FROM FLOPS TO DIFFEOMORPHISM GROUPS
GLEB SMIRNOV

ABSTRACT. We exhibit many examples of closed complex surfaces whose diffeomorphism groups are not
simply-connected and contain loops that are not homotopic to loops of symplectomorphisms.

—
O\ 1. Introduction. Let X, be a closed algebraic surface with a single ordinary double-point. Assume that

& Xo admits a global smoothing f: X — A, X, = f~*(¢), where A C C is a complex disk, such that f has a
_ single isolated singularity, modeled in local complex coordinates by

Sf f(zy,29,23) = 22 + 23 + 3.

00 As X, is a surface, it has a unique minimal resolution g: Xy — X,. The exceptional locus of this
resolution is a smooth rational curve C' C X of self-intersection number (—2). Atiyah [3] proved that X,
-615 diffeomorphic to the surface X; for any ¢t € A —{0}. Suppose that

S m(X) =0, py(Xo)> 1, py(Ko) > W(O(Ky, —C)), (L1)

_C where p,(Xy) = h%(O(K %,)) is the geometric genus of Xo; the latter inequality of (L) means that the

canonical bundle of X, has a section that does not vanish identically on C. Suppose further that Xj is

endowed with a symplectic form w, which may or may not be Kéhler. As Symp(X,w) is a subgroup of
~Diff(X), we have the inclusion induced homomorphisms 7 (Symp(X,w)) — 7 (Diff(X,w)). This note aims
C;l to prove the following

) Theorem 1. Under assumptions (1)), the homomorphism m (Symp(Xo,w)) — m (Diff(Xy)) is not sur-
o\ Jective.

O To give an example of a resolution X, which agrees with (L1), we consider a smooth quintic surface in

Al CP?. The geometric genus of a quintic can be computed as follows: any canonical divisor of a quintic

© corresponds to a hyperplane section, hence p, = dimcCP? + 1. Inside the projective space CPY which
parameterizes all quintics, there is a codimension-1 locus > which parameterizes singular quintics. Each

-~ smooth point of ¥ corresponds to a quintic with a single double-point singularity. Let A be a small

.Z complex disk in CP" that intersects ¥ transversally at a smooth point p € ¥, and let t: A — C be a

> local parameter on A such that ¢(p) = 0. Denote by X; the quintic corresponding to the point t € A.
Then, the family {X;},., gives a global smoothing of Xj. Let g: Xy, — X, be the minimal resolution of
Xo, and let C' the exceptional (—2)-curve. Recall that m(X;) = 0. Both m; and p, are diffeomorphism
invariants. Since X, is diffeomorphic to Xo, it follows that XO satisfies the first two conditions of (I.TJ).
Let us check that X, obeys the third condition: Consider a hyperplane h € CP? which does not pass
through the singular point of Xy. The intersection H = XqNh is a canonical divisor of X,. The minimal
resolution being crepant (K5 = ¢*Kx,), the divisor ¢*H is canonical. Since ¢*H is disjoint from C, the
third inequality of (L.IJ) follows.

To construct a loop in Diff(Xy) that is not represented by a loop in Symp(Xy,w), we use the Atiyah flop,
a birational surgery introduced in [3]. Consider the ramified double covering of X:

N={(t,z) e AxX|f(z) =t} (1.2)
1
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The 3-fold N fibers over A via the map fx(t,z) =t. If sq: A — A is given by sq(t) = t?, then N corresponds
to the base change

N—X

lfw lf (1.3)

A5 A,

where the upper horizontal arrow is the covering map given by (¢,2) = x. The 3-fold N is a nodal 3-fold in
the sense of [3], with a single double-point in the fiber over 0. Atiyah shows (see [3, §2]) that there exists
a resolution 7: V — N which replaces the double-point by a smooth rational (—1,—1)-curve C, that is, a
curve whose normal bundle is (—1) & &(—1). Define p: V — A by the diagram:

V——— N

x AN : (1.4)
A

Atiyah proves (see [3, §3]) that p has maximal rank everywhere. Hence, V £ A is a holomorphic fiber
bundle. In particular, for each ¢ € A, the fiber p~'(¢) is diffeomorphic to p~'(0). On the other hand, the
restriction of 7 to the fiber p~1(0) gives the minimal resolution

rly-1oy p7H(0) = S5 (0) = F7H(0).

Thus, for the surface Xo = f~'(0), one can form a smoothing X; = f~'(¢) and the minimal resolution X,
and those two are diffeomorphic. Detailed proofs of these results are given in [3]. The resolution r: V — N
is called a small resolution of N because the double-point of N is replaced by a curve, a codimension 2
subvariety. It is well known that this process can be done in two different ways, so we obtain two different
families of smooth surfaces, V and V', which coincide outside their central fibers. More precisely, we have:

Theorem 2 (Burns-Rapoport, [4]). Let p: V — A be a holomorphic family of smooth complex surfaces.
For eacht € A, set Xy =p~t(t). If Xy contains a smooth rational (—2)-curve C which is embedded in V as
a (—1,—1)-curve, then there exists another holomorphic family p': V' — A, X, = p'~*(t), and a birational
1somorphism

pPc: V— \7’,

whose indeterminacy locus is C', that fits into a diagram

N A , (1.5)

where the dashed arrow indicates that pc is not a map but merely a birational map. Although one cannot
extend pc into the curve C' to make it a proper isomorphism, one can restrict it to Xo to obtain a birational
1somorphism
P XQ — X(/],

which then extends to a proper isomorphism between X, and X(\. Under that isomorphism, the image
C" = p(C) is also a smooth rational curve which is embedded in V' as a (—1,—1)-curve.

The family p: V — A is differentiably trivial, so it provides an identification a: Hy(Xo;Z) — Hao( Xy Z),
where t # 0 is some fived base-point. Similarly, we have another identification o/ : Hy(X(;Z) — Ho(X[;Z),
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corresponding to the family p': V' — A. If we identify Ho(Xo;7Z) and Ho(X(;Z) via the diagram
Hy(Xo;Z) —— Ha(X(;Z)

la l“’ (1.6)

Hy(X;Z) =5 Hy(X(Z),
then the formula for p.: Ha(Xo;Z) — Ho(X(;Z) is as follows:
A— A+ (A,C)C  for each A € Hy(Xo;Z), (1.7)
where (A,C) stands for the intersection pairing.

The birational map pc is called the elementary modification of {X;}, . with the center C' or the Atiyah
flop. It has an explicit description in terms of blowups and blowdowns (see, eg, Reid’s paper [16, Part
I1]). This theorem is due to Burns-Rapoport; in the present form, however, it is a mix of Corollary 2 of
Morrison’s paper [14] and Theorem (6.3) of [16].

Now, let us glue the spaces V and V' along their boundaries to form a space
W=VUV/~ (t,x) eV~ (t,2') eV il po(z) =2 and t € DA. (1.8)

Two copies of A, glued together by the identity map along their boundaries, form a 2-sphere S? = AUy A.
The manifold W is a fiber bundle over S? under the projection map

p(t,z) for (t,x) €V

VoW 52 Y(t,x) =
b =5, phe) {p’(t,x) for (t,z) e V'

Note that the gluing of A’s is orientation-reversing with respect to their natural complex orientations, so
W will not be a holomorphic bundle, but merely a bundle of complex surfaces.

Using family Seiberg-Witten invariants, we will prove W cannot be realized as a Hamiltonian bundle. The
idea is to use a computation from Kronheimer’s paper [9] to show that this fiber bundle has non-vanishing
Seiberg-Witten invariant; then to argue that if the bundle admitted fiberwise cohomologous symplectic
forms, then the family Seiberg-Witten invariant would have to vanish. This argument is in spirit close to
the way Ruberman (see [17, [I8]) constructed the first examples of self-diffeomorphisms of four-manifolds
that are isotopic to the identity in the topological category but not smoothly so. A generalization of
Ruberman’s result to higher homotopy groups will appear in a joint work of Auckly and Ruberman [19].

Watanabe (see [22]) has recently proved a related result by rather different methods. He shows that
mr(Diff.(R*)) are infinite groups for all & > 1. On the other hand, Gromov (see [7]) proved that
Symp,, (R* ws) is contractible. Hence, the homomorphism

71 (Symp (R*, wy)) — 71 (Diff (RY)) (1.9)

is not surjective, and nor are the homomorphisms for higher 7. In addition to Watanabe’s example, the
only other example the author is aware of where this non-surjectivity arises is Example 10.4.2 of [12]. Let
us consider the product (S? x S%,wy = (14 N)wg2 Dwsz2), where 0 < A € R and wg: is a standard area
form on S? with total area of 1. For A = 0, Gromov proved (see [7]) that the symplectomorphism group
retracts onto the isometry group Z; x SO(3) x SO(3). In partucular, m; (Symp(S? x S?,wg)) = Zy®Zy. In
[12], McDuff and Salamon explicitly describe an element [1;] € 7 (Diff(S? x S?)) that is of infinite order.
Hence, the homomorphism

71 (Symp(S? x S?,wy)) — m (Diff(S? x S%)) (1.10)
is not surjective for A = 0. They also claim that 7;(Diff(S? x 5?)) has rank at least two, for it contains
both [t/;] and its conjugate by the involution that interchanges the two S? factors. For A > 0, Abreu and
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McDuff proved (see [I, 2]) that m (Symp(S? x S%,wy)) = Zy ® Zy HZ. Hence, the homomorphism (LI0) is
not surjective for all A.

To the author’s knowledge, Theorem [I] provides the first examples, away from the setting of rational or
ruled surfaces, of symplectic manifolds (X,w) for which the homomorphism 7 (Symp(X,w)) — 7 (Diff( X))
is not surjective.

Acknowledgements. The author is greatly indebted to Sewa Shevchishin for many stimulating conver-
sations. The author also thanks Jianfeng Lin for pointing out an inaccuracy in an earlier draft of this
work.

2. Family Seiberg-Witten invariants. In what follows we shall pass to Sobolev completions of all of
the functional spaces encountered, not mentioning the choice of those completions explicitly. A general
reference that in-depth covers the involved analysis is Nicolaescu’s book [15].

One starts with a closed oriented simply-connected 4-manifold X equipped with a Riemannian metric g
and a self-dual form 7. After picking a spin® structure on X, with associated spinor bundles W* and
determinant line bundle £, one considers the monopole map

p: TWH) x A= T(W7) xiQ(X),  ple,A) = (DA, Fi —o(p) —in), (2.1)

where ¢ € T'(W™) is a self-dual spinor field, A € A is a U(1)-connection on £, and Fj € iQ? (X) stands
for the self-dual part of the curvature form of A. Finally, o: I(W™") — iQ2(X) is the squaring map.
We also write fi(y,,) when we want to indicate the dependence of the monopole map on the metric and
perturbation. The Seiberg-Witten solution space (space of monopoles) is the zero set of the function pu,
while the solution moduli space ., is the quotient of ;~*(0) by the gauge group

G={g: X > S'}, (2.2)

which acts on T'(W™) x A as follows: locally, or if X is simply-connected, every map g: X — S takes the
form g = e/ for some function f on X, and its action is given by

g- (0, A) = (e, A+ 2idf). (2.3)
Pick a monopole (¢, A) and consider the differential
dpe: Traw+yxale,4) = Trav-yxioz (x0lo0)  of 1 at (¢, A). (2.4)
Then, regarding the gauge action of G on (¢, A) as the map
g: S T(WT) x A, alg) =g (9 A),

we consider the differential

dg: Tg‘f:() — TF(W+)><A‘(@,A) of g at 61"0. (25)
Combining (24]) and (Z.3]), we obtain the complex
0 = Tg| =0 = Trw+)xale,a) = Trw-)xioz (x) |00 = 0, (2.6)

which, assuming the standard identifications
Tglp=0 = iQ%(X), Trw+xalea ZTWT) xiQ(X),  Trar-jxioz xlog =TWT) xiQ4(X),
we can write as
0—iQX) = TWHxiQ(X) = T(W™)xiQ%(X)—0. (2.7)
The cohomology groups of (2.7]) are
J{?¢7A) = Kerdg, :H%%A) = Kerdu/Imdg, H?@,A) = Cokerdp.
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A monopole (p,A) is called reducible if ¢ is identically zero. The stabilizer (¢, A) under the action of
gauge group is trivial unless the monopole is reducible, in which case the stabilizer is isomorphic to S?.
Thus, if (¢, A) is irreducible, then f}{? ».4) = 0, and sequence (2.6) is exact in the first term. If (o, A) is

reducible, then the Seiberg-Witten equations reads F'{ —in = 0. In that case, a solution only exists iff

(Fi)g =g, (2.8)

where the brackets in both sides denote the harmonic part of the 2-form in question. Since the harmonic
part of F'{ depends only on the cohomology class of Fy4, and not on the connection A at hand, we may

restate (2.8) as
(n+2mci (L)), =0. (2.9)

Set:
G2 (X)" = {ne R2(X) |+ 2mcr(£), # 0}

Now, let us consider the parameterized monopole map
pO (X)X D(WH) x A= T(W) xiQL(X),  u(n,p,4) = (D, Ff —o(p) —in),

which we can regard as a family of monopoles maps parameterized by Q2 (X)*. Define the universal moduli
space as:

M= {(n,¢,4) € RLX)" xT(WF) x A | 1 (n,0,A) =0}/ ~,  (1,9,4) ~ (n,9-(,A)) for all g € G.
Set:
M= (X)), 7w(ne,A)=n
For the proof of the following statement see [10, Lem. 5].

Theorem 3 (Kronheimer-Mrowka, [10]). The map u® is transverse to the origin of T(W ™) x Q2 (X),
hence M is an infinite-dimensional manifold. The projection w is a proper Fredholm map of index

A(E) = § (ex(£)? = 2x(X) ~30(X))

and for each point (n,p,A) € M, there are natural isomorphisms

Kerdm|(,;,p,4) = -{H%%A), Cokerdr|(y,4,4) = ‘r}{%%A)'

Following Li-Liu [I1], we now consider the monopole map in the more general setting of fiber bundles.
Let B be a finite-dimensional manifold, and X — B be a smooth bundle over B with fiber X. We denote
the vertical tangent bundle of X by Tx,p. Pick a metric on Ty /g, and consider the bundle ft of orienting
orthonormal frames of Tx,p. Suppose that Tx,p is given a spin® structure s, an equivalence class of lifts
of the SO(4)-bundle fr to a Spin®(4)-bundle 5. Then, if we restrict s to a fiber X, at b € B, we get a
spin® structure s, on X,. (Hereafter, given any object on the total space X, the object with the subscript b
stands for the restriction to the fiber X;.) Conversely, suppose a fiber X, is given a spin® structure s, and
we want to decide whether we can extend s, to some spin® structure s on Ty /8- The following well-known
result (see, eg, Chapter 3 in Morgan’s book [13]) answers affirmatively this question, provided that X is
simply-connected and B is a homotopy S2. (This is the only case we will be considering in the sequel.)

Lemma 1. Let X 2% B be a fiber bundle whose fiber X, is a smooth simply-connected manifold, and
whose base B is a homotopy S%. Suppose we are given a spin* structure s, on X,. Then there exists a
spin® structure s on Ty,p extending the spin® structure s, on Xp.



6 GLEB SMIRNOV

Proof. Since B is a homotopy 52, we have a standard exact sequence:
0— H*(B;Z) — H*(X;Z) — H*(Xy;Z) — 0. (2.10)

Letting £, be the determinant line bundle of s, this sequence provides a lift of ¢,(£y) € H*(X3;7Z) to a
class [S] € H?(X;Z). Moreover, we can assume that [S]mod2 = w,(T,5). Hence, there is a spin® structure
on Ty/p whose Chern class is [S]. For a simply-connected manifold, the Chern class will distinguish any
two spin® structures. Hence, the restriction of s to X, is the same as s,. [

Let X =% B be a fiber bundle as above and let {9} yep be a family of fiberwise metrics. Choose a fixed
spin® structure s on T /B- Associated to s, there are spinor bundles W#* — B and determinant line bundle
L =detW™, which we regard as families of bundles

wE=JwE, L={]4L.
beB beB

Further, we let A, denote the space of U(1)-connections on £,;, G, denote the gauge groups acting on
(Wi, Ay) as stated by (2.3), and © — B be the fiber bundle whose fiber €2, is the space of those 2-forms
on X which are g,-self-dual. Define T — B as follows: the fiber of ¥ over b € B is the space I'(W, ) x i €2,
(Here ¥ is for “target space”.) Below, we denote points of T by tuples (b,1,in), where b € B, ¢ € I'(W,"),
nec Qb. Set:

0 = {n€ Dy | (n+2mer(L4))y, 0}, (2.11)
and let j: Q@ — B be the bundle whose fiber over b € B is (2;.

Lemma 2. The fibering j: Q* — B has (b7(X) — 2)-connected fibers. If b*(X) = 1, then those fibers

consist of two connectend components, each being contractible.

Proof. This is clear as equation (2.I1]) cuts out an affine subspace of codimension b (X) in €. O

Define ©® — B as follows: the fiber of © over b € B is the space T'(W,") x A, x Q5. (Here D is for “domain”.)
Below, we denote points of D by tuples ([b,7],, A), where b € B, n € Q;, ¢ € T(W,"), A € A;. Consider
an extended version of the parameterized monopole map,

D =%, u([bnl, e, A) = (b g, (9, A)),

where fi(g, (¢, A) is defined by (2.I)) for the metric g, and perturbation 1. In this family setting, the
universal moduli space 91 is defined as follows:

M= {([o,n],¢,4) €D | 17 ([b,n],0,4) = (0,0,0)} / ~,  (n,0,4) ~ (0,9 (¢, A))
for (n,¢,A) € Q xT(W,") x Ay and g € Gp. Set:
T M— Q" w([bn],e,A) = [b,n].
As m=1([b,n]) is precisely A, ), we may regard 9 as a family of moduli spaces
m=J Mg
beB,neQ;

From Theorem [3, we have:

Theorem 4 (Li-Liu, [I1]). The projection m is a proper Fredholm map of index

A(8) = (e (£~ 2x(Xs) ~ 30 (Xy)),

and for each point ([b,n],p, A) € M, there are natural isomorphisms
Ker d7T|([b7n]7%A) = H%@,A)? Coker dﬂ"([me%A) = J—C?%A)’
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Let {my},cp be a family of fiberwise gj-self-dual forms on X satisfying

(o +27c1(Lp)) g, # 0. (2.12)

Applying Sard-Smale theorem [20], we perturb {n},.; so that it is transverse to 7. Then the moduli
space

Mgy = ) gy

beB

is either empty or a compact manifold of dimension d(£)+dim B. Suppose d(£) < 0 and suppose B is a
closed manifold of dimension (—d(£)). Then My, »,) is zero-dimensional, and thus consists of finitely-many
points. We call

FSW g,.n,)(5) = # { points of Mg, ,,) } mod2
the family (Z,-)Seiberg-Witten invariant of X associated to s and {(gs,7) }yep-

Let Ry, be the space of pairs (gs,7s), where g, is a metric on X, and 7, is a gp-self-dual 2-form, and R} be
the subset of Ry, consisting of pairs (gy,7,) that satisfy (2ZI12)). Note that R} is homotopy equivalent to €2;.
Let R* — B be the fiber bundle whose fiber over b € B is R}, and let I'(B,R*) be the space of sections
for this bundle. If {(gs,7)},cp, {(9:7)},ep are two families that are in the same connected component
of I'(B,R*), then Sard-Smale theorem can be applied to conclude that

FSW(gbmb)(5) =FSW(y ’)(5)-

GpsT
See [1I] for details. It follows from Lemma Pl that R* — B has (b"(X) — 2)-connected fibers. Hence,
['(B,R*) is connected for b*(X) > dim B+ 1.
Theorem 5 (Li-Liu, [I1]). Ifb*(X)—1>dim B, then FSWy, ,,)(s) is independent of the choice of (gy, ).

See Theorem 2.1 in [1] for a more general statement. We now drop the subscript (gs,75) from FSWg, ,..1(s)
and write simply FSW(s).

3. Seiberg-Witten for complex surfaces. A general reference for the Seiberg-Witten equations on
Kéhler surfaces is the book by Morgan [13] or Nicolaescu’s [I5]. Assume X is a Kéhler surface and w its
Kihler form with associated Kihler metric g. The complex structure of X gives rise to a canonical spin®
structure 5o on X, with determinant line bundle K%, and spinor bundles

W+ — AO’O @A0’2 W~ = AO,l

where each term A*? stands for the bundle of complex-valued (k,p)-forms on X. All other spin® structures
s. on X are obtained by taking a line bundle L. with ¢;(L.) = ¢ and setting the spinor bundles to be

Wt=Lo(L.oA"?), W =LA (3.1)

Then the determinant line bundle of s, is K% ® L?. Reverting to the notation used in the previous section,
we have

L=Ky®L c(L)=c(X)+2e, d(L)=ci(X) e+e

The Kéahler metric g induces a canonical holomorphic U (1)-connection Ay on K%, and any choice of U (1)-
connection B € B on L. combines with Ay to give a connection Ag+2B € A on K% ® L. Conversely, any
U (1)-connection on K% ® L? is obtained that way.
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For a spinor o € T(W™), we write ¢ = (¢, 3), where £ € Q°(L.) and 3 € Q%?(L.). With this notation, the
monopole map becomes (see, e.g., [13 Ch. 7], [15, §3.2|):

p: QL) (L) @B — QML) @i QY (X)wd Q% (X)),
_ . i _ 0¥ , (3.2)
p(t,B,B) = <8B€+0Bﬁ, (FDM = (16 = 8w —in™, 2" - 26 —znO’Q),

where 9*: Q%%(L.) — Q%Y(L,) is the formal adjoint of 9: Q%'(L.) — Q%%(L.), £* is the image of ¢ under
the (non-complex) isomorphism L. = L* induced by the metric on L., £ is the image of ¢* ®  under
the evaluation map L ® (L. ® A?) — A%?. Here we have used the standard identification Q2 (X) =
i Q% X)wd N%2(X).

Since A = Ag+ 2B, it is convenient to view the action of the gauge group § on W+ and A through its
action on L. and B by the formula

e (0,B) = (e, B+idf),
which is chosen so to be consistent with formula (Z3). Put n = —p?w. Let us describe the solutions to the
equation
(., B) =0. (33)
The following two theorems are well-known; see, e.g., [15, §3.2|, [13, Ch.7].
Theorem 6. If (¢,3,B) is a solution to (B3), then
Fg’2 =0, Ogl=0, 938=0,

and either =0 or 5 =0.
The equality F 2’2 = 0 says that B is a holomorphic connection on L., while Ol = 0 implies that ¢ is
a holomorphic section of L.. Similarly, 953 = 0 says that the Hodge dual *3 € T'(L: @ A*°) of § is a
holomorphic section of L ® Kx.
Theorem 7. Let (¢,3,B) be a solution to (33)) for a large enough p. Then

(a) 5=0.

(b) ¢ does not vanish identically.

Conversely, if ¢ is a section of L. that does not vanish identically on X, then the equation [B3) admits a
solution (¢,0,B). Furthermore, there is a one-to-one correspondence between the points of My _ 2.y and
effective divisors in the class €.

We proceed by discussing the deformation complex (28] associated to the monopole map for the surface
X. While it is a difficult problem to analyze the complex (2.6) in general, there is an explicit description
of its cohomology in the case of complex surfaces. For a monopole (¢,0, B), the middle terms of (2.6)) are:

F00(X) — 001 ) @ QO (L) @i (X) — OB 00 () i 00X )w ® Q02 (X),
with the maps given by
dglo(if) = (—ift.idf), and

Y . TP Y. 3.4
du(l,B,B) = <aB£+agﬁ+B°vle, 2dBH) L i, 20801 - %) , (34)

where ¢ € Q9(L.), 8 € Q%%(L.), and B € iQ'(X). Here ¢*( is the image of (*®{ € L*® L. under the

evaluation map L} ® L. — C.
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Associated to the divisor C' = £71(0), there is a natural short exact sequence:

0= Ox 25 0x(C) = 0c(C) = 0,

where Oy is the sheaf of holomorphic functions of X, &x(C) is the sheaf of holomorphic sections of L.,
and O (C) is the restriction of Ox(C) onto C. The map x{: Ox — Ox(C) is the multiplication by /.
From this short exact sequence, we have the associated long exact cohomology sequence:

0— HYX;0x) 25 HO(X; 0x(C)) = H(X; 0c(C)) = HY(X; O0x) =5 H'(X;0x(C)) —

— HY(X;00(C)) = HX(X;0x) — H*(X; 0x(C)) — 0. (35)

The following result is due to Friedman-Morgan (see [5, Th.2.1]) and Kronheimer [9, Prop. 4.2].

Theorem 8 (|5, 9]). If (¢,0,B) is an irreducible solution of ([B.3]), then the cohomolgy groups %%Z,O,B) and
J{?Z,QB) sit in an exact sequence:

0— HO(X;0x) =5 HY(X;0x(C)) = Hlypop — H'(X:Ox) <5 HY(X; 0x(C)) —
— K05 = H(X;0x) = H*(X;0x(C)) — 0.
(7

— 14
Lemma 3. The operator T: Opdf +

e O%2(L.) — Q%2(L,) is an isomorphism.

o /12
Proof. T is self-adjoint; thus it suffices to prove that 7' is injective. If Opd5h+ %h =0, then, by taking
the inner product with h, we find:

/(0};h,0§h>+1/ 1¢|*(h,h) =0, hence h=0.
X 4 Jx

0
Define 6: Q%(L.) i1Q°(X)w e Q" (X) — H*(X;Ox) by
. o= 1
5(7,sz,1/):1/+§T 837—5% :
The following statement is implicit in [5].
Lemma 4. The map § gives a well-defined map 5{%[70’3) — H*(X;0%).
Proof. Suppose (7,ifw,v) satisfies
A A% A . POl mor LB
7:835—0—63ﬁ—|—3’£, v=20B" —7 (36)

Then, by differentiating -, we find:

_ .. __ .1 012 . _ 1 .
Opy = 003+ 0B"Y a9 OpOgp+ 51/6—1— %ﬁ, which is equivalent to dgy — 5% =T(B).

Hence, 6(v,ifw,v) is equal to 20B%!, which is a d-exact form. O
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4. Seiberg-Witten for Hamiltonian bundles. The following material is well-known; see [15] § 3.3] for
details. Let (X,w) be a closed symplectic 4-manifold, J an w-compatible almost-complex structure, and
g(+,+) = w(-,J-) the associated Hermitian metric. The symplectic form w is g-self-dual and of type (1,1)
with respect to J. The almost-complex structure J gives a canonical spin® structure s, with spinor bundles
W-I— — A0,0 EBAO,2 W~ = AO,I'
There exists a special connection Ay on K% = detW™ such that the induced Dirac operator is
DA Q%0(X;C) Q" (X;C) —» Q*H(X;C) DY =v2(0®").

See Proposition 1.4.23 in [15] for the proof that Ay exists. As before, we choose the spin® structure s, as in
(B.I) and parameterize all connections on £ = K% ® L? as A= Ay+2 B, with B being a U (1)-connection
on L.. The unperturbed Seiberg-Witten equations are:

Opl+ 058 =0,
F?+2Fy" = “gzﬁ,
(FRM +2(F)M = 2 (10 =8P,

Choosing the perturbing term as

in=Fj} —ip'w, (4.1)
we obtain what’s called the p-perturbed Seiberg-Witten equations. The following result is due to Taubes
in [21]:

Theorem 9 (Taubes, [21]). Under the assumption € # 0 and ¢ - [w] < 0, the p-perturbed Seiberg- Witten
equations have no solutions for p sufficiently large.

The argument can also read from Theorem 3.3.29 in [15].

Let X 2% B be a smooth fiber bundle with fiber X , where X is a simply-connected 4-manifold and B is
the 2-sphere, which we regard as the union AT UA™ of two unit disks. We denote the equator 0A"T = A~
by 0. As any bundle over a disk is trivial, we can build X by taking two products A* x X and gluing
them along the boundary d x X by a loop ¢; € Diff(X),

X= (At x ) JATxX)/~o (€ g(@)s ~ (¢",a).

By definition, a Hamiltonian bundle is built from a loop ¢g; in Symp(X,w). Thus, if a smooth bundle
X is Hamiltonian, there exists a smooth family of cohomologous symplectic forms {ws},. on the fibers
{Xp}yep of X. Choosing a family {J,},. 5 of wy-compatible almost-complex structures, we also obtain a
family of canonical Hermitian metrics {g},. 5. (Recall here that the space of compatible almost-complex
structures is non-empty and contractible. See, e.g., [I12, Prop.4.1.1].) Pick a class € € H?(X;Z). Let s. be
the spin® structure on X, given by ([B.1)). Using Lemma [T, we can choose a spin® structure on Ty /B Whose
restriction to each fiber X, is s.. While such an extension is not uniquely determined by s., we write it
5. for short. Considering the family of p-perturbed Seiberg-Witten equations parameterized by b € B, we
have:

Lemma 5. Let (X,w) be a closed simply-connected symplectic 4-manifold, and let X — B be a Hamiltonian
fiber bundle with fiber X symplectomorphic to (X,w), where B is the 2-sphere. Suppose that e € H*(X;Z)
satisfies
e#0, e-[w]<0, c(X)-e+er=-2.
]Thearcz FSWg,.m)(8c) =0, where ny chosen as in (1) for p large enough. If b*(X) >3, then FSW(s.) =0
or X.
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Proof. Follows from Theorem O

5. The Kodaira-Spencer map. The following material is well-known; see, eg, work of Griffiths [6]. Let
{X¢}ea, where A C Cis a complex disk, be a complex-analytic family of compact Kéhler surfaces. More
precisely, we assume given a complex 3-fold V, together with a proper, maximal rank holomorphic map
p: V — A such that p~!(t) = X;. Let C' C X, be a smooth rational curve which is embedded in V as a
(—1,—1)-curve.

Let Oy(Ty) be the sheaf of holomorphic sections of Ty, Ox,(Ty) the restriction of Oy(Ty) to Xy, and
Ox,(Tx,) the sheaf of holomorphic sections of Ty,. The short exact sequence

0— Ox,(Tx,) = Ox,(Ty) - 0 — 0,

where O is regarded as the sheaf of sections of the trivial bundle 7y /TY,, gives the cohomology long exact
sequence

o= HY(Xo; O, (Ty)) — HY(Xo; 0) — HY (Xo; Ox,(Tx,)) = - .. (5.1)
Let {%} be a generator of H°(X,; ) = C. By definition, the Kodaira-Spencer class
p € H'(Xo; Ox,(Tx,))
of the family V at t =0 is the image of [%} under the connecting homomorphism of (5.1I).

Lemma 6. p is non-trivial.

Proof. Let Oc(T¢) be the sheaf of holomorphic sections of T¢, Oc(Tx,) the restriction of Ox,(Tx,) to C,
and O¢(Ty) the restriction of Ox, (Ty) to C. We have the following commutative diagram:

0 —— Ox,(Tx,) —— Ox,(Tv) > O > 0
0 —— Oc(Tx,) —— Oc(Ty) y O > 0 (5.2)
0——r ﬁC<NC\X0) E— ﬁc(Nqu) > O > 0,

where N¢x, is the normal bundle to C'in X, and Ngjy is the normal bundle to C'in V. The cohomology
diagram of (5.2)) is written:

. HO(XO;ﬁXO(Tv)) E— HO(C, ﬁ) E— Hl(XO;ﬁXO(TXO)) _— ...

| | |

. — HYC;0c(Ty)) —— H°(C;0) —— HY(C;0c(Tx,)) —— ...

| | |

. —— HY(C;0c(Nep)) —— H(C;0) —— HY(C;0c(Nejx,)) — ...

The assumption that C' is of negative self-intersection implies that H°(C';0c(New)) = 0. Let k€
HY(C;0c(Ncyx,)) be the restriction of p € H'(Xy;0x,(Tx,)) to HY(C;0c(Ne¢x,)). Then x is also
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the image of [%] € H°(Xy;0) under the connecting homomorphism of the last row of (5.3)). That

homomorphism is injective, since H(C; Oc(Ngpy)) = 0. So & is non-zero, and neither is p. O
The family V is trivial as a C*°-family; i.e. we can find a smooth fiber-preserving diffeomorphism

Ax Xy ——V

l lp (5.4)

A—9 5 A

and then, using this trivialization, we regard the complex structures on {X;}, . as a family {J;},., of
complex structures on Xy. Let L — X be the holomorphic line bundle corresponding to the divisor C,
and let B be any U(1)-connection on L which agrees with the holomorphic structure on L. To shorten
notation, we set:

ol ==(dgl—idgolJ,), Of==(dgl+idgol,),

N =
N —

and
d=0y, 0=0p.
Let Fp be the curvature of B, and let (Fg?), be the (0,2)-component of F with respect to .J,. We have:
(Fp*)e =0+ Fp?t+0(#),
where the class [Fy%] € H?(Xo; Ox) does not depend on the choice of B nor it depends on the trivialization
G.4).
Lemma 7. If p,(Xo) > h°(Xo; Ox (Kx, —C)), then [FR?] is non-trivial.

Proof. Define J by
Jy=Jo+Jt+O().

The “almost-complex” condition J? = —id implies that J and Jy anti-commute, hence J can be thought
as an element of Q%'(X; Ty, ); the “integrability” condition 9,0, = 0 implies (see [6, Lem. (1.8)]) that J is

O-closed as an element of H'(Xy;Tx). Under the Dolbeault isomorphism, J corresponds, up to a scalar
multiple, to the Kodaira-Spencer class p. See Lemma (1.10) in [6] for the proof. Restricting J onto the curve
C' and composing it with the natural projection T'x,|c — Nejx,, we get the class k € H'(C;0c(Nex,))

defined in Lemma

We shall obtain an explicit Dolbeault representaive of . Letting ¢ be a holomorphic section of L that
vanishes along C', we get:

dpl=0L. (5.5)

Let (dg{)|c be the restriction of dg¢ to C. By (E3), (dg¥)|c vanishes along Te. It follows that (94)|c
gives an isomorphism between 0c(N¢(x,) and O¢(C'). Under this isomorphism, the element s becomes

k=[0loJ|c] € H(Xy; Oc(C)).
Hence, k sits in diagram (B.3]),
.= HY(Xo; 0%, (0)) = HY (Xo;0c(C)) — H*(Xo; Ox,) — H*(Xo; Ox,(C)) — 0. (5.6)
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Let us compute the image of k € H'(Xy; 0c(C)) under the connecting homomorphism of (B.6). To that
end, we pick an extension of x to a C*°-section of A% @ L. Specifically, we pick 9o J € Q% (Xy;L).
Differentiating 0fo J gives

9] <0€o J) = Q¢ for some Q € Q"*(Xy;C).
The element [Q] € H?(Xo; Ox) is the desired image. On the other hand, using the standard identities
20,0 =i (aeo J’) t+O(), B0, =FYt+0(t2), 89— 9t =O0(t?), (5.7)
we get
0 (000 ) = ~2iF ¢, hence Q = 2iF}”

By the adjunction formula, the restriction of Kx, to C' is trivial. Thus, by restricting the sections of K,
to C', we do not obtain more than a one-dimensional space of sections; this gives either

WO (Xo; Ox (Exy = C)) = py(Xo) =1 o1 hO(Xg3 O (Exy =€) = py(Xo).
From the assumptions made about h(X; Ox(Kx, —C)), we get:
R (Xo; Ox(Kx, — C)) = py(Xo) — 1. (5.8)
We have
h?(O0x,(C)) = h'(Ox,(C)) +h*(0x,(C))) = py(Xo), (5.9)
using the Riemann-Roch formula. Applying Serre duality to (5.9) gives
Y (Ox,(C)) = h'(Ox,(C)) + h*(Xo; Ox, (Kx, — C)) = py(Xo).

Substituting (5.8)) into (5.9) gives
W (0x,(C)) = h'(0x,(C)) = 1.

Since h"(Ox,(C)) = 1, we have h'(0x,(C)) = 0. It follows that the connecting homomorphism of (5.6) is
injective, and hence [Fy*] € H?(Xo; Ox,) is non-trivial. O

6. Proof of Theorem [ Let {X;}, ., where A is a complex disk, be a complex-analytic family of
compact simply-connected surfaces. Let C' C X, be a smooth rational curve of self-intersection number
(—2). We construct a smooth family {w;}, ., of Kéhler forms on {X;},.,. To that end, recall that the
Kodaira classification of complex surfaces asserts that a complex surface is Kéahler iff the first Betti number
is even. Hence, each X; is Kéhler, meaning that there exists some Kéhler form on each fiber X;. The
existence of {wi},., then requires a partition of unity argument, combined with the following classical
result of Kodaira and Spencer. See [8, Th. 15].

Theorem 10 (Kodaira-Spencer, [8]). If X, carries a Kahler form, then, for a sufficiently small neigh-
bourhood U of ty in A, the fiber X; over any point t € U admits a Kdhler form. Moreover, given any
Kdhler form on Xy, we can choose a Kdhler form on each fiber X;, which depends differentiably on t and
which coincides for t =ty with the given Kdhler form on Xi,.

Let L — X be the holomorphic line bundle corresponding to the divisor C', let B be any U (1)-connection
on L which agrees with the holomorphic structure on L. Let Fp € Q1 (Xo;C) be the curvature form of
B, and let [Fy?] € H?(Xo; Ox) be as in §5l Assume that

[Fg?] # 0.
Then there is a smaller disk U C A such that for each t € U — {0}, [C] € H?(X};Z) is not a (1,1)-class.
By passing to the smaller disk U if necessary, we assume that A =U.
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Lemma 8. Let {X;},. be the family of surfaces described above. Then
(a) Ift € A—{0}, then X; contains no effective divisors representing +[C].
(b) Xo contains a single effective divisor representing [C] and contains no effective divisors representing

(=1C]).
Proof. For each t € A—{0}, [C] € H"'(X;R), and (a) follows. To prove (b), recall that C'is smooth and

has negative self-intersection number; thus there exists at most one divisor equivalent to C. Since

/W0>O,
c

it follows that (—C') cannot be effective. O
Let {g:},ca be the family of Kahler metrics corresponding to {w;},.». For ¢ € H*(Xy;Z), let s, be the
spin® structure on Xy given by (B1]). Choose a spin® structure on {X,},_, extending s..

Lemma 9. (The notation are as in §2.) If e = —[C], then the parameterized moduli space
U 40—
teA
over the disk
A=, t—(t,—p*w)
1s empty for p large enough.

Proof. Follows from Theorem [7] and Lemma [8| U
On the other hand, we have:

Theorem 11 (Kronheimer, [9]). If ¢ = [C], the parameterized moduli space
U e%(gtv_pth)’
teA

consists of a single point corresponding to the divisor C; the image of this point under 7 is (0,—p*wo).
Furthermore, w is transverse to the disk

A— QY t—(t,—p*w) (6.1)
at (0,—p*wp).
Proof. This is a special case of Proposition 3.2 of [9], proved in full in §4 in the same paper. The only

thing to prove is the transversality of 7, as the rest follows by Lemma Rl Let ([0,—p®wq],,4) €D be a
gauge representative of the only point of .#(y, _,2.,)- By Theorem [ 9—(%@ a) =0 thus it suffices to show

that the image of 7 is not tangent to (G.I). Choose a map ([0, —p?wo],p, A): A — D with ¢(0) = ¢,
A(0) = A. We shall prove that the element
1 ([t 90—, 0(8), A1) | €3¢, ). (6.2

4
dt|,_,

is non-trivial. With the notation of §B] and §BEl we have:
(0, A4) = (£,0,B),  (p(t),A(t)) = (£(t), 5(t), B(1)),

gy (£(8), B(2), B(t)) = (@f(t) LB, 2(FL), - W)

2
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Putting, without loss of generality, ¢(t) = ¢, f(t) =0, we get:
g (00), B0, BW) = (L., 2F57) +0(8).
We now compute 6(0/, .. .,2F](3]’2) where § is the map defined in §8l Using (5.7), we get:
5(0,... .2 FY*) =2[F2% € H*(Xy; Ox).
The assumption that [Fg?] # 0 implies that (6.2) is a non-zero, and the theorem follows. O

Now suppose further that C'is a (—1,—1)-curve. Suppose further that py(Xo) > h(Xo; Ox(Kx, —C)). Tt
follows from Lemma [7] that [Fy*] # 0, and Theorem ] can be applied.

Let {X/},co be the complex-analytic family obtained from {X;},., by the elementary modification with
center C. Let C" = p(C) be the (—=1,—1)-curve as in Theorem 2 We furnish {X/},., with a family of
Kahler forms {w;},.o. Recall that the set of Kahler forms on a Kéhler manifold is a convex cone. Hence,
we may deform {wi},.ox so that

po: (Xi,wi) — (X[, w;) is a symplectomorphism for each t € OA, (6.3)
Considering the family of Kéhler metrics {g;},. . associated to {w;},.A, we have:

Lemma 10. Lemma [§ holds for {X}},.n with C replaced by C" and {gy,w;:},cn replaced by {g;,w;}icns
and likewise for Theorem [I1 and Lemma[9.

Gluing the families {X;},.. and {X[},.A by the map pc,
(Ax X)U(AXX})/ ~, (t,x) ~(t,pc(z)), t €A, as in (LJ),

we obtain a (not complex-analytic but merely differentibale) family { X} .¢» of Kéhler surfaces parame-
terized by the sphere S = AU A. From (6.3)) we see that the families {w;},., and {w;},_ form a family
of Kahler forms {w;},  g..

Regarding {X;}, ., and {X/}, 5 as subfamilies of {X,} g, we let X, be Xy, and let X be Xj. As
m(5%) =0, we may canonically identify Hy(X,;Z) with Hy(X ;7). With this identification at hand, we
apply formula (L7) to get:

[C]=—-[C"].
Let us consider the family Seiberg-Witten invariants of {X,} .. Let sc be the spin® structure on X,
given by [BI) with ¢ = [C]. Similarly, let s_i¢) be the spin® structure on X, with ¢ = —[C]. Choose

spin® structures on {X}eqe extending 5o and s_jc. We use sj¢], 5[] to denote these extensions, also.
Combining Theorem [I1] and Lemma [10, we get:

FSW(sjc)) = FSW(s_(c)) = 1.

If py(Xo) > 1, then b*(X) =2p,+1 > 3, and the family invariants are well defined. The family of surfaces
{X},cq2 cannot carry a family of cohomologous symplectic forms, as this would contradict Lemma
This completes the proof.
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