given by
A? = (o109 -+ 0'290'29+1)2g+2. Now, by lifting this braid factorization to the
mapping class group of the genus g surface, we obtain that the monodromy
factorization (cicg - - - czg+1)29+2 = 1 for the corresponding double branched
covering.

Moreover, observe that a regular fiber of the given fibration is a two fold
cover of a sphere in CP?#CP? with homology class f = h — e; branched
over 2(g+ 1) points, where h denotes the hyperplane class in CP?. Hence, a
regular fiber is a surface of genus g. The exceptional sphere e; in CP?#CP?,
which intersects f = h — ey once positively, lifts to two disjoint —1 sphere
sections in Y'(g).

O

The proof of the following lemma can be extracted from [2I] [Ex 7.3.27,
page 268]; we omit proof.

Lemma 11. The double branched cover W (g) of CP? along a smooth alge-
braic curve B in the linear system |2(g+1)L| can be decomposed as the fiber
sum of two copies of CP2#(g + 1)2CP? along a a complex curve of genus
equal g(g — 1)/2. Moreover, W(g) admits a genus g Lefschetz pencil with
two base points, and Y (g) = W (g)#2CP2.
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Example 12. In this example, we study the topology of complex surfaces
W (g) in some details. Recall that by Lemma[ITlthe complex surface W (g) is
the fiber sum of two copies of the rational surface CP?#(g%+2¢+1)CP? along
the complex curve ¥ of genus g(g—1)/2 and self-intersection zero. Using the
fiber sum decomposition, we compute the Euler characteristic and the sig-
nature of W (g) as follows: e(W(g)) = 2e(CP?#(g? +2g+ 1)CP?) — 2¢(X) =
49%4+2g+4, and o(W(g)) = 20(CP?#(g*+29+1)CP?) = —2(g*>+2g). Next,
we recall from [I8] that CP?# (g +2g+1)CP? = ®,(,_1)/2(1) UNy(y_1)/2(1),
where ®g(,_1y/2(1) and Ny(,_1)/2(1) are Milnor fiber and generalized Gompf
nucleus in CP%2#(g? + 2g + 1)CP? respectively. Notice that such decom-
position shows that the intersection form of CP?#(g? + 2g + 1)CP? splits
as N @ M(g), where N = (1) and M(g) is a matrix whose entries
are given by a negative definite plumbing tree in the Figure Bl Conse-
quently, we obtain the following decomposition of the intersection form of
Wi(g): 2M(g) ® H & g(g — 1)H, where H is a hyperbolic pair. Let us
choose the following basis which realizes the intesection matrix M (g) & N of
CP?#(g?4+29+1)CP%: < f = (g+1)h—e1— -+ —€(g11)2, €g41)25 €1—€2, €2—
€35 " €(gH1)2—2 7 €(gh1)2—1s NT€(gr1)2—(g41) T T E(gh1)2 -2 E(g41)2 -1 >
Observe that the last (g4 1)? — 1 classes can be represented by spheres and
their self-intersections are given as in the Figure Bl f is the class of fiber
of the genus g(g — 1)/2 Lefschetz fibration on CP?#(g? + 2g + 1)CP? and
€(g+1)? 1S a sphere section of self-intersection —1. Using the generalized fiber
sum decomposition of W(g), it is not hard to see the surfaces that generate
the intersection matrix 2M (g) & H @ g(g — 1)H. The two copies of the
Milnor fiber ®,,_1)/2(1) € CP?*#(g* + 29 + 1)CP? are in W (g), providing
2((g+1)? — 1) spheres of self-intersections —2 and —g (corresponding to the

classes {e] —eg, ea —eg, -+, €(g+1)2—2 — E(g+1)2—15 N —€(g11)2—(g+1) — """ —
/ / ! /! /
€(g+1)2—3 T €(g+1)2—2 T €(g+1)2—1} and {e1’ —ea’, ea’ —eg’, -+, €lgt1)2—2 ~
/ / / / / 3
€(g+1)2_1, h - e(g+1)2_(g+1) I €(g+1)2_3 - €(g+1)2_2 - €(g+1)2_1}), l“eahze

two copies of M(g). One copy of hyperbolic pair H comes from an iden-
tification of the fibers f and f’, and a sphere section o of self-intersection
—2 obtained by sewing the sphere sections e, )2 and e, +1)2’ . The re-
maining g(g — 1) copies of H come from g(g — 1) rim tori and their dual
—2 spheres (see related discussion in [21], page 73)). These 4¢* + 2g + 2
classes generate Hy of W (g). Furthermore, using the formula for the canon-
ical class of the generalized symplectic sum and the adjunction inequal-
ity, we compute Ky = (g9 — 2)(h + h'). Also, the class of the genus g
surface of square 2 of the genus g Lefschetz pencil on W (g) is given by
h + h'. As a consequence, the class of the genus g fiber in W (g)#2CP? is
given by h + h' — By — E5y, where E; and Fy are the homology classes of
the exceptional spheres of the blow-ups at the points p; and po, the base
points of the pencil. We can also verify the symplectic surface 3, given
by the class h + b/ — E; — E5, has genus g by applying the adjunction
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formula to (W (g)#2CP*,): g(2) = 1+ 1/2(Ky gy yorp - [B] + [E7) =
1+ ((g—2)(h+H)+E1+ Ey)- (h+h —Fy — Ey) + (h+h — Ey — E5)?)/2 =
14+ (2(9 —2) +2)/2 = g. We can notice from the intersection form of W (g)
that all rim tori can be chosen to have no intersections with the genus ¢
surface in the pencil given by the homology class h + h’. Thus, the genus

g fiber X can be chosen to be disjoint from the rim tori that descend to
W (g)#-2CP2.

—2 N —2 —2 -2 —2 —2

P ® o o @ Py Py Py Py e o PY

e — e

Clg+1)2-2 ~ E(g+1)2-1
-9

h = €(gi1)2—(g+1) = - — E(g41)2—1

FIGURE 3. Plumbing tree for ®,,_1)/2(1)

Let k£ be any nonnegative integer, and F;, denote k-th Hirzebruch surface.
Recall that Fj, admits the structure of holomorphic CP' bundle over CP*
with two disjoint holomorphic sections A,y and A_j with Ay, = £k.

Lemma 13. The genus g Lefschetz fibration on Z(g) over S* with the mon-
odromy (ClCQ"'ng)2(2g+1) = 1 can be obtained as the 2-fold cover of Fay

branched over the disjoint union of a smooth curve C' in the linear system
‘(29 + 1)A+2‘ and A_Q

Proof. The Lefschetz fibration on Z(g) — CP' obtained by composing the
branched cover map Z(g) — Fa with the bundle map Fy — CP'. A generic
fiber is the double cover of a sphere fiber of o branched over 2¢g + 2 points.
The monodromy of this Lefschetz fibration can be derived from the braid
monodromy of the branch curve C'U A_5. The fibration admits a holomor-
phic sphere section S with S? = —1, which is obtained by lifting A_5 to
Z(9)-

O

3.3. Rational Blowdown. In this subsection, we review the rational blow-
down surgery introduced by Fintushel-Stern [I6]. For details the reader is

referred to [16], B2].
Let p > 2 and C), be the smooth 4-manifold obtained by plumbing disk

bundles over the 2-sphere according to the following linear diagram

—(p+2) -2 -2

Up—1 Up—2 Uy




10 ANAR AKHMEDOV AND NAOYUKI MONDEN

where each vertex u; of the linear diagram represents a disk bundle over
2-sphere with the given FEuler number.

The boundary of C), is the lens space L(p?,1 — p) which also bounds a
rational ball B, with m(B,) = Z, and m(0B,) — m1(B,) surjective. If C,
is embedded in a 4-manifold X then the rational blowdown manifold X, is
obtained by replacing C), with By, i.e., X, = (X \Cp)UB,. If X and X \C,
are simply connected, then so is X,,. The following lemma is easy to check,
so we omit the proof.

Lemma 14. by (X,) = by (X), e(X,) = e(X) — (p— 1), 0(X,) = o(X) +
(p = 1), cr®(Xp) = cr*(X) + (p — 1), and xp(Xp) = xn(X).

We now collect some theorems on rational blowdown for later use.

Theorem 15. [16, 32]. Suppose X is a smooth J-manifold with by (X) > 1
which contains a configuration Cp. If L is a SW basic class of X satisfying
L-u; =0 for any i with1 <i<p—2 and L -up—1 = £p, then L induces a
SW basic class L of X, such that SWx, (L) = SWx(L).

Theorem 16. [16] 32] If a simply connected smooth 4-manifold X contains
a configuration C,, then the SW-invariants of X,, are completely determined
by those of X. That is, for any characteristic line bundle L on X, with
SWXP(E) # 0, there exists a characteristic line bundle L on X such that
SWx (L) = SWx,(L).

Theorem 17 ([14],[12] (p = 2), [13] (p > 3)). Let o, o' be positive relators
of I'y, and let X,, Xy be the corresponding Lefschetz fibrations over S?,
respectively. Suppose that o' is obtained by applying a daisy substitution of
type p to 0. Then, Xy is a rational blowdown of X, along a configuration
Cp. Therefore, we have

o(X,) = o(X,) + (p—1), and e(X)) = e(X,) — (p— 1).

3.4. Knot Surgery. In this subsection, we briefly review the knot surgery
operation, which gives rise to mutually non-diffeomorphic manifolds. For
the details, the reader is referred to [17].

Let X be a 4-manifold with by (X) > 1 and contain a homologically es-
sential torus 7" of self-intersection 0. Let N(K) be a tubular neighborhood
of K in S?, and let T' x D? be a tubular neighborhood of 7" in X. The knot
surgery manifold Xy is defined by Xx = (X \ (T x D?))U(S! x (S*\ N(K))
where two pieces are glued in a way that the homology class of [pt x dD?]
is identifed with [pt x A] where \ is the class of the longitude of knot K.
Fintushel and Stern proved the theorem that shows Seiberg-Witten invari-
ants of X can be completely determined by the Seiberg-Witten invariant
of X and the Alexander polynomial of K [I7]. Moreover, if X and X \ T
are simply connected, then so is Xg.

Theorem 18. Suppose that 71(X) = 7 (X \T) =1 and T lies in a cusp
neighborhood in X. Then X is homeomorphic to X and Seiberg- Witten
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invariants of Xk is SWx, = SWx - A (%), where t =t (in the notation
of [I7]) and Ak is the symmetrized Alexander polynomial of K. If the
Alezander polynomial Ak (t) of knot K is not monic then X admits no
symplectic structure. Moreover, if X is symplectic and K is a fibered knot,
then Xy admits a symplectic structure.

4. LEMMAS

In this section, we construct some relations by applying elementary trans-
formations. These relations will be used to construct new relations obtained
by daisy substitutions in Section [6l

Let a1, ..., ar be a sequence of simple closed curves on an oriented surface
such that a; and a; are disjoint if |i — j| > 2 and that a; and a;4; intersect
at one point. For simplicity of notation, we write a;, f(a;) instead of t,,,
tras) = fla,f ~1 respectively. Moreover, write

bi = ai+1(ai) and b = a (a;).
Below we denote the arrangement using the conjugation (i.e. the cyclic

permutation) and the arrangement using the relation (i) by Y, and g,
respectively. We recall the following relation:
i1 a; ~ bi- a1, and Qi+ Qi1 ~ Qi1 - by
In particular, we note that
a;-aj ~ aj-a; for |i — j| > 1.

By drawing the curves, it is easy to verify that for m =1,...,k — 1 and
i=m,...,.k—1,

pak—1- " Gmi10m(aip1) = @i and Ayt - - ap—105(0;) = Giq1.
Using the relation ¢y = fl.f ~1 we obtain the followings:
(2) (akar—1-"" Gm41Qm) - Qip1 ~ ;- (ARaAK—_1 - Apy1Gm),
(3) (@m@m1 -~ ag—1ak) - @; ~ @iy1 - (Am@mi1 - Ag—10k).
Lemma 19. For 2 < k, we have the following relations:
(a) (agp—1ap—2---aza1) - (agag—1---azay) ~ af - by_y - bobr,

(b) (araz---ax_1ap) - (arag- -~ ap_sag_1) ~ bibg - by_1 - af,

Proof. The proof will be given by induction on k. Suppose that k£ = 2.
Then, we have

a1asa] —r A2a10a9 ~ a% . 61.

Hence, the conclusion of the Lemma holds for k& = 2.
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Let us assume inductively that the relation holds for k = j. Then,

(ajaj—l ... al) . (a‘]+1a‘] .. al)
~ajaji - (a1 ar) - (aj--a)

Jj+1
Naja‘j‘l'l‘a‘j b]—lbl

B 7 7

— aj+1 C Q0541 bj_l s bl

j+1
~ @iy ajen by bja-e by

This proves part (a). The proof of (b) is similar, and therefore omitted.
O

Lemma 20. Let [ > 0. We define an element ¢ to be

41 3 2
b1 = a9 Gy - - azazas.

Let D and E be two products of right-handed Dehn twists and write them as
D =d;---di and E = ey ---ey,, respectively. If a word Wy is obtained by
applying a sequence of the conjugation and the elementary transformations
to a word Wy, then we denote it by ~c. For l > 1, we have the following:

(a) Da2la2a1a2l+1a2a1E
~c (D) - (abily -z - azan) - (by -+ - ba - ba) - 4, (E),
(b) D-ajag---ag41-arag---ay - E

~C d);l(D) : (52 : 54 s 521) : (a1a2 s ag e algﬁl) '¢;1(E)a

where ¢L(D) = ¢L(d1) o ¢L(dk1) and ¢z(E) = ¢L(el) o ¢z(ek2)'

Proof. For 1 < m < 2l —1 and m < ¢ < 2] — 1, we have the following
equalities from (@) and (3l):

(4) (@gr---ai-agq1 - am) - Gigo ~ a; - (Qg -+~ a1 - g1 )

(5)  aita (am - agq1-ar-c-ay) ~ (am - agq a1 ay) - ag.
We first show (a). Since

o1 (D) (agag—y -~ a1) - (baba—o - ba) - abily g, (E)

C I+1
= g, (D) gy - (aziagi - ar) - (bubara - b2) - 1, ()

= (D) - abfly - (ayag—1 -+ ar) - (buba—2 - b2) - 4, (E),

it is sufficient to prove

D - (agag—1---a1) - (ag41a9---a1) - E

~ ¢ 1(D) - (agagi—1 -+ ay) - (baby—z - ba) -abil - 4, (E).



CONSTRUCTING LEFSCHETZ FIBRATIONS VIA DAISY SUBSTITUTIONS 13

The proof is by induction on [. Suppose that [ = 0. Then, we have
D - asa; - agasa; - F

C
= o, (D) - ay - asay - asag - o, (F)

@% a1(D) +a2a1 - aszaz - as 'al(E)
~ (D) - aza1 by - ag - az - o, (E).

Since ¢g = aq, the conclusion of the Lemma holds for [ = 0.
Let us assume, inductively, that the relation holds for [ = j. Note that

since ¢j_1(azj+2) = agjr2 and ¢j_1(azjt3) = agjt3, we have
o;_1 (Dagjr2aj11a9513a212) = ¢,_, (D)agj+2a2;+102;+302;+2.
Since agj43 is disjoint from bo, by, ..., be; and ¢; = aéﬁl%_l, we have
D - (agjy2aj1a2; - -~ ay) - (a2j4302j42a2j41 - a1) - E
~ D - agji2a2j 410254302542 - (a5 -+~ a1) - (agjp1---a1) - E
~ 9;1 (D) - anjioanj1a2) 4300542 - (azj - a1) - (byj -+ bo) ~abll) o (E)
% 4, (D) abf) | - agj 0004100305550 (ag; - ar) - (baj -+ ba) - g, (E)

+1
~ ¢;(D) - ag;iy - (a2j42a254 1025 - a1) - azjzazj2 - (baj -+ b2) - ¢, (E)

— ¢,(D) - (azjr2a2j41a2j -+~ a1) - azj43a2j42 - a2]+3 (bgj -+~ b2) - g, (E)
~ ¢,(D) - (agj42a2j41a25 -~ ar) - bajta - azjs - a2]+3 (baj -~ b2) - ¢, (E)
)

~ 4,(D) - (azjy2azj1az; - ar) - (bajrabaj - b2) - gy - o, (E).

This proves part (a) of the lemma. The proof of part (b) is similar and left
to the reader. O

5. A LIFT OF HYPERELLIPTIC RELATIONS

In this section, we construct a relation which gives a lift of a relation, and
which is Hurwitz equivalent to I(g), from I'y to T'}. This relation will be
used in Section

Suppose g > 2. Let X7 be the surface of genus g with b boundary compo-
nents d1,02,...,0,. Let a1, ao, ... ,agg,a2g+1,a’2g+1 and 9,(y,...,(, be the
simple closed curves as shown in Figure [l

Lemma 21. The following relation holds in I'y:

)2g+1

2
(alaz e azg — (a1a2 N a2g_1) g . a2g RN DYo AR AT DI azg‘

Proof. The proof follows from the braid relations, ;- ;11 -0 = Q11 Q-1
and o; - a; = o - oy for [ — j| > 1. O
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Qg1

671,-1

on
FIGURE 4. The curves ai,...,a24+1,09,,1,0,(15...,Cy on
¥¢ and the boundary components 4, ..., d, of 7.

Lemma 22. The following relation holds in I'y:

§ = (ogt10g -+ - apviag o - - - a29a/29+1)2
In particular, since 61 = 6 for n =1, this relation is a lift of H(g) from Iy
to 'L,
g

Proof. A regular neighborhood of a; U g U -+ U agg_; is a subsurface of
genus g — 1 with two boundary components, as441 and 0/29 +1- Moreover, a
regular neighborhood of o UaaU- - -Uag, is a subsurface of genus g with one
boundary component 4. Then, it is well know that the following relations,
callled the chain relations hold:

29

Qg 10,41 = (a1 agg 1), § = (apagag - - - agg) 92,

By applying the relations above and Lemma [2I] we obtain the following
relation.

/ 2
0= (agg+1a2g+1a2g RN HIe AN SN S A Oégg) .

Since b, is disjoint from agy41, by conjugation of a1, we obtain the
claim. If n = 1, then it is easily seen that this is a lift of H(g) from I'; to
F;. This completes the proof. U

Lemma 23. The following relation holds in T'y.
(042g+1042g ooy a290/29+1)2
~ (Qggriaag - anan)? - (nag - - aggaggyn) - (1 - gy ).
Proof. By drawing picture, we find that for each ¢ = 1,2,...,2g,
Qog41 - Q201010 - - - Qagy1(0g) =

/
Qog - Qo o Qg -+ Qg (Qlgg 1) = Qagit.
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These give the following relations.

(6) Qg1 Q20OIQ2 - g - QG ™ QG Qg OO0 - (g,
(7) Qg -+ 0011+ -+ (g * a’2g+1 ~ (2g41 " Qg "+ Q21 (X -+ + (4.
From these relations, we have

Q2g+1Q2g -+ - Q2 Q1A+ - - a2g(¥§g+1042g+1042g oo a290/2g+1

/
7 Qg1 - A2g41Q2g Q2 Qi t c - A2gQigg ] - (gt o] N Qg - g Qlgg -

— (aggp10ng - o) - (g 109 - - - Q10N - - Qg Qg 1) - (g -+ - gy 7).

This completes the proof. O

6. NEW WORDS IN THE MAPPING CLASS GROUP VIA DAISY RELATION

We define ¢ in I'y to be

_ g+l g 3 2
¢ = Qog41%2g—1 " " A5O3 .

Note that ¢(ag;—1) = ag;—1 for each i =1,...,g+ 1 and <;5(0/2g+1) = o/2g+1.

For simplicity of notation, we write

Bi = aii(s), Bi = il (@), Y41 = ai(@ig1), Vi1 = -1 (Qig1)-

We denote by 2 dia Ji7 €i+1 and €it1 the ima‘ges of (ba /Biu Bi7 Yi+1 and Yi+1
under the map I'y — I'y, that is,

_ 9t g 32
¥ = Cg11Cog—1 """ C5C3C1,

and

di = ¢y, (i), di = ci;ll(ci), Cit1 = ¢;(Cip1) and €41 = 1 (Ci1)

Then, note that ¢(co;—1) = cg;—1 for each i = 1,... g+ 1. If a word W is
obtained by applying simultaneous conjugations by % to a word Wy, then

we denote it by Y.

Let z1,..., 2y, x’l,...,m; and y1,...,y, be the simple closed curves on
Y4 given in Figure Bl Moreover, we define yg11,...,y29—1 to be za,..., 4,
respectively. We take the following two daisy relators of type g — 1 in I'y:

R | —1 —(9-2)
Dy 1:=c| c TCyglqtCogiy  T1T - Tg and
/ -1 .-1 -1 —(9-2) s /
g—1 "= C1 €G3 "1 Cyg 1 Cogyq Tyl Ty,

and the following daisy relator of type 2(g — 1):

1 1 .-1 -1 +

D -—c_l c_l ...c_lc_ cCo Cr e '6_293'
2(g—1) = C2g+1C29—1 5 C3 3 G 2g—1 " Cogt1 "~ Y1Y2- - Y29—1
2 9 -2 —2g+2

=C3 Cy rCyg gt Cogy1 " Y1Y2 Y291
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FIGURE 5. The curves z1,...,24,7,..., 2y and y1,...,y, on X,

Let x1,...,xy be the simple closed curves on ¥7 given in Figure [ll We
denote by Dy_; the following daisy relator of type g — 1 in I'j:

-1 -1 -1 —(9-2)
Dyg1=ay ag -0y, 1 Qo) 7 - X1X2" " Xg-

Since it is easily seen that «; and y; are mapped to ¢; and x; under the map
I'y = I'y, we see that the image of this map of Dy_1 is Dy_;.
01

02

0i

On-1
On

FIGURE 6. The curves xi,...,xg on 7.

Theorem 24. There is a positive relator

H(g,1) = 1 (dag) -+ o1 (da) g1 (d)dady - dagesey -+ eogmia -+ wgCoity,

which is obtained by applying once D,_1-substitution to H(g). Moreover,
the Lefschetz fibration fr41) has 29+ 6 disjoint sections of self-intersection
—1.

Proof. Note that by Lemma [I9 (a), we have
(8) (aggi100g 1) = aggy1 - (agg -+~ a1) - (aggi1an, - aq)

29+2 5 o)
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Moreover, one can check that
9) Qragag - Qgg ~ (27476 Y2g) - (azas - agg1).
Therefore, by Lemma 20] (b), we have

(Qagy10ag- - anan)? - (onag -+ aggangr1) - (a1ag -+ gy, )

(Bb 2g+2

- O‘2g+152g “Br- (arag - azgazgi) - (arag - O‘2g)a/2g+1
) 2 ) ) 1
~e {0301 Bag o Bi} (BaBa Bag) - (nz - ang - adi) ) - ahy
29+ 2 Is) ) +1
= 042§+1 ~1(Bag) -+ o1 (B1) - (B2Ba- - Bag) - (rag - agg - g ) - alygyy

1 (Bag) g1 (Br) - (BB Bag) - (arcn - ing) - aIL - gy

3 3 5 3 3 3g+3
~1(Bag) - ¢*1(ﬁ1) (B2Ba--+Pag) - (V24 v2g) - (13- gg1) - %ZL 0/2g+1
Since 4 is a central element of the group generated by oy, ..., agg41, 0% g+10

by Lemma 23] the operation ~¢ is Hurwitz equivalent (for example, see
Lemma 6 in [5]). We have the following relation in F29+6 which is Hurwitz
equivalent to the relation § = (agg100g - a1 - agga’29+1)2:

8= g1(Bag) 51 (B1) - (Bafa-+ Bag) - (v2va-++2g) - (13- ng1) - 05017 - .

By applying once D,_1-substitution to this relation, we have the following
relation:

6= g-1(Bag) -+ p-1(B1) - (BoBa+++Bag) - (v2va---72g) - (X1X2" " Xg) - aigii’ Qi1

2g+5 2945
oz2g+1 5152 52g+6 = ()é2g+1 . 5152 e 52g+6 . oz2g+1 and

Moreover, by ozzg
the daisy-relation a2g+1 0102 - -+ 02946 - o/2g+1 = (1C2 - - C2g+6 - 0, we obtain
00102+ 02g+6
6-1(Bag) - -1 (B1) - (BaBa- -+ Bag) - (Y24~ 729) - (X1X2 "+ Xg)-

2g+5 !
Qg1 " X241 " 0102+ 629""6

~1(Bag) - g-1(B1) - (B2Ba--- Pag) - (21a- - 29) - (X1X2 - Xg)*
G1G2 -+ C2g46 * 0.

Therefore, we have the following relation in F2g+6.

01 - 02+ 02946
~1(Bag) - g-1(B1) - (BaBa-+- Pag) - (Y24 729) - (X1X2 -+ Xg) - C1C2 -+ - Cog46

It is easily seen that (i,...,(2g+6 are mapped to cg41 under the map
F2g+6 — I'y. This completes the proof. O

Theorem 25. There is a positive relator
H(g, 2) o2 (egg) T2 (64)8072 (ég)spfz (dgg) T2 (d4) T2 (dg)-

2 8
dydy - - - dogegey - - - eag (T2 - - - 9)°Chy 1y
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which is obtained by applying twice Dgy_1-substitutions to H(g). Moreover,
the Lefschetz fibration fr(g9) has 8 disjoint sections of self-intersection —1.

Proof. Let D be a product of Dehn twists. Then, we note that by Lemma 20]
(a) we have

(10) (angr10ny- - agen)®- D = aggyr - (g~ 1) - (aggyragy -+ a1) - D
~e oty - (ang - anan)  (Bag - Bafa) - 4(D).

Moreover, we have

(11) Qg - agapan ~ (Qgg—1 - asazan) - (Fag -+ Y6TaV2)-

Then, by Lemma 20 (b) we have

(qgr1ag -+ agar)? - (arag -+ - aggaggy1) - (arag - - gy 1)

(110)
= a2 (azgagan) - (Bag o Bafa) - of(na - azgaings1) - (10 gy )}
0D, g+

Q ¢71{ag;§1 (agg_1--azar) - (ag - JuY2) - (Bag -+ - Bafa)}-
(cnag -+~ aggaogr1) - (arog - - qogaing 4 1)

~c g-2{adity - (aggo1 - azan) - (Fag - uT2) - (Bag -+ Baf2)}-
(B2Ba -+ Bag) - (1 - - cgg - aé’ﬁl) S Qg

- ag;fl (azg—1 - azar) - p-2{(Fag -+ FuF2) - (Bog - - 1)}

33 ...7 1
(BaBa- -+ Pag) - (nag- - agg - af ) - by

@) g+2

— Ay (ogg—1 - agan) - g-2{(Y2g - YaTY2) - (B2g -+ BafP2)}-
) n 1
(BaBa- -+ Bag) - (vaya- - v2g) - (13- -+ g 1) - @G/ - by

< o-21(92g -+ - Ya72) - (Bag - -~ Baf2)}-

2 R e} 2 2 2 2g+3 /
(62/84 .o .62g) . (72/74. . .729) . a1a3 .o .a2g_1 . a2g+1 . a2g+1

= (p-2(92g) - ¢-2(Y1) - "p—2(F2)) - (¢-2(Bag) - - g-2(Ba) - ¢-2(B2))-
(B2Bs- - Bog) - (y2va- -+ Y2g) - QG033 - aigii’ SOl

-1
Note that by Lemma 23] the operation 2 is also Hurwitz equivalent
from Lemma 6 in [5]. We have the following relation in Fg which is Hurwitz

equivalent to the relation § = (aggqia0g - asoiaioy - ()4290/2g+1)21

(12) 0= (6-2(F2g) -+ 92 (Fa) - 9-2(72)) - (6-2(Bag) - - p-2(Ba) - -¢-2(B2))-

22 7 2 9 9 2+3
(BaBa- -+ B2g)  (V2ya+Y2g) - QTQF - Qg g - Q1)+ Qg iy
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By applying twice D,_1-substitutions to this relation, we have the follow-
ing relation:

6= (p-2(92g) " ¢-2(F1) - "¢p-2(F2)) - (¢-2(Bag) -+ 4-2(B1) - p—2(B2))-
(5254 T 529) (272 72g) “(xixz - Xg)2 : agg-i-l '0/29+1-
Moreover, by ad, ;- 0,y - 610208 = g,y - 6102+ 03 - o,y and the
daisy-relation aggﬂ - 0109 -+ 0g - o/2g+1 = (1(s--- (g - 0, we obtain
0010208 = (p2(F2g) - g2(F4) - " p2(F2)) - (p-2(Bag) -+ p—2(Ba) - ~4—2(B2))
(BaBa- - Bog) - (2va-Y2g) - (X1X2 "+ Xg) - Xhgy1 * Cogyy - 6102+~ g
= (6-2(F29) - 62 (Fa) - 9=2(72)) - (-2 (Bag) - =2(B) - -2 (52))-
(BaBa - Bag) - (v2va-++Y2g) - (X1X2 "+ Xg)* - C1G2 -+ (s - 6.

Therefore, we have the following relation in Fg:

616208 = (¢—2(F2g) -+ p2(F1) - p2(72)) - (g-2(B2g) -+ - -2(B4) - ~¢-2(B2)):
(BoBa- -+ Pag) - (724~ Y2g) - (X1X2 "+ Xg)? + (1l (s

It is easily seen that «; and y; are mapped to ¢; and x;, respectively, and
C1,---,(g are mapped to ca441 under the map Fg — I'g. This completes the
proof. O

For j =1,...,2g, we write

fj = (Cj,10j+1)*1 (d_,])7
where ¢g = 1.
Theorem 26. Let g > 3. Then, the monodromy of the hypereliptic Lefschetz

fibration given by the word H(g) = 1 can be conjugated to contain a daisy
relations of type 2(g — 1).

Proof. Since «; and § are mapped to ¢; and 1 under the map I'y — I',
respectively, by the equation (I2) acuired in Theorem 25 we obtain the
following relator:

1= (@*2 (éQy) 2 (é4) T2 (é2)) ’ (go*2 (d29) T2 (d4) T2 (d2))’
(dady -+~ dag) - (e2es -+~ e2) - 3 -~ By _y - o1
This relator contains Dy(,_y)-relator. This completes the proof. O
Theorem 27. Let g > 3. Then, the monodromy of the Lefschetz fibration
given by the word I(g) =1 can be conjugated to contain
(i) g+ 1 daisy relations of type g — 1.
(i) (g +1)/2 (resp. g/2) daisy relations of type 2(g — 1) for odd (resp.
even) g.
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Proof. Let us first prove (i). Since ¢(cg;—1) = ¢g;—1 foreach i =1,...,g+1,
by Lemma 201 (b) we have
(13) (6162 s 629629+1)2 == (6162 s 62g62g+1) . (6162 s ng) *C2g+1
77 7 1
~e (dody -+ dag) - (crca- - eag - €5111) - Cagra-
Moreover, we have
(14) C1CaC3 -+ Cog ~ (€geq€6 -+~ €ag) - (C1C3C5 -+ - Cag—1).

Therefore, we have

29-+2 g+2 \g+1
) )

(0162"'629+1 (d2d4...d2g.6162...C2g.c2g+1

@,
o .. - )
E—— (d2d4 o d2g . 6264 o 62g . 6163 o e ng_l . Cg;—+l)g+1
Then, we see that we can apply once D;_l-substitution and g times Dy_1-
substitutions to (dady - - - Jgg-ege4 ceeegg-CiCy czg_lcg;'fl)gﬂ. The reason
that we apply once D;_l—substitution is to construct a minimal symplectic
manifold Y (g, k) in Theorem BI(see the proof of Theorem [B1] and Remark
36). This completes the proof of (i).
Next we prove (ii). By Lemma I3 (b) we have
(15) (creg- - CogCagi1)? = (c100 -+ Caglagt1) - (crea - Cog) - Cagi1
2g+1
~ (dydy -+ dag - c3911) - Cagi1
Moreover, we have
(16)  (crca---cogp1)? ~ (c1c3 - G5ypy) - (fafa - fag) - (dady -+ - day).

From the above relations, we have

(crca- - cogeagi1)?
(1)
== (dady -+ dag - 33T7) - (crea - cageagin)?

(16) .
— (dudy -+~ dyg - ngﬁ) : (C%Qg, : "C§g+1) “(fafa--- fag) - (dady - dag)
~ (didy -+ dag) - (363 -+ By 150T1) - (Fafa- - fag) - (dady - dag).
From this, we see that (cicy--- 62962g+1)4 can be conjugated to contain a
daisy relations of type 2(g — 1). Therefore,
I(g) = (crea -+ cogr1)™ - (crca-+ - cag1)® (g9 = 2Kk)
(creg -+ cgqpr)*FHY (9=2k+1),

gives the proof of (ii).
(]

Theorem 28. Let g > 3. Then, the monodromy of the Lefschetz fibration
given by the word G(g) = 1 can be conjugated to contain g daisy relations

of type 2(g — 1).
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Proof. By a similar argument to the proof of Theorem 27 we have
(cr--- 629—1629)4
~ (dady -~ dag 1) - (BE -+ By_ocss ) - (frfs- -+ fag1) - (duds -+ dog1).

Let h := (a1 ---aggazg+1). Note that h(a;) = a;4q for i =1,...,2g. Then,
we have

(c1---cog_1024)*

~ (didy - dog—1) - (3] - --639_2633“’) (f1fz-- fag-1) - (didz---dag1)
h —_ —_ —_

= (dads -+ dag) - (B2 By 1C5010) - (fofs - fag) - (dady -~ dag).

From this, we see that (cico - - - CQQng)4 can be conjugated to contain a daisy
relations of type 2(g — 1). G(g) = (c1 - cag—1029) - (c1 -+ cag—1c29)? gives
the proof. O

6.1. Non-hyperellipticity of our Lefschetz fibrations. The purpose
of this subsection is to prove that all the Lefschetz fibrations obtained in
this paper via daisy substitutions are non-hyperelliptic. The proof will be
obtained as a corollary of more general theorem given below

Theorem 29. Let g > 3. Let f, : Xy — S? be a genus-g hyperelliptic
Lefschetz fibration with only non-separating vanishing cycyles, and let o1 be
a positive relator corresponding to f. Let ki and ko be non-negative integers
such that k1 + ko > 0, and let k be a positive integer. Then we have the

followings:
(i) If we can obtain a positive relator, denoted by o2, by applying ki
times D,_1-substitutions and ky times D;_l—substitutions to o, then

the genus-g Lefschetz fibration f,, : X, — S? is non-hyperelliptic.

(ii) If we can obtain a positive relator, denoted by os, by applying k
times Dy(,_1)-substitutions to o, then the genus-g Lefschetz fibration
fos : Xos — S? is non-hyperelliptic.

Corollary 30. All our Lefschetz fibrations are non-hyperelliptic.

Proof of Theorem[29. Let sg be the number of non-separating vanishing cy-
+1

cles of f,,. Note that by Theorem [1 we have o(X,,) = —2g—+130.

g

First, we assume that f,, is a hyperelliptic Lefschetz fibration. The re-
lators Dy_1 and D;_l consist of only Dehn twists about non-separating
simple closed curves ci,c¢s,...,cg4+1 and xq, ], ... ,xg,a:’g as in Figure [l
Therefore, we see that po consits of only right-handed Dehn twists about
non-separating simple closed curves, so f,, has only non-separating vanish-
ing cycles. In particular, the number of non-separating vanishing cycles of
fos 18 s —{(g — 1) — 1}(k1 + k2). By Theorem [1, we have

9L (g - 2)(ks + k).

U(ng) = —m
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On the other hand, since the relators Dy_1 and Dj_; are daisy relators of
type g — 1, by Theorem [[7, we have

g+1
— —2) (k1 + ko).

2g 10T =2kt ks)
We get a contradiction since the above equality does not hold for g > 3 and
ki + ko > 0.

Next, we assume that f,, is a hyperelliptic Lefschetz fibration. The relator
Dy(y_1) consits of Dehn twsts about non-separating simple closed curves

0(Xg,) = 0(Xg) + (9 —2)(k1 + k2) =

€3,C5,...,C29+1 and yo,¥3,...,Yy24—1 in Figure [l and a Dehn twist about
separating simple closed curve y; in Figure Bl Note that y,11 = @2, Y442 =
x3,...,Y29—1 = T4 and that y; separates X, into two surface, one of which

has genus 1. Therefore, f,, has s — k{2(g — 1)} non-separating vanishing
cycles and k separating vanishing cycles which are ;. By Theorem [ we

have
g+1 4(g — 1)
X)) = —F—— —2k(g—1 - 1|k
g+1 292 429 — 7
= — 30 k
29 +1 29 +1

On the other hand, since the relator Dy(,_1) is a daisy relator of type 2(g—1),
by Theorem [I7], we have
g+1

J(XQS) = U(XQI) + (29 — 3)k = _29+ 1

so + (29 — 3)k.

Since g > 3, we have

1 1 2¢° +29g — 7
< g+ so+(2g—3)k>—< g+ 50 + g 29 k:)

29+ 1 294170 29+ 1
2(g—1)(g — 2
_29-Vle=2),
2g+1
This is a contradiction to the above equality. O

7. CONSTRUCTING EXOTIC 4-MANIFOLDS

The purpose of this section is to show that the symplectic 4-manifolds ob-
tained in Theorem 27] part (i), are irreducible. Moreover, by performing the
knot surgery operation along a homologically essential torus on these sym-
plectic 4-manifolds, we obtain infinite families of mutually nondiffeomorphic
irreducible smooth structures.

Theorem 31. Let g > 3 and M be one of the following 4-manifolds (g —
g+ 1)CP?#(3¢g> + 39 +3 — (9 — 2)k)CP? for k=2,--- ,g+ 1. There exists
an irreducible symplectic 4-manifold Y (g, k) homeomorphic but not diffeo-
morphic to M that can be obtained from the genus g Lefschetz fibration on
Y (g) over S? with the monodromy (cica - cagy1)?9? = 1 in the mapping
class group I'y by applying k daisy substitutions of type g — 1.
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Proof. Let Y (g, k) denote the symplectic 4-manifold obtained from Y (g) =
W (g)#2 CP? by applying k—1 D,_;-subsitutions and one Dy, _;-substitution
as in Theorem Applying Lemma [[4] we compute the topological invari-
ants of Y (g, k)

e(Y(g,k)) = e(W(9)#2CP?) — k(g — 2) = 229> + g +3) — k(g — 2),

a(Y(g,k)) = o(W(9)#2CP?) + k(g — 2) = —2(g + 1)* + k(g — 2).

Using the factorization of the global monodromy in terms of right-handed
Dehn twists of the genus g Lefschetz on Y (g, k) (see Theorem 27], part (i)),
it is easy to check that 71 (Y (g,k)) = 1.

Next, we show that Y (g, k) is non-spin 4-manifold. Let ¢y, ,cag41 be
the curves in Figure 2, and z1,--- , x4, 2, - ,x; be the curves in Figure (bl
Note that d; = e (¢i) and e;41 = ¢;(¢i+1). The vanishing cycles of Lefschetz

fibrations in Theorem 27l includes the curves dy;, eg; fori =1,--- , g, and xj,
a:; forj=1,---,9, and cag41. In Hi(X,;Z2), we find that cigg = C2g4+1+ C2g,
€2g = Cog—1 + €29 and x4 = cag—1 + c2g41.Therefore, we have cigg + egg = 1.
In the notation of Theorem [, we have [ = 2 and Jgg - egg = 0. Therefore,
2 + day - €24 = 0(mod 2).

By Theorem [0 Y (g, k) is non-spin, and thus have an odd intersection
form. By Freedman’s theorem (cf. [I5]), we see that Y (g, k) is homeomorphic
to (g2 — g + 1)CP2#(3g% + 39 + 3 — (g — 2)k)CP2.

Next, using the fact that W(g) is a minimal complex surface of gen-
eral type with by™ > 1 and the blow up formula for the Seiberg-Witten
function [I7], we compute SWy () uozp: = SWiv(g) -H?Zl(eEi +e i) =
(efW@ + e Bw@)(eFr + e7Fr)(eP2 + e7F2), where F; denote the excep-
tional class of the i*" blow-up. By the above formula, the SW basic classes
of W (g)#2 CP? are given by + Ky ()£ E1+ Ey, and the values of the Seiberg-
Witten invariants on these classes are £1. Notice that by the Corollary 8.6
in [16], Y (g, k) has Seiberg-Witten simple type. Furthermore, by applying
Theorem [IH] and Theorem [I6] we completely determine the Seiberg-Witten
invariants of Y'(g, k) using the basic classes and invariants of W (g)#2 CP?:
Up to sign the symplectic manifold Y (g, k) has only one basic classes which
descends from the £ canonical class of Y (g) (see a detailed explanation
below). By Theorem [I6] or Taubes theorem [38] the value of the Seiberg-
Witten function on these basic classes, =Ky (4 ), are £1.

In what follows, we spell out the details of the above discussion. By
Theorem [IH] and Theorem [I6 we can determine the Seiberg-Witten invari-
ants of Y (g, k) by computing the algebraic intersection number of the basic
classes =Ky (q) £ E1 = By of W(g)#2 CP?, with the classes of spheres of
k disjoint Cy_; configurations in Y (g). Notice that the leading spheres of
the configurations Cy_; are the components of the singular fibers of Y (g).
By looking the regions on the genus g surface, where the rational blow-
downs along Cy_1 are performed, and the location of the base points of the
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genus g pencil, we compute the algebraic intersection numbers as follows:
Let S denote the homology class of —(g + 1) sphere of the j-th configu-
rations Cy_1 and S5, - ,S;_Q are the homology classes of —2 spheres of

Cy—1 in W(g)#2CP?, where j = 1,2. These two rational blowdowns along
Cy—1 chosen such that they correspond to one D,_;-subsitutions and one
Dy,_;-substitution as in Theorem 27 part (i).

We have S} - E; =1, 81 - Ey=0,57 - E,=1,57-F, =0, 5] Kwy =
g — 2, and the canonical divisor does not intersect with S/ for 2 < i <
g — 1. Consequently, S - £(Kwy + By + E2) = (g — 1) for j = 1,2, and
Sy (£Kwgy+ E1 F Ey) # +(g — 1) for one j. Observe that among the eight
basic classes £ Ky, + Ey + E», only Ky, + E1 + Eo and —(Kywy + £ + E»)
have algebraic intersection £(g — 1) with —(g + 1) spheres of Cy_;. Thus,
Theorem implies that these are only two basic classes that descend to
Y (g,2), and consequently to Y (g, k) from W (g)#2 CP?.

By invoking the connected sum theorem for Seiberg-Witten invariants, we
see that SW function is trivial for (g2 —g+1)CP?#(3g?+3g+3—(g—2)k)CP2.
Since the Seiberg-Witten invariants are diffeomorphism invariants, Y (g, k)
is not diffeomorphic to (g2 — g + 1)CP2#(3g% + 39 + 3 — (g — 2)k)CP2.

The minimality of Y (g, k) is a consequence of the fact that Y (g, k) has no
two Seiberg-Witten basic classes K and K’ such that (K—K')? = —4. Notice
that + Ky (4 ) are only basic classes of Y (g, k), and (K)%(ng) - (—Ky(g7k)))2
= 4(K32,(g’k)) > 0. Thus, we conlude that Y(g,k) is symplectically min-
imal. Furthermore, since symplectic minimality implies irreducibility for
simply-connected 4-manifolds [23], we deduce that Y (g, k) is also smoothly

irreducible.
O

The analogus theorem for g = 2, using lantern substitution, was proved
in [2].
Theorem 32. There exist an infinite family of irreducible symplectic and
an infinite family of irreducible non-symplectic pairwise non-diffeomorphic
4-manifolds all homeomorphic to Y (g,k).

Proof. Y(g,k) contains g(g — 1) Lagrangian tori which are disjoint from
the singular fibers of genus g Lefschetz fibration on Y (g, k). These tori de-
scend from W (g) (See Example[I2]), and survive in Y (g, k) after the rational
blowdowns along C,_1. These tori are Lagrangian, but we can perturb the
symplectic form on Y (g, k) so that one of these tori, say 7" becomes symplec-
tic. Moreover, 7m1(Y (g,k) \ T') = 1, which follows from the Van Kampen’s
Theorem using the facts that m1(Y (g, k)) = 1 and any rim torus has a dual
—2 sphere (see Proposition 1.2 in [22], or Gompf [19], page 564). Hence,
we have a symplectic torus T in Y (g, k) of self-intersection 0 such that
m (Y (g,k) \ T) = 1. By performing a knot surgery on 7', inside Y (g, k), we
obtain an irreducible 4-manifold Y (g, k) ;c that is homeomorphic to Y (g, k).
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By varying our choice of the knot K, we can realize infinitely many pairwise
non-diffeomorphic 4-manifolds, either symplectic or nonsymplectic. U

Remark 33. We obtain the analogous results as in Theorem [BI] for the
genus g Lefschetz fibrations obtained in Theorem 28 The total space Z(g)
of the Lefschetz fibration with the monodromy (cico--- 629+1)2(29+1) =1
in the mapping class group I'y are complex surface of general type with
bo™ > 1 and the single blow-up of a minimal complex surface (see [21],
Section 8.4, p.320-22). The computation of the Seiberg-Witten invariants
follows the same lines of argument as that of Theorems 31l In fact, the SW
computation is simpler, since Z(g) only admits one pair of basic classes.
Also, the results of our paper can be easily extendable to the Lefschetz
fibrations with monodromies (cicg - - - ng_102962g+1262g029_1 ceege) =1,
(creg - CogCagi1)PIH™ =1, (creg -+ - Cag_1C29)229T D™ =1 for n > 2. Since
the computations are lengthy, we will not present it here.

Remark 34. Note that all the Lefschetz fibrations constructed in our paper
are non-spin. The fibrations obtained in Theorems[24] and 25 admit a section
of self-intersection —1. The fibrations in Theorem 26] and 28] contain sepa-
rating vanishing cycles (the curve y; in Figure [l is separating). Thus, the
total spaces are non-spin. In general, if we apply the daisy substitution of
type 2(g—1) to a positive relator in 'y, then the resulting Lefschetz fibration
always contains separating vanishing cycles. The fibrations in Theorem
do not contain any separating vanishing cycles, but they are non-spin due
to Stipsicz’s criteria (see proof of Theorem [BII).

Remark 35. It would be interesting to know if the analogue of Theorem [B1]
holds for Lefschetz fibrations of Theorem Their corresponding mon-
odromies are obtained by applying twice D,_i-substitutions to H(g). In
the opposite direction, we can prove that the total spaces of the Lefschetz
fibrations of Theorem 241 whose monodromies obtained by applying one
Dg_1-substitutions to H(g), are blow-ups of the complex projective plane.
Notice that by Theorem they admit at least 2g + 6 sphere sections of
self-intersection —1. By using the result of Y. Sato [35] (see Theorem 1.2,
page 194), we see that the total spaces of these Lefschetz fibrations are
diffemorphic to CP?#(3g + 5)CP2.

Remark 36. In the proof of Theorem 21, part (i), if we apply k Dg_1-
substitutions for k = 1,...,¢ + 1 without applying an D;_l—substitution,
then the Lefschetz fibrations over S? given by the resulting relations admits
a section of self-intersection —1 (i.e. the total spaces of the fibrations are
non-minimal).
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