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MONODROMY AND MAPPING CLASS GROUPS
OF 3-DIMENSIONAL HYPERSURFACES

OSCAR RANDAL-WILLIAMS

ABSTRACT. We describe the subgroup of the mapping class group of a hyper-
surface in CP* consisting of those diffeomorphisms which can be realised by

monodromy.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let X4 C CP* denote the degree d Fermat hypersurface. It resides in the univer-
sal family X; — Uy of smooth 3-dimensional degree d hypersurfaces, whose base is
the open subspace Uy C PH?(CP*; O(d)) of degree d homogeneous polynomials in
5 variables whose zero locus is smooth. We write

Mond =T (Z/{d, Xd)

for the monodromy group of this family.
On the other hand X4 can be considered as an oriented 6-manifold, and we write

MCG, := mDiff T (X,)

for the oriented mapping class group of this manifold: the group of isotopy classes
of orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms. Fibre transport for the universal family
yields a group homomorphism

« : Mongy — MCGy.

A presentation for the group Mong has been given by Loénne m, and a quite
complete description of MCGy has been given by Kreck and Su [KS20]. Using the
latter, Hain [Hai23] has explained how the methods of Sullivan [Sul77] show that
the image of « has infinite index in MCGy. Our goal is to completely describe the
image of «, in terms of Kreck and Su’s description of MCGy.

Most of the answer will be described in terms of automorphisms of m3(Xy) re-
specting certain structures. There is a canonical extension

0 —7Z/d— 73(Xq) — H3(Xy4;Z) — 0,
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and the intersection Z-valued form of Xy induces an antisymmetric form A on
m3(X4), whose radical is Z/d < m3(X4). We write Aut(ms(Xq4), A) for the group of
automorphisms of m3(Xy) which preserve A and which induce the identity on the
radical Z/d < m5(X4) of A. We will explain that A has a quadratic refinement

o m3(Xa) — Z/2,

induced by the embedding X; C CP*, and that this quadratic refinement is Mong-
invariant. By a quadratic refinement of A we mean that p is a function satisfying

pla +b) = p(a) + p(db) + A(a,b) mod 2.

We write Aut(ms(Xq), A, ) for the subgroup of Aut(ms(Xg4), A) consisting of those
automorphisms which preserve p.

Theorem A. Suppose d > 3.
(i) The map Mong — Aut(ms(Xa), A, ) is surjective.
(ii) The kernel of the surjection Im(a) — Aut(ms(Xq), A, ) consists precisely of
those diffeomorphisms of Xgq which up to isotopy may be supported in a disc.

The latter is a quotient of my(Diffs(D%)) = ©7 = Z/28, and may be extracted
from the work of Kreck and Su (see Lemma [Z2]). It is given by

0 dZ0 mod7

Z)2 d=3,58,11,13 mod 16
/ D% 5 e o Z)7 d=0 mod 7.

0 d=2,4,6,10,12,14 mod 16
@{
Z/4 d=0,1,7,9,15 mod 16

Combining Theorem [A] with existing work on diffecomorphism groups of the man-
ifolds W1 1= #9953 x S3 \ int(D®) yields the following, where we recall that the
finite residual of a group is the intersection of all of its finite-index subgroups.

Theorem B. The finite residual of Im(a) is Ker(Im(a) — Aut(ms(Xa), A\, ).
It follows that Im(«) is often not residually finite, so neither is MCGy.

Remark 1.1. We use the assumption d > 3 to guarantee that Xy contains a modest
number of $3 x 3 connect-summands (d > 3 implies that it contains at least 5).
If d =1 or 2 then X, contains no S x S3 connect summands. The work of Kreck
and Su shows that MCG; = Z/4 (see also [Bru7ll, Remark I1.11]) and MCG2 = 0.
On the other hand Mon; = 0 because all degree 1 hypersurfaces are smooth, so
Im(«) is trivial if d < 2.

The map « naturally factors through the symplectic mapping class group
a : Mong — mpSymp(X4) — MCGy.

This work began in discussions with Ailsa Keating and Ivan Smith, exploring the
possibility of using this factorisation to investigate moSymp(Xg4). While Im(a)
clearly gives a lower bound for Im(moSymp(X4) — MCGy), trying to go any further
seemed to produce more questions than answers on the symplectic side:

(i) Is the quadratic refinement p invariant under the action of moSymp(Xg4)?
(ii) Does the “distorsion of the first Pontrjagin class” vanish for symplectomor-
phisms? (See Section B3] for this notion.)

(iii) Do Mong and moSymp(X4) have the same image in MCG4?

(iv) Is Mong — moSymp(X4) surjective?
If the answer to (iv) is “yes” then it is for the other questions too, but I am told
it is not currently accesssible. With regards to (i), p is not MCGg-invariant, and
neither is it invariant for the subgroup of MCG,4 which preserves the almost complex
structure of X4 (because this is the whole of MCGy, see Remark B.3]).
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Strategy. The strategy for identifying the image of a : Modgq — MCGy is fairly
clear: one must produce constraints on mapping classes—which are satisfied by
monodromy—to cut down the image, and then one must then show that enough
mapping classes are realised by monodromy to see that the constraints are sharp.
This is broadly what we will do.

The first constraint, developed in Section[3] is based on the observation that the
universal family of smooth hypersurfaces over U is equipped with a certain (stable)
tangential structure ﬂ};gdp, so that « lands in the stabiliser Stabyca, (f};gdp) of this
tangential structure. This stabiliser can be analysed following Krannich [Kra20]
or Kupers and the author [KRW21], and in particular it is shown to preserve a
quadratic refinement g on m3(Xy), which with the work of Kreck and Su [KS20]
leads to a central extension

0 — {ifeomorphisns stpported) —y Stabyoa, ((RF) — Aut(ms(Xa), A, 1) — 0,

The structure of the subgroup of diffeomorphisms supported near S? C Xjg,
which is a sphere generating mo(Xy) & Z, has been completely determined by Kreck
and Su. In particular it is finite and abelian. Implanting those diffeomorphisms
which are supported on a disc gives a homomorphism

® : mo(Diffg(DO)) = ©7 — {dificomorphisgns supportedy

The second constraint, developed in Section [B is the construction of a surjective
map £ : StabMCGd(E?(ydp) — Coker(®) such that k o « is trivial. This map is ob-

tained indirectly, essentially by calculating the abelianisation of Stabwcga, (E}Q'dp).
This is done by relating this stabiliser to a certain moduli space of manifolds (dif-
feomorphic to X4 and equipped with a certain tangential structure), describing the
first homology of the latter in terms of Thom spectra using the work of Galatius
and the author [GRW17], and then calculating using various techniques from stable
homotopy theory.

We get lower bounds for the image of a : Mongy — MCGy from three sources.
Firstly, work of Krylov [Kry03] quickly shows that the subgroup ®(©7) can be
realised by monodromy. Secondly, work of Beauville [Bea86] (for which we supply a
missing detail) fully describes the automorphisms of Hs(X4;Z) that can be realised
by monodromy. Finally, in Section ] we explain how work of Pham [Pha65] and of
Looijenga [Lool0] concerning the action of groups of dth roots of unity on X  can
be used to upgrade Beauville’s work to fully describe the automorphisms of 7w3(Xg)
that can be realised by monodromy.

Acknowledgements. I am grateful to A. Keating and I. Smith for many useful
discussions surrounding this work and their feedback on earlier versions, and to
R. Hain and D. Ranganathan for comments. I was supported by the ERC under
the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme (grant
agreement No. 756444).

2. SOME RECOLLECTIONS

2.1. Algebraic topology of hypersurfaces. Let us explain our notation for the
cohomology of a degree d hypersurface X C CP*. Writing » € H?(X;Z) for the
restriction from CP* of the hyperplane class, by Poincaré duality there is a unique
class y € H*(X;Z) such that [, z-y =1. As [, 2 = d, it follows that * = dy.
Then the even cohomology of X is

HOX:Z) = Z{1} HA(X:Z)=Z{a} H'(X:Z)=Z{y} HO(X;Z)=Liay}.

The only odd cohomology is H3(X;Z), which is equipped with the nondegenerate
antisymmetric form (a,b) — [y a-b.
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The inclusion X C CP* is 3-connected by the Lefschetz hyperplane theorem.
Combined with the fact that 73(CP*) = 74(CP*) = 0 and the Hurewicz theorem,
this gives isomorphisms

m3(X) < my(CP*, X)) = Hy(CP*, X; 7).
The long exact sequence on homology for this pair takes the form
oo — Hy(X;Z) — Hy(CPYZ) — Hy(CP*, X;Z) — H3(X;Z) — 0
and so gives an extension
(2.1) 0 — Z/d{n} — m3(X) — H3(X;Z) — 0.

The subgroup Z/d is generated by the Hopf map 7 : S3 — 52 on the generator of
ma(X) = Hy(X;7Z) 2 7 dual to x € H?(X;7Z). The intersection form of X induces
an antisymmetric form A on 75(X), whose radical is precisely the subgroup Z/d{n}.

The definition of X as a hypersurface gives an isomorphism of complex vector
bundles TX ® O(d)|x ® C = O(1)®®|x, and so its total Chern class is

o(TX) = E}jj;f) =1+ (5—d)z + (d> — 5d + 10)z? + (—d® + 5d*> — 10d + 10)2>

=14 (5 —d)x + (d* — 5d + 10)dy + (—d® + 5d* — 10d + 10)dxy.

As the third Chern class of T X is also the Euler class of this vector bundle, we see
that x(X) = (—d® + 5d* — 10d + 10)d and so

rank H3(X;7Z) = 4 — (—d® + 5d* — 10d + 10)d = d* — 5d°® 4 10d* — 10d + 4.

We write 2¢g for this number: by a theorem of Wall [Wal66, Theorem 1] there is a
decomposition X = X'#¢(S3 x S3); it will be useful to know that g > 5 as long as
d > 3. The class ¢;(TX) = (5 — d)x reduces modulo 2 to wa(T'X), so X is Spin if
and only if d is odd. Its first Pontrjagin class is

p1(TX)=—c2(TX ®C) = —co(TX ®TX) = —(2c2(TX) — 1 (TX)?)
= (5 — d?)dy.

2.2. Monodromy. Beauville [Bea86] has studied the monodromy action of the
universal family of degree d hypersurfaces on the middle cohomology, and his results
in particular apply to the composition

(2.2) Mong %+ MCGy — Aut(H?*(X4;7Z), (a,b) — a - b).

He explains that the collection Ay, C H?(X4;Z) of vanishing cycles for a Lefschetz
fibration containing X, forms a “réseau évanescent”, and that for d > 3 Xy admits
a deformation to a Eg-singularity, so [Bea86, Théoreme 3] applies to say that (2.2))
is either

(i) surjective, or

(ii) has image the stabiliser of some quadratic refinement of — - —.
It is an easy algebraic exercise to see that distinct quadratic refinements have dis-
tinct stabilisers, so in the latter case there is a canonical quadratic refinement
qx, : H*(X4;Z) — 72 associated to X,.

Beauville then argues that these two cases correspond to d being even or odd
respectively. For d even he shows that there is indeed no Mong-invariant quadratic
refinement, so case (i) holds. For d odd he refers to work of Browder [Bro79] or
Wood [Woo75] for the existence of a quadratic refinement, however we are concerned
with dimension 3 and in the exceptional dimensions 1, 3, and 7 those results do not
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applyﬂ. In fact, as Beauville explains [Bea806, p. 15] there is no MCGg-invariant
quadratic refinement, so any construction of ¢x, cannot be by plain differential
topology. Nonetheless Beauville is correct that case (ii) holds when d is odd: one
contribution of this paper is to produce, in Section[3.4] the required Mong-invariant
quadratic refinement. Pending this detail, we record Beauville’s result as follows.

Theorem 2.1 (Beauville [Bea86]). For d > 3 the map

Auwt(H3(X4;Z), (a,b) — a-b,qx,) d odd

Mong —
ot {Aut(H3(Xd; Z),(a,b) — a-b) d even

s surjective. (Il

2.3. The mapping class group. Kreck and Su [KS20] have made a detailed study
of the mapping class groups of 6-manifolds which “look like 3-dimensional complete
intersections”: of course a 3-dimensional hypersurface such as X is such a manifold.
For us the most useful form of their result is as follows [KS20, Theorem 2.6]. There
are extensions

1 —— SMCGy; —— MCGy; —— Aut(m3(Xq),\) —— 1
(2.3)

1 Ky SMCGy —2— H3(Xy4;Z) — 1.

The first defines the subgroup SMCG,, and expresses the fact that all automor-
phisms of 75(X,) which preserve A are are the identity on its radical Z/d{n} can
be realised by diffeomorphisms. The second describes SMCG, as an extension
of H3(Xy4;7Z) by a certain finite abelian group K, (we shall describe the map v,
later: experts will understand the idea from the phrase “distorsion of the first
Pontrjagin class”). The subgroup K, is generated by those diffeomorphisms of
X, that can be supported in a neighbourhood of $? C X4. This includes those
diffeomorphisms wich are supported in a disc, which defines a homomorphism
® : my(Diff (D)) =2 ©7 =2 Z/28 — Kg4. The group K, is completely determined by
Kreck and Su, and we summarise what we need from their calculations as follows.

Lemma 2.2 (Kreck—Su [KS20]). The map ® : ©7 — Kq has

7)7 d#£0 mod?7

Ker(®) =17Z/2 d=3,5,811,13 mod 16
0 d=0 mod?7

Z/4 d=2,4,6,10,12,14 mod 16
@{
0 d=0,1,7,9,15 mod 16

a'nd
Ckr((p) ~ { / C : ::l {Z/S a = ” 1M O( 3

0 d#Z0 mod4 0 d#0 mod 3.

Proof sketch. The bulk of this concerns the 2-torsion, which in the d odd case, for
example, requires a case-by-case analysis of table (7.1) on p. 35 of [KS20] reduced
modulo 4, with k := %(5 —d?)d. Looking at the 4th and 5th columns in particular,
one sees that the quotient of (Z/4)3 by the relations given by the columns of this
table is generated by the class of the first basis vector. The 7-torsion is immediate
from the discussion just before this table, as is the 3-torsion. The d even case is
analogous, using the table on p. 42 of [KS20]. O

IThis is explicit in [Bro79, Theorem B]. On the other hand [Woo75, Theorem 2] calculates the
Kervaire invariant of X; without seeming to concern itself with whether this invariant is defined,
but the definition at the end of §1 defines the zero quadratic function in dimensions 1, 3, or 7.
However, see Remark [3.8]
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3. UPPER BOUNDS: TANGENTIAL STRUCTURES AND QUADRATIC FORMS

The goal of this section is as follows. We shall describe a certain tangential
structure 8™P and a #™P-structure E};g’dp on X4, which is preserved up to homotopy
by monodromy: thus there is a factorisation

a : Mong — Stabyca, ((%7) < MCGy.

We will then use the work of Kreck and Su to analyse the subgroup Stabacg, (f};gdp),
and show that the extensions ([2.3)) simplify to a single central extension

1 — Ky —— StabMCGd(ﬁggf) E— Aut(ﬂ'g(Xd),/\,,u) E— 1,
for p: w3(X4) — Z/2 a certain quadratic refinement that we will construct.

3.1. Tangential structures. A stable tangential structure is a Serre fibration 6 :
B — BO, and a §-structure on a manifold M means a choice of lift £ : M — B of the
map Ty, : M — BO classifying the stable tangent bundle of M. Familiar examples
are 7 : BSO — BO, for which #*-structures are orientations, or 85 : EO — BO,
for which #5"-structures are stable framings.

As the map 7, is not literally unique—it is only unique up to coherent homotopies—
in order to study the action of Diff(M) on #-structures it is best to take another
model. If M is d-dimensional then we define a corresponding (unstable) tangential
structure via the pullback

By — B

(3.1) lo p

BO(d) —— BO,

so that there is a d-dimensional vector bundle 6*v; — By classified by 6. Then we
define the space of #-structures on M to be the space of bundle maps

O(M) := Bun(T M, 0*v4),

i.e. continuous maps T'M — 0*~4 which cover a map M — B, and are linear isomor-
phisms on each fibre. This has an evident right action of Diff (M), by precomposing
with the differential of a diffeomorphism. We write

O(M) := mO (M),

which inherits a right moDiff (M)-action.

Choosing a map 7a; : M — BO(d) classifying the tangent bundle of M, it is
easy to show (using that Bun(TM,~4) =~ *, which is the defining property of the
universal bundle 74 — BO(d)) that ©(M) is homotopy equivalent to the space of
lifts in the diagram

A
e

M 24, BO(d),

and so by cartesianness of (B.I)) it is equivalent to the space of lifts of the map 73,
along 0, as we originally defined a -structure to be. By the cartesianness of (3.1))
we therefore blur the distinction between 6- and f-structures.

Remark 3.1. In the discussion above it is clear that it does not matter that 6 is
obtained by pulling back from a fibration over BO, and it is common to refer to a
fibration over BO(d) as a tangential structure.
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3.2. The tangential structure §"P. There are two natural tangential structures
in the situation we are considering. The tangent bundle of a degree d hypersurface
X C CP* satisfies TX @ O(d)|x = TCP*| x and so using that TCP* @ C = O(1)%5
we have

(3.2) TX & 0(d)|x ®C=0(1)%|x.
If we define maps

H®*-o@-c!
S Ty

ghve . cp 2 BU 5 BO,

which we implicitly convert into Serre fibrations, then the identity (3:2) shows that
X has a canonical §™P-structure E?gp, and so also a canonical §%-structure £5.

More generally, the universal family of smooth hypersurfaces Xy — Uy comes
with a fibrewise embedding X; C Uy x CP*, and the vertical tangent bundle of
this family satisfies T, Xy ® O(d)|x, ® C = O(1)%3|x,, giving a lift of the map
7o + Xy — BO classifying T, Xy along 0™P, i.e. a §™P-structure on the whole family.
This implies that §™P-structure E};g’dp is preserved by Mong. Thus the #C-structure
E%d is also preserved by Mong, which is unsurprising as it is even preserved by the
symplectic mapping class group moSymp(X4). Somewhat surprisingly we have the
following.

Lemma 3.2. The 0C-structure ﬂ()c(d is preserved by MCGy.

Proof. As ° : BU — BO is a fibration of H-spaces (in fact of infinite loop
spaces) with fibre the H-space O/U, the set §%(X,) is a torsor for the abelian
group [Xg4, O/U], with action

— - —10%(Xy) x [X4,0/U] — 0°(X,).

An orientation-preserving diffeomorphism ¢ : Xg — X, then has E%d oDy =
(5, - 6%(¢p) for a unique 6%(p) € [X4,0/U], and this defines a function

5C : MCGd — [Xd,O/U]
which is a (right) crossed homomorphism with respect to the right action of MCGyq
on [X4,0/U] by precomposition.

Using the Atiyah—Hirzebruch spectral sequence to calculate [ X4, O/U], we see it
has a filtration with filtration quotients

HY(Xa;2/2) =2/2, H*(X4;Z) = Z{z}, H(Xa4;Z)=Z{zy}.

The projection of 6%(¢) to the first quotient H(Xy4;7Z/2) is always trivial, as this
records whether ¢ preserves orientation. Neglecting this first quotient we see that
the remainder [ X4, SO/U] of [X4, O/U] is torsion-free, and the Chern—Dold charac-
ter gives an isomorphism

ch:[X4,90/Ul® Q = H* (X4, Q).

In other words 0%(¢) is trivial if and only if ¢ fixes ¢1(Xy) and c3(Xq). But all
orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms act trivially on H¢*"(X4;Z), so they all
preserve c1(Xy) and c3(Xg). O

Remark 3.3. There is an unstable tangential structure 6%¢ : BU(3) — BO(6),
classifying almost complex structures on 6-manifolds: ¢ : BU — BO classifies
stable almost complex structures. Although we will not need it, we record the fact
that MCGy also preserves any almost complex structure refining ﬂ()c(d.

There is a canonical map

Q“C(Xd) — QC(Xd)
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and we claim that its fibres have size < 2. The homotopy fibre of ©%¢(X4) —
O%(X4) over some stable almost complex structure is identified with the space I' of
lifts

X4 = BSO(6) x pso BU.

Taking the Postnikov tower of the vertical map, and choosing a lift ¢ (for example
the one coming from the actual complex structure of Xy ), leads to a (fringed)
Federer spectral sequence of signature

E?, = H™*(Xg; m (hofib(BU(3) — BSO(6) x so BU))) = m1(T,¢)

with differentials of the form d" : EY, — E_, ., ;. We may calculate the coeffi-
cients using the homotopy fibre sequence

hofib(BU(3) — BSO(6) x gso BU) — U/U(3) — SO/SO(6).
Using the work of Paechter [Pae56] we see that 7;(SO/SO(6)) = 0,0,0,0,0,Z,7/4,0
for i =1,2,...,8 and using the work of Gilmore [Gil67] we see that 7;(U/U(3)) =

0,0,0,0,0,0,Z,0 for i+ = 1,2,...,8. For the map between them we use that
m6(U(3)) = 0 and 76(SO(6)) = 0 from [Ker60], and consider the diagram

Z = m7(U) ——2—— Z = m,(S0)

I |

Z = m7(UJU(3)) —— Z/4 = 17(SO/SO(6))

| |

0=m(U(3)) ———— 0 =ms(SO(6))
to see that the middle map has image 2Z/4 < Z/4. This yields
m;(hofib(BU(3) — BSO(6) x gso BU)) =0,0,0,0,Z,Z/2,Z for i =1,2,...,7.

It follows that in total degree t + s = 0 the only non-zero entry in the spectral
sequence is B2 g s = H%(X4;Z/2) = /2, and so I has at most two path components.
This proves the claim.

It follows that E%d has either one or two almost complex structures refining it.
If there is just one then it is clearly preserved by MCGy by Lemma If there
are two, then acting on them gives a homomorphism MCG,; — G2. But by [KS20,
Theorem 2.7] the abelianisation of MCGy is trivial (note X, is Spin precisely when
d is odd) and so this homomorphism must be trivial. Thus MCG, fixes each of the
two refinements.

It is not the case that MCG, preserves E?g’dp, and our next goal is to determine
Stabamca, (E};gdp). The methods we will use are related to those of [KRW21l, [Kra20].

We begin by an analysis similar to the proof of Lemmal[32 The map §™P : CP™ —
BO is no longer a map of H-spaces, but we can proceed as follows. We have
explained that ©"P(X,) is homotopy equivalent to the space of lifts of TS, P Xd =
BO along 6™P which shows that it fits into a homotopy cartesian square

OMP(Xy) —— map(Xy, CP>)

| |@.

{rx,} — map(Xy, BO).
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On homotopy groups this gives a sequence

~ ohyp
0= H (X4 Z) — KO~ (Xq) 2 0%°(X,) -2 H2(X4;2) " K0°(X,)

which is exact exact in the sense of groups and pointed sets: the two leftmost terms
are groups, the map marked ~ is an action, and the orbits of this action are in
bijection with ((0®P),)~1(0). The map # assigns to a lift /P : Xy — CP> the
class ((MP)*(10) € H*(Xa; Z).

As an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism ¢ : Xy — Xy acts trivially on
H?(X4;Z) it follows that E};gdp o Dy and E};gdp lie in the same fibre of #: thus there
is a unique d™P(p) € KO~1(X,) such that E};gdp oDy = E?gdp - 0MP(p). As in the
proof of Lemma this defines a function

§MYP L MCGy — KO™1(Xy)

which is a crossed homomorphism with respect to the right action of MCGy on
KO~Y(X,) by contravariant functoriality. Using the Atiyah—Hirzebruch spectral
sequence to calculate KO~1(X,), we see it has a filtration with filtration quotients

H°(X4;m0(0)) = 2%, H*(Xq;m3(0)).

As in the lemma, projection of 6"™P(p) to the first quotient detects whether ¢
preserves orientation, which it does, so §™P refines to a crossed homomorphism

P MCGy — H3(Xg;m3(0)) € KO™1(Xy).
We then have
Stabyca, (£37) = Ker(6™P : MCGy — H*(X4;m3(0))).

Remark 3.4. The stable tangential structure P : CP>* — BO is not the most
sophisticated structure we can endow a hypersurface X ¢ CP* with. The equa-
tion TX @ O(d)|x = TCP*| x shows that it may be endowed with the (unstable)
tangential structure given by the homotopy equaliser

B —— BU(3) x CP* ——= BU(4)

of the maps classifying 7§ @ O(d) and TCP* respectively, made into a tangential
structure via the natural maps B — BU(3) x CP* — BU(3) — BO(6). It is more
complicated to analyse the set of such structures on Xg, and it seems likely that
for reasons similar to Remark [3.3] there is no advantage in doing so.

3.3. Distorsion of the first Pontrjagin class. We wish to relate 6™? to Kreck
and Su’s map v, : SMCGy — H?*(X4;7Z) from ([23)), which is described in terms of
Sullivan’s “distorsion of the first Pontrjagin class”, see [Sul77, §13]. As explained
by Hain [Hai23| §5.2], in the case at hand this may be implemented as follows.

Let ¢ € MCGy act trivially on cohomology, i.e. lie in the Torelli subgroup
TMCGy := Ker(MCGy — Aut(H?(X4;Z))), and let T}, denote its mapping torus.
The long exact sequence on cohomology for the pair (T,,, X4), using excision, takes
the form

s H3(X gy 2) "5 B3 (X3 2) -2 HN(T,3 ) — HN X4 Z) — -

There is a unique Z € H?(T,; Z) which restricts to 2 € H?(Xy4;Z). On X4 we have
p1(TXq) = (5—d?)z?, so the class p1 (T(T,)) — (5 — d?)z* € H*(T,;Z) vanishes on
X4 and so comes from a unique class A, (¢) € H3(X4;Z). This defines a function

A, : TMCGy — H*(X4;7),

which is easily checked to be a homomorphism.
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Lemma 3.5. We have

h
dPlrmcagy,
—

A,, : TMCGy H3 (X4 m3(0)) 2% H3 (X, 2).

Under the usual identification w3(O) = Z, the latter map is multiplication by 2.

Proof. For ¢ in the Torelli group, we describe §™P(p) € KO~'(X,) in a similar
way to Ap,. The long exact sequence on KO-theory for the pair (T, Xq), using
excision, takes the form

s KOTY(Xg) '8 KON (Xy) -5 KOO(T,) — KO°(Xg) —» -
The short exact sequence 0 — H3(X4Z) — KO 1(Xy4) — HY(X4;7Z/2) — 0
is functorially split by *+ — X3 — %, so the fact that ¢ acts as the identity on
cohomology shows that the left-hand map in the above sequence is zero. Using the
map = : T,, - K(Z,2) = CP* we can form the class

(T(T,) — ) — Z*0™P € KO°(T,).

This vanishes on Xg4, and so comes from a unique class in KO~1(Xy): this is
3P ().

The first Pontrjagin class gives a homomorphism p; : KO%(T,) — H*(T,;Z),
which extends to a map between the two exact sequences above. The composition
H3(Xg4;m3(0)) € KO™'(Xq) B H3(X4;Z) is the map induced by p; : 73(0) — Z,
which is well-known to be an isomorphism onto the subgroup 27Z. (]

We now relate this to the work of Kreck and Su, namely to the map v, in the
central extension

0 — Kg — SMCGq —% H3(X4;Z) —> 0,

where K, is a certain finite abelian group, and SMCG,; < MCGy is the subgroup
of those diffeomorphisms which act trivially on 73(X4). This map is made explicit
by the diagram after the statement of [KS20, Theorem 2.6] and the definition of
the map v, just before [KS20, Proposition 4.6]. Together those show that:

Lemma 3.6. We have Ay, |smca, =4 - vp. O

Restricted to SMCGy the crossed homomorphism 6™P : MCGy — H?® (Xa;Z) is
a homomorphism, so it annihilates the finite group K; and hence descends to a
homomorphism

SIYP  SMCG /Ky — H3(X4;m3(0)).
Corollary 3.7. This is an isomorphism onto 2 - H3(X 4;w3(0)).

Proof. Postcomposing with the map (p1). : H3(X4;m3(0)) — H3(X4;Z), which
is an isomorphism onto 2 - H3(X4;Z), gives the map A,, by Lemma B35 which
is the map 4 - v, by Lemma [3.6] so is an isomorphism onto 4 - H3(Xy4;Z) as v, is
surjective. (I

In particular Stabycga, (Eljg'dp) = Ker(0™P : MCGy — H?(X4;m3(0))) intersects
SMCGy precisely in Ky, giving a half-exact sequence

(3.3) 1 — Kg — Stabyice, ((5°) — Aut(ms(Xa), N).
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3.4. The surgery kernel. The action of MCG, on the set 0™P(X,) preserves the
subset #"P (X 4; 2, +) of those §™P-structures which map to z € H?(X4;7Z) under
Z and which induce the standard orientation of X,. This action descends to an
action of Aut(m3(X4), A) on the set

OMYP(X g3, +)/SMCGy,

and the discussion of the previous section shows that this set is a torsor for H3(Xy;Z/2) =
H3(Xg;m3(0))/Im(68™P|spmea, ). We wish to identify this set with something more
meaningful. Associated to a §"P-structure ¢ there is a quadratic form p : m3(Xg) —
7Z/2 on

7T3(Xd) (l 7T4((C]P)OO, Xd) ;) H4((C]P)OO, Xd; Z)
obtained by considering this as the surgery kernel for the normal map ¢ : Xy — CP*>°
covered by the corresponding bundle map, see [Kre99| p. 728]. This py is a quadratic
refinement of the intersection form A in the sense that

pe(a~+b) = py(a) + pe(b) + A(a,b) mod 2.

In terms of the extension (2.1]), as the subgroup Z/d{n} < m3(Xy4) is radical with
respect to A, the restriction pie|z/q : Z/d — 7/2 is a homomorphism. In particular if
d is odd then this homomorphism must be trivial, and so u, descends to a quadratic
refinement of the intersection form on Hs(Xg4;Z).

Remark 3.8. The quadratic refinement i hyo is Mong-invariant, and when d is odd
X

the induced quadratic refinement on H3(Xa:1; 7) supplies the missing ingredient in
Beauville’s Theorem 2J1 The argument of [Woo75l Section 2] applies to this qua-
dratic refinement, showing that it has Arf invariant 0 if d = £1 mod 8 and Arf
invariant 1 if d = £3 mod 8.

If d is even then this is not the case:
Lemma 3.9. Ifd is even then the homomorphism jug|z,q : Z/d — 7./2 is surjective.

Proof. If not then it would descend to a quadratic refinement of the intersection
form on Hs(X4;Z), which would be Mong-invariant, contradicting Beauville’s The-
orem 2] in the case d even. O

Let us write Quad(ms(X4), A) for the set of quadratic refinements p of (73(X4), A)
whose restriction to Z/d < m3(Xy) is zero if d is odd, and non-zero if d is even. If
w and p' are such quadratic refinements then p — u/ @ m3(X4) — Z/2 vanishes
on Z/d < w3(X4) so descends to a homomorphism H3(X4;Z) — Z/2, and hence
Quad(m3(Xq4), \) forms a H3(X4;Z/2)-torsor.

The construction above defines a function

VP (X 4z, +) — Quad(ms(Xy), \)
f— e
This is equivariant when the right-hand side is equipped with the right Aut(mws(X4), A)-
action by precomposition, so it descends to a Aut(ms(Xy4), A)-equivariant function

d: 0P (X4, 4)/SMCGy — Quad(ms(Xg), \).
This is easily checked to be a map of H?(Xgy;Z/2)-torsors, so is a bijection.
Corollary 3.10. The image of Stabymca, (E?g’dp) in Aut(ms(Xq), A) is the stabiliser
Aut(m3(Xa), A, ) of the quadratic form = piyp. O
Xd
We can therefore improve the half-exact sequence (B3) to an exact sequence

(3.4) 1 — Kg — Stabyice, ((8F) — Aut(ms(Xa), A, i) — 1.
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4. LOWER BOUNDS: AUTOMORPHISMS OF THE FERMAT HYPERSURFACE
The goal of this section is to show that the image of
hyp
Mony — Stabnica, (ng )

is not too small, by showing that it contains Im(® : ©; — Ky ), and surjects
onto Aut(ms(Xq4), A, ). The first of these is an immediate consequence of the
work of Krylov [Kry03], and is very general: it just uses that X, is a 3-fold which
admits a deformation to an As-singularity. The latter is more specific, and proceeds
by analysing the effect of automorphisms of the Fermat hypersurface on m3(Xy),
following Pham [Pha65] and Looijenga [Lool0].

4.1. Dehn twists and the Milnor sphere. The following simple consequence of
the work of Krylov is rather surprising. It presumably admits generalisations to
higher dimensions, and can perhaps be thought of as the analogue of the construc-
tion of bP-spheres as Brieskorn varieties, but for automorphisms.

Theorem 4.1. For d > 3 the subgroup Im(® : ©7 — Ky) < MCGy is contained in
the image of o : Mong — MCGy.

Proof. Under the given condition X; admits a deformation to an As-singularity,
meaning that there is an orientation-preserving embedding T*S34T*S% C X4 of
the plumbing such that the Dehn twists around each S3 lies in the image of a.
Now T*S34T*S3 =2 §3 x §3\ D¢ C $3 x $3 and, considering S® C H as the unit
quaternions, inside the latter manifold the two Dehn twists are isotopic to

Y (u,v) = (u,uv)  and U : (u,v) = (v u,0).

By [Kry03, Theorem 3] these satisfy (YUY)* = Sy, € O7 < mo(Diff (53 x $2%)).
On the other hand it follows from [Kre79, p. 657 and Lemma 3 b)] that the map

mo(Diff o(T*S34T*S%)) = 7o(Diff .(S® x S\ D%)) — mo(Diff (S x S3)),

which extends by the identity over DS, is an isomorphism. Thus the given expression
represents Zl\_/ﬁlnor € O7 in the plumbing, and so when put inside X also represents
the generator [Xyi;,.,] € Im(07 — Kg). O

4.2. Automorphisms of 73(X,) realised by monodromy. By the discussion in
Section B4 the quadratic refinement p on 73(X ) descends to a quadratic refinement
on H3(Xg4;Z) if and only if d is odd. The map

Aut(Hs(Xag;Z2),\, 1)  d odd

:A t X a)\) —
P u (7r3( d) ,U) {Aut(Hg(Xd;Z)7 )\) d even

is surjective, and its kernel is identified with the group of automorphisms of the
extension
0 — Z/d{n} — m3(X4) — H3(X4;Z) — 0

which are the identity on the outer terms, and preserve p. There is an isomorphism

7/d d odd )

K %H Ha(X, ;Z,
er(p) om( 3(Xd ){ker(u!Z/d%Z/Q) d even

given as follows: for ¢ € Ker(p) and z € H3(Xg;Z), choose a lift z € m3(X4) and
form ¢(z) — z € Ker(ms(Xq) — H3(Xq;Z)) = Z/d{n}, which does not depend on
the choice of lift z of z. Then u(é(2) — z) = p(p(2)) + u(z) — A(#(2), 2) = 0 as the
first two terms cancel (because ¢ preserves u) and the latter is A(z, z) = 0 (because
A factors over Hs(Xy4;Z) and is antisymmetric). This map is easily checked to be

an isomorphism. To avoid distinguishing cases, we can write the target above as
H3(X4;2-7/d).
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Lemma 4.2. If G < Aut(m3(Xq),\, ) is a subgroup which satisfies p(G) =
p(Aut(m3(Xa), \, 1)), then Ker(plg) = k- H3(Xy4;2 - Z/d) for some k € Z, under
the identification given above.

Proof. Under the surjection 1 — 2 : Z — 2 - Z/d, the preimage of Ker(p|g) is a
subgroup of H3(Xy;Z), and is preserved by the action of Aut(m3(X4), A, i) on this
group via p. It therefore suffices to show that all subgroups I < H?(Xy4;7Z) which
are preserved by Aut(Hs(X4;Z), A, q) and some quadratic refinement ¢ are of the
form k- H3(Xy; 7).

The group Aut(Hs3(Xg4;Z), A, q) acts transitively on the set of unimodular ele-
ments of the same g-length (this is not hard to show by hand, but it follows from
[Eril7, Corollary 3.13] using that usr(Z) = 2 and d > 3 so that (H3(Xg4;7Z),\)
contains > 4 hyperbolic forms and hence (H3(X4;Z), A, ¢) contains > 3 hyperbolic
forms). Choose a symplectic basis {e1, f1,...,eq, fg} for (Hs(Xa;Z), \), such that
q(e;) = q(fi) =0for i > 1, and q(e1) = q(f1) = Arf(q).

Let k := min{|\(a,b)| # 0 : a € I,b € H*(X4;7Z)}, then all elements of I are
divisible by k in H3(X4;7Z), so I < k- H3(X4;Z). Choose an ag € I such that
AMao, bp) = k. Then ag = k - af, for a unimodular af, € H?(X4;Z).

If g(ap) = 0 then there are automorphisms sending aj to: (i) e; or f; for any
i >1, (ii) e; + Arf(q)(e2 + f2) or f1 + Arf(q)(e2 + f2). Thus I contains k - e; and
k- fiforalli,sok - H3(Xq4;Z)=1.

If g(af,) = 1 then there are automorphisms sending aj, to: (i) e1+f1, (i) e1+ f1+e;
orei+ fi+ fi forany i > 1, (iii) e1 + (1 —Arf(q))(ea+ f2) or f1+(1—Arf(q))(ea+ f2).
Thus I contains k - e; and k - f; for all i, so k- H3(X4;Z) = 1. O

Proposition 4.3. If G < Aut(m5(X4), A, 1) is a subgroup which satisfies p(G) =
p(Aut(ms(Xa), A\, 1)), then

Ho(G;m3(Xa)) = Z/(k, d){n},
for k as in Lemma[{.3 Thus G = Aut(m3(Xq), A, i) if and only if the composition
Zjd{n} — m3(Xa) — Ho(G;m3(Xq))
is zero.
Proof. Let us abbreviate A := Aut(m3(Xqa), A, ), and H3(X4) = H3(Xg4;Z). Then
Ho(A;m3(Xa)) = Ho(Im(p); Ho(Ker(p); m3(Xa)))
Ho(G;m3(Xa)) = Ho(Im(p); Ho(Ker(pla); m3(Xa)))-

and so first consider the long exact sequences for the action of Ker(p) and Ker(p|s)
on the extension describing 73(Xy):

H,(Ker(plg); Hs(Xa)) & Z/d — Ho(Ker(plc);m3(Xa)) — Ho(Ker(pla); Ha(Xa))

| H | |

H, (Ker(p); Hy(Xa)) -2 Z/d — Ho(Ker(p)i m5(Xa)) —> Ho(Ker(p); Hs(Xa))-

Under the identification Hy (Ker(p); H3(X4)) = H?(X4;2-Z/d) ® H3(X4) the lower
map 0 is given by evaluation, so it has image 2 - Z/d. Similarly the upper map 9
has image 2k - Z/d. This gives a map of short exact sequences, and the induced
map on long exact sequence for Im(p)-homology takes the form:

H(Im(p); Ha(Xa)) 2 Z/(2k,d) — Ho(G;m3(Xa)) — Ho(Im(p); Hz(Xa)) — 0

| l | |

Hy(Tm(p); H3(X4)) -2 Z/(2,d) — Ho(A;m3(Xa)) — Ho(Im(p); Hs(X4)) — 0
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By [Kra20, Lemma A.2] the rightmost terms vanish, as Im(p) is a (quadratic)
symplectic group.

If d is odd then Z/(2, d) vanishes, and if d is even then it is Z/2. When d is even
we claim that the lower 0 is onto. If not, we obtain an A-invariant homomorphism
Q : m3(X4) — Z/2 which agrees with g on Z/d. Then p — @ is again a quadratic
refinement of A on 73(Xy), but it vanishes on Z/d < mw3(X4) and so descends to
an A-invariant quadratic refinement of A on H5(X4;Z). By Beauville’s theorem
there is no such quadratic refinement. For d both even and odd it then follows that
Ho(A;m3(Xaq)) = 0.

The group H;(Im(p); H3(X4)) has exponent 2 by the centre-kills trickd, so the
image of the top d lands in the subgroup of Z/(2k, d) of elements of order 2, i.e. the
subgroup generated by [k]. If d is odd this means it vanishes. If d is even it must
hit [k], by commutativity of the left-hand square] It follows that Ho(G;m3(X4)) =
Z/(k,d). O

Theorem 4.4. The composition
Mong — MCGg — Aut(ms(Xq), A, 1)
18 surjective.

Proof. By Beauville’s theorem, the image G of this composition satisfies p(G) =
p(Aut(m3(X4), A, 1)), and so by Proposition 3 the composition is surjective if and
only if the composition Z/d{n} — m3(Xq) = Ho(Mong; 73(X4)) is zero.

Let us write Xq = X3 C CP*: the decomposition CP? C CP* > A* induces a
corresponding decomposition X3 C X3 D A3, where A3 is the corresponding affine
Fermat hypersurface, and X7 C CP? is the 2-dimensional Fermat hypersurface.
The normal bundle of Xg c X 3 is O(1). The long exact sequence on homology for
(X3, A3), along with excision and the Thom isomorphism, gives the bottom part of
the following commutative diagram:

Z/d{n}

|

m3(AY) —— m3(X})

I l

Hy(X3:7) — Hy(X3,A3;7) -2 H3(A37Z) — Hs(X3:7Z) — 0

E

zZ Hy(X3:Z)

\lh

Z

The top part comes from the fact that A3 is homotopy equivalent to a wedge of
3-spheres, and teh defining extension for m3(Xg).

Claim: The map m3(A3) — 73(X3) is surjective.

2The group Im(p) contains the matrix —Id in its centre, which acts on the module H3(Xy) by
—1; conjugation by this matrix induces a map on homology which is both (i) the identity, as it is
inner, and (ii) multiplication by —1.

S3This shows that Z/(2k,d) — Z/(2,d) is split, i.e. that Z/(k,d/2) has odd order. This is a
bit surprising, but is just saying that the subgroups Ker(p|g) < H?(Xy4;2 - Z/d) are even more
constrained than Lemma indicates.
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Proof of Claim. We just have to show that it hits n. If f : S — X3 is a homotopy
class which is homologically trivial, then it is some multiple of 7. This multiple
may be found as follows: choose a 4-chain bounding f in X3, and choose a 4-disc
bounding f in CP*, then intersect the union of these with CP? ¢ CP* (equivalently,
evaluate h? on this cycle). The result is well-defined only modulo d because h?
evaluated on a 4-cycle in X3 lies in dZ.

By the Lefschetz hyperplane theorem the inclusion X3 — CP? is 2-connected,
and in particular there is an [a] € H2(X?2; Z) such that (h, [a]) = 1. Under the Thom
isomorphism in the diagram above this corresponds to an [a] € Hy(X3, A3;Z), and
d([a]) can be represented by a sphere in A3 and hence a [f] € m3(X3) which is
homologically trivial. By construction @ is a 4-chain in X3 which bounds f, and
we can choose the disc filling f to be in A*. Thus the intersection of this cycle
with CP?2 is the same as the intersection of @ N CP? = a with CP' C CP3, which is
(h,[a]) =1 by design. O

We now use the work of Pham [Pha65] describing m3(A3) = H3(A3;Z), and its
extension by Looijenga [Lool0] describing H3(X3;7Z). These are described in terms
of the action of the abelian group ud = (t1,t2,t3,t4 | 4,14, t4,t$) of 4-tuples of d-th
roots of unity, which acts on CP* by

19ty lrota e za) = [0 Tt 2 1 852 20 1 850 25 1t 2]

and hence acts on X3, and by restriction acts on A* and hence A¢ in the evident
way. Pham showed that there is a Z[u4]-module isomorphism

d—1
H3(A%Z) = Zpg) /(D thi=1,2,3,4),
k=0

and Looijenga showed that the surjection Hs(A3;Z) — Hs(X3;7Z) is the quotient
by the sub-Z[u4]-module I generated by the element Zz;é (t1tatsts)®.
With the discussion above we get a map of extensions of Z[u4]-modules:

d— d— d—1
0 —— I — Z[ull/(Cisoth) — Zlull/(Ciso(titatsta)®, Sy tF) — 0

l | H

The induced map of long exact sequences on H, (ug; —) contains the portion

- — Ho(p3: 1) Z/d Z/d 0

| l H

- — ZJd{n} — Ho(py;m3(X3)) — Ho(py; Ha(X3;Z)) — 0.

The top right map is surjective and therefore bijective as the two groups have the
same size: thus the top left map is zero: but as the vertical left map is onto it then
follows that the bottom left map is zero: i.e. Z/d{n} — m3(X3) — Ho(ul; m3(X3))
is zero.

The argument will be finished once we show that the automorphisms of m3(X3)
given by the ¢; € ué are realised by monodromy, as then the class 7 vanishes
in HQ(MODd;TFg(Xg)) too, as required. To see this, recall that PGL5(C) acts on
the space Uy C PHY(CP* O(d)) of smooth hypersurfaces, and pj < PGL5(C)
stabilises X4: thus acting on X, gives a based map PGLs(C)/ul — Uy and hence
a homomorphism m (PGL5(C)/uk) — Mong. The domain fits into an extension

1 — m(PGL5(C)) = Z/5 — m (PGL5(C)/u3) — psy — 1
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and any lift of t; € pd to m (PGLs(C)/ul) gives an element of the monodromy
group which acts on 75(Xy) as t;. (It might not have order d in Mong, but this is
not important.) O

5. FURTHER UPPER BOUNDS: COBORDISM CONSIDERATIONS
The discussion so far gives the extension
hyp
1 — Ky — StabMCGd(EXd ) — Aut(7r3(Xd),)\,,u) — 1

from (B4), and shows that the image of o : Mong — Stabmca, (E};g’dp) surjects to
Aut(m3(Xq), A, p) (Theorem [£4)) and contains the image of ® : ©7 — K, (Theorem
M1). To prove Theorem [A] we must therefore account for the cokernel of ®. The
goal of this section will be to make sense of, and prove, the statement that « :
Mong — Stabyca, (E};g’dp) does not hit the Coker(®) part of K4. We formulate this
as follows.

Theorem 5.1. There is a factorisation
Ky — Stabmea, (f?gdp) 5 Coker(®)
of the natural quotient map, such that k o « is trivial.
This shows that « lands in Ker(x : Stabmca, (f?g’(lp) — Coker(®)), which with
our earlier discussion shows that this kernel is precisely Im(«), giving an extension
1 — ®(07) — Im(a) — Aut(ms(Xq), \, p) — 1,

which proves Theorem [Al
The cokernel of ® is described in Lemma as

Coker(®) == Z/2 d=0 mod 4 Z/3 d=0 mod 3
T =
0 d#Z0 mod4 0 d#0 mod 3,

so our strategy for proving Theorem [5.1] will be to analyse H;(Stabmca, (E};g’dp); 7),
2- and 3-locally. The method we will use is analogous to that of [GRWT6], though
with significant additional difficulties.

5.1. Calculating the abelianisation of Stabyica, (Eljg'dp). Using the space P (X,)
of A"P_structures on X4, we define
MCGYP = 71 (OMP(Xy) /Diff (Xa), €P).
The long exact sequence on homotopy groups for this homotopy orbit space contains
a portion
m1(Diff(Xq)) — m1(OMP(Xy), (%P) — MCGLP — MCGq = 0™ (X,)
so gives a half-exact sequence
T (OMP(X ), £¥P) — MCGLP — Stabyca, (£3P) — 1.
5.1.1. Calculating the abelianisation of MCGgyp. The abelianisation of MCGS“le
can be computed by cobordism-theoretic methods, using the results of [GRW14l
GRWI18, [GRW1T7] (proceeding similarly to [GRW16]). The result is given in terms of

the corresponding unstable tangential structure defined by the homotopy cartesian
square

Bg —— CP®
(51) J{ehyp lghyp
BO(6) —— BO,
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specifically the Thom spectrum MTO"P(6) := Th(—(6"P)*~s) of the (—6)-dimensional
virtual vector bundle —(6"P)*~4 over Be.

Proposition 5.2. There is a map
Hy(MCGYP; Z) — 75 (MT6"P(6))
which is an isomorphism for d > 3.

Proof. The parameterised Pontrjagin—Thom construction gives a map
(5.2) OMP(X,) JDiff(X4) — Q°MTOP(6).

The lift E};g’dp : Xqg — Bgof rx, : Xq — BO(6) is 3-connected, because Xg — CP* -
CP® is by the Lefschetz hyperplane theorem, and Bg — CP* is 6-connected by the
homotopy cartesian square (5.1)). Thus [GRW17, Theorem 1.8] applies to the path
component of E?g’dp in ©P(X,)/Diff(X,;) and shows that the map (5.2) restricted
to this path-component is an isomorphism on homology in degrees satisfying 2% <
ghyp(Xd,E?(ydp) — 3. To obtain an isomorphism in degree 1, we must argue that
GP(Xa, (5P) > 5.

The quantity g"vP (X, E?g’dp) is described in [GRW17) Section 1.3], and is bounded
below by ¢™¥P (X, E})‘g’dp), the largest number of disjointly embedded copies of W7 1 :=
3 x §3\ int(D") into X4 on which the restriction of E};gdp is “admissible” ([GRW1IS,
Definition 1.3]). We shall not need to go into the definition of admissible, because
we can apply [GRWIS8| Remark 7.16]: the intersection form (Hsz(Xg4;Z),\) is iso-

morphic to a sum of g := d4_5d3+1gd2_10d+4 hyperbolic forms, and H3z(Bg;Z) = 0,
so by that remark g"P(X,, E?g’dp) > g. For d > 3 we have g > 5, and so indeed have
(X, 27) > 5. 0

Proceeding in parallel to [GRW16, Section 5], the 6-connected map Bg — CP>
gives a 0-connected map

MTO™P(6) — D= MTHYP

on Thomifying, where M TP is the Thom spectrum of minus the 0-dimensional
virtual vector bundle classified by %P : CP* — BO. This produces a long exact
sequence

TS (MTE™) -2 7,/4 = 75(SO/SO(6)) —> 75 (MTO™P(6)) — 75 (MTE™P) —s 0.

(The 0 at the right-hand end is because 75(MTE™P) is easily seen to be torsion
and the next term is really 7§(SO/SO(6)) = Z.)

5.1.2. Calculating ﬂl(Ghyp(Xd),f};gdp). The group ﬂl(GhYP(Xd),EEgdp) can be ap-
proached by the same method as in Section B:2] which gives an exact sequence
hyp

7 = HY(X4;Z) "3 KO 2(Xy) — m(OMP(Xy), £2P) — H' (X4 Z) = 0.

Thus there is an exact sequence
KO™(X4) — Hi1(MCG}'P; Z) — H(Stabyca, ((X7): Z) — 0.
Let us describe the composition
KO™%(X,) — H(MCGY?:Z) =5 m(MTO™P(6)).

In geometric terms it is given as follows. There is a map of vector bundles ¢’ :
T(S' x Xg) 2 RO mTXy — R@ (0™P)*(46) induced by the #"P-structure £ :
TXq— (0"P)*(46) on X4, which via the Pontrjagin-Thom correspondence defines
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a class [St x X4, ¢'] € w§(MTO™P(6)). This is in fact 7 - [X4,¢]. The map above is
then given by

KO~ 2(Xy) B5 KO~1(S" x Xg) — n8 (MTO™P(6))

where s € KO'(S!) is the suspension class, and the second map sends a f : S x
X4 — O, considered as a stable isomorphism of the vector bundle T'(S* x X4), to
the class [S! x X4,¢ o f]. In homotopy-theoretic terms it is given as follows. It
sends the class [g: ST A (X4)+ — O] € KO™2(X,) to the class

St A SO MT6WP(6)

J{Sl/\[Xd] Th(é)T
Thom

SUATh(vx,) 2% S A (Xa)s ATh(vx,) 25 04 ATh(vx,) -2 Thivy,).

\L/

Here g. is defined to be the lower composition, [X,] : S° — Th(vx,) is the Thom
collapse map for X, and we have used the action of O on all spectra, via J : O —
GL.(S9).

5.2. Cobordism calculation: 3-torsion. We first treat the simpler case of the
3-torsion in Coker(®), which occurs only when d =0 mod 3.

Proposition 5.3. Suppose d =0 mod 3, d > 3. Then
(i) there is a surjection p3 : w5 (MTE™P) ) — Z/3, such that
(i) the composition KO~2(Xg)(3) — m5(MTOMP) 3 28 7./3 is trivial.

We calculate 75 (M T P)(3) using the Adams spectral sequenceE at p = 3. There
is an isomorphism H*(MTO"WP;F3) = u- H*(CP>;F3), and the action of the Steen-
rod algebra is twisted. This is well-known at p = 2, but less well known at odd
primes so we briefly explain it. Write P = Id+P!+P?+---. If u is the Thom class of
a complex line bundle with Euler class 2 then we have P(u) = u+u? = u-(1+2P71)
by the axioms of Steenrod operations and the definition of the Euler class. If u is
the Thom class of a sum of line bundles with Euler classes z1, s, ..., z, then this
gives

Plu)=u- H(l +a2P ) =u- Zej(xffl, kT
i=1 j=0

where e; are the elementary symmetric polynomials. The expression e, (z} R P~ 1)
is again a symmetric polynomial, known as the (p — 1)th Frobenius of e;, so may
be expressed in terms of the elementary symmetric polynomials e (z1,...,z,), i.e.
the Chern classes of the original sum of line bundles. By the splitting principle
this expression then holds for any complex vector bundle, and hence for any virtual
bundle too.

In the case at hand we have ¢(—0™P) = 1+ (d+ 1)z +dz?+ 23 + (1 +d)z* + O(z®)
mod 3, and so

Pu) =u-(1+ (5 —2c2) + (c2 — 2c3c1 +2¢4) +---)
=u- (14 (d*+1)2? + d*z* + O(z?)).
4The FE-pages of the Adams spectral sequences in this and the following section were computed

using the Ext-calculator at https://spectralsequences.github.io/sseq/, and typeset using the
spectralsequences LaTeX package. Both are excellent.


https://spectralsequences.github.io/sseq/
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In particular when d = 0 mod 3 we have P(u) = u - (1 + 2% + O(2”)). Then
H*(MTO»P:F3) = u - H*(CP>;F3) has generating Steenrod operations

Plu)=u-2*, P u-x)=2u-23

in degrees < 9. Using this we can calculate the E2-page of the Adams spectral
sequence in a range, which is shown in Figure [

FIGURE 1. Fa-page of the Adams spectral sequence at p = 3 for
MTO™P, with d =0 mod 3.

We see that 75 (MTE"™P) 3 is either Z/9 or Z/3, depending on the differential
coming out of the 8-column, but no smaller. In either case, taking the quotient by
those classes of F3-Adams filtration > 2 gives a surjection

ps : T(MTO™P) 5 — Z/3.

We now wish to show that the composition KO™2(Xg) ) — m5(MTHP) 3 Lt
7Z/3 is trivial. To do so, we make use of the following types of classes in KO~2(Xy).

Lemma 5.4. The abelian group KO~2(Xy) is generated by the following classes:

(i) The pullback along the map c : X4 — S® that collapses the complement X/, C
X4 of a ball of the Bott class X728 € KO~2(S9),
(i) classes pulled back along E?g’dp : Xqg — CP™.

Proof. Clearly the image of KO™2(x) — KO™?(X,) is of type (ii). The Atiyah-
Hirzebruch spectral sequence gives an extension

— 2
0 — H(X4;Z) — KO " (X4q) — H*(Xa4;Z) — 0
and the left-hand term corresponds to the classes of type (i). The map of Atiyah—

Hirzebruch spectral sequences for E};g’dp : Xq — CP* shows that the right-hand term
can be saturated by classes of type (ii). O
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For classes of type (i), we consider the commutative diagram
— 2
KO (89

|

KO™*(Xa, X3) = mi (Th(vx,), Th(vx,|x;)) 3 (59

| | | \

KO™2(Xq) —— m{(Th(vy,)) —2" 25 (MTO™P(6)) — ms(MTE™P).

Recall that the octonionic Hopf fibration S1° — S8 represents a class o € 75(S°),
and that 75(S°) = Z/240{c}. Hence the diagram shows that ¢*(3723) maps to a
multiple of 1o o in 75(MTO"P), but o € 75(S°) has F3-Adams filtration 2 so 1o
has F3-Adams filtration > 2, but this is precisely what we divided out to form the
quotient p3 : w5 (MTE™P) 5y — Z/3.

A class [g] € KO *(Xq4) of type (ii) is by definition pulled back from some
[G] € KO™%(CP>). By the construction at the end of Section this induces a
map

G.: S'AMTO™P —s MTO™P
and by naturality the image of [g] € KO™?(Xy4) in 73(MTO™P) is given by

ST A[Xa 571

STASS T TIEN g1 A prrgtye Sxy pprghve,
for [Xq, (FP] € 75 (MTO™P).
In the Adams chart for MT™P in Figure [ we see that [Xg, E?g’dp] € mg(MTo"P)
has [F3-Adams filtration > 1. Furthermore, the map G. is trivial on F3-cohomology,
so has F3-Adams filtration > 1. It follows that the image of [g] in 75(MT™P) has

F3-Adams filtration > 2, but again this is precisely what we divided out to form
the quotient ps : 75(MTOWP) ) — Z/3.

5.3. Cobordism calculation: 2-torsion. We now treat the 2-torsion in Coker(®),
which occurs only when d = 0 mod 4. It is parallel to the 3-torsion case just de-
scribed, but somewhat more complicated.
Proposition 5.5. Suppose d =0 mod 4, d > 4. Then

(i) there is a surjection pa : w5 (MTOMP) o) — Z/2, such that

(i) the composition KO™*(Xq)(2) — m5(MTO™P) (o) P2 7./2 is trivial.

To understand the 2-local homotopy groups of MTO"™P, we can identify the

homotopy type of its 9-skeleton with a certain stunted complex projective space.

Lemma 5.6. Ifd =0 mod 8 then there is a 2-local equivalence
Th(O(d) - 50(1) 4 4 — CP*) ~ £35S Cp2 -1,
If d=4 mod 8 then there is a 2-local equivalence
Th(O(d) — 50(1) 4+ 4 — CP*) ~ 2 =5)p2, 1.

Proof. We claim that the 2-local spherical fibrations for the complex bundles O(d)—
50(1)+4 and (2°—5)(O(1)—1) or (2° —5)(O(1)—1) are equivalent: then the 2-local
Thom spaces are equivalent, and it is standard that Th(kO(1) — CP") ~ CP} .
This is a kind of James periodicity, and comes down to showing these bundles agree
under the 2-local J-homomorphism

Ji2y : KO°(CP*) — J(CPY) ).
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The latter groups have been calculated by Adams and Walker [AWG65], and we
explain how to extract the specific information that we want.

Writing & == [O(1)] — 1 € K°(CP*) and y := r(z) € KO (CP), by [AWGH, Sec-
tion 2] we have K°(CP*) = Z[z]/(2°) and KO°(CP*) = Z[y]/(y*). The complex-
ification map ¢ : KO°(CP*) — K°(CP*) is a ring homomorphism and commutes
with Adams operations. It satisfies

c(y) = er(z) =z + g (x)

=z+(1+2)t-1=

— 2 3 4 gt

and so c¢(y?) = z*, and hence c is injective. From this one can check that r(x?) =
2y + 32, so r : K°(CP*) — KO°(CP?) is surjective. As K°(CP?) is spanned by
sums of complex line bundles, it follows that KO°(CP?) is spanned by sums of
O(2)-bundles, and so an easy version of the Adams conjecture [Ada63, Theorem
1.3] applies to show that for any odd k and any z € KO°(CP?) the class (Y% — 1)z
is in the kernel of J2). Let us write a ~ b to mean that a —b € KO° (CP*) lies in
the kernel of Jy).

As
-t (e ()2 ()

and c is injective and commutes with Adams operations, we have
c(Vi(y) = Ye(a® —a® + )
= k*2® — k2% + Sk (k* + 11)2*
= c(Fy + 5k (k* = 1)y?)

giving ¢&(y) = k%y + 5k*(k* — 1)y?, and hence ¥f(y?) = k*y?. In particular we
have

(Wi —1)(y) =2%+2-3y> (¥ —1)(y°) =2" 55>

As the target of J(9 is 2-local, it follows that 2%y? ~ 0, and hence that 2y ~ 0.
By [AW65, Lemma A.2] realification commutes with Adams operations, so writ-
ing d = 2% -t with t odd and s > 2, we have

r(0(d) —1) = r(Wg(0(1) — 1)) = ¥ (y)
= V(YR (1)
~yF (y) = 2%y + 22722012
Suppose first that s > 3. Then 225722 ~ 0, and 225y ~ 0, so r(O(d)—1) ~ 0 ~ 25y,

and so r(O(d) — 50(1) +4) ~ r((2° — 5)(O(1) — 1)) as required.

If s =2 then 2253_1 = 5 so the above is

24y+ 22 . 5y2 — 25y _ 24y + 22 . 5y2
~ 2%y — 2(—2-3y?) + 22 . 5y
= 25y 4 2592 ~ 2%y

and so r(O(d) — 50(1) +4) ~ r((2° — 5)(O(1) — 1)) as required. O
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Corollary 5.7. If d =0 mod 4 then
7T5(MTéhyp)(2) = Z/4

Z/2®7Z/16 d=0 mod8
Z/2®7Z/8 d=4 mod 8.

s (MTO™P) 9y = Zoy & Z/A4.

T (MTO™P) (o) = {

Proof. We have MTO™? = Th(O(d) — 50(1) + 4 — CP>), and by Lemma
its 9-skeleton is 2-locally equivalent to either 272(26’5)((?1?32:;‘) or 2*2(26’5)((3[?32:;,
which in turn are the 9-skeletons of 2’2(26’5)((3]?3875 or 2’2(26’5)((3]?5875.

The first claim follows from [Mat62, Theorem 1 c)], using the discussion in §9
of that paper and Toda’s identification mo,4+;(U(n)) = 77 (CP) for odd 7 in the
metastable range. The second claim follows from [Mat63l Theorem 2]. The third
claim follows from [Mos69, Table 2.2]. O

On the other hand, we could also approach the homotopy groups of MT"P
via the Adams spectral sequence. As modules over the Steenrod algebra we have
H*(MTO™P; Fy) = - H*(CP>;Fy) where H*(CP; Fy) carries its usual Steenrod-
module structure, and Sq(u) = u - w(—0™P), which as d is even is

Sq(u) =u- (14 z + 2 + 2° + O(2")).
In degrees < 9 we then have that H*(MT™P;Fy) is a sum of modules over the
Steenrod algebra Fo{u,u - x,u - 2% u - 23} ® Fo{u - #*} with generating Steenrod
operations
S?(u) =u-z, Sq*(u)=u-2?, S*(u-z?) =u-2°

The Fs-page of the Adams spectral sequence near the degrees in which we are
interested in then as in Figure

FIGURE 2. Fa-page of the Adams spectral sequence at p = 2 for
MTO"™P, with d even. The class of filtration 1 in degree 7 detects
the image of o € 75(S°) on the bottom cell ¢ : SO — MTHWP.

From the homotopy groups shown in Corollary[5.7] we see that there is a unique
pattern of differentials in this range: ds : E21’7 — Eg’g is an isomorphism, and
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dy: EY® — E}™ is an isomorphism if and only if d =4 mod 8, with all other dif-
ferentials being zero. In particular, taking the quotient by the subgroup generated
by too € ﬂ'?(MTthp)(g) gives a surjection

po T (MTOP) o) — Z/2.

We wish to show that the composition KO™2(Xg) () — w5 (MTHWP) o) 22 7/2
is trivial. We do this just as in the 3-torsion case, using Lemma (.4l Namely, classes
of type (i) coming from ¢ : X4 — S map to a multiple of 1 o o € w$(MTH™P) so
vanishes under py. As in the 3-torsion case, for classes of type (ii) their images may
be represented as

S'A[Xa, L8P

g1 ass "R g1 appgher ey pppghee
for certain maps G,. Figure [ shows the Adams chart for MTO"P, and because
of the differential out of the 6-column, the class [Xd,fg?'dp] € mg(MTO™P) has Fo-
Adams filtration > 2. The map G, has Fo-Adams filtration > 1, so the classes
obtained in this way all have Fo-Adams filtration > 3. Thus they lie in the subgroup
of 73 (MTéhyp>(2) generated by 4¢ o o, and so vanish under ps.

5.4. Proof of Theorem [5.1l Firstly, abbreviate Aut := Aut(ms(X4), A, 1) and
consider the Serre spectral sequence for (84), which gives

(5.3)  Hao(Aut;Z) 25 Ky — Hy(Stabyica, (£37): Z) — Hi(Aut; Z) — 0.
The group Aut participates in an extension

Aut(Hs(Xg:Z), A, i) d odd

1— H3(Xy4;2-7/d) — Aut 2 —
Aut(H3(Xa;Z), \) d even

where the (outer) action of the quotient on the kernel is the usual one. Writing
Aut’ for the right-hand term, the Serre spectral sequence for this extension gives

Ho(Aut'; H3(X4;2 - Z/d)) — Hy(Aut; Z) — Hy(Aut';Z) — 1.

Using that d > 3 and so g > 5, the right-hand term is Z/4 if d is odd and 0 if d
is even by e.g. [KRW21], Section 4.1.1]. Similarly, if d is even, or d is odd and pu
has Arf invariant 0, then the left-hand term vanishes by [Kra20, Lemma A.2]. If
d is odd and p has Arf invariant 1 then it still vanishes, though we do not know a
specific reference: a similar argument to [Kra20, Lemma A.2] works. The overall
conclusion is that Hy(Aut;Z) is Z/4 if d is odd and 0 if d is even.

By the discussion in Sections 5.1l 5.2, and B3] for d > 3 we have the diagram

KO™2(Xq) — H1(MCGY?;Z) —— Hi(Stabuog, ((5F):Z) —— 0

i |

73 (MTOWP(6)) E
L ;
T (MTOwP) — P29 o Coker (D)

where the top row is exact and the lower composition is trivial, so the dashed
surjection k exists. Here we have written Coker(®)’ for the abstract group

Z/2 d=0 mod4 Z/3 d=0 mod3
0 d#0 modd |0 d#0 mod 3.
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Lemma 5.8. The composition
Mong -+ Stabyice, (£%F) — Hi(Stabyce, ((%F); Z) — Coker(®)’
1s trivial.

Proof. Uy € PH(CP*; O(d)) is the complement of the discriminant locus, which
is irreducible, so its fundamental group Mong is normally generated by a single
element, which can be taken to be a symplectic Dehn twist 7. As Coker(®) is an
abelian group, it is enough to show that this Dehn twist maps to zero. The map «
naturally lifts to MCGEYP, as the universal family of smooth hypersurfaces admits
a fibrewise A"YP-structure as discussed in Section

By choosing a degeneration of X4 to an As-singularity, we may find an embedding
T*S34T*S% C X4 of the plumbing such that 7 is the Dehn twist around one of the
spheres. There is a diffeomorphism 7*S$347*53 2 53 x 53\ D¢ = int(W; 1) and so
the mapping torus 7, can be expressed as

T =T, U (8 6\ W)
S1xS5

equipped with a ™P-structure El}ip that agrees with the pullback of E?gdp on the

second term. Via D? x (Xd\Wl,l), the second term is "YP-cobordant rel boundary
to D? x 8%, so T, is "P-cobordant to the manifold

U D? x §°
S1x S5

M =T,

|W1,1

with some #"P-structure E}Jgp : M — CP*. But M is easily checked to be 2-
connected, so £23° may be lifted along EO — CP™ to a stable framing £5%. It follows
that [T, ﬂ;{p] € m3(MTO"P) lies in the image of ¢, : 75(S%) — 7$(MTE™P). Both
3-locally and 2-locally the image of this map lies in the subgroup that we divided
out to form the map ps @& ps : 75(MTOWP) o) — Coker(®)'. O

The argument of this lemma can be understood in a more general context by
the discussion in Section [6] see Remark [G.51

Lemma 5.9. The map q : Kg — Hl(StabMCGd(E?gdp);Z) 5 Coker(®) is the
quotient by Im(P).

Proof. For this it suffices to show that it is 2- and 3-locally surjective, and that
it vanishes on precomposing with ® : ©; — Ky. Working 2-locally there is only
anything to show when d =0 mod 4, in which case Hi(Aut;Z) =0 and so K; —
H, (Stabumca, (E?g’dp); 7) is surjective, so q is surjective too. Working 3-locally there
is only anything to show when d = 0 mod 3. Then H;(Aut;Z) is 0 or Z/4 so is
3-locally trivial and so K4 — H;(Stabumca, (f};gdp); Z) is 3-locally surjective, and so
q is 3-locally surjective too.

To see that ©7 5 Ky % Coker(®)’ is trivial, we use that ®(©7) lies in the image
of a by Theorem [£1] then apply Lemma 5.8 O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [B} COMPARISON TO Wy

In order to prove Theorem [B] we will compare some of our calculations with
analogous calculations for mapping class groups of connect-sums of S2 x $3’s, which
have been studied in some detail, especially recently. Recall from Section 2] that
by a theorem of Wall we may find an embedding

e Wy i=#9(5% x $%)\ int(D°) — X,
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which induces an isomorphism on Hsz(—;Z). By our assumption d > 3 we have
g > 5. Let E}I;I}/]fl = e*f};gdp be the induced A"P-structure, which in particular

induces a 0"P-structure Egﬁ'/gg . on the boundary 0Wy ;. Recall that the universal

principal O-bundle 63 : EO — BO defines a stable tangential structure that we
call a stable framing.

Lemma 6.1. There is a boundary condition on stable framings ﬁ%f{,vy L anda Diffs(Wy1)-
equivariant homotopy equivalence
. sfr . psir ~ h . oh
s O (Wo,15 G, ) — O (Wy; baw, |)-
Proof. The map Egﬁ'f,’g,l : W, 1 = S% — CP* is nullhomotopic, giving a lift along
u : EO — CP* and hence a boundary condition Esaf{,vg | for stable framings (and a

: : : sfr hyp :
canonical isomorphism from .,/ ow,, O EBWg,l)' The map v then induces a map

us between the two spaces of structures. Seeing that it is surjective in my means
showing that the relative lifting problem

sfr

oWy 1
OWy1 —25% EO

7

-
-7 u
-
-
-
-

ghyp

Wg,1 ——— CP*®

can always be solved: it can because H?(W, 1,0W, 1;Z) = 0. Moreover it can be
solved uniquely up to homotopy as all the lower relative cohomology groups also
vanish, which shows that the fibres of u, are contractible too. [l

This lemma means that E}%ypl corresponds to a canonical stable framing f%,frg L
In Section B.4] we constructed a quadratic refinement p = g nye on m3(Xgq), which
Xa

restricts along e to a quadratic refinement e*p on m3(W,1) = Hs(Wy,1;Z). In
[KRW21|, Section 6.1] it was shown that under the action of I'y 1 := moDiff 5(Wy 1)
the set HSfr(Wgyl;ESaf{,Vg’l) = WOGSH(WgJ;ESaf{,Vg’l) has two orbits, distinguished by
the Arf invariant of the corresponding quadratic form. However, we will not need
to know what the Arf invariant of e*p is.

6.1. The groups F}glf'lp and Stabpg,l(ﬁll}gfl). If we define

TP = m (OMP (W 15 0330 )/ Diffg (W), 63 )

then the long exact sequence of homotopy groups for this homotopy quotient has
a portion

h h I h h
(0 yp(WgJ;ga%g,l)vgvgil) — Fgf’lp — Stabpy’l(ﬁmigp,l) — 1,

where Stabr, | (6}1}’,’51) denotes the stabiliser of [6%51] € moOWP(Wy 1; Egﬁ,’gyl) under

the 'y j-action. Using Lemma [6.]] F??’lp is identified with the analogous stably

framed mapping class group F;ffl, and similarly for the stabiliser. Considered as

the stabiliser of a stable framing, the latter has been determined up to an extension
in [KRW21]. Specifically, combining the discussion in Section 6.1 of that paper
with its Proposition 5.1 and Section 3.4 gives a central extension

(6.1) 1— 0, — Stabpg,l(ﬁl%yp’l) — Spg M(Z) — 1,
where Spg,” *(Z) denotes the stabiliser of a quadratic refinement of Arf invariant

0 or 1 respectively. (Depending on what the Arf invariant of e*p is.)
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In [GRW16, Lemma 7.5] there is described a class y € H? (Spy,” “(Z);Z), char-
acterised by two properties:

(i) p vanishes when restricted to the Z/4 subgroup generated by (9 ') € Sp3(Z),
(ii) the map p. : Ha(Spy,” “(Z); Z) — Z is surjective as long as g > 2 in the case
q and g > 3 in the case cﬂ and 8 times it is the signature map. It generates
Hom(Hy(Spy,™ “(Z); Z), Z.).
This class g can be multiplied by Xmimer € ©7 to give a class g - Xniilnor €
H?(Spg,™ *(Z); ©7), corresponding to a central extension

(6.2) 0— ©7 — E — Spy," *(Z) — 1.
Theorem 6.2. The extension (61)) is isomorphic to the extension (G.2).

Proof. Including Staubrgy1 (Elaggpl) into I'y 1, we obtain a map of central extensions

1 —— ©7 —— Stabr, (E%%,’pl) —— Spy,” M(Z) —— 1

| | ;

1 @7 Fg71 Fg71/®7 — 1.

Krannich [Kra20] has analysed the lower extension, as follows (we implicitly spe-
cialise his results to the case 2n = 6 without further comment).
Using the notation I'y 1 ;o = I'y1/©7, in [Kra20, (1.7)] he gives an extensiorl]

1 — H*(Wy,15 Sm3(SO(3))) — T'y.1/O7 = Spy, (Z) — 0.

The set of stable framings 7@ (W, 1; ESfr ) isa [Wy,1/0,50],-torsor, and acting

ghyp

sfr .
on the stable framing EWg,l correspondlng via Lemma [6.1] to £y”  gives a crossed

homomorphism
s:Tg1 — [Wy1/0,50]. = H*(W, 1;73(SO)),

which descends to I'y 1/©7; this is completely parallel to the discussion in Section
Bl Together the maps s and p give a homomorphism

(s,p) :T'g1/07 — H3(W971;7T3(SO)) X SpQg(Z) =7% % SpQQ(Z).

This is not an isomorphism, because Sm3(SO(3)) — 73(SO) is not (this is related
to Corollary B7), but it is injective. Krannich shows that I'g1/07 has trivial

abelianisation, and then defines a cohomology class “X- =2 =B € H*(Dy1/O7;Z) b
showing in [Kra20, Lemma 3.19 (iii)] that the composmon

H (T /07 2) 25 Hy(229 i Sp,, (2);2) *—F" 7,

has image 8-Z. Here sgn is the signature map, factoring over Hs (SpQg(Z) 7), and x?
is obtained by cup-squaring the canonical twisted cohomology class x € H'(Z?9 x
Spy,(Z); Z?9) then applying A : Z*9 @ Z?9 — Z to the coefficients. In [Kra20,
Theorem 3.22] (using [Kra20, Lemma 3.4]) he shows that the lower extension is
classified by the cohomology class

2_gon
*% : EMilnor S H2(Fg,1/®7; 67)

5Strictly speaking that source only discusses Spgg (), but in a stable range the cohomology of
Sp2é7 ) and Sp5(Z) agree.
See [Kra20, Lemma 3.5] for Spy(Z); for Sp3(Z) observe it contains Sp3(Z).
7Our map j splits this extension over the subgroup SpOl o' 2(7), which does not contradict the

fact [Kra20, Theorem 2.2] that it is not split over Spy,(Z).
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Pulling this back along j : Spy,”" *(Z) — Spy,(Z) — Ty1/O7, and using that

X vanishes on this subgroup, it follows that the top extension is classified by u -
EMilnor S HQ(Spggor a(Z)7 97) U

We record the following consequences:

Corollary 6.3. Suppose that g > 3.

(i) In the Leray—Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence for the extension (Gl the
differential dy : Hy(Sp3,”" “(Z);Z) — ©r is surjective.

(i) The finite residual of Stabpy’l(ﬁ%il) is the central subgroup ©7.
Proof. Ttem (i) follows from the facts that pu : Ho(Spy,” *(Z); Z) — 7Z is surjective
and YpMimor generates O7. Item (ii) follows from the discussion in [KRW20] near
equation (6). O
6.2. Calculating the abelianisation of F;‘,ylp. The abelianisation of I‘}glf'lp =1If
can be calculated in a way completely parallel to Section [[.1.1] using 65 : EO —
BO and its pullback 657 : SO/SO(6) — BSO(6) to an unstable tangential structure.
The corresponding Thom spectrum is now M7 (6) = ¥>°~6S0/SO(6), so there
is a map

Hy(T™P:7) — 72(2°7%50/S0(6) )

9,17
which is an isomorphism as long as g > 5. The corresponding long exact sequence
simplifies to a split short exact sequence

0 — Z/4 = 75(SO/SO(6)) — m(£°7530/S0(6)4) — 75(S°) = Z/240{s} — 0.
6.3. Relation to X;. The embedding e gives a map of central extensions

1 —— 67 —— Stabp, , () —— Spi," *(2) ——— 1

| l |

1 —— Kq — Stabucg, ((8°) —— Aut(ms(Xq), A, p) — 1.

As “finite residual” is covariantly functorial for group homomorphisms, Corollary
63 (ii) shows that Im(®) is contained in the finite residual of Stabycg, (E?g’dp).
Combined with Theorem [A] this proves Theorem [Bl

Remark 6.4. Using this map of central extensions, Corollary (i) implies that
the differential dy : Ho(Aut; Z) — Ky in (B3) hits the subgroup Im(®); the rest of
the discussion in Section [6] shows that this is precisely what it hits.

Remark 6.5. Tt follows from the calculation in Section that if [f] € MCGRP
can be supported on e(W, 1) C Xy, then its image under

MCGE? — Hy(MCGRP: Z) =5 7 (MTO™P(6)) —> 75(MTEP)

lies in the image of ¢, : 75(S%) — 73(MTO™P). This gives another point of view
on the proof of Lemma B8
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